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Abstract

The nucleus 180Hf is one of the most primary of examples of an axially symmetric prolate rotor. Com-
bined with the presence of high-K isomers, spectroscopic studies can provide important information on the
nature of its single-particle levels. Precise measurements are essential for constraining nuclear models and
interpreting the nature of such isomeric states. In this work, the nucleus 180Hf was populated using the
proton pick-up reaction 181Ta(11B,12C)180Hf at beam energy of 47 MeV at Horia Hulubei National Institute
of Nuclear Physics and Engineering (IFIN-HH). The spin of the 1374 keV state and the mixing ratio of the
1066 keV transition have been measured, the latter with an increased precision compared to the previous
value from literature. The presently measured spin of the 1374 keV state, currently assigned a tentative value
of (4−1 ), favors one of the two different values reported in the literature. The particular state constitutes
the band-head of a rotational band in 180Hf. The measured multipolarity mixing ratio of the inter-band
transition 1374→ 309 keV can provide important information for the testing and constraining of theoretical
nuclear models used for the study of the intrinsic properties of 180Hf as well as its neighboring isotopes.
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1. Introduction

The nucleus 180Hf is located in a region where both protons and neutrons typically occupy high–Ω
orbitals located near the Fermi surface [1]. This results in the presence of high-K isomers [2, 3], which along
with the associated rotational bands can provide important information about the underlying single-particle
orbitals. The hafnium isotopes are some of the best examples of rigid and axially symmetric prolate rotors,
making the projection K a good quantum number in their description. The low-lying Kπ = 8− isomer
has been firstly studied in [5] using activation experiments at Argonne National Laboratory. In [6], pulsed
238U and 208Pb beams have been used to populate high-K isomers in Hf isotopes, reporting (10+), 12+,
14+ and (18−) K -isomers. In [1], the number of K -isomers is extended, reporting the 4−, 6+ K -isomers,
using centroid–shift and decay measurements. A recent experimental campaign at IFIN-HH [7] resulted in
measurements of the lifetimes of the ground-state band up to the 6+1 , employing the fast-timing technique.

Still however, there is a significant amount of certain states and transitions with uncertain fundamental
structure properties, either in terms of their spins, parities and mixing ratios or their lifetimes and transition
probabilities. Concerning spin assignments and multipolarity mixing ratios, of which the present work is
focused, existing measurements on mixing ratios for the nucleus 180Hf feature quite large uncertainties, with
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Figure 1: Partial level scheme of 180Hf [4], showing the ground-state band and the Kπ = (4−) bands. Red arrows indicate the
measured two-γ cascade in the present work. The mixing ratio of the transition 1374 → 309 keV is studied in this work with
the angular correlation method. Energy units are in keV.

very few exceptions, as seen in [4], while in a lot of cases this mixing remains unknown. For the case of
the 1374 keV state (Fig. 1), which is a K-isomer with a lifetime of 0.57 µs [1, 8], is currently assigned
a tentative spin value of (4−) [4]. Two measurements have been reported [8, 9] with different values for
its spin. Data obtained from the GAMMASPHERE array [10] assume a definite spin-parity of 4− for the
particular state, although there is no DCO (Directional Correlations from Oriented states [11]) ratio in the
table given in [12], probably because of the unreliability of extracting DCO values from transitions which
depopulate states with very long half-lives. The multipolarity mixing ratio of the depopulating inter-band
transition 1374→ 309 keV measured in [8] features a quite large relative uncertainty of 250%. There is thus
sufficient motivation for new measurement, in an attempt to establish the spin value of the 1374 keV state
and provide a more precise measurement of its depopulating transition to the 4+1 state of the ground-state
band. It has to be stated also that the 1374 keV state is a band-head of the currently assigned Kπ = (4−)
rotational band, thus its structure properties are affecting all levels that belong to this particular band.

The study of the de-exciting γ-rays of excited nuclei can offer valuable information about the structure
of the depopulated states. Using the angular correlation method, the multipolarity mixing ratio, δ, can be
determined experimentally and thus establish the degree of mixing between the participating multipoles of
the transition [13, 14, 15, 16, 17].

The mixing ratio is defined as the ratio of the transition strength of the two lowest multipoles L,L′

allowed for γ-decay [18]:

δ =
〈||L′||〉
〈||L||〉 =

〈||L+ 1||〉
〈||L||〉 . (1)

Precise mixing ratio values are highly important, as they can determine the degree of partitioning of
the multipolarity of γ radiation [18]. This level of partitioning is an important input for the calculation of
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Figure 2: Projection of the γγ matrix gated at the 215 keV g.s. band transition. The relative angle between the detector pairs is
40 deg. The ground-state band transitions up to the level 8+1 are shown, as well as the studied inter-band transition (4−1 )→ 4+1 .
Contaminant peaks coming from fusion-evaporation reactions (188Pt) and Coulomb excitation on the target (181Ta) are not
overlapping with the photopeaks of interest.

reduced transition probabilities of γ transitions [19]. In the present work, the proton–pickup reaction

181Ta(11B,12C)180Hf

has been employed to populate several states from the ground–state and side bands. A more precise mea-
surement of the mixing ratio of the transition 1374 → 309 keV, or in terms of their adopted spins values
(4−1 )→ 4+, is presented in this work and compared with previous spectroscopic studies [8, 9]. The lifetime
of the depopulated initial state is long enough (� 1 ns) to allow for the loss of the initial spin alignment
coming from the reaction [20]. Thus, the state can be safely considered randomly oriented and the usual
formalism of γ-directional correlations can be applied [11, 13, 14, 21, 22, 23], as long as the intermediate
state’s lifetime is short enough, in order to measure the mixing ratio of the depopulating transition.

2. Experimental details

The experiment was performed at the 9MV Tandem accelerator of the Horia Hulubei National Institute
of Nuclear Physics and Engineering (IFIN-HH). The nucleus 180Hf was populated using the proton pick-up
reaction 181Ta(11B,12C)180Hf at a beam energy of 47 MeV. A 5 mg·cm−2 metallic Ta target was used in this
work, with a natural abundance of 99.99% in 181Ta [4]. The γ rays emitted during the decay of the reaction
products were measured by the ROSPHERE array [24], consisting of 25 HPGe detectors for the reported
measurement. A total of 7 × 108 events, with the trigger set to record an event when at least two HPGe
detectors fire were collected during the three-day run time of the experiment. The two-fold events were
chosen for further analysis, as they have exhibited reduced background from fusion-evaporation reactions.
These events were then sorted into three–dimensional cubes with the relative angle as the index number,
i.e. γ − γ − θrel cubes. All possible pairs of HPGe detectors with a specific relative angle are then grouped
together in 5 relative angles below 90◦: 21◦, 40◦, 60◦, 72◦ and 81◦. In Fig. 2, a projection of a γγ matrix is
shown, after gating on the 4+1 → 2+1 (Eγ = 215 keV) transition, where the detector pairs’ relative angle is 40
deg. The transitions between the low-lying states are shown clearly, and contaminations from photopeaks
coming isotopes produced from fusion-evaporation reaction (e.g. 188Pt) do not overlap with the transitions
of interest.
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Figure 3: Typical behavior of the geometrical attenuation coefficients for two (2) out of twenty five (25) HPGe detectors of
ROSPHERE as a function of γ energy. The target-to-detector distance is shown on the top of the figures.

The detector efficiencies have been measured for all 25 HPGe detectors of the current setup of RO-
SPHERE. The efficiency correction has been determined using two 152Eu sources before and after the
experiment and was implemented after the sorting of the data, using the formula [25]:

ε(Eγ1 , E
γ
2 , θrel) =

1

2

∑
i 6=j

[εi(E
γ
1 )εj(E

γ
2 ) + εi(E

γ
2 )εj(E

γ
1 )] , (2)

where εi, εj are the efficiencies of the detectors with relative angle θrel and Eγ1 , E
γ
2 are the energies of the γ

transitions involved in the cascade. The 1/2 factor is used to prevent the double counting between the same
pairs of efficiencies.

The finite size of the detectors can have an important effect on angular correlation measurements [26,
27, 28]. The effect of the detectors’ dimensions should be incorporated in the angular correlation func-
tion in order to determine spins and mixing ratios with significant accuracy. A Python [29] program has
been developed based on Krane’s formalism [30] in order to incorporate appropriate corrections for the
ROSPHERE detectors [24] featuring coaxial geometry. In Fig. 3, the energy dependence of 2 (out of 25)
detectors of the ROSPHERE is shown as a representative example. These corrections are implemented
in the theoretical angular correlation functions, which are then compared to the experimental data. When
analysing angular correlation measurements for double cascades, the products of the geometrical attenuation
coefficients corresponding to the two detectors that register the first and the second γ ray must be used,
that is Q22 = Q2(γ1)×Q2(γ2) and Q44 = Q4(γ1)×Q4(γ2) . The subsequent analysis procedure is described
thoroughly in the next section.

3. Analysis method

The angular correlation of two γ rays involved in a cascade:

J0
γ0,δ0−−−→ J1

γ1,δ1−−−→ J2 (3)

is analysed by performing a least-squares minimization on the experimental data points. If the spins J1, J2
and the mixing ratio δ1 are known, then the values of J0 and δ0 can be determined from the best-fitting
theoretical calculation to the experimental data. As discussed in detail in [31], the correct procedure for the
analysis of the angular correlations requires the following function to be formed:

S2 =
∑
i

[
Wi(θ

i
rel)−Wth(δ, θirel)

σWi

]2
, (4)
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where Wi(θ
i
rel) are the experimental data points for each relative angle θrel, σWi are the uncertainties of the

data and Wth are the values of the theoretical angular correlation function at the same relative angles and
corrected for the finite size of the detectors:

Wth = A0

[
1 +Q22a

th
2 P2(cos θrel) +Q44a

th
4 P4(cos θrel)

]
. (5)

Here, A0 is a normalization factor which is determined by the experimental data, after a least-squares fit
with the same angular correlation function. The factors Q22 and Q44 are the solid-angle correction factors
and they account for the correction due to the finite size of the detectors. The coefficients ath2 , ath4 are the
theoretically calculated coefficients which correspond to the values of the spins of the de-excited levels and
the mixing ratios of the corresponding transitions. They are given by the following relations, for λ = 2, 4 [14]:

athλ = Bλ(L,L′, J2, J3, δ0)Aλ(L,L′, J2, J1, δ1), (6)

where Bλ(L,L′, J2, J3, δ0) is the orientation parameter of the first transition, Aλ(L,L′, J2, J1, δ1) is the an-
gular distribution coefficient referring to the second transition. Both are functions of the mixing ratios
δ0, δ1 of the two lowest multipolarities L,L′ of each γ transition. The explicit expressions for the orienta-
tion parameters and angular correlation coefficients can be found in [14, 32], and are given also below for
completeness:

Bλ(L,L′, J1, J0, δ0) =
1

1 + δ20
[Fλ(L,L, J1, J0)

+ (−1)L+L
′
2δ0Fλ(L,L′, J1, J0)

+ δ20Fλ(L′, L′, J1, J0)] (7)

and

Aλ(L,L′, J1, J2, δ1) =
1

1 + δ21
[Fλ(L,L, J1, J2)

+ 2δ1Fλ(L,L′, J1, J2)

+ δ21Fλ(L′, L′, J1, J2)], (8)

where the Fλ coefficients can be theoretically calculated from explicit expressions found in [14, 33, 23] and
tabulated in [34]. If the second transition is a pure transition of one multipolarity L then δ1 = 0 and Eq. 8
is simplified:

Aλ(L, J1, J2) = Fλ(L, J1, J2). (9)

The function of Eq. 4 is then calculated for every possible value of the mixing ratio δ0 of the two lowest
multipolarities L,L′. The mixing ratio δ0 for the transition γ0 can then be obtained by varying the S2

function over the mixing ratio δ0 for all possible initial spin values J0. For each value of the initial spin J0,
a curve S2 vs. tan−1(δ) is constructed. The minimum value of the S2 function with respect to all possible
spin values of the initial spin J0 and the mixing ratio δ0 of the first transition will then determine their most
probable values. The procedure of assigning the standard error on the mixing ratio is discussed in [31, 35]
and is given by the relation:

S2
lim = S2

min + 1, (10)

which is used to determine the values of the mixing ratio located at the intersections between the S2 curve
and S2

lim.
It is important to note that the sign of δ, is a matter of convention, as discussed in [19]. Choosing

a convention, however, is a non-trivial problem because the sign of the theoretical δ depends on the sign
conventions employed for defining the electromagnetic operators and the reduced matrix elements. On the
other hand, the sign of the experimental δ depends on the sign conventions employed for defining the axis of
alignment with respect to which the γ–ray angular distribution is measured, and geometrical factors, such as
Clebsch–Gordan and Racah coefficients that enter the expression employed for the expansion of the angular
distribution probability in terms of various polynomials. The convention used for the measurement in this
work is that of Krane and Steffen in [33].
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Figure 4: The S2 function with respect to the arctangent of the mixing ratio δ is shown in (a). In (b), the experimental angular
correlation function and the best-fit result, using Eq. 5, is shown for the cascade 1374→ 309→ 93 keV. The transition energies
of the two γ rays are shown at the top of the figures.

4. Results and Discussion

The 1374 keV level, which is the bandhead of the Kπ = (4−) two-quasiparticle band (configuration:
9/2[624]-1/2[510]) [4] was assigned a tentative spin of (4−) [4], which was the value measured in [8]. This
result is inconsistent with the value of 3− assigned in [9]. The 1374 keV level decays to the 308.6 keV 4+1 of
the rotational ground-state band. The mixing ratio of the transition 1374→ 309 keV has been measured in
this work and is compared with the previous value of δ(M2/E1) = −0.12(30) reported in [8].

The results of the angular correlation analysis for the cascade 1374 → 309 → 93 keV of 180Hf is shown
in Fig. 4. The two most probable values for the spin of the initial level are J0 = 3, 4 and are tested
for their goodness of fit, after correcting for the efficiency of the detectors and for the finite size of the
detectors’ dimensions. The geometrical attenuation factors are included in the theoretical calculations when
the function S2 is formed in Eq. 4. The reason for the inclusion of these factors in the theoretical values
Wth(θ) is that these corrections cannot be assigned specifically to an experimental point. Since the data are
directly compared with theoretical angular distributions, it is more practical to include these factors when
calculating the theoretical values for each relative angle θ. The correct implementation of the geometrical
attenuation coefficients is important for the final result, as their values can be relatively large depending on
the distances and the power of the fold of the coincident data.

The absolute minimum of the S2 vs. tan−1 δ curve, as shown in Fig. 4, indicates that the most probable
spin value is 4, in agreement with the value measured in [8]. The most probable value for the mixing ratio of
quadrupole to dipole has been found in this work equal to δ(M2/E1) = −0.06+0.10

−0.15. This value corresponds
to the following values for the theoretical angular correlation coefficients: ath2 = 0.213 and ath4 = 0.001.

The mixing ratio measured in the present work is in agreement with the mixing ratio measured in [8],
found equal to −0.12(30), while significantly improving on the relative uncertainty of the previous measure-
ment. The present measurement cannot fully exclude the possible spin value of 3− [9], as it is below the
95% confidence interval, which is equal to S2

0.95 = 7.8 for the present case. However, this value seems much
less probable with the present data, as the respective minimum of the 3→ 4→ 2 curve is much higher than
the minimum of 4 → 4 → 2 curve, as illustrated in in Fig 4. The 1374 keV level can be assigned a spin
and parity of 4−, as clearly favored from the present data. In terms of the type of radiation, the low value
of the mixing ratio favors that the two lowest multipolarities are of E1 +M2 character. The negative sign
of the mixing ratio also agrees with the previous measurements [8, 9]. As observed in past measurements,
negative signs are common for transitions of E1 +M2 character [36]. The compatibility of the mixing ratio
with zero though, can support also a pure E1 transition.
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Overall, the present work provides a new measurement for the mixing ratio of the 1374 → 309 keV
transition, whose improved uncertainty compared to previous works can be used for constraining theoretical
models, especially for the case of isomeric states such as the 1374 keV state, which is depopulated by the
measured transition. The establishment of a spin-parity value of 4− constitutes a firm conclusion after the
present results, which should resolve any previous ambiguities in the next ENSDF evaluation for 180Hf.
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