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In this paper we discuss inelastic breakup, which is one of the direct components of the inclusive ener-
gy spectra for transfer to the continuum reactions. There is inelastic breakup when a nucleon is emitted
by the projectile without being absorbed by the target but at the same time the target undergoes an in-
elastic excitation because of the final-state interaction. We estimate the inelastic breakup from the imag-
inary part of the nucleon-nucleus optical potential. The basic assumption is that inelastic processes give
the major contribution to the surface part of the absorptive potential. Our approach allows inelastic
breakup to be distinguished from elastic breakup in which the target remains in its ground state and
from other types of absorptive effects like transfer to single particle and/or compound nucleus reso-
nances and we discuss the energy evolution of the various processes.

PACS number(s): 25.70.—z

I. INTRODUCTION

This paper is concerned with heavy-ion reactions in
which a single nucleon is removed from the projectile and
transferred to a continuum state of the target nucleus.
An example is 208pp(20Ne, 1Ne )2Pb*, where the neu-
tron from 2°Ne is transferred into an unbound state in
209Pb. An approximate formula given in the appendix of
Ref. [1] expressed the probability of transfer to the con-
tinuum in terms of the scattering matrix Sy, for elastic
scattering of the transferred neutron by the target. The S
matrix is unitary, hence S, includes the effects of elastic
scattering, inelastic scattering, and transfer to resonance
states. If the interaction of the neutron with the target is
represented by an optical model, then the effects of both
transfer of the neutron into resonance states of the target
and inelastic scattering are included in the imaginary part
of the optical potential.

In order to understand experimental spectra it is neces-
sary to disentangle the two processes which give rise to
the absorption. An inclusive experiment measures the to-
tal transfer cross section which has components due to
elastic breakup, inelastic breakup, and resonance absorp-
tion. The behavior of the spectra depends on how much
each process contributes and this in turn depends on the
incident energy. At low incident energy and for final
ejectile energies higher than the beam energy the spectra
have some bumps [2—-5]. These have been shown [3,4,6]
to be due to transfer to high angular momentum states of
the target. In this case the calculations in [3] show that
the elastic breakup is very small. A part of the absorp-
tion is due to inelastic breakup and it is important to
have an estimate of this contribution. The remaining
part gives the strength of the transfer to single particle
resonances [6]. On the other hand, an experiment in
which the light particle emitted by the projectile is
detected at forward angles in coincidence with the projec-
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tilelike fragment gives the direct component of the reac-
tion. This is the sum of the elastic and inelastic breakup
contributions.

Therefore one is interested in estimating the strength
of the inelastic breakup. The spectrum obtained by add-
ing this to the elastic breakup part discussed in Ref. [2]
can be compared with the results of a coincidence experi-
ment. The difference between the absorption as discussed
in Refs. [1] and [2] and the inelastic breakup gives infor-
mation on the single particle strength.

In Ref. [2] the final-state interaction of the neutron
with the target was represented by an optical potential.
The transfer to the continuum had a breakup part and an
absorptive part. The absorption included contributions
from compound nucleus formation and inelastic breakup.
It was also shown that the scattering of the neutron by
the target could be calculated by perturbation theory
(Born approximation) if the energy of the incident heavy
ion was large enough. The Born approximation formulas
obtained in Ref. [2] were

dereakup __m 1
de, #k, 2moH
X [ db|V,(b,k,— k)i (b,k,)I?, (1.1
dP s __ 1 Im
d&f MZUZ
><ff:d%hzl(x,y,kl)IZVZ(r) . (1.2)

for the elastic breakup and absorption, respectively. ¥V,
is the nucleon nucleus optical potential and Im¥, <O.

A proper calculation of the inelastic breakup contribu-
tion would require a coupled-channel calculation. In this
paper we obtain a simple estimate by the following argu-
ment. Neutron inelastic scattering is a surface effect and
it contributes mainly to the surface region of the imagi-
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nary part of the neutron optical potential. From the ab-
sorption formula (1.2) calculated in Born approximation
one can see that the integrand is different from zero only
in a limited region of space between the two nuclei where
the surface of the target potential overlaps with the
initial-state wave function. Resonance effects are neglect-
ed since they are due to the strong interaction of the neu-
tron with the interior of the potential. The results given
in Fig. 6 of Ref. [2] show that the perturbation formula
(1.2) misses the resonance effects but is accurate at high
neutron final energies where the imaginary part of the
neutron-nucleus optical potential is almost certainly due
to inelastic scattering. Hence using Eq. (1.2) to calculate
the absorption corresponds to considering that part of
the optical potential that describes direct inelastic excita-
tion of the target.

In Sec. IT we generalize Eq. (1.1) to obtain the inelastic
breakup component of transfer to the continuum. This
involves summing contributions to all excited states of
the target. In Sec. IIT we show that this sum can be re-
placed by the imaginary part of a phenomenological opti-
cal potential. We find that the inelastic breakup formula
corresponds to Eq. (1.2), which gives the absorption cal-
culated in Born approximation. Section IV contains the
discussion of some numerically calculated spectra and
finally we give some conclusions in Sec. V.

II. INELASTIC BREAKUP

The elastic breakup formula Eq. (1.1), which is based
on the approximate propagator G =G, ¥,G,; discussed in
Ref. [2], can be generalized to include cases in which the
neutron scatters inelastically from the target. The neu-
tron bound to a projectile (represented by a potential V)
is excited into the continuum when it strikes the target
(represented by the potential ¥,). But now the target can
also be excited from some initial state a to some final
state 5. The potential ¥, is assumed to move along a
classical path with constant velocity v[1] and ¥, is fixed.
That is, we work in a frame of reference where the target
is at rest. The neutron-target total wave function in the
initial and final channels is

P=¢iXa» Pr=0sXp-

Here x, is the ground state of the target with energy
€,=0 and Xj is an excited state. Initially the neutron is
bound to the moving potential V,(r—vt). The initial
neutron wave function is

¢;(r,t)=v,(r—vt)exp(i /A)[mv-r—(tmv+e;)t)] .

2.1

(2.2)

The interaction with the potential V, causes the neu-
tron to make a transition to a continuum final state
whose wave function is

ds(r,t)=explik-r—e st /#) . (2.3)

It consists of a plane wave representing the final state of
the neutron and a time-dependent part containing the
final energy

e, =egt#k?/2m , (2.4)
which is the sum of the excitation energy eg of the final
nuclear state and the kinetic energy of the neutron. At
the same time the target is excited to an internal state Y,
with excitation energy eg.

The transition amplitude calculated by time-dependent
perturbation theory is

1
Aﬁa(k)=§fdtfdr¢}(r,t)VBa(r)¢,-(r,t) , (2.5

where we have already integrated over the target internal
coordinates. Here Vg, (r) is the matrix element of the
neutron-nucleus interaction between the states 8 and a.
In the following we choose the z axis parallel to the direc-
tion of relative motion. The time integral in Eq. (2.5) can
be calculated by making a change of variables from ¢ to
z'=z—vt. As in Ref. [2] the result is expressed in terms
of the Fourier transforms of Vg, and ¢, with respect to
the z axis as

i . =
ABa(k)=U—ﬁ—fdbexp(—tkl~b)Vﬁa(b,kz—k2)

X¢;(b,ky) , (2.6)

where b is the projection of the vector r on the (x,y)
plane, k, is the z component of k, k, is the component of
k parallel to the (x,y) plane, and

ky=(g;—g; +eg—tmv?) /fw ,
2.7
k,=(e;—&;+eg+imv?) /v .

The reaction Q value is Q = — (g, —¢; +¢5) <0.

It is interesting to note the similarity between Eq. (2.6)
and Eq. (A10) of the Appendix which gives the eikonal
form of the amplitude for scattering of a free neutron
when the target makes a transition from channel a to
channel B. Considering that in Eq. (A10) kg=k, and k,
is the momentum in the incident channel corresponding
to k, in Eq. (2.6) we notice that the characteristic of Eq.
(2.6) is to depend on the neutron initial momentum distri-
bution ¢;(b,k,) which is determined by its wave function
in the projectile.

The total transfer probability to a final state with the
target nucleus excited to a state B8 and a neutron with
momentum in an interval dk dk, is

aP=—= S [d%k,dk,| A K)? . 2.8)
87" pra
If we make the approximation that
e, —eg=m(k}+k2)/2m =~#k2/2m , 2.9

that is put k, =kgz where #°k}/2m =¢;—¢;, then argu-
ments analogous to those used in Ref. [2] give an energy
spectrum

dPeone _ 1 1
de; v 270 2#?

X 3 [db|Pp(b,kg—k,)F:(b,k )| .
B*a

(2.10)
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Here we approximated kg in the denominator by mv /4,
that is, we neglect the dependence on ¢,. Some off-shell
effects are neglected when we make these approxima-
tions.

III. INELASTIC SCATTERING
AND THE OPTICAL POTENTIAL.

In this section we make a connection between Egs.
(2.10) and (1.2). This can be done in a direct way if the
scattering of the neutron by the target is calculated in the
eikonal approximation.

The transition amplitude for elastic scattering of a neu-
tron by an effective potential given by the eikonal approx-
imation is 8]

k.

27

© —ik, - :
fe=s [ Tde MPetv 1], 3.1)

where y(k,b) is proportional to the phase shift and in
terms of the optical potential is given by

1 +

XOP‘(k’b)z _—ﬁ; —

Vopt(b,2)dz
1 I
=—Z;fReVoptdz—;;fImVoptdz . (32

On the other hand, in the Appendix we have shown
that the eikonal approximation can be used to get the
elastic scattering amplitude in a coupled-channel calcula-
tion and we obtained

Kk
2mi Yo

fo= “d%e e Plg bz=c0)—1],  (3.3)

where g, is the elastic channel wave function amplitude
calculated by the eikonal approximation and given by Eq.
(A16) as

1 _
ol0)~e - Via(bkg—k,)|? (3.4)
at® *P 2422 ﬁ§a| g g : |

Therefore inserting Eq. (3.2) into (3.1) and Eq. (3.4) into
(3.3) and then comparing (3.3) with (3.1) we get

+ 1 ~
f ) ImVopt(b’z)dZ:—%B§a|Vﬁa(b’k'B—k“)|2 .

(3.5)

Equation (3.5) is interesting because it relates the phe-
nomenological optical potential to the coupled-channel
matrix elements. A similar result was obtained by Bonac-
corso and Brink in 1982 starting from Feshbach’s formal-
ism [cf. Eq. (20) of Ref. [7]].

In the coupled-channel calculation k, is the neutron
momentum in the incident channel. In our transfer mod-
el k, defined in Eq. (2.6) is the neutron momentum rela-
tive to the target. Then using Eq. (3.5) with k,=k, in
Eq. (2.10) we get that the inelastic breakup probability
formula is equivalent to Eq. (1.2) which gives the absorp-
tion calculated in Born approximation.

IV. ENERGY SPECTRA

We have shown that the inclusive cross section for
transfer to the continuum is made up of several com-
ponents. Their relative strength depends on the projectile
target combination and on the incident energy. In this
section we illustrate this by showing results for different
energies and projectile target combinations. The spectra
are calculated with the formulas given in the previous
section and in Ref. [3]. The effect of spin in resonant
transfer was taken into account according to the method
in the Appendix of Ref. [3]. The numerical parameters
used in the calculations are the same as in Ref. [3]. We
have chosen cases for which experimental data exist.

One problem related to the understanding of experi-
mental data consists in the so-called “extraction of the
background.” The background is known to be due to
direct types of reactions like breakup in which the emit-
ted nucleon does not interact much with the target.
Some experimental spectra like the ones of Refs. [4,5]
show bumps which seem to be superimposed on a very
wide background. As we mentioned in the Introduction
it has been shown that these bumps are due to transfer to
single particle resonance states in the target [3,4,6]. It is
therefore useful to have an estimate of the background to
understand the relative strength of the transfer to reso-
nance states compared to the breakup. This relative
strength depends on the states which are available in the
initial and final nucleus. If the states are such that there
are good matching conditions, then transfer will be
favored with respect to breakup.

Figures 1-3 show calculations corresponding to the
experimental data of Refs. [4,5]. Figures 4 and 5 are re-
lated to some data of Ref. [10]. In Ref. [10] an estimate
of the transfer and direct component of the spectra was
attempted.

Figures 1 and 2

show the reaction
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FIG. 1. Spectrum of the reaction 2°Pb(**Ne, '"Ne)**Pb at
E;,.=40 MeV/nucleon. Numerical parameters are as in Ref.
[3], cf. Ref. [4] for a similar experimental spectrum. The full
curve gives the total cross section for transfer to the continuum,
the dot curve gives the inelastic breakup while the close-dotted
curve gives the elastic breakup, the dot-dashed curve gives the
total breakup, and the dashed curve gives the total absorption
calculated with the optical model.
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FIG. 2. Same reaction and energy as Fig. 1. The dashed
curve gives the resonant transfer, the dot-dashed curve gives the
sum of the elastic and inelastic breakup, and the solid curve
gives the sum of the three processes.

208pp(2°Ne, 1°Ne)?®Pb at E,,, =40 MeV/nucleon. The
full curve in Fig. 1 shows the total cross section for
transfer to the continuum calculated according to Egs.
(2.10) and (A1) of Ref. [3] and it corresponds to the in-
clusive experimental cross section. The dashed curve in
Fig. 1 represents the total absorption spectrum, while the
close-dotted curve shows the elastic breakup both calcu-
lated as in Ref. [3] using the optical model to describe the
scattering of the neutron on the target. The full curve is
the sum of the dashed and close-dotted curves. The dot-
ted curve represents the inelastic breakup calculated us-
ing Eq. (1.2). This is justified by the arguments developed
in Sec. I and II of this paper. The cross sections are cal-
culated from the transfer probability with Eq. (2.10) of
Ref. [3]. Finally the dot-dashed curve gives the sum of
the elastic and inelastic breakup. This is the spectrum
that should be seen in a coincidence experiment between
the projectilelike fragment and the light particles emitted
in forward direction and it gives a contribution to the
background mentioned earlier.

Figure 2 shows the same reaction at the same energy as
before. The dot-dashed curve is again for the elastic plus
inelastic breakup while the dashed curve gives the
transfer cross section which has been obtained by sub-
tracting this from the total cross section represented by
the full curve. One notices that in this case the elastic
plus inelastic breakup accounts for about one-third of the
cross section while the resonant transfer is quite strong
and accounts for two-thirds of the cross section at the
peak. On the tail the spectrum is just given by the elastic
plus inelastic breakup. This is due to the fact that at very
high final neutron energies there are no single particle or
compound nucleus resonance states available in the tar-
get.

Figure 3 shows the same reaction at E, =30
MeV/nucleon. It shows that the elastic plus inelastic
breakup is smaller than before and it accounts for about a
quarter of the cross section at the peak. Also it is mainly
given by inelastic breakup (dotted curve) while the elastic
breakup contribution is very small (close-dotted curve).
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FIG. 3. Same as Fig. 1 but E;,. =30 MeV/nucleon.

At low energy we see then that resonant transfer dom-
inates the cross section because the optimum Q-value
matching condition discussed at the end of Ref. [3] favors
final energies of the neutron which correspond to avail-
able resonance single particle states in the target.

Figures 4 and 5 show the reaction 2°6Pb(!*N, 1*N)2°Pb
at E; . =60 MeV/nucleon. The incident energy is higher
in this reaction and also the projectile is different. In Ref.
[3] we showed that the shape of the total spectrum was
related to the neutron momentum distribution in the ini-
tial nucleus. Figure 4 shows that at such high energies
the elastic breakup (close-dotted curve) has taken over
from the inelastic breakup (dotted curve). The total ab-
sorption has also been reduced with respect to the previ-
ous figures. The next figure shows the same reaction at
the same energy as Fig. 4. The dashed curve gives the
resonant transfer, and the dot-dashed curve is for the
elastic plus inelastic breakup. One notices that the direct
component of the spectrum is larger than the transfer
component at this energy.

There are several remarks to be done about the back-
ground. At low incident energy (Fig. 3) it is mainly due

1

T T T T T

T T T T T T T T T T T T

do/dE (mb/MeV)
NP BN

FIG. 4. Spectrum of the reaction 2°°Pb('*Ni, *Ni)*®Pb at
E;,.=60 MeV/nucleon. Numerical parameters are as in Ref.
[3]. The corresponding proton transfer experimental spectrum
was given in Ref. [10]. Same notation as Fig. 1.
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FIG. 5. Same reaction and energy as Fig. 4. Notation as in
Fig. 2.

to inelastic breakup. Also we notice that the maxima of
the elastic and inelastic spectra are well separated. The
elastic breakup is centered around the incident energy
per nucleon while the inelastic breakup is centered
around € f=%mv2—|a,-| according to the discussion in
Ref. [3]. As the incident energy increases (Figs. 1 and 2),
the elastic breakup becomes dominant and at very high
energy the background due to elastic and inelastic break-
up has a magnitude larger than the compound nucleus
component. This is clear in Fig. 5 where the dot-dashed
curve gives the background while the dashed curve gives
the transfer component which in this case is due to com-
pound nucleus resonances [3]. The strong increase of the
elastic breakup as the incident energy increases can be
understood by looking at Eq. (1.1). In Ref. [3] we showed
that for a Woods-Saxon potential an approximate form of
its Fourier transform which appears in Eq. (1.1) is given
by

(k;—ky)?ab /2

Vy(b,k,—ky)=(2mba)'/*V,(ble , (4.1)

where a is the diffuseness parameter. Equation (4.1) has a
maximum when |k£—k2| is a minimum and this corre-
sponds to £,~3mv°. Also the maximum value of the ex-
ponential term in (4.1) is given by exp[ —(¢; /v )ab /2].
This shows how the elastic breakup increases as the in-
cident energy increases because of the 1/v? dependence
in the exponential where v is the incident velocity. It also
shows that the elastic breakup is expected to be larger for
small separation energies €; of the neutron in the initial
nucleus.

This has interesting consequences for the a breakup.
It is known [11] that in fragmentation reactions often the
most populated final channel is the a channel and this
happens when the separation energy for an a particle
from the projectile is smaller than for a neutron or a pro-
ton.

On the other hand, the energy dependence of the ab-
sorption in Eq. (1.2) is contained only in the initial-state
momentum distribution ¥,(b,k,). From Eq. (2.3b) of
Ref. [3] the maximum of ¥, corresponds to a minimum of
the parameter 7 given by %’=k3+y2, where

yi=—2me, /#*, which gives for the maximum of ¥, an
exponential behavior like e_2"b~e_zyib in which only
the separation energy enters but not the incident energy.
One should mention that the neutron-nucleus optical po-
tential used in Ref. [3] and in this paper has an energy-
dependent imaginary strength according to the prescrip-
tion of Ref. [12] but this dependence is quite smooth and
does not affect the previous discussion.

In the very low energy part of the spectrum in Fig. 5
around € ,=5 MeV one may notice a little bump reminis-
cent of the peaks shown by the spectra in Figs. 1, 2, and
3. The peaks are due to the presence in 2Pb of the three
single particle resonances ki;,,j;5,2h,,, discussed in
Ref. [3], which have a large probability of being popu-
lated by transfer because of the very favorable matching
conditions.

Therefore we have shown that up to about 40
MeV/nucleon the single particle transfer effects are still
dominant and the various peaks in the spectra corre-
spond to single particle resonances populated by the
transfer and were discussed in detail in Ref. [3]. The
cross section for these reactions is more than two-thirds
of the total inclusive cross section and by integrating over
energy the contribution of every single resonance one can
give an estimate of the single particle strength. This is
very interesting and can be used to compare to single par-
ticle strengths obtained from transfer to bound-state re-
actions.

Increasing further the incident energy should give
spectra in which only the direct component is important
and this gives a basis for the interpretation of the so-
called fragmentation which is seen at very high incident
energies.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we are concerned with inelastic breakup,
which is one of the direct components contributing to in-
clusive spectra for transfer to the continuum reactions.
The eikonal approximation has been used to show that
inelastic breakup corresponds to that part of the absorp-
tion that can be treated in Born approximation. In this
way we are able to separate inelastic breakup from the to-
tal absorption which contains the resonant transfer.

Equation (1.2) has been calculated numerically to get
some spectra which have been compared to those corre-
sponding to the elastic breakup and total absorption and
obtained by using the optical model to treat the rescatter-
ing of the transferred neutron on the target. We have
shown that at low incident energies the background due
to the sum of elastic and inelastic breakup is quite small
while the cross section is mainly due to transfer reactions
to the single particle resonance states of the target. In-
creasing the incident energy the elastic breakup becomes
dominant and the elastic plus inelastic breakup back-
ground gives in fact the largest contribution to the cross
section. Transfer is still important but to compound nu-
cleus states rather than to single particle states. At ener-
gies higher than those studied in this paper (60
MeV/nucleon) the spectra should have the characteristics
of the direct component with just one peak near the final
energy corresponding to the incident energy per nucleon.
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APPENDIX

In this Appendix we apply the eikonal approximation
to the solution of the coupled-channel problem for
neutron-nucleus scattering. The aim is to obtain the
scattering amplitude in terms of the matrix elements of
the coupling potential to compare with the eikonal form
of the scattering amplitude given in terms of an effective
optical potential. In this way we will obtain a relation be-
tween the imaginary part of the optical potential and the
Fourier transform of the matrix elements of the coupling
potential, Eq. (3.5) of the text.

We introduce the total neutron-nucleus scattering
wave function

¢(r,§)=2¢3(r))(5(§) » (A1)
B

where £ are the target internal coordinates and r is the
position of the neutron with respect to the target. @
satisfies the following Scrodinger equation:

[T+H(E)+V(r,§)—e,]P(r,5)=0, (A2)

where €, is the scattering energy. V(r,£) is the interac-
tion potential between the neutron and the target nu-
cleus. The internal coordinate wave function Y, satisfies

H(EXo=txXq - (A3)

Multiplying Eq. (A2) by the complex conjugate of Eq.
(A1) and integrating over the internal coordinates we get
the coupled-channel equation

ﬁZ

- A4
> (A4)

V2¢B_(€f_83)¢3+ zVﬁa¢a=O >

where Vg, =(xp(&)|V(r,&)|x,(£)) are the potential ma-
trix elements for scattering from channel a to channel B.
In high-energy scattering the potential can be con-
sidered to vary slowly over the scale of the incident wave-
length, then in the function ¢4(7) in Eq. (A1) we can fac-
torize out the incident plane wave which we suppose will
propagate in the z direction. Then
ik B2

gB(r) , (AS)

dp=e
and g4(r) is supposed to be slowly varying. Equation
(A5) leads to the eikonal approximation for the channel
wave function introduced first by Glauber [9] to study
nuclear scattering. Using (A5) in (A4) and neglecting the
second derivative of gz since it is supposed to be slowly
varying, we obtain

ﬁz 2 . agB
lmkﬁ—8f+53 gﬁ_lﬁ2k5¥'

—itkg—k,)z

T Vgae 2,=0. (A6)

Equation (A6) can be simplified if we suppose that the ki-
netic energy in channel B is equal to the difference be-
tween the scattering energy and the target internal ener-
gy. That s,
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ﬁ—2k§=sf—eﬁ , (A7)
2m
which is the same as Eq. (2.4) of the text. Then
. ags —ilkg—k,)z
zﬁuﬂ—az—= SVeee ° 8a - (A8)
a

We solve the above equation with the condition that only
transitions from and to the ground state =0 are al-
lowed, which means that the only matrix elements
different from zero are those like V5 [13]. We then get
the set of equations

9 —i - z
vl = 5 Vpgge 08" (A9)
oz s
. 98 i(kg—kg)z
ifivg—— =Vpgoe . (A10)
a9z
The solution of Eq. (A10) is given by
_ 1 z , itkg—kg)z'
%= T, f_wdz Vo€ . (A11)
Substituting Eq. (A11) in Eq. (A9) gives
9g, 1 —ilkyg—kg)z
—=———SVyge ° °
oz ﬁZUOUB % o8
sz dz'VmgOei(kO_kﬁ)z' . (A12)

If g, is supposed to be a slowly varying function of z, it
can be taken outside the integral in the above equation
and the solution of Eq. (A 12) can be written as

go=exp [~ [ * y(2)dz ], (A13)
where
z
v@)=[" dz’F(z—2") (A14)
and
Ne 1 :
F(z—z )——m %Vog(b,Z)VBo(b,z )
xe ikoTkglz=2) (A15)

Using Eq. (A15) in Eq. (A14) gives a real and imaginary
part for y(z). The real part is symmetrical with respect
to the (z,z’) variables, therefore the integral in Eq. (A14)
can be extended to z= o with an extra factor of 1/2 in
front of it. We then neglect the imaginary part of y(z)
and obtain for g

8o =€xp l— f_wwy(z)dz ]

~exp |Vao(b,kg—k,)I? (A16)

1
— o =
2ﬁ202 B#0

In Sec. III we gave the relation between the imaginary
part of the nucleon-nucleus potential and the sum over
excited states contained in Eq. (A16). The imaginary part
of y(z), which is neglected, gives the so-called polariza-
tion potential which is a correction to the real optical po-
tential.
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