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Abstract

The fusion probability for the production of superheavy nuclei in cold fusion reactions was investigated and
compared with recent experimental results for 48Ca, 50Ti, and 54Cr incident on a 208Pb target. Calculations
were performed within the fusion-by-diffusion model (FbD) using new nuclear data tables by Jachimowicz et
al. It is shown that the experimental data could be well explained within the framework of the FbD model.
The saturation of the fusion probability at bombarding energies above the interaction barrier is reproduced.
It emerges naturally from the physical effect of the suppression of contributions of higher partial waves in
fusion reactions and is related to the critical angular momentum. The role of the difference in values of the
rotational energies in the fusion saddle point and contact (sticking) configuration of the projectile-target
system is discussed.

1. Introduction

Superheavy elements with atomic numbers 104 ≤
Z ≤ 113 were discovered in cold fusion reactions
in which closed-shell 208Pb or 209Bi target nuclei
were bombarded with projectiles ranging from Ti
to Zn [1, 2].

The production cross section for superheavy nu-
clei (SHN) can be considered as the product of three
factors: the cross section for the projectile to over-
come the entrance channel barrier (capture cross
section), the probability that the resulting system
fuses and reaches the compound nucleus configu-
ration, and the probability, that the excited com-
pound nucleus survives fission during deexcitation.

The optimal conditions for obtaining a given su-
perheavy nucleus result from various factors. The
increase in the symmetry between reaction part-
ners requires higher bombarding energies to over-
come the entrance channel barrier and enhances the
contribution of fast non-equilibrium deep-inelastic
(DIC) and quasi fission (QF) processes preventing
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fusion. The fusion probability rapidly drops when
the product of projectile and target nuclei atomic
numbers Z1 × Z2 ≥ 1600 [3]. Therefore, the com-
pound nucleus formation cross section represents
only part of the capture cross section.

In cold fusion reactions, merging the strongly
bound target and projectile nuclei leads to a weakly
bound compound nucleus. Typically, SHN have
higher thresholds for neutron emission [4] than the
heights of the fission barrier [5], making fission the
dominant deexcitation process. At each step of
the deexcitation cascade, neutron evaporation com-
petes with fission, which additionally reduces the
final evaporation residue cross section.

The cross sections for the production of nuclei
with Z ≥ 102 in cold fusion reactions drop approx-
imately seven orders of magnitude as the projectile
atomic number changes from 20 (Ca) to 30 (Zn).
The question what is the mechanism preventing the
synthesis of SHN is still under discussion. A low
survival probability is not enough to explain the
extremely low production cross sections. One way
of thinking about the additional hindrance mecha-
nism is the concept of an internal barrier holding
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back (counteracting) the fusion process. Overcom-
ing this barrier by a diffusion process and thermal
fluctuations could help to reach the state of a com-
pound nucleus.

Recently, the probability of compound nucleus
formation PCN , at energies around and above the
interaction barrier B0 was measured for 48Ca, 50Ti,
and 54Cr projectile incident on a 208Pb target [6].
The authors of Ref. [6] concluded that “the energy
dependence of PCN indicates that cold fusion reac-
tions (involving 208Pb) are not driven by a diffusion
process”. This letter aims to investigate the fusion
probabilities for these reactions using the diffusion
approach. Calculations are performed within the l-
dependent fusion-by-diffusion model (FbD) [7] us-
ing the new nuclear data tables for SHN by Jachi-
mowicz et al. [4] as input.

2. FbD model

The fusion-by-diffusion model in its first form was
a simple tool to calculate cross sections and opti-
mum bombarding energies for a class of 1n cold
fusion reactions [8, 9]. A significant development
of this model was the incorporation of the angular
momentum dependence, that is, the contributions
from successive partial waves to the reaction cross
section [7].

Due to the different time scales of the particu-
lar reaction stages, the partial evaporation residue
cross section, σER(l), can be factorized as the prod-
uct of the partial capture cross section σcap(l) =
πλ̄2(2l+ 1)T (l), the fusion probability Pfus(l), and
the survival probability Psurv(l). Thus, the total
evaporation residue cross section for the production
of a given superheavy nucleus in its ground state is

σER = πλ̄2
∞∑
l=0

(2l+1)T (l)×Pfus(l)×Psurv(l), (1)

where λ̄ is the wavelength, and λ̄2 = ~2/2µEc.m..
Here µ is the reduced mass of the colliding system,
and Ec.m. is the center-of-mass energy at which the
reaction takes place.

The method of calculating the capture cross sec-
tion is described in the next section. The fusion
probability is described in detail in section 2.2.

The last factor in Eq. 1, the survival probability,
is calculated by applying classical transition state
theory using nuclear data from Ref. [4]. Details

regarding this reaction stage for 1n cold fusion re-
actions can be found in Ref. [7].

2.1. Capture cross section

The capture transmission coefficients T (l) in Eq.
1 are calculated in a simple sharp cut off approx-
imation, where the upper limit lmax of full trans-
mission, T (l) = 1, is determined from the empirical
systematics of the capture cross sections for heavy
nuclear systems.

Following the experimental results, the entrance
channel barrier is not described by a single value
but by a distribution that can be approximated by
a Gaussian shape described by two parameters, the
mean barrier B0 and the distribution width ω [10].
Folding the Gaussian barrier distribution with the
classical expression for the fusion cross section leads
to the formula for the capture cross section

σcap = πR2 ω

Ec.m.
√

2π

[
X
√
π(1 + erf(X))

+ exp(−X2)
]

= πλ̄2(2lmax + 1)2, (2)

where X = Ec.m.−B0

ω
√
2

. The empirical systematics

of B0, ω, and the normalization factor R were ob-
tained from analyzing precisely measured fusion or
capture excitation functions for about 50 heavy nu-
clear systems for which the fusion probability is
equal or close to unity [10]. In this paper we use
the parametrizations of B0, w, and R of Ref. [7].

2.2. Fusion probability

The second factor in Eq. 1, Pfus(l), is the proba-
bility that after reaching the capture configuration,
the colliding system will eventually overcome the
fusion saddle point and merge, avoiding resepara-
tion. It is assumed in the FbD model that after
sticking, a neck between the target and projectile
nuclei rapidly grows at an approximately fixed mass
asymmetry and elongation [8, 9] bringing the sys-
tem to the “injection point” somewhere along the
bottom of the asymmetric fission valley. Let us de-
note the elengation of the system at the “injection
point” by Linj . The localization of this point with
respect to the macroscopic conditional saddle (at
the elongation Lsd) is crucial for the fusion process.
If Linj > Lsd the system is still “outside” the bar-
rier separating the “injection point” from the com-
pound nucleus configuration and must climb uphill
to overcome the saddle. If Linj < Lsd the “injec-
tion point” configuration is more compact than the
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saddle configuration, and the system is already “in-
side” (behind the barrier). In this case, the barrier
guards the system against reseparation by reducing
the outgoing flux of particles.

In the diffusion approach, transition over the bar-
rier happens by thermal fluctuations in the shape
degrees of freedom. The fusion probability, Pfus(l),
may be derived by solving the Smoluchowski diffu-
sion equation. With the assumption that the in-
ternal barrier has height H(l) and is of inverted
parabola form one gets [8]

Pfus(l) =
1

2

{
1 + erf

√
H(l)/T : Linj < Lsd

1− erf
√
H(l)/T : Linj ≥ Lsd

,

(3)

where T is the average temperature of the fusing
system (see [7] for details).

The energy threshold in Eq. 3 is taken as the
difference between the energy of the fusion saddle
point Esd and the energy of the combined system
at the “injection point” Einj , corrected by the ap-
propriate rotational energies,

H(l) = (Esd + Erotsd )− (Einj + Erotinj). (4)

The energies Esd and Einj are calculated us-
ing simple algebraic expressions that approximate
the potential energy surface [7]. The shape
parametrization used to describe the interacting
system is that of two spheres joined smoothly by
a third quadratic surface. The corresponding val-
ues of the rotational energies at the injection point
Erotinj and the saddle point Erotsd are calculated as-
suming the rigid-body moments of inertia for the
respective shapes [7].

The distance between the nuclear surfaces of two
colliding nuclei at the injection point, sinj , is the
only adjustable parameter of the model. It defines
the onset of the diffusion process, thus, the moment
when the available kinetic energy that remains after
passing the entrance barrier is already transformed
into internal degrees of freedom in the over-damped
regime.

In this paper, we redefine the systematics of this
crucial parameter based on a new set of ground
state and saddle point properties of SHN [4]. The
new parametrization of the “injection point dis-
tance” is shown in Fig. 1 as a function of the excess
of the center-of-mass energy Ec.m. over the mean
barrier B0. Each point represents the value of the
sinj distance obtained by fitting Eq. 1 to the ex-
perimentally measured 1n evaporation residue cross
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Figure 1: The injection point systematics obtained for the
set of 1n cold fusion reactions [11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18,
19, 20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32] using new
nuclear data tables [4]. If not indicated otherwise, targets
were 208Pb or 209Bi. The color of the points indicates the
laboratory where the reaction was studied: LBNL (red), GSI
(black), RIKEN (blue). See text for details.

sections for 27 cold fusion reactions (see Ref. [7] for
fitting protocol details).

It can be seen from Fig. 1 that for energies up to
a few MeV above B0 the sinj distance can be well
approximated by a straight line given by

sinj = 0.878 fm−0.294×(Ec.m.−B0) fm/MeV. (5)

A similar linear trend of sinj as a function of Ec.m.−
B0 was reported in Ref. [33] by solving Langevin
type equations.

The shaded area in Fig. 1 represents an error
corridor of ±1 fm, which allows the uncertainty
of the calculated fusion probabilities to be deter-
mined. The parametrization given by Eq. 5 should
be used for interpolation rather than extrapolation
far beyond the explored range of Ec.m. − B0 val-
ues, especially if the extrapolation leads below the
physically acceptable limit of the touching configu-
ration (sinj ≈ 0). Negative values of this parameter
would correspond to a large overlap of the density
distributions at the sticking stage, an effect that is
impossible in nuclear collisions at low kinetic ener-
gies. Therefore, in collisions at energies higher than
a few MeV above B0, we assume sinj = 0 (allowing
a deviation in the range of 1 fm).
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Figure 2: Fusion probability Pfus(l) as a function of tem-
perature T and the barrier height opposing fusion H(l) for
angular momenta l = 0~, 20~, 40~, and 60~. Calculations
for 48Ca +208Pb (green lines), 50Ti +208Pb (blue lines) and
54Ca +208Pb (red lines) fusion reactions. The color of the
surface marks the temperature gradient of the synthesized
system. Labels “outside” and “inside” refer to the “injection
point” position to the saddle (see Eq. 3 and its discussion).

3. Results and discussion

The FbD model with the new “injecton point dis-
tance” parameterization and input data taken from
Ref. [4] was used to analyze fusion probabilities for
48Ca, 50Ti, and 54Cr reactions incident on a 208Pb
target.

The fusion probability given by Eq. 3 depends on
the ratio of the height of the barrier opposing fusion
H(l) and the average temperature T of the system
during the merging process. The fusion probabil-
ities, Pfus(l), for 48Ca +208Pb (green lines), 50Ti
+208Pb (blue lines), and 54Ca +208Pb (red lines)
reactions as a functions of H(l) and T are shown in
Fig. 2 for a few selected l values.

Let us start the discussion by analyzing the l = 0
case in which the height of the barrier is simply
the difference between the asymmetric conditional
saddle point energy and the energy of the com-
bined system of the projectile and target nuclei sep-
arated by the distance sinj (see Eq. 4). As the
available energy increases, the “injection point dis-
tance” decreases (see Fig. 1), leading to a lower-
ing of the barrier height, and thus to the rapid
growth of the fusion probability (see Fig. 2). When

the separation distance reaches zero at the energy
corresponding to T ≈ 0.6 − 0.8 MeV, the fusion
probability reaches the maximum in all three ana-
lyzed reactions. Further energy increase does not
change the height of the barrier (sinj remains equal
to zero) but heats the system up and thus affects
the fusion probability. For 48Ca +208Pb reaction,
the touching configuration is behind the asymmet-
ric saddle point (as seen from the entrance chan-
nel perspective; “inside” regime in Fig. 2). In this
case, the rising temperature increases the flux of
particles escaping through the asymmetric saddle
point and thus slightly reduces the fusion proba-
bility (see Linj < Lsd case in Eq. 3). For 50Ti and
54Cr projectiles, the touching configuration is “out-
side” the barrier and the fusion probability slowly
increases with the increase of the incindent energy
(Linj ≥ Lsd case in the Eq. 3).

The inclusion of the higher partial waves affects
the entire potential energy surface topology and in-
fluences the competition between the existing sym-
metric and asymmetric saddle points. In particu-
lar, the symmetric saddle, being more compact and
having a lower moment of inertia, is more sensitive
to the increase of the angular momenta. Above
a certain l-value, the symmetric saddle begins to
dominate and becomes the main point to overcome
in the fusion process for all studied systems. In
this case, the solution of the Smoluchowski diffu-
sion equation can also be applied to calculate the
fusion probability. However, the barrier height H(l)
should be calculated with respect to the symmet-
ric saddle point. The barrier height increases with
the increase of the l-value due to the difference in
the rotational energies in the symmetric saddle and
“injection” points. Therefore, the contribution of
higher partial waves to the fusion cross section is
suppressed. The systematic decrease of the fusion
probability with the increase of the l-value observed
in Fig. 2 for all three reactions might be viewed as a
manifestation of the well-known effect of the critical
angular momentum.

As one can see in Fig. 2, the dominant contri-
bution to the analyzed cold fusion reactions comes
from near-central collisions. The more peripheral
collisions are less favorable and lead to the re-
separation of the system at the beginning of the
nuclear reaction, rather than merging of target and
projectile nuclei.

To study the effective fusion probability for a
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Figure 3: Capture cross section σcap (top panels) and averaged fusion probability Pfus (bottom panels) for the reactions:
48Ca+208Pb - panels (a), (b), 50Ti +208Pb - panels (c), (d), 54Cr +208Pb - panels (e), (f). Solid lines show the FbD model
calculations of σcap and Pfus. Dashed lines in the top panels show calculated σcap scaled by the indicated suppression factors.
The arrows indicate the value of the mean entrance channel barrier, B0, for each reaction. The error corridors resulting from
the sinj systematics uncertainty are shown as shaded areas in the bottom panels. Points represent relevant experimental data
taken from Refs. [6, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38]. If not shown, error bars are smaller than the symbol sizes.

given reaction, one can define the quantity

Pfus =
1

(2lmax + 1)2

lmax∑
l=0

(2l + 1)× Pfus(l), (6)

which is the fusion probability “averaged” over all
angular momenta contributing to the fusion cross
section.

In Fig. 3 we present a comparison of the FbD
model predictions with the experimental data. The
top panels show the capture cross sections for each
of the reactions (i.e. cross sections for overcom-
ing the entrance channel barrier) calculated using
Eq. 2. Model calculations are compared with exper-
imental data taken from Ref. [6, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38].
The arrows in panels (a), (c), and (e) indicate the
values of the mean entrance channel barriers B0,
calculated using the empirical parametrization [7],
173.0, 191.2, and 208.3 MeV for 48Ca, 50Ti, and
54Cr respectively.

The experimentally measured fission-like cross
sections shown in the top panels of Fig. 3 lie be-
low our calculations (solid lines). The deviation
increases with increasing projectile atomic number.

As proposed in [6], we estimated scaling factors, S,
for our calculations to reproduce the experimental
results in the energy range above B0. These fac-
tors are 0.96 for 48Ca+208Pb, 0.55 for 50Ti+208Pb
and 0.24 for 54Cr+208Pb (in [6] the respective fac-
tors are 0.75, 0.48 and 0.22). Scaled capture cross
sections are shown as dashed lines in Fig. 3.

Our scaling factors are in reasonable agree-
ment with the results presented in Ref. [6], where
they were estimated as a deviation from the CC-
FULL model based on the coupled channels for-
malism [39]. The capture cross section suppres-
sion might be associated with mass-asymmetric fast
non-equilibrium processes, such as QF or DIC, ap-
pearing just after the interacting system passes the
entrance channel barrier. It should be emphasized
that both in this work and Ref. [6], the obtained
scaling factors are model-dependent.

Calculated average fusion probabilities (see
Eq. 6) for 48Ca, 50Ti, and 54Cr reactions on a 208Pb
target are shown in the lower panels of Fig. 3. Full
points in panels (b), (d), and (f) represent upper
limits on the compound nucleus formation proba-
bilities Psym taken from Ref. [6]. Psym is derived
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as the ratio of the measured symmetric-peaked fis-
sion cross section σsym to the capture cross section
taken as the measured total fission-like cross sec-
tion σfis divided by the appropriate scaling factor
S (Psym =

σsym

σfis/S
, see Eq. 1 in the supplementary

material for [6]).

For the 50Ti+208Pb reaction additional experi-
mental points (open triangles in Fig. 3(d)) taken
from [38] are shown. These data were derived
by measuring the angular distribution of mass-
symmetric fission.

The calculated average fusion probabilities
(Eq. 6, solid lines in panels (b),(d), and (f)) are
in good agreement with the experimental data for
all studied reactions. A rapid decrease of the fusion
probability in the energy region below B0 reported
in [38] for the 50Ti+208Pb reaction is reproduced in
our calculations (see Fig. 3(d)). Unfortunately, the
data for other reactions are limited in this energy
region.

For each reaction, the maximum value of Pfus is
reached for an energy a few MeV above B0 (when
sinj ≈ 0). Thus, the steady decrease of Pfus with
increasing energy is due to the dependence of H(l)
on the angular momentum only (see Fig. 2).

Finally, in Fig. 4, we show the FbD model cal-
culations of compound nucleus formation cross sec-
tions, defined as

σfus = πλ̄2
lmax∑
l=0

(2l + 1)T (l)Pfus(l) = σcap × Pfus.

(7)
The model calculations (solid lines) are compared
with the symmetric-peaked fission cross sections
measured in [6], but not given in that paper. There-
fore, we deduced σsym values from the data using
the relation σsym = Psym × (σfis/S) (see Fig. 4
in Ref. [6] and Fig. 5 in the corresponding sup-
plementary material). Although the comparison of
σsym with σfus is not entirely unequivocal, it seems
adequate. Qualitatively, one can see very similar
behavior of the calculated and experimental cross
sections as a function of the center-of-mass energy.
Some additional subtle effects related to the defor-
mation of the 54Cr projectile might be expected.
However, as we have checked (by analyzing colli-
sions at the tip to tip and equatorial configurations;
dashed lines in Fig. 4), the results for extreme orien-
tations in the entrance channel are within the error
corridor resulting from the systematics of sinj .
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Figure 4: Calculated compound nucleus formation cross
sections, σfus, for 48Ca +208Pb, 50Ti +208Pb, and 54Ca
+208Pb fusion reactions. Points are derived from the ex-
perimental data presented in Ref. [6]. Dashed lines show
calculations for two extreme orientations of target and 54Cr
projectile in the entrance channel: tip to tip (bottom line)
and body to body (upper line). The arrows indicate the value
of the mean entrance channel barrier, B0, for each reaction.
See text for details.

4. Conclusions

The presented results show that the compound
nucleus formation cross sections and related fusion
probabilities for 48Ca, 50Ti, and 54Cr incident on
a 208Pb target can be well reproduced within the
framework of the FbD model.

The experimentally observed dependence of the
fusion probability on the energy can be reproduced
using the diffusion approach. In the energy range
below B0, the fusion probability growth comes from
the reduction in the height of the internal barrier
opposing fusion with increasing bombarding energy.
The fusion probability saturation above B0 results
from suppression of the contributions from higher
partial waves and can be linked to the critical angu-
lar momentum. The difference between rotational
energies in the fusion saddle and the contact (stick-
ing) configuration at the beginning of the fusion
process plays a major role in compound nucleus for-
mation at energies above B0.
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