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Deformed shell structures in nuclear mean-field potentaés systematically investigated as functions of
deformation and surface diffuseness. As the mean-field htodevestigate nuclear shell structures in a wide
range of mass numbers, we propose the radial power-law tirdtarodel,V o r?, which enables us a simple
semiclassical analysis by the use of its scaling propertg fd that remarkable shell structures emerge at
certain combinations of deformation and diffuseness paters, and they are closely related to the periodic-
orbit bifurcations. In particular, significant roles of theidge orbit bifurcations” for normal and superdeformed
shell structures are pointed out. It is shown that the peetdtiate asymmetry in deformed shell structures is
clearly understood from the contribution of the bridge brbithe semiclassical level density. The roles of bridge
orbit bifurcations in the emergence of superdeformed shelttures are also discussed.

PACS numbers: 21.10.Gv, 03.65.Sq, 05.45.-a

I. INTRODUCTION mechanical quantities are obtained analytically. It alse a
cepts several useful techniques to calculate quantum eigen
value spectra, since the Schrodinger equation is equitade

Shell structures in single-particle energy spectra plages the Laplace equation with Dirichlet boundary condition.

tial roles in nuclear ground-state deformations and thek s

level density is expressed as the sum over contributions Qieformed shell structures. In the axially-deformed HO sys-
classical periodic orbits in the corresponding classia@hit  tem, the ways in which the degeneracy of levels is resolved,
tonian system[1./2]. The quantum fluctuations in many-bodyy,e to prolate and oblate deformations, are nearly symmet-
quantities such as energy and deformations are related$s gr ric: namely, the level diagram vs deformation is symmetric
shell structure in single-particle spectra determineddiyes  ynder rotation about the degenerate spherical point byeang!
short periodic orbits. Therefore, one can describe mamybo ;1 pue to this symmetry, many-body systems between adja-
quantum dynamics in terms of the properties of a few imporcent closed-shell configurations will prefer prolate sisajpe
tant classical periodic orbits. The single-particle sk&llic-  ne |ower half shell and oblate shapes in the higher hali shel
tures are sensitively affected by varying potential pat@nse  since single-particle level density is lower there, ancbital
such as deformations, and we have found that bifurcations %rolate and oblate shapes are expected to occur in almost the
short periodic orbits play significant roles in emergenceef  same ratios. On the other hand, the above kind of symmetry is
markable shell effects. It is a quite interesting phenontieat apparently broken in the cavity system. Such asymmetry has
the regularity of quantum spectra is enhanced by the periodi peen considered as the origin of so caltedlate-shape domi-
orbit bifurcation, which is regarded as the precursor ofosha nancein nuclear ground-state deformations: a well known ex-
in classical dynamics. In this paper, we would like to showperimental fact that most of the ground states of mediumsmas
that the above semiclassical mechanism for the enhancemq@theavy nuclei have prolate shapes rather than oblate shape
of quantum shell effects would elucidate several problems i its origin has been discussed since the discovery of the nu-
nuclear structure physics. clear ground-state deformatioh[3—6]. This predominara= h
As phenomenological mean-field potentials, modified osbeen reproduced theoretically in microscopic calculatidn
cillator (MO) and Woods-Saxon (WS) models are successHartree-Fock+BCS calculations with Skyrme interactign[4
fully employed in shell correction approaches. For simplermost of the deformed ground-state solutions are found te hav
and qualitative descriptions of the properties of shellistr prolate shapes. In order to pin down the essential parameter
tures, harmonic oscillator (HO) and infinite-well (cavity-  which causes prolate-shape dominance, systematic Nilsson
tentials are frequently utilized for light and heavy system Strutinsky calculations throughout the nuclear chart Heen
respectively. Axially symmetric anisotropic HO potential made[5], and the distribution of ground-state deformatiisn
models successfully explain the magic numbers of light nuexamined by varying the strengths I8fand|s terms in the
clei, emergence of superdeformed shell structures, and.so oNilsson Hamiltonian. They found that the prolate-shape-dom
For heavier nuclei, the radial profile of the potential adun inance is realized under strong correlation betwigeandls
the nuclear surface becomes more sharp and it looks moterms. The recent analysis by Takahara et al. based on Woods-
like a square-well potential. In order to avoid the complex-Saxon-Strutinsky calculations also supports those €&t
ity of treating continuum states, the WS potential is someHamamoto and Mottelson compared the oblate and prolate
times approximated by an infinite-well potential (cavityhe  deformation energy from the summation of single-particle e
cavity system, as well as the HO system, is integrable unergies with spheroidal HO and cavity models, and have shown
der spheroidal deformation due to the existence of a nentrivthat the prolate-shape dominance is only found in the cav-
ial dynamical symmetry, and several classical and quanturity model. They considered the origin of the prolate-shape
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dominance to be the asymmetric manner of level fannings ishow that the modulations in quantum level density oscilla-
prolate and oblate sides which is unique to a potential withtions are clearly understood as the interference effecenf p
a sharp surface, and have shown that the above asymmetogic orbits with different lengths. This idea has been sssce
is explained from the different roles of interaction betwee fully applied to the problem of supershell structure in meta
single-particle levels in prolate and oblate sides[7]. lic clusters[1l]. Strutinsky et al.[12] applied periodichd
We expect that the semiclassical periodic-orbit theorytheory (POT)[L, 2] to the cavity model with spheroidal defor
(POT) holds the key for deeper understandings of above shethation and discussed the properties of deformed shell-struc
structures responsible for prolate-shape dominance. R POtures in medium-mass to heavy nuclei in terms of classical
semiclassical level density is expressed as the sum ofgierio periodic orbits[12]. Frisk made more extensive POT calcula
orbit (PO) contributions, tions to reproduce quantum level density by the semiclaksic
S5(E) formula[13]. He also suggested the relation between classi
- TTlg cal periodic orbits and prolate-oblate asymmetry in defm
9(E) =9(E)+ ZAB(E)C°S< R T) - @D shell structures, which might be responsible for the peslat
P shape dominance discussed above. Those works have proved

gis the average level density equivalent to that given by thdhe virtue of semiclassical POT for clear understandindnef t
Thomas-Fermi approximation, and the second term on thBroperties of finite quantum systems.

right-hand side gives the fluctuations aroundThe sum is It should be emphasized here that unique deformed shell
taken over all the classical periodic orbBswhich exist for ~ Structures are developed when the contributions of cepein
given energyE. Sg = f;p-dr is the action integral, and is riodic orbits are considerably enhanced. The magnitudesof t
the geometric phase index determined by the number of corshell effect is related to the amplitude faciy in Eq. (1.1).
jugate points along the orbit. Each orlifitchanges its size This amplitude factor has important dependency on thelstabi
and shape with increasing enery and the action integral 1ty Of the orbit, which is generally very sensitive to the @ot
Sg is, in general, a monotonically increasing functionfaf ~ tial parameters such as deformations. In particular, Eabi
Thus, each cosine term in the PO slimJ(1.1) is a regularly odactors sometimes exhibit significant enhancement at gierio
cillating function of energy whose period of oscillatio is orbit bifurcations, where new periodic orbits emerge fram a

given through the relation existing periodic orbit. Near the bifurcation point, class
orbits surrounding the stable periodic orbit form a quasipe
omh odic family, which makes a coherent contribution to the leve
08p ~ 5 OE ~2mh,  OE ~ ——, (1.2)  density. This is an important mechanism for the growth of
P deformed shell structures.
whereTy = 9S;/0E is time period of the orbiB. Therefore, A typical example is the so-called superdeformed shell

structure. It is known that single-particle spectra exhibi
markable shell effects at very large quadrupole-type defor
mation with an axis ratio around 2:1. In the anisotropic HO
model, this shell structure is related with the periodicitorb
condition; all the classical orbits become periodiomat= 2w,
and they make very large contribution to the level density-flu
tuation. In the cavity model, one also finds a significantishel

ffect around the 2:1 deformation, and it is related to the bi
furcations of equatorial periodic orbits through whichetir
dimensional (3D) periodic orbits emerge[14, 15]. It shoud
A2 S3(Er(N)) T interesting to explore_ the i_ntermediate situation betwiben
Esn(N) = z (T_) Ag cos(T — TB) , (1.3) above two limits, which might correspond to the actual nu-

B clear situation.
Our purpose in this paper is to understand the transition of

a gross shell structure (lar@é) is associated with short pe-
riodic orbits (smallTg).

The above fluctuation in the single-particle spectrum kging
about a fluctuation in energy of nuclei as functions of con-
stituent nucleon numbers. This fluctuation part, which wk ca
shell energyis calculated by removing the smooth part from
a sum of single-particle energies by means of the Strutinsk
method[3] 9]. In semiclassical theory, shell enegyN) is
given by the sum of periodic orbit contributionlas[10]

where the Fermi enerdyr (N) is determined by deformed shell structure from light to heavy nuclei in terms
of classical periodic orbits. This requires a mean field like

/’EF g(E)dE=N (1.4) WS potential model. Semiclassical quantizations in spheri
J—oo ' ) cal and deformed WS-like potentials have been examined in

Refs. [16) 1]7], but the relation between classical periodic
In Eq. (1.3), the contributions of long orbits are supprésse pits and quantum level densities has not been discussed. As
by the reduction faCtOWL{Z, and the property of shell en- we show, the WS potential inside the nuclear radRasis
ergy is essentially determined by a few shortest periodic ornicely approximated by a power-law potential which has sim-
bits. Therefore, it is sufficient to examine coarse-graiegdl  pler radial dependendé o r9. This approximation simpli-
density where one can exclude the contribution of long perifies both quantum and classical calculations and one has clea

odic orbits. guantum-classical correspondence via the Fourier tramsfo
The relation between coarse-grained quantum level densitijon technique[18].
oscillations and classical periodic orbits in the sphériea- Thus, in the current paper, we focus on the radial depen-

ity model was first discussed by Balian and Bloch[2]. Theydence of the mean-field potential (effect of surface diffuse



ness, described by tHé term in the Nilsson model) and ex-
amine the shell structures systematically as functiongfufrd
mation and surface diffuseness. As pointed out by Tajima et
al., spin-orbit coupling plays also an important role inlpte-
shape dominance. The effect of spin-orbit coupling will be
discussed in a forthcoming paper. =
This paper is organized as follows. In Sg¢. Il, we discussi
the quantum and classical properties of the power-law poten¢c .
tial model. The scaling properties of the model are desdribe =
and the Fourier transformation techniques are formulated.
Sect.[1ll, guantum mechanical densities of states and shell

structures in the spherical power-law potential are exachin 60 Byck-Pilt —— 1
Some analytic expressions for periodic orbit bifurcatiand powe"'a"Y “““ ‘ ‘ ‘
semiclassical formulas are given, and quantum-classaal ¢ 80 2 4 6 8 10
respondence is discussed. It will be shown that bifurcation r [fm]

of circular orbits bring about unique supershell struciuae
several values of radial parameter In Sec[1V, shell struc-
tures are examined against the spheroidal deformatiompara FIG. 1. Profiles of power-law potentials (2.3) fitted to thecBuPilt
eter. The semiclassical origin of prolate-oblate asymynetr Potentialsl(Z.) for mass numbeks= 4, 60 and 240. Values of radial
in deformed shell structures and prolate-shape dominaece aParameten are determined by Ed. (2.5).

investigated. The origins of superdeformed shell strigstur
are also examined. Special attention is paid to what we ca
“bridge orbit bifurcations.” Sectiof V is devoted to a sum-
mary and conclusion.

gtructure from the view point of quantum-classical coroesp
dence. For this purpose, we take the radial dependence of
the potential as“, which smoothly connects H@x(= 2) and
cavity (o = oo) potentials by varying the radial parameter

Vep(r) =~ Vu(r) = —W+ >

Ra

This power-law potential ¥, having a simple radial profile,
It is known that the central part of the nuclear mean-field!S €asy to treat in both quantum and classical mechanics in

potential is approximately given by the Woods-Saxon (WS)comparison with the WS/BP model. The inner regiort; R)
model, of the BP potential is nicely approximated by the power-law

potential (see Fid.]1).
Vins(r) = — W 2.1) In Fig.[d, the radial parameter is determined so that the
ws 1+exp{(r—Ra)/a}’ ' power-law potential best fit the inner region< Ra) of the
- , BP potential. As a simple local matching, one may equate
The depth of the potential W ~ 50 MeV, the surfaceldg'fuse- the derivatives of two potentials at the nuclear surfaeeRa,
ness isa~ 0.7 fm and the nuclear radius Ry ~ 1.3AY/3 fm : :
. ) , which gives (fora < Ra)

for a nucleus with mass numbaif1S]. The singularity of the
potential [2.11) at the origin can be removed by replacing the a ~ Ra/2a. (2.4)
WS potential with the Buck-Pilt (BP) potential[20]

II. THE POWER-LAW POTENTIAL MODEL W ( r )0’
(2.3)

A. Definition of the model

Thus, the radial parametearcontrols the surface diffuseness.
1+coshRa/a) 2.2) For a global fitting, we take more elaborate approach which
minimizes the volume integral of the squared potentialkdiff

coshr/a)+coshiRa/a)’
. : , . . enceinside the nuclear radiRs,
By using the BP potential whose radial profile is essentially

equivalent to the WS potential, one can consider semidalssi d (R . . 2
guantization without being concerned about the singylamit @/0 drr {V"(r’A) _VBP(r’A)} =0. (2.5)
classical orbits[16, 17]. For sma, the inner regionr(< Ra)

of these potentials can be approximated by a harmonic osci
lator (HO). For largeA, these potentials are fla¥ (= —W)
aroundr = 0 and sharply approaches zero around the surface, a ~ —0.62+0.68Ra/a, (2.6)
looking more like a square-well potential. In Ref.[12], the

shell energies of deformed WS potentials are compared witkvhich has qualitatively similar dependence on surfaceidéf
those for HO and infinite square-well (cavity) potential®-D nessa as the result of local fittind (2.4).

formed shell structures in the WS model are similar to thdse o Figurd 2 compares single-particle level diagrams for the BP
the HO model for light nuclei, while they are more like those and power-law potential models as functions of radial p&am
of the cavity model for medium-mass to heavy nuclei. Ourtera. We use the relatioh (2.6) to determiRgfor the WS po-
aim is to understand the above transition of deformed sheliential as a function ofr. Although the difference of the two

Vep(r) = -W

|'[he value ofa numerically obtained by Eq.(2.5) has an ap-
proximately linear dependence 8a/a,



TABLE I. Values of radial parametan, length unitR, and energy
unitU of the power-law potential (2.7) for nuclei with mass number
A. Nuclear radiuRs = 1.3AY3 fm, potential depttW = 50 MeV,
surface diffuseness= 0.7 fm, nucleon mask! = 938 MeV/cz, and
the relation[(2.6) are used.

>
2 A a R[fm] | U [MeV]
- 20 2.80 2.32 3.32
100 5.23 3.93 1.14
200 6.75 5.06 0.72
a malized to satisfy the volume conservation condition
1 n
| | | i [ 0,900 1, (2.8)
FIG. 2. Single-particle spectra for the spherical powar-{g”) po- 4.

tential and the Buck-Pilt (BP) potential as functions ofishgparam-

etera. Positive and negative parity levels & +) are respectively which guarantees the volume surrounded by equipotential su

plotted with solid and dashed lines for the power-law patraind face tfo be 'r!dep?nden(;pf deforrr;natlon. Under a Slljltat_)kescal
with filled and open dots for the BP potential. For the levdlshe _trans ormation _0 coor_ Inate_s,t e energy eigenvaluetemua
BP model [Z11), nuclear raditRy is determined by Eq[{2.6) as a IS fransformed into a dimensionless form,

function ofa. [—%Vﬁ#— (f(;’(p))a] Yu)=eP(u), (2.9

potentials becomes significant Bt> —20 MeV, the quan- by the choicel — h_Z/MRZ (note that the value dfi can be

tum spectra for these models show fairly nice agreements ug, .- arbitrarily, since the potential can be still adjdsby

to the F?rmi enerI%YEEEN _SS MeV) intwi?tehran?e O_f r?diag_t another parametdR), and dimensionless coordinatesand
parameterr (see Fig[R). Since most of the classical or IS energye defined by

have nonzero angular momentum and they do not reach the
outer bound of the potential due to centrifugal potentiag, t U r o E (2.10)
difference of the two potentials at> Ra is hindered in the o U '

R’ U
semiclassical quantization and it might not cause muclewiff _, _ i )
V§ represents a Laplacian with respect to the coordinate

ences in the quantum spectra up to a rather high energy. i !
d pe P g 9y Since Eq.[(2.0) does not include constants sudii,da$, Rand
Thus, we can employ this power-law potential model for the . . ;
L ! .~ h, one can consider the quantum eigenvalue problem indepen-
study of realistic shell structures of stable nuclei froghti

to heavy regions. For unstable nuclei, the difference of th dently on those values. Their absolute values are detednine

potentials ar > Ra and the effect of coupling to continuum %y fitting to the BP potential through the relation
states might become significant. U (RA) LYY

R

5
) ) The values ofr, RandU for severalA are listed in TablgI.
B. Scaling properties The scaling property of the system is particularly advan-
tageous in the analysis of classical dynamics. Since the po-
We have several great advantages by replacing the WS/Btential is a homogeneous function of coordinates, Hamigton
potential with the power-law potential. The power-law po- equations of motion have invariance under the followindesca
tential has useful scaling properties, which highly sifigdi  transformation:
our semiclassical analysis. In the following, we elimingite
constant term-W in Eg. (2.3) and consider the Hamiltonian

for a particle of mas#/ moving in the deformed power-law Therefore, classical phase-space structure is indepeofien
potential as energy. A phase-space trajectdry(t), po(t)) at energyEo is
transformed to a trajectory at different eneigypy

H(p,r)—%Jru{mr, 2.7) r(t)_(E>%

(p,r,t) — (c%p,c%r,c%_%t) as E—cE. (2.12)

/ E % /
ro(t)),  p(t) = <E—o> po(t).
Here,R andU are constants having dimension of length and

1.1
energy, respectively. The dimensionless functiéf, ¢) de- with t= (E) ¢ zt/_ (2.12)
termines the shape of the equipotential surface, and itris no



Thus we have the same set of periodic orbits in an arbitraryror the spherical case, one obtains the expression
energy surface related through the above scale transfiamat

In the following, we set the reference energyegt=U. The JeTe(E) = co(a)E2 +c1(a) (2.20)
action integral along a certain periodic orBiis expressed as 2./2 3 3
=2Y%g(1+2.2
E 3ta Co(a) m B( (1’2)7
SB(E):ﬁ(E)p.dr:SE(U)(U) =h1ge.  (2.13) @ At 11
o) - g (12 1)
In the last equation, we define dimensionless “scaled ehergy 12V2n a2
¢ and “scaled periodtg of periodic orbitB by and the average number of levels up to scaled enérig
£\ 33 S(U) given by
_ _ y _ N(&) = Feo(a)€® +eu(a)E (2.21)
The ordinary (hon-scaled) period of the orBiis then given 3
by In Fig.[3, the guantum mechanically calculated coarsengrhi
0S(E)  dg level density
TB ="JE Eﬁrﬁ (215) . . .
As one will see in the following part, it is convenient to ex- ar(€) = /df'g(gl) NiT s g (E-e)er

press periodic-orbit quantities in terms&fndr in place of

E andT. In HO-type potentialsd = 2), £ and 1 are pro- - z 1 o (E—&)?/2r? (2.22)
portional to ordinary energl and periodT, respectively. In T V2nlr
cavities @ = o0), they are proportional to momentumand
orbit lengthL, respectively. with smoothing width™ = 0.3 and the number of levels
N(E) = 29(5—&), (2.23)
1

C. Semiclassical level density

) ) ) ) are compared with those in ETF approximation. One sees that
Let us consider the single-particle level density for thegTr (TF) correctly describes the average properties of quan
Hamiltonian [2.Y). Average level densit(E) is given by  ym results. In these plots, the differences between ETF and

Thomas-Fermi (TF) approximation TF are invisibly small.
1 : Next we consider the fluctuating part by the use of semi-
grr(E) = —(Znﬁ)3 / dpdr o(E —H(p.r)) classical periodic-orbit theory[10]. Let us rewrite thade
N 3 3\ &3 formula [1.1) using scaled energy and scaled periods. The
—cve (_, _> iy (2.16) semiclassical formula for scaled-energy level densityxis e
ma “\a 2/ E pressed as

which is independent of deformation under volume conserva-

tion condition [2.8). B(s,t) represents Euler’s beta function &) =qi&) + - &)eos(nr E—Ev (204
defined by 9(8) = 9(€) %H;Anﬁ( ycos(ntpe — Zvg) . (2.24)

1
B(st) = / X711 —x)ttdx In the Hamiltonian system with no continuous symmetry, all
0 the periodic orbits are isolated from each other. For a ayste
By transforming energ¥ to a scaled energ§, one obtains  with continuous symmetry, e.g., a particle moving in an axi-
the scaled-energy level density ally symmetric potential, generic periodic orbits form axeo
dE 20 E tinuous family with respect to the symmetry transformation
9(&) = gz9E) = 2raf 9(E) (2.17)  and they are calledegeneraterbits. For arisolatedorbit 8

with n repetitions, the amplitude factor is given by the stan-

Using [2.16), the average part is given by dard Gutzwiller formuld[, 10],

_ 2V/2 3 3\ .,
=_'" -z . T dE T
q(&) == B(1+a,2)5 (2.18) A = B £

/ vy dE — M
Correction to the TF density is obtained by the extended i, /Idedt —Mp)i Y |dett —Mp)

Thomas-Fermi (ETF) theony[10, 121],

(2.25)

In the last equation, we used EQ. (2.19).3 represents the
1 oM\ V2 monodromy matrix[10, 22], which is a linearized Poincaré
96 \ B2 map defined by

0 [ vavy
— [dre(E-V)————.  (2.19) _ 0(ri(Tp),pL(Tp))
XaE/ O V) ey Me = 50 (0).p0)

getr(E) = grr(E)

(2.26)



(@) 1600 . . . . . The eigenvalues o1 (and therefore Tv) are independent
of a choice of Poincaré surface or a choice of canonicat vari

0a=4.0,r=0.3 X ) X
ables. These eigenvalues continuously vary as deformation
1200 changes, and it happens that they become unity at certain val
© ues of deformation, namely,= 0 in (a) orv= 0 in (b). At
5 those deformations, the Poincaré map acquires a new fixed
800 point in the direction of eigenvectdiz; belonging to the unit
eigenvector:
400 MdZy = 8Z;. (2.28)
In this way, periodic orbit bifurcation occurs atNlr= 2. The
(b) 13000 number of new emerging orbits is dependent on the type of
the bifurcation[23]. When a stable (unstable) orbit undesy
12500 pitchfork bifurcation, it turns unstable (stable) and a new sta-
ble (unstable) orbit emerges from it. When a stable orbit un-
¥ 12000 dergoeseriod-doublingbifurcation, a pair of stable and un-
= ‘ stable orbits will emerge.
11500 o In a three-dimensional Hamiltonian system, the size of the
— monodromy matrix become@ x 4). Under axial symme-
11000 try, periodic orbits degenerate with respect to the rotatio
49 495 50 505 51 and the monodromy matrix has unit eigenvalue correspond-

£ ing to the direction of the rotation. Thus, by removing the
rotational degrees of freedom, the stability of the orbiés
scribed by a2 x 2) symmetry-reduced monodromy matrix,
FIG. 3. Comparison of quantum (QM: solid line) and semidzds ~ and it has the same properties as in the two-dimensional case
(ETF: broken line) results for a spherical power-law pdtnwith For such degenerate orbits in the system with continuous sym
a = 4.0. In panel (a), coarse-grained quantum level denity §2.22metry, the trace formula is modified by what is caleedended
with smoothing width™ = 0.3, and ETF level density (2.P0) are dis- Gutzwiller theor§dd,[24]. The amplitude factor for the de-
played. In panel (b), the number of quantum levels belowestal generate orbit is proportional to the stability factor $anto
S_nerlgysd@) and the ETF average number of levéls (2.21) a%hat in [2.25), but with symmetry-reduced monodromy matrix
ISplayed. Mg. For fully degenerate orbits in an integrable system, one
can use the Berry-Tabor formula[25].
il \qn\[—1/2
where(r (t),p.(t)) are the local coordinates and momentad In general, the stability fath_'det(l N MB)| / has_strong .
perpendicular to the periodic orb& as functions of time, ependence on _th_e deformation parameter, and IS responsi-
ble for the sensitivity of shell structures to deformatiofike

andTg is the period of the primitive orbit. . . ;
In % two-dimensional autonomous Hamiltonian system,d'\/e"~:]ence Of. the Gutzwiller amplitude {2125) bas‘?d on the
monodromy matriM is a(2 x 2) real and symplectic matrix, standard stationary phase method can be remedied by im-

proved treatment of the trace integral in phase space (e.g.,

uniform approximations[26—28] and the improved statignar
MIMT =], J= 01 , phase method[15, 29]) and one can obtain finite amplitudes
-10 through the bifurcation processes. Those amplitudes some-

times show strong enhancement around the bifurcationqoint
and its_eigenvalues appear in one of the following threesince the monodromy matrix has a unit eigenvalue there, and
forms{10, 22]: a local family of quasi-periodic orbits is formed in the dire
tion of the eigenvectodzZ; belonging to the unit eigenvalue,
which make a coherent contribution to the level density.

One should, however, note that the above enhancement is
not always found for every bifurcations. The significance of
bifurcation depends on the normal form parameters which de-

() (—€",—e Y): hyperbolic with reflection, ™ = scribe nonlinear dynamics around the periodic orbit at ihe b

_2coshu< —2. furcation points. In Ref.[30], uniform approximation reme
dies the divergence problems which one encounters at bifur-
The orbit is stable in case (b) and otherwise unstable, and thcation points in the standard stationary phase methodhbut t
stability of the orbit is determined by the trace of monodyom obtained amplitude show no enhancement around there. In
matrix. The stability factor in EqL{2.25) is also deterndiiyy ~ Ref. [31], we found very strong enhancement of amplitude
the trace of the monodromy matrix: around the bifurcation point for one certain orbit, but taene
type of bifurcation in another orbit shows no enhancement. |
detl —Mpg) =2—-TrMg. (2.27)  our previous studies, we have shown that significant growth

(@) (e",e™Y): hyperbolic with no reflection, ™ =
2coshu > 2,

(b) (€¥,e~V): elliptic, TrM = 2cosy, | TrM| < 2,



of shell effects at a certain deformation is related withubif are available. In the following, we take the urfits M = R=
cations ofsimple shorperiodic orbits[14, 15, 29, 31, 32]. U = 1 for simplicity. Taking the orbits in théx,y) plane and
setting thez component of the angular momentumlje= K,

the two-dimensional effective Hamiltonian in polar coerdi
D. Fourier transformation technique nates is written as

2
The Fourier transformation technique is especially useful H= }p?'i‘veﬁ(r; K), Ver(r;K)=r%+ K_2 (3.1)
in studying classical-quantum correspondence in the syste 2 2r

with scale invariance. Let us consider the Fourier tramsfor The circular orbit (t) = rc (denoted by C) satisfies the condi-
of scaled-energy level density tion

F(r):/g(S)éffe-%Wf)ng. (2.29) (a;/eff) o 3.2)
. ).

In the integrand, Gaussian damping factor is included iriord

to exclude the level density at high enengl/>> 1 where the ~ from which one obtains, for energy,

numerically obtained single-particle spectra do not haneg 1a

precision. [ (Z_E) (3.3)
By inserting the quantum level densgy) = 5,,6(€ — &n) ¢ 2+a ’ '

into Eq. [2.29), one obtains
and the angular frequency

qu('[): eiTEn—%(VEn)z’ (2.30) -
En<Emax K 2E 27 a
. . . . ‘*’cz—zzva(z—) : (3.4)
which can be easily evaluated using quantum mechanically re +a

calculated energy eigenvalu¢s,}. On the other hand, by
inserting the semiclassical level density (2.24), one falyn
has the expression

Fl(r) =F(n)+ 7y B/2p 5 (—i0r)8,(T —ntg). (2.31)
nB

Thus, the scaled period of the orbit C is analytically givgn b

1
a

I+
rc_27'r\/5<2_i_ia>2 . (3.5)

The circular orbit is stable, andt) of the orbits in vicinities
Here,d,(2) represents a normalized Gaussian with wigth of the circular orbit oscillate around with angular frequency

1 -2 2 -7
— 2 0%V 2E 2
5,(2) e z, (232) .- (Wﬁ)rc_Mia(HZ) (m) . (36)

which coincides with Dirac’s delta function in the limjit— O.
Thus,F (1) should be a function possessing successive pea
at the scaled periods of classical periodic orbits ntg. [In
Eqg. (2.31), the argumedt of the amplitudeA(£) is formally Q. n

replaced with differential operatorid;. For an isolated or- o ve t2=- (3.7)
bit, the amplitude is a constant and the corresponding term

in Eq. (2.31) becomes a simple Gaussian. For a degenerafigr period m-uplingbifurcation. Here, a new orbit which os-
family of degeneraciC, the amplitude is proportional /2 cillatesn times in the radial direction when it rotatestimes
and the peak might not be exactly centered at the scaled aalong the orbit C emerges fromth repetition of orbit C. The
tion.] Therefore, by calculating the Fourier transformioét values ofa at such bifurcations are given by

guantum mechanical level density, one can extract informa-

léifurcations occur when the ratio of those two frequencies
andQ; becomes rational, namely,

tion on the significance of each periodic orbits contribgtio o — n_2 _o (3.8)
the semiclassical level density. The parameténplies the m? '
resolution of the periodic orbit in the Fourier transformorF 2714.... m=1
a better resolutio>n, a larger number of good quantum energy ’8’ ’17 28\ 41 ’
levels (up to€max < 2/y) are required. (Z) T (Z) R ,m=2
~ ) [/18\ 31 46 (63\ 82 103 3
ll. SPHERICAL POWER-LAW POTENTIALS (3) 979’ (3) g g MT

A. Classical periodic orbits

The numbers in parenthesis are those which already appeared
In the spherical power-law potential model, several simplen smallerm, corresponding to the repetitions of primitive or-
analytic descriptions for the properties of the periodioitsr  bits.



(7,3) (5,2) 3,1)

FIG. 4. Some short periodic orbita, m) in spherical power-law po-
tentials. They emerge from the circular orbit (shown withrakien
line) via periodm-upling bifurcations. The outermost circle repre-
sents the boundary of classically accessible region.

Figurel4 shows some periodic orbits m) emerging from
the circular orbit via periodn-upling bifurcations of circular
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that the Fourier peaks associated with the orbits are dirong
enhanced around those bifurcation points, indicated by ope
circles in Fig[5. This clearly illustrates the significanufe
periodic-orbit bifurcations to the enhancement of shééatf

One will also note that the maxima of the Fourier amplitudes
are slightly shifted towards post-bifurcation side as aegah
trend. Such shifts have been explained in the semiclassical
theory, which is extended to be able to treat bifurcatiorns, e

in the improved stationary-phase method[15, 29] and in the
uniform approximation[33].

C. Bifurcation enhancement effect to the shell structures

In order to see the effect of bifurcations of orbits (7,3),
(5,2), and (3,1), we examine the shell structurea at 4.0,
5.0, and 8.0 where the Fourier amplitudes corresponding to
the above orbits are most enhanced. Fiilire 6 shows the mod-
uli of Fourier amplitude$F (1)| for the above values of radial
parameten (the cross sectional view in Figl 5 along the ver-
tical lines at those values of). Figure T shows the oscillating
part of the coarse-grained level densities with two choafes
smoothing parametef, = 0.24 for extracting only the gross

orbit C. In the following subsections, we will show that the shell structures anfl = 0.12 for additional finer structures.

above bifurcations bring about unique shell structurestdue
the interference of shortest orbit and bifurcated orbitéctvh
manifest at certain values of radial parameter

In Fig.[@(a), one sees the largest (exceptier 0) peak
at T ~ 16.5, which corresponds to the third repetitions of
the circular orbit, 3C (& = 16.539), as well as orbit (7,3)

Another periodic orbit is the diameter orbit denoted by X. (t; ; = 16.410) bifurcated from 3C at = 31/9= 3.44. These

The scaled period of the orbit X is also given analytically;

x = 2V2B (1+ 1 1) . (3.9)

a’2

Inthe limita — 2, the orbits X and C make degenerate family

with scaled period = v/271. The diameter orbits in spherical
potential cause no bifurcations by varyiog

B. Fourier analysis of quantum level density

As discussed in SelC.TID, the Fourier transform of scaled- "

energy level densitg(€) will exhibit peaks at the scaled peri-

odsnrg of classical periodic orbits. We calculate the quantum

spectra by smoothly varying the radial parameteand take
the Fourier transform of the level density for eagh The
Fourier amplitude as a function af and scaled period is

shown in Fig[h. The scaled periods of classical periodic or-

bits are also drawn as functions af One finds an excel-

lent correspondence between Fourier peaks and classical pe
riodic orbits. The peak at = 0 corresponds to the average

level density, which in semiclassical theory is derivedriro
the contribution of theero-lengthor directtrajectory. Equally
spaced remarkably large peaks for= 2 are of a fully degen-
erate periodic orbit family (and its repetitions) in an regic
harmonic oscillator [limit of SU(3) symmetry]. If the is
slightly shifted from this value, the orbit family bifure into
circular orbit and diametric orbit families. With increagi
a, the circular orbit and its repetitions encounter suceessi

20

circular orbits
diameter orbits-------
bifurcated orbits
bifurcation points ©

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

FIG. 5. (Color online) Gray-scale plot of the Fourier trasfi of
quantum level density (2.80) as a function of radial par@metand
scaled period. The modulus of the Fourier transforif(7)| has a
large value in the dark region. Scaled periods of classiedabgdic
orbits g (ar) are also shown with lines as functionsef Bifurcation

bifurcations at the values given by EG_(3.8). One will seeP°ints(n.m) given by Eq.[(3.B) are indicated by open circles.
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FIG. 6. Moduli of Fourier transforms of quantum level dend&.30)
plotted as functions of scaled periodor (a) a = 4.0, (b) 5.0, and
(c) 8.0. The peaks associated with the periodic orbits dreldal by
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FIG. 8. Shell energy for (ayf = 4.0, (b) 5.0, and (c) 8.0, as func-
tions of the cubic root of particle number, taking accounthef spin
degeneracy factor.

their indices(n,m). (2,1) represents a diametric orbit, C represent a

circular orbit, andk(n, m) represents thkth repetition of the prim-
itive orbit (n,m). In panel (a), the scaled periods of (7,3) and 3C
orbits are so closed that the Fourier transform is not resblato
their individual peaks; the same for (5,2) and 2C orbits ingbdb),
and for (3,1) and C orbits in panel (c).

[(@a=40 "

X(e)le

FIG. 7. (Color online) Oscillating part of the coarse-geairscaled-
energy level densityg(€) divided by€ in the spherical power-law
potential model with (ax = 4.0, (b) 5.0 and (c) 8.0. Solid and
dashed lines show results with smoothing wifith= 0.12 and 0.24,
respectively. In panel (a), dots are placed with intedé@l= 0.38,
which approximately coincide with the positions of levelndity
maxima. The level density takes relatively larger valueghat
open dots. The dots in panels (b) and (c) are placed withvialter
0& = 0.54 and 0.97, respectively, which also coincide with the posi
tions of level density maxima. (Physically, the level dénsiinima
have more significance, but the supershell structures aezesl for
the maxima in these plots.)

orbits are expected to make dominant contributions in the pe
riodic orbit sum[(2.24), and the pitch of the level density os
cillation should be given by = 271/ 15 =~ 0.38. The oscillat-
ing level density shown in Fifl 7(a) has the period of oscilla
tion just as predicted above. One also note that the osaoitlat
is regularly modulated and the amplitude becomes relgtivel
large for every three oscillations. This is a typical supelis
structure caused by the interference of period-3 and period
orbits.

In Fig.[8(b), one sees a prominent peakrat 11.6 asso-
ciated with the second repetitions of the circular orbit, 2C
(21c = 11.690), as well as orbit (5,2)r§» = 11.609) bifur-
cated from 2C atr = 4. The contribution of these orbit to
the level density should be the oscillating function of edal
energy¢ with the periodd¢ ~ 0.54. The oscillating level den-
sity shown in Fig[V(b) has just the same period as predicted
above. One also notes that the supershell structure caysed b
the interference of period-2 and period-1 orbits is mantéfes

In Fig.[8(c), one sees a large peak at 6.5 associated with
the primitive circular orbit C {c = 6.499) and the orbit (3,1)
(131 = 6.479) bifurcated from C atr = 7. The contributions
of these orbits bring about the oscillation of the level digns
with periodd€ ~ 0.97. The calculated quantum level density
in Fig.[4(c) shows the behavior just as expected.

The above shell and supershell structures are also reflected
in the shell energy shown in Fifg] 8. In panels (a) and (b),
the subshell structures due to period-3 and period-2 qrigits
spectively, can be found for largé(NY/3 > 6), although they
are not so evident in comparison with those found in the level
density due to the reduction facw};‘2 in the trace formula
of shell energy[(1]3). In panel (c) of Figl 8, one sees a re-
markable enhancement of major shell effects compared with
the other panels. This is regarded as the result of bifumaati
enhancement effect of the circular orbit. Note that thegpilot
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FIG. 10. Single-particle level diagram for Hamiltonidn Rwith

spheroidal deformatiorf (4.1). Scaled-energy levels aottqul as
functions of deformation parametérdefined by Eq.[{4]2). Solid
and broken lines represents levels with even and odd psnigepec-

FIG. 9. Poincaré surface of sectidiix, px)|z= 0} for meridian-
plane orbits in spheroidal-shape potentials with axisorgti= v/3
(0 = 0.49) and with several values of radial parameterThe ori- i
gin (x = px = 0) corresponds to the orbit Z, and the outer boundaryVely-
corresponds to the orbit X.

axis), respectively, anBy is their spherical value. Taking ac-

Figs[7 andB are extended to laggandN (far beyond the re-  count of the volume conservation conditié R, = RS, we
gion of existing nuclei, but this may be meaningful for metal d€fine the deformation parameteas

lic clusters), where the above shell and supershell strestu _

become more evident. Unfortunately, the subshell strestur Ry =Roe %% R, =Roe?". (4.2)
for a = 4.0 and 5.0 in shell energies are not very prominentin
the existing nuclear region and they might disappear, afg.,
ter including the spin-orbit coupling, but the pronounckeels
effect for a ~ 8.0 might survive and be responsible for en-
hancement of shell effects in real nuclei around the medium
mass to heavy region.

It is related to the axis rati;) = R,/R, by n = €. The
spherical shapg = 1 corresponds td = 0 and prolate/oblate
superdeformed shapes= 2*1 correspond t&d = +In2 ~
+0.69. The system with spheroidal power-law potential is
nonintegrable except for two limitgy = 2 (HO) anda = co
(cavity). In Fig.[9, we show the Poincaré surface of section
for a = 2,5,20, andoo, each withn = /3 (8 ~ 0.49). Itis
found that some complex structures emerge in the Poincaré

IV." SPHEROIDAL DEFORMATIONS plots with increasingx > 2, and the surface becomes most
chaotic aroundr ~ 20, then it turns into simpler structure for
A. Shape parametrization and quantum spectra extremely largen.

Figure[ 10 shows the single-particle spectra as functions of
An axially symmetric anisotropic harmonic oscillator po- SPheroidal deformation paramet@r The value of radial pa-

tential system is integrable, and it has a spheroidal eqeipo Fameter is put ar = 5.0, corresponding to medium-mass nu-
tial surface. It is known that a spheroidal deformed cavity (  Clei. The degeneracies of levels at the spherical shapeare r
finite well potential) system is also integrable. For spiib ~ Solved and shell structure changes with varying deformatio

deformation, the Shape function is expressed as The level diagram is similar to what is obtained for MO or
WS/BP models without spin-orbit coupling. One of its char-
) ~1/2 acteristic features in comparison with the HO model is the
£(6) = sin” 6 co$ 0 (4.1) asymmetry of deformed shell structures in prolate and eblat
(RL/Ro)? * (Re/Ro)? sides. This asymmetry becomes more pronounced for larger

a, and it might be regarded as the origin of prolate-shape dom-
whereR; andR . representlengths of semiaxes of the spheroidnance in nuclear ground-state deformations. We shaludisc
which are parallel and perpendicular to the symmetry axis (the semiclassical origin of the above asymmetry in the follo
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(@) a=5p=03 (0) a=5p8-04 tion. Although the properties of classical motion are qdife
ferent from those in spheroidal potential, the deformed she
structures are very similar to each other. Thus, the above
difference of shape parametrization does not cause a seriou
difference in the gross shell structures at normal deforma-
tions. Notable effects of chaoticity in the quadrupole pete
tial can only be seen in the strong level repulsions at large
deformationg3, 2 0.3. Therefore, we shall only consider the
spheroidal deformation in the following analysis.

B. Prolate-oblate asymmetry in deformed shell structures

FIG. 11. Same as Fifl] 9 but for quadrupole deformatjgns- 0.3 ) )
and 04 with a = 5.0. Let us examine the properties of deformed shell structures

in the normal deformation regiond| < 0.3). As shown in
Figs.[10 and 12, single-particle spectra in a potential with
ing subsections. sharp surface show prolate-oblate asymmetry (in the sense
In order to see the dependence on shape parametrizdiscussed in Sec. |). Hamamoto and Mottelson[7] paid atten-
tion, we also calculated the deformed quantum spectra fation to the different ways of levdanning(from the terminol-
quadrupole deformation, which might be more popular in earogy used in Ref/[7]) in oblate and prolate sides; level fagni
lier studies: is considerably suppressed in the oblate side as compared to
1+ BoPy(cos) the proIate_side. Due to that suppres_sic_)n of level fannimgj) s
(4.3) structuresin the oblate shapes are similar to those of thersp

3/1 4 %[3224‘ 335[353 ical shape, and the system has a smaller chance to gain shell
energy by means of oblate deformation. This may explain the

The factor in the denominator arranges the conservation deature of prolate-shape dominance. They have shown that
volume surrounded by equipotential surface. Figuie 11 showhe above asymmetric way of level fanning can be understood
Poincaré surface of section for quadrupole deformatinrs  from the interaction between single-particle levels, wracts
0.3 and 04 with o = 5.0. Comparing with the Fig]9(b), one to suppress the level repulsions in the oblate side for a po-
will see that the particle motions in the quadrupole posnti tential with sharp surface. It clearly explains the fact e
are more chaotic than those in the spheroidal potential. asymmetry becomes more pronounced for heavier nuclej, e.g.

Figure[12 shows the level diagram for quadrupole deformain the Woods-Saxon modgel[12]. The same kind of asymmetry
is also found in the spectrum of the Nilsson model.

In the spheroidal power-law potential model, the asymme-
try in level fanning becomes more pronounced for lames
expected. In Fig._13(b), fannings of somklevels f and|
represent principal and azimuthal quantum numbers, respec
tively) are illustrated fom = 5.0. One sees that the level fan-
nings are considerably suppressed in the oblate side as in th
cavity potential.

It is interesting to note that, if we take the radial parame-
ter o < 2 (although it does not correspond to actual nuclear
situations), the way of level fanning becomes just oppdsite
the case ofr > 2. As one sees in Fig. 13(a), level spreading
is suppressed in the prolate side. We will discuss later if it
causes oblate-shape dominance.

Following the analysis in Ref.[7], we calculate the defor-
mation energy

f(6) =

Eqef(A,0) = E(A,8) —E(A,0) (4.4)

and compare the energies in prolate and oblate sides at each
‘ ‘ ‘ ‘ local minima. Here, we assume the same single-particle spec
-0.6 -0.4 -0.2 0 0.2 0.4 0.6 tra for neutrons and protons and only consitles Z even-

B even nuclei for simplicity. The sum of single-particle egies
for nucleus of mass numbéris given by

FIG. 12. Same as FiQILO but as functions of quadrupole defiom

n
paramete3;. Esp(A) = 4_213, A=N+Z=4n. (4.5)
i=
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FIG. 13. Fanning of single-particle levels 1h (dashed )reexd 1i

(solid lines) for (a)a = 1.1 and (b) 5.0. =

S
Using the Strutinsky method, the above energy can be desd (d) a=5.0 prolate —e—
composed into a smooth pdftp(A) and an oscillating part 10 L ‘ ___ Oblate —
OE(A). As in usual, we can expect that the above oscil- 3 4 5 6 AV

lating part represents the correct quantum shell effect of a

many-body system. In Strutinsky’s shell correction method

the smooth part is replaced with the phenomenologicaldiqui FiG. 14. (Color online) Deformation energiés {4.4) of pteland
drop model (LDM) energy to get the total many-body energyoblate states at each local minima. Deformation endgid) is
but here we try to extract the smooth part also from the singlecalculated as a function of deformatiénand its minimum values
particle energies. In mean-field approximation, the sipgle  for prolate and oblate sides are plotted with filled and opiesies,
ticle Hamiltonian is written as respectively.

h={+aq, (4.6)

A [a = 2.0, panel (b)], prolate and oblate deformed shell struc-
wheret andu'represent kinetic energy and mean-field potentures are symmetric and the deformation energies are compa-
tial, respectively, andi is currently given by the power-law rable with each other. Far > 2 [panels (c) and (d) of Fig.14],
potential. In this case, by the use of the Virial theorem, thethe deformation energies in the prolate side become canside
average of andu are in the ratio #) = a(0), and one ob-  ably lower than in the oblate side as the radial paranvetee-

tains comes larger. The power-law potential model thus reproduce
R a - 2 . correctly the feature of prolate-shape dominance in nuclea
O =5 ()= (4.7)  deformation.

+ a+ For a < 2, as shown in Fig_14(a), we find no indication

Therefore, the smooth (average) part of fabody energy is  of oblate-shape dominance in spite of the feature of level fa
given approximately by ning shown in Fig._13(a). One finds some lowest energy states

at oblate shaped ~ —0.3, but the difference in energies be-
P R a+1 - tween prolate and oblate minima are generally small. There-

<Zt' + 2 Z u > a+2 ESP(A) (4.8) fore, one cannot fully explain the prolate(oblate)-shapmaid

nance only by the ways of level fanning.
This expression will be valid for many-body systems interac  In order to analyze shape stability, we defiskell-
ing with two-body interaction. Thus, we evaluate théody  deformation energwsing the smooth part of the energy at
energy by spherical shape as a reference,

AE(A,3) =E(A,5) — E(A,0), (4.10)

with Egs. [4.8) and[(4]9). [Note that the second term on the
Figure[I4 compares the local minima of deformation en-ight-hand side of Eq[{4.10) is n&(A, ), so thatAE con-
ergies [[4.4) in prolate and oblate sides. At the HO valudains the smooth part of the deformation energy.] Fiduie 15

E(A) = SE2EA) + E(A) (4.9)
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(b)

A1/3

FIG. 15. (Color online) Contour plot of thebody shell-deformation ~ FIG. 16. (Color online) Contour plot of oscillating levelrusty for
energy [@ID) in the deformation-mass number D|(35L€’\1/3) for radial parameter (& = 1.1 and (b) 5.0 in deformation-energy plane

(@) a = 1.1 and (b) 5.0. Solid and dashed contour lines represent®:€)- For calculation of coarse-grained level density, smowghi
negative and positive values, respectively. Dots reptesgines of width A = 3.0 is taken. Solid and dashed contour lines represent

the deformation parameter at absolute energy minima fon éac negative and positive values, respectively. Thick sotiddirepresent
Thick solid curves represent constant-action liles {4faspridge ~ constant-action line§ (£113) for the bridge orbits M(1,1).
orbit M(1,1).

side, but the slope in the prolate side is not as small as in
the oblate side foo = 5.0 and the deformation energy min-
shows contour plots AAE for a = 1.1 and 50 as functions ima distribute mainly along the valley lines in the prolétées
of deformationd and mass numbek. They show some deep One can find rather deep energy minimaat —0.3 for par-
minima along thed = 0 axis at values ofA corresponding ticle numbers between the spherical magic numbers, but the
to spherical magic numbers. The energy valleys run througknergy difference between oblate and prolate local minima a
these minima and the deformation energy minima distributegenerally small. Thus, for an understanding of prolatgssha
along them. Foo = 5.0, the valley lines in th¢d, 1) plane  dominance, itis critical to explain the asymmetric behawio
have large slopes in the prolate side and deep energy mininthe slopes of the energy valleys.
are formed aroun@d ~ 0.2 for mass numbers at the middle  Since shell energy takes a deep negative value when the
of adjacent spherical magic numbers, while the valley linesingle-particle level density at the Fermi energy is lowus
are almost flat in the oblate side. This is essentially theesaminvestigate the coarse-grained single-particle levekiigras
behavior as what Frisk found for the spheroidal cavity[13].functions of energy and deformation. Figlird 16 shows the
For a = 1.1, the valley lines have larger slope in the oblateoscillating part of course-grained single-particle levehsity
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for a = 1.1 and 50 plotted as functions of deformati@dnand  submerging into the symmetry-axis orbit at last.) In thigywa
scaled energy¥. They show regular ridge-valley structures the hyperbolic orbits make bridges between the equatarihl a
similar to the shell energy. Therefore, for an understamdin symmetry-axis orbits, and we shall call those hyperbolic or

of prolate-shape dominance, it is essential to investifjae bits “bridge orbits"[33| 34]. With increasing, periods of the
origin of the above ridge-valley structures in the deformedequatorial orbit decrease while that of the symmetry-asbg o

single-particle level density. For the spheroidal cavitygm-
tial, Frisk ascribed it to the change of the action integaidag
the triangular and rhomboidal orbits in the meridian pldoe,

increases. At each crossing point of the periods (or actions
of repeated equatorial and symmetry-axis orbits, bridga®or
exist to intervene between them.

which the volume conservation condition plays an important Accordingly, we shall classify periodic orbits in the
role[13]. We are going to study the case of the more realisticpheroidal power-law potential into the following four gps:

power-law potential.

In the following subsections, we will show that the above
ridge-valley structure can be explained in connection with
classical periodic orbits using semiclassical periodiaiahe-
ory. The thick solid curves in Figh. 115 ahd| 16 represent the
semiclassical prediction of the valley lines which will bis-d
cussed in Se€. IVD.

C. Periodic orbits in spheroidal potential

In order to examine the semiclassical origin of the above
asymmetry in a deformed shell structure using periodictorbi
theory, we first consider the properties of classical péciod
orbits in the spheroidal power-law potential and their i+
tions. For the spherical potential, all the periodic orlaite
planar and degenerate with respect to rotations. The degree
of degeneracy for the orbit family is described by degener-
acy parametek’ which represents the number of independent
continuous parameters required to specify a certain anbit i
the family. The maximum value of is equal to the num-
ber of independent symmetric transformations of the system
The isolated orbits havk€ = 0. In the spherical cavity po-
tential, degeneracy parameterkis= 3 for generic periodic
orbits, andiC = 2 for diametric and circular orbits which are
transformed onto themselves by one of the rotations. If the
spheroidal deformation is added to the potential, gendaic p
nar orbits bifurcate into two branches: One is the orbit i th
equatorial plane and the other is the orbit in the meridiangl
(the plane containing the symmetry axis). All but two excep-
tional orbits degenerate with respect to the rotation abwait
symmetry axis, and the degeneracy parametgris 1. The
diametric orbit bifurcate into degenerate family of equizio
diametric orbits £ = 1) and an isolated diametric orbit along
the symmetry axisk{ = 0). The circular orbit bifurcates into
an isolated equatorial circular orbi€(= 0) and an oval-shape
orbit in the meridian planeX{ = 1). With increasing defor-
mation towards prolate sid® > 0), the equatorial orbits un-
dergo successive periodgupling bifurcations and new 3D or-
bits emerge. In the oblate side, the diametric orbit alorg th
symmetry axis undergoes successive penegpling bifurca-
tions and generates new meridian-plane orbits. These new-
born 3D and meridian-plane orbits have hyperbolic caustics
and are sometimes call&égperbolic orbits

It is very interesting to note that the above new-born hy-
perbolic orbits from equatorial orbits are distorted tosgar

i)

ii)

iv)

i) Isolated orbit(/C = 0): This group consists of the dia-
metric orbit along the symmetry axigéxis), denoted
Z, and the circular orbit in the equatorial plane, denoted
EC. Orbit EC is stable both in the prolate and oblate
sides, whose repeated perimelipling bifurcations gen-
erate 3D bridge orbits. Orbit Z is stable in the oblate
side and undergoes successive penwdpling bifur-
cations, while its stability alternates in the prolate side
with repeated bifurcations which absorb bridge orbits.

Equatorial-plane orbit(/C = 1): This corresponds to
the equatorial-plane branch of the deformation-induced
bifurcation. They have the same shapes as those in the
spherical potential shown in Figl 4. They are denoted
E(k,m), wherek is the number of vertices (corners) and
mis the number of rotation. The diametric orbit is spe-
cially denoted X (which includes the orbits along the
axis).

Meridian-plane orbitg/C = 1): This corresponds to the
meridian-plane branch of the deformation-induced bi-
furcation. They survive up to any large deformation,
keeping their original geometries.

Bridge orbits(C = 1): These orbits emerge from the
bifurcations of equatorial orbits. Meridian-plane orbits
emerge from diametric orbits and submerge into repeti-
tions of orbit Z. Nonplanar 3D orbits emerge from non-
diametric equatorial orbits, and they also submerge into
the orbit Z. Some of them submerge into other bridge
orbits before submerging into Z. The meridian-plane
bridge which rests betweenX (mth repetition of X)
andnZ (nth repetition of Z) is denoted kn,n). Ex-
cept for the M(1,1) bridge, a pair of stable and unsta-
ble bridge orbits emerge, and are denoterivh)s and
M(m,n)y, respectively. 3D bridge @n,m,n) emerges
via pitchfork bifurcation of equatoriahEC (mth rep-
etitions of EC), and submerges into(M,n) orbit be-
fore finally submerging intmZ. The other 3D bridges
intervening between equatoria(Em) andnZ emerge

as a stable and unstable pair, and are denoted as
B(k,m,n)sy. With increasing deformation, they first
submerge into 3D bridge @1, m,n), which will sub-
merge into Mm, n) and finally intonZ.

Figure[1T shows the bifurcation diagram for bridge orbit

the symmetry axis with increasing deformation and finallyM(1,1) for a = 3.0. The traces of2 x 2) symmetry-reduced
submerge into the diametric orbit along the symmetry axismonodromy matrices for relevant periodic orbits are pbbtte
(Some 3D orbits submerge into other hyperbolic orbits lefor as functions of deformation parameter The K = 1 family
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4 : : : : erate family)B dominates the periodic orbit sum, namely,

M 0g(€) =~ Agcoy €13 — FVp). (4.11)

Then, the valley lines of level density should run along the
curves where the above cosine function takes the minimum
value—1, namely,

1=
= €15~ Jvg=(2n+ )M n=0,1,2 (4.12)
R A A B 2 B~ ) =y L4 .
2 In Fig.[18, we plot these constant-action lines
3 — X y 2n+1+3vg)m
,,,,,,,, X g (2Nt 1+3vp)m (4.13)
Y Bl (O . . 15(3)
0.4 0.2 0 0.2 0.4 ) ) o
5 for bridge orbit M(1,1). We see that the constant-actioesin

of the bridge orbit nicely explain the ridge-valley struetu

in the quantum level density. The slight disagreement of
FIG. 17. Bifurcation diagram for the M(1,1) bridge orbittveen the  constant-action lines and the bottom of the energy valleys
X and Z orbits fora = 3.0. Traces of the symmetry-reduced mon- might be due to interference between other PO contributions

odromy matrixM are plotted as functions of deformation parame-  The shell energy is also given by the periodic-orbit contri-
ter 3. Bifurcation points (TM = 2) are indicated by open circles. |y tion as

Shapes of the periodic orbits as well as the equipotentiéhce are

also shown. AB n
0E(N) = 2 cog&r (N) 1 — Fvgl, (4.14)

B

of equatorial diameter orbits X undergoes pitchfork bifrc where & represents Fermi level, which is approximately
tion atd = —0.34 and a family of oval-shape meridian-plane given by
orbits M(1,1) emerge. In the limid — 0, the shape of the
M(1,1) orbit approaches a circle, and it associates wittaequ Er(N) ~ [3N/Co(0!)]1/3 (4.15)
torial circular orbit EC to form & = 2 family. Atd > 0 it
bifurcates into an equatorial EC and a meridian M(1,1) fam-which is derived from the leading term of E§. (2.21). Thus,
ily again. The meridian branch submerges into the orbit Z athe shell energy takes large negative values along theannst
0 = 0.34 via pitchfork bifurcation. Thus, the orbits M(1,1) action lines for dominant orbjs:
make a bridge between two diametric orbits X and Z. 13 L

In the HO limit, a — 2, the bridge shrinks to a crossing &~ ( 3 é) _ (@n+1+5vp)m (4.16)
point of X and Z orbits and can exist only &t= 0 (spherical co(a) 4 3(9) ' '
shape), where they altogether form a degendtate2 family.
With increasinga, the bridge orbit exists in a wider range 'n Fig.[13, we also plot the above constant-action lines for
of deformation over the crossing point. In the cavity limit, Pridge orbits M(1,1) with thick solid lines. They satisfact
a — oo, this orbit approaches the So-ca|Meping orbitor rlly eXplain the Valley lines of shell energy. Distributiaf

Whispering ga”ery orbitwhich runs a|ong the boundary_ deformed shell energy minima in F@]lS are thus understood
as the effect of bridge orbit contribution.

For a > 2, bridge orbits appear upward from the crossing
point of two diametric orbits X and Z in th@, T) plane. Note
D. Semiclassical origin of prolate-oblate asymmetry that the scaled action of orbit Z has a larger slope than that o
orbit X in the (9, 1) plane. This difference comes from the fact

To see the effect of the above bifurcation on the shell strucEhat the lengths of semiaxBg andR_ in a volume-conserved

ture, we calculate Fourier transform of level density (.30 sphermdql body are propo_rtlonal to the different powers of
: . eformation paramete¥ as in Eq.[[4.R2). The scaled period

\l/:wth _the obtained guantum spectra. In Hig] 18, modulus Oﬂf the diametric orbit along thi¢h axis is proportional to the
ourier transfornjF (7, )| is shown in a gray-scale plot as a lenath of di o,

function of deformatiord and scaled period. Scaled periods ength of corresponding semia

of classical periodic orbitsz (0) are also drawn by lines. One bR

sees a nice correspondence between the quantum Fourier am- i=T Ry’

plitude and classical periodic orbits. Particularly, oaa éind

significant peaks along the bridge orbit M(1,1), which indi- wherer§ is the scaled period of the diametric orbit at spheri-

cate that the shell structure in the normal deformationoregi cal shape. Using EJ._(4.2), one has

is mainly determined by the contribution of this bridge orbi

Let us assume that a contribution of single orbit (or degen- Tx = rge*%‘s, 7= rge%5. (4.17)
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FIG. 19. (Color online) Contour plot of oscillating level sty for
radial parameten = 5.0 around a prolate superdeformed region.
Smoothing widthI™ = 0.2 is used. Solid and dashed contour lines
represent negative and positive values, respectivelycKkTdotted,
dashed and solid lines represent constant action lines)(4flperi-
odic orhits 2X, M(2,1), and B(2,2,1), respectively.

Fora < 2, a bridge orbit appear in the opposite side of the
crossing point and its slope becomes larger in the oblage sid
a=5.0 This also explains the profile of valley lines in level dewnsit

0 I ———————— and shell energy fom = 1.1 as shown in Fig§. 16(a) ahd 15(a).

-0.8 -06 -04 -0.2 0 02 04 06 08

E. Superdeformed shell structures

FIG. 18. (Color online) Modulus of the Fourier transform bgt
level density is shown by gray-scale plot as a function obdaation
parameted and scaled period. Scaled periods of classical periodic
orbits are also displayed.

In the axially deformed harmonic oscillator (HO) potential
model, one sees simultaneous degeneracy of many energy lev-
els at rational axis ratios. The HO model is often used for the
nuclear mean-field potential in the limit of light nuclei. In
the HO model, superdeformation is explained as the result of
strong level bunching at axis ratio 2:1. A search for much
Therefore, the bridge between X and Z orbits has a large sloparger deformation originated from the strong level bunch-
in the prolate side while it is almost flat in the oblate sideisST  ing at axis ratio 3:1 (sometimes referred tohgperdeforma-
clearly explains the profile of ridge-valley structureséndl  tion) has also been a challenging experimental and theoreti-
density and shell energy. With increasiagtriangular- and cal problem. On the other hand, the spheroidal cavity model,
square-type orbits emerge at= 7 and 14, respectively, via which is used as the limit of potential for heavy nuclei, also
theisochronousbifurcations of the circular orbit [see Ef.(B.8) shows superdeformed shell structures, while the shelteffe
for m= 1] for spherical shape. With spheroidal deformation,is much weaker than that found in the oscillator model. In
they bifurcate into equatorial and meridian branches, Wwhic the spheroidal cavity model, superdeformed shell strestur
are both singly degenerated due to the axial symmetry. Faare intimately related with emergence of meridian and 3D or-
finite a, they submerge into oval orbits and finally into dia- bits which oscillate twice in the short axis direction wihey
metric orbits at large deformations. In this sense, theyam®  oscillate once in the long-axis direction, just as the degen
bridge orbits intervening between two diametric orbitse3éa  ate 3D orbits in the 2:1 axially-deformed HO potential[14].
meridian orbits survive up to larger deformation with irese ~ One may expect to haveumifiedsemiclassical understanding
ing a, and in the cavity limit § — o), they survive for any of the origin of superdeformed shell structures found in the
large deformation. Therefore, the meridian orbits in thetga  above two limiting cases by connecting them with the power-
potential can be regarded as a limit of bridge orbits. Thus wdaw potential model.
see that Frisk’s argument for a spheroidal cavity syste§l3 Figure[I9 shows the oscillating part of the coarse-grained
continuously extended to the case of finite diffuseness. level density for radial parameter = 5.0 and deformation
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d around a superdeformed region. It clearly show that new 5 — , , , , ,
regularities in shell structure are formed at a superdedéorm
region. The valley lines are up-going tdl ~ 0.5, and they 4r
bend down around ~ 0.6. One sees another deep minima at
0 2 0.7. Let us examine their semiclassical origins. 3r
Fora > 2, one finds bridge orbits M(2,1) which intervenes )
between orbits 2X (second repetitions of X) and Z. Fidurde 20
is the bifurcation diagram for the orbits relevant to this bi =z L
furcation, calculated foor = 3.0. The orbit X undergoes a =
period-doubling bifurcation ad = 0.55 and there emerges a 0k
pair of bridge orbits M2, 1)s (stable) and M2, 1), (unstable).
They have shapes of a boomerang and a butterfly as shown in r T
Fig.[20. With increasing), those orbits are distorted toward ol o %X
the z axis and finally submerge into the orbit Z at different — M(2,1)%
values ofd via pitchfork bifurcations. gL M@ . . .
For largera, various equatorial orbits appear as shown in 05 06 07 08 09 1
Fig.[4, and they also undergo bifurcations by imposing defor o

mation. Each of those bifurcations will generate a pair of 3D
bridge orbits, which are also distorted toward the symmetry ) _ _
axis by increasing and finally submerge into Z. Figufel21 F!G- 20._Same as Fig. 17 but for the M(2,1) bridge orbit betwee
shows some 3D bridge orbits important for superdeformed @nd Z; “2X” represents the second repetition of X. The aadi
shell structures foor — 5.0. Equatorial circular orbit EC un- Parameter = 3.0 is used. A pair of bridge orbits emerge&t-

. S . L . 0.55 via period-doubling bifurcation. The unstable branc{2M)y
dergoes a period-doubling bifurcation, which is pecube8D 4 staple branch \2, 1)s submerge into Z a6 — 0.80 and 0.97,
systems, and generates 3D bridge orbit B(2,2,1). Equatorigegpectively, via pitch;‘ork bifurcations.
orbit E(5,2) undergoes a nongeneric period-doubling béur
tion and a pair of 3D bridge orbits(B, 2,1)s, emerge. All the
above 3D orbits finally submerge into the Z orbit by incregsin (@) &
deformationd. See the Appendix for a detailed description of )
these 3D bridge orbit bifurcations.

Figure[22 shows the Fourier transform of scaled-energy
level density fora = 5.0 around a superdeformed region. The 1
scaled periods of classical periodic orbits are also draitim w
lines. The Fourier amplitude shows remarkable enhancement
along the bridge orbits M(2,1) and B(5,2,1), indicatingithe 1
significant roles in superdeformed shell structures. -2

The constant action line§ (4]13) for M(2,1) and B(2,2,1)
are shown in Fig._19 with thick solid and broken lines. They
perfectly explain the ridge-valley structures of quantenel
densities. This shows the significant roles of bifurcations
of M(2,1) and Bn,2,1) orbits for enhanced shell effects at
0 ~0.5and 0.7, respectively.

M(2,1) and B(2,2,1) orbits shrink to the crossing point of
2X (2EC) and Z orbits in the HO limity — 2, and turn into a
K = 4 degenerate family. With increasiog the deformation
range in which a bridge orbit can exist becomes wider. There-
fore, the bifurcation deformation of the orbits 2X and 2EC
becomes smaller with increasinng and the effect of these
orbits takes place at smaller deformation. This may explain
the experimental fact that deformations of the superdedéorm
states are smaller for heavier nuclei; e., 0.6 for the Dy
region ang3; = 0.4-05 for the Hg region[35, 36]. In the cav-
ity limit o — oo, the two meridian orbits M(2,1) and the two
3D orbits Bf,2,1) respectively join to forniC = 1 families,
which survive for arbitrary large deformations.[14, 37] . )

In conclusion, the highly degenerate family of orbits in the F/G- 21. 3D orbits responsible for the superdeformed shaics
rational HO potentiald = 2) areresolvedata > 2 into two (W€ atd ~ 0.7 anda = 5. 3D plots and projections ofx.y),

o . v . (x,z), and(y,z) planes are shown as well as equipotential surfaces.
orbits: equatorial and symmetry-axis orbits that have feweB(57 5 1)s and B(5,2, 1) are a pair of stable and unstable 3D orbits

degene_rac_:ies, _ar_1d the bridg_e orbit which mediates betwegp,; emerged from equatorial orbit E(5,2). B(2,2,1) emerfyem
them within a finite deformation range. The “length” of the ¢ second repetition of the equatorial circular orbit, 2EC

0.69 (b) =0.69

2

2} ’
B(2,2,1)
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11 ‘ ‘ , ‘ ‘ , _ cussed by Frisk. Our results elucidate that the essenceof th
semiclassical origin of prolate-shape dominance in théav
model also applies to the more realistic power-law poténtia
model. The semiclassical origin of superdeformed sheltstr
tures which have been discussed separately for oscillatbr a
cavity models are continuously connected via bridge ofrbits
power-law potential models.

In this paper we have explored the contribution of peri-
odic orbits via Fourier transform of the quantum level den-
sity. In order to clarify the role of periodic-orbit bifurtan
to the level density, it is important to establish a semailkzd
method with which we can evaluate contribution of classical
periodic orbits in the bifurcation region. Some prelimines-
sults for the spherical power-law potential using the inveib

é stationary phase method have been reported in Ref. [38]. Ap-
plication of a uniform approximation to this problem is also
FIG. 22. (Color online) Gray-scale plot of the Fourier trfams of in progress.
the quantum level density (2130) for radial parameter 5.0 as a Another important subject is the inclusion of spin degrees
';';S;'gpt?;r?;;?mﬁggrz ?;d Scalfd pe”ﬁd' dThlf mo.dulus:rgg;e of freedom. Since the nuclear mean field has strong spirt-orbi

: ; a large value in the dark region. € coupling, it should be crucial to take account of its effext t
periods of classical periodic orbitg are displayed with lines. Their " .
bifurcation points are indicated by open circles. anal_yzg realistic nuclear shell structures. It is shown tina

qualitative characters of deformed shell structures argeny
sensitive to the spin-orbit couplingl12]; however, it ipoeted
that the prolate-shape dominance in nuclear ground-state d

bridge in the(d, T) plane grows with radial parametet and o . . - :
the superdeformed shell structures are formed in smaller formation is realized after strong correlation with sugatif-

large a, corresponding to heavier nuclei, due to the Strongfuseneds?hand S%'nl'?_:b't q:ltt)upllngt. m subsequten:r\]/vork,.\Me Vg'.t
shell effect brought about by the bridge-orbit bifurcatidn expand the model Ramiltonian 1o incorporaté the spin-orbi

thea — oo limit, some of the simplest bridge orbits coincide potential and_discuss the nuclear problems which are MOS.EI
with meridian and 3D orbits emerging from the bifurcation relqted to spin degrees qf freedom due to the strong spin-
of equatorial orbits a — 0.5-06 which play a significant prb|t co_upllng. Some preliminary results have been reporte
role in superdeformed shell structures in the spheroidatyca in Ref. [18].

model[14, 15]. Thus, the semiclassical origins of superde-

formed and hyperdeformed shell structures in the HO and the

cavity models are unified as the two limiting cases of the con- ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
tribution of bridge-orbit bifurcations in power-law potead
model. The author thanks K. Matsuyanagi, M. Brack, A.G. Mag-

ner, Y.R. Shimizu, and N. Tajima for discussions.

V. SUMMARY
Appendix: Bifurcations of 3D bridge orbits

We have made a semiclassical analysis of deformed shell
structures with the radial power-law potential model, whic ~ For a periodic orbit in a 2D autonomous Hamiltonian sys-
we introduce as a realistic nuclear mean-field model (excegem, one can examine its bifurcation scenario by evaluating
for the lack of a spin-orbit term in the current version) for the trace of(2 x 2) monodromy matrix as a function of con-
stable nuclei in place of WS/BP models. We have showrirol parameter such as deformation, strength of externidl fie
that bridge orbits mediating equatorial and symmetry-axir energy. 3D orbits in an axially symmetric potential have
orbits play a significant role in normal and superdeformeda (2 x 2) symmetry-reduced monodromy matrix, but the ig-
shell structures. Particularly, prolate-oblate asymynetide-  nored degree of freedom corresponding to symmetric rotatio
formed shell structures, which is responsible for the geola also plays a role in bifurcation.
dominance in nuclear deformations, is clearly underst@od a Figurd23 shows a bifurcation diagram of periodic orbits re-
the asymmetric slopes of bridge orbits in tlde 1) plane. This  sponsible for superdeformed shell structuresifes 5.0. The
asymmetry grows with increasing radial parameterand  orbit X undergoes a period-doubling bifurcationdat 0.42
thus with increasing mass numb&rwhich explains the fact and generates a pair of bridgeg21), and M(2,1)s, which
that the prolate dominance is more remarkable in heavier nisubmerge into the orbit Z @& = 0.78 and 0.94, respectively.
clei. Some of these bridge orbits coincide with triangulaadt a Equatorial circular orbit EC undergoes a period-doubliig b
rhomboidal orbits in the cavity limir = oo, whose significant  furcation atd = 0.6 and generates 3D bridge B(2,2,1), which
contribution to the coarse-grained level density in a spidat  submerges into B, 1)s at d = 0.77 before finally submerg-
cavity and their roles in prolate-shape dominance were dising into Z. Since EC is isolated, the monodromy matrix has
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(@) 10 , , , , , size (4 x 4) and its four eigenvalues consists of two conju-
M2.2)u gate/reciprocal pairs. One pair a¥€"c, which represent sta-
8 BN 1 bility against displacement in the equatorial plane, whade
ues are independent of deformatién2EC(1) in Fig.[23].
61 T The other pairet'Vz, which represent stability against dis-
4 e V5 ] placement toward the off-planar direction, change thelr va
= E(5.2) B(22.1) \ ues as a function of deformation [2EC(2) in Hig] 23(b)]. Bi-
T2 <l — / , furcation occurs when the latter eigenvalues become unity
4\ ﬁ\% / ,X (vz=0). The monodromy matrix of bridge B(2,2,1) has eigen-
O pro et - B - M(2.1)s / values(eVe e~Ve 1 1) at its birth, and the first two eigenval-
> 2EC() , \\\4,,———1\ / ues change with increasing deformation. Therefore, the-bif
/ cation point does not correspond toMr= 2 for this bifur-
. ‘ - ‘ ‘ ‘ cation. The orbit B(2,2,1) submerge into M(2,1)at 0.77.
03 04,/ 05 06 07 08 09 1 This bifurcation point does not correspond tdVl'= 2, either.
/ ] P Here, with decreasing, the mother orbit M2, 1)s pushes out
(b) 3 : : : : : — 2.1 2.00005 a new orbit B(2,2,1) in the direction of the eigenvectoMf
belonging to one of the unit eigenvalues (other than the one
which corresponds to the rotation about the symmetry axis).
2 T — 2.0 4 2.00000 In general, the real symplectic matik can be transformed
E(5,2F into a Jordan canonical form by a suitable orthogonal trans-
formation, and itg2 x 2) sub-block associated with the unit
Z 1L 11.9J1.99995 eigenvalue generally has off-diagonal element
. /2EC(2f
o/ e E: 1v
J2EC) ) M~ 01
| N
: —17

-1 L L L
054 056 058 06 0.62 0.64 O.
1

66

For finite v, there is only one eigenvector belonging to the
unit eigenvalue, corresponding to the direction of symmet-
ric rotation. This off-diagonal element varies as a functd

FIG. 23. Bifurcation diagram for periodic orbits around perde- : ' A _ ‘
formed region for = 5.0. Values of traces of the symmetry-reduced deformation, and vanishes at the bifurcation point, whére
monodromy matrices are plotted as functions of deformgiamam- ~ acquires a new eigenvector perpendicular to the former one.
eterd. Panel (b) is the magnified plot of the rectangular regioi-ind Here, the symmetry-reduced monodromy mahdibgenerally
cated in panel (a). For the orbit 2EC, traces of (& 2) sub-blocks  does not have unit eigenvalues. This is what occurs in the cas

in a total(4 x 4) monodromy matrix, denoted by 2EC(1) and 2EC(2), of a 3D orbit bifurcation in an axially symmetric potential,
are plotted (see text). In panel (b),Mrfor orbits marked * and **

are plotted in different scales indicated on the right eaitaxis.

which is not detected from the trace of a symmetry-reduced
monodromy matrix.
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