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High-precision mass measurements of exotic 95−97Ag isotopes close to the N = Z line have been conducted
with the JYFLTRAP double Penning trap mass spectrometer, with the silver ions produced using the recently
commissioned inductively-heated hot cavity catcher laser ion source at the Ion Guide Isotope Separator On-Line
facility. The atomic mass of 95Ag was directly determined for the first time. In addition, the atomic masses of β -
decaying 2+ and 8+ states in 96Ag have been identified and measured for the first time, and the precision of the
97Ag mass has been improved. The newly measured masses, with a precision of ≈ 1 keV/c2, have been used to
investigate the N = 50 neutron shell closure confirming it to be robust. Empirical shell-gap and pairing energies
determined with the new ground-state mass data are compared with the state-of-the-art ab initio calculations
with various chiral effective field theory Hamiltonians. The precise determination of the excitation energy of
the 96mAg isomer in particular serves as a benchmark for ab initio predictions of nuclear properties beyond the
ground state, specifically for odd-odd nuclei situated in proximity to the proton dripline below 100Sn. In addition,
density functional theory (DFT) calculations and configuration-interaction shell-model (CISM) calculations are
compared with the experimental results. All theoretical approaches face challenges to reproduce the trend of
nuclear ground-state properties in the silver isotopic chain across the N =50 neutron shell and toward the proton
drip-line.

The nuclear landscape around the heaviest known doubly-
magic self-conjugate nucleus 100Sn exhibits a rich variety of
nuclear structure phenomena [1]. Fundamental nuclear prop-
erties of nuclei in this region, such as their binding energies,
are essential to probe the robustness of the N = Z = 50 shell
closure and the evolution of single-particle energies [2]. These
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properties additionally support the investigation of the proton-
neutron interaction on long-lived isomers [3–5], and the prox-
imity of the proton drip line [6]. Furthermore, the binding
energies serve as important input for an accurate description
of the rapid proton capture (rp) process occurring in extreme
astrophysical environments [7, 8].

The robustness of the established magic numbers far from
stability can be evaluated both with experimentally measured
and theoretically estimated atomic masses [9–11]. Masses of
95-97Ag (N = 48 - 50) provide information on the evolution
of the N = 50 shell gap near the proton dripline. The ques-
tion of whether the neutron magic number persists or dimin-
ishes remains open, and this phenomenon has been investi-
gated in other regions [12–14]. The atomic masses near the
N = Z line also provide information concerning the proton-
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neutron interaction and Wigner energy [15, 16]. Computation-
ally costly theoretical approaches to calculate the properties
of neutron-deficient nuclei near the N = Z region have been
intensively used to predict the binding energy, decay rates,
excitation energies, quadrupole collectivity and the enhanced
magicity [2, 10, 16–25]. Accurate experimental mass data are
highly desired to validate the predictions of different theoreti-
cal approaches.

In this Letter, we present high-precision mass measure-
ments of ground-state 95−97Ag nuclei as well as the isomeric
state of 96Ag, using the JYFLTRAP double Penning trap mass
spectrometer [26] located at the Ion Guide Isotope Separator
On-Line (IGISOL) facility [27], within the Accelerator Lab-
oratory of the University of Jyväskylä. The new mass values
are used to quantify the robustness of the N = 50 shell clo-
sure in the silver isotopic chain, and provide an opportunity
to benchmark state-of-the-art ab initio methods, density func-
tional theory and shell model calculations close to the N = Z
line.

To access nuclei in this region of the nuclear landscape, ef-
ficient and selective methods must be employed to produce
exotic ion beams of the isotopes/isomers of interest, combined
with sensitive detection techniques. In this work we have
used a tailor-made approach, combining heavy-ion fusion-
evaporation reactions with efficient laser resonance ioniza-
tion in a hot-cavity catcher [28] and sensitive ion detection
via the phase-imaging ion-cyclotron resonance (PI-ICR) tech-
nique [29–31]. This combination of production and detection
methods was recently commissioned in a measurement of the
mean-square charge radius of 96Ag, with a detection rate of
about one ion every five minutes [32].

The 95−97Ag isotopes were produced using three reac-
tions: 58Ni(40Ca, p2n)95Ag, 60Ni(40Ca, p3n)96,96mAg and
92Mo(14N, 4He5n)97Ag, and the hot-cavity catcher laser ion
source was employed for efficient stopping and fast extrac-
tion. The reaction products recoiling out of the target were
implanted into the hot graphite catcher from where they
promptly diffused out into the catcher cavity as atoms. The
silver atoms effused into a transfer tube and were selectively
and efficiently ionized with a three-step resonant laser ioniza-
tion scheme [32]. After guidance through a radiofrequency
sextupole ion guide [33], the ions were accelerated to a po-
tential of 30 kV into the mass separator. Reference ions
of 95−97Mo+ were separately generated either with an of-
fline glow-discharge ion source [34] or via sputtering from
molybenum-made catcher components. An electrostatic ben-
der was used to select ions either from the hot cavity or the
offline ion source, prior to the first mass separation stage
which is performed using a dipole magnet with a mass re-
solving power ≈ 500 (in σ ), sufficient for isobar separa-
tion. The selected ions were transported into a helium-
gas filled radiofrequency-quadrupole cooler-buncher (RFQ-
CB) [35] with a typical pressure of a few mbar. After cooling
and bunching in the RFQ-CB, the ions were further directed to
the JYFLTRAP double Penning trap, consisting of two cylin-
drical Penning traps inside a 7-T superconducting solenoid. In
the first (preparation) trap the buffer-gas cleaning method [36]
was applied, and an additional Ramsey cleaning cycle us-

ing dipolar excitation in the second (precision) trap [37] was
used. This was to remove contaminant ions accompanying
the 95−97Ag+ ions allowing for measurements on minutely
produced species and reducing ion-ion interaction related fre-
quency shifts. In this work, the rate of 95Ag at JYFLTRAP
was about one ion per 10 minutes. For the offline-produced
reference ions, no additional purification was needed.

The masses of the ion of interest, 95,96,96m,97Ag+, were di-
rectly determined by measuring the ion’s cyclotron frequency
νc in the precision trap [26, 31]. This frequency is given by
the formula: νc = 1

2π

q
m B, where B represents the magnetic

field strength, q is the charge state and m the mass of the ion.
B is calibrated by evaluating the νc of corresponding isobaric
reference ions, specifically 95,96,97Mo+, both before and after
each measurement of the ion of interest.

Two methods have been used to measure the νc of the ions
in this work. The first is a time-of-flight ion-cyclotron reso-
nance (TOF-ICR) technique [40, 41], which has been conven-
tionally used to determine νc with either a single quadrupole
excitation or the so-called Ramsey excitation. In this experi-
ment, we used Ramsey-type time-separated oscillatory fields
for the quadrupolar excitation [42–44]. The quadrupolar ex-
citation was applied as two 25-ms fringes separated by 350
ms for 97Ag+ and 97Mo+. A typical Ramsey-type TOF-ICR
spectrum obtained for 97Ag+ is shown in Fig. 1(a). The sec-
ond method was the phase-imaging ion-cyclotron-resonance
(PI-ICR) technique [29–31, 45], which relies on projecting ion
motion within the Penning trap onto a position-sensitive ion
detector (see [30, 31] for details). Measurement scheme num-
ber 2 described in [29] was applied to measure the cyclotron
frequency νc of the ions. This scheme enables the direct mea-
surements of the angle between the accumulated phases of
cyclotron and magnetron motions (α+ and α−) with respect
to the center spot: αc = α+ −α−. The cyclotron frequency
can be deduced from: νc = (αc +2πnc)/(2πtacc), where nc
is the number of complete revolutions of the ions during the
phase accumulation time tacc. The chosen duration tacc en-
sured the separation of the cyclotron spot of the target ion
from any potential isobaric, isomeric, or molecular contam-
inants. A clear separation between the ground and isomeric
states of 96Ag is illustrated in Fig. 1(b). The accumulation
time was adjusted to closely align with integer multiples of the
νc period, thus ensuring that αc remained small to reduce sys-
tematic shifts caused by image distortion. In addition, the de-
lay of the cyclotron motion excitation was repeatedly scanned
over one magnetron period and the final extraction delay was
varied over one cyclotron period to account for any residual
magnetron and cyclotron motions that could shift the differ-
ent spots. An example of PI-ICR data illustrating the phase-
imaging spots for the measurement of 95Ag+ is shown in Fig.
1(c).

The atomic mass of the ion of interest was derived from
the measured cyclotron frequency ratio: Mioi = R(Mre f −
me)+me +(R ·Bre f −Bioi)/c2, where Mioi and Mre f represent
the masses of the ion of interest and reference ion, respec-
tively. R = νc,re f /νc,ioi denotes the cyclotron frequency ratio
for singly charged ions. me is the mass of the electron and c
the speed of light in vacuum. Bre f and Bioi are the electron
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FIG. 1. (a) A Ramsey time-of-flight ion-cyclotron resonance (TOF-ICR) spectrum for 97Ag+ acquired with a 25 ms (On) - 350 ms (Off) -
25 ms (On) excitation pattern. The black dots with uncertainties are the average TOF, and the solid line in red is the fit of the theoretical line
shape. The vertical red line demonstrates the central frequency. (b) Well-resolved 96,96mAg+ ion radial motion (reduced cyclotron) projections
on the 2-dimensional position-sensitive detector. (c) Ion spots (center, 95Mo+, cyclotron phase and magnetron phase of 95Ag+) after a typical
PI-ICR excitation pattern with an accumulation time of 370 ms. The magnetron phase spot is displayed on the left side and the cyclotron
phase spot on the right. The angle difference between the two spots relative to the center spot is used to deduce the cyclotron frequency of the
measured ion species. The number of ions in each pixel is illustrated by color bars.

TABLE I. Summary of the mass values obtained in this work. Columns 1-8: isotope of interest, half-life, measurement method, ions of the
reference nuclides used for the calibration, determined experimental frequency ratio R, the resulting mass excess (ME): M (atomic mass) – A
(atomic mass number) × u (atomic mass unit) from this work and the literature (AME2020), and their difference (∆ME). Values marked with
# are extrapolated values from AME2020 [38, 39].

Isotope Half-life (s) Method Reference R ME (keV) this work ME (keV) literature ∆ME (keV)
95Ag 1.78(6) PI-ICR 95Mo+ 1.000 316 374(16) -59743.3(14) -59910#(400#) 166#(400#)
96Ag 4.45(3) PI-ICR 96Mo+ 1.000 270 201 2(95) -64656.69(95) -64510(90) -146(90)

96mAg 6.9(5) PI-ICR 96Mo+ 1.000 271 488(17) -64541.7(15)
97Ag 25.5(3) TOF-ICR 97Mo+ 1.000 184 004(16) -70935.3(14) -70904(12) -31(12)

binding energies of the atoms of interest and reference atoms,
which are a few eV [46] and can be neglected. Temporal fluc-
tuations in the Penning trap magnetic field between consecu-
tive reference measurements of a few minutes are considered
in the analysis [31]. Since the selected reference ion species
have the same A/q as the ion of interest, mass-dependent
shifts effectively become inferior compared to the statistical
uncertainty achieved in the measurements. The analysis of
both methods revealed no count-rate-related frequency shifts,
as the rates of the ions of interest were around 0.02, 0.01,
0.004, and 0.001 counts per bunch for 97Ag, 96Ag, 96mAg,
and 95Ag. The final weighted mean frequency ratio R and the
deduced atomic masses are summarised and compared to the
Atomic Mass Evaluation 2020 (AME2020) [38, 39] values in
Table I.

The mass of 95Ag was measured for the first time and is
166(400) keV less bound compared to the AME2020 extrap-
olation. The mass precision for 96Ag was improved by almost
two orders of magnitude and it was found to be 146(90) keV
(1.6σ ) more bound than in AME2020, where an indirect mea-
surement was used to evaluate its mass. The excitation energy
of 96mAg (2+) was determined to be 115.0(17) keV. The new
mass value for 97Ag is a factor of 9 more precise and devi-
ates from AME2020 [38, 39] by 2.6σ . Our result is in good
agreement with the reported value in [11] but around 14 times
more precise.

As one moves along an isotopic chain, changes in the nu-
clear structure can be probed via irregularities in the gen-
erally smooth trends of two-neutron separation energies,
S2n(N,Z) = [ME(Z,N −2)+2MEn −ME(Z,N)]c2, where
ME(Z,N) represents the mass excess of an isotope with N
neutrons and Z protons and MEn is the neutron mass ex-
cess. The changes in the slopes of the two-neutron sep-
aration energies are emphasized by looking at the deriva-
tive of S2n, namely the two-neutron empirical shell gap:
∆S2n(Z,N) = S2n(Z,N)−S2n(Z,N +2). ∆S2n reflects the dif-
ference in the single-particle structure. Figure 2(a) and (b)
present the experimental S2n and ∆S2n values from this work,
respectively, comparing to existing AME2020 values. With
our high-precision mass measurement of 95Ag, we can deter-
mine the empirical neutron shell gap at N = 50 experimentally
for the first time. This, combined with the updated 96,97Ag
masses, enables characterization of the ground-state binding
energy trend across the N = 50 shell in silver. The new S2n
values for 97Ag and 98Ag are 194.0 keV higher and 145.1
keV lower than the adopted values in AME2020, resulting in
the same magnitude of change of the empirical neutron shell-
gap energies. The S2n value from this work for 99Ag is in
good agreement with the value from AME2020. The deter-
mined empirical shell gap energy at N = 50, ∆S2n(97Ag) =
5414.7(67) keV, is more than 200 keV larger than that pre-
dicted by AME2020, and a distinct peak appears at N = 50 as
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illustrated in Fig. 2(b), giving evidence for the existence of a
robust shell closure.

Another relevant feature related to nuclear structure is pair-
ing. One of the most robust signatures of pairing in nu-
clei is the odd–even staggering (OES), the so-called pair-
ing gap, which can be derived from neutron separation en-
ergies, Sn(N,Z) = [ME(Z,N −1)+MEn −ME(Z,N)]c2, as
∆S(3)n = (−1)N(Sn(Z,N)−Sn(Z,N +1))/2 (see Fig. 2(c)).

We compare our new experimental data with state-of-the-
art nuclear models (see Fig. 2), namely ab initio valence-
space in-medium similarity renormalization group (VS-
IMSRG) calculations [47–49] using the 1.8/2.0(EM) [50,
51], N3LO+3Nlnl [52], and ∆NNLOGO [53] interactions,
the configuration-interaction shell model (CISM) [54] and
the density functional theory (DFT) approach with the UN-
EDF0 [55] Skyrme energy density functional.

The ab initio VS-IMSRG [48] model allows us to test nu-
clear forces in fully open-shell systems. The calculations
start from several two- (NN) and three-nucleon (3N) inter-
actions based on chiral effective field theory [56, 57]. The
1.8/2.0(EM) and N3LO+3Nlnl interactions are fit to only A≤ 4
data, but generally reproduce well ground-state energies up to
the medium-mass region [52, 58, 59]. In contrast, ∆NNLOGO
includes explicit ∆-isobar degrees of freedom and optimizes
NN and 3N forces simultaneously at the N2LO level to re-
produce few-body data as well as saturation of infinite matter.
Working in an initial harmonic-oscillator basis of 15 major
shells at oscillator frequency h̄ω = 16 MeV, we impose an ad-
ditional cut on 3N matrix elements storage E3max = 24 [60].
We first transform to the Hartree-Fock basis, then use the VS-
IMSRG [47, 48] to construct approximate unitary transforma-
tions to decouple a core and multi-shell valence-space Hamil-
tonian from the full A-body Hamiltonian [61]. We capture ef-
fects of 3N forces between valence nucleons via the ensemble
normal ordering procedure [47], such that a specific valence-
space Hamiltonian is constructed for each nucleus to be stud-
ied. In this work we employ the 80Zr core with a proton g9/2
and neutron sdg valence space in order to cross N = 50 for the
silver isotopes. The final exact diagonalization was performed
using the KSHELL shell-model code [62]. The theoretical un-
certainty in the present calculations mainly arises from differ-
ences in the three chiral interactions, in particular differences
in the partial wave 1S0 of the nucleon-nucleon force which
plays a central role in setting up pairing correlations in nuclei
[63].

The VS-IMSRG predictions of S2n and ∆S2n follow the
trend of the experimental values rather well but there are off-
sets of a few MeV, in particular for the 1.8/2.0(EM) interac-
tion, and also for the N3LO+3Nlnl and ∆NNLOGO interactions
in the regions below N = 50 (see Fig. 2(a) and (b)). The ob-
served offsets are not unusual as discrepancies of a few MeV
in the S2n values have also been observed in other medium-
mass regions [64], potentially arising from the uncertainty
associated with nuclear forces. The calculations using the
∆NNLOGO interaction agree best with the experimental S2n
data and are closest to the experimental ∆S2n at N = 50. All
ab initio calculations overpredict the two-neutron shell gap at
N = 50.

While the ∆NNLOGO interaction works reasonably well for
the two-neutron shell-gap energies (see Fig. 2.(b)), it does
not reproduce the magnitude of odd-even effects so well (see
Fig. 2.(c)). It clearly overestimates the pairing gap at N =
50 and underestimates pairing effects in all other regions.
The N3LO+3Nlnl interaction agrees very well with the ex-
perimental pairing gap at N = 50 but, similar to ∆NNLOGO,
underestimates it in the other regions. The 1.8/2.0(EM) in-
teraction shows an excellent agreement with the experimen-
tal data above N = 50 but for N ≤ 50 it behaves similar
to ∆NNLOGO. In conclusion, the IMSRG(2) approximation
used in this work, where all operators are truncated at the
two-body level, systematically overestimates the strength of
the shell closure feature [65].

The CISM [54] calculations were performed using the
Hamiltonian in combination with jj45pna [66] and VMU [67]
+ LS [68] interactions in the model space of proton f5/2 pg9/2
orbitals and neutron f5/2 pgdsh11/2 orbitals. As shown in
green in Fig. 2(a)-(c), the CISM calculations agrees well with
the experimental data for N = 50−54. The N = 50 shell gap is
well reproduced but for N ≤50, the trends are different from
the experimental data, including our new values and the ex-
trapolated values from AME2020 [39]. While our work and
the ab initio calculations indicate a smooth linear decrease in
the S2n values for N = 47− 50, suggesting the absence of a
sub-shell closure below N = 50, the CISM indicates a change
in nuclear structure at N = 47. To further explore the potential
presence of an augmented deformed shell closure and possi-
bly elevated Wigner energy at N = Z = 47, as exemplified in
[16], the atomic masses of silver isotopes extending beyond
N = 47 are desired.

The DFT calculations were performed in the same man-
ner as in Ref. [32]. Namely, we used the computer code
HFBTHO [69], which solves Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov equa-
tions in an axially symmetric harmonic oscillator basis, and
the UNEDF0 [55] Skyrme EDF. The odd-particle nuclei were
computed with the quasiparticle blocking procedure, by using
the equal filling approximation [70]. To assess the predictive
power of the model, we have computed propagated statistical
errors by utilizing the covariance matrix of the EDF model pa-
rameters [71, 72]. The calculations (brown triangles in Fig. 2)
agree with the experimental S2n values rather well and pro-
duce an excellent agreement with the two-neutron shell-gap
energy at N = 50. However, the DFT model systematically
underestimates the pairing gap (see Fig. 2.(c)), which may
stem from too weak pairing correlations. The magnitude of
the ∆S(3)n staggering is, however, well produced by the DFT
model.

In this work, we also report the first successful identifi-
cation and excitation energy measurement of the β -decaying
isomer in 96Ag. The ground and isomeric states (8+ and 2+, as
experimentally assigned in [73]) were distinguished through
mass differences employing the PI-ICR technique. The 2+

isomeric state to the 8+ ground state ratio was determined
to be 0.366(25), which is consistent with the observation re-
ported in [74]. In the used fusion-evaporation reaction, the
cross-section for generating the 8+ state is considerably larger
than that for the lower-spin 2+ isomeric state, aligning with
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FIG. 3. Partial energy level scheme of 96Ag. The experimen-
tal data (EXP) is compared to calculated excited states using the
1.8/2.0(EM), N3LO+3Nlnl and ∆NNLOGO interactions, as well as
CISM.

the observed rate (Fig. 1(b)) [74–76]. We have performed ab
initio and CISM calculations, and compare their predictions
to the excitation energy from this work in Fig. 3. CISM pre-
dicts the occurrence of 8+ and 2+ states through the coupling
of three proton πg9/2 holes and one νg9/2 neutron hole, with
a probability of 90%. All models predict an 8+ ground state
and a 2+ isomer, consistent with experimental findings. No-
tably, the theoretical assessments presented in [73, 77] indi-
cate inverted spins for these two states. The CISM excitation
energy for the isomer is lower than the experimental value,
whereas the ab initio calculations somewhat overestimate it.
The 1.8/2.0(EM) and ∆NNLOGO calculations agree with the
experiment to approximately 100 keV, while N3LO+3Nlnl pre-
dicts a somewhat higher energy, 304 keV. These minor dis-
crepancies fall well within expected theoretical uncertain-
ties stemming from interaction differences, many-body and
model-space truncations, and the normal-ordering approxima-
tion for 3N forces.

The odd-odd nucleus 96Ag, with three πg9/2 proton holes
and one νg9/2 neutron hole below N = 50, is particularly im-
portant for understanding the evolution along the N = 49 iso-
tones toward the single proton and neutron hole nucleus 98In.
Odd-odd nuclei serve as a complementary and rigorous test-
ing ground for ab initio approaches which are predominantly
focused on even-even and odd-A nuclei, especially in the con-
text of drip-line nuclei. Presently, the application of ab initio

calculations to odd-odd nuclei, especially beyond the ground
state, is very limited, primarily due to the complex proton-
neutron interaction involving unpaired protons and neutrons.
The precise measurement of the isomeric excitation energy
of 96mAg is noteworthy, as it matches the results of ab ini-
tio calculations conducted as benchmark tests on odd-odd nu-
clei near the proton dripline in the vicinity of 100Sn. Sim-
ilarly, level ordering in odd-odd N = 49 94Rh was recently
verified through excitation energy measurements of its long-
lived isomeric state in combination with theoretical calcula-
tions [11], leading to the determination of an 8+ ground state
in 94Rh. Lastly, we note that 96mAg may function as an astro-
physical nuclear isomer, referred to as an "astromer", main-
taining its metastable nature in relevant astrophysical condi-
tions [78, 79]. This marks the first precise measurement of the
excitation energy of the isomer of 96Ag, enabling the ground
state and isomer of 96Ag to be treated as separate species in
astrophysical modeling.

We have reported direct mass measurements of exotic sil-
ver isotopes 95−97Ag close to the proton drip line. The two-
neutron empirical shell gap for N = 50 has been determined
as 5414.7(67) keV, signifying the most elevated shell gap en-
ergy within the experimentally known range from Z = 42 up
to Z = 50. Our new experimental data have enabled the bench-
marking of calculations from ab initio theory, configuration-
interaction shell-model and density functional theory for the
proton-rich silver isotopes. These high-precision measure-
ments provide crucial information for the development of nu-
clear forces to extend these methods to higher accuracy. Our
work highlights the scientific capabilities of the new experi-
mental method employed here for the first time. The coupling
of the PI-ICR Penning-trap mass spectrometer technique with
the hot cavity catcher laser ion source provides remarkably
high sensitivity that enables the direct mass measurements of
exotic isotopes with a production rate of ≈1 count per 10 min-
utes. Future precision mass data for 94Ag at the N = Z line
would provide important constraints to guide the ongoing de-
velopment of ab initio and other theoretical approaches for
nuclear structure and help to understand the increased binding
predicted by the CISM for 94Ag.
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H. Iwasaki, J. Jolie, A. Kaşkaş, I. Kojouharov, R. Krücken,
N. Kurz, E. Merchán, C. Nociforo, J. Nyberg, M. Pfützner,
A. Prochazka, Z. Podolyák, P. H. Regan, P. Reiter, S. Rinta-
Antila, C. Scholl, H. Schaffner, P.-A. Söderström, N. Warr,

H. Weick, H.-J. Wollersheim, P. J. Woods, F. Nowacki, and
K. Sieja, “16+ spin-gap isomer in 96Cd,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 107,
172502 (2011).

[5] P. Davies, H. Grawe, K. Moschner, A. Blazhev, R. Wadsworth,
P. Boutachkov, F. Ameil, A. Yagi, H. Baba, T. Bäck,
M. Dewald, P. Doornenbal, T. Faestermann, A. Gengelbach,
J. Gerl, R. Gernhäeuser, S. Go, M. Górska, E. Gregor,
T. Isobe, D. Jenkins, H. Hotaka, J. Jolie, I. Kojouharov,
N. Kurz, M. Lewitowicz, G. Lorusso, L. Maier, E. Mer-
chan, F. Naqvi, H. Nishibata, D. Nishimura, S. Nishimura,
F. Nowacki, N. Pietralla, H. Schaffner, P.-A. Söderström,
H. Jung, K. Steiger, T. Sumikama, J. Taprogge, P. Thöle,
N. Warr, H. Watanabe, V. Werner, Z. Xu, K. Yoshinaga, and
Y. Zhu, “The role of core excitations in the structure and decay
of the 16+ spin-gap isomer in 96Cd,” Physics Letters B 767,
474 (2017).

[6] C. Mazzocchi, R. Grzywacz, S. N. Liddick, K. P. Rykaczewski,
H. Schatz, J. C. Batchelder, C. R. Bingham, C. J. Gross, J. H.
Hamilton, J. K. Hwang, S. Ilyushkin, A. Korgul, W. Królas,
K. Li, R. D. Page, D. Simpson, and J. A. Winger, “α decay of
109I and its implications for the proton decay of 105Sb and the
astrophysical rapid proton-capture process,” Phys. Rev. Lett.
98, 212501 (2007).

[7] H. Schatz and W.-J. Ong, “Dependence of x-ray burst models
on nuclear masses,” Astrophys. J. 844, 139 (2017).

[8] X. Zhou, M. Wang, Y. H. Zhang, Y. A. Litvinov, Z. Meisel,
K. Blaum, X. H. Zhou, S. Q. Hou, K. A. Li, H. S. Xu, R. J.
Chen, H. Y. Deng, C. Y. Fu, W. W. Ge, J. J. He, W. J. Huang,
H. Y. Jiao, H. F. Li, J. G. Li, T. Liao, S. A. Litvinov, M. L.
Liu, Y. F. Niu, P. Shuai, J. Y. Shi, Y. N. Song, M. Z. Sun,
Q. Wang, Y. M. Xing, X. Xu, F. R. Xu, X. L. Yan, J. C. Yang,
Y. Yu, Q. Yuan, Y. J. Yuan, Q. Zeng, M. Zhang, and S. Zhang,
“Mass measurements show slowdown of rapid proton capture
process at waiting-point nucleus 64Ge,” Nature Physics (2023),
10.1038/s41567-023-02034-2.

[9] J. Erler, N. Birge, M. Kortelainen, W. Nazarewicz, E. Olsen,
A. M. Perhac, and M. Stoitsov, “The limits of the nuclear land-
scape,” Nature 486, 509 (2012).

[10] M. Mougeot, D. Atanasov, J. Karthein, R. N. Wolf, P. As-
cher, K. Blaum, K. Chrysalidis, G. Hagen, J. D. Holt, W. J.
Huang, G. R. Jansen, I. Kulikov, Y. A. Litvinov, D. Lun-

https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ppnp.2012.10.002
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/j.ppnp.2012.10.002
https://doi.org/10.1038/nature11116
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.84.044311
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.172502
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.107.172502
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2017.02.013
https://doi.org/ https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2017.02.013
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.212501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.98.212501
https://doi.org/ 10.3847/1538-4357/aa7de9
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-023-02034-2
https://doi.org/10.1038/s41567-023-02034-2
https://doi.org/ 10.1038/nature11188


7

ney, V. Manea, T. Miyagi, T. Papenbrock, L. Schweikhard,
A. Schwenk, T. Steinsberger, S. R. Stroberg, Z. H. Sun,
A. Welker, F. Wienholtz, S. G. Wilkins, and K. Zuber, “Mass
measurements of 99−101In challenge ab initio nuclear theory of
the nuclide 100Sn,” Nature Physics 17, 1099 (2021).

[11] A. Mollaebrahimi, C. Hornung, T. Dickel, D. Amanbayev,
G. Kripko-Koncz, W. R. Plaß, S. Ayet San Andrés, S. Beck,
A. Blazhev, J. Bergmann, H. Geissel, M. Górska, H. Grawe,
F. Greiner, E. Haettner, N. Kalantar-Nayestanaki, I. Miskun,
F. Nowacki, C. Scheidenberger, S. Bagchi, D. L. Balaban-
ski, Z. Brencic, O. Charviakova, P. Constantin, M. De-
hghan, J. Ebert, L. Gröf, O. Hall, M. N. Harakeh, S. Kaur,
A. Kankainen, R. Knöbel, D. A. Kostyleva, N. Kurkova,
N. Kuzminchuk, I. Mardor, D. Nichita, J.-H. Otto, Z. Patyk,
S. Pietri, S. Purushothaman, M. P. Reiter, A.-K. Rink,
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liković, G. de France, P. Doornenbal, Y. Fang, N. Fukuda,
J. Giovinazzo, N. Goel, M. Górska, S. Ilieva, N. Inabe,
T. Isobe, A. Jungclaus, D. Kameda, Y. K. Kim, I. Kojouharov,
T. Kubo, N. Kurz, Y. K. Kwon, G. Lorusso, K. Moschner,
D. Murai, I. Nishizuka, Z. Patel, M. M. Rajabali, S. Rice,
H. Schaffner, Y. Shimizu, L. Sinclair, P.-A. Söderström,
K. Steiger, T. Sumikama, H. Suzuki, H. Takeda, Z. Wang,
N. Warr, H. Watanabe, J. Wu, and Z. Xu, “Improved value
for the gamow-teller strength of the 100Sn beta decay,” Phys.
Rev. Lett. 122, 222502 (2019).

[21] V. Somà, P. Navrátil, F. Raimondi, C. Barbieri, and T. Duguet,
“Novel chiral hamiltonian and observables in light and
medium-mass nuclei,” Phys. Rev. C 101, 014318 (2020).

[22] J. Park, R. Krücken, A. Blazhev, D. Lubos, R. Gernhäuser,
M. Lewitowicz, S. Nishimura, D. S. Ahn, H. Baba, B. Blank,
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