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ABSTRACT

Pair densities and their related correlation functions play a crucial role in capturing the complex many-body interac-
tions within nuclear systems. This study focuses on how spin and isospin specifically influence nuclear charge density
distributions. Using the folding model, the charge density is derived through an effective two-body density approach
that incorporates both short-range correlations (SRC’s) and tensor correlations (TC’s), while also accounting for spin-
and isospin-dependent forces. Calculations were carried out for the elastic electron scattering form factors, F(q), and the
root-mean-square (RMS) charge radii, (r?)1/2, of the ?°Ne and 2*Mg nuclei. The study also examined inelastic longitudinal
electron scattering form factors for isoscalar transitions (T = 0) from the ground state to the excited states (070 — 2*0)
and (070 — 47%0) in the same nuclei. These analyses incorporated core polarization effects using the Tassie model. The
results closely matched experimental observations, underscoring the reliability and precision of the theoretical approach

used.

Keywords: Charge density distribution (CDD), Core polarization effects, Form factor (FF’s), Short range correlation (SR’C),

Tensor correlations (TC’s)

Introduction

The atomic nucleus stands as one of the most in-
tricate quanta many-body systems in nature, with its
internal structure shaped by short-range correlations
(SRC’s) driven by strong, close-range interactions be-
tween nucleons. These correlations leave a noticeable
imprint on the charge density distribution, p, (1),
a key observable that reflects the nucleus’s size,
shape, and internal dynamics. SRCs tend to shift nu-
cleons from the central region toward the surface,
leading to a reduction in central density and an en-
hancement of the outer regions. This redistribution
significantly influences both the root-mean-square

(RMS) charge radius, (r?)'/2, and the overall stiff-
ness of the nucleus.! The isospin dependence of
short-range correlations (SRC’s) adds another layer
of complexity to our understanding of nuclear struc-
ture. Both experimental data and ab initio calculations
have shown a clear dominance of neutron-proton (np)
pairs over proton-proton (pp) or neutron-neutron
(nn) pairs in high-momentum correlated states. This
preference is primarily driven by the tensor compo-
nent of the nucleon-nucleon (NN) interaction, which
is significantly stronger in np pairs because they
can form spin-triplet states.? Supporting this, recent
inclusive electron scattering experiments on cal-
cium isotopes—such as the comparison between*8Ca
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and “°Ca have provided evidence of this isospin
dependence, with cross-section ratios aligning with
the expected np-pair dominance at momenta be-
yond the Fermi level.® These insights highlight the
importance of incorporating both short-range corre-
lations (SRC’s) and isospin effects into nuclear models
to accurately capture and interpret experimental
observables. One effective way to quantify these cor-
relations is through nuclear correlation functions,
Onn(r), which are defined as the ratio between cor-
related and uncorrelated two-body densities. These
functions reveal how nuclear systems deviate from
mean-field behavior, especially at short distances
(typically r <1 fm).* Recent studies have inves-
tigated the role of short-range correlations (SRCs)
and tensor correlations (TCs) in shaping nuclear
charge distributions and electron scattering observ-
ables. Cruz-Torres et al.® and Weiss et al.® explored
the isospin dependence of SRCs in light nuclei using
ab initio frameworks. Hamoudi and Abbas’ applied
short-range correlations to electron scattering in fp-
and N50-shell nuclei, achieving improved agreement
with experimental form factors. In addition, Flaiyh
and Sharrad® studied the impact of core polariza-
tion and two-body correlations on inelastic C2 form
factors for 1°B. Building upon these foundations,
the present work introduces a new blended cor-
relation function. It applies it to both elastic and
inelastic electron scattering in 2°Ne and 2*Mg, pro-
viding enhanced insight into the interplay among
SRC, TC, and nuclear-structure effects. In this con-
text, the “contact formalism”> has become a valuable
framework, allowing researchers to separate univer-
sal short-range nuclear dynamics—represented by
contact coefficients C}"* from long-range, nucleus-
specific structure. For example, in “°Ca, the density
of neutron-proton (np) spin-1 pairs reaches a peak of
0.8 fm~3, which is roughly four times higher than that
of proton-proton (pp) pairs.’ These characteristics
play a crucial role in analyzing electron scatter-
ing experiments, particularly at high momentum
transfers (Q2 > 1.5 GeV?/c?), where the dynam-
ics are largely governed by short-range correlations
(SRC’s).'% Here, we establish a solid mathematical
framework to study nuclear structure in a way that
includes short-range correlations (SRC’s) and tensor
correlations (TC’s) in the contact formalism. The use
of this formalism enables us to calculate the charge
density distributions of 2°Ne and 2*Mg, which are
then used to derive the form factors for elastic and
inelastic electron scattering. Our formalism differs
from other studies that employ phenomenological
or mixed-theory treatments in that we derive all
of our observables—from ground-state densities to
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scattering responses—consistently in the contact for-
malism. For quantitative precision, we build two-
body correlation density distributions (2BCDD’s)
based on harmonic oscillator wave functions, scaled
to experimental RMS radii. This approach captures
not only the leading role of SRC’s and isospin depen-
dence in nuclear structure but also relates universal
short-range dynamics to nucleus-dependent charac-
teristics in a direct manner. By bringing together
descriptions of both static densities and dynamical
scattering processes in a uniform theory, we offer a
predictive and experimentally tested model that im-
proves the accuracy of ab initio-inspired calculations
in nuclear physics.

Theory

The operator A (F) in Eq. (1) is utilized to express
the nucleon density of a nucleus composed of A point-
such as particles'':

A
pO(F) =3 8(F 7)) )
i=
Where 8(? —?l—) is the Dirac delta function

To convert this operator for a two-body density
taken as'!:

A
L L 1 o o
;8(7‘— r) = m ;{3(r—ri) +8(F— rj)}

(2)

To represent the charge distribution and nucleon in-
teractions within a nucleus, we begin by considering
the two-body structure of the nucleon density oper-
ator. This formulation accounts for both the internal
structure of the nucleus and nucleon-nucleon inter-
actions. Using the two-body density operator defined
below, the charge distribution—modified by electro-
magnetic interactions—can be expressed as'!:

R V2 L=
P(z)(f) = m ;P[\/ﬁr —R;j — rij]

+ 8[v/2F — Ry + 7y} 3)

Where is the relative ij and center — of — mass E ij
coordinates

Through folding the two-body correlation functions
using an operator from Eq. (3), it could be pos-
sible to develop an effective two-body density of
charge operators (such as usage with uncorrelated
wave functions). O;; which is correlation operator
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(SRC + tensor).!!

R V2 < Lo
P ) = 5213 2 Oy {8[v2F — Ry — 7]
i)
+8[\/§F—R'ij+ﬁj]}6ij (€))

the form of O;; is provided by®
0ij = O (ryj) V1 + 0 (ryj) {1 + B (A) Syj} Va2 ®)

Where B(A) is the tensor correlation strength S(A).

It is evident that Eq. (5) incorporates two distinct
types of correlations. The first term, O(ry;), represents
short-range correlations between two nucleons, while
V1 functions as a projection operator onto the space
of two-body wave functions. At short distances—
where particles are repelled by the strong short-range
core—these correlations reduce the two-body wave
function, playing a critical role in particle-pair sep-
aration. As the interparticle distance increases and
the interaction weakens, O(rj;), gradually approaches
unity. A basic model for O(r;;) It is described
in. 10

O (rij) = gvw (1) Coy + « (1 —guw (1) 6)

To account for nuclear behavior up to r < 0.9 fm,
we propose a model that combines the correlated
density derived from the nuclear contact formalism
with a longer-range component that applies where
correlations become less significant. Using the speci-
fied function gyn(r), the correlation function O(r;;) is
defined as a combination of these two components.

gnn (1) Cyy represents the short-range contribution,
in which:

Modeling the behavior of nucleon pairs under
short-range correlations (SRC’s), the correlation func-
tion gyn(7) is set to unity for r < 0.9 fm, representing
the region dominated by SRC’s. An example of this
framework includes evaluating the probability of
finding correlated nucleon pairs, denoted by the con-
tact coefficient. C§,. Using the relation provided
in Ref.'?, the contact coefficient for proton—proton
pairs, C5p, is computed by.°

Chp= bW? /A 7

In which the b-size harmonic oscillator parameter
was applied, and Eq. (8) was used to predict W°:

A a A3 A )
Wa_|1- ~ = [1-0.0075A%3 8
1]~ 3 I ©

About 0.711 MeV and 23.7 MeV, respectively, are
the coefficients of the Coulomb. a, and Asymmetry
as components in the mass equation.
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At distances (r > 0.9), the two-body correlations
function gyy(r) gradually transitions to account for
the uncorrelated density’s behaviour. The definition
of gun(r) in the suggested framework, it is as fol-
lows'0:

1 (r < 0.9fm)
g = |1 (k — 1 + e(09fm—r)/a) ) (r > 0.9fm)

%)

The model describing two-body densities and corre-
lation functions in nuclear systems relies significantly
on the parameters « and «. In this context, x gov-
erns the transition length scale between short-range
and long-range regimes, while o determines the
long-range asymptotic behavior, ensuring that the
correlation function. gyn¢) approaches (k— 1)/k as
r — oco. Both « and « are influenced by isospin
and the type of nucleus, reflecting variations in
the interaction strength among proton—proton (pp),
neutron-neutron (nn), and proton-neutron (pn) pair-
ings. As a result, long-range correlation behavior
becomes increasingly sensitive to isospin.°

The second term in Eq. (5) represents two-body
tensor correlations, which extend over a longer range
and arise from the strong tensor component of the
nucleon—nucleon interaction. In this context, V5 de-
notes a gradient operator acting only on the 3S;
and 3D, states. The tensor operator S;;, as described
in,”>'? is a standard second-rank operator in coordi-
nate space, coupled to the internal spin structure and
multiplied by a scalar quantity to ensure proper trans-
formation under rotations given by Eq. (10).” Where:
S;j is a tenser force, (; i-; j) is the scalar product of the
Pauli spin matrices for nucleons i and j, representing
their spin-spin interaction, o i.?ij scalar product be-
tween the spin of nucleon i and its relative position
vector 7 and (0;.7;) scalar product between the

spin of nucleon j and the relative position vector ?ij.

Sy =5 (9:79) . (5575) ~ 005 (10)

The tensor correlation strength, shown by the pa-
rameter B(A) in Eq. (5), is not zero in both of the 3S;
and 3D; channels.

In Eq. (4), the expected value of the efficient op-
erator for two-body charge density yields the ground
state distribution of two-body charge densities. o, (1),
which may be written as 12

(WA P W) =Gl p O (1) - 1d] A

i<j

where |ij) is the two-particle wave function.
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The definition for (the radius of the nuclear root
mean square charge (r?) /2 equal to.'®

12 4m [
)" === | partdr
Z Jo

(12)

For spin-zero nuclei, the two-body charge density
distribution in the ground state, p.(r), as defined
in Eq. (11), is associated with the elastic electron
scattering form factor. The form factor is simply the
Fourier transform of pg,(r ).8

F(q) = :—Z /0 Oopo(r) sin(gr)rdr

(13)
In the case of inelastic electron scattering, lon-
gitudinal or Coulomb scattering is an effect of
the electron’s interaction via the nucleus’s charge
distribution, with the multipole operators’ matrix
components T} (q), the longitudinal shape factors
relate to the charge density distributions (CDD). 4

IHORE TN 1 Fem (1 s (@)1

5/
Z2(2J;+ 1)
14

When using the shell model wave function, the
center-of-mass correction eliminates the spurious
state caused by the mobility of the center of mass,
F.m(q), where Z, the atomic number of the nucleus, is
given as.'®
Fom (q) = 77/ (15)

Here, b is the harmonic oscillator size parame-
ter, and A denotes the mass number, assumed to be
the same for protons and neutrons. The independent
nucleon form factor is represented by the function
Ff;(q), which takes the form.

—0.43.¢%/4

Fr(q) =e (16)

The definition of the longitudinal operator is. '

7L () = fo drjs (qrYs(Q)p(r. t,) a7

The spherical harmonic wave structure is repre-
sented by Y;(£2), while the charge density operator is
denoted by p(r, t;), and j;(gr) is the spherical Bessel
function. The reduced matrix elements T%. between
the system’s initial and final multi-particle states can
be expressed in both spin and isospin space using
one-body density matrix (OBDM) components, mul-
tiplied by the single-particle matrix elements of the

BAGHDAD SCIENCE JOURNAL 2026;23(4):1125-1134

longitudinal operator, which involve configuration
mixing, '’ i.e.,

(FINTRNE) =) " 0BDM'T (i, £.J. a, b) (bl T} l|a)
a,b

(18)

Where
i: Initial many-body nuclear state
f: Final many-body nuclear state
J: Total angular momentum of the nuclear transition
a: Single-particle quantum state in the initial config-
uration
b: Single-particle quantum state in the final configu-
ration

The many-particle reduced matrix elements of the

longitudinal operator consist of two parts; one is for
ms

the model space TJL (tz, @) and the other is for the core
core

polarization matrix element T% (zz, q).®

(77 (2o D) = (5™ ez D)
+{(FI T ez ) 19)

In Eq. (19), the model space matrix element takes
the following form'”:

<fH Tg(fz, q)

l> = el-/o drrsz(qr)ngJ,rz @, fv r) (20)

Here, ei represents the effective charge of the nu-
cleon involved in the transition between initial (i) and

final (f) states and TZSJ,‘L'Z is the transition density of
charges for the model space, and is supplied by '’

ms
o, f.r)= " OBDMU. f.J. j. j'. )
JjJ'(ms)

x (JIY51lJ )R (r)R () (21
The element of the core polarization matrix is pro-
vided by!”

(s

The transition density of core polarization, denoted
core
as p j, depends on the core polarization model. To

account for core polarization effects, the transition
density associated with the model space is supple-
mented by the core polarization transition density,
which is used to describe all excitation modes within
the nucleus. The resulting total transition density is

core

T L(zz, q)

i> e / drjy @ e, G for) (22)
0
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Table 1. Given the open-shell nuclei’ ground state 2BCDD properties.

Nuclei b

BA) k(A a(A) i, Nps Np, Mdg n2s, Md, N2p3

2 2 2 2 2 2 2

20Ne 1.9 0.085 9.0 0.7 1 1 0.083 0.25 0.25 -
24Mg 1.96 0084 6.0 055 1 1 0.333 - 0.25 0.25

Table 2. Root-Mean-Square (RMS) charge radii.

. 1/2 1/2 1/2
Nuclei <r2>w/ith out. <rZ)w/ith corr. ( 2>e){p. 18,19
20Ne 2.722 2.864 3.006 + 0.015
Mg  2.763 2.967 3.057 + 0.020
given by.!”
. ms . core .
pie, (L 1) = Puo (L 7))+ P uey (L) (23)

Based on the combined modes of the nucleus, the
Tassie form defines the core polarization transition
density.®

. )r]_l dloo(i» f» r)

dr (24)

1
p;gre(iy f5 r) = Ni(l +
which represents the base state two-body charge
density distribution p,, as expressed in Eq. (4) and
including a propagator constant N, the Coulomb form
factor Ff(q) is.®

Ar 1 [>® . s
Fl(q) = 2Jij—1§[/0 r2j;(qr)pa, f,r)dr
o d (o] .’ )
4N / drrzmqr)r’—l%]Em(q)lffs(q) (25)
0

The proportionality constant N is obtained as fol-
lows®:

N— Jo drr?jy(kr)pfG, f.r) — \/% K (26)
- k [y drr’ 1 po(i, f, 1) js—1(kr)

Here,

k: Magnitude of the momentum transfer in the inelas-
tic electron scattering process.

kr: Dimensionless product of the momentum transfer
k and radial coordinate r, appearing as an argument
in the spherical Bessel function j;(kr).

k’: Momentum transfer raised to the power J, corre-
sponding to the multipole order of the transition. And
B(CJ): is a reduced transition probability.

Results and discussion

For the ?°Ne and 2*Mg nuclei, calculations have
been performed for the ground-state two-body charge

density distributions (2BCDD’s), pu(r), the root-
mean-square (RMS) charge radii (r?)!/2, and both
elastic and inelastic electron scattering form fac-
tors, F(q)’s. The higher-lying single-particle states
1ds,2 and 2s; 5 are included in the model space for
these nuclei. The occupation probabilities of these
higher states are presented in Table 1. The strength
of the correlations is determined by comparing the
calculated (r?)!/? values with experimental data.
Table 1 and Table 2 summarize all parameters used
in the computation of p(r), (r?)}/2, and F(q)’s, in-
cluding the oscillator size parameter (b), the tensor
correlation strength B(A), the correlation range pa-
rameter k(A), the exponential decay length «(A),
and the occupation probabilities s of the relevant
states.

The two-body charge density distributions, p,(r),
are presented in Fig. 1—specifically, Fig. 1(a) for
20Ne and Fig. 1(b) for 2*Mg—in three represen-
tations. The solid curve includes both short-range
correlations (SRC’s) and tensor correlations (TC’s),
calculated from Eq. (4); the dashed curve represents
results without correlations, based on Eq. (1); and
the discrete points or dotted line correspond to fitted
experimental data.'®'° In the absence of correla-
tions, the dashed curve reflects the naive assumption
of noninteracting nucleons and deviates significantly
from experimental data, particularly at small r values.
By including SRC’s and TC’s, as illustrated by the solid
curve, protons are redistributed from the central to
the surface regions, thereby reducing the central peak
and slightly enhancing the tail of the distribution.
The improved agreement between theoretical predic-
tions and experimental data underscores the crucial
role of spin- and isospin-dependent nucleon-nucleon
interactions in accurately modeling nuclear charge
densities.

The elastic electron scattering form factors, F(q), for
the 2°Ne and 2*Mg nuclei exhibit oscillatory behavior
due to interference among electronically scattered
waves, reflecting the spatial distribution of nucle-
ons within the nucleus. Eq. (14) is computed using
the ground-state two-body charge density distribu-
tions obtained from Eq. (11). Fig. 2—specifically,
Fig. 2(a) for ?°Ne and Fig. 2(b) for 2*Mg—compares
the calculated F(q)’s values with experimental data. %°
The experimental results are represented by dotted
symbols, while the calculated F(q)’s curves—with
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0.1

(a)

20Ne
—— with correlation

= = without correlation
e o EXP.

£(r)(fm3)

(b)

2\g
= with correlation

= = without correlation
® o EXP.

Fig. 1. charge density reliance on r(fm) for the 2°Ne (Fig. a) and
24Mg (Fig. b) nuclei. The experimental data of 1819 are represented
by the dotted symbols.

and without the inclusion of short-range correlations
(SRC’s) and tensor correlations (TC’s)—are shown as
solid and dashed lines, respectively. For ?°Ne, the
available experimental measurements?’ are confined
to a narrow momentum transfer range (¢ < 1.2 fm™).
Within this range, the solid and dashed curves, repre-
senting the theoretical predictions, agree reasonably
well with the experimental data. For the 2*Mg nu-
cleus, both the solid and dashed curves reconstruct
the first diffraction minimum observed in the exper-
imental results?’ with satisfactory accuracy. Overall,
the calculated F(q)’s values show good agreement
with experimental observations up to ¢ = 2.8 fm™!.
At higher g, the theoretical form factors begin to
diverge from the data, particularly around the second
diffraction minimum, which neither curve success-
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Fig. 2. Elastic Form Factor for 2°Ne (Fig. a) and 2*Mg (Fig b) nuclei.
The filled circle marks are experimental data.?"%2

fully replicates. The point at which the solid curve
diverges from the dashed one, occurring at q >
3 fm™', marks the onset of the noticeable influence
of correlation effects.

The longitudinal inelastic electron form factors
for the 2°Ne and 2*Mg nuclei corresponding to the
transitions J' T; — J? Tf = (070 — 270) and (070 —
4%0) are presented in Fig. 3—specifically, Fig. 3(a)
for 2°Ne and Fig. 3(b) for **Mg—and in Fig. 4,
with Fig. 4(a) and Fig. 4(b) displaying the respec-
tive results for 2°Ne and 2*Mg. To calculate the
one-body density matrix (OBDM) elements required
for transition densities and matrix elements in the
inelastic electron scattering analysis, the OXBASH



BAGHDAD SCIENCE JOURNAL 2026;23(4):1125-1134

0.1

(a)

0.01 - [ N,
/ "o
0.001

0.0001 -

o
G
r
105 H[  20ne(0t 0 >270)
(1.63)MeV, C2
— MS
1E-06 CP
— MS+CP
® & EXP.
1E-07
1E-08 L L | | L L L
0 0.4 0.8 1.2 1.6 2 2.4 2.8
q(fm)
0.1 E
5 (b)
040.¢eeq
0.01 E
0.001 E
T 0.0001
el

24Mg(0*0—2%0)
(1.37)MeV,C2

1E-05 E
= [ )
= - \
—¢cp °
1606 — MS+CP ¢

e o EXP.

!
0 0.4 0.8 12 1.6 2 24 2.8

q(fm)

| | L | | |

1E-07

Fig. 3. The 2Ne (Fig. a) and 2*Mg (Fig b) nuclei’ inelastic lon-
gitudinal C2 form factors, which are compared with experimental
data.

shell-model code was employed. OXBASH?'~?* code
is a well-established nuclear structure code designed
for performing large-scale shell-model calculations in
various nuclear shells, including the sd-shell, which is
relevant for the structure of 2°Ne and ?*Mg. The code
allows configuration mixing, essential for accurate
modeling of excited states and transition properties.
In this study, the OBDMs obtained from OXBASH
were used in conjunction with harmonic oscillator
bases and the USDB (Universal sd-shell B) interac-
tion, optimized for sd-shell nuclei. Parameters such

1131

as the oscillator size b were tuned to match exper-
imental excitation energies. The usage of OXBASH
ensures a reliable microscopic description of nuclear
states, essential for reproducing longitudinal C2 and
C4 form factors. The transition density in the model
space is represented by Eq. (21). Core polarization
effects were added via the Tassie model, as imple-
mented in.!” The excitation energy for °Ne is Ey
= 1.63 MeV,?* with an experimental value of B(C2)
= 278.3 e2.fm*;?° for *Mg, Ex = 1.37 MeV,?? with
B(C2) = 404.7 e?.fm*.?° The red curves represent
the model space contribution, which accounts for
configuration mixing but excludes collective effects.
In contrast, the blue curves represent the contri-
bution from core polarization, which incorporates
collective nuclear modes. The core polarization is
modeled using the Tassie approach and is combined
with the ground-state two-body charge density dis-
tributions (2BCDD’s), calculated from Eq. (11). For
illustration, the overall contribution—including both
model space and core polarization effects—is repre-
sented by the black curves. The successful inclusion
of core polarization is evidenced by the experimental
results, shown as solid circles, which closely follow
the black curves. The C2 form factor maxima in
both the first and second transitions are enhanced
by core polarization effects, which also produce cal-
culated values that closely match the experimental
data. The positions of the diffraction minima are
shifted outward relative to those predicted by the
pure sd-shell model (represented by the red lines).
Additionally, the core polarization results exhibit a
displacement toward smaller g values at higher mo-
mentum transfers, thereby improving the agreement
between theoretical predictions and experimental
measurements.

The longitudinal Coulomb C4 form factors calcu-
lated for 2°Ne and 2*Mg are presented as functions of
the momentum transfer g for transitions correspond-
ing to observed excitation energies of 4.25 MeV2°
(with an experimental value of B(C4) = 32,500 e?
fm*)?2! for 20Ne, and Ey = 6.1 MeV2° (with B(C4)
= 36,000 e?.fm*) for *Mg. As shown in Fig. 4—
specifically, Fig. 4(a) for °Ne and Fig. 4(b) for
24Mg—the red curves represent results from the
mean-field structure (MS) with configuration mixing
included, while the blue curves indicate the core
polarization (CP) contribution when two-body cor-
relations are accounted for. By including the effect
of CP, the solid black curve—representing the total
contribution—shows excellent agreement with ex-
perimental data. Furthermore, when CP effects are
incorporated into the MS calculations, the results ex-
hibit strong resonance with experimental data across
the entire range of q.
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Fig. 4. Displays the 2°Ne (Fig. a) and 2*Mg (Fig b) nuclei’ inelastic longitudinal C4 form factors.

Conclusions

The introduction of spin- and isospin-dependent
interactions results in accurate predictions for the
root-mean-square (RMS) charge radii of the 2°Ne and
24Mg nuclei, as well as for their elastic electron scat-
tering form factors. In particular, the application of
the Tassie model for treating core polarization effects
dramatically enhances the precision of inelastic form
factor calculations for ground-state to excited-state
transitions (J7T; — J} Ty), especially for 0t - 2t
and 0" — 47 transitions. The results demonstrate the
strength of the theoretical formalism in reproducing
experimental data with very high accuracy, leading
to improved physical insight into nuclear structure
and a deeper understanding of the role that cor-
relations play in determining nuclear properties. In
summary, this work emphasizes the importance of
precision in nuclear charge density distributions and
electron scattering form factors when accounting for
spin and isospin dependence, especially in relation to
short-range correlations (SRC’s). Through the use of
an effective two-body density version of the folding
model, the resulting charge density distributions ac-
curately reflect these correlations.
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