arXiv:physics/0505043v2 [physics.comp-ph] 5 May 2005

Fermilab FERMILAB-Conf-05-019-AD May 2005

het

Modeling Heavy lon lonization Loss in the MARS15 Cdde

I.L. Rakhno, N.V. Mokhov, S.I. Striganov
Fermilab, Batavia, IL 60510, USA

May 5, 2005

Abstract

The needs of various accelerator and space projects stedulacent developments to the MARS
Monte Carlo code. One of the essential parts of those is hieavipnization energy loss. This paper
describes an implementation of several correctiompdx in order to take into account the deviations
from the Bethe theory at low and high energies as well as tfeetedf a finite nuclear size at ultra-
relativistic energies. Special attention is paid to thagiton energy region where the onset of the effect
of a finite nuclear size is observed. Comparisons with erpamntal data and NIST data are presented.

*Presented paper at tiAenerican Nuclear Society Topical Meeting Monte Carlo 2005, Chattanooga, Tennessee, April 17-21,
2005


http://arxiv.org/abs/physics/0505043v2

The Monte Carlo Method: Versatility Unbounded in a Dynamic Computing World
Chattanooga, Tennessee, April 17-21, 2005, on CD-ROM, Aaemuclear Society, LaGrange Park, IL (2005)

MODELING HEAVY ION IONIZATION LOSS IN THE MARS15 CODE

I.L. Rakhno} N.V. Mokhov, and S.I. Striganov
Fermi National Accelerator Laboratory
MS 220, Batavia, lllinois 60510-0500
rakhno@fnal.gov; mokhov@fnal.gov; strigano@fnal.gov

ABSTRACT

The needs of various accelerator and space projects stedukecent developments to the MARS
Monte Carlo code. One of the essential parts of those is heavignization energy loss. This paper
describes an implementation of several correctiond2gdz in order to take into account the
deviations from the Bethe theory at low and high energiesedkas the effect of a finite nuclear size at
ultra-relativistic energies. Special attention is paitht® transition energy region where the onset of
the effect of a finite nuclear size is observed. Comparisatisexperimental data and NIST data are
presented.
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1 INTRODUCTION

The MARS code]] is developed for detailed Monte Carlo modeling of hadramd
electromagnetic cascades in realistic geometry for varameelerator, shielding, detector and
space applications. The recent needs of the Rare Isotopsekator, Relativistic Heavy-lon
Collider, Large Hadron Colider, and NASA projects was a gtim to implement heavy-ion
collision and transport physics into the MARS15 code The present paper describes in detail
the ionization energy loss formalism employed in the codaegwith comparisons to
experimental data and some recommended data. Radiatikgydass of heavy
ions—bremsstrahlung ard ¢~ pair production—is described elsewhere. The ionizatiss ie
of importance for correct prediction of radiation-induedtects,e.g. single-event upsets, in
microelectronic devices. The lower energy limit in our gimg power model is equal to 1 keV
per nucleon.

2 FORMALISM OF IONIZATION LOSS THEORY

In our model we distinguish three energy regions. Below 1 Nde¥nucleon and above 10
MeV per nucleon the tabulated data on proton total stoppavggp from Ref. B] and the Bethe
formalism, respectively, are used in combination withadl torrections described below.
Between the two energies naix-and-match procedure is used to perform an interpolation
between the approaches. It should also be noted that theehOlikit is identical to the one used
when considering the ion effective charge (see below) andldibe adjusted for some target
nuclei to get better appearance of the ionization lossidigtons.
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2.1 Bethe Theory

The mean ionization energy loss of charged particles hetha@ electrons is given by the

Bethe expressiord]
1dE s 9921
— ;% = 47TNATemeC V4 ZEL(&) (1)
whereA andZ are the target atomic mass and number, respectively, arathibevariables have

their usual meaning. The ionization logarithii{,3), is presented in the following form:

L(B) = Lo(B) + Z AL; 2)
2m.c?3?~? 0
L(8) = n (#) -3 ©
wherel andé are the mean excitation energy and density correctioneogisply. When
neglecting all the correction& L; and dealing only with thé.,(3), the expressionl] is referred
to as the Bethe equation. The correctidns; described below are to take into account the
deviations from the Bethe theory for ions at both low and ragbrgies.

2.2 Lindhard-Sgrensen Correction

Lindhard and Sgrensen derived a relativistic expressioaléxtronic stopping power of
heavy ions taking into account a finite nuclear s&e They used the exact solution to the Dirac
equation with spherically symmetric potential which déses scattering of a free electron by an
ion. Thus, their expression\ L ¢, provides for the corrections of order higher tharto
ionization loss of heavy ions in both low and high energymegg. At high energies the
Lindhard-Sgrensen(S) correction replaces the previously developed Mott ceivacand
relativistic Bloch-Ahlen one, while at low energiés/.; s reduces to the Bloch non-relativistic
correction f].

At moderately relativistic energies (see below) the follogvexpression derived for
point-like ions is valid:

|k k=1
ALps = — ——— sin®(6), — Gk
LS ;UQQk—lsm(k k1)
k k+1 .
+ ? 1 sin?(0_p — 0_g_1)

k 1 1 32
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wheren = az/j, & is a relativistic Coulomb phase shift expressed with theiaent of the
complex Gamma function (for details see Rél)[andk is a parameter used in the summation
over partial waves. At higher energies, when.cR ~ h/2 whereR is the ion radius, a
modification to the Coulomb phase shifts due to a finite nudize is not negligible and the
expression foA L, s gets more complicated from computational standpoint. &atrelativistic
energies, whenm.cR > h/2, an asymptotic expression féu5) is valid.

2
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wherew, is the plasma frequencv,47me2/me , andn is the average density of target electrons.
The value ofL,;;,, reveals a weak dependence on target and projectile pananete

In our model the expressiond)(@nd &), valid for moderately relativistic and ultra-relativisst
energies, respectively, are employed. In the intermeeéiagegy region we interpolate between
the two approaches usingrax-and-match procedure.

2.3 Low-Energy Corrections
2.3.1 Barkas correction

The Barkas effect, associated withacorrection to the stopping power, is well pronounced
at low energies. For example, for a 2-MeV proton in gold tHeatfis responsible for about 8% of
ionization energy loss/]. The correction is due to target polarization effects tavdenergy
distant collisions and can be accounted for by the follovargression:

Lo(8) +6/2 = (Lo(8) + §/2) (1 ; 2%F<v>) ©)

whereV = Bv/av/Z . The functionF (V) is a ratio of two integrals within a Thomas-Fermi
model of the atom. In our model we follow the tabulations fog function from Refs.g, 8].

2.3.2 Shell corrections

The original Bethe theory is valid when the velocity of thejpctile is much higher than that
of electrons in target atoms. Shell corrections should kerténto account at lower projectile
velocities. The total shell correction can be presenteterfallowing form [7, 9]:

C

ALshell - 7 (7)
whereC'is equal toC'x + C, + ... and thus takes into account the contributions from differen
atomic shells. Fo€'x andC, we follow the asymptotic expressions and tabulations from
Refs. L0, 12] and [11, 12], respectively, derived with hydrogen-like wave funcsoifror all the
other atomic shells, up to a combin@d- P shell, the scaling procedures developed by
Bichsel P] are employed. It is assumed in the scaling that the comestior the outer shells have
the dependence on the projectile velocity similar to thahefoutermost shell studied with exact
calculationsj.e. L shell in our case.

2.3.3 Projectile effective charge

At low projectile velocities, the effect of electron capand loss due to interactions with
target atoms should be taken into account as well. At pregenprojectile charge distributions
that cover a more or less noticeable range of ions, targedsyelocities are not available.
Therefore one can deal with various empirical and semi-gogpifitting expressions for the
average or, in other words, effective chargg,. The effective charge is to replace the bare
projectile charge in all the relevant expressions.
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For protons and other singly charged particles the effeaharge is assumed to be equal to
the bare charge down to the lower energy limit of the moded, K&//A. Fora-particles a special
fit by Ziegleret al. [13] independent of target material is used at all particle giesrFE.

Zepf/2 =1—exp (8)

5
—> aIn'(E)
i=0

whereF is in keV per nucleon and the coefficiemtsthroughas are equal td.2865, 0.1266,
—0.001429, 0.02402, —0.01135, and0.00175, respectively.

For all the other ions more elaborate fitting expressionsititiude a dependence on target
material are used:
e A combination of the expressions (3.38) and (3.39) from RS below 1 MeV/A,
e The procedure by Hubeet al. [14] above 10 MeV/A,;
e An energy weighted average between the two energies.
For some target nuclei, however, it is necessary to adjestipiper energy limit to get the stopping
power curves with better, without sharp transitions, apgreze.

Calculated ratios of ion effective charge to bare charg@eesented in Figl. The effect of
neutralization of the bare projectile charge with captieladtrons increases with the target
atomic number, being almost negligible fetparticles at energies above a few keV per nucleon.
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Figure 1: Calculated effective charge of light and heavy ios, z s, in aluminum
target relative to ion unscreened charge;.



3 VERIFICATION

3.1 Comparison to experimental data

Here we compare calculated ionization loss to experimelatia for several light and heavy
ions. Fora-particles at low energies the overall agreement is veryldeee Fig2). The
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Figure 2: Calculated ionization loss ofa-patrticles in various targetsvs. exper-
imental data [15].

deviations from the Bethe theory due to the above-menticoe@ctions, except for the shell
corrections, increase with projectile chargeat both low and high energies. Therefore, the
comparisons for super-heavy ions are interesting and irapbmost of all.

At relativistic energies a comparison to experimental dapaesented in FigB for a dozen of
projectile-target combinations. One can make the follgnganclusions from the Figure: (i) the
LS correction in this case provides for an agreement with ewptal data within 2%; (i) the
above-mentioned combination of relativistic Bloch, Mattd Ahlen (BMA) corrections gives
rise to a systematic underestimation of ionization los8¥&for Xe ions) when compared to the
LS approach; (iii) the difference between the BMA ahf approaches increases with projectile
charge. This confirms that the Lindhardr&nsen theory is correctly chosen.

A comparison to experimental data for super-heavy ionsaaf Bnd uranium is given in
Fig. 4. One can see that the employeik-and-match procedure provides for a good, within 10%,
agreement with experiment at low energies. For uraniumtioaslensity effect is well seen at
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Figure 3: Calculated (lines with symbols) ionization loss ad range of relativis-

tic heavy ions in various targetsvs. experimental data (pure symbols) 16].

The corrections to the ionization logarithm, A L, were calculated following the
Lindhard- Sgrensen and Bloch-Mott-Ahlen formalisms (see above).

ultra-relativistic energies—the highest ionization lasebserved for the target of the lowest
density,i.e. gaseous argon. For lead ions at ultra-relativistic ensriie effect of finite nuclear
size, that gives rise to a saturation of ionization losseagtof a logarithmic growth characteristic
of a pointlike projectile, is easily recognized. The expwntal data at 160 GeV/u by Dadizal.

[17] corresponds to the highest energy achieved when acdalglragavy ions.
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Figure 4: Calculated (lines) ionization lossss. experimental data (symbols) for
lead ions in aluminum (top) and uranium ions in several targés (bottom) [17].
For lead ions the dashed line indicates calculation for poithike projectiles.

3.2 Comparison to NIST data

A comparison between the ionization loss calculated witheframework of the described
formalism and the data by NISB][[is presented in Figh for protons andv-particles. The data of
Ref. [3] are given up tal0* MeV and250 MeV/A for protons andh-particles, respectively. One
can see that the agreement between the MARS15 and NIST timmizass is within1.3% for
protons in the entire energy region. The agreement is sotdvditer than that of MCNPA.§]
where the difference is abod% for the energy region from 4 up t®* MeV, being more than
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Figure 5: A comparison of MARS15 proton (top) and a-particle (bottom)
ionization loss in several elements to NIST data.

10% below 4 MeV.

For a-particles the biggest difference, abdot15%, is observed below 400 keV/A. The
difference is comparable to the disagreement betweenytlaear experiment in the energy region.
As far as the tabulated proton data of R&}.dre used below 1 MeV/A in our model, the
differences can be attributed to the description of effeatharge ofv-particles. Above 10 MeV
per nucleon the observed difference between the MARS15 &&d Mnization loss is about%.
One can see that approximately a half of tB& is due to the difference in the description of the
proton ionization loss.



4 CONCLUSIONS

The various corrections to the Bethe mean ionization lossrih as implemented in the
MARS15 Monte Carlo code, are described. The comparisonalofilated ionization loss to the
NIST published values reveal good overall agreement faiopioandy-particles. The agreement
between the current model and experimental data is very gpad the super-heavy ions of lead
and uranium.

Experimental programs at many accelerator facilities coxde energy regions. For
example, the Rare Isotope Accelerator is supposed to bategeat energies from a few keV/A
up to hundreds of MeV/A. To meet such practical demands, ¢éveldpments are underway to
validate our model in the 1-100 keV/A region.
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