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I have investigated the N -dependence of the charge radii rc across N = 126 in the Pb isotopes and
the surface densities of 208Pb using new Skyrme interactions that contain a density-dependent spin–
orbit term, which I have named the Skyrme–ddso interactions. I have compared the results obtained
using Skyrme–Hartree–Fock–Bogoliubov calculations that employ the Skyrme-ddso interactions with
the original Skyrme results and have discussed the effects of including the density-dependent spin–
orbit term. The results for the kink behavior of rc at N = 126 in the Pb isotopes were improved
by the inclusion of the density-dependent spin–orbit term. Moreover, the new Skyrme calculations
yield better results for the inner part of the surface proton density of 208Pb at r ∼ 5 fm. The
change in the `s potentials from the original Skyrme calculation contributes to the kink behavior
through its effects on the `s splitting of the neutron 2g7/2,9/2 orbitals. It also affects the inner
part of the surface proton density through its effect on the proton 1h11/2 orbitals. I have further
demonstrated that the change in the isoscalar-to-isovector ratio of the spin–orbit term makes only
a minor contribution to the single-particle energies and to the kink behavior in the Pb isotopes. In
addition, I have investigated 48Ca using Skyrme–Hartree–Fock calculations with the new Skyrme
interactions and have determined the effects of the density-dependent spin–orbit term on its radii
and densities.

I. INTRODUCTION

Ground-state properties such as the binding energy
and root-mean-square (rms) radii of the nucleon distri-
butions are fundamental observables of nuclei, and they
have been studied extensively over a wide region of the
nuclear chart, including unstable nuclei. Experimental
data for those properties have been utilized to improve
energy-density functionals for both non-relativistic and
relativistic mean-field approaches. The rms radii of neu-
trons and protons in nuclei with N > Z have been at-
tracting particular interest, especially for obtaining in-
formation such as the symmetry energy of nuclear mat-
ter. Intensive studies of the nuclear radii of doubly magic
nuclei—including 208Pb, 132Sn, and 48Ca— have been
performed using various theoretical approaches. In re-
cent years, there have been many experimental attempts
to determine the rms radii (rn) and density distributions
(ρn) of the neutrons in 208Pb and 48Ca using hadronic
and electronic probes. However, the extracted values
still contain large uncertainties because of model ambi-
guities in the analyses as well as statistical errors. In
contrast, the rms radii (rp) and densities (ρp) of protons
have been determined precisely from electron-scattering
experiments. Moreover, x-ray measurements have been
widely used to obtain high-quality data for the isotope
shifts of the charge radii. Using a laser-cooling technique,
charge radii have been measured recently for neutron-rich
nuclei, including Sn isotopes across N = 82 [1] and Ca
isotopes across N = 28 [2].

The N -dependence of the charge radii across N = 126
is a well-known and long-discussed problem; the experi-
mental data revealed the existence of a kink behavior in
the charge radii of the Pb isotopes at N = 126 (208Pb).
Although relativistic mean-field (RMF) calculations have

succeeded in describing this kink phenomenon, many
Hartree–Fock–Bogoliubov (HFB) calculations using con-
ventional Skyrme interactions have failed. Reinhard et
al. investigated this problem by comparing the non-
relativistic and relativistic mean-field calculations [3],
and they demonstrated that the small energy difference
between the neutron 1h11/2 and 2g9/2 orbitals in 208Pb is
essential for reproducing the kink behavior of the charge
radii. In the usual non-relativistic approaches, the neu-
tron spin–orbit potential is proportional to ∇ρ + ∇ρn,
as derived from zero-range spin–orbit nucleon–nucleon
(NN) interactions. On the other hand, in the relativistic
calculations, the isoscalar (IS) component—which corre-
sponds to ∇ρ in the Skyrme formalism—was found to be
dominant. To modify the ratio of isoscalar-to-isovector
(IS/IV) components of the spin–orbit potential in the
Skyrme calculations, the investigators proposed a new
Skyrme energy-density functional (EDF), with the ex-
tended form b4∇ρ + b′4∇ρq (q = n, p) for the spin–orbit
term, instead of the usual form (b4 = b′4) in the conven-
tional Skyrme parametrization. Using interactions such
as the SkI3 interaction with b′4 = 0 for the IS-type and
the SkI4 interaction with b4 ∼ −b′4 for the reverse-type,
they obtained better results for the kink phenomenon in
the Pb isotopes. The latter interaction (SkI4) yielded
results similar to the RMF results for the single-particle
energies (SPEs) of 208Pb, but b4 ∼ −b′4 seems an unre-
alistic choice. The role of spin–orbit potentials and neu-
tron SPEs in the kink phenomenon in Pb isotopes also
has been discussed by Goddard et al. [4]. They showed
that a modified version of the SLy4 interaction that uses
an IS-type spin–orbit term [5]—called SLy4mod— repro-
duced the kink in the charge radii. However, in that
case, it was not necessary to change the IS/IV ratio of
the spin–orbit term, but the strength of the spin–orbit
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interactions must be reduced to reproduce the kink; the
SLy4mod interaction adopts a 20% weaker strength for
the spin–orbit term than that used in the original SLy4
interaction.

A similar kink behavior of the charge radii has been
observed for the Sn isotopes at N = 82, which remains
an open problem. To describe the N -dependence of the
charge radii in the Sn isotopes, new EDFs have been
developed that go beyond the conventional relativistic
and non-relativistic models; for instance, by including the
δ meson in the meson-exchange model in the relativistic
approach [6, 7] and by adopting the Fayans EDF in the
non-relativistic approach [1, 6, 8].

Nakada et al. employed a density-dependent spin–
orbit interaction in HFB calculations with finite-range ef-
fective NN interactions, and they obtained improved re-
sults for the isotope shift of the charge radii [9, 10]. They
adjusted the density dependence of the spin–orbit inter-
action phenomenologically to reproduce the observed `s-
splitting of the neutron 1h11/2,13/2 orbitals in 208Pb, al-
though they justified the density dependence in terms of
a contribution from three-nucleon spin–orbit forces to the
effective NN spin–orbit interactions [11].

High-precision data for the charge densities contain
further information beyond just the charge radii, which
can be utilized to test the EDFs, as argued in Ref. [12].
Yoshida et al. investigated detailed profiles of the sur-
face proton and neutron densities of 208Pb and 48Ca
and tested the EDFs used in the relativistic and non-
relativistic approaches. Compared with the experimental
data for proton densities determined from electron scat-
tering, they found that the Skyrme interactions tend to
underestimate the inner region of the surface proton den-
sities of 208Pb at r ∼ 5 fm and of 48Ca at r ∼ 2.5 fm. On
the other hand, RMF calculations using interactions such
as DD–ME2 [13] and NL3 [14] obtained better agreement
with the experimental data for the inner parts of the sur-
face proton densities.

Thus, different trends have been found in the results
for the charge radii and surface densities between rela-
tivistic and non-relativistic EDFs; the Skyrme EDFs of-
ten underestimate the kink behavior of the charge radii
and the inner-surface proton densities, while relativistic
EDFs tend to obtain better results. Spin–orbit interac-
tions, which are treated in quite different ways in the
relativistic and non-relativistic frameworks, are consid-
ered to be a major source of these differences.

In the present paper, I introduce a density-dependent
strength for the spin–orbit term in the Skyrme EDFs
and examine how the charge radii and densities are af-
fected by the inclusion of this term. I first reexamine
the standard Skyrme–HFB (SHFB) results for the Pb
isotopes in comparison with the RMF results. I discuss
the results obtained for 208Pb from these SHFB calcu-
lations using the SLy4 [5] and SkM* [15] interactions,
which are widely used conventional parametrizations,
and also using other Skyrme parametrizations, including
the SAMi [16], SkO′ [17], SKRA [18], SkI series [3], SkT

series [19], and Skxs20 [20] interactions. For compari-
son, I also discuss the results obtained from relativistic
Hartree–Bogoliubov (RHB) calculations using the DD–
ME2 [13] and DD–PC1 [21] interactions. To compare the
single-particle potentials between various approaches—
including the non-relativistic framework with zero-range
interactions and the relativistic framework with finite-
range interactions for the meson-exchange model— I cal-
culate the effective single-particle potentials defined by
the single-particle densities. I then propose a modifica-
tion of the original Skyrme interactions that incorporates
a spin–orbit term with a density-dependent strength into
the standard Skyrme EDF, and I investigate how the
SPEs and charge densities of 208Pb are affected by the
inclusion of this density-dependent spin–orbit term. I
also performed SHFB calculations, both with and with-
out the density-dependent spin–orbit term, and RHB cal-
culations for the Pb isotopes to discuss the kink behavior
of the charge radii at N = 126. In addition, I have inves-
tigated the charge density and radius of 48Ca using the
new Skyrme EDFs with the density-dependent spin–orbit
term.

This paper is organized as follows. The methods of
calculation are explained in Section II. In Section III,
the results obtained from SHFB calculations using the
original Skyrme interactions are presented and compared
with the RHB results. In Section IV, the results obtained
using the new Skyrme EDFs with the density-dependent
spin–orbit term are presented and compared with the
original results. A summary is provided in Section V.
Appendix A provides the parametrization used in the
present SHFB calculations.

II. METHODS OF CALCULATION

A. Computational codes for HFB and RHB
calculations

I performed spherical SHFB and RHB calculations
for even–even nuclei using the computational codes HF-
BRAD [22] and DIRHB [23], respectively. To perform
the SHFB calculations with the new interactions, I added
the density-dependent spin–orbit terms to the HFBRAD
code.

B. EDF for SHFB calculations

In the SHFB formalism, energy densities are expressed
in terms of the local particle densities ρ(r) and pairing
densities ρ̃(r); the normal and abnormal kinetic-energy
densities τ(r) and τ̃(r); and the spin-current vectors

J(r) and J̃(r). Detailed definitions are given in Ref. [22].
The kinetic-energy density is given by

K =
~2

2m
τ − ~2

2mA
τ, (1)
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where m is the nucleon mass. The second term is the
center-of-mass (c.m.) kinetic-energy correction, which is
taken into account before performing the energy varia-
tion in simple treatments as done in such cases that use
the SLy4 and SkM* interactions. However, other treat-
ments of the variation—without the c.m, correction— are
adopted in some cases, such as in the SkI series. Because
the major interests in the present paper are the nucleon-
density distributions and nuclear radii, I controlled the
selection of parameters in the HFBRAD code to per-
form the energy variation both with and without the c.m.
kinetic-energy correction in the SHFB calculations.

The conventional Skyrme energy density ESkyrme uti-
lizes the Skyrme parameters t0, t1, t2, t3, x0, x1, x2,
x3, γ, and W0, as given in Eq. (19) of Ref. [22]. The
spin–orbit term in ESkyrme is given by

Eso
Skyrme =

1

2
W0

(
J · ∇ρ+

∑
q

Jq · ∇ρq

)
, (2)

where the index q represents either neutrons or protons,
while densities without this index represent the total
(isoscalar) densities. To modify the IS/IV ratio of the
spin–orbit term, I employ another expression that uses
the parameters b4 and b′4 instead of W0:

Eso
Skyrme = b4J · ∇ρ+ b′4

∑
q

Jq · ∇ρq. (3)

The choice b4 = b′4 = W0/2 is equivalent to the usual
spin–orbit term of the conventional Skyrme parametriza-
tion, whereas b′4 = 0 is employed for the IS-type spin-
orbit term.

The SHFB calculations employed surface-type pair-
ing forces. For the SLy4 and SkM* interactions, I
used the default pairing interactions in the HFBRAD
code [22]. For other Skyrme interactions, I adopted the
same surface-type pairing interactions as those in SLy4
but multiplied by a factor θpairing, which I used to ad-
just the mean pairing gap of the neutrons in 120Sn. In
the present paper, I performed the SHFB calculations for
the Pb isotopes using the adjusted pairing forces, while
I performed the SHF calculations for the doubly closed
Ca isotopes 40Ca, and 48Ca without the pairing forces.

The parameter sets for the SHFB calculations adopted
in the present paper are listed in Tables III and IV of
Appendix A. I employed the Skyrme interactions SLy4,
SkM*, SkI2, SkI3, SkI4, SAMi, SkO′, SKRA, Skxs20,
SkT1 (T1), SkT2 (T2), SkT3 (T3), SkT4 (T4), SkT5
(T5), and SkT6 (T6). I also used a SLy4-like version—
named the SLy4–IS interaction—in which the usual spin–
orbit term of the SLy4 interaction was replaced with an
IS-type term with b4 = 93 MeV and b′4 = 0. I used
the strength of this term in the SLy4–IS interaction to
adjust the spin–orbit component of the total energy of
208Pb to the value obtained using the original SLy4 inter-
action. The value b4 = 93 MeV is approximately equal
to b4 = 3W0/4 = 92.5 MeV derived from the ansatz

ρp = (Z/N)ρn. For reference, I also tested the interac-
tion SLy4mod, which is another SLy4-like version that
employs the IS-type spin–orbit term used in Ref. [4].
The difference between the SLy4–IS and SLy4mod in-
teractions involves only the strength b4 of the IS-type
spin–orbit term; the latter employs the 20% smaller value
b4 = 75 MeV, which means that the spin–orbit interac-
tion is weaker in the SLy4mod interaction than in the
original SLy4 interaction.

C. New Skyrme EDF with a density-dependent
spin–orbit term

I incorporated the density-dependent strength of the
spin–orbit term into the Skyrme energy density in a way
similar to that employed in Ref. [9]:

Eso(ρ)
Skyrme =

1

4
D(ρ)

[
x4(ρ∇ · J − J · ∇ρ)

+ (1− x4)
∑
q

(ρq∇ · Jq − Jq · ∇ρq)
]
, (4)

where D(ρ) represents the density-dependent strength of
the interaction, and x4 is a parameter that changes the
IS/IV ratio. For x4 = 0.5 and D(ρ) = constant = −W0,
this equation reduces to Eq. (2) for the conventional
Skyrme interaction, which contains the usual spin–orbit
term. In the present paper, I employed x4 = 1 to give
the IS-type ratio of the density-dependent part as

Eso(ρ)
Skyrme =

1

4
D(ρ)

[
(ρ∇ · J − J · ∇ρ)

]
, (5)

and I rewrote the spin–orbit energy E
so(ρ)
Skyrme =∫

drEso(ρ)
Skyrme as

E
so(ρ)
Skyrme = −1

2

∫
drD(ρ)J · ∇ρ, (6)

D(ρ) ≡ D(ρ) +
1

2

δD(ρ)

δρ
ρ. (7)

For spherical nuclei, the density-dependent spin–orbit
term contributes to the single-particle potentials, which
contain both central and spin-obit parts:

U so(ρ)(r) = U
so(ρ)
cent (r) + U

so(ρ)
`s (r)` · s, (8)

U
so(ρ)
cent (r) =

D(ρ)

2
∇ · J , (9)

U
so(ρ)
`s (r) = −1

r

D(ρ)

2

dρ

dr
. (10)

In the present paper, I adopted D(ρ) = −w4ρ
γ4 corre-

sponding to

D(ρ) = −w4

(
1 +

γ4

2

)
ργ4 . (11)

To examine the effects of the density–dependent spin-
orbit term, I considered the new Skyrme EDFs obtained
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by changing the spin–orbit term Eso
Skyrme of the original

Skyrme parametrization as follows:

Eso
Skyrme → Eddso

Skyrme = 0.33Eso
Skyrme + Eso(ρ)

Skyrme, (12)

Eso(ρ)
Skyrme ≡ −

1

2
D(ρ)J · ∇ρ, (13)

in which the original spin–orbit term is reduced to 33%
and the density-dependent term is appended. I label
this new version containing the density-dependent spin–
orbit term with the IS-type ratio “Skyrme–ddso.” Sim-
ilarly, the new interaction constructed from the SLy4
parametrization is called SLy4–ddso. I adjusted the
strength w4 of the density-dependent part of this inter-
action to obtain the same value of the spin–orbit energy
for 208Pb as that obtained using the original Skyrme in-
teraction. I also tested an additional version, labeled
“Skyrme–ddso2,” which has the usual ratio (x4 = 0.5) of
the density-dependent spin–orbit term:

Eddso2
Skyrme = 0.33Eso

Skyrme

− 1

2
D(ρ)

(
0.5J · ∇ρ+ 0.5

∑
q

Jq · ∇ρq
)
. (14)

The values w4 and x4 in the Skyrme–ddso and Skyrme–
ddso2 interactions are listed in Tables III and IV. Be-
cause the Skyrme–ddso and Skyrme–ddso2 interactions
yield results that are qualitatively similar to each other,
I mainly present the Skyrme–ddso results in this paper.

D. Effective single-particle potentials

It is usually not trivial to compare single-particle po-
tentials between different approaches of relativistic and
non-relativistic frameworks using finite-range and zero-
range nuclear interactions, respectively. To discuss the
single-particle potentials in the SHFB and RHB ap-
proaches on an equal footing, I therefore defined the fol-
lowing effective single-particle potentials for the single-
particle orbitals:

U eff
α (r) = εα −

~2

2m

[
− 1

uα(r)

d2

dr2
uα(r) +

`(`+ 1)

r2

]
, (15)

uα(r) ≡ r
√
ρsp
α (r), (16)

where εα and ρsp
α are the single-particle energy and the

density of the orbital labeled α, which I obtained from
the SHFB and RHB calculations. For the proton or-
bitals, the Coulomb potential part is subtracted. The
effective potential U eff

α (r) provides the equivalent single-
particle energy εα and density ρsp

α (r) = |ψα(r)|2 in a
single-particle potential model,

εαψα(r) = − ~2

2m
∇2ψα(r) + U eff

α ψα(r). (17)

The effective single-particle potentials so defined are
orbital-dependent, and they contain finite-range (or k2-
dependent) interaction effects in addition to the mean-
field potentials. In the SHFB framework, U eff can be
written as

U eff
α = UMF +

( ~2

2m∗
− ~2

2m

)τ sp
α

ρsp
α
, (18)

τ sp
α = −ψ∗α∇2ψα, (19)

where UMF is the so-called mean-field (HF) potential
that appears in the HF equation, τ sp

α represents the
single-particle kinetic-energy density, and m∗ is the ef-
fective mass defined by

~2

2m∗
=

~2

2m
+
t1
4

[(
1 +

x1

2

)
ρ−

(
x1 +

1

2

)
ρq

]
+
t2
4

[(
1 +

x2

2

)
ρ+

(
x1 +

1

2

)
ρq

]
. (20)

In the relativistic framework, the effective potentials
U eff
α (r) also contain the coupled-channel effects of the

large [fα(r)] and small [gα(r)] components of the Dirac
spinors. In addition, there is an ambiguity in the def-
inition of uα(r). In the present prescription, I chose

uα(r) =
√
f2
α(r) + g2

α(r) using the single-particle baryon
density ρsp

α (r) = f2
α(r) + g2

α(r). An alternative choice
is uα(r) = f2

α(r)/r, but these two expressions for uα(r)
produce only minor differences in the resulting U eff

α (r).
I evaluated the effective `s potential U eff

`s from the po-
tential difference between the α> = n`j> (j> = `+ 1/2)
orbital and the α< = n`j< (j> = `− 1/2) orbital:

U eff
α,`s =

2

2`+ 1

[
U eff
α>

(r)− U eff
α<

(r)
]
, (21)

which represents the r-dependent part of the spin–orbit
potential. The effective potential U eff

α (r) can then be
expressed as the sum of a central and a spin–orbit part:

U eff
α (r) = U eff

α,av(r) + U eff
α,`s(r)l · s. (22)

Here, U eff
α,av(r) is the averaged potential of the α> and

α< orbitals given as

U eff
α,av =

`+ 1

2`+ 1
U eff
α>
− `

2`+ 1
U eff
α<
. (23)

III. RESULTS FROM THE ORIGINAL
SKYRME–HFB AND RHB CALCULATIONS

A. Density distributions and potentials

The neutron (ρn) and proton (ρp) densities of 208Pb
obtained from SHFB calculations using the SLy4 and
SkM* interactions and those obtained from RHB cal-
culations using the DD–ME2 and DD–PC1 interactions
are presented in Figs. 1(a) and (b), respectively. The
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FIG. 1. Neutron [ρn(r)] and proton [ρp(r)] densities of (a)
208Pb and (c) 48Ca obtained from SHFB calculations using
the SLy4 and SkM* interactions, and those of (b) 208Pb and
(d) 48Ca obtained from RHB calculations using the DD–ME2
and DD–PC1 interactions. The experimental proton densi-
ties are those determined from electron-scattering data [24],
and the neutron densities (with error envelopes) are those
extracted from (p, p) data at Ep = 295 MeV [25, 26].

SLy4 and SkM* interactions yield similar density distri-
butions. Compared with the experimental densities, the
SLy4 and SkM* results underestimate ρn and ρp in the
inner-surface region at r ∼ 5 fm. On the other hand,
the RHB calculations reproduce the inner-surface densi-
ties well, particularly in the results obtained using the
DD–ME2 interaction.

Figures 1(c) and (d), respectively, show the distribu-
tions ρn and ρp obtained for48Ca from the SHFB and
RHB calculations. They show similar trends in the inner-
surface densities; the RHB results are in good agreement
with the experimental data, whereas the SLy4 and SkM*
calculations yield smaller densities than the RHB results
in the inner-surface region at r ∼ 2.5 fm.

Results obtained for the densities of 208Pb using other
Skyrme interactions are presented in Fig. 2. The results
for ρp at r ∼ 5 fm in the inner-surface region obtained us-
ing the SkI2, SAMi, and Skxs20 interactions are similar
to those obtained using SLy4 and SkM*. The SkI3, SkI4,
SkT3, SkT4, SkT5, and SkO′ interactions yield slightly
better results, but they still underestimate the inner sur-
face proton density at r ∼ 5 fm compared with the ex-
perimental data.

To understand the different trends between the SHFB
and RHB results for the inner part of the surface proton
density, I calculated the effective single-particle poten-
tials using the single-particle densities obtained as ex-
plained in Sec. II D. The effective potentials U eff

α,av(r) av-

eraged over the α> and α< orbitals in 208Pb are shown in
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FIG. 2. Neutron [ρn(r)] and proton [ρp(r)] densities of 208Pb
obtained from SHFB calculations using (a) the SLy4 and
SkM*; (b) the SkI2, SkI3, and SkI4; (c) the SkT2 (T2), SkT3
(T3), and SkT4 (T4); and (d) the SAMi, SkO′, and Skxs20
interactions, together with the experimental proton density
determined from electron-scattering data [24]. (The experi-
mental values are taken from Ref. [25].) The results obtained
from RHB calculations using the DD–ME2 and DD–PC1 in-
teractions are also presented in panel (a).

Figs. 3(a)–(f). The effective potentials are `-dependent
due to the effective-mass contribution. In addition to the
SHFB results, Figs. 3(a)–(d) display the mean-field (HF)
potentials which do not contain the effective-mass con-
tribution. The effective mass m∗ in nuclear matter at
normal density is m∗/m = 0.572 in the DD–ME2 case
and m∗/m = 0.69 in the SLy4 case (0.79 in the SkM*
case). The low-` orbital potentials are deeper in the DD-
ME result because effective mass is smaller than in the
SLy4 and SkM* results, but the potential depths of high-
` orbitals are similar for all three interactions (DD–ME2,
SLy4, and SkM*). Figure 3(g) [3(h)] compares the SLy4
and DD–ME2 results for U eff

α>
((r) for the highest-` or-

bital of the major-shell neutrons (protons). In the inner-
surface region at r ∼ 5 fm, the DD–ME2 interaction pro-
duces deeper potentials for the highest-` orbitals. In par-
ticular, the proton 1h11/2 potential is significantly deeper
in DD–ME2. Due to the deep potential, ρp is increased
at r ∼ 5 in the DD–ME2 result because it is dominated
by contributions from the 1h11/2 orbital. In other words,
the reason why the SLy4 results underestimate the inner
part of the surface proton density is because the effective
potential at r ∼ 5 is shallower than the DD–ME2 case.

The effective `s potentials U eff
α,`s in 208Pb are presented

in Fig. 4. Figures 4(e) and 4(f) compare the SLy4 and
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FIG. 3. Averaged effective single-particle potentials Ueff
α,av(r) in 208Pb obtained from SHFB calculations using the SLy4

interactions for (a) neutrons and (b) protons; those obtained using SkM* for (c) neutrons and (d) protons; and the RHB results
obtained using DD–ME2 for (e) neutrons and (f) protons. The SLy4 and DD–ME2 results for neutrons are compared in panel
(g) and those for protons are compared in panel (h). The mean field UMF(r) is also displayed in panels (a), (b), (c), and (d).

DD–ME2 results. The r-dependences of the `s potentials
of these two results are qualitatively different. In the
inner part of the surface region at r ∼ 5 fm, the proton
`s potential is shallower in the SLy4 result than in the
DD–ME2 result. On the other hand, in the outer part of
the surface region at r ∼ 7 fm, the neutron `s potential is
significantly deeper in the SLy4 result than the DD–ME2
case.

These differences in the surface potentials between the
SLy4 and DD–ME2 results cause quantitative differences
in the surface densities, and they also contribute to the
SPEs, as discussed later in this paper.

B. Charge radii of Pb isotopes

To discuss the N dependence of the charge radii of the
Pb isotopes, I define the differential mean-square charge
radius as

δ(r2
c )
N,N ′

= r2
c (N)− r2

c (N
′). (24)

Here r2
c (N) represents the mean-square charge radius of

a nucleus with neutron number N ; N ′ is the neutron
number of the reference nucleus, which I chose to be N ′ =
126 for the Pb isotopes; i.e., 208Pb.

The calculated values of rc and δ(r2
c )
N,126 obtained

from the SHFB and RHB calculations are presented in
Fig. 5, where they are compared with the experimental
data. Fig. 5(c) shows that the DD–ME2 and DD–PC1
calculations reproduce the kink at N = 126 in the exper-
imental values of δ(r2

c )
N,126 well. Conversely, the SLy4

and SkM* results fail to reproduce the kink behavior, al-
though the SHFB calculations with the SAMi and SkI2
interactions yield better results than do the SLy4 and
SkM* interactions [see Fig. 5(d)].

As discussed in many works using non-relativistic and
relativistic mean-field calculations, the kink behavior of
the charge radii in the Pb isotopes is correlated with the
energy difference e(1i11/2) − e(2g9/2) of the major-shell
neutron orbitals; the kink behavior of the charge radii is
enhanced when e(1i11/2)− e(2g9/2) is small because the
charge radius increases rapidly for N > 126 due to the
increasing occupation of the neutron 1i11/2 orbital.

The SPEs of the neutron and proton orbitals in 208Pb
obtained from the SHFB and RHB calculations are dis-
played in Fig. 6. In the SLy4 and SkM* cases, which
show weak or no kinks in δ(r2

c )
N,126, the energy of the

neutron 1i11/2 orbital is much higher than is the energy
of the 2g9/2 orbital. On the other hand, in the SHFB cal-
culations that employ the SAMi, SkO′, SkI2, SkI3, and
SkI4 interactions and which exhibit better results for the
kink behavior, the 1i11/2 orbital becomes degenerate with
(or even lower than) the 2g9/2 orbital. In the DD–ME2
and DD–PC1 cases, which reproduce the N dependence
of experimental results for δ(r2

c )
N,126 well, the 1i11/2 and

2g9/2 orbitals are almost degenerate.

The r-dependence of the neutron `s potential affects
the energy difference e(1i11/2) − e(2g9/2) through its
contribution to the `s splittings ∆ν

`s(1i) ≡ e(1i11/2) −
e(1i13/2) of the neutron 1i11/2,13/2 orbitals and ∆ν

`s(2g) ≡
e(2g7/2)− e(2g9/2) of the neutron 2g7/2,9/2 orbitals. The

mean-field `s potentials (UMF
`s ) in 208Pb obtained from
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FIG. 4. The effective `s potentials U
eff(ρ)
`s in 208Pb obtained

from SHFB calculations with the SLy4 interaction for (a) neu-
trons and (b) protons; those obtained with SkM* for (c) neu-
trons and (d) protons; and those obtained from RHB calcu-
lations using the DD–ME2 interaction for (e) neutrons and
(f) protons. In panels (e) and (f), the SLy4 results are also
presented for comparison. The mean-field `s potentials UMF

`s

obtained in the SHFB results are also displayed in panels (a),
(b), (c), and (d).

the SHFB calculations are presented in Fig. 7, together
with the single-particle densities (ρsp

α ) of 208Pb from the
SLy4 results. Here, the `s potential UMF

`s is defined as
the r-dependent part of the spin–orbit potential of the
mean field:

UMF = Ucent(r) + UMF
`s ` · s. (25)

The potential depth of UMF
`s in the region r = 5–6 fm

contributes to ∆ν
`s(1i) because the neutron 1i11/2,13/2 or-

bitals have peaks at r = 5–6 fm. On the other hand,
UMF
`s in the region r ∼ 7 fm contributes to ∆ν

`s(2g) be-
cause the 2g7/2,9/2 orbitals have surface peak amplitudes
at r ∼ 7 fm. Compared with the SLy4 and SkM* in-
teractions, the SAMi, SkO′, SkI2, and SkI3 interactions
provide shallower `s potentials for the neutrons over the
whole range of r. The shallower `s potentials—in partic-
ular, in the region r = 5–6 fm—decrease the `s-splitting
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FIG. 5. (a) Charge radii rc and (c) differential mean-square
charge radii δ(r2

c)
N,126 of Pb isotopes obtained from SHFB

and RHB calculations, and (b) rc and (d) δ(r2
c)
N,126 obtained

from various SHFB calculations.

∆ν
`s(1i) and lower the energy of the 1i11/2 orbital. For

the SkI4 interaction, the neutron `s potential in the re-
gion r = 5–6 fm is comparable to that obtained from the
SLy4 and SkM* results, but it is weaker than that in the
region r ∼ 7 fm; it therefore decreases ∆ν

`s(2g) and raises
the 2g9/2 energy.

Let us next consider the `s splittings in the DD–ME2
and DD–PC1 results. As shown in Fig. 6(a), the DD–
ME2 and DD–PC1 results exhibit smaller `s splittings
of the neutron 1i11/2,13/2 orbitals and 2g7/2,9/2 orbitals
than do the SLy4 and SkM* results. In particular, the `s-
splitting of the 2g7/2,9/2 orbitals is significantly smaller
than that obtained with the SLy4 and SkM* interactions
because the `s potentials are shallower in the region r ∼
7 fm, as shown in Fig. 4(e).

Refs. [3, 4] argued that the IS/IV ratio of the spin–
orbit potentials plays an important role in the kink phe-
nomenon. The SLy4, SkM*, SkI2, and Skxs20 inter-
actions use the usual ratio (b4 = b′4), while the SkI3
and SAMi interactions employ IS-type (b′4 = 0) and IS-
dominant spin–orbit terms, respectively. The SkI4 and
SkO′ interactions employ b4 ∼ −b′4 for the reverse-type
ratio, but there is no fundamental reason. Assuming
b4 ∼ −b′4 means that the neutron `s potential is deter-

mined only by the proton density—as it is ∝ 1
r
dρp
dr —

which seems unrealistic.
To investigate the contribution of the IS/IV ratio in

the spin–orbit term to the SPEs and `s potentials in the
SHFB calculations, I compared the results obtained us-
ing the SLy4 and SLy4–IS interactions, which employ
usual-type and IS-type spin–orbit terms, respectively,
but leaving the other parameters unchanged. The cal-
culated SPEs and `s potentials are shown in Figs. 6(a)
and 7(a) for neutrons and in Figs. 6(b) and 7(b) for pro-
tons. There are minor differences in the SPEs between
the SLy4 and SLy4–IS results, although the `s potential
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FIG. 6. Single-particle energies (SPEs) of (a) neutrons and
(b) protons in 208Pb obtained from SHFB and RHB calcula-
tions. The label ”me2” represents the DD–ME2 interaction,
and ”pc1” similarly represents DD–PC1.

for the neutrons (protons) is slightly weaker (stronger)
in the SLy4–IS result than in the SLy4 result. This indi-
cates that the SPEs are not significantly affected by the
IS/IV ratio of the spin–orbit interactions.

In Figs. 6 and 7, I also present the results obtained
using the SLy4mod interaction. This interaction is an-
other version, with the IS-type spin–orbit term modified
from the SLy4, and all the parameters are consistent with
those of the SLy4–IS interactions except for the value of
b4. The SLy4mod interaction employs b4 = 75 MeV and
b′4 = 0 corresponding to a spin–orbit interaction that
is 20% weaker than are those in the SLy4 and SLy4–
IS interactions. Due to the weaker spin–orbit term, the
neutron 1i11/2 and 2g9/2 orbitals are almost degenerate
with each other [Figs. 6 and 7(a)], and the SLy4mod re-

-2

-1

 0

 4  6  8  10

208
Pb

neutron

(c)

p
o
te

n
it

al
 (

M
eV

)

r (fm)

sly4
SkI2
SkI3
SkI4

T3
T4
T6

-2

-1

 0

 4  6  8  10

208
Pb

neutron

(a)

p
o
te

n
it

al
 (

M
eV

)

r (fm)

SLy4
SkM*
SAMi
SkO′ 

Skxs20
SLy4-IS

SLy4mod

-2

-1

 0

 4  6  8  10

208
Pb

proton

(b)

p
o
te

n
it

al
 (

M
eV

)

r (fm)

SLy4
SkM*
SAMi
SkO′ 

Skxs20
SLy4-IS

SLy4mod

-2

-1

 0

 4  6  8  10

208
Pb

proton

(d)

p
o
te

n
it

al
 (

M
eV

)

r (fm)

sly4
SkI2
SkI3
SkI4

T3
T4
T6

 0

 0.2

 4  6  8  10

208
Pb

neutron

(e)

ρ
sp

 (
1
0

-2
 f

m
-3

)

r (fm)

2f5/2
2f7/2
3p1/2
3p3/2

1i11/2
1i13/2
2g7/2
2g9/2

 0

 0.2

 4  6  8  10

208
Pb

proton

(f)

ρ
sp

 (
1
0

-2
 f

m
-3

)

r (fm)

1h9/2
1h11/2
2d3/2
2d5/2

FIG. 7. (Top and middle panels) The mean-field `s poten-
tials UMF

`s and (bottom panels) the single-particle densities of
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the Skryme interactions.

sult consequently gives better results for the kink in the
charge radii of the Pb isotopes. It should be stressed that
a weaker spin–orbit term is essential for reproducing the
kink behavior in the SLy4mod result, but the role of the
IS/IV ratio is minor.

IV. RESULTS FROM THE NEW SKYRME
INTERACTIONS WITH A

DENSITY-DEPENDENT SPIN–ORBIT TERM

As discussed previously, the IS/IV ratio of the spin–
orbit interactions produces only minor effects in the
SHFB results for the SPEs and charge radii of the Pb
isotopes. Instead, other extensions beyond the conven-
tional Skyrme EDF need to be considered to improve
the results for this kink behavior. Comparing the DD–
ME2 and SLy4 results shows that the SLy4 calculation
has the problems of overestimating the energy difference
e(1h11/2) − e(2g9/2) of the neutrons and underestimat-
ing the inner part of the surface proton density. These
problems may arise from defect in the r-dependence of
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the `s potentials in 208Pb; compared with the DD–ME2
case, the SLy4 interaction yields a deeper neutron `s
potential in the region r ∼ 7 fm [Fig. 4(e)], which in-
creases e(1h11/2)− e(2g9/2) for the neutrons by reducing
the `s splitting ∆ν

`s(2g). Furthermore, the SLy4 inter-
action produces a shallower proton `s potential in the
region r = 5–6 fm [Fig. 4(f)], which decreases the proton
density at r ∼ 5 fm.

To modify the r-dependence of the `s potentials in
the SHFB framework, I introduced a density-dependent
strength for the spin–orbit term and constructed new in-
teractions, called Skyrme–ddso, as explained in Sec. II. I
then compared the results obtained from the SHFB cal-
culations using the Skyrme–ddso interactions with the
original Skyrme results to see how the kink phenomenon
of the charge radii and the surface proton densities are af-
fected by the introduction of the density-dependent spin–
orbit term.

A. Binding energies and radii

The SLy4 and SLy4–ddso results for the binding ener-
gies per nucleon of doubly magic and proton magic nuclei
are listed in Table I, and those for the neutron, proton,
and charge radii are listed in Table II. The SLy4–ddso
calculation obtains slightly smaller values for the bind-
ing energies and charge radii, but the differences from
the original SLy4 values are less than 0.6% in the bind-
ing energies and less than 0.8% in the charge radii. The
SLy4–ddso2 results are quite similar to the SLy4–ddso
results, as shown in Table I.

For other series of Skyrme interactions, the Skyrme
and Skyrme–ddso results for 208Pb and 48Ca are pre-
sented in Fig. 8. For those Skyrme interactions also, the
inclusion of a density-independent spin–orbit term yields
little changes from the original Skyrme results.

B. Effects on the SPE of 208Pb

Figure 9 compares the Skyrme and Skyrme–ddso re-
sults for the `s potentials (UMF

`s ) and the single-particle
densities (ρsp

α ) of neutrons and protons in 208Pb, and
Fig. 10 presents the corresponding results for the SPEs.
In all the Skyrme interactions, the potential pocket of
UMF
`s is shifted inward by the inclusion of the density-

dependent spin–orbit term in the Skyrme–ddso results
[Figs. 9(a) and (b)]. The neutron `s potential is com-
parable with the original Skyrme result in the region
r ∼ 6.5 fm because I adjusted the spin–orbit strength
(w4) in the Skyrme-ddso interaction to obtain the origi-
nal value of the spin–orbit energy, but it is significantly
reduced in the outer region near r ∼ 7 fm. This reduction
of the neutron `s potential in the region r ∼ 7 fm affects
the neutron SPEs; it decreases the `s splitting ∆ν

`s(2g)
because the neutron 2g7/2,9/2 orbitals have surface am-
plitudes in this region, but the `s splitting ∆ν

`s(1i) is not

TABLE I. Binding energies per nucleon (−E/A) obtained
from SHFB calculations using the SLy4, SLy4–ddso, and
SLy4–ddso2 interactions. The neutron-pairing energies of
60Ni, 120Sn, and 214Pb are also listed.

−E/A (MeV) pairing energy (MeV)

SLy4 SLy4 - SLy4- exp SLy4 SLy4 - SLy4-

(orig) ddso ddso2 (orig) ddso ddso2
16O 8.031 8.051 8.051 7.976
40Ca 8.606 8.621 8.620 8.551
48Ca 8.706 8.654 8.662 8.667
52Ca 8.453 8.422 8.435 8.429
56Ni 8.631 8.605 8.598 8.643
60Ni 8.776 8.766 8.761 8.781
68Ni 8.713 8.718 8.706 8.682
88Sr 8.736 8.698 8.703 8.733
90Zr 8.730 8.700 8.705 8.710

208Pb 7.864 7.845 7.845 7.867
58Ni 8.719 8.697 8.691 8.732 −2.609 −2.508 −2.526

120Sn 8.490 8.480 8.473 8.504 −12.570 −9.029 −8.069
214Pb 7.744 7.720 7.721 7.772 −11.467 −12.136 −12.773

TABLE II. The root-mean-square neutron (rn), proton (rp),
and charge (rc) radii obtained from SHFB calculations using
the SLy4, SLy4–ddso, and SLy4–ddso2 interactions, together
with the experimental values of rc [27].

SLy4 SLy4-ddso exp

rn rp rc rn rp rc rc
16O 2.661 2.686 2.803 2.655 2.680 2.797 2.699
40Ca 3.372 3.420 3.512 3.367 3.415 3.507 3.478
48Ca 3.606 3.453 3.544 3.585 3.428 3.520 3.477
52Ca 3.777 3.493 3.584 3.746 3.463 3.554 3.553
56Ni 3.647 3.702 3.787 3.595 3.649 3.736
60Ni 3.770 3.730 3.815 3.718 3.676 3.762 3.812
68Ni 4.012 3.839 3.921 3.990 3.814 3.897
88Sr 4.274 4.179 4.255 4.254 4.158 4.234 4.224
90Zr 4.288 4.225 4.300 4.269 4.206 4.281 4.269

208Pb 5.617 5.458 5.516 5.592 5.430 5.488 5.501
58Ni 4.730 4.594 4.663 4.715 4.574 4.643 3.776

120Sn 3.712 3.717 3.803 3.663 3.666 3.752 4.652
214Pb 5.695 5.496 5.554 5.673 5.471 5.529 5.557

affected because the neutron 1h11/2,13/2 orbitals have no
peak in this region but have significant amplitudes in the
region r ∼ 6 fm. As a result of the reduction of ∆ν

`s(2g),
the energy difference e(1i11/2)− e(2g9/2) is decreased by
the inclusion of the density-dependent spin–orbit term
in the SLy4–ddso results [Fig. 10(a)]. The effects on the
proton SPEs of including the density-dependent spin–



10

 7.7

 7.8

 7.9

  
 S

A
M

i

  
 S

k
O

′

  
 S

k
I5

  
 S

k
I3

  
 S

k
I4

  
 S

k
I2

  
 T

6

  
 T

3

  
 T

4

  
 T

1

  
 S

k
x
s2

0

  
 S

L
y
4
-I

S

  
 T

5

  
 T

2

  
 S

L
y
4

  
 S

K
R

A

  
 S

k
M

*

(a) 
208

Pb energy
−

E
/A

  
(M

eV
)

orig.
ddso

 8.3

 8.4

 8.5

 8.6

 8.7

 8.8

  
 S

A
M

i

  
 S

k
O

′

  
 S

k
I5

  
 S

k
I3

  
 S

k
I4

  
 S

k
I2

  
 T

6

  
 T

3

  
 T

4

  
 T

1

  
 S

k
x
s2

0

  
 S

L
y
4
-I

S

  
 T

5

  
 T

2

  
 S

L
y
4

  
 S

K
R

A

  
 S

k
M

*

(b) 
48

Ca energy

−
E

/A
  
(M

eV
)

orig.
ddso

 5.2

 5.3

 5.4

 5.5

 5.6

 5.7

 5.8

  
 S

A
M

i

  
 S

k
O

′

  
 S

k
I5

  
 S

k
I3

  
 S

k
I4

  
 S

k
I2

  
 T

6

  
 T

3

  
 T

4

  
 T

1

  
 S

k
x
s2

0

  
 S

L
y
4
-I

S

  
 T

5

  
 T

2

  
 S

L
y
4

  
 S

K
R

A

  
 S

k
M

*

(c) 
208

Pb radii

rp

rn

rm
sr

 (
fm

)

orig.
ddso

 3.2

 3.3

 3.4

 3.5

 3.6

 3.7

 3.8

  
 S

A
M

i

  
 S

k
O

′

  
 S

k
I5

  
 S

k
I3

  
 S

k
I4

  
 S

k
I2

  
 T

6

  
 T

3

  
 T

4

  
 T

1

  
 S

k
x
s2

0

  
 S

L
y
4
-I

S

  
 T

5

  
 T

2

  
 S

L
y
4

  
 S

K
R

A

  
 S

k
M

*

(d) 
48

Ca radii

rp

rn

rm
sr

 (
fm

)

orig.
ddso

FIG. 8. Binding energies per nucleon (−E/A) and rms
neutron (rn) and proton (rp) radii of 208Pb and 48Ca obtained
from SHF calculations using the Skyrme (orig.) and Skyrme–
ddso (ddso) interactions.

orbit term are not as significant as they are for the neu-
trons [Fig. 10(b)], although this term does affect the pro-
ton `s potentials somewhat [Fig. 9(b)].

To see the contribution of the IS/IV ratio of the
density-dependent spin–orbit part, in Fig. 11 I compare
the Skyrme–ddso2 results for the neutron SPEs in 208Pb
with the Skyrme–ddso results. There is no qualitative
difference in the neutron SPEs between the Skyrme-ddso
results with x4 = 1 (IS-type) and the Skyrme–ddso2 re-
sults with x4 = 0.5 (usual-type), meaning that the choice
of the IS/IV ratio does not significantly affect the SPEs.
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FIG. 9. The Skyrme–ddso results (solid lines) for the mean-
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protons compared with the original Skyrme results (dotted
lines).
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FIG. 10. (a) Neutron and (b) proton single-particle energies
in 208Pb calculated using the Skyrme (orig.) and Skyrme–
ddso (ddso) interactions.
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C. Kink phenomena in the Pb isotopes

The inclusion of the density-dependent spin–orbit term
in the Skyrme–ddso interactions affects the kink in
δ(r2

c )
N,126 in the Pb isotopes through the decrease in

the energy difference e(1i11/2) − e(2g9/2). To see these

effects, the calculated values of δ(r2
c )

132,126 for 214Pb
and of e(1i11/2) − e(2g9/2) for 208Pb are presented in
Figs. 12(a) and 12(b), respectively. In these figures, the
results of various Skyrme interactions are sorted by the
e(1i11/2) − e(2g9/2) values. In the original Skyrme re-

sults, one can see a clear correlation between δ(r2
c )

132,126

and e(1i11/2) − e(2g9/2); in general, larger values of

δ(r2
c )

132,126 are obtained in cases with smaller values
of e(1i11/2) − e(2g9/2). In the Skyrme–ddso results,
e(1i11/2) − e(2g9/2) is decreased by the inclusion of
the density-dependent spin–orbit term, yielding a larger
value for δ(r2

c )
132,126 than in the original Skyrme results.

Figure 13 compares the Skyrme and Skyrme–ddso re-
sults for rc and δ(r2

c )
N,126 for the Pb isotopes. The

Skyrme–ddso interactions yield better results for the kink
behavior of δ(r2

c )
N,126 than do the original Skyrme re-

sults. For instance, the SAMi–ddso and SkI2–ddso re-
sults are in good agreement with the experimental data
for δ(r2

c )
N,126. On the other hand, for the SLy4–ddso

and Skxs20–ddso interactions, The improvements are not
large enough to reproduce the kink behavior.

To show the contribution of the IS/IV ratio of the
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FIG. 12. (a) Differential mean-square charge radius
δ(r2
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differences e(1i11/2)−e(2g9/2) of neutrons in 208Pb calculated
using the Skyrme (orig.), Skyrme–ddso (ddso), and Skyrme–
ddso2 (ddso2) interactions.
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FIG. 13. (a) Charge radii rc and (b,c,d) differential mean-
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from SHFB calculations using the Skyrme and Skyrme–ddso
interactions.

density-dependent spin–orbit term, the Skyrme–ddso2
results for δ(r2

c )
132,126 in the Pb isotopes and for

e(1i11/2) − e(2g9/2) in 208Pb are compared with the
Skyrme–ddso results in Fig. 12. The two calculations
use the Skyrme–ddso interaction with x4 = 1 (IS-type)
and the Skyrme–ddso2 interaction with x4 = 0.5 (usual-
type), and they yield qualitatively similar results for
δ(r2

c )
132,126 and for e(1i11/2) − e(2g9/2), although the

Skyrme–ddso results yield quantitatively better results
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for δ(r2
c )

132,126. This indicates that the choice of the
IS/IV ratio for the density-dependent spin–orbit term
causes only a minor difference in the kink phenomenon
in the Pb isotopes.

D. Effects on the surface densities of 208Pb
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FIG. 14. Neutron and proton densities of 208Pb obtained us-
ing the Skyrme and Skyrme–ddso interactions, together with
the experimental proton density determined from electron-
scattering data [24]. (The experimental values are taken from
Ref. [25].)

The neutron and proton densities of 208Pb obtained us-
ing the Skyrme–ddso interactions are compared with the
original Skyrme results in Fig. 14. The surface densities
of 208Pb are affected by the the density-dependent spin–
orbit term through the change in the r-dependence of
the `s potentials. In the Skyrme–ddso results, the inner-
surface proton density at r ∼ 5 fm is increased mainly
because the peak amplitude of the proton 1h11/2 orbital
[Fig. 9(d)] is increased due to the deeper `s potential in
this region [Fig. 9(b)]. As a result, the underestimate of
the surface proton density in the original Skyrme results
is improved by the inclusion of the density-dependent
spin–orbit term, which produces good agreement be-
tween the experimental data and the Skyrme–ddso re-
sults. The neutron density at r ∼ 5 fm is also increased
because the peak amplitude of the neutron 1i13/2 orbital
is increased due to the deeper `s potential in this region
[Figs. 9(a) and 9(c)].

E. Results for 48Ca

Next, I compared the results obtained from the SHF
calculations for 48Ca using the Skyrme–ddso interactions
with the original Skyrme results to discuss the effects of
the density-dependent spin–orbit term in 48Ca.

1. The SPEs and densities of 48Ca
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FIG. 15. (a) The mean-field `s potentials UMF
`s and (b)

the single-particle neutron densities in 48Ca obtained using
the SLy4–ddso and SkM*–ddso interactions (solid lines) com-
pared with the original Skyrme interactions (dotted lines). (c)
The single-particle neutron energies (SPEs) in 48Ca obtained
from SHF calculations using the Skyrme (orig.:dotted lines)
and Skyrme–ddso (ddso:solid lines) interactions.

Figure 15 presents the Skyrme–ddso results for the `s
potentials, single-particle densities, and neutron SPEs of
48Ca, and Fig. 16 compares the results for the neutron
and proton densities with the original Skyrme results. In
the Skyrme–ddso results, the inner-surface neutron den-
sity around r = 2–3 fm is increased by the inclusion of the
density-dependent spin–orbit term because the deeper `s
potential in this region increases the peak amplitude of
the 1f7/2 neutron orbital. The inner part of the sur-
face proton density is also increased in the Skyrme–ddso
results because the neutron density also contributes to
the proton mean field. However, the proton density ob-
tained depends on the Skyrme parameterizations, and
agreement with the experimental data is not necessarily
satisfactory.
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FIG. 16. Neutron (ρn) and proton (ρp) densities in 48Ca ob-
tained from SHF calculations using the Skyrme and Skyrme–
ddso interactions, together with the experimental proton den-
sity determined from electron-scattering data [24]. (The ex-
perimental values were read from figures in Refs. [26, 28].)

The inclusion of the density-dependent spin–orbit
term somewhat affects the neutron SPEs displayed in
Fig. 15(c). Although the SPEs of the 1f7/2 and 2p3/2

orbitals are almost unchanged, the 1f5/2 and 2p1/2 ener-
gies are decreased somewhat in the Skyrme–ddso results.
However, the change from the original Skyrme results is
not as significant as it is for 208Pb.

2. Differential mean-square charge radii of 48Ca and 40Ca

Figure 17(a) presents the differential mean-square
charge radii δ(r2

c )
N,28 of the Ca isotopes obtained from

SHFB calculations using the SLy4 and SkM* interac-
tions, together with the DD–ME2 and DD–PC1 results
from RHB calculations and the experimental data. The
experimental data for δ(r2

c )
N,28 show a kink behavior at

N = 28, meaning that the charge radius of 48Ca is ab-
normally small compared with those of the other Ca iso-
topes. Indeed, δ(r2

c )
20,28 ∼ 0; i.e., the value of rc for 48Ca

is approximately equal to that obtained for 40Ca. The
SHFB calculations using the SLy4 and SkM* interactions
fail to reproduce this kink behavior of δ(r2

c )
N,28. This is a

known problem for various versions of the Skyrme inter-
actions. The RHB calculations using the DD–ME2 and
DD–PC1 interactions also fail to reproduce this behavior
of δ(r2

c )
N,28. The reason for the disagreement between

the theoretical value of δ(r2
c )
N,28 and the data in the re-

gion 20 < N < 28 is thought to be due to deformation
and pairing effects. However, the reason for the failure
at δ(r2

c )
20,28 ∼ 0 for the doubly magic nucleus 48Ca is

not understood.
To discuss the effects of the density-dependent spin–

orbit term on the kink problem of δ(r2
c )
N,28 at N = 28

in Ca isotopes, I compare the Skyrme and Skyrme–
ddso results for δ(r2

c )
N,28 in Figs. 17(b) and 17(c); the

former presents the values of δ(r2
c )
N,28 obtained from

SHFB calculations using the SLy4, SLy4–ddso, SkM*,
and SkM*–ddso interactions, and the latter presents the
values of δ(r2

c )
20,28 obtained from SHF calculations us-

ing the Skyrme and Skyrme–ddso interactions, together
with the experimental data. As Fig. 17(c) shows, the
original Skyrme interactions generally underestimate the
experimental value δ(r2

c )
20,28 ∼ 0, except for the case of

SkO′. In the Skyrme–ddso results, the values of δ(r2
c )

20,28

are increased by the inclusion of the density-dependent
spin–orbit term because of the contribution of the neu-
tron 1f7/2 orbital to the proton mean field.
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FIG. 17. (a) The differential mean-square charge radii
δ(r2

c)
N,28 of the Ca isotopes obtained from SHFB calculations

using the SLy4 and SkM* interactions are compared with the
results obtained from RHB calculations using the DD–ME2
and DD–PC1 interactions. (b) The SLy4–ddso and SkM*–
ddso results together with the SLy4 and SkM* results. (c)
The values of δ(r2

c)
20,28 for the 40Ca−48Ca difference obtained

from SHF calculations using the Skyrme, Skyrme–ddso, and
Skyrme–ddso2 interactions.

V. SUMMARY

I have investigated the N -dependence of the charge
radii in the Pb isotopes and the inner part of the sur-
face proton density of 208Pb using SHFB and RHB cal-
culations. The conventional Skyrme interactions tend to
underestimate both the kink behavior of the charge radii
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at N = 126 in the Pb isotopes and the inner-surface
proton density of 208Pb, whereas the RHB calculations
obtain better results. I have shown that the kink be-
havior strongly is correlated with the energy difference
e(1h11/2) − e(2g9/2) of the neutron 1h11/2 and 2g9/2 or-
bitals. I performed detailed analyses of the SPEs and ef-
fective single-particle potentials obtained from the SHFB
and RHB calculations, and I found that the essential dif-
ference between the non-relativistic and relativistic cal-
culations involves the r-dependence of the `s potentials,
which contribute significantly to e(1h11/2)− e(2g9/2).

To improve the SHFB calculations, I introduced a
density-dependent spin–orbit term. I obtained new
Skyrme interactions that contain this term—called the
Skyrme–ddso interactions—by modifying the spin–orbit
term in the original Skyrme interactions. I compared the
results obtained using the Skyrme–ddso interactions with
the original Skyrme results and have discussed the effects
of including this density-dependent spin–orbit term. The
results for the kink phenomena of the charge radii in the
Pb isotopes were somewhat improved by the inclusion of
this term in the Skyrme–ddso calculations. Moreover, the
Skyrme–ddso calculations yield better agreement with
the experimental data for the proton density in the inner
part of the surface region at r ∼ 5 fm. The change of
the `s potentials from the original Skyrme results gives a
significant contribution to the kink phenomenon through
its effects on the `s splitting of the neutron 2g7/2,9/2 or-
bitals. It also plays an important role in the inner parts
of the surface proton densities through its effect on the
1h11/2 proton orbitals.

I further discussed the contribution of the IS/IV
ratio of the spin–orbit term. In cases both with
the density-dependent spin–orbit term—in the Skyrme-
ddso interactions—and without it—in the Skyrme
interactions— the change in the IS/IV ratio makes only
minor contributions to the SPEs and to the kink phe-
nomenon in the Pb isotopes.

In addition, I investigated 48Ca using SHF calcula-
tions with the Skyrme and Skyrme–ddso interactions and
discussed the effects of including the density-dependent
spin–orbit term on the charge radii and densities.

In the present version of the Skyrme–ddso interac-
tions, only the spin–orbit term was modified from the
original Skyrme interactions, while the other parameters
were left unchanged in order to investigate the effects of
the density-dependent spin–orbit term. However, to con-
struct a final version of new Skyrme interactions with a
density-dependent spin–orbit term, all the Skyrme pa-
rameters should be finely tuned by readjusting the bind-
ing energies and radii of various nuclei over a wide region
of the nuclear chart.
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Appendix A: Skyrme parameters

The Skyrme energy densities are parametrized in terms
of the quantities t0, t1, t2, t3, x0, x1, x2, x3, γ, and
W0, as shown in Eq. (19) of Ref. [22]. In some cases,
the parameters b4 and b′4 are used instead of W0. The
set b4 = b′4 = W0/2 is equivalent to the usual parame-
terization of the spin–orbit term using W0. The values
of these parameters for the Skyrme energy density em-
ployed in the present paper are listed in Tables III and
IV. I employed the Skyrme parameters of the SLy4 [5];
SkM* [15]; SkI2, SkI3, and SkI4 [3]; SAMi [16]; SkO′ [17];
SKRA [18]; Skxs20 [20]; and SkT1 (T1), SkT2 (T2),
SkT3 (T3), SkT4 (T4), SkT5 (T5), and SkT6 (T6) [19]
interactions. In addition, I used modified versions of
SLy4— called the SLy4mod and SLy4–IS interactions—
which contain an IS-type spin–orbit term. The former is
taken from Ref. [4], while the latter is a new version ob-
tained by adjusting the parameter b4 to obtain the same
spin–orbit energy of 208Pb as the original SLy4 result.

I adjusted selection parameters θcm and θJ2 in the
package of the HFBRAD code by choosing θcm = 0 and
1 for the calculations with and without the c.m. kinetic-
energy correction, and θJ2 = 0 and 1 for the calculations
without and with the J2 term. The SHFB calculations
employed surface-type pairing forces. For the SLy4 and
SkM* interactions, I used the default parameterizations
in the HFBRAD code [22]. For the other Skyrme in-
teractions, the surface-type pairing forces of the SLy4
interaction in the HFBRAD code were multiplied by a
factor θpairing, which I adjusted to give the mean neutron-
pairing gap of 120Sn. The values of θcm, θJ2 , and θpairing

are listed in Tables III and IV. Note that—except for
the SLy4 and SkM* interactions—these treatments are
not necessarily the same as those in the original Skyrme
calculations.

Tables III and IV also list the parameters of the
Skyrme–ddso and Skyrme–ddso2 interactions: w4, x4,
and γ4 for the density-dependent part of the spin–orbit
term and the multipliers b4/b4,orig and b′4/b4′,orig for the
density-independent part.
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TABLE IV. The Skyrme parameters t0, t1, t2, t3, x0, x1, x2, x3, σ, W0, b4, and b′4 for the SkT1 (T1), SkT2 (T2), SkT3 (T3),
SkT4 (T4), SkT5 (T5), and SkT6 (T6) [19]; SLy4mod [4]; and SLy4–IS interactions. The selection parameters θJ2 and θcm

in the HFBRAD code and the pairing factor θpairing adopted in the present paper are also listed. In addition, the values of
w4, x4, and γ4 for the density-dependent part of the spin–orbit term in the Skyrme–ddso and Skyrme–ddso2 interactions are
listed. For the Skyrme–ddso and Skyrme–ddso2 interactions, the ratios of b4 and b′4 to the original values b4,orig. and b′4,orig.

of the Skyrme interactions for the density-independent part of the spin–orbit term are also listed. The units of the strength
parameters t0, t1, t2, t3, W0, b4, b′4, and w4 are MeV, and the other parameters are dimensionless.
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