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Abstract

W e reanalyze the low -energy ‘He (d,p)4H e cross section m easurem ents ofEn—

gstler et al. using recently m easured energy loss data for proton and deuteron

beam s in a hellum gas. A though the new *He(d,p)*H e astrophysical S—fctors

are signi cantly lower than those reported by Engstler et al.,, they clearly

show the presence of electron screening e ects. From the new astrophysical

S-factorswe nd an elctron screening energy in agreem ent w ith the adiabatic

lim it.

T he penetration through the Coulomb barrer forces the (non-resonant) cross section
(E ) between charged particles to drop exponentially w ith decreasing energy E . Energies
are in the center-ofm ass system throughout thispaper.) A sa consequence, the cross section
at the very low energies at which stellar hydrostatic buming takes place is in m ost cases too
an all to be m easured directly in the laboratory. Ik is therefore custom ary in nuclear astro—
physics to m easure cross sections to energies as low as possible and then to extrapolate the

data to the energy appropriate for the astrophysical application. C onventionally this extrap—
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olation is perfomm ed in tem s of the astrophysical S-factor de ned (in a m odekindependent

way) by

S
CE)=—E(E)e><p(2 €)); @)

q —
where €)= 7,2, =E isthe Somm erfeld param eter for iniial nucleiof charges Z1; %

and reduced m ass . The exponentialG am ow —factor n Eq. (1) describes the swave penetra—
tion through the C oulom b barrier of point-like charges and thus acoounts for the dom inant
energy dependence of the cross section at energies far below the Coulomb barrier. Addi-
tional energy dependences due to nuclear structure, strong interaction, phase space, nite
nuclear size, etc. are expected to lave the S £ )—factor a slow Iy varying function of energy
for non—resonant reactions.

Tt is comm on strategy in nuclkar astrophysics to reduce the uncertainties related to the
extrapolation ofthe S £ )-factorby pushing laboratory m easurem ents to even low er energies.
H owever, as hasbeen pointed out by A ssenbaum et al [I], there is a potentialproblem w ith
this strategy as, at the low est energiesnow accessible In lJaboratory experin ents, the electrons
present in the target (and possibly also In the profctik) m ay kad to an enhancem ent ofthe
m easured cross section over the desired cross section for bare nuckiby partially screening
the C oulom b barrierbetw een profctile and target. A sdiscussed in [L], the screening e ect is
equivalent to giving the colliding nucleian extra attraction (described by an energy increm ent
U.). Thus, the nuckim ay be considered as tunneling the Coulomb barrier at an e ective
Incident energy E. = E + U.. The resulting enhancem ent of the m easured cross section

exp (B ) over the cross section for bare nuclei ,, € ) can then be de ned as
fE)= pE)=pnE)= E +U)= E): @)

Considering that U, < < E at those energies currently accessble in experin ents and approx—

nathg S E)=E = S E. )=E. one nds [L]

e

U
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In general, the screening energy U, isa fiinction ofenergy. H ow ever, i hasbecom e custom ary
to express the enhancam ent of m easured cross sections due to electron screening in term s of
a constant screening energy 1. For atom ic (deuteron and helium ) targets this assum ption
hasbeen justi ed in B] or the energies at which screening e ects are relevant.

E xperim entally, electron screening e ects have been established and studied intensively
by the M unster/Bochum group 24{7]. By tting the expression forthe enhancem ent factor
fE®), asgiven In Eqg. (3), to the ratio of m easured cross section over the expected bare—
nuclear cross section ( p, is usually derived by extrapolating cross sections from higher
energies where screening e ects are negligbl), electron screening energies U, have been
derived for several nuclear reactions @{7]. Surprisingly, these screening energies have been
reported to be larger than the adiabatic lin it in which the electrons ad just instantaneously
to the change In nuclear con guration, and in which it isassum ed that the associated gain In
electron binding energy is entirely transferred to the relative m otion of the colliding nuclki.
A s Jong as it is justi ed to treat the nuckias n nitely heavy, which appears to be a valid
approxin ation at the energies involved, the adiabatic lin it should constitute the m axin um
screening energy possible.

The m ost pronounced excess of the experim entally derived screening energy over the
adiabatic 1im it hasbeen reported forthe *He(d,p)*He reaction [4]. W ith an atom ic *He gas
target, cross sections were m easured down to E = 588 keV . At this energy, the cbserved
cross section exceeds the extrapolated bare nuclear cross section by about 50% . Further-
m ore, the enhancam ent of the data over the bare nuclar cross section ts the expected
exponential energy dependence w ith a screening energy of U, = 186 9&V [1]. Thisvalue is
signi cantly largerthan the adigbatic lim it ofU. = 120 eV [3]. N ote that one possible source
of uncertainty is the extrapolation of the bare-nuclei cross section. For He(d,p)*He, the ex—
trapolation appears to be su ciently well under control. For exam ple, the param etrization
of the available data forenergies E = 40 keV to 10 M €V predicts an astrophysical S-factor
In the rkevant energy regineE = 5 40 keV which agreesvery wellw ith the one calculated

in am icroscopic cluster m odel #1.



O bviously the determm ination ofelectron screening e ects require high-precision m easure—
m ents. In particular, the e ective energy in the target or, equivalently, the energy loss in any
m atter upstream of the target has to be known very precisely. In /7], the authors used the
stopping power data for deuterons in hellum as tabulated in ]. These tables were derived
by extrapolation of the stopping power for deuterons above 100 keV to lower energies, as—
sum ing a linear dependence on the profctile velocity [1041]. A snoted by Lindhard {12]and
by Bang [13], this extrapolation can contain substantialerrors. Tn fact, recent m easurem ents
of the stopping power of low -energy protons and deuterons (25 keV ) in a helum gas [14]
found signi cantly lower values than tabulated n f]. These sn aller stopping powers are in
good agreem ent w ith a m ore recent calculation, based on a coupled-channel solution for the
tin edependent Schrodinger equation for a hydrogen beam traversing a helim gas f15]. Tn
this calculation, G rande and Schiw ietz show that the stopping power at low energies isdom —
nated by electron capture by the progctile. This process, however, requires a substantial
mInimum energy transfer which resuls in a considerably reduced stopping power at lower
energies than would be expected from a velocity-proportional extrapolation of data from
higher energies.

W e now rederive the low-energy *He(d,p)*He astrophysical S—factors for the Engstler
et al. measurem ents W] usihg the stopping power data of fl4] rather than the tabulated
values of []; the latter values were adopted in [4] and in the recent reanalysis of the data
by Pratiet al. []. W e translted the stopping power data of [[4] into energy losses as a
fiinction of deuteron+ *He (cm .) energiesE and then tted these data by a am ooth curve.
T he resulting energy loss functions are shown in Fig. 1 for the two di erent pressures (0.1
Torr and 02 Torr) at which the experin ent ] has been perform ed. For com parison, the
energy loss finction as derived from the ZieglerA ndersen tablke ] isalso shown. From Fig.
1 we cbserve that at the lowest energy € = 588 keV), at which Engstler et al. report
*He(dp)*H e astrophysical S—factors (02 Torr), them easured energy loss [14] is about 80 &V
Jess than the tabulated value. At E = 10 keV, the di erence is still 48 €V . N ote that these

di erences are signi cant com pared w ith of the energy previously attributed to electron



screening Ue = 186 €V). In fact, using the reduced energy losses will result n reduced
astrophysical S-factors. Correspondingly we expect the electron screening energy deduced
from the data to decrease.

To derive *He(d,p)*He astrophysical S—factors for the new energy loss data, we rst
transform ed the S £ )-factors into cross sections, using the S E) data and energies E as
given in Tabl 1 of Ref. f]; a 3:8% intrinsic error has been added in quadrature to the
data, in accordance w ith Ref. [1]. Then we derived new e ective energiesE °= E + E g,
where E 4 Is the excess of the tabulated energy ES%] losses over the recently m easured
valuies [[4]. The cross section data, now attrbuted to the e ective energy E °, are then
transform ed into astrophysical S—factors S € % . For the exponent in the Gam ow factor we
usd 2 €)= 68:75=q _CE ) wih E in keV), n accordance with E16]. A s expected, the
new astrophysical S-factors are signi cantly sm aller than those reported n 8,71 Fig. 2).

Follow ing Refs. /1] we then detemn ined the electron screening energy U by tting
expression (3) to the ratio ofthe new S (E) data to the barenucli astrophysical S—factors.
Asin {l]we used the 3-xd order polynom ial (n = 3) param etrization given in [1§] for the
barenuclkei cross section. We nd U, = 117 7 &V wih a ?=alue of 0.5 per degree of
freedom . To roughly estin ate the uncertainty of the extrapolated barenuclki cross section
on U, we have repeated the t for the 4-th order polynom ial (h = 4) param etrization of
fll. Wethen nd U, = 134 8e&V (? = 04). Both values are .n agreem ent w ithin
uncertainties w ith the adiabatic 1im it, which has been shown to apply at the low ocollision
energies studied here B]. Thus, the *He(d,p)*H e astrophysical S-factors derived w ith the
recently m easured energy loss data do not show the excess of screening energy reported in
[1]. W e stress that the uncertainties related to the extrapolation of the barenucki cross
sections are signi cantly larger than the statistical errors of the experin ental data, even in
a case where the extrapolation appears to be reasonably well under control.

N ote that the approxination S E. )=E. = S E)=E , used to derive Eq. (3) from the
de nition of the enhancem ent factor (2), is incorrect by about 3% at the lowest energies

studied here, leading to an approxin ately 10% underestin ation of the screening energy. W e



have therefore repeated the determ ination of the screening energy, now using Eq. Q). W e
then ndU.,= 130 8¢&V and 149 9¢&V forthen = 3 and n = 4 param etrization of the
barenuclei cross sections, respectively. A fhough these values are slightly larger than the
adiabatic screening lim it, they do not provide evidence for an excess of screening beyond
the uncertainties in the experin ents involved, as deduced in [7].

In summ ary, we have shown that conclusions drawn previously about electron screening
e ects on low-energy fusion data depend very sensitively on the assum ed energy loss In the
target and in m atter up-stream ofthe target, for which only rather scarce data exist at such
low collision energies. R ecent m easurem ents [14] and theoreticalwork [15] indicate that the
energy loss of a hydrogen beam transversing a helium gas is signi cantly less than given by
the standard tables. Ifthese reduced energy losses are applied to the *H e (d,p)*H e astrophys-
icalS-factors, we have found an electron screening energy In agreem ent w ith the theoretically
expected adiabatic lm it U, = 120 &V ), w ithin uncertainties, that no longer requires an un-
explained screening excess. Our work clearly stresses the need for improved low-energy
stopping power data for this and other reactions in which an excess of the screening energy
over the adiabatic lin it has been reported f]. Further work on low -energy stopping powers
In gas and solid targets has already been hitiated [I7]]. If this work con m s the reduced
stopping powers at very low energy, it w ill also validate the general strategy In nuclear astro—
physics to achieve m ore reliable astrophysical nuclear cross sections by steadily lowering the
energies at w hich the cross sections are m easured In the Jaboratory, as the electron screening
e ects, at kast for atom ic targets, can then be considered to be understood.

Thework was supported in part by the N ational Science Foundation, G rant Nos. PHY 94—
12818 and PHY 94-20470, and by the D eutsche Forschungsgem einschaft. O ne of the authors

K L) would lie to thank P rofessor Jens Lindhard for a valuable discussion.



REFERENCES

[L1H .J.A ssnbaum , K . Langanke, and C .Rolfs, Z.Phys. A 327 (1987) 461.

R]1E .Som orpiand C .Rolfs, Nucl. Instrum .M eth.B 99, (1995) 297 and references therein.

B]1T D .Shoppa, SE.Koonin, K . Langanke and R . Seki, Phys.Rev.C 48 (1993) 837.

4] S.Engstleret al, Phys. Lett.B 202 (1988) 179.

bIC.Angubetal, Z.Phys.A 345 (1993) 231.

bl1U .G reife, F .G orrds, M . Junker, C .Rolfsand D . Zahnow, Z .Phys. 351 (1995) 107.

[/1P.Pratietal.,, Z.Phys.A 350 (1994) 171.

B]1G .Bluge and K . Langanke, Phys.Rev.C 41 (1990) 1191.

O] T he Stopping and Ranges of Tons in M atter eds.by H .Andersen and JF . Ziglkr Perg—

amon, New York, 1977).

0] J.Lindhard, M at.Fys.M edd.D an.V densk. Selsk. 28 (1954).

[11]0 B.Firsov, Zh.Eksp. Teor.Fiz. 36 (1959) 1517.

[12] J.Lindhard, private com m unication.

[L3]J.Bang, L. S.Ferreira, and E .M aglione, preprint, N eils Bohr Tnstitute (1994).

[4]R.Golserand D .San rad, Phys.Rev. Lett. 66 (1991) 1831.

L5]P L.Grande and G . Schiw ietz, Phys.Rev.A 47 (1993) 1119.

6]G S.Chulik, Y E.Kin,R A .Riceand M .Rabiow iz, NucL Phys.A 551 (1993) 255.

[l7]C.Rolfset al,, proposal Ruhr Universitat Bochum , M ay 1995).



FIGURES

FIG.1l. Comparison of the m easured energy losses for a hydrogen beam traversing a helium
gas target E.-{f] w ith tabulated values E_Q]. A 1l energies are m easured In the centerofm ass system
of the colliding nuclki. The energy losses have been calculated for the two pressures ( =02 Torr

and 0.1 Torr) at which the experim ents of R ef. [-f!] have been perform ed.

FIG .2. Com parison of the astrophysical S-factors for the *He(d,p)*H e reaction as reported i
[_4] (open symbols) and as extracted using the revised energy losses ( lled symbols). T he squares
and triangles refer to the data m easured at 02 Torr and 0.1 Torr, respectively. The solid curve
show s the 3rd order polynom ial (n = 3) param etrization of the barenuclei cross section taken from

fI4]. T he dashed curve represents thebest t to the new astrophysical S—factor data ushg Eq. )

and a constant screening energy of U = 130 €V .
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