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Abstract

We review recent studies of the cluster structure of light nuclei within the frame-
work of the algebraic cluster model (ACM) for nuclei composed of k a-particles
and within the framework of the cluster shell model (CSM) for nuclei composed
of k a-particles plus x additional nucleons. The calculations, based on symmetry
considerations and thus for the most part given in analytic form, are compared
with experiments in light cluster nuclei. The comparison shows evidence for Zs,
D3y, and T, symmetry in the even-even nuclei 8Be (k = 2), 12C (k = 3) and O
(k = 4), respectively, and for the associated double groups Z; and Dj,, in the
odd nuclei ?Be, °B (k =2, x = 1) and 3C (k = 3, z = 1), respectively.
Keywords: Cluster models, Alpha-cluster nuclei, Symmetries, Algebraic

models

1. Introduction

The cluster structure of light nuclei has a long history dating back to the
1930’s with early studies of a-cluster models by Wheeler ﬂ] and Hafstad and
Teller B], followed by Dennison B] and Kameny M] Soon afterwards, the con-
nection between the cluster model and the shell-model was investigated by Wil-

dermuth and Kallenopoulos B] In 1965, Brink ﬂa, H] suggested specific geometric
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configurations for nuclei composed of k a-particles, here referred as ka nuclei.
In particular, the suggested configurations of the ground state were, for k = 2
a dumbbell configuration with Zs symmetry (®Be), for k = 3 an equilateral tri-
angle with D3j, symmetry (12C) and for k = 4 a tetrahedron with T, symmetry
(*0), as shown in Fig.[[l Brink’s suggestion stimulated a considerable amount
of work in an attempt to derive cluster properties from the shell model, espe-
cially by the Japanese school and from mean field theories ] Also, the
cluster structure of specific nuclei was extensively investigated, as for example
in 160 [13, 14], and Brink’s model was applied to a wide range of cluster nuclei
from 12C to 44Ti in , ] A review of cluster models up to 2006 can be found
in [17], and more recent ones in B] and [19].

In recent years, there has been considerable renewed interest in the structure
of a-cluster nuclei, especially for the nucleus 2C ] The observation of new
rotational states built on the ground state ] and the Hoyle state f

| has stimulated a large effort to understand the structure of 2C ranging
from studies based on Antisymmetric Molecular Dynamics @MD) @], Fermion

Molecular Dﬁamics (FMD) ], BEC-like cluster model [30], ab initio no-core

shell model Q], lattice EFT M , no-core symplectic model @] and the
) J

Algebraic Cluster Model (ACM
review the ACM as applied to ko nuclei with k = 2, 3, 4.

In the first part of this paper, we

An important question is the extent to which cluster structures survive the
addition of nucleons (protons and neutrons). We refer to nuclei composed of
k a-particles plus x nucleons as ka + x nuclei. This question has also been
addressed in the past, especially in the case of the Be isotopes seen as ®Be + x
nucleons, with a variety of methods culminating, in the 1970’s, in the
extensive work of Okabe, Abe and Tanaka ,] using the Linear Combination
of Atomic Orbitals (LCAO) method and its generalizations. In recent years,
FMD | and AMD ‘j—@] calculations have provided very detailed and
accurate microscopic descriptions of the Be isotopes with large overlap with

the Brink model |7]. In another seminal development, Von Oertzen | has

discussed the structure of B, ?Be, 1B and °Be in a two-center shell model,



in which these isotopes are seen as ®Be plus neutrons and protons. In very
recent years, a description of ka + = nuclei has been suggested in terms of the
Cluster Shell Model (CSM) [61, 62] which builds on the algebraic description of
ka nuclei in terms of the ACM [63]. In the second part of this paper, we review
the CSM as applied to ka + x nuclei with & =2, 3, 4 and x = 1.

We note in this connection that the Cluster Shell Model (CSM) takes fully
into account the Pauli principle, as discussed in Section [l Individual nucleons
are placed in the single-particle orbitals described in Section [7 according to the
Pauli principle. The treatment of the Pauli principle in CSM is thus identical
to that in the Nilsson model |64], in the Brink model [6] and the LCAO method
|46, 147]. The question of the Pauli principle in the Brink model is also discussed
in [15, [16] and in the molecular model with Zs symmetry dumbbell in [46, 47).
We emphasize here the point that in the CSM one is able to take into account
the Pauli principle not only for the dumbbell configuration (two-center shell
model) but also for the triangular configuration (three-center shell model) and
for the tetrahedral configuraton (four-center shell model). The latter two have
not been discussed before within the context of nuclear physics.

The figures of Section [7 also show the occurrence of “magic” numbers for
protons and neutrons at 4 for the dumbbell configuration, at 6 for the triangular
configuration and at 8 for the tetrahedral configuration. The stability of the ko
nuclei is thus inherent in the approach described here and justifies the ACM. A
remaining question, however, is to what extent the reduction from the spherical
shell model to the cluster model induces two- or higher order terms in the
effective a-a interaction. The algebraic approach when written in terms of
coordinates and momenta corresponds to an effective a-a interaction of the
Morse type [65], as discussed in [66]. The Morse type interaction has a “hard
core” which effectively mimics the Pauli principle, since it does not allow for
two a-particles to get close and overlap strongly. Also, as shown in the figures
in Section 2] where the matter density is plotted, the situation encountered in
light nuclei is that in which the a-particles are in a close-packing situation, that

is they just touch but do not overlap. Taking into account effectively the Pauli



principle in the a-a interaction within the framework of the algebraic method
ACM is therefore a good approximation to the full microscopic approach in
terms of nucleons.

The aim of this paper is to present all formulas and calculations to compare
with experimental data and, as a result, to show evidence for the occurrence of
the geometric symmetries Zo, D3y, Ty and Z;, D, in the structure of ko and
ka + 1 nuclei.

The ACM model reviewed in the first part of this article is purely phe-
nomenological, as the collective model of Bohr and Mottelson and does not
attempt a microscopic description in terms of nucleon-nucleon interactions, but
rather exploits symmetry considerations to derive most of the observables in
explicit analytic form that can be compared with experiment. Conversely, the
CSM reviewed in the second part is a microscopic model that makes use of
a symmetry-adapted basis, the cluster basis with Zs, Dsp and Ty symmetry
instead of the spherical basis.

One important question is the extent to which these symmetries emerge
from microscopic calculations. Extensive calculations have been done for 8Be
and “Be (Z; and Z} symmetry) within the framework of microscopic approaches
mentioned in the paragraphs above. For these nuclei, microscopic approaches
appear to produce cluster features correctly, although effective charges still need
to be introduced in the analysis of electromagnetic transition rates in shell model
based calculations [32]. A detailed comparison between the algebraic approach
and microscopic approaches for 8Be and ?Be is given in [62]. Also for 2C
and *C (Ds, and D}, symmetry) extensive calculations exist, especially for
12C. The AMD and FDM microscopic calculations produce results in quantita-
tive agreement with the symmetry. Also, lattice EFT produces results in 2C
and 6O which support Dsj, and T symmetry. It would be of great interest
to understand whether the cluster structure of 12C and *C emerges from ab
ingtio calculations, such as the no-core shell model (NCCI) [31433] for which
calculations are planned. The results presented here, based on purely symme-

try concepts, provide benchmarks for microscopic studies of cluster structure of
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Figure 1: Cluster configurations for £k = 2, 3 and 4 a-particles.

light nuclei.

2. The algebraic cluster model

The algebraic cluster model is based on the algebraic theory of molecules
introduced in 1981 [67] and reviewed in [66]. It amounts to a bosonic quan-
tization of the Jacobi variables according to the general quantization scheme
for problems with v degrees of freedom in terms of the Lie algebra U(v + 1)
[68]. For ka structures, the number of degrees of freedom, after removing the
center-of-mass motion, is v = 3(k — 1), leading to the Lie algebra of U(3k — 2).

The ACM is a model which describes the relative motion of a cluster system.

We start by introducing the relative Jacobi coordinates for a k-body system (see

Fig. M)

>y

Il Il
—~
!
oL
N~—
~
5

(7714—772—2773)/\/6,

(771 +772+773—3774)/\/12,

=
Il



Table 1: Algebraic cluster model.

k  Nucleus U(3k—2) Discrete symmetry Jacobi variables

2 SBe U(4) Zs 7
3 12C U(7) Dsy, D Ds 5\
4 160 U(10) Ty i

together with their conjugate momenta. Here 7; represent the coordinates of
the constituent particles. The relevant Jacobi coordinates are p'for k = 2, g and
X for k =3, and 7, X and 77 for k = 4 (sce Table[I)). The ACM uses the method
of bosonic quantization which consists in quantizing the Jacobi coordinates and

momenta with vector boson operators and adding an additional scalar boson

Y G AN
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(m=-1,0,1), (2)

under the constraint that the total number of bosons IV is conserved.

Cluster states are described in the ACM in terms of a system of N interacting
bosons with angular momentum and parity L = 1~ (dipole or vector bosons)
and LY = 0% (monopole or scalar bosons). The 3(k — 1) components of the
vector bosons together with the scalar boson span a (3k — 2)-dimensional space
with group structure U(3k — 2). The many-body states are classified according
to the totally symmetric irreducible representation [N] of U(3k — 2), where N
represents the total number of bosons.

An explicit construction of the algebra and derivation of analytic formulas
for energy levels, electromagnetic transition rates, matter and charge densities
and associated form factors in electron scattering has been completed for cases
kE=2[617], k =3 [38,139] and k = 4 [40, 41]. Tt is summarized in Table [Tl and

results will be reviewed in the following subsections.

2.1. Classification of states

The discrete symmetry of clusters imposes conditions on the allowed quan-

tum states. The mathematical method for determining the allowed states (i.e.



Table 2: Symmetry adapter operators of the permutation group.

Symmetry adapter

Group G Transposition Cyclic permuation
So~Zy~P P(12) P(12)

S3 ~ Dg P(12) P(123)

Sy~ Ty P(12) P(1234)

constructing representations of the discrete group G) is by means of the use
of so-called symmetry adapter operators. For cases k = 2, 3, 4 and identical
constituents, one can exploit the isomorphism of the discrete point group with
the permutation group Si. The associated symmetry adapter operators are the
transposition P(12) and the cyclic permutation P(12---k), see Table All
other permutations can be expressed in terms of these elementary ones [69].

For the harmonic oscillator there exists a procedure for the explicit construc-
tion of states with good permutation symmetry [69]. However, in the application
to the ACM the number of oscillator quanta may be large (up to 10) and more-
over in general the oscillator shells are mixed. Therefore, a general procedure
was developed in which the wave functions with good permutation symmetry
|11} are generated numerically by diagonalizing S}, invariant interactions. Sub-
sequently, the permutation symmetry ¢ of a given wave function is determined
by examining its transformation properties under the transposition P(12) and
the cyclic permutation P(12---k). This procedure is explained in more detail
in [Append A

Representations can be labeled either by Sy or by the isomorphic discrete
group G, as shown in Table[3l Here the representations of Sy are labelled by the
Young tableaux, while those of G are labelled by the standard notation used in
molecular physics |70, [71].

In application to a-cluster nuclei, like 8Be, '2C and 60, in which the con-

stuent parts are identical, the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian should transform



Table 3: Labelling of representations.

Group G Sk Label G Label Degeneracy
Sy~ Zy~ P 2] A Singly
[11] B Singly
S ~ D3 3] Ay Singly
[21] E Doubly
[111] Ag Singly
Sy~ Ty [4] Ay Singly
[31] £ Triply
[22] E Doubly
211] i) Triply
[1111] Ay Singly

according to the symmetric representations of the corresponding permutation

group.

2.1.1. Dumbbell configuration

An algebraic description of this configuration is given by the algebra of
U(4) 67]. This algebra is constructed with boson creation operators b}, ,,, with
m = 0,+1 and sf, altogether denoted by ¢! with a = 1,...,4, and annihilation
operators b, ,, s. Here b;ﬁym and b, ,, are the quantization of the Jacobi variable
p (see Fig. @) and its conjugate momentum, and s', s is an auxiliary scalar

boson. The bilinear products Gos = ¢/ cg with , 3 = 1,...,4 of creation and

annihilation operators generate the Lie algebra of U(4). Specifically these are

(ST X 5)(0) ’ (b:) x g)(l) ’ (ST x BP)(I) ’
(bf % b)) (L=0,1,2), (3)
where l;pﬂn = (=1)'"™b, _,, and § = s. We consider here rotations and vibra-

tions of the dumbbell configuration. States can be classified by a vibrational

quantum number v = 0,1,2,..., and a rotational quantum number L and its



Figure 2: Jacobi vector § for a dumbbell configuration and its vibrations.

projection M as |v, L, M). In the case in which the two constituents are identi-
cal (two a-particles) the dumbbell has Z5 ~ Sy ~ P symmetry. All vibrational
states v have symmetry A under Z, since the two particles are identical (Fig. [2]).
The angular momentum content of each vibrational band is LT = 0+, 2+, 47,
..., where the parity P has been added, although here it is not an independent

quantum number, P = (—)%.

2.1.2. Equilateral triangle configuration

An algebraic description of this configuration is given by the algebra of
U(7) [38,139]. This algebra is constructed with boson creation operators b} ,,
bLm with m = 0,+1 and s, altogether denoted by ¢/, with a = 1,...,7, and
annihilation operators b, ,, bx,m, s. The two vector boson operators b bLm

p,m

and b, m, by, m are the quantization of the two Jacobi variables

jo= (A—m)/V2,
(7 + 7 — 27%) /V6 . (4)

>\
|

The bilinear products Gog = clcg with o, 8 =1,...,7 generate the Lie algebra
of U(7). A specific form is given in [39].
We consider here rotations and vibrations of an equilateral triangular con-

figuration. States can be classified as
(o1, 08)s, K. L7, M) (5)

where ¢t denotes the representations of D3y, and K the projection of the angular
momentum L on the symmetry axis. In the case in which the three constituents

are identical (three a-particles), the triangular configuration of Fig. Bl has Dsy,



Figure 3: Jacobi variables p) X for an equilateral triangle configuration.

JANA

U1 (A) V2q (E) UQb(E)

Figure 4: Fundamental vibrations of a triangular configuration (point group Dsp). The A

vibration is singly degenerate, while E is doubly degenerate with components vaq, vop.-

symmetry. This imposes some conditions on the allowed values of K and L. In
Eq. (@), (vl,vgz) label the vibrational states with v; = 0,1,..., v = 0,1,...,
and fo = vo,v9 — 2,...,1 or 0 for vs odd or even. The fundamental vibrations
of a triangular configuration are shown in Fig. @

For vibrational bands with 2 = 0 and 1, the allowed values of the angular

10



momentum are

K =3n n=0,1,2,...,
L=0,24,..., for K =0 (6)
L=KK+1,K+2,... for K #0

for (vy,v52="), and

K=3n+1,3n+2 n=0,1,2,...,
L=K K+1,K+2,...,

(7)

for (v1,v52="). The parity is P = (—)¥. The vibrational band (1,0°) has
the same angular momenta LT = 07,2737, 4%, ... | as the ground state band
(0,0°), while the angular momentum content of the doubly degenerate vibration

(0,11) is given by L¥ = 17,27 3F ...

2.1.8. Tetrahedral configuration

An algebraic description of this configuration is given by the algebra of U(10)
|40, [41]. This algebra is constructed with boson creation operators bjhm, b;ﬁm,
b};)m with m = 0,+1 and s', altogether denoted by ¢, with a = 1,...,10, and
annihilation operators b, m, bxm, bym, 5. The three vector boson operators
b};m, b;ym, b;f%m and by m, bxm, bym are the quantization of the three Jacobi

variables
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shown in Fig. The bilinear products Gop = clcg with o, 8 = 1,...,10
generate the Lie algebra of U(10). A specific form is given in [41].
We consider here rotations and vibrations of a tetrahedral configuration.

States can be classified as

(’U17U§27’U§3);t7LP7M> ) (9)

11
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Figure 5: Jacobi coordinates p, X, 7] for a tetrahedral configuration.

where (vl,vgz,vge‘) denote the vibrational quantum numbers and ¢ labels the
representations of Ty. In the case in which the four constituents are identical
(four a-particles), the tetrahedral configuration of Fig. [l has T; symmetry.
This imposes some conditions on the allowed values of L which depend on ¢t. A
derivation of the allowed values is given in [41]. For the ground state, t = A,
and for the fundamental vibrations with ¢t = A, E and F of Fig. [, it can be

summarized as follows

t=A LP =0%,37,4% 6%, ...,
t=F LP = 2% 4% 5%+ 6% ..., (10)
t=F LP =1-,2% 3% 4% 5=+ ¢+ ..

2.2. Energy formulas

Energy levels in ACM can be obtained by diagonalizing the Hamiltonian.
Computer programs have been written for all three cases, U(4), U(7) and U(10)
[72]. These programs can deal with all situations encountered in two-, three- and

four-body problems, including both soft and rigid situations. For applications

12



v1(A) ' v24(E) ‘l v2p(E) i
V34 (F) I vz (F) % v3e(F) |

Figure 6: Fundamental vibrations of a tetrahedral configuration (point group 7y). The A
vibration is singly degenerate, E is doubly degenerate with components va,, vo, and F' is

triply degenerate with v3q, v3p, v3c-

here, we consider only rigid situations and write down analytic formulas that

can be used to analyze experimental data.

2.2.1. Dumbbell configuration
The algebraic Hamiltonian describing roto-vibrations of a dumbbell config-
uration (diatomic molecule) is given in Egs. (2.108) and (2.112) of [66]. Written

explicitly in terms of boson operators, it has the form

H = E+AD-D+L-L)+BL-1L, (11)
with
D = (b x35+stxb,)),
b = VIO x5, (12)



with m = 0, £1. In this case, the Hamiltonian has a dynamic symmetry U(4) D
SO(4) D SO(3) D SO(2). The eigenvalues of H can be written in explicit
analytic form as

2

v
N +1

E(N,v,L) = E,—4A(N +1) (v— >+BL(L+1). (13)

Here N is the so-called vibron number, that is the number of bosons that charac-
terizes the irreducible representations of U(4). The vibrational quantum number

v takes the values

: (14)

for N odd or even, and the rotational quantum number L takes the integer

values
L =01,....N—2v. (15)

For identical constituents, i.e. Zs symmetry, only even values of L are allowed.
In the large N limit, one obtains the semiclassical formula for the energy levels

of a dumbbell configuration
1
E(N,v,L) = EJ +w (v + 5) +BL(L+1), (16)

where w is the vibrational energy and B the inertial parameter B = h? /2T. A

schematic spectrum of a rotating and vibrating dumbbell is shown in Fig. [1

2.2.2. Equilateral triangle configuration
The situation here is more complicated than for the dumbbell configuration,
since there is no dynamic symmetry corresponding to the rotation and vibration

of a rigid symmetric top. The explicit form of the Hamiltonian is [39]
H = & (s's" =0 -0f — ] -00)(35 -, b, — by - by)
+&2 [(b}; ’ b}: - bl ’ bl)(i’p ’ Bp - BA ’ BA) + 4(b2: ’ b;)(i’A ’ BP)}
+261 (b)) x by + bY x ba) M) - (b x b, + b] x by)W

+3k2 (b x by — b x b,) (@ - (b] x b, — bf, x b)) . (17)

14
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Figure 7: Schematic spectrum of a dumbbell configuration. The rotational bands are labeled

by (v) and t (bottom). All states are symmetric under So ~ Za.

In a generic situation, this Hamiltonian needs to be diagonalized in the space
of given vibron number N. However, in the limit N — oo, one can write down

a semiclassical formula

1
E(vi,v9, K,L) = Ej+uw (v1+§)+w2(v2+1)

tr1 (L4 1) + kg (K F 202)? . (18)

which describes the energy levels of a symmetric top [39]. States are classified
as in Eq. () and the values of K and L for (vy,v5>="") are given in Eqs. (@)
and (). In Fig. B we show a schematic rotational-vibrational spectrum of a

triangular configuration.

2.2.3. Tetrahedral configuration
Also in this case there is no dynamic symmetry corresponding to the rotation

and vibration of a spherical top. The explicit form of the Hamiltonian describing

15
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Figure 8: Schematic spectrum of a triangular configuration. The rotational bands are labeled

by (viv2) and t (bottom). All states are symmetric under S3 ~ Ds.

the vibrations is [40, 41]
Ha, = & (s'sT =000 — bl -] —0f - b)) (hc.)
+6 [(—2v20} b+ 2] - B)) ()
+ (=2v20 - bf + (b] - bF — b, - bT)) (h.c.)]
+6s [(20] b +2v28] b)) (he)
+(20] - b+ V2(b] - 0f, — b - b)) (h.c.)
+(5 - bE + b - bf — 207 - b1) (h.c.)] . (19)

The Hamiltonian describing rotations can be written as

Hsyot = w1 L-L+nrg(L-L—T-1)?, (20)

16



where L and I denote the angular momentum in coordinate space and index

space, respectively, the explicit form of which is

L = V2(lb,+blbr+blb,)W

I, = —iV3(blb, —bbn)©

In = —iV3(bib, —bib,)

I, = —iV3(blby—bib,) . (21)

Again, in a generic situation, this Hamiltonian needs to be diagonalized in
the space of given vibron number N. For N — oo, one can write down a

semiclassical formula [41]

1 3
E(U17U§2=U§g)vl/) = Eotw (Ul + 5) +w2(v2 + 1) Tws (’U3 + 5)

+r1 L(L+1) . (22)

which describes the energy levels of a spherical top. States are classified as in
Eq. ([@) and the values of t and L for the ground state band and the fundamental
vibrations are given in Eq. (I0). In Fig. [@ we show a schematic rotational-

vibrational spectrum of a tetrahedral configuration.

2.83. Form factors and transition probabilities

The transition form factors are the matrix elements of Zle exp(iq - 75),
where ¢ is the momentum transfer and 7; is the location of the a-particles. To
do this calculation in the ACM, one first converts the transition operator to

algebraic form and then calculates the form factors
Fli— fia) = {vp, Ly, M|T(q) |7, Li, M) . (23)

The transition probabilities B(FL) can be extracted from the form factors in

the long wavelength limit

Z|]:Z—>fQ|

B(EL;i— f) = (Z ; (24)

2 [(2L +
e)? 74(

q~>0

where Ze is the total electric charge of the cluster.

17
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Figure 9: Schematic spectrum of a tetrahedral configuration. The rotational bands are labeled

by (vivavs) and t (bottom). All states are symmetric under Sy ~ Tj.

2.83.1. Dumbbell configuration

Choosing the z-axis along the direction of the momentum transfer and using
the fact that the two particles are identical, it is sufficient to consider the matrix
elements of exp(igra.). After converting to Jacobi coordinates and integrating
over the center-of-mass coordinate one has exp(—igp,). The matrix elements of

this operator can be obtained algebraically by making the replacement
Pz — ﬁ-[)z/XD ) (25)

where 3 represents the scale of the coordinate and Xp is given by the reduced
matrix element of the dipole operator of Eq. (I2]). Explicit evaluation in the

large N limit gives
FOf = L% q) = crjr(eh) , (26)
with

2 = 2L4+1 94 2Py (—1)] = (21 + 1)t DT

(27)

18



where j; is the spherical Bessel function, and P; the Legendre polynomial.

From these, one can obtain the B(EL) value

B(EL;0" - L7) = 7@6?;%)2
L\ 2
_ <Z€ﬁ > 2LH L op(-1)] (28)
2 4

2.3.2. Equilateral triangle configuration
Choosing again the z-axis along the direction of the momentum transfer and
using the fact that the three particles are identical, it is sufficient to consider

the matrix elements of exp(—ig\/2/3X;). By making the replacement

\/g A = BDr./Xp . (29)
one can obtain the form factors for N — oo in explicit form as
FOf = L% q) — crjr(eh) , (30)
with
2 = 2L9+ ! [3 + GPL(—%)} , (31)

which gives 2 = 1, ¢3 = 5/4, ¢& = 35/8, ¢ = 81/64 and ¢ = 385/128. For a
triangular configuration there is no dipole radiation ¢ = 0. The corresponding

B(EL) values are

B(EL;0t - L") = 7@6@;%)2
[ ZepE\?2L+1 1
L (EY RN 1]

2.3.3. Tetrahedral configuration
The operator here is exp(—igqy/3/41.), and the replacement is

V 3/4nz — ﬁ-[)n,z/XD 9 (33)
One obtains
FOr = L"q) — crj(gh) . (34)

19



with

a2 = 2L+ 1 [4+12PL(—1)] , (35)

16 3

which gives ¢ = 1, ¢3 = 35/9, ¢; = 7/3 and ¢ = 416/81. For a tetrahedral

configuration one has ¢? = ¢4 = ¢ = 0. The corresponding B(EL) values are
give by
7 L 2
B(EL;0" — LP) = (667%)
4dr
ZeBE\? 2L +1 1
_ (%L e b L @)
4 47 3

2.4. Cluster densities

All results in Sect. 2.3] are for point-like constituents, with density

p(f) = Zzs(f—m. (37)

This situation is not realistic, since the constituent a-particles are not point-
like. Assuming a Gaussian form of the density of the a-particle, one has the
more realistic cluster density
ard/2 S L
o = (%) ;exp[ a(F=7)°] . (38)
Here o = 0.56 fm~2 describes the form factor of the a-particle [73]. For the

density of Eq. (B8], the form factors become
FOT = L%q) = crjulgf)e /™ (39)

which represents the convolution of the form factor of the cluster with that of
the a-particle. B(EL) values, however, remain the same as in Sect. 2.3 since in
the long-wavelength limit ¢ — 0, the exponential factor exp(—¢?/4a) — 1. The
density of Eq. (B8) can be visualized by making an expansion into multipoles.

By placing the particles at a distance 8 from the center of mass with spherical
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coordinates (83, 0;, ¢;) we then have [61]
PIRNC 0

(8)3/ —a(r?4p2%) ) 4 Z“ 2CVBT Y)\M Zy}\# 0, i) )

T
Ap

where iy (z) = jx(ix)/i* is the modified spherical Bessel function. The matter
and charge density for each configuration can be obtained from Eq. (@0) by
multiplying by Am/k and Ze/k, respectively. One should note that all results
in Sect. 23] can also be obtained from Eq. {#0) without making use of the
algebraic approach, by taking the Fourier transform of the density.

2.4.1. Dumbbell configuration
For Z5 symmetry, the origin is chosen in the center of mass, and the angles

of the two particles are given by (61,¢1) = (0,—) and (02, ¢2) = (7, —), and

2 2A+ 1 A+l -
D Va0 0i) = 4: 80,0 + E)\i—z;!PAH(_l)]
= Gy 2 04 A1) (1)

This configuration has axial symmetry. In the multipole expansion, only u =0
and A = even = 0,2,..., remain. The charge and matter densities of the
dumbbell configuration are shown in Fig. [0 for 8 = 0, 2 and 4 fm. The density
describes the entire range from united constituent particles (5 = 0) to separated
constituent particles (8 — o0). Note that the density describes also break-up

into two fragments, as shown in the panel on the right-hand side of Fig. [0l
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Figure 10: Densities of a k = 2 a-cluster as given in Eq. @0). The value of o = 0.56 fm~2.

The color scale is in fm™3. Reproduced from B] with permission.

2.4.2. Equilateral triangle configuration

For the D3; symmetry of an equilateral triangle, the angles of the particles

are given by (61,¢1) = (0, ), (62, ¢2) = (27/3,0) and (03, ¢3) = (27/3,7), and

3
So¥0000 = P Lo/ B 1)
2t [1+ 2P (=3)] p=0
= (42)
\/%, [Dttopii(-d)  p=20#0
where Kk = 1,2, ..., and p < A. For this configuration, the remaining multipoles
are A = 0,2,3,4,..., corresponding to the fact that the density is invariant

under Dgj transformations and thus belongs to the symmetric representation
of Dsp, @] The charge (and matter) densities of a triangular configuration are
shown in Fig. [l for different values of 3.

2.4.8. Tetrahedral configuration

For the Ty symmetry of the regular tetrahedron, the angles of the parti-
cles are given by (01;¢1) = (07_)7 (02a¢2) = (770)5 (93a¢3) = (7127‘-/3) and
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Figure 11: Densities of a k& = 3 a-cluster as given in Eq. @J). The value of a = 0.56 fm~2.

The color scale is in fm™3. Reproduced from H] with permission.
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Figure 12: Densities of a k = 4 a-cluster as given in Eq. @0). The value of a = 0.56 fm~2.

The color scale is in fm™3. Reproduced from H] with permission.

(04, d4) = (v,4m/3) with cosy = —1/3, and

4
. 220 +1 [ -
ZYAy(9i7¢i) = e 00+ 4| 5 Py “(—%)(1—1—2005%)
i=1 )
B (14 3P (—3)] p=0
= (43)
VIR GE R (-8 n=3k£0
where Kk = 1,2, ..., and p < A. For this configuration, the remaining multipoles

are A =0,3,4,06,..., corresponding to the A; representation of the tetrahedral
group, T, |41]. The charge and matter densities of a tetrahedral configuration

are shown in Fig.
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2.5. Moments of inertia and radii

From the density Eq. (0] one can calculate the moments of inertia and radii.

The three components of the moment of inertia are given by

L = [+ 2@,
1, = [,
= [@ @i, (44)

and radii by
<T2> = /T2p(F) dr . (45)

2.5.1. Dumbbell configuration

Introducing the appropriate normalization, one has

1
— — 2
Am
., = —. 4
. (46)

where A = 4k = 8, corresponding to a prolate top, and

(= e (47)

2.5.2. Equilateral triangle configuration

In this case, one has [39]

1 2
I, =1, = —Amp*(1+—
5 mp < + aﬁ2) ,
1
7, = Amp*(1+— ) . 48
o= ame (14 ) (as)
where A = 4k = 12, corresponding to an oblate top, and
2\1/2 — 2 i 49
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2.5.8. Tetrahedral configuration

For the tetrahedral configuration, all three moments of inertia are the same

2, 3
I, =1, = L. = 3Amp (1+2aﬂ2), (50)

where A = 4k = 16, corresponding to a spherical top, and

3
(r)\'? = g+ o (51)

3. Evidence for cluster structures

The ACM provides a simple way to analyze experimental data, thus deter-

mining whether or not the symmetries Zs, Dsp, and Ty appear in the spectra

of 8Be, '2C and 160.

3.1. Energies

3.1.1. Dumbbell configuration

Energy levels for this configuration can be analyzed with Eq. (I6). A com-
parison with data in ®Be [74] is shown in Fig.[[3 The occurrence of a rotational
band in the experimental spectrum is clearly seen in Fig. [[4] where the energy
of the states is shown as a function of L(L + 1). No evidence for the vibrational
bands is reported in |74], although Barker |75, [76] suggested in the 1960’s one
such a band at £ ~ 6 MeV, in accordance to similar vibrational bands observed
in 12C and '60. The non-observation of the vibrational band in ¥Be may be due
to its expected large width.

From the value of B = k> /27T extracted from the experimental energy dif-
ference, Fo+ — Ey+, one can determine the moment of inertia 7 = 7, = Z,, and

from Eq. (@6]) the value of § =1.82 4+ 0.04 fm [62].

8.1.2. Equilateral triangle configuration
Recent experiments |24] have confirmed the occurrence of D3 symmetry in
12C. Energy levels have been analyzed with a variation of Eq. (I8) which in-

cludes anharmonic terms. The results are shown in Figs.[[5and[I6 One can see
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Figure 13: Comparison between the cluster spectrum and the experimental spectrum H] of
8Be. The theoretical spectrum is calculated using Eq. (I8) with D = 6 MeV and B = 0.507
MeV. Figure adapted from @}
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I'. Figure adapted from ﬂa]
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Figure 15: Comparison between the cluster spectrum and the experimental spectrum of 2C.

Reproduced from M} with permission.

here the occurrence of not only rotational bands with angular momentum con-
tent expected from Dsj symmetry, but also the occurrence of the fundamental
vibrations of the triangle of Fig. B (v1,v5?) = (1,0°) and (0,1') with symmetry
A and E, respectively.

3.1.8. Tetrahedral configuration
The occurrence of T,; symmetry in ‘0 was emphasized by Robson , ]
in the 1970s and more recently revisited in , [41]. Energy levels have been

analyzed with Eq. (22). A comparison with data is shown in Figs. [[7 and

3.2. Form factors

Form factors in electron scattering can be simply derived by making use of
the formulas given in Sect.2.3lin the rigid case, or, in the more general situation,
by evaluating the matrix elements of the operator T(q) of Eq. (23)) in the wave
functions obtained by diagonalizing the Hamiltonian of Sect.
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Figure 17: Comparison between the cluster spectrum and the experimental spectrum of 160.

Reproduced from M} with permission.
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Figure 18: Rotational bands in 160. Reproduced from [41] with permission.

3.2.1. Dumbbell configuration
The nucleus ®Be is unstable and therefore form factors in electron scattering
cannot be measured. The value of 8 for this configuration is estimated from the

moment of inertia to be § = 1.82 & 0.04 fm, as given in Section B.T.11

3.2.2. Equilateral triangle configuration

Form factors in '2C have been extensively investigated. In the rigid case,
only states in the ground state band are excited with form factors given by
Eq. (30) and no excitation of the vibrational bands occurs. Since experimentally
excitation of these bands occurs, although with a small strength, one needs in
this case to do a calculation with the general algebraic Hamiltonian, Eq. ([IT)
[39]. The resulting form factors are shown in Fig. I3, where they are compared
with experimental data. The value of £ is determined from the first minimum
of the elastic form factor to be § = 1.74 + 0.04 fm [39] with an estimated
error of 2 %. The experimental form factors in Fig. compare well with the
theoretical form factors, except for the transition form factor |F(07 — 03)?

whose shape is correctly given but whose magnitude is smaller by a factor of
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Figure 19: Comparison between the experimental form factors |.7:(0;r — Lip;q)|2 of 12C for
the final states (a) LT = 07 (elastic), (b) LY = 25, (¢) LP =37, L = 41, (e) LY = 07,
and (f) LT = 1] and those obtained for the oblate top with N = 10. Reproduced from [39]

with permission.

10. This discrepancy is the subject of current investigations [77] and seems to

indicate that the structure of the O;r Hoyle state may be somewhat softer than

calculated by the rigid oblate configuration.

30



8.2.3. Tetrahedral configuration

Form factors in 'O have also been extensively investigated. In the rigid
case, the form factors are given by Eq. (34)). Since also here excitation of the
vibrational bands occurs, one needs to do a full calculation |41]. The resulting
form factors are shown in Figs. and 2I] where they are compared with ex-
perimental data. The value of § is determined from the first minimum of the
elastic form factor to be § = 2.0740.04 fm [41], where again we have estimated
an error of 2 %. The experimental form factors in Figs. and 21] compare
very well with the theoretical form factors, which is an astonishing result since
the theoretical form factors contain no free parameters, exept from 3 which is
determined from the first minimum of the elastic form factor.

We remark at this stage that the values of 8 extracted from the moment of
inertia in ®Be, and from the first minimum in the elastic form factors in 1>C and
160 are consistent with each other, ~ 2 fm, corresponding to a close-packing of

a-particles, as shown in Figs. [0, [Tl and 12 [61)].

3.3. Electromagnetic transition rates

Electromagnetic transition rates and B(EL) values can be analyzed by mak-
ing use of Eqs. (28), (32) and ([B6). A comparison with data for 8Be, 12C and
160 is shown in Table [l In this table, the experimental value for 8Be was esti-
mated using the Greens function Monte Carlo method (GFMC) [78]. The value
of B = 1.82 fm for ®Be is obtained from the moment of inertia, and for 12C and

160 from the first minimum in the elastic form factor, see Sect.

4. Non-cluster states

The cluster model assumes that ko nuclei are composed of a-particles. How-
ever, these in turn are composed of two protons and two neutrons. At some
excitation energy in the nucleus, the a-particle structure may break. In some
cases non-cluster states can be clearly identified, since some states are forbidden

by the discrete symmetry. Specifically, for Z, symmetry (¥Be) LY = 1T states
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Reproduced from [41] with permission.
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Table 4: B(EL) values in ®Be, 2C and 0 in e*fm?’. Experimental data are taken from

[78-80], and theoretical ACM results from [39, 141, [62].

B(EL; LY — 07) Exp ACM E(LY) Exp ACM

8Be B(E2;2* —0%) 210423 140 E(2¥) 3030 3060
B(E4;4% — 0%) 153.3  E(4%) 11350 10200

120 B(E22t —0%) 7.61+£042 84  E(2F) 4439 4400
B(E3;3~ —0%) 104+14 730 E(37) 9641 9640
B(E4;4F — 0%) E(4T) 14080 14670

160  B(E3;3~ —0T) 205411 215 E(37) 6130 6132
B(E4;4t —0%) 3784133 425  E(47) 10356 10220
B(E2;6% — 0%) 9626 E(61) 21052 21462

cannot be formed, for D3j, symmetry (12C) LY = 17 states cannot be formed,
and for Ty symmetry (°0) L” = 0~ states cannot be formed. These are sig-
natures of non-cluster states. In addition, since a-particles have isospin T' = 0,
states with T = 1 cannot be formed. This is another signature of non-cluster
states. The energy at which non-cluster states occur is shown in Figs. [[3]
and It at ~ 15 MeV in ®Be, at ~ 13 MeV in '2C and at ~ 10 MeV in 160.

Above these energies, cluster states co-exist with non-cluster states.

5. Softness and higher-order corrections

The situations described by the energy formulas in Eqs. (I8), (I8) and (22)
correspond to rigid configurations. As mentioned in previous sections, soft (non-
rigid) situations can be described by diagonalizing the full algebraic Hamilto-
nian. However, one can also write, for comparison with experimental data,

simpler analytic expressions for non-rigid situations.
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5.1. Dumbbell configuration

An analytic formula including anharmonic corrections and vibration-rotation

interaction is

E = Ej+wv+ zv?
+BL(L + 1)+ B'[L(L +1)]?

+AvL(L+1). (52)
5.2. Equilateral triangle configuration
In this case an analytic expression is [24]

2 2
E = Ey+ Zwivi + Z T45V;V;5
i=1

i,7=1

+BL(£ + 1)+ B'[L(L +1)]? + C(K F 2{5)?
2
+ (Z Am) L(L+1). (53)
i=1

5.8. Tetrahedral configuration

The effect of anharmonicities here can be written as

3 3
E = EO + Zwivi + Z LijUViVj
i=1

ij=1

+BL(L + 1)+ B'[L(L +1)]?

3
+ (Z Am—> L(L+1). (54)

6. Other geometric configurations

Within the ACM it is possible to provide analytic formulas for energies and
electromagnetic transition rates for all possible geometric configurations and,
most importantly, by diagonalizing the full algebraic Hamiltonian, it is possi-
ble to study non-rigid situation intermediate between two or more geometric
situations and thus study the transitions between these, called ground-state

phase transitions [81]. Some possible geometric configurations for three and
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Figure 22: Three-body cluster configurations.

four a-particles are shown in Figs. B2l and 23] Another situation that can be
studied with ACM is that in which the ground state has a different geomet-
ric configuration than the excited states. In the interpretation of the previous
Sect. B the excited states are (large amplitude) vibrations of the ground-state
configuration. An alternative interpretation was given by Brink [6, 7], in which
the excited states have a different geometric configuration as the ground state.
Specifically, in '2C the ground state was suggested to be an equilateral triangle
(Dsp, symmetry) and the excited state to be linear (Cs, symmetry) [82] or bent
(Cy, symmetry) as obtained in lattice EFT calculations [35]. Similarly in 60,
the ground state was suggested to be a regular tetrahedron (T symmetry) and
the excited state to be a square (Dyy, symmetry) |36]. This situation, in which
the symmetry of the state changes as a function of excitation energy is called
an excited-state quantum-phase transitions (ESQPT) [83].

Work is currently underway to see whether experimental data support Brink’s
hypothesis [6, 7] or lattice EFT calculations |34] or rather the oblate structure
of the previous sections for the excited 03 state (Hoyle state) of 2C. Within
the ACM, the transition from bent to linear can be studied by adding to the
Hamilonian of Eq. ([I7) which describes triangular configurations, a term en
where 2 = Y (b} .bp.m + b;)mb)\_’m) [39, [77]. Bent to linear transitions have
been extensively investigated in molecular physics by making use of the algebraic

approach described here [84, 185].
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Figure 23: Four-body cluster configurations.

7. The cluster shell model

The cluster shell model has been introduced recently |61, 162] to describe nu-
clei composed of k a-particles plus additional nucleons, simply denoted as ka+x
nuclei. For each of the three configurations with Zs, D3; and Ty symmetry, it
is possible to determine the cluster densities p(7) given in Sect. 2.4l and study
the motion of a single-particle in the potential, V(7), obtained by convoluting

the density with the nucleon-alpha interaction v(7 — 7'),

V(r) = /p(F’)v(F—F’)d?’F’. (55)

Several forms of the nucleon-alpha interaction have been considered. By taking
a Volkov-type Gaussian interaction [86], one obtains a potential V (¥) with the
same dependence on r, 6, ¢ as in the density of Eq. @), but with a different
value of the parameter a. The basic form of the potential has been assumed to

be

k
V() = Vo> A)Yau0.0) Y Y505, 61) (56)
Ap =1
where
fialr) = 67“(T2+ﬁ2)47rn(2a[3r). (57)
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In addition, the odd-particle experiences also a spin-orbit interaction. Since
V(7) is not spherically symmetric, one must take for Vs (7) the symmetrized

form

Vo) = Vo,so% K;ﬁvm) (gf) + (gf) Gﬁvmﬂ (58)

From Eq. (B6), one has

S

6‘/(77) = Z( 20éf)\+ fA‘f'@f)\—i-l) qu ZYA;L zu¢z ( )

Ap
Finally, if the odd particle is a proton one must add the Coulomb interaction

between the odd particle and the cluster, given by

Ze2 3/2
w0 = ()T e Ko

1 X 2 A 2
X {m/o I 2 dr’ + /T fA(T’)rIM_l r’?dr’| . (60)

The total single-particle Hamiltonian is then the sum of kinetic, nuclear spin-

independent, nuclear spin-orbit, and Coulomb terms

e )+V;O(F)+%(1+73)VO(F) : (61)

2m

The single-particle energies, €, and the intrinsic wave functions, xq, are then
obtained by diagonalizing the Hamiltonian of Eq. (GI) in a harmonic oscillator
basis

1.
|XQ Z nljm 7’L§ljm> ) (62)

nljm

7.1. Dumbbell configuration

The energy levels of a neutron in a potential with Zs symmetry are given
in Fig. At 8 = 0 the single-particle levels are those of the spherical shell
model and can be labelled accordingly. As 3 increases the spherical levels split.
However, since the potential has axial symmetry, the projection of the angular
momentum on the symmetry z-axis, K, is a good quantum number. All levels

are doubly degenerate with =K. The values of K contained in each j level are
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Table 5: Values of K for each j level.

i K
1/2 1/2
3/2 1/2,3/2

5/2 1/2,3/2,5/2
7/2 1/2,3/2,5/2,7/2

K =j,j—1,...,1/2, Table[l In Fig.24] levels are labelled by K and the parity
P = (—)! of the spherical level nlj from which they originate. These quantum
numbers are conserved in the correlation diagram of Fig. Alternatively the
energy levels can be labelled by the molecular notation no K, nwK, ndK, ...
and a g (gerade), u (ungerade) label. Here n = 1,2, ... denotes the 15¢, ond
state, o, 7,9, ... denotes the projection of the orbital angular momentum L on
the z-axis in spectroscopic notation 0 = o, 1 = 7w, 2 = §, ..., K the total
projection including spin, and g, u the parity, g = +, u = —.

The single-particle densities of the three levels K¥ = 3/27,[17,3/2], KT =
1/27,[1m,1/2]) and K¥ = 1/2%,[20,1/2] are shown in Fig. 25 as a function of
B. Tt should be noted that in this case the energy levels and wave functions are
identical to those of the two-center shell model |87, 88]. The idea of molecular
wave functions was introduced by von Oertzen in the 1970’s, and applied to *Be
and B in 1996 [5860]. Fig. 24l is similar to Fig. 1 of [60], except for the fact
that in constructing Fig. a realistic Gaussian potential is used in Eq. (56l
which goes to zero at r — oo, while in [60] a harmonic oscillator potential is

used that goes to infinity at » — oo.

7.2. Equilateral triangle configuration

The energy levels of a neutron in a potential with D3, symmetry are shown
in Fig. At 8 = 0 the levels are again those of the spherical shell-model. As
B increases, the levels split. The resolution of the representations Df of SU(2)

with angular momentum j and parity P into representations of the double group
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Figure 24: Single-particle energies in a cluster potential with Z2 symmetry calculated with
Vo = 20 MeV, Voo = 22 MeV fm?2, and a = 0.1115 fm~2. Reproduced from |61] with

permission.

Dy, which describes fermions is a complicated group-theoretical problem. It was
solved by Koster [89] for applications to crystal physics and by Herzberg |70] for
applications to molecular physics. The solution is given in Table [6, where we
have used a notation more appropriate to nuclear physics [90]. Various notations
are used for representations of D%, , whose conversion is Ei;;) =FE,=0r=

Ej, Ei/}) = E5)p = I's = By and Es)y = FEy)y = I'g = E3, where the first
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Figure 25: Single-particle densities of the states K = 3/2~, 1/2~ and 1/27 in a Z sym-

metric potential with Vo = 20 MeV, Vg g0 = 22 MeV fm? and o = 0.1115 fm—2. The color

code is in fm~3. Reproduced from B] with permission.

notation is the nuclear physics notation @], the second is that of Herzberg H],
the third is that of Koster ] and the fourth is that of Hamermesh [91].

The representations F

(+)
1/2°

E

(=)
1/2

and Ej3/o can be further decomposed into
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Table 6: Resolution of rotational states into irreducible representations of D’Sh.

r; Tg Ty r; Tg Ty [89
D} | By Bl Bwy| DY O|E) By Esp [90]
12 | 1 0 0 | 1/2= | o0 1 0
3/2¢ | 1 0 1 | 3/27 | o 1 1
5/2F | 1 1 1 | 5/27 | 1 1 1
7/2¢ | 1 2 1| 7/27 | 2 1 1
9/2+ | 1 2 2 | 9/27 | 2 1 2
112+ | 2 2 2 [11/27 | 2 2 2
13/2+ | 3 2 2 [13/27| 2 3 2

values of K [90]

Q=g . KP=1/2%

= fiye
K=3n+1/2 P=(-)"
_ (= . P _ -
Q—E1/2 : KT =1/2
K=3n+1/2 P =(—)"t!
Q=F3»n : K= (3n-3/2)* (63)
with n = 1,2,3,..., and K > 0. The angular momenta are given by J =
K, K+1,K+2,.... As a result, the rotational sequences for each one of the

irreps of D}, are given by (see also Table [G)

1+ 3+ 5% 7+ /77\?
Qa=pe") . JP=2 2 2 - (:
1/2 J 252525 ’ 2 ’

2

9
2 2
_ 1= 3= 5% /7t\° 77 /9"\" 9~
Q=pg7) . gP== 2 2 (L — (= Z
1/2 2 72 52 b 2 72 9 2 52 b
9
2

Q=Ey, : JF==2 (64)
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Figure 26: Single-particle energies in a cluster potential with D3; symmetry calculated with

Vo = 13.3 MeV, Voo = 16.9 MeV fm?, a = 0.0872 fm~2. Reproduced from [61] with

permission.

7.8. Tetrahedral configuration

The energy levels of a neutron in a potential with Ty symmetry are shown
in Fig. The resolution of single-particles levels j¥ into representations of
T} is given in Table [l In this table, the notation of [89] is used as well as the

notation appropriate to nuclear physics. The conversion between our notation
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Table 7: Resolution of rotational states into irreducible representations of T(Q.

Ts Iy s Ts r; Tg [89
DP | B By Gap| DY By By Gap o [90)
1/2+ 1 0 0 1/2- 0 1 0
3/2F 0 0 1 3/2” 0 0 1
5/2+ 0 1 1 5/2~ 1 0 1
7/2+ 1 1 1 7/2” 1 1 1
9/2+ 1 0 2 9/2~ 0 1 2
/2t | 1 1 2 | 11/27 | 1 1 2
13/2t | 1 2 2 | 13/2= | 2 1 2
15/2t | 1 1 3 |15/27 | 1 1 3
17/2+ | 2 1 3 117/27| 1 2 3
19/2t | 2 2 3 119/27 | 2 2 3
21/2t | 1 2 4 | 21/27 | 2 1 4
23/2% | 2 2 4 | 23/27 | 2 2 4
25/2% | 3 2 4 | 25/27 | 2 3 4

and that of others is E\}) = By, = I'¢ = B{, B{,) = By, = Iy = E} and
G3/o = G32 = 's = G, where the second notation is that of Herzberg [70], the
third is that of Koster [89] and the fourth is that of Hamermesh [91].

In this case the projection of the angular momentum K is not a good quan-

tum number. From Table [1 one obtains directly the values of the angular

momentum contained in each representation Ei;rz) , Ei/_z) and Gg/9

0=pgt . JPZEJF 5" Zi 9% 1 *

1/2 2 72 72 72 72 bR
Qg . gp_ LT 5T TEOT LE
Tz o 279272 72 79 7
3F 5% 7 /9E\? /11%\?
0=aG o JgP=2 2 = Z = 65
3/2 272725<2)7<2 >5 ( )
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Figure 27: Single-particle energies in a cluster potential with T; symmetry calculated with

Vo = 10 MeV, Vpso = 13.4 MeV fm?, o = 0.0729 fm~2. Reproduced from [61] with permis-

sion.

7.4. Energy formulas
We consider here the rotational and vibrational spectra of rigid configu-

rations. Only the dumbbell and equilateral triangle configurations have been

analyzed so far.
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7.4.1. Dumbbell configuration
The rotational spectra of a dumbbell configuration can be analyzed with the

energy formula [62]

Erot(Q;Kv J) = EQ"'AQ [J(J+1)_K2
tag(-1)T VAT +1/2)1p] o (66)
where J = K, K + 1, K + 2,.... The energy levels depend on the inertial

parameter Ag = h? /2Z, where 7 is the moment of inertia, and on the so-called
decoupling parameter ag [92]
. 2
ap = = Y (=1 +1/2) [ O] (67)
nlj

where the expansion coefficients are given by Eq. ([62) and Q is restricted to
states with K = 1/2. Eq. (66]) is identical to that used in the collective model
which describes the rigid motion of an ellipsoidal shape [92]. The moment of
inertia Z in odd nuclei can be obtained by adding the contribution of the odd

particles Z" to that of the cluster Z°¢
7 =1I4+1I", (68)

where Z¢ is given in Eq. (44)). The assumption here is that the odd particle
is dragged along in a rigid fashion. The odd particle contribution to the three

components of the moment of inertia can be calculated as

= m/<y2+z2>|m|2d3r,
I = m/(z2+x2) |XQ|2d3r,
o= m / (2 + ) [xal? dr | (69)

where m is the nucleon mass, and g is the intrinsic wave function of Eq. (62)).
The vibrational spectra of a dumbbell configuration plus additional particles

can be analyzed with the formula
Euin(Q,v0) = wava , (70)
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where the zero-point energy has been removed. There is in this case only one

vibrational quantum number v = 0,1,..., as in Eq. (I6]).

7.4.2. Equilateral triangle configuration
An expression similar to Eq. (66]) applies to the rotational energy levels of

an equilateral triangle configuration. The rotational formula is

Et(LK,J) = eq+Aq [J(J+1)+boK?
tag(~1)TVAT 1)) (D)
where £q is the intrinsic energy, Aq = K2 /2T the inertial parameter, bg a

Coriolis term, and aq the decoupling parameter. The latter term applies only
to representations {2 = Eﬁg and KT = 1/2i. Aq, bo and ag can be calculated
as in the previous subsection. For each intrinsic state €2, the values of K are
given by Eq. (63) and J = K, K+1,.... We note here that the rotational bands
for a triangular configuration are different from those of a dumbbell and of the
collective model [64] since they include several values of K as given in Eq. (G3).
The vibrational spectra of a triangular configuration can be analyzed with the

formula [90]

E,ib(Q; v10,v20,V30) = wiaVio + w20 + w3qlsa , (72)

where again the zero-point energy has been removed. There are here three
vibrational quantum numbers and therefore the situation is more complex than
in the case of a dumbbell configuration. In Fig. 28 the expected vibrational

levels of a triangular configuration are shown.

7.5. Electromagnetic transition probabilities

Electromagnetic transition probabilities and moments can be calculated in
the same way as in the collective model. The wave functions are factorized as
a product of the intrinsic wave functions, xq, obtained as in Sect. [T, the vibra-

tional functions of the cluster ¥y, which depend on the vibrational quantum
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Figure 28: Vibrational spectra of a triangular configuration.

numbers v; and a rotational part which is that of the symmetric top,

2J +1

G [xo,k DSP i (0) + (=) ¥xo,_kD§)_ 1 (€1)] | (73)

where 2, K labels the intrinsic state, J the angular momentum, and M and K
its projection on the z-axis and the symmetry axis, respectively. Eq. ([3) is
valid when K is a good quantum number, as is the case for the dumbbell and
equilateral triangle configuration.

The electric and magnetic multipole operators in the laboratory frame are

written as a sum of single-particle and cluster contributions

Mel()‘a M) = T;ZSP + TAEZC 3

Mmag()\a 1)

T)r\iag@p + T)r\iagp ) (74)

The matrix elements of the operators in Eq. (74]) can be calculated in the stan-
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dard way and the transition probabilities, defined as
BNQGK T = QK J) = [ K, J MM, p)| QK M) (75)
M,p

thus obtained as

B\ K I — K, J)
- ’ (J K" MNE — K'|J,K) (8,0 GP(,Q) + 60,0/ GS)
+(-=D)/TE(J K’ N\, -K — K'|J,-K)

(500 G2 (2. 9) + 500G \2 . (76)

The two terms in Eq. (f8) come from the symmetrization of the wave function

in Eq. ([@3)), and

GV (2, 8) (xe.x [Mx =k —K'| X k)
GY () = (xao -k |Mxru— kx| X x) - (77)

The second term in Eq. (70) contributes only in the case A > K + K.

Similarly, the electric multipole moments are defined in the usual fashion as

1
QW(K,J) = ,/% (K, J, M = J|Ma(\0)| K, J,M = J)

167
- K K
S (KO K (.0, 017,.7)
< (GP(@.0) + G55 (78)
and the magnetic multipoles as
1
uN(EK,T) = QA—L (K, J, M = J [Muag(A,0)| Q K, J, M = J)
= AT KOO K (A 01, )
- 2A + 1 b b) b b) b) b) b b)
x (G, Q) + aEe) (79)

Electromagnetic transition rates and moments in odd nuclei have contributions

from both the single particle and the cluster, Eq. (7). The single-particle
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contribution is written in the standard form [93, |94]

T)il;jp = GCHT‘AY)\# (95 ¢) )
he 2 -\ =
mag,sp _ — A
e = 2 (0 ogal) T PTu00) . 50)
where e is the effective charge center-of-mass corrected [94]
Ze
e:sz = e+t (_1)>\E )
Ze
n o A
Ceff = (_1) F ’ (81)
and the g-factors are given by
g¥ = +5.5855, g =1,
gy = —3.8256 , g =0. (82)

The cluster contribution depends on the vibrational quantum numbers v; and
on the charge and magnetization distribution. The electric cluster contribution
can be evaluated using the algebraic cluster model (ACM) described in Sect. 2]

and it depends on the configuration.

7.5.1. Dumbbell configuration

For the dumbbell configuration

ZB ey
Gel,c _ , 83
= (53)
with ¢y = v2X+ 1 with A =even =0,2,4,... (see Eq. [21)..
7.5.2. Equilateral triangle configuration
For the equilateral triangle configuration
ZB ¢
1, A
G = (84)

Var
where ¢ is given by Eq. [BI).
The magnetic cluster contribution is rather difficult to evaluate. Since the

cluster is composed of spin-less a-particles
GY*®° =0, (85)

has been taken in all calculations performed so far.
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7.6. Form factors in electron scatterng

Form factors in electron scattering can also be split into a single-particle and

collective cluster contribution,
Fli— fiq) = FP@i— fiq) + F(i = fiq) . (86)

The single-particle contribution F*P gives rise to longitudinal electric, transverse
magnetic and transverse electric form factors. These contributions were derived
in the laboratory frame by De Forest and Walecka [95]. They were converted
to the intrinsic frame in [62], where explicit expressions are given. Since the
cluster contribution is composed of spin-less a-particles, it is assumed that the

cluster contribution F¢ applies only to the longitudinal form factors.

7.6.1. Dumbbell configuration

For the dumbbell configuration
FULK = J,K'5q) = Sk (LK NO|J, K'Y exja(qB)e T4 | (87)

where A = even = 0,2, .... Here o and 8 are the parameters of the cluster den-
sity of Eq. (#IJ). For odd multipolarities it has a more complicated dependence

on f3, as discussed in [62].

7.6.2. Equilateral triangle configuration

In this case, the cluster contribution is given by
FS(LK = J K'5q) = bk (LK N0 | J K'Y exja(qBe /% | (88)

where A =0,2,3,4,..., as in Eq. (2.

8. Evidence for cluster structure in odd nuclei

The CSM provides a simple way to analyze cluster structures in ka+x nuclei,
in particular odd nuclei (x = 1), consistent with the Pauli principle. To this end,
one places nucleons in the single-particle orbitals of Figs. 24l 28] and 27 but with

no two particles in the same level. For example, the ground state of ?Be is the
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configuration [lo,1/2]% [10,1/2)? [17,3/2], where the molecular notation has
been used. For z > 1, one can use the same approach as in the spherical shell
model or in the deformed shell model by introducing an effective interaction
between the valence x-particles and diagonalizing this interaction in the cluster
shell model basis. Preliminary results have been obtained for 1°Be, 1B (z = 2).
In the following subsections, however, we analyze only cluster structures in
nuclei with Z, symmetry plus one particle, °Be and B, and in nuclei with Dy,
symmetry plus one particle, '3C. The study of nuclei with T; symmetry plus
one particle, 170 and 'F, and of nuclei with Zs, Ds;, and T symmetry plus
two particles, 1°Be, 14C and '30, is planned for future investigations. We note
here that while the case of the two-center shell model (Z; symmetry) has been
extensively investigated [87, 88], the three- and four-center shell model has not

been studied within the context of nuclear physics.

8.1. Energy levels

8.1.1. Dumbbell configuration

The energy spectrum of ?Be is shown in Fig. where it is compared with
the experimental spectrum. Three rotational bands have been observed with
KP =3/27,1/27 and 1/2% which can be assigned to the representations Q =
[1m,3/2], [1m,1/2], [2041/2], respectively. It is convenient to visualize the three
bands by plotting the energies of each level as a function of J(J + 1) as shown
in Fig. It is seen that the band with K = 1/2% has a large decoupling
parameter. The ACM appears to describe the energy levels well, including the
large decoupling of the K = 1/2%.

Table[8lshows a comparison between the experimental inertia and decoupling
parameters, Ag and ag. The agreement is remarkable in view of the fact that
there are no free parameters that have been adjusted, the value of 8 having
been fixed from the moment of inertia of ®Be.

The same situation occurs for the nucleus °B. In Fig. BIl the spectrum of B
is shown in comparison with CSM. The Coulomb displacement energies between

states in Be and °B are calculated well as shown in Table [ [62]. Rotational
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Figure 29: Comparison between the theoretical and experimental [63] spectrum of “Be. The

dashed region is given by the width of the states. Reproduced from [62] with permission.
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Figure 30: Rotational bands in 9Be. Reproduced from [62] with permission.

Table 8: Inertia parameters and decoupling parameters in ?Be [62].

9Be

AQ (MGV) aq

Exp Calc Exp Calc
KP =3/2~ 0.486 +£0.024 0.441
KP =1/2% 0.385+0.019 0.387 1.61£0.08 1.48
KP =1/2" 0.542 +£0.054 0.420 0.89 £0.09 0.77
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Table 9: Coulomb displacement energies in MeV. The experimental uncertainty is estimated

from the width of the states in YBe and 9B.

K? CSM Exp

3/27  1.92 1.8440.02
1/2= 164 1.81+0.36
1/2%  1.46 1.76 £0.52

°B Th Exp
” A

E(MeV)

712
4 5/2 52
3127
. e vz
[E—
2 _ 112%)
K=1/2 2
K=1/2 Ktz K=1/2
Of ———=3/2" —_—% 0.1851
K=3/2 K=3/2 Berp

Figure 31: Comparison between the theoretical and experimental [63] spectrum of °B. The
observed level at 1.5 MeV is tentatively assigned as J© = 1/2% and that at 4.8 MeV to 3/2+

in analogy with Be. Reproduced from [62] with permission.

bands in °B are shown in Fig.

8.1.2. Equilateral triangle configuration

The rotational bands of 3C are shown in Fig. B3l top (experiment) and
bottom (CSM). It appears that two rotational bands with Q = E§72) and ESLQ)
have been observed. In addition, it also appears that a vibrational band with
Q= Ei/_z) has been observed analogous to the Hoyle band in 12C. A striking

result here is that the angular momentum content of each observed band is what

expected on the basis of Dgy, triangular symmetry, as shown in Fig. 34l
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Figure 32: Rotational bands in 9B. Reproduced from B} with permission.

8.2. Electromagnetic transition rates

8.2.1. Dumbbell configuration

Extensive calculations of electromagnetic transition rates have been done in
9Be and B @] Here we show some selected results. Electric transitions within
a rotational band are dominated by the cluster contribution. For the ground

state rotational band with K¥ = 3/2~ we have
5
B(E2:3/2,0' = 3/2,J) = (Zef*) - |(7',3/2.2,017.3/2) . (89)
™

and quadrupole moment

QP (3/2,7) = 4/ m{ZeBQ@ (J,3/2,2,00J,3/2)(J,J,2,0|.J,J) . (90)

Inserting the value of 8 as determined from the moment of inertia of ®Be we
obtain the results of Table X. The agreement between theory and experiment is
excellent and provides the strongest argument for the cluster structure of "Be
seen as °Be + n.

Magnetic transitions within a rotational band are determined by the single-

particle contribution. For the ground state rotational band with K* = 3/2~
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Table 10: Electromagnetic moments and transitions in 9Be. Experimental data are taken

from |74] and theoretical CSM results from [62].

Exp CSM

Q(3/27) 5.288 4 0.038 530  efm?
B(E2;3/2~ —5/27) 40.54 3.0 35.9  e%fm?
B(E2;3/2~ = 17/27) 1848 20.0  e2fm?

1(3/27) —1.1778 £0.0009 —1.13 puy
B(M1;3/2~ —5/27) 0.82 +0.03 0.35  e2fm?

we have
B(M1;3/2,0' = 3/2,J) = |(J',3/2,1,017,3/2)] |G, (3/2))> ,  (91)

and quadrupole moment

pM(3/2,0) = @(J,3/2,1,0|J,3/2) (J,J,1,01,J) GF(3/2) | (92)

where G is given by Eq. (T7). Inserting gy = —3.8256 gives the results of
Table The magnetic moment is well reproduced while B(M1) is a factor of
~ 2 smaller than the experimental value. (The units of B(M1) are those used

in electron scattering [96].)

8.2.2. Equilateral triangle configuration

Some calculations are available for electromagnetic transition rates in 3C.
Table [[1] shows results for electric transitions in the ground state band, repre-
sentation 2 = Ei/}) of Df,. One should note the large B(E3) value for the
transition 5/2% — 1/27.

8.3. Form factors in electron scattering
8.3.1. Dumbbell configuration

Extensive calculations of form factors have been done in ?Be [62], including

longitudinal electric, transverse magnetic and transverse electric form factors.
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Table 11: B(EL) values in '3C. Experimental data are taken from |97] and theoretical CSM

results from [90].

Exp CSM

B(F2;3/2~ —1/27) 64+15 83 ¢ fm*
B(F2;5/2~ - 1/27) 56+04 55 e fm*
B(E3;5/2% —1/27) 100+£40 42  e*fm®

Here we show in Fig. only selected results. As one can see from this figure,
longitudinal electric form factors dominated by the cluster contribution are very
well described by CSM, while magnetic transverse form factors dominated by
the single-particle contribution are not, especially for the ground state J*© =
3/27, in spite of the fact that the magnetic moment is calculated very well,
see Table The same problem appears in large shell model calculations as
reported in [96]. The disagreement may be due to an inconsistency between
experiments measuring the magnetic moments and those extracting the form

factors from electron scattering.

8.3.2. Equilateral triangle configuration

Only some longitudinal electric form factors have been calculated so far in
13C. Fig. shows the results for £2 form factors for the ground state band.
Particularly noteworthy is the fact that the two form factors in Fig. [36] are

expected to be identical in the Dj; symmetry, and indeed appear to be so.

9. Softness and higher-order corrections

For the two configurations discussed in the previous sections, dumbbell and
equilateral triangle, the effect of softness can be analyzed by modifying the

rotational formula to

Et(Q,K,J) = cq+Ag[J(J+1)+noJ*(J + 1) + bo K>

tandi (1) AT +1/2)] L (93)
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Figure 35: Comparison between calculated and experimental @} form factors of 9Be for
members of the ground-state rotational band with K = 3/2~. Top panels: Longitudinal
form factors. Bottom panels: Transverse magnetic form factors. Experimental data from @]

Adapted from @] with permission.

where e, Aq, bo and aq have the same meaning as in Eq. ([T, and nq is a

stretching parameter. Similarly, the vibrational energy needs to be modified to
Euib(Qv0) = wava + zqvd | (94)

for a dumbbell configuration, and

3 3
Euib (010, v20,v30) = E winVin + E Tij,QUiQUQ (95)
i1

i>j=1

for a triangular configuration. The values of z;; o are the anharmonicities.
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10. Summary and conclusions

In this article, the cluster structure of light nuclei has been reviewed. In
the first part, cluster structures in ka nuclei with & = 2 (®Be), k = 3 (*2C)
and k = 4 (1°0) have been analyzed in terms of the algebraic cluster model
(ACM). The advantage of this model is that it produces explicit analytic re-
sults for energies, electromagnetic transition rates and form factors in electron
scattering. Evidence for a cluster dumbbell configuration in ®Be, an equilateral
triangle configuration in '2C and a tetrahedral configuration in O has been
presented. This evidence confirms early suggestions [6, 7, [12] for the occurrence
of these configurations in 8Be, '2C and 0. The ACM makes use of algebraic
methods adapted to the symmetry of the structure which is Zs (dumbbell), D3y,
(equilateral triangle) and Ty (tetrahedron). These symmetries are exploited to
obtain the analytic results that are used to analyze experimental data.

In the second part, cluster structures of ka + x nuclei are analyzed in terms
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of a cluster shell model (CSM). The advantage of this model is that single par-
ticle levels in cluster potentials with arbitrary discrete symmetry can be easily
calculated. The three cases of single-particle levels in cluster potentials with
discrete symmetry Zs, D3y, Ty are shown explicitly. Here again the use of sym-
metry considerations plays an important role, particularly in the classification
of states through the use of the double groups Z5, D, , T);. Evidence for cluster
structures in the odd nuclei °Be, B (k = 2, x = 1) and 3C (k. = 3, z = 1)
is presented. This evidence demonstrates that cluster structures survive the
addition of one nucleon, and confirms early suggestions [57-60] that spectra of
8Be and B can be well described as 8Be plus one particle.

We emphasize that in the ACM and the CSM most results can be obtained
in terms of a single parameter, 3, which represents the distance from the center
of mass of the « particles to the center of mass of the nucleus. The value of this
parameter is ~ 2 fm for all nuclei described in this review. This is an astonishing
result which supports the “simplicity in complexity” program advocated by the
authors.

In this program of investigation of cluster structures in light nuclei what
remains to be done is: (1) in even nuclei the study of 2°Ne (k = 5), Mg (k = 6)
and 28Si (k = 7) suggested in [6, 7] to have bi-pyramidal (k = 5), octahedral
or bi-pyramidal (k = 6) and stacked triangular body-centered (k = 7) structure
with symmetry Dsp, Oy, or Doy, Dsp, or Ds,, respectively; (2) in odd nuclei, the
study of 170, "F (k = 4, 2 = 1) and, most importantly, the study of ka + @
nuclei with = > 1, especially °Be, 1°B and 'Be suggested in [57, [58] to have
a dumbbell configuration plus x = 2 and = = 3 particles. The case of "Be
and 'Be is particularly timely since many experimental studies of these nuclei
have been done in recent times. A preliminary calculation of 'Be within the
framework of the CSM plus residual interactions has been done, which appears
to indicate that cluster structures even survive the addition of two nucleons.

Most importantly, the review presented here in which most results are given
in explicit analytic form, provides benchmarks for microscopic studies of cluster

structures in light nuclei.
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Appendix A. Permutation symmetry

For k identical clusters, the Hamiltonian has to be invariant under their
permutation. Therefore, the eigenstates can be classified according to the rep-
resentations of the permutation group Sk. The permutation symmetry of k
objects is determined by the transposition P(12) and the cyclic permutation
P(12---k) (see Table ). All other permutations can be expressed in terms
of these elementary ones [69]. In this appendix we review the construction of
eigenfunctions of the ACM Hamiltonian with definite permutation symmetry
for cluster composed of k = 2, 3 and 4 a-particles, and clarify the notation used

in Tables 2 and [3 [63].

Appendiz A.1. Dumbbell configuration

For the permutation of two objects there are two different symmetry classes
characterized by the Young tableaux [2] and [11]. Due to the isomorphism
So ~ Zj, the three symmetry classes can also be labeled by the irreducible
representations of the point group Zs as [2] ~ A and [11] ~ B (Table [).

The permutation symmetry can be determined by considering the transpo-

sition P(12)

pany [ ) = (P ° va ) (A.1)

¥B 0 -1 ¥B
In the ACM, the transformation properties under Sy ~ Z5 follow from those

of the building blocks. Algebraically, the transposition can be expressed as

st st 1 1 0 st
P(12) ) = Uy ) U, = ; , (A.2)
b}, b}, 0 —1 b,
with
Un = b, (A.3)

where b}:bp is a shorthand notation for ) b};mbp’m. The scalar boson, sf,
transforms as the symmetric representation [2] ~ A, whereas the vector Jacobi

boson, bz, transforms as the antisymmetric representation [11] ~ B.
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The discrete symmetry ¢ of a given wave function can be determined by

evaluating the matrix element
(o] P(12) [thr) = (4e| Ur [the) = £1 . (A.4)

Appendiz A.2. Equilateral triangular configuration

For the permutation of three objects there are three different symmetry
classes characterized by the Young tableaux [3], [21] and [111]. Due to the
isomorphism S3 ~ D3, the three symmetry classes can also be labeled by the
irreducible representations of the dihedral group D3 as [3] ~ Ay, [21] ~ F, and
[111] ~ As, with dimensions 1, 2 and 1, respectively (Table ().

In this case, the permutation symmetry can be determined by considering
the transposition P(12) and the cyclic permutation P(123). The transformation
properties of the three different symmetry classes under P(12) and P(123) are

given by
Pa, 1 00 0 ba,
0 -1 0 0
paz | Y | = Vel (A
Vi, 0 01 0 Vp,
P, 0 00 -1 b,
and
Va, 1 0 0 0 ba,
0 -1 & 9
pazsy| VP | = 27 Ve | (A.6)
(LN 0 —% —3 0 (N
P, 0o 0 o0 1 ba,

In the ACM, the transformation properties under S3 ~ Dj3 follow from those
of the building blocks. Algebraically, the transposition and cyclic permutation
can be expressed in terms of the generators b;rbj =3 bl bjm that act in

m “i,m

index space (i,j = p, A). The transposition is given by

st st 1 0 0 st
P2)| bl | =Uu| b, |Us' =10 -1 0 ol | . (AT
bl bl 0 0 1 b
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where Uy, is given by Eq. (A3), and the cyclic permutation by

st st
PA23) | b | = Ua | 5 | US4
bl b
1 0 0 st
- 0o -1 XL N (A-8)
VAL
with
Usye = T 0bbob50) (0102 —005) | (A.9)

and § = arctan+/3. The scalar boson, s, transforms as the symmetric repre-
sentation [3] ~ Aj, whereas the two vector Jacobi bosons, bz and b;, transform
as the two components of the mixed symmetry representation [21] ~ E.

The discrete symmetry ¢t of a given wave function can be determined by

evaluating the matrix elements

(V| P(12) |¢1)
(el P(123) [¢01)

(e Uy [the) = £1,
(t| Ucyer |92) (A.10)

and comparing with Eqs. (A5) and (A6).

Appendiz A.3. Tetrahedral configuration

For the permutation of four objects there are five different symmetry classes
characterized by the Young tableaux [4], [31], [211], [22] and [1111]. Due to
the isomorphism with the tetrahedral group Sy ~ Ty, the five symmetry classes
can also be labeled by the irreducible representations of the point group 7T, as
[4] ~ A1, [31] ~ Fy, [22] ~ E, [211] ~ F; and [1111] ~ As, with dimensions 1,
3, 2, 3 and 1, respectively (Table []).

The transformation properties of the five different symmetry classes under
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the transposition P(12) and the cyclic permutation P(1234) are given by

P(12)

P(12)

P(12)

and

P(1234)

P(1234)

P(1234)

a,
VE,
VE,
P,

VE,,
1/}F2A
Yry,

Yy,
1/}F1A
Yy,

Ya,
Vg,
VE,
Y,

Vr,,
Vp,,
VF,,
Vry,
Vry,
Vry,

1 0
0 -1
0 0
0 0
-1 0

0 1

0 0
1 0
0 -1
0 0

s} (an] (an] —
s} Miﬂ = O
w

0 0 VA,
0 0 ’l/JEp
1 0 VE,
0 -1 VA,
0 VE,,
O 1/}F2>\ 9
1 VEy,
0 VE,
0 Ve, | (A.11)
-1 Vry,
0 0 Va,
= 0 || vm,
_% 0 1/}E>\
0 1 VA,
@ O wF?P
_% ? (DN )
_\/?5 _% dJan
@ 0 wFlp
% _g (LI (A'12)
g % dJFm

In the ACM, the transformation properties under Sy ~ T, follow from those

of the building blocks. The transposition is given by

ST

= Utr

-1
Utr -
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where Uy, is given by Eq. (A3), and the cyclic permutation by

st st
b b
P23 [ 7| = Ugal| ! |Ush
by by
b b}
1 0 0 0 st
0 -1 ¥ b
= 2 2 p I’ (A14)
0 —-1. _1 8 bl
2/3 6 3 A
Va2l
0 -3 ~3 T3 bj?
with
Usyel = /™ (OhbotblorTbb0) o1 (002 —bLb,) o02(bby—b]bs) (A.15)

and 0; = arctan+/3 and f; = arctan+/8. The scalar boson, sf, transforms
as the symmetric representation [4] ~ A;, whereas the three vector Jacobi
bosons, b};, b; and b);, transform as the three components of the mixed symmetry
representation [31] ~ Fy.

The discrete symmetry ¢ of a given wave function can be determined by

evaluating the matrix elements

<1/)t|P(12) |1/)t> = <1/)t| Ut |1/)t> = =*1,
(e P(1234) [thr) = (i| Ueyar |91) (A.16)

and comparing with Eqgs. (A.11) and (A.12)).
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