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C oexistence of BC S and BEC -like pair structures in halo nuclei
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W e investigate the spatial structure of the two-neutron wave fiinction in the B orrom ean nucleus
11,4, using a threebody m odel of °Li+n + n, which includes m any-body correlations stem m ing
from the Pauli principle. The behavior of the neutron pair at di erent densities is sin ulated by
calculating the twoneutron wave function at severaldistances between the core nucleus °Liand the
center of m ass of the two neutrons. W ih this representation, a strong concentration of the neutron
pair on the nuclar surface is for the rst tim e quantitatively established for neutron-rich nuclei.
T hat is, the neutron pair wave fiunction in **Lihas an oscillatory behavior at nom aldensity, while
it becom es a well Jocalized single peak in the dilute density region around the nuclear surface. W e
point out that these features qualitatively correspond to the BC S and BEC -like structures of the

pair wave function found In in nite nuclearm atter.

PACS numbers: 21.30Fe,21 454 v,21.60G x,21.65+ £

Pairing correlations play a crucial rol in many
Fem jon system s, such as liquid 3He, atom ic nucki, and
ultracold atom ic gases [, 12, [3]. W hen the attractive
Interaction between two Fem lons is weak, the pairing
correlation can be understood in tem s ofthe welkknow n
Bardeen-€ ooperSchrie er BCS) m echanism|1], show ing
a strong correlation In them om entum space. Ifthe inter—
action is su ciently strong, on the other hand, one ex—
pects that two ferm ions form a bosonic bound state w ith
condensation In the ground state ofa m any-body system
M4,15,16,17,18]. The transition from the BC S-type pair-
Ing correlationsto the B oseE instein condensation BEC)
takes place continuously as a function of the strength of
the pairing interaction. T his feature is often referred to
asthe BCSBEC crossover.

Recently, exploiting the Feshbach resonance wih
which the strength of e ective interaction can be ar-
birarily varied, the BCS-BEC crossover has been ex-—
perim entally realized for a gas of ultracold akali atom s
[©,110,[11]. Thishasstim ulated a ot of subsequent works,
not only in condensed m atter and atom ic physics [@], but
also in nuclear and hadron physics [12,/13] (see also Ref.
14D .

N eutron-rich nucleim ay m anifest both BCS and BEC -
like features. These nuclki are characterized by a dilute
neutron density around the nuclar surface, and one can
Investigate the pairing correlation at severaldensities[L5],
ranging from the nom aldensity in the center of the nu—
cleus to a dilute densiy at the surface. In this connec-
tion, i is worth whil to m ention that M atsuo recently
nvestigated the spatialstructure ofneutron C ooper pairs
In Jowdensity nuclar and neutron m atters, and found
the BCSBEC crossover behavior in the pair wave fiinc—
tion although the BEC I it is not reached because two
neutrons are not bound in free space but only form a
ow lying virtual state (see below) [L2]. In Ref. [14],
proton-neutron (T = 0) C ooper pairs were also studied in

the sam e context. T he strong density dependence of the
nuclkon-nuckon pseudo-potential, as well as the Pauli
principle, are responsible for the crossover phenom enon.

In this paper, we nnvestigate the im plication of the
BCS-BEC crossoverin nite neutron-rich nuclki. To this
end, we particularly study the ground state wave fiinc-
tion of a two—neutron hal nuckus, ''Li. This nuclus
is known to be well described as a threedbody system
consisting of two valence neutrons and the core nuclus
°Li L€, |17, 118,19, 120, 211. Since both the nn and n-
°Litwobody subsystem s are not bound, the 'Li nu-
cleus is bound only as a threebody system . Such nu-—
clei are referred to as Borrom ean nucli, and have at—
tracted a ot of attention [22,123]. A strong dineutron
correlation as a consequence of the pairing interaction
between the valence neutrons has been pointed out in
11,1 [17,119], which has recently been con m ed experi-
m entally in the low -lying dipole strength distribution 24].
T his dineutron correlation has a responsbility for the
BEC -like behaviour n In nite nuclearm atter, and thus,
despite there is only one neutron pair, ''Liprovides op-
tin um circum stances to investigate BCS and BEC -lke
features in  nite nuclei.

In order to study the pair wave fiinction in *'Lj, we
solve the ollow Ing threebody H am itonian [1§,119],

Pi1 P

H =fyc O+ Ape @)+ Vap + ; @)
A.m

wherem and A . are the nuclkon m ass and them assnum —
ber of the inert core nuclkus, respectively. ﬁnc is the
single-particle H am iltonian for a valence neutron inter—
acting w ith the core. W e use a W oods-Saxon potential
with a spin-orbit froe or the interaction in A,c . The
diagonal com ponent of the recoil kinetic energy of the
core nuckus is included In ﬁnc , whereasthe o -diagonal
part istaken into account in the last term in the H am itto—
nian [I). The interaction between the valence neutrons
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Vnn is taken as a delta interaction whose strength de-
pends on the density of the core nuclkus. This kind of
pseudo-potential has been standard for nuclear pairing,
xe eg., Refs. m,@]. A ssum ing that the core density
is described by a Fem i function, the pairing interaction
reads

v
V, ; = + ;
nn (£17r2) @ 1) W 1+ op[® R )= |
@)
where R = j(r; + ry)=273. The density-dependent tem

is repulsive, and the strength of the interaction becom es
weaker or increasing densiy. W e use the sam e value or
the param eters as in Refs. E,], inwhich R = 2935
fm in the density-dependent temm .

T he two-particle wave function (r1;r2), where the
coordinate of a valence neutron from the core nucleus is
denoted by rj, is obtained by diagonalizing the three—
body Ham iltonian [Il) wihin a Jarge m odel space which
is consistent w ith the nn interaction, V,, . To this end,
we expand the wave function  (r;;r2) wih the eigen—
fiinctions of the singlepartick Ham itonian A,c . In the
expansion, we explicitly exclide those states which are
occupied by the core nuclkons, as in the original C ooper
problem ]. T he ground state wave function is obtained
as the state with the total angular mom entum J = 0.
W e transform i to the the relative and center of m ass
(com .) coordinates forthevalence neutrons, r = r; r;
andR = (r1+1,)=2 (seeFig. 1) 29,124,[27]. To thisend,
we use the m ethod of Baym an and K allio 1. That is,
we rst decom pose the wave function into the total spin
S=0 and S=1 com ponents. T he coordinate transform a-
tion is then perform ed for the S= 0 com ponent, which is
relevant to the pairing correlation:

X

S=0
(r1;r2) =

fL GR) Yo @)Yy ®)199 3 s-od;

L
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where j 5= o1 is the spin wave function.

W e apply this procedure to study the ground state
wave finction of the 'Linuckus. We rst discuss the
probability of each L com ponent in the wave function.
De ning the probability as

Z Z 3

P r?dr

0 0

we ndh = 0:578forL = 0, 0.020 orL = 2,and 0.0045

forL, = 4. The S=0 com ponent of wave function is thus

largely dom inated by the L = 0 con guration @]. The

sum of the probabilities for L = 0;2; and 4 com ponents

is 0.6025, that is close to the S = 0 probability in the
totalwave function, 0.606 [L€,[19].

Figure 1 shows the square of the two-particle wave
function forthe L = 0 com ponent. It is weighted w ith a
factor of YR 2. O ne can clearly recognize the two peaked
structure In the plot, one peak at (r;R) = 22;34)
and the other at (ryR) = 44;18) fm . These peaks
correspond to the dineutron and the cigar-lke con gu-—
rations discussed 1n Refs.[17,/19,/22], respectively. N otice
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FIG.1l: (Colr online) A two-dim ensional (2D ) plot for the
ground state two-particle wave function, rszjfL: o (r;R )f,
orLi It is plotted as a function of the relative distance
between two neutrons, r, and the distance between the cen-
ter of m ass of the two neutrons and the core nucleus, R, as
denoted in the inset.
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FIG. 2: The ground state two-particle wave functions,

rZRZjEL: o (t;R )j2 as a function of the relative distance be—
tween the neutrons, r, at several distances R from the core.
T he solid lines correspond to the two-particle wave functions
of'' L1, while the dashed lines denote those of '°C . N otice the
di erent scales on the ordinate in the various panels.

that the 1rst peak is Iocated at a an all relative distance
betw een the neutrons and that the corresponding con g-—
uration is rather com pact In the coordinate space.

TheL = 0 wave fiinctions of ' Lifordi erent valuesof
R arepltted In Fig2 (solid line) asa function ofr. The
three-body wave finction has not been presented in this
way as far as we know , although the coordinate system
(r;R ) hasbeen em ployed in severalprevious calculations
L4, [24]. For com parison, those of °C are also shown
by the dashed lines w ith arbitrary scale. Since we con—
sider the density-dependent contact interaction, [2), this
ise ectively equivalent to probing the wave function at
di erent densities. Let us rst discuss the wave finction
of 'Li. At R = 0:5 fm, where the density is close to the
nom aldensity o, the two particle wave function is spa—



tially extended and oscillates inside the nuclear interior.
T his oscillatory behavior is typicalfora C ooperpairw ave
function In the BC S approxin ation, and has in fact been
found in nuclear and neutron m atters at nomm aldensiy
o (s=eFig. 4 (f) n Ref. [l2] aswellasFig. 4 in Ref.
[14]). As In the In nite m atter calculation1Z], the two—
particle wave finction hasa signi cant am plitude outside
the rstnodeat24 fn . Thisisagan a typicalbehavior
ofthe BC S pair wave function. N otice that the core nu—
cleuswasassum ed to be a poInt particlke in Ref. [L€], and
the oscillation ofthe pair wave fiinction due to the Pauli
principle is not seen there. As R increases, the densiy
decreases. T he two-particle wave function then gradu—
ally deviates from the BC S-lke behavior. AtR = 3 fn,
the oscillatory behavior alm ost disappears and the wave
function is Jargely concentrated inside the rst node at
r 45 M .Thewave function is com pact in shape, Indi-
cating the strong dineutron correlation, typicalfor BEC
when m any such pairs are present. At R larger than 3
fm , the squared wave function has essentially only one
node, and the w idth ofthe peak gradually increases as a
function of R . This behavior is qualitatively sim ilar to
a localdensity approxin ation (LDA) picture of the pair
wave function in the In nitem atter|12].

The present results also provide a uni ed picture of
the dineutron and the cigarlike con gurations in Bor—
rom ean nuclei. W e have seen in Fig. 1 that, or!'Lj, the
form ercon guration corresponds to the peak around r
22 fn whilk the latter to the peak around r 44 fn.
T hese correspond to the rst and the second peaks ofthe
solid lines in Fig. 2, respectively (see a typical case for
R =20 fn ). The transition from the BC S-like behavior
of the wave function to the BEC —like dineutron correla—
tion shown in Fig. 2 thus suggests that the dineutron
and the cigarlike con gurations are not independent of
each other, but rather a m anifestation ofa single C ooper
pair wave fiinction probed at various densities.

W e have con m ed, using the sam e threebody m odel,
that this scenario also holds for another B orrom ean nu-—
cleus °H e as well as for the non-B orrom ean neutron-rich
nuclei 1°C and 2?0 . See the dashed line in Fig. 2 for
18C . The sim flarty wih L1 is strkihg. Namely, the
oscillatory behavior is seen at sm allR 30 m,whilk a
single com pact peak appearsatR 40 fm . The surface
condensation of the C ooper pair in several neutron-rich
nucleihasbeen discussed also In Refs. [15,120], although
these references use a coordinate system which does not
rem ove the centerofm assm otion oftw o neutrons and the
surface condensation is less evident. W e should m ention
that a sin ilar, but less pronounced, space correlation has
already been m entioned earlier n Refs. R5,126] Porstable
heavy nucli. A 1 of this indicates that the positioning of
strongly coupled C ooper pairs w ith m axin um probabik
ity in the nuclkar surface is a quite comm on and general
feature, that isenhanced signi cantly in the neutron-rich
Joosely-bound nuclei.

T he transition from the BC S-type pairing to the BEC —
type dineutron correlation can also clearly be seen in the
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FIG .3: The root m ean square distance rm s for the neutron
pair de ned by Eq. (8). It is plotted as a function of the
distanceR (Fig. 3(@)) and thedensity = ( ofthe corenucleus
Fig. 30)), where ( isthe nom aldensity of in nite nuclear
matter. The solid and dashed lines are Hr 'Liand *°C,
respectively.

rootm ean square (m s) distance ofthe two neutrons. For
a given value ofR, we de ne the m s distance as

S

Pyl

1
p 4dr iR
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W e plot this quantity n Fig. 3 (@) as a function ofR .
In order to com pare it with the m s distance in nuclkar
m atter, we relate the com . distance R w ith the densiy

using the sam e functionalform R )=¢ = [+ exp (R
R )=a )] !, asused ;h thenn interaction m Eq. (). Fig.
3 ) show s the m s distance thus obtained as a function
ofdensity . The m sdistance show sa distinct m Inim um
at 049 R 32fn) in''Liand 029 R
42 fin) in '°C . This ndicates that the strong dineutron
correlationsgrow in the two nuclkiaround these densities.
N otice that the probability to  nd the tw o-neutron pair is
m axin alaround this region (seeFig. 1). Thebehaviorof
m s distance as a function ofdensity qualitatively well
agrees w ith that in In nie matter (see Fig. 3 In Ref.
[12]), although the absolute value of the m s distance
ismuch smaller in nite nuclei, since they are bound
system s. A size shrinking e ect has been found also for
a proton—neutron pair n in nie nuclkar m atter|(29] as
wellas .n an old calculation for the 20 nucleus R71.

F inally, let us discuss how the dineutron wave func—
tion in 'Liismodi ed when approaching the’Li core
from in nite distance. It is known that a two-nucleon
system in vacuum in the!S; T = 1 channel L. = S = 0)
hasa virtualstate around zero energy. In regularizing the



m sdistance using them ethod ofRef. [30], it is ocbtained
w ith the realistic N ijn egen potential [31] that the virtual
state has an extension ofaround 12 fn . W e therefore re—
alize that in L3, n spite ofbelng a halo nuckus, the nn
sihglet pair show s a dram atic change from its asym ptotic
behavior. Approaching the core nuclkus °Li, it shrinks
down to an m s distance 1y, s ofonly 2.6 fm ata com .
position of R=32 fm . At the sam e tin e, i has gained
amaxinum ofbinding. A 1l this happens because of the
wellknow n C ooper pairing phenom enon. Pushing thenn
pair further to the center, it feels the ncreasing density
of the neutrons of the core w th which the nn pair needs
to be orthogonal. T herefore, approaching the center, the
C ooper pair again looses binding and thus increases in
size. W hat is surprising is that there exists such a well
pronounced radius in the surface where the C ooper pair
hasm inim um extension and highest probability of pres—
ence (see Figs. 1-3). This seam s a quite general feature
comm on to m any nucleiw ith well developed pairing cor—
relations as shown in Fig. 2 (see also Ref. [32]).

In sum m ary, w e studied the tw o-neutron w ave finction
in the Borrom ean nuckus 'Liby usihg a threebody
m odel w ith a density-dependent pairing force, and dis-

cussed its relation to the Cooper pair wave function in
In nite matter. W e explored the spatial distribution of
the tw o neutron wave function asa function ofthe center
ofm assdistance R from the core nucleus, that allow s an
optin al representation of the physics. W e found that the
structure of the tw o-neutron wave fiinction alters drasti-
cally asR isvaried, n a qualitatively sin ilarway to that
forthe n nite m atter. W e also showed that the relative
distance between the two neutrons scales consistently to
that n the .In nitem atterasa function ofdensity. T hese
features show the sam e characteristics of coexistence of
BCS and BEC-lke behaviors found in In nite nuclkar
and neutron m atters.
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