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The shape of a nucleus is one of fundamental nuclear properties. We perform a systematic investigation
of bubble nuclei that also exhibit shape coexistence in Hf, W, Os, Pt and Hg even-even isotopes using the
deformed relativistic Hartree-Bogoliubov theory in continuum. For a systematic study, we first consider nuclear
bubble structures and shape coexistence separately. We confirm that deformations and pairing correlations hinder
bubble structures by comparing our results with those from relativistic continuum Hartree-Bogoliubov theory
that assumes spherical symmetry in nuclei. We then predict candidate isotopes with both bubble structure and
shape coexistence. We observe that the depletion fraction factor that characterizes bubble structure is mostly
smaller in oblate deformation than in prolate, while some isotopes such as 206Os have bubble structures both
in oblate and prolate deformations. We compare the proton single-particle energy levels for the candidates of
shape coexistence both with only prolate bubble structure and with prolate and oblate bubble structures.

1. INTRODUCTION

A nucleus, a collection of quantum marbles (nucleons), is
by itself a marvelous object showing variety of characters due
to quantum nature of its constituents. Understanding how nu-
cleons form a nucleus exhibiting exotic features is unques-
tionably an important problem and attracts much attention in
recent years partly thanks to the new generation of rare isotope
beam facilities for production of more exotic nuclei. Eventu-
ally, one has to understand how shell and collective properties
of a nucleus emerge from more fundamental theories such as
quantum chromodynamics.

The shape of a nucleus is one of its most fundamental prop-
erties. Most nuclei have a spherical or ellipsoidal shape. How-
ever, some of them exhibit exotic features such as pear shape,
bubble structure, and shape coexistence. Understanding the
exotic features of nuclei provides insight into how neutrons
and protons form a nucleus.

The bubble structure in nuclei is a novel exotic nuclear phe-
nomenon which is characterized by a depleted central density.
The origin of bubble structure is closely related to a low oc-
cupation of the s-state near the Fermi surface. The first exper-
imental evidence of the bubble structure in the unstable nu-
cleus 34Si was reported using γ-ray spectroscopy in Ref. [1].
Electron scattering on unstable nuclei is the most direct way to
extract the charge density distribution of a nucleus. Recently,
information on the nuclear shape of 132Xe was extracted at
the self-confining radioactive isotope ion target (SCRIT) fa-
cility [2]. Theoretically, there have been ample studies on the
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bubble nuclei [3–18]. Interestingly, the transport model sim-
ulations of heavy ion collisions also showed possible bubble
structures in nuclear matter [19–22]. Recently, a method to
probe the bubble structure in heavy ion collisions using the
π+/π− ratio was suggested [23].

Shape coexistence is another important exotic nuclear prop-
erty. A nucleus can exhibit different nuclear shapes with a
relatively tiny energy difference compared to the total bind-
ing energy. Nuclei that exhibit shape coexistence have several
minima in the potential energy surface or curve. For a detailed
discussion on shape coexistence we refer to [24, 25], and for
recent experimental results we refer to [26–31].

In this work, we seek for an exotic nucleus that exhibits
both bubble structure and shape coexistence in Hf, W, Os, Pt,
and Hg isotopes. To this end, we work in the framework of
the deformed relativistic Hartree-Bogoliubov theory in contin-
uum (DRHBc) [32–35], which includes self-consistently pair-
ing, the continuum and deformation effects, with the PC-PK1
density functional [36]. In DRHBc, the axial deformation is
considered and the coexistence of spherical, oblate and pro-
late shapes can be studied. The effect of pairing and deforma-
tion on bubbles can also be studied. However, since the triaxial
shapes are not included in DRHBc, the shape coexistence with
triaxial shape cannot be investigated in the present work.

The DRHBc theory used in this work has been successfully
applied to various interesting phenomena of exotic nuclei;
e.g., neutron drip line change with axial deformation [37], the
shape decoupling effect which produces different shapes of
core and halo [38–40], and the existence of bound nuclei be-
yond neutron drip line [41–43].

Even though we focus on the PC-PK1 [36], various rel-
ativistic mean-field models have been used to describe the
properties of nuclear ground states and low-lying excited
states. The triaxial ground state and shape coexistences in
Mo and Ru isotopes [44] have been investigated using DD-
ME2 [45] and DD-PC1 [46]. Triple-shape coexistence and
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super deformation of Pb isotopes [47] have been investigated
using DD-ME2 [45], DD-PC1 [46], and NL3* [48]. Bubble
nuclei [49] have been studied with NL065 [50]. The low-lying
excited states of Mg isotopes [51] and Kr [52] have been stud-
ied with PC-F1 [53] and PC-PK1 [36], respectively.

We first investigate bubble structures by introducing bub-
ble parameters using the maximum density averaged over the
deformed shell. We find bubble nuclei such as 256Hf, 258W,
260Os, 262Pt, and so on. We compare our results with the ones
from relativistic continuum Hartree-Bogoliubov (RCHB) the-
ory with spherical symmetry [32, 54–56] to discuss the effects
of deformations and pairing on bubble structures.

After a brief study of shape coexistence in Hf, W, Os, Pt,
and Hg isotopes, we investigate a more exotic nucleus that
exhibits both bubble structure and shape coexistence and find
some candidates such as 202Hf, 254W, and 206Os. We also ob-
serve that some isotopes such as 206Os have bubble structure
both in prolate and oblate shapes, while some of them, 196Os
for example, possess it only in prolate shapes. We then discuss
the proton single-particle energy levels for 206Os and 196Os.

This paper is organized as follows. We first introduce the
DRHBc framework and show the quadrupole deformations
which are relevant to the bubble structure and shape coexis-
tence in Section 2. We then present our results on bubble nu-
clei in Section 3.1 and those on shape coexistence in Section
3.2. Isotopes with both bubble structure and shape coexistence
are presented in Section 3.3. We finally summarize this work
in Section 4.

2. DRHBC FRAMEWORK

To study nuclear properties we work with the point-
coupling model [36, 53, 57, 58] whose Lagrangian density is
given by

L = ψ̄ (iγµ∂
µ −m)ψ
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FµνFµν − e

1− τ3
2

ψ̄γµψAµ, (1)

where m is the nucleon mass, αS , αV and αTV are the
coupling constants for four-fermion contact interactions. The
terms with βS , γS and γV simulate the effects of density de-
pendence and those with δS , δV and δTV mimic the finite
range effects. Aµ and Fµν are the four-vector potential and
field strength tensor of the electromagnetic field, respectively.
The subscripts S, V and TV are the abbreviation for scalar,
vector and isovector, respectively.

Using the mean-field approximation to the Lagrangian den-
sity in Eq. (1) and the Legendre transformation, we obtain
the mean-field Hamiltonian density. Applying the variational
method and the Bogoliubov transformation which couples the
mean-fields and pairing correlations, we arrive at the relativis-
tic Hartree-Bogoliubov equation. [59],(

hD − λ ∆
−∆∗ −h∗D + λ

)(
Uk
Vk

)
= Ek

(
Uk
Vk

)
(2)

whereEk denotes the energy of a quasiparticle state k, Uk and
Vk are the quasiparticle wave functions, and λ represents the
Fermi energy. The Dirac Hamiltonian hD is given by

hD = α · p + β (M + S(r)) + V (r) (3)

and the scalar S(r) and vector V (r) potentials can be ex-
pressed as

S(r) = αSρS + βSρ
2
S + γSρ

3
S + δS∆ρS , (4a)

V (r) = αV ρV + γV ρ
3
V + δV ∆ρV + eA0

+αTV τ3ρTV + δTV τ3∆ρTV . (4b)

The local densities ρS(r), ρV (r) and ρTV (r) take the follow-
ing form in terms of the quasiparticle wave functions

ρS(r) =
∑
k>0

V̄k(r)Vk(r), (5a)

ρV (r) =
∑
k>0

V †k (r)Vk(r), (5b)

ρTV (r) =
∑
k>0

V †k (r)τ3Vk(r). (5c)

In principle we can derive the pairing potential for particle-
particle channel from the Lagrangian density in Eq. (1), but
for simplicity adopt the following form

∆kk′ (r, r
′
) = −

∑
k̃k̃′

V pp
kk′ ,k̃k̃′

(r, r
′
)κk̃k̃′ (r, r

′
), (6)

where k, k
′
, k̃ and k̃

′
denote the quasiparticle states and the

pairing tensor is defined by κ = V ∗UT [60]. For V pp we use
the density-dependent zero-range pairing interaction

V pp(r, r
′
) =

V0
2

(1− Pσ) δ(r − r′
)

(
1− ρ(r)

ρsat

)
, (7)

where ρsat is the nuclear saturation density. The total energy
of a nucleus can be expressed as [58, 61]

Etot =
∑
k>0

(λτ−Ek)v2k − Epair + Ec.m. −
∫

d3r
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3
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3

4
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4
S +

3

4
γV ρ

4
V

+
1

2
(δSρS∆ρS+δV ρV ∆ρV +δTV ρ3∆ρ3+ρpeA

0)

]
,(8)
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where Ec.m. denotes the center of mass energy. The zero-
range pairing force gives a local pairing field ∆(r) and the
corresponding pairing energy is given by

Epair = −1

2

∫
d3rκ(r)∆(r). (9)

To explore exotic nuclear properties, it is important to include
self-consistently both the continuum and deformation effects
and the coupling among them. We expand the wave functions
in the Dirac Wood-Saxon (WS) basis [62] for the effects of
continuum. To consider axial deformation with spatial reflec-
tion symmetry, we expand the potentials (S(r), V (r)) and
densities (ρS(r), ρV (r), ρTV (r)) in terms of Legendre poly-
nomials [63],

f(r) =
∑
λ

fλ(r)Pλ(cosθ), λ = 0, 2, 4, · · · . (10)

For the numerical calculation, we use the angular momen-
tum cutoff for the Dirac WS basis Jmax = 23/2 ~, the ex-
pansion order λmax = 8, the radius of the box Rbox = 20
fm, and the energy cutoff for the Dirac WS basis Ecut =
300 MeV. For the particle-hole channel we adopt the PC-
PK1 density functional [36], and for the particle-particle
channel we use the zero-range pairing force with saturation
density ρsat = 0.152 fm−3 [56] and the pairing strength
V0 = −325 MeV fm3. For more details of the numeri-
cal implementation of DRHBc theory, refer to [35]. To ob-
tain solid results, we first perform unconstrained calculations
using different initial deformation parameter values, β =
−0.4,−0.3, . . . , 0.5, 0.6. In case we end up with more than
one solution with very similar energies in unconstrained cal-
culations, we check the potential energy curve made by the
DRHBc calculation with constraints on the quadrupole defor-
mation [64]. This potential energy curve is used to study the
shape coexistence.

3. BUBBLE STRUCTURE AND SHAPE COEXISTENCE

Before presenting our results on nuclear bubble structure
and shape coexistence, we first show the quadrupole defor-
mations of the isotopes considered in this work and com-
pare them with experiments since the deformation and pair-
ing affect a lot the formation of bubble nuclei [6, 65, 66]. The
quadrupole deformation β2 can be obtained by calculating the
quadrupole moment Q2 and root-mean-square radius 〈r2〉 as
follows,

β2 =

√
5πQ2

3N〈r2〉 , (11)

Q2 =
16π

5
〈r2Y20(θ, φ)〉, (12)

〈r2〉 ≡
∫
d3r r2ρ(r)

N
, (13)

where N , Y20, ρ(~r) are the number of nucleon, spherical har-
monic function of degree 2 and order 0, and nucleon den-
sity, respectively. Fig. 1 shows the quadrupole deformation

for Hf, W, Os, Pt, and Hg isotopes. Here, experimental and
evaluated data are taken from NNDC [67]. As it should be,
the quadrupole deformation values of the nucleus at the neu-
tron magic number (N = 82, 126, 184) are zero. Also, the
quadrupole deformations predicted in the present work are in
qualitative agreement with those from NNDC.

Finally, we briefly discuss if the neutron drip line changes
due to deformation effects. Since the last-bound isotopes in
DRHBc calculations are magic nuclei at N = 184, the neu-
tron drip lines of Hf, W, Os, Pt, and Hg isotopes in RCHB and
in DRHBc are the same. For an extensive summary of nuclear
properties including the isotopes discussed in this work, we
refer to [68].

3.1. Bubble structure

As well known, the central-depleted density of a spherical
nucleus is due to the unoccupancy of the l=0 state (s1/2 or-
bitals) near the Fermi surface. In the case of deformed nuclei,
due to the mixing of s orbitals with higher angular momen-
tum orbitals bubble structure can be hindered [49, 65, 69]. It
was also observed that not only deformations but also pairing
correlations disfavor bubble structures [6, 7, 66, 69, 70].

To investigate the bubble nuclei, as in a previous work [66],
one can define the bubble parameter which corresponds to the
proton depletion fraction

Bp ≡
(

1− ρp,c
ρp,max

)
× 100 [%]. (14)

where ρp,c is the central proton density and ρp,max is the max-
imum proton density in nuclei. There is no clear-cut criterion
for defining a bubble nucleus. In this work we set the criterion
for determining the bubble nucleus as Bp = 20%. Note that,
in the previous work, Bp ' 15% is used to find the bubble
nuclei [15]. As described in Sec. 2, the nucleon density ρ(r)
is expanded in terms of Legendre polynomials [63],

ρ(r) =
∑
λ

ρλ(r)Pλ(cosθ), λ = 0, 2, 4, · · · . (15)

For nearly spherical nuclei, the spherical symmetric compo-
nent of the density ρλ=0(r) dominates the density over higher
orders in λ and one can easily obtain the maximum den-
sity from ρλ=0(r). Consequently, the spherically symmetric
maximum density shell can be easily obtained. In previous
works [12, 66, 71], instead of ρp,max, the average proton den-
sity of the nucleus assuming a constant density up to the
diffraction radius is also used to study bubble structures of
spherical nuclei. However, since highly deformed nuclei are
included in our work, we did not consider the bubble parame-
ter with diffraction radius.

For deformed nuclei, one has to include higher order terms
in λ. The maximum proton density for a given azimuthal an-
gle θ, ρp,max(r; θ), is not a constant and the maximum proton
density shell is deformed. In this work, in order to implement
the effects of deformations, we define an averaged maximum
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FIG. 1: The quadrupole deformations of Hf, W, Os, Pt and Hg isotopes as function of neutron number.

proton density

ρ̄p,max =

∫
ρp(r, θ)δ(r − rmax(θ))dV∫

δ(r − rmax(θ))dV
. (16)

where rmax(θ) is the radius of the maximum density for a
given angle θ. In practice, the average can be taken over the
deformed 2-dim maximum density shell because of the delta
function. With ρ̄p,max we define a modified bubble parameter

B?p ≡
(

1− ρp,c
ρ̄p,max

)
× 100%. (17)

Note that ρ̄p,max = ρp,max and B?p = Bp for a spherical nu-
cleus.

In Table I, candidates of bubble nuclei with the top 10 high-
est bubble parameters in this study are summarized. In the
table, we also compare bubble parameters from the spheri-
cal relativistic continuum Hartree–Bogoliubov (RCHB) the-
ory [56]. From Table I we can infer that deformation may
weaken bubble structures because almost all the nuclei with
high bubble parameters are spherical except for 254Hf which is
slightly deformed. Also, by comparing our spherical (β2 = 0)
results with those from the RCHB, one can observe the role of
the pairing in the formation of bubble structure since one of
the main differences in the parameters between the DRHBc
and the RCHB is the paring strength. The pairing strength
in the DRHBc is −325.0 MeV fm3 and that in the RCHB
is −342.5 MeV fm3, which implies that the pairing effect is
stronger in the RCHB. For the comparison of the pairing en-
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ergies between the DRHBc calculations and RCHB calcula-
tions, see Fig. 13 in Ref. [56]. Since the bubble parameters in
RCHB (wih bigger pairing strength) is smaller than those in
DRHBc, we may conclude that the pairing effects hinder the
formation of bubble nuclei. Note, however, that there are some
other differences between RCHB and DRHBc; the angular
momentum cutoffs are (19/2)~ in RCHB and (23/2)~ in
DRHBc. In addition, the method to solve the Dirac equations
are different in RCHB and DRHBc. In DRHBc, Dirac equa-
tions is solved by expanding in Dirac WS basis, but in RCHB,
Dirac equations is solved using shooting method in the coordi-
nate space. Therefore, even if the same pairing strength is used
in both theories, the effect of the pairing strength may not be
the same since the pairing effect is related to the truncation of
the WS basis in the DRHBc. The effect of the pairing strength
can be checked by artificially increasing the pairing strength
in the DRHBc calculation. For example, in the case of 256Hf,
if the pairing strength -342.5 MeV fm3 is used in the DRHBc
calculation, the modified bubble parameter B?p = 29.2% is
shifted to 27.2%. This is consistent with the results in other
works [6, 7, 66, 69, 70].

Figure 2 shows the density profiles of the most central de-
pleted nuclei. To illustrate the bubble structure of the proton
density, we plot the scaled neutron (ρnA/N) and scaled pro-
ton density (ρnA/Z) in order to guide the eye, compared with
the total baryon density. We plot the proton single-particle
energy levels of spherical Hf isotopes with corresponding
single-particle occupation probabilities in Fig. 3. For spher-
ical nuclei, the angular momentum l is a good quantum num-
ber, and only l=0 states contribute to the central density. The
low occupation probability of s orbitals near the Fermi energy
leads proton central density depleted. For deformed nuclei, the
states in spherical nuclei are splitted (see Fig 5). 1/2+ states
from the splitted orbitals could contribute to central density
and bubble structure could be hindered in deformed nuclei,
for example, see [6, 7, 66, 69, 70].

In Table II, the candidates of deformed bubble nuclei are
summarized. In the table, in order to investigate the effects of

TABLE I: Candidates of bubble nuclei with top 10 highest bubble
paramters. The listed nuclei are spherical except for 254Hf which is
slightly deformed.

Nucleus DRHBc RCHB
β2 B?p [%] B?p(= Bp) [%]

256Hf 0.000 29.2 27.4
258W 0.000 28.3 26.6
260Os 0.000 27.2 25.5
256W 0.000 26.7 25.1
258Os 0.000 26.0 24.3
254Hf 0.057 25.7 25.7
200Hf 0.000 25.6 24.8
198Hf 0.000 25.3 24.5
262Pt 0.000 25.2 23.5
202W 0.000 25.1 24.3

the deformation closely, we compare our results of deformed
bubble candidates with those of the RCHB. If we consider
B?p , the deformation tends to lower the bubble parameters of
the isotopes, especially for the isotopes with large β2 values
such as 228Pt. In order to see the density fluctuations within
the maximum density shell, described near Eq. (16), we com-
pare ρ̄p,max (B?p) and ρp,max (Bp) in Table II. For the de-
formed bubble candidates, the density fluctuations within the
deformed shell are non-negligible and cause O(10%) differ-
ences in the depletion fraction.

Since the pairing strengths in the DRHBc and RCHB are
different, we discuss the competition between pairing and de-
formation effects. WhileB?p of DRHBc are larger than those of
RCHB in Table I (spherical cases), the results are opposite in
Table II (deformed cases). We notice here that for the isotopes
with larger β2 values, the reduction in bubble parameters are
bigger. For the comparison, we also add results of constrained
DRHBc calculation (β2 = 0) in Table II. Since the bubble
parameters in RCHB (wih bigger pairing strength) is smaller
than those in DRHBc†, we confirm again that the pairing ef-
fects hinder the formation of bubble nuclei as in Table I.

3.2. Shape coexistence

Shape coexistence is another important and interesting fea-
ture of nuclei; nuclear shapes coexist within the tiny energy
range of nuclear excitations. The almost degenerate minima
are related to the low single-particle energy level density
around the Fermi levels of the neutron or proton [72–75].
Yang et al. [76] found that the degenerate minima are more
related to quadrupole deformation than triaxial deformation.
Many experiments have been carried out to discover shape co-
existence in nuclei, for example, see [27, 29, 77–80] for Hg
isotopes.

To identify a nucleus with shape coexistence we first eval-
uate the energy of the different shape configurations in the
framework of DRHBc and check the energy difference among
them. To obtain precisely the almost degenerate minima, we
perform both unconstrained calculations and constrained cal-
culations, especially near the local minima. We then select
candidate nuclei that exhibit different shapes with very small
energy differences, roughly |∆E| . 1 MeV. As an example
we plot the potential energy curves of 184,186,188,190,192Hg
and 192,194,196,198,200Os isotopes in Fig. 4. Among them
188Hg and 196Os are the candidates.

We find several candidates for each isotope chain even with
a more strict criterion for |∆E| ≤ 0.5 MeV: 156, 190, 192, 202,

234, 236, 240, 242, 248, 250Hf, 158, 194, 204, 244, 252, 254W, 196,

206, 208, 246, 254, 256Os, 190, 196, 210, 212, 246, 258Pt and 172,

174, 178, 180, 188, 214, 216, 218, 244, 246Hg. If the criterion is ex-
panded to |∆E| ≤ 1.2 MeV, 182,184,186Hg are also candidates
for shape coexistence.

In the experiment [77, 78], the energy differences of the
ground states of 182,184,186Hg are about 0.4 MeV, while those
from our calculations are about 1 MeV. This show that the
results of DRHBc are in qualitative agreement with the exper-
imental results for the 182,184,186Hg isotopes.
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FIG. 2: (Scaled) neutron density, (scaled) proton density, and total nuclear density profiles of most central-depleted nuclei.

3.3. Bubble structure with shape coexistence

Now, we discuss a more exotic nucleus featuring both bub-
ble structure and shape coexistence. The experimental signa-
tures due to exotic nuclear shapes are discussed, for examples,
in Ref. [81] for shape coexistence and in [23, 82–84] for bub-
ble structures.

We expect that such interesting experimental features could
correlate in the case of a nucleus with both bubble structure
and shape coexistence. For instance, it was shown in Ref. [23]
the value of the π−/π+ ratio in the heavy ion collision of
bubble nuclei is larger than that in the collision of normal nu-
clei. When we have bubble nuclei with shape coexistence in
which only one of the almost degenerate vacua exhibits bubble
structures, the enhanced π−/π+ ratio due to bubble structures
could be weakened.

We compile a list of the isotopes with both bubble struc-
ture and shape coexistence in Table III. It can be seen from
Table III that some isotopes such as 206Os have bubble struc-
ture both in prolate and oblate shapes, while some of them,
196Os for example, possess it only in prolate shapes. This im-
plies that the prolate shape supports bubble structure more,
which agrees with a general statement that the bubble param-
eter are tend to be smaller in oblate deformations than in pro-
late ones [85].

In Fig. 5 we plot the proton single-particle levels for iso-
topes with two distinctive features: shape coexistence only
with prolate bubble (196Os) and shape coexistence with both

prolate and oblate bubble (208Os). In prolate sides, the pro-
ton single-particle levels, especially 1/2+, for both isotopes
show a similar trend leading to prolate bubble structures in
both cases, which is manifested from the occupation proba-
bilities of the proton single-particle level in Fig. 6. In Fig. 6,
3s-state occupation amplitude in deformed nuclei is calculated
by the following formula [86]:

NDRHBc
nlj = 〈Ψ|N̂nlj |Ψ〉 = 〈Ψ|

∑
m

c†njlmcnjlm|Ψ〉 (18)

where m denotes the total angular momentum projection on
the symmetry axis. In oblate sides, the proton single-particle
levels of 1/2+ for both isotopes may look similar, but as it is
marked in black circle in Fig. 5, the two dashed levels close to
the Fermi energy are quite different; in 208Os one is just above
1/2+, while the other level is below 1/2+, while in 196Os both
levels are above 1/2+. Therefore, we can expect that the 1/2+

level of 196Os is much occupied than that of 208Os, leading to
oblate bubble structure of 208Os as shown in Fig. 6.

4. SUMMARY

We have studied the ground state properties of Hf, W, Os,
Pt, and Hg even-even isotopes in the DRHBc framework, fo-
cusing on isotopes with both bubble structure and shape co-
existence. For a systematic investigation, we first considered
nuclear bubble structures and observed that deformations and
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FIG. 3: Proton single-particle levels around the Fermi surface (green dashed line) for 198Hf, 200Hf and 256Hf. Blue lines represent l = 0 state
and the grey lines represent the other states. The solid lines represent positive parity states and the dashed lines denote the negative parity
states. The occupation probability of the s-states near the Fermi surface is low, which reduces the central density and induces bubble structure.

pairing correlations hinder bubble structures by comparing
our results with those from RCHB. Our results agree with pre-
vious studies [6, 7, 49, 65, 66, 69, 70] which also indicate that
the deformation and the pairing correlation weaken the bubble
structure.

After a brief study of shape coexistence, we searched for
isotopes with bubble structure and shape coexistence and
found candidate isotopes: 202Hf, 234Hf, 236Hf, 240Hf, 250Hf,
194W, 204W, 254W, 196Os, 206Os, 208Os, 256Os, 210Pt, and
212Pt. We analyzed the proton single-particle energy level for

196Os, shape coexistence only with prolate bubble, and that
for 208Os, shape coexistence with both prolate and oblate bub-
ble. We expect that isotopes with bubble structure and shape
coexistence may give distinctive experimental features. For
instance, it was shown in Ref. [23] the value of the π−/π+

ratio in the heavy ion collision of bubble nuclei is larger than
that in the collision of normal nuclei. When we have bubble
nuclei with shape coexistence in which only one of the almost
degenerate vacua exhibits bubble structures, the enhanced
π−/π+ ratio due to bubble structures could be weakened. It
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FIG. 4: The potential energy curve of 184,186,188,190,192Hg and
192,194,196,198,200Os as a function of the quadrupole deformation β2.

will be interesting to do simulations to quantify the impor-
tance of bubble nuclei with shape coexistence. The beyond-
mean-field effects have been implemented in DRHBc [87] and
the low-lying excited states of nuclei can be studied. These
effects will influence the shape coexistence because the shape
coexistence is directly related to the observed spectroscopy.
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TABLE II: List of some deformed bubble candidates. Densities ρ̄p,max and ρp,max are in fm−3.

Nucleus DRHBc DRHBc† RCHB
β2 ρc ρ̄p,max B?p [%] ρp,max Bp [%] B?p|β2=0 [%] B?p(= Bp) [%]

254Hf 0.057 0.0350 0.0471 25.7 0.0482 27.4 27.3 25.7
228Pt 0.321 0.0417 0.0556 25.1 0.0578 27.8 30.1 29.0
230Hg 0.308 0.0422 0.0562 24.9 0.0582 27.5 27.0 26.0
252Hf 0.074 0.0359 0.0475 24.4 0.0492 27.1 25.8 24.2
254W 0.068 0.0365 0.0481 24.2 0.0497 26.6 25.2 23.6
206Os 0.048 0.0451 0.0593 24.1 0.0600 24.9 24.8 24.0
204W 0.080 0.0447 0.0586 23.8 0.0600 25.6 25.4 24.6
202Hf 0.100 0.0442 0.0580 23.7 0.0601 26.4 25.9 25.1

† Results of constrained DRHBc calculation (β2 = 0 fixed).

TABLE III: List of the isotopes with both bubble structure and shape coexistence. |∆E| is the absolute value of the energy difference between
prolate and oblate shapes.

Nucleus Prolate shape Oblate shape |∆E| [MeV]
β2 B?p [%] β2 B?p [%]

202Hf +0.100 23.7 −0.072 22.4 0.214
234Hf +0.272 20.5 −0.234 2.4 0.263
236Hf +0.262 20.4 −0.227 2.2 0.318
240Hf +0.241 21.0 −0.192 3.5 0.468
250Hf +0.091 24.0 −0.086 18.3 0.171
194W +0.136 23.1 −0.126 12.1 0.155
204W +0.080 23.8 −0.060 22.8 0.087
254W +0.068 24.2 −0.060 21.7 0.401
196Os +0.123 23.6 −0.119 11.0 0.096
206Os +0.044 24.1 −0.042 23.5 0.006
208Os +0.112 22.4 −0.079 20.4 0.447
256Os +0.058 24.0 −0.065 20.6 0.141
210Pt +0.072 22.5 −0.061 21.4 0.016
212Pt +0.113 21.0 −0.080 19.6 0.404
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FIG. 6: The proton single-particle levels around the Fermi energy for the ground states of 196Os and 208Os. All the 3s orbitals (blue solid
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