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Energy spectra and electromagnetic transitions of nuclei are strongly depending from
the correlations of the bound nucleons. Two particle correlations are responsible for the
scattering of model particles either to low momentum- or to high momentum-states. The
low momentum states form the model space while the high momentum states are used to
calculate the G-matrix. The three and higher order particle correlations do not play a role
in the latter calculation especially if the correlations induced by the scattering operator are
of sufficient short range. They modify, however, via the long tail of the nuclear potential, the
Slater determinant of the A particles by generating excited Slater’s determinants. In this
work the influence of the correlations on the level structure and ground state distributions
of even open shell nuclei is analyzed via the boson dynamic correlation model BDCM. The
model is based on the unitary operator e® (S is the correlation operator) formalism which in
this paper is presented within a non-perturbative approximation. The low lying spectrum
calculated for °Li reproduces very well the experimental spectrum while for °He a charge
radius slightly larger than that obtained within the isotopic-shift (IS) theory has been cal-
culated. Good agreement between theoretical and experimental results has been obtained
without the introduction of a genuine three body force.

§1. Introduction

Correlation effects in nuclei have been first introduced in nuclei by Villars,! who
proposed the unitary-model operator (UMO) to construct effective operators. The
method was implemented by Shakin? for the calculation of the G-matrix from hard-
core interactions. Non-perturbative approximations of the UMO have been recently
applied to even nuclei in Ref. 3) which here is treated in more detail. The basic
formulas of the Boson Dynamic Correlation Model (BDCM) presented in the above
quoted paper have been obtained by solving the n-body problem in the following
approximations:

a) The n-body correlation operator is separated in short- and long-range compo-
nents. The short-range component is considered up to the two body correlation
while for the long-range component the three and four body correlation operators
have been studied. The extension of the correlation operator to high order diagrams
is especially important in the description of exotic nuclei (open shell). In the short
range approximation the model space of two interacting particles is separated in two
subspaces: one which includes the shell model states and the other (high momentum)
which is used to compute the G-matrix of the model. The long-range component of
the correlation operator has the effect of generating a new correlated model space
(effective space) which departs from the originally adopted one (shell model). The
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amplitudes of the model wave functions are calculated in terms of nonlinear equation
of motions (EoM),

b) the n-body matrix elements are calculated exactly via the Cluster Factorization
Theory (CFT),

¢) by linearizing the systems of commutator equations, which characterize the EoM.
The generalized linearization approximations (GLA) includes in the calculation pre-
sented in the paper up to the (3plh) effective diagrams. The linearized terms are not
discarded but provide, as explained later in the text, the additional matrix elements
that convert the perturbative UMO expansion in an eigenvalue equation.

Within the present treatment of the correlation operator one generates in the
n-body theory not only the ladder diagrams of Ref. 4) but also the folded diagrams
of Kuo.”

In this paper the BDCM model is applied to calculate the influence of the corre-
lations on the energy spectrum of Li and on the charge distributions of He and SLi.
The motivation of these calculations relies from one side in the study the effect of
the correlation operator on the theoretical charge radius of %He and from the other
side in investigating the variation of the charge distribution and magnetic moment
of the ground state of °Li under the variation of the adopted model space.

The value obtained for the charge radius of the correlated ®He is slightly bigger
than the radius calculated in other theories®:?) and that derived within the isotopic-
shift IS theory.'?) A charge radius which agrees with the radii calculated in Refs. 6)
and 9), and those calculated in the cluster models of Refs. 11)-13) is on the other
hand obtained by considering only two protons in the 1s 1. This non-correlated radius

agrees also with the radius derived at Argonne within the IS theory.!?) Correlations

have therefore the property to increase the charge radius of He as observed for the
isotopes of Lithium.

The calculations performed in Ref. 14) for the charge radii of the lithium iso-
topes, although in good agreement with those measured at GSI-TRIUMF'®) and
analyzed with the help of Ref. 16), are always slightly larger than those measured.
For the stable isotope ®Li the calculated radius agrees with the value obtained with
the electron scattering experiments of Ref. 17). However, the charge radii calculated
in the IS theory could also depend on the nuclear correlations. The consideration of
the microscopic correlations as presented in this paper will generate a new evalua-
tion procedure for the Mass Shift (MS) and the Field Shift (FS). As a result, both
quantities could be evaluated within non-perturbative methods which include the
nuclear effects.

The importance of the correlations in the evaluation of the F'S has already been
pointed out in Ref. 19) where we calculate the FS of “Li and show that the departure
from a point nuclear approximation is rather a big effect. Additionally the higher
order cross term contributions of Ref. 18) need to be considered. A direct comparison
between the calculated and the measured charge radii should be therefore performed
after an accurate analysis of these two correcting factors.

Theoretically the effect of the correlation on the distributions of medium-heavy
nuclei has already been performed in Refs. 20)—22) within a phenomenological corre-
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lation model. In light nuclei, however, the calculation of distributions performed by
the theoretical models of Refs. 6)-9) has been done in terms of non-correlated parti-
cles. In Refs. 6) and 7), and references therein, a large-basis no-core shell model has
been used. In this model the e¥ method is considered up to the “two body cluster
approximation”. Within this approximation the effective interaction obtained con-
tains no hole state. This will be, however, not the case by expanding the ¥ method
to higher cluster approximations as done in the present paper. Unstable nuclei have
been described by the antisymmetrized molecular dynamics (AMD) of Ref. 8) ne-
glecting correlations. Quantum Monte Carlo calculations have been performed by
using realistic nuclear Hamiltonians that fit nucleon-nucleon scattering data in light
nuclei.? Good results have been obtained for structure calculations, but the model
cannot introduce correlated wave functions in the calculation of the distributions.
Another important argument for the consideration of correlation effects comes
from the analysis of the magnetic moments. The magnetic moment of the ground
state of %Li calculated in a model base in which the hole is confined to the 1s: is

2
smaller than the experimental value. Only with the use of a large configuration base,
which includes the spin-flip component 1p;'1p: proposed by Arima2?3) we obtain a

b3 2

very good value for the magnetic moment. The large configuration base has also the
effect of decreasing the energy of the second 1~ level.

§2. Theory of correlated two particle systems

The effect of the correlations between nucleons in open shell nuclei is investigated
within a system of coupled commutator equations, which via the GLA Ansatz, is
converted in an eigenvalue equation. These describe a situation in which valence
particles and core-excited states are coexisting. The advantage of this model is to
provide larger effective configuration spaces (see Appendix A) than that used in the
shell model calculation, to include exactly the Pauli principle in the coupled spaces,
and to generate correlated solutions for the n = paired systems.

We start by computing the commutator of the valence particles with the nuclear
Hamilton operator. In this calculation we retain the linear (shell model) terms
with dimension n and nonlinear (valence pairs coupled to one particle-hole pair)
excitations with dimension n+1’. The 1’ denotes one particle-hole pair. In the next
equation we have then to take care of the nonlinear terms derived in the first step.
The commutator of the Hamilton operator with the n + 1’ excited states generates
the coupling of the n-valence pairs to two particles-holes (2p-2h) excitations with
dimension n +2’. The successive equations are then characterizing the commutators
which involve valence particles coupled to an increasing number of particle-hole pairs
n~+n’. It is worthwhile to remark that the obtained system of commutator equations
is similar to the chain of equations one derives within the Green function dynamics of
Ref. 9). The introduced computational steps describe the mixing of the shell model
states to core excitations with an increasing degree of complexity which will find
applications in the calculation of the structures of exotic nuclei. This commutator
chain is suitable to be solved perturbatively by inserting the n-th commutator in
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the (n — 1)-th commutator, (n — 1)-th commutator in the (n — 2)-th commutator,
.. the second commutator in the first. Within this perturbative approach one defines
effective Hamiltonians of the model which, due to the increasing degree of complexity,
are not easily solvable. Much simpler solutions to the commutator equations may,
however, be obtained in the BDCM model. We start by remarking that in the
study of low lying excitations of the n-body systems the higher order components of
the wave functions, which involve n valence and (2p-2h) core-excitations are poorly
admixed in the model space and can be linearized. Within this approximation, the
model commutator equations are suitable to be restricted to a finite space. The
linearized system of the commutator equations is then solved exactly in terms of the
CFT which calculates the n-body matrix elements in an expedite and exact way.
In the following we illustrate the method by considering two valence particles.
Following Ref. 2), we calculate the effective Hamiltonian by using only the Ss corre-
lation operator and obtain

Heg = e "2 He'™? = Z(OZVW anap + Z (Wap|vio|ys)al, agaaay
af afBvyd

= (alt|®alas+ > (Taslv|¥ys)alalasa,, (2:1)

af afyé

where vi, is the long component of the two body interaction (note that the v!, is in
the following equations simply denoted as v). The ¥,z is the two particle correlated
wave function:

Vop = ei52¢oc,@' (2-2)

In dealing with complex nuclei, however, the (S;, i = 3---n) correlations should
also be considered.

The evaluation of these diagrams is, due to the exponentially increasing number
of terms, difficult in a perturbation theory.

We note, however, that one way to overcome this problem is to work with
ei(S1+52+85++8i) gperator on the Slater determinant by keeping the n-body Hamil-
tonian uncorrelated.

After having performed the diagonalization of the n-body Hamilton operator we
can calculate the form of the effective Hamiltonian which, by now, includes correla-
tion operators of complex order.

We write the two particle states in second quantization by discarding for sim-
plicity the isospin quantum numbers:

B3y — Al(1)|0) = [a] a],]{,10), (2-3)

where the operators aT T create two coupled particles in the open shells and we
analyze the structure of the particle dynamics, generated by the correlation operator,
via the following commutator:

[H,Ai(alJ)]|O>: Zeaa ao + = Z (aflv(r)|yd)al, aﬁalgaw ,(a}la;ré)‘] 0).

aﬁ'y&
(2-4)
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In order to have a compact index definition we have introduced:
oy — jljZ- (25)

By using some operator’s algebra and by including in the results linear and nonlinear
terms we calculate:

[H, Al (e 1)]]0) = Y 2(2p|2p) AJ(B10)]|0) + > 02(2p|3p1h) A}(B21 J5.7)][0).
B1 Ba2J] Jh
(2-6)
In Eq. (2:6) the AI (B1J) operators are those of Eq. (2-:3) and the A;(@J{JQJ) are
defined below:

Py — AY(B2J157)10) = ((a,al,)”i (al, a50)72)7|0). (2:7)

J1 J2

In Eq. (2-7) we have used the additional convention:
B2 — j127374 (2-8)
and we have associated:

Ji to the coupling of j{j5,
J4 to the coupling of j57}. (2-9)

Having extended the commutator as in Eq. (2:6), we have also to calculate the
commutator equation for the A; (a1 J2J) operators as given below:

[H A (052J1J2J)]|0>
Y Q@RI A G0+ S 1Al AL IO,
BaJiJ, B Jy I3 T
(2-10)
where we have introduced the (4p-2h) wave functions defined below:

Papon — AL(B3 1 T3 J5)|0) = (((al, al,) i (al ) %) 72 (alyayy) )7 10),  (2:11)

J3

and where we have consistently extended the definition given in Egs. (2-5) and (2-9):

B3 — j1j2j3j4j5j6 (2:12)
with
Ji associated to the coupling of jj7j5,
Jj associated to the coupling of j57},
J associated to the coupling of j j. (2-13)

In the definition of A;(ﬂgJ{JéJéJ) the coupling of .J] to Jj to Ji2 has been discarded
from the notation. In Egs. (2-6) and (2:10) the 2 are the matrix elements of the
Hamilton operator in the model wave functions. The next step would be then the
computation of the commutator of the Hamiltonian with the A}(83.J].J5.J5.J) oper-
ators. Here we linearize these contributions by considering that in the study of the
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low energy spectrum and in the calculation of ground-state correlated distributions
the A;; (B3J1J5J5J) terms are poorly contributing. The linearization is performed as
in Ref. 25) by applying to the (4p2h) terms

> (aBlo(r)lvd)alabasa, AL(BsT; T3 T3.0), (214)
afBvyd
the Wick theorem and to discard the normal order terms. Within this linearization
approximation we generate from the commutator equations of Egs. (2-6) and (2-10)
non-perturbative solutions of the EoM, i.e., the eigenvalue equations for the mixed
mode system:

[H, Al (1 1)]]0) = Y 2(2p|2p) AL (B17)|0) + > (2p|3p/11) AL(B2.7.75.7)]0),

B1 B2J} Jh
(2-15)
and
[H, Al (0 J1.J20)][0) = 02(3p1h|2p') Al (51.7)]0)
6
+ ) Q(3p1al3p 1R A (B2 1 3)[0). (2:16)
B2.J] T}

Within the application of the GLA approximation we convert Egs. (2-:6) and (2-10) in
an eigenvalue equation for the configuration mixing wave functions (CMWFs) of the
model. In fact, the linearization provides the additional matrix elements necessary
to write the following identity:

Q(3p1h|3p'Lh) = (j1j2jsialv(r)]i1727574) (2-17)

and to introduce the off-diagonal matrix elements which couple the (2p) to the (3plh)
subspaces. Now, by writing Eqgs. (2-15) and (2-16) in the following matrix form:

[H, Al(a1.7)]|0) _ ( Esy + 02(2p]2p) Q(2p|3p'1K) >
[H, Al (211 J5.7)]0) Q(3p1h|2p')  Espip + 2(3plh|3p'10)

A AlBDI)
AY(Bodr T2 T)|0) )
and by multiplying to the left with

(218)

<O’A2(042J1J2J)
we generate the eigenvalue equation for the dressed particles:

S ( Eyy + (Ar(ar)|o(r)| AL (817)) (Ar(aa ) o(r) | AS(BoT1 T T)) )

it 3 (Ax(an 1 Jad)|o(r)|AL(B1T))  Espin + (As(anyJad ) |v(r)| AL (8201 J3.T))
192479

x1(61J) B x1(a1J)
| ( N ) - E< xalas i JaJ) > 0)- o
2-20
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In Eq. (2:20) Ey), = eﬁF + egF and Espip = eﬁF + egF + egF — eﬁp are the Hartre-

Fock energies (see Appendix C) while the x are the projections of the model states:
|03, = x1(c1J) A1 (a1 J)|0) + x2(agJi 2T ) Az (g J1 T2 J|0) (2:21)

to the basic vectors 2p, 3plh. To conclude, although the (4p-2h) CMWFSs are not
active part of the model space, they are important for structure calculations. One
may therefore associate the GLA approximation to a parameter which describes
the degree of complexity of the model CMWFs (the method used to define the
CMWFs is given in Appendices A—C). Within the first order linearization we obtain
the EoM for the shell model while within the second and third order linearization
approximations we derive the EoM of valence particles coexisting with the complex
particle-hole structure of the excited states.

In this paper we solve Eq. (2-20) self-consistently (see Appendix D). The solu-
tions for the first iteration step are obtained by diagonalizing the eigenvalue equa-
tion (2-20). The first step of the iterative method generates the dynamic amplitudes
for the two dressed particles, i.e. two particles coexisting with the 3plh struc-
tures. With the calculated eigenvectors we recompute then the matrix elements
(d172|v(r)|g1J2d374) and (jij273jalv(r)|j1jsi574) and we diagonalize again the eigen-
value equation. The iterations are repeated until the stabilization of the energies has
been reached.

To be noted that since we are working in coupled particle-particle and particle-
hole bases we need both particle-particle and particle-hole matrix elements (these
terms where set to zero in the original work of Briickner4)) in orders to diagonal-
ize the eigenvalue equation. The calculation of these matrix elements is, however,
complicated by the number of terms which have to be evaluated in order to solve
the introduced iterative equations. As in Ref. 3) one solves this problem by using
the cluster factorization theory CFT which provides a quick and exact numerical
method to perform the calculations of the matrix elements. The starting point of
the CFT theory is to expand the CMWFs base introduced for (3plh) states in terms
of cluster factorization coefficients (CFC) denoted in the following U and V:

13p1h)’ = Al (ag.Jy.05.7)|0)
= > VP e hlbediads)|[Al () Bl @)]10)

JrJs€;
3,1 _ _
+ 30 U (awdi By e 0B (g 0) Al (a;4))710)
JrJsay
= 3" VPV e elyeidiei ) |[eidrei i) 0)
JrJs€;
+ 3 SUP D e elyagdeas ) ey dra; g o), (2:22)
Jrdsa;

where the (a2) coordinates of the (3plh) model states have been expanded in terms
of active (passive) particle-particle and passive (active) particle-hole coordinates as
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given below:

ag — €;(J,)(active particle-particle)€;(Js)(passive particle-hole)
+aj(J;)(active particle-hole)a;(J,)(passive particle-particle). (2-23)

In Eq. (2-22) the superscript on the left of the V' and U indicates the total number
of pairs (2(two pairs) + 1 = 5) while the superscripts on the right the number
of particles and holes. There we have also introduced the creation operators of a
particle-hole pair:

(ph) — Bl(a1.7)[0) = [a] a;,],10) (2-24)

and postulated that the sum over (i) is to be extended over the six combinations
(partitions) of particle-particle pairs formed by the (3plh) model space and (j) over
the three combinations of particle-hole pairs:

g — €€ a;Q

ngegsis ' = Gidi)Geds ) Gkdy D0ids)
Within this convention we reproduce exactly the the (3plh) CMWFs. In Eq. (2-22)
the sum over (@;) and (€;) has not been given explicitly because these indices are
complementary to the («;) and (¢;) in the sense of Eq. (2-25). The sum over J, and J;
take care of the fact that by calculating the (3plh) matrix elements in the traditional
way, the coupling of the j of the (2p) is not the same as in the coupling postulated
for (3plh) wave functions. The definitions of active and passive components separate
the matrix elements of the interaction in particle-particle and particle-hole matrix
elements.

It has to be remarked that, due to the used iterative method, the final results
are almost independent from the initial choice of the interaction because after the
first iteration the two body potential is modified by the contributions of both types
of matrix elements.

Matrix elements calculated by using the first term of Eq. (2-22) are related to the
Briickner theory,?) while those evaluated with the second term have been considered
in the folded diagram theory of Kuo.?)

In order to calculate the CFC—E’VJ(&D(angJg]}eiJréiJs) we introduce®) the fol-
lowing operator:

(2-25)

/

k, (2) = [(a}a]) " (aja;)”

mg

k

o (2-26)
which destroys and creates a particle pair and we evaluate his effect on the 3plh
wave function. In Eq. (2-22) the two in the parenthesis indicate that the operators
are working on the space spanned by two boson (two pairs). We calculate

T (2)Ab (a2 J1 T2 T M)[0) = C{E 3y (Coef - ([alal] " [al aj,)7) 7,
+Cocfy - ([afal,}”r[a}aj,)”*)3p+Coefs - ([a], al] ™ [a}az,]"*);)10). (2:27)

i J2
The Coefy,, \; = 1,2,3 are given in Appendix E. By multiplying Eq. (2-27) to the
left with (0| Aa(aeJ1J2) we obtain the following equation:

(0] Az (az 1 Jo M)rk, (2)Al (a1 Jo JM)|0) _ oIk (2:28)
(Coef1+4Coefa+Coef3) Mm M’
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where we have introduced the Clebsch-Gordan coefficients C]‘\]/[kn{bk - Equation (2-28)

defines the matrix elements of a unitary operator, i.e., by applying the unitary

k(2
operator oo :& b §2)+Coef3 on the left of a wave function of the type [3plh){, we

reproduce the same wave function in a rotated frame. It follows that the structure
defined by Eq. (2:28) is that of a full linear group in (2J + 1) dimension and of its
unitary subgroup Usjyyi. The calculation of the transformation coefficients is now
reduced to the construction of the Coefy, coefficients. In order to demonstrate this,
let us now operate with the Casimir operator of the group (ank(2) ® (ank@))T)g on

the left-hand side of Eq. (2-22). We obtain

(Az(cJi o)k, (2) @ (k, ()10l AL (a1 o d)) = D Coefy, Coefy,,  (2:29)
A
where the double bar matrix elements have been introduced because the CFC are
independent from the m quantum numbers and where the subscript A; classifies the
three different partitions spanned by the particles in the (3plh) wave functions. On
the other hand, considering that
A
(T, (2) @ (i, 2ND1G = D (o, (L) 0 (1,6) @ ((w9(L,4)) (e, (1,0)1)3, (2:30)
i=1

where the sum is running over all the possible partitions, we calculate by using
Eq. (2-22):
(Ag(agy T )| (mh, (1,)70(L,4) ® ((§(L, ) (wk,, (1,0))1)0l| AL (21 Jo))
= 5V}(3’1)(ag<]1’}AiEiJTQJS)5V}3’1)(OéQJ1|})\Z'€iJr6_iJs). (2-31)
In Eq. (2:31) we have introduced the unit operators 79(1,) defined by
(Bi(e; )| (m(1,0)) 1m0(T,3)| Bl (€:5)) = beie, 1,1 (2-32)
By equating Eqgs. (2:29) and (2:31) we obtain
SV}(3’1)(OéQJl‘})\ieiJrQJs)E’V}&l)(052J1|}Ai€ijr€_i]s) = Z Coef)\iCoef)\j. (2'33)
Aid;

Equation (2-33) is given in matrix form in Appendix E. Note that from the diago-
nalization of Eq. (E-4) we derive the square of the CFC. In order to calculate the
CFC we introduce the same phase convention used to define the Clebsch-Gordan
coefficients. Analogously also for the operator
k Ji Jk

uh, (2) = [(afay)” (alyair) "5, (2:34)
which destroys and creates a particle-hole pair. The normalization factors for these
operators (cy;;i = 4,5,6) are given in Appendix D. A numerical example for the
calculation of these coefficients is given in Appendix F. By using Eq. (E-4) and the
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evaluated CFC, we can now calculate the matrix elements of the nuclear interaction
in the (3plh) CMWFs. We derive

(3p1hlo(r)[3p'Lh') = (Ag(aaJiJa)[v(r)| AT (B2 J5.T))

= Y Vi aehhlIhiedi@ ) Va(Badi Tl A e 01 65.%)
AidjeiejJrds I J)

(Nieidrei ) [o(r)|[Nje; JrET)”)

+ > SUN oy ol b pics Jr@i o) Uy (Ba 1 Jb b Tl s L)
pipjoio JrJs I,

([micidrai s [o(r)| (e Jra; Jp) )

= Z VI aa v Tl hi€s Jri o) Vo (Bo | T3 Y As€5 1€ Ts)
Aidjeiej Jr ) Js

Nieilo(r) )i

+ Z SUN (g Jol Y picvi Jyr @i J5) Uy (BoJ; g Y T Js)
HipjeoJrdy s

(picilo(r)|pjog)y- (2:35)

In Eq. (2:35) we have two types of matrix elements, the particle-particle matrix
elements which, by choosing one \; and u; partitions, can be written as

Merfu(r)Me)d = (rgalv(r)liis)a (2:36)
and the particle-hole matrix elements:

(paafo(r)|mad)yr = (jsjalv(r)ljsia)a (2:37)
The matrix elements of Eq. (2:37) which generate the interaction with the core
clusters are not considered by the microscopic calculation of Refs. 6) and 9) where
the effective Hamiltonian is obtained by summing only over ladder diagrams.*) By
using the diagonal matrix elements of Eq. (2-35) and the off-diagonal matrix elements
given in Ref. 3) we diagonalize Eq. (2-20) and obtain the amplitudes x(aq) and x(az2)
of the mixed modes (2p) and (3plh). The calculation of the ground and excited
state distributions and of the magnetic moments is then performed in terms of these
amplitudes. The formula of the correlated distribution for the ground state of even
nuclei is given in Appendix H.

§3. Results

In order to perform structure calculations, we have to define a single-particle
base with the relative “single-particle energies” and to choose the nuclear two body
interactions. The single-particle energies of these levels are taken from the known
experimental level spectra of the neighboring nuclei?”) (see Appendix C) and given
in Table I. For the experimentally unknown single-particle energies of the fp shells
we use the corresponding energies for the mass A-9 nuclei scaled according to the
different binding energies. Our single-particle energies agree reasonably well with
those calculated in Ref. 28). Some of these levels are not bound. In this paper we
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perform as in Ref. 9) calculations by assuming all levels as bound. It has to be
remembered, however, that the energies of Table I are used only in the first stage of
the iteration procedure explained in Appendix F.

For the particle-particle interaction, we use the G-matrix obtained from Yale
potential.2?) These matrix elements are evaluated by applying the e® correlation
operator, truncated at the second order term of the expansion, to the harmonic os-
cillator base with size parameter b = 1.76 fm. This value is consistent with the value
used by Kuo.?9) As elucidate in Ref. 3) the potential used by the BDCM is sepa-
rated in low and high momentum components. Therefore, the effective model matrix
elements calculated within the present separation method and those calculated by
Kuo) are pretty similar. The separation method generates matrix elements which
are almost independent from the radial shape of the different potentials generally
used in structure calculations.

The particle-hole matrix elements could be calculated from the particle-particle
matrix elements via a re-coupling transformation. We prefer to use the phenomeno-
logical potential of Ref. 24). The same size parameter as for the particle-particle
matrix elements has been used.

One can generate the center-of-mass (CM) spurious states according to Refs. 32)
and 33), and evaluate the overlap between these states and the nuclear eigenstates
of the model (see Appendix B). Model components having with the corresponding
CM components an overlap greater than 10% were treated as spurious states and
discarded. This is a convenient approximation considering that in our model space
the energy of the CM is varying between 18 and 20 MeV.

By using a base formed by 9 (2p) and 112 3plh-states we calculate the distri-
bution of the ground state of ®He given in Fig. 1. The spectroscopic factor for the
ground state wave function, defined in Appendix G, and the most significant compo-
nents of the ground state wave function are given in Table IX. In Fig. 1 we plot three
distributions: 1) the correlated charge distribution of ®He calculated with Eq. (F-6),
2) the correlated charge distribution of 8He calculated with Eq. (F-6) but neglecting
the folded diagrams, 3) the charge distribution calculated for two correlated protons
in the 1s1 shell. A charge radius of 2.25 fm has been obtained for the distribution a),

a radius cz)f 2.39 fm for the distribution b), and a radius of 2.09 fm for the distribution
c).

In Table II the calculated charge radii are compared with the radii calculated
by the other theoretical models and with the radius obtained by the IS theory. The
radius calculated with the distribution c¢) (single-particle) is in agreement with the
radius obtained by the IS theory and with those of the other theoretical models. The
BDCM increases, however, the charge radius of “He. One reason for this slightly dis-
agreement can rely on the effect of the correlation operator which is neglected either
in the evaluation of the charge radii via the IS theory or in the other theoretical model
calculations. As shown in Ref. 3) the correlations are also important in the analysis
of the matter radius of ®He. Here the larger matter radius reproduces reasonable well
the proton elastic scattering cross section measured at GSI at 717 MeV /u calculated
by using the Glauber method in the whole range of data.?")
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—=—°He full space

0,1 —0—"He 1s,, protons

—<— °He without particle-hole

o
N A

radius (fm)

Fig. 1. Calculated charge distributions of He: black — calculated with a full configuration mixed
base, blue — calculated without the particle-hole diagrams, and red — calculated for two protons
in the 51 shell.

1,0
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Exn BOCHA BOCHA
with p-hole without p-hole

Fig. 2. Calculated spectrum of °Li: Left: energy levels calculated by allowing the excitation of the
15%— and the lp%-hole. Right: energy levels calculated by restricting the hole to the 15%.

The energy of the low lying spectrum of °Li is calculated by defining a coupled
base in which a proton-neutron pair in the (psd) single-particle scheme of Table I
are interacting with the (3plh) states generated by exciting the hole from the lowest
(1s) shell. Within the model dimension of 13 (2p) and 196 (3plh) components we
define the ground state wave functions. The spectroscopic factor for the ground state
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0,1
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Fig. 3. Calculated charge distributions of °Li: blue — calculated by restricting the hole to the s1-
state; black — calculated by considering s 1- and p 1 -hole. The configuration space considered

is formed by 13 two particle (shell model)-states and 512-(3p1h) states.

of 6Li and the most significant components of the ground state wave function are
given in Table X. By using this model space we obtain the spectrum shown on the
right-hand side of Fig. 2. For the ground state this model space is, however, not large
enough to reproduce the second 17 level and the magnetic moment of the ground
state.?®) The magnetic moment of the ground state calculated in this model space
is 0.875 nm therefore larger than the experimental value (0.822 nm). The second
spectrum is calculated introducing for the ground state a much larger space with
dimension of 525 components (13 two particle shell model states and 512 (3plh)
states) which includes also the excitation of the particles from the 1p 3 state. Within

this dimensional space the spectroscopic factor for the ground state of 6Li, defined
in Appendix G, and the most significant components are given in Table XI. Within
this space we reproduce also the energy of the second 17 level given on the left-hand
side of Fig. 2. To be considered that in other theoretical models the 11 always lies at
an energy that is too high. Since we plot the spectrum relative to the ground state
energy, the effect of enlarging the base also for the other states is negligible at least
for the first plotted 27 and 3™ levels. The magnetic moment of the ground state
calculated for the large model space is 0.821 nm. The value is in good agreement with
the experimental value. The charge distributions calculated within these two model
spaces are given in Fig. 3. The two distributions are labeled: 1) charge distribution
calculated for the small configuration space and 2) charge distribution calculated for

the large space. The calculated charge radii are respectively (rghﬁ equal to 2.627 fm
for the small model space and to 2.55 fm for the large space. Both values reproduce
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well the charge radius of 2.55 fm obtained in Ref. 17) from the electron scattering
experiments. Calculation of the electric scattering form factor measured in Ref. 17)
for both charge distributions is presently under consideration.

§4. Conclusions

In this paper we have investigated the effect of the microscopic correlation op-
erators on the spectra and the charge distributions of He and Li. The microscopic
correlation has been separated in short- and long-range correlations according the
definition of Shakin.?) The short-range correlation has been used to define the effec-
tive Hamiltonian of the model while the long-range is used to calculate the structures
and the distributions of exotic nuclei. As given in the work of Shakin, only the two
body short-range correlation needs to be considered in order to derive the effective
Hamiltonian especially if the correlation is of very short range. For the long-range
correlation operator, however, the “three body component” of the correlation op-
erator is important and should not be neglected. The effect of the “three body
correlation operator” is to introduce in the theory a three body interaction. There-
fore the use of the genuine three body interaction of the other theoretical model
could, in the present theory, generate double counting of diagrams.

By using generalized linearization approximations and cluster factorization coef-
ficients we can perform expedite and exact calculations for the structure of *He and
6Li. Very good results for the spectrum of °Li have been obtained by considering
large configuration spaces. Within correlated distributions we obtain charge radii
slightly larger than those calculated within either non-correlated distributions or IS
experiments.

This result should serve as motivation to a reevaluation of the different terms
of the IS theory, i.e. the MS, which is mainly calculated in a perturbative approxi-
mation, and the F'S, which is generally calculated in a point nucleus approximation,
should be reevaluated within the non-perturbative BDCM.

Appendix A
—— Definition of the Model CMWZF's

In the BDCM the degree of linearization applied to the commutator equations
defines the CMWF's of the model. For A = 6 the model space is formed by two
valence particle states and by the full set of the (3plh) CMWFs. These different
components are associated to the following linearization mechanism: a) In the zero
order linearization approximation we retain only two particle states:

U (jyjo]) = [ak, al,]7M0). (A1)

J1 7792

For the two particles we distinguish between

1) effective valence space which is used to diagonalize the EoM,

2) complementary high excited single-particle states which are used to compute the
G-matrix.

b) In the first order linearization approximation we include in the dynamic theory
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also the (3plh) terms. These are generated by the application of the correlation
operator of the third order to the particles in the open shell states. Within this
linearization approximation the CMWFs of the model are defined by

wdressed(j1j2j) _ ([CLLGL] + [Q}L‘la;[é]JH[a;3aj4]J34)JM’0>’ (A2)

The (3plh) CMWFs are then expanded according to Eq. (2-:22). This expansion
allows to orthogonalize the CMWFs in an easy way. c) The (4p2h) states which
characterize the second order linearization step are not included in the model space
but, linearized, generate the eigenvalue equation of the model (2p)+(3plh) states.

Appendix B
—— Center of Mass Correction

Before performing the diagonalization of relative Hamilton operator in the
CMWFs defined in Appendix A we have to eliminate the spurious center of mass
states. We start to compute, following the calculations of Refs. 32) and 33), the per-
cent weights of spurious states in the model wave functions. These can be obtained
by calculating the energy of the center of mass according to the following equation:

ER — / dR!pTdYCSSCd (]ij J) (RQ)Wdrcssod (]z]] J)
49 Z / dﬁdr—]»'!p’[drcsscd (]ij J) (’I“_; . T;)dessed(jl{j;- J) (Bl)
ij
In Eq. (B-1) the calculation of the integrals can be performed by using the expansion
for the (3p1h) states given in Eq. (2-22) and by considering that for two particle states

we have
(3idi I (75 - 75)|dadi T)

g v g N\ oaJ
— dnpi i é J i Lilr|:)2, B-2
s (%o ) e T b B2)
where
j=(2j+1). (B-3)

By diagonalizing the above operator in the model space we obtain the energy of the
center of mass. The overlap with the model space give the degree of “spuriosity” of
the different components.

Appendix C
—— The Single-Particle Energies

The model space which characterize the BDCM is formed by adding even particle
to a closed-shell nucleus. The closed shell configuration can be described by a single
Slater determinant and one can use the Hartree-Fock theory to obtain the binding
energy and the single-particle energies. Alternatively one can remark that for a
closed shell nucleus (Z, N) the single-particle energies for the states above the Fermi
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surface are related to the binding energies differences:

e; =BE(Z,N)— BE*(Z+1,N) (C1)
and
¢, = BE(Z,N)— BE*(Z,N +1). (C-2)

The single-particle energies for the states below the Fermi surface are given by
e; =BE*(Z —-1,N)— BE(Z,N) (C-3)

and

¢< = BE*(Z,N — 1) — BE(Z,N). (C-4)

The BE are ground states binding energies which are taken as positive values, and
will be negative for bound states. (BE* = BE — E,) is the ground state bind-
ing energy minus the excitation energy of the excited states associated with the
single-particle states. Within this method, which recently has been reintroduced by
Brown,?”) we derive the single-particle energies from the known spectra of neighbor
nuclei (see Table I).

Table I. Single-particle scheme and single-particle energies (MeV) used to form the model CMWTFs.

hole 1s1/2
energy —20.58
hole/particle  1pz/2
energy 1.43
particle 1p1/2 1035/2 281/2 1d3/2 1f7/2 2p3/2 1f5/2 2171/2
energy 1.73 17.21 2223 23.69 2523 27.18 28.33 29.67

Table IT. Calculated charge radii for °He in fm compared with the results obtained in other theo-
retical models and with the radius derived within the IS theory.

charge radius of °He Model

1.944%9

2.09%

2.25 this work
2.39 this work
2.06 this work
1.99*Y

1.99*2

1.99'®

2.054 + .014'"

no-core shell model
quantum Monte Carlo technique
BDCM
BDCM without the folded diagrams
two correlated ls%—protons

Cluster
Cluster
Cluster

Isotopic Shift (Exp.)
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Appendix D
—— lteration Procedure to Calculate Dressed Figenstates

Let us suppose we have two particles in the sd shell model states interacting via
the (3plh) CMWFs. The configuration mixed wave functions are

w5p=>ed = laly, ab, 1° + laly ab, 7

2 2
+ alugabs, Plaky oney | o+ [fady ol Plalyg oy P
=1+ 2 + b3 + a (D-1)
This is a solution of the eigenvalue matrix:

Ey + (¢rfv(r)[r) (1]v(r)[42) (h1fv(r)[es) (1fv(r)[ea)
(alv(r)[4r) Ea + (a|v(r)|1b2) (2lv(r)[4s) (2|v(r)[4ha)
(3lv(r) 1) (slv(r)|12) Es + (Y3|v(r)[es) (th1]v(r)|ia)
(thalv(r)|e1) (Yalv(r)|e2) (alv(r)|¢s) Eq + (thafv(r)[tha)

1/0)
¥2/0) 0
¥3]0) ’
¥4]0)
(D-2)

By diagonalizing the matrix of Eq. (D-2) we obtain four eigenvalues E1, Fy, E5 and
FE,, and the four eigenvectors given below:

U = xiln) + xalv2) + x3ls) + xalva), (D-3)
Ty = x3[1) + X3102) + X3ls) + xilva), (D-4)
Ty = x5 + x32) + x3ls) + x3|va), (D-5)
Wy = x3[i1) + Xalw2) + xalws) + xila). (D-6)

This eigenvalues and eigenvectors are then used to diagonalize the eigenvalue matrix
in the second iteration step:

Eqy + (W o(r)|¥) (@no(r)|ds) (W1 |v(r)|¥s) (W |o(r)|¥a)
(@olo(r) 1) Ea+ (Falo(r)|W) (@olv(r)| @) Pl (r)|¥a)
(Wslo(r)|Pr) (@3]v(r) ) B3 + (U3v(r)|Ws) (Wslo(r)|Pa)

. (Walv(r)[¥n) (Wyv(r)|¥2) (@lo(r)|@s)  Ea+ (@alo(r)[@y)

(D7)
where
(W1 lv(r)[¥n)
= (X%)ZWJ [o(r) i) + (x3)? (Walv(r)[v2) + (x3)* (Walv(r)|ibe) + (x4)* (alv(r)[1a)
+2x1x3 (Y1 [o(r) |[Y2) + 2x3x3 (W1 [o(r)|ibs) + 2X1X4<w1\v( )[ha)
+2x5x3 (P2 lv(7)[¥3) 4 2x3x4 (W2lv(r) [1ha) + 2x3x4 (W3[v(r)|¢ba),

(D-8)
where the X; are the projections of the truncated model space on the basic vectors 2p,
3plh. The procedure is re-iterated until the energy convergence has been obtained.
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Appendix E
—— Basic Equations for the CFT of the (3p1h) CMWFs

The normalization factors for the m operators are calculated by using the re-
coupling algebra of Ref. 26). We obtain

o J. k J o T
Coeflz Z \/[kj]( 1)z+z +k+J2+J+1{ 7 7 J} }(1_6j’25j1(_1)jl+h Jl)éJst’
kJ!J, r
(E-1)
Coefy= > (JLJA)rdadi T} T JakJ) (=1)7 Tt Tt Tk T
kJLJYTAT T T
: / 4
joode I\ fds odn R \[i o\ [k g R\ LL
I Jy I I T R JTJJJif;iI;
. . T
(1= 8j301 (=17,
(E-2)
and
Coefz= Z S dnJ, JokJ) (= 1)+ e
kJ!JYJ4T T Js
- ! 4
gnoge N\ Sds i B \[fi J T\ [k J. J : Ir j
PR O WA TR B WA TR A VA A B S
(1— 5j,25j3(_1)j2+j3—h).
(E-3)

By using these normalization coefficients we obtain the CFT for the three partitions
by diagonalizing the following matrix:

Coef1xCoef; | CoefyxCoefy | Coef;xCoefs CLTIGTQ JT[aT%aj4}J'*)J>
CoefyxCoef; | CoefyxCoefy | CoefyxCoefs i i Ir aiaﬂ}‘]ﬂ)‘])
Coef;xCoef; | Coef;xCoefy | CoefsxCoefs |([a;1a;3]‘] [a}zaﬁ}‘@)])
VG hMnad,alts) VI s Maadaldy)\ (Ialal )7 (af a;,]7)7)
= 5‘/}(371)(02J1|}>\2€2J7~€_2Js) : SVJ(BJ)(a2J1|})‘262Jr€_2Js) |([a§3a§2]h a%lajAJ;)J)
5‘/}(3’1)(CY2J1|}/\3€3JT€§J5) : 5V}3’1)(a2J1|})\363Jr€§Js) |([a}, a}, 17" [a],a;,]7%)7)

The CFC coefficients associated to the u operators are derived within the same
computational method introduced for the m operators; the normalization factors

(cuss i = 4,5,6) are given below:
Coefy= Z I To T T Tk J] (= 1)+t T Tt T do T4
kJLJEI2 050
{ﬁ j2 Jﬁ}{j?, s Jz}{i i J;}{z’ J2 Jl} jz ]{: /
72 . ! ! - Y
S TS A T RS B VAN B CA A B
(E-5)
Coefs =Coefy * (—1)7112=71 with (j; — 7o), (E-6)
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and
e i J. kJ
Coefg= k;] \/[ J](_l)]3+,74+1+k+J1+Jr { 75 Jz }6JSJ1. (E?)

By using these normalization coefficients we obtain the CF'T for the three partitions
by diagonalizing the following matrix:

Coef,xCoefy | CoefyxCoefs | CoefyxCoefg |([a‘T-laj4]JT[a‘tza‘TS]Jﬁ)”
CoefsxCoef, | CoefsxCoefs | CoefsxCoefg |([a%2aj4]JT[a%la%s]JS)ﬂ
CoefgxCoefy | CoefgxCoefs | CoefgxCoefg |([a§3aj4]‘]r[aiai]‘]s)‘]>
Uy o iy o) U oy o e )\ e, a7 [a, 0l 1))
5U}(3’1)(042J1|}M2772Jr77_2=]s) : 5U,(]371)(042J1|}:u'2772<]r7]_2=]s) |([a;2aj4]'h [a; ;3]J‘“)J>
5U}(3’1)(042J1|}ﬂ3773<]r77_3n]s) : 5U§3’1)(042J1|}ﬂ3773<]r77_3c7s) |([a}3aj4]‘]r [‘IL L]JS)J> )
(E-8

Appendix F
—— A Numerical Application of the CFT ——

In this appendix we apply the method of the previous appendix to calculate
the CFC for a (1d325%)2(d%p§1)1-(3p1h) CMWF's formed by coupling two particles
2

assumed to be in the 1d 5 and 2s 1 single-particle shell model states to the d 3 pgl p-h
2
pair. By using Eq. (E-1) we write for Coefy:

Coefl——ZS.{ ‘? i ?} (F-1)
Jr

which by restricting the quantum numbers to k = 1 for (J; = 2,Jo = Js =1,J =
1, J, = 2) give the cases of Table III. The Coefs given in Eq. (E-2) assumes for k = 1
the form
Coefa= Y (JLJN[5-3- 9L JLJ 3 (~1)5 7+t
TLILTAT T

5 1 3 3 1 3 J; J, ;
: 5 2 s 3 ! TR AR SR U R
11 Jf\Jos g Lo 1 i j} L
(F-2)

In Eq. (F-2) the range of the indices in the sum is running over the following possi-
bilities:

J =3/2 J =5/2 J=17/2

J}=0,1,2,3 J=1,2,3,4 J}=23,4,5

Js=0,1,2,3 Js=0,1,2,3 Js=0,1,2,3 (F-3)
Jt=1,2,34 JE=0,1,2,3,4,5| J'=1234,5
Jr-=0,1,2,3,4,5 | J.=0,1,2,3,4,5 | J,=0,1,2,3,4,5
Ji=1,2,3,4 Ji=1,2,3,4 Ji=1,2,3.4

By summing over all the possible cases we obtain for this special case the Coefs
given in Table IV. The Coefs coefficients are given in Eq. (E-3) and for k = 1 we
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obtain
Coefs
— Z [jZ;{Arjsgg]%( 1)1+J/+J1
JLIYTAT T
1 / 4
IR AUE N AU A AUET A0 N
11J;J;§J§J3JTJT113iJ21f

(F-4)
For this special example the calculated Coefs are given in Table III. We see that
the matrix we have to diagonalize in order to get the cluster coefficients is of the
order of eight. By introducing the coefficient of Tables IIT and IV in Eq. (E-4) and
by diagonalizing the derived matrix we get the V-CFC given in Table V. Analogous
calculations can be performed for the u operators. The Coef, given in Eq. (E-5)
assumes for k = 1 the form

Coefy= Y [hod Jo ik (—1)iHartiat it et S S T

kJLILT2 T T
Js  edy
SR A A T G A A S I
Jo5 . 2 J! 1 J.  J; J.o5 J J’ 3 1

2
(F-5)

By summing over all possible partitions we obtain the Coefy coefficients which are
given in Table VI. For the Coefs we use the previous formula by replacing j; — ja,
and we calculated coefficients given in Table VI. The Coefg are calculated from
Eq. (E-7) which in this special example takes the form

J 1 1
Coefs= 23. s (—1)1+2rd { 1 9 1 } . (F-6)
Jr

Now since J, = 1,2 we have for Coefg the coefficients given in Table VII. By using
the coeflicients Coef;,7 = 4,5,6 we derive the CFC for the U operators given in
Table VIII. By recalling that the pair coupled to J; is active we write for the matrix
elements calculated in the ((dgs%)2(d%p;)1)1 CMWF the following value:

[\el[S3
=N

<d581dgp§1| (r)ldgs1dspy)s

— (0.0617)” (dss1]vpp(r)ldss1)? + (0.0589)%(dy s [vpp(r)ldas1)?
+(—0. 2088)2<d2$%|vpp(r)|d%5%>§ + (0.2352)2<d%$%|vpp(r)|d%5%>§
+(0.6029)*(ds ds [upp(r)|ds ds ) + (—0.3346)(ds ds vpp (r)|ds ds )3
+0.6460)*(d3dly upy(r)lddy )2 + (0-0908)(51p3lo(r) sy p3)e
+(=0.1504)* (s 1 p3 [vpn () [s1p3)7 + (0.4022)*(dsps|vpn(r)|dzps)q
+(=0.3278)(d3ps [oyn (1) dgps )2 + (0.783)(dsps [oyn (1) dps )’
+(0.2000)2(dgpy [0 (r)dgpg) i + (018832 dgpy o (M)l dgpy)2. (F7)

One has to note that in the ladder approximations only the first seven terms of
Eq. (F-7) contribute to the matrix elements.
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Table III.

Coef; as functions of J, and Js.
J. Js Coef;y
2 1 0.0671

Table IV. Coefy; and Coefs as functions of J,- and Js.

Coefs

Coefs

Jr Js
2 1
2 2
2 3
3 2

—0.5909001110~ %2
—0.3650307710°2
—0.21820411107°*

—0.1050328410~°2
0.1547969910°2

—0.1612873310~ 92

719

Table V. Cluster factorization coefficients Vf”l([dgs%(h = 2] [d%pglJz = 1}gigs JrllGigm* Js]) cal-
2
culated for the seven allowed partitions and related CMWF's.
Ai I s CFC

wave function

1 2 1 00617 |((d%Sé)h—z(d%p;)h=1y>
2 2 1  0.0589 |((d%3%)J'r':2(dgp%1)J5:1)1>
32 2 —0.2088 |((d%s%)JT:Z(d%pél)Js:2)1>
4 2 3 02352 |((d%S%)Jrrzz(dgp;)‘zb:s)l>
5 2 1 06029 |((d%d%)JTZQ(S%pél)JS:1)1>
6 2 2 —0.3346 |((d%d%)JT=2(8%p%1)JS=2)1>
73 2 0.6466 |((d%d%)Jr:3(5%p§1)15:2)1>

Table VI. Coefs and Coefs as functions of J,. and Js.

JroJs Coefy Coefs

2 1 0.3199068110°! 0.11957474

2 2 0.53680167107°*  0.3506421710°*
2 3 - —0.10351003

Table VII. Coefg as functions of J, and J;.

Jr Js  Coefg
1 2 0.5000
2 2 0.0671

Table VIII. Cluster factorization coefficients Uf’l([d%s%(}l = 2] [d%p;ljg = 1]}[jij{1Jr][jljmJS])
2
calculated for the seven allowed partitions and related CMWF's.

wi  JrJs CFC wave function

1 1 2 0.0908 |((s%pél)hzz(d%d%)#:l)w
2 2 2 —0.1574 |((s%pél)‘]":2(d%d%)Js:2)1>
3 1 2 04022 |((d%pél)‘”:1(d%s%)J5:2)1>
4 2 2 —03278 |((d%p;)JFQ(d%s%)%ﬂ)l)
5 2 3 0,7873 |((dgp§)"r:2(d%s%)Js:3)1>
6 1 2 0.2094 |((dgp§1)JT:1(d%s%)J'*:2)l)
72 2 0.1883 |((dgpél)‘]":2(d%5%)Js:2)1>
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Table IX. List of the most significant components of the ground state 07, 7' = 1 wave function of
®He with £ = —24.97 MeV.

Spect. fact. 1pslps 1pilp: (lpslds)>T(Ipals;))?°  (1pslds)>T(Ipsls;h)?
2 2 2 2 2 2 2 3 2 2 2 3
0.9370 0.9680  0.1816 —0.1145 0.0628

Table X. List of the most significant components of the ground state 17, T = 0 wave function of
SLi calculated within the small base with £ = —19.30 MeV.

Spect. fact. lpglp% lpglp% 1p%1p% 1d%1d% (lpgld%)Q‘O(lp% 15;)1’0
0.7649 0.8746 0.4559 —.1009 0.0385 0.0261

Spect. fact. (1p%23%)0’0(1p% 1s7H)H0
2
0.7649 —0.0111

Table XI. List of the most significant components of the ground state 17, 7' = 0 wave function of
5Li calculated within the large base with F = —21.2 MeV.

Spect. fact. 1p% 1p% 1p%1p% 1dgld% ldgld% (1p%1d%)2’0(1pgls;)1’0
0.6427 0.8017 0.4906 —0.0636 —0.1155 0.0653

Spect. fact. (1p%23%)0’0(1p%1511)1’0
2
0.6427 0.03725

Appendix G
—— Spectroscopic Factors of the Dressed Wave Functions

The spectroscopic factor of the ground states of mass A = 6 isotopes is defined
by
Sogry = (@aglalal,[0) (G-1)
The spectroscopic factor for the two neutrons in the He together with the more
significant components of the dressed J = 07, T' = 1 wave function of the ground
state are given in Table IX. For SLi the spectroscopic factor and the more significant
components of the J = 17, T" = 0 ground state wave function are given in Table X
for the small configuration space. Corresponding values calculated with the large
configuration space are given in Table XI.

Appendix H
——— Charge Distribution for Two Correlated Particles

In this appendix we give the difference between the distribution calculated for
two non-correlated particles in shell model states and that calculated for two dressed
(correlated) particles. In the shell model the distributions are evaluated by using
the expectation values of the operators:

p(r) = (alé(r — ra)la)alaq (H-1)

a
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between the two particle shell model states:

[(j1j2)"] = al, al, |0). (H-2)

By performing small algebra we obtain

p(r) = Pi1 (r) + Pj2 (r), (H-3)

where pj, is the single-particle distribution. This distribution is valid only in an ex-
treme single-particle model, i.e., Shell Model, Hartree-Fock and mean field theories.
In the BDCM the effect of the long-range correlation must be included consistently
in the calculation of the densities. We need therefore to calculate the distribution
starting from the correlated particle pair given below:

Wig =Sy = (1+ 81 4+ Sy + S5+ -+ )Wya, (H-4)

where the S;,7 =1,2--- are the correlation operators of the i-th order. Within our
approximation the density should therefore be calculated from the model CMWFs:

Wy = Z Xij¥i; + Z Xijkt¥i; Y- (H-5)
ij ijkl
By using the amplitudes of Eq. (2-21) and the CFC of Eq. (2-22) we derive, discarding
the isospin quantum numbers, the following equation:

p’(R) = (ngl > (mlinaloA|}nlN LX) angcoef(aras ANJ) 93, (R)
aq nlNL\

+2 Z Xai1 Xeao (Z 5VJ(371)(042J1J2|}61Jr€ijs)

Q1o Jre;

Z (nlllnglg)\]}nlNL)\><n,~lm;l§)\/|}nlNL)\/>angcoef(ozlei)\)\’Jr)@?VL(R)
nINLAN L
+ Z 5U§3’ NaadiJo|}ai i ds)

Jrag

Z (nlllnglg)\]}nlNL)\><nilm;l§)\/|}nlNL)\/>angcoef(alai)\)\',]r)sﬁ%w(R))
NnINLAN
+ZX&2X§2( Z 5V}(371)(a2J1J2|}€iJr€iJs)5VJ(371)(/82J1J2’}€j‘]7/"€j‘]s)
as 32 Jrdrei€;

Z (nilmglgx\|}nlNL)\><njljn;l})\'\}nlNL)\')angcoef(eiEj/\)\’J)@?VL(R)
nIN LN
+ > U aa B} Bidy Bi) YUY (Bay ol 8101 By 0

JIrJ,18i8j

Y <niz,~ngz;A|}n5NLA><njzjn;z;X|}nZNLX>angcoef(ﬁ,ﬂjAXJ)@%VL(R)>> :
nlN LN
(H-6)

where R is the center of mass of the dressed particles, (nlN L) the relative and center
of mass angular momenta of the (a, 3;, €;) pairs, and the brackets are the Moshinski
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brackets.?3):39)  The y,, are the shell model amplitudes and the y,, the (3plh)
amplitudes. The angcoef’s of Eq. (2:37) are angular momentum transformation
coefficients between the (jj) and the (Is) coupling given below:

angcoef(a;af AN J)
Z(%%S»lllﬁ\\}(%ll)ﬁf( 12)J2=/\)(%%8 Z’A/!}(%lﬁ) , (315)75, X
RN 2 2 A
Ji J2
3 3 / l/ )\/
P / 2 2 L

NETALTES O A { Pt (17)

g T v

The angcoef(ai1e1 AN J), angcoef(e1€) AN J), and angcoef(81 i AN J) coefficients have
a form analogous to that of Eq. (H-7). The symbols a1, of, f1,0], and €, €] are
given below:

a1 — two valence particles,
o, 1, and B — two particles from the (3plh) CMWFs,
€1 and €] — particle-hole form the (3plh) CMWFs. (H-8)

The effect of the folded diagrams on the calculated distributions is given in Fig. 1
where we compare the correlated distribution of ®He calculated with Eq. (H-4) by
neglecting the particle-hole diagrams with that calculated by including also these
diagrams. Analogous calculations will be performed for any operators. Until now
this effect has not been considered by the other theoretical models. The translational
invariant density of Ref. 40) is derived by assuming that the wave functions of the
nuclei are given in the terms of non-correlated Slater determinants.
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