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In this study, we developed and tested various isospin symmetry-breaking (ISB) versions of the
microscopic DJ16A interaction. Starting with the isospin symmetric DJ16A interaction, we in-
troduced two different Coulomb interactions-Coulomb-CD and Coulomb-w/SRC-along with phe-
nomenological charge symmetry breaking (CSB) and charge independence breaking (CIB) effects.
We also considered CSB and CIB parts of the Argonne v18 (AV18) interaction. We examined two
sets of interactions for each Coulomb interaction and employed these interactions to calculate b- and
c-parameters of the isobaric multiplet mass equation for |Tz| = 1/2 and |Tz| = 1 nuclei across the sd-
shell. Our results indicate that the DJ16A†+CD interaction provides the most accurate b-parameter
predictions up to A = 33 mirror pairs. Additionally, we explored mirror energy differences (MEDs)
in low-energy spectra around A = 20 and demonstrated that large MEDs are primarily associated
with high occupancies of the 1s1/2 orbital. Furthermore, E2 transition strengths were calculated
using all four DJ16A-based ISB interactions agreed with the experimental data, with minimal ISB
effects observed on these transitions. Overall, the DJ16A†+CD interaction serves as a complemen-
tary set to the newly developed USD-family interactions, USDC, and USDCm and can be further
tested for other mirror nuclei across the sd-shell to study nuclear structure properties and ISB effects
in nuclear β-decay.

PACS numbers: 21.60.Cs, 21.30.Fe, 21.10.Dr, 27.20.+n

I. INTRODUCTION

Atomic nuclei are self-bound quantum many-body
systems consisting of protons and neutrons collectively
known as nucleons. Due to the similar masses and in-
trinsic spins of protons and neutrons, they were consid-
ered to be isospin doublets having different isospin pro-
jections [1, 2]. In nuclear physics, the isospin symme-
try approximation provides an efficient way of developing
nucleon-nucleon interactions and simplifying the solution
of nuclear many-body problems. Also, the nuclear forces
among the protons (Tz = -1/2) and the neutrons (Tz =
1/2) are the same within the isospin symmetry approxi-
mation. And, for such isospin symmetric nucleon-nucleon
interactions, the energy spectra of mirror nuclei, whose
protons and neutrons are exchanged, have degenerate ex-
citation spectra. However, isospin symmetry is broken
at the nuclear level mainly due to Coulomb interaction
among the protons, the mass difference between the pro-
ton and the neutron, and the charge-dependent nature of
nuclear force. Also, the experimental phase shifts showed
that Vnn is almost 1 % larger than Vpp, resulting in the
charge symmetry breaking (CSB), and Vpn is about 2.5 %
larger than (Vnn + Vpp)/2, resulting in charge indepen-
dence breaking (CIB) of nuclear force. All these effects
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result in the isospin symmetry breaking (ISB) at the nu-
clear level, and the origin of ISB in nuclear systems can be
studied using different nuclear models such as the shell
model [3–5] and density-functional theory [6, 7]. This
work uses the shell model approach to study ISB effects
in the sd-shell nuclei.

The ISB effects provide a way to test different nuclear
models and can also help in understanding the nature
of nucleon-nucleon forces. These effects are reflected in
the isospin-mixing in nuclear states, correction factors
needed in the study of β-decay [8, 9], and in some isospin-
forbidden processes [10–12]. The mirror energy difference
(MED) and triplet energy difference (TED) are two key
quantities to understand ISB in the low-energy spectra of
atomic nuclei, and both these quantities are sensitive to
the Coulomb and charge-dependent part of an isospin-
symmetry breaking Hamiltonian. For such ISB Hamil-
tonians, the degeneracy between the spectra of mirror
pairs of nuclei is broken, resulting in a non-zero MED
value. While the MEDs for medium mass nuclei in the
fp-shell are relatively small (around 0.1 MeV) [13], for
the lighter mass nuclei in the sd-shell can reach near to
1 MeV in some cases [14]. Usually, large MEDs are ob-
served for mirror pairs whose proton-rich partner is near
the proton drip line. In such cases, the proton 0d5/2 and
1s1/2 orbitals are loosely bound while they are deeply
bound on the neutron-rich side. This is known as the
Thomas-Ehrman (TE) shift [15, 16]. Accurate model-
ing of Coulomb and charge-dependent nuclear forces is
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essential to explain the observed MEDs in mirror pairs
of nuclei [17]. The MED and structure of loosely bound
proton-rich sd-shell nuclei around A = 20 are discussed
in Ref. [18]. The authors explained the need to re-
duce some of the two body matrix elements (TBME)
to accommodate the weakly bound or unbound effect in
such nuclei. The ISB effects within sd-shell nuclei and
beyond are elaborated in Ref. [19] by taking into ac-
count short-range correlations to the Coulomb interac-
tion and effective charge-dependent force of nuclear ori-
gin. Recently, two ISB interactions of USD-type [20–22]
are available, namely USDC and USDI [23], to study ISB
effects within the nuclear shell model. The ISB interac-
tion USDC is utilized in Ref. [24] to study the contri-
butions of isoscalar and isovector components to the M1
transitions of odd-A nuclei in the sd-shell. In Ref. [25],
the b and c parameters of the isobaric multiplet mass
equation (IMME) are calculated using valence space in-
medium similarity renormalization group (VS-IMSRG)
for T = 1 nuclei from A = 10 to 74 and observed a good
agreement with the experimental data. In Refs. [26, 27],
the MEDs in the low energy spectra of sd-shell nuclei
are discussed using VS-IMSRG formalism. Also, in Refs.
[28, 29], the same VS-IMSRG technique is used to study
E2 transition strengths within the sd-shell nuclei, and it
was observed that the B(E2) values for VS-IMSRG show
consistent underprediction compared to the experimental
data. The VS-IMSRG technique and shell model calcu-
lations using ISB USD-family interactions have recently
been applied to different nuclei in the sd-shell to study
ISB effects [30–33].

Recently, in Ref. [34], we calculated the MEDs in the
low-lying states of |Tz| = 1/2 mirror pair (21Na - 21Ne)
within the no-core shell model (NCSM) formalism. How-
ever, due to the computational limitations, calculations
were possible only up to Nmax = 4 model space. In
such a scenario, microscopic effective interactions based
on the NCSM solutions of lower-mass nuclei can be use-
ful [35, 36]. Additionally, ISB versions of such micro-
scopic interactions would be beneficial for studying ISB
effects across sd-shell nuclei, and they can serve as a
complementary set of interactions to the newly devel-
oped USD-family interactions [23]. In this work, we have
constructed the ISB versions for microscopic interaction
DJ16A (monopole-modified version of DJ16 interaction)
[37] to study the ISB effect in the low-energy spectra of
|Tz| = 1/2 and |Tz| = 1 mirror pairs within the sd-shell.

This paper is organized as follows: In section II, we
briefly describe NCSM with a core approach to develop-
ing microscopic effective sd-shell interaction along with
different Coulomb interactions considered; section III is
devoted to presenting the calculated results on IMME,
low-energy spectra, and MEDs along with the E2 tran-
sition strengths. Finally, we summarize our work in sec-
tion IV.

II. FORMALISM

The nuclear shell model stands as a cornerstone of our
understanding of the nuclear structure, offering profound
insights into various low-energy properties of atomic nu-
clei. Central to its framework is the employment of ex-
tensive diagonalization within a many-body harmonic os-
cillator basis. Given the rotational invariance of the nu-
clear force, it is advantageous to employ single-particle
harmonic oscillator states characterized by well-defined
quantum numbers: principal quantum number (n), az-
imuthal quantum number (l), total angular momentum
(j), and its z-component (jz). In the traditional shell
model, the effective interactions among the valence nu-
cleons are considered in a truncated model space instead
of all nucleons being active. Those effective interactions
are expressed in terms of SPEs and TBMEs for different
truncated spaces are key ingredients of the shell model
calculations.

In the early phase of the nuclear shell model, effec-
tive interactions were developed with perturbative ap-
proaches [38, 39]. Later, the phenomenological interac-
tions for different model spaces become widely successful
in reproducing low-energy spectroscopic data of nuclei
in different mass regions [20–22, 40–44]. In the last two
decades, the ab initio methods exhibited great progress,
and those methods provide a way to use chiral interac-
tions from effective field theory directly to study nuclear
properties [45–48]. Additionally, using similarity trans-
formations, the ab initio methods opened a new path
to develop effective interactions for a particular valence
space. Two such ab initio methods are the NCSM [45, 49–
52] and VS-IMSRG [46, 47] methods. Our present work
aims to utilize effective interactions developed using the
former ab initio method.

In Ref. [35], a new non-perturbative way of devel-
oping effective interactions was proposed starting from
ab initio NCSM wavefunctions of a few selected lower
p-shell nuclei. The same technique was recently used
to develop effective microscopic interactions for sd -shell,
namely JISP16 [36], N3LO [36], and DJ16 [37]. These
effective interactions were derived from the original in-
teractions [53–55] using the ab initio NCSM wave func-
tion and Okubu-Lee-Suzuki (OLS) [56] technique. Some
of these microscopic interactions have recently been ap-
plied to sd shell nuclei in Refs. [57–60] in order to study
different structure properties.

Considering only NN interaction, the NCSM Hamil-
tonian can be written as

HA = Trel + V =
1

A

A∑
i<j

(p⃗i − p⃗j)
2

2m
+

A∑
i<j

V NN
ij , (1)

where Trel is the relative kinetic energy and V NN
ij is

the NN interaction containing nuclear part as well as
Coulomb part. The Equation 1 is in a relative coordinate
system, and it is converted to the harmonic oscillator ba-
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sis by adding the center of mass (HCM ) to the original
Hamiltonian, HA having the form

HΩ
A = HA +Hc.m. =

A∑
i=1

[
p2i
2m

+
1

2
mΩ2r2i ]

+

A∑
i<j

[VNN,ij −
mΩ2

2A
(ri − rj)

2]. (2)

Considering an OLS transformation to the above
Hamiltonian, at 2-body cluster approximation, primary
Hamilonaians for A = 18 systems were constructed. Then
the NCSM calculations were performed for 18F (at Nmax

= 4, ℏΩ = 14 MeV), and 28 eigenstates dominated by N
= 0 components were considered in constructing a sec-
ondary OLS transformation to the sd-model space. Addi-
tionally, the NCSM calculations were performed for 16O
to obtain the core energy and for 17O and 17F to get neu-
tron and proton SPEs. Finally, subtracting the core plus
SPEs from the effective Hamiltonian for 18F resulted in
the TBMEs for effective sd-shell interaction, DJ16 [37].
The DJ16 interaction given in Ref. [37] was obtained
from the NCSM calculations considering charge symme-
try and charge independence of nuclear force. However, a
full-charge dependent version for this effective interaction
is possible by deriving effective interactions for 18O and
18Ne, separately for the Vnn and Vpp parts, respectively
[61].

This work follows a different route to construct
ISB versions of microscopic sd-shell effective interaction
corresponding to monopole-modified DJ16 interaction
(DJ16A). Starting with the isospin symmetric interac-
tion DJ16A, we intended to obtain suitable ISB versions
of this interaction having the form:

H = H0 +HC +HINC , (3)

where H0 is the isospin-conserving interaction, and for
our case, it is the DJ16A interaction. HC and HINC are
Coulomb interaction and isospin non-conserving part of
nuclear force, respectively. This work employed two sets
of Coulomb interactions from Ref. [23]: Coulomb-CD
and Coulomb-w/SRC. In Coulomb-CD, the TMBEs for
Coulomb interaction were calculated using a harmonic
oscillator basis, and the TBMEs are dependent on mass
as ∼ A−1/6. On the other hand, in Coulomb-w/SRC,
the short-range correlations (SRC) given by Miller and
Spencer [62] were considered as a correction factor. It
is well known that the Coulomb interaction is not the
only factor responsible for energy splitting in an isobaric
multiplet, and it is known as the Nolen-Schiffer anomaly
[63]. The charge-dependent nuclear force needs to be
considered along with the Coulomb interaction to explain
such ISB effects in atomic nuclei. While using USDC
and USDCm interactions, an increase of the Vpn(T = 1)
part by 2.2 % and 0.8 %, respectively, are mentioned in
Ref. [23]. However, instead of increasing the Vpn(T = 1)

part by a certain amount, the charge symmetry breaking
(CSB) and charge independence breaking (CIB) effects
can be taken into account in addition to the Coulomb
interaction.

In this work, we aim to test the effect of CSB and CIB
interactions in the low-energy spectra of sd-shell nuclei.
Once the CSB and CIB interactions are considered, the
Vpp, Vnn, and Vpn(T = 1) parts of the isospin symmetric
interactions get modified as:

Vpp = V0 + VCSB/2 + VCIB/3

Vnn = V0 − VCSB/2 + VCIB/3

Vpn(T = 1) = V0 − 2VCIB/3

Here, V0 is the isospin symmetric part of the interaction.
In addition to modifying TBMEs, the VCSB also mod-
ifies the proton SPEs compared to the neutron SPEs.
On the other hand, VCIB does not affect the proton
SPEs. For that, firstly, we consider phenomenological
CSB and CIB interactions from Ref. [64] that reproduce
the experimental differences in scattering lengths and ef-
fective ranges. The interactions having the Yukawa form,
V0e

−r/R0/(r/R0) with radial cutoff at 0.45 fm are used
for phenomenological CSB and CIB interactions. We call
them CSBY and CIBY interactions, respectively. For the
CSBY , the Coulomb displacement energy (CDE) for the
17F-17O pair is obtained to be ∼ 190 keV [64], which
is larger than that of 100 keV obtained by the ρ-ω and
π-η meson exchange interactions [65]. Secondly, we con-
sider the CSB and CIB parts of the AV18 interaction [66]
with a radial cut-off at 0.7 fm for the short-range compo-
nents, and we call them CSBAV 18 and CIBAV 18, respec-
tively. CSBAV 18 is rather small: the CDE for the 17F-
17O pair obtained by the CSBAV 18 is as small as 65 keV
compared to the empirical value of 135 (109) keV eval-
uated for Woods-Saxon (Hartree-Fock) wave functions
[65]. The CIB interaction of AV18 consists of the one-
pion-exchange potential (OPEP) components with differ-
ent masses for charged and neutral pions and short-range
terms. The OPEP contains the short-range correlation
with exponential cut-off while the short-range terms are
sensitive to the radial cut-off. For the present choice
of the cut-off at 0.7 fm for the short-range components,
the dominant contributions to CIBAV 18 come from the
OPEP.

The addition of Coulomb and CSB interactions to the
isospin-conserving interaction shifts the single-particle
energies (SPE) of proton orbitals with respect to the cor-
responding neutron SPEs along with a reduction in the
magnitude of proton-proton two-body matrix elements
(TBME) in most cases. However, the inclusion of CIB
interaction shifts the proton and neutron TBMEs by the
same amount. We consider four sets of interactions for
each Coulomb interaction:
(i) DJ16A + CD (w/SRC) combines isospin symmetric
DJ16A interaction with a Coulomb part without consid-
ering the CSB and CIB effects,



4

TABLE I. The SPEs for proton orbitals corresponding to dif-
ferent ISB interactions are shown. The Coulomb SPEs for
DJ16A + CD (w/SRC) and DJ16A + CSBY + CD (w/SRC)
are taken from [23].

Interaction 0d5/2 1s1/2 0d3/2
DJ16A + CD -0.3508 0.2764 5.6377

DJ16A + CSBY + CD -0.1488 0.5268 5.8397
DJ16A† + CD -0.3828 -0.0650 5.7415
DJ16A∗ + CD -0.3828 0.4200 5.7415

DJ16A + w/SRC -0.2978 0.1159 5.5631
DJ16A + CSBY + w/SRC -0.0958 0.3663 5.7651

DJ16A† + w/SRC -0.3828 -0.1220 5.7415
DJ16A∗ + w/SRC -0.3828 0.3350 5.7415

USDCm -0.3836 0.1749 5.3529

(ii) DJ16A + CSBY + CD (w/SRC) additionally com-
bine CSBY interaction with DJ16A + CD (w/SRC),
(iii) DJ16A† + CD (w/SRC) takes into account Coulomb,
CSBY and CIBY interactions and it is tuned to reproduce
experimental b(A = 17), b(A = 18) and c(A = 18), and
(iv) DJ16A∗ + CD (w/SRC) is same as (iii) interactions
with replacement of CSBY and CIBY by CSBAV 18 and
CIBAV 18.
The proton SPEs for these eight sets of interactions are
shown in Table I. Explanations for the determination of
the proton SPEs are given in section III A. In order to un-
derstand the impact of the Coulomb and CSB TBMEs in
modifying the Vpp part of the original isospin-symmetric
Hamiltonians, we tabulated |Vpp/Vnn| for a few TBMEs
involving only 0d5/2 and 1s1/2 orbitals corresponding to
DJ16A + Coulomb, DJ16A + CSB + Coulomb, DJ16A†

+ Coulomb, and DJ16A∗ + Coulomb in Table II. In
the fourth column of the table, we added |Vpp/Vnn| cor-
responding to the same set of TBMEs for USDCm in-
teraction. Additionally, the suggested reduction factor
for the Vpp part of USDB interactions is also shown in
the fifth column of the table taken from [18]. The table
shows that that the Coulomb and Coulomb + CSB re-
duces proton-proton TBMEs by a factor in most cases,
while CIB shifts pp and nn TBMEs by the same amount.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

A. Isobaric multiplet mass equation:

The IMME holds the signature of ISB in atomic nuclei.
As demonstrated by Wigner [67], the mass difference of
isobaric analog states within an isospin multiplet can be
expressed as a quadratic form of Tz as:

ME(A, T, Tz) = a+ bTz + cT 2
z (4)

where ME is mass excess. The a and b parameters for
|Tz| = 1/2 doublets can be written as:

a = ME(Tz = 1/2) +ME(Tz = −1/2)

b = ME(Tz = 1/2)−ME(Tz = −1/2)

The a, b, and c parameters for |Tz| = 1 triplets are
written as:

a = ME(Tz = 0)

b = ME(Tz = 1)−ME(Tz = −1)

c = [ME(Tz = 1) +ME(Tz = −1)]/2−ME(Tz = 0)

In this work, we started with the isospin-symmetric
DJ16A interaction from Ref. [37]. We then added
two different Coulomb interactions (Coulomb-CD and
Coulomb-w/SRC) from Ref. [23] to get two ISB inter-
actions: DJ16A + CD and DJ16A + w/SRC and calcu-
lated the g.s. b-parameters for |Tz| = 1/2 and 1 mirror
pairs. Then, those results were compared with the ex-
perimental b parameter extracted using the mass-excess
data taken from [68]. Additionally, we incorporated the
phenomenological CSB effects on the TBMEs of DJ16A
+ CD and DJ16A + w/SRC to have two additional sets
of interactions: DJ16A + CSBY + CD and DJ16A +
CSBY + w/SRC. The proton SPEs for both sets are
shown in Table I. The calculated b(A = 17) correspond-
ing to DJ16A + CD and DJ16A + w/SRC are -3.575 and
-3.628 MeV, respectively compared to the experimental
b(A = 17) of -3.543 MeV. The CSB effects modify these
values to -3.777 and -3.830 MeV, respectively. On the
other hand, the b(A = 18) for DJ16A + CD and DJ16A
+ w/SRC interactions are -3.810 and -3.827 MeV, which
are close to the experimental value of -3.833 MeV. How-
ever, b(A = 18) for DJ16A + CSBY + CD and DJ16A +
CSBY + w/SRC interactions are -4.149 and -4.168 MeV,
respectively. From these discussions, it can be concluded
that the CSB effects shift the calculated b(A = 17) and
b(A = 18) away from the experimental data. So, we aim
to modify the proton SPEs for both DJ16A + CSBY +
CD and DJ16A + CSBY + w/SRC in order to reproduce
experimental b(A = 17) and b(A = 18). The steps are as
follows:
(i) Firstly, we modify the proton SPEs for both the in-
teractions with the CSB contributions comparing the ex-
perimental binding energies and spectra of 17O and 17F,
which reproduce the experimental b(A = 17), exactly.
(ii) Secondly, we further tuned the proton SPEs of 1s1/2
orbital for DJ16A + CSBY + CD and DJ16A + CSBY +
w/SRC separately to reproduce experimental b(A = 18).
Finally, we focused on reproducing the experimental
c(A = 18) once phenomenological CIB effects were also
included. The c(A = 18) for DJ16A + CSBY + CD and
DJ16A + CSBY + w/SRC interactions with tuned pro-
ton SPEs were 435 and 448 keV, respectively, compared
to the experimental c(A = 18) = 352 keV. In order to
match the calculated c(A = 17) with the experimental
data, we reduced CIBY strength by a factor of 0.35 and
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TABLE II. The |Vpp/Vnn| for a few TBMEs involving only 0d5/2 and 1s1/2 orbitals corresponding to DJ16A + Coulomb,
DJ16A + CSBY + Coulomb, DJ16A†+Coulomb, DJ16A∗+Coulomb and USDCm [23] are shown . The suggested reduction
factor for the Vpp part of USDB∗ is taken from [18].

TBME (⟨ij|V |kl⟩JT DJ16A + CD DJ16A + w/SRC USDCm USDB∗

⟨(1s21/2)|V |(1s1/2)2⟩01 0.80 0.79 0.73 0.68
⟨1s1/20d5/2|V |1s1/20d5/2⟩31 1.48 1.51 1.58 0.78
⟨1s1/20d5/2|V |1s1/20d5/2⟩21 0.62 0.59 0.51 0.84

⟨(0d5/2)2|V |(1s1/2)2⟩01 0.98 0.98 0.94 0.80
⟨1s1/20d5/2|V |(0d5/2)2⟩21 0.96 0.95 0.89 0.87

TBME (⟨ij|V |kl⟩JT DJ16A + CSBY + CD DJ16 + CSBY + w/SRC USDCm USDB∗

⟨(1s21/2)|V |(1s1/2)2⟩01 0.73 0.72 0.73 0.68
⟨1s1/20d5/2|V |1s1/20d5/2⟩31 1.52 1.55 1.58 0.78
⟨1s1/20d5/2|V |1s1/20d5/2⟩21 0.57 0.55 0.51 0.84

⟨(0d5/2)2|V |(1s1/2)2⟩01 0.93 0.93 0.94 0.80
⟨1s1/20d5/2|V |(0d5/2)2⟩21 0.90 0.90 0.89 0.87

TBME (⟨ij|V |kl⟩JT DJ16A† + CD DJ16A† + w/SRC USDCm USDB∗

⟨(1s21/2)|V |(1s1/2)2⟩01 0.73 0.72 0.73 0.68
⟨1s1/20d5/2|V |1s1/20d5/2⟩31 1.52 1.55 1.58 0.78
⟨1s1/20d5/2|V |1s1/20d5/2⟩21 0.57 0.54 0.51 0.84

⟨(0d5/2)2|V |(1s1/2)2⟩01 0.93 0.93 0.94 0.80
⟨1s1/20d5/2|V |(0d5/2)2⟩21 0.90 0.90 0.89 0.87

TBME (⟨ij|V |kl⟩JT DJ16A∗ + CD DJ16A∗ + w/SRC USDCm USDB∗

⟨(1s21/2)|V |(1s1/2)2⟩01 0.77 0.76 0.73 0.68
⟨1s1/20d5/2|V |1s1/20d5/2⟩31 1.52 1.55 1.58 0.78
⟨1s1/20d5/2|V |1s1/20d5/2⟩21 0.59 0.56 0.51 0.84

⟨(0d5/2)2|V |(1s1/2)2⟩01 0.97 0.97 0.94 0.80
⟨1s1/20d5/2|V |(0d5/2)2⟩21 0.95 0.94 0.89 0.87

0.29 for DJ16A + CSBY + CD and DJ16A + CSBY +
w/SRC. These final sets are denoted as DJ16A† + CD
and DJ16A† + w/SRC in the rest of the paper. On the
other hand, while using CSB and CIB effects from AV18
interaction the proton SPEs are modified as discussed
earlier. However, no reduction of the CIB part is done
like before, and we get two additional sets of interactions:
DJ16A∗ + CD and DJ16A∗ + w/SRC. The proton SPEs
for these final set of ISB interactions were shown in Ta-
ble I.

We now compare the performance of these four
sets of interactions in reproducing the experimental b-
parameters of a few mirror pairs across the sd-shell. We
use root mean square deviation (rms) of b-parameters for
that purpose defined as:

brms =

√√√√ 1

N

N∑
i

(biexp − bith)
2. (5)

Here, N = 12 for Tz = 1/2 doublets (A = 17 to 39), and
N = 11 for Tz = 1 triplets (A = 18 to 38). The brms

of the g.s. of |Tz| = 1/2 and |Tz| = 1 nuclei were calcu-
lated separately for DJ16A† + CD, DJ16A† + w/SRC,
DJ16A∗ + CD, and DJ16A∗ + w/SRC and those results
are compared to the USDCm results.

The DJ16A interaction, combined with two different
Coulomb interactions and CSB and CIB effects, can re-
produce the correct ground states of A = 17 to 39,

|Tz| = 1/2 doublets with the exceptions of A = 25 and 27
nuclei. In the case of (25Mg - 25Al), 5/2+ is the g.s. and
the calculated results with DJ16A† + Coulomb interac-
tions show 1/2+ as the g.s. On the other hand, for the
case of A = 27 pair, the g.s. of the proton-rich nucleus
(27Si) is correctly reproduced by all DJ16A-based inter-
actions. However, for the neutron-rich partner (27Al), it
was found to be 3/2+ with a small separation between the
g.s. and the first excited state (5/2+). Based on the bind-
ing energies of g.s. with respect to 16O core, the b param-
eters are calculated for each pair of |Tz| = 1/2 doublets.
The experimental and calculated b parameters are com-
pared in the first panel of Figure 1. From the figure, it can
be seen that the DJ16A†+CD and DJ16A∗+CD mimic
the experimental b more closely up to A = 33, and after
that, the USDCm and DJ16A∗+CD show slightly better
results than the other. The brms values for DJ16A†+CD
and DJ16A∗+CD are 75, and 93 keV, respectively, while
considering all the g.s. of A = 17 to 33 doublets. The
brms value for the USDCm interaction corresponding to
the same set of nuclei is 92 keV. In the second panel
of Figure 1, calculated ∆b values (here, ∆b for mass
number A is calculated by taking the differences be-
tween b(A+2) and b(A)) corresponding to DJ16A†+CD,
DJ16A†+w/SRC, DJ16A∗+CD, DJ16A∗+w/SRC, and
USDCm are compared to the experimental data. The
figure shows that DJ16A-based interactions along with
the USDCm, can reproduce the experimental staggering
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FIG. 1. (a) The calculated b parameters using DJ16A∗+CD,
DJ16A†+CD, DJ16A∗+w/SRC, DJ16A†+w/SRC and US-
DCm are compared with the experimental data collected from
Ref. [68] for |Tz| = 1/2 pairs, (b) the calculated ∆b param-
eters using the same sets of interactions are compared with
the experimental data collected from Ref. [68]. The ∆b for A
is calculated by taking the differences between the b values of
A + 2 and A nuclei.

pattern of ∆b correctly.
Similar to the case of |Tz| = 1/2 pairs, the calculated

and experimental b parameters for |Tz| = 1 are compared
in Figure 2. The DJ16A interaction combined with two
different coulomb interactions and CSB and CIB effects,
can reproduce the g.s. of |Tz| = 1 pairs from A = 18 to
38 except for A = 24 and 28 pairs. For the case of A = 24
pairs, 4+1 is the g.s. and calculated results with DJ16A-
based interactions showed 1+1 as the g.s. The calculated
results with USDCm also showed 1+1 as the g.s. of A =
24 mirror pair. On the other hand, all five interactions
showed 2+1 as the g.s. of (28P - 28Al) mirror pair instead
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FIG. 2. The calculated b parameters using DJ16A†+CD,
DJ16A†+w/SRC, and USDCm are compared with the ex-
perimental data collected from Ref. [68] for |Tz| = 1 pair.
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FIG. 3. The calculated c parameters using DJ16A†+CD,
DJ16A†+w/SRC, and USDCm ar are compared to the ex-
perimental data collected from Ref. [68] for |Tz| = 1 triplet.

of the experimental g.s. (3+1 ). From the figure, it can be
seen that the calculated b-parameters using DJ16A†+CD
and DJ16A∗+CD are closer to experimental data up to
A = 32 compared to the other interactions. The brms

values of DJ16A†+CD, DJ16A∗+w/SRC, and USDCm
are 40, 68, and 84 keV, respectively, up to A = 32. Based
on the brms values of the g.s. of |Tz| = 1/2 and |Tz| = 1
nuclei across sd-shell, the DJ16A†+CD and DJ16A∗+CD
interactions showed low brms up to A = 33 mirror pair.

Additionally, we calculated the c-parameters for the
|Tz| = 1 nuclei across sd-shell. Firstly, we calculated
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the c-parameters for DJ16A+Coulomb, and those results
are significantly less than the experimental c-parameters
suggesting the need for including the CIB effects. For
example, both DJ16A+CD and DJ16A+CSB+CD re-
sult in c(A = 18) = 254 keV instead of the experimental
value of 352 keV. Once we added the CIBY effects, the
calculated c(A = 18) became 557 and 571 keV, respec-
tively, for DJ16A+CD and DJ16A+w/SRC, along with
the phenomenological CSB and CIB interactions. If the
tuned proton SPEs are used instead of the original ones,
the c(A = 18) become 435 and 448 keV, respectively
which are still higher than the experimental data. It is
well known that the c parameters are proportional to the
CIB strength, so in order to reproduce the experimental
c(A = 18), we focused on reducing the CIBY strength
by some particular amount. On multiplying the orig-
inal CIBY TBMEs by a factor of 0.35 and 0.29 along
with using the tuned proton SPEs, we got DJ16A†+CD
and DJ16A†+w/SRC and the calculated c(A = 18) for
these two interactions are close to the experimental data.
While using CSBAV 18 and CIBAV 18 instead of the phe-
nomenological ones, the tuned proton SPEs are consid-
ered as the earlier case without reducing the strength of
CIBAV 18. In Figure 3, we showed a comparison between
the calculated and experimental c-parameters. From the
figure, it can be seen that the calculated c parameters
are able to reproduce the staggering pattern of the ex-
perimental data.

B. Mirror energy differences

The effect of isospin symmetry breaking can also be
seen in the low-energy spectra of mirror nuclei. The MED
provides an estimation of the ISB in low-energy spectra,
and it is defined as:

MEDJ = EJ(Tz = −T )− EJ(Tz = +T ). (6)

Here, EJ are the excitation energies of isobaric analog
states with angular momentum J in a mirror pair with
Tz = ±T . Among the eleven |Tz| = 1/2 doublets, we se-
lected (19Ne - 19F) and (21Na - 21Ne) mirror pairs whose
one or more states show large MED (more than 200 keV).
For the A = 19 pair, the 11/2+1 shows MED more than
200 keV, and in the case of A = 21 pairs, three states
1/2+1 , 5/2+3 and 3/2+2 show MED more than 200 keV. Ad-
ditionally, we select two pairs of |Tz| = 1 nuclei: (18Ne
- 18O) and (20Na - 20F) for which large MEDs are ob-
served. The spectra and MEDs corresponding to these
pairs of nuclei are shown in Figures 4-11.

19Ne/19F: The low-energy spectra of (19Ne - 19F) mir-
ror pair is shown in Figure 4. The shell model calcula-
tions were performed using four DJ16A-based ISB inter-
actions, namely DJ16A∗ + CD, DJ16A† + CD, DJ16A∗

+ w/SRC, and DJ16A† + w/SRC, and recently devel-
oped USDCm interactions. The calculated spectra follow
the correct ordering as the experimental data up to the

third excited state (9/2+1 ). Experimentally, the first ex-
cited state (5/2+1 ) of 19Ne and 19F are at 0.238 and 0.197
MeV, respectively. While the USDCm interaction shows
excitation energies of 5/2+1 state around 60 keV for both
nuclei, the DJ16A† + Coulomb interactions show excita-
tion energies of more than 400 keV. On the other hand,
DJ16A∗ + Coulomb interactions show the excitation en-
ergy of the same state around 370 keV. Interestingly, all
five interactions employed in this work show the 3/2+2
states at higher energy (around 7 MeV), contrary to the
experimental excitation energies of 4 MeV. Experimen-
tally, the un-confirmed 11/2+ state of 19Ne is found to
be at 6291.6(9) keV [69], and its mirror counterpart in 19F
is observed at 6500.0(9) [70] keV providing a MED of -
208.4(18) keV for this particular state. The calculated
MEDs in the low-energy spectra of (19Ne - 19F) mir-
ror pair corresponding to DJ16A∗+CD, DJ16A†+CD,
DJ16A∗+w/SRC, DJ16A†+w/SRC, and USDCm are
compared to the experimental data in the lower panel of
Figure 6. The calculated MED of 11/2+ using USDCm is
obtained to be -227 keV, whose strength is slightly more
than the experimental MED. On the contrary, the MEDs
of the same state corresponding to the DJ16A†+CD and
DJ16A†+w/SRC are -320 and -339 keV, respectively. On
the other hand, the MEDs of the same state correspond-
ing to DJ16A∗+CD and DJ16A∗+w/SRC are -95 and
-117 keV, respectively, whose strengths are less than the
experimental data.

To understand the ISB effects in the low energy spec-
tra clearly, the average occupancies of single-particle or-
bitals corresponding to DJ16A†+CD, DJ16A†+w/SRC,
and USDCm are shown in the first, second, and third
panels of Figure 6 along with the calculated and experi-
mental MEDs in the fourth panel. The average occupan-
cies of valence proton orbitals for the proton-rich nucleus
(19Ne) and valence neutron orbitals of the neutron-rich
nucleus (19F) are shown in the occupancy plots. Up to
the third excited state (9/2+1 ), where valence proton and
neutron occupancies are almost the same and dominated
by the occupancies of valence 0d5/2 orbitals for all three
interactions, resulting in small MEDs for those states.
However, the 3/2+2 state for USDCm interaction pos-
sesses the largest deviation (261 keV) between the ex-
perimental and calculated MEDs. The DJ16A†-based
interactions also show large deviations around 240 keV
for the same state. This difference is enhanced by the
relatively large occupancy of proton 1s1/2 in 19Ne com-
pared to neutron 1s1/2 occupancies of its mirror counter-
part. Additionally, 5/2+2 , 13/2+1 , 5/2+3 and 1/2+3 states
for USDCm also show large deviation (around 150 keV
or more) from the experimental MEDs. While these
large MED deviations in the case of 5/2+2 , 5/2+3 and
1/2+3 states can be attributed to the large occupancies
of 1s1/2 orbitals, the substantial occupancies of 0d5/2 or-
bital could be responsible for large deviation of MED
related to 13/2+1 state as it has null contributions from
1s1/2 orbitals. Both of the DJ16A†-based interactions
show fewer deviations compared to the USDCm for 5/2+2
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and 13/2+1 states. On the other hand, calculated MEDs
of 5/2+3 and 1/2+3 states corresponding to DJ16A†+CD
and DJ16A†+w/SRC show more deviation from the ex-
perimental data compared to the USDCm interaction.
The USDCm interaction is able to reproduce close to the
experimental MED of 11/2+1 state compared to the other
two interactions. The large occupancies of 1s1/2 orbital
are solely responsible for this large MED as 0d3/2 occu-
pancies are negligibly small for all three interactions. On
the other hand, both of the DJ16A∗-based interactions
show almost constant MEDs for all the states above 9/2+1 .

21Na/21Ne: The calculated low-energy spectra of
(21Na - 21Ne) mirror pair is shown in Figure 5 along
with the experimental data. All four DJ16A-based inter-
actions employed in this work are able to reproduce the
correct ordering up to the second excited state (7/2+1 ).
However, the ordering of the 1/2+1 and 9/2+1 is reversed
for those microscopic interactions compared to the ex-
perimental data. For USDCm interactions, the 1/2+1 and
9/2+1 states are obtained to be close-lying states with an
average separation of 55 keV, and for the case of neutron-
rich mirror partner, the ordering of these two states is re-
versed. While the calculated excitation energies of 5/2+2
states using USDCm interaction are comparable to the
experimental excitation energies, the DJ16A-based inter-
actions show the excitation energies of both 5/2+2 and
5/2+3 around 0.9 MeV higher than the experimental data.

In Figure 7, a comparison between the calculated
and experimentally observed MEDs is shown (fourth
panel) along with the single orbital average occupan-
cies of valence nucleons corresponding to DJ16A†+CD
(first panel), DJ16A†+w/SRC (second panel), and US-
DCm (third panel) interactions. Among the nine low-
lying states of the A = 21 mirror pair, four states: 1/2+1 ,
5/2+2 , 5/2+3 , and 3/2+2 exhibit large MEDs close to -200
keV or greater. While the MEDs for the 5/2+2 , 5/2+3 , and
3/2+2 states are around -200 keV, the 1/2+1 state has a
significantly larger MED of -370.37(43) keV.

While the calculated MED of 5/2+2 using DJ16A†+CD
and DJ16A†+w/SRC interactions overpredicted the ex-
perimental data by a few keVs, the calculated MEDs
for USDCm showed underprediction for the same. The
experimental MEDs of 5/2+3 and 3/2+2 states are -
231.54(84) and -216.63(85) keV, and the calculated
MEDs corresponding to USDCm (DJ16A†+w/SRC) are
-119 (-106) and -104 (-18) keV, respectively. The calcu-
lated MEDs using DJ16A†+CD interaction for these two
states, even more, underpredict the experimental data.
Similarly, the MEDs obtained for 1/2+1 state correspond-
ing to DJ16A†+CD, DJ16A†+w/SRC, and USDCm are
-247, -279, and -215 keV, respectively, compared to the
experimental MED of -370.37(43) keV. Though relatively
large occupancies of 1s1/2 valence orbitals are responsible
for theoretically observed MEDs more than -200 keV, the
calculated MEDs of the 1/2+1 state are still away from the
experimental data. For the case of 1/2+1 obtained using
the USDCm interaction, the occupancies of 1s1/2 valence

orbital are almost the same as the other two interactions.
However, the USDCm showed the MED of this state to
be smaller than predicted by DJ16A-based interaction
suggesting a weak ISB effect of the USDCm interaction
compared to the other two interactions. Contrary to the
above results, the DJ16A∗-based interactions show al-
most constant MEDs in the range 0 to -50 keV for all
states.

18Ne/18O: In Figure 8, the calculated energy spec-
tra of |Tz| = 1 mirror pair (18Ne - 18O) is com-
pared to the experimental data. The DJ16A†+CD and
DJ16A†+w/SRC interactions were able to reproduce the
correct ordering of low-lying states for the proton-rich
nucleus, 18Ne. The 0+2 and 2+2 states of 18Ne are ob-
tained to be degenerate for DJ16A†+CD, the same as
the experimental data. However, while using DJ16A∗ +
Coulomb, and USDCm interactions, the ordering of 0+2
and 2+2 was reversed for 18Ne. On the other hand, all
five interactions employed in this work are able to repro-
duce the correct ordering of states only up to the second
excited state (4+1 ) for the neutron-rich partner. The or-
dering of 0+2 and 2+2 states were reversed compared to
the experimental data.

Out of the six energy levels shown in Figure 8, 2+2
and 3+1 show large experimental MEDs of -304.04(74)
and -816.8(102), respectively. In fact, the MED of 3+1
for this A = 18 pair is one of the highest among the
sd-shell nuclei [14]. In Figure 10, a comparison be-
tween the calculated and experimentally observed MEDs
is shown (fourth panel) along with the single orbital
average occupancies of valence nucleons corresponding
to DJ16A†+CD (first panel), DJ16A†+w/SRC (second
panel) and USDCm (third panel). The calculated MED
of 2+2 state using USDCm is in good agreement with
the experimental MED value, while the same is around
-440 keV for both DJ16A†+CD and DJ16A†+w/SRC.
On the other hand, the calculated MEDs of 3+1 state for
DJ16A†+CD and DJ16A†+w/SRC) are -586 and -615
keV, respectively, are better than USDCm result of -355
keV. Although the calculated MEDs for the A = 18 pair
are far away from the experimental MED, such large the-
oretical MEDs can be explained by the large occupancies
of 1s1/2. Surprisingly, the calculated MEDs of 0+2 state
are quite large (around -700 keV) for both DJ16A†+CD
and DJ16A†+w/SRC interactions, contrary to the exper-
imental MED of -57.46(211) keV. The calculated MED
of the same state with USDCm was -504 keV, whose
strength is again higher than the experimental data.
The highest average occupancies of valence 1s1/2 orbital
among the six low-lying states are responsible for such
enhancement in theoretical MED. On the other hand,
the DJ16A∗ + Coulomb interactions significantly under-
predict the experimental MEDs same as the |Tz| = 1/2
pair cases.

22Mg/22Ne: The calculated low-energy spectra of
(22Mg - 22Ne) mirror pair is shown in Figure 9 along
with the experimental data. It can be seen that the
calculated spectra of A = 22 nuclei are in good agree-
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FIG. 8. Calculated low-energy spectra of |Tz| = 1 mirror pair (18Ne - 18O) using DJ16A∗+CD, DJ16A†+CD, DJ16A∗+w/SRC,
DJ16A†+w/SRC and USDCm interactions are compared to the experimental data [70].
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ment with the experimental data up to the third excited
state (2+2 ). However, the excitation energies of 2+1 and 4+1
states obtained using both DJ16A-based interactions are
almost 200 and 300 keV less than the experimental excita-
tion energies, respectively, while the USDCm shows good
agreement with the experimental data. The other four
states are not in good agreement with any of the shell-
model interactions. On the proton-rich side, 1+1 , 4+2 , and
3+1 states have transitional spin-parities, while only 4+2
state has un-confirmed spin-parity on the neutron-rich
side.

In Figure 11, a comparison between the calculated
and experimentally measured MEDs is shown (fourth
panel), along with the single orbital average occupan-
cies of valence nucleons corresponding to DJ16A†+CD,
DJ16A†+w/SRC, and USDCm. Out of the eight low-
lying states considered in this work, all four states
above 2+2 show large MEDs. The experimentally mea-
sured MEDs of states 1+1 , 4+2 and 3+1 are -240.3(21), -
230.19(76), and -188.8(11), respectively. The calculated
MEDs in these three states corresponding to USDCm are
-31, -150, and -41 keV, respectively, and underpredict the
experimental data. On the other hand, the DJ16A† +
Coulomb interactions show some more deviation from the
experimental data. A significant disagreement between
the calculated and experimental results is observed in the
case of 2+3 . While the experimental MED of this state is
348.0(18) keV, the calculated MEDs for DJ16A†-based
interactions are around -300 keV, while it is -35 keV for
the USDCm interaction. DJ16A∗ + Coulomb interac-
tions underpredict the experimental MEDs as was seen
for other mirror pairs considered in this work.

C. Electromagnetic properties of mirror nuclei

The E2 transition strengths between different states
of nuclei are in close relationship with the collectivity
or deviations from a spherical shape. In this section,
we discuss the E2 transition strengths of a few |Tz| =
1/2 and |Tz| = 1 mirror pairs across the sd -space. The
calculated results corresponding to ISB sd -shell inter-
actions DJ16A∗+CD, DJ16A†+CD, DJ16A∗+w/SRC,
DJ16A†+w/SRC, and USDCm are compared to the ex-
perimental data. The effective charges of ep = 1.36e and
en = 0.45e are taken for all shell model calculations. The
calculated E2 transition strengths for |Tz| = 1/2 nuclei
from A = 19 to 31 are shown in Table III. The calcu-
lated E2 transition strengths for DJ16A-based interac-
tions are consistent with the USDCm results except for
25Al and 29Si. While the B(E2; 1/2+ → 5/2+) of 25Al
and B(E2; 3/2+ → 1/2+) of 29Si are underpredicted by
the DJ16A-based interactions, the USDCm show over-
prediction for these two transitions. By comparing the re-
sults from columns fifth and seventh (or sixth and eighth)
of Table III, it can be concluded that the difference in
the Coulomb interactions has a small effect on the calcu-
lated E2 transition strengths. On the other hand, if we
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FIG. 12. The calculated B(E2) values of Tz= -1/2 (top
panel) and Tz= 1/2 (bottom panel) nuclei using DJ16A∗+CD,
DJ16A†+CD, DJ16A∗+w/SRC, DJ16A†+w/SRC and US-
DCm interactions are compared to the experimental data.

compare the calculated E2 transition strengths from the
fifth and sixth columns (or seventh and eighth columns)
of Table III, the difference between the calculated results
show that the effects of CSB + CIB interactions have
sizable effects on the B(E2). In Table IV, the E2 tran-
sition strengths of |Tz| = 1 mirror pairs from A = 18 to
30 are shown. The shell model results corresponding to
the DJ16A-based interactions show that the E2 transi-
tion strengths are consistent with the USDCm results,
except for 26Si and A = 30 pair. By comparing the re-
sults of DJ16A-based interactions from the third to the
sixth columns from Table IV, a similar conclusion can
be drawn that CSB+CIB parts have sizable effects on
the E2 transition strengths. A comparison between the
experimental and calculated E2 transition strengths for
|Tz| = 1/2 and |Tz| = 1 mirror pairs are also shown in
Figure 12 and Figure 13, respectively.

We further investigated the isoscalar (M0) and isovec-
tor (M1) matrix elements for the E2 transition strengths
reported in Table III and Table IV corresponding to three
ISB interactions (DJ16A† + CD, DJ16A† + w/SRC, and
USDCm) and compared them with the experimental data
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TABLE III. The calculated B(E2) values of |Tz| = 1
2

sd-shell nuclei using different interactions, namely DJ16A∗+CD,
DJ16A†+CD, DJ16A∗+w/SRC, DJ16A†+w/SRC, and USDCm are compared to the experimental data. The effective charges
of ep = 1.36e and en = 0.45e are taken for shell model calculations.

B(E2)↓ [e2fm4]

Isotope Jπ
i Jπ

f Expt. DJ16A∗+CD DJ16A†+CD DJ16A∗+w/SRC DJ16A†+w/SRC USDCm
19Ne 5

2

+

1
1
2

+

1
39.8 (15) [70] 39.1 40.4 39.3 40.5 37.2

19F 5
2

+

1
1
2

+

1
20.9 (2) [70] 20.6 20.9 20.7 21.0 19.6

21Na 5
2

+

1
3
2

+

1
136.5 (92) [70] 97.4 97.4 97.4 97.4 90.3

21Ne 5
2

+

1
3
2

+

1
87.5 (58) [70] 86.1 87.1 86.3 87.1 77.1

23Mg 5
2

+

1
3
2

+

1
135 (15) [28] 124.9 126.1 125.0 126.2 117.7

23Na 5
2

+

1
3
2

+

1
106 (4) [28] 113.9 113.9 113.9 113.9 109.2

25Al 1
2

+

1
5
2

+

1
13.2 (3) [70] 10.9 13.4 11.3 13.5 17.0

25Mg 1
2

+

1
5
2

+

1
2.44 (4) [70] 4.0 3.1 3.9 3.1 3.8

27Si 1
2

+

1
5
2

+

1
55.7 (64) [70] 77.6 79.3 77.8 79.2 86.6

27Al 1
2

+

1
5
2

+

1
37.8 (11) [70] 45.9 31.7 43.4 30.0 58.3

29P 3
2

+

1
1
2

+

1
14.3 (27) [70] 20.2 17.3 19.8 17.0 42.9

29Si 3
2

+

1
1
2

+

1
21.7 (21) [70] 8.8 7.7 8.7 7.6 26.6

31S 3
2

+

1
1
2

+

1
40.5 (116) [70] 46.7 42.3 46.0 41.8 37.8

31P 3
2

+

1
1
2

+

1
24.3 (35) [70] 37.7 36.3 37.4 36.1 33.5

TABLE IV. The calculated B(E2) values of |Tz| = 1 sd-shell nuclei using different interactions, namely DJ16A∗+CD,
DJ16A†+CD, DJ16A∗+w/SRC, DJ16A†+w/SRC, and USDCm are compared to the experimental data. The effective charges
of ep = 1.36e and en = 0.45e are taken for shell model calculations. All transitions are from the first excited state (2+

1 ) to the
g.s. (0+

1 ).

B(E2)↓ [e2fm4]

Isotope Expt. DJ16A∗+CD DJ16A†+CD DJ16A∗+w/SRC DJ16A†+w/SRC USDCm
18Ne 49.6 (50) [70] 29.2 31.7 29.6 31.9 30.4
18O 9.3 (3) [70] 3.3 3.3 3.3 3.3 3.3
22Mg 76.2 (92) [71] 69.6 70.1 69.7 70.2 66.1
22Ne 46.9 (5) [70, 71]† 54.7 55.6 54.8 55.7 49.9
26Si 70.0 (69) [70] 65.9 72.0 66.7 72.6 47.7
26Mg 61.3 (26) [70] 76.8 78.6 77.1 78.8 69.4
30S 68.7 (40) [70] 45.6 42.8 45.5 42.9 58.1
30Si 49.9 (65) [70] 30.1 37.0 30.8 37.9 47.1

† - Weighted average of values in Ref. [70] and Ref. [71]

following the formalism of Ref. [72]. The M0 and M1

matrix elements are defined as

M0 =

√
B(E2;Tz < 0) +

√
B(E2;Tz > 0)

2
(7)

and

M1 =

√
B(E2;Tz < 0)−

√
B(E2;Tz > 0)

∆Tz
(8)

The ratios of experimental to calculated isoscalar (M0)
and isovector (M1) matrix elements are shown in Fig-
ure 14. The figures on the left show the ratios of M0 for
DJ16A†+CD (top-left panel), DJ16A†+w/SRC (middle-
left panel), and USDCm (bottom-left panel). On the
other hand, the figures on the right show the same

for M1 using the same sets of interactions. The fig-
ure shows that the calculated isoscalar matrix elements
exhibit small deviations from the experimental M0 ma-
trix elements compared to the isovector matrix elements.
Also, among the M0 matrix elements, the USDCm re-
sults show more spread compared to both DJ16A†+CD
and DJ16A†+w/SRC results, particularly for A = 25, 27,
and 29 pairs. On the other hand, calculated M1 matrix
elements for A = 18, 19, and 30 pairs were close to the ex-
perimental matrix elements; however other pairs showed
significant deviations. In fact, the M1 matrix element
obtained for the USDCm interaction corresponding to
B(E2; 2+1 → 0+1 ) transition of A = 26 pair reported in
Table IV is almost three times larger than the experi-
mental M1 matrix element with a large error bar.
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Now, we focus on the ratios of M0 and M1 matrix ele-
ments corresponding to |Tz| = 1/2 pairs: A = 25 and
29 and |Tz| = 1 pair A = 26 for which at least one
of the E2 transition strengths using DJ16A†+CD and
DJ16A†+w/SRC interactions is far away from the US-
DCm results. From Figure 14, it can be seen that for the
A = 25 pair, both M0 and M1 ratios for DJ16A†+CD
and DJ16A†+w/SRC are small compared to the ratios
for USDCm. On the other hand, while the M0 matrix
elements of A = 26 pair corresponding to DJ16A†+CD
and DJ16A†+w/SRC are slightly higher than the US-
DCm matrix element, the M1 matrix element for USDCm
is much higher than the other two interactions. Finally,
the calculated M1 matrix elements of A = 29 pair are
almost the same for all three interactions, and the dif-
ference in E2 transition strength between USDCm and
DJ16A-based interactions are isoscalar in nature.

IV. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this work, we have developed and tested the ISB ver-
sions of the DJ16A interaction. Starting from the isospin
symmetric version of this interaction from Ref. [37], we
added two different Coulomb interactions, Coulomb-CD
and Coulomb-w/SRC, and we also added the phenomeno-
logical CSB and CIB effects to them. Additionally, we
also considered the CSB and CIB part of the AV18 in-
teraction. Finally, we considered four sets of interac-
tions for each Coulomb interaction: (i) DJ16A + CD
(w/SRC) combines isospin symmetric DJ16A interaction
with a Coulomb part without considering the CSB and
CIB effects, (ii) DJ16A + CSBY + CD (w/SRC) addi-
tionally combines the phenomenological CSB interaction
to DJ16A + CD (w/SRC), (iii) DJ16A†+CD (w/SRC)
takes into account Coulomb, CSBY and CIBY inter-
actions and they are tuned to reproduce experimen-
tal b(A = 17), b(A = 18) and c(A = 18), and (iv)
DJ16A∗ + CD (w/SRC) is same as (iii) interactions
with replacement of CSBY and CIBY by CSBAV 18 and
CIBAV 18, respectively, and without any reduction in the
CIB strength. We then employed DJ16A∗+CD (w/SRC)
and DJ16A†+CD (w/SRC) interactions along with the
USDCm to calculate the b-parameters of |Tz| = 1/2 and
|Tz| = 1 nuclei across sd-shell and compared them with
the experimental data. Based on the brms values of the
g.s. of |Tz| = 1/2 and |Tz| = 1 nuclei across sd-shell, the
DJ16A∗+CD, and DJ16A†+CD interactions showed low
brms up to A = 33 mirror pair. Additionally, we calcu-
lated the c-parameters for the |Tz| = 1 nuclei across sd-
shell. The calculated c-parameters using all four DJ16A-
based interactions along with the USDCm interaction are
able to reproduce the staggering pattern of the experi-
mental data correctly.

We then employed these interactions to calculate
MEDs in the low-energy spectra of a few mirror nuclei
pairs around A = 20 and compared them to the recently
developed USDCm results and experimental data. For
this work, |Tz| = 1/2 pairs: (19Ne - 19F) and (21Na -
21Ne) and |Tz| = 1 pairs: (18Ne - 18O) and (22Mg -
22Ne) were considered which have at least one low-energy
state with large MED (larger than 200 keV). We also
showed the relationship between such large MEDs and
average occupancies of different valence orbitals. It is
seen that large MEDs primarily occur due to large oc-
cupancies of 1s1/2, and minor contributions also come
from the large occupancies of 0d3/2. The inclusion of
phenomenological CSB and CIB effects in the DJ16A-
based interactions leads to larger MEDs compared to
the USDCm results in most cases. On the other hand,
the inclusion of CSB and CIB effects from AV18 inter-
action shows underprediction compared to the experi-
mental MEDs in most cases. Finally, we calculated the
E2 transition strengths of a few |Tz| = 1/2 and |Tz|
= 1 mirror pairs using all four DJ16A-based interac-
tions along with the USDCm interaction and compared
them with the experimental data. The shell model re-
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FIG. 14. (a) The ratios of experimental to calculated M0 are shown for DJ16A†+CD (top panel), DJ16A†+w/SRC (middle
panel), and USDCm (bottom panel); (b) ratios of experimental to calculated M1 are shown for DJ16A†+CD (top panel),
DJ16A†+w/SRC (middle panel), and USDCm (bottom panel)

sults are, on average, in good agreement with the exper-
imental data. Almost the same B(E2) values for both
DJ16A†+CD and DJ16A†+w/SRC (DJ16A∗+CD and
DJ16A∗+w/SRC) suggest that the effects of the differ-
ence in Coulomb interaction on E2 transitions are quite
small. On the other, the difference in B(E2) values for
DJ16A∗+CD and DJ16A†+CD ( DJ16A∗+w/SRC and
DJ16A†+w/SRC) having same Coulomb part but differ-
ent CSB+CIB part suggest a sizable effect on the cal-
culated E2 transition strengths. Further, we calculated
the ratios of theoretical to experimental isoscalar (M0)
and isovector (M1) components for those transitions cor-
responding to DJ16A†+CD, DJ16A†+w/SRC, and US-
DCm interactions. While the M0 ratios are close to the
unity line for all three interactions, the M1 ratios show
significant deviations in some cases.

From the above discussions, it can be concluded that
while DJ16A†+CD provides better results in terms of the
b parameters up to A = 33 pairs, both of the DJ16A-
based interactions with phenomenological CSB+CIB

part show overprediction of MEDs in a few cases around
A = 20 mirror pairs. Contrary to this overprediction of
MEDs, the DJ16A∗+CD and DJ16A∗+CD interactions
with CSB+CIB from the AV18 interaction show under-
prediction of experimental MEDs in most cases. Among
the four sets of interactions, the results of DJ16A†+CD
results for b and c-parameters, MEDs, and E2 transition
strengths are comparable to those of USDCm interaction.
Therefore, DJ16A†+CD can serve as a complementary
set of interactions to the newly developed USD-family
interactions in Ref. [23]. These DJ16A-based micro-
scopic ISB interactions can be tested for other mirror
nuclei across sd-shell for nuclear structure properties and
to study the ISB effects in the nuclear β-decay study.
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