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Abstract. Collective modes emerge as the relevant degrees of freedom that govern
low-energy excitations of atomic nuclei. These modes — rotations, pairing rotations, and
vibrations — are separated in energy from non-collective excitations, making it possible
to describe them in the framework of effective field theory. Rotations and pairing
rotations are the remnants of Nambu-Goldstone modes from the emergent breaking
of rotational symmetry and phase symmetries in finite deformed and finite superfluid
nuclei, respectively. The symmetry breaking severely constrains the structure of low-
energy Lagrangians and thereby clarifies what is essential and simplifies the description.
The approach via effective field theories exposes the essence of nuclear collective
excitations and is defined with a breakdown scale in mind. This permits one to make
systematic improvements and to estimate and quantify uncertainties. Effective field
theories of collective excitations have been used to compute spectra, transition rates,
and other matrix elements of interest. In particular, predictions of the nuclear matrix
element for neutrinoless double beta decay then come with quantified uncertainties.
This review summarizes these results and also compares the approach via effective field
theories to well-known models and ab initio computations.
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1. Introduction

Deformation and superfluidity are key properties of nuclei. The corresponding low-
energy excitations are collective modes, namely rotations and pairing rotations. Figurel[T]
shows the level scheme of the nucleus '®?Dy as an example for rotations (Aprahamian:
. Levels are grouped into rotational bands with energies, spins, and parities
as indicted. Also shown are the spin projections K of the intrinsic excitations with
respect to the nuclear symmetry axis and their parity 7. One sees a large number of
different intrinsic excitations, each of which is the head for a rotational band from the
corresponding rotation of the whole nucleus. A separation of scales is clearly visible:
The energy spacings between the lowest levels in a rotational band are much smaller
than the energy of the band heads (i.e the intrinsic excitations) with respect to the

ground state.
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Figure 1. Spectrum of 192Dy, with levels ordered into rotational bands. Energies
are in keV and spin/parity I™ as indicated. The intrinsic excitations are identified by
their spin projection K onto the nuclear symmetry axis and the parity 7. Figure taken
from (Aprahamian et al) 2006) with permission from the authors. Reprinted from
Nuclear Physics A, volume 764, Aprahamian et al., Complete Spectroscopy of 2Dy,
pages 42-78, Copyright (2006), with permission from Elsevier.

A large number of models are available to describe the physics of such systems.
Examples are collective models that are based on the surface rotations and vibrations
of a liquid drop (Bohr, |1952; Bohr and Mottelson, 1953, [1975)), algebraic models of
interacting s and d bosons (Arima and Tachello|, (1975} [Tachello and Arima, [1987), pairing
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models (Kerman, 1961} Richardson, 1963} Dukelsky et al. 2004; Brink and Broglia,

2005)), and mean-field models based on pairing-plus-quadrupole interactions
and Baranger], (1968} Frauendorf, [2001). While these models explain some observations

they leave out other low-energy phenomena. Many deformed rare earth nuclei and
actinides, for instance, exhibit low-lying rotational bands with negative parity. In
the celebrated models by Bohr and Mottelson (1975); [lachello and Arimal (1987) only
positive parity states appear at low energies and negative-parity states are expected to be

much higher in energies. (In contrast, symmetry-breaking mean-field calculations with

octupole deformation capture some negative-parity states (Nazarewicz et all, 1984).)
This points to a general challenge: It is not clear where models break down, how to

systematically improve them, or how to assign uncertainties to calculated results.
Recently, collective phenomena also emerged from ab initio no-core shell model

computations (Caprio et all, 2015; Dytrych et al., 2013|2020 where nucleons interact

via realistic nucleon-nucleon potentials. While these computations of nuclei are at the

highest resolution scale possible today, the interpretation of such ab initio results was
based on collective models. In other words, it would be hard to see collective phenomena
emerge from the no-core shell-model calculations without knowing what to look for in
spectra and transition matrix elements.

This can be contrasted to ab initio computations that start from symmetry-
breaking reference states (Frosini et al., 2022; Hagen et all [2022; Sun et all [2024D).
Then, the collective excitations arise naturally from symmetry projections
et all [2021). This relates nuclear deformation and superfluidity to the emergent
breaking (Yannouleas and Landman, [2007) of the rotational and phase symmetry,

respectively.  Fortunately, physicists know since long how to construct effective
Lagrangians for such systems: [Weinberg) (1968)) pioneered this approach for the breaking
of chiral symmetry, and Coleman et al.| (1969), and |Callan et al.| (1969) generalized it to
other cases, see reference (Brauner, [2010) for a recent review. This “coset approach” via

nonlinear realizations of the symmetry identifies the relevant degrees of freedom (that is,
the Nambu-Goldstone modes) and severely constrains their interactions. It is the basis
of chiral perturbation theory (Gasser and Leutwyler, |1984) and chiral effective field
theory (Weinberg, 1990; van Kolck, 1994; Epelbaum et al., 2009; Machleidt and Entem),
2011 [Hammer et al [2020). It explains the low-lying excitations in magnets (Leutwyler)
11994; Roman and Soto, [1999; Hofmann, [1999; Bar et al., [2004; Kampfer et al., 2005)) and
the universal fluctuation properties of complex quantum systems (Altland and Sonner,

2021).

The same model-independent approach allows one to describe rotations and

pairing rotations in atomic nuclei, and to view venerable collective nuclear models as

the leading-order Hamiltonians of corresponding effective theories (Papenbrock, 2011}
Papenbrock and Weidenmuller| [2014; |Coello Pérez and Papenbrock,, [2015b; [Papenbrock|
land Weidenmiiller| 2020; |Chen et al. 2017, 2018} |Chen et all, 2020; |Alnamlah et al.
2021} [2022; |Papenbrock, [2022). There are many commonalities between the effective
theories for deformed nuclei and those for magnets (Romén and Soto, [1999; Hofmann),
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1999; Bar et all 2004; Kampfer et al., |2005). In contrast to those infinite systems,
however, atomic nuclei are finite. This introduces modifications to the standard field
theoretical approach (Papenbrock and Weidenmiuller, 2014) and leads to quantum
mechanics (rather than quantum field theory). The emergent breaking of spherical
symmetry in deformed nuclei leads — at leading order — to the physics of the axially
symmetric and triaxially deformed rotors. Odd-mass nuclei, described by coupling a
nucleon to an even-even core, introduce Abelian and non-Abelian gauge potentials and
this connects them to topological systems such as quantum hall fluids (Estienne et al.,
2011)) and to the physics of geometric phases (Berry, [1984; |Wilczek and Shapere, [1989).

In superfluid nuclei, the emergent breaking of phase symmetries leads to the physics
of coupled superfluids and describes pairing rotational bands. These govern differences
in binding energies for neighboring nuclei that are quadratic in the differences of nucleon
numbers (Broglia et al., 1968 Bohr, [1969; Brink and Broglia, [2005)).

Vibrations in spherical nuclei can also be approached via effective theories. No
symmetries are broken in this case, and one has to identify the relevant degrees
of freedom from data. Such an approach to nuclear vibrations (Coello Pérez and
Papenbrock, 20154, 2016|) is conceptually somewhat similar to pionless (Bedaque and
van Kolck, 2002) or halo (Hammer et al., 2017) effective field theory. Effective theories
allow one to quantify theoretical uncertainties (Schindler and Phillips| 2009; Furnstahl
et al) 2015). This made it possible to employ effective theories of nuclear vibrations
to make quantified predictions of electroweak processes and neutrinoless double beta
decay (Coello Pérez et al., 2018 Brase et al., [2022).

In this article, we review the developments and applications of effective theories
for collective phenomena (rotations, pairing rotations, and vibrations) in atomic nuclei.
We contrast them to collective models and highlight the commonalities and differences
to effective field theories in other fields of physics. This focused review is not meant to
survey or summarize the vast literature about collective nuclear models. Instead, we
made an attempt to cite at least some of the relevant original literature and otherwise
refer the reader to reviews and textbooks.

This review is organized as follows. Sections [2 to [9] are dedicated to collective
phenomena associated with emergent symmetry breaking. We start with the microscopic
foundations of the employed effective theories in section [2] and discuss emergent
symmetry breaking in section 3| The effective field theory of axially symmetric deformed
nuclei is reviewed in sections ] to[7] We start with even-even nuclei in section [4] discuss
the coupling to intrinsic degrees of freedom in section [5| and present details for odd-mass
nuclei in section [6] Finally we review electromagnetic transitions in deformed even-even
nuclei in section[7} Section [§ reviews works on triaxially deformed nuclei and section [J]is
dedicated to pairing rotational bands. In sections [10] and [11] we review effective theories
for nuclear vibrations and their use in computing matrix elements for weak decays and
neutrinoless double beta decay. We finally compare and contrast the effective theories
with other models and ab nitio computations in section The review ends with a
summary and outlook in section [13]
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2. Microscopic foundation

2.1. Deformed nuclei

Let us start from a microscopic Hamiltonian H,;. whose degrees of freedom are the
positions, spins, and isospin projections of nucleons. For simplicity, we think of an
even-even nucleus and further assume that neither proton nor neutron numbers are
magic numbers. Thus, we deal with an open-shell nucleus. It is profitable to break
down the computation of its ground state [¢)) into several steps, each of which gives
increasingly better approximations. We denote the states, energies, and angular-
momentum expectation values at the n'" step as V) By, and an).

The first step usually consists of a Hartree-Fock calculation [ Let us assume
that this calculation is based on single-particle states with good angular momentum
projection j,, and that we seek a state with total angular momentum projection J, = 0.
In practice this is achieved by starting from a trial product states where pairs of time-
reversed single-particle states are occupied. The Hartree-Fock computation then yields
an axially symmetric state |¢(1)). The deformation results from a competition between
short and long-range correlations (Lipkin, [1960). The state has zero angular momentum
projection with respect to the symmetry axis (which we choose as the laboratory z axis)
but not good angular momentum. We have J(zl) = (¢Y)|J*[Yay) > 0. While the energy
Eny = (Y1) Hmic|t(1)) generally is a poor approximation of the true ground-state energy,
the Hartree-Fock state is a great starting point for more refined calculations.

The second step could, for instance, consist of a coupled-cluster computation
where particle-hole excitations of the Hartree-Fock reference are included. Typically,
such calculations are limited to up to two-particle-two-hole or three-particle-three-
hole excitations (Hagen et al., 2014). If one were to include four-particle-four-hole
excitations, the treatment of short-range physics would be complete: spin-isospin degrees
of freedom permit up to four nucleons to be very close. This then yields the refined
approximation [t)(2)) of the ground state. The energy E(s) of this state is a much lower
than the Hartree-Fock energy E(;) and usually already close to the exact ground-state
energy. However, the state |1)(2)) still does not have good angular momentum. Typically
one finds J(QQ) < J(Ql) but one still has J(QQ) > (). This is not surprising: It would require
A-particle-A-hole excitations to get good angular momentum for a nucleus with mass-
number A. These missing correlations are long range. So one realistically deals with a
situation where rotational symmetry is broken down to axial symmetry at any step n
that can be achieved in practical calculations. Results that illustrate these arguments
are shown in table [I

The energy after symmetry restoration is denoted by Fy. (That the energies deviate
somewhat from data is not important here; it mainly points to an inaccuracy of the
employed interaction.) We see that the symmetry breaking is not very costly in energy
as Eg) is close to E;. Symmetry restoration is about capturing low-energy (or long

1 We discuss the more general case of Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov calculation in section
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Table 1. Energies E(,) and angular-momentum expectation values .J 2n from Hartree-
Fock (n = 1) and coupled-cluster theory including up to three-particle-three hole
excitations (n = 2) compared to the estimated energies Fy from symmetry restoration,
for the ground-states of nuclei as indicated, and compared to data Ee.,. Computed
results taken from (Hagen et al., [2022]).

Eq) E) Ey Besp T8y Ty

8Be —-16.74  —-50.24  —-53.57  —56.50 11.17  5.82
Ne —59.62 —161.95 —164.21 —160.64 21.26 12.09
Mg —90.21 —264.34 —265.84 —256.71 22.62 15.03

wavelength) physics. The small energy gain comes from lowering the kinetic energy and
not from improving the contributions from the short-ranged potential.

One can construct the corresponding low-energy or collective Hamiltonian. To do
this, we follow the well known approach described, for example, by |Ring and Schuck
(1980). We first identify the relevant Hilbert space. The symmetry axis of the deformed
nucleus is along the z axis. Because of this symmetry, it is not the full group of rotations
with elements exp (—i¢J,) exp (—ifJ,) exp (—ivJ,) and Euler angles (¢,6,~) that we
need to consider when restoring the symmetry, but rather those group elements that
are in the coset SO(3)/SO(2); these are the rotations

R(6,6) = e~ 1)

where the angles (¢, #) parameterize the sphere. When acting onto the state [1(,)) these
rotations yield states |1, ) = R(¢,0) |¢n)). Here we combined 2 = (¢,0) to keep
a compact notation for these states. We have [1)(,)) = [t(n),0). The states [, §2)
all have identical energy expectation values because the Hamiltonian H,, is invariant
under rotations, i.e. R~'H iR = Hyi.. Thus, one needs to diagonalize the microscopic
Hamiltonian in this basis (Peierls and Yoccozl, [1957). The basis set is not orthogonal,
and one computes the Hamiltonian and norm kernels

H(Q/7 Q) = <1/}(n)7 Q/|Hmic|w(n)a Q> )

F Oy — ; (2)
N(Q 7Q> = <¢(n)7Q W)(n)’ Q) .

Diagonalization of the norm kernel yields an orthonormal basis. One can re-express the
Hamiltonian kernel in this basis set. In practice, one computes the Hamiltonian

H(Y,Q) =N THN 2 | (3)

The key point is that a diagonalization of the matrix H (€', Q) yields a rotational band,
i.e. the resulting energies are approximately

E;=Ey+aJ(J+1), (4)

and each energy has degeneracy 2J + 1. Here, a is the rotational constant (and
proportional to the inverse moment of inertia).
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Thus, a very simple physics picture results from a possibly quite complicated
microscopic Hamiltonian. The microscopic details are all contained in the ground-state
energy Fy and the rotational constant a (and vary from nucleus to nucleus), while the
rotational J(J + 1) pattern is universal. We note that the computation of the matrix
elements is only simple for product states, i.e. for the n = 1 approximation. In general,
ab initio computations of Ey and a are somewhat challenging (Qiu et al., [2017; [Hagen
et al., 2022; Sun et al., |2024b). An important insight gained from such calculations is
that F,,) — Fy < |Ey| and that a < |Ep|: Both the energy gained from the calculation
and the spacing of the resulting levels are small compared to the ground-state energy,
and both or of the size O(a). Thus, H({2', ) is a low-energy Hamiltonian.

Let us assume that we had a set of microscopic Hamiltonians that differ in their
cutoffs and thus exhibit very different short-range physics. If these Hamiltonians are
accurate, they will all yield the spectrum to a good approximation. Thus, it must
be possible to approach the low-energy physics of the very complicated (and non-local)
Hamiltonian H (€, Q) of equation ({3)) via an effective (field) theory, i.e. by constructing
a Hamiltonian Hgpr. Postulating locality, it is clear that Hgpr cannot depend on (2
itself because of rotational invariance. This leaves us with derivatives. As the parameter
space is the two-sphere, the derivative is (Varshalovich et al., 1988])

_ C¢
Va=epdy+ Siﬂ@a(ﬁ. (5)
Here
cos ¢ cos
ey(p,0) = | singcosd (6)
—sinf
and
—sin ¢
e(¢,0) = | cos¢ (7)
0
are the usual tangential unit vectors on the sphere at (2. Together with the radial unit
vector
cos ¢ sin 6
e (¢p,0)=| singsing |, (8)
cos 6

which denotes the direction of the symmetry axis of the state |(,),2), the set (e, €4, €;)
forms a right-handed coordinate system. The most simple Hamiltonian one can write
down is then

HEFT = EO + CLVQ . VQ
1. 1,
=Lg—a (m&; S1n 8(99 + ma¢) . (9)
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Table 2. Energies F(,) and particle number variation AN(ZH) from Hartree-Fock
Bogoliubov (n = 1) and coupled-cluster theory including up to two-particle—two hole
excitations (n = 2) compared to the estimated energies Fy from symmetry restoration,
for the ground-states of nuclei as indicated.

Eqy  Eg Eqy Bep  AN{)  ANE,

TNi 4477 —608.3  —609.0 —624.04 5.1 4.9
1248n  —759.9 —1034.3 —1034.7 —1049.96 6.0 6.0

The corresponding eigenfunctions are spherical harmonics and the energies are given by
equation . Of course, Ey and a are low-energy constants of the effective field theory
and need to be adjusted to data.

This example shows how simple and powerful the construction of an effective theory
can be. The steps involved were (i) the identification of the angles parameterizing the
coset space SO(3)/SO(2) dictated by the pattern of symmetry breaking as the relevant
degrees of freedom, and (ii) the insight that rotational invariance only allows derivatives
to appear in the effective Hamiltonian. Usually, the spectrum is presented as a result
of the rigid rotor model or the variable moment of inertia model (Scharff-Goldhaber
et al|1976). However, one does not need any model to arrive at the spectrum; symmetry
arguments alone are sufficient.

2.2. Superfluid nuclei

Let us now consider a semi-magic nucleus, for example, an isotope of tin or lead. We also
assume an even number of neutrons. In what follows we will use the neutron number
expectation value Niu) = (¥(n)| N|¢(n)) and the variance ANZ,) = () |[N?|¢hn)) — NG,
at step n of the calculation.

The starting point in this case is a Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov computation. While
the resulting product state [¢/(1)) now exhibits good angular momentum, its neutron
number, denoted as N, is not a good quantum number. Thus, the number
variance fulfills AN(Zl) > 0. A second step could be a Bogoliubov coupled-cluster
computation (Signoracci et al., 2015; Tichai et al., 2023) yielding the state [¢()), for
which AN(22) < AN(Zl), but AN(ZQ) > 0. As for deformed nuclei, the symmetry breaking
costs only little in energy. This situation is illustrated in table [, based on the data
from (Tichai et al., 2023). We see again that the (estimated) ground-state energy Fj is
close to E(y), i.e. symmetry projection yields little gain in energy.

The particle-number breaking product state (Bogoljubov| [1958; Valatin|, [1958))
points into a definite direction of gauge space. Since the microscopic Hamiltonian H ;.
preserves neutron number, the action of (global) gauge transformations

g(a) = e~ioN (10)

onto [¢,)) introduces states |1y, @) = g()|tn)) with identical energy expectation
values as ¢! (o) Hpicg(a) = Hpe.
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The reader now sees where this journey is heading: One can again diagonalize the
microscopic Hamiltonian in the subset of degenerate states [1)(,), ) with 0 < o < 2.
This yields so-called pairing rotational bands, and ground states in nuclei that differ by
pairs of neutrons are members of such a band (Bohr} [1969; Brink and Brogliaj, 2005]).
The energy scale associated with the pairing rotational band and the gain from the
ensuing particle-number restoration are again small when compared to E(y).

Similarly as in the case of deformed nuclei, one can construct an effective field
theory, and the corresponding Hamiltonian is based on the derivative 0, that acts on
the unit circle. The effective field theory entirely rests on the fact that the approximate
states 1)) break particle number, i.e., a U(1) phase symmetry of the Hamiltonian.
More details are presented in section [9}

2.8. Discussion

We have seen that the effective field theories of deformed and of superfluid nuclei have
a microscopic foundation. They naturally arise whenever approximations of nuclear
states break a symmetry of the Hamiltonian. While we have based our arguments on
microscopic Hamiltonians, we see that the universality of these phenomena holds for
any nuclear model that exhibits the symmetry breakings described above. From the
low-energy perspective, any such model falls into a “universality class” that is entirely
determined by the pattern of the symmetry breaking. Thus, the effective field theory
truly is model independent.

Given the simplicity of the parameter spaces — the unit sphere in the case of
deformed, axially symmetric nuclei and the unit circle in the case of pairing — the reader
might wonder about how complex the corresponding phenomena can possibly be. As we
will see below, interesting phenomena will enter because of non-trivial topological effects.
In the case of the unit sphere, radially symmetric “monopole-like” gauge potentials are
consistent with rotational invariance, and the similar effects are possible for the unit
circle. This will introduce Berry-phase physics and explain interesting phenomena.

The construction of Hamiltonians within effective field theory is based on symmetry
breaking and only uses derivative (and possibly gauge) couplings. This rings familiar
from quantum field theory: In the presence of spontaneous symmetry breaking of a
group G to a subgroup S, Nambu-Goldstone bosons are the relevant low-energy degrees
of freedom. They parameterize the coset G/S and only derivative and gauge couplings
are allowed. This connection to spontaneous symmetry breaking will be discussed in
the following section.

3. Emergent symmetry breaking

3.1. Symmetry projection and spontaneous symmetry breaking

The connection between rotational bands and symmetry restoration was made soon
after the collective models (Bohr, (1952 |Bohr and Mottelson, 1953)) arrived. The Nilsson
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model (Nilsson, 1955)) exposed the shell structure of axially symmetric, deformed nuclei.
A diagonalization of the Hamiltonian in the degenerate set of symmetry-breaking states
then led to rotational bands, and this approach combined shell-model and collective
aspects (Peierls and Yoccoz, 1957 Peierls and Thouless, [1962; |Villars, |1965)). Similarly,
the understanding of superconductivity within BCS theory, and its usage in nuclear
physics(Bohr et al., [1958; [Migdal, [1959) introduced pairing rotations as a consequence
of particle-number restoration (Bohr, |1969; Bes et al., [1970; |[Broglia et al., [1973)).

The development of BCS theory was also most fruitful in particle physics. [Nambu
(1960) and |Goldstone (1961) discovered that massless excitations (now referred to
as Nambu-Goldstone bosons) accompany spontaneous symmetry breaking. |Nambu
and Jona-Lasinio (1961alb) presented a model where pions emerged as the very light
bosons of the spontaneously broken chiral symmetry, and Weinberg (1968 introduced
chiral effective field theory as a model-independent approach that exploits spontaneous
symmetry breaking of the strong force. |Coleman et al.| (1969) and (Callan et al.| (1969)
generalized Weinberg’s approach from the spontaneous breaking of SU(2) symmetry to
other continuous groups. Thus, there were parallel developments regarding symmetry
restoration in nuclear physics and spontaneous symmetry breaking in particle physics.

Bohr| (1975) pointed out the connection between nuclear rotation, spontaneous
symmetry breaking and Goldstone bosons in his Nobel lecture. This picture has
been emphasized by several authors (Ui and Takedaj, 1983; Fujikawa and Ui, |1986;
Nazarewicz, 1993, (1994; |Frauendorf, |2001; |Broglia et al., 2000; Papenbrockl 2011).
However, significant differences exist: Spontaneous symmetry breaking only happens
in infinite systems while nuclei are finite. Nambu-Goldstone modes are excitations
with arbitrary small energies while rotational bands and pairing rotational bands have
finite spacings. To emphasize the difference |Koma and Tasaki| (1994) and [Yannouleas
and Landman| (2007)) introduced the expressions “obscured symmetry breaking” and
“emergent symmetry breaking”, respectively. We adopt the latter and want to discuss
commonalities and differences between spontaneous and emergent symmetry breaking.

Let us consider the breaking of SO(3) rotational symmetry down to SO(2) axial
symmetry, and take ferromagnets (where the spins point into the direction of the z
axis) and deformed nuclei (as discussed in section as respective examples. For the
ferromagnet the ground state |gs) spontaneously breaks the symmetry while we take the
correlated state [1)(2)) as the symmetry breaking state for the deformed nucleus.

There is a fundamental difference between the Hilbert spaces of finite and infinite
systems that exhibit emergent and spontaneous symmetry breaking, respectively (Ui
and Takedal 1983)). To see this, let us return to equation (4)), valid for a finite system.
Here, the rotational constant a is proportional to the inverse moment of inertia and
vanishes in the limit of infinite particle number. As the ground state of the infinite
system cannot be infinitely degenerate, one must introduce inequivalent Hilbert spaces
and exclude rotations of the whole system.

Let us also present an alternative argument, and this time start from the symmetry-
breaking state. In the case of nuclei the symmetry-breaking state |t(3)) and its rotated
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kin have a nonzero overlap, i.e. (2)|R(¢,0)|1)(2)) # 0 for almost all angles. In the case
of the ferromagnet’s ground state |gs), however, we have (gs|R(¢,0)|gs) = 0 for all finite
rotation angles. The latter is so because the overlap is an infinite product of single-spin
overlaps that all have magnitudes smaller than one. Thus, for infinite systems a global
rotation yields a state that is orthogonal to the symmetry breaking state. The rotated
state belongs to an inequivalent Hilbert space, and there is no symmetry restoration.

For ferreomagnets, Nambu-Goldstone modes |p(x,t),0(x,t)) are generated by
acting with the space- and time-dependent rotation operator R(¢(x,t),0(x,t)) of
equation (1)) onto the ground state, i.e.

’Qb(X» t)ue(xa t)) = R(¢(Xa t),@(X, t)) |gS> . (11)

The quantum fields ¢(x,t) and 6(x,t) generate spin waves. They can have arbitrarily
long wave length and arbitrarily low energy. Spatially constant, i.e. x-independent,
fields are forbidden because a rotation of the infinite system is not allowed (because it
leads to an inequivalent Hilbert space). The Nambu-Goldstone states |¢(x,t),0(x,t))
are orthogonal to the ground state because they involve infinite products of individual
overlaps that are almost all smaller than unity.

In the case of nuclei the Nambu-Goldstone modes are symmetry restoring and can
be purely time-dependent. They are generated by acting with R(¢(t),6(t)) onto the
symmetry-breaking state [¢(2)) which gives

|9(2),0(t)) = R (&(t),0(1)) [¢h)) - (12)

These states generally are not orthogonal to the state |t)(9)).

This discussion shows how rotational excitations differ from Nambu-Goldstone
modes. However, rotational excitations and Nambu-Goldstone modes both arise from
the action of rotation operators whose angles are time-dependent variables and fields,
respectively. In both cases, the angles parameterize the coset SO(3)/SO(2) that reflects
the pattern of the symmetry breaking. (We note that the coset space SO(3)/SO(2)
is isomorph to the surface of the unit sphere.) This common technical aspect allows
one to use the coset approach (Coleman et all 1969; Callan et al. [1969) to develop
effective Lagrangians for collective excitations in finite systems (Leutwyler, 1987;
Chandrasekharan et al., 2008; [Papenbrock, 2011). We briefly discuss this approach
next.

3.2. Coset approach

The collective degrees of freedom involved in symmetry projection and the Nambu-
Goldstone bosons in spontaneous symmetry breaking parameterize the coset G/S when
the symmetry is broken from a group G to a subgroup S. This allows one to construct
nonlinear realizations of the symmetry group G (Coleman et al., |1969; |Callan et al.,
1969). In the example considered so far, G = SO(3) and S = SO(2), and the coset
G/S is the two-sphere. Each point on the sphere can be parameterized by the usual
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azimuth and polar angles (¢,0). A rotation maps the point with coordinates (¢,0)
to a new point (¢’,6'), and the new angles are nonlinear functions of the old ones.
This then constitutes the nonlinear (or Nambu-Goldstone) realization of the symmetry
group GG. To nuclear physicists, these may be somewhat less familiar than the usual
linear (Wigner-Weyl) realizations. Nonlinear realizations apply in cases of spontaneous
and emergent symmetry breaking. The nonlinear transformation properties also allow
one to introduce quantities that are invariant under symmetry operations and thereby
to construct effective Lagrangians. As usual the Noether theorem allows one to identify
the corresponding conserved quantities. The original arguments and derivations of this
approach are by (Coleman et al.| (1969); |Callan et al. (1969). Excellent expositions can
be found in references (Weinberg), 1996} Brauner} [2010)). In section[d.4]we briefly display
the main arguments for deformed nuclei (Papenbrock] 2011)).

4. Axially symmetric even-even nuclei

Describing the ground-state rotational bands of even-even nuclei with axial symmetry is
the simplest application of the effective theory. The emergent symmetry breaking from
the spherical group SO(3) to the axial SO(2) identifies the degrees of freedom as those
parameterizing the coset SO(3)/SO(2). These are azimuthal and polar angles (¢, ) of
the two-sphere. The formal construction of the theory was presented by |[Papenbrock
(2011)), and followed the steps presented in chapter 19 of the textbook (Weinberg, 1996]).
First, one derives the invariant terms that enter the effective Lagrangian. Second, one
introduces a power counting and systematically constructs effective Lagrangians. For
emergent symmetry breaking one then performs a Legendre transformation to obtain
the effective Hamiltonian and solves the Schrodinger equation. This last step is usually
facilitated by computing the conserved quantities (total angular momentum in our case)
via Noether’s theorem and expressing the Hamiltonian in terms of these quantities
instead of the canonical momenta. More recent derivations can be found in (Papenbrock
and Weidenmuiller, [2014, |2015; |Coello Pérez and Papenbrockl 2015b)).

4.1. Leading-order theory

Here we follow the more geometric approach by [Papenbrock and Weidenmuiiller| (2020))
as it simplifies steps (i) and (ii) above, as well as the construction of invariants via
Noether’s theorem. This approach combines the (¢, ) angles into the radial unit
vector (§)), oriented along the symmetry axis of the nucleus [§| The velocity of this
vector,

v = %er(gb, 6) = bey (6, 0) +  sin Bey (6, 0) (13)

§ Ground states of axially symmetric nuclei are often invariant under rotations by m around an axis
perpendicular to the symmetry axis, i.e. they exhibit R invariance (Bohr and Mottelson, [1975)) and thus
are nematics (Mermin| (1979)). Then, one only needs a preferred axis but no direction. This identifies
opposite points on the sphere and reduces the coset space to half of the sphere.
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is the building block of the effective theory. Here and in what follows the dot denotes the
time derivative. The polar and azimuthal unit vectors were introduced in equations @

and (7).
The leading contribution to the effective Lagrangian is the simplest term built from

the above velocity that is invariant under rotations

— vV = —

2 2

Here, () is a low-energy constant that must be fit to data. The Legendre transformation

Lio = (92 + ¢ sin’ 9) : (14)

of this Lagrangian yields the leading-order effective Hamiltonian

Hio = — (p2+ -2 : (15)
Lo 2C) Py sin®6 )
Here we used the usual canonical momenta
0L1o
Po = . ’
22 (16)
Dy = LO
¢ 9 ¢
Application of Noether’s theorem yields the total angular momentum I with
components
I, = —sin ¢pg — cos ¢ cot Op, ,
I, = cos ¢py — sin ¢ cot Op,, (17)
[z =DP¢
as the conserved quantity. One can combine these expressions into
D¢
I=—"—ey+ poes , 18
sing ¢ PoCs (18)

and see that the angular momentum has no component in direction of the symmetry
axis. One can now rewrite the Hamiltonian as

I2
Hio=—. 19
1o = 50 (19)
Its quantization yields the energy spectrum
I(I+1)
Eo(l)=—. 20
woll) = 5o (20)

Thus, the well-known rigid-rotor spectrum results from the assumption of emergent
symmetry breaking from SO(3) to SO(2).

Several comments are in order. First, we note that the SO(3) symmetry is realized
nonlinearly, as rotations transform the angles (¢, 6) nonlinearly. Transformation laws
were presented in (Papenbrock and Weidenmiiller, 2020). Second, one quantizes the
canonical momentum according to

D¢ .
=2 e, =V 21
P = Po€o + Sin@e(ﬁ tvVqQ, ( )
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where Vg, is the angular derivative . Writing the angular momentum as I = e, X p,
and noticing that I = —V3 yields
v?
Hip=-——2. 22
o=~ 22)
The eigenfunctions of this Hamiltonian are the usual spherical harmonics Y7,/(6, ¢)
and M € {—I,—I+1,...1} is the eigenvalue of I,. Finally, ground-state bands in
even-even nuclei only contain states with even spins. This pattern arises from the R
invariance (Bohr and Mottelson| (1975)).

4.2. Power counting

We can now consider more general Lagrangians. The rotational invariance permits only

2 and this yields Hamiltonians in powers or I?. Thus, the most general

powers of v
spectrum is a polynomial in 7(/ + 1) with coefficients that must be adjusted to data for
a given rotational band. As we will now discuss, this is indeed the power counting of
the effective theory.

We introduce the low-energy (or small-frequency) scale £ that is typical for nuclear

rotations. Then, the angular velocity is slow, i.e.
0~ ¢
o~

We also have E(2]) ~ ¢ in the leading-order spectrum and this yields the estimate

(23)

Co~ &L, (24)

Next we introduce a high-energy scale A at which the effective theory breaks down.
This scale is due to neglected degrees of freedom that appear at an energy A. An example
is shown in figure . The ground-state band closely follows the leading spectrum ([20)),
setting the scale £ as the first level spacing. Clearly, the description of 23Pu as a single
rotational band breaks down at the energy A where the second rotational band starts.
We have £ < A, and this separation of scales allows us to introduce a power counting.

One can, of course, introduce additional degrees of freedom to describe the second
rotational band depicted in figure [2, but this is not what we want to consider here.
Instead, the mere existence of other degrees of freedom impacts the low-energy theory.
As there is a separation of scales between the excluded degrees of freedoms and the
low-energy ones, the effect of the former on the latter can be captured by effective
Lagrangians.

Let us return to the most general Lagrangian

- Cn—l n
n=1
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Figure 2. The two rotational bands in 23®Pu that are lowest in energies, with
spin/parities I™ and energies as indicated. Also shown is the low-energy scale £ and
the breakdown energy A. Figure taken from arXiv:2005.11865 with permission from
the authors, see also (Papenbrock and Weidenmdiller, {2020)).

Here, the factors 1/(2n) are introduced out of convenience. If we set the breakdown
energy as A, we must have Cyv? ~ A and thus find v ~ £A. This establishes the
breakdown velocity. The key idea is now that each term in the Lagrangian yields
an equal contribution at the breakdown scale. Thus C,,_;v** ~ A and our estimate for
the size of the low-energy coefficients is

Cpq ~ ETANT (26)

This now establishes a power counting. At low energies, where v? ~ £2, the
contribution of each term in the Lagrangian is then

Cp_ v ~ € (%) . (27)

These clearly are increasingly smaller corrections ﬂﬂ Based on this counting scheme,
terms containing higher powers of v2 are higher orders of the effective theory.

When higher orders are included in the effective Lagrangian, the exact Legendre
transformation to the Hamiltonian is not anymore possible because one cannot easily
solve for the velocities in terms of the conjugate momenta. Instead, one pursues a
perturbative inversion where one expands around the leading-order result (Fukuda,
1988). This then yields a Hamiltonian expansion (Zhang and Papenbrock, [2013)

H=> gI" (28)
n=1

|| One can also use breakdown velocity rather than a breakdown energy to establish a power counting,
and that approach was taken in (Papenbrock, [2011; [Zhang and Papenbrock| |2013; |Coello Pérez and
Papenbrockl, |2015b} [Papenbrock and Weidenmiiller, [2020)).
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where the couplings ¢, are given in terms of the low-energy coefficients Cj_;. The
resulting energy spectrum is then

E(I) =) g [I(T+1)]" . (29)

From the power counting one finds that g, ~ £(£/A)"~!. [Coello Pérez and Papenbrock
(2015b) confirmed that low-energy coefficients for molecules and deformed nuclei scale
as estimated by the power counting.

4.3. Nonlinear realization of SO(3) symmetry

We also want to discuss the key concepts behind the nonlinear realization of
spontaneously broken symmetries (Weinberg, |1968; |Coleman et al., [1969; Callan et al.,
1969)). This topic is presented in detail in Weinberg’s textbook (1996) and Brauner’s
review (2010), and for deformed nuclei in references (Papenbrock, 2011; Papenbrock
and Weidenmiiller, 2014)). We let the angles (¢, 0) set the orientation of the nucleus’s
symmetry axis. Under a rotation R(a,f,7) with Euler angles (a,f,7), the (¢,0)
angles transform into (¢, 6’), which are complicated nonlinear functions of the original
angles. This nonlinear representation of SO(3) is in contrast to the usual linear
representation where spherical tensor transforms linearly via multiplication by a Wigner-
D matrix (Varshalovich et al., |1988)).

The nonlinear realization has important consequences. Under a a rotation
Y 0 % /7 9/ 7
(6.0) = (6,0 )
e (0,9) — e (0,¢),

and
eg(¢,0) — +eg(¢',0') cosn +ey(¢,0) sinn

es(¢,0) — —eq(¢, ) sinn + ey(¢',0') cosn
where 7 is an angle that depends on the Euler angles of the rotation (and the original

(31)

angles (¢,0) of the nuclear symmetry axis). Thus, the rotated body-fixed coordinate
system differs from the basis vectors (ey, ey, e.) at the rotated point (¢',60") by a
rotation around the symmetry axis e,(¢’,0') with the angle n. This has two important
consequences. First, under a rotation any degrees of freedom defined in the body-fixed
coordinate system transform linearly by a SO(2) rotation around the nucleus’s symmetry
axis. Second, any terms constructed from such degrees of freedom that are invariant
under SO(2) rotations around the nucleus’s symmetry axis are in fact invariant under
full rotations of the system.

4.4. Coset approach to deformed nuclei

The coset approach starts from the rotation operator with time-dependent Euler
angles. One computes the expression

R'O.R = a,J, + a,J, + a.J, (32)
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via the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff expansion. This defines functions

Gy = —ésin& ,
ay =0 (33)

a, = ¢pcosh .

These quantities are the building blocks for effective Lagrangians because they exhibit
definite transformation properties under rotations. The components a, and a, transform
linearly, i.e. by a rotation around the 2z’ axis with a rotation angle n of equation in
the body-fixed coordinate system. They are readily identified with the components of
the velocity vector, see equation . The quantity a, is part of the covariant derivative

Dt = at — iaZJZ (34)

and comes into play when other degrees of freedom are coupled to the rotor.

5. Internal degrees of freedom

So far, we have reviewed how to construct an effective theory in the presence of emergent
symmetry breaking, and we have only dealt with rotational degrees of freedom, leading
to the physics of an isolated rotational band. Nuclei, of course, are finite systems
with internal degrees of freedom and their description as rigid rotors must break down
eventually. In this section we review how to construct effective field theories for deformed
systems with internal degrees of freedom.

5.1. Effective theory for quadrupole degrees of freedom

The early work (Papenbrock, 2011) followed [Bohr (1952) and employed quadrupole
degrees of freedom ®,, with 1 = —2, —1,...,2 modeling the shape of the nuclear surface.
In the presence of emergent symmetry breaking one works in the co-rotating coordinate
system. The component @ acquires a vacuum expectation value and small oscillations
around this expectation value introduce the [ vibrations. The modes ®.; become
replaced by the angles (¢,6) that determine the orientation of the symmetry axis.
Finally, the modes &5 are the v vibrations. The rotational excitations are assumed to
be at lowest energy and well separated from the g and ~ vibrations. This allows one to
set up a power counting.

Papenbrock| (2011) derived the theory up to next-to-next-to-leading order. At
leading order one only deals with (harmonic) vibrations; at next-to-leading order, the
ground-state rotational band and the bands on top of the § and « vibrational band
heads appear and add small corrections. All three bands have identical moments of
inertia. At next-to-next-to-leading order, couplings between the different rotational
bands appear, adding finer details. At even higher order, the different bands become
non-rigid, i.e. they deviate from the I(I + 1) pattern (Zhang and Papenbrock, [2013).
We briefly review these developments in what follows.
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The spherical components of the velocity
V41 = (UQ + iv¢) y (35)

are the remnants of the components ®,; in the case of emergent symmetry breaking
of the quadrupole oscillator. We have vy; ~ £ The remaining components of the
quadrupole field can be parameterized as

@0(15) = Vo + SO(](t) ,

Dyo(t) = @o(t)eF O (36)

Here ¢ and 7 are real functions and ®3 = ®*, (because the nuclear surface must be a
real function), vy is the constant vacuum expectation value, and (being related to the
emergent symmetry breaking) scales as an inverse power of the rotational energy scale

vo ~ &2 (37)

The other quantities in equation scale as the vibrational energy scale 2. We have
Q2> ¢, and

Yo ~ P2 ~ w_1/2 )

Po ~ po ~ W' (38)

Y~w .

Under a general SO(3) rotation, the components of the quadrupole field transform
as
®, — exp(ipm)®, (39)

where 7 is a complicated angle of the rotation angles and the angles that define the
orientation of the body-fixed symmetry axis (Papenbrockl 2011)).

This simple transformation allows for the construction of effective Lagrangians.
Terms that appear to be invariant under SO(2) are in fact invariant under SO(3). The
effective Lagrangian at the high-energy vibrational scale is

1 9 1 W(Z) 2 w%
LLO = 5 (th)o) + §th)+2th)72 - 7(1)0 - 7¢+2q)72
1. 1. . w? w2
RSP0t 5P+ 2057 — e — (40)

Here wy and wy are low-energy constants. The approximation in the second line neglects
terms of the order ¢ < w coming from the time derivatives of the rotational angles or
the expectation value vg. This yield the Lagrangian of uncoupled harmonic oscillators.
The low-energy constants scale as the energies of the excited bandheads, i.e.

WONMQNQ. (41)
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At next-to-leading order, the smaller details of the rotational scale & enter via the
Lagrangian

C .
Lyio = 70U+1U—1 + 490§’Y¢ cos

oo .
-2 (92 + ¢? sin? 9) 4 4p2idcosl . (42)
Here the low-energy constant Cj scales as Cy ~ €71, see equation ([24]).
A Legendre transformation of the effective Lagrangian at this order yields a

Hamiltonian of the form H = Hy o + Hyi,0, where

Moo P8 w0 o B P
LO= 9 Ty T Ty
2 2 2
Pa (I —p)
H — v i 43
NLO 200 200 ) ( )
with p; = —i0; and
B Py — cos Op
Pay = €gPo + €y~ Z. (44)

The eigenstates |ngnol M K) of this Hamiltonian, with ng, ns and K/2 the number of
quanta for the different oscillation modes, have eigenenergies £ = E1o + Enpo with

ELO = WoNg + W2 (2712 + g) ,
1 (45)
ENLO = 2—% [[(I—{—l) —K2:| ,

where the next-to-leading contribution is the rotational energy of the system.
Thus, spectra consists of rigid rotational bands on top of harmonic excitations.
Deviations from the harmonic behavior of the band heads can be accounted for by
terms containing only vibrational degrees of freedom yielding a correction that can be
expanded as a series in powers of /A (where A is the breakdown scale). Since the
theory focuses only in the lowest 07 and 2% bands, traditionally known as the 8 and v
bands, those contributions are neglected in what follows. The next-to-next-to-leading

order Lagrangian

C C
Lnero = 7'8@01410—1 + f (Piov_1v_1 + P _ov1041)
O (2 itsin? o) « Do [(62 — 32 sin? U
=~ ¥ 0° + ¢p“sin“ 0 ) + 5 ¥ 0% — ¢”sin“ 0 ) cos 27y + 20¢ sin  sin 2

(46)

is off-diagonal and does not impact energies at that order. It will, however, play an
important role in describing electromagnetic transitions between different rotational
bands, see section |[7.2] Thus, one has to go to one higher order to see dynamical
modifications of the rotational moment of inertia.
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Zhang and Papenbrock| (2013) showed that the next-to-next-to-next-to-leading
order contributions are

LN3LO = DOCI)(2)U+1U_1 + D2¢+2(I)_2U+1U_1 + DOQCI)O ((I)+QU_1U_1 + hC) + .. (47)

Here, the dots denote terms that are not coupled to any rotations (and not of interest
to us as they only model vibrational interactions). The Lagrangian corrects the
rotational bands via

K
EN3LO = ENLO X |:1 “+ agng + ag (2712 + §>:| . (48)

Thus, one has a small shift in each band’s moment of inertia that is linear in the number
of excited phonons ny and ny of the modes ¢y and s, respectively. The parameters ag
and ay in equation (48)) are functions of the low-energy constants of the Lagrangian up
to and including equation (47)).

Figure [3| compares predicted energies for states in the ground, 8 and v bands in
186Er (blue lines) to experimental data below 2 MeV (black lines). The low-energy

254 ., 12+ 10- 10% e B
11— 9 — [ —
87—
2.0 + 107 m— N B
— 127 6 — 6 —
%J o — 57— 4%
S 15 - " = or = -
. T — [(p—
— 10+ /A —
> 6 m—
2 5t ——
o 1.0 1 s 4% -
5 - r=
054 ¢ — -
v—_ 166Er — Exp.
0.0 o = N2LO |
T T T T
ground band y band 2~ band B band

Figure 3. Four lowest rotational bands in '®°Er. Next-to-next-to-leading order
predictions for states in the ground, 8 and ~ bands (blue lines) are compared with
experimental data (black lines) below 2 MeV. Theory errors at this order (blue boxes)
were estimated as (¢72)? times the predicted energies, using the breakdown scale
A = 3wgy. The description of the 2~ band would require us to couple a K™ = 2~
internal degree of freedom to the rotor.

constants describing the spectra at this order were fitted to the energies of the first
excited 27 state, and the energies of the band heads and first excited states in the 8 and
~ bands. The errors shown as blue boxes were estimated as to be €2 times smaller than
the next-to-leading energies, with € = Expo/A defined in terms of the rotational energy
and the breakdown scale, the latter lifted due to the explicit inclusion of quadrupole
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modes to A ~ 3Q, with 2 = max(wp,ws2). These results show that the assumptions
about the energy scales and the power counting are consistent.

The effective theory for quadrupole degrees of freedom in the presence of emergent
symmetry breaking essentially casts the Bohr Hamiltonian (in the deformed limit or
SU(3) limit) into an effective theory. While the leading couplings between vibrational
and rotational degrees of freedom are model independent, the resulting effective theory
is — of course — ultimately based on a model of quadrupole degrees of freedom. It is
unable, for example, to account for any low-lying negative parity bands (see figure (3)).
On the plus side, however, it makes clear how one could make systematic corrections to
the Bohr Hamiltonian.

5.2. Effective field theory of a deformed droplet

Papenbrock and Weidenmiiller| (2014, 2015) considered the nucleus as a deformed
liquid drop with axial symmetry. The construction of an effective field theory
for this finite system differs from the one used for infinite systems such as
(anti)ferromagnets (Leutwyler, 1994; Roman and Soto, [1999; Hofmann, [1999; Béar et al.,
2004; Kampfer et al.l 2005). In infinite systems Nambu-Goldstone bosons are based on
the fields ¢(x,t) and 6(x,t) that describe the local rotations of spins via the rotation
operator . The building blocks of the effective field theory are ay,(¢,0) with
k=uxy,z and u =t,x,y, z that are derived from

RO,R = a,,,(0,0) ], + ay,(9,0) ], + a.,.(¢,0)J. . (49)

It is particularly important that the angles ¢(x, t) and §(x, t) and the quantities ay, ,(x, t)
really depend on position. Purely time-dependent angles that lack position dependence
would induce an overall rotation of the (anti)ferromagnet. In an infinite system, the
rotated state has zero overlap with the state one started from. Thus, the rotated state
is really in an inequivalent Hilbert space. For this reason, overall rotations of the system
must be excluded and purely time-dependent fields are forbidden.

In contrast, purely time-dependent fields are allowed in finite systems. Then one
must single out the purely time-dependent angles (Leutwyler, 1987)); we denote them as
a(t) and S(t). The key rotation operator then becomes the product

Ula, B, 9,0) = R(e, B)R(9,0) , (50)

where ¢(x,t) and 0(x,t) are fields that depend on both time and position. Clearly, this
operator induces local distortions in the liquid drop via the fields ¢(x,t) and 0(x, 1)
followed by overall rotations of the whole drop via a(t) and 3(¢). The building blocks
for the effective field theory, i.e. combinations ay, ,(c, 5; ¢, 0) of degrees of freedom that
transform properly under rotations appear on the right-hand-side of

U'0,U = ag (e, B;6,0) T, + ay (o, 8;0,0)J, + a. (o, B; ¢,0)J. . (51)
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The derivation of that effective field theory was presented by |Papenbrock and
Weidenmiller| (2014) and followed the coset approach. For simplicity, the position
was expressed in polar coordinates, i.e. as x = (r,¢,v), and the dependence on r
was dropped (because radial compression modes were assumed to be high in energy).
Finally, the fields ¢(p,9,t) and 0(p, 9, t) were decomposed in terms of normal modes
and a cutoff was imposed. The resulting effective field theory consisted of vibrational
modes (from the decomposition of the fields ¢ and #) and the rotation angles «, .

That theory naturally explained how a large number of vibrations arise (these
quickly become anharmonic as the energy increases), and how these are coupled to the
rotations of the whole droplet. This latter point is very important because the coupling
of internal degrees of freedom to the rotations is universal. It consists of a Lagrangian
term

Leowp = Kévcos (52)

that originates from a covariant derivative and couples the angular-momentum
projection K. of an internal degree of freedom to the rotation angles. As we will
see below, this term can be re-written as a gauge potential.

An important assumption in the construction of the effective field theory (Papen-
brock and Weidenmiiller, 2014} |2015) was that energies from vibrations are much larger
than those from rotations. This is certainly so for sufficiently large droplets. Here, the
radius scales as AY/? for a droplet with mass number A. Thus, vibrational energies scale
as A~2/3 while the rotational energies scale as A=%/3. This shows that internal degrees
of freedom are always “fast” when compared to rotations in sufficiently heavy nuclei.

As a concrete model for a given nucleus, the effective field theory of the liquid drop
is probably less useful because a considerable number of low-energy coefficients need
to be adjusted to the many vibrational states of the system. This corresponds to a
modeling of the internal dynamics. Another concern is that modeling the nucleus as a
liquid drop is too simple because it neglects superfluidity.

5.3. Spins as internal degrees of freedom

Instead of modeling the physics of a liquid droplet, it is simpler to introduce internal
degrees of freedom as spins yg of rank S. We allow S to be half integer or integer. A key
point is the assumption that the internal degrees of freedom are fast compared to the
velocity of the nucleus’s symmetry axis. (Otherwise there would be no separation
of scales between rotations and internal motions.) This means that one can work in an
adiabatic approximation where the fast spin instantly follows the slow motion of the
symmetry axis e,.(¢,6). (This approximation is also known as the “strong coupling”
regime in the physics of deformed nuclei.) It is then natural to expand yg in terms of
body-fixed helicity basis functions xsx (6, ¢) that fulfill (Varshalovich et al.| 1988)

S%xsx(0,¢) = S(S + 1)xsr (0. ¢) ,

’ (53)
SZ’XS/\(ev (b) = AXSA(& ¢) :
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Here SZ/ = e, - S and it is clear that the helicity basis functions are quantized with
respect to their projection A onto the nucleus’s symmetry axis.

In the body-fixed system, the interaction between the spins and that between the
spins and the deformed rotor is only invariant under rotations around the nucleus’s
symmetry axis. While we do not want to model these interactions, the adiabatic
approximation allows us to compute the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian that governs
the spins at a given orientation of the nucleus’s symmetry axis. The eigenfunctions are
superpositions

Vicq (0 Z Oxsk(0,0) . (54)

Here, K is the spin projection of the eigenfunction vk, (6, ¢) onto the nucleus’s symmetry
axis (and we followed nuclear-physics conventions in using this label instead of \), and
U q(g) are admixture coefficients with g \Uq(g)|2 = 1 The label ¢ is for other good
quantum numbers such as parity and possibly isospin. Clearly, the eigenfunctions
are superpositions of spherical tensors with different spin S and not eigenstates of the
operator S2. We only have

Sz’qu(& ¢) = vaz)Kq(Hv ¢) ) (55)

and A
U (0, 8) Sty (0, 9) o SEEL . (56)

Here, the proportionality constant can be computed from knowledge of the matrix
elements U, q‘f;)

Time reversal invariance demands that the eigenfunctions come in pairs £ K
for K > 0. For half integer K, this is Kramer’s degeneracy. For integer K, all states
with K # 0 come in doublets and a state with K = 0 is a singlet. Thus, we can
denote the eigenenergies of the internal degrees of freedom as Ejk|,. We note that the
eigenfunctions are orthogonal

Vg (0, 0)0icq(0, 0) = 03,5 (57)
and complete

D kg0, )i, (0,0) =1, (58)

Kq

because the matrix U q(é() in equation is unitary for each K.

The energies and quantum numbers (K, ¢) and energies E|k|, could be taken from
data. Alternatively, they could also come from computations that start from deformed
reference states (and do not perform symmetry projections).

We now introduce time-dependent basis functions (and drop the angular
dependence for simplicity), i.e

Viq(t) = Viqe(0, 03 1) (59)
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describes the time dependence of an internal state. Then, the Lagrangian for the internal
degrees of freedom simply is

Ly = Z w}(q<t> (iat - EIKIVQ) 2/’Kq(t) : (60)

The arguments we made in section 4.3 imply that under a rotation the coefficient
functions transform linearly via

Urcq(t) = €My (1) (61)

with the angle 7 introduced in equations (31). Thus, terms such as ¢xq(t)1—gq(t) or
w}(q(t)w iq(t) (which are scalars under rotations around the body-fixed symmetry axis)
are indeed scalars under full rotations thanks to the non-linear realization of the SO(3)
symmetry. It is then clear that any axially-symmetric Lagrangian or Hamiltonian in the
helicity components is admissible to construct a rotationally invariant effective theory.

Let us discuss two examples. First, for half-integer K empirical guidance or the
Nilsson model (Nilsson|, [1955) would identify which quantum numbers (K¢q) are closest
to the Fermi surface of a deformed odd-mass nucleus. In this case, one could limit the
Lagrangian to the few pairs of fermion orbitals that are of interest. Second, for
even-even and odd-odd nuclei K is integer and one would use heuristics to select the
helicity components that are lowest in energy and thus most relevant for the construction
of effective Lagrangians. For the description of the two lowest-energy rotational bands
in 238Pu, for instance, one would include vy+ for the ground-state band with K™ = 07,
and 1y~ for the K™ = 1~ band (with the signs denoting the time-reversed partners),
as can be seen in figure [2|

The question arises now how do the internal degrees of freedom couple to the
slow degrees of freedom (¢,0) of the nucleus’s symmetry axis. These interactions are
interesting because they are model independent. We discuss them next.

5.4. Vector potentials couple internal degrees of freedom to the rotor

There is a single model-independent (i.e. parameter free) coupling between the internal
degrees of freedom and the rotor. In the literature one can find various ways to derive
this coupling. The coset approach (Weinberg, |1968; |(Coleman et al., 1969; |Callan et al.,
1969; Brauner, 2010) via the nonlinear realization of a spontaneously broken symmetry
is probably the most general; it is also a bit technical. The result is that, for fast degrees
of freedom, a covariant derivative replaces the usual derivative. For the case of deformed
nuclei the derivation was presented in (Papenbrock, 2011)).

This applies to our case as well, because the fast degrees of freedom vk, are defined
in the body-fixed and co-rotating system. Thus, their time derivative now involves ¢Kq
and also the change of the helicity basis functions ysx (0, ¢) (because the angles 6 and ¢
are time-dependent as well). This leads to the introduction of the covariant derivative

Dihieg(t) = thrcg(t) — iKtbgcq () cos 0

: . (62)
= Piq(t) —iv - Aum¥ig(t) -
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In the last line of equation , we used the velocity to introduce the universal
vector potential
Auni = Sz/ cot 98¢ . (63)

Here is it implied that S, acts on a helicity component via
Suthrg(t) = Ktbrey(t) - (64)

The covariant derivative couples the slow rotor velocity v in a universal way to the fast
helicity spin function xgx (0, ¢) via a vector potential. These velocity-dependent forces
are typically referred to as Coriolis forces in the literature (Kerman, 1956)).

The vector potential can be used to introduce the “magnetic field”

Bui = Vo X Ay = —Sze, . (65)

This is a radially symmetric “monopole” field (Fierz, |1944; Wu and Yang, 1976). The
resulting magnetic flux is quantized because S, yields integer or half integer values K
when acting onto the components ¢x,. The appearance of a monopole field is intuitively
clear: The fast spin always points into the direction of the symmetry axis and — in the
co-rotating coordinate system — this corresponding magnetic moment creates a magnetic
field that is radially symmetric.

In contrast to the magnetic field the vector potential is not invariant under
rotations. However, after a rotation one can bring the vector potential back into the
original form by performing a gauge transformation A, — A + Vavy(9,0), see
(Fierz, |1944) for the probably earliest discussion of this point. The gauge freedom exists
because the body-fixed coordinate system is arbitrary with respect to rotations by an
angle (¢, ) around the nucleus’s symmetry axis. While we fixed the gauge by using
the usual polar basis vectors (eg, €4, €,) of equations @ to to define the body-fixed
system, any combination (er, eq, e,) with

e; = +epcosy(p,0) + e,siny(g,0)
7

_ ’ ’ (66)
e, = —egsiny (e, 0) + escosy(p,0) ,

could have been used as well (Papenbrock and Weidenmiiller, 2020). We note that
the appearance of gauge potentials is not limited to axial symmetry. The review by
Littlejohn and Reinsch| (1997) shows that gauge potentials naturally enter in many-body
systems when a separation between rotations and internal motions is sought, because
one cannot unambiguously define internal coordinates.

The universal Lagrangian that couples the internal degrees of freedom to the rotor
consists of the sum of the Lagrangians for the rotor and for the internal degrees
of freedom. In the latter, the time derivative must be replaced by the the covariant
derivative . We thus have

I = =Y
2

V24 iy (100 — Bliclg) Yicg + V- Y WUicgAthry (67)
Kq

KLgq
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with A = A, being the universal vector potential from equation . Here, the last
term is actually diagonal (i.e. the vector potential is such that only K = L contributes
to the sum) but we left the notation more general, because the Lagrangian is not
yet complete.

One can write down another interaction term between the rotor and the internal
degrees of freedom that is linear in the angular velocity v. The complete Lagrangian is
obtained by replacing the vector potential in equation by

A= Auni + Anon . (68)
Here the non-Abelian (and non-universal) gauge potential
Avon = ge, X S (69)

depends on the dimensionless low-energy constant g. Naturalness arguments imply that
g ~ O(1). We note that the non-Abelian gauge potential can mix internal degrees
of freedom whose K quantum numbers differ by one unit. In particular, it mixes the
time-reversed partners of a fermionic internal state with K = +1/2.

The total gauge potential then leads to the total magnetic monopole field

B=VoxA—iAxA=(s?—1)5e,, (70)

which is invariant under rotations.

For the power counting we remind the reader (see section that |v| ~ & and
Cy ~ &1 are related to the low-energy scale £&. The vector potential is dimensionless
(and of order one), while the internal energies Fix|, ~ €2. Usually one has > ¢&.
However, differences if the energies of the internal degrees of freedom can be small. In
that case, the interaction between internal degrees of freedom and the rotor can also
strongly couple internal degrees of freedom whose K quantum numbers differ by one
unit.

5.5. Total angular momentum

Starting with the Lagrangian Noether’s theorem yields that the total angular
momentum I with components

I, = —sin ¢py — cos ¢ cot Op, + Ktot(j(')ﬂ ,
sin

I, = 4 cos ¢py — sin ¢ cot Opg + Ktots'l,ﬂg , (71)
sin

]z:pd>

is conserved under rotations. Here,

Ktot = Z wl{qu’qu (72)
Kq
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is the angular momentum projection of the internal degrees of freedom onto the
symmetry axis. One can rewrite the total angular momentum as

Po
I=-—
sin 6

(S + pge¢ + Ktote,, . (73)

This equation makes clear that the angular momentum in direction of the rotor’s
symmetry axis is entirely carried by the internal degree of freedom.

The introduction of the total angular momentum helps in the solution of the
quantum mechanical problem posed by the Lagrangian . After performing a
Legendre transformation one arrives at the Hamiltonian and re-expressing the canonical
momenta in terms of angular momentum facilitates the quantization and solution, see
(Papenbrock and Weidenmtller} 2020).

5.6. Leading-order Hamiltonian

Performing a Legendre transformation of the Lagrangian , with the gauge
potential , yields the Hamiltonian. It is useful to replace the canonical momenta by
the angular momentum ([73), and one obtains

o 2 R R I2 — A2, R .
Hio = 3 Bkt oa (K24 K )+ a5 (TaKo 4 LaKa) - (1)
Kq
Here,
K=Y ¢}, S, (75)
KLq

is the spin operator for the internal degrees of freedom, and all components (Cartesian
K., Ky, K, or spherical Ky, K) are with respect to the body-fixed coordinate system.
We have quantized the field ¢k, such that Q@I{q creates the internal mode with quantum
numbers (Kgq), i.e. zﬂ}(q|0> = |Kq).

The Hilbert space is spanned the products D]Iw,_ x(0,0,0)|Kq) of Wigner D matrices
and intrinsic states. The first three terms in the Hamiltonian are diagonal in this
basis. It is the last term that mixes basis states whose K quantum numbers differ by
one unit. Combinations

Dy |=K) + (=1 Dy |K) (76)

are invariant under R symmetry (Bohr and Mottelson|, |1975)), i.e. under rotations of
the nucleus by 7 around an axis perpendicular of the symmetry axis.

6. Odd-mass nuclei

We now review applications (Papenbrock and Weidenmtller, |2020; Alnamlah et al.,
2021}, [2022) of effective theories to odd-mass nuclei. In leading order, these theories
recover the particle-rotor model.
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6.1. Effective theory for a nucleon coupled to a rotor

‘Alnamlah et al. (2021)) focused on a single pair of time-reversed states for the nucleon
and derived a leading-order Lagrangian similar to equation with A = A, from
equation . All other rotor-nucleon couplings were ordered by the number of powers of
the angular velocity v. Thus, the contribution from the non-Abelian gauge potential
was treated as a next-to-leading-order correction.

The inclusion of rotor-nucleon couplings containing up to three powers of v resulted
in the energy spectrum

ENQLO = E|K|+AK [I(I + 1) - K2]
1
+a1/2(_1>1+1/2 ([+ _) (5;(/2

2

77
by jo(—=1)V2I(T + 1) (I + %) 6}(/2 (77)

1 1 3
+azjo(—1)115/2 (I — 5) <I + 5) (I+ 5) 512,

This expression, derived within an effective theory, agrees with the corresponding one in
the textbook (Bohr and Mottelson, [1975) when the latter is limited to odd-mass nuclei.
In equation , the signature splitting for K = 3/2 bands enters with a strength
determined by agjs. The term proportional to by, corrects the staggering in K = 1/2
bands introduced at leading order. Adding terms containing four powers of v yields the
band-dependent correction By I?(I 4 1)? to the rotor spectrum.

Figure [4] shows the systematic improvement of the effective theory describing the
I™ = 1/27 and I™ = 3/2~ ground-state bands in 'Er and Dy, respectively. The
residuals, i.e. the difference between theory and data are shown on a double log scale

103 4
103 -
— — 2
> 102 1 > 10
[J] [}
= X,
Kl o 10t A
3 3
=
T 10! °
G — Lo, m=2.29 @100
) — . ) 7 =
2 NLO, m=2.22 & — L0, m=2.22
N2LO, m=3.54 —— N?LO, m=4.48
100 4 — N°LO, m=3.99 107! 4 —— N°LO, m=4.36
— N°LO, m=4.63 ¢ —— N°LO, m=5.40
T T T T T T T T T T T T
11/2 15/2 19/2 23/2  27/2 31/2 35/2 1172 15/2 19/2 23/2 27/2

Figure 4. Order-by-order description of the ground-state rotational band in '%9Er
(left panel) and '°°Dy (right panel). The residuals, i.e. the absolute difference
between theory and data is shown as a function of angular momentum I (data points
connected by dashed lines). The full straight lines are proportional to I"™ with m as
indicated. Figures taken from arXiv:2011.01083 with permission from the authors, see
also (Alnamlah et al., 2021).




CONTENTS 31

versus angular momentum / (which is approximately the square root of the energy) for
various orders of the theory. Full lines show average trends. A significant reduction
in the residuals takes place at even orders (N?LO and N*LO in the figure), while the
energy staggering is reduced at odd orders (NLO and N3LO in the figure). Straight full
lines are proportional to I™ with m as indicated. We see that the effective theory fulfills
a power counting. However, the power counting for effective Lagrangians is not simply
in powers of the angular velocity v, but rather — at a given order — one needs to include
all terms up to and including powers of v2.

Papenbrock and Weidenmiiller| (2020)) derived the leading-order Lagrangian (67)
which included the total gauge potential (68), and applied it the odd mass nuclei 2°Pu
and '870Os. The interest was in studying how the non-Abelian gauge potential
couples band heads whose spins differed by one unit in angular momentum. Figure
shows the low-energy spectrum of 23°Pu. Levels can be sorted into rotational bands
with band heads as indicated. Also visible is the separation of scale between the fermion
energy scale {2 and the smallest energy scale, £, that measures energy differences in a
rotational band.

8001 212+ 7646
7004 13/2- 698.7
lsp- ey LM2—66L1 1112 634
N 6007 19/2* 570.6 92" Eggg S5
9 | 17+ 5193 %é E 2+ 511.8
~ 500 112+ 462 1112_221 492.1
34001 150+ 3587 A2* 387.4 12- 391.6
b 132+ 3185 2% 3301
Y 3001 2 st 28
W00l 112+ 1928 239p,,
9/2F—163.8 Q
100+ 2* 75.7
* 27 3
01 3
g.s. band K=5/2% band K=7/2- band K=1/2- band  K=7/2* band

Figure 5. Levels of 23Pu at low energies, sorted in rotational bands. The fermion-
energy scale () separates band heads. The low-energy scale £ (not shown) is the energy
difference between levels in a rotational band. Figure taken from arXiv:2005.11865
with permission from the authors, see also (Papenbrock and Weidenmiiller, [2020)).

In their approach to #°Pu, [Papenbrock and Weidenmiiller| (2020) focused on the
ground-state band. Then, the fermion degrees of freedom that enter are g, with
K = +1/2 and parity ¢ = +. Thus, only a single pair of fermion states in time-reversed
states |[K = 1/2) and |K) = |K = —1/2) contribute.

The leading-order Hamiltonian can be written as

g9 1

se (0 = K2) 4 5o (P = K2) + I (I K +T,Ky) . (78)

Hio=F
LO 124 T 5~ 5C, z s

Here, I, are spherical components of the total angular momentum in the body-
fixed system, and K, are the spherical components of the spin operator in the body-fixed
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system and act on the fermion states. The resulting energy spectrum is

1
Ero(I,K) = B+ Ao [I(I +1) = K?] + ayo(—1)"12 (I - 5) 5,07, (79)
where Ay = (2C;) ! and a15 = gC;y' (1/2|K41]1/2). The last term in (79), known as
signature splitting, accounts for the energy staggering in K = 1/2 bands. Results are
shown in figure @ The results “EFT @ LO” were obtained from adjusting Ay and a;;
to 9Pu; here Ej o4 is fixed such that the spectrum starts at zero energy. Uncertainty

estimates (shown as blue bands) reflect estimated contributions from terms beyond the
Lagrangian ([67)).

12001 272+ 1166
272+ 1128
252+ 1095
252+ 1053
1000+ 239p,
+
232* 828 232- 848
4 -
8001 1o+ 765 212+ 787
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L
400 . +
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500 11/2* 193 112+ 194
9+t 164 92+ 165
2+ 76 2+ 76
ji/%j:iisg %%:;/37
0- iﬁbCO %ﬁﬁo
Exp EFT @ LO

Figure 6. Spectrum of the ground-state band of 23*?Pu computed with the effective
theory at leading order “EFT @QLO” and compared to experimental data. The blue
areas are uncertainty estimates based on neglected higher orders. Figure adapted
from (Papenbrock and Weidenmiiller} [2020).

The nucleus ¥7Os exhibits two low-lying rotational bands whose band heads are
close in energy and differ by one unit of angular momentum. This is shown in the
center of figure |7l The non-Abelian gauge potential will couple these bands. The
simultaneous description of two low-lying bands is achieved through the diagonalization
of the matrix spanned by the nucleon states |K) and |K + 1) (and their time reversed
partners) using K = 1/2. The resulting spectrum can be expressed in terms of the
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energies as

1
ELO(I7K7K+ 1) = 5 [ELO(I7K) +ELO(17K+ 1)]

2 [Bro(l, K) — Buo(l, K + D + 21+ 1) — k(5 + 1)}
(80)
Here §j = 29Cy ' (K|K_1|K + 1), and the sign of the second term is chosen to obtain the
energies of the corresponding bandheads when g = 0. Due to the mixing, the angular
momentum projection onto the rotor’s symmetry axis is no longer a good quantum
number. This implies a triaxial deformation of the nucleon-rotor system. Figure

compares the theoretical results (red levels, labeled “EFT”) to experimental data. One

9/2- 564 1870g
500 9/2- 508 11/2- 512 92— 515 11/2- 507
11/2= 427
3 400’ 2= 361
(0] _
X /2= 333 92° 342 /2= 335 92— 327
>300 9= 284
5
2001 512 512~ 72- 191 5/2~ -
S 200 187 - les 187 187 12 186
1001 3p- 74 52- 75 32 74 52- 75 32- 78 52- 79
04 12- 0 32- 10 12- 0 32- 10 12- 0 32— 10
no coupling Exp. EFT

Figure 7. Lowest negative parity bands in '7Os shown in black at the center. The
independent description of each band (blue lines) disagrees with data (black lines).
Results allowing band mixing due to the leading Coriolis term (red lines) consistently
describe the spectrum. Figure taken from arXiv:2005.11865 with permission from the
authors, see also (Papenbrock and Weidenmuller} 2020)).

might also attempt an independent description of both bands, using the energies .
The results, show as blue levels with the label “no coupling,” deviate immediately from
data above the lowest three and two levels that were adjusted to data in the bands based
on the spins 1/2~ and 3/27, respectively.

6.2. Bayesian analysis of the effective theory

The results reviewed in the previous section were obtained by adjusting low-energy
constants to data from the lowest states in the band (or bands) of interest. Such an
approach runs the risk of fine-tuning these parameters. Alnamlah et al| (2022)) used
Markov chain Monte Carlo sampling to produce joint posterior distributions of the low
energy constants and other parameters encoding the systematic expansion of predicted
energies for K = 1/2 bands. This allowed them to study how the values of low-energy
constants change as the number of levels used for their extraction and/or the order of
the effective theory is increased.
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Uncertainty quantification is now standard for effective field theories and based
on the works (Schindler and Phillips, 2009; Cacciari and Houdeau) [2011}; [Furnstahl
et al., 2015; Bagnaschi et al., [2015; [Wesolowski et al., 2016, 2019, 2021). One uses
Bayes’ theorem to derive the joint posterior distribution of low-energy constants a; and
parameters Iy, Ceyvenodd given the data ye., and assumptions P* as

pr (ak, T, Coven, Coda|Yexp, ) o PT (Yexp|ak, I, Coven, Coad; )
X pr (ag| Iy, Coven, Coads P*)
X pr (| Ceven, Codd, P~)
X P (Coven | P*) PI (Goaa| P*) -

(81)

Here the vector a; contains the low-energy constants at order k, Iy, is the breakdown
spin (i.e. the high spin at which the effective theory breaks down), and Ceyenodd are
the characteristic sizes of low-energy constants entering at even and odd orders of
equation ([77)), respectively. The vector y.., contains the data about energy levels, and
P* is any information one has about the model. The posterior predictive distribution of
any low-energy constant or parameter can be obtained from the joint posterior via
marginalization, i.e. by integrating over all other low-energy constants and parameters.
The posterior predictive distribution of any observable O can be written as

pr (O|Yexp, P*) = /d0k5((9 — O(6r)) pr (0k|Yexp, ) - (82)

Here 6, collectively represents the low-energy constants and parameters describing the
observable at order k.

The first function in the right-hand side of equation is the likelihood of the
data given the low-energy-constants and parameters entering their description at order
k. Tt is from a sum ¥ = Y, + Yineo Of an experimental and a theoretical covariance
matrix. The latter is written as ¥, = 0y, ® 0y, and contains the uncertainties in
predicted energies due to the truncation of the effective theory at order k. It estimates
omitted terms from the orders k£ + 1 to a maximum order k.. as

k
—=  B(I;

(Oyr)i = Ao Z l—Ill< ) : (83)
I=k+1 b

Here, P,(I) is a power of I(/ 4+ 1) and (I +1/2)I(I +1) for even and odd contributions,
respectively. The form of this expansion is based on generalizing equation to higher
orders and — via the coefficients ¢; and the breakdown spin [;, — implements the power
counting of the effective theory. The experimental covariance matrix is assumed to be
diagonal in terms of the experimental errors 0yexp

" 1 1 _
pr (Yexp|9k7 P ) = W exp (—ﬁrTE 11‘) . (84)
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Here, m is the number of observables entering the analysis and r = yex, — yi is the
residual.

The second factor in equation is the prior distribution of the low-energy
constants given the parameters encoding the systematic expansion of the effective theory.
‘Alnamlah et al.|(2022)) assumed Gaussian priors with zero mean and standard deviation
on, = AggWn~! for all low-energy constants except Eg, for which they allowed a larger

one (as its size is not determined by the power counting). This allowed them to write
the prior for the low-energy constants as

_ 1 (ay)2
pr (ak’ y Ceveny Codd) ) /_27TE exXp < 2E2) | | /_27TO',—L ( 20_721 (85)

Assuming a flat prior distribution between zero and a maximum W,y for the inverse

breakdown spin, and low-energy constants drawn from independent scaled-inverse-y?
priors allowed them to extract low-energy constants. This line of arguments shows that
the Bayesian approach allows one state and to quantify one’s assumptions and (via
marginalization) arrive at posterior predictive distributions.
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Figure 8. Posterior predictive distributions for low-energy constants describing
K =1/2 bands. The posterior predictive distributions for a,/, describing the ground-
state band in 1%9Er (left) were constructed at multiple orders, increasing the number
of data points while fixing kmax. Those for by, describing the ground-state band in
239Pu were constructed at fix order while increasing both the number of data points
and kmax. Figures adapted from (Alnamlah et al. [2022).

Results are shown in figure[§] The left panel shows 68% degree-of-belief intervals for
the low-energy constant a,/ of equation describing the nucleus 'Er as a function
of the maximum spin I, used in the analysis. The different vertical present different
orders of the effective theory and levels were included up to . while fixing k. = 10
in equation (83)).

The right panel of the figure shows similar intervals from posterior distributions
for the low-energy constant by, describing the ground-state band in ***Pu. Here the
order of the effective theory was kept fixed (at NLO) while increasing the maximum
power k., of omitted terms in the theoretical uncertainty. These results indicated that
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considering multiple omitted contributions in the approximation for the theoretical error
(i.e. a sufficiently high k. is required for the stable extraction of low-energy constants.

7. Electromagnetic transitions

The effective theories described in previous sections recover the expressions for the
energy spectra predicted by well-known collective models. While such models describe
electromagnetic transitions between states in the same rotational band properly, they
often struggle to accurately describe the much weaker transitions between states
belonging to different bands.

It is easy to see why in-band transitions are strong and inter-band transitions are
weak: The theory of the deformed quadrupole oscillator (Bohr and Mottelson, [1975)
yielded rotational excitations on top of vibrational band heads. In-band transitions
naturally are large (because a quadrupole operator has an order-one matrix element
between spherical harmonics that differ by two units of angular momentum). In contrast,
inter-band transition vanish in leading order because they connect states that differ in
their number of vibrational quanta. Only higher-order terms mix different vibrational
states (see Section and can thereby yield finite transition matrix elements. The
approach via effective field theory (Coello Pérez and Papenbrock, |2015b) revealed that
the transition operator also has a systematic expansion. This makes it possible to
accurately describe the faint inter-band transitions — although at the expense of an
additional low-energy constant.

7.1. In-band electric quadrupole transitions

Coello Pérez and Papenbrock (2015b) computed electric quadrupole transitions in
deformed nuclei with the framework of an effective theory. They used both minimal
coupling and operators involving the electric field to arrive at their results. In an effective
theory one needs to write down all operators that involve electromagnetic couplings and
apply an ordering scheme, i.e. the power counting, to them. Minimal coupling alone
does not provide one with an unambiguous approach (Jenkins et al., 2013)).

The systematic construction (Coello Pérez and Papenbrock, 2015b) of the
interaction between the rotor and the electromagnetic field started by requiring
invariance under local gauge transformations of the rotor wave function

U (¢, 0) — eXONW(p,0) . (86)

Here g is the effective charge. Gauge invariance is achieved by minimal coupling
—iVq — —iVq — qA where A(2) = VgA(Q2) is the vector potential representing
the photon. (The angular derivative Vg was defined in equation (). In the rotor
Hamiltonian one then employs

I 51— ge x AQ) . (87)
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Inserting this into the leading-order Hamiltonian (19)) of the rotor then generates the
leading electromagnetic coupling as

q
Hfy == 30 (L (e, X A) + (e, X A) T
_ i%[HLO, A-e]— zg (A - Hioe, —e, - HioA) . (88)

Here, the last line casts this interaction into a form that is attractive for the computation
of transition matrix elements. Taking A as a plane wave with amplitude [A],
polarization e,, and momentum k = ke, then yields the quadrupole component
A® = |Ale kr cosfsin ¢. When employed into (88]) one finds

i) = =i [Hio, A® -e,] (89)
with Y = Yiu(0,¢) a spherical harmonic. The corresponding transition matrix
elements

Mio(B2,i — f) = ~i% (1A e, i), (90)

depend on the energy difference
w = ELO(If) — ELO<]z> (91)

between the states. The matrix element is calculated by integrating products of spherical
harmonics over the unit sphere.
Gauging the next-to-leading contribution to the Hamiltonian yields the
interaction term
Hfo = 29:C (PH{, + HT?), (92)

where the low-energy constant g, must be adjusted to data. The corresponding
correction to the transition matrix elements

Myiro(E2,i— f) = 292Cy [If(ff + 1) + L(I; + 1)] Mro (93)

is thus expected to be €2 times smaller than the leading contribution.
Besides the minimal couplings, the effective theory must also consider nonminimal
couplings. The simplest of these is

Hfy = qdoE - e, . (94)

For the electric field corresponding to the plane wave vector potential, E = iwA, this
coupling yields a contribution to the transition matrix elements equivalent to that from
the leading minimal coupling, and is thus accounted for when fitting the effective charge
or quadrupole moment of the rotor. The nonminimal couplings entering at next-to-
leading order are

qdy qds

Hio = 5 (PE-e, +E-eI°) — - (E-Te, +e, - I’E). (95)
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At next-to-leading order the F2 strength for in-band transitions from initial spin
I; to fianl spin Iy is

Bxro(E2,i — f) = aQ; (CII,-JIO()Q[))Q [1 + gfi(li — 1)} . (96)

Here Qg is the effective quadrupole moment, and we used the short hands a =
1+ 49,Cy + 2d; and b = 49,Cy + 2d; + 2d,. This result, of course, is well known
(Bohr and Mottelson, |1975)). For plots of results it is profitable to remove the Clebsch-
Gordan coefficient (because it simply is a geometric factor), and instead look at the
squared E£2 transition moment

B(E2,i — f) | (97)
(Cliom)

In leading order, @* = Q3 and smaller angular-momentum dependent corrections arise

Q*(E2,i— f) =

at next-to-leading order. Figure[9shows the normalized squared E2 transition moments
for decays in '%FEr (left) and 2Sm (right). The nucleus '%FEr is a textbook example of
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Figure 9. Normalized squared E2 transition moments for decays in %6Er (left panel)
and 1°2Sm (right panel). The expansion parameter e ~ 1/22 in %6Er yields a consistent
description of the moments at leading order within uncertainty estimates (red shaded
area). For the transitional nucleus '°2Sm, next-to-leading corrections (shown as a
blue line with blue uncertainty estimates) are required to describe the moments up to
I; = 10. The energy of this state is taken as the breakdown scale of the theory. Figures
taken from arXiv:1502.04405 with permission from the authors, see also (Coello Pérez
and Papenbrockl, [2015b)).

a rigid rotor, and the experimental moments (black circles) are close to the leading-
order approximation (red line). Uncertainties estimates reflect the size of omitted
contributions. The moments for the transitional nucleus '*?Sm exhibit visible deviations
from the constant behavior. These are accounted for at next-to-leading order (blue line)
up to I; = 10 at which the leading and next-to-leading uncertainties (red and blue
shaded areas) are comparable, signaling the breaking point of the theory.
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7.2. Electric quadrupole transitions between bands

The leading-order spectra resembling a rigid rotor get modified by higher-order
contributions to the Lagrangian that include more than two powers of the velocity
v. The terms relevant for out discussion were presented in section and are contained
in the Lagrangian at next-to-next-to-leading order. These yield the contribution

Hyero = 202 (Caopd, + Cy02p, I'Pay) (98)

to the Hamiltonian. Here,

sin2y —cos 2y

FE<C?S27 sin 2y ) 7 (99)

corrects the spectra at second-order in perturbation theory. Here, C3 and C, are
expected to scale as £~1/2.

Coupling to electromagnetic fields then yields the contribution to the Hamiltonian

qC, qC,
Hipro = 20§ ¢o (A - pay + Pay - A) + Z?W (A"Ipay +po,TA) . (100)
0
The leading FE2 strengths for transitions from a state with spin I; in the excited g and
v band to a state with spin /¢ in the ground-state band are

(2K + 1)C? , 2
B(E2,I; = If) = TMQO ( Crlga- K) (101)
oWK

for K =0 and 2, respectively. The corresponding squared E2 transition moment is
2
QUE2, 1, K, — I;) = B(E2, I, — 1)/ (C}jﬁﬂ_m) . (102)

It depends on the effective quadrupole moment )y that was adjusted to the in-band
transitions, and the low-energy constants Cs and C,,. In principle, one can adjust these
two unknowns to spectra. However, as there are other terms that enter at that order,
it is simpler to adjust Cg and C,, to a single inter-band transition from the respective
band. Then the theory predicts other inter-band transitions. The result is that the
effective theory describes inter-band transitions much more accurately than traditional
collective models. This is shown in figure [10| for E2 transition strengths in %2Sm.

We note that the values Cg = 0.091 keV /2 and C., = 0.127 keV ™% were adjusted
to the transitions from the 2% states in the 8 and v bands, respectively, to the 2% state
in the ground-state band. They are of natural size, i.e. of order £~'/2 = 0.110 keV Y2,
While the Bohr model also predicts that the inter-band transitions are much smaller
than the in-band transitions, it fails to accurately predict their magnitude. The effective
theory in contrast, also expands the transition operator and thereby is able to deliver
precision and accuracy.
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Figure 10. Electric quadrupole transition moments for 14Sm. Transition moments
for decays within the ground state band are shown in black. Moments describing
decays from the 8 and -y bands are shown in blue and orange, respectively. In contrast
to the adiabatic Bohr Hamiltonian (BH, dashed lines), the effective theory (solid lines)
consistently describes experimental inter-band transition moments (circles) within
estimated uncertainties (shaded bands). This improvement comes at the expense of
an additional low-energy constant for each band.

8. Triaxial deformation

Triaxial deformation is an evergreen in nuclear structure physics. When Davydov and
Filippov| (1958)) proposed the triaxial rotor model most deformed nuclei were thought to
be axially symmetric in their ground states. The more recent computations of binding
energies within a triaxially deformed finite droplet model confirmed this result (Moller
et al.l2006): There are only a few smaller regions on the nuclear chart that exhibit static
triaxial deformation, and the corresponding gain in binding energy is small, ranging
from tens to hundreds of keV. This is in contrast to triaxial deformation in excited
states which is much more abundant (Frauendorf and Jie Meng| 1997; |Frauendorf,
2001)). The challenge in identifying triaxial deformation in nuclear ground states is as
follows. Relying only on spectral signatures, such as a low-lying K™ = 2% band, can be
misleading because that can also be accommodated in nuclei with axial symmetry (Bohr
and Mottelson, (1975). Stronger evidence comes from observations of a large number of
gamma-ray transitions and use of the Kumar Cline sum rules (Kumar, 1972; (Cline,
1986). In recent years, increased gamma-ray tracking capabilities made it possible to
better study triaxial deformation, and that has led to a renewed interest, see (Doherty
et al., 2017, |Ayangeakaa et al., 2019) for examples.

In this Section we review effective theories that deal with triaxial deformation (Chen
et al., 2017, 2018; Chen et al., 2020)). The orientation of a potato is determined by three
Euler angles that specify the body-fixed coordinate system, and the effective theory
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exhibits both richer and simpler aspects than in the axially symmetric case. As we will
see, the number of low-energy coefficients increases significantly but the theory becomes
simpler because there is no covariant derivative. Within the collective model by |Bohr
and Mottelson, triaxial deformation is usually associated with a corresponding body-
fixed potential that depends on § and 7 degrees of freedom (Fortunato, 2005). However,
the situation is more complicated and interesting. Coriolis forces (or gauge potentials)
induce deviations from axial symmetry. That is emphasized in the following section [8.1]
After that clarification we review effective theories of static triaxial deformation in
section [R.2]

8.1. Breaking of axial symmetry through gauge potentials or Coriolis forces

Axial symmetry implies that the angular momentum projection K onto the body-fixed
symmetry axis is a conserved quantity. The gauge potentials or Coriolis forces we
reviewed in section [f] clearly mix K quantum numbers. The simplest example is an
odd-mass nucleus with a |K| = 1/2 ground-state rotational band. Here, the eigenstates
are superpositions of K = +1/2 states and axial symmetry is clearly broken: The
angular momentum projection onto the symmetry axis is not any more conserved but
only its magnitude. Similarly, in odd-mass nuclei Coriolis forces can mix low-lying bands
whose K quantum numbers differ by one unit (Stephens, [1975). Again, this also breaks
axial symmetry. Similar statements apply to odd-odd nuclei (Jain et al., |1989} [1998)).
Higher-order Coriolis forces could also mix bands that differ by more than one unit in K
quantum numbers. However such forces are expected to be small (based on the power
counting for axially deformed nuclei). Thus, Coriolis forces are not strong enough to
explain deviations from axial symmetries in even-even nuclei.

8.2. Static triaxial deformation

The effective theory has been derived for triaxially deformed nuclei in the papers (Chen

et all 2017, |2018; Chen et al., [2020). In this case one deals with the complete breaking

of SO(3) symmetry and the coset space then becomes SO(3). This space is naturally

parameterized by three Euler angles, and the effective theory can be constructed using

the coset approach (Chen et al., 2017). We briefly sketch that derivation in what follows.
The time-dependent Euler angles («, 3,y) parameterize the rotation operator

R(a,B,) = e @lzemilye=0): (103)
and one computes the expression
R'OR = a,J, + ayJ, + a.J, (104)
via the Baker-Campbell-Hausdorff expansion. This defines functions
ay = —dsin Bcosy + Bsiny
a, = dsin Bsiny + 3 cosy (105)
a, =dacosf+ 7.
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These expressions are the building blocks for the effective theory. As the Euler angles
define the co-rotating, body-fixed coordinate system these building blocks are invariant
under rotations. The leading-order Lagrangian becomes

Lio = = (a2 + Ja, + Jza2) . (106)

1

2

Here, J; with @ = 1,2, 3 are low-energy constants and have to be adjusted to data. Note

that no mixed terms (such as aga, appear because one works with in a coordinate system

spanned by the the principal axes. A Legendre transform yields the Hamiltonian. As

in the axially symmetric case, one introduces the angular momentum and rewrites the
Hamiltonian in terms of it. This yields

L I, I3

Hio = + + . 107

=57t 57 (107)

This is the Hamiltonian of the asymmetric rotor model (Davydov and Filippov, [1958;

Wood et all [2004)). One sees that the asymmetric rotor depends on three low-energy

constants (instead of one for the axially symmetric case).

Chen et al.|(2017) also discussed some subleading corrections by including a} terms
(k = z,y, z); however, this is not a complete next-to-leading-order calculation as mixed
terms such as aiaf/ or aa,a, (and many other combinations) can also enter. The reason
such terms might appear is as follows: Higher orders implicitly include effects from
neglected degrees of freedom that are active beyond the cutoff scale. This introduces
non-rigid rotation, and might perturb the principal axes. We see that an effective theory
for triaxial rotation involves a larger number of low-energy constants than in the axially
symmetric case.

Chen et al| (2018) added vibrational degrees of freedom to the triaxial rotor.
The effective Hamiltonian is quite general and also contains the familiar collective
model (Bohr and Mottelson), [1975)). At leading order there are 12 low-energy constants
that need to be adjusted to data. Figure shows how three rotational bands
in 10810.112Ry are described by the effective theory. A hallmark of static triaxial
deformation is that the 23 and the 4] states are close in energy.

We finally remark that one could also have followed a more geometric approach.
For a tri-axially deformed object, an orthogonal basis is spanned by the eigenvectors of
the tensor of the moment of inertia. Using Euler angles («, 5,7) the eigenvectors are
the basis vectors

el(oﬁ B? 7) = +eﬁ<a7 6) Cosy + e¢(a, 6) Sin7 )
ex(a, 3,7) = —eq(a, B) siny + egla, B) cos (108)
33(a7 67 7) = GT(CY, ﬁ) :

We note that for v = 0, this dreibein becomes the body-fixed coordinate system for

axially symmetric nuclei. Indeed, v describes rotations around the axis e, (which were
not allowed for an axially symmetric nucleus).
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Figure 11. Energies of states belonging to three low-lying rotational bands in
ruthenium isotopes, shown as a function of spin. The full points show data used
in adjusting the low-energy constants of the effective theory. The green lines are
predictions and can be compared to the hollow data points. Figure taken from
arXiv:1707.04353 with permission from the authors, see also (Chen et al.l |2018]).

9. Pairing rotations

Nuclei are BCS superconductors except in the rare cases of doubly-magic nuclei where
both, protons and neutrons, fully occupy a shell (Bohr et al., 1958; Migdal, 1959;
Brink and Broglial, 2005). Semi-magic nuclei (where either protons or neutrons fully
occupy a shell) consist of one superfluid; other open-shell nuclei exhibit two interacting
superfluids. A BCS superconductor breaks particle number and a corresponding U(1)
phase symmetry in its mean field. This allows one to construct effective Lagrangians for
such systems. The resulting collective excitations are known as pairing rotations (Broglia
et al., 1968 Bohr, (1969), and they connect the binding energies of nuclei that differ
by pairs of nucleons. This Section describes the simple physics of these systems and
summarizes some of the results of reference (Papenbrock, 2022)).

We build on the example of a semimagic nucleus discussed in section [2.2] The
mean field state, i.e. the Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov state, breaks the global U(1) gauge
symmetry of the neutron number. Similar comments apply to ab initio computations
that start from such a reference state (but fail to restore the broken symmetry). So,
G = U(1), the subgroup of the preserved symmetry is (only) the identity, S = I, and the
coset G/S ~ U(1). This is the unit circle in the complex plane and it is parameterized
by the gauge angle a.

The elements of the coset are the global gauge transformations . In analogy to
the case of deformed nuclei in section [4.4] the relevant quantity for the construction of
effective Lagrangians results from computing

g Ha)dg(a) = —iaN . (109)
Thus, effective Lagrangians are functions containing ¢. The simplest Lagrangian is

L= goﬂ + nod . (110)
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Here, a and ng are low-energy constants. As g(f8)g(a) = g(a + (), under a gauge
transformation by the angle 3, we see that & — « + 3, and this is indeed a nonlinear
realization of the U(1) symmetry. As « is a cyclic variable, the canonical momentum
(i.e the number of pairs)

oL
o == — 111
p % (111)
is a conserved quantity. The Hamiltonian is
)2
7 — (Pa—m0) (112)
2a

We quantize p, = —id,. Thus, the eigenfunctions of the Hamiltonian (112)) are the

wave functions |

Un(a) = \/%em (113)

with integer n. The corresponding energies are

(n — ng)?
=g (114)
and they describe a pairing rotational band. Here, the low-energy constant a is the
pairing rotational moment of inertia. The size of 1/(2a) ranges from about 1 MeV in
N = 82 isotones to 0.4 MeV in tin isotopes to 0.2 MeV in lead nuclei (Papenbrock,
2022).

The theory describes the ground-state energies of semi-magic even-even nuclei (i.e.
isotopes of tin and lead or the isotones with neutron number N = 82). It also applies
to odd semi-magic nuclei provided one focuses on states with the same spin. The
breakdown scale is set by the maximum number of pairs within such a chain of isotopes
or isotones, because superfluidity breaks down in doubly-magic nuclei. This can be
translated into an energy scale based on equation . Examples of pairing rotational
bands are shown in figure for the N = 82 isotones. Here, £ denotes the quadratic
term when expanding energies of lowest-lying states with spin and parity J™ = 0%, 5/2%
and 7/2% around a nucleus with N = 82 and Z = Z;. Data is described accurately
within theoretical uncertainty estimates.

The effective theory was also extended to the case of two interacting superfluids,
as is appropriate for open-shell nuclei (Papenbrockl 2022). This introduces two gauge
angles, one for protons and one for neutrons, as the dynamical degrees of freedom.
The leading-order Lagrangian is a quadratic form in the angular velocities. One then
finds that the pairing-rotational bands (parabolas) in semi-magic nuclei are replaced by
pairing elliptical paraboloids. The effective theory accurately describes data for doubly-
open shell nuclei. We note that pairing rotational moments of inertia were also studied
in Hartree-Fock Bogoliubov computations (Hinoharaj, [2015; |Hinohara and Nazarewicz,
2016; Hinoharay, 2018)).

Of course, any more microscopic models of nuclear superfluidity will yield pairing
rotational bands. However, the derivation (or computation) of such bands is more
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Figure 12. Pairing rotational bands, i.e. the quadratic term when expanding energies
in terms of powers of proton pairs away from a reference nucleus, in odd (blue squares)
and even (red circles) N = 82 isotones. The two bands connecting J™ = 5/2% and 7/2%
states, respectively, in odd nuclei use Pr (Z = 59) as the reference nucleus. The band
connecting ground-states of even nuclei uses Nd (Z = 60) as the reference nucleus.
Data are shown as black crosses. In each band, the central three points are adjusted
to data. Bands are shifted by multiples of 5 MeV. Figure taken from arXiv:2202.13146
with permission from the author, see also (Papenbrock, [2022).

complicated in those approaches than in the effective theory, see, e.g., (Bes et al., [1970;
Broglia et al., 1973, [2000; Potel et al., 2011, 2013, [2017). Thus, the potential appeal of
the effective theory lies in its clarity and simplicity.

10. Nuclear vibrations

The effective theories related to to emergent symmetry breaking are particularly simple
and attractive because the pattern of the symmetry breaking identifies the space of
the relevant degrees of freedom and also constrains their couplings to other degrees
of freedom. Most nuclear models, however, are based on linear realizations of the
symmetry, and one might wonder if not all successful models are in some sense leading-
order effective theories. In nuclei, there are also collective vibrations at low energies and
these are the lowest-lying excitations in nuclei near shell closures. In this section, we
review effective theories for nuclear vibrations.

The purpose for this endeavor is two-fold. |Bohr (1952) already described the
low-lying excitations of nuclei in terms of vibrations and rotations of a liquid droplet,
parameterizing its surface in terms of quadrupole deformations. There have been long-
standing arguments if, or to what extend, such quadrupole oscillations are realized in
nuclei (Bes and Dussel,, |1969; |(Garrett and Wood,, |2010; |Stuchbery and Wood, 2022). An
approach within an effective theory allows one to present predictions with quantified
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uncertainties. Thus, one can unambiguously address the question about quadrupole
vibrations (Coello Pérez and Papenbrock|, |2015a)). Second, the material reviewed in this
Section is relevant for computations of nuclear matrix elements that govern (neutrino-
less) double beta decay. Most candidate nuclei are nearly spherical, and the effective
theories ability to quantify uncertainties is a big boon. Those developments will be
reviewed in Section [11l

10.1. Even-even nuclei

A large number of even-even nuclei in the vicinity of the shell closures exhibit spectra
that at low energies resemble that of the harmonic quadrupole oscillator. The lowest
2% excitation in these systems, characterized as a quadrupole vibration of the nuclear
surface by nuclear collective models (Bohr, |1952; Rowe, 2004; Rowe et al., 2009; [Rowe
and Wood, 2010)), is frequently followed by positive-parity states with spins I = 0,2, 4
at energies close to that of a double quadrupole excitation. Although in some nuclei
states with I = 0,2,3,4,6 that could be identified as three-phonon excitations have
been observed, the appearance of states with octupole and/or single-particle character
at the corresponding energy level make it impossible to picture atomic nuclei as pure
quadrupole oscillators.

These observations suggest that quadrupole degrees of freedom capture the low-
energy physics of nuclear vibrations. The quadrupole creation and annihilation
operators, denoted by dL and d, with 4 € {-2,-1,0,1,2}, create and annihilate
quadrupole phonons and fulfill the commutation relations

[dy.d})] = 6. (115)

I

While the creation operators behave like the components of a rank-two tensor, the
annihilation operators do not and one defines the annihilation tensor as

d, = (—1*d_, . (116)
The leading-order effective Hamiltonian is
I:.,LO:(AJ(CZT'CZ) :LUN, (117)

where the dot product is defined as usual for spherical tensors (Varshalovich et al.,
1988). The operator N counts the number of phonons in a state, and w is a low-energy
constant that must be adjusted to data. Eigenstates can be labeled in terms of the
number of phonons N, the SO(5) angular momentum analog v, the radial quantum
number v, and the spin I and spin projection M (Rowe and Wood|, 2010). The spectra
of the leading-order Hamiltonian consist of multiplets with energies

Fro(N) = Nw . (118)
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Deviations from this harmonic behavior arise from higher-order contributions to
the effective Hamiltonian. The power counting works as follow. At leading order the
the matrix element of as single quadrupole operator must scale as

(d) ~ N2 (119)

One assumes that the theory breaks down at the Ny-phonon level, i.e., the breakdown
energy is Ay, = Nyw. At the breakdown scale one cannot distinguish states with N, + 1
phonons. This then implies that Hamiltonian terms C,,d™ containing m powers of a
quadrupole operator have a low-energy constant C), that scales as

Ch ~ (w/Ay)™? . (120)

Thus, the small expansion parameter of the effective theory is e = w/A, = N, . Usually,
the breakdown of harmonic vibrations is at the three-phonon level and the expansion
parameter is only about 1/3.

The power counting suggests that the next-to-leading order Hamiltonian contains
operators consisting of three quadrupole fields. However, such operators are off-diagonal
and enter only via second-order perturbation theory. This then introduces operators
consisting of four quadruple fields as the next-to-leading order contribution and one has

Hxpo = gnN? + g, A2 + g, 1% . (121)

Here the operators N2, A2 and I? are defined as in (Rowe and Wood, 2010), and gx, go
and g; are low-energy constants. The next-to-leading contribution to the energy is

ExLo(N,v,I) = gNN2 +gv(v+3)+g l(I+1). (122)

10.2. Uncertainty quantification for even-even spectra

Coello Pérez and Papenbrock (2015a) presented computations with quantified
uncertainties and used Bayesian methods for that purpose. These tools are particularly
suited for effective theories where a power counting informs one about uncertainties
coming from a truncation at a given order (Schindler and Phillips, 2009; Cacciari and
Houdeau, 2011} Furnstahl et all 2015; [Bagnaschi et al., 2015). Making assumptions
about the distribution of low-energy constants one can then marginalize over the
parameters of such distribution functions and make quantitative predictions.

The power counting yields an expansion of any observable in terms of the small
expansion parameter €. For energies of the quadrupole oscillator we have

E(N,U,I/,I,M):wzci(N,U,l/,[,M)cfi. (123)

Here, the leading-order energy scale w has been factored out and the coefficient functions
¢; in equation ([123)) are dimensionless. For nuclear vibrations, for instance, one can easily
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relate them to the low-energy coefficients that define the leading-order and next-to-
leading-order energies and , respectively. Any practical calculation truncates
the sum at a finite ¢ = k, and one is thus interested in the contributions from the
first M neglected terms (in units of w)

k+M
A =37 e (124)
i=k-+1

Of course, one does not know the size of the neglected ¢;. This is where Bayesian methods
come in. In an effective theory, one can make reasonable (and testable) assumptions
about these coefficients. The assumption of naturalness, for instance, implies that all
coefficients are of order one. Thus, any probability distribution for these unknown
coefficients should have a characteristic scale that can be sampled from a log-normal
distribution

1 _ 1og2 c

e 27 . (125)

r(c) =
p() 2moc

Here, o a hyperparameter that defines intervals [e™"7, e"’] containing 68, 95 and 99
percent of the distribution for n = 1,2,3, respectively. Having set the overall scale
¢, one next has to make assumptions about the prior pr(¢;|c). |[Furnstahl et al.| (2015)
showed that the specific form of that prior, e.g. being a Gaussian with width ¢ or a
uniform distribution between +c¢ (“hard-wall” prior), has only small impacts on degree-
of-belief intervals for A,EM); however one needs to make a choice to be quantitative.
Reference (Coello Pérez and Papenbrock, 2015a) presents results from both Gaussian
priors

(AN

1 c
pr(cilc) = e 22, (126)
2me

|

and hard-wall priors choices. Finally, the last assumption was that the coefficients ¢; in
equation are independent from each other.

According to Bayes’ theorem, the distribution for the omitted M higher-order
contributions given the first k expansion coefficients then becomes (Furnstahl et al.,
2015))

) k
Jo de pr(c)par(Ale) [T;— pr(eilc)
o] k '
Jo~ de pr(e) [Ty pr(eile)
This expression is easily understood: The numerator reflects how the uncertainty

pu(Alco, ... cx) = (127)

depends on the expansion coefficients given our assumptions about the the prior pr(c),
and the denominator is a normalization. (Coello Pérez and Papenbrock| (2015a) derived
the simple expression

puv(Ale) = %/ dt e H / de,, pr(c,|c)e " et (128)
—o0 n=k417 0

Thus, one only has to compute the Fourier transform of the prior pr(c;|c) and then
perform a single integration over products of Fourier transforms. In the end, one finds



CONTENTS 49

with the Gaussian prior (126])

00 ,logQr _~72+A2/q2 2
1 [, dx xhtle™ 22 ¢ PR

Alcg, ..., cp) =
pM( | 05 ) k) \/ﬁq foo d xke_lc;g(iz o= 72212
0

Here ¢ = MM 2 and 42 = 308 2.

The beauty of Bayesian uncertainty quantification is that one can test the
assumptions being made. Of course, each effective theory, when evaluated at increasingly
higher orders, has just one coefficient ¢, at order n. However, looking at an ensemble
of nuclei, (Coello Pérez and Papenbrock| (2015a) adjusted ¢, to data and compared the
resulting distribution function with that from a Gaussian and hard-wall prior , i.e.
[ depr(ca —@le)pr(c) with an appropriately shifted mean . The comparison is shown
in figure [13] They used o = log(3/2) in the prior This shows that assumptions

(129)

1.0 :
c
o
S 0.8+ .
S
Qo
| -
@ 0.6 -
o
S
5 0.4 .
o
S5 Cy
g 0.2r Hard wall|]
o | £  |===-. Gaussian
0.0 | ]

-1.0 -0.5 0.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 20 25

Figure 13. Cumulative distribution for the ¢y coefficient. The distribution from next-
to-leading calculations for an ensemble of nuclei (black crosses) is in good agreement
with the cumulative distributions of the hard wall (blue line) and Gaussian (red dashed
line) priors. Figure taken from arXiv:1510.02401 with permission from the authors,
see also (Coello Pérez and Papenbrock], 2015al).

about the distribution functions for priors are consistent with data from an ensemble of
nuclei with similar structure and masses.

Figure [14] compares the spectrum of **Cd with results from the effective theory.
At leading order, the one-phonon state is adjusted to data; at next-to-leading order the
two-phonon states are also adjusted. Shaded areas mark 68% degree-of-belief intervals
(i.e. “one-sigma” uncertainties if we dealt with a Gaussian distribution, which we are
not). The uncertainties decrease with increasing order of the effective theory. At the
three-phonon level, uncertainties for next-to-leading calculations are similar to those
from leading order, signaling the breakdown of the effective theory. This is also seen in
the proliferation of states at the three-phonon level.
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Figure 14. The low-lying states of 14Cd (black lines) compared with predictions
from the effective theory at leading (red crosses) and next-to-leading orders (blue
diamonds). The thick lines mark states up to the two-phonon level. The shaded areas
mark 68% degree-of-belief intervals at leading (red) and next-to-leading order. Figure
taken from arXiv:1510.02401 with permission from the authors, see also
[and Papenbrockl, [2015a))

(Garrett and Wood| (2010) particularly questioned the interpretation of cadmium

isotopes as (an)harmonic vibrators based on electric quadrupole transition rates and

moments. The effective theory (Coello Pérez and Papenbrock, 2015a)) developed for

these observables will be discussed in Section [10.4l TIts results for 4Cd are shown in
figure and the shaded areas again show 68% degree-of-belief intervals. Overall, the
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Figure 15. Electric quadrupole moments (left part) and transition matrix elements
(right part) between states as indicated. Figure taken from arXiv:1510.02401 with
permission from the authors, see also (Coello Pérez and Papenbrockl 2015a).
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effective theory demonstrates that cadmium isotopes appear as (an)harmonic vibrators
when viewed at low resolution. Admittedly, the uncertainties are large because of the
low-lying breakdown scale at the three-phonon level. So, the description is accurate
yet not very precise. At higher resolution, e.g. within the nuclear shell model, more
details emerge and the description becomes more complicated (Garrett and Wood, 2010;
Stuchbery et al., 2016} Stuchbery and Wood, 2022]).

10.3. Odd-mass nuclei

Odd-mass nuclei can often be viewed as a nucleon added to an even-even core whose
properties are kept intact due to stabilizing effects of pairing. Such an approach
was taken in Section [6] for deformed nuclei. It also works for odd-mass neighbors of
vibrational nuclei. The description of these systems within an effective theory couples
a fermion confined to a single j shell to the quadrupole oscillator. This introduces
operators creating and annihilating a fermion in the corresponding orbitals. For an
orbital with spin and parity j*, the fermion operators fulfill the anticommutation
relations

{aw, al} =3, (130)

with u,v € {—j,—j + 1,...,7}. For the construction of spherical tensors we define
a fermion annihilation tensor analogous to the quadrupole annihilation tensor in
equation (|116]).

Coello Pérez and Papenbrock| (2016)) considered odd nuclei with I™ = 1/2~ ground
states by coupling a j™ = 1/2~ orbital to the even-even vibrating nucleus. The leading
contribution to the effective Hamiltonian consists of the most simple rank-zero operators
constructed from either quadrupole or fermion tensors

o =woN — S (a' - a) = wyN — S, (131)

where the operator n counts the system’s odd fermion. Notice that this fermion
represents either a particle on top of the core or a hole in it. Therefore, the unknown
constant S scales as the nucleon separation energy. The spectrum of this Hamiltonian
is
Hyo |NvvJ;n; IM) = (Nwy — S6}) [NovJ;n; IM) (132)

where the state |NvvJ;n; IM) is the coupling of the quadrupole harmonic oscillator
states and the fermion states |j), = al,10) to spin I and projection into the z-axis M.
Since we are only concerned about the spectroscopic information of even-even and odd-
mass systems, the constant S is set to zero yielding zero-energy ground states. The
constant wy must be fit to data.

The construction of the core-fermion interaction starts from the most simple
operators including both quadrupole and fermion fields

Hep=wNiv+ 9557 - ], (133)
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where the operators J and J are the core and fermion angular momentum operators,
and the low-energy constants w; and g;; must be fit to data. While the first term
shifts the frequency of the odd-mass oscillator, the second one, which may be thought
of as a Coriolis interaction, couples the angular momenta of core and fermion splitting
states in an odd-mass multiplet with different spins. Data on these effects suggest that
the matrix element of an effective operator containing m pairs of fermion fields, Om,
is approximately a factor € smaller than the matrix element of another one, Om_1,

containing m — 1 pairs, that is,
(Om) ~ (Op_i)e. (134)

This power counting suggests the next-to-leading and next-to-next-to-leading
contributions to the effective Hamiltonian are

I:[NLO = I:[cff
Hxio = gvN? + goA? + g%, (135)
Notice that the next-to-next-to-leading contribution is analogous to that in
equation (121)). The interaction Hamiltonian yields the energy correction
; 3
Exvo(I, J,n) = Nn+ 22 \ (1 +1) - J(J+1) - = (136)

4

Figure 16| shows next-to-next-to-leading calculations for * Ag and compares it with
data on its low-lying negative-parity states. The resulting theories consistently describe
the spectrum of ®Ag as a proton added to 1%Pa, or as proton hole in 1°Cd.
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Figure 16. The low-lying states with negative parity of 1°Ag (black lines) compared
with predictions from effective theories at next-to-next-to-leading order (red crosses).
On the left, 199 Ag is modeled as a proton added to a '°®Pd core. On the right, the same
nucleus is modeled as a proton hole in '°Cd. Figures taken from arXiv:1608.02802
with permission from the authors, see also (Coello Pérez and Papenbrock, [2016]).
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10.4. Electromagnetic transitions and moments

Characterizing a nuclear state as a quadrupole excitation based solely on energetics is
often challenging due to the presence of multiple states with suitable spins and parities
around the two- and three-phonon levels. Quadrupole (transition) moments have also
been used for that purpose. In the past, the predictions based on harmonic vibrations
were often deemed “too large” to be consistent with data. However, as those predictions
lacked any uncertainty estimates what is “too large” is hard to quantify. This is where
uncertainty quantification again is important.

The quadrupole fields describe collective effects emerging from the unresolved
dynamics of individual nucleons. Therefore, a minimal coupling scheme does not fully
captures the interaction between these degrees of freedom and an electromagnetic field.
Instead, the electric quadrupole properties are calculated from the most general rank-
two operator that can couple to the quadrupole component of an electric field

0, = Qo <dT+J>M+Q1 <dT®d>f)+..., (137)
where the dots stand for omitted terms. While the low-energy constants (), cannot
be computed within the theory, the power counting suggests a natural size for them
relative to (. Indeed, assuming that the matrix elements of all contributions to the
quadrupole operator scale similarly at the breakdown scale yields @Q,, ~ Qoe™/2.

The first term in the expansion for the quadrupole operator (137]) couples states
with a phonon difference of one, producing the leading contributions to the reduced
matrix elements defining the corresponding transition strengths,

(el
21, + 1

Corrections to the reduced matrix elements for these transitions arise from operators

‘ 2

B(E2,i — f) = (138)

with an odd number of quadrupole fields, allowing one to write the expansions

(IRl = {FlIQNE) o D eiis e
B(E2,i— f)=B(E2i— f)o Zéi(z’,f)ei (139)

from which uncertainties can be quantified through equation . Expressions for the
leading matrix elements governing one-phonon transition strengths from one- and two-
phonon states in even-even systems, and odd-mass ones with /™ = 1/2~ ground states
can be found in (Coello Pérez and Papenbrock, [2015al 2016).

The term proportional to (J; in the quadrupole operator couples states with
the same number of phonons, hence contributing to the matrix elements determining
transition strengths between states in the same multiplet, and electric quadrupole
moments

167 Clit'y

Qi) = 5 VAL T (il|Ql|i) - (140)
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Since corrections to these matrix elements arise from contributions to the quadrupole
operator with an even number of quadrupole fields, the expansions for the corresponding
transition strengths and electric quadrupole moments take forms similar to those in
equations (139).

Figure [17| shows reduced matrix elements describing low-lying electric quadrupole
moments and phonon-conserving transition strengths in 1Pd. After fitting the value
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Figure 17. Electric quadrupole properties of low-lying states in 1°Pd. Experimental
data (black lines) on electric quadrupole moments (left side) were used to fit the value
of Q1. Data on phonon-conserving transition strengths (right side) are consistently
described by uncertainties quantified from intervals with 68% degree-of-belief. Figure
taken from arXiv:1510.02401 with permission from the authors, see also (Coello Pérez
and Papenbrock) 2015al).

of ()1 to data on the static moments, the strengths of phonon-conserving transitions are
predictions of the theory. The bands mark 68% degree-of-belief intervals. In three out of
five cases, theory and data agree within uncertainties. Thus, the theoretical uncertainty
bands are consistent with a statistical interpretation.

A similar approach allows for the calculation of magnetic dipole properties within
the effective theory. These properties are computed from the most general rank-one
operator that can couple to the dipole component of a magnetic field

(1)
v

[y = fiady + fajy + far ((dT +ci) ® J) + a1 ((d* +cZ) ®j’>(1) +..., (141

14

where the dots denote omitted terms in expression for the operator. The first two terms
preserve the phonon number and therefore describe transitions between states in the
same multiplet. The transition strength and the magnetic dipole moment are

: (12l
B (M1 ==
. 4 1111110 Al
p(t) (llalle) - (142)

“ V3 AL+l
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Values for the low-energy constants ug and p, can be estimated from data on the
magnetic moments of I™ = 27 states and the Schmidt moment of a proton in a j™ = 1/2~
orbital. However, the latter estimate must be taken with a grain of salt as it is based on
the assumption that all nucleon pairs in the core are coupled to zero spin. Even small
contributions to the odd-mass nuclear state from an unresolved configuration in which
a neutron pair with spin J = 2 couples to the proton in a j™ = 3/2~ orbital result in
a magnetic moment for the ground state of the system that largely deviates from the
Schmidt value (Ueno et al., 1996).

The third and fourth terms in the expansion for the magnetic dipole operator (141
induce transitions between states with a phonon difference of one. Expressions for the
reduced matrix elements governing the discussed magnetic dipole transition strengths
and moments were given by |Coello Pérez and Papenbrock| (2016). Their comparison
with (the admittedly sparse) data showed that the effective theory provides one with a
consistent description.

11. Matrix elements for neutrinoless double beta decay

The nuclear matrix element for neutrinoless double beta decay connects the lifetime of
this process — if observed — to the neutrino mass scale (Engel and Menéndez, 2017).
Most candidate nuclei for neutrinoless double beta decay are not deformed and exhibit
vibrational characteristics at low energies. This motivates one to apply effective theories
developed to describe such nuclei to compute the relevant nuclear matrix elements. In
this section we review the papers (Coello Pérez et al., 2018; Brase et al., 2022; |Jokiniemi
et al., 2023).

11.1. Gamow-Teller decays

The vast majority of unstable nuclei lighter than 2°*Pb decay to more stable systems
via weak-interaction processes, namely, 5 decay or electron capture. In 8~ decay

AZN) LS AZ+1,N=1)+e +7.. (143)

Measured rates for these decays range from milliseconds to billions of years, making
their description a daunting test for any nuclear-structure theory. Furthermore, reliable
predictions for the decay rates of experimentally inaccessible neutron-rich systems
are paramount for r-process calculations to yield nuclear abundances consistent with
observations for elements heavier than iron. Considering that most of the latter nuclei
are difficult to calculate from first principles, their g decay rates are commonly calculated
within nuclear models with adjustable parameters, for which uncertainties are more
difficult to estimate or quantify.

At low-order, the weak interaction consists of two contributions I:Iweak = gvép +
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ga OGT with

OF = ZT?,
Ocr =Y o' (144)

* are the isospin rising and lowering operators,

Here, o is the spin (vector) operator, 7
and the sum runs over all nucleons. These contributions induce Fermi and Gamow-Teller
decays, for which the spins of the lepton pair are coupled to zero and one, respectively.
Fermi decays can only couple states with the same spin. Allowed Gamow-Teller decays,
on the other hand, are isospin analogous to magnetic dipole transitions and can couple
states with spin differences up to one.

The similarities between Gamow-Teller and magnetic dipole transitions suggest that
the former can be described within an extension of the effective theory that succeeded
describing the latter (which was reviewed in the previous section). This framework
employs quadrupole operators together with neutron and proton ones, denoted by n
and p, that create and annihilate these fermions in single-particle orbitals with spins
and parities j™ and j,", respectively. The neutron and proton operators fulfill fermionic
anticommutation relations. The theory assumes that the fermions have access to one
single-particle orbital each, and that the decaying odd-odd nuclei of interest can be
modeled as a particle-hole pair on top of an even-even core. For example, 8Br can be
modeled in terms of a neutron, a proton hole, and a 3Kr core. The spins and parities
of the neutron and proton orbitals are inferred from the spectra of adjacent odd-mass
nuclei, such that the ground state of odd-odd nucleus,

I
s s IM) = (n @ ) |0) (145)

possesses the proper spin and and parity.

In light of the fact that the theory’s degrees of freedom are not fundamental, the
Gamow-Teller operator used to describe such decays must be constructed as the most
general rank-one operator capable to change isospin by one unit, and one has

Oar = C3 (1@ 5) "V + Y Ce ((d +d) @ (7 ®ﬁ)“))(l) +o (146)
l

Here the fermion annihilation tensors 7 and p, defined analogous to the quadrupole
annihilation tensor simplify the construction of effective operators with specific
ranks, and the dots denote omitted contributions. The particle-hole annihilation
operation in the Gamow-Teller operator represents different multistep processes. When
the fermion operators represent a neutron and a proton hole, their annihilation
represents the decay of the neutron on top of the core into a proton, which proceeds
to fill the proton hole. However, this operation can also represent the decay of core
neutron, followed by the filling of both the proton hole and the newly created neutron
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hole. The effects of these unresolved processes are captured in the low-energy constants,
which must be fit to data.

While the low-energy constants in the Gamow-Teller operator cannot be calculated
by the effective theory, the power counting for the quadrupole fields established in
section [10] allows one to estimate their relative sizes. According to this counting scheme,
each term in the expansion for the Gamow-Teller operator yields a matrix element of
size N2 where m is the number of quadrupole fields. At the phonon level N, where
the effective theory breaks down, all contributions to the Gamow-Teller operator must
yield similar-sized matrix elements. Combining these statements yield the scaling

Cpp ~ Cge™?, (147)

The decay rate of a Gamow-Teller decay 1/t is related to the reduced nuclear matrix
elements of the Gamow-Teller operator through Fermi’s golden rule

1 f9alMariogl”

148

Here, f is a phase-space factor containing the lepton kinematics, x is the [-decay
constant, and g4 is the axial-vector coupling constant. Leading expressions for the
matrix elements governing decays from I™ = 17 odd-odd nuclei to all zero-, one-, and
two-phonon even-even states differ by simple factors, but depend each on a different low-
energy constant (Coello Pérez et al., [2018). While fitting all these low-energy constants
to data will devoid the theory of its predictive power, it is possible to appraise this
approach to weak processes using data on the decay to the even-even ground state or
transition strengths of charge-exchange reactions to fit the constant Cz. Predictions
for decays to excited states are computed from 68% degree-of-belief intervals of the
distributions for the other low-energy constants.

Figure [1§| shows predictions for Gamow-Teller decays for initial and final states as
indicated. Low-energy constants were extracted from charge exchange reactions (for the
left panel) from decays to the corresponding ground states (right panel). Overall, the
description is consitent with data, albeit within significant uncertainties.

11.2. Two-neutrino double beta and electron capture decays

Second-order weak processes, observed in even-even nuclei for which single weak decays
are energetically forbidden, exhibit the longest half-lives measured to date. The decay
rate 1/t of a double-beta decay is related to its Fermi and Gamow-Teller nuclear matrix

elements through
2

1 v v gV ? v

£ =Gl M, - (%) M| (149

where G? is a phase-space factor containing the lepton kinematics. The Fermi
contribution, which can only couple states in the same isospin multiplet with equal
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Figure 18. Matrix elements for weak decays from 17 odd-odd ground states to low-
lying 0T and 2% even-even states. Data on charge-exchange strengths (left panel) and
decays to even-even ground states (right panels) were used to fit Cz. Figures taken
from arXiv:1708.06140 with permission from the authors, see also (Coello Pérez et al.,
2018)

spins, does not play a role in the description of decays from initial ground states to
low-lying final states, as the excitation energies of isobaric analog states are of the order
of tens of MeV. The Gamow-Teller contribution for decays from the I™ = 0% ground
states of parent nuclei is

(f110cr 1) (110G [is)
M& i = nin &/ (150)
' Zn: VD
In this expression, the sum runs over all I™ = 17 odd-odd states, and the energy

denominators D, s = [E,, — (E; + Ef)/2]/m. have been defined relative to the electron
mass m, (thus making this contribution dimensionless). The factor s = 142462 , accounts
for decays to I™ = 2% states.

The computation of these matrix elements poses a challenge to an effective
theory that cannot describe contributions from odd-odd states above its breakdown
scale. However, the suppression of these contributions by the accompanying energy
denominators suggests an approximation for them in which only the contribution from
the lowest 11 state is considered. Assuming that higher 1T odd-odd states can be
described as multiphonon excitations of the lowest one, the energies denominators
entering higher contributions can be written at leading order as

Dpyiy ~ Diy + Z—M (151)

e
Let us discuss decays between ground states. The numerator of the n-th omitted
contribution involves two matrix elements each with n quadrupole fields, and is then
expected to scale as

(fesl | Ocrl[Lin) (1510t ligs) ~ (fisl|Oarl11]) (1 [0crllig) €™ (152)

The Gamow-Teller matrix elements on the right-hand side of this expression are
computed from two different models with low-energy constants fitted to data on
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the corresponding single [ decays or charge-exchange reaction strengths. From
the approximations and , the contribution omitted by the single-state
approximation to the Gamow-Teller contribution relative to its approximate value
is expected to scale as

2u(1) » le <Me + w
AGT,igs—)fgs ~ ?legsq) (87 1’ : w £

(153)

where ®(z, s,a) is the Lerch transcendent function. The size of the latter, which can be
used as an uncertainty estimate, depends on the energy scales of the models describing
the nuclei involved in the decay.

Coello Pérez et al|(2018) computed expressions for the matrix elements governing
various two-neutrino weak decays. Figure shows matrix elements for two-neutrino
second-order weak decays to ground and second 0 states. These results are in good
agreement with those extracted from observed half-lives within uncertainties estimated
from omitted contributions to the matrix elements, validating the power counting for
the quadrupole fields.
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Figure 19. Matrix elements for two-neutrino second-order weak decays from ground

states of even-even nuclei. The single-state approximation values for the matrix

elements, obtained using data on single beta decays and charge-exchange reaction
strengths, are in good agreement with those extracted from the decays’ half-lives.
Figures adapted from arXiv:1708.06140 with permission from the authors, see also
(Coello Pérez et al.| [2018).

Figure [20| compares theoretical results from the effective theory and other nuclear
structure models for the half-lives of the two-neutrino double electron capture on
124X e (Coello Pérez et al.,2019), and the two-neutrino double beta decay of *°Xe to the
second 07 state in 13Ba (Jokiniemi et al.,[2023)). The first of these predictions is in good
agreement with the value subsequently measured by the XENON collaboration (Aprile
et al [2019). The second one is compared to lower limits established by the KamLAND-
Zen (Asakura et al) 2016) and EXO-200 (Albert et all [2016]) experiments.
bars represent quantified uncertainties for the effective theory predictions and reflect

Error

sensitivity to variation in model parameters for the other models. These results show
the ability of the effective theory to estimate these observables, which can be used as
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a guideline for more involved calculation within more complex frameworks capable of
yielding predictions with higher precision.
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Figure 20. Predicted half-lives for second-order weak decays with emission of
neutrinos. On the left, calculations for the double electron capture on 24Xe are
compared with the half-life extracted from the decay’s observation with the XENON1T
dark-matter detector. Figure taken from arXiv:2205.04158 with permission from the
authors, see also (Aprile et al.,[2022). The results from the effective theory are labeled
as ET. On the right, calculations for the double beta decay of 135Xe to the first excited
07" state in '3°Ba are compared to current experimental limits. Figure taken from
arXiv:2211.03764 with permission from the authors, see also (Jokiniemi et al., 2023]).
Results from the effective field theory are labeled as EFT.

11.83. Neutrinoless double beta decays

Along with the second-order weak decays reviewed in the previous section, large-scale
experiments are currently being conducted in search of an alternative decay mode that
violates lepton conservation. In this hypothetical mode, the neutrinos emitted during the
simultaneous decay of the neutrons are their own antiparticles, i.e. they are Majorana
fermions. This is a lepton-number violating process. If observed, this decay mode would
support theories explaining the matter-antimatter asymmetry in the Universe through
leptogenesis (Fukugita and Yanagidal [1986). It would also give insights into the mass
scale of the neutrino.

Assuming the decay is mediated by the exchange of the light neutrinos we know,
and that the impulse and closure approximations are valid, the neutrinoless double beta
decay half-life can be related to the Gamow-Teller, Fermi and tensor nuclear matrix
elements through

2

2
1 o 4 0 gv 0 0 2
T Glpga | Mariny — | = ) Mg+ My | mps (154)
i f gaA
where GY, 7 1s a leptonic phase-space factor and mygg is the effective neutrino mass mgg.
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The nuclear matrix elements are

2R <f|OAx(Q>|Z>
O = dg-~—————+
z,i—f g2 0 qaq D(Q)

with x € {GT,F, T}. Here, the nuclear radius R was introduced to make these matrix

(155)

element dimensionless. The integrand in the above expression consists of the matrix
element of either the Gamow-Teller, Fermi or tensor operator,

Ocr(a) = jolariher(9)a: - 7T
]
Orla) = Y jolary)he (@)} .
]
OT(Q) - Zj2(q7”z‘j)hT(Q) (303 - 74505 - 745 — 04 - 05) Ti+TJ‘+ ' (156)
]

which act on all neutron pairs of the decaying nucleus, and an energy denominator,
D(q) = q+ E — (E; + E¢)/2, depending on the closure energy E. The spherical Bessel
functions j,, and neutrino potentials h, in the operator depend on the magnitude of the
relative momentum ¢ and the relative position r;; of the two neutrons.

The direct calculation of the neutrinoless double beta decay matrix element within
an effective theory that cannot resolve individual neutrons would require us to fit
unknown constants in the effective operator encoding the effects of neutron pair
interactions to data on a not yet observed decay. An alternative is to take advantage
of the linear relation suggested by multiple models (Menéndez, 2017; Barea et al., 2015;
Rodriguez and Martinez-Pinedo, 2013; [Menéndez et al. [2009) between this matrix
element and that of the double Gamow-Teller operator, shown in figure 21, The
calculation of this matrix element within the effective theory requires one to write the
ground state of the parent even-even nucleus in this framework. A first approximation
to this state considers only the configuration in which the neutron and proton-hole pairs
on top of the core are coupled to zero spin

05) = % (n" 0 ) (" ® 1)@ [0). (157)
While contributions from configurations in which the neutron and proton pairs couple
to non-zero spin are expected to be small, their effects on Gamow-Teller matrix element
might be considerable, as is the case for nuclear magnetic moments (Ueno et al., [1996)).
The matrix element of the effective double Gamow-Teller operator
O — (O 5 VO _ P A R

DGT—< GT®OGT> = Cp,Cp, <(n®p) ® (7 ® p) ) + .., (158)
with Cp, and Cp, low-energy constants fitted to single beta decays from the lowest 17+
state in the intermediate odd-odd nucleus to the initial and final nuclei, respectively,

and dots denoting higher-order terms, can be approximated as

4
M, i ~ (CyC - ' ’ P
DGT,igs— fgs Bi 5f\/3(2jn +1)(2j, + 1) "
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Figure 21. Relation between the neutrinoless double beta decay and double Gamow-
Teller matrix elements. Calculations within the nuclear shell model, energy density
functional theory and interacting boson model support a linear relation between
these matrix elements. Figure taken from arXiv:2108.11805 with permission from
the authors, see also (Brase et al.| 2022).

where j, and j, are the spins of the orbitals in which the neutron and proton-hole
pairs lie. These spins, which must be able to couple to form 17 odd-odd states, are
inferred from the low-lying spectra of adjacent odd-mass nuclei. Omitted contributions
to this matrix element arise from neglected contributions to the double Gamow-Teller
operator including m pairs of quadrupole fields, and m-phonon corrections to the lowest
1" odd-odd state used to fit Cp, and Cjg,. The latter corrections couple to the ground
state of the final nucleus via terms in the Gamow-Teller operator with m quadrupole
fields. According to the power counting for the quadrupole fields, and assuming the
theory breaks at the three-phonon level, yields an omitted contribution to the double
Gamow-Teller matrix element relative to its leading approximation expected to scale as
ADGT,igs—n‘gs ~ Zzl €= % (160)
This expectation for the omitted contribution can be used as an uncertainty
estimate when the neutron and proton spins can be uniquely assigned. For transitions
in which the adjacent odd-mass spectra suggest n; allowed spin combination, the double
Gamow-Teller matrix element is assigned a value of

- . . . 161
n; ]zj: \/3(2jn +1)(2j, + 1) (161)

nHJp

Mpatiy—sfe =

Its associated uncertainty results from merging the omitted contributions for each spin
combination, as shown in figure [22| for the decay of “Zr, for which all spin combinations
1/2 < jn, Jp < 9/2 were considered.
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Figure 22. Normalized double Gamow-Teller matrix element. Omitted contributions
to the matrix elements are used as uncertainty estimates. The matrix element for %6Zr
is the mean value of the matrix elements for the shown combinations. Its associated
uncertainty results from merging the corresponding uncertainties. Figure taken from
arXiv:2108.11805 with permission from the authors, see also (Brase et al.| [2022)).

Based on a linear fit for the relation between neutrinoless double beta decay
and double Gamow-Teller matrix elements, the neutrinoless double beta decay matrix

elements are

Mpar,i —f /qg—n
Ov . 1/6 ylgs S
e =A / e mg . (162)

where A is the nuclear mass number, ¢ is a quenching factor. Values for m and n
yielding the grey band in figure 21| are given by Brase et al.| (2022). The neutrinoless
double beta decay matrix elements computed from double Gamow-Teller ones calculated
within the effective theory using two quenching factors (solid and dashed boxes)
are compared with results from other nuclear structure models in figure 23] It is
interesting to notice that predictions by the effective theory for **Ca, Ge and 82Se
are consistent with those obtained from nuclear shell model (NSM) calculations [values
found in reference (Shimizu et al., 2018)] as well as ab initio calculations using coupled
cluster (CC) (Novario et al) [2021) and in-medium similarity renormalization group
(IMSRG) (Belley et al., 2024} 2021; Yao et al. 2020) methods. Predictions by the
effective theory for the decays of heavier nuclei tend to underestimate values calculated
within the NSM and other phenomenological models.
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Figure 23. Neutrinoless double beta decay matrix elements. Matrix elements
predicted by the effective theory for the decays of *3Ca, "Ge and 32Se are consistent
with those obtained from the nuclear shell model (NSM) calculations as well as ab initio
calculations using coupled-cluster (CC) and in-medium similarity renormalization
group (IMSRG) methods. Predictions for the decays of heavier nuclei underestimate
those made within the NSM and other phenomenological models. Figure taken from
arXiv:2108.11805 with permission from the authors, see also (Brase et all [2022)).

12. Comparison with other models

Many models have been used to describe and understand nuclear collective modes such
as rotations and vibrations, and to connect them with the independent-particle picture
of the nuclear shell model, see, e.g. the textbooks (Bohr and Mottelson), 1975; Rowe|
and Wood, 2010). The recent focus issue (Dudek) presents many developments
that built on the ground-breaking work by Bohr and Mottelson. In this Section, we

relate and contrast the effective theories of this review to some of these models. Finally,
we also point out how the effective theories can be useful in ab initio computations of
collective modes.

One can divide the approaches to nuclear deformation into two sets, namely
those that break rotational symmetry (or use nonlinear realizations of rotational
symmetry) and those that do not. The former are conceptually simple and also tend
to be computationally much less expensive. The approach by the Copenhagen group
(Bohr, |1952; Bohr and Mottelson, (1953} |Nilsson, |1955) was the first in this direction.
The effective theories of deformed nuclei are closely related to these approaches and

highlight their universal properties. The approaches that keep rotational invariance are
computationally and conceptually more complicated. The foundational work by
(1958)) described deformed many-body states within a valence shell of the harmonic
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oscillator exploiting its SU(3) symmetry. Several algebraic models are inspired by this
work and computations of deformed states in the spherical shell model can also be
related to it (Zuker et al., [2015)).

12.1. Unified collective model and geometric models

Bohr| (1952); Bohr and Mottelson (1953) modeled the collective behavior of nuclei in
terms of the surface oscillations of a liquid. This approach uses the five degrees of
freedom associated with quadrupole deformation of the nuclear surface. A decisive
step is the transformation to three Euler angles and two shape parameters, § and
~v. The former measures the degree of axially symmetric deformation while the latter
describes triaxial deformation. This transformation effectively introduces a nonlinear
realization of the rotational symmetry, by using the Euler angles, and adds £ and
~ as vibrational degrees of freedom. In deformed even-even nuclei, this allows one to
describe the ground-state band (with a 0] band head) and neighboring rotational bands
with a 03 state (for the 8 mode) and a 23 state (for the v mode) for the band head,
respectively. The collective Bohr Hamiltonian becomes exactly solvable for certain forms
of the potential energy, see (Fortunato, [2005)) for a compendium. Such exactly solvable
models approximately describe nuclei in various regions of the Segre chart.

The unified collective model addresses collective and single-particle dynamics.
Single-particle aspects are described within the deformed (axially symmetric) [Nilsson
model. This yields the structure of single-particle excitations in the intrinsic (body-fixed
frame). It is understood that suitable superpositions (i.e. rotations) of such states yield
a system with good total angular momentum. The model is invaluable in predicting
the ground-state spins of odd-mass nuclei. These also exhibit rotational bands. Here,
the spin projections K of the band heads are based on the Nilsson orbital occupied by
the odd nucleon. The spin j = K of the odd nucleon is then coupled to the spin I of
the rotor via the “rotation-particle coupling” (Iyj_ +1_j.) (Kerman| |1956]). Deformed
odd-odd nuclei are described by appropriately couple two unpaired nucleons (in the
Nilsson model) to the rotor.

There are several extensions of the unified collective model. These so-called
“oeometric models” all have in common that they describe quantized oscillations and
rotations of a liquid (Faessler et al. [1965; Eisenberg and Greiner, |1970; |Hess et al.,
1980). They describes a wealth of data in deformed nuclei for energy levels and
electromagnetic transitions, see, e.g., references (Eisenberg and Greiner, [1970; Bohr and
Mottelson|, [1975)). We still use its expressions such as “f vibrations” or “y vibrations”
today. Because of the simple underlying model of an oscillating surface, it is straight
forward to introduce other operators (e.g. those for electromagnetic moments and
transitions) within the unified model. Of course, we are also aware of its limitations.
In cadmium isotopes, for instance, a low-resolution description can indeed be based on
S vibrations (Coello Pérez and Papenbrock, [2015a), but a high-resolution description
reveals that the situation is more complex (Garrett and Wood|, 2010; \Gray et al., 2022).
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In general, the Nilsson model is successful and most useful in determining the spins
of rotational band heads in odd-nuclei; however it is more challenging to view (§ and
v excitations in even-even nuclei within this model. Another challenge is posed by
deformed even-even actinides where lowest lying rotational band heads with spin/parity
K7™ =1~ appear at lowest energy close to the ground-state rotational band, i.e. below
the band heads that could be associated with 5 or 7 vibrations. In contrast, the
effective theories can be agnostic regarding the origin of internal degrees of freedom
that determine the spins (and K quantum numbers) of band heads; the only assumption
about them is that they are fast degrees of freedom.

12.2. Interacting boson model and algebraic models

Algebraic models can be traced back to Elliott’s SU(3). [Elliott| (1958)) pointed out
that collective rotational states in the harmonic-oscillator-based shell model have large
overlaps with basis states of irreducible representations of SU(3). In other words, the
SU(3) symmetry of the three-dimensional harmonic oscillator allows one to introduce
basis states that are classified by SU(3) quantum numbers in addition to those of SO(3)
reflecting rotational invariance. Collective rotational states appear to be simple in this
basis, i.e. they are limited to a single or a few irreducible representations. This seems
to suggest that SU(3) could be an approximate symmetry for nuclei when viewed at
low resolution. (It is not a symmetry of the nuclear Hamiltonian at higher resolution,
e.g. within pion-less effective field theory or chiral effective field theory.) Thus, a low-
resolution nuclear Hamiltonian must then be approximately proportional to the SU(3)
Casimir operator Q-Q — 3L - L where Q is the algebraic quadrupole operator and L the
orbital angular momentum. The L - L term naturally yields the rotational band with
energies proportional to L(L 4 1). Thus, the SU(3) symmetry is consistent with the
leading-order Hamiltonian of the emergent symmetry breaking of SO(3), and we
think that this is how the effective theories of this review relate to the SU(3) symmetry
of algebraic models.

The impact of Elliott’s work is that it relates the spherical shell model to nuclear
rotation and deformed states. However, while the coupling of nucleons to good SU(3)
quantum numbers is a solved problem (Hecht, 1965), it can be computationally expensive
for many-nucleon systems. It is in the eye of the beholder to what extent such
correlated states are simple. The algebraic approach has been extended to more general
cases (Rosensteel and Rowe, 1977, 1980) and is also used in ab initio computations
of deformed nuclei (Dytrych et al) 2008). The review (Harvey, [1968)) and the recent
textbooks by [Rowe and Wood| (2010) and [Frank et al|(2019) present many aspects of
this approach.

The interacting boson model (lachello and Arimal, [1987)) describes even-even nuclei
in terms of s and d-wave bosons. Thus, one deals with a total of six boson creation and
six corresponding annihilation operators. While one might associate the former with
pairing and the latter with deformation, this is an algebraic model and no reference to
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any coordinates or momenta needs to be made. It is immediately clear that one has
the right degrees of freedom to capture, e.g., the § and ~ vibrations and the rotations
of the unified collective model. When choosing a basis in Hilbert space the six boson
operators allow one to label basis states in terms of the U(6) symmetry. There are three
different group chains that introduce quantum numbers starting with U(6) and ending
with SO(3), i.e. the symmetry of the strong nuclear force that must be used to label
energy levels. Thus, one can introduce three different bases in Hilbert space where basis
states can be labeled by other quantum numbers besides angular momentum.

The Hamiltonian of the interacting boson model exhibits six parameters. The
parameters can be chosen such that the Hamiltonian is diagonal in one of the three
different basis sets. Interestingly, the spectra (and the electromagnetic transitions) in
some nuclei are well described using such special combinations of parameters. One
then speaks of a “dynamical symmetry.” In general, of course, the interacting boson
model simply provides one with a basis and eigenstates are superpositions of basis
states. We can relate the effective theories of this review to the interacting boson
model. Based on [Elliott!s SU(3) the group chain U(6) D SU(3) D SO(3) is consistent
with the emergent symmetry breaking of SO(3) and describes deformed nuclei. The
group chain U(6) D U(5) D SO(3) contains the U(5) symmetry. The leading-order
Hamiltonian (117)) is invariant under U(5) transformations of the d-boson operators, i.e.
under d,, — d; = >, U,d, with a unitary matrix U. Thus, harmonic vibrations are
consistent with that group chain. Higher-order corrections will break this dynamical
symmetry. In this sense, the dynamical symmetries of the interacting boson model
might be thought of as resolution-scale dependent symmetries. They are absent at high
resolution because they are not symmetries of the strong nuclear force. The appearance
of a higher symmetry than exhibited by the strong nuclear force could be an effect of
low resolution: “From a distance, most things look beautiful.” (Murakami, 2018).

The algebraic models seek insights and simplification by classifying nuclear states
in terms of higher symmetries than what the strong nuclear force exhibits. While
such a classification might be successful at low resolution scales it must break down
at sufficiently high resolution. In any case, they provide one with a basis in Hilbert
space. (Caprio (2011)), for instance employed a basis from an algebraic model to solve the
Bohr Hamiltonian numerically. The mathematically inspired approach of the algebraic
models, invoking a higher symmetry than exhibited by the strong nuclear force, is
in contrast to effective field theories. In the latter approach, nuclear deformation
and superfluidity, for instance, are physical phenomena related to emergent symmetry
breaking, i.e to a breaking of symmetry in low-energy states.

12.3. Shell model

The spherical shell model (Mayer and Jensen, [1955) provides us with basis of Slater
determinants for valence nucleons in a major oscillator shell. By construction the shell
model is efficient to understand single-particle aspects of nuclear structure. Collective
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states can be computed as well; however these are superpositions of a large number of
Slater determinants and thus more complicated. An alternative approach can be based
on [Elliott’s work. Basis states can be chosen according to irreducible representations of
SU(3). A few irreducible representations may suffice to compute rotational bands, and
this makes them conceptually simple. However, the SU(3) basis states are superpositions
of many Slater determinants and this complicates the computation of Hamiltonian
matrix elements for general interactions. The review by (Caurier et al.| (2005) highlights
how single-particle and collective aspects are captured by the spherical shell model, and
some SU(3) aspects are emphasized in reference (Zuker et al., 2015)).

The Monte Carlo shell-model (Shimizu et al., 2012)) employs a huge Hilbert space
of symmetry-breaking Slater determinants, restores their symmetry via projection, and
uses a Monte Carlo method to determine a relatively small basis in Hilbert space. Here
again, symmetry projection is the crucial tool that provides us with an intellectual link
with effective theories, see section [2]

12.4. Mean field computations

Mean-field approaches describe nuclear properties based on self-consistent computations
of a Slater determinants (Bender et al., 2003; |Vretenar et all 2005; Niksi¢ et al.,
2011; [Robledo et al., 2018). For open-shell nuclei the employed product states break
rotational invariance and/or particle-number conservation and symmetry projection
becomes relevant (Sheikh et al., 2021). The surveys (Stoitsov et al., 2003} Delaroche
et al., 2010; Erler et al.,2012; Kortelainen et al.l 2012; Agbemava et al., [2014)) explored
collective properties from deformation and reference (Hinohara and Nazarewicz, [2016))
focused on the pairing rotational tensor associated with superfluidity. A link to
effective theories comes from symmetry projection. Projection after variation introduces
collective coordinates as described in section 2} Euler angles for deformed and gauge
angles for superfluid nuclei. Thus, the effective theories of nuclear deformation and
superfluidity bring to the fore what is universal in the symmetry projection, namely
rotational bands and pairing rotational bands. The success of mean-field approaches
show that many aspects of low-energy nuclear structure can be based on symmetry-
breaking product states and their symmetry restoration. These aspects link them to
effective theories.

We note finally that effective field theories could also be of some use in mean-field
computations. Symmetry projections are problematic for energy functionals (Duguet
and Sadoudi, 2010; Nazarewicz et al. 2014)). Cranking techniques can yield energy
spacings in a rotational band (or pairing rotational band). Using effective theories, on
can relate such spacings to the gain in ground-state energies from symmetry projection.
Similar comments apply to ab initio computations, where these tools have been used.
We present details in the following section.
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12.5. Ab initio computations

The effective theories presented in this review form the lowest rung in a ladder of
increasing resolution that ends with ab initio computations and connects nuclear
phenomena that differ by more than two orders of magnitude in energy and
resolution (Bontems et al.l 2021)).

Ab initio computations of rotational states in nuclei are somewhat impressive
because of the large separation of scales between the ground-state energy and the small
level spacing within a rotational band. In ®Be, for instance, the binding energy is
about 50 MeV while the excitation energy of the 2¥ state is just 3 MeV, and the
ab initio calculations (Wiringa et al., [2013; Dytrych et al., [2013; (Caprio et al., 2013)
reproduced these data. The separation of scale increases with increasing mass, and ab
initio computations have computed accurate binding energies together with rotational
bands in increasingly heavier nuclei (Epelbaum et al., 2012; Frosini et al., 2022; |Hagen
et all 2022)). The advance is rapid, with the most recent computations of odd-mass
nuclei around mass numbers A ~ 20 to 30 (Lin et al [2024} [Sun et al., 2024a) and even-
even nuclei around mass numbers A ~ 70 to 80 (Hu et al.,|2024bla)). These computations
exploit the separation of scales between binding energies and rotational excitations (Sun
et al., 2024b)); they start from symmetry-breaking states and obtain rotational bands
from symmetry projection. Such computations provide us with the microscopic basis of
effective theories as we discussed in section [2

The no-core shell model calculations of odd beryllium nuclei (Caprio et al., 2015}
Maris et al., [2015) include long and short-range physics in a single computation. Then,
the interpretation of computed levels, and their placement into rotational bands, is
based on the known phenomenological patterns. The symmetry-adapted no-core-shell
model (Dytrych et al. 2008) is based on the insight by |Elliott| (1958) that quadrupole
deformation in the spherical shell-model can be captured by exploiting the SU(3)
symmetry of the harmonic oscillator.

Ab initio calculations can yield the low-energy constants that enter the effective
Hamiltonians such as equation @ This would then allow one to use the effective
theory to compute other collective observables, to potentially extend the reach of ab
initio methods, or to check the quality of ab initio computations. The latter is possible
because effective theories of collective phenomena exhibit a power counting that allows
one to estimate uncertainties. Let us for example estimate by how much the energy of
a symmetry-breaking state is lowered by angular-momentum projections. For deformed
nuclei, all that is needed is are the expectation values (F) and (J?) in the symmetry-
broken state. As the low-lying states fulfill equation (4), the expectation values are
related by

(E) = Ey+ a(J?) . (163)

Making assumptions about the rotational constant a, e.g. by estimating the energy scale
Ey — Ey = 6a between the ground state and the 27 state then allows one to estimate
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the energy gain from angular-momentum projection as

(%)
Ey—(E) = —(Ez — EO)T - (164)
Such estimates have been used in reference (Hagen et all 2022).

Similar estimates can be obtained for calculations in a Bogoliubov framework where
particle-number projection is missing. Using the energy expectation value and the
expectation value of the particle number variance, and by estimating the size of the
pairing rotational tensor (Hinoharal [2015; Hinohara and Nazarewicz, |2016; Hinohara,
2018)) then allows one to estimate the energy gain from a particle-number projection.
Examples were presented in the works (Papenbrock, 2022; Tichai et al., [2023).

13. Summary and outlook

We reviewed effective theories for collective excitations in nuclei. These are either based
on emergent symmetry breaking or on purely phenomenological degrees of freedom. The
main insights and results are as follows.

(i) Effective theories based on emergent symmetry breaking

(a) These exploit that most nuclei exhibit deformation and superfluidity, i.e. an
emergent breaking of rotational symmetry and of a phase (gauge) symmetry,
respectively. The corresponding low-energy excitations are Nambu-Goldstone
modes, i.e. rotations and pairing rotations, respectively, are universal.
Similarly, the coupling of these excitations to faster degrees of freedom are
universal or severely constrained by the patterns of the broken symmetries.
Thus, effective theories of these phenomena bring to the fore the essential
common properties of a plethora of nuclear models.

(b) The effective theories for emergent symmetry breaking are based on the well-
known coset approach used for spontaneous symmetry breaking but generalize
it by including the purely time-dependent mode. This is key in finite systems.

(c) Gauge potentials naturally enter when fast degrees of freedom are coupled
to the Nambu-Goldstone modes. This connects deformed nuclei whose band
heads have finite spins to topological phenomena and geometric phases.

(d) Effective theories provide us with estimates for energy gains from symmetry
projection (which are computationally expensive in ab initio computations) and
with model-independent constraints on such computations. They also allow us
to potentially extend the reach of ab initio computations for a description of
universal phenomena.

(ii) Effective theories based on phenomenological degrees of freedom

(a) In the absence of emergent symmetry breaking there are no universal
properties. The effective theories for nuclear vibrations serve as examples.
These exploit that one can identify a breakdown energy, which is separated in
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scale from the low-energy phenomena of interest. This allows one to introduce
a power counting and to estimate or quantify uncertainties, and to turn a
model (e.g. nuclear vibrations based on quadrupole degrees of freedom) into
an effective theory. It opens an avenue to treat other nuclear models this way.

(b) The effective theory approach demonstrated that cadmium nuclei (and others)
can — at low resolution — indeed be viewed as anharmonic vibrators. This
interpretations is, of course, resolution dependent, and a more complicated
picture might emerge at higher resolution.

(c) This approach also allows one to quantify uncertainties for nuclear matrix
elements of weak decays and neutrinoless double beta decay. The results from
effective theories tend to be lower than those of other models and, in *Ca and
"6Ge, are consistent with results from ab initio methods.

For an outlook we mention a few open problems. First, odd-odd nuclei provide us
with a challenging opportunity. On the one hand, the approach of Section could be
applied to these nuclei. On the other hand, the higher level density of band heads would
probably introduce strong inter-band couplings and perhaps also erase the separation
of scales between internal degrees of freedom and rotational modes. Second, extending
electromagnetic transitions to odd-mass nuclei or those with triaxial deformation might
be profitable. Third, halo nuclei with a deformed core pose an interesting challenge.
Here, the low-energy of the halo might be of similar scale as rotational excitations, and
one deals with two low-energy scales. Finally, the effective theories for nuclear vibrations
might be motivations to turn other nuclear models into effective theories.
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