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Nuclear charge radii of silicon isotopes
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The nuclear charge radius of 32Si was determined using collinear laser spectroscopy. The ex-
perimental result was confronted with ab initio nuclear lattice effective field theory, valence-space
in-medium similarity renormalization group, and mean field calculations, highlighting important
achievements and challenges of modern many-body methods. The charge radius of 32Si completes
the radii of the mirror pair 32Ar - 32Si, whose difference was correlated to the slope L of the sym-
metry energy in the nuclear equation of state. Our result suggests L ≤ 60MeV, which agrees with
complementary observables.

Introduction. Recent advances in many-body methods,
the continuous increase in computing power, and the de-
velopment of inter-nucleon potentials derived from Chiral
Effective Field Theory (Chiral-EFT), are leading up to
a new era of precision nuclear theory calculations with
quantifiable uncertainties [1–3]. Besides the description
of diverse nuclear properties, even extremely neutron-
rich matter, such as neutron stars, can now be addressed
[4, 5].
The properties of neutron stars are governed by the

nuclear equation of state (EOS) and affect, for instance,
the forms of gravitational waves from a binary neutron
star merger [6] or the character of super heavy nuclei
[7]. However, despite the broad experimental efforts, the
form of the EOS, especially the slope L in the symme-
try energy, could only be constrained to a limited range
[8–10] insufficient for precise model predictions. An al-
ternative approach to constrain L based on the concept
of charge symmetry of the nuclear interaction was sug-
gested recently. It uses the differences of charge radii of
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a pair of mirror nuclei as a proxy for the neutron-skin
thickness [11–13], for which the correlation on L was re-
cently discussed in [14–18]. Enhanced sensitivity is ex-
pected thanks to possibly large isospin asymmetry if one
of the mirror nuclei is a radioactive nucleus [12, 19], hence
contrasting most previous studies on stable nuclei due to
technical reasons.

Despite the compelling progress in nuclear theory, sig-
nificant long-standing challenges persist in our under-
standing of nuclei [20]. For instance, obtaining a simul-
taneous description of the binding energy and nuclear
charge radii has proven to be a major challenge [20–
23]. Moreover, it is still unclear if effective theories con-
strained to a finite number of nuclei can provide reliable
calculations of infinite nuclear matter at supersaturation
density [5, 12, 24, 25]. Therefore, precision measurements
of charge radii for nuclei with large proton-to-neutron
asymmetries are critical in guiding the progress of nu-
clear theory and the description of nuclear matter.

The investigation of nuclear charge radii of Si isotopes
(Z = 14), in particular, highlights several questions of
great interest. The charge radius of 32Si, measured in
this work, sets a new constraint on L when combined with
data of its mirror partner 32Ar [26]. Furthermore, nuclear
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charge radii of Si isotopes play a critical role in studies of
the appearance or disappearance of nuclear magic num-
bers [27, 28] and the emergence of exotic nuclear shapes,
e.g., bubble nuclei [29, 30]. From the theoretical side,
recent progress was made in calculating these properties
by several many-body methods [20, 30].

However, previous to our work, only measurements for
the nuclear charge radii of stable silicon isotopes were
available [31, 32]. This is partly because nuclear charge
radii measurements of short-lived Si isotopes pose ma-
jor challenges in production and extraction from the
thick targets of Isotope Separator Online (ISOL) facil-
ities. Moreover, silicon is a highly reactive element and
likely to form molecular compounds unsuitable for laser
spectroscopy experiments. Here, we present measure-
ments of the differential charge radius of 32Si obtained
from collinear laser spectroscopy of 28,29,30,32Si isotopes
after the molecular break-up of SiO molecules. The ex-
periment was performed at the BECOLA setup at the
Facility for Rare Isotope Beams (FRIB).

Experiment. The stable 28,29,30Si isotopes used as a
reference for the isotope shift measurements were pro-
duced in a Penning-ionization gauge (PIG) ion source
[33] with cathodes of natural silicon. The radioactive
32Si beam was generated with an oven-ion source (OIS)
of the batch-mode ion source system (BMIS) [34]. The
OIS is a CERN/ISOLDE target ion source unit, in which
Si powder containing 32Si was installed and heated up to
1500◦C to surface ionize Si atoms. The beam, generated
∼20m upstream of BECOLA, first went through a dipole
magnet for mass selection. Due to a 1000:1 contamina-
tion of 32S relative to 32Si at mass 32, a mass-48 beam
was selected instead. This mass component was the most
populated from the BMIS and contained mostly singly-
charged 32Si16O.

At BECOLA [35, 36], the ions were first fed into a
helium-gas-filled radio-frequency quadrupole (RFQ) ion
trap [37] floated at a potential of 29813V. The helium-
buffer gas pressure was set to 120 mTorr. Since the beam
energy from the ion sources was 30 keV, the injection
energy into the RFQ was about 190 eV. This injection
energy was sufficient to break the SiO molecules by col-
lisions with the helium buffer gas to be left with bare
singly charged Si ions required for laser spectroscopy. At
a 100V lower injection energy, no laser spectroscopy sig-
nal was observed due to a low dissociation efficiency. At
a 100 V higher injection energy, the stopping efficiency
in the RFQ was decreased, and only a weak resonance
signal was observed. The resulting bare singly charged
Si ions were cooled by collisions with the He buffer gas
and then extracted as a continuous beam.

Since Si+ ions are not accessible by laser spectroscopy
due to the lack of transitions in the optical regime,
the ions were first neutralized with Na vapor inside the
charge-exchange cell (CEC) [38]. The CEC was heated
to 410◦C, leading to a 50% neutralization efficiency of
the incoming ion beam. During the charge exchange
process, many electronic states are populated and redis-

tributed through spontaneous decays. In this cascade
decay, low-lying meta-stable states tend to be populated.
One of these meta-stable states (3s23p2 1S0, 15,394.370
cm−1 [39]) was used as the lower state for the laser spec-
troscopy. Based on a simulation [33], about 2% of the
total population reached this 1S0 state at the time ions
arrived in the fluorescence detection region (FDR) in-
stalled 70 cm downstream of the CEC.

The atoms in the 3s23p2 1S0 state were excited
with laser light at 391nm to the 3s23p4s 1Po

1 state at
40,991.884 cm−1. With a probability of 93%, the ex-
cited electrons decay at 288nm to the 3s23p2 1D2 state
at 6,298.850 cm−1 [39], which allowed us to perform laser-
background-free spectroscopy by eliminating the scat-
tered 391-nm light. Therefore, we used a Hamamatsu
H11870-09 photo-multiplier tube (PMT) with a quan-
tum efficiency of ≈ 7% at 288nm but a four orders of
magnitude lower sensitivity at 391nm. Additionally, we
placed an absorption filter (Hoya U340) in front of the
PMT, which transmits more than 50% of the UV light
but absorbs 99.8% of the scattered 391nm laser light.
The fluorescence light was collected with an elliptical mir-
ror with MIRO coating from ALANOD, which is highly
reflective in the deep UV light. The PMT was placed
outside the vacuum chamber at the second focal point.
To achieve resonance between atom and laser frequency,
Doppler tuning was applied. The atom velocity was al-
tered by applying a small scanning potential difference
of < 50V to the CEC, causing Doppler shifts of the
transition frequency, while the laser frequency was kept
constant. The employed laser was a continuous-wave Ti-
sapphire laser (Matisse TS, Sirah Lasertechnik) operated
at 782 nm and pumped by a frequency-doubled Nd-YAG
solid-state laser (Millennia eV, Spectra Physics). The
782-nm light was guided to a cavity-based frequency dou-
bler (Wavetrain, Spectra Physics), creating the 391-nm
light. This light was transported via an optical fiber to
the beamline and irradiated in collinear geometry. In
front of the optical fiber, an acousto-optical modulator
(AOM) was used to block the laser beam. Spectroscopy
was performed with a laser power of 4mW and a laser-
beam diameter of 2mm at the interaction region. The
short-term frequency stabilization was realized via side-
of-fringe locking to a reference cavity. For long-term
stabilization, the cavity length was controlled by feed-
back from a wavelength meter (WSU30, HighFinesse)
calibrated every minute to a helium-neon laser (SL 03,
SIOS Meßtechnik).

To avoid optical depopulation along the 70 cm flight
path between CEC and FDR by the strong UV decay,
the AOM was used to chop the laser beam so that only
unprobed atoms were excited in the FDR. A continu-
ous ion beam was chosen over a bunched beam to avoid
uncertainties caused by a varying temporal overlap be-
tween the ion bunch with a time spread of typically 1µs
and the time width of the laser (0.3µs). More details
on the experimental method are presented in the sup-
plementary material. Examples of the measured spectra
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FIG. 1. Normalized resonance spectra of 28,29,30,32Si. Inelas-
tic collisions during the charge exchange process led to slightly
asymmetric line shapes and were considered in the fit func-
tion [38]. The frequency is relative to the centroid of 28Si.

are shown in Fig. 1. For the isotope 29Si with nuclear
spin I = 1/2, the measured hyperfine splitting allowed
the determination of the magnetic hyperfine parameter
Aupper = −252.5(6)MHz. To reduce systematic contri-
butions (e.g., from the wavelength meter), at least five
different laser-frequency sets at different beam energies
were measured as detailed in [40]. The results are listed
in Tab. I together with the literature values of the nuclear
charge radii of the stable isotopes [31].
The present isotope shifts and absolute radii [31]

were used in a King fit procedure [41] to extract the
mass and field-shift constants, KMS and F el. The
limited amount of reference isotopes, however, restricted
the accuracy, particularly for F el. Hence, additional
atomic calculations (method A in Tab. II) were utilized
to constrain the field-shift parameter in the King
fit. The results of the combined determination of
KMS = −340.8 (1.4)GHz u and F el = 97.0 (8)MHz/fm2

enable an increased precision in the determination of
nuclear charge radii and are used in the further analysis.
Additionally, an independent set of atomic calculations
(method B) confirmed the determined atomic parame-
ters (see Table II). Details of the atomic calculations can
be found in the supplementary material.

Nuclear charge radii vs nuclear theory. The extracted
atomic factors were used to determine the differential
mean square charge radius δ〈r2〉 of 32Si, using the ex-
pression

δ〈r2〉A,A′

=
δνA,A′

− µA,A′

K(MS)

F (el)
, (1)

with µA,A′

= (mA−mA′)/((mA+me)(mA′+me)), where
mA,A′ and me are the atomic masses of Si and the elec-
tron mass, respectively. With the isotope shift given in
Tab. I, we obtained δ〈r2〉32,28 = 0.195 (76) fm2 resulting

TABLE I. Measured isotope shifts δνA,28 = ν
A − ν

28 relative
to 28Si, differential δ〈r2〉, and absolute Rch charge radii. The
Rch of the stable Si isotopes and 32Ar are taken from [31].
The charge radius of 32Si was extracted from the isotope shift
and the atomic factors given in Tab. II.

δν
A,28

δ〈r2〉A,28
Rch

(MHz) (fm2) (fm)
28Si 0 0 3.1224 (24) [31]
29Si -425.1 (1.1) (2.1) -0.030 (36) 3.1176 (52) [31]
30Si -805.0 (1.1) (2.1) 0.070 (29) 3.1336 (40) [31]
32Si -1505.3 (3.1) (2.1) 0.195 (76) 3.153 (12)
32Ar - - 3.3468 (62) [31]

TABLE II. Total mass-shift K
(MS) and field-shift F

(el) pa-
rameters from a King fit with the measured Si radii [31], from
two different atomic calculations, and from a combined anal-
ysis. In the latter case, the first set of calculations (A) was
used to constrain the field-shift parameter in the King-fit pro-
cedure. These ”combined” K

(MS) and F
(el) were used in the

further analysis and validated by a second independent set of
atomic calculations (B).

Series K
(MS)

F
(el)

(GHz u) (MHz/fm2)
King fit −341.1 (2.2) 114 (76)

Calculation A 97.0 (8)
Constrained King fit −340.8 (1.4) 97.0 (8)

Calculation B −373 (24) 93.7(3.7)

in a charge radius of R(32Si) = 3.153 (12) fm. Fig. 2 com-
pares the experimental findings with theoretical results
from three different complementary many-body methods:
i. Density function calculations (DFT) using two func-
tionals, NL3* and SVmin, [42, 43]; ii. Valence-Space In-
Medium Similarity Renormalization Group (VS-IMSRG)
calculations [44–46] using two parametrizations of the
inter-nucleon interaction, EM1.8 2.0, which generally re-
produces ground-state energies well, but underpredicts
absolute charge radii [47, 48], and ∆N2LOGO, including
explicit ∆-degrees of freedom showing an improved de-
scription of radii [49]; and iii. nuclear lattice effective
field theory calculations [20]. Further details of the cal-
culations are included in the supplementary material.
As seen in Fig. 2, the theoretical results exhibit diverg-

ing trends as a function of the neutron number. Within
uncertainties, the lattice and the DFT calculation using
the SVmin functional show a good agreement with the
experiment. Interestingly, VS-IMSRG results with the
EM1.8 2.0 interaction deviate from the experimental
trend in contrast to other regions of the nuclear chart
where the same interaction has provided a good de-
scription of differential charge radii [23, 50, 51]. The
calculations with the ∆N2LOGO(394) interaction are
closer to the experimental data, especially with 28,29,32Si,
but fall short in reproducing 30Si. Furthermore, the
VS-IMSRG results predict very different trends beyond
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FIG. 2. Experimental and theoretical differential mean square
charge radii of Si. Only the nuclear lattice calculation pro-
vided an uncertainty which is plotted as a gray band. To-
gether with the DFT calculations using the SVmin functional,
the lattice results agree with the experimental results.

A = 32 compared to lattice and DFT. A major recent
achievement of nuclear lattice calculations has been the
description of absolute nuclear charge radii [20]. Such
absolute results are shown, in Fig. 5 in the supplemen-
tary material. The VS-IMSRG calculations significantly
underestimate the nuclear size, which is an unsolved
challenge for most of the ab-initio calculations of medium
and heavy mass nuclei, largely stemming from the input
chiral interactions themselves [22, 23, 52]. On the other
hand, DFT calculations using the SVmin functional
overestimate the radii, while the NL3* functional yields
good overall radii but misses the experimental trend.

Mirror radii and nuclear matter. Within the DFT
framework, the sensitivity of the mirror charge radii dif-
ference, ∆Rch = Rp(N,Z)−Rp(Z,N), to L, was found to
be correlated with |N−Z|×L [8, 12, 13], where N and Z
are the neutron and proton numbers, respectively. This
correlation has already been applied to set constraints
on L in 36Ca-36S, 38Ca-38Ar [53] and 54Ni-54F [54] pairs.
Since the nuclear charge radius of 32Ar is known [26], our
measurement of 32Si completes the 32Ar-32Si pair with
|N–Z| = 4. The experimental values are listed in Tab. I,
and yield ∆Rch = Rch(

32Si)−Rch(
32Ar) = 0.194 (14) fm.

To illustrate the correlation between ∆Rch and
L, DFT calculations were performed for 48 Skyrme
energy-density functionals (EDF) [55], and the results
are shown in Fig. 3. The colors in the figure indicate
the assumed values for the neutron skin of 208Pb:
0.12 fm (red), 0.16 fm (orange), 0.20 fm (green), and
0.24 fm (blue). These calculations are analogous to
those carried out for the A = 36 mirror pair 36Ca -
36S in [53], and are described in the supplementary
material. The correlation and our extracted value of
∆Rch yield a constraint of L ≤ 60MeV. As a reference,
other experimental constraints of L are shown in the

figure without meaning of their y-axis position. These
constraints come from the Pb neutron-skin thickness
(PREX II) [56], the GW170817 binary neutron star
merger [57], the nuclear electric dipole polarizability αD

[58], and the 54Ni−54Fe mirror-pair radii [54]. Our result
agrees well with most of the other findings. However,
the PREX II evaluation from Ref. [56] indicates a
stiffer nuclear EOS. For comparison, our theoretical
results for ∆Rch and L from lattice and VS-IMSRG
calculations are depicted in Fig. 3. As VS-IMSRG
calculations are not developed yet to calculate proper-
ties of nuclear matter, we used our calculated charge
radii differences and literature values of L using the
∆N2LOGO and EM1.8 2.0 interactions [25, 59]. The
VS-IMSRG calculations overestimate ∆Rch, while the
lattice calculations yield a slightly smaller value, mainly
due to an underestimation of Rch(

32Ar) compared to
experimental data. The results for L, however, are
in good agreement with complementary calculations
available in the literature, such as Quantum Monte
Carlo [60, 61], energy density functionals [62, 63], chiral
effective field theory calculations [5], and a combined
analysis of astrophysical data with PREX II and chiral
effective field theory [64]. All of those theoretical results
agree with our experimental constraint of L ≤ 60 MeV.

Conclusions and Outlook. We performed collinear laser
spectroscopy of 28,29,30,32Si and determined the nuclear
charge radius of 32Si. Our experimental result provides
an essential benchmark for the development of theoreti-
cal models and is in good agreement with ab initio lattice
predictions and DFT calculations using the SVmin func-
tional. In contrast to the results for different regions of
the nuclear chart [23, 52], VS-IMSRG calculations fall
short of reproducing the charge radii of silicon isotopes.
Beyond A = 32, the applied theoretical models signifi-
cantly deviate in their trends, motivating further research
of neutron-rich silicon isotopes.

The present radius of 32Si, combined with the liter-
ature value of 32Ar, allowed testing the correlation be-
tween the nuclear mirror radii differences and the slope
of the symmetry energy of the equation of state of the nu-
clear matter. The result suggests a value of L ≤ 60MeV,
that is in good agreement with constraints obtained from
other mirror pairs [53, 54] and different experimental ob-
servables, such as gravitational waves of the binary neu-
tron star merger [6] and nuclear reactions [65].

The silicon isotopic chain further exhibits unique fea-
tures that make these nuclear systems particularly chal-
lenging and attractive for our understanding of the nu-
clear many-body problem. Of special future interest is
the study of the suggested “doubly-magic” nuclei 34Si
[66] and 42Si [28, 67], as well as the suggested “bubble”
structure in 34Si [29, 30, 68]. Moreover, a future charge
radius measurement of the neutron-deficient isotope 22Si
could be combined with its mirror 22O to form their mir-
ror radii difference with the largest proton-neutron asym-
metry |N−Z| = 6 of all reasonably accessible pairs, thus
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FIG. 3. ∆Rch(
32Ar−32Si) as a function of L. The experimen-

tal 1σ constraint of ∆Rch is indicated by the horizontal dashed
lines. The solid circles are the results of Skyrme EDF, and the
crosses are for the CODF calculations. The overlapping area,
highlighted in gray, shows our constraint for L ≤ 60MeV. It
is in good agreement with the result from the 54Ni-54Fe pair
[54], with the findings from the electric dipole polarizability
αD [58], the neutron star merger GW 170817 [57] but smaller
than the PREX II result [56]. Please note that those are
only plotted as reference on the L axis and are not correlated
to ∆Rch. From our theoretical calculations on the lattice
and from VS-IMSRG calculations with the EM1.8 2.0 and
∆N2LOGO interaction, we deduced ∆Rch and related those
with corresponding calculations for L [20, 25, 49].

resulting in the highest sensitivity to L.
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W. Nörtershäuser, S. Pineda, and R. Powel,
Phys. Rev. C 103, 054305 (2021).

[41] W. H. King, Isotope Shifts in Atomic Spectra (Springer
Science+Business Media , New York, 1984).

[42] S. E. Agbemava, A. V. Afanasjev, D. Ray, and P. Ring,
Phys. Rev. C 89, 054320 (2014).
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SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

Methods. A schematic of the BECOLA setup is
depicted in Fig. 4. First measurements were performed
with stable Si beam from the PIG source in order to
optimize the system in terms of efficiency, signal-to-noise
ratio (SNR) and line shape. Due to the branching ratio
of the upper state, 94% of the atoms are lost into a dark
state after one excitation. Since the time of flight was
≈ 1.6µs to pass the 70-cm distance between CEC and
FDR, in which already laser-ion interactions were taking
place, higher laser intensities led to a decreasing SNR
and to a distorted line shape. In order to overcome this,
the AOM was used to chop the laser beam. By blocking
the laser beam for 1.6µs, there were always unprobed
atoms in the FDR. Then, the beam was unblocked for
0.3µs, which corresponds to the time of flight through
the FDR. Since the dark pumping was strongly reduced,
a relatively high laser power of 4mW with a laser beam
diameter of 2mm was used, which yielded the highest
SNR. Compared to lower laser powers, the impact on
the line shape was marginal. Nevertheless, inelastic
atom-atom collisions during the charge-exchange process
caused a tail to slower atom velocities [38, 70] as can be
seen in Fig. 1. An electronic coincidence unit was used
to accept only PMT signals while the AOM was on to
avoid background counts during the AOM-off times, e.g.,
from the continuous ion beam. The continuous beam
was preferred over a bunched beam to avoid uncertain-
ties caused by a varying temporal overlap between the
ion bunch with a time width of 1µs and the laser (0.3µs).

Atomic calculations. In method A, the field-shift con-
stant was calculated using the Fock-Space coupled cluster
method with single and double excitation amplitudes in
the dirac code [71, 72]. The augmented ACV4Z [73]
basis set, with two additional layers of diffuse functions
added in an even tempered fashion, was employed and all
electrons and virtual orbitals were included in the corre-
lating space. The model space consisted of the 3p 4s (3d
4p 5s 5p 4f 4d) orbitals, where the orbitals in parenthe-
ses are in the intermediate Hamiltonian model space [74].
The uncertainty is estimated using the same approach as
in [75]. In addition we include the effect of full triple
cluster amplitudes by employing the exp-t code [76, 77]
within the V4Z [73] basis set, keeping the 1s electrons
frozen and setting the virtual cutoff at 5 a.u. to include
the 4-7s 3-7p 3-5d 4-5f 6g orbitals in the active virtual
space. The approaches of method A are analogous to the
one used for the isotope shift constants of Sn in [75] and
we refer there for more details on the methodology.

In method B, we have used expressions for the rela-
tivistic nuclear recoil Hamiltonian [78–81] to calculate the
normal and specific mass shift constants. Corresponding
matrix elements were calculated within the code devel-
oped in Ref. [82]. The field shift constant F has been
defined as F = dν/d

〈

r2
〉

. Electronic structure calcu-
lations of isotopic shift constants were performed us-

FIG. 4. Schematic of the BECOLA beamline. In the radio-
frequency-quadrupole trap (RFQ) the beam was cooled and
extracted as a continuous beam. Laser and ion beams were
superimposed and aligned through two 3-mm apertures at
2.1m distance. The beam was neutralized through charge-
exchange reactions with Na vapor. Fluorescence light was
collected by an elliptical mirror set and guided to a photo-
multiplier tube (PMT) outside the vacuum chamber. Further
ion optics for beam deflection and collimation are not shown.

ing the relativistic Fock-Space coupled cluster method
with single, double, and triple excitation amplitudes (FS-
CCSDT) [77]. The calculations were carried out using
the manually extended AE3Z [73] basis set, which in-
cluded the addition of 5s-, 3p-, 2d-, and 1f -type diffuse
functions to the original AE3Z [73] basis set. The Dirac-
Coulomb Hamiltonian was employed, and the calcula-
tions were performed using the dirac [71, 72] and exp-

t [76, 77] codes. A further correction on the extended ba-
sis set was calculated using the Fock-Space coupled clus-
ter method with single and double excitation amplitudes
(FS-CCSD) method. In these calculations, the basis set
was expanded to the manually extended AAE4Z [73] ba-
sis set. This expansion included the addition of 7s-, 7p-,
5d-, and 6f -type diffuse functions, as well as 2p-, 4d-,
3f -type tight functions in an even tempered fashion, and
4h-type functions. In these calculations all electrons were
included in correlation treatment and the virtual energy
cutoff was set to 500 a.u. In method B we considered two
sources of theoretical uncertainty: (i) basis set incom-
pleteness, which was conservatively estimated by com-
paring results obtained with the extended AAE4Z and
extended AE3Z basis sets within the FS-CCSD method,
and (ii) uncertainty arising from the treatment of elec-
tronic correlation effects incompletely. This was esti-
mated by calculating the difference between the results
obtained using the FS-CCSDT and FS-CCSD methods
within the AE3Z basis set. The total uncertainty for
each atomic factor was calculated as the square root of
the sum of the squares of these two uncertainties. The re-
sulting values of the normal and specific mass shift atomic
constants are 418(17) GHz u and −791(17) GHz u, re-
spectively.
The mass-shift factors were also calculated within

a complementary approach using of a combination of
configuration interaction and many-body perturbation
theory (CI+MBPT) [83], using the AMBiT code [84].
The CI calculation included all single and double
excitations from the reference configurations (3p2, 3p4s)
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FIG. 5. Experimentally and theoretically determined root-
mean square charge radii R of Si. The band of orange lines
show the results for R obtained with the 12 Skyrme EDF
points colored orange in 3 that correspond to an assumed
208Pb neutron skin of 0.16 fm.

up to 20spdfg, while hole excitations from the 3s orbital
were included. The MBPT basis included all virtual
orbitals up to 40spdfgh and one-, two- and three-body
MBPT diagrams involving the reference configurations
were included. The obtained result of −367 GHz u for
the total mass shift is in good agreement with the values
listed in Tab. II, providing an independent confirmation
of these results.

Nuclear lattice effective field theory calculations. Our
ab initio lattice results for L were determined from
the calculations of pure neutron matter in Ref. [20].
The lattice simulations for the charge radii are new
calculations based upon the N3LO chiral interactions
described in Ref. [20] with two additional improvements
made. Rather than a global fit to all nuclei, we fit

the three-nucleon coefficients c
(l)
E and c

(t)
E to ensure

good agreement with the binding energies of the silicon
isotopic chain. We also use the rank-one operator
method introduced in Ref. [85] to compute the charge
radii.

VS-IMSRG calculations. Valence-Space In-Medium
Similarity Renormalization Group calculations [46] were
performed by working in a 13 major-shell harmonic
oscillator (HO) space with an additional cut E3max=24
truncation on storage of three-nucleon (3N) matrix
elements [86]. The two plus three-nucleon EM1.8 2.0
[47, 87] and ∆N2LOGO [49] interactions were employed

throughout the study. We decoupled a proton sd and
neutron sdf7/2p3/2 multishell valence space Hamiltonian

above 16O core for 26−36Si. The final exact diagonaliza-
tion was performed using the KShell shell-model code
[88].

EDF and CODF calculations. The orbital occupation
numbers for the spherical EDF calculations were con-
strained to those calculated in the sd model space with
the USDB Hamiltonian [89]. The orbital occupations for
32Si are given in Table III. The occupation numbers for
32Ar are the same as those for 32Si but with the protons
and neutrons interchanged.
These calculations are analogous to those carried out

for the A = 36 mirror pair 36Ca - 36S in [53]. For
A = 36 [53] it was found that the Skyrme results for ∆Rch

were shifted compared to those obtained with covariant
density-functional (CODF) calculations. This difference
was traced to the difference in the form of the spin-
orbit potential between EDF and CODF. The Skyrme
EDF spin-orbit potential as used in [12] and in Fig. 3,
has both isoscalar (IS) and isovector (IV) p-wave com-
ponents. In contrast, the CODF spin-orbit potential is
purely IS. When the Skyrme spin-orbit form was changed
to purely IS form as used, for example, in [90], the EDF
and CODF results agreed rather well for A = 36. The
Skyrme results for A = 32 obtained with a purely IS
potential are shown by the colored crosses in Fig. 3. In
contrast to A = 36, for A = 32 the IS+IV and IS results
are similar, as they were for A = 54 [54].
The analysis for the A = 54 pair 54Ni - 54Fe in [54]

included a correction to the spherical EDF calculations
for the quadrupole deformation. The correction was ob-
tained from the data for the B(E2) 0+1 to 2+1 transition
in 54Fe, together with shell-model calculations for both
54Fe and 54Ni. For the A = 32 pair, the B(E2)(0

+
1 → 2+1 )

needed for the deformation correction can be obtained
from experiment. Then the corrections were calculated
using the formulation in [54]: For 32Ar, B(E2) = 54(14)
e2 fm4 and δRp(

32Ar) = 0.0069 fm, and for 32Si, B(E2) =
26(7) and δRp(

32Si) = 0.0055(14) fm. The total correc-
tion for A = 32 is δRp(

32Ar) - δRp(
32Si) = 0.0014(22) fm.

This is small compared to the experimental value of ∆Rch

= 0.194(14) fm.

TABLE III. The sd shell orbital occupation numbers for 32Si
obtained with the USDB Hamiltonian.

orbital proton neutron
0d3/2 0.22 2.55
1s1/2 0.43 1.61
0d5/2 5.35 5.84


