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Effect of spin-spin interactions on nucleon-nucleus scattering
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We report on a model for determining spin-spin terms in the optical potential for elastic scattering of a
nucleon from a target with nonzero spin. These terms are constructed microscopically by folding a realistic
effective nucleon-nucleon interaction, which includes both direct and exchange parts, over the ground state of
the target nucleus wave function to generate a nucleon-nucleus potential. The resulting spin-spin tensors are
evaluated within DWBA. This general model has been used for the specific calculation of polarization transfer
coefficient Dyy, which is unity if there are no spin-spin terms in the optical potential. We have calculated
Dyy for the elastic scattering of 200 MeV protons from '°B, for which relevant experimental data exist. In
our model, the folding formalism leads to both local and nonlocal spin-spin tensor interactions, with higher
order couplings in the projectile and target spin that have not been explicitly considered before. We have found
that the spin-spin interactions derived from this model have a significant effect on the deviation of Dyy from
unity, particularly those derived from the tensor exchange term in the N N interaction. The calculation of Dyy
has also been shown to be particularly sensitive to the parameters of the model used to describe the nuclear

structure.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Optical models are extensively used to examine nuclear
structure, but terms in the optical potential that depend on
the spin of the target nucleus have not been fully explored.
As radioactive beam facilities produce more exotic nuclear
species, there is a need to determine accurate optical models
that describe the interactions between nucleons and target
nuclei with nonzero spin. In many scattering experiments
random orientations of the target and projectile spin mean spin-
spin effects are averaged out. However, experimental evidence
for the dependence of proton-nucleus elastic scattering on
the spin of the target nucleus has been sought through the
measurement of the polarization observable, Dy, [1]. There
is a vital need for nuclear reaction theory calculations to
make predictions of this and other polarization observables
relevant to the proposed experiments in the next generation
of radioactive beam facilities. In order to meet this need, we
re-examine the microscopic foundation of the nucleon optical
model for target nuclei with nonzero spin.

The polarization transfer coefficient, Dyy (or D, as it is
sometimes called, where the direction of the y-axis is normal
to the scattering plane), measures the extent to which the y-
component of the incident proton polarization is transferred to
the outgoing proton polarization. It is a very useful observable
when investigating the existence of spin-spin interactions. This
is because Dy is rigorously unity when the nucleon-nucleus
optical potential contains no spin-spin terms. Only terms in
the optical potential which depend on the orientation of the
nucleus target-spin, I, lead to a deviation of Dyy from unity.
It therefore provides a unique test of the spin dependence in
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the optical potential. The observable, Dy, is related to the
nucleon-nucleus scattering amplitude F and the y-component
00y, of the projectile nucleon spin operator o o, by the following
relation [3]:

Tr[ Fooy F oy, ]
D = 1
Ny Tr[F F1] (L)
where the trace is taken over the projectile and target spin

projections.

The experimental measurement of Dyy analyzed in this
work is detailed in Betker et al. [2]. They measure Dyy
for 200 MeV protons elastically scattering from '°B at the
Indiana University Cyclotron Facility (IUCF). They observed
a significant deviation of Dyy from unity at large angles
and attempted to explain this result using a coupled-channel
distorted wave impulse approximation (DWIA) calculation.
Their model does well for cross section and analyzing power
data and for Dy at forward angles where its deviation from
unity is small. However, at larger angles it deviated from
unity by only about 5%—an order of magnitude smaller
than the observed data. Here we address this issue through
a microscopic folding model to establish if the different
types of spin-spin interactions have a significant effect
on D NN-

Some aspects of this work have already been reported in [4],
which focuses specifically on the role of spin-spin exchange
terms arising from the nucleon-nucleon tensor interaction.
As we noted in this earlier work, we do not attempt to
give a complete microscopic description of the proton optical
potential as very extensive fully microscopic calculations have
already been performed [5] for proton scattering by '°B at
197 MeV. However, such calculations still fail to give the
large deviation of Dyy from unity at large angles observed
experimentally [2]. Our goal is to explicitly consider the terms
in the optical potential known to cause the deviation of Dyy
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from unity, spin-spin interactions, and to treat the remaining
components of the optical potential nonmicroscopically. In this
paper we present our model in more detail and examine our
findings in greater depth, including the influence of exchange
terms on Dy at large angles and the role of nuclear structure
in the calculation. The possibility of using other polariza-
tion observables to probe spin-spin interactions is discussed
briefly.

In Sec. II we introduce spin-spin interactions and Sec. III
describe the calculation of the scattering amplitude. In Sec. IV
we describe the nucleon-nucleon interaction, (detailing the
direct and exchange components) and in Sec. V the folding
model and how it generates the spin-spin interactions used in
the final calculations, shown in Sec. VI.

II. SPIN-SPIN INTERACTIONS

A. Previous work

The two-body nucleon-nucleon (N N) interaction contains
a component which depends on the relative orientation of
the spins of the two nucleons. For a nucleus with spin, a
similar component in the nucleon-nucleus interaction may
also be expected. Inclusion of terms in the optical potential
that depend on the spin operator, I, of the target nucleus,
were first proposed by Feshbach over 50 years ago [6,7].
Initially, many attempts were made to describe these spin-
spin interactions using a central, or so-called ‘spherical’,
spin-spin term of the form, —VsgFo(R)o( - I, where R is
the projectile target separation, Vg is the strength of the
potential, Fy(R) is the form factor, and o is the Pauli spin
operator for the scattered nucleon. Some early work [8—11]
used a phenomenological optical model potential in which the
spin-spin interactions were added and determined by a fit to
experimental data. Others evaluated the spherical spin-spin
potential microscopically from appropriate terms in the NN
interaction [1,12—15].

Later works [16-18] included a rank-2 ‘tensor’, spin-
spin term of the form, — V7 Fr(R)[3(a¢ - R)(I - R) — o - I,
which is analogous to the tensor force in the N N interaction.
In each case, the strength of the tensor spin-spin potential
was estimated phenomenologically. Most of these works were
restricted by the limited amount of experimental data available
for observables sensitive to these spin-spin terms and all found
the strengths of these potentials to be small.

Two main types of optical model calculations, which
include these spin-spin terms, have been carried out. The
first of these treats the spin-spin potentials to first order
in the framework of distorted wave Born approximation
(DWBA) [8,12,16—18] and, more recently, in [19,20]. These
take advantage of the supposed weakness of the spin-spin
interactions relative to the conventional optical potential terms
such as central and spin-orbit. The second type are coupled
channel calculations in which the scattering amplitude is
handled in the channel spin framework [1,9,11] and, more
recently, in [21,22].

A good review of the early work on spin-spin interactions
has been written by Sherif [23]. The author ends by stating
that “improved microscopic calculations of the spin-spin
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potentials, particularly the tensor term, will certainly be of
great help in tracking down this ever evasive part of the nuclear
optical potential”.

The work of McAbee [24,25] first attempted to derive a
generalised spin-spin operator of the form shown in the next
section. Microscopic calculations of the spin-spin potentials
were performed using a valence-nucleon model for the target
nucleus and an effective NN interaction. The formalism was
developed for the folding of the direct central, spin-orbit,
and tensor two body interaction terms over the nuclear wave
function. A central exchange term was also included. The
spin-spin amplitudes were calculated in DWBA, although
not all contributions were included in the final calculation
of the observables and no attempts were made to calculate
exchange terms for the spin-orbit or tensor NN interactions.
McAbee found that in many cases the spin-spin interactions
should not be neglected, especially for high spin nuclei, as
will be produced in the next generation of radioactive beam
facilities.

In this work, due to the 3% ground state of '°B, new spin-spin
interactions that have higher order couplings of the target and
projectile spins are included in our calculations. Our spin-spin
potentials therefore go beyond the work of McAbee and other
authors described here, as we include higher order spin-spin
tensors explicitly for the first time.

B. Spin-spin operator

In this work the spin-spin operator will be denoted by
Sk,k» where k; is the rank of the spin operator constructed
from the components of the target spin I, and k is the
rank of the spherical harmonic Yi(R) of the unit vector of
the projectile-target separation. The spherical spin-spin term
(discussed in the previous section) contains the operator, Sy,
which is proportional to o - I, while the second-rank tensor
term, S, is proportional to [3(o - R)(I . R) —o0q- I]. If the
projectile and target both have spin—% these are the only local
spin-spin operators allowed by parity, time reversal and angular
momentum conservation. For target nuclei with higher spin,
we will show that spin-spin interactions of higher ranks are
also allowed.

McAbee [24,25] was the first to discuss a general spin-spin
operator and did not limit his calculation of spin-spin interac-
tions to just the spherical and tensor terms. The generalized
local spin-spin operator used in this work is given by

Sei(oo. I, R) = [t1(00) x 7, (D], - Ye(R).  (2)

which is analogous to that of Eq. 2.2 in McAbee [24]. The
components of Eq. (2) are a spherical harmonic Yk(i?) as
described in [26] and the standard spin operators, T,,(070)
and 7,4, (I) [26,27] for the projectile and target spins,
respectively. These general spin operators are discussed further
in Appendix A.

In Eq. (2), angular momentum coupling requires that for
the general spin-spin operator S, k; = k, |k = 1|, because
the projectile spin operator o is rank 1. In order for the
generalised spin-spin operator to be invariant under parity and
time-reversal, k; must be odd and k must be even. This is a
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useful check for all the local potentials considered in this work.
Nonlocal interactions will be discussed later when considering
the tensor N N-interaction exchange terms.

The generalized spin-spin operator S, , can be reduced to
give the spherical spin-spin operator. Taking k; = l and k = 0
and using standard angular momentum recoupling techniques
[26] leads to

—00 1
VarJTTF D)

Various authors have used different normalizations when
dealing with the spin-spin interactions so caution must be taken
when comparing the strengths of the potentials.

Using the same techniques, the tensor spin-spin operator
can be obtained from Eq. (2) by taking k; = 1 and k = 2 to
give

Slo(do, I) = (3)

NG

S O R = ————
12(0¢0 ) NN

“)

In both cases the transition from the 7,,(00) and 74,4, (1) to
the oy and I spin operators was made using Wigner-Eckart
theorem [26]. The use of the generalized spin-spin operator
defined in Eq. (2) will enable the calculation of a general
scattering amplitude for each allowed combination of k; and
k. This will be discussed in Sec. III B.

III. SCATTERING AMPLITUDES

A. Total scattering amplitude

The non-spin-spin components of the interaction between
the projectile and target are included through a target spin-
independent phenomenological optical potential. This poten-
tial is taken from [2] and is of the form

Vo = Veou(R) + V(R rv,ay) +iWf(R, rw, aw)

1 d
+Veg(R, rg,ac) + Z[VsoEd—Rf(R, TSOR > ASOR)

1 d
+iWSOEd_Rf(RaVSOIaaSOI)i|('UOa )

for 200 MeV protons scattering from '°B. The Woods-Saxon
f(R, r;,a;), and Gaussian g(R, r;, a;) form factors in Eq. (5)
are given by

F(R,ri,a;) = (1 +exp[(R — r; AP /a7, (6)
R —r A3\ ?
g(erhai):exp[_(a—ll) :Is (7)

and Veou(R) is the Coulomb potential generated by a uni-
formly charged sphere with a Coulomb radius of Rcgy =
1.46 A'3fm [2]. This target spin-independent potential was
fitted to differential cross section and analyzing power
measurements described in Ref. [2]. These observables are
insensitive to the effects of spin-spin interactions and so will
not be plotted here. The parameters for this phenomenological

[3(ao- RYUI -R) —aq- 1.
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potential are given in Table III in Ref. [2] and fit the
differential cross section and analyzing power data as well
as the microscopic calculations of Ref. [5].

The scattering amplitude from the nucleon-nucleus inter-
actions (not including spin-spin) is calculated exactly (for full
details see Appendix A2 of [28]). The total nucleon-nucleus
scattering amplitude is calculated using the standard central
and spin-orbit amplitudes discussed above, plus the spin-spin
amplitudes discussed in the next section.

B. Spin-spin amplitudes

Following on from previous work [23,24] we shall consider
spin-spin terms in the optical potential of the form

Uii(00, I, R) = Fii(R)Si,i(00, I, R), (8)

where Uy, x(0o, I, R) are the spin-spin optical potentials and
Fi,k(R) are the radial from factors. At this point we will
assume that the strengths of the spin-spin interactions are small
when compared to the conventional I-independent terms in
the optical potential, so that the former can be treated in the
DWBA.

The DWBA is a first-order approximation in which the
interaction, V (a, A), between the projectile, a, and target, A,
is split into an auxiliary potential, Vj, which includes a large
part of the effects of V(a, A), and a residual interaction, U,
that is much weaker and can be treated as a perturbation.
Previous work indicates that the strength of the central
spin-spin interaction Ujo(R) is of the order 1 MeV [22] and
that a large tensor spin-spin potential U;,(R) has a strength
of 2 MeV [29]. The treatment of the spin-spin interactions
as a residual interaction in the DWBA therefore seems a
sensible starting point for the analysis of these spin-spin
terms.

In DWBA, the scattering amplitudes for the nucleon elastic
scattering into polar angles (8, ¢) caused by the spin-spin
potentials can be written as [28]

Sk, Mys i, My50, ¢)
_ _/'Lpt

= (X IM)|Upi(oo, I, R XD, IM;), (9)

w

where XI(;)(R, k') and Xl(f)(R, k) are the final and initial
distorted waves, respectively, with a final, ¢, and initial, u,
incident nucleon spin projection. The final and initial spin
projections of the nucleus are M, and M, respectively. The
scattered and incident wave vectors are k” and k and jiy is the
reduced mass of the projectile-target system. The distorted
wave function x("(R, k) is a solution of the Schrodinger
equation for the elastic scattering of the projectile on the target
by the auxiliary potential, i.e., they are wave functions distorted
from plane waves by the Coulomb and nuclear potentials other
than spin-spin.

Following the prescription in Ref. [28] and standard
angular momentum recoupling techniques, gives the following
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equation for the DWBA spin-spin amplitude:

NG
o

c.m.

fklk(l’L/v M;,M, M[;G, ¢) =

(_)k1+k—2/l.+q1k'\1]22 Z ézfl[—[’ez(ag-kaz/)(e/u —qr —
[
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W' —qr)

X (L0 ] j 1) Yer gy (R Y(KOLOLE'OY(I Mk y g | T M) / up, jr(kem., R)Fik(R)
0

X ug, j(kem, RYAR(jiu ki —qrlj' i —qr) { ¢

where ¢ is used to denote /2¢ + 1, oy are the Coulomb
partial-wave phase shifts, u, j(kcm., R) are the distorted radial
wave functions, ¢; = M; — M;, and the center of mass
projectile-target energy is E.p, = kcz_m_h /21 With ke . as
the magnitude of the wave number in the center of mass system.
To simplify the calculation of the scattering amplitude again,
the y-axis is chosen to be perpendicular to the scattering plane,
along k x k', so that ¢ = 0.

In the final calculation for 200 MeV protons elastically
scattering from !°B a relativistic energy momentum rela-
tion was used. The prescription used to describe potential
scattering of relativistic particles is taken from Section 6.8

118 S0, 1,0) = =z 222 129t Py (cos 9)/ ugCkem., R)*Fio(R)dR

where 6 is the scattering angle between the vectors k and k' and
Py(cos 0) is a Legendre Polynomial as described in [26]. With
this simplified spin-spin amplitude the whole nucleon-nucleus
elastic scattering amplitude can now be written as

[N 1

F(oo, 1,0) = g1+ hio() ———c=,

T+ 1D (12)

where g(0) is the scattering amplitude for a spin-zero projectile
and target, taken from [28] and %¢(#) is taken from Eq. (11).
This amplitude can be substituted into Eq. (1) for Dy to give

b _ TilFooFiay,] _ 18O = §imo®)
Ny Te[F F] 12(0)2 + 0@
2 h1o(O))?
I L0 .

8@ + h10(@)*

where oy, is the y-component of the projectile spin operator
o and the trace is taken over the projectile and target spin
projections.

Expressing Dy y in this way shows that, Dyy = 1, if there
is no o - I term in the scattering amplitude in Eq. (12) and
that the presence of this spin-spin term means Dyy < 1. It
reveals that not only is the dependence of the spin-spin term
on I required for Dyy # 1, but I must be coupled to oy.

./

el
(10)

—_ = =

k ky

of [30] and discussed for elastic deuteron-nucleus scattering
in [31,32].

Evaluating Eq. (10) when the spin-orbit term in the main
optical potential is set to zero, provides a useful check of
the calculation of the scattering amplitude. This simplification
means there is no interaction in the distorting potential that
depends on the projectile spin. In this case, the distorted radial
wave functions in Eq. (10) no longer depend on j and the sums
over j and j’ may be performed using the orthogonality of the
Clebsch-Gordon coefficients. For a full discussion see [25,33].

It is also useful to evaluate this amplitude for the central
spin-spin potential only, i.e., k; = 1 and k = 0. This simplifi-
cation gives

_— 11
v ot (b

If there is no dependence on a( in the scattering amplitude,
Tr[FooyFTooy] =Tr[FF'land Dyy = 1. Equation (13) also
shows that Dy y has a second-order dependence on the strength
of the central spin-spin interaction. This expression for Dyy
also provides another useful check: when the I-dependent term
is much larger than the I-independent term, i.e., |h10(8)| >
|g(6)|%, the observable Dyy — —1/3.

IV. THE NUCLEON-NUCLEON INTERACTION

The effective nucleon-nucleon (N N) interaction Vy y(a, b)
between nucleon a and nucleon b, with separation, r, can be
written as

Vin(a, b) = vsen (r) + 033 (10 - 05+ vy (M ap - (04 +07p)

+UNN(I’)S]2 (04,0, F), (14)
where the relative angular momentum is
Ly = R)'r x (p, — pp), 15)

and p is a nucleon momentum. The N N tensor operator is

S (0a, 0p, ) =30, F)op-F)—04-0p  (16)
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We have added the superscript NN to differentiate this
tensor operator from the nucleon-nucleus spin-spin operator,
Si2(00, 1, i(). The radial form factors, v§y, V3%, v}f,N, and
vl - denote central spin-independent, central spin-spin, spin-
orbit, and tensor interactions, respectively.

Spin-spin interactions were first studied within folding
models using a single valence-nucleon description of the
nucleus by Stamp [1] and then by Nagamine et al. [12]. These
works only included contributions from the v, (r)o ¢ - o; term
in the N N interaction and the central potential Ujo(c ¢, I, R)
[of the form in Eq. (8)] was the only spin-spin interaction
discussed. Satchler [13,14], went one step further including
both v§% (r)og - o; and v}\r,N(r)S{VZN(aa, o, ) terms from
the NN interaction. The folding of these gave the spin-spin
potential, U»(0g, I, R), in addition to the central term.

A thorough analysis of spin-spin potentials that result from
the folding of all the terms in the NN interaction given in
Eq. (14) has been given by Petrovich ez al. [21] and McAbee
[24,25]. Both performed a multipole decomposition of an N N
interaction containing central, spin-orbit, and tensor parts and
the resulting expressions were folded over the target wave
functions. In Ref. [21] this was used to derive a general expres-
sion for the optical potential for the elastic scattering of two
non-spin-zero nuclei and used coupled-equations formalism to
obtain the scattering observables. McAbee [24,25] used this to
derive the form factors for his generalized spin-spin operators,
Eq. (2), which were then treated in the DWBA framework to
obtain the spin-spin observables.

We have included spin-spin interactions through the folding
of the central v, and tensor vy, terms in the N N interaction.
These are the same as McAbee [24,25] included in his final
calculation where he neglected all momentum dependent
nonlocal spin-spin interactions. The folding of these two terms
inthe N N interaction give all the local spin-spin potentials that
can be formed from the generalized spin-spin operator, Eq. (2),
by the coupling of o, I, and R. The folding of the central
spin-independent term, v}y, does not result in spin-spin inter-
actions. However, Feshbach [6] discussed spin-spin potentials
derived from the folding of the spin-orbit term in the NN
interaction. These terms have not been thoroughly investigated
in relation to spin-spin interactions but some studies of the first
order I - £ term have been performed [34]. In this term, £ is
the relative orbital angular momentum of the projectile and
target. This term by itself does not give a deviation of Dyy
from unity as it is independent of the spin operator for the
scattered nucleon . When this is the case, Eq. (1) shows
that Dyy = 1. The folding of the spin-orbit term in the NN
interaction would lead to higher order spin-spin interactions
which do depend on the projectile spin, but it is unclear if such
terms would cause a significant deviation of Dy from unity.
Their effect on Dy y will be the subject of future work.

In this work we use a realistic free-space NN interaction.
For 200 MeV protons, the use of a free ¢ matrix is valid, as
the difference between cross sections and analyzing power
predictions using the free # matrix and the medium-modified
G matrix is very small [35]. Our interaction is a version of the
Bonn-B potential where the parameters of the original potential
have been improved so predictions better agree with later
measurements of NN scattering and phase-shift analysis (see
references in [36]). Our effective interaction is a superposition
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of Yukawa terms, the parametrization of which is the same as
that detailed in Love and Franey [37]. Our parameters were fit-
ted to a free, complex ¢ matrix and are calculated for an incident
proton laboratory energy of 200 MeV, as described in [36].

A. Treatment of exchange

For nucleon-nucleus elastic scattering the antisymmetriza-
tion of the wave function yields local direct terms and nonlocal
nucleon-exchange terms. It is reasonable, to use a single-
nucleon knock-on exchange (SNKE) correction, when consid-
ering exchange contributions arising from antisymmetrization.
In SNKE the projectile nucleon is exchanged with a single
target nucleon [28]. Knock-on exchange can be included in
the folding model by replacing the effective NN interaction
potential term in Eq. (14), vyn(r), with

vyn(r) = (1 — Pyn)own(r), (17)

where the Pyy operator exchanges all coordinates of the two
nucleons [38,39]. The exchange operator can be written in
terms of the individual exchange operators P?, P, and Py,
which exchange the spin, isospin, and spatial coordinates,
respectively,

Pyn = PnPin Py (18)

The N N potential, vy y(r) can now be written as

vy (@) — (1 — Pyn)oyn (), (19)
— vyn(r) + ONN() Pyys (20)
where Dyy(r) = — Py Pyyvnn(r). The exchange potential,

Dy (), has the same spin-isospin decomposition as vy (r),
except that the sign is changed for the odd relative angular
momentum states of the two nucleons.

Exchange effects were included crudely in early folding
models for spin-spin interactions [23], as they used effective
interactions that were mainly phenomenological. Explicit
exchange effects were discussed by Satchler [13], but were not
included here. The later works of Petrovich [21] and McAbee
[24] used the SNKE correction to approximate exchange for
the v{%, (r)o, - 0} term in their effective N N interaction. The
spin-orbit exchange contribution was included by Petrovich
who just used the odd state spin-orbit components alone, but
both Petrovich and McAbee left out the exchange effects for
the tensor term in their final calculations. Our work aims to
investigate their contributions to the spin-spin interactions by
including consistently, for the first time, SNKE terms for both
the central v{5,(r)o, -0, and tensor v}{,N(r)S{VZN(oaU;,, 7)
terms in the effective N N interaction.

The exact evaluation of exchange amplitudes is very
complicated. Therefore, the treatment of exchange terms in
folding models has been performed using zero-range pseu-
dopotentials [40-42]. In the method we adopt for investigating
exchange effects on spin-spin interactions, the exchange
pseudopotentials are derived to yield the same Born amplitudes
as their equivalent exchange terms [28,43]. This is the simplest
of these approximate treatments and so the resulting zero-range
effective exchange interaction can be used to evaluate the
scattering amplitude more readily than the full exchange terms.
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B. Approximation for central exchange

From the NN interaction given in Eq. (14) between
projectile nucleon a and target nucleon b, the Born amplitude
for central spin-spin SNKE term is given by

(K'103% (o4 -0, Pylk) = Joe(Q)ay -0, (21)

where the strength Jyo(Q) is the Fourier transform of
OV (r) Pap

Joo(Q) = 4 / (ORI, 22)
0

and Q, is the sum of the initial and final wave number of either
particle in the center of mass system,

0= K+ k. 23)

The value taken for the magnitude of Q is discussed in
Sec. IV D. The zero-range pseudopotential used to approxi-
mate this exchange term is given by

R N@)o, -0 P, — fM(Q)S(r)aa -0, P, 24)

This pseudopotential has been used by several authors to
approximate the central exchange contribution to the NN
interaction. For nucleon scattering at energies above 100 MeV
it has been shown to be quite accurate (see references in
[28,38,39]).

C. Approximation for tensor exchange

In previous works on spin-spin interactions, this contri-
bution has been neglected due to the difficulty in taking the
pseudopotential approach for the noncentral tensor potential
[25]. In this work the tensor exchange will be included using
the pseudopotential approximation consistent with that used
for the central exchange.

The Born amplitude for the tensor exchange term is

(K105 (M SYY (04, 01, #)PL 1K)
= 0%J(Q)S (04, 04, Q), (25)
where S (04,05, Q) =3(0,- Q)0+ Q) — 0, -0), and

the strength, Ju(0Q), is calculated using the Fourier transform

A 4o [ o )
Ju(Q) = —af J2(Or) Dy (@) dr. (26)
0

We define Siva(aa, oy, Q)= QZSZI\;N(U(“ oy, Q) and use
, ANN
(K|S (04,05, Q)|k)
ANN
= (K'|[8}, (04,05, —1V)S()] PLIK), (27)

where the square brackets mean that the grad operator in

ANN . .

S, (04,05, —1V,),acts only on the § function. Equation (25)
can now be rewritten in a form more suitable for manipulations
in the folding calculations

(K [0y y (1S (4, 05, F) Pl K)

= QK [8Y (@4, a1, —1V)8()]PL 1K), (28)
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The zero-range pseudopotential used to approximate this
term is

" NN ~
Uj\r/]v(”)su (04,00, F) Parb

— J Q)81 (@ar b, —1VISO]PL.  (29)

As in our treatment of central exchange, the magnitude of Q
on the right-hand side is assumed constant in any particular
folding calculation. The form of the pseudopotential Eq. (29)
preserves the correct behavior of the exact tensor force under
rotations of space and spin coordinates, while the § function
considerably simplifies folding calculations.

D. Approximation for Q

The exchange operator, P, changes the Born amplitudes
discussed in the previous sections from a dependence on the
momentum transfer ¢ = k' — k to Q = k' + k. The simplest
choice for Q is to take it to be the center-of-mass wave
vector for the incident particle: Q = k.. [28,36]. This is
reasonable for scattering in the forward direction, but it is
at large scattering angles that the measured deviation of Dyy
from unity is most significant. In order to perform an improved
calculation of these exchange terms at large scattering angles,
a more physical approximation for the magnitude of Q is
required, one that changes with scattering angle.

In the following discussion we will consider the scattering
of the incident nucleon with wave vector k, by a single valence
nucleon with initial wave vector kj, which for simplicity is
bound to a spinless core of infinite mass. The Born amplitude of
the local N N interaction term, vy (r), (Where r is the relative
separation between the two nucleons r = r, — r}), is given by

(K, kylonn|ka, kp)
=/dr e KT/t k) T2

x 8K, + k) — ko — k)

K, — K|

ko —k
:5(k;+k;,—ka—kb)< “ b

2

UNN

>, (30)

where k), and k) are the final wave numbers of the two
nucleons and we have neglected factors of m for this
discussion. We have assumed that the potential conserves the
total momentum of the system [which is assured by using
8(k, + kj, — ko — kp)]. The momentum transfer ¢ and vector
0 can be obtained from this Born amplitude by taking

ki—k ke (31)

K= ,
2 2

Using the conservation of momentum Kk, + kj, = k, + k,
this gives

gq=k —k=k,—k,, Q=K+k=k,—k,, (32

assuming on-shell scattering, ie., k, =k,. In order to
approximate Q, an appropriate value of k, must be selected.
In order to determine which value of vector @ has the
most important contribution to the scattering amplitude, the
folded potential will be treated using the Born approximation
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in momentum space. This gives the Born amplitude as
(ks Yarlunnlka, Ya)
= [ kit - o ®ovylk stk 33

where Egs. (30) and (31) have been used and the yr4 are the
target nucleon wave functions. When vy y is local, (K'|vyy |k)
is a function of ¢ and can be taken outside of the integral. For
nonlocal potentials, the matrix element of vy depends on Q,
which in turn is dependent on k;, and cannot be taken out of
the k; integral. Therefore to avoid evaluating the k; integral
exactly, an appropriate value of Q will be chosen at which to
evaluate (K'|vyy|k).

The most important contribution of k; to this integral
is given by the product of the final and initial target wave
functions V%, (k, — q) and ¥4(k;), respectively. The form of
the wave function is taken to be harmonic oscillator (HO),
Yalr)y = P(r) exp(—rz/Rlzio), where P(r) is a polynomial in
r and Ry is the HO parameter. The Fourier transform of this
wave function is then Y 4(K) = P(K)exp(—Klez{O/4). For
large Ryo, the polynomials can be neglected and the values of
kp, that are most important can be found from the maximum of

R? R?
exp | =ty — g7 82 | exp [ -3 |

2 2 2
:exp[— (% —i—Z[kb - %] )%}, (34)

which occurs when (¢2/2 + 2[k, — q/21))Ro/4 is at a
minimum, i.e., when k;, = ¢/2. For this approximation of Q,
the value of k,, is therefore taken to be
/ / q k; + ka
0=k, —k,=k, =T
This leads to the approximation for the magnitude of Q used
in this work:

(35)

0 =k, cos(6/2), (36)

assuming k, = k/, and 6 is the angle between k, and k/,. This
approximation for Q is the same as that obtained from the
prescription described in Appendix B of Ref. [36], in the limit
A — o0.

V. FOLDING MODEL

This section describes the formalism developed in order
to microscopically derive the spin-spin potentials in terms of
the interactions of individual nucleons, rather than using a
phenomenological model. McAbee [24,25] evaluated target
spin-dependent forces using a valence nucleon+core model.
Here we extend his work to the case of two nucleons outside
an inert, infinitely massive, core with application to the / = 3
ground state of '°B. This is not a very realistic model for this
nucleus, but we are concentrating on the calculation of spin
dependent forces with k; > 0. Terms in the spin-spin interac-
tion receive no contribution from closed shells in the ground
state because they carry no angular momentum. Therefore,
only the nonzero rank target spin tensor components of the
one-body-density matrix (OBDM) are relevant and deviations
of Dy y from unity are associated only with these components.

PHYSICAL REVIEW C 87, 054601 (2013)

A more realistic, but still simple model, of '°B would be
a two-nucleon (neutron and proton) hole in the lowest p3/»
shell with a closed Os;/, shell. We show in Appendix B that
spin-dependent forces with k; > 0 are trivially related, through
a k;-dependent phase, to the results obtained from the simple
two-particle model, for which the folding calculations can be
carried through in a relatively straightforward way. This is the
analog of a similar theorem for static multiple moments of
shell model states discussed in [44].

The two valence particles in our model couple together to
give the spin / = 3 for the ground state spin of the '°B nucleus
and the maximum allowed rank, k; = 3, of the spin operator
constructed from the components of the target spin. Therefore,
the types of spin-spin interactions allowed are determined by
the orbitals occupied by its valence particles as well as the
ground state spin of the target nucleus. Using this simple
nuclear wave function builds on previous works [23,24], but
inclusion of a more realistic model for the '°B nucleus is
desirable in future work.

In this calculation the wave function for the valence
nucleons is assumed to have the simple form [44]

Wy m(r, 1) =[P jim, (r1) X gy jom, (r) i, (37)

where the valence particles, nucleon 1 and nucleon 2 are at a
distance of r| and r; from the core, respectively. The nucleon
wave functions ®j,,(r) are defined as

Dj(r) =Y (Chgm|jm)ue; (Yo (P)xy,,,  (38)
Amg
where ¢ is the orbital angular momentum, % is the intrinsic
spin of the nucleon, which couple together to give the total
spin j, u¢;(r) is the real radial wave function, Yy, (F) is a
spherical harmonic and x L, is the spin function that describes
the intrinsic angular momentum of the valence nucleon.
The total folded spin-spin potential is given by

Usjm, (@0, I, R) = Y Ujpy (@0, I, B),  (39)
i=1,2

where i = 1 denotes the proton valence particle and i = 2
the neutron valence particle (as labeled in Fig. 1). The folded

FIG. 1. The folding model coordinate system, particle O is the
incident proton, particle 1 is the valence proton and particle 2 is the
valence neutron. The projectile-valence nucleon separation is ro; =
R — ry and ro; = R — r; for the proton and neutron, respectively.
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spin-spin potential for nucleon i is therefore
Ui, @0, LR = | 3" @ (rO)Giim) jamb| I M)
mymymymy
X CDZf/zjém;(rz)VNN(TOi)Cbzzljlm1 (r1)
x (jimy joma|[IM)®@y, jym,(r2) dridrs,
(40

where Vyy(ro;) is the effective NN interaction between
the projectile and target valence particle i. As discussed
previously, we calculate spin- spin interactions from the folding

of the central v$5,, and tensor vy, terms in the N N interaction
given in Eq. (14). The separation between the projectile

Usjm, (00, 1, R) = (— Y- ’1111]1 /dn Z e’x’ Fx7,, lej,(rl)VNN(R — rl)Yeu\]("l)Xl

'11
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and valence nucleon, r(;, is defined in Fig. 1. We will now
choose which valence nucleon will be examined, the proton
(i = 1), or the neutron (i = 2). The process for calculating
the folded potential is exactly the same for each nucleon
[the only difference being which Vyy(r¢;) is used] but for
the sake of this discussion the interacting nucleon will be
taken to be the proton, and hence (D, j;n, (r2)| Do, ,2m7(r2))
8¢,.0,0;. j,0ms,.m,- Equation (40) can now be rearranged using
standard angular momentum recoupling techniques and the
relationships between Clebsch-Gordon coefficients and Racah
coefficients, W(abcd;ef), discussed in [26], to give the
general folding equation for the projectile-valence particle 1
(proton) potential

1 ’ ’
g, (r)(—) T

Mhmmgy
S B Wk Lo i DU Mk IM)(=0 2k (S s — mly ki)
kiq:
kiqikaqo
vk
x (6 — MM kg kgikigrlkag) § 3 3 ki f (41)
b 0 ke

This equation can be used to determine the spin-spin potentials for direct and exchange terms in the N N interaction for both the
valence proton and neutron particle.

A. Central NN interaction

Using the general folding expression in Eq. (41), we first evaluate the central term in the NN interaction, v35,(r01)00 - 0.
This term can be expressed, using a multipole expansion, as
oo f(a(r)(Ra rl) S % N
Vi (ron)ag - o =4 Y S Yo(R)Y () > (—roof o, (42)
KQ o
The function fx (R, ry) is given by
g2 !
Jx(R,r) = 7/ Pg()vyn(IR — ri)du, (43)
—1

where i = cos 6y, 6o is the angle between R and r (as shown in Fig. 1) and Pg(w) is a Legendre polynomial.
The folding of this central direct term in the NN interaction using Eq. (41) and standard angular momentum recoupling
techniques [26], gives the following result:

B NP fO R, ) N
U (00, I, R) = (=)""171245 1 ]y ji€} / ridryug ;i (r) Y (= )"2—uzlj,(rl)wwkzowlmkzW(kmljz;1{1)
0 kiks 2
v g ki
x {4 1 1 ¢Sl R). (44)
6 U ks

Full details of this process are given in Ref. [33]. Sy,i,(00, I, R) is the generalized spin-spin operator discussed in Sec. II B.

For our model of '°B, summing over k; and k, in Eq. (44) yields three different types of spin-spin interactions,
U =Uy +U5 + U§’2", see Appendix C 1. These spin-spin potentials are of the form given in Eq. (8), where the superscript
oo indicates that these spin-spin interactions come from the folding of the v{%,(ro1)o¢ - 01 term in the NN interaction. The
folding of this term has led to the spherical Ujy(o¢, I, R) and tensor U,,(a, I R) spin-spin interactions examined in previous
work (see Sec. I A) and also the higher rank term Uz, (0o, I, R), first derived by McAbee [24,25].
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B. Tensor N N interaction

Using a multipole expansion, the tensor term in the NN
interaction, v}{,N(rOI)S{VZN (09,071, o1), can be expressed as

Wy (ro) S (00, 01, For)
(tr)
(R, 1) N . on 8 R
=d4ry f’(k—zlmm Y02 S 0a(S) - Yalhon),
K

(45)

where we have used the relation

. [87 .
S¥N (G0, a1, Fo1) =2 = (8) YalFon), (46)

derived using the relationship between the spin operator for
the total spin S and the spin operators of the component spins,
where § = %(00 + 01), given by

V3

T-u(8) = —- > A 1pa)2 = Wt (00)Tin(or),  (47)

iz

and the relationships between spherical harmonics with
different ranks taken from [26]. To aid the folding algebra, the
second form of the tensor term in which the spin and radial
dependence have been separated, Eq. (45), will be used. This
can be further separated [26] into

18 Y2 (F01) = IR — r1*Y2, (R — ry)

= R*Y2,(R) + r}Ys, (7))

10 N
- m\/;er[YﬂR) x Yi(F)lop.  (48)

Expressing the tensor term in the NN interaction using
Eqgs. (45), (47), and (48) leads to three terms that can be
folded using the general folding expression [Eq. (41)], in the
same way as the central term in the NN interaction (for full
details see [33]).

For B this folding leads to four types of spin-spin in-
teractions, U = UJj, + U}5 + U3, + Uj, (see Appendix C 2).
These spin-spin interactions are also of the form given in
Eq. (8). To denote that these spin-spin potentials come from
the folding of the tensor term, the superscript tr is used.

The folding of the tensor v}{,N(rm)S}lva(ao, 01, Fo1) term
in the NN interaction also yields the spherical Uj¢(0g, I, R)
and tensor Uj(0g, I, R) spin-spin interactions examined
in previous work. Also obtained is the higher rank term,
Usy (a9, I, R), from McAbee [24,25]. A new spin-spin inter-
action Uz (¢, I, R), which goes beyond the work of McAbee,
is also derived for the first time.

C. Exchange terms

The general folding equation needs to be slightly modified
for exchange terms in the NN interaction. Continuing the
discussion for the valence proton (particle 1 in Fig. 1) the
potential Vyy(ro;) in Eq. (41) now becomes VNN(rOI)PO’I.
Substituting this into the general folding equation and acting
with the operator Pj;, changes the spatial coordinates of
everything to the right of the potential, i.e., Y, (#1)ug, j,(r1) to

PHYSICAL REVIEW C 87, 054601 (2013)

Yo, (fl)uglj] (R), in Eq. (41). We also must remember that, in
the calculation of the scattering amplitude, this folded potential
is placed between two distorted waves and the exchange
operator, P, will also act on the wave function to the right.

D. Central exchange N N interaction

The folding of the central SNKE term 93, (ro1)0¢ - 01 Py,
will be performed using the zero-range pseudopotential from
Eq. (24). Inserting this into the modified (as detailed above)
general folding equation yields

U°° (a0, I, R)

IR 6 ~x »
= (=)0 e (0 =11}
4

. (—)KK, )
xélélugflj{(R)ugljl(R)Z ]2 1(€10£10|k0)
kik
JvoJi ki
xWkpjiljp:jiD{ 5 5 1 ¢ Suloo. I, R), (49)
6l k

where the full details of this folding are given in Ref. [33].
Using our model of 'B gives three different types of spin-spin
interaction U°° = U¢Y + U’ + U3y (see Appendix C3),
where the hat denotes that these folded potentials are derived
from the central spin-spin exchange term in the NN interac-
tion. These three spin-spin interactions are the same type as
those obtained from the direct central term.

E. Tensor exchange N N interaction

The contribution of the tensor SNKE term
o (ro1) SNV (00, 01, Fo1)Py, to the folded spin-spin
interactions will be approximated using the zero-range
pseudopotential from Eq. (29)

N ANN
Je( D[S (00,01, —1V,)8(ron) | P,

87 .
=2,/ ?”th(Q)[rz<S> B (= 1V, )8(ron)| Py, (50)

where we have defined the operator S‘flzN(ao, 01, A) =
A2S f’zN (09,07, A). The relationship between these two differ-
ent forms of the pseudopotential is analogous to that derived
for the direct tensor term operator. The second form, where
the spin and radial dependence of the operator have been
separated, is more suitable for manipulation in the folding
model and will therefore be used for the evaluation of this term.
The solid spherical harmonic %5, (—1V,,, ) described in [45] is
related to the regular spherical harmonic by

%, (R) = R*Y»,(R). (51)

The solid spherical harmonic %4, (—1V,,,) can be expressed

in terms of the grad operator V,,, using the coupling rule for
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two spherical harmonics, from [26],

—/5 /3
Dry(—1Vp)) = %@ > Ul ps 2V Vi (52)

M2 /43

Including Eq. (47), we now have all the components we need to
fold the tensor exchange term in the N N interaction using the

—HMpt
27h?

P, My i, M6, )=

where Pj; x(P(R, k) = x\P(r1, k). For the central exchange
term this consideration was not required. In this case the
properties of the § function changes x(”(ri, k) back to
Xl(f)(R, k). Equation (53), gives the scattering amplitude for
the tensor (denoted by the superscript tr) exchange (denoted by
the hat f) spin-spin interactions. We must remember however,
that Eq. (53) does not give the full scattering amplitude for the
tensor exchange spin-spin interactions. For the purposes of this

—HMpt

Atr /. . —
fco(u'/a M[7 M, M”97 ¢) - Zﬂhz

in a symmetry with the direct tensor folded potential, this can
be split into three terms: Term A, denoted by A where the
solid spherical harmonic acts on the components of the valence
nucleon wave function [Y ;} X (Ru ¢,j;(R)]; Term B, denoted by
B where it acts on the initial distorted wave [ x l(j')(R, k)]; and
Term C, denoted by ", where a rank-one grad operator acts
on both using Eq. (52). The total tensor exchange spin-spin
interaction is the combination of these three terms. For full
details of this folding see Ref. [33].

The folding of Term A, where the solid harmonic acts
only on the components of the final valence nucleon wave
function, [%,L(—zVR)YZM(IAZ)ugrl_jl/(R)], and not on the dis-
torted waves, leads to spin-spin interactions of the same
form, Uy, x(00, I, R) = F,x(R)Sk,1(00, I, R), as all the other
folded potentials derived previously. The spin-spin amplitude
can therefore be calculated using the method described in
Sec. III B.
|
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modified general folding equation. However, we must now also
consider that the operation of Py, is not limited to the initial
ground state valence nucleon wave function W; s, (ry, r2). In
the calculation of the scattering amplitude the initial distorted
wave is also to the right of this operator (see Sec. IIIB). If
we take all the coordinate-dependent parts of this folding
calculation and insert them into Eq. (9) we obtain

(i (R KD, IMY| [ dry Yy, GPoue, i ) [P (=1 Vi) 8o Ye, o, (R)ue, j, R x (1, K), IM ),

(33)

discussion we have neglected all but the coordinate-dependent
parts of the modified general folding equation. This is denoted
by the subscript co.

In order to take advantage of the integral properties of
the § function the coordinates in Eq. (53) can be changed
to ry = R — rp;. Integrating by parts and using Vrzm f(R —
ro1) = V%e f(R — rg), finally allows us to integrate using the
8 function resulting in

(s (R, K, TM Y, (Ryug, jy (RYDu (—1 V)Y 5, (Rue ;i (R XSV (R, ), TMy),  (54)

The spin-spin interactions derived from this term are U =
UA 4+ USA 4 USA 4 OS2 4 U2, see Appendix C 4. The hat
denotes that these spin-spin potentials are from the folding of
an exchange term.

For the first time, a spin-spin interaction is obtained that
has even rank in I (k; =2). The nonlocal nature of the
tensor exchange term in the NN interaction means it is no
longer straightforward to check the parity and time-reversal
invariance of the resulting folded potentials. While the whole
term (including parts A, B, and C) must be invariant, the
individual terms need not be. This was fully investigated in
Section 5.52 of [33] and the whole term was proven to be
invariant under parity and time reversal.

Term B, in which the solid spherical harmonic acts on the
incident distorted wave alone [%M(—IVR)Xf:r)(R, k)], with
the valence nucleon wave function unaffected, yields a folded
potential of the form

Of@o. I )X V(R k) =) FERRIYi(R) x 7, (D] - [11(00) x ZA(—1VR)IxX™ (R, k), (55)

krk

where the folded potentials from this tensor exchange term
will be denoted by U/SE (00, I, R). They are different from
those derived previously because, instead of the operator
Sk,k(o0, I, R), these spin-spin interactions are proportional to
[Yk(i() X T, (1] - [t1(00) X % (—1Vg)]. The spin-spin poten-
tials from this term U"® = U8 + U + UYP are described

in Appendix C5. The solid spherical harmonics in these
equations act on the initial distorted wave function [which
has been left in Eq. (55) for clarity]. This means the spin-spin
amplitude given in Eq. (10) cannot be used for this interaction.
The modification of the DWBA scattering amplitude for these
potential terms will be discussed in the next subsection.
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The folding of the third tensor exchange term, which acts function and one grad on the distorted wave gives a spin-spin
one grad on the components of the valence nucleon wave potential of the form

UpSe(@o. I R)xV(R k) = FEC(RIY(R) x T1(00)]ee[0, (D) x V], x\P(R. k. (56)
kikE
[
The folded potentials from this tensor exchange term will be F. Modified scattering amplitudes

ytrC ;
denoted by Uyjxz (00, I, R) where the extra subscript E rep- The folded spin-spin potentials derived from two of the

resents the coupling between the operators [Yi(R) x 71(60)]  three tensor exchange terms in the NN interaction have
and [ty (I) x V]. Performing the sums in Eq. (56) with the  differential operators which act on the initial distorted wave.
angular momentum values from the simplified model of '’B This means that the DWBA scattering amplitude for the local
leads to eleven different types of spin-spin interactions, which spin-spin interactions, given by Eq. (9), can no longer be used.

are detailed in Appendix C 6. These folded potentials also have The modified scattering amplitude for tensor exchange term B
a grad operator acting on the initial distorted wave function. and C are given by

The modification of the spin-spin amplitude formalism for
these spin-spin interactions will be discussed next.

£ / / —Mcm. — A A
FaR W' M, M3, ¢) = ——5 X (R, IMY ESR(R)Yi(R) x 4, (D] - [11(00) X Za(—1VR)lIxSP(R, k), M),
(57)
(', M e, My 6, ¢) = _25 . (X (R, IMJ) Y B o(RY(R)T1(00) £l (1) X Vig—e|xSP(R. ), IM;).  (58)

E

In order to evaluate these amplitudes the effect of %M(_l Vgr) wave expansion of the amp]itudes Aktfl]? and flgg are given
and V on the initial distorted wave x\"'(R,k) must be  in [33]. Choosing the incident beam direction to be along the
determined. This can be done using partial wave expansions z-axis with the y-axis perpendicular to the scattering plane
of the distorted waves and results from [26,28,46] to evaluate (along k x k/) y]elds this equation for the modified Scattering

the required derivatives. The complete results for the partial amplitude for tensor exchange term B

[, My i, My30)

3v30 ., Ly nn gy N
— —klk (_).]—IZ +l/2—2/l_—q,£jl€—€ el((f@-‘r()’y)y{[y o r(k/) EOLM ]M
Ec.m. Vv 47-[ Z/JZ];’]' e ( z | )

o0
x(Cpw—qr—uw i w—aq))IMkiq |\ IM)k — qrjpl i’ — qr) / RdRuy j(kem., RYFT(R)
0

o uejCkems R)] 2o o 72 o palk ECCV[E S|[1 E ¢
X;[ﬁu — L“(20L0|£0)(kOLO|£'0)E W(k,E] 5,5]) L ok 111 % e 2 1 (59)
where the operator 010 is taken from [46,47] and is defined in Appendix C 4. Substituting the distorted wave function and folded

potential into Eq. (58) and using the same choice of axes as term B yields
S My, My 0)

_ _\/_13112 Z ézfle—z’(_)£+j—j’+2u—k1—q:ez(az+ay)Y[,’M_ql_u,(lg/)(go%,u‘jy,)
c.m. N
o0
X (O —qr— ' SwW|i'w—ar)IMkigr | IM) ki — qrjplj'w — RdRuy y(kem., R) Y EYC.(R
w—qr—pw i |j'w—qr)d Mikiq | IM))ky — qrjplj' i —aqr) ug, j(kem.s )Z kike(R)
0 EL
wehem, R, 15 oo R Lo E
x[gu ”#](—)— LE*(£010|LOYKOLOIE'0) Y " E"W (jLE'1:€3)W (jiki € E'j') Y E 1 ki ¢,  (60)
E' k L ¢

054601-11



E. S. CUNNINGHAM, J. S. AL-KHALILI, AND R. C. JOHNSON

where the operator g, is also taken from [46] and is defined
in Appendix C4.

Sections VA-VF have described all the formalism de-
veloped in order to perform a microscopic calculation of
our spin-spin interactions. These components have been used
to calculate the spin-spin potentials for 200 MeV protons
elastically scattered from '°B. The choice of single-particle
wave function used in these calculations is given in the next
subsection.

G. Single-particle wave function

The single particle wave functions for the valence proton
and neutron in the 1p; shell of '°B are calculated from a
Woods-Saxon (WS) potential and will be referred to here as a
‘WS wave function’. This wave function is calculated using a
binding energy of 7.0 MeV and a WS potential with parameters
Rws = (0.88 £0.13)(A — 1)'/? fm and @ = 0.81 £ 0.08 fm
for the diffuseness, taken from Ref. [48] who obtain the 1p 3
wave function from the transform of the electron scattering
form factor of the 1.740 MeV excited state in '°B. The single-
particle wave function of the valence proton incorporates the
effect of the Coulomb interaction with the core, making it
slightly different from the neutron wave function.

VI. RESULTS FOR Dyy

Our folding model has been used to construct new spin-
spin tensor interactions within a simple two valence-particle
model for the target nucleus, using a realistic nucleon-nucleon
interaction that includes direct and exchange terms. This has
led to higher order couplings of the target and projectile spins
being incorporated into this calculation. In addition, spin-spin
interactions from nonlocal tensor exchange contributions to the
NN interaction have also been included. We will now show
how our folding model and new spin-spin tensor interactions
effect Dy .

A. Effects of spin-spin interactions on Dyy

All our results are collected in Fig. 2. The separate
contributions from terms of different physical origin are
described in the following subsections.

1. Contributions from direct terms

The dashed curve shows the calculation of Dyy for
all the spin-spin interactions obtained from the folding
of the ‘direct’ terms in the NN interaction. It there-
fore includes contributions to the folded potentials from
both the central v{5,(r)og - o1 + v (r)og -0, and tensor
Vo (r)SEY (00, a1, ) + 0 (1SS (00, 072, #) terms. The
spin-spin potentials for each k; and k are therefore given by
Uk = UG + U,gk. These interactions are given in Egs. (C1)
to (C7). The Dyy from the U,gk(ao, I, R) potentials is not
plotted separately as their contribution is negligible compared
to the U7 % (a0, I, R) potentials.
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FIG. 2. Dyy for elastic proton scattering from '°B, calculated
using all spin-spin interactions (solid curve). The individual contribu-
tions for the direct terms (dashed curve), central exchange (dot-dash
curve), and tensor exchange (dotted curve) are also shown.

2. Contributions from central exchange terms

The dot-dash curve in Fig. 2 shows Dy y for all the spin-spin
interactions derived from the folding of the central single-
nucleon knock-on ‘exchange’ (SNKE) term, %% (ro1)o0 -
o1 Py + 0% (ro2)o o - 02 Pg,, using the zero-range pseudopo-
tential from Eq. (24). This folding gives spin-spin interactions
of the form Uy, 1 (a0, I, R) = Fi,x(R)Sy,x(00, I, R), the same
form as the direct terms. The form factors from this folding,
E iox (R), are given in Egs. (C8) to (C10) for protons elastically
scattered from '°B and are simply proportional to the square
of the single particle wave function i3 ).

These results use J,,(Q), which is evaluated for the
simple case of Q = ke This gives J22(Q) = —134.775 +
77.3631 MeV fm? for like particles and J/2 (Q) = —75.395 —
5.501 MeV fm® for unlike particles. The effect of a 6-
dependent Q on J.+(0Q) is discussed in Sec. VIB.

3. Cancellation of direct and exchange central terms

The Dyy from the folding of the central exchange term
has the most significant deviation from unity. However, the
opposite signs of the spin-spin potentials from the folding
of the direct v§5,(r)og - o1 + vy (r)og -0, and exchange
(@)oo - o Py + 035 (r)oo - 02 Py, terms in the NN inter-
action leads to considerable cancellation. The cause of this can
be found by examining how SNKE is formally included in the
folding model using Eqs. (19) and (20). The direct interaction
vy (1) equals the exchange potential 035, (r) except that in
the latter the sign of the odd relative angular momentum
state terms is changed, this leads to significant cancellation
between the central direct and exchange terms especially for
the odd-state terms. This is why the Dy y calculated using all
the spin-spin interactions (solid curve in Fig. 2) deviates less
from unity than that including each of the central direct and
central exchange contributions alone. If the potentials for the
direct and exchange odd state terms were replaced with a zero

range § function they would cancel completely [28].
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4. Contributions from tensor exchange terms

The dotted curve in Fig. 2 shows the calculation of Dy y
for all the spin-spin interactions obtained from the folding
of the tensor SNKE term, %, (ro1)S}y" (00, 01, Fo1) P}, +
f)}{, N(roz)Sf’zN (00,02, Fo2) Pj,, and has the smallest deviation
from unity. Each of the spin-spin interactions derived in
Sec. VE depends on the coefficient Ji(Q). The results
in Fig. 2 use ftr(Q) evaluated for Q = k... This gives,
JPP(Q) =3.541 —2.2671 MeV fm> for like particles and
JP"(Q) = 3.373 — 1.563: MeV fm° for unlike particles. The
effect of a 6-dependent Q on ftr(Q) will be examined next.

B. Improved treatment of exchange: The choice of Q

So far in this chapter the coefficients JAW(Q) and JAtr(Q)
from the zero-range pseudopotentials used to approximate the
SKNE terms in the N N interaction have been calculated using
the approximation Q = k., . This is a reasonable choice for
scattering in the forward direction. However the measurement
of Dyy for 200 MeV protons elastically scattering from '°B
detailed in [2] shows that the deviation of Dyy from unity
is most significant at large angles. Therefore in Sec. IV D the
details of an approximation for the magnitude of Q was given
that does better at large angles, Q = k.. cos(6/2).

Figure 3 shows as example of the Ji(Q) coefficient for the
interaction between unlike nucleons ‘pn’, for the two different
approximations of Q. The introduction of a §-dependent QO
changes the values of Joo (Q)and Ji(Q) significantly as shown
in Table I for & = 0 and 6 = 90.

The calculation of the polarization transfer coefficient Dy y
is plotted in Fig. 4 for all the spin-spin interactions derived
in this work. The solid curve (is the same as the solid
curve in Fig. 2) shows Dyy evaluated using Q = k.. to
calculate the spin-spin interactions from the folding of the
central and tensor exchange terms in the N N interaction. The
dashed curve in Fig. 4 shows the same calculation, but using

Q = kcm. cos(0/2).

20

151 e

101 .

J,(Q) (MeV fm°)

FIG. 3. The exchange coefficient J(0) for O = kem. (straight
lines) and Q = k.. cos(6/2) (curved lines) for unlike pn’ NN
interactions, real (solid lines) and imaginary (dashed lines) parts of
the coefficient.
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TABLE 1. Exchange coefficients J,,(Q) and J(Q) at 6 = 0 and
0 = 90 for like (pp) and unlike (pn) particles.

0=0 6 =90
Jos(Q) pp —134.775 4 77.363: —85.900 + 101.75%
MeV fm? pn —75.395 — 5.501: —53.469 — 22.163:
Je(Q) pp 3.541 — 2.26T: 9.011 — 0.643:
MeV fm® pn 3.373 — 1.563: 19.401 + 3.463:

Changing the approximation for Q from Q = k. to
Q = ke, cos(8/2) has a significant effect at large angles.
Figure 4 shows that the solid and dashed curves begin to
deviate from one another at around 20° which is the angle
where the exchange coefficients J,(0Q) and Ji(Q) for the
two different approximations of Q also begin to deviate from
one another (see example in Fig. 3). The shape of the solid
and dashed curves in Fig. 4 are very similar until around 60°
when the solid curve (Q = k., ) move to smaller 1 — Dyy
and the dashed curve [Q = k.. cos(8/2)] move to larger
1 — Dyy. At 90°, in Fig. 4, Dyn(Q = kem.) = 0.970 and
Dyn(Q = ke, cos(0/2)) = 0.904.

Figure 4 also shows the calculation of Dyy using the
Q = ke, cos(6/2) approximation, but with no tensor ex-
change contributions (dot-dash curve). Without tensor ex-
change the calculation of Dyy is much closer to the solid
curve (Q = k.n.) and has a very similar shape. Comparing
the solid curve and dashed curve indicates that using the
Q = kem. cos(0/2) approximation leads to a significant
increase in the deviation of Dy from unity at large angles. The
dot-dashed curve shows that it is through the tensor exchange
term that this increase is achieved. The curves in Fig. 4 indicate
that the effect of the Q approximation is greatest on the
spin-spin interactions derived from the tensor exchange term
in the NN interaction. It also signifies the importance of the
approximation for Q on the calculation of an accurate Dy at
large angles.

! ! ! !
0'90 20 40 60 80

O.m. (deg)

FIG. 4. Dyy for elastic proton scattering from '°B, calculated
using all spin-spin interactions. The two different approximations
for Q are shown as Q = k., (solid curve) and Q = k., cos(6/2)
(dashed curve), also shown is the calculation without tensor exchange
contributions and Q = k., cos(6/2) (dot-dashed curve).
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C. Effect of even k;

The model of '°B used in this work is a valence proton
and neutron hole in the 1p 3 shell. Appendix B shows that
the only difference this makes to the folding formalism for
valence proton and neutron particles occurs when the rank of
the spin operator i, 4, (I) is even. When k; is greater than zero
the reduced matrix element r,?l/[ q}IM' (I) must be multiplied by
(—)%+1D to change from a particle to a hole description [44].

The total spin-spin amplitude, f(u', M}; u, M;;6), can be
written as

My, Mis0) = for', M i, My30),
krk

(61)

MM, r Teyye
Tr[ Zk,q,,k,k/ q K Trqr (I)fk,q,,k(/J« s 0, ¢)0ytk;q;

1
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where all the individual spin-spin  amplitudes,
Six('s My, M1 0, @), including those for the nonlocal
tensor exchange terms, can be written as

Sk, My, Mp5 0, ¢) =
qi

MM ~ ,
Tkll;l I(I)fkllh,k(,u s 0, 9).

(62)

Here, fk,q,,k(u/;,u;@, ¢) contains the partial wave sums, the
integration over R and the spherical harmonic Yy ;,_,, - M/(k’).
Using the total spin-spin amplitude in Eq. (1) for Dyn
gives

M;M, 3 ’
LM DT 0, §)y ]

NN —

1

MM 7
Tr[ Zk[([,,k,k/q},k’ Ikll;l I(I)kaql,k(M/; M>97 ¢)t >

, - . (63)
LD FL e 30, 9)]

191

For Eq. (63) to describe holes rather than particles, the functions in the trace must be multiplied by (—)”k’*”k? (top and bottom)
for k; > 0. This modification has no effect on the calculation of Dy y because of the following property of the spin operators

Tr{tig (17}, (D] = 21 + 18108,

Taking the trace over the spin projection of the target gives

1

T Yok kg Skiky Saray Fragr k(' 136, ¢)0yf,f/,q;,k,(u’; 1;0, Yoy |

(64)

Dyy =

I

T[40 bk i Skik; Sargy Frrar k(' 136, ¢)f,f;q;,k,(u’; 1:6, ¢)]

(65)

where Tr' is taken over the spin projections of the projectile alone. The phase change now becomes (—)!*thrt1+ki
(—)!FhkiF1+k — 1 So the phase change that results from transferring from the particle to hole model of '°B does not change the

polarization transfer coefficient Dy y or the cross section.

More generally, this result means that in the calculation of
Dy y only cross terms in the scattering amplitude with the same
rank in the target spin survive the trace over the spin projection
of the target. Cross terms with different k; will give zero.

To see how the deviation of Dyy from unity is related
to the strengths of all the spin-spin interactions, the ratio of
1— DNN for Fklk(R) and 0.5 x Fk,k(R) is plotted in Flg 5.
When the strength of the spin-spin potential changes by a
factor of 2 the deviation of Dy from 1 changes by a factor of
4. The dependence of 1 — Dy y on the strength of the spin-spin
potentials is a second order one because only terms with the
same rank in I can interfere with each other. This brings into
question whether it is appropriate to use first order DWBA to
calculated the spin-spin amplitudes.

Stamp [1] first presented the polarization transfer coeffi-
cient Dy as the simplest way of experimentally confirming
the existence of spin-spin interactions, a better approach may
be to study first order effects of spin-spin interactions using
another observable. Since Dyy is only dependent on the
polarization of the projectile nucleon, an observable that is
dependent on the polarization of the target would lead to
a first order dependence on the strength of the spin-spin
interactions. Such an observable would be a more sensitive
probe of spin-spin interactions.

D. Sensitivity of Dyy to llgj(r)

The potential parameters (from [48]) used to calculate the
WS single-particle wave function discussed in Sec. V G have
significant error bars, Rys = (0.88 & 0.13)(A — 1)!/3 fm and

w
© ~

w
©

[1-Dy(Fi V1D (05F )]

w
~
o

20 40 60 80
0, (deg)

FIG. 5. Ratio of the deviation of Dy y from unity, including all the
spin-spin interactions Fyx(R) and 0.5F,x(R), direct and exchange,
for elastic p + '°B scattering.
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0.6~ n

\ \ \ \
0 20 40 60 80

O, (d20)

FIG. 6. Calculation of Dyy, for elastic proton scattering from
1B using a WS (solid line) and HO (dashed line) single-particle
wave function, compared to the measurement (symbols) of Dyy
from [2]. The grey area shows the dependence of the calculation on
the uncertainties in the WS parameters from [48] used to calculate
the single particle wave function.

a = 0.81 £ 0.08 fm. To examine the sensitivity of Dy to the
wave functions they were calculated using the maximum and
minimum values for Rys and a. The corresponding angular
distributions of Dyy are shown by the shaded area in Fig. 6,
compared to the experimentally measured values of Dy y from
[2], denoted by the circular points.

The solid line in Fig. 6 shows the calculation of Dy y using
the WS parameters Rys = 0.88(A — 1)!/3 fmanda = 0.81 fm
to calculate the single-particle wave function and is the same
as the dashed line in Fig. 4. The dashed line in Fig. 6
uses a harmonic oscillator (HO) wave function. The value of
v = 0.1966 fm~2 used in this work is taken from Ref. [49] in
which the harmonic oscillator constant, v, was calculated for
different p shell nuclei using Coulomb energy data. HO wave
functions can be a reasonable approximation for low lying
bound states and have the advantage that they can be integrated
and differentiated analytically. However, in this case the Dyy
calculated using the HO wave function varies quite signifi-
cantly from the WS calculations at large angles. In our work,
Dy y depends not only on the single-particle wave function,
but also on the wave functions’ first and second derivatives
through the tensor exchange terms (also see Fig. 1 in [4]). This
makes this polarization observable very sensitive to changes
in the shape of the wave function u, 3 (r). This sensitivity may
make Dy a potentially useful probe of nuclear structure.

VII. CONCLUSIONS

We have developed a general model for spin-spin terms
in the elastic nucleon-nucleus optical potential. The spin-spin
potentials were generated by folding a realistic effective NN
interaction over the nuclear wave function. The target is
assumed to have a two valence-particle structure with the total
spins of the two valence nucleons coupling to give the total spin
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of the nucleus. This general model has been used for the spe-
cific calculation of the elastic scattering of protons from '°B.

Which spin-spin terms are present and how strong they
are depends directly on the structure of the target. In the
simple model of '°B, the valence proton and neutron (both
in 1 p3 shells) couple together to give the total spin of the
nucleus. In our folding model the total angular momenta of
the valence nucleons j; and j,, couple to give the maximum
allowed rank, k; = 3, of the target spin I. The rank k of the
spherical harmonic, Y(R), in the generalized local spin-spin
operator is dependent on the orbital angular momentum of the
levels occupied by the valence nucleons. This means we have
included terms that go beyond previous work on spin-spin
interactions and therefore, for valence nucleons in shells with
larger orbital angular momentum, ¢, and total spin, j, higher
order spin-spin operators would be allowed. Our calculation
of Dyy is not only sensitive to the occupation of different
orbitals, but also to their radial wave functions. This sensitivity
means polarization observables could be used as a probe of
nuclear structure.

Comparing the deviations of Dyy from unity caused by
spin-spin interactions derived from the direct and exchange
terms in the NN interaction, show that they both contribute
significantly. The approximation for the magnitude of Q =
k' + k also has a considerable effect on the calculation of Dy y
through the exchange terms. In particular, the tensor exchange
contribution has been show to be particularly important at
large angles, where the largest deviation of Dyy from unity
is measured. However, while our calculations do lead to a
significant deviation of Dy from unity, they still do not match
the experimental data from [2] at large angles. In future work
we hope to examine the effect of spin-spin interactions from
the folding of the spin-orbit term in the NN interaction and
the small angle approximations used in the calculations of the
exchange terms, to see if we can reproduce the experimental
data more closely.

While Stamp [1] identified Dyy as the simplest way of
experimentally verifying that spin-spin interactions exist, we
have determined that this observable has a second-order depen-
dence on the strength of the spin-spin potentials. This brings
into question the validity of using the first order DWBA model
to calculate the spin-spin amplitude as this approximation
discards other second-order terms. Alternatively, to study first
order effects of spin-spin interactions another observable could
be investigated. Dyy is only dependent on the polarization
of the projectile nucleon. An observable that is dependent
on the polarization of the target would lead to a first order
dependence on the strength of the spin-spin interactions. Such
an observable would be a more sensitive probe of spin-spin
interactions and will be the focus of future work [50].
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APPENDIX A: GENERAL SPIN OPERATORS 7;,(S)

The operators 714,(0¢) and 7,4, () are constructed out of
the x, y and z components of their spin operators o and I,
respectively. For a general spin, S, the relationships between
the spin operator 7;,(S) and the components S,, Sy, and S,
can be derived using the following expression derived from
Egs. (1d) and (1e) in Hooton and Johnson [27]:

]%1]€2§W(1k21k1 5 1k3)‘[k3q3(S)
= (kagok1q11k3g3)Th, g, (S)Thoy, (),

9192

(AD)

and the relations between components of vector tensors in the
spherical and Cartesian coordinate systems

L
V2
t0(8) = C(S)S:.

T1£1(8) = F—7=C(S[Sx £15,], (A2)

(A3)

The spin dependent coefficient C(S) is the same for all 7,,(S)
because they rotate as spherical harmonics (Eq. (1c) [27]).
Thus, C(S) can be determined using the matrix element of

710(S)
(SS|T10(S)|SS) = /3(SS10[SS) = C(S)(SS|S7|SS)

S
= ﬁ,/S—H = C(5)S,
3
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Using Eq. (A1) with k3 = 2 and k; = k, = 1 leads to
3 1

2
22 = S eswesistsy o
. 3 1
221 = F S D 63W(SIS1: 52)
X [S;(Sy £18)) + (8¢ £15,)S:],
3 1 )
20(8) = [382 = S(S+ D).

S(S+1)3,/65W(S151;52)" °
(A6)

This method can be used to calculate all 1,(S) in terms of
the x, y, and z components of their spin S. However, for this
work it is far more convenient to use the spin operator i, (S).
Discussion of the spin-spin operator S, (0, I, R ) in terms of
the projectile and target spin operators o and I will be limited
the spherical and tensor spin-spin terms to allow comparison
with previous work.

APPENDIX B: TWO-PARTICLE-TWO-HOLE
EQUIVALENCE

In this appendix we show that, for the purpose of calculating
terms in the folding model interaction that are tensors of
nonzero rank in the target spin, a two-particle or a two-hole
model for !B give results that differ by a phase factor
depending only on the rank of the tensor.

Our starting point is a general expression for the folding
= CS =, (A4)  model interaction, V4(0) of projectile nucleon 0 with an A-
SS+1) .
nucleon target of spin /:
Therefore B o ) )
. 3 V,MHM,(O):/dldlp,M“Ml(l, D(1v(0, DIT),
T1+1(8) = :Fﬁ‘, m[sx 15 (B1)
(A5) where the one-nucleon density matrix, ,olA MM (1, 1), can be
3 1° 1
710(8) = / G 1)SZ' expanded as
|
/ 1 j|+m) . ./ ’ ’ . ’oe
P, =" 7 (D D Gy my, iy = my ks DB,y (D iy, Dk B, s, B G, (B2)
ki qr b,b'
The quantities (1| ok, (b, jp, , ¥, j,)IIT) are reduced matrix elements between target states |W; 3;,) of the tensor operators
Phrar(be o U ) = > (=Y Gy my, iy — mi ks q1)a) . av gy (B3)

’
mp,ny,

i
whereay, ; .,

, and ay j, m, are creation and destruction operators for a set of single particle states, ¢y, j, m, (1), with definite angular

momentum Jj,,, and b denotes other necessary quantum numbers, including isospin. Nuclear structure considerations enter through
the choice of the ¢, j, »», and the value of the reduced matrix elements.
We first assume that the ground state of '°B can be approximated as a one-neutron—one-proton hole in a filled p3/, shell that

we label j:

Wpa) = () Gm, jm |1 MD)an, j-map.j.-w o). (B4)

m,m’

where |@) is the state vector describing the j shell filled with neutrons and protons and I = 3 in the ground state of '°B. For this

state we find

(L1l ok, (B, jis s by DI = [88,084,.0) — () Ty WL 1 j jiki ). (BS)
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An even simpler model, that is convenient in the detailed evaluation of the folding model and is used in the main text,
is to assume that the ground state of '°B consists of one neutron and one proton in a p3y2 shell, j =3/2, outside a state |¢;)
having a completely empty ps3,, shell and completely filled other shells:

W, ) =Y (m, jm|I, Mpal ; al ;. 161). (B6)

m,m’

In this case the reduced matrix element is
(I, Upx, (b, j. b, DIT ) = (N (=) Tk WU T j jiky 1. (B7)

In both cases we have ignored any contributions from closed shells that do not contribute to the target spin and only contribute
to tensors with k; = 0. We see that for k; > 0 the two models give the same reduced matrix elements and hence the same
one-nucleon density matrix components apart from a phase factor (—)**1.

APPENDIX C: SPIN-SPIN POTENTIALS FOR 'B

For the model of '°B used in this work the valence nucleons remain in the 1 p3 shell and therefore have initial and final angular

momenta of ; = ¢} = 1. These couple with the intrinsic §-spin of the nucleon to give total angular momenta of j, = j| = j, = 3
and I = 3. These values are used to calculate the following spin-spin potential terms.

1. Central direct term

Using our model of '°B, the folding of the central direct term in the NN interaction [given in Eq. (44)] yields three different
types of spin-spin interactions

T o0 1
Uiy (oo, I, R) = =2,/ 5/ rlzdrllfil%(rl)Z/ dp Po(p)vyy (ron)Sio(oo, I, (CD)
0 —1
oo 2 2n * 2 2 : oo 7
Uy (oo, I,R) = V715 ridriuy () duPy(p)vyy(ro1)S12(o0, I, R), (C2)
0 —1
oo 3 27 * 2 2 : oo n
U3y (00,1, R) = Vs ridriugs(ry) du Py ()vyy(ro)Ssa(oo, I, R), (C3)
0 -1

where ro; = |R — ry|.

2. Tensor direct all terms

Summing the potentials from all three tensor terms yields the spin-spin interactions from the folding of the whole tensor term
in the NN interaction for protons elastically scattering from '°B:

Uy(oo, I, R) = —J_ / ridriuyy(n)? / du[ri Po(w) + R*Po(1) — 2Rr P1(1)] NN( o) 10(00, 1), (C4)
Ol

« 2 /6w 5 2 2 5 ) 43 3
Ulz(Go,I,R):— - rld”lulg("l) dM 5R* Py(1) + (4ri _R)PZ(M)_?erpl(ﬂ)'i'gerPS(ﬂ)
2 ~1

UNN(r()l)Slz( OaI R) (CS)
701
- 27‘[ vNN( ro1)
U0, I, R) = rldrlula(m) du (r? + R*) Pa(u) — —RnPl(m— —RV1P3(M) S3(00, I, R),
01
(C6)
Ul(oo, I, R) = ——«/_ / ridriugs(r)? f di[R*Pa(10) + r} Pa(i) — 2Rry Ps(1)] Nf:( 00 g oo, I. R). (C7)

01
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Combining the spin-spin potentials from the three tensor
terms in Eqgs. (C4)—(C7) enables a simple check of the folding
of the direct tensor NN interaction term to be performed.

PHYSICAL REVIEW C 87, 054601 (2013)

exchange term, as they were with the direct terms in the
NN interaction. This gives three different types of spin-spin
interaction

When rg; = 0(@.e., R = ry and i = 1) the factor 1/r§1 — 00
in the equations above. For these potentials to remain physical

Joo(Q)

Yoo _ 2

for all values of r¢;, the terms in the square brackets must be Uo' (@0. I. R) = Nea ul%(R) Sio(o0, D, (C8)
zero when ro; = 0. Expressing the Legendre polynomials in
the equations above in terms of u shows that the terms in the oo Joe(Q) [ 2 s .
square brackets do indeed sum to zero for r¢; = 0. Uy (00, I, R) = — 5 EW%(R) S12(00, I, R),

(©9)

3. Central exchange term .

. The spin-spin potenti.als al.lowed for the model of '°B used [];20 (60,1, R) = i Jo0(Q) s (R)*Sx:(00, I, R). (C10)
in this work are determined in the same way for the central 5 V10 2

4. Tensor exchange term A

Using the angular momentum values from the simplified model of '°B the folding of tensor exchange term A yields the allowed
spin-spin terms

. —2J:(0) .
trA _ r
Ui (00, I, R) = VA Mlg(R)[ﬁuulg(R)]Sm(Go, I), (CI1)
000, 1 B = =D (R[1361, + 276y (R)]Sra(oo. 1. B). (C12)
2530 2 2
. 9J:(Q) A . .
trA _ tr _
U300, 1. B) = — mulg(m[ﬁn O3 (R)]S2(00. 1. B), (C13)
Fytr, _3jr(Q) 2 A A
U5Noo, I, R) = mulg(mpﬁu + 3@1“1%(1?)]532(00, I, R), (C14)
- 3/6..(0) , R
U300, 1, R) = ﬁul;(R)[@lulgm)]sMwO, 1 R). (C15)
The differential operator 5’4% is taken from [46,47]. The allowed combinations of differential operators are
N d? 204+1d 02-1
Co_20=281-2¢-1 8o_10=— — , Cl6
2.0 =821 Sore = + —— = (Clo)
N d? 2d L+
Ore = 8re1 Ge10 = 8rewt Grare=——5+-—— : c17
e = 8ot Semre = 8ot &erie=Sm + o = (C17)
N d? 204+1d £+2)
0, =2 g = — — — . C18
2. = oot Serre = o P Pl (C18)
The differential operator g, is also taken from [46] and is given by
. d ¢ . d (+1
e+ =————, 8Be—10=—7+ . (C19)
dr r dr r

5. Tensor exchange term B

The folding of tensor exchange term B, using the angular momentum values from the simplified model of '°B gives the allowed
spin-spin terms

N 232 . .

Ui¢ (@0, I, R) = — ;/_JH(Q)ulg(R)Z[YO(R) x T (D] [t1(00) X Zu(—1Vp)], (C20)
A 4 . A

U0, I, R) = _EJtr(Q)u1%(R)2[Y2(R) x (D] - [11(00) x Zou(—1VR)], (C21)
A V12 . A

U0, I, R) = Jtr(Q)”l%(R)z[YZ(R) x 3(D] - [t1(00) x Zou(—1VR)]. (C22)
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6. Tensor exchange term C

Folding this tensor exchange term yields the following allowed spin-spin terms four our model of '°B:

trC SJLr(Q)
Upi(oo, I, R) = 6Vor uy3(R)[8or — 821]M1?(R)[Y1(R) x T1(00)]1e[to(I) X V], (C23)
U500, I, R) = J“(Q)uls(R)[sgm + 11821 Juy s (R)Y1(R) x t1(00)lolti () x Vi, (C24)
5/3r 2 2
U0, I, R) = Ju(©Q) 2 (R)[5801 + 16821 1u13 (R)[Y1(R) x 11(a)lie[ti(T) x V)11, (C25)
H 15437 2 2
050, 1 B = 29D (R10801 — 38011, (RN R) x 110 0)]ac[11(D) X Vo, (26)
25437 2 2
21y R
U500, 1, R) = g\/‘;@ul;(R)[gzlulg(m]m(m x T1(@0)aclTi (1) x VI, (€27)
U5 (o0, I, R) = Mumm@m — &n1lu s (R)Y1(R) x 11(@o)]ic[ta(X) x V)], (C28)
34/57 2 2
U500, I, R) = J"(Q)u s (R)[&o1 — 21lup 3 (R)Y1(R) x 11(00)ac[12(I) x V)] (C29)
212 0, 5\/5 15 0 15 0)12¢ —€>
US(og, I, R) = ﬁ‘(Q)u 5(R)[5801 + &211u 3 (R)[Y1(R) x 11(00)lae[t3(1) % V] (C30)
312 0 SOﬁ 15 01 21 13 1 1 0)12¢L L3 2—e>
5346, R
U300, I, R) = 1J7; \/(;Q)ul;(R)[gzlulg(R)][Yg(R) X 11(60)l2e[T3(1) X Vo, (€31)
1143 Jy . .
U0, 1, R) = #ulg(m[w,;(m]m(m x T1(00)e[t3(1) X Ve, (C32)
34/3J; .
U0, 1, R) = ;/;jz(—jTQ)Mlg(R)[gzlulg(R)][Y3(R) x T1(00)l4e[T3(I) X V]4_e. (C33)
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