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The nuclear pseudospin symmetry along an isotopic chain

Ronai Lisboa, Manuel Malheiro

Instituto de Fisica, Universidade Federal FluminenseteMii 24210-340, RJ, Brazil

P. Alberto

Departamento de Fisica and Centro de Fisica Computadjona
Universidade de Coimbra, P-3004-516 Coimbra Portugal

We investigate the isospin dependence of pseudospin sysinghe chain of tin isotopes (frof?°Sn until
1793n). Using a Woods-Saxon parametrization of the nuclearpial for these isotopes we study in detail the
effect of the vector-isovectgrand Coulomb potentials in the energy splittings of neutrwhroton pseudospin
partners in the isotopic chain. We conclude that the retidizaf nuclear pseudospin symmetry does not change
considerably with the mass number, and is always favoreagotrons. We also find that thepotential accounts
for essentially all the pseudospin isospin asymmetry oleskeand that the Coulomb potential plays a negligible
role in this asymmetry. This can be explained by the dynanmeture of pseudospin symmetry in nuclei,
namely the dependence of the pseudospin splittings on #pestf the nuclear mean-field potential.

PACS numbers:

I. INTRODUCTION in each of the terms that contribute to the pseudospin energy
splitting. We concluded that the isospin asymmetry seen in

Pseudospin was introduced in the late 60'$][1, 2] to accouri’® nuclear pseudospin is also a manifestation of the dynami
for the quasi-degeneracy of single-nucleon states witmgqua cal character of this symmetry. .
tum numbersig, £, j = (+1/2)and (@ —1,0+2,5 = (+3/2) In t.hIS paper we will present new results concerning the
wheren, ¢, and; are the radial, the orbital, and the total an- iS0Spin dependence of the nuclear pseudospin along Sn iso-
gular momentum quantum numbers, respectively. These leJopic chain. We will plot the energy splitting for some pseu-
els have the same “pseudo” orbital angular momentum quarflospin doublets as a function of the mass numbeanalyz-
tum numberf = ¢ + 1, and “pseudo” spin quantum number, N9 separat_ely the neutron and proton IeveI;. To this end,_we
§=1/2. solve the Dirac equation for the nucleons using a paranaetriz
The pseudospin symmetry has been analyzed in the framd&on for the nuplear potential along this chain Whlgh was de-
work of non-relativistic models by several authdrs[[3[14, 5] veloped by us in a recent work |14]. That parametrization was
The subject was revived in recent years when Ginocchio [6pPtained by a fit to a sophisticated self-consistent refdies
presented a relativistic interpretation for this symmetrpw- ~ Mmean field calculation [15]. We will show that the pseudospin
ing that the quantum numbéis the orbital quantum number 9uasi-degeneracy has a small dependence with accor-
of the lower component of the Dirac spinor for spherical po-dance with|[16]. _ _
tentials. Moreover, he showed thais a good quantum num- The symmetry is better reallged for neutronsthan is for pro-
ber in a relativistic theory for the nucleon with scafiand ~ tons. Furthermore, as found in previous worksl[€, 14], we
vectorV potentials with opposite signs and the same magniﬁ|50 show that. t.he main reason for the difference b_etween
tude, i.e.X = S + V = 0. Actually, this condition can be the energy splitting of proton and neutron p§eudosp|n part-
relaxed to demand that only the derivativeXofe zero[[7], ners comes from the vector-isovector potential and not from
but, if ¥ goes to zero at infinity, both conditions are equiva-the Coulomb potential. _ _
lent. The paper is organized as follows: in section Il we present
Unfortunately, neither of these two conditions are met inthe nuclear potentials as combinations of Woods-Saxon po-

nuclei. Some recent works indicate that the nuclear psedentials and the respective parameters as function$ aid

dospin symmetry has a dynamical character. It was showfY — Z- In section lll we analyze the energy splittings of two

that the almost degeneracy of the pseudopsin doublets n@seudospin doublets that are plose to the Fermi sea, for neu-

only depends in the shape of the nuclear mean fiélds [8] bfons and protons, as a function df from 120 to 170. In

in fact arises from a significant cancellation among the germ Particular, we look for the effect of the Coulomb and vector-

that contribute to the energy and not only from the pseudospiiSOvector potentials in those energy splittings. Finalig

orbit interaction[[B0]. The non-perturbative natureligt ~draw our conclusions.

intgraction has been Qiscussed in [11, 12], where it a_Iso Was||  p|RAC EQUATION AND PSEUDOSPIN SYMMETRY

pointed out the dynamical character of the nuclear pseulosp
We have investigated recently in a quantitative way the ef-

fect of the Coulomb and the vector-isovectopotentials in

the proton and neutron asymmetry seen in the nuclear pse

dospin [13,14]. We analyzed the effect of these potentials HV=[a-p+ f(m+ S) + V]¥ =€V, Q)

The Dirac equation for a particle of mass in external
agalarS and vector// potentials is given by
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wherea andg are the usual Dirac matrices. The Hamiltonian The parametrization faR. anda. has a natural justification
in Eg. @) is invariant under SU(2) transformations wits: in view of the knownA'/3 dependence of the nuclear radius.
VorS = -V [14,118,19]. The second case corresponds torheV, ,, R, anda, dependencies oN — Z are also justified
the realization of pseudospin symmetry. As referred beforesince they are proportional to the difference between proto
this symmetry is related to the orbital quantum number of theand neutron densities. Fdt,, we take the proton electro-
lower component of the Dirac spinor. static potential energy in a uniform spherical charge ithistr

If S andV are radial potentials, equatidd (1) gives rise totion of chargeZe and radiusk,.
two differential equations for the upper and lower radiateva

functions. Defining = V — S, ¥ = V + S, and the binding Lz r2

energyE = ¢ — m, these are Vooul(r) = { e 2Re <3 B R_2c> » T< o (12)
1d [ ,dGg 00+1) A’ 1z r> Rc
ﬁ%(r dr>_ 72 G“+E+2m—A et

<G/ﬁ + 1+ HGK) F(E+2m—A)E-%)G, =0 (2) Weusedin EqI2Rc = 1.204/% which has the samd
r dependence of the nuclear radius.

1d [ ,dF,\ {({+1) Y We show in Fig[L the binding potential for neutrons and
2dr <7" ar ) - Fie + E_> protons in the Sn isotopic chain. In the proton case we see

2
" explicitly the Coulomb barrier produced by the potenfial)(1

(F,g + 1;—“&) +(E+2m—A)(E-%)F, =0, (3)

wherek is the quantum number defined by

=+ =+l
_{ A T “)

The term withl — x in Eq. [3) is the pseudospin-orbit term
[2C]. From that equation one sees that, should it be possible
to setX’ = 0, ¢ would be a good quantum number. Since
the sign ofx determines whether one has parallel or antipar-
allel spin and = ¢ — x/|k/|, one sees that pairs of states with
k= —({+ 1) andx = ¢ + 2 have the samé = ¢ + 1, the
quantum numbers of the pseudospin partners. For example,
for [TLSl/Q: (TL— 1)d3/2] one hag = 1, for [’I’Lpg/g, (TL— 1)f5/2]

onde hag = 2 etc. Pseudospin symmetry is exact when dou-
blets withj; = [ + § are degenerate.

I1l. THE NUCLEAR POTENTIAL FOR THE SN ISOTOPIC 0 5 10
CHAIN (a) r [fm]

In a recent work we found a general parametrization in
terms of Woods-Saxon potentials for the binding poter¥ial
in the whole Sn isotopic chain. The procedure used to extract
the parameters is explained in detaillini[14]. We separated
in a centralX.(r), a vector-isovectol/,(r) and a Coulomb

partVeou () (only for protons), in the following way >

Soc v, s

S(r)pn = + £ =]

e = T el — Bojad * T+ esaltr - By)Jay) =
+VCoul(T) . (5)

In V, the plus sign is for protons and the minus sign for neu-
trons. The parameters, as functionsfN andZ, are

Yoo = —69.94 MeV (6) 80| | ‘

R, = 1.21A'3 fm (7) 0 5 10

4. = 0.13AY3 fm 8) (b) r [fm]
Vop = —[0.12(N — Z) 4 3.87] MeV (9) FIG. 1: Woods-Saxon potential for neutrons (a) and protons
R, = [0.03(N — Z) 4+ 5.05] fm (10) (b) along the Sn isotopic chain.

a, = [0.007(N — Z) +0.27] fn . (11)



IV. 1SOSPIN DEPENDENCE OF PSEUDOSPIN

SYMMETRY " \
ﬁﬂ\ - te,
/

Using the nuclear potential presented in Hd. (5) we now =
display the energy splitting for the two pseudospin doublet B/E/E/E._/.E;uu potential

[351/2 — 2d3/5] @and[2d5 /, — 1g7/2]. Firstly we present results | @@ without V.,
for the neutrons and after for the protons where we needto > ~ o
. . 0 &-© without V
consider also the Coulomb potential. s P
S m-| full potential
3 m =& without VCoul
. E/E/E/B/E——‘B | -5 without V|
I \ .
- 2y, - 184, i 6/9/9’"@7 381, - 2d3,
2 /
= I @-@® full potential [ R R R R R BRI
E i G without V. 120 130 140 150 160 170
st B full potential . - A . .
o | o] without V FIG. 3: Energy splittings of the ps_eudospln pas, ;o —
(L p 2d3 /] and[2d5/; — 1g7/2] as a function of the mass number
| < A for protons with and withouV,, and Vou.
/3S1/2 -2dy,
L symmetry is favored for neutrons.
[T I IR T I S i i i i i i
0 120 130 140 150 160 170 What is the origin of th|s. experlmentally obsgrved isospin
A asymmetry of pseudospin in nuclei? Clearly this must be re-
lated to both thé/, potential, which is repulsive for neutrons
FIG. 2: Energy splittings of the pseudospin pads, /, — and attractive for protons, and the Coulomb potential, alrep
2d3 5] and[2d5 /2 — 1g7/2] as a function of the mass num-  sive potential which only exists for protons.
ber A for neutrons with and withouV,. Since the Coulomb potential only affects protons, we could

think that it could give an important contribution for this

In Fig.[ is shown the neutron energy splittings for thoseasymmetry. However, from Fidl 3 we see that, when the
pseudospin partners aschanges. In both cases the energyCoulomb potential is turned off, the pseudospin splittings
differences increase just slightly asincreases. Since the main practically the same. For example, #6150, if we re-
pair [2ds 2 — 1g7 /] is more bound thafBs; , — 2d;,], one ~ Move the Coulomb potential, the difference of energy for the
may notice also that the energy splittings are smaller falge ~ doublet[3s, o, 2d3 o] is 1.13 MeV (compare with the value
closer to the the Fermi sea. of 1.19 MeV given before), whereas f{@ds /5, 1g7/5] is 3.38

In a recent workl[8] a systematics was established relatind1eV (3.58 MeV).
the pseudospin splittings to the Woods-Saxon parameters of In [14] we saw that this fact is due to a cancellation be-
the nuclear potentials. The conclusions were that the gnergween the diverse terms that contribute to the energy of each
differences become smaller as the magnitude of the welhdeptevel. In that study, we showed that, while the contributbxén
|¥| decreases and as the diffusivity (of bathand A poten-  the Coulomb potential to the pseudospin-orbitterm is sarbst
tials) increases, but grow when their radius increasesmpFro tial, it is cancelled by the contribution of all the otherrtes.
Fig.[ we see that in the isotope chain the magnitude of th&ig.[d shows that, although small, the Coulomb potentiat con
neutron potential well decreases and its diffusivity imses  tribution is bigger for the pseudospin splitting of deepsey-
asA increases, thus favoring the pseudospin symmetry. Howdospin partners.
ever, the increase of the radius with/3 works in the opposite In a similar way, we analyze the role of the poteniiglin
way and thus essentially cancels the previous effects. ,Thuthe isospin asymmetry by looking into its effect in the split
the dependence witd of pseudospin splittings for neutrons tings of the neutron and proton pseudospin pairs. In[Fig. 2 is
is small. presented the neutron energy difference of these pairs when

We now perform the same study for protons. The resulthe potentialV, is excluded. When this is done, the energy
is presented in Fidl3. Again, we see that there is almost ndifference increases, showing that this potential faveeup
change of the energy splittings with the mass numheklso,  dospin symmetry for neutrons, which can be understood by
as in the neutron case, the splittings are smaller for hilgver  the systematics referred to before, siri¢g being positive,
els. For example, fod=150 the energy difference for the decreasef| (note that® < 0), and at the same time makes
doublet[3s; /5, 2d3 /5] is 1.19 MeV for protons and i€).49 it more diffuse. This can be see in Hg. 1 for the neutrdns:
MeV for neutrons, whereas theds », 197 /-] pair has an en- is larger as4 andN — Z increases and, as a consequence, the
ergy difference o8.58 MeV for protons and of.97 MeV for  well potential is less profound and more diffuse. For exam-
neutrons. We see that, for the same valuelppseudospin ple, again forA=150, the energy difference for the neutron
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doublet[3s; /5, 2d3 /2] without the p potential is0.86 MeV  nuclear pseudospin. In order to identify the origin of thés d
(0.49 MeV with the full potential), whereas fd2d; /2, 197 2] pendence we have analyzed in detail the effect of those poten
i52.76 MeV (1.97 MeV). tials separately in the proton and neutron pseudospin gnerg
In the proton case, shown in FIg. 3 the effeciffis the op-  splittings along the Sn isotopic chain.
posite, as could be expected, but is smaller in magnitude tha We conclude that the dependence with mass nurdbef
in the neutron case. This timE| becomes bigger wheW, is  the pseudospin symmetry measured by the energy splittings
added and less diffuse thus working against the realization is small either for neutrons or for protons along the isatopi
the pseudospin symmetry. Fd=150 the energy difference chain. The effect of the Coulomb barrier is also very small
for the doublet[3s, /5,2ds3/5] is 0.86 MeV (previously1l.19  and almost negligible for the proton levels close to the Ferm
MeV), whereas for2ds 5, 1g7/-] is 2.87 MeV (3.58 MeV).  sea. The difference seen in nature for the pseudospin energy
This analysis allows us to conclude that when the vectorsplitting of the neutrons and protons comes essentialiy fro
isovector potential/, is excluded the pseudospin asymmetrythe vector-isovectoV,, potential. It makes the binding po-
for protons and neutrons almost disappears. Therefor, thiential more diffuse for neutrons than for protons. Thusthe
potential is the main responsible for this asymmetry and thergy splitting decreases for neutrons and increases ftomso
Coulomb potential/c,. does not play a significant role. originating this isospin asymmetry in the nuclear pseutosp

Finally, from our analysis we can conclude that, at least
for tin isotopes, the realization of pseudospin symmetaj-is
most independent of the neutron content of nuclei in a isotop
chain.

We have investigated in a quantitative way the isospin de-
pendence of the nuclear pseudospin along the Sn isotopic
chain. To do this analysis we performed a mean-field model
calculation with a parametrization for the nuclear potriti
this chain developed by us in a recent warki[14]. We used
Woods-Saxon potentials to fit the proton and neutron poten- R. L. thanks the nice atmosphere during the XV RET-
tials obtained by a sophisticated self-consistent calimrddor  INHA where this work has been presented. P. A. acknowl-
the Sn isotopes [15]. edges the financial support from FCT (POCT]I), Portugal. M.

In this general parametrization of the potential we have sepM. acknowledges the financial support from the CNPg/ICCTI
arated explicitly thé/c.,1 andV/, potentials. These two po- Brazilian-Portuguese scientific exchange program. M. M and
tentials are the main source of the isospin dependence of thHe. L. acknowledge in particular the CNPq support.

V. CONCLUSIONS
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