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Excitation modes of *He from proton collisions
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The cross section for inelastic scattering of Borromean halo nuclei from protons is evaluated using the Multiple
Scattering expansion of the Total transition amplitude (MST) formalism. Differential cross sections and energy
spectra are shown for p-°He at 700 MeV/nucleon. The role of spin flip excitations is analyzed.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The Borromean two-neutron halo nuclei !'Li and ®He have
been attracting many theoretical and experimental studies
since the ground state and the excited modes are not both well
understood yet, and knowledge of the continuum properties
will contribute to our understanding of the properties of
these nuclei. To illustrate the puzzling features half-unveiled
in this field, various theories [1-3] predict a variety of
excitation/resonance modes at low energies in the continuum
of the above Borromean nuclei, but up to now there is only a
clear evidence of a J* = 2% resonance for °He [4]. Thus, for
more than a decade the existence and the understanding of the
excitation modes is far from being achieved, now a detailed
study of the resonances in the continuum sea is one of the
priority tasks of radioactive beam research.

From a theoretical point of view, structure calculations
predict a rich continuum. Within few body cluster models that
include the three-body dynamics of the Borromean system
[5], two kinds of phenomena have been predicted: (i) true
three-body resonances, with three-body phase shifts crossing
/2 in all partial waves, and (ii) not-fully-fledged resonant
contributions with fast growing three-body phase shifts up to
7 /2 in some partial waves. These few-body cluster models rely
on fitted effective interactions between the cluster constituents.
In addition, the simultaneous treatment of the Pauli principle
and continuum pairing in these approaches remains today
an open problem. Shell model approaches have also been
developed but the coupling to the continuum presents a
difficult problem. Most often, excited states may appear to
be resonances in some structure models, in particular for
the soft dipole mode in Borromean nuclei. This calls for an
improvement of the structure approaches, and for new work to
test the structure theories by means of reaction observables.
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The low lying excited states of the Borromean nuclei have
also been experimentally investigated. These very difficult
studies have also often led to some contradictory results in
particular with respect to existence of a dipole excitation [6].
It is thus fair to say that our theoretical and experimental
knowledge of the Borromean resonant continuum sea is today
still very inconclusive.

Inelastic scattering may be a useful process to study the
excitation modes of halo nuclei, if it is possible to single
out particular multipole excitations. Recently the excitation
modes of ''Li were studied from inelastic collisions with
protons making use of the Multiple Scattering expansion of
the total Transition amplitude (MST) [7]. In this work good
agreement with the experimental data [8] was obtained with a
structure model in which there is a pronounced 1~ peak at low
continuum energies but yet in which there is not a fully-fledged
resonance in this breakup channel.

Excitation of the °He continuum by inelastic collisions
from protons has been predicted using a distorted wave
few-body method [9-11]. This method has the disadvantage
of the ambiguity in the choice of the optical potential for
the final excited states. The calculated inelastic observables
show the contribution from the first well known 2‘{ low energy
resonance. The predicted higher energy spectrum results from
a composition of overlapping soft modes of multipolarities
17,25,17,05.

We present here a study of inelastic scattering of He from
protons within a few body picture description of this nucleus,
assumed well described by a core and two valence neutrons.

We shall review the structure approach, namely the method
used to obtain the bound and scattering solutions of a three-
body problem. At the same time we shall describe in detail
the scattering framework, that is, the Multiple Scattering
expansion of the total Transition amplitude (MST) [12], which
explicitly incorporates the halo degrees of freedom. We shall
make a study of the calculated observables using different
interactions between the few-body clusters. In addition the
role of spin interactions in the excitation will be analyzed.
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II. SCATTERING FORMALISM

The halo degrees of freedom can be explicitly incorporated
in the scattering framework in a convenient way within the
MST approach [7,12].

We consider then the scattering of a nucleon (particle 1)
from a weakly bound system of A subsystems. The total
transition amplitude 7 can be written as a multiple scattering
expansion in the transition amplitudes 77 for proton scattering
from each projectile subsystem Z [12]

T:ZflI-I-Zf]IGtolj‘i‘"', €))
7 7

J#I

where the proton - Z subsystem transition amplitude satisfies
fir = viz + vizGofiz, )

with v;7 the interaction between the nucleon and Z subsystem
(here the core and valence neutrons). The propagator Gy =

-1 .o . L .
(E tT—K ) , within the impulse approximation, contains the
kinetic energy operators of the projectile and all the target

subsystems [13,14]. Here E is the kinetic energy, E = 2}’;’}‘;
in the overall center of mass frame, and uy4 is the proton-
projectile reduced mass. As follows from Eq. (1), in the
MST expansion the few-body dynamics is properly included,
and excitations of the nucleus which involve changes in the
relative motion of the subsystems are taken into account. The
contribution of these to the calculated elastic scattering cross
section was investigated in Refs. [12,15].

We are interested here in the study of Borromean halo
systems assumed well described by a three-body model of
two valence nucleons (labeled 2 and 3) and a core (labeled 4)
in a bound state at energy €p. Within the single scattering
approximation, as will be used here, the total transition
amplitude for the scattering of a nucleon from the Borromean
nucleus system Eq. (1) reduces to

T=> iz 3)

7=2,4

Energy conservation relates the scattered momentum k of
excited states at continuum energy € as

2 2
2 h 2
k"+e= 2—k0 + €p. “4)

III. STRUCTURE

A. The solution of the three-body problem

For completeness we describe here the hyperspherical
harmonics (HH) method used to describe the ground state
and the continuum states of the two-neutron (three-body)
Borromean systems, such as ®He represented in Fig. 1. The
total wave function, ®/¥ satisfies

(7’2 + ‘7 + Vcore - G)q);,M = O, (5)

where V =373 ;7 Vry 4+ V®® includes binary interac-

tions between the clusters V7 and also a possible effective
three-body potential, V3B _that takes into account other closed
channels.
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Assuming the core is inert and spinless, the three-body
bound state and continuum wave functions can be written as

M7, R, &) = ¢! M(F, R) ® eore(&0), (6)

where @m(é’c) is the core internal wave function and
(pej M(F, R) the three-body valence wave function relative to
the core either bound or in the continuum, that in Jacobi
coordinates can be written in the general form

e!MF Ry =Y Fl(r. RYM (<), (7)
Y

with Q = {7, R}, y = {£,¢,LS},

VM@ = {[Y, () @ Y, (B)], ® [Xe ® xss ]}y pe ®

and y; the neutron spin functions.

However, for the purpose of evaluating the wave functions,
the nature of the Borromean system makes it convenient to
introduce a set hyper-radial coordinates: the hyperradius p
and five hyperspherical polar angles Q5 = {«, 0x, ¢v, 0,, ¢, }.
The hyper-radius p is defined as p = \/x2 + y? with scaled
coordinates X = 27'/2F from the relative coordinate between
the valence nucleons, and y = (2A4./(2 + A.))"/*R from the
relative to the core position of the neutron pair. The angle
a = arctan(x /y)is the hyperangle and 0, ¢., 0,, ¢, the angles
associated with the unit spatial vectors X and y.

The hyperspherical harmonics (HH) method expands both
the bound and continuum wave functions using hyperspherical
harmonic basis functions [16]

TEQs) = (Ve e, 1(25) @ [Xr ® Xsi g} y0ye (9
with
Viceot,m, (R5) = Yice,e, (@[ Ye, ) ® Ye,(§)] - (10)

The quantum number K =€, + £, +2n (n =0, 1, 2, ...)
is called hyperangular momentum. The function ¥, ¢, (),
has an explicit form in terms of Jacobi polynomials of the
hyperangle o [16]. The HH exploits the feature that the wave
function tends to be concentrated in only a few components
which correspond to the lowest hyperangular momenta of the
system.

The three-body valence wave function relative to the core
has then the general form

e!MF Ry =p~? Y Fle(oriM@s).
Ky

The radial wave functions F,é;(,o) are found by solving a
coupled channels Schrodinger problem with a three-body
effective centrifugal barrier Vge"“‘f(p) and coupling potentials

Vit icy (0)- The centrifugal barrier

n* L(LH+1)

Vzemrif(p) — . p2

) 12)
with £ = K + 3/2, is generated by the hyperangular momen-
tum /C and does not vanish even if the angular momentum
£, and £, of the subsystems are equal to zero. The coupling
potentials take into account all the interactions between the

044616-2



EXCITATION MODES OF *He FROM PROTON COLLISIONS

bodies Z and J and the effective 3B interaction
Vit iy (0) = (Tiy (@)1 D Y~ Vig(p, 25) Yiery (D))
I J#I
+ (Ticy (Q5) V2 (0, Q5)| Ty (). (13)
It follows from Eqs. (7) and (11) that the radial wave functions

in Jacobi coordinates can be obtained from the radial wave
functions in hyperspherical coordinates according to

Flr Ry =D p7 e, (@) FiLs (p). (14)
K

There are two methods of finding the solution of coupled
equations which differ essentially in the asymptotic behavior
of the continuum wave functions: the scattering method and
the pseudostates method.

1. The scattering method

Within this approach, the appropriate boundary conditions
of the three-body wave function are introduced. The bound
state at energy € has the asymptotic behavior such that

. Je
pILH;O Fi,'(p) = 0, (15)

and the continuum wave functions are written as

Pemmy (X, ¥, Ky, Ky, @) = (kp) /2

XY Fey (o) TN (Rs)
JMKK'yy'

x (LM SMs|JM)
My M;
X (Szm253m3|SMs)y;[gig)_L(Qg),
(16)
where m and m, are the initial asymptotic spin projections,
h%k?/2m = € and tan o* = k. / k. The radial part of the wave

function has the asymptotic normalization of an incoming and
outgoing wave in the hyper-radius

i . i .
53/\/\' exp(—ikp) — ESA;A’ exp(ikp),
(17)

. J _
plgglo Fi\ o (kp) =

with A = {, y} and where Sx.5/ is the S-matrix for the
3 — 3 scattering for an incoming wave in the channel K'y’.
The continuum functions are then obtained either by using
radial integration of coupled equations [17], or using R-matrix
expansions [18].

2. Pseudostates method

An alternative approximate method, if only the interior part
of the wave functions is required, and if some averaging over
energy is permitted, is to solve the coupled equations by finding
pseudostates in a hyper-radial box. This involves expanding
the wave function with an square-integrable basis, and then
diagonalizing the Hamiltonian matrix. To make the number
of states finite, only eigenstates below a certain excitation
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energy are retained. Then the Hamiltonian is diagonalized in
this truncated basis. The set of these energy eigenfunctions
will be a good representation of continuum states at least in
the interior region. For the present purposes we use the Gauss-
Laguerre hyper-radial basis, R,(p),

Ry(0) = po~ In!/(n + HN'L3 (@) exp(=2/2)  (18)
with z = p/pg, orthonormalized such that

/ dpp’ Ru(0) R (p) = Sy (19)
0

and pg a parameter to set the radial scale of the basis.
The eigenstates for positive energies ¢; are then the discrete

quasibound states, 9™ (X, y)
M(x, §) = p" Z Bl @s)  (20)
with
N
B0y = p7 Y e, Rulp). @1

The width associated with each pseudo-state can be calculated
following the methods in Refs. [19,20] giving

2
r'e = Zn;l—m 3B (22)
Ky

with the decay amplitudes given by

Bl =Y (1 (0. Q5)|[Vas + Vaua| 92V (3. 5)).  (23)
M

where
p ,cy(,o, Qs) =p~ J}C+2(sz)T,éM(Qs) 24

with the momentum k; given by 7 Kiz /2m = ¢;.

B. The potentials

In these few-body nuclear models, the needed interactions
are those between the valence neutrons and the valence neutron
and the core. Between the neutrons, we use the GPT n-n
potential [21] with spin-orbit and tensor components and we
take the n-*He core potential from Ref. [22]. In order to
overcome the underbinding of ®He caused by omitting other
closed channels, most important of which is the 7 + ¢, an
additional effective three-body (V}B) interaction is introduced.
We consider two different forms of this potential. The first is
the model (R5) of Ref. [16] with matrix elements of the form

VB (p) = M (25)

BT T (/)
and the second is model (R2) of Ref. [23] with matrix elements
URP A(p) = 8aaU3® exp(—(p/ po)). (26)

The J =0 strength of this effective potential is tuned
to reproduce the experimental three-body separation en-
ergy, with V3 =—1.60 MeV and UJ® = —293.5 MeV
with pg = 1 fm, and the J > O strength tuned to give the ZT
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resonance at the experimental energy: ViB = —0.85 MeV and
UiB = —293.5 MeV with pg = 1.25 fm. The first model (R5)
predicts a two-neutron separation energy of S,, =0.975 MeV
and, with an o particle rms matter radius of 1.49 fm, yields
a ®He rms matter radius of 2.50 fm. Model (R2) predicts a
similar S,,, but produces a %He nucleus with a much smaller
rms matter radius of 2.35 fm.

C. The Borromean continuum sea

Following Ref. [16], we define a fully fledged resonance
when the phase shifts rise rapidly and cross 7/2 in at
least one partial wave. These are in general associated with
pockets in the corresponding diagonal interaction. The wave
function behaves approximately in the interior for all dominant
components as

ES(p) ~ CT*FiL (p) 27)
for a resonance at energy €, with the Breit-Wigner form

IﬂJeR
|(zje|2 — )
(€ —er)* +[IVer]2/4

We also define a resonance like excitation when the phase
shifts rise rapidly above threshold but not cross /2 in any of
the partial waves. These are often caused by resonant and/or
virtual systems in binary subsystems.

Both the dynamical models here considered (R2 and RS5)
reveal, in the continuum sea up to the 3H + 3H threshold,
the well known J7 = ZT, resonance and also a variety
of other excitation modes with excitation energies slightly
shifted: a broad resonance J” = 1%, and resonance like
excitations at J7 = 1’,0;,0’. The characteristics of the
excitations/resonance states are summarized in Table .

The J" =1~ excitation has a dominant component
[IKC[£:€,]1LS) = |1[01]10), which corresponds to a spatially
extended dineutron in the nn S-wave with P motion relative
to the core. The strong nn attraction in the relative S-wave is
responsible for the accumulation of the excitation strength at
low continuum energies. The J* = 0; is the first excitation,
and the J™ =2{ is a narrow resonant state at energy
0.727 MeV and width I" = 0.058 MeV, with a dominant

(28)

TABLE 1. ®He ground state and excitation modes.

JT Kle.£,]L, S & (MeV) I/4 (MeV) %
0+ 2[00]0,0 —0.957 — 83
201111, 1 12
0+ 2[00]0,0 1.095 — 95
2011711, 1 4
0~ 11101 1,1 1.765 — 84
111211,1 18
1+ 2011711, 1 1.787 1.1 86
2[11]0,1 3
- 1[01]1,0 1.030 — 72
1121]1,0 16
2+ 2[02]2,0 0.727 0.058 45
11,1 32
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TABLE II. ®He types of excitation.

J7™  Type of excitation Core contribution Valence contribution

05 AS=0,AL=0
0o AS=1,AL=0
I AS=1,AL=1
1= AS=0,AL=1
2t AS=0,AL=2

<K ZZ
e SN

component |2[02]20). The J™ = 17" is a broad resonant state
atenergy 1.787 MeV and widthI" = 1.1 MeV, with a dominant
component |2[1 1] 11). It corresponds to a reorientation of the
g.s. with the same quantum numbers.

The 07 — 0~ and Ot — 17T excitations involve spin flip
transitions and thus proceed through the scattering from
valence nucleons as summarized in Table II. Therefore, these
transitions are expected to give a small contribution to the
scattering.

IV. THE REACTION FRAMEWORK

Let us consider the general problem of the scattering of a
nucleon (1) from a subsystem Z with spin o7 (0 or 1/2).

The nucleon-subsystem Z scattering amplitude can be
conveniently described by the tensor representation [24]. In
this representation, the matrix elements of the scattering
amplitudes are written as

(G@1hr@)gis) = Y 1. §i7. i T, (. b),  (29)

kqab

where ’Z}Tq (a, b) is a tensor of rank « given in terms of a linear
combination for the spherical components of the spin operators
of the two interacting systems:

Tqla, b) = Z(aotbﬂlkq)fm(sl; Dtpg(sz3Z).  (30)
ap

In this equation 7,,(s1; 1) is the irreducible tensor operator for
the projectile particle 1 with spins; (a =0, ... 2s1 ); Tpp(s7;Z)
is the irreducible tensor operator for the struck subsystem (Z)
with spin s7 (b = 0, ... 2s7). For nucleon scattering then since
s1 =1, t0(3; 1) =1 and 715(3; 1) = 05(1), with o4(1) the
spherical components of 57 with respect to the chosen z-axis.
We note that for a two body interacting system of spin 1/2, the
tensor of rank k = 0 can be obtained either whena = b =0
anda =b=1.

The transition amplitude %" can be written in terms of the
relative incoming and outgoing momenta " (@, g7, giz) or

in terms of the transferred momentum Q7 = ¢;; — g1z and
total momentum. On the energy shell then

19w, 417, i) = 14" (@, Qi1). 31

We consider now the scattering process of ®He, originally in
a WMy state, to a final |w/M) state, with JM the total
momentum of the valence pair, by means of its interaction
with a proton, with initial momentum /21 (final momentum
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I:i) in the nucleon-nucleus center-of-mass frame, and initial o
(final o) spin projection. The proton momentum transferred
is A = ]?1 — ]_él .

In this case we have to consider the scattering from valence
nucleons and a spin zero « core. Explicitly then for the
scattering from valence nucleon Z = 2

> w12, Gy i) T (@, b)Y, (32)

kqab

(@lti(@)g) =

with 0 <« <2, and similarly for the scattering from valence

nucleon Z = 3. For the scattering from the spin zero core
(@alta@1Dlgia) = Y (@14, G1gr G14)Taa(s15 1), (33)

with 0 <a < 1. Within the impulse approximation the con-

tribution to the scattering from one valence nucleon can be
written as a sum in terms of spin transfer:

(_'ix“l we,M|t12ik1Xn JOMO>

ms3 - nmyg -
= Ztlbﬂs,,S,’,](a)lL A) X P8, She] M—A, i A,
) 23 234

(34

where S, = {s,0} (S[’, = {s10'}) are the incoming (outgoing)
spin of the nucleon and its projection and, St = {JoMoy} (S; =
{J M}) the incoming (outgoing) total spin of the halo valence
pair. M3 = my 4+ m3, Mp3q = my + ms + my. The amplitude
1b8S, S, ] is given in terms of the tensor components of the
nucleon-nucleon transition amplitude as

> = )q

Kqaa

Dls)

x <sz||rb(§;2)!|sz>(slaaa|sla’>

s, s, (@12, A) = (s11]7a(3s

x (aabpleq)y (@i, A).  (35)
The appropriate energy parameter is
o = 2 F, (36)
1,234

with L2 = myma/(my + ma), w1234 = myMazs/(my + Maza).
The density form factor is given as a sum in terms of d the
total spin transfer AJ, and c the angular momentum transfer

INB
~J Joéi mgq
§ Jo A)
> [bde] ( My~ Mo

~J M JyM,
X Q[bﬁdco] U(A)

n13 e
P[bB;SrSyei M 3 M234

(37

with ,6[%"5] calculated from the radial wave functions of the

valence halo pair

~JJoei [ T3 .0 2 2
—A, i drR“dR
Pibac) (M23 M234 > Z g./

x Fg (r, RFSP(r, R)

i ZAr) jo (AR
X — ArY /
s M23 Je Mp34

(38)
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and

A JAIJbAIo(Zx)

Oivpde) D (MM (bBAS|cy (] M| JoMo)

Sy
X VAT Yo, (A).
In Eq. (38) G is a geometric factor given by

(39)

g = (_)J+Jo+sz—S3+L+L/+€+(Z’+b+c+d

(_)Z(HS,JHFH#,])E 022688 6.0, L1

X W(SSQS/SZ;S3b)

X (£0£,,0[€,,0)(£0£'0]c0)(£'0¢,0]¢},0)
b d c U c

x{sTL et L
SJhL||eeL

(40)

The following triangle relations follow from the geometric
coefficients: {K;, Ly c} A, Jo, dY, {S/, S, b}. The scattering
from the core assumed here as spinless can equivalently be
written as

7 o IMpr |7 . JoM
(kixs s @M |halkix g 95" ) = toos,s, (@14, A)

My -
X P100:5;Spe] | 05 M234A .

(41)

The amplitude f[o(]gpgfpj is given in terms of the tensor
components of the nucleon-nucleon transition amplitude as

D o sil|za(: 1) [1s1)

11008,8,1(@14, A) =

X (sloaa|slo’)t£‘é0)(a)14, A). (42)
The appropriate energy parameter is similarly given as
o = 24 E. 43)
1,234
The density form factor is
Moz ~ Thoe; M»s
Srshe1 |0, A) = O 10, ——A
P100:5; S < M3 ) XC: Pioce M3y
x Bigocet (). (@4

The cross section for the transition to each pseudostate of
associated energy ¢; is evaluated from the transition matrix
elements according to

dO’jjO( ) 1 1

a2 T GE Gy [4;1 um] 22

oo’ MM,

2

(kix: gogM!Zrlzvqxﬂ o) . 45)

In order to get a continuum distribution for the double cross
section it must be convoluted with the associated widths:

dZU]]U
dQdE

= Zf(E &, 1700 ) (46)

ds2
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FIG. 1. (Color online) *He Borromean nucleus.
For the convolution kernels we use a Gaussian function

Fanuss(E. €, T7e0) = exp[—((E — )/ T7)?] (47)

1
ST
with the widths taken from Eq. (22).

V. RESULTS

As discussed in Sec. II, according to MST, one needs
the matrix elements for the transition amplitude that desc-
ribe the scattering from the valence neutrons and the « core.
The former is obtained from a realistic NN Paris interaction.
The transition amplitude for proton scattering from the “He
core was generated from fitting the differential cross section
elastic scattering data p+*He at E, =700 MeV [25,26]
and 800 MeV [27] shown in Fig. 2(a). We have taken a
phenomenological potential of Woods-Saxon (WS) shape, i.e.,

U(r) = Vo f(r,ro,a0) +iW, f(r, 1, a;) (48)

T T T T T T T T T T

!

107 *He(p,p)*He E
Sl ]
D 10° Mg 4
Q ' E
(\l\ > |
o -
o 10
g 10k *He(p,p) @ 700 MeV 3
= .
8 @ “He(p,p) @ 700 MeV -
-8 10° ©  “He(p,p) @ 800 MeV ]
— “He(p,p) @ 700 MeV (OM)
Al o ]
1070 0.05 0.1
B e —

Lo

T
il

T
|

do/dt (mb c*/GeV?)
3

101; * GSldata
F |— R5
[ |—+ R2
L Hﬁ§
100 I O T S S S AN A S '}
0 0.05 0.1

-t (GeV/c)®

FIG. 2. (Color online) Elastic differential cross section for
p-*%He at 700 MeV. In the upper figure, the solid line represents
an optical model fit of the data.
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with f(r,re,a,) = [1 +exp[(r — R,)/a,]"!, where R, =
r.A'3. The best-fit analysis of the data yields the values
Vo = +72 MeV, W; = —115 MeV, ro =r; = 1.14 fm, and
ap = a; = 0.31 fm [13].

The elastic differential cross section for p-°He shown in
Fig. 2(b) reproduces reasonably well the scattering data up to
15°(—t = A? = k%(l — cos6) = 0.0657 (GeV/c)?). At larger
scattering angles higher order multiple scattering terms be-
come important in the description of the elastic scattering [28].
The calculated cross section using the R2 model (dashed line)
decays slightly slower than the observable calculated using
the R5 model. This is expected since the rms of *He obtained
from the R2 model is smaller than the one obtained from
the R5 model. Also within a simplified shakeoff picture we
expect that the single scattering approximation underestimates
the breakup cross section at very large momentum transfer.
Nevertheless, it will give us an indication of what type of
excitations are relevant at this high energy regime.

Within the MST scattering framework the double differ-
ential cross section d’c/dQQdE for all final state contribu-
tions can be evaluated explicitly after convolution with the
associated widths. If integration is made over the angular
acceptance of the proton telescopes, the energy spectrum
do/dE is obtained; on the other hand, the angular distribution
of a particular final state can be singled out. We shall separately
analyze the two cases.

The calculated contributions from each final state to the
inelastic differential cross sections for p-SHe using the R2
(light lines) and RS (dark lines) models are shown in Fig. 3.
The nonresonant dipole excitation J* = 1~ (dashed line) is
the dominant contribution between 10° and 20° in agreement
with Ref. [9]. The resonant excitation J* = 2% (thin solid
line) becomes significant at larger angles. There is also
some contribution from the J* = O; transition (dotted line).
In addition, the contribution from the J” = 11 excitation
is comparatively much smaller and that of the J* =0~

107 T
; — 2+
1-
-1+
. 0+
—— Total (R2)
5 10' Total (R5)
B o ]
E
®]
RS
o)
S 10°
10-1 N AT PRI PRI
10 20 30 40

0, ., (degrees)

FIG. 3. (Color online) Calculated contributions for the inelastic
differential cross section at 700 MeV for the final states J”™ =
2% (thin solid line), J™ = 1~ (dashed line), J* = 1" (dashed
dotted), J* = 02+ (dotted), J* = 0~ (dashed double dotted) using the
R2 model. The thick lines represent the sum of all contributions for
the R2 and R5 models.
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FIG. 4. Calculated energy spectrum for p-He inelastic scattering
at 700 MeV.

excitation negligible. This shows that spin flip transitions
give a small contribution to the scattering at high energies.
In fact, spin-flip transitions are only significant in forward
scattering and high energy scattering probes large momentum
transferred.

The sum of all transitions to final resonant/nonresonant
states is also shown in Fig. 3. The R2 model (light thick solid
line) predicts a slightly broader inelastic cross section than the
R5 model (dark thick solid line).

For the purpose of analysing the energy spectrum we
integrate the angular distribution up to 60°. Figure 4 shows
the J* =27 energy excitation (solid line) which is a true
resonance with a narrow peak at E* =¢; + ¢y = 1.7 MeV.
Thus the wave function and therefore the transition has a
Breit-Wigner form in all the components Eq. (27). We can also
see some low lying strength accumulation background for the
transition to the J™ = 1~ state (dashed line). This is due to the
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strong nn attraction in the relative S-wave. The contribution
from the J™ = 07 state (dotted line) is very small.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

We have shown detailed formal expressions for the MST
multiple scattering expansion formalism within the single
scattering approximation applied to inelastic excitations. As
an advantage to other scattering frameworks that can be found
in the literature the spin nucleon-nucleon interactions are
included.

The low-lying ®He continuum was generated using the
hyperspherical harmonics pseudostate method. A Gauss-
Laguerre square integrable basis was used in the expansion
of the wave function for the excited states.

This formalism was used to study proton inelastic scattering
from ®He at 700 MeV. We have found that the dominant
contribution to the inelastic cross section is the dipole tran-
sition 0T — 1. Significant contributions from the resonant
excitation 0T — 2% at larger angles and also from the non
resonant excitation 0 — 05 are found. The cross section
is therefore a complex mixture of several excitations at this
energy. We have also shown that the spin flip transitions give
a small contribution to the scattering at high energies.
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