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ABSTRACT

TIME-DEPENDENT DENSITY-MATRIX THEORY

By

Minzhuan Gong

An extended time-dependent Hartree-Fock theory (TDHF) is formulated from the
BBGKY hierarchy of the equations of motion for density matrices. This theory,
called time-dependent density-matrix theory (TDDM), consists of coupled equations
for the two-body as well as one-body density-matrices. To make numerical calculation
feasible, these density-matrices are expanded in a single particle basis which is the

solution of a TDHF -like equation.

The small amplitude limit of TDDM is studied. It is found that TDDM reduces
to the random phase approximation (RPA), second random phase approximation
(SRPA) and shell model under different approximations. Thus the small amplitude

limit of TDDM is more general than these existing theories.

TDDM is applied to the small amplitude isoscalar quadrupole motions of 1°0 and
Ca. It is found that TDDM gives damping widths comparable to experimental
data. It is also found that the higher-order correlations are essential to the damping

of these isoscalar motions.

The fusion reaction of %0 + %0 is calculated in TDDM to study the fusion
window problem found in TDHF. It is found that TDDM gives a threshold energy

of 170 MeV for opening the non-fusion window. This energy is much higher than 54



MeV in TDHF and is consistent with experiments.

The mass fluctuations in damped reactions of 1°0 + %0 are also studied using
TDDM. Since TDDM determines the time evolution of a two-body density-matrix it
provides us with a microscopic way to calculate the fluctuations of one-body quan-
tities. The results of the theory are compared with those obtained in a transport
model. It is found that the dispersions in fragment mass calculated in the two models
are of the same order of magnitude and much larger than those calculated in the
time-dependent Hartree-Fock theory. The differences between the microscopic theory

and the transport model are also discussed.
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Chapter 1

Introduction

In physics, precisely solving the many-body problem is impossible if the number of
constituents is larger than two. Therefore, many techniques have been developed
to approximately solve the many-body system. In the one-body level, mean-field
approximation has been found to be a good method if the interaction between con-
stituents has certain structure. This method has been used in many areas of physics.
For example, our solar system is assumed to move in a mean field generated by the

Galaxy and mean-field approximation is used to treat the electron gas.

In nuclear physics, mean-field theories have been widely and successfully applied
to various phenomena [Neg 82]. In these theories the nucleons are assumed to move
freely within a mean field generated by the other nucleons. The validity of this
assumption is based on the fact that the mean free path of nucleon is rather long,

The long mean free path is due to the Pauli blocking effect.

Hartree theory was first used to treat the electrons in atoms [Har 27]. After taking
into account the antisymmetrization of electron wave function, this theory becomes
the Hartree-Fock theory [Foc 30]. The Hartree-Fock (HF) theory using the Skyrme-
type interaction [Vau 72] is found to be quite successful in reproducing the nuclear
ground-state properties such as radius and binding energy. In the mean-field theories

the occupation probabilities of single particle states are unity below the Fermi level

1



and zero above it. However, recent experimental data show that this picture of nuclear
ground states is too naive; It is found that the occupation number for level near the
Fermi energy is about 0.7 [Pap 89]. To explain this fractional occupation, one has to

go beyond the mean-field theory, i.e. to include the effects of nucleon correlations.

The extension of HF to time-dependent problem is the time-dependent Hartree-
Fock theory (TDHF). This theory has extensively been applied to the deep-inelastic
heavy-ion collisions ( DIC) and fusion reactions [Dav 85]. It is found that expectation
values of quantities which are of one-body nature, such as the dissipation of trans-
lational energy and deflection angle, are well reproduced. However, TDHF fails to
give fluctuations of one-body observables. It is believed that this defect of TDHF
is caused by its single Slater determinant assumption. TDHF is a one-body theory
which is inappropriate for calculating two-body quantities. Futhermore, the applica-
tion of TDHF is limited to low-energy collisions. This is because the NN collision

effects, neglected in TDHF, become more important as the incident energy increases.

TDHF has also been applied to small amplitude collective motions in two ways.
The first method is to evolve the system according to the TDHF equation Blo 79).
The second method is to use random phase approximation (RPA), which has been
shown to be the small amplitude limit of TDHF [Ber 75]. In both cases, the centroid
energies of giant resonances are well predicted but their damping widths are not

produced.

From the above discussions it is clear that to get a realistic description of dissi-
pation and fluctuation in nuclear phenomena, we must go beyond the TDHF. Thus,
the extension of TDHF is a basic problem in nuclear physics. Much work has been

done in this direction [Goe 82].

The efforts to extend the TDHF at present are divided into two main categories:

the first is to improve the mean field theory itself and the second is to incorporate the



NN collision effects into the mean field. The work by Balian and Vénéroni [Bal 81] be-
longs into the first category. They proposed a variational method which optimizes the
size of fluctuation for one-body operators. Numerical calculations [Mar 85, Bon 85]
based on this method show that the fluctuations are much larger than those given
in TDHF. In this category also fall the framework of a mean-field theory proposed
by Griffin et al [Gri 80] and theory by other authors [Kle 80, Alh 81]. These theories

aim at calculating the reaction S-matrix in the mean-field approximation.

In the second category, many theories have been formulated to incorporate the NN
collision effects into the mean-field. In Refs. [Ayi 80, Gra 81, Buc 83, Rei 84, Nem 86]
quantum statistical methods are used to derived the collision term. In Refs. [Orl 79,
Won 78, Won 79, Toh 85] Green function method [Kad 62] is used. A formalism based
on the time-dependent density-matrix (TDDM) has also been proposed by Wang and
Cassing [Wan 85].

Although many models have been proposed to include the NN collision effects,
because of numerical difficulties only a few applications have been made (except nu-
merical simulations based on semi-classical models [Ber 84] which incorporate the NN
collisions into mean-field). Kohler [Goe 82] used a relaxation time method to simu-
late the NN collision effects. Wong and Davies [Won 80, Won 83] applied an extended
TDHF derived from Green'’s function formalism to the fusion and intermediate energy
heavy-ion reactions. Their results, however, are quite unphysical as will be discussed
in Chapt. 5. Therefore, there exits a gap between the theoretical formulation of
extended TDHF and its real understanding. More realistic applications of extended
TDHF are needed.

In this work we formulate an extended TDHF using the time-dependent density-
matrix formalism [Wan 85]. The main ingredient of this formalism is the BBGKY
hierarchy [Bog 68]. It can be shown that truncation of this hierarchy at the two-

body density-matrix level gives TDHF [Wan 85]. Therefore, it provides us a con-



venient way to include the higher-order terms. We derive our model by truncat-
ing BBGKY hierarchy at the level of three-body density-matrix. We call it time-
dependent density-matrix theory (TDDM). In TDDM, the two-body density-matrix
is expressed as the sum of an antisymmetrized product of one-body density-matrices
and a correlation function. The two-body correlation function as well as one-body
density-matrix are expanded with finite number of single particle orbits; the coeffi-
cients are called the two-body correlation matrix and the one-body occupation matrix
respectively. TDDM consists of three equations: an equation of motion for occupa-
tion matrix; an equation of motion for two-body correlation matrix and a TDHF
-like equation providing the single particle orbits. The equation for single particle
orbit is a TDHF -like equation in the sense that the density which appears in the
self-consistent potential now depends on the time-dependent occupation matrix. We
study the small amplitude limit of TDDM and compare it with other existing small
amplitude theories like RPA, second RPA and the interacting shell model. In this
way we explore the physical meaning of the coupled equations for the occupation
matrix and correlation matrix. Two applications of TDDM are made. The first is
to the isoscalar quadrupole motion, the second is to the fusion and deep-inelastic
heavy-ion collisions. In these calculations the Skyrme-type interaction is used. In
the first application, we focus on the damping of isoscalar quadrupole motion and
compare TDDM results with those of TDHF. In the second one, we investigate the
small impact parameter non-fusion threshold energy of heavy-ion reactions and the
mass dispersion of deep-inelastic heavy-ion collisions. Since TDDM calculates the
two-body density-matrix explicitly, it is an appropriate model to calculate the fluctu-
ations of one-body quantities. We compare the mass dispersion calculated in TDDM
with those calculated in TDHF. We also compare TDDM results with those given
by a transport model [Ran 78, Ran 79, Ran 82] and discuss the differences between

them.



This thesis is organized as follows. In chapter 2 we derive our model from the
time-dependent density-matrix theory. In chapter 3 the small amplitude limit of
this theory is derived and compared with other theories of small amplitude motion.
TDDM is applied to the problem of isoscalar in chapter 4, and to heavy-ion reactions
in chapter 5. A summary of this work, followed by a discussion of its limitations and

potential extensions are given in the final chapter.



Chapter 2

Time dependent density-matrix
formalism

In this chapter we briefly present the time-dependent density-matrix formalism. We

then derive the model used in this work from this formalism.

2.1 Density-matrix description of many-body sys-
tems

We consider a closed N-body fermion system whose hamiltonian is as follows,

N N
H= gho(i) + Z:v(ij) (2.1)

where ho(1) is the kinetic energy of the ith particle and v(ij) is a two-body interaction.
The time evolution of the system is completely described by the total wave function

|¥(t) > which satisfies the time-dependent Schrédinger equation
. 0
‘h'ézl‘l’(t) >= H|¥(t) > . (2.2)

To solve this Schrodinger equation for |¥(¢) > is impossible except for some few-body
systems. In most cases it is also not necessary to do so since |¥(t) > contains more
information than we need. There are many ways to separate out the quantities which

are of interest without solving the Schrédinger equation completely. Here we present

6



a time-dependent density-matrix formalism [Wan 85] which provides a truncation

scheme to separate out the density-matrices of different ranks.

We start with the N-body density-matrix defined as
pn(t) = |¥(t) >< ¥(t)|- (2.3)
The time development of this density-matrix is given by the von Neumann equation
ihpn = [H,on), (2.4)

which is equivalent to Eq. 2.2. It is convenient to define the reduced density-matrix

1
pn(l, ey Ny 1', ces ,n’, t) = (]V——n—)!Tr("+l""'N)pN’ (2.5)

where T'7(n41,..,N) i8 the trace over particles n+1,..., N. The numbers “1,...,n" used
as arguments mean particle coordinates. p, thus defined is symmetric with respect to
any exchange of pairs (ii') and (j;') and antisymmetric with respect to any exchange of
i’ and j'. The equations of motion for these reduced density-matrices can be deduced

from Eq. 2.4. The resulting equations form a set of coupled equations: [Bog 68|

ihpy = [hoyp1] + Trz{[v,pa)},
ihp, = ih(i),p,] +[v,pz]+Tr(3){ i:v(i:i),m]},

1=1 i=1

17’115" = Eho(t),l’n] +
i=1

'i:l v(ij)v Pn]

i>i

+Tr(n+1) { Ev(i’n + 1)’pn+l] } ’

i=1

(2.6)

This set of coupled equations is called the BBGKY hierarchy (named after Born,

Bogoliubov, Green, Kirkwood and Yvon).



These coupled equations are fully equivalent to equation 2.4 and therefore can
not be easily solved either. In order to solve equation 2.6, it must be truncated at a
certain level. In practice one keeps only the first few reduced density-matrices, usually
the one-body and two-body density-matrices. In this work we follow the truncation
scheme proposed by Wang and Cassing [Wan 85]. They separate the reduced density-

matrix into correlated and uncorrelated terms,

pa = ASa)(ep) + cay (2.7)
ps = AS()(pep + pc3) + cs, (2.8)
and generally
n-1
Pn = As(n) E Pn—-pCp + cn. (2-9)
r=1

In the above equations c, is called the n-body correlation function and ¢; = p; = p.
The operator S symmetrizes a product of density matrices with respect to exchange of
all pair indices (i1') and (jj') whereas A antisymmetrizes it with respect to exchange
of single indices i’ and j'. The subscript (n) indicates that the operations are carried
out among n particles. The n-body correlation ¢, has the same symmetry properties

as p,. Using the identity [Wan 85]

n—

n-1 1
Pn—Cn = As(n) Z Pn—pCp = As(n) Pn-pPp, (2.10)
p=1 1

pP=
Wang and Cassing [Wan 85] derived the equation of motion for the correlation func-

tions from Eq. 2.6. For later use we list the first two equations:

Rp(11') = [ho(1) — ho(1")]p(11')
+Tra{le(12) - v(1'2)][p(11)p(22)

—p(12')p(21') + €(12,1'2')]}2=a, (2.11)



9

ih&(12,1'2') = [ho(1) + ho(2) — ho(1') — ho(2)]es(12,1'2")
+Hw(12) — v(1'2')]es(12,1'2")
+[v(12) — v(1'2')][p(11")p(22") — p(12")p(21')]
—Tr(){(v(13) — v(1'3")]p(11")p(23)p(32")
+[v(23) — v(2'3")}p(13")p(22')p(31')
—[v(13) — v(2'3")]p(12)p(23')p(31’)
—[v(23) — v(1'3')]p(13")p(21")p(32")
—[v(13) — v(1'3")][p(11)ca(23,2'3") + p(33')ca(12,1'2')
— p(13')ca(23,2'1') — p(23')c5(13,1'2)
— p(31')c5(12,3'2') — p(32')cs(12,1'3"))]
—[v(23) — v(2'3)][p(22')es(13, 1'3") + p(33')ea(12,1'2)
— p(13')ca(23,2'1') — p(23')cy(13,12")
— p(31')ca(12,3'2') — p(32')cs(12,1'3")]
+[v(13) — v(2'3")]p(12")c5(23,1'3")
+v(23) — v(1'3)]p(21")ca(13, 2'3") }aa

+Tr(3){[§ v(i3), ca)}. (2.12)

In the above equation the time dependences of p, c; and c3 are implicit. Wang
and Cassing suggested truncating this hierarchy by neglecting the 3-body correlation
function. The resulting equations, Eq. 2.11 and Eq. 2.12 without the last term, form a
closed set of equations for p and c;. It will be shown later that this truncation scheme
preserves principal conservation laws such as energy and momentum conservation.
In general, truncation at the level of three-body correlation is compatible with the

conservation laws for two-body quantities as was discussed by Wang and Cassing.

In the following sections we will discuss a further reduction of Eqs. 2.11 and 2.12

and clarify the physical meaning of the truncation by comparing it with other existing
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theories.

2.2 Time dependent Hartree-Fock theory

In this section we show that the time-dependent Hartree-Fock theory (TDHF) can

be obtained from a further truncation of the density-matrix hierarchy i.e.

Cz=C3=...=0.
We get a closed equation for the single-particle density-matrix

h(11) = [ho(1) — ho(1)p(11")

+Tra){[v(12) - v(1'2)][p(11')p(22) — p(12)p(21')]}.

This equation can be written as

ihp — [h, p] =0,
where
h2v3
h=———+Ulp]
and

Ulele(11') = [ d2v(12)[p(2,2)p(1,1') - p(1,2)p(2, 1)}

Eq. 2.15 is the TDHF expressed using the density-matrix.

2.3 Time dependent density-matrix theory

(2.13)

(2.14)

(2.15)

(2.16)

(2.17)

In this section we will present the framework of the model which is used in this thesis.

We call this model “time-dependent density-matrix theory” (TDDM). Because of the

limit of computer capability it is impractical to solve the coupled equations 2.11

and 2.12 in the three-dimension coordinate space. Therefore, we expand p and c;

using a truncated single-particle basis {,}. A convenient basis is the solution of
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a TDHF -like equation. That is to say that the differential equation for the s.p.
wave function has the same form as that of TDHF but the one-body density-matrix
used to calculate the mean-field is that of TDDM. The one-body density-matrix and

two-body correlation function are expanded as

) = T naatalUIV5L) (2.18)
a(12,17) = 3 CapmpbalWha(ZVLUN5(2) (2.19)

Here we call n,g the occupation matrix and C,gaigr the correlation matrix. In the

above equations all the quantities are time-dependent.

Due to the symmetry properties of p and ¢3, nog and Cogargr satisfy

Ngg = n;,a. (2.20)

Caﬂalﬁl = Cﬁaﬂlal = C;'ﬂ'aﬁ = _Capplal. (2.21)

The time evolution of n and C is determined from the equation of motions for p and

ca, i.e. Eq. 2.11 and 2.12,

ihfiasg = Y {Crspo < aolv|76 > —Casye < 70|v|B6 >}, (2.22)

vybo
and
ihéaﬁalpl = Bapalﬂl(t) + Hapalp!(t) + Paﬁalpl(t), (2.23)
where
Baﬂa'ﬂ' = E < AI/\QIUIA3A4 >a
A1A2A3¢

{(bar; — mar, )(82; — Tga; )R ar A g

—Tar 82, (Orsar — Rrsar)(Oaipr — mager)}, (2.24)
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Hapuvﬁr = Z < A1A3IUIA3A4 >
A|A1A3X4
{8axr, (masarCBrsrrs — may8'Chrgara,
— 12,atCry828' — 12,8 Cy8ar2,)
46823 (12,8'Carsa’ry — PasarCarssia
— 13,8 Caria’ry — Mrza’Careryp')
—6xsa'(Mar, Coagra, — 182, Carpra,
— Nax,Coasrny — 1623 Cargnyp7)

—83,8'(782,Carsa’r; — Mar;Corsara,

— ngx, Carsarr; — Mar, Corsnzar) }y (2.25)

Pogargr = E < MAzlv|AsAg >
A1d2As A

{8ax,882,Crsrat8' — CapainsOrzarbags
—6ax; 182, Cisrgag! — 082;Mar, Cagrsgrar

+83,a2,8'Caprrs + 628 rsarCaprins }- (2.26)

In Eq. 2.24 “A” means that the matrix element of the two-body interaction is an-
tisymmetrized. In perturbative expansion with respect to v, B is the first-order
particle-particle (p-p) interaction (Born term), H the higher-order particle-hole (p-h)
interaction and P the higher-order p-p interaction. In Fig. 2.1, typical diagrams from
each term are shown. In the following section we will show that the basic conservation

rules are conserved in TDDM.

2.4 Conservation laws

A general discussion of the consistency between truncation and conservation laws is
given by Wang and Cassing [Wan 85], which expresses the density-matrix in coordi-

nate space. Here we show that the TDDM equations also conserve the total number



13
Baga'gri(Born term, first-order p-p correlation)
v
Popo'pri(higher-order p-p correlation)

v

Haﬂa:ﬂ::(higher-order p-h correlation)

c

Figure 2.1: Typical diagrams in each term of Eq. 2.23; the wavy lines are interactions
and the thick lines are two-body correlations.
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of particles, total momentum and energy.

2.4.1 Particle number conservation

The total particle number N is given by

N =Tr[p(11")1=r = Y _ naa. (2.27)

From equation 2.22 we have the time derivative of N

dN 1

P} Y {Caprr < M|v|aB > —Chrgay < @7|v[AB >} = 0. (2.28)

afyA

Thus the total particle number is conserved.

2.4.2 Momentum conservation

The linear momentum for an A-body system is given by

1

P=a

Tr(pap). (2.29)
Because momentum p is a one-body operator the above equation reduces to
P= T‘l‘(pﬁ) = Zn,\x < /\'lﬁl/\ > . (230)

AN

The time derivative of P is

dP

&= %Zn,\y < N|[A,BlIA > + 3 7an < N[BIA >, (2.31)

AN AN
where h is the mean field hamiltonian. The first term in the above equation can be

written as

i e

=3 maw < Nl[h,BlIA >= - / d1d2 {[p(11)p(22) — p(12)p(21)]V1(12)}, (2.32)
AN

where V; means that differential operator only acts on r;. It is easy to see by

exchanging the integral variables that if the two-body potential only depends on the
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relative coordinate then the integral vanishes. Inserting Eq. 2.22 into the second term
of Eq. 2.31 and using the completeness of single particle basis and relation 2.21, the

second term reads

1

. TN =
Y dan < XN|p|A > 7

AN

Y Capys < 78|[—ihV4,v(12)]|aB >,
afvyé

= - / d1d2 ¢(12,12)[V(12)).

Again we can apply the same argument as above to this equation and show the

integral vanishes, therefore the total linear momentum is conserved.

2.4.3 Energy conservation
The total energy can be expressed as
1 1
E = —ETr[pAH] = Tr[pt] + —2-Tr[p3v]. (2.33)

We divide this equation into two parts: one contains the correlation function only and
the other has the form of the Hartree-Fock energy. We call them correlation energy

and Hartree-Fock energy, respectively. Eq. 2.33 can be written as
E = Egr + Ecorr. (2.34)
The expressions for Egr and E.,,, are as follows:
at 1
Egr = Tr(pt) + ;Tr[AS(pp)]

a 1
= Y {<N|i]x> +5 < N|U(p)|A >}nans; (2.35)

AN

E.. = %Tr(ng)

1
= 3 %:6 Capys < Y6|v]|afB > . (2.36)
apy
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With Eq. 2.22, the time derivative of Eyp is

Egr = 2‘1—{< X

. 1
m (&, R)|A > +§ < N|[U[p], h]|A >}nan
AN

1 "'
+§Z <A lU[p]I/\ > N

AN

. 1
+) {< XNIE|]A > +5 <N[U[p]IA >}ran
AN

= Y exnitan, (2.37)
AN

where exx =< A|k|N > and h = + U[p]. The time derivative of E,, is
. 1 b4 1 d
Eope = 3 2 Capys < Y0|v|af > +§ Z Cap-,sz < vélv|af > . (2.38)
apvé apvé
In the above equation, the first term is zero after inserting the equation of motion
for Cogys (Eq. 2.23). In order to evaluate the second term we use the completeness

of the single particle basis and its equation of motion

i % = hyy = Eeaﬂl’m (239)

where €,), =< a|h|A >. The resulting equation is

1

% Caprs(—€yn < A8|v|af > —e5n < YA|v|af > +era < Y6|v|AB >

afyA
+exg < vélvjad >).

After re-arranging terms and using Eq. 2.22 we obtain
- Z EA,\:‘I'I,\:A. (2.40)
AN
The total energy is therefore conserved. Since we have used the completeness property
of the single particle basis, the above derivation is not strict if the single particle

space is truncated. In the numerical calculations shown later energy conservation is

violated.



Chapter 3

Small amplitude limit

3.1 Introduction

In small amplitude limit, the equations of motion can be linearized according the
small deviation of relevant quantities (e.g. density-matrix) from their equilibrium
values (or ground state value). The excitation of the system is then the eigenmode
of these linear coupled equations. In this chapter we linearize the TDDM according
to the small deviation of the density-matrix and correlation function, and call the
resulting theory small amplitude TDDM (STDDM). The purpose of this chapter is
to explore the physical meaning of the coupled-equations for p and c;. To this end,
we compare STDDM with the existing small amplitude motion theories such as the

random phase approximation (RPA), the second RPA and the shell model.

3.2 TDDM in small amplitude limit

3.2.1 Ground state density-matrix

First we discuss how to determine the ground state density-matrix p° and correlation

function C7 from the TDDM equations. We expand p° and C? in terms of a HF -like
17
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single particle basis

p(11) = z;"gp¢a(1)¢’5(ll)v (3.1)
C3(12,127) = a%:‘C:ﬂqs'/’a(l)'/’ﬁ(z)'/’;(1’)¢;(2'), (3.2)

where 1, is the solution of HF equation

h[POhbu = €aVa- (3'3)

In the above equations all the quantities are time-independent. In the time indepen-
dent case, it is obvious that the left hand sides of Eq. 2.11 and 2.12 are equal to zero
(i.e. p =0 and C; = 0). We then substitute the density-matrix and the correlation
function with the expansions Eq. 3.1 and Eq. 3.2. Using the fact that the single

particle basis is the solution of Eq. 3.3, we obtain the following results:

(ep — €a)ngg = r.h.s.of Eq. 2.22, (3.4)

€ar + €50 — €0 — €3)C%.5 = r.h.s.of Eq. 2.23, 3.5
B B)%~ aBa'p

where the time-dependent coefficients n and C on the right hand side of equations 2.22
and 2.23 should be replaced by the stationary ones n° and C°. Eq. 3.4 and 3.5 are not
sufficient to determine all the elements of nls and C2g,:61, €.g. the diagonal elements
can not be determined by the above equations. We, therefore, need additional con-
ditions. By the definition of reduced density-matrix, we have following four relations

which may provide such conditions,

N = / dip(11), (3.6)
p(11) = N—l_—l [ d2a(12,12), (3.7)
pa(12,1'2') = ﬁ / d3p3(123,1'2'3), (3.8)

and
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1
p3(123,1'2'3") = D] / ddp,(1234,1'2'3'4), (3.9)

where p3, p3 and p4 are expressed in terms of the one-body density-matrix and two-
body correlation function using Eq. 2.10. It can be proven that Eqs. 3.7-3.9 are
sufficient to satisfy the general relation

1
Pn = N — nTrn+l{Pn+l}7 (310)

as long as p,, and p,,, are expressed with p and c; according to Eq. 2.10. Egs. 3.7-3.9

can be written explicitly:

p(11) = / d2{p(12)p(21') — 3(12,1'2)}, (3.11)
c(12,1'7) = % [ 3{p(13)¢(32,1'7) + p(23)es(13,1'2)
+ ca(12,32')p(31’) + e2(12,1'3)p(32')}, (3.12)
0 = / d4{ca(12,1'4)cy(34,2'3") — ca(12,2'4)cs(34,1'3")
1 c3(12,3'4)es(34,1'2') — ¢3(13, 1'4)cy(24, 2'3)
+ ca(13,2'4)es(24,1'3") — ¢5(13,3'4)cs(24,1'2")
— ¢3(14,1'3")c(23, 2'4) + c5(14,2'3')ca(23, 1'4)

+ c3(14,1'2")cy(23,3'4)}. (3.13)
The above equations hold for both time-dependent and time-independent cases.

The expressions of these equations in the single particle basis (either time-dependent
or time-independent) are straightforward, so we do not show them here. It is shown
by Tohyama! that Eq. 3.4-3.5 supplemented by Eqs. 3.7-3.9 give the approximate
solution of the ground state of Lipkin model [Rin 80]. He points out that the condi-
tion that the solution is the energy eigenstate should also be used. Since solving the
Eqs. 3.4-3.9 for a general case is very difficult, we assume in the following discussion

that such a solution exists.

1 Private communication.
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3.2.2 Formalism of the small amplitude limit
In the small amplitude limit p and ¢; can be expanded as

p(1152) = p°(11) +n(11',2), (3.14)

c2(12,1'2'; ) c3(12,1'2') + g(12,1'2';¢), (3.15)

where 7 and g denote small deviation from the ground state. Substituting the above
equations into Eq. 2.22-2.23 and keeping only those terms which are linear in 7 and

g, we obtain the following equations for  and g:

BA(11) = [ho(1) - ho(1')]n(11)
¥ Tray{[v(12) — o(12)][0°(11')n(22') + n(11')°(22)

— p°(12')n(21") — n(12)p°(21") + 9(12,1'2')]}2=2, (3.16)

1h9(12,1'2") = [ho(1) + ho(2) — ho(1') — ho(2')]9(12,1'2)
+ [v(12) — v(1'2')]g(12,1'2")
+ [v(12) — v(1'2')][°(11")n(22') + n(11)p°(22")
- p°(12")9(21') — n(12')p"(21")]

— Tr(3){[v(13) — v(1'3")][n(11")p%(23")p°(32')

+ p°(11)n(23")p°(32") + p°(11')p%(23')n(32)]
+ [v(23) — v(2'3")][n(13")p°(22')p"(31')

+p°(13)m(22")p°(31') + p°(13')p°(22')n(31")]
— [v(13) - v(2'3")][n(12')p°(23')p"(31)

+ p°(12')n(23")p°(31') + p°(12')p°(23')n(31")]
- [9(23) - o(13)][7(13)5°(21")p°(32)

+ P°(13)m(21)p°(37) + p°(13')p°(21")n(32)]

— [v(13) — v(13")][n(11")c3(23,2'3") + n(33')c3(12,12")
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—1(13')c3(23,2'1") — n(23')c3(13,1'2")
—n(31')c3(12,3'2") — n(32')c3(12,1'3)
+p°(11')g(23,2'3') + p°(33")9(12,1'2)
— p°(13')9(23,2'1') — p°(23')9(13,1'?)
— p°(31)9(12,3'2') - p°(32')9(12,1'3")]
— [v(23) — v(2'3")][n(22')c3(13,1'3") + n(33')cy(12,1'2')
—n(13')c3(23,2'1") — n(23')c3(13,12")
— n(31')c3(12,3'2') — n(32')c3(12,1'3")
+ p°(22")g(13,1'3") + p°(33')g(12,1'2")
— p°(13")g(23,2'1") — p°(23')9(13,12')
— p°(31)9(12,3'2") — p°(32')9(12,1'3)]
+ [v(13) — v(2'3")][n(12')c3(23,1'3") + p°(12')g(23,1'3")]
+ [v(23) — v(1'3")][n(21)c3(13,2'3') + p°(21')g(13,2'3"))} 3=
(3.17)

In the same way as we did in Eqs. 3.1-3.2 we expand 5 and g in terms of the single

particle basis Eq. 3.3:

W30 = T maslthba(DU3(1) (3.18)
UZL250) = 3 Gosnl Wl WA (12 (3.19)

We further make a Fourier transformation with respect to time and denote the Fourier
amplitude with the same symbol, i.e. m and G. Inserting Eqs. 3.1-3.2 and 3.18-3.19
into Eqs. 3.16-3.17 we reach the final expression for m and G:

(w—€ateg)Mapg = Y {Gqsp0 < ao|v|78 > —Gasyo < yo|v|B6 >
~yéo

[< v6lv|oB >4 nd,— < ablv|oy >4 nlglmes},
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(3.20)

(w—€a —€p + €ar + €5')Gaparpr =
Aapap!(t) + Bapatpi(t) + Hapars'(t) + Paparp(t),

(3.21)

where

Aapalﬂl = Z {< a/\1|v|/\3/\3 >a ngﬂa'ﬁ'
A1A3)s

+ < ﬂAﬂ‘U'AgA:; >4 C:A:alﬁl
- < /\,z\1|v|a'z\3 >4 C:ﬁA’ﬁl

- < /\y\ll‘v|ﬂ'1\3 >a C:palh}m,\l,\,, (3.22)

Bagapr = — Z < MAz|v|As)dg >4

A1A2A3A4
{max (863, — gy, I3 aim3 6
+ (8ar, — Mgy, )ME2, N3, im0
— (bax, — "gx, )(883; — "opx, )mxsa'"g.p'
— (8ar, — noy, )86, — ngy, )03 M
+ Max 18, (8rsar — 13,ar)(8resr — n3,00)
+ 1g5, MB3s (8rgar — 13yar)(Sresr — 13,00)
- nﬂx,ﬂ%g,mx,a'(&.w - "g.p')

— g, Mga, (Oasar — Mgt )M} (3.23)

Haﬁalpl = E < A1A3|0|A3A4 >

A1AzA34



and

P‘,panﬁ: =

23

{5an(mAsa'Cg,\.pvx, - mAsB'ng.au\,
— M Cha2.8 — M8 CoBarns
+ ngsa,pr.p'A, - "g,ﬂ'GﬂXca"\z
— 13,a:GrsB2ap" — 13,5 G2s8ar;)
+ 8p3a(MasCaryara, = MaiatConygi,
— M Caranr, — MasarConaipr
+ 13,0 Garsats; — N3,0rGarssin,
— n3,5Garanny — N3yarGarinsr)
— xsa/(Mar, Cha,ea, — MM Carepras
- maAng,\,ﬁ'A, - mﬁa\:Cg,\.,\,p'
+ 135, Gorgn; — nga, Gargsng
— 12, Gergn, — gy, Gareris?)
- 5A4ﬂ'(mﬁa\zCaOA,a',\1 — Mai, Cg,\,a',\,
— mgr,Coryarrg — Mari Corgazar
+ 183, Garsarns — Max, Gargann,

0 0
— ngy, Gargars — Ror, GBasrzar)}

2 < /\1A2|‘D|A3A4 >
A123232¢
{822,682, Grsra8' — Gaprr,8asardag
0
— 8ariMBA, Oy 2 iarpt — 982 Mar, O3yt

+ 62arma 8 Capan, + 028M2sarCl8i .2,

— 8ar 183, Grsriats’ — 8pranor, Gaorsprar

+ 833arm3,81Gaprns + 63,8M3,01Gapr, }-

(3.24)

(3.25)
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Aaparp comes from the linearization of the mean-field hamiltonian on the right-hand
side of Eq. 2.12. To make the physical meaning of the linearized equations 3.20 and
3.21 transparent, we use the HF approximation for the ground state in the following

discussion. In the HF approximation ndg and CJg. s take the following values:

neg = Gabap; aa = (1, for hole states; 0, for particle states), (3.26)

C:ﬁ'76 = 0. (3.27)

Substituting the above values into Eq. 3.20-3.25, we get following equations:

(w—€ates)Mag = I [Grspe < ao|v|76 > —Gasye < 70|v|B6 >]
vyéo

+ Z[< adl|v|of >4 aq— < ablv|oB >4 ag]mes,
.14

(3.28)
and

(w—€a — €+ €t + €81)Gaparpr =
[babgaarag — aqagbaibs] < aBlv|a’B’ >4 (w = 0)

- z;{[bﬁaa'aﬁ' + agbaibg] < AB|v|a'B' >4 max
+ [batarag + @abarbg] < ad|v|a’B’ >4 mg)
— [badgag + aatgbs] < aB|v|AB' >4 maar
— [babgtar + @atgbar] < aBlv|a'A >4 myg}
+ %:’{[1 — aq — ag] < af|v|AN > Garrap

- [1 — Qg — ap:] < /\z\'|v|a'ﬂ' > GaﬂAA'}

+ Z{[baa.,o — aabar] < al|v|a’N >4 Grgag
AN
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- [baa,g: - aab‘s'] < az\l‘v'/\'ﬂ' >a G,\:gaq
+ [bpap: — aﬂbpf] < Aﬂl‘vl/\'ﬂ’ >4 Garara

— [bpaa: - a,gb.,:] < /\,B|v|a'z\' >4 Ga,\q‘g:}, (3.29)

where the first term is for w = 0 only. Eq. 3.28 and 3.29 are the basic formalism of
STDDM based on the HF ground state.

In the following sections we discuss the relation of the STDDM to other existing

theories.

3.3 Random phase approximation

In this section we will show that under certain conditions STDDM can be reduced
to RPA. Before we do that we first present the RPA equations?. In RPA a collective
state is assumed to be the coherent superposition of 1p-1h excitations. Therefore the

excited state can be generated by

In> = Qijo>, (3.30)
QL = Z X;‘,,a:a., - Y;af,a,), (3.31)
pv

where v and 4 (p and o) denote the occupied (unoccupied) s.p. states, a! (a) is the
creation (annihilation) operator and |0 > is the ground state. The coefficients X7,

and Y, are the transition amplitudes. The equation of motion is written as
[H,Q1L)|0 >= (E. — Eo)QL[0 > . (3.32)
In the space spanned by 1-ph excitations, we get two equations:3
< 0l[ala,, [H,QL]]I0 > = w, <0|[ala,, QL]0 >,

< 0|[alay, [H,QL]]I0> = wn <0|[a}a,,@L]j0 >, (3.33)

2There are many ways to derive it. Here we use the so called equation of motion method discussed
by Ring and Schuck [Rin 80].
3We multiply Eq. 3.32 with < Ola}a, and < 0Ola}a,, and use the relation < 0|Q}, = 0.
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where w, = E,, — Eo. Since the ground state |0 > is difficult to obtain, it is usually
approximated by |HF >. Under this approximation the above equation can be

written in a matrix form:

Aun Bn X\ 1 0 X,
(4o B)(5)-w(2 2)(%).  am

where

(Xl)PV = va’ ()’l)pv = Yum (335)
(A)pou = (€ — &)6pobuut < pulvlve >4, (3.36)
(Bu)weu = < polvlvp >4. (3.37)

Eq. 3.34 is the usual form of RPA. In the following we will see that the same
equations can be derived from STDDM if we neglect all of the two-body correlation
coefficients in STDDM. This can be understood from the fact that RPA only takes
into account the 1p-1h excitations. Neglecting the two-body correlation matrix in
Eq. 3.28, we obtain

(w—€a + €8)Mag = (6a — ag) Y < ablv|of >4 mys. (3.38)
b0

The above equation immediately yields that m,, = m,, = 0 and

(w—e,+e)mu = Y {<pplvlve >4 mou+ < pololvp >4 myu.},
on
(3.39)
(et ehmuy = Y vololp >4 muot < valolop >4 mo}.
on
(3.40)

Now it is easy to see that Eq. 3.40 is equivalent to Eq. 3.34. To understand the
relations between (X,,Y;) and (m,,,m,,), let us make the following discussion. Let
|¥(t) > be the time-dependent many-body wave function, i.e. a wave packet, which is

the mixture of the ground state |0 > and excited states |n >, and let us assume that
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the components of the excited states are small. The wave function can be written as

| (t) >= e Eot (|0 >+ euln> e“""") , (3.41)
n
where {c,} are small quantities and {w,} the excitation energies. To the first order

of the c-coeflicients we have
ma(t) = < ¥(t)ala,|¥(t)>
= Y {em< Olata,|ln > et + ¢! < nlala,|0 > =t} (3.42)
m,,(t) = <“\I’(t)|a:a,,|‘ll(t) >
= Y {ca <Olala,|n > e + ¢}, < n|ala,|0 > e} (3.43)
n
The fourier transformation of both quantities are
Mmu(w) = ca <0lala,ln >, (3.44)
my(w) = cn <Olala,ln > . (3.45)
So m,, and m,, have the meaning of a transition amplitude. As discussed by Ring

and Schuck [Rin 80], X, and Y; also have the meaning of a transition amplitude. The

relation between (X;,Y;) and (m,,,m,,) is now

(A'I)PV = mPV/crn (Yi)pv = mvp/cn- (346)
3.4 Second random phase approximation

In the second random phase approximation (SRPA) [Saw 62] 2p—2h as well as 1p— 1A
excitations are taken into account. The derivation of SRPA is tedious, so we only

outline one of the derivations, i.e. the equation of motion method [Yan 83].

In the equation of motion method, a collective excitation is still generated by
Eq. 3.32, but the operator Q! has been extended to include two-ph pair excitations.
In the way similar to Eq. 3.33, Q! is defined as

=E(X;‘ua£ -Y, ala,) + E( v P ,a,,a., YP':W“ ! “a,a,,), (3.47)
pv

povp
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where u and v denote the hole states, and o and p the particle states.

As in the case of RPA the exact solution of the ground state is very difficult
to obtain, so it is approximated by the HF state when the ground state expectation
values are calculated. Under this approximation the expectation values of some useful

commutations can be quite simply evaluated. The following are a few useful examples,

< 0|atay alan]l0 > ~ buaibap, (3.48)
<0|ata,,alan]l0 > =~ —bparbay; (3.49)
< 0|[aLala,a,,aLa;a,a6]|0 > = A(75)(6"55W)A(ap)(6,a6pg), (3.50)
< 0|[atata,a,,atala,as]l0 > =~ Agu)(6au8pu)A(sy)(8prbos)s (3.51)
< Ol[aLaLa,a.,,aLaLa.,ag]IO > = 0, (3.52)

where operator A(,p) antisymmetrize the product with respect to o and 3. For the
expectation values of the commutators between a one-ph pair operator and a two-ph
pair operator we have
< 0|[ala,:,a}a!,ap:a,n]|0 >=0, (3.53)
if B #0',7 and v # B',7".
With the above expectation values we can derive SRPA equations in a way similar

to RPA. Since the final result is the same as that from STDDM, we give the final
expression at the end of this section. In the following we derive SRPA from STDDM.

If we keep only the one-ph amplitude (m,, and m,,) and the two-ph amplitude
(Gpprsnr and Gyuipp), the basic equations of STDDM will become

(w—e,+e)mu = Y {<pulvlve >4 meu+ < pololvp >4 my,}
o

+ Y <pulvlod’ > Goon

oo’y

=Y < pp'v|ve > Goopp, (3.54)

opp'
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(w—e, +e)m, = Y {<prvlpe >4 mou+ < ovi|vlpp >4 mue}
op

+ 3 < vololus’ > Gputpr

opp'

- Y <odlvlpp > Guuser, (3.55)

ogo'p

(w—€,—€p+ €+ €)Gppnns =

=2 A< pololvv’ >4 mput < pplvlvr’ >4 mpu}
M

+) {< pp'lvlov’' >4 mor+ < pp'lv|ve >4 Mo}
o

+) " < pp'lvlod’ > Grprnr

oo!

+) <pp'lv|vv' > Gopuw

P

+Z{< pr|v|vo >4 Goppr— < pplv|ov’ >4 Gopry
uo

+ < pp'|vlov' >4 Gpovu— < pp'|v|ve >4 Goopnr},

(3.56)

and

(w — & — €y te,+ €pl)Gm,lppl =
=Y {< oV'|vlpp’ >4 muet < volvlpp’ >4 mys}
-4
+Z{< v |vlpp’ >4 mu,+ < v'|vlpp >4 myp}
N
= < v |v|pp’ > Guupp
up'

=Y < od'|vlpp’ > Girioor

oo’

=Y A< volvlpp >4 Guioy— < volv|up' >4 Guipe
ou
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+ < ov'[v|pp’ >4 Guppe— < oV'|vlpp >4 Gupop}-

(3.57)

In the last section we found that the m-coefficient has the meaning of a transition
amplitude. In the same way as for the one-body amplitude we can easily show that

to the first order in the c-coeflicient, the G-coeflicients are

Goprw = o <0latala,auln >, (3.58)

Guipy = e < Olal,af,a.,a.,:ln > . (3.59)

(For the meaning of ¢, and |n > refer to the previous section). The relations between
(X,Y) and G are similar to Eq. 3.46. The full expression of STDDM Egs. 3.54-3.57

can also be written in a matrix form using Eq. 3.36, 3.37, 3.46 and the following

notions,
Xz = G”:,,.,:/c,., },2 = Gwlppl/cn, (p < P,, v< V') (3.60)
A = Aw,vc’uu'
= Apw)(< pi'|vlod’ >4 8) — Aer(< pp'|vlve’ >4 6p0), (3.61)
An = Apvon
= Aw)(< pp'Iv|ov' >4 6,.) — Ao (< po'|v|vV >4 66,), (3.62)
and

Cnn = Copmt oot
= (ep+ €y — € — €)8psbprorbupbiw
+ < pp'|vlod’ >4 6uubpwt+ < pu'|vIvy' >4 6pebpor

- A(pp')A(vv’)A(cc')A(uu')(< pp'|v|au' >a 5.,:,,:6“,,). (3.63)



31

The final expression is

Ay By A O X, Xi
-B;, -4 0 -4l h — Y,
Az 0 Cia O Xa | v X2 (3.64)
0 -4 0 —Chlly Ys

This form is equivalent to the second RPA of Sawicki [Saw 62|, [Dap 65] and also
that of Yannouleas et al. [Yan 83]. The neglect of the interaction in C33 corresponds

to the Born approximation, and this limit was studied by Ayik [Ayi 85].

3.5 Shell Model

If we keep only the forward one-ph (m,,) and two-ph (G,pm.+) amplitudes, we can
reduce STDDM to the shell model in the 1p — 1k and 2p — 2k space. The equation

for m,, is
(w—e,+e)m, = z < pplvlve >4 mgy,
op

+ E < pulvlee’ > Gyony,

oo'u

=Y < pp'vlve > Goopyr, (3.65)
opup!

and the equation for G,,,,» remains the same as Eq. 3.56. So Eq. 3.65, together with
Eq. 3.56, can be expressed in the matrix form

X1
X3

Xi

X, (3.66)

All A12
A21 022

3.6 Summary

In this chapter, we discussed the time-independent form of TDDM and derived the

small amplitude limit of TDDM by expanding p and C, about their ground state
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values. The small amplitude limit of TDDM based on the HF state was compared
with existing models. We found that STDDM reduces to

a) RPA if all the two-body correlation coefficients are neglected;
b) SRPA if we keep only m,,, my,, Gpovy and G, 05

c) and the shell model formalism in 1p — 1k and 2p — 2k space if we keep only the

forward amplitudes m,, and G,,.,..

Thus STDDM is a more general theory than the above mentioned theories for small

amplitude motions.



Chapter 4

Isoscalar quadrupole resonance

4.1 Introduction

Experimentally, a giant resonance is identified with a broad peak in inelastic scatter-
ing. The giant resonance can decay via particle emission as well as coupling to other
complicated states. The width associated with the particle emission is often denoted
as I'" (called the escape width) and that associated with the coupling to complicated
states is denoted as I'! (called the spreading width).

The most commonly used microscopic theory in the study of giant resonance is the
RPA. This theory predicts correctly the centroid energy of giant resonance. However
RPA fails to give a width comparable with experimental value. TDHF has also been
used in isoscaler giant resonance in light nuclei [Eng 75, Blo 79, Str 79, Cho 87]. The
TDHF results are found to be the same as those of RPA. This is expected because RPA
is the small amplitude limit of TDHF. TDHF as well as RPA are one-body theories.
Therefore, they are not the appropriate tools to treat quantities of two-body nature
like the spreading widths. In this chapter we are going to apply TDDM, which takes
into account the two-particle correlations, to the isoscalar giant quadrupole resonance.
We compare TDDM results with those given by TDHF. Because of the limitation of
computational power, we can only apply TDDM to the light doubly-closed shell nuclei

180 and “°Ca.
33
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The isoscalar giant quadrupole resonance (GQR), which is the subject of this
chapter, has a positive parity, angular momentum J = 2 and is usually denoted as

E2t. The experimental centroid energies of the GQR are well described by [Spe 81]
E* = 654713, (4.1)

The strength of the resonance in medium- and heavy-mass nuclei exhausts 50-100% of

the energy weighted sum rule limit. In light nuclei the strength is strongly fragmented.

The hydrodynamic picture of the quadrupole resonance is that of an an oscillating
spherid changing back and forth from prolate to oblate shape. If the excitation has
AT = 0 (isoscalar), then the protons and neutrons oscillate in phase, i.e. they are
compressed and expanded simultaneously. If AT = 1 (isovector), then the protons

and neutrons oscillate out of phase. This picture is illustrated by Fig. 4.1.

Microscopically the giant resonances are often described by the coherent super-
position of single-ph excitations. For example the isoscalar GQR can be described as
the superposition of those 1p-1h excitations which have the same parity and angular
momentum assignment as the GQR. Fig. 4.2 illustrates this situation in a harmonic
shell model. Since the uncorrelated ph transition crosses two major shells, GQR is a
2hw excitation. This simple picture gives the correct A-dependent of the excitation

energy, i.e. E. ~ A~1/3,

4.2 Small amplitude isoscalar quadrupole motions
of %0 and *°Ca

4.2.1 Description of numerical method

As was discussed in chapter 3, solving the ground state in TDDM is a difficult task.
In the following applications of TDDM we approximate the initial configuration by
the HF ground state. Fig. 4.3 and Fig. 4.4 show the single particle levels used in
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Figure 4.1: Schematic illustration of giant quadrupole resonance.



36

Figure 4.2: Quadrupole resonance in the harmonic oscillator shell model.
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the calculation and their initial occupation. The static Hartree-Fock s.p. states are
calculated with the imaginary time step method [Dav 80]. Since we assume complete
spin-isospin degeneracy, each single particle level can be occupied by 4 particles. The
quadrupole excitation is excited in a way similar to TDHF calculation i.e. by boosting

each single particle wave function with a phase factor
YA(Tt = 0) = o Y0 g, (7), (4.2)

where coefficient a (with dimension [L~?]) is a parameter determining the amplitude
of the motion and ¢, is the HF single particle state. This phase factor provides a

quadrupole velocity field as can be seen from the nucleon-current density

Il

L ih A
J(7) 2m AX:{(V'/’;)'/’,\ — 3V}
=1

_ %hp(r)V(rngo(a)), (4.3)

where we assume that the HF ground state has no current density. If the HF mean-
field doesn’t contain a non-local part, the excitation energy is contained in the kinetic
energy part. Since the total current of HF configuration is zero, we have the excitation

energy corresponding to the boosting as

Qa

AE = ;:1 / Prp(7)[Vr*Yao(0)). (4.4)

To the first order of a, ansatz of Eq. 4.2 corresponds to a sudden acceleration
by a quadrupole field. This can be shown by the following argument. Let h be
the mean field hamiltonian and let us assume that the system is under an impulsive
perturbation

V(7t) = —8(t)ar’hYso(0). (4.5)

The single particle wave function obeys the following equation

D ga(7ot) = (b + VI OW(F ). (4.6)
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m=2 9
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m=0 1 2 3 4
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m= -2 10

Figure 4.3: The numbering of s.p. levels for 180, the thick lines represent occupied
states and thin lines represent unoccupied states.

1s 2s 1p 2p 1d 1f

m=3 19
m=2 15 17
m=1 7 9 11 13
m=20 1 2 3 4 5 6

m=-—1 8 10 12 14
m= -2 16 18
m= -3 20

Figure 4.4: The numbering of s.p. levels for °Ca, the thick lines represent occupied
states and thin lines represent unoccupied states.
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Integrating the above equation over a small time interval, we obtain
PYa(t = 01) = (1 + iar?Yao(0))da(7). (4.7)

Thus Eq. 4.7 is equivalent to Eq. 4.2 to first order in a. In our calculation we choose

the value of a in such range that the above derivation is valid.

A detailed general description of the numerical method used in solving TDHF
equation can be found in Ref. [Bon 76, Dav 81]. In this section we only point out the
particular aspect in our calculation. The TDHF equation involves coordinates of three
dimensions. It is reduced to a two-dimensional one by assuming axial symmetry. In
order to reduce the single particle space we assume complete spin-isospin degeneracy.
The effective interaction which provides the mean field is the Bonche-Koonin-Negele

force [Bon 76)

e—lF-rl/a
o(7, 1) = teb(F — ') + -t3p6(r — )+ Voo Ey P + Coulomb, (4.8)
a

where to = —497.726 MeVim?3, ¢t; = 17270 MeVim®, aV, = —166.9239 MeV fm,

= 0.45979 fm and the operator P = :: + 3 P with P, as the space exchange
operator. In calculating the mean field, the spin-orbit coupling is not taken into
account. The most time comsuming part of the numerical calculation is to solve the
equations of motion for nyy and Cagaigr. To make the calculation feasible we use
the residual interaction of a §-function form v = voé3(r — r') with vo = —300MeV
fm3. This value of the strength is so chosen that it gives a) a free nucleon-nucleon
cross section of 40mb in the Born approximation and b) an approximate depth of the
nuclear mean field potential for nuclear matter. Later we will see that this interaction
strength also gives reasonable widths of the quadrupole strength distribution. Eq. 2.22
and 2.23 are solved with the Runge-Kutta method. The space mesh sizes for both
longitudinal and transverse direction are set to be 0.4 fm and the size of time step is
0.25 x 10~23gecond. The orthonormal property for s.p. states is well conserved. For

example the deviation of total particle numbers is less than 0.2%.



40

The initial occupation coefficients are assigned according to Fig. 4.3 and Fig. 4.4.
To avoid a sudden change in the correlation coefficients during the initial stage, we
calculate their initial values using the Born approximation i.e. the static solution of

Eq. 2.23 with only the Born term.

For the calculation of quadrupole motion, the two-dimensional TDHF program
described in Ref. [Dav 81] is modified to calculate only one nucleus. We implement
a subroutine which solves the equations of motion for n(t) and C(t) (Eq. 2.22 and
Eq. 2.23). Because C(t) is a four-dimension array, this subroutine consumes most of
the total CPU. The number of single particle states used is 10 (Fig. 4.3) for 0 and
20 (Fig. 4.4) for *°Ca. In principle, the total number of elements of C(t) is N%,.,,
where Nypie is the number of orbits. Due to symmetries imposed, both n(t) and
C(t) are sparse matrices. The number of non-zero matrix elements of C(t) is about
L N2 - The TDHF code passes the single particle wave functions to this subroutine
at each time step and this subroutine passes the occupation matrix to the TDHF
code. The one-body density is now calculated with the occupation matrix and single
particle wave functions. In the calculations shown later, the number of time steps is
about 600. For a calculation which includes all the terms of Eq. 2.23 each time step
takes about 1 minute CPU in VAX8530 in case of 10 and 5 minutes in case of °Ca.

These values are about 70 times of those needed for TDHF calculation.

4.2.2 Ground state

The initial HF ground state evolves in time because it is not a solution of TDDM.
Here we discuss the time evolution of the HF state (before being boosted by Eq. 4.2).
The total energy shown in Fig. 4.5 is conserved quite well, indicating the accuracy
of numerical calculation. However, the oscillation seen on the correlation and HF
energies indicates the mixing of various configurations. We call the state as “cal-

culational ground state”. In Fig. 4.7 we show the evolution of the r.m.s. radius of
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Figure 4.5: “Ground state” energies of 180 starting from a pure HF configuration.
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Figure 4.6: Illustration of the three states used to estimate the true ground state of
180, thick lines represent the occupied levels and thin lines represent the unoccupied
levels.
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180 from the Hartree-Fock value. The fluctuation is about 4% of the average r.m.s.
radius. In Fig. 4.8 we show the time evolution of the quadrupole moment of the same
configuration and the fluctuation is very small. The quadrupole motion which will
be shown in section 4.3 are excited from this calculational ground state. What we
are interested in, however, is the quadrupole resonance built on the true ground state
which is a solution of TDDM. We therefore need to estimate the mixing rate of the
true ground state with the calculational ground state. For this purpose we make a
simple estimation of the percentage which the true ground state possesses in the cal-
culational ground state for 1*0. First we assume that the calculational ground state
consists of the HF state #.nd 2p-2h configurations. To make the estimation simple, we
further assume that there are two kinds of 2p — 2h states: 2p-2h states made of the
1p to 2s1d excitations, and those which consist of the 1s to 2s1d excitations. These
are illustrated in Fig. 4.6. Because the other kinds of transitions have negative parity
they are neglected. Since the 2s1d states are almost degenerate, the problem may be

replaced by the three-level problem given by the following 3 x 3 matrix

0 < HF|v|1p — 2s1d > < HF|v|ls — 2s1d >
< 1p — 2sld|v|HF > AE(lp — 2s1d) 0 ,
< 1s — 2sldjvy|HF > 0 AE(1s — 2s1d)

where we neglect the coupling between 2p-2h states. To calculate these matrix el-
ements, we make use of the initial correlation energy (Eq. 2.36) given in the Born
approximation. The initial correlation energy is —16 MeV as shown in Fig. 4.5. The
contribution from the 1p — 2s1d transition is found to be —14 MeV whereas that
from 1s — 2s1d is —2 MeV. Since the initial correlation energy is expressed as the in-
teraction matrix element divided by the single particle energy difference, the average
interaction matrix element can be roughly estimated by the known values of correla-

tion energy and the single particle energy difference. The coupling matrix elements
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Figure 4.7: Time evolution of the r.m.s. radius of '*O starting from a HF configura-
tion.
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Figure 4.8: Time evolution of the quadrupole moment of ®O starting from a HF
configuration.
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thus estimated are as follows (in MeV):

19 27 0
11 0 53

(4.9)

0 19 lll

After diagonalizing the above matrix we found that the component of the true ground
state mixed in the HF inital state is about 79%. This value is close to a shell model

calculation done by Hoshino et al. [Hos 88|.

4.3 Results and discussion

We first show the time dependence of the quadrupole moment defined as
<Q(t) >= / Crp(7)r?Yao(6). (4.10)

We calculate the quadrupole moments of '*0 in three different models: TDDM,
TDDM' and TDHF. Here TDDM' means that only the Born term of Eq. 2.23 is
included in the calculation. For °Ca the moments are calculated only in TDDM and
TDHF. The results are plotted in Fig. 4.9 and Fig. 4.10. The results calculated in
TDDM' and TDHF show very little damping, but those calculated in TDDM have
oscillation patterns which are quite different. The non-harmonic pattern found in the
TDDM results indicates that the quadrupole motion is the superposition of several
harmonic motions with different frequencies. To discuss the differences between the
results of TDDM and TDHF in more detail, we look at a useful quantity called

strength function.

The strength function is defined as
S(w) =Y_| < n|V|0 > |*§(E — E,). (4.11)

Here V is the operator which causes the excitation and E, = Aw, is the excitation
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Figure 4.9: Quadrupole moments as function of time for %0, the solid line is calcu-
lated in TDDM, dot-dashed line in TDDM' and the dashed line in TDHF.
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Figure 4.10: Quadrupole moments as function of time for 4°Ca, the solid line is
calculated in TDDM and the dashed line in TDHF.
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energy of the eigenstate |n >. In our calculation
A
V=3 Q(), Q()=rYa(h). (4.12)

The relation between the quadrupole moment and strength function is derived in

appendix A. Here we only write down the final result (Eq. A.14)
1 oo ]
S(w) = m./o < Q(t) > sinwtdt. (4.13)

We perform Fourier transformation of the quadrupole moments given in Fig. 4.9
and Fig. 4.10. The calculated strength functions are plotted in Fig. 4.11- 4.14. Since
we only have finite numbers of points, the Fourier transformation of the low frequency
contains spurious components. So we only present those components whose frequen-
cies are higher than 10 MeV. Of course, this number is rather arbitrary.  These
TDDM strength functions have a broad distribution and the width of %O is larger
than that of °Ca. If we fit the distributions with Gaussian function, the widths for
both strength functions are roughly 8 MeV (120) and 5 MeV (*°Ca). These values
are qualitatively in agreement with experiments [Kno 75, Mos 75] and shell model
calculations [Hos 76, Hos 88, Knu 76]. In contrast to TDDM, the results of TDHF
are centralized peaks corresponding to the harmonic temporal behaviours. The sharp
distributions seen in the TDHF strength functions are in coincidence with the RPA

calculations [Ber 75].

In the following we discuss why TDDM' gives small damping widths. In Sec. 3.4
we showed that SRPA can be derived from the small amplitude limit of TDDM. The
neglect of higher-order terms in TDDM' corresponds to the neglect of the interaction
between 2p — 2h states in SRPA. A numerical calculation based on this version of
SRPA was done by Drozdz et al. [Dro 86], in which the spreading of strength func-
tion is not found either. Therefore, Drozdz’s result and TDDM’ calculation indicate

that merely introducing the coupling between 1p-1h space and 2p-2h space does not



47

40 [ T T l T T T T T T T T T T T T T T l T T T ]
— 30 -
|
> B .
M) L 1
= L 1
*
E 20— -
.:‘ ol 4
~ [ ]
3 L
\t,-)/ o <4
10— _]
L i
P I B B === ;| N S j
10 15 20 25 30 35 40
w [MeV]

Figure 4.11: Quadrupole strength distribution calculated in TDDM for '€0.
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Figure 4.12: Quadrupole strength distribution calculated in TDHF for 0.
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Figure 4.13: Quadrupole strength distribution calculated in TDDM for *°Ca.
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Figure 4.14: Quadrupole strength distribution calculated in TDHF for *°Ca.
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cause redistribution of strength. Using the single-particle states employed in the shell
model calculation done by Kniipfer and Huber [Knu 76|, we discuss this point fur-
ther. Fig. 4.15 shows the energy levels used in their calculation and Fig. 4.16 gives the
possible unperturbed states generated by the 1p-1h and 2p-2h excitations. The resid-
ual interaction between the 1p — 1h states produces a coherent state which exhausts
most of the strength [Rin 80]. The coherent state found in Ref. [Knu 76] is located
at E; = 21 MeV which is much lower than the unperturbed 2p-2h states. Because
this 1p — 1h coherent state is located far away from the unperturbed 2p — 2h states,
the coupling between them does not give any spreading of the strength. The broad-
ening of the strengths in TDDM and in the shell model calculations is caused by the
residual interaction between the 2p-2h states. This residual interaction redistributes

the 2p-2h states.

Here we point out that the spreading of strength function also depends on the
strength of residual interaction. In Fig. 4.17 and 4.18 we show the strength functions
which are calculated in TDDM with vy = —250MeV - fm? and vy = —212MeV - fm?,
respectively. The spreading of strength function reduces when the |vo| becomes small.

The centroid energy is also shifted upward when |vy| becomes small.

Another quantity which can be compared with experiment is the centroid energy
of the distributions. All the centroid values given in our calculation are smaller than
the empirical values described by Eq. 4.1. Krewald et al [Kre 77] find that the position
of the 1p-1h coherent state calculated in RPA depends on the effective interaction
used to generate the mean field. They use several effective interactions (SkII, SkIII,
SkIV, SkV and Sk-LB) in their RPA calculation. The position of the coherent state
for 180 is found to be always lower than the empirical centroid given by Eq. 4.1. SkIII
and Sk-LB give lower excitation energies than the other interactions and the values
are similar to our TDHF result. The position of the coherent 1p-1h state may be

sensitive to the effective mass. SKIII and Sk-LB have larger effective masses than
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the other interactions; the values are about 0.75 and 0.8, respectively. The effective
interaction used in our calculation has effective mass 1. The difference between the
TDDM centroid energy and the TDHF one is larger in %0 than in °Ca. We interpret
this in the following way. The level density of 2p-2h states is lower in '*0 than in *°Ca.
For %0 some of the perturbed 2p-2h states are distributed on the lower-energy side
of the coherent state. So the centroid of the distribution is down shifted as compared
to the TDHF result. Since its 2p-2h level density is low, the strength distribution
in 180 is sensitive to the location of the perturbed 2p-2h states, i.e. to the residual
interaction. The two shell model calculations [Hos 76, Knu 76| use different residual
interactions and give quite different strength distributions. Our result is closer to the
calculation by [Knu 76]. In case of °Ca the coherent state is embedded in the denser
distribution of the perturbed 2p-2h states, therefore, the centroid of the distribution
is hardly shifted.

The sum rule which is most often used to compare the theoretical calculation with
experiment is the so called energy-weighted sum rule (EWSR)!. A general form of
EWSR is as follows

Y (En - E)| <n|V]0> |* = /d"rpo(vzz)z. (4.14)

Here po is the ground state density and V(7)é(t) is the impulsive perturbative field.
For the quadrupole field used in our calculation we have

A< >

— (4.15)

Y (En — Eo)l < n[V]0 > [ =

where A is the mass number. In calculating the sum rule limit (r.h.s of Eq. 4.15) we
use < r? >= 6.76fm? for 0, and 11.3 fm? for *°Ca. These two values of r.m.s. radii
are the results of HF calculation using the same force as that used in TDDM. Using

Eq. 4.11, the sum rule is related to the calculated strength as

3 (En — Eo)| <alV]0 > 2 = / S(w)wdw. (4.16)

1For a derivation of this sum rule, one can refer to [Ber 83).
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Table 4.1: Calculated strength S, expressed as percent of the energy-weighted sum rule
limit.

[ % [TDDM [ TDHF [ Shell Model | RPA ]
%0 | 82 92 91 90 ||
Ca| 68 92 80 [

In the r.h.s. of Eq. 4.16 we exclude those whose frequencies are lower than 10 MeV.
The ratio of EWSR to the sum rule limit are shown in Table 4.1. The shell model
values are taken from Ref. [Hos 76] and the RPA values are taken from Ref. [Kre 77]
in which the Skyrme II interaction is used. The percentage of EWSR in TDHF is

comparable with those given by RPA calculation with Skyrme interaction [Kre 77],
which is about 90% (1°0). The TDDM values are smaller than those of shell model
calculation. In TDDM calculation the strength functions disperse over a wide en-
ergy range and the exclusion of low frequency components gives some ambiguities
to TDDM values shown in Table 4.1. The experimental values vary from different

probes used? and are smaller than the theoretical calculations.

4.4 Summary

In this chapter we studied the isoscalar quadrupole motion in !*0O and 4°Ca using
both TDDM and TDHF. Similar to the RPA calculation, the TDHF calculations
do not show spread width of the isoscalar motion. In the TDDM calculation the
spreading widths in both nuclei are well reproduced. It is found that the higher-order
terms which describe correlations among the 2p — 2h excitations are essential to the
spreading. Similar results are found in shell model calculations which includes 2p—2h

correlations.

3A summary of experiments is given in table II of ref. [Hos 76).



Chapter 5

Heavy-ion reactions

5.1 Introduction

In chapter 4 we have applied TDDM to the small amplitude quadrupole motions.
However, as stated in Chapter 1 TDDM is devised to treat large amplitude motions
e.g. heavy-ion collisions. In this chapter, we apply TDDM to fusion reactions and

deep-inelastic heavy-ion collisions(DIC).

In the low energy heavy-ion collisions, fusion is observed when the colliding energy
is near or above the Coulomb barrier. TDHF has extensively been applied to fusion
reactions above the Coulomb barrier. An interesting finding of such TDHF calcula-
tions is that a colliding system does not fuse in the low orbital angular momentum
region when the incident energy is high enough. The low-l no-fusion threshold energy
for 104180 is found to be about 54 MeV [Dav 85]. However, this prediction of TDHF
has not been supported by experiments [Kox 80, Laz 81, Tol 81, Ike 86]. One of the
attempts trying to solve this problem was given by Umar et al. [Uma 86]. They in-
cluded the spin-orbit force, which has been neglected in previous TDHF calculations,
into the mean field calculation and found that the low-I no-fusion window threshold
energy was raised to 146 MeV. Tohyama included the nucleon-nucleon (NN) collision
effect into the TDHF calculation [Toh 87] and found that the no-fusion threshold

energy also lay around 145 MeV. His calculation included only the Born term of
54



55

Eq. 2.23. In this chapter we re-examine this problem for 0 + '*0 in TDDM which

takes into account the higher-order correlations (i.e. H and P terms of Eq. 2.23).

One characteristic aspect of the DIC is the broad distributions of observables such
as mass and charge [Sch 84]. The most fundamental theory so far applied to DIC
is TDHF [Neg 82, Dav 85]. Although the mean values of one-body observables in
DIC are reproduced in TDHF, their fluctuations predicted in TDHF were found to be
quite small. For example the mass dispersion calculated in TDHF for heavy systems
are one order of magnitude smaller than experimental data [Dav 85]. This difficulty is
due to the one-body nature of TDHF : the total wave function in TDHF is restricted
to a single Slater determinant which is inadequate to evaluate the expectation values
of two-body operators e.g. dispersion of one-body quantities [Das 79]. So far a few
microscopic approaches have been proposed to treat the fluctuations better. Yamaji
and Tohyama included 2p-2h configurations [Yam 84] in a perturbative way. They
found that the mass dispersion in %0 + 4°Ca are enhanced by a factor of 3 as com-
pared to TDHF results. However, the effects of nucleon-nucleon (NN) collisions on
the dynamics of the heavy-ion collision are neglected in their approach. The other
calculations done by Bonche and Flocard [Bon 85] and Marston and Koonin [Mar 85]
are based on the variation principle proposed by Balian and Vénéroni [Bal 81] which
gives a method to calculate the fluctuations in the framework of a mean field theory.
The numerical results for %0 + %0 and *°Ca + *°Ca showed 30% ~ 400% increase
in the mass dispersion. The NN collision effects on the dynamical development of the

colliding system, however, are not included in this approach either.

Since TDDM provides us with the two-body density matrix as well as the one-body
density matrix, it is straightforward to calculate the fluctuations of one-body observ-
ables. In this chapter we also study whether TDDM gives large enough fluctuations
to overcome the difficulty in TDHF.

We study the mass dispersion in 10 + 180 which is the largest system we can han-
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dle for the present. Since no experimental data are available on the mass dispersion in
160 4 180, we compare our results with those calculated in a transport theory called
the nucleon exchange transport model (NET) [Ran 78, Ran 79, Ran 82]. NET has
been successful in reproducing experiment data for various systems [Sch 84]. There-
fore, the results in NET for '®0 + %0 are considered to be “empirical” values. In
the comparison between NET and TDDM, basic macroscopic parameters in NET are

obtained from quantities calculated in TDDM.

5.2 Mass invariance

In this section we present an expression for the mass dispersion in DIC. DIC is a binary
collision and there are two excited nuclei in the final state. To count the number of

the particles in one of the nuclei, we introduce the following number operator

N =/Ra'(1")a(1"')d3r, (5.1)

where the creation and annihilation operators are denoted with at and a. and the

integral is for half of the space [Dav 85]. The mass dispersion is defined as follows

cr=V< N> — < N >3, (5.2)

where < - > means the expectation value. Since o} contains a two-body operator,
the mass dispersion can be expressed with both the one-body and two-body density-

matrix,
‘7}21 = /Rdi"p(i";‘f“)—/‘idﬁdﬁp('fl;ﬁ)l’(ﬁ;ﬁ)
n /R diydiyey(7ifa; 7ifa). (5.3)

Here c; is the two-body correlation function. Eq. 5.3 can be written in terms of n,g

and Capa:pr

a?i = Z‘nap < ﬂ|a >R
af
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+ Y. <d|a>p< B8 >k (Capatpr — Napfpar), (5.4)
aBa'f'

where < a|B >p is the overlap integral of the two single-particle states @ and 3 in

the half space. Since nog = 84p and Cogagr = 0 in TDHF, o in TDHF simplifies

A A
O RTDHF = ; <AA>gr —g; < AN >p< N|A >, (5.5)
=1 N !

where A is the total number of nucleons.

The experimental mass distribution in DIC are well approximated by the gaussian
distribution [Sch 84] (Fig. 5.1). For the gaussian distribution the full width at half

maximum I' (FWHM) is related to og via

I'=+v8In2 ok. (5.6)

Since the total system is an eigenstate of the total number operator, the dispersion

for the entire space must be zero

T fotal E Naa + Z(Caﬂaa — NagNga)
a af

A+ (Capap — Napniga)
af

= 0. (5.7)
where < a|3 >iota= baps i8 used. TDHF conserves this condition because Cogsy = 0
and nqg = fqg.
To show that TDDM also satisfies Eq. 5.7, we use the explicit expression for the
equation of motion for Cugarg (Eq. 2.23);
ihCaBatp' = Baparp'(t) + Haparpi(t) + Paparp(t). (5.8)

The time derivative of .5 Cagag consists of three terms as can be seen from the
above equation. Using the fact that the matrix element of the interaction is antisym-

metrized, it is straightforward to show that the Born terms has no contribution;

zﬁ: Bagas = 0. (5.9)
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Figure 5.1: A hypothetical mass distribution having the shape of gaussian function
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In the sum of the higher-order contributions (H and P) several terms are canceled

and remaining terms are summarized as

E Haﬁaﬁ = -2 Z < a/\zlvusA4 >a nA,pCm‘a,\,
af aBAzdsAq
+2 Z < A1/\2|v|a/\4 >a np,\lca,\‘g,\, (5.10)
MAsreaB
and
E Paﬁaﬁ = =2 Z < aA3|v|/\3/\4 > ngA,C,\,,\‘,,,g
af afAarsAe
+ 2 Z < /\1/\3|v|a/\4 > n3,8Ca8 2, (5.11)
a2,

The derivative of the sum of C finally becomes

d 2
Zizcapaﬁ = ;—Ez(n,\,p < a/\g|v|/\4/\3 > C"g,\‘,,,,\2
af all

+ ngy, < Alz\gl‘vlaA4 > CaA.ﬂA,)

= 2 Z naﬂﬁpa
apf

d
= — ) nagnga. (5.12)
dt 5

From the first line to second we used the equation of motion for n,g (Eq. 2.22). Thus

Eq. 5.7 is time-independent. So if o2, = 0 initially, Eq. 5.7 is always satisfied.

From the above discussion we find whether the condition (Eq. 5.7) is satisfied or
not depends on the approximation for the equation of motion for C,g,s. In the Born
approximation we always have }_.g C.',,g,,p =0 because of Y ,5 Bagag =0. Since the
time derivative of }°,g nagnga is not always zero, the Born approximation does not
conserve Eq. 5.7. Therefore we must include all the higher-order terms to assure that

the whole space fluctuation vanishes.

We would like to mention that TDDM satisfies a relation which is more general



60

than Eq. 5.7, that is, the relation between the one- and two-body density-matrices

p(1052) = [ d2{p(12;6)p(21'52) - (12,1'%1)}, (5.13)

which is derived from the definition of the reduced density-matrix Eq. 2.5. One
can derive Eq. 5.7 from this equation by simply taking trace. The relations Eq. 5.7
and 5.13 indicate that if we want to calculate the time evolution of the two-body
density-matrix consistently with one-body density-matrix we should include all the
higher-order terms. Therefore, these higher-order terms may be essential not only to

the calculation of the mass dispersion but also to other two-body quantities.

5.3 Nucleon exchange transport model

In this section we briefly present how to calculate the mass dispersion in NET. The
details of NET are presented in ref. [Ran 78, Ran 79, Ran 82].

Since we only consider the mass distribution induced by the nucleon transfer, we
need a distribution function P(A,t) which is the probability that the projectile-like
collision partner has mass number A at time t; and P(A,t - —oo0) = §(A— Ap) where
Ap is the mass number of the projectile. The assumption made in this transport

theory is that this function satisfies the equation of Fokker-Planck type

8 8 5
ol = ~ga"aF t g DaaP. (5.14)

where V, is called drift coefficient and D4, is called diffusion coefficient. If the
diffusion and drift coefficients are constants, the solution of Eq. 5.14 will be a Gaussian

like function [Nor 74] whose width depends on D and peak drifts with speed V.

Solving Eq. 5.14 for P(A,t) is difficult and often unnecessary, because P(A,t)
contains more information than we need to calculate the mass dispersion. We can

use a differential equation for the mass dispersion [Ran 82]

d , Vy ,
5i0A " 2Dsa+2 54 A" (5.15)
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This equation can be derived from Eq. 5.14 using the definition

o} = / (A- < A >)1P(A,t) dA. (5.16)

Since the derivation of the diffusion and drift coefficients is quite lengthy, we only
give the final expressions. In the derivation of these diffusion coefficients some simple
assumptions have been made. The nuclei are assumed to be Fermi gases with the same
temperature 7 and the interaction between the two nuclei is the exchange of nucleons.
The geometry of the colliding nuclei assumed in NET is illustrated by Fig. 5.2, where
both nuclei are spheres connected by an elongate neck. The coefficient D44 is given

by

ﬂ1rC"”'r‘, (5.17)

Daa =
AA Tp" e

where ng is the nucleon current, C.ss the neck radius and Tr the Fermi kinetic energy.
The values of ny and Tr are [Ran 82]: ng = 2.5 X 1031 fm~2s~! and Tr = 37TMeV. 7*
is called the effective temperature and defined by

. Weys Weys
= —Zcoth—. 5.18
T 5 co 2y ( )

Here 7 is obtained from the dissipated collective energy Q using the relation Q =
i‘g—gr’ where B is the mass number of target nucleus. The effective excitation en-
ergy wess is given by w?;, = 1p3(R? + u?) where R is the radial velocity, u, is the
tangential velocity and p; = 265MeV/c is the Fermi momentum. In the calculations
for 180 + 0 we use a rotational frame approximation for peripheral collisions. In
this approximation u, =0. The drift coefficient is obtained from the mass formula.

Its derivative is expressed as [Ran 82],

Vv, 2no m, .
o4 = T, el gy (F+TRY
m 4 .+ 5 1 2
+—9—A—sz2 + 663‘4 3 - 563/1 ; + Z;‘IC], (5.19)
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Figure 5.2: Illustration of the spatial relation between two colliding nuclei under the
assumption of NET.
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where

W(2-f) R<R

Ve = (5.20)
¢2 2
- R > R,

Here R is the separation distance between the centers of the two nuclei, Ry the sum
of the radii of the two nuclei, w the rotational frequency, a; = 17.9437MeV and
c3 = 0.7053MeV.

In this work we use the mean trajectory method [Ran 79] to solve Eq. 5.15. In this
method the parameters (R, Cess, w, etc) are determined in a model which describes
the mean values well. Such an example can be found in Ref. [Jor 87], where the mean
values are calculated in TDHF. In this work we will determine the time-dependent
parameters with the one-body density distribution given by TDDM and integrate

Eq. 5.15 for the mass invariant.

In our calculation R and R are determined by the one-body density, 7 is de-
termined by the kinetic energy loss (KEL) and the angular velocity w is given by
w = L/I(p) where I(p) is the moment of inertia [Dav 81]. The effective neck radius

Cess is determined from the one-way current|Jor 87)

o /  dady (w)""’ (5.21)

wi Po

where N is the total transfer current across the neck and po = 0.17fm~2 is the nuclear

matter density.

5.4 Numerical detail

The numerical method used for 1®0+180 is similar to that for the quadrupole motions.

In the following we point out some aspect specific to the collisions case.
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We use a TDHF code on which the axial symmetry is imposed. This symmetry
is an exact one for the case of head-on collision. For the case of finite impact pa-
rameter collisions the rotational-frame approximation is used [Dav 81]. The colliding
ions move toward each other in this frame. The geometry of the colliding system is

illustrated in Fig. 5.3. The frame rotates with angular velocity

_ L
~I[p)

w (5.22)
where L is the conserved total orbital angular momentum and I[p] is the moment
of inertia. Several prescriptions have been used to calculate the moment of iner-
tia [Dav 81]. In prescription R2 it is assumed that the two ions are point-like objects
before they clutched (i.e. the density at the touching point exceeds a certain value,
e.g. half of the nuclear matter density) and the moment of inertia is that of rigid
body after they clutched. In this prescription there is a jump in the collective energy
when two ions clutch or de-clutch. Since we need a continuous change of collective
energy, we use prescription R4 which assumes a continuous change of moment of in-
ertia [Dav 78]. R4 is based on R2 but allows for a continuous change in the moment

of inertia before clutching.

The initial HF s.p. wave function are boosted with a phase factor corresponding
to the incident energy. For the left hand side nucleus, we multiply each single particle
orbit with a phase factor exp(ipz/#) and exp(—ipz/h) for the right hand side one. p

is the initial momentum of each nucleus in the C.M. frame.

Due to the axial symmetry, each single-particle state is labeled by quantum num-
ber m (magnetic quantum number). For the mass symmetry system like 120 + %0
there is another good quantum number, z-parity, due to the z-reflection symmetry.
The s.p. wave functions with z-parity are constructed initially in the following way:

Let {¥L} ({4F}) be the wave functions which are initially located within the left
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Figure 5.3: Illustration of the colliding system viewed in L.B. frame and C.M. frame.
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hand (right hand) side nucleus. Due to the reflection symmetry

ve(p, —2) = ¥a(p,2). (5.23)

The new set of single particle basis which has definite z-parity is given as follows

3 = \/Li(¢f+¢£’),
¥ = ;‘,—2-(¢£—¢2). (5.24)

Here the superscript “+” denotes the positive z-parity and “—” denotes the negative
z-parity. This prescription is illustrated by Fig. 5.4. The s.p. states used in the
calculation are illustrated in Fig. 5.5. With these single particle states having definite
z-parity we can suppress those occupation and correlation coefficients with mixed z-
parities.

The description of the interface between TDHF code and the subroutine solving
the equations of motion for n(t) and C(t) (Eq. 2.22 and Eq. 2.23) is given in page 45.
The number of single particle states used in the collision case is 20 (Fig. 5.5). In the
calculations shown later, the number of time steps is about 500. For a calculation
which includes all the terms of Eq. 2.23 each time step takes about 8 minute CPU in
VAX8530. These values are about 70 times of those needed for TDHF calculation.

5.5 Results and discussion

We first searched the threshold incident energy above which no fusion occurs for a
head-on collision and found it to be E,,, =~ 170MeV. This energy is much higher than
that in TDHF which is only 54MeV if the spin-orbit force is not included. However,
it is not very much higher than the result (Ejp =~ 140MeV) of the previous TDDM’
calculation[Toh 87] (which included only the Born term in Eq. 2.23). This indicates

that the higher-order terms in Eq. 2.23 are not so important as the Born term, as far
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Figure 5.4: Illustration of prescription of constructing wave function having definite
z-parity.
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1s 2s 1p 1d
m=2 17
m=1 9 13
m=20 1 3 5 7
m= -1 11 15
m= -2 19

Positive z-parity

1s 2s 1p 1d
m=2 18
m=1 10 14
m=20 2 4 6 8
m=—1 12 16
m= -2 20

Negative z-parity

Figure 5.5: The numbering of s.p. levels for 120 + 80, thick lines are occupied state,
thin lines are empty.
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as the dissipation in heavy-ion collisions is concerned. As far as fusion is concerned,
Umar et al [Uma 86 find that the fusion window problem can be resolved if the spin-
orbit coupling is included in the mean field. Their calculation gives 146 MeV of the
threshold energy for the same system. The effects of the higher-order correlations
were also studied by Cassing and Wang for a one-dimensional system [Cas 87]. They
solved the coupled equations for p and Cj in coordinate space using a bare NN in-
teraction with a short range repulsive part. They found that the dissipation due to
the NN collisions is weakened by the higher-order terms. Their finding is apparently
inconsistent with our result. We interpret the difference in the following way. The
higher-order terms may play two different roles; one is to renormalize the bare NN
interaction and the other to modify the phase space distribution of two nucleons. The
calculation by Cassing and Wang[Cas 87] has no truncation in momentum space; the
coupled equations were solved in coordinate space. Therefore, it is likely that they
observed the drastic renormalization of the bare interaction when they included the
higher-order terms. We believe that this renormalization effect is small in our calcu-
lation because of the severe truncation in single-particle space. There still remains
the effect of modification of the phase space distribution due to the higher-order cor-
relations. This effect enhances the dissipation as was found in the damping of giant

resonances.

The TDDM calculation done in this work as well as previous calculations [Toh 87)
show that the inclusion of NN collision effects brings about more dissipation as com-
pared to TDHF. This is in contradiction with the extended TDHF calculations made
by Wong and Davies [Won 80, Won 83]. In their application of extended TDHF to
fusion and intermediate energy heavy-ion collisions, no additional dissipation was
found as compared to the TDHF calculation. Here we would like to point out the
difference between our calculations and theirs. In their model they use the solution

of a TDHF -like equation as a single-particle basis as we do in TDDM but assume
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Table 5.1: The total kinetic energy loss (TKL) and reaction time.

[ =0h | = 40k
TKL (MeV) [ t,eac(107%s) [ TKL (MeV) [ £,eac(10~s)
TDDM 82 0.43 37 0.54
| TDHF 64 0.25 11 0.25

the occupation matrix to be diagonal. In Ref. [Toh 85] Tohyama points out that the
off-diagonal matrix elements are important in bringing about additional dissipation
of collective energy. To improve their model Wong and Davies suggest to add to the
s.p. basis additional states, which includes the transverse degrees of freedom. In our
approach the inclusion of off-diagonal matrix elements plays a role in bringing about

such transverse degrees of freedom.

We calculate the mass dispersion for two different reactions i.e. a head-on collision
and a peripheral collision (I = 40%) at Ej,, = 185MeV. The incident energy is chosen
to be above the threshold for a non-fusion event to occur in a head-on collision.
In table 5.1 we show the losses of the kinetic energy of the relative motion and
the reaction times calculated in TDHF and TDDM. The reaction time is defined
as the period during which two nuclei are clutched [Dav 81] (i.e. the center-of-mass
density exceeds half of the nuclear matter density). TDDM gives larger kinetic energy
losses and longer reaction times than TDHF. In the head-on collision, however, the

dissipation of the collective energy is still dominated by one-body mechanisms.

The parameters in NET are shown in Fig. 5.6-5.7 (7 and 7*) and Fig. 5.8 (D44)
as functions of time. Although NET is devised to treat peripheral collisions where the
overlap between the two nuclei is small, we also apply it to the head-on collision to
estimate the order of magnitude of the mass dispersion. The increase in the effective
temperature in the final stage of the peripheral collisions is due to an increase in R.

The effective temperature approaches an asymptotic value as the separation between
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Table 5.2: o4 calculated in TDDM, TDHF and NET.

o4 (amu)
l=0h|1l=40k
TDDM | 2.0 1.2
TDHF | 0.8 0.4

NET 2.7 1.5

the two fragment increases. The peak in 7* in the head-on collision is due to an
increase in the collective energy after many nucleons from one nucleus penetrate into
the other nucleus. The temporal behavior of D44 is mainly determined by the one-
way current (Eq. 5.21) which is plotted in Fig. 5.9 with solid curves. The double peaks
of D44 seen in the head-on collision is caused by peaks of the effective tempert;ture
(see Fig. 5.6). In the case of peripheral collision the average value of D44 over

the reaction time is 2 - 10’ [amu)?s~?.

This value is close to the “empirical” value
D =~ (A + B) - 10[amu]?s~! = 32 - 10*°[amu]?s~! which is used in a simple transport

model [Sch 77].

The time evolution of the mass dispersion calculated in TDDM (Eq. 5.4), TDHF
(Eq. 5.5) and NET are plotted in Fig. 5.10. The mass dispersion in NET are dom-
inated by the diffusion term (the first term on the right hand side of Eq. 5.15). All
the results of the mass dispersion are quite stable as functions of time after the two
ions are well separated. The whole space integral of Eq. 5.7 was calculated to check
numerical accuracy and was found to be smaller than 0.02[amu]?. The final-state
mass dispersion in TDDM, TDHF and NET are shown in table 5.2. The TDDM
results are of the same order of magnitude as the NET values, whereas TDHF results
are much smaller. Since NET values are considered as “empirical”, the final-state

TDDM results may be large enough to reproduce experimental mass fluctuations.

There is a noticeable difference between the TDDM results and the NET ones in

the intermediate stage of the collisions. While the transport model yields a monoton-
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Figure 5.6: For head-on collision 7 (solid line) and 7* (dashed line) in NET as func-
tions of time. The arrows indicate the time interval during which two nuclei are

clutched.
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Figure 5.8: Diffusion coefficients in NET as functions of time. The arrows indicate
the time interval during which two nuclei are clutched.
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Figure 5.9: One-way currents as functions of time, calculated with Eq. 5.21 (solid
lines) and Eq. 5.27 (dashed lines).
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Figure 5.10: o} as a function of time. The curves are for TDDM (solid lines), TDHF
(dashed lines) and NET (dot-dashed lines). The unit of o is [amu|?.
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ically increasing mass variance, the quantal results exhibit large peaks at early times,
before approaching their respective final values. Before discussing this difference we

look at the mass dispersions in TDDM in more detail.

We separate the expression for o (Eq. 5.4) into two parts corresponding to a

one-body contribution and a two-body correlation contribution,

0';! = Enaﬂ < ﬂla >R — Z < a'|a >r< ﬂ'lﬂ >R NagNga! (525)
af afa’f’

+ Y <dla>r< 18 >k Copapr- (5.26)
afa'B’

Each contribution is separately shown in Fig. 5.11. The time when the one-body
and two-body contributions start growing is the time when the NN collisions were
turned on. This time is slightly before the two nuclei start overlapping. The non-
zero contribution from each part before the collision of the two nuclei is due to the
ground state correlations. The sum of these contributions is equal to zero before the
two nuclei overlap, guaranteeing that each nucleus is an eigenstate of the number

operator.

For the head-on collision the two-body contribution has a sharp peak (see Fig. 5.11)
which is not seen in the peripheral collision. The peak is explained by an increase in
the two-body correlation matrix as a result of a decrease in the energy gap between
the occupied and unoccupied single-particle states. Fig. 5.12 shows the time evolu-
tion of some of the single-particle energies defined by €x =< A|h|A >. The energy
gap between the 1p state and the 2d state becomes very small when the two nuclei
strongly overlap. The dominant two-body correlation matrix in the initial stage of
the collision i.e. the two-particle two-hole matrix which is inversely proportional to

the energy gap is, therefore, enhanced when the energy gap becomes small.

To explain the decrease in the TDDM mass dispersion toward the final state of the

collision, we introduce the current in TDDM which may correspond to the one-way
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current in NET ;

N= / dzdyJ,(z = 0). (5.27)

where J, is the z component (beam direction) of the current density

3(7) = X oo (V45— ¥3 V). (5.28)
af

The summation in the above equation runs over the single-particle orbits which are
initially localized in one of the colliding nuclei. The current thus defined, of course,
has little quantitative meaning because the single-particle states from both nuclei
mix after the two nuclei overlap. The current is plotted in Fig. 5.9 with dashed
curves. The current in TDDM is not positive definite and becomes negative in the
later stage of the collision. Using Eq. 5.27, we calculated the mass dispersion in NET.
The results are shown in Fig. 5.13 with dashed curves. The temporal behavior of the
mass dispersion is now similar to the TDDM result i.e. the decrease of o} toward the
final state. The above qualitative discussion suggests that the discrepancy between
TDDM and NET originates in the assumption of quick memory loss inherent in the
transport treatment. For central collisions of relatively small nuclei, the opportunity
for the single-particle motion to become disordered is significantly reduced and the
transferred particles may remain coherent beyond the echo time and thus reduce the
mass variance when transferred back to their original host nucleus. Clearly, the time

local treatment of the NET model is inadequate for such a situation.

In the following we point out some ambiguities in our calculation. In the calcula-
tions described in previous chapter as well as this chapter, we use effective interaction
as the two-body potential in the calculation of mean-field and as residual interaction.
Therefore, there exists effect of double counting in our calculation. Some effects of
higher-order correlations have been included by using the effective force. Because
these effects are static in the sense that the effective force is time-independent, it is

not clear which higher-order terms cause the double counting in the dynamic case.



79

The initial Hartree-Fock ground state is not the true ground state of TDDM. Since
the ground state correlations grow in time, the mass dispersion may depend on when
the NN collisions are switched on. For the head-on collision we made two calculations
with different starting time of the NN collisions; in one calculation the NN collisions
are turned on when the separation distance of the two nuclei is 5.2fm and in the other
the distance is 9fm. The former has practically no ground state correlations grown
before the two nuclei overlap, and the latter fully grown correlations. It was found
that o2 vary from 3.6(amu)? to 4.0(amu)? when the separation distance changes from
5.2 fm to 9 fm. The mass dispersion are, therefore, not sensitive to the initial ground

state correlations.

In the peripheral collisions the kinetic energy loss and the reaction time depend on
how the moment of inertia is calculated. The R4 prescription which gives a continuous
change in the moment of inertia [Dav 78] was found to give a larger kinetic energy
loss and a longer reaction time than other prescriptions such as R2. As a result of

the longer reaction time, the R4 prescription gives a larger mass dispersion than R2.

We also calculated the relative momentum dispersion as was done in Ref. [Mar 85].
Since the initial Hartree-Fock state is not an eigenstate of the relative momentum
operator, the initial dispersion of the momentum is non zero (op = 1.17fm=1!). We
calculated the final-state momentum dispersion and found a slight increase in the
momentum dispersion. However, it is of the same order of magnitude as the TDHF
result. This indicates that the s.p. states localizing along one trajectory might not

enough to treat the momentum fluctuation.

The total energy for the head-on collision is shown in Fig. 5.14 as a function of
time. As was discussed in section 2.4.3, TDDM formally preserve energy conservation.
The total energy is not conserved in our numerical calculation. The gain in energy is
about 60 MeV in the head-on collision. Energy non-conservation is also found in the

calculation of isoscalar quadrupole motion but the gain in energy is much less than
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that in this case [Gon 88]. The gain in energy occurs during the time when the two
nuclei strongly overlap. The violation of the energy conservation is not sensitive to
the change in the parameters in the numerical calculations, such as the number of
mesh points and mesh sizes. Therefore we conclude that the violation is mainly due

to the truncation in the single-particle space.

5.6 Summary

In this chapter we applied TDDM to the fusion reaction and the deep-inelastic colli-
sion of system 180 + 1°0. First we found that the low-I non-fusion threshold energy is
about 170 MeV which is consistent with the experiment [Ike 86]. This value is com-
parable with that one (140 MeV) which is calculated in TDDM without higher-order
terms. This indicates that higher-order terms are not so important to the dissipation
of translational energy as they are to the spreading of strength function in the case

of isoscalar giant quadrupole resonance.

Second we calculate the mass dispersion in two non-fusion DIC events; a head-
on and a peripheral collision. In both cases the mass dispersion are found to be
much larger than the calculation of TDHF. We point out that all the higher-ordér
terms must be included in the calculation to assure zero whole space fluctuation.
We compare TDDM results with that of a phenomenological model called “nucleon
exchange transport model” (NET). It is found that results from both models h#ve
the same order of magnitude. We also discuss the temporal behavior of the mass
dispersion in both models. We found that the statistical assumption made in NET
are not always realized in TDDM.
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Chapter 6

Conclusion

We have derived an extended TDHF theory, called time-dependent density-matrix
theory (TDDM), from the time-dependent density formalism of Wang and Cassing.
This theory consists of three coupled equations: a TDHF -like equation whose solu-
tions are used as single particle basis, an equation of motion for the occupation matrix
whose diagonal elements are the probabilities of occupying corresponding single par-
ticle orbits, and an equation of motion for the correlation matrix. The equation of
motion for the correlation coefficient consists of three terms which reduce to, in a
perturbative expansion, a Born term, a particle-hole interaction term and a particle-
particle interaction term. This theory formally conserves total energy, momentum

and mass.

By taking the small amplitude limit of TDDM we have investigated the relation
of TDDM with other theories. We found that with the ground state approximated by
the static Hartree-Fock solution this theory reduces to: a)the random phase approxi-
mation (RPA) if we neglect all the correlation matrix elements, b)the second random
phase approximation (SRPA) if we only keep the forward (G,p.+) and backward

elements (G,,,,) and c)shell model if we only keep the forward elements.

We have applied TDDM to the small amplitude isoscaler quadrupole motion of 120

and °Ca. TDDM gives spread strength distribution which TDHF cannot give. The
84
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obtained spreading width is comparable with experiment and shell model calculations
which include both 1p — 1h and 2p — 2k excitations. TDDM', which excludes higher-
order terms but Born term, does not give any damping of the motions. The higher-

order terms play an essential role in the damping of quadrupole motion.

We also applied TDDM to fusion and deep-inelastic collision of system 'O + 1€0.
First we found that the low-l non-fusion threshold energy is raised from 54 MeV
in TDHF calculation to 170 MeV. This value is found to be 140 MeV in TDDM'
calculation. This indicates that the higher-order terms are not so important in the
dissipation of translation energy as they are in the damping of quadrupole motion.
These higher-order terms, however, are indispensable in the calculation of the mass
dispersion to maintain the condition that the system is an eigenstate of the total
number operator. In two deep-inelastic collision events (one head-on and the other
peripheral) the m;ss dispersions are found to be much larger than those calculated
in TDHF and of the same order of magnitude as those given by a phenomenological

transport model.

In the following we discuss limitations and possible extensions of this approach.
TDDM as well as other extended TDHF theories are devised to treat heavy-ion col-
lisions in the intermediate-energy range where there are two competitive processes:
the mean-field and nucleon-nucleon (NN) collisions. This energy range is roughly
from 10 MeV /nucleon to 100 MeV /nucleon. So far, due to the limitation of compu-
tational power, we have only solved TDDM using a severely truncated single-part.icle
basis. This limits the application of TDDM to low energies. Therefore, the future
development of this theory requires overcoming of this limitation. It is also necessary
to apply TDDM to large systems where we can compare the theoretical results with
more experimental data. In our calculation there is an ambiguity in the treatment of
the ground state. An effort to find a ground state which is consistent with the TDDM

truncation scheme is necessary. There have been many semi-classical simulations of
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heavy-ion collisions. It is interesting to compare the TDDM calculations with those
calculations, hopefully, to provide some quantal justifications to those semi-classical

methods.
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Appendix A

Strength function

The strength function is defined as Eq. 4.11
S(w) =Y_| < n|V|0 > [*§(E — E,). (A.1)

Here V is the operator which causes the excitation and E, = hw, is the excitation

energy. V is given by Eq. 4.12

A
V=3 Q) Q) =rYal8). (A-2)

To build the relation between S(w) and the quadrupole moment, we consider the
following time dependent perturbation induced by an impulse external field Eq. 4.5.
As discussed in the text following Eq. 4.5, this is equivalent to the ansatz of boosting
each single particle wave function according to Eq. 4.2 in the first order approximation.

The exact Schrodinger equation can be written as

. 0
tha'll = (H — ahé(t)V)V. (A.3)

Here H is the unperturbed hamiltonian of the system, V is given by Eq. 4.12 and ¥
is the time-dependent many-body wave function. Let {¢,} to be the eigenstates of
the unperturbed hamiltonian

H¢n = €n¢n- (A.4)
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We then expand ¥ in terms of {e~**~/*¢,}
¥ = an(t)Ba(t), Ea(t) = M (A5)

Substituting Eq. A.5 into Eq. A.3 and making use of Eq. A.4, we obtain the following
equation:

i3 Enin(t) = ~ab()V 3 an(t)Bn, (A6)

Assuming {¢,} to be an orthogonal basis, the above equation can be written as
‘dam(t) —tWamt
= = —ab(t) ) an(t)e "t < m|V|n >, (A.7)
where wp,;, = €, — €. At t=0, the system is at ground state, so
an(t = 0) = bpo. (A.8)

We always assume that a is a small quantity, so the first order approximation for

a,(t) is (replace a,(t) at r.h.s with a,(0))

da,(t)
dt

i = —ab(t)e™t < m|V|0 > . (A.9)
The solution of the above equation is

an(t) =ia < m|V|0 > +6mo. (A.10)
So the first order perturbation wave function is

(t) = Bo(t) +ia ) < n|V|0 > $,(¢). (A.11)

Since quantity V' defined by Eq. 4.12 is just the quadrupole moment, we hereafter
replace it with Q. The quadrupole moment we calculate is the following (to the first

order of a)

< Q(t) >

< ¥(t)|lQI¥(t) >

= <0|QI0> +2a) | < n|Q|0 > |*sinwt. (A.12)
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The quadrupole moment of ground state is zero, so | < n|Q|0 > |? can be expressed

as a Fourier transformation of < Q(¢) >. Using relation
/ sin wt sin wtdt = —12:5(1.0 — wy), (A.13)
0

the strength function Eq. 4.11 can be express as the Fourier transformation of <

Q(t) >

1 e .
S(w) = — [) < Q(t) > sinwtdt. (A.14)

It is easy to see that S(w) is independent of @ in the linear response limit. A strength

function of similar form was given in Ref. [Cho 87] for monopole giant resonance.



Appendix B

Calculational form of TDDM

B.1 Spin-isospin saturation

In this section we will derive the TDDM formulae used in our numerical calculation
which has taken into account the spin-isospin saturation. The residual interaction

used here,

v = vo6(ry — 13), (B.1)

does not allow spin or isospin flip. For convenient we write Eqs. 2.23-2.26 in following

form

ihCogrs(t) = Bapys(t) + Y (< aB|v|vT > Curys — Cagur < vT|v|76 >)

+Flsap — Fapys + Fgypa — Fpasy, (B.2)
Fapys = Y < Aulvyt > (naxCarsy — nACarsy

Apr

-napCﬁTGA - nﬂpCaTM - nTGCaﬂ:\p)- (B.3)

Here B,g,s is given by Eq. 2.24. Egs. B.2 and B.3 do not contain any assumption
about spin and isospin. In the following discussion let us assume that a). Indices
a,3,v and § are quantum numbers besides spin and isospin; b). In the left hand
side of each equation there are spin and isospin quantum numbers associating with
each indices, but these spin and isospin quantum numbers are not explicitly shown;

c) In the right hand side of equation the spin and isospin are denoted by symbol
90
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A(a). Since there is no residual interaction between particles having different spin

or isospin, the occupation matrix can be written as

Nap = Napba(x)a(8)- (B.4)

The interaction matrices have properties:

< aflvlyé > = < aPlvlyé > Sa)am)das)a); (B.5)
<aflyé >4 = <aflv|ys>
(8a(@)amba@ran) — Sa@awda@am)- (B.6)

For a set of orbital quantum number (a, 3,7, §) there may exit up to 4* correlation
matrix elements due to the different spin-isospin assignment. The following are two
of the correlation matrix elements having the same orbital quantum number but

different spin and isospin (notice the different superscript they bear)

Clarsr D(a) = A(B) = Aly) = A(6);
ng,f, A(a) = A(y) # A(B) = A(S). (B.7)

Now we can write down the equation of motion for the above two elements without

any spin-isospin content.

ihé},,,,, = Y (< aBvlvr > CL s — Cls,, <vrlv]y6>)

+F’;5ap - Fc{m + FI61ﬁa - F;aaq, (B.8)

Fo{ﬁ‘w = AE < )\plvhr > {nﬂ'\(Cé'er + 3Cg£6p)
BT

—nﬁ'\(cirﬁx + 30«55‘6;&)

—"ancgrsx - "ﬁucifas - "rscipxu}; (B.g)
ihc.'ﬂg.,, = Bagys + Y (< aBlolvr > CHl s — CL, < vrlv|yé >)
+FII76aﬂ - Fi;-yG + FII;‘yﬂa - Fﬂlg‘&y’ (B.IO)

Bagys = Y, < Aplolvr > {(8ar — nar)(6pu — ngu)nuynrs
Apvr
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_nav\nﬁﬂ(‘sv‘v - nV‘Y)(67'5 - nr&)}v (B-ll)
FIL o = 3 < dpllyr > {nax(Chs, + 3CH,,)

Aut

_naucéis.\ - "Bucg-,\s - nr&CiéAp}' (B.12)

Now define a new quantity, (use the old symbol)
Caﬁ-y& = Ciﬂ,ya + 3C({§‘76° (B.13)

For a spin-isospin saturation system, we can write down the equation of motion in

term of the spin-isospin free quantities n,g and Cqag,s defined above.

1hCapys = 3Bapys + I (< aBvlvT > Curys — Cagir < vT|v|76 >)

+F sap = Fapys + Fiypa — Fpasy, (B.14)
Fapys = ; < Aplvjyr >

(;:z.,ACp,s,, — 182Carsu — NeuCarrs — NrsCagirn)- (B.15)
ihfiag = Y {Cyrépe < ao|v|y8 > —Cagqs < ¥8|v|Bo >}. (B.16)

~éo

The other quantities, such as correlation energy and mass dispersion, of this spin-

isospin saturation system have the form

1
Eon = 3 Y 4Capys < v6|v]afB >, (B.17)
afvé

oh = 4) nas <Pla>g
B

+ 4 Z < a'la >r< ,B’lﬂ >R (Caﬂa'p' — nap:np,,:). (B].S)
aBa’f’

The above equations are the basic equations we used in the numerical calculation.

B.2 Spherical symmetry system

For the ground state or monopole giant resonance of double-shell nuclei, we always

have a spherical system. In such system the wave function can be separated into
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its radial function part and a spherical harmonic. Therefore, only the radial wave
function need to be solved numerically and the numerical task is greatly reduced. The
numerical effort of solving the equation of motion for the occupation and correlation
matrix can also be reduced by eliminating the summation over the magnetic quantum
numbers. In this section we will start from the formulae of spin-isospin saturation
system derived in last section. Before we make any derivation we list some useful

equations:

— lm(r)},lm("' (B.IQ)

Vi (gm () = 2 (2h + 1)(2h + )2 + 1)

Lo L1 L ;1 .
( m; mg m ) ( 0 0 0 )Y;m("), (B.20)

[(2L + 1)(20; + 1)(205 + 1)(24 + 1)]1/?
4

swen (44 ) (54 )

Im

(ll ; l)(l‘" " l), (B.21)
m; ma3 m mz mq m

/ dﬂYl,m, },i:"la y;:m; lzl:md

¥ Ji Ja Js L I, js
my m; m; M3 ny Mg —mj

= __\is+ls+my +ny j] jg j3
=) (-)eth (213+1){l P 13}

lany 1

L js b h b I (B.22)
ny m3 n3 m; ng —ng ) .



94

In order to have a spherical symmetric density distribution, the occupation matrix

must have the following form

Nag = Mi(a)(8)01(a)(8)0m(a)m(s)- (B.23)

With Eq. B.23 and identity Eq. B.19 the one-body density can be written as

1
p(r) = =3 22 + DngapiarSicenioy | B (7)1 (B.24)
af

where the time dependence is implicit. Using Eq. B.21 the matrix element < af|v|y§ >

has the form

<eaflulyé > = <U)(B)|e|U(7)I(8) >
a) UB) 1) (M) US) !
§(21+1)( 0o 0 0)( 0 0 0)

(1:,(&)) riz((ﬂﬂ)) L)(riz(&)) 151((56)) ,f,) (B.25)

[(20() + 1)(21(B) + 1)(21(v) + 1)(21(8) + 1)]*/?

< B Ioli)I(8) > e

dr . .
Yo / ;;R,(.,,R,(,,,R.(,,R,(&,, (B.26)

To get rid of the magnetic quantum numbers we define a m-free two-body correlation

matrix

. @) UB) 1\( ) Ks) I
C“ﬁ*“%'"ﬂ"(m(a) m(B) m)(mm m(6) m)' (B-27)

In the following all the indices no longer contain magnetic quantum number but the
angular momentum and the radius quantum number (i.e. the nodes of the radial
wave function). It is implicit that nq)(s) # 0 only when /(a) = /(). Now we again

use the old expression, i.e. nqg.

. - ‘
1hcap.75 =
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335‘&16(1(3) e) ;)(«;) o) ! )

+;[< I()(B)|v|I(v)I(T) > C’l’”‘y‘ ( l((‘;') 1(5) (l) ) ( l((;’) l((;.) (l) )

— <)) ll(7)U8) > Cig.r ( l((')’ ) l((}r ) (l; ) ( l(g ) l((f ) (1} )]

+F g — Fagys + (F';-,p.. - Féa&y) (—)(EHERHMHE), (B.28)
B.':pqs =Y <IN(p)ll(v)i(r) >
Apvr
{(bar — nar)(6gu — npu )Ny nrs — Narngu(by — 1y )(6-5 — nrs)}s (B.29)

Ffiﬂ‘v& = > (2I'+1)(20" + 1)(—)"+®

writn
" +H"4 l(a) UB) 1
[ (§3nax<I(A)t(v)lvu(v)t(r) >) Clhr () “"{ N 1) ,,}

{l(ﬂ) (5) v }(«a) I() r)(l(u) i(r) z’)

I(v) I(r) I” 0 0 o0 0o 0 o
" " lﬂ (a l
- (S < 1M > ) -y { 1 LY

i) ) e} (D997

" v W) UB) 1
_ (;npx < Yw)(N)|v|i(y)I(T) >) Clrus(—) ){ lgﬁy; 126)) v }

L) o (0D 0) (0D 7))
- ,,z,,:\nM <)) |wli(7)I(A) > Clg,..

(1(;) l(of) (l) ) (l(;r) l(:) (l’ ) (B.30)
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The time derivative of occupation matrix is

S T 2| < M@ oli)i(e) >

vyéo

Z(zl+1)('(°‘) (o) {,)(‘(g) ) 1 )%a

— < IME)|U(B)i(o) > X':(Zl +1)

(9@ 0109 Dew @

The correlation energy

ihfep = M) +1 )+1

Ecow = —Z <IIE) ||l (e)l(B) >

aﬁ'w

2(2,+1)(l(7) ) ! )(t(:) 8) 1 )C;W
(B.32)
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