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Abstract

Two complementary methods to describe the collective motion, RPA and Wigner
function moments method, are compared on an example of a simple model — har-
monic oscillator with quadrupole—quadrupole residual interaction. It is shown that
they give identical formulae for eigenfrequencies and transition probabilities of all
collective excitations of the model including the scissors mode, which here is the
subject of our special attention. The exact relation between the variables of the two
methods and the respective dynamical equations is established. The normalization
factor of the “synthetic” scissors state and its overlap with physical states are cal-
culated analytically. The orthogonality of the spurious state to all physical states

is proved rigorously.
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1 Introduction

The full analysis of the scissors mode in the framework of a solvable model (harmonic
oscillator with quadrupole-quadrupole residual interaction (HO4+QQ)) was given in [1].
Several points in the understanding of the nature of this mode were clarified: for example,
its coexistence with the isovector giant quadrupole resonance (IVGQR), the decisive role
of the Fermi surface deformation, and several things more.

The Wigner Function Moments (WFM) method was applied to derive analytical ex-
pressions for currents of both coexisting modes (for the first time), their excitation en-
ergies, magnetic and electric transition probabilities. Our formulae for energies turned
out to be identical with those derived by Hamamoto and Nazarewicz [2] in the frame-
work of the RPA. This fact generated the natural motivation for this work: to investigate
the relation between formulas for transition probabilities derived by two methods. More
generally we will perform a systematic comparison of the two approaches. The HO+QQ
model is a very convenient ground for this kind of research, because all results can be
obtained analytically. There is no need to describe the merits of the RPA — they are very
well known [3]. It is necessary, however, to say a few words about the WFM. Its idea is
based on the virial theorems of Chandrasekhar and Lebovitz [4]. Instead of writing the
equations of motion for microscopic amplitudes of particle-hole excitations (RPA), one
writes the dynamical equations for various multipole phase space moments of a nucleus.
This allows one to achieve a better physical interpretation of the studied phenomenon
without going into its detailed microscopic structure. The WFM method was successfully
applied to the study of isoscalar and isovector giant multipole resonances and low-lying
collective modes of rotating and nonrotating nuclei with various realistic forces [5]. The
results of WFM were always very close to similar results obtained with the help of RPA.
In principle, this should be expected, because the basis of both the methods is the same:
Time Dependent Hartree-Fock (TDHF) theory with its small amplitude approximation.
On the other hand, they are equivalent only in special cases. The detailed analysis of the
interplay of the two methods turns out to be useful also from a “practical” point of view:
firstly, it allows one to obtain additional insight into the nature of the scissors mode;
secondly, we find new exact mathematical results for the considered model.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section 2 we remind the principal points of the



WFM formalism and give the summary of the key results of [1] obtained by applying this
method to the HO+QQ model. The same model is considered in Section 3 in the frame
of RPA: the formulae for eigenfrequencies, electric and magnetic transition probabilities
of the scissors mode are derived, the “synthetic” scissors and spurious state are analyzed,
the RPA equations of motion for transition matrix elements are compared with the WFM
equations of motion for irreducible tensors. The exact relation between the RPA and
WEFEM variables is established in Section 4. The mutual interplay of the two methods is
discussed in the conclusion. The various mathematical details are given in Appendices A

and B.

2 The WFM method

The basis of the method is the Time Dependent Hartree-Fock (TDHF) equation for the
one-body density matrix p”(ry, ro,t) = (r1|p"(¢)|r2) :

ap"

i
o

= |:ﬁT7p\Ti| ? (1)

where H7 is the one-body self-consistent mean field Hamiltonian depending implicitly on
the density matrix and 7 is an isotopic spin index. It is convenient to modify equation

(1) introducing the Wigner transform of the density matrix

[T (r,p,t) = /dgs exp(—ip - s/h)p" (r + S,r — S,t) (2)

and of the Hamiltonian

S

Hj,(r,p) = /d3s exp(—ip - s/h)(r + % ‘]317 r— 5) (3)
Using (2,3) one arrives [3] at
! - %n{g (V)7 (77 = (V)" <V>f]}H;VfT, ()

where the upper index on the bracket stands for the function on which the operator in
these brackets acts. It is shown in [5, 6], that by integrating equation (4) over the phase
space {p,r} with the weights x; x;, ... 2, pi,,, - - Pi,_,Pi,, Where k runs from 0 to n, one

can obtain a closed finite set of dynamical equations for Cartesian tensors of the rank



n. Taking linear combinations of these equations one is able to represent them through
irreducible tensors, which play the role of collective variables of the problem. However,
it is more convenient to derive the dynamical equations directly for irreducible tensors
using the technique of tensor products [7]. For this it is necessary to rewrite the Wigner

function equation (4) in terms of cyclic variables

afT _ 2 h - o4 H p\f P \H f T T
5 —gsm{gc;(—l) (Vo) (VR) = (V2" (V)| o Hp g7 (5)
with
1 0 0 0 1,90 0
Vo= s ) Y T e Y T e o

1 , 1 ,
T+1:—ﬁ($1+7,$2) y To = T3 , -1 :E(l’l—ll’g)

and the analogous definitions for V4, ,  V{, V”, andpi1, po, p-1. Therequired
equations are obtained by integrating (5) with different tensor products of r,, and p,. Here

we consider the case n = 2.

2.1 Model Hamiltonian, Equations of motion

The microscopic Hamiltonian of the model is

2

Z N
H= Z pl —i— mwr)+f%z DAY qo (1) gou(r))

p=—2 v
N
+ K Z M{Z G2 () @2 (1) + D Gops (i) @2 () }, (6)
p==2 i#] i#j

where the quadrupole operator go, = /167/57%Y3, and N, Z are the numbers of neutrons

and protons, respectively. The mean field potential for protons (or neutrons) is

1 2
Vit = dme Y (12 (). 7
pn=—2
where 72 = = k@5, + KQ5, Z;u = k@5, + KQ3, and the quadrupole moments (5, (t)

are deﬁned as
Q3,(0) = [ d{p.r}2u(x) f7(x. P, 1)

with [d{p,r} = 2(27h)~3 [d®p [d3r, where the factor 2 appears due to summation over
spin degrees of freedom. To simplify notation we omit spin indices, because we consider

spin saturated system without the spin—orbit interaction.
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Substituting spherical functions by tensor products r*Ys,, = 8—7%# , where
T
A
Tiu = {’l" ® r})\u = Z Clc;rfluraru
o,v

and C’fc’f 1, 1s the Clebsch-Gordan coefficient, one has

1
VT = §mw r? 4 Z T2u‘ (8)

Here
Zy, = X1y, + X1, Z3, = xR, + xRy, ,

= [ dfp.x}r, s (rp ). (©)

Integration of equation (5) with the weights 73, , (rp)a, = {r ® p}a, and p3, yields

X = 6K, Y = 6K,

the following set of equations [1]:

d 2

E ;u—aLKM — O, )\20,2
d T 1 T T T
gy EPAu—i—muﬂR —2[2,/29+ oA HZ3R) A\ = 0, A=0,1,2

d ‘ .
EP;L +2mw’L}, — 4\/52 V27 + M HZILT)y = 0, A=0,2 (10)
=0

where {3, } is the Wigner 6j-symbol and the following notation is introduced

Pt = [d{px}pd, /(e 0), L5, = [d{px}(rw)f (v, p,0)

By definition gy, = \/érgu, Q3, = \/BREM, Ry = —Qpy/V/3 with Qf, = N, < r? > being
the mean square radius of neutrons or protons. The tensor L], is connected with angular
momentum by the relations L], = - 713, Ll = s(I7 F4I7).

We rewrite equations (10) in terms of the isoscalar and isovector variables Ry, = R}, +
RS, Ry, = R}, — RS, (and so on) with the isoscalar rg = (r + &)/2 and isovector sy =
(k — K)/2 strength constants. There is no problem to solve these equations numerically.
However, we want to simplify the situation as much as possible to get the results in
analytical form giving us a maximum of insight into the nature of the modes.

1) We consider the problem in small-amplitude approximation. Writing all variables

as a sum of their equilibrium value plus a small deviation

RM( ) R + RM( ) PAu(t) = PAEZ + P/\u(t)a Lku(t) = Li(;i + ﬁw(t),



Rku(t) = Rif;ﬂ + 7_%\”(15), pAu(t) = pAeZ + 75/\u(t)a I’Au(t) = [_fi(;i + ﬁ_w(t),
we linearize the equations of motion in Ry, Pay, £y, and 7_%”, 75A,“ Eku-

2)We study non-rotating nuclei, i.e. nuclei with L{? = L{? = 0.

3)Only axially symmetric nuclei with R5%, = Ry}, = R54y = R5%, = 0 are considered.

4)Finally, we take

Ry = Rg§ = 0. (11)
This means that equilibrium deformation and mean square radius of neutrons are supposed
to be equal to that of protons.

Due to the approximation (11) the equations for isoscalar and isovector systems are
decoupled. Further, due to the axial symmetry the angular momentum projection is a
good quantum number. As a result, every set of equations splits into five independent
subsets with 4 = 0,+1,£2. The detailed derivation of formulae for eigenfrequencies and
transition probabilities together with all necessary explanations are given in [1]. Here
we write out only the final results required for the comparison with respective results

obtained in the framework of RPA.

2.2 Isoscalar eigenfrequencies

The isoscalar subset of equations with u =1 is

Rt — 2La /m = 0,

Loy =Py /m + [mw?® + 2r0(Q54 + 2Q58) | Rar = 0,

Pa1 + 2[mw® + KoQ54] La1 = 0,

L1, = 0. (12)
Imposing the time evolution via e™*¥ for all variables one transforms (12) into a set of

algebraic equations. The eigenfrequencies are found from its characteristic equation which

reads
212 o 0Ko,eq | 4 eq
D[ — dw” — —(Qy + 7 Qu0)] = 0. (13)
m 3
mo? 2
For kg we take the self-consistent value kg = ———, where @* = 5= (see Appendix A)
4Qoo 1+30

4
with the standard definition of the deformation parameter Qo9 = Qoog 6. Then
Q[ — 20*(1 + §/3)] = 0. (14)
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The nontrivial solution of this equation gives the frequency of the u = 1 branch of the
isoscalar GQR
O = Q2 = 20%(1+6/3). (15)

Taking into account the relation (A.7) we find that this result coincides with that of [9].
The trivial solution 2 = Qy = 0 is characteristic of nonvibrational mode corresponding
to the obvious integral of motion L£;; = const responsible for the rotational degree of

freedom. This is usually called the ‘spurious’ or ‘Goldstone’ mode.

2.3 Isovector eigenfrequencies

The information about the scissors mode is contained in the subset of isovector equations

with p =1

7%21 — 2221/77’1 = O,
221 — 7321/77’1 + [m w2 + HQS% —+ 4%1@8%} 7@21 = 0,
Par + 2[mw? + koQ55] La1 — 6k0Q55 L11 = 0,

Li1 + 35Q5U R = 0. (16)

Imposing the time evolution via e=** one transforms (16) into a set of algebraic equations.

Again the eigenfrequencies are found from the characteristic equation which reads

8 9 36 .
O — Q?[Aw® + —k1Q0h + — (k1 + 2k0) Q5] + —5 (ko — k1)Ko (Q55)% = 0. (17)
m m m

Supposing, as usual, the isovector constant x; to be proportional to the isoscalar one,

K1 = akg, and taking the self-consistent value for rg, we finally obtain
O — 2020 (2 — a)(1 +6/3) + 40*(1 — a)§* = 0. (18)

The solutions of this equation are

Q2 =0*(2—a)(1+0/3) % \/@4(2 —a)2(146/3)2 — 40*(1 — )62 (19)

The high-lying solution €2, gives the frequency €2;, of the ;x = 1 branch of the isovector
GQR. The low-lying solution €2_ gives the frequency €. of the scissors mode.



We adjust o from the fact that the IVGQR is experimentally known to lie practically
at twice the energy of the isoscalar GQR. In our model the experimental situation is

satisfied by a = —2. Then
o 4] 3 o 4] 3
2 = 2 — —)2 252 2 = 2 - — )2 - 252
Q. = 4w (1+3+\/(1+3) 4(5 ) Q. = 4w (1+3 \/(1+3) 4(5 ).(20)

2.4 Linear response and transition probabilities

A direct way of calculating the reduced transition probabilities is provided by the theory

of the linear response of a system to a weak external field

A

F(t) = Fexp(—iQt) + Fexp(iQt),

where F' = YA fs is a one-body operator. A convenient form of the response theory is
e.g. given by Lane [8] (see also section 4). The matrix elements of the operator F' obey

the relation

| < u|Fj0> > = i lim (2 - Q,)< Y| F|ih > exp(—iQt), (21)
— v

where |0 > and |v > are the stationary wave functions of the ground and unperturbed
excited states; 1 is the perturbed wavefunction of the ground state, 2, = (E, — Ey)/h are
the normal frequencies, the bar means averaging over a time interval much larger than
1/9, Q being the frequency of the external field F(t).

Magnetic excitations

7 " Z ; - . eh
F=F, =% fiuls), fiu=—iV(rYy) [r x Viuy =y, pn = 5 (22)
s=1
n B 7 gl = e 3
< WFELW >= VLllju - §(L1M - Llu) = §(£1u - Elu)a T = _Z% o

l—am 02, —2(1+6/3)0% ,

—2
W
Q0052 sc

B(M1),, = 2 P 2 _ 2
( ) | < SC| 11|0 > ‘ A4 B QSC(Qgc - Q?v) v ( 3>
. 1 — am? @, —2(1+46/3)0"
B Ml o 2 . FP 9 _ 2" % 2 . 24
( )w | < ZU| 11|0 > | 47 I Q006 sz(szv - QEC) . ( )

These two formulae can be joined into one expression by the simple transformation of the

denominators. Really, we have from (19)

Q2 - 02) = £(O2 - 0%) = £2/01(2 — a)(1 +/3)? — 40t(1 — )82

= 202 —20%(2 —a)(146/3) =202 — (2 — a)(w? + W?). (25)
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Using these relations in formulae (23) and (24), we obtain the expression for the B(M1)

values valid for both excitations

« 1 — amo? Q2 —2(1+6/3)w?

B(M1), =2 FP 2 52 v 2. (2
(M1) | < v[F{]0 > | O Qoo 0IE — 22— a)(1+0/3)] - (26)
Electric excitations

. - z . 5 9 15
F:F2,uzz.f2u(s)> f2u:6T )/'2/1:5762,” 526 8_7T (27)

s=1
~ 1 _
< wle‘LW >= 5R5u = 55(R2u - R2u)’
n ’h 5 (1+6/3)Q2, — 2(wd)?
B(E2)s = 2| < sc|FHj0 > 2= 2= s 2

(£2)se = 2| < sc[F5|0 > | m 87TQ00 (2, —2) (28)

2 2 - \2

B o s €’h'b (140/3)82, —2(wd)

G| fP o _€’h5 2 - £)2 3

B(E2);s = 2| <is|F3 0> | = ﬁ8_ﬂ'@00[(1 +8/3)2 — 2(wd)*] /s (30)

Using relations (25) in formulae (28) and (29) we obtain the expression for the B(E2)

values valid for all three excitations

B(E2), =2 < ifl0 > P = LD g CHUIR Gy
The isoscalar value (30) is obtained by assuming « = 1.
3 Random Phase Approximation (RPA)
Standard RPA equations in the notation of [3] are
Z Ubij0mn(€m — €) + Vmgin] Xnj + Omnij Vst = ROQX o,
Zj{vijmnXm- + [6:0mn (€m — €) + Vinmj| Ynj} = —RQY . (32)

n?j



According to the definition of the schematic model by [3]|, the matrix elements of the

residual interaction corresponding to the Hamiltonian (6) are
7 T T’
Umjin = "{:TT/Diijn

with Dy, =< i|gu|m > and kpy = kpp = K, knp = k. This interaction distinguishes
between protons and neutrons, so we have to introduce the isospin indices 7, 7/ into the

set of RPA equations (32):

(em = €)X+ D Ko DI DR X7+ Y Ren D DRSY, = QX

nj-njg me)
’fL,j,T/ ’ﬂ,jﬂ'/
N ke DD XA (€0, — €)Y+ Y K DI DY = —hQY . (33)
’fL,j,T/ nvjﬂ—,
The solution is
DT* DT*
X —__—im gT oy —___Tmi T 34

with €7, = ¢7 — ¢ and K™ = ¥ ki, CT .
The constant C7 is defined as C7 = 32, ;(D7, X7+ D;.Y,".). Using here the expressions

nj-mnj

for X7. and Y,7; given above, one derives the useful relation
CT=25"K"=25"Y k.nC", (35)

where the following notation is introduced:

T T E:ml
ST = Z |Dmi|2ﬁ (36)

i mi)?
with £ = h€). Let us write out the relation (35) in detail
C" —25"(kC™ + RCP) =0,
C? — 25P(RC™ 4 KCP) = 0. (37)
The condition for existence of a nontrivial solution of this set of equations gives the secular

equation

(1 —28"k)(1 — 25Pk) — 4S™SPR* = 0. (38)

Making obvious linear combinations of the two equations in (37), we write them in terms

of isoscalar and isovector constants C' = C* + CP?, C' = C™ — CP

C —2(S" + SP)koC — 2(S™ — SP)k1C = 0,
C —2(8™ — SP)koC — 2(S™ + SP)k,C = 0. (39)

10



Approximation (11) allows us to decouple the equations for isoscalar and isovector con-

stants. Really, in this case S™ = SP = S/2; hence, we obtain two secular equations
1—-2Skp=0, or 1—Sk=Sk (40)
in the isoscalar case and
1—-2Sk; =0, or 1—-Sk=-5k (41)

in the isovector one, the difference between them being in the strength constants only.
Having in mind the relation k1 = akg, we come to the conclusion that it is sufficient to
analyze the isovector case only — the results for isoscalar one are obtained by assuming

a=1.

3.1 Eigenfrequencies

The detailed expression for the isovector secular equation is

€mi

2
2'%1 mi — €

The operator D has only two types of nonzero matrix elements D,,; in the deformed
oscillator basis. Matrix elements of the first type couple states of the same major shell.
All corresponding transition energies are degenerate: €,, — ¢; = h(w, — w,) = ¢. Matrix
elements of the second type couple states of the different major shells with AN = 2.
All corresponding transition energies are degenerate too: €, — ¢ = h(w, + w,) = €.

Therefore, the secular equation can be rewritten as

1 EQD() €2D2
— = ) 43
2K E2—63+E2—e§ (43)

The sums Dy = Z |Dpi|? and Dy = Z | Dpi|? can be calculated analytically
mi(AN=0) mi(AN=2)
(see Appendix B):
Qoo Qoo

—5 €0, Dy = 5
mw mw

D() = €9. (44)

Let us transform the secular equation (43) in polynomial form

E*— E2[(63 + €3) + 2k1 (€0 Do + €2.D2)] + [egeg + 2K1€0€2(€0 Do + €2Dy)] = 0.

11



Using here the expressions (44) for Dy, Do and the self-consistent value of the strength
constant (A.3), we find

E'— E*(1—a/2) (g +e3) + (1 — a)ee; =0,

or

Q' — QP2 - a)wt + (1 —a)w? =0, (45)

with the notation w} = w? + w? and w? = (w? — w?)?. This result coincides with that of

[2]. By a trivial rearrangement of the terms in (45) one obtains the useful relation
QX —wd) = (1 —a)(Qw? —wl). (46)

Inserting expressions (A.3) for w?, w? into (45), we find w3 = 20*(1 + §/3), wt = 46°w*

and reproduce formula (18) for the isovector case
O — 2020 (2 — a)(1 +6/3) + 40*(1 — a)§* = 0.
Taking here o = 1 we reproduce formula (14) for the isoscalar case

Q' —20%*(1+6/3) = 0.

3.2 B(E2)-factors

A
According to [3], the transition probability for the one-body operator F' = Z fs is calcu-
s=1
lated by means of the formulae
<O >= (X0 + Yol ). <VIETI0 >= 3 0(fr, X0 + fL.Y0). (47)
Quadrupole excitations are described by the operator (27) with fgu = er?Yy, = éD, where

= ¢y/70=. The expressions for X7, Y. are given by formulae (34). Combining these

™

ma)

results we get

p
[ ~ 2 €mi ~ ~
< O|F} v >= QeKVp% |DP | = () =2¢KPSP = éeCP. (48)

The constant C? is determined by the normalization condition

T,k T,V T,k T,V
61/,1/’ = Z(ergz eriz _Ym; Ym; )7

ma,T

12



that gives

1 1Dpal® e (CO)? |1 Dpl® e

me

W:E%: (Sv)? [3—(6p-)2]2+(0u) (59)% [E} — ()]

mt

The ratio C"/CP is determined by any of the equations (37):

" 1-25°% 25"
cr 28k 1 —28ng’

(50)

Formula (49) is considerably simplified by the approximation (11), when SP = S" =
S/ 27 Egu‘ - mm
find that in this case C"/CP = £1. As a result, the final expression for B(E2) value is

D} . = Dr.. Applying the second forms of formulae (40,41) it is easy to

-1
B(E2), = 2| < 0|F{|v > |? = 2¢° (16E Ky Z |sz\2#> : (51)

With the help of formulae (44) this expression can be transformed into

5  €2Quo € € -
BE2), = 81 m2a’E, [(Eg—eg)z - (Eg—egy]
5 2@00 (E2 2)2(E2 2)2
81 mw?a’E, (B2 — 62) + (E? — €3)%€3
5 €’hQuo (Qow? wi — wl)?

= v . 52
16m mw?Q, Qlw? — 2020wt + w2wl (52)

At first sight, this expression has nothing in common with (31). Nevertheless, it can be
shown that they are identical. To this end, we analyze carefully the denominator of the
last expression in (52). Summing it with the secular equation (45) (multiplied by w?),

which obviously does not change its value, we find after elementary combinations

Denom = Qw? —202w! +wiw? +wi Q) — Q22 — a)w? + (1 — a)w?]
RO - (2— a)u?] — Wt 202 — (2 — a)u?]
= (2w — w20 — (2 — a)w?]. (53)

This result allows us to write the final expression

5 Q2w —wt

B(EQ) QOO [292 ( _ Oé)w_%_] )

(54)

167 mw2
which coincides with (31) (we recall that w? = 2w?(1+46/3), w? = 46°w*). By the simple
transformations this formula is reduced to the result of Hamamoto and Nazarewicz 2]

D
(taking into account, that they published it without the constant factor 37—6200)
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3.3 B(M1)-factors

In accordance with formulae (22), (47), (34) the magnetic transition matrix element is

[(ffl)imen*m _ (ffl)miDE:i] '

<O|Ffv >= KP Y |2t gt — s

mi

(55)

As it is shown in Appendix B, the matrix element (f} )i, is proportional to D} (formula

(B.16). So, expression (55) is reduced to

- eh DP Dp* DP . DP*
< 0 Fp > = —Kp _,2\P mT—1m _ mi—mi
| 11|V 26\/—(00 w ) %[Efm(E _EP') EIer(Eu“‘frpm)‘|
- k2o 2pE Y Dol (56)
C\/_ mi fm - (€m2>2]
With the help of approximation (11) and the expressions (44) for Dy, Dy we find
; CY eh Qoo E, E,
0| Fh = 2
< O0[F}i|v > 2550\/_( w)2mw2(E2—e +E2—52)
W2
— 9 Cp 2 2y Qoo u( v +)
_ CIE) é 2 2 1 —
7;(% W) (57)

Relation (46) and the self-consistent value of the strength constant k1 = aky were used

in the last step. For the magnetic transition probability we have

(CP)? ézw (1—a)2: wt (1 —a)?
4 52 202 02

This relation between B(M1) and B(E2) was also found (up to the factor 1/(20c?))

B(M1), = 2| < O|FR|v > |* = 2% B(E2),. (58)

by Hamamoto and Nazarewicz [2]. Substituting expression (54) for B(E2) into (58) we
reproduce (with the help of relation (46)) formula (26).

3.4 “Synthetic” scissors and spurious state

The nature of collective excitations calculated with the method of Wigner function mo-
ments is quite easily revealed analyzing the roles of collective variables describing the
phenomenon. The solution of this problem in the RPA approach is not so obvious. That
is why the nature of the low-lying states has often been established by considering overlaps
of these states with the ”pure scissors state” [11, 12] or "synthetic state” [2] produced by

the action of the scissors operator
S, =N"Y<I"?>P— < P2 > M)

14



on the ground state

|Syn >= 5,0 > .

In the considered model the overlap of the “synthetic” state with the real scissors mode
(and with IVGQR) can be calculated analytically. Surprisingly, it was not done until now.
Let us at first modify the definition of the “synthetic” state. Due to axial symmetry one
can use the f; component instead of I 7, or any of their linear combinations, for example,

the ;. = 1 component of the magnetic operator F7 . which is much more convenient for us.

1
The terms < I7? > are introduced to ensure the orthogonality of the synthetic scissors to
the spurious state |Sp >= (I"41?)|0 >. However, we do not need these terms because the
collective states |v > of our model are already orthogonal to [Sp > (see below); hence, the

overlaps < Syn|v > will be free from any admixtures of |Sp >. So, we use the following

definitions of the synthetic and spurious states:
[Syn >= N"HEL — FR)[0 >, |Sp>= (F + F}})[0 > .

Let us demonstrate the orthogonality of the spurious state to all the rest of the states
|v >. As the first step it is necessary to show that the secular equation (38) has the
solution £ = 0. We need the expression for S™(F = 0) = S7(0). In accordance with (36),

we have

- E()DQ €2D2 i - DO DQT
S(E):lE2_€%+E2_E%‘| : 5(0):—[g+g] -

The expressions for D, DI are easily extracted from formulae (B.10), (B.11):

_ h _[1+36 - 251" . h . [1+30 - 251"
Dy = EQOO [ w: - wzg ] , Dj = EQOO l j + w:’ ] : (59)
So we find
o h [1+361 1 -251 1]
50 = i Qh |4 )+ I -
= _ﬁ%:_lﬂj (60)
m. e3eg m (W} —w?)”
where, in accordance with (B.12),
6 - n n 6 n -
(Wi —w?)P = _E(“ng +RQy), (Wi —wi)t = _E(’i@m + K@) (61)
Finally, we get
p =
257(0) = — @20 4 _9gp(o) = — O

K@% + FQ5 KQb + FQby’
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@y _ RQyn
"‘erzlo + ’%ng’ H’QSO + RQSO

It is easy to see that substituting these expressions into (38) we obtain an identity; there-

25™(0) = 1—25"(0)k =

fore, the secular equation has a zero energy solution.
For the second step it is necessary to calculate the overlap < Sp|v >. Summing (56)

with an analogous expression for neutrons, we get

< Splv > = ehEZKTuJ—w)Z D7l
== s o R~ G
eh |Dm2

- C\fE e 2 Kl ) Z(Emi) T(E7 - mi)T. (92

Applying the algebraical identity

1 B 1(1+ 1 )
62(Ez_€2) _E2 €2 E2 — ¢2

and remembering the definition (36) of S™ we rewrite (62) as

< Splv> = c\/_E ZKTw —wHT(ST — S7(0))

eh KP K

= L [(wfc —w2)P(SP = 57(0)) 4 (wp —wi)"(S" = 57(0)) 15 | - (63)
In accordance with (35) and (50),
K 1-2SPk
v _ - " 4
v 251K (64)
Noting now (see formula (60)) that (w? — w?)7S7(0) = —2Q7, and taking into account

relations (61), we find

<Splv > = {[6QE + RIS — Q) +[(5Q3 + FQEI2S" — QT2

= f {[(25@1{ - 1)@5 + QSPRQS] + [(2511/{ . 1)@; n QSHKJQS)]%}

25R
— P
~ 8 {25%@3 + (257K — 1)@3@}

25"k
= 2? {25"R25PF — (1 — 25™k)(1 — 25Pk)} = 0, (65)
3 eh KP
where f = —— ——=—= and ()2 = (J59. The expression in the last curly brackets coincides

mcVb E,

obviously with the secular equation (38) that proves the orthogonality of the spurious state
to all physical states of the considered model. So we can conclude that strictly speaking

this is not a spurious state, but one of the exact eigenstates of the model corresponding to
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the integral of motion ™+ IP. In other words [3]: ”In fact these excitations are not really
spurious, but they represent a different type of motion which has to be treated separately.”
The same conclusion was made by N. Lo Iudice [13] who solved this problem approximately
with the help of several assumptions (a small deformation limit, for example).

The problem of the ”spurious” state being solved, the calculation of the overlaps
< Syn|v > becomes trivial. Really, we have shown that < 0|F + FP|v >= 0. That
means that < 0|F% |y >= — < 0|FR|v >; hence, < Syn|v >= N1 < 0|FF, — FA|lv >=

N < O|FP|v > and
U? =| < Syn|v > |> = 2N ?B(M1),. (66)

The nontrivial part of the problem is the calculation of the normalization factor A. It is
important not to forget about the time dependence of the synthetic state which should

be determined by the external field:

|Syn(t) >= NS — Fi)e™™ + (Ffy — F1y)Te™]]0 > .
Then we have
N? = 2<0|(Ffy — BN (Fh — [0 >

= 22 < 0|(F1pl _Ffll)T|ph >< ph|(ﬁ’1p1 _F1n1)|0 >= 22| <Ph|(F1pl _F1n1)|0 > |2

ph ph
= 23 | <ph|FR[0 > P =23 |(f7)m]* (67)
Tvph T,ph

With the help of relation (B.16) we find

2 eh | < ph|r?Yy 0 > |2\’
2 _ 46Ny 4
N =550 Z(“’— 2

T,ph Eph

_ 8%(2—2)2;@)7 (%*%) . (68)
Expressions for D], D], wl, w] are given by formulae (59), (B.12). To get a definite
number, it is necessary to make some assumption concerning the relation between neutron
and proton equilibrium characteristics. As usual, we apply the approximation (11), i.e.,
suppose Qg = Qpo, @by = Q. It is easy to check that in this case formulae for w] , are
reduced to the ones for the isoscalar case, namely (A.3), and Dj = Dy/2, DI = D,/2,
where Dy and Dy are given by (44). So we get
(PG (L 1) o g, (69)

4
2 _ Y- -
2¢” mw? €0 €9

Y
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The estimation of the overlap for "Gd with § = 0.27 gives N? = 34.72u% and U? =
0.53 (see eq. (66)), that is two times larger than the result of [11] obtained in QRPA
calculations with the Skyrme forces. The disagreement can naturally be attributed to the
difference in forces and especially to the lack of pair correlations in our approach. In a
small deformation limit U? = %\/g ~ 0.6.

This is the maximum possible overlap of the "pure” (or ”synthetic”) scissors with
the real scissors. The increasing of ¢ and /or taking into account pairing correlations
decreases its value, that is confirmed by numerous microscopic calculations with various
forces [17]. Such small overlap leads inevitably to the conclusion, that the original model
of counter rotating rigid rotors [10] has not very much in common with the real scissors
mode, the correct description of which requires the proper treatment of the Fermi surface

deformation and the coupling with IVGQR.

3.4.1 Superdeformation

A certain drawback of our approach is that, so far, we have not included the superfluidity
into our description. Nevertheless, our formulae (20, 26) can be successfully used for the
description of superdeformed nuclei where the pairing is very weak [2, 10]. For example,

applying them to the superdeformed nucleus *2Dy (§ ~ 0.6, fiwy = 41/AY3MeV), we get
E;, = 20.8 MeV, B(M1);, = 15.9 u3

for the isovector GQR and
E,. = 4.7MeV, B(M1),. = 20.0 u3

for the scissors mode. There are not so many results of other calculations to compare
with. As a matter of fact, there are only two papers considering this problem.

The phenomenological TRM model [10] predicts
Ei, ~26MeV, B(M1)y, ~26pu%, FE.~61MeV, B(M1),. ~22u3.

The only existing microscopic calculation [2] in the framework of QRPA with separable

forces gives
By ~28MeV, B(M1)y, ~37p%, FEo~5—-6MeV, B(M1)+ ~ 23 u3%.
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Here B(M1),+ denotes the total M1 orbital strength carried by the calculated K™ = 1%
QRPA excitations modes in the energy region below 20 MeV.

It is easy to see that in the case of IVGQR one can speak, at least, about qualita-
tive agreement. Our results for E,. and B(M1),. are in good agreement with that of
phenomenological model and with E,. and B(M1);+ of Hamamoto and Nazarewicz.

It is possible to extract from the histogram of [2] the value of the overlap of calculated
low-lying 17 excitations with the synthetic scissors state: | < Syn|1™ > |*> ~ 0.4. The
result of our calculation U? = 0.43 agrees with it very well. So the natural conclusion of
this section is that the correct treatment of pair correlations is obligatory for a reasonable

description of the scissors mode.

3.5 Equations of motion

Let us look on WFM equations of motion from the RPA point of view. Is it possible to
construct something similar in the RPA approach? Equations (10) are written for average
values of operators and are valid for the description of the arbitrary amplitude motion.
One can compare with RPA only their linearised version, obtained by the variation of
equations. The variables of linearised equations are the variations of the above mentioned
average values. It is natural to suppose some correspondence between the variation of
the average value of I operator and the matrix element of the type < O|I3’ lv > used
to calculate transition probabilities. To check this idea we have to derive dynamical
equations for matrix elements of the operators riu, ﬁ?\u and (rp),, to compare them with
linearised equations (10). To this end we combine RPA equations (33) in accordance with
the definition (47) of matrix elements:

W D (Xt + friYomi ) = D emi (i Xt — iVl )+ K7 Y _(fon Dl = i D). (70)

Taking into account the relations

A~

Emi.fim = [f> HO]im> Emifmi = _[f> HO]mi>

one rewrites this equation as

hQy < O1F v >= S A[f7 HYlim Xt + [T, HY iVl + K5 (5, D5 — friDii)}. (71)
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The Hamiltonian of the axially deformed harmonic oscillator corresponding to the mean

field (8) is

) = SUEE o+ fme + 25 carh (o) (72)

Let us consider the operator f = \/67"21 = ¢o1 = D. Calculating the commutator
[r3,, Ho] = z‘hz(m
21y Ho] = ey D)21

we find from (71) the following equation

N
hQV < O| ZDHV > = Zh\/_ Z{ Tp 21 im mz _'_ ((Tﬁ)21)m2Yrqr—Lzy}
s=1

+K) Z(DZ—mDZ':; — DpiDry)- (73)

Taking into account relations (D*);, = (D)*, and |D,;|? = |Dim|? we find, that the last

sum in (73) is equal to zero. Applying again formula (47) and introducing the notation
A A

Ry =Y a0 Loy = D (rsps)a, we write (73) as

s=1 s=1
: A 2 5
-1, < O|R}, v >= < 0| L |v > . (74)

Identifying the matrix elements < 0|R},|v > and < 0|L3,|v > with R3, and £, respec-
tively we reproduce the variation of the first equation in (10) (having in mind the time
dependence via e~#).
Let us consider the operator f = (rp)21. The required commutator is evaluated to be
[(rD)a1, Ho| = iﬁﬁgl — ihmw?rs, — iiZgo(eq)rgl.
m V6
With this result equation (71) looks as
hQ, < 0|L5,|v >= Z% < 0|Pj,|v > —ihmw? < O| Ry, |v >

- h T A’T T AN\ T T* AN\ T T*
_Z\/—Bzzo(e(I) < O0[Ry,|v > +K] Z[((Tp)m)imDim — ((rD)21)mi D) (75)

A
where the notation Py, = Z(ﬁf) ax has been introduced. The last sum is calculated with

s=1
the help of formula (B.17). Using the fact, that €;,, = —€,,;, one gets

Z[((Tﬁ)ﬂ)z—ml);; ((rp)m)szT* = _Z_ Z 677“ T21 szT* + (rgl);uD;*z]

ma

_zh\/é ;Em Dmi|2 = _Z—h\/g(foDo +e3D5) = —ih—=(1+0/3)Q%-

V6
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According to the definitions (see formula 35) we have
=Y ke C7 = (x < 0|3, |v > +x < 0| R |v >)/V6,

KP—ZHJPT = (x < O|RY,|v > 4+¥ < 0|R3,|v >)/V6.

So, the equation (75) (let us say, for neutrons) is transformed into

A 1 A ~
—iQ, < 0|Ly|v >= +— < 0|Pyy|v > —mw? < 0| RS, |v >
m

1 . 2 . .
g Zanlea) < Olyfv > =3 (1+0/3)Q(x < Oz v > +X < 0115,|v >). (76)

The equation for protons is obtained by interchanging indices n and p. One has to compare
this equation with the variation of the second equation in (10) with A = 2, = 1. Let us

write this variation in detail:

d 1
iEh o Pt RE =2V 5 (24 1} 3 O 28 )RS, +0 25, B fea)] =0,

7=0,2

We recall, that only Rf,(eq) and R},(eq) have non zero values, so this equation is reduced

to

d
dt
_2\/55Z2Tl[ 5%(1] 02211,00R60(QQ) + \/3{%5% 02211,20R§0(€Q)] =0.

T 1 T T 4 5
Ly — Ele +mw?Ry, — 10{57 0225,21220(%)7321

In agreement with definition (8) of Z3, its variation is
073, = XRay + XRay» 675, = xR+ XRs,

Substituting 6j-symbols and Clebsch-Gordan coefficients by their numerical values we

obtain finally (e.g. for neutrons)

d n 1 n n 1 n n 2
Eﬁﬂ - apm + mw2’R21 + Zzo(aI)Rzl +3

V6 3

This equation coincides obviously with (76) if to assume the time dependence via e

1+0/3)Q00(XR3 + XR5,) = 0.
—iQt

and to identify the matrix elements < 0|Rj,|v >, < 0|L3,|v > and < 0|P§|v > with the
variables R%,, £}, and Pj,, respectively.

Let us consider the operator f = (p*)21. The required commutator is

2 .
[(132)217 Hy| = —ithw2(rﬁ)21 + 1714\/32 \V2)+ 1{5]1 Cg&,jlz%(e@(rﬁ)jl
=1
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and one obtains from (71) the following equation

hQ, < 0|Pflv > = —ih2mw? < O|LG,|v >
2 . ~
—l—z'h4\/52 V27 + 1{5]1}022(}412;0(6(1) < O[L%|v >
j=1
+K7 D [((0%)31)im D, — ((5)31)mi Dri]- (77)

It is easy to show (with the help of formula (B.18) that the last sum is equal to zero.
This equation must be compared with the variation of the last equation in (10) with
A =2, p=1. Let us write it in detail. Taking into account that L ,(eq) = 0 we find the

equation
d T T
Epﬂ + 2mw’L}, 4\/72 V27 + 1{5:1}C% ]1220(€Q)£j1 =0

that obviously coincides with (77) if to assume the e~ time dependence and to identify

the proper RPA matrix elements with the respective WFM variables.

4 WFM versus RPA

The exact relation between RPA matrix elements and the respective WFM variables can
be established with the help of the linear responce theory. Let us first recall, following
Appendix D of [3], the necessary definitions concerning the density and the density matrix.

The density operator is defined as

A
= o(r—t,) Z dpy(r)ala, (78)
s=1

where dpg(r) =< pld(r — £)|g >=D_ ¢} (ro7)dy(ror) and ¢4(ror) are single-particle wave
functions. Indices p, ¢ include spinvand isospin quantum numbers ¢ and 7.
The density of particles in the system depends on its state ¥ and is defined as the

average value of a density operator over this state:

p(r) =< ¥lp(r)|¥ >= Zd:nq Pqp

=A > /d To...d®r 4| W (roT, o007y, ..., T a0 4TA)|?, (79)

0,0 A,TA
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where pg, =< Wlalay|¥ > . The particle density (79) can be interpreted as the diagonal
element (in the coordinate space representation) of the density matrix which is defined
as

p(ror,v'o’'t") = Z(Z) (r'o'7) g (ror) < Wlalag|V >=>"d,(r'c'r ,xo7)py, (80)
P

with dpy(r'o’7’, vroT) = ¢5(r'0’'7")¢e(ro7). The average value of the arbitrary one-body

operator
A
F=3f.=3 fuaba, (81)
s=1 Pq

is written in terms of the density matrix as

< \II|F|\II >= prq < \If|a aq|V >= prqpqp Tr(fp).

pq
Let us consider the system to be in the weak external time-dependent field

W(t) = W exp(—iQt) + Wexp(iQt), (82)

where W = dop wpqa a, is a one-body operator. The change of the ground state wave
function produced by this field is found by using the time-dependent perturbation theory
[14]:

U(t)=[0>+3[v > [ee™ — e, (83)

Here |0 > and |v > are stationary eigenstates of the unperturbed system and

< v|W0 > < v|afa,|0 > < 0|Wr > < Olafaq|lv >
Cy = = Z Wpq, Cv = = Z Wpg-
h(Q - QV) pq h(Q - QV) h(Q + QV) Pq h(Q + QV)
(84)
Inserting this expression into formula (80) we obtain the perturbed density matrix
p(ror,v'a't’ t) = po(ror,v'o't") + dp(ror,v'o'r' 1),
where po(roT,r’'c’7’) is the unperturbed (equilibrium) density matrix
po(ror,x'a’t") =" dg, (Yo't xor) < Olafa,|0 >=>"d,,(r'o'7, rUT)p;?])
Ppq Ppq
and dp(roT,r'0’'T’ t) is the change of the density matrix
Sp(ror, v'o't' t) =3 dy, (Yo' o) pll) () (85)
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with

P;E,%])(t) = Z [(< O|af1ap|u > c,— < V|aj]ap|0 > G, )e K

v

+(< V|aj1ap|0 > o= < O|agap|u > E,’j)emt} : (86)

Deriving (85) we neglected the terms proportional to |[WW|2. At this stage it is necessary
to remind that we work in a Hartree-Fock approximation. That means that stationary
states |0 >, |v > are Slater determinants; matrix pl(,%) = p,0pq 1s diagonal with p, =1 for
levels below the Fermi level and p, = 0 for levels above the Fermi level. The requirement
(po+3p)? = (po + p) leads to the well known [3] property of the matrix pig,}]): it has only
particle-hole nonvanishing matrix elements. Looking to formula (86) we see that it is
possible for the matrix elements < Olafa,|v > to be different from zero only for particle-
hole combinations of indices ¢, p. Consequently, the summation over p, ¢ in formula (84)
for ¢, and ¢, will also be restricted only to particle-hole pairs. So we can write ,0;}1) as
p;()? (t) = Z {qu,p’q’(9>6_mt + R;p,p’q’(Q>eiQt} Wy g

! ol

pq

where

quvp’q’ (Q) = Z

v

< Olala,|v >< v|al,apl0 > < 0la}aylv ><v|afa,|0 >
R(2—9Q,) R(Q+Q,)

is the RPA response function [3], where the index pairs pg and p'q’ are restricted to

particle-hole pairs. For the change of the arbitrary operator average value we have:
0 < \I]|F|\Ij >= prqu))‘ (87)
pq
Now we are ready to analyze the WFM variables. The first one is

L0 =20an) 7 [d' [, (e,

Using here the definition (2) of the Wigner function and the definition of the J§-function

we find

T 2 : . s s
W) = 2rh)? /d?’rriu/d?’s/dgp exp(—ip - s/h)p" (r + T 5,25)

= 2/d3r GWAIRIEDY /d3r r2.p(roT, roT, t)

= Z Z/d3r r?\uﬁ(rm')(ﬁq(rm') < \If|aj)aq|\lf >
pq

(e
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Z(Tiu);qpqp(t) =< V| Z(Tiu);qa;aqml >
pq

Pq

<\II|ZT)\M )| >=< U|R] LT >

For the variation of this variable one can write the following chain of relations

OR3,(t)

= RI.(t) = 2/d3rrm5p (r,r,t)
= T [@r i, aon)oyror)el) (6) = S350 (1)

pqg o rq

= > (< O|R§u|u > c,— < V|R§u|0 > G, )e

v

+ (< VIR0 > ¢ — < 0[RS, |v > ¢)e™™.
v

For the second variable we have

Aul)

2(271'7—1)_3 /d3p /d37‘(rp)>\“fT(I', | &3 t)
o [ [ [d ) esp(cip-s/mp e+ Sr =2
_ih / Br {(r[V = V))app” (x,7, ) b

__h Z /d37~ {(r[V — V’])/\Wo(raT, o7, t)}—
DS [dr {6(007) (Vs (rom)

pg o

—qu(raT)(rV)Augb;(rUT)} < \If|apaq|\lf >

S (D) + 0% 50 S [ 65(x0m)r0m)) 1)

3 3
< \If| Z Tsps )\u|\II > +’Lh\/75)\0N =< \II|L |\If > +i7—l§(s)\0NT.

s=1

The variation of this variable is

5L

W) = L3, = =ih [ {(r]V = V)00 (1 D)}

= D ((rD))pely (1)

rq

= Y [<O[L3,|v > c,— < V[L},[0 > ¢, Je

v

+) [« V|j&u|0 > — < O|1A}f\u|u > cr]e .
v

The third variable is

Pty = 200 [dp [drpd, e,
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B (27r27'z)3 /d3r /dgs /d?’ppiu exp(—ip-s/h)p"(r + g,r _ g’t)
h2 3 N2 1 /

Sl Ld (W 0 W)
h2

- 71 Z /dgr {(V - V')iup(rar, v'or,t)} ey

— Z > /dgr {#,(roT) V3 uOq(roT) + ¢q(FUT)V§\M¢;(rUT)

pqg o

—2[V¢q(ra7')v¢*(ra7')],\u} < Ulala,|¥ >
- —h2zz/d3r¢ roT)V3, 6q(ror) < Wlala, |V >

pqg o

= Z(ﬁip);qpqp =< \Il| Zp)\,u “;[] >=< \I]‘PA;L‘\I] > (92>

rq

The variation of this variable is

SPL() = PR0) =~ [dr (Y VR0 (e 1))
= Z(pku)pqu;)(w

pq
= Y [<0PL|v>c— <v|P]|0>¢]e ™™

+ 3 [< VIPL|0 > ¢ — < 0P, [v > &)l ™. (93)

The structure of variables Ry, L, Py (89,91,93) demonstrates in an obvious way the
relation between the WFM method and RPA. One sees, for example, that the dynamical
equations for the WFM variables R, is a linear combination of the dynamical equations
(74) for the transition matrix elements < 0|R)\M|I/ >, the mixing coefficients ¢, and ¢,
being determined by the structure of the wave packet (83). Naturally, the same is true
for the variables Ly, Py,. The dynamical equation for < O|]A%,\H|V > is in turn, the linear
combination of RPA equations (33) (or (32) in the case of arbitrary interaction) for the
amplitudes X,,,Y},, the mixing coefficients being particle-hole matrix elements of the
operator E)Au-

As we see, there exist exact relations between the dynamical equations for the variables
of the WFM method (moments) and the RPA dynamical equations for the amplitudes
Xpgs Ypg- One should note however, that these relations are exact only in our simplified
model, because in general both methods, to be exact, have to operate within an infinite
number of dynamical equations. In RPA one replaces the infinite number of particle-hole

pairs of the shell model by the infinite number of phonons with the hope that the essential
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part of physics is described by the small number of the lowest energy collective phonons
and, consequently, one can neglect the rest of (infinite number) phonons. The coupling
of the dynamical equations for X,,, Y,,, corresponding to different particle-hole pairs is
realized by the matrix elements of the nucleon—nucleon interaction (see equations (32)).
An analogous situation is observed in the WFM method, where the dynamical equations
for Cartesian tensors of rank n = 2 are coupled (by the interaction terms in (5)) with
dynamical equations for tensors of rank n = 3, these equations being coupled with the ones
for tensors of rank n = 4 and so on up to n = co. And again one hopes that the essential
part of physics is described by a few number of the lowest ranks tensors. This hope is
based on the evident consideration that the higher rank tensors (moments) are responsible
for more refined detailes and that, by neglecting them, one does not appreciably influence
the description of the more global physics which is described with the lower ranks tensors.
In this game of including only the lowest rank tensors one has to remember the trivial
(but important) rule: the highest rank of tensors must not be less than the multipolarity
of the studied motion.

It is easy to see that the nature of truncation in the two methods is quite different. So
that in practical calculations with realistic Hamiltonians one can not establish the exact
relation between these methods unless one works in the full space in both methods.

Of course there are exceptions like the case of the mean field potentials with quadratic
coordinate dependence (harmonic oscillator with quadrupole-quadrupole or monopole—
monopole residual interaction). Due to the huge degeneracy of the particle-hole configu-
ration space all RPA sums are calculated analytically without any approximations. The
same happens in WFM method — the dynamical equations for tensors of different ranks
decouple and one obtains a finite set of equations, which can be solved exactly. As a con-
sequence, both methods give identical results for integral characteristics of the collective
motion, such as energies and transition probabilities.

A difference appears in the description of various distributions in coordinate space, for
example, transition densities and currents, where the WFM method can not give the exact
result, because it deals only with integrals over the whole phase space {p,r}. However,
in principle the WFM method can give any number of moments required to construct

approximate expressions for these distributions (see below).

27



4.1 Flows

We want to know the trajectories of infinitesimal displacements of neutrons and protons
during their vibrational motion (the lines of currents). The infinitesimal displacements
are determined by the magnitudes and directions of the nucleon velocities u(r,t), given
by
mp(r,t)u(r,t) = /(;ld3 h)? pf(r,p;t)
= —— /dgs /d?’p pexp(—ip -s/h)p(r + §, r— E,t)
(27rh)3 2 2

= —2ih{(V = V')p(r,r',t)},=p = —% S AV = V)p(ror,v'or, b))}

= ——ZZ{Cb roT)Voy(ror) — ¢o(roT)Vei(ror)} < Ulala,|V >

pq o, T
= mZ]pq r)pgp(t) = m < VU ijq(r)a;aq‘\l] >
pq
= m<\If|J(r)\\If>. (94)

The current density operator .J(r) has the standard quantum mechanical definition [3]:

h A
ZJs

2mz [5(1" —14)Vs+ Vi(r Zl’nq al Lag,

i) == p|2lm[5<r £V + Vo(r — £l >

= Z %[(;b;(raT)V(ﬁq(raT) — ¢g(roT)Vo,(roT)| = 4%[¢;(r)v¢q(r) — ¢y(r) Ve (r)].

The variation of u generated by the external field (82) is

p(r)ou(r,t) = Z]pq pqp

- Z[< 0J(x)|v > ¢,— < v]J(x)|0 > &,]e ¥

+3 < v J(X)|0 > ¢i— < O[T (x)|v > &l (95)
To proceed further two ways are possible.

The first, so to say direct way, is obvious. Having solutions (34) for X"

ma)

v
Y». we can

calculate transition currents with the help of formula (47):

7 . . ,]zm ]sz* ;
< 0lJ >= E im XV, mz K E { _ mi }
‘ (r)‘y mi (j mi — €mi E, + €mi
=K Y| ]+ > [P Jumld (o)
mi(AN=0) LEv — €0 Euteol AR o L — 6 Lyt e
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The operator D has a finite number of particle-hole matrix elements D,,;, so, in principle,
the sums in (96) can be calculated exactly. The same is true for the coefficients c,.
Therefore, one can find the exact (in the frame of RPA) result for the velocity distribution
du(r,t). However, even in this simple model one can not find a compact analytical
expression for sums in (96) — the field of velocities can be constructed only numerically.
The second way allows one to derive an approximate analytical expression for du(r, ).

The main idea lies in the parametrization of the infinitesimal displacements £(r,t) [5].

O&i(r,t : .
Let us recall the main points. By definition du,(r,t) = 5(((;; ) The displacement &; is
parametrized [1] by the expansion
3 3 3
fi(l‘, t) = Gz(t) + Z Gm(t)x’j + Z Gi,jk(t)l’jl’k + Z Gi,jkl(t)xjxk:cl —+ .- (97)
Jj=1 j,k=1 gk, l=1

which, in principle, is infinite, however one makes the approximation keeping only the first
terms and neglecting all the rest of it. For example, in [1] only the two first terms were
kept. It turned out, that G; = 0 due to the triplanar symmetry of considered nuclei. The
coeflicients (; ; were expressed analytically in terms of the variables Ro1(t) and Lq:(%).
Using the dynamical relations between Ry (t) and L£11(¢) given by the last equation of
the set (16), the final formulae for &;(r,t) were found to be

& = V2BJsxs, & = V2BJasws, &3 = V2A(Jist1 + Jasts)

with
Ji3=(Ro-1 —Ra1)/2, Joz =i(Ra-1 + Ra1)/2,

3 2 2
A= %[1 - 2@(1 — a)d]/[Qoo(1 — §5)],
3 2 4
B = ﬁ[l + 2@(1 —a)d]/[Qoo(1 + 55)], (98)

The pole structure of the right hand side of equation (95) tells us, that the transition

current can be calculated by means of an expression analogous to (21):

< 0] J;(r)|v >= I lim (9~ Q,)p% (1) (r, t) exp(it) ) < v|W|[0 > . (99)
For the & from above we obtain (using formulae (89) and (84))
< 0]Jy(r)|y >= —z'Q,,,OGQ(r)2 < 0|Ry_y — Ron|v > 3,
V2
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o B ~ A~
< O|J2(I‘)|I/ >= Qupeq(r)— < O|R2_1 + R21|l/ > I3,

V2

A ) A A A ) A A
< 0|J3(I‘)|V >= —ZQVpeq(I')—[< 0|R2_1 — R21|I/ >x+1 < 0|R2_1 + R21|l/ > ZL’Q].

V2

It is obvious that the second way is more adequate for the WEFM method, because the
moments R (t) and L1;(f) are just WFM variables and the dynamical relation between
them is just given by the WFM dynamical equation.

If necessary, one can find the next term of the series (97). To calculate the respective
coefficients Gj ji(t) in the WFM method one is obliged to derive (and solve) the set of
dynamical equations for higher (fourth) order moments of the Wigner function. To solve
the same problem with RPA, it is necessary to construct the analogous set of dynamical
equations for transition matrix elements of the respective operators. The required work
is approximately of the same order of complexity in both cases.

In conclusion in full RPA one must calculate the currents numerically leading to fine
detailes (shell effects) whereas in WFEM and approximate RPA treatment one obtains their
gross structure with analytical formulas. The latter feature is quite important in order to
understand the real character of the motion under study since current patterns produced
numerically from complicated formulas with a lot of summations like in (96) can hardly
be interpreted physically. A good example is the interplay of the scissors mode and the
isovector giant quadrupole resonance. Looking only at the flow patterns (see Figs. 1, 2 in
[1]) one would not be able to tell that the former is mostly rotational with a small amount
of an irrotational component and the other way round for the latter, as this can be seen
from eqs. (42)—(47) in [1]. In this respect it is important to work with the infinitesimal
displacements &;, because by definition they are differentials (&§; = dz, & = dy, & = dz)
which allow one to construct differential equations for the current fields. For example
equation (99), showing that transition current is proportional to a differential, allows
one to derive a differential equation for the current field in RPA directly from (96). For

example )
<0|Ji(r)ly > dx
<0lh()|v> dy
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5 Conclusion

The properties of collective excitations (the scissors mode, isovector and isoscalar gi-
ant quadrupole resonances) of the harmonic oscillator Hamiltonian with the quadrupole—
quadrupole residual interaction (HO+ QQ) have been studied with two methods: WFM
and RPA. We have found that both methods give the same analytical expressions for
energies and transition probabilities of all considered excitations. This, however, does not
mean that WFM and RPA are identical approaches in all respects. For example current
distributions are described differently in the two approaches even in this simple model. In
general both methods are not equivalent unless one makes sure that the space of moments
corresponds exactly to the particle-hole space used in RPA. However, the spirit of WMF
is rather to drastically reduce the dimensions in considering only low order rank tensors.
In this way, of course, one will loose the fine structure in the spectrum but still the gross
structure will be well approximated. One also may check the convergence of the method
in increasing the number of moments. In the case of well defined resonances only some
more satellites to the main peak should appear. Such a method may be particularly useful
in the case of deformed nuclei where the dimension of the RPA matrices becomes easily
prohibitive.

It makes no sense to speak about advantages or disadvantages of one of the two
discussed methods — they are complementary. Of course, RPA gives complete, exhaustive
information concerning the microscopic (particle-hole) structure of collective excitations.
However, sometimes considerable additional effort is required to understand their physical
nature. On the contrary, WFM method gives direct information on the physical nature
of the excitations. Our results serve as a very good illustration of this situation. What
do we learn about the scissors mode and IVGQR from each of the two methods? RPA
says that the scissors mode is mostly created by AN = 0 particle-hole excitations with a
small admixture of AN = 2 particle-hole excitations and vice versa for IVGQR. Without
further effort — this is about all. One does even not suspect the key role of the relative
angular momentum in the creation of the scissors mode. On the other hand, the WFM
method directly reveals that the scissors mode appears due to oscillations of the relative
angular momentum with a small admixture of the quadrupole mode and vice versa for

IVGQR. Further, it informs us about the extremely important role of the Fermi surface
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deformation in the formation of the scissors mode. This demonstrates very well the
difference between two approaches: the RPA describes the fine structure of collective
excitations whereas the WFM method gives their gross structure.

Two new mathematical results are obtained for the HO+QQ model. We have proved
exactly, without any approximations, the orthogonality of the ”spurious” state to all phys-
ical states. In this sense, we have generalized the result of Lo Iudice [13] derived in a small
deformation approximation. The analytical expressions are derived for the normalization
factor of the synthetic scissors state and overlaps of this state with eigenstates of the
model. It is shown, that the overlap of the synthetic scissors with the real scissors reaches
its maximal value ~ 0.6 in a small deformation limit. The increasing of § and /or taking
into account pairing correlations decreases the overlap, that is confirmed by numerous
microscopic calculations with various forces [17]. Such small overlap leads inevitably to
the conclusion, that the original model of counter rotating rigid rotors [10] has not very
much in common with the real scissors mode, the correct description of which requires

the proper treatment of the Fermi surface deformation and the coupling with IVGQR.

Appendix A

It is known that the deformed harmonic oscillator Hamiltonian can be obtained in a
Hartree approximation ”by making the assumption that the isoscalar part of the QQ
force builds the one-body container well” [15]. In our case it is obtained quite easily by
summing the expressions for VP and V" (formula (7)):
1 n 1 2.2 2
V(r,t) = é(Vp(r,t) + Vi(r,t)) = SMw T+ Ko > (=1)*Qap(t)gop(r). (A.1)
pn=—2

In the state of equilibrium (i.e., in the absence of an external field) Q24+ = Qo12 = 0.
Using the definition [16] Q29 = Qo036 and the formula gog = 222 — 22 — y? we obtain the

potential of the anisotropic harmonic oscillator

V() = Fia® + ) +we?]

with oscillator frequencies

wl=wl=w}(1l+09), w?=uw*l-2006),



8
where 0 = —kq Q002. The definition of the deformation parameter 0 must be reproduced
mw
by the harmonic oscillator wave functions, which allows one to fix the value of 0. We have
Quo=—(—+—"+ =), Qp=2—(—-—7),

1
where ¥, = 4 (n, +

2)2 and n, is the oscillator quantum number. Using the self-
consistency condition [16]

wax = Zywy = Zzwz = Z()Cdo,

where Yy and wy are defined in the spherical case, we get

QOO W% + 2&]2 1—0d 3

Solving the last equation with respect to o, we find

ng 9 wfﬁ — wf 200 4

2
0= 355 (A.2)
Therefore, the oscillator frequences and the strength constant can be written as
wr = w2 =o*(1+ %5), w?=w*(1 - %5), Ko = —Zg;z (A.3)
with @? = w?/(1 4 2§). The condition for volume conservation w,wyw, = const = wj
makes w d-dependent
R 1420

T+ S0P = 207
So the final expressions for oscillator frequences are

1+45>1/3 (1—25>2/3

2 2 2 3 2 2 3

Wy = W, = Wy ( , Wi =wp . (A.4)
v 1-2%6 1430

It is interesting to compare these expressions with the very popular [16, 3] parametriza-

tion

z

2 4
_ 2 / 2 _ 2 /
Wy = W, w(1+§5), w-w(1—§5).
The volume conservation condition gives
) wy

- 1+ %5/)2/3(1 _ %5/)1/3’

so the final expressions for oscillator frequences are

w

1+25/ 1/3 l_é(s/ 2/3
w§=w2=w3( z) C e () (A5)
y 11y 1+25
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The direct comparison of expressions (A.4) and (A.5) allows one to esatablish the following

relation between § and ¢':
§ = 75 0= o
1425 T 1—26"

One more parametrization of oscillator frequences can be found in the review [17]:

92 92
2 2 W 2 W

T y_1_§577> wzzl_'_%én‘

One has from the volume conservation condition

2 4
w772 — wg(l . §677)2/3(1 + §577)1/3’

so the final expressions for oscillator frequences are

1+é577 1/3 1— 26,, 2/3
2_ 2 _ 2 3 2 _ 2 3 A6
Wy wy Wo <1 _ %577) Wy Wo 1+ %577 ) ( )

that coincide exactly with (A.4), i.e. 6”7 = 4.
It is easy to see that equations (A.4) correspond to the case when the deformed density

p(r) is obtained from the spherical density po(r) by the scale transformation [9]
(2,y,2) — (ve™? ye®/? ze™)

with

W (1 E0\? 3t — 1
‘ =<1_§5> 0Ty (A7)

which conserves the volume and does not destroy the self-consistency, because the density
and potential are transformed in the same way:.

It is necessary to note that Qqo also depends on 9

h ¥, X X, h 2 1 1

= —(— —y e :—E —_— — ) = 0
Qoo m(wx_'_wy_'_wz) m owo(w%ﬂng) Q00(1_|_%5)1/3(1—§6)2/3’

where QY = A2R?, R =roA"/3. As aresult, the final expression for the strength constant

becomes

1/3
mwi (1—26 mwi
Ko = =

— — e ,
4Q0 \1+ 30 4Q0

that coincides with the respective result of [9].
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Appendix B

To calculate the sums Dy = Z | Dyi|? and Dy = Z | D,ni|? we employ the sum-
mi(AN=0) mi(AN=2)
rule techniques of Suzuki and Rowe [9]. The well known harmonic oscillator relations

h

2mw,,

(\/n_anzq +vVng + 1¢nz+1>7

anz =

Bathn, = =i\ S (s — Vi F T 1) (B.1)

allow us to write

$Z¢nz¢nz = QL(\/ nxnzwnz—1¢nz—1 + \/(nm + 1)(”2 + 1>wnz+1wnz+1

M/ Wy,

(nm + 1)nzwnz+1¢nz—1 + \/ nm(nz + 1)7~pnz—1¢nz+1)7

PP ¢nz¢nz = - (\/ nmnz¢nz—1wnz—1 + \/(ngc + 1)(77'2 + 1)¢nz+1¢nz+1

m2wyw,

h
2/,
(nm + 1)nzwnz+1¢nz—l -V nm(nz + 1)¢nz—1¢nz+l)- (BQ)

These formulae demonstrate in an obvious way that the operators

1 1
———P.p.) and P, = §(zx —

1
Py= Ax Az
0 2(23: + m2ww, Pap:)

M2wWLw,

contribute only to the excitation of the AN = 0 and AN = 2 states, respectively. Fol-

lowing [9], we express the za component of 7Yy = /12-D = —/222(z + iy) as
zx = Py + Ps.
Hence, we have
A A
0 Y. <0 zasmi> P =Y | <0 Pos)|mi > |?
mi(AN=0) s=1 mi s=1
1 A A

== < 0D Ro(s), [H, . Po(s)]]]0 >, (B.3)

2 s=1 s=1

where ¢ = h(w, — w,). The above commutator is easily evaluated for the Hamiltonian

with the potential (A.1), as

A A A 2 A 2
h <01 2:10> < 0] >, 22|00 >
< 0|>_ Po(s), [H, D Po(s)]]|0 >= %eo< | wl 0> _ <0 wl | ) (B.4)
s=1 s=1 T z
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Taking into account the axial symmetry and using the definitions
A A 4
Qoo =< O| 2(21% + Z?)‘O > (Qyp=2< 0‘ Z(Zg — xi)\O >, Qoo = Qoog(s,
s=1 s=1

we transform this expression to
A A A )
h 1+3 1-25
<O R0 1.3 A0 >= o (50 = 2250
s=1

s=1

(B.5)

We Wy

With the help of the self-consistent expressions for w,, w, (A.3) one comes to the following

result:

<O[S Re) (1.3 Ao >= 225~ g, (2 2) (g

6m w2 Wy, Wy
By using the fact that the matrix elements for the zy component of r?Y5; are identical to

those for the zx component, because of axial symmetry, we finally obtain

A 2 45\ 1/
5 5 1+ 45
o > <0 2y mi>*= Qoo o _ QOOW—%< a ) . (B

mi(AN=0) s=1 167 mio? e 16m m 1— %5
By calculating a double commutator for the P, operator, we find

1/3
5 Qw5 Q80§<1+%5>/ (B)

16mmw? ?  16m m w3 \1— 2§

A
€ Z | < O|Zr§Y21|mz' > |2 =

mi(AN=2) s=1
where €3 = h(w, + w,).
We need also the sums D] and Dj calculated separately for neutron and proton systems
with the mean fields V" and VP, respectively. The necessary formulae are easily derivable
from the already obtained results. There are no any reasons to require the fulfillment
of the self-consistency conditions for neutrons and protons separately, so one has to use

formula (B.5). The trivial change of notation gives

<O (o) 17 S R0 == gl (7 - ) m

s=1 Wz Wz

Z 4 2
5 h 14450 1— 240
; <0 2Yorlmi > |2 = — —eh Qb 5__ _ 3 B.10
0 mi(AZNZO) =0 szzl ro¥on|mi > | 167 mEOQOO Wy WY ’ (B.10)

" P (B.11)

Z 4 2
. ) L+307  1—30P
B X <O i > P = oo (L4 2T

mi(AN=2) s=1
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The nontrivial information is contained in oscillator frequences of the mean fields VP and

V™ (formula (7))

(@P)* = @l = ——5 (r QB + FQ%)], (wﬁf==w2ﬂ4—;§;(KQ&r+%Q&»L

mw?

2 4
(@) = W[l = — (kQ + QG (@) = WP+ — (k@ + QR (B12)

xT

The above-written formulae can be used also to calculate the analogous sums for
operators containing various combinations of momenta and coordinates, for example,
components of an angular momentum, tensor products (rp)s; and (p?)z;. Really, by

definition I, = yp, — 2Dy, I = zp, — xp,. In accordance with (B.1), we have

h
2

+ \/ (nac + 1>nz¢nz+1¢nz—l - nx(nz + 1)¢nz—1wnz+l)~ (Bl?’)

zﬁzwnx ’anz =—1

\/%(V nxnz¢nx—1wnz—l - \/(nx + 1)(”2 + 1)¢nm+1¢nz+l

Therefore,

T, = 052 = [N, s = T 0 D)

+ig(\/%+\/%)( (M + Dt 11 — (e + Doy 1) (B14)

Having formulae (B.2) and (B.14), one derives the following expressions for matrix ele-

ments coupling the ground state with AN = 2 and AN = 0 excitations:

7 h 2 —w? x 1 2 1
<yt 1ns+ 1|0 5= i Wz)\/(" + (. +1)
2 Wy + Wy Wy

Y

2 h(w; —w?) [(ne +1)n,
<nx+1,nz—1|]2|o>:i§(wm w?) [(ne + )n’

Wy — W, Wl
h ++ 1D(n,+1
<ng+1,n, +1zz]0 >= _\/(n + D+ ),
2m Wl
h x 1 z
<+ 1,ms — 1g2f0 5= [Pt Une (B.15)
2m Wl

It is easy to see that

- (Wi —wl)

<ng+1,n, + 1|50 >=im———= < n, + 1,n, + 1|zz|0 >,
Wy + W,
2 .2

<ng+1,n, — 1|0 >= imw <ng+1,n, —1xz|0 > .
Wy — W,
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Due to the degeneracy of the model all particle-hole excitations with AN = 2 have the
same energy e; and all particle-hole excitations with AN = 0 have the energy €,. This

fact allows one to join the last two formulae into one general expression

(w — w?)

€ph

< ph|L|0 >= ihm < phlzz|0 > .

Taking into account the axial symmetry we can write the analogous formula for I:

(wi — w?)

Eph

< ph|1,|0 >= —ilm < phlyz|0 > .
The magnetic transition operator (22) is proportional to the angular momentum: flj:l =
e 3 - -
———1/=— (I3 F il;) Therefore, we can write
dme \ 2

ch_(wp —w?)

20\/5 €ph

Similar calculations for the tensor product (rp)a = —%[2p, + 2p. + i(2py, + yp-)] lead to

< phlfis1]0 >= — < ph|r2Ysi,|0 > | (B.16)

the following relation:

. m |27 m
< ph|(rp)ai]0 >= A\ 5 < ph|r*Yas |0 >= i b < phlra,|0 > . (B.17)

Two kinds of particle-hole matrix elements are obtained from the second formula of

(B.2):

(ng +1)(n, +1)
252w,
(ng + 1)n,
2w2w,

Y

<ng+1,n, +1|p.p.|0 >= —hmwmwz\/

<ng+1,n, — 1pp.|0 >= hmw,w,

Simple comparison with (B.15) shows that

< g+ Ln, + 1pp.|0 >= —miw,w, < ng + 1,n, + 1|z2]0 >,

<ng +1,n, — 1pyp.|0 >= m*w,w, < ngy + 1,n, — 1|zz]0 > .
With the help of obvious relations

Ao, = W2 + w2 — A/R%, 2w, = w4+ w? — e /h
these two formulae can be joined into one expression
m2
< Phlpap:|0 >= - (W] + w2 — 4 /h°) < phlz2(0 > .

By definition p3, = —p.(p. + ip,) and 73, = —z(z + iy), hence,

2
. m
< phl|p3,|0 >= 7(%% +w? - ef,h/h2) < ph|r3|0 > . (B.18)

38



References

[1] E. B. Balbutsev, P. Schuck, Nucl. Phys. A720 (2003) 293;
E. B. Balbutsev, P. Schuck, Nucl. Phys. A728 (2003) 471, Erratum

2] I. Hamamoto, W. Nazarewicz, Phys. Lett. B297 (1992) 25
[3] P. Ring and P. Schuck, The Nuclear Many Body Problem (Springer, Berlin, 1980)

[4] S. Chandrasekhar, Ellipsoidal Figures of Equilibrium (Yale University Press, New
Haven, Conn. 1969)

[5] E. B. Balbutsev, Sov. J. Part. Nucl. 22 (1991) 159
(6] E. B. Balbutsev, P. Schuck, Nucl. Phys. A652 (1999) 221

[7) D. A. Varshalovitch, A. N. Moskalev and V. K. Khersonski, Quantum Theory of
Angular Momentum (Nauka, Leningrad, 1975)

[8] A. M. Lane, Nuclear Theory, (Benjamin, New York, 1964)
[9] T. Suzuki, D. J. Rowe, Nucl. Phys. A289 (1977) 461
[10] N. Lo Iudice, La Rivista del Nuovo Cimento 23 (2000) N.9

[11] R. R. Hilton et al., Proc. 1st Int. Spring Seminar on Nuclear Physics ” Microscopic
Approaches to Nuclear Structure” (Sorrento, 1986) ed A. Covello (Bologna: Physical
Society), p.357

[12] A. E. L. Dieperink, E. Moya de Guerra, Phys. Lett. B189 (1987) 267

[13] N. Lo Iudice, Nucl. Phys. A605 (1996) 61

[14] L. D. Landau and E. M. Lifshits, Quantum Mechanics (Nauka, Moscow, 1974)
[15] R. R. Hilton, Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 214 (1992) 258

[16] A. Bohr and B. Mottelson, Nuclear Structure, vol. 2 (Benjamin, New York, 1975)

[17] D. Zawischa, J. Phys. G: Nucl. Part. Phys. 24 (1998) 683

39



