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Chapter 1

Effective Forces

The properties of homogeneous nuclear and neutron matter at high densi-
ties play a crucial role in the determination of the structure of neutron star
interiors [1, 2, B]. Terrestrial nuclei do not provide enough information to
constrain an equation of state (EoS) under the extreme conditions of density
and isospin asymmetry, and also a possible spin polarization that we can find
inside neutron stars. Thus, a potentially safe way to obtain the EoS relies
on microscopic many-body calculations based on realistic nucleon-nucleon
(NN) interactions [4].

These realistic NN interactions should fulfil a minimum set of require-
ments. In particular, realistic potentials are build to reproduce the Nijmegen
database [5], which contains a full set of NN elastic scattering phase-shifts
up to energies of about 350 MeV and also to reproduce the properties of the
only two nucleon bound state: the deuteron, which is bound by 2.22MeV in
the partial wave 3S; —3D;.

In principle, the realistic interactions are the apppropiate ones to be used
in the so called ab initio many-body calculations, which aim at providing a
tirst-principles description of the EoS of symmetric nuclear matter and neu-
tron matter.

The NN interactions fulfilling these minimum requirements have a no-
torious complexity and depend on the spin and isospin degrees of freedom
of the NN system. In particular, the tensor dependence, which is the direct
responsible of the coupling between the *S; and ®D; partial waves in the
deuteron, increases the complexity of the problem.

Several many-body techniques have been developed to deal with these
realistic interactions. Due to the strong repulsion present in any realistic in-
teraction, they require the use of correlated wave functions or the sum of infi-
nite perturbative diagrams (ladder diagrams) [6]. The large complexity of the
calculations and the NN interactions themselves make very convenient the
use of effective NN interactions, which are commonly implemented in the
Hartree-Fock approximation and, therefore, easier to treat. Although effec-
tive forces have successfully been used in both finite nuclei and nuclear mat-
ter, they do not reproduce the phase-shifts nor the properties of the deuteron.

By construction, most of the effective forces used in the literature are well
behaved around the saturation density of nuclear matter and for moderate
isospin asymmetries. In general, these effective interactions depend on a set
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of parameters that are determined by reproducing basic properties of sym-
metric nuclear matter as the saturation density p,, the binding energy ey(po),
the incompressibility modulus x(py) and the symmetry energy e, (po) to-
gether with the binding energy of some double magic nuclei [7].

Once a parametrization is determined, one can, for instance, study nuclei
and nuclear matter under conditions far from those used to define the force,
in quite a simple way. When doing so, however, one must always keep in
mind the particular limitations of the parametrization that has been using.

In this work, we will use two types of effective interactions: the Skyrme
interaction [8, 9], that has a zero-range character and a simple spin-isospin
dependence, and the Gogny interaction [10], which besides a zero-range term
has finite-range terms of Gaussian shape along with a spin-isospin depen-
dence.

The main objective will be to build the Hartree-Fock framework to calcu-
late single-particle potentials and total energy per particle of polarized asym-
metric nuclear matter and explore the possible spin instabilities of nuclear
and neutron matter with effective forces constructed using conditions of zero
spin polarization.

1.1 The Skyrme interaction

The Skyrme forces where introduced by T. H. R. Skyrme [8] around 1950 and,
since the pioneering work of Vautherin and Brink [9], there has been an in-
tensive and successful use of Skyrme effective NN interactions [11}12]. They
are characterized by a zero-range interaction (contact interactions) that leads
to simple analytical expressions for basic properties of nuclear matter such
as the ones we have already mentioned (binding energy, incompressibility
modulus, saturation density and symmetry energy). A Skyrme force has the
following structure:

dgr(r) =to(1 + 2o P,)d(x)

+ts(1+ 7P [p(R)]6(r)

ot + P [k + 1) (1.1)

L1 ) [50)ROK? 41 (RS0

+15(1 + 22, P,)K'6(r)k + t5(1 4 5P, )k p(R)5(r)k
+iWo(o + o') - k' x d(r)k,

wherer = r; —ry, R = (r; + 11)/2, k = (V; — V;)/2i is the relative mo-
mentum acting on the right and k' is its conjugate acting on the left, P, =
(140 -0')/21is the spin exchange operator and v, t; and z; are the parameters
of the force. The contact terms provide the S-wave contributions while mo-
mentum dependent ones (gradient terms) give the P-wave components. The
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spin-orbit term (W}) is irrelevant for infinite nuclear and neutron matter and
we will not consider it in our calculations.

The main advantage of these forces comes from their analytical charac-
ter which makes it very useful to get a physical insight into problems where
the fully microscopic calculations are either very time-consuming or not yet
possible to implement. Notice that not all the Skyrme parameters can be
completely well determined through the fits of given sets of data and only
certain combinations related to the basic properties mentioned before are re-
ally empirically determined [13].

This leads to a scenario where, for instance, different Skyrme forces pro-
duce similar EoS for symmetric nuclear matter but very different results for
neutron matter. This is easily understood if one considers that neutron mat-
ter or, equivalently, systems with large isospin asymmetry are not part of the
common input data employed to determine the parameters of the interaction.
This feature should be corrected if Skyrme-type forces are to be used in con-
ditions of large neutron to proton ratios such as neutron matter in neutron
stars or nuclei near the drip line.

Recently, an extensive and systematic study has tested the capabilities
of almost 90 existing Skyrme parametrizations to provide good neutron-star
properties [14]. It was found that only 27 of these forces passed the restric-
tive tests imposed, the key being the behaviour (increasing) of the symmetry
energy Ey,.(p) with density. A very convenient set of Skyrme forces are the
ones provided by the Lyon group [15,[16], which also take into account vari-
ational results for neutron matter obtained with realistic interactions to fix
the parameters of the force [17]. In particular, we have chosen SLy4 for our
calculations. The parameters which define SLy4 are reported in table The
properties of symmetric nuclear matter provided by SLy4 are shown in table

to = —2488.9MeVIm?® ¢, = 486.8 MeVIm® ¢, = —546.4MeVfm® t; = 13777 MeVfm™/2
zo = 0.83 ry = —0.34 Ty = —1 r3 =1.35

TABLE 1.1: Parameters of the Skyrme SLy4 interaction. Not
shown parameters are zero. v = 1/6.

1.2 The Gogny interaction

The Gogny interaction, proposed in 1980 by D. Gogny [10], is a well known
and extensively used effective nuclear interaction. Unlike the Skyrme force,
the Gogny interaction has a build-in finite-range which brings the Gogny
force closer to a realistic interaction.
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There are about ten available Gogny parametrizations in the literatue [18)
19| 20, 21]. However, in our calculations we will only use the original D1
force proposed by D. Gogny.

A Gogny interaction has the following structure:

2
ta(r) =S (Wi + BiPy — HiP, — M, Py)e /0
=1

+to(1 4+ 20 P,)p"d(x) + iWrs(o + o) V'6(r)V,

(1.2)

where P, = (14 o - 0”)/2 are the spin exchange operators, P, = (141 -7')/2
are the isospin exchange operators and ~, W;, B;, H;, M;, t;, z; and p; are the
parameters of the force. Notice that V acts on the right while V' acts on the
left.

The finite-range part is modelled by two Gaussians with two different
ranges. The force also includes a variety of spin-isospin exchange terms pro-
viding a rich spin-isospin structure. The zero-range density-dependent term
helps at reproducing saturation and accounts for the effects of three-body
forces. As in the Skyrme case, the spin-orbit term (WW.g)) can be dropped for
infinite nuclear and neutron matter.

The parameters which define D1 are reported in table(1.2|and the proper-
ties of symmetric nuclear matter provided by D1 are shown in table

(Y W; B; H; M;
1 0.7 -402.40 -100.00 -496.20 -23.56
2 12 -21.30 -11.77 37.27 -68.81

TABLE 1.2: Parameters of the Gogny force D1. ¢, =
1350 MeVfm?, zp = 1 and v = 1/3. y; are in fm and the other,
in MeV.

polfm™] eo(po)[MeV]  egym(po)MeV]  k(po)[MeV]
Skyrme SLy4  0.16 -15.97 32.04 230.9
Gogny D1 0.166 -16.30 30.70 229.4

TABLE 1.3: Properties of symmetric nuclear matter provided by
the Skyrme SLy4 and Gogny D1 interactions.



Chapter 2

Hartree-Fock Formalism

In the previous chapter, we introduced the effective forces of Skyrme and
Gogny-type that we are going to employ in this master thesis. In the present
chapter, we present the Hartree-Fock formalism used to calculate the nuclear
matter properties far away from the conditions that have been used to de-
fine the parameters of the effective forces, i.e., mainly properties of polar-
ized asymmetric nuclear matter. We will study polarized asymmetric nuclear
matter considered as an infinite nuclear system with four different fermionic
states: neutrons with spin up and spin down having densities p,+ and p,,
and protons with spin up and spin down with densities p,+ and p,,. The total
density for neutrons (p,,), protons (p,) and nucleons (p) are given by:

Pn="Pnt Pty  Po=Ppt TPols P =PutPp (2.1)
The asymmetry () and spin polarization (A) can be defined as
_ Pt ” Prl (2.2)

g=Pr"Pr A, = Pt Prd A, =
p pn IOP

Notice that 3 = 0 denotes symmetric nuclear matter and # = 1 denotes
neutron matter. Notice as well that A, = A, = 0 stands for non-polarized
matter (p, = pny, Ppr = ppy) While A, = A, = +1 defines totally polarized
matter (all spins are aligned along the same direction) and A, = —A, =
+1 denotes anti-polarized matter (neutron spins are aligned along the same
direction while proton spins are aligned along the opposite direction).

Therefore, the single-component densities as a function of the asymmetry
and the polarization are given by:

Pro = Z(liﬁ)(liAT)7 (23)

where (1 + f) is for neutrons, (1 — ) is for protons, (1 + A;) is for spin up
polarization and (1 — A;) is for spin down polarization. The third isospin
component is indicated as 7, and 7 = n,p stands for neutron and proton,
respectively, while the third component of the spin is indicated as o, where
o =1, ] stands for spin-up and spin-down, respectively.
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2.1 Mean field description: Hartree-Fock

We are considering a fermionic many-body system at zero temperature under
a two-body force interaction. The Hamiltonian, in second quantization, reads

N N N R 1
H=T+V=> (illj)ala; + 5 > (ijlolkD) alalajay (2.4)

ij ijkl

where a! and a; are the creation and annihilation single-particle operators
used to describe the system.

In our case, for infinite nuclear matter, the eigenfunctions are plane waves
characterized by the quantum numbers: momentum (k), spin (o) and isospin
(7).

ko) = Loy (2.5)
\/ﬁ OAT .
1

where x, and x for o, 7 = +3, —% are the Pauli-spinors

=) vx=(9) 6

respectively. The states |koT) are normalized to volume:
<k0’7’|k/0'/7'/> = (Skkléogl(sﬂ—/ . (27)

At the end of the calculations we take the thermodynamic limit, 2 — oo
and N — oo, keeping the density defined by the ratio N/ constant, with N
being the number of particles and (2 being the volume.

The solution of the Hartree-Fock equations for an infinite system is di-
rectly provided by the plane waves. Therefore, the ground state wave func-
tion in the Hartree-Fock approximation is defined as the Slater determinant
with all the single-particle levels occupied up to the Fermi level. In this case,
the Hartree-Fock energy per particle coincides with the expectation value of
the Hamiltonian in the free Fermi sea wave function, ¥ yg:

E 1 - %
e = =] (Wes|TWrs) + (Wrs|V0ps)]
\ A 1 (2.8)
=y 2 (korlilkor) + 55 > (kom Ko'rofkor, Ko'r) ,
kot kk'oco'TT!

Notice that the kinetic energy (ko7|t|koT) = % is diagonal in this basis
and the interaction energy is defined as the sum of all antisymmetrized two-
body matrix elements which can be constructed with the pairs of particles.
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In the Hartree-Fock approximation, the single-particle energy of a nu-
cleon of momentum £ is

h2k?

2m,

€or(k) = + Usr (k) (2.9)

where U, (k) is the single-particle potential representing the mean field felt
by the nucleon of momentum % with spin ¢ and isospin 7 due to the interac-
tion with all the other nucleons in the system,

k)—z > kot Ko'7|ikoT,Ko'T) , (2.10)

RSk,

being £}, the Fermi momentum of each nucleon species. Notice that the
antisymmetrized two-body matrix elements can be defined in the following
way:

(koT,Ko'7'|0)koT, K'o'7') , = (koT, K o'7'|0A|koT, Ko'T') (2.11)

where A = (1-— JSTPUPT) is the antisymmetry operator and ]5,., ]50 and Jf’T are
the position, spin and isospin exchange operators, respectively,

P, oo’y = |o'o) | P 77"y = |7'7) . (2.12)

Instead of working with the third component of the spin and the isospin,
we can also characterize the two-body states by the total spin .S and isospin
T and their third components Mg and My. At the same time, we also use
the center of mass system by defining K¢y, = (k + k')/2 and the relative
momentum k, = k — k’. Then, Pr, P and P operators act as follows:

P, Ko, k) = Ko, —k,) |

P, |SMg) = (—1)%*' |SMs) | (2.13)
| TMp) = (—=1)" | TMy) .

>

Before going into the calculation of the energy contributions, let us com-
pute the number of particles, given by:

N=) > 1 Z / Sk O(kpor — k) = QkF”g, (2.14)

672
o7 k<kpor oT

where we took the prescription

S (223) / &k (2.15)

k




8 Chapter 2. Hartree-Fock Formalism

in order to perform the sum over momentum. Now, we can relate the Fermi
momentum and the density of each species.

3
kFUT

S ke = (67°0) (2.16)

Por =

Notice that in the Hartree-Fock approximation only the diagonal matrix
elements are used.

2.2 Two-body matrix elements

In the next step we should calculate the antisymmetrized two-body matrix
elements which we decomposed in a direct and an exchange term:

e Direct term:

(kot,K'o'7T'|0|koT, /0/7'/>

1 /
//d37"1 d3T2 \/_ fzkrl\/_ —ik'-ro A (rl o r2)

1 .
ek ik T2 (o0’ ’OU‘O'O'I> (r7'|O|77")

“ 5" e
= m//d?’md rod(ry — 13) (00”|Oy |00’y (77|04 77) .

(2.17)

e Exchange term:

(koT,k'o'7'|0|K o’ km’)

T //dgrl d37”2v (r) — rp)e ) K0 (56010, o' o) (77O, |7'T)
(2.18)
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In the case of the Skyrme interaction, the antisymmetrized two-body ma-
trix elements can be written as

(kor,K'o'7'|0gk(r) [koT, K'o'T) , =

|:t0+ tgp + 4(1{ k/) <t1—|—t2>
{tol‘o-i‘ ~t3w3p” + 4(k K')?(t12 +t2$2)}5ao' (2.19)
{tO + t3:0 + - (k k/) ( 1 t2>}500’67'7"
1
{toxo + 6t3$3,0 + - (k k') (t1 2 —t2$2)}5n'} ;
while for the Gogny interaction we have
</€1817'17 k2527'2‘77c:(1')‘k1517'1, k252Tz>A =
1
= ﬁpvto[(l - 5513257—17—2) + :130(55152 - 5717-2)]
1 3/2 3
+ 57 H;
Q Z: (2.20)

A 1 al2
X |:VV2 (]— - 5515257'17'26_7‘(1' ) + Bz (68152 - 5T1726_T|q| )

2 2
_Hi g2 _Hi g2
—H(%m—@me4h>—M(%w%m—e4m)}

where q = k — k'.

In Fig. 2.1l we present the matrix elements of the Skyrme SLy4 (letf) and
Gogny D1 (right) interactions times volume as functions of the momentum £’
at saturation density py = 0.16 fm~3 with £ = 0fm~'. Notice that Eqgs.
and are symmetric under the exchange of k£ and %'

The Skyrme SLy4 diagonal matrix elements where nucleons have the same
third spin component (¢ = ¢’) and the same isospin third component (7 = 7')
are set to zero in the SLy4 parametrization. Otherwise, all the Gogny D1 ma-
trix elements are different than zero, although the ones with the same third
spin and isospin component are almost null.
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3 I 1| I |
AN 2500 F o=0.1=1 _
E 2000 G=G:;r¢1: ]
S 1500 | OFC;T=T e I
%mg 1000 L CHEOC THET _%
e © 500 IE
o = 2
3 0 :
5  -500 F I
N 4000 e ]
. -1500 ! | | S
<C I | | |
A 2500 - 7
o 2000 | ]
S — 1500 | ]
b _
< § 1000 1
o2 20T A §
o2 e g
~ = 0
N __
A I :
G | | | |

1500

FIGURE 2.1: Matrix elements of the Skyrme SLy4 (top) and

Gogny D1 (bottom) interactions times volume as functions of

the momentum &’ at saturation density pg = 0.16 fm— with
k=0fm™L
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Chapter 3

Energy Contributions

After presenting the two families of effective forces (Skyrme and Gogny) con-
sidered in Chapter|l, and with the framework developed in Chapter 2} in this
chapter we present the calculations of the total energy of polarized asymme-
tric nuclear matter and the single-particle potential that feels a nucleon with
momentum k and a given third component of the spin (¢) and isospin (7) due
to the interaction with the other nucleons.

We calculate first the single-particle potential followed by the calculation
of the kinetic and potential energies, which define the total energy of the sys-
tem. The calculation of the potential energy is performed by summing all
the two-body matrix elements. After that, we present an alternative calcula-
tion for the potential energy using the Slater functions, which is equivalent
to the calculation of the distribution function of the free Fermi sea. Finally,
we calculate the isospin and spin symmetry energies.

3.1 Single-Particle Potential

The single-particle potential, defined in Eq. (2.10), is

Usr (k) = Z Z (kot,X'o'r'|0|koT, K'0'T") , . (3.1)
o'’ k’gk;,a,T,

In the case of the Skyrme interaction, the single-particle potential for a given
o and 7, calculated using Eq. 2.19) and Eq. (3.I), has the following expres-
sion:

[ 1 1 3

Us(k) =) { to+ Stap” + (k:2 + gkz’FU,T,Q) (t, + tz)] Dot
| 1 Ll 3., o

+ [toxo + 6753$3P7 + 1 k* + gkpgw (tix1 + ta2) | porrOg0r

[ 1 1 3
—|to + Etgp'y + Z (kj2 -+ gk/F‘U,T’Z) (t1 — tg):| pa’T’aaa’érT’
i 1 Y 1 2 3 / 2
— [toTo + étdmdp + Z k*+ ngU/T/ (tlxl - t2.’L‘2) pO'/T/(STT/ )
(3.2)
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being k7., the Fermi momentum for the ¢'7' component, Eq. (2.16). Notice
that the single-particle spectrum is parabolic in k and, therefore, the effective
mass is momentum independent.

For the Gogny force, the single-particle potential for a given o7, calculated

using Eq. (2.20) and Eq. (3.1)), reads

UOC.;T(]C) = Z{p’ytg[(l — (500./57.7./) + 1’0(500./ — (STT/)]pO./T/

O-IT/

+ 7T3/2 Z ,U? [VV’L + Biéao-/ — HZ'67—7-’ - Miédo'/gTT,]pO'/T/

. (3.3)
- T = ‘/Vi(sao’&w'/ BiéfT/ - Hiéaa/ - Mz
7 Z [ + )
1 /- _ T
X {ﬂ (6 e qg> + %eff(qﬂ%)} } ;
where ¢y = 2 (k £ k},.,,) and erf(a,b) = == ff dz e** is the error function.

Notice that the last term of the previous equation should be carefully com-
puted when & = 0. In this case US (k = 0) reads

Ug_(()) = Z{pfyto[(l — (50.0157.7./) + .Z'()((SUO./ — 5T7'/)]po./T/

+ 7[_3/2 Z M?[VVZ + Biéaa’ - Hi(STT/ - Miéaa’éTT/]pJ"r’

. ' (3.4)

- T Z [Widaa’ér‘r’ + Bi(STT/ - Hi(saa’ - Mz]
™ =

ikl 7 % /
X {\/Eerf (M Fo'7 ) — uik};gweikm’ﬂﬂ } .

2

In Figs.[3.1]and 3.2 we show the results of the single-particle potential for
the Skyrme SLy4 interaction and the Gogny D1 interaction, respectively. Both
figures show the neutron (U,+(k) , U, (k)) (upper panels) and proton (U (k),
U, (k)) (lower panels) single-particle potentials for different asymmetries (/5)
and spin polarizations (A,,A,) at saturation density py = 0.16fm~3. The
results for symmetric nuclear matter (3 = 0) are shown in the left and central
columns, whereas the results for asymmetric nuclear matter with 5 = 0.5
are shown in the right column. Solid black lines show the results of non-
polarized matter (A, = A, = 0) as a reference. Dotted red and green lines
show the results of spin-polarized matter.

The main difference between the Skyrme SLy4 and the Gogny D1 inter-
actions is that the single-particle potential for the Skyrme SLy4 interaction
shows a parabolic behaviour with k, see Eq. (3.2), whereas the single-particle
potential for the Gogny D1 interaction does not show a global parabolic be-
haviour in the full range of k, see Eq. (3.3), showing a saturation behaviour
for large values of k. This effect is caused because the Skyrme interaction is a
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FIGURE 3.1: Skyrme SLy4 interaction single-particle potentials.
Upper panels show the neutron single-particle potentials and
lower panels show the proton single-particle potentials as a
function of momentum £ for different asymmetries and spin
polarizations at saturation density of symmetric nuclear matter
po = 0.16 fm~3. Left and central panels show results for sym-
metric nuclear matter whereas right panels shows results for
asymmetric matter. Solid black lines show the results for non-
polarized matter (A,, = A, = 0) as a reference, whereas dotted
red and green lines show the results for spin-polarized matter.
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FIGURE 3.2: Gogny D1 interaction single-particle potentials.
Upper panels show the neutron single-particle potentials and
lower panels show the proton single-particle potentials as a
function of momentum & for different asymmetries and spin
polarizations at saturation density of symmetric nuclear matter
po = 0.16fm™3. Left and central panels show results for sym-
metric nuclear matter whereas right panels shows results for
asymmetric matter. Solid black lines show the results for non-
polarized matter (A, = A, = 0) as a reference, whereas dotted
red and green lines show the results for spin-polarized matter.
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zero-range force while the Gogny interaction has a finite-range. Notice that
the saturation behaviour of the single-particle potential for the Gogny inter-
action for large k£ is a consequence of the fact that the exchange term of the
interaction goes to zero. Thus, the contribution for large £ is provided by the
direct term, which has no momentum dependence.

One can point out that for non-polarized asymmetric nuclear matter the
single-particle spectrum for protons becomes more attractive than the one
for neutrons. This is true for both the Skyrme SLy4 and the Gogny D1 inter-
actions. It can be seen by comparing the solid black lines of the upper and
lower right column panels of both previous figures.

Concerning the dependence of the single-particle potentials of the species
with the spin-polarization, we observe an opposite behaviour for the polar-
ized neutrons. In fact, the single-particle potential of the less abundant com-
ponent (n |) becomes more attractive than that of the most abundant com-
ponent (n 1) in the case of the Gogny D1 interaction. The opposite is true for
the Skyrme SLy4 interaction. For the proton single-particle spectrum, we ob-
serve a similar behaviour for both forces, being, in general, the less abundant
component (p |) more attractive, for both interactions.

3.2 Kinetic and Potential Energies

We have already calculated the single-particle spectrum of the different species
for different spin polarizations and isospin asymmetries. The next step will
be to calculate the kinetic and the potential energy contributions to the total
energy.

The kinetic energy per particldl] in a fermionic system composed by dif-
ferent species, is the following:

2 3 h2
\11|T|\11 Z > (kor|klkoT) = (km + k) + =5 (ka + k5,
o7 k<kpor
R 1 R 1
= o, ;(fm +&ny) + Qmp;(fm + &) s
(3.5)

where ¢, are related to the average kinetic energy of the Fermi model of
nuclear matter [22],

3 3

§ro = gk%'o"rpTU = S(GWQPTU)Q/gpm
3 /3 2/3 (3.6)
-3 (27r p) p(L4 )31+ AP

IThe kinetic energy per particle as a function of the total density p, isospin asymmetry j3
and neutron and proton spin polarizations A,, and A, is provided by Eq. (A.10)
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The potential energy per particle can be calculated by performing the sum
over the spin and isospin components and the momentum % up to the Fermi
momentum kg, of the single-particle potential of nucleons with momentum
k spin o and isospin 7:

! <\I/FS|V|\IIFS Z Z UO'T . (37)

N
oT k<kpgr

Equivalently, using Eq.(3.1), the previous expression can be written as

QQ .
— 2N Z /, PPk k' (koK' o'7'|0|koT, Ko7'y, |

krpor YKL 1
(3.8)
where the integrals over momentum can be expressed in terms of a function
¢ (k, k') with a k, k' dependence, can be found in the appendix for both
the Skyrme and Gogny interactions.

1
I[@(k,k’);kFUT,k;U,T,]EQ— 2y /k / PPkd’K ok, k).  (3.9)
Fort

For the Skyrme interaction, the potential energy per particlef|reads

N 4—p[2t2(1 + 22)|[EntPnt + EnyPny + Epropr + EpLopy]
1
+ 4—,0[751(1 — 1) + ta(1 4+ 22)|[§ntony + EntPnt + Eprops + EpLopt]

1
+ 4—/)[151(1 + 1) + to(1 4+ 22)|[Entpr + EntPps + EprPnt + Epronll
(3.10)

1
+ - [tl + tol[§ntPpy + EntPpt + Eptony + EpiPnr]
1 1
to + t3,0 PnPp + ; toxo + 615391730 [Pt Pt =+ PripPpl

{ (I —=0) + t3(1 - x3)/ﬂ] [Pnt Pt + Pprop]

2The Skyrme potential energy per particle as a function of the total density p, isospin
asymmetry 8 and neutron and proton spin polarizations A, and A, is provided by

Eq. (A1)



3.2. Kinetic and Potential Energies 17

while the potential energy per particle for the Gogny interaction reads

105 - B B
) = p " to(1 = 20) (PutPns + PorPps) + 7 topnpp + 07 toTo(PutPpt + PriPpl)

N
T %/)2 D {WiPQ + Bil(pt + ppt)* + (Puy + pp1)’]
— Hi(p;, + pp) — Milpny + pry + Py + pfw)}
- > l<Wi + Bi — H; — M;) (gz‘(/me krnt) + 9i(kpny, kFn)
dpym =
+ 9i(krpts krpt) + gi(Kppy, ka¢)>
+ (Bi — M;) (%(lﬂan krny) + 9i(kpny, kpnt)
+ 9i(krpt, krp)) + gi(kppy. kaT))
— (H; + M;) <9i(k‘FnT, krpt) + Gi(kpny, krpy)
+ 9i(krpt, Krnt) + 9i(Krpy an¢)>
— M; (92‘(an¢> krp) + 9i(kpny, kppt)
+ 9i(kppt; kpny) + 9i(krpy, ka))} 7
(3.11)
where

2
Ky /
gi(kFoﬂ k}?o/T’> - 377—2#3 |:(/“’L7,2k%0’7‘ - /’LileO'T/’LZ'k‘-/F‘O’/T/ + u?k‘/zFU,T/ - 2) eij(kFUTJrkFU/TI)Q

2 /
- (#?kl%’aT + MikFUTMik/F’UIT/ + H’zzk/%'a”r’ - 2) 6_%(kF0T_kFUIT,)2

3 .
— \/g/l‘l (k%O'T — klli—vo./T/) erf (%(kFUT - leo”T’))
3 .
+ \/zl“'bl (k%a"l' —|— k/%OJT/) eI‘f (%(kFUT + k};‘a./q_/)):| .

(3.12)

Notice that ¢;(kpor, 0) = gi(0, k) = g:(0,0) = 0.

In Fig. 3.3 we show the kinetic energy (upper row) and the potential en-
ergy per particle for the Skyrme SLy4 interaction (middle row) and for the
Gogny D1 interaction (lower row) for non-polarized (A, = A, = 0), totally
polarized (A, = A, = £1) and anti-polarized (A,, = —A, = +1) nuclear mat-
ter. The case of symmetric nuclear matter (5 = 0) is shown in the left column,
asymmetric nuclear matter with 8 = 0.5 is shown in the central column and
neutron matter (5 = 1) is presented in the right column.

First of all, we observe that the kinetic energy increases with the isospin
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FIGURE 3.3: Kinetic (upper row) and potential (middle and
lower row) energy per particle for the Skyrme SLy4 interac-
tion (middle row) and for the Gogny D1 interaction (lower
row) as functions of the total density for symmetric nuclear
matter (left column), asymmetric nuclear matter (central col-
umn) and neutron matter (right column) and non-polarized
(A, = A, = 0), totally polarized (A, = A, = *1) and anti-
polarized (A,, = —A, = £1) nuclear matter.
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FIGURE 3.4: Gogny D1 potential energy per particle of non-
polarized matter as a function of the total density for diffetent
isospin asymmetry values.

asymmetry regardless of the spin polarization of the system. However, this
statement is not true for the potential energy, for neither the Skyrme SLy4 nor
the Gogny D1 interactions.

For the Skyrme SLy4, the potential energy of non-polarized and anti-
polarized matter becomes more repulsive as the isospin asymmetry increases,
whereas the potential energy of totally polarized matter becomes more at-
tractive. Similarly, the Gogny D1 potential energy of anti-polarized matter
becomes more repulsive as the isospin asymmetry increases and the oppo-
site happens to the potential energy of totally polarized matter.

It is worth to point out the behaviour of the potential energy of non-
polarized matter with the Gogny D1 interaction, showed in Fig. There is
a density value around p ~ 0.365 fm~* at which the potential energy per par-
ticle is almost independent of the isospin asymmetry. Therefore, the potential
energy for non-polarized matter becomes more repulsive for density values
p < 0.365 fm 2 and becomes more attractive for density values p > 0.365 fm—3
as the isospin asymmetry increases.

Let us now analyse the kinetic energy dependence on the spin polariza-
tion. We observe that the kinetic energy of non-polarized matter is smaller
than that of totally and anti-polarized matter for any isospin asymmetry. This
is a direct consequence of the Fermi character of the nucleon.

In a similar way, the potential energy of non-polarized matter is more
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attractive than that of the fully polarized one, except for the Skyrme SLy4 po-
tential energy of neutron matter, which presents a potential energy-crossing
at p ~ 0.46 fm~3, which lies outside of the figure.

For the Skyrme SLy4 interaction, the potential energy of anti-polarized
matter is the most repulsive one at low densities and the most attractive one
at large densities. In the case of the Gogny D1 interaction, the potential en-
ergy of anti-polarized matter is the most repulsive one up to a centain den-
sity. However, for large density values, the potential energy of fully polarized
matter becomes the most repulsive one.

Notice that the potential energy of totally polarized neutron matter for
the Skyrme SLy4 is zero, and it is almost zero for the Gogny D1 interaction
(see Sec.[2.2). Thus, totally polarized neutron matter can be approximated to
a free Fermi gas.

3.2.1 Potential Energy using the Slater Function

In many realistic situations, the interaction potential o(r; — ry) only depends
on the spatial coordinates. Then, it can be useful to perform the integration
over momentum before the integration over the spatial coordinates to calcu-
late the potential energy. This procedure is described below:

1 X
W[V | W) =
N< rs|V]| FS>

/ / Pk d’k’ (kor, K'o'7'|o(r) — 12)0,0,|kor, Ko'T')
kpor Jk

Fo'r!

d®ry 0(ry — 13) Z/ / d*k A3k’
kFa‘r k

oo'TT’ Fo'r/
" [<aa'|éa|aa'> (77O, |77y — e K1) (00110, By 00} (7|0, By lr1')
(3.13)

2N

oo'TT!

d3r1

Using now

/ d*’k = (27)3pyr
kFUT

(3.14)
/ dSkez‘k’.r — (27T)3pJT€(kFO'TT) ,
kFUT

where v, and v, are the spin and the isospin degeneracy, r = r; — r; is the
relative coordinate and ¢(kpr) is the so called Slater function,

3j1(l€FT>
kFT

sin(kpr)  cos(kpr)
(kFT‘)2 kFT

U(kpr) = . Jilkpr) = (3.15)
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In the case of symmetric nuclear matter, one arrives to the following expres-
sion,

1 ~ 1 N
~ (sl V[ ¥rs) = £ / dri(r)

2,,2
N v2p?

X Z |:<JU,|OU|UO/> (77|, |77y — (00"|Oy Py|oa”y (77'|O-Py|r7') 2 (kpr) |

oo'rt!

(3.16)

which simplifies the calculation of the potential energy per particle to one
integral over the relative coordinate and the corresponding traces and/or
operators expected value.

We use this method as a check for our previous calculations on the Gogny
interaction since it only depends on the relative coordinate, contrary to the
Skyrme interaction which also has a momentum dependence. The resul-
ting expressions from Eq. for non-polarized, totally polarized and anti-
polarized nuclear matter together with non-polarized and totally polarized
neutron matter are reported in the appendix

In Fig.[3.5|we compare the calculations for the potential energy per parti-
cle integrating first over the momentum space (symbols) and the coordinates
space (solid lines) for the potential energy per particle of non-polarized, to-
tally polarized and anti-polarized nuclear matter and non-polarized and to-
tally polarized neutron matter for the Gogny D1 interaction. This provides a
non-trivial double-check of our numerical calculations.
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FIGURE 3.5: Potential energy per particle of symmetric nuclear
matter (upper panel) and neutron matter (lower panel) for non-
polarized (A, = A, = 0), totally polarized (A, = A, + 1) and
anti-polarized (A, = —A, + 1) matter as functions of the total
density for the Gogny D1 interaction. Symbols show the result
for the calculation integrating first over the momentum space.
Solid lines show the result for the calculation integrating first

over the coordinates space.
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3.3 Total Energy

Combining the expressions for the kinetic and potential energies, we can
write down the expression for the total energy per particle for both the Skyrme
and Gogny interactions.

For the Skyrme interaction, the total energy per particle is given by:

2 1 2

_[gnT + gni] +

1
2 p _[5PT + gpi]

2my p

K (0uts Pss Pots Ppy) =

1
—[2t5(1 + 22)|[EntPnt + EnpPny + EprPpt + Epropl

4

1
@[tl(l — x1) 4 ta(1 4 22)][Ent Py + Enpont + EprPpy + Epop]

1
+ P [t1(1+ 1) + to(1 + 22)|[Entppr + EntPpy + Epront + Epionl

1
+ t1 + ta][€ntPpy + Entopt + EptPuy + EpiPnr]
1 1 .
to + tsp PnPp + ; toro + 6t3$3/) [PrtPpt + PriPpl]

{ (1 —zo) + t3(1 - xs)p”} [ontPny + PorppL] -
(3.17)
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And the total energy per particle for the Gogny interaction is given by:

€% (Pnt> Pt Ppts Ppy) =
R 1 B2 1
+ 07 o (1 — 20) (putpnt + PorPpL)
+ 0" Hopupp + 07 oo (Purppr + PuiPp)

3/2
r > [sz + Bi[(pt + ppr)” + (Pny + pp1)?]

[ng + fpd

— Hi(p} + ) — Mi(p}y + P2y + P2y + pfn)}

1
ip /7 Z {(WZ + B; — H; — M;) (gi(anT> Ernt) + 9i(Kpny, Kpny)

+ gi(krpt, krpt) + gi(kppy, /me))
+ (B, — M;) <gz‘(l€Fm, krny) + gi(kpny, krny)

+ 9i(kppts krpy) + 9i(Krpy. kaT))
— (Hi + M;) <9i(anTv krpt) + 9i(krny, kppy)

+ 9i(krpt, krny) + gi(krpy ’me))

— M; (gi(anTa kepy) + 9i(kpny, krpr)

+ 9i(krpts krny) + Gi(Krpy. kpm))} :
(3.18)

In Fig. we present the total energy per particle as a function of the
total density of symmetric nuclear matter (left column), asymmetric nuclear
matter (central column) and neutron matter (right column) for different cases
of spin polarization: non-polarized (A, = A, = 0), totally polarized (A, =
A, = £1) and anti-polarized (A, = —A, = £1) nuclear matter, for both the
Skyrme Sly4 and Gogny D1 interactions.

For the Gogny D1 interaction, non-polarized nuclear matter is always
more attractive than totally and anti-polarized nuclear matter. However,
for the Skyrme SLy4 interaction there is a crossing of the energy of non-
polarized and anti-polarized nuclear matter at a density which increases with
the isospin asymmetry. Thus, the anti-polarized nuclear matter can become
the ground state at certain density regions [23, 24], when described with
SLy4.

Concerning the preference of nuclear matter being totally polarized against
anti-polarized we observe that both interactions predict the existence of a
critical density (p) such that for densities smaller than p the system prefers
the totally polarized state and for larger densities than p the anti-polarized
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FIGURE 3.6: Total energy per particle for the Skyrme SLy4 in-

teraction (upper row) and for the Gogny D1 interaction (lower

row) as functions of the total density of symmetric nuclear

matter (left column), asymmetric nuclear matter (central col-

umn) and neutron matter (right column) and non-polarized

(A, = A, = 0), totally polarized (A, = A, £ 1) and anti-
polarized (A,, = —A, £ 1) nuclear matter.
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state is preferred. The value of p increases with the asymmetry and it is al-
ways larger for the Gogny D1 interaction.

We oserve that the energy per particle of non-polarized symmetric mat-
ter for both the Skyrme SLy4 and Gogny D1 interactions is very similar and
becomes more repulsive for large isospin asymmetries. However, they com-
pletly differ for non-polarized neutron matter.

Notice that for the case of totally polarized neutron matter both interac-
tions predict similar results because, as we have already showed in Fig.
and Fig. it can be approximated by a free Fermi gas.

3.3.1 Isospin symmetry energy

Since the energy per particle of non-polarized asymmetric nuclear matter is
a function of the total density and the isospin asymmetry, it can generally be
expressed as a Taylor expansion around 3 = 0. That is,

e(p,B) = e(p,0) + esym(p) B> + ea(p)B* + O(8°) . (3.19)

Assuming charge symmetry of the nuclear forces, the interaction is symmet-
ric under neutron and proton exchange and only even powers of J appear in
the expansion. ey, (p) is the so called symmetry energy and, if we only take
the expansion up to second order, it can be approximated by,

esym(p> ~ 6(p, 1) - €(p, 0) ) (320)

where e(p, 1) and e(p, 0) are the energy per particle of non-polarized neutron
matter (3 = 1) and for non-polarized symmetric nuclear matter (5 = 0),
respectively. Notice that a change of sign of e, (p) would mean that there is
a phase transition from nuclear to neutron matter.

In Fig.[3.7]we show the symmetry energy (solid line) for the Skyrme SLy4
interaction (left panel) and the Gogny D1 interaction (right panel) as func-
tions of the total density. The total energy per particle (dotted lines) of non-
polarized (A, = A, = 0) symmetric nuclear matter (5 = 0,4,, = A, = 0) and
neutron matter (8 = 1) are also plotted in the same figure.

The Skyrme SLy4 interaction shows no phase transition from nuclear mat-
ter to neutron matter at any value of the density. However, the Gogny D1 in-
teraction does show a phase transition at p; ~ 0.52 fm 3. This means that, for
non-polarized matter, for p > 0.52 fm~* the ground state ceases to be nuclear
matter to become neutron matter.

The study of the symmetry energy of nuclear matter has also generated
many theoretical works to analyse its density dependence around the satu-
ration density and to understand the physical constraints imposed by exper-
imental data [25] 26, 27, 28, 29].
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FIGURE 3.7: Isospin symmetry energy per particle (solid line)

and total energy per particle (dotted lines) of non-polarized

(A, = A, = 0) symmetric nuclear matter (3 = 0) and neu-

tron matter (5 = 1) for the Skyrme SLy4 interaction (left panel)

and the Gogny D1 interaction (right panel) as functions of the
total density.

3.3.2 Spin symmetry energy

The energy per particle of spin-polarized neutron matter does not change
when a global flip of the spins is performed. Therefore, it can be expanded
on the spin polarization A, as

(9, Bn) = €0(p, 0) + Sy (P)AZ + Su(p)AL + O(A%),  (3.21)

where ¢ (p, 0) is the energy per particle of non-polarized neutron matter (A,, =
0) and Sy, (p) is the so called spin symmetry energy,

_ 1 0%e(p, An)

Ssym (p) 2) aAQ

. (3.22)
An=0

If the dependence of the energy on the spin polarization is practically
parabolic then the contributions from O(4) and higher orders can be ne-
glected. Therefore, in this case, the spin symmetry energy can be estimated
as the difference between the energy per particle of totally polarized (A, = 1)
and non-polarized neutron matter (A, = 0),

Ssym(p) ~ e(p,1) — e(p,0). (3.23)

A change of sign of Sy, (p) would indicate a ferromagnetic phase transition
from non-polarized to totally polarized neutron matter.

In Fig.[3.8 we present the spin symmetry energy (solid line) for the Skyrme
SLy4 interaction (left panel) and the Gogny D1 interaction (right panel) as a
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FIGURE 3.8: Spin symmetry energy
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per particle (solid line)

and total energy per particle (dotted lines) of non-polarized

(A, = 0) and totally polarized (A,, = 1) neutron matter (5 = 1)

for the Skyrme SLy4 interaction (left panel) and the Gogny D1
interaction (right panel) as functions of the total density.
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neutron spin polarization.

300
250
200
150
100
50



3.3. Total Energy 29

functions of the total density. The total energy per particle (dotted lines) of
non-polarized (A, = 0) and totally polarized (A, = 1) neutron matter (3 = 1)
are also plotted.

The Skyrme SLy#4 interaction predicts a spin instability at p, ~ 0.72fm™>.
Hence, non-polarized neutron matter is no longer the ground state of the
system. The Gogny D1 interaction predicts no spin instability at any density.
Therefore, the ground state is always non-polarized neutron matter.

In Fig.|3.9)we show the total energy per particle of neutron matter at dif-
ferent density values for the Skyrme SLy4 interaction (left panel) and the
Gogny D1 interaction (right panel) as a function of the neutron spin polariza-
tion. We can see that for higher densities than a critical density p. = 0.6 fm 3,
provided by the magnetic susceptibility criteria (see Chapter[f), the Skyrme
SLy4 interaction presents a spontaneous spin symmetry breaking where the
non-polarized state is no longer stable, driving the system to a nonzero po-
larized state. Thus, the parabolic approximation is no longer valid [22]. A
further increase of the density drives the system to a ferromagnetic state, i.e.,
totally polarized.

The Gogny D1 interaction keeps the parabolic behaviour as a function of
the spin polarization in all the range of densities considered [30].

In Chapter [f| we discuss the spin instability of nuclear matter analyzing
the magnetic susceptibility.






31

Chapter 4

Spin-Isospin Channel
Contributions

The spin-isospin structure of the nucleon-nucleon interactions plays a very
important role in describing the richness of the nucleon-nucleon scattering
data and the structure of nuclei. To get further insight into the difference
between the two forces we are considering, we discuss in this chapter the
contribution to the potential energy of the different spin-isospin channels of
the two-particle states.

The diagonal two-body matrix elements of the Skyrme interaction in terms
of the spin-isospin channels are given by

<kk/STM5MT|@Sk(r) |kk,STM5MT>A =

1 1 1
-Q [to + 6t3’ﬂ + Zl(k —K)?(t1 + t)

1 1
+ {toxo + 6t3x3p7 + Z(k _ k/)2<t11‘1 + thQ)}(_l)S+1 (41)

1 1
— {to +5tap” + (k=K — tQ)}(—1)S+T

1 1
— {tol’o + 6t3$3p7 + Z(k —K)?(tizy — tﬂz)}(—l)Tﬂ] ;

which lead to the following contributions of each spin-isospin channel to the
potential energy per particle (V7)) for polarized asymmetric nuclear matter:

(Vi) 1(1
Aty :_{_[%@ + 3)] [(5m + &nt + &t + E0)p + (Gt + &) pn + (Epr + &)y

N 4 (4p
+ (fm + SpT)(PnT + ppT) + (57& + gpi)(Pni + Ppi)

+ &t Prt + EniPnl + EprPpr + fpwm] } ;
4.2)
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VSk 1 1
< ]1\? ) 25{; {tO(l + 20) + 6753(1 + $3)P7] (Pnpp + PrtPpt + PriPpy)
1
+ 4—p[t1(1 + 21)] [Smpm + &nyppl + EprPt + Epiony (4.3)
61+ 6o+ (6 + o] |
VERY 1(1 1
< ](\)]1 25{; [to(l — o) + 6t3(1 - JUS)PV} [(PnT + ppt) Py + Pp1) + PutPny + pmﬂm]
1
+ 4—p[t1(1 + 1)) [é}npm + &nt Pt + EptPpl + EpiPpr
o (Eut + &1) (But + pp1) + (€t + €1) (P + 1) } ;
(4.4)
VY 11
% :Z { @ [ta(1 — 1) (fn?ﬂpi + &nlPpt + EptPny + fpipnT)} . (4.5)

Adding up together all the spin-isospin channel contributions in Egs. (4.2)-
we recover the potential energy contribution in Eq. (3.10).

For the Gogny interaction, the spin-isospin structure of the diagonal two-
body matrix elements of the Gogny reads

(KK'ST Mg My oG (r)|Kk' ST Mg Mr) , =
= é{ﬁ”to (1= (=D)%) + 2o((=1)" = (=1)T*)]

R 75 ZM? [m + Bi(—=1)%* — Hy(—1)TH — Mi(—l)S+T}

“12 2
. 7.‘_3/2 Z,uz 677|q| [<_1)S+Twi + (—1>T+IBZ‘ o (_1)S+1Hi . Mz] } )
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Then, the potential energy per particle in terms of the spin and isospin chan-
nels ((Vsr)) is given by

G 3/2
<V”> d Zﬁ‘z B, — H, — M)

1
X {pf’m Py F Oy + Pt F Ptnl + Pp1 oL+ 5 (Prtpt + PriPpl + o)

> Wi+ B, — H; — Mj]

1
PN
X {gi(km% kent) + 9i(kEny, keny) + 9i(kept, kept) + 9i(Krpy, Krpy)

1
+ 3 (9i(ka, krpr) + 9i(kpny, krpy) + 9i(kppr, kpnt) + Gi(Kppy, Kpny)

+ 9i(kpnts krny) + 9i(kpnys krnt) + 9i(Kepr, krpy) + gi(kppy, ka¢)>
1
+7 (9z‘(k‘m7 kipy) + 9i(kpnys kipt) + 9i(krpr keny) + 9i(krpy anT))} ;
4.7)

<‘/1%;> 1 ~y—1
= =p" to[1 + 2o][PntPpt + PriPpL + Prpp]

N 2
1 7.[.3/2 3
+ 55 > Wi+ Bi+ Hi + Mi)(purops + Puipps + Pupp)
- W, — B, — H, — M,
4p\/7_r Z [ ]

1
X [5 <gi<anT> kept) + 9i(kpny, krpy) + 9i(kepy, kpnt) + gi(kppy, ka))

1
+ 1 <gi<anT7 kepy) + 9i(kpny, krpt) + gi(kppr, kpny) + Gi(Krpy, ka))} ;
(4.8)

N 2

+17T
22p

7S] 1 .
o) _ —p" o[l — o] {ﬂmpm + Pptopy + (Pnt + Ppt) (Pny + Pm)}

3/2
pi (Wi — By — Hy + Mi]| putpns + pptPps + (Put + ppr) (pny + pm)}

i

> [-Wi+ B + H; — Mj]

B 4pﬁ

1
X {5 (91‘(an¢, kpny) + 9i(kpny, kpnt) + 9i(Krpt, Krpy) + 9i(kppy, ka¢)>

1
+ 31 (gz(kaa kepy) + Gi(kpny, kept) + Gi(krpr, krny) + 6i(kppy, anT))} ;
4.9)
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<V‘0%> B 171.3/2
N 22

> W Wi = By + H; — Mi)[putppy + poipot]

1 1
- = Wi — B+ H; — M;
44/)\/?;[ - ]

X [Qi(/ﬁrm, krpy) + 9i(kpny, krpt) + 9i(kepy, krny) + Gi(kepy, k‘Fm)} -
(4.10)

Again, adding up together all spin-isospin channel contributions in Eqs. (4.7)-
we recover Eq. (3.11).

One can still perform an additional decomposition by analysing the con-
tribution to the potential energy of the different third components of the spin-
isospin two-body states. The expressions can be found in appendix

In Fig and Fig.4.2|are shown the contributions of each channel (dotted
lines) to the potential energy per particle (solid line) for different values of
the isospin asymmetry (/) and the spin polarizations (A,, A,) for both the
Skyrme and Gogny interactions, respectively.

Looking at Egs. (£.2)-(#.5), Eqs. (.7)-(4.10) and Fig. 4.1] and Fig. one
can see that the contribution of the channel (V};) is zero by construction for
the Skyrme SLy4 as imposed in the parametrization of the force. For the
Gogny D1 interaction (V7;) is not strictly zero, but really small compared to
the other contributing channels.

The contribution of 7" = 0 channels, (Vo) and (Vq), decrease when the
asymmetry increases and become zero for neutron matter. Similarly, the S =
0 channels, (V5;) and (Vig), do not contribute for totally polarized matter.
(Vo) only contributes for nuclear matter when nucleons have different spin
polarizations. It might seem zero for the Gogny D1 interaction, but it does
contribute within the proper conditions, just as (Vi;).

4.1 Partial Wave Decomposition

A deeper insight in the understanding on the interaction can be obtained by
performing a partial wave decomposition of the interaction energy. This can
be useful to compare different interactions and enlighten the differences with
realistic interactions.

It is convenient to express the two-body states in terms of the center of
mass and the relative motion.

\Konk, STMgMr) = %eiKCMReikerf/stﬂT
— leiKCMRZLWZiZ (k * (] NS LT (4.11)
=3 Je(kr) Yo, (F)Yem (F) X 8s Xt

Im
where r = r; — r is the relative coordinate between, R = (r; + r3)/2 is the
center of mass coordinate, k, = k — k' is the relative momentum, K-, =
(k+k')/2 is the center of mass momentum. The plane wave associated to the
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FIGURE 4.1: Skyrme SLy4 interaction potential energy per
particle spin-isospin channel contributions for symmetric nu-
clear matter (upper row), asymmetric nuclear matter with g =
0.5 (middle row) and neutron matter (lower row) and non-
polarized (left column), totally polarized (center column) and
anti-polarized (right column) matter as functions of total den-
sity. Solid line shows the total potential energy per particle.
Dotted lines show the spin-isospin channel contributions. Non-
contributing channels are not plotted. (V;1) never appears be-
cause it is set to zero by SLy4.
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VEgr/N [MeV]

Gogny D1

Ay=A,=0 Ay=Ay=+1 Ap=-Ap=+1

1 I I I I I Vig ===
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FIGURE 4.2: Gogny D1 interaction potential energy per par-
ticle spin-isospin channel contributions for symmetric nuclear
matter (upper row), asymmetric nuclear matter with g =
0.5 (middle row) and neutron matter (lower row) and non-
polarized (left column), totally polarized (center column) and
anti-polarized (right column) matter as functions of total den-
sity. Solid line shows the total potential energy per particle.
Dotted lines show the spin-isospin channel contributions. Non-

contributing channels are not plotted.
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relative momentum is expressed in terms of the different potential waves,
characterized by their angular momentum, ¢ with the help of the Bessel func-
tions jy(kr) and the spherical harmonics Y.

The antisymmetrization of the two-body state acts only on the relative
motion, and the spin and isospin wave functions, see Eq. (2.13), results in

I 0. e )

Kok, STMsMr) , = ﬁezKRMZ%ﬂ(kr)u — (=D YY (B)Yem (F) X Xty -
m

(4.12)

Thus, not all partial wave functions are allowed, and only those with (4 S+T
odd are permitted.

First, we calculate the contribution of the coefficient partial waves to the
single-particle potential, which is given by:

Uk) =

Z SN 4 (KKST MM o(r) [KK'ST M M) ,

v
oVt k' <k}, SMg TMrp

— 1 Q / d3/€/ l/e—iKReiKRdi’;R %
Vol (27)% Jpr<h, Q

ST @21 = (D)) Yo (k) Yo (B) X as X ars X b Xt X

SMgT My tmt'm’
it —/d’r’r Je(kr)v(r)j,(kr) /ng VYo (7)dS2,

:V (2 r S T 4m (204 1)(25 + 12T + 1)(1— (~1)57) x
oV (8T st

x/ dSk’/drTng(kr)v(r)jé(k:r).
K<k,

(4.13)

It is convenient to define
2
V,fr = —/dr r25e(kr)v(r)jo(kr), (4.14)
T

which corresponds to the diagonal matrix elements of the interaction in mo-
mentum space for the different partial waves. Using V!, the single-particle
potential reads

U(k) = ! LIZ(2£+1)(25+1)(2T+1)(1—(—1)E+S+T)/ /d%’V,fT.

vy, 22 2
guT ST

(4.15)
Notice that the integral is extended to all momenta k'’ inside the Fermi sphere
and that in the numerical procedure to compute U (k) we need to determine
the relative momentum k, associated to each external momentum k (located
at the Z-axis) and each internal momentum k'.
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FIGURE 4.3: Potential energy per particle contributions of the
partial waves that contribute the most (¢sj = 000,202, 011) as a
function of density for the Gogny D1 interaction.

Once we have the single-particle potential, which for non-polarized sym-
metric nuclear matter is the same regardless of the spin and isospin com-
ponent of the nucleon, we can easily compute the total potential energy by
integrating U (k) inside the Fermi sphere and adding a 3 factor to avoid the
double-counting.

In Fig. we show the partial waves that contribute the most to the
potential energy per particle as functions of density for the Gogny D1 in-
teraction. These partial waves correspond to the quantum numbers (Sj =
000, 202, 011 which define the partial waves (>371¢,) 1.5y,! Dy,3 S;, respectively,
being j the total angular momentum.

The contribution of all depicted partial wave is attractive in a wide range
of densities. The partial wave ¢/ = 0 collects the main contributions. As
¢ increases, this contributions decrease rather rapidly. The addition of all
partial waves restore the results obtained previously. Notice also that the
contribution of / = 1 is much smaller than the ¢ = 2. Here is also useful to
remind that for the Skyrme interaction, including the gradient terms we only
have S and P waves.

It is the presence of the finite range in the Gogny force that allows to have
contributions of higher partial waves.
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Interaction Potential
Parametrization

In order to qualitatively understand the effect of neutron and proton spin po-
larizations and isospin asymmetry on the potential energy contribution, one
can analyse the partial contributions of the single-particle potential Uy, (k)
to single out explicitly the dependence on the phase space [31]:

UUTJ’T’(k) = Yoro'v' Po' 7" 5 (51)

where g,,,. is the average value of the matrix element (kor,k'o'7'|0|koT,k'o'T

in the Fermi sphere with radius £’ < kf,,.,. The density factor p,.,. arises
from the integral over the corresponding Fermi sea.

For small values of the asymmetry (8 < 1) and the neutron and proton
spin polarizations (|A,|, |A,| < 1), one can neglect the dependence on 5, A
and A, assuming g,/ ~ goro'r (k, p) and

Yoror = g1 Goro'r = 92 Yoror’ = 3 Joro'r! = g4 . (52)

witho £ o', 7 # 7.
With these assumptions, we can express Eq. (3.8) in terms of Eq. (5.1), as

% = % Z Z Z ga‘ra"r’(ka p)pO'/T' : (53)
oo’ 11" k<kpsr

After performing the averages of g;(k, p) over the Fermi sphere of radius k.
and after some algebra, one arrives to

[

U o)+ %( + G2~ Ga — 1)
2 2
- %(gl —G2) (1 + B)*A% + % (91— 32)(1 = B)°A] (54)
2
—l—pz(g:s ga)(1 —p? JARA,.

/>A
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Thus, we can write the total energy per particle as a function of the pa-
rameters 3, A, and A, using Eq. (A.10) and Eq .(5.4):

(T)

e(p. B, Ay A) = (. B, A, ) + Volp) + Vi) 5
+ Va(p)(1+ B)2AL + Va(p)(1 — B)*A2 (5.5)
+ Va(p)(1 = B AN, .

The coefficients V;(p), Vi(p), Va(p) and Vs(p) (see Fig.p.1) have been deter-
mined as follows:

;
v=E=0a,-04,-0),

Vlzﬂ(ﬁ:LAn:O,Ap:O)—Vo,

<J‘X> (5.6)
%:T(ﬁzovAn:LAp:O)_%a
%:%(ﬁZO,An:LAp:l)—%—Q‘/Q

This parametrization is consistent with the spin and isospin structure of
the nucleon-nucleon interaction in the sense that, for a given configuration
of 3, A, and A,, a global spin-flip does not change the energy whereas a flip
only over all neutrons or protons spins does.

The dependence on the density of V;(p) coefficients is shown in Fig.
for both interactions. The behaviour of V[, and V5 is rather similar for both
interactions. However, V; and V3 show a very different behaviour.

In Fig. 5.2l we test the quality of the previously defined fit by comparing
the total energy per particle, as a function of proton spin polarization (A,),
provided by Eq. and the exact total energy expressions, see Eq. (3.17)
and Eq. (3.18). The comparison is performed per particle for the Skyrme SLy4
interaction (upper row) and Gogny D1 interaction (lower row) for different
values of the neutron spin polarization (A, = 0,0.5,0.75,1) and different
isospin asymmetries (8 = 0.25,0.5) at saturation density py = 0.16 fm~>. In
general, the parametrization reproduces successfully the exact results. How-
ever, it worsens when the asymmetry and/or the polarizations become large.

The goodness of the parametrization as a function of the density for dif-
ferent asymmetries and polarization is shown for both interactions in Fig.
We observe an overall agreement that worsens beyond the assumptions de-
fined to perform the parametrization.
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FIGURE 5.1: Skyrme SLy4 interaction (top panels) and
Gogny D1 interaction (lower panels) potential parameters from
Eq. (5.6) as functions of total density.

V, [MeV]

V3 [MeV]

V, [MeV]

Vs [MeV]



42 Chapter 5. Interaction Potential Parametrization
B=0.25 B=0.5
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FIGURE 5.2: Total energy per particle as function of proton
spin polarization (A,) for Skyrme SLy4 interaction (upper row)
and Gogny D1 interaction (lower row) for different values of
the neutron spin polarization (A, = 0,0.5,0.75,1) and differ-
ent isospin asymmetries (8 = 0.25,0.5) at saturation density
po = 0.16 fm~3. Symbols show the results for the exact calcu-
lations. Solid line shows the results for the parametrization in

Eq. B.5).
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FIGURE 5.3: Total energy per particle as function of density for

Skyrme SLy4 interaction (top) and Gogny D1 interaction (bot-

tom) for different values of the neutron and proton spin po-

larizations (A,,A,) and different isospin asymmetries (53) at

saturation density pp = 0.16 fm~3. Symbols show the results

for the exact calculations. Solid lines show the results for the
parametrization in Eq. (5.5).
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Chapter 6
Magnetic Susceptibility

In the astrophysical context, pulsars are known to be rapidly rotating neutron
stars with an intense magnetic field [32} 33| 34 [35]. Therefore, the possibi-
lity of phase transition to a ferromagnetic state in neutron matter has been
a field of study that still presents some contradictory results. This transition
could have important consequences for the evolution of protoneutron stars,
in particular for the spin correlations in the medium that strongly affect the
neutrino cross-sections and mean free paths inside the star [36]].

Some studies done with microscopic calculations show that there is no
possible ferromagnetic phase transition [31} 37| 38| 39| 140} 41} 42| 43), 44, 145],
and so do others using effectives forces [30, 46]. On the other hand, calcula-
tions using different effective forces do find a ferromagnetic phase transition
[22,/47]. Some of the results are, however, merely academic since they cannot
be reached by protoneutron stars.

The magnetic susceptibility x(p) characterizes the response of the system
to an external magnetic field and gives a measure of the energy required to
produce a net spin alignment in the direction of the field. For nuclear matter,
it is defined as a 2 x 2 matrix

1 (1/Xm 1/><np) | (61)

X \YXen 1/Xpp
where the matrix elements 1/y;; are given by

1 OH
Xij (9/\/1]

i,] =n,p. (6.2)

Here M is the magnetization of the species j per unit volume,
M; = pi(pir — piy) = 1ipiA; (6.3)
where 1; is the magnetic moment of the species j,

eh

m

=0.105efm, (6.4)

tn = —1.913uN, fp = 2.7920N , UN =
P
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and H; is the magnetic field induced by the magnetization of the species 1,
which can be obtained from

Oe

Hi=praar

(6.5)

where e = ¢e(p, 8, A,, A,) is the total energy per particle.
Using Egs. and (6.5), the matrix elements 1/x; | can be written as

1 p e
Xij  Mipithips ODOA;’

(6.6)

where the second derivatives can be taken at A; = A; = 0 if the field is
assumed to be small.

The stability of matter against spin fluctuations is guaranteed if det(1/x) >
0. A change of sign of the determinant indicates the existence of a spin in-
stability and the onset of a phase transition towards a new spin ordering. It
is convenient in order to highlight the role of the nucleon-nucleon interac-
tion to study the magnetic susceptibility of the system in terms of the ratio
det(1/x)/det(1/xr), where xr is the magnetic susceptibility of the two com-
ponent free Fermi gas,

1 ) Dep

— = , (6.7)
XF Hipitips OD0A,

where the free Fermi gas energy per particle (er) is equal to the kinetic energy
per particle, see (3.5). Thus, the two components read
1L p 10 1%

1 p 10 R3¢ 5 _ _
= — 1 Bl +A,) Y34+ (1-A,)713.
o~ 7229 2y L A 8T (1= )7

1+ B)P[(1+ 2,7+ (11— 4,7,
6.8)

Expressing the total energy per particle as the sum of the kinetic and po-
tential energy per particle, one can write the ratio det(1/x)/det(1/xr) as fol-
lows:

82(V/N) P*(V/N)
dat1) | oA, A,
det(t/xe) | eam || e
A, P24,

FVIN) {(V/N) (©9)

on0A, | | 94,04,
*(T/N) | | &*(T/N)
A, A,

! Analytic expressions of the magnetic susceptibility matrix elements for the Skyrme in-
teraction are reported in the appendix
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FIGURE 6.1: Ratio det(1/x)/det(1/xr) nuclear matter with dif-
ferent isospin asymmetries (5 = 0,0.25,0.5,0.75,1) as a func-
tion of the total density for the Skyrme SLy4 interaction.

For neutron matter, the matrix (6.1) reduces to 1/x,,. Using the spin sym-
metry energy, see Egs. (3.22) and (3.23)), one can write down 1/x,,, as

1 2
= W’;%ssym(p) 7 (6.10)
which can be handy when the interaction is too complex to compute the
derivatives.

In Fig. [6.1]we present the ratio det(1/x)/det(1/xr) of asymmetric nuclear
matter with 8 = 0,0.25,0.5,0.75,1 as a function of the total density for the
Skyrme SLy4 interaction. A phase transition appears at a critical density p. ~
0.6 fm~? for neutron matter with the Skyrme SLy4 interaction. That is, for
p > 0.6 fm™? appears a spontaneous polarization of the ground state. As j
decreases, p, moves toward larger density values.

In Fig.|6.2l we compare the ratio det(1/x)/det(1/xr) of neutron matter as
a function of the total density between the Skyrme SLy4 and the Gogny D1 in-
teractions. We observe that, for densities p < 0.1 fm ™3, the ratio det(1/x)/ det(1/xr)
for both the Skyrme SLy4 and Gogny D1 interactions present a similar be-
haviour. As density increases further away from p = 0.1fm™*, the SLy4
ratio starts decreasing to eventually become negative at the critical density
pe ~ 0.6fm~?, as we have already mentioned. Contrary, the D1 ratio keeps
smoothly increasing with density thus, no spin instability is found at any
density.
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FIGURE 6.2: Ratio det(1/x)/det(1/xr) of neutron matter (5 =
1) as a function of the total density for the Skyrme SLy4 interac-
tion and the Gogny D1 interaction.

These results of pure neutron matter are consistent with the ones obtained
for the spin symmetry energy (see subsection 3.3.2).

Notice that, for neutron matter, a change of sign on the spin symmetry
energy approximation is a sufficient condition for a phase transition,
whereas a change of sign in the ratio det(1/x)/det(1/xr) is a necessary con-
dition. That is why the densities at which the phase transition is predicted
are different for the spin symmetry energy (ps ~ 0.72fm™*) and the magnetic
susceptibility p. ~ 0.6 fm™3.
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Summary and Conclusions

In this master thesis we have constructed the formalism to calculate the single-
particle potential and energy per particle of homogeneous nuclear matter
with any isospin asymmetry and spin polarization. The calculations have
been performed in the framework of the Hartree-Fock formalism using ef-
fective interactions. We have considered the Skyrme SLy4 as an example of
zero-range interactions and the original Gogny D1 as a characteristic finite-
range force.

We have prepared a complete framework that allows the computation of:
spin-isospin channel contributions, partial wave decompositions and calcu-
lations using the Slater function that permit to check the numerical calcula-
tions.

Once we have obtained the energy per particle, we have also considered
the second derivatives of this energy with respect to isospin asymmetry to
calculate the isospin symmetry energy, and with respect to the spin pola-
rization to determinate the spin symmetry energy and study the magnetic
susceptibility.

It has been found, in agreement with the existing literature, that the Skyrme
SLy4, whose parametrization has incorporated microscopic results for neu-
tron matter, does not show isospin instability and the symmetry energy is
always positive, i.e., neutron matter never becomes the ground state. On the
contrary, the symmetry energy for the Gogny interaction becomes zero at a
density ps ~ 0.52fm .

We have also checked that a parametrization of the energy per particle,
previously suggested by Vidafia and Bombaci [31] for realistic interactions,
adapts well to the effective interactions studied in the thesis, at least for small
isospin asymmetries and spin polarizations. This parametrization allows us
to express the energy per particle in terms of a few average matrix elements.

By computing the magnetic susceptibility, we have found that SLy4 pre-
dicts a spin instability at both neutron matter and asymmetric nuclear mat-
ter, with a critical density that shifts to smaller densities when increasing the
isospin asymmetry. In the Gogny case, we have only performed the calcula-
tions for neutron matter and no sign of an instability has been found. Similar
results, using other effective interactions, are found in the literature [46]]. One
should keep in mind that previous microscopic results [37, 31] do not show
any spin instability. It would be useful to incorporate these results into the
parametrization of the effective interactions [48].

Finally, we would like to extend this analysis to a wider family of Skyrme
forces and the recent proposed Gogny forces. Also, we consider doing a
similar analysis to explore the spinodal instabilities.
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Appendix A

Integrals and Formulae

A.1 Useful integrals

When solving the potential energy per particle, see Eq. (3.8), the integrals
over momentum expressed in terms of a function ®(k, k') with a &, &’ depen-
dence,

1 02
MO Kk b ) = 5 | akaWomK). (a)
Fort

Fo'7!

where (2 is the volume of the system and N the number of particles, result in

Egs. (A.2), (A3) and (A.4) for the Skyrme interaction and in Egs. (A.2) and
(A.5) for the Gogny interaction.

1 Q 4 4 1
I kpor, g = 5755 | 27kpor” | | 37Keorns” | = 5=porporrs (A2
[ y WFoT, FO’T] 2N(27T)6 (37T B )( TFg'r ) pp P ’ ( )

1 Q 4 4
I Qil k2 k/2 ok oT kl rr | = T -7k 0-7-3 - k/ ’ /5
[ ( + )7 For Fa‘r] IN (27’(’)6 [(37‘— F 57T Fo'r

4 4
- <§7rk}0/7/3> <5ka075)] (A.3)

1
- %(go’f/pa‘r + faﬂ'po“T’) )

[[Q_l(k ' kl)v kFUT) kFU/T/] =0 X (A4)
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2
-1, - k—K|? /
I|:Q e 4 [ke—K'| ;kFO-T7 kFO'/T/

111
 2p 2wl 32y

2
2 2 / 271 2 —E (kg k! 2
X {(,uZ kpor” — Wikportikig + 11 kg —2)e (krar+kpgr,)

2 !

— (M?kFUTQ _'_ MikFo—Tuik%*o./T/ + N?k%g/7l2 _ 2) 67%(1’917077161;0./7_/)2 (A.S)

3 A
- ‘/?” (kpor® = Kiogirs®) erf (%(/@M - k;;o,T,))

3 )
+ \/z:uz (kFng + k,FmT/?’) erf (%(k’pm— + kJFJ’T’)>:|

1 /

= Wg(knm k?Fa'T') .

The single-component density p,. is related with the single-component
Fermi momentum kp,, by Eq. (2.16)):

3
o kFO’T
pU”T - 67r2 9

kFO‘T = (67T2p07)1/3 . (A6)
&-» are related to the average kinetic energy of the Fermi model of nuclear
matter [22], expressed in Eq. (3.6):

3

3 .
67'0 = gk]%‘ngTa = 5(672070)2/3%-0

3 /3 2/3 (A.7)
- % (§7r2p) p(l+ B)5/3(1 4+ AT)5/3 )

Gi(kFror, kKpy,) is given in Eq. (3.12) by:

2
_%(kFUT+kIF~O,/T/)2

1
gi<kFO"T’ k%‘o’r’) = ﬂ_Tug |:(H’z2k12707- - :uikFUT:uik%'o’T’ + M?k,%a”r’ - 2)6

3
2 !
- (M?k%m + /LikFUT/Lik%'o"‘r’ + :uzzk,%a"r’ - 2) ei%(kFUTikFU,TIF

3 .
— @(k%oﬂ' - k/%JIT/) el“f <%(k}7‘0—7— - k}?a‘/T’

)
3 )
+ \/i’ul (k%'cﬂ' + k?l?});vng/) erf (%(kFUT + k/F'O'/T,)>:| ’

(A.8)

Notice that g;(kror, 0) = ;(0, k... ) = g:(0,0) = 0.
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A.2 Skyrme kinetic and potential energy

For a more convenient notation, we define

3/3 2/3
5_2—0(5720) P, (A-9)

from Eq. (A.7).
Using Egs. (2.7), and (2.3), we write down the kinetic energy per

particle as a function of p, 8, A,, and A:

(T) K2 , , f

L= (14 BB [(L+ A,) P + (1 — A,

N 2;_:;”” (A.10)
o (1= B+ A (1= A,

2mpp
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The same goes for the Skyrme potential energy per particle:

Sk
<VN—> — 1%[2@(1 +2y)] {(1 + 5)8/3{<1 A+ (1 - An)8/3}

#8184 (1= 8}
+ 1%[151(1 — 1) + ta(1 4 22)] [(1 + 5)8/3{(1 +A,)P (1= A)
(1= A1+ A}
(1= B (4 8,1 - Ay)
+(1—A,)73(1 + Ap)}}
b4 m) + 6+ o)
x| 8PP = B (1 A1+ ) + (1= AP (1= A,)}
+U—@mﬂ+ﬁHO+Aﬁwﬂ+Aw+ﬂ—AJ”U—AHH
¢
+ 1—6[
x[1+mwu—5{@+A@Wﬂ—A@+@—A@W@+Aw}

t1 + to

= 8P4 B+ AP0 A+ (1= 8,51+ 8}

+ £ [to + étgpq (1- 82

+ % ltoxo + étgl‘:).m} (1 _ ﬁ2)[(1 +A)A+A)+(1-A)1-A)]

+ 1% [to(l —x) + éta(l — $3)p7] [(1 +A)* (1= AR+ (1= B)*(1 - Ai)]
(A.11)
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A.3 Slater results for the Gogny interaction

The potential energy per particle expressed in terms of the Slater function,
see Eq. (3.16)), results in the following expressions for the Gogny interaction:

e Non-polarized nuclear matter:

<VG> 3 Pl 3.5
N = gtop’er + EVgVE /d I’U(I‘)
1 1 1 1 1 1
i+-Bi—-H;——M; | — (=W, + =B, — -H; — M; | (*(k )
< 3 (g gt ) = (i g8 gt )

(A.12)

Polarized nuclear matter:

e
N

1 p 1
— +1 3. A
= §t0(1 +x0)p? " + é_Vgl/g /d ro(r)

11 11 ,

oo'TT!

(A.13)
e Anti-polarized nuclear matter:
(Ve) p 1
— = vy+1 - 3.~
N 475 x + 222 /d ro(r)
1 1 1 1 1 1
i+ =B — ~H;— M, | — | =W+ =B; — =H; — M; | (*(kpr)| ;

5 ()]

(A.14)

Non-polarized neutron matter:

VG 1 .
% L [ @it

1 1 1 1 ,

ool'TT!

(A.15)
e Polarized neutron matter:
<VG> p 1 3. A 2
N :éljgljg/d I'U(I‘) Z [(m+BZ_HZ_MZ>(1_£ (k?FT))}

oo'TT!

(A.16)
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A.4 Spin-isospin third component channel contri-
butions

There are a total of 16 contributions of the spin-isospin (S, T') third compo-
nent (Mg, Mr) channels to the potential energy per particle. All of them are
provided below for both the Skyrme and Gogny interactions.

For the Skyrme interaction, the (V§¥,,..,.) /N contributions read

(i) 1

RS (A.17)
Wilo) o0+ )G + )} (A9
Witia) = Loyt -+ 2fenpur (119)
<Vi1]k01 = %{%[2752(1 + 22)](€prop) + 5pwm)} ; (A.20)
&]\5@ = i{ﬁ[%z(l + 22)|(&ntPps + Ensppt + Eptony + fpwm)} % (A.21)
Wilal _ L Lot + 2o + )} (a22)
W)~ Liot1 4 an)leupn (229
<V151]1;;10> = %{4%[%(1 + 22)](Enipp, + épwm)} : (A.24)

(Vi) 1
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V 1(2 1
< ](\)710 = 5{; |:t0(1 + ZL'()) + étB(l + l’3>p7:| Pt Ppt
1
+ %[2151(1 + 21)] (§nrppr + §mpm)} ; (A.26)
V3K 1(2 1
( R)foo> _ Z{E {to(l + 20) + gtg(l + 933)4 (PntPpL + Prippr)
1
+ @[2151(1 + 21)] (EntPpy + EntPpt + Eprpny + fmﬂm)} ; (A.27)
%50 1(2 1
m% == 5{; |:t0(1 + IQ) -+ ét?’(l + LL’3)pPY:| pnippi
1
bR 0] G + fpwm)} ; (A28)
(Vs 1(2 1
%ﬁ . 5{; {750(1 —x9) + ats(l - 933)07] PptPpl
1
+ %[2751(1 - xl)] (Qﬁppi + épippT)} ; (A.29)
VoK 1(2 1
% = 71{,5 {to(l — 20) + gts(l - x3)ﬂ”] (PutPpl + PuiPpt)
1
+ %[Qtl(l — 21)] (EntPpy + EniPpt + Eptny + §p¢l)m)} ; (A.30)
(Vato-1)  1(2 1 .
N 2\, to(1 —xo) + 6t3(1 —23)p" | PrtPn)
1
+ 4_p[2t1(1 - xl)] (5nTpn¢ + fnipnT)} ) (A31)
(Voooo) _ 1/ 1
N 1 4_,0[%2(1 = 2)] (§atPps + EniPpt + EptPny + Epipnt) ¢ (A.32)
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For the Gogny interaction, the (V7. ), ) /N contributions read

VG 3/2
(Vi) _ = ZMZWJFB H; — Mj]p2,

N
- Wi+ Bi — H; — M;|gi(kppr, k ) A.33
4pﬁZ[ + 19i(krpts krpt) (A.33)
VG 7T3/2
< §\1[10> = Z 1 (Wi + Bi — H; — M) potppy
1
24p\/— Z Wi+ B; — H; — M](Qz(an%kaT) ‘l‘gz(kaT’anT))
(A.34)
<V1G11—1> 73/ 3 2
= ZM,-[WG+B¢ — H; — M;|pps
1
— PN Z (W;+ B, — H; — Mi}gi(ka, k‘FnT) ; (A.35)
VS 73/2
< §\1[01> Z,ul (Wi + Bi — H; — Mi]pprppy
1
24p\/— Z Wi+ B; — H; — M](QZ(/mea’me) +9z(/€Fp¢,/me))
(A.36)
<VG > 17m3/2
E\lfoo = QE : 15, (Wi + Bi — Hy — Mi)(psppy + pripr)
1
44p\/_ Z (W, + B; — H; — M;] (gz(/me, krpy) + 9i(krny, krpt)
+ 9i(kppy, krny) + 9i(kppy, /me)> ;
(A.37)
(VS 1) 7r3/2
1]1\0[ 1= Z 15 (Wi + B; = Hi — My} ptpny
1
SO0Vt B~ i M) (giCkpnt, eng) + g5 (bt b))

2 4/)\/_
(A.38)
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<V1?—11> /2
I ZMWJFB H; — Mj]p2,
4,0\/%;[ + ]9<Fp¢ Fpi) ( )
VS 73/2
< 1}v10> Zuz (Wi + B; — H; — Mi]pn ppy

B §4pﬁ ; Wi+ Bi — Hi — Mj] (gi(ka, krp) + 9i(kppy, ani)) ;

(A.40)
<V1C1;7171> /2 3
1
_ m Bl—Hz_Mz zknakn ; A41
4pﬁ;[ + 19i(kpny; kpn,) (A.41)
VG
“% P o[l + o] prt ppr
7/
+ 2 Z 1 (Wi + Bi + H; + M) pprppr
1
Wi = By = H; = M| (gi(kras. k ((kpn, hrar))
24,0\/_2 1 9i(krnt, kppr) + gi(kppts Bpnt)
(A.42)
745 1
% = §/fY 1t0[1 + 0] (Pt Ppy + PriPpt)
1 7T3/2 5
n I (Wi + Bi + Hi + M](pptppy + PuiPpt)
1

44,0\/—2 —Wi— B — H; - M](QZ(anTyk?Fm)+gz(an¢ak‘Fm)

+ gi(krpts krny) + gi(krpy, anT)) ;
(A43)
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<‘/1C();—10>

N P o[l + o) pny ooy

3/2
+ 2— Z ,LL?[M/’L + Bi + Hi + M| pnypp,

1
2 4p\/_

Z ~W; - B; — H; — M](Qz(’an¢>/pr¢)+gz(ka¢’an¢)>
(A.44)

< 101>

P7 1t0[1 = o] Pyt Ppy

+ 2— ZM?[VVz — By — H; + M| pprppy

1
-5 4p\/_ Z —W; + B; + H; — M]] <gz(kpm, krpy) + gi(krpy, kaT))
(A.45)
VS 1.,
<o_]\1;)o> =30 o[l — o] (prrppy + Puiowt)
1 7T3/2 5
4 52—p 11; (Wi — By — Hy + My](pntppy + Pnifpr)
1
+ 9i(kpprs krny) + 9i(kppys anT)) 5
(A.46)
Vo
% = p%lto[l — 0] PntPnl

71.3/2 5
+ 2— Z 1} (Wi — B; — Hi 4+ M) ptpny

1
2 4p\/_

Z ~W;+ B; + H; — M](gz(k‘Fm,ka) +gz(an¢7anT>>

(A.47)
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<V0%00> 1 73/2 5
N — 3 5 ZMi[Wi—Bi—i—Hi—Mi](pmpm+pn¢pm)

i

1 1
YT ; (W; — B; + H; — M;] (gi(anTa kppy) + 9i(keny, krpt)

+ gi(krpts krny) + 9i(krpy, anT)) ;
(A.48)

A.5 Magnetic susceptibility matrix elements for the

Skyrme interaction

Analytic expressions of the Skyrme interaction magnetic susceptibility ma-
trix elements, see Eq. (6.6), are pesented below:

L p E h*¢ 5/3 -1/3 _ -1/3
Xnn u%ﬂ%{ 3 map AL AT (1= AT
+ 1%%0[%2(1 +a2)](1+ B)¥3[(1 + A3 + (1 — A
20— 2) + (14 )]

X (1 -+ 5)8/3 |:(1 + An)—l/?)(l _ An) _ 3(1 + An>2/3

P (1= AR A) —3(1 - An)%}

+ £ 2000+ ) + (1 +22)
X (1 B = )[4+ 80) P14+ )+ (1= 8,) (1 - )]
+£E[t1 + 1]
16 9
X (1 B = B[+ 80 (1 = A)+ (1= 8,) P +4))]

- ?—g to(1 — o) + %t&z(l - xs)ﬂv] (1+ 5)2} ;

(A.49)



62 Appendix A. Integrals and Formulae

L e JWORE s 3 (1= ALY
Xpp h U;pp{ 9 2mpp(1 2 3[(1+Ap> Rt Ayp) ' 3]
+ 1%430[2252(1 +a2)](1— B3 [(1+ A3+ (1 — Ap)Y?]

X (1= B2 [(1+ 8) (1 = Ay) = 3(1+ 4,)
(1= 81+ A,) = 3(1 = A,

n %%[tl(l + 1) + b1+ 22)
X (1= B)R(L+B)[(1+Ap) AL+ A+ (1= A,) (1= A,)]
£ 10

+ 1—6§[t1 —i—tg]

X (L= BB+ B)[(1+A,) (1= A+ (1= A,) (1 +A,)]

_ f_'g {to(l —x9) + ét3<1 —x3)p” ](1 — 5)2} :

(A.50)
an Xpn annﬂppp { 16 3 fios + o)
X | B = B){(1+ AP + (1 - A%

(1= B+ A{(1+ 8,0 + (1 4,)}]

2 1
+ 1—g [t(ﬂo + 6t3$3p } (1- 52)} ;

(A.51)
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