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Abstract –In this theoretical study, we have derived a simplified analytical expression for the
binding energy per nucleon as a function of density and isospin asymmetry within the relativistic
mean-field model. We have generated a new parameterization for the density-dependent DD-ME2
parameter set using the Relativistic-Hartree-Bogoliubov approach. Moreover, this work attempts
to revisit the prior polynomial fitting in [Phy. Rev. C 103, 024305 (2021)] for the non-linear
NL3 force parameter to provide a simplified set of equations for the energy density functional
which is used for calculating the surface properties of finite nuclei. The current study improves
the existing fitting procedure by effectively proposing a simpler model that provides comparably
precise results while lowering the computational expense. To study the surface properties of finite
nuclei with these parameterizations, we have adopted the coherent density fluctuation model,
which effectively translates the quantities of nuclear matter from momentum space to coordinate
space at local density. The isospin properties, such as symmetry energy and its surface and volume
components, slope parameter, finite nuclear incompressibility, and surface incompressibility for
even-even nuclei, are calculated for different mass regions. Moreover, we have studied the effect of
density, weight function, and choice of relativistic force parameters on the surface properties. The
consequence of this work will help to determine the properties of nuclei along the nuclear landscape
and can facilitate an improved understanding of the island of stability, heavy-ion collision, and
nucleosynthesis, among others.

Introduction. – The theoretical determination of in-
finite nuclear matter and finite nuclear properties has been
at the forefront of research in nuclear spectroscopy and
nuclear physics of intermediate energies [1, 2]. This pre-
supposes a direct link between the density-dependent nu-
clear symmetry energy (NSE) and the isospin asymme-
try for finite and infinite nuclear systems. In particu-
lar, the relevance of the NSE as a fundamental quantity
stretches from the ground state structure of exotic nuclei
to the physics of astrophysical systems such as neutron
stars [3, 4]. Moreover, recent advances in the production
of exotic beams [5, 6] have helped to understand the nu-
clear asymmetry of stable nuclei. Usually, an increase in
the neutron-proton asymmetry marks the corresponding
increase in the nuclear energy, leading to a variation in
the density-dependent NSE and, thus, opening the avenue
to extrapolate to the limit of neutron matter and evaluate
the neutron star properties. In this vein, changes in the
nuclear structure can influence the reaction dynamics of

a system [7]. Despite these variations, the constraints on
NSE and other quantities of nuclear matter [8, 9] should
not be compromised. This challenge could be addressed
by a workable approach that can be employed from sub-
saturation to supra-saturation densities.

When discussing the finite nucleus, most nuclear models
properly fit in and/or near the β− stable region and are
extrapolated to exotic regions of the nuclear landscape.
In general, traditional observables such as binding energy,
separation energy, and related quantities are not particu-
larly suitable parameters to precisely justify the existence
of magicity or shell and/or sub-shell closure near the drip
line region due to high isospin asymmetry [10,11]. To ex-
plain these nuclei, we need a particular observable that is
connected to the n− p asymmetry, that is, the symmetry
energy and its coefficients. Thus, we require the inclu-
sion of such properties in the study of finite nuclei. How-
ever, it is not easy to translate the infinite nuclear matter
quantities to their corresponding finite nuclear quantities
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at local density. To tackle this problem, we need an ap-
proximated formalism to translate nuclear matter quanti-
ties from momentum space to coordinate space. Among
several existing approaches [12–14], the Brüeckner energy
density functional (Brückner-EDF) [15,16] within the co-
herent density fluctuation model (CDFM) [17–20] is no-
table for its successful treatment of surface properties by
precisely translating the quantities from momentum space
to coordinate space.

The CDFM approach has a wide range of applications in
the structural study of finite nuclei near and far from the
drip line, providing theoretical support for experimental
data and even predicting new shell and sub-shell closures,
providing a viable region of interest for experimental facil-
ities [17,18,20]. Recently, the CDFM formalism has been
successfully applied in calculating the incompressibility of
finite nuclei using the giant monopole resonance (GMR)
compression modes in nuclei [21]. It should be noted that
most of the recent studies on CDFM involved the use of
non-relativistic Brückner’s prescription [20, 22]. Recently,
relativistic inputs were employed within the CDFM for-
malism through the conventional Brückner’s prescription
[17, 18]. However, the Brückner’s prescription is usually
outfaced with the Coester-Band problem [23,24] (failure to
reproduce the precise binding energy per nucleon B.E./A
and empirical saturation density ρ0), leading to inaccu-
rate predictions of kinks in the symmetry energy which
is used to signify the possible existence of shell closure.
This Coester-band problem in heavy systems such as in
the Pb− isotopic chain is critically studied in Ref. [25].
Therefore, one of our collaborators has recently proposed
a relativistic energy density functional (relativistic-EDF)
[26] based on the effective field theory motivated relativis-
tic mean-field model. Interestingly, the relativistic-EDF
framework has proved to be a formidable tool to confirm
the presence of shell closures at the well-known neutron
magic number N = 126 and predicted notable kinks at
N = 172 and 184 [25] while being adept for astrophysical
applications, for example, neutron star systems [27].

The relativistic-EDF in Ref. [26], used to parameter-
ize with 24 ad-hoc parameters, however, yields marginally
overestimated results in the case of finite nuclei. The
work uses polynomial fitting to minimize the error while
simultaneously linearly increasing the number of terms.
In the present work, we revisit the previous fitting pro-
cedure [26] to present a new parameterization by adopt-
ing statistical techniques, especially principal component
analysis (PCA) [28, 29]. We generate a new fitting pa-
rameter at local density using the Relativistic-Hartree-
Bogoliubov (RHB) approach for the density-dependent
DD-ME2 parameter set. It is noted that the DD-ME2
parameter set successfully provides a quantitative descrip-
tion of the properties of finite nuclei and infinite nuclear
matter for a wide range of densities [9]. However, the
use of density-dependent parameters is computationally
more challenging, especially in the calculation of a ran-
dom phase approximation as compared to the non-linear

parametrizations [30, 31]. It is also imperative that the
nuclear matter quantities agree with their respective con-
straint range [9, 32, 33]. In the present analysis, we have
considered known even − even nuclei, namely 16O, 40Ca,
48Ca, 56Ni, 90Zr, 116Sn, and 208Pb nuclei, to examine the
surface properties at local density. These nuclei provide an
opportunity to examine the n− p asymmetry and confirm
their influence on the properties of nuclei lying close to
the β-stability line. This work has the potential to foster
various studies that demand an accurate determination of
the symmetry energy and its coefficients for the drip-line
region of the nuclear chart and also the physics of neutron
stars, the nucleosynthesis process, heavy-ion collision, and
the island of stability of exotic nuclei.

Theoretical Formalism. – The relativistic mean-
field (RMF) formalism constitutes a microscopic approach
to solving the many-body problem through the interact-
ing meson fields. The RMF formalism is widely used in
studying finite nuclei and infinite nuclear matter, includ-
ing neutron star systems. It can be classified as the rel-
ativistic interpretation of Hartree-Fock Bogoliubov’s the-
ory based on the medium effect. In-depth details of the
RMF formalisms and their parameterization are given in
Refs. [30, 31, 34, 35]. A characteristic RMF Lagrangian
density established subsequently with several changes to
the original Walecka Lagrangian has the form (see Refs.
[17, 18,30,31,34,35]):

L = ψ{iγµ∂µ −M}ψ +
1

2
∂µσ∂µσ

−1

2
m2

σσ
2 − 1

3
g2σ

3 − 1

4
g3σ

4 − gsψψσ

−1

4
ΩµνΩµν +

1

2
m2

wω
µωµ − gwψγ

µψωµ

−1

4
B⃗µν .B⃗µν +

1

2
m2

ρρ⃗
µ.ρ⃗µ − gρψγ

µτ⃗ψ · ρ⃗µ

−1

4
FµνFµν − eψγµ

(1− τ3)

2
ψAµ. (1)

with vector field tensors Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ, Ωµν =

Ωµν∂µων − ∂νωµ and B⃗µν = ∂µρ⃗ν − ∂ν ρ⃗µ. The term gσ,
gρ and gω in Eq. (1) refers to the coupling constant of σ,
ρ and ω meson respectively. From the above Lagrangian,
one can acquire the field equations for the nucleons and
the mesons by expanding the upper and lower compo-
nents of the Dirac spinors and the boson fields [30,31,34].
The RMF formalism permits the density dependence of
the meson-nucleon coupling, as described in Refs. [36].
This coupling is parameterized in the phenomenological
approach to the nucleon fields as:

gi(ρ) = gi(ρsat)fi(x)|i=σ,ω, (2)

where

fi(x) = ai
1 + bi(x+ di)

2

1 + ci(x+ di)2
, (3)
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and

gρ = gρ(ρsat)e
aρ(x−1). (4)

A detailed description of relativistic Hartree-Fock Bogoli-
ubov formalism, including its solutions, is given in Refs.
[17, 31, 36]. In the present work, two different pairing ap-
proaches are taken into account to examine the effect of
pairing and model dependencies on the quantities of nu-
clear matter at local density. The constant-gap BCS tech-
nique with NL3 and the Bogoliubov transformation with
the DD-ME2 parameter are considered while accounting
for pairing correlations to characterize the nuclear bulk
properties of open-shell nuclei. A more detailed review of
relativistic parameterization and formalism can be found
in Refs. [17, 30,31,34,35].

Relativistic energy density parameterization at local
density. The recent work [26], which dealt with the
polynomial fitting of binding energy per nucleon mainly
focused on lowering the mean deviation of the fitted nu-
clear matter data with respect to the calculated values.
This results in a linearly increasing number of terms of
both ai and bi as depicted in Eq. (6) of Ref. [26]. In
the present work, we employ the PCA [28, 29, 37, 38] to
have non-linear parametrization while using fewer predic-
tors, which drastically improves the calculation speed and
provides comparably precise results. PCA is a type of
unsupervised learning technique that analyzes how a set
of variables are related to each other using the correlation
matrix. It is also called a general factor analysis, where re-
gression finds the best-fitting line. It is the most common
tool for exploratory data analysis and machine learning for
predictive models. The main aim of PCA is to discover
a new set of variables that are smaller than the original
set of variables but contain most of the information in the
sample and are useful for the regression and classification
of data. More details regarding the utilization and imple-
mentation of PCA can be found in Ref. [28, 29,37].

It is interesting to note that the physics models typi-
cally have a low variance and higher bias, while the arti-
ficially derived models typically have a high variance and
a low bias [39]. When dealing with parameter minimiza-
tion, it is recommended to follow the principle of Occam’s
razor [40,41], which states that for given two models with
the same generalized error, one should choose the simpler
model over the complex counterpart. The performance of
the modelling algorithm degrades with an increase in the
number of predictors. This is also called the ‘Curse of Di-
mensionality’ [42]. An overly complex model increases the
difficulty of dealing with experimental data, as it places an
additional demand for measuring predictors, which wastes
resources and could result in undetected errors in the re-
sults. Moreover, a model involving fewer terms can be
easily reproducible, while a complex model may require a
large amount of calibration and specific software to esti-
mate the model effectively. Thus, one can generate over-
all lower prediction error models by carefully incorporat-

ing physics-based constraints into artificial models or vice-
versa.

In this study, following the PCA detailed in Refs.
[29,37,38], we use correlation matrices and correlation co-
efficients, to find the interdependence of ad-hoc terms and
minimize the fitting expression of the EDF. For studying
the deviation of the minimized fitting expression, we adopt
the Levenberg-Marquardt iteration algorithm as detailed
in Ref. [43,44]. However, considering the nucleus as a col-
lection of tiny spherical pieces described by a local density
functional ρ0(x) = 3A/4πx3, the expression for the fitted
EDF for NL3 and DD-ME2 force parameter sets within
the RMF formalism is stated as:

ε(ρ) =Ckρ
2/3
0 (x) + b1ρ0(x) + b2ρ

5/3
0 (x) + b3ρ

8/3
0 (x)

+ b4ρ
10/3
0 (x) + b5ρ

4
0(x)

+ α2
(
a1ρ

2/3
0 (x) + a2ρ

7/3
0 (x) + a3ρ

8/3
0 (x)

)
. (5)

Here, the first entity Ck implies kinetic energy term from
the Thomas-Fermi approximation [15, 16, 45] having unit

MeVfm−1 with Ck = 37.53[(1 + α)
5
3 + (1 − α)

5
3 ] and α

refer to the neutron-proton asymmetry. The coefficients
bi correspond to the potential energy terms of the fitting
equation, where i varies from 1 to 5. These terms de-
scribe the interaction between nucleons mediated by me-
son fields, such as the scalar σ−, the vector ω−, and the
isovector ρ− mesons. They also include the non-linear
terms that simulate the three-body effects in the nuclear
potential. These terms have different powers of the nu-
clear density, ranging from 1 to 4, and they determine the
shape of the energy density curve as a function of nuclear
density (Fig. 1). Furthermore, the coefficients ai corre-
spond to the symmetry energy part of the potential energy
in the fitting equation, where i varies from 1 to 3. These ai
terms describe the dependence of E/A on α, which mea-
sures the deviation from symmetric nuclear matter (α =
0) to pure neutron matter (α = 1). Furthermore ai terms
have different powers of the nuclear density, ranging from
2/3 to 8/3, and are crucial in determining the magnitude
and slope of the symmetry energy.

The fitting procedure took 12 iterations for NL3 and
13 iterations for the DD-ME2 parameter set. The root-
mean-square deviation (RMSD) is calculated using the for-

mula RMSD =

√
1

N

∑N
i=1[(E/A)i,F itted − (E/A)i,RMF ].

In this eight-term fitting work, the RMSD for the bind-
ing energy is 0.07704 MeV for DD-ME2 and 0.19146 MeV
for the NL3 parameter set, providing the best fit. In the
present work, individually fitting the energy density func-
tional of DD-ME2 and NL3 parameter sets is compara-
tively less resource extensive. This implies that finding an
appropriate fitting procedure that can simultaneously de-
fine both parameter sets turns out to be time-consuming
and resource-intensive. This is due to the difference in
the curvature of the graph corresponding to these param-
eter sets for different neutron-proton asymmetry. To find
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Fig. 1: The nuclear matter E/A as a function of total num-
ber density (ρn+ρp) of DD-ME2 and NL3 parameter sets for

different asymmetry α =
ρn − ρp
ρn + ρp

based on new 8 term fitting.

the optimal fitting procedure, we use a correlation matrix
with correlation coefficients that describe the one-to-one
relationship between the various predictors. We simulta-
neously reduce the strongly correlated parameters while
adding newer terms that can effectively describe the nu-
clear matter properties. In every subsequent step, we per-
formed the calculations and minimized the RMSD. We
found that eight terms yield the highest accuracy and re-
produce reliable results for various properties of nuclear
matter.

Table 1: The coefficients obtained from the optimal 8-term
fitting procedure for the nuclear binding energy per particle
E/A as a function of nuclear density ρ0(x) and neutron-proton
asymmetry parameter α. The values of the coefficient with
their units are listed for DD-ME2 and NL3 parameter sets.

DD-ME2 NL3 Unit

b1 -627.40397 -631.22898 MeV

b2 2032.92832 2177.46092 MeVfm2

b3 -9038.76463 -11541.44105 MeVfm5

b4 19143.35052 26104.23289 MeVfm7

b5 -12352.13859 -17045.86031 MeVfm9

a1 80.43433 49.40867 MeVfm−1

a2 -433.81712 2741.5454 MeVfm4

a3 446.43825 -3019.76641 MeVfm5

The nuclear matter parameters KNM , SNM , LNM
sym and

KNM
sym can be derived from standard relations in Refs. [32,

33,46] by using Eq. (5),

KNM (x) =− 150.12ρ
2/3
0 (x) + 10b2ρ

5/3
0 (x) + 40b3ρ

8/3
0 (x)

+ 70b4ρ
10/3
0 (x) + 108b5ρ

4
0(x), (6)

SNM (x) =41.7ρ
2/3
0 (x) + a1ρ

2/3
0 (x)

+ a2ρ
7/3
0 (x) + a3ρ

8/3
0 (x), (7)

LNM
sym(x) =83.4ρ

2/3
0 (x) + 2a1ρ

2/3
0 (x)

+ 7a2ρ
7/3
0 (x) + 8a3ρ

8/3
0 (x), (8)

KNM
sym (x) =− 83.4ρ

2/3
0 (x)− 2a1ρ

2/3
0 (x)

+ 28a2ρ
7/3
0 (x) + 40a3ρ

8/3
0 (x). (9)

To note, we incorporate CDFM formalism, discussed in
the subsequent subsection, to translate the infinite nuclear
matter quantities in the realm of finite nuclei.

Coherent density fluctuation model. The coherent
density fluctuation model (CDFM) is a natural extension
of Fermi-gas model which is developed by Antonov et al.
[20, 47–50]. It is based on the δ-function limit of the gen-
erator coordinate method [51]. According to the CDFM,
nuclear matter exhibits density fluctuations around an av-
erage distribution, while maintaining both spherical sym-
metry and uniformity. The calculation assumes that the
nuclear matter is composed of tiny spheres of nuclear mat-
ter, which are referred to as “fluctons” with local density

function ρo(x) =
3A

4πx3
[17,20,49,50]. The weight function

|F(x)|2 of a nucleus is calculated as:

|F(x)|2 = − 1

ρo(x)

dρ(r)

dr

∣∣∣∣
r=x

, (10)

with normalization
∫∞
0
dx|F(x)|2 = 1. The weight func-

tion serves as the crucial bridge between the infinite nu-
clear matter quantities described in momentum space
and the corresponding finite nuclear matter quantities de-
scribed in coordinate space. For detailed analytical deriva-
tion for obtaining the density-dependent weight function,
one can refer to Refs. [47, 48,50,52].

In the CDFM formalism, the finite nuclear incompress-
ibility KA, the effective symmetry energy S, the widely
used slope parameter LA

sym and surface incompressibility

KA
sym is calculated by weighting the corresponding quan-

tities of the infinite nuclear matter as [17,20,52,53]:

KA =

∫ ∞

0

dx|F(x)|2KNM (x). (11)

S =

∫ ∞

0

dx|F(x)|2SNM (x). (12)

LA
sym =

∫ ∞

0

dx|F(x)|2LNM
sym(x). (13)

KA
sym =

∫ ∞

0

dx|F(x)|2KNM
sym (x). (14)
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Following the Danielwicz’s prescription, the volume and
surface composition of the symmetry energy can be ex-
pressed as [7, 54,55]:

SV = S

(
1 +

1

κA1/3

)
, (15)

and

SS =
S

κ

(
1 +

1

κA1/3

)
, (16)

respectively. Here, the term κ ≡ SV /SS is the ratio of
volume symmetry energy to that of the surface symmetry
energy. More details related to the CDFM formalism can
be found in Ref. [1, 17–20,22].

Calculations and Results. – The present work fo-
cuses on the derivation of a new optimized parameteriza-
tion of the relativistic energy density functional for effec-
tively studying nuclear matter quantities. This work pro-
vides new parameterization based on the relativistic-EDF
of the DD-ME2 set and revisits the recent fitting proce-
dure based on the NL3 set. It is crucial to note that prior
calculations with Brückner-EDF can reveal inconsistent
results in a few nuclei due to the Coester-Band problem
[23, 24]. This means that the saturation curves of nuclear
matter related to the classical Brückner fails to accurately
recreate the empirical saturation point of nuclear matter
that is E/A ≈ -16 MeV occurs near about ρ ≈ 0.2 fm−3

instead of ρ ≈ 0.15 fm−3.
Here, it is important to understand the principal rea-

son for the emphasis on resolving the Coester-band prob-
lem. The original work on the CDFM formalism is pri-
marily applied using Brückner’s prescription [20]. Even
in the later incorporation of the RMF formalism within
the CDFM by taking the RMF densities [17, 18]; still,
the original Brüeckner’s prescription, which was baked
in the CDFM, was employed. The importance of a fea-
ture complete implementation of relativistic prescription
within CDFM formalism is emphasized in one of our recent
works (Ref. [25]), which studies the surface properties of
the Pb- isotopic chain and draws a thorough comparison
on the application of relativistic-EDF to counter the Co-
ester band problem plaguing the non-relativistic prescrip-
tion. Using Brückner’s functional, the calculated symme-
try energy and its components show an incorrect peak at
N = 120. However, the relativistic-EDF successfully re-
solves the issue to give an accurate peak at N = 126. The
direct advantage of relativistic-EDF is that the non-linear
terms of the RMF Lagrangian can simulate the nuclear
potential’s three-body effect and fit to the Coester-Band
region [56]. Fig. 1 shows the graph of fitted nuclear mat-
ter E/A as a function of the nuclear density based on the
DD-ME2 and NL3 parameters for varying neutron-proton
asymmetry α. Here, we fit the terms of E/A based on non-
linear polynomial fitting, where the first term corresponds
to the kinetic energy obtained from the Thomas-Fermi
approximation, and the subsequent terms are part of the
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Fig. 2: Total density distribution (upper panel) and corre-
sponding weight function (lower panel) as a function of nu-
clear distance for 40Ca and 90Zr nuclei as representative case
using density-dependent DD-ME2, and non-linear NL3 param-
eter sets compared with available experimental bound data.

potential energy. The values and units of the coefficients
corresponding to the potential energy are given in Table
1. Following the CDFM formalism, we have calculated the

Table 2: The finite nuclear incompressibilityKA, symmetry en-
ergy S, slope parameter LA

sym, surface incompressibility KA
sym,

and surface SS and volume SV components of symmetry en-
ergy in MeV, using the relativistic energy density functional
with density-dependent DD-ME2 and non-linear NL3 force pa-
rameters.

DD-ME2 16O 40Ca 48Ca 56Ni 90Zr 116Sn 208Pb

KA 291.0 245.7 267.6 327.3 256.9 254.9 208.1

SA 22.7 22.8 23.4 25.4 24.1 24.2 23.4

LA
sym 38.7 39.1 39.8 42.7 40.9 41.2 40.2

KA
sym -65.7 -69.1 -71.7 -77.9 -74.5 -75.1 -72.4

SV 28.1 26.7 27.5 29.9 27.4 27.2 25.5

SS 16.7 15.2 17.1 19.9 16.5 15.9 13.4

NL3 16O 40Ca 48Ca 56Ni 90Zr 116Sn 208Pb

KA 319.2 267.3 348.3 382.7 282.3 252.8 228.6

SA 27.2 26.7 30.3 32.1 28.8 27.8 27.6

LA
sym 85.7 85.4 97.5 103.8 93.1 89.6 88.8

KA
sym 27.0 45.3 41.4 43.3 54.1 56.7 60.9

SV 33.6 31.5 35.9 37.9 33.1 31.4 30.2

SS 19.9 19.2 23.9 26.2 21.5 19.5 15.9

isospin-dependent surface quantities such as finite nuclear
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incompressibility KA, symmetry energy S, slope parame-
ter LA

sym, surface incompressibility KA
sym, and surface SS

and volume SV components of symmetry energy for a few
double closed-shell nuclei namely 16O, 40Ca, 48Ca, 56Ni,
90Zr, 116Sn and 208Pb. The CDFM effectively addresses
the fluctuations in the values of nuclear matter properties
near the surface of finite nuclei introduced by the density
distribution through the weight function [17,18,20].

In Fig. 2, we present the density ρ plot in the up-
per panel along with the corresponding weight function
|F(x)|2 in the lower panel as a function of the nuclear dis-
tance x. Here, we have shown the nuclei 40Ca, and 90Zr
as representative cases. From a careful inspection of the
figure, one may notice that the weight function resembles
a bell-shaped form with the maxima of the weight func-
tion at a given nuclear distance lying in the corresponding
domain with a very low value of nuclear density. This loca-
tion of the maxima of the weight function implies that the
substantial part of the weight function lies in the surface
region of the density; hence the name surface properties.

Following Eqs. (11-16), we next compute the surface
properties, which are listed in Table 2. From the table,
one can easily observe the variation in the effective surface
properties for given even-even nuclei, which is attributed
to the density and weight function. In Refs. [9, 57], the
value of K0 has the range 230 ± 40 MeV. Specifically, the
value of K0 for NL3 is 271.53 MeV at saturation -16.24
MeV, whereas for DD-ME2 is 250.92 MeV at saturation
-16.14 MeV [9]. Although the finite nuclei do not have a
precise range of incompressibility of finite nuclei KA, we
still find that the range of KA is nearly consistent with
K0 for the case of DD-ME2 and NL3 force parameters.
Following Fig. 2 and Eq. (10), we find that the density
distribution has a peak at the center of the nucleus and
decreases towards the surface, where it drops sharply to
zero. The weight function has a peak value in the range
that corresponds to the surface part of the density, where
the density fluctuations are most pronounced. The slope
of the density distribution affects the magnitude of the
weight function in the central and surface regions, which in
turn affects the magnitude of the calculated surface prop-
erties. The slope of the density distribution determines
the surface thickness of the nucleus, which is the distance
over which the density changes from the central value to
the surface value. The surface thickness affects the weight
function because it determines the range of possible local
densities that can be found in the surface region. A steeper
slope means a thinner surface with a narrower range of lo-
cal densities, implying a higher probability of finding a
certain local density, while a flatter slope means a thicker
surface with a wider range of local densities, implying a
lower probability of finding a certain local density. As the
weight function is inherently the probability distribution
of finding a coherent state with a given local density in
the nucleus, therefore, we can infer that a thinner surface
leads to a larger weight function and surface properties,
while a thicker surface leads to a smaller weight function

and surface properties.

On careful observation of the density and weight func-
tion, the slope of density given by the NL3 parameter is
larger than that of DD-ME2, contributing to a larger value
of the weight function. This large value of the weight
function is reflected in the large value of the calculated
surface properties corresponding to the NL3 parameter.
Moreover, Eqs. (11)-(14) discuss the calculation of sur-
face properties using the weight function and correspond-
ing nuclear matter (NM) parameters (given in Eqs. (6)-
(9)). Thus, the surface properties depend on the weight
function and the nuclear matter parameters. Since NL3
has a stiffer equation of state as compared to its counter-
part (inferred from Fig. 1 and Ref. [58]), it contributes to
having larger values of the NM parameters. As the NL3
provides larger-valued NM parameters, these NM param-
eters multiplied with the corresponding larger value of the
weight function effectively yield larger surface properties,
as shown in Table 2. Moreover, it is interesting to note the
absence of distinct mass dependence from light to heavy
mass nuclei (that is, from 16O to 208Pb) for the calculated
quantities, which may be attributed to the structural ef-
fects [17, 18] that plays a crucial role in the distribution
of density in a finite nucleus throughout the nuclear land-
scape.

Summary and conclusion. – This work established
a new optimized parameterization of the relativistic-EDF
for the density-dependent DD-ME2 parameter set and re-
visits the previous fitting procedure for the widely used
non-linear NL3 parameter set at local density. The mo-
tivation of this work is to provide a simplified expression
of EDF and its derived surface properties, which helps
to better understand the physics based on the parame-
ters and also improve the computational cost. We have
minimized the number of coefficient terms in relativistic
energy density functional to the barest minimum of about
one-third of the previous work [26]. These parameteriza-
tions are employed within the CDFM for estimating vari-
ous nuclear matter properties, including nuclear symmetry
energy, finite nuclear incompressibility, widely used slope
parameters, and surface incompressibility for a few dou-
ble closed-shell nuclei. We find that surface properties
share a close relationship with density and its correspond-
ing weight function. A decrease in surface thickness is
associated with an increase in weight function and surface
properties, whereas an increase in surface thickness is as-
sociated with a decrease in weight function and surface
properties. This helps in having a precise determination
of the symmetry energy and its coefficients which is es-
sential in studying the island of stability, dipole polariz-
ability, the physics of neutron stars, nucleosynthesis, and
heavy-ion collisions. An in-depth investigation is being
conducted shortly by utilizing the novel parameterization
of relativistic energy density functional within CDFM for-
malism for nuclei in the different mass regions across the
nuclear landscape.
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[16] K. A. Brüeckner, J. R. Buchler, R. C. Clark, and R. J.

Lombard, Phys. Rev. 181, 1543 (1969).
[17] M. Bhuyan, B. V. Carlson, S. K. Patra, and S. G. Zhou,

Phys. Rev. C 97, 024322 (2018).
[18] P. K. Yadav, R. Kumar, and M. Bhuyan, Chin. Phys. C

46, 084101 (2022).
[19] P. K. Yadav, R. Kumar, and M. Bhuyan, Mod. Phys.

Lett. A 38 (24n25), 2350114 (2023).
[20] M. K. Gaidarov, A. N. Antonov, P. Sarriguren, and E.

Moya de Guerra, Phys. Rev. C 84, 034316 (2011).
[21] M. K. Gaidarov, M. V. Ivanov, Y. I. Katsarov, A. N.

Antonov, Astronomy 2023, 2, 1 (2023).
[22] A. N. Antonov, M. K. Gaidarov, P. Sarriguren, and E.

Moya de Guerra, Phys. Rev. C 94, 014319 (2016).
[23] F. Coester, S. Cohen, B. Day, and C. M. Vincent, Phys.

Rev. C 01, 769 (1970).
[24] R. Brockmann and R. Machleidt, Phys. Rev. C 42, 1965

(1990).
[25] J. A. Pattnaik, J. T. Majekodunmi, A. Kumar, M.

Bhuyan, and S. K. Patra, Phys. Rev. C 105, 014318
(2022).

[26] A. Kumar, H. C. Das, M. Kaur, M. Bhuyan, S. K. Patra,
Phys. Rev. C 103, 024305 (2021).

[27] A. Kumar, H. C. Das, and S. K. Patra, Phys. Rev. C
104, 055804 (2021).

[28] K. Pearson, The London, Edinburgh, and Dublin Philo-
sophical Magazine and Journal of Science 2, 559 (1901).
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