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Abstract

The observed properties of the low-lying collective states of 96Zr are

investigated within the geometrical collective model. The quadrupole-

collective Bohr Hamiltonian with the potential having spherical and axially-

symmetric deformed minima is applied. The role of triaxiality is investi-

gated by rotating the potential in γ-degree of freedom so that the deformed

minimum occurs at various axially asymmetric shapes. The change of ex-

citation energies and reduced matrix elements of quadrupole transitions

with increase of triaxiliaty is analyzed.

PACS: 21.10.Re, 21.10.Ky, 21.60.Ev

1 Introduction

The gradual transition from spherical to deformed shapes is known to occur in
isotopic chains of many nuclei. The notable feature of nuclear structure in A ≈
100 nuclei, and in Zr isotopes in particular, is an abrupt change of shape [1, 2].
In the previous work [3, 4] it was shown that the low energy structure of 96Zr
can be satisfactorily described within the framework of the geometric collective
model using the Bohr Hamiltonian. The dependence of the potential energy
on the parameters of the quadrupole deformation β and γ was fixed for the
best description of the experimental data on the excitation energies and reduced
transition probabilities B(E2; 2+2 → 0+2 ), B(E2; 2+1 → 0+1 ) and B(E2; 2+2 → 0+1 )
The resulting potential has two minima - spherical and deformed, separated by
a barrier, which explains the coexistence of forms found in this nucleus [5, 6].
In [3, 4], the deformed minimum was assumed to have an axial symmetry. It
is interesting, however, to investigate to which extend the assumption of axial
symmetry is important to reproduce the experimental data on 96Zr.

2 Model

Following the considerations outlined in [3], the model Hamiltonian is:

H = − ~
2

2B0

(

1

β4

∂

∂β
β4 ∂

∂β
+

1

β2 sin 3γ

∂

∂γ
sin 3γ

∂

∂γ

+

3
∑

k=1

Ĵ2
k

4brotβ2 sin
(

γ − 2πk
3

)

)

+ V (β, γ), (1)
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where

brot =

{

1 if β ≤ βm,

bdef < 1 if β > βm.
(2)

The value of brot is obtained by fitting the energy of the lowest 2+ state localized
in deformed minimum, that is 2+2 state. The transition from the spherical to the
deformed value of brot occurs at β = βm, where βm is selected in the vicinity of
the maximum of the barrier separating spherical and deformed potential wells.
Our calculations show that the exact value of βm does not affect the calculation
results.

The eigenfunctions of the Hamiltonian (1) are obtained as a series expansion

ΨnIM =
∑

i

cni Ri(β)Υ
IM
i (γ,Ω), (3)

where ΥIM
nγ

is the SO(5)⊃SO(3) spherical harmonics and Rnβ
is the eigenfunc-

tions of the Hamiltonian of the five-dimensional harmonic oscillator. The con-
struction of ΥIM

i (γ,Ω) is described in [7,8]. In Eq. (3), the angular momentum
and its projection on the laboratory axis are denoted as I and M , respectively.

Using the obtained wave functions, the reduced matrix elements of the elec-
tric quadrupole transition are calculated. The collective quadrupole operator is
taken in the standard form:

Qcoll
2µ =

3Ze

4π
R2

0

(

β cos γD2
µ0(Ω) +

1√
2
β sin γ

(

D2
µ2(Ω)

+D2
µ−2(Ω)

))

, (4)

where R0 is the radius of the equivalent spherical nucleus, and Z is the charge
number of the nucleus.

3 Potential enegry

In Ref. [3], the potential energy V (β, γ) was chosen in the form:

V (β, γ) = U(β) + Cγβ
3(1− cos 3γ), (5)

to ensure that the deformed minimum occurs at γ = 0. This form of potential
energy provides a weak γ-dependence at small β due to the factor β3. The value
U(β) of the potential energy at γ = 0 and the parameter Cγ , which determines
the rigidity of the potential relative to γ in the deformed minimum, are chosen
so as to reproduce the experimental data. Ultimately, Cγ was fixed at 50 MeV
in order to reproduce a reasonable value of the γ vibration frequency, close to
1.5 MeV. The deformation at the second minimum was taken equal to β = 0.24
in accordance with the experimental value of B(E2; 2+2 → 0+2 ).

In order to investigate how the description of the experimental data changes
when the deformed minimum is shifted to the region of non-axial deformation,
we calculate spectrum and transition probabilities with the potential

Ṽ (β, γ) = U(β) + Cγβ
3(1 − cos (3[γ − γ0])), (6)
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Figure 1: Potential energy V (β, γ) with deformed minimum at γ = 0, 15 and
30◦ respectively.
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Figure 2: Dependence of some reduced transition probabilities on the rotation
angle γ0.

obtained by the rotation of the potential V (β, γ) through the angle γ0. Since
moments of inertia are assumed to be independent of deformation, the Hamil-
tonian (1) is symmetric with respect to the change of γ0 to π/3 − γ0, where
0 6 γ0 6 π/6. In particular, cases of prolate (γ0 = 0◦) and oblate (γ0 = 60◦)
deformations are equivalent. Thus, it is sufficient to diagonalize Hamiltonian
(1) with potential energy Ṽ (β, γ) only for 0 6 γ0 6 π/6. As an example, the
potential energy surfaces with a deformed minimum at γ = 0◦, 15◦ and 30◦ are
shown In Fig. 1.

4 Results

In Fig. 2 the dependences of the reduced probabilities of some electromagnetic
transitions on the rotation angle γ0 are shown. We see that with few excep-
tions, B(E2)’s weakly depend on the triaxiality of potential. For the transitions
between states localized in spherical well this behaviour can be explained as
due to fact that the region of the potential close to β = 0 practically does not
change upon rotation. Indeed, in Fig. 3 the weights of various K components of
wave functions of excited states are shown. We see that structure of 2+1 and 4+1
states almost independent on γ0. Similarly the energies of these levels change
smoothly (see Table 1).

For the transitions between states lying in deformed well and between states
belonging to different regions of deformation, the situation is more complicated.
In Fig. 2 we see an exceptional behaviour of the transitions from the 4+2 excited
state, namely, B(E2; 4+2 → 2+1 ) and B(E2; 4+2 → 2+2 ).

We see that the strength of these transitions decreases almost to zero with
γ0 approaching 30◦. Analyzing the structure of the wave function of 4+2 state we
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Figure 3: Dependence of the weights of the components on the rotation angle
γ0.

Table 1: Calculated energy levels depending on the rotation angle γ0, experi-
mental data are taken from [9].

γ0, deg 0 5 10 15 20 25 30 exp

E(0+2 ) 1.58 1.38 1.30 1.24 1.20 1.17 1.17 1.58
E(0+3 ) 2.44 2.22 2.15 2.12 2.11 2.12 2.14 2.70
E(2+1 ) 1.72 1.59 1.56 1.54 1.52 1.51 1.51 1.75
E(2+2 ) 2.24 2.00 1.93 1.90 1.89 1.90 1.91 2.23
E(2+3 ) 2.97 2.69 2.56 2.43 2.30 2.21 2.18 2.67
E(3+1 ) 4.21 3.76 3.56 3.39 3.26 3.18 3.15 2.44
E(4+1 ) 2.98 2.69 2.60 2.55 2.53 2.53 2.53 2.86
E(4+2 ) 3.45 3.20 3.16 3.14 3.13 3.13 3.14 3.08
E(4+3 ) 4.17 3.76 3.59 3.44 3.31 3.22 3.18 3.18

see that for γ0 > 15◦ component of the wave function with K = 4 starts rapidly
to grow. Thus the contribution from the first term of the quadrupole operator
(4) connecting the components with ∆K = 0 decreases, while the contribution
(which has a different sign) of the second term Qcoll

2µ (∆K = 2), increases.
An interesting behaviour is demonstrated by the transition probability be-

tween 2+2 states: B(E2; 2+2 → 2+1 ). We see that this matrix element decreases
to zero with γ0 increase. Again, this can be explained by the fact that, due to
the increase of K = 2 components of corresponding wave functions, ∆K = 2
part of Qcoll

2µ operator tends to cancel ∆K = 0 part. The experimental value of

B(E2; 2+2 → 2+1 ) = 2.8 W.u. Therefore, to describe this probability correctly,
only slight degree of triaxiality of potential energy can be assumed.

5 Conclusion

The influence of nonaxiality on the description of experimental data on 96Zr is in-
vestigated. In particular, the dependence of the energy levels and reduced prob-
abilities of quadrupole transitions on the rotation angle of the potential surface
is analyzed. The main role on the behavior of the probabilities of quadrupole
transitions is played by the relative weights of the components with different
value of projection K of angular momentum on the symmetry axis. As the an-
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gle of rotation increases, the influence of the component with K 6= 0 increases.
This effect leads to the decrease of the probabilities of the transition between
the states associated with different deformations. Therefore, one can conclude
that in order to describe the experimental data on shape coexistence in 96Zr the
deformed minimum of the potential energy should be axially-symmetric or have
only slight degree of triaxiliaty. This results supports the assumptions used in
our previous papers [3, 4].
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