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Recent measurements of the E2 transition rate from the ground state to the first 2+ excited
state of the proton dripline nucleus 36Ca show an unusual pattern when compared to its isotopic
neighbor 38Ca: despite having a higher Ex(2+

1 ) excitation energy, the B(E2; 0+
1 → 2+

1 ) rate in 36Ca
is larger. The question that naturally arises is to what extent this observation can be attributed to
the unbound character of the 2+

1 state. To understand the influence of the continuum space on the
low-energy properties of 36Ca, we carried out Gamow shell model calculations that can account for
the continuum coupling effects. We found that in the threshold 2+ state, 36Ca is spatially diffused,
which accounts for the abnormal B(E2) trend observed.

Introduction.– The neutron-deficient Ca isotopes have
attracted attention in recent years. Progress in exper-
imentation at rare-isotope facilities allowed for the first
Penning trap mass measurement of 36Ca [1], the precision
charge-radius measurements of 36,37,38Ca [2], one- and
two-neutron transfer-reaction studies induced by 37Ca
[3–5], invariant mass spectroscopy providing the ground-
state masses of the previously unknown 37,38Sc and 34K
[6], a two-neutron knockout measurement leading to 36Ca
[7], as well as the determination of the B(E2; 0+1 → 2+1 )
transition strengths for 36,38Ca [8]. A picture emerged in
the literature where shell-model (SM) calculations that
allow for significant proton excitations from the sd shell
across the Z = 20 gap into the fp orbitals [9] describe
the two-neutron knockout cross sections of [7] and the
surprisingly large B(E2; 0+1 → 2+1 ) ≡ B(E2 ↑) transi-
tion strength reported for 36Ca [8], perhaps corroborated
independently by a study of the separation energies in-
dicating a reduced Z = 20 shell gap [6]. However, the
structure of 35,36Ca must be driven by an interplay be-
tween shell evolution along Z = 20 and the particle con-
tinuum, given their proximity to the proton dripline. In-
deed, 35Ca is the last proton-bound Ca isotope and the
first 2+ state of 36Ca, albeit predominantly decaying by
γ-ray emission [3, 8], is already a resonance above the
particle threshold. Here, we will evaluate the impact of
the particle continuum on the value of B(E2 ↑) in 36Ca
and demonstrate that continuum effects indeed increase
the transition strength to the 2+1 proton resonance.
The 2+1 state of 36Ca has an excitation energy of

3.046(3) MeV [7]; it lies slightly above the one- and
two-proton thresholds at Sp = 2.600(6) MeV [1, 10] and
S2p = 2.650(40) MeV [10], respectively. Hence, contin-
uum effects can influence this state and its decay. Indeed,
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it is expected that the continuum-driven collectivization
of near-threshold states may influence their electromag-
netic decays [11–14]. The effects of the proton continuum
on structural properties of 36Ca have been discussed in
the context of the mirror energy difference between the
36Ca-36S pair [15] and the charge radius of 36Ca [2, 16].
To shed light on the experimental puzzle, we employ

the Gamow shell model (GSM) [17, 18]. The GSM frame-
work is the configuration mixing approach with the con-
tinuum incorporated in a self-consistent way [19, 20]; it
has been widely used to study decay properties of thresh-
old states [18, 21]. We use this tool to investigate the
abnormal electromagnetic transitions in 36,38Ca.
Method. — Our GSM framework employs valence-

space effective operators [22] that are used to renor-
malize electromagnetic transition operators within the
Berggren basis [17, 23]. Starting from chiral two-nucleon
forces (2NF) and three-nucleon forces (3NF), the intrin-
sic Hamiltonian for an A-nucleon system can be written
as:

H =

A∑
i<j

(pi − pj)
2

2mA
+

A∑
i<j

vNN
ij +

A∑
i<j<k

v3Nijk, (1)

where pi represents the momentum of the i-th nucleon
in the laboratory frame, and m denotes the mass of the
nucleon.
To account for the continuum effects, the Berggren

basis, generated via the spherical Gamow-Hartree-Fock
(GHF) approximation [24, 25], is employed. Utilizing
the Berggren basis in conjunction with many-body per-
turbation theory (MBPT) [26, 27], we consistently con-
struct both the complex valence-space effective Hamil-
tonian and the corresponding effective operators closely
following Ref. [22].
Hamiltonian and model space. — To adequately de-

scribe the threshold effects, we adopted an optimized
chiral force based on the interaction EM1.8/2.0 [28, 29].
The nucleus 28Si serves as the reference state for GHF
calculations and the GSM core. The core and valence
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spaces are those of the ZBM2 interaction [30]. Before
renormalization, we use the harmonic oscillator (HO)
basis to evaluate the interaction matrix elements, with
ℏω = 16 MeV, 13 major shells (e = 2n+ l ≤ emax = 12),
and e3max = e1 + e2 + e3 ≤ 12 for 3NF. GHF cal-
culations yield bound states for the 1s1/2 and 0d3/2
orbits within the discrete, real-energy HF basis. The
π0f7/2 orbit is resonant as it lies above the Coulomb bar-
rier [2]. Also, the π1p3/2 orbit exhibits resonant behav-
ior in the GHF calculation; both shells are incorporated
via the complex-momentum GHF basis. The complex-
momentum contours for f7/2 and p3/2 partial waves are

defined as k = 0 → 0.65 − 0.20i → 1.30 → 4 fm−1

and k = 0 → 0.55 − 0.30i → 1.20 → 4 fm−1, respec-
tively. They are discretized with 35 scattering states.
The valence space for the GSM calculations includes the
π1s1/2 and π0d3/2 shells, resonant π1p3/2 and π0f7/2 or-
bitals with the corresponding scattering continua, as well
as the ν1s1/2, ν0d3/2, ν1p3/2, and ν0f7/2 bound shells.
We allow at most two valence particles in the scattering
continuum, which guarantees converged results. To in-
vestigate the influence of the continuum, we employ the
standard shell model with the same interaction used in
GSM but solved in the localized real-space HF basis. In
the following, we refer to this variant as SM.

Interaction optimization. — To effectively capture the
low-lying states and proton thresholds in 36,38Ca – key
to understanding the continuum’s impact on electromag-
netic properties – the interaction’s optimization is cru-
cial. We first calibrated the low-energy constants (LECs)
of the chiral EFT interaction with the conventional SM
calculation. Subsequently, we fine-tuned these parame-
ters within the GSM.

The calibration was performed using the POUNDerS
method, which is a derivative-free optimization frame-
work [31]. This involves iteratively adjusting the LECs to
generate the full-space nuclear force, followed by applying
MBPT to derive the valence space interaction. Consid-
ering the computationally intensive and time-consuming
nature of the entire workflow, we utilized an emula-
tor to accelerate the process by efficiently solving the
Schrödinger equation for various sets of LECs.

Our objective was to efficiently determine the energy
E⊙ ≡ E(α⊙) and wave unction ψ⊙ ≡ ψ(α⊙) of the

Hamiltonian Ĥ(α⊙), given a set of target LECs α⊙.
To this end, we employed the Eigenvector Continuation
(EC) method, a powerful reduced basis technique for con-
structing emulators [32]. The core principle of EC in-
volves using a reduced basis of N wave functions |ψi⟩,
obtained from high-fidelity SM calculations at various
sets of LECs αi. Consequently, for any α⊙, the subspace

Hamiltonian matrix Ĥ is expressed as:

⟨ψi|Ĥ(α⊙)|ψj⟩ = ⟨ψi|T + V0|ψj⟩+
NLECs∑
k=1

α⊙,k⟨ψi|Vk|ψj⟩

(2)
where the terms ⟨ψi|T + V0|ψj⟩ and ⟨ψi|Vk|ψj⟩ are in-
variant with respect to αk in a linear system. Thus, they
can be pre-computed at the outset, making the compu-

tational process more efficient.
In this study, we adjusted two LECs: the proton-

neutron interaction strength C̃np
1S0

and the tensor force

component C3S1−3D1
, originally set at −0.147167 (in

units 104 GeV−2) and 0.826 (in units 104 GeV−4), re-
spectively [28]. We trained emulators using 5 to 7 sample

points of p = {C̃np
1S0

, C3S1−3D1
}, each scaled by multi-

plicative factors α1 and α2 within the range of 0.6 to
1.0. The emulators aimed to reproduce the high-fidelity
SM results shown in Fig. 1. These heat maps show the
deviations of the theoretical predictions from experimen-
tal values of the 2+1 excitation energy Ex(2

+
1 ) and the

two-proton decay energy Q2p.
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FIG. 1. The differences between the calculated SM values
of the 2+

1 excitation energy Ex(2+
1 ) (top) and the two-proton

decay energy Q2p (bottom) and experiment for 36Ca (left) and
38Ca (right). The parameters α1 and α2 are scaling factors

applied to the C̃np
1S0

and C3S1−3D1
LECs. The experimental

data are taken from Refs. [7, 33, 34].

With the emulator, we use two scaling factors to adjust
the values of C̃np

1S0 and C3S1−3D1
, aiming to the accurate

representation of Nd = 10 observables Oi (i = 1, . . . , 10),
which encompass the spectra and proton separation en-
ergies of 36,38Ca. The optimization procedure involved
minimizing the penalty function:

χ2(p) =

Nd∑
i=1

(
Oi(p)−Oexp

i

δOi

)2

, (3)

where Oi(p) are computed observables and Oexp
i are ex-

perimental data used to constrain the model. For sim-
plicity, the adopted errors δOi were kept constant in this
study.
The POUNDerS [31] is a derivative-free optimization

approach that requires the specification of initial param-
eter values and an initial trust region. Utilizing the em-
ulator based on the EC, we systematically sampled 1600
starting points, uniformly distributing the scaling factors
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α1 and α2 between 0.6 and 1.0 with a step size of 0.01.
The initial trust region was set to a default value to pro-
mote a balanced exploration of the parameter space.
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FIG. 2. The results from the POUNDerS optimization, dis-
played in the same coordinates as in Fig. 1. The blue points
represent the outcomes from various starting points using the
SM POUNDerS approach, while the star indicates the values
selected for the primary analysis.

The optimization results are shown in Fig. 2. Here,
the blue dots represent the outcomes from POUNDerS
at different starting points. These points closely clus-
ter along a narrow band, aligning well with the previous
high-fidelity SM calculations depicted in Fig. 1.

We next conducted high-fidelity GSM calculations con-
sidering the continuum effects, focusing on LEC sets
within this identified band. As a result, the optimal val-
ues of α1 and α2 were determined to be 0.83 and 0.87,
respectively, as indicated by the star in Fig. 2. These
values provide a good description of the spectra for both
SM and GSM calculations. The star is positioned slightly
above the blue band, because the inclusion of the proton
continuum typically lowers the energy of the 2+1 state.

The resulting two chiral LECs are: C̃np
1S0 = −0.122

(in units 104 GeV−4) and C3S1−3D1
= 0.719 (in units

104 GeV−4). The GSM and SM calculations presented
in this work are based on the same optimized chiral in-
teraction. The only difference between the two lies in
the basis used: the GSM utilizes the GHF basis, which
includes the continuum space, whereas the SM employs
a localized real-space Hartree-Fock basis. In both calcu-
lations, the effective Hamiltonian and effective operators
derived from MBPT are used, without explicitly intro-
ducing any effective charges.

Results. — The calculated spectra of 36,38Ca and
35,37K reasonably agree with experimental data, as il-
lustrated in Fig. 3. However, the B(E2) values obtained

in both SM and GSM approaches are smaller than in the
experiment. In the conventional SM analysis with phe-
nomenological interactions, the B(E2) values are usu-
ally calculated using effective charges. In our MBPT
framework, the orbital-dependent effective charges can
be obtained by renormalizing the electromagnetic tran-
sition operator self-consistently [35], resulting in ep ≈
1.05, en ≈ 0.25. These values are significantly lower com-
pared to those from calculations using the phenomeno-
logical ZBM2 interaction with ep = 1.36 and en = 0.45
[8]. The primary reason of this discrepancy is the trun-
cation employed in the MBPT framework. Indeed, as
discussed in Refs. [36, 37], the excitations out of the SM
model space are crucial for explaining the missing B(E2)
strength.
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FIG. 3. Calculated spectra for 36,38Ca and 35,37K obtained
using GSM and SM methods. The B(E2) values (in e2fm4)
for the 0+

1 → 2+
1 transitions are marked. Experimental data

are taken from Refs. [7, 8, 33].

The GSM B(E2) values are significantly larger relative
to the SM results. This enhancement is attributed to (i)
the inclusion of the continuum in the GSM, which reduces
the Z = 20 gap, leading to increased cross-shell proton
sd → pf excitations, and (ii) the extended character of
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continuum wave functions in the GSM. The effect (i) sig-
nificantly modifies the GSM configuration of the 2+1 state
in 36,38Ca as compared to the SM picture. As shown in
Fig. 4, while both models predict minor pf occupancies
in the 0+1 ground states of 36,38Ca, the GSM framework
exhibits a notable increase in pf occupancies in the 2+1
states. The total occupation numbers for the f7/2 and
p3/2 partial waves in the GSM approach is nearly 2 in

the 2+1 states of 36,38Ca. Given that these partial waves
lie within the domain of the unbound continuum, this
highlights the significance of the contributions from two
particles in the continuum, including resonant poles.
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FIG. 4. Calculated proton occupancies of the 0+

g.s. and 2+
1

states in 36Ca and 38Ca, relative to the ground states of 34Ar
and 36Ar, respectively, obtained using GSM and SM. The
occupancies of the s1/2, d3/2, f7/2, and p3/2 orbitals are in-
dicated. In the GSM calculations, the occupancies of the
unbound f7/2 and p3/2 orbitals are primarily determined by
contributions from the resonant poles, with additional contri-
butions from the scattering continuum.

This cross-shell effect also influences the 0+2 states of
36,38Ca. As highlighted in Ref. [38], the 0+2 states in Ca
isotopes and the mirror nucleus 36S feature significant in-
truder and cluster components. These components can
be partially incorporated in GSM calculations through
the renormalization of the large-space Hamiltonian. In
the GSM results, the 0+2 state is characterized by a two-
particle-two-hole proton intruder configuration, with pro-
ton occupancies of 0.688 in the p3/2 orbital and 1.187 in
the f7/2 orbital. This is consistent with previous studies
[4, 15] which used a SM with an enhanced Nℏω com-
ponent in the SDPF-U-mix interaction to simulate the
cross-shell effect.

As shown in Fig. 3, the proton continuum impacts the
B(E2) values of 36Ca and 38Ca in a different way. Specif-
ically, in 36Ca, the inclusion of the continuum causes the
E2 transition amplitudes for p and f waves to increase by
over 50%. In 38Ca, only the transition amplitude for the
f wave increases by 36.6%. To illustrate this, we com-
pute the E2 transition density ρ2 that defines the B(E2)

2 4 6 8
r (fm)
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0.0
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FIG. 5. Predicted E2 transition densities from the ground
state to the 2+

1 state for 36Ca (solid lines) and 38Ca (dashed
lines). Results were obtained with (a) GSM and (b) SM.

rate [39]:

B(E2; 0+ → 2+) = 5e2
[∫ ∞

0

ρ2(r)r
4dr

]2
. (4)

Figure 5 shows r4ρ2(r), obtained in both models for
36Ca and 38Ca. According to our calculations, the tran-
sition densities for 36Ca and 38Ca are remarkably simi-
lar within the nuclear interior. However, the transition
density for 36Ca exhibits a visible enhancement at larger
distances compared to 38Ca. An opposite situation is
predicted in the SM calculation: it is the transition den-
sity for 38Ca that is larger in the surface region. The halo
pattern shown in Fig. 5 is characteristic of weakly-bound
or unbound systems, in which the nuclear wave function
tends to extend beyond the nuclear surface.
Summary. — Using configuration interaction based

GSM that can account for continuum effects, we study
low-energy properties of 36,38Ca. The abnormally large
B(E2; 0+ → 2+) value in 36Ca can be explained in terms
of the low-lying proton continuum effect. Our compara-
tive analysis of Berggren and HO Hartree-Fock bases re-
veals that the proton sd→ fp excitations predominantly
influence these transitions.

In the weakly-bound 36Ca, the inclusion of the contin-
uum space significantly enhances cross-shell excitations
and proton occupancies in the unbound p and f partial
waves, particularly for the unbound 2+ state. While the
current level of numerical precision of the GSM makes it
challenging to directly extract a proton decay rate, we do
find that the continuum effect leads to an increased E2
transition density around and beyond the nuclear surface.
This underscores the significant impact of the continuum
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on electromagnetic transitions, particularly in weakly-
bound dripline systems. We note that a similar conclu-
sion regarding the B(E2) strength in 36Ca was obtained
in a SMEC framework of Ref. [40], where, however, only
one proton was allowed to scatter into the non-resonant
continuum.

Experimentally, the evolution of the Z = 20 shell
closure towards the proton dripline can be investigated
through a variety of observables, such as trends in pro-
ton separation energies [6, 41]. Their differences highlight
the proton-magic character of 40Ca and hint at increased
stability at Z = 20 for the N = 19 isotones, which ap-
pears to vanish for N = 18 [6]. Mass measurements of
the proton-unbound 42V (N = 19) and 41V (N = 18)
will enable tracing the weakening of the Z = 20 shell clo-

sure towards the proton dripline. Also, the measurement
of spectroscopic factors for proton removal from 36,38Ca
to potentially proton-unbound, pf -shell final states of
35,37K [33] is called for as it can provide more detailed in-
formation on the ground-state configurations of 36,38Ca.
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