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Abstract

Optical potential parameters in nuclear model calculations are de-
termined by fitting elastic scattering angular distribution data. Due
to the dominance of Coulomb part, elastic scattering is performed at
much higher energies. A different approach using (α,n) reaction is
suggested to determine the alpha optical potentials suitable for astro-
physically relevant low energy regions. Reaction on p-nuclei in the
mass region A ≈ 92-168 have been chosen and a modified McFadden-
Satchler α-optical potential is obtained from fitting the (α,n) reaction
data. The effect of level density and γ-ray strength function is also
studied using this new potential by analyzing (α, γ) cross-sections.

1 Introduction

Most of the heavy nuclei are synthesized in stars by neutron capture
competing with β-decays in s- or r-process. In contrast to the nuclei
formed from s- or r-process, 30-35 stable neutron deficient nuclei from
74Se-196Hg (so-called p-nuclei) are synthesized by the γ-process [1–3].
The γ-process is different combinations of the (γ,n),((γ,p) and (γ, α)
reactions at high temperature(∼ GK). For γ-process calculations, a
huge reaction network involving about 1000 stable or unstable nuclei
is required. Reaction rates obtained from reaction cross-sections us-
ing Hauser-Feshbach (HF) statistical model calculations around the
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Gamow window region are important ingredients for network calcu-
lation. These reaction cross-sections of the γ-process are calculated
from inverse capture reactions using the principle of detailed balance.
HF calculations are sensitive to the nuclear physics input parameters
(Optical potentials, Level densities,γ-ray strength function, etc) and
a systematic study with respect to reactions involving p-nuclei is re-
quired.
Several capture reactions on p-nuclei have been performed in recent
years. HF calculations for proton and neutron capture reactions sat-
isfactorily explain the measured cross-section [4–17]. But significant
differences were observed in the measured cross-section data compared
to the HF predictions of alpha capture cross-section [18–25].These dif-
ferences mainly come from the choice of inappropriate entrance chan-
nel alpha optical model potential(AOMP).
In this work, (α,n) reaction cross-sections were compared with the HF
calculation and a modified AOMP was proposed for reactions with p-
nuclei. It is also observed that besides AOMP, other input parameters
like level density (LD), γ-ray strength function (γSF) play an impor-
tant role in statistical model calculations and affect the theoretical
cross-section data of the (α, γ) reactions.

2 Theoretical formalism

Integrated alpha induced compound nucleus cross-sections for a spe-
cific channel x ( x = n,α,p,γ, etc ) is given by the Hauser-Feshbach
theory as

σ(α, x) =
∑
J

σ(Ec, J)P (Ec, J ;x) (1)

Where σ(Ec, J) is the compound nucleus formation cross-section. The
total integrated (over emission energy and angle) decay probability to
a particular channel x is given by

P (Ec, J ;x) =
R(Ec, J ;x)dE

R(Ec, J)dE
(2)

The decay rates for particle (Rp(Ec, J)) and γ-channel (Rγ(Ec, J) are
given

Rp(Ec, J)dE =
∑
x

∑
j,s

∫ Ec−Sx

ε=0
Rx (Ec, J ;Ec − Sx − ε, j, s) dε (3)

Rγ(Ec, J)dE =
∑
λ

∑
j

∫ Ec

ε=0
Rλ (Ec, J ;Ec − ε, j) dε (4)



The total decay rate including both particles and γ-rays is given by

R (Ec, J) = Rγ(Ec, J) +Rp(Ec, J) (5)

The particle and γ-decay rates from the initial state (Ec, J) to the
final state (U, j) are given by Eq.6 and Eq.7 and are dependent on the
level density (ρ) and γ-ray strength functions(cλ ).

Rγ(Ec, J ;U, j)dE = [cλ(ε)]
[
ε2λ+1

] [ ρ(U, j)

ρ(Ec, J)

]
dE (6)

Where ε = Ec - U and ~J = ~λ+~j, λ = multi-polarity of γ-ray.

Rx(Ec, J ;U, j)dE =
1

h

j+s∑
S=|j−s|

J+S∑
l=J−S

Tl(ε)

[
ρ(U, j)

ρ(Ec, J)

]
dE (7)

Where ε = Ec - U - Sx , Sx = Separation energy for particle x with
orbital angular momentum l and spin s. The transmission coefficients
Tl(ε) are determined from nuclear optical potentials.
The expression for level density is given by

ρ (U, j) =
1

2

2j + 1

2
√

2πσ3
exp

[
−

(j + 1
2)2

2σ2

] √
π

12

exp(2
√
aU)

a
1
4U

5
4

(8)

Where σ2 is the spin cut-off parameter and a is the level density
parameter.
Above neutron threshold energy, neutron decay dominates over charge
particle decay (α, p, etc.) due to the absence of the Coulomb barrier.
So, decay probability(P (Ec, J ;x)) becomes unity for neutron emission
and (α,n) reaction cross-section only depends on compound nucleus
formation cross-section σ(Ec, J).

σ(α, n) ∼
∑
J

σ(Ec, J) =
∑
J

πλ̄2αTl(α) (9)

Tl(α) is the alpha transmission coefficient and is calculated using
Wood-Saxon optical potential is defined as

U(r) = VC(r) +
−V0

1 + exp

(
r−rvA1/3

T
av

) + i
−W0

1 + exp

(
r−rwA1/3

T
aw

) (10)

VC(r) is the coulomb potential. V0 and W0 are the potential depth of
the real and imaginary parts of nuclear potential respectively. ri and
ai (i=v,w) are the radii and diffusivities.
Since the entrance channel involves only the α-particle transmission



coefficient (Eq.9), the (α,n) cross-section is solely dependent on the
α-optical potential that determines Tl(α). However, sensitivity stud-
ies [26] show that some reactions on p-nuclei behave differently from
this approximation. This is exhibited in the sensitivity plots given in
Fig.1. In the measured energy range, the (α,n) reaction cross-sections
for these nuclei are not only sensitive to α-width but also sensitive to
n and γ-width. Therefore, it is not appropriate to search for α-optical
potential from (α,n) reaction data for these nuclei. The (α,n) reac-
tions on p-nuclei that are mainly sensitive to α-width are that involve
92,94Mo, 96Ru, 108Cd, and 130Ba nuclei. Contributions from the width
of other than that α-width are <25%. The motivation of this work
lies in studying how far these non α-widths affect the calculations and
the process of extracting the α-optical potential from (α,n) reactions.

3 Results and Calculations

3.1 (α,n) reaction

The HF calculations are carried out using the statistical model code
TALYS in version 1.95 [27]. The dependence of the calculations on the
optical model potential parameters, level density parameters, and E1
γ-ray strength functions are studied. The calculations are compared
with experimental cross-sections for (α,n) and (α, γ) reactions on ten
different even-even p-nuclei viz. 92,94Mo, 96Ru, 106,108Cd, 112Sn, 124Xe,
130Ba, 162Er, 168Yb.
As default, AOMP in the TALYS is the Avrigeanu potential [28] for
entrance channel, constant temperature Fermi gas model(CTFGM)
[29] for level density, and Brink-Axel Lorentzian(BAL) [30,31] for E1
γ-ray strength function. The results for the (α,n) reaction are shown in
Fig.2. At first, the results using global AOMP viz. that of McFadden-
Satchler (McF) [32], Avrigeanu [28] and Demetriou [33] are used in the
framework of TALYS and results are found to be satisfactory for 94Mo,
106Cd, 130Ba nuclei but overestimated for the other nuclei (Fig.2). The
McF was chosen for modification to obtain satisfactory results for the
cases of 92Mo, 96Ru, 108Cd, 112Sn, and 124Xe, as McF is simple energy
and mass independent potential. McF potential was modified with
energy dependent Fermi function on the depth parameters (both real
and imaginary).

This modified McF AOMP that explains the (α,n) cross-sections
are given in Table.1 and the fitted cross-sections using modified McF
is shown in Fig.2. In Table.1 Ecu is the Coulomb barrier energy and
ac corresponds to the energy diffusivity parameter. The value of ac is
varied between 2-12 and a better fit was obtained at ac =10. Similar



9.5 10 10.5 11
E

CM
 (MeV)

0

0.5

1
S

en
si

ti
v

it
y

 o
f 

cr
o

ss
-s

ec
ti

o
n

γ-width

n-width
p-width

α-width

92
Mo(α,n)

95
Ru

8.5 9 9.5 10 10.5 11
E

CM
 (MeV)

-0.5

0

0.5

1

S
en

si
ti

v
it

y
 o

f 
cr

o
ss

-s
ec

ti
o

n

γ-width

n-width
p-width

α-width

94
Mo(α,n)

97
Ru

9.8 10 10.2 10.4 10.6
E

CM
 (MeV)

-0.5

0

0.5

1

S
en

si
ti

v
it

y
 o

f 
cr

o
ss

-s
ec

ti
o

n

γ-width

n-width
p-width

α-width

96
Ru(α,n)

99
Pd

10.5 11 11.5 12
E

CM
 (MeV)

-0.5

0

0.5

1

S
en

si
ti

v
it

y
 o

f 
cr

o
ss

-s
ec

ti
o

n

γ-width

n-width
p-width

α-width

106
Cd(α,n)

109
Sn

11 12 13
E

CM
 (MeV)

-0.5

0

0.5

1

S
en

si
ti

v
it

y
 o

f 
cr

o
ss

-s
ec

ti
o

n

108
Cd(α,n)

111
Sn

γ-width

n-width
p-width

α-width

12.8 13.2 13.6 14
E

CM
 (MeV)

-1

-0.5

0

0.5

1

S
en

si
ti

v
it

y
 o

f 
cr

o
ss

-s
ec

ti
o

n

γ-width

n-width
p-width

α-width

112
Sn(α,n)

115
Te

12.5 13 13.5 14
E

CM
 (MeV)

-0.5

0

0.5

1

S
en

si
ti

v
it

y
 o

f 
cr

o
ss

-s
ec

ti
o

n

124
Xe(α,n)

127
Ba

γ-width

n-width
p-width

α-width

12 12.5 13 13.5 14
E

CM
 (MeV)

-0.5

0

0.5

1

S
en

si
ti

v
it

y
 o

f 
cr

o
ss

-s
ec

ti
o

n

130
Ba(α,n)

133
Ce

γ-width

n-width
p-width

α-width

12.5 13 13.5 14
E

CM
 (MeV)

-1

-0.5

0

0.5

1

S
en

si
ti

v
it

y
 o

f 
cr

o
ss

-s
ec

ti
o

n

162
Er(α,n)

165
Yb γ-width

n-width
p-width

α-width

12.5 13 13.5 14
E

CM
 (MeV)

-1

-0.5

0

0.5

1

S
en

si
ti

v
it

y
 o

f 
cr

o
ss

-s
ct

io
n

168
Yb(α,n)

171
Hf γ-width

n-width
p-width

α-width

Figure 1: Sensitivity of (α,n) reaction cross-section for 92,94Mo, 96Ru,
106,108Cd, 112Sn, 124Xe, 130Ba, 162Er, and 168Yb with variation of α-,n-,p-
and γ-width [26]
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Figure 2: (α,n) reaction cross-section of 92,94Mo, 96Ru, 106,108Cd, 112Sn, 124Xe,
130Ba, 162Er, and 168Yb. Experimental data from [18, 19, 21, 24, 25, 34–37]
compared to HF calculation with different α-optical potential.



Table 1: Modified McF potential parameters Set

Real Potential parameter Imaginary Potential parameter

V0 = 185

1+exp( 0.9Ecu−Ecm
ac

)
Wv = 25

1+exp( 0.9Ecu−Ecm
ac

)
rv = 1.40 rw = 1.40
av = 0.52 aw = 0.52

rc = 1.30

Table 2: χ2/N Values of (α,n) reaction using different optical potential

p-
nuclei

Modified
McF

McF Avrigeanu Demetriou

92Mo 13.99 188.85 138.82 44.82
94Mo 30.12 92.03 22.84 7.09
96Ru 11.83 1413.44 481.49 256.46
106Cd 15.65 2.083 0.57 2.71
108Cd 8.46 137.69 91.66 42.37
112Sn 1.64 1.91 2.16 1.82
124Xe 10.39 581.28 378.47 296.18
130Ba 15.91 19.40 10.23 7.05
162Er 23.03 336.42 36.99 8.52
168Yb 31.95 90.39 2.44 18.18
168Yb∗ 7.97

∗ Only modify the imaginary depth of McF potential (Modified McF1)

modification of the AOMP was done previously [37–40] but for only
modifying the imaginary depth parameter with a different ac value.
The prescription of modifying the imaginary part of the McF poten-
tial gives satisfactory results only in the heavier mass region(A > 130).
χ2/N values for using different AOMP are listed in Table.2.

3.2 (α, γ) reaction

These AOMP parameters so obtained are used to calculate the (α, γ)
cross-section and are shown in Fig.3 in comparison to the experimen-
tal data. Corresponding χ2/N are listed in Table.3. In the statistical
model, (α, γ) cross-section depends on the γ-ray strength function and



level density parameters (Eq.6 and Eq.7) apart from AOMP. TALYS
includes 6 level density models and 8 types of γ-ray strength functions.
Calculations were performed with different combinations of level den-
sity model and γ-ray strength functions while using the modified McF
AOMP.

Table 3: χ2/N Values of (α, γ) reaction using different optical potential

p-
nuclei

Modified
McF
+ BS-
FGM
+
BAL

McF Avrigeanu Demetriou

92Mo 5.304 71.28 27.16 35.93
94Mo 2.073 65.45 17.81 13.08
96Ru 9.59 106.29 31.79 37.78
106Cd 15.20 57.17 33.36 43.68
108Cd 1.94 25.71 2.93 4.43
108Cd# 2.49 3.40 3.92 4.15
112Sn 2.37 13.21 1.11 3.22
112Sn# 21.22 764.12 30.06 26.58
124Xe 72.73 517.74 23.89 11.15
130Ba 25.61 29.94 38.01 54.48
162Er 41.78 55.09 45.14 53.12
162Er∗ 7.14
168Yb 32.64 28.82 31.76 33.03
168Yb∗ 14.14

# Data taken from another Experiment
∗ Only modify the imaginary depth of McF potential (Modified McF1)

Alpha capture reaction cross-sections on p-nuclei are satisfactorily
explained with the modified AOMP, Back-Shifted Fermi Gas model
(BSFGM) [41] for level density and Brink-Axel Lorentzian(BAL) [30,
31] for γ-ray strength function.

4 Summary and Conclusions

An alpha optical model potential (AOMP) is prescribed for use at as-
trophysical energies and particularly for reactions with p-nuclei. The
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Figure 3: (α, γ) reaction cross-section of 92,94Mo, 96Ru, 106,108Cd, 112Sn, 124Xe,
130Ba, 162Er, and 168Yb. Experimental data from [18, 19, 21–25, 35–38] com-
pared to HF calculation with different α-optical potential. Arrow implies the
neutron threshold energy. The gray shaded region represents the predicted
cross-section using different inputs (AOMP, LD, γSF) in TALYS code.



potential is derived by using the (α,n) reaction cross-section data at
astrophysical energies, instead of using the conventional technique of
(α, α) elastic scattering angular distribution data at much higher en-
ergies.
The present AOMP is basically the well known McFadden and Satch-
ler global alpha optical potential with its strength form modified. The
general form of the new AOMP suggested for p-nuclei in terms of anal-
ysis of (α,n) data is

V0 = (V0)McF [1 + F1c]
−1 , W0 = (W0)McF [1 + F2c]

−1 (11)

Where c = exp
(
0.9Ecu−Ecm

ac

)
The values of F1 and F2 varies as a function of (N − Z) as follows

Table 4:
(N-Z) F1 F2

8-16(6=10) 1 1
18-28 0 1
10 0 0

This trend is observed on the basis of available data and can be
further substantiated by further measurements over a broader mass
range. The modified potential also provides a satisfactory representa-
tion of the (α, γ) experimental data.

References

[1] S.E. Woosley and W.M.Howard, ApJS 36, (1978) 285.

[2] M. Rayet et al., Astron. Asrophys. 227, (1990) 271.

[3] M. Arnould, S. Goriely, Physics Reports 384, (2003) 1-84.
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