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Abstract

Relativistic beams of heavy ions interacting with various nuclear targets allow to study a broad

range of problems starting from nuclear equation of state to the traditional nuclear structure. Some

questions which were impossible to answer heretofore – can be addressed nowadays by using inverse

kinematics. These includes the structure of short-lived nuclei and the precision study of exclusive

channels with production of residual nuclei in certain quantum states. Theoretical understanding

such processes is so far based on factorization models which combine the single-step amplitude

of the reaction on a bound nucleon or nuclear cluster with a certain wave function of its relative

motion with respect to the residual nucleus. The nuclear structure information is encoded in the

spectroscopic amplitude, calculable within nuclear many-body theories. In this work, we use for

this purpose the translationally-invariant shell model with configuration mixing and demonstrate

that it successfully reproduces the single-differential and integrated cross sections of the quasielastic

proton knockout, 12C(p, 2p)11B, with outgoing 11B in the ground state and low-lying excited states

measured at GSI at 400 MeV/nucleon.
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1. INTRODUCTION

Quasielastic (QE) knock-out reactions are the most direct way to access the momentum

distribution of the valence nucleons given by the square of their wave function (WF) in

momentum space. In the low-momentum region, the WFs are determined by nuclear mean

field potential. Distortions of the incoming and outgoing proton waves including absorption

effects are governed by nuclear optical potential that is mostly imaginary at high momenta

and proportional to the local nuclear density. The nuclear mean field and optical potentials

are rather well known for ordinary stable nuclei but represent a major uncertainty for exotic

ones close to the neutron drip line. The studies of the structure of exotic nuclei using inverse

kinematics with proton target at rest are in a focus of experiments at RIKEN [1] and GSI

[2]. One of the most important questions is the quenching of single-particle strength and the

dependence of this effect on the isospin asymmetry, see Ref. [3] for a recent review. As a first

step, before being extended towards exotic nuclear region, any theoretical model of (p, pN)

reactions should be tested for β-stable nuclear beams where a number of uncertainties in

the model parameters is minimal.

In this work, we address the proton knock-out reaction 12C(p, 2p)11B measured in Ref. [4]

with 400 MeV/nucleon 12C beam colliding with proton target. We apply the translationally-

invariant shell model (TISM) [5] which allows to calculate the spectroscopic amplitudes of

the virtual decay 12C → p 11B for the given relative WF of the proton and residual nucleus

and internal state of the residual nucleus. The present study is complementary to our

previous work [6] where the TISM has been used to analyze the proton knock-out from a

short-range correlated pN pair in the 12C nucleus by a proton that yielded a good agreement

with the BM@N data [7].

In sec. 2 we give a brief description of the TISM in the harmonic oscillator (HO) ba-

sis, with an emphasis on how it differs from the conventional shell model. Configuration

mixing is accounted for within the intermediate coupling model [8, 9]. In sec. 3, the basic

elements of the reaction model are described starting from the amplitude in the impulse

approximation (IA) and then adding the initial- and final state interactions (ISI/FSI) in the

eikonal approximation. Sec. 4 contains results of our calculations of 12C(p, 2p)11B process

at 400 MeV/nucleon in comparison with experimental data [4]. In sec. 5, we discuss var-

ious calculations of the spectroscopic factor and other sources of theoretical uncertainties.
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Sec. 6 summarizes the main results of the present work. Appendix A contains the derivation

of the relation between the fractional parentage coefficient of the TISM and that of the

conventional shell model.

2. THE TRANSLATIONALLY-INVARIANT SHELL MODEL

The most complicated and important element of any reaction model is the spectroscopic

amplitude of a virtual transition,

A→ B +X , (1)

of the nucleus A into residual nucleus B and cluster X both being in definite internal

states and a certain state of relative motion. The TISM, which has been developed starting

from 60’s in Moscow State University [5, 8–11], provides an efficient and computationally

economic way to evaluate the spectroscopic amplitude in the case of 1p-shell nuclei. Although

the TISM formalism is quite old and well known, we will briefly describe it here.

In the ordinary shell model, the center of mass (c.m.) of the nucleus is not at rest and is

not in a state of uniform rectilinear motion, but oscillates relative to an arbitrary point in

space chosen as the origin of coordinates. The set of excited states of the shell model includes

the so called ”spurious” states in which all the energy is concentrated in the excitation of

the nuclear c.m. oscillations without changing the internal motion of the nucleus. These

spurious excitations of the c.m. of the nucleus are a serious drawback of the ordinary nuclear

shell model and should be excluded when performing calculations of physical observables,

most importantly, for light nuclei.

A time-honored way to remove spurious excitations is to use the HO potential well that

allows to separate the Hamiltonian of the particle system into the Hamiltonian of the c.m.

motion and the Hamiltonian of internal motion. The latter is used to construct the TISM.

Thus, this model operates with internal WFs which describe harmonic oscillations of nu-

cleons with respect to the position of their c.m.. Equivalently, the internal WFs can be

considered as the solutions of a many-body Schrödinger equation for the system of particles

interacting through the two-body HO potentials (see Ref. [10] and references therein). The

complete basis set of the TISM WFs can be used to take into account different phenomeno-

logical interactions (see discussion in the end of this section).

According to Refs. [10, 12, 13], in the TISM for a nucleus with A nucleons, the clas-
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sification of the orbital WFs is based on the chain of groups U3(A−1) = U1 × SU3(A−1),

SU3(A−1) ⊃ SU3 × SUA−1 ⊃ R3 × SA. Thus, each state of the nucleus is character-

ized by the total number of HO quanta N , the Young’s scheme [f ], the Elliott symbol

(λµ), and the total orbital angular momentum L (for the irreducible representations of the

groups U1, SA, SU3, and R3, respectively). In addition, when one constructs the total

coordinate-spin-isospin WF, the spin S and isospin T quantum numbers are introduced (for

the irreducible representations of the corresponding SU2 groups which appear in the chain

SU4A ⊃ SU4 × SUA ⊃ SU2 × SU2 × SA). The total antisymmetric WF is denoted by the

symbol |AN [f ]κ(λµ)LSTMLMSMT >, where ML,MS,MT are the projections of L, S and

T , respectively, and κ represents additional (if any) quantum numbers necessary for the

unambiguous classification of the states. This function depends on a certain set of 3(A− 1)

Jacobi coordinates and does not depend on the coordinate of the c.m. of the nucleus. The

TISM WF is given by the following sum of the products of fully antisymmetric internal WFs

of the nucleus B, which contains A−b nucleons with numbers 1, 2, . . . , A−b, and the cluster

X containing b nucleons with numbers A− b+1, A− b+2, . . . , A multiplied by their relative

WF ψMΛ
nΛ (see Eqs.(VII.14),(VII.17) in Ref. [5] or Eqs.(19),(21) in Ref. [10] for b = 1, 2, or

Eq.(3) in Ref. [14] for arbitary b):

|AαLSTMLMSMT ⟩ =
∑

(LBMLB
LML|LML) (ΛMΛLXMLX

|LML)

×(SBMSB
SXMSX

|SMS) (TBMTB
TXMTX

|TMT )

×⟨AαLST |(A− b)αBLBSBTB;nΛ, bαXLXSXTX{L}⟩

×|(A− b)αBLBSBTBMLB
MSB

MTB
⟩

×ψMΛ
nΛ (RB −RX) |bαXLXSXTXMLX

MSX
MTX

⟩ , (2)

where we used the standard notations for the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients for the R3-group.

For brevity, following Ref. [10], we included the label α ≡ N [f ]κ(λµ). In Eq.(2), the WF

ψMΛ
nΛ (RB − RX) depends on the position vectors of the c.m. of the nucleus B (RB) and

the cluster X (RX) and, thus, describes the state of their relative motion with number of

HO quanta n, the relative orbital momentum Λ and the magnetic quantum number, MΛ.

The factor ⟨AαLST |(A − b)αBLBSBTB;nΛ, bαXLXSXTX{L}⟩ is the fractional parentage

coefficient (FPC) of the TISM, while the sum runs over all quantum numbers (except those

that appear in the internal WF of the nucleus A) under the necessary selection rules. 1

1 This implies, in particular, the summation over NB , n,NX under the condition N = NB + n+NX .
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The WF of the nucleus A with definite total angular momentum J and its z-projection

M is constructed by using vector coupling J = L+ S:

ΨA = |AαLS(J)TMMT ⟩ ≡
∑

ML,MS

|AαLSTMLMSMT ⟩(LMLSMS|JM) . (3)

The WFs for the nucleus B, ΨB, and cluster X, ΨX , with the total angular momenta and

their z-projections JBMB, JXMX , respectively, have similar forms constructed by using

vector couplings JB = LB +SB, JX = LX +SX . For the WF (3) the fractional parentage

expansion in the products of ΨB and ΨX , can be written similarly to Eq.(2) with the same

FPCs.

The spectroscopic amplitude SX
A for the transition from the state (3) to the state ΨB of

the residual nucleus B with the emission of the cluster X in the state ΨX and definite state

of their relative motion ΨMΛ
nΛ (RB −RX) is defined as the following overlap integral [11, 15]:

SX
A =

 A

b

1/2

⟨ΨB,Ψ
MΛ
nΛ (RB −RX),ΨX |ΨA⟩ , (4)

where the first factor takes into account the identity of the nucleons. Using Eqs.(2),(3), the

spectroscopic amplitude can be written as follows (see Refs. [11, 16]):

SX
A =

 A

b

1/2 ∑
LJ0M0


LB SB JB

L SX J0

L S J


√

(2L+ 1)(2S + 1)(2JB + 1)(2J0 + 1)

×⟨AαLST |(A− b)αBLBSBTB;nΛ, bαXLXSXTX{L}⟩U(ΛLXJ0SX ;LJX)

×(JBMBJ0M0|JM) (ΛMΛJXMX |J0M0) (TBMTB
TXMTX

|TMT ) . (5)

Here we introduced the 9j-symbols and Racah coefficients in the standard notations. This

equation gives the solution for the problem of finding the virtual decay amplitude (1).

The FPCs of TISM which enter Eq.(5) can be related to the FPCs of the conventional

HO shell model [10, 11]. For the case when the states of the nuclei A and B contain the

minimum numbers of the oscillator quanta N = A−4 and NB = A− b−4 the relation takes
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the following form (see Eq.(4) in Ref. [11]):

⟨AαLST |(A− b)αBLBSBTB;nΛ, bαXLXSXTX{L}⟩

= (−1)n
(

A

A− b

)n/2
 A− 4

b

1/2 A

b

−1/2

×⟨pA−4αLST |pA−b−4αBLBSBTB; p
bαXLSXTX⟩

×⟨pbαXLSXTX |nΛ, bαXLXSXTX⟩ , (6)

where the last factor is called a “cluster coefficient” which is the overlap integral of the

WF of b p-shell nucleons with the WF ψnΛ(RX) times the internal WF of the cluster X,

|bαXLXSXTX⟩. It is assumed that the last two WFs are vector-coupled according to L =

Λ + LX . The derivation of this relation was not present explicitly in Ref. [11] and is given

in the Appendix A. For p-shell nuclei, the FPCs of the conventional HO shell model for

b = 1, 2 can be calculated by standard techniques [17, 18].

In the HO shell model, the nuclear states are highly degenerate which is far from the

actual spectra of nuclear levels. It is well known that the residual nuclear interactions

need to be taken into account, thereby resulting in the decomposition of the actual many-

body WF in the basis of the shell model WFs. This can be, in principle, done either with

LS [19, 20], jj [21] or intermediate [22] coupling schemes which differ with respect to the

assumed strength of the spin-orbit interaction.

The model with intermediate coupling [9, 22–25] turned out to be the most realistic phe-

nomenological model in the mass range A = 5− 16 that gives a reasonably good description

of the nuclear energy levels, magnetic dipole moments, probabilities for M1 gamma tran-

sitions and β-decay. We will apply here the version of the intermediate coupling model of

Ref. [9]. In Ref. [9], the nuclear Hamiltonian is written as

Ĥ =
A∑
i=1

Ĥi +
∑
i<j

V̂ij + a

A∑
i=1

l̂iŝi , (7)

where the first term represents the total single-particle energy of the nucleons in the pure

HO shell model. The second term gives the energy of the pair interactions between nucleons

of the 1p-state. The two-body potential is expressed as follows:

V̂12 = [W +MP̂x +BP̂σ +HP̂xP̂σ]V (r12) , (8)
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where P̂x and P̂σ are, respectively, the space and spin exchange operators of the particles

1 and 2. The Wigner, Majorana, Bartlett, and Heisenberg interaction constants are W =

−0.13, M = 0.93, B = 0.46, and H = −0.26 corresponding to a so called ’Rosenfeld variant’

(see Eq.(1) in Ref. [26]). The last term in the r.h.s. of Eq.(7) is the spin-orbit potential.

The functional form of V (r12) in Eq.(8) is not explicitly given in Ref. [9], since it

is well known that the matrix elements of the central two-body interaction of the type

⟨p2[fX ]2TX+1,2SX+1L|V̂12|p2[fX ]2TX+1,2SX+1L⟩ can be expressed via radial integrals L and K

(see Eq.(9) in Ref. [19]):

L ≡
(

3

4π

)2 ∫
d3r1d

3r2
x21
r21
R2

p(r1)V (|r1 − r2|)
x22
r22
R2

p(r2) , (9)

K ≡
(

3

4π

)2 ∫
d3r1d

3r2
x1y1
r21

R2
p(r1)V (|r1 − r2|)

x2y2
r22

R2
p(r2) , (10)

where

Rp(r) =

(
8

3π1/2r50

)1/2

r e−r2/2r20 (11)

is the radial WF of the 1p-state nucleon in the ordinary HO shell model. (For example,

⟨p2[2]2TX+1,2SX+1D|V (|r1 − r2|)|p2[2]2TX+1,2SX+1D⟩ = L−K.)

If one applies the parameterization

V (r12) = V0 exp[−(r12/d)
2] , (12)

then the following relations hold (see Eqs.(2) in Ref. [21]):

K = V0(r0/d)
4[1 + 2(r0/d)

2]−7/2 , (13)

L/K = 3 + (d/r0)
4[1 + 2(r0/d)

2] . (14)

The value L/K can be considered as a measure of the ratio ρ of the nuclear radius,
√
2r0,

to the interaction radius, d, [22]. In the limit when the interaction radius is large, one has

L = V0 and K = 0. The nuclear levels of not very high excitation energy ( <∼ 4 MeV) with

the same isotopic spin as the ground state are only weakly sensitive to L/K in the range

5− 8, corresponding to ρ ≃ 1.1− 1.6, see Ref. [22]. In Ref. [9], the value L/K = 6 was fixed

while the values of the spin-orbit parameter a and radial integralK were chosen to reproduce

the low-lying states in nuclei in the best way and, thus, vary from nucleus to nucleus. For

A = 12 and A = 11 considered here, the values a = −5 MeV and K = −1.2 MeV were

chosen. By using Eqs.(13),(14) one can then reconstruct values d = r0 and V0 = −56.12

7



MeV. In calculations we use the parameter of the ordinary HO shell model r0 = 1.581 fm

[27].

The nuclear energy levels and the corresponding WFs were calculated in Ref. [9] by

diagonalizing the Hamiltonian (7) on the basis of TISM WFs. The resulting internal WFs

are the linear superpositions of the TISM WFs:

ΨJ,T
A =

∑
i

αA,JT
[fi]LiSi

|A[fi]LiSi(J)T ⟩ . (15)

For the nuclei 6 ≤ A ≤ 14 the coefficients αA,JT
[f ]LS have been tabulated in Ref. [9]. They are

real-valued and satisfy the normalization condition:∑
i

(αA,JT
[fi]LiSi

)2 = 1 . (16)

For the purposes of the present work, Table I lists the coefficients α for 12C ground state

and Table II – for 11B ground state and two excited states.

TABLE I. Contributing (1p)8 TISM states denoted as [f ](2T+1)(2S+1)L with corresponding coeffi-

cients αA,JT
[f ]LS for the 12C ground state (J = T = 0). Taken from Ref. [9].

[44]11S [431]13P [422]11S [422]15D [332]13P

0.840 0.492 0.064 -0.200 0.086

3. THE REACTION MODEL

In the Feynman diagram representation, the amplitude of the studied process is shown

in Fig. 1 which gives the following invariant matrix element:

M =Mel(p3, p4, p1)
iΓA→XB(pA, pB)

p2X −m2 + iϵ
, (17)

where Mel(p3, p4, p1) is the invariant matrix element of elastic pp scattering amplitude,

ΓA→XB(pA, pB) is the nuclear virtual decay vertex, and m is the nucleon mass. The sum over

all intermediate state quantum numbers is implicitly assumed in Eq.(17). For the residual

nucleus B on the mass shell, in the rest frame (r.f) of the initial nucleus A, the decay vertex
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TABLE II. Same as in Table I but for (1p)7 TISM states in 11B. The ground state and two excited

states are included. The experimental and theoretical (in parentheses) values of excitation energy

are taken, respectively, from Ref. [28] and Ref. [9].

E∗ = 0 MeV, T = 1/2, J = 3/2

[43]22P [43]22D [421]22P [421]24P [421]22D [421]24D [421]24F

0.636 0.566 -0.223 -0.168 -0.087 -0.309 0.198

[331]24S [331]22D [331]24D [322]22P [322]24P [322]26P

0.158 0.123 0.043 -0.016 0.080 0.080

E∗ = 2.12(1.9) MeV, T = 1/2, J = 1/2

[43]22P [421]22P [421]24P [421]24D [331]22S [331]24D [322]22P [322]24P

0.913 0.161 -0.132 -0.314 0.126 -0.088 0.000 0.001

E∗ = 5.02(6.9) MeV, T = 1/2, J = 3/2

[43]22P [43]22D [421]22P [421]24P [421]22D [421]24D [421]24F

-0.532 0.721 -0.061 0.207 0.272 0.036 0.079

[331]24S [331]22D [331]24D [322]22P [322]24P [322]26P

-0.166 0.021 0.155 0.048 -0.039 -0.111

can be expressed as follows:

iΓA→XB(pA, pB)

p2X −m2 + iϵ
= SX

A

(
2EBmA

p0X

)1/2

(2π)3/2ψml
nl (−pX) , (18)

where ψml
nl (−pX) is the WF of the relative motion of the struck proton X and the nucleus

B in momentum space with n being the HO main quantum number, l – the relative orbital

momentum, and ml – the magnetic quantum number. The WF is normalized as follows:∫
d3pX |ψml

nl (−pX)|2 = 1 . (19)

The spectroscopic amplitude SX
A for the case when the “cluster X” is simply the nucleon

can be obtained from a more general Eq.(5) for b = 1, LX = 0, JX = SX = TX = 1/2,Λ =

9



pBpA

pX

p1

p3

p4

FIG. 1. The amplitude of the process A(p, 2p)B. The lines are marked with four-momenta of the

particles: the initial (pA) and final (pB) nuclei, incident proton (p1), struck proton (pX), outgoing

protons (p3 and p4).

l,MΛ = ml,MX = σ,MTX
= τ which gives:

SX
A ([f ]LS(J)TMMT ; [fB]LBSB(JB)TBMBMTB

;ml, σ)

= A1/2
∑
J0M0


LB SB JB

l 1/2 J0

L S J


√
(2L+ 1)(2S + 1)(2JB + 1)(2J0 + 1)

×⟨AN [f ]LST |(A− 1)NB[fB]LBSBTB;nl⟩

×(JBMBJ0M0|JM) (lml
1

2
σ|J0M0) (TBMTB

1

2
τ |TMT ) , (20)

where the state of the struck nucleon X is determined by the spin, σ, and isospin, τ ,

projections. 2 The numbers of oscillator quanta satisfy the sum rule N = NB + n.

The relation between the one-particle FPC of the TISM (the term in the angular brackets

in Eq.(20)) and the one-particle FPC of the conventional shell model also follows from a

more general Eq.(6). For the WF of relative X−B motion with quantum numbers n = l = 1

the cluster coefficient is equal to unity and, thus, the following simple formula holds (see

also Ref. [10]):

⟨AN [f ]LST |(A− 1)NB[fB]LBSBTB; 11⟩

= −
(
A− 4

A− 1

)1/2

⟨pA−4[f ]LST |pA−5[fB]LBSBTB⟩ . (21)

2 For clarity, in Eq.(20) and below in this section we explicitly include the arguments of the spectroscopic

factor and FPC. The Elliott symbol is redundant for transitions involving only p-shell nucleons since it is

related to the Young scheme [f1f2f3] as (λµ) = (f1 − f2, f2 − f3).

10



The one-particle FPC of the conventional shell model can be calculated in a standard way

from the tables of Ref. [17] taking into account the correction of phases of some orbital WFs

as mentioned in the footnote of Ref. [18].

Equation (18) assumes transition from a TISM state of the nucleus A to a TISM state of

the nucleus B. Eigenstates of a realistic nuclear Hamiltonian should be the superposition of

TISM states. This means that the actual spectroscopic amplitude of the transition between

the physical states of the nuclei A and B is obtained by a weighted sum,

∑
i,j

αA,JT
i αA−1,JBTB

j SX
A ([fi]LiSi(J)TMMT ; [fj]LjSj(JB)TBMBMTB

;ml, σ)

≡ SX
A (JTMMT ; JBTBMBMTB

;ml, σ) , (22)

where the amplitudes α enter the decomposition of the physical states of the nuclei A and

B, see Eq.(15).

So far we discussed the case of IA neglecting ISI/FSI. We will now include the ISI/FSI

in the eikonal approximation, similar to Ref. [6]. This is reached by replacing in Eq. (18)

(2π)3/2ψml
nl (−pX) →

∫
d3re−ipXrψml

nl (−r)F1(r)F3(r)F4(r) ≡ (2π)3/2ψ̃ml
nl (−pX) , (23)

where r = RX − RB is the relative position vector of the struck proton and c.m. of the

residual nucleus B. Thus, Eq.(23) takes into account nuclear absorption introduced via

factors

Fj(r) = exp

− i

vj

0∫
−∞

dη Uj(r ± p̂jη)

 , (24)

where vj = pj/Ej is the j-th particle velocity in the rest frame (r.f.) of the nucleus B,

p̂j ≡ pj/pj, and Uj(r) is the optical potential. In Eq.(24), the integral is taken along the

trajectory of the j-th particle that corresponds to the “+” sign for j = 1 (incoming proton)

and “-” sign for j = 3, 4 (outgoing protons). At relativistic energies, in good approximation,

the latter can be expressed as follows:

Uj(r) = − i

2
vjσNN(pj)ρ(r) , (25)

where σNN(pj) is the total NN cross section, and ρ(r) is the nucleon number density of the

nucleus B in the point r. The resulting absorption factors are then essentially similar to

those in the Glauber approximation [29].
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We will consider the case of unpolarized particles and, thus, the matrix element modulus

squared should be averaged over spin magnetic quantum numbers of the initial particles and

summed over those of final particles:

|M |2 ≡ 1

2(2J + 1)

∑
σ1,σ3,σ4,M,MB

|M |2

=
1

2(2J + 1)

∑
σ1,σ3,σ4,M,MB

∑
σ,σ′

∑
ml,m

′
l

Mel(p3, p4, p1;σ3, σ4, σ1, σ)M
∗
el(p3, p4, p1;σ3, σ4, σ1, σ

′)

×2EBmA

p0X
(2π)3ψ̃ml

11 (−pX)ψ̃
m′

l∗
11 (−pX)

×SX
A (JTMMT ; JBTBMBMTB

;ml, σ)S
X∗
A (JTMMT ; JBTBMBMTB

;m′
l, σ

′) , (26)

where we explicitly included summations over intermediate state quantum numbers σ, σ′,ml,m
′
l.

To simplify Eq.(26), we, first, neglect the interference terms with σ′ ̸= σ and replace

1

2

∑
σ1,σ3,σ4

|Mel(p3, p4, p1;σ3, σ4, σ1, σ)|2

→ |Mel(p3, p4, p1)|2 ≡
1

4

∑
σ1,σ3,σ4,σ

|Mel(p3, p4, p1;σ3, σ4, σ1, σ)|2 . (27)

Then, after somewhat lengthy but straightforward derivation we come to the following ex-

pression:

|M |2 = |Mel(p3, p4, p1)|2
2EBmA

p0X
(2π)3 |ψ̃11(−pX)|2 S , (28)

where

|ψ̃11(−pX)|2 ≡
1

3

1∑
ml=−1

|ψ̃ml
11 (−pX)|2 . (29)

The spectroscopic factor in Eq.(28) is expressed as follows:

S = A (TBMTB

1

2
τ |TMT )

2 (2JB + 1)
∑
J0

(2J0 + 1) |
∑
i,j

αA,JT
i αA−1,JBTB

j


Lj Sj JB

1 1/2 J0

Li Si J


×
√
(2Li + 1)(2Si + 1) ⟨AN [fi]LiSiT |(A− 1)NB[fj]LjSjTB; 11⟩|2 . (30)

Equation (29) for the modulus squared of the ISI/FSI-corrected WF is quite involved but

can be simplified. Substituting Eq.(23) in Eq.(29) we have:

|ψ̃11(−pX)|2 =
1

3(2π)3

∑
ml

∫
d3r

∫
d3r′e−ipX(r−r′)ψml

11 (−r)ψml∗
11 (−r′)Fabs(r)Fabs(r

′)

≃ 1

(2π)3

∫
d3Rf11(−R,−pX)F

2
abs(R) , (31)

12



where Fabs(r) ≡ F1(r)F3(r)F4(r) is the absorption factor, and

f11(−R,−pX) ≡
1

3

∑
ml

∫
d3ξe−ipXξ ψml

11 (−R− ξ/2)ψml ∗
11 (−R+ ξ/2) (32)

is a Wigner function. In Eq.(31), in the last step, we introduced variables R ≡ (r + r′)/2,

ξ ≡ r − r′ and approximately set ξ = 0 in the product of absorption factors Fabs(R +

ξ/2)Fabs(R− ξ/2) (see Ref. [6] for discussion of validity of this approximation).

The TISM WF of the relative X −B motion is

ψml
11 (−R) =

(
8

3π1/2R5
0

)1/2

R e−R2/2R2
0 Y1ml

(−R̂) , (33)

where R0 = r0[A/(A− 1)]1/2. The Wigner function (32) can be then easily calculated:

f11(−R,−pX) = 8 e−(R2+p2XR4
0)/R

2
0

[
2

3R2
0

(R2 + p2XR
4
0)− 1

]
. (34)

This expression can be used in Eq.(31) for numerical calculations of |ψ̃11(−pX)|2 taking into

account ISI/FSI. In the case of IA, one recovers an analytical formula:

|ψ11(−pX)|2 =
2R5

0

3π3/2
p2X e−p2XR2

0 . (35)

The invariant matrix element of elastic pp scattering is related to the differential cross

section by a standard formula:

dσel
dt

=
|Mel(t, s)|2
64πI2pp

, (36)

where Ipp =
√
(s/4−m2)s is the flux factor, s = (p3 + p4)

2, t = max{(p1 − p3)
2, (p1 − p4)

2}.

By using the high-energy parameterization dσel/dt ∝ ebt one obtains the following relation:

|Mel(t, s)|2 = 64πI2pp
bσel

1− ebt0
ebt , (37)

where t0 = −2(s/4 − m2). The experimental integrated elastic pp cross section, σel, and

the slope parameter, b, are conveniently parameterized in Ref. [30] as functions of the beam

momentum, plab = Ipp/m, for plab
<∼ 5− 6 GeV/c.

For the calculation of the optical potential, Eq.(25), one has to specify the total pN cross

section and the nucleon density distribution. We apply the proton/neutron-number-weighted

formula

σpN = [σppZB + σpn(AB − ZB)]/AB , (38)

13



where σpp and σpn are, respectively, the total pp and pn cross sections in the parameteriza-

tions of Ref. [30] that provide good fits of available experimental data at plab
<∼ 3−5 GeV/c.

AB = A− 1 and ZB = Z − 1 are, respectively, the mass and charge numbers of the residual

nucleus B. The nucleon density distribution in the nucleus with AB nucleons in the s4pAB−4

configuration is described by the conventional HO shell model formula

ρ(r) =
4

r30π
3/2

[
1 +

AB − 4

6

(
r

r0

)2
]
e−r2/r20 . (39)

The fully differential cross section of the process A(p, 2p)B (see Fig. 1 for notation) is

expressed as follows:

dσ1A→34B =
(2π)4|M |2

4IpA
δ(4)(p1 + pA − p3 − p4 − pB)

d3p3
(2π)32E3

d3p4
(2π)32E4

d3pB
(2π)32EB

, (40)

where IpA = pbeamm is the flux factor, pbeam is the momentum of the nucleus A in the r.f.

of the proton 1 which will be called “laboratory frame” below.. The experiment of Ref. [4]

has been performed at pbeam/A = 0.951 GeV/c where the pp elastic cross section is almost

isotropic in the effective region of integration over transferred rescattering momentum in the

c.m. frame as follows from the used here parameterization [30].

Thus, it is convenient to perform the integration over invariants d3p3/E3 and d3p4/E4 in

the c.m. frame of the protons 3 and 4. On the other hand, the matrix element is proportional

to the WF of the relative X − B motion which suppresses large absolute values of the

momentum pB of the residual nucleus in the r.f. of the nucleus A. Thus, the integration

over invariant d3pB/EB is reasonable to perform in the r.f. of the nucleus A. As a result,

we come to the following expression for the integrated cross section:

σ1A→34B =
1

32(2π)5pbeamm

∫
d3pB√
p2B +m2

B

∫
p3dΩ3

2
√
p23 +m2

|M |2 , (41)

where the momentum pB is defined in the r.f. of the nucleus A while the momentum p3 and

the corresponding solid angle element dΩ3 – in the c.m. frame of the protons 3 and 4. Due

to identity of the differential cross section with respect to the interchange of momenta of

the 3-d and 4-th protons, the integration over dΩ3 should be performed over the solid angle

hemisphere of 2π (the orientation of the hemisphere does not play a role). Due to rotational

symmetry about the beam axis, it is also possible to reduce the integration order by writing

in the spherical coordinates with z-axis along the 1-st proton momentum in the r.f. of A

14



d3pB = p2BdpB2πdΘB and perform all integrations in Eq.(41) with arbitrarily fixed value of

the azimuthal angle ϕB. Finally, the differential cross sections, dσ1A→34B/dx, where x is any

kinematic variable determined by the momenta p3 and pB, are evaluated by multiplying the

integrand of Eq.(41) by the factor δ[x− x(pB,p3)].

4. RESULTS

The integrated cross sections are listed in Table III. One can see from this Table that

absorption reduces all partial cross section by a factor of 5.1 but does not change the ra-

tios between the partial cross sections for different states of 11B. The experimental total

cross section is reproduced by full calculation surprisingly well, with accuracy of about 3%.

The strong dominance of 11B production in the ground state is also correctly reproduced.

Discrepancies for excited states are quite large. However, this is still satisfactory given

the fact that we did not introduce any additional model parameters (like phenomenological

spectroscopic factors, see discussion section) to tune our calculations.

TABLE III. Integrated cross sections of the process 12C(p, 2p)11B with 400 MeV/nucleon 12C beam

for the ground state and two excited states of the residual nucleus 11B. Listed are the results of full

calculations (including absorption), calculations in the IA, and the spectroscopic factors calculated

using Eq.(30). Experimental data are from Ref. [4]. Total errors are given in parentheses.

E∗ (MeV) Jπ σexp (mb) σfull (mb) σIA (mb) S

0.0 (G.S.) 3/2− 15.8(18) 12.3 62.6 2.82

2.12 1/2− 1.9(2) 2.9 14.9 0.67

5.02 3/2− 1.5(2) 3.4 17.5 0.79

Total: 19.2(3) 18.6 95.0 4.28

Fig. 2 shows the distribution of opening angle, Θopening = arccos(p3p4/p3p4), between

outgoing protons in the laboratory frame. The full calculation correctly describes the peak

position at 80◦ and the distribution at smaller angles, although gives a sharper peak and

steeper fall-off at larger angles. The full calculation is slightly shifted to larger opening

angles as compared to the calculation in the IA.
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FIG. 2. The distribution of opening angle between outgoing protons in the laboratory frame for

the process 12C(p, 2p)11B at 400 MeV/nucleon. Solid and dashed histograms show, respectively,

the full calculation and the calculation without absorption scaled by a factor of 0.2. The band

represents experimental data from Ref. [4].

Fig. 3 shows the distribution of relative azimuthal angle, ∆ϕ = arccos(p3tp4t/p3tp4t),

between the transverse momenta p3t and p4t of outgoing protons. The absorptive ISI/FSI

suppress the yield at large deviations of ∆ϕ from 180◦ leading to a sharper peak at ∆ϕ = 180◦

and better agreement with experiment.

Figs. 4,5 and 6 show, respectively, the transverse, longitudinal, and total momentum

distributions of the residual nucleus. Absorption leads to the depletion of the yield at

large transverse and total momenta shifting the maxima of the Ptr- and Ptot distributions to

smaller momenta. This can be understood as follows. In the presence of absorption, the main

contribution to the integral in Eq.(31) comes from nuclear periphery (surface ring), since

the absorption factor suppresses the integrand deeply inside the nucleus. If the transverse

momentum of the residual nucleus is small, then the absorption is in average smaller because

both outgoing protons may have small transverse momenta balancing each other and their

trajectories avoid the bulk of the nuclear medium. If the transverse momentum of the

residual nucleus is large, then at least one of the outgoing protons will have large transverse
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FIG. 3. The distribution of the relative azimuthal angle between transverse momenta of outgoing

protons for 12C(p, 2p)11B at 400 MeV/nucleon. Line notations are the same as in Fig. 2. The band

represents experimental data from Ref. [4].

momentum and, thus, its trajectory will pass through the bulk of the nuclear medium with

a larger probability which makes absorption stronger. This is also in-line with stronger

absorption at larger deviations of ∆ϕ from 180◦ (Fig. 3).

A particular form of the Wigner density for the n = l = 1 valence nucleon, Eq.(34), acts

in the same direction. At small values of R and pX(= Ptot), the Wigner density becomes

negative. It means that absorption should then lead to the enhancement of production which

is visible at small values of Ptot in Fig. 6.

In the IA calculation, the longitudinal momentum distribution (Fig. 5) is shifted to

positive P||. This corresponds to the struck proton X moving opposite to the incoming

proton 1 in the r.f. of 12C giving a larger two-body phase space volume of the protons 3

and 4 (the term ∝ p3/
√
p23 +m2 in Eq.(41)). However, with absorption, the P|| distribution

becomes almost symmetric with respect to the change P|| → −P||. This is a consequence

of larger average transverse momenta of the 3-d and 4-th protons at P|| > 0 leading to

their stronger absorption. This observation also explains the stronger absorption at smaller

opening angles (Fig. 2).
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FIG. 4. The distribution of the transverse momentum of the residual nucleus for 12C(p, 2p)11B

at 400 MeV/nucleon. Line notations are the same as in Fig. 2. The band represents experimental

data from Ref. [4].

5. DISCUSSION

Table IV contains results of several other calculations of the spectroscopic factors for the

separation of a nucleon from 12C in comparison with our results. The approach of Ref. [25]

TABLE IV. Spectroscopic factors for the 12C → p11B(n11C) process calculated in different theo-

retical models.

E∗ (MeV) Jπ [25] [31] [32] this work

0.0 (G.S.) 3/2− 2.85 3.27 2.50 2.82

2.12 1/2− 0.75 0.60 0.48 0.67

5.02 3/2− 0.38 0.12 0.79

Total: 3.98 3.99 2.98 4.28

is based on the FPCs of the conventional shell model but in other aspects is quite close
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FIG. 5. The distribution of the longitudinal momentum of the residual nucleus in the r.f. of 12C

for 12C(p, 2p)11B at 400 MeV/nucleon. Positive values of P∥ correspond to the direction of the

momentum of the incoming proton. Line notations are the same as in Fig. 2.

to the intermediate coupling model of Refs. [8, 9] applied in our work. In Ref. [31], the

WFs of deformed HO shell model were used without residual interaction taking k = 0 for

12C and k = 1/2, 3/2 for 11B. (In the spherical HO model this corresponds to considering

only the Young scheme [44] for 12C and [43] for 11B.) In Ref. [32], the no-core shell model

was employed in the HO basis with c.m. correction, although the authors state that the

dependence of their results on the chosen basis is small. According to Ref. [33], however,

the “old” definition of the spectroscopic amplitude (c.f. our Eq.(20)) relies on the non-

normalized WF of the final state and, thus, should be corrected. 3

Comparison with experimental data for the QE (p, pN) processes depends not only on

the spectroscopic factors but also on the ISI/FSI used. In phenomenological DWIA ap-

proaches [34, 35], the spectroscopic factor is used as a free parameter to fit experimental

cross sections for some fixed ISI/FSI. The latter includes in-medium effects due to Pauli

blocking of NN scattering [36] (i.e. the antisymmetrization of the full WF of the scattered

3 It was pointed out in Ref. [33] that “the numerical differences in the results of calculations employing

the “old” and “new” definitions are usually not large for single-nucleon channels, in contrast to cluster

channels”. Thus, we do not expect much influence of this correction on our results.
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FIG. 6. The distribution of the total momentum of the residual nucleus in the r.f. of 12C for

12C(p, 2p)11B at 400 MeV/nucleon. Line notations are the same as in Fig. 2. The band represents

experimental data from Ref. [4].

nucleon and residual nucleus) which can be effectively described by in-medium reduced NN

cross sections. It was shown [36], that in heavy-ion induced stripping reactions on nuclear

targets at Elab = 5 − 300 MeV/nucleon, the in-medium effects lead to about 10% change

in the nucleon knockout cross sections and momentum distributions. In (p, pN) processes,

the in-medium effects are expected to be of the same order or smaller. The in-medium ef-

fects should decrease with increasing beam energy rendering Glauber model more natural at

Elab > 1 GeV/nucleon [29]. Thus, our description of ISI/FSI within Glauber model should

be taken with some reservations for possible in-medium corrections.

6. SUMMARY

Based on the TISM, we developed the model for description of fully exclusive A(p, pp)(A−

1) reactions at intermediate relativistic energies. The model allows to calculate spectroscopic

factors directly from the overlap integral of the WFs. Having in mind future model applica-

tions at NICA and FAIR energies, we restricted ourselves to the Glauber model description
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of the ISI/FSI. As a test case, the model was applied to the reaction 12C(p, 2p)11B at 400

MeV/nucleon measured at GSI [4] in the inverse kinematics.

The model slightly underestimates the measured integrated cross section for 11B 3/2−

ground state, but overpredicts the integrated cross sections for the two excited 1/2− and

3/2− states. The total integrated cross section for the production of all three 11B states is

well reproduced, however.

The distributions of the outgoing proton pair in the opening angle and relative azimuthal

angle, as well as the momentum distributions of the residual nucleus, are reproduced rea-

sonably well. Some deficiency in the production of high-momentum residual nuclei can be

attributed to the longitudinal momenta mostly and is probably due to the limited HO WF

basis.

Last but not least, the present calculation also puts on a firm ground our previous study

of the 12C(p, 2pNs)
10A exclusive reactions at 48 GeV/c [6], where a similar approach has

been used.
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Appendix A: Relation of the TISM FPCs and usual FPCs

In this Appendix, we denote ψNL(Ri) the HO WF of the c.m. motion of the nucleus

i = A,B,X with the oscillator quantum number N and orbital angular momentum L. For

brevity, the magnetic quantum number is suppressed.

The WF of the nucleus A in the usual HO shell model can be represented as the anti-

symmetrized product of the WFs of s- and p-shell nucleons:

|s4pA−4αLST (x1, x2, . . . , xA)⟩ =

 A

4

−1/2∑
(−1)ηi1,...,iAψs(xi1 , xi2 , xi3 , xi4)

×|pA−4αLST (xi5 , . . . , xiA)⟩ , (A1)

where xi ≡ (ri, σi, τi) denote the position, ri, spin, σi, and isospin, τi, variable of the i-

th nucleon. The sum is taken over all possible sets of integer numbers {i1, i2, i3, i4} and

{i5, . . . , iA} selected from the set {1, 2, . . . , A}. The increasing order of the numbers is

assumed in both sets. ηi1,...,iA is the parity of the corresponding permutation. The integrals

⟨s4|s4⟩ and ⟨pA−4|pA−4⟩ are assumed to be equal to one. Due to the orthogonality of the

single-nucleon WFs of s− and p−shells, the products of WFs with different permutations

do not contribute to the integral ⟨s4pA−4|s4pA−4⟩, which ensures its equality to one.

Using the usual b-particle FPCs of Refs. [17, 18], one can decompose the WF of p-shell

nucleons giving:

|s4pA−4αLST (x1, x2, . . . , xA)⟩ =

 A

4

−1/2∑
(−1)ηi1,...,iAψs(xi1 , xi2 , xi3 , xi4)

×
∑

⟨pA−4αLST |pA−b−4αBLBSBTB; p
bαXLSXTX⟩

×[|pA−b−4αBLBSBTB(xi5 , . . . , xiA−b
)⟩ ⊗ |pbαXLSXTX(xiA−b+1

, . . . , xiA)⟩]LST , (A2)

where ⊗ means vector couplings L = LB +L, S = SB + SX , and T = TB + TX .

On the other hand, since the shell model WF of the nucleus A contains the minimum

number of the oscillator quanta compatible with Pauli principle (i.e. N = A − 4) one can

apply the Bethe-Rose-Elliott-Skyrme (BRES) theorem [37, 38] and write:

|s4pA−4αLST (x1, x2, . . . , xA)⟩ = ψ00(RA)|AαLST (x1, x2, . . . , xA)⟩ , (A3)

where ψ00(RA) is the lowest HO state of the c.m. motion of the nucleus A. By using Eq.(2),
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one can rewrite Eq.(A3) in a form with b-particle TISM FPCs:

|s4pA−4αLST (x1, x2, . . . , xA)⟩ = ψ00(RA)
∑

⟨AαLST |(A− b)αBLBSBTB;nΛ, bαXLXSXTX{L}⟩

×[|(A− b)αBLBSBTB(x1, . . . , xA−b)⟩

⊗[ψnΛ(RB −RX)⊗ |bαXLXSXTX(xA−b+1, . . . , xA)⟩]L]LST , (A4)

where we again used short-hand notations ⊗ for vector couplings L = Λ+LX , L = LB+L,

S = SB + SX , and T = TB + TX .

In a similar way, we can now write the shell model WF of the nucleus B = A − b, first,

by using the antysymmetrized product, i.e.

|s4pA−b−4αBLBSBTB(x1, x2, . . . , xA−b)⟩ =

 A− b

4

−1/2∑
(−1)ηi1,...,iA−bψs(xi1 , xi2 , xi3 , xi4)

×|pA−b−4αBLBSBTB(xi5 , . . . , xiA−b
)⟩ , (A5)

and, second, by using the BRES theorem, i.e.

|s4pA−b−4αBLBSBTB(x1, x2, . . . , xA−b)⟩ = ψ00(RB)|(A− b)αBLBSBTB(x1, x2, . . . , xA−b)⟩ .

(A6)

Let us formally consider the following integral:

I ≡ ⟨s4pA−4αLST (x1, x2, . . . , xA)|[s4pA−b−4αBLBSBTB(x1, x2, . . . , xA−b)

⊗[ψnΛ(RX)⊗ bαXLXSXTX(xA−b+1, . . . , xA)]L]LST ⟩ , (A7)

where the vector couplings L = Λ + LX , L = LB +L, S = SB + SX , and T = TB + TX

are applied. Substituting Eqs.(A2),(A5) into Eq.(A7) and using the orthonormality of the

HO shell model basis WFs we have:

I =

 A− b

4

1/2 A

4

−1/2

⟨pA−4αLST |pA−b−4αBLBSBTB; p
bαXLSXTX⟩

×⟨pbαXLSXTX(xA−b+1, . . . , xA)|[ψnΛ(RX)⊗ bαXLXSXTX(xA−b+1, . . . , xA)]L⟩ . (A8)

One can also express I in a different way, by substituting Eqs.(A4),(A6) into Eq.(A7), which

gives:

I = ⟨AαLST |(A− b)αBLBSBTB;nΛ, bαXLXSXTX{L}⟩

×⟨ψ00(RA)ψnΛ(RB −RX)|ψ00(RB)ψnΛ(RX⟩ . (A9)
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The last factor in the r.h.s. of Eq.(A9) is equal to the corresponding generalized Talmi

coefficient (see Eqs.(VI.10),(VI.19) in Ref. [5]):

⟨ψ00(RA)ψnΛ(RB −RX)|ψ00(RB)ψnΛ(RX⟩ = ⟨00, nΛ : Λ|A− b

b
|00, nΛ : Λ⟩

=

(
A− b

A

)n/2

(−1)n . (A10)

By combining Eqs.(A8),(A9),(A10) one obtains the required relation, i.e. Eq.(6).
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