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In this work, we present a new approximate method for obtaining simple wave functions and
effective operators for the ground state of exotic nuclei with a neutron halo. We treat the core and
halo as inert objects in a two-cluster model. The relative wave function is a combination of simple
harmonic oscillator states with a size that is determined from a relation between the nuclear radius
and separation energy. Since these wave functions lack the expected exponential decay, we apply
a multiplicative renormalization to the radial part of the operators, determined from the nuclear
root-mean-square radius. This combination of oscillator wavefunctions and renormalized operators
is then applied to the calculation of dipole strength distributions dB(E1,¢)/de for several 1n- and
2n-halo nuclei. By fitting a single free parameter, the results show excellent agreement with the

available experimental data.

I. INTRODUCTION

The current generation of radioactive ion beam (RIB)
facilities has opened up new opportunities for exploring
the exotic features and responses of weakly-bound nuclei
near the neutron (n) drip line [I]. Such experiments offer
a broad potential for advancing nuclear science, particu-
larly in the understanding of shell evolution and forma-
tion of one- and two-neutron halos and skins in uncharted
territories of the table of the nuclear elements. [2, [3].

The advances at these RIB facilities have led to the
observation of n-halos in both light (e.g., *He [4H8], *'Li

[9], 1'Be [10H12], 1519C [13], 17-19B [14,[15]) and medium-
mass (e.g., 22C [I6HI8], 2°F [19H22], 3"Mg [23]) nuclei.
The future of the study of such halos looks promising,
with potential n-halos predicted in various theoretical
studies for nuclei such as 2°Ne [24], 3'F [25,[26], 3*Na [27],
39Nal[28] 29], “Mg [29], 42Al [30], many other isotopes of
Mg, Al, Si, P, and S [31], and even in heavier isotopes
such as %272Ca [32 [33]. Such halo nuclei are charac-
terized by their extended matter distributions [34] B5],
strong di-neutron correlations [36, B7], and large inter-
action cross-sections [38]. Along with these, another no-
table feature of a halo nucleus is the presence of enhanced
electric dipole (F'1 ) strength at low energies. This can be
observed via Coulomb dissociation experiments [39] 40].

The enhanced low-lying F1 strength results from the
similarity between weakly bound orbitals and low-lying
continuum states near the threshold. This is in turn
driven by the shallow binding and the nature of the
single-particle states, rather than resonant behaviour.
Theoretically, this feature can be reasonably accurately
described as an inert core+n for 1n [41H43] halos, and
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core+n + n for 2n-halos [7, I8 21| 22 [44H48]. For 2n-

halo nuclei scattering from heavy-mass targets, the repul-
sive Coulomb force mainly excites the relative coordinate
between the core and the pair of neutrons. This charge
interaction pushes the charged core away from the target,
while the nuclear interaction pulls the weakly-bound di-
neutron closer. Hence, a simplified two-body (core-(2n))
description of the three-body (core+n + n) projectile ef-
fectively captures the key reaction dynamics [49]. There-
fore, by employing the simplified two-cluster model, we
alm to reasonably capture the essential dynamics of the
scattering of halo nuclei of a heavy target, providing a
practical approach to calculate low-lying dipole strength
distributions and demonstrating its effectiveness through
comparison with experimental data.

The primary objective of this study is to develop
a simple approximate two-cluster model (core+n and
core+2n), where we concentrate on determining simple
wave functions for the ground state and associated effec-
tive (renormalized) operators. This method draws inspi-
ration from the cluster orbital shell model approximation
(COSM and COSMA) [35, 50H53]. In this letter, we focus
on four specific cases: 1Be and °C (core+n for 1n-halos)
and SHe and ' Li (core+2n for 2n-halos). Here, we calcu-
late the low-lying dipole strength distribution using this
new simple approximate approach. The results are then
compared with experimental data, and we will show they
provide accurate dipole-strength distributions.

In the next section, we will give the formulation of our
two-cluster model for 1n- and 2n-halos. In section 3 the
resulting El-strength distribution for different n-halos
are contrasted with experimental data. Finally, section
4 provides a summary of our research findings.
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II. THEORY
A. Ground-state wave functions

In our two-cluster approach, the projectile is described
as an inert core and a cluster of valence neutron(s). The
reduced mass for their relative motion is p, and the or-
bital angular momentum for the relative motion of the
core and valence neutron(s) is £. This is combined with
the total internal angular momentum of the valence neu-
tron(s) (S) to obtain the total relative angular momen-
tum 7 = £+ 5. The total angular momentum of the pro-
jectile is then given by the coupling J = I.+ 3, where I,
is the spin of the core. Finally, we use mg, mg, m;, and
M, to denote the magnetic substates of the associated
angular momenta, while M is the projection of J. The
wave functions can then be expressed in terms of the co-
ordinate r, the relative coordinate of the valence cluster
relative to the c.m. of the core, as

uy; (r)

‘I/JM(T‘): r

S (LM TM) Vi (#) Y,
my, MC
(1)
with the spinor spherical harmonics

Vim,(F) = (bmgSms|jm;) Yom, (#) Xsms - (2)

my , Mg

The function u/; is a radial wave function, while 17, s,
and xsmy denote the wave function of the core and the
valence nucleons, respectively.

In our current investigation, we assume there is
no spin-orbit force, and use harmonic oscillator wave
functions for the relative wave function of the va-
lence cluster[54H57]. The radial solutions ugj (r) =
7Ry (1/ bre), with the parameter b chosen as ‘

/ 3
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The subtlety in this choice is that we use a different
length parameter for each nl pair, so that the wave func-
tions all have the same radius Ry.

In this study, we describe the valence neutrons in halo
nuclei using Os and 0d states. To determine Ry, we ex-
press it in terms of the binding energy of the valence
neutron cluster to the core, €¢, using an identity for har-
monic oscillator states,

3h2
e . 4
Ry \/ 970 (4)

This relationship allows the determination of the free pa-
rameter Ry in cases where experimental data for the core
and subsystems are lacking, ensuring a reasonable and
consistent approach across different scenarios.

In choosing a harmonic oscillator wave function as rel-
ative wave function for a weakly-bound system, we re-
place the wave function with a long exponential tail by
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FIG. 1. Coordinates of the two-body structure of the halo
nucleus and for details refer to the main text.

one with a fast Gaussian decay. Thus, we will underes-
timate the charge radius of the nucleus, as well as FE1
matrix elements. If we interpret this as an effective wave
function for the system, we must renormalise the opera-
tors accordingly. It seems somewhat plausible that this
can be achieved by a multiplicative renormalisation of the
radial coordinate in such operators, by multiplying each
power of r with a parameter Cy. This can, in turn, be
extracted from the root-mean-square radius of the halo
nucleus, or more accurately from the value of \/(r2 ) as
shown in Fig. . Since it is first order in r, the naive
single particle E'1 operator is multiplied by Cj.

CO — cv — cv . (5)
r

B. Estimating the distance between the Core and
valence clusters

The mean distance from the centre of the core to the
valence neutron(s) in one- and two-neutron halo nuclei,
rio*®, can be determined from the charge radius, the
matter radius, and the B(FE1) value from the Coulomb
dissociation measurement, respectively, as illustrated in
Eq. 2.

Consider a halo nucleus with mass number A, consist-
ing of core with mass number A. and a cluster of valence
neutrons with mass number A,. Now we define 7,,, 7me
and 7,,, as the internal coordinates relative to their cen-
tre of mass, inside of the halo nucleus, the core and va-
lence cluster in free space, respectively. This allows us
to extract the corresponding r.m.s. mass radii r)*%, r77°
and 779 by weighing with the associated matter distri-

muv

butions (as illustrated in Fig. [I)). Inside the halo nucleus,



the core and the valence cluster are displaced from their
common centre of mass by the vectors p. and p, with
Aypy, = —Acpe, so that we find the radii around this
common centre of mass as

() = (1) + (i) » (6)

for i = ¢,v.

By using Eq. @ in Eq. we get

pzms _ <p3>1/2 — \/21:4 (A <T1%1> - Ac <T12nc> - AU <T1%1v>)
(7)

and a similar expression for p]"*, which allows us to

evaluate the matter radius of the halo nucleus as
A(r2y=A(r2) + A, (r2) . (8)

Combining these equations, using 7., = —p. + p., the
distance between the core and valence cluster is given by
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For a one-neutron halo nuclei, we use r,,,, as the nucleon
radius of about 1 fm.

For two-neutron halo nuclei as a two-body structure,
we can not determine the r.m.s. radius of the cluster
of the two neutrons as one body, so we can use an ap-
proximate value of 2fm as a double of the radius of one
neutron using the sphere packing principle.

The r.m.s. matter radii can be extracted from the
measurement of reaction cross sections at intermediate
to high energies using a Glauber model [2, [58]. They can
also be obtained from high-energy elastic proton scatter-

ing [2].

C. Dipole strength distributions

The reduced transition probability for an E\ excita-
tion between two states is normally presented as [59, [60]
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Here |lyjoJo) represents the ground state and |¢5.J)
stands for states with total angular momentum J (for
continuum states we label it with continuum energy € and
momentum /ik). The quantity Og, is the electric multi-

pole operator of order A and is given by Zé;\f)rAYM (7),
where we take the effective charge of the form
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where Z, A, Z., A, and Z,.A, are the charge and mass
number of the nucleus, the core and valence nucleon(s),
respectively.

For the electromagnetic breakup of the nucleus into the
core and cluster of valence nucleon(s) with relative energy
¢ and momentum hk, the reduced transition probability
can be given by summation over all possible angular mo-
mentum states of the continuum as [60]
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The initial and final radial wave functions ulJOOjO and uZ, y
do not depend on the angular momentum j and J and
for the summation over all possible j and J, Eq. can
be reduced to
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We use the asymptotic expansion of the radial wave func-
tion, i.e., plane waves expanded in terms of spherical
Bessel functions. Thus, Eq. gives us the low-lying
multipole strength distribution for the valence neutron(s)
in weakly bound systems.

To include the different spins of the core, the initial
bound wave function is given as a linear combination of
these different core spins with valence nucleon(s) spin [61]
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in which the summation over the weights or the square
of spectroscopic amplitudes, -, , . [a(IT,nolojo))? is
unity, and then Eq. becomes
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The total strength for an F\ transition from a bound
state to all possible final states is given by

1 DHUAN

The soft dipole mode (SDM) satisfies an energy-
weighted sum rule (EWSR) which is evaluated as [12]

dB(E1)

B de. (17)

S = /000(50+5)



If the transition is purely single-paricle, this sum evalu-
ates to [12] [52]

51
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where N and N, are the neutron number of the nucleus
and its core, respectively. The ratio between the observed
sum Eq. and the cluster sum Eq. can also be
used to extract the spectroscopic factor for the halo state
[12].

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

TABLE I. The combinations of the core spin-parity (I7) with
0s and 0d valence cluster orbits for the ground state of differ-
ent halo nuclei.

System  System core valence orbit
core+1n/2n  J" I7 nl
YBetn  1/27  0F 0s
/2t 2t 0d
MC4n /2% o* 0s
172t 2% 0d
‘He+2n ot of 0s, 0d
°Li+2n  3/27 3/27  0s,0d
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FIG. 2. Dipole strength distribution dB(E1)/de for two dif-
ferent choices of the ground state for ' Be.

We apply the formalism to two 1n-halo nuclei (*1Be
and '5C) and two 2n-halo nuclei (°He and 'Li). The
ground state spin and parity of 1'Be and 1°C is 1/2F.
There are two options (i) the core (1°Be or *C) has IT =
0% and the valence neutron is in the Os orbit, or (ii) the
core has IT = 271 and the valence neutron is in 0d orbit.
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In the case of 2n halos He and ''Li, both core and halo
nucleus have the same angular momentum, 07 and 3/27,
respectively. Thus the two neutrons in the valence cluster
must be coupled to angular momentum zero (01), which
is compatible with two 0s or 0d single particle states.
Table [I] summarizes the potential ground states for
these nuclei. By combining 0s and 0d orbits, as expressed
in Eq. with the constraint that the summation over
spectroscopic weights is unity, we expect different spec-
troscopic weights. Here, it is worth noting that in the

TABLE II. The distance between the core and valence neu-
tron(s) (rey*®) for different nuclei.

System s rons i Eq. @)

core+1n/2n  fm fm fm
YBe+n  2.39 [38] 2.90 [62] 6.15
MC4n  2.43 [63] 2.60 [63] 4.36
‘He+2n 1.57 [64] 2.48 [64] 3.78
°Li+2n  2.53 [65] 3.10 [64] 4.94

absence of spin-orbit splitting, the computed dB(E))/de
values for Od3/p and 0Ods/p orbitals are identical. Con-
sequently, we treat the 0d orbit of the neutron(s) in the
ground state as a single entity. We also note that s-states
give rise to a low-energy peak in dB(E\)/de, but d-states
give a long tail, which explains why we need a combina-
tion of these two. This can be seen in Fig. |2| for the case
of 'Be. All the calculations shown in Fig. [2| have the
same integrated B(FE1) value and identical r7m*
Determining r[;*® values for the calculation of Cy via
Eq. is straightforward using Eq. @[) The inputs of
9

Eq. (9) and the obtained values of r7,** are listed in Table

For instance, using the r.m.s. radii of }'Be and '“Be

yields 7™ as 6.15 fm. A similar procedure for '°C gives

res = 4.36 fm. For the 5He and ''Li nuclei we get 3.78
and 4.94 fm respectively. It is clear that the obtained
rio*® are in good agreement with those extracted from
the experimental B(F1) values as listed in table

In our framework, the calculation of dB(E1)/de in-
volves utilizing Eq. 7 where we search for spectro-
scopic factors A2 for both s- and d-states that best
fit the experimental data. This allows us to compare
our calculated integrated B(F1) values with the exper-
imental ones, as outlined in Table [[Tl The extracted
value of Ry depends on the separation energy gg, see
Eq. (). For SHe, we use a one-neutron separation en-
ergy of g = s, = 1.71 MeV instead of the original refer-
ence value g = sg,, = 0.975 MeV, which is close to the
1.6 MeV corrected value suggested by Moro et al [49).
Similarly, for ''Li, we use g9 = s,, = 0.396 MeV. Initially,
we explored combinations involving 1s and 0d states but
found inadequate agreement with the data. However,
employing a combination of Os and 0d across all nuclei
yields better results. The calculated dB(E1)/de for vari-
ous one and two-neutron nuclei are shown in Fig. [3} with



TABLE III. Results for the integrated B(E1) (non-energy weighted), the core-valence radius r¢,'*, and sum rule S; for one
and two-neutron halo nuclei. The first five columns detail the system structure information, the value of Ry, the computed
value of CZ, and the probabilities assigned to the Os and 0d states. The remaining columns compare our calculations with

experimental results and the sum rule values.

System Ro (fm) Cj |weight o | B(FE1) (e*fm?) | Tey'” (fm) | Si (e*fm?)
0s 0d ‘Calc. exp. ‘Calc exp. ‘Calc. Eq.
YBet+n 11.72 0.28 0.46 0.54 1.19 0.90(6) 1], 1.3(3)[10], 6.15 6.4(7)[I0), 5.7(4)[I1], 5.77(16), 2.21  2.18
1.05(6)[12] 6.1(5) [1Z]
“C4tn 743 0.340.80 0.20 0.73 0.53(5), 0.77(7) [13] 4.36 4.5(2) [13] 246  2.55
‘He+2n 5.42 0.55 0.37 0.63 1.53 1.2(2) [, 1.6(2) [6] 3.79 3.36(39)[4, 3.9(2)[6] 8.81 4.95
9Li+2n  9.84 0.25 0.30 0.70 1.73 1.78(22) [ 4.94 5.01(32) [, 6.2(5) [66] 282  2.70
T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T
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FIG. 3. Dipole strength distribution dB(E1)/de for one and two-neutron halo nuclei. The solid line represents the calculations
using a combination of 0s and 0Od-orbits; refer to Table for detailed information on these combinations. The calculated
dB(FE1)/de are compared with the experimental data. (a) shows ''B and data from Nakamura et al. at 72MeV/A [10], Palit
et al. at 520MeV /A [I1], and Fukuda et al. at 69MeV/A [12]; (b) shows >C and data from Nakamura et al. at 68 MeV/A
[13]; (c) gives results for “He with data from Aumann et al. at 240 MeV /A [], Wang et al. at 23.9MeV /A [67], and Sun et al.
at T0MeV/A [6]; (d) shows ''Li with data from Nakamura et al. at 70 MeV/A [9].

the corresponding integrated B(E1) values and r., listed
in Table [TIl

Remarkably, the 0s and 0Od state combinations con-
sistently provide excellent agreements with experimen-
tal data across all nuclei. Furthermore, the extracted
B(E1) and r., values closely match the experimental
data. Moreover, the calculated Sy from dB(E1)/de aligns

well with the theoretical cluster sum rule values described
by Eq..

Our calculations for the nuclei 'Be, °C, SHe, and
HTi shown in panels (a), (b), (c), and (d) respectively,
of Fig. 3] yield excellent results that agree well with the
experimental data. Specifically, for ''Be our model ade-
quately captures the average of available dB(FE1)/de data



[I0H12]. The resulting B(E1) and r, values align closely
with experimental observations. Despite variations in ex-
tracted S; values, our model consistently produces val-
ues near the total cluster sum rule, affirming its robust-
ness. Similarly, for °C, our approach agrees well with
the experimental data, with calculated S; values mir-
roring theoretical cluster sums. In He, our model ac-
curately reproduces the peak position at 1.4 MeV and
shape of dB(E1)/de of the data [6], with integrated
B(E1) strength and r, in line with experimental find-
ings, demonstrating good agreement with previous re-
sults. Lastly, in ''Li, we find favourable fits to data,
with integrated B(E1) and R, values consistent with ex-
perimental reports, and S; values aligning well with the-
oretical cluster sums. These consistent successes across
multiple nuclei underscore the efficacy and reliability of
our model.

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

In summary, a simple cluster shell-model approxima-
tion is presented to estimate the ground state wave func-
tion of halo nuclei and applied successfully to reproduce
the soft E'1 response function distribution for the 1n-halo
nuclei ''Be and '5C and 2n-halo nuclei He and 'Li.
This is a very powerful and surprising result, in light

of the very simple wavefunctions and the equally sim-
ple operator renormalisation used. However, with only a
single free parameter, the sd mixing, we are able to give
a very good quantitative description of the experimental
results. Also, a new simplified expression for the distance
between the two clusters of halo nuclei is presented. In
general, this expression can be helpful in determining the
distance between two clusters within a nucleus, for exam-
ple a+t structure of “Li and a+d structure of °Li, using
the r.m.s. radius of the nucleus and its clusters as free
nuclei. In the future, we hope to give a better foundation
for the operator renormalisation used. We also intend to
see whether a similar argument can be used effectively
for heavier nuclei and at the proton dripline.
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