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The lowest excited states of *C and O nuclei within a
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Abstract

We study the ground and the first excited 0 states of two mirror nuclei
14C and O within a five-cluster model (three alpha-particles and two extra
nucleons) with the use of high accuracy variational approach with Gaussian
bases. The first excited 0% state of these nuclei is shown to be connected
with a change of the structure of the two-nucleon subsystem moving in the
field of the 2C cluster. The density distributions, electric form factors (both
the elastic and transition ones), pair correlation functions, and the momen-
tum distributions of the constituent particles are found. The most probable
shapes of five-cluster systems are revealed.

Keywords:

Cluster model, cluster-cluster interaction, Coulomb interaction, five-cluster
model, mirror nuclei, resonance states

PACS: 21.60.Gx, 21.60.-n, 24.10.-i

1. Introduction

Cluster models are powerful tools to study a large verity of atomic nuclei
and nuclear reactions. They constantly demonstrate their ability to describe
and to interpret numerous phenomena in atomic nuclei observed both in
scientific laboratories and the Universe. They also allowed one to predict
interesting properties of nuclei or nuclear reactions. New developments of
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cluster models, their effectiveness and new results obtained are thoroughly
discussed in the following reviews [1I, 2, [3], 4], 51 6, [7) [§].

To provide more adequate description of nuclear structure and nuclear
processes, cluster models are subject for a permanent improvement and ad-
vancing, which, for instance, include more and more clusters and application
to study nuclei with a large excess of protons or neutrons. By including
more clusters and consequently more channels into consideration one faces
with bulky calculations, which are also complicated by the Pauli principle.
There were formulated some methods to reduce calculations associated with
the Pauli principle. One of the most famous methods is the orthogonality
condition method suggested by S. Saito [9, [10]. This method significantly
reduces computational efforts and provides a reasonable description of nu-
clear structure and reactions. There are also further simplifications when
clusters are considered to be structureless particles and cluster-cluster inter-
actions are modelled by some effective interactions. Such a type of cluster
models does not require tremendous calculations and allows one to reveal
some interesting phenomena which can be confirmed in more sophisticated
calculations.

We consider the structure of 14C and *O within a five-body model. These
nuclei are presented as a configuration a + a + a4+ N + N. This five-cluster
configuration allows one, in principle, to analyze the structure of *C and
0O nuclei as consisting from different subsystems. First, such a cluster
configuration allows one to consider these nuclei as a core 2C comprised of
three alpha-particles and two valence nucleons (neutrons or protons). Thus
our model accounts for a more flexible description of the '2C inside the nuclei
14C and MO, since the shape of triangle connecting the centers of mass of
three alpha-particles can be varied by valence neutrons (protons). Second,
one can consider the nucleus C (10) as a “core” ®He(°Be) surrounded by
two alpha-particles. In this case, triangle connecting center of mass of an
alpha-particle and two valence neutrons can be essentially deformed by two
valence alpha-particles.

In the present paper we are going to study the ground and the first
excited 07 states of 14C and 'O nuclei. Different types of the cluster-cluster
correlations will be calculated and analyzed in order to reveal the nature of
states under investigation.

The nucleus C attracts large attention from both theoretical (see Refs.
[1T], 2], 13, [14) [15], 16, 17, 18]) and experimental (see Refs. [19, 20, 2] 22,
23, 241, 25, 26]) points of view. Some of these investigations are devoted to
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Table 1: Experimental spectrum of the lowest 0 states and energies of two- and three-
cluster thresholds in *C and O.

TG ET(07)—FEo(07), MeV 6580 9.746
Eunreshord, MeV 8177 12.012  13.123 19.424
Decay channel BC4+n "Beta 2C+ntn SHeta+a
IO B (07— Ey(07), MeV 5.920
Ethresholda MeV 4.628 10.118 6.572
Decay channel BN+p °C+a  2C+p+p

searching of linear configurations of clusters in these nuclei. The theoretical
investigations are mainly performed within the framework of the antisym-
metrized molecular dynamics (AMD).

Preliminary results of the present calculations carried out for the ground
state only, are reported in Refs. [I5] and [I§].

Experimental spectrum of the 07 states of 14C is presented in Table[l|and
is taken from Ref. [19]. In Figure [l we show the spectrum of the 07 states
in C and the dominant two- and three-cluster decay thresholds. This figure
suggests certain hierarchy of two- and three-cluster channels in #C. The most
important two-body channel is the 3C+n channel. One may conjecture that
this channel is responsible or, in other words, dominant for formation of
the ground and first excited 0" states, and the 0" resonance states which
lies just above the threshold of this channel. Second of importance is the
OBe+a channel and then the three-body 2C +n + n channel. In the 40O
nucleus, there is only one excited 01 state which lies between the two-body
13N+p and three-body 2C+p + p thresholds.

The layout of the present paper is the following. In Section [2 we shortly
explain the main ideas and key elements of the five-cluster model used. The
key elements include an alpha-alpha potential, the nucleon-nucleon one in the
singlet state, and alpha-nucleon potential as well. In Section [3| we formulate
the method of finding the wave functions for the ground and excited states
of *C and O nuclei within the five-cluster approach. A detailed analysis
of the results obtained is also presented in this section.

2. Five-cluster model for *O and #C nuclei

In this section, we formulate our five-cluster model and describe the
method of calculations.
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Figure 1: Spectrum of the lowest 0% states of the nuclei '*C (on the left) and O (on
the right), and two- and three-cluster dominant decay channels. Energies in MeV are
accounted from the ground states of the nuclei.



For O nucleus considered as three a-particles and two extra protons,
we start from a model Hamiltonian [15]:

A 2 2 5 2 5
H = Z 217)7; -+ Z 217:; + Upp (7’12) + Z Usa (Tz‘j)
i=1 P i=3 @ j>i=3
2 5 5 7.2
D) BUMCH IR i (1)

i=1 j=3 j>i=1 K

.

Within our approach, we make some approximations to simplify the model.
In particular, considering the 0" states, we take into account only central
part of interactions between particles, and this means that the total spin of
the nucleus is a good quantum number. We restrict ourselves with the zero
value of the total spin, which in our model coincides with the spin of two
valence nucleons. It is then naturally to involve nucleon-nucleon interaction
in the singlet state only. An account of an interaction of two nucleons in the
triplet state may be important for highly excited states of the nuclei under
consideration. We also neglect the spin-orbit part of the a—N interaction
assuming that it plays minor role in formation of the 0% states in *C and
140 nuclei. Starting with the Hamiltonian for “point-like” particles, we
nevertheless assume that the constituent particles have a finite size, and
that they have definite charge and density distributions known from the
experiment, and we take them into account within the Helm approximation
[37] after the solution of the five-body problem to study the charge and
mass distributions, as well as the charge form factors of the nuclei. Note also
that the Coulomb repulsion in (1) could be chosen in a modified form at short
distances with an account of finite size of particles. But, as it follows from
comparison of mirror nuclei '’Be and °C [28| 29], as well as *C and *O [15],
the Coulomb interaction between particles does not play the decisive role in
the structure of the nuclei as compared to the nuclear forces. Moreover, due
to the phase volume ~ r2dr in the integrals, a contribution of the Coulomb
repulsion at short distances into the matrix elements is small. Thus, our
choice of simple form of Coulomb repulsion at short distances does not play
essential role. More important is the fact that, in our simple model, we ignore
the relativistic effects in the kinetic energy operator and tensor nuclear forces.
We also do not take into account other possible cluster configurations in the
nuclei essentially important for highly excited states. The role of all these
effects needs a separate consideration and analysis.



One can explicitly extract the kinetic energy of the center of mass of the
nucleus from expression , but there is no sense to carry out this trivial
procedure since we use the translation invariant wave functions (see below)
giving automatically the zero kinetic energy of the center of mass of the
system. The Hamiltonian for 1*C nucleus within the five-cluster model (three
a-particles plus two extra neutrons) is very similar to , but with neutron
mass m, instead of the proton one in the kinetic energy, and less strong
Coulomb repulsion (due to the fact that Z; = Zy = 0 for extra neutrons in
140 nucleus, while Z; = Z, = 1 for extra protons in #O, and in both cases
Zy = Zy = Zy = 2 for a-particles). We assume the nuclear potential between
the extra protons U,, (in '*O) to be the same as the one between extra
neutrons U, (in C). This assumption is in concordance with the charge
independence of nuclear forces. This interaction potential in the singlet state
proposed in [27] is chosen in the form

Unn () = Upy (1) = Zv exp (— (R—)> | )

where V; = 952.15 MeV, R; = 044 fm; Vo = —79.39 MeV, Ry, = 0.959
fm; and V3 = —37.89 MeV, R3 = 1.657 fm. The potential leads to a
description of the low-energy neutron-neutron phase shift in the singlet state
with reasonable accuracy, including the low-energy scattering parameters.
It was successfully used for extra nucleon interaction in studying ‘He [27],
19Be and °C [28, 29] nuclei. The same potential was used for a study of the
ground state structure of *C and O nuclei [15].

As to the interaction potential between an extra neutron and an o-
particle, we use the generalized type potential with local (attraction) and
non-local (separable repulsion) terms. This type of potentials [30, 31] en-
ables one to concord the experimental phase shifts (having difference in 7
between their values at zero and infinite energies) and the fact that neutron
and a-particle have no bound states. This is possible due to a generalized
Levenson’s theorem for such type of potentials [31]. Parameters of this poten-
tial are given in [15]. The pa-interaction potential is almost the same as the
na one, but with a little bit modified parameters [15]. The small difference
in parameters can be justified by the fact that, within an a-particle, there is
a little bit different (of greater radius) distribution of protons as compared
to that of neutrons, mainly due to the Coulomb interaction [32].

For aa-interaction, we also use the generalized potentials with a local
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part containing repulsion and attraction, and with additional non-local (sep-
arable) repulsion. Parameters of the potential are given in [15]. The total set
of potentials used in Hamiltonian is selected in such a way that to repro-
duce experimental values (binding energy and charge radius) of the ground
state of C nucleus simultaneously with the corresponding phase shifts (at
least with qualitative accuracy) for corresponding pair collisions of particles
constituting the nucleus within the five-particle model. As to *O nucleus, its
experimental charge radius is unknown (see our theoretical estimation [15]),
thus we adjusted the potentials to reproduce only the binding energy of 4O.

The structure functions of the ground state of the both *C and O
nuclei within the five-particle model were studied in detail in [I5]. Now we
are going to study the first excited 0 state of these nuclei within the same
variational method with Gaussian basis [33, 34, 35]. A study of higher excited
states needs some other approaches since they are higher than the first *C+n
threshold. Moreover, treating the nuclei as consisting of a-particles ignores
a contribution of their excitation or breakup processes, and thus it has sense
only for the lowest states of 1*C and O nuclei to be considered within our
model.

The spectrum and wave functions of the system are found with high
accuracy within the variational method with the use of Gaussian basis [33]
341, 35, 136]. For J™ = 0" states, the coordinate part of the wave functions of
the five-particle system can be found in the form

K

K 5
d=25 Cror = SZC’k exp (— Z Q35 (I'z‘ - I‘j)2> ) (3>

k=1 k=1 j>i=1

where S is the symmetrization operator with respect to identical a-particles,
as well as to identical extra nucleons (since, according to our assumption, they
are in the singlet state, and their spin function and thus the total function
are antisymmetric with respect to the extra nucleons permutation). The spin
part of the total wave function is not indicated explicitly for brevity. In all
the calculations of matrix elements it gives simply a unitary multiplier. In
, K is a dimension of the basis. The coefficients C} can be found within
the Galerkin method from the algebraic system of equations

iom (S )ff— E‘ Som) =0, k=01, K (4)

m=1



Matrix elements for the Hamiltonian are known to have an explicit form
due to the Gaussian functions of the basis. Within the complete basic set,
at K — oo, the system is equivalent to the Schrodinger equation. An
advantage of the Gaussian bases lies in the fact that, at a definite K, one
can achieve better accuracy by varying the non-linear parameters ay, ;;. This
needs more time for calculations, but results in the best accuracy for the
energies and wave functions at a given K. The most efficient method to
save the time of calculations is the random choice of the parameters ay;; and
the increasing of K (“variational method with stochastic Gaussian bases”
[33, 34]). We used the both approaches. As a result, we have energies and
the wave functions of the ground and first excited 0 states of 4C and O
nuclei within the five-particle model with sufficiently high accuracy. After
calculation of r.m.s. radii and density distributions for “point-like” particles,
we calculate the charge r.m.s. radii and charge density distributions taking
into account [15], (18] the size of a-particles and that of extra nucleons within
the Helm approximation [37]. Only after this correction, we compare the cal-
culated charge radii with the experimental data. The same Helm correction
is used for calculation of both elastic and transition electric form factors (see
below).

3. Results and Discussion

In this section we present and discuss main results of our investigations.

In Table [2], results for energies and charge r.m.s. radii are given for both
140 and 0 nuclei calculated for the ground and first excited 0" states. The
charge radii are found within the Helm approximation. Experimental values
of the ground state energies of the both nuclei, and charge r.m.s. radius of 1*C
nucleus, are reproduced with high accuracy [15] by adjusting the parameters
of potentials. The result 2.415 fm for the charge radius of **O nucleus is our
prediction [15].

The first excited 07 state energy of **O nucleus is calculated with K = 500
functions of the Gaussian basis, and it is seen to be in a good coincidence
with the experiment. The similar result for '“C nucleus is obtained with
K = 600 Gaussian functions. It is in a qualitative agreement with the
experimental energy of the first 07 excited state. We see that the set of
potentials proposed in [15] used for O nucleus appeared to be more happy
choice to treat the excited 0% state than that used for “C one. The results
for charge r.m.s. radii of the excited state are seen to be a little bit greater



Table 2: Experimental (E) and calculated (T) energies of the ground and the first excited
07 states and corresponding charge radii for *4C and 'O nuclei.

He(T) HC (E) 1o (T) MO (E)
Eo, MeV  -20.398 -20.3977 “13.845 -13.8445
Rey, fm 2,500 2.496 [38], 2.503 [39]  2.415 -

Ey, MeV  -13.223 -13.808 -7.932 -7.925
Rep, fm 2.582 - 2.589 -

than the ones for the ground state. Note also, that for the ground state we
have R 0(**0) < R o(*C), since the extra protons of O nucleus move
mainly inside the '2C cluster [I5]. For the considered excited states, one has
more natural situation R, ;(*0) > Re1(MC).

More information about the spatial structure of the excited states under
consideration can be obtained from the analysis of r.m.s. relative distances
between constituting particles of the nuclei. These distances (r,, between a-
particles, ryn — between extra nucleons, and ry, — between an extra nucleon
and an a-particle) are presented in Table 3] For comparison, the results [15]
for the ground state are given too. The general increase of the relative
distances between particles for the excited state is observed as compared to
the ones for the ground state. This fact is in concordance with the fact that,
generally speaking, the less is the binding energy, the greater are the distances
between particles. The greater relative distances mean better substantiation
of the five-particle model for the excited states considered, since particles of
finite size are less overlapping in these states then in the ground state.

In the same Table |3 we present also the r.m.s. radii (the r.m.s. distances
from the center of mass of a nucleus) calculated for “point-like” a-particles
(R,) and extra nucleons (Ry). These values calculated directly are known
to be connected with r.m.s. relative distances by the identity [18]:

1

pod0rm S ome Y mml.
j#i j<k
(J #4,k#1)

where M = ) m,; is the total mass of the system.
J



Table 3: Relative r.m.s. distances between particles, and r.m.s. radii in '*C and O
nuclei (in fm), calculated within the five-particle model for “point-like” particles. The last
column presents the mass radii R, with an account of the size of particles within the
Helm approximation.

Taa NN T"Na Ra RN Rm

TIC (ground 0F)  3.189 2.621 2.667 1.852 1.786 2.433
1C (1st excited 07) 3.367 3.211 3.197 1.961 2.328 2.568
110 (ground 07) 3.239 2732 2750 1.882 1.865 2.461
40 (1st excited 07) 3.412 3.305 3.265 1.991 2.387 2.596

Now consider the density distributions of particles in the excited state
in comparison with those for the ground state of the nuclei 1*C and *O. In
Fig. [ density distributions multiplied by r? are shown. It is clearly seen
that, for the ground state of the both nuclei, the extra nucleons move mainly
inside the 12C cluster, while it is not so for the excited state. That is why
the charge density distribution calculated for the ground state of 14O nucleus
has maximum at shorter distances than the similar distribution for 1*C does
(since there are charged extra protons in *O nucleus moving more close to
the center of the nucleus than the a-particles do, while in *C nucleus, only
a-particles make a contribution to the charge distribution). This results in
mentioned above inequality Re,o(**O) < R o(**C). And this effect is not
revealed for the excited states.

In Fig3], we depict the pair correlation functions for the same nuclei in the
ground and the first excited states. The obtained distributions show that, in
the excited state, the average distances of extra nucleons from a-particles are
enlarged as compared to those in the ground state. This fact is in complete
concordance with the results obtained for r.m.s. distances (see Table [3)).

Consider the momentum distributions of extra nucleons and a-particles
in the ground and first excited 0" states of the both nuclei. In Fig. we
compare the momentum distributions of the “C and 'O nuclei. The dashed
lines depict the momentum distributions for the ground state of these nuclei
[15]. It is clearly seen for the excited state momentum distributions to have
a somewhat greater low-energy (or low-momenta) values than those in the
ground state. This is natural for the momentum distributions of particles of
less bound systems as compared to more strongly bound ones. We also note
that the momentum distributions of extra nucleons in the excited state have
dips shifted towards the zero momenta as compared to the ground state. And
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Figure 2: Density distributions (multiplied by r?) of a-particles and extra nucleons in
the ground (a, c) and first excited (b, d) 0% states of 14C and 'O nuclei calculated for
“point-like” particles. The calculated charge density distribution (with an account of finite
size of constituent particles in Helm approximation) is depicted by thick line.
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Figure 3: Pair correlation functions for the ground (a, ¢) and first excited (b, d) 0" states
of 14C and O nuclei.
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the change of regimes of decreasing of the momentum distribution profiles
for a-particles is more clearly seen for the excited state than for the ground
state, and it is observed at lower momenta.

< <

€ 0.1 < 01
0.011 0.011
1E-3 1E-3
1E-4 1E-4
1E-5 1E-5

Figure 4: Momentum distributions in the ground (dashed lines) and first excited (solid
lines) 07 states of *C and #O nuclei (a and b, respectively). Curves 1 — for a-particles,
and curves 2 — for extra nucleons.

Generally speaking, the mirror nuclei 1*C and *O are seen to have very
similar spatial structure functions and the momentum distributions (at least
from qualitative point of view). That is why, for brevity, we consider below
some details of the calculated probability density distributions only for *C
nucleus.

It is impossible to depict directly the squared wave function depending
on too large number of variables which is proper to the five-particle system.
That is why we introduce the values being the squared wave function partially
integrated over some of the variables and thus depending only on the rest few
of them. In particular, consider the following probability density distribution

Pyn (r,p,0) = r?0* (@ [6 (r — ryn) 6 (0 — povivysa)) | @) (6)

where r is the distance between the extra nucleons, p is the distance between
the centers of mass of the two-nucleon subsystem and the three-alpha (C)
cluster, and 6 is an angle between the vectors r and p. In Fig. [5 we show this
value at fixed 6 = 0° and 6 = 90° in case of 1“C nucleus. Very similar pictures
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can be drawn for 4O nucleus since an additional Coulomb repulsion between
extra protons themselves and that between the protons and a-particles play
minor role as compared to the nuclear forces. It is obvious that two peaks
[18] observed for the probability density (6) at § = 0° in the ground 0*
state change their positions in the first 0" excited state. In particular, the
dineutron cluster starts to move around the 2C cluster at greater distances
of the order of 2 fm, while a configuration corresponding to two separate
neutrons, vice versa, approaches to the center of mass of the 2C cluster. At
0 = 90°, the second peak does not reveal itself, but it is seen once more that
the two neutrons move further from the center of mass of the '2C cluster,
and it is seen that the size of the two extra neutrons cluster in the excited
state becomes greater.
We may consider another probability density,

poza (Tv P 9) = T2:02 <(I) |5 (I‘ - raa) 0 (p - p(aa)(ﬁHe))| CI)> s (7>

where r is now a distance between two a-particles, and p is the distance
between the center of mass of the two a-particle cluster and the center of
mass of the rest particles (of the ®He cluster). In Fig. [} we show this value
for the same nucleus in the ground 0" and the first 07 excited states. It
is obvious from the pictures that the configurations described by the value
(7) almost do not change their positions and form, on the contrary to the
previous value @ depicted in Fig.. This means that the '2C cluster is
practically not excited in the 0T first excited state, while the excitation is
connected with the two-nucleon subsystem of *C nucleus. We believe that
first this effect was demonstrated for *C nucleus in [11] within an approach
with the account of all nucleon degrees of freedom.

We also present here the transition electric form factors of O and '*C
nuclei. The elastic form factors of these nuclei and their charge distributions
in the ground state are discussed in detail in [I5]. Now we calculate the elec-
tric transition form factors for both of these nuclei using the wave functions
of the ground ®( and the first excited ®; states found above.

We remind that, for a “point-like” charged particle k£ of the system de-
scribed by the wave function ®(, a contribution to the elastic form factor
Fi.00 (¢) is known to be

Froo(q) = /ei(qr)nk (r) dr = (P ‘e’i(q(rk’Rc‘m'))‘ P, (8)
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where ny (r) is the probability density distribution of the particle k. For
the transition electric form factor between the states ®; and ®;, the same
charged “point-like” particle makes a contribution Fj; (¢) calculated in a
similar way:

Fio1 ((]) _ <CI)0 |e—i(q(rk_Rc.m4))| CI)1> ) (9)

An account of the contributions of all the charged particles results in a sum
over all such particles with weights proportional to their charges (the total
sum of weights being unity). In addition, one has to take into account that
the particles of the system are not “point-like”, and they have their own form
factors. Within the Helm approximation [37], a corresponding contribution
of a given particle into the total form factor should be multiplied by the own
charge form factor of these particle. In particular, for the transition electric
form factor of C nucleus we have (in the Helm approximation, neglecting
the contribution of extra neutrons)

Fuc1(q) = Fao (@) - Fenane (q) (10)

where F, ap. (¢) is the experimental form factor of *He nucleus [40]. For the
transition form factor of the 1*O nucleus, one has two terms originating from
a-particles and extra protons contributions:

3 1
Fragn (@) = = Fa0 (q) - Fanane (¢) + =Fpo1 (@) - Fenp (@), (11)

4 4
where Fi,, (¢) is the experimental charge form factor of the proton [41].

An advantage of the Helm approximation lies in its simple and clear for-
mulation. But, unfortunately, one should take into account, that at large
momentum transfer corresponding to short distances in the coordinate space
the Helm approximation becomes not accurate enough, because it does not
take into account the Pauli principle and exchange effects between overlap-
ping particles. Thus our results for the form factors presented below (as well
as the results for elastic form factors obtained earlier [15]) are reliable at not
very high momentum transfer. In Fig. [7] the transition electric form factor
of 1C nucleus is presented calculated within approximation (10]), while in
Fig. [§ we give the result for 1O obtained within (L1). The dip observed in
Fig. [7]is situated not far from the dip [15] inherent to the elastic form factor
of *C nucleus. The presence of such a dip is explained by the property of
the first multiplier in the formula for the form factor of *C nucleus.
On the other hand, the presence of the second term in the expression (|11
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for the form factor of 1*O nucleus “smooths out” the dip proper to the first
term. The same was observed for the elastic form factors [15].

14C

1 E-5 ' I ' 1 i 1 i I v I v I v I v I

Figure 7: Transition electric form factor for **C nucleus.

4. Conclusions

To conclude, we note that the main structure functions (density distribu-
tions, form factors, pair correlation functions, and momentum distributions)
are studied for the mirror nuclei **C and O within a five-cluster model
(three alpha-particles and two extra nucleons). All the structure functions
for the ground and the excited states are compared between themselves, and
a conclusion is drawn that the first excited 0 state of the both considered
nuclei looks like an excitation of the two-nucleon subsystem moving in the
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Figure 8: Transition electric form factor for 14O nucleus.
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field of the 2C cluster. The both nuclei are shown to have very similar spa-
tial structure, an additional Coulomb repulsion in *O playing secondary role.
But the electric form factors of these nuclei, due to extra protons present in
110, are essentially different (this is true both for the elastic and transition
form factors).
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