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Quenched Λ spin-orbit splitting by relativistic Fock diagram in single-Λ hypernuclei
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We extend the relativistic Hartree-Fock (RHF) theory to study the structure of single-Λ hypernu-
clei. The density dependence is taken in both meson-nucleon and meson-hyperon coupling strengths,
and the induced Λ-nucleon (ΛN) effective interactions are determined by fitting Λ separation ener-
gies to the experimental data for several single-Λ hypernuclei. The equilibrium of nuclear dynamics
described by the RHFmodel in normal atomic nuclei, namely, the balance between nuclear attractive
and repulsive interactions, is then found to be drastically changed in single-Λ hypernuclei, revealing
a different role of Fock terms via Λ hyperon from the nucleon exchange. Since only one hyperon
exists in a single-Λ hypernucleus, the overwhelmed ΛN and ΛΛ attractions via the Hartree than
the ΛΛ repulsion from the Fock terms require an alternation of meson-hyperon coupling strengths
in RHF to rebalance the effective nuclear force with the strangeness degree of freedom, leading to
an improved description of Λ Dirac mass and correspondingly a systematically reduced σ-Λ cou-
pling strength gσΛ in current models as compared to those relativistic mean-field (RMF) approaches
without Fock terms. As a result, the effective Λ spin-orbit coupling potential in the ground state
of hypernuclei is suppressed, and these RHF models predict correspondingly a quenching effect in
Λ spin-orbit splitting in comparison with the RMF cases. Furthermore, the Λ spin-orbit splitting
could decrease efficiently by evolving the hyperon-relevant couplings gσΛ and gωΛ simultaneously,
where to reconcile with the empirical value the RHF models address a larger parameter space of
meson-hyperon couplings.

PACS numbers: 21.80.+a, 21.30.Fe, 21.60.Jz

I. INTRODUCTIONS

Hypernuclei are of special interest in finite nuclear sys-
tems since they allow one to unveil the feature of baryon-
baryon interaction with the degrees of freedom beyond
nucleons[1–4]. The wealth of information of in-medium
baryon-baryon interaction then impact theoretical pre-
dictions and comprehension of the deep interior of neu-
tron stars[5–8]. In recent years, new opportunities arise
for hypernuclear physics with the progress of facilities
for radioactive ion beams, such as the Japan Proton Ac-
celerator Research Complex (J-PARC)[9], the Thomas
Jefferson National Accelerator Facility (JLab)[10], the
Facility for Antiproton and Ion Research (FAIR)[11]
and the High-Intensity Heavy-ion Accelerator Facility
(HIAF)[12, 13]. As the least strangeness number S = −1,
relatively more abundant experimental data have been
achieved for the single-Λ hypernuclei, including Λ separa-
tion energy and its spin-orbit splitting, in different mass
regions[14–16]. Via the proposed novel method such as
charge-exchange reactions with heavy ion projectiles, it
is expected to produce very-neutron-rich hypernuclei and
corresponding resonance states with enhanced produc-
tion rates in the future[17–19], which makes it possible
to further understand strangeness-bearing baryon-baryon
interactions, namely the hyperon-nucleon (Y N) and the
hyperon-hyperon (Y Y ), at the various circumstance of
nuclear medium.

∗Corresponding author (email: sunby@lzu.edu.cn)

To study hypernuclei properties in theoretical side, fea-
sible and reliable Y N and Y Y interactions need to be in-
troduced. Within the SU(3) or SU(6) framework and the
boson-exchange picture, Nijmengen[4, 20–27] and Juelich
potentials[28–31] were proposed to produce the realis-
tic two-body Y N and Y Y interactions. Nowadays, the
chiral effective field theory in either non-relativistic or
covariant framework also made great progress and has
been extended to describe the hyperon-nucleon scatter-
ing and hyperon masses in the nuclear medium[32–42]. In
addition, the lattice QCD simulations become possible
to establish the baryon-baryon interactions as well[43–
46]. Consequently, there are ab-initio methods or few-
body models performed to study hypernuclei structure
with the obtained realistic (chiral) interactions, although
mainly in light-mass region, such as the (no-core) shell
model[47–59] and the cluster model[60–64].
The density functional theory has been well developed

and been vindicated successfully in describing not only
infinite nuclear matter but the single-particle and col-
lective properties of finite nuclei in the almost entire
nuclear chart, e.g. see Ref.[65–75] and therein. Thus,
it is naturally extended to include the strangeness de-
gree of freedom, triggered by the necessity to investigate
the hyperon-involved nuclear force in different mediums
and indicate its dependence on several quantities like
baryon density and isospin. A various of models of the
density functional theory, including the Skyrme-Hartree-
Fock[76–84], the relativistic mean-field (RMF)[85–102],
the relativistic Hartree-Fock (RHF)[103–105] and the
quark mean-field model[106–110], were carried out to
study properties of hypernuclei and hyperonic dense mat-
ter, where in general their effective Y N and Y Y in-
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teractions were adopted by reproducing hyperon sepa-
ration energies or scattering data, then as an applica-
tion were used to explore nature of hypernuclear compact
stars[111–116].

The relativistic version of density functional theory,
namely the covariant density functional (CDF), takes the
spin-orbit interaction into account self-consistently via
Dirac spinor, which is crucial for the interpretation of
the shell structure and to reveal the origins of hidden
pseudospin and spin symmetries in atomic nuclei[72, 73].
However, when applying the CDF approach to hyper-
nuclear systems, further efforts still need to get a ra-
tional description of several quantities. It has been re-
vealed that the spin-orbit splitting of Λ hyperons is sys-
tematically much smaller than that of nucleons[117–123].
In order to reproduce these experimental and empirical
data, a strong ω-tensor coupling could be introduced in
Λ-relevant effective interactions[124–126]. Whereas such
a tensor coupling is usually missed in nucleon channels
when adopting only the Hartree approximation in CDF
models, leading to an inconsistent treatment between hy-
perons and nucleons. Another problem takes place when
one predicts the maximum mass of a neutron star by
utilizing the obtained equations of state (EoS) for hyper-
onic dense matter with CDF calculations[103, 114, 115].
The appearance of hyperons in the core of stars softens
explicitly the EoS at high densities, correspondingly, re-
sulting in the difficulty of the theoretical predictions in
complying with the astronomical observations, referred
to the hyperon-puzzle[16, 127, 128]. Thus, the detailed
information on hyperon-involved interaction, especially
its in-medium feature with the density and isospin de-
pendence, is essential to clarify these issues.

In recent decades, the CDF approach has been suc-
cessfully extended by taking into account the exchange
diagram of effective two-body interactions. The meson-
nucleon coupling strength is performed with a tuned den-
sity dependence, which introduces the in-medium effects
of nuclear force phenomenologically from the idea of the
Dirac Brueckner-Hartree-Fock calculation[129]. With
the inclusion of the Fock terms, the contribution from π
meson exchange and the nonlocal self-energies[130–132]
as well as the tensor part of nuclear force[133–137] are
involved naturally in these well-developed RHF models.
Consequently, essential improvements were achieved in
characterizing the nuclear structure and nuclear matter
properties, such as shell evolutions [130, 138, 139], exci-
tation and decay modes [140–145], novel feature in ex-
otic and superheavy nuclei[146–149], the nuclear sym-
metry energy[103, 150–152] and the nucleon effective
mass[153, 154]. The progress in the nuclear many-body
problem, with either effective or ab initio method, then
provide solid pillars to illustrate the nature of nuclear
structure[155], a matter of course to the hypernuclei.

The updated experimental data of nuclear single-
particle properties now help us to further refine nu-
clear structure models, but the faults in reproducing
the single-particle energies could lead to incorrect magic

numbers and generate the spurious shell closures[156].
Recently, the delicate balance between nuclear attrac-
tive and repulsive interactions in the dynamic nuclear
medium is realized vital to correct such a problem,
demonstrated by the calculations with alternated den-
sity dependence of coupling strengths between RMF and
RHF Lagrangians[157]. As a result, the nucleon spin-
orbit splitting and the pseudo-spin symmetry restora-
tion are drastically influenced by the Fork terms and
the ρ-tensor coupling[130, 131, 158]. In addition, it is
also found that the nuclear thermodynamical properties
could be correlated with the in-medium balance of the ef-
fective nuclear force, impacting the phase diagram struc-
ture of liquid-gas phase transition[159, 160]. Therefore,
it is expected that the nuclear dynamical equilibrium
varies as well in hypernuclear systems due to the involve-
ment of the exchange diagram, which then could play
a role in predicting hyperon’s separation energies and
its spin-particle properties, consequently determining the
hyperon-relevant coupling strengths of the RHF models
from the experimental data. In fact, the influence of the
hyperon-involved physics via the Fock diagram has been
unveiled by previous studies on the symmetry energies
and the neutron star properties[103, 105, 161]. It was
found that the nuclear symmetry energy at high densi-
ties is suppressed enormously due to the extra hyperon-
induced suppression effect originating from the Fock
channel, leading to a relatively small predicted value of
the neutron star radius[103]. While taking further the
contribution from ∆-isobars into account, the predicted
maximum mass and tidal deformability are compatible
with the data extracted from the GW170817 event[162].
In view of the capability of the RHF approach in de-

scribing the properties of finite nuclei and nuclear matter,
therefore, we naturally perform a theoretical extension
to study the structure of hypernuclei in this work. As a
first step, we now only focus on the case of Λ hypernuclei,
while their strangeness-bearing effective interactions will
be determined by reproducing the experimental data of Λ
binding energies for several single-Λ hypernuclei. Then it
is interesting to further investigate the effect of the Fock
diagram on the equilibrium of nuclear dynamics and the
spin-orbit splitting of hyperons, which is the motivation
of this work. In the following, we will introduce the the-
oretical framework of the RHF approach for Λ hypernu-
clei in Sec.II. In Sec.III the results of single-Λ hypernuclei
within RHF and RMF calculations will be presented and
discussed. Finally, a summary is given in Sec.IV.

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

A. RHF Lagrangian and Hamiltonian with

inclusion of Λ hyperon

In this section, the general formalism of the RHF the-
ory will be briefly introduced, and an extension of the
energy functional will be performed to include extra the
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Λ-hyperon degree of freedom. From the meson-exchange
diagram of nuclear force, the bricks of the Lagrangian
density for Λ hypernuclei consist of the baryon fields
(ψB)—nucleon (ψN ) and hyperon (ψΛ), the isoscalar me-
son fields—σ meson (σ) and ω meson (ωµ), the isovector
meson fields—ρ meson (~ρµ) and π meson (~π), and the
photon field (Aµ). Thus, the Lagrangian density for a Λ
hypernucleus can be expressed as

L = LB + LIS + LIV + LA + LI , (1)

where the terms of free fields read as

LB =
∑

B

ψ̄B (iγµ∂µ −MB)ψB , (2)

LIS =+
1

2
∂µσ∂µσ −

1

2
m2

σσ
2

−
1

4
ΩµνΩµν +

1

2
m2

ωω
µωµ, (3)

LIV =−
1

4
~Rµν · ~Rµν +

1

2
m2

ρ~ρ
µ · ~ρµ

+
1

2
∂µ~π · ∂µ~π −

1

2
m2

π~π · ~π, (4)

LA =−
1

4
FµνFµν , (5)

where the index B (B′ later on) represents different
baryons (either nucleon N or hyperon Λ), with its sum
∑

B over neutron n, proton p and hyperon Λ. MB

and mφ give the masses of the baryon and mesons

(φ = σ, ωµ, ~ρµ, ~π), while Ωµν , ~Rµν and Fµν are the field
strength tensors of vector mesons ωµ, ~ρ

µ and photon Aµ,
respectively. The interaction between nucleon (hyperon)
and mesons (photon) is involved by the Lagrangian LI ,

LI =
∑

B

ψ̄B (−gσBσ − gωBγ
µωµ)ψB

+ψ̄N

(

−gρNγ
µ~τ · ~ρµ −

fπN
mπ

γ5γ
µ∂µ~π · ~τ

+
fρN
2MN

σµν∂ν~ρµ · ~τ − eγµ
1− τ3

2
Aµ

)

ψN .

(6)

Here the Λ hyperon (namely ψB taken as ψΛ), which is
charge neutral with isospin zero, participates only in the
interactions propagated by the isoscalar mesons. While
for the nucleon (here ψB taken as ψN ), namely the neu-
tron or proton distinguished by their opposite projection
value τ3 = 1 or −1 of the isospin operator ~τ , the isovector
mesons are also in charge. The coupling constants gφB
(gφN ) and fφN determine the strengths of various meson-
baryon (meson-nucleon) couplings by means of baryon-
density dependent functions to introduce the nuclear in-
medium effects phenomenologically [153].
With the inclusion of Fock diagrams, several

strangeness-bearing mesons, such as K, K∗ and κ, could
participate in the ΛN interactions[27, 28]. As in this
work we focus on the ground state properties of single-
Λ hypernuclei, their contribution could be suppressed

by the Fock diagram itself. For instance, it is shown
that the effects of K and K∗ mesons could be relatively
small in single-Λ hypernuclei due to their largely canceled
contrbituion[163, 164]. Therefore, the relevant effect of
strangeness degree of freedom is ignored in our current
theoretical calculation.
Based on the standard variational principle, one can

deduce the corresponding nucleon (hyperon) Dirac equa-
tion, meson Klein-Gordon equations and photon Proca
equation from the Lagrangian density L ,

(iγµ∂µ +MB +ΣB)ψB = 0, (7)

(�+m2
σ)σ = −gσN ψ̄NψN − gσΛψ̄ΛψΛ, (8)

(�+m2
ω)ω

µ = +gωN ψ̄Nγ
µψN + gωΛψ̄Λγ

µψΛ, (9)

(�+m2
ρ)~ρ

µ = +gρN ψ̄Nγ
µ~τψN + ∂ν

fρN
2MN

ψ̄Nσ
µν~τψN ,

(10)

(�+m2
π)~π = +∂ν

fπN
mπ

ψ̄Nγ
5γν~τψN , (11)

∂νF
νµ = +eψ̄N

1− τ3
2

γµψN , (12)

where the square box � ≡ ∂µ∂
µ. The baryon self-energy

is denoted by ΣB in the Dirac equation (7), which takes
into account the hypernuclear in-medium effects in de-
scribing single-particle properties of nucleon or hyperon.
With the help of the propagatorsDφ and DA, the meson-
and photon-field operators ϕ(x) (ϕ = σ, ωµ, ~ρµ, ~π,Aµ) in
Eqs. (8-12) can be expressed formally as

σ(x) =−
∑

B′

∫

dx′ψ̄B′(x′)ψB′(x′)GσB′ (x′)Dσ(x, x
′),

(13a)

ωµ(x) = +
∑

B′

∫

dx′ψ̄B′(x′)ψB′(x′)G µ
ωB′(x

′)Dω(x, x
′),

(13b)

~ρµ(x) = +

∫

dx′ψ̄N (x′)ψN (x′)G µ
ρN (x′)Dρ(x, x

′), (13c)

~π(x) =−

∫

dx′ψ̄N (x′)ψN (x′)GπN (x′)Dπ(x, x
′),

(13d)

Aµ(x) = +

∫

dx′ψ̄N (x′)ψN (x′)G µ
AN (x′)DA(x, x

′).

(13e)

Here x is four-vector (t,x). Correspondingly,
we define interaction vertices GϕB(x) for a various
of meson(photon)-nucleon(hyperon) coupling channels,
which for isoscalar σ and ω mesons are represented as

GσB(x) = + gσB(x), (14a)

G
µ
ωB(x) = + gωB(x)γ

µ. (14b)

Apparently, not only nucleons but the Λ hyperon can con-
tribute to the isoscalar meson fields. For the rest, namely
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the isovector mesons and photon fields, it is natural that
their interaction vertices connect only to nucleons since
the isoscalar and charge-zero nature of Λ hyperon,

G
µ
ρN (x) = + gρN (x)γµ~τ +

fρN (x)

2MN
σνµ~τ∂ν(x), (15a)

GπN (x) = +
fπN(x)

mπ
γ5γ

ν~τ∂ν(x), (15b)

G
µ
AN (x) = + eγµ

1− τ3
2

. (15c)

Starting from the Lagrangian density L of Eq.(1)
again, one can obtain the effective Hamiltonian operator
of Λ hypernuclei by doing the general Legendre transfor-
mation,

Ĥ ≡ T̂ +
∑

ϕ

V̂ϕ

=

∫

dx
∑

B

ψ̄B(x)(−iγ ·∇+MB)ψB(x)

+
1

2

∫

dx
∑

B

∑

ϕ

ψ̄B(x)ψB(x)GϕB(x)ϕ(x), (16)

with the operators T̂ for the kinetic and V̂ϕ for the po-
tential energy. Substituting ϕ(x) in Eqs.(13) into above

expression, the potential energy one V̂ϕ is then described
by the two-body interactions mediated by the exchange
of mesons, associating with various meson(photon)-
nucleon(hyperon) couplings, namely, σ-S, ω-V, ρ-V, ρ-
T, ρ-VT, π-PV and A-V, see Ref.[132] for details. For
the isoverctor ~ρµ and ~π mesons, GϕB(x)ϕ(x) involves the
scalar product ~τ · ~τ of isospin, while it implies the sum
over four-vector index µ additionally for the vector ones
ωµ, ~ρµ and Aµ. For the ground-state properties of Λ
hypernuclei discussed here, the maximum energy differ-
ence between occupied states could be small compared
to the masses of the exchanged mesons. As a result,
the retardation effects, namely the time component of
the four-momentum carried by the mesons and photon,
are ignored in current RHF approaches as a simplifying
assumption[165, 166]. Correspondingly, the meson (pho-
ton) propagators Dφ (DA) read as

Dφ(x,x
′) =

1

4π

e−mφ|x−x
′|

|x− x′|
, DA(x,x

′) =
1

4π

1

|x− x′|
.

(17)

Taking the σ field as an example, the potential operator
V̂σ then becomes

V̂σ = −
1

2

∑

BB′

∫∫

dxdx′
[

ψ̄BGσBψB

]

x
Dσ(x,x

′)
[

ψ̄B′GσB′ψB′

]

x
′
.

(18)

For the isoscalar mesons, the indices BB′ represent not
only NN but the NΛ and ΛΛ interactions, while for the
rest it is natural that only NN channel is contained.

For completeness, one should consider Dirac spinors
with both positive and negative energy solutions when
second-quantizing baryon field operators. Although there
have been efforts within the RHF framework to con-
sider the Dirac sea effect in infinite baryon and meson
system[167–169], the renormalization of Dirac sea for fi-
nite nuclei and at finite densities is still hardly clarified
and solved. As done by previous RHF works for finite
nuclei, the contribution of Dirac sea is then ignored here,
and the role of sea could partly be involved by adjust-
ing the effective RHF interactions[166, 170, 171]. Within
the no-sea approximation, the baryon field operator ψB

is therefore expanded on the positive-energy set as

ψB(x) =
∑

i

fi(x)e
−iǫitci, (19a)

ψ†
B(x) =

∑

i

f †
i (x)e

iǫitc†i . (19b)

where fi is the Dirac spinor, ci and c
†
i are the annihilation

and creation operators for a state i. In accordance, the
energy functional E is obtained by taking the expectation
value of the Hamiltonian with respect to a trial ground
state |Φ0〉,

E =
〈

Φ0|Ĥ |Φ0

〉

=
〈

Φ0|T̂ |Φ0

〉

+
∑

ϕ

〈

Φ0

∣

∣

∣
V̂ϕ

∣

∣

∣
Φ0

〉

.

(20)

In the Hartree-Fock approximation, |Φ0〉 is chosen to be

|Φ0〉 =

A
∏

i=1

c†i |0〉, with 〈Φ0|Φ0〉 = 1, (21)

where A is the mass number of the hypernucleus, and
|0〉 is the vacuum state. Then the binding energy of a Λ
hypernucleus is written by

E =
∑

B

Ekin,B +
∑

B

(ED
σ,B + ED

ω,B + EE
σ,B + EE

ω,B)

+ Eρ,N + Eπ,N + Ee.m. + Ec.m. + Epair, (22)

where Ekin,B denotes the kinetic energy functional of
baryons. ED

σ,B and ED
ω,B correspond to the Hartree terms

of the potential energy functional from σ and ω, while
EE

σ,B and EE
ω,B represent the Fock terms. In addition,

the contributions from ρ, π and A are denoted by Eρ,N ,
Eπ,N and Ee.m., respectively. The term of Ec.m. is ow-
ing to the center-of-mass correction to the mean field,
and Epair considers the contribution from nucleon pair-
ing correlations.
In the density-dependent RHF approach, the meson-

baryon coupling strengths are regarded as a function of
baryon density ρb. The idea of such a treatment as
an effective field theory of nuclear many-body system
comes from the Dirac Brueckner-Hartree-Fock (DBHF)
calculation based on the one-boson-exchange potential,
which takes the in-medium effects of nuclear force into
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account in terms of the density dependence of nucleon
self-energies via relativistic G-matrix[129]. In general,
the coupling strengths can be written by

gφB (ρb) = gφB(0)fφB(ξ) or gφB (ρb) = gφB(0)e
−aφBξ,

(23)

where ξ = ρb/ρ0 with ρ0 the saturation density of nuclear
matter, and

fφB(ξ) = aφB
1 + bφB(ξ + dφB)

2

1 + cφB(ξ + dφB)2
. (24)

In the above expression, gφB(0) corresponds to the free
coupling constant at ρb = 0. By fitting the coupling
strengths to reproduce the nucleon self-energies from the
DBHF calculations as well as the properties of nuclear
matter and the selected finite nuclei, it paves an efficient
way of modeling the in-medium effects of nuclear force
[153, 172–174]. Correspondingly, the meson-baryon ver-
tex functions become density dependent as well, where
two vertices are dressed by their separate density circum-
stance since two baryons are actually located at different
space points.

B. RHF energy functional of spherical Λ
hypernuclei

In the following, the description of Λ hypernuclei is
restricted to the spherical symmetry. Correspondingly,
the complete set of good quantum numbers contains the
principle one n, the total angular momentum j and its
projection m, as well as the parity π = (−1)l (l is the or-
bital angular momentum). By taking the quantum num-
ber κ to denote the angular momentum j and the parity
π, i.e., κ = ±(j + 1/2) and π = (−1)κsign(κ), the Dirac
spinor fi(x) of the nucleon or hyperon in Eq.(19a) has
the following form with spherical coordinate (r, ϑ, ϕ):

fnκm(x) =
1

r

(

iGa(r)Ωκm(ϑ, ϕ)
Fa(r)Ω−κm(ϑ, ϕ)

)

, (25)

where the index a consists of the set of quantum num-
bers (nκ) = (njl), and Ωκm is the spherical spinor[175].
Meanwhile, the propagators in Eq.13 can be expanded
in terms of spherical Bessel and spherical harmonic func-
tions as

Dφ(x,x
′) =

∞
∑

L=0

L
∑

M=−L

(−1)MRφ
LL (r, r′)YLM (Ω)YL−M (Ω′) ,

(26)

where Ω = (ϑ, ϕ), and RLL contains the modified Bessel
functions I and K as[175, 176]

Rφ
LL (r, r′) =

√

1

rr′
IL+ 1

2

(mφr<)KL+ 1

2

(mφr>) , (27)

RA
LL (r, r′) =

1

2L+ 1

rL<
rL+1
>

. (28)

Hence, restricted to the spherical symmetry, these ex-
plicit Dirac spinor and propagators are implemented to
deduce various components of the hypernuclear energy
functional. The baryon’s kinetic energy part reads as

Ekin,B =

∫

dr
∑

a

ĵ2a,B
(

Ga,B Fa,B

)

×

(

− d
drFa,B +

κa,B

r Fa,B +MBGa,B

+ d
drGa,B +

κa,B

r Ga,B −MBFa,B

)

, (29)

where ĵ2a,B = 2ja,B + 1. The Λ hyperon, interacting
only via the exchange of σ and ω mesons, results in an
additional contribution to the potential energy via the
isoscalar channel, which is then divided into the direct
and exchange terms in the RHF theory. The direct one
can be written as

ED
σ,B = 2π

∫

r2drρs,B(r)Σ
σ
S,B(r), (30a)

ED
ω,B = 2π

∫

r2drρb,B(r)Σ
ω
0,B(r). (30b)

Here ρs,B and ρb,B define the scalar and baryon density,
respectively, which can be calculated by the radial wave
function of nucleon or hyperon,

ρs,N ≡
1

4πr2

∑

i=n,p

∑

a

ĵ2a,i
[

G2
a,i(r) − F 2

a,i(r)
]

, (31a)

ρb,N ≡
1

4πr2

∑

i=n,p

∑

a

ĵ2a,i
[

G2
a,i(r) + F 2

a,i(r)
]

, (31b)

ρs,Λ ≡
1

4πr2

∑

a

ĵ2a,Λ
[

G2
a,Λ(r) − F 2

a,Λ(r)
]

, (31c)

ρb,Λ ≡
1

4πr2

∑

a

ĵ2a,Λ
[

G2
a,Λ(r) + F 2

a,Λ(r)
]

. (31d)

Then the total baryon density goes to

ρb = ρb,N + ρb,Λ. (32)

The self-energies of nucleon or hyperon include scalar
one ΣS,B and vector one Σ0,B, in which the coupling of
isoscalar mesons contributes as follows,

Σσ
S,B(r) ≡

∑

B′

Σσ
S,BB′

= −gσB(r)
∑

B′

∫

r′2dr′gσB′(r′)ρs,B′(r′)Rσ
00(r, r

′),

(33a)

Σω
0,B(r) ≡

∑

B′

Σω
0,BB′

= +gωB(r)
∑

B′

∫

r′2dr′gωB′(r′)ρb,B′(r′)Rω
00(r, r

′).

(33b)

Such kind of decomposition of the self-energies is non-
trivial, since now the direct terms of isoscalar potential
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in Eq.(30) are separated so that the mechanism of the
equilibrium of nuclear dynamics via the Fock diagram
can be revealed readily in the next Section.

ED
σ,N = ED

σ,NN + ED
σ,NΛ, ED

σ,Λ = ED
σ,ΛN + ED

σ,ΛΛ,

(34)

ED
ω,N = ED

ω,NN + ED
ω,NΛ, ED

ω,Λ = ED
ω,ΛN + ED

ω,ΛΛ.

(35)

The contribution of the Fock diagram to the energy
functional can be written in a general form as[132]

EE
φ,B =

1

2

∫

drdr′
∑

a

ĵ2a,B
4π

×
(

Ga,B Fa,B

)

r

(

Y φ
Ga,B

Y φ
Fa,B

Xφ
Ga,B

Xφ
Fa,B

)

r,r′

(

Ga,B

Fa,B

)

r′
.

(36)

For vector mesons, notice that EE
φ,B should be the

sum over their time and space components. For the Λ-
involved part of the exchange (Fock) term, only the Λ
hyperon itself could take part because only isoscalar cou-
plings remain in φ, namely EE

φ,Λ = EE
φ,ΛΛ. To express

the nonlocal self-energies YG, YF , XG and XF in com-
pact form, we introduce several nonlocal densities R as
the source terms,

R++
b,B(r, r

′) =ĵ2b,BGb,B(r)Gb,B(r
′), (37a)

R+−
b,B(r, r

′) =ĵ2b,BGb,B(r)Fb,B(r
′), (37b)

R−+
b,B(r, r

′) =ĵ2b,BFb,B(r)Gb,B(r
′), (37c)

R−−
b,B (r, r′) =ĵ2b,BFb,B(r)Fb,B(r

′). (37d)

Thus for the σ − S coupling, the nonlocal self-energies
are assembled as follows

Y σ
Ga,B

=+
∑

b

J σ
abR

++
b,B(r, r

′)gσB(r)gσB(r
′)Dσ

YG
, (38a)

Y σ
Fa,B

=−
∑

b

J σ
abR

+−
b,B(r, r

′)gσB(r)gσB(r
′)Dσ

YF
, (38b)

Xσ
Ga,B

=−
∑

b

J σ
abR

−+
b,B(r, r

′)gσB(r)gσB(r
′)Dσ

XG
, (38c)

Xσ
Fa,B

=+
∑

b

J σ
abR

−−
b,B(r, r

′)gσB(r)gσB(r
′)Dσ

XF
, (38d)

where the isospin factor Jab is δτaτb for the isoscalar
channel[146], and the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients and
propagators in nonlocal terms are dealed with

Dσ
YG

= Dσ
YF

= Dσ
XG

= Dσ
XF

=

′
∑

L

(

CL0
ja

1

2
jb−

1

2

)2

Rσ
LL(r, r

′).

(39)
Here it should be noticed that EE

φ,ΛΛ could act even if
there is a unique Λ hyperon in a Λ hypernucleus, which
is not attributed directly to the interplay between dif-
ferent Λ hyperons but rather the effect via hyperonic

field. Moreover, for the ground state of single-Λ hy-
pernuclei where Λ occupies the orbit 1s1/2, one can

further confirms a relation between ED
σ,ΛΛ and EE

σ,ΛΛ,

namely, EE
σ,ΛΛ = −ED

σ,ΛΛ/2, by just considering the fact

that the C-G coefficient of Fock terms in Eq.(39) are
(C00

1

2

1

2

1

2
− 1

2

)2 = 1
2
.

For the time component of vector (ω − V and ρ − V )
couplings, the expressions can be obtained by replacing
simply the coupling strength gφB and the expansion term

Rφ
LL of the propagator in above σ − S case, as well as

reversing the sign of YG and XF . While for the spatial
component of vector couplings, the results need to be
regrouped, such as for ω − V ,

Y ω
Ga,B

=+
∑

b

J ω
abR

−−
b,B(r, r

′)gωB(r)gωB(r
′)Dω

YG
, (40a)

Y ω
Fa,B

=+
∑

b

J ω
abR

−+
b,B(r, r

′)gωB(r)gωB(r
′)Dω

YF
, (40b)

Xω
Ga,B

=+
∑

b

J ω
abR

+−
b,B(r, r

′)gωB(r)gωB(r
′)Dω

XG
, (40c)

Xω
Fa,B

=+
∑

b

J ω
abR

++
b,B(r, r

′)gωB(r)gωB(r
′)Dω

XF
, (40d)

while the corresponding coefficient’s terms become

Dω
YG

= Dω
XF

=

′′
∑

L

[

2
(

CL0
la0lb0

)2
−
(

CL0
ja

1

2
jb−

1

2

)2
]

Rω
LL(r, r

′),

(41a)

Dω
YF

= Dω
XG

=

′′
∑

L

(

CL0
ja

1

2
jb−

1

2

)2

Rω
LL(r, r

′), (41b)

where the prime on the summation
′
∑

L

(
′′
∑

L

) indicates that

L+ la + lb must be even (odd) in order to keep the value
nonzero. The value of L is truncated by the coupling of
angular momentum naturally. Similarly, we can obtain
the energy functional for the spatial components of ρ−V
and A−V by replacing the expression with their expan-
sion of propagator and coupling constant. For the case of
π−PV coupling, the time component contribution drops
out because the retardation effect is neglected, and the
contribution of spatial components is relatively compli-
cated. Since the inclusion of Λ hyperon has nothing to
do with the CDF results of isoverctor coupling channels,
the details of nucleons’ contribution are omitted here and
could be found in Ref.[132].
Finally, the last two terms in the total energy func-

tional of Eq.(22) are obtained in the following way. The
center-of-mass (c.m.) correction is taken microscopically
as

Ec.m. = −
1

2MT

〈

P̂ 2
c.m.

〉

, (42)

where MT =
∑

B

MB = ANMN + AΛMΛ, and
〈

P̂ 2
c.m.

〉

is the expection value of the square of Pc.m., while Pc.m.
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is the total momentum operator in the c.m. frame[177,
178]. The pairing energy Epair is treated under the BCS
approximation for the open-shell nuclei, where the finite-
range Gogny force is chosen as the pairing interaction
with the details following the Refs.[132, 146, 179].
The single-particle (nucleon or hyperon) levels need to

be determined by solving the Dirac equation. Within the
RHF theory for spherical nuclei, the radial Dirac equa-
tions, i.e., the relativistic Hartree-Fock equations, are ex-
pressed as the coupled differential-integral equations. It
is convenient to define the total nonlocal self-energyXa,B

and Ya,B as[146, 180]

(

Ya,B(r)
Xa,B(r)

)

=

∫

dr′
∑

φ

(

Y φ
Ga,B

Y φ
Fa,B

Xφ
Ga,B

Xφ
Fa,B

)

r,r′

(

Ga,B

Fa,B

)

r′
.

(43)

Therefore, the Dirac equation becomes

εa,B

(

Ga,B(r)
Fa,B(r)

)

=

(

MB +ΣB
+(r) − d

dr +
κa,B

r +ΣB
T (r)

d
dr +

κa,B

r +ΣB
T (r) −

[

MB − ΣB
−(r)

]

)

×

(

Ga,B(r)
Fa,B(r)

)

+

(

Ya,B(r)
Xa,B(r)

)

. (44)

Here the local self-energies ΣB
± = Σ0,B ±ΣS,B composed

by the vector and scalar terms, and ΣB
T contains the con-

tribution from the direct terms of tensor part[146]. The
scalar self-energy ΣS,B = Σσ

S,B, and the time component
of the vector one has

Σ0,B(r) =
∑

φ

Σφ
0,B(r) + ΣR(r), (45)

where φ = ω, ρ for nucleons (B = N), and φ = ω for
Λ hyperons (B = Λ). In addition, ΣR is the rearrange-
ment term due to the density dependence of the coupling
constant, which can be divided into a direct ΣD

R and an
exchange part ΣE

R,

ΣR(r) = ΣD
R (r) + ΣE

R(r) =
∑

φ

[

ΣD
R,φ(r) + ΣE

R,φ(r)
]

.

(46)

Here ΣD
R,φ and ΣE

R,φ contain the summation over all
baryons for the isoscalar case of φ = σ, ω, but only over
nucleons for the isovector one. For example, the direct
term from σ − S coupling is shown as

ΣD
R,σ(r) =

∑

B

1

gσB

∂gσB
∂ρb

ρs,BΣ
σ
S,B(r). (47)

By introducing the nonlocal self-energy Xφ
a,B and Y φ

a,B

of each meson coupling channel like in Eq.(43), the ex-
change contribution to the rearrangement term reads

ΣE
R,φ(r) =

∑

B

1

gφB

∂gφB
∂ρb

∑

a

ĵ2a,B
4πr2

(

Ga,BY
φ
a,B + Fa,BX

φ
a,B

)

r
.

(48)

C. Spin-orbit coupling potential of Λ hyperon

To study later the spin-orbit splittings, the radial Dirac
equation in the RHF theory could be derived further to
get a Schrödinger-like equation for the upper component
Ga,B[180]. For the Λ hyperon, one can obtain

εa,ΛGa,Λ =

{

−
1

M+

d2

dr2
−

1

M+

[VCB,Λ + VSO,Λ

+V1,Λ
d

dr
+ V2,Λ

]

+ΣΛ
+

}

Ga,Λ,

whereM+ = εa,Λ+2MΛ−ΣΛ
−. The induced items in the

formula are defined as follows:

VCB,Λ = −
κa,Λ(κa,Λ + 1)

r2
, (49a)

VSO,Λ = −
κa,Λ
r

[

1

M ′
+

d

dr
M ′

+ +
(

XGa,Λ
+ YFa,Λ

)

]

,

(49b)

V1,Λ = −
1

M ′
+

d

dr
M ′

+ +
(

XGa,Λ
− YFa,Λ

)

, (49c)

V2,Λ = −
XGa,Λ

M ′
+

d

dr
M ′

+ +
d

dr
XGa,Λ

−XGa,Λ
YFa,Λ

−M+YGa,Λ
+XFa,Λ

(

ΣΛ
+ − εa,Λ

)

.

(49d)

Here we introduceM ′
+ ≡M+−XFa,Λ

. The relevant terms
of the nonlocal self-energies are given by sum over all cou-

pling channels, e.g., XFa,Λ
=
∑

φX
φ
Fa,Λ

. For the single-Λ

hypernuclei, the nonlocal self-energies of hyperon could
be smaller than the local ones considerably. Hence, if we
could neglect them, the above Schrödinger-like equation
can be reduced to the familiar expression taken in RMF
theory[72, 181], shown as
{

−
1

M+(r)

d2

dr2
+

1

M2
+(r)

dM+(r)

dr

d

dr
+

1

M+(r)

κa,Λ(κa,Λ + 1)

r2

+
1

M2
+(r)

dM+(r)

dr

κa,Λ
r

+ΣΛ
+(r)

}

Ga,Λ(r) = εa,ΛGa,Λ(r),

(50)

where the term which is proportional to κa,Λ(κa,Λ+1) =
la,Λ(la,Λ + 1) corresponds to the centrifugal barrier as
compared to the Schrödinger equation. The spin-orbit
coupling potential of Λ hyperon is simplified as

VSO,Λ =
1

M2
+(r)

dM+(r)

dr

κa,Λ
r
, (51)

which consequently leads to the spin-orbit splitting in the
single-particle spectrum of hyperon.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Now we can use the RHF theory to investigate the
bulk and single-particle properties of the Λ hypernu-
clei. Especially for the simplest hypernuclear system
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with single-Λ, the role of the Fock terms via the extra
Λ-hyperon degree of freedom will be illustrated in this
section. For the NN interaction, the RHF effective in-
teractions PKO1[153], PKO2 and PKO3[130] are utilized
in the calculation, in comparison with the RMF effective
functional PKDD[179]. The Dirac equation is solved in
a radial box size of R = 20 fm with a step of 0.1 fm. For
the open-shell nuclei, the pairing correlation is considered
within the BCS method. Here it is treated only for nn
and pp pairing with the Gogny interaction D1S[182], and
the blocking effect is taken for the last valence nucleon
or Λ hyperon. Thus, the analysis of the Λ-hypernuclei
could be performed if the ΛN effective interaction is fur-
ther determined.

A. Λ binding energies and ΛN effective interaction

The ΛN interaction in recent models is related to de-
termine the coupling strengths between σ- or ω-meson
and Λ hyperon. For convenience, the ratio between
meson-Λ and meson-nucleon couplings gφΛ/gφN is intro-
duced. As the utilized RHF NN effective interactions are
density dependent, the σ-Λ and ω-Λ coupling strengths
thus evolve with the baryon density as well. The mass of
Λ hyperon takesMΛ = 1115.6 MeV. The isoscalar-vector
coupling strength gωΛ/gωN is fixed to be 0.666 according
to the näive quark model[183]. Then the isoscalar-scalar
coupling strength gσΛ/gσN is adjusted to reproduce the
experimental Λ binding energies (separation energies)BΛ

assuming Λ in the 1s1/2 state of hypernuclei 16
Λ O, 40

Λ Ca,

and 208
Λ Pb[16], which theoretically BΛ is obtained by the

energy difference

BΛ(
A
ΛZ) = E(A−1Z)− E(AΛZ), (52)

where the binding energy E of the referred nuclei is
gained from Eq.(22).

TABLE I: The σ-Λ coupling strengths gσΛ/gσN fitted for CDF
effective interactions by minimizing the root-mean-square de-
viation ∆ (in MeV) from the experiment values of Λ binding
energies of 16

Λ O, 40
Λ Ca and 208

Λ Pb, where the ω-Λ coupling is
fixed to be gωΛ/gωN = 0.666.

PKO1-Λ1 PKO2-Λ1 PKO3-Λ1 PKDD-Λ1

gσΛ/gσN 0.596 0.591 0.594 0.620

∆ 0.265 0.260 0.407 0.347

For the selected RHF and RMF functionals, the σ-Λ
coupling strengths gσΛ/gσN is given in Table.I, by mini-
mizing the root-mean-square deviation ∆ for the Λ bind-
ing energies between theoretical calculation and experi-
mental values,

∆ ≡

√

√

√

√

1

N

N
∑

i=1

(Bexp.
Λ,i −Bcal.

Λ,i )
2. (53)

The induced ΛN effective interactions are named by Λ1.
All of them reproduce the data of 16

Λ O, 40
Λ Ca, and 208

Λ Pb
well with comparable deviation ∆, while PKO2-Λ1 gives
the best agreement in all. With the fixed gωΛ/gωN , it
is seen from the table that the ratios of gσΛ/gσN in
RHF are slightly smaller than PKDD’s value in RMF.
In fact, the values of gφN have been found to be dropped
systematically in RHF with the inclusion of the Fock
terms[157, 184]. Thus, the absolute values of gφΛ(ρb) in
three RHF models, namely, gσΛ and gωΛ, are sizably sup-
pressed at various baryon density ρb than one in RMF,
so that the nuclear in-medium balance and the single-
particle properties could be affected by the additional
hyperon in hypernuclei.
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FIG. 1: (Color Online) The calculated Λ binding energies BΛ

for the single-Λ hypernuclei with the RHF effective interaction
PKO1-Λ1 in comparison with the experimental data taken
from Refs. [14, 16].

Except for the Λ binding energies of 16
Λ O, 40

Λ Ca, and
208
Λ Pb, the obtained CDF functionals are also checked
to be suitable for describing several other Λ hypernuclei
with experimental data, where Λ can occupy either in
ground state 1s1/2 or excited states with higher angu-
lar momentum lΛ. Taking PKO1-Λ1 as an example, the
BΛ result is shown in Figure.1, with a relatively large
mass range from 12

Λ C to 208
Λ Pb. Since the lack of informa-

tion on the spin status of Λ during the experiments, the
calculation performed here just assume that Λ occupies
the spin-paralleled state, i.e., jΛ = lΛ + 1/2. It is seen
the theoretical predictions in recent models are consis-
tent quite well with the experiments[16], for both cases
of ground and excited hyperon. Besides, we also checked
the single-Λ potentials UΛ at the saturation baryon den-
sity in symmetric nuclear matter, which give −30.4 MeV,
−30.2 MeV and −30.9 MeV for PKO1-Λ1, PKO2-Λ1 and
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PKO3-Λ1, respectively, in agreement with the empirical
value such as from ab initio calculations[185].

To explore the origin of why the σ-Λ coupling ratio
gσΛ/gσN and its absolute strength gσΛ are systematically
reduced in RHF calculations, it is deserved to compre-
hend from a viewpoint of the dynamic nuclear medium.
Recently, such kind of method has been carried out suc-
cessfully to elucidate the mechanism of the pseudo-spin
symmetry, the shell evolution and the liquid-gas phase
transition[156–158, 160]. With different treatments of
the density dependence of coupling strengths, the deli-
cate balance between nuclear attraction and repulsion in
medium could change enormously. For Λ hypernuclei,
the dynamical equilibrium effects in nucleon’s and Λ’s
channel couple each other and interplay via the meson-
exchange. It is much easier to enlighten these effects
within a light single-Λ hypernucleus due to the relatively
larger ratio of hyperon to nucleon numbers than those in
heavier hypernuclei. With even numbers of proton and
neutron in nucleon part, therefore, the single-Λ hypernu-
cleus 13

Λ C can be taken as a good example to proceed
by separating its energy functional with various com-
ponents, as organized in Table.II. Here Eothers includes
the energy contribution from the isovector meson-nucleon
couplings, the Coulomb field, the pairing and the center-
of-mass corrections.

As one can see from Table.II, the binding energy is
dominated by the cancelation between strong attraction
(Eσ) and strong repulsion (Eω) from the isoscalar meson
coupling channels[157]. First, let’s compare the values
of the ”Nucleon” channel with RHF functional PKO1-
Λ1 to RMF one PKDD-Λ1. Because of the limited Λ
number as well as the isospin difference between hyperon
and nucleon, the Λ hyperon-induced mean field (or self-
energy) in a single-Λ hypernucleus impacts little on the
nucleon field, and could be regarded as a perturbation
effect. Thus, the dynamical equilibrium in the nucleon
channel is dominated by the nucleons themselves. As a
result, RHF provides a stronger residual attraction given
by ED

σ +ED
ω from the direct isoscalar terms than RMF,

which help to cancel the extra repulsion EE
σ + EE

ω in-
troduced by the exchange diagram and correspondingly
persist in the balance of nucleons.

However, the situation in the hyperon channel
(columns marked by “Lambda” in Table.II) is drasti-
cally changed. The inclusion of Λ hyperon inside a nor-
mal atomic nucleus results in an extra attractive poten-
tial. Despite only one hyperon, Λ can contribute a dis-
tinct value of the binding energy via the direct terms of
isoscalar meson coupling, i.e., ED

σ + ED
ω , because there

are not only Λ itself but many nucleon friends participat-
ing indeed to dress its self-energies as shown in Eqs.(33a)
and (33b). On the contrary, the contribution from the
Fock terms to Λ-relevant energy functionals is suppressed
critically since only Λ itself accounts for the nonlocal
self-energy and then EE

φ,Λ = EE
φ,ΛΛ, seeing the values

of Eφ,ΛΛ in the table. If one defines a relative ratio of
the isoscalar potential energy between Fock and Hartree

channels, written as

χ ≡

∣

∣

∣

∣

EE
σ + EE

ω

ED
σ + ED

ω

∣

∣

∣

∣

, (54)

it is seen that χN ≈ 24.6% and χΛ ≈ 1.8% for PKO1-
Λ1. Therefore, in the case of single-Λ hypernuclei, the
equilibrium of nuclear dynamics in the hyperon channel
is controlled mainly by the direct isoscalar terms, showing
a very different mechanism from the nucleon channel.
Consequently, the change of the σ-Λ coupling strength
gσΛ/gσN from PKDD-Λ1 to PKO1-Λ1 could be indicated
by comparing the details of their energy functionals.
To clarify separately the role of meson-nucleon and

meson-hyperon coupling strengths on the hypernuclear
binding energy, it is helpful to introduce a tentative CDF
functional named by PKO1-Λ1′, which adopts the RHF
effective interaction PKO1 to give the meson-nucleon
coupling strengths but takes the value of gσΛ/gσN =
0.620 in PKDD to determine the hyperon’s contribu-
tion. So the energy differences between PKDD-Λ1 and
PKO1-Λ1′ given in Table.II could ascribe to the alter-
nated meson-nucleon coupling strengths from RMF to
RHF, while the deviations of PKO1-Λ1′ from PKO1-Λ1
are associated with the change of gσΛ/gσN .
It is shown that in PKO1-Λ1′ the hypernucleus be-

comes more binding owing to both nucleon and Λ parts in
comparison with PKDD-Λ1, leading to a bad description
to reproduce the observed Λ separation energy within
PKO1-Λ1′. In fact, the CDF potential energy could be
divided into Eφ,NN , Eφ,NΛ, Eφ,ΛN and Eφ,ΛΛ according
to the type of interacting particles, and Eφ,NΛ = Eφ,ΛN .
It is checked that the total contribution from nucleons
themselves, which includes nucleons’ kinetic energy and
the potential via NN channel, is robust enough against
the change of meson-nucleon coupling strengths from
RMF to RHF functional, due to the balance from the
extra exchange diagram. But the NΛ-relevant terms dif-
fer remarkably, which give Eσ,NΛ+Eω,NΛ = −11.78 MeV
in PKDD-Λ1 and −17.07 MeV in PKO1-Λ1′. Therefore,
as both affected by Eφ,NΛ, not only the Λ binding is en-
hanced from −4.79 to −8.54 MeV, but the binding from
nucleon channels reinforces with the Λ polarization ef-
fect, seeing the Eq.(34) and (35). The failed description
of hypernuclear binding energy in RHF models by using
the RMF’s value of gσΛ/gσN implies that the density de-
pendence of meson-hyperon coupling strengths may differ
tangibly from meson-nucleon ones, additionally deviate
between gσΛ and gωΛ.
To control the overestimated Eσ,NΛ + Eω,NΛ in RHF

models, therefore, a reduction to the meson-hyperon cou-
pling strength gσΛ is necessary, correspondingly an alter-
nation to the Dirac effective mass M∗

Λ = MΛ + ΣS,Λ.
From PKO1-Λ1′ to PKO1-Λ1, the value of gσΛ/gσN is
slightly weakened, also as the case for other RHF func-
tionals in Table.I, to rebalance the effective nuclear force
with the strangeness degree of freedom. Within PKO1-
Λ1, the contribution from Eσ,NΛ+Eω,NΛ is then dropped
down to −12.86 MeV so as to get a reasonable descrip-
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TABLE II: The kinetic and potential energies (in MeV) in various channels for the single-Λ hypernucleus 13
Λ C. The results are

given by the RHF effective interactions PKO1-Λ1, PKO1-Λ1′ and the RMF one PKDD-Λ1. Specifically, the terms of Eφ,ΛΛ

correspond to the potential energy originated from ΛΛ interaction, see Eqs. (34), (35) and (36) for the detail.

13
Λ C

PKO1-Λ1 PKO1-Λ1′ PKDD-Λ1

Nucleon Lambda (Eφ,ΛΛ) Nucleon Lambda (Eφ,ΛΛ) Nucleon Lambda (Eφ,ΛΛ)

Ekin 200.88 7.90 − 202.49 9.80 − 184.51 8.18 −

ED
σ -1344.62 -72.73 (-3.83) -1377.27 -86.14 (-5.44) -1694.45 -99.84 (-5.86)

ED
ω 1003.35 59.47 (3.44) 1029.76 68.23 (4.60) 1415.49 87.64 (5.43)

EE
σ 284.30 1.92 (1.92) 288.56 2.72 (2.72) 0.00 0.00 (0.00)

EE
ω -200.23 -1.68 (-1.68) -203.18 -2.23 (-2.23) 0.00 0.00 (0.00)

Eothers -39.27 -0.73 − -39.61 -0.92 − -0.41 -0.77 −

Sum
-95.59 -5.85 -99.25 -8.54 -94.86 -4.79

-101.44 -107.79 -99.65

TABLE III: The similar to Tab. II but for the contributions
to the Λ binding energy BΛ (in MeV) of the single-Λ hyper-
nucleus 13

Λ C from various channels of corresponding energy
density functional.

BΛ

PKO1-Λ1 PKO1-Λ1′ PKDD-Λ1

N Λ N Λ N Λ

Ekin -0.94 -7.90 -2.55 -9.80 0.97 -8.18

ED
σ +ED

ω 9.24 13.26 15.48 17.91 7.43 12.20

EE
σ +EE

ω -0.34 -0.24 -1.65 -0.49 0.00 0.00

Eothers -1.76 0.73 -1.42 0.92 -0.92 0.77

Sum
6.20 5.85 9.86 8.54 7.48 4.79

12.05 18.40 12.27

tion of the total binding energy for single-Λ hypernuclei,
consequently the Λ separation energy in accord with the
experimental data as well, as seen in Table.III.

B. Local self-energies and Λ spin-orbit splitting

As the Λ binding energies have been reproduced well
in the selected RHF models, it is now worthwhile to have
a look at the Λ’s single-particle properties such as its
self-energies and the energy levels, to illustrate further
the influence of the Fock diagram on Λ-involved nuclear
physics. In Fig.2, the local Λ self-energies ΣΛ

+ are exhib-
ited for the single-Λ hypernuclei 16

Λ O, 40
Λ Ca and 208

Λ Pb. It
is found that PKO1-Λ1′ gives deeper single-particle po-
tentials than PKDD-Λ1 when keeping the same ratio of
gσΛ/gσN . With the decreased coupling of gσΛ, the dis-
tributions of ΣΛ

+ in PKO1-Λ1 become comparable with
ones in PKDD-Λ1 again, in consistence with the trends
of the Λ binding energies discussed above. The evolved
feature of the equilibrium of nuclear dynamics is repre-

sented then by the dependence of the Λ self-energy on
both in-medium couplings of the meson-nucleon gφN and
the meson-hyperon gφΛ, as seen in Eqs.(33a) and (33b).
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FIG. 2: (Color Online) The Λ local self-energy ΣΛ
+(r) for

the single-Λ hypernuclei 16
Λ O, 40

Λ Ca and 208
Λ Pb. The results

are calculated by the RHF effective interactions PKO1-Λ1,
PKO1-Λ1′ and the RMF one PKDD-Λ1.

Although the similar ΣΛ
+ is given by the selected RHF

and RMF models, the values of the local self-energy
ΣΛ

− within PKO1-Λ1 are obviously smaller than those
in PKDD-Λ1, as well as its radial slope around the sur-
face of hypernuclei, which are plotted in Figure.3 for 16

Λ O,
40
Λ Ca and 208

Λ Pb, respectively. When the Fock diagram of
NN and ΛΛ is introduced in CDF approaches, the NΛ
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coupling changes simultaneously. Therefore, the agree-
ments of ΣΛ

+ within RHF and RMF have no choice but

to cause a considerable deviation of ΣΛ
−, highlighted by

the yellow grid pattern in the figure, due to the oppo-
site sign of the isoscalar ΣS,Λ appeared in ΣΛ

+ and ΣΛ
−.

With the suppressed gσΛ couplings, the RHF functionals
then give smaller ΣΛ

− than RMF one. From Eq.(51), the
spin-orbit coupling potential of Λ hyperon is determined
actually by the radial derivative of M+, correspondingly
of ΣΛ

−, so it is expected that the discrepancy of ΣΛ
− with

different CDF functionals affects explicitly their perfor-
mance in describing the Λ spin-orbit splitting.

208
L Pb

SL -
(r

) (
M

eV
)

40
L Ca

16
L O

r (fm)

 PKO1-L1
 PKDD-L1

FIG. 3: (Color Online) The Λ local self-energy ΣΛ
−(r) for

the single-Λ hypernuclei 16
Λ O, 40

Λ Ca and 208
Λ Pb. The results

are calculated by the RHF effective interaction PKO1-Λ1 in
comparison with the RMF one PKDD-Λ1, where the grid
pattern denotes their difference. The dotted lines represent
the radial density distributions of Λ states 1p3/2 (green), 1d5/2
(red) and 1f7/2 (blue) within PKO1-Λ1.

The hyperon’s spin-orbit splitting can be estimated by
the difference of Λ single-particle energies between a cou-
ple of spin partner states, which is

∆EΛ
SO ≡ εjΛ=lΛ−1/2 − εjΛ=lΛ+1/2. (55)

According to the Schrödinger-like equation in Eq.(50),
∆EΛ

SO is mainly correlated with the spin-orbit coupling
potential VSO,Λ since the spin partners contribute the
similar values to other terms[72]. As much smaller in
magnitude than the local terms, the influence of the non-
local self-energies of hyperon on VSO,Λ are ignored in the
following discussions. Taking the ground state of 16

Λ O,
40
Λ Ca and 208

Λ Pb as examples, the calculated spin-orbit

splittings for the spin partners 1p, 1d, and 1f of Λ hy-
peron are depicted in Fig.4.

 PKO1-L1
 PKDD-L1

0.0

0.4

0.8

1.2

1.6

2.0

208
L Pb

FIG. 4: (Color Online) The spin-orbit splittings of Λ spin
partner states 1p, 1d, and 1f for the ground state of single-Λ
hypernuclei 16

Λ O, 40
Λ Ca and 208

Λ Pb. The results are calculated
by the RHF effective interaction PKO1-Λ1 (values in black)
in comparison with the RMF one PKDD-Λ1 (values in violet).

It is clear in Fig.4 that the Λ spin-orbit splitting given
by the RHF functional PKO1-Λ1 is systematically lower
than the RMF’s PKDD-Λ1, complying with the fact that
in the RHF case there are smaller values of ΣΛ

− and effec-
tive spin-orbit coupling potential VSO,Λ. Thus, the inclu-
sion of relativistic Fock diagram in the CDF framework,
which alters the equilibrium of nuclear dynamics, impacts
enormously the single-particle properties of hypernuclei.
In addition, it is seen that the values of ∆EΛ

SO for Λ’s 1p
partners decrease gradually from 16

Λ O to 208
Λ Pb in both

RHF and RMF cases, which could be explained by plot-
ting the radial density distributions of Λ’s 1p states as
shown in green dotted lines in Fig.3. In fact, the upper
components of the radial wave functions, which dominate
the density profile, are nearly identical to each other in
the spin partner states[135], so the values are just given
for 1p3/2. From 16

Λ O to 208
Λ Pb, the density peak is found

to move from the surface to the interior of the hyper-
nucleus, where the radial slope of ΣΛ

− evolves gradually
so that VSO,Λ of Λ hyperon drops down correspondingly.
Besides, a similar analysis is suitable for the evolution
of ∆EΛ

SO in the spin partner states of 208
Λ Pb, where the

increase of ∆EΛ
SO from 1p to 1f is related to the density

peak approaching closely to the surface.

It is generally believed that the energy splitting be-
tween spin partner states in single-Λ hypernuclei is very
small in comparison with that for nucleons[118–122].
From the obtained RHF functionals here, it is still dif-
ficult to give a comparable value to the experimental or
empirical data although quenching effects in Λ spin-orbit
splitting are already gained in RHF calculations, e.g.,
∆EΛ

SO ≈ 1.181 MeV in PKO1-Λ1 for 1p partners of 13
Λ C.

Theoretically, there exist several mechanisms to reduce
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the predicted ∆EΛ
SO such as the SU(3) symmetry break-

ing and the tensor coupling[124, 186], in CDF approaches
which could be involved by changing their effective inter-
actions. In fact, it is found that a good linear correlation
exists in RMF models between two ratios gσΛ/gσN and
gωΛ/gωN [102, 187, 188]. Thus, the single-particle prop-
erties of Λ-hypernuclei could be adjusted by evolving the
meson-hyperon coupling strengths while maintaining the
well-reproduced bulk properties.

TABLE IV: The series of CDF effective interactions obtained
by alternating the ω-Λ coupling constant gωΛ/gωN from 0.3
to 0.8 (for convenience marked by the suffix “x”). The σ-Λ
couplings gσΛ/gσN are fitted by minimizing the root-mean-
square deviation ∆ (in MeV) from the experiment values of
Λ binding energies of 16

Λ O, 40
Λ Ca and 208

Λ Pb.

gωΛ/gωN 0.3 0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8

PKO1-Λx
gσΛ/gσN 0.334 0.405 0.477 0.549 0.621 0.692

∆ 0.936 0.706 0.495 0.324 0.263 0.356

PKO2-Λx
gσΛ/gσN 0.334 0.404 0.474 0.545 0.614 0.685

∆ 0.970 0.746 0.534 0.368 0.240 0.289

PKO3-Λx
gσΛ/gσN 0.331 0.403 0.475 0.546 0.618 0.690

∆ 0.735 0.543 0.400 0.362 0.447 0.599

PKDD-Λx
gσΛ/gσN 0.322 0.403 0.485 0.566 0.647 0.729

∆ 1.150 0.932 0.709 0.487 0.280 0.162

To follow this idea, we carried out the fitting procedure
of Λ-relevant parameters again but release the constraint
on the vector coupling gωΛ/gωN , varying from 0.8 to 0.3.
Then the scalar coupling strength gσΛ/gσN is determined
by reproducing the experimental Λ binding energies of
hypernuclei in the same way as Λ1 in Table.I. The ob-
tained Λx series of CDF functionals for the single-Λ hy-
pernuclei are listed in Table IV. With decreasing ratio of
gφΛ/gφN , the root-mean-square deviation ∆ raises to a
certain extent, resulting in somewhat worse predictions
to the Λ separation energies. Focusing on their role in Λ
single-particle properties, these series of CDF functionals
can be used to evolve the hyperon’s spin-orbit splitting.
The results for Λ spin partners 1p of 16Λ O, 40Λ Ca and 208

Λ Pb
are shown in Fig.5.
From Fig.5, it is clear that the Λ1p spin-orbit splitting

goes down enormously as the meson-hyperon coupling
strength gωΛ/gωN decreases, especially for the light hy-
pernucleus 16

Λ O. In comparison with PKDD-Λx, PKO1-
Λx predicts smaller ∆EΛ

SO at the same value of gωΛ/gωN .
From the literature, the value of Λ1p splitting for 16

Λ O
is estimated empirically around 300 ≤ ∆EΛ

SO ≤ 600
keV[189]. As seen in the figure, PKO1-Λx enter into such
an area (the yellow grid pattern) earlier than PKDD-Λx
when gωΛ/gωN decreases. Thus, to comply with the em-
pirical constraint the RHF models give a larger param-
eter space of meson-hyperon couplings, which could be
gωΛ/gωN . 0.3 and gσΛ/gσN . 0.334 for PKO1 func-

0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8

208
L Pb

 PKO1-Lx
 PKDD-Lx

DE
L SO

 (M
eV

) 40
L Ca

gwL/gwN

16
L O

FIG. 5: (Color Online) The spin-orbit splittings of Λ spin
partner state 1p for the single-Λ hypernuclei 16

Λ O, 40
Λ Ca and

208
Λ Pb, evolving with ω-Λ coupling strength gωΛ/gωN . The
results are calculated by the RHF effective interaction series
PKO1-Λx in comparison with the RMF one PKDD-Λx taken
from Tab.IV, while the empirical value for 16

Λ O shown with
the grid pattern is taken from Ref. [189]. The starred points
are the cases at gωΛ/gωN = 0.666.

tionals. Moreover, it is manifested that the predicted
splitting from two functionals would approach each other
when the meson-hyperon coupling strengths gφΛ weaken,
which is attributed to the fact that the hyperon-induced
mean field and correspondingly the self-energy ΣΛ

− is
eliminated with decreasing coupling, and so is its dis-
parity between different functionals.

IV. SUMMARY

In summary, the relativistic Hartree-Fock (RHF) the-
ory has been extended to include the degree of freedom of
Λ hyperon. Several Λ-nucleon effective interactions are
introduced with density-dependent meson-hyperon cou-
plings, as their strengths are determined by fitting Λ sep-
aration energies to the experimental data for single-Λ
hypernuclei. Focusing on the Λ-involved effects, the ob-
tained RHF functionals are adopted to study the role of
Fock diagram from a viewpoint of the equilibrium of nu-
clear dynamics in Λ hypernuclei, in comparison with the
RMF calculation.
In the case of single-Λ hypernuclei, Λ contributes to

the isoscalar potential energy from both Hartree and
Fock channels, dominated by Eσ,ΛN +Eω,ΛN rather than
Eσ,ΛΛ + Eω,ΛΛ since only one hyperon exists. Demon-
strated by comparing a relative ratio χΛ of hyperon to
χN in nucleon channel, the equilibrium of nuclear dynam-
ics described by the RHF models in single-Λ hypernuclei
is clearly deviated from that in normal atomic nuclei, in-
dicating a different role of Fock terms via Λ hyperon from
the nucleons. As a consequence of Λ implantation, being
the overwhelmed ΛN attraction via the isoscalar Hartree
over the ΛΛ exchange terms, RHF models then ask a sys-
tematically reduced σ-Λ coupling strength gσΛ as com-
pared to RMF’s case so as to rebalance the strangeness-
bearing effective nuclear force.
Turning to the single-particle properties of Λ hypernu-
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clei, it is found that the selected RHF functionals give
relatively smaller values of the Λ local self-energy ΣΛ

−

and the spin-orbit coupling potential VSO,Λ than RMF
one PKDD-Λ1, due to the reduced σ-Λ coupling. As
a result, these RHF models predict correspondingly a
quenched Λ spin-orbit splitting in comparison with the
RMF case, examples shown for 16

Λ O, 40Λ Ca and 208
Λ Pb. Our

work confirms that the inclusion of Fock diagram in a co-
variant energy density functional plays an essential and
non-negligible role indeed in understanding the origin of
why the Λ spin-orbit splitting in hypernuclei is very small
in comparison with that of nucleons.
Finally, a possible way to reduce the uncertainty of

such an issue is discussed, to reproduce the splitting
∆EΛ

SO theoretically within the selected RHF models. By
evolving the hyperon-relevant couplings gσΛ and gωΛ si-
multaneously, inspired by the discovered linear correla-
tion between them, the predicted Λ spin-orbit splitting
could decrease efficiently. As compared to PKDD-Λ1, the
RHF models declare a larger parameter space of meson-
hyperon couplings in order to give a complied description
with the empirical energy splitting ∆EΛ

SO for Λ1p part-
ners of 16

Λ O.
It has been pointed out that the tensor cou-

pling embedded in RHF approach plays an impor-
tant role in treating the delicate balance in the dy-
namic nuclear medium and controlling the single-particle
characters[157, 184]. It is possible to introduce the ρ-
or ω-tensor couplings in both NN and NΛ channels in

a self-consistent way within RHF, and to check the in-
duced effect on the Λ spin-orbit splitting, which is still
ignored in this work and would be considered later on.
Moreover, the exchange of strangeness-bearing mesons
becomes allowed when the Fock diagrams are involved
beyond the relativistic Hartree ones. Since we are study-
ing the single-Λ hypernuclei, the contribution of these
strangeness-bearing mesons to the effective ΛN interac-
tion is expected to be relatively smaller than those of σ
and ω. However, when investigating multi-Λ hypernuclei
or infinite hypernuclear systems in which multi hyper-
ons coexist, such strangeness-bearing mesons couplings
may not be negligible and need consider seriously. Hence,
the model is expected to be developed further by includ-
ing strangeness-bearing meson exchange for the cases of
multi-Λ hypernuclei and hyperon star physics.
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hammer, and R. Roth, Phys. Rev. Lett. 113,
192502 (2014), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.

1103/PhysRevLett.113.192502.
[49] D. Gazda and A. Gal, Phys. Rev. Lett. 116,

122501 (2016), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.

1103/PhysRevLett.116.122501.
[50] R. Wirth and R. Roth, Phys. Rev. Lett. 117,

182501 (2016), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.

1103/PhysRevLett.117.182501.
[51] S. Liebig, U. G. Meißner, and A. Nogga, Eur. Phys. J. A

52, 103 (2016), URL https://doi.org/10.1140/epja/

i2016-16103-5.
[52] R. Wirth and R. Roth, Physics Letters B 779,

336 (2018), ISSN 0370-2693, URL https://

www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/

S0370269318301230.
[53] R. Wirth and R. Roth, Phys. Rev. C 100, 044313

(2019), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/

PhysRevC.100.044313.
[54] A. Gal, J. M. Soper, and R. H. Dalitz, Annals of

Physics 63, 53 (1971), ISSN 0003-4916, URL https://

www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/

0003491671902971.
[55] D. J. Millener, Nuclear Physics A 691, 93 (2001),

ISSN 0375-9474, Proc. 7th Int. Conf. on Hypernu-
clear and Strange Particle Physics, URL https://

www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/

S0375947401010132.
[56] D. J. Millener, Nuclear Physics A 754, 48 (2005),

ISSN 0375-9474, Proceedings of the Eighth Interna-
tional Conference on Hypernuclear and Strange Par-
ticle Physics, URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/

science/article/pii/S0375947404013016.
[57] A. Gal, Nuclear Physics A 754, 91 (2005), ISSN

0375-9474, Proceedings of the Eighth International
Conference on Hypernuclear and Strange Parti-
cle Physics, URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/

science/article/pii/S0375947405000710.
[58] D. J. Millener, Nuclear Physics A 804, 84 (2008),

ISSN 0375-9474, Special Issue on Recent Advances
in Strangeness Nuclear Physics, URL https://

www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/

S0375947408003497.
[59] A. Gal and D. J. Millener, Physics Letters B

701, 342 (2011), ISSN 0370-2693, URL https://

www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/

S0370269311006137.
[60] T. Yamada, K. Ikeda, H. Bando, and T. Motoba, Phys.

Rev. C 38, 854 (1988), URL https://link.aps.org/

doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.38.854.
[61] E. Hiyama, M. Kamimura, K. Miyazaki, and T. Motoba,

Phys. Rev. C 59, 2351 (1999), URL https://link.aps.

org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.59.2351.
[62] E. Cravo, A. C. Fonseca, and Y. Koike, Phys. Rev. C

66, 014001 (2002), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/

10.1103/PhysRevC.66.014001.
[63] M. Shoeb and Sonika, Phys. Rev. C 79, 054321 (2009),

URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.

79.054321.
[64] E. Hiyama and T. Yamada, Progress in Parti-

cle and Nuclear Physics 63, 339 (2009), ISSN
0146-6410, URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/

science/article/pii/S0146641009000350.
[65] P. G. Reinhard, Reports on Progress in Physics 52, 439

(1989), URL https://doi.org/10.1088/0034-4885/

52/4/002.
[66] P. Ring, Progress in Particle and Nuclear Physics

37, 193 (1996), ISSN 0146-6410, URL https://

www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/

0146641096000543.
[67] M. Bender, P. H. Heenen, and P. G. Reinhard, Rev.

Mod. Phys. 75, 121 (2003), URL https://link.aps.

org/doi/10.1103/RevModPhys.75.121.
[68] D. Vretenar, A. V. Afanasjev, G. A. Lalazissis,

and P. Ring, Physics Reports 409, 101 (2005),
ISSN 0370-1573, URL https://www.sciencedirect.

com/science/article/pii/S0370157304004545.
[69] J. Meng, H. Toki, S. G. Zhou, S. Q. Zhang,

W. H. Long, and L. S. Geng, Progress in Par-
ticle and Nuclear Physics 57, 470 (2006), ISSN
0146-6410, URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/

science/article/pii/S014664100500075X.
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[174] X. Roca-Maza, X. Viñas, M. Centelles, P. Ring,

and P. Schuck, Phys. Rev. C 84, 054309 (2011),
URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.

84.054309.
[175] D. A. Varshalovich, A. N. Moskalev, and

V. K. Khersonskii, Quantum Theory of Angu-

lar Momentum (WORLD SCIENTIFIC, 1988),
https://www.worldscientific.com/doi/pdf/10.1142/0270,
URL https://www.worldscientific.com/doi/abs/

10.1142/0270.
[176] M. Abramowitz, Handbook of Mathematical Func-

tions with Formulas, Graphs, and Mathematical Tables

(1964).
[177] M. Bender, K. Rutz, P. G. Reinhard, and J. A. Maruhn,

The European Physical Journal A 7, 467 (2000), URL
https://doi.org/10.1007/PL00013645.

[178] P. W. Zhao, B. Y. Sun, and J. Meng, Chinese Physics
Letters 26, 112102 (2009), URL https://doi.org/10.

1088/0256-307x/26/11/112102.
[179] W. H. Long, J. Meng, N. V. Giai, and S. G. Zhou,

Phys. Rev. C 69, 034319 (2004), URL https://link.

aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.69.034319.
[180] W. H. Long, H. Sagawa, J. Meng, and N. V. Van

Giai, Physics Letters B 639, 242 (2006), ISSN
0370-2693, URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/

science/article/pii/S0370269306006691.
[181] J. Meng, K. Sugawara-Tanabe, S. Yamaji, P. Ring,

and A. Arima, Phys. Rev. C 58, R628 (1998),
URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.

58.R628.
[182] J. F. Berger, M. Girod, and D. Gogny, Nuclear

Physics A 428, 23 (1984), ISSN 0375-9474, URL
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/

pii/0375947484902409.
[183] C. B. Dover and A. Gal, Progress in Parti-

cle and Nuclear Physics 12, 171 (1984), ISSN
0146-6410, URL https://www.sciencedirect.com/

science/article/pii/0146641084900048.
[184] W. H. Long, H. Sagawa, N. V. Giai, and J. Meng, Phys.

Rev. C 76, 034314 (2007), URL https://link.aps.

org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.76.034314.
[185] H. Dapo, B.-J. Schaefer, and J. Wambach, Phys. Rev. C

81, 035803 (2010), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/

10.1103/PhysRevC.81.035803.
[186] J. V. Noble, Physics Letters B 89, 325 (1980),

ISSN 0370-2693, URL https://www.sciencedirect.

com/science/article/pii/0370269380901343.
[187] C. M. Keil, F. Hofmann, and H. Lenske, Phys. Rev. C

61, 064309 (2000), URL https://link.aps.org/doi/

10.1103/PhysRevC.61.064309.
[188] X. S. Wang, H. Y. Sang, J. H. Wang, and H. F. Lü,
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