arXiv:2404.09558v1 [nucl-th] 15 Apr 2024

Global prediction of nuclear charge density distributions using deep neural network

Tian Shuai Shang, Hui Hui Xie, and Jian Li^∗ College of Physics, Jilin University, Changchun 130012, China

Haozhao Liang Department of Physics, Graduate School of Science, The University of Tokyo, Tokyo 113-0033, Japan and RIKEN Interdisciplinary Theoretical and Mathematical Sciences Program, Wako 351-0198, Japan (Dated: April 16, 2024)

A deep neural network (DNN) has been developed to generate the distributions of nuclear charge density, utilizing the training data from the relativistic density functional theory and incorporating available experimental charge radii of 1014 nuclei into the loss function. The DNN achieved a root-mean-square (rms) deviation of 0.0193 fm for charge radii on its validation set. Furthermore, the DNN can improve the description in both the tail and central regions of the charge density, enhancing agreement with experimental findings. The model’s predictive capability has been further validated by its agreement with recent experimental data on charge radii. Finally, this refined model is employed to predict the charge density distributions in a wider range of nuclide chart, and the parameterized charge densities, charge radii, and higher-order moments of charge density distributions are given, providing a robust reference for future experimental investigations.

I. INTRODUCTION

Charge density distribution is a fundamental property of atomic nuclei. It not only reflects the abundant nuclear structure information, such as shell structure, shape coexistence, and shape transition but also is an important reference for validating, developing, and perfecting nuclear structure models [1–4]. The nuclear charge density can also constrain the key parameters in the equation of state of nuclear matter and provide important inputs for nuclear astrophysics research, where nuclear symmetry energy and its density dependence play a significant role in understanding the astrophysical observations [5–7]. In atomic physics, the spectroscopic properties of atoms affected by electron-nucleus hyperfine interactions are sensitively dependent on the charge densities of nucleus, so reliable nuclear charge densities are equally critical to understand atomic structure and precise spectroscopic properties [8–10]. In addition, the accurate information of nuclear charge density distribution lays a foundation for validating the accuracy of Quantum Electrodynamics under extremely strong electromagnetic field conditions [11–13].

High-energy electron elastic scattering is a primary experimental technique for precisely measuring the charge density distribution of nuclei [14–17]. At present, the experimental distribution is limited to stable nuclei and long-lived unstable nuclei [18]. There are two main methods for fitting experimental data to obtain charge density: model-dependent analysis and model-independent analysis [18–20]. The former include the harmonic-oscillator model, the two-parameter Gaussian model, and the twoparameter Fermi model, which fit fewer parameters and

∗ jianli@jlu.edu.cn

are convenient to use. Because the specific form of the charge density distribution is often unknown, and there is a need to accurately fit experimental data of electron elastic scattering over a large momentum transfer range, model-independent analysis methods are frequently used, such as the Fourier-Bessel (FB) series expansion and sum of Gaussian method [21, 22]. The parameters of these empirical models depend on the structural properties of specific nuclei and are usually derived from the experimental data of each nucleus, which lacks the support of microscopic physical mechanisms and is difficult to extrapolate to other nuclei, especially unstable nuclei without experimental data. In view of the demanding description and prediction of experimental data of unstable nuclei and the developing trend of nuclear theoretical models, it is necessary to use microscopic models to study the charge densities of nuclei, develop methods suitable for a wider range of nuclei with more accurate prediction capabilities, and study the micro physical mechanism.

The most widely used microscopic model to describe nuclear charge properties is density functional theory (DFT), which includes both the non-relativistic [23–25] and relativistic [26–33] DFTs. DFT has become one of the standard theoretical methods for studying nuclear structure [1], which can achieve a unified, microscopic, and self-consistent description of almost all nuclei on the nuclide chart without introducing any additional parameters. Nuclear relativistic density functional theory is a relativistic quantum theory based on the effective field theory and DFT to describe nuclear many-body problems. In particular, relativistic DFT takes into account the Lorentz covariance and the time and space components of the corresponding nucleon fourdimensional Lorentz electromagnetic current correspond to the charge density and current, respectively, and can self-consistently and microscopically describe the electromagnetic properties of the atomic nuclei, including the

FIG. 1. Comparison of charge radii obtained by the deep neural network (DNN) and the relativistic continuum Hartree- Bogoliubov (RCHB) theory on the nuclide chart. The blue (red) squares indicate that the charge radii obtained by DNN are closer to (further deviate from) the experimental values compared with those by the RCHB theory. The mean square error of charge radii by DNN is 0.0183 fm on the training set and 0.0193 fm on the validation set, while that of the RCHB method is 0.0430 fm.

charge density and radius, originating from the electromagnetic density and current. Relativistic DFT has received increasing attention in recent years and has been successfully used to study the ground-state and excitedstate properties of stable and exotic nuclei [27, 28, 30, 33– 43].

At present, the charge density of nuclei based on relativistic DFT is poorly studied, with the main focus on the charge radius. Relativistic DFT not only gives a good global description of charge radius but also has a strong ability to predict the evolution of some isotopic chains [34, 44–46]. However, the accuracy of the description of charge radius by DFT needs to be further improved compared with the methods that take into account the Garvey-Kelson local relations [47], and the obtained accuracy varies considerably with different nuclei. Meanwhile, the accuracy of the resulting nuclear charge density distribution still faces challenges, which further limits the application of its charge density.

Employing neural network techniques can further enhance the accuracy of results from microscopic models based on existing data. Neural networks have been validated as universal data approximators, with deep neural networks (DNN) demonstrating exceptional data processing capabilities. As early as the 1990s, machine learning, and neural networks began to be applied to the modeling of observational data in nuclear physics and have been widely adopted across various fields [48, 49]. Summarizing these studies, it is concluded that the application of machine learning techniques in the field of nuclear physics requires not only meticulous consideration of model construction but also the integration of physical information into the networks [50–52]. This approach ensures that these models not only serve as excellent data fitters but also generate accurate extrapolative data. In the realm of nuclear charge distribution, machine learning methods have also shown impressive capabilities. In studies of charge radii, artificial neural networks [53, 54], Bayesian neural networks [55–57], convolutional neural networks [58, 59], and kernel ridge regression [60, 61] methods have all achieved considerable accuracy. Moreover, existing research confirms the promising application prospects of machine learning methods in density distribution. Whether by directly learning density distribution values [62, 63], or by fitting empirical model parameters [64] or density functionals [65] to derive density distributions, machine learning has demonstrated its ability. However, there are challenges, including the lack of globally applicable charge density models and a unified description of charge density and charge radius.

In this paper, we construct a DNN model with four hidden layers, which can build a complex mapping relationship between inputs and outputs through multiple combinations of simple nonlinear functions, and use this to train the nuclear charge density distribution derived from the relativistic continuum Hartree-Bogoliubov (RCHB) theory [27, 34, 66, 67], which is given in the form of FB coefficients. Finally, the information of the experimental charge radii is incorporated into the network to constrain the charge density, which makes it possible to improve the accuracy of the final results.

The basic formulae of FB expansion and DNN methods are presented in Sec. II, the results are shown in Sec. III, and the summary and perspectives are presented in Sec. IV.

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

A. The Fourier-Bessel Analysis

The Fourier-Bessel series expansion was introduced by Dreher et al [21]. For practical reasons, the nuclear charge density ρ_c(r) is assumed to be zero beyond a certain cutoff radius R. The first N (= Rq_{max}/π) coefficients a_ν (ν = 1, 2, ..., N) of this series expansion are determined directly from the experimental data. The FB expansion of density distribution with the spherical symmetry imposed reads

ρ_c(r) = N∑ ν=1 a_ν j_0(^{νπr}_R ) for r ⩽ R, 0 for r > R, (1)

where j_0(x) = (sin x)/x denotes the spherical Bessel function of order zero. The normalization gives 4π ∫_∞ 0 ρ_c(r)r^2dr = 4π N∑ ν=1 (−1)^{ν+1}a_ν R^3 (νπ)^2

= Z, (2)

where Z is the proton number. The coefficient a_ν can be directly determined by the charge form factor:

a_ν = q^2_ν 2πR F_c(q_ν ) with q_ν = νπ R . (3)

The charge form factor F_c(q) can be regarded as the representation of charge density distribution in momentum space, and it is given by a FB transformation of charge density,

F_c(q) = 4π Z ∫_∞ 0 ρ_c(r)j_0(qr)r^2dr. (4)

Combining Eq. (3) with Eq. (4), the FB coefficients can be determined directly when the charge density is given. By expanding ρ_c(r) into FB series with finite terms using

TABLE I. The hyperparameter set of DNN.

The i-th layer Name

Number of neurons

Activation functions

0 Input Layer 2 1 Dense Layer 20 Tanh 2 Dense Layer 100 Tanh 3 Dense Layer 100 Tanh 4 Dense Layer 20 Tanh 5 Output Layer 17

Other hyperparameters Values and properties

Normalization Factor 14.85 Batch Size 16 Objective (Target) Function Loss_1, Loss_2 Optimizer Adam λ in Eq. (8) 0.7 Learning Rate lr = 5 × 10^{−3} for Loss_1 lr = 5 × 10^{−4} for Loss_2

Eq. (1), one can calculate the n-th moment R_n of the charge density distribution as R_n ≡ ⟨r^n_c ⟩ = 4π Z ∫_R 0 ρ_c(r)r^2 r^ndr. (5)

In particular, R_c is used in this paper to represent the square root of the second moment, i.e., the charge radius R_c ≡ √ ⟨r^2_c ⟩. (6)

To get the dataset of nuclear charge density distribution, systematic spherical calculations over the nuclide chart in the framework of RCHB theory with PC-PK1 [39] is performed. As one of the most successful relativistic energy density functionals, PC-PK1, which is fitted to the binding energies, charge radii, and empirical pairing gaps of 60 selected spherical nuclei, has been used successfully in describing not only nuclear ground-state properties [68–70] but also various excited-state properties [71–78]. In particular, PC-PK1 provides a good description for the isospin dependence of binding energy along either the isotopic or isotonic chain, which makes it more reliable for describing exotic nuclei [39, 70]. After taking into account the intrinsic nucleon contributions and nucleon spin-orbit contribution, the relativistic nuclear charge density ρ_c can be self-consistently constructed [79].

Using RCHB to calculate nuclear charge density distributions and calculating the corresponding FB coefficients from Eqs. (1) and (2), the dataset that can be learned by the neural network will be obtained. Meanwhile, the experimental charge radius is introduced into the loss function to embed the experimental information, and the charge density is constrained to make it more consistent with the experimental data, so as to obtain a more reliable global description of charge density distributions. To do this, deep neural networks are reliable and efficient.

B. The Deep Neural Network Approach

In the present study, we build a six-layer fully connected neural network, which includes an input layer, an output layer, and four hidden layers. Each layer contains multiple neurons, which receive incoming information and pass it to the next layer through an activation function. The information ultimately reaches the output layer. The network calculates the target function (i.e., the loss function) to obtain the error between the target and the actual network output and propagates the error gradually up the layer through the backpropagation algorithm to update the weight and bias parameters between layers. After several iterations, the final network output is close to the target value and tends to be stable, and then the network training can be considered complete. The carefully modulated hyperparameter set is listed in Table I.

The charge radii of about 1,000 nuclei have been measured [80, 81]. Among them, 67 nuclei are given by FB analysis, with a maximum of 17 coefficients [18]. Therefore, the number of output neurons of DNN is selected as 17, standing for each of FB coefficients. In order to realize the return of experimental charge radius information to charge density, the training of the neural network is divided into two steps in this work. Firstly, the network learns the FB coefficients of charge density distribution derived from RCHB, and the loss function used is the mean square error (MSE) function, which reads

Loss_1 (y_{tar}, y_{pre}) = 1 N_s

N_s∑

i=1 (y_{tar} − y_{pre})^2 , (7)

where y_{tar} and y_{pre} represent the target value (the result of RCHB) and the network output value, respectively. They are all vectors of 17 FB coefficients. N_s is the batchsize hyperparameter of the network, which does not have a significant impact during this study and is selected as 16. Through this step, DNN learns the charge density information of RCHB. The second step is to consider the experimental charge radii and incorporate this information into the loss function on the basis of the existing neural network that has been trained by RCHB data. The expression of the loss function is given as

Loss_2 (y_{tar}, y_{pre}) = (1 − λ) 1 N_s

N_s∑

i=1 (y_{tar} − y_{pre})^2

+ λ 1 N_s

N_s∑

i=1 ( R^{tar}_c − R^{pre}_c

)_2 , (8)

where λ is the weight hyperparameter, and R^{tar}_c is the constraint, that is, the experimental charge radii. The DNN’s charge radii R^{pre}_c can be obtained by combining Eqs. (1) and (5). The value of λ and the learning rates of the two steps can be found in Table I. Through the above two steps of training, the outputs of DNN are expected to be close to the experimental charge density distribution.

The whole training process is completed under the PyTorch framework. Each training step converges well within 10,000 epochs, which typically takes around an hour of GPU time for training (performed on the NVIDIA GeForce RTX 3070 Ti), while the predictions take just a few milliseconds.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

FIG. 2. Differences in charge radii from DNN and RCHB relative to experimental values. The red dots indicate deviations for DNN, and blue triangles for RCHB. The gray shaded area represents a range of ±0.02 fm.

To assess the impact of information of experimental charge radii on DNN, a total of 1014 measured nuclei [80, 81] are used for the dataset. The theoretical FB coefficients of these nuclei are derived from the RCHB calculations. The dataset are randomly split into the training and validation sets in an 8:2 ratio, and this dataset split is fixed for the subsequent training. For the training set, the DNN initially learns the theoretical FB coefficients, and incorporates the experimental charge radii into the loss function for the second step, as mentioned in Sec. II.

The outputs of DNN are the FB coefficients, from which the corresponding charge radius can be calculated using Eqs. (5) and (1). Figure 1 presents the overall comparison of the charge radii calculated by this method and those calculated by RCHB on the nuclide chart, with the experimental values as the benchmark. If the DNN’s result is closer to the experimental charge radius than that of RCHB, it is represented by a blue square; otherwise, it is represented in red. In Fig. 1, it is evident that the DNN shows significant improvements over RCHB in the light-to-medium mass region, especially in the area of 20 < Z < 65, where only a few nuclei are slightly worse than RCHB’s calculations, mostly distributed at the ends of the isotopic chains.

FIG. 3. Charge radii predicted by DNN for the Mg, Cu, Kr, In, Yb, and Rn isotopes, where the training regions are indicated by shadows and the magic numbers of neutron are indicated by the vertical dashed lines. The RCHB results and the corresponding experimental data are also shown for comparison.

It is worth discussing that DNN cannot accurately represent the evolutionary trend of the charge radius of Ca isotopes: Ca isotopes exhibit a strong kink structure at N = 28, a peak between the two closed shells at N = 20 and 28, and a rapid increase in charge radius after N = 28. This evolution may be attributed to complex physical effects, such as the collective effect [88, 89]. Since the unique evolution of charge radius in Ca isotopes is not present in other isotopic chains, it is challenging for neural network methods to replicate such kink structures without overfitting.

A similar situation occurs around Z = 80. For Au isotopes, at N = 107 and 108, the experimental charge radius suddenly decreases, indicating a strong deformation exists at N = 107 [90]. For Hg isotopes, there is a noticeable odd-even staggering in the experimental values of charge radius for N ≤ 105, while the evolution trend becomes smoother for N > 105. These complex patterns significantly impact the accuracy of DNN. On the one hand, it attempts to learn the corresponding evolutionary trends, but the unconventional numerical fluctuations make it difficult to achieve success; on the other hand, these evolution patterns affect the DNN’s judgment on the surrounding isotopic chains, as seen in its unsatisfactory performance in the rich-proton regions of Tl and Pb isotopes, where the experiences of Au and Hg isotopes lead it to exhibit even more peculiar behavior, but this only yields poorer results.

It is noteworthy that the difference of the target function values on the training and validation sets is quite small. As demonstrated in Fig. 1, the root mean square errors (RMSE) on the training and validation sets with respect to the corresponding experimental charge radii are 0.0183 fm and 0.0193 fm, respectively. This represents a significant improvement over the RMSE of 0.0430 fm for RCHB. Additionally, the stability of the DNN’s results has been validated. Repeatability tests are conducted with random initialization of network parameters, and the fluctuations in the charge radius RMSE do not exceed 5%. The normalization test is also used in the DNN. The error between the proton numbers calculated by Eq. (2) and the actual ones is about 0.2%, and thus we do not impose the relevant penalties on the network.

Quantitative data are presented in Fig. 2, where the red (blue) dots represent the deviation of charge radii between the DNN (RCHB) results with respect to the corresponding experimental values. The gray area in the background marks the deviation less than 0.02 fm, which

FIG. 4. (a) and (d): Charge radii for the Cr and Zn isotopes. The training regions are indicated by shadows and the magic numbers are indicated by the vertical dashed lines. (b), (c), (e), and (f): Charge density distributions of^{52}Cr,^{54} Cr,^{68} Zn, and 70Zn. The RCHB results and the corresponding experimental data are also shown for comparison.

is the error margin of the charge radii of several dozens of nuclei used by RCHB for fitting experimental data [39]. As shown in Fig. 2, the corrections made by DNN are significant, especially in the region where the mass number A < 150. In the range of larger mass numbers, RCHB itself demonstrates a high accuracy, and DNN achieves a comparable or better accuracy.

DNN has learned the charge density distribution and charge radius information on the entire nuclide chart, which not only makes it perform well from a global perspective but also allows it to show advantages in detail. Figure 3 shows the charge radii of the Mg, Cu, Kr, In, Yb, and Rn isotopes obtained from DNN as well as RCHB, and compares with the corresponding experimental values. In several isotopic chains shown in Fig. 3, the variation of charge radius with the number of neutrons, including the evolution trend and values, is in a good agreement with experiment data. In the Kr isotopes, the kink structure at N = 50 and the previous decline as well as the subsequent sharp rise are successfully evolved by DNN; In the Yb and Rn isotopes, the DNN provides not only a correct evolutionary trend but also a better fit experimental data than RCHB. In addition, to test the extrapolation performance of DNN, several nuclei are extended outward for each isotopic chain in Fig. 3, and most of these results are consistent with the evolutionary trends. Repeatable tests are employed to obtain the error bars for the DNN data, and the network’s exceptional stability resulted in error bars smaller than the size of the points in Fig. 3 for 100 repeated tests.

Further, to demonstrate the predictive performance of DNN, we compare the newly measured charge radii on four isotopic chains of Z = 28, Z = 46, Z = 80 and Z = 83, which are shown in Table II. In the situations where extrapolations by DNN extend several nuclei beyond the training region, the extrapolated charge radii can still be deemed reliable. For example, in the isotopic chains with Z = 46 and Z = 83, where extrapolations span more than a dozen nuclei from the training region, most of the predicted outcomes closely match the experimental data. In the isotopic chain of Z = 28, despite the DNN not delivering sufficiently precise figures, it nevertheless offers a more gradual downward trend within the N = 54 − 56 range compared to the RCHB predictions. The last row of Table II shows the rms deviation of the corresponding model with respect to the experimental values. The DNN results are closer to the experimental values than those of RCHB and are optimized by about 0.01 fm.

FIG. 5. Charge radii predicted by DNN on the nuclide chart. Gray squares denote the nuclei with available experimental charge radii; Others represent charge radii (in fm) calculated by Eq. (5) with the DNN-inferred charge density distribution.

When focusing on the charge density distribution itself, the DNN also provides satisfactory results. Figure 4 displays the outcomes for charge radii and densities in the Cr and Zn isotopes. Given the lack of experimental data on charge density, two nuclei per isotopic chain are selected for detailed presentation. Besides offering improved data on charge radii, the DNN also makes good corrections to the charge density. On the one hand, the DNN optimizes the central density predicted by RCHB, making it more consistent with the experimental distribution; on the other hand, the DNN is capable of replicating the distribution of the experimental density tails, as demonstrated in Figs. 4(b) and (c). While the RCHB density shows an exponential decline, the experimental density exhibits a tail. The DNN, by leveraging information from experimental charge radii, keenly captures this feature and reproduces it accurately.

Finally, the well-trained deep neural network is utilized to predict nuclear charge density distributions. The prediction range is selected to include nuclei listed in AME2020 with Z ≥ 8. Figure 5 shows the specific distribution of the prediction range. These results are detailed in the supplemental material.

IV. SUMMARY AND PROSPECTS

A deep neural network model is trained to generate nuclear charge density distributions. The training data for the model is based on the distributions generated by the RCHB theory, together with 1014 experimental data of charge radii. The model not only provided more accurate charge radii on a global scale but also corrected the density distribution curves to align more closely with existing experimental outcomes. The predictive capability of the model is validated by comparing it with the recently measured experimental data on charge radii. Finally, the model is used to predict a broader range of charge density distributions, offering a reference for future experiments.

While the model achieved overall high accuracy, it still failed to replicate specific features such as the kink structure in the charge radii of Ca isotopes and the dramatic decline in charge radii near Z = 80. Furthermore, interpreting the results of the neural network remains a challenge. How to better apply machine learning methods to physics research remains an open question that requires further investigation in the future.

TABLE II. Comparison of charge radii of the Ni, Pd, Hg, and Bi isotopes obtained by DNN with the corresponding RCHB and experimental values. The corresponding experimental data are from the references mentioned in the last column. Z A N R^{DNN} c (fm)

R^{RCHB} c (fm)

R^{Exp.}_c (fm)

Ref.

28

54 26 3.7851 3.7220 3.7366 [82] 55 27 3.7808 3.7074 3.7252 [83] 56 28 3.7785 3.6974 3.7226 [83] 59 31 3.7967 3.7423 3.782 [84] 63 35 3.8618 3.8058 3.842 [84] 65 37 3.8828 3.8365 3.856 [84] 66 38 3.8895 3.8513 3.870 [84] 67 39 3.8949 3.8703 3.873 [84] 70 42 3.9099 3.8914 3.910 [84]

46

98 52 4.4303 4.3950 4.4192 [85] 99 53 4.3940 4.4025 4.4316 [85] 100 54 4.4834 4.4192 4.4532 [85] 101 55 4.4528 4.4280 4.4646 [85] 112 66 4.5881 4.5422 4.5957 [85] 114 68 4.6033 4.5586 4.6094 [85] 116 70 4.6166 4.5132 4.6189 [85] 118 72 4.6279 4.5872 4.6268 [85] 80 207 127 5.4834 5.4952 5.4923 [86] 208 128 5.4917 5.5100 5.5033 [86]

83 187 104 5.4253 5.4186 5.4345 [87] 188 105 5.4330 5.4250 5.4907 [87] 189 106 5.4400 5.4279 5.4428 [87] 191 108 5.4519 5.4381 5.4473 [87] σ 0.0273 0.0374

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work is supported by the Natural Science Foundation of Jilin Province (Grant No. 20220101017JC), the National Natural Science Foundation of China (Grant No. 11675063), the Key Laboratory of Nuclear Data Foundation (JCKY2020201C157), the JSPS Grant-in-Aid for Scientific Research (S) under Grant No. 20H05648, the RIKEN iTHEMS Program, and the RIKEN Pioneering Project: Evolution of Matter in the Universe.

[1] M. Bender, P. H. Heenen, and P. G. Reinhard, Self-consistent mean-field models for nuclear structure, Rev. Mod. Phys. 75, 121 (2003).

[2] J. Chadwick, Possible existence of a neutron, Nature 129, 312 (1932).

[3] J. Wood, K. Heyde, W. Nazarewicz, M. Huyse, and P. van Duppen, Coexistence in even-mass nuclei, Phys. Rep. 215, 101 (1992).

[4] X. F. Li, D. Q. Fang, and Y. G. Ma, Determination of the neutron skin thickness from interaction cross section and charge-changing cross section for b, c, n, o, f isotopes, Nucl. Sci. Tech. 27, 71 (2016).

[5] C. J. Horowitz, Neutron rich matter in the laboratory and in the heavens after gw170817, Ann. Phys. 411, 167992 (2019).

[6] Y. J. Chen, Nuclear matter and neutron star properties with the extended nambu-jona-lasinio model, Chin. Phys. C 43, 035101 (2019).

[7] M. Arnould and S. Goriely, Astronuclear physics:

A tale of the atomic nuclei in the skies, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 112, 103766 (2020).

[8] L. Visscher and K. Dyall, Dirac–fock atomic electronic structure calculations using different nuclear charge distributions, At. Data Nucl. Data Tables 67, 207 (1997).

[9] D. Andrae, Finite nuclear charge density distributions in electronic structure calculations for atoms and molecules, Phys. Rep. 336, 413 (2000).

[10] H. H. Xie, J. Li, L. G. Jiao, and Y. K. Ho, Finite-nuclear-size effect in hydrogenlike ions with relativistic nuclear structure, Phys. Rev. A 107, 042807 (2023).

[11] A. Gumberidze, T. Stöhlker, D. Banaś, K. Beckert, P. Beller, H. F. Beyer, F. Bosch, S. Hagmann, C. Kozhuharov, D. Liesen, F. Nolden, X. Ma, P. H. Mokler, M. Steck, D. Sierpowski, and S. Tashenov, Quantum electrodynamics in strong electric fields: The ground-state lamb shift in hydrogenlike uranium, Phys. Rev. Lett. 94, 223001 (2005).

[12] T. Sailer, V. Debierre, Z. Harman, F. Heiße, C. König, J. Morgner, B. Tu, A. V. Volotka, C. H. Keitel, K. Blaum, and S. Sturm, Measurement of the bound-electron gfactor difference in coupled ions, Nature 606, 479 (2022).

[13] J. Morgner, B. Tu, C. M. König, T. Sailer, F. Heiße, H. Bekker, B. Sikora, C. Lyu, V. A. Yerokhin, Z. Harman, J. R. Crespo López-Urrutia, C. H. Keitel, S. Sturm, and K. Blaum, Stringent test of qed with hydrogen-like tin, Nature 622, 53 (2023).

[14] H. F. Ehrenberg, R. Hofstadter, U. Meyer-Berkhout, D. G. Ravenhall, and S. E. Sobottka, High-energy electron scattering and the charge distribution of carbon-12 and oxygen-16, Phys. Rev. 113, 666 (1959).

[15] U. Meyer-Berkhout, K. W. Ford, and A. E. Green, Charge distributions of nuclei of the 1p shell, Ann. Phys. 8, 119 (1959).

[16] Kim, Connelly, Heisenberg, Hersman, Milliman, Wise, Papanicolas, Fayans, and Platonov, Ground-state charge distribution and transition charge densities of the lowlying states in 86sr, Phys. Rev. C 46, 1656 (1992).

[17] W. Nan et al., First proof-of-principle experiment with the post-accelerated isotope separator on-line beam at brif: measurement of the angular distribution of^{23}na + 40ca elastic scattering, Nucl. Sci. Tech. 32, 53 (2021).

[18] H. De Vries, C. De Jager, and C. De Vries, Nuclear charge-density-distribution parameters from elastic electron scattering, At. Data Nucl. Data Tables 36, 495 (1987).

[19] C. De Jager, H. De Vries, and C. De Vries, Nuclear charge- and magnetization-density-distribution parameters from elastic electron scattering, At. Data Nucl. Data Tables 14, 479 (1974).

[20] G. Fricke, C. Bernhardt, K. Heilig, L. A. Schaller, L. Schellenberg, E. B. Shera, and C. W. Dejager, Nuclear ground state charge radii from electromagnetic interactions, At. Data Nucl. Data Tables 60, 177 (1995).

[21] B. Dreher, J. Friedrich, K. Merle, H. Rothhaas, and G. Lührs, The determination of the nuclear ground state and transition charge density from measured electron scattering data, Nucl. Phys. A 235, 219 (1974).

[22] I. Sick, Model-independent nuclear charge densities from elastic electron scattering, Nucl. Phys. A 218, 509 (1974).

[23] W. A. Richter and B. A. Brown, Nuclear charge densities with the skyrme hartree-fock method, Phys. Rev. C 67, 034317 (2003).

[24] A. N. Abdullah, Matter density distributions and elastic form factors of some two-neutron halo nuclei, Pramana 89, 43 (2017).

[25] S. A. Abbas, S. H. Salman, S. A. Ebrahiem, and H. M.

Tawfeek, Investigation of the nuclear structure of some ni and zn isotopes with skyrme- hartree-fock interaction, Baghdad Sci. J 19, 914 (2022).

[26] P. Ring, Relativistic mean field theory in finite nuclei, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 37, 193 (1996).

[27] D. Vretenar, A. Afanasjev, G. Lalazissis, and P. Ring, Relativistic hartree-bogoliubov theory: static and dynamic aspects of exotic nuclear structure, Phys. Rep. 409, 101 (2005).

[28] J. Meng, H. Toki, S. Zhou, S. Zhang, W. Long, and L. Geng, Relativistic continuum hartree bogoliubov theory for ground-state properties of exotic nuclei, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 57, 470 (2006).

[29] J. Meng, J. Peng, S. Q. Zhang, and P. W. Zhao, Progress on tilted axis cranking covariant density functional theory for nuclear magnetic and antimagnetic rotation, Front. Phys. 8, 55 (2013).

[30] J. Meng, Relativistic Density Functional for Nuclear Structure (WORLD SCIENTIFIC, 2016).

[31] J. Li and J. Meng, Nuclear magnetic moments in covariant density functional theory, Front. Phys. 13, 132109 (2018).

[32] S. H. Shen, H. Z. Liang, W. H. Long, J. Meng, and P. Ring, Towards an ab initio covariant density functional theory for nuclear structure,

Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 109, 103713 (2019).

[33] J. Li, J. X. Wei, J. N. Hu, P. Ring, and J. Meng, Relativistic description of magnetic moments in nuclei with doubly closed shells plus or minus one nucleon, Phys. Rev. C 88, 064307 (2013).

[34] X. W. Xia, The limits of the nuclear landscape explored by the relativistic continuum Hartree–Bogoliubov theory, At. Data Nucl. Data Tables 121–122, 1 (2018).

[35] Y. L. Yang, Y. K. Wang, P. W. Zhao, and Z. P. Li, Nuclear landscape in a mapped collective Hamiltonian from covariant density functional theory, Phys. Rev. C 104, 054312 (2021).

[36] K. Y. Zhang, M. K. Cheoun, Y. B. Choi, P. S. Chong, J. M. Dong, Z. H. Dong, X. K. Du, L. S. Geng, E. J. Ha, X. T. He, C. Heo, M. C. Ho, E. J. In, S. Kim, Y. Kim, C. H. Lee, J. Lee, H. X. Li, Z. P. Li, T. P. Luo, J. Meng, M. H. Mun, Z. M. Niu, C. Pan, P. Papakonstantinou, X. L. Shang, C. W. Shen, G. F. Shen, W. Sun, X. X. Sun, C. K. Tam, Thaivayongnou, C. Wang, X. Z. Wang, S. H. Wong, J. W. Wu, X. H. Wu, X. W. Xia, Y. J. Yan, R. W. Y. Yeung, T. C. Yiu, S. Q. Zhang, W. Zhang, X. Y. Zhang, Q. Zhao, and S. G. Zhou, Nuclear mass table in deformed relativistic Hartree–Bogoliubov theory in continuum, I: Even–even nuclei, At. Data Nucl. Data Tables 144, 101488 (2022).

[37] B. A. Nikolaus, T. Hoch, and D. G. Madland, Nuclear ground state properties in a relativistic point coupling model, Phys. Rev. C 46, 1757 (1992).

[38] T. J. Bürvenich, D. G. Madland, and P. G. Reinhard, Adjustment studies in self-consistent relativistic meanfield models, Nucl. Phys. A 744, 92 (2004).

[39] P. W. Zhao, Z. P. Li, J. M. Yao, and J. Meng, New parametrization for the nuclear covariant energy density functional with a point-coupling interaction, Phys. Rev. C 82, 054319 (2010).

[40] H. H. Xie, T. Naito, J. Li, and H. Liang, Phys. Lett. B 846, 138232 (2023).

[41] H. H. Xie, J. Li, and H. Liang, Phys. Rev. C 109, 034309 (2024).

[42] T. Shang, Q. Zhao, and J. Li, Pseudospin symmetry: Microscopic origin of the ground-state inversion in neutron-rich odd-a cu isotopes, Phys. Lett. B 850, 138527 (2024).

[43] K. P. Geng, P. X. Du, J. Li, and D. L. Fang, Calculation of microscopic nuclear level densities based on covariant density functional theory, Nucl. Sci. and Tech. 34, 141 (2023).

[44] L. Geng, H. Toki, S. Sugimoto, and J. Meng, Relativistic Mean Field Theory for Deformed Nuclei with Pairing Correlations, Prog. Theor. Phys. 110, 921 (2003).

[45] S. E. Agbemava, A. V. Afanasjev, D. Ray, and P. Ring, Global performance of covariant energy density functionals: Ground state observables of eveneven nuclei and the estimate of theoretical uncertainties, Phys. Rev. C 89, 054320 (2014).

[46] U. C. Perera, A. V. Afanasjev, and P. Ring, Charge radii in covariant density functional theory: A global view, Phys. Rev. C 104, 064313 (2021).

[47] J. Piekarewicz, M. Centelles, X. Roca-Maza, and X. Viñas, Garvey-kelson relations for nuclear charge radii, Eur. Phys. J. A 46, 379 (2010).

[48] S. Gazula, J. Clark, and H. Bohr, Learning and prediction of nuclear stability by neural networks, Nucl. Phys. A 540, 1 (1992).

[49] K. Gernoth, J. Clark, J. Prater, and H. Bohr, Neural network models of nuclear systematics, Phys. Lett. B 300, 1 (1993).

[50] A. Boehnlein, M. Diefenthaler, N. Sato, M. Schram, V. Ziegler, C. Fanelli, M. Hjorth Jensen, T. Horn, M. P. Kuchera, D. Lee, W. Nazarewicz, P. Ostroumov, K. Orginos, A. Poon, X. N. Wang, A. Scheinker, M. S. Smith, and L. G. Pang, Colloquium: Machine learning in nuclear physics, Rev. Mod. Phys. 94, 031003 (2022).

[51] W. B. He, Q. F. Li, Y. G. Ma, Z. M. Niu, J. C. Pei, and Y. X. Zhang, Machine learning in nucl. phys. at low and intermediate energies, Sci. China Phys. Mech. Astron. 66, 282001 (2023).

[52] W. B. He, J. J. He, R. Wang, and Y. G. Ma, Machine learning applications in nuclear physics, Sci. Sin. Phy. Mech. Astron. 52, 252004 (2022).

[53] S. Akkoyun, T. Bayram, S. O. Kara, and A. Sinan, An artificial neural network application on nuclear charge radii, J. Phys. G: Nucl. Part. Phys. 40, 055106 (2013).

[54] D. Wu, C. Bai, H. Sagawa, and H. Zhang, Calculation of nuclear charge radii with a trained feed-forward neural network, Phys. Rev. C 102 (2020).

[55] R. Utama, W. C. Chen, and J. Piekarewicz, Nuclear charge radii: density functional theory meets bayesian neural networks, J. Phys. G: Nucl. Part. Phys. 43 (2016).

[56] X. X. Dong, R. An, J. X. Lu, and L. S. Geng, Novel bayesian neural network based approach for nuclear charge radii, Phys. Rev. C 105, 014308 (2022).

[57] X. X. Dong, R. An, J. X. Lu, and L. S. Geng, Nuclear charge radii in bayesian neural networks revisited, Phys. Lett. B 838, 137726 (2023).

[58] P. Su, W. B. He, and D. Q. Fang, Progress of machine learning studies on the nuclear charge radii, Symmetry 15 (2023).

[59] Y. Y. Cao, J. Y. Guo, and B. Zhou, Predictions of nuclear charge radii based on the convolutional neural network, Nucl. Sci. Tech. 34, 152 (2023).

[60] J. Q. Ma and Z. H. Zhang, Improved phenomenological nuclear charge radius formulae with kernel ridge regression, Chin. Phys. C 46, 074105 (2022).

[61] L. Tang and Z. H. Zhang, Nuclear charge radius predictions by kernel ridge regression with odd–even effects, Nucl. Sci. Tech. 35, 19 (2024).

[62] Z. X. Yang, X. H. Fan, P. Yin, and W. Zuo, Taming nucleon density distributions with deep neural network, Phys. Lett. B 823, 136650 (2021).

[63] Z. X. Yang, X. H. Fan, T. Naito, Z. M. Niu, Z. P.

Li, and H. Z. Liang, Calibration of nuclear charge density distribution by back-propagation neural networks, Phys. Rev. C 108, 034315 (2023).

[64] T. S. Shang, J. Li, and Z. M. Niu, Prediction of nuclear charge density distribution with feedback neural network, Nucl. Sci. Tech. 33, 153 (2022).

[65] Z. X. Yang, X. H. Fan, Z. P. Li, and H. Z. Liang, A kohnsham scheme based neural network for nuclear systems, Phys. Lett. B 840, 137870 (2023).

[66] J. Meng and P. Ring, Relativistic hartreebogoliubov description of the neutron halo in^{11}li, Phys. Rev. Lett. 77, 3963 (1996).

[67] J. Meng, Relativistic continuum hartree-bogoliubov theory with both zero range and finite range gogny force and their application, Nucl. Phys. A 635, 3 (1998).

[68] Q. S. Zhang, Z. M. Niu, Z. P. Li, J. M. Yao, and

J. Meng, Global dynamical correlation energies in covariant density functional theory: Cranking approximation, Front. Phys. 9, 529 (2014).

[69] K. Q. Lu, Z. X. Li, Z. P. Li, J. M. Yao, and J. Meng, Global study of beyond-mean-field correlation energies in covariant energy density functional theory using a collective hamiltonian method, Phys. Rev. C 91, 027304 (2015).

[70] P. W. Zhao, L. S. Song, B. Sun, H. Geissel, and J. Meng, Crucial test for covariant density functional theory with new and accurate mass measurements from sn to pa, Phys. Rev. C 86, 064324 (2012).

[71] J. Yao, H. Mei, and Z. Li, Does a proton “bubble” structure exist in the low-lying states of 34si?, Phys. Lett. B 723, 459 (2013).

[72] J. M. Yao, K. Hagino, Z. P. Li, J. Meng, and P. Ring, Microscopic benchmark study of triaxiality in low-lying states of^{76}Kr, Phys. Rev. C 89, 054306 (2014).

[73] X. Y. Wu, J. M. Yao, and Z. P. Li, Low-energy structure and anti-bubble effect of dynamical correlations in^{46}ar, Phys. Rev. C 89, 017304 (2014).

[74] Z. P. Li, C. Y. Li, J. Xiang, J. M. Yao, and J. Meng, Enhanced collectivity in neutron-deficient sn isotopes in energy functional based collective hamiltonian, Phys. Lett. B 717, 470 (2012).

[75] Y. Fu, H. Mei, J. Xiang, Z. P. Li, J. M. Yao, and J. Meng, Beyond relativistic mean-field studies of low-lying states in neutron-deficient krypton isotopes, Phys. Rev. C 87, 054305 (2013).

[76] Z. Li, B. Song, J. Yao, D. Vretenar, and J. Meng, Simultaneous quadrupole and octupole shape phase transitions in thorium, Phys. Lett. B 726, 866 (2013).

[77] J. Xiang, Z. P. Li, J. M. Yao, W. H. Long, P. Ring, and J. Meng, Effect of pairing correlations on nuclear low-energy structure: Bcs and general bogoliubov transformation, Phys. Rev. C 88, 057301 (2013).

[78] Z. H. Wang, J. Xiang, W. H. Long, and Z. P. Li, Covariant density functional analysis of shape evolution in n = 40 isotones, J. Phys. G: Nucl. Part. Phys. 42, 045108 (2015).

[79] H. H. Xie and J. Li, Impact of intrinsic electromagnetic structure on nuclear charge radius in relativistic continuum hartree-bogoliubov theory (2023), arXiv:2308.02309 [nucl-th].

[80] I. Angeli and K. Marinova, Table of experimental nuclear ground state charge radii: An update, At. Data Nucl. Data Tables 99, 69 (2013).

[81] T. Li, Y. Luo, and N. Wang, Compilation of recent nuclear ground state charge radius measurements and tests for models, At. Data Nucl. Data Tables 140, 101440 (2021).

[82] S. V. Pineda, K. König, D. M. Rossi, B. A. Brown, A. Incorvati, J. Lantis, K. Minamisono, W. Nörtershäuser, J. Piekarewicz, R. Powel, and F. Sommer, Charge radius of neutron-deficient^{54}Ni and symmetry energy constraints using the difference in mirror pair charge radii, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 182503 (2021).

[83] F. Sommer, K. König, D. M. Rossi, N. Everett, D. Garand, R. P. de Groote, J. D. Holt, P. Imgram, A. Incorvati, C. Kalman, A. Klose, J. Lantis, Y. Liu, A. J. Miller, K. Minamisono, T. Miyagi, W. Nazarewicz, W. Nörtershäuser, S. V. Pineda, R. Powel, P.-G. Reinhard, L. Renth, E. Romero- Romero, R. Roth, A. Schwenk, C. Sumithrarachchi, and

A. Teigelhöfer, Charge radii of^{55,56} Ni reveal a surprisingly similar behavior at n = 28 in ca and ni isotopes, Phys. Rev. Lett. 129, 132501 (2022).

[84] S. Malbrunot-Ettenauer, S. Kaufmann, S. Bacca, C. Barbieri, J. Billowes, M. L. Bissell, K. Blaum, B. Cheal, T. Duguet, R. F. G. Ruiz, W. Gins, C. Gorges, G. Hagen, H. Heylen, J. D. Holt, G. R. Jansen, A. Kanellakopoulos, M. Kortelainen, T. Miyagi, P. Navrátil, W. Nazarewicz, R. Neugart, G. Neyens, W. Nörtershäuser, S. J. Novario, T. Papenbrock, T. Ratajczyk, P.-G. Reinhard, L. V. Rodríguez, R. Sánchez, S. Sailer, A. Schwenk, J. Simonis, V. Somà, S. R. Stroberg, L. Wehner, C. Wraith, L. Xie, Z. Y. Xu, X. F. Yang, and D. T. Yordanov, Nuclear charge radii of the nickel isotopes^{58−68,70} Ni, Phys. Rev. Lett. 128, 022502 (2022).

[85] S. Geldhof, M. Kortelainen, O. Beliuskina, P. Campbell, L. Caceres, L. Cañete, B. Cheal, K. Chrysalidis, C. S. Devlin, R. P. de Groote, A. de Roubin, T. Eronen, Z. Ge, W. Gins, A. Koszorus, S. Kujanpää, D. Nesterenko, A. Ortiz-Cortes, I. Pohjalainen, I. D. Moore, A. Raggio, M. Reponen, J. Romero, and F. Sommer, Impact of nuclear deformation and pairing on the charge radii of palladium isotopes, Phys. Rev. Lett. 128, 152501 (2022).

[86] T. Day Goodacre, A. V. Afanasjev, A. E. Barzakh, B. A.

Marsh, S. Sels, P. Ring, H. Nakada, A. N. Andreyev, P. Van Duppen, N. A. Althubiti, B. Andel, D. Atanasov, J. Billowes, K. Blaum, T. E. Cocolios, J. G. Cubiss, G. J. Farooq-Smith, D. V. Fedorov, V. N. Fedosseev, K. T. Flanagan, L. P. Gaffney, L. Ghys, M. Huyse, S. Kreim, D. Lunney, K. M. Lynch, V. Manea, Y. Martinez Palenzuela, P. L. Molkanov, M. Rosenbusch, R. E. Rossel, S. Rothe, L. Schweikhard, M. D. Seliverstov, P. Spagnoletti, C. Van Beveren, M. Veinhard, E. Verstraelen, A. Welker, K. Wendt, F. Wienholtz, R. N. Wolf, A. Zadvornaya, and K. Zuber, Laser spectroscopy of neutronrich^{207,208} Hg isotopes: Illuminating the kink and oddeven staggering in charge radii across the n = 126 shell closure, Phys. Rev. Lett. 126, 032502 (2021).

[87] A. Barzakh, A. N. Andreyev, C. Raison, J. G. Cubiss, P. Van Duppen, S. Péru, S. Hilaire, S. Goriely, B. Andel, S. Antalic, M. Al Monthery, J. C. Berengut, J. Bieroń, M. L. Bissell, A. Borschevsky, K. Chrysalidis, T. E. Cocolios, T. Day Goodacre, J.-P. Dognon, M. Elantkowska, E. Eliav, G. J. Farooq-Smith, D. V. Fedorov, V. N. Fedosseev, L. P. Gaffney, R. F. Garcia Ruiz, M. Godefroid, C. Granados, R. D. Harding, R. Heinke, M. Huyse, J. Karls, P. Larmonier, J. G. Li, K. M. Lynch, D. E. Maison, B. A. Marsh, P. Molkanov, P. Mosat, A. V. Oleynichenko, V. Panteleev, P. Pyykkö, M. L. Reitsma, K. Rezynkina, R. E. Rossel, S. Rothe, J. Ruczkowski, S. Schiffmann, C. Seiffert, M. D. Seliverstov, S. Sels, L. V. Skripnikov, M. Stryjczyk, D. Studer, M. Verlinde, S. Wilman, and A. V. Zaitsevskii, Large shape staggering in neutron-deficient bi isotopes, Phys. Rev. Lett. 127, 192501 (2021).

[88] F. Barranco and R. Broglia, Correlation between mean square radii and zero-point motions of the surface in the ca isotopes, Phys. Lett. B 151, 90 (1985).

[89] T. Naito, T. Oishi, H. Sagawa, and Z. Wang, Comparative study on charge radii and their kinks at magic numbers, Phys. Rev. C 107, 054307 (2023).

[90] C. Ma, Y. Y. Zong, Y. M. Zhao, and A. Arima, Evaluation of nuclear charge radii based on nuclear radii changes, Phys. Rev. C 104, 014303 (2021).