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Abstract. Developing a predictive capability for inelastic scattering will find
applications in multiple areas. Experimental data for neutron-nucleus inelastic
scattering is limited and thus one needs a robust theoretical framework to com-
plement it. Charged-particle inelastic scattering can be used as a surrogate for
(n, γ) reactions to predict capture cross sections for unstable nuclei. Our work
uses microscopic nuclear structure calculations for spherical nuclei to obtain
nucleon-nucleus scattering potentials and calculate cross sections for these pro-
cesses. We implement the Jeukenne, Lejeune, Mahaux (JLM) semi-microscopic
folding approach, where the medium effects on nuclear interaction are param-
eterized in nuclear matter to obtain the nucleon-nucleon (NN) interaction in
a medium at positive energies. We solve for the nuclear ground state using
the Hartree-Fock-Bogliubov (HFB) many-body method, assuming the nucleons
within the nucleus interact via the Gogny-D1M potential. The vibrational ex-
cited states of the target nucleus are calculated using the quasi-particle random
phase approximation (QRPA). We demonstrate our approach for spherical nu-
clei in the medium-mass region, showing scattering results for the 90Zr nucleus.

1 Introduction

The broader goal of this work is to develop a predictive microscopic approach for inelastic
scattering. Inelastic scattering experiments have long been used to study collective excita-
tions in stable nuclei. The idea is to build and implement a framework which can be used,
for stable and unstable nuclei alike, by combining nuclear structure theory with existing
reaction codes. Our approach combines state-of-the-art HFB and QRPA nuclear structure
methods with scattering calculations. HFB and QRPA many-body methods can be used for
all nuclei across the nuclear chart. We use the JLM single-folding approach to take results
from structure calculations as input and generate scattering potentials. Our implementation
of folding is designed such that it can be extended to use results from other many-body
methods, like the nuclear shell model or ab-initio approaches, and other local effective NN
interactions at positive energies. It is being developed with the intent to predict the effect
of the microscopic structure of the target on direct inelastic scattering systematically for all
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isotopes, going from proton to neutron drip lines for any element of interest. This can support
efforts of radioactive beam facilities in measuring collective excitations for unstable nuclei.
The applications of our developments include enabling indirect (’surrogate’) experimental
constraints for calculating neutron-capture cross sections and improving neutron-nucleus
data evaluations.

Charged-particle inelastic scattering can be used as a surrogate reaction mechanism [1–5]
for obtaining cross sections for neutron-capture on unstable nuclei. Neutron-induced
reactions play an important role in stellar nucleosynthesis and thus are critical to our
understanding of the formation of neutron-rich nuclei heavier than iron. The experimental
measurements of the reaction cross sections needed for such nuclear astrophysics simulations
are difficult. The phenomenological approaches to inelastic scattering are not predictive
as the nucleon-nucleus scattering potential is tuned to reproduce scattering observables in
experiments. Transitions to each excited state observed in the experiment requires fitting a
new parameter in scattering calculation. Therefore, it is critical to develop nuclear theory to
reliably predict these cross sections and enable indirect measurements. Such developments
are indispensable. In the future even if the needed experiments become possible, to perform
them for all reactions will remain a challenge. However if theoretical formalisms are
available, one can use experiments as a benchmark to validate the theory and then apply it
for the various cases needed.

In these proceedings we briefly discuss the two key components of our approach, the
JLM folding model and the nuclear structure inputs we use to perform reaction calculations,
and show some results for 90Zr, as a test-case for the machinery we are developing. Towards
the end we analyze our results to identify areas of future development.

2 Our Approach

To study nucleon-nucleus scattering in a fully-microscopic picture, one needs to solve an A+1
body scattering problem using the interaction between the projectile and the A nucleons of an
A-body target. We approximate this A + 1-body problem as a two-body quantum scattering
problem, while explicitly taking the target’s microscopic structure into account. This is done
by combining the microscopic structure of the target with nucleon-induced inelastic scattering
using a single-folding approach [6]. In other words, the incoming unbound nucleon interacts
with the correlated A nucleons of the target in the nucleon-nucleus scattering process and can
be described using the radial coupled channel equation in the center-of-mass frame of the
nucleus and the target,{ d2

dr2 −
li(li + 1)

r2 −
2µ
ℏ2 Uii(r) + k2

i

}
ψi(r) =

∑
f,i

2µ
ℏ2 Ui f (r)ψ f (r). (1)

Here, µ is the reduced mass, ki is initial relative momentum of the projectile, and Ui f (r)
are the nucleon-nucleus scattering potentials for a transition of the target from state i to
f . In single-folding, the effective two-body nucleon-nucleus interaction, Ui f (r) in Eq. 1 is
computed by folding target densities with a pre-selected parametrization of the NN force
between a projectile nucleon and the target nucleon.

In our work we use the effective NN force (between projectile and target nucleon) first
developed by Jeukenne, Lejeune and Mahaux (JLM) [7] and later improved by Bauge et



al. (JLM-B) [8–10]. The scattering solutions are computed using FRESCO [11], a publicly
available coupled-channels code, in the Distorted-wave Born approximation (DWBA), i.e.,
we assume only one step target transitions from ground to excited states during direct inelastic
scattering.

2.1 Jeukenne-Lejeune-Mahaux (JLM) folding model

The JLM folding model is based on an optical potential calculated in nuclear matter formed
by free nucleons that are interacting via Reid’s hard-core NN force. The core idea is, at
leading order a nucleus, as seen by the projectile, is approximated to be asymmetric nuclear
matter. The potential energy density experienced by an incoming nucleon of energy E in
nuclear matter, consisting of proton(neutron) density ρp(ρn), is parametrized as follows to
match the on-shell nuclear matter g-matrix,

VT=0(ρp, ρn, E,Vc(r)) = λV (E)
V0(ρ0, E′(r))

ρ0
+ λW (E)

W0(ρ0, E′(r))
ρ0

(2)

VT=1(ρp, ρn, E,Vc(r)) = τ
[
λV (E)λV1 (E)

V1(ρ0, E′(r))
ρ0

+ λW (E)λW1 (E)
W1(ρ0, E′(r))

ρ0

]
where ρ0 = ρp + ρn, E′(r) = E − Vc(r) and τ = 1(−1) for incident proton (neutron). We note
that Vc(r) is the Coulomb potential experienced by the incoming projectile at radial distance
r from the center of the target. T is the total isospin of the individual projectile and target
nucleons. The central nucleon-nucleus scattering potentials and spin-orbit form factors are
then calculated as

UT (r, E, ti, tr) = (t
√
π)−3
∫ [

Re[VT (ρp(rt), ρn(rt), E,Vc(rt))]e−|⃗r−r⃗t |
2/t2

r (3)

+ Im[VT (ρp(rt), ρn(rt), E,Vc(rt))]e−|⃗r−r⃗t |
2/t2

i

]
ρT d3r⃗t,

USO
n(p)(r) =(λvso + iλwso )

1
r

d
dr

(2
3
ρp(n) +

1
3
ρn(p)

)
where, ρ1 = ρn−ρp. Parameters tr and ti introduce finite range to the effective NN interaction
in a medium to account for variation in density of a finite nucleus.

2.1.1 Accounting for the density dependence of the effective interaction, the
rearrangement term :

In inelastic scattering, the target nucleus undergoes an excitation due to which the target
ground state density is perturbed. It is clear from the discussion above that the effective
NN interaction depends on the density of the medium. Therefore, one needs to include
contributions from varying the in-medium NN interaction as the target density changes, i.e.,
from V (R)

T (ρ0, E,Vc(r)) = ∂VT (ρ0,E′)
∂ρ0

. V (R)
T is also often called as “the rearrangement term".

The importance of including rearrangement while using JLM for inelastic scattering was
first pointed out by Cheon et al. [12, 13]. Later works [14, 15] have shown that the effect
from rearrangement strongly depends on the incident energy and the angular momentum
transfer of the transition. The inelastic scattering cross sections presented here include this
term. In addition, for proton-nucleus scattering we also include the direct Coulomb term
contribution to the nucleon-nucleus transition potential using a multipole expansion. As we
discuss in upcoming sections, the implementation and impact of the Coulomb exchange and
the spin-orbit terms on coupling potentials, however, remain an open question and will be



investigated in future work.

The JLM and JLM-B parameterizations differ in the λ values, the effective range
parameters and the functional forms of the imaginary terms of the effective interaction in
eqns. (2-3). The calculations presented in these proceedings are performed using the JLM-B
interaction, exact details of which are discussed in [9]. The target ground state and tran-
sition densities used in above equations come from solving the A-body Schrödinger equation.

2.2 Nuclear structure calculations as input

We model the target as a many-nucleon system in which the nucleons interact with each other
via the Gogny-D1M potential [16]. The ground state of the target is calculated variationally
in an axially-deformed basis using HFB many-body method [17, 18]. The HFB calculations
provide the ground state energy and its mean-field density. Next, we build the vibrational ex-
citation spectrum of the nucleus using QRPA [19]. Essentially the many-body excited states
are calculated by finding eigenvalues and eigenfunctions for vibrational excitations of quasi-
particles at the HFB minima. Using HFB and QRPA results, one can obtain the transition
densities for excitations from ground to higher energy states. The scattering potentials in
the folding approach use the HFB radial ground-state densities in the elastic channel, and
the QRPA radial transition densities in the direct inelastic channels. We note that the use of
axially-deformed harmonic oscillator as the computational basis will allow us to extend our
approach to study scattering from deformed nuclei in the future. The details of the structure
results for Zr isotopes used in these proceedings are available in [20, 21].

3 Scattering Results : 90Zr

We choose 90Zr as the test case of the approach and our implementation. It is a well-studied
stable spherical nucleus with sufficient experimental data for proton scattering to use as
benchmarks. We begin with elastic angular differential cross section comparisons for the
proton−90Zr system, as shown in Figure 1a. The curves are our results in comparison to the
diamonds that show experimental data for various incident proton energies, represented by
different colors. Good agreement between our elastic scattering results and experimental
data checks our implementation of the JLM folding approach and the scattering calculations.
Next, we use the same volume terms of the NN interaction, along with addition of the
rearrangement term, to perform the inelastic scattering calculations using DWBA.

To perform proof-of-principle calculations for inelastic scattering, we consider the
excitation of 90Zr to its first 2+ and 3− excited states. Table 1 compares the excitation energy,
E(Jπ1 ), and corresponding reduced electric quadrupole transition strength, B(EJ : 0+ → Jπ),
from our HFB+QRPA calculation to accepted experimental data. Figure 1b and 1c show our
results for the inelastic differential cross sections, indicated by curves, with respect to the
available data that are represented by circles and squares for the target excitation to the first
2+ and 3−, respectively. The varying proton beam energies between 14.7 MeV and 185 MeV
are shown by different colors. We find that in the case of inelastic scattering we consistently
underpredict the differential cross sections for all incident energies. This trend is consistent
with the lower electromagnetic transition strengths from the nuclear structure calculations.
In addition, from table 1 it is clear that the HFB+QRPA calculations reproduce the 3− state



better than the first 2+ excited state. This trend is reflected in the differential cross section
results if one compares the degree of agreement between the theoretical and the experimental
cross sections for the inelastic scattering to the first 2+ with the first 3−, at a fixed beam en-
ergy. This demonstrates the impact of microscopic nuclear structure on scattering predictions.

It is important to note that we use the same structure input for all incident energies. How-
ever, from figures 1b and 1c it is clear that the agreement of the theoretical results with
experimental data depends on the beam energy. The results presented in these proceedingss
do not include the Coulomb exchange and the spin-orbit contributions to the transition poten-
tials. Our initial investigations suggest that the contribution of the Coulomb exchange term
to the transition potentials impacts the differential cross sections, especially at lower ener-
gies. The importance of including the full Coulomb contribution to the coupling potential
for low-lying excitations is known in the context of another single-folding potential [22]. As
the incident beam energy increases, our preliminary analysis also shows that the spin-orbit
contribution to the coupling potentials becomes increasingly important, especially at higher
scattering angles.
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Figure 1: Comparison between differential cross sections from experimental data and from
our approach for proton elastic (1a) and inelastic (1b and 1c) scattering off of a 90Zr target.
The curves are our results while the discrete markers are experimental values. Different
proton beam energies (in MeV) are illustrated by different colors.

4 Conclusions and Outlook

We implemented the JLM folding model approach in combination with state-of-the-art
nuclear structure methods, HFB and QRPA with the Gogny-D1M potential, to compute
scattering observables. The central idea is that integrating the structure and reaction theory



Table 1: 90Zr : HFB+QRPA nuclear structure results [20], used in the folding approach, in
comparison to experimental data for the first 2+ and 3− excited states.

Observable Theory Exp.
E(2+1 ) [MeV] 2.725 2.186
B(E2 : 0+ → 2+1 )[e2b2] 0.038 0.061 [23]
E(3−1 ) [MeV] 2.858 2.748
B(E3 : 0+ → 3−1 )[e2b3] 0.078 0.098 [24]

will enable us to predict the outcome of scattering experiments. In this way, the structure
of the nucleus informs by design the reaction calculations about the changes the reaction
causes in that target. The nuclear structure (HFB+QRPA) codes developed at LLNL [18]
were carefully checked against CEA Bruyere implementation [19]. Similarly, the folding
procedures at LLNL [25] and the CEA [15] were compared to each other. Finally, both
laboratories use different reaction codes [11, 26]. Such careful testing provides confidence
in the overall machinery and allows us to focus on physics developments. We compare our
results for proton scattering on 90Zr to data. Our implementation of the JLM-B parametriza-
tion of the JLM potential, used to fold the HFB ground-state density, reproduces the direct
elastic scattering cross sections in the energy range of 14.7 MeV-185 MeV, consistent with
the validity range of 1 keV-200 MeV for the JLM-B nucleon-nucleus optical potential.

In the case of inelastic scattering, however, we find that inelastic differential cross
sections are underpredicted, and the agreement between theoretical results and experimental
data varies with changing beam energy. We show that better agreement between the
theoretical and experimental excitation energies and the reduced electromagnetic transition
strengths implies better reproduction of scattering cross sections. This was demonstrated by
comparing our results for the first 2+ and 3− excited states. This is in agreement with previous
work that uses JLM for inelastic scattering off of 208Pb and 209Bi nuclei [15]. The energy
dependence of the disagreement between our scattering results and the experimental data is
likely a consequence of missing spin-orbit and Coulomb exchange term contributions to the
folded transition potentials. The spin-orbit term is proportional to the angular-momentum
transfer between target and projectile. Therefore, one would expect that the importance of
the spin-orbit component grows with increasing beam energy as higher partial waves become
accessible. In contrast, at energies close to the Coulomb barrier, and at very forward angles
where the long range part of the potential plays a dominant role, it is important to include
the full Coulomb potential that can excite the target. Hence at lower beam energies, we
expect improvement in our results from including the Coulomb exchange contribution to the
transition potential.

Our next step is to develop the prescription to include the spin-orbit and Coulomb ex-
change terms in the coupling potential for the JLM approach. To reliably use our approach to
predict scattering observables for unstable neutron-rich nuclei, it is important that we improve
it for stable nuclei where experimental data is readily available.
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