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Abstract. The optical model is a fundamental tool to describe scattering
processes in nuclear physics. The basic input is an optical model potential, which
describes the refraction and absorption processes more or less schematically. Of
special interest is the form of the absorption potential. With increasing energy
of the incident projectile, a derivation of this potential must take into account
energy dependent transition from imaginary surface to volume terms. We discuss
the deficiencies of the classical approach and propose an alternative method based
on concepts developed within the framework of fractional calculus, which allows
to describe a smooth transition from surface to volume absorption in a natural
way.
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1. Introduction

Geiger‘s, Marsden‘s and Rutherford‘s [Geiger and Marsden (1909), Rutherford (1911)]
scattering experiments mark a twofold highlight in the development of physics.

A new view on the atom emerged, overcoming Thomson‘s plum pudding model
[Thomson (1904)] and splitting the atom into two distinct spatial areas, the outer
atomic shell and the inner nucleus, which in the following caused a specialization of
research fields of the same kind, namely from a uniform view at the atom to two at
first independent research areas of atomic shell physics, which in addition covers to a
large extend the study of chemical reactions and nuclear physics, which concentrates
on the study of atomic nucleus itself.

Furthermore this was the onset of an active exploration of the properties of nuclear
matter.

Besides the passive observation of nuclear properties, which started with
Becquerel‘s [Becquerel (1896)] accidental discovery that uranium salts spontaneously
emit a penetrating radiation, which he called radioactivity and in the course of
time unveiled spontaneous decay phenomena (loosely sorted by emitted particle
pass) , like v, 8, «, cluster decay [Rose and Jones (1984)] even up to nuclear fission
[Flerov and Petrzhak (1940)] now the active scattering process allowed for a detailed
study of the nucleus with different projectile-target combinations within a large range
of incident energies.

Motivated by Joliot and Curie‘s [Joliot and Curie (1934)] experiments Fermi
[Fermi (1934)] performed a first systematic study for different target nuclei using
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slow neutrons, which had passed the pond beyond the physics institute in Rome
[?] from a natural beryllium source instead of a-particles as projectiles bombarding
different chemical target elements. Subsequent experiments by Hahn and Strassmann
[Hahn and Straffimann (1939)] where correctly interpreted as an induced fission of a
nucleus by Meitner and her nephew Fritsch[Meitner and Fritsch (1939)].

The development of accelerators made it possible to realize scattering experiments
with well defined projectile energies and different projectiles. While Hofstadter
[Hofstatter (1956)] in Stanford used electrons to study the properties of nuclear matter,
later light nuclei were used to produce trans-uranium and super-heavy elements
[Oganessian et al (2004)].

A milestone was the acceleration of uranium beyond the Coulomb-barrier and
the studies on uranium-uranium scattering at GSI in Darmstadt to generate for a
short time the strongest electromagnetic fields possible [Aleksandrov et al (2022)] and
to study the properties of large size nuclear molecules [Reinhardt and Greiner (1977),
Reinhardt et al (1981)].

Increasing the incident energy in heavy ion collisions allowed to investi-
gate the properties of nuclear matter at extreme pressures and temperatures
and thus to observe compression phenomena and possible phase transitions
like deconfinement processes in quark-gluon-plasma [Rafelski and Miller (1982),
Rafelski and Miiller (1986)].

Last not least, the collision of two neutron stars [Oppenheimer and Volkoff (1939)],
which may be reckoned as the ultimate nuclear scattering process may be a rare event,
but it generates significant signatures, which have been detected by the LIGO exper-
iment [Abbot et al (2017)].

Thus a vast amount of experimental scattering data for different projectile-target
combinations over a large energy range has been accumulated in the last 120 years.
For an interpretation and categorization of these data appropriate theoretical models
have been derived and applied.

In the range from 1 - 1000 MeV per nucleon for the incident projectile the optical
model plays an outstanding role and has proven highly successful for analysing data
on elastic and inelastic scattering of nucleons, deuterons and light elements.

The basic idea behind the optical model is the interpretation of nuclear scattering
using the terminology of classical optics and interpreting nuclear matter as a nebular
glass body. For that purpose nuclear potentials are introduced such that the elastic and
inelastic contributions of a complex scattering processes are described of in terms of
refraction and absorption processes. At first this is a purely phenomenological ansatz
which in the course of time has been motivated by a derivation of the potentials used
from reasonably chosen nucleus-nucleus interactions.

In this paper, we will concentrate on absorption process and its energy dependence
described with optical model potentials. With increasing energy of the incident
projectile, a derivation of this potential must take into account the observed smooth
transition from surface to volume absorption.

We will first discuss the deficiencies of the classical approach, which is accepted
practice for more than 60 years now.

We will then propose an alternative method, which is based on concepts developed
within the framework of fractional calculus and we will demonstrate the superiority
of this approach.
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2. The optical model - classical approach

We will now collect the necessary information on the classical derivation of optical
model potentials as a basis for our criticism of the classical standard method.

The major idea behind the optical model is the representation of a nucleus by
a mean field potential or optical potential U(7, E) being at least a function of space
coordinates and energy of the incident particle.

The direct interaction of the incident particle with a target nucleus is considered
as an interaction with the optical potential only, leading to a quantum model and the
corresponding Schrodinger equation

2
(—;—mAJrU(F, E))¥(7, E) = EVY(F, E) (1)

which is solved with appropriate boundary conditions leading to differential and total
elastic scattering angular distributions and the reaction cross section, which is equal
to the sum of cross sections for all allowed inelastic processes.

The optical potential is a complex quantity. It contains besides a real component
V (7, E) which accounts for elastic scattering only also an imaginary component
W (7, E), which represents all inelastic processes, which happen during the scattering
process.

U(F,E)=V(F,E)—iW(F,E) (2)

In view of the optical model, these terms are interpreted as a description of
refraction and absorption (note the minus sign) processes during the scattering event
respectively and were first discussed as an appropriate approach for the nuclear
scattering case by Ostrofsky and later Bethe [Ostrofsky et al (1936), Bethe (1940),
Hodgson (1967)].

Since it is found experimentally that scattered nucleons are polarised even with
an unpolarised incident beam, the optical model potential is extended by a spin-orbit
term

Uso(Fa E) = (‘/so(Fv E) - iWso(’Fv E))L i (3)
where L is the angular momentum and § are the Pauli spin operators. From
experiment, there is no evidence for a significant imaginary spin-orbit contribution,
so in general W, is ignored.

Finally, for protons we have an additional Coulomb term V_(7).
The complete optical potential therefore is given by:

Utor (7, B) = V(F', B) = iW (T, E) + Uso (T, E) + Ve(7) (4)

There are two types of approaches, which developed historically step by step to
obtain a reasonable form of the optical potential:

At first, a phenomenological approach, using analytical functions for well depths,
e.g. Woods-Saxon potentials, where the parameters are adjusted using experimental
data [Woods and Saxon (1954), Becchetti and Greenlees (1969)].

Furthermore, we have microscopic optical potentials, which are based on
an effective nucleon-nucleon interaction folded with reasonable nuclear density
matter distributions, where in the idealized case there is no parameter adjustment
necessary[Satchler and Love (1979), Varner et al (1991), Woods et al (1982), ?].

A simplification, which is widely used in literature, is the restriction of the
problem to spherical symmetry. The Schrédinger equation (2) separates in spherical



Fractional calculus within the optical model 4

coordinates and we are left with the relevant radial part with central potentials
Uiot (7, E) = Upor (1, E).
For this case we may introduce the r-dependent form factors f(r), g(r), h(r)
Utot(r, E) = V(E) f(r) —iW(E)g(r) + Veo(E)h(r) + Ve(r) ()
A classical choice for the central potential form factor f(r) is given in close analogy
to nuclear density or potential distributions used in shell model calculations or

derived from mean field calculations in lowest order is the Woods-Saxon potential
[Woods and Saxon (1954)]:
1

f(r) = 1+ er—Ro)/ao (6)

where Ry is the average radius of the spherical target nucleus, which is given assuming
incompressibility of nuclear matter as Ry = roAl/3 and ag is a measure of the skin
size of the nucleus.

The absorption form factor g(r) accounts for all inelastic processes. The standard
narrative for the energy dependence of this term reads as follows:

For low energies, absorption occurs mainly at the nuclear surface. Consequently
for low energies the form of g is chosen as the derivative of the Woods-Saxon potential,
which defines a surface contribution g(E =~ 0) = g,

0
9:(r) = a0 (1) 7

where ap with dimension length guarantees correct potential energy units. The spin-
orbit form factor h(r) is then given by the Thomas-form g(r)/r. For higher energies
absorption more and more happens throughout the nuclear volume. As a consequence
as a function of energy a sliding transition from surface to volume absorption is
observed.

Introducing an energy dependent mixing coefficient 0 < o < 1 and the two
potential depths Wy, W, , the imaginary part of the central potential is therefore
given as:

Wa(r) = aWega(r) + (1 — )W, £(r) ®)
= aWaar o f(r) + (1= )W, (1) (9)

In other words: With increasing incident energy of the projectile the experimental data
may be interpreted correctly assuming a smooth transition from surface to volume type
absorption. Within the framework of optical potentials this behaviour is modelled by
first introducing a surface potential defined as the rate of change of a given volume
potential and then calculate a weighted sum of these two potentials.

This procedure is common practice for more than 60 years now and has not been
seriously questioned since its introduction. As an example, in figure 1 we have plotted
the energy dependence of the factors

Wo(r) = (=W, +daglV 21 (r) (10)
with

W,(E) = max (o, 0.22F — { (11)

N-2Z
W,(E) = max (o, —0.25E + 12.0—= 4+ { 11.8  protons )

2.70 protons
1.56 mneutrons

A 13.0 neutrons
(12)
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Figure 1. Energy dependence for WUI WJ for I € {protons,neutrons} for
208Ph from [Becchetti and Greenlees (1969)].

We conclude, that a plausible physical concept has been realized at best only
pragmatically, just good enough to serve as a tool in order to classify the accumulated
experimental data.

A gradual transition from surface to volume potential is an essential requirement
for a correct treatment of the energy dependence of the absorption term of
optical model potentials. This physical fact should be correctly treated within
the optical model. Neither the physical justification for this requirement nor
the mathematical treatment has changed essentially through the last 60 years
[Hodgson (1967), Woods et al (1982), Koning and Delaroche (2003)].

But already Roger Bacon in his opus majus pointed out, that one cause of error
is the force of habit [Bacon (1267)].

So its time for a change: In the following we will propose an adequate treatment of
the energy dependent absorption potential by using appropriate mathematical tools.

Our approach follows a new path to generate the progression between surface
and volume absorption extending the concept of a surface definition given in terms of
standard differential vector calculus.

We will describe a smooth transition between first derivative (surface) potential
and zeroth, which means no derivative (volume) potential applying a fractional

derivative of order o € R to the potential such that the absorption potential becomes
(%

Wy(r) = Waag o (r) 0<a<l,a€eR (13)

o Ore

For the cases @ = 0 and « = 1 this reduces to the volume and surface type potential
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respectively, while for all intermediate cases we obtain a new fractional potential,
which is much closer to the physical interpretation given above than the standard
approach.

We will first present the surface definition based on classical vector calculus
which we will then extend to the fractional case introducing an appropriate fractional
derivative and applying fractional vector calculus methods.

3. The surface term in the optical model potentials

Nucleon density p(r) and collective volume potential V| are related via a folding
procedure of type

Vol (1) = Wy / d3r'w(r, ) p(r') = (w * p)(r) = W, f(r) (14)

with a weight w(r,7’), which models the effective short range nucleon-nucleon
interaction in the collective model and the Coulomb interaction for protons
respectively. It should be emphasized, that a given potential may be the result of
different weight/density combinations, e.g. the weights we modelling a Coulomb type
interaction, which may be attractive, repulsive or zero for the interacting objects , ws
being Dirac’s d-function modelling an attractive strong contact interaction and wy
being a Yukawa type function respectively modelling an effective soft core interaction.

we = ﬁ e {+1,-1,0} (15)

ws = —6(|r —7r')) (16)

wy = —e 2" |p — /) (17)
and densities

Pws = m (18)

pu = H(|r —1')) (19)

with H being the Heavyside step function.
At first glance, it seems trivial, that a corresponding nuclear surface potential
Viurf Was then directly related to the nuclear surface S

Vaurf(r) = Waao /G d>r'w(r,r")S(r') = Wag(w * S)(r) (20)

with a scaling factor ag with dimension [fm] in order to preserve potential energy
units.

But what is a nuclear surface?

An elegant general definition of a surface, which actually is as appealing as
Euclid’s definition of a circle, determines a surface via the spatial change of a density.
In multi-dimensional space this change is calculated using the gradient operator V-
and thus differential calculus enters.

Actually there are two candidates for a useful definition of a surface:

The first one generates an absolute value:

Smagnitude(r) = [Vo(r)| = v/ Vp(r) - Vp(r) (21)

This surface definition implies isotropy of the surface generation since the gradient
direction information is lost and only the magnitude remains. It measures the
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maximum rate of density change at a given position r and is widely used within
edge detection algorithms used in image processing [Gonzales and Woods (2018)].
The second possible definition is oriented:

Sdirectional(r) = 7+ Vp(r) (22)

This surface we call directional since it is based on the definition of a directional
derivative, which is given by the projection of the density gradient on an arbitrary
vector ¢ and gives the rate of density change in direction . Consequently in contrast
to the Smag definition which always results in a positive sign for the surface, here
we obtain a positive sign for the surface for increasing density and a negative sign for
decreasing density.

In case of an optical model potential, the definition (22) seems appropriate.
Therefore we obtain a possible definition for a surface potential

Veurf(r) = Wsao/Gd%’w(r, ') - Vp(r') (23)

where the factor ap has dimension length to ensure correct energy units.

In order to make our argument as clear as possible, in the following we will discuss
a simplified scenario;

In the following we restrict to spherically symmetric densities p(r, ¢,0) = p(r),
restrict to collective interactions w(|r—r’|) where the spatial behaviour depends on the
distance only, with the volume element /g = r"*sin(¢’) and spherical surface shells
setting U(r, ¢,0) = {—1,0,0} (23) simplifies to

Wollr) = Wv/ Vadr'dd'd¢’w(|r — | p(r’) (24)
€]
0
Vaurf(r) = — Wsao/ Vadr'dd'de'w(|r — T/|WP(T/) (25)
G
For the idealized case setting the collective nuclear interaction potential
w(|r—1") = —L6(]r —1'|)//gwe obtain the set of volume and surface potentials
as
VVOI(T) = va(’l”) (26)
0
Vowt(r) = — WsaoEf(r) (27)

Thus the problem is reduced to the one dimensional case, which suffices to clarify our
viewpoint.

In order to model a gradual transition between these both limiting cases we will
apply methods developed within the framework of fractional calculus.

The basic research area of fractional calculus is to extend the conceptual
framework and the corresponding definitions of a derivative operator from integer order
n to arbitrary order a, where « is a real or complex value or even more complicated
a complex valued function o = «(r):

dn de

e
Several concepts coexist to realize this idea. In the following, we will first state the
problem, we want to solve and will then present an appropriate solution, which much
better conforms with the hitherto collected requirements.

neN,ae{R,C} (28)
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4. The optical model in view of fractional calculus

Extending the concept of a derivative operator to fractional order «, where « is a
real number with the property 0 < « < 1, such that we obtain a smooth transition
between the cases n = 0 and n = 1 allows to extend the definition of an integer
gradient to a fractional gradient operator too. In carthesian coordinates we propose
[Tarasov (2021)]:

a%  0¢ 0¢

Vo‘(x,y,z)z(—a,—a,—a),
0x®’ Jy®’ 0z

0<a<l,a€R (29)
or in spherical coordinates

0% 1 0¢ 1 o

VOZ 9 = (Y

(r,,9) (87“3" r 0’ rsin(f) 06«

and use this fractional gradient to define a unique fractional potential in cartesian
coordinates

), 0<a<l,a€R (30

V(F,a) = Waag/ d>r'w(r, " )o - Vp(r') (31)
G
= Wyag (w x Vp)(7)
0<a<l,a€R (32)

where the factor af ensures correct units and W, is now a function of . The limiting
cases corresponding to (26) are then

V(r,a=0) =V, (r) (33)

Virba=1)= Vsurf(T) (34)
and consequently

Wala=0)=W, (35

Wo(a=1) =W, (36

For central potentials we may switch to spherical coordinates and with ¥(r, ¢,0) =
(—1,0,0) and are lead to the fractional extension of (26):

V(r,a) = Waag‘/ Vgdr'dd' d¢'w(|r — T/D(;i“o‘ p(r") (37)
G
= Waag (w* 0%p)(r) 0<a<l,a€eR (38)

which in the case of the attractive contact potential w(|r —r'|) = —=6(|r — 7'|)/\/g

(63

V(r,a) = Waag‘g?p(r), 0<a<l,aeR (39)

With (31) for the general cartesian and (37) for the spherically symmetric case
respectively we propose fractional optical model potentials for an adequate description
of the energy dependence of nuclear absorption processes. In the following we will give
closed form solutions for the important case of spherical Woods-Saxon type densities.

5. Derivation and applications of the fractional model potential

We choose a Liouville type fractional derivative with slightly adjusted bounds for an
arbitrary density p(r) which is defined as a sequential operation: A fractional integral
is followed by an ordinary derivative.
aoz
ore

(1) = p () = L1 (r)(r) (40)

“or
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Consequently, if we know the fractional integral I, we also know the fractional
derivative of p(r).

The fractional integral I'~%p(r) is given by a convolution with a weakly singular
kernel wr,(h) = h~* and thus we will apply the following definition:

pOr) = 5w %)) ()
0
- T 1_ 5 % / dh h™p(r + h) (42)

This at first abstract fractional derivative definition (42) allows a provisional physical
interpretation:
We rewrite (42) as a sum

1 1 9, /° o

pl) = §m§(/wdh h=%p(r —h) — /0 dhh™%p(r +h)) (43)
Within a classical picture [Ehrenfest (1927)], the fractional derivative is a weighted
energy dependent sum of the projection of the density change along the classical
trajectory expectation value of an incoming projectile, which runs from co <
x < 400 onto the radial vector. The weight function may be considered as the
idealized hadronic analogue to a Bragg energy deposition curve, with a singularity
at the position of closest approach to the origin [Bragg and Kleeman (1904),
Bragg and Kleeman (1905), Wilson (1946)].

Note that due to our definition of a fractional derivative it follows a weak
correspondence principle for a being even and odd respectively, if analytically
continuated from 0 < a < 1 to o > 0:

o o p™ () o — n,n even
P = { —p™(r) a — n,n odd (44)
which in a natural way yields the required sign change in (24) and (26) for volume
and surface part respectively.
Let us now apply (42) to the important case of a density of Woods-Saxon type

1
pws(r) = PO—"&y (45)
1+e 9
we obtain an analytic solution for the fractional derivative of pw g according to (40):
0
@y _ 1 —a

S0 = e [ ews e, O<a<1 o)

-« 6 : —r)/a
= — poag ELll_a(—e(R0 )/ao) (47)
= — poag ® Li_q(—elFo=m)/mw0) (48)
= poay “ F_a—1((Ro —r)/ao) (49)

where Li,(z) is the polylogarithm of fractional order +, in our case with —1 < <0
or equivalently from a physicist’s point of view Fg(z) is the Fermi-Dirac integral of
fractional order 3, in our case with —2 < 8 < —1, which occurred in physics at first
for the special case 8 = 1/2 in the description of a degenerated electron gas in metals
[Pauli (1927), Sommerfeld (1928)].

This is the central result of our discussion so far. We have derived a closed
formula for the fractional derivative of a Woods-Saxon type density in terms of
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fractional polylogarithms [Costin and Garoufalidis (2007), Tao (2022)], which allows
for a smooth transition between the two extremal cases of volume and surface
interpretation respectively.

Normalization of the density pg,?,)s(r) may be achieved, integrating the density to
obtain the correct number of protons/neutrons for a given nucleus. This integral may
also be interpreted as a special case of a Mellin-transform of a Fermi-Dirac integral

which as been considered by Dingle [Dingle (1957)].

Volws(r,a) = 47T/ r%rp%%(?‘) (50)
= 47T/ r2dra6°‘Li_a(—e(RO—T)/ao) (51)
= 87Ta8_aLigia(_e(Rofr)/ao) (52)

With the help of the asymptotic formula [Wood (1992)]
wP

17 p#—-1,-2,...,—n (53)

in the limit ag — oo it follows for a homogeneous sphere with radius Ry:

wlgnoo Li,(£e”) = —

Volws(r,a) = agi_r)noo 8mag Liz_q(—eFom)/ao) (54)
8m

=——Ry° 55

1—\(4 _ CY) 0 ( )

which indeed yields the two limiting cases for volume and surface term normalization
respectively:
3Ry a=0

2 R} a=1 (56)

Vol s(r, a) = {

Let us finally connect the fractional derivative density p(vg)s (r) with the fractional
optical potential absorption term V' according to (37):

V(r,a) = Waad /G Vgdr'dd' de¢'w(|r — r’|)a({i(a p(r") (57)
= Waa (w * p(*)(r) (58)
= Waa§ (wxwg, x p)(r) 0<a<l,a€eR (59)

with only one parameter potential depth W,,.
For the simplified case of an attractive contact interaction in spherical coordinates

ws = w(r,1") = ==3(r ~')/v/g (60)

the corresponding fractional potential Vyws(a) based on the Woods-Saxon type
density p%",)s(r) follows as:

Viws(r.) = Waai piys(r) (61)

= Wapo Li_o(—efo=7)/a0) 0<a<l (62)

where oo = a(F) is a function of energy.

In the top row of figure 2 we show a least square fit of the derived fractional
Woods-Saxon potential from (61) with the absorption potential based on parameters
(10) from Becetti and Greensleves (10) for incident neutrons and protons respectively
in the energy range 10 < E < 50 [MeV] for Pb2%8.
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Figure 2. Top: Using parameters (10) from Becetti and Greensleves the the
absorption potentials for incident neutrons and protons respectively are plotted
in the energy range 10 — 50 MeV for Pb208 |

Bottom: Using parameters derived from the microscopic model proposed
by Bauge and co-workers [Bauge et al (1998), Bauge et al (2001)] the absorption
potentials for incident neutrons and protons respectively are plotted in the energy
range 10 — 100 MeV for Pb208 | Squares indicate the original potential, dashed
lines the the optimum fit in the range 0 < r < 2Rg for the proposed fractional
derivative based potential (62). Thick lines the optimum fit for the extended
Woods-Saxon plus damped oscillatory potential (62).

The graphs of the adjusted parameters Ry, ag,Vp,«, of the new fractional
potential are shown with thick lines in figures 6 and 7 for neutrons and protons
respectively. The energy dependence of « is nearly linear. Introducing a scaling
factor eg[MeV] we obtain:

a(E) ~1—FE/eg 0<E/eg <1 (63)
(64)
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Figure 3. Fit of densities given by () for classical Woods-Saxon and Woods-
Saxon with damped oscillatory admixture protonNeutron.

The gross features of both potential types are similar, indicating that the fractional
approach leads to reasonable results. A significant difference shows up in the
intermediate energy region inside the nucleus. Due to the simple form of of the classical
absorption potential, which is a superposition only of the Woods-Saxon potential
and its derivative, inside the nucleus there is only a constant contribution, while the
fractional analogue shows a definite dominant slope in the inner region.

This behaviour is a direct consequence of the fractional approach which introduces
a new quality named non locality when performing the convolution integral with the
weakly singular kernel wy, and thus performing a infinite weighted sum density values
along the path.

The fractional approach anticipates the development of more sophisticated
microscopic optical model potentials, where an effective nucleon-nucleon interaction
is folded with the matter density distribution [Koning and Delaroche (2003)]. Both
mechanisms introduce non-local aspects.

In the next section, we consider the consequences of a non-local approach.
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6. Non-locality

Mainly there are two optimizations included within microscopic optical models. First,
attempts are made to generate a more sophisticated density distribution for the
nucleons and second, an appropriate choice is made for the collective effective nucleon
potential, which is used for the folding procedure of the density to yield appropriate
collective optical potential contributions.

This folding procedure incorporates the concept on non-locality into the optical
model, provided that an appropriate non-local kernel is used.

We consider as an example for microscopic models the model of Bauge and co-
workers [Bauge et al (1998), Bauge et al (2001)]. In order to generate the imaginary
optical model potential contribution we used the code MOM [Bauge (2001)], which
comes with a test file with precalculated neutron/proton densities for Pb*°® which are
the folded with a modified effective nucleon interaction, which yields corresponding
optical model potentials.

In the bottom part of figure 2 we compare the absorption potentials from Bauge
and co-workers [Bauge et al (2001)] for scattering of neutron/proton projectiles with
the double magic lead-target Pb2%® for incident energies in the range of 10-100 MeV
directly with the fractional Woods-Saxon type potential according to (57):

V(r,a) ~ (ws * wr, * pws)(r) 0<a<l,aeR (65)

which is obtained by first folding the local density (45) of Woods-Saxon type with the
non local fractional derivative operator to obtain a non local fractional density and
folding the resulting fractional non local density which is then followed followed by
folding an the attractive, but local contact potential ws(r, ') from (60) in spherical
coordinates. This means, that in the fractional approach non-locality only enters via
the weakly singular kernel wr,.

In the derivation of the absorption potential according to semi-microscopic
models, non-locality enters via the use of a non-local kernel of e.g. Gogny-
type [Decharge and Gogny (1980)] folding with a nucleon density, derived by HFB-
calculations. In addition for protons the Coulomb interaction is an additional specific
kernel folded with the proton density. Formally written as

V(r, @) ~ (wGogny * A)(r) (66)

where p(r) is indicated in figure 3 with squares. The graphs in figure 2 fit much
better for the microscopic model, the slope of the potential inside the nucleus, which
is the main extension of Becetti’s approach is appropriately modelled by the fractional
potential fit, the rms-error reduces one order of magnitude to e, ~ 1073.
Motivated by the functional behaviour of the more sophisticated density
distribution from HFB-calculations, we finally want to present a simple extension
of the pure Woods-Saxon type densities, which will yield an even better agreement
with the potentials presented by Bauge and co-workers [Bauge et al (2001)].
Extending the Woods-Saxon density (45) by a damped oscillatory part via

PWSDO = pws + PDO (67)
where ppo is given by
ppo(r) = poe " cos(mr + ¢) {k,m,¢} € R, o, k > 0(68)

with a damping factor k > 0, oscillator frequency m and a phase ¢.
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Figure 4. Fit result of the energy dependent absorption potential from Bauge
and co-workers [Bauge et al (2001)] with the fractional Woods-Saxon potential
(62) (thick lines), and with the fractional Woods-Saxon plus damped oscillation
potential (70)(dashed lines).
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Figure 5. Root mean square error for the fits plotted in figure 4. Dashed lines
show the error for the standard Woods-Saxon potential (62), thick lines show the
error for for the extended Woods-Saxon plus damped oscillation potential (70).
The overall agreement with the potential increases by a factor 2-3.

Since the fractional derivative of the exponential is easily calculated with the help
of (42):
aa
%e*’“w = ke ke {k, ¢} € C, R(a, k) >0 (69)

we obtain for the fractional derivative of ppo:
1 ) _
ol et (40190 54019y
{k,m,¢} € R, a,k >0 (70)

with the property that for the complex conjugate /)E/?/)s pol(r) = /)E/?/)s po(r) holds.
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pz(.gg (r) ‘ o Ry aop Vo % k m 1) error
neutrons

WS 0.243 7.35 0.67 9.12 7.2E-2
WSDO 0.285 7.21 0.744 9.60 0.21 0.076 0.96 2.7E-2
WSDOP | 0.284 7.22 0.744 9.58 0.21 0.075 0.955 0.036 2.7TE-2
protons

WS 0.380 7.69 0.680 15.69 1.4E-1
WSDO 0.416 7.54 0.732 16.66 0.48 -0.13 0.84 4.8E-2
WSDOP | 0.420 7.54 0.746 16.66 0.49 -0.14 0.92 -0.31 4.3E-2

Table 1. Example fit parameters for the absorption potential figure 4 for 40 MeV
projectile energy. Listed are values for pg,g)s (r), the fractional standard Woods-

Saxon potential (62), p%éDo(r) and and pg,g)SDOP(r), the extended Woods-
Saxon plus damped oscillation potential (70) without/with phase shift.

In figure 4 we compare the fractional standard Woods Saxon potential (62)
and the extended Woods-Saxon potential (70) in the region 10-100 MeV projectile
energy for the double magic Pb?°® with the semi-microscopic absorption potential
from [Bauge (2001)]. As examples, in figure 5 we plot the error for 30-70 MeV and in
table 1 we list the fit parameters for the case 40 MeV in order to give an impression
of the parameter change when applying the different model potentials .

From the figures we may deduce, that the fractional Woods-Saxon potential,
which is obtained folding an Laplace type weight with a Woods-Saxon type density
function anticipates already the non-local extensions from the more sophisticated semi-
microscopic models. In addition, taking into account a possible density fluctuation by
extending to a fractional Woods-Saxon potential with damped oscillation reduces the
difference between the extended fractional and microscopic approach by a factor 2-3
and allows a variation of the resulting fractional absorption potential similar to the
semi-microscopic models including non-local effects.

7. The fractional global parameter set

In the previous section we have applied the generated fractional model potential to
a single nucleus, namely lead. Now we want to extend the model parameter set to a
wider range of nuclear targets.

Optimized parameter sets for the classical models have been reported for nucleon
elastic scattering e.g. by [Becchetti and Greenlees (1969), Rapaport et al (1986),
Walter and Guss (1986), Varner et al (1991), Koning and Delaroche (2003)] for a
large variety of nuclei and energies. These were obtained by a fit with experimental
cross sections and lead to corresponding optical potentials.

We will use a simpler approach by fitting parameters for the previously derived
fractional optical model potential directly with the classical optimal potential
parameters given by Becetti and Greensleves according to (10).

We perform a two step procedure: First for every valid projectile, energy and
nuclear asymmetry combination we fit the classicall absorption potential with the
fractional Woods Saxon model. The resulting multi-dimensional point cluster is then
fitted with an appropriately chosen fitting function.

As a fitting function ansatz which will minimize the error of the given fractional
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Figure 6. For Ry, ao, Vo and « the global fit (dashed line) according to (71)
with (thick line) according to () is plotted for 3 different nuclei (Pb, Sn, Fe) in
the energy range 10 < E < 40 for incident neutron projectiles.

absorption potential (61) cluster we use an quadratic ansatz with parameters nucleon
number A, asymmetry I = (N — Z)/A and energy E:
i,5,k=2
fUALE)= > byE'T A, (71)
i,4,k=0
€ {a, a0, Ro, Vo }
T € {neutrons, protons}

In tables 2 and 3 we have listed the adjusted b;j, for o, Ry, ap and V; for neutrons
and protons respectively. In figures 6 and 7 the corresponding graphs for the optimum
parameter sets are plotted.

For parameters «, Ry, Vy of the fractional model we obtain an almost linear
behaviour throughout the periodic table in the proposed energy region. KEspecially
the fractional parameter a shows a dominant linear dependence from energy almost
independently of the target nucleus.

Of course this is only a coarse adjustment of the fractional parameters, because
we compared results only on the potential level. In a next step, a fine tuning of the
fractional parameters requires the application determining measured cross sections.
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Figure 7. For Ry, ao, Vo and « the global fit (dashed line) according to (71)
with (thick line) according to () is plotted for 3 different nuclei (Pb, Sn, Fe) in
the energy range 10 < E < 40 for incident proton projectiles.

8. A-posteriori legitimation of the classical approach

Despite the fact, that the fractional derivative is the correct method to realize the
intended smooth transition from surface to volume absorption potentials there remain
open questions:

Why does the classical description of the same phenomenon in terms of a simple
superposition of the first and and zeroth derivative lead to comparable results? Is this
a special case for functions of Woods-Saxon type only?

In the following we will give an answer presenting a different interpretation of a
fractional derivative, which is based on an infinite series expansion of the fractional
derivative in terms of integer derivatives.

At a first glance it is tempting to assume the fractional calculus approach to derive
a reasonable optical potential as a fractional derivative of the nuclear density function
was a simple series expansion of the same derivative in terms of integer derivatives

. o0
PO () £ E(a)p! (x) (72)
i=0
with spatially independent coefficients é;(«). and the classical approach was then
interpreted as a truncation of this series to two terms only, namely ¢ = 0,1 for the
zeroth and first derivative of the density function.

This is one of the typical pitfalls in fractional calculus, things are not such

simple. One of the premises for any reasonable definition of a fractional derivative
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neutrons | 1%
bijk | o Ry ag Vo
booo 1.16002 3.23855  6.31512E-1 5.83134E1
bigo | -2.09028E-2  2.79605E-2 -7.64432E-3 -1.97058
bago | -1.39729E-4 -2.26493E-4  1.09326E-4  1.87064E-2
bo1o | -5.36764E-2 -4.36717E-1  2.12094E-1 4.68971E1
bi1o | 1.27116E-2  2.65314E-2 -1.84521E-2  2.50232E-1
ba1o | 1.88482E-4 -2.30697E-5 1.4966E-4 -2.36055E-2
bo20 -1.05737 5.21175 -2.16473  -2.15378E1
bi2o | 1.20967E-1  -6.0039E-1  2.65391E-1 3.2181
baoo | -3.00816E-3 1.2824E-2 -6.02127E-3 -6.33512E-2
boo1 | 9.60025E-4  2.61872E-2 4.3146E-4  2.39938E-2
bio1 | -1.41237E-4  2.19149E-4 -7.05559E-5 -4.22499E-3
b201 2.5512E-6 -3.698E-6  1.20596E-6 8.4832E-5
bo11 | -2.30815E-3  6.80988E-3 -2.49754E-4  9.36127E-2
bi11 | 3.34947E-4 -9.15282E-4  1.39433E-4 -5.23342E-3
bo11 | -7.41202E-6  1.77282E-5 -3.16304E-6  5.68913E-5
boo1 | 1.36172E-2 -5.81241E-2  1.76318E-2 -1.02795E-1
bi121 | -1.76209E-3  7.27927E-3 -2.49776E-3 -1.11364E-2
booy | 4.02172E-5 -1.61211E-4  5.92301E-5 3.87674E-4
booz | -1.70111E-6 -3.67824E-5 -7.23149E-7 -3.58834E-5
big2 | 2.47862E-7  -4.0281E-7  1.26007E-7  6.93429E-6
bage | -4.31213E-9  6.61254E-9  -2.1266E-9 -1.36821E-7
bo12 | 4.73126E-6 -1.62584E-5 -9.71364E-7 -3.56636E-4
bi112 | -7.41566E-7  2.40676E-6 -3.18572E-7  2.02272E-5
bo12 | 1.60083E-8 -4.79778E-8  8.58725E-9 -2.79077E-7
bo22 | -2.99806E-5 1.31688E-4 -2.86779E-5 9.99785E-4
bi2o | 4.14497E-6  -1.7493E-5  5.08152E-6 -2.76855E-5
baga | -9.54636E-8  3.92787E-7 -1.27997E-7  2.01557E-8

Table 2. Fit parameters b;;; according to eq. 71 for neutrons

the fractional extension of the classical Leibniz product rule is to be fulfilled, which is

given by:
« - « a—j j
0@ =3 () @) (73)
j=0
Rewriting the analytic function p(z) as a general product:
p(x) = lim 27 p(x) = 2p(x) B2 >0 (74)
B—0

or equivalently setting ¢(z) = =z

0

= 1 and consequently interpreting the term

0%~J1p(x) as the fractional integral of a constant function proves its x dependence
even for the case of integer o, « = n € N. So, despite the fact, that the fractional
extension of the Leibniz product rule is the correct starting point for a series expansion
of the fractional derivative in term of integer derivatives, we obtain space dependent
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protons | 1%
bijk | « RQ ap VQ
booo 1.45738 2.97928  6.91304E-1 6.22561E1
bioo | -3.57272E-2  5.61629E-2 -1.73707E-2 -2.54804
baoo | -1.52847E-5 -6.78655E-4  2.71946E-4  2.87836E-2
bo1o -1.73192 2.17068  3.82327TE-2 1.89994E1
bi1o | 1.55702E-1 -2.18343E-1  6.80405E-2 3.28564
ba1o | -2.0218E-3  4.64791E-3 -1.47557E-3 -8.31024E-2
bo2o 2.79229 -3.24036  9.68804E-1 2.80201E1
bi2o | -2.6603E-1  3.36065E-1 -1.01722E-1 -3.36481
bago | 4.72882E-3 -7.92969E-3  2.43325E-3  9.59847E-2
boor | 2.60798E-3  2.47759E-2  1.33373E-3  5.46996E-2
bio1 | -2.64892E-4  4.22512E-4 -1.35713E-4 -5.91297E-3
boo1 | 4.94074E-6 -7.91767E-6  2.52546E-6  1.15096E-4
bo11 | -6.62564E-3  1.46379E-2  -3.2664E-3  3.00421E-2
bi11 | 7.43875E-4 -1.52236E-3  3.51202E-4 -6.14844E-4
ba11 | -1.81707E-5  3.72658E-5 -9.11869E-6 -7.04581E-5
boo1 | 6.71699E-3 -2.75892E-2  5.68185E-3 -1.28594E-1
bio1 | -8.09413E-4  2.78814E-3 -5.82523E-4  1.03988E-2
bao1 | 2.20862E-5 -6.63321E-5  1.45556E-5 -1.46995E-4
boo2 | -6.07232E-6 -2.85172E-5  -4.5608E-6 -1.24689E-4
bio2 | 6.01584E-7 -1.25619E-6 4.47185E-7  1.29714E-5
bao2 | -1.14806E-8  2.48641E-8 -8.89248E-9 -2.55434E-7
boi2 | 3.11991E-5 -9.71514E-5 3.37022E-5  3.20899E-4
bi12 -3.159E-6  9.46288E-6  -3.2767E-6 -3.44315E-5
ba12 | 7.16834E-8 -2.12167E-7  7.35789E-8  8.89428E-7
bo2a | -6.24725E-5  2.38078E-4 -8.37765E-5 -7.11391E-4
bioa | 6.24831E-6  -2.2947E-5 8.04581E-6  7.14510E-5
baga | -1.43356E-7  5.07704E-7 -1.78026E-7 -1.69351E-6
Table 3. Fit parameters b;;; according to eq. 71 for protons
coefficients ¢;(a, ).
P () = elon 2)p ™ () (75)

=0

Nevertheless, we propose two approaches to eliminate the spatial dependence of

the coefficients in (75). The first approach is based on the Gaussian least squares
method determining the coefficients ¢;(«) within a given interval [a,b] as solutions of
the overdetermined system of equations (N > M € N):

(b—a)/N M _ 2

5> @Wm—mewwm>=o (76)
i=0 i=0

Especially for the Woods-Saxon type functions we will focus on the vicinity of

x = xg = Ry, since only at this point we expect a significant contribution of higher

order integer derivatives, while for x — 0 and x — oo besides the constant higher order
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derivatives (i > 0) are negligible. We therefore postulate, that a valid comparison of
contributions of higher order derivatives makes sense only in the vicinity of Ry.
Setting M = 4, a = Ry — A, b= Ry+ A with A = 0.1Ry and N = 100 we
obtained the set {é(a), é1 (), é2(a), é3(a)}. In figure 8 the values are plotted.
We will now derive an alternative definition of a fractional derivative

o > o
g1 (0) = D s 10 O<as<i ()
= co(a) (o) +ea(a) - (@) + H(z, ) (78)

We will then demonstrate, that the hitherto used classical approach covers the
first two terms of this series expansion only, which seems quite a poor approximation
at first. We will then derive an error estimate and will deduce, that the contribution
of higher order terms in the series expansion are surprisingly small for Woods-Saxon
type functions for « in the range 0 < a < 1.

For Woods-Saxon type densities there are two conditions fulfilled.

First there exists a mirror point x, with the property:

2p(xs) = p(xs + ) + p(zs — h) (79)

In the special case of the Woods-Saxon type density xs = Ry.
Second we have an asymptotic development of the form lim,_, ., pwws = 0 and
even better introducing the residual R(«, x5)

Rl 24) = 0, /szhhiap(x Lh) <e (80)

we have R(a, zs) < € such that
O / dh—p x4+ h)=0, / dh—p x+h)+ R(o, x5) (81)
~ Oy / dh—p x+h) (82)

Indeed for the Woods-Saxon density pyyg the residual is nothing else but the
upper incomplete polylogarithm and we can give an upper estimate for e using
properties of the exponential integral E, (x)

1 1 1
R(a, xs) =3msm/ e T oo /a0 (83)
1
ot [Can e Roma /e 4
<8SI‘(1—a)/ 7o € (84)
Ro—axsg ;[;_O‘
_ o Ts ws/ao
e 7“1_&)(14— o E,(zs/a0)) (85)

which at z; = Ry for the worst case & — 0 results in
R,
R(o,zs) < €= 2w (86)

In practice this yields a value € ~ 4.0 x 1072 for Ca*® and € ~ 5.0 x 10 for Pb2?®
respectively, which indeed is negligible compared to the exact value which is of order
1.
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Figure 8. For 298Pb coefficients ¢; as a function of a from optimum fit of the
fractional polylogarithm in the vicinity A of Rp. Signs are adjusted such that
éj(a) =1 for o = j. The region 0 < a < 1 may be directly compared with the
classical ansatz e.g. (8) or (10)
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Figure 9. Coefficients ¢; as a function of « from the series expansion of the
fractional polylogarithm in terms of integer derivatives of order j at s = 1, see
95. Signs are adjusted such that c;j(a) = 1 for a = j. The region 0 < a < 1 may
be directly compared with the classical ansatz e.g. (8) or (10)

Now with (79) we obtain for (82)

1 > 1

~
T, ~
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1 S|
0 ey | e otan) ol — ) (87)
1 o] 1 S|
2P($s)3msm/o dhos — 5msm/o dhh—ap(iﬁs —h)~
(88)
zo 1 =
%@”Fu—af*mru—ayéd%ﬁM%_h)
(89)

The last term in (89) is nothing else but the Riemann definition of a fractional
derivative at x:

1 ro1
o =0,=——— [dh—p(z —h 90
RO (o) = 0, s [dhgpla =) (90)
With the nice property that the integral converges for p(z) = z7, even for 5 = 0:
I'l+a) _
9P = =T _f-a >0 91
R = Fiya—p® = P= o1)

The Leibniz product rule then follows as

© 1 o
0y . =2 ¢ @ >7 707 z 92
W@, = ;(J T (92)
Thus we finally obtain
1 > 1
2p(0)(fcs)£ _are i ( @ ) ;xa‘p(i)(%) =

Fl-a) ™ =\ j)Tl-a+j)"
(93)
p(O)(xs)i _x—ai o ;xjp(j)(:vs) (94)

Fl-a) ™ =\ j)T0-a+j"

which is the series expansion of our Liouville type fractional derivative in terms of
ordinary integer derivatives p(™ (z) of order n at x = x, = Ry, with accuracy given
by R(a,xs) < €.

In order to compare the different coefficients we perform a scaling transformation
of the form

575 = IS/RO (95)
and set T4 = 1. It then follows an approximate analytic expression for the coefficients
Cj:

1

P (@) s~ =——pO(E)|z=1 —

T(1—a) —ay Dl

T(2-a)
_;;(j)fafEIjﬂmﬂbﬂ(%)

= chp(j) (Z)|z=1 (97)
j=0
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Figure 10. Coefficients c; as a function of a from ( 99) and (103).

It follows an analytic expression for the coefficients

+1/T(1 - «) ji=0
¢ = —(j.‘>/r(1—a+j) i>0 (98)
For the lowest coefficients we explicity obtain:
+1/T(1 - «) j=0
) —a/T2—-a) i=1
97 +ia(l-a)/TB3-a) j=2 (99)

—sa(l-a)2-a)/T(4~a) j=3

In figure 9 we have plotted these coefficients:
Since the Riemann fractional derivative (100) applied to the exponential is given

by:
R(Q)geikr = TaEl,l_a(—kT‘) (100)
= (—k)“‘e*kr(l — %) (101)
= (—k)% " Q(—a, 0, —kr) k,r>0 (102)

where FE,3(z), I'(a,z) and Q(a,z0,21) are the generalized Mittag-Leffler-
[Mittag-Leffler (1903), Wiman (1905)], the incomplete I'- and the generalized regu-
larized incomplete I'-function [Wolfram (2022)], we may easily obtain an analytical
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estimate for the influence I(«) of the higher order derivative contributions. We cal-
culate the sum of the absolute values of the coefficients c;:

(5 ) e 109

i

1 «
I'l—a) I(2-a)

Within the relevant region 0 < o < 1 this function is extremal at I(a = 0.58) a2 0.12,
while | ¢o | + | ¢1 |= 1. Therefore we obtain the result, that the contribution of higher
order integer derivatives beyond j = 1 is about 10% of the j = 0,1 part. Of course,
nothing is said about the higher order function derivatives fU>1) and their influence
on the total fractional derivative f(®). In addition, our derivation is restricted to the
close vicinity of Ry which once again shows the limitations of a local approach.

Therefore we may deduce, that in the case of classical Woods-Saxon type
functions, which fulfill the requirements (79) and (80) the classical aproach to generate
the absorption part of the optical potential as a superposition of the original function
and its first derivative may be considered as the lowest order local approximation to an
a priori non-local problem, the smooth transition from surface to volume absorption.

The fractional derivative approach automatically implies a non-local view to the
same problem and offers a consistent solution.

It may indeed be considered sheer luck, that the practical differences of both
approaches turn out to be small in the cases considered so far.

I{a) = Z
j=2

= Z(

=0

= (_1)(1@(_@7 0, _1) +

(105)

9. Conclusion

The optical model plays a fundamental role to interpret scattering data in nuclear
and particle physics. In order to conform with experimental findings, the absorption
process may be understood assuming a smooth transition from surface to volume
absorption with increasing energy of the incident particle.

In this paper we proposed a new and as we think only appropriate treatment of
this problem.

Based on the observation, that a surface may be considered as a more or less
drastic change of a given density and the fact, that such a change may be described
using methods of vector calculus we introduced a fractional gradient definition based
on methods developed in fractional calculus, which allows to determine the required
smooth transition from volume to surface potentials.

We derived closed form solutions for the practically important cases of Woods-
Saxon and Woods-Saxon-plus-damped-oscillation functions in terms of higher order
transcendental functions namely poly-logarithms.

We applied these new fractional potentials to macroscopic and semi-microscopic
non-local models and found, that non-local effects, which are a natural property of
the fractional approach, are nicely reproduced.

We finally presented arguments, that the hitherto accepted classical solution,
which is a simple superposition of a Woods-Saxon function and its derivative may be
considered as the lowest order local approximation to the full non-local problem, which
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in our opinion can only be formulated adequately within the framework of fractional
calculus.

On the other hand, this paper is also a lesson how progress in physics evolves.
More than 60 years ago, a first solution for optical absorption potentials has been
proposed, which since then has been used to categorize and interpret experimental
data. Since then, this problem was considered as solved and consequently there was
no demand for a more sophisticated solution nor a different vista.

Now a new viewpoint based on fractional calculus leads to new insights and
surprising interrelations on this classical field of research.
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