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Abstract

The role of the pseudospin symmetry in the inversion of the ground-state spin in Cu isotopes is

investigated within the covariant density functional theory (CDFT). The density functional PC-

PK1 gives a good agreement with the observed ground-state properties of the odd-A 69−79Cu. In

particular, the inversion of the ground-state spin at A = 75 is reproduced nicely, which can be

explained by the level crossing between the proton pseudospin partners π2p3/2 and π1f5/2. It is

found that the pseudospin symmetry plays a dominant role in the evolution of the energy splittings

between the pseudospin partners. By comparing with the results of the nonrelativistic DFTs, our

studies suggest that the pseudospin symmetry is essential to the shell evolution around this region.

∗ jianli@jlu.edu.cn
† qiang.zhao@ibs.re.kr

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/2401.02028v1
mailto:jianli@jlu.edu.cn
mailto:qiang.zhao@ibs.re.kr


The shell evolution towards the extreme neutron-to-proton ratio has been a pivotal focus

in nuclear physics over recent decades [1, 2], since it is crucial to understand the effective

interaction between nucleons and the nucleosynthesis process, particularly the r-process.

Significant efforts have been dedicated to deciphering the mechanism behind the fading of

traditional magic numbers and the emergence of new ones. One of the representatives is

the discovery of the doubly magic property of the neutron-rich isotope 78Ni, which has 28

protons and 50 neutrons [3–7].

With an additional proton, the Cu isotopes become good candidates for studying the

evolution of the single-particle level structure around this region. Researches have demon-

strated the lowering of the first 5/2− state in odd-A 69−73Cu isotopes [8, 9] and the change

of the ground-state spin-parity from 3/2− in 73Cu to 5/2− in 75Cu [10]. The two states 3/2−

and 5/2− are found to have important single-particle characters [9–11], implying a crossing

between the single-proton levels π2p3/2 and π1f5/2. The shell model calculations show that

the lowering of the 5/2− state can be attributed to the tensor force in the monopole inter-

action [8, 12–15], which is attractive between the proton level π1f5/2 and the neutron level

ν1g9/2. Note that the tensor force would also give a rise of π1f7/2 and reduce the Z = 28

gap, which may lead to a large π1f7/2 strength in the low-lying 7/2− states approaching

N = 50 [16]. However, this has not been observed in experiment [4, 6, 17]. The studies

with the nonrelativistic density functional theory (DFT) also show that the inclusion of

the tensor force can reproduce the crossing of the π2p3/2 and π1f5/2 levels in Ni isotopes

[18, 19]. It is also found that the level crossing can be reproduced without the tensor force

by using a simple effective interaction (SEI) [19, 20]. Therefore, the mechanism behind the

level crossing is still unsettled.

The two relevant single-particle levels π2p3/2 and π1f5/2 are often referred to as the so-

called pseudospin doublets that should be degenerate when the pseudospin symmetry is

precisely upheld. The pseudospin symmetry was introduced [21, 22] to explain the near

degeneracy between the two single-particle states with quantum numbers (n, l, j = l + 1/2)

and (n−1, l+2, j = l+3/2), which can be defined as the pseudospin doublets with the pseudo-

radial, pseudo-orbital, and pseudospin quantum numbers (ñ = n−1, l̃ = l+1, s̃ = 1/2). The

pseudospin symmetry is manifested as a relativistic symmetry of the Dirac Hamiltonian, and

l̃ is the orbital angular momentum of the lower component of the Dirac spinor [23]. Extensive

studies of the pseudospin symmetry have been performed within the relativistic framework,
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and an overview can be referred to Refs. [24, 25]. Notice that the pseudospin symmetry can

play important roles in the shell structure [26–29], and can explain the shape coexistence in

the 78Ni region [16]. Thus it is necessary to study the inversion of the pseudospin doublets

π2p3/2 and π1f5/2 in Cu isotopes from the view of the pseudospin symmetry.

The covariant density functional theory (CDFT) is one of the most successful microscopic

theories for a global description of nuclei [30]. It has several advantages due to the inclusion

of the Lorentz symmetry [31]. For instance, it naturally includes the spin and pseudospin de-

grees of freedom simultaneously without requiring adjustable parameters, which can explain

the large spin-orbit potential in nuclei and the origin of the pseudospin symmetry. Moreover,

the theory adeptly handles time-odd fields, crucial for detailing spectroscopic features linked

to nuclear rotations [32, 33] and their nuclear magnetic moments [34–36]. CDFT’s appli-

cations have consistently proven their mettle in analyzing both static and dynamic nuclear

properties[37–43].

One of the widely used CDFTs is the relativistic point-coupling model [44–46], where

the energy density functional is built upon contact interactions. It is much simpler in

numerical applications with both the mean-field theory and the beyond mean-field theory

compared to the meson-exchange CDFT. This model not only paves the way for a deeper

exploration of its ties to nonrelativistic approaches [47, 48] but also facilitates the effortless

inclusion of exchange terms via the Fierz transformation [49–51]. Due to these advantages,

the relativistic point-coupling model has attracted a lot of attention.

In this letter, we investigate the inversion of the ground-state spin in Cu isotopes using

the CDFT framework that naturally includes the pseudospin degree of freedom. The point-

coupling covariant density functional PC-PK1 [46] is employed. It has been successfully

applied to describe the ground-state properties [52–54], the collective excitations [55–59],

and the dynamic properties [42, 43]. In particular, it provides an accurate description on

the isospin dependence of the binding energy [46, 60, 61]. Notably, we find that PC-PK1

can reproduce the inversion of the ground-state spin in 75Cu without including the tensor

force explicitly. This sheds light on the potential influence of pseudospin symmetry in this

observed phenomenon.

A detailed theoretical framework of the relativistic point-coupling model can be found

in Refs. [44–46]. For a quantitative analysis of the pseudospin symmetry’s effects, we need

to derive the contribution of the pseudospin-orbit potentials to the single-particle energy.
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Assuming the spherical symmetry, the general radial Dirac equation for spherical nuclei

reads




V + S −
d
dr

+ κ
r

d
dr

+ κ
r
V − S − 2M









Ga

Fa



 = εa





Ga

Fa



 , (1)

in which κ = (l−j)(2j+1), M is the nucleon mass, V is the vector potential, S is the scalar

potential, εa is the single-particle energy of the level a, Ga and Fa correspond to the upper

and lower part of the Dirac spinor, respectively. From Eq. (1), a Schrödinger-like equation

can be derived for the lower component F as

[

1

M−

d2

dr2
+

1

M−

κ(κ− 1)

r2
+ Σ+ +

1

M−M+

dΣ+

dr

κ

r

−
1

M−M+

dΣ+

dr

d

dr

]

Fa = εaFa, (2)

where Σ+ = V + S, M+ = Σ+ − εa, Σ− = V − S − 2M , and M− = Σ− − εa. The above

Schrödinger-like equation contains the pseudospin-orbit potential VPSO

VPSO =
1

M−M+

dΣ+

dr

κ

r
. (3)

The exact pesudospin symmetry requires that Σ+ = 0 or dΣ+/dr = 0 [23, 62]. However,

both conditions give no bound states, and thus the pseudospin symmetry is not exactly

conserved in realistic nuclei.

The contribution of the pseudospin-orbit potential VPSO to the single-particle energy is

obtained by taking its expectation on the lower component of the Dirac spinor as

εPSOa =
1

∫

dr F 2
a

P

∫

dr
1

M−M+

dΣ+

dr

κ

r
F 2
a , (4)

where P denotes the principal value of the integral. Similarly, the contributions of other

terms in the left-hand side (l.h.s) of Eq. (2) can be calculated.

In order to address both the mean field and the pairing field within a consistent frame-

work, the relativistic Hartree-Bogoliubov (RHB) method is utilized. The RHB equations

are solved in the space of the spherical Harmonic oscillator basis [63] with 30 major shells.

A separable pairing force is taken in the particle-particle channel with the two parameters

G = 728 MeV · fm3 and a = 0.644 fm [64]. Given that Cu isotopes possess an odd number

of protons, the blocking effect is considered for the unpaired proton. Calculations with the

blocked proton levels around Fermi energy (π1f5/2, π2p3/2 and π2p1/2) are performed. The
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configuration with the lowest energy is determined as the ground state, while others are

approximated as the excited states. The total energy difference between the ground state

and the excited state is estimated as the excited energy.

TABLE I. The ground-state spin-parity and the binding energy EB (in the unit of MeV) for Cu

isotopes are computed using the covariant density functional PC-PK1 [46], DD-ME2 [65], and

the simple effective interaction (SEI) [19] in comparison with the experimental data [66]. The

root-mean-square (rms) deviations of the theoretical binding energies to the experimental data are

shown in the last row.

A
EXP PC-PK1 DD-ME2 SEI

Jπ EB Jπ EB Jπ EB Jπ EB

69 3/2− 599.97 3/2− 600.23 3/2− 599.32 3/2− 598.59

71 3/2− 613.09 3/2− 613.06 5/2− 611.38 3/2− 612.93

73 3/2− 625.51 3/2− 624.85 5/2− 622.97 3/2− 625.76

75 5/2− 637.13 5/2− 636.30 5/2− 634.02 3/2− 637.49

77 5/2− 647.67 5/2− 647.06 5/2− 644.61 5/2− 648.38

79 5/2− 657.35 5/2− 657.05 5/2− 654.75 5/2− 658.19

rms 0.52 2.43 0.74

The ground-state spin-parities and the total binding energies for Cu isotopes given by

the density functional PC-PK1 are listed in Table I. Results obtained with the finite-range

covariant density functional DD-ME2 [65] and the simple effective interaction (SEI) [19] are

also shown. While all the theoretical calculations anticipate the inversion of the ground-

state spin, only the results of PC-PK1 agree with the observations. Compared to DD-ME2

and SEI, PC-PK1 offers a more accurate depiction of the binding energies with the root-

mean-square (rms) deviations approximating 0.52 MeV. The calculated excited energies are

depicted in Fig. 1 in comparison with the experimental values. It can be seen that the

results of PC-PK1 align well with the observed evolution tendency, especially for the rapid

lowering of the 5/2− state and the inversion of the ground-state spin at 75Cu.

The inversion of the ground-state spin can be understood via the proton single-particle

levels in Fig. 2. Since all the levels below the shell gap Z = 28 are fully occupied, the

ground-state spin would be determined by the level occupied by the last proton with the
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FIG. 1. (Color online) Systematics of the first 3/2− and 5/2− states in odd-A 69−79Cu isotopes

calculated with functional PC-PK1 (lines) in comparison with the experimental data (dots) [4, 6,

8, 67].
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Proton single-particle levels of π1f7/2, π2p3/2, π1f5/2 and π2p1/2 for odd-A

69−79Cu isotopes calculated with the density functional PC-PK1.

lowest energy. Due to the level crossing between π2p3/2 and π1f5/2, the ground state is

changed from 3/2− at 73Cu to 5/2− at 75Cu. Many studies based on the shell models and

the nonrelativistic DFTs show that the tensor force plays an important role in explaining

the level crossing. But the level crossing also corresponds to the restoration and breaking

of the pseudospin symmetry, where the pseudospin degree of freedom should be important.

Thus it is prior to study this phenomena under the framework of the CDFT.

Figure 3 presents the energy splittings between the pseudospin partners (π2p3/2, π1f5/2)

calculated by the density functional PC-PK1. The contributions of the different terms in
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FIG. 3. (Color online) The pseudospin-orbit splittings between proton levels π2p3/2 and π1f5/2 for

odd-A 69−79Cu isotopes calculated with the density functional PC-PK1. The contributions from

VPSO, Σ+, and the other terms in Eq. (2) are also shown.

the Schrödinger-like Eq. (2) can be obtained by using Eq. (4), where Fa is taken the lower

component of the canonical wave function in the RHB calculations. The total energy split-

tings are less than 1.5 MeV and, in particular, the pseudospin symmetry is nicely restored at

73Cu. Several characters can be seen in Fig. 3. 1) The contributions of the pseudospin-orbit

potential are much larger than the total energy splittings. 2) The contributions of other

terms in Eq. (2) are also larger than the total energy splittings and comparable to the

contributions of the pseudospin-orbit potential. 3) The total energy splittings are inverted

after 73Cu, but the contributions from the pseudospin-orbit potential do not change the

sign. All these findings infer that the pseudospin-orbit potential can not be treated as a

perturbative quantity [68, 69]. The quasi-degeneracy of the pseudospin partners is a result

of the cancellation between the pseudospin-orbit potentials and other terms in Eq. (2). The

pseudospin symmetry is also interpreted as a kind of dynamical symmetry [21, 70].

It is important to study the evolution of the two pseudospin partners π2p3/2 and π1f5/2

with the increasing mass number. Note that the energy splittings between the two levels at

69Cu is about 1.11 MeV, which is comparable with the experimental excited energy 1.23 MeV

for the 5/2− state. With the increasing mass number, the total energy splittings decrease

continuously to -1.44 MeV. The reduction of the energy splittings is mainly dominated by

the pseudospin-orbit potential VPSO and the mean-field potential Σ+, while other terms

together give an opposite effect as seen in Fig. 3. Compared to Σ+ which reduces the
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energy splittings by 0.96 MeV, VPSO gives more contributions with a value of 4.69 MeV. It

can be seen that VPSO plays a major role in the evolution of π2p3/2 and π1f5/2.

-2

-1

0

1

e p
1f

5/
2 -

 e
p2

p 3
/2
 [M

eV
]

PC-PK1

D1M

SAMi-T

SEI

D1MTd

SAMi

DD-ME2

Ni

(a)

68 70 72 74 76 78 80

-3

-2

-1

0

e p
1f

5/
2 -

 e
p1

f 7/
2 [M

eV
]

D1M

SEI
SAMi

DD-ME2
PC-PK1

SAMi-T

D1MTd(b)

Mass Number A

FIG. 4. (Color online) Energy splittings of the pseudospin partners (π2p3/2, π1f5/2) (a) and the

spin partners (π1f5/2, π1f7/2) (b) given by the covariant density functional PC-PK1 and DD-ME2,

in comparison with the nonrelativistic calculations using the Skyrme interactions (SAMi and SAMi-

T), the Gogny interaction (D1M and D1MTd), and the simple effective interaction (SEI). All the

results are taken A = 68 as a reference. The pseudospin-orbit splittings are shifted to meet the

experimental energy difference between 5/2− and 3/2− states in 69Cu.

Since both the pseudospin symmetry and the tensor force can have important influences

on shell evolution, it is better to further illustrate the differences between these two mecha-

nisms. Figure 4 (a) shows the evolutions of the pseudospin-orbit splittings between π2p3/2

and π1f5/2 given by the nonrelativistic models and relativistic models for Ni isotopes. The

evolution of the single-particle levels in Ni isotopes is similar to the results in Cu isotopes,

which would not change our conclusions here. For the nonrelativistic models, we employ the

effective interactions without the tensor force (the simple effective interaction SEI [19], the

Skyrme interaction SAMi[71], and the Gongy interaction D1M [19, 72]) and the ones with
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the tensor force (SAMi-T [73] and D1MTd [19, 74]). The calculated results are shifted to

meet the experimental data 1.23 MeV, which is taken as the energy difference between 5/2−

and 3/2− states in 69Cu. It is seen that, for the nonrelativistic models without tensor force,

the evolutions of the energy splittings are too weak to present the level crossing before 76Ni.

After including the tensor force, the evolutions of the energy splittings are enhanced and

the level crossings occur between 76Ni and 78Ni. This is due to the tensor-force effect, which

is attractive between π1f5/2 and ν1g9/2, and repulsive between π2p3/2 and ν1g9/2. However,

even though the tensor force is not taken into account explicitly, the covariant density func-

tionals can give strong evolutions similar to the results of the nonrelativistic calculations

with the tensor force. This illustrates that the influence of the pseudospin symmetry is

comparable to that of the tensor force. Thus the pseudospin mechanism should be taken

into account when we study the inversion of the ground-state spin in Cu isotopes.

The situation can be different for the spin-orbit splittings. In Fig. 4 (b), the spin-orbit

splittings of π1f orbitals given by the covariant DFTs and the nonrelativistic models are

presented. In contrast to the case of the pseudospin-orbit splittings, the relativistic models

present weak evolutions of the spin-orbit splittings as the nonrelativistic models without the

tensor force. This indicates the pseudospin symmetry’s nature that it mainly influences the

pseudospin partners rather than the spin partners. Note that the large reduction of the spin-

orbit splittings of π1f may lead to a large πf7/2 strength in the low-lying 7/2− states, which

has not been observed so far [4, 6, 17]. In contrast to the tensor-force effect, the pseudospin

symmetry provides a nice explanation of this feature. Further precise experiments in the

future can be helpful in shedding light on this subject.

In summary, the inversion of the ground-state spin in Cu isotopes has been studied

within the covariant density functional theory. Different from the nonrelativistic models,

the covariant density functional PC-PK1 can reproduce the ground-state inversion at 75Cu

without the tensor force. It is found that the pseudospin symmetry plays an important role

in the level crossing between the proton pseudospin partners π2p3/2 and π1f5/2 leading to

the ground-state inversion. The effect of the pseudospin symmetry on the evolution of the

pseudospin-orbit splittings can be comparable to the tensor force effect in the nonrelativistic

DFTs. It suggests that the pseudospin symmetry can be important in this region and should

be taken into account. Further studies by taking into account beyond mean-field effects and

combining the future experimental observations are expected.
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[65] G. A. Lalazissis, T. Nikšić, D. Vretenar, and P. Ring, Phys. Rev. C 71, 024312 (2005).

[66] M. Wang, W. J. Huang, F. G. Kondev, G. Audi, and S. Naimi,

Chin. Phys. C 45, 030003 (2021).

[67] B. Zeidman and J. A. Nolen, Phys. Rev. C 18, 2122 (1978).
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