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Abstract. Innovative experiments using the inverse kinematics technique to accelerate light, medium-mass, and
heavy nuclei at relativistic energies have become excellent tools to produce and study hypernuclei. In this work,
we investigate hypernuclei created in spallation reactions, where multifragmentation, particle evaporation, and
fission processes play an important role in the formation of final hypernuclei residues. For the description of
spallation reactions, we couple the Liége intranuclear cascade model, extended recently to the strange sector,
to a new version of the ablation (ABLA) model that accounts for the evaporation of A-particles from hot
hyperremnants produced during the intranuclear cascade stage. These state-of-the art models are then used to
study the production of hypernuclei close to the drip lines through spallation-evaporation and fission reactions.
Moreover, recent results obtained for the study of hypernuclei dynamics, in particular, for the constraint of the
viscosity parameter involved in hyperfission reactions are also presented.

1 Introduction

Since the discovery in 1952 of the first hypernucleus in an
experiment carried out with emulsion chambers [1]], much
effort has been invested in extending our knowledge of the
nuclear chart towards the SU(3) flavor octects [2]. Hyper-
nuclei are bound nuclear systems of strange baryons, the
so-called hyperons, such as A, Z, E, or Q, produced in
high energy collisions. These hyperons can be captured
by nuclei since their life times are longer than the char-
acteristic reaction times (~ 10723 ) [3]. Consequently,
the study of hypernuclei and their properties provides the
opportunity to provide information on the strange-matter
properties and on the hyperon-nucleon (YN) and hyperon-
hyperon (YY) interactions [4-10], which cannot be deter-
mined from scattering experiments.

Moreover, the investigation of hypernuclear structure
has important implications in the study of compact as-
trophysical objects. As shown in several works [11-15],
the composition and equation of state (EOS) of super-
novae and neutron star (NS) cores are poorly known due
to their dependence on the hyperon content, being the hy-
pernuclear weak decay the only available tool to acquire
knowledge on strangeness-changing weak baryon interac-
tions. The understanding of the weak interactions, as well
as the strong ones, have a direct connection with astro-
physics since they are important inputs when investigat-
ing the composition and macroscopic properties (masses
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and radii) of compact stars, their thermal evolution, and
stability. The presence of hyperons in finite and infinite
nuclear systems, such as hypernuclei and neutron stars,
also make it necessary to extend the investigation of the
nuclear dissipation mechanisms to the strangeness sector
because they play a crucial role in the understanding of
the oscillation modes of NSs. Significant effort has been
aimed at understanding whether gravitational-wave emis-
sion sets the upper rotational frequency limit for pulsars,
e.g., via the r-mode instability discovered by Andersson,
Friedman, and Morsink [16, 17] in 1998. This possibility
is of particular interest since r-modes can lead to the emis-
sion of detectable gravitational waves in hot and rapidly
rotating NSs. R-modes are predominantly toroidal oscilla-
tions (i.e., oscillations with a divergenceless velocity field
and a suppressed radial component of the velocity) of ro-
tating stars restored by the Coriolis force [18], acting sim-
ilar to Rossby waves in Earth’s atmosphere and oceans. It
is of great importance to understand whether internal fluid
dissipation allows the instability to develop in such sys-
tems or whether it suppresses the r-modes completely.

2 Theoretical framework

The collision between the proton and target nuclei, the
so-called spallation reaction, is described with the lat-
est C++ version of the dynamical Liege intranuclear-
cascade model (INCL) [19] coupled to the ablation model
ABLA [20], which are based on Monte Carlo tech-
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niques obeying all conservation laws throughout each re-
action event. INCL describes the spallation reaction as
a sequence of binary collisions between the nucleons
(hadrons) present in the system. Nucleons move along
straight trajectories until they undergo a collision with an-
other nucleon or until they reach the surface, where they
could possibly escape. The latest version of the INCL also
includes isospin- and energy-dependent nucleon potentials
calculated according to optical models [21], as well as
isospin-dependent pion potentials [22]. INCL has been re-
cently extended toward high energies (~20 GeV) includ-
ing new interaction processes, such as multipion produc-
tion [23], production of 7 and w mesons [24], and strange
particles [25-27], such as kaons and hyperons. Therefore
this new version of INCL allows us to predict the for-
mation of hot hyperremnants and their characterization in
atomic (Z) and mass (A) numbers, strangeness number, ex-
citation energy, and angular momentum. We remark that
the good agreement of INCL calculations with experimen-
tal kaon production cross sections obtained from proton-
induced reactions on light, medium-mass, and heavy nu-
clei at energies of few GeV [27)], as well as the reason-
able description of hypernuclei production cross sections
through strangeness-exchange reactions (7*,K™) [26], al-
low us to guarantee a correct prediction of the excita-
tion energy gained by the hyperremnants after the proton-
nucleus collision.

The hyperremnants enter then the deexcitation stage
that is modeled by the code ABLA [20]. This model de-
scribes the deexcitation of a nuclear system through the
emission of y-rays, neutrons, A-hyperons, light-charged
particles, and intermediate-mass fragments (IMFs) or fis-
sion decays in case of hot and heavy compound nuclei.
The particle emission probabilities are calculated accord-
ing to the WeiSkopf-Ewing formalism [28], being the sep-
aration energies and the emission barriers for charged
particles calculated according to the atomic mass evalu-
ation from 2016 [29] and the prescription given by Qu
and collaborators [30], respectively. The fission decay
width is described by the Bohr-Wheeler transition-state
model [31], following the formulation given by Moretto
and collaborators [32]. The slowing effects of nuclear
dissipation are also included by using the Kramers ap-
proach [33] together with transient time effects [34].

3 Results

Fig. shows an example of the isotope composition of
hypernuclei produced by evaporation, multifragmentation,
and fission processes of 28U projectiles at a kinetic energy
of 1.5A GeV impinging onto a proton target. The produc-
tion of hypernuclei is represented as a function of the pro-
ton and neutron number of each hyperfragment because
this allows us for the best overview . For instance, heavy
neutron-deficient hypernuclei (70 < Z < 89) close to the
proton drip line can be investigated through spallation re-
actions while neutron-rich hypernuclei (25 < Z < 60) are
more through fission reactions.

In Fig. the dissipation coeflicient used to describe
the fission process of hyperremnants was constrained ac-
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Figure 1. (Color online) (a) Two-dimensional cluster plot of the
isotopic production cross sections of A-hypernuclei in ub shown
as a chart of nuclides for proton-induced reactions on U at
1.5A GeV. Open squares correspond to normal stable nuclei. (b)
Hypernuclear fission cross section (dots) as a function of the pro-
jectile kinetic energy per nucleon for target nuclei of 233U. The
lines correspond to dynamical fission calculations for different
values of the dissipation coefficient 8. Dashed areas represent
the uncertainties.

cording to the methodology shown in Fig. where we
display the experimental cross section obtained for hyper-
nuclear fission reactions induced in 2®U ions [33] as a
function of the proton kinetic energy. The data is com-
pared to INCL+ABLA calculations in which we have as-
sumed different values for the dissipation parameter 8: 4.5
(solid line), 20 (short-dashed line), and 40 (long-dashed
line) x10?! s~'. We can see that the hypernuclear fission
cross sections decrease when increasing the value of the
viscosity parameter, which is expected since the nuclear
system evolves more slowly, needing more time to reach
the saddle point configuration. This fact favors the cool-
ing of the nuclear system by particle emission reducing
the fission probabilities. In these calculations we also take
into account the uncertainties in the nuclear level densities
and fission barrier heights, which are displayed in the fig-
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ures with dashed areas. These uncertainties do not exceed
18% of the total hypernuclear fission cross section, being
the 16% of this uncertainty attributed to the fission barrier
height. The comparison allowed us to constrain the value
of the viscosity coefficient resulting in an average value of
(28 £ 12) x 10%! 57!, as detailed in Ref. [36].

4 Conclusions

The de-excitation model ABLA originally written in for-
tran has been translated to C++ and extended to the
strangeness sector including the binding energies of A par-
ticles and its propagation through decay processes such as
particle evaporation, multifragmentation, and fission. This
improvement opens the possibllity of investigating the for-
mation of cold light, intermediate-mass, and heavy hyper-
nuclei far from the stability region of normal nuclei. In
particular, we have studied in this work the production of
A-hypernuclei in spallation reactions by coupling the de-
excitation model ABLA to the version 6.0 of the Liege
intranuclear cascade model INCL, which has also been ex-
tended recently to the strangeness sector.

The hypernuclei fission cross sections measured at the
COSY-liilich facility with high energetic protons imping-
ing onto a target nucleus of 28U was used for the first
time to investigate the nuclear dissipation coeflicient in the
presence of hypernuclear matter. The experimental data
was compared to our state-of-the art dynamical model.
The comparison allowed us to constrain the dissipation pa-
rameter in fission of hypernuclear matter, resulting in an
average value of (28 + 12) x 10?! s7! [36]. This finding is
6 times larger than that obtained for normal nuclear mat-
ter [37-40], which implies that in presence of hyperons the
conversion of intrinsic energy into collective motion goes
much slower.
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