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Abstract

Based on the variational principle, self-consistent single-particle (s.p.) potentials at positive en-
ergies are discussed, which correspond to the real part of the optical potential as the single folding
potential (SFP). The nuclear-matter s.p. potential produced by the semi-realistic nucleonic inter-
action M3Y-P6, which has links to the bare nucleonic interaction, resembles those extracted from
the empirical optical potential. Applying M3Y-P6 both to the self-consistent mean-field calcula-
tions for the target nucleus and to the SFP for the scattered nucleon, we find that the differential
cross-sections of the nucleon-nucleus elastic scattering are reproduced almost comparably to the
empirical potentials up to 80 MeV incident energy. The results demonstrate that the s.p. poten-
tial compatible with available experimental data can be derived from a single energy-independent

effective interaction in this wide energy range.

I. INTRODUCTION

Many-body systems comprised of nucleons, from atomic nuclei to objects in the universe,
are important ingredients of Nature. While primarily governed by the strong interaction,
they often behave as quantum Fermi liquid BJ], in which constituent nucleons move almost
independently under a mean field (MF). At the ground state (g.s.), the nuclear MF contains
correlation effects as incorporated by the Brueckner theory [2], and is nowadays discussed in
terms of the Kohn-Sham (KS) method in the density functional theory [3]. In the KS method,
properties of the whole many-fermion system can be described in terms of a collection of
single-particle (s.p.) orbitals under the self-consistent MF (SCMF') constructed from effective
interaction (or energy density functional) [4, |5].

Nuclear equation-of-state (EoS), i.e., the energy of the nuclear matter as a function of
density and temperature (7') E], plays a vital role in supernovae and neutron stars. Whereas
the EoS at T" = 0 has been investigated relatively well in connection to the experimental
data and the EoS at finite 7" has often been developed by extending it Hﬂ], the finite-7"
EoS has not sufficiently been verified by experiments. At finite T', the constituent nucleons

distribute over a wide energy range. Therefore, it is desirable to handle the nucleonic

states without discontinuity with respect to energy. The extension of the KS or the SCMF
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approaches to finite T’ ﬂﬂ, H], in which the energy of the system is described by the s.p.
states obeying the Fermi-Dirac distribution function, is a promising tool to obtain the EoS in
connection to experimental data. However, as the effective interactions have been examined
only via the nuclear structure data, the reliability of these approaches has been limited to
low T (< 10MeV) so far. In the supernovae, 7' may reach as high as Th,.x ~ 30 MeV |1 _ at
which nucleons distribute over s.p. energies € up to a few times 7Ty,... Although some EoSs
have been developed from the bare nucleonic interaction through sophisticated theoretical
methods B, m] up to finite-7" cases B E |, they are not easily compared with a variety
of experimental data. Since the energy distribution of nucleons is determined by the MF,
i.e., the s.p. potential produced by the nucleonic interaction, it is a crucial step to examine
whether the effective interaction produces adequate s.p. potential at € > 0, as well as in the

nuclear structure.

Nuclear MF at ¢ > 0 is connected to the nucleon-nucleus (N-A) elastic scattering. The
N-A elastic scattering is described by the optical potential i/ = V+i W |1 ' l where V and
W are hermitian one-body operators, often expressed by real functions of the position. The
imaginary part VW carries effects of absorption, i.e., loss of the flux out of the elastic channel.
Most conventionally, both V and W were adjusted to the data. A local function was assumed,
with the parameters dependent on the incident energy and the mass number ﬂﬂ, ] The
folding model has been developed to derive the optical potential from the nucleonic effective
interaction ], which does not need parameters depending on the mass number. There

have been attempts to derive folding potentials from the bare nucleonic interaction @]

Under the thermal equilibrium, there is no absorption because of the detailed balance
between inflow and outflow. Only the real potential V is relevant, involving correlation effects
like the s.p. potential in the KS theory. In this respect, V is of particular interest, which could
be the s.p. potential at ¢ > 0 continuous with the MF potential in nuclear structure. The
Skyrme and the Gogny interactions, which are effective interactions developed for nuclear
SCMF calculations, have been applied to the N-A elastic scattering |. However, the
good applicability of these phenomenological interactions could be limited to low energy.

theory (MBPT)

Whereas the imaginar potentlal has also been argued within the many-body perturbation
E [j'j |, correlation effects already contained in the effective

interaction have yet to be subtracted. If we can develop a reliable real potential covering a

wide energy range without counting on the MBPT, it could be a significant step toward a



reasonable SCMF (or KS) approach at finite 7". It should be mentioned that a Brueckner-
Hartree-Fock approach to EoS combined with the N-A scattering was reported in Ref. [39],

though not precisely examined by nuclear structure.
The Michigan-three-range-Yukawa (M3Y) interaction was developed for N-A inelastic
scattering, based on the G-matrix @ l By introducing density-dependent coefficients,
‘jl One of the au-

thors (H.N.) evolved M3Y-type effective interactions applicable to nuclear structure ] In

the M3Y interaction was extensively applied to the folding potential

l estab-

lishing reliability for s.p. potential at e < 0. Moreover, M3Y-P6 is compatible with the EoS

particular, the parameter-set M3Y-P6 [45] has been scrutinized in the SCMF proach

and notable success has been found in describing the nuclear shell structure

parameters at T" = 0 extracted by experiments and reproduces a microscopic neutron-matter
EoS [45, @] It has also been pointed out that the M3Y-type interactions are almost free
from unphysical instabilities in excitations of the nuclear matter |48], unlike many other MF
interactions. A SCMF approach with M3Y-P6 has been extended to finite T to investigate
the liquid-gas phase transition occurring at 17" ~ 10 MeV in Ref. ] It is interesting to

examine this effective interaction for the N-A scattering.

II. SINGLE FOLDING POTENTIAL AND SELF-CONSISTENT MEAN FIELD

Within the SCMF scheme, the total energy E is represented by
E = Z a\ \a N + = Z afo|aB) nang . (1)

The indices o and S denote s.p. states, which will be commonly used for labeling nucleons
without confusion, n,, is the occupation probability on «, and v is the two-body interaction,

whose strengths may depend on the density. The s.p. Hamiltonian A is derived as
1 0F
=3 |G s

from which the s.p. state |a) and its energy €, are obtained via hla) = €,|a). We have

defined (6/6(a|)(e/|O|B) = dua O|B) for a matrix element of a one-body operator @, and

2

P
ol = 2w, 2)

analogously for two-body matrix elements. The expression |, means substituting appro-
priate values n(ﬁo) for ng. The second term on the right-hand side (rhs) of Eq. () leads to

the s.p. potential U, which is non-local in general. For spherical nuclei, it is appropriate to

4



take a = (v,.0jmT), where 7 (= p,n) is the particle type, (£jm) are the angular-momentum
quantum numbers, and v, distinguishes radial wave-functions. For homogeneous nuclear
matter, we take a = (koT), with the momentum k and the z-component of the nucleon spin
.
Suppose that © can be expressed as
TA}IZQ’[P] Fw; (3)
where ; is a two-body operator with strength C; that may depend on p(r), as the interaction

of Eq. (A2)) in Appendix [Al Then, the s.p. potential U in Eq. () becomes

Ula) =3 37 (8|CI" (Rap)] - ) )
it B

(4)
+ % ) 33 Clp O (xa)] (o Bl0(xa — Rarg) - ]/ B) n) n.
i aop

We have assumed that p depends on R,s := (r, +13)/2 when it acts on two nucleons « and
S. The expression (x| means that it is the result of the variation, (x| := (0/d{c|){a/3|, and
p9 is the density obtained by n(®). The second term on the rhs that includes C! = dC;/dp
is the rearrangement potential, for which we have inserted dp(r)/d{a| = d(r, — 1) ).

In the homogeneous nuclear matter, Eq. () arrives at
(kot|U|koT)
Q
= > Cilpl 53 / &K (ko K o' || koT K o'7')
2 W 2 ), ®

Q
+ Y Cllp) == / &Pk Pk (ko Ko'r' |;|koT K o' 7).
zi: v 2(2m)0 Z, k<kpr k' <kp. < i )

Here €2 is the volume of the system, and kg, (7 = p,n) denotes the Fermi momentum
that is related to the density, p, = kj /(37%) and p = > _p,. Analytic formulae for the
integration in Eq. (&) are given in Ref. Ej] The potential (ko7|U|koT) depends on p and
the asymmetry parameter 7, where 1, := Y _7p, / p with 7 = 41 in the summation, as well
as on k = |k| and 7.

Let us consider the N-A elastic scattering, to which the above formulae are applicable.
The incident nucleon is denoted by N with the energy ey (the subscript N will occasionally
be replaced by p or n in Sec. [[V]), and the target nucleus by its mass number A, whose g.s.

energy and density are expressed as E4 and p(f). The occupation probabilities are ng\?) =1,
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nY =1 for a belonging to the occupied states of A, and n = 0 for all the other S.p-
states. Whereas the increment of the density due to the scattered nucleon is infinitesimal
at each position, its variation with respect to (N| is not negligible [50]. Therefore, the s.p.

potential of Eq. () for N is given by

UIN) =03 (BICilo) (Rav)] - i N8) )
i B=1

(6)
A
F5IN) ST S Gl en)] (|5 — Reg) -ty n® n

i a,B=1
This U corresponds to the single folding potential (SFP), which generally has non-locality,
owing to the exchange term. The incident energy is ey = F — E4 = (N|h|N)/(N|N).
In addition to the first term on the rhs of Eq. (@), which is the conventional SFP, the
rearrangement, potential appears in the second term ] When three-body interaction
acts on the system, its effects are treated analogously. If correlation effects are embodied
in the effective interaction as in the KS theory E], the above U can be identified with the
real part of the optical potential V. Relativistic effects may partly be incorporated into
the effective interaction IE], as well. We denote V by VS when calculated via Eq. (@).
The present derivation elucidates that the SFP is a self-consistent s.p. potential at positive
energies, in complete analogy to the SCMF potential. It deserves noting that U in Eq. (@)

does not depend on ey when the non-locality is explicitly taken into account, as will be

confirmed from the formulae in Appendix Bl

III. SINGLE-PARTICLE POTENTIAL IN NUCLEAR MATTER

In the homogeneous nuclear matter, ey = k*/(2M) + (ko7|U|koT) with the potential
of Eq. (B). The non-locality in U can be absorbed in the momentum-dependence, which is
further translated into the ey-dependence without approximation, because the momentum
k is a good quantum number. If the nuclear-matter energy is a quadratic function of 7; to

good approximation [53], the s.p. potential is represented as
(koT|UlkoT) ~ Ug(en; p) + 7 Ur(ens p) me (7)

corresponding to the Lane form M] The s.p. potential at the saturation density p, can

be compared to the empirical local potential VP at the center of heavy nuclei, ideally the
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A — oo limit,

N —Z +1 fo
R tr (8)

—1 for n

lim VP (r = 0) = U™ (en: po) — 7 Uy (€en; po)
A—o0 A

In Fig. 0 Uy and U; at p = 0.16 fm ™ are shown as a function of ey. Several effective inter-
actions that successfully describe nuclear structure are applied: Skyrme-SLy4 [54], Gogny-
D1S B] and M3Y-P6 E

those of Refs. ] (CH89) and @] (KD). The CH89 potential was fitted to the data in
10 < ey < 65MeV. The KD potential, applicable in 0.001 < ey < 200 MeV, contains linear

. U™ and U;™ are displayed for comparison, for which we take

terms of A to which small coefficients are attached. Though divergent at the A — oo limit,
these terms should correspond to expansion with respect to A. We plot U™ and U;™ at

A = 208 and 400 to view the values at large A.

Although the empirical potentials do not match one another precisely, suggesting ambigu-
ity in the extrapolation, the qualitative trend is similar. We point out that U, at the satura-
tion energy ey — €9 ~ —16 MeV is constrained by the condition ey = k2/(2M) + Up(eo; po)-
It is also noted that the slope of Uy at €y corresponds to the effective mass (to be precise,
the k-mass), which is constrained by the nuclear structure. Nevertheless, Fig. [l clarifies that
Uy significantly depends on the effective interactions as ey becomes several tens MeV. In
particular, the Gogny-D1S interaction provides ey-dependence different from the empirical
potentials. In contrast, Uy with M3Y-P6 resembles U™ of the KD potential for A = 400.
Uy and U; with the Skyrme interaction are linear functions of €y, and the k-mass determines
the slope of Uy. Uy from the Skyrme interaction does not severely deviate from the empirical

potential as long as the k-mass has been adjusted as in SLy4, though it cannot describe a

slight bend of U,.

It is hard to constrain U; from the nuclear structure. The ey-dependence of U; is dis-
tinctive among the effective interactions. M3Y-P6 provides U; almost consistent with the
empirical potentials and with a microscopic result reported in Ref. [56], decreasing almost
linearly for growing ey, in contrast to SLy4 and D1S. These properties of M3Y-P6 could
originate from its links to the bare nucleonic interaction. While the applications of the

< 30MeV, it will deserve

~Y

Skyrme and the Gogny interactions have been limited to ey

testing M3Y-P6 for N-A elastic scattering even at higher energies.
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FIG. 1. Energy dependence of Uy and U; for homogeneous nuclear matter [see Eq. [@)] at p =
0.16 fm~3. The s.p. potentials given by the SCMF interactions, Skyrme-SLy4 (brown dot-dashed
lines), Gogny-D1S (blue long-dashed lines) and M3Y-P6 (red solid lines), are compared with the
empirical potentials, KD evaluated at A = 208 (green dotted lines), at A = 400 (green short-dashed
lines) and CH89 (black short-dashed lines).

IV. N-A SCATTERING CROSS-SECTIONS

We now turn to finite nuclei. As mentioned above, U (= VSFF) of Eq. (@) provides a
non-local potential, in general. Because the non-local SFP needs the s.p. wave-functions
beyond the local density p(r) and somewhat complicated computation, the local approxima-
tion has customarily been applied [57]. However, for consistency with the nuclear structure
calculations, we apply the non-local SFP up to the non-central and Coulomb channels. For-

mulae deriving the non-local SFP from the effective interaction and the MF wave-functions



are given in Appendix [Bl We emphasize that the present non-local SFP is independent of
energy (ey). The ey-dependence of Uy and U; in Fig. [l results merely from converting the

non-locality to the momentum dependence.

In this work, we investigate the N-A elastic scattering at the incident energies ranging
from ey ~ 10MeV to 80 MeV. For the target nuclei, we pick up 160, *°Ca, *°Zr and 2°8Pb,
which have J™ = 0% and whose wave-function can reasonably be obtained by the spherical
Hartree-Fock (HF) calculation. On top of the self-consistent HF wave-function of the target
nucleus with M3Y-P6, the wave-function of the scattered nucleon is calculated under the
optical potential, whose real part is taken from Eq. (@) with the same M3Y-P6 interaction.
For the imaginary part, we employ the empirical potential WP of Ref. [20], which is local
and ey-dependent. Thus, the optical potential is U = VSFF + W™ We then compute
physical quantities with the SIDES code [58]. Because the imaginary potential is connected
to the inelastic scattering and the particle emission, its microscopic description should be
consistent with these processes, and is left for future works. Whereas we have also tried other
empirical imaginary potentials ﬂﬂ, , @], the results are similar to those with the potential
of Ref. [20]. Influence of the center-of-mass (c.m.) Hamiltonian on the N-A scattering is
discussed in Appendix. [Cl The [—-P?/(2AM)] term in Eq. (C4) has been included in the
HF calculations [46]. The c.m. correction of the first term on the rhs in Eq. (C4) is handled
within the SIDES code @]

In Fig. @ the calculated differential cross-sections doe/dS) of the proton-nucleus (p-A)
scatterings are compared with the experimental data [61]. As well as the results of VS¥F with
M3Y-P6, we display the results with the Gogny-D1S interaction [55], and those applying
the phenomenological potential of Ref. | also to the real part, V*"P. Covering light
to heavy nuclei ranging from €, ~ 15MeV to 80 MeV, the SFPs with M3Y-P6 reproduce
doe /dS) well, almost comparably to the empirical potential but without adjusting V to the
scattering data. In particular, notable agreement with the data is found at €, = 65 MeV.
At €, = 80MeV, the calculated dog/dS) is larger than the data at 6., 2 60°. Still, the
positions of the peaks and dips are well reproduced. In contrast, the D1S interaction gives
doe /dS) seriously deviating from the data in €, 2 65MeV, while it reproduces the cross

sections at €, < 30 MeV. This seems connected with the ey-dependence of Uy in Fig. [l
The optical theorem gives the total cross-section o B], from which the reaction cross-
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FIG. 2. do./dQ of p-A scattering: (a) p-190, (b) p-1°Ca, (c) p-Zr and (d) p-2*Pb. Results of

VSFP with M3Y-P6 plus W™ are depicted bmed solid lines and compared with experimental

|, originally reported in Refs. , @Q] For

comparison, results of VSFF with Gogny-D1S (blue long-dashed line), and those of V°™P of Ref. |20]

data (black circles) taken from the database

(green short-dashed lines) are also displayed. Depending on €, the cross sections are scaled by the

coefficients in the parentheses.
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FIC. 3. 0reac of p-19Ca, p-2Zr and p-?8Pb scattering. Results of VST with M3Y-P6 (D1S) plus
WP are plotted by crosses connected with red solid lines (pluses with blue long-dashed lines),
and those of V™P are disp@red by green short-dashed lines. Black circles, squares and triangles

]

are experimental data |61,
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FIG. 4. dog/dSY of n-A scattering: n-'°0, n-4°Ca and n-""Zr. Results of VSFP with M3Y-P6 and
D1S, and those of VP are presented, in comparison with experimental data H, M] See

Fig. 2 for conventions.

section Oreac 1S Obtained as

doe
Oreac = Otot — /dQ dQl . (9)

While both terms on the rhs are divergent in the p-A scatterings, o,... is calculated in
the SIDES code by properly treating the Coulombic contribution as discussed in Ref. @]
Although ¢ is primarily subject to the imaginary potential, the real potential indirectly
influences o,eac. We show 0,c.c’s in the p-A scatterings in Fig. [3] to examine the consistency
of W™ combined with VST, As expected, 0,eac’s are insensitive to V), and the application
of WP in combination with VS*F is justified in 10 < ¢, < 65MeV. Without available
data, there remains room to improve dog/dS) by readjusting W at €, ~ 80 MeV, although

VSFP

an upper limit in €y is anticipated for the applicability of , as argued below.

The calculated doe/dS2 of the neutron-nucleus (n-A) scatterings at €, < 30MeV are
compared with the experimental data [61] in Fig. @l Data at higher energies are limited to
small angles. It is confirmed that the calculated oy.’s are compatible with the data in this
energy range.

Many effective interactions developed for scattering have explicit energy (¢) dependence in

their parameters, connected to the e-dependence of the G-matrix. However, the e-dependent
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interaction complicates treating the nuclear structure and finite-7' problems, in which a
single system includes s.p. states with various energies. Therefore, e-independent effective
interactions appropriately containing correlation effects are valuable. Still, it would be too
optimistic to believe that we can remove € dependence everywhere. There will be an upper
limit of € where the e-independent interaction works. It seems reasonable to consider that,
for the present M3Y-P6 interaction, the upper limit lies around € = 80 MeV.

In this paper, we have yet to discuss the analyzing power, on which some experimental
data are available. The analyzing power is primarily relevant to the non-central channels,
which do not contribute to the energy in homogeneous matter. We have confirmed that
influence of the non-central channels, which are included except in the calculations for

Fig. [I], is insignificant for doe/d2. The analyzing power will be argued in a forthcoming

paper.

V. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

Based on the variational principle, we have discussed the self-consistent s.p. potential at
positive energy. As it corresponds to the SFP and thereby to the real part of the optical
potential, the property and validity of the potential can be examined via the N-A elastic
scattering.

For homogeneous nuclear matter, the non-locality of the potential is convertible to the e
dependence, where € corresponds to the energy of the incident nucleon in the N-A elastic
scattering. We calculate the nuclear-matter s.p. potential with several effective interactions
that work well for nuclear structure, and compare them to the empirical optical potentials
at large A. It is found that some of them do not reproduce the e dependence of the empirical
potential. We have shown that the semi-realistic nucleonic interaction M3Y-P6, which has
links to the bare nucleonic interaction, provides s.p. potentials similar to the empirical ones.

We have calculated the real part of the SFP fully consistent with the nuclear structure
calculations. The differential cross-sections of the N-A elastic scatterings have been com-
puted by applying M3Y-P6 both to the SCMF calculations for the target nucleus and to
the scattered nucleon’s SFP. The imaginary part of the optical potential, which carries the
absorption effects, is complemented by the empirical one. It is confirmed that the SFP with

M3Y-P6 describes the cross sections well, almost comparable to the empirical potentials,
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in as wide an energy range as € < 80 MeV. The reaction cross-sections of the proton scat-
terings and the total cross-sections of the neutron scatterings do not contradict the elastic
scattering results.

United with the already established nuclear structure results, the present results demon-
strate that s.p. potentials compatible with experimental data can be derived from a single
e-independent effective interaction in a significantly extended energy range, indicating that
the effective interaction properly takes account of many-body correlations. As the effective
interaction is the only input in the SCMF (or KS) approach, these results may be a yardstick
for extending the SCMF approach in nuclei to finite 7" without artificial discontinuity with

respect to energy.

Appendix A: Effective Hamiltonian

In the subsequent Appendices, we consider the following Hamiltonian for the system

comprised of A’ nucleons,

H K+VN+VC Hcm;

2
P 1
K = = 5 VN - Vag VC = Qem E )
— 2M o; - oSy Tt (A1)
Pz 1 P; Pa * Ps
Hcm - - — ( oc) 5
Y] A’[;2M+a<ﬁ } Zp
where r,5 = r, — rg with 7 = |r|, and qey (in Vi) is the fine structure constant. The

effective nucleonic interaction v,z is comprised of the following terms,

Vag —véﬁ) + v,

Uaﬁ = Z {t,iSE Psg + t,iTE Prg + tk )Pso + t;ﬁTO)PTo} f/ic)(raﬁ) )

(LS) (TN) (Cp)

T U UG+ U(LSP)

éLBS) = Z {t(LSE)PTE + t,(fLSO)PTo} f,ﬁLS) (Tap) Lag - (Sa +85) ,
Z {7 Prp+ 67 Pro} £ (ras) 125508 (A2)

U((JCBP = {CSE [P(Rap)] Pse + Crelp(Rags)) PTE} 6(ras)
V85" = 2i D[p(Rap)] Pas X 0(Yap) Pas - (Sa + 55)
= D[p(Rap)] {—=V250(ras)} Las - (Sa +85)
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where s, is the spin operator, Rns = (ra +r5)/2, Pag = (Pa — P3)/2, Lag = Tap X Pags,
Sap = 4[3(Sa - Tap)(Ss - Tap) — Sa - Sg, and p(r) is the isoscalar nucleon density. Py (Y =
SE, TE, SO, TO) stands for the projection operators on the singlet-even (SE), triplet-even
(TE), singlet-odd (SO) and triplet-odd (TO) two-nucleon states. They are related to the
spin- and isospin-exchange operators P, [= (1 +4s, - sg)/2] and P, as

_1-BR1+P ,  14+P1-P

9 9 ) TE — 9 9 ) (AB)
o _1-P1-P L 14P14P
SO — 2 9 TO — 2 2

Each channel X (= C,LS, TN) is composed of several terms distinguished by k, which cor-
responds to the function f,gx) (r) and contains coupling constants t,iY). In the M3Y-type
interaction, the Yukawa function f,gx) (r) = e " /x); with z, = ,u,(cx)r is used for all of
X = C,LS, TN, where ,u,;l is the interaction range. In the conventional Gogny interaction,
f,gc)(r) = 7D and fAE9)(r) = V2§(r). The expression ([A2) also covers the Skyrme
interaction by setting fl(c)(r) = 4(r), fQ(C)(r) = fES(r) = FM™(r) = V24(r) B] The v(©)
and v ") terms have coupling constants Cy[p] and D[p] that depend on p, whose functional

forms need not be specified here.

For later convenience, we rewrite v((j;) (X =C,LS, TN) as

C 0i 0x 1i 1x C
ol =3B + 8P+ (sa - s9) (B + 17 P £ (ras)
k

5201) _ %(t(SE n 3t(TE n t;(g n 3t(TO )

f}f"’ _ %(t(SE) 3t;(€ E) téso) +3tl(€To))’

4 = L 0 10,

f}j") _ %( - t}({SE) B t](gTE) i t}gSO) + t,(fTO)) , (Ad)

) = > {85 4 859 P Y £ (r5) Lag - (80 +86)
k

Y

Lsiy 1, (sE LSO LSx LSE LSO
90~ L 99), 0 = 1 4 )

NN

(TN Z {—(TNl —(TNX } (TN Taﬁ) Tiﬁsaﬁ ;

1
A TNi TNE TNO

TNx
=3 £

( t(TNE) + t]gTNO)) .

NN

Y
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The LS and tensor operators are expanded as, using £ = r X p,

Los - (Sa + 85) —--{ea So+£o S5+ Ls-Sq +Ls -85+ (T X Sa) Ps— (Pa X Sa) " Tp

— o (Pg X Sg) +Pa-(rsXss)},

125508 =16 > Griingz G a1y’ [YOD (1) YO (35)] @ [V )@
AaAs

COIC2:\/§7 41:—

Appendix B: Formulae for single folding potential

This Appendix provides formulae to obtain the single folding potential (SFP) from the
effective interaction in Appendix[Al The wave function (w.f.) of the target nucleus is assumed
to be obtained by a Hartree-Fock (HF) calculation.

In deriving the formulae of the SFP, we express the w.f. of the target nucleus via a set of
the s.p. basis functions, which are denoted by ¢, (ro7), with the spin and isospin coordinates
o and 7 (= p,n). Instead of the occupation probability nY in the text, we employ the one-
body density matrix gnos(:= (®|a],aq|®)). The w.f. of the projectile nucleon is represented
by ¥(ro7). The energy of the whole N-A system is composed of the individual terms of the

effective Hamiltonian. The SFP is expressed by a sum of the terms corresponding to those

in Eq. (A2),

UIN) =>_ UN|N)

") 1 , ,5U(X)
_Z{ Z *Oz‘v ‘N@>Qaa’+§|N> Z <Qﬁ‘5<N|‘aﬁ>Qaa’Qﬁﬁ’}’

aa’€A aa’Bp'eA

(B1)

See the text for the notation. For density-independent channels (X = C, LS, TN), we have
no rearrangement term, and Eq. (BI)) yields

U(X) :U(X,dir) + U(X,exc) :

[U(X dlI‘ I‘O’T Z Oae Z / d3r/ Soa r/0'/7-/> U(X) SOQ(I'/O'/T/) ¢(I‘O'7') ) (BQ)

aa’€A

U Xex)p] (ror) Z Oact Z / Br' o, (vo' ) v o, (roT) Y (r'o'T) .

aa’€A
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The Coulomb interaction can be handled analogously. The density-dependent channels
of Eq. (BI) (X = Cp,LSp) will be discussed without separating the direct and exchange
terms since they are assumed to be zero range, though the density-dependence leads to the

rearrangement term (the second term on the rhs).

In the following, we omit the subscript N for the projectile unless it leads to confusion.
Furthermore, we drop the subscript k that distinguishes the range parameters in Eq. (A2),
and the summation over k, though each channel may include plural terms having different
ranges. Spherical basis functions are adopted for ¢, and the partial-wave expansion is

applied to 1,

Pa(r0T) = 877, Ryt (r) [V (£) X300 €
¢(rUTN) = 5TTN Z ijmej(r) [Y )( ) (1/2) ](] g'rv

Lim

where x, (&) is the spin (isospin) w.f. and cgj,, is an appropriate coefficient. If the target
has J™ = 0%, the density matrix has the property oaa' = 0ror 0006, 0jui, Omam., gl(,zaf o),
The quantum numbers (£jm) do not mix in ¢, with ¢, fixed by the incident wave. The

SEFP is obtained for each (£5), which will be denoted by U, Z(JX)

The function f(rqs) in Eq. (A2) is expanded as

dm . .
fres) = 2 9n(ras7) Plfa£) = 3 55mq 93 1) YO E) - YOUES), - (BY)
A

where P, is the Legendre polynomial and

20 +1

g)\(’f’a, Tﬁ) =

/11 d(cos ) f(\/rg + 15— 2rarg cos@) Py(cosb). (B5)

The form of g, for several functions will be given later.
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1. Terms from central channels

The contribution of v(®) to the SFP for each (¢, j) partial wave is represented as

U(C ,dir) _ Z Z {ﬂm + 5 tj«/X }F(dlr'y

Lj,Ta ?
v=0,1 74

d1r (Talaja 1/2
G = 30 Y [ (R () @S

wlt
éa]ama
VoV (€A)
X JO (e =) O { Ry () [Y () X150}
U B T )
v=0,1 74

(exc,)

ZJT {R@ y(f() (1/2)](j)}

SO oy RN I
Lojoama
VaVi/(EA)
. (fa) (3 (/D] Gr) (¥ (1/2)1(5)
X {Ryaga]a (,r) [Y } {RZ,Y )Xo" ]m } ?
((’)((,C’O =1, 0%V =4s. s’) :
(B6)

While £

provides a local potential, F) Z(;);Z’W) is an integral operator whose kernel cor-

responds to a non-local SFP. It acts on R,; without influencing the angular-spin function
The effect of Fé(]O ’;C"Y)

becomes transparent by integrating out the angular-spin part

P Ry = 3 [0 (WO

S IRy () YO () 2)DY, - (BT)
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where [ df) is the integration over the solid angle. The Racah algebra to the angular-spin
part yields

P =60 30 it D el [ 1 00 B () Bun (7).

Zaja
Vol (€A)
Fe Ry(r) =2(2y+1) Y (200 + 1) (20 + 1) o5/
‘eOé 'Q
uaua/j(eA)
2

lo 1/2 ja

<3 (26 +1) ((0XO[C0) S A~ &

0 1/2 j

[ 12 0V R () Run (1) Ris ().
(B8)
2. Terms from tensor channels
The contribution of v™ to the SFP is
Ué(;I‘N,dir) —0,
Ug(jTN,eXC) _ Z {E(TNX) + 57TatiTNi)} Fg(;joN) :
exc,TN) i
Fet™ Ry (r) [y O () X219}
= 3 Qe 3 / @1 { Ry () [Y () 21920} £ (| — 1))
LaJama o'’
Val/i/(EA)
% {167T Z Onsenn Coy 77722 [Y O (1) yw)(f/)](?) . [8(1>S/(1>]<2>}
Ao
% { Bt 1) IO () X200} (R0 [Y O 119}

(B9)
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The direct term vanishes because of the time-reversal symmetry in the target w.f. After

dropping the angular-spin part, an algebra similar to Eq. (B1) derives

exc, TN
Fé(j;ra )Rfj(r>
=30 Oy (MO VRN A A+ 1) Y (200 +1) (20 + 1) o730
A1 A2 laja
vav, (€A)
X Y (264 1)V/(261+ 1) (262 + 1) (AOA 0] 51 0) (A0 A2 0 52 0)
AKK1K2

X (0o 0K10]00) (La0ka0[L0) W(2Xa k1 A5 M ko) W(21 k1 k5 1Ko)

lo 1/2 jo lo 1/2 ju
X494k 1 K ke 1 K

01/2 j 01/2 j

x / P 2dr R () R s () Rutag (7) Res ().

(B10)
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3. Terms from LS channels

The contribution of v to the SFP is, after taking into account the time-reversality for

the direct term,

Ué(].Ls’dir) = Z {{(LSi) + 5TTQE(LSX)} p(dinLS) :

L], Ta

Ta

o(dir LS) {R Y(Z( ) (1/2)]%)}

é] Ta
= > oy / &Er' { Ry () [V (#) /D)0 1"

Za,?ama
VoV (€EA)

X f(LS)(|r—I',|) [l{ﬂ-s+£/-sl— (pxs)-r—r-(p x S/)}}
X { Ryatoja (T (r') [V ) (#) 1/2 }{R ) [V O (3) (1/2)]%)}7
US o) = Z [F59 4 5, S0} L)

) (Ry) ) 1)
= 3 Y [ @ (R () @Y

Lojoma

vV, (€A)
1
x fE5) (jr — 1)) [i{ﬁ-s+£-s’+ﬁ’-s+£’~s’+(r xs)-p—(pxs)-r
—r-(p xs’)+p-(r’><s’)}]
X A Ryt (r) [V (8) XxE2152 } {Ray () [Y O (& VX '}
(B11)

The contributions of the £ -s and £ - s’ terms are similar to the central channel, because

these operators only yield the constants when acting on the w.f.’s of Eq. (B3)),

e-s—>%{j(j+1)—6(e+1)—§}. (B12)
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Owing to the symmetry in the target w.f., the rest of the non-vanishing direct terms have

analogous forms, and the direct SFP is expressed as

ir 1 . T i L. 3 r’
FZ(;}TQ’LS) =1 Z (2jo + 1) Q,(jaayi‘j]“) /r’zdr/ [{j(] +1)—/4(l+1)— Z} {go(r, r') — ggl(r, r’)}
Z(X 'a
I/aVa/](EA)

it + 1) = talta 1) = 3} {an0r) = Lot}

x R* (7”/) R,,agaja (7’/) ,

I/a/ Zaja

(B13)
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Finally, the exchange part of the LS channel is obtained via elaborate algebras on each term

appearing in Eq. (BI),

F, z(f’ii - Ry (r)
2
o 1/2 ja
1

=3 Y@Lt ) @+ D el YA+ 1) (GOA0[€0) S A 0 A
o) ’ 012

. 3 3

><{J(JH)—WH)—Z+9a(9a+1)—£a(€a+1)—Z}

. / r2dr’ ga(r, ") Ry g (1) Rugiojo (1) Rei (1)

+ Y 2+ 1) 2o+ 1) @5 YT (264 1) (€ 0N 0[C0) (€a 0N 0100)
éa]a )\)\l}\l!}\l!l,{
VoV, (€A)
la 1/2 jo | [La 1/2 ja
X9k 0 K N1l ok /l2d7” ga(r, ) Ry . (1)

0 1/2 ¢ 1/2

X [£¢f (€+ ]_) (2€—|— 1) <\/2/{, +1 5}\)\/6)\>\//5)\>\/// W(g].ga)\7 g/{)
67“

(2N +1) 2\ + 1) (A010[A"0) (AOLO[N"0) W(AL1k1;N1)
x {\/zm Loy W(ELL N3 (k)W (ALKL; X' 1)

=+ V 2\ + 15,0«// (6 1 g )\// 6)\ ) W()\ 1 )\/1 3 )\// 1)}) Ryagaja (7’) jo(?"/)

o (_)A’—i—li? \/la (la + 1) (2la + 1) (\/2,{ —+ 15}\)\/5}\)\//5}\)\/// W(ﬁa 1 g)\7 ea KJ)
67“

(2N +1) 2\ + 1) (A010[N"0) (AOLO[N"0) W(AL1k1;N1)
X {maw, W(ly LON; o) W(ALKT; A1)
V2N LS Wl TN G N) W (AT N T3 N 1)}) Rupos () Re; ()
—3v/2 (2N + 1) a6y (AOLTO|N'0) (AO10|N"0)
XWA1k1; N'1) {7’ Ry 00 (1) R () (=)Mo URytoo () ’jo(r/)}} .

dr’ dr
(B14)
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The derivative in the term including dRy;/dr’ can be transferred to the derivative of g, and

bslaje Via integration by parts.

4. Terms from density-dependent channels

Because the v((l%p ) and USESP ) terms in Eq. (A2) contain the delta function 0(r,gs), their

contributions to the SFP are local. They resemble the forms known in the Skyrme HF
potential @, B],

o =3[ {Cusin >y+3om[<ﬂ}pv»+&%ﬂm01—3ammvﬂ}mvﬂ

S e A LC R S S N ERE
L D[p(r)]{(d% g)j(r) + (% + ;)JT(T)}
%/;()] [ (r )(CZ ) +me ( i)Jm(r)

UZ(JLSP)

1
8
1
2
1
4

G- -2},

(B15)

where

Z QJCY + 1 QI(/ZZI?]/Q) v /éaja (T) RVagaja (T) Y p(r> = Z pT(T> ?
Za «@ T
Val, /J(GA)

- 3V i1,
Z (20 +1 {]a(]a +1) —la(la+1) - 4} oy 03 (1) Rataa (1)

aa

vV, (€A)

=> T.(r)

(B16)
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5. Forms of g,

We here present the forms of gy of Eq. (Bf) for the Gauss and Yukawa functions. The

Fourier transform helps derive g). Because

1 R iqTy
f(raﬁ) = (271_)3 /d Qf(Q)eq g
0o (B17)
2 240 Fla) i : N (). vV
= S @?dq f(q) jalara) in(ars) YV (Ea) - YV (ig)
o
where
fla) = [ dr e, (B18)
gx can be calculated as
220 +1 [~ Ny :
Irasrs) = = / ¢*dq f(q) jx(qra) ja(grs) - (B19)
0
We obtain, for the Gauss function f(rez) = e~ (#es)*,
22+ 1
9\(Ta,Tp) = VrA+ 1) e W (ratry) [,\+1/2(2u27“ar5), (B20)

20,/TaT g
and, for the Yukawa function f(r.g) = e "% /ur,gs,

22+ 1
HA/TaTB

Dajp(pre) Kngap(prs);  r< =min(re,r5), r> = max(rq, 7).

(B21)

gA(Tm Tﬁ) =

Here I,(z) and K,(z) are the modified Bessel functions.
For f(ras) = 1/r.s that appears in the Coulomb interaction, the following well-known
result is obtained from Eq. (BI9),

A
<

9\(Ta,7p) = T (B22)
TS

Appendix C: Center-of-mass correction

We here discuss the influence of H,, in Eq. (AI). Let A be the mass number of the
target nucleus and A’ = A+1. We denote the Hamiltonian and the momentum of the target

nucleus by H, and P 4. The momentum of the scattered nucleon relative to the target A is

defined by
1

py = A——i-l(A PN — PA) ) (Cl)
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yielding
= (1 + L ) PN + L
PN = PN 1

y P,. P= (1+1)(PA+13N). (C2)

A

The center-of-mass (c.m.) Hamiltonian in Eq. (AIl) is then rewritten as

A+1 )
Hem = m(PA + PN) ) (C?’)
and we obtain
2 2
Py 1 ( 1)~2 Py
— — H.,, = —(1+— — . 4
onr e = o U )P T gy (C4)

By including the second term on the rhs of Eq. (C4]) in the nuclear structure calculation
with Hy, the correction factor (14 1/A) to the first term, which is like the reduced mass
but does not involve the binding energy of A, makes the c.m. correction to the Schrodinger

equation for the scattering wave.
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