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The recent PREX-2 and CREX data on the model-independent extraction of the charge-weak form
factor difference ∆FCW in 208Pb and 48Ca challenge modern nuclear energy density functionals
(EDFs) as well as our present understanding on the neutron skin and nuclear symmetry energy.
Within the Skyrme-like EDFs, we demonstrate that the isovector spin-orbit interaction can strongly
change the ∆FCW in 48Ca while it has essentially no influence on the ∆FCW in 208Pb, mainly due
to the eight spin-orbit unpaired 1f7/2 neutrons in 48Ca. To simultaneously describe PREX-2 and
CREX data in 1σ error, we find the strength of isovector spin-orbit interaction should be larger than
about four times of that in the conventional Skyrme-like EDFs, implying the neutrons and protons
have significantly different spin-orbit interaction. To further reconcile the data on electric dipole
polarizability in 208Pb and 48Ca, we obtain L ≈ 55 MeV for the slope parameter of the symmetry
energy, ∆rnp(

208Pb) ≈ 0.19 fm and ∆rnp(
48Ca) ≈ 0.12 fm for the neutron skin thickness. The

implications of the strong isovector spin-orbit interaction are discussed.

Introduction.—With the parity-violating elastic scat-
tering of polarized electrons, the PREX-2 [1] and
CREX [2] Collaborations recently reported model-
independent determination of the charge-weak form fac-
tor difference ∆FCW(q) ≡ FC(q) − FW(q) in 208Pb and
48Ca, i.e., ∆F 208

CW = 0.041± 0.013 and ∆F 48
CW = 0.0277±

0.0055 at a momentum transfer of q = 0.3977 fm−1

and 0.8733 fm−1 [2], respectively. These results have
been highly anticipated, especially because the ∆FCW

is strongly correlated with the neutron skin thickness
∆rnp ≡ rn − rp [rn(p) is the point neutron(proton) rms
radius of the nucleus] and thus provides an ideal probe
of the density slope parameter L of nuclear symmetry
energy Esym(ρ) [3–19], which encodes the isospin depen-
dence of nuclear matter equation of state (EOS) and
plays a crucial role in many topics of nuclear physics and
astrophysics [20–31]. However, analyses of the PREX-
2 and CREX results using various modern nuclear en-
ergy density functionals (EDFs) lead to conflicting con-
clusions on the extraction of L and ∆rnp, with PREX-2
favoring huge L and ∆rnp while CREX giving very small
ones [2, 32–34], referred to as PREX-CREX puzzle.

A number of theoretical attempts have been devoted
to understanding the PREX-CREX puzzle [32–42], and
the conclusion is that the common nuclear EDFs can-
not simultaneously reproduce the PREX-2 and CREX
results on the ∆FCW within 1σ error. Although efforts
have been made very recently to reconcile the PREX-
2 and CREX results within the relativistic mean field
(RMF) model by including the isovector-scalar δ me-
son [43] and its coupling to scalar meson as well as tensor
coupling [44], the solution of the PREX-CREX puzzle re-
mains an ongoing challenge. This makes our present un-
derstanding on ∆rnp and Esym(ρ) become rather elusive.

It is clear that 208Pb and 48Ca have different shell

structures. In particular, compared to 208Pb which
has 12 spin-orbit (SO) unpaired 1h11/2 protons and
14 unpaired 1i13/2 neutrons, 48Ca has 8 unpaired
1f7/2 neutrons without unpaired protons, implying that
the isospin-sensitive ∆F 48

CW may depend on the state-
dependent isovector spin-orbit (IVSO) interaction. Note
the SO interaction is also more important for lighter nu-
clei due to the relatively more diffused surface. It is in-
teresting to note that the ∆rnp of 48Ca depends on the
total SO interaction but that of 208Pb does not [45]. In
addition, the SO contribution to the electroweak skin in
48Ca is significant compared to the tiny one in 208Pb [46].
These observations suggest that the IVSO interaction
might be the key to the PREX-CREX puzzle. It is well-
known that the strong SO interaction is of fundamental
importance for nuclear structure, e.g., it is responsible for
nuclear magic numbers [47, 48]. While the strong SO cou-
pling naturally emerges in the relativistic models [49, 50],
nonrelativistic nuclear models such as Skyrme [51] and
Gogny [52] EDFs incorporate the SO coupling via a phe-
nomenological way. Although the isocalar SO interaction
is relatively well determined by analyzing properties of fi-
nite nuclei, the IVSO interaction is poorly known due to
the lack of effective experimental probes and the complex
interplay of the SO interaction with, e.g., tensor forces
and nucleon effective masses [53–55].

In this Letter, within the Skyrme-like EDFs, we
demonstrate that the IVSO interaction can significantly
affect the ∆F 48

CW while it has negligible influence on the
∆F 208

CW, and a strong IVSO interaction with its strength
larger than about four times of that in the conventional
Skyrme-like EDFs can solve the PREX-CREX puzzle.

Model and method.— In the present work, we use non-
relativistic nuclear EDFs based on the standard (see, e.g.,
Ref. [56]) and extended (see, e.g., Ref. [57]) Skyrme in-
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teractions. The standard Skyrme interaction has nine
adjustable parameters: t0, t1, t2, t3, x0, x1, x2, x3 and
α, which can be expressed analytically in terms of nine
macroscopic quantities, including the saturation density
ρ0, the binding energy per nucleon of symmetric nu-
clear matter (SNM) E0(ρ0), the incompressibilityK0, the
magnitude Esym(ρ0) and density slope L of Esym(ρ) at
ρ0, the isoscalar effective mass m∗

s,0 and isovector effec-
tive mass m∗

v,0 at ρ0, the gradient coefficient GS, and the
symmetry-gradient coefficient GV [45, 58, 59]. For the
extended Skyrme interaction, there are six additional pa-
rameters t4, t5, x4, x5, β and γ to mimic the momentum-
dependent many-body forces. For simplicity, the values
β and γ are fixed to be unit in this work. Similar to
the standard Skyrme EDF, the 13 parameters of t0 ∼ t5,
x0 ∼ x5 and α can be determined by 13 macroscopic
quantities with four additional ones [60]: the cross gradi-
ent coefficient GSV, the Landau parameter G′

0, the skew-
ness coefficient J0 of SNM and the density curvature pa-
rameter Ksym of the Esym(ρ). By expressing the Skyrme
parameters in terms of the macroscopic quantities, the
empirical knowledge on the latter can then largely help
to tune the parameters of Skyrme-like EDFs.

In the (extended) Skyrme EDFs, we further include
the zero-range tensor force [61] and the SO interaction
by taking the IVSO strength as a free parameter [62, 63].
The single-nucleon SO potential Wq then contains con-
tributions from the two-body SO interaction, the central-
exchange force and the tensor force, i.e.,

Wq =
bIS
2
∇ρ+ tq

bIV
2

∇(ρn − ρp)

+
αJ + βJ

2
J + tq

αJ − βJ

2
(Jn − Jp), (1)

where tq = 1(−1) for q = n(p), ρ = ρn + ρp with ρn(p)
being neutron (proton) number density, J = Jn + Jp

with Jn(p) being neutron (proton) SO density, bIS and
bIV are respectively the isoscalar and isovector SO cou-
pling parameters. The parameters αJ = αC + αT and
βJ = βC + βT contain both central-exchange (αC and
βC) and tensor (αT and βT) contributions, where αC and
βC are determined by the Skyrme parameters while αT

and βT are adjustable tensor-force parameters. See Sup-
plemental Material for the detailed expressions of tensor
force and the central-exchange terms.

We note that the bIV is usually much less than bIS in
normal nuclear EDFs. In the conventional Skyrme-like
EDFs, the neutron SO potential from the zero-range two-
body SO interaction is 1

2W0(∇ρ+∇ρn) [51, 56] with W0

being the SO strength parameter, and this corresponds
to bIV = bIS/3 = W0/2. The nonrelativistic reduction of
standard RMF models generally leads to bIV ≈ 0 [62–66].
Since we focus on doubly closed-shell nuclei in the

present work, pairing correlation is neglected. Conse-
quently, the standard Skyrme EDF has 13 adjustable
model parameters: ρ0, E0(ρ0), K0, Esym(ρ0), L, GS

GV, m
∗
s,0, m

∗
v,0, bIS, bIV, αT and βT, while the extended

Skyrme EDF includes additional four parameters: GSV,
G′

0, J0 and Ksym. New EDFs are then constructed by
randomly sampling in the parameter space and compar-
ing their predictions with experimental data.
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FIG. 1. The ∆F 208
CW and ∆F 48

CW from various covariant
(squares) and nonrelativistic (solid diamonds [2] and open
diamonds [67]) EDFs together with the 6 new Skyrme-like
EDFs constructed in the present work (open stars). The el-
lipses depict the joint PREX-2 and CREX 67% and 90% prob-
ability contours, while the rectangle indicates the marginal
68.3% confidence intervals (∆F 48

CW = 0.0277 ± 0.0055 and
∆F 208

CW = 0.041± 0.013) [2].

Results and discussions.— We begin by comparing
in Fig. 1 the predictions on ∆F 48

CW and ∆F 208
CW from

various modern nonrelativistic and relativistic nuclear
EDFs [2, 67] with the PREX-2 and CREX results. One
clearly sees that to simultaneously describe the PREX-
2 and CREX results is a challenge for modern nuclear
EDFs. Also included in Fig. 1 are the predictions from six
new (extended) Skyrme EDFs, i.e., S240, eS240, S240T,
eS240T, S500T and eS500T, constructed in the present
work by using a strong IVSO interaction (see Tab. I and
discussions below). Remarkably, with the inclusion of a
strong IVSO interaction, all the six new EDFs can si-
multaneously reproduce the PREX-2 and CREX results
within 1σ error, and well describe the ground state prop-
erties (e.g., masses, charge radii and spin-orbit splittings)
of a number of typical (semi-)closed-shell nuclei (see Sup-
plemental Material for the details).
Among the six new EDFs, the S500T and eS500T, cor-

responding respectively to the standard and extended
Skyrme EDFs with a strong IVSO coupling of bIV =
500 MeV · fm5, almost perfectly reproduce the PREX-2
and CREX results. Notably, the S500T and eS500T pre-
dict very stiff Esym(ρ) with L = 99.7 MeV and 80.6 MeV,
respectively, consistent with previous analyses of PREX-
2 data [43, 67]. Due to the stiff Esym(ρ), however, the
constrained Hartree-Fock calculations [68] with (e)S500T
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TABLE I. The values of interaction parameters, the predicted
nuclear matter properties as well as ∆FCW, ∆rnp (fm) and
αD (fm3) in 208Pb and 48Ca, for the six EDFs S240, eS240,
S240T, eS240T, S500T and eS500T. The parameters t0 ∼ t2,
bIS, bIV, αT and βT are given in MeV · fm3. The t3, t4 and
t5 are in units of MeV · fm3+3α, MeV · fm5+3β , and MeV ·
fm5+3γ , respectively. The ρ0 is in fm−3, and the E0(ρ0), S0 ≡
Esym(ρ0), L andKsym are in MeV. The isoscalar and isovector
effective masses are given, respectively, by m̄s,0 = m∗

s,0/m and
m̄v,0 = m∗

v,0/m with nucleon mass m = 939 MeV.

S240 eS240 S240T eS240T S500T eS500T
t0 -2029.4 -1777.4 -2013.2 -1707.4 -1942.9 -1632.7
t1 319.969 534.945 312.255 576.127 310.4 545.566
t2 328.400 -44.585 -11.507 128.93 604.89 -946.38
t3 13713.8 12882.5 13652.8 12107.0 13579.5 12807.8
t4 – -1608.5 – -1718.0 – -1815.3
t5 – -1983.3 – -1921.9 – 7734.2
x0 0.2655 0.3706 0.2808 0.3077 -0.4972 -0.1312
x1 -1.3375 -0.7830 -0.8068 -0.8494 -0.5167 0.8692
x2 -1.9532 6.6536 18.785 -3.8262 -1.6533 -0.9003
x3 0.1038 0.3573 0.1579 0.2180 -1.4670 -0.9644
x4 – -1.6562 – -1.7790 – 1.6947
x5 – -1.8112 – -1.8660 – -1.1009
α 0.27317 0.35737 0.27604 0.37750 0.29794 0.43201
β – 1 – 1 – 1
γ – 1 – 1 – 1
bIS 160.81 149.72 123.18 124.78 100.56 118.87
bIV 240 240 240 240 500 500
αT 0 0 -200.163 -132.004 -121.47 -1.6178
βT 0 0 -51.2445 -32.56077 -295.74 -244.841
ρ0 0.16359 0.15580 0.16498 0.15442 0.16342 0.15089
E0 -16.147 -16.170 -16.220 -16.190 -16.288 -15.957
m̄s,0 0.982 0.939 0.993 0.865 1.022 0.921
m̄v,0 0.816 0.898 0.883 0.765 0.602 0.662
S0 34.08 34.45 35.19 34.06 39.03 36.96
L 46.6 60.5 52.7 57.4 99.7 80.6
Ksym -207.4 -87.3 -190.4 -133.1 -101.1 -189.5
∆F 208

CW 0.0280 0.0288 0.0291 0.0287 0.0400 0.0408
∆F 48

CW 0.0329 0.0312 0.0321 0.0310 0.0291 0.0288
∆r208np 0.189 0.195 0.194 0.195 0.263 0.273
∆r48np 0.139 0.090 0.128 0.099 0.100 0.105
α208
D 19.35 20.15 19.51 20.20 22.77 22.98

α48
D 2.29 2.29 2.29 2.23 2.68 2.85

give a very large electric dipole polarizability αD for
208Pb and 48Ca, i.e., α208

D = 22.77 (22.98) fm3 and
α48
D = 2.68 (2.85) fm3, much larger than the measured

values of α208
D = 19.6± 0.6 fm3 [69, 70] and α48

D = 2.07±
0.22 fm3 [71] at RCNP. In addition, the predicted EOS of
pure neutron matter (PNM) from (e)S500T contradicts
with the microscopic many-body theories [34]. Compared
to the S500T and eS500T, the (extended) Skyrme EDF
(e)S240T with bIV = 240 MeV · fm5 can simultaneously
reproduce the measured αD and ∆FCW in 208Pb and
48Ca within 1σ error. Furthermore, the (e)S240T pre-
dictions on the EOS for SNM and PNM agree well with
the constraints from flow data in heavy-ion collisions [72]
and microscopic many body theories [34], respectively.
See Supplemental Material for the details.

The S240 and eS240 are constructed based on the
standard and extended Skyrme interactions, respectively,
with bIV = 240 MeV · fm5 but turning off the tensor in-
teractions (i.e., αJ = βJ = 0) since usually they are not
included in the Skyrme EDFs. It is interesting to mention
that the S240 and eS240 have very similar performance
in describing experimental data as the S240T and eS240T
(see Supplemental Material), implying that the tensor in-
teractions are not important for bIV = 240 MeV · fm5.
However, we note that the tensor interactions seem nec-
essary to reasonably describe the spin-orbit splitting in
typical doubly magic nuclei like 16O, 48Ca and 208Pb for
a very large bIV as in (e)S500T. We conclude that a
strong IVSO coupling of bIV = 240 MeV · fm5 can simul-
taneously reconcile the measured αD and ∆FCW in 208Pb
and 48Ca within 1σ error.
To reveal the sensitivity of the ∆F 48

CW and ∆F 208
CW to

the symmetry energy and the IVSO interaction, we carry
out a correlation analysis based on eS240T. By varying
each model parameter with others fixed at their values
in the eS240T EDF, we calculate the ∆F 208

CW and ∆F 48
CW,

and the results are exhibited in Fig. 2. It is seen from
Fig. 2 that the ∆F 208

CW is essentially only sensitive to L
while the ∆F 48

CW is strongly correlated to both L and bIV.
The effects of all other parameters are relatively small.
Similar correlations are observed for S240T (see Fig. 5 in
Supplemental Material).
The effects of the IVSO coupling bIV can be understood

via the spin-orbit contributions to the binding energy of
a nucleus within the (extended) Skyrme EDF, i.e.,

Eso =

∫
d3r

[
bIS
2
J ·∇ρ+

bIV
2

(Jn − Jp) ·∇(ρn − ρp)

]
.(2)

For spherical nuclei like 48Ca and 208Pb, the spin-orbit
density Jq only depends on the radius r, i.e., [51, 73]

Jq(r) =
1

4πr3

∑
i

v2i (2ji + 1)

×
[
ji (ji + 1)− li (li + 1)− 3

4

]
R2

i (r), (3)

where the sum runs over all (n, j, l) states having the
same q, the v2i is the occupation probability of each or-
bital, and Ri(r) is the radial part of the wave function.
From Eq. (3), one sees the orbital with j> = l + 1/2
and its partner with j< = l − 1/2 provide respectively
positive and negative contributions to Jq. As a result,
the Jq almost vanishes for the spin-saturated case, where
all spin-orbit partners are either fully filled or empty, and
the Jq might be large if only one of the spin-orbit partners
is filled (and thus unpaired). For 208Pb, the Jp and Jn
are dominated respectively by the unpaired 1h11/2 and
1i13/2 orbitals and they have roughly equal positive val-
ues, leading to small Jn−Jp and thus negligible effects of
bIV on the ∆F 208

CW. As to 48Ca, all spin-orbit partners of
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FIG. 2. The ∆FCW in 208Pb (blue dashed lines) and 48Ca (red solid lines) obtained from eS240T by varying individually ρ0 (a),
E0 (b), K0 (c), GS (d), GV (e), GSV (f), G′

0 (g), bIS (h), m∗
s,0/m (i), m∗

v,0/m (j), Esym(ρ0) (k), L (l), Ksym (m), J0 (n), bIV (o),
αT (p) and βT (q). The PREX-2 and CREX data with 1σ errors [2] are shown by the light blue and red bands, respectively.
The eS240T predictions are indicated by open stars.

protons are fully filled and thus Jp is very small, whereas
the eight 1f7/2 neutrons are unpaired, leading to much
larger Jn than Jp and thus strong effects from bIV.

Given the strong positive ∆F
48(208)
CW -L correlation and

the negative ∆F 48
CW-bIV correlation as shown in Fig. 2,

the PREX-CREX puzzle can be attributed to the small
bIV values in normal nuclear EDFs, which is roughly 40 ∼
80 MeV · fm5 in nonrelativistic Skyrme EDFs while it al-
most vanishes in standard RMF models. It is interesting
to see in Fig. 1 that the nonrelativistic EDFs are system-
atically closer to the PREX-2 and CREX data compared
to the relativistic ones, very likely due to the larger bIV
in the former. To simultaneously reproduce the PREX-2
and CREX data, one needs to take a larger L value pre-
ferred by the PREX-2 data, together with a larger bIV
value favored by the CREX data, and this is exactly the
case for S500T and eS500T. However, since the Esym(ρ)
around 2/3ρ0 is relatively well constrained by nuclear
masses [14, 74, 75], such a large L would lead to rather
small Esym(ρ) below 2/3ρ0, and thus too large electric
dipole polarizability αD, which is essentially determined
by the Esym(ρ) around ρ0/3 [76–78]. We find that to
simultaneously reproduce the PREX-2 and CREX re-

sults together with the measured αD in 208Pb [69, 70]
and 48Ca [71] within 1σ error, L and bIV should be
around 55 MeV and 240 MeV · fm5, respectively, result-
ing in ∆rnp(

208Pb) ≈ 0.19 fm and ∆rnp(
48Ca) ≈ 0.12

fm, as shown in Tab. I. We note L ≈ 55 MeV nicely
agrees with the world-averaged value [79, 80], and the
∆rnp(

208Pb) ≈ 0.19 fm and ∆rnp(
48Ca) ≈ 0.12 are also

in good agreement with ab initio calculations [81, 82].

Compared to bIV ≈ 40 ∼ 80 MeV · fm5 in normal
Skyrme EDFs, the six new EDFs constructed in the
present work have much stronger IVSO interaction with
bIV larger than about four time of that in normal Skyrme
EDFs, which is the key to reconcile the PREX-2 and
CREX data. Within the RMF model, the strong IVSO
coupling can be from isovcetor mesons and their exchange
terms [62–66]. In addition, the SO interaction can be
density dependent due to relativistic effects [62–66, 83]
or the three-nucleon interactions [84]. These aspects are
worthy of further study. Given the importance of SO
coupling in nuclei, such a strong IVSO interaction is ex-
pected to have significant impacts on the properties of
nuclei with unpaired neutrons or protons, and thus on
many hot topics in nuclear physics, e.g., the location of
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neutron dripline, the shell evoluton and new magic num-
bers, the properties of superheavy nuclei, and so on.

Conclusions.—Within the Skyrme-like EDFs, we have
demonstrated that the PREX-CREX puzzle can be
solved by including a strong isovector spin-orbit inter-
action, which can significantly affect the ∆FCW in 48Ca
but has essentially no effects on the ∆FCW in 208Pb. To
reconcile the PREX-2 and CREX data, the strength of
the isovector spin-orbit interaction should be larger than
about four times of that in the conventional Skyrme-like
EDFs. To further reconcile the measured electric dipole
polarizabilities in 208Pb and 48Ca, we obtain L ≈ 55
MeV, ∆rnp(

208Pb) ≈ 0.19 fm and ∆rnp(
48Ca) ≈ 0.12

fm. The strong isovector spin-orbit interaction suggested
in our present work will have profound impacts on many
topics in nuclear physics.

Our results suggest that while the ∆FCW in stable
closed-shell nuclei like 208Pb and 60Ni can uniquely con-
strain the density dependence of the symmetry energy
near saturation density, the ∆FCW in stable closed-shell
nuclei with unpaired neutrons like 48Ca and 90Zr provides
an ideal probe of the isovector spin-orbit interaction once
the density behavior of the symmetry energy near satu-
ration density is well constrained. It is thus interesting
to measure the ∆FCW of these nuclei in future parity-
violation experiments, such as the Mainz Radius Experi-
ment (MREX) [85, 86], which can help to determine the
neutron skin, the symmetry energy and isovector spin-
orbit interaction with minimal model dependence.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL

In this Supplemental Material, we provide details on (I) the Skyrme-like energy density functionals (EDFs) used in
this work, (II) the calculation of the charge and weak form factors, (III) the performance of the six newly constructed
Skyme-like EDFs in the description of finite nuclei and nuclear matter, and (IV) correlation analysis of the charge-weak
form factor difference in 48Ca and 208Pb based on the S240T EDF.

I. EXTENDED SKYRME ENERGY DENSITY FUNCTIONAL WITH THE INCLUSION OF TENSOR
FORCE

The conventional standard Skyrme interaction is given by (see, e.g., Ref. [56]):

v (r1, r2) = t0 (1 + x0Pσ) δ(r) +
1

2
t1 (1 + x1Pσ)

[
k′2δ(r) + δ(r)k2

]
+ t2 (1 + x2Pσ)k

′ · δ(r)k

+
1

6
t3 (1 + x3Pσ) [ρ(R)]αδ(r) + iW0(σ1 + σ2) · [k′ × δ(r)k] ,

(4)

where r = r1−r2, R = 1
2 (r1 + r2), k = 1

2i (∇1 −∇2) is the relative momentum with k′ being its conjugate acting on
the left, the σ are Pauli spin operators, Pσ = 1

2 (1 + σ1 · σ2) is the spin exchange operator, and ρ(R) = ρn(R)+ρp(R)
is the total local density with ρn and ρp being neutron and proton densities, respectively. The t0 ∼ t3 and x0 ∼ x3

are the standard “Skyrme parameters”, and W0 is the spin-orbit coupling parameter. In this work, we also use the
extended Skyrme interaction with the inclusion of additional effective momentum-dependent many-body force (see,
e.g., Ref. [57]), that is

v′ =v +
1

2
t4 (1 + x4Pσ)

[
k′2ρ(R)βδ(r) + δ(r)ρ(R)βk2

]
+ t5 (1 + x5Pσ)k

′ · ρ(R)γδ(r)k. (5)

Here the additional t4 and t5 terms are density-dependent generalization of the momentum-dependent t1 and t2 terms,
then the extended Skyrme interaction has additional six parameters: t4, x4, t5, x5, β and γ. For the tensor force, we
use the following zero-range form [61]

VT =
1

2
T

{[
(σ1 · k′) (σ2 · k′)− 1

3
k′2 (σ1 · σ2)

]
δ (r) + δ (r)

[
(σ1 · k) (σ2 · k)−

1

3
k2 (σ1 · σ2)

]}
+ U

{
(σ1 · k′) δ (r) (σ2 · k)−

1

3
(σ1 · σ2) [k

′ · δ (r)k]
}
,

(6)

where T and U quantify the magnitude of the tensor force in states of even and odd relative motion, respectively.
Based on the extended Skyrme interaction with a zero-range tensor force, we can obtain the extended Skyrme

potential energy density functional from Hartree-Fock calculation. For even-even nuclei, only time-even part of the
Skyrme EDF contributes, and then the Skryme EDF can be expressed in terms of local density ρq, kinetic-energy
density τq and spin-current density Jq of neutrons (q = n) and protons (q = p) defined by

ρq(r) =
∑
i

v2i |φi(r)|2 , (7)

τq(r) =
∑
i

v2i |∇φir)|2 , (8)

Jq(r) = −i
∑
i

v2i φ
+
i (r)∇× σ̂φi(r). (9)

Here, φi is the single-particle wave function of state i, vi is corresponding BCS occupation probability, and the sum
runs over all states for the same given q. By further defining the isoscalar densities

ρ = ρn + ρp, τ = τn + τp, J = Jn + Jp,

and isovector densities

ρ̃ = ρn − ρp, τ̃ = τn − τp, J̃ = Jn − Jp,
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the Skyrme potential EDF without the Coulomb potential and pairing interaction can be expressed to be

ESkyrme =
B0 +B3ρ

α

2
ρ2 − B′

0 +B′
3ρ

α

2
ρ̃2 + (B1 +B4ρ

β +B5ρ
γ)ρτ − (B′

1 +B′
4ρ

β +B′
5ρ

γ)ρ̃τ̃

+
2B2 + (2β + 3)B4ρ

β −B5ρ
γ

4
(∇ρ)2 − 2B′

2 + 3B′
4ρ

β −B′
5ρ

γ

4
(∇ρ̃)2 − βB′

4

2
ρβ−1ρ̃∇ρ · ∇ρ̃

+
C1 + C2ρ

β + C3ρ
γ

2
J2 +

C ′
1 + C ′

2ρ
β + C ′

3ρ
γ

2
J̃2

+
bIS
2
∇ρ · J+

bIV
2

∇ρ̃ · J̃+
αT + βT

4
J2 +

αT − βT

4
J̃2. (10)

Here, the coefficients Bi, B
′
i, Ci and C ′

i are uniquely related to the Skyrme parameters ti and xi by

B0 =
3

4
t0, B′

0 =
1

2
t0(

1

2
+ x0),

B1 =
3

16
t1 +

5

16
t2 +

1

4
t2x2, B′

1 =
1

8

[
t1

(
1

2
+ x1

)
− t2

(
1

2
+ x2

)]
,

B2 =
9

32
t1 −

5

32
t2 −

1

8
t2x2, B′

2 =
1

16

[
3t1

(
1

2
+ x1

)
+ t2

(
1

2
+ x2

)]
,

B3 =
1

8
t3, B′

3 =
1

12
t3(

1

2
+ x3),

B4 =
3

16
t4, B′

4 =
1

8
t4

(
1

2
+ x4

)
,

B5 =
5

16
t5 +

1

4
t5x5, B′

5 = −1

8
t5

(
1

2
+ x5

)
,

C1 = ηtls
1

8

[
t1

(
1

2
− x1

)
− t2

(
1

2
+ x2

)]
, C ′

1 = ηtls
1

16
(t1 − t2),

C2 = ηtls
1

8
t4

(
1

2
− x4

)
, C ′

2 = ηtls
1

16
t4,

C3 = −ηtls
1

8
t5

(
1

2
+ x5

)
, C ′

3 = −ηtls
1

16
t5.

(11)

Note that the tensor spin-orbit J2
q terms related to Ci and C ′

i are omitted in many Skyrme EDFs. Therefore, we use
the parameter ηtls as a switch factor [55] where ηtls = 1 and 0 represent the full inclusion and absence of the J2

q terms,
respectively. The parameters bIS and bIV control the strength of spin-orbit interactions. For zero-range two-body
spin-orbit interaction used in the (extended) Skyrme interaction one has bIS = 3bIV = 3W0/2. In this work, we start
from the energy density functional and consider them as free and independent parameters.

The nucleon mean field Hamiltonian is given by

ĥq = −∇ · ℏ2

2m∗
q

∇+ Uq + iWq · (σ ×∇), q = n, p, (12)

where the single-nucleon fields can be derived from the energy density E by

ℏ2

2m∗
q

=
∂E
∂τq

, Uq =
∂E
∂ρq

−∇ · ∂E
∂ [∇ρq]

, Wq =
∂E
∂Jq

. (13)

From Eq. (10), one can obtain the nucleon effective mass m∗
q , i.e.,

ℏ2

2m∗
q

=
ℏ2

2m
+ (B1 +B4ρ

β +B5ρ
γ)ρ− tq(B

′
1 +B′

4ρ
β +B′

5ρ
γ)ρ̃, (14)
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the single nucleon potential (without Coulomb potential)

Uq = B0ρ− tqB
′
0ρ̃+B1τ − tqB

′
1τ̃ +

α+ 2

2
B3ρ

α+1 − B′
3

2
(αρ̃+ 2tqρ)ρ

α−1ρ̃

+(β + 1)B4ρ
βτ + (γ + 1)B5ρ

γτ − (B′
4βρ

β +B′
5γρ

γ)ρ̃τ̃ − tq(B
′
1 +B′

4ρ
β +B′

5ρ
γ)τ̃

−β(2β + 3)B4ρ
β−1 −B5γρ

γ−1

4
(∇ρ)2 − 2B2 + (2β + 3)B4ρ

β −B5ρ
γ

2
∇2ρ

−3βB′
4ρ

β−1 − γB′
5ρ

γ−1

4
∇ρ̃ · (2tq∇ρ+∇ρ̃)− 2B′

2 + 3B′
4ρ

β −B′
5ρ

γ

2
tq∇2ρ̃

+
βB′

4

2
ρβ−1(∇ρ̃)2 +

βB′
4

2
ρβ−1ρ̃∇2ρ̃+

β(β − 1)B′
4

2
ρβ−2ρ̃(∇ρ)2tq +

βB′
4

2
ρβ−1ρ̃(∇2ρ)tq

+
βC2ρ

β−1 + γC3ρ
γ−1

2
J2 +

βC ′
2ρ

β−1 + γC ′
3ρ

γ−1

2
J2 − bIS

2
∇ · J − tq

bIV
2

∇ · J̃ , (15)

and the spin-orbit potential

Wq =
bIS
2
∇ρ+ tq

bIV
2

∇(ρn − ρp) +
αJ + βJ

2
J + tq

αJ − βJ

2
(Jn − Jp), (16)

where tq = 1 and −1 for q = n and p, respectively. The parameters αJ and βJ in the spin-orbit potentials are defined
by

αJ = αC + αT, βJ = βC + βT,

with the tensor-parameters αT and βT given by

αT =
5

12
U, βT =

5

24
(T + U), (17)

and the central-exchange parameters given by

αC = 2C1 + 2C2ρ
β + 2C3ρ

γ , βC = 2C ′
1 + 2C ′

2ρ
β + 2C ′

3ρ
γ . (18)

For a given parameter sets of (t0 ∼ t5, x0 ∼ x5, α, β, γ, bIS, bIV,αT and βT), the ground-state properties of a nucleus
can be obtained from Hartree-Fock calculations based on the nuclear mean field Hamiltonian (12). For simplicity, we
fix β = γ = 1 in this work. The detailed parameter values for the six newly constructed Skyme-like EDFs are listed
in Table 1 of the main paper, and those for the coefficients Bi and Ci [see Eq. (11)] are listed in Table II.

II. CHARGE AND WEAK FORM FACTORS

The normalized nuclear form factors FC(q) and FW (q) are calculated by folding the nucleon form factor Ft(q) (t =
n, p) and the spin-orbit current form factor (F ls

t ) with the intrinsic nucleon electromagnetic form factor GE/M,t and

weak form factor G
(W )
E/M,t by [18]

FC(q) =
1

Z

∑
t=p,n

[
GE,t(q)Ft(q) +GM,t(q)F

(ls)
t (q)

]
, (19)

FW (q) =
∑
t=p,n

[
G

(W )
E,t (q)Ft(q) +G

(W )
M,t (q)F

(ls)
t (q)

]
ZQ

(W )
p +NQ

(W )
n

, (20)

where N(Z) is the neutron(proton) number, and Q
(W )
p = 0.0713 and Q

(W )
n = −0.9888 are proton and neutron weak

charges, respectively. The GE/M,t are derived from the isospin-coupled Sachs form factors, the relativistic Darwin
correction has been included and the center-of-mass corrections are taken into account by simply renormalizing the
nucleon mass mN to (1− 1/A)mN in the HF calculation (see, e.g., Ref. [64] for details). The weak intrinsic nucleon

form factors G
(W )
E/M,t are then determined by [18]

G
(W )
E/M,n = Q(W )

n GE/M,p +Q(W )
p GE/M,n +Q(W )

n GE/M,s,

G
(W )
E/M,p = Q(W )

p GE/M,p +Q(W )
n GE/M,n +Q(W )

n GE/M,s,
(21)
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TABLE II. Values of Bi and Ci coefficients (see Eq.(11)) for the 6 new EDFs, i.e., S240, eS240, S240T, eS240T, S500T and
eS500T.

Quantity S240 eS240 S240T eS240T S500T eS500T
B0 (MeV · fm3) -1522.01 -1332.95 -1509.93 -1457.18 -1224.51
B′

0 (MeV · fm3) -776.750 -773.665 -785.960 -689.517 -2.68690 -301.036
B1 (MeV · fm5) 2.2644 12.2077 0.915374 24.9883 -2.77971 19.5659
B′

1 (MeV · fm5) 6.5935 -0.38529 1.53454 5.67033 61.8550 40.1165
B2 (MeV · fm5) 118.856 194.501 116.638 203.554 117.790 194.804
B′

2 (MeV · fm5) -70.2871 -37.6588 -24.7165 -53.1573 -32.2209 166.682
B3 (MeV · fm3+3α) 1714.23 1610.31 1706.60 1513.37 1697.44 1600.97
B′

3 (MeV · fm3+3α) 690.006 920.361 748.525 724.393 -1094.24 -495.702
B4 (MeV · fm5+3β) 0 -301.590 0 -322.124 0 -340.371
B′

4 (MeV · fm5+3β) 0 232.462 0 274.673 0 -498.017
B5 (MeV · fm5+3β) 0 278.281 0 295.959 0 288.309
B′

5 (MeV · fm5+3β) 0 -325.079 0 -328.159 0 580.922
C1 (MeV · fm5) 113.580 104.334 64.5157 128.008 101.948 -78.4280
C′

1 (MeV · fm5) -0.526945 36.2206 20.2351 27.9500 -18.4053 93.2463
C2 (MeV · fm5+3β) 0 -433.522 0 -489.422 0 271.103
C′

2 (MeV · fm5+3β) 0 -100.530 0 -107.375 0 -113.457
C3 (MeV · fm5+3β) 0 -325.079 0 -328.159 0 580.922
C′

3 (MeV · fm5+3β) 0 123.959 0 120.120 0 483.384
bIS (MeV · fm5) 160.806 149.723 123.178 124.779 100.560 118.870
bIV (MeV · fm5) 240.000 240.000 240.000 240.000 500.000 500.000
αT (MeV · fm5) 0 0 -200.163 -132.004 -121.47 -1.6178
βT (MeV · fm5) 0 0 -51.2445 -32.56077 -295.74 -244.841

with the strange-quark electromagnetic form factors GE/M,s given by

GE,s(q) = ρs
ℏ2q2/

(
4c2m2

N

)
1 + 4.97ℏ2q2/ (4c2m2

N )
,

GM,s(q) = κs
ℏ2

(4c2m2
N )

.

(22)

The strange quark electric coupling ρs and the strange quark magnetic moment κs are respectively taken to be -0.24
and -0.017 [18].

III. PERFORMANCE OF THE SIX NEW SKYRME-LIKE EDFS IN THE DESCRIPTION OF FINITE
NUCLEI AND NUCLEAR MATTER

Figure 3 shows the relative deviations of the binding energies and charge radii for 16O, 40Ca, 48Ca, 56Ni, 68Ni, 88Sr,
90Zr, 100Sn, 132Sn, and 208Pb calculated with the six new EDFs from the corresponding experimental data [55, 87–89].
The shaded bands indicate a deviation with ±1%. It is seen that all the six EDFs well reproduce the ground-state
binding energies and charge radii of the ten typical (semi-)closed-shell spherical nuclei, with relative deviations less
than 1%, except for the light nucleus 16O, for which the mean field models are relatively less valid.
We further present in Fig. 4 the relative deviations of the spin-orbit splittings of some typical orbitals in several

doubly magic nuclei 16O, 40Ca, 48Ca, 56Ni, 132Sn and 208Pb predicted by the six new EDFs from the experimental
data [90, 91]. As can be seen from Fig. 4, all the six new EDFs can reproduce overall the spin-orbt splittings of the
chosen doubly magic nuclei within ±50% relative deviations, except that the S500T EDF overestimates the proton
2d3/2 − 2d5/2 splitting in 132Sn by about 80% relative error. Remarkably, although the strength parameter for the
isovector spin-orbit interaction in the S500T and eS500T is about ten times larger than that of normal Skryme EDFs,
they can still reasonably describe the spin-orbit splittings in typical doubly magic nuclei with the inclusion of tensor
force, compared to some typical conventional Skyrme interactions (see, e.g., Fig. 9 in Ref. [64]).

Figure 5 (a) and (b) show respectively the pressure PSNM in symmetric nuclear matter and the energy per neutron
EPNM in pure neutron matter as functions of nucleon density ρ predicted by the six EDFs. For comparison, the
constrains on PSNM from flow data in heavy ion collisions [72] and the predictions from microscopic many-body
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FIG. 3. Relative deviation of the binding energies EB and charge radii rc of 16O, 40Ca,48Ca, 56Ni, 68Ni, 88Sr, 90Zr, 100Sn,
132Sn, 144Sm, and 208Pb obtained using the S240 (a), eS240 (b), S240T (c), eS240T (d), S500T (e) and eS500T (f) from the
experimental measurements [55, 87–89]. The shaded region indicates ±1% relative deviation.
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FIG. 4. Same as Fig. 3 but for the spin-orbit splittings of some typical orbitals in 16O, 40Ca, 48Ca, 56Ni, 132Sn and 208Pb.

theories [34] are shown as shadowed regions in panels (a) and (b), respectively. One sees that all the six EDFs agree
with the flow data constraints on the PSNM. In addition, while the four EDFs S240, eS240, S240T, eS240T can nicely
describe the EPNM(ρ) of microscopic many-body theories, the EPNM(ρ) from the S500T and eS500T significantly
deviate from the predictions of microscopic many-body theories due to their too stiff symmetry energy.
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FIG. 5. Pressure PSNM(ρ) in symmetric nuclear matter (a) and the energy per neutron EPNM(ρ) for pure neutron matter (b)
as functions of nucleon density ρ predicted by the six new Skyrme-like EDFs, i.e., S240, eS240, S240T, eS240T, S500T and
eS500T. For comparison, the constraints on the PSNM(ρ) from flow data in heavy ion collisions [72] and the predictions from
microscopic many-body theories [34] are also shown as shadowed regions in panels (a) and (b), respectively.

IV. CORRELATION OF THE CHARGE-WEAK FORM FACTOR DIFFERENCE

Similar to Figure 2 in the main paper, we show in Fig. 6 the charge-weak form factor difference ∆FCW in 48Ca
and 208Pb with the S240T by varying each model parameter individually. It is seen that, the ∆F 208

CW is essentially
only sensitive to the density slope parameter L of the symmetry energy, while the ∆F 48

CW exhibits strong positive and
negative correlations with the L and bIV, respectively. All other parameters have minor effects on the ∆F 48

CW and
∆F 208

CW. The results of correlation analysis based on the S240T EDF are consistent with those based on the eS240T .
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FIG. 6. The ∆FCW in 208Pb (dashed lines) and 48Ca (solid lines) from the S240T EDF by varying individually ρ0 (a), E0

(b), K0 (c), GS (d), GV (e), bIS (f), m∗
s,0/m (g), m∗

v,0/m (h), Esym(ρ0) (i), L (j), bIV (k), αT (l) and βT (m). The PREX-2
and CREX measurements with 1σ error are shown by the light blue and red bands, respectively. The S240T predictions are
indicated by open stars.
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