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Simple relations giving the excitation energy, width, strength function, and transition densities of
dipole resonances are derived in the thin diffuse nuclear surface layer approximation. The proton
vibrations relative to the neutrons in the interior of the nucleus are dynamically coupled to the
proton surface layer oscillations relative to the neutron surface layer by certain boundary condi-
tions at the effective nuclear surface. The proposed model of dipole oscillations unifies the Stein-
wedel-Jensen (Z. Naturforsch. Teil A 5,413 (1950)) and Goldhaber—Te_ller (Phys. Rev. 74, 1046
(1948)) models, which can be obtained from it as specific limiting cases. The model in question
can easily be generalized to the case of isovector resonances of other multipole orders.

1. INTRODUCTION

The possibility of interpreting the dipole resonances on
the basis of both zero'= and first *~7 sounds has been repea-
tedly pointed out in the literature. The direct use of the Lan-
dau kinetic equation for zero sound, the hydrodynamic
equations in the case of first sound, or the microscopic or
semimicroscopic equations based on the independent nu-
cleon model is complicated by the occurrence of a relatively
sharp change in the density at the nuclear boundary and the
relatively small nuclear size. But it is precisely this behavior
of the density which allows us to introduce an effective sharp
nuclear surface fixed by the locus of the points of maximum
density gradient.® The introduction of an effective surface
significantly facilitates the description of the dynamics of
the collective motion in the nuclear surface layer.

In the present paper we consider the isovector multi-
pole resonances within the framework of the gas-droplet
model of the nucleus'® in the effective surface approxima-
tion. We describe the density-component dynamics in the
interior of the nucleus, using either the Landau equation for
zero sound' ' or the hydrodynamic equations. Because the
density in the interior of the nucleus is practically constant,
these equations are the same as the equations in an infinite
medium. At the effective nuclear surface these oscillations
fulfill certain boundary conditions. This method of solving
the problem has been used to describe the isoscalar density
oscillations®'* and the isoscalar current oscillations not in-

- volving density variations'® in nuclei.

In the case of the isovector density oscillations the
boundary conditions at the effective nuclear surface are
especially simple. The first boundary condition ensures the
equality of the mean proton (neutron) velocity in the direc-
tion of the normal to the effective surface and the mean ve-
locity for the normal displacement of the effective proton
(neutron) surface. The displacement of the effective proton
surface relative to the effective neutron surface in the nu-
clear surface layer gives rise to a restoring force that tends to
liquidate this displacement. Connected with these forces is
the second boundary condition, which ensures the equality
of the normal—to the effective surface—component of the
restoring surface force acting on a unit nuclear surface area
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and the corresponding component of the stress tensor con-
nected with the density oscillation in the interior of the nu-
cleus. These boundary conditions differ from the boundary
conditions proposed in Refs. 3-5 and 7, for the latter condi-
tions contain other quantities.

2. RESONANCE ENERGY

Let us consider in greater detail the boundary condi-
tions at the effective surface (ES) that describe the dynamics
of the isovector density oscillations in the nuclear surface
layer. As the protons oscillate relative to the neutrons, the
proton and neutron ES move relative to each other. Let us
denote the displacement of the proton (neutron) ES from its
equilibrium position by &z, (r, t). The suffix P corre-
sponds to the proton quantities; the suffix &V, to the neutron
quantities. Then the first boundary condition is that the nor-
mal velocity of the proton (neutron) ES should be equal to
the mean normal velocity vpy, (T, £) of the particles, i.e.,

(ven (x, t)m) [es=( (e (r, £)/dt)n) |gs. (1)

The vector n is oriented along the normal to the ES.

The displacement of the proton ES relative to the neu-
tron ES in the nuclear surface layer gives rise to forces that
try to reestablish the equilibrium distance between the pro-
ton and neutron ES. The surface energy corresponding to
these forces has the form™"’

EO—=(B~/amryt) | 48 (Gw (6, 8) —a(r, )7, (2)
ES

where B ~ is the isovector stiffness coefficient against dis-
placement of the surface, the nuclear radiusis R = 7,4 '/3, 4
is the number of nucleons in the nucleus, and dS is an ele-
ment of nuclear surface area. The coefficient B ~ in (2) can
be expressed in terms of quantities that are determined by
the nuclear energy density functional (see the Appendix).
The resultant force acting on a unit surface area in the direc-
tion of the normal to the surface is equal to the derivative of
the deformation energy (2) with respect to the normal dis-
placement of the proton ES relative to the neutron ES:

P W= (B~/2nrs*) ((Ex(r, t)—Ce(r, t))n) |es. (3)
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This presure on the ES of the nucleus should be balanced by
the corresponding component of the stress tensor o, (r, t)
connected with the isovector density oscillations in the inte-
rior of the nucleus:

P(“=Unn_ (1', t) IES- [4)

1. Zerosound + ES. Let us consider the dynamics of the
isovector density oscillations in the interior of the nucleus in
the zero sound + ES system. In the sharp density-edge ap-
proximation the equations in the interior of the nucleus are
the same as the equations in an infinite medium. Therefore,
the equations for the proton f5 (r, p, ¢t) and neutron fy (r, p,
t) quasiparticle distribution functions have the form''~"*

af:(r,p,t) + P Vr[ fi(r,p, t)+8(c—er)

at M
ﬂ,ﬂs : ; A
% .Idt ZFa(p.p)f;(r,p.t)]=0. (5)
pFM ju=p N
Here
i, jJ=P, N, dt'=2dp’/(2nh)?,

M * is the effective mass of the quasiparticles, and p is the
limiting Fermi momentum: Fpp (p, p’), Fyy(p, p') and
Fpy (p, p’') are the constants in the proton—proton, neutron—
neutron, and proton—neutron quasiparticle interaction am-
plitudes, respectively. All the interaction constants are ex-
pressed in units of 27°#/ppM *. Neglecting the Coulomb
interaction, we set, in view of isotopic invariance, Fpp (p,
p') = Fyy (p,p')- Itis assumed that the Fermi energies £ of
the proton and neutron quasiparticles are equal (conse-
quently, the number of protons is equal to the number of
neutrons), and that the nuclear temperature is equal to zero.
Let us represent the constants in the quasiparticle interac-
tion amplitudes in the form!!-13

Fy(p, p')=FostF: 4(pp’)/ps*+. ..

and limit ourselves to the consideration of only the first term
of this expansion. The effective mass M * is then equal to the
nucleon mass M (M * = M). Adding and subtracting the
equations (5), we obtain
af* (r,p, )
at
_nh? ( ) ]
F.=Jdt' = (r,p", ¢ =
= Fefevrarn )|
(6)

+ Ep Y [f*(r, p,t)+8(e—ex)

where
it{r) P t)=fh‘{r! P, t)ifi’(r; P, t)r

In the case of plane waves the solutions to Eq. (6) are ob-
tained in Refs. 11-13:

fiE(x, p, 1) =(ay*as)d(e—es)v=(p, k)exp(i(kr—at)), (8).

where w is the oscillation frequency, k is the wave vector,
ap y are the amplitudes, and

v*(p, k) =(cos(p/Ak)/(s*—cos(pAk))),
vp={(2e/M)", (9)

Ff*=F|'PPj=F|'PN- . { 7)

31=0)/kvp,
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Here and below p A k denotes the angle between the vectors p
and k. The quantities s* in (9) are determined from the

equations
G (s*)=(s*/2)In((s*+1)/(s*—1))—1=1/F=  (10)

For an infinite homogeneous medium the solutions (8)
are physical. In a finite medium these solutions can be re-
garded as a set of formal solutions to the original system of
equations (5) or the equations (6). The plane-wave solution
(8) constitutes a continuum of solutions with k vectors dif-
fering in magnitude and direction. Since the equations (5) or
(6) are a set of linear homogeneous equations, we can con-
struct a more general solution by taking a superposition of
the particular solutions (8) in the form

(0,0, t) =) dkA A f* (2, D, 2). (1)

Here A(k A z) is a weight function with the aid of which the
superposition of plane waves with wave vectors k is con-
structed and z is the preferred direction in space. We are
interested in the solution with a fixed frequency; therefore,
taking account of the relation between k and @ in (9) and
(10), we construct the superposition in only the space of the
angles of the vector k.

Let us further consider the isovector oscillations of a
density of definite multipole order /, taking

o= (r,8)= | def- (6,0, ) =R (1) Yo (e Az exp (—int), (12)

where R, (7) is some radial function. The dipole resonances
correspond to / = 1. For convenience of computation, we
take the time dependence of the physical quantities in the
form exp( — iwt). In this paper we consider the isovector
density oscillations in nuclei with a spherical equilibrium
shape, for which the generalization to the case of an angular
dependence of the form Y, (r, z) with m 50 is trivial. Sub-
stituting (8), (9), and (11) into (12), we find

A(kAz)=Y(kAz),
2 (4n)*psM
(21)°Fo-

(13)

R (r)=(ax—ac>) ji(kr), (14)

where j, (kr) is the spherical Bessel function. The proton
(neutron) flux velocity is equal to

Vo (1, 8) = (1/Mpp ) jd‘fpfpw) (r,p,1). (15)

Here

pp=(Z/4)p, p=3A/4nR’,

px=(N/A)p,

Z is the number of protons, N is the number of neutrons, and
A = Z + N. The condition for the preservation of the posi-
tion of the center of mass gives the relation

j drrY, (r/\z) (p:p (x, 2) +piw (r,2))
+R [ 48 ¥10(xA2) (0o (Gur (1))t (Bun(r, £))) =0, (16)
ES

For the oscillations of multipole order /
{ttpcm (r,t)n) rES=f11£(.;{'1rn exp (—iot) Y, (rAz), (17)
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where ajy, is the displacement amplitude for the corre-
sponding effective surface from the equilibrium position.
Then we find from (1) with the aid of (8), (11), (13), (15),
and (17) that, in the case of dipole oscillations, the ampli-
tudes ¢ and «’ are connected by the relation

=0,

(18)

The protons and neutrons are strongly bound in the nucleus.
Consequently, the displacement of the protons from their
equilibrium position can be represented in the form of an
equivalent displacement of the protons and neutrons. There-
fore, let us extend the condition (18) to those other multi-
pole orders of the density oscillations for which the condi-
tion (16) is identically fulfilled.
The stress tensor component normal to the surface is

Ornn (T, 1)
— (M) [ d popo- (2,2, 1) +5 (h3/2p5 M) F-p,~ (r, ). (19)

Substituting (8), (9), (11), (15), and (17)-(19) into the
boundary condition (1) and (4), we obtain a set of two lin-
ear homogeneous equations with the unknowns @, and a§’.
From the solvability condition for this system we obtain the
following characteristic equation for the determination of
the magnitude k of the wave vector:
g:(z) =}/ (z) — (3erz/4B-A") [(1—-3(s7)*+G (s7) )i/ (2)
+(1—(s7)*+ (2F+G(s7))/3)ji(z)] =0. (20)

Notice that we are considering the zero-sound vibrations in
the case when V= Z. For [ =1 Eq. (20) determines the
magnitude of the wave vector of the dipole resonance. In
(20) a prime denotes the corresponding derivative of the
function with respect to its argument x = kR. Let us denote
the nth root of Eq. (20) with 4 nucleons by x;, (4). In a
nucleus with 4 nucleons the isovector-resonance energy
E,, (4) corresponding to this root is equal to

E,(A)=D.(4)4A", (21)

where

Din(A) =h(s~ve/R) A1 (4) =25~ (K*es/2Mr,?) "zin (4) ,(22)

s~ being given by Eq. (10). As an example, we show in the
upper parts of Figs. 1 and 2 plots of D, (4) (0</<3) com-
puted with F;~ = 1.6, e, =40 MeV, B~ = 43.5 MeV, and
7o = 1.2 fm. The value of the isovector-stiffness coefficient
B ~ against surface displacement was chosen by comparing
D,,(A4) with the experimental data. This value differs from
the one suggested in Refs. 7 and 17, which was obtained by
fitting the mass formula to the nuclear masses. But the mass-
formula term connected with B~ is proportional to
(N — Z)2/A4 */3; therefore, this coefficient cannot be extract-
ed with a good degree of accuracy by fitting the nuclear
masses. The quantities D,,(4) and D,,(A4) are in good
agreement with the experimental data, which were taken
from Ref. (18). In Fig. 2 we show the experimental values
only for / = 2.

2. First sound + ES. Let us consider the isovector nu-
clear excitations in the first sound -+ ES system. In this case
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FIG. 1. Dependence of the coefficient D,,(4) in the expression (21) for
the resonance excitation energy and the resonance width I';, (4) on the
number of nucleons in the nucleus. The continuous curves indicate the
values for the zero sound + ES system; the dashed curves, those for the
first sound + ES system; the dot-dash curves, those for the SJ model; and
the dotted curves, those for the GT model.

0y, (1, 1) is diagonal, and is related to the isovector volume
compressibility K ~ of the nucleus and the dynamical com-
ponent p;” (r, t) of the density in the interior of the nucleus,
ie,op, (r,t)=8,,(K~/9)Xp, ~(r,1).

From the hydrodynamical equations for a two-compo-
nent medium we obtain with the aid of the boundary condi-
tions (1) and (4) a characteristic equation for the determin-
ation of the magnitude k of the wave vector in the first
sound + ES system for a nucleus with any ¥ and Z:

go(2) =g/ (z)— (K-z/3B-A") (NZ/4%)j(z)=0.  (23)

Notice that, for N = Z, Eq. (20) can be transformed into

G O i I T IO e ! (5

40 80 !ZE-'A ey 200 240

FIG. 2. Dependence of the coefficient D;, (4) in the expression (21) for
the resonance excitation energy for / = 0, 2, 3 (these numbers are indicat-
ed in the figure) and of the resonance width I';,(4) on the number of
nucleons in the nucleus. The designations are the same as in Fig. 1.
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(23) by formally setting &F = K~—/6, F;y =0, and
s~ = 1/y/3. These substitutions effect a formal transition
from zero to first sound. By substituting the root of Eq. (23)
into (21) and (22) [after making the indicated substitutions
in (22)], we can find the resonance energies in the first
sound + ES system with arbitrary V and Z.

The first sound + ES type oscillations unify the Stein-
wedel-Jensen (SJ) and Goldhaber-Teller (GT) models. In
the ST model the effective proton surface does not undergo
displacement relative to the effective neutron surface, which
corresponds to the situation in which B ~—co (see Ref. 5).
The characteristic equation j; (x) = 0 in this model** is au-
tomatically obtained from (23) by going over to the limit
B ——»co. On the other hand, in the GT model the isovector
volume compressibility is K ~ = « and B ~ is finite. In this
limit we obtain from (21)—(23) the dependence of the reso-
nance energy on the number of nucleons in the nucleus. This
dependence coincides up to a numerical factor
JNZ /4 *~1/2 with the dependence found in Ref. 6.

Forcertain K ~ and B ~ values wecan find the isovector-
resonance excitation energies in the first sound + ES system
in the ST and GT models. In Figs. 1 and 2 the dependence
D, (4), (21), I=0, 1, 2, 3, computed for the first
sound + ES system with B~ =43.5 MeV and K ~ =450
MeV, is compared with the Dg; (A4) obtained in the ST model
for/ = 1, 2 and with the D 51 (4) obtained in the GT model.
Usually in the GT model the coefficient d 51 in the depen-
dence D gp (4) =d grA V¢ is chosen so as to obtain good
agreement with experiment in the region of light nuclei (see
Fig. 1). Then the coefficient d g+ =~37 MeV and differs insig-
nificantly from the value d gy ~41 MeV obtained with the
aid of (21)-(23) in the appropriate limiting case.

Comparison with the experimental data shows that the
zero sound + ES model agrees well with experiment in a
broad range of nuclei, whereas the SJ model provides a good
description of the region of heavy nuclei and the GT model
describes only the region of light nuclei. Let us also note that
a good description of the experimental resonance energies is
also possible in the first sound + ES system. Thus, for exam-
ple, for 700 S K ~ <800 MeV and 60<B ~ <70 MeV the di-
pole-resonance excitation energies computed in the first
sound + ES system differ from the experimental values by
not more then 5%. These isovector volume compressibility
modulus (K ~) values are significantly higher than the val-
ues K ~ =~450-500 MeV obtained®'* from the mass formu-
las. But the mass formula term containing K ~ is proportion-
alto (N — Z)2/4; therefore, the valueof K —, likethatofB ~,
cannot be determined with a high degree of accuracy by fit-
ting the nuclear masses.

The energies of the resonances of multipole order />1in
both the zero and + ES and first sound + ES systems de-
pend weakly on the parameters F; , K ~, and B ~. Thus, a
20% change in these parameters leads to not more than a
10% change in the resonance energies. In the case of zero
sound the resonance energy depends very weakly on the con-
stant F;~ in the quasiparticle interaction amplitude. Thus,
the position of a resonance does not change by more than
10% when F; is varied in the range from 0.5 to 4. The
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monopole resonance energies depend more strongly on these
parameters.

3. THE TRANSITION DENSITIES

For small isovector-density oscillations in a nucleus
with a spherical equilibrium shape the transition density can
be represented in the form of a sum of volume and surface
components:

Spirun) (1, 2) =pureny (T, £) ¥ (1) —prewy (Beron (2, t))a(dy(r)/dry.

(24)
Here yp(r) is the shape function of the density distribution
about the nucleus. This function can be taken in, for exam-
ple, the form"

y(r)=(1-+exp((r—R) /d)) (25)

where R and d are the nuclear radius and diffuseness, respec-
tively. Using the boundary conditions (1) and (4), we find
from (24) the radial dependence of the transition density to
be the time-independent quantity

8pi~ (r) = (8px (r, t) =8pa(r, )/ ({dy—oe) Yo (r\2)
Xexp (—iot)) =ji(zin (4)r/R) y (r)
=i (2 (4) ) [21n (A) (Rdy (r) /dr).

Here x,, (A) is given by (20) or (23). Figure 3 shows the
=0, 1, n = 1 transition densities computed for a nucleus
with 4 = 2Z = 2N = 208 in the zero sound + ES system
from the formula (26) with the aid of the shape function
(25). The shape-function parameters, R = 6.6 fm and
d = 0.55 fm, for a nucleus with 4 = 208 were taken from
Ref. 19. The transition density (26)for / = 1 is compared in
Fig. 3 with the transition densities obtained in the ST and GT
models and in the random phase approximation.® For con-
venience of comparison, all the transition densities are nor-
malized at the peaks to unity. Notice that in the SJ model the
transition density is given by only the first term in (26),
while in the GT model it is given by only the second term.
When both terms are taken into account, the transition den-
sity contains a greater surface contribution than obtains in
the ST model and a greater volume contribution than obtains

(26)

5,05 {r
7 e, ™
1=0 7 FN e
.f?-=f 4 . \ \ n=1
e A A0
. ‘_/, ::: \‘\ .__‘:
7 ] 1 \../‘ saleest” | 1 i T""
! | ! ] !

|
J fm
FIG. 3. Radial dependence of the transition density for / = 0, 1. The dot-

dash curve with two dots depicts the dependence computed in the random
phase approximation, The remaining designations are the same as in Fig. 1
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in the GT model. The transition densities computed in the
random phase approximation®® and in the theory of finite
Fermi systems?! exhibit similar behavior.

The root of the characteristic equation (20) or (23)
depends on the number 4 of nucleons in the nucleus; there-
fore, the relative contribution to the transition density from
the first and second terms in (26) varies with 4. Thus, as the
number of nucleons in the nucleus decreases, the role of the
second term in (26) becomes greater, i.e., the surface contri-
bution to the transition density increases.

Qualitatively, the transition densities have the same ra-
dial dependence in the first sound + ES system as in the zero
sound + ES system.

4. THE STRENGTH FUNCTION
To find the strength function, let us consider the re-
sponse of a nucleus to an external field

Vc‘:l(t) =v¢:I (t) +I v:;l (t) ]+9
Vert (8)=A(£)q(r), A(t)=Aexp(—i(o+in)t).

Here »— + 0, A and w are the amplitude and frequency,
respectively, of the external field and §(r) is a single-particle
operator, which we choose in the form of a multipole opera-
tor:

(27)

GO= a0, G =rT i, 1,

(28)

A
i0=Yiqr), @@=rh, =0
1==i
3 { —1); for protons
o 1/, for neutrons

The strength function S(w) can be expressed in terms of the
imaginary part of the response function'?1%:

S(0)=(—1/7)Im R (o). (29)

The response function is connected by the simple relations'?

R(0)= _[ drg (r) (8p::°(r, ) +8pin(r,£) ) /A(0)  (30)
with the transition densities §p{} y, (1, #) in the presence of
the external field (27), (28). Here and below, for simplicity
of computation, we choose the external field in the form of
the first term in (27).

Let us investigate in detail the response to the external
field for />1 in the zero sound -+ ES system, and give only
the final expressions in the / = 0 case. From the expressions
obtained for the zero sound + ES system we can, by making
the appropriate formal substitutions, go over to the expres-
sions for the first sound + ES system.

The functions p;py, (r, #) and §;py, (r,?) in the expres-
sion for the transition density 8pfyy, (I, ¢) contain a contri-
bution due to the external field. In order to compute this
contribution, we must find the quasiparticle distribution
function in the presence of the external field (27), (28). The
potential (27) produces a force field that acts on the quasi-
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particles. Therefore, the system’s kinetic equations for the
quasiparticle distribution functions contain terms connect-
ed with (27)."? Subtracting one kinetic equation from the
other, we obtain an equation for the distribution function
f 7 (r,p, t) in the presence of an external field:

9fo™ (r, D, £)
dat
+ % ‘F,[ fo~(r, p, £) =0 (s-—s;)%( Fn‘_[ dt'f,~(r,p’,t) )]

=A(t)6(a—£r)% V. W (x), (31)

where

W(r)=rY,(r/\z). (32)

Let us, for convenience of computation, replace the multi-
pole external field in this equation by

"
% de, exp (ixr) Y, (xA\z),
which goes over into (32) in the limit as »»—0. The distribu-
tion function satisfying Eq. (31) with the external field (33)
can easily be found, since the external field (33) is a superpo-
sition of plane waves with wave vectors x having different
directions. Equation (31) is linear; therefore, finding its gen-
eral solution for plane waves, and then constructing a super-
position of the plane-wave solutions in the space of the an-
gles of the vector » with weight ¥;, (x A z), we obtain the
general solution to the equation with the external field (33).
The obtained solution gives in the 0 limit »r— the distribu-
tion function f, ~ (r, p, #) with the multipole external field
(32).

The homogeneous plane-wave solution to Eq. (31) was
obtained above [see (8)]. The particular solution to the
equation with the external field (33) has the form

(2+1)1 A(2) exp (ixr)v-(pAx)

8 (e :
T Ol &) 1—F,-G—"(0/%vs)

W(r)= (33)

cp*:' (l‘, P, t}=
(34)

The functions v~ (p, ») and G(s) in (34) are defined in (9)
and (10). The general solution to Eq. (31) with the external
field (33) has the form

o= (6,2, 0= J AT 10 (k%) (™ (2, B, )+ 28,0 (35)

Here the arbitrariness in t-he direction of the » vector al-
lowed us to set k/k = »/». Let us, using the boundary condi-
tions (1) and (4), express the amplitudes ajiy, and @py, in
terms of the external field amplitude A. Then, substituting
the shape function y(r) = @(R — r) into (23), we find with
the aid of (30) the response function
Ria(©) =—1(PR*™'/Mw*) [&4.(kR) (kRg: (kR+in))~*—1],
(36)

where

E=I[1+/;A0(I—1) (ex/B-)A~"],
and A, = 1. Substituting (36) into (28), we obtain the
strength function
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Sia(@)=(um) GAR/M)E, ), 0= (jy (z1n (4))
/(2 (4) 181" (@en (4)) ) B (0—Eun (4) 73),

where x,, (A) is the nth root of Eq. (20).
Knowing the strength function, we can computeits mth

moment

S\ = pymt j do m"‘S;A(m}=ZS;£::- (38)

(37)

The first strength-function moment, which is related to the
resonance intensity, is the most important moment in the
analysis of collective excitations in nuclei. In the case of the
multipole external field (28) the first moment of the
strength function has a model-independent value,>'42° § {1,
By measuring the S {}) in units of S {}’, we can find the de-
gree of exhaustion of the model-independent energy-weight-
ed sum rule (EWSR) by the nth resonance of multipole or-
der/>1:

Sian 1858 =281 (z1n (4)) /(2022 (4) | & (mia(A)) ]).  (39)

Replacing the field (32) by W(r)~ fdQ, (exp(ixr)
— 1), and repeating the operations that were carried out
when (32) was replaced by (33) in the />1 case, we obtain
for I = 0 the response function

Roa (@)= (2pR*[Mw?) [Eof2 (kr)/ (kRgo(kR+in)) +1], (40)
the strength function
Soa(w)= (/o) (AR*/M)E,
XY 01 (2on (4))/ (2o (4) |8 (2un (AD)])
X8 (0—Eon (A) /) (41)

and the degree of exhaustion of the model-independent
EWSR by the nth resonance

Son /85s’ =10Eejz (Ton (A) )/ (Ton? (4) | &' (Zon (4)) |).

For / = 0 we have the quantity
Eo=(11+"/2(ex/B-) A" (1+F,7)).

Setting formally £ =K ~/6, Fg =0, S~ =1/4/3,
and A, = 0in (35), (37), (39)-(42), we obtain expressions
for the strength function, the response function, and the de-
gree of exhaustion of the model-independent EWSR by the
nth resonance in the first sound + ES system. Notice also
that (39) yields in the limit B ~— c the same expression
obtained in the SJ model for S {1 /S (¥ [cf. (39), after the
formal substitutions have been made in it in the limit
B ~— o, with the expression (6.688) in Ref. 5].

(42)

TABLE I. Degrees of exhaustion of the model-independent EWSR.

In both the case of zero sound + ES and the case of first
sound + ES oscillations, the degree of exhaustion of the
model-independent EWSR by the first root of Eq. (20) or
(23) for the resonances of multipole order />1 is close to
unity, and depends weakly on the parameters F;, B —, and
K ~.Thus, the quantity S {}) /S {}’ changes by not more than
10% when the parameters are changed by 20%. In the case
of the zero sound + ES system the degree of exhaustion of
the model-independent EWSR depends very weakly on the
constant F; in the quasiparticle interaction amplitude.
Thus, S {}) /S {1’ changes by not more than 109% when F§ is
varied from 0.5 to 4. The degree of exhaustion of the EWSR
depends more strongly on these parameters in the case of the
resonances of multipole order / = 0.

Notice that the degree of exhaustion of the model-inde-
pendent EWSR in the zero sound + ES system can be affect-
ed by the terms connected with the constants F = in the
quasiparticle interaction amplitude.” But since |F {|<l1
(Ref. 1), the contribution of these terms to S {12 /S(} is
small compared to the leading terms (39) and (42). The
effect of F' * on the resonance excitation energies in the zero
sound + ES system can also be neglected (see also Ref. 15,
where the weak effect of F';* on the excitation energies of the
isoscalar resonances is demonstrated).

In Table I we present the degrees of exhaustion, com-
puted with the same parameter values used in the computa-
tion of the excitation energies, of the model-independent
EWSR for the first (n = 1) resonances of multipole orders
=0, 1, 2, and 3 in the zero sound + ES, first sound + ES,
and SJ models. In the region of medium-weight and heavy
nuclei the computed degrees of exhaustion are in good agree-
ment with Bertrand’s experimental data.'® The degrees of
exhaustion of the model-independent EWSR depend weakly
on the number 4 of nucleons in the nucleus. Thus, when 4 is
varied in the range from 40 to 250, the degree of exhaustion
of the model-independent EWSR deviates from the values
given in Table I by not more than 4%.

The contribution from the next (n>2) roots of Egs.
(20) and (23) to the degree of exhaustion of the model-
independent EWSR is negligibly small in comparison with
the contribution from the first roots of these equations.

5. RESONANCE WIDTHS

It follows from the experimental investigations of the
decay of the giant dipole resonances that, in the region of
heavy nuclei, the contribution of the exit width to the total
width is small.'®?%?2 Therefore, we can estimate the width of
the giant resonances in heavy nuclei by considering only the
quasiparticle collisions. As a result of the quasiparticle-qua-

First Steinwedel-Jensen

Zero sound + ES 3
% sound + ES, 9 |model, %

Experiment, %

0

1 ~98 ~95 86
2 ~04 ~04 78
3 ~90 ~93 72
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siparticle collisions, the wave number k of the zero sound
becomes complex.'''* The width T is proportional to the
imaginary part of &:

(43)

I'=hs~vy Im k=hsvpy’.

In the case of zero-sound excitations in a Fermi liquid, when
the excitation energy E<¢f, 7° is connected with the classi-
cal attenuation factor 7 by the relation''~"

Y'=¥[1+ (E/2rT)?]. (44)

Here T is the temperature of the system. Knowing 7, we can
find with the aid of (43) and (44) the width of the giant
resonance of multipole order / in a nucleus with 4 nucleons if
we substitute into (44) the expression for £ = E;, (4) from
(21). To find 7, we substitute for the collision integral in the
system of equations (5) the approximate expression given in
terms of the mean free time 7°:

I (feew) (r,p,8)) =—1/ (iTU)J- dA4 (kAz) [ fre (v, p, 1) —1/ps’
X (J.df' frey (r.p’, £) +3 cos (p AKk)

x [ av’ cos (' AW ferem .2, ) | (45)

After substituting (45) into (5), we find in the limit @7°> 1
that
F=1/(s"1"ve),

(46)

where s~ is defined in (9), (10). The mean free time of the
quasiparticles is connected with the viscosity of the Fermi

liquid by the relation'?
=57/ (pve*M). (47)

The viscosity of the Fermi liquid is inversely proportional to
the square of the temperature'>'3:

n=n./T?,

where 7, is the coefficient of proportionality. Substituting
(44) and (46)—(48) into (43), we obtain

Tim(A)=a[ (2nT)*+En*(4) ],

(48)

(49)
where

a=Hhper/ (10n*n,),

and E,, (A) is defined in (21). It follows from (49) that in

Ty (A) =aE (A). (50)

The widths are proportional to the square of the resonance
excitation energy.

In Ref. 23 a semiphenomenological description of the
giant dipole resonance width is given. It is proposed in that
paper that the widths of the resonances in spherical nuclei
are described by the formula (50). The parameter a is deter-
mined there by fitting (50) to the experimental data, and is
found to be equal to a = 0.019 + 0.005 MeV~', Choosing
a =0.02 MeV~', we find that the quasiparticle-viscosity pa-
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rameter for the Fermi liquid is equal to 7, = 1.84 x 102!
MeV-sec/fm. The giant dipole resonance widths in spherical
nuclei, . as computed with the aid of (20)-(22) and (50),
then agree well with the experimental values (see Fig. 1).
The quadrupole-resonance widths computed with the aid of
(20)-(22) and (50) agree less well with the experimental
data (see Fig. 2). But let us note that the isovector quadru-
pole resonance is observed in inelastic electron scattering
reactions.'®2° It is weakly excited in these reactions, and has
a large width. Therefore, it is difficult to separate it out from
the observed inelastic scattering spectrum, and it is difficult
to determine sufficiently reliably its position, width, and
model independent EWSR strength.?®

6. CONCLUSION

In the paper we have investigated those giant reson-
ances in the gas-droplet nuclear model in the effective sur-
face approximation which can be considered on the basis of
zero and first sounds. In the case of zero sound the energies,
widths, and model-independent EWSR strengths of the re-
sonances are in good agreement with the experimental val-
ues. But good agreement with the experimental data can also
be achieved in the first sound + ES system when the isovec-
tor volume compressibility modulus X ~ is sufficiently large,
specifically, when K ~ lies in the range from 700 to 800 MeV.
Therefore, the problem of interpreting the resonances is a
complicated one.

In the case of nuclei with nonspherical equilibrium
shapes the resonances split.?%**

In conclusion the author expresses his profound grati-
tude to V. M. Strutinskii for numerous pieces of advice and
useful comments on the work and on the manuscript. The
author also thanks V. I. Abrosimov, S. M. Vydrug-Vla-
senko, and A. G. Magner for useful discussions.

APPENDIX

Let us write the nuclear energy density functional in the
form

& (op(r), px(r))=by(ps(r)tox(r)) te(ps(r), PN(’")Z
+(Bete/0e(r)) (Voe(r))*+ (Bxtyn/on(r)) (Vox(r))*
+Bex Vor(r) Vox(r), (A1)

where £(pp (7),py (r)) is some polynomial function of the
proton and neutron densities pp () and p (7) respectively,
Be,Bx,Ben, ¥p and ¥y are constants, and b, is the energy
per nucleon in infinite nuclear matter. The equilibrium pro-
ton and neutron density distributions can be found from the
system of variational equations

6& (Pp(r) i P,\-(r) )

8pp, (v (r)

where pp (y, is the chemical potential of the protons (neu-
trons).

A displacement of the proton ES by § relative to the
neutron ES leads to a general shift of the proton and neutron
density distributions:

pe(r) =ps(r=5/2), px(r)—px(r+t/2).

The surface energy then depends on &, and, in the case of

(A2)

= Hp,(N)s

(A3)
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semi-infinite nuclear matter, has the form
+=

B (@) =darst | drl& (or(r—1/2), o (r+E/2)) —pisps (r—1/2)
—pnpn (rH8/2) 1. (A4)

Then the isovector-stifiness coefficient against surface dis-
placement is defined as

, @B ()

dg?
Substituting (A4) into (AS), and taking (A2) into con-
sideration, we obtain
F
.. a I d a°

B-=2nr,* J dr[ PN (E Pe (r‘)—a"r? Pw (T‘) +§; Px (r)ﬁ Pe (il"‘) )

—oa

oy L) ipn (O}, 20-00) Don0) | 5
dpe(r)dpx(r)  or  Or

T (AS5)

=0

B =r;

"For a more exact approximation to the shape function, obtained with the
aid of the nuclear energy density functional, see Ref. 9.
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