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Abstract

W e� nd arelationship between coe� cientsoffractionalparentage(cfp)obtained on theonehand

from theprincipalparentm ethod and on theotherhand from a seniority classi� cation.W e apply

this to the Redm ond recursion form ula which relates n ! n + 1 cfp’s to n � 1 ! n cfp’s where

theprincipal-parentclassi� cation isused.W etransform thisto theseniority schem e.O urform ula

di� ersfrom theRedm ond form ula inasm uch aswehave a sum overthepossiblesenioritiesforthe

n ! n + 1 cfp’s,whereasRedm ond hasonly oneterm .W eshow thatthereareusefulapplications

ofboth the principalparentand the seniority classi� cation.

PACS num bers:
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The wave function ofa system ofidenticalparticlesisantisym m etric in space and spin.

Itis,however,often convenientto singleouta given particle.Thiscan bedoneby m eansof

a fractionalparentageexpansion.Forn identicalparticlesin a singlej shell,theexpansion

isasfollows

	(1� � � n)I� =
X

J1�1

[jn� 1J1�1jjgj
n
I�]

�
	(1� � � n � 1)J1�1 � 	(n)j

	I�
; (1)

wherethecurly bracketsdesignatea Clebsch{Gordan coupling and thequantitiesin square

brackets are the coe�cients offractionalparentage. Although the totalwave function is

antisym m etric,each term in theexpansion isnot.A given term isantisym m etricin the�rst

n � 1 particles,butnotin then-th.In som esense,with cfp’swehaveourcakeand weeat

ittoo.

Such an expansion enablesone to single outa certain particle despite the factthatthe

totalwavefunction isantisym m etric.A sim pleexam plefortheuseofacfp involvestransfer

reactions.The crosssection forthe pickup ofa neutron from a shellwhich hasn neutrons

and no protonsisproportionalto a spectroscopic factor,thevalueofwhich is

S = n[jn� 1(Jf�f)jjgj
n
Ji�i]

2
; (2)

where(Ji �i)referto the(n+ 1)-neutron system and (Jf �f)to then-neutron system .The

sum m ed pickup strength overall(Jf �f)isequalto n,thenum berofparticlesavailableto

bepicked up.

One m ethod ofcalculating coe�cientsoffractionalparentage isby the principal-parent

technique.An explicitexam plefora system ofthreeidenticalparticlesisgiven by deShalit

and Talm i[2](seeEq.26.11 on page271)and willberepeated in thisintroduction in order

to establish notation.

Togetacfp forthreeidenticalparticles,one�rstcom binestwoofthem toatotalangular

m om entum J0:[jj]J0.W ecallthistheprincipalparent.W ethen add a third particleand,

afterantisym m etrizing and norm alizing,theresulting wavefunction is

	 J[J0]= N [J0](1� P12 � P13)
�
[12]J03

�J
; (3)
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whereN [J0]isthenorm alization factor.W ethen expand (3)asperEq.(1),obtaining

[j2(J1)jJjgj
3[J0]J]= N [J0]

2

4�J0J1 + 2
p
(2J0 + 1)(2J1 + 1)

8
<

:

j j J0

J j J1

9
=

;

3

5 ; (4)

where

N [J0]=

2

43+ 6(2J0 + 1)

8
<

:

j j J0

J j J0

9
=

;

3

5

� 1=2

: (5)

Notetherelationship between thecfp and thenorm alization factor:

[j2(J0)jJjgj
3[J0]J]=

1

3N [J0]
: (6)

A recursion form ula forcfp’sdueto Redm ond [1]ispresented in thebooksofTalm iand

deShalit[2]on page528,and Talm i[3]on page274.Itcan bewritten asfollows

(n + 1)[jn(�0J0)jJjgj
n+ 1[�0J0]J][j

n(�1J1)jJjgj
n+ 1[�0J0]J]=

= ��1�0�J1J0 + n(�1)J0+ J1
p
(2J0 + 1)(2J1 + 1)

X

�2J2

8
<

:

J2 j J1

J j J0

9
=

;

�[jn� 1(�2J2)jJ0jgj
n
�0J0][j

n� 1(�2J2)jJ1jgj
n
�1J1]: (7)

In the above,square bracket designates the principalparent used to calculate the cfp.

Actually,theprincipalparentsom etim esloosesitssigni�cance becausein som ecasesm ore

than oneprincipalparentcan yield thesam e cfp.In tablesofcfp’s,theprincipalparentis

usually notlisted. The quantitiesin parentheses(�0J0)are listed. The cfp with (�0J0)is

theprobability am plitudethata system of(n + 1)identicalparticlescan beseparated into

a system ofn particleswith quantum num bers(�0J0)and a singlenucleon.

Note thatthe n � 1 ! n cfp’son the right-hand side ofEq.(7)do nothave principal-

parentquantum num bers. Indeed they are notfully speci�ed,i.e.,the quantum num ber�

isnotde�ned. Althoughtnotnecessary,we shallassum e � standsin partforthe seniority

quantum num berand thatthen � 1! n cfp’sform a com pleteorthonorm alset.

One problem with the principal-parent m ethod is that one gets m ore cfp’s than there

really are. One can see this,forexam ple,from Eq.(4). Forj = 7=2 in 43Ca,the allowed

states have totalangular m om entum I = 3=2;5=2;7=2;9=2;11=2,and 15=2,alloccurring
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only once. Consequently,there isonly one setofcfp’sforeach angularm om entum . Ifwe

constructthecfp’sfortheunique I = 7=2 stateofthef3
7=2

con�guration,using �rstJ0 = 2

and then J0 = 4 asprincipalparents,wegetexactly thesam ecfp’sforJ1 = 0;2;4,and 6 in

thetwo cases.Thereisa redundancy.

Forthe j3 con�guration with j = 9=2,I = 9=2,there are two states. In the Baym an{

Lande schem e [4],the states are classi�ed by the seniority quantum num ber. Ofthe two

I = 9=2 states above,one has seniority 1 and the otherhas seniority 3. However,in the

principalparentschem e,there are �ve setsofcfp’scorresponding to J0 = 0;2;4;6,and 8.

Thisisclearly an overcom plete set.

In TableIweshow theresultsofthetwo schem esfortheexam ple above:I = j= 9=2.

Ofcourse, one can have m ore than one state ofa given seniority. For exam ple, for

j= 15=2,(j3)I= 15=2,thereisonestateofseniority 1 and two ofseniority 3.

The discussion ofseniority (a topic introduced by G.Racah [5,6])isgiven extensively

in textbooks[2,3,7],so we willbe very briefon this. To sim plify the discussion,letus

considera closed shellofprotonsand focusonly on the open-shellsystem ofneutrons,i.e.,

dealonly with identicalparticles. Foran even num berofneutrons,there isa tendency for

their spins to be paired. This corresponds to a seniority v = 0 state with totalangular

m om entum 0 (note that alleven{even nucleihave angular m om entum 0). To form a 2+

state,one m ustbreak atleastone pair. Asnoted by Lawson,the seniority v ofa nuclear

state\isthenum berofunpaired nucleonsin theeigenfunction describing thestate" [7].He

also m entions thatthe delta-function potentialconserves seniority in a single j shell. For

an even num berofneutrons,theseniority v m ustbean even integer;foran odd num berof

neutrons,itm ustbean odd integer.In thecaseofa sem im agic nucleuswith an open shell

of,say,neutrons,whereasthe I = 0 ground state hasdom inantly v = 0,the �rst2+ state

isdom inantly v = 2.However,forthe I = 4 state in 44Ca (f4
7=2
),the seniority v = 4 state

isslightly lowerthan theseniority v = 2 state.Onecan understand thisby noting thatthe

v = 2 state consistsofone broken pairwith J = 4,while the seniority v = 4 state can be

constructed from two J = 2 pairs.Fora two-particlesystem ,theJ = 2 pairenergy islower

than theJ = 4 pairenergy often by a factoroftwo orm ore.
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TABLE I:Coe� cientsoffractionalparentage in the principal-parentschem e and in the seniority

schem e (resultsfrom Baym an{Lande)forthe I = 9=2 statesofthe g3
9=2

con� guration.

Principal-parentschem e

J0 = 0

J1 = 0 0.516398

J1 = 2 � 0:288675

J1 = 4 � 0:387298

J1 = 6 � 0:465475

J1 = 8 � 0:532291

J0 = 2 J0 = 4

J1 = 0 � 0:437384 J1 = 0 � 0:262994

J1 = 2 0.340825 J1 = 2 � 0:008910

J1 = 4 � 0:019881 J1 = 4 0.760475

J1 = 6 0.764610 J1 = 6 � 0:362496

J1 = 8 0.327887 J1 = 8 0.470138

J0 = 6 J0 = 8

J1 = 0 � 0:286884 J1 = 0 � 0:473618

J1 = 2 0.311026 J1 = 2 0.192553

J1 = 4 � 0:329013 J1 = 4 0.616034

J1 = 6 0.837866 J1 = 6 0.149270

J1 = 8 0.103396 J1 = 8 0.580370

Seniority schem e

v = 1

J1 = 0 � 0:516398

J1 = 2 0.288675

J1 = 4 0.387298

J1 = 6 0.465475

J1 = 8 0.532291

v = 3

J1 = 0 0.000000

J1 = 2 0.181186

J1 = 4 � 0:654463

J1 = 6 0.696673

J1 = 8 � 0:231293

II. R ELAT IO N B ET W EEN P R IN C IPA L PA R EN T C FP ’S A N D T H O SE IN T H E

SEN IO R IT Y SC H EM E

W eherenotea relationship between theovercom pletesetofprincipal-parentcoe�cients

offractionalparentageand thosewith theseniority classi�cation:
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[jn(v0J0)jJjgj
n+ 1[v0J0]J][j

n(v1J1)jJjgj
n+ 1[v0J0]J]=

=
X

v

[jn(v0J0)jJjgj
n+ 1

Jv][jn(v1J1)jJjgj
n+ 1

Jv]: (8)

In the left-hand side above,the �rst principalparent is form ed by adding the (n + 1)-th

nucleon to an n-nucleon antisym m etricsystem with good seniority and angularm om entum

(v0 J0),then coupling the com bined system to a totalangular m om entum J,and then

antisym m etrizing and norm alizing thetotalwavefunction.On theright-hand side,thesum

overv isa sum overallthe possible senioritiesofthe com bined (n + 1)system and,fora

given seniority,overallstateswith thatseniority.

A proofoftheaboveresultwillbegiven in Appendix A.

W ecan verify theresultofEq.(8)forspeci�cexam ples.Consider�rsta system ofthree

identicalparticles in a j = 15=2 shellwith totalangularm om entum J = 15=2. Take the

principal-parentangularm om entum J0 to beequalto 2,and also J1 = 2.Using theexplicit

form ulaeofEqs.(4)and (5),weobtain

[j2(J0)jJjgj
3[J0]J]

2 =
1

3

2

41+ 2(2J0 + 1)

8
<

:

j j J0

J j J0

9
=

;

3

5 = 0:153945: (9)

From Baym an and Lande[4]we�nd

[j2(2)jJ = 15=2jgj3v = 1]= 0:172516; (10)

[j2(2)jJ = 15=2jgj3v = 3;� = 1]= 0:153452; (11)

[j2(2)jJ = 15=2jgj3v = 3;� = 2]= 0:317231: (12)

W eeasily verify thatthesum ofthesquaresis0.153945.

Asa second exam ple,considerthecasej= 9=2,J = 9=2,with J0 = [J0]= 2 and J1 = 4.

Theleft-hand sideofEq.(8)isgiven by

lhs=
4

3

p
45

8
<

:

9=2 9=2 2

9=2 9=2 4

9
=

;
= �0:00677596: (13)

The right-hand side has contributions from v = 1 and v = 3. Using the Baym an{Lande
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tables,we�nd

v = 1 0:288675� 0:387598 (14a)

v = 3 �0:181166� 0:654463 (14b)

Total �0:006776 (14c)

III. A N EX A M P LE O F T H E U SE O F T H E O V ER C O M P LET E C FP ’S

Ironically,one can get the m ost usefulinform ation from principalparent cfp’s by cal-

culating them for states which do not exist. W e use Eq.(4) to illustrate this point. As

noted by Racah [5,6],de Shalitand Talm i[2]and Talm i[3],there are no statesofthe j3

con�guration with totalangularm om entum J = 3j� 4.Ifin Eq.(4)wechoosetheprincipal

parentJ0 = 2j� 1 and J1 = 2j� 3,then the factthatthe cfp doesnotexistleadsto the

relation
8
<

:

j j (2j� 1)

(3j� 4) j (2j� 3)

9
=

;
= 0 : (15)

Fora di�erentchoice,J0 = J1,onegets
8
<

:

j j J0

J j J0

9
=

;
= �

1

2(2J0 + 1)
(16)

forcertain statesJ thatdo notexistin the j3 con�guration. Note that,forthese selectJ

values,this6j sym boldoesnotdepend on whatJ is. Forexam ple,forj = 7=2,Eq.(16)

holds for J = 1=2;13=2;17=2,and 19/2,but not for the allowed (f3
7=2
) states m entioned

previously.

Aninterestinguseofthese6j-sym bolrelationshasbeenfoundbyRobinsonandZam ick[8]

fora system oftwo neutronsand one proton (ortwo protonsand one neutron),e.g.,43Sc

(43Ti)forj= 7=2.To perform a shellm odelcalculation,oneusesasinputtwo-body m atrix

elem entsh(j1j2)JTjV j(j3j4)JTi,whereJ isthetotaltwo-particleangularm om entum and T

isthe isospin. Ofcourse,T can only be eitherzero orone fora two-particle system . The

resulting wavefunction for43Scin thesinglej shellcan bewritten as

	 I =
X

JN

D
I(j�;JN )[j�(j

2)JN ]I ; (17)

7



where,for a state oftotalangular m om entum I,D I(j�;JN ) is the probability am plitude

thattheneutronscoupleto JN (JN = 0;2;4,or6).

W ithoutgoing into detail(these are given in Ref.[8]),the authorsconsidered a m odel

in which the two-body m atrix elem ents with isospin T = 0 were set equalto zero. Only

the T = 1 two-body m atrix elem ents entered into the calculation. W hen this was done,

an interesting partialdynam icalsym m etry wasfound forthepreviously m entioned angular

m om enta I which cannot occur for a j3 con�guration ofidenticalparticles,nam ely I =

1=2;13=2;17=2,and 19/2. It was found for these states that JN was a good quantum

num berforthe wave functions,i.e.,a given state wave function wasofthe form [j� JN ]I.

As an exam ple,for I = 13=2 the m atrix elem ent h[j 4]13=2jV j[j 6]13=2i was zero. This is

explained by thevanishing ofthe6j sym bolofEq.(5)
8
<

:

7=2 7=2 6

3=2 7=2 4

9
=

;
= 0 ; (18)

which werem em berwasobtained by com pletely di�erentconsiderations.

There were also degenerate states,such asI = 1=2� and 13=2�
1
,whose wave functions

wereoftheform [j� = 7=2;JN = 4]I.Likewise,13=2�
2
;17=2� ,and 19=2� werealldegenerate

with wave functions[j� = 7=2;JN = 6]I.Thesedegeneraciesfollow from Eq.(16).

W e callthe above a partialdynam icalsym m etry because it applies only to states of

angular m om entum I which can occur for a system oftwo neutrons and a proton,but

cannotoccurfora system ofthreeneutrons(orthreeprotons).

IV . T H E R ED M O N D R EC U R SIO N R ELAT IO N IN T H E SEN IO R IT Y SC H EM E

W eherepresenttheequivalentoftheRedm ond recursion relation,butforcfp’sclassi�ed

by the seniority quantum num ber v and forwhich there are no redundacies. Here is our

form ula

(n + 1)
X

vs

[jn(v0J0)jIsjgj
n+ 1

vsIs][j
n(v1J1)jIsjgj

n+ 1
vsIs]=

= �J0J1�v0v1 + n(�1)J0+ J1
p
(2J0 + 1)(2J1 + 1)

X

v2J2

8
<

:

J2 j J1

Is j J0

9
=

;

�[jn� 1(v2J2)jJ0jgj
n
v0J0][j

n� 1(v2J2)jJ1jgj
n
v1J1]: (19)
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Thisdi�ersfrom theRedm ond form ula inasm uch asthereisnow a sum on theleft-hand

sideoftheequation overvs.NotethatIs is�xed.Basically,then,thesum isoverallstates

thatarepresentwhich haveangularm om entum Is forthe(n + 1)-particlesystem .

Ofcourse,the �xed values of(v0J0) and (v1J1) willlead to som e restrictions on the

possiblevaluesofvs.

W e give now an exam ple. Consider the case n = 3,j = 9=2; for the three-particle

system s,takeJ0 = 9=2;v0 = 3 and J1 = 11=2;v1 = 3;and fortheangularm om entum ofthe

four-particlesystem ,takeIs = 2.Taking into accountthat,in thiscase,wehavetwo values

fortheseniority vs,theresultoftheleft-hand sideofEq.(19)is

Is = 2;vs = 2 4� (�0:128118)� 0:320983= �0:164495

Is = 2;vs = 4 4� (�0:265908)� 0:666200= �0:708592

Sum (lhs) �0:873087

Fortheright-hand sideofEq.(19),weobtain

J2 = 2 �0:119633

J2 = 4 �0:789733

J2 = 6 +0:199694

J2 = 8 �0:163415

Sum (rhs) �0:873087

Ascan beseen,wegetthesam eresult.

Forthesam ecaseasabovebutwith v0 = 1 and vs = 3,we�nd that

lhs= rhs= 0:78674: (20)

V . T H E SP EC IA L C A SE n = 2. A P P LIC AT IO N O F T H E SEN IO R IT Y R ED -

M O N D R ELAT IO N T O T H E N U M B ER O F STAT ES O F A N G U LA R M O M EN T U M

Is FO R T H R EE ID EN T IC A L PA RT IC LES IN A SIN G LE j SH ELL

Forn = 2 thetwo cfp’son theright-hand sideofEq.(19)areequalto 1 and J2 = j,i.e.,

thesum overJ2 consistsofonly oneterm .W e�nd

9



2

8
<

:

j j J1

Is j J0

9
=

;
(�1)J0+ J1

p
(2J0 + 1)(2J1 + 1)=

= ��J0J1�v0v1 + 3
X

vs

[j2(v0J0)jIsjgj
3
vsIs][j

2(v1J1)jIsjgj
3
vsIs]: (21)

ForJ1 = J0 weget

2

3

8
<

:

j j J0

Is j J0

9
=

;
(2J0 + 1)+

1

3
=
X

vs�s

[j2(v0J0)jIsjgj
3
vsIs]

2
: (22)

Ifwesum overJ0 (even)on theright-hand side,weobtain

X

J0

[j2(v0J0)jIsjgj
3
vsIs]

2 = 1: (23)

And then,thesum overvs givesusthenum berofstateswith totalangularm om entum Is.

For Is = j we get a result previously obtained by Rosensteeland Rowe [9]using a

quasispin form ulation

1

3

2

4
(2j+ 1)

2
+ 2

X

J0 even

(2J0 + 1)

8
<

:

j j J0

j j J0

9
=

;

3

5 = # ofstateswith Is = j: (24)

Ginocchioand Haxton [10]showed thisquantity tobeequalto[(2j+ 3)=6],wherethesquare

bracketsm ean thelargestintegerlessthan whatisinsidethem .

ForIs = j+ 1 wegettheZhao{Arim a result[11]

1

3

2

4
2j� 1

2
� 2

X

J0 even

(2J0 + 1)

8
<

:

j j J0

j j+ 1 J0

9
=

;

3

5 = # ofstateswith Is = j+ 1; (25)

which canbeshown tobe[j=3].Thepresentauthorshavepresented an alternativederivation

ofthe above two resultsby using an m schem e [12]. A recentpreprintby Talm ialso uses

them schem eto go beyond theabovetwo exam plesand to provem any conjecturesofZhao

and Arim a [13].
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V I. ISO SP IN C O N SID ER AT IO N S. A P P LIC AT IO N O F T H E P R IN C IPA L-

PA R EN T R ED M O N D R ELAT IO N T O P R O B LEM S IN V O LV IN G N EU T R O N S

A N D P R O T O N S

In a previouswork,\Interrelationship ofisospin and angularm om entum " [14],we con-

sidered thefollowing sim pleinteraction in a singlej shellofneutronsand protons

h(j2)JA V (j2)JA i= a
1� (�1)JA

2
: (26)

Since in a single j shellwhen JA iseven the isospin TA is1,and when JA isodd TA is0,

we see thatthis interaction acts only forTA = 0 states,i.e.,only forthe neutron{proton

interaction in the TA = 0 channel. The interaction vanishes for two neutrons or for two

protons| they haveisospin 1.

W hen applied to the I = 0 states of the even{even Ti isotopes with con�guration

[(j2)J�(j
n)J�]

I= 0,the authors found the following expression for the interaction m atrix ele-

m ents:

h[J0J0]0 H [JJ]0i=a = n�JJ0 � n
p
(2J + 1)(2J0+ 1)

�
X

J0

[jn� 1J0jjgj
n
J][jn� 1J0jjgj

n
J
0]

8
<

:

J0 j J0

j j J

9
=

;
: (27)

By using theprincipal-parentRedm ond form ula [Eq.(7)ofthiswork],oneobtains

h[J0J0]0 H [JJ]0i = (n + (�1)J+ J
0

)�JJ0

�(n + (�1)J+ J
0

)[jnJjjgjn+ 1j][jnJ0jjgjn+ 1j]: (28)

However,thiscan besim pli�ed because,ifwehavea system of2 protons,then both J and

J0m ustbeeven.

Theaboveresultwascoupled with thefactthatonecould alsowritethesam einteraction

in the isospin space asa(1=4� t(1)� t(2)). Thisalso vanishesforT = 1 and isequalto a

constanta forT = 0.

From the isospin pointofview,itistrivialto obtain the eigenvalues fora system of2

protonsand n neutrons:
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hV i= (n + 1)a forT = Tm in = jN � Zj=2,

hV i= 0 forT = Tm in + 2.

The angular m om entum expression [14]did not involve seniority. From what we have

seen in theprevioussections,thegeneralization isnottoo di�cult

h[J0(J0v0)]0 H [J(Jv)]0i = (n + 1)�JJ0�vv0 (29)

�(n + 1)
X

vf

[jn(Jv)jjgjn+ 1(jvf)][j
n(J0v0)jjgjn+ 1(jvf)]:

Theeigenvalueequation forthisHam iltonian is

(n + 1)D (J;Jv) � (n + 1)
X

vf

[jn(Jv)jjgjn+ 1(jvf)] (30)

�
X

J0

[jn(J0v0)jjgjn+ 1(jvf)]D (J
0
;J

0
v
0)= �D (J;Jv):

However,from the isospin pointofview,the eigenvalue � forT = Tm in isequalto (n + 1).

Hence,forT = Tm in weobtain

X

vf

[jn(Jv)jjgjn+ 1(jvf)]
X

J0

[jn(J0v0)jjgjn+ 1(jvf)]D (J
0
;J

0
v
0)= 0: (31)

W ecan m ultiply by [jn(Jv)jjgjn+ 1(jvx)]and sum overv.Thus,using theproperty

X

v

[jn(Jv)jjgjn+ 1(jvx)][j
n(Jv)jjgjn+ 1(jvf)]= �vfvx; (32)

we�nd

X

J0

[jn(J0v0)jjgjn+ 1(jvx)]D
Tm in(J0;J0v0)= 0 (33)

foreach vx state.

W hatisthe signi�cance ofEq.(33)? W e willnow show,by a generalization ofa result

of Zam ick and Devi[15], that this equation expresses the fact that states with isospin

T = Tm in + 2 areorthogonalto stateswith isospin T = Tm in.
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Statesof2 protonsand n neutronswith isospin Tm ax = Tm in + 2 are double analogsof

statesof(n+ 2)identicalparticles.Thisleadstothefactthatthevaluesofthewave-function

com ponentsforT = Tm ax aretwo-particlecoe�cientsoffractionalparentage[16,17]

D
Tm ax;I= 0;vf(J;Jv)= [jn(Jv)j2(J)jgjn+ 2I = 0vf]: (34)

Fora system ofn + 2 identicalparticles(neutrons),wecan write

jj
n+ 2

i
I vf =

X

J0 v0 v1

[jn(J0v0)j
2(J0v1)jgj

n+ 2
Ivf]j(j

n)J0v0(j2)J0v1iIvf: (35)

W ecan,however,reach thisresultin two stageswith successive one-particlecfp’s:

jj
n+ 2

i
I vf =

X

J0v0

X

v3

[jn+ 1(jv3)jjgj
n+ 2

Ivf][j
n(J0v0)jjgj

n+ 1
jv3]

�U(J0jIj;jJ0)j(j
n)J0v0(j2)J0iIvf: (36)

In theabove,U isa unitary Racah coe�cient.ForI = 0 thevalueofU is1.

So farwehave

[jn(J0v0)j
2(J0v1)jgj

n+ 2
I = 0vf]=

X

v3

[jn(J0v0)jjgj
n+ 1(jv3)][j

n+ 1(jv3)jjgj
n+ 2

I = 0vf]:

(37)

However,itcan be shown,e.g. in Baym an and Lande [4],thatthe (n + 1)! (n + 2)cfp

above to a �nalstate with I = 0 is1 forv3 = vf � 1 and 0 otherwise,exceptwhen vf = 0,

in which casev3 = 1.So wehave

[jn(J0v0)j
2(J0v1)jgj

n+ 2
I = 0vf]= [jn(J0v0)jjgj

n+ 1(j;vf � 1)]; forvf > 0; (38)

= [jn(J0v0)jjgj
n+ 1(j;v = 1)]; forvf = 0: (39)

Thus,in Eq.(33)wecan replacetheone-particlecfp n ! (n+ 1)by thetwo-particlecfp

n ! (n + 2).Thelatterism oreobviously identi�ed with thewave function ofa statewith

I = 0 and T = Tm ax.

13



V II. C LO SIN G R EM A R K S

W ehaveherediscussed bothprincipal-parentcoe�cientsoffractionalparentageandthose

obtained by seniority schem es.Theform erareeasiertocalculate,butform an overcom plete

set;while the latterform a com plete orthonorm alset. The originalRedm ond form ulation

givesn ! n+ 1cfp’swhich areobtained byaprincipal-parentclassi�cation viathen� 1! n

cfp’swith no clearclassi�cation.Ourm ain resultin thiswork wasto obtain Redm ond-type

relations (see Eqs.(8) and (19)) in which we have seniority cfp’s on both sides of the

equation. A new feature is thaton the left-hand side ofEq.(19)we have,for�xed �nal

angularm om entum ,a sum overallpossible�nalseniorities.

W e have noted thatboth principalparent and seniority cfp’s have their uses. Forthe

form er,we noted earlier works which showed that,by constructing cfp’s to non-existent

states,e.g.,(f3
7=2
);J = 13=2,weobtain conditionson 6j sym bols.In turn,thevanishing of

these cfp’swasputto use in a com pletely di�erentproblem by Robinson and Zam ick [8],

nam ely to explain a partialdynam icalsym m etry for a system oftwo neutrons and one

proton (likewise two protonsand one neutron)when the T = 0 two-body interaction isset

to zero and only T = 1 two-body m atrix elem entsareused.

W eapplied ournew Redm ond relation to theproblem ofthenum berofstatesofa given

angularm om entum in a (j3)con�guration.Previously,we had resultsonly up to j� 7=2,

but with the new Redm ond relation we have it for allj. W e also used this relation to

generalizea relation by Zam ick,M ekjian and Lee[14],again forj� 7=2,to higherjvalues,

wherestatesofagiven angularm om entum occurm orethan onceforathree-particlesystem .

W ethereby obtain conditionson thewavefunctionsofstatesofm ixed neutronsand protons

which boildown to the factthatstatesofhigherisospin are orthogonalto statesoflower

isospin.

W hileournew Redm ond relation at�rstsightappearsm orecom plicated thantheoriginal

one,because ofthe sum over �nalseniorities on the left-hand side,we �nd thatthissum

can beused to obtain closureand ultim ately can lead to sim pleresults.
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A P P EN D IX A

W e here o�era proofofEq.(8). W e willdo itfora (g3
9=2
)three-particle system . The

proofforany num berofparticlesand othercon�gurationsisessentially thesam e.

The wave function forthe three-particle system with a principalparent[J0]forthe two

particlesis[seeEq.(3)]

	 J[J0]= N [J0](1� P12 � P13)
�
[12]J03

�J
; (A1)

whereJ isthetotalangularm om entum ofthethreeparticles.These	 J[J0]’sareanovercom -

pleteset;e.g.,forJ = 9=2 thereare�ve	 J[J0]’s,butonly two independentwavefunctions.

Althoughtnotnecessary,we can separate the two into stateswith de�nite seniority v = 1

and v = 3.

The following relation m ust hold between the principalparent wave functions and the

seniority wave functions

	 J[J0]= C[J0]	
J(v = 1)+ D [J0]	

J(v = 3); (A2)

orin m oredetail

X

J1

[j2(J1)jJjgj
3[J0]J]

�
[12]J13

�J
= (A3a)

X

J1

n

C[J0][j
2(J1)jJjgj

3
v = 1;J]

�
[12]J13

�J
(A3b)

+ D [J0][j
2(J1)jJjgj

3
v = 3;J]

�
[12]J13

�J
o

: (A3c)

Thisleadsto thefollowing relation between cfp’s

[j2(J1)jJjgj
3[J0]J]= C[J0][j

2(J1)jJjgj
3
v = 1;J]+ D [J0][j

2(J1)jJjgj
3
v = 3;J]; (A4)

with C and D independentofJ1.

By taking overlaps,wesee

C[J0]= N [J0]h	
J(v = 1)j(1� P12 � P13

�
[12]J03

�J
i: (A5)

Since	(v = 1)istotally antisym m etric,thisleadsto

C[J0]= 3N [J0]h	(v = 1)j
�
[12]J03

�J
i

= 3N [J0][j
2(J0)jJjgj

3
v = 1;J]: (A6)
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Likewise

D [J0]= 3N [J0][j
2(J0)jJjgj

3
v = 3;J]: (A7)

Thus,wehave

[j2(J1)jJjgj
3[J0]J]= 3N [J0]

X

v= 1;3

[j2(J0)jJjgj
3
vJ][j2(J1)jJjgj

3
vJ]: (A8)

But,from Eq.(6),weseethat

3N [J0]=
1

[j2(J0)jJjgj3[J0]J]
: (A9)

By crossm ultiplication,wegettheresultweareafter| Eq.(8).

Oncethishasbeen shown,theRedm ond relation ofEq.(19)followsbecause,asdiscussed

in thetextafterEq.(8),thecfp’son theright-hand sideofEq.(19)forthen-particlesystem

(from n � 1 to n)havebeen constructed with de�niteseniority.
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