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Abstract

We aim to explore the bubble nature of the exotic nucleus *°N within the microscopic antisymmetrized molecular
dynamics (AMD) approach. Constraining its structural parameters, we analyse its static properties. Subsequently, we
use the AMD infused finite-range distorted-wave Born approximation theory to calculate the Coulomb breakup of 2°N
as an indirect approach to estimate the °N(n, y)*°N radiative capture rate.

1. Introduction

Nuclei away from the valley of stability can exhibit
exotic behaviors such as the halo phenomenon [[1], but
movement along this coast towards the medium and
heavy mass region also results in the manifestation of
other such peculiar properties. One such feature evolves
to produce a rearrangement of the density profile of a
nucleus, decreasing it right at the center. These atomic
cores with slightly decreased nuclear densities near the
origin are called “bubble” nuclei [2,3,!4]. Such bubble-
like formations in non-cluster nuclei are unexpected as
they challenge the quantum liquid picture of a typical
nucleus [12,15].

The central depletions in the nuclear density usu-
ally are a delicate result of a reduced occupation of
single-particle orbits with low orbital angular momen-
tum, whose wave functions peak mainly in the nuclear
interior. On the other hand, the presence of higher an-
gular momentum components in the nuclear wave func-
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tions suppresses the central density [2, 6]. An impli-
cation of this phenomenon is that bubble nuclei usually
do not have an s-state contribution and are mostly popu-
lated by the orbits with larger angular momentum. It has
been shown that such nuclei are usually sharper in their
nuclear surface region [3], i.e., the nuclear diffuseness is
very small, with the differences in the diffuseness for the
bubble and non-bubble nuclei being quite prominent. In
a sense, this implies a relation between the occupation
of orbital angular momentum states by nucleons and the
nuclear surface diffuseness [3, (7, 18, 19, 110, [11/]]. Never-
theless, the extraction of the bubble information on the
nuclear profile is challenging as the applications of elec-
tron scattering measurements [12] for unstable nuclei is
still limited. Thus, various reaction observables should
be investigated in this regard to decipher the matter den-
sity distributions of nuclei.

Extensive studies have been carried out for estab-
lished as well as potential bubble candidates in the
medium mass region, like 3*Si [2, [6], “Ar [13] and
220 [3] and some in the heavy and superheavy region
[14, 115, 7, [16]. We, for the present work, concentrate
on a Nitrogen isotope near the drip line, 2°N. In a sim-
ple shell model picture, the outermost 5 neutrons oc-
cupy the ds;; orbit. Hence, the bubble structure is ex-
pected in the ground state of 2°N, much like 220. Apart
from its exotic character, we select this nucleus due to
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its astrophysical relevance as it is supposed to be cru-
cial to the final abundance of Fluorine isotopes in the
neutrino-wind driven model of r-process nucleosynthe-
sis [117,18].

Given these motivations, we study the 19N(n,y)ZON
radiative capture reaction through the indirect method
of Coulomb dissociation (CD). Recently, the method of
CD was applied to an experimental study of 2°N [18],
where a secondary radioactive ion beam of 2°N was
made to impinge on a 2%®Pb target and dissociate into
a '”N core and a neutron. Inverse kinematics was then
applied to study the radiative neutron capture reaction
YN(n,7)?°N. Theoretically, the method of CD has been
reliably used in the past for studying several capture re-
actions of astrophysical interest [19, 20, 21, 22,23] and
is one of the many available indirect tools available to
study capture processes at the relevant energy regime
(21,24, 25, 26].

We apply CD through the fully quantum mechanical
post-form finite-range distorted-wave Born approxima-
tion (FRDWBA) theory [27, 128, 129], whose only input
is the ground state (g.s.) wave function. We use this
breakup theory to compute the relative energy spectra.
Subsequently, we invoke the principle of detailed bal-
ance to calculate the radiative capture cross section from
the photodisintegration cross section, which is obtained
via the elastic dissociation of °N under the dynamic
Coulomb field of 2°8Pb. Finally, from the radiative cap-
ture cross section, we derive the total reaction rate for
the "N(n,5)?°N radiative capture reaction. We com-
pare our results obtained using the microscopic struc-
ture inputs from the antisymmetrized molecular dynam-
ics (AMD) method [30, [31, 132], as well as AMD with
a “tail-corrected” approach [33], and also with a phe-
nomenological method.

In the following section, a brief description of the
formalism is presented. An assessment of the results
obtained from our calculations is done in section[3] fol-
lowed by a conclusion.

2. Theoretical formalism

2.1. Finite-range distorted-wave Born approximation
(FRDWBA)

The triple differential cross section ford + t — b +
¢ + t reaction is written as

BPo 2r

A Ep, Qp, Q. M|
TEdd. = P Er O, )szlwu (1)

In our case, d is the 2°N projectile,  is the 2°8Pb target,
b is the PN core, and ¢ represents the outgoing neutron

(n). The phase space factor of the three-body final state
is represented by p(Ep, Qp, Q.) [134]. vy is the relative
velocity between the projectile and target in the initial
channel. 8y, is the reduced transition amplitude that in-
corporates the ground state radial wave function, u(r),
of the projectile having any angular momentum /, and its
projection m. While the best case scenario for this input
is one derived from a microscopic many body method
like the AMD [33], oftentimes a phenomenological ap-
proach has been used.

Once we have the triple differential cross section from
the FRDWBA theory, we can easily obtain the relative
energy spectrum through appropriate integration and
multiplication with the appropriate Jacobian [19, 28].
For a dipole dominated pure Coulomb breakup, the rel-
ative energy spectrum (do/dE,.;) can be related to the
photodisintegration cross section, o7y, as [35]

do 1 5
= —04NEl
dE.  E, (r.mME )

where ng; is the virtual photon number. The y-energy,
E, = E,q + §,, where S, is the one neutron separa-
tion energy, and E,,; is the relative energy between frag-
ments b-c in the final channel. Knowing the photodisin-
tegration cross section, the time reversed radiative cap-
ture cross section, 0, ), can be computed by using the
principle of detailed balance [35] as

. 2
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where, jp,, jc, and j; are the total spins of the particle
b, c, and d, respectively. k, is the photon wave number
and k = Zﬂb;le rel
the b-c system.

Finally, the reaction rate per mole for the radiative
capture reaction (b + ¢ — d + ) is R = Ns(T (1)),
where, N4 is the Avogadro number and (o,,)v) is
the reaction rate per particle pair and is averaged over
the Maxwell-Boltzmann velocity distribution [36]. For
more details one is referred to [19, 20, 28, 137].

3

, with pp. being the reduced mass of

2.2. Antisymmetrized molecular dynamics (AMD)
method

In this paper, we employ the AMD method to de-
scribe the ground states of '°N and 2°N. The Hamil-
tonian is given by

A
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which is composed of the kinetic energies of nucle-
ons and the Gogny D1S density functional [38] which
includes an effective nucleon-nucleon interaction and
Coulomb interactions. The center-of-mass kinetic en-
ergy, fom, is exactly removed. The variational wave
function of AMD is a parity-projected Slater determi-
nant of single-particle Gaussian wave packets

. 1+ 7P,
O = ———A{p1p2--pa}, (5)
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where P, is the parity operator. In this study, we only
calculate the negative-parity states since we are inter-
ested in the low-lying states. A single-particle wave
packet is represented by a deformed Gaussian [39]

eir)= | | expl-volrs = Zo) bximi,  (6)

T=XY,2

where y; is the spinor, and 7; is the isospin fixed to either
a proton or neutron.

The parameters of the variational wave function are
Z;, v, and y;, which were determined by the energy
variation with the constraint on the nuclear quadrupole
deformation parameter 8. No constraint is imposed on
the other quadrupole deformation parameter y. There-
fore, its value is determined to be the optimal value for
each given 8, which minimizes the energy. By the en-
ergy variation, we obtained the wave functions @7 t(,B)
which have the minimum energy for each given value
of . They were projected on the eigenstates of the total
angular momentum

cDﬁK(B) = P;/IK mt(ﬂ)

2J+1 ; -
o f dODL: QRO (B),  (7)
where Py, ., D4, (Q), and R(Q) denote the angular mo-

mentum projector, Wigner D function, and rotation op-
erator, respectively. The wave functions with different
values of the quadrupole deformation parameter 3 are
superposed to describe the ground and excited states

Wi = ) exin @B, ®)
Ki

The coeflicients eg;, can be obtained from the Hill-
Wheeler equation [40]

Z(HKiK’i’ — EqNkixi)exia = 0, )
K7
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where E, is the eigenenergy of the eigenfunction given
by Eq. ).

The valence neutron wave functions are calculated
from the overlap of the AMD wave functions for A — 1
and A nuclei [41], i.e. N and 2°N

w(r) = V20PN CONDY, - (12)
where bra and ket are the wave functions for the ground
states of "N (J* = 1/27) and °N (J* = 27), respec-
tively. Then, we calculate the multipole decomposition

of Y(r)

jl( )
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where C]2 2-1/2.j-1)2 is the Clebsch-Gordan coeflicient.
u(r) is the valence neutron wave function in the J" ®[;
channel where the core nucleus '°N with spin-parity J”
is coupled to the valence neutron with total angular mo-
mentum j and orbital angular momentum /. Its square-
integral is the spectroscopic factor

C?S = f " dr Ju(r). (14)
0

A problem is that u;(r) obtained from the AMD wave
functions does not have the correct asymptotic behav-
ior at large distances because the single-particle wave
packet is limited to a Gaussian form. Hence, we intro-
duce the modified neutron wave function i ;(r) which
is identical to u j;(r) in the internal region and smoothly
connected to the exact asymptotic form at the channel
radius r = a

() = {”-”(r) frsa s

Ckrki(kr) ifr > a,
where k; is the modified spherical Bessel function of
second kind, and a factor k = +/2uS /%2 is determined
by the reduced mass u of the n + '°N system and one-
neutron separation energy S,. The asymptotic normal-
ization coefficient C and the channel radius a are deter-
mined so that u;(r) is smoothly connected to Cxrk;(kr)
atr =a.

d d
—Inuy(r)| = —Inrk(kr)| (16)
r ' dr

d r=a r=a

uji(a) = Ckak(ka). 17

Thus-obtained i ;(r) is used as an input of the reaction
calculation.



3. Results and discussions

3.1. Properties of the ground states of "’N and *°N cal-
culated by AMD

Figure [Il compares the excitation spectra of N and
20N obtained by AMD with experimental data. The cal-
culated spin-parity of the ground states are 1/2~ and 27,
respectively, in agreement with experimental data and
shell-model calculations [42, 43]. In-beam y-ray spec-
troscopy experiments [44,145] have observed several ex-
cited states for both nuclei, although their spin-parities
have not been firmly assigned. The ordering of the ex-
cited states of '°N is in agreement with the shell model
calculations [43]. On the other hand, for the excited
state of 2N, the AMD and shell model calculations do
not agree. Note that the ordering of the excited states
changes depending on the effective interactions used in
the shell model calculations [43]. This suggests that
the excitation spectrum of 2°N depends on details of the
nucleon-nucleon interactions, such as spin-spin, tensor,
and three-body forces.
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Figure 1: Calculated and observed low-lying spectra of N and 2°N.
The experimental data are taken from Ref. [42].

The properties of the ground states are summarized
in Table [l Both nuclei are largely deformed with the
quadrupole deformation parameter B larger than 0.3,
but their ¥ parameters are different: '°N is prolately
deformed, while 2N is oblately deformed. The elec-
tric quadrupole moment and g-factor of magnetic mo-
ment are calculated without effective charge or quench-
ing factor. Experimentally, only the absolute value of
the g-factor of 19N has been reported [46], and the re-
sult of the AMD calculation is close to that. The AMD
calculation overestimates the observed proton and mat-
ter distribution radii except for the matter distribution
radius of 2°N [47, |48]. This tendency was also found

in other light isotopes, such as Be and B isotopes. This
is due to the strong repulsive density-dependent force
of the Gogny D1S density functional and the use of the
common Gaussian width parameter for protons and neu-
trons in the present AMD framework.

3.2. Density distributions

We now turn our attention to the matter density dis-
tributions of 2°N, calculated with the microscopic AMD
and the phenomenological harmonic oscillator (HO)
wave functions. The proton and neutron configura-
tions of 2N for HO are assumed to be (0s)*(0p)° and
(05)%(0p)®(0d)°, respectively. The valence neutron oc-
cupying the d-shell (without 1s) renders a large enough
orbital angular momentum to a nucleus to make it a
probable bubble candidate [3]. The size parameter (1 =
1.805 fm) is chosen to reproduce the root-mean-square
(rms) radius of 2.84 fm [48].

These density distributions (Fig. 2) clearly depict a
strong depletion of matter at the centre of the nucleus
where the density is significantly lower than the maxi-
mum amplitude, which lies between 1.5 — 2fm. Thus,
it is highly probablﬁ that 2°N is possibly shaped like a
|

H
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Figure 2: Matter density distributions of ’N obtained by AMD and
the HO model.

The occupation probability near the Fermi surface
reflects the density distributions near the nuclear sur-
face [3,17,18,19]. As the central density depression comes

'In more common terms, like a human red blood cell.



Table 1: Calculated ground-state properties of '*N and 2°N compared with the experimental data [46,47, [48]. B and 7 denote matter quadrupole
deformation parameters, where ¥ is given in degrees. The point proton and matter distribution radii (R, and R,,) are given in units of fm. The
electric quadrupole moment and g-factor for the magnetic moment (Q and g) are given in units of fm? and dimensionless, respectively.

JUB Yy 9 &8 lgltexpt) R, Rp(expt) Ry  Ru(expt)
PN 1/27 040 6 - -072 061(3)[46] 266 2.52(3) 285 2.74(3)[48]
2.71(3) [47]
N 27 034 42 28 0.09 2,66 2.52(3) 2.87 2.84(5)[48]
2.81(4) [47]

from the lack of the s-orbits, a bubble nucleus must ex-
hibit a sharper nuclear surface than which includes s-
orbits [3]. Thus, it is logical to compute its diffuseness
from the AMD and HO densities. For the same, we start
from a phenomenological two-parameter Fermi (2pF)
density distribution as

Po
s 18
1 +exp[(r—Rr)/ar] (18)

pr(r) =

where ar and Ry are the diffuseness and radius param-
eters, respectively. The value of pg is uniquely deter-
mined for a given ar and Rr by the normalization. We
then determined the diffuseness parameter directly by
minimizing the quantity [7]

4 00
T wor-pronar 19)
0

where p is the density distribution obtained with AMD
and the HO, and A is the mass number of the nucleus.
Using Eq. (T9), the values of diffuseness parameter for
20N are 0.51 fm for HO and 0.53 fm for the AMD (in
the ds/,-state). The nuclear diffuseness of HO is slightly
lesser than AMD because the density of HO is more
suppressed in the interior and more sharp around the
nuclear radius than AMD. Nonetheless, the consistently
lower diffuseness predicted by both the AMD and HO
densities, seems to be a strong indication of the bubble
structure for 2°N [3].

3.3. Wave functions of the valence neutron

Since we study N(n,7)°N and its inverse reaction,
2ON(y, n)'°N, we are interested in the valence neutron
wave function coupled to the ground state of '°N. The
spin-parity of the ground states of N and 2°N are 1/2~
and 27, respectively. Hence, the valence neutron must
be in either ds;» or ds» orbit. We have found several
interesting features of the valence neutron wave func-
tions calculated by AMD as described below. The C2S
(square-integral of u ;) is 0.27 for the 1/2~ ® ds), chan-
nel whereas that of the 1/27 ® d3,, channel is negligibly

small, 0.015. Thus, the valence neutrons mostly occupy
ds) orbit and rarely occupy the d3/, orbit. There is no
experimental data for the C2S to be compared with the
AMD results. However, we note the dominance of the
ds), orbit is consistent with the increase of the N = 14
shell gap in neutron-rich N isotopes reported by an ex-
periment [48].

We also consider a phenomenological description of
the core-valence neutron interaction through a Woods-
Saxon (WS) potential of the form

V(r) = Vof(r) + Vlréf.s—] —f(r), (20)
I"dl"
where

V—RWS

f(r)=[1+exp( )r, Rws = A3, (21)

aws
Here, Vj and V; are the potential depths of the central
and spin-orbit potentials, respectively. V; is taken to be
[22 — 14(N — Z)/A] [49], and for our purpose, it comes
out to be 17.8 MeV. The radius and diffuseness parame-
ters are taken as rp = 1.25 fm and aws = 0.65 fm, respec-
tively. Vj is then adjusted to reproduce the one-neutron
separation energy of 2N (S, = 2.16 MeV).

Note that the nuclear diffuseness is determined by the
angular momentum of the single-particle orbits near the
Fermi surface and strongly depends on the shell struc-
ture [8]. As the aws includes the range of the nuclear
force, the value is in general larger than that extracted
from the density distribution in Sec.

With this description, we present in Fig. [Bla com-
parison of the valence neutron wave functions obtained
from AMD and the phenomenological WS approaches.
Comparing the normalized AMD (uj;) and the AMD
with tail correction (ii ;) shown in Fig.[3] it is clear that
the original AMD does not describe the correct asymp-
totic form and requires a correction at large distances.
The channel radii obtained from Eq. (I7) are 3.8 and
4.1 fm for ds;» and d3j,, respectively. Interestingly,
a properly parameterized WS potential produces a va-
lence neutron wave function quite similar to #;. It is
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Figure 3: Normalized wave functions of the AMD (u;), WS, and the
AMD with tail correction (i ;) models.

noted that the correction of the asymptotic form changes
the C2S, but even after the correction, the C2S of d3/,
orbit is still two orders of magnitude smaller than that
of ds;,. Therefore, when we discuss the radiative cap-
ture rates later on, we can safely assume that the valence
neutrons occupy only the ds;, orbit.

3.4. The reaction rates

We now consider the CD of 2°N breaking elastically
on 28Pb at 256 MeV/u beam energy. The beam en-
ergy was taken to be in consonance with the experimen-
tal conditions mentioned in Ref. [18]. Subsequently,
as outlined in Egs. (1), @), and (@), we estimate the
N(n,y)*N radiative capture reaction rates.

In Fig. [ we show the 9N (n, v)*°N reaction rates for
the g.s. ds» configuration of 2N with and without the
AMD spectroscopic factors deduced earlier, for the pur-
pose of comparison. Interestingly, the AMD and WS
rates are similar till 79 < 1. However, as the temper-
ature rises, the AMD calculations are more consistent
with the experimental results. It may be worthwhile
to remark that a proper description of 2°N, as a bub-
ble nucleus in its g.s., by the AMD model, was crucial

in accounting for the reaction rates. For instance, had
the 2ON g.s., built from the g.s. of 19NI(1/27) admitted,
an s-wave neutron that would have destroyed the bub-
ble nature and the consequent reaction rate would have
been substantially higher. Incidentally, initial estimates
which include coupling the core excited N(3/27) with

an o. .- nantran ta farm tha oo of 20N chaa that tha
AMD L
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Figure 4: '""N(n, y)?°N reaction rates for the g.s. ds /2 configuration
of 2ON. The AMD, WS and AMD with tail corrected results are with
the AMD deduced C2S = 0.27 for the ds state. The results with
C2S = 1.0, are shown for the purpose of comparison. The dotted line
shows the statistical model rates (taken from Rauscher et al. [50]).
The shaded band represents the data from Ref. [1&].

At the same time, the WS reaction rates are almost
identical with the AMD and AMD with tail corrected
results till T9 = 1. However, beyond this temperature,
discernible differences begin to manifest themselves. It
will certainly be exciting to see if this difference is a
direct outcome of the extension of the tail of the wave
functions at larger distances. A comparison with sta-
tistical rates (taken from Rauscher er al. [50]) is done
through the dotted lines. As is evident, statistical mod-
els may not always incorporate the essence of individual
nuclear structure of exotic nuclei involved in these cap-
ture reactions.

The uncertainty in the g.s. binding energy of 80 keV
[42] for °N led us to calculate the reaction rates for
different one neutron separation energies ranging from
2.08 MeV to 2.24 MeV. We did not see any major dif-
ference in the reaction rates throughout this temperature
range, and hence, these results are not shown.

We observe that our results from the microscopic as
well as phenomenological approach are fairly compara-



ble with the experimental results (shaded data extracted
using the experimental cross sections) within their lim-
its of rms statistical uncertainties [[18]. The overall rate
is prone to saturation, as at higher temperatures, other
processes like p- or a-capture begin to interfere and
dominate [17]. It will be interesting to further analyse
these rates from both the experimental and theoretical
view points, especially when the rate for 2°N(n,y)*'N is
also considered for the abundance of Flourine isotopes
via reaction network calculations.

4. Conclusions

In this work, we try to bring together various aspects
of nuclear physics for a coherent analysis of structure,
reaction, and applications to astrophysics. We explore
the bubble nature of 2°N, showing its impact on the
N(n,y)*N radiative capture reaction rate.

We incorporate the AMD method, a microscopic nu-
clear structure model, with the fully quantum mechan-
ical theory of finite-range distorted-wave Born approx-
imation (FRDWBA) and analyse the theoretical elastic
Coulomb breakup of 2°N on 2%8Pb at 256 MeV/u beam
energy to give off a !N core and a valence neutron. The
cross sections generated are used to compute the rele-
vant reaction rates. Such approaches of using a micro-
scopic structure input to the FRDWBA have been suc-
cessfully used in the past to study halo nuclei [33].

The AMD wave function was corrected for proper
asymptotics and was also compared with a phenomeno-
logical Woods-Saxon wave function. Although the tail
portions may vary, however, the wave function ampli-
tudes are almost similar in the interior region. With an
S, value of 2.16 MeV, the nucleus is not very weakly
bound and therefore, should have a smaller contribution
from tail portions of the wave functions compared to a
typical halo nucleus.

The rate of the " N(n,7)?°N reaction is important for
abundance of Fluorine isotopes in stellar nucleosynthe-
sis and is strongly affected by the underlying struc-
ture of 2°N, the bubble structure. The negligibly small
spectroscopic factor of the d3,, orbit effectively identi-
fies the single particle ds;, state as the sole contributor
to the various static properties of ’N and the ensuing
N(n,7)?°N reaction rate.

Thus, a precise knowledge of the structure of exotic
nuclei is crucial not only to understand the physics at
or near the drip lines, but uncertainties in its description
can result in different results for observables like sym-
metry energy going into the equation of state of infinite
neutron-rich nuclear matter [51),52], which presently is
a key to understand the neutron stars and supernovae

[53, 154]. It is, therefore, vital that a realistic descrip-
tion of the structure and reactions of exotic nuclei are
implemented, which otherwise has to rely on statistical
estimates from the available data for more stable nuclei.
The FRDWBA can prove to be a handy tool in this re-
gard, given that it requires just the projectile wave func-
tion as the input, that can be taken from microscopic
structure theories or phenomenological models. This
gives us results that match experimental data reasonably
well.
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