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Methods for evaluating shell-model matrix elements in the SU3 classification scheme of Elliott are given.
There are no restrictions on the number of particles. The relationship of the SU3 coupling scheme to the
model of a rotating asymmetric nucleus is investigated in detail.

I. INTRODUCTION

HE empirical success of the shell model' combined
with recent theoretical progress? in understanding
the basis of this approach are certainly impressive.
Nevertheless, the mathematical techniques for classify-
ing states and evaluating matrix elements are not yet
sufficiently well developed to apply the shell-model
program to most nuclei. In fact, outside the 1p shell,
calculations have been carried out for at most four-
particle configurations. The matrices required to deal
with more than four particles are much too complicated
to construct, even with the aid of modern high-speed
computers. This limitation of the shell-model approach
may be overcome by means of the mathematical tech-
niques for systematically evaluating many-body matrix
elements developed in the present paper. Numerical
calculations and generalizations to various deformed
fields and vibrating systems will be discussed in a later
publication.

Before proceeding to the formal development, a
semiquantitative discussion of the main physical ideas
behind the new approach is in order. Our point of de-
parture is the intermediate coupling shell model,}
which considers the interactions among nucleons mov-
ing in the field of a spherically symmetric core. The
particles outside the core usually are confined to the
lowest unfilled major shell. For example, in O and
F® the nucleons outside the O'® core are restricted to
the 2s and 1d orbitals. The radial dependence of the
two-particle interaction generally is expressed in the
form of a Gaussian or a Yukawa, well characterized by
a range and depth consistent with the effective range
and scattering length of nuclear forces. Various com-
binations of exchange mixtures have been used in such
calculations.

Recently, progress toward understanding the struc-
ture of nuclear wave functions has emerged from a
comparison between the intermediate coupling shell
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model and the rotator model of Bohr and Mottelson.?
In the rotator model, the nucleus assumes an axially
symmetric deformation in response to a self-consistent
Hartree field generated by the nucleons in nonspherical
orbitals. The deformed nucleus then rotates like a
quantum-mechanical top. Nilsson and Mottelson* pro-
posed a specific form for the potential, consisting of an
axially symmetric deformed harmonic oscillator with
spin-orbit interaction. It has recently been pointed out®
that the rotator model, as well as the shell model, may
be applied to F*. In fact, the phenomenological pa-
rameters of a rotator® can be successfully fitted to the
observed spectra throughout the sd oscillator shell. It
is, therefore, natural to ask if the wave functions given
by the rotator model are related in some respect to the
shell-model wave functions. Redlich? noted that such
a relationship indeed exists in the case of O and F9,
while Kurath and Picman® verified that the shell-
model wave functions for the 1p orbital also have a
Nilsson-Mottelson structure to good approximation.
The next step was taken by Elliott,” who constructed a
shell-model representation for particles in mixed orbital
configurations which gives rise naturally to a rotational
band structure. As an intuitive aid to the mathematical
treatment to follow, we give here a simplified version
of the Elliott treatment.

We ask first, what are the properties of a shell-model
Hamiltonian which will yield wave functions corre-
sponding to a rotating system of independent particles
in a deformed well? As in the Nilsson-Mottelson treat-
ment, we assume a deformed harmonic oscillator po-
tential, with spring constants k,=%k, but k.#=k,. The
ith particle in this “intrinsic”” deformed well is subject
to a Hamiltonian:

— V2
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The first two terms in H; constitute the Hamiltonian
for a spherical harmonic oscillator with spring constant
k, and eigenvalues (#;+3)w, where w= (k/m)"? and
m=1,2,3, --- labels the various major shells. If we
take

gu'=2(4m/5)r 2V 2 (Qu),

where ¥,? is the spherical harmonic of order 2, then
Qoi=22— a7,
and the potential energy becomes
V(r)=25kri+ngoi= Gk—n) @*+3%)+ Gh+20)2,

which is the form required. Since we wish to confine the
particles to a single major shell, we impose the condi-
tion that all matrix elements of go* vanish between
states in different oscillator levels. The Hamiltonian H;
then commutes with ¢o? as well as with the z component
of the orbital angular momentum L.% but not with the
square of the total angular momentum. Hence, the
eigenstates of H; can be made simultaneously eigen-
states of go¢ and L,? but not of L2 Denoting these eigen-
states as ¢.;x;, we have

Hpex,=[ (nit5hot+neloex;,
Qo' ek, = €pek s
inqse,-K;: K¢¢55K;~

The Hamiltonian for NV particles moving independently
in the deformed well is

H=Y,

=1

N T—hV2
[ +%kr3]+nQo.

2m

The quantity in braces is again the spherical harmonic
oscillator Hamiltonian, which assumes a constant eigen-
value equal to N(n+%)%w for N particles in the nth
oscillator shell owing to the degeneracy of the orbitals
within the shell. The last term in H is the many-body
quadrupole operator

Qu=22i ¢u"

The eigehfunctions of H are products of eigenfunctions
of H;:

H H bk, = [N(”+%)hw+77 Z Gi:] H ek,
(Z L.%) H Peik; = (Z Ki) H e K,

In practice, these solutions must be antisymmetrized.
We designate such antisymmetric solutions as ®.x,

1037

where
K=3Y; K; L®x=KPxk,
e=2 i€, HOx=[N@m+Hho: - 0,
— 72V
QP ex= {H" ; l:—-—z—,;&—'i‘%kh?:] ]‘Pex—’:ne@ex.

The last equation follows from the fact that ®.x is an
eigenfunction of the spherical harmonic oscillator and
is, therefore, also an eigenfunction of Qg alone.

The functions ®.x represent the “intrinsic” states of
a deformed nucleus. The true nuclear wave function
corresponds to a spinning intrinsic system, which may
be represented by a superposition of the ®.x in various
orientations. We write the nuclear wave function for the
state with angular momentum L and z component M as

Y gt = /GMKL(Q,ﬁ,V)(R(a,ﬂ,’)’)@gl(d’y sian{)’da. (I'l)

Here the quantum number M refers to the projection
of the orbital angular momentum in the laboratory co-
ordinate system, whereas K denotes the projection of
the angular momentum along the symmetry axis of the
deformed nucleus. The rotation operator!:

®R(,8,7) = e~ioLag—iBLug—ivLs

rotates the intrinsic function ®.x through the Euler
angles a, 8, v. The amplitude of the rotated functions
in the orientation defined by «, 8,y is given by the
coefficients aux?, which we now determine from the
condition that ¥.x“¥ must be a simultaneous eigen-
function of L? and L, with eigenvalues L and M.

The intrinsic state ®.x is an eigenstate of L, but not
of 12 We designate a set of simultaneous eigenstates
of 12 and L, as ¢ x?%, and write:

b r=2 r¥x" (1.2)

This equation simply expands the ®.x in a set of func-
tions (not normalized) which transform like spherical
harmonics under rotation. ¥z~ is the function obtained
by projecting out of ®.x the component with orbital
angular momentum L. As is well known™:

(R(a;ﬂﬁ')tl/KL= ZM’ DM’KL (a,ﬁ,’Y)%PM'L,
where Dk is the rotation matrix:
D% (e,8,y) =(LM'| e~ioLag—#Lyg—ivLz| LK},

Substituting Eqs. (1.2) and (1.3) into Eq. (L.1), we
obtain

r.3)

‘I’EKLM=/"MKL(01,@‘Y) 2. Dwx™ (o,8,¥ 0™ dy sinBdBda
bryds

-z

LM’

[/GMKL (anB;'Y)DM'KL' (a,ﬂ,’Y)d’Y Sinﬁdﬁd‘x]wﬂl’b,’ (1'4)

WM. E. Rose, Elementary Theory of Angular Momentum (John Wiley & Sons, Inc., New York, 1957).
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Since L and M are good quantum numbers for ¥ xL¥,
the integral in braces vanishes if L's#L and M'#=M.
Hence,

Vel = A "y u®,

where Aux% is the integral in braces evaluated for
L'=L and M’=M. We now compare this integral,

/aMKL(a7677)DM’KL, (a’B:'Y)d’Y Sinﬁdﬂda
=Aux L 8mm,

with the orthonormality relation for the rotation
matrices,

/ Dyt (00,8,y) Dy &' (0, 8,7)dy sinBdfBde
82

2041

OrL- 0,

and conclude that ¢y x” is proportional to Dy xZ*. The
proportionality constant is, of course, fixed by the
normalization of ¥~ Finally, we define the projection
operator:

DMKL* (‘%B;’Y) .
Pyt=3%" / ——————®(e,8,7y)dy sinBdBda.
%) 8x2/(2L+1)

Restating the preceding relations in terms of Pp%,
we have

Yt =Y M/ A yrxt= Ppt® k. (1.5

The operator Puy* operating on an eigenstate of L,
with eigenvalue K first projects out the component
which transforms as the spherical harmonic of order L
and then changes K to M.

Equation (I.5) gives the relation between the in-
trinsic states ®.x of a system of particles in a deformed
harmonic oscillator and the eigenstates ¥ . x*¥ of the
rotating system. Since the ¥.x™¥ describe a rotator,
they must be eigenfunctions of a Hamiltonian with
eigenvalues proportional to L(L+1). Designating this
Hamiltonian as 3C, we write

Y kM =[a(e,K)+DL(L+1) WP, (L6)

Since
¥ g l8=L(L+ 1)V LK,

we can rewrite Eq. (1.6) as
#—bLYY gL =0 (e, K)T kLK. 1.7
Dividing both sides of Eq. (1.7) by A xx* and summing
over L, we see from Eq. (1.2) that
3C—bL)P . r=0a(e,K )P k.

Since the operators 3¢—3&L? and (Qp are both diagonal
in the ®.x representation, they must commute

L(@e—bL?), Oo]=0. (1.8)
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We now obtain additional commutation relations for
JC—bL? by applying the rotation operator to Eq. (L.8).
Rotation of Qg yields the linear combination:

G)LQ(] ®Rl= Zy Du02 (a)ﬁsv)Qﬂ‘

Since the scalar operator 3¢—b12 is invariant with re-
spect to rotations:

®RLEC—bLY), Qo]® !
= ZM [(GC_ bL2); Qu]DMOZ (a:ﬁy'Y) =0. (1.9)

Multiplying Eq. (1.9) by D.**(e,8,7), integrating over
the three Euler angles, and recalling the orthogonality
relation of the rotation matrices, we arrive at the
relations:

[(JC——-I)I}), Qﬂ]=01 #=0,£1, £2.

We have also the analogous commutation relations for
the components of angular momentum:

[(gc_bLz),Ln]’_‘O; p=0, £1

(1.10a)

(1.10b)

which hold for all scalar Hamiltonians.

The eight commutation relations summarized in
Egs. (1.10) have been deduced from the conditions
imposed on the Hamiltonian, namely, that it must
represent a deformed harmonic oscillator with eigen-
states corresponding to a rotator. As shown in the main
body of the paper, these commutation relations make it
possible to find new quantum numbers which char-
acterize both the intrinsic states ®.x of the deformed
oscillator and the rotational states ¥ .x“¥. We intro-
duce here the Casimir operator

12 Q.0-
C=—t T (=),
12 & 36
which obeys the commutation rules:
[C:Qu:l:O;
I:C7LM:|=0

Since C is constructed from the eight components of
L, and Q,, it follows from Egs. (1.10) that

[(se—2L?), C]=0,
which leads immediately to the desired relation
[’C;C>C]=07

since the scalar operator C commutes with L2

We now have three simultaneously diagonal opera-
tors in the “intrinsic” ® representation—Q, with eigen-
value ¢, L, with eigenvalue K, and the Casimir operator
with eigenvalue C. The projected states

Pul® xC= (1/A4 ug™)¥ g™
are also eigenstates of C since the projection operation

depends only on the operators L,, which commute with
C. We have, thus, arrived at a new quantum number C
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which is a constant of the motion for the intrinsic
states of a deformed harmonic oscillator as well as for
the projected states.

Since a realistic nuclear Hamiltonian does not yield
an exact rotator, it can be expected to conform only
approximately to the conditions prescribed above. In
that event, C is only approximately a good quantum
number. Numerical calculations for the sd oscillator
shell nevertheless confirm that a representation labeled
by C has physical meaning. We wish also to call atten-
tion to the flexibility of such a representation. Consider
any scalar operator S, with an inverse S~ Then the
class of transformed Hamiltonians S3CS—! with eigen-
states PrlS® k€ still yields a rotational spectrum, and
the transformed operator SCS! still has eigenvalue C.
If S is a product of identical one-body operators,
S=J]:S; the nonspherical term in the transformed
independent-particle Hamiltonian for the intrinsic sys-
tem becomes SQpS1=3:5:00%5: L. Thus, we see that
the representation outlined in this section is not re-
stricted to a special form for the intrinsic Hartree field.
A program is now in progress to discover and apply the
scalar transformations .S appropriate to various de-
formed fields and vibrating systems of physical interest.

II. THE ELLIOTT CLASSIFICATION OF STATES

In a series of two papers, Elliott® has discussed the
classification of the many-particle wave functions of a
degenerate harmonic oscillator level according to irre-
ducible representations of the group SU3. First, the
states are labeled by the partition [ f7], which describes
the symmetry under space permutations. Associated
with [f] are the isotopic spin quantum number T and
the spin quantum number S. Next, the orbital states
belonging to a given partition are classified according
to the irreducible representations of SU3, labeled by the
two numbers (Au). Finally, three additional quantum
numbers (K,e,A) are introduced which uniquely char-
acterize the states within an irreducible representation
of SU3. This classification scheme applies to the so-
called “intrinsic” states discussed in Sec. I. Although
the intrinsic states comprise a complete orthonormal
set, they have no convenient transformation properties
with respect to rotations. To remedy this situation,
Elliott projects from the intrinsic states a new set of
states for which the total angular momentum is a con-
stant of the motion. The wave functions associated
with the final representation, thus, have L as a good
quantum number and at the same time refer directly
to the intrinsic system. In Sec. IIA, we show that the
group SU3 is generated by a set of operators which
commute with the harmonic oscillator Hamiltonian. It
follows that the intrinsic states of a degenerate har-
monic oscillator level can be classified according to the
irreducible representations of SU3. Section IIB con-
cerns the characterization of the intrinsic states be-
longing to a given irreducible representation, while
Sec. TIC deals with the projected wave functions.
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A. Generators of the Group SU3

Consider a single-particle harmonic oscillator Hamil-
tonian
H=p*/2m-+3mu??,

where the frequency parameter w is expressed in terms
of a length parameter b:

w="1/mb

Introduce operators that annihilate energy quanta:

1 7
U1~ :F—Z—bli (x=Fiy) +%b2 (qu:ipl/)}

1 7
o= ‘—<Z+—b2Pz>,
v2b %

and operators that create energy quanta:

1 7
wai= st =] i) (ki) |

1 7
M0T= M0*= —(Z—“bzpz>,

V2b %
where
h o B0 % a
P Py e

These operators have the commutation rules:

I:“muvﬂ = s,
(ot )= [ttt 1= 0.
The transformation properties of the #,! with respect

to rotations are like those of the first-order spherical
harmonics V2. In terms of the u, operators,

H=5ho+ho 3, u,tu,,
where the eigenstates of H are of the form:

=Ty 10,0
l//"lm ¥0,p)=1Va (r/b) m \U,®).

We give here the functions R.;(r) and the constants
N for n=1,2,3, in terms of the dimensionless pa-
rameter S= (r/b). The functions R,; are normalized
to Jo*R.2dS=1.

n R Na2?
Qi+

1 g Stegltl _

w2(204-1) 1!

252 2041(2]+3)

9 gStagif -

( 2l+3> w211
[ 452 45* ] 24214+-3) (21+5)

3 e~ Siegit] 1 — 1

2143 (214-3)(214+5) 22411



1040

where (214-1)1=1X3X5X -+ 2H1).
Note that

u“\hs= 0

The 1s state, thus, plays the role of “vacuum” with
respect to the operators #,. We shall henceforth use the
symbol |0) to denote the 1s state, It is easily verified
that

u#T I O>= ‘plm
and that
1 10
2. I: il'”'ufu—ut |0) < s,
g —u 0

~

where []1 Je ]3J is the Clebsch-Gordan coefficient
m1 Mg W3

for coupling angular momenta 7, and j, with z com-
ponents m; and mg to a resultant 7; and ms. This fol-
lows from the fact that ¥, is an eigenstate of H with
E=1%hw and l=m;=0. Similarly,

1 1 2
Zu I: :luumm—itT \ 0> iq.
L m—u m

We now form the 9 product operators #,'u,. All of
these operators commute with H; hence their matrix
elements vanish between states in different oscillator
levels. The commutators of the product operators are

Cu ot u, J=u, 0.8, —ufu.d,., (IIA.L)

where 8. is the Kronecker delta symbol.
Equation (ITA.1) is a special case of the standard
form
(X, X 1=2",Cpo’X .. (ITA.2)

A set of operators X, subject to the commutation rules
(ITA.2) constitute the generators of a Lie group. We
call attention here to two properties of generators which,
together with their simple commutation rules, will
prove extremely useful in the following development.
First, consider a wave function belonging to a given
irreducible representation of a group. A generator of
the group operating on the wave function can change it
only into a linear combination of wave functions be-
longing to the same irreducible representation. Sec-
ondly, by repeated application of a suitable linear
combination of the generators, one can change any
member of the irreducible representation into any other
member. These properties may be illustrated in the
case of R3, the group of rotations in three-dimensional
space generated by the operators L., L,, L., The irre-
ducible representation in this case is labeled by the
total angular momentum number L. Operation on any
state Ya? by one of the components of L does not
change the total angular momentum, and any state
Y can be transformed into any other state Y~ with
— L< M < L by applying the operators L,21L, which
are linear combinations of the generators. For a formal
discussion of these properties, we refer the reader to
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Racah’s notes! on group theory and spectroscopy, in
which the theory of continuous groups is developed
from the point of view of generators. These notes pro-
vide the mathematical foundation of much of the
present work and will prove helpful in elucidating the
discussion.

We now show that the product operators #,'4, gen-
erate the group U3. Moreover, since the form of the
commutation rules (ITA.1) is invariant under any linear
transformation of the operators, any nine linear com-
binations of the #,'%, also generate the group U3. We
select as generators the following linear combinations:

H=5%hw+he, uufum
Li1= + (“oTMﬁ‘*‘MﬂTMo);

Lo=wltn—uilus, (IIA.3)
Qi2= - 61/2%;};1Tu¥1,

1= — 32 (gt uz 1 — ugatu),
Q0= 2%0Tug— MlTul— M_l‘r%—q.

The first of these nine generators is again the harmonic
oscillator Hamiltonian, which commutes with L, and
Q, since it commutes with all the #,%,. The next three
generators are the components of orbital angular
momentum, which also generate the group R3. Our
group, thus, contains R3 as a subgroup, as it must if
the projected states Pxl®.x are to belong to the same
irreducible representation as the intrinsic states $.x.
The five operators Q,, introduced by Elliott,® are re-
lated to quadrupole distortions. In terms of the opera-
tors r and p, in units of 1/b, we have

Qu= (4 /S [*Y H(Q)+H PV 2 (Qp) ],

where ¥,? is the second-order spherical harmonic.
Within a major shell, Q, is equivalent to the operator,

2(4w/5)1 227 2 (Qr),

defined in Sec. 1. The commutation rules of the L,
and Q, are:

1
[LypLy]l=— 21/2|7

o n n il"l] ]
L"H‘ﬂ')
’ !

(L0 1= —61/2[1 2

n 7 atn
2 2 1

Ly
n+n’:|

Z;s:l denotes the Clebsch-Gordan co-

Jorr, aa

[Qan’] =3X 10”2[

7 7

Again |:J 1z

M1 My
efficient. We note that the commutation rules (ITA.4)
are of the form (ITA.2). The eight operators L,, Q,,

i G. Racah, “Group Theory and Spectroscopy,” Spring 1951
Lectures at the Institute for Advanced Study, Princeton, New
Jersey (unpublished).
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therefore, generate a subgroup of the group generated
by the nine operators u,'s,.

Of the generators (ITA.3), only H, Lo, and Q; are
Hermitian. We construct Hermitian combinations of
Ld:ly Q:l:l’ Q:!:27 denoted by Gl, Gz, . 'Gs. Then

eteH piBLogivQugidGi. . '6iHGsES(C¥,,3,’Y,' . .’#)’

where the infinite set of unitary operators S(a,8,: * «,u)
for all values of @,B:--,u form a continuous group.
Similarly, we define:

e~iaHS(a)677) e a:u)E T(ﬁy'y’ e ’I")a

where T'(8,v,- - -,u) is a subgroup of S(a,8, - -,u). The
development here is analogous to the definition of the
rotation operators e¢ielzg#fluvgivlz which form a continu-
ous group generated by the three components of orbital
angular momentum. Carrying this analogy further, we
define matrices S(e,8,---,u) and T(8,v, - -,u) which
represent the operators S and 7, just as the matrix
D(eByy) represents the rotation operators. The S
matrices are unitary and depend on nine parameters,
a, B8, -+, . Since an arbitrary unitary matrix of three
dimensions likewise depends on nine arbitrary pa-
rameters, it is evident that the group generated by the
operators (ITA.3) is isomorphic to U3. We note further
that the matrices of the eight operators L,, Q, all have
zero trace. Hence, the T matrices must have deter-
minant unity since:

detT=dete®Lo dete?v@ dete?r. - - deteirCe
—_ eiﬁ TrLoei‘y TrQoeiG TrG:. . .eiu TrG6 s 1'

The subgroup of U3 generated by the L,, Q. is, there-
fore, SU3, the group of three-dimensional matrices with
determinant unity. In physical problems, we are not
concerned with the transformations ¢**¥ which merely
induce an over-all change of phase. Consequently, we
restrict our attention hereafter to the subgroup SU3
and the corresponding matrices T (B, + *,u).

The generalization of the preceding considerations to
many-particle systems is simple. We define the operators

N
2. 'ttt
i=1

for a system of N particles, where the generators
2, Tu,° refer to the ith particle. Then,
Lot 0,77 1= 8,084
usyN

5

(N

F16. 1. Reduction of the
matrix using harmonic os-
cillator quantum numbers.

()M (258 M
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us)M

]—‘ (1p)N
f
i
FI(}. 2. Beduction of ?he NI (ZS)N‘M
matrix using permutation .

symmetry quantum num- f

bers [f].

f

],

The N-particle generators corresponding to Egs.
(ITA.3) are similarly defined as a sum of one-particle
operators, in which case the commutation rules (ITA.4)
hold as well for the N-particle system. Finally, the N-
particle operators 7°(8,y,- * +,u) are constructed from the
N-particle generators.

In a harmonic oscillator representation, the matrices
of T assume the form given in Fig. 1, that is,
the nonvanishing elements of 7 reduce to square
matrices referring to each major shell of energy
(n+%)hw. We now consider the N-particle submatrices
of T(Byy,- - -,u) forall values of 8, vy, - - -, u referring to a
given oscillator level. Since the operator T'(8,y,- - -,u) is
symmetric, all matrix elements of 7" between states of
different permutation symmetry vanish. The sub-
matrices of T are, therefore, diagonal in the quantum
number [f], which describes the permutation sym-
metry of the N-particle wave functions, and each sub-
matrix can be factored accordingly as shown in Fig. 2.
The submatrices labeled by # and [ f] correspond to the
irreducible representations of SU3 only in the case of
the 1p shell. For »>1, these submatrices can be fac-
tored into still smaller boxes of nonvanishing elements
along the diagonal by applying suitable unitary trans-
formations. When no further factorization is possible,
the representation spanning each box is by definition
irreducible and can be characterized by two numbers
(\u) determined by group-theoretical methods.® It is
clear that the matrices of the generators can be fac-
tored in the same manner as the 7" matrices. Conse-
quently, a generator acting on a state belonging to one
irreducible representation cannot transform it into a
state of another irreducible representation.

B. The Intrinsic (K,¢,A) Representation
of Elliott

Our N-particle system is now classified according to
the oscillator level #, the permutation symmetry [f],
and the irreducible representation (Au) of SU3 to
which it belongs. The problem remains to distinguish
among states in the same oscillator level with the same
permutation symmetry belonging to the same irre-
ducible representation of SU3. We note first that the
operators Qg and Lo commute with each other and do
not join states of different #, [ f], or (\,u). Hence, these
operators can be simultaneously diagonalized and their
eigenvalues ¢, K, used to characterize the states, With
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TasrLe I. Commutators [4,B] of the operators Hq, Fg.

0, Hy P F Fy F_s F, F_,
H, 0 0 —F F_ Fs ~F_5 2F, —2F_4
H, 0 0 3F, —3F_1 3Fy —3F_5 0 0
Fy Fy —3F, 0 $(—H\+H,) 0 F_y —Fs 0
F_ ~F_, 3F_; 3(H,—H,) 0 —F,4 0 0 F_;
Fy —F5 —3Fs 0 F, 0 2(H\+-H,) 0 —F;
F_; F_s 3F_;s —F.4 0 i(—H,—H,y) 0 F_, 0
F, —2F, 0 F; 0 0 ~F_, 0 H,
F_, 2F _4 0 0 —~F_5 F, 0 —H; 0

this choice of representation, it becomes convenient to
consider new linear combinations of L.1, Qi1, Qo
which act as step operators with respect to Lg and Q.
That is, we seek operators which transform simul-
taneous eigenstates of Ly and Q, into different eigen-
states of Lo and Q. Following the notation of Racah!
we define:

Hy=Ly=wuus—u_tu_y,
Ho=Qo=2ustuo—u ur—u_i"u_,,
Fi=[1/(12)"*](Q-1—V3L_1)= —uo'us,
F_y=Fyt=—[1/(A2)"*J(Q1—V3L1) = —u:"u,,
Fs=[1/(12)2](Q1+V3L1) = —uo'uy,
F_g=Fst=—[1/(A2)"*}(Q-1FV3L 1) = —u_1"uo,
Fy=(1/6"")Qs= —u'u_,
F =Fi=1/6")Q o= —u_stu,.

The commutation rules of the operators (IIB.1) are
summarized in Table I.

(IIB.1)

We note that:

[H17H2]: 0’ [Ha)FB]= CﬂﬁFﬁi [Fﬂ:F—ﬂ]=C1H1+C2H27
[Fs,Fgl=tFpp if B+p'=z1, 4, £S5,
[Fg,Fs]=0 if BB's£1, 4, £S5,

From the commutation rules in Table I, we see that

Fg acts as a step operator with respect to eigenstates

of H; and Hs; that is, F.uy and F,5 change K by one

unit and change e by three units, whereas F, s change K

by two units without changing e.
As observed by Elliott,® the three operators,

—3(FtF_y), 3i(Fs—F_y), 3Lo, (1IB.2)

have commutation rules identical with those of the
three components of angular momentum, L,, L,, L..
Denoting the operators (IIB.2) as A,, A,, A,, we define
a new operator:

A=A ALHA2
=3LE+3(FiFs+F_sF) =i Lé+5 Lo+ F_F,
=3L¢—3Lot-FaFo,. (IIB.3)

The last two equalities in Eq. (IIB.3) follow from the
commutation rule [Fy,F_4]=Lo. We note that A? com-

mutes with Ly and @, and has no matrix elements
joining states of different [ /] or (A\,u). The eigenvalues
of A% can then be used together with the eigenvalues of
Lo and Qy to classify the states spanning an irreducible
representation of SU3. In fact, Elliott has shown that
the states belonging to a given irreducible representa-
tion (\u) are uniquely characterized by the three
quantum numbers ¢, K, A.

Following the notation in Sec. I, we designate the
single-particle simultaneous eigenstates of Lo, Qo, A% as
¢(\u,KeA) and the corresponding many-particle eigen-
states as ([ fJ(Au)KeA). Hence,

L@ (Lf JOwKes)=KP([f]uw)Ker),
O@(Lf JOwKer)= e@([r J(\w) K eA),
(Lo¥/A+5FF_+5F_aF)®([f1(Au)KeA)
=AA+ D2 Keb),

where F4, Lo, Qo are the many-particle operators ob-
taining by summing the single-particle operators., We
have suppressed the quantum number » designating
the oscillator level to which the states belong. The
quantum numbers in the argument of & fail to uniquely
distinguish the states only if an irreducible representa-
tion of given (A\,u) occurs more than once for given #
and [f]. Although such irreducible representations are
encountered in dealing with many-particle configura-~
tions, they correspond to states of high energy and may
generally be disregarded in calculations involving low
excited states.

The allowed values of ¢, K, and A for the various
irreducible representations of SU3 have been deter-
mined by Elliott. For a given (A,u), ¢ may assume the
values

(1IB.4)

e=22+p, 22 Fpu—3, -+, —A—2u, (IIB.5)
while for each value of €, A takes on the values

=% 2—2u—c¢|, E2A—2p—el+1, -,
min[3(2A+4p—¢), §(4N4+-2u+¢)] (IIB.6)
and for given A,
K=2A,24—2, -+, —2A. (I1B.7)

Equation (IIB.7) follows from the definition of A, as
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the operator L¢/2. For the maximum and minimum
values of e, the value of A is unique:

€= €max= 2\t 1t,

€= €min= _‘>\_2/”':

A=u/2 for
A=)\/2 for

and, hence, for e=2\+pu, we have Kp.x=p. The state
with (,K) = (emax;Kmax) = (2A+-u, u) is called the state
of highest weight in the irreducible representation (A,u).

Since the Fg operators cannot change (M u), and since
states with €> emax and K> Ki.x do not exist, we have
the following relations involving the step-up operators
F 1 F 5y F 4

Fﬂ@(emax,Kmax) =0
Fs(emax,K) =0

if $>0,

£ At 5. (11B.8)

Equations (I1B.8) are analogous to the relation
(Lr+iLy)‘/’Mz=LL= 0,

for the angular momentum operators in the (L,M)
representation.

We return now to the Casimir operator C, introduced
in Sec. I:

Iz 1 L Qg

0
C=—+—0-Q=—+—+} T Fabs
12 36 12 36 8
L4-2Ly  Qi?+6Q0
- + 3 3 F_sFs, (IIB.9)
12 36 >0
where

[C,La]=[C,Qo]=[C,Fg]=0.  (IIB.10)
The last equality in (IIB.9) and the commutation rules
(I1B.10) follow from the commutation properties of
the H, and Fg. In general, a Casimir operator, C, which
commutes with all the generators of any group can be
formed from a bilinear combination of the generators.
It follows that the matrix of C within an irreducible
representation of the group is a constant. For example,
the Casimir operator for the group R3 of rotations is
the square of the total-angular momentum, L2, which
has the same eigenvalue for all states ¥ belonging
to a given irreducible representation of R3. Similarly,
all states ®([f](Au)KeA) belonging to a given irre-
ducible representation (A\,u) of SU3 must be eigen-
states of C with the same eigenvalues. This eigenvalue
is readily determined from Egs. (IIB.5), (IIB.6) and
(I1B.7), (IIB.8), and (IIB.9). Since

e ([f :I ()\M)K max; €max, )
‘ngax2 + ZKmax ﬁmax2 +6 €max
1 =]
12 36
ch([f:l ()\I‘)Kmax, €max,A),
and
Kmale"', emax=2)\+l/"
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Tasre II. The allowed values of L and K for the irreducible

representation (\,u)=(10,6).
L
0123

4 5 6 7 8 9 10111213 141516
6 X X X X ¥ X X X X X X
4 X X X X X X X X X X X
2 X X X X X X X X X X X
0 x x x x X X
102132 43434332211

we conclude that the eigenvalue of C associated with an
irreducible representation (A,u) of SU3 is

wr2u | (OApP4-6(2r+p)
12 36
_ A A pt3)
5 !

(I1B.11)

It follows from (IIB.11) that

0-02([f 1)K ed)=36(C— 75 LB f (M) K eh)
= [40v+a) Ak 3) —4hu—3L7]
X &[SI K ed).

The operator Q-Q is, therefore, an example of a Hamil-
tonian which yields a pure rotator spectrum.

C. The Projected (L,M) Representation

Consider the degenerate states of a harmonic oscil-
lator belonging to a given partition [ /] and to a given
irreducible representation (A,u). We have seen in Sec.
IIB that these states are uniquely characterized by the
three quantum numbers (K,e,A), Alternatively, the
operators I? and L, may be diagonalized within each
irreducible representation and the states characterized
by the quantum numbers (L,M). In this case, however,
the classification is not complete, as the same values of
L, M may occur more than once in the same irreducible
representation.

Elliott has shown that the allowed values of L for
given (A,u) are just those of a series of rotational bands
based on states with L,= K, where K assumes all values
consistent with e= enax, that is,

IEAZ g,
K=p,u—2,--,00r 1,

L=K,K+1,K+2,---, (K+)\) if K0, (IIC.1)
L=X\A—2,A—4,---,0 if K=0.

If >N,

K=\M\-2,.--,00r1,
L=K,K+1, K42, .- (K+p) if K0, (IIC.2)
L=p,p—2 u—4, ---,00rt if K=0.

An example of the rule (IIC.1) is given in Table II,



1044 M. K.
which shows the allowed values of L and K for the irre-
ducible representation (A,u)=(10,6). The last row of
the table indicates the number of states of each L
value in the representation. It is noteworthy that each
value of L up to L=6 occurs the same number of times
in the irreducible representation (10,6) as in an asym-
metric rotator'’® made up of even numbers of neutrons
and protons. This suggests that the various states in an
irreducible representation can be associated with the
states of motion of an asymmetric rotator, in which case
different (A,x) symmetries may correspond to different
states of intrinsic excitation. Support for such an in-
terpretation is provided by the discussion in Sec. IIIC.

It remains to determine the transformation from the
(K,e,A) to the (L,M) scheme. For this purpose we
introduce the operator PZ which projects out of an
arbitrary function that part which transforms as the
spherical harmonic of order L. In general, P% can be
expressed in terms of the rotation operators as dis-
cussed in Sec. I. If the function under consideration
contains angular momenta only up to some maximum
value, Ln.x, the operator PZ becomes simply a poly-
nomial in L? which vanishes for all Ls#L’ and equals
unity for L=L’. In any event, the PL operator com-
mutes with all components of the angular momentum
operator and with any scalar. It is always possible to
combine P% with the step operators L,4=4iL, which
change the eigenvalue of L,. In the following we denote
as Py the combination of operators that first projects
out the part of a function with angular momentum L
and next changes the eigenvalue of L, to M.

Since no angular momenta greater than L=A\4gu
occur in the (\u) irreducible representation, the opera-
tor Pu* acting on the states ®([f](\u)KeA) can be
expressed as a polynomial in L2 multiplied by an appro-
priate linear combination of L, and L,. Recalling that
L., L,, L, are among the generators of SU3, we con-
clude that Px% does not change the irreducible repre-
sentation (A\,x). The projected states can then be
written as a linear combination of the &:

VL (IO K eA)=P o "o f JT(Au) K ed)
== IzA:' a(KG’A’)Q(Ef]()\#)ME,A’), (IICS)

where the functions ¥~ are unnormalized eigenfunc-
tions of I? and L, with eigenvalues L and M. The
quantum numbers (K,e,A) in the argument of ¥~
refer to the intrinsic state from which the projected
state is derived.

It is obvious that equations of the form (IIC.3) for
all allowed values of L, M, K ¢, A, will yield many more
functions ¥ than &. These functions cannot all be
linearly independent since the ¥ are s‘'mply linear com-
binations of the ®. The problem is to find a complete,

2 A. S. Davydov and G. F. Filippov, Zh. Eksperim. i Teor. Fiz.
35. 440 (1958) [tranisation: Soviet Phys.—JETP 8, 303 (1959)].
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linearly independent set of functions W% which span
the same space as the ® and constitute the basis vectors
of the L, M representation. Elliott has shown that this
is accomplished by choosing

\I’ML(D] O‘ﬂ)Kémax) if A2y,
VP (1A Kemin) i p>A.

The quantum number A has been suppressed in Egs.
(IIC.4) and the following as it is uniquely determined
for the extreme values of e. The allowed values of L
and K are given by the rules (IIC.1) and (IIC.2).

The physical interpretation of the functions (IIC.4)
is clear. The quantum numbers [ /], (\,u) describe the
intrinsic state of an axially symmetric rotator composed
of independent particles in a deformed well. Both e and
K also refer to the intrinsic system; the former relates
to the quadrupole distortion of the well, whereas the
latter is the projection of the angular momenta on the
symmetry axis. For any given state of internal motion,
states with different values of K [min(\,x), min(A\,u) —2,
-++0 or 17 can be mixed to form an asymmetric rotator.
Finally, the quantum numbers L and M give the total
angular momentum and its z component in the labora-
tory coordinate system. It should be noted that states
with different quantum number K are not necessarily
orthogonal in the LM representation. This causes no
special problems in principle or in practice provided
that the nonorthogonality of the representation is duly
considered in carrying out calculations.

(IIC4)

III. MATRIX ELEMENTS FOR THE 2s, 1d
OSCILLATOR LEVEL

In this section we restrict our attention to the 2s, 1d
oscillator level with #=2, E=Z/w. We assume further
that A2y, in which case the representation of interest
is spanned by the states:

\I/ML(D] O\I-L)Kemax) = —PML(»b([f] ()‘M)Kema.x)~

In Sec. ITIA, the single-particle states ¢x for the sd
oscillator level are considered and a set of operators
convenient for dealing with these states is introduced.
Section ITIB concerns the matrix elements of the Hamil-
tonian in the intrinsic (K,e,A) representation. Finally,
in IIIC we apply the projection operator and arrive at
a general expression for the matrix elements of the
Hamiltonian in the projected (L,M) scheme. The dis-
cussion in Sec. III is limited to the 2s, 1d oscillator
level in order to facilitate presentation and is readily
extended to other oscillator levels and to states with
A <pu.

A. Single-Particle States

The single-particle states for the 2s, 1d oscillator
level are derived from the shell-model states s, ¥1a,m
by simultaneously diagonalizing the matrices of L and
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Fic. 3. Single- -2
particle states. See
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-

Qo. Designating the simultaneous eigenstates of Lo and
Qo as ¢(Au,KeA), we find that:

(A, K ed)
(20, 0 40)=¢p = (1/V3)(—¥2+V2¥1a,0),

<P(20; 11 %) =¢1 =‘//1d,1,
e(20, =1 13 = 1=yY14, (A1)
020, 2-=21)=¢p =14, ’

‘p(zoy 0-2 1) =@y = (1/\/3) (\[2_¢2s+¢1d.0):
(20, =2 =2 1)=p_s=y14 _>.

The allowed eigenvalues K, ¢, A, for (\,u)= (2,0) follow
from Egs. (IIB.5)-(IIB.7).

It is convenient to regard the states px as levels in
a K—e plane, as shown in Fig. 3. The arrows in the
diagram indicate the directions in which the step
operators F4, Fy, Fs change the eigenvalues K and e.
The Hermitian conjugate operators change the eigen-
values in the opposite directions; that is, F_4 decreases
K by 2 units and leaves e unchanged, F_; increases K
by 1 unit and decreases ¢ by 3 units, F_5 decreases K
by 1 unit and decreases ¢ by 3 units. Many-particle
states ¢ are constructed by filling the single-particle
levels in accordance with the Pauli principle. For A > g,
the many-particle state of lowest energy is generally
the state of highest weight; that is, the state with
€= €max, KX = Kmax. This coupling scheme may be com-
pared with the Nilsson* scheme in the limit of large de-
formation. Since the ¢x states are eigenfunctions of Q,
they are equivalent to the asymptotic states in the
Nilsson scheme if mixing of major shells is neglected.
The two schemes differ inasmuch as Elliott considers
an intrinsic Hartree field given by Qo alone, whereas
Nilsson includes also a spin-orbit force and an Z? force.

We next introduce a set of operators X,T, X,, with
w, v=0, &1, -£2 (/, which create and annihilate the
¢k states. The commutation rules of the X1, X, are:

(XXt 1=8u, [X,%]=0, [X.J,x1]=0. (I1I1A.2)
From the Xx,1, X,, 36 product operators X, X, may be
formed which generate the group U6 just as the nine
u,tu, generate U3. The eight operators H,, Fg, can be
expressed as linear combinations of the X,X, which
generate SU3. In order to find the appropriate linear
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combinations, the matrices of the H,, Fg are evaluated
in the ¢x representation using shell-model methods.
For example, the matrix of the single-particle operator
F 1 is

b0 ¢1 P P2 o P2
¢ [0 —V2 O 0 00
¢1 |0 0 0 —V2 00
¢_1] 0 0 0 0O —-10 (I1TA.3)
¢: | O 0 0 0 00
dor | O 0 O 0 00
¢21 0 0 0 0 00
and, hence,
F1= — [\EXofxl-{‘x_.lTX[y +\/2X11X2]. (IIIAA:&)

Similarly, we arrive at expressions for the remaining
operators:

Fy= —[V2X, X Xo P X1 V2Xa X, ], (I1TA.4b)
Fi ==X X1 V2Xo X VIXa X0 ], (IITA.4c)
Foa= — [ Xy V2X ot X0+ V2X o T X5, (IIIA.4d)
Fs = —[V2xoM X1t X XoV2X 1o, (ITIA .4e)
Fs= —[V2X_1tXo+ Xo T Xy V2X_oTX 1], (IIIA 4f)

Hl = L0= XJXl— X_1TX_1+ 2X2TXQ'—' ZX._.QTX._z, (IIIA.4g>

Hy =Qo=4Xo Xo4 X1 X1+ X_1TX_1—2X:7X,

—2Xo Xy —2X_2"X_s. (IIIA.4h)

In the next section we shall see that calculations in-
volving the operators (IIIA.4) can be simplified by
invoking the time-reversal transformation, under which

L——-L,

(IITA.5)
YML —d ("— 1)MY_ML.

The five operators Q, behave like ¥,? and the Fg

operators can be expressed in terms of L and Q. Hence,

the transformation properties under time reversal of all

the operators (IIIA.4) follow from (ITIA.5). The trans-

formations of interest are:

Qu_‘) (_1)“Q—m F:bl"’ "F:l:?n Xo <> Xo,

L,— (= 1)#L yy Fys— —Fyr, X1 & =Xy,

Ly——L_, Fii—Fzy  Xp o X_p, (IIIAL6)
Xo <> Xor,

L. — —Ly, Ay — A, C —C.

We also need the transformation properties under time
reversal of the Elliott wave functions ®([f](Au)KeA).
In the absence of spin, the time-reversal transformation
is simply complex conjugation. Therefore

(LI KeA) — P*([f 1) Ked).

The eigenvalue equations for Lo, Qo, and A? transform
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under time reversal as follows:
(Le®=K®) — (Ld*= —Kd*¥),
Q2= eB) — (Qu* = d¥),
[Ae=A(A+1)d] — [A2P*=A(A+ 1%,

Since the generators of SU3 transform into each other
under time reversal, the transformed functions must
span an irreducible representation of SU3. Moreover,
the transformed functions must span the same irre-
ducible representation as the ® since they have the
same values of enex and Knax. Hence, under the time
reversal,

P/ IM)Ked) — e@([f J(M) — K eh),

where o is a real phase.

B. Matrix Elements in the Intrinsic (K,e,A) Scheme

We write the Hamiltonian for a system of V particles
in the 25, 1d oscillator level as a general sum of one-body
and two-body operators:

N
JC=Z 2 a“,X”T(’;)X,(i)

=1 u,v

N
+ 5 T bueX, fOX DX, X, (IIIB.1)

i, 7=1 prxo

where the X,1® X,® create and annihilate the states
ox(r;) of the ith particle. The restriction to one-body
and two-body forces is made for convenience only and
is not essential to the following development. Since 3C
is a scalar symmetric in particles, the partition [f] is
a good quantum number. Then the function 3C®
X ([fIJ(Aw)K ,emsx) can be expanded in the complete
orthonormal set of ®’s:

HB([f JMIK, €max)
= 2 CanMEo([f](Nu)KeN).

Mul el A

(II1B.2)

Since a suitable combination of generators can change
any member of an irreducible representation into any
other member, we have

Coa™WEB[FINW)K )

=Eos MV E(H o F)®([ SN W)K jemax), (111B.3)
where EopM*E(H, Fg) is a sum of products of the
eight generators of SU3 which changes e from emax to

€ and changes A from /2 to A’ without changing K.
Substituting (IIIB.3) into (I1IB.2), we obtain

Fe2(Lf JMD) K, €max)
= };;, EopMEB([ f IO K €maix)

+X X

A (W) #E(Ap)

Eaa MK f INB)K, emax)-
(ITIB.4)
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The term in (IIIB.4) with (\/,u’)>£ (A\,u) is small com-
pared with the first sum if the classification of states
according to irreducible representations of SU3 is a
good zero-order scheme. We, therefore, deal first with the
operators EoaME(H , Fg).

Referring to the diagram (IITA.3) of the ¢y states,
we note that a Hamiltonian composed of one-body and
two-body operators can change the eigenvalue ¢ by
three, six, nine, or twelve units. For example, a twelve-
unit transition would be obtained by operating with
Xo T OXOX 0 HDX ), We also note that AK is odd if
Ae is odd, whereas AK is even if Ae is even. Since JC
is a scalar, it cannot change K. Hence, the first sum on
the right in (IIIB.4) includes only terms with €= €max,
€max—0, and emax—12. For e=enax, the sum over A’
reduces to a single term with A’=p/2 and

Eemax ,A')\“K = Cémax.ll/ 2)“‘[{' (IIIB‘S)

For fixed K and €= enq.x—6, there are three allowed
values of A’. The corresponding three operators
E cpn—s,8ME(H 5, Fg) are sums of products of H,, Fg,
which change e by six units without changing K. Since

P TO)K  emax) = FsBfJ\2) K émax) =0, (IIIB.6)

the operators F; and Fy may be eliminated from the
argument of the E’s by commuting them to the right
where they annihilate the wave function. This can be
accomplished regardless of the form of the E’s by re-
peatedly writing:

FgFg=[FgFpl+FgFs,

(I1IB.7)
FgH o=[Fg,H o]+ HoFs,

where =1, 5, and using the rules in Table I to evaluate
the commutators. In the same manner, H; and H, can
be commuted to the right where they are replaced with
their eigenvalues, K, and emax=2\4p. The only com-
binations of the remaining four operators capable of
changing e by six units without changing K are

F_iF_s,

and, hence,

Y Bt p D[ f JAM) K €max)
AI

F_\F_\F_,, F_F_F, (IIIB.8)

=[aMEF _F_s+ aMEF_\F_3F_4+aMEF _sF_sF 4]
X ([ f WK €max),

where the ¢*FK are constants for fixed (\,u) and K.
For fixed K and ¢=enax—12, A’ can assume five
values. Again the five operators Ee,..12,4**¥ are de-
termined by eliminating Hi, Hs, F1, F5, and requiring
that the remaining generators change e by twelve units
without changing K. The only five products meeting
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the requirements are

Si=F_F_ F_sF_s,  fo=FaF 1F_ F. gF 4
f3=F—5F—5F-5F-1F4, f4=F-1F»..1F-1F-1F—+F_4,
f5=F~5F~5F_5F_5F4F4, (IIIB9>

and, hence, there exists a set of five constants &,**X such
that

[% E tnan12, M EJR(Cf JOM) K €mmax)

=[$;1 b £ O F 1) K emae)

=[bMEF_F_F_sF_s+ bMEF_F_1F_4F._sF_4
+ b MEF _F_F ¢F Fy+bMEF 3F_ (F  F F 4 F_,
+bs7‘“KF_5F—5F~5F—5F4F4]‘I’([f:] (RM)Kémax)-

In the rest of this paper, we suppress the parti-
tion quantum number [f7], and denote the state
([ /1)K emax) simply as ®x* or as [ApeK), with
the understanding that e= emax= (2A+u), A=p/2. Using
this notation and substituting (IITB.S), (IIIB.8), and
(IIIB.9) into (I1IB.4), we have
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3¢ AueK)
= {C MK g ME(F_yF_g)+aK (F_yF_1F_y)
+aE(F_gF_gF4)+bME(F_4F_1F_sF_g)+- - -
BB (F_gF_sF_sF_sFsF )} | \ueK)

+Y X EaM(HLF)|Nw¢K). (IIB.10)
e/A (Mu)#E(Ap)

The next step is to obtain expressions for the con-
stants C MK, g p MK This is easily accomplished
owing to the orthonormality of the set of functions
®.x*. Multiplying (IIIB.10) on the left with (AueK|
and integrating, we obtain

(\peK |3C| ApeK)=C MK, (I11B.11)
All matrix elements on the right with coefficients a;, b;,
vanish because they involve operators that change e,
while all matrix elements in the sum over (\'u’)5 (An)
vanish because the operators H,, Fg, cannot change
(w).

We now write (IIIB.10) three times and multiply
each equation from the left with the Hermitian conju-
gate of one of the operators (IIIB.8). Multiplying again
on the left with (AueK | and integrating, we obtain a set
of linear equations for the a;:

<)[.L(:K| F5F15C| )\,LLGK) = <)\,LL€K| [dl)\”KF5F1F_.1F_5+ az)‘”KFaFlF_lF_lF_4+a3)”KF5F1F_5F_5F4:| ] )\,Ll,éK),

<)\IJ.6K| F4F1F13€ I )\M.éK)

= <7\/.1,6K , [dl)‘”KF4F1F1F_1F_5+ dg)‘“KF4F1F1F_1P‘_1F_4+ag)‘”KF4F1F1F_5F_5F4] l )\,LLGK),

ek l F_ FsFs3C l AeeK)

(IIIB.12)

= (\ueK l [a*EF_FyFsF _\F_s+aEF_FeFsF _1F_\F_s+aMEF_yFeFsF_F_gFy ] AueK).

The matrix elements on the right of (IIIB.12) are
diagonal in all quantum numbers and involve only
products of the Fg, whereas the matrix elements on the
left also involve 3C. We hereafter refer to matrix ele-
ments such as those on the right as ‘“homogeneous”
and we call those on the left “inhomogeneous.” All
other matrix elements vanish because they are off-
diagonal either in € or in (Ap).

In order to evaluate the homogeneous matrix elements
on the right of (ITIB.12), we apply the commutation
rules in Table I and the relations (IIIB.6) and (IIIB.7).
First, the operators Fy and Fj are commuted to the
right, while F_; and F_s are commuted to the left
where they annihilate the wave function. Next, H, and
H; are commuted to the right or left and replaced with
their eigenvalues. There remain the product operators

F.4Fz,, which satisfy the eigenvalue equations:
L Ly

F4F_4 l kyeK)= (A2— T"*"?) ] AMEK)

p(u+2)— K (K—2)7

= [MueK),

| 4
(I11B.13)

F_iF | MueK)y={FF_4+[F_4,F 41} | MueK)
i (ut+2)— K (K+42)7

= | 4 ] l)\}téK),

1
e =—{4 (u—e+2) (ut &) +2(e+K)(e—K) iy
4

F2L(E+p)(K—p—2)(e+K)Jhs

+2L(K—p) (K+p+2)(e—K) Jhs}, (I11B.14)
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TasLE III. Expressions for the matrix elements Cj;»(AueK). The notation Cjj»(AueK)=C;js(Aue, —K) is used.

Cu=Cu=d (e HE) (= K+2) 1+ K ~2) (4= E+4) (e~ K—4) (e= K —6) (1K) (e K—2) -+ (uh-K) (u— K+2) (e E—2) (e~ K—4)
Cua= Cus=E (um ) (uH K +2) Gi-H ) (= K+2) (e= K = 2)+ (k- K) (u— K +2) (= K) (= K—2) (e-K—6)
Cis=Cro=}(u+K)(u—~K+2) (= K) (u+K+2) (e+K—2)+§(u~ K) (p+ K +2) (¢+K) (e+ K —2) (e~ K —6)
Cu=Cis=§ (u+K) (u— K+2) (u+K—2) (u— K+4) (e—K) (e— K—2)

Cus= Cuam3 (4 K) o K+2) (um K= 2) GH K)o+ ) (- K —2)

Car= On= 3L K) -+ K+2) (6= K~ D+ (6= ) (6= K~ D) e+ K —6)]

Cor=Crs=}(e—K)(e—K—2)(e— K—4) (e+ K ~2)+(9/8) (u+K —2) (u— K+4) (e—K) (e— K—2)

Car= Cr= (= K) -+ KA (= K=2) (b K+4) 43 (e K—) (e K~2)]
Co=Cas=3(u+K—2)(u—K+4) (e—K)(e—K—2)(e—K+2)

Cas= Corm 2 u— ) G-+ K+2) (s— K —2) (- E+4) (4 K—2)

Cor= Cur =3t ) (= KA (e K= (4 K) (+ K ~2) (e~ K—6)]

Car= Cor= 1K) Gu— K+ 2)L 4+ K —~2) (= K+ +3(e— K~ ) (e K—2)]
Css=Con=3}(e+K)(e+K—2)(e+K~4) (e~ K ~2)+(9/8) (u~ K —2) (u+ K +4) (e-+K) (e-+ K —2)
Ca=Cos=3+K) (u—K+2) (u-+-K —2) (u— KE+4) (e—K—2)

Cus=Cru={(—K—2) (u-tE+4) (e+K) (e+K—2) (e+K+2)

C41=651=6(€—K)(€—K—2)

Cie=Cs=3(e—K)(e—K—2)(e—K+2)

Cis=Cr=3u—K)(u+K+2)(e—~K~—2)

Cu=Ciu=2(e—K)(e—K—2)(e—K+2)(e—K+4)

Cus=Cou=3(—K)(u+K+2) (u—K—2) (u+K+4)

Co=Cu=6(e+K)(e+K—2)

Cin=Cu=3u+K)(u—K+2)(e+K—2)

Coa=Ci=3(e+K)(e+K—2)(e+K+2)

Cie= Cis=3%(u+K) (u— K+2) (u-+K—2) (u— K+4)

Coo=Cuu=4(e+K) (et K —2) (e+K+2)(e+ K+4)

1 tions:

0K = {— 48 (e-+ )i+ 12 (e+ K) (e K — 2)hs equations 5
6

v —12(K— p) (u+K+2)hs}, t]‘(N’-eK)=]§‘ biMEC ;i (AueK),  (I1IB.15)

1
aE =—(— 48(e— K) i~ 12(K+p) (K —p—2)hs where the C;7(\ueK) are the homogeneous matrix

o +12(e—K) (e— K — )bz} elements
— —K—2hs}, ,
where ek | fi fi' | \ueK)
Ciir(AueK) = ,
e=2x4pu, QApeK | g;| AueK)
v=(e— ) (e+p+2) (et+u) (e—p—2) =1, g=Fis g:=F_ss, ga=Fusis, g5=F—_s sss,
=16 A +p) Ap+1) (A1), and we adopt the notation for the inhomogeneous
Bi= Q\ueK | FeF 3¢ AueK), terms:
FoFgly=Fupy.
<)\M.€K ‘ F4F1F15C l )\[.LGK)
2= ’ ()\MEK l F 51113Cl)\M6K>
<)\”6Kl F4F“41>\“€K> ty= <)\M€K1F1155C‘C‘>\#6K>, to= : s
<)\/.LEK!F_4F5F5D\[.L6K> <)‘#€K [ F4—4 ! k.‘LGI{>
. ek | F_aF 5| ApeK) ) ; =<>\ﬂeKIF_415553C|)\peK) ek | P | AueK)

" y = 3
The constants b;**X are dealt with in the same manner (MaeK | Fss| \ueK) ek | Fasss| hueK)
as the g K. Multiplying (IIIB.10) on the left with K| F e hueK
(weK | fit, =1, - - -5, where the f; are the five opera- (MseK | Fogamsaali | Aue )

= (IT1B.16)
tors (ITIB.9), we cobtain upon integration a set of five ueK | F_y 404 AueK)
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(MueK | Fos|MpeK)=4[p(u+2)—K(K—2)],
ek | Fog|MueK)=3[p(u+2)— K (K+2)],
AueK | Fassa| AueK)
=1 (u+K) (u—K+2) (u+K—2)(u—K+4)],
(AueK | Foggsa| MueK)
= (u—K) (-t K+2) (u—K—2) (u+K+4)].

Consider now ¢;(AueK). Applying the time-reversal
operator, we have

(e, — K| F_sisss| Aue, —K)
ue, —K|F_s|hue, —K) .

Setting the variable K equal to —K on both sides of
(ITIB.17) and comparing with the definition (II1IB.16)
of ¢3, we conclude that

ts* (we, —K) =t:(\ue, — K)=1t:(AneK).

Similarly,

12*(AueK) = (I11B.17)

(II1B.18)

ts(\ue, —K)=t5(NueK),
ti (e, —K)=11(0ueK),

where we have used the fact that the ¢/s are real.
The matrix C;;» (\ueK) is given in Table ITI, in which
we use the notation:

Ciy (MeeK) = Cijr (\ue, —K).

The equalities between the various Cj;’s listed in the
table follow from time-reversal considerations similar
to those discussed above. }

Finally, we consider the terms in (IIIB.10) with
- (V)% (). We note first that u—p’ must be an even
integer since K and yu are either both even or both odd
and 3¢ cannot change K. This restriction limits the
possible values of € 10 €max’, €max —0, €max’ —12, and
€max — 18, where emax’=2N+4-u'. In practice, the terms
with € = emax’ — 18 are negligible for Hamiltonians of
the type generally used in intermediate shell-model
calculations. We, therefore, drop these terms and re-
write (I11B.10):

3
3| ApeK)={ 35 MOV K-S Mg w K fi(Fp)
Nu! G=1

(IIIB.19)

b
+E bR (FR)} INWEK),
=1

where the operators f;(Fg), f;(Fg) are given in (IIIB.8)
and (IIIB.9). Multiplying (IIIB.16) on the left suc-
cessively with (\'u”¢’K |, with (N'u”¢’'K| fit(Fg), and
with (\"u’ ¢’ K| fi+(Fg), we obtain the sets of equations:

(VWK |36 MeK)=MC XK,
VK| i ()| ek

3
— Z )“‘dl)‘""”KO\”p"e"K | fz‘+f1" ! )\"/J."é”K),

=1
i=1,2,3, (IIIB.20)
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VUK f7+ (el rwek)
5
= X M B R S N D),
=1

j=1, -+, 5.

Again, all off-diagonal elements on the right vanish
because of the orthogonality of the ®.x**. We see that
the expressions for the MC'#’X  the Mg 'K and
the MpM'#'K are the same as those for the C K, the
aME and the p**K with the eigenvalues (\",u"’) sub-
stituted for (A\,u) throughout the equations except on
the right side of the inhomogeneous matrix elements.
If terms with € = enax’—18 were included, we would
obtain an additional set of seven equations of the
form (IIIB.20) involving seven operators f, which
could be determined in the same manner as the f; and
fi. The general problem of calculating matrix elements
in the intrinsic (K ,¢) scheme thus reduces to the evalua-
tion of inhomogeneous matrix elements of the type on
the left of (II1B.20).

C. Matrix Elements in the Projected (L,M)
Representation

In this section, we first find a set of “cquivalence
relations” such that

fV(F——l)F—B;FiOq)éK)\#:gU(L:bA:b)q)éK)‘”’ (IIIC.1)

where the eight operators f, are given in (IIIB.8) and
(IT1IB.9), and

Li=L,+iL,=—VZ(Fs+F_y),

L—-"_"‘ Lz— 1Ly= _\/Q‘(F—-ﬁ'l”’F]), (IIIC.2)
A =F,,

IIIC.
A_=F_,. (I1IC.3)

As shown by Elliott, A play the role of step operators
with respect to eigenstates of A? and Ag=Ly/2, just as
L, serve as step operators with respect to eigenstates
of 1?2 and L, The nonvanishing matrix elements of
Ay are
(AeK | Ay Mg, K—2)
= (\ue, K—2|A_| \ueK)

=[A+3K)A—3K+1)]2  (I1IC4)
We note that Ay step K up or down by two units and
leave all other quantum numbers unchanged. These
operators are associated with the part of the Hamil-
tonian that connects different X bands and destroys
axial symmetry.

In order to illustrate the techniques involved, we
derive the equivalence relation for F_,F_g. Since
L+L._= 2 (F5+F__1) (F_5+F1)

=2 (FSF—5+F—IF—5+F5F1+F—1F1),
we have

F_F_g=3%L.I —FsF_s—~F¢F1—F_F,. (IIIC.5)
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TasLe 1V. Equivalence relations. Operators equivalent to F.FgF,- -+ when operating on states ®.x**.

F_\F_g: (12— K2—¢)

F_,F_\F_4: 3L L A_~3(u+K) (u—K+2)
F_sF_sF4: 3L LA —}u—~K)(ut+K+2)
F_ F \F_F 5:

F_1F_1F_1F_5F..4 M
F_sF._sp_sF_1F4 N

L3 (K4 26— S) P — (L LA+ L LA 4) 4] [a(et+2) + K (K2 4-4e—10)+2e(e—4) ]
FPLLA - —3(utK) (p— K4+ 2) L2~ 3 [ K (K ~2)+3e—6]L LiA -+ (u+K) (u— K +2) (e-+ K2~ 2)
L LA ~3u—K) (et K+ )L~ (K (K+2)+3e—6]L LA +§(u—K) (u-+ K+2) (e+ K2~ 2)

FFyFaFaF oF gt L4 Ly Ly LA A —F(ut-K—2)(u~ K+ DL LA 45 e+ K) (u— K+2) (u+-K —2) (u— K +4)

F_sF_sF_sF_5F4F4 N

L-L L LA~ (u—K—=2) (ut+- K+ L LA+ Fs(p~K) (- E+2) (u—K—2) (u+K+4)

But
FeF_sy=[F5,F_s]+F_sFs=%(Lo+Qo)+F_sF5, (IIIC.6)

where we have used the commutation rule in Table I.
Substituting (I1IC.6) into (IIIC.S) and recalling that
F,, Fs annihilate ®.x while L, and Qp are eigen-
operators with eigenvalues X and emax:

FiF_y@aM=[iL, L —1(K+e&) )@ (IIIC.7T)
Now
Ll =—[—1+L#—Lg), (IIIC.8)
so, finally, we obtain
F_ Fos®M=3 (12— K2— )@ x*]. (1IIC.9)
Next, consider F_,F_,F_,. Starting with
L LA =2(Fs+F_1)(Fse+F_1)F_y, (IIIC.10)

we commute all F5's to the right where they annihilate
& k. Then

L+L+A__¢EK)‘“= 2{F5[F5,F__4:H~ I:Fs,F__ljF._,;
P[Py Py ]+ FulFsFi]

G F_ F_ F_® M

— PPt FiFiF_ ).

The second equality in (ITIC.11) follows from the com-
mutation rules and the fact that F; also annihilates the
wave function. Substituting the eigenvalues (II1B.13)
of F4FF_4 into (IIIC.11), we arrive at the equivalence
relation:

F_4F_F_ & k"
=3 Ly LA —5(utK) (u— K+2) J0

(ITIC.11)

(I1IC.12)

The methods described above can be used to obtain
equivalence relations for all the operators (III1B.8) and
(IIIB.9). Inspecting the list of relations in Table IV,
we note a symmetry among the operators. For example,
the equivalent operator for F_;F_;F_, is obtained from
the equivalent operator for F_sF_sF_, by changing L,
to L, A_ to Ay, and X to —K. This symmetry is a
consequence of the time-reversal transformations
(ITIA.7). Consider the relation:

fﬂ(F—l,F—ByFIQ,F—Ii)q)tK)‘“:ga(L+,L—,F4,F—4;K)q>sKM‘,
(I1IC.13)
which changes under time reversal to

Se(—=F 5, —F_4F_4, F)®. g™
=g0(_—L—y -L+, F_y, F4a '—K)q)f.—KM"

Since this relation holds for all values of K, we can
change the sign of X to obtain

Fol=F_g) —Fy, Fg, F)Pu»
=g0(_"L—7 _—L+a F~4) F4; K)GDEKM"

The operators f,(Fg) change e by six or twelve units
and therefore involve products of even numbers of Fg's
with 8=—1, —5. Hence, in general,

Jo(—F_s, —F_1, F_4, Fo)=fo(F_s, F_1, F_q, F4).
(ITIC.14)

Returning to Eq. (I1TB.16), we substitute the equiva-
lent operators g,(Ly,AL) for the f,(Fg) and obtain:

3D = (CME4 Lo MwEL4-Ra KL LA +3aKL L Ay
—5aME (K €) — 02X (ut K) (u— K+ 2) — a5 (u— K) (u+ K +2)
I[P MHE LA bMEL2L, LA bELL LA +b KL Lo L LA_A_AbEL L I I AA,]

—[B#KY (K 26— 5)-4 30K (-t K) (u— K+2)+ 36K (u— K) (u+K—+2) L2
—[AbMEA3p K (K2 2K + 36— 6)+ 302K (- K — 2) (u— K-+4) 1L, LA

— [AbHEA4- 15K (K24 2K 43— 6)+ 050K (u— K —2) (u+ K+4) JL_L_A,

430K (et 2) -+ K2(K2 4 de— 10)+ 2 (e—4) T+ 202K (u+ K) (u— K+2) (e K2~ 2)]
+3bME[ (u— K) (u+ K+2) (e K2—2) ]+ b ML (ut-K) (u— K42) (u+-K—2) (u— K+4)]

+ 50K (u—K) (ut K+42) (u— K —2) (u+E4-4) [} P terms with (M) 5% ().

(I11C.15)
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TaBLE V. Projection relations derived in Sec. ITIC.

Py L LA |K)=3(L4+K)(L—K4+1)(L+K—1)(L—K+2) (u+K) (u— K+2) /2Py = | K ~2)
PytL L Ay|K)=3[(L—K) (L+EK+1)(L—K—1)(L+EK+2) (u~K) (u+K+2) J2PyL | K+2)
PyrL L L LA A_|K)
={{TZ+E)L—-K+1)(L+E—-1)L~K+2)(L+K—2)(L—K+3)(L+K—-3)(L~K+4)
X (u+K—2) (u— K+4) (u+K) (u— K+2) 2Py | K —4)
PylL_ L L_LAA_|K)
=i{{(L-K)LZ+K+D)(L—K-1)(L+K+2)(L—K—2)(L+K+3)(L—-K—=3)(L+K+4)

X (u—K~2) (p+K+4) (u—K) (u+K+2)J2Py" | K+4)
Pyl| —K)= (—1)Lt*upyL| K)

If transitions with Ae= 18 are neglected, the terms with (\'u’)s£ (Au) are obtained from the sum in brackets simply
by substituting X, u’, for A, p.
We now apply the projection operator to (IIIC.15). It is clear that
ParE3C | MueK )y=3CP 3% | AueK), (ITIC.16)
Pyl ueK)= L(LA41) Py | \ueK), (I11C.17)
since 3¢ and L? both commute with P In order to evaluate operators of the form Palg,(Ly,AL), we require
the matrix elements of Ay and L, :
(e, K42] Ay | MueK) = (aeK | A e, K+2)=3[ (ut-K+2) (u—K) I, (ITIC.18)
(L, M4+ Ly | L, M)=(L, M| L_| L, M+1)=[ (L+M+1) (L~ M) ]2, (ITIC.19)
In Eq. (IIIC.18) the symbol |AueK) designates an intrinsic state ¢.x*. In Eq. (ITIC.19) the symbol |L,M)
designates the projected state Wa*= PP g, which is an eigenstate of L? and L, with eigenvalues L(L+4-1)
and M, respectively. Comparing (I1IC.18) with (ITIC.19), we see that p/2 plays the role of L and K/2 plays the
role of M. This is a consequence of the fact that A transforms like the angular momentum operator and has eigen-
value p/2 for €= emax. We note that the matrix elements of L, cannot be easily evaluated in the ®.g** representa-
tion since L is not a good quantum number. Operators such as PyZL,. can nevertheless be dealt with by writing
Pyt=Py"Pg?, (IIIC.20)
PyLy | ueK'y=Py "L Pr*| NueK'). (ITIC.21)
Equation (ITIC.20) follows directly from the definition that Px” projects out L and changes the eigenvalue of L,
to M. This operation is performed whether one applies Py EPx? or Py’ alone. In Eq. (IIIC.21), P % is a poly-
nomial in L? that projects out L without changing K’. Hence it commutes with L., and (IIIC.21) is simply a
special case of (III1C.20).
The evaluation of PyZLiLiA_|\ueK) is now carried out with the aid of (I1IC.18)-(I111C.21):
Par Ly LA | MeeK ) =3[ (u+ K) (u— K+2) TP s Ly Ly | e, K—2), (ITIC.22)
PuEL Lo |Nue, K—2)= Py L L Py o Aue, K—2)= Py L, Px_y"(L, K—1| Ly| L, K—2) | \ue, K—2)
=Py PyML, K| Ly| L, K—1XL, K—1| L. | L, K—2)|\ue, K—2)
=[(L+E)(L—K+1)(L4+K—1)(L—K+2) 2P 3% | \ue, K—2).  (ITIC.23)
Combining (IIIC.22) and (ITIC.23), we have
PMLL.+,L+A_.I)\,U.€K>
=3[ (LK) (L= K+ 1) (LA K — 1) (L= K+2) (4 K) (u— K+2) 2P 3% \ue, K—2)).  (IT1C.24)
Similarly,
J)MI’L_L_A+ l )\/J,GK)
=3[~ K) (L K+ 1) (L= K= D) (LA K+2) (5= K) (ut K42 1P a* e, K+2). - (ITIC.25)
We note the appearance of Pa%|\ue, K—2) in Eq. (IIIC.22). The projected functions Py”|\ueK) are deﬁned
only for K 2 0. Negative values of K are dealt with by means of the relation given by Elliott:

Pt e, —K)= (= )Py L \ueK). (IIIC.26)
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The relation between the states Patgs(Ly,AL) | ueK) and the states Wyl= Py%|A\ueK) for any combination of
Ly, Ay, is immediately apparent from (ITIC.24) and (ITIC.25). For example,

PMLL+L+L+L+A_A_ l )\.UéK}

— (L, K| Ly| L, K—1XL, K—1| L | L, K—=2)(L, K=2| L; | L, K—3)(L, K—3| L, | L, K—4)
X (e, K—41A_| Mue, K—2)(Mue, K—2|A_ | Nue, K)} P urZ | e, K—4).

We are now in a position to investigate the mixing of different K bands by the operators A,. Applying the pro-
jection operator to (IIIC.15) and considering only terms with Ae=0, 6, we have

SCPML¢5K)\M

= [Ba L (LA 1)+ CO —Ja* (K —Jao (ot K) (u— K+2) o (4= K) (- K+ 2) P10, 10
+3 5[ (LK) (L= K+1) (L K—1) (L= K+2) (- K) (u— K+2) PP x5

+1eME[(L—K)(L+K+1) (L—K—1)(L+ K+ 2) (u—K) (u+K+2) PPy ®, g oo™

(IIIC.27)

We compare (IITC.27) with the matrix elements of an asymmetric rotator’:

(LMK |H.:. | LMK)=%(1/14+41/Ip)[L(L+L)—K2]+K?/21 ¢,

(LM, K+2|Har | IMK)=3(1/14—1/Ip)[ (L= K) (L= E— 1) (L+K+1) (L+K+2) ],

where the eigenstates |LMK) are the standard top
wave functions and

Haw=3{(L)/1a+ (L)P/ T4 (L) 1}

In the limit of large values of u/K and with @&
=g™E&  we can identify corresponding terms in
(I11C.27) and (111C.28):

oM E=3(1/14—~1/1p),
%al“‘K=%(1/IA+ 1/IB>y
(e +a8)=1/21c.

If the term in (IIIC.27) are evaluated for a typical
force such as that considered in Sec. IVA, we find that
@™ and az** are much smaller than a**. The Ae=12
terms also are very small. It thus appears that K is
approximately a good quantum number and asymmetry
effects are small in the sd oscillator level. For the forces
considered, however, the ¢;**X are quite K-dependent
and consequently an exact analogy cannot be drawn
between these constants and the parameters of an
asymmetric rotator.

Finally, the development in Secs. IIIB and IIIC
has led to an expression for the matrix elements of j¢
in the projected (L,M) representation:

> [OwK[L|(Wu)K']

) K’
KPyl e g,

JCPMLq)cK)\":
(IIIC.29)

The coefficients [ (A\u)K | L| (Nu")K’], which, in general,
are not symmetric, incorporate the Mg} #'K MpAw'K
of Sec. ITIC together with matrix elements of L., Ay,
introduced by projection relations such as (ITIC.24)
and (ITIC.25). We note that these coefficients have
been expressed in a form such that only the inhomo-

11, D. Landau and E. M. Lifschitz, Quantum Mechanics Non-

relativistic Theory (Addison-Wesley Publishing Company, Inc.,
Reading, Massachusetts), p. 373 fi.

(ITIC.28)

geneous matrix elements of 3C in the intrinsic (K,eA)
representation remain to be determined.

The coefficients [(\u)K | L| (N'u')K'] are here defined
as the matrix elements of 3C. Since the representation
spanned by the P ’® x** is not orthogonal, the matrix
elements so defined are not, in general, equal to the
expression :

(PML@EK)‘“ISC] PML‘perKr)‘l“I>.
We can, nevertheless, write an eigenvector of 3¢ as
pliM= 3 ANW,K)Pyu®ogr+, (I1IC.30)

Mu K?

where the Pu*®.x** form a complete set. From
(ITIC.29) and (I1IC.30), the amplitude AL(\u/,K")
must satisfy the equation:

NZ’K, AL\ KOLOVE)K'| L] ()K ]
=EAX(\p,K). (I1IC.31)

Hence, the secular equation for the eigenvalues E
assumes the usual form

Det{[ Wu")K'| L| W) K]~ Edanbuwdc} =0.

IV. INHOMOGENEOUS MATRIX ELEMENTS
NEGLECTING SPIN

In this section, we express a generalized Hamil-
tonian for the sd oscillator level without spin as a sum
of ten scalar operators X . We then tabulate the matrix
elements of the X7 in the |13,ls,L) representation as well
as the inhomogeneous matrix elements

ek | f+(Fg) X7 [ MueK)
for each of the eight operators f;, f; defined in Sec. IIL.
A. The Operators X

Let |l,ls,L), be the wave function of two particles
in the sd oscillator shell with angular momenta /; and
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TABLE VI. Matrix elements M, as defined in (IVA.1) of operators X, as defined in (IVA.8).»
Xii(’>
x X X@ X® X® X® X X® X® X0 xXay
1 20 1 1
2 4 112
3 18 12 1 1 144/5 144 —168/5 25
4 24 6 6 1 1 36 36 112
5 2 20
6 14 6 12 1 1 36 288/35 144 96/5 —75/14
7 28 20 12 1 1 400 8/35 144 12/5 50/7
8 16 2 12 —1 1 4 —96/5 144 25/2
9 16 6 6 —1 1 6 36 —112
10 16 12 12 -1 1 144 —72/35 144 —12 —~100/7

» Blank spaces denote vanishing matrix elements.

I, coupled to a total angular momentum L. If /;=1,, the
wave function is symmetric under space exchange for
even values of L and antisymmetric for odd L, If 1;5%1,,
both symmetric and antisymmetric combinations are
possible and these are distinguished by setting the sub-
script x equal to s or a. A two-body scalar symmetric
Hamiltonian in the space of the sd shell without spin
is then defined by its ten matrix elements M ,:

M={s2,03¢]s2,0), Mg ={d%2|3C]d,2),
Ma= (1/5V2)(s%,0]3¢] d%,0),, M, ={a*4l3c|d24),
M={d?0|3¢|d%0), Mg =(d%1]3¢|d2,1),
M=({sd,2|3C]|sd,2),, M, =(sd,2|3C|sd,2),,
My=[1/ (1417 (sd,2150|2),,  Mro=(d,3|5¢|d%,3).
(IVA.1)

Alternatively, we may express an arbitrary two-body
Hamiltonian for the sd shell without spin in terms of ten
linearly independent scalar two-body operators X ;(,
such that -

My=3,8.X,, (IVA.2)

where the X, are matrix elements defined by sub-
stituting the operators X;;(® for 3¢ in (IVA.1). The co-
efficients g, in (IVA.2) depend linearly on the M ,:

8e=2.:8,"M,. (IVA.3)
Comparing (IVA.2) and (IVA.3), we see that
20 S X =br (IVA.4)

It is convenient to construct the X ;(? from the
operators L, and Q,. For this purpose we need the
relations:

2 2 K
@XQ)B=3 QMQV[ q], (IVA.5)
4 YT

2 1 K
(QXL) B=3] QuLy[ q], (IVA.6)
34 oy

So(~ )T, 4 O=T®. A®, (IVAT)

where the symbol in brackets is the vector coupling
coefficient and T A are irreducible tensor opera-

tor of rank K. The ten scalar two-body operators X ;@
are defined as follows:

X ;% =9C;;; nine times the Casimir operator of par-
ticles 7 and j.

X 5@ = (Ly)?= (li+1,)?; the square of the total angular
momentum of particles ¢ and j.

X;;® =]2+12; the sum of the squares of the single-
particle angular momenta.

X;® =p;7; the space exchange operator of particles
17 and 7.

X;® =1; unity.

XM = (Ly)*; the square of X5,

X5® =3(OX0):®-(0XQ);*®]; oneninth of the
scalar product of the rank-4 tensors (QXQ)
for the ith and jth particles.

X 4@ =(2+172)?; the square of X;;®,

Xi=(QXL)®-(QXL) .

X5 =(QX Q)+ QX Q).

(The number 4 is reserved for the one-body spin-orbit

operator discussed in Sec. V.)

By means of standard Racah techniques, all matrix
elements X ,{ involving the operators L, and Q, can
be expressed in terms of the reduced single-particle
matrix elements (||Z]|?), ¢{|Q]|). For a harmonic os-
cillator, the reduced matrix elements are:
@|Qlld)y=—(70)*2, (|| L||d)= (30)*,
(@lolls) = (l1lld) = —2(102,  (s|IL]s) =o0.

(IVA.8)

(IVA.9)

With the aid of (IVA.9) and the standard Racah for-
mulas, we evaluate the matrix elements X, to obtain
the array given in Table VI. The S,” are obtained by
inverting this and they are given in Table VII.

As an example of the expansion of a Hamiltonian in
the operators X;(*, we consider the Yukawa potential
with a Serber exchange:

—rla

V=Ve—~{1+P3). (IVA.10)

r/a
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TasLe VII. S, as defined in (IVA.3). The superscript labels the columns and the subscript labels the rows.

pS’ S S? S8 g8 S7 S8 A S su
—1 1
! N 7
-5 -977 341 34 13 1 —157 1 1
% wme s 5 o 1 w0 2 72
—34 149 1 i —43 —1
¥ 5 2100 0 prs 00 120
47 69 1 -1 -1 -1 —31 -1
* 20 220 2 Ky 168 ) 2520 r
7 241 317 -140 —19 95 —1
S w6 5% o w6 1008 P
33 —178 —1 1 31 1
¢ 580 10 02 5 an 2
—09 369 3 1 —51 3
! 1225 900 0 o 9s0 560
-3 234 3 —1 -3
s 5 2100 210 ) 700
—47 71 —1 1 1 —13 1
, -4 n -t * ! -1 !
420 420 168 32 840 48
23 — 589 —1 —1 83 -1
10 105 2100 105 160 20 1.

Following Elliott and Flowers, we chose Vo=—45
MeV, a=1.37X10"% cm, and the harmonic oscillator
length parameter 5=1.64X10"2 cm for the sd shell.
The matrix elements M, defined by (IVA.1) can then
be calculated and the coefficients g, determined with
the aid of the results in Table VII. We find the results
given in Table VIII. The coefficient g; is sufficiently

TaBLE VIII. Matrix elements M, as defined in (IVA.1), g,, as
defined in (IVA.2) and X (), as defined in (IVA.8) for the poten-
tial given by (IVA.9).

M, (MeV) g0 (MeV) Xi@
M, =—424035 g1 =—0.21121 9C;;
My =—074420 g =0.17730 (1)
Ms = —709785 83 =0.18560 (liz+l,'2)
My = —3.59415 g5 = — 1.05288 Pii®
Ms = —0.40455 gs =1.03674 1
M =—3.18780 g =—0.0016949 (L)
My =—372330 g5 =—0083167 (OX Q- (OXD)4/9
Mg =0 gy =—0.0200182 U212
My =0 ¢10==0.0071742 (OX L) (OX L)
Mio=0 £11=0.000899 (OXQ):* (X Q)

large that eigenstates of the Casimir operator comprise
a good zero-order scheme, That this is true for various
potentials used in intermediate shell-model calculations
can easily be verified and will be demonstrated in a
subsequent paper reporting numerical results for the sd
shell. In general, the usefulness of the Elliott scheme for
the sd shell is a consequence of the fact that eigen-
states of JC are approximate eigenstates of C.

We must now analyze the structure of the operators

N

PIDIP. Y

=1 i<j

for a system of N particles in the sd shell. Considering
first X®, from the definition (IIB.9) of the Casimir
operator, we have

Xu'(l) = 9C,’j

=3[3L+4)*+ (Qc40:)- (Q+05].  (IVA.11)


IVA.11

METHODS IN NUCLEAR STRUCTURE CALCULATIONS

N
=4 2 B3l b6l 1431 1404 Qi+ 20i- Q5405+ Q5]
1<J

— ) N
%g [62:- 2420 QJ]+——~—Z (3li 140 Q2)
N (N—=2) ~

=1 Z (3i-4+Qi Q])-l————Z (3l 1+ Qu- Q).
(IVA.12)

But nine times the Casimir operator of IV particles is

N 3L-L4+Q-0Q

=% (3lz"lj+Qi‘Qj)=_——4 — (IVA.13)

where

L=k 0=X0:

Combining (IVA.12) and (IVA.13), we have

N ( N
> XyW=9C+ 2 (Bl 1+ Qi Qa).

i<y =l

(IVA.14)

The wave function of a single particle in the sd shell
belongs to the irreducible representation (A,u)=(2,0).
Hence, the single-particle Casimir operator,

1
Ci=—Qli-1:40Qi- 1),
2! Qi Q)

can be equated to its eigenvalue of 10/9, in accordance
with Eq. (IIB.11). So

N

3 X;W=9C4+10N(N—2).  (IVA.15)

i<j
Next,
> Xu®=Y (A4L)2=L-L+(V-2) Zl (IVA.16)
1<J i<j
X Xy®=3% (2+1H)={N-1) z 12, (IVA.17)
1< i<y

NWV-1

X ij(6)=—£—*‘-)', (IVA.18)
i<j 2
2 Xu®=3% (It (IVA.19)
i<j i<j

The operator (IVA.19) can be manipulated into a fac-
tored form which is much more convenient for computa-
tion. Define [,* as the uth spherical component of the
orbital angular momentum operator for the ith par-
ticle. Then

(1) = z:z i (=), (IVA.20)
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The various tensor products (IX?) of rank K are given
by

o 11 K
(Z@xlﬁ)omsz[ }z;‘z;‘. (IVA.21)
opip o g

It follows from (IVA.21) and the unitary property of
the vector coupling coefficients that

N

_ 11 A
l,ﬁl,i=2[ ](llxﬁ)mx (IVA.22)
w vy  utv

Substituting (IVA.22) into (IVA.20) and noting that

(IXDd=—B/N3; (IXDr=—1,/V2, (IVA.23)
we obtain the factored form:
(1) =31217—3 (b )
AL (X)) ®T4-6,504;.  (IVA.24)

Returning to

(il =124 1444 1)
+40: 1) QPN+ 227,

we note that the operator /# is equivalent to 62 for
the sd shell since only s and ¢ orbitals are present.
Similarly, the expression (J;-7;}(!*-+17) is equivalent to
12(%;-1;). So, in the sd shell,

ALY = 6(24+12) 40 1)
+48(1;- 1)+ 2272

(e 1) =502 —12—17]). (IVA.27)
Substituting (IVA.27) into (IVA.26) we obtain
(CA-1)t= — 18012+ 1)+ 24 (L+-1;)?

i%j (IVA.25)

(IVA.26)
Write

+4;- )2 -2042. (IVA.28)
For the sd shell, we have
S IApA=0 12 —6 2 12 (IVA.29)
i<i i 7

Summing (IVA.28) over i<j and using (IVA.24),
(IVA.29), and (IVA.16), we obtain

N
= @ty
i<y
= Xij®=23L-L+ (6N —46) T 12+ (5/3) (1)

i<J

+2 X [EFXH®- (7X@, (IVA.30)

We now have a factored form for 3" ;<; X ;™ consisting
of sums and products of symmetric one-body operators.
The new operator which appears is 3_;(0*X7%),®.

The operators X®, X1 and X are already fac-
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tored. For X®, we note that

N N
2 Xi®=2 (W27

i<j i<y

N N
= I2+6(N—2)3 12 (IVA31)

BANERJEE AND C. A.

LEVINSON

The total Hamiltonian for NV particles in the sd shell,

N
=223 g.Xi?,

i<j o

can now be written as

50=9giC+ (g2-+23¢) L- L+ (ga+6g) (N —2)+gs(N— 1) T 124go (X 12+ g, Xo'—23L-L]

)

+§9—8 2 [EXQ)®@-(@X Q)]+ g10 Z:, LOXL)® - (OX L) Hgu X [(OXQ):? - (OX Q)]

<5

B. Inhomogeneous Forms

In Sec. III, we expressed the matrix elements of 3C
in terms of homogeneous matrix elements which could
be calculated immediately, and inhomogeneous matrix
elements which explicitly involve the Hamiltonian.
These inhomogeneous forms can now be dealt with by
means of the expansion (IVA.32). Consider first the
operator ..~ [2. The matrix of [? in the ¢; repre-
sentation is:

b0 1 P11 P2 b P2
b [ 4 0 0 0 23 0
6610 6 0 0 0 0
¢d_1| O 0 6 0 0 0
] 0 0 0 6 o of dVBD
de|2v2 0 0 0 2 0
62l 0 0 0 0 O 6

Hence, in terms of the operators X, X, we have

l,'?‘ = 2[2%0(1‘) +37L1(i)+ 31’;_1(7;)—}—110/ (i)+3n2(i)+3n_2(i>
FVIX DXy O4VIX HOX DT, (IVB.2)

where #,9=X,1®X,®, Referring to the diagram in
Fig. 3 of the ¢x states, we see that Xot9Xe ¥ increases
¢ by six units whereas Xq X decreases e by six
units. By definition, the operators #, leave e un-
changed. The nonvanishing inhomogeneous matrix ele-
ments involving > ;72 for the case (\'p')=(\p) are,
therefore,

2[()\}.LGK I 2n0+ 3n1+ 3%..1‘*‘”0/

+3na+3n_s|Muek)], (IVB.3)
2V2[ueK | FsF1 Ti Xo tOXoD | AueK )],
WI[\ueK | FoF1F1 35 Xo 10X [ MueK )],  (IVB.4)

2VI[AueK | F_oFsFs 3 Xor DX | AueK) .
Again, we have denoted the N-particle state

(LS IMMEK nix)

<7

N(N-1)
+g5 2 1;,-,-><+|:10g11v oy ”‘2)+gs—;——:ll. (IVA.32)

i<y

simply as |AueK), and we define the many-particle
operator #,==2 ; 749,

We now restrict the analysis to states in which
@32, $_s, P, are not occupied; that is,

Xo® ApeK)=0; a==2,0. (IVB.5)

Equation (IVB.5) holds for most of the bands of in-
terest in the first half of the sd shell. If other bands
must be considered, they are generated from the bands
with Qi2, Qo unoccupied by applying suitable creation
and annihilation operators. Then

N=Z 1o =notm+n_, (IVB.6)
Qo=2 Qo =dno+ni+n_, (IVB.7)
Ly=2 Lo =m—n_s. (IVB.8)

Equations (IVB.7) and (IVB.8) follow from (TITA.4)
with ne=ns=n._,=0, Hence,

ne=3(Qo—N), (IVB.9)
m=%(EN—300+Lo), (IVB.10)
na=3EN—30—L).  (IVB.11)

Since |AueK) is an eigenvector of Lo, Qo, and N, with
eigenvalues K, 2\4-p, and N, it is also an eigenvector
of the operators no, #;, #_:. We shall designate the eigen-
values of the operators n, also as #,. The matrix ele-
ments (IVB.3) can then be evaluated immediately:

2LueK | i 03| NueK)]=4not+-6(nitn_y). (IVB.12)

The matrix elements (IVB.4) are evaluated with the
aid of (ITTA.4) and the commutation rules (IITA.2).
For example,

WIQueK | FsF1 3 Xo 1OXo@ | ApeK)
=2W2Q\ueK | Fs[F1, 3 i Xo TOXyP ]| AueK)
4 2VZQueK | F5 3 Xo TOX D F [ AueK).  (IVB.13)
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The second term on the right vanishes since F; anni-
hilates |AupeK). Substituting for F, the first of Egs.
(IITA.4), we evaluate the commutator

[Fy, 24 Xo 1% W]

= — 2 (—V2Xg T OX; DX HOX @), (IVB.14)

Since Fj also annihilates |AueK), we use the same
technique to obtain

Fs(3oi—V2Xo TOX, O X 10X [ ApeK)
= — V(X XotOX,) — X_ 1OX_;®
— X FOX; DX 1OX g D) | ApeK )
= —V2(no—n_1—n1) | AueK ). (IVB.15)

Combining (IVB.15), (IVB.14), and (IVB.13), we have

QueK | FeF1 > 12| ZueK)
= 12\/7)\“61{‘ FaFl Z,‘ XQIT(i)XQ(D I)\MCK}

=4(n0—n1—n_1). (IVB16)

As an example of the treatment of a two-body operator,

IN NUCLEAR STRUCTURE CALCULATIONS

consider

T @X0- (@X0
=1[Z (@XQWIE @X0®]

—3 2 (@XQ):®-(@XQ).®. (IVB.17)

The one-body operator (QXQ);* can be expanded in
terms of the generators Q,:

2 2 4
(Q><Q>u:<4>=z[ }Q,:Q,i. (IVB.18)

plp o u
For u=0, we have
(OXQ)0:®
— (18/35)1/2Q0iQ0i+ [6/ (70)1/2] (F4iF_4i+ F__4iF4“>
3)(81/2
@5y

[(Fi'—F_)(F_'—Fy")

+ (Foii—Fs) (Fii—F_s)], (IVB.19)

Tasie IX. Inhomogeneous forms involving the operators in (IVA.35) for the case (\'u') = ().

2 (IXQ):®- (IXQ);®
>1

Z,(@X Q- (X,

2 (@XQ1- (X Q)

24 1 576 144
-\%—K2~8(n1+%_1) -2—8(44%o+5n1+5n-1) (44no+5m+5n_1-44) *3‘5_(52—"0) +—7"D1 (M+2) _K2:]
H)
1407 75 3456
———(m+n) +—[u+2)— K] - (mtn-)
28 28 35
32 72 3 1728 36
?DL(P«"‘Z)—KZ]——S'I@ —3-6(44%04‘5"14‘5”_1—*‘165) (44no+-5n1+-5n_1—44) — 5 (52—”0)—“7#!(#'}‘2)
(FisH)
32 8 2139 645 1878 180 2232
+—(8—no) ——(m+n-1) - (ntna)+—pp+2)+——K?2 + K2 (101
5 5 28 56 56 7 35
(FowsH) 4 3 288
—(¢+12K—8) — (452001857, +185p_, — 12204+-25K) (1284 5K+8)
(F_) 5 14 35
(FauH) 4 3 288
—-((§—12K-38) —— (45210 185n,+185#_1— 1220— 25K) ——(12~5K+38)
(Fay) 5 14 35
576 936 576
(FussH) —~32(&—not+ulut+2]-2K2) ‘7—(22—710)+72M(.u+2)——7—K2 ”3‘;[9(52—ﬂ0)+7ﬂ(u+2)—12K2]
{(FusinH) 432 1728
—96(¢+1-K) —(4¢4+3-3K) ——(9¢+5—5K)
(Fa_s) 7 35
(F_s1555H ) 432 1728
— ~96(¢+1+K) ~——(4£+34-3K) ——(9¢+5+4-5K)
(F_id) 7 35
(FaanuH) 0 864 13 824
(Fsggs) 7 35
(F_4_gns5sH ) o 864 13,824
(F_s_saa) 7 35
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TABLE IX (continued)

S L;4—23L-L
>1

212 (2 122

56m2+ 14810 (1 +n-1) — 14810+99 (11 +1.1)%

{H) dno+6 (m+n_r) (6N —2n0)*4-8no
—259(m~+n_1)+9[p(u+2)— K*]
233
807102~~2‘(n1+n—1)2+ 12n0(mt+n_1)+169 (m1+n_1)
(lef) 57 4{ 45[8%0“}- 12 (n1+n_1) —~ 2]
~—u(u+2)+41K2—172n,
2
(F_455H)
o 2[52n0+127 (1 +n_1) —9K —2087] 8 8[8mo+12(my+n_1)—2]
—44
(FauH)
o 2052n0+127 (ny4-n_1) +9K —208] 8 8[8no+-12(m1+n-1)—2]
44,
(FrssH ) 192(82—np)+128u(u+2) —192K? 0 32[282—2no+u(u+2) — K*]
(FunH)
192(3¢—K+4-1) 0 192¢
(Fag)
(F_aqsssH )
——ee 192(3¢+K+1) 0 192¢
(F_es)
(Fig1uHYy
————— 768 0 384
(Faga—g)
(F_a_sssssH)
————— 768 0 384
(F_g-gaa)
N=not+nm+n_ E=no—~m—~n_1

where the Q,’s are expressed in terms of the Fg accord-

ing to (IIB.1). A product of two one-body operators

which operate on the same particle can be reduced by

writing out the expression in terms of the x’s. For

example,

FF_y | AueK)

= (Xl]‘(i)x__l(i)_}_\/jxo,T(i)x_2(i)+\/sz’r(i)xo, )
X (x_lT(i)xl(i)+v2x_2f(i>xo, (4

+V2X HDOX, D) | ApeK).  (IVB.20)

With the aid of (IVB.5), the right side of (IVB.20)

reduces to

(X TDX_ DX _ HOX O DX TOX_, DX _ 1), ()

FV2ZX M DX OX_HOX, D) [AueK ). (TVB.21)
01 —1 2 o —2) 01 =1 2
0 0
1 1 1
—1 X—1 1
2 V2 2
o’ ) o’ V2
—2 —2

where the last equality again follows from (IVB.5).

Now, X% | AueK)=0 because particle ¢ cannot be
in two states at the same time. Commuting the second
operator in each term of (IVB.21) to the right, we then
obtain:

FiF_¢|hueK)
= { X 1O XD, X, KO X
HVIX O XD X_ 10 Ty
V2 D[ X D X_ 1O P DY | NueK )

=X T DX D | ApeK)=n,D [AueK). (IVB.22)

Equivalently, one could simply multiply the matrices
for F4' and F_

~

o —2) (0 1 —1 2 ¢ —2

1 1

= (%H‘ 2”2+2ﬂ0') =M1,


F-.4-.u4
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The techniques illustrated above can be used to
evaluate all inhomogeneous forms involving the opera-
tors in (IVA.35) for the case (W ,u)=(\u), #a=n_q
=ny=0. These forms are given in Table IX. Terms
with (Mu')5% (A\p) or with €7 emax must be handled by
means of special techniques which are developed in a
later paper as various cases arise.

V. SPIN

In the preceding section, we have been dealing with
states with given space symmetry [ f]. There exist in
general several such states, corresponding to the dif-
ferent members of the irreducible representation labeled
by [f1. If we take certain linear combinations of these
functions multiplied by appropriate spin functions, we
can form totally antisymmetric wave functions. The
new wave functions are characterized by the above
quantum numbers and in addition by S, the spin quan-
tum number, and by ¢, the z component of .S. We now
consider the totally antisymmetric functions:

S(Lf I KeA: So),

and the new representation
Wyl B8 = ParT®(Lf I K emax : So),

where P/ now projects out the part of & with total
angular momentum J and changes the eigenvalue of
J.to M.

A. The (JLS,M) Representation

In analogy with the notation of Secs. ITI and IV, we
designate the state ®([fI1(A\w)Kemax:So) as |AueKoa).
We first show that a complete set can be formed if one
takes all states Py’ |AueKo) with K+¢2>0.

Consider a product of an orbital function ¥x* with
fixed L and K, and spin function XS with fixed S and ¢.
We wish to evaluate

PIYxEX,5. (VA.1)

Clearly, we can construct eigenstates of J:

L S
v, 8= 3 [
Ko’ K/ o_l

L S 7J
VK S= T [ ]\ww. (VAS)
wilLK o u

J

:Ix//K/LX,/S. (VA.2)
u
Then

Applying the projection operators P7 and Px’ to
(VA.3) yields

L S J
PJlPKLXa‘S=|: :l\I/K-FﬂJLS’
K ¢ Ko
(VA.4)
L S J

PMJ¢KLXUS= I:

:'\I,MJLS’
K+o

K o
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or, equivalently,

L S J L S J
A
K ¢ K+4oldxolK' o M

XPK’LPU'S‘ILK’LXV’S) (VAS)

where we have substituted (VA.2) into (VA.4). In
fact, if a sum is carried out over L,.S as well as over
K’,¢’, we have an operator which projects J out of
any linear combination

% ars¥ X5, (VA.6)

But any arbitrary function of space and spin with
K, s, good quantum numbers can be written in the
form (VA.6). Hence, we conclude that

L S J
Pl \\ue, — K, —o)= 3 |: ]
mpmsl. —K —o¢ —K—o

L S J
XPMLLPMSS[ :I
M, Mg M
X | Aue, =K, —a). (VA.T)

Considering the right side of (VA.7), we note that
PMsslNl'Ey _K; _U>=PM.SS])‘:“'E; —'K’ 6>, (VA-g)

since S is a good quantum number for the state
|\ue, —K, —o). With the aid of Elliott’s relation
(IIIC.26), we then have

PupBP S| \ue, — K, —0)

N = (—=1)AMeP oy Py S| MueKa).  (VAL9)
ow
I: L S J :]
—K —0 —K-—o
L J
=(—-)‘L"S+"|:K + ] (VA.10)
o a

Substuting (VA.9) and (VA.10) on the right side of
(VA.7T), we see that

PMJl)\V'E) —K, —‘T>

L S J
:(_1)J—S+)\+# Z [ }
MiMst K o K40

L J7.
XPMLLPMSS[ i‘])\ﬂéKO’)
M, Ms M
= (= 1) +0P I | NueKo). (VA.11)

It is, thus, clear that no new states are formed by chang-
ing the sign of K4o¢. From (VA.11), we have the
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TasLE X. Allowed values of K and J for given S=1, (Au) = (8,4).

L 0 2 4 6 8
K=0
J 1 1,2,3 3,45 567 7,89
L 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
K=2
J 1,2,3  2,3,4 3,45 456 567 67,8 7,8,9 8,9, 10 9,10, 11
L 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12
K=4
7 3,45 456 567 678 7,89 809,10 910,11 10, 11, 12 11,12, 13
relation: number of states. That these states are linearly inde-
endent can be shown using methods similar to those
Par? 0,00 = (— 1)7=5™uP 7 | \ue0,0).  (VA12) P ¢ g § similar to t

Hence, | Aue,0,0) contains only even or only odd angular
momenta, depending on whether (—1)»#=5 is even
or odd.

In our new representation, then, K4+o<7 is the
“band” quantum number corresponding to the pro-
jection of J on the body-fixed axis. The quantum
number, 7, assumes all values consistent with K+o¢20
where

+K=min(\u), min(\,x)—2, ---,0or 1,
+o=5,5—1,.---,00r 1/2

As an example of the (JLS,M) representation, consider
a triplet band with (A\u)=(8,4), S=1. The possible
values of J=L+48 for each of the allowed K’s are
listed in Table X. From Table X, we see that there
are 67 states with J ranging from 1 to 13. The states
are grouped into bands characterized by the quantum
number 7, as shown in Table XI. The number of
states of given J is shown in the last line of Table X.
If we assume J=r,7+1, -, 7-F-max(\u), with the re-
striction that J must be odd or even if (—1) 8
equals — or + for K=¢=0, we arrive at the correct

Py 12| NueK o)

employed by Elliott to demonstrate the linear inde-
pendence of the states Py L@ f 1)K emax).

Tarie XI. States listed in Table X regrouped into
bands labeled by X, o, and 7.

K o T J

0 001 3 5 7

0 111234561789

2 -1 11234567389

2 0 2 23456789 10

2 13 34567 89 101

4 —-1 3 3456789 10 11

4 0 4 456 7 8 9 10 11 12

4 15 S 67 8 9 10 11 12 13
Total 336687877 5 4 2 1

The projection relations for the functions |AueK,o)
are constructed in the same manuer as those for the
spin-independent case, We shall need the matrix ele-
ments of Sy
QueK, 041|151 | \ueK, o)

=ueK, o|S_| \ueK, o+1)
=[(S+o+1)(S—o)]".

Then, for 12, we have

(VA.13)

=Py (12— 23 S+ 8%) | ueK o) =[J (T+1)+S(S+1)1Par" | MaeK ,0)— 2P ar [ ToSo+T oS-/ 24+ T -S4/ 2]| MueK o)

=[J(J+1)+SS+1)—2(K+0)o 1Py’ | MueK o)

—[(SH+0) (S—o+1) (J—K— o+ 1) (J+K+0) }2P sy | ApeK, o—1)

—[(S—0) (S+o+1)(J+E+o+1)(J—K—0) 2P s | MueK, a+1).

Similarly,

(VA.14)

PMJL+L+A__] )\/J,EK,O’>= PMJ (J+“’S+) (]+—'S+>A_‘)\,U,6K,O'>

=i (u+K) (u—K+2) [ (J—K—~06+2) (J+K+o—

1) (J—K—o+1)(J+K+0) 2Py | Aue, K—2, o)

—2[(S—0) (SHo+ 1) (T—K—041) (J+K+06) 12P27 | Aue, K—2, s+1)

FL(S—a)(S+Ho+1)(S—o—1)(S+o+2) 2Py | Aue, K—2, 0-+2)},

(VA.15)

Pyl L L A\ NueK,0)= Py’ (J_—S_)(J_—S_)A; | MueK o)
=3 (u—K)(u+K+2){[(J+K+6+2)(J—K—o—1)(J+K+o+1)(J—K—0) 2P y" | \ue, K+2, o)
—2L(S+0)(S—o+1)(J+E+a+1) (J—K—o) 1Py | \ue, K+2, 0—1)

H(SH0) (S—o+1) (SHo—1) (S—0) 2P s’ | Mue, K+2, 0—2)}.

(VA.16)

The projection relations for the spin-dependent case are given in Table XTII. Again the time-reversal symmetry
is apparent. We note that S — — S and |Aue,Ka) — ¢ Aue, — K—o) under time reversal, where § is a real phase

depending on S.
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Tasie XII. Projection relations including spin.

PulIA| K o)
={[JT+D+SS+1)—2(K+0)o P+2(K+0)o-+2[J (J+1)— (K+0)2J[S(S+1)—* ]} Pu’/ | K o)
F2L(K+0) (e~1)+o(K+o—~1)+1~T(J+1) =SS+ 1L (S+0) (S—o+1) (J+K+0) (J—K—c+1) 2Py | K, 6 —1)
+2[(K+0) (o+1)+o(K+o+1)+1—T (J+1)=S(S+1) (S —0) (S+o+1) (J~K—0) (J+K+o+1) ]3Py’ | K, 0+1)
FLI+K40)(J—KE—o+1)(J+K+0~1)(J—K—=0+2)(S+0—1) (S—0+42) (S+0) (S—o+1)J2Py? | K, 0—2)
FLJ—K—0)(J+K+o+1)(J—K—o—1) (J+K+042) (S—o—1) (S+o+2)(S—0) (S+o+1) 2Py’ | K, 6+2)
Py 2L, L A_|Ko)=5[(u+K) (u—K+2) 2Py’ 12L, L. | K2, o)
PuII2L L, |K—2, o)
= —[(S+0)(S—a+1) T2 (J+K+0) (J—K—a4+1) J+E+o—~1) (J=K~0+2) (J+K+0—2) (J— K—a+3) 2Py | K—2, c—1)
—L[(S+o+3)(S—o—2) (St+o+2) (S—o—1) (S+o+1) (S—0) J+K+o+1) (J~K — o) 12Ps” | K—2, o-+3)
+LTT+1)+3S(S+1)~20(6+1) — 20(K+o—2) IL(T+K+0) T~ K—o+1) (J+E+0—1) (J~ K—o+2) }2Psy? | K—2, o)
+L(S+o+1)(S—0) (J+K+0) (J—K—o+1) L —3T (J4+1) =38 (S+1)+ (K+0) So+K+1)+o(0—1) 1Py | K—2, o+1)
+L(SHo+2) (S—o— 1) (SHo+1) (S—a) L3I (J+1)+S(S+1)—2(K+0) Qo+ K+1) 1P | K—2, 6+2)
PydI2L_ L Ay|Ko)=34[(u—K) (p+K+2) 2Py 1I2L_L_|K+2, o)
PuwlLAL_L_|K+2,0)
=—=[S~=a)(SH+o+1)(J—K—0)(J+K+o+1)(J—K—6—1)(J+K+0+2)(J—K—0—2)(J+K+0o+3]"2Py’ | K+2,0+1)
—[(S—043)(SH+e—2) (S—o42)(S+o—1)(S~o+1) (S+0) (J—K—0+1) (J+K+0) ]2Py? | K+2, 0—3)
+LU T4+ +3SS+1) =20 (60— 1)—20 (K +o+2) LT = K—0) (T +K+0-+1) (J = K~+1) (J+K+0+2) 2P | K+2, o)
FLES—a+1)(S+0) (J—K—0)(J+K+o+1) P33T (J+1) =35 (54+1)+ (K+0) (So+K—1)+0(c+1)]Py’ | K42, 0—1)
+[(S=a+2) (SH+o—1)(S—o+1) (S+0) LT T+1) +ST+1)—2(K+0) Ro+ K — 1) 1P’ | K+2, o—2)
Pu?LAA A Ko)=3[(u+K—2) (u— K+4) (u+-K) (u— K+2) 2Py Lt | K~4, o)
PyIL 4 K—4, o)
=[(J+E+0)(J—K—o+1) J+K+o—1)(J—K—6+2) (J+K+0—2)(J—K—c+3) J+K+o—3) (J~ K —c+4) [P’ | K —4,0)
—4L(S+o+1)(S—a)(J+K+0)(J—K—e+1)(J+K+o—1)(J—K—0+2) (J+K+0—2) (J—K—0+43) 2Py’ | K—4, c+1)
+6L(S+o+2)(S—o—1) (S+041) (S—0) J+K+0) (J—K—o+1) (J+K+o—1)(J—K~c+42)JV2P3/ | K—4, 042)
—4L(S+0+3)(S—0—2) (S+04+2) (S—o—1) (S+o+1) (S~0) J+K~+0) (J —K—o+1) ] 2Py7 | K —4, 0+ 3)
+L(S+e+4) (S—0—3) (S+6+3) (S—6—2) (S+0+2) (S—o—1) (S+o+1) (S—0) 2Py | K—4, 0 +4)
Pa? LANA | K,0) =30 (u— K —2) (ut-K+4) (u—K) (u+-K+2) 12Ps L 4| K+4, o)
PylL A K+4, o)
=[(U—K—0)(J+K+o+1)(J~K—o—D)(J+K+o+2) ([ —K—0—2) J+K+043) (J — K—0—3) J+K+0+4) 2Py’ | K+4,0)
ZAL(S—o+1) (S+0) J—K—0) J+K+o+1) (J—K—0—1) (J+K+o+2) (J— K —o—2) (J+K-+o+3) 2P 7 | K+4, o—1)
+6[(S—~o+2) (SH+o—1)(S—0+1)(S+06)(J—K—~0) J+K+o+1)(J~K~0—1) J+K+o+2) 2Py’ | K+4, 0—2)
—A[(S—o+3) (S+o—2) (S—a+2) (S+o—~1) (S—o-+1) (S+0) T — K—0) (J+K+o+1) 2P y7 | K +4, o —3)
FLES—o+4) (S+o—3)(S—0+3)(S+0—2)(S—o+2) (S+o— 1) (S~0+1) (S+0) 2Py’ | K+4, 0 —4)

B. Matrix Elements of the Spin-Orbit Potential =~ We proceed as in Sec. III and consider first

The spin-orbit operator can be written as 3 B SBF IO K emax t So)
U 75\ S SO\ VL =[a(K,0)+b(K,0)F_sS.+C(K,0)F_1S_
Ii. Si= + ~+16%So*
+d(K,0)F_sFsS_~+e(K,0)F_1F_4S]
X fIO)K emax: So)+x, (VB.2)

1
= —EE(F - Fs) S (F_si+F11)S,.7] where
+1,iSe%.  (VB.1) F.=3:F,, S=Y.5 (VB.3)

TasLe XIII. Homogeneous matrix elements for treating the spin-orbit force.

F_sS, F,S_ F_sFsS_ F_ F_S,
S HE+e) 0 0 1t —KE&E-2)]
- XSS+ 1) —o(oc+1)] X[SES+1)—clo+1)]
S.p 0 H=K+9 ' @t -KE+2)] 0
+ X[S(S+1)—o(e—1)] X[S(S+H1)—a(e—1)]
(K+et2)
e (w+2)—K(K+2)] _

. 0 XLSE+)—al-]  JEeUDm A EED] ’

N (—K+e+2)
S_F.F, Hplut2)—K(K~2)] 0 0 Xi[u(p+2)—K(K—2)]

XSS+ =ele+D] XIS+ ~a(o+1)]
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The symbol x denotes a sum over states
BTN L) K emax: S'0),

with [f/J#[f], (\u))s (), or S’5£S. We note that
3" 16-S¢ operating on ®([f J(A\w) K emax: So’) changes ¢
by 0 or 3 units and leaves 7=K-o unchanged. The
most general operator meeting these two conditions and
leaving [f], (M), and S unchanged is the sum in
brackets on the right of (VB.2).

The coefficients a(K,0), b(K,0),- - -, e(K,0) are evalu-
ated in the same manner as the corresponding coeffi-

M. K. BANERJEE AND C. A.

LEVINSON

cients for the spin-independent case. For the homo-
geneous forms, the relations

S.Sp=82—52—.S,,

S4S_= S2— 52+ S, (VB-4)
eliminate the S operator from the problem. The homo-
geneous matrix elements are given in Table XTII.

Finally, we arrive at two sets of simultaneous equa-~
tions, one for b(K,0) and ¢(K,0), the other for ¢(K,0)
and d(K,0):

b(K,a)(K:_E

LS(S+1)—a(e+D)],

[u(#+2)—4K(K—2)]]

()\ueKa']S_Fsz ESHAuKo) = )-I—B(K,O')

(VB.5)
[SES+D)—a(e+1)];

(—K-;-e+2) }[M(H—?-)—K(K—Z):l

(A\ueKo|S_F4F, Z I*- Si|\ueKo)= { b(K,0)+e(K,0)

—K+e€

()\ueKolS+F1Z I-Si[AueKo)= [S(S+1)—a(c—1)],

(VB.6)
]}[s<s+1)~a(a_1)1

I:M(F-+2)_4K(K+2)]}

C(K,a)( )-{—d(K,o)

C(K,0)+d(K,0) (K+25+2)F(n+z) —4K(K+2)

(\ueKa| S F_sFs Z I S| \ueKo)=

In fact, only one set of equations must be solved since

a(K,0)=a(~K, —a); b(—K, —0)=c(K,0); d(—K, —o)=e(K,0). (VB.7)

To see this, apply the time-reversal transformation to Eq. (VB.2) and note that the a(K,s), - - -, ¢(K,0) are real.
Relations (VB.7) are also evident from inspection of equations (VB.5) and (VB.6) when it is recognized that

MueKo|S_Fs 3. V- St ueKa)= e, — K, —a| S, F1 2. ¥-Sé[hue, — K, —0a),
(VB.8)
MueKo|S_FF1 3 ISt ueKa)=Qpe, —K, —0 | S F-1F5 3 ; I S| ue, — K, —o).
That is, the matrix elements of the time-reversed operators in the time-reversed representation are equal to the

complex conjugates of the original matrix elements.
The equivalence relations for the operators in (VB.2) are quite simple:

1
F S |\ MueKo)y=———(J_—S_)S; | AueKa),
F_.S_p\ K >——'—-1 (] —S. )S_l K )
ueKo)= ApeKo),
" V2 A
(VB.9)

1
F_sF,S_|\ueKo)= —6(]——S~)S—A+ \ueKo),

1
F1F_sS; | \ueKo)= —6(J+—S+)S+AA] MueKo).
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From (VB.9) it follows that
Pu'F_sS | \ueKo)

1063

1
= ——\—/_5{[(5“{“0-{—1)(5—0') (J+K+o+1)(J—K—0) 2Py | NueK, o+1)— (82— 02— ) Py’ | NueK o)},

P F_1S_|\ueKo)

1
= _\_/—Z{E(S_U+ D(SH+o)J—K—a+1)(J+K+0) 2Py’ | AueK, 06— 1)— (S —02+0) Par” | AueKa)},

1
Py F_sFS_|\ueKo)y= ——[ (u+K+2) (u—K)J"
2V2

XA{L(S+0)(S—o+1)(J+K+o+1)(J—K—06) 2Py’ | \ue, K+2,0—1)
—[(S+o—1)(S—0+2)(S+0)(S—o-+1) 2Py | Aue, K42, 0—2)},

1
Py F_1F_4Si | ZueKoy= ——[ (u— K+2) (u+K) "
2V2

X{[(S—a)(SHo+1)J—K—o+1)J+K+0) 2Py | Aue, K—2, c+1)
—[(S—e—1)(S+c+2)(S—0)(S+o+1) 2P s 7 | Aue, K—2, 0+2)}.

Using the expression (VB.1) for X_;I:-S¢ the in-
homogeneous matrix elements on the left of (VB.5)
and (VB.6) are easily evaluated by the methods dis-
cussed in Sec. IV. Again, for matrix elements between
states of different (\u) symmetry, special operators
must be developed which generate excited configura-
tions from the ground state. Examples are given in the
next paper.

C. Spin-Dependent Two-Body Force

The remaining type of operator of interest has the
form (o1-02)V (r12), where V (r15) may contain a space-
exchange component. In order to handle such opera-
tors, we need to consider tensors which combine space
and spin; for example:

(SXQ)(ID, <sx.r,)(l;).

A total of 20 matrix elements is required to define the
spin-dependent two-body Hamiltonian for the sd shell.

We might think of these as comprising 10 singlet and
10 triplet terms. The detailed tables for the spin-
dependent matrix elements are given elsewhere.
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