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polarization calculations using the Yale-Shakin inter-
action at a later stage. As has been shown by Bertsch,!
core polarization mainly effects the pairing matrix
elements.

In Table III, we present the A values of neutron
single-particle levels for some nuclei to compare the gap
function A obtained for the Yale-Shakin interaction
with that for the state-dependent and constant-A solu-
tions using the §-function interaction. It is clearly seen
that the é-function interaction justifies a constant-A
solution, whereas the Yale-Shakin interaction, though
normally giving results similar to the §-function force,
sometimes gives notable differences. These differences

11 G, F. Bertsch, Nucl. Phys. 74, 234 (1965).
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in A values, it seems, will not cause any substantial
change in predicting other properties, e.g., binding
energies, spectra, etc.

Thus, the conclusion of this work is that the results
of the Yale-Shakin and the §-function forces agree
quite closely, showing that the results are practically
independent of the detailed form of the interaction.
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The broken-pair-approximation (BPA) formalism is presented in this paper in complete form for the
description of the nuclear properties of medium and heavy spherical nuclei. Starting from an approximate
ground state of even nuclei having BCS-type pair distribution in the valence shells, the model Hilbert space
is constructed by replacing one, two, . . . pairs in the assumed approximate ground state by arbitrary two,
four, ... particle configurations. The BPA states for odd-mass nuclei are obtained by coupling the odd
nucleon to zero-, one-, ... broken-pair states. It is shown that the Hilbert spaces spanned in the pro-
jected quasiparticle theories and in the BPA are the same in a certain limit, and that in practice these two
formalisms are physically equivalent. The BPA is an improvement on the quasiparticle theories and is an
approximation to the seniority shell model. All the relevant expressions for calculating energy matrices,
transition rates, inelastic electron-scattering form factors, and spectroscopic factors for one- and two-
nucleon transfer reactions are presented in a coherent form. The corresponding expressions for the case
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of first BPA are further elaborated and presented in a form suitable for numerical computation.

I. INTRODUCTION

FOR an accurate description of the nuclear proper-
ties in the framework of the shell model one should
diagonalize the shell-model Hamiltonian in the Hilbert
space containing at least all possible configurations of
the nucleons in the partially filled major shell. An
orthonormal basis set in this model space is con-
structed by the well-known shell-model techniques
using seniority (w) as quantum number. Defining a

* Work supported in part by Istituto Nazionale di Fisica
Nucleare.

pair as two identical nucleons coupled to J =0, seniority
is then the number of unpaired nucleons or the residue
after all pairs have been removed. These configuration-
mixing calculations, which are commonly known as
exact shell-model (ESM) calculations, are indeed
intractable due to the prohibitively large dimensions
of energy matrices when the nucleon number exceeds
four in valence shells. If one still insists on doing
ESM calculations, one is permanently limited to three
or four particles in three or four levels. Obviously, a
truncation of the basis is obligatory for carrying out
such calculations in practice. The simplest one is the
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seniority truncation which has proved quite successful
(cf. Ref. 1). In this approximation the Hilbert space is
generally limited in such a way that it contains the
basis up to seniority four or less for even nuclei and
up to seniority three for odd-mass nuclei. Due to the
strong pairing part of the interaction, the states with a
large number of pairs are energetically favored, so
that this is generally a good approximation for low-
lying nuclear states. Unfortunately, this approximation
is also handicapped by similar problems of large
dimensions. For example, let us consider the case of
Sn!® containing 16 neutrons in five (2ds;, 1g1/2, 351,
2d32, 1h1ys) valence shells, outside the assumed (Z=
N=50) core. The number of seniority-zero states in
this case is 110 and that of seniority-two (J7=27)
states approaches a thousand. Clearly, such calcu-
lations, referred to as lowest-seniority (w<4) shell-
model (LSSM) calculations, are in practice limited
to specific cases.

To preserve the basic concept of the shell model with
configuration mixing and to make it more practicable,
further approximate methods were developed. The
foremost is the quasiparticle or BCS method,? which
neatly takes into account the pairing interaction be-
tween the nucleons by the Bogolubov-Valatin canonical
transformation. The quasiparticle vacuum, or BCS
state, contains correlated pairs of nucleons. For de-
scribing low-lying states it is a reasonably good ap-
proximation to diagonalize the Hamiltonian in the
Hilbert space containing the zero-, two-, and four-
quasiparticle subspaces for even nuclei and the one-
and three-quasiparticle subspaces for odd-mass nuclei.
This procedure, known by various names such as
quasiparticle second Tamm-Dancoff, modified Tamm-
Dancoff approximation, etc., has been successfully
applied®*™ to describe many nuclear properties in
various nuclear regions.

! M. H. Macfarlane, Lectures in Theoretical Physics (University
of Colorado Press, Boulder, Colorado 1966), p. 583.

2 M. Baranger, Phys. Rev. 120, 957 (1960); this work lists all
other earlier publications.

3R. Arvieu, Ann. Phys. (Paris) 8, 407 (1963); R. Arvieu, E.
Baranger, M. Baranger, M. Vénéroni, and V. Gillet, Phys.
Letters 4, 119 (1963); R. Arvieu, E. Salusti, and M. Vénéroni,
ibid. 8, 334 (1964).

4P. L. Ottaviani, M. Savoia, J. Sawicki, and A. Tomasini,
Phys. Rev. 153, 1138 (1967); P. L. Ottaviani, M. Savoia, and
J. Sawicki, Phys. Letters 24B, 353 (1967).
( 59 A.) Rimini, J. Sawicki, and T. Weber, Phys. Rev. 168, 1401

1968).

¢ M. Gmitro, J. Hendekovi¢, and J. Sawicki, Phys. Letters 26B,
252 (1968) ; Phys. Rev. 169, 983 (1968).

7M. Gmitro and J. Sawicki, Phys. Letters 26B, 493 (1968).

8 A. Rimini, J. Sawicki, and T. Weber, Phys. Rev. Letters 20,
676 (1968).

9 B. Gyarmati and J. Sawicki, Nucl. Phys. Al11, 609 (1968).

T. T.S. Kuo, E. Baranger, and M. Baranger, Nucl. Phys. 79,
513 (1966).

M. K. Pal, Y. K. Gambhir, and Ram Raj, Phys. Rev. 155,
1144 (1967); 163, 1004 (1967).

12Y, K. Gambhir, Ram Raj, and M. K. Pal, Phys. Rev. 162,
1139 (1967); R. Alzetta, A. Rimini, T. Weber, M. Gmitro, and
J. Sawicki, #bid. 185, 1233 (1969).

3 J. B. French and L. S. Hsu, Phys. Letters 19, 135 (1965);
L. S. Hsu, Nucl. Phys. A96, 624 (1967).
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The most disturbing feature of the quasiparticle
theory is the nonconservation of nucleon number.
The Hamiltonian in the truncated space containing a
limited number of quasiparticles no longer commutes
with the particle number, so that its eigenstates are
superpositions of states with different numbers of
particles. The fact that the quasiparticle theory de-
scribes a specific nucleus is reflected only in the im-
posed condition that the expectation value of the
particle number operator in the BCS state coincides
with the actual number of valence nucleons. As a
result the solutions of the quasiparticle theory describe
only average properties of neighboring nuclei and do
not pretend to describe the individual nuclear proper-
ties, for which one needs a fixed value of the nucleon
number. Furthermore, some of the solutions are
spurious and do not correspond to any physical state
of a single nucleus and must be projected out before
energy matrices can be diagonalized.

It has been shown!!*’ that the part corresponding
to the actual nucleon number %, projected out from the
BCS state, when normalized has ~999, overlap with
the ESM ground state of a specific nucleus, which is
almost a seniority-zero state. Clearly, this fact supports
the use of the projected zero- and two-quasiparticle
wave functions in calculating the nuclear properties
of low-lying states. This procedure is referred to as
projected Tamm-Dancoff approximation (PTDA).
The PTDA results! of Ni®? show that the obtained wave
functions for O+, 2+, 4%, states have about 999,
overlaps with the corresponding wave functions of the
LSSM (w<2) calculations. Ottaviani and Savoial®
have recently performed PTDA calculations for Snl,
The PTDA results indicate, however, that for an
accurate description of the low-lying excited states,
the second states of each J* in particular, the cor-
responding second approximation is highly desirable.
Unfortunately, in practice, these calculations are
very involved.

These facts and the success achieved by the quasi-
particle theory indicate the necessity of developing a
systematic number-conserving formalism utilizing the
essential physical contents (inclusion of pairing cor-
relations) of the quasiparticle theory. In this paper, we
develop an approximation to the LSSM based on an
assumption which takes into account the strong pairing
correlation effects. We truncate the LSSM Hilbert
space by assuming as a first approximation that the
ground state for 2p nucleons is built up by the re-
peated (p times) application on the particle vacuum
of the operator $, creating a pair distributed among
the various levels. This form of the ground state was

" A. K. Kerman, R. D. Lawson, and M. H. Macfarlane, Phys.
Rev. 124, 162 (1961); Y. K. Gambhir and Ram Raj, ibid. 161,
1125 (1967).

¥ R. Arvieu, Cargése Summer School Lectures, 1968 (un-
published) ; B. Lorazo, thesis, Orsay, 1968 (unpublished).

(1;61935 L. Ottaviani and M. Savoia, Phys. Rev. 187, 1306



188

first proposed by Mottelson.”” The coefficients of the
distribution in 8, are determined by minimizing the
total Hamiltonian with respect to the ground state.
Clearly, this approximate ground state is a special
seniority-zero state. The state vectors defining the
first and second successive approximations are con-
structed by replacing one and two 8, operators, re-
spectively, in the ground state by two- and four-
particle creation operators. Similarly, the Hilbert
space for odd-mass nuclei is obtained by coupling the
odd nucleon to the states of zeroth and first approxi-
mation for the corresponding even nuclei. The present
formalism, which will be referred to as the broken-pair
approximation (BPA), is clearly an approximate
version of the LSSM. The BPA theory fits directly into
the frame of the shell model, avoiding any quasi-
particle transformation. It turns out that, in a certain
limit, the BPA is equivalent to the projected quasi-
particle theoryv (Sec. IT B). The success of the first
approximation (PTDA or first BPA) for the first
state of a given J™ has already been mentioned. The
assumption of the BPA model space is also supported
by the study of the breaking of the generalized seniority
scheme.’1 The coherent presentation of the BPA,
given here, is a useful simplification over the pro-
jected quasiparticle theories both from the conceptual
and practical points of view.

All the relevant expressions for calculating energy
matrices, electromagnetic transition rates and static
moments, form factors for inelastic electron scattering
and spectroscopic factors for one- and two-nucleon
transfer reactions are given. The formalism presented
in this paper holds both for identical and nonidentical
nucleon systems. In the latter case, the pairing cor-
relations between neutrons and protons are neglected
in the approximate ground state.

II. HAMILTONIAN

The shell-model Hamiltonian H for spherical nuclei
in the second quantized form is given by

H= 3 cat'aati 2 (aB| V| v0)aa'as’asa,. (2.1)
a afyd

The greek subscripts denote all the quantum numbers
required to specify the single-particle shell-model
states, while the latin subscripts denote all the quantum
numbers designated by the corresponding Greek sub-
scripts except the angular momentum projection
quantum number. Very frequently we shall also use
a, b, ... to denote only the angular momentum quan-
tum numbers and the corresponding Greek letters
a, B, ... to denote the respective projection quantum
numbers. The occurrence of these symbols in phase
factors, weight factors, or in the angular momentum

17 B. R. Mottelson, Probléme a N Corps, Les Houches, 1958
(unpublished).

18 0. Bohigas, C. Quesne, and R. Arvieu, Phys. Letters 26B,
562 (1968).
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coupling coefficients, will make it obvious wherever
such a practice is being followed. ¢' and @ are the
single-particle creation and annihilation operators, re-
spectively, and obey the usual fermion anticommuta-
tion rules. ¢, is the single-particle energy, V is the two-
body effective potential, and the label A denotes
matrix elements with respect to normalized antisym-
metric states. We introduce the operators

e b J
Ayt (ab) = (a."®as") = 2 a.'ag’,
mamgl oo B M
Api(ab)=[An(ad) ], (2.2)
and
Hi(a)= X a.a.',
Hg(a,’b'abl) = Z A[N(d’b’)A[NT(db) N (23)
N

where the brackets denote the Clebsch-Gordan coef-
ficient. The Hamiltonian H can then be written in the
coupled form

H=h+ > m(a)Hi(a)+ X ho(abd'b'I)
a agh,a <y I
X Hy(a'b'abl). (2.4)
The quantities ko, /1, and A, are defined by
ho= Y [%.,+1d ; bF (aabb0) ],
h(a) = —[e+d™’ ; bF (aabb0) ], (2.5)

Io(aba’d'T) = (14-84p) ' (14800 ) G (aba'b' 1),
where
, a b I'fd v I
(@B V]aB)a=2
WN|la B8 NRjod B N

XG(abd'b'I),
. a b I

F(ab'd'bJ)=— 3 I*G(aba’¥’I) (2.6)
I ad b J

The symbol 7 stands for (2j+41)"2. It is to be noted that
our G and F quantities are —2 times the corresponding
ones of Baranger.2 The form (2.4) of H is valid only if
7 value, parity and charge are enough to identify the
single-particle levels. It is the most convenient form
to evaluate the Hamiltonian matrix in the BPA
formalism.

III. BPA

A. Basis States

As remarked in the Introduction, the ground state
of even nuclei is practically a seniority-zero state. This
is due to the strong pairing part [G(aabb0)] of the
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effective interaction. In oraer to truncate the pro-
hibitively large dimensions of the lowest seniority
(w<4) Hilbert space we construct our model space
starting from a particular seniority-zero state which
approximately takes into account the pairing part of
the interaction.
We introduce the operator

S+= Z (Pa%(iAcoT(dd), (31)
in which the coefficients ¢ give the weight distribution
of a pair in the various levels. The approximate ground
state for 2p nucleons

871 0) (3.2)
is then assumed, | 0) being the particle vacuum. In
practice, it is more convenient to use, instead of the
coefficients ¢ and the operator 8,7, the quantities
and v defined by

Pa= 7v'cz/ua) U1 = ’ (33)
and the operator
3" = (p) (I ualet1)8, 7. (3.4)

The coefficients # and v are to be determined by
minimizing H, i.e., by

80 I 3pH3," I 0>/<0 | 3p3pT ! 0)=0.

We note that 3,7 | 0) is an exact solution of the pairing
part of the interaction in the case when p=1. Further-
more, in the general case, 3, | 0) has exactly the same
structure as the projected BCS state. In fact, these two
states coincide when #, and 7, are replaced by the cor-
responding quantities U, and V, of the quasiparticle
theory defined later through Egs. (3.19) and (3.20).
The results of earlier calculations!'*’ show that the
projected BCS state has ~999, overlap with the
seniority-zero ground-state wave function. This in-
dicates that our assumed approximate ground state
is very near to the true ground state and, moreover,
that the replacement of %, and v, by U, and V,, re-
spectively, is a good approximation.

The remaining state vectors in our model space are
constructed by utilizing the idea that the replacement
of one operator 8, by an arbitrary two-particle creation
operator requires a large amount of energy, so that the
states containing a large number of operators S, are
energetically favored. This argument is analogous to
that which is used to justify the seniority truncations,
with the difference that in place of a pair [Aw'(aa)]
we have now a pair distributed among the levels in a
definite way (8,). In fact, this difference is responsible
for the larger reduction of the dimensions of the shell-
model Hilbert space obtained in the BPA. The states
defining the first approximation, which are analogous

(3.5)
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to the seniority two states, are
51,._11/41_\11(1’5) | 0) (36)

These states were first used in Ref. 15 in the J=0 case.
Clearly, the states (3.6) for J#£0 are particular seni-
ority two states, in which the distribution of (p—1)
zero-coupled pairs is bounded by our assumption of the
approximate ground state. For J=0, the states (3.6)
are w=0 states; they are not orthogonal and, further-
more, the approximate ground state 3,' | 0) is just a
linear combination of these states.

For the successive approximations the states are con-
structed by replacing more 8, operators by an equal
number of A" operators. For example, for the two-
broken-pair approximation the states are

3p2'[A T (1151) @ A1, (7252) Joar | 0). (3.7

These states are linear combinations of seniority-zero,
-two, and -four states for 2p nucleons. For seniorities
zero and two, the states (3.6) are linear combinations
of the states (3.7). It is to be mentioned that, by
breaking all pairs, the ESM Hilbert space is obtained.

The BPA states for (2p+1) particles, corresponding
to odd-mass nuclei, are similarly obtained by coupling
the odd nucleon to zero- and one-broken-pair states.
They are

Tp'jm’ l 0):
Ipa1'[a"® A st (7151) Jjm | O).

The states (3.9) are linear combinations of seniority-
one and seniority-three states. For seniority-one the
states (3.8) are linear combinations of states (3.9).

We shall indicate, in general, the BPA states for 2p
particles (even nuclei) or 2p+1 particles (odd-mass
nuclei) by

(3.8)
(3.9)

Ip"Xsn'(d, K) | 0), (3.10)

where b is the number of broken pairs, X,'(d, K) is
a vector-coupled product of 25 or 2b+1 creation oper-
ators for particles in the levels indicated on the whole
by d, K being the set of the intermediate angular
momenta. The states

Xot(d, K) | 0) (3.11)

will be called few-particle states, in contrast to the
BPA states (3.10). The BPA states for different values
of d and K are, in general, not orthogonal, even if the
corresponding few-particle states are. Therefore an
orthonormal basis must be constructed before setting
up the Hamiltonian matrix. The orthonormalization
procedure requires the knowledge of the scalar products
of the BPA states.

An explicit expression for the scalar products can
easily be obtained by making use of the seniority
representation. We first expand the few-particle states
(3.11) in terms of the orthonormal few-particle states
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Xyart (ny, wiy, @) | 0) with definite occupation numbers
n; and seniorities w;; « is an additional quantum number
which may be necessary to specify the state uniquely.
The total seniority is

w= Z Wi
The expansion coefficients are
ag*(d, J) =0 | Xyu[ni(d), wi, «]X 2" (d, K) | 0).
(3.12)

The evaluation of (3.12) requires the operators X'
in the second quantized form. The operators X' for

w,x

where
v u{2(l,~«n+%(n‘+n.’/)7',ir,—-§(m+n.")

M BG—m TG T

DD (niy nfy wi) = 2

r1...Ty

X
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the seniorities zero, one, and two can be written down
uniquely in terms of X' operators with specific values
of K. The X' operators corresponding to the subse-
quent higher-seniority states can then be obtained by
taking only those linear combinations of X' operators
which are orthogonal among themselves as well as to
the lower-seniority states. This can easily be carried out
because only few particles are involved. The procedure
is explicitly shown in Refs. 1 and 11. The states
3ps'Craet (15, wi, @) | 0) can then be expanded in terms
of 2p- or (2p+1)-particle states in the seniority repre-
sentation and their scalar products can be evaluated.
One gets

[[ﬂi‘—%(ni_+‘w1'>]![Qi—%(nil"}"lw)]!]lﬂ (3.14)
[Qi—F(ritw:) ]! (3 (ni—w;) ][5 (i —wi) ]! ' '
Here v is the number of valence levels and @;=7,+%. The summation runs over all integer values of 7y, ++ -, 7, such
that

(=)r=(=)=,

ri> i, ri> '"il,

ri_<_29i——w,-, and Zr1=2(p—b)+ Zn;.

The derivation of Egs. (3.13) and (3.14) is given in Appendix B. Using the facts that the states X" (%, ws, @) | 0)

form a complete orthonormal set and that the quantities © are independent of &, Eq. (3.13) can be put in the form

O] Xnar(d', K')3p 35" X' (d, K) | 0)=8n,@yne@n 0| Xar (&', K') X3 (d, K) | 0)DFV[n(d), ni(d), ni(d) ]
+ X axve(d,J)agre(d, T) (D V[ni(d), ni(d'), wil—bu @n @D P[ni(d), ni(d), ni(d) ]}, (3.15)

wic,Swilu

where u is 2b—2 (even nuclei) or 20—1 (odd-mass
nuclei). Equation (3.15) is much more convenient than
Eq. (3.13) for practical calculations. In fact, it allows
one to compute the scalar products between states
(3.10), avoiding the expansion on the states of maxi-
mum seniority 2b or 26+ 1.

B. Relation between BPA and Quasiparticle
Tamm-Dancoff Theory

In the quasiparticle theory, the Bogolubov-Valatin
canonical transformation is introduced:

aaT = Lraaama-r - ( - )a—-a Vaaa-'ma

(3.16)
with
Uz2+V.z2=1, (3.17)

which is devised to take into account the pairing cor-
relation effects. The quasiparticle vacuum | BCS)
is defined, with respect to the new operators which
create and destroy quasiparticles, by

a, | BCS)=0, for all a. (3.18)

In terms of the particle operators, the normalized state
| BCS) is given by

1 BCS>= H [L‘ya“*'("")a—avaaamanraa—ma‘] ‘ 0>

a,ma>0

=2 1,"0), (3.19)

p
where I,," has the same form as 3, [Eq. (3.4)] with
the coefficients #, replaced by U,. It is apparent from
(3.19) that | BCS) contains components corresponding
to the different numbers of nucleons which can exist in
the valence shells.

The transformation coefficients U (and V) are de-
termined by minimizing H with respect to the state
| BCS) with the constraint that the expectation value
of the number operator coincides with the actual
number # of nucleons present in the valence shells.
This is accomplished in practice by replacing H with
the Hamiltonian

I=H—\3 a.'a.,
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A being a Lagrangian multiplier. Thus, the quantities
U and \ are determined through the equations

(8/dU,) (BCS | 3¢ | BCS)=0, foralla (3.20)

and

(BCS | X" aa'aa | BCS)=n. (3.21)
These equations are equivalent to the well-known gap
and number equations.

The Hamiltonian 3¢ in terms of quasiparticle oper-
ators separates into two parts. The first is a diagonal
one-quasiparticle operator and the second represents
the interaction among the quasiparticles. Their explicit
expressions are given in Refs. 4 and 11. The exact
solution of the problem would be obtained by di-
agonalizing 3C (i.e., H with the single-particle energies
counted from the Fermi level \) over all the quasi-
particle configurations. However, the creation of a
quasiparticle requires a fairly large energy which is
always greater than the “gap” parameter (X1 MeV
for medium weight nuclei). Therefore, for describing
the low-lying nuclear states it is sufficient to consider
a space containing a limited number (usually <4) of
quasiparticles. This procedure is known as the quasi-
particle Tamm-Dancoff method.

It is apparent that the states with a definite number
of quasiparticles contain components corresponding
to the different numbers of nucleons which can exist
in the valence shells. Therefore these states do not
correspond to a specific nucleus. In order to remedy this
defect it is desirable to project from these quasiparticle
states the part corresponding to the actual nucleon
number and use these states in determining the trans-
formation coefficients and in setting up the energy
matrices. This procedure is called the projected quasi-
particle Tamm-Dancoff method. For simplicity, the
minimization after projection is usually not performed
and the transformation coefficients obtained through
Egs. (3.20) and (3.21) are used in setting up the energy
matrices with projected quasiparticle basis. In fact, the
coefficients determined by minimizing before and after
projection are, generally, nearly equal.

The quasiparticle states can be written straight-
forwardly as a sum of components with definite particle
number by using the transformation (3.16) and the
commutation relations given in Appendix A. For
zero- and two-quasiparticle states one gets

| BCS)s,=1,"10), (3.22)
[('®a,") sar | BCS)Jop= (U Us) T paT A gadt (s) | 0)
—8s0bnT(V:/U)I,T 1 0).  (3.23)

It is clear from Egs. (3.22) and (3.23) that the space
spanned by the projected zero- and two-quasiparticle
states and that spanned by the zero- and one-broken-
pair states are the same in the limit in which the coef-
ficients U, and V, are equal to %, and v,. It can easily
be shown that the same is true for higher approxima-
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tions and for odd-mass nuclei. Therefore, the use of an
orthonormal basis constructed either by the projected
quasiparticle states or by the broken-pair states would
lead, in the said limit, to identical physical results.

C. Hamiltonian Matrix

In this subsection the expressions for the elements of
the Hamiltonian matrix are evaluated. Let | yar(k))
denote the orthonormal BPA basis states, related to the
states (3.10) through

| \//JM(/%) >= ‘gz’ka'K(J) I ‘PJM(d) K) >

Z}(w’"‘(l)ﬁp_b*Xm*(d, K)|0). (3.24)

I

Using (2.4), the Hamiltonian matrix is given by

W (k') | H=ho | You (k) )= , Kz:_:, . Yt Ky K
X[ 2 m(a){esu(d', K') | Hi(a) | osu(d, K))

+ X

a<b,a’<b’ I
X{esu(d', K') | Hy(a'b'abl) | osu(d, K))]. (3.25)
The matrix elements in the square bracket in (3.25) are
easily reduced in terms of scalar products between

BPA states for the nuclel with one or two additional
nucleons. The result is

(erae(d', K') | Hi(a) | ¢sae(d, K))
= 2320 | {[e'®X /1 (d, K') ]}

ha(aba'v'T)

X3psdp'[a:'® X" (d, K)J; | 0),
(pou(d, K') | Hy(a'b'abl) | osu(d, K) )
= T JA20 | [[Ar' (@) ®X,H(d, K') Do}t
JU

(3.26)

X3p13p"[Ar(ab) ® X, (d, K) ]s, | 0).  (3.27)

The scalar products in the right-hand side of Egs. (3.26)
and (3.27) are given by the general expression (3.15).
In a specific BPA the summations over j, I, and J, can
be carried out explicitly. The resulting expressions for
the first BPA are given in Appendix C.

IV. CALCULATION OF ELECTROMAGNETIC
PROPERTIES AND SPECTROSCOPIC
FACTORS

A. Electromagnetic Transition Rates, Static Moments,
and Inelastic-Electron-Scattering Form Factors

The second quantized version of any single-particle
tensor operator @, of rank X is

Q= > <O‘ ] (W ! a,>aaTaa'
aal
=bxdu0 2_ d{a || % || @)

~Zaaliallaede ), (@D



188

where

ad N a
QMaad)= X ’[ / :Ia,,r aq' (4.2)
M oM o a L o«

and the reduced matrix element is defined by

ad N a

(] @l @Y="
o p o«

@ lld). (4.3)

The electromagnetic reduced transition probabilities
and static moments are simply related to the quantity

(AR (4.4)
in which [ JM) and | J'M') are the pertinent nuclear
states which are linear combinations of states
| esar(d, K)) and | @y (d'y K')), respectively. It is
simple to evaluate the expressions for the nuclear re-
duced matrix elements in terms of scalar products be-
tween BPA states. The result (for A#0) is

(oo, K 1194 s, K))= 5 o] 9] @)
A x,
<z

J d e j
X0 {[aa'@X " (d, K') Ji}1

X336 ® X, (d, K)];10).  (43)
In the case of the first BPA, the explicit final expression
is given in Appendix C. For A=0 the first term of Eq.
(4.1) must be added.

The inelastic-electron-scattering form factor in the
first Born approximation is simply related’® to the
nuclear matrix elements of the Coulomb, transverse
electric, and transverse magnetic operators. Their
expressions are given in Ref. 19. These operators are
single-particle tensor operators and can be written in
the form (4.1). Therefore, the calculation of the nuclear
reduced matrix elements will require exactly the same
steps as those followed in the case of the electromag-
netic transition rates.

It is possible to incorporate the core contributions
in the calculation of electromagnetic transition rates,
electromagnetic static moments, form factors of in-
elastic electron scattering, in an approximate manner
by replacing the nucleon charge e by a phenomeno-
logical effective charge e, or, better, by replacing the
quantity (e ||\ || ¢’) in Eq. (4.1) by the correspond-
ing calculated effective quantity (a || ®ef|| a’), as
shown in Ref. 20.

( 199T) de Forest, Jr., and J. D. Walecka, Advan. Phys. 15, 1
1966) .

20 M. Gmitro, A. Rimini, J. Sawicki, and T. Weber, Phys. Rev.
Letters 20, 1185 (1968); 175, 1243 (1968).

NUMBER-CONSERVING APPROXIMATION

TO SHELL MODEL 1579
B. Spectroscopic Factors for One- and Two-Nucleon
Transfer Reactions

According to the DWBA theory, the nuclear struc-
ture factors s for a one-nucleon transfer reaction can be
expressed as the overlap integral between a state of the
heavier nucleus | JM) and a free state | xsa) com-
posed of the lighter nucleus with spin J, and the trans-
ferred neutron with angular momentum j,, i.e.,

SJ'Q(JO, J) = <JM I XJM(G, Jo) ) (46)
with
a ]() J
| xsm(a, Jo) )= 2 | JoMo)as' | 0). (4.7)
Ma |l o M()

In the framework of the BPA theory | JM) is a linear
combination of BPA states | ¢s1(d, K) ) for the heavier
nucleus and | xsar) is a linear combination of those
BPA states which are obtained by coupling the j,
nucleon to the BPA states of angular momentum JoM,
of the lighter nucleus. The factor s;, then reduces to a
linear combination of the scalar products of the BPA
states evaluated earlier [Eq. (3.15)].

Similarly, the spectroscopic factor B of Yoshida®
for the stripping reaction (4—A4+-2)

Ji T T
Byn,(Jab)= X

MM

(148,)77
M, M M,

X (JoMo(A+2) | Ay’ (ad) | J1M1(4))  (4.8)

can easily be evaluated by using (3.15). Itis to be noted
that in Eq. (3.14) the #’s and v»’s coming from the two
states must be kept distinguished.

V. CONCLUDING REMARKS

The BPA theory has been presented as an approxi-
mate version of the LSSM for describing the low-lying
states of nuclei. It has the advantage over LSSM that
it leads to quite reasonable dimensions of the energy
matrices. The reduction in dimensions stems from the
assumption of an approximate ground state having a
particular structure. The BPA theory is an improve-
ment over the quasiparticle theories because its wave
functions correspond to a specific nucleus. Physically,
the BPA formalism is equivalent to the projected
quasiparticle theories.

All the relevant expressions for calculating energy
matrices, electromagnetic transition rates and static
moments, inelastic-electron-scattering form factors
and spectroscopic factors for one- and two-nucleon
transfer reactions are presented in a coherent form. The
formalism also holds for systems having both neutrons
and protons where the pairing effects between the two

#1S. Yoshida, Nucl. Phys. 33, 685 (1962); Phys. Rev. 123,
2122 (1961).



1580

kinds of particles are neglected in the approximate
ground state.

The formalism is being applied to the specific cases of
Ni and Sn isotopes. The numerical results will be re-
ported in subsequent publications.

A formalism similar to ours has been applied by
Lorazo® to the 0% states of Ni® and Sn!'S.
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APPENDIX A

We present here the most relevant commutation relations used in this paper. Some of them are given in the form
of vacuum expectation values, since their complete expressions are quite lengthy and are not involved in the

present work;

[AJ'M' (a’b,) ’ At (ab) ]-=P(ab]) [51‘]'5,‘[‘11'50,1@%' —P(a/b’]’)aab, Z jj'( - ) THII 4 MY
g

Ja v T J’ J"
X (06" @dar) yrr e—mar |, (A1)
b J J'N\M -M M-M
_ o b ¢ J
0] [Cuni(a'd'c"), Cunit(a, bc) J-| 0Y=P(b'c'T") \ 8aardtpbeerdsyrtJJ' P (bcT)8aerrdcar , (A2)
j e J
(0 l [B(Jlljz'),](a/blcldl) y B(th)JT (abcd) ]_. l 0 ) =P (a’b’]ll)P(Cldljz,)
[ a b Jl
X | PL(abJy) (¢dJ2)J Jouarbswrbecbaarbardrare — Il ey Jo'P(abJ )P (cdT2)daurdverderdaar{ ¢ d Jat |, (A3)
A P
[, SpT]—= (=) (va/tta) Fp1'a,-ma', (A4)
CAsa(ab), 3,7 )= (—)7=M3, '[P (ab]) (va/ta) (@0’ ®aib) —s1+ 107003108 (va/ hs) ]
— ( — ) J—M(vavb/u,,ub) 3,,_2TAJ_.MT ((lb) ’ (AS)
[(aa"®as) sar, 3t ]—= — (v6/145) 31T A st (ab), (A6)
where
dama = ( - )a—aaa.—ma; (A7)
Cinim'(a, bc) =[a.'® A s (b¢) Jjm, (A8)
Brasu't(abed) =[A 1, (ab) ® A1, (cd) Jru, (A9)
and
P(abJ) =1—(—)s+b+I (gesp), (A10)
P[(ab]l) (edJo)J]=1+4 (=) It (aeoe, beod, JioT). (A11)

APPENDIX B

We outline below the derivation of Egs. (3.13) and
(3.14). The main step involved is to express the states

5p—bT l mwy, * -, nva>; (Bl)

which are obtained by applying the operator 3, on
the few-particle states in the seniority representation,
in terms of 2p- or (2p-+1)-particle states in the seni-

22 B. Lorazo, Phys. Letters 29B, 150 (1969).

ority representation. The operator 3J,' is first ex-
pressed in terms of the operators

S (4) = (3%) A" (#) (B2)

using the definition (3.4) and the algebraic identity

( ic,-)’"=m! > H;—'ci”",

=1 P1-..py, Zipi=m  i=1 Pi:

(B3)

where the c¢/s are commuting operators. Next, the
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state | naw;) is written as The coefficient D turns out to be
| miwi) = Mgi i 2 S42 (4) | wiws), B)  Dingy, + v, mwy; 11, o+, 1)
where the normalization factor TR
Mo os= (qg—'%%'— for q<Qi—w; (BS) =0 ae=nT
=0  otherwise X[[%(ri—wi):I![Qi_%(ni+u.i)] 1]1/2 (B)
is derived in Ref. 1. Then the operators S, (i) coming (3 (mi—wy) ]I [Qi— 3 (ritw:) ]!

from 3,5 are combined with the S;(¢) introduced . . ;
through (B4) and, using formula (B4) again, the state and the summation runs over all integer values o

(B1) is written as 71, =+ +, 1, such that
Tpo! | mawn, ==+, maw, )= > ﬁ w &P (=)mi=(=)m,  n<ri<20i—w;
P1...Py, Zipi=p—b =] and
X () 7T pitqines Mg 0 | 2pi+n:, ws) )
= 3 D(mgwy, e, mw,;r, o0, 1) | rawy <00, 1w,). ; ri=2(p—b)+ ; ;.
T1...Tp

(B6) It is now straightforward to obtain (3.13) and (3.14).

APPENDIX C

Explicit expressions suitable for numerical computation in the case of first BPA for even nuclei are given in this
Appendix. The formulas, as they are presented here, are valid only if the 7 value is sufficient to identify the single-
particle levels.

In the present case, we have
| erar(dy K) )= @i (rs) y=3p1 Ay’ (75) | 0). (C1)
The indices rs are ordered (<s). The scalar product between states (C1) is given by
{orm(P's") | @rae(rs) Y= (1—=870) (14-375) 8rrr8se DP D[ 12;(75), ni(rs), 1:(7s) 14287000005 DTV 1:(72), 1:(r'?), w=0].
(C2)

The matrix element of the second term of the Hamiltonian (2.4) is written as

(ern(r's") | 22 m(a) Hi(a) | esm(rs) )= A1+ By, (C3)

A= (148,5) 8yr85sr 2, @21 (@) DP V[ n;(ars), ni(ars), ni;(ars)]

—P(rsT)P(r's'T) 870805 ha (s) DT D[ my(rs2), mi(rs?), ns(rs?)], (C4)
B1=2 3 11(@) by M2 (02— 281) V2 (12— 280m) "2 DP D[ 1;(Pm) , n:(I"*m) , wi=1]

— 80P D[ n(Pm), ni(Pm), ni(Pm) 1} {8700 1rsbtrrrsr8am[ 12— 2P (') 6t 14126010 P (r5T )P (7'5'T ) bprridesrm),  (C3)

where A4; and B correspond to the first and second terms in Eq. (3.15), respectively. In Bj only the seniority-one
terms can occur, and therefore at least two of the indices ars(ar’s’) must be equal. The set of indices lm (I'I'm’)

is then a rearrangement of the set ars(ar’s’). Similarly, the matrix element of the third term of the Hamiltonian
(2.4) is written as

(eam(r's") | X ha(aba'd'I)Hy(a'b'abl) | ora(7s) Y= As+ BotCs, (C6)

a<h,a/<b/ I
Ag= (14-6r5) (14010 ) DP D ns(rsr's"), ni(rsr’s’), ni(rsr's’) Jho(rsr's'J)
+8prrBgsr (1467s) 2 (1+6ab)d55)<’*“)[1z;(abrs),n,-(abrs), n;(abrs) Jko(aabb0)[1— P(rs) P(ab)7T %], (CT7)

a<b

Bg= 2 Z 5mm'6nn'[(1+6mn)z2°'2(alm+6ln) 2]_1/2[(1+5mn) 2,2_2(6l’m+5l’n)2]—1/2

a<b,a’/<b’
XADP D (Pmn) , n:(I"?mn), w(mn) =2]—80 D" D[n;(Bmn) , n;(Pmn), ni(Pmn) ]}
X (1—870) 8abtbarss 18 rrmdossn (1+0mm) 2l By (0’0’ @a0) [1— 2P (mm) P (1) 26111, ]
+8.700r5181757 18aarmOstn (14O mm) 21U [ @les (aabbO) — bz (aaaa0) JL1— 2P (mn) P(U) I 261m ]
~+ P (mn) P(ab) P(a'b") P (rs]) P (¥'s'T)buriBars 18omdsn
X [8b5/8b5ke2(0'5ab'T) ~+811:8017 S5 103 (0BBO) — 26ndidoer Py (a'b'abT) ]},  (C8)
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Co=4 Y Smnbrnha(a'V'abT) (B0 (B—4) TV2L12 481 (12— 4) T2

agb,a/<b!
XADP D n,(Pm?), ni(V2m'2), w=0]— (1481m) " (8108mm+SimBmtr) DP D0 (Pm?) , ni(Pm?) , ni(Pm?) 1}
X (87000 P (1m) P(I'm) davibarss t0rsmdrsrm — 48500l P (abrsim) (a'b'v's'V'm’) 2P (Im) dapibrembartrvrar vm?
+ P (abT )P (&'’ T) P (rsT) P (r's'T) baribarer t:8bsmdorarme} . (CY)

Here A, corresponds to the first term in Eq. (3.15), while B; and C; correspond, respectively, to the total seniority-
two and the total seniority-zero parts of the second term in Eq. (3.15). Therefore, in B, at least two of the indices
abrs(a’b’r's’) must be equal. The set of indices Umn(I'I'm’'n’) is a rearrangement of the set abrs(a’d’r’s’), such that
m<n and, if m=ns%l, both [<m and I>m are present. In C the indices abrs(a’b'?'s’) must be pairwise equal. The
set of indices Umm (I'l'm'm’) is a rearrangement of the set abrs(a’d’r’s’), such that I<m. The symbols appearing
in the above expressions are defined by

e b I]
ky(a'bab']) = — 3 I*hy(aba'b'I) - (C10)

1 a b J‘
6abc"'=6ub6ac"’, (Cll)

w(mn) =20w,=w,=1 if m=n,

W =2 if m=n, (C12)
P(ab) =1+ (ab), (C13)
P[(abce++) (@' "+ ++) ]=1+4 (a>a/, bob', coc’, ++). (C14)

The reduced matrix element of any single-particle transition operator between one-broken-pair states is given by
s (r's) [| |l @s(rs) )= Z+ A5+ Bs, (C13)
Z=bxbssd (X 84a || Qo ] @) { (1=870) (14802 8o DD (r5) , i(r5), mi(rs) ]

26503058y DT n(72), mi(r), w=0]}, (C16)
Ag=— Y aJ' (@ || D || @) (14-8,3) 8,870 00DP V[ ni(rsa), ni(rsa), ni(rsa)]

r s J

FJT'P(rsT)P(r's'T"){ (=) 5,.(s" || @ || s)‘ o
N J s

DEDn;(rss’), ni(rss’), n,-(rss’):l‘ , (C17)

Bi=2J" 3 bpnra || O || @M (22— 280) "2 (12— 26113) "2 { DTV 1s(Pm) , ms(I?m), w=1]

'—6”’20(?—1)["1'(12’”) ) ni(l2m) ) nl(Fm) ]} l —_d26XOBJJ’Dalrsal’r’s’Bua'm

+ (=) aJ P (arsl] ) (@'7's'VT") P (1T 001803t andtr s tar

a m J
_|.jd'~1( —)ati—m

P(rSJ)P(rISIJI)6la151’a'r'6ss’m . (CIS)
J N ‘
Here Z corresponds to the first term of Eq. (4.1) while A3 and B; correspond, respectively, to the first and second
terms in Eq. (3.15). In B; only the seniority-one terms occur and the set of indices Zim(I/I’m’) is a rearrangement
of the set ars(a’r’s’).

In the first approximation for odd-mass nuclei

1 ¢JM(ds K) >_)5pfap1' I 0> (C19)

The corresponding expressions for the expectation values of the Hamiltonian and the nuclear reduced matrix ele-
ments can easily be evaluated in a similar way. In the application of Eq. (3.15), at most seniority one will occur in
the summation.



