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24Doctoral School of Physics, University of Bucharest, 077125 Bucureşti-Măgurele, Romania
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The cluster structure of the neutron-rich isotope 10Be has been probed via the (p, pα) reaction
at 150 MeV/nucleon in inverse kinematics and in quasifree conditions. The populated states of 6He
residues were investigated through missing mass spectroscopy. The triple differential cross-section
for the ground-state transition was extracted for quasifree angle pairs (θp, θα) and compared to
distorted-wave impulse approximation reaction calculations performed in a microscopic framework
using successively the Tohsaki-Horiuchi-Schuck-Röpke product wave-function and the wave-function
deduced from Antisymmetrized Molecular Dynamics calculations. The remarkable agreement be-
tween calculated and measured cross-sections in both shape and magnitude validates the molecular
structure description of the 10Be ground-state, configured as an α-α core with two valence neutrons
occupying π-type molecular orbitals.
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Introduction The formation of structures inside a nu-
cleus is an intriguing phenomenon driven in part by cor-
relations coming from the details of the nucleon-nucleon
interaction. Among the different partitioning possibili-
ties within a given nucleus, α-clustering has always been
considered the most favorable due to the large binding
energy of the α-particle and its inert character. Con-
sequently, nuclei composed of an integer number of α-
particles (the so-called self-conjugate nuclei) have ini-
tially focused clustering studies. The Ikeda diagram [1],
which was proposed at the end of the 1960s, conveys
the idea that the cluster degrees of freedom appear in
the vicinity of the alpha emission threshold. The fa-
mous Hoyle state [2], the second 0+ state of 12C which
plays a key-role in the nucleosynthesis of elements heav-
ier than helium is a typical example of such a cluster
state [3]. It is located at an energy just above the 3α
threshold in 12C. Its basic structure in three α-particles
is established, but its detailed nature is still an object
of study. For example, this state can be described as a
condensate of α-particles occupying a large volume us-
ing a wave function of Tohsaki-Horiuchi-Schuck-Roepke
(THSR) type [4]. Calculations in the antisymmetrized
molecular dynamics (AMD) approach confirm the signif-
icant spatial extension of this state and suggest a struc-
ture dominated by a ”loose” configuration of 3α [5]. In
contrast, the ground state of 12C is described in the above
models as rather compact, with mean-field like structure,
in accordance with the idea of the Ikeda diagram.

As compared to self-conjugate nuclei, the situation is
different in neutron-rich light nuclei. For example, strong
indications exist that in low-lying states of Be and B
isotopes, including the ground-state, adding neutrons to
an N = Z core leads to spatially extended molecular-
like structures in which valence neutrons orbit around
the core composed of α-particles [6, 7]. A typical case
is represented by the neutron-rich (N > 4) Be isotopes
which were initially described as systems of 2α+Xn, the
two alphas forming a dumbbell-shaped core in the in-
trinsic frame and X being the number of excess neutrons
occupying molecular orbitals around this core [7]. The
ground state of 9Be, the only stable beryllium isotope,
may be described as a 3-body α-n-α molecular struc-
ture. The observed rotational band built on the 9Be
ground-state is well understood in terms of a π molec-
ular orbital, while the band built on the first (1/2+) ex-
cited state at 1.68 MeV can be connected to a σ-type
molecular structure [8–10]. This description of the cluster
structure initially elaborated in molecular orbital mod-
els was later confirmed by mean-field type approaches,
namely AMD, from which the cluster structures emerge
without the existence of clusters being presupposed. The
next neutron-rich Be isotope is 10Be, an unstable nucleus
whose structure is also expected to exhibit a marked
molecular character. Experimental studies of this nu-
cleus have revealed four rotational bands, correspond-
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FIG. 1. Schematic view of 10Be(p, pα)6He reaction setup.

ing to various cluster structures for excited states [8–
14]. However, little is known about the cluster structure
of its ground state, apart from its associated rotational
band. Breakup and neutron-removal reactions [15] pro-
vided evidence for the existence of xHe+A−xHe di-cluster
structures in 10,12,14Be. The charge radius, which can
be measured precisely, is directly related to the density
distribution of protons, though not probing directly the
cluster structure of ground-states. Among the beryllium
isotopes, 10Be exhibits the smallest charge radius(2.36
fm) [16], which is consistent with AMD calculations that
predict a minimum for N = 6 [17]. In these calculations,
the ground state of 10Be is described as a 2α+2n config-
uration, in which valence neutrons occupy the molecular
attractive π orbital which produces a more compact 2α
core, at variance with σ orbitals [6]. It should be noted
that this configuration is also predicted in Density Func-
tional Theory (DFT) calculations [18], a more general
framework within which a large number of properties of
nuclei can be reproduced. Namely, the dumbbell shape
structure of the alphas as well as the ring-shape π-type
orbit of the neutrons emerge from the mean-field.

In order to directly probe the spatial extension of α-
clusters in the ground state of 10Be and thus establish its
overall α-cluster molecular structure, we implemented a
method based on cluster knockout reactions of the (p, pα)
type. These reactions have been studied extensively with
proton beams on stable targets from the 70’s until to-
day, and were used essentially to extract the α-cluster
spectroscopic factors. These spectroscopic factors do not
provide direct information on the spatial distribution of
α-particles in the ground-states of nuclei. On the other
hand, the recent theoretical work [19] has demonstrated
the high sensitivity of the triple differential cross-section
(TDX) of the 10Be(p, pα) reaction to the α-particle wave
function hence to the geometric configuration of the α-
clusters in the ground-state of 10Be. In the present work
we have performed for the first time the measurement
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of the TDX of the (p, pα) reaction in inverse kinemat-
ics using a beam of unstable nuclei of 10Be and in kine-
matical conditions covering the recoilless condition (zero
momentum transfer). The measured TDX was further
compared to reaction calculations carried out in a micro-
scopic framework, including in particular the microscopic
cluster wave function so as to infer the α-cluster molec-
ular structure of the 10Be ground-state.

Experiment The experiment was performed at the
Radioactive Isotope Beam Factory (RIBF) at RIKEN.
A secondary beam of 10Be was produced at an energy of
approximately 150 MeV/nucleon through projectile frag-
mentation of a 230 MeV/nucleon 18O beam impinging on
a 15-mm-thick Be target and purified using the BigRIPS
fragment separator [20]. The average 18O beam inten-
sity was 500 pnA and the produced 10Be beam intensity
was of 5×105 particles/second with a purity higher than
90%. 10Be beam particles were identified on an event-by-
event basis. Figure 1 schematically shows the main com-
ponents of the experimental setup around the secondary
target. Beam ions were tracked by a set of two multi-
wire drift chambers (MWDC), BDC1 and BDC2 placed
upstream of the target chamber. To minimize multiple
scattering of recoil protons from the 10Be(p, pα) reaction
in inverse kinematics, a 2-mm-thick pure solid hydrogen
target (SHT) [21] was used as the reaction target. Re-
coil protons were detected using the Recoil Proton Spec-
trometer (RPS) described in [22, 23] in a two-arm con-
figuration set at 60◦ with respect to the beam axis. Each
arm was composed of three stages (MWDC, plastic scin-
tillator and NaI(Tl) rods) providing position and energy
measurement which were used to reconstruct the scatter-
ing angle and total energy of the recoil protons. Given
the energy range of the recoil protons for the reaction of
interest in the present measurement (25-100 MeV), data
from the elastic and inelastic channels which produce pro-
tons in the relevant energy range were used to perform
the energy calibration of RPS. Knocked-out α-clusters
were measured by two telescopes composed of double-
sided strip silicon detector (DSSD) of 62×62 mm2 active
surface backed by CsI(Tl) modules from the FARCOS ar-
ray [24] placed in the horizontal plane to cover the angu-
lar range 4◦-12◦. The scattering angle of Helium residues
emitted along the beam direction was determined using
the MWDC (referred as FDC0 in Figure 1) placed down-
stream the SHT, and their identification was performed
using the SAMURAI spectrometer and its standard plas-
tic hodoscopes [25].

Results Figure 2(a) displays the excitation energy
spectra in 6He for the 10Be(p, pα) reaction obtained from
the measured energy and angle of both the recoil proton
and α-cluster. For the purpose of the energy calibra-
tion of the telescopes used for the detection of knocked-
out clusters, secondary beams of α-particles were pro-
duced using BigRIPS in a dedicated run for obtaining
the energy calibration while checking the homogeneity of
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FIG. 2. Excitation energy spectra for 10Be(p, pα)6He∗ reac-
tion. (a) integrated over the full solid angle covered by proton
and cluster detectors. The vertical dashed line indicates the
2-neutron separation energy(0.975 MeV). The red and blue
solid lines show spectra corresponding to events gated by 6He
and 4He residues, respectively. (b) same for events corre-
sponding to the quasifree angle pair (θp/θα = 65◦/ − 7.7◦)
with an angular bin size of ±1◦. See text for details.

the CsI crystals response. The present triple coincidence
measurement produces spectra with a rather low back-
ground. The ground state (g.s.) being the only bound
state in 6He, the g.s.→g.s. transition is easily separated
by setting a gate on the 6He residues in SAMURAI. The
corresponding peak (red histogram) is well fitted by a
Gaussian function centered at (-0.02 ± 0.03) MeV with
a missing mass resolution σ = 1.06 MeV, which validates
the calibrations of the proton and α-clusters detectors.
The spectrum gated by 4He residues in SAMURAI (blue
histogram) corresponds to excited states populated in the
10Be(p, pα)6He∗ →4He+2n reaction channel. The reso-
lution does not allow a clear identification of the pop-
ulated states. The well-known 2+ state can be seen at
1.797 MeV [26], but not well separated from other low-
lying resonant states in the 2-6 MeV region reported in
Ref. [26–31]. A less pronounced resonance at around 3.5
MeV is inferred to be the 2+2 state, observed in Ref. [30],
and predicted by theoretical calculations [32, 33]. Fig-
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ure 2(b) will be introduced in a later section.
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FIG. 3. (a) TDX distribution of 10Be(p, pα)6He(g.s.) reac-
tion extracted at the coplanar angle pair θp/θα = 65◦/− 7.7◦

which is chosen to include recoilless condition of the resid-
ual nucleus. The arrow indicates the proton kinetic energy
Tp at the recoil-less condition. The red and blue solid lines
are the DWIA predictions using the THSR and AMD struc-
tural models, respectively. The blue dashed-line (dot-dashed-
line) is the TDX for an artificial state describing the compact
shell-model-like(loosely bound gas-like) structure of 10Be nu-
cleus [19]. (b) The corresponding phase volume distribution.
The horizontal dashed line indicates the product of solid an-
gles ∆Ωp · ∆Ωα. (c) and (d) are the density distribution of
the protons and valence neutrons in the ground state of 10Be
predicted by the THSR model, adapted from Ref. [19, 34].

The experimental TDXs for the (p, pα) reaction were
extracted for the coplanar angle pairs (θp, θα) chosen to
include the zero recoil momentum condition of the resid-
ual nucleus. The experimental TDX is given in the unit
of µb/(sr2·MeV) in the laboratory system. For a given
angle pair (θp, θα), the TDX for a given transition can be
written as

d3σexp

dTpdΩpdΩα
=

∆N(Tp)

εpα(θp)NtNb∆Tp · PV (Tp)
, (1)

where index p and α stand for the outgoing proton and
α-particle, respectively; Tp is the proton kinetic energy;
∆N is the number of counts in an energy bin ∆Tp;
εpα (θp) is the overall efficiency of detecting a p-α pair
at θp and θα obtained from the NPTool simulation [35];
Nt is the number of protons per unit area of the SHT;
Nb is the number of incident beam particles; the phase
volume term PV(Tp) corresponding to the portion of the

∆Ωp ·∆Ωα volume kinematically allowed can be defined
in discrete form by :

PV(Tp)=
∑
θp

∑
φp

∑
θα

∑
φα

sinθp∆θp∆φpsinθα∆θα∆φα, (2)

where the summation ranges over θp, θα, φp, and φα are
restricted to satisfy the energy-momentum conservation.
Figure 3(a) shows the extracted experimental TDXs

as a function of the recoil proton kinetic energy Tp

for the 10Be(p, pα)6He(g.s.) reaction at the angle pair
(θp/θα = 65◦/− 7.7◦) compared with the reaction calcu-
lations discussed below. The arrow in the plot indicates
the value of TRL

p corresponding to the recoilless condi-
tion. The error bars correspond to the square-root of
the quadratic sum of statistical uncertainties and those
on the PV induced by the error on the scattering angles.
We note that the shape of the TDX distribution in in-
verse kinematics is heavily influenced by the PV term
shown in Fig. 3(b), which appears in the denominator of
Eq. (1). Unlike the TDX distribution in forward kine-
matics for an orbital angular momentum transfer L = 0,
it is no longer a peak distribution centered at the value
of TRL

p [36].
In Figure 3(a) the experimental TDX is compared

to the result of the distorted-wave impulse approxima-
tion (DWIA) calculations using microscopic Reduced
Width Amplitude (RWA) of the ground state of 10Be ob-
tained through the THSR and AMD models. Explicit
formulae of (p,pα) TDX calculated within the DWIA
framework can be found in Eqs. (4)–(7) of Ref. [37]. See
Ref. [38–40] for detailed DWIA description. TDX cal-
culations have been performed for an incident energy of
150 MeV/nucleon used in the experiment. The proton
optical potentials were deduced from the democratic pa-
rameterization of Dirac phenomenology [41]. The global
optical potential of Ref. [42] is applied to the emitted α.
As for the p-α elementary process, p-α differential cross
section obtained by the folding model potential [43] us-
ing the Melbourne G-matrix interaction [44] is adopted.
For the structure calculation of the 10Be ground-state,
the RWA used in the TDX calculation has been obtained
from the approximation method described in [45] for both
THSR and AMD cases. The 10Be ground-state calcu-
lated within the THSR model was presented in Ref. [19].
It corresponds to a molecular configuration of the 2α
core with two valence neutrons occupying ring-shape π
orbitals. The intrinsic proton and valence density distri-
bution are shown in Fig. 3(c) and (d), respectively. The
10Be ground-state from AMD model [46] exhibits very
similar features.
The shape of the experimental TDX distribution of

10Be(p, pα)6He(g.s.) is very well reproduced by both cal-
culations as can be seen in Figure 3. Furthermore, the
normalization of the calculated distributions to the ex-
perimental one by a fitting procedure leads to normal-
ization factors of 1.04(7) and 0.90(6) for the THSR and
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AMD, respectively, very close to unity. Given the strong
dependence of the TDX on the α-cluster wave-function
reported in Ref. [19], one can conclude that the present
microscopic descriptions of the 10Be(p, pα)6He(g.s.) re-
action allow an accurate reproduction of the data.

TABLE I. Comparison of the experimental and theoretical
double-differential cross-sections for the ground state and 2+1
excited state transitions at quasifree conditions. Both σexp

and σth are integrated over the angle bin size of ±1◦ for the
quasifree angle pairs at θp = 65◦.

Final [θp/θα] DDXexp DDXTHSR DDXAMD

state (deg) (mb/sr2) (mb/sr2) (mb/sr2)
6He(g.s.) 65◦/7.7◦ 23.6(28) 22.7 25.9
6He(2+1 ) 65◦/7.5◦ 17.6(30) 5.2 7.9

The population of excited states in the 6He residues
through the (p,pα) reaction measures the contribution of
6He core-excited states in the ground state of 10Be. Ex-
tracting the corresponding cross-sections in addition to
the one for the ground-state transition provides a strin-
gent test to the structure models of 10Be. Table I gives
the extracted double differential cross-sections (DDX) for
the ground-state and 2+1 excited-state transitions at the
quasifree condition obtained by integrating the TDX over
the proton kinetic energy Tp. Due to the slight variation
of the residue mass, there is a corresponding change in
the quasifree angle pairs, while θp = 65◦ remains un-
changed for both cases. The number of counts for the
g.s. transition is extracted straightforwardly as only the
g.s. of 6He is bound, while that for the 2+1 excited state
transition is obtained through a decomposition of the ex-
citation energy spectrum, as shown in Fig. 2(b). The
spectrum was fitted by two resonances modeled as the
convolution of a Breit–Wigner distribution with a Gaus-
sian function, taking into account the experimental res-
olution. The amplitudes and energies (E) of the two
resonances are treated as free parameters, while keep-
ing the width of the 2+1 state (0.113 keV) fixed. Two
approaches for handling the width of the additional res-
onance were explored: energy-dependent Γ (E) from the
R-matrix method [47, 48] and the approach described in
Ref [49](shown in Fig. 2(b)), yielding consistent results.
The present spectrum is well reproduced by a fit with a
resonance identified to the well-known 2+1 state and an
additional resonance at 5.0(2) MeV, Γ = 2.3(5) MeV,
consistent with Ref [27, 31].

The experimental and calculated DDXs are compared
in Table I. A very good agreement is obtained for the
ground-state transition as expected from the TDX com-
parison in Fig. 3(a). The DDXs of the transition to the
2+1 state are smaller than for the ground-state transition,
in particular for the theoretical predictions. The dis-
crepancy between the experimental and theoretical val-
ues may arise from the inadequate treatment of time-
dependent resonances in the structure models and the

reaction models. The present THSR and AMD calcu-
lations described the 2+1 resonant state with boundary
conditions as those of the bound states, resulting in lower
predictions for cross-sections due to the different matrix
elements between initial and final states.

Discussion The α-cluster molecular structure of the
10Be ground-state within the THSR-based framework
shown above (2α cores with the two valence neutrons
occupying ring-shape π orbitals) allows the reproduction
of our experimental cross-sections very well. This config-
uration is spatially extended, although to a lower extent
than for other beryllium isotopes because of the attrac-
tive effect of the π neutrons compared to e.g. neutrons
in σ orbits. Consistently, the corresponding root-mean-
square charge radius of 10Be is 2.31 fm, very close to the
experimental value. To estimate the uncertainty from
potential choices on cross-sections, we performed further
TDX calculations using the Koning-Delaroche (KD) po-
tential for p−10Be and p−6He[50] and the α−6He opti-
cal potential was obtained by the nucleon-nucleus folding
calculation using the KD potential and the phenomeno-
logical alpha density[51]. Both sets of potentials reason-
ably reproduced the experimental TDX, with the later
calculation showing scaling factors of approximately 80%
compared to the original calculation.

The sensitivity of the TDX of the 10Be(p, pα)6He(g.s.)
reaction to the spatial extension of the α cluster wave-
function, quantified by the intercluster distance has been
clearly demonstrated in [19], and the present results thus
provide a direct evidence of the above molecular struc-
ture. To confirm that these conclusions are valid in our
present experimental conditions (incident energy, finite
angular acceptances), we performed the TDX calcula-
tion using the two ”extreme” cases of a compact shell-
model-like and a loosely bound gas-like configuration of
10Be nucleus described in Ref. [19]. Although unphysi-
cal, these states test the impact of α-clusters with dif-
ferent spatial distribution on the TDX magnitude. As
can be seen in Fig. 3(a), very large normalization fac-
tors are needed to match the magnitude of the data, far
beyond the cross-section calculation uncertainty. It can
be also noted that the TDX calculation corresponding to
the gas-like configuration has a different shape compared
to the experimental data. Altogether, our measurement
validates the microscopic physical THSR α-cluster wave
function mentioned above.

The AMD approach has been successfully used to de-
scribe and establish low-lying molecular structures in
light nuclei. This framework provides a microscopic
description of both single-nucleon properties as well as
cluster structure, without assuming the cluster a priori.
Within this framework, the 10Be ground-state is found
to have a structure similar to the one extracted from
the THSR model wave function in the region of interest.
Namely, the RWA has similar behaviour at the surface re-
gion which contributes to the cross-section. Consistently,
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we find that the calculated TDX using AMD RWA shows
an agreement of similar quality with the data as when us-
ing the THSR approach.

Conclusion The alpha-cluster structure of an unsta-
ble neutron-rich nucleus, 10Be, has been investigated by
measuring for the first time the TDX of the (p, pα) re-
action in inverse kinematics with a setup allowing inclu-
sion of the recoilless condition. Double differential cross-
sections to the ground and 2+1 states of the 6He residue
have been extracted independently. Obtained data have
been compared with cross-section calculations performed
within a microscopic DWIA framework involving up-to-
date α-cluster wave functions, describing the ground-
state in terms of a dumbbell shape 2α core (with mod-
erate extension) surrounded by the two valence neutrons
occupying the π orbit. There is a remarkable agreement
in both shape and magnitude between the experimental
and calculated TDX for the 10Be(p, pα)6He(g.s.). Due
to the previously established sensitivity of the TDX to
the extension of the alpha wave-function in the ground-
state of 10Be, our results provide direct experimental ev-
idence of the above molecular structure of 10Be imple-
mented in the THSR approach, and validated by the gen-
eral AMD framework. Concerning the double differential
cross-sections to the g.s. and 2+1 states of the residue, a
good agreement between calculations and experimental
results is found. A consistent picture is then obtained. In
the near future, based on the present work further stud-
ies will lead to the understanding of the evolution of the
alpha cluster structure in the ground-state of neutron-
rich nuclei with increasing number of valence neutrons.
Besides, it is also planned to apply knockout reactions in
inverse kinematics to investigate the formation of other
types of clusters in the ground-state of nuclei away from
the stability valley.
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[33] T. Myo, K. Katō, and K. Ikeda, Phys. Rev. C 76, 054309

(2007).
[34] M. Lyu et al., Phys. Rev. C 93, 054308 (2016).
[35] A. Matta, P. Morfouace, N. d. Séréville, F. Flavigny,
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