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In this investigation, we compute the nuclear matrix elements (NMEs) relevant to the light
neutrino-exchange mechanism governing neutrinoless double beta (0νββ) decay in 136Xe. Our
method is based on the nonclosure approach within the interacting nuclear shell model framework.
This approach considers the genuine effects arising from the excitation energies of two hundred
states for each spin-parity of the intermediary nucleus 136Cs. All computations are performed using
the effective shell model Hamiltonian GCN5082. To understand the impact of nuclear structure on
0νββ decay, we explore the dependence of the NME on various factors, including the number of
intermediate states and their spin-parity characteristics. We identify an optimal closure energy of
approximately 3.7 MeV for the 0νββ decay of 136Xe that reproduces the nonclosure NME using the
closure approach. The calculated total NME for the light neutrino-exchange 0νββ decay of 136Xe
is 2.06 with the CD-Bonn short-range correlation (SRC). These results can be valuable for future
experimental investigations into the 0νββ decay of 136Xe.

I. INTRODUCTION

The 0νββ decay is a rare type of weak nuclear decay
that can occur in specific even-even nuclei such as 136Xe
[1–4]. In this process, two neutrons within the parent
nucleus are simultaneously converted into two protons
and two electrons, with no emission of neutrinos. The
absence of neutrinos in the final state violates the law
of lepton number conservation, making it a process of
great interest to physicists. The detection of 0νββ de-
cay in experiments would provide evidence for the Majo-
rana nature of neutrinos. Majorana neutrinos, hypothe-
sized as their own antineutrinos, could elucidate the un-
expectedly small mass of neutrinos in various theoreti-
cal particle physics models. Moreover, exploring 0νββ
decay could provide insights into the absolute scale of
the effective Majorana neutrino mass, potentially reveal-
ing clues about the overall mass hierarchy of neutrinos.
Currently, the most stringent upper limit on the effec-
tive Majorana neutrino mass (〈mββ〉) is between 36 and
156 meV. This limit is derived from the 0νββ half-life of
136Xe, T 0ν

1/2 ≥ 2.3 × 1026 years, using NMEs from vari-

ous nuclear models, as reported by the KamLAND-Zen
experiment [5].
A number of decay mechanisms have been proposed

for the 0νββ decay, such as standard light neutrino-
exchange mechanism, supersymmetric particle exchange
mechanisms, left-right symmetric mechanisms, etc. [3].
In this study, we focus on the light neutrino-exchange
mechanism. The decay rate for 0νββ decay mechanisms
is related to NMEs and the absolute mass of the neu-
trino. These NMEs are typically calculated using theo-
retical nuclear many-body models [4]. Some of the widely
used models are the quasiparticle random phase approx-
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imation (QRPA) [6], the interacting shell-model (ISM)
[7–10], the interacting boson model (IBM 2) [11, 12], the
generator coordinate method (GCM) [13–15], the energy
density functional (EDF) theory [13, 14], the relativis-
tic energy density functional (REDF) theory [14, 15], the
projected Hartree-Fock Bogolibov model (PHFB) [16], ab
initio Quantum Monte Carlo (QMC) technique [17], the
no-core shell model (NCSM) [18], In-medium similarity
renormalization group (IMSRG) [19].
The 136Xe is one of the important 0νββ decay candi-

dates with an immense experimental interest all over the
globe, such as KamLAND-Zen [5], nEXO [20], EXO-200
[21], PandaX-III [22], and NEXT [23]. This serves as
motivation for us to enhance the reliability of NMEs re-
garding the 0νββ decay of 136Xe, employing the nuclear
shell model.
The 0νββ decay of 136Xe occurs as

136Xe →136 Ba + e− + e−. (1)

Previously, the NMEs for the light neutrino-exchange
mechanism of 0νββ decay for 136Xe was calculated using
closure approximation in the nuclear shell model in Refs.
[7, 24–35]. This approach approximates the effects of ex-
citation energy of all virtual intermediate states of the
0νββ decay with a single, constant energy value. How-
ever, this simplification neglects the contributions of ac-
tual individual excited states. The nonclosure approach
offers a more comprehensive calculation by incorporat-
ing the actual excitation energies for each spin-parity of
these intermediate states. The nonclosure approach can
improve the reliability of NMEs for 0νββ decay and avoid
the problem of picking the correct closure energy value.
The nonclosure approach has gained popularity in recent
years due to increasing computational resources. This
approach was applied in the nuclear shell model calcula-
tions of 0νββ decay for 48Ca [36–38] 76Ge [39, 40], 82Se
[41], 124Sn [42], and briefly for 136Xe [43].
The present work aims to conduct a detailed study
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of 0νββ decay in 136Xe using the nonclosure approach.
This approach is employed to calculate the reliable NMEs
within the nuclear shell model. The study examines the
effects of the excitation energy of numerous intermediate
states and various nuclear structure aspects on the NMEs
for the 0νββ decay of 136Xe.
The paper is organized as follows. Section II outlines

the theoretical formalism for computing the NMEs in the
nuclear shell model for 0νββ decay with closure and non-
closure approaches. Section III explores our findings: cal-
culations, comparisons to prior research, and discussion.
Finally, in Section IV, we summarize the main conclu-
sions of our work.

II. THEORETICAL FORMALISM

For the light neutrino-exchange mechanism of 0νββ
decay, the inverse of half-life is [44]

[T 0ν
1

2

]−1 = G0νg4A|M
0ν |2

(

〈mββ〉

me

)2

, (2)

where G0ν is phase-space factor [45], M0ν is the total
NME for the light neutrino-exchange mechanism, and the
effective Majorana mass 〈mββ〉 is defined by the neutrino
mass eigenvalues mk and the neutrino mixing matrix el-
ements Uek, given in Eq. (3) of Ref. [37].
The total nuclear matrix element M0ν contains

Gamow-Teller (MGT ), Fermi (MF ), and tensor (MT ) ma-
trix elements as given by [44]

M0ν = MGT −

(

gV
gA

)2

MF +MT , (3)

where gV and gA are the vector and axial-vector con-
stants, respectively. In the present work, gV =1 and the
bare value of gA=1.27 are used. The matrix elements
MGT , MF , and MT of the two-body transition operator
Oα

12 of 0νββ decay can be expressed as [9]:

Mα = 〈f |fJastrow(r)O
α
12fJastrow(r)|i〉, (4)

where α ∈ F,GT, T , and in the present case, |i〉 cor-
responds to the 0+ ground state of the parent nucleus
136Xe, and |f〉 corresponds to the 0+ ground state of the
granddaughter nucleus 136Ba. The Oα

12 is the scalar two-
particle transition operator of 0νββ decay that incorpo-
rates both spin and radial neutrino potential operators.
In standard Jastrow approach, the fJastrow(r) includes
the effects of SRC [46, 47] which is defined as

fJastrow(r) = 1− ce−ar2(1− br2). (5)

In the literature, three different short-range correlation
(SRC) parameterizations are used in the Jastrow ap-
proach: Miller-Spencer, Charge-Dependent Bonn (CD-
Bonn), and Argonne V18 (AV18) [48]. The parameters
a, b, and c for these SRC parameterizations are detailed

in Ref. [48]. The Jastrow-like function approach to in-
corporating SRC effects is extensively utilized in Refs.
[24, 48, 49]. Recently, the authors of Refs. [50, 51] have
proposed an alternative method called the Unitary Cor-
relation Operator Method (UCOM) for estimating SRC
effects. This study focuses exclusively on the Jastrow-
type approach for estimating SRC effects. Detailed de-
scriptions of incorporating SRC effects using different ap-
proaches can be found in Refs. [46, 47].
The two-body transition operators Oα

12 for 0νββ decay
in light neutrino-exchange mechanism are can be written
as [36]

OGT
12 = τ1−τ2−(σ1.σ2)HGT (r, Ek),

OF
12 = τ1−τ2−HF (r, Ek), (6)

OT
12 = τ1−τ2−S12HT (r, Ek),

where τ is the isospin annihilation operator, r = r1 − r2

is the inter-nucleon distance of the decaying nucleons,
and the tensor spin operator S12 is defined as S12 =
3(σ1 .̂r)(σ2 .̂r)− (σ1.σ2).
The radial neutrino potential with explicit dependence

on the energy of the intermediate states is given by [36]

Hα(r, Ek) =
2R

π

∫

∞

0

fα(q, r)qdq

q + Ek − (Ei + Ef )/2
, (7)

where R is the radius of the parent nucleus, q is the
momentum of the virtual Majorana neutrino, and Ei,
Ek, and Ef are the energies of the initial, intermedi-
ate, and final states, respectively. The term fα(q, r) =
jp(q, r)hα(q

2), where jp(q, r) is the spherical Bessel func-
tion with p = 0 for Fermi and Gamow-Teller, and p = 2
for tensor NMEs. The term hα(q

2) accounts for the ef-
fects of finite nucleon size (FNS) and higher-order cur-
rents (HOC) as described in Refs. [44, 46]. In the ex-
pression for hα(q

2), the parameters MV and MA are 850
MeV and 1086 MeV, respectively, and µp − µn =4.7 is
used in the calculations [48].
Two different approaches to evaluating neutrino poten-

tial integral in NME calculations are closure and nonclo-
sure approaches. In closure approach, one approximates
the term Ek−(Ei+Ef )/2 in the denominator of the neu-
trino potential of Eq. (7) with a constant closure energy
(〈E〉) such that Ek−(Ei+Ef )/2 → 〈E〉 [48]. The closure
approximation simplifies calculations by eliminating the
need to account for a large number of allowed spin-parity
states of intermediate nuclei, which can be computation-
ally challenging for higher-mass isotopes such as 136Xe in
the nuclear shell model. However, the accuracy of this
method relies on the selection of an appropriate closure
energy.
In the nonclosure approach, the neutrino potential of

Eq.(7) is computed explicitly in NMEs calculation by
considering energy Ek of a large number of states |k〉
of the virtual intermediate nucleus (136Cs for the present
case). The term Ek − (Ei + Ef )/2 in the denomina-
tor of the neutrino potential in Eq. (7) is expressed as a
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function of the excitation energy (E∗

k) of the intermediate
state (|k〉) as Ek−(Ei+Ef )/2 → Qββ(0

+)/2+∆M+E∗

k
[36]. Here, Qββ(0

+) is the Q value for the 0νββ decay of
136Xe, ∆M is the mass difference between the 136Cs and
136Xe isotopes, and E∗

k is the excitation energy of the in-
termediate states |k〉 with different allowed spin-parities
of 136Cs.
This paper primarily focuses on employing the non-

closure approach to account for the realistic effects of
at least two hundred states for each spin-parity of the

virtual intermediate nucleus 136Cs. Additionally, it de-
rives the optimal closure energy required to reproduce
the NMEs obtained from the nonclosure approach using
the closure method.
The method based on the nonclosure approach is re-

ferred to as the running nonclosure method [36], due to
the limitation of calculating only a finite number of in-
termediate states with current computational resources.
The partial NMEs for the transition operator of Eq. (6)
in the running nonclosure method is defined as [38]

Mα(Jk, J, E
∗

k) =
∑

k′

1
k′

2
k1k2

√

(2Jk + 1)(2Jk + 1)(2J + 1)× (−1)jk1+jk2+J

{

jk1′ jk1 Jk
jk2 jk2′ J

}

×OBTD(k, f, k′2, k2, Jk)× OBTD(k, i, k′1, k1, Jk)〈k
′

1, k
′

2 : J ||fJastrow(r)O
α
12fJastrow(r)||k1, k2 : J〉.

(8)

Here, k1 represents a set of quantum numbers (n1, l1, j1)
corresponding to an orbit, with similar notations for
k2, k′1, and k′2. In this study, k1 (and others) cor-
responds to the quantum numbers associated with the
0g7/2, 1d5/2, 1d3/2, 2s1/2, and 0h11/2 orbits within the
jj55 model space. J denotes the allowed spin-parity
of the two decaying neutrons and the created protons,
while Jk represents the allowed spin-parity of the in-
termediate states |k〉. The complete expression for the
non-antisymmetric reduced two-body matrix elements
(〈k′1, k

′

2 : J ||fJastrow(r)O
α
12fJastrow(r)||k1, k2 : J〉) used

in the running nonclosure method is detailed in Ref. [36].
The one-body transition density (OBTD) represents the
matrix elements of neutron annihilation and proton cre-
ation operators. These are expressed within the proton-
neutron formalism, as shown in Eq. (41) of Ref. [38].
When one approximates Ek − (Ei +Ef )/2 as 〈E〉 in Eq.
(8), it yields the expression of the NME in the running
closure method, which is also employed in this study.
Finally, in the running nonclosure method, NMEs are

computed by summing over all intermediate states |k〉,
with excitation energies E∗

k up to a specified cutoff value
Ec, given by [36]

Mα(Ec) =
∑

Jk,J,E∗

k
6Ec

Mα(Jk, J, E
∗

k). (9)

The NMEs demonstrate convergence when the Ec values
are large enough to encompass all relevant intermediate
states.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this study of the 0νββ decay of 136Xe, we utilized
the KSHELL code [55] to diagonalize the shell model
Hamiltonian, allowing us to determine the wave func-
tions and energies for the initial (136Xe), intermediate

(136Cs), and final (136Ba) nuclei involved in the decay
process. The calculations employed the GCN5082 shell
model Hamiltonian [56] within the jj55 model space, also
used in previous research [24]. While the SVD Hamilto-
nian has been applied in the jj55 model space in earlier
study [29], it was not available for this investigation.
For the intermediate nucleus 136Cs involved in the

0νββ decay of 136Xe, we computed the lowest 200 en-
ergy states for each permissible spin-parity Jπ

k . These
calculated wave functions were used for generating an
extensive set of OBTDs. Finally, we developed program-
ming to compute the non-antisymmetric reduced two-
body matrix elements (TBMEs) essential for running
nonclosure and closure methods of NME calculations.
Table I provides a detailed summary of the calculated

NMEs for the 0νββ decay of 136Xe, using the nonclosure
method within the nuclear shell model framework. All
NMEs are computed with corrections for FNS and HOC.
The table also includes NMEs derived from three dif-
ferent short-range correlation (SRC) parameterizations:
Miller-Spencer, CD-Bonn, and AV18. The results indi-
cate that Gamow-Teller (GT) NMEs are dominant com-
pared to the Fermi and tensor NMEs, underscoring their
critical role in the decay process. Significant variations
in NMEs are observed depending on the type of SRC em-
ployed, with the Miller-Spencer SRC exhibiting the most
pronounced impact. For comparison, the ”None” SRC
type accounts for only FNS and HOC effects.
In Table II, we present the newly calculated total

NME (M0ν) for the 0νββ decay of 136Xe. This calcu-
lation employs the interacting shell model in the nonclo-
sure approximation with the CD-Bonn SRC for the light
neutrino-exchange mechanism. Additionally, we compare
the results with NMEs reported from various many-body
nuclear models, SRCs, and approximations. The NMEs
across different models and approximations range from
1.74 to 4.32.
In Ref. [29], the M0ν for the CD-Bonn SRC was cal-
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TABLE I. The nuclear matrix elements MF , MGT , MT , and M0ν for the 0νββ decay of 136Xe (light neutrino-exchange
mechanism) are calculated using the GCN5082 interaction with the running nonclosure method across different SRC parame-
terizations. The SRC type labeled ”None” includes only the effects of FNS and HOC.

NME Type SRC Type Nonclosure NME
MF None -0.458
MF Miller-Spencer -0.322
MF CD-Bonn -0.489
MF AV18 -0.451

MGT None 1.693
MGT Miller-Spencer 1.225
MGT CD-Bonn 1.743
MGT AV18 1.611

MT None 0.013
MT Miller-Spencer 0.012
MT CD-Bonn 0.012
MT AV18 0.012

M0ν None 1.990
M0ν Miller-Spencer 1.437
M0ν CD-Bonn 2.058
M0ν AV18 1.903

TABLE II. The comparison of total NME (M0ν) for the light neutrino-exchange mechanism of 0νββ decay in 136Xe, calculated
using various many-body nuclear models. This comparison includes both nonclosure and closure approaches with different SRC
parameterizations and gA.

Nuclear Model Reference Approximation gA SRC Type Total NME (M0ν)
ISM Current Study Nonclosure 1.270 CD-Bonn 2.06
ISM Ref. [29] Closure 1.270 CD-Bonn 1.74
ISM Ref. [43] Closure 1.254 CD-Bonn 1.76
ISM Ref. [24] Closure 1.250 UCOM 2.19

QRPA Ref. [52] Closure 1.260 CD-Bonn 2.91
QRPA Ref. [53] Closure 1.269 CD-Bonn 2.46
QRPA Ref. [53] Closure 1.269 AV18 2.18
GCM Ref. [28] Closure 1.254 CD-Bonn 2.35
IBM2 Ref. [54] Closure 1.269 AV18 3.05
EDF Ref. [13] Closure 1.250 UCOM 4.20
REDF Ref. [15] Closure 1.254 None 4.32

culated to be 1.74 using the shell model with a closure
energy of 3.5 MeV. On the other hand, Ref. [24] re-
ports an NME of 2.19, calculated using the shell model
with UCOM SRC in the closure approximation. In our
present study, the newly calculated M0ν is 2.06, deter-
mined using the shell model in a nonclosure approach
with CD-Bonn SRC. This value is about 18% larger than
the results in Ref. [29] and about 6% smaller than those
in Ref. [24]. These differences may arise from the Hamil-
tonian, SRC type, and closure energy used in the earlier
studies.

It is observed that NMEs calculated with nuclear mod-
els other than the shell model tend to be larger. This sig-
nificant variation in NMEs across different models high-
lights an ongoing challenge to reconcile these differences
and achieve more consistent results in the field.

A. Contributions of spin-parity (Jπ

k ) of 136Cs on
0νββ decay NMEs for 136Xe

To understand the impact of nuclear structure on 0νββ
decay of 136Xe, we first analyze the contributions from
specific spin-parity of the intermediate nucleus 136Cs.
Using Eq. (8), we compute the partial NMEs for each
spin-parity as follows:

Mα(Ec, Jk) =
∑

J,E∗

k
6Ec

Mα(Jk, J, E
∗

k), (10)

where Jπ
k denotes the spin-parity state of 136Cs.

Figure 1 shows the contributions of each Jπ
k of 136Cs

on the Fermi, Gamow-Teller, and tensor NMEs, calcu-
lated using the running nonclosure method with CD-
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FIG. 1. The figure illustrates the contributions of various spin-parity states Jπ

k of the virtual intermediate nucleus 136Cs to the
NMEs for the light neutrino-exchange mechanism in the 0νββ decay of 136Xe. These NMEs are computed using the running
nonclosure method with the GCN5082 effective interaction for CD-Bonn SRC parametrization.

Bonn SRC.
In Fermi-type NMEs, all contributions from various

Jπ
k states are negative. Conversely, Gamow-Teller NMEs

show consistently positive contributions. Tensor-type
NMEs, however, feature both positive and negative con-
tributions depending on the Jπ

k state.
The 2+ state contributes the most significantly to

Fermi-type NMEs, with substantial contributions also
from the 4+, 6+, 3−, 5−, and 7− states.
For Gamow-Teller NMEs, the 1+ state is the primary

contributor, while significant contributions also come
from the 3+, 5+, 2−, and 4− states.
In tensor-type NMEs, positive contributions are most

prominent from the 2+, 4+, 3−, and 5− states, while
negative contributions are notable from the 3+, 5+, and
7+ states.
This pattern of NME variation with Jπ

k persists across
different SRC parameterizations.

B. The optimal closure energy for light
neutrino-exchange 0νββ decay of 136Xe

At the optimal closure energy, the NMEs calculated us-
ing the running closure method align with those obtained
from the running nonclosure method. This congruence is
advantageous because the closure approach is computa-
tionally less demanding, eliminating the need to evaluate

the neutrino potential integral for each intermediate state
energy.
To determine the optimal closure energy for the 0νββ

decay of 136Xe in the light neutrino-exchange mechanism,
we examined the variations of Fermi, Gamow-Teller, ten-
sor, and total NMEs with different closure energies, as
depicted in Fig. 2. This analysis includes both closure
and nonclosure NMEs, with the intersection point indi-
cating the optimal closure energy, marked by a vertical
magenta line. The pattern observed for the CD-Bonn
SRC is consistent across other SRC types, showing simi-
lar optimal closure energies.
The results indicate that the optimal closure energy

for the Fermi-type NME with CD-Bonn SRC is approx-
imately 4.1 MeV. For GT NMEs, the optimal closure
energy is around 3.7 MeV, and for tensor-type NMEs, it
is near 0 MeV. The total NMEs are predominantly in-
fluenced by the GT component, leading to an optimal
closure energy of approximately 3.7 MeV for the total
NMEs.
In the next subsection, for simplicity and consistency,

we use 3.7 MeV (derived from the total NME) as the
optimal closure energy for all NME types in the 0νββ
decay of 136Xe via the light neutrino-exchange mecha-
nism. This choice demonstrates that the NMEs calcu-
lated using the closure approach closely reproduce those
obtained from the nonclosure approach across the num-
ber of spin-parity states considered for 136Cs for different
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FIG. 2. The figure demonstrates the closure NME dependencies for (a) Fermi, (b) Gamow-Teller, (c) Tensor, and (d) Total
types as functions of closure energy 〈E〉 using CD-Bonn SRC parametrizations for the 0νββ decay of 136Xe. It highlights where
closure and nonclosure NMEs intersect, marking the optimal closure energy where these NMEs overlap, indicated by a vertical
magenta line. The closure NMEs are shown as dotted lines (various colors), while nonclosure NMEs are depicted as solid lines
(various colors). Notably, the optimal closure energy for which closure and nonclosure NMEs converge is consistent across
different SRC parametrizations.

types of NME.

C. Convergence of NMEs for 0νββ of 136Xe with
the cutoff number of states (Nc) of 136Cs

In the concluding part of this study, we evaluate the
convergence behavior of NMEs for the 0νββ decay of
136Xe with respect to the cutoff number of energy states
(Nc) considered for each spin-parity (Jπ

k ) of the interme-
diate nucleus 136Cs. We express the NMEs as a function
of Nc using the running nonclosure method:

Mα(Nc) =
∑

Jk,J,Nk6Nc

Mα(Jk, J,Nk), (11)

where Mα(Jk, J,Nk) follows the definition provided in
Eq. (8). The running closure method NME as a func-
tion Nc is the same as above, except the energy term of
the intermediate nucleus is approximated with constant
closure energy, as discussed in the formalism part.
Figure 3 shows the dependence of Fermi, Gamow-

Teller, tensor, and total NMEs on Nc for 136Cs in both
the running closure and nonclosure methods. The figure
focuses on the CD-Bonn SRC parametrization, though
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FIG. 3. Variation of (a) Fermi, (b) Gamow-Teller, (c) tensor, and (d) total NMEs for the 0νββ decay of 136Xe (the light
neutrino-exchange mechanism) with the cutoff number of excitation energy states (Nc) of the virtual intermediate nucleus
136Cs. The NMEs are computed using the GCN5082 interaction for the CD-Bonn SRC parametrization in both the running
nonclosure method (dotted lines) and the closure method (solid lines). The closure method employs an optimal closure energy
of 〈E〉 ≈ 3.7 MeV for all types of NME.

similar trends are observed for other SRCs. For the clo-
sure method, we use an optimal closure energy of 3.7
MeV for all types of NME.

In this study, the maximum number of intermedi-
ate states considered for each allowed Jπ

k of 136Cs is
Nc = 200, limited by current computational capabili-
ties. We find that even with 200 intermediate states per
spin-parity, the NMEs have not fully converged in either
the running closure or nonclosure methods. The tensor-
type NMEs, while less saturated, have minimal impact
compared to the dominant Gamow-Teller and Fermi-type

NMEs.

Expanding our computational efforts beyondNc = 200
proved challenging for now, especially for the heavier iso-
tope 136Xe. However, we believe that calculated NMEs
are within reasonable accuracy. Furthermore, our analy-
sis revealed the crossover of running closure and nonclo-
sure NMEs at an optimal closure energy of approximately
3.7 MeV. This underscores the dominance of lower-energy
states, with the major contributions adequately captured
within Nc = 200 for each Jπ

k configuration of 136Cs.

To illustrate the efficacy of the determined optimal clo-
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sure energy, Fig. 3 demonstrates that the running closure
method, employing a closure energy of 3.7 MeV for all
types of NME, accurately reproduces the NMEs obtained
through the running nonclosure method across all con-
sidered cutoff numbers of states, up to Nc = 200. This
suggests that the trend may persist beyond Nc = 200.
Therefore, future endeavors aiming to calculate states
of 136Cs beyond Nc = 200 can leverage the established
optimal energy of 3.7 MeV. By employing the closure
method, one can efficiently reproduce nonclosure NMEs
beyond Nc = 200, minimizing computational require-
ments.

IV. SUMMARY

The 136Xe is an important candidate for global exper-
imental studies of 0νββ decay.
In this study, we calculated the NMEs for 0νββ de-

cay of 136Xe in the light neutrino-exchange mechanism
within the nuclear shell model framework. The calcula-
tions employed mainly the nonclosure approach, explic-
itly considering excitation energies for 200 states of each
spin-parity in the intermediate nucleus 136Cs, which en-
hances the accuracy of the NMEs.
Our findings indicate up to 18% variation in NMEs

compared to recent calculations using the closure ap-
proach with different Hamiltonians, SRC, and closure en-
ergies in the nuclear shell model. This discrepancy may
be attributed to variations in the Hamiltonian, SRC, or
closure energy choices in previous studies.
We also analyzed the NMEs’ dependence on the spin-

parity of the intermediate states in 136Cs. For Gamow-
Teller NMEs, contributions from each spin-parity state
were positive, while for Fermi NMEs, the contributions

were negative.
An optimal closure energy of approximately 3.7 MeV

was identified, where the closure NMEs align with the
nonclosure NMEs for the 0νββ decay of 136Xe (light
neutrino-exchange mechanism). This optimal closure en-
ergy can be utilized in future closure approach calcula-
tions, significantly reducing computational demands.
The convergence of NMEs with respect to the number

of intermediate states was also investigated. Although
full convergence was not achieved with 200 intermediate
states for each spin-parity of 136Cs, expanding beyond
this number is currently computationally challenging for
us. However, we identified the crossover point between
running nonclosure and running closure NMEs at the op-
timal closure energy of 3.7 MeV, effectively reproducing
the nonclosure NMEs using the closure approach for all
considered cutoff numbers of states for each spin-parity
of the intermediate nucleus 136Cs.
Future studies can extend this nonclosure approach to

investigate other non-standard mechanisms of 0νββ de-
cay, potentially broadening our understanding of the pro-
cess.
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