arXiv:2310.01372v1 [nucl-th] 2 Oct 2023

Electric dipole transitions in the relativistic quasiparticle random phase approximation at finite temperature

Amandeep Kaur,^{1, ∗} Esra Yüksel,^{2, †} and Nils Paar^{1, ‡} 1Department of Physics, Faculty of Science, University of Zagreb, Bijenička c. 32, 10000 Zagreb, Croatia 2Department of Physics, University of Surrey, Guildford, Surrey GU2 7XH, United Kingdom (Dated: October 4, 2023)

Finite temperature results in various effects on the properties of nuclear structure and excitations of relevance for nuclear processes in hot stellar environments. Here we introduce the self-consistent finite temperature relativistic quasiparticle random phase approximation (FT-RQRPA) based on relativistic energy density functional with point coupling interaction for describing the temperature effects in electric dipole (E1) transitions. We perform a study of E1 excitations in the temperature range T = 0-2 MeV for the selected closed- and open-shell nuclei ranging from^{40}Ca to^{60}Ca and 100Sn to^{140} Sn by including both thermal and pairing effects. The isovector giant dipole resonance strength is slightly modified for the considered range of temperature, while new low-energy peaks emerge for E <12 MeV with non-negligible strength in neutron-rich nuclei at high temperatures. The analysis of relevant two-quasiparticle configurations discloses how new excitation channels open due to thermal unblocking of states at finite temperature. The study also examines the isospin and temperature dependence of electric dipole polarizability (αD), resulting in systematic increase in the values of αD with increasing temperature, with a more pronounced effect observed in neutron-rich nuclei. The FT-RQRPA introduced in this work will open perspectives for microscopic calculation of γ-ray strength functions at finite temperatures relevant for nuclear reaction studies.

I. INTRODUCTION

The electromagnetic excitations in nuclei have attracted considerable attention, both for their pivotal role in advancing our comprehension of nuclear structure and their contributions to r-process nucleosynthesis within stellar environments. [1–4]. Among the various excitation modes in nuclei, the Giant Dipole Resonance (GDR) is one of the most well-known excitation modes and has been extensively studied over the years, both experimentally [5–7] and theoretically [3, 8–10]. The GDR is located at high energies above the neutron separation energy and originates from the collective oscillation of protons against neutrons [11, 12].

In neutron-rich nuclei, the emergence of a low-energy (pygmy) dipole strength, has also been predicted in many studies (see Refs. [5, 8, 13]). The low-energy dipole strength is interpreted as the oscillations of the neutron skin (neutrons in outer orbitals) against the isospinsymmetric core of the nucleus and arises mainly due to transitions involving neutrons from outer orbitals [14– 16]. Although the nature of pygmy dipole strength is currently under discussion, it exhibits a direct correlation with the neutron-skin thickness, electric dipole polarizability, and nuclear matter symmetry energy [5, 17– 19]. Furthermore, the low-energy dipole transitions in the vicinity of the neutron threshold are essential in the calculations of astrophysical reaction rates and crosssections of photonuclear and radiative-capture reactions [3, 5, 10, 20, 21].

∗ akaur.phy@pmf.hr † e.yuksel@surrey.ac.uk ‡ npaar@phy.hr

Numerous theoretical and experimental investigations have been conducted to explore the isotopic sensitivity of both natural parity electric dipole (E1) and unnatural parity magnetic dipole (M1) responses. These studies revealed a pronounced dependence of dipole strength distributions on the neutron-to-proton (N/Z) ratio [22–31]. Given that nuclei can also exist in extreme conditions within stellar environments, there has been a growing interest in understanding the temperature dependence of nuclear excitations. Temperature (T ) serves as an external probe capable of significantly influencing the structure and dynamics of nuclei [32–36]. The experimental data on the GDR at finite temperature is mainly based on the study of the decay from fusion-evaporation reactions, which allow the production of self-conjugate compound nuclei (CN) at high excitation energy [37, 38]. Despite being challenging experimentally, numerous studies have been carried out to investigate the T -dependence of the dipole response, especially in the GDR region of highly excited nuclei [37–45]. Recent studies have shown that the GDR width has increased rapidly with temperature between 1 and 3 MeV; however, it gets saturated at much higher temperatures, which results in the gradual disappearance of giant dipole resonance due to excessive broadening [43, 44]. On the other hand, experimental analysis of T -dependent pygmy dipole strength is still missing. The main complication at the experimental front is to differentiate between the E1 and M1 responses in the low-energy region since the M1 strength is highly fragmented at pygmy dipole excitation energies [11]. These E1 and M1 excitation channels can be discriminated on the basis of spin and parity of involved states and can be explored theoretically. Recent developments open perspectives for the on-going first experimental study of pygmy dipole strength in Ni isotopes at temperatures up to ≈ 2 MeV [46].

Developing a theory to study the complex structure of dipole strengths at finite temperature (FT) is an ambiguous task. Several extensions of random phase approximation (RPA) were developed to explore the electric multipole nuclear excitations at zero and higher temperatures. A self-consistent finite temperature relativistic RPA (FT-RRPA) based on meson-exchange interaction was successfully employed to study the evolution of isoscalar monopole and isovector dipole modes with temperature [47]. Based on Skyrme-type energy density functional, the finite temperature continuum quasiparticle RPA [35, 48] and the finite temperature quasiparticle RPA (FT-QRPA) [34, 49] were established to elucidate the nuclear response of open-shell hot nuclei. Within the ab initio approach, the electromagnetic response functions have been studied at finite temperatures for medium-mass nuclei [50]. By adopting a time blocking technique to the Matsubara temperature Green’s function formalism, finite temperature relativistic time blocking approximation (FT-RTBA) approach was formulated to study the dipole spectra in the excited nuclei [36, 51], whereas the study is limited to closed shell nuclei. All of these studies have revealed the emergence of new excited states, particularly in the low-energy region, attributed to the thermal unblocking effect of temperature on single-particle orbitals near the Fermi level. Note that, in open shell nuclei, it is required to include both the finite temperature and pairing effects when considering nuclear excitations at temperatures below the pairing collapse. Considering that previous FT-RTBA study in the relativistic framework is based on meson-exchange interaction with non-linear self-interaction terms, that overestimates the parameters of the symmetry energy, a thorough analysis is required to elucidate the evolution of E1 dipole response at finite temperature, by using relativistic functionals with density-dependent vertex functions providing realistic description of the symmetry energy, that is relevant for studies of isovector dipole response. To address both closed- and open-shell nuclei at finite temperatures, development of a fully self-consistent finite temperature relativistic quasiparticle RPA is required (FT-RQRPA), that also includes pairing correlations both in the description of the ground state and excitations.

In the present work, the finite-temperature extension of fully self-consistent relativistic QRPA (FT-RQRPA) is established for the study of E1 excitations. This framework is based on the relativistic nuclear energy density functional (RNEDF), which includes both pairing and temperature effects. We note that in the relativistic framework, proton-neutron FT-RQRPA has already been introduced and used in studies of charge-exchange transitions, such as Gamow-Teller or higher order forbidden transitions [52–54]. However, transitions without chargeexchange require formalism with different residual interaction channels. Following the development of the FT- RQRPA in the present work, the objective is to explore the temperature evolution of isovector E1 (J^π=1^−) excitations in the high-energy as well as low-energy regions for^{40−60}Ca and^{100−140}Sn isotopic chains, and explore in detail their structure.

The paper is organized as follows: Sec. II provides an overview of the FT-RQRPA theoretical framework. Subsequently, the details of FT-RQRPA calculations are discussed in Sec. III. The temperature dependence of isovector E1 strength distributions in Ca and Sn isotopes is represented between T = 0 to 2 MeV. A detailed description of E1 excitations in terms of non-energy-weighted and energy-weighted summations in the low- and highenergy regions is also included. Finally, a summary of the present work is presented in Sec. IV.

II. THE FINITE TEMPERATURE RELATIVISTIC QUASIPARTICLE RANDOM PHASE APPROXIMATION

The fully self-consistent FT-RQRPA based on relativistic energy density functional (REDF) is established in the present work to study the E1 transitions in even-even nuclei. The properties of closed- and openshell nuclei are described within the finite temperature Hartree-Bardeen–Cooper–Schrieffer (FT-HBCS) framework [55, 56], using relativistic density-dependent point coupling DD-PCX interaction [57]. This interaction is particularly appropriate for this study because it was adjusted not only to the ground state properties but also to the excitation properties, including dipole polarizability in^{208}Pb. In this way, the isovector channel of the interaction is fine-tuned to provide the symmetry energy that is consistent with the experimental data on dipole polarizability. The point-coupling REDF determined from the Lagrangian density, L_{P C} = ψ̄(iγ · ∂ − m)ψ − 1 2 α_S (ρ)(ψ̄ψ)(ψ̄ψ) − 1 2 α_V (ρ)(ψ̄γ^μψ)(ψ̄γ_μψ) − 1 2 α_{T V} (ρ)(ψ̄⃗τ γ^μψ)(ψ̄⃗τγ_μψ) − 1 2 δ_S (∂_νψ̄ψ)(∂^νψ̄ψ) − eψ̄γ · A 1 − τ_3 2 ψ.

(1)

It includes fermion contact interaction terms as isoscalarscalar, isoscalar-vector, isovector-vector channels. In addition to the free-nucleon Lagrangian and the pointcoupling interaction terms, the model includes the coupling of protons to the electromagnetic field. The derivative term in Eq. (1) accounts for leading effects of finiterange interactions that are necessary for a quantitative description of nuclear density distribution and radii. For the detailed description of the relativistic point coupling model see Refs. [58, 59]. Directed by the microscopic density-dependence of the vector and scalar self-energies, we use the following practical ansatz for the functional form of the couplings [58],

α_i(ρ) = a_i + (b_i + c_ix)e^{−dix}, (i = S, V, T V ) (2) where x = ρ/ρ_{sat.} and ρ_{sat.} represents the nucleon density at saturation point in symmetric nuclear matter. The parameters for each channel i = S, V, T V are represented as a_i, b_i, c_i, s_i, and δ_S denotes the strength of isoscalar-scalar derivative term. Based on the Dirac- Brueckner calculations of asymmetric nuclear matter [60], the number of free parameters is reduced to ten [58]. For open-shell nuclei, the theory framework is extended to include a separable form of pairing interaction introduced in Ref. [61]. At finite temperature, the occupation probabilities of single particle states are given by

n_i = v^2_i (1 − f_i) + u^2_i f_i, (3)

where u_i and v_i are the BCS amplitudes. The temperature dependent Fermi-Dirac distribution function is defined as

f_i = [1 + exp(E_i/k_B T )]^{−1}, (4)

where T and k_B are temperature and Boltzmann constant, respectively. E_i is the quasiparticle (q.p.) energy of a state and is calculated using E_i = √ (ε_i − λ_q )^2 + Δ^2_i relation, where ε_i represents the single-particle energies and λ_q denotes chemical potentials for either proton or neutron states. Δ_i indicates the pairing gap of the given state. A sharp pairing phase transition is anticipated from super-fluid state to the normal state at critical temperatures (T_c) [55, 62, 63]. The values of T_c for considered open-shell Ca and Sn nuclei are calculated using FT-HBCS and presented in Table I.

TABLE I: The critical temperature (T_c) values for pairing phase transition in open-shell Ca and Sn nuclei.

Nucleus Tc [MeV] Nucleus Tc [MeV]

44Ca 0.862^{108} Sn 0.872 52Ca 0.528^{116} Sn 0.834 56Ca 0.743^{124} Sn 0.764 140 Sn 0.644

To analyze the isovector dipole excitations in nuclei, the FT-RQRPA framework is applied on top of the FT- HBCS. The description of excitation operator and the derivation of the expressions for the matrix elements of the finite temperature non-relativistic quasiparticle random phase approximation, based on Skyrme functionals, are given in Refs. [34, 49]. Here, we consider the formalism for the FT-RQRPA based on relativistic pointcoupling interaction discussed above. The finite temperature non-charge exchange RQRPA matrix is given by ~C ~a ~b ~D ~a^+ ~A ~B ~b^T −~b^+ − ~B^∗ − ~A^∗ −~a^T − ~D^∗ −~b^∗ −~a^∗ − ~C^∗

~P ~X ~Y ~Q = E^w ~P ~X ~Y ~Q , (5) where E_w denotes the excitation energies and eigenvec- tors ~P , ~X, ~Y , ~Q are read as ~X_{ab} = X_{ab} √ 1 − f_a − f_b, (6) ~Y_{ab} = Y_{ab} √ 1 − f_a − f_b, (7) ~P_{ab} = P_{ab} √ f_b − f_a, (8) ~Q_{ab} = Q_{ab} √ f_b − f_a. (9)

The FT-RQRPA matrices are diagonalized in a selfconsistent way, providing a state-by-state analysis for each excitation. The T -dependent matrix elements are given as, ~A_{abcd} = √ 1 − f_a − f_bA^′_{abcd} √ 1 − f_c − f_d + (E_a + E_b)δ_{ac}δ_{bd},

(10) ~B_{abcd} = √ 1 − f_a − f_bB_{abcd} √ 1 − f_c − f_d, (11) ~C_{abcd} = √ f_b − f_aC^′_{abcd} √ f_d − f_c + (E_a − E_b)δ_{ac}δ_{bd}, (12) ~D_{abcd} = √ f_b − f_aD_{abcd} √ f_d − f_c, (13) ~a_{abcd} = √ f_b − f_aa_{abcd} √ 1 − f_c − f_d, (14) ~b_{abcd} = √ f_b − f_ab_{abcd} √ 1 − f_c − f_d, (15) ~a^+_{abcd} =~a^T_{abcd} = √ f_d − f_ca^+_{abcd} √ 1 − f_a − f_b, (16) ~b^T_{abcd} =~b^+_{abcd} = √ f_d − f_cb^T_{abcd} √ 1 − f_a − f_b, (17)

where E_{a(b)} is the quasiparticle energy of the states obtained from the FT-HBCS results. The A and B matrix elements contribute both at zero and finite temperature as these describe the effects of the excitations of quasiparticle pairs. The other elements of the FT-RQRPA matrix start to contribute as temperature increases, as they are influenced by the changing occupation factors. Note that the diagonal part of the matrix includes both (E_a + E_b) and (E_a − E_b) configuration energies, and the latter starts to contribute with increasing temperature and mainly impacts the low-energy part of the excitation spectrum. The full expressions of all the matrices is given in Refs. [34, 64].

Our calculations are fully self-consistent: the same REDF and separable pairing approach is employed both in the FT-HBCS calculations and in the FT-RQRPA residual interaction. At finite temperature, the reduced transition probability is calculated as

FIG. 1: The isovector dipole strength distributions for^{40−60}Ca isotopic chain [Panels [(a)-(f)]. The calculations are performed using the FT-RQRPA with DD-PCX interaction at temperatures T = 0, 0.5, 1, and 2 MeV. The low-energy part of the E1 strength for E < 12 MeV is also displayed in logarithmic scale in panels (i)-(vi) (color online).

B(EJ, ~0 → w) = | |⟨w||F̂_J ||~0⟩ | |^2 = | | | | ∑ c≥d { ( ~X^w_{cd} + (−1)^{jc −jd+J} ~Y^w_{cd} )(u_cv_d + (−1)^J v_cu_d) √ 1 − f_c − f_d

+ ( ~P^w_{cd} + (−1)^{jc−jd+J} ~Q^w_{cd})(u_cu_d − (−1)^J v_cv_d) √ f_d − f_c } ⟨c||F̂_J ||d⟩ | | | 2 . (18)

F̂_J is the transition operator of the relevant excitation. In this work, the isovector E1 operator is used to calculate electric transition strength distributions [9]. In Eq. (18), |w⟩ is the excited state and |~0⟩ is the correlated FT-RQRPA vacuum state. It is also interesting to consider contribution of a particular proton or neutron configuration in the total E1 transition strength at given excitation energy E_w, B(EJ, E_w ) = | | ∑ cd (b^π_{cd}(E_w) + b^ν_{cd}(E_w )) | |^2. (19)

Here, b^π_{cd}(E_w) and b^ν_{cd}(E_w) represent the proton (π) and neutron (ν) partial contributions for a specific configuration cd. In the present work, the quasiparticle cut-off energies for the configuration space in the FT-RQRPA are selected to provide a sufficient convergence in the E1 excitation strength (E_{cut} = 100 MeV). We performed the calculations with the assumption of spherical symmetry, and 20 oscillator shells are used in the FT-HBCS calculations. Then, the discrete FT-RQRPA spectrum is averaged with a Lorentzian of Γ = 1.0 MeV width using R(EJ, E_w) = ∑ w 1 2π Γ (E − E_w)^2 − Γ^2/4 B(EJ, ~0 → w). (20)

TABLE II: The partial contributions b^{π(ν)}_{2qp} [fm] of major proton (π) and neutron (ν) transitions to the main high-energy E1 peak of the^{56}Ca nucleus are evaluated at T = 0 and 2 MeV. The total E1 strength is obtained by summing over all proton and neutron configurations (see Eq. (19)), also including those not listed in the table.

Configuration T = 0 MeV T = 2 MeV E = 17.76 MeV E = 17.59 MeV ν(1f_{7/2}→1g_{9/2} ) -0.224 0.219 ν(1f_{7/2}→3d_{5/2}) -0.036 -0.095 ν(1f_{7/2}→2g_{9/2} ) 0.052 -0.058 ν(1d_{3/2}→1f_{5/2} ) -0.188 0.293 ν(1f_{7/2}→1g_{7/2} ) -0.092 0.069 ν(2s_{1/2}→2p_{1/2}) -0.055 0.027 ν(1f_{5/2}→2g_{7/2} ) -0.027 0.043 π(1d_{3/2}→1f_{5/2} ) -0.592 0.396 π(1d_{5/2}→1f_{7/2} ) -0.402 0.319 π(1d_{5/2}→2p_{3/2}) 0.199 -0.054 π(1d_{3/2}→2p_{1/2}) -0.080 0.031 π(2s_{1/2}→2p_{3/2}) -0.083 0.055 π(1p_{1/2}→1d_{3/2}) 0.117 π(1f_{7/2}→2d_{5/2}) -0.119 total B(E1) [fm^2] 2.463 1.760

III. RESULTS

In this section, the FT-RQRPA introduced in Sec. II is employed in studies of electric dipole (E1) response at finite temperature of closed- and open-shell^{40−60}Ca and

100−140Sn isotopes. In particular, the evolution of the E1

response with an increase in temperature is considered. The characteristic behavior of low- and high-energy response is investigated with the variation of temperature and neutron number (N) of nucleus. The calculations are performed between T = 0 to 2 MeV, that includes the range both below and above the critical temperature T_c. At temperatures higher than critical values (see Table I),

TABLE III: The same as in Table II but for the selected low-energy E1 excitations for E < 5 MeV at T = 2 MeV.

Energy Configuration b^{π(ν)}_{2qp} total B(E1) [MeV] [fm] [fm^2] 1.88 ν(2g_{9/2} →1h_{11/2}) -0.142 0.022 2.19 ν(3s_{1/2} →3p_{3/2}) 0.331 0.122 2.27 ν(2f_{7/2} →2g_{9/2}) 0.255 0.064 2.42 ν(3s_{1/2} →3p_{1/2}) -0.233 0.054 2.73 ν(1h_{11/2}→1i_{13/2} ) -0.116 0.014 2.96 ν(2d_{3/2}→2f_{5/2}) 0.344 0.124 3.26 ν(2d_{5/2}→2f_{7/2}) 0.453 0.212 3.42 ν(3p_{3/2}→4s_{1/2}) 0.134 0.018 3.46 ν(1g_{7/2} →1h_{9/2}) -0.207 0.042 3.59 ν(2g_{9/2} →2h_{11/2}) 0.186 0.045 4.18 ν(3p_{1/2}→3d_{3/2}) 0.146 0.020 4.42 ν(2f_{5/2} →2g_{7/2}) 0.129 0.015

pairing correlations vanish for all open-shell nuclei and do not contribute to the FT-RQRPA matrices.

A. Ca isotopes

In this section, we study the isotopic and temperature dependence of low-energy and high-energy electric dipole transitions for calcium nuclei. In Fig. 1, the isovector E1 transition strength distributions of^{40−60}Ca isotopic chain are displayed at temperatures T = 0, 0.5, 1 and 2 MeV. On the right side of Fig. 1 [panels (i)-(vi)], the lowenergy strength is also displayed on a logarithmic scale to provide a better insight into the changes occurring in the low-energy region. At T = 0 MeV, it is observed that low-energy excited states begin to emerge, and the strength increases as the neutron number of Ca isotopes increases. Low-energy excited states have been obtained for the neutron-rich^{52,56,60}Ca nuclei with energies E < 12 MeV, which are also referred to as the pygmy dipole strength [8, 13–15]. At low temperatures and T = 0.5 MeV, the dipole strength almost does not change. By increasing the temperature to 2 MeV, the high-energy E1 strength redistributes over the main peaks, and the excited states start shifting slightly towards lower energies, as depicted in Fig. 1. The impact of temperature becomes more prominent in the low-energy region. At T = 1 MeV, new low-energy states start to emerge for E < 12 MeV. When the temperature is raised to T = 2 MeV, its influence becomes even more pronounced in the low-energy region of neutron-rich nuclei, and leads to the emergence of new low-energy excited states with significant strength. At finite temperatures, the promotion of nucleons to higher states results in an increase (or decrease) in the occupation probabilities of states above (or below) the Fermi level, thus leading to the broadening

FIG. 2: The m_0 and m_1 moments of the strength function and the centroid energy m_1/m_0 of the isovector dipole response of the selected Ca nuclei in the low-energy region for E < 12 MeV (panels (a)-(c)) and the high-energy region for E > 12 MeV (panels (d)-(f)) as a function of temperature.

of the Fermi surface. Consequently, thermal unblocking effects play a crucial role in giving rise to new excitation channels, particularly in the low-energy region of the electric dipole response.

For more detailed analysis, the proton (π) and neutron (ν) transitions with the largest partial contributions b^{π,ν}_{cd} to the FT-RQRPA transition strength (see Eq. (19)) of the main E1 high-energy peak (E ≈ 17.5 MeV) in^{56}Ca are listed in Table II at T = 0 and 2 MeV. It is found that the high-energy peak is composed of the coherent contributions from both neutron and proton transitions in both cases. By inspecting E1 partial contributions, we observe that the number of neutron and proton configurations and their amplitudes attributing to the major high-energy excitation altered slightly at T =2 MeV. This signifies that the GDR region of E1 strength experiences subtle modifications at high temperatures.

Table III clearly shows the emergence of new lowenergy transitions in^{56}Ca for E < 5 MeV at T = 2 MeV. Notably, the structure of these low-energy peaks is primarily determined by the single neutron configuration, which mainly comes from the high-energy continuum states. Given the number of transitions that contribute to these states and their strength, the newly formed low-energy states do not exhibit the same collective behavior observed in the case of the high-energy region. In neutron-rich nuclei, neutrons can easily populate the continuum states at high temperatures. Therefore, the contributions coming from the continuum states play a major role in the formation of low-energy states at finite temperatures. Increasing the temperature further and above T > 2 MeV can lead to the formation of neutron vapor and unphysical strength in the low-energy region. Hence, special care must be taken either by limiting the temperature or by properly taking the continuum into account in the calculations. In our calculations, we constrained the temperature to be up to T = 2 MeV to mitigate this issue.

Figure 2 shows the variation in total dipole transition strength moments both below [upper panels (a-c)] and above [lower panels (d-f)] 12 MeV for^{40−60}Ca nuclei. The total transition strength m_0, energy weighted strength m_1 and centroid energy E_c = m_1/m_0 are displayed with increasing temperature. As shown in Fig. 1, the energy E = 12 MeV can be used to distinguish between the low-energy pygmy dipole strength from the high-energy Giant Dipole Resonance region in all Ca isotopes. Hence, this energy value serves as a suitable choice to delineate the two regions for our analysis.

Let us first consider the low-energy region for E < 12 MeV at zero temperature. It can be seen that the m_0 (a) and m_1 moments (b) display an increase, while the centroid energy (c) decreases with increasing neutron number, as expected. By increasing the temperature, the moments of the strength function also undergo changes. Up to T = 0.4 MeV, they do not exhibit sensitivity to the temperature and remain almost constant for all nuclei. As the temperature increases further, specifically

FIG. 3: The same as in Fig. 1 but for the selected nuclei between^{100−140}Sn.

beyond T > 0.8 MeV, the m_0 and m_1 moments display an increase. For^{56}Ca, we observe a slight decrease in the m_0 and m_1 moments between 0.4 < T < 0.8 MeV, which is attributed to rapid changes in the pairing properties around the critical temperatures. It is also seen that the centroid energy E_c (c) of Ca isotopes in the low-energy region remains almost constant up to T =0.4 MeV and then starts to decrease rapidly with increasing temperature. Only for^{40}Ca, we observe a slight increase in the centroid energy around T = 0.8 MeV, which is due to the energy range considered in the study. At higher temperatures, the centroid energy also decreases for this nucleus. It is observed that neutron-rich isotopes^{48−60}Ca are more sensitive to changes in temperature, and this increase occurs at a more rapid rate for the m_0 moment due to the increasing contribution of continuum states to the low-energy region at higher temperatures, as mentioned above.

In the high-energy or giant dipole resonance region (E > 12 MeV) and at zero temperature, the m_0 and m_1 moments increase, while the centroid energy decreases with increasing neutron number, as expected. With increasing temperature, the m_0 and m_1 moments exhibit a relatively gradual change. For all Ca nuclei, the m_0 and m_1 moments remain almost constant up to T = 0.8 MeV, beyond which they exhibit a very slight decrease because the GDR strength distributions are slightly modified at the considered temperature range. The centroid energy also displays the same behaviour and remains almost stable below T = 0.8 MeV for all Ca nuclei. At higher temperatures, the centroid energy of^{40}Ca remains almost stable, while it starts to decrease (increase) slightly for the neutron-rich^{48}Ca (^{60}Ca). Since these nuclei do not have pairing correlations, the changes in the dipole response are mainly related to two factors. First, there is the softening of the repulsive residual particle-hole (ph) interaction. Second, there are changes in the configuration energies, along with the contribution of new configurations due to the thermal unblocking effect at finite temperatures. For open shell nuclei,^{44}Ca exhibit a modest decrease, and a small increase is obtained for^{56}Ca above the critical temperatures. We also note that the centroid energy decreases slightly for^{52}Ca.

B. Sn isotopes

In the next step, we employ the FT-RQRPA to calculate the isovector E1 strength for heavier mass nuclei, specifically^{100−140}Sn, at temperatures of T = 0, 0.5, 1, and 2 MeV. The results are depicted in Fig. 3. At T = 0 and 0.5 MeV, the isotopic dependence of the lowenergy energy modes for E<10 MeV in Sn isotopes is clearly visible from the figure. The E1 response function of^{100,108}Sn displays negligible contribution in the lowenergy region. However, the low-energy strength starts to become visible when one moves from^{116}Sn to^{140}Sn. In^{140}Sn nucleus, a significant contribution of low-energy E1 excitations is observed between 4-9 MeV due to the larger neutron content.

At finite temperatures, the highly collective Giant Dipole Resonance (GDR) region exhibits only minor changes in terms of the strength and excitation energies. By increasing temperature further, at T = 1 and 2 MeV, newly emerged low-energy peaks can be observed at E < 5 MeV for neutron-rich^{124−140}Sn isotopes due to thermal unblocking. This is depicted separately on the right side in [panels (i)-(vi)] of Fig. 3. The impact of temperature is most prominent in the low-energy region of the^{140}Sn nucleus due to its excessive neutron content. Table IV represents the partial contributions of particle configurations to the newly emerged low-energy E1 peaks at E < 5 MeV in^{140}Sn nucleus at T = 2 MeV. Similar to the findings in Sec III A for^{56}Ca, these low-energy peaks are predominantly attributed to single neutron transitions, primarily caused by thermal unblocking effects.

For further analysis of E1 excitations in Sn nuclei, the moments of the strength distribution m_0, m_1 and the centroid energy E_c = m_1/m_0 are plotted in Fig. 4 as a function of temperature T in the low E<10 MeV [upper panel (a-c)] and high E>10 MeV [lower panel (d-f)] energy regions. The separation energy of 10 MeV is selected for demonstration purposes because it reasonably well separates the FT-RQRPA low-energy E1 strength from the GDR one for all Sn isotopes (see Fig. 3). In the low-energy region (E<10 MeV), the^{100−116}Sn nuclei exhibit rather small increase in the total B(E1) strength (m_0) and energy-weighted (m_1) moment as the temperature rises, in contrast to more neutron-rich^{124−140}Sn nuclei. We also found that the m_0 and m_1 moments of the^{140}Sn nucleus initially decrease and then increase with increasing temperature. This is because of the rapid

TABLE IV: The same as described in the caption for Table II, but for the low-energy E1 excitations below E=5 MeV in^{140}Sn nucleus at T = 2 MeV.

Energy Configuration b^{π(ν)}_{2qp} total B(E1) [MeV] [fm] [fm^2] 1.52 ν(3p_{3/2}→4s_{1/2}) -0.244 0.063 1.91 ν(2h_{11/2}→2i_{13/2} ) -0.253 0.069 2.16 ν(3d_{5/2}→3f_{7/2}) 0.548 0.345 2.20 ν(4s_{1/2} →4p_{3/2}) -0.366 0.138 2.36 ν(3d_{3/2}→3f_{5/2}) 0.443 0.202 2.69 ν(3p_{3/2}→4s_{1/2}) -0.433 0.226 2.89 ν(2g_{9/2} →2h_{11/2}) 0.466 0.227 2.95 ν(2f_{5/2} →3d_{3/2}) -0.383 0.172 3.16 ν(3p_{1/2}→3d_{3/2}) 0.486 0.237 3.45 ν(3p_{3/2}→3d_{5/2}) -0.689 0.485 4.89 ν(2f_{7/2} →3d_{5/2}) 0.546 0.543 ν(1h_{11/2}→1i_{13/2} ) -0.149 ν(1g_{9/2} →1h_{11/2}) 0.208

changes in the pairing properties around critical temperature. Similar to the findings in Sec. III A, the results show that neutron-rich nuclei are more prone to develop low-energy transitions at higher temperatures. Fig. 4(c) shows that the centroid of PDR energies start to shift downwards rapidly at higher temperatures for Sn nuclei. In Figs. 4(d-f), the isotopic and temperature dependence of giant dipole resonance (E>10 MeV) of Sn nuclei is explored in terms of m_0, m_1 and m_1/m_0 moments between T = 0 to 2 MeV. It is evident that total E1 strength of Sn nuclei remains almost constant and m_1 moment decreases slightly with increasing temperature. The slight decrease in centroid energy of high-energy resonance (E>10 MeV) indicates that the E1 GDR strength shifted moderately downward with increasing temperature. However, compared to the low-energy strength, the GDR centroid shift is considerably smaller. In conclusion, temperature effects play a crucial role in the emergence of new lowenergy E1 excitations, particularly in neutron-rich nuclei. Conversely, temperature has only a minor impact on the E1 response in the high-energy region. The high collectivity in the GDR region is moderately influenced by thermal modifications of single-particle states around the Fermi level.

C. Dipole polarizability at finite temperature

The electric dipole polarizability (α_D ) is another measurable quantity related to the response of the nucleus when it is subjected to an external electric field [65]. Due to the isospin dependence of α_D , it provides new insights into the properties of neutron-rich matter and constrains the equation of state (EOS) [66]. α_D is highly sensitive to the density dependence of the symmetry energy and is

FIG. 4: The m_0 and m_1 moments of the strength function and the centroid energy m_1/m_0 of the isovector dipole response of the selected Sn nuclei in the low-energy region for E < 10 MeV (panels (a)-(c)) and the high-energy region for E > 10 MeV (panels (d)-(f)) as a function of temperature.

directly proportional to the inverse energy-weighted E1 sum rule m_{−1}. It is calculated by [65, 67, 68],

α_D = 8πe^2 9 m_{−1}(E1). (21)

In the previous discussion, we show that E1 moments exhibit a temperature dependence in both low- and highenergy regions, although it is small in the high-energy regions. Now, it becomes intriguing to investigate the relationship between the increase in temperature and the electric dipole polarizability (α_D) through the integrated quantity of the m_{−1} moment. The α_D contains information on the overall E1 transition strength but weights more the low-energy excitations. Furthermore, exploration of the evolution of dipole polarizability with temperature can be pivotal for the EOS of neutron-rich matter at higher temperatures.

In Figure 5, the α_D values are presented as a function of the mass number for two sets of isotopes, Ca (upper panel) and Sn (lower panel), within the temperature range of T = 0 − 2 MeV. In addition to the increase with the neutron excess, for all isotopes, the dipole polarizability systematically increases with temperature. Due to its strong sensitivity to temperature, especially for neutronrich nuclei, dipole polarizability can be identified as a reasonable integrated quantity to explore the sensitivity of the dipole nuclear response to finite temperature effects. In particular, the α_D of neutron-rich nuclei shows a rapid increment with temperature growth, which suggests that temperature effects could play a significant role in neutron-rich matter.

IV. SUMMARY

A fully self-consistent FT-RQRPA framework has been developed for the study the thermal effects in isovector electric dipole excitations in^{40−60}Ca and^{100−140}Sn isotopic chains. We employ the relativistic densitydependent point coupling (DD-PCX) interaction to calculate the nuclear properties across temperatures ranging from T = 0 to 2 MeV. First, the temperature and isotopic dependence of the low- and high-energy parts of the E1 response are investigated. The E1 strength distributions in the GDR region are slightly modified at the considered temperature range. Furthermore, new lowenergy excitations begin to emerge, particularly above the critical temperature (T_c), in the neutron-rich Ca and Sn nuclei. These low-energy excitations are observed for E < 5 MeV in both Ca and Sn neutron-rich nuclei, which are mainly formed due to single neutron configurations. These results are also verified by the cumulative sum of low-energy E1 strength that increases with increasing temperature. Also, the centroid energy E_c decreases rapidly with increasing temperature, indicating the dominance of new excitations in the much lower energy region of E1 strength. Additionally, the dipole polarizability α_D

FIG. 5: Dipole polarizability α_D of^{40−60}Ca [panel (a)] and^{100−140}Sn [panel (b)] isotopes as a function of atomic mass number (A). The calculations are performed at finite temperatures ranging from T = 0 to 2 MeV.

is investigated for Ca and Sn isotopic chains, which is significantly altered with the inclusion of temperature and neutron number in the nucleus. It is shown that dipole polarizability represents a reasonable integrated quantity to explore the sensitivity of dipole transition strength to finite temperature, especially for neutron-rich nuclei.

The present study highlights the significance of temperature and pairing effects in dipole excitations in nuclei, together with their isotopic dependence. In the forthcoming study, the FT-RQRPA introduced in this work will be employed in microscopic calculation of γ-ray strength functions at finite temperature relevant for nuclear reaction studies in hot astrophysical environments. The theory framework established in this work could also be further extended for future studies of the evolution of magnetic dipole transition strength distributions with temperature, which is currently mainly unknown but could also be of relevance for studies of (n, γ) reactions involving nuclei at finite temperatures.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work is supported by the QuantiXLie Centre of Excellence, a project co-financed by the Croatian Government and European Union through the European Regional Development Fund, the Competitiveness and Cohesion Operational Programme (KK.01.1.1.01.0004). E.Y. acknowledges support from the Science and Technology Facilities Council (UK) through grant ST/Y000013/1.

[1] M. Arnould, S. Goriely, and K. Takahashi, Phys. Rep. 450, 97 (2007).

[2] A. C. Larsen and S. Goriely, Phys. Rev. C 82, 014318 (2010).

[3] S. Goriely and E. Khan, Nucl. Phys. A 706, 217 (2002). [4] Y. Xu and S. Goriely, Phys. Rev. C 86, 045801 (2012). [5] A. Bracco, E. G. Lanza, and A. Tamii, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 106, 360 (2019).

[6] R. Capote, M. Herman, P. Obložinský, P. Young, S. Goriely, T. Belgya, A. Ignatyuk, A. Koning, S. Hilaire, V. Plujko, M. Avrigeanu, O. Bersillon, M. Chadwick, T. Fukahori, Z. Ge, Y. Han, S. Kailas, J. Kopecky, V. Maslov, G. Reffo, M. Sin, E. Soukhovitskii, and P. Talou, Nuclear Data Sheets 110, 3107 (2009), special Issue on Nuclear Reaction Data.

[7] T. Kawano, Y. Cho, P. Dimitriou, D. Filipescu, N. Iwamoto, V. Plujko, X. Tao, H. Utsunomiya, V. Varlamov, R. Xu, R. Capote, I. Gheorghe, O. Gorbachenko, Y. Jin, T. Renstrøm, M. Sin, K. Stopani, Y. Tian, G. Tveten, J. Wang, T. Belgya, R. Firestone, S. Goriely, J. Kopecky, M. Krtička, R. Schwengner, S. Siem, and M. Wiedeking, Nuclear Data Sheets 163, 109 (2020).

[8] N. Paar, D. Vretenar, E. Khan, and G. Colò, Reports on Progress in Physics 70, R02 (2007).

[9] N. Paar, P. Ring, T. Nikšić, and D. Vretenar, Phys. Rev. C 67, 034312 (2003).

[10] I. Daoutidis and S. Goriely, Phys. Rev. C 86, 034328 (2012).

[11] M. N. Harakeh and A. van der Woude, Giant resonance:

Fundamental high-frequency modes of nuclear excitation (Oxford University Press, New York, 2001).

[12] J. Speth and A. van der Woude, Reports on Progress in Physics 44, 719 (1981).

[13] D. Savran, T. Aumann, and A. Zilges, Progress in Particle and Nuclear Physics 70, 210 (2013).

[14] D. Vretenar, N. Paar, P. Ring, and G. Lalazissis, Nuclear Physics A 692, 496 (2001).

[15] A. Bracco, E. Lanza, and A. Tamii, Progress in Particle and Nuclear Physics 106, 360 (2019).

[16] E. Lanza, L. Pellegri, A. Vitturi, and M. Andrés, Progress in Particle and Nuclear Physics 129, 104006 (2023).

[17] X. Roca-Maza, X. Viñas, M. Centelles, B. K. Agrawal, G. Colò, N. Paar, J. Piekarewicz, and D. Vretenar, Phys. Rev. C 92, 064304 (2015).

[18] J. Piekarewicz, B. K. Agrawal, G. Colò, W. Nazarewicz, N. Paar, P.-G. Reinhard, X. Roca-Maza, and D. Vretenar, Phys. Rev. C 85, 041302 (2012).

[19] N. Paar, Y. F. Niu, D. Vretenar, and J. Meng, Phys. Rev. Lett. 103, 032502 (2009).

[20] A. P. Tonchev, N. Tsoneva, C. Bhatia, C. W.

Arnold, S. Goriely, S. L. Hammond, J. H. Kelley, E. Kwan, H. Lenske, J. Piekarewicz, R. Raut, G. Rusev, T. Shizuma, and W. Tornow, Phys. Lett. B 773, 20 (2017).

[21] A. C. Larsen, A. Spyrou, S. N. Liddick, and M. Guttormsen, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 107, 69 (2019).

[22] N. Paar, T. Nikšić, D. Vretenar, and P. Ring, Phys. Lett. B 606, 288 (2005).

[23] E. Guliyev, H. Quliyev, and A. A. Kuliev, J. Phys. G: Nucl. Part. Phys. 47, 115107 (2020).

[24] G. Kružić, T. Oishi, and N. Paar, Phys. Rev. C 103, 054306 (2021).

[25] T. Oishi, G. Kružić, and N. Paar, J. Phys. G: Nucl. Part. Phys. 47, 115106 (2020).

[26] E. Kemah, H. Yakut, E. Tabar, G. Hoşgör, and A. A.

Kuliev, Eur. Phys. J. A 59, 135 (2023).

[27] S. Bassauer, P. von Neumann-Cosel, P.-G. Reinhard, A. Tamii, S. Adachi, C. A. Bertulani, P. Y. Chan, A. D’Alessio, H. Fujioka, H. Fujita, Y. Fujita, G. Gey, M. Hilcker, T. H. Hoang, A. Inoue, J. Isaak, C. Iwamoto, T. Klaus, N. Kobayashi, Y. Maeda, M. Matsuda, N. Nakatsuka, S. Noji, H. J. Ong, I. Ou, N. Pietralla, V. Y. Ponomarev, M. S. Reen, A. Richter, M. Singer, G. Steinhilber, T. Sudo, Y. Togano, M. Tsumura, Y. Watanabe, and V. Werner, Phys. Rev. C 102, 034327 (2020).

[28] J. Enders, P. von Brentano, J. Eberth, A. Fitzler, C. Fransen, R.-D. Herzberg, H. Kaiser, L. Käubler, P. von Neumann-Cosel, N. Pietralla, V. Ponomarev, H. Prade, A. Richter, H. Schnare, R. Schwengner, S. Skoda, H. Thomas, H. Tiesler, D. Weisshaar, and I. Wiedenhöver, Phys. Lett. B 486, 279 (2000).

[29] H. Quliyev, E. Guliyev, and A. A. Kuliev, Nucl. Phys. A 1014, 122239 (2021).

[30] A. P. Tonchev, S. L. Hammond, J. H. Kelley, E. Kwan, H. Lenske, G. Rusev, W. Tornow, and N. Tsoneva, Phys. Rev. Lett. 104, 072501 (2010).

[31] T. Hartmann, J. Enders, P. Mohr, K. Vogt, S. Volz, and A. Zilges, Phys. Rev. Lett. 85, 274 (2000).

[32] A. Ravlić, E. Yüksel, T. Nikšić, and N. Paar, Nature Communications 14, 4834 (2023).

[33] E. Yüksel, E. Khan, K. Bozkurt, and G. Colò, Eur. Phys.

J. A 50, 160 (2014).

[34] E. Yüksel, G. Colò, E. Khan, Y. F. Niu, and K. Bozkurt, Phys. Rev. C 96, 024303 (2017).

[35] E. Litvinova and N. Belov, Phys. Rev. C 88, 031302 (2013).

[36] E. Litvinova and H. Wibowo, Phys. Rev. Lett. 121, 082501 (2018).

[37] O. Wieland, A. Bracco, F. Camera, G. Benzoni, N. Blasi, S. Brambilla, F. Crespi, A. Giussani, S. Leoni, P. Mason, B. Million, A. Moroni, S. Barlini, V. L. Kravchuk, F. Gramegna, A. Lanchais, P. Mastinu, A. Maj, M. Brekiesz, M. Kmiecik, M. Bruno, E. Geraci, G. Vannini, G. Casini, M. Chiari, A. Nannini, A. Ordine, and E. Ormand, Phys. Rev. Lett. 97, 012501 (2006).

[38] A. Corsi, O. Wieland, S. Barlini, A. Bracco, F. Camera, V. L. Kravchuk, G. Baiocco, L. Bardelli, G. Benzoni, M. Bini, N. Blasi, S. Brambilla, M. Bruno, G. Casini, M. Ciemala, M. Cinausero, F. C. L. Crespi, M. D’Agostino, M. Degerlier, A. Giaz, F. Gramegna, M. Kmiecik, S. Leoni, A. Maj, T. Marchi, K. Mazurek, W. Meczynski, B. Million, D. Montanari, L. Morelli, S. Myalski, A. Nannini, R. Nicolini, G. Pasquali, G. Poggi, V. Vandone, and G. Vannini, Phys. Rev. C 84, 041304 (2011).

[39] A. Bracco, F. Camera, O. Wieland, and W. Ormand, Mod. Phys. Lett. A 22, 2479 (2007).

[40] P. Heckman, D. Bazin, J. Beene, Y. Blumenfeld, M. Chromik, M. Halbert, J. Liang, E. Mohrmann, T. Nakamura, A. Navin, B. Sherrill, K. Snover, M. Thoennessen, E. Tryggestad, and R. Varner, Physics Letters B 555, 43 (2003).

[41] D. Santonocito and Y. Blumenfeld, Dynamics and thermodynamics with nuclear degrees of freedom (Springer, New York, 2001) p. 183.

[42] O. Wieland, A. Bracco, F. Camera, G. Benzoni, N. Blasi, S. Brambilla, F. Crespi, A. Giussani, S. Leoni, P. Mason, B. Million, A. Moroni, S. Barlini, V. L. Kravchuk, F. Gramegna, A. Lanchais, P. Mastinu, A. Maj, M. Brekiesz, M. Kmiecik, M. Bruno, E. Geraci, G. Vannini, G. Casini, M. Chiari, A. Nannini, A. Ordine, and E. Ormand, Phys. Rev. Lett. 97, 012501 (2006).

[43] K. Yoshida, J. Kasagi, H. Hama, M. Sakurai, M. Kodama, K. Furutaka, K. Ieki, W. Galster, T. Kubo, and M. Ishihara, Phys. Lett. B 245, 7 (1990).

[44] D. Chakrabarty, N. Dinh Dang, and V. Datar, Eur. Phys.

J. A 52, 143 (2016).

[45] D. Mondal, D. Pandit, S. Mukhopadhyay, S. Pal, S. Bhattacharya, A. De, N. Dinh Dang, N. Quang Hung, S. Bhattacharya, S. Bhattacharyya, B. Dey, P. Roy, K. Banerjee, and S. Banerjee, Phys. Lett. B 784, 423 (2018).

[46] A. B. O. Wieland, The 7th international conference on collective motion in nuclei under extreme conditions (comex7) (https://agenda.infn.it/event/21964/, 2023).

[47] Y. Niu, N. Paar, D. Vretenar, and J. Meng, Phys. Lett. B 681, 315 (2009).

[48] E. Khan, N. Van Giai, and M. Grasso, Nucl. Phys. A 731, 311 (2004).

[49] E. Yüksel, G. Colo, E. Khan, and Y. F. Niu, Eur. Phys.

J. A 55, 230 (2019).

[50] Y. Beaujeault-Taudière, M. Frosini, J.-P. Ebran, T. Duguet, R. Roth, and V. Somà, Physical Review C 107, L021302 (2023).

[51] E. Litvinova and H. Wibowo, Eur. Phys. J. A 55, 223 (2019).

[52] E. Yüksel, N. Paar, G. Colò, E. Khan, and Y. F. Niu, Phys. Rev. C 101, 044305 (2020).

[53] A. Ravlić, E. Yüksel, Y. F. Niu, G. Colò, E. Khan, and N. Paar, Phys. Rev. C 102, 065804 (2020).

[54] A. Ravlić, E. Yüksel, Y. F. Niu, and N. Paar, Phys. Rev. C 104, 054318 (2021).

[55] A. L. Goodman, Nucl. Phys. A 352, 30 (1981). [56] A. Ravlić, E. Yüksel, Y. F. Niu, G. Colò, E. Khan, and N. Paar, Phys. Rev. C 102, 065804 (2020).

[57] E. Yüksel, T. Marketin, and N. Paar, Phys. Rev. C 99, 034318 (2019).

[58] T. Nikšić, D. Vretenar, and P. Ring, Phys. Rev. C 78, 034318 (2008).

[59] T. Nikšić, N. Paar, D. Vretenar, and P. Ring, Comput. Phys. Commun. 185, 1808 (2014).

[60] F. de Jong and H. Lenske, Phys. Rev. C 57, 3099 (1998).

[61] Y. Tian, Z.-y. Ma, and P. Ring, Phys. Rev. C 80, 024313 (2009).

[62] Y. F. Niu, Z. M. Niu, N. Paar, D. Vretenar, G. H. Wang, J. S. Bai, and J. Meng, Phys. Rev. C 88, 034308 (2013).

[63] R. Lisboa, M. Malheiro, and B. V. Carlson, Phys. Rev. C 93, 024321 (2016).

[64] H. Sommermann, Ann. Phys. 151, 163 (1983). [65] A. Tamii, I. Poltoratska, P. von Neumann-Cosel, Y. Fujita, T. Adachi, C. A. Bertulani, J. Carter, M. Dozono, H. Fujita, K. Fujita, K. Hatanaka, D. Ishikawa, M. Itoh, T. Kawabata, Y. Kalmykov, A. M. Krumbholz, E. Litvinova, H. Matsubara, K. Nakanishi,

R. Neveling, H. Okamura, H. J. Ong, B. Özel- Tashenov, V. Y. Ponomarev, A. Richter, B. Rubio, H. Sakaguchi, Y. Sakemi, Y. Sasamoto, Y. Shimbara, Y. Shimizu, F. D. Smit, T. Suzuki, Y. Tameshige, J. Wambach, R. Yamada, M. Yosoi, and J. Zenihiro, Phys. Rev. Lett. 107, 062502 (2011).

[66] P.-G. Reinhard and W. Nazarewicz, Phys. Rev. C 81, 051303 (2010).

[67] O. Bohigas, N. Van Giai, and D. Vautherin, Phys. Lett. B 102, 105 (1981).

[68] D. Vretenar, Y. F. Niu, N. Paar, and J. Meng, Phys. Rev. C 85, 044317 (2012).