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Isoscalar dipole transitions are a distinctive fingerprint of cluster structures. A 1− resonance
at 7.27(10) MeV, located just below the α-emission threshold, has been observed in the deuteron
inelastic scattering reactions off 10Be. The deformation lengths of the excited states in 10Be below
9 MeV have been inferred from the differential cross sections using coupled channel calculations.
This observed 1− resonance has isoscalar characteristics and exhausts approximately 5%-15% of the
isoscalar dipole energy-weighted sum rule, providing evidence for pronounced α cluster structure in
10Be. The Gamow coupled channel approach supports this interpretation and suggests the near-
threshold effect might be playing an important role in this excitation energy domain. The α+α+n+n
four-body calculation reproduces the observed enhanced dipole strength, implying that the four-
body cluster structure is essential to describe the 1− states in 10Be.

Introduction.- The clustering phenomenon has at-
tracted much attention because it can appear at different
scales of matter, ranging from stars in the universe to
systems of microscopic particles [1, 2]. In atomic nuclei,
α clustering is a well-established phenomenon [2, 3] and
can lead to isospin asymmetry, which manifests itself as
dipole excitations in nuclei [4, 5]. Such dipole transitions
are fingerprints of asymmetrical cluster structures that
are commonly found in nuclei [6, 7], ranging from light
(for example, 9Be, 10Be, 12C, 16O) [8–12], medium [13]
and heavy mass nuclei [14, 15].

Over the last decades, there has been a growing
recognition that diverse cluster configurations can arise
in asymmetric nuclei. For instance, nuclear systems
with excess neutrons can mix different cluster excitation
modes due to the various ways that valence neutrons
are coupled to the core[16, 17]. With the assistance
of theoretical calculations, cluster configurations can be
extracted by a careful analysis of their respective dipole
transition strength distributions [18, 19].

Low-energy dipole transitions can be excited with
sizable cross sections via inelastic scattering reactions
and are typically found in the vicinity of the particle-

emission thresholds, where the continuum coupling plays
an important role and may affect the cluster structure.
For example, aligned eigenstates have been associated
with the threshold effect, where a relatively stable
structure is formed, carrying the characteristics of the
nearby decay channel. Evidence of this “alignment”
effect includes the 7.654-MeV Hoyle state in 12C [2], the
11.425-MeV state in 11B [20], and the 3.2-MeV 0− state
in 12Be [21]. Novel theoretical approaches, such as the
shell model embedded in the continuum (SMEC) [22, 23],
Gamow shell model (GSM) [24, 25], and Gamow coupled
channel (GCC) [26, 27] have been successfully applied to
these threshold-aligned states.

Neutron-rich Be isotopes provide an ideal playground
for studying the interplay between cluster structure and
neutron correlations because of the presence of valence
neutrons outside a 2α (or 8Be) core. 10Be nucleus can
be simply considered as a combination of two valence
neutrons coupled to the 2α core. The ground-state
(g.s.) molecular structure has been experimentally
validated [28]. Several low-lying dipole excitations in
10Be have been predicted [10, 12]. However, only one
low-lying 1−1 state at 5.960 MeV has been experimentally
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observed and has a very small B(E1) value [29–31].

The low-lying structure of 10Be has been observed
up to 9 MeV with the missing mass method via
inelastic scattering of deuterons thanks to the large
acceptance for the charged particles of the Active-
Target Time Projection Chamber (AT-TPC) [32] coupled
to SOLARIS [33]. A dipole resonance with isoscalar
characteristics has been observed at 7.27(10) MeV in
10Be, which is located just below the α emission
threshold (Sα = 7.41 MeV) and likely corresponds to
the known 7.37-MeV state observed before. This 1−2
state has an enhanced dipole strength and exhausts
5%-15% of the isoscalar dipole energy-weighted sum
rule (IS-EWSR). The observed enhanced isoscalar dipole
(ISD) strength in this resonance validates its pronounced
cluster structure and provides new evidence for the
threshold “alignment” effect. The structure of this dipole
resonance seems to be affected by the α-, 1n-, and
2n-emission thresholds, resulting in the mixing of the
different cluster configurations. The α+ α+ n+ n four-
body cluster structure and different neutron correlation
configurations are essential to describe it.

Experiment.- The experiment was carried out at
the ReA6 reaccelerator beam facility of the National
Superconducting Cyclotron Laboratory (NSCL). The
scattered deuterons were measured using the AT-
TPC [32]. A long-lived 10Be beam at 9.6 MeV/u
was produced with an intensity of approximately 2000
particles per second (pps) and a purity close to 100%.
The beam intensity and purity were monitored using an
ionization chamber positioned upstream of the AT-TPC,
filled with CF4 gas at 200 Torr. The active volume of the
AT-TPC was filled with 600 Torr of pure deuterium gas,
which has an areal density of 1020/cm2 and equivalent
to a 35-mg/cm2 conventional solid (CD2)n target. The
10Be beam energy at the center of the detector was
9.06 MeV/u, and the beam energy variation in the
detector was approximately 10 MeV, which was corrected
event-by-event according to the vertex position. The
detector was installed inside the SOLARIS solenoidal
spectrometer which provides a magnetic field of 3.0 T.
The cathode of the AT-TPC is defined as z = 0 on the
beam axis. The pad plane was located at z = 100 cm
provided track information on the plane perpendicular
to the beam direction. The signal from each pad was
sampled at a frequency of 3.125 MHz and was used to
deduce the track information on the beam axis.

The signal from the pad plane was amplified, sampled,
and read out by a dedicated electronic system [34]
triggered by the micromegas mesh signal. A 2-cm-radius
region of the pad plane illuminated by the beam particles
was set to less than 10% amplification factor compared to
other pads, so the beam events do not trigger or saturate
the system. The beam rate was monitored throughout
the experiment by recording the downscaled beam signal
triggered by the ionization chamber.
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FIG. 1. The excitation spectrum of 10Be populated via
the 10Be scattering on deuterons. The peaks are labeled
by their excitation energies (in MeV) and their spin-parity
assignments. The spectrum was gated on c.m. angles 20◦ to
80◦, corresponding to a maximum of 15 MeV for the elastic
channel.

Kinematics of deuterons scattered off 10Be were
inferred from the point cloud using an algorithm based on
a linear quadratic estimator (Kalman filter), achieving an
average efficiency of approximately 70% in the 7-10 MeV
excitation energy range. The details of this algorithm can
be found in Ref. [35, 36]. based on their Bρ values versus
their energy losses. Protons, deuterons, and tritions are
clearly isolated based on their Bρ values versus their
energy losses, where deuterons from the elastic/inelastic
scattering reactions were selected. The energy versus the
angles of the selected events can be found in Ref. [35].

The spectrum resulting from the elastic and inelastic
scattering of 10Be on deuterons was obtained based on
reaction kinematics, as shown in Fig. 1, which has a
resolution of approximately 700 keV (FWHM). The first
three peaks in the spectrum correspond to the ground
state, and excited states at 3.368 MeV (2+1 ) and the
doublets 5.958 MeV (2+2 )/5.960 MeV (1−1 ), respectively.
The fourth peak at 7.27(10) MeV may correspond to the
7.37-MeV state observed before. Particle energy below
15 MeV was calibrated by the known excitation energies
and also verified by the data of the 10Be(d, p) reaction
channel.

Identification of the dipole resonance.- The absolute
differential cross sections were extracted from the present
data, as shown in Fig. 2. Owing to the nearly 4π
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FIG. 2. Coupled channel calculations compared to the data
for (a) 9.06 MeV/u 10Be + d elastic scattering, (b) 10Be + d
inelastic scattering to the 3.37-MeV 2+ level of 10Be, and (c)
10Be + d inelastic scattering to the 7.27-MeV level of 10Be,
considered as a dipole. Quadrupole (2+, blue dashed line) and
octupole (3−, red dotted-dashed line) angular distributions
for the 7.27-MeV state are also compared.

solid angle of the AT-TPC, we obtained the angular
distributions for elastic scattering and inelastic scattering
to the 3.37-MeV state over an angular range of 20◦ <
θcm < 120◦. For the 7.27-MeV state, the data above
θcm = 50◦ are not presented because of the prominent
background. Each 1◦ was divided into one angular
bin, owing to the outstanding angular resolution of the
detector. The cross sections below θcm < 20◦ are not
shown in Fig. 2, because of the decreasing acceptance
of the low-energy deuterons. The uncertainties of the
absolute cross sections are dominated by the systematic
uncertainties resulting from the beam intensity and the
acceptance of the detector. The former should be
within 10% owing to the good efficiency of the ionization
chamber. The latter was determined to be less than 5%
by a simulation.

The measured angular distributions were analyzed
within the coupled channel (CC) formalism using the

code fresco [37]. Initial calculations only included
coupling to the 3.37-MeV 2+ level of 10Be. The strength
of Coulomb coupling was fixed using the adopted B(E2)
value of Ref. [38]. The nuclear deformation length (δ2)
and the diagonal optical model potential (OMP), were
adjusted to obtain the best overall fit to both the elastic
and inelastic scattering angular distributions using the
sfresco package.

Coupling to the 7.27-MeV level of 10Be was then
added, and initial attempts to fit the angular distribution
for inelastic scattering to this state considered the spin-
parity assignments of either Jπ = 2+ or 3−. However,
neither of these resulted in a satisfactory description.
Therefore, a fit assuming a 1− assignment (dipole
excitation) was performed (see Fig. 2c). The form factor
was obtained by deforming the diagonal OMPs using the
method described in Ref. [40]. An initial estimate of
the dipole deformation was calculated using Eq. (5) of
Ref. [40]. Together with the best-fit diagonal potential
obtained above, this was used to calculate the dipole
coupling potential according to Eq. (6) of Ref. [40].
The dipole deformation length was adjusted to provide
the best description of the inelastic scattering data for
excitation at the 7.27-MeV level, and the parameters
of the diagonal potential were searched to optimize the
fit to the entire data set. An acceptable description of
the whole data set was obtained with a set of consistent
parameters.

The final results of this procedure are compared with
the elastic and inelastic scattering data in Fig. 2. The
corresponding nuclear deformation lengths are δ2 = 1.89
fm for coupling to the 3.37-MeV 2+ level in agreement
with the value in the literature δp ∼ 1.89(18) fm [41],
obtained from proton inelastic scattering. δ1 = 0.76 fm
was deduced for coupling to the 7.27(10)-MeV level. The
uncertainties in both values are about 25%, dominated
by the variation of the OMPs and the uncertainties of
the absolute cross sections. The value of δ1 exhausts
approximately 5%-15% of the IS-EWSR [40]. Based on
these results, an unambiguous assignment of 1− spin-
parity to the observed 7.27(10)-MeV level in 10Be was
made.

It worth noting that the assignment of the dipole
resonance was driven by the slope of the downward trend
of the first maximum (20◦ < θcm < 50◦). At these angles,
the shape of the angular distributions is not very sensitive
to the OMPs, while the impact is significant at larger c.m.
angles. Attempts have been made with different OMPs,
but same conclusion was drawn [42, 43].

There are four states at about 6.0 MeV, including the
2+2 (5.958 Mev), 1−1 (5.960 Mev), 0+2 (6.179 Mev), and
2−1 (6.263 MeV) states, which could not be resolved with
present resolution. However, according to Ref. [47], the
1−1 state should have much smaller cross sections than
the 2+2 state, and the centroid of the peak located at
6.0 MeV also rules out the strong population of the 0+2
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and 2−2 states. As expected, its angular distribution
agrees reasonably well with the calculation assuming a
quadrupole transition.

FIG. 3. The predicted excitation energies of the 10Be
dipole states and corresponding ISD strength (red arrow) by
different theories compared to the experimental values. See
text for more details.

Theoretical calculations and discussions.-

The 7.27-MeV state has been observed as the second
1− state of 10Be and its width was determined to be
less than hundreds of keV. One 3− state was previously
observed at 7.37 MeV, which like corresponds to the
presently observed state at 7.27(10) MeV. It was noted
that the 1− spin-parity of the 7.37-MeV state is inline
with all existing measurement, except that the spin is
conflict with the neutron resonance scattering reaction
in Ref. [44]. The present result cast doubt on the
previous spin assignment. Event if we consider the
observed resonance as a new one, the population upper
limit of the 7.37-MeV 3− and 7.54-MeV 2+ states were
determined to be about 3% and 5%, respectively, from
the angular distribution and by fitting the peak. It
is worth mentioning that this new assignment does
not reconcile with the spin-parity of the correspondent
isobaric analog states 3−/2+ of the 8.887/8.895 MeV
states in 10B. However, both states have a pronounced
α width, a strong evidence of clustering [45].

The effective interaction shell model calculation using
the YSOX interaction [46] has been performed to study
the low-lying 1− states of 10Be. The calculated excitation
energies are plotted in Fig. 3. The second 1− state
obtained in the shell model calculation is a little higher
than the newly reported experimental result. The B(E1)
value of the first 1− state was predicted to be 0.013 e2fm2,
and is much higher than the experimental value B(E1)=
1.6 × 10−6 ∼ 3 × 10−4 e2fm2 obtained in Ref. [30]. No
information on the ISD strength can be obtained. This
discrepancy is possible because the α cluster structure
was not incorporated in these calculations.

The observed 7.27(10)-MeV resonance is located close
to the Sn, Sα, and S2n of 10Be at 6.812, 7.409, and 8.476
MeV, respectively. Therefore, mixing of different cluster
configurations may occur because of the threshold effect,
including the two-body α+6He, three-body 8Be+n+n,
or even four-body α + α + n + n cluster structures.
To simultaneously incorporate the continuum coupling
effect and the 2α cluster structure, we have performed
calculations within the GCC approach assuming a system
of a deformed 8Be (2α) core plus two neutrons. It is
constructed in Jacobi coordinates with a Berggren basis,
incorporating the three-body feature and continuum
effect [48–50]. The ground and 2+ states of 8Be are
coupled to the valence neutrons through a non-adiabatic
rotational coupling [48, 51]. The excitation energies
of the first and second 1− states (Fig. 3) agree with
the experiment, supporting that the continuum affects
the excitation energy substantially and is essential here.
The general feature of 10Be is described reasonably well
by assuming a 2α cluster plus two valence neutrons.
However, since the motion of the 2α against each other is
fixed in this calculation, the GCC approach cannot give
a reliable dipole strength.
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FIG. 4. Two-nucleon density distributions (in fm−2) in Jacobi
coordinates predicted by GCC for the g.s. and low-lying 1−

states in 10Be.

Fig. 4 shows the Jacobi-coordinate density distribution
of the g.s. (0+1 ), and the two 1− states in 10Be. It can be
seen that the first and the second 1− are showing very
different features. The two neutrons of the first 1− state
are less correlated due to the more uniform distribution.
Still, the second 1− state shows features similar to the
0+ states demonstrating a strong dineutron correlation.
This also indicates rapid structure changes when crossing
the different thresholds.
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Recently, the low-lying 1− states were investigated
utilizing the microscopic cluster model, which incorpo-
rates the (α+6He and α+ α+dineutron) configurations.
Specifically, the focus was on studying the dipole
excitations in the three-body cluster dynamics and the
results are plotted in Fig. 3 [11]. However, the predicted
E1 strength (0.023 e2fm2) was two orders of magnitude
higher than the experimental value, and the dipole
strength (0.16 fm6) of the 1−2 state is underestimated.
This is probably because the two valence neutrons are
treated as one cluster but the degree of freedom of the two
neutrons was not included, which may conversely affect
the two α motions. Indeed, the different two-neutron
configurations are also noted in the result of the GCC
approach, as stated above.

To encompass the dynamics of the (2α) cluster
structure along with the motions of the two valence
neutrons, the four-body cluster model, (α + α + n + n),
was implemented utilizing GCM Brink wave functions.
It is noteworthy that the interaction parameters adopted
in this study are in accordance with those specified
in Ref. [11]. An intriguing aspect is that, in the
description of the first two 1− states, the new four-body
calculations exhibit significant discrepancies if compared
to the calculations assuming a dineutron configuration
reported in Ref. [11].

The excitation energies and transition probabilities
with the four-body calculation are shown in Fig. 3. The
predicted B(E1) value of 1−1 state (1.56 × 10−5e2fm2)
has a similar amplitude to the experimental value. The
predicted dipole strength is also consistent with our
experimental observations. The improvement compared
to the tri-cluster model indicates that the four-body
dynamic and the two neutrons’ degree of freedom are
essential to describe these dipole excitations. The ISD
strength in the 1−2 state is an indication of the enhanced
cluster structure of 10Be. However, the predicted dipole
strength in the 1−1 state (∼21 fm6) was not observed
experimentally, which requires further understanding.
Development of the four-body calculation incorporating
the continuum coupling effect is still required. This
observed 7.27 MeV 1−2 dipole resonance not only retains
the prominent clustering ground state structure [28],
but also shows a configuration mixing of the two-body
6He+α, three-body 8Be+n+n, and four-body α+α+n+n
cluster structures, which emerge possibly due to the near-
threshold effect of the 1n-, 2n- and α-emission thresholds.

Summary.- In summary, the deuteron inelastic
scattering of 10Be has been measured with the AT-
TPC coupled with SOLARIS at the ReA6 beamline of
NSCL. A 1− resonance with enhanced isoscalar dipole
strength has been observed at 7.27(10) MeV in 10Be,
which is located just below the α-emission threshold
and likely corresponds to the 7.37 MeV observed
previously. It exhausts about 5%-15% of the isoscalar
dipole strength, providing evidence for the pronounced α-

cluster structure of 10Be and for the threshold alignment
effect. The GCC approach reproduces the excitation
energies of the dipole states reasonably well, and the
observed enhanced dipole strength was reproduced by
the α + α + n + n four-body calculation, indicating
that four-body cluster assumption and the continuum
coupling effect is essential in the description of 10Be
nucleus. The AT-TPC coupling with SOLARIS provides
a powerful experimental tool for future measurements of
direct reactions with rare exotic beams to enhance our
understanding of this phenomenon.
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Appendix

In the CC calculations, the coupling parameters for
the real and imaginary parts of the transition potential,
βR and βI, respectively, were related such that βRRR =
βIRI, i.e. the real and imaginary deformation lengths
were equal. The fitted optical parameters used in the
calculation are listed in Table I.

In the GCC approach, the quadrupole deformation
parameter β2 is chosen as 0.9. For the nuclear two-body
interaction between valence neutrons we took the finite-
range Minnesota force with the original parameters [52].
The effective core-valence potential has been taken in a
WS form including the spherical spin-orbit term with
“universal” parameter set [53]. The depth of the WS
potential has been readjusted to the experimental value
of two-neutron separation energy. The calculations have
been carried out in the model space of max(ℓx, ℓy) ≤
7 with the maximal hyperspherical quantum number
Kmax = 16, where ℓx ℓy are the orbital angular momenta
in Jacobi coordinates [54]. To investigate resonances in
the GCC framework, we used the Berggren basis for the
Kmax ≤ 6 channels and the harmonic oscillator basis with
the oscillator length b = 1.75 fm and Nmax = 40 for
the higher-angular-momentum channels. The complex-
momentum contour for the Berggren basis is defined as
k = 0 → 0.3 − 0.09i → 0.5 − 0.05 → 0.8 → 8 (all in
fm−1) and discretized with 30 scattering states for each
segment.
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TABLE I. Parameters of the best-fit optical model potential. Notation follows that of Ref. [43]. All radii are defined as:

Ri = ri 101/3.

V [MeV] r0 [fm] a0 [fm] W [MeV] rW [fm] aW [fm] WD [MeV] rD [fm] aD [fm] rC [fm]

122.2 1.244 0.450 14.42 1.366 0.300 2.30 2.501 0.524 1.30
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