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Abstract

Based on the point-coupling density functional, the time-odd deformed relativistic Hartree-

Bogoliubov theory in continuum (TODRHBc) is developed. Then the effects of nuclear magnetism

on halo phenomenon are explored by taking the experimentally suggested deformed halo nucleus

31Ne as an example. For 31Ne, nuclear magnetism contributes 0.09 MeV to total binding energy,

and the breaking of Kramers degeneracy results in 0-0.2 MeV splitting in canonical single-particle

spectra. The blocked neutron level has a dominant component of p wave and it is marginally

bound. However, if we ignore nuclear magnetism, the level becomes unbound. This shows a sub-

tle mechanism that nuclear magnetism changes the single-particle energies, causing a nucleus to

become bound. Based on the TODRHBc results, a prolate one-neutron halo is formed around the

near-spherical core in 31Ne. The nucleon current is mostly contributed by the halo rather than the

core, except near the center of the nucleus. A layered structure in the neutron current distribution

is observed and studied in detail.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The exotic nuclei far away from β-stability line, exhibiting many phenomena different

from stable nuclei, such as halos [1–3], changes of nuclear magic numbers [4] and pygmy

resonances [5], have become one of the most fascinating topics in nuclear physics. Since

most exotic nuclei will remain beyond the experimental capability in the foreseeable future

[6–8], their properties mainly rely on theoretical predictions.

The relativistic density functional theory has been proved to be a powerful tool in nu-

clear physics by its successful applications in describing many nuclear phenomena [9], and

has attracted wide attention in recent years [10–18]. In order to describe exotic nuclei, the

effects of pairing correlation and the coupling to continuum should be considered properly

[12, 19–24]. Since most nuclei in the nuclear chart deviate from spherical shape, the de-

formation effect also plays an important role. Based on the relativistic density functional

theory, the deformed relativistic Hartree-Bogoliubov theory in continuum (DRHBc) was de-

veloped [25, 26], with the deformed relativistic Hartree-Bogoliubov equations solved in a

Dirac Woods-Saxon basis [27]. With the deformation, pairing correlation, and continuum

effects included in a microscopic and self-consistent way, the success of the DRHBc theory

has been illustrated in the descriptions of halo structures in B [28, 29], C [30, 31], Ne [32],

Na [33] and Mg [34, 35] isotopes, as well as many other applications to a variety of nuclear

phenomena [36–57].

It is interesting to note that in most suggested halo nuclei or candidates from the ex-

periments so far, the neutron or proton number is odd (see Fig. 1 of Ref. [33]). The odd

nucleon leads to the vector current and time-odd field, breaking the time-reversal symmetry.

The time-odd field is often referred to as the nuclear magnetic potential due to its similarity

with a magnetic field after nonrelativistic reduction [58]. In this case, the Kramers degener-

acy no longer holds, making the system more complex to treat. To avoid such complexity,

in many works the equal-filling approximation (EFA) [59, 60] is adopted, where the two

configurations of the blocked pair are averaved in a statistical manner, leading to that the

corresponding currents cancel each other. Therefore, under the EFA, the nuclear magnetic

potential vanishes, and the system is still time-reversal invariant. In existing DRHBc studies

on odd systems, the EFA is also adopted [36, 51].

The effects of nuclear magnetism have been well studied for deeply bound or rotational
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nuclei within the relativistic density functional theory. Based on the calculations in Refs. [61–

63], the binding energy is lowered by about 1 MeV for the odd-mass nuclei near 16O, and

by about 0.1 to 1 MeV for the heavier odd-mass nuclei. The nuclear magnetism also lowers

the odd-even mass staggering by about 10% to 30%, further influencing the determination

of pairing strength [64, 65]. Nuclear magnetism also plays an important role in nuclear

magnetic moments [58, 66–71] and nuclear rotations [65, 72–76]. In an exotic nucleus near

the drip line, with the nucleon separation energy close to zero and the Fermi energy close

to continuum threshold, the nuclear magnetism may change the decay properties and ex-

otic structure [62, 77], and even change the location of drip line. Therefore, in the fully

self-consistent calculation for an odd system, the effect of nuclear magnetism should be

considered. In particular, it would be interesting to study the nuclear magnetism in halo

nuclei with a theoretical model combining deformation, pairing correlation, continuum and

time-odd effects simultaneously.

To explore the effects of nuclear magnetism on halo phenomenon the nucleus 31Ne is a

good candidate. This nucleus is the last bound odd-N isotope of Ne [78]. In 2009, a large

Coulomb breakup cross section for 31Ne was observed, which indicated a soft E1 excitation

and suggested a halo structure [79]. Subsequent experiments [80, 81] supported also the halo

in 31Ne, assigned the spin-parity 3/2−, and extracted the one-neutron separation energy of

only 0.15+0.16
−0.10 MeV. The halo in 31Ne has attracted wide attention on the theoretical side

[82–89]. Recently, the halo structure in 31Ne and the reaction cross sections on a carbon

target were investigated based on the DRHBc theory [32].

In this work, by incorporating self-consistently time-odd field into the DRHBc theory,

the time-odd deformed relativistic Hartree-Bogoliubov theory in continuum (TODRHBc)

is developed. Taking 31Ne as an example, the halo structure and the effects of nuclear

magnetism are explored by studying the neutron and proton single-particle spectra, density

and vector current distributions, as well as their decomposition into the parts of the core and

valence neutron. In Section II, a brief framework of the TODRHBc theory is introduced.

The numerical details are given in Section III. The results and discussion are presented in

Section IV. Finally, a summary is given in Section V.
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II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

In the TODRHBc theory, the nuclear magnetism is self-consistently incorporated into

the DRHBc theory [26, 39, 51]. The detailed formalism of the TODRHBc theory will be

summarized in a future work, and here a brief introduction is presented.

In the TODRHBc theory, the relativistic Hartree-Bogoliubov equation for nucleon reads

[90] ĥD − λ ∆̂

−∆̂∗ −ĥ∗
D + λ

Uk

Vk

 = Ek

Uk

Vk

 , (1)

where λ is the Fermi energy, Ek is the quasiparticle energy, and Uk and Vk are the quasipar-

ticle wavefunctions expanded in a spherical Dirac Woods-Saxon (DWS) basis [27, 52]. ĥD is

the Dirac Hamiltonian, and in coordinate space,

hD(r) = α · (p− V ) + V 0 + β(M + S). (2)

S and V µ are the scalar and vector potentials, respectively, and in the framework of point-

coupling density functional,

S(r) = αSρS + βSρ
2
S + γSρ

3
S + δS∇2ρS, (3)

V µ(r) = αV j
µ + γV (jνj

ν)jµ + δV∇2jµ + e
1− τ3

2
Aµ + αTV τ3j

µ
3 + δTV τ3∇2jµ3 , (4)

where (α, β, γ, δ) are coupling constants, and ρS, j
µ and jµ3 are scalar density, vector current

and isovector current. The space-like component of V µ, i.e., V , is a time-odd field, which

changes sign in a time-reversal transformation and vanishes in even-even nuclei. V is often

referred to as the nuclear magnetic potential due to its similarity with a magnetic field after

nonrelativistic reduction [58]. ∆̂ is the pairing potential

∆(r1, r2) = V pp(r1, r2)κ(r1, r2), (5)

where V pp is the pairing force and κ is the pairing tensor [91].

For an axially deformed nucleus with spatial reflection symmetry, the nucleon densities

and currents as well as potentials are expanded in terms of the Legendre polynomials [25,

26, 39, 51],

f(r) =
∑
l

fl(r)Pl(cos θ), l = 0, 2, 4, . . . , lmax (6)
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where l is restricted to be only even numbers due to spatial reflection symmetry.

For an odd-A nucleus, the blocking effect of the unpaired nucleon(s) needs to be consid-

ered. As has been explained in detail by Refs. [36, 51, 91], in our work, the blocking effect is

realized by the exchange of the quasiparticle wavefunctions (V ∗
kb
, U∗

kb
) ↔ (Ukb , Vkb) and that

of the energy Ekb ↔ −Ekb , where kb denotes the blocked quasiparticle state. Similarly, the

blocking effect in a multiquasiparticle configuration can be treated.

III. NUMERICAL DETAILS

In this work, the TODRHBc calculations are based on the point-coupling density func-

tional PC-PK1 [92], which turns out to be one of the best density functionals for describing

nuclear properties [46, 93–95]. For the pairing channel, a density-dependent zero-range force

with the pairing strength V0 = −342.5 MeV fm3 and a pairing window of 100 MeV is taken.

The box size Rbox = 20 fm and the mesh size ∆r = 0.1 fm. For the Dirac Woods-Saxon

basis, the angular momentum cutoff Jmax = 19/2 ℏ and the energy cutoff E+
cut = 300 MeV,

and the number of the basis states in the Dirac sea is the same as that in the Fermi sea

[27]. The Legendre expansion truncation for potentials and densities in Eq. (6) is lmax = 10.

The convergence for the above numerical conditions has been checked for the nuclei with

8 ≤ Z ≤ 20, and the accuracy for total energy is better than 0.01%. In order to calculate an

odd-A nucleus, the calculation with each possible orbital blocked is performed independently,

and the result with the lowest total energy is taken as the ground state [51].

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The suggested halo nucleus 31Ne [79] is taken as an example to be investigated using the

TODRHBc theory with PC-PK1. For comparison, the DRHBc calculation that neglects

nuclear magnetism (hereinafter referred to as time-even DRHBc) was also performed with

the same numerical details.

It is found the calculated separation energy is negative in the mean-field level for both the

TODRHBc (Sn = −0.37 MeV) and the time-even DRHBc (Sn = −0.46 MeV) calculations.

The time-odd result is more bound by 0.09 MeV, corresponding to the contribution of

nuclear magnetism. We note that the quadrupole deformation of 31Ne is found around 0.170,
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leading to a considerable rotational energy correction, whereas both calculations predict

30Ne a spherical nucleus without any rotational correction. For the density functional PC-

PK1, the rotational correction was shown to play a significant role in improving its mass

description of deformed nuclei [39, 51, 92], and therefore should be considered for 31Ne.

Based on the cranking approximation of the moment of inertia [39], the estimated rotational

correction energy of 31Ne is 0.93 MeV. After including this correction, the separation energy

Sn becomes 0.56 MeV, slightly larger than the experimental data 0.15+0.16
−0.10 MeV [81] and

showing the stability of 31Ne against one-neutron emission. It is also mentioned that the

cranking approximation used here is not suitable for spherical nuclei, while the collective

Hamiltonian method is expected to further improve the present results [49, 54].

Figure 1 show the single-neutron and proton levels around the Fermi energies in the

canonical basis for 31Ne in the TODRHBc calculations with PC-PK1, in comparison with

the time-even DRHBc results. In both calculations, the quantum numbers of the blocked

neutron orbital are mπ = 1/2− for the ground state of 31Ne, and the main components of

this valence orbital are p3/2, in agreement with the experimental spin and parity Jπ = 3/2−

[80, 81]. As seen, in the time-even DRHBc results, the energies of all neutron and proton

levels are doubly degenerate due to the time-reversal symmetry, whereas in the TODRHBc

results this degeneracy is broken by the nuclear magnetism with the energy splitting of

0 to 0.2 MeV. Both calculations yield a vanished neutron pairing energy for 31Ne. As a

result, in TODRHBc, the occupation probability v2 of each neutron level is either 0 or 1,

whereas in time-even DRHBc, an exceptional occupation exists for the blocked level with

v2 = 0.5, which stems from the adopted equal-filling approximation [36, 51]. The proton

pairing energy doesn’t vanish in both calculations. It is found that although the single-

proton energy degeneracy is broken by nuclear magnetism, the v2 of each level is the same

with that of its conjugate one. The proton Fermi energy is decreased by 0.06 MeV after

including the nuclear magnetism.

As seen in Fig. 1, the blocked neutron level in the TODRHBc calculations is the mπ =

(+1/2)− one at ϵ = −0.087 MeV, and its dominant component is p wave with above 80%.

This means in 31Ne the first neutron level above the major shellN = 20 is not f7/2 dominated,

contrary to the order in the traditional spherical shell structure, i.e., 31Ne resides in the island

of inversion [79, 96]. Owing to the low centrifugal barrier, a near-threshold level dominated

by s or p wave has a relatively larger rms radius and is more diffuse in spatial distribution,
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FIG. 1: Single-neutron (a) and proton (c) levels around the Fermi energies in the canonical basis

for 31Ne versus the occupation probability v2 in the TODRHBc calculations with PC-PK1, as well

as the corresponding single-neutron (b) and proton (d) levels in the time-even DRHBc calculations.

Each level is labeled by the quantum numbers mπ. The main components in the DWS basis are

given for the neutron levels. The proton Fermi energy λp is shown with the dotted line. Due to the

vanished neutron pairing energy, the neutron Fermi energy equals the energy of the last occupied

level, and therefore is not shown here.

which is helpful in the formation of a halo structure and will be discussed further below.

The conjugate state of this blocked neutron level is the unoccupied (−1/2)− level with a

similar component composition, but at a positive energy ϵ = 0.027 MeV. In comparison,

the blocked level in the time-even DRHBc calculations is the degenerated 1/2− orbital

at ϵ = 0.049 MeV, located in continuum. This indicates that when nuclear magnetism

is neglected, 31Ne is unbound according to the occupation of single-neutron levels. The
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inclusion of nuclear magnetism eliminates the degenerate of the 1/2− orbitals, one above

and one below continuum threshold, and the occupation of the lower one makes 31Ne weakly

bound.

It should be mentioned that since the blocked level is very weakly bound, its energy

may vary or even cross continuum threshold when the TODRHBc numerical details are

changed, even if the numerical convergence has been confirmed with high accuracy. In

addition, Ref. [32] has shown that 31Ne is bound in the time-even DRHBc theory with other

density functionals NL1, NL3 and PK1. Nevertheless, our results in Fig. 1 demonstrate a

possible mechanism of nuclear magnetism that makes an orbital from unbound to bound

and a nucleus more stable.

0 4 8 1 2 1 61 0 - 6

1 0 - 5
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1 0 - 2
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a v e r a g e d

� n
,0 (

fm
-3 )

r  ( f m )

FIG. 2: Angle-averaged neutron density distribution, i.e., the spherical component, for 31Ne in

the TODRHBc calculations, as well as its decomposition into the core and the valence neutron.

The density distribution for 30Ne is shown for comparison.

Figure 2 shows the angle-averaged neutron density distribution ρn,0 for 31Ne in the TO-

DRHBc calculations. According to the single-neutron levels in Fig. 1(a), there is a pro-

nounced gap larger than 4 MeV between the blocked orbital and the other occupied ones.

Following the strategy in Refs. [25, 26, 39], ρn,0 of 31Ne can be decomposed into the core

and the valence neutron, as shown by the dashed lines in Fig. 2. With the increase of r,

ρn,0 decreases, where the decrease of core part is rapid and that of valence neutron part is

relatively slow. At r > 7.2 fm, the contribution from valence neutron part becomes the main

component of ρn, forming a long tail with a diffuse density distribution. Considering the
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dominant p wave in the valence neutron in Fig. 1(a), a one-neutron halo is obtained for 31Ne

in TODRHBc calculations. In Fig. 2 the neutron density distribution of the neighboring

even-even nucleus 30Ne is also given, and is found to be similar to the core part of 31Ne,

indicating that 31Ne is a “30Ne+1n” system.
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FIG. 3: Density distributions on the xz plane with y = 0 in 31Ne for (a) the proton (for x < 0)

and the neutron (for x > 0), and the contributions from the neutron (b) core and (c) halo. In each

plot, a dotted circle is drawn to guide the eye.

Figure 3(a) shows the proton and neutron density distributions for 31Ne. Due to the

large neutron excess and neutron halo, the distribution of neutron density is much farther

than that of proton. The decomposed neutron densities for the core and the halo are shown

respectively in Figs. 3(b) and (c). In Fig. 3(b), the density distribution of the core is near-

spherical, and concentrated near r = 0. Its rms radius Rcore = 3.47 fm, which is remarkably

lower than the neutron rms radius Rn = 3.73 fm of 31Ne. The quadrupole deformation of

core β2,core = 0.03, which is different with β2 = 0 of 30Ne, showing the polarization effect of

the odd neutron on the core. In Fig. 3(c), the density distribution of the halo is significantly

prolate and diffuse, which is still on the order of 10−5 fm−3 at r = 12 fm along the symmetry

axis. Its rms radius Rhalo = 7.17 fm and the quadrupole deformation β2,halo = 4.21 are both
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much larger than those of the core, showing a strong shape decoupling between the prolate

halo and the near-spherical core.

- 6 - 4 - 2 0 2 4 6- 6

- 4

- 2

0

2

4

6
y (f

m)

x  ( f m )

N e u t r o n  j  a t  z  =  0

3 1 N e

( a )

0 1 2 3 4 5 6

0 . 0

0 . 2

0 . 4

0 . 6
( b )  H a l o

 C o r e
 T o t a l

j� n (1
0-3  fm

-3 )
r ⊥  ( f m )

FIG. 4: (a) Distribution of neutron current in the xy plane with z = 0 in 31Ne. Direction and

length of the arrows, respectively, represent orientation and magnitude of current. (b) Neutron

current as a function of r⊥ =
√
x2 + y2 with z = 0 in 31Ne, as well as its decomposition into the

parts contributed from the neutron core and halo.

With the self-consistent treatment of nuclear magnetism, the time-odd current is also

incorporated in the TODRHBc theory. Due to the axial symmetry, the current circles around

the symmetry axis and has only the azimuthal component, i.e., j = jφeφ [66]. Figure 4(a)

shows the distribution of the neutron current in the xy plane with z = 0 for 31Ne, with the

direction and length of the arrows representing the orientation and magnitude of current,

respectively. There is no current on the symmetry axis at x = y = 0, and by leaving from

the symmetry axis, the vector length increases first, and then decreases. For a more detailed

comparison, Fig. 4(b) shows the neutron current as a function of r⊥ =
√

x2 + y2 with z = 0,

as well as its decomposition into the contributions from the core and halo. At r < 1 fm and

r ≈ 4 fm, the contributions from the core and halo are close; at 1.5 < r < 3.5 fm, the halo

part is significantly higher than that of the core; at r > 4 fm, jφ becomes negative, and the

contribution from the halo is still larger than that of the core, which is qualitatively similar

to the dominant contribution of halo to neutron density in Fig. 2. It is also noted that in

Fig. 2 the density of halo becomes higher than that of core at r ≈ 7.2 fm, which is much

larger than the r ≈ 1 fm here for neutron current, highlighting the contribution of the halo
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to the neutron current.
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FIG. 5: Distributions of neutron current on the xz plane with y = 0 in 31Ne for (a) the proton

(for x < 0) and the neutron (for x > 0), and the contributions from the neutron (b) core and (c)

halo.

To further investigate the spatial distributions of nucleon currents, Fig. 5(a) shows the

distributions of proton and neutron currents on the xz plane with y = 0 for 31Ne. Considering

the axial symmetry, the nucleon current j has only the jφ component, and the direction is

always perpendicular to the xz plane. Due to the unpaired odd neutron, the distribution of

neutron current is much farther than that of proton current. Similar to the density profiles

in Fig. 3(a), the distribution of jφ also forms a prolate shape. Figures 5(b) and (c) show the

contributions to jφ from core and halo, respectively. The halo component is more diffuse

than the core component at large r, which is similar to the density in Fig. 3. However, it

is also noted that even near the center of nucleus, the contribution from halo to neutron

current is still not smaller than that from core, which is different with the case of density.

Therefore, we can conclude that at most regions in 31Ne, the halo provides a dominant

contribution to the neutron current.

In Fig. 5 it is noticed that the distribution of jφ can be divided into several layers, and
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FIG. 6: Distributions of neutron densities on the xz plane with y = 0 for (a) 2p3/2 and (b) 1f7/2

wavefunctions with m = 1/2 in the DWS basis, and distributions of neutron currents on the xz

plane with y = 0 for (c) 2p3/2 and (b) 1f7/2 wavefunctions with m = +1/2 in the DWS basis.

in different layers, the sign of jφ, i.e., the direction of current, is different. Taking the

distribution of halo current in Fig. 5(c) as an example, jφ is positive near z = 0, and by

increasing z, jφ becomes negative at z ≈ 1 fm and positive at z ≈ 3 fm, and finally becomes

negative again after crossing z ≈ 4 fm. In order to understand such layered structure, here

we start from the expression of nucleon current jφ for an axially deformed nucleus,

jφ =
∑
m

∑
nκ

∑
n′κ′

ρnκm,n′κ′m′
1

r2

[
GnκFn′κ′(iY l†

jmσφY
l̃′

j′m′)− FnκGn′κ′(iY l̃†
jmσφY

l′

j′m′)
]
, (7)

where (n, j, l,m) are the radial, total angular momentum, orbital and third-component of

angular momentum quantum numbers for DWS basis, respectively, κ = π(−1)j+1/2(j+1/2)

is the relativistic quantum number, ρknκm,n′κ′m is the density matrix in the DWS basis,

and (Gnκ, Fnκ) are the DWS radial wavefunctions. Considering in Fig. 1 the main DWS

components of the neutron halo orbital are 2p3/2 and 1f7/2 withm = +1/2, the corresponding

distributions of densities and currents are extracted and shown in Fig. 6. In the density
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distribution of 2p3/2 in Fig. 6(a), the density is zero at r = 0 and r ≈ 4 fm, corresponding

to the nodes in the radial wavefunctions G and F of 2p3/2, while for 1f7/2 in Fig. 6(b) the

radial node only appears at r = 0. For the neutron current jφ of 2p3/2 in Fig. 6(c), with the

increase of r, the sign transitions near r ≈ 4 fm also correspond to the nodes in G and F for

Eq. (7). By increasing r there is no sign transition for 1f7/2 in Fig. 6(d) because its radial

wavefunctions G and F have no node except for that at r = 0. The angular dependence of jφ

is determined by the coupling terms between spinor spherical harmonics and Pauli matrix σφ

in Eq. (7), contributing to the angular distribution in Fig. 6. Combining the contributions

from 2p3/2 and 1f7/2, the layered structure for the radial and angular distributions of jφ in

Fig. 5(c) is formed.

V. SUMMARY

In summary, the time-odd deformed relativistic Hartree-Bogoliubov theory in continuum

is developed. The suggested halo nucleus 31Ne is investigated in the TODRHBc theory

with density functional PC-PK1 and the effects of nuclear magnetism are explored. It is

found that the nuclear magnetism brings about extra 0.09 MeV to the binding energy and the

splitting of 0 to 0.2 MeV in the canonical single-neutron and single-proton spectra due to the

breaking of Kramers degeneracy. The blocked neutron level with a dominant contribution

from p3/2 is obtained for 31Ne, which is in agreement with the experimental spin-parity

Jπ = 3/2−. The blocked level is a weakly-bound one with single-particle energy ϵ = −0.087

MeV, while it is unbound with ϵ = 0.049 MeV if the nuclear magnetism is neglected.

According to the canonical single-particle spectra and density distribution, a prolate one-

neutron halo is formed around the near-spherical core in 31Ne. In the distributions of vector

current in the xy and xz planes, the current circles around the symmetry axis, and in most

regions the contribution from the halo is significantly larger than that from the core. Even

near the center of the nucleus (r < 1 fm), the contributions to the neutron current from

the halo and core are close, which is different with the case of neutron density. A layered

structure in the distribution of neutron current is noticed, and studied by extracting the

radial and angular behaviors of the main components in the DWS basis.

It has been expected that the nuclear magnetism may transform an unbound proton-rich

nucleus in time-even calculations into a bound one [62]. In our work, it is found that on

13



the neutron-rich side, 31Ne becomes unstable against one-neutron emission according to the

single-neutron spectrum when the nuclear magnetism is neglected, while it is bound after

including the nuclear magnetism. Despite the possible dependence on numerical conditions,

our results demonstrate a mechanism of nuclear magnetism in exotic nuclei that makes an

orbital from unbound to bound and a nucleus more stable. It is also interesting to further

investigate the nuclear magnetism in more exotic nuclei, e.g., the influence on the shape of

nuclear chart, the magnetic moment in exotic nuclei, etc., and such works are in progress.
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