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Unique structures that differ radically from ordinary nuclear matter have been demonstrated by Halo nuclei. Among other halo nuclei,
the ' Be nucleus is one of the most studied halo nuclei, and it has a well-established one-neutron halo structure with neutron separation
energy S, = 0.501 MeV. We have studied 'Be + 2%°Bi reaction in the multibody 3-Stage Classical Molecular Dynamics (3S-CMD)
model, where !'Be is constructed as a cluster of tightly bound '°Be and one neutron. The separation between '°Be and neutron is
adjusted to set the ion-ion potential between them equal to the experimental neutron separation energy. For this reaction, we have
calculated fractions of events F(b) for given impact parameter, b and collision energy Ecy and event probabilities P(Ecyy) by integrating
F(b) over all the values of b < by,qx (bmax 1S impact parameter above which all trajectories results in scattering) for the given Ecyy.
Here in present calculations, it is found that for near barrier energies, neutron transfer is significant for lower impact parameters, but at
far above barrier energies, complete fusion dominates for lower impact parameters, while for slightly higher impact parameters, neutron
transfer is accountable.
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1. INTRODUCTION

There is aremarkable class of nuclei known as Halo Nuclei, which is similar to weakly bound nuclei in many ways, but
their structure is strikingly different from normal nuclear matter. These light nuclei are situated near the very boundary of
nuclear stability. Several remarkable features were revealed by the groundbreaking experiments [1-4] that were conducted
to study characteristics of halo nuclei. Notably, these nuclei exhibit very high interaction cross sections, possess loosely
bound outer nucleons with low separation energies (resulting in new surface densities and unique structures), and display
exotic modes of collective vibration in the nucleus due to their large dissociation cross sections by high-Z targets. Similar
to other weakly bound nuclei, halo nuclei exhibit high breakup probabilities as their outer orbiting protons or neutrons,
forming a halo surrounding the core nucleus, have very low separation energy, which can lead to fusion with the target,
resulting in incomplete fusion (ICF).

Much interest has been around halo nuclei is due to the development of radioactive beam facilities, which allow study-
ing nuclides at the limits of stability. Among halo nuclei, ' Be is one of the most studied ones and has well well-established
one-neutron halo structure having very low neutron separation energy S, = 0.501 MeV [5]. Due to the low separation
energy of the valence neutron, this neutron has a relatively high probability of being knocked out. Such breakup effects
can be better investigated with a heavier target (i.e., 2°’Bi) due to the increasing predominance of long-range Coulomb
interaction compared to the nuclear potential [6]. Here, the ''Be + 2%°Bi reaction is studied using the multibody 3-stage
Classical Molecular Dynamics (3S-CMD) model, for which !'Be is constructed as a cluster of tightly bound '°Be and one
neutron. In the multibody 3S-CMD model, by systematically removing rigidity constraints on the target and projectile,
calculations are carried out. As a result, this model can account for a direct reaction like a neutron transfer from the
projectile in the present case. Therefore, Event fractions, F(b) and event probabilities, P(Ecps) as a function of impact
parameter, b and center of mass frame energy, Ecys are extracted from this calculation.

In this paper, the details of the model are presented in Section — 2 , while the details and the results for event fractions
for 1'Be + 299Bi are discussed in Section — 3. Finally, conclusions are summarized in Section — 4.

2. MODEL DETAILS

The multibody 3-Stage Classical Molecular Dynamics (3S-CMD) model is used to simulate the ' Be + 2%°Bi reaction.
The projectile !'Be is constructed as a cluster of tightly bound '°Be and one neutron. Tightly bound '°Be and **’Bi are
constructed using variational potential energy minimization STATIC [7] code and “cooled” using DYNAMIC [7] code,
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for which a purely phenomenological soft-core Gaussian potential is used, which is given by,

C 5
Vij(rij) = =Vo [l - —|exp |- (D
Ljj I,
where the typical form of the Coulomb potential between protons is,
1.44
VC (rij) = r—(MeV) (2)
ij

and the potential parameter set Vo = 710.0 MeV, C = 1.88 fm and rg = 1.15 fm is used to produce ground state properties
of nuclei. Using a “dynamic cooling” method by carrying out rigid body dynamics [8] like procedure and setting the
cluster velocities and their angular moment zero after every time-step and thus obtaining the equilibrium orientation and
position of the centre of mass of these constituents (\’Be + n). Now, the distance between the center of mass of '°Be and
the neutron is adjusted in such a way that the typical ion-ion potential between them is equal to the experimental neutron
separation energy of !'Be. Ground-state properties of generated nuclei are mentioned in Table 1 below.

Table 1. Ground-state properties.

Calculated Experimental

Nucleus
B.E. R B.E. R

(MeV) | (fm) | (MeV) [9] (fm)
10Be 59.68 | 2.06 65.97 2.28 [10]

Be | 60.18 | 209 | 6555 | 2.90[10]
(1°Be + n)

20984 1606.6 | 5.55 1640.26 | 5.52[11]

In this multibody 3S-CMD model, there are three stages involved in the simulation:
1. Rutherford Trajectories: The target and projectile are initially brought along classical Rutherford trajectories, consid-
ering their Coulomb interaction.

2. Classical Rigid Body Dynamics (CRBD): The system evolves dynamically to approach the fusion barrier, incorporat-
ing collective motion and interactions [8].

3. Classical Molecular Dynamics (CMD): The entire multibody system undergoes CMD evolution, allowing for inter-
actions and dynamic evolution of the system [7].

In this model, for the first and second stages, the projectile and target are treated as complete rigid bodies, while
during the third stage, this rigidity constraint on the target and projectile can be relaxed. In the present calculation, during
the third stage of simulation in the multibody 3S-CMD model, for 'Be (!°Be + 1), the bond between '°Be and the neutron
is relaxed and considered non-rigid, while '°Be is treated as a rigid body. Also, the rigidity constraint on 2%’Bi is relaxed
during the third stage.

Previous applications of the multibody 3S-CMD model to the ''Be + 2%Bi reaction have yielded fusion cross-
sections in good quantitative agreement with experimental data (Figure 1) [12]. Furthermore, these studies emphasized
the significant influence of rigidity constraints on the calculated fusion outcomes. In Figure 1, SBPM represents the results
of the Static Barrier Penetration Model [13] calculation, where all degrees of freedom are suppressed for the target and
projectile. (a) ''Be['"Be(R)-R-n] + 2?Bi(NR) represents a case where the !'Be is treated as completely rigid and the
target 2% Bi is treated as non-rigid. (b) ''Be[!°Be(R)-NR-n] + 2**Bi(NR) represents a case where the '°Be core of '!Be is
treated as rigid, but the bond between the '°Be core and the neutron is treated as non-rigid, and the target 2B is treated
as non-rigid. So, we used the multibody 3S-CMD approach here to investigate event fractions and probabilities across
different event channels. The calculation details of event fractions and probabilities, along with the results for the !'Be +
2098 reaction, are discussed in Section — 3.

3. EVENT FRACTIONS AND PROBABILITIES

During the collision between weakly bound or halo nuclei and a heavy target, different events like complete fusion,
incomplete fusion, and direct reactions like nucleon transfer can take place. Here, for such possible events, the fraction of
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Figure 1. Complete fusion cross sections for the ''Be + 2°Bi reaction. Exp. — CF [5].

events, F(b), for the given Ecps and b can be defined as,

N,
F(b,Ecy) = N—, 3)
tota

Where, N;yrq1 = Total number of trajectories for initially random orientations for given Ecys and b. Neyenrs = total
number of events leading to complete fusion, a direct reaction like a neutron transfer, scattering, etc. The event fraction is
a function of both b and E¢jy, but as we have calculated event fractions as a function of b at a given Ecyy, therefore, for
the sake of convenience, we have used the notation F(b) instead of F(b, Ec ) to denote event fractions.

The event probabilities, P(Ecay), for all possible events can be found by integrating F(b) over all the values of b <
bmax for given Ecyy,

bmax
/ F(b)db 4)
b

P (E = —1
(Eca) = [(bmm/Ab)H

We have calculated fraction of event, F(b) for different three different collision energies, (i) Ecps = 38 MeV (Figure
2a) (ii) Ecp = 40 MeV (Figure 2b) and (iii) Ecps = 50 MeV (Figure 2c¢) in which 38 MeV and 40 MeV are near barrier
energy and 50 MeV is far above barrier energy.

For Ecpr = 38 MeV (Figure 2a), slightly below the barrier energy, it can be seen that for lower impact parameter
neutron transfer from a projectile and direct complete fusion is quite significant while for higher impact parameter most
trajectories result in the non-breakup scattering. For Ecys = 40 MeV (Figure 2b), slightly above the barrier energy, for
lower impact parameters neutron transfer and direct complete reaction are more probable than non-breakup scattering
while for higher impact parameters most trajectories result in the non breakup scattering. For Ecps = 50 MeV (Figure 2¢)
for lower impact parameters almost all trajectories result in direct complete fusion but for grazing-like collisions neutron
transfer is accountable. For higher impact parameters trajectories results in non-breakup scattering.

For these three energies, Event probabilities, P(Ecpy), are calculated, which are shown in Figure 3. From this, it
can be understood that the probability of direct complete fusion increases as the collision energy increases, whereas the
probability of no breakup scattering decreases as the collision energy increases. For the neutron transfer, the impact
parameter plays a crucial role.
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Figure 2. Fraction of event, F(b) for different three different collision energies, (a) Ecp = 38 MeV (b) Ecyr = 40 MeV

and (c) Ecpr = 50 MeV.
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Figure 3. Event probabilities, P(Ecys) for the system ''Be (1°Be + n) + 2%Bi for three different collision energy

4. CONCLUSION

The multibody 3S-CMD model calculations are carried out to investigate the !'Be + 2*’Bi reaction dynamics. The
1 Be halo nucleus is explicitly treated as a '"Be core plus a weakly bound neutron, with their interaction potential matched
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to the experimental separation energy. In this model, the reactions can be simulated with various rigidity constraints on
the projectile fragments, bond between them and the target, which enables the dynamical simulation of various outcomes
like complete fusion (CF), neutron transfer, scattering, etc. We calculated event fractions, F(b), versus impact parameter
(b) and integrated event probabilities, P(Ecys), at near-barrier (Ecpys = 38, 40 MeV) and above-barrier (Ecpys = 50 MeV)
energies. The results highlight a strong dependence of reaction mechanisms on both energy and impact parameter. Near
the barrier, neutron transfer significantly competes with complete fusion, particularly in central collisions. At the higher
energy (50 MeV), complete fusion dominates at low impact parameters, while neutron transfer becomes the most probable
channel for grazing trajectories. The overall probability for CF increases with collision energy, counterbalanced by a
decrease in scattering probability. The multibody 3S-CMD model effectively captured the interplay and energy-dependent
competition between complete fusion, neutron transfer, and scattering channels in reactions induced by the ''Be halo
nucleus. Moreover, understanding the reaction dynamics of Halo nuclei projectiles like ''Be with heavy targets such as
209Bi provides insights into the behaviour of halo nuclei, which can help in improving the accuracy of reaction models
used in astrophysical nucleosynthesis simulations, which are used for predicting element formation in stellar environments
and understanding energy production in stars. The analysis of neutron transfer, complete fusion processes, and the energy
dependence of reaction mechanisms can also facilitate in refining conditions for neutron-rich isotope production.
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YACTKH HOJII TA UIMOBIPHOCTI /17151 PEAKIIIT ! Be + 29Bi B BATATOYACTHHKOBOMY 3-CTAJITHOMY KJACHYHOMY
MOJIERYJIAPHOMY JUHAMIYHOMY HIAXOAI
Binya B. Karapis®, Cy6oax C. Toape?, Ilinank X. Ixapisaia®
4 Yuisepcumem Bipa Hapmaoa ITiedennozo I'yoxcapama, Cypam - 395007, Indis
bKagpeopa pizuxu, Hayxosuii koredxc Hae' e, Cypam - 395009, Indis

Slapa rajno npoaeMOHCTPYBAJIM YHiKaJIbHI CTPYKTYPH, SIKi paJuKalbHO BiAPI3HAIOTHCA Bif 3BUYaiiHOI AnepHoi marepii. Cepel iHILIMX
Afep rano, sapo | Be € OMHUM 3 HANGLTHII BUBUEHHX SIEP Tao0, i BOHO Ma€e JOOpE BCTAHOBIIEHY CTPYKTYPY Fajio 3 OIHAM HEHTPOHOM Ta
eHeprieio po3ineHHs HelTpoHiB S, = 0,501 MeB. Mu nocnimxysamm peakmio ''Be + 2°Bi B 6aratouacTukoBiit 3-cTaiiniit Monesmi
KJIACHYHOI MOJIeKyJsipHOi auHaMiku (3S-CMD), ne 1Be MoOYIOBAHO SIK KJIACTEP HILIBHO 3B’ I3aHOTO 10Be ta ogHoro HeiiTpoHa. Bigcranp
mik '“Be Ta HEHTPOHOM PETyMOEThCA TAKMM UMHOM, 1106 BCTAHOBUTH 10H-IOHHMIT IOTEHIIAN Mik HUMH, PiBHUIl eKCTIepUMEHTATbHIil
eHeprii po3aijeHHs] HeUTpoHiB. [IJis wi€i peakiii MU po3paxyBasld YacTKH NoAidl F(b) ayis 3agaHoro napamerpa yaapy, b ta eHeprii
3iTkHeHHs Ecm, a Takox iiMosipHocTi nogift P(Ecym) 1mu1sxoM inTerpyBaHHs F(b) 3a BciMa 3HaueHHAMH b < b5 (binax - HapaMeTp
yAapy, BUILE SKOTO BCi TPAa€KTOPii NPU3BOAAT 10 PO3CiloBaHHA) 14 3aAaHoro Ecy. ¥ Lux po3paxyHkax BUABIIEHO, 10 JAJIsl €Heprii
no6;m3y 6ap’epy IepeHeceHHsI HeWTPOHIB € 3HAYHUM ISl HIDKUMX TapaMeTpiB yaapy, aje IpU eHeprisx, 0 3HaYHO MepeBHUIyI0Th
6ap’ep, MOBHE 3JIUTTS JOMiHYye [JIs1 HIKYMX [ApaMeTpiB yapy, TOAI SIK AJIs IS0 BULMX [TAPaMEeTpiB yapy IepeHEeCEeHHs HEITPOHIB €
BiIMTOBIAHUM.

KuarouoBi caioBa: peakuyii 3aummsi; 10pa 2ano; 3imKHeHHs 8ANCKUX I0HI8; CAAOK0368 A3aHT 10paA; KAACUMHA MOAEKYAAPHA OUHAMIKA


https://orcid.org/0009-0001-7215-8128
https://orcid.org/0000-0001-5677-648X
https://orcid.org/0000-0003-1141-0761
 https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(85)90005-X
 https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.55.2676
 https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.60.2599
 https://doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(89)90557-1
 https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2004.02.015
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135942
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135942
 https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.36.1632
 https://doi.org/10.1140/epja/i2011-11146-8
 https://doi.org/10.1016/0092-640X(77)90020-1
 https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.54.1843
 https://doi.org/10.1016/0092-640X(87)90013-1
 https://doi.org/10.1016/0092-640X(87)90013-1
https://sympnp.org/proceedings/65/B56.pdf
https://sympnp.org/proceedings/65/B56.pdf
https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nuclphysa.2004.03.009

	Introduction
	Model details
	Event Fractions and Probabilities
	Conclusion

