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Abstract Deformed ground state of 3>Mg is investigated

vibration limit 2.0 and rigid rotor limit 3.3 [8], and later con-
firmed by observed rotational band structures of ¥*Mg [9],
a characteristic fingerprint of a rigid non-spherical shape.

using the axially deformed relativistic Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov Moreover, from observed population of excited 0 state from

(D-RHFB) model with the effective Lagrangian PKA1, which
provides coincident description with the experimental mea-

surements. It is illustrated that obvious breaking of the pseudo-

spin symmetry (PSS) given by PKA1, being consistent with
the experimental observation in nearby isotone “°Ca, is cru-
cial for describing correctly the deformed ground state by
producing unique shape evolution of neutron orbit 1/2} in
32Mg. The PSS breaking is essentially determined by char-
acteristic in-medium balance between nuclear attractions and
repulsions that is manifested as unparalleled density depen-
dent behaviors for coupling strengths g, and g,, in dominant
o-scalar and w-vector channels.

1 Introduction

Nuclei with extreme neutron-proton ratio, called as exotic
nuclei or unstable ones, exhibit rich novel nuclear phenom-
ena. As one of the typical examples, the alterations of micro-
scopic structures can give rise to the disappearance of tradi-
tional magic shells and the occurrence of new ones, which
may accompany with stable nuclear deformation. The nu-
cleus 32Mg, located at so-called island of inversion [1], has
received wide attentions due to its extraordinary structural
properties [2,3], i.e., vanishing neutron magic shell N = 20
and stably deformed ground state.

Experimentally, the large B(E2 : 05, — 27) values ex-
tracted from Coulomb excitation measurements [4,5,6] es-
tablish stably deformed ground state of 3*Mg, being consis-
tent with measured low-lying 2;' state [5,7,6]. Coinciden-
tally, distinct quadruple collectivity of 3>Mg was revealed
by measured ratio E(47)/E(2]) = 2.6 that lies between the

two-neutron transfer reaction (t, p) on *°Mg [10], it was sug-
gested that the excited 0] state is spherical, coexisting with
deformed ground state of 3>Mg.

In parallel with the experimental studies, theoretical ef-
forts were devoted to the quadruple collective dynamics of
32Mg by applying the shell model [2,11,12,13,14], quasi-

particle random phase approximation established on the Hartree-
Fock-Bogoliubov scheme [15], and generator coordinate method

based on the relativistic mean-field (RMF) and non-relativistic
mean-field models [16, 17, 18]. After introducing neutron 2 p-
2h excitation across the sd-pf shell gap, the shell model
calculations can interpret the large B(E2) values and low-
lying 27 state. Similarly, only going beyond mean-field, the
low-lying 27 state can be reproduced by the non-relativistic
or relativistic mean field models. However, the deformed
ground state of >Mg was neither supported directly nor de-
scribed self-consistently by the mentioned models. Further-
more, the deformed N = 20 shell structure and microscopic
evidence for deformed ground state for 3>Mg were not clar-
ified yet. As one of the representative models, the RMF the-
ory [19,20], that contains only the Hartree diagram of the
meson-propagated nuclear force [21], has achieved great suc-
cess in describing various nuclear phenomena [22,23,24,
25,26,27,28]. It shall be emphasized that for the RMF ap-
proach, appropriate modeling of nuclear in-medium effects,
via either the nonlinear self-couplings of mesons [29,30,
31] or the density dependencies of the meson-nucleon cou-
pling strengths [32,33,34,35,31], is essential for providing
accurate and reliable descriptions, e.g., improved saturation
properties of nuclear matter.

Implementing the Fock diagram of the meson-propagated
nuclear force, the relativistic Hartree-Fock (RHF) descrip-



tions [36] of nuclear structure were also improved by mod-
eling the nuclear in-medium effects via the non-linear self-
couplings of o-meson [37] and scalar field () [38]. Even-
tually, similar accuracy as popular RMF models was achieved
by the density-dependent relativistic Hartree-Fock (DDRHF)

2 General Formalism

Restricted with the mean field approach, both RMF and RHF
models are established on the meson-propagated picture of
nuclear force. Specifically, the isoscalar o-S and w-V cou-

theory [39,40] and relativistic Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov (RHFB plings dominate nuclear attractions and repulsions, respec-

theory [41], in which the meson-nucleon coupling strengths
are assumed to be density dependent for modeling the nu-
clear in-medium effects. Moreover, significant improvements
due to the Fock terms were continuously found in the self-
consistent descriptions of shell evolution [42,43,44], new
magicity [45,46,47,48], the effects of tensor force [49,50,
51,52,53], nuclear spin-isospin excitations [54,55,52], etc.

Benefited from the covariant form with attractive scalar
potential S (r) and repulsive vector one V(r), the RMF mod-
els, as well as the RHF ones, work well on describing not
only the strong spin-orbit coupling, but also the origin of
the pseudo-spin symmetry (PSS) [56,57,58,59,28], quasi-
degeneracy of the so-called pseudo-spin (PS) doublet (n, I,
j=1l+1/2)and (n— 1,1+ 2, j = [+ 3/2). Under the RMF
scheme, the conservation condition of the PSS was demon-
strated as S (r)+ V(r) = 0[60] or d[S (r)+ V(r)]/dr = 0 [61],
both of which indeed indicate certain in-medium balance be-
tween nuclear attractions and repulsions. Regarding the co-
variant representation of the RMF and RHF models, such in-
medium balance is determined mainly by attractive o-scalar
(0-S) and repulsive w-vector (w-V) couplings, and more
specifically it can be shaped by the density dependencies of
the coupling strengths, showing a tight relation to the mod-
eling of the nuclear in-medium effects. For instance, signif-
icantly improved in-medium balance has been achieved by
the RHF Lagrangian PKA1 with strong p-tensor (p-T) cou-
pling, showing as unparalleled density dependent behaviors
for the coupling strengths g, and g, respectively in the o-S
and w-V channels [40], in contrast to popular RMF models
and RHF ones with PKOi (i = 1,2, 3). Recently, it was il-
lustrated in Ref. [62] that improved in-medium balance is
crucial to reproduce the PSS restoration of the high-/ PS
doublets [40,43,63,64].

More recently, utilizing the spherical Dirac Woods-Saxon
(DWS) base [65], both RHF and RHFB models were ex-
tended for axially deformed nuclei [53,66], leading to the
D-RHF and D-RHFB models, respectively. It inspires us to
verify the underlying mechanism behind the unusual stably
deformed ground state of 3*Mg, also regarding the full ad-
vantages achieved by the D-RHFB model on unified treat-
ments of the spin-orbit coupling, tensor force, deformation,
pairing correlations and continuum effects [66]. The paper
is organized as below, in Sec. 2, the general formalism is
briefly recalled. Afterwards, the relation between deformed
ground state of 3*Mg and breaking of pseudo-spin symmetry
are discussed in Sec. 3. Finally, a summary is given in Sec.
4.

tively, and the isovector p-vector (p-V), p-T, p-vector-tensor
(0-VT) and m-pseudo-vector (m-PV) couplings account for
the isospin-related properties of nuclear force and partly the
tensor force effects, and the photon-vector (A-V) coupling
for the Coulomb repulsions between protons [36,39,40,41,
53,66]. Thus, the Lagrangian that describes nuclear systems
can be deduced as the theoretical starting point, from which
the Legendre transformation gives the RHF Hamiltonian as,

H=T+ZV¢, (1)
¢

with the kinetic energy term (7)) and potential energy ones
(Vy) reading as,

T = f dxy(x) (=iy - V + M) y(x), 2

1 -
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In the above expressions, ¢ represents Dirac spinor field, ¢
denotes various two-body interaction channels, namely the
o-S, w-V, p-V, p-T, p-VT, 1-PV and A-V couplings, and the
interaction vertex I'¢(x, x’) read as,
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where x = (¢, r), and 7 is the isospin operator, T for the pro-
jection with the conventions 7 [n) = |n) and 7 |p) = — |p). Af-
ter neglecting the retardation effects, the propagators Dg(x —
x") of the meson and photon field in V; can be written as,
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where my is the meson mass in the meson-nucleon coupling
channel ¢.



Restricted with the mean field approach, the modeling
of nuclear in-medium effects is necessitated for accurate de-
scription of nuclear properties. In the utilized D-RHFB model,
nuclear in-medium effects are evaluated by introducing the

field and pairing correlations becomes necessitated for the
reliable description, which can be achieved within the Bo-
goliubov scheme with improved self-consistence. Following
the Bogoliubov transformation from the HF s.p. space to the

density dependencies into the meson-nucleon coupling strengths,Bogoliubov quasi-particle one,

namely g, 8w, 8> fp and f; in the interaction vertex (4).
Together with the meson masses m, m,, m, and m,, the
coupling strengths and their density dependencies define an
in-medium interaction for nuclear systems.

For the isoscalar o-S and w-V coupling strengths, the
density dependencies read as,

1+ by(é +dy)?
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8o =84(P0)fs(&). fo(é) =a
where & = pp/po, po being the saturation density and p, =
Jryoyr for nucleon density, ¢ represents o-S and w-V cou-
plings, and ay, bg, ¢y and dy define the density dependen-
cies of the coupling strengths. For the isosvector channels,
the density dependencies are of the following exponential

form,

e, fo =fooo)e™ D, (D)
where ¢’ represents the m-PV and p-T coupling strengths,
and a,, a, and ar describe the density dependencies.

In general, nuclear energy functional, whose variation
gives equations of motion of nucleons, corresponds to the
expectation of RHF Hamiltonian (1) with respect to a nu-
clear many-body state. Thus, one needs to quantize the Dirac
spinor field  in a carefully chosen space, which is essential
for defining the nuclear many-body state as well. Under the
RHF approach, the Dirac spinor field ¢ can be quantized as,

w(x) = > wle, b(x) = > doe], (8)
i l

8p :gp(po)e

where the creation and annihilation operators c;r and ¢; in
the Hartree-Fock (HF) space are defined by the solutions of
Dirac equation, and ¥;(x) denotes single-particle (s.p.) wave
function with the index [ specified for the s.p. states in this
paper. Being consistent with the RHF approach, only pos-
itive energy states are considered for the quantization (8),
leading to so-called no-sea approximation. As a result, the
nuclear many-body state under the RHF approach, namely
the HF ground state, can be deduced as,

A

HEy =] ¢/ 1),
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where |—) represents the vacuum state, and A is nuclear mass
number. With respect to |HF), the expectation of the Hamil-
tonian (1) gives RHF energy functional [36,53].

When extending from stable to unstable nuclei, the low-
lying continuum states can be gradually involved by the pair-
ing correlations, and unified treatment of the RHF mean

k u; vy C
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with B and ,BZ being respectively the annihilation and cre-
ation operators of quasi-particles, and further combining with

the quantization (8), a new quantization of Dirac spinor field
Y(x) was proposed in Ref. [66] as,

() = > W@ ™ B+ ) (e ™), (11a)
k

P = ) @ (e By + Y (e ™)), (11b)
k

where g is quasi-particle energy, " and ¢V are the V- and
U-components of quasi-particle spinors, and the index k and
k correspond to the state and its time-reversal partners to
form a Cooper pair.

With newly proposed quantization form (11), the kinetic
and potential energies terms, i.e., the T and V, in the Hamil-
tonian (1) can be expressed as,

T=) f driy (r)(=iy - V + M (B, (12)
kk’
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Obviously, the first term in V,; corresponds to the contribu-
tion of the mean field, and the second one accounts for the
pairing correlations.

To derive the RHFB energy functional, the Bogoliubov
ground state [HFB), that fulfills the condition g, [HFB) = 0,
is taken as the nuclear many-body state. Referring to [HFB),
the expectation of the Hamiltonian (12), in which the terms
having zero expectations are omitted, leads to a full energy
functional containing the kinetic energy E\i,., the potential
energy Epq. and pairing energy Ep;; as,

E = Eyn, + Epot. + Epair, (13)

where the Ep,. term includes the Hartree and Fock contri-
butions from the o-S, w-V, p-V, p-T, p-VT, n-PV and A-V
coupling channels, and the detailed expressions are referred
to Ref. [66]. With the obtained energy functional, it is conve-
nient to derive the RHFB equations by performing the vari-
ation with respect to the generalized density matrix [66].



In general, the pairing energy Ep,; is evaluated in a phe-
nomenological way. Here the finite range Gogny force D1S
[67] is adopted as the pairing force, and the 'y Dy in the sec-
ond term of Eq. (12b) is replaced by (y0)+(yo)x V&, oy = T")
[66].

In this work, the studied nucleus 32Mg is deformed, and
the axial symmetry and the reflection one with respect to z =
0 plane are imposed. Thus, the projection m of the s.p./quasi-
particle angular momentum j and parity & remain as good
quantum numbers. For abbreviated expressions, the index
i = (vam) is used to denote deformed s.p./quasi-particle or-
bits in the following context, with v for the index of the or-
bits in the m-block. Because of the non-local Fock terms

and finite range pairing force, one obtains the integro-differential

RHFB equations which are hard to be solved directly in co-
ordinate space. Aiming at the reliable description of unsta-
ble nuclei, the quasi-particle spinors ¢ and ¢V are then ex-
panded on the spherical DWS base [65,41,66],

'Pﬁfm = Z CZ(,[lanms lﬁynm = Z C,‘l/,(,[lpnkms (14)

where the expansion coeflicients CZ”. and C,‘l/kl. are restricted
as real numbers, the index a = (n«), fogether with the projec-
tion m, denotes the states in the spherical DWS base in the
following context, with k = £(j + 1/2) and j = [+ 1/2, [ for
orbital angular momentum and # for the principle number.

In terms of the spherical DWS base, the RHFB equations
can be derived as,

Z ~Hy+ A A, Cg,i Cﬁﬂ
. . =& s
4 Aiw’ h;a’ -4 Ct‘l/'l C(‘l/l

a

5)

where ¢g; is the quasi-particle energy, the chemical potential
A is introduced to preserve the particle number on the aver-
age, and hfm, and 4 éa, are respectively the Dirac s.p. Hamil-
tonian and pairing potential [66].

Practically, it is more convenient to perform physical
analysis in canonical s.p. space, and the transformation from
the quasi-particle to canonical s.p. space can be obtained by
diagonalizing the density matrix. According to the expan-
sion (14) of ¥V .. the density matrix elements for the 7m-
block can be expressed as,

pZZ% = Z C(‘l/:VﬂmC(,‘l/;,Vﬂln' (]6)
v

By diagonalizing the density matrix (07" ), the obtained eigen-
values correspond to the occupation probabilities vl.2 of canon-
ical s.p. orbits m7, and the eigenvectors 5’;’", the set of ex-
pansion coefficients D,,; upon the spherical DWS base, de-
fine the canonical wave functions ., and s.p. energy E;
as,

— § _ E Tm
l;bwrm - DnK,i'ﬁnkm: Ei - Da,ihaafDa’,i-
nk

aa’
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Following variational principle, the relation between the sum
of canonical s.p. energies E ;, , kinetic energy E;, , potential
energy Epq. and rearrangement term Ex can be derived as,

Es.p. = Z V?Ei = Eyn, + 2Epot. + 2E,

1

(18)

where the Er term describes the rearrangement effects due
to the density dependencies of the meson-nucleon coupling
strengths [35],

1
Eg =5 | drZz(nps®). 19)
In order to understand the s.p. role in determining the bind-

ing of a nucleus, the RHFB energy functional (13) can be
rewritten as,

E= Es.p. + ERe. + Eoth., (20)

where the rearrangement term Er.. = —2ER and the others
Eowm. = —Epor. + Epair- Excluding the rest masses of nucleons,
one may obtain the nuclear binding energy as Ez = E —
AM. As usual, the center-of-mass correction E. ,, , that is not
involved in the variation procedure, is considered to provide
precise Ep values, namely Eg = E — AM + E.,, and the
other term thus reads as Eop, = —Epor, + Epair + Ecm.-

3 Results and Discussions

In the D-RHFB calculations, the space truncations have to
be determined carefully, including the maximum projection
Mmax, the expansion terms A, of the density-dependent cou-
pling strengths, see Eq. (46) in Ref. [53], and the configu-
ration space of the spherical DWS base, namely the n and «
quantities in Eqgs. (14). For 3>Mg, the my,x values are adopted
as 11/2 and 13/2 respectively for even and odd parity states.
In expanding the coupling strengths, it is accurate enough to
consider five expansion terms 4, = 0,2,4,6,8. For the «-
quantities in the spherical DWS base, the cutoft are decided
as 19/2 and 21/2 respectively for even and odd parity states.
For the n-values, the truncations correspond to the energy
cutoff ES + M, the positive (+) and negative (—) ones in the
spherical DWS base. After testing calculations, it was deter-
mined as E¢ = +350.0 MeV and E€ = -100.0 MeV, see
Refs. [53,66] for more details.

In order to understand the underlying mechanism of de-
formed ground state of *>Mg, the RHF Lagrangians PKA1
[40], PKO2 [42] and PKO3 [42], and the RMF one DD-ME2
[68] are utilized in this work. Specifically, DD-ME?2 and
PKO?2 share the same meson degrees of freedom, includ-
ing the o-S, w-V, p-V and A-V couplings. On top of that,
the 7-PV coupling, that contributes only via the Fock terms,
is taken into account by both PKO3 and PKAI, and addi-
tionally PKA1 contains the p-T and p-VT couplings which



play the role mainly via the Fock terms. Besides, it shall be
stressed that for all selected models the nuclear in-medium

effects are evaluated by the density dependencies of the meson-

nucleon coupling strengths. In the pairing channel, the finite-
range Gogny force D1S [67] is adopted as the pairing force
in all the calculations.

3.1 Deformed ground state of *>Mg and nuclear in-medium
effects

Figure 1(a) shows the binding energy Ez (MeV) of 3*Mg
with respect to the quadruple deformation g, which are ex-
tracted from the shape constrained D-RHFB calculations with
PKAT1, PKO2, PKO3 and DD-ME2. It can be seen that only
PKAL presents the ground state with evident prolate defor-
mation 8 = 0.51 for ¥ Mg, consistent with the experimental
values 8 = 0.512(44) [4] and B8 = 0.51(3) [6]. However,
the other selected models give spherical ground state, and
terraces or weak local minima at fairly large prolate defor-
mation. Notice that the possibility of spherical ground state
for 32Mg has been ruled out experimentally [4,5,6,7,8, 10,
9].
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Fig. 1 (Color Online) Binding energies Ez (MeV) for Mg as func-
tions of quadruple deformation 8 calculated by PKA1, PKO3, PKO?2,
DD-ME2 and the temporary one PKA1*. Experimental data is taken
form [69]. (b) Contributions to the binding energy Ez (MeV) of 32Mg
as functions of quadruple deformation S calculated by PKAl and
PKO3, including sum of single particle energy E; ), the term Eg, and
the others Eqgp., in which the values at 8 = 0 are taken as the reference
points.

To understand the mechanism behind the deformed ground
state, Fig. 1 (b) compares the binding energy contributions
given by PKAT and PKO3, including the Es;, , Ege. and Eoy,
terms in Eq. (20), and the values at 8 = 0 are taken as the
references. Under the D-RHFB frame that indicates iden-
tical approach on nuclear many-body state for >Mg, the
deviations between the PKA1 and PKO3 results can only
originate from the modeling of nuclear force, such as the
considered meson degrees of freedom and the evaluation of
nuclear in-medium effects. It is found in Fig. 1 (b) that the
Eom, terms given by PKA1 and PKO3 show rather similar
evolution behaviors, in contrast to the Eg.. and Ej ones.
Combined with Fig. 1 (a), it may indicate that the specific
structure of 3>Mg given by PKA1 and PKO3 can be no-
tably different, regarding the fact that the potential energy
dominates the Eqg terms [see Eq. (20)] and PKAT1 contains
more coupling channels than PKO3, i.e., the p-T and p-VT
ones. Moreover, PKA1 and PKO3 provide distinctly dif-
ferent modeling of nuclear in-medium effects [40,62]. Be-
ing consistent with these facts, there exist remarkable differ-
ence on the Eg.. and Es, terms given by PKAI and PKO3
in Fig. 1 (b). Specifically, the rearrangement contributions
Ege. given by PKO3 keep near constant, but the ones given
by PKA1 show distinct shape dependence when approach-
ing the ground state. Coincidentally, as compared to PKO3,
PKAT1 presents much more negatively enhanced Ej, values
following the deformation 3, which seems crucial for PKA1
to describe correctly the deformed ground state of 3*Mg.
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Fig. 2 (Color Online) Coupling strengths g, and g, as functions of
density p, (fm~3) for PKA 1, PKO2, PKO3, DD-ME2 and PKA 1%,

In order to clarify the determinant mechanism, which
could be attributed to the considered meson degrees of free-
dom or the modeling of nuclear in-medium effects, a tempo-



rary Lagrangian is deduced from PKA1, namely PKAT* in
Fig. 2 that the coupling strengths g, and g, are set to share
the same density dependence (that of original g, in PKAT),
and their values at saturation density are modified simulta-
neously by several percent to reproduce the binding energy
of spherical **Mg given by PKA1. Notice that PKA1* is not
fully parameterized, but taken as the bridge between PKA1
and PKO3 to illustrate nuclear in-medium effects in deter-
mining the deformed ground state of **Mg. From Fig. 1 (a),
one can see that PKA1*, which does not support deformed
ground state or even a deformed local minimum for Mg,
shows rather similar results as PKO3 during a large range
of deformation, roughly g € (0,0.6). Combined with Fig.
2, it is then illustrated that the density dependencies of g,
and g,,, which describe the nuclear in-medium effects car-
ried by the dominant o-S and w-V couplings, are essential
for describing correctly the deformed ground state of ¥*Mg,
similar as the PSS restoration of high-/ PS partners [62] and
the liquid-gas critical parameters of thermal nuclear matter
[70].

3.2 Microscopic evidence for deformed ground state of
32
Mg

As pointed out in previous subsection, much more enhanced
s.p. energy terms E; given by PKAI are crucial to give
the deformed ground state, see Fig. 1 (b). Figure 3 further
presents neutron canonical s.p. energies as functions of the
deformation g for Mg, in which the solid and dashed lines
represents the PKA1 and PKO3 results, respectively. For the
other selected models including PKA1%*, the detailed results
are not shown due to their similar systematics as PKO3. In
fact, the proton s.p. spectra given by all the selected mod-
els show also similar tendency. It is found in Fig. 3 that the
neutron orbits 1/27 and 1/2; given by PKA1 and PKO3 are
notably different. For PKO3, on behalf of the other mod-
els except PKALI, the orbits 1/2] and 1/2; show almost
monotonous shape evolutions, either decreasing or increas-
ing continuously with respect to the deformation 8. Remind
that such behaviors are similar as the ordinary shape evolu-
tions of the s.p. orbits given by Nilsson model [71].
However, the shape evolutions of the orbits 1/2;r and
1/2; given by PKA1 are nearly paralleled with each an-
other before reaching the prolate ground state, roughly at
B € (0.1,0.5). Around the Fermi levels Er, due to deeper
bound orbit 1/2}, more remarkable energy gap (marked with
arrows) at prolate minimum is obtained by PKA1 with § =
0.51 (filled circles) than PKO3 with 8 = 0.45 (open cir-
cles). Moreover, compared to the spherical one 1ds),, the
valence orbits 1/2; and 1/25 at prolate minima are deeper
bound for PKAL1, but less bound for PKO3. In fact, this pro-
vides a microscopic evidence for the emergence of stably
deformed ground state of Mg, in which the orbit 1/2}

E(mT) (MeV)

Fig. 3 (Color Online) Neutron canonical s.p. energies given by PKA1
(solid lines) and PKO3 (dotted lines) for 3*Mg with respect to the de-
formation 3, in which the black filled and open diamonds denote the
Fermi energies Er given by PKA1 and PKO3, respectively. As the ref-
erences, the positions of prolate minima, reading as 8 = 0.51 for PKA1
and 0.45 for PKO3, are marked with filled and open circles, and the ar-
rows for energy gaps there.

seems more significant than the odd-parity one 1/25. Al-
though PKA1 provides more remarkable shell effects than
PKO3, the energy gap at the Fermi level is still largely re-
duced from spherical minimum to prolate ground state, be-
ing consistent with the experimental indication that the con-
ventional shell N = 20 vanishes in **Mg.

In order to clarify the role of the valence orbit 1/2}, ac-
cording to Eq. (18), its contributions to the binding energy,
denoted as E; /27, are shown in Fig. 4, in which the solid lines
(filled circles) and dotted ones (open circles) represent the
PKAT and PKO3 results, respectively. Except for the Ejo;
term, the ERe., Eom. and rest Ep terms in Eq. (20) are in-
tegrated as the term Egre, = Ep — E| 12 in Fig. 4. Referring
to the values at 8 = 0, it is interesting to see that PKAI
and PKO3 shows similar evolutions for the Egcs. terms, but
rather different E /2; ones, which approximately account for
the deviations between PKA1 and PKO3 on the total Ep.
Combined with s.p. evolution in Fig. 3, it is clear for the
crucial role played by the neutron orbit 1/2;.

In the D-RHFB model, the spherical DWS base [65]
is used to expand the deformed quasi-particle spinors and
canonical s.p. orbits [53,66]. To better understand the shape
evolutions in Fig. 3, Table 1 shows the quadruple moment
Q> (fm~2) and the proportions (%) of main spherical compo-
nents of neutron orbits 1/2% and 1/2} in **Mg at the ground
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Fig. 4 (Color Online) Binding energies Ez (MeV) of Mg, the con-
tributions E; 123 from valence orbit 1/2} and the rest ones Eges. With
respect to the deformation g calculated by PKA1 and PKO3, in which
the values at 8 = 0 are taken as the references. See the text for details.

state deformation 8 = 0.51. It is seen that the results given by
PKAL are evidently different from the other selected mod-
els which give similar quadruple moments and expansion
proportions for both orbits 1/2] and 1/2;. To understand
clearly the relations between the O, values and expansion
proportions, the signs of the couplings between spherical
components, whose sum gives the quadruple moment, are
list in Table 2 as deduced from density expressions in Ref.
[53] for the orbits 1/27 and 1/2;.

Table 1 Quadruple moment Q, (fm~2) and proportions (in percentage)
of the main expansion components of neutron orbits 1/2 and 1/2; at
B ~ 0.51 for ¥ Mg calculated by PKA1, PKO3, PKO2, DD-ME2 and
PKAT1*,

B =051 | PKAl PKO3 PKO2 DD-ME2 PKAl*
0 346 684 6.85 6.64 7.38

1/2¢ 1ds;» | 39.0% 34.0% 30.4% 33.4% 354%
3 1dsz; |23.5% 49.7% 49.7% 46.5%  47.0%
2512 1339% 13.7% 17.1% 17.1% 122%

Q> | 249 534 -484 -5.13 —6.34

12t ldspp | 01% 4.1% 3.7% 3.1% 3.9%
4 Id3; |591% 32.5% 349% 36.7% 31.1%
2512 |351% 579% 55.6% 53.5% 61.2%

From Table 1, it can be seen that the O, values given
by PKA1 are much (negatively) smaller than those obtained
by the other selected models, which indicates much less de-
formed 1/2] and 1/2] orbits for PKAL. In fact, from spher-
ical minimum to prolate ground state, the quadruple mo-
ments Q, of these two orbits given by PKA1 keep rather
small values comparing with the other models, i.e., preserv-

ing near spherical shapes. Regarding the shape consistences
with the whole nucleus, it becomes transparent that the s.p.
energies of both neutron orbits 1/27 and 1/2] are slightly
and parallelly changed in a fairly wide range of deformation
B € (0.1,0.5), see the PKAI results in Fig. 3. In contrast,
with respect to the deformation 3, the models except PKA1
give gradually enlarged prolate and oblate deformations for
the orbits 1/2] and 1/2;, respectively, leading to continu-
ously deep bound orbit 1/2} and high-lying one 1/2} as the
PKO3 results in Fig. 3.

Table 2 Signs of the couplings between main spherical components
2512, 1d3)» and 1ds), in quadruple moment Q- for neutron orbits 1 /2;
and 1/2;.

m" = 1/2+ 2S]/2 1d3/2 1d5/2
25’1/2 0 - +
1d3/2 - + -
1d5/2 + - +

As shown in Table 1, the 1ds,, proportions are negli-
gibly small for the orbit 1/2}, whose Q, value is there-
fore decided by mutually cancelled 2s;/2-1d3/, and 1d3,-
lds), terms given in Table 2. Compared to the other mod-
els, negatively reduced Q, value obtained by PKA1 for the
orbit 1/2:{ can be attributed to more cancellation between
the 2s1/2-1d3)2 and 1d3/,-1d3,, terms. Specifically from the
other models to PKAL1, the increasing 1d3;, proportion en-
larges the positive Q, contribution from the 1d3/,-1d3,, term,
and approximately exchanged 2s;,, and 1d3,, proportions
lead to roughly unchanged negative Q, contribution from
the 2s1/2-1d3/, term. Besides, as seen from Table 1, the or-
bits 1/27 and 1/2; show opposite variation trends from PKA1
to the other models for both quadruple moments and expan-
sion proportions. Similarly the Q, values of the orbit 1/2
can be interpreted as well, although the situation looks more
complicated than the orbit 1/2;.

Therefore, from Tables 1 and 2, different shape evolution
behaviors given by PKA1 and the other models for the orbit
1/2; can be interpreted by the orbital Q> values, which were
further explained by the expansion proportions of spherical
components. In fact, one may find from Fig. 3 that the or-
bits 1/2} and 1/2; branch respectively from the spherical
PS partners 25/, and 1d3);, and PKAL1 presents larger en-
ergy gap between these two partners than PKO3. In general,
it may affect essentially the mixing of spherical components
in both deformed orbits 1/27 and 1/2;. To provide evident
proof, applying the selected models, Fig. 5 (a) shows the
pseudo-spin orbital (PSO) splittings 4Epso = E1ds, — Eas,)
for the N = 20 isotones from “’Ca to 3*Mg which are im-
posed with spherical symmetry. Meanwhile, the dominant
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Fig. 5 (Color Online) Pseudo-spin splitting 4Epso (MeV) between
neutron orbits 1ds/, and 2s;/, for the N = 20 isotones with spheri-
cal symmetry, including the total [plot (a)] and sum contributions [plot
(b)] from kenetic energy, o-S and w-V couplings. The results are given
by PKA1, PKO3, PKO2, DD-ME2 and PKA1*. Experimental data is
taken form [72].

contributions, the sum ones from the kinetic energy, o-S and
w-V couplings, are shown in Fig. 5 (b). It can be seen in Fig.
5 (a) that PKA1 presents obvious PSS breaking with fairly
large AEpso values, in contrast to the other models.

As supplemental details, Fig. 6 shows the proportions of
spherical components referring to the deformation S for the
orbits 1/27 [plot (a)] and 1/2; [plot (b)]. Being consistent
with much enlarged 4Epgo from the other models to PKAT,
it is clearly shown in Fig. 6 that PKA1 gives reduced and re-
tained 1dj3;-proportion respectively for low-lying orbit 1/25
orbit and high-lying one 1/2}, and vice versa for the 25,
proportions. However, due to much smaller PSO splittings
given by the other models than PKA1 in spherical *>Mg, the
deformation leads to much more enhanced mixture of the
1d3/2 component into the low-lying orbit 1/27, as well as
much larger mixing of the 2s;, ones in the high-lying orbit
1/2}, see both Table 1 and Fig. 6. It is worth noting that the
PSS breaking described by PKA1 is consistent with the ex-
perimental data of 40Ca [72], while the other selected mod-
els present much reduced 4Epgo values to restore the PSS.
Moreover, among selected models, only PKA1 can properly
reproduce the proton PSO splittings in nearby nuclei *>*8Ca,
see Fig. 1 in Ref. [46]. Eventually, systematic comparisons
between PKA1 and the other selected models prove the fact

100
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Fig. 6 (Color Online) Proportions (in percentage) of the main expan-
sion components of neutron orbits 1/25(a) and 1/2; (b) as functions of
deformation parameter 8 for 3>Mg calculated by PKA1 and PKO3.

that the obvious PSS breaking is the microscopic mechanism
behind the deformed ground state for **Mg.

Moreover, one may notice in Fig. 5 (b) that PKA1 and
the other selected models present notably different dominant
contributions Eyi, + E, + E,, to the PSO splittings 4Epgo,
which embody the in-medium balance between nuclear at-
tractions and repulsions. Such in-medium balance, domi-
nated by the density dependencies of g, and g, in Fig. 2,
has been proved to be a decisive factor for the PSO split-
tings [62], which measure the PSS breaking. It is worthwhile
to recall the fact in Fig. 1 that the deformed ground state of
32Mg is not supported by PKA1*, for which the density de-
pendencies of g, and g, are set as the same. Consistently as
shown in Fig. 5, the 4Epso values are much reduced from
PKA1 to PKA1*. Not only for PKA1*, similar trends are
also seen in Fig. 5 from PKAI1 to the models which fail
to reproduce the deformed ground state of 3*Mg. Regard-
ing similar description as PKO2, PKO3 and DD-ME2, it is
then deduced that PKA1* plays the role of a bridge in ver-
ifying the mechanism behind the deformed ground state of
32Mg, although PKA1* was not fully parameterized.

4 Summary

Applying the axially deformed relativistic Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov

(D-RHFB) model, the ground state (GS) of **Mg is studied



by performing systematic comparisons between RHF La-
grangian PKA1 and the other selected models, including the
RHF Lagrangians PKO2 and PKO3, and the RMF one DD-
ME2. Restricted with the mean field approach, only PKA1
presents coincident GS deformation with the experimental
measurements for *>Mg, in which the modeling of nuclear
in-medium effects is found to play a key role.

Systematic analysis on neutron single particle structure
of 32Mg show that the valence orbit 1/2 with distinctive
shape evolution is essential for the formation of deformed
GS in 3*Mg. It is illustrated that obvious breaking of the
pseudo-spin symmetry (PSS), found in **Mg and nearby
N = 20 isotones, plays a decisive role on the mixing of
spherical pseudo-spin partners 2s;,, and 1ds/; in the orbit
1/27 and further on its shape evolution. It is thus revealed
for obvious PSS breaking as the microscopic mechanism be-
hind the deformed GS of **Mg.

Consistent with existing experimental data, obvious PSS
breaking in Mg and nearby N = 20 isotones can be de-
duced from the modeling of nuclear in-medium effects de-
scribed by PKA1, which is characterized by unparalleled
density-dependent behaviors of the coupling strengths g,
and g, in dominant meson-nucleon coupling channels. Per-
spectively, the revealed mechanism that promises the de-
formed GS of Mg, particularly the embedded nuclear in-
medium effects, provides qualitative guidance on understand-
ing the nature of nuclear force.

Acknowledgements This work is partly supported by the National
Natural Science Foundation of China under Grant Nos. 12275111 and

12075104, the Strategic Priority Research Program of Chinese Academy

of Sciences under Grant No. XDB34000000, the National Key Re-

search and Development (R&D) Program under Grant No. 2021 YFA1601 508,3'

and the Supercomputing Center of Lanzhou University.

References

1. E.K. Warburton, J.A. Becker, B.A. Brown, Phys. Rev. C 41, 1147
(1990)

2. E. Caurier, G. Martinez-Pinedo, F. Nowacki, A. Poves, A.P. Zuker,
Rev. Mod. Phys. 77, 427 (2005)

3. 0. Sorlina, M.G. Porquet, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 61, 602 (2008)

4. T. Motobayashi, Y. Ikedaa, Y. Ando, K. Ieki, M. Inoue, N. Iwasa,
T. Kikuchi, M. Kurokawaa, S. Moriya, S. Ogawa, H. Murakamia,
S. Shimouraa, Y. Yanagisawa, T. Nakamura, Y. Watanabe, M. Ishi-
hara, T. Teranishi, H. Okuno, R.F. Casten, Phys. Lett. B 346, 9
(1995)

5. B. Pritychenko, T. Glasmacher, P. Cottle, M. Fauerbach, R. Ib-
botson, K. Kemper, V. Maddalena, A. Navin, R. Ronningen,
A. Sakharuk, H. Scheit, V. Zelevinsky, Phys. Lett. B 461, 322
(1999)

6. J.A. Church, C.M. Campbell, D.C. Dinca, J. Enders, A. Gade,
T. Glasmacher, Z. Hu, R.V.F. Janssens, W.F. Mueller, H. Olliver,
B.C. Perry, L.A. Riley, K.L. Yurkewicz, Phys. Rev. C 72, 054320
(2005)

7. D. Guillemaud-Mueller, C. Detraz, M. Langevin, F. Naulin,
M. de Saint-Simon, C. Thibault, F. Touchard, M. Epherre, Nucl.
Phys. A 426, 37 (1984)

8. S. Takeuchi, N. Aoi, T. Motobayashi, S. Ota, E. Takeshita,
H. Suzuki, H. Baba, T. Fukui, Y. Hashimoto, K. Ieki, N. Imai,
H. Iwasaki, S. Kanno, Y. Kondo, T. Kubo, K. Kurita, T. Mine-
mura, T. Nakabayashi, T. Nakamura, T. Okumura, T.K. Onishi,
H. Sakurai, S. Shimoura, R. Sugou, D. Suzuki, M.K. Suzuki,
M. Takashina, M. Tamaki, K. Tanaka, Y. Togano, K. Yamada,
Phys. Rev. C 79, 054319 (2009)

9. HL. Crawford, P. Fallon, A.O. Macchiavelli, A. Poves, V.M.
Bader, D. Bazin, M. Bowry, C.M. Campbell, M.P. Carpenter, R.M.
Clark, M. Cromaz, A. Gade, E. Ideguchi, H. Iwasaki, C. Langer,
LY. Lee, C. Loelius, E. Lunderberg, C. Morse, A.L. Richard,
J. Rissanen, D. Smalley, S.R. Stroberg, D. Weisshaar, K. Whit-
more, A. Wiens, S.J. Williams, K. Wimmer, T. Yamamato, Phys.
Rev. C 93, 031303(R) (2016)

10. K. Wimmer, T. Kroll, R. Kriiken, V. Bildstein, R. Gernhiser,
B. Bastin, N. Bree, J. Diriken, P.V. Duppen, M. Huyse, N. Pa-
tronis, P. Vermaelen, D. Voulot, J.V. de Walle, F. Wenander, L.M.
Fraile, R. Chapman, B. Hadinia, R. Orlandi, J.F. Smith, R. Lut-
ter, P.G. Thirolf, M. Labiche, A. Blazhev, M. Kalkiiler, P. Reiter,
M. Seidlitz, N. Warr, A.O. Macchiavelli, H.B. Jeppesen, E. Fiori,
G. Georgiev, G. Schrieder, S.D. Gupta, G.L. Bianco, S. Nardelli,
J. Butterworth, J. Johansen, , K. Riisager, Phys. Rev. Lett. 105,
252501 (2010)

11. Y. Utsuno, T. Otsuka, T. Mizusaki, M. Honma, Phys. Rev. C 60,
054315 (1999)

12. E. Caurier, F. Nowacki, A. Poves, Nucl. Phys. A 693, 374 (2001)

13. T. Otsukaa, Eur. Phys. J. A 20, 69 (2004)

14. E. Caurier, F. Nowacki, A. Poves, Phys. Rev. C 90, 014302 (2014)

15. M. Yamagami, N.V. Giai, Phys. Rev. C 69, 034301 (2004)

16. J.M. Yao, H. Mei, H. Chen, J. Meng, P. Ring, D. Vretenar, Phys.
Rev. C 83, 014308 (2011)

17. L.L.Li, J. Meng, P. Ring, E.G. Zhao, S.G. Zhou, Phys. Rev. C 85,
024312 (2012)

18. R. Rodriguez-Guzman, J. Egido, L. Robledo, Nucl. Phys. A 709,
201 (2002)

19. J.D. Walecka, Ann. Phys. (NY) 83, 491 (1974)

20. P.G. Reinhard, Rep. Prog. Phys. 52, 439 (1989)

21. H. Yukawa, Proc. Phys. Math. Soc. Japan 17, 48 (1935)

22. P. Ring, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 37, 193 (1996)

M. Bender, P.H. Heenen, P.G. Reinhard, Revs. Mod. Phys. 75, 121

(2003)

24. D. Vretenar, A.V. Afanasjev, G.A. Lalazissis, P. Ring, Phys. Rep.
409, 101 (2005)

25. J.Meng, J. Peng, S.Q. Zhang, S.G. Zhou, Phys. Rev. C 73, 037303
(2006)

26. J. Meng, H. Toki, S.G. Zhou, S.Q. Zhang, W.H. Long, L.S. Geng,
Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 57, 470 (2006)

27. T. Niksi¢, D. Vretenar, P. Ring, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys 66, 519
(2011)

28. H. Liang, J. Meng, S.G. Zhou, Phys. Rep. 570, 1 (2015)

29. J. Boguta, A.R. Bodmer, Nucl. Phys. A 292, 413 (1977)

30. Y. Sugahara, H. Toki, Nucl. Phys. A 579, 557 (1994)

31. W.H. Long, J. Meng, N.V. Giai, S.G. Zhou, Phys. Rev. C 69,
034319 (2004)

32. R. Brockmann, H. Toki, Phys. Rev. Lett. 68, 3408 (1992)

33. H. Lenske, C. Fuchs, Phys. Lett. B 345, 355 (1995)

34. C. Fuchs, H. Lenske, H.H. Wolter, Phys. Rev. C 52, 3043 (1995)

35. S. Typel, H.H. Wolter, Nucl. Phys. A 656, 331 (1999)

36. A. Bouyssy, J.F. Mathiot, N.V. Giai, S. Marcos, Phys. Rev. C 36,
380 (1987)

37. P. Bernardos, V.N. Fomenko, N.V. Giai, M.L. Quelle, S. Marcos,
R. Niembro, L.N. Savushkin, Phys. Rev. C 48, 2665 (1993)

38. S. Marcos, L.N. Savushkin, V.N. Fomenko, M. Lépez-Quelle,
R. Niembro, J. Phys. G: Nucl. Part. Phys. 30, 703 (2004)

39. W.H. Long, N. Van Giai, J. Meng, Phys. Lett. B 640, 150 (2006)

40. W.H. Long, H. Sagawa, N. Van Giai, J. Meng, Phys. Rev. C 76,
034314 (2007)



41.

42.

43.

44.

45.

46.

47.

48.
49.

50.

51.
52.

53.
54.
55.
57.
s8.
59.
60.
6l.
62.
63.
64.
65.
66.
67.
68.
69.
70.
71.

72.

W.H. Long, P. Ring, N.V. Giai, J. Meng, Phys. Rev. C 81, 024308
(2010)

W.H. Long, H. Sagawa, J. Meng, N. Van Giai, Europhys. Lett. 82,
12001 (2008)

W.H. Long, T. Nakatsukasa, H. Sagawa, J. Meng, H. Nakada,
Y. Zhang, Phys. Lett. B 680, 428 (2009)

L.J. Wang, JM. Dong, W.H. Long, Phys. Rev. C 87, 047301
(2013)

JJ. Li, WH. Long, J.M. Margueron, N. Van Giai, Phys. Lett. B
732, 169 (2014)

J.J. Li, J. Margueron, W.H. Long, N.V. Giai, Phys. Lett. B 753, 97
(2016)

J.J. Li, W.H. Long, J. Margueron, N.V. Giai, Phys. Lett. B 788,
192 (2019)

J. Liu, Y.F. Niu, W.H. Long, Phys. Lett. B. 806, 135524 (2020)
L.J. Jiang, S. Yang, J.M. Dong, W.H. Long, Phys. Rev. C 91,
025802 (2015)

L.J. Jiang, S. Yang, B.Y. Sun, W.H. Long, H.Q. Gu, Phys. Rev. C
91, 034326 (2015)

Y.Y. Zong, B.Y. Sun, Chin. Phys. C 42, 024101 (2018)

Z. Wang, T. Naito, H. Liang, W.H. Long, Phys. Rev. C 101,
064306 (2020)

J. Geng, J. Xiang, B.Y. Sun, W.H. Long, Phys. Rev. C 101, 064302
(2020)

H.Z. Liang, N. Van Giai, J. Meng, Phys. Rev. Lett. 101, 122502
(2008)

H.Z. Liang, PW. Zhao, J. Meng, Phys. Rev. C 85, 064302 (2012)
K.T. Hecht, A. Adler, Nucl. Phys. A 137, 129 (1969)

A. Arima, M. Harvey, K. Shimizu, Phys. Lett. B 30, 517 (1969)
J.N. Ginocchio, Phys. Rep. 315, 231 (1999)

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

J.N. Ginocchio, Phys. Rev. Lett. 78, 436 (1997)

J. Meng, 1. Tanihata, S. Yamaji, Phys. Lett. B 419, 1 (1998)

J. Geng, J.J. Li, WH. Long, Y.F. Niu, S.Y. Chang, Phys. Rev. C
100, 051301(R) (2019)

W.H. Long, P. Ring, J. Meng, N. Van Giai, C.A. Bertulani, Phys.
Rev. C 81, 031302(R) (2010)

B. Wei, Q. Zhao, Z.H. Wang, J. Geng, B.Y. Sun, Y.F. Niu, W.H.
Long, Chin. Phys. C 44, 074107 (2020)

S.G. Zhou, J. Meng, P. Ring, Phys. Rev. C 68, 034323 (2003)

J. Geng, W.H. Long, Phys. Rev. C 105, 034329 (2022)

J.E. Berger, M. Girod, D. Gogny, Nucl. Phys. A 428, 23 (1984)
G.A. Lalazissis, T. Niksi¢, D. Vretenar, P. Ring, Phys. Rev. C 71,
024312 (2005)

M. Wang, G. Audi, F.G. Kondev, W.J. Huang, S. Naimi, X. Xu,
Chin. Phys. C 41(3)

S. Yang, X.D. Sun, J. Geng, B.Y. Sun, W.H. Long, Phys. Rev. C
103, 014304 (2021)

P. Ring, P. Schuck, The Nuclear Many-Body Problem (Springer-
Verlag, New York, 1980)

H. Grawe, K. Langanke, G. Martinez-Pinedo, Rep. Prog. Phys 70,
1525 (2007)




	1 Introduction
	2 General Formalism
	3 Results and Discussions
	4 Summary

