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Abstract

The three-nucleon force (3NF) is crucial in shaping the shell structure of atomic nuclei, particularly impacting the enhancement
of spin-orbit (SO) splitting, especially in nuclei with significant deviations from stability. Despite its importance, the specific
mechanisms driving this enhancement remain unclear. In this study, we introduce a decomposition scheme based on the rank of
irreducible tensors forming the 3NF, derived from chiral effective field theory at next-to-next-to-leading order, to elucidate their
influence on SO splitting. Within the shell-model framework, our analysis reveals that the rank-1 component of the 3NF is the
primary factor enlarging the energy gap between the 0p3/2 and 0p1/2 single-particle levels in p-shell nuclei, while the rank-2
component makes a subdominant contribution. Since the rank-1 component originates exclusively from the 2π-exchange 3NF, our
finding will not depend on the choice of the low-energy constants of contact terms. We also remark on the antisymmetry of the
rank-1 3NF, which can affect the quantum entanglement of spin states. This study lays the groundwork for further exploration into
this field toward a microscopic understanding of the 3NF impact on the nuclear shell structure.
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1. Introduction

The understanding of the structure and dynamics of atomic
nuclei hinges not only on the intricate nature of two-nucleon
forces (2NFs) but also on the significant impact of three-
nucleon forces (3NFs) (see for instance Ref. [1]). Since Pri-
makoff and Holstein [2] argued for the importance of many-
body forces in quantum systems, considerable efforts have
been dedicated to studying 3NFs in nuclear physics. Initiat-
ing with the Fujita–Miyazawa force [3], various methods have
been proposed to construct 3NFs based on pion exchanges (see
Refs. [4, 5] for the comparison of 3NFs). Recent advancements
rooted in studies by Weinberg [6] and van Kolck with coau-
thors [7, 8] on 3NFs from a chiral Lagrangian have notably pro-
gressed with the advent of chiral effective field theory (EFT) [9–
11]. This theory offers a systematic and unified approach to
constructing 2NFs and 3NFs on equal footing [6, 7, 11].

These modern 2NFs and 3NFs have been extensively uti-
lized in many-body calculations, firmly establishing the role of
3NFs in describing spectroscopic properties [12–14], scatter-
ing processes [15–17] of light systems, neutron drip-line loca-
tions of oxygen isotopes [18–22], and fundamental properties
of medium-heavy nuclei [23–26]. As concerns the latter two
points, we refer the readers to a latest review on the chiral 3NF
studied within the shell model [27]. Moreover, 3NFs essentially
contributes to saturation properties of nuclear matter [28–33].
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Notably, attention has been drawn to the relationship between
chiral 3NFs and variations in shell structure observed when
transitioning from stable to exotic nuclei. These 3NFs are found
to be crucial in explaining the nonuniversality of magic num-
bers [18, 21, 34–38], highlighting their potential to influence the
spin-orbit (SO) splitting, a key aspect of atomic nuclei’s shell
structure manifestation. The contribution of 3NFs to SO split-
ting has been investigated even before the emergence of chi-
ral EFT, with historical discussions providing insights into their
microscopic origins and experimental prospects (see Refs. [39–
41] for prior discussions on the relation between SO splitting
and 3NFs, as well as Ref. [42] for a comprehensive historical
overview, including experimental study prospects).

The relevance of the chiral 3NF in the enhancement of the
SO splitting was discussed within the shell model [18, 21, 25,
34, 37, 43], density functional theory using the density-matrix
expansion [44], and nuclear matter calculations relying on the
Brueckner theory [45].

However, the specific mechanism through which the chiral
3NF influences the SO splitting remains elusive. A crucial in-
sight to address this issue lies in characterizing the 3NF in terms
of its tensorial components and evaluating the relative weight of
these components in determining the SO splitting.

A pioneering work in studying the 3NF components within
the tensor space was performed by Andō and Bandō in
1981 [40]. They reported that the SO splitting in 16O and 40Ca
is enhanced by the rank-1 tensor of 3NFs. However, the in-
fluence of the other tensors was not explored since they solely
adopted the rank-1 component of the Fujita–Miyazawa [3] and
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Figure 1: Classification of the chiral 3NF at N2LO by the number of exchanged
pions and rank of the irreducible tensors. The main finding of this Letter is that
the rank-1 3NF originating from the 2π-exchange process crucially contributes
to the SO splitting of light nuclei. See texts for details.

Tucson–Melbourne forces [46].
In this Letter, we propose a decomposition scheme of the

chiral 3NF at next-to-next-to-leading order (N2LO) [47] by the
rank of the irreducible tensors, leading to a categorization of
the 3NF in terms of the number of exchanged pions and rank,
as illustrated in Fig. 1. Subsequently, as a test case to investi-
gate the role of the different rank components, we select p-shell
nuclei and demonstrate that the enhancement of the SO split-
ting resulting from the 3NF is mainly related to its rank-1 ten-
sor. Moreover, the rank-2 tensor has an appreciable, although
smaller, contribution, while the rank-3 tensor marginally affects
the SO splitting.

2. Method

The chiral 3NF at N2LO contains three terms; the two-pion
(2π) exchange term, one-pion (1π) exchange plus contact term,
and contact (ct) term, expressed by the left, middle, and right
diagrams of Fig. 1, respectively. Furthermore, the 2π term
comprises three distinct constituents associated with the pion-
nucleon low-energy constants (LECs), c1, c3, and c4, which also
appear at the 2NF level. The potential of each term of the 3NF
can be schematically written as

v(α)
3N =

∑
i, j,k

v(α)
(
τi, τ j, τk

)
w(α)
(
σi,σ j,σk, qi, q j

)
, (1)

where v(α) is the isospin part and w(α) represents the spin-
momentum dependent part. The letter α stands for ct, 1π, or

Table 1: Allowed rank λ of the chiral 3NF at N2LO. The contact term consists
of only the rank-0 (scalar) component, while the 1π plus contact term has the
rank-0 and rank-2 (tensor) structure. The 2π term is classified by the LECs; for
the c1 and c3 terms, λ = 0, 1 (vector) and 2 are allowed, whereas the c4 term
involves up to the rank-3 components.

ct 1π + ct 2π

c1 c3 c4

λ 0 0, 2 0–2 0–2 0–3

one of the three constituents of the 2π term, and the indices
i, j, k ∈ {1, 2, 3} specify the nucleon. The spin and isospin
operators of the nucleon i are denoted by the Pauli matrices,
σi and τi, respectively. The momentum transfer is given by
qi = p′i − p, where pi (p′i) is the initial (final) momentum of the
nucleon i.

Herein, we depict the general structure of the irreducible-
tensor decomposition of w(α), which can be written as

w(α)
(
σi,σ j,σk, qi, q j

)
= w(α)

pro(qi, q j)
∑
λ

O
(α)
λ

(
σi,σ j,σk, q̂i, q̂ j

)
, (2)

O
(α)
λ

(
σi,σ j,σk, q̂i, q̂ j

)
= Aλ

[
M

(α)
λ

(
σi,σ j,σk

)
⊗ N

(α)
λ

(
q̂i, q̂ j

)]
00
. (3)

The irreducible tensors of rank λ of the spin and momentum
parts are expressed byM(α)

λ andN (α)
λ , respectively, with the co-

efficient Aλ and q̂i = qi/qi. Equation (3) denotes the product
of the two tensors forming the scalar [· · · ⊗ · · · ]00. The explicit
expressions of all quantities appearing in Eqs. (2) and (3), in-
cluding the function w(α)

pro, are presented in Appendix A, along
with the standard expressions of the three terms of the chiral
3NF at N2LO. Equation (2) is based on the decomposition of
the three-body potentials rather than the corresponding matrix
elements. In contrast, the spin-tensor decomposition [48–50] of
two-body matrix elements (2BMEs) is widely used for analyz-
ing tensorial structure of 2NFs.

Table 1 summarizes the tensorial structure of the chiral 3NF
at N2LO, i.e., the allowed values of λ are listed for each term of
the 3NF.

The aforementioned decomposition scheme is implemented
to investigating the contributions of the different rank compo-
nents of the 3NF on the SO splitting of p-shell nuclei within the
shell model. The role of the whole 3NF in driving the shell evo-
lution in this mass region has been reported in Ref. [43], demon-
strating its essential contribution to improving the description
of spectroscopic properties, such as correctly producing the se-
quence of the observed states in 10B, including the ground state
(Jπ = 3+) and the first excited state (Jπ = 1+) state, as well as
the excitation energy of the yrast state (Jπ = 2+) in 12C. Herein,
J and π represent the total spin and parity of nuclei, respec-
tively.

The brief explanation of our framework is as follows: Our
initial Hamiltonian contains the chiral 2NF at next-to-next-to-
next-to-leading order [11, 51], along with the Coulomb force
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Figure 2: SPEs of the 0p3/2 and 0p1/2 states for a (a) proton and (b) neutron. The values between the arrows represent the gap of the SPEs. The results of “No 3NF”
are only obtained with the 2NF, whereas the other results include the effect of the 3NF of rank λ.

for protons, as well as the chiral 3NF at N2LO. In accordance
with Ref. [12], we set the values as cD = −1.00 and cE = −0.34,
which are the LECs associated with the 1π and contact terms,
respectively. We adopted the nonlocal regulator with the cutoff
of 500 MeV for both 2NF and 3NF.

Moreover, referring to Ref. [43], the effective shell-model
Hamiltonian for the 0p-shell valence space outside the dou-
bly magic 4He was derived within the framework of the many-
body perturbation theory [52–54]. Specifically, the effective
shell-model Hamiltonian is expressed by way of the Kuo-Lee-
Ratcliff folded-diagram expansion [55] in terms of the Q̂-box
vertex function, which was constructed by including one- and
two-body diagrams up to third order for two-body interaction,
as well as one- and two-body diagrams up to first order for the
3NF. These 3NF diagrams correspond to the normal-ordered
one-body (NO1B) and normal-ordered two-body (NO2B) terms
of the usual expression of the 3NF in the normal-ordered
form [56]. This so-called normal-ordering approximation helps
manage the complexity of fully treating the 3NF, and has been
validated in light- and medium-mass nuclei [24, 56, 57]. Within
the shell-model framework, the validity of this approximation
has been tested for 0p-shell nuclei through benchmark calcula-
tions comparing shell-model results [43] with those from the ab
initio no-core shell model [12, 58]. In contrast to Ref. [43], in
the present calculations we did not include folded diagrams for
the 3NF [27], i.e., we added the NO1B and NO2B terms of the
3NF, respectively, to the single-particle energies (SPEs) and the
2BMEs of the effective shell-model Hamiltonian derived from
the 2NF plus Coulomb force.

The omission of the 3NF-folded diagrams implies that

changes in the SO splitting induced by the 3NF in systems with
one-particle outside a doubly closed core can be directly re-
lated to the NO1B term, while the NO2B one contributes to
the evolution of the SO splitting as a function of the number of
valence nucleons. In doing so, we neglect some folding contri-
butions related to the 3NF. However, we have verified that such
contributions are not significant and do not affect the quantities
relevant to the SO splitting, which are discussed in this Letter,
namely, the SPEs and effective SPEs (ESPEs) [59]. See Ap-
pendix B for the definition of the ESPEs. The little relevance of
the 3NF in the folding expansion, expressed as products of Q̂-
box and its derivatives [53], is essentially due to the zero value
of the first-order-diagram derivatives, which do not depend in
fact on the energy.

3. The finding: Importance of rank-1 3NF

First, we discuss the contributions arising from the differ-
ent rank components of the NO1B term of the 3NF, which cor-
responds to the interactions among one-valence and two-core
nucleons and affects the SPEs, ϵi, of the effective shell-model
Hamiltonian. Figure 2 compares the values of ϵ0p3/2 and ϵ0p1/2

derived from the 2NF-only with those obtained by gradually
adding rank-0 (λ = 0), rank-1 (λ = 1), rank-2 (λ = 2), and
rank-3 (λ = 3) components of the 3NF. The 3NF with λ = 0–3
corresponds to the whole N2LO 3NF. Figure 2 illustrates that
the rank-0 component enhances ϵ0p3/2 and ϵ0p1/2 , indicating the
repulsive nature of this component, while leaving the gap be-
tween them almost intact. A significant change in the gap is
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instead rendered by the rank-1 component, which arises exclu-
sively from the 2π-exchange potential (see Fig. 1). This com-
ponent supplies an attractive and repulsive contribution to the
0p3/2 and 0p1/2 energies, respectively, significantly enlarging
the SO splitting. The rank-2 and rank-3 components of the 3NF
yield smaller contributions, respectively resulting in a 13% and
2% increase of the splitting. Hence, the SO splitting induced by
the chiral 3NF is primarily governed by its rank-1 component.
These SPEs are comparable with experimental spectra of 5He
and 5Li. However, the precise position of the 1/2− state relative
to the ground state remains uncertain [60, 61].

The mechanism through which the rank-1 3NF enlarges the
gap of the SPEs is determined by the characteristic of the
c3 term of the 2π-exchange process. The c3 potential with
λ = 1 depends on

(
τi · τ j

) (
σi × σ j

)
·
(
q̂i × q̂ j

) (
q̂i · q̂ j

)
, which

is given by Eq. (A.26), and generates the one-body SO poten-
tial, as expressed by Eq. (4.23) of Ref. [40]. In particular, this
explanation also applies to the SO splitting observed in the ES-
PEs reported herein.

Subsequently, using the SPEs reported above, we consider
the evolution of the 0p-SO splitting. With this perspective,
we investigate the ESPEs, which represent the single-particle
states generated by the mean field incorporating the effects from
other nucleons outer the inert core. In fact, changes in the ES-
PEs induced by the effects of the 3NF on the monopole com-
ponent of the interaction are crucial to describe the observed
spectroscopic properties of nuclei (see Ref. [27] and references
therein). The occupation numbers required in the calculation of
the ESPEs are reported in Table B.2 in Appendix B; these val-
ues are obtained in the shell-model framework using the kshell
code [62].

Figure 3 depicts the SO splitting ∆ϵ̃, defined as the ESPE
gap between the 0p3/2 and 0p1/2 orbitals, for even–even self-
conjugate 0p-shell nuclei. As indicated by the difference be-
tween the purple-filled circles and red-filled triangles, the en-
ergy gap is enhanced by the whole 3NF, and the enhancement
intensifies as the system becomes heavier. In 12C, the 3NF ex-
hibits the most pronounced effect, approximately doubling the
original ∆ϵ̃ computed with the 2NF only. This doubling is con-
sistent with that observed in 15N [41], for which the Urbana-
VII 3NF [63] was implemented to the variational cluster Monte
Carlo method. Although similar trends are observed in 4He and
8Be, the magnitude of the effect diminishes.

We investigated the contribution of the different rank compo-
nents of the 3NF. Similarly to the aforementioned SPEs, Fig. 3
reveals that the rank-0 3NF (blue-open circles) plays a negligi-
ble role in changing the SO splitting. The primal impact comes
from the rank-1 3NF (green-filled squares) of the 2π-exchange
process, accounting for almost 75% of the 8Be- and 12C-gap
enhancements by the whole 3NF. The effect of the rank-2 3NF
(yellow-open square), with an approximate contribution of 20%
in both cases, is smaller yet appreciable. In contrast, the contri-
bution of the rank-3 3NF is not significant. These results indi-
cate that the rank-2 component is more relevant in the evolution
of the ESPEs than in the SO splitting outside 4He. This outcome
is related to its effects on the monopole term entering the defi-
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Figure 3: Gap of the ESPEs between 0p3/2 and 0p1/2 states for a (a) proton
and (b) neutron as a function of the mass number of the self-conjugate nuclei.
While the purple-filled circles are the results obtained with the 2NF, the blue-
open circles, green-filled squares, yellow-open squares, and red-filled triangles
are those with 2NF plus 3NF of the rank λ up to 0, 1, 2, and 3, respectively.

nition of the ESPEs given by Eq. (B.2), which depends on the
NO2B terms of the 3NF.

Although the rank-2 components enter both 1π and 2π terms,
our numerical analysis revealed that the dominant rank-2 contri-
butions to ∆ϵ̃ originated from the latter. Therefore, we corrobo-
rate even in the SO splitting the 2π-exchange dominance of the
3NF. This dominance was also affirmed as the leading term of
the Fujita–Miyazawa 3NF [3] in the ∆-full chiral EFT [11, 64]
and by numerical calculations of ground-state energies for sd-
shell nuclei [21, 65]. We emphasize that our finding will not
depend on the choice of the contact LECs for the 2NF and 3NF
since the 2π LECs are relatively well constrained by the Roy-
Steiner equation analysis of pion-nucleon scattering [66].

Additionally, for the SO splitting, the c1 term plays a minor
role compared to the c3 term, even though their potentials are
similar with each other as given by Eqs. (A.22) and (A.26). This
is because the c1 and c3 terms are respectively responsible for
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the s- and p-wave pion-nucleon scattering in the 2π-exchange
3NF, and the p-wave scattering is dominant as evidenced by
the disappearance of the s-wave part in the Fujita–Miyazawa
3NF [3]. Moreover, we numerically confirmed that the rank-1
component of the c3 term accounts for nearly the entire rank-1
contribution, indicating the negligible influence of the c1 and
c4 terms. Detailed findings will be reported in an upcoming
publication, as they lie currently beyond the scope of this Letter.

4. Conclusion and perspectives

We introduced the decomposition of the chiral 3NF at N2LO
in terms of the rank of irreducible tensors. Based on this tech-
nique, we demonstrated the predominant influence of the rank-1
3NF on the SO splitting in the p-shell nuclei. This conclusion
will not be affected by the choice of the contact LECs since the
rank-1 component originates exclusively from the 2π-exchange
3NF. In this connection, it would be valuable to investigate
whether the rank-1 3NF we use can account for specific ob-
servables of proton–deuteron scattering, namely, linear combi-
nations of the vector analyzing powers, which are particularly
sensitive to the rank-1 3NF as reported in Refs. [67, 68].

This study offers a fresh perspective on the mechanisms
shaping shell structure driven by nuclear forces. However, to
assess the robustness of our conclusions, it is essential to ex-
tend our analysis to heavier mass regions. In a near future, we
plan to investigate the contribution of the different rank compo-
nents of the 3NF in p f -shell nuclei, for which the global effect
of the 3NF was already evidenced [25].

In conclusion, we remark on the antisymmetry of the rank-1
3NF. The antisymmetric nature manifests in the two-body sub-
systems of the complete three-body system, owing to the oper-
ator σi×σ j of the c1 and c3 terms [see Eqs. (A.22) and (A.26)].
This operator induces singlet–triplet mixing of the spin states in
the two-body subsystems, akin to the spin canting of magnetic
ions driven by the Dzyaloshinsky–Moriya interaction [69–71].
Consequently, the rank-1 3NF can change the quantum entan-
glement manifested as the superposition of the product states
of the spin-up and spin-down components. While quantum
entanglement in nuclei has been intensively studied through
nucleon–nucleon correlations [72–80], exploring the change in
quantum entanglement prompted by the 3NF presents an in-
triguing avenue for future research.
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Appendix A. Irreducible-tensor decomposition of chiral
three-nucleon force

Appendix A.1. Standard expression of potential

Here we explicitly show the irreducible-tensor decomposi-
tion of the potential of the three-nucleon force (3NF) derived
within the chiral effective field theory at next-to-next-to-leading
order (N2LO).

First, it is useful to give the standard expression of the
N2LO-three-nucleon potential v(α)

3N . We use the letter α as a
representative of each term of potential, namely, the contact
(ct) term, the one-pion (1π) exchange plus contact term, or
the cn terms of the two-pion (2π) exchange process. Here cn

denotes one of the low-energy constants (LECs), c1, c3, or
c4. The contact potential v(ct)

3N , the 1π potential v(1π)
3N , and the

2π potential v(2π)
3N = v(c1)

3N + v(c3)
3N + v(c4)

3N , correspond to the right,
middle, and left diagrams of Fig. 1, respectively. Following
Refs. [7, 11, 47], they are usually expressed by

v(ct)
3N =

cE

2 f 4
πΛχ

∑
i, j,k

τi · τ j, (A.1)

v(1π)
3N = −

gAcD

8 f 4
πΛχ

∑
i, j,k

τi · τ j

(
σ j · q j

) (
σi · q j

)
q2

j + m2
π

, (A.2)

v(c1)
3N = −

g2
Ac1m2

π

2 f 4
π

∑
i, j,k

τi · τ j

(
σi · qi

) (
σ j · q j

)(
q2

i + m2
π

) (
q2

j + m2
π

) , (A.3)

v(c3)
3N =

g2
Ac3

4 f 4
π

∑
i, j,k

τi · τ j

(
σi · qi

) (
σ j · q j

)(
q2

i + m2
π

) (
q2

j + m2
π

) qi · q j, (A.4)

v(c4)
3N =

g2
Ac4

8 f 4
π

∑
i, j,k

(
τi × τ j

)
· τk

×

(
σi · qi

) (
σ j · q j

)(
q2

i + m2
π

) (
q2

j + m2
π

) (qi × q j

)
· σk, (A.5)

where the nucleon spin (isospin) operator is expressed by the
Pauli matrices σi (τi). The momentum transfer is defined by
qi = p′i − p, with pi and p′i the initial and final momenta of the
nucleon i, respectively. The LECs cE and cD are associated with
the contact and 1π terms, respectively. The above potentials
contain also the pion-decay constant fπ, the chiral symmetry
breaking scale Λχ, the axial vector coupling constant gA, and
the average pion mass mπ.

All three-nucleon potentials given by Eqs. (A.1) to (A.5) can
be represented in a general form, as shown by Eq. (1). We recall
it here:

v(α)
3N =

∑
i, j,k

v(α)
(
τi, τ j, τk

)
w(α)
(
σi,σ j,σk, qi, q j

)
. (A.6)

This equation means that the isospin part v(α) can be separated
from the spin-momentum part w(α). By comparing Eq. (A.6)
and the standard expression of the three-nucleon potentials,

5



Eqs. (A.1) to (A.5), we find the explicit form of v(α):

v(ct)
(
τi, τ j, τk

)
= v(1π)

(
τi, τ j, τk

)
= v(c1)

(
τi, τ j, τk

)
= v(c3)

(
τi, τ j, τk

)
= τi · τ j, (A.7)

v(c4)
(
τi, τ j, τk

)
=
(
τi × τ j

)
· τk. (A.8)

Appendix A.2. General expression of irreducible-tensor de-
composition

The irreducible-tensor decomposition of the three-nucleon
potential relies on the following relations:

a · b = −
√

3 [a1 ⊗ b1]00 , (A.9)

(a × b)µ = −i
√

2 [a1 ⊗ b1]1µ (µ = 0,±1), (A.10)

where a and b are arbitrary three-dimensional vectors, which
correspond to irreducible tensors of rank 1, a1m and b1m, re-
spectively. In general, the tensor product of arbitrary irreducible
tensorsMlm and Nl′m′ is defined by

[Ml ⊗ Nl′ ]λµ =
∑
mm′

(
lml′m′|λµ

)
MlmNl′m′ , (A.11)

with the Clebsch-Gordan coefficient ( . . . . | . . ). Furthermore,
assuming a depends on neither spin variables nor differential
operators, it can be represented in terms of the spherical har-
monics Y1m [81]:

a1m =

√
4π
3

aY1m(â), (A.12)

where a = |a| and â = a/a.
Applying Eqs. (A.9), (A.10), and (A.12) to v(α)

3N given by
Eqs. (A.1) to (A.5), the spin-momentum potential w(α) can be
expressed in terms of irreducible tensors of rank λ. As already
reported by Eqs. (2) and (3), the resultant expression of w(α) in
a general form reads

w(α)
(
σi,σ j,σk, qi, q j

)
= w(α)

pro(qi, q j)
∑
λ

O
(α)
λ

(
σi,σ j,σk, q̂i, q̂ j

)
, (A.13)

O
(α)
λ

(
σi,σ j,σk, q̂i, q̂ j

)
= Aλ

[
M

(α)
λ

(
σi,σ j,σk

)
⊗ N

(α)
λ

(
q̂i, q̂ j

)]
00
. (A.14)

The function w(α)
pro includes the pion propagator for the pion-

exchange terms, while it becomes a constant for the contact
term. The LECs are also involved in w(α)

pro. In Eq. (A.14), the
angular momentum coupling coefficients dependent on λ is de-
noted by Aλ, and the irreducible tensorsM(α)

λµ andN (α)
λµ′ of rank λ

are respectively associated with the spin and momentum parts.
Below, the explicit form of these expressions are given.

Appendix A.2.1. Contact term
Apparently, v(ct)

3N given by Eq. (A.1) does not depend on the
spin and momenta. Hence, based on Eqs. (A.6) and (A.13), the
contact term is expressed as the central force, i.e., the rank-0
irreducible tensor only:

w(ct)
(
σi,σ j,σk, qi, q j

)
=

cE

2 f 4
πΛχ
. (A.15)

Note that the spin-dependent potential can be also selected
as the contact term, provided that the antisymmetry is main-
tained [47]. This characteristic is referred to as the Fierz re-
arrangement freedom [82–84]. We emphasize that, even if the
spin-dependent potential is chosen, only the central force con-
tributes to the contact term at N2LO.

Appendix A.3. One-pion exchange plus contact term

Similarly to the 1π-exchange potential of the two-nucleon
force (2NF), Eq. (A.2) can be decomposed into the central and
tensor forces corresponding to λ = 0 (rank-0 tensor) and λ = 2
(rank-2 tensor), respectively:

w(1π)
(
σi,σ j,σk, qi, q j

)
= −

gAcD

8 f 4
πΛχ

q2
j

q2
j + m2

π

∑
λ=0,2

O
(1π)
λ

(
σi,σ j,σk, q̂i, q̂ j

)
, (A.16)

O
(1π)
λ

(
σi,σ j,σk, q̂i, q̂ j

)
=
√

4π (1010|λ0)
[[
σ1(i) ⊗ σ1( j)

]
λ ⊗ Yλ

(
q̂ j

)]
00
. (A.17)

Equation (A.17) can be expressed in terms of the three-
dimensional vectors:

O
(1π)
λ

(
σi,σ j,σk, q̂i, q̂ j

)
=


1
3
σi · σ j (λ = 0),

1
3
Si j(q̂ j) (λ = 2),

(A.18)

with the standard tensor operator defined by

S12(q̂) = 3 (σ1 · q̂) (σ2 · q̂) − σ1 · σ2. (A.19)

Appendix A.4. Two-pion exchange c1 term

The c1 potential v(c1)
3N given by Eq. (A.3) consists of the rank-

0, rank-1, and rank-2 tensors:

w(c1)
(
σi,σ j,σk, qi, q j

)
= −

g2
Ac1m2

π

2 f 4
π

qiq j(
q2

i + m2
π

) (
q2

j + m2
π

)
×

2∑
λ=0

O
(c1)
λ

(
σi,σ j,σk, q̂i, q̂ j

)
, (A.20)

O
(c1)
λ

(
σi,σ j,σk, q̂i, q̂ j

)
=

4π
3
λ̂
[[
σ1(i) ⊗ σ1( j)

]
λ ⊗
[
Y1
(
q̂i
)
⊗ Y1

(
q̂ j

)]
λ

]
00
. (A.21)
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We use the abbreviation λ̂ =
√

2λ + 1. It is useful to represent
Eq. (A.21) in terms of vectors:

O
(c1)
λ

(
σi,σ j,σk, q̂i, q̂ j

)
=



1
3

(
σi · σ j

) (
q̂i · q̂ j

)
(λ = 0),

1
2

(
σi × σ j

)
·
(
q̂i × q̂ j

)
(λ = 1),

1
3
Ti j

(
q̂i, q̂ j

)
(λ = 2).

(A.22)

The generalized tensor operator [85] is defined by

T12(q̂, q̂′) =
3
2

[(σ1 · q̂)(σ2 · q̂′) + (σ2 · q̂)(σ1 · q̂′)]

− (σ1 · σ2)(q̂ · q̂′). (A.23)

Appendix A.5. Two-pion exchange c3 term

The c3 potential v(c3)
3N given by Eq. (A.4) differs from v(c1)

3N only
in the prefactor and the presence of qi · q j responsible for the p-
wave pion-nucleon scattering. Therefore, the structure of w(c3)

is similar to that of w(c1):

w(c3)
3N

(
σi,σ j,σk, qi, q j

)
=

g2
Ac3

4 f 4
π

q2
i q2

j(
q2

i + m2
π

) (
q2

j + m2
π

)
×

2∑
λ=0

O
(c3)
λ

(
σi,σ j,σk, q̂i, q̂ j

)
, (A.24)

O
(c3)
λ

(
σi,σ j,σk, q̂i, q̂ j

)
= 4π(−)λ+1λ̂

∑
lil j

(1010|li0)
(
1010|l j0

) {li l j λ
1 1 1

}
×
[[
σ1(i) ⊗ σ1( j)

]
λ ⊗
[
Yli
(
q̂i
)
⊗ Yl j

(
q̂ j

)]
λ

]
00
. (A.25)

We can find the similarity between O(c1)
λ and O(c3)

λ by rewriting
Eq. (A.25) as

O
(c3)
λ

(
σi,σ j,σk, q̂i, q̂ j

)

=



1
3

(
σi · σ j

) (
q̂i · q̂ j

)2
(λ = 0),

1
2

(
σi × σ j

)
·
(
q̂i × q̂ j

) (
q̂i · q̂ j

)
(λ = 1),

1
3

(
q̂i · q̂ j

)
Ti j

(
q̂i, q̂ j

)
(λ = 2).

(A.26)

Appendix A.6. Two-pion exchange c4 term

The c4 potential v(c4)
3N given by Eq. (A.5) involves up to the

rank-3 tensors:

w(c4)
3N

(
σi,σ j,σk, qi, q j

)
=

g2
Ac4

8 f 4
π

q2
i q2

j(
q2

i + m2
π

) (
q2

j + m2
π

)
×

3∑
λ=0

O
(c4)
λ

(
σi,σ j,σk, q̂i, q̂ j

)
, (A.27)

O
(c4)
λ

(
σi,σ j,σk, q̂i, q̂ j

)
= 4πi

√
6λ̂
∑
lil jS

Ŝ (1010|li0)
(
1010|l j0

) 
li l j λ
1 1 S
1 1 1


×
[[[
σ1(i) ⊗ σ1( j)

]
S ⊗ σ1(k)

]
λ ⊗
[
Yli
(
q̂i
)
⊗ Yl j

(
q̂ j

)]
λ

]
00
.

(A.28)

The rank-0 and rank-1 components,O(c4)
0 andO(c4)

1 , respectively,
can be rewritten as

O
(c4)
0

(
σi,σ j,σk, q̂i, q̂ j

)
=

1
6

[(
σi × σ j

)
· σk

] [
1 −
(
q̂i · q̂ j

)2]
, (A.29)

O
(c4)
1

(
σi,σ j,σk, q̂i, q̂ j

)
=

1
10

[
4
(
σi · σ j

)
σk −

(
σ j · σk

)
σi − (σk · σi)σ j

]
·
(
q̂i × q̂ j

)
×
(
q̂i · q̂ j

)
. (A.30)

Although the other two components can be expressed in terms
of the vectors, we omit them here since they are not the main
focus of this Letter and the resultant forms are cumbersome.

Appendix B. Effective single-particle energy

The effective single-particle energy (ESPE) of the single-
particle state i is denoted by ϵ̃i and defined by [59]

ϵ̃i = ϵi +
∑

j

v(mon)
i j

〈
N̂ j

〉
, (B.1)

v(mon)
i j =

∑
J(2J + 1)

〈
i j; J
∣∣∣ V̂ ∣∣∣ i j; J

〉∑
J(2J + 1)

, (B.2)

where ϵi and
〈
i j; J
∣∣∣ V̂ ∣∣∣ i j; J

〉
are, respectively, the single-

particle energies and the two-body matrix elements of our ef-
fective shell-model Hamiltonian, which is defined with respect
to the core nucleus, 4He in the present calculations. As men-
tioned in the main text, both ϵi and

〈
i j; J
∣∣∣ V̂ ∣∣∣ i j; J

〉
are micro-

scopically derived, including one-body and two-body diagrams
up to third order in the 2NF and normal-ordered components of
the 3NF. As expressed by Eq. (B.2), the monopole interaction
v(mon)

i j , which is obtained by averaging on all the allowed values
of the total angular momentum J, represents the monopole con-
tribution of the two-body effective interaction V̂ . The quantity〈
N̂ j

〉
in Eq. (B.1) denotes the ground-state occupation number

of the single-particle state j for the nucleus under investiga-
tion. The values employed in this Letter are obtained by di-
agonalizing the effective shell-model Hamiltonian and listed in
Table B.2.

During the preparation of this work the authors used Chat-
GPT in order to improve language and readability. After using
this tool, the authors reviewed and edited the content as needed
and take full responsibility for the content of the publication.
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Table B.2: Occupation numbers
〈
N̂i
〉

for 8Be and 12C. The columns denoted by
“No 3NF” are the results obtained with the 2NF only, while the other columns
are those including the 3NFs of rank λ.

Proton Neutron
0p3/2 0p1/2 0p3/2 0p1/2

8Be

No 3NF 1.447 0.553 1.491 0.509
λ = 0 1.445 0.555 1.485 0.515
λ = 0, 1 1.534 0.466 1.565 0.435
λ = 0–2 1.562 0.438 1.590 0.410
λ = 0–3 1.569 0.431 1.597 0.403

12C

No 3NF 2.952 1.048 3.049 0.951
λ = 0 2.913 1.087 3.001 0.999
λ = 0, 1 3.214 0.786 3.280 0.720
λ = 0–2 3.305 0.695 3.363 0.637
λ = 0–3 3.331 0.669 3.387 0.613
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[58] P. Navrátil, E. Caurier, Nuclear structure with accurate chiral perturbation
theory nucleon-nucleon potential: Application to 6Li and 10B, Phys. Rev.
C 69 (2004) 014311. doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.69.014311.
URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.69.

014311

[59] A. Umeya, K. Muto, Single-particle energies in neutron-rich nu-
clei by shell model sum rule, Phys. Rev. C 74 (2006) 034330.
doi:10.1103/PhysRevC.74.034330.
URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevC.74.

034330
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