arXiv:2206.12080v1 [nucl-th] 24 Jun 2022

Low-energy^7Li(n, γ)^8Li and^7Be(p, γ)^8B radiative capture reactions within the Skyrme Hartree-Fock approach

Nguyen Le Anh^∗ Department of Physics, Ho Chi Minh City University of Education, 280 An Duong Vuong, District 5, Ho Chi Minh City, Vietnam.

Department of Theoretical Physics, Faculty of Physics and Engineering Physics, University of Science, Ho Chi Minh City, Vietnam. and Vietnam National University, Ho Chi Minh City, Vietnam.

Bui Minh Loc^† Center for Exotic Nuclear Studies, Institute for Basic Science (IBS), Daejeon 34126, Korea. (Dated: June 27, 2022) The electromagnetic dipole transitions in^7Be(p, γ)^8B and^7Li(n, γ)^8Li reactions at the keV-energy region were analyzed simultaneously within the Skyrme Hartree-Fock potential model. The Skyrme Hartree-Fock calculation is adopted as a microscopic approach to obtain consistently the single-particle bound and scattering states in the calculation of the radial overlap function within the potential model. All nonresonant and resonant electromagnetic dipole transitions are taken into account. The electric dipole transitions are successfully described with the slightest adjustment. The resonant magnetic dipole transitions at 633 keV and 2184 keV of^7Be(p, γ)^8B reaction, and the one at 222 keV of^7Li(n, γ)^8Li are also analyzed. The astrophysical S_{17}(0) factor of^7Be(p, γ)^8B reaction is found to be 22.3 eV b.

I. INTRODUCTION

The nucleon radiative-capture reaction in which the atomic nucleus captures the incoming nucleon followed by the emission of electromagnetic radiation plays an important role in nuclear astrophysics. Both^7Li(n, γ)^8Li and^7Be(p, γ)^8B reactions are key processes in nuclear

∗ anhnl@hcmue.edu.vn † buiminhloc@ibs.re.kr

astrophysics. The^7Li(n, γ)^8Li reaction is important due to its relation to the nucleosynthesis of heavy nuclei in the inhomogeneous Big Bang model [1]. While the^7Be(p, γ)^8B is crucial in the production of high-energy solar neutrinos and the nucleosynthesis of low-mass stars [2, 3]. It is, however, one of the reactions with the largest uncertainty [2, 3] as it is required to be measured at extremely low energies to determine the cross section at the zero energy known as the S_{17}(0) factor.

The^7Li(n, γ)^8Li and^7Be(p, γ)^8B reactions were studied simultaneously in many previous works [4–9] due to the isospin symmetry in the n+^7Li and p+^7Be systems. For instance, the neutron optical potential for the^7Li target was used to reproduce the cross section for the reaction^7Be(p, γ)^8B down to the very low energies [4, 6–8]. Therefore,^7Li(n, γ)^8Li and 7Be(p, γ)^8B are efficiently analyzed side by side.

Among the theoretical studies, there are a variety of approaches for the radiative-capture reaction such as the phenomenological potential model [10–13], folding model [14, 15], shellmodel calculation [7, 16], multi-cluster calculation [5, 17–19] or phenomenological R-matrix [9, 20, 21]. For the^7Be(p, γ)^8B reaction, in particular, there were also the ab initio calculations [22, 23] for the electric dipole (E1) transition and recently for the magnetic dipole (M1) transition included [24]. A recent review was given in Ref. [25]. The potential model is the simplest but powerful tool for the study of radiative-capture reactions as the capture process can be simply considered as the electromagnetic transition between the continuum state and the bound state. The radiative-capture reaction can be also approached with the potential model using the Skyrme Hartree-Fock calculation to obtain simultaneously the bound and scattering states [26, 27].

In the present work, the^7Li(n, γ)^8Li and^7Be(p, γ)^8B reactions were analyzed within the potential model using the Skyrme Hartree-Fock calculation. All electromagnetic dipole transitions are in the consideration of their contributions. In the case of the^7Li nucleus, the experimental data at low energies [8, 28–30] were reproduced efficiently both non-resonant E1 transition and resonant M1 transition at 222 keV. In the case of the^7Be nucleus, all measured data [31–39] were well reproduced including not only both resonances at 633 keV and 2184 keV but also the non-resonant contribution up to 3000 keV.

The results show that the single-particle scattering and the bound wave functions being the main inputs of the potential model are well-described using the two parameters of the approach. For the non-resonant E1 transition, only one parameter is adjusted. The spectroscopic factors that play a key role in the method are determined by the experimental data at a few hundred keV. It helps in determining precisely the S_{17}(0) factor that is 22.3 eV b in the present work.

The formulas for the E1 and M1 transitions are presented in the next section. The Skyrme Hartree-Fock calculation was described in detail in Refs. [26, 27]. The section on results and discussions is started with the E1 transitions having no resonance followed by the M1 transition with low-lying resonances.

II. METHOD OF CALCULATION

A. Electromagnetic dipole transition

For the proton radiative-capture reaction, the energy-dependent astrophysical S factor S(E) is defined by S_{aA}(E) = E exp[2πη(E)]σ(E), (1)

where the Sommerfeld parameter describing the s-wave barrier penetration is η(E) = Ze^2/(ℏv) with v being the initial relative velocity between the incident particle with atomic mass number a and the target with the charge number Z and the mass number A. In our case, S_{aA}(E) is the S_{17}(E). The general radiative-capture cross section σ(E) is given in Refs. [11, 12, 40]. The electric quadrupole (E2) transition is negligible in the energy of interest within the potential model [13, 38, 41–43]. Our present calculations are restricted to the E1 and the M1 transitions.

The initial state |[I ⊗ (ℓ ⊗ s)j]JM⟩ and the final state |[I ⊗ (ℓ^′ ⊗ s)j^′]J^′M^′⟩ of the system are assumed as the core that is the target nucleus with one additional nucleon that is the captured nucleon at a single-particle state. The core has the internal spin I that is unchanged in the calculation. Note that the ground states of the target nuclei are I^π = 3/2^− in the study. The total relative angular momentum of the nucleon-target system is j = ℓ + s with ℓ being the relative orbital angular momentum and s = 1/2 for the nucleon. The channel spin of the initial system is J = I + j. Therefore, the radiative-capture cross section in our case is expressed as [11, 12, 44] σ(E) = 4 3 1 ℏv ( 4π 3 k^3_γ ) 1 (2s + 1)(2I + 1) ∑ ℓjJ ( |M_{E1}|^2 + |M_{M1}|^2 ) , (2) where k_γ is the wave number of the photon defined as ℏck_γ = E + Q with Q being the Q value of the reaction. M_{Ω1} with Ω being E or M is the reduced matrix element of the electromagnetic dipole transitions. We herein follow the coupling scheme for angular momenta in Refs. [11, 41, 45]. M_{Ω1} = ⟨[I ⊗ (ℓ^′ ⊗ s)j^′]J^′||O_{Ω1}||[I ⊗ (ℓ ⊗ s)j]J⟩. (3) In the case of the E1 transition, the operator is given by

O_{E1} = C_erY^μ_1 , (4)

where C_e = m(τ − Z/A)e is the effective charge in which e is the electric charge, m the reduced mass, and τ = 0 for neutron and τ = 1 for proton; and Y^μ_1 (μ = −1, 0, 1) is the spherical harmonic function. The M_{E1} can be reduced to the calculation of the singleparticle (s.p.) reduced matrix element [46]

M_{E1} = C_eS^{1/2}_F (−1)^{I+j′+J+1}ĴĴ^′ j^′ J^′ I J j 1 M^{(s.p.)}_{E1} , (5)

where l̂ = √ 2l + 1 and the curly bracket is Wigner 6j coefficient. S_F is the spectroscopic factor that is introduced to take into account the missing configurations of the system; in the other words, it is the fractional parentage coefficient that the system can be described as our assumption [8, 44]. It also contains missing correlations in the calculation of the single-particle state. Within the potential model for the radiative-capture reaction, its value is finally adjusted to reproduce the experimental data.

For the M1 transition, the operator is [11–13, 45]

O_{M1} = √ 3 4π [C_mℓ_μ + 2 (μ_τ s_μ + μ_AI)] . (6)

With μ_N ≈ 0.105e fm being the nuclear magneton, the effective magnetic moment is C_m = m(τ + Z/A^2)μ_N . The magnetic moments used in this work are μ_p = +2.793μ_N , μ_n = −1.913μ_N , μ_A = −1.399μ_N for^7Be [47] and +3.256μ_N for^7Li [48]. The reduced matrix element for the M1 transition is, therefore, written as the summation of three terms [11– 13, 45] M_{M1} = S^{1/2}_F √ 3 4π ( M^{(0)}_{M1} + M^{(1)}_{M1} + M^{(2)}_{M1} ) . (7)

Similarly to the case of E1 transition in Eq. (5), we have

M^{(0)}_{M1} = C_m(−1)^{I+j+J ′+1}ĴĴ^′ j^′ J^′ I J j 1 M^{(s.p.)}_0 , (8)

M^{(1)}_{M1} = μ_τ (−1)^{I+j+J ′+1}ĴĴ^′ j^′ J^′ I J j 1 M^{(s.p.)}_1 , (9)

M^{(2)}_{M1} = μ_Aδ_{jj}′ (−1)^{I+j′+J+1}ĴĴ^′ I J j^′ J^′ I 1 Î √ I(I + 1)M^{(s.p.)}_2 . (10)

The single-particle reduced matrix elements are well-known in literature [46]. They are decomposed into two components: the geometrical coefficient and the radial overlap integral. The radial overlap integrals for the E1 and M1 transitions are different from the r-dependence in the operator

I_{E1} = ∫ ϕ_{nℓ}′_j′ (r)χ_{ℓj}(E, r)r dr, I_{M1} = ∫ ϕ_{nℓ}′_j′ (r)χ_{ℓj}(E, r) dr. (11) The potential model for radiative-capture reaction focuses on the calculation of the radial overlap integrals in Eq. (11) with appropriate wave functions, χ_{ℓj} and ϕ_{nℓ}′_j′ .

B. Single-particle wave functions for the overlap integrals

In our approach, both scattering wave function χ_{ℓj} and bound wave function ϕ_{nℓ}′_j′ in Eq. (11) were simultaneously obtained within the Skyrme Hartree-Fock calculation. The detailed Hartree-Fock calculation for bound and scattering single-particle state were presented in Refs. [49, 50].

The calculation was started with the radial Hartree-Fock equations using the skyrme rpa program in Ref. [51] { ℏ^2 2m^∗(r) [ − d^2 dr^2 + ℓ^′(ℓ^′ + 1) r^2 ] + V (r) − d dr [ ℏ^2 2m^∗(r) ] d dr } φ_{nℓ}′_j′ (r) = ε_{nℓ}′_j′ φ_{nℓ}′_j′ (r). (12) where m^∗(r) is the nucleon effective mass in the Skyrme Hartree-Fock formalism. The Skyrme Hartree-Fock potential V (r) consists of the central V_c(r), the spin-orbit V_{s.o.}(r), and the one-body Coulomb potential V_{Coul.}(r) in the case of proton

V (r) = V_c(r) + qV_{Coul.}(r) + V_{s.o.}(r), (13) with q being the charge of the incident nucleon. The SLy4 interaction [52] is chosen in our calculation. The first-order derivative term in Eq. (12) is eliminated by using the transformation [49] φ_{nℓ}′_j′ (r) = [m^∗_q (r)/m]^{1/2}φ̃_α(r), (14)

with m being the nucleon mass. Then Eq. (12) is rewritten as the usual Schrödinger equation { ℏ^2 2m^′ [ − d^2 dr^2 + ℓ^′(ℓ^′ + 1)

r^2 ] + V_b(ε_{nℓ}′_j′ , r) − ε_{nℓ}′_j′ } φ̃_{nℓ}′_j′ (r) = 0, (15)

where m^′ = mA/(A − 1) is used for the center-of-mass correction [32] that is important for the calculations for light nuclei. The potential V_b(ε_{nℓ}′_j′ , r) in Eq. (15) is given by

V_b(ε_{nℓ}′_j′ , r) = N_bV^c_b (ε_{nℓ}′_j′ , r) + qV_{Coul.}(r) + V_{s.o.}(r)ℓ^′ · σ, (16)

where the central part V^c_b (ε_{nℓ}′_j′ , r) depends on the single-particle energy ε_{nℓ}′_j′

V^c_b (ε_{nℓ}′_j′ , r) = m^∗(r) m { V_c(r) + 1 2 d^2 dr^2 ( ℏ^2 2m^∗(r) ) − m^∗(r) 2ℏ^2 [ d dr ( ℏ^2 2m^∗(r) )]_2}

+ [ 1 − m^∗(r) m ] ε_{nℓ}′_j′ , (17) and the spin-orbit and Coulomb parts are energy-independent

V_{Coul.}(r) = [m^∗(r)/m]V_{Coul.}(r), (18)

V_{s.o.}(r) = [m^∗(r)/m]V_{s.o.}(r). (19)

The scattering states of the Skyrme Hartree-Fock field is obtained by replacing ε_{nℓ}′_j′ in Eq. (15) by the continuous energy E [49]. The scattering wave function is the solution of { ℏ^2 2m^′ [ − d^2 dr^2 + ℓ(ℓ + 1) r^2 ] + V_s(E, r) − E } χ_{ℓj} (E, r) = 0. (20)

The potential V_s(E, r) in Eq. (15) is

V_s(E, r) = N_sV^c_s (E, r) + qV_{Coul.}(r) + V_{s.o.}(r)ℓ · σ. (21)

The central part V^c_s (E, r) depends on the scattering energy E. It is obtained by replacing the single-particle energy ε_{nℓ}′_j′ in Eq. (17) by the positive energy E. The spin-orbit and Coulomb parts are the same as Eqs. (18) and (19) as they are energy independent. Note that two parameters N_b and N_s are introduced in Eqs. (16) and (21), respectively.

It is known that the Skyrme Hartree-Fock approximation gives tightly bound singleparticle states. The asymptotic behavior of the bound state should be corrected. Therefore, the value of N_b is adjusted to obtain the single-particle energy ε_{nℓ}′_j′ of the first unoccupied state equal to the experimental nucleon separation energy. All occupied single-particle states are kept unchanged. It is well-known as the well-depth method.

For the scattering state, the mean-field approach such as the Skyrme Hartree-Fock calculation cannot reproduce exactly the resonance state. Therefore, the scattering state has to be corrected to reproduce the exact position of low-lying resonances. It is done by the adjusted value of N_s.

The single-particle bound and scattering states in Eq. (11) with the corrections have the correct asymptotic forms required by the properties of the low energy radiative-capture reaction. The values of parameters are well-constrained by the experimental values including the nucleon separation energy for N_b and the energy of the nuclear excited state (or the position of the resonance) for N_s.

At the end of the calculation, the value of S_F is fine-tuned to reproduce the experimental data. The adjustments are typical in the framework of the potential model. The difference in our approach is that the scattering and bound wave functions are initially obtained simultaneously from a microscopic approach such as the Skyrme Hartree-Fock formalism.

Mean-field models are often considered to be inappropriate to describe light nuclei such as A = 7, 8 nuclei. There have been works adopting the mean-field procedure [53, 54]. Even for^4He some useful conclusions have been drawn using a Skyrme Hartree-Fock calculation [55] and useful conclusions have be obtained for other light nuclear system [53]. In this manuscript we show that a Skyrme Hartree-Fock calculation leads to very reasonable results of radiative-capture cross sections with A = 7, 8 nuclei.

C. Partial-wave analysis

Fig. 1 illustrates the level schemes of^8Li and^8B nuclei with the relevant bound-to-bound M1 transitions from the 1^+ and 3^+ states to the 2^+ ground states. Note that two boundto-bound M1 transitions from 3^+ state to 2^+ state are similar. The resonance at 2184 keV of^7Be(p, γ)^8B reaction and the resonance at 222 keV of^7Li(n, γ)^8Li are related. However, as the radioactive-capture process is the continuum-to-bound transition, they cannot be as

FIG. 1. Level schemes of^8Li (a) and^8B (b). All low-lying resonances are caused by the M1 transitions to the ground states (2^+) of^8Li and^8B. The blue dotted lines are the reaction thresholds. The arrows are bound-to-bound M1 transitions. The black dashed arrows are the transitions above the threshold. The dotted arrow is the sub-threshold M1 transition.

similar to each other as the two bound-to-bound M1 transitions are. The sub-threshold M1 transition (the dotted arrow in Fig. 1) is not in our calculation.

In the case of the E1 transitions, as shown in Table I, the nucleon is assumed to be captured into the single-particle state 1p_{3/2} for both target nuclei. The selected singleparticle scattering states are consequently s wave, and d waves including d_{3/2} and d_{5/2}. The total spin of the initial state or the channel spin J^π are 1^− and 2^− for the s wave, and 1^−, 2^− and 3^− for the d waves. Note that the total spin J is unique for the bound-to-bound transition. While the average sum of all possible channel spins is required for the continuum-to-bound transition.

For the M1 transitions, there are the resonances corresponding to the bound-to-bound transitions illustrated by the dashed arrows in Fig. 1. The resonance at 633 keV is caused by the proton in the p-scattering wave captured into the 1p_{3/2}-bound state. The channel spins J^π are 1^+, 2^+ and 3^+ for the p wave with j = 3/2, but there is no J^π = 3^+ for j = 1/2. The configuration is the same for the case of M1 resonance at 222 keV in^7Li(n, γ)^8Li reaction.

TABLE I. All E1 transitions to the 2^+ ground states in^8Li and^8B are considered. J^π is the channel spin and parity of the initial system. N_s and N_b are the two parameters in the calculation. S_F is the spectroscopic factor. The values of N_b are determined by the Q values that are 2033 keV and 136 keV for^7Li(n, γ)^8Li and^7Be(p, γ)^8B reactions, respectively. Reaction J^π ℓ N_s nℓ^′_j′ N_b S_F 7Li(n, γ)^8Li 1^−, 2^− s 1.00 1p_{3/2} 0.72 1.00 1^−, 2^−, 3^− d 1.00 1p_{3/2} 0.72 1.00 7Be(p, γ)^8B 1^−, 2^− s 1.00 1p_{3/2} 0.70 0.80 1^−, 2^−, 3^− d 1.00 1p_{3/2} 0.70 0.80

TABLE II. The same as Table I but for the M1 transitions. The energies (in keV) of the M1 resonances are shown. Note that there is no J^π = 3^+ for p_{1/2} states. Reaction E [keV] J^π ℓ N_s nℓ^′_j′ N_b S_F 7Be(p, γ)^8B 633 1^+, 2^+, 3^+ p 0.67 1p_{3/2} 0.70 1.00 2184 1^+, 2^+, 3^+ d 1.27 1d_{5/2} 1.44 0.10 7Li(n, γ)^8Li 222 1^+, 2^+, 3^+ p 0.83 1p_{3/2} 0.58 0.05

For the resonance at 2184 keV of^7Be(p, γ)^8B reaction, the d wave is dominant that is discussed in the next section. Table II presents the configurations in the calculation for the M1 transitions.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

A. Non-resonant E1 transition in^7Li(n, γ)^8Li and^7Be(p, γ)^8B reaction

As the^7Li target is not radioactive, the^7Li(n, γ)^8Li reaction was sufficiently studied for the constraint of the optical parameters used in the case of the^7Be(p, γ)^8B reaction [5–8]. Both reactions are analyzed in the study to support the consistency of the approach. The parameters used for the E1 transition are shown in Table I.

For the^7Li(n, γ)^8Li reaction, the cross sections were measured over a wide range of energies from a few keV up to 1000 keV [8, 28, 29]. In our calculation, the results in Fig. 2

FIG. 2. The total E1 transition (the solid line) caused by s (the dashed line) and d waves (the dotted line) in the partial-wave analysis. S_F = 1.0. The experimental data were taken from Refs. [8, 28–30].

show that the main contribution comes from the s wave. The experimental data are well reproduced with only the adjustment for the single-particle bound state. The parameter N_b is equal to 0.72 to reproduce the neutron separation energy 2033 keV in^8Li. As there is no E1 resonance in the energy region from the threshold up to 1400 keV for the calibration, the parameters N_s for all scattering states are kept unity.

The S_F in this case is not required for the adjustment. The work in Ref. [30] has reported on the Coulomb dissociation of^8Li in order to determine the neutron-capture cross section for the inverse reaction^7Li(n, γ)^8Li. Our calculation gives the calculated E1 curve passes through the experimental data points in Ref. [30] that are lower than those in Ref. [8] under 200 keV. Around the resonance of 222 keV, our calculation for the E1 transition passes through the data points in Ref. [29] (Fig. 2). The shell-model calculations in Refs. [56, 57] gave S_F to be 0.62 and 1.143, respectively. In addition, the S_F in the ab initio calculation is 0.966 [57].

Table I shows the consistencies between^7Li(n, γ)^8Li and^7Be(p, γ)^8B reaction. The iden-

FIG. 3. The E1 transitions caused by s and d waves in the partial-wave analysis. The experimental data were taken from Refs. [31–39].

tical initial states and analyses make their results similar. The only considerable difference between the two reactions is that the experimental separation energy is 136 keV for proton [58] and 2033 keV for neutron obviously because of the Coulomb energy. However, the parameter N_b in the case of the^7Be target is equal to 0.70 that is close to the case of^7Li target as shown in Table I. The partial-wave analysis of E1 transitions in^7Be(p, γ)^8B reaction is presented in Fig. 3. The parameters N_s for the scattering states are also kept unity. The S_F is 0.8 for this case to reproduce the experimental data point in Ref. [39]. The values of 0.742 and 1.079 were reported in the shell-model calculations [57], while S_F = 0.884 in the ab initio calculation [57]. The three-cluster approach in Ref. [19] gave S_F = 0.836.

In terms of nuclear astrophysics, the cross section at zero energy of the^7Be(p, γ)^8B reaction known as S_{17}(0) is of particular interest. As shown in many previous works, it is determined entirely by the E1 transition. The contribution of the resonant M1 transition can be negligible. Table III shows the values of S_{17}(0) reported in the wide range of both experiments and theoretical calculations taken from previous works. Considering only the E1 transition, S_{17}(0) = 19.1^{+4.0}_{−1.0} and 19.4 eV b were given in Refs. [54] and [23], respectively.

Within the shell-model calculation, the value of 19.424 eV b was reported in Ref. [7]. From the study of^7Li(d, p)^8Li cross section, S_{17}(0) in Refs. [59], [31] and [32] were 25.8 ± 2.2, 24.3 ± 2.0 and 17.4 ± 1.6 eV b, respectively. The values of 18.5 ± 1.7, 18.4 ± 1.6, and 18.6 ± 0.4 eV b were reported in Refs. [35], [36] and [60], respectively. Most recently, the experimental values of 20.6 ± 0.8 and 21.5 ± 0.6 eV b were given in Refs. [38] and [39], respectively. Theoretically, Refs. [13] and [24] have recently given the values of 20.51^{+2.02}_{−1.85} and 19.8 ± 0.3 eV b, respectively.

Our calculation with the only E1 transition being considered and S_F = 1.0 gives the S_{17}(0) = 27.8 eV b that is the upper limit in our calculation (Fig. 4). It is 22.2 eV b using the value S_F = 0.8 fine-tuned to reproduce the experimental data points in Ref. [39]. The results pointed out that the E1 transitions are well-described even in the case without any low-lying resonance for the calibration. The parameters N_s for the scattering state are unity in all cases of non-resonant E1 transitions in the study. The only adjustment for the E1

TABLE III. The selected values of the S_{17}(0) taken from experimental and theoretical studies. Experiment S_{17}(0) [eV b] Parker (1966) [59] 25.8 ± 2.2 Kavanagh et al. (1969) [31] 24.3 ± 2.0 Vaughn et al. (1970) [32] 17.4 ± 1.6 Hammache et al. (1998) [35] 18.5 ± 1.7 Strieder et al. (2001) [36] 18.4 ± 1.6 Davids and Typel (2003) [60] 18.6 ± 0.4 Schümann et al. (2006) [38] 20.6 ± 0.8 Junghans et al. (2010) [39] 21.5 ± 0.6 Theory S_{17}(0) [eV b] Bennaceur et al. (1999) [7] 19.424 Chandel et al. (2003) [54] 19.1^{+4.0}_{−1.0} Navrátil et al. (2011) [23] 19.4 Tursunov et al. (2021) [13] 20.51^{+2.02}_{−1.85} Kravvaris et al. (2022) [24] 19.8 ± 0.3 Present work 22.3

FIG. 4. The relevance of S_{17} factor of^7Be(p, γ)^8Be at low energy. The calculation using N_b = 0.70 gives S_{17}(0) = 22.3 eV b. While the values of 21.2 eV b is given by calculation with N_b = 1.00. The experimental data are from JUN10 [39] (the circle), SCH06 [38] (the cross), BAB03 [37] (the square), STR01 [36] (the triangle), HAM98 [35] (the diamond), FIL83 [33] (the pentagram), and KAV69 [31] (the octagram).

transition is the parameter N_b. The value of S_{17}(0) in our calculation does not strongly depend on the value of the parameter N_b. The calculation with N_b = 1.00 is also shown in Fig. 4 as the dotted line. The value of S_{17}(0) is 21.2 eV b. S_F = 0.08 is required to reproduce the experimental data. The inadequate value of S_F is well-understood. The single-particle state obtained in the Hartree-Fock calculation is tightly bound. While the radiative capture reaction at low energy requires a weakly bound system. The value of S_{17}(0) is, however, not much changed.

B. Low-lying resonant M1 transition in^7Li(n, γ)^8Li and^7Be(p, γ)^8B reaction

The potential model is sufficient not only for the E1 transition but also for the M1 transition. In the study, the M1 transitions include resonances that are at 633 keV and

2184 keV in the case of the^7Be(p, γ)^8B reaction and at 222 keV in^7Li(n, γ)^8Li reaction. The parameters N_s for the M1 transition are adjusted to reproduce the position of the resonance.

First, in the case of the^7Be(p, γ)^8B reaction, as in our analysis, the M1 transitions from the p-scattering states to the 1p_{3/2}-bound state are responsible for the first resonance at 633 keV. The same discussion was given in Refs. [10, 61]. The parameters N_s were adjusted to reproduce the correct position of the resonance (see Table II). Previous theoretical works concluded that S_F should be unity for this case [13, 41, 61]. We also use S_F = 1.0 in our calculation. The shape of the resonance is well reproduced. As shown in Fig. 5, the contribution of the M1 transition is negligible when the energy is below 400 keV.

The second resonance at 2184 keV corresponding to the excited state (3^+) of^8B is caused by M1 transition to the ground state (2^+) of^8B [62, 63]. The work in Ref. [13] proposed that the E2 transition from scattering d waves is responsible for this resonance. However, the known level scheme illustrated in Fig. 1 shows only the bound-to-bound M1 transition. In our calculation, the d-scattering wave is also adopted but using the M1 instead of the E2 transition. Following this argument, there should be another bound configuration to reproduce the resonant M1 transition. Our assumption is that a proton is captured into the 1d_{5/2} state from d-scattering waves with the channel spins J^π = 1^+, 2^+, and 3^+. The N_b = 1.44 to reproduce the proton separation energy of 136 keV for this case. The parameters N_s are listed in Table II to calibrate the position of resonance caused by d-scattering waves. The result of the calculations for the second resonance is shown in Fig. 5. The S_F , in this case, is 0.1. Its small value can be interpreted that the interference of other configurations appearing at this energy. As much high incident energy as much small S_F is obtained. Besides, at the energy 2988 keV, the study in Ref. [13] analyzed the resonant E1 transitions from d-scattering waves to reproduce experimental data taken from Ref. [38]. This resonance possibly affects the analysis of the second resonance at 2184 keV. However, the experimental data supporting this resonance is not sufficient. Therefore, it is not taken into account in our analysis in the present work. The total S_{17} factor of^7Be(p, γ)^8B reaction with the E1 and M1 transitions is displayed in Fig. 5 with our full calculation. As shown in Fig. 4 and Table III, the S_{17}(0) in our calculation including M1 transitions is now 22.3 eV b.

Analogously, the calculation is applied to the resonant M1 transition at 222 keV in 7Li(n, γ)^8Li reaction (Fig. 6). The scattering p-scattering waves captured into 1p_{3/2} bound

FIG. 5. All transitions are considered. The dashed line is the contribution of the E1 transition as shown in Fig. 3. The dotted and dash-dotted lines are of the M1 transitions. The solid line shows our final result. The experimental data were taken from Refs. [31–39].

state via the M1 transition are the source of the resonance. The cross sections measured at 222 keV in Refs. [28] and [29] are different. The value of S_F in our calculation is 0.17 or 0.05 in order to reproduce the data given by Ref. [28] or [29], respectively. As the resonances at 2184 keV and at 222 keV are related, one can expect that the value of S_F in this case is at the same order of the one obtained from the calculation for the resonance at 2184 keV above. However, as the 3^+ state in^8Li is closed to the threshold of n+^7Li, S_F in this case should be significantly reduced. That is the reason why S_F = 0.05 is chosen to reproduce the experimental data in Ref. [29].

Note that only one spin-orbit partner of the partial waves is the source of the resonance due to the spin-orbit potential included in our calculation. The spin-orbit partner waves, 1p_{1/2} and 1p_{3/2} for an example, shares the same parameter N_s (Table II). Without the spin-orbit potential, both p waves can contribute to the resonance. The spin-orbit potential should not be neglected as its especially important effect in light nuclei was emphasized in Ref. [49, 54]. The contributions of different scattering waves are shown in Figs. 7(a-c) for

FIG. 6. The calculation for^7Li(n, γ)^8Li radiative-capture reaction. All electromagnetic transitions are in consideration. The values of S_F is adjusted to reproduce the data of Ref. [28] (S_F = 0.17) or Ref. [29] (S_F = 0.05).

the three resonances.

It is worthwhile to remind that the channel spin J made the largest contribution can not be determined by the J of the corresponding nuclear-structure state. The contributions of different channel spins in our calculation are shown in Figs. 7(d-f). As shown in Table II, the scattering waves causing the resonances are different. While the resonance at 2184 keV is caused by the d-scattering wave, the p-scattering wave is the source of the resonance at 222 keV. This difference leads to the following consequence. In the case of the resonance at 2184 keV, Fig. 7(d) shows that the largest contribution is from J = 3. Meanwhile, in the case of the resonance at 222 keV, J = 3 shown in Fig. 7(f) has the smallest contribution due to the absence of the p_{1/2} wave.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

The Skyrme Hartree-Fock potential model is a good approach for the radiative-capture reactions at very low energy for light nuclei. The low-energy scattering problem is comfort-

FIG. 7. The partial analysis for the three M1 resonances. In Figs. (a), (b), and (c), the contributions by the spin-orbit partners with all channel spin are shown. Figs. (d), (e), and (f) illustrate the contribution of different channel spins.

ably overcome by the Hartree-Fock calculation in the continuum. In addition the bound state is established on the traditional Hartree-Fock formalism and the well-depth method. The calculations for the E1 transitions well reproduced the experimental data with only one parameter. The approach is also sufficient to reproduce consistently all M1 transitions in the study. The value of the S_F that is complicated to be obtained exactly within the potential model can be determined by the precise measurements at a few hundred-keV energy that is accessible by the experiments [29, 39]. In the case of the^7Be(p, γ)^8B reaction, the S_{17}(0) factor determined by the E1 transition is 22.3 eV b. The value is not strongly dependent on the parameter in the calculation.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

N.L.A. acknowledges the support by Ho Chi Minh City University of Education Foundation for Science and Technology under grant number CS.2021.19.45. This work was supported by the Institute for Basic Science (IBS-R031-D1).

[1] T. Kajino, Cosmological Nucleosynthesis in the Big-Bang and Supernovae, J. Nucl. Sci. Technol. 39, 530 (2002).

[2] E. G. Adelberger, S. M. Austin, J. N. Bahcall, A. B. Balantekin, G. Bogaert, L. S. Brown, L. Buchmann, F. E. Cecil, A. E. Champagne, L. de Braeckeleer, C. A. Duba, S. R. Elliott, S. J. Freedman, M. Gai, G. Goldring, C. R. Gould, A. Gruzinov, W. C. Haxton, K. M. Heeger, E. Henley, C. W. Johnson, M. Kamionkowski, R. W. Kavanagh, S. E. Koonin, K. Kubodera, K. Langanke, T. Motobayashi, V. Pandharipande, P. Parker, R. G. H. Robertson, C. Rolfs, R. F. Sawyer, N. Shaviv, T. D. Shoppa, K. A. Snover, E. Swanson, R. E. Tribble, S. Turck- Chièze, and J. F. Wilkerson, Solar fusion cross sections, Rev. Mod. Phys. 70, 1265 (1998).

[3] E. G. Adelberger, A. García, R. G. H. Robertson, K. A. Snover, A. B. Balantekin, K. Heeger, M. J. Ramsey-Musolf, D. Bemmerer, A. Junghans, C. A. Bertulani, J.-W. Chen, H. Costantini, P. Prati, M. Couder, E. Uberseder, M. Wiescher, R. Cyburt, B. Davids, S. J. Freedman, M. Gai, D. Gazit, L. Gialanella, G. Imbriani, U. Greife, M. Hass, W. C. Haxton, T. Itahashi, K. Kubodera, K. Langanke, D. Leitner, M. Leitner, P. Vetter, L. Winslow, L. E. Marcucci,

T. Motobayashi, A. Mukhamedzhanov, R. E. Tribble, K. M. Nollett, F. M. Nunes, T.-S. Park, P. D. Parker, R. Schiavilla, E. C. Simpson, C. Spitaleri, F. Strieder, H.-P. Trautvetter, K. Suemmerer, and S. Typel, Solar fusion cross sections. II. The pp chain and CNO cycles, Rev. Mod. Phys. 83, 195 (2011).

[4] F. C. Barker, The^7Be (p, γ)^8B Cross Section at Low Energies, Aust. J. Phys. 13, 177 (1980). [5] P. Descouvemont and D. Baye, Microscopic study of the^7Li(n, γ)^8Li and^7Be(p, γ)^8B reactions in a multiconfiguration three-cluster model, Nucl. Phys. A 567, 341 (1994).

[6] B. A. Brown, A. Csótó, and R. Sherr, Coulomb displacement energy and the low-energy astrophysical S_{17} factor for the^7Be(p, γ)^8B reaction, Nucl. Phys. A 597, 66 (1996).

[7] K. Bennaceur, F. Nowacki, J. Okołowicz, and M. Płoszajczak, Study of the^7Be(p, γ)^8B and^7Li(n, γ)^8Li capture reactions using the shell model embedded in the continuum, Nucl. Phys. A 651, 289 (1999).

[8] Y. Nagai, M. Igashira, T. Takaoka, T. Kikuchi, T. Shima, A. Tomyo, A. Mengoni, and T. Otsuka,^7Li(n, γ)^8Li reaction and the S_{17} factor at E_{c.m.} > 500 keV, Phys. Rev. C 71, 055803 (2005).

[9] F. C. Barker, Energy dependence of the^7Be(p, γ)^8B S factor, and charge symmetry in the 7Li+n and^7Be+p systems, Nucl. Phys. A 768, 241 (2006).

[10] R. G. H. Robertson, Proton Capture by^7Be and the Solar Neutrino Problem, Phys. Rev. C 7, 543 (1973).

[11] J. T. Huang, C. A. Bertulani, and V. Guimarães, Radiative capture of nucleons at astrophysical energies with single-particle states, At. Data Nucl. Data Tables 96, 824 (2010).

[12] Y. Xu, K. Takahashi, S. Goriely, M. Arnould, M. Ohta, and H. Utsunomiya, NACRE II: an update of the NACRE compilation of charged-particle-induced thermonuclear reaction rates for nuclei with mass number A < 16, Nucl. Phys. A 918, 61 (2013).

[13] E. M. Tursunov, S. A. Turakulov, A. S. Kadyrov, and L. D. Blokhintsev, Astrophysical S factor and rate of^7Be(p, γ)^8B direct capture reaction in a potential model, Phys. Rev. C 104, 045806 (2021).

[14] H. Kitazawa, M. Igashira, T. Ohsaki, and T. Matsushima, Folding Model Potential for the Neutron Direct Capture of^{12}C and^{16}O, J. Nucl. Sci. Technol. 39, 799 (2002).

[15] N. L. Anh, N. H. Phuc, D. T. Khoa, L. H. Chien, and N. T. T. Phuc, Folding model approach to the elastic p +^{12,13}C scattering at low energies and radiative capture^{12,13}C(p, γ) reactions,

Nucl. Phys. A 1006, 122078 (2021).

[16] K. Bennaceur, F. Nowacki, J. Okołowicz, and M. Płoszajczak, Analysis of the 16O(p, γ)^{17}F capture reaction using the shell model embedded in the continuum, Nucl. Phys. A 671, 203 (2000).

[17] A. Csótó, K. Langanke, S. E. Koonin, and T. D. Shoppa,^7Be(p,γ)^8B cross section and the properties of^7Be, Phys. Rev. C 52, 1130 (1995).

[18] P. Descouvemont and M. Dufour, Microscopic cluster study of the^7Be(p, γ)^8B and 17F(p, γ)^{18}Ne reactions at astrophysical energies, Nucl. Phys. A 738, 150 (2004).

[19] P. Descouvemont, Reanalysis of the^7Be(p, γ)^8B S factor in a microscopic model, Phys. Rev. C 70, 065802 (2004).

[20] F. Barker, The low-energy^7Be(p, γ)^8B cross section from an R-matrix approach, Nucl. Phys. A 588, 693 (1995).

[21] S. N. Paneru, C. R. Brune, R. Giri, R. J. Livesay, U. Greife, J. C. Blackmon, D. W. Bardayan, K. A. Chipps, B. Davids, D. S. Connolly, K. Y. Chae, A. E. Champagne, C. Deibel, K. L. Jones, M. S. Johnson, R. L. Kozub, Z. Ma, C. D. Nesaraja, S. D. Pain, F. Sarazin, J. F. Shriner, D. W. Stracener, M. S. Smith, J. S. Thomas, D. W. Visser, and C. Wrede, s-wave scattering lengths for the^7Be + p system from an R-matrix analysis, Phys. Rev. C 99, 045807 (2019).

[22] P. Navrátil and C. A. Bertulani and E. Caurier,^7Be(p, γ)^8B S-factor from ab initio wave functions, Phys. Lett. B 634, 191 (2006).

[23] P. Navrátil, R. Roth, and S. Quaglioni, Ab initio many-body calculation of the^7Be(p, γ)^8B radiative capture, Phys. Lett. B 704, 379 (2011).

[24] K. Kravvaris, P. Navrátil, S. Quaglioni, C. Hebborn, and G. Hupin, Ab initio informed evaluation of the radiative capture of protons on^7Be (2022).

[25] P. Descouvemont, Nuclear Reactions of Astrophysical Interest, Front. Astron. Space Sci. 7, 9 (2020).

[26] N. L. Anh and B. M. Loc, Bound-to-continuum potential model for the (p, γ) reactions of the CNO nucleosynthesis cycle, Phys. Rev. C 103, 035812 (2021).

[27] N. L. Anh, P. N. Huan, and B. M. Loc, Potential model within a bound-to-continuum approach for low-energy nucleon radiative capture by^{12}C and^{16}O, Phys. Rev. C 104, 034622 (2021).

[28] W. L. Imhof, R. G. Johnson, F. J. Vaughn, and M. Walt, Cross Sections for the Li^7(n, γ)Li^8 Reaction, Phys. Rev. 114, 1037 (1959).

[29] M. Wiescher, R. Steininger, and F. Käppeler,^7Li(n, γ)^8Li-trigger reaction to a primordial r-process, Astrophys. J. 344, 464 (1989).

[30] R. Izsák, Á. Horváth, Á. Kiss, Z. Seres, A. Galonsky, C. A. Bertulani, Z. Fülöp, T. Baumann, D. Bazin, K. Ieki, C. Bordeanu, N. Carlin, M. Csanád, F. Deák, P. DeYoung, N. Frank, T. Fukuchi, A. Gade, D. Galaviz, C. R. Hoffman, W. A. Peters, H. Schelin, M. Thoennessen, and G. I. Veres, Determining the^7Li(n,γ) cross section via Coulomb dissociation of^8Li, Phys. Rev. C 88, 065808 (2013).

[31] R. W. Kavanagh, T. A. Tombrello, J. M. Mosher, and D. Goosman,^7Be(p, γ)^8B cross section, in Bull. Am. Phys. Soc., Vol. 14 (1969) p. 1209.

[32] F. J. Vaughn, R. A. Chalmers, D. Kohler, and L. F. Chase, Cross Sections for the^7Be(p, γ)^8B Reaction, Phys. Rev. C 2, 1657 (1970).

[33] B. W. Filippone, A. J. Elwyn, C. N. Davids, and D. D. Koetke, Measurement of the^7Be(p, γ)^8B Reaction Cross Section at Low Energies, Phys. Rev. Lett. 50, 412 (1983).

[34] T. Kikuchi, T. Motobayashi, N. Iwasa, Y. Ando, M. Kurokawa, S. Moriya, H. Murakami, T. Nishio, J. Ruan (Gen), S. Shirato, S. Shimoura, T. Uchibori, Y. Yanagisawa, T. Kubo, H. Sakurai, T. Teranishi, Y. Watanabe, M. Ishihara, M. Hirai, T. Nakamura, S. Kubono, M. Gai, R. France III, K. Hahn, T. Delbar, P. Lipnik, and C. Michotte, Further measurement of the^7Be (p, γ)^8B cross section at low energies with the Coulomb dissociation of^8B, Eur. Phys. J. A 3, 213 (1998).

[35] F. Hammache, G. Bogaert, P. Aguer, C. Angulo, S. Barhoumi, L. Brillard, J. F. Chemin, G. Claverie, A. Coc, M. Hussonnois, M. Jacotin, J. Kiener, A. Lefebvre, J. N. Scheurer, J. P. Thibaud, and E. Virassamynaïken, New Measurement and Analysis of the^7Be(p, γ)^8B Cross Section, Phys. Rev. Lett. 80, 928 (1998).

[36] F. Strieder, L. Gialanella, G. Gyürky, F. Schümann, R. Bonetti, C. Broggini, L. Campajola, P. Corvisiero, H. Costantini, A. D’Onofrio, A. Formicola, Z. Fülöp, G. Gervino, U. Greife, A. Guglielmetti, C. Gustavino, G. Imbriani, M. Junker, P. G. P. Moroni, A. Ordine, P. Prati, V. Roca, D. Rogalla, C. Rolfs, M. Romano, E. Somorjai, O. Straniero, F. Terrasi, H. P. Trautvetter, and S. Zavatarelli, Absolute cross section of^7Be(p, γ)^8B, Nucl. Phys. A 696, 219 (2001).

[37] L. Baby, C. Bordeanu, G. Goldring, M. Hass, L. Weissman, V. Fedoseyev, U. Köster, Y. Nir- El, G. Haquin, H. Gäggeler, and R. Weinreich, A new measurement of the proton capture rate on^7Be, Nucl. Phys. A 718, 487 (2003).

[38] F. Schümann, S. Typel, F. Hammache, K. Sümmerer, F. Uhlig, I. Böttcher, D. Cortina, A. Förster, M. Gai, H. Geissel, U. Greife, E. Grosse, N. Iwasa, P. Koczoń, B. Kohlmeyer, R. Kulessa, H. Kumagai, N. Kurz, M. Menzel, T. Motobayashi, H. Oeschler, A. Ozawa, M. Płoskoń, W. Prokopowicz, E. Schwab, P. Senger, F. Strieder, C. Sturm, Z.-Y. Sun, G. Surówka, A. Wagner, and W. Waluś, Low-energy cross section of the^7Be(p, γ)^8B solar fusion reaction from the Coulomb dissociation of^8B, Phys. Rev. C 73, 015806 (2006).

[39] A. R. Junghans, K. A. Snover, E. C. Mohrmann, E. G. Adelberger, and L. Buchmann, Updated S factors for the^7Be(p, γ)^8B reaction, Phys. Rev. C 81, 012801 (2010).

[40] D. Baye and P. Descouvemont, Electromagnetic transitions and radiative capture in the generator-coordinate method, Nucl. Phys. A 407, 77 (1983).

[41] K. H. Kim, M. H. Park, and B. T. Kim, Radiative capture reaction^7Be(p, γ)^8B at low energies, Phys. Rev. C 35, 363 (1987).

[42] S. Typel, H. H. Wolter, and G. Baur, Higher-order effects in the Coulomb dissociation of^8B into^7Be + p, Nucl. Phys. A 613, 147 (1997).

[43] C. A. Bertulani and M. Gai, A study of the Coulomb dissociation of^8B and the^7Be(p, γ)^8B reaction, Nucl. Phys. A 636, 227 (1998).

[44] C. Rolfs, Spectroscopic factors from radiative capture reactions, Nucl. Phys. A 217, 29 (1973). [45] C. Bertulani, RADCAP: A potential model tool for direct capture reactions, Comput. Phys. Commun. 156, 123 (2003).

[46] A. de-Shalit and I. Talmi, Nuclear shell theory (Academic Press, 1963). [47] K. Okada, M. Wada, T. Nakamura, A. Takamine, V. Lioubimov, P. Schury, Y. Ishida, T. Sonoda, M. Ogawa, Y. Yamazaki, Y. Kanai, T. M. Kojima, A. Yoshida, T. Kubo, I. Katayama, S. Ohtani, H. Wollnik, and H. A. Schuessler, Precision Measurement of the Hyperfine Structure of Laser-Cooled Radioactive^7Be^+ Ions Produced by Projectile Fragmentation, Phys. Rev. Lett. 101, 212502 (2008).

[48] A. Beckmann, K. D. Böklen, and D. Elke, Precision measurements of the nuclear magnetic dipole moments of^6Li,^7Li,^{23}Na,^{39}K and^{41}K, Z. Phys. 270, 173 (1974).

[49] C. B. Dover and N. Van Giai, Low-energy neutron scattering by a Hartree-Fock field, Nucl. Phys. A 177, 559 (1971).

[50] C. B. Dover and N. Van Giai, The nucleon-nucleus potential in the Hartree-Fock approximation with Skyrme’s interaction, Nucl. Phys. A 190, 373 (1972).

[51] G. Colò, L. Cao, N. Van Giai, and L. Capelli, Self-consistent RPA calculations with Skyrmetype interactions: The skyrme rpa program, Comput. Phys. Commun. 184, 142 (2013).

[52] E. Chabanat, P. Bonche, P. Haensel, J. Meyer, and R. Schaeffer, A Skyrme parametrization from subnuclear to neutron star densities Part II. Nuclei far from stabilities, Nucl. Phys. A 635, 231 (1998).

[53] Y. Sugahara, K. Sumiyoshi, H. Toki, A. Ozawa, and I. Tanihata, Study of Light Nuclei in the Relativistic Mean Field Theory and the Non-Relativistic Skyrme-Hartree-Fock Theory, Prog. Theor. Phys. 96, 1165 (1996).

[54] S. S. Chandel, S. K. Dhiman, and R. Shyam, Structure of^8B and astrophysical S_{17} factor in Skyrme Hartree-Fock theory, Phys. Rev. C 68, 054320 (2003).

[55] Shen, Yao-song and Ren, Zhongzhou, Skyrme-Hartree-Fock calculation on He, Li, and Be isotopes, Phys. Rev. C 54, 1158 (1996).

[56] M. B. Tsang, J. Lee, and W. G. Lynch, Survey of Ground State Neutron Spectroscopic Factors from Li to Cr Isotopes, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 222501 (2005).

[57] N. K. Timofeyuk, Spectroscopic factors and asymptotic normalization coefficients for 0p-shell nuclei: Recent updates, Phys. Rev. C 88, 044315 (2013).

[58] M. Wang, G. Audi, A. H. Wapstra, F. G. Kondev, M. MacCormick, X. Xu, and B. Pfeiffer, The AME2012 atomic mass evaluation, Chin. Phys. C 36, 1603 (2012).

[59] P. D. Parker, Be^7(p, γ)B^8 Reaction, Phys. Rev. 150, 851 (1966).

[60] B. Davids and S. Typel, Electromagnetic dissociation of^8B and the astrophysical S factor for 7Be(p, γ)^8B, Phys. Rev. C 68, 045802 (2003).

[61] C. A. Bertulani,^7Be(p, γ)^8B cross section from indirect breakup experiments, Z. Phys. A 356, 293 (1996).

[62] F. Ajzenberg-Selove, Energy levels of light nuclei A = 5–10, Nucl. Phys. A 413, 1 (1984). [63] D. R. Tilley, J. H. Kelley, J. L. Godwin, D. J. Millener, J. E. Purcell, C. G. Sheu, and H. R.

Weller, Energy levels of light nuclei A = 8, 9, 10, Nucl. Phys. A 745, 155 (2004).