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The A-X coupling efect in the neutron-rich A-hypernucleuslfLi by microscopic shell model
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We investigate the structure of the neutron-rictypernucleus?Li by using microscopic shell-model calcu-
lations considering &-X coupling éfect. The calculatedl-mixing probability in the'’Li ground state is found
to be about (4 % which is coherently enhanced by the& coupling configurations, leading to the energy shift
0.28 MeV which is about 3 times larger than thafini. The importance of th& configuration obtained by the
2N interaction and the potentiality of the neutron-rich eamiment are discussed.

PACS numbers: 21.60.Cs, 21.8@, 27.20+n

I. INTRODUCTION ¥~ p < Ancoupling. This problem might suggest the impor-
tance of aX-mixing in the A-hypernucleus. The analysis of
éhelOB (7, K*) reaction provides a reason to carefully exam-
he wave functions involving admixtures intoLi, as well as
a mechanism of this reactian [23].

In this paper, we investigate the structure of the neutron-
rich hypernucleuéfLi, in microscopic shell-model calcula-

tions considering the\-X coupling éfect. We focus on the

k_nowledge (.)f k_Je_haV|0r of hyperons in a neutron-excess erE-mixing probabilities and the energy shifts of the neutron-
vironment significantly fiects our understanding of neutron rich hypernucleus. Also, we investigate théieet of the

stars, because it makes the Equation of State soften [4]. Tth interaction to the core-nuclear state by the perturbation

purpose of our _study IS to theo_retlcally clarify the struetu method. We discuss that the coupling strengths are enhanced
of the neutron-riclA-hypernuclei by a nuclear shell model, .

. . L in the neutron-riclA-hypernucleus and are related to fhe
which has successfu!ly bee_rvl applied for description of th%ransition properties of the nuclear core state.
neutron-excess nuclei [5,16,.7, 8].

Shell-model studies fop-shell A-hypernuclei have been

One of the most important subjects in strangeness nucle
physics is a study of neutron-rictrhypernucleil[1]. It is ex-
pected that a\ hyperon plays a glue-like role in nuclei be-
yond the neutron-drip line, together with a stroAgN-ZN
coupling [2] 8], which might induce &mixing in nuclei. The

performed by several authors [9/ 10, 11,/12/13| 14, 15, 16]. A II. FORMALISM
series of pioneering shell-model calculations was carwigtd
by Gal, Soper and Dalitz|[9] in the 1970s, usifiyl effective A. Multi-configuration shell model for A-hypernuclei

interactions parametrized from the available data. Jnay
transitions forp-shell A-hypernucleil[10, 11] and produc-
tion cross sections oK(", 77) and @*, K*) reactions|[12, 13]
were successfully explained by shell-model descriptidtes.
cently, energy spacings gf-shell A-hypernuclei have been
studied by Millener’s shell-model calculations includitige
A-X coupling [14], so as to interpret the precise datp-shell

N ~ Z A-hypernuclei fromy-ray measurements by Ge detec-
tor [17]. Moreover, properties of theN effective interactions
derived form the recent Nijmegen potentials|[18, 19, 20] in
shell-model calculations have been discussed [15, 16].

Recently, Sahat al. have performed the first successful H=Hy +Hg + Vis + Vias 1)

measurement of a neutron-riq’bhypernucIeu§A°Li by the  whereH, is the Hamiltonian in thex configuration space and
double-charge exchange reaction,(K*) on a'°B target[21].  H, is that in theZ configuration space/, . and its Hermitian
However, the magnitude and incident-momentum dependenqg;njugate/m denote the two-bods-X coupling interaction,

of the experimental production cross sections cannot be rexN < TN. Then, we can write tha-nuclear state witf, J
produced in a theoretical calculation by Tretyakova and-Langs

skoy [22]. They predicted that the cross sectionlﬁm is
mainly explained by a two-step processp — K°A followed IAR2)vTI) = Z C, Ty + Z D, W TI), (2)
by K%p — K*n, or 7~ p — #n°n followed by z°p — K*A with u I

the distorted-wave impulse approximation, rather than by
one-step process; p — K*X~ via £~ p doorways due to the

We consider aA-nuclear state involving &-mixing in a
A-hypernucleuiz with the mass numbeh and the atomic
numberZ in a multi-configuration nuclear shell model. The
state of theA-hypernucleus is represented |I(J§/Z)VTTZJM),
whereT andT, are the isospin and itscomponent, respec-
tively, andJ and M for the angular momentum. The index
is introduced to distinguish states with the samandJ.

In the configuration space for tiehypernucleus involving
aA-Z coupling, the Hamiltonian is given as

Wherejy?; TI) andlx//ff,; TJ) are eigenstates for the andX
configurations, respectively, which are given by

Hulwh; T3y = ENy; TI), (3)
Hely?: TI) = Exlul: TJ). @)
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Although the COﬁiCIentSCV’” andDV/" are determined by di- TABLE [: Radial integrals forYN effective interactions in unit of

agonallzatlo!'l of the full HamiltoniaH, we treatv,y andVZA MeV. The values are listed in Ref. [14] for teN interactionV, and
as perturbation becausezehyperon has a larger mass than ae s coupling interactiow, ;, and Ref.[27] for th&N interaction
A hyperon by about 80 MeV. When taking into account up toy,,

the first-order terms, the cfiixients can be written as

Isospin V. A S, S_ T

Cop =0y G v, T=1 -12200 04300 -0.2025 01875 00300

WA TIV, % TI) A =1 10100 -7.2150 -0.0010 00000 -0.3640

Dy =~ X _EA : ©) v, T=2 -11070 22750 -0.2680 00000 01870

W V.Ve, T=2% 14500 30400 -0.0850 00000 01570
Since aA-X coupling strength for each eigenstatqwﬁ,; TJ)
is obtained asJDw,lz, the X-mixing probability in the A-

nuclear statq.;(ﬁz)yT\D is given as B. Shell-model setup and ffective interactions
Ps = Z |DW|2 @) In the present shell-model calculations, we construct wave

w functions ofﬁZ as follows: Four nucleons are inert in thee

or core and A — 5) valence nucleons move in tipeshell orbits.

The A or X hyperon is assumed to be in the Ioweslt/g)orbit.

PR = (Z |Dw,|2) / (1 +> |Dw,|2), (8)  For theNN effective interaction, we adopt the Cohen-Kurath
W W (8—16) 2BME [26], which is a traditional and empirical inter

action for ordinaryp-shell nuclei, and is one of the reliable
effective interactions for stable and semi-stable nuclei. The
YN effective interaction is written [9, 10, 11] as

where the latter probability is a renormalized value. Thelbi
ing energyE? — AE is calculated by the energy shift which is

given as
AE =7 (EF - EID,, P ©) V= Vo) + Volr)sy -y + Vsl (54 +51)
1% +Vas(NE- (=sy + 8y) + V7(1)Sy,, (12)
in the perturbation theory. whereV(r)’s are radial functions of the relative coordinate

It is well known that aA hyperon in aA-hypernucleusis = Iry — Iyl between the nucleon and the hyperog, and
described by the single-particle picture very well becahse s, are spin operators for the nucleon and the hyperon, respec-
AN interaction is weak. On the other hand, in terms & a tively, and¢ is the angular momentum operator of the relative
hyperon, the nuclear configuration would change due to thengtion. The tensor operat8y,, is defined by
strong spin-isospin dependence in thN interaction [24].

In order_to evaluate the sin_gle-particle picture for a hyper S, =30\ -0oy)—(oy-0y) (13)
we consider a spectroscopic factor for a hyperon-pickumfro
|¢Z; T, with o = 2sandr"= (r - r,)/r. In Tabl€d], we list the param-
) eters of radial integralg, A, S, , S_ andT, which correspond
WY:TJa I(A1Z)vy T dn) to Vy, V,, Vs Vs @andVq, respectively. The parameters
S, (vnTaIdns y) = " Iy , (10) S, andS_ are defined as the cfiients off, - (s, + s,) and
H 2T +1)(23+1) £ (s + tively, wh is th I -
N (=8 + S)), respectively, wheré, is the angular momen

where|(*~1Z)v, T\ Jy) is an eigenstate of the core nucleus, tum operator of thg nucleon and_ is proportional to the nedati
which is obtained by diagonalizing in the nucleon configura-£ for the hyperon in the § , orbit. We adopt the values of
tions, anda} is a creation operator of a single-particle state of V4 Which is given in Ref.[14]. FoW,, and\gz, we used the
the hyperorYI in an orbit,. The matrix element||-||-) with the Ag‘gg'\;ea?d(i’glnfgi?t[{\{s] interactions. [14, 27] based on the
Edmonds’ convention [25] is reduced with respect to both thé\l P sl

isospin and the angular momentum. The spectroscopic factor
satisfies the sum rule

> S, onTNIw iy) =Ny, (11)

nTndn

lll. NUMERICAL RESULTS

A. X-mixing probabilities and energy shifts

WherenjY is the number of hyperons in the orlit. If a hy-
peron in the hypernucleus provides the single-particlaneat
A

the statezp/f; TJ) is represented as a tensor product of a COr€jtias and the energy shifts which are obtained by Eds. [(J)—(9
nuclear staté(**Z)veoeTyJy) and a hyperon statéy,); We o order to check our shell-model calculation, we compare
obtainS, (v Ty Jy: Iy) = 6, v, WhETeYy = veore Means the  oyr numerical results for th& ~ N A-hypernuclei to other
core state is equivalent to the'Z state in the weak-coupling work [14]. We obtain the energy shifts, e.aE = 0.085 and
limit. 0.073 MeV for the ground states §Li and !B, which are

We perform numerical calculations of the neutron-rich
hypernucleusCLi in order to evaluate th&-mixing probabil-
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g.s: ~14 MeV 9 - TABLE II: The calculated=-mixing probabilities of!)Li. All states
St Sy L Beyarr in the table have the isospih= 3/2.
T Wi,
Jr Py [%] Py [%] Py [%] Py [%]
1 0.345 Q0183 Q159 Q002
~ g.s.
80 Mev AM 2" 0.166 Q096 Q070 Q000
AM+B,-B; 0 0.185 Q098 Q086 Qo001
by 0.227 Q128 Q098 Q001
2, 0.350 Q187 Q162 Q001
ULigebA__ 4 . L 3 0.175 0104 Q071 —
B,
Pt S I

probabilities and the energy shifts in the neutron-richdryp
nucleus are coherently enhanced by the configuration mixing
in the nuclear shell model.

FIG. 1: Schematic energy levels farandX ground states ofLi.
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beol 1T _ — L 3566 0.8 B. A andZX eigenstates
~ 0 3551 0.1 We examine an enhancementbiixing probabilities and
. energy shifts of-ISLi eigenstates by the configuration mixing
0000 3/ 72 0395 013 in the X states, which couple to the states by the\-X cou-
' T 0.000 028 pling. In order to investigate a change of the core-nuclear c
o : o figuration due to thé&'N interaction, we estimate the energy
MEX I Li AL J MEX '\ﬁE spectra and the hyperon-pickup spectroscopic factorgin th
[MeV] [MeV] [MeV] andX eigenstates witlT = 3, J* = 1~ including the ground

and excited states.

The calculated energy spectra/bbigenstateﬁpﬁ; TJ)are
shown in the left panel of Fid]3, measured from the ground
state. We find that the energy spacings between the levels of
9. j are very similar to those ofLiwith T =3, 07 =17, 3",
comparable to the Millener's results o008 and (066 MeV, ~ as seen in Fig.]3. We confirm that tPie core state is slightly

respectively. Therefore, we confirm that our calculatiarlyf ~ changed by the addition of the hyperon, and that th& hy-
reproduce the Millener’s results. peron behaves as a single-particle motion in the nucled]s [24

In Fig.[1, we show the schematic energy levels for the because the\N interaction is rather weak. The results are
and< ground states ot?Li. Here, we assume that the dif- Supported by the calculateti-pickup spectroscopic factors
ference between andx threshold energies B(°Liy s +X) - of Eq. (10). In Fig[B, we also show the calculated spectro-
ECLi, . +A) = 80 MeV. Thus the energy of thground state scopic factorsS, for the A ground and two excited states; (a)

s oS s N (T,J) =(3,1),, at 00 MeV, (b) &, 17). at 95 MeV, and
lygs) is calculated to b&G s — Egs = AM + B, — B; = 69.3 3 . 9s 5
MeV, measured from that of the ground statéy ). © G, % )_10 at180 Mev. In the case of (a), we obtas), ~ 1

The calculated energy levels for the ground and IOW-|yingforth9 Ligroundstate an8, ~ Oforo';hgrglgenstates. Sim-
excited states iA0Li are shown in FiglR. Here, the experi- arly, in the case of (D)5, ~ 1 for the"Li eigenstate. In the
mentalPLi binding energies [28] are used for the core-nucleust@S® of ()5, has a large value for the two eigenstates, be-
energies, instead of the calculated ones. The energy/dhift cause _these state_s are almost degenerate.
for Wi is obtained to be @80 MeV which is about 3 times " Fig- @, _we_d|spla)g the calculated e_nergylsspeé:tra:of
larger than that fof Li or 11B. As shown in Fig[®, the values e'genls}a;e,s i#Liand Of_ Be elge_nstates with = 3, 202 and
of energy shifts for the low-lying excited states also actou J* =3 -3 . together with th&-pickup spectroscopic factors
for about a few hundreds of keV. In particular, the secondS;. for three states; (a)3(17),5 at 00 MeV, (b) §.17), at
2" state with the 4604 MeV excitation energy has the large 9.4 MeV, and (c) g 17),, at 197 MeV. The excited states of
energy shift of @82 MeV. The calculated-mixing proba-  (b) and (c) are strongly coupled to teground state in the
bilities are shown in Tablg]ll. It is found that ﬂ‘mle|ng energy regions OESS - EAS ~ 80 and 90 MeV, respective|y’
probability is Py = 0.345 % in the §¢ ground state ofLi,  as we will mention in Figl55. The distributions &£_ for (b)
where the &ect of renormalization is very smaRy’ = 0.344  and (c) widely spread with the multi-configuration@fe”, as
%. Thex~ andx® admixtures for thélLi ground state are seen in FiglJ4. This implies that thehyperon has the ability
Py = 0.183 % andP, = 0.159 %, respectively. ThE* ad-  of largely changing the core-nuclear configuration.
mixture is negligible. This is the first result that themixing The calculatedA-X coupling strength:sty,l2 between the

FIG. 2: The energy spectra &fLi by the shell-model calculation
with the A-X coupling. The experimentdLi binding energies are
taken from Ref.[[28]. All states in the figure have the isospia %
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FIG. 3: Calculated energy spectra foeigenstates dfLi and eigen-
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FIG. 5: A-X coupling strengthsprﬂ,l2 of the ¥ eigenstates in the
ground state of’Li.

states ofLi. A-pickup spectroscopic factors for three eigenstates,
labeled by (a), (b), and (c), are shown in each panel.
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FIG. 4: Calculated energy spectra feigenstates dfLi and eigen-
states ofBe. X~ -pickup spectroscopic factors for three eigenstates,
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FIG. 6: (a) Fermi-type coupling strengtiS’,|* and (b) Gamow-

in Fig.[@. It should be noticed that a contrlbutlon of the Teller-type coupling strengthDST? of the T eigenstates in the

ground statéyy ) to theZ-mixing of the ground state dfLi

is reduced t4D, <|> = 0.002 %, whereas the seveBaexcited
states in theE, - Egs ~ 80 MeV region considerably con-
tribute to theE-mixing. These contributions are coherently

ground state of’Li.

IV. DISCUSSION

enhanced by the configuration mixing which is caused by the

>N interaction. It is shown that the nature of thenuclear

states plays an important role in theX coupling.

However, it should be noticed that tB¥N interaction has
still ambiguities. The values of radial integrals in th&l
-1.107 andA = 2.275

T= g effective interactionV =

MeV in NSC97ef, lead to the attractiS, interaction of
By =V + 1A = 0538 MeV, as pointed out in Ref. [29],
whereas thd = g 381 interaction may be repulsive [30,/31]
because of recent suggestions of repul&iveuclear poten-

tials [29,132,33, 34]. Further theoretical investigatiae a

needed.

It is important to understand a mechanism of h& cou-
pling in neutron-rich nuclei microscopically. Whemastate
in 1/‘\)Li converts to aX~ state by theA-X coupling inter-
action, the®Li core state changes into ti@e core state.
In other words, thes™-transition,°Li — °Be, occurs in the
core-nuclear state. Thus it is interesting to considerghe
transitions between the core-nuclear components ahdX
eigenstates in order to investigate the strength distabudf
theA-X coupling. The two-body-X coupling interactiolVy, ,
is approximately rewritten as

Vo = VE + VST (14)
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with dependence in theN interaction, leading to the coherence of
. the A-X coupling.
Via = Ve(Dty - ésa (15) In order to see the potentiality of the neutron-rich nu-
VET = Vgi(r) (o - 0gp) ty - Psps (16) clei clearly, we discuss why the energy shift fHfiLi is

_ about 3 times larger than that f§§Li. The enhancement of
wheret, andoty denote the Fermi and Gamow-Teller  the T-mixing probabilities in neutron-rict\-hypernuclei is
transition operators for nucleons, respectively, and i@ mainly due to the Fermi-type coupling interactigfy, , which

tor ¢, changes thé hyperon into the hyperon, might correspond to the coherentX coupling suggested in
i i Refs. [2,3]. When we use the weak-coupling limit for sim-
lg) = @sallnls (17) plicity, we consider a matrix elementk)fgA betweem\ andx

and has tensorial rank-0 in the spin space and rank-1 in th%tates,

isospin spaceyy, is the spin operator for a hyperon. There- (VED = (TN=T Iy s TIVETR=TIn ias T (21)
fore,VE, andVg/ are regarded as the Fermi-type and Gamow-
Teller-type coupling interactions, respectively. We s¢re where theA andX states must have the same core-nuclear
that theA-X coupling strengthisDﬂJ2 are extremely diected ~ state|T, Jy ). If we assume tha¥ (r) = V., we obtain
by strengths of thesg-transitions between the core-nuclear
states. We discuss which type interactiojn contributes to Fyo_ o [AT(T+1)
. . . A <V2A> =V - a5 (22)
the coupling strengths in the reglonsEﬁ - Egs ~ 80 MeV, 3

as shown in Fid.J5. We can evaluate the strengths, and find that the Fermi-type coupling strenqmjﬁ is pro-

WA TIVE W TI) 2 portional toT (T + 1). Therefore, the Fermi-type coupling
IDF |2 = l gs A TH ) (18)  strengths play the important role in tiiemixing probabil-
g Ey - Egs ity of neutron-rich’Li eigenstates because &= 3. On
WA TINETWE T I) 2 the other hand, ifLi T = 0 states, the Fermi-type coupling
IDST2 = |2 A i (19)  strengths vanish whereas themixing probability is mainly
g E,%/ - Egs caused by the Gamow-Teller-type coupling strengths.

_ In the Gamow-Teller transitions for ordinary nuclei, the
usingVy, = 1.45MeV andA;, = 3.04 MeV in Tablell. The sum rule|[35]
calculated strength distributions of the Fermi- and Gamow-
Teller-type couplings are shown in Fidd. 6 (a) and (b), re- Z B(GT-) - Z B(GT+) =3(N-2) (23)
spectively. Comparing Fid.]6 with Fidl] 5, we recognize
the Fermi and Gamow-Teller components coherently conis well known as a model independent formula, where
tribute to theA-X coupling strengths in the energy region of B(GTF) is a strength of the Gamow-Tellgg"-transition,
E% — Egs ~ 80 MeV. The calculated-mixing probability AZ) — *Z+1). In general,} B(GT+) becomes smaller

involving both couplings is as neutron-excess grows larger, leading@®@(GT-) =
3 (N - 2). Therefore, the Gamow-Teller-type coupling is very
WA TIN(VE, +VE) |y TJ) 2 important inA-hypernuclei with large neutron excess.
e A AT TR -0350% (20)
EE _ EA
I W gs.

V. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION
which is close to the full calculated probabil®y = 0.345 %,

while 3, |DJ, [ = 0.144 % is obtained for the Fermitype and  \ye have investigated the structure of the neutron4feh

pW |Df,T|2 = 0.098 % for the Gamow-Teller type. hypernucleus, in shell-model calculations considerireg/th
The Fermi-type operatdy, - ¢, does not change the core- X coupling in the perturbation theory. We have found that

nuclear states i'hﬁé\,s)’ which is equivalent to the Ferng- theX-mixing probabilities and the energy shiftsjﬁf_i eigen-

transition,|(AZ)yTT,IM) — |(AZ+1)vT T,+1JIM). Note that s_tates_ are coherently_enhanced byARE coupling configura-

this transition can change onfy,. By the Fermjg-transition ~ tions in the neutron-rich nucleus. We have argued ffeces

from theLi T = g ground state, théBe* T = % excited state  ©f the A-Z coupling interaction in terms of th@transitions

s populated arounti,(Be) = 14 MeV, measured rom the 0 £ EE R BT BETE, T8 R e T
°BeT = % ground state. If the weak-coupling limit in tfN P

interaction works well like thé\N interaction, the coupling is multi-configurationX. excited states can be strongly coupled

concentrated on the only one state. As aresult, one peazlsarisw'th the A ground state with the help of thBN interac-

at E;%’ _ Eﬁs ~ 80 MeV in the coupling strength. However tion. (ii) These strong\-X couplings are coherently enhanced

N 5 " by the Fermi- and Gamow-Teller-type coupling components.
the calculated strength d|str|but|on|ﬁf:,| widely spreads to (iii) The Fermi-type coupling becomes mor#estive in the

the energy regions d&, — Ej; = 75-80 and about 90 MeV, neutron-rich environment increasing B§T + 1).
as shown in Fid.]6 (a). This means that thkyperon changes In conclusion, we have found that tRemixing probability
a nuclear configuration mixing due to the strong spin-isospi is about 034 % and the energy shift is abouf8 MeV for
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the neutron-richLi 14 ground state, which is about 3 times D. J. Millener for providing theEN effective interaction irp
larger than that fo/F\Li. This is the first estimation of the- shell based on NSC97e,f and for valuable discussion and com-

mixing in the neutron-rich hypernuclei by microscopic $hel ments. This work is supported by Grant-in-Aid for Scientific
model calculations. Research on Priority Areas (Nos. 17070002 and 20028010).
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