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Constraining the astrophysical p process: Cross section measurement
of the 84Kr(p, γ )85Rb reaction in inverse kinematics
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One of the biggest questions in nuclear astrophysics is understanding where the elements come from and
how they are made. This work focuses on the p process, a nucleosynthesis process that consists of a series of
photodisintegration reactions responsible for producing stable isotopes on the proton-rich side of stability. These
nuclei, known as the p nuclei, cannot be made through the well-known neutron-capture processes. Currently
p-process models rely heavily on theory to provide the relevant reaction rates to predict the final p-nuclei
abundances and more experimental data is needed. The present work reports on an experiment performed with
the SuN detector at the National Superconducting Cyclotron Laboratory, NSCL, at Michigan State University
using the ReA facility to measure the 84Kr(p, γ )85Rb reaction cross section in inverse kinematics. The reverse
85Rb(γ , p)84Kr reaction is a branching point in the p-process reaction network that was highlighted as an
important reaction in sensitivity studies in the production of the 78Kr p nucleus. A new hydrogen gas target was
designed and fabricated and a new analysis technique for background subtraction and efficiency calculations
of the detector were developed. The experimental cross section is compared to standard statistical model
calculations using the NON-SMOKER and TALYS codes.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Heavy element nucleosynthesis is a leading question in
the nuclear astrophysics field. The founding nucleosynthesis
concepts were first introduced by Burbidge, Burbidge, Fowler,
and Hoyle (B2FH) [1] and Cameron [2] in 1957; however,
there are still gaps in our knowledge to this day. There are
two main neutron-capture processes responsible for creating
the stable isotopes of heavy elements known as the s (slow)
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and r (rapid) processes [3,4]. However, there are 35 stable
proton-rich nuclei ranging in mass from Se (Z = 34) to Hg (Z
= 80) known as the p nuclei, which cannot be made through a
neutron-capture process [5,6]. P-nuclei production is mainly
attributed to the p process, also known as the γ process, which
is a series of photodisintegration reactions, such as (γ , n),
(γ , p), and (γ , α) reactions [7].

The astrophysical site of the p process is still not clear.
Some of the proposed sites are Type II supernovae (SNII)
[8,9] and Type Ia supernovae [10]. For many decades, the
most favored astrophysical site has been SNII when the shock
wave passes through the O/Ne layer of the star where the
relevant temperatures for the p process, from 1.5–3.5 GK,
are reached. However, recent studies indicate that the Type
Ia scenario may make a more dominant contribution to the
p-nuclei abundances [11]. The νp process in neutrino driven
winds of a SNII is thought to also contribute to the production
of the p nuclei [12].

In addition to astrophysical uncertainties, there are
also nuclear physics uncertainties that go into abundance
calculations. P-process network calculations consist of
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FIG. 1. The theoretical production paths, in blue, and destruction
paths, in red, for 85Rb [16,17]. All reactions have been measured
except for the 85Rb(γ , p)84Kr branch.

approximately 20 000 reactions on stable and radioactive
isotopes, both of which require nuclear data input. Several
measurements have been performed over the last 20 years on
stable isotopes [6]. However, to date, there has only been one
direct measurement on a radioactive isotope [13]. Sensitivity
studies have been performed to identify the most important
reactions that affect the final abundances of the p nuclei
[14–16]. In one such sensitivity study [15], Rauscher et al.
performed a model-independent investigation to identify im-
portant branching points along the p-process reaction path.
The dominating reactions in this reaction network are (γ , n)
reactions; however, for certain isotopes the (γ , p) or (γ , α) re-
actions begin to dominate [15]. Those isotopes are branching
points in the reaction network where experimental measure-
ments are important to identify how the reaction network
flows through that region and can subsequently change the
final p-nuclei abundances. 85Rb was listed as a branching
point where the reaction network could proceed through 84Rb
via the (γ , n) reaction or 84Kr via the (γ , p) reaction. The
reaction pathway though this mass region can affect the final
abundance of the 78Kr p nucleus.

Figure 1 shows the theoretical production and destruc-
tion channels of 85Rb for the p-process reaction network
[16,17]. The neutron-capture reactions, 84Rb(n, γ )85Rb [18],
85Rb(n, γ )86Rb [19], and 85Rb(p, n)85Sr [20] have all been
previously measured. The final unknown cross section is the
85Rb(γ , p)84Kr branch. Therefore, experimentally measuring
this reaction will have an important impact on the p-process
reaction flow in this mass region. The present work reports
on a measurement of the 84Kr(p, γ )85Rb reaction which can
be related to the inverse reaction through the detailed balance
theorem [21].

The experimental technique used for the measurement is
discussed in Sec. II. The new analysis technique development
and its validation with a previously published SuN experiment
measuring the 90Zr(p, γ )91Nb reaction in Sec. III [22]. Lastly,

FIG. 2. A diagram of the experimental set up without SuN-
SCREEN. Beam comes from the right and enters the setup. The
beam current was measured off of the beam pipe which was used
as a Faraday cup.

the results are discussed as well as their impact on the p-
process reaction flow in the Kr mass region in Sec. IV.

II. EXPERIMENTAL

The experiment was performed at the National Supercon-
ducting Cyclotron Laboratory at Michigan State University
using the ReAccelerator (ReA) facility [23]. A beam of 84Kr
was delivered to the experimental setup at four different
beam energies: 2.8 MeV/u, 3.1 MeV/u, 3.4 MeV/u, and
3.7 MeV/u. The 84Kr(p, γ )85Rb cross section was measured
in inverse kinematics with the summing NaI(Tl) (SuN) de-
tector shown in Fig. 2 [24]. SuN is a cylindrical detector of
optically isolated NaI crystals 16 inches in length and diame-
ter with a 1.77 inch borehole in the center resulting in nearly
4π angular coverage. Because SuN has optically isolated seg-
ments, the sum-of-segments spectra and the total absorption
spectra (TAS) can both be analyzed separately [24]. The TAS
sums the γ rays on an event-by-event basis and is sensitive to
the populated excitation energies. The sum of segments adds
the histograms of the individual segments and is sensitive to
the individual γ -ray transitions.

The scintillating cosmic ray eliminating ensemble (SuN-
SCREEN) [25] was placed above SuN to help eliminate
the cosmic-ray background as an active veto detector. SuN-
SCREEN is comprised of nine plastic scintillator bars and to
reduce dark noise from the PMTs a coincidence is required
between the front and back PMT in the same bar.

A small gas-cell target filled with hydrogen gas was placed
in the center of SuN which was a new addition to the exper-
imental setup. It is made of plastic with a tantalum ring on
the front face and tantalum foil lining the inside of the cell
to shield the beam from the plastic and reduce beam-induced
background. The gas cell has a 2-μm-thick molybdenum foil
which was used for the front and back cell window and is
approximately 4 cm in length. It was filled with 600 Torr of
hydrogen gas for the experiment and the beam loses approxi-
mately 0.19–0.22 MeV/u as it goes through the molybdenum
foil depending on the initial beam energy.

065804-2



CONSTRAINING THE ASTROPHYSICAL p PROCESS: … PHYSICAL REVIEW C 105, 065804 (2022)

III. ANALYSIS AND RESULTS

A. The γ-summing technique

The experiment was run in inverse kinematics with a 84Kr
beam impinging on a hydrogen-gas-cell target in the center
of SuN. SuN has been used previously in inverse kinemat-
ics to successfully measure the 27Al(p, γ )28Si reaction cross
section [26]. The excited state and the sum peak appear at
Ec.m. + Q, where Ec.m is the center-of-mass energy and Q is
the Q value of the reaction. The beam energies ranged from
2.8 MeV/u to 3.7 MeV/u and with a Q value of 7.0 MeV this
places the sum peaks in the region of 7–9 MeV. The sum peaks
were wider than forward kinematics measurements due to the
Doppler shift and energy straggling through the Mo foil and
the H2 gas.

B. Background subtraction

Background subtraction of both beam-induced and room
background was very important for this analysis. To isolate
cosmic-ray and room background, two subtraction meth-
ods were implemented. SuNSCREEN was used as an active
cosmic-ray veto detector where events in SuN coming in co-
incidence with SuNSCREEN were rejected. This coincidence
rejection is the first step in the background isolation process.

Secondly, the beam timing structure was used to isolate
the remaining room background. The beam was pulsed in
100 μs pulses separated by 200 ms. The data collection was
triggered by the beam pulses creating 100 μs beam gates. To
isolate the remaining room background within the beam gate,
a shifted background gate with the same 100 μs length was
also recorded. Beginning 100 ms after the initial beam pulse,
this gate recorded only room background events and were
subtracted from the beam gates.

After subtracting the cosmic-ray and room backgrounds
from the spectra, the beam-induced background from the gas
cell needs to be isolated. For this reason, data were taken with
the gas cell filled with 600 Torr of hydrogen gas and devoid
of hydrogen gas. For the empty-cell runs, the gas cell and the
beam pipe were in vacuum. The empty-cell runs were scaled
as a function of deposited current and subtracted from the
full-cell runs.

After completing the background subtraction, Doppler
corrections were applied on a segment-by-segment basis as
outlined in Ref [26]. Figure 3 shows the fully Doppler cor-
rected and background subtracted TAS for the highest beam
energy for the 84Kr(p, γ )85Rb cross section in purple. The
black dotted line corresponds to the spectrum taken with the
gas cell full of hydrogen gas while the red dotted-dashed line
is the scaled empty gas cell spectrum. To arrive at the purple
spectra shown in Fig. 3, first an anticoincidence is applied
for SuN and SuNSCREEN events. Secondly, a beam gate
and background gate are created for all of the data for each
beam energy for both the full-cell and empty-cell runs. The
empty-cell runs as scaled as a function of beam current listed
in Table I and subtracted from the full-cell runs.

The sum peak is still broader than in a forward kinematics
experiment due to the Doppler shift and the energy loss of the
beam through the gas cell. The energy loss through the cell

FIG. 3. Total absorption spectra for the 84Kr(p, γ )85Rb reaction
at the highest beam energy, 3.7 MeV/u. The black dotted line shows
the gas cell filled with hydrogen gas, the red dotted-dashed line
shows the scaled empty cell spectrum and the purple line is the fully
background subtracted and Doppler corrected spectrum. The purple
spectrum was used for the remaining analysis and the insert is a
closer view of the sum peak above background.

is the dominant factor in the peak broadening which means
the previous analysis techniques for calculating the detector
efficiency used in Refs. [22,24] are not applicable here. While
the measurement performed in Ref. [22] was also in inverse
kinematics, it had a thin solid target which did not affect the
detector efficiency. In order to account for the efficiency due
to the gas cell, a new method was developed and is outlined in
Sec. III C.

C. Efficiency validation: 90Zr(p, γ )91Nb

SuN’s summing efficiency is more complex due to the
Doppler broadening of the peaks. When using a thin CH2
target, as was done in [26], the traditional techniques for the
efficiency correction are still valid. However, in the present
work the use of a gas cell with a relatively thick entrance
window caused additional broadening.

A new analysis technique was developed and validated
with a previously published data set using SuN in regular
kinematics measuring the 90Zr(p, γ )91Nb cross section. These
data were analyzed with the traditional efficiency technique
outlined in Ref. [22] and compared to the new efficiency
technique for validation. The new analysis technique consists
of a two-step simulation process using both the RAINIER [27]
and GEANT4 [28] codes. RAINIER is a statistical model code
that simulates the γ -ray cascades from an excitation energy
of a compound nucleus. It outputs a series of γ -ray cascades

TABLE I. The total deposited beam current and number of parti-
cles per beam energy.

Beam energy (MeV) Current (C) Number of particles

3.7 1.36 × 10−06 1.36 × 1011

3.4 1.20 × 10−06 2.77 × 1011

3.1 2.63 × 10−06 2.64 × 1011

2.8 3.92 × 10−06 9.06 × 1011
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which are then input into GEANT4 accounting for the detector
response of SuN [27]. The simulated and experimental TAS,
sum-of-segments, and multiplicity spectra are compared, and
the efficiency is extracted.

The first step is understanding the γ -ray cascades from the
excited compound nucleus. These cascades define the γ -ray
energy and multiplicity which subsequently impacts the sum-
ming efficiency of SuN. RAINIER must be run at the specific
excitation energy, Ex, that corresponds to the energy of the
reaction. The cascades depend on the choice of nuclear level
density and γ -ray strength function within RAINIER.

There are two different level density models in RAINIER that
can be chosen: the constant temperature model (CTM) or the
back-shifted Fermi gas model (BSFGM) [29,30]. In RAINIER

the user can also select different γ -ray strength functions for
various transition types: E1, M1, and E2. E1 can be either
the standard Lorentzian [31,32], general Lorentzian [33], the
Kadmenskij-Markushev-Furman model (KMF) [34], or the
Kopecky-Chrien model (KOP). M1 transitions are typically
described as a standard Lorentzian with or without an up
bend at low energies [35]. A systematic investigation of the
RAINIER parameters was performed in [36] to find the best
match for experimental data for the 90Zr(p, γ )91Nb reaction.
This reaction was chosen because it was a regular kinematics
experiment with a solid thin target and would have a more
simplistic simulation process. It was also possible to perform
the new efficiency analysis and keep the rest of the original
process in Ref. [22] identical. In this way we could isolate the
efficiency analysis to validate the new technique. More details
on this process are shown in Ref [36].

Once the RAINIER inputs are chosen, the γ -ray cascades are
run through GEANT4 to account for the detector response be-
fore comparing the simulations to the experimental data. The
number of counts in the sum peak of the simulation compared
to the total number of simulated events gives the simulated
summing efficiency of the SuN detector for that particular
reaction and beam energy. This calculation must be repeated
for each beam energy. The cross section was recalculated for
the 90Zr data with the new efficiencies but the remainder of the
analysis was unchanged. Figure 4 shows the cross sections for
the new technique as blue stars and the original data points
are shown as green circles [22]. The two techniques agree
within uncertainty and validate the new analysis technique
which was then used to calculate the 84Kr(p, γ )85Rb cross
section.

D. 84Kr(p, γ )85Rb cross section

The newly developed efficiency technique was applied to
the 84Kr(p, γ )85Rb reaction taking into account modifications
due to the use of the gas-cell target. Table II details the en-
ergetics of the beam as it passes through various stages of
the gas cell. The energy width of the gas cell, �E , affects
the width of the sum peak and consequently gives a range of
available entry state energies for the reaction since the beam
can interact at any point within the gas cell. In order to account
for this in the efficiency simulations, RAINIER was run with
different Ex energies to cover the energy width of the gas cell
in increments of 0.1 MeV.

FIG. 4. The previously published SuN data for the
90Zr(p, γ )91Nb reaction are displayed as green circles [22], the
NON-SMOKER calculations as a black line, and the cross
section values calculated with the new efficiency analysis are
shown as blue stars.

A χ2 minimization was run on the simulations to find
the overall contribution to the sum peak, or feeding ratio, of
each available Ex within the gas cell range. The TAS, sum-of-
segments, and multiplicity spectra are all fit simultaneously,
and the sum of segments and multiplicity are gated on the sum
peak energy range. Example fits for the 3.1 MeV beam energy
are shown in Fig. 5 with the simulations shown as dotted red
lines and the experimental data shown as black lines.

In order to account for uncertainties from the simulation
process, RAINIER was run with 12 different sets of level density
and γ -ray strength function parameters. The analysis was
repeated for each parameter set at each beam energy. To
extract the simulated detector yield, the feeding ratios were
summed and multiplied by the number of simulated events.
Once the efficiency was calculated, the final cross section was
calculated using the following equation:

σ = A

NAξ

1

Nb

I

ε
, (1)

where A is the target mass, NA is Avogadro’s number, ξ is
the target thickness, Nb is the number of the beam particles,
I is the number of times the reaction is detected, and ε is
the detector efficiency. To account for the uncertainty in the
energy due to the energy loss of the beam through the gas

TABLE II. Details of the beam energy as it goes through the gas-
cell used for cross-section measurements. The center of mass energy,
E0, after the entrance foil, the center of mass energy, Ef , after the full
gas cell prior to the exit foil, and the energy width, �E , of the gas
cell.

Beam energy (MeV) E0 (MeV) Ef (MeV) �E (MeV)

3.7 3.060 2.835 0.225
3.4 2.758 2.535 0.223
3.1 2.458 2.235 0.223
2.8 2.192 1.994 0.198
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FIG. 5. An example of the χ 2 minimization fits of the TAS, sum
of segments and multiplicity spectra for the 3.1 MeV/u beam energy.
The red dotted lines are simulations and the black lines are the
experimental data.

cell an effective energy was calculated [37]. Within the energy
range of the gas cell, the measured cross section could have
come from any of the available entry state energies with a
higher probability of coming from the higher energy states
which have higher cross sections. This effective energy is
calculated by

Eeff = E0 − �E + �E

[
− σ2

σ1 − σ2
+

√
σ 2

1 + σ 2
2

2(σ1 − σ2)2

]
, (2)

where E0, E f , and �E are listed in Table II, σ1 = σ (E0) and
σ2 = σ (E f ) [38]. The cross sections used to calculate the Eeff

were taken from NON-SMOKER [39].
The simulated efficiencies were used to calculate the cross

sections with Eq. (1) for each set of inputs and averaged to
find an uncertainty in the simulation and fitting processes.
The average variation in the final cross section due to the
simulations and fitting was 2%. With the technique used here
the efficiency of SuN for detecting the full energy peak was
46(4)%. No significant variation was observed within the un-
certainty. Uncertainties from the beam current measurement
and gas cell pressure were approximately 5% and the statisti-
cal uncertainty was 10%.

IV. DISCUSSION

The final measured cross sections at the effective en-
ergy are shown in Fig. 6. The red line corresponds to the
NON-SMOKER calculations, the blue band shows the TALYS

calculations, and the black circles are the the newly measured
cross section values of the 84Kr(p, γ )85Rb reaction and its
uncertainty at the center of mass effective energy [39,40].
The dashed black line shows the energy range of the gas
cell. The blue band is calculated in TALYS by using all of the
different level density and γ -ray strength function parameter
combinations for this reaction.

FIG. 6. The measured cross section of the 84Kr(p, γ )85Rb reac-
tion are shown as black circles and the associated uncertainty. The
dashed line shows the energy width of the gas cell and the data point
is presented at the effective energy. The blue band shows the TALYS

calculations and the red line shows the NON-SMOKER calculations.

The measured cross sections agree with the theoretical
predictions within uncertainty. With the experimental values
matching theory it constrains the uncertainties of the nuclear
inputs for this reaction in the astrophysical models. Figure 7
shows the p-process reaction flow in the Kr mass region. It
is typically dominated by the light blue highlighted (γ , n)

FIG. 7. The mass region around 84Kr with the predominant (γ , n)
reactions highlighted in light blue at the top and bottom of the
figure. With the 84Kr(p, γ )85Rb cross section agreeing with theory,
the reaction flow would follow the blue highlighted reaction chain
instead of the striped red reaction chain.
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TABLE III. The measured cross sections for the 84Kr(p, γ )85Rb
reaction at the four effective energies and the associated uncertainty.

Eeff (MeV) Cross section (mb) Uncertainty (mb)

2.961 2.572 0.389
2.663 0.801 0.099
2.367 0.305 0.056
2.121 0.095 0.014

reactions shown at the top and bottom of the figure until
branching points are hit.

Recall that the 85Rb(γ , p)84Kr reaction was marked as a
branching point between the (γ , n) and (γ , p) reactions. If
the cross section for the 84Kr(p, γ )85Rb reaction matches the-
ory, as is shown with this measurement, the reaction network
would flow through the chain with the higher predicted reac-
tion rate. Examining the reaction rates predicted by the JINA
REACLIB database in the Gamow window temperature range
of 2–3.5 GK, the (γ , p) chain shown in blue will dominate
instead of the (γ , n) chain shown in striped red [41]. Therefore
the path to the p nucleus, 78Kr, should mainly go through the
krypton chain instead of the rubidium chain.

There has been a recently published value for the cross
section of the 84Kr(p, γ )85Rb reaction by Lotay et al. [13].
They have quoted the cross section as 94+64

−30 μb at an effective
center of mass energy of 2.435 MeV which does not agree
with the cross sections presented in this work in Table III.
An independent measurement on this cross section is needed
to resolve the discrepancy. Despite the disagreement between

these measurements, it remains true that the (γ , p) chain will
dominate.

V. CONCLUSIONS

The 84Kr(p, γ )85Rb cross section was directly measured
using the SuN detector in inverse kinematics. A new hydrogen
gas-cell target was designed and tested for this experiment
as well as a new efficiency analysis technique. The new
efficiency analysis technique was validated with the previ-
ously published 90Zr(p, γ )91Nb cross section measured with
SuN [22]. This measurement confirms the direction of the
p-process reaction flow which feeds the creation of the 78Kr
p nucleus as proceeding via the krypton chain instead of the
rubidium chain. This experimental technique can be used for
future measurements to help further constrain the p-process
reaction network by measuring currently unknown p-process
cross sections on radioactive isotopes.
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