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We propose a fully quantum-mechanical method of treating-Bmdy nuclear breakup processes in scatter-
ing of a projectile consisting of three constituents, byeexting the continuum-discretized coupled-channels
method. The three-body continuum states of the projeatéelescretized by diagonalizing the internal Hamil-
tonian of the projectile with the Gaussian basis functiofer °He+'2C scattering at 18 and 229.8 MeV, the
validity of the method is tested by convergence of the elastd breakup cross sections with respect to increas-
ing the number of the basis functions. Effects of the foutybbreakup and the Borromean structuré e on
the elastic and total reaction cross sections are discussed

PACS numbers: 21.45.+v, 21.60.Gx, 24.10.Eq, 25.60.-t

The study on neutron-halo nuclei has become one of th&éon are negligible within the region of space in which the re
central subjects in the unstable nuclear physics sinceifie d action takes place [1L0].
covery of such nucleL[1]. In scattering of a two-neutroieha  Also for four-body breakup processes in scattering of the
nucleus such a&e and'!Li, the projectile easily breaks up three-body projectile, CDCC has to prepare three-body doun
into its three constituents.¢-n+core), indicating that the scat- and discretized-continuum states of the projectile. Beeani
tering should be described as a four-bogdy+(+core+target) the difficulty of preparing all the three-body states witle th
reaction. Then an accurate theory for treating such a fourAv method, CDCC so far analyzéiHe scattering within a
body breakup is highly desirable. limited modelin which a two-neutron pair is treated as alging

So far the eikonal and adiabatic calculations were proparticle, di-neutron¥n) [11]. However, the accuracy of the
posed and applied t§He and''Li scattering around 50 di-neutron model has not been confirmed yet, because of the
MeV/nucleon [2) B[ 14,15]. Since these calculations are basedbsence of fully quantum-mechanical method of treating-fou
on semi-classical approaches, they work well at higher incibody breakup.
dent energies. In fact, the elastic cross sectiofilg+'2C In our previous workli[12] on three-body breakup in scat-
scattering at 229.8 MeV has recently been measuied [6] anigring of the two-body projectile, we proposed a new method
successfully analyzed by the eikonal calculation with flie s  of discretization, called the pseudo-state (PS) methodhdn
nucleon wave function dfHe |7]. However, these approaches method, continuum states of the projectile are replaced by
seem not to be applicable for low-energy scattering such adiscrete pseudo-states obtained by diagonalizing theniatte
12C(HefHe)'2C at 3 MeV/nucleon||8] measured very re- Hamiltonian of the projectile in a space spanned by tfe
cently. type Gaussian basis functions. The CDCC solution calodilate

In this rapid communication, we present a fully quantum-by the PS method agrees with that by the Av method which
mechanical method of treating four-body nuclear breakupcan be regarded as the exact solution. Thus, a reasonabie num
The method is constructed by extending the continuumber of the Gaussian basis functions can form an approximate
discretized coupled-channels method (CDGC) [9] that sreatcomplete set in a finite configuration space being important
three-body breakup processes in scattering of the two-bodipr three-body breakup processes. Itis very likely thatthe
projectile. In CDCC, the total scattering wave functionss e Proximate completeness persists also in the case of fody-bo
panded in terms of bound and continuum states of the projedreakup processes. Actually, as shown latter, we can sae cle
tile. The continuum states are classified by the linéjafd ~ convergence of calculated elastic and breakup cross ssctio
angular momenta, and they are truncated by setting an uppifith respect to increasing the number of the Gaussian basis
limit to each quantum number. Thecontinuum is then di- functions. It should be noted that the Gaussian basis fumsti
vided into small bins and the continuum states in each bin ar@re widely used to solve bound-state problems of few-body
averaged into a single state. This procedure of discragizag ~ Systemsi[13], since the use of the basis functions reduces nu
called the average (Av) method. THematrix elements calcu- merical works much. Thus, the four-body breakup processes
lated with CDCC converge as the modelspace is extefitled [9§an be analyzed properly by CDCC with the PS method. We
The converged CDCC solution is the unperturbed solution ofefer to this new method &sur-body CDCC and the usual

the distorted Faddeev equations, and corrections to thie sol CDCC for three-body breakup #wee-body CDCC.
The first application of four-body CDCC thus designed is

made for’He+'2C scattering at 18 and 229.8 MeV, where the
projectile has the Borromean structure and then easilykbrea
*Electronic addres$: takuZscp@mbox.nc.kyushu-ulac.jp up into two nucleons antHe. In these scattering processes,
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the incident energieg;,, are much higher than the Coulomb CDCC equation; it should be noted that the CDCC equation
barrier energy{ 3 MeV), so only nuclear breakup processesfor the four-body system is formally equal to that for thesti
become significant. We thus concentrate our application obody system. Solving the CDCC equation under the appropri-
nuclear breakup. The calculated elastic cross sectionls wehte asymptotic boundary conditian [9) 14], we can obtain the
reproduce experimental data at bdih,. Moreover, effects elastic and discrete breaki$pmatrix elements. Details of the
of the four-body breakup and the Borromean structuftHef  formalism of CDCC are shown in Ref![9].

on the elastic and total reaction cross sections are disduiss In the Gaussian expansion method (GEM) [13], e&chis
the case ofF;,, =18 MeV. given by

We assume thdtHe+2C scattering is described as a four-
body systemu+n+*He+2C. Then, the Schrodinger equation . (8) = S0 9 (9), (3)

can be written as . . .
where ¢ denotes the set of Jacobian coordinates shown in

Fig.Ol. We here take the angular-momentum coupling scheme
Kgr+ Z Z vij +Ve(R)+ He —E| V(,R)=0,(1) asI = A+ S, whereA andS are the total orbital-angular-
i€P jET momentum and the total intrinsic-spin ®fe, respectively.

(e) i .
whereR and¢ are, respectively, the coordinate of the center-Then% has the following form:

of-mass ofHe relative to!?C and the internal coordinates

. IVE | . (©(e) — (@) (¢) [ (n1) (nz)] }
of ®He; K is the kinetic energy associated wikh. Here, 7€) = Z {‘bm\(yc’rc) © |y e slim’
Hg is the internal Hamiltonian dfHe-projectile, and is the AS 4)

sum of Ey, and the ground state gnergy%ﬂg. Thev;; rep- wherer), /, is the spin wave function of each valence neutron
resent two-body nuclear interactions working betwéele- 4 . .
(n1 orng) and*He has been treated as an inert core with the

projectile (P) and>C-target (T). Meanwhile, the Coulomb y _ (@) _—
potentiallz is treated approximately as a function®fnly, ~ (0$)" internal configurationg™®). The definition of(y, r.)

i.e., we neglect Coulomb breakup processes. is given in Fig[L. The amplitude-functiaf}?} ,,, , with M
the projection ofA on thez-axis, is expanded in terms of the

Gaussian basis functions:

n N2 n: Vs N2
imax jmax
T2 . . ) .
r; O Yerre) = 303 S AW, ydelemelm)
_(TC/F1)2 [Y
xe A Qy.) @ Yo ()] g are »(B)
‘He ‘He ‘He . . Ma
c=1 c=2 c=3 where) (¢) is the angular momentum regardigpg (r.). The

Gaussian range parameters are taken to be a geometric pro-

FIG. 1: Jacobian coordinates of three rearrangement clsa@ine- ~ gression:
1-3) adopted for thes+n+*He model of’He structure. ~ - 1)/ (i 1)
Ui = Y1 (Umax/0)" ", (6)
= — 5 (7 = )(G—1)/(Jmax—1)
The four-body wave functio@”/*, whereJ is the total " 1 (P /T1) ' @
angular momentum of the four-body system adds its pro-  The ®,, is antisymmetrized for the exchange betwegrand
jection on thez-axis, is expanded in terms of a finite number ;.- we then haveA(z)A o = (_)SA(l)/\ s and (=)
of the internal wave function®., of °He-projectile: must be 1 forc — 3. Meanwhile, the exchange between
M J M each valence neutron and each nucleofHe is treated ap-
U R) = Z Xour,L(Burs R)/R Vi1 L, () proximately by the orthogonality condition model{[15]. The
nl,L eigenenergies,; of °He and the corresponding expansion-

whereY/M = [®,(€) © i“Y7(Qr)]sar. They stands for cgeﬁicientsAflf)iAjZA are determined by diagonalizitfg [1L€,

the set of(n, I, m), wherel is the total spin ofHe andm is i .

its projection on the-axis, andh stands for the: th eigenstate Wln the;four-bgdy cDCC calc.ula_non show_n belﬁow’ we take
with positive energy. The ground state dfe, which is the I™ = 0% and2* states for’He; 7 is the parity of°He. We
only bound state ofHe, is denoted by, = (0, Iy, mo). The

¢, satisfiesHg®, = €,7P, and the expansion-coefficient

xJ; . in Eq. @) represents the relative motion between thelABLE I: The maximum internal angular momenta and the Gaussi
projectile and the targef; is the orbital angular momentum ange parameters for each Jacobian coordinate.

regardingR. The relative momentun®,; is determined by ¢ 1" Amax fmax Amax ¥1 [fM] Fmax [fM] 71 [fM] Tmax [fmM]

the conservation of the total energff = P2, /2u + €nr, 307 1 1 1 0.1 10.0 0.5 10.0

with 1 the reduced mass between the projectile and the tar1,2 0t 1 1 0.5 10.0 0.5 10.0

get. Multiplying Eq. [1) byy;//, ;, from left, one can ob- 3 2° 2 2 0.5 10.0 0.5 8.0
1 1

n
tain a set of coupled differential equations fgf; ;, called 1,227 0.5 10.0 0.5 8.0

N N




TABLE II: The number of the Gaussian basis functiod,é;(f) andjéf;&“) foﬂr set |, Il and Ill. The corresponding number of the eigates of
Hg, NL., and the number of channels included in the CDCC equalitin,., are also shown (see the text for the details).

18 MeV 18 MeV 229.8 MeV 229.8 MeV

setl 8 6 6 & 204 6 6 288 17 21 28 39
setll 10 8 8 8 352 8 8 512 25 32 44 64
setll 12 10 10 10 540 10 10 800 32 42 60 85

show in Tabldll the maximum values of the internal angularfor elastic scattering. It should be noted that in threeybod
momentaAmay, fmax aNdA .y, and the Gaussian range pa- CDCC calculation made before féLi scattering on various
rametersji, Jmax, 1 aNd7,.x, USed in the calculation of target nucleil[21] 22], the prescription above was sucaéssf
®,. It should be noted that most of them depend/6rand  in reproducing experimental data.

¢, while in Egs. [b)-J7) the dependence has been omitted for The convergence of the four-body CDCC solution is tested
simplicity. In order to demonstrate the convergence of thefor He+2C scattering at 18 MeV. FiguEg 2 shows the energy-
four-body CDCC solution with respect to increasing the num-ntegrated breakup cross section, i.e., the sum of the seass
ber of the Gaussian basis functions, we prepare three sets tifns to all breakup channels, calculated with sets I-IHe T
the basis functions, i.e., sets I, Il and Ill. Each set is spec results of set Il and set Il are in good agreement with each
fied by it andjh.; again, thel™- and (c)-dependence other, but the result of set | is somewhat different from them
of them has been omitted in EqBl (5}-(7). One can calculatdleanwhile, as for the elastic cross section shown in Hig. 3,
the total number of the eigenenergiesif, V... , by using the three sets give the same cross section shown by the solid

Egs. [B)-¥) and the input parameters shown in TBble I. Théne. Thus, the four-body CDCC solution converges with set
values ofz'gf(f,f) jélﬂagcC) and \VI™_ for each set are shown in ! Furthermore, we have confirmed that similar convergence

Tablel. In the actual CDCC calculation f8He-+2C scatter- 1S also seen with respect to extendifg..c and 7max. The
ing at 18 MeV (229.8 MeV), high-lying states with; > 12 optimum value ofN; determined from the measured elastic

MeV (e,; > 25 MeV) are found to give no effect on the elas- cross section i8.5 at £, = 18 MeV, which is the same as that

tic and breakugs-matrix elements. Thus, the effective num- °Li scattering at variouss, [21,122]. It should be noted
ber of the eigenstates e, N."_, is reduced much for each that all calculations shown in Fidd. 2 did 3 use the same value
1= 'm

of sets I-IIl, as shown in Tabal)lc.' of Nr. Also for SHe+'2C scattering at 229.8 MeV, we can
As for the coupling potentials in the CDCC equation, we S€€ Similar convergence of the elastic and energy-integrat
adopt the double folding modé&L[18] as follows: breakup cross sections with respect to extending the mod-
) elspace. Comparison between the calculated and measured
Use(R) = (Ng+iNp)Vi(R), (8) elastic cross sections is shown in Fiy. 4. In this case the op-
J oy IM T T)~yJ M timum value ofN; is 0.3. In Figs[B anfl4, the dotted lines
Vere(R) = <y"'1'vL'q)éS)~| Z Z Uij|q)é-s)-y"1=’:> represent the elastic cross sections due to the singleiehan
er et calculation. Then, the difference between the solid antedot
— /pé?c)JM(I‘P, QR)pg.I;). (rr) lines shows the effect of the four-body breakup on the @asti
cross section. For both,,, the effect is sizable, properties of
xonN (E, p, 8) drpdrpdQg, (9)  which are discussed later.

whererp (rr) is the coordinate of a nucleon in the projectile
(target) relative to the center-of-mass of the particlel an-

R + rr — rp. The quantum numberrepresents, I and L
together, and the elastic channel, which has the incideve wa
is denoted by, = (0, o, Lo). The ground state density of
12C, il (rr) = (@3] 3232, 0(re —1;)|@4), wheredy’)

is the wave function of2C in the ground state, is calculated
by the microscopic @ cluster modell[19]. We in this study

define the transition densities ?jﬂe,pg’g"M, as

P)JM 6 ,
ped ™ (xp, Qr) = WY L0 0(re — x0)| V] )e(10)
As for the nucleon-nucleon effective interactiofy, we use
the realistic energy- and density-dependent M3Y (DDM3Y)
interaction [20].  Since the DDM3Y interaction is real, FIG. 2: Angular distribution of the energy-integrated tnem cross
VC‘ZC(R) has no imaginary part. Thus, we have multiplied section for’He+2C scattering at 18 MeV. The dotted, dashed and
ysis, we fix Nz = 1 and optimizeN; to fit experimental data set |, Il and lll, respectively, of the Gaussian basis fursi

He+™C scattering at 18 MeV
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FIG. 3: Angular distribution of the elastic differentialoss section g 5: The incident-energy dependence of the total reaatioss
for ®He+'2C scattering at 18 MeV. The solid and dotted lines showgection for scattering dfHe and®Li on 2C. The open circles show
the results with and without breakup effects, respectivehie exper-  the results fof He+'2C scattering at 18 and 229.8 MeV calculated by
imental data are taken from Refi [8]. four-body CDCC, while the filled circles represent those’fis 12C
scattering at several energies calculated by three-bodgCbased

‘ ‘ ‘ on thed+*He model for®Li structure. The open triangle is the result
e for *He+'2C at 18 MeV calculated by three-body CDCC with the di-
g T neutron model fof He structure. The filled triangle is based on the
same calculation as the open triangle, except that the @dujmo-
tential betweerfHe and'2C is replaced artificially by that between

107}

5“‘ bLiand'?C.
_8100
V% “He+'“C at 2208 Mev 6I__i one. _The_ result of thig calculation is shown by the open
(N&=10,N,=0.3) triangle in Fig.[b. The difference between the open trian-
O nocoupling gle and the open circle at 18 MeV is due to the Borromean
0 end 2 coupling structure of°He, which is referred to as the Borromean ef-
T, T E— fect. The effect dominates about half the 10% enhancement.
B [deg] The rest of the enhancement is mainly due to the difference of

the Coulomb barrier energies betwééte+2C andSLi+'2C.
FIG. 4: The same as in Fifll 3 but féHe+2C scattering at 229.8 AActually, when the Coulomb potential fdiHe+2C is re-
based on the di-neutron model (the filled triangle) gives the
Recently, it was reported in Ref_[11] that the total reac-fotal reaction cross section close to the filled circle at 20M

. . .. 6 2 H
tion cross section fofHe+*°Bi is much larger than that for _ AS for He+2C scattering at 229.8 MeV, we have con-
6Lj+209Bj at similar energies relative to the Coulomb barrier firmed through the same analysis that the Borromean effect

energies because of the lar§d excitation strength ofHe becomes negligiblg as well as the effect of the diﬁererjce of

to the continuum. Meanwhile, fdiHe-+'2C scattering at 18 the Coulomb barrier betweetHe+2C and °Li+'C. This

MeV, the E1 excitation ofHe is negligible becausg;, is  Suggests no enhancement theoretically. Neve;tht_alessﬂFig

much higher than the Coulomb barrier energy (about 3 MeV)Shows that the total regcgon cross sectiorffde+“C is even

As shown in Fig[B, however, we find that 10% enhancemengMaller than that fofLi+*2C at the similar energy. Th|§ Ccu-

of the total reaction cross section is still left. The opem ci [10US behavior is dlée-tolghe fact thay = 0.3 for °He+*C

cles represent the total reaction cross section$kg+2Cc ~ While Ny = 0.5 for °Li+"=C at this high energy. In fact, the

at 18 and 229.8 MeV calculated by four-body CDCC, while t0tal reaction cross section is enhanced by chan%ﬁngom

the filled circles show those féiLi+12C in the energy range 0-3 10 0.5 in four-body CDCC calculation f6He+'2C, and

20-318 MeV calculated by three-body CDACI[21, 22], where,the resulting cross sectlon_a!most reproduces the comelspo

the microscopiai+4He model is assumed féiLi structure. NG one for°Li+'2C. The origin of the smallV; value for the

As mentioned above, the resulting optimuky value for SHe scattering is not clear at this moment, so more systematic

6Li+12C scattering is about 0.5, i.e., almost independent ofxperimental data are highly desirable fefe scattering.

Eiy. Finally, we calculate the dynamical polarization (DP) po-
In order to investigate the origin of the 10% enhancementiential induced by the four-body breakup processes, inrorde

we perform the three-body CDCC calculation by assumindg© understand (.effeS:ts.of the processes on the elastic Sogtte

the di-neutron model fofHe structure; in the model, the The DP potential/;yp is given by

di-neutron density is assumed to be the same as that of the

deuteron, and then the resultifigle density is close to the Ubp(R) = UZ(R) —UZ . (R), (12)



5

sl L e e wmmeyr the real part o// . . The W] is about 20% of the imag-
I (1=10) inary part ofU . (dot-dot-dashed line), whiler] ¥ oscil-
I . ] lates with R, so the net effect oW]‘Dls) is negligibly small.
=0 o Thus, one sees that inclusion of the four-body breakup pro-
D | Pl | N
Sl e V7 ] cesses, i.e., beyond the three-body breakup, makes the real
-3 region [y ] part of U/ . slightly shallow and the imaginary one deep. In
S5 le—] VoP  Four-body . Coco e
o [ wescoce | particular, the latter effect is important and can be asslime
, [ Three-bodd come from the Borromean structure®fe. This is consistent
- wi®Scpce with the fact that the total reaction cross section is enbdnc
| - imudy ] by the Borromean structure.
i T ‘R‘[f‘m‘] 01 In conclusion, a fully quantum-mechanical method of treat-

ing four-body nuclear breakup is presented by extending
) o _ ) _ the continuum-discretized coupled-channels method. The
FIG. 6: The dynamical polarization potential fée+2C scattering method called four-body CDCC is applied Gble+'2C scat-

at 18 MeV with the grazing angular momentuf = 10. The solid o500 2t 18 and 229.8 MeV in whichHe easily breaks up
and dotted lines, respectively, represent the real andimagngparts

of the DP potential calculated by four-body CDCC. The dashrail into MO neutrons andHe. In_four-l_Jody CD(.:C’ thre_e_—body
dot-dashed lines correspond to those of three-body CDCltvie ~ CONtinuum states dfHe are discretized by diagonalizing the
di-neutron model fofHe structure. The dot-dot-dashed line repre- internal Hamiltonian of’He with the Gaussian basis func-
sents the imaginary part of the double-folded poterifigl,, . tions. The validity of four-body CDCC is confirmed by clear
convergence of the calculated elastic and energy-integrat
breakup cross sections with respect to increasing the numbe
of the Gaussian basis functions. We can say from the conver-
gence that the Gaussian basis functions form an approximate
complete set in a finite configuration space being important
for four-body nuclear breakup processes. Furthermore, we
where~ is the scattering wave-function in the elastic- find a 10% enhancement of the total reaction cross section of

X01o,Lo _ 9 ’ SHe+'2C at 18 MeV relative to that dfLi+2C at the similar
channel calculated with CDCC, and; defined by Eq.LI2)  energy. Half of the 10% enhancementis due to the Borromean
is so-called the equivalent local potential. The detailet d styycture of°He. For the elastic scattering, the four-body
inition of the DP potential is shown in Rel._[21]. Figu® 6 preakup processes make, in particular, the imaginary fart o
shows the DP potential for tii¢le+2C scattering at 18 MeV  the double-folded potential deep, which is originated ia th
with the total grazing angular momentuf. = 10. The “in- Borromean structure §He. In the present analysis four-body
sensitive region” ofz shown in the figure is defined with the coulomb breakup is neglected. However, it would be possible
condition that|xyy, 1, (FPor,, 12)| is less than 5% of its max- g treat the Coulomb breakup within the present frameweérk, i
imum value in the asymptotic region. The DP potential isthe complex-range Gaussian basis functions are tdkén [23].
almost independent of aroundJ,, in the peripheral region. gy rther work along this line is highly expected.
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n d? K2 Lo(LO + 1) J
(Ed—RQ m R + Usq(R) + Vo (R) — Ein)

XXOJIO,LO (Por,» R) = 0,(12)
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