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Abstract

Neutrinoless double-beta decay nuclear transition mateiments are generated by an effective two-body
transition operator and it consists of Gamow-Teller likel &®rmi like (also tensor) operators. Spectral
distribution method for the corresponding transition rsfiths (squares of the transition matrix elements)
involves convolution of the transition strength densitpgeted by the non-interacting particle part of the
Hamiltonian with a spreading function generated by the bedy part of the Hamiltonian. Extending
the binary correlation theory for spinless embedddabdy ensembles to ensembles with proton-neutron
degrees of freedom, we establish that the spreading funistia bivariate Gaussian for transition operators
O(ko) that changé:po number of neutrons té» number of protons. Towards this end, we have derived
the formulas for the fourth-order cumulants of the spregdiimction and calculated their values for some
heavy nuclei; they are found to vary from—0.4 to —0.1. Also for nuclei from"SGe t0?38U, the bivariate
correlation coefficient is found to vary from 0.6 — 0.8 and these values can be used as a starting point for

calculating nuclear transition matrix elements using fhectral distribution method.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Doubles decay (DBD) is an extremely rare weak-interaction processhich two identical
nucleons inside the nucleus undergo decay with or withousgon of neutrinos. Theoretically,
the two neutrino double beta dec&y (3~ 3~) process was first predicted by Mayer [1] following
the suggestion of Wigner. This process has been observedrmtiran 10 nuclei and best adopted
values for the half-lives were tabulated recently by Basald2]. In 1937, following the suggestion
of E. Majorana [3], Racah [4] pointed out the possibility eutrinoless double-decay (NDBD
or Ov~ 7). Furry [5] in 1939, for the first time calculated NDBD hal«<s. Fundamental sig-
nificance of NDBD is that its experimental confirmation wélltus about lepton number violation
in nature and that neutrino is a Majorana particle. More irtgrdly, NDBD gives a value or a
bound on neutrino mass [6] provided the half-lives are knewpmerimentally and the correspond-
ing nuclear transition matrix elements (NTME) are obtainsthg a reliable nuclear model. So
far only Klapdor et al [7] claimed to have evidence (at a casrick level oft.20) for Ovs~ 5~ In
Ge. At present large number of NDBD experiments are beingechout and many others are in
development stage in various laboratories around the wdHd nuclei being considered df€a,
6Ge,¥Se,'Mo, 116Cd, ¥ Te, 13 Xe, 1°Nd and so on [6]. Following this, several nuclear models
are employed for calculating the NTME for various candidaielei mentioned above. Some of
the models used for NDBD studies are shell model using restate-of-the-art large scale calcu-
lations [8, 9], quasi-particle random-phase approxinmatuith various extensions [10, 11], inter-
acting boson model [12], pseudo-SU(3) model [13], progd¢iartree-Fock-Bogoliubov method
including pairing plus quadrupole-quadrupole interac{ib4, 15], generating coordinate method

with particle number and angular momentum projection [16].

Statistical spectral distribution theory [17] gives a nuethor calculating transition strengths
(squares of transition matrix elements) generated by aitran operator. This theory starts with
shell model spectroscopic spaces and the same shell mguesi(single particle energies and
effective two-body interactions). Here one constructs@itmed forms (spectral distributions) for
various observables ignoring the fluctuations and thisset@n random matrix representation of
Hamiltonians (also other operators), unitary decompasstiof the operators and quantum chaos.
Spectral distribution theory has been applied in the pash, warious approximations, to a variety
of problems in nuclear structure and they include (i) boundime-reversal non-invariant part

of the nucleon-nucleon interaction [18], (ii) single peli transfer [19], (iii)5-decay rates for
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pre-supernovae evolution [20, 21], (iv) giant dipole wsl{f22], and (v) parity breaking matrix
elements in compound nuclei [23]. Our purpose in this papéo describe spectral distribution
method for the NTME for NDBD and establish that the spreadlimgtion that enters in the theory
is close to a bivariate Gaussian. With this result, it is gmego apply in future spectral distribution
method to NDBD. Now we will give a preview.

In Sec. Il, we describe briefly the structure of the3~ 3~ transition operator which is a two-
body operator. Section Il describes the spectral distidbumethod for NDBD. Section IV gives
the binary correlation theory for traces of operators ower-orbit (proton and neutron) configu-
rations. Using these, in Sec. V, derived are the resultdfofdurth-order bivariate cumulants and
the bivariate correlation coefficient for the spreading$iion strength density function appro-
priate for NDBD. Numerical results are presented for thetfowrder cumulants to demonstrate
that the transition strength density is close to a bivaizaessian. In addition, for several heavy
nuclei, the values for the bivariate correlation coeffitiare presented. Finally, Sec. VI gives

conclusions.

. Ov DOUBLE-BETA DECAY TRANSITION OPERATOR

Half-life for O double-beta decay, for the" @round state (gs) of a initial even-even nucleus

decay to the P gs of the final even-even nucleus is given by [24]

7007 — 0)] " = 6% a0 (@) , @

M

where(m,, ) is the effective neutrino mass (a combination of neutringsreigenvalues and it also
involves neutrino mixing matrix). Th€® is phase space integral (kinematical factor) dependent
on charge, mass and available energy for NDBD processatbns forG? are available [25, 26].
The M is the NTME generated by the NDBD transition operator and & sum of a Gamow-
Teller like (Mqr), Fermi like (M) and tensor {/7) two-body operators. As it is well known that
the tensor part contributes only up to 10% of the matrix eleng27, 28], we will neglect the
tensor part. Then we have, from the closure approximatidniwis well justified for NDBD [24],

2
v v g v
M¥(07) = ME(0%) — T M (07) = (0F | 0@ 00) | 07) |
A

, (2)
O2:0v) = Z’H (Tap, )T, 7, (Ua-ab—g—g) )

9a
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As seen from Eg. (2), NDBD half-lives are generated by thelbody transition operata®(2 :
Ov); note thata, b label nucleons. The, andgy are the weak axial-vector and vector coupling
constants. Thé{(r,,, E) in Eq. (2) is called ‘neutrino potential’. Het& is the average energy of
the virtual intermediate states used in the closure appratkon. The form given by Eq. (2) is jus-
tified only if the exchange of the light Majorana neutrino is indeed the mechanism responsible for
the NDBD. The neutrino potential, defining completely the two-bodyBD transition operator
O(2: 0v) is, to a good approximation, given by [27-31],

(1 B) = (1 ) ©

Tab

Here, R in fm units is the nuclear radius and similarly, is in fm units. The functiorb is given
by [27, 28, 31],

D(ra, B) = % |:SiIl (Ehiab) fi <Eh7;ab) — oS <Ehzab) fa (Ehiab)} . 4)
InEq. (4),fi(z) = — [t tcostdt = Ci(z) = v+ Inx+ [; t 7 (cost — 1) dt and fo(z) =

— [Z ¢ tsintdt = Si(z) — 5; Si(z) andCi(z) are the sine and cosine integrals. It is useful
to mention thatd(r,,, F) ~ exp(—%%rab). Note thathc = 197.327 MeV fm. The effects

of short-range correlations in the wavefunctions are Uguaken into account by multiplying
the wavefunction by the Jastrow functioh— ’}/36_71T30(1 — vr2,)] [28, 29, 31]. Now keeping
the wavefunctions unaltered, the Jastrow function can berjporated intdH(r,,, ) giving an

effectiveH.rr(rap, £),
H(rap, B) = Heopr(Tap, B) = H(rap, B)[1 — 75 € Tan(1 — 45 72,)]2 . (5)

The standard set of values for the parameters, and~; are given ahead. The most important
point about Eg. (1), as mentioned earlier, is that an expartal value of (bound ori)"lo/”2 will
give a value for (bound on) neutrino mass via Eq. (1) proviedknow the value of the square
of NTME M (0") of the NDBD two-body transition operat@(2 : 0v), connecting the ground
state of the initial and final even-even nuclei involved.

Let us say that for the nuclei under consideration, protarsirathe single particle (sp) or-
bits j# and similarly neutrons irj™. Using the usual assumption that the radial part of the
sp states are those of the harmonic oscillator, the protostaps are completely specified by
(n?, (7, %) with n? denoting oscillator radial quantum number so that for allasor shell N7,
2nP 4 (P = N'?. Similarly the neutron sp states are*(/", ;). In terms of the creatior:{) and an-

nihilation (z) operators, normalized two-patrticle (antisymmetrizegption operatoﬂi(jle) =
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(1 + 6;,5,)"Y%(al al))7 and thenA? |0) = |(jijz)Jp) is a normalized two-particle state. With
these the NDBD transition operator can be written as,
. oy
0(2 : 01/) = Z ]f.jg Jgﬂff OV ZAJ ]1]5) {Ai(]3]4)} . (6)
255595 25537

Note thatO’] o n n (0V) = (Y 35)IM | O2: 0v) | (5 52)J M), are two-body matrix elements
(TBME) and ‘a’denotes that we are considering antisymmetrized twoiganvavefunctions;/
is even forj; = j, or j35 = j;. Numerical values for the TBME ’s in Eq. (6) follow from the

definition of O(2 : Ov) in EQ. (2) which can be expressed as

O2:0v) =3, 77 (0" — (97 /93)O") ;
(7)
OGT = 04 O‘bHeff(T’ab,E) s OF = ’Heff(rab,E) .

Note thatr," 7,” simply changes two neutrons to two protons and for the reimgjparts, to obtain
the TBME, we use Brody-Moshinsky brackets [32—-34]; see {@7&n alternative approach. Then,
the TBME are given by,

1

\/(1 + 0je52) (L4 djpm)

(47 72) M | O2: Ow) | (35 4i) T M), =

oL 00y L
< lessrn-a-Sd s sl rs
L,S A o -
g gz J gy i d 8)
x > [+ (=05 (0, NI, L | n§éf, b5, L) x (n'¢, NL', L | njt5, n 0}, L)
n;N,L’
X Z B(nt,n't,p) I,
Here,x{———} are the 9-coefficients- - - | - - -) are Brody-Moshinsky brackets [32—34(- - - )

are Brody, Jacob and Moshinsky coefficients [33] &ndre Talmi integrals [34]. Itis important to
mention that antisymmetrized matrix elements@2 : Ov) are used in the shell model calcula-

tions of NTME while in QRPA related studies non-antisymrizetl matrix elements are employed

[28, 35].



There are a number of parameters in the NDBD transition egeaad some of them are usu-
ally varied in the calculations. The parameters are:R(i= 1.1A3 — 1.2A4'/3 fm [31]; (ii)
b = 1.003AY¢ fm [27]; (i) £ = 1.12AY2 MeV [30]; (iv) ga/gv = 1 (quenched) or 1.25
(unquenched) [31]; (v) three different choices for the pseters {1, v, 13) in Eq. (5) are
(1.1,0.68, 1) [Miller-Spencer],(1.52, 1.88,0.46) [CD-Bonn] and(1.59, 1.45, 0.92) [AV18]; these
values are taken from [28, 31]. It is useful to mention thatkimematical factot;® depends on
the coupling constani, (standard value is 1.25) and also some calculations usretiff values
for ro in R = roA'/? fm; the standard value i = 1.2. Then a scaling fon/% is [31, 36]
2/1.2
(™) = () <—) M (9)

To

Now we will give the spectral distribution formulation foalculating NTME for NDBD.

lll. SPECTRAL DISTRIBUTION METHOD FOR NTME

Following Eqgs. (1) and (2) for NDBD half-lives, the correspiing NTME |M0”|2 can be
viewed as a transition strength (matrix element connectigiyen initial state to a final state by a
transition operator) generated by the two-body transibiperatorO(2 : Ov). Therefore, spectral
distribution theory [37—41], based on random matrix the@oytransition strength densities, can
be applied [42]. Transition strength density is defined agtansition strength multiplied by the
state densities at the initial and final energies involved.

Let us consider shell model spherical orbits with angulammaotaj?, j5, ..., 2 with m,
protons distributed over them and similany, neutrons over, 5%, ..., 2 orbits. Then the
proton configurationsn, = [m,,m?2, ..., m’] wherem/ is number of protons in the orbjt’
and ).’ m;, = m,. Similarly the neutron configurations., = [m,,m,...,m;] where
m¢, is number of neutrons in the orbjf and >, m! = m,. With these,(m,, m,)’s de-
note proton-neutron configurations. The nuclear effeckianiltonian is one plus two-body,
H = h 4+ V and we assume that the one-body gdaiincludes the mean-field producing part
of the two-body part. Thus [43, 44) is the irreducible two-body part aff. The state den-
sity I1(F), with ((——)) denoting trace, can be written as a sum of partial densitdinet
over (ifi,, i), i.e. 0™ (E) = ((5(H — E))™™) = S o ((6(H — E)))™™) =
>ty LTPT(E) = 35 5 oy d(my, i) p0 ) (E). Hered(m,, my,) is dimension and

plmemn) (E) is the partial density normalized to unity. For nuclear Hémnians, it is well under-
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stood [17, 40, 45] that the smoothed form for the eigenvakresiies is generated by the action
(locally) of EGOE(1+2) [embedded GOE of one plus two-bodigeiactions] operating in the
Gaussian domain. This gives,

[rem)(B)y = Y~ 18R (10)

(mp,mn)

In Eq. (10), G denotes Gaussian. The Gaussian partial densities are didfineghe cen-
troids E,(mm,, my,) = (H)™™) ~ (h)™ ™) and variances?(im,, m,) = (H2)"™™) —
[E(my, my)|? ~ (V%Wmﬂ) and, as they are traces ovet,, m,,) spaces, they can be calculated
without recourse tdf matrix construction. Propagation equations for them, imgeof the sp en-
ergies definindh and TBME definingV, are easy to write down. Unitary group tensorial structure
of h andV gives further simplifications of Eq. (10); see [43, 44, 46] details and applications
to fp-shell and also for heavwyA < 150) nuclear data analysis.

Random matrix theory, based on EGOE(1+2), for the (smogttradsition strength densi-
ties Io(E;, Ey) = I(Ey)|(E;| O] E;) |*I(E;) allows us to writel» as a convolution of the
corresponding density generated by the mean-field pawith a spreading bivariate Gaussian
Priv—g-0-v due to the interactiolV. This gives [37-40], for the square of tliematrix elements,
with |0;") = | E;) and|0}) = |Ef) whereE’s are energies,

15" (B I (Ey)
[(mpma)i (B [0mosmn)s (E ;)

(Er|O| B = >

(mp,1mn )i, (M, 110m)

(11)

(Mp,mn)i, (Mp,mn) f . miomf
—~ —~ —~— o~ 2 pbiv—g:O:V (E27Ef ) Ec7Ec7Uivaf7C)
X ‘<(mpumn)f | @ ‘ (mpvmn)2>| (Fig i) (gt £
Pg (E;) Pg (Ef)

In Eq. (12),|((myp, mn)s | O | (i, my):)|* is the mean square matrix element®@fconnecting

(my, my,); and(m,, m,,) s configurations,

(7, 71) 1 | O | (Mg, )P = {dl(72, 78] (g, m20) 1}

X Z (M) 5 B O | (11,15 )]
O‘E(fﬁ'; 77rn\’;)i7 Be(fﬁ;vrm\;)f
(12)
For later reference it is also useful define,
(01N ™™ — (i), S () | O | (g mn)) . (13)

(mp,mn) ¢
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Following [37—-39], the two centroid&? and E/ and the two variances? ando—]% of the marginal

densities of the bivariate Gaussiag,_g.0.v, with some approximations are given by,

Ei = E.((mp,mn)i) , Bl = Ec((Mp,mn)y)
(14)

07 = o (myp, mn)i) ,  0F =0 (M, M) ) -

These are the proton-neutron configuration centroids andnaes generated by. Eq. (14) has
its basis in Eqg. (54) given ahead. Although the general strac@and importance of the bivariate
correlation coefficient in Eq. (11) is well understood [37-39], an expressiondan terms of
traces ove(m,, m,); and(m,, m,) r Spaces is not yet available. Then the standard approximatio

for completing the theory, is

. ([oveove)m
) XPQ [(mpvmn)i] = <[O]TO>(mpvmn)i : (15)

_ Xy [(1mp, mp )]
/X0 [, m0)1] Xoo (0,

To proceed further, propagation formulas for the tracesgs. E12) and (15) are needed. For the

¢

trace in Eq. (12), using the results in [50], it is easy to &the propagation formula in terms of
the TBME O’ _(0v) defined by Eq. (6),

(72, 720) 5 | O | (1, 100))|” (g, 110) ]

S my, (@) [m,(8) = Sap][No () = my, (1)][Np(0) — mi,(0) — dys]

a,B,7,0 N”<a)[Nn(5) - 5aﬁ]Np(7)[Np(5) - 5~/5]

(16)
%3 [0 ()] (200 + 1)

Jo

(g, ) = (s ) % (13,15 10,15, ) -
Note that in Eg. (16) the final configuration is defined by remgwne neutron from orbit
and another fronp and then adding one proton in orbitand another in orbit. Also, N,(«)
is the degeneracy of the proton orbitand similarly V,,(«) for the neutron orbitv. In the limit
pviv/pp = 1in Eg. (11), substituting the result of Eq. (16) in Eq. (11yes the NTME for
NDBD. However, this zero-th order approximation will not §eod as in general it is expected
that( > 0.5; see Sec. V ahead. Before proceeding to implement the tlgpoen above, it is

essential to test the important approximation used in therth i.e. the bivariate Gaussian form for
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the spreading function generated Wyby calculating the fourth order bivariate cumulants (they
will be zero for a bivariate Gaussian). In addition we alsedan expression for the bivariate
correlation coefficient. To address these two problems and provide generic readtspnsider

the spreading function defined over proton-neutron spaees i
(mpsmn)i; (Mp,mn) ¢ E. E, - Ei Ef )
Priv:0:H ( i f ) C,Uz,a'f,() s

whereH is a two-body Hamiltonian. We will consider Hamiltoniansitipreservem,,, m,,) and
thend = H,, + H,, + H,,. This is quite appropriate for heavy nuclei. Adopting thadsy

iy (mpvmn)

correlation theory, the bivariate moments@ﬁfbﬂ’}) ! are evaluated by considering ran-
dom k-body H operators. Similarly, we represent the transition operédy randomk-body

operator that changés, number of neutrons té, number of neutrons. This is equivalent to
using EGOE representation for bathand O operators [18, 40]. Let us mention that, from now
onwards, we consider only the two-orbit configuratioms, m,,) [for generality, these are denoted

as(mq, my) in the next two sections].

IV. BINARY CORRELATION RESULTS FOR RANDOM HAMILTONIANS

Binary correlation theory for moments defined over a singligany orbit is given by Mon and
French [47, 48] and they correspond to the moments gendrgitsplinless EGO&) in the dilute
limit (dilute limit is defined in Sec. IV). The theory is ext@ed to certain two-orbit moments by
Tomsovic [49]. For the two problems mentioned in Sec. Ill,veed traces defined over two-orbits
(protons and neutrons) with thé preserving the two-orbit symmetry and the transition ofmera
O acting on a two-orbit configuration generating a unique ftmad-orbit configuration. In the
present section, we will give the basic binary correlatiesutts adopted for this situation and in

Sec. V, we will consider their applications.

A. Results for single unitary orbit

Let us begin with & g-body operator,
H(ky) =) vif ol (ki) B(kn) - (17)
a, B

Here,af(ky) is theky particle creation operator anglky;) is the ky particle annihilation op-

erator. Similarly,v}‘f are matrix elements of the operatér in ky particle space i.e.v}‘f =
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(kyB | H | kya) (it should be noted that Mon and French [47, 48] used opeyatih daggers
to denote annihilation operators and operators withougelesgto denote creation operators). Fol-

lowing basic traces will be used throughout,

> el(kja(k) = () = <;a*<k>a<k>>m (1) (1)

S alk)al(k) = (N,; ”) = <Za<k>a*<k>>m - (i‘) C m=N-m. (19)

ol Bwat) = (") )

(20)
= <Z af(k:)B(k')a(k:)> = <m ; kl)B(k’)
Sawsalt = (V7)) sw)

@)

= <Za(k)B(kJ’)aT(k)> - (m ; k/)B(k’) .

Equation (18) follows from the fact that the average shoel@éro form < k and one form = k
and similarly, Eq. (19) follows from the same argument exd¢kat the particles are replaced by
holes. Equation (20) follows first by writing thé-body operator3(%’) in operator form using
Eq. (17), i.e.,

Z Uﬁv BT (22)

and then applying the commutation relations for the fernuation and annihilation operators.
This givesy_, v B S, af(k)a(k)y(k). Now applying Eq. (18) to the sum involving
gives Eq. (20). Eq. (21) follows from the same arguments gixaee has to assume thatx’) is
fully irreducibler = £’ operator and therefore, it has particle-hole symmetry.aFgeneralB (£')
operator, this is valid only in th&/ — oo limit. Therefore, this equation has to be applied with

caution.
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Using the definition of theZ operator in Eq. (17), we have

T = S {ui?} (0! () B0k (ki) (hir)) "

a, B
= o} <Z ol (k) {Z ﬁ(kHw*(kH)} a(kH>> @3)
a 3

= v} T(m, N, kg) .

Here, H is taken as EGO& ) with all the ky particle matrix elements being Gaussian variables
with zero center and same variance for off-diagonal matesents (twice for the diagonal matrix
elements). This glve&f“ﬁ)2 = v% to be independent af, 3 labels. It is important to note that

in the dilute limit, the diagonal terms[= S in Eq. (23)] in the averages are neglected (as they
are smaller by at least one powerlgfV) and the individual{’s are unitarily irreducible. These
assumptions are no longer valid for finidé-systems and hence, evaluation of averages is more

complicated. In the dilute limit, we have

T(m,N,ky) = <Z of (kg) {Z 5(/€H)BT(/€H)}Q(]€H)>
a B

_ <m+k:H) <Za - >m (24)
- (") (&)

Note that, we have used Eq. (19) to evaluate the summation/ead Eq. (18) to evaluate

summation ovetv in Eq. (24). In the ‘strict N — oo limit, we have

T(m, N, ky) " 3° (ZI) (:;) . (25)

In order to incorporate the finit&- corrections, we have to consider the contribution of thgalia

nal terms. Then, we have,

- (1) [(42) ]

Now we will turn to the fourth order averages.
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For averages involving product of four operators of the fadi(ky )G (ko) H (k)G (ka))™,
with operatorsH and G independent and of body rankg, and k. respectively, there are two
possible ways of evaluating this trace. Either (a) first cxcittheH operators across the oper-
ator using Eq. (21) and then contract t@eoperators using Eq. (20), or (b) first contract the
operators across theé operator using Eqg. (21) and then contract theperators using Eq. (20).
However, (a) and (b) give the same result only in the ‘stid¢t— oo limit and also for the result
incorporating finiteV corrections as discussed below. In general, the final reanlbe expressed

as,

(H (k)G (k) H (k)G (ke)™ = viy v& F(m, Nk, ke) - (27)

In the ‘strict’ dilute limit, F'(m, N, kg, k¢) is given by

wnn- (YO Q) e

In order to obtain finiteV corrections taF(- - - ), we have to contract over operators whose lower
symmetry parts can not be ignored. The oper&f¢k ;) decomposes into irreducible symmetry
partsF(s) denoted by = 0, 1,2, ..., ky with respect to the unitary grougl/ (V). For aky-body
number conserving operator [48, 50], we have

H(kn) = Z (12076 29)

Here, theF(s) are orthogonal with respect te-particle averages, i.e(F(s)Ff(s'))" = d,y.
Now, (H (k)G (ke)H (k)G (kg))™ will have four parts,

(H(kw)G(ka)H (ky)G(ka))™

= v} > (ol (k) Bkn)y (ke)d(ke) BT (ki) a(kn)s! (ke)y(ke))™

0B (30)
+oiog Y (al (kn)a(ke)y (ka)d(ka)al (ku)a(kn)oT (ka)y (k)"

a,v,0
+o3vd > (ol (k) Blk) Y (ke)y (k) B (ka7 (k) y(a) )™

o,B,y

+UHUgZ<a (ku) (k)8 (ka)d(ka)a! (km)a(ku)dt (ka)d(ka))™

=X+ +Yo+ 7.
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Note that we have decomposed each operator into diagonaifadigonal parts. We have used
the condition that the variance of the diagonal matrix eletsés twice that of the off-diagonal
matrix elements in the defining spaces to convert the réstigummations into unrestricted sum-
mations appropriately to obtain the four terms in the RHSaf@0). Following [47, 49, 51] and
applying unitary decomposition tey" (alsody') in the first two terms and 3" (also3af) in the
third term we getX, Y; andY;. To make things clear, we will discuss the derivation oterm

in detail before proceeding further. Applying unitary deqmosition to the operators (k¢)d(kg)
andy(kg)ot(ke) using Eqg. (29), we have

x5 (1

a,B,v,06 s=0

) () ) G Fa(s)) . @D

G—S

Contracting the operator$3' acrossF’s using Eq. (21) and operatot§ o acrossF using Eqg.
(20) gives,

ARG Z (lm—s)z (mfif _S) (mk:; ) 2 AFWOFA) e

7,0

Inversion of the equation,

5 (ke e (he))" = Q) =3 (2 1) T (Fomate))” . (39)

give;, |
(kG _ s) ; < >m - (;:Z;:Z) (N ; m) (7::) (ke — 8)!5!]2
(34)
XN =25 1) 2 (s—gs;(lz)\;_j[g;:)i?(>z!\]r—t)!QW_t)'
For the average required in Eq. (33), we have
= 3 (M asth)s (ke = () (1) (35)

7,0
Simplifying Eq. (34) using Eq. (35) and using the result in E2R) along with the series summa-
tion [47]

()N — - ko)l (ke ) k(N — kg — 9) (’CG) (N “), (36)

— (s= @) (N —s—t+1)!  (N+1-3) s
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the expression fox is,

X = v} F(m, N, kg, k) ;
_ " im— s\ 2 m+kg —s\(m—s\/m\ (m)(N+1
F(m7 N7 kHukG> - Z; ko — s ky ki S S S (37)

" N—-2s+1/N—-s\" ka !
N —s5+1 ka s )
Although not obvious X hasky < kg symmetry. This is easy to verify faty, k¢ < 2. In the

large N limit, Y7, Y> andZ are neglected a& will make the dominant contribution; see [51] for

details onYy, Y> andZ. Thus, in all the applications, we use

(H (k)G (ka)H (k)G (ka))™ = X = v v& F(m, N, kg, kg) . (38)

An immediate application of these averages is in evaluatindourth order averag@?*(ky))™.
There will be three different correlation patterns thatl wintribute to this average in the binary

correlation approximation (we must correlate in pairs therators for all moments of order 2),

(H4(kg )™ = (H(kg)H(kg)H (k) H (ki)™

+ (H{F) H (k) H (ko) H (ko)) (39

| I

+ (H(kg)H(kp)H (ki) H (ki)™
Mt |

In Eqg. (39), we denote the binary correlated pairs of opesatdith the symboHl_lH. The first two
terms on the RHS of Eq. (39) are equal due to cyclic invariamzefollow from Eq. (23),

(H(kg)H (kp)H (kg)H (ki)™ = <H|(kH)Hl(kH)HI(kH)Hl(kH»m

(40)
2
= [ ()" |

Similarly, the third term on the RHS of Eq. (39) follows frong K38),

(H(kp)H (kp) H (ki) H (ki)™ = vgg F(m, N, kg, k) - (41)
N ———
Combining Egs. (39), (40) and (41)H*(kg))™ is given by,

(HY (k)™ = vf [2 {T(m, N, ku)}> + F(m, N, kg, k)] - (42)

14



B. Results for two unitary orbits

In the NDBD applications (alsg decay), fourth order traces over two orbit configurations

are needed. Let us consider particles in two orbits with number of sp states beiNg and

N, respectively. Now then-particle space can be divided into configurationsg , m») with m;

particles in the #1 orbit anch, particles in the #2 orbit such that = m; + m,. Considering the

operatorH with fixed body ranks inn; andms, spaces such thatn;, m,) are preserved by this

operators, the general form féf is,

Hik)= Y [oi7(0,9)] ol0)Bii()%0)

Z+]:kH ;a767’\/75

Now, it is seen that, in the dilute limit,

(H ()™

DN I SR CHOEN OO OO A

Z+]:kH CV,B,’)/,(S

= 3 60 Y {el@B@B M) S (HaNHRG))

= Z v?{(i,j) T(ma, Nq,i) T(mg, Na, j) .

it+j=kp

Note thatv? (i, j) = [v97°(,7)]? and T’s are defined by Eqgs. (24) and (25).

(43)

(44)

The ensem-

ble is defined such that/"° (i, j) are independent Gaussian random variables with zero center

and the variances depend only on the indicesd j. Similarly, with two operatord? and G

(with body ranksky and ks respectively) that are independent and both presergng m.),

(H(kn)G(ka)H (kr)G(ka))™ ™ is given by,

(H(kn)G (ko) H (ki) G(kg)) ™™ =

Z 1)12;1(17]) 'Ué(t,U) F(mlleaiat) F(m2>N27jvu)7

i+j=kgr, thu=kg

15
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and therefore,

(Hi(kg))™ ™ =2 | > v}(i,§) T(my, Ny, i) T(ma, Na, j)
i+j=kn

(46)

+ ) v%(i,§) v%(t,u) F(my, Ny,i,t) F(mg, Ny, j,u) .

i+j=kpg, t+u=kpg

Now we apply the formulation given here to derive the formsular the second and fourth order

(mpvm")iv(mpvm")f

cumulants defining,,,” c.. 1

V. BINARY CORRELATION RESULTS FOR THE BIVARIATE CORRELATIO N COEFFI-
CIENT AND FOURTH ORDER CUMULANTS FOR THE TRANSITION STRENGT H DENSITY
FOR NDBD

A. Transition matrix elements and bivariate strength densties

Our purpose here is to establish that for@r@~ 3~ decay (also fop decay), transition strength
densities, locally, are close to bivariate Gaussian forthalso to derive a formula for the corre-
sponding bivariate correlation coefficient. With space gtating protons and similarly space #2

neutrons, the general form of the transition operélas,
O(ko) = > vl (ko) 1 (ko)da(ko) ; ko =2 for NDBD (47)
7,0

Therefore, in order to derive the form for the transitioresgith densities generated B it is
necessary to deal with two-orbit configurations denotedrby, m.), wherem, is the number of
particles in the first orbit (protons) and, in the second orbit (neutrons). Now, the transition
strength densityo (E;, Ey) is

Ig" " (B, By

(48)
= 1021 (Ep) [((ma,ma) s By | O | (ma, ma)i )| 1024 ()
and the corresponding bivariate moments are
Mpq((mr,ma);) = (O1 (ko) HO (ki )O (ko) HP (k) "™ ™" . (49)
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Note thatA/ are in general non-central and non-normalized moments. gémeral form of
the operatorH (ky) is given by Eq. (43) and it preservés:;, m,);'s. However,O and its
hermitian conjugaté’ do not preservém,, m,) i.e., O(ko) |mi, ma) = |my + ko, ms — ko)
and O' (ko) |m1, my) = |my — ko, ms + ko). Thus, given amy, my); for an initial state, the
(m1, mg) ¢ for the final state generated by the actiont®fis uniquely defined and therefore, the
bivariate moments defined by Eq. (49) are proper bivariatenemds and they are defined by
the initial (m,, my);. For completeness, let us mention that given the margindtaiels (¢;, €¢),
widths (o, o) and the bivariate correlation coefficiefi,, the normalized bivariate Gaussian is
defined by,

pbiv_g;(/)(Eia Ef) = pbiv_g;o(Eia Efa €,€r,04,0f7, Cbiv)

1
B 2ro0 /(1 — C2y) (50)
1 Ei_€i 2 9 Ei_€i Ef—Ef Ef—Ef 2
vy (e ) e () (2) - (2)

B. Formulas for the bivariate moments

Using binary correlation approximation, we derive fornsdiar the first four moment@dvp@((ml
Jma)i), P4+Q < 4of I Mmr (BB for anyke by representingd (k) andO (ko) op-
erators by independent EGOEs and assumili(gy ) is aky-body operator preservin@n, , m»)’s.
Note that the ensemble averadeghparticle matrix elements off (k) arev (i, j) with ¢ + j =
ky [see Eq. (43)] and similarly the ensemble averagcézgﬁf)2 is v4. From now on, we use
(mq1,mgq); = (mq, m2). Using Eq. (47) and applying the basic rules given by Eqgs) &h8l (19),

we have

MOO(ml, mg) = <OT(kO)O(k0)>ml’m2

miy,m2

=y {wj}z <5$(ko)71(’fo)ﬂ(’fo)52(k0)> (51)

= () ()
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Trivially, Myo(my, ms) and Mo (my, m») will be zero asH (ky) is represented by EGQE;).
ThUS,MPQ(ml,mg) are central moments. Moreover, by definition, all the oddeormoments,
ie., MPQ(ml, mg) With  mod (P + @, 2) # 0, will be zero. Now, theﬁn is given by,

My (my,ms) = (Of(ko)H (ki) O (ko) H (kg ))

= v} > v3(0,9) (3l (ko)ar ()80 (ko) (al (@)

a1,B1,02,82,71,02; i+j=kg
(52)

% (8a(ko)aa(i) A7)0} ko) Ba(i)ad(s)) -
Then, contracting over the'y andés’ operators, respectively in the first and second traces in Eq.
(52) using Egs. (20) and (21) appropriately, we have
—~ o (my =i\ (my— ]
V(e = 6 Y it () ()

i+j=kH

(53)
X T(mllevi) T(m27N27j) :

Note that the formulas for the functiorl¥- - - )’s appearing in Eq. (53) are given by Eqgs. (24),
(25) and (26). Similarly, the functions(- - - )’s appearing ahead are given by Egs. (28) and (37).

For the marginal variances, we have

Mao(my, ms) = (OF(ko)O (ko) H2 (kg ))™ ™

= Moo(my, ma) (H2(k))™ ™
(54)

Moy (my,my) = (Ot (ko) H2 (k) O(ko))™ ™

= ]\700(7”177%) (H? (k)™ Hhoma—ho

In Eq. (54), the ensemble averagesi®t(ky) are given by Eq. (44). Now, the correlation

coefficient(y,, is

]\711(7711, m2)

Qoiv(ma, m2) = (55)

\/Mzo(mb m2) M02(m1, m2)

Clearly, y;,, will be independent of?,.

18



Proceeding further, we derive formulas for the fourth ondmmentsZT/pr, P+Q =4. The

results are as follows. Firstly, f¢g°Q)) = (40) and(04), we have

Myg(my,ma) = (OF(ko)O (ko) H (k) ™™

= Mgo(ml,mg) <H4(]{3H)>m1’m2 s
(56)

Moy(my,my) = (Ot (ko) H (k) O (ko)) ™™

- A%O(mlamz) <H4(kH))m1+kOvm2—ko _

In Eq. (56), the ensemble averagesdtf(ky) are given by Eq. (46). FqrPQ) = (31), we have

My (my,mo) = (OF(ko)H (k) O (ko) H3(ky )y ™™

= (O (ko) H (ki)O (ko) H (ki) H (k) H (k)™ ™

(57)

+ 1O (ko) (k) OUko) H (k) H (o H () ™™

+ (O (ko) H (k)0 (ko) H (k) H (k) H (k)™

First and last terms on RHS of Eq. (57) are simple%lilH can be taken out of the average and
then we are left with a term similar tﬂu(ml, my). For the second term, th@" andO operators
are contracted acrogs operator using Egs. (20) and (21) and then one is left withvanage of

the form(H G HG). These will give the final formula,

May(my,mg) = 2 (H?(kg)Y™ ™ My, (my,ms)

+ (O (ko) H (k) Oho) H (k) H (har H () ™™

(58)

=2 (H2(ky))™ ™ Myy(ma,ma) +v3 > vh(i,)) vh(tw)

i+j=kg,t+u=kgy

(M2 TN (T F(my, N1,i,t) F(ma, No, j,u) .
k‘o kO
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Similarly, we have

Mm(ml? m2) = <OT(kO)H3(kH)O(ko)H<kH)>ml’m2

= (O1(ko) H(kn) H (k) H (ki) O(ko) H (ki)™ ™

Ot ko)H (kg )H (kg)H (kg)O(ko)H (kg ))™ ™
+<()Q|L( )()|( )

+ (O (ko) H (k) H (k) H (ki) O (o) H (k)™ ™

L 1

(59)

= 2 (H2(kg))™ FOm2750 My (my, ms)

oy Y, (i) vi(tu) Gt w)

i+j=kg,tt+u=kgy

X(ffll—k‘@—t—i—i) <m1—|—k‘o—t> (mg—u+/{5@—|—]> (mg—k‘o—u) )

G(t,u) = (ml - t) <m2 - “) T(ma, N1, 1) T(ma, N, u) |

In Eq. (59), the first and last terms can be evaluated by fitstizing thel? average over the
intermediate statelsn; + ko, ms — ko) and then the remaining part is similarﬁn(ml,mQ).

Also, the second average is evaluated by first contractiegvib correlated?’s that are between
O" andO operators (see the contraction symbol for clarity) and themis again left with a term

similar tOMll(ml,mg). Finally, MQQ(ml,mz) is given by,

Mas(my,my) = (OF (ko) H2(kr)O (ko) H2 (k)™ ™

= (O (ko) H (k) H (kr)O(ko) H (k) H (k)™ ™

+ (O (ko) H{Fu) H e Oro) o 1 i)™

+ 1O (ko) H (k) H (k) OUko) H (hag) H (k)™ ™
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= Bhoo(rms, ma) (H2(ky))"™ 5072750 (2l )™

Lo ml—’L—t mg—u—j
+vd > vt (i, 5) v (t,u)
L ko ko
i+j=kg,t+u=kg

(60)

X [F(m17N17Z.7t) F(mg,Nz,j,U)

+T'(ma, N1,i) T(ma, Ni,t) T(ma, Na, j) T(ma, Na,u)]
In Eq. (60), the first term is evaluated by first calculating > average (for theéd? between
OT and O operators) over the intermediate state, + ko, ms — ko) and then one is left with
product of averages dff? and OO operators. For the third term, first tii¢' and © operators
are contracted acrog$? operator and then we are left with average of the fa@#dt) x (H?).
Similarly, for the second term, after contracting t8€ and © operators acros&? operator, we

are left with an average of the forfil GHG).

C. Numerical results for bivariate correlation coefficient and fourth order cumulants

Firstly, given tdepQ(ml, ms), the normalized central momentép, areMpg = MPQ/MO.
Then, the scaled momentsp,, are

MPQ(mla mz)
[Mao(my, m2)]™? [Moa(my, m2)| %%

Mpg = P+Q>2. (61)

Now the fourth order cumulants are [52],

kao(my, ma) = Myg(ma, ma) — 3, koa(ma, ma) = Moa(my, ma) — 3,

k31 (my, my) = ]\:\4\31(7”1, my) — 3 ]\:\4\11(7”1, my) 62)
kiz(my, mo) = Miz(my, ma) — 3 My (ma, ma) ,

kaa(ma, ma) = Moo (ma, ma) — 2 M2 (m1, my) — 1

Assumingv (i, j) defining H (2) are independent d@f, j) so that,, is independent of?%,, we
have calculated the value @Qf, with k» = 2 for severabDv 3~ 3~ decay candidate nuclei using Eq.
(55) along with Egs. (51), (53), (54) and (44). For the fuoiefl’(- - - ), we use Eq. (24). Note that
v% (i, ) correspond to the variance of two-particle matrix eleméwis thep — p (i = 2,5 = 0),
n—n(i=0,7=2)andp —n (i = 1,7 = 1) interactions. Results are given in Table I. It is seen

that(y;, ~ 0.6 — 0.8. Itis important to mention tha,;, = 0 for GOE. Therefore, the transition

21



TABLE I. Correlation coefficients;;, (m1, mo) for some nuclei withkpn = 2 as appropriate fobv5~ 5~
decay operator. Note that space #1 is for protons and spader #2utrons. The configuration spaces
corresponding taV; or Ny = 20, 22, 30, 32, 44 and 58 arg f, r3g, r4g, r4h, r5i, andrgj, respectively
with f =1 f7/5, 9 =992, h = h1)0, i = Yingse, 5 = Lisje. 13 = L fsye 230 21y, 14 = Lgrse 2ds ) 2dy)s

35172175 = thg o 2 f1/2 2 f5 /2 P32 *p1j2 @ndrg = Yiyy o 290 2770 3ds 0 3ds e 151 . See text for details.

Nuclei N, mi Ny mo Civ (M1, m2)
8Gey 22 4 22 16 0.64
§2Sess 22 6 22 20 0.6
15°Mosg 30 2 32 8 0.57
53 Ters 32 2 32 26 0.62
i3 Ters 32 2 32 28 0.58
0" Ndgo 32 10 44 8 0.72
65Smyy 32 12 14 10 0.76
18OW1 06 32 24 44 24 0.77
238U146 44 10 58 20 0.83

strength density will be narrow if¥;, £;) plane. In order to establish the bivariate Gaussian form
for theOv 3~ 5~ decay transition strength density, we have examined P + () = 4. For a good
bivariate Gaussiankpq| < 0.3. Using Egs. (51), (53), (54), (56), (58)-(62) along with E(f#4)
and (46), we have calculated the cumuldmg (m,, ms), P + ) = 4. These involvel(- - - ) and
F(---) functions. For set #1 calculations in Table I, we use Eq) (@847'(- - - ) and Eq. (37) for
F(---). Forthe set#2 calculations, shown in ‘brackets’ in Tablevet use Eq. (25) fof (- - - ), EQ.
(28) for F(- - - ) and replace everywhe(& ") — (%) for any(r, s) with i = 1, 2. Then we have
the strict dilute limit. We show in Table I, bivariate cunamks for five heavy nuclei for both sets
of calculations and they clearly establish that bivariaéei§sian is a good approximation (similar
tests are made fof decay operator in Appendix A). We have also examined thisyacally in
the dilute limit with Ny, N, — oo and assuming? (i, j) independent ofi, j). With these, we

have expandefip, in powers ofl /m, and1/m, using Mathematica. It is seen that all they,
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TABLE Il. Cumulantskpg, P + @ = 4 for some nuclei listed in Table I. The numbers in the brackets
are for the strict dilute limit as explained in the text. Jastin the construction of Table I, we us§ (i, j)

independent ofi, j). See Table | and text for details.

Nuclei N1 m1 Noy mo ]{740 k‘o4 ]{713 ]{731 k‘gg
199Mosg 30 2 32 8 —0.45(—0.39) —0.42(—0.38) —0.24(—0.23) —0.26(—0.25) —0.20(—0.22)
$5ONdgy 32 10 44 8 —0.27(—0.22) —0.29(—0.23) —0.22(—0.18) —0.20(—0.17) —0.19(—0.18)
$54Smyy 32 12 44 10 —0.24(—0.18) —0.25(—0.18) —0.19(—0.15) —0.18(—0.15) —0.17(—0.15)
180W106 32 24 44 24 —0.19(—0.08) —0.20(—0.08) —0.17(—0.08) —0.15(—0.08) —0.15(—0.08)
238U146 44 10 58 20 —0.18(—0.13) —0.18(—0.13) —0.15(—0.11) —0.15(—0.11) —0.13(—0.11)
P + @ = 4 behave as,
4 1 m
kPQz——+0<—2)+0< 2)+.... (63)

32 the strength density approaches bivariate Gaussian

Therefore, form; >> 1 andmy, << m]
form in general. It is important to recall that the strong elegence omn; in Eq. (63) is due to
the nature of the operat@? i.e., O(kp) |my, ms) = |my + ko, my — ko). Thus, we conclude that
bivariate Gaussian form is a good approximationtfe~ 5~ decay transition strength densities.
With this, one can apply the formulation given in Sec. llllmhe bivariate correlation coefficient
Criv given by Egs. (55), (54) and (53). The values given by the éwlmt binary correlation theory

for (;;, can be used as starting values in practical calculations.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

To summarize, by extending the binary correlation appratiom method for spinless embed-
dedk-body ensembles to ensembles with proton-neutron degfdesedom that involves traces
involving product of powers of two different operators owen-orbit configurations (either the
operators preserve the two-orbit symmetry or change a tbit-configuration to a unique final
configuration), we have established that the transitia@ngtih density generated by the two-body
part of the Hamiltonian is a bivariate Gaussian for traositoperatorsO (k) that changé:o
number of neutrons té, number of protons. Towards this end, we have derived forsida

the fourth order cumulants of the transition strength dgresid calculated their values for some
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TABLE lII. Correlation coefficients;, (m1, m2) and cumulant&pg, P + @@ = 4 for some nuclei relevant fof decay. The first four nuclei in the table
are relevant fo3~ transitions, next four nuclei are relevant for electrontaep and the last two nuclei are relevant fo¥ transitions. The numbers
in the brackets fokp¢ are for the strict dilute limit as in Table Il. We assumig(i, j) are independent dfi, j) as used in the calculations generating

Tables | and Il. Herem; = m,, ma = m,, for the first four nuclei andn; = m,, ma = m,, for the next six nuclei. See text for details.

Nuclei N; m; N mo  Gv(mi,ma) K40 ko4 k13 k31 ka2

$2Co35 20 7 30 15 0.72 —0.26(—0.18)  —0.27(—0.18) —0.24(—0.16) —0.23(—0.16) —0.22(—0.16)
$4Co3y 20 7 30 17 0.73 —0.27(-0.16) —0.27(—0.16) —0.24(—0.15) —0.23(—0.15) —0.21(—0.15)
S2Fess 20 6 30 16 0.72 —0.28(—0.18)  —0.28(—0.18) —0.24(—0.16) —0.24(—0.16) —0.22(—0.16)
®Nigg 20 8 30 20 0.72 —0.27(-0.14)  —0.27(-0.14) —0.24(—0.13) —0.23(-0.13) —0.21(—0.13)
Ge;z 36 5 36 4 0.55 —0.45(—0.41) —0.46(—0.42) —0.35(—0.33) —0.34(—0.32) —0.34(—0.34)
¥Se;s 36 T 36 6 0.66 —0.36(—0.29) —0.34(—0.30) —0.28(—0.25) —0.28(—0.25) —0.27(—0.25)
BKr3z 36 9 36 8 0.72 —0.28(—0.23) —0.28(—0.23) —0.24(—0.20) —0.24(—0.20) —0.23(—0.20)
Sy 36 11 36 10 0.76 —0.24(—0.19)  —0.24(-0.19) —0.21(—0.17) —0.21(-0.17)  —0.20(—0.17)
$Moyz 36 15 36 14 0.79 —0.20(—0.14)  —0.21(—0.14) —0.19(—0.13) —0.18(—0.13) —0.17(—0.13)
BPdy 36 19 36 18 0.80 —0.19(-0.11)  —0.19(-0.11)  —0.18(—0.10) —0.17(-0.10) —0.16(—0.10)




realistic examples; they are found to vary frem—0.4 to —0.1. It is important to mention that
the embedding algebra for the EGOEs used(i%/) > U(N,) ® U(N,,) [p denotes ‘protons’ and
n denotes ‘neutrons’] with the Hamiltonian preserving thengyetry and the transition operator
breaking the symmetry in a particular way. We have also ddre&v formula for the fourth order
trace defining the correlation coefficient of the bivariatansition strength density for the transi-
tion operator relevant fabv 3~ 3~ decay. For nuclei froni®Ge to?**U, the bivariate correlation
coefficient is found to vary froma- 0.6 — 0.8 and these values can be used as a starting point for
calculating nuclear transition matrix elements for NDBDngsthe spectral distribution method
outlined in Sec. Ill. In future, it is important to test thepmpximations leading to Eq. (14) using
shell model examples. Although spectral distribution rodtis expected to be valid in the chaotic
domain of the spectrum (usually away from the ground statemains to be tested how well the
method applies to the calculation of NTME for NDBD. In the pdbke theory has been applied
successfully for occupancies near the ground state [155%&nd also it is shown that in the level
density analysis of heavy nuclei [44] that the theory exseridse to the ground state. In the near
future, applications will be carried out for NTME for somealg nuclei (*°Mo, '**Sm, 1%°Nd,
186\, 2381)),
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APPENDIX A

For completeness, we have also calculated the correlatigfficent and fourth order moments
for the transition operator relevant ferdecay ko = 1 in Eq. (47)]. Results are given in Table
lll. For the first four nuclei (they arg— candidates) in the table, N = Z = 20 is used as the core.
Here, N, corresponds tdf7 /s ' f5 2 2ps/2 *p1/2 andN, corresponds tof7 /2 ! f5/2 2ps3 2 2pi/2 Lo/
Similarly, for the remaining six nuclei (they are electrapture ors* candidates), N = Z = 28
andN; and N, correspond 0 f5 /5 2ps 2 212 '99/2 *g7/2 *ds /2. The fourth order cumulants values
presented in Table Il confirm that the bivariate Gaussiamfis a good approximation fgt decay

transition strength densities. Results in Table Il jystie assumptions made in [39, 56] where

25



spectral distribution method is applied, with the coriielatcoefficients in the correct range, to

calculate thes decay rates for nuclei relevant for pre-supernovae eaiuti
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