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Abstract Deformed ground state of 32Mg is investigated
using the axially deformed relativistic Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov
(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 40Ca, is cru-
cial for describing correctly the deformed ground state by
producing unique shape evolution of neutron orbit 1/2+

4 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 gσ and gω in dominant
σ-scalar and ω-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 : 0+
g.s. → 2+

1 ) values ex-
tracted from Coulomb excitation measurements [4,5,6] es-
tablish stably deformed ground state of 32Mg, being consis-
tent with measured low-lying 2+

1 state [5,7,6]. Coinciden-
tally, distinct quadruple collectivity of 32Mg was revealed
by measured ratio E(4+

1 )/E(2+
1 ) = 2.6 that lies between the

vibration limit 2.0 and rigid rotor limit 3.3 [8], and later con-
firmed by observed rotational band structures of 32Mg [9],
a characteristic fingerprint of a rigid non-spherical shape.
Moreover, from observed population of excited 0+

2 state from
two-neutron transfer reaction (t, p) on 30Mg [10], it was sug-
gested that the excited 0+

2 state is spherical, coexisting with
deformed ground state of 32Mg.

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 2p-
2h excitation across the sd-p f shell gap, the shell model
calculations can interpret the large B(E2) values and low-
lying 2+

1 state. Similarly, only going beyond mean-field, the
low-lying 2+

1 state can be reproduced by the non-relativistic
or relativistic mean field models. However, the deformed
ground state of 32Mg 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 32Mg 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-
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tions [36] of nuclear structure were also improved by mod-
eling the nuclear in-medium effects via the non-linear self-
couplings of σ-meson [37] and scalar field

(
ψ̄ψ

)
[38]. Even-

tually, similar accuracy as popular RMF models was achieved
by the density-dependent relativistic Hartree-Fock (DDRHF)
theory [39,40] and relativistic Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov (RHFB)
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, l,
j = l + 1/2) and (n − 1, l + 2, j = l + 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 σ-scalar
(σ-S) and repulsive ω-vector (ω-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 ρ-tensor (ρ-T) cou-
pling, showing as unparalleled density dependent behaviors
for the coupling strengths gσ and gω respectively in the σ-S
and ω-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-l 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 32Mg, 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 32Mg and breaking of pseudo-spin symmetry
are discussed in Sec. 3. Finally, a summary is given in Sec.
4.

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 σ-S and ω-V cou-
plings dominate nuclear attractions and repulsions, respec-
tively, and the isovector ρ-vector (ρ-V), ρ-T, ρ-vector-tensor
(ρ-VT) and π-pseudo-vector (π-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 +
∑
φ

Vφ, (1)

with the kinetic energy term (T ) and potential energy ones
(Vφ) reading as,

T =

∫
dxψ̄(x) (−iγ · ∇ + M)ψ(x), (2)

Vφ =
1
2

∫
dxdx′ψ̄(x)ψ̄(x′)ΓφDφ(x − x′)ψ(x′)ψ(x). (3)

In the above expressions, ψ represents Dirac spinor field, φ
denotes various two-body interaction channels, namely the
σ-S, ω-V, ρ-V, ρ-T, ρ-VT, π-PV and A-V couplings, and the
interaction vertex Γφ(x, x′) read as,

Γσ-S ≡ − gσ(x)gσ(x′), (4a)

Γω-V ≡
(
gωγµ

)
x

(gωγµ)x′ , (4b)

Γρ-V ≡
(
gργµ~τ

)
x
·
(
gργµ~τ

)
x′
, (4c)

Γρ-T ≡
1

4M2

(
fρσνk~τ∂k

)
x
·
(

fρσνl~τ∂l

)
x′
, (4d)

Γρ-VT ≡
1

2M

(
fρσkν~τ∂k

)
x
·
(
gργν~τ

)
x′

+
1

2M

(
gργν~τ

)
x
·
(

fρσkν~τ∂k

)
x′
, (4e)

Γπ-PV ≡
−1
m2
π

(
fπ~τγ5γµ∂

µ
)

x
·
(
fπ~τγ5γν∂

ν)
x′ , (4f)

ΓA-V ≡
e2

4

(
γµ(1 − τ)

)
x

(γµ(1 − τ))x′ , (4g)

where x = (t, r), and ~τ is the isospin operator, τ for the pro-
jection with the conventions τ |n〉 = |n〉 and τ |p〉 = − |p〉. Af-
ter neglecting the retardation effects, the propagators Dφ(x−
x′) of the meson and photon field in Vφ can be written as,

Dφ =
1

4π
e−mφ |x−x′ |

|x − x′|
, DA =

1
4π

1
|x − x′|

, (5)

where mφ is the meson mass in the meson-nucleon coupling
channel φ.
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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
density dependencies into the meson-nucleon coupling strengths,
namely gσ, gω, gρ, fρ and fπ in the interaction vertex (4).
Together with the meson masses mσ, mω, mρ and mπ, the
coupling strengths and their density dependencies define an
in-medium interaction for nuclear systems.

For the isoscalar σ-S and ω-V coupling strengths, the
density dependencies read as,

gφ =gφ(ρ0) fφ(ξ), fφ(ξ) =aφ
1 + bφ(ξ + dφ)2

1 + cφ(ξ + dφ)2 , (6)

where ξ = ρb/ρ0, ρ0 being the saturation density and ρb =

ψ̄γ0ψ for nucleon density, φ represents σ-S and ω-V cou-
plings, and aφ, bφ, cφ and dφ define the density dependen-
cies of the coupling strengths. For the isosvector channels,
the density dependencies are of the following exponential
form,

gρ =gρ(ρ0)e−aρ(ξ−1), fφ′ = fφ′ (ρ0)e−aφ′ (ξ−1), (7)

where φ′ represents the π-PV and ρ-T coupling strengths,
and aρ, aπ and aT 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 ψ 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 ψ can be quantized as,

ψ(x) =
∑

l

ψl(x)cl, ψ̄(x) =
∑

l

ψ̄l(x)c†l , (8)

where the creation and annihilation operators c†l and cl in
the Hartree-Fock (HF) space are defined by the solutions of
Dirac equation, and ψl(x) denotes single-particle (s.p.) wave
function with the index l 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,

|HF〉 =

A∏
l=1

c†l |−〉 , cl |−〉 =0, (9)

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

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
Bogoliubov quasi-particle one,βk

β†k

 =
∑

l

U∗lk V∗lk
Vlk Ulk


cl

c†l

 , (10)

with βk and β†k 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
ψ(x) was proposed in Ref. [66] as,

ψ(x) =
∑

k

(
ψU

k̄ (r)e−iεk tβk + ψV
k (r)e+iεk tβ†k

)
, (11a)

ψ̄(x) =
∑

k

(
ψ̄V

k (r)e−iεk tβk + ψ̄U
k̄ (r)e+iεk tβ†k

)
, (11b)

where εk is quasi-particle energy, ψV and ψU are the V- and
U-components of quasi-particle spinors, and the index k and
k̄ 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 Vφ in the Hamil-
tonian (1) can be expressed as,

T =
∑
kk′

∫
drψ̄V

k (r)(−iγ · ∇ + M)ψV
k′ (r)βkβ

†

k′ , (12a)

Vφ =
1
2

∑
k1k2k′2k′1

∫
drdr′

[
ψ̄V

k1
(r)ψ̄V

k2
(r′)Γφ(r, r′)Dφ(r − r′)

× ψV
k′2

(r′)ψV
k′1

(r)βk1βk2β
†

k′2
β†k′1

+ ψ̄V
k1

(r)ψ̄U
k̄2

(r′)Γφ(r, r′)Dφ(r − r′)

× ψU
k̄′2

(r′)ψV
k′1

(r)βk1β
†

k2
βk′2β

†

k′1

]
. (12b)

Obviously, the first term in Vφ 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 βk |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 Ekin., the potential
energy Epot. and pairing energy Epair as,

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

where the Epot. term includes the Hartree and Fock contri-
butions from the σ-S, ω-V, ρ-V, ρ-T, ρ-VT, π-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].
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In general, the pairing energy Epair is evaluated in a phe-
nomenological way. Here the finite range Gogny force D1S
[67] is adopted as the pairing force, and the ΓφDφ in the sec-
ond term of Eq. (12b) is replaced by (γ0)x(γ0)x′V

pp
Gogny(r− r′)

[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 π remain as good
quantum numbers. For abbreviated expressions, the index
i = (νπm) is used to denote deformed s.p./quasi-particle or-
bits in the following context, with ν for the index of the or-
bits in the πm-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 ψU and ψV are then ex-
panded on the spherical DWS base [65,41,66],

ψU
νπm =

∑
nκ

CU
nκ,iψnκm, ψV

νπm =
∑
nκ

CV
nκ,iψnκm, (14)

where the expansion coefficients CU
nκ,i and CV

nκ,i are restricted
as real numbers, the index a = (nκ), together with the projec-
tion m, denotes the states in the spherical DWS base in the
following context, with κ = ±( j + 1/2) and j = l ∓ 1/2, l for
orbital angular momentum and n for the principle number.

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

a′

−hi
aa′ + λ ∆i

aa′

∆i
aa′ hi

aa′ − λ

 CU
a′,i

CV
a′,i

 = εi

CU
a,i

CV
a,i

 , (15)

where εi is the quasi-particle energy, the chemical potential
λ is introduced to preserve the particle number on the aver-
age, and hi

aa′
and ∆i

aa′ 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 ψV

νπm, the density matrix elements for the πm-
block can be expressed as,

ρπm
aa′ =

∑
ν

CV
a,νπmCV

a′,νπm. (16)

By diagonalizing the density matrix
(
ρπm

aa′
)
, the obtained eigen-

values correspond to the occupation probabilities v2
i of canon-

ical s.p. orbits mπ
ν , and the eigenvectors D̂πm

ν , the set of ex-
pansion coefficients Dnκ,i upon the spherical DWS base, de-
fine the canonical wave functions ψνπm and s.p. energy Ei

as,

ψνπm =
∑
nκ

Dnκ,iψnκm, Ei =
∑
aa′

Da,ihπm
aa′Da′,i. (17)

Following variational principle, the relation between the sum
of canonical s.p. energies Es.p., kinetic energy Ekin., potential
energy Epot. and rearrangement term ER can be derived as,

Es.p. =
∑

i

v2
i Ei = Ekin. + 2Epot. + 2ER, (18)

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

ER =
1
2

∫
drΣR(r)ρb(r). (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 ERe. ≡ −2ER and the others
EOth. ≡ −Epot. +Epair. Excluding the rest masses of nucleons,
one may obtain the nuclear binding energy as EB = E −
AM. As usual, the center-of-mass correction Ec.m., that is not
involved in the variation procedure, is considered to provide
precise EB values, namely EB = E − AM + Ec.m., and the
other term thus reads as EOth. = −Epot. + Epair + Ec.m..

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 λp 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 κ
quantities in Eqs. (14). For 32Mg, the mmax 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 λp = 0, 2, 4, 6, 8. For the κ-
quantities in the spherical DWS base, the cutoff 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 EC

± ± M, the positive (+) and negative (−) ones in the
spherical DWS base. After testing calculations, it was deter-
mined as EC

+ = +350.0 MeV and EC
− = −100.0 MeV, see

Refs. [53,66] for more details.
In order to understand the underlying mechanism of de-

formed ground state of 32Mg, the RHF Lagrangians PKA1
[40], PKO2 [42] and PKO3 [42], and the RMF one DD-ME2
[68] are utilized in this work. Specifically, DD-ME2 and
PKO2 share the same meson degrees of freedom, includ-
ing the σ-S, ω-V, ρ-V and A-V couplings. On top of that,
the π-PV coupling, that contributes only via the Fock terms,
is taken into account by both PKO3 and PKA1, and addi-
tionally PKA1 contains the ρ-T and ρ-VT couplings which
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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 32Mg and nuclear in-medium
effects

Figure 1(a) shows the binding energy EB (MeV) of 32Mg
with respect to the quadruple deformation β, which are ex-
tracted from the shape constrained D-RHFB calculations with
PKA1, PKO2, PKO3 and DD-ME2. It can be seen that only
PKA1 presents the ground state with evident prolate defor-
mation β u 0.51 for 32Mg, consistent with the experimental
values β = 0.512(44) [4] and β = 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].

- 2 5 2

- 2 5 0

- 2 4 8

- 2 4 6

- 2 4 4

0 . 0 0 . 2 0 . 4 0 . 6 0 . 8

- 4 0

- 2 0

0

2 0

4 0

E B
 (M

eV
)

 P K A 1        P K A 1 *
 P K O 3  P K O 2
 D D - M E 2

E E x p .B  =  −2 4 9 . 7 2  M e V

( a )

E φ(
β) 

- E
φ(β

=0
) (M

eV
)

β

 P K A 1
 P K O 3

3 2 M g( b )

E s . p .

E R e .

E O t h .

Fig. 1 (Color Online) Binding energies EB (MeV) for 32Mg as func-
tions of quadruple deformation β calculated by PKA1, PKO3, PKO2,
DD-ME2 and the temporary one PKA1∗. Experimental data is taken
form [69]. (b) Contributions to the binding energy EB (MeV) of 32Mg
as functions of quadruple deformation β calculated by PKA1 and
PKO3, including sum of single particle energy Es.p., the term ERe. and
the others EOth., in which the values at β = 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 PKA1 and PKO3, including the Es.p., ERe. and EOth.

terms in Eq. (20), and the values at β = 0 are taken as the
references. Under the D-RHFB frame that indicates iden-
tical approach on nuclear many-body state for 32Mg, 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
EOth. terms given by PKA1 and PKO3 show rather similar
evolution behaviors, in contrast to the ERe. and Es.p. ones.
Combined with Fig. 1 (a), it may indicate that the specific
structure of 32Mg given by PKA1 and PKO3 can be no-
tably different, regarding the fact that the potential energy
dominates the EOth. terms [see Eq. (20)] and PKA1 contains
more coupling channels than PKO3, i.e., the ρ-T and ρ-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 ERe. and Es.p. terms given by PKA1 and PKO3
in Fig. 1 (b). Specifically, the rearrangement contributions
ERe. 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,
PKA1 presents much more negatively enhanced Es.p. values
following the deformation β, which seems crucial for PKA1
to describe correctly the deformed ground state of 32Mg.

0 . 0 0 . 1 0 . 2 0 . 3 0 . 48
9

1 0
1 1
1 2
1 3
1 4
1 5
1 6

Co
up

ling
 St

ren
gth

s g
σ a

nd
 g ω

ρb  ( f m - 3 )

 P K A 1
 P K O 3
 P K O 2
 D D - M E 2
 P K A 1 *

g σ

g ω

Fig. 2 (Color Online) Coupling strengths gσ and gω as functions of
density ρb (fm−3) for PKA1, PKO2, PKO3, DD-ME2 and PKA1*.

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-
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rary Lagrangian is deduced from PKA1, namely PKA1* in
Fig. 2 that the coupling strengths gσ and gω are set to share
the same density dependence (that of original gσ in PKA1),
and their values at saturation density are modified simulta-
neously by several percent to reproduce the binding energy
of spherical 32Mg 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 32Mg. From Fig. 1 (a),
one can see that PKA1*, which does not support deformed
ground state or even a deformed local minimum for 32Mg,
shows rather similar results as PKO3 during a large range
of deformation, roughly β ∈

(
0, 0.6

)
. Combined with Fig.

2, it is then illustrated that the density dependencies of gσ
and gω, which describe the nuclear in-medium effects car-
ried by the dominant σ-S and ω-V couplings, are essential
for describing correctly the deformed ground state of 32Mg,
similar as the PSS restoration of high-l PS partners [62] and
the liquid-gas critical parameters of thermal nuclear matter
[70].

3.2 Microscopic evidence for deformed ground state of
32Mg

As pointed out in previous subsection, much more enhanced
s.p. energy terms Es.p. given by PKA1 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 β for 32Mg, 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 1/2+

3 and 1/2+
4 given by PKA1 and PKO3 are

notably different. For PKO3, on behalf of the other mod-
els except PKA1, the orbits 1/2+

3 and 1/2+
4 show almost

monotonous shape evolutions, either decreasing or increas-
ing continuously with respect to the deformation β. 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+
3 and

1/2+
4 given by PKA1 are nearly paralleled with each an-

other before reaching the prolate ground state, roughly at
β ∈ (0.1, 0.5). Around the Fermi levels EF , due to deeper
bound orbit 1/2+

4 , more remarkable energy gap (marked with
arrows) at prolate minimum is obtained by PKA1 with β u
0.51 (filled circles) than PKO3 with β u 0.45 (open cir-
cles). Moreover, compared to the spherical one 1d3/2, the
valence orbits 1/2+

4 and 1/2−3 at prolate minima are deeper
bound for PKA1, but less bound for PKO3. In fact, this pro-
vides a microscopic evidence for the emergence of stably
deformed ground state of 32Mg, in which the orbit 1/2+

4

0 . 0 0 . 2 0 . 4 0 . 6 0 . 8

- 1 4

- 1 2

- 1 0

- 8

- 6

- 4

- 2
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β

E(m
π ν) (

Me
V)

5 / 2 +1

3 / 2 +1

1 / 2 +3

1 / 2 +4

3 / 2 + 2

1 / 2 −3

3 / 2 −2

5 / 2 −1

7 / 2
− 1

1 d 5 / 2

2 s 1 / 2

1 d 3 / 2

1 f 7 / 2

N e u t r o n
3 2 M g

E F

 P K A 1
 P K O 3

Fig. 3 (Color Online) Neutron canonical s.p. energies given by PKA1
(solid lines) and PKO3 (dotted lines) for 32Mg with respect to the de-
formation β, in which the black filled and open diamonds denote the
Fermi energies EF given by PKA1 and PKO3, respectively. As the ref-
erences, the positions of prolate minima, reading as β = 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 1/2−3 . 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 32Mg.

In order to clarify the role of the valence orbit 1/2+
4 , ac-

cording to Eq. (18), its contributions to the binding energy,
denoted as E1/2+

4
, are shown in Fig. 4, in which the solid lines

(filled circles) and dotted ones (open circles) represent the
PKA1 and PKO3 results, respectively. Except for the E1/2+

4

term, the ERe., EOth. and rest Es.p. terms in Eq. (20) are in-
tegrated as the term ERes. = EB − E1/2+

4
in Fig. 4. Referring

to the values at β = 0, it is interesting to see that PKA1
and PKO3 shows similar evolutions for the ERes. terms, but
rather different E1/2+

4
ones, which approximately account for

the deviations between PKA1 and PKO3 on the total EB.
Combined with s.p. evolution in Fig. 3, it is clear for the
crucial role played by the neutron orbit 1/2+

4 .
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
Q2 (fm−2) and the proportions (%) of main spherical compo-
nents of neutron orbits 1/2+

3 and 1/2+
4 in 32Mg at the ground
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Fig. 4 (Color Online) Binding energies EB (MeV) of 32Mg, the con-
tributions E1/2+

4
from valence orbit 1/2+

4 and the rest ones ERes. with
respect to the deformation β calculated by PKA1 and PKO3, in which
the values at β = 0 are taken as the references. See the text for details.

state deformation β u 0.51. It is seen that the results given by
PKA1 are evidently different from the other selected mod-
els which give similar quadruple moments and expansion
proportions for both orbits 1/2+

3 and 1/2+
4 . To understand

clearly the relations between the Q2 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 1/2+

3 and 1/2+
4 .

Table 1 Quadruple moment Q2 (fm−2) and proportions (in percentage)
of the main expansion components of neutron orbits 1/2+

3 and 1/2+
4 at

β ≈ 0.51 for 32Mg calculated by PKA1, PKO3, PKO2, DD-ME2 and
PKA1*.

β ≈ 0.51 PKA1 PKO3 PKO2 DD-ME2 PKA1∗

1/2+
3

Q2 3.46 6.84 6.85 6.64 7.38
1d5/2 39.0% 34.0% 30.4% 33.4% 35.4%
1d3/2 23.5% 49.7% 49.7% 46.5% 47.0%
2s1/2 33.9% 13.7% 17.1% 17.1% 12.2%

1/2+
4

Q2 −2.49 −5.34 −4.84 −5.13 −6.34
1d5/2 0.1% 4.1% 3.7% 3.1% 3.9%
1d3/2 59.1% 32.5% 34.9% 36.7% 31.1%
2s1/2 35.1% 57.9% 55.6% 53.5% 61.2%

From Table 1, it can be seen that the Q2 values given
by PKA1 are much (negatively) smaller than those obtained
by the other selected models, which indicates much less de-
formed 1/2+

3 and 1/2+
4 orbits for PKA1. In fact, from spher-

ical minimum to prolate ground state, the quadruple mo-
ments Q2 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 1/2+

3 and 1/2+
4 are slightly

and parallelly changed in a fairly wide range of deformation
β ∈ (0.1, 0.5), see the PKA1 results in Fig. 3. In contrast,
with respect to the deformation β, the models except PKA1
give gradually enlarged prolate and oblate deformations for
the orbits 1/2+

3 and 1/2+
4 , respectively, leading to continu-

ously deep bound orbit 1/2+
3 and high-lying one 1/2+

4 as the
PKO3 results in Fig. 3.

Table 2 Signs of the couplings between main spherical components
2s1/2, 1d3/2 and 1d5/2 in quadruple moment Q2 for neutron orbits 1/2+

3
and 1/2+

4 .

mπ = 1/2+ 2s1/2 1d3/2 1d5/2

2s1/2 0 − +

1d3/2 − + −

1d5/2 + − +

As shown in Table 1, the 1d5/2 proportions are negli-
gibly small for the orbit 1/2+

4 , whose Q2 value is there-
fore decided by mutually cancelled 2s1/2-1d3/2 and 1d3/2-
1d3/2 terms given in Table 2. Compared to the other mod-
els, negatively reduced Q2 value obtained by PKA1 for the
orbit 1/2+

4 can be attributed to more cancellation between
the 2s1/2-1d3/2 and 1d3/2-1d3/2 terms. Specifically from the
other models to PKA1, the increasing 1d3/2 proportion en-
larges the positive Q2 contribution from the 1d3/2-1d3/2 term,
and approximately exchanged 2s1/2 and 1d3/2 proportions
lead to roughly unchanged negative Q2 contribution from
the 2s1/2-1d3/2 term. Besides, as seen from Table 1, the or-
bits 1/2+

3 and 1/2+
4 show opposite variation trends from PKA1

to the other models for both quadruple moments and expan-
sion proportions. Similarly the Q2 values of the orbit 1/2+

3
can be interpreted as well, although the situation looks more
complicated than the orbit 1/2+

4 .
Therefore, from Tables 1 and 2, different shape evolution

behaviors given by PKA1 and the other models for the orbit
1/2+

4 can be interpreted by the orbital Q2 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+

3 and 1/2+
4 branch respectively from the spherical

PS partners 2s1/2 and 1d3/2, and PKA1 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 1/2+

3 and 1/2+
4 . To provide evident

proof, applying the selected models, Fig. 5 (a) shows the
pseudo-spin orbital (PSO) splittings ∆EPSO = E1d3/2 − E2s1/2

for the N = 20 isotones from 40Ca to 32Mg which are im-
posed with spherical symmetry. Meanwhile, the dominant
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Fig. 5 (Color Online) Pseudo-spin splitting ∆EPSO (MeV) between
neutron orbits 1d3/2 and 2s1/2 for the N = 20 isotones with spheri-
cal symmetry, including the total [plot (a)] and sum contributions [plot
(b)] from kenetic energy, σ-S and ω-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, σ-S and
ω-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 ∆EPSO values, in contrast to the other models.

As supplemental details, Fig. 6 shows the proportions of
spherical components referring to the deformation β for the
orbits 1/2+

3 [plot (a)] and 1/2+
4 [plot (b)]. Being consistent

with much enlarged ∆EPSO from the other models to PKA1,
it is clearly shown in Fig. 6 that PKA1 gives reduced and re-
tained 1d3/2-proportion respectively for low-lying orbit 1/2+

3
orbit and high-lying one 1/2+

4 , and vice versa for the 2s1/2

proportions. However, due to much smaller PSO splittings
given by the other models than PKA1 in spherical 32Mg, the
deformation leads to much more enhanced mixture of the
1d3/2 component into the low-lying orbit 1/2+

3 , as well as
much larger mixing of the 2s1/2 ones in the high-lying orbit
1/2+

4 , 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 ∆EPSO values to restore the PSS.
Moreover, among selected models, only PKA1 can properly
reproduce the proton PSO splittings in nearby nuclei 40,48Ca,
see Fig. 1 in Ref. [46]. Eventually, systematic comparisons
between PKA1 and the other selected models prove the fact

0
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Fig. 6 (Color Online) Proportions (in percentage) of the main expan-
sion components of neutron orbits 1/2+

3 (a) and 1/2+
4 (b) as functions of

deformation parameter β for 32Mg calculated by PKA1 and PKO3.

that the obvious PSS breaking is the microscopic mechanism
behind the deformed ground state for 32Mg.

Moreover, one may notice in Fig. 5 (b) that PKA1 and
the other selected models present notably different dominant
contributions Ekin. + Eσ + Eω to the PSO splittings ∆EPSO,
which embody the in-medium balance between nuclear at-
tractions and repulsions. Such in-medium balance, domi-
nated by the density dependencies of gσ and gω 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 gσ and gω are set as the same. Consistently as
shown in Fig. 5, the ∆EPSO values are much reduced from
PKA1 to PKA1*. Not only for PKA1*, similar trends are
also seen in Fig. 5 from PKA1 to the models which fail
to reproduce the deformed ground state of 32Mg. 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 32Mg is studied
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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 32Mg, 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+

4 with distinctive
shape evolution is essential for the formation of deformed
GS in 32Mg. It is illustrated that obvious breaking of the
pseudo-spin symmetry (PSS), found in 32Mg and nearby
N = 20 isotones, plays a decisive role on the mixing of
spherical pseudo-spin partners 2s1/2 and 1d3/2 in the orbit
1/2+

4 and further on its shape evolution. It is thus revealed
for obvious PSS breaking as the microscopic mechanism be-
hind the deformed GS of 32Mg.

Consistent with existing experimental data, obvious PSS
breaking in 32Mg 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 gσ
and gω in dominant meson-nucleon coupling channels. Per-
spectively, the revealed mechanism that promises the de-
formed GS of 32Mg, particularly the embedded nuclear in-
medium effects, provides qualitative guidance on understand-
ing the nature of nuclear force.
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