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Understanding Xe isotopes near A = 130 through the prolate-oblate shape phase transition
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A simple algebraic scheme incorporating the prolate-oblate shape phase transition (SPT) is proposed within
the framework of the interacting boson model to describe the quadrupole deformation features of Xe isotopes
near A = 130. The analysis demonstrates that novel y-soft modes, characterized by the unusual quadrupole
moments Q(2]) <0and 0 < Q(23) < |Q(2] )|, can emerge near the critical point of this SPT. This finding is
further applied to interpret the properties of low-lying states in the relevant Xe nuclei, particularly the exper-
imentally observed nearly vanishing spectroscopic quadrupole moment Q(2§L), thereby offering new insights

into the structure of a y-soft deformed nucleus.
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1. Introduction

The diverse spectral structures observed in Xe isotopes of-
fer a valuable opportunity for studying shape phase transitions
(SPTs) and the evolution of collective modes in finite-N sys-
tems [1, 2]. In particular, Xe nuclei in the A ~ 130 mass
region have traditionally been regarded as approximate re-
alizations [3, 4] of the O(6) dynamical symmetry (DS) [5].
However, with the accumulation of experimental data [6—
13], especially concerning electromagnetic properties [6, 7],
their low-lying dynamics have been reinterpreted from var-
ious theoretical approaches [14-22] and multiple perspec-
tives [4, 9, 11, 13, 14, 23]. For instance, since the E(5) critical
point symmetry (CPS) of the U(5)-O(6) quantum phase tran-
sition (QPT) was proposed [24], '?®Xe has been suggested as
a candidate [23] for the E(5) CPS, following the initial em-
pirical evidence from '3*Ba [25]. Subsequent analyses [13],
however, indicated that '>Xe may be not a close realization
of the E(5) symmetry, leaving '3°Xe as the most plausible
E(5) candidate. A general conclusion is that in the Xe iso-
topes near A = 130, symmetry higher than O(5) is more or
less broken, whereas the O(5) symmetry remains relatively
well preserved [9-11]. Recently, Coulomb excitation mea-
surements [6, 7] have provided more stringent tests of the nu-
clear shapes of Xe isotopes near A = 130. These measure-
ments reveal surprisingly large spectroscopic quadrupole mo-
ments for the Zf and 4fr states, which appear to contradict the
traditional O(6) prediction [5] of vanishing quadrupole mo-
ments. More intriguingly, the data [6, 7] reveal small yet pos-
itive quadrupole moments (25 ) > 0, which stand in contrast
to the negative values Q(2{) < 0 and Q(4]") < 0 observed in
these Xe isotopes. Notably, a nearly vanishing spectroscopic
quadrupole moment of Q(2) ~ 0.008 eb has been reported
for 18Xe [6]. This feature cannot be reproduced by either
triaxial rotor models or microscopic shell-model calculations,
posing a significant challenge to our current understanding of
the quadrupole structure of the relevant Xe isotopes, as em-
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phasized in [6]. Extending this observation to a broader con-
text raises a question: what type of collective mode can give
rise to such unusual spectroscopic quadrupole moments? In-
deed, the importance of spectroscopic quadrupole moments
in understanding O(6)-like or y-unstable nuclei was previ-
ously highlighted in Ref. [26] through an analysis of '*Xe,
where different theoretical calculations [26, 27] were shown
to reproduce the level scheme similarly well while predicting
significantly different quadrupole moments, even within the
same theoretical framework.

On the theoretical side, the interacting boson model
(IBM) [5] offers a robust and versatile framework for describ-
ing a wide range of collective phenomena in atomic nuclei.
The O(6) DS of the IBM exhibits a y-unstable (y-soft) behav-
ior at the mean-field level [5]. This feature establishes a con-
nection with the y-soft model of Wilets and Jean (WJ) [28],
which was formulated within the framework of the geomet-
ric model. The O(6) type of y-soft model, together with the
v-rigid rotor model of Davydov and Filippov (DF) [29], is
frequently employed to explain the low-lying structures of
nuclei exhibiting non-axially deformed shapes. It has been
suggested that the two descriptions of triaxiality are, to some
extent, equivalent for most observables [30, 31], despite dif-
ferences in their geometric interpretations for y deformation.
Furthermore, the O(6) limit is regarded as representing a crit-
ical point [32] in the shape phase transition (SPT) between
prolate and oblate nuclear shapes [33], which is described
by the SU(3)-SU(3) transition within the IBM [5]. In this
framework, both the SU(3) and SU(3) limits are governed
by the same two-body QQ interactions, although different
parametrization is used in constructing the quadrupole oper-
ator [34]. This results in to a sign change in the quadru-
ple moments between the two SU(3) limits [32], indicating
either a prolate or oblate-deformed ground state [33]. The
prolate-oblate paradigm has been shown to effectively ex-
plain the structural evolution observed in the Hf-Hg mass re-
gion [35], thereby offering strong empirical support for the
shape phase diagram [36] of the extended Casten triangle [37].
Recently, a shell model study [14] based on the quasi-SU(3)
coupling mechanism [38, 39] across the N, = 50 and 82 neu-
tron shell gaps has been conducted to provide a microscopic



https://arxiv.org/abs/2512.09265v1

understanding of why the SU(3)-O(6)-SU(3) SPT occurs in
nuclei [32, 35], with particular emphasis on the spectroscopic
quadrupole moments of nuclei near A = 130. On the other
hand, an alternative algebraic description of the prolate-oblate
SPT has been also proposed within the SU(3) limit [40] of
the IBM. This approach [40] employs the three-body QQQ
interaction [41] or the third-order SU(3) Casimir operator,
G3[SU(3)], instead of the conventional two-body QQ inter-
action, to describe the oblate shape phase. In this scheme,
since the same quadrupole operator is used for both the pro-
late and oblate phases, the resulting prolate-oblate SPT pat-
tern can even be analytically solved [40]. Moreover, in this
SU(3) formulation, the prolate phase and oblate phase corre-
spond to the SU(3) irreducible representations (irreps) [43],
(A,u) = (2N,0) and (A,u) = (0,N), respectively, where N
denotes the total boson number, typically set to correspond to
the number of valence nucleon pairs. This SU(3) scheme for
the prolate-oblate SPT appears to be more closely aligned, in
spirit, with the related SU(3) shell model approaches [44—47],
where the analogous relationship between y deformation and
SU(3) irreps is preserved, except that the irreps in the shell
model are determined mainly by the distribution of nucleons
moving in specific shells.

In this work, we aim to explore the IBM framework [5] to
identify theoretical clues that may help understand the puz-
zling behavior of quadrupole moments in Xe isotopes near
A = 130. This is achieved by examining the critical features of
the SU(3) IBM scheme [40] in its description of the prolate-
oblate SPT. The results are anticipated to offer a simplified
perspective on the complex quadrupole structures exhibited
by y-soft nuclei.

II. The SU(3) Model for the Prolate-Oblate SPT

The IBM Hamiltonian is constructed from two kinds of bo-
son operators: the s-boson with [* = 0T and the d-boson with
[™ =27 [5]. The total boson number N is taken as the number
of valence particle or hole pairs for a given nucleus. All phys-
ical operators, including the Hamiltonian, are constructed uti-
lizing the creation and annihilation operators of these bosons.

The IBM has three dynamical symmetry limits: U(5), O(6),
and SU(3), which correspond to distinct nuclear shapes or col-
lective modes. Among these, the SU(3) limit is the primary
focus of this work, as it is capable of describing both prolate
and oblate rotational modes through the use of symmetry in-
variants [40], known as Casimir operators. Specifically, the
second- and third-order SU(3) Casimir operators are defined
as [43]:

G[SUB) =200+ 312, (1)
C3[SUB)) = 250 x 0 x 0)© = YI3(£x 0 x 1) (2)

where L and Q denote the angular momentum and quadrupole
momentum operators defined in the SU(3) basis [5],

L,=Vv10(d x )V, 3)
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with the convention ), = (—1)"7"b",. Eigenvalues of the
Casimir operators can be expressed in terms of the SU(3) ir-
reps with

(G[SUB)]) = A2+ u?+ 34 +3u + Au, (5)
(GISUB)]) = 5(A — ) (2A+p+3)(A+2u+3), (6)

where the SU(3) irreps for a given N are determined by

(A1) = (2N,0), (2N —4,2), ---, (O,N) or (2,N — 1),
(2N —6,0), (2N —10,2), ---,

)

Then, the allowed angular momentum quantum number can
be extracted from the rule [5, 42, 43]:

K =min[A, 1], min[A,u]—2, ---, Oor 1

L=0,2, 4, max[A,u], for K=0, ®)
L=K,K+1, - -, K+ max[A,u], forK >0,
M=-L, —L+1,-, L,

in which min[a,b] (max[a,b]) denotes the minimal (maximal)
value between a and b.

The y deformation in the SU(3) limit can be evaluated using
the expression [48]
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In Eq. (9), 2 and [l should be treated as operators [49], re-
ducing to the usual A and p values when applied to the
SU(3) limit. It follows that the prolate phase in the SU(3)
limit is governed by (—C»[SU(3)]), yielding the ground-state
SU(3) irrep (A,u) = (2N,0), whereas the oblate phase is
dominated by (C3[SU(3)]), leading to the ground-state irrep
(A,u) = (0,N) for even N or (2,N — 1) for odd N. For a bo-
son system with N = 10, this results in y,3 ~ 2° for the prolate
phase and Y3 =~ 56° for the oblate phase. It should be noted
that if the SU(3) quadrupole operator is redefined by replac-
ing —/7/2 with /7/2 [5] in Eq. (4), the allowed SU(3) irrep
(A, ) for a given N will be obtained via A <> p. In this way,
the prolate and oblate phase can be accordingly described by
(~G5[SU@))) (or (0 x 0 x 0)®)) and (~Co[SU(3)]) (or
(—Q- 0)), respectively. Such a change between the prolate
and oblate descriptions agrees with the mean-field analysis
given in [41]. In this study, the definition given in (4) is con-
sistently adopted.

To describe the prolate-oblate SPT, a schematic SU(3)
Hamiltonian is formulated as [40]

N 1 4 k A
Hsus) = 5 CISUB) + 17 GISUB)L  (10)

where k serves as a control parameter. According to our previ-
ous analysis [40], the SU(3) system, as it evolves as a function



of the control parameter, may undergo a first-order QPT be-
tween the prolate and oblate phases, arising from level cross-
ing. It is evident that the Hamiltonian under consideration
accounts exclusively for intrinsic excitations [50]. In the con-
text of an SU(3) system, rotational bands are classified by
the quantum numbers K and (A, it). Here, intrinsic excitation
means that only the band head energy of a collective rotational
band can be explicitly determined by the Hamiltonian (10),
whereas all band members corresponding to a given SU(3)
irrep (A, 1) are energetically degenerate. Within the mean-
field approximation, such intrinsic excitations can be asso-
ciated with - or y-vibrational modes [53]. Given that the
Hamiltonian (10) does not depend on angular momentum L,
the excitation energy function E(k,A, ) can be analytically
derived based on Eq. (5)-(7). Rotational bands can be gener-
ated by incorporating the rotational term L2 into the Hamil-
tonian when necessary. This may lead to an energy sequence
proportional to L(L+ 1) for a given K, as detailed in Eq. (8).
To maintain clarity, we continue to employ the Hamiltonian
form given in Eq. (10) when discussing the phase transition
between prolate and oblate intrinsic configurations. Accord-
ingly, the critical point (level crossing point) k. is determined
by the equations: E,(kc,2N,0) = E4(kc,0,N) for even N and
Eg(ke,2N,0) = E4(ke,2,N — 1) for odd N. It can be analyti-
cally derived that the value of k. is given by

3N

ke = ——
T ION+3

(11
for both even N and odd N. In fact, at this critical point, not
only do the ground-state energies satisfy the above equations,
but all energy levels Eq(kc,2N —2t,1) witht =0, 2, 4, --- N
or N — 1 become degenerate, indicating a complete level
crossing [40]. Consequently, the states belonging to the SU(3)
irreps satisfying A +2u = 2N are lowered to the lowest energy
levels, becoming energetically separated from the other SU(3)
irreps [40].

To calculate B(E2) transitions and spectroscopic
quadrupole moments, the E2 operator is chosen as

T(E2)=eQ, (12)

where e denotes the effective charge and the Q operator is
taken to be the same as that used in the Hamiltonian (see
Eq. (4)). The B(E2) transitions and quadrupole moments can
then be evaluated using the following expressions:

[(oLy || T(E2) || ouLi)|?

B(EZ;L,»%Lf) = 2L 11
i

13)

and

0(L) =\~ (oM (D] oM s, (14)

where «a represents all relevant the quantum numbers other
than L and M.

To offer a clear illustration of the prolate-oblate SPT, we
present in Fig. 1 the evolutions of the ground-state energy
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FIG. 1: (a) The ground-state energy Eg evolves as a function of k,
with the critical point k. = 3N/(2N + 3) indicated by "Cri". (b)
The same as in (a), but for the y deformations evaluated using
Eq. (9), where the green scatter points at the critical point represent
the results for the degenerate SU(3) irreps (A, 1) = (N — 2t,1) with
t=2,4,6, 8. (c) The same as in (b), but for the spectroscopic
quadrupole moment Q(ZT), where the 2]+ state is assumed to orig-
inate from the K = 0 band within a given (A,u). All results are
obtained by solving the SU(3) Hamiltonian (10) for N = 10.

E,, the spectroscopic quadrupole moment Q(ZT), and the
ground-state y deformation evaluated using Eq. (9). The re-
sults (N = 10) indicate that the system, as it evolves as a
function of k, indeed undergoes a prolate to oblate SPT, with
the ground-state y deformation (order parameter) exhibiting
a jump at the critical point k. from Y3 ~ 0° to ¥%y3 ~ 60°,
which signifies a first-order phase transition. The nature of the
phase transition is further supported by the observation that
the ground-state energy, as a function of the control parameter
k, remains continuous at k., while its first derivative shows a
discontinuity, as indicated by the results presented in Fig. 1(a).
As illustrated in Fig. 1(c), this SPT is corroborated by the evo-
lution of the spectroscopic quadrupole moment Q(ZT), which
abruptly changes from a negative constant to a positive value
as the system crosses the critical point k = k.. Collectively,
these findings confirm that prolate-oblate SPT in this scheme
is clearly well defined at finite N [40].

As previously discussed, all states associated with the
SUQ@3) irreps (A, i) = (2N —2t,t), wheret =0, 2, 4, -+, be-
come energetically degenerate at the critical point k.. As fur-
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FIG. 2: The contour plots for the classical potentials V(f3,7), ob-
tained at the critical point of the prolate-oblate SPT and in the O(6)
limit (see the text for parameters), using the coherent-state method.

ther seen in Fig. 1(b) and Fig. 1(c), although these irreps are
degenerate, they correspond to different values of Yy(3) and
exhibit varying spectroscopic quadrupole moments, which in-
dicates the presence of intrinsic instabilities in the quadrupole
deformation of the critical system. To understand the mean-
field geometry of the critical point system, one can examine
its large-N (classical) limit by employing the coherent state
defined as [5]

IB.7.N) = Als' + Beosy d], + \%Bsiny(di +d" )M j0)(15)

with A =1//N!(1+ B2)N. The classical potential per boson
for a given Hamiltonian in the large-N limit can be expressed

as a function of the deformation parameters § and y by

1 N
V(Ba’}/):N<ﬁ7’y’N|H|Ba%N>N—>°° (16)

Specifically, the classical potential corresponding to the
Hamiltonian (10) at the critical point is presented in Fig. 2,
where the potential for the O(6) limit is defined as Vg ) =
V(B 7.N| =20 O'NIB, 7. N)yo with @' = (d's+57d)?),
and is also provided for comparison. Notably, the critical
point of the prolate-oblate SPT at the mean-field level is iden-
tified as k. = 1.5 [41], which agrees well with the analytical
expression given in (11) obtained from the level crossing. As
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FIG. 3: (a) The evolutions of the y deformation, solved from the
Hamiltonian (17) as a function of k, is shown for n =0.95 and n =
0.85, respectively. (b) The same as in (a), but for the y fluctuations.
(¢) The same as in (a), but for Q(ZT)/e . (d) The same as in (a), but
for Q(27)/e. (e) The same as in (a), but for the energy ratio R, /2
The total boson number used in the calculations is fixed at N = 10,
and "Cri." denotes the critical point k. = 3N /(2N + 3).

observed from Fig. 2(a), the potential at the critical point ex-
hibits a y-soft behavior, with the equilibrium values of y rang-
ing within % € [0°,60°], resembling the O(6) potential shown
in Fig. 2(b). However, in contrast to the fixed equilibrium
value of 8 in the O(6) limit, the y-soft potential at the critical
point also displays evident 3-softness on the prolate side [41].

Although the mean-field analysis can only provide a
qualitative reference for realistic cases at finite-N, the re-
sults clearly demonstrate that the current prolate-oblate SPT
scheme can yield a y-soft structure at the critical point, simi-
lar to the original SU(3)-O(6)-SU(3) scheme [32]. Apart from
that, the 7y softness exhibited by the critical point system in
the large-N limit is consistent with the finite-N results, which
show multiple y deformations coexisting (i.e., being degener-
ate in energy) at the critical point, as indicated by the results
shown in Fig. 1(b). It is thus concluded that y-soft dynam-




FIG. 4: The same as in Fig. 3, but for N = 5, with parallel dashed
lines added to indicate where Q(2,) = 0.

ics may naturally emerge from the competition (phase tran-
sition) between two types of y-rigid SU(3) rotor modes, in
contrast to the traditional approach that incorporates an O(6)-
like term at the Hamiltonian level [54, 55]. This may sug-
gest an alternative perspective on the origin of y-soft modes in
an identical-particle system, particularly given that the SU(3)
symmetry can be similarly realized in an identical-fermion
system [43, 47]. It would be of interest to further examine
this point within other models, which, however, lies beyond
the scope of the present study.

For more general situations, the model Hamiltonian incor-
porating the prolate-oblate SPT is designed as

A1 = e[ Hsu + (1= n)id] (a7)

with iy = ¥, d}d,,. Tn Eq. (17), N serves an additional con-
trol parameter alongside k from Eq. (10), and € acts as a scal-
ing factor, which will be fixed at € = 1.0 unless otherwise
stated. The inclusion of the 7i; term fulfills two purposes: it re-
moves degeneracies arising from the SU(3) Hamiltonian (10)

and introduces contributions from the vibrator mode (the U(5)
limit), making the model applicable to realistic scenarios. Due
to the inclusion of the U(5) mode, the Hamiltonian (17) can
describe a shape phase diagram analogous to the Casten trian-
gle [36], which is commonly modeled using the well-known
consistent-Q Hamiltonian [37] in the IBM. A detailed mean-
field analysis of this shape phase diagram and its extension
was presented in [41], revealing a small region exhibiting tri-
axiality within the model. Additionally, a numerical investi-
gation into the evolution of different observables across the
prolate-oblate SPT was reported in [56], following the mean-
field analysis given in [41] and analytical analysis provided
in [40]. In what follows, we focus on specific features of the
prolate-oblate SPT described by the Hamiltonian (17), leaving
a systematic analysis of other SPTs for future work.

Note that QPTs are rigorously defined only in the large-N
limit. According to the mean calculations of a similar Hamil-
tonian form, as reported in [41], the inclusion of the 7i; term in
(17) may result in the formation to a narrow region that allows
for triaxiality when 17 < 1, which is further confirmed by the
numerical analysis using the coherent-state method. Within
this region, the prolate-oblate transitions along the k-axis may
split into two consecutive second-order phase transitions: the
prolate-triaxial (A) and triaxial-oblate (B) SPTs. The corre-
sponding critical points, k., become functions of 1. Although
deriving an analytical expression for k(1) is challenging,
mean-field analysis indicates that the two critical points k2
and kB are generally very close to each other and tend to con-
verge toward the value in the SU(3) limit obtained at n = 1.
For instance, mean-field calculations (in the large-N limit) for
the current Hamiltonian yield k2 ~ 1.33 and k8 ~ 1.36 for
n = 0.8, which are close to the critical value k. = 1.5 ob-
served at 1 = 1. Therefore, for finite N, where the QPT is not
rigorously defined except at ] = 1, it is reasonable to approx-
imate k. = 3N /(2N + 3) as the critical point of the prolate-
oblate transition in systems near SU(3) limit. In addition, by
including the 71, term, the Hamiltonian (17) may describe a
first-order phase transition along the 1-axis at the mean-field
level, from a spherical to a deformed shape (either prolate or
oblate, depending on the value of k). Using the coherent-state
method, the critical point 1n¢(k) can be determined numer-
ically, yielding 1. € [%,%) for first-order spherical-prolate
SPTs when k € [0, %), and 1, € (0, 1) for first-order spherical-
oblate SPTs when k > %. The point (1,k) = (3, %) corre-
sponds to a triple point, where the spherical-deformed SPT
becomes second-order. Notably, as k increases toward infin-
ity, the critical points of the spherical-oblate SPTs approach
the U(5) limit (n = 0). Based on this analysis, it follows that
a prolate-oblate transition can occur only if £ > % for the sys-
tem described by the current Hamiltonian.

To illustrate the y deformation in a finite N system, using
formula (9) is more convenient than employing the coherent
state method. It provides average values of the y deformation,
Yoz = (Fsu3), for cases that deviate from the SU(3) symme-
try, thus representing dynamical y deformation. Based on this



formulation, y-softness can be examined using the fluctuation
defined by

Aoz =\ (%) = (F3)? (18)
where (A) denotes the expectation value of A in a given state
|¥) erm- In the calculation of ¥ fluctuations, the state vector
should be expanded in terms of the orthogonal SU(3) basis in

the IBM [5],

5LM Z C)L,ux
Aux

(A, 1), 2, LM)su3 (19)

where Cf py e the expansion coefficients, with £ represent-
ing all quantum numbers other than L and M, and ) corre-
sponds to the additional quantum number in the reduction of
SU(3) irreps. By applying Eq. (9), it follows that

(Faa)e = X 16512 Fus s, (20)
Auy
= Y (CE PR das 1)
Aux

n
where { 3 Jou3 = [tan’l (gfgu“jg)] with n = 1, 2. With

these expressions, one can evaluate both %3 and Ay, ; for any
given state.

To identify the critical behaviors in the prolate-oblate SPT,
we examine the evolutions of the average y deformation
(Ysuz, AY3) for the ground states, spectroscopic quadrupole
moments for two 2" states, and the energy ratio R, /2=
E(4])/E(2]). These quantities are key to characterizing the
low-lying structures of Xe nuclei near A = 130 [6, 7]. Results
for N =10 and N = 5, obtained from two cases (1 = 0.95
and 1 = 0.85), are presented in Fig. 3 and Fig. 4, respectively,
to evaluate the effects of finite-N correction and vibrational
mode on the SPT. As observed from Fig. 3(a), the y defor-
mation as a function of kK may monotonically increase from
Yeuz == 0° to Ysuz > 40°. Although a discontinuous change in
the y deformation, such as that observed in Fig. 1(b), does not
occur here, the rapid change in %3 around k. = 3N/ (2N + 3)
suggests that the fundamental characteristics of prolate-oblate
SPT are well preserved even in systems deviating from SU(3)
limit. Therefore, it is reasonable to regard k. = 3N /(2N + 3)
as the critical point of the transition, even though QPT is not
strictly defined at finite N, when moving away from SU(3)
limit.

Apart from the finite-N effect, the results indicate that an
increasing contribution of 7/i; may, to some extent, smooth out
the SPT features. Furthermore, as shown in Fig. 3(b), fluctu-
ations in ¥ reach a maximum and peak around k., indicating
that y softness is maximized in critical point systems. This
result is consistent with the mean-field picture of the criti-
cal point illustrated in Fig. 2(a). As observed in Fig. 3(c),
the results for the spectroscopic quadrupole moment of the 21+
state support the occurrence of prolate-oblate SPT around &,

6

where the values of Q(ZT) rapidly transition from negative to
positive. In contrast, the values of Q(2;) remain negative in
both prolate and oblate phases but exhibit a roller coaster-like
variation across Q(25 ) = 0 near the critical point. As further
seen in Fig. 3(e), the evolution of the Ry, ratio may also dis-
play a clear critical behavior in this prolate-oblate SPT. Com-
pared to large values observed in either the prolate or oblate
phases, where Ry, ~ 3.3, as expected for an axial rotor, the
ratio decreases significantly near the critical point down to
R4/ < 2.4, which provides an experimental criterion for iden-
tifying the critical point structures. The substantial reduction
in the Ry, ratio, together with the observed large y-softness,
indicates that quadrupole structure emerging at critical points
represents a novel mode that is fundamentally distinct from a
rigid rotor or other intermediate cases between two axial ro-
tors (prolate and oblate) traditionally defined within the SU(3)
symmetry [43].

The similar critical behaviors of different quantities pre-
sented in Fig. 3 can be identified even at smaller NV, as demon-
strated in Fig. 4, where results for N = 5 are shown to offer
more relevant references for realistic situations, since the bo-
son number is closer to those of the Xe nuclei near A = 130. A
particularly interesting observation in this case is that the crit-
ical point system at k. may yield Q(2) < 0 and Q(2]) ~ 0,
as indicated, for example, by the results for 7 = 0.85 shown
in Fig. 4(c) and Fig. 4(d). This feature aligns well with the
exotic quadrupole moments observed in the related Xe iso-
topes [6, 7]. It should be emphasized again that the critical
point k. = 3N/(2N + 3) in the present scheme is identified
from level crossings in the SU(3) limit, rather than Q(2]) =0
or %3 = 30°.

ITI. Comparison with '2%130:132Xe and Discussions

As discussed above, the critical point systems in the
prolate-oblate SPT may exhibit spectroscopic quadrupole mo-
ment features resembling those of the Xe isotopes with A ~
130. In the following, 128,130,132 ¢ [57-59] are selected as ex-
perimental counterparts for comparison with the critical struc-
tures predicted by the present SPT scheme. Specifically, the
available data for the low-lying patterns, typical B(E2) values,
and spectroscopic quadrupole moments for these three nuclei
are presented in Fig. 5, Table I and Table II, respectively, to
compare with theoretical predictions derived from the Hamil-
tonian (17). Since the focus is more on examining critical
structure than on achieving a best fit to the data, the parameter
k in calculations is constantly fixed at k. = 3N /(2N +3), with
boson number N being set equal to the number of valence nu-
cleon (hole) pairs, i.e., N =6, 5, and 4 for 128% e, 13OXe, and
132Xe, respectively. The solely remaining adjustable parame-
ter 1 in the Hamiltonian is simply determined by precisely
reproducing corresponding empirical values of Ry/;, which
are 2.33, 2.25 and 2.16 for these isotopes. Notably, scal-
ing factor € in the Hamiltonian does not influence dynamical
structures and can be determined by reproducing excitation
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FIG. 5: (A) The low-lying level pattern (normalized to E (2]+) =1.0)
for 128Xe [57] and the corresponding critical point pattern (N=6),
obtained from solving the Hamiltonian in (17) with the parameter
1 = 0.88 fixed to reproduce the experimental value of Ry /5. (B) The
same as in (A), but for 3Xe [58] and the critical point pattern (N=5),
solved using 17 = 0.82. (C) The same as in (A), but for 32Xe [59]
and the critical point pattern (N=4), solved using n = 0.73.

energy E(2]) in experiments when necessary. To test theo-
retical predictions on the E2 transitional properties, effective
charge e in the E2 operator is fully determined by reproducing
experimental data for B(E 2;2;r — Ofr) The resulting values
are approximately given by e ~ 0.14 eb for all three Xe iso-
topes, even though the experimental B(E2;2{ — 0;) values
vary significantly among different nuclei.

For comparative purposes, results for the relevant B(E2)
transitions and quadrupole moments extracted from other
model calculations are also listed in Table I and Table II.
These models include a recently established shell model
method (called the PMMU model) [14, 60], the y-rigid ro-
tor model of DF [29], and two y-soft rotor models, namely
the well-known E(5) CPS [24] and the O(5)-confined B-soft

(O(5)-CBS) rotor [21]. Among these, the DF rotor and the
two 7y-soft rotors are considered here to represent two limit-
ing cases of triaxiality: 7y-rigid and y-unstable. Specifically,
the CBS model results are taken from Ref. [21], where the
parameter values rg = 0.21 and rg = 0.12 were used in cal-
culations for '?8Xe and '3°Xe, respectively. For 3?Xe, the
same value rg = 0.12 is assumed in extracting CBS model re-
sults. Note that all three Xe nuclei have ever been considered
as potential candidates for comparison with solutions of the
E(5) CPS [9, 13, 23], which were later extended to more gen-
eral cases in the O(5)-CBS model [21]. In contrast to the two
v-soft models, which may both yield vanishing spectroscopic
quadrupole moments for all states, the y-rigid rotor model can
produce y-dependent results for quadrupole moments. In the
calculations [61], the y parameter in the DF rotor model is de-
termined here by fitting experimental values of E(2)/E(2]),
as this quantity is highly sensitive to y deformation in a y-rigid
rotor model. In this way, y = 25.4°,y = 26.8°, and y = 28.9°
are obtained for '28Xe, 13%Xe, and 13?Xe, respectively. These
results are in rough agreement with previous assumptions re-
garding y deformation of these nuclei [6].

As seen from Fig. 5, the critical point level patterns ob-
tained in the present model show generally good agreement
with those of the low-lying states in 128:130:132Xe The theoret-
ical results implicitly exhibit O(5)-like approximate degenera-
cies in level energies, such as (4], 25) and (6, 45, 37) [5].
These degeneracies were also observed in a recent numeri-
cal analysis employing a similar Hamiltonian [62], although
a proper explanation has yet to be provided. In fact, the
observed energy degeneracies can be partially explained in
terms of the Hamiltonian confined at the critical points. As
discussed above, the states belonging to the irreps (A,1) =
(2N —2t,t) with r =0, 2, 4, ---, generated by the SU(3)
Hamiltonian (10) with k = k., become the lowest-energy
states and exhibit energy degeneracy due to level crossings
at the critical point [40]. Notably, these degenerate irreps
(A,u) = (2N —2t,t), t =0, 2, 4, ---, can form a special
class of SU(3) configurations. Within this class, a subset of
states with K = ¢ can be annihilated by the boson-pair op-
erator P = d - d — 25, which acts as an SU(3) (2,0) tensor,
as demonstrated in the analysis by Leviatan [51, 52]. In
other words, these degenerate SU(3) states |@)q,3 are zero-
energy eigenstates of the Hamiltonian Ap = PP, satisfying
Hp|¢)su3 = E|@)su3 with E = 0. Since Hp is also an O(5)
scalar [5], these zero-energy eigenstates arising from the de-
generate SU(3) irreps may possess certain O(5) symmetry
characteristics [53], although these features remain obscured
in the degenerate energy levels due to their zero-energy na-
ture. When an O(5) scalar term such as 7, is added to the
SU(3) Hamiltonian with k = k. (the degenerate point), as im-
plemented in the present scheme, the lowest states may ac-
quire certain O(5) features [52]. This may, to some extent,
account for the O(5)-like degeneracies observed in Fig. 5.
While the inclusion of the 7i; term is essential for generating
such O(5)-like features, these approximate O(5)-like degen-
eracies may persist even when only a very small O(5) scalar



TABLE I: The B(E2) values (in W.u.) for 128:130:132Xe are presented in comparison with predications from the critical point (Cri.) systems,
as well as results from the shell model (SM), the DF rotor model, the O(5)-CBS rotor, and the E(5) CPS. All values are normalized to the
experimental data for B(E 2;2]+ — 01+), except for the shell mode (SM) results, which are taken from [6], [14] and [18] for A = 128,130 and
132, respectively. The experimental data are taken from [6] for 128X e, [7] for 139Xe, and [8] for 132Xe, and the scripts "a" and "b" mean that
the data are taken from [13] and [9], respectively. Parameters used in the different models are described in the text, and a dash "-" indicates
that the result is either not available experimentally or absent in existing theoretical calculations.

LT = L) 128%e  Crix SM DF CBS E(5)| !°Xe Crig SM DF CBS E(5)| '2Xe Cric SM DF CBS E(5)
27 =07 46.1(15) 46.1 44 46.1 46.1 46.1| 32(3) 32 34 32 32 32|23.1(15) 23.1 277 23.1 23.1 23.1
47 —2f 554(32) 63 66 65 72 77| 47(4) 44 54 45 53 54 |28.6(23) 31 40 32 38 39
6 —47 76(10) 69 80 82 92 102| 6073 45 68 56 71 71 [140C"13) 29 31 40 49 51
25 =27 444 66 54 44 72 77| 37(3) 44 48 37 53 54| 414 31 37 28 38 39
25 =0 0.589) 059 024184 0 0 | 0232) 0.6 02074 0 0 [0.079(11) 0.035 0.0002 0.079 0 0
0y —2 376 16 - - 0 40181 15 - - 24 28 4.0(3;) 16 - - 18 20
0y —27 528(76)* 108 - - 92 0 [120("3% 78 - - 0 0 - 61 - -0 0

component is introduced into the Hamiltonian (17) at k = k.,
which can induced only SU(3)-type degeneracies without any
L-dependence. However, once the system deviates slightly
away from the parameter k = k., the O(5)-like characteristics
vanish rapidly, accompanied by a sharp increase in the Ry,
ratio, as illustrated in Fig. 3(e). This observation confirms
that the O(5)-like degeneracies observed in Fig. 5 are closely
related to the corresponding degenerate SU(3) irreps. A more
detailed investigation into the emergence of O(5)-like features
from prolate-oblate phase transitions will be presented else-
where.

It is noteworthy that such degeneracy features are approx-
imately present in the low-lying spectra of these Xe nuclei,
where the level pattern for '3?Xe is truncated at L* = 67 due
to the absence of data for higher spins. This observation is
consistent with the original perspectives [9-11] that the ap-
proximate O(5) symmetry may be more or less preserved in
Xe isotopes near A = 130, which have been previously con-
sidered as candidates for various y-soft models, such as the
0(6) DS [4], the E(5) CPS [23], or the O(5)-CBS model [21].
Undoubtedly, introducing additional terms or relaxing the pa-
rameter constraints of the Hamiltonian may lift these degen-
eracies and enhance theoretical description; however, we re-
tain the current scheme to preserve a simple geometric inter-
pretation of the critical point system.

Regarding B(E2) transitions, the results in Table I show that
different models do not exhibit significant qualitative differ-
ences in describing most of the available B(E2) data. These
data are generally well accounted for by various theoretical
calculations, including those obtained from the rigid DF ro-
tor and E(5) CPS. However, for the weak B(E2;05 — 2])
and strong B(E2;05 — 27) transitions observed experimen-
tally [9, 13], better agreement is found with the critical point
calculations and those from the O(5)-CBS model with a rela-
tively large rg value [21]. These results deviate from those
predicted by the E(5) model or the O(5)-CBS model with
small rg value (see the case for '**Xe). Note that the DF
model cannot generate a 02+ state due to its assumption of

freezing the B degree of freedom [29]. Furthermore, finite-
N effects can be observed in the critical point results for
small N, when compared to other collective models. For in-
stance, the critical point calculation with N = 4 predicates
Bgj> = B(E2;61 — 41)/B(E2;4] — 2{) < 1.0, as shown in
Table 1. This feature aligns with the shell model result [18]
and contrasts with predictions from other collective models,
all of which yield B¢/, > 1.0. Nevertheless, experimental ver-
ification of this behavior remains challenging due to large un-
certainties in corresponding data for '32Xe.

Since the effective charges used in the calculations have
been determined by reproducing the experimental data for
B(E2;2{ — 07), a more stringent test of the theoretical pre-
dictions from different models can be obtained from the spec-
troscopic quadrupole moments, which provide the most deci-
sive information for nuclear shapes [14]. As shown in Table II,
two key features can be identified from the experimental data
for spectroscopic quadrupole moments: Q(4) < Q(2]) <0
and 0 < Q(27) < |Q(2])]. The first feature is well repro-
duced by results from the critical point calculations and shell
model results, whereas it deviates to varying degrees from pre-
dictions based on the rigid rotor calculations. The latter typ-
ically yields 0 > Q(47) > Q(2{) and 0 > Q(2]) = —Q(27)
for ¥ < 30°. The second feature also aligns well with critical
point predictions, particularly for 1?8 Xe, where the nearly van-
ishing Q(2§r ) has previously posed a challenge to theoretical
explanation [6]. Similarly, the critical point results for 13Xe
appear to be in better agreement with experimental data than
those from other models, especially concerning the prediction
of an unusually small Q(25) value. Furthermore, current cal-
culations predict similar features for spectroscopic quadrupole
moments in 132Xe, which are not yet available experimentally,
thus providing a basis for future measurements. In addition,
a comparable amplitude with Q(45) ~ Q(2]) has been pre-
dicted across all considered Xe isotopes, in contrast to the
rigid rotor model predictions, which typically yield larger val-
ues with |Q(45)| > 2|Q(2])|, as shown in the Table. This
highlights a new characteristic that can be used to distinguish




TABLE II: The available experimental data for the spectroscopic quadrupole moments (unit in eb) of low-spin states in 128:13%:132Xe [6, 7] are
presented and compared with theoretical predictions from various models, where the effective charge in the calculations has been determined
by reproducing the experimental values of B(E2; 2]+ — 01+) transitions. Shell model results are taken from Ref. [6, 14, 18].

Q(L*) '8Xe Crix SM DF(25.4°)| BXe Crig SM DF(26.8°)|32Xe Cric SM DF(28.9°)
0(2f) 04477, -026 -037 052 |-038F17 -030-026 -033 - -031-022  -0.11
0(47) -1.04(10) -0.61 -0.45 -031 |-0.41(12) -0.61 -0.32  -0.17 - -0.63-030 -0.05
0(25) 0.0087007 0.066 033 052 | 0.1(1) 011 025 033 - 013 025 0.11
0(47) - 025 - -0.98 - 022 - 081 - 023 - -044

TABLE III: The calculated values (in degrees) of 7,3 and AY,,; for
various nuclear states are presented using the same parameters as
those in Fig. 5. Here, 7, and A7, represent the results taken from
ref. [64], where the average y deformation and its fluctuation for
the ground states of 128130Xe were evaluated based on the collec-
tive wave function obtained from the multi-reference energy density
functional calculations.

LT 12850 130xa 132y

Ysuz Aoz Ve AVe|Vous MYz Ve AVe| Yoz A¥s
0/ ]25° 14° 21° 13°|24° 13° 23° 16°| 25° 15°
27 123° 14° 220 12° 21° 14°
47(19° 13° 18° 12° 16°  12°
27 (24° 14° 24° 13° 26°  16°
05 ]21° 19° 18° 16° 18°  20°

between y-rigid and y-soft models. Overall, the present cal-
culations based on prolate-oblate SPT scheme offer further
insights into these unusual quadrupole moments observed in
Xe nuclei near A = 130.

As discussed above, the exotic spectroscopic quadrupole
moments observed in experiments can be well reproduced by
the current theoretical calculations. This suggests that these
Xe nuclei are situated near the critical point of the prolate-
oblate SPT, and therefore, their low-lying states are expected
to possess considerable y-softness. This picture of y deforma-
tion is qualitatively consistent with previous mean-field stud-
ies [63], as well as with recent Hartree-Fock-Bogolyubov cal-
culations on the Xe isotopes given in [14]. To provide a clearer
understanding of the y deformation extracted from the current
calculations, the average y deformation and its fluctuation for
low-spin states are listed in Table III. As observed in Table III,
relatively large y deformations, along with significant fluctua-
tions, are obtained for all low-spin states in the current model.
In particular, the calculated values of 7,3 and AY,,; for 0] are
very close to the results derived from the multi-reference en-
ergy density functional method, as given in [64], confirming
that these Xe nuclei are indeed y-soft. Furthermore, the aver-
age Y deformation and its fluctuation in yrast states are found
to decrease slightly with increasing spin, but remain substan-
tially large. Notably, the results in Table III show that the y de-
formations for 2fr and 22+ are nearly identical across all three
Xe isotopes despite significant differences in their correspond-
ing spectroscopic quadrupole moments observed in Table II.

This implies that the critical point systems corresponding to
128,130,132e are effectively "stabilized" in a y-soft situation
where an unusually small Q(2 ) naturally arises.

It should be noted that a sign change between Q(2]) and
Q(2§r ), as shown in Table II, does not necessarily imply that
the system undergoes a change in deformation across dif-
ferent states, especially when 2; corresponds to the y-band
head. This point can be clarified by examining the DF rotor
calculations provided in Table II, which clearly demonstrate
that the rotor model predicts Q(2]) = —Q(2]) for any -
deformation. However, since critical behaviors arise only dur-
ing the prolate to oblate SPT in the present model, these exotic
quadrupole moments may reflect an intrinsic instability of the
prolate shape against oblate deformation. Therefore, the cur-
rent results support the recent prolate-oblate analysis of these
Xe nuclei based on shell model calculations [14]. That anal-
ysis revealed that the microscopic QQ interaction acting on
Aj =2 oribis (1hyy/3,2f7/,) within the quasi-SU(3) coupling
scheme can drive the nuclear shape from oblate to prolate at
the critical neutron number N, = 76. In addition, although
three Xe isotopes near N, = 76 are all described by critical
systems in the present calculations, they exhibit different con-
tributions from the U(5) mode, corresponding to different
values adopted in Hamiltonian. This picture aligns with the
traditional IBM perspective on the U(5)-O(6) transitions dur-
ing structural evolution along the Xe isotopes chain [3, 65].
In fact, within the Casten triangle, the parameter points ly-
ing on the U(5)-O(6) SPT path correspond precisely to the
critical points in the SU(3)-SU(3) description of the prolate-
oblate SPT [32, 36], which has been investigated through shell
model calculations [14] based on the quasi-SU(3) coupling
scheme [38, 39] as mentioned above.

V. Summary

In summary, an algebraic scheme of the prolate to oblate
SPT is proposed within the IBM [5] to elucidate the exotic
quadrupole structures observed in Xe isotopes near A = 130.
The resulting model, with parameters constrained at the criti-
cal point, offers a reasonable explanation of the experimental
data on low-lying states. Particularly, the results demonstrate
that extremely small values of Q(27), which posed a chal-
lenge [6] in understanding the nuclear structures of these Xe
nuclei, naturally emerge from the critical point systems in the



present prolate-oblate SPT scheme. It is further revealed that
considerable y-softness may occur in such systems, as evi-
denced by large y deformation and fluctuations across differ-
ent nuclear states. Therefore, the present calculations provide
a simple yet effective perspective on the quadrupole deforma-
tion of these Xe isotopes, which exhibit unusual spectroscopic
quadrupole moments [6, 7]. Additionally, the present scheme
offers an alternative framework for describing prolate-oblate
SPTs in nuclei, beyond the conventional SU(3)-O(6)-SU(3)
description [32]. This may open new avenues for the micro-
scopic understanding of nuclear shapes induced by nucleons
involved in the quasi-SU(3) coupling scheme in shell model
calculations [14]. It would also be valuable to examine the
present SPT scheme in other nuclei with soft triaxial defor-
mations [35]. The related work is in progress.
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