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The triaxial quadrupole collective Hamiltonian, based on relativistic energy density functionals,
is extended to include a pairing collective coordinate. In addition to triaxial shape vibrations and
rotations, the model describes pairing vibrations and the coupling between triaxial shape and pairing
degrees of freedom. The parameters of the collective Hamiltonian are determined by a covariant
energy density functional, with constraints on the intrinsic triaxial shape and pairing deformations.
The effect of coupling between triaxial shape and pairing degrees of freedom is analyzed in a study
of low-lying spectra and transition rates of 128Xe. When compared to results obtained with the
standard triaxial quadrupole collective Hamiltonian, the inclusion of dynamical pairing compresses
the low-lying spectra and improves interband transitions, in better agreement with data. The effect
of zero-point energy (ZPE) correction on low-lying excited spectra is also discussed.

I. INTRODUCTION

The occurrence of pairing vibrations in nuclei was sug-
gested by Bohr and Mottelson in the 1960s [1], and this
mode influences many physical quantities, such as low-
lying excitation spectra [2–4], two-nucleon transfer reac-
tions [5], nuclear matrix elements for neutrinoless double-
beta decay [6], spontaneous fission half-lifes [7–11], and
induced fission yields [12]. In particular, for low-lying
spectra, a number of pairing vibrational states have been
observed in heavier nuclei, e.g. the proton pairing vi-
brational states in 208Pb [13, 14], 206Pb [14], 124Xe, and
126Xe [15, 16].

A variety of theoretical methods have been used to de-
scribe pairing vibrations: the pairing Hamiltonian [17–
19], the collective Hamiltonian [20–30], time-dependent
Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov (TDHFB) theory [31, 32], the
shell model [33], the quasiparticle random phase approx-
imation [17, 34–39], the pair-addition and pair-removal
phonon model [40], and the generator coordinate method
(GCM) [5, 32, 41–46]. In general, however, these meth-
ods have not explicitly considered the coupling between
shape and pairing vibrations.

∗ zpliphy@swu.edu.cn

In a recent study [47], we have extended the quadru-
ple collective Hamiltonian (QCH) to include a pairing
collective coordinate. The quadrupole-pairing collective
Hamiltonian (QPCH) is based on the framework of co-
variant density functional theory (CDFT). In addition to
the quadrupole shape vibrations and rotations, the model
describes pairing vibrations and explicitly couples shape
and pairing degrees of freedom. It has been shown that
the inclusion of dynamical pairing increases the moment
of inertia and collective mass, lowers the energies of ex-
cited 0+ states and bands built on them, reduces the E0
transition strengths and, generally, produces low-lying
spectra in much better agreement with experimental re-
sults.

The breaking of axial symmetry in the nuclear intrinsic
state influences both structural and dynamical proper-
ties. In general, it leads to an increase of binding energies
[48], a lowering of fission barriers in heavy nuclei [49, 50],
brings low-lying excitation spectra of shape-coexisting
nuclei in better agreement with data [51–53], leads to
the onset of wobbling motion [54] and nuclear chirality
[55, 56]. As emphasized in Ref. [47], the effect of pairing
vibrations will be particularly important for γ-soft nuclei
characterized by shape coexistence [57] and, therefore, it
is important to develop a model that allows for the cou-
pling between pairing and triaxial (β, γ) shape degrees
of freedom. In Refs. [58, 59], we have attempted to
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describe the coupling of pairing and triaxial shape vibra-
tions in collective states of γ-soft nuclei in the framework
of the interacting boson model (IBM) mapped from the
CDFT deformation energy manifold. Illustrative calcu-
lations for Xe, Os, and Pt isotopes show that, by simul-
taneously considering both shape and pairing collective
degrees of freedom, the CDFT-based IBM successfully
reproduces data on collective structures based on low-
energy 0+ states, as well as γ-vibrational bands.

In the present work we develop a collective Hamilto-
nian that includes the degrees of freedom of pairing vi-
bration, triaxial shape vibrations, and rotations. The
inertia parameters and the collective potential are mi-
croscopically determined by the nuclear energy density
functional. The theoretical framework is outlined in Sec.
II. In Sec. III we calculate the low-lying spectra and tran-
sition rates of 128Xe. Section IV presents a brief summary
of this study.

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

Nuclear excitations characterized by triaxial
quadrupole shape vibrational and rotational collec-
tive motion, and coupled with pairing vibrations, can
be described by constructing a collective Hamiltonian
defined by the quadrupole shape deformation parameters
β and γ, the Euler angles Ω, and the pairing deformation
α as collective coordinates (denoted as TPCH). The
collective Hamiltonian takes the general form

Ĥcoll = − ℏ2

2
√
ωr

∑
i,j

∂

∂qi

√
ωr(B−1)ij

∂

∂qj

+
1

2

3∑
k=1

Ĵ2
k

Ik
+ Vcoll(q), (1)

where the collective mass tensor is defined by

B =

 Bββ βBβγ Bβα

βBβγ β2Bγγ βBγα

Bβα βBγα Bαα

 , (2)

and ω = detB. r = I1I2I3, and the moments of inertia
read

Ik = 4Bkβ
2 sin2 (γ − 2kπ/3) . (3)

The entire dynamics of the collective Hamiltonian
Eq. (1) is governed by the ten functions of the intrin-
sic quadrupole deformations β and γ, and the pairing
deformation α: the collective potential, the six mass pa-
rameters Bββ , Bγγ , Bαα, Bβγ , Bβα, Bγα, and the three
moments of inertia Ik(k = 1, 2, 3). These functions are
determined microscopically by constrained CDFT calcu-
lations. In the present study the energy density func-
tional PC-PK1 [60] determines the effective interaction
in the particle-hole channel, and the Bardeen-Cooper-
Schrieffer (BCS) approximation with a separable pairing

force is employed in the particle-particle channel [61, 62].
The framework of CDFT plus BCS with a separable pair-
ing force is described in detail in Ref. [63].
The map of the collective energy surface as a function

of β, γ, and α is obtained by imposing constraints on the
mass quadrupole moments q20, q22, and pairing deforma-
tion α, respectively [44, 64].

⟨Ĥ⟩+
∑
µ=0,2

C2µ

(
⟨Q̂2µ⟩ − q2µ

)2
− λ⟨N̂ −N⟩ − ξα⟨P̂ − α⟩, (4)

where ⟨Ĥ⟩ is the total energy, and ⟨Q̂2µ⟩ denotes the
expectation value of the mass quadrupole operator:

Q̂20 = 2z2 − x2 − y2 and Q̂22 = x2 − y2. (5)

q2µ is the constrained value of the quadrupole moment,

and C2µ the corresponding stiffness constant [64]. N̂ is

the particle number operator, while P̂ is the pairing op-
erator

P̂ =
1

2

∑
k>0

(ckck̄ + c†
k̄
c†k). (6)

λ and ξα are Lagrange multipliers. N and α are the
constrained values of the particle number and pairing
deformation, respectively.
The single-nucleon wave functions, energies and occu-

pation probabilities, generated from constrained CDFT
calculations, provide the microscopic input for the pa-
rameters of the collective Hamiltonian. The moments
of inertia are calculated according to the Inglis-Belyaev
formula [65, 66]

Ik =
∑
i,j

(uivj − viuj)
2

Ei + Ej
|⟨i|Ĵk|j⟩|2, (7)

where k denotes the axis of rotation, and the summation
runs over the proton and neutron quasiparticle states.
The mass parameters are calculated in the cranking ap-
proximation [67]:

Bµν = ℏ2
[
M−1

(1)M(3)M−1
(1)

]
µν

(8)

in which µ, ν indicate α, q20 and q22, with

M(n)µν =
∑
ij

Oµ
ijOν

ji

(Ei + Ej)
n (9)

Oq20
ij = ⟨i| Q̂20 |j⟩ (uivj + viuj) (10)

Oq22
ij = ⟨i| Q̂22 |j⟩ (uivj + viuj) (11)

Oα
ij = −1

2

(
u2i − v2i

)
δij (12)

The collective potential Vcoll in Eq. (1) is obtained by
subtracting the vibrational and rotational zero-point en-
ergy (ZPE) corrections from the total mean-field energy:

Vcoll = ⟨Ĥ⟩ −∆Vvib −∆Vrot. (13)
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The vibrational ZPE corrections are calculated in the
cranking approximation [67]

∆Vvib =
1

4
Tr
(
M−1

(3)M2

)
µν
. (14)

The rotational ZPE is a sum of three terms:

∆Vrot = ∆V−2−2 (q20, q22, α) + ∆V−1−1 (q20, q22, α)

+ ∆V11 (q20, q22, α) (15)

with

∆Vµν (q20, q22, α) =
1

4

M(2),µν (q20, q22, α)

M(3)µν (q20, q22, α)
(16)

The individual terms are calculated from Eq. (16), with
the intrinsic components of the quadrupole operator de-
fined by

Q̂21 = −2iyz Q̂2−1 = −2xz, Q̂2−2 = 2ixy. (17)

The derivation of collective masses and the ZPE is ex-
plained in the Appendix.

The diagonalization of the collective Hamiltonian
Eq. (1) yields the energy spectrum EI

i and the corre-
sponding eigenfunctions

ΨIM
n (β, γ, α,Ω) =

∑
K∈∆I

ψI
nK (β, γ, α) ΦI

MK (Ω) . (18)

Using the collective wave functions (18), various observ-
ables can be calculated and compared with experimental
results. For instance, the reduced electric quadrupole
transition probability B(E2) reads

B (E2;nI → n′I ′) =
1

2I

∣∣∣⟨n′I ′ || M̂ (E2) || nI⟩
∣∣∣2 , (19)

where M̂ is the quadrupole operator in the labrotatory
frame. The electric monopole transition probability can
be calculated from

ρ2 (E0;nI → n′I) =

∣∣∣∣ ⟨nI |
∑

k ekr
2
k | n′I⟩

eR2
0

∣∣∣∣2 , (20)

with R0 ≃ 1.2A1/3 fm. For a given collective state, the
probability density distribution in the (β, γ, α) plane is
defined as

ρnI (β, γ, α) =
∑

K∈∆I

∣∣ψI
nK (β, γ, α)

∣∣2 β3 |sin 3γ| (21)

with the normalization∫ ∞

0

dα

∫ ∞

0

βdβ

∫ 2π

0

ρnI (β, γ, α) dγ = 1. (22)

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

To illustrate and test the model that couples triax-
ial shape (β, γ) and pairing vibrations (α), we calcu-
late the constrained potential energy surfaces, the result-
ing collective excitation spectra and transition rates for
128Xe, a typical γ-soft nucleus. Following our previous
study in Ref. [47], in the present CDFT calculation the
strength parameter of the separable pairing force is en-
hanced by 6% compared to the original value determined
in Refs. [61, 62], namely here G = −771.68MeV fm3 is
used.

A. Effect of dynamical pairing and triaxial
deformation on excitation spectra

The three-dimensional collective potential of 128Xe,
obtained in the self-consistent CDFT calculation with
constraints on (β, γ, α), is projected onto the correspond-
ing two-dimensional planes in Figs. 1-3. Figure 1 displays
the PESs in the (β, γ) plane calculated without and with
constraints on α, in panels (a) and (b-g), respectively.
From panel (a), one notices that 128Xe is γ-soft with a
shallow global minimum at (β, γ, α) ≈ (0.18, 18◦, 21).
As the paring changes from weak (α = 3) to strong
(α = 31), the PESs display a very interesting evolution,
that is, from triaxial to γ-soft, then to soft in both β and
γ, and finally to spherical. The PESs in the (β, α) plane
exhibit a similar pattern, soft for β < 0.2 and α ∼ 24,
while the shape varies from prolate (γ = 0o) to oblate
(γ = 60o). Remarkably, in Fig. 3 it is shown that the
PESs remains γ-soft for a large interval of β and α values:
β ≤ 0.36 and 16 ≤ α ≤ 32.
The diagonalization of the resulting Hamiltonian yields

the energy spectra and collective wave functions for each
value of the total angular momentum. Fig. 4 displays
the excitation energies of the ground-state (g.s.) band,
the excited band based on 0+β , the γ-band, and the

0+3,4 states in 128Xe. Results obtained with the collec-
tive Hamiltonian that includes the one-dimensional axial-
quadrupole (β), axial-quadrupole plus pairing (β + α),
triaxial-quadrupole (β + γ) [69], and triaxial-quadrupole
plus pairing (β + γ + α) degrees of freedom, are com-
pared with experimental values [68]. Obviously, the cou-
pling between shape and pairing dynamical degrees of
freedom has a pronounced effect on the calculated spec-
tra, especially for the triaxial calculation. The inclusion
of triaxial deformation and pairing vibrational degrees
of freedom generally lowers the low-lying energy spectra,
bringing the excitation energies in a quantitatively much
better agreement with experiment, especially for the γ-
band and the excited 0+ states. As shown in Fig. 5, the
inclusion of the dynamical pairing degree of freedom has
limited effect on the calculated intra-band B(E2) val-
ues, and all theoretical results appear to be consistent
with the data. For the E0 transitions, one finds that
the ρ2(E0; 0+2 → 0+1 ) and ρ

2(E0; 0+3 → 0+1 ) invert values,
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FIG. 1. (Color online) The collective potential energy sur-
faces (PESs) in the (β, γ) plane calculated without and with
constraints on α are shown in panel (a), and panels (b-g)
α = 3 − 31, respectively. All energies (in MeV) are normal-
ized with respect to the energy of the absolute minimum. The
contours join points on the surface with the same values.

and ρ2(E0; 0+3 → 0+2 ) almost vanishes by adding dynam-
ical pairing to the triaxial collective Hamiltonian. This
indicates a different structure of 0+2 and 0+3 states, that
interchange when including dynamical pairing, as shown
by the probability density distributions calculated from
the collective wave functions (c.f. Eq. 22).

Fig. 6 displays the projections of the probability den-
sity distributions in the (β, γ), (β, α), and (γ, α) planes
for the first three 0+ states of 128Xe, calculated with the
TPCH. The corresponding third axis is fixed at the peak
position in (β, γ, α), and these values are also shown in
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FIG. 3. (Color online) Same as in the caption to Fig. 1, but
for the PESs in the (γ, α) plane with constant β values.

the two-dimensional plots. For comparison, the proba-
bility density distributions calculated with the triaxial-
quadrupole collective Hamiltonian are plotted in the up-
per row. The peak of the probability density distribution
for 0+1 is found at (β, γ, α) = (0.18, 17◦, 2.8), whereas
the peak of 0+2 is located at (0.18, 46◦, 2.8). The large
difference in the triaxial degree of freedom leads to a
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small overlap between 0+1 and 0+2 , and consequently a
small value of ρ2(E0; 0+2 → 0+1 ). In contrast, the peak of
the probability density distribution of 0+3 is close to that
of the ground state, and results in a considerable E0 tran-
sition. In the TPCH calculation, nodes are found in the
γ direction for 0+2 , and β direction for 0+3 , opposite to
those obtained with the triaxial collective Hamiltonian.
This is the reason for the interchange of ρ2(E0; 0+2 → 0+1 )
and ρ2(E0; 0+3 → 0+1 ) that occurs by including dynamical
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lated with the triaxial-quadrupole collective Hamiltonian (a-
c). Projections of the probability density distributions in the
(β, γ), (β, α), and (γ, α) planes, with the third axis fixed at
the peak position in (β, γ, α) calculated with the TPCH (d-l).

pairing in the triaxial calculation (c.f. Fig. 5).

We further demonstrate that the model is also capa-
ble of describing detailed structure properties of γ-soft
nuclei. Fig. 7 displays the excitation spectra for 128Xe
calculated with the triaxial-quadrupole collective Hamil-
tonian (β + γ) and TPCH (β + γ + α), in comparison
with available data [68]. In general, the energy spectrum
is compressed by including the dynamical pairing degree
of freedom, and in very good agreement with experiment,
especially for the γ-band and the excited 0+ states. This
is because the inclusion of dynamical pairing increases
the moments of inertia and collective masses [47]. One
also notices that the inter-band B(E2) values for transi-
tions from 0+2 to the first two 2+ states, and from 0+3 to
2+1 , are significantly improved because of the interchange
of the two excited 0+ states (c.f. Fig. 6) when dynamical
pairing is included. The inter-band transitions between
the γ-band and g.s. band are generally reduced, which
could probably be related to the compression of the g.s.
band caused by the enhanced moments of inertia. This
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FIG. 7. (Color online) Low-energy excitation spectra and electric quadrupole transitions (B(E2) values in Weisskopf units)
for 128Xe, calculated with the triaxial-quadrupole collective Hamiltonian(β + γ) (a), and the TPCH (β + γ + α) (b), based on
the PC-PK1 energy density functional [60]. The theoretical values are shown in comparison with the available data (c) from
Ref. [68].

may be improved by including pairing rotation in the
present TPCH [46].

B. The effect of ZPE on low-lying spectra

The zero-point energy (ZPE) correction often plays a
crucial role in low-energy excitation spectra by modify-
ing the topology of mean-field potential energy surfaces.
Here we illustrate the effect of the ZPE on PESs and
low-lying spectra. Fig. 8 displays the projections of the
PESs of 128Xe with and without ZPE, computed by the
constrained CDFT based on the PC-PK1 functional. The
two-dimensional projections of the PESs are shown in the
(β, α) and (γ, α) planes with the fixed third components
corresponding to the global minimum. Obviously, the
topology of the collective potential is significantly modi-
fied by the inclusion of ZPE, and the minimum is shifted
toward larger values of α. Consequently, the moments of
inertia are reduced [47] and the excitation spectra extend.

This is also shown in Tab. I, where the excitation energies
of low-lying states of 128Xe, calculated with the TPCH
without (W/O) and with (W/ZPE) ZPE, are tabulated
in comparison with available data [68]. One finds that
the excitation energies increase by 18% − 50%, and are
in better agreement with the data when ZPE corrections
are included.

IV. SUMMARY

The triaxial quadrupole collective Hamiltonian, based
on relativistic energy density functionals, has been ex-
tended to include a pairing collective coordinate, and is
here referred as TPCH . In addition to triaxial shape
vibrations and rotations, the TPCH describes pairing
vibrations and the coupling between triaxial shape and
pairing degrees of freedom. The parameters of the col-
lective Hamiltonian are fully determined by constrained
CDFT calculations in the space of intrinsic triaxial shape
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FIG. 8. (Color online) Projections of the PESs of 128Xe
with (a,c) and without (b,d) ZPE, computed by the con-
strained CDFT based on the PC-PK1 functional. The two-
dimensional projections of the PESs are shown in the (β, α)
and (γ, α) planes with the fixed third components correspond-
ing to the global minimum.

TABLE I. Excitation energies of low-lying states of 128Xe
calculated using the TPCH without (W/O) and with ZPE
(W/ZPE), in comparison with available data [68].

W/O(MeV) W/ZPE(MeV) Exp.(MeV)

2+
1 0.202 0.247 0.443

4+
1 0.608 0.740 1.033

6+
1 1.191 1.434 1.737

0+
β 1.240 1.781 1.583

2+
β 1.572 2.152 -

4+
β 1.802 2.749 -

2+
γ 0.770 0.940 0.970

3+
γ 1.051 1.229 1.430

4+
γ 1.275 1.517 1.604

5+
γ 1.658 1.900 1.997

6+
γ 1.905 2.265 2.281

0+
3 1.735 2.162 1.877

0+
4 2.651 3.196 2.598

and pairing deformations (β, γ, α). The effect of cou-
pling between triaxial shape and pairing degrees of free-
dom has been analyzed in a study of low-lying excitation
spectra and transition rates of 128Xe. When compared
to results obtained with the standard triaxial collective
Hamiltonian, the inclusion of the dynamical pairing de-
gree of freedom compresses the low-lying spectra, in bet-
ter agreement with data. Furthermore, the structure
of the 0+2 and 0+3 states is exchanged with dynamical
pairing, and this modifies significantly the E0 transition
strengths between 0+ states. Remarkably, the inter-band
B(E2) transition probabilities from excited 0+ states to

2+ states have been improved by including dynamical
pairing. Finally, we have shown that the inclusion of
ZPE can alter the topology of the PES and shift the
global minimum to larger values of α, thus increasing
the excitation energies by 18%− 50%.
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APPENDIX: DERIVATION OF COLLECTIVE
MASSES AND ZERO-POINT ENERGIES

Following Ref. [70], we present the derivation of col-
lective mass and zero-point energy correction, includ-
ing the β, γ, and α degrees of freedom. In the adi-
abatic time-dependent Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov (ATD-
HFB) method, a generalized density matrix is expanded
around the quasi-stationary HFB solution R0 up to
quadratic terms in the collective momentum:

R = R0 +R1 +R2 (23)

where R1 is time-odd, and R0 and R2 are time-even den-
sities. The corresponding expansion for the HFB Hamil-
tonian matrix takes the form

W = W0 +W1 +W2. (24)

In ATDHFB, the general form of collective mass reads

B =
i

2q̇2
Tr
(
Ṙ0 [R0,R1]

)
=

i

2q̇
Tr

(
∂R0

∂q
[R0,R1]

)
(25)

where q denotes the collective coordinate. The trace in
the expression above can easily be evaluated in the quasi-
particle basis. To this end, one can utilize the ATDHFB
equation

iṘ0 = [W0,R1] + [W1,R0] . (26)

In the quasiparticle basis, the matrices R0, W0, W1, R1,
and Ṙ0 are expressed in terms of the matrices G, E0, E1,
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Z, and F , respectively:

R0 = A†GA (27)

W0 = A†E0A (28)

W1 = A†E1A (29)

R1 = A†ZA (30)

Ṙ0 = A†FA (31)

where

A =

(
U V ∗

V U∗

)
(32)

is the matrix of Bogoliubov transition, and

G =

(
0 0
0 1

)
, E0 =

(
E 0
0 −E

)
. (33)

Inserting Eqs. (27-32) into (26), one obtains

iF = [E0,Z] + [E1,G] (34)

This 2× 2 matrix equation is equivalent to the following
equation

iF = EZ + ZE + E1, (35)

with the relations

F =

(
0 F ∗

F 0

)
(36)

Z =

(
0 Z∗

Z 0

)
(37)

[E1,G] =
(

0 E∗
1

E1 0

)
. (38)

In the case of multiple collective coordinates {qi}, the
ATDHFB equation (26) needs to be solved for each co-
ordinate

iq̇i
∂R0

∂qi
=
[
W0,Ri

1

]
+
[
Wi

1,R0

]
, (39)

and the collective mass tensor becomes

Bij =
i

2q̇j
Tr

(
∂R0

∂qi

[
R0,Rj

1

])
. (40)

Then, in terms of the corresponding matrices F i and Zj ,
the collective mass tensor is given by the expression

Bij =
i

2q̇iq̇j
Tr
(
F i∗Zj − F iZj∗)

=
i

2q̇iq̇j
Tr

(∑
ν

(
F i∗
µνZ

j
νµ − F i

µνZ
j∗
νµ

))
. (41)

Since Z is an antisymmetric matrix, one obtains

Bij = − i

2q̇iq̇j
Tr

(∑
ν

(
F i∗
µνZ

j
µν − F i

µνZ
j∗
µν

))

= − i

2q̇iq̇j

∑
µ

∑
ν

(
F i∗
µνZ

j
µν − F i

µνZ
j∗
µν

)
. (42)

In most ATDHFB applications, the time-odd interaction
matrix E1 appearing in Eq. (35) has been neglected. In
the following, this approximation will be referred to as
the cranking approximation. Without the E1 term, the
matrix Z can be obtained in the quasiparticle basis from
the equation

iF i
µν = (Eµ + Eν)Z

i
µν , (43)

and

Bij =
1

2q̇iq̇j

∑
µν

F i∗
µνF

j
µν + F j

µνF
j∗
µν

Eµ + Eν
. (44)

Eq. (31) can explicitly be written in terms of HFB eigen-
vectors:

Ṙ0 = q̇
∂

∂q

(
ρ0 κ0
−κ∗0 1− ρ∗0

)
=

(
UFV T − V ∗F ∗U† UFUT − V ∗F ∗V †

V FV T − U∗F ∗U† V FUT − U∗F ∗V †

)
. (45)

Evaluating the matrix elements in the canonical basis,
we obtain

F i
µν̄ =

sν̄
uµvν + vµuν

q̇i

(
∂ρ0
∂qi

)
µν

. (46)

By differentiating the HFB equation [W0,R0] = 0 with
respect to qi , the derivative of the density matrix can be
expressed in terms of the derivatives of the particle-hole
and pairing mean fields[

A†q̇i
∂W0

∂qi
A,G

]
+ [E ,F ] = 0. (47)

The following expression is obtained obtained

Fµν =
q̇i

(
U† ∂h

∂qi
V ∗ − V † ∂∆∗

∂qi
V ∗ + U† ∂∆

∂qi
U∗ − V † ∂h∗

∂qi
U∗
)
µν

Eµ + Eν
,

(48)

and then, in the canonical basis Bµν reads

Bµν =
ℏ2

2

∑
τι

f∗µ,τιfν,τι + fµ,τιf
∗
ν,τι

Eτ + Eι
, (49)

with

fµ,τι =
1

Eτ + Eι

[
− (uτvι + vτuι) (∂µh0)τ̄ ι

+uτuι (∂µ∆)τι + vτvι
(
∂µ∆

†)
τ̄ ῑ

]
, (50)

where

(h0)τ̄ ι = ⟨Φ |
{
[aτ̄ , H] , a†ι

}
| Φ⟩ (51)

∆τι = ⟨Φ | {[aτ , H] , aι} | Φ⟩ (52)

∆†
τ̄ ῑ = ⟨Φ |

{
a†ῑ ,
[
H, a†τ̄

]}
| Φ⟩. (53)
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In the present study, the set of collective coordinates
qi is {β, γ, α}, and the intrinsic collective states are
obtained in a self-consistent mean-field calculation, with
additional constraints on the expectation value of the
Hamiltonian:

⟨H⟩+
∑
µ=0,2

λ2µ

(
⟨Q̂2µ⟩ − q2µ

)
− λ⟨N̂ −N⟩ − λα⟨P̂ − α⟩, (54)

where the pairing operator P̂ is defined

P̂ =
1

2

∑
µ>0

(
a†µa

†
µ̄ + aµ̄aµ

)
, and P̂ † = P̂ . (55)

The expectation value of P̂ in the intrinsic collective state
|Φ⟩ is α by definition:

α = ⟨Φ | P̂ | Φ⟩ =
∑
µ>0

uµvµ (56)

and, therefore, ∂λα
∆τι can be rewritten as

∂λα∆τι = −1

2

∑
i>0

(δτiδīι − δτ īδiι) (57)

∂λα
∆†

τ̄ ῑ = −1

2

∑
i>0

(δτ̄ iδīῑ − δτ̄ īδiῑ) . (58)

Inserting Eqs. (57, 58) into Eq. 50, one obtains

fλα,τι = −1

2

∑
i>0

(uτuι − vτvι)

Eτ + Eι
(δτiδiῑ − δτ̄ iδīῑ) , (59)

and also

Bλαλα
=

1

4

∑
τι

(uτuι − vτvι)
2

(Eτ + Eι)
3 δτ ῑ . (60)

For Bλαλ2µ
, we also need

fλ2µ,τι = − 1

Eτ + Eι

[
(uτvι + vτuι)

(
∂λ2µ

h0
)
τ̄ ι

]
(61)

=
1

Eτ + Eι
[uτvι + vτuι]Q2µ,τ̄ι. (62)

Then, the following expressions are obtained

Bλαλ2µ
= −ℏ2

∑
i>0

(
u2i − v2i

)
(uivi + viui)Q2µ,ii

(Ei + Ei)
3 (63)

and

Bλ2µλ2ν
= ℏ2

∑
ij

Q2µ,ij̄Q2ν,j̄i (uivj + viuj)
2

(Ei + Ej)
3 . (64)

Furthermore,

Bab =
∑
mn

∂λn
∂a

∂λn
∂b

Bλmλn , (65)

where a, b,m, n denote q20, q22 and α. The partial deriva-
tives can be calculated perturbatively

δ | Φ⟩ = −δλα
∑
k<k′

⟨Φ | βk′βkP̂ | Φ⟩
Ek′ + Ek

β†
kβ

†
k′ | Φ⟩ , (66)

and

δα = δ⟨Φ | P̂ | Φ⟩

= −2δλα
∑
k<k′

⟨Φ | βk′βkP̂ | Φ⟩
Ek′ + Ek

⟨Φ | P̂ †β†
kβ

†
k′ | Φ⟩.

(67)

The partial derivative then reads

δα

δλα
= −2

∑
k<k′

| ⟨Φ | βk′βkP̂ | Φ⟩ |2

Ek′ + Ek
,

where

⟨Φ | βk′βkP̂ | Φ⟩ = −1

2

(
u2k′ − v2k′

)
δk̄k′(k′ > 0) (68)

Finally, the expression for the partial derivative

δα

δλα
= −

∑
k′>0

(
u2k′ − v2k′

)2
4Ek′

. (69)

Similarly, the other derivatives read

δq2µ
δλ2ν

= −
∑
k,k′

Q2µ,kk̄′Q2ν,k̄′k (ukvk′ + uk′vk)
2

Ek′ + Ek
(70)

δα

δλq2µ
=
∑
k′>0

Q2µ,k̄′k̄′ (uk′vk′ + uk′vk′)

Ek′ + Ek′

(
u2k′ − v2k′

)
(71)

δq2µ
δλα

=
∑
k′>0

Q2µ,k̄′k̄′ (uk′vk′ + uk′vk′)

Ek′ + Ek′

(
u2k′ − v2k′

)
(72)

The mass parameters are thus determined by the fol-
lowing expressions

Bab = ℏ2
[
M−1

(1)M(3)M−1
(1)

]
ab
, (73)

with

M(n)ab =
∑
ij

Oµ
ijOν

ji

(Ei + Ej)
n , (74)

and

Oq2µ
ij = ⟨i| Q̂2µ |j⟩ (uivj + viuj) (75)

Oα
ij = −1

2

(
u2i − v2i

)
δij . (76)
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The Zero-Point Energy (ZPE) is calculated in the
cranking approximation, that is, on the same level of ap-
proximation as the mass parameters and moments of in-

ertia. The vibrational ZPE is given by the expression [67]

∆Vvib =
1

2
Tr
[
B−1G

]
. (77)

Similar to the derivation of the collective mass, an ex-
pression for the vibrational ZPE can be obtained

∆Vvib =
1

4
Tr
(
M−1

(3)M2

)
ab
, (78)

where the matrix M is defined in Eq. (74).
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J. Srebrny, Phys. Scrip 2000, 111 (2000).

[30] K. Zaja̧c, L. Prochniak, K. Pomorski, S. G. Rohozinski,
and J. Srebrny, Acta Phys. Polonica B 32, 681 (2001).

[31] B. Avez, C. Simenel, and P. Chomaz, Phys. Rev. C 78,
044318 (2008).

[32] G. Ripka and R. Padjen, Nucl. Phys. A 132, 489 (1969).
[33] A. Heusler, T. Faestermann, R. Hertenberger, H.-F.

Wirth, and P. von Brentano, Phys. Rev. C 91, 044325
(2015).

[34] H. Shimoyama and M. Matsuo, Phys. Rev. C 84, 044317
(2011).

[35] E. Khan, M. Grasso, and J. Margueron, Phys. Rev. C
80, 044328 (2009).

[36] S. S. Sharma and N. K. Sharma, Phys. Rev. C 50, 2323
(1994).

[37] G. G. Dussel and P. Federman, Phys. Rev. C 37, 1751
(1988).

[38] R. Broglia, C. Riedel, and B. Sørensen, Nucl. Phys. A
107, 1 (1968).

[39] A. Goswami and O. Nalcioğlu, Phys. Rev. C 2, 1573
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