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Converged results for E2 observables are notoriously challenging to obtain in ab initio no-core
configuration interaction (NCCI) approaches. Matrix elements of the E2 operator are sensitive to
the large-distance tails of the nuclear wave function, which converge slowly in an oscillator basis
expansion. Similar convergence challenges beset ab initio prediction of the nuclear charge radius.
However, we exploit systematic correlations between the calculated E2 and radius observables to
yield meaningful predictions for relations among these observables. In particular, we examine ab
initio predictions for dimensionless ratios of the form Q/r2, for nuclei throughout the p shell. Mean-
ingful predictions for electric quadrupole moments may then be made by calibrating to the ground-
state charge radius, if experimentally known, or vice versa. Moreover, these dimensionless ratios
provide ab initio insight into the nuclear quadrupole deformation.

I. INTRODUCTION

Converged ab initio predictions for nuclear elec-
tric quadrupole (E2) observables, including transition
strengths and moments, are challenging to obtain [1–6].
Ab initio no-core configuration interaction (NCCI), or
no-core shell-model (NCSM), calculations [7] rely upon a
Slater determinant expansion of the wave function (con-
ventionally in an oscillator basis) and must, in practice,
be carried out in a finite, truncated basis. The results
are only approximations to the true values which would
be obtained by solving the full, untruncated many-body
problem. Long-range observables, i.e., those which are
sensitive to the large-distance tails of the nuclear wave
function, such as E2 matrix elements, are slowly conver-
gent in NCCI calculations, as these tails are described
only with difficulty in an oscillator-basis expansion. In-
cluding a sufficiently large basis to obtain meaningful pre-
dictions often becomes computationally prohibitive.

Nonetheless, one may exploit systematic correlations
among calculated observables to yield meaningful predic-
tions for relations among these observables, even where
the observables individually are not adequately con-
verged. The convergence patterns of calculated E2 ma-
trix elements may be strongly correlated [8], especially for
E2 matrix elements among states sharing similar struc-
ture, e.g., members of low-lying rotational bands [8–11]
or mirror states [12, 13]. Thus, most naturally, if a single
E2 observable is well-known from experiment, a mean-
ingful prediction may then be made for the other, cor-
related matrix elements [8]. In particular, the ground-
state quadrupole moment is precisely measured in many
nuclei [14], as summarized for p-shell nuclei ins Fig. 1. In
these cases, the known ground-state quadrupole moment
provides a calibration reference, permitting E2 transi-
tion strengths to be estimated based on robust ab ini-
tio NCCI predictions for B(E2)/(eQ)2. This approach

is illustrated for various light p-shell nuclei (A ≤ 9) in
Ref. [15]. Predictions for B(E2)/(eQ)2 are also consid-
ered for several C isotopes (and 10Be) in Ref. [16].
However, calibration to the ground-state quadrupole

moment is subject to the limitation that only states
with angular momentum J ≥ 1 admit a nonvanishing
quadrupole moment. Thus, notably, calibration to the
ground-state quadrupole moment is not possible for even-
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FIG. 1. Overview of particle-bound nuclides in the p shell,
where those with measured ground-state quadrupole mo-
ments [14] and charge radii [17, 18] are indicated by the let-
ter “Q” or “R”, respectively. Brackets indicate a particle-
unbound but narrow (≲ 1 keV) ground-state resonance,
shading indicates beta-stable nuclides, and the experimental
ground-state angular momentum and parity are given [18–
22]. Nuclei for which the ground-state angular momentum
does not support a quadrupole moment (J ≤ 1/2) are crossed
out with a diagonal line.
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even nuclei, nor for odd-mass nuclei with J = 1/2 ground
states. (Nuclei not supporting a ground-state quadrupole
moment are crossed out with diagonal line in Fig. 1.)

We observe that the convergence of calculated E2 ma-
trix elements may also be correlated with the conver-
gence of the calculated electric monopole (E0) moment
or, equivalently, root mean square (r.m.s.) radius. The
known ground-state charge radius is, like the quadrupole
moment, precisely measured in many nuclei [17] (again,
as summarized for p-shell nuclei in Fig. 1). Thus, the
measured ground-state charge radius, like the quadrupole
moment, may be used as a calibration reference, per-
mitting E2 transition strengths to be estimated based
on robust ab initio NCCI predictions for ratios of the
form B(E2)/(e2r4), without being subject to any con-
straint on the ground-state angular momentum. How-
ever, of course, the determination of either the ground-
state quadrupole moment or radius is subject to practical
experimental considerations [23, 24], including typically
that the nucleus be particle bound.

Similarly, robust ab initio NCCI predictions for ratios
of the form Q/r2 permit estimation of the ground-state
(or an excited-state) quadrupole moment from a mea-
sured radius, or vice versa. Only for 7Be, among p-shell
nuclei, is the radius known but quadrupole moment un-
known. However, for the proton-rich nuclides 8B, 11C,
and 12N, as well as neutron-rich 12B, the quadrupole mo-
ment is known while the radius is unknown, as seen from
Fig. 1.

Such ratios Q/r2 also provide ab initio insight into
the quadrupole deformation. Namely, in an axially sym-
metric rotational picture, they provide a measure of the
Bohr deformation variable β [25] or, more precisely, its
microscopically defined counterpart obtained through the
quadruople tensor [26]. We may consider such ratios not
only for the proton observables Qp and rp, thus providing
a measure of the quadrupole deformation βp for the pro-
ton distribution, but also for the corresponding neutron
observables Qn and rn, thus providing a measure of the
quadrupole deformation βn of the neutron distribution.
Although the proton observables are more readily accessi-
ble to experiment, through electromagnetic probes, reac-
tion observables are sensitive to the neutron observables
(e.g., Refs. [27–30]), at least in a model-dependent fash-
ion. Moreover, parity nonconservation effects in atomic
of molecular systems are sensitive to the nuclear weak
charge distribution, and thus can provide an alternative
means of probing these neutron observables [31, 32].

In the present article (Part I), we focus on the ab initio
prediction of Q/r2, while calibration of ab initio predic-
tions for E2 strengths to the charge radius is the subject
of a subsequent article (Part II) [33]. We first lay out
the expected relations between E2 and radius observ-
ables, in terms of dimensionless ratios (Sec. IIA). We also
briefly review the conversion between the experimentally
accessible charge radius rc and the point-proton radius
rp that more naturally arises in nuclear structure calcu-
lations (Sec. II B) and comment on the physical inter-

pretation of the dimensionless ratio Q/r2 in terms of the
nuclear quadrupole deformation (Sec. II C). We then ex-
plore the convergence obtained for the ratio, and compare
the resulting predictions against experiment. We first
take 9Be as an illustrative case for detailed exploration
(Sec. III), including an examination of convergence diag-
nostics and a straightforward exponential basis extrapo-
lation (for which relations are provided in Appendix A).
We then consider the dimensionless ratio Q/r2p for the
ground states of particle-bound nuclides across the p shell
(Sec. IV). We restrict attention to doubly open-shell nu-
clei (i.e., with 3 ≤ Z,N ≤ 7), since, in the semimagic
nuclei (at the N,Z = 8 shell closure), mixing with in-
truder configurations [28, 34] complicates the identifica-
tion between calculated and physical ground states and
disrupts the ordinary convergence patterns [13, 35]. Fi-
nally, we translate these results into an exploration of
the evolution of the deformations of the proton and neu-
tron distributions within the nuclear ground state, under
the assumption of axial symmetry (Sec. V). Preliminary
results were reported in Ref. [36].

II. BACKGROUND: DIMENSIONLESS RATIOS
OF OBSERVABLES AND THEIR

INTERPRETATION

A. Dimensionless ratios

Electric quadrupole moments and E2 strengths both
may be expressed1 in terms of reduced matrix elements
of the E2 operator, Q2µ =

∑
i∈p er

2
i Y2µ(r̂i), where the

summation runs over the (charged) protons.2 Ratios of
the form

B(E2)

(eQ)2
∝

∣∣∣∣∣ ⟨· · · ∥
∑

i∈p r
2
i Y2(r̂i) ∥ · · ·⟩

⟨· · · ∥
∑

i∈p r
2
i Y2(r̂i) ∥ · · ·⟩

∣∣∣∣∣
2

(1)

are dimensionless and involve like powers of E2 reduced
matrix elements (albeit involving different states) in the
numerator and the denominator, much as in ratios of
quadrupole moments or in ratios of E2 strengths. Trun-
cation errors may cancel in such ratios, as explored and
exploited in Refs. [8, 15]. In this case, a known ground-
state quadrupole moment provides a calibration reference
for the E2 strength.

1 The quadrupole moment for a state of angular momentum J
is defined [37] in terms of a stretched E2 matrix element, as
eQ(J) ≡ (16π/5)1/2⟨JJ |Q20|JJ⟩, and thus may be written, by
the Wigner-Eckart theorem [38, 39], in terms of a reduced matrix
element as eQ(J) = (16π/5)1/2(2J+1)−1/2(JJ20|JJ)⟨J∥Q2∥J⟩.
The reduced transition probability between states of angular mo-
mentum Ji and Jf is likewise expressed in terms of a reduced
matrix element as B(E2; Ji → Jf ) = (2Ji + 1)−1|⟨Jf∥Q2∥Ji⟩|2.

2 The E2 operator of interest is, more precisely, defined thusly in
terms of the intrinsic coordinates, taken relative to the nuclear
center of mass frame [40].
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The r.m.s. point-proton radius rp is evaluated in terms
of the monopole moment M0 = ⟨J |

∑
i∈p r

2
i |J⟩ as rp =

(M0/Z)1/2. Thus, r2p is proportional to a matrix element
of a one-body operator, the E0 operator, which once
again involves an r2 radial dependence. Ratios Q/r2p or

B(E2)/(e2r4p) involving an E2 observable and the appro-
priate power of rp are again dimensionless, and involve
ratios of similar powers of matrix elements of operators
sharing the same r2 dependence. Namely, these ratios
are of the form

Q

r2p
∝

⟨· · · ∥
∑

i∈p r
2
i Y2(r̂i) ∥ · · ·⟩

⟨· · · ∥
∑

i∈p r
2
i ∥ · · ·⟩

(2)

and

B(E2)

(e2r4p)
∝

∣∣∣∣∣ ⟨· · · ∥
∑

i∈p r
2
i Y2(r̂i) ∥ · · ·⟩

⟨· · · ∥
∑

i∈p r
2
i ∥ · · ·⟩

∣∣∣∣∣
2

, (3)

respectively. It is not unreasonable to anticipate that
errors might again cancel in the ratio. In this case, a
known point-proton radius provides a calibration refer-
ence for the E2 moment or strength.

B. Relation of point-proton and charge radii

To connect with experiment, we must relate the point-
proton radius rp appearing in nuclear structure calcula-
tions to the charge radius rc probed in experiment. At
leading order in the inverse nucleon mass, the relation-
ship is expressed as a set of additive corrections to r2p [41–
45]:

r2c = r2p +
( 3

4M2
p

+R2
p

)
+

N

Z
R2

n + r2s.o. + r2m.e.c., (4)

where the meanings of the terms on the right hand side
are discussed below.

The first two correction terms relative to r2p, in (4), re-
flect the charge distributions within the nucleons them-
selves, and are independent of nuclear structure. The
term in parentheses accounts for the mean-square charge
radius of the proton, which is customarily separated
into a Darwin-Foldy contribution [3/(4M2

p ) = 0.033 fm2,
where Mp is the proton mass], representing the finite
charge radius which would be generated due to rela-
tivistic effects even for a point proton, and a remaining
contribution, taken to represent the effect of the non-
pointlike hadronic structure of the proton. It is this
latter contribution which is conventionally tabulated as
the mean-square charge radius of the proton (denoted in
the hadronic physics literature again by r2p [46], but re-

named in the nuclear physics literature, e.g., to R2
p [45],

to avoid overloading the use of rp in the nuclear sense
as defined above in Sec. IIA). The R2

n term similarly ac-
counts for the mean-square charge radius of the neutron,
which reflects the inhomogenous charge distribution aris-
ing within the (overall neutral) neutron. In the present

work, we use Rp = 0.8409(4) fm2 [giving R2
p+3/(4M2

p ) =

0.7401(7) fm2] and R2
n = −0.1155(17) fm2 [46].

The remaining two terms represent the relativistic
spin-orbit effect (which may be interpreted as a contri-
bution to the charge density arising from Lorentz trans-
formation of the nucleon anomalous magnetic moments)
and meson exchange contributions. Their contributions
depend in detail upon the nuclear structure and, in the
latter case, upon the assumed form of the meson ex-
change contributions to the charge operator [47–49]. (See
Ref. [50] for estimates of the spin-orbit correction.) The
corrections in their entirety may in principle be obtained
from a chiral effective field theory (χEFT) expansion,
yielding two-body and higher contributions. When ex-
tracting values for rp from the measured rc [17], in the
present work, we only account for the first two correction
terms in (4), while neglecting the remaining (structure-
dependent and less well-constrained) terms. Nonetheless,
it is important to keep in mind their possible relevance.

C. Relation to deformation

The dimensionless ratios considered above, in Sec. II A,
are of interest not only for their prospective convergence
properties, but also for their physical significance, in the
context of rotation and deformation. Ratios of E2 ma-
trix elements are a direct prediction of rotational models
and depend only upon the nature of the rotation (e.g.,
axial or triaxial), not directly on the overall magnitude
of the deformation. For an axially symmetric rotor [51],
all E2 matrix elements within a rotational band are pro-
portional to the same intrinsic quadrupole moment

eQ0 ≡
(16π

5

)1/2

⟨ϕK |Q2,0|ϕK⟩, (5)

and the ratio B(E2)/(eQ)2, of (1), for a transition
strength and quadrupole moment within the same rota-
tional band, is given simply in terms of Clebsch-Gordan
coefficients.3 In contrast, the ratio of an E2 matrix ele-
ment to the monopole moment depends upon the struc-
ture of the rotational intrinsic state and provides a mea-
sure of the overall magnitude of the deformation. In
particular, the axially symmetric rotational picture di-
rectly relates the ratios Q/r2p and B(E2)/(e2r4p), appear-
ing in (2) and (3), to the β deformation of the rotational
intrinsic state.

3 For an axially symmetric rotor, within a rotational band with
angular momentum projection K along the intrinsic symmetry
axis, and rotational intrinsic state |ϕK⟩, E2 reduced matrix ele-
ments are given in terms of the intrinsic quadrupole moment Q0

by ⟨KJf∥Q2∥KJi⟩ =
[
5/(16π)

]1/2
Ĵi(JiK20|JfK)eQ0, where

Ĵ ≡ (2J + 1)1/2, although it should be noted that an addi-
tional cross term may contribute for 1/2 ≤ K ≤ 1 [51] (see, e.g.,
Sec. II C of Ref. [9] for reference plots and a summary of the
relevant relations).
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The Bohr deformation variable β is traditionally in-
troduced in a purely macroscopic context. In terms of
the quadrupole (λ = 2) surface deformation parame-
ters α2µ appearing in the multipole expansion R(θ, ϕ) =
R0

[
1 +

∑
λµ α

∗
λµYλµ(θ, ϕ)

]
for the surface displacement

of a deformed liquid drop, β is defined as the spherical
tensor norm of α2, via [25, 52]

β2 ≡
∑
µ

|α2µ|2. (6)

This relation assumes a well-defined nuclear shape, but
the deformation need not be axially symmetric (i.e., it
may be triaxial).

In microscopic nuclear theory, we work in terms of
the quadrupole tensor, rather than surface deformation
parameters. In making the connection to the liquid
drop picture, it is traditional to consider the matter
(or point-nucleon) quadrupole tensor rather than the
electromagnetic (or point-proton) quadrupole tensor of
Sec. II A, and to work in terms of the quadrupole mo-
ment operator Qmom

2 normalized with a conventional fac-
tor of (16π/5)1/2 (see, e.g., footnote 8 of Ref. [40]).
Then, the integral expression for the quadrupole ten-
sor in terms of the matter density ρ(r) is Qmom

2µ =

(16π/5)1/2
∫
r2Y2µ(r̂)ρ(r) d

3r, and the microscopic rep-
resentation (in terms of point nucleons) is

Qmom
2µ =

(16π
5

)1/2 ∑
i∈p,n

er2i Y2µ(r̂i). (7)

In a liquid drop picture, it is straightforward to deduce
a relation, valid at leading order in the α2µ, between
the components Qmom

2µ of the quadrupole tensor and the
deformation parameters α2µ. This relation involves also
the monopole moment (or radius). Namely (see, e.g.,
Sec. 3.1 of Ref. [26]),

Qmom
2µ =

( 5

π

)1/2

M0α2µ. (8)

Here, the matter monopole moment M0 =
∫
r2ρ(r) d3r,

is representated in terms of point nucleons as M0 =∑
i∈p,n r

2
i .

The squared norm of the quadrupole tensor,

Q2
0 ≡

∑
µ

|Qmom
2µ |2, (9)

is rotationally invariant and thus, in a rotational picture,
a property of the rotational intrinsic state (and the same
for all members of a rotational band). From the compo-
nentwise relation (8) between the tensors Qmom

2 and α2,
their norms Q0 and β are similarly related as

Q0 =
( 5

π

)1/2

M0β. (10)

We may now discard any reference to a classical liquid
drop, and take the relation (10) to be a fully microscopic

defining expression for β. Equivalently, in terms of the
r.m.s. matter radius r, defined by M0 = Ar2,

Q0 =
( 5

π

)1/2

Ar2β. (11)

Now let us return to electromagnetic (proton) observ-
ables, obtained with the proton quadrupole operator of
Sec. II A. With replacements r → rp, A → Z, and β → βp

in (11), we obtain

Q0 =
( 5

π

)1/2

Zr2pβp. (12)

Similar relations may, of course, be written for neu-
tron quadrupole observables, with analogous replace-
ments r → rn, A → N , and β → βn.
To relate the deformation to the laboratory-frame

(spectroscopic) observables, we must return to the as-
sumption of axially symmetric rotation. Then the quan-
tity Q0 of (9) is, to within sign,4 none other than the in-
trinsic quadrupole moment appearing in (5). It is there-
fore simply related to the rotational E2 observables via
Clebsch-Gordan cofficients (more general relations can be
deduced for triaxial [53] or SU(3) [54] rotation).
We may connect the proton deformation βp directly

with the dimensionless ratio Q/r2, for spectroscopic
quadrupole moments Q(J), by taking (12) in combina-
tion with the definition of the quadrupole moment (foot-
note 1) and the rotational relations (footnote 3), to ob-
tain

βp =
(J + 1)(2J + 3)

3K2 − J(J + 1)

(π
5

)1/2Q(J)

Zr2p
. (13)

Thus, e.g., for a K = 3/2 band head, βp =√
5πQ(3/2)/(Zr2p); for the J = 3/2 member of aK = 1/2

band, βp = −
√
5πQ(3/2)/(Zr2p); or, for the J = 2 mem-

ber of a K = 0 band, βp = −[7
√
π/(2

√
5)]Q(2)/(Zr2p).

Analogous relations may be derived for B(E2)/(e2r4p).
Specifically, the 0 → 2 (upward) transition strength
within a K = 0 band is commonly used [55, 56] as a phe-
nomenological measure of deformation [note B(E2; 0 →
2)/B(E2; 2 → 0) = 5]. From (12), we have

βp =
4π

5

B(E2; 0 → 2)1/2

Zer2p
. (14)

By comparison, the traditional expression

β =
4π

3

B(E2; 0 → 2)1/2

Zer20A
2/3

, (15)

4 The quantities β and Q0 are interpreted, in (6) and (9), respec-
tively, as the unsigned norms of spherical tensors. However, the
intrinsic quadrupole moment Q0 of (5) is a signed matrix ele-
ment, where a positive value, in a liquid drop picture, indicates
prolate deformation and a negative value oblate deformation.
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used in Refs. [55, 56], is obtained from (14) if, instead
of using the actual nuclear radius, one adopts a global
phenomenological estimate r = (3/5)1/2r0A

1/3 for the
nuclear r.m.s. radius. One must, furthermore, suppose
that charge is homogeneously distributed within the nu-
clear matter, so that rp may be taken to be simply given
by r. Such assumptions are, however, to be regarded
with extreme caution for light nuclei.

III. CONVERGENCE ILLUSTRATION: 9Be

As an illustrative example, let us first take the 3/2−

ground state of 9Be. The ground state charge radius
and quadrupole moment are both known experimentally
(Fig. 1).

The calculated ground state observables are shown in
Fig. 2. Calculations are carried out using the NCCI code
MFDn [58]. The basis for an NCCI calculation must be
restricted to finite size, by truncation to configurations
with some maximum number Nmax of oscillator excita-
tions (taken relative to the lowest Pauli-allowed filling
of oscillator shells) [7]. Results converge towards the
true result (that is, as it would be obtained from solu-
tion of the many-body problem in the full, untruncated
many-body space) with increasing Nmax. Each curve
in Fig. 2 represents the results of calculations sharing
the same Nmax, but with varying choices of the oscilla-
tor parameter ℏω, which determines the oscillator length
b ∝ (ℏω)−1/2 [37], for the basis functions. (Results are
shown for 4 ≤ Nmax ≤ 12 and 10MeV ≤ ℏω ≤ 30MeV.)
In general, an approach to convergence is signaled by
calculated values which no longer change with increasing
Nmax (compression of successive curves) and are locally
insensitive to the choice of oscillator parameter (flatness
with respect to ℏω). Computational resources limit the
Nmax for which calculations are feasible and thus the pre-
cision which can be obtained.

For purposes of comparison, we take NCCI calcula-
tions based on three different internucleon interactions
(left to right in Fig. 2): Daejeon16 [59], JISP16 [60],
and a LENPIC chiral effective field theory (χEFT) inter-
action [61, 62]. Of these interactions, Daejeon16 is the
“softest”, providing the most favorable convergence prop-
erties. It was obtained as the two-body part of an N3LO
χEFT interaction [63], but was then softened via a sim-
ilarity renormalization group (SRG) transformation [64]
so as to provide comparatively rapid convergence (and
subsequently adjusted via a phase-shift equivalent trans-
formation to better describe nuclei with A ≤ 16 without
requiring the introduction of a three-body contribution).
In contrast, the “hardest” is the LENPIC interaction,
which, for purposes of illustration, is taken here as a bare
interaction, with no SRG softening (specifically, we use
the two-body N2LO interaction with R = 1 fm semi-local
coordinate-space regulator [61, 62]).

The difference in hardness of these interactions is read-
ily apparent in the calculated ground state energies, for

which the convergence behavior is shown in Fig. 2 (top).
In each case, the calculated ground state energy for a
given fixed Nmax has a variational minimum at some ℏω,
ranging from ℏω ≈ 15MeV for Daejeon16 [Fig. 2(a)] to
ℏω ≲ 30MeV for LENPIC [Fig. 2(c)]. The results for
Daejeon16 display a robust approach to convergence, at
the level of ≲ 0.1MeV (for ℏω near the variational mini-
mum), while the results for LENPIC [Fig. 2(c)] still differ
by ≈ 5MeV for the highest two Nmax values shown.

Let us focus first on the results obtained with the Dae-
jeon16 interaction, for which the calculated quadrupole
moment is shown in Fig. 2(d). These results show ten-
dencies towards convergence. We can see a flattening
(shouldering) of the curves, in the lower portion of the ℏω
range shown, and the spacing between curves for succes-
sive Nmax decreases modestly. It would not be unreason-
able to estimate the calculations to be converging towards
something close to the experimental value (square). How-
ever, the convergence is not sufficiently developed for us
to read off a concrete estimate of the true result for the
full, untruncated space. Although the curves appear to
approximately cross at a single point at the low end of
the ℏω range shown, and it has been suggested [2] that
such a crossing point may be taken to provide a heuristic
estimate for the true, converged value, such estimates are
not necessarily found to be robust [65].

Taking now the calculated point-proton radius, shown
in Fig. 2(g), the ℏω dependence is superficially less pro-
nounced than for the quadrupole moment [Fig. 2(d)].
However, recall that the radius goes as the square root
of the matrix element of an operator with r2 radial de-
pendence, while the quadrupole moment is simply pro-
portional to such a matrix element, and higher powers
amplify relative changes (in this case, by a factor of 2).
For both observables, the values must rise towards in-
finity at sufficiently low ℏω and must fall towards zero
at sufficiently large ℏω, in a finite oscillator basis, since
the oscillator functions only provide support at a ra-
dial distance scale in the vicinity of the oscillator length
[b ∝ (ℏω)−1/2]. The curves representing the radius for
different Nmax have a crossing point somewhat higher
in ℏω (by ≈ 2.5MeV) than for the quadrupole moment.
This makes it clear that the calculated Q and r2p cannot
be strictly correlated, across different Nmax and ℏω, as
they would have to be in order to yield a truly constant
value for the dimensionless ratio Q/r2p.

Nonetheless, taking the dimensionless ratio Q/r2p, as
shown in Fig. 2(j), serves to eliminate much of the ℏω
dependence found in the calculated quadrupole moment.
Moreover, it would appear to improve convergence with
respect to Nmax. It may be noted that the ratio Q/r2

is monotonically increasing with Nmax, with no crossings
of curves for successive Nmax, over the ℏω range shown.

Such observations may be made more quantitative by
considering the differences in the calculated values, for
successive Nmax, yielding diagnostics of the convergence
such as those shown (for these Daejeon16 results) in
Fig. 3. For an observable X(Nmax), at fixed ℏω, we
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FIG. 2. Calculated ground state observables for 9Be: E(3/2−1 ) (top), Q(3/2−1 ) (upper middle), rp(3/2
−
1 ) (lower middle), and

the dimensionless ratio Q/r2p constructed from the preceding two observables (bottom). Results are shown for the Daejeon16
(left), JISP16 (center), and LENPIC (right) interactions. Calculated values are shown as functions of the basis parameter ℏω,
for successive even values of Nmax, from Nmax = 4 to 12 (as labeled). When calibrated to the experimentally deduced value for
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are provided, for the Daejeon16 results only (ℏω ≥ 17.5MeV). For comparison, experimental values [14, 17, 20] (squares) and
GFMC AV18+IL7 predictions [57] (crosses) are also shown.

consider the relative difference (or logarithmic difference)
∆rel[X] [Fig. 3 (left)], which we define by

∆rel[X](Nmax) =
X(Nmax)−X(Nmax − 2)

1
2 [X(Nmax) +X(Nmax − 2)]

. (16)

We also consider the ratio of successive differences [66],

η[X](Nmax) ≡
X(Nmax)−X(Nmax − 2)

X(Nmax − 2)−X(Nmax − 4)
, (17)

which measures how rapidly the step size, between values
for the observable for successive Nmax, decreases with
increasing Nmax.
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−
1 ) (middle), and the dimensionless ratio Q/r2p (bottom). Calculated values, for

the Daejeon16 interaction, are shown as functions of the basis parameter ℏω, for successive even values of Nmax, from Nmax = 4
to 12 (as labeled).

If one assumes exponential convergence with respect
to Nmax [2, 67], of the form

X(Nmax) = X∞ + a exp(−cNmax), (18)

then the limiting value X∞ is approached (as Nmax →
∞) in steps with sizes which form a geometric progres-
sion, and the ratio of successive differences is simply a
constant η[X] = e−2c, independent of Nmax. Conversely,
constant η indicates exponential convergence. Some ob-
servations regarding this geometric progression, relevant
to carrying out a three-point exponential extrapolation,
may be found in Appendix A.

For the quadrupole moment itself, the relative differ-
ences ∆rel[Q] [Fig. 3(a)] essentially vanish (≲ 1%) at the
low end of the ℏω range shown, where the curves for Q

[Fig. 2(d)] are crossing. Taking ℏω = 20MeV as a more
illustrative point for comparison, the relative differences
decrease from ≈ 10% atNmax = 6 to ≈ 4% atNmax = 12.
For the radius, the relative differences ∆rel[rp] [Fig. 3(c)]
range from ≈ 3% at Nmax = 6 to ≈ 1.4% at Nmax = 12,
again for ℏω = 20MeV, reflecting both the different ℏω
at which the curves cross [Fig. 2(g)] and a smaller overall
scale of differences. At least in the region of larger ℏω, to
the right of any crossing points, the ratios of successive
differences, η[Q] [Fig. 3(b)] and η[rp] [Fig. 3(d)], demon-
strate that the convergence is approximately exponential
for both the quadrupole moment and radius, with a ratio
η ≈ 0.8 for successive steps, or an ≈ 20% reduction in
size for successive steps. This implies that the distance
remaining to the limiting value is ≈ 4 times the size of
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the last step taken (see Appendix A). This ratio, and
thus the decay constant c, is only weakly dependent on
ℏω, increasing to ≈ 0.85 by ℏω = 30MeV.

Then, for the ratio the relative differences ∆rel[Q/r2]
[Fig. 3(e)] are relatively independent of ℏω, decreasing
from ≈ 4% at Nmax = 6 to ≈ 1.2% at Nmax = 12, much
smaller than for the quadrupole moment itself over most
of the ℏω range [Fig. 3(a)]. The ratios η[Q/r2] of succes-
sive differences [Fig. 3(f)] indicate that the convergence
pattern for Q/r2p is less purely exponential in Nmax, as η
varies significantly with Nmax, increasing from ≈ 0.6 to
≈ 0.7 over the three steps in Nmax shown. Indeed, the
ratio of two exponentially converging quantities is not it-
self, in general, expected to be exponentially converging,
although it may be approximately so in limiting cases.

Returning to the other interactions in Fig. 2, any in-
dication of shouldering in the calculated quadrupole mo-
ment is less visible for JISP16 [Fig. 2(e)] and especially
for the bare LENPIC interaction [Fig. 2(f)]. The suc-
cessive differences in the calculated quadrupole moment
do decrease in size (in fact, the convergence for JISP16
is again remarkably exponential in Nmax, with η ≈ 0.8).
But, again, we would be hard put to read off a concrete
estimate of the true result. Nonetheless, even for these
harder interactions, taking the dimensionless ratio Q/r2p
[Fig. 2(k,l)] once again serves to eliminate much of the ℏω
dependence found in the calculated quadrupole moment.

Moreover, for the three choices of interaction consid-
ered here, the calculated ratios Q/r2p [Fig. 2 (bottom)]
are largely indistinguishable. In an axially symmetric
rotational description, we may interpret this as a ro-
bust prediction for the deformation (Sec. II C), indepen-
dent of choice of interaction. The calculated ratios, for
all three interactions, lie below the experimental ratio
(square) but increase towards it from below with increas-
ing Nmax, such that there is no clear discrepancy between
the predictions and experiments. The experimental ratio
Q/r2p ≈ 0.92 yields, via (13), a deformation βp ≈ 0.91.

While our goal in the present work is not to carry
out detailed studies of prospective basis extrapolation
schemes (e.g., Ref. [5]), the above observations qualita-
tively consistency with exponential convergence suggest
attempting at least a basic three-point exponential ex-
trapolation with respect to Nmax (Appendix A). The re-
sults of such an extrapolation are shown (small circles,
dotted lines), for the 9Be results obtained with the Dae-
jeon16 interaction, for Q [Fig. 2(d)], r2p [Fig. 2(g)], and

Q/r2p [Fig. 2(j)]. (From the calculations considered here,
which have Nmax ≥ 4, a three-point extrapolation be-
comes possible for Nmax ≥ 8.) While we cannot compare
the extrapolated values to a true, converged result, we
may note that the extrapolations are remarkably sta-
ble with respect to both Nmax and ℏω, in the region
(ℏω ≳ 17.5MeV) well above the location of any cross-
ing of the curves, at least for the underlying observables
Q [Fig. 2(d)] and r2p [Fig. 2(g)]. Such an extrapolation is
less obviously useful for the ratio [Fig. 2(j)], seen above
[Fig. 3(f)] to be more rapidly convergent but less expo-

nential in its convergence. Similar extrapolations for the
results obtained with the JISP interaction are more er-
ratic, and those obtained with the (bare) LENPIC inter-
actions are essentially unusable. (These extrapolations
are not shown in Fig. 2, to avoid obscuring the curves
of principal interest, but are available in the Supplemen-
tal Material [68].) This difference in success of the ex-
trapolation might be taken to reflect the less converged
starting point for extrapolation provided by these harder
interactions.
The ground state quadrupole moment is known for

9Be, so that here our goal is to provide an experimental
test of the predicted ratio, rather than an estimate for
an unknown quadrupole moment from a known radius
(or vice versa). Nonetheless, for illustration, normalizing
to the experimental proton radius gives the scale for Q
shown at right in Fig. 2 (bottom).
A point of theoretical comparison is provided by the

Green’s function Monte Carlo (GFMC) [4] approach,
which also yields predictions for E2 and radius observ-
ables for lower p-shell nuclei. The predicted Q and rp
for 9Be, from GFMC calculations [57] with the Argonne
v18 (AV18) two-nucleon [69] and Illinois-7 (IL7) three-
nucleon [70] potentials, are shown (crosses) in Fig. 2,
along with the deduced ratio Q/r2p [Fig. 2 (bottom)]. In
the GFMC results, the dominant uncertainties are statis-
tical in nature, and errors would not a priori be expected
to cancel in the ratio (although some correlation in er-
rors is possible, especially if the GFMC calculations for
different observables are carried out using the same set
of Monte Carlo samples). The ratio is only taken here
for purposes of comparison. The GFMC predictions for
both observables individually lie just below experiment,
while the ratio is consistent with experiment to within
uncertainties. The NCCI results therefore also appear to
be converging towards approximate consistency with the
GFMC result for the ratio.

IV. QUADRUPOLE MOMENTS OF p-SHELL
NUCLEI

For a concise overview of the ab initio results for Q/r2p
across the p shell, in Figs. 4 and 5 we restrict our atten-
tion to a single, fixed value for the oscillator parameter
ℏω, and examine the Nmax dependence of the calculated
results. (Here, we take ℏω = 20MeV as a representative
value, near the variational energy minima obtained for
the Daejeon16 and JISP16 interactions [Fig. 2 (top)].)
Results for mirror nuclide pairs are shown in Fig. 4 (with
proton-rich nuclei at top, and neutron-rich nuclei at bot-
tom), while results for N = Z nuclei are shown in Fig. 5.5

In addition to the ground states of particle-bound p-shell

5 The convergence of the quadrupole moment itself may be seen
in the Supplemental Material [68]. See also Fig. 4 of Ref. [13].



9

1.0

0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

Q
/r

2

7Be

(a) Nmax = 16

D
ae

je
on

16
JI

SP
16

LE
N

PI
C

8B

(b) Nmax = 14

AV18+IL7 (GFMC)

9B

(c) Nmax = 12

9C

(d) Nmax = 12

11C

(e) Nmax = 10

12N

(f) Nmax = 10

1.0

0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

Q
/r

2

7Li

(g) Nmax = 16

3/2 8Li

(h) Nmax = 14

2+ 9Be

(i) Nmax = 12

3/2 9Li

(j) Nmax = 12

3/2 11B

(k) Nmax = 10

3/2 12B

(l) Nmax = 10

1+

Q/r2
p

FIG. 4. Calculated ratios Q/r2p, for the ground states of proton-rich (top) and neutron-rich (bottom) nuclides in the p shell,
obtained with the Daejeon16, JISP16, and LENPIC interactions (from left to right, within each panel). Calculated values are
shown at fixed ℏω = 20MeV and varying Nmax (increasing tick size), from Nmax = 4 to the maximum value indicated (at top).
For comparison, the experimental ratios [14, 17] are shown (horizontal line and error band, where the signs of some quadrupole
moments are experimentally undetermined), as are the GFMC AV18+IL7 predictions [57, 71] (crosses).

nuclides (with J ≥ 1), we also include, to complete the
set of mirror nuclides, the narrow ground state resonance
of 9B [Fig. 4(c)].

Thus, for 9Be, the results in Fig. 4(i) represent a ver-
tical slice through the curves shown in Fig. 2 (bottom).
Comprehensive plots of the calculated (and extrapolated)
observables and ratios, as functions of both Nmax and ℏω,
for both proton and neutron observables, are provided

in the Supplemental Material [68], along with numerical
tabulations of the calculated quantities.

Both the quadrupole moment and radius are simulta-
neously known, yielding an experimental value for the
dimensionless ratio, for all the neutron-rich nuclei except
12B [Fig. 4 (bottom)], and for the N = Z nuclei (Fig. 5),
but not for any of the proton-rich nuclei [Fig. 4 (top)].
The experimental results for the ratio are shown in Figs. 4
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within each panel). Calculated values are shown at fixed
ℏω = 20MeV and varying Nmax (increasing tick size), from
Nmax = 4 to the maximum value indicated (at top). For com-
parison, the experimental ratios [14, 17] are shown (horizontal
line and error band, where the signs of some quadrupole mo-
ments are experimentally undetermined), as are the GFMC
AV18+IL7 predictions [57] (crosses).

and 5 (horizontal lines, with error bands) where available.
(The experimental quadrupole moments in these figures
are from Ref. [14], except that the value for 12N is cor-
rected as noted in Table I of Ref. [13]. The experimental
point-proton radii are deduced, as described in Sec. II B,
from the evaluated charge radii of Ref. [17].) The GFMC
AV18+IL7 predictions [57, 71], are also shown (crosses),
for A ≤ 10.
We may note some overall features of the calculated

ratios Q/r2p (Figs. 4 and 5):
(1) The magnitude of the calculated ratio (that is, re-

gardless of sign) typically converges from below, that is,
monotonically increases in Nmax, except in the anoma-
lous case of 6Li [Fig. 5(a)] (discussed below).

(2) Convergence of the calculated ratio tends to be
slower for the proton-rich nuclei [Fig. 4 (top)], than for
their mirror neutron-rich nuclei [Fig. 4 (bottom)], with
the exception of the 9B/9Be mirror pair [Fig. 4(c,i)]. In
particular, this difference is seen in the greater spread
among the calculated values (or longer “tail” in the plot),
from lowest to highest Nmax shown.
(3) The predictions for the ratio rarely differ, among

the three interactions, by more than ≈ 0.1, with the ex-
ception of 14N [Fig. 5(c)]. However, strict claims cannot
be made, given incompletely converged results.

(4) Where the ratio is experimentally known, the cal-
culated ratios are in general agreement with experiment,
typically differing by ≲ 0.1 (or at most ≈ 0.2, for 14N
[Fig. 5(c)]) from the experimental central value. If there
is an overall tendency, it is that the calculations under-
predict the ratio (in magnitude) rather than overpredict.
(The difference between the calculated and measured ra-
tio is perhaps most striking for 7Li [Fig. 4(g)], not for the
scale of the disagreement, but since the NCCI results are
so consistent across interactions, with differences among
themselves much smaller than the difference from exper-
iment.) However, since the calculated values increase (in
magnitude) with Nmax, this observation may in part be
an artifact of incomplete convergence. Furthermore, any
differences from experiment should be revisited in the
context of the corrections ommitted in translating the
charge radius to a point-proton radius (Sec. II B), as well
as possible meson exchange (or χEFT) corrections to the
E2 operator used in calculating the quadrupole moment.
(5) The calculated ratios are also in approximate agree-

ment with those from the GFMC AV18+IL7 calculations,
again differing by ≲ 0.1, allowing for the statistical un-
certainties (shown) in the GFMC results. A notable dis-
crepancy is found for the A = 7 nuclei [Fig. 4(a,g)] where
the NCCI calculations for different interactions are in
close agreement with each other (as just noted above for
7Li), but the GFMC result is larger (in magnitude) by
≈ 0.1. A similar discrepancy is found for 8Li [Fig. 4(h)],
but not the mirror nuclide 8B [Fig. 4(b)].
Returning to the comparison across mirror nuclei, in

the second item above, differences in convergence rate be-
tween the neutron-rich nuclei [Fig. 4 (bottom)] and their
proton-rich mirror nuclei [Fig. 4 (top)] need not imply
any differences in convergence rates for the wave func-
tions per se, for these two sets of nuclei. Rather, it must
be kept in mind that the observables under consideration
probe only the protons. However, the protons are the
more tightly bound nucleonic species in the neutron-rich
nuclei, but the less tightly bound species in the proton-
rich nuclei. Spatially extended halo orbitals or molecular
orbitals (e.g., Ref. [72, 73]) for neutrons are expected to
be prevalent in neutron-rich nuclei, with mirror symme-
try implying that protons are to be found in correspond-
ing spatially extended configurations in proton-rich nu-
clei (e.g., Ref. [74]).
Indeed, comparing the calculated ratio of neutron ob-

servables Qn/r
2
n in the neutron-rich nuclei, as shown in

Fig. 6, with the corresponding ratio of proton observ-
ables for the proton-rich mirror nuclei [Fig. 4 (top)], we
see qualitative features which are essentially identical.
Thus the main differences in Q/r2p across mirror nuclides
(Fig. 4), both in value and in convergence behavior, fol-
low simply from the proton-neutron asymmetry of the
structure, while maintaining mirror symmetry.6

6 Residual quantitative deviations from mirror symmetry do arise,



11

1.0

0.5

0.0

0.5

1.0

1.5

Q
/r

2

7Li

(a) Nmax=16

3/2

D
ae
je
on

16
JI
SP

16
LE

N
PI
C

8Li

(b) Nmax=14

2+ 9Be

(c) Nmax=12

3/2 9Li

(d) Nmax=12

3/2 11B

(e) Nmax=10

3/2 12B

(f) Nmax=10

1+

Qn/r2n

FIG. 6. Calculated ratios Qn/r
2
n, involving neutron observables, for the ground states of neutron-rich nuclides in the p shell,

obtained with the Daejeon16, JISP16, and LENPIC interactions (from left to right, within each panel). Calculated values are
shown at fixed ℏω = 20MeV and varying Nmax (increasing tick size), from Nmax = 4 to the maximum value indicated (at top).

10 15 20 25
(MeV)

0.2

0.0

0.2

Q
(f

m
2 )

(a) 6Li Daejeon16

Q(1+
1 )

4
Nmax

14

Experiment
AV18+IL7 (GFMC)

10 15 20 25
(MeV)

(b) JISP16

4

14
Nmax

FIG. 7. Calculated ground state quadrupole moment Q(1+1 ) for 6Li. Results are shown for the (a) Daejeon16 and (b) JISP16
interactions. Calculated values are shown as functions of the basis parameter ℏω, for successive even values of Nmax, from
Nmax = 4 to 14 (as labeled). For comparison, the experimental value [14] (square) and GFMC AV18+IL7 prediction [57] (cross)
are also shown.

The nuclide 6Li [Fig. 5(a)] warrants comment as an
exceptional case. The experimental quadrupole moment
[Q(1+) ≈ −0.08 fm2] is an order of magnitude smaller
than suggested by the Weisskopf single-particle scale [75]
of ≈ 1 efm2 for E2 matrix elements in this mass re-
gion, and 1–2 orders of magnitude smaller than the other

due to effects of the Coulomb interaction in the Daejeon16 and
JISP16 calculations, as well as additional strong-interaction com-
ponents in the LENPIC calculations. The extent to which mirror
symmetry is violated in the calculated quadrupole moments is
examined in detail in Sec. IV of Ref. [13].

measured quadrupole moments for p-shell nuclides [14].
The ab initio calculations for the 6Li quadrupole mo-
ment have atypical convergence patterns with Nmax and
ℏω, as shown in Fig. 7 for the Daejeon16 and JISP16
interactions. (Convergence of the 6Li quadrupole mo-
ment for the JISP16 interaction was explored in detail
in Refs. [3, 76].) The NCCI calculated quadrupole mo-
ment starts positive at low Nmax. The Daejeon16 results
[Fig. 7(a)] then rapidly converge to a smaller, but still
positive, value of Q(1+) ≈ +0.15 fm2, while the JISP16
results [Fig. 7(b)] cross zero (as do the even less mono-
tonic LENPIC results, not shown). Changes so large and
erratic that they even affect the sign are not the type of
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Exponential extrapolations (small circles, dotted lines) are provided, for the Daejeon16 results only (ℏω ≥ 17.5MeV). For
comparison, experimental values [14, 17] (squares) and GFMC AV18+IL7 predictions [57] (crosses) are also shown.

systematic truncation error which we might hope to offset
by simply dividing out the smooth convergence behavior
of the squared radius. (The value of the quadrupole mo-
ment in 6Li, much smaller than the typical single-particle
scale, may be understood as arising from cancellations
of short-range and long-range contributions in the ra-
dial quadrupole density [76], which may also underlie the
atypical convergence behavior.) Doing so, as in Fig. 5(a),
can have only an incidental effect in ameliorating the ir-
regularities.

Although the convergence for 9Li, shown in Fig. 8,
is similar to that for 9Be (Fig. 2), further comment is
warranted on the magnitude of the quadrupole moment.
We again find that taking the dimensionless ratio Q/r2p
[Fig. 8 (bottom)] largely eliminates the ℏω dependence,
while also improving compression of the results for suc-
cessive Nmax. For

9Li, the predicted ratio Q/r2p ≈ −0.63
is again consistent across all three interactions (although
somewhat less well converged for LENPIC). These values
lie just below (in magnitude) the uncertainties on the ex-

perimental ratioQ/r2p = −0.67(3) [14, 17], and just above
the upper end of the statistical uncertainties on the result
Q/r2p = −0.59(3) obtained from the GFMC AV18+IL7
calculated quadrupole moment and radius [57].

However, taking the predictions for the quadrupole
moment by itself, the GFMC results underpredict exper-
iment (in magnitude) by ≈ 24%. In contrast, NCCI cal-
culations with the Daejeon16 interaction [Fig. 2(a)] show
strong indications of convergence (in particular, shoul-
dering), as well as a clear crossing point for curves of
successiveNmax, suggesting a quadrupole moment clearly
larger in magnitude than for the GFMC AV18+1L7 re-
sults and roughly consistent with the experimental result.
The simple three-point extrapolations (small circles, dot-
ted lines) are again robust and likewise suggest a value
for Q much closer to experiment, underpredicting exper-
iment (in magnitude) by ≲ 3%, while the extrapolated
radius is consistent with experiment [Fig. 2(d)].

Only for 7Be, among the p-shell nuclides, is the charge
radius measured but quadrupole moment unknown. The
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FIG. 9. Calculated observables for the 2+ ground state of 8B (left) and the 1+ ground state of 12B (right): Q (top), rp (middle),

and the dimensionless ratio rp/Q
1/2 (bottom). Results are shown for the Daejeon16 interaction. Calculated values are shown

as functions of the basis parameter ℏω, for successive even values of Nmax, from Nmax = 4 to the maximum value calculated (as
labeled). For comparison, the experimental quadrupole moment [14] is shown (horizontal line and error band). When calibrated
to the experimentally deduced value for Q, the ratio provides a prediction for the absolute rp (scale at right). Exponential
extrapolations (small circles, dotted lines) are provided (ℏω ≥ 17.5MeV).

calculated Q/r2p [Fig. 4(a)] are rapidly converging with
Nmax and apparently consistent across interactions, with
Q/r2p ≈ −1.0. The measured charge radius [17] yields a
proton radius of rp = 2.52(2) fm, allowing us to estimate

Qp ≈ −6.3 fm2. However, the apparent systematic dis-
crepancy of the predicted Q/r2p from experiment for the

mirror nuclide 7Li [Fig. 4(g)], noted above, might give us
pause. In any event, an estimate for the quadrupole mo-
ment of 7Be is already available by calibration to another
E2 observable, the quadrupole moment of 7Li, by con-
sidering ab initio calculations for the ratio of quadrupole
moments for these mirror nuclei, as discussed in Ref. [13],
where an estimate Qp ≈ −6.8 fm2 was obtained for the

unmeasured 7Be quadrupole moment.

We alternatively use the dimensionless ratio to esti-
mate an unmeasured radius from a measured quadrupole
moment taking, for example, 8B [Fig. 4(b)] and 12B
[Fig. 4(l)]. The detailed convergence properties, for cal-
culations with the Daejeon16 interaction, are illustrated
in Fig. 9.

For 8B, the calculated quadrupole moment [Fig. 9(a)]
is poorly converged but increasing, with Nmax, in
the direction of the experimental value Q(2+) =
+6.43(14) fm2 [14]. Similarly, extrapolations (small sym-
bols, dotted lines) are scattered, but generally consis-
tent with the experimental value. The calculated ra-
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FIG. 10. Calculated deformations for the 3/2− ground state
of 9Be, as deduced from the ratios of the form Q/r2, un-
der the assumption of axially symmetric rotation. Shown are
βp and βn, for the proton and neutron distributions, respec-
tively (as labeled). Results are obtained with the Daejeon16
interaction. Calculated values are shown as functions of the
basis parameter ℏω, for successive even values of Nmax, from
Nmax = 4 to 12 (as labeled).

dius [Fig. 9(c)], while showing indications of shoulder-
ing, and exhibiting a crossing point (for curves of suc-
cessive Nmax) at ℏω ≳ 10MeV, leaves the radius poorly
constrained, though apparently > 2.6 fm (extrapolations
suggest ≈ 2.7 fm). Rather than taking the ratio Q/r2p
considered thus far, we take the reciprocal and square
root to obtain rp/Q

1/2 [Fig. 9(e)], from which an estimate
for the radius may be read off directly by calibration to
the measured quadrupole moment (scale at right). Note
that the curves are flattened and compressed, especially
in the range 10MeV ≤ ℏω ≤ 20MeV, allowing us to
read off an estimate of r ≈ 2.7 fm. However, as seen in
Fig. 4(b), the prediction for Q/r2p varies by ≈ 10% among
the interactions considered. The estimates of r obtained
with these different interactions correspondingly vary, by
about half as much (≈ 5%).

We may attempt a similar analysis for 12B, where again
the quadrupole moment is measured and the radius un-
measured. Here the experimental quadrupole moment is
nearly a factor of 5 smaller than for 8B, with Q(1+) =
+1.32(3) fm2 [14]. However, the rationale for estimat-
ing the radius from the measured quadrupole moment is
undermined by the observation that the Daejeon16 in-
teraction appears to be significantly overestimating the
quadrupole moment itself [Fig. 9(b)], even based on the
unconverged calculations so far. Directly calculating the
radius suggests rp ≈ 2.2–2.4 fm [Fig. 9(d)], while normal-
izing the relatively well-converged ratio Q/r2p and to the
experimental Q provides a lower estimate, of rp ≈ 2.0 fm
[Fig. 9(f)]. Here again, the predicted ratio has a signifi-
cant interaction dependence, varying by ≈ 1/3 over the
interactions considered [Fig. 4(l)].

V. DEFORMATION

Finally, let us explore what the ratios of the form Q/r2

indicate for the ground state deformation, via the ro-
tational relation (13). We first illustrate with the 9Be
ground state, in Fig. 10, which we take to be the band
head of a rotational band with K = 3/2 [11, 77]. In
addition to the ratio Q/r2p of proton observables (or,
for consistency of notation across protons and neutrons,
Qp/r

2
p), which yields βp (upper curves), we consider the

corresponding ratio Qn/r
2
n of neutron observables, which

yields βn (lower curves). [The curves for βp show the
same underlying dimensionless ratio as in Fig. 2(j), sim-
ply rescaled according to (13).] Note the much smaller
calculated deformation for the neutrons, by nearly a fac-
tor of 2. Such is to be expected in a cluster molecular
orbital interpretation [78–80], in which 9Be is an α-α
dimer plus a covalent neutron, when the neutron occu-
pies an equatorial (π) orbital about the molecular sym-
metry axis, leading to a more spherical shape. This clus-
ter interpretation is supported by densities obtained with
NCCI calculations (see Fig. 7 of Ref. [3]).

Turning to the boron isotopes, shown in Fig. 11, the
ground state angular momenta for all these isotopes sup-
port a quadrupole moment (J ≥ 1). For each isotope, the
deformation is extracted from the quadrupole moment
and radius, on the assumption that the ground state is a
rotational band head, that is, taking K = J in (13).7 We
again consider both the ratio of proton observables, for
βp [Fig. 11 (top)], and that of neutron observables, for
βn [Fig. 11 (bottom)]. The calculated ratios Q/r2p them-
selves vary by almost an order of magnitude across these
isotopes: 8B [Fig. 4(b)], 9B [Fig. 4(c)], 10B [Fig. 5(b)],
11B [Fig. 4(k)], and 12B [Fig. 4(l)]. However, after appli-
cation of the rotational relation (13), the proton defor-
mations are relatively constant, at βp ≈ 0.5, across the
isotopic chain [Fig. 11 (top)]. In contrast, the neutron
deformation starts at βn ≈ 0.5 for 8B [Fig. 11(f)], peaks
at βn ≈ 0.8 for 9B [Fig. 11(g)], then steadily decreases to
βn ≈ 0.1–0.2 for 12B [Fig. 11(j)].

VI. CONCLUSION

Although ab initio predictions of nuclear E2 observ-
ables are hampered by poor convergence in NCCI calcu-
lations, correlations among calculated observables can be

7 Within a rotational picture, a J = 3/2 ground state could al-
ternatively be a member of a K = 1/2 band, if the energies are
inverted due to Coriolis decoupling, as in 7Be [11, 77]. Further-
more, a J = 1 ground state could alternatively be a member of
a K = 0 band with odd signature [51]. Nonetheless, the calcu-
lated low-energy spectra for 9,11,12B are consistent with a simple
K = J assignment, as is also expected for these nuclei from SU(3)
symmetry arguments [77].
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exploited to extract meaningful predictions. In particu-
lar, systematic truncation errors can cancel in appropri-
ate dimensionless ratios of observables, leading to more
robust convergence, as we explore here for dimensionless
ratios of the form Q/r2, involving quadrupole moment
and radius observables.

The nuclear ground state charge radius and/or
quadrupole moment are well-measured for many nuclei.
If both are known, a robustly converged ab initio pre-
diction of the ratio Q/r2p provides a test of the ab initio
description, including structural features which may be
sensitive to the interaction. If only the charge radius is
well-measured, a robust ab initio prediction of the ratio
Q/r2p effectively yields a prediction for the quadrupole
moment itself. In practice, however, the quadrupole mo-
ment is more often measured, while the radius is still un-
known, in which case, conversely, an ab initio prediction
for Q/r2p yields a prediction for the unmeasured radius,

as illustrated here for 8B. Similar observations apply to
neutron quadrupole moment and radius observables, to
the extent that they may be experimentally accessible.

Moreover, robustly calculated ratios of the form Q/r2,
for both proton and neutron observables, provide insight
into the nuclear quadrupole deformation. In an axial ro-

tational description, these ratios measure the quadrupole
deformation parameter β. In calculations for the p-shell
B isotopes, we find an essentially constant proton defor-
mation, and a smooth evolution in neutron deformation
peaking just below mid-shell.
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Appendix A: Relations for exponential convergence

Under the assumption of exponential convergence, of
the form (18),

X(Nmax) = X∞ + a exp(−cNmax),

it is readily verified, e.g., from the standard closed form
for a geometric series [81], that the difference between the
limiting value X∞ and the last calculated value X may
be related to the size ∆ of the last tep taken, in terms of
the ratio η of the sizes of successive steps. Namely,

X∞ −X =
η

1− η
∆. (A1)

In the familiar case of Zeno’s paradox, where each step
that one takes is half the size of the preceding step
(η = 1/2), each step brings one half-way to limiting value
(i.e., the “finish line”). Consequently, to reach the lim-
iting value, one must proceed as far again as in the last
step taken. From (A1), we indeed recover X∞ −X = ∆.
Then, for example, for η = 2/3, one must proceed twice
as far again as in the last step taken; for η = 3/4, one

must proceed 3 times as far; for η = 4/5, one must pro-
ceed 4 times as far, etc.
Given three consecutive calculated values, namely,

X(Nmax − 4), X(Nmax − 2), and X(Nmax), an exponen-
tential fit (18) to these three points is exact. From this
same observation (A1), we may extract the value of X∞
corresponding to this exact fit analytically (that is, rather
than by numerical least-squares fitting) simply by evalu-
ating

X∞ = X(Nmax)−
η(Nmax)

η(Nmax)− 1
∆(Nmax), (A2)

in terms of

∆(Nmax) = X(Nmax)−X(Nmax − 2) (A3)

and

η(Nmax) =
∆(Nmax)

∆(Nmax − 2)
, (A4)

where here we have reexpressed (17) in terms of ∆. For
simplicity of notation in the above expressions, we have
not explicitly labeled ∆ or η by the observableX to which
they correspond (as in Sec. III).
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