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Background: The density dependence of nuclear symmetry energy is crucial in determining
several properties of finite nuclei to the neutron stars with mass ∼ 1.4 M⊙. The values of neutron
skin thickness, isovector giant dipole resonances energies and various nuclear reaction cross-sections
in asymmetric nuclei have been utilized to determine the slope of symmetry energy (L0) at the
saturation density. Recent PREX-II and CREX measurements of neutron skin thickness in 208Pb
and 48Ca nuclei yield very different values of L0 which overlap marginally within 90% confidence
interval.
Purpose: Our objective is to demonstrate the role of symmetry energy on the sub-barrier fusion
cross-section and the astrophysical S-factor for asymmetric nuclei.
Method: The nucleus–nucleus potentials are generated using the double-folding model (DFM) for
three different nucleon-nucleon interactions. These DFM potentials are used for the calculation of
sub-barrier fusion cross-section and the astrophysical S-factor. The nucleon densities required for
DFM potentials are generated from different families of non-relativistic and relativistic mean-field
models which correspond to a wide range of neutron skin thickness or L0.
Results: We have calculated the sub-barrier fusion cross-section for several asymmetric nuclei
involving O, Ca, Ni, and Sn isotopes. The results are presented for the barrier parameters,
cross-section, and astrophysical S-factor for 54Ca+54Ca and 124Sn+124Sn as a function of neutron
skin thickness.
Conclusions: The cross-section for the neutron-rich nuclei show a strong dependence on the
behavior of symmetry energy or the neutron skin thickness. The increase in skin thickness lowers
the height of the barrier as well as its width which enhances the values of the S-factor by more
than an order of magnitude.

I. INTRODUCTION

The nuclear symmetry energy and its density depen-
dence are instrumental in determining the properties of
systems ranging from asymmetric nuclei to neutron stars
and various other astrophysical phenomena [1, 2]. The
neutron skin thickness in asymmetric nuclei is sensitive to
the slope of symmetry energy (L0) at the saturation den-
sity (ρ0 ∼ 0.16 fm−3) in a more or less model-independent
manner [3–10]. The value of surface symmetry energy
to some extent depends upon L0 that also governs the
deformability of neutron-rich nuclei [11]. The equation
of state for neutron star matter around the saturation
density is predominantly governed by the density depen-
dence of the nuclear symmetry energy. Consequently, the
density content of symmetry energy is crucial in under-
standing a plethora of astrophysical phenomena such as
the gravitational collapse of supernovae [12, 13], neutron
star crust’s thickness and thermal relaxation time in the
neutron stars [14]. The astrophysical observation by Neu-
tron Star Interior Composition Explorer (NICER) [15]
and gravitational events from LIGO-Virgo [16–18] have
triggered many theoretical investigations to constrain the
equation of state of neutron star matter.

The information on radius and tidal deformability de-
rived from the astrophysical observations have been em-

ployed to constrain the slope and curvature parameters
related to the density dependence of the symmetry en-
ergy [19–27]. The conclusions drawn from these stud-
ies are at variance as summarized in Ref. [28]. It is
shown very recently [29] that the correlations of radius
and tidal deformability of neutron stars with symmetry
energy parameters are quite sensitive to the choice of dis-
tributions of these parameters and various other factors.
These correlations almost vanish if the various symme-
try energy parameters are considered to be independent
of each other.

Recently, neutron skin thickness for 208Pb and 48Ca
nuclei have been determined through parity-violating
electron scattering experiments PREX-II [30] and CREX
[31], respectively. The measured values of neutron skin
thickness (∆rnp) are 0.283±0.071 fm for 208Pb and
0.121±0.026(exp)±0.024(model) fm for 48Ca nucleus.
The ∆rnp (

208Pb) leads to L0=106±37MeV for a specific
class of relativistic mean-field energy density functionals
[32]. The values of L0= 76∼165 MeV from ∆rnp (208Pb)
and L0= 0∼51MeV from ∆rnp (

48Ca) have been deduced
by using 207 non-relativistic and relativistic mean-field
models [33]. The combined analysis of PREX-II and
CREX data results in L0=15.3+46.8

−41.5 MeV with 90% of

confidence level which yields ∆rnp (208Pb)= 0.139+0.070
−0.060

fm and ∆rnp (48Ca) = 0.140+0.035
−0.032 fm [34]. Most of
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the mean-filed models that are consistent with nuclear
masses and charge radii throughout the nuclear chart as
well as the available data of dipole polarizabilities do not
simultaneously explain the measured values of ∆rnp for
208Pb and 48Ca nuclei [35].
Several alternative ways to investigate the density de-

pendence of the symmetry energy or the neutron skin
thickness have been proposed. One such proposal is
to measure ∆rnp through the coherent elastic neutrino-
nucleus scattering with a neutrino flux from a nearby
core-collapse supernova in our galaxy [36]. The sensi-
tivity of symmetry energy to nuclear reactions has also
been lately investigated [37–40]. The fusion cross-section
of 48Ca+48Ca near the barrier manifests the dependence
on the symmetry energy slope parameter. The proton-
nucleus scattering is also found to be dependent on the
values of ∆rnp or the L0 [40].
In the present paper, we study the sensitivity of density

dependence of the symmetry energy to the sub-barrier
fusion cross-sections and the resulting astrophysical S-
factor for a few asymmetric nuclei. The density profiles
which are one of the key inputs to the double-folding
model potentials and S-factor calculations are obtained
from several parameterizations of non-relativistic and rel-
ativistic mean-field models corresponding to different val-
ues of neutron skin thickness or L0. Our results are quite
sensitive to the values of neutron skin thickness.

II. METHODOLOGY

Low-energy heavy-ion fusion reactions are governed by
quantum tunneling through the Coulomb barrier formed
by the combination of repulsive Coulomb force and at-
tractive nuclear interaction. From the partial wave anal-
ysis of formal nuclear reaction theory [41] results the fol-
lowing formula of the cross-section for two nuclei under-
going nuclear reaction

σ(E) =
π

k2

∞
∑

l=0

(2l + 1)Tl(E) (1)

where, k =
√
2µE
~

, µ being the reduced mass of the
interacting nuclei and the transmission coefficient Tl(E)
for lth partial wave is given by

Tl(E) = exp(−
2

~

∫ r2

r1

√

2µ[Veff (r) − E]dr) (2)

within WKB approximation, where r1 and r2 are classi-
cal turning points, E is the energy in the centre of mass
frame and Veff (r) is the effective barrier potential ex-
pressed as

Veff (r) = Vn(r) + Vc(r) +
l(l + 1)~2

2µr2
(3)

The three terms in the above equation account for the
potential energy arising out of nuclear, coulomb and cen-
trifugal force, respectively.

There are several ways to estimate the nuclear poten-
tial Vn(r). One standard method is to fold a nucleon-
nucleon interaction with the nucleonic density distribu-
tion of projectile and target [42]. In our calculations,
the double-folding model (DFM) is used to generate the
nucleus–nucleus potential which reads as,

Vn(r) =

∫ ∫

VNN (|R− rt + rp|)ρp(rp)ρt(rt)drpdrt (4)

here rp and rt are the radius vectors of two interacting
points of the target and projectile nuclei, respectively; R
denotes the vector joining their centers of mass; ρp(rp)
and ρt(rt) stand for the target and projectile nuclear
matter densities [43–46]. DFM potentials are calculated
using the code for the double-folding interaction poten-
tial of two spherical nuclei (DFMSPH22) [43, 44] em-
ploying M3Y-Paris parameterizations with (DDM3Y1)
and without density dependence of the exchange part
of the NN-forces, VNN . São Paulo Potential version 2
(SPP2) [45, 46] computer code is also used for the com-
parison. The nucleonic densities entering DFM are gener-
ated from Skyrme-Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov models [47–
49] and various RMF models [50–52] corresponding to
different values of L0. These DFM potentials are used in
a special version of single-channel CCFULL code [53, 54]
to calculate fusion cross-section (σ(E)).
The cross-section given by Eq. 1 decreases exponen-

tially at deep sub-barrier energies of astrophysical rele-
vance due to the larger barrier height and width encoun-
tered. The expression of the cross-section can be decom-
posed into the term that depends strongly on energy and
another one that varies weakly with energy as,

σ(E) = E−1exp(−2πη)S(E) (5)

S(E), called the astrophysical S-factor, varies slowly with
energy and it includes various nuclear structure effects.
Here, E is the center of mass energy of the reactants,

η = Z1Z2e
2

~ν
is the Sommmerfeld parameter and ν =

√

2E
µ

denotes the relative velocity of the reactants at large sep-
arations.

III. SUB-BARRIER FUSION CROSS-SECTION

AND ASTROPHYSICAL S-FACTOR

The density dependence of the symmetry energy signif-
icantly influences the neutron-skin thickness in asymmet-
ric nuclei which is not very well determined to date. We
have studied the dependence of cross-section for the sub-
barrier fusion of asymmetric nuclei on the neutron-skin
thickness. One of the important inputs to such calcu-
lations is the distributions of nucleons inside the nuclei
which are employed to construct DFM potentials using
suitable nucleon-nucleon interactions. The density pro-
files of the protons and neutrons for a given nucleus are
obtained using non-relativistic and relativistic mean-field
models.
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TABLE I. The energy per nucleon ǫ0, incompressibility co-
efficient K0, effective nucleon mass m∗

0, symmetry energy co-
efficient J0, slope L0 and curvature Ksym,0 of the symmetry
energy, evaluated for the nuclear matter at the saturation
density ρ0 using the SLy4 and SkO effective interactions [55,
56]. The values of ρ0 are in fm−3, m* are in the units of the
bare mass of nucleon, and the remaining parameters are in
MeV.

Model ρ0 ǫ0 K0 m∗
0 J0 L0 Ksym,0

SLy4 0.16 -15.97 521.53 0.69 229.91 45.94 -119.73
SkO 0.16 -15.84 131.13 0.90 223.34 79.14 -43.17
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FIG. 1. Radial density distributions for neutrons(n) and
protons(p) for several nuclei, obtained from SLy4 and SkO
Skyrme effective interactions.

We have used non-relativistic mean-field models de-
rived from the Skyrme type effective interactions [47, 48].
Two different variants of relativistic mean-field models
employed are: (i) includes contributions from the non-
linear self- and mixed-interactions of the mesons with
constant coupling strengths [50, 51] and (ii) the non-
linearity of mesons fields are incorporated through the
density-dependent coupling constants [52]. The double-
folding model potentials are obtained using the density
distributions of nucleons in the nucleus from the mean-
field model together with the M3Y-Paris potential with-
out (PDD0) and with (PDD1) density dependence as well
as São Paulo potential (SPP2), as briefly outlined in the
previous section.
We first present our results in detail for SLy4 and SkO

Skyrme effective interactions [55, 56] which mainly differ
in the behavior of the symmetry energy. In Table I, we
list the various properties that characterize the uniform
nuclear matter at the saturation density. The energy
per nucleon ǫ0, incompressibility co-efficient K0, and ef-
fective nucleon mass m∗

0 describe the symmetric nuclear
matter, whereas, the density dependence of the symme-
try energy is described by symmetry energy co-efficient
J0, slope L0, and curvature Ksym,0. The values of L0

and Ksym,0 are significantly different for the Skyrme ef-
fective interactions considered. In Table II, we present
the Skyrme Hartree-Fock results for a few nuclei of our
interest. Both the Skyrme effective interactions consid-
ered yield very similar values for the protons rms radii,
but, a different value for neutron skin thickness ∆rnp
= rn-rp with rn and rp being the rms radii for neutron
and proton, respectively, obtained from the point density
distributions. The values of ∆rnp are larger for SkO in-
teraction due to the larger value of L0 [7]. The difference
between neutron skin thickness from SkO and SLy4 in-
teractions is also listed in the last column. The choice of
SkO and SLy4 Skyrme interactions will enable us to ex-
amine the dependence of sub-barrier fusion cross-section
on ∆rnp or L0.

TABLE II. The values of binding energy per nucleon (BE/A),
rms radius for proton (rp), and neutron skin thickness (∆rnp)
obtained for SLy4 and SkO Skyrme effective interactions. The
BE/A is in MeV whereas rp, ∆rnp, and the difference ∆rdiffnp

= ∆rnp(SkO)-∆rnp(SLy4) are in the units of fm.

Nucleus SLy4 SkO ∆rdiffnp

BE/A rp ∆rnp BE/A rp ∆rnp
16O 8.029 2.702 -0.023 7.406 2.694 -0.021 0.002
24O 7.208 2.762 0.479 6.950 2.760 0.628 0.149
40Ca 8.606 3.419 -0.047 8.397 3.401 -0.041 0.006
54Ca 8.311 3.534 0.350 8.267 3.509 0.466 0.116
60Ca 7.750 3.615 0.483 7.818 3.584 0.632 0.149
78Ni 8.253 3.925 0.310 8.254 3.929 0.451 0.141
124Sn 8.472 4.626 0.180 8.471 4.614 0.226 0.046
132Sn 8.358 4.670 0.222 8.320 4.670 0.320 0.098

In Fig. 1, we display the radial variation of density for
several nuclei. The SkO Skyrme interaction yields neu-
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tron densities quite different in the tail region than those
for the SLy4 interaction. The behavior of the sub-barrier
fusion cross-sections is sensitive to these differences in
the density profiles which may be more pronounced in
the case of highly asymmetric nuclei.
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FIG. 2. Potentials obtained by folding the density profiles
of Fig. 1 with the different nucleon-nucleon interactions as a
function of the distance between the center of masses of two
nuclei. The curves level as PDD0, PDD1, and SPP2 corre-
spond to the folding potentials M3Y-Paris without density
dependence, M3Y-Paris with density dependence, and São
Paulo potential version 2, respectively.

In Fig. 2, we show the DFM potentials as a function of
the distance of the center of masses of two nuclei. These
potentials are obtained by folding the nuclear densities
with the PDD0, PDD1, and SPP2 nucleon-nucleon inter-
actions [43–46]. The qualitative behavior for all the DFM
potentials is similar. The maximum barrier heights and
the widths at a given energy are larger for SPP2 followed
by PDD0 and PDD1 potentials. The SkO interaction as-
sociated with larger skin thickness yields smaller barrier
heights and widths.

TABLE III. The maximum barrier height (VB) and width
(W) obtained by DFM potentials M3Y-Paris without den-
sity dependence (PDD0), M3Y-Paris with density dependence
(PDD1), and São Paulo potential version 2 (SPP2) [43–46] to-
gether with the density profiles from SLy4 and SkO Skyrme
effective interactions. The width of the barrier for a given
nucleus is calculated at the same energy corresponding to the
0.7 times barrier height for the SLy4 interaction. The values
of VB are in MeV whereas W and neutron skin thickness ∆rnp

are in fm.
Nucleus Pot. SLy4 SkO

VB W ∆rnp VB W ∆rnp
24O PDD0 8.293 7.375 0.479 8.041 7.080 0.628

PDD1 8.152 7.204 0.479 7.894 6.876 0.628
SPP2 8.484 7.638 0.479 8.234 7.372 0.628

54Ca PDD0 47.115 7.915 0.350 46.539 7.786 0.466
PDD1 46.514 7.806 0.350 45.914 7.661 0.466
SPP2 47.997 8.165 0.350 47.425 8.049 0.466

60Ca PDD0 44.461 8.409 0.483 43.556 8.197 0.632
PDD1 43.852 8.274 0.483 42.910 8.033 0.632
SPP2 45.337 8.679 0.483 44.451 8.492 0.632

78Ni PDD0 87.467 8.158 0.310 84.605 7.873 0.451
PDD1 86.613 8.104 0.310 83.582 7.771 0.451
SPP2 88.862 8.389 0.310 86.139 8.142 0.451

124Sn PDD0 256.846 8.851 0.180 255.928 8.822 0.226
PDD1 254.974 8.881 0.180 253.994 8.850 0.226
SPP2 260.463 9.087 0.180 259.623 9.063 0.226

132Sn PDD0 252.675 8.905 0.222 248.349 8.753 0.320
PDD1 250.950 8.940 0.222 246.314 8.758 0.320
SPP2 256.108 9.134 0.222 252.027 9.003 0.320

In Table III, we list the values of maximum barrier
height, width at a fixed energy, and neutron skin thick-
ness for all the asymmetric nuclei considered. The results
are presented for both the Skyrme effective interactions
and with all the three DFM potentials. The effects of
neutron skin thickness on various barrier parameters are
evident. These effects become stronger with increasing
proton numbers. For instance, the maximum change in
the barrier parameters with the change in the skin thick-
ness from SLy4 to SkO Skyrme interaction is seen for
132Sn, though, it is less asymmetric than the 60Ca. The
reductions in height is about 4 MeV and in the width is
about 0.15 fm with the increase in neutron skin thickness
by 0.1 fm for the case of 132Sn. Whereas, for 60Ca the
reduction in barrier height is 1 MeV and the width is
0.1 fm with an increase in neutron skin thickness by 0.15
fm. The area of the barrier is determined by its height
and width that governs the values of cross-section expo-
nentially. Thus, small changes in the barrier parameters
could significantly affect the cross-section and astrophys-
ical S-factor.

Before embarking on our results for the fusion of
asymmetric systems, we present the variation of cross-
sections (σf ) as a function of energy in the center of
mass frame for the symmetric systems such as 16O+16O
and 40Ca+40Ca in Fig. 3. We have also shown the
corresponding experimental data [57–62] for comparison.
From a close inspection of the figure, it is found that
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FIG. 3. Cross-sections for the sub-barrier fusion of symmetric
systems 16O+16O and 40Ca+40Ca as a function of energy in
the center of mass frame (Ecm) calculated for different DFM
potentials and density profiles. The experimental data are
taken from Refs. [57–62].

SPP2 underestimates the cross-sections and hereafter we
will consider the results only for PDD0 and PDD1 po-
tentials. In Fig. 4, we show the values of sub-barrier
fusion cross-sections for asymmetric systems, 24O+24O,
54Ca+54Ca, 60Ca+60Ca, 78Ni+78Ni, 124Sn+124Sn, and
132Sn+132Sn. Unlike the case of symmetric nuclei, the
degeneracy in the cross-section obtained by using SLy4
and SkO effective interactions disappears. The SkO in-
teraction which yields larger skin thickness leads to a
larger cross-section due to the reduction in barrier height
and width. The cross-section for 24O+24O is enhanced
by three to four times due to increase in skin thickness by
0.15 fm for SkO in comparison with those of SLy4 inter-
action (see the last column of Table II). For 132Sn+132Sn
case, the cross-section enhances by two to three orders of
magnitude due to increase in neutron skin thickness by
0.10 fm. These trends may be indicative of the fact that
the Coulomb potentials for the nuclei with larger pro-
ton numbers are more sensitive to the change in nuclear
size or the neutron skin thickness, since, proton radii are
more or less fixed.

We calculate the astrophysical S-factor, which is di-
rectly related to the cross-section (Eq. 5), for the fusion
of various asymmetric nuclei considered. In Fig. 5, we
plot the ratio of the S-factor obtained for the SkO inter-
action to those for the SLy4 interaction. These results
are obtained with PDD0 and PDD1 folding potentials.
For the cases of 24O+24O, 60Ca+60Ca and 78Ni+78Ni
the increase in neutron skin thickness for SkO with re-
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FIG. 4. Same as Fig. 3, but for several asymmetric systems
where the cross-sections are obtained with M3Y-Paris with-
out density-dependent (PDD0), and with density-dependent
(PDD1) potentials.

spect to the SLy4 force is ∼0.15 fm. The rapid increase
in the values of the S-factor in these nuclei for SkO force
clearly suggests its sensitivity to the neutron skin thick-
ness, which grows stronger with the increase in proton
number. The S-factor increases by one order of magni-
tude for 54Ca+54Ca with the increase in skin thickness by
0.1 fm and a similar increase is observed for 124Sn+124Sn
with the increase in skin thickness only by 0.05 fm (see
the Table II).
We also calculate the cross-section and S-factor by

varying the neutron skin thickness for 54Ca+54Ca and
124Sn+124Sn, which might be within the experimental
reach. We fix the proton distribution to the ones ob-
tained for SLy4 interaction and the distribution of neu-
trons is obtained by several Skyrme and different variants
of relativistic mean-field models. The different Skyrme
models used are SLy4 [55], SLy5 [55], SLy6 [55], SLy7
[55], SkO [56], SIII [63], SkM [64], SkP [65], S255 [66],
SkI3 [67], HFB9 [68] and RMF models are NL3 [50],
NL3* [69], FSU-Gold [51], FSU-Garnet [70], DD-PC1
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FIG. 5. Ratio of S-factor obtained by using nucleonic den-
sity distribution for the SkO to the Sly4 Skyrme forces with
different DFM potentials as indicated in the figure.

[71], DD-PCX [72], DD-ME2[52], DD-MEa to DD-MEe
[73]. This will give a crude idea about the sensitivity of
the cross-section on the neutron skin thickness and the
model dependence. However, the more rigorous calcula-
tion by fixing the proton radii within the various model
need to be considered. We display in Fig. 6 the bar-
rier heights and widths at a fixed energy. The widths
of the barrier for a given nucleus are calculated at an
energy equal to 0.7 times the maximum height of the
barrier for SLy4 interaction. These barrier parameters
are plotted in Fig. 6 for several Skyrme and relativistic
mean-field models with PDD1 interaction as a function
of neutron skin thickness. To guide our eyes we have
connected the data with a straight line for Skyrme and
relativistic mean-field models, separately. The variation
of barrier parameters with the neutron skin for both the
Skyrme and RMF models have similar trends but, the
RMF models tend to yield smaller values. The overall
decrease in the height, as well as the width of the barrier
on increasing neutron skin thickness, is evident from the
figure for both 54Ca+54Ca and 124Sn+124Sn. The influ-
ence of such variation of barrier parameters should also
be reflected by the astrophysical S-factor for the consid-
ered nuclei. Fig. 7 elucidates the clear dependency of
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FIG. 6. Values of maximum barrier height and the width
as a function of neutron skin thickness ∆r̃np for different
Skyrme effective interactions (red circles) and relativistic
models (black squares). The values of ∆r̃np are calculated
with respect to the proton radii obtained for SLy4 effective in-
teraction. The width of the barrier is calculated at 32.56 MeV
for 54Ca+54Ca and at 178.48 MeV for 124Sn+124Sn which cor-
responds to 0.7 times the barrier height for the SLy4 effective
interaction. All the red circles and black squares are con-
nected separately to guide the eyes.
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FIG. 7. Similar to Fig. 6, but, for the S-factor ratio for
a given model with respect to the S-factor obtained for the
SLy4.

the S-factor on the neutron skin thickness. The S-factor
readily changes by an order of magnitude for 54Ca and
about two orders of magnitude for 124Sn with an increase
in neutron skin thickness. A few points which are quite
off from the trend are also found to have a larger devia-
tion in binding energy in comparison to the other models.

IV. CONCLUSION

We have performed the calculations of the cross-section
for the sub-barrier fusion and astrophysical S-factor for
several asymmetric nuclei. The double-folding model po-
tentials required to compute cross-sections are obtained
by folding nucleon-nucleon interactions with the density
profiles for nucleons inside the nucleus obtained from
mean-field models. The different nucleon-nucleon in-
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teractions considered are M3Y-Paris with and without
density dependence and São Paulo potential version 2.
The mean-filed models employed are based on the non-
relativistic Skyrme-type effective interactions and differ-
ent variants of relativistic effective Lagrangian associ-
ated with a wide range of the symmetry energy slope
parameter or the neutron skin thickness. The barrier
parameters such as its height and width decrease with
an increase in neutron skin thickness which leads to the
enhancement of cross-section and astrophysical S-factor
up to one or two orders of magnitude. The sensitivity
of the cross-section or the S-factor to the neutron skin
thickness grows stronger with the increase in the proton
number. The precise measurement of sub-barrier fusion
cross-section or astrophysical S-factor in asymmetric nu-
clei may provide an alternative probe to determine the

neutron skin thickness or the slope parameter of the sym-
metry energy.
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[72] E. Yüksel, T. Marketin, and N. Paar, Phys. Rev. C 99,
034318 (2019).
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