arXiv:nucl-th/0609076v1 28 Sep 2006

Evolution of Nuclear Shell Structure due to the Pion Exchange Potential

WenHui Long,^{1, 2, ∗} Hiroyuki Sagawa,^2 Jie Meng,^1 and Nguyen Van Giai^3 1School of Physics, Peking University, 100871 Beijing, China 2Center for Mathematical Sciences, University of Aizu, Aizu-Wakamatsu, 965-8580 Fukushima, Japan 3Institut de Physique Nucléaire, CNRS-IN2P3, Université Paris-Sud, 91406 Orsay, France

The evolution of nuclear shell structure is investigated for the first time within density-dependent relativistic Hartree-Fock theory and the role of π-exchange potential is studied in detail. The energy differences between the neutron orbits { ν1h_{9/2} , ν1i_{13/2} } in the N = 82 isotones and between the proton ones { π1g_{7/2}, π1h_{11/2} } in the Z = 50 isotopes are extracted as a function of neutron excess N − Z. A kink around Z = 58 for the N = 82 isotones is found as an effect resulting from pion correlations. It is shown that the inclusion of π-coupling plays a central role to provide realistic isospin dependence of the energy differences. In particular, the tensor part of the π-coupling has an important effect on the characteristic isospin dependence observed in recent experiments.

PACS numbers: 21.30.Fe, 21.60.Jz, 21.10.Dr, 24.10.Cn, 24.10.Jv

The nucleon-nucleon bare interaction at low and medium energies is originally induced by the meson exchange processes as predicted by Yukawa [1]. In the nuclear medium, it is strongly renormalized by medium effects which lead to the effective nucleonnucleon interaction. A large part of the present understanding of nuclear structure is based on selfconsistent mean field descriptions making use of effective interactions directly parametrized so as to reproduce selected nuclear properties. The two most successful categories are the non-relativistic Hartree- Fock approaches [2, 3, 4, 5] and the Relativistic Mean Field (RMF) approaches [6, 7, 8]. Using these models, many nuclear structure properties are calculated in the whole region of the nuclear chart with these effective interactions. During the past decade, great successes have been achieved by the RMF theory not only in stable nuclei but also in exotic regions [9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17]. Of special interest is the fact that the RMF model provides a natural mechanism for explaining the spin-orbit splittings of single-particle levels. This feature becomes even more of central importance with the experimental observation that nuclei near drip lines undergo modifications of their shell structure, where the spin-orbit potential must play an essential role.

One of the basic open problems is the role of one-pion exchange process, which is known to play a fundamental role in the meson-exchange interaction. However, the RMF model is not the appropriate framework to study pion-related processes because it is essentially a Hartree approximation where the Fock (exchange) contributions are altogether dropped, while the Hartree (direct) contributions of pions are zero due to the parity conservation in spherical and axially deformed nuclei. Recent progress in the relativistic Hartree-Fock description of nuclear structure, namely the density-dependent relativistic Hartree- Fock (DDRHF) approach [18] has brought a new insight to consider this problem. Within the DDRHF

∗Electronic address: whlong@pku.org.cn

theory, the effective meson-nucleon coupling strengths including the one-pion exchange are determined in a similar way to the RMF model and a quantitative description of the nuclear structure properties can be successfully achieved [19, 20]. Thus, DDRHF opens the possibility to investigate the role of one-pion exchange processes in nuclear structure problems within the framework of a relativistic mean field theory.

In this work, we study the role of pion-exchange processes on single-particle spectra by concentrating on specific cases. In the recent paper of Schiffer et al. [21], it was shown that a set of states outside the proton core Z = 50 and the neutron core N = 82 may provide a unique information to determine the evolution of the nuclear shell structure. This is why we choose here to discuss the pion effects taking these nuclei as an illustrative example.

The one-pion exchange process with pseudo-vector coupling contains two types of contributions, the central coupling and the non-central tensor coupling [22]. Recently, the tensor type force was shown to have a distinct effect on the evolution of the nuclear shell structure in a non-relativistic Hartree-Fock model [23]. In this work, we will study the behavior of singleparticle energies of the states { ν1h_{9/2}, ν1i_{13/2} } (ν denotes neutron states) in the N = 82 isotones and the states { π1g_{7/9}, π1h_{11/2} } (π denotes the proton states) in the Z = 50 isotopes within the DDRHF theory. The effect of the π-coupling, especially the contribution of its tensor component on the isospin dependence of the shell evolution will be analyzed in detail.

In a non-relativistic reduction, the one-pion exchange potential can be divided into two parts, V^c_π (q) and V^T_π (q):

V^c_π (q) = −1 3 [ f_π m_π ]_2 σ_1 · σ_2q^2 m^2_π + q^2

⃗τ_1 · ⃗τ_2, (1a)

V^T_π (q) = −1 3 [ f_π m_π ]_2 3σ_1 · qσ_2 · q − σ_1 · σ_2q^2 m^2_π + q^2 ⃗τ_1 · ⃗τ_2. (1b)

The Fourier-transform of the central part gives a repulsive contact interaction and an attractive Yukawa potential,

V^c_π (r) = −m^3_π 12π [ f_π m_π ]_2

σ_1·σ_2 [ 4π m^3_π δ(r) − e^{−mπ r} m_πr ] ⃗τ_1·⃗τ_2. (2) In general, the repulsive contact part is strongly hindered by the Pauli principle between two nucleons. Moreover, in DDRHF the ω-meson exchange will strongly suppress the repulsive contact part so that it can be discarded on a solid basis [18]. The central part of the π-induced potential is thus given by

V^c_π = 1 2 ∑ αβγδ c^†_αc^†_βc_γ c_δ ∫ dr_1dr_2f̄_α(r_1)f̄_β (r_2)

× [Γ^c_πv_π]_{(1,2)} f_γ (r_2)f_δ(r_1), (3)

where c_i and c^†_i correspond to nucleon annihilation and creation operators, and the interaction vertex including the propagator is

[Γ^c_πv_π ]_{(1,2)} = ⃗τ_1 · ⃗τ_2 [f_πγγ_5]_1 · [f_πγγ_5]_2 e^{−mπ|}r^{1−}r^{2|} 12π |r_1 − r_2| . (4) The tensor π-coupling V^T_π can be obtained similarly.

In the rest of this paper, the DDRHF calculations are performed with the parameter sets PKO1, PKO2, PKO3 given in Ref. [19], and they are compared with RMF (Hartree) results calculated with the parameter set PKDD [16]. It should be noticed that PKO3 has a stronger π-coupling than PKO1, while PKO2 and PKDD have no π-coupling in the Lagrangian. The pairing correlations are treated by the BCS method with a density-dependent, zero-range pairing force [24]. The nuclei studied are located along the isotones with N = 82 from^{132}Sn to^{156}W and the Sn isotopes with Z = 50 from^{104}Sn to^{134}Sn.

The energy differences ΔE(Z) between two unoccupied neutron states { ν1h_{9/2}, ν1i_{13/2} } of the N = 82 isotones are shown in the first panel of Fig. 1 while the values ΔE(N) between two unoccupied proton states { π1g_{7/2}, π1h_{11/2} } of the Z = 50 isotopes are shown in the second panel. The results of pion-dependent models PKO1 and PKO3 show kinks at Z = 58 (N − Z = 24, i.e.,^{140}Ce) for the N = 82 isotones. In contrast, the pion-independent models PKO2 and PKDD predict a monotonous decrease with respect to N −Z. The predictions of PKO1 and PKO3 give more realistic isospin dependence, qualitatively and quantitatively, than those of PKO2 and PKDD as compared with the experimental data, although substantial discrepancies still exist. A similar isospin dependence is also observed for the proton states of the Sn isotopes in the second panel of Fig. 1: the inclusion of π-coupling in RHF (PKO1 and PKO3) brings also a significant improvement compared with the results calculated without π-coupling (PKO2 and PKDD). Around^{112}Sn there exists a small kink in the data and only PKO3 gives such a trend, which might be due to its stronger π-coupling than PKO1.

The single-particle energies contain contributions from the different mesons. The pion contributions can

FIG. 1: The energy differences ΔE(Z) = Eν1i_{13/2} − E_{ν1h9/2} in N = 82 isotones (first panel), and ΔE(N) = E_{π1h11/2} − Eπ1g_{7/2} in Z = 50 isotopes (second panel) as a function of neutron excess. The DDRHF results are due to PKO1, PKO2, PKO3, while the RMF results are obtained with PKDD. The experimental data are extracted from Ref. [21].

in turn be separated into a central and a tensor component. In Fig. 2 are shown the π-coupling contributions to the ΔE(Z) in the N = 82 isotones calculated with PKO1. Comparing to the first panel of Fig. 1, one can see that the characteristic isospin dependence of ΔE, namely the kink at Z = 58, is mainly due to the pion coupling and particularly to its tensor part.

FIG. 2: Central and tensor pion contributions to the energy differences ΔE(Z) = Eν1i_{13/2} − E_{ν1h9/2} due to the π-coupling, as a function of N −Z for the N = 82 isotones. The results are calculated by DDRHF with PKO1.

FIG. 3: The contribution of π-coupling to the energy difference ΔE = Eν1i_{13/2} − E_{ν1h9/2} as a function of N − Z along the isotonic chain N = 82. In the first panel, it is separated into three parts: Neutron Core (N = 82), Proton Core (Z = 50) and Valence Protons. The contributions of the tensor π-coupling from 4 valence proton states are shown in the second panel. The results correspond to DDRHF with PKO1.

We can deepen further our understanding by examining the configuration dependence of the πcoupling contributions. From^{132}Sn to^{156}W the added protons will gradually occupy the valence orbits π1g_{7/2}, π2d_{5/2}, π2d_{3/2} and π1h_{11/2}. In Fig. 3 we separate the contributions of π-coupling to ΔE(Z) into three components from the neutron core orbits (N = 82), the proton core orbits (Z = 50) and the valence proton orbits, respectively. From the first panel of Fig. 3, it is seen that the valence protons play the most important role to give the isospin dependence shown in Fig. 1 and Fig. 2. In the second panel of Fig. 3, the contributions of 4 valence proton orbits to ΔE(Z) are separately plotted to examine the configuration dependence of the tensor π-coupling. As the proton number increases from Z = 50 to 58 (N − Z = 32 to 24), the π1g_{7/2} orbit is gradually occupied. Then, from Z = 60 to 64 (N − Z = 22 to 18), the protons fill the π2d_{5/2} orbit and finally the π1h_{11/2} orbit is occupied in the nuclei with Z = 66 ∼ 74 (N − Z = 16 to 8). It is found from the second panel of Fig. 3 that the magnitude of the tensor correlation is very sensitive to the occupation probabilities of the valence orbits, especially, those of high-j orbits.

To have a better understanding about the contributions of these valence proton states, we calculate the interaction matrix elements of π-coupling, separating the central and tensor parts, V^{(π, c)}_{ab} and V^{(π, T )}_{ab} . Fig. 4 shows the central (first panel) and tensor (second panel) matrix elements between the neutron states, ν1h_{9/2} or ν1i_{13/2} and the different valence proton states. The central π-coupling is attractive and it shows a simple monotonous isospin dependence for both ν1h_{9/2} and ν1i_{13/2}. In contrast, the tensor part shows different isospin behaviours depending on the configurations. Namely, the two-body matrix elements between ν1h_{9/2} and π1g_{7/2} or π2d_{3/2} are repulsive whereas those between ν1h_{9/2} and π1h_{11/2} or π2d_{5/2} are attractive. For ν1i_{13/2}, they have completely opposite signs as seen in the second panel of Fig. 4.

FIG. 4: The central (first panel) and tensor (second panel) parts of the interaction matrix elements between neutron states (ν1h_{9/2} (filled symbols) and ν1i_{13/2} (open symbols)) and valence proton states (π1g_{7/2} (squares), π2d_{5/2} (circles), π2d_{3/2} (up-triangles) and π1h_{11/2} (down-triangles)) induced by the π-coupling as function of N − Z in the N = 82 isotones. The results correspond to DDRHF with PKO1.

The first panel of Fig. 4 shows that the central πcoupling is always attractive. As a result, it provides the simple monotonous behaviour and weak isospin dependence (see Fig. 2). At first sight, the tensor πcoupling looks more complicated. However, one can find the following regularities: 1) the isospin dependence of the matrix elements is determined by the occupation probabilities of the valence proton orbits. 2) the tensor π-coupling is attractive for (j_<, j_>) configurations, while it is repulsive for (j_>, j_>) and (j_<, j_<) configurations. 3) the magnitude of the tensor interaction matrix element is proportional to the degeneracy (2j + 1) of the orbit. These properties of the tensor force in DDRHF with PKO1 and PKO3 can provide a more reasonable isospin dependence of the energy difference between ν1h_{9/2} and ν1i_{13/2}. This peculiar feature of the tensor interaction was already pointed out in the deuteron binding mechanism in Ref. [25], and also in the non-relativistic HF calculations [23, 24].

In this work, the evolutions of nuclear shell structure outside the N = 82 neutron and Z = 50 proton closed shells are investigated for the first time within the density-dependent relativistic Hartree-Fock (DDRHF) theory and the role of the one pionexchange potential is studied in detail. The energy differences ΔE(N − Z) between the states { ν1h_{9/2}, ν1i_{13/2} } in the N = 82 isotones, and those between { π1g_{7/2}, π1h_{11/2} } in the Z = 50 isotopes are extracted as a function of neutron excess to explore the shell evolution of these exotic nuclei. It is found that a better isospin dependence of ΔE(N − Z) is obtained if one includes a pion-coupling term in the effective Lagrangian. This pion coupling gives the characteristic isospin dependence observed in recent experiments. Furthermore, the tensor π-coupling with the valence protons provides the important physical mechanism to give a proper description of the isospin dependence. Indeed, the strong configuration dependence of the tensor part of the π-coupling plays a crucial role to give the kink of the ΔE(N − Z) observed in the experimental systematics of the shell evolution.

Compared with the experimental results, however, there still exist some substantial discrepancies. Since the studied states are unoccupied orbitals, the dynamical coupling to the core vibrations which is not considered here, might be one missing physical mechanism to cure the existing disagreement. In the present DDRHF the π-nucleon effective coupling, determined by fitting the empirical data of the ground state properties of selected nuclei, is density-dependent and its strength turns out to be fairly weak in the medium [19]. Another promising meson coupling for the shell evolution is the Lorentz ρ-tensor coupling which is not included yet. As a perspective, the inclusion of dynamical coupling to RPA vibrations and the treatment of ρ-tensor coupling might play an additional important role to cure the existing discrepancy.

Acknowledgments

This work is partly supported by the National Natural Science Foundation of China under Grant No. 10435010, and 10221003, and the Japanese Ministry of Education, Culture, Sports, Science and Technology by Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research under the program number (C(2)) 16540259, and the European Community project Asia-Europe Link in Nuclear Physics and Astrophysics CN/Asia-Link 008(94791).

[1] H. Yukawa, Proc. Phys. Math. Soc. Japan 17, 48 (1935).

[2] D. Vautherin and D. M. Brink, Phys. Rev. C 5, 626 (1972).

[3] M. Beiner, H. Flocard, N. Van Giai, and P. Quentin, Nucl. Phys. A 238, 29 (1975).

[4] E. Chabanat, P. Bonche, P. Haensel, J. Meyer, and R. Schaeffer, Nucl. Phys. A 627, 710 (1997); Nucl. Phys. A 635, 231 (1998).

[5] J. Dechargé and D. Gogny, Phys. Rev. C 21, 1568 (1980).

[6] L. D. Miller and A. E. S. Green, Phys. Rev. C 5, 241 (1972).

[7] J. Walecka, Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 83, 491 (1974). [8] B. Serot and J. D. Walecka, Adv. Nucl. Phys. 16, 1 (1986).

[9] P.-G. Reinhard, Reports on Progress in Physics 52, 439 (1989).

[10] P. Ring, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 37, 193 (1996). [11] G. A. Lalazissis and P. Ring, Phys. Rev. C 55, 540 (1997).

[12] B. D. Serot and J. D. Walecka, Int. J. Mod. Phys. E 6, 515 (1997).

[13] S. Typel and H. H. Wolter, Nucl. Phys. A 656, 331 (1999).

[14] T. Nikšić, D. Vretenar, P. Finelli, and P. Ring, Phys.

Rev. C 66, 024306 (2002).

[15] M. Bender, P.-H. Heenen, and P.-G. Reinhard, Revs.

Mod. Phys. 75, 121 (2003).

[16] W. H. Long, J. Meng, N. Van Giai, and S.-G. Zhou, Phys. Rev. C69, 034319 (2004).

[17] J. Meng, H. Toki, S. G. Zhou, S. Q. Zhang, W. H.

Long, and L. S. Geng, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 57, 470 (2006).

[18] W. H. Long, N. Van Giai, and J. Meng, Phys. Lett.

B 640, 150 (2006).

[19] W. H. Long, N. Van Giai, and J. Meng, arXiv:nuclth/0608009 ; W. H. Long, Ph. D. Thesis, Université Paris-Sud (2005), unpublished.

[20] W. H. Long, H. Sagawa, J. Meng, and N. Van Giai, Phys. Lett. B 639, 242 (2006).

[21] J. P. Schiffer, S. J. Freeman, J. A. Caggiano, C. Deibel, A. Heinz, C.-L. Jiang, R. Lewis, A. Parikh, P. D. bibnamefontParker, K. E. Rehm, et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 92, 162501 (2004).

[22] A. Bouyssy, J. F. Mathiot, N. Van Giai, and S. Marcos, Phys. Rev. C 36, 380 (1987).

[23] T. Otsuka, T. Suzuki, R. Fujimoto, H. Grawe, and Y. Akaishi, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95, 232502 (2005).

[24] J. Dobaczewski, W. Nazarewicz, T. R. Werner, J. F.

Berger, C. R. Chinn, and J. Dechargé, Phys. Rev. C 53, 2809 (1996).

[25] J. M. Blatt and V. F. Weisskopf, Theoretical Nuclear Physics (John Wiley & Sons, New York and London, 1952).