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The hindrance in fusion of heavy-ion reactions crops up in the region of extreme sub-barrier
energies. This phenomenon can be effectively analyzed using a simple diffused barrier formula
derived assuming a Gaussian distribution of fusion barrier heights. Folding the Gaussian barrier
distribution with the classical expression for the fusion cross section for a fixed barrier, the fusion
cross section is obtained. The energy dependence of the fusion cross section provides good description
to the existing data on sub-barrier heavy-ion fusion for lighter systems of astrophysical interest.
Using this simple formula, an analysis has been presented from 16O + 18O to 12C + 198Pt, all of
which were measured down to < 10 µb. The agreement of the present analysis with the measured
values is better than those calculated even from the sophisticated coupled channels calculations. The
relatively smooth variation of the three parameters of this formula implies that it may be exploited
to estimate the excitation function or to extrapolate cross sections for pairs of interacting nuclei
which are yet to be measured. Possible extensions of the present methodology and its limitations
have also been discussed.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The phenomenon of fusion hindrance in heavy-ion fu-
sion reactions for lighter systems may have important
consequences on the nuclear processes taking place in as-
trophysical scenarios. The hindrance can seriously affect
the energy generation by heavy-ion fusion reactions oc-
curring in the region of extreme sub-barrier energies, en-
compassing reactions involving lighter systems, such as
the reactions occurring in the stage of carbon and oxy-
gen burning in heavy stars [1–3] and their evolution and
elemental abundances. It is well known that fusion ex-
citation functions cannot be satisfactorily explained as-
suming penetration through a single, well-defined barrier
in the total potential energy of a colliding nucleus-nucleus
system. In order to reproduce shapes of the fusion excita-
tion functions, especially at low near-threshold energies,
it is necessary to assume coexistence of different barri-
ers, a situation that is naturally accounted for in the
description of fusion reactions in terms of coupled chan-
nel calculations involving coupling to various collective
states [4–9].

The aim of the present work is to obtain the nuclear
fusion cross sections for heavy-ion fusion for lighter sys-
tems of astrophysical interest. The phenomenological de-
scription of the fusion excitation functions is achieved by
assuming a Gaussian shape of the barrier distribution
treating the mean barrier and its variance as free param-
eters and folding it with the classical expression for the
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fusion cross section for a fixed barrier with the distance
corresponding to the location of the interaction barrier
as another free parameter. The free parameters are then
determined individually for each of the reactions by com-
paring the predicted fusion excitation function with ex-
perimental data. The energy dependence of the fusion
cross section, thus obtained, provides good description
to the existing data on sub-barrier fusion and capture
excitation functions for lighter heavy-ion systems of as-
trophysical interest.

II. THE FUSION BARRIER DISTRIBUTION

It is well known that the energy dependence of the fu-
sion cross sections can not be well estimated assuming
simply the penetration through a well-defined barrier in
one-dimensional potential of a colliding nucleus-nucleus
system. The heavy-ion fusion cross sections require inter-
pretation [1] in terms of a distribution of potential bar-
riers. The smoothening due to the quantum mechanical
barrier penetration replaces set of discrete barriers by
an effective continuous distribution. In order to repro-
duce shapes of experimentally observed fusion excitation
functions, particularly at low, near-threshold energies, it
is necessary to assume a distribution of the fusion barrier
heights, the effect that results from the coupling to other
than relative distance degrees of freedom. This is natu-
rally achieved in coupled-channel calculations, involving
the coupling to the lowest collective states in both collid-
ing nuclei. The structure effects in the barrier distribu-
tions are neglected in the present work and for the dis-
tribution of the fusion barrier heights, a Gaussian shape
for the barrier distribution D(B) is assumed [10]. The
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FIG. 1: Plots of the analytical estimates (solid line) and the
measured values (full circles) of the capture excitation func-
tions for 12C+24Mg.

barrier distribution is, therefore, given by

D(B) =
1

√
2πσB

exp
[

−
(B −B0)

2

2σ2

B

]

(1)

where the two parameters, the mean barrier B0 and the
distribution width σB , to be determined individually for
each reaction.

III. FUSION CROSS SECTION CALCULATION

In order to provide a systematic analysis of the data on
the fusion excitation functions, a simple formula for the
cross section for overcoming the potential energy barrier
is derived. The energy dependence of the fusion cross
section is obtained by folding the barrier distribution [10,
11] provided by Eq.(1), with the classical expression for
the fusion cross section given by

σf (B) = πR2

B

[

1−
B

E

]

for B ≤ E

= 0 for B ≥ E (2)

where RB denotes the relative distance corresponding to
the position of the barrier approximately, which yields

σc(E) =

∫

∞

E0

σf (B)D(B)dB

Ec.m. (MeV)

5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40

σ f
 (

m
b)

10-3

10-2

10-1

100

101

102

103
12C + 30Si

FIG. 2: Plots of the analytical estimates (solid line) and the
measured values (full circles) of the capture excitation func-
tions for 12C+30Si.

=

∫ B0

E0

σf (B)D(B)dB +

∫ E

B0

σf (B)D(B)dB (3)

= πR2

B

σB

E
√
2π

[

ξ
√
π
{

erf(ξ) + erf(ξ0)
}

+ e−ξ2 − e−ξ2
0

]

where E0 = 0 for positive Q value reactions and E0 = Q
for negative Q value reactions, Q value being the sum of
the rest masses of fusing nuclei minus rest mass of the
resultant fused nucleus,

ξ =
E −B0

σB

√
2

ξ0 =
B0 − E0

σB

√
2

(4)

and erf(ξ) is the Gaussian error integral of argument ξ.
The parameters B0 and σB along with RB is to be de-
termined by fitting Eq.(3) along with Eq.(4) to a given
fusion excitation function. In the derivation of formula
Eq.(3), the quantum effect of sub-barrier tunneling is not
accounted for explicitly. However, the influence of the
tunneling on shape of a given fusion excitation function
is effectively included in the width parameter σB .
The fusion cross section formula of the Eq.(3) ob-

tained by using the diffused-barrier, is a very elegant
parametrization of the cross section for a process of over-
coming the potential-energy barrier. Hence, it can be
successfully used for analysis and predictions of the fu-
sion excitation functions of light, medium and moder-
ately heavy systems, especially in the range of sub-barrier
energies.
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FIG. 3: Plots of the analytical estimates (solid line) and the
measured values (full circles) of the capture excitation func-
tions for 12C+198Pt.

In case of light and medium systems, surmounting the
barrier automatically guarantees fusion of the colliding
nuclei leading to formation of the compound nucleus.
The term capture is used to refer the process of over-
coming the interaction barrier in a nucleus-nucleus col-
lision, followed by formation of a composite system. In
general, the composite system undergoes fusion only in a
fraction f of the capture events. For light and medium
systems, f ≈ 1, and almost all the capture events lead
to fusion resulting fusion cross sections to be practically
identical with the capture cross sections. However, for
very heavy systems, only a small fraction (f < 1) of
capture events ultimately lead to fusion while for the re-
maining part of the events, the system re-separates prior
to equilibration and clear distinction between fusion and
capture cross sections then becomes necessary. There-
fore, for very heavy systems, when the overcoming the
barrier does not guarantee fusion, predictions based on
Eq.(3) provide the capture cross section.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The sub-barrier fusion excitation functions of heavy-
ion fusion for lighter systems of astrophysical interest
have been analyzed using a simple diffused barrier for-
mula (given by Eq.(1)) derived by folding the Gaussian
barrier distribution with the classical expression for the
fusion cross section for a fixed barrier. The same set
of target-projectile combinations have been selected for
which heavy ion sub-barrier fusion has been recently [12–
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FIG. 4: Plots of the analytical estimates (solid line) and the
measured values (full circles) of the capture excitation func-
tions for 16O+18O.

15] studied. The values of mean barrier height B0, width
σB and the effective radius RB have been obtained us-
ing the least-square fit method. These values are listed
in Table-I arranging it in order of increasing projectile
mass.

The task of estimating σc(E) rests upon predicting the
values of the mean barrier height B0, the width of the
barrier height distribution σB and the effective radius
RB for a particular reaction. Since B0 is essentially the
mean height of the Coulomb barrier, it should be a func-

tion of the Coulomb parameter z = Z1Z2/(A
1/3
1

+A
1/3
2

)
in the vicinity of the barrier. The second quantity, the
effective barrier radius RB, quite obviously should de-

pend upon r0(A
1/3
1

+ A
1/3
2

) = r0A12 where r0 is the nu-
clear radius parameter. The extrapolation of the trend
of σB is more difficult, which primarily arises out of nu-
clear deformation, nuclear vibrations and quantum me-
chanical barrier penetrability. It may be observed from
Table-I that the mean barrier height B0 increases with
the Coulomb parameter z for all cases while the effective
radius RB also increases with A12 except for 16O+18O
and 28Si+64Ni and interestingly, as may be seen from
Figs.-1-7, for 16O+18O case, the theoretical calculations
are slightly off at lower energies as well.

In Figs.-1-7, the measured fusion excitation functions
represented by full circles are compared with the predic-
tions of the diffused barrier formula depicted by the solid
lines. The systems of 12C+24Mg, 12C+30Si, 12C+198Pt,
16O+18O, 28Si+64Ni, 58Ni+58Ni and 64Ni+64Ni are il-
lustrated in Figs.-1-7. It may be easily perceived from
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FIG. 5: Plots of the analytical estimates (solid line) and the
measured values (full circles) of the capture excitation func-
tions for 28Si+64Ni.

TABLE I: The extracted values of the mean barrier height
B0, the width of the barrier height distribution σB and the
effective radius RB, deduced from the analysis of the mea-
sured fusion excitation functions. The table is arranged in
order of increasing projectile mass.

Reaction Refs. z A12 σB B0 RB

[MeV] [MeV] [fm]
12C+24Mg [13] 13.916 5.174 0.815 11.483 6.646
12C+30Si [12] 15.565 5.397 1.090 13.540 8.300
12C+198Pt [14] 57.650 8.118 1.749 55.140 11.179
16O+18O [13] 12.450 5.141 0.859 9.797 7.743
28Si+64Ni [15] 55.709 7.037 1.402 50.403 7.182
58Ni+58Ni [14] 101.269 7.742 2.275 98.278 8.550
64Ni+64Ni [14] 98.000 8.000 1.466 92.646 8.862

these figures that precisely measured fusion excitation
functions provide systematic information on the essen-
tial characteristics of the interaction potential, viz. the
mean barrier width σB and height B0 of its distribution,
for nucleus-nucleus collisions. The fusion or capture cross
sections for planning experiments can also be predicted
by using Eq.(3) and theoretically obtained values of the
parameters B0 and σB .

As seen in the Figs.-1-7, the present theoretical de-
scription provides excellent fits to the experimental data.
This implies that for the chosen set of nuclei almost all
the capture events lead to fusion resulting fusion cross
sections to be practically identical with the capture cross
sections. Moreover, the Gaussian form for the barrier dis-
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FIG. 6: Plots of the analytical estimates (solid line) and the
measured values (full circles) of the capture excitation func-
tions for 58Ni+58Ni.

tribution describes sub-barrier fusion cross sections quite
well justifying the beyond single barrier model arising
out of tunneling, deformation and vibration of nuclei.
Although theoretically the concept of a barrier distribu-
tion is valid under certain approximations, the good fits
to the experimental data shown certainly imply that in
reactions involving heavy-ion fusion for lighter systems
of astrophysical interest, barrier distribution remains a
meaningful concept.

It is pertinent to mention here that although the single-
Gaussian parameterization [Eq.(1)] for barrier distribu-
tion is reasonably successful in providing a good descrip-
tion of fusion process in general, neither the formula de-
rived for fusion cross-section nor the method using the
barrier distribution can be put to use for all fusing sys-
tems. One can visualize from Eq.(3) that the excitation
function is all the time a monotonically rising function
of energy. This puts a limitation on Eqs.(1,2) which can
not be used for describing fusion reactions at higher en-
ergies when incomplete fusion as well as deep-inelastic
scattering can cause a lowering of the fusion cross sec-
tion. Similar limitation arises for lighter systems (e.g.
12C+12C, 12C+16O, 16O+16O etc.) as well when exci-
tation functions possess oscillations and resonance struc-
tures. Possibility of better agreement with data may be
explored by opting a more intricate formula for barrier
distribution, which, however, will bring in more addi-
tional adjustable parameters than just three used in the
present work. Such refinements for the barrier distribu-
tion of Eq.(1) include distributions with different widths
on the low or high energy sides, a moderation of the ex-
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FIG. 7: Plots of the analytical estimates (solid line) and the
measured values (full circles) of the capture excitation func-
tions for 64Ni+64Ni.

ponent in the Gaussian distribution or multi-component
distributions.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION

In the region of sub-barrier energies, the fusion reac-
tion cross sections have been estimated spanning a broad
energy range. To comprehend the conditions of overcom-
ing the potential energy barrier in nuclear collisions and
to obtain a systematic knowledge on the essential charac-
teristics of the interacting potential, viz. the mean bar-
rier height B0 and its width σB of distribution, a set of
precisely measured fusion excitation functions has been
studied for two colliding nuclei. A Gaussian distribution
function for the barrier heights is assumed to derive a
simple diffused-barrier formula. The values of the mean
barrier height B0, the width σB and the effective radius
RB are determined using the method of least-square fit.
The present fusion cross section formula can be used

to calculate the cross sections for overcoming the bar-
rier in collisions of very heavy systems in order to calcu-
late the overcoming-the-barrier cross section for a given
projectile-target combination. For calculating the pro-
duction cross sections of superheavy nuclei, the predic-
tion of the capture excitation functions or sticking can be
used in the sticking-diffusion-survival model [16] as one
of three basic ingredients. The reasonably good fit of the
present theoretical description to the experimental data
implies two important facts that for the investigated set
of nuclei almost all the capture events ultimately lead to

fusion and the idea of the Gaussian distribution of bar-
rier provides good description of the sub-barrier fusion
cross sections. Although the single-Gaussian parameter-
ization for barrier distribution is reasonably successful in
providing a good description of fusion process in general,
neither the formula derived for fusion cross-section nor
the method using the barrier distribution can be put to
use for all fusing systems. One can visualize from Eq.(3)
that the excitation function is all the time a monoton-
ically rising function of energy. This puts a limitation
on Eqs.(1,2) which can not be used for describing fusion
reactions at higher energies when incomplete fusion as
well as deep-inelastic scattering can cause a lowering of
the fusion cross section. Similar limitation can arise for
lighter systems also when excitation functions possess os-
cillations and resonance structures. Possibility of better
agreement with data may be explored by opting a more
intricate formula for barrier distribution, which, however,
will bring in more additional adjustable parameters than
just three used in the present work. Such improvements
for the barrier distribution can be realized through dis-
tributions with different widths on the low or high energy
sides, multi-component distributions or a modification of
the exponent in the Gaussian distribution.
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