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Simultaneous impacts of nuclear shell structure and collectivity on β -decay: evidence from 80Ga49
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The Gamow-Teller strength distribution covering the entire β -decay window, up to 10.312(4) MeV, of
80g+mGa was measured for the first time in photo-fission of UCx induced by 50 MeV electron beam. The

new data show significant enhancement in the high-energy region with a jump-structure. Simultaneously, the γ
de-exciting behavior of β -populated states presents a competition between de-excitation to 2+1 [β2 = 0.155(9)]

and to 2+2 [β2 = 0.0530.008
0.009)] in 80Ge. Based on these facts and combined with a realistic shell model calculation

and systematic analysis of logft ratio between precursor β -decay to 2+2 and to 2+1 of Ga isotopes, we conclude

that these phenomena evidence simultaneous impacts of nuclear shell structure and collectivity on B(GT) and

its distribution and, therefore, the half-life of the precursor. These data prove that the nucleus as a multi-nucleon

correlated quantum system reacts as a whole when β -decay occurs in contrast to simple single-particle excita-

tion. Additionally, the comparison with the theoretical results demonstrate how challenging is the description of

the experimental data obtained, and render this experimental outcome a sound test for the theoretical models.

PACS numbers:

Introduction. β -decay keeps its mystery to some extent nowa-

days, more than one hundred and twenty years since its dis-

covery in the nuclear medium, which is a self-organized

many-body quantum system dominated by the strong inter-

action. This arises from complexity of the weak-interaction

process in nuclei and the response of the nuclei following β -

transition. From classical Fermi current-current interaction

theory, phenomenal effective field theory based on point-like

interaction hypothesis, nuclear β -decay is a process of conver-

sion of a neutron to a proton or vice versa. Consequently, it

generates a one-particle one-hole (1p1h) excitation in daugh-

ter nuclei. Based on this theory, observables in nuclear β -

http://arxiv.org/abs/2405.20490v1


2

decay, mainly half-lives, can be reproduced approximately.

However, recent studies further reveal that the β -decay of

atomic nuclei is not as simple as introduced above. This

discovery was triggered, from the theoretical side, by pre-

cisely reproducing the B(GT) without using a phenomenolog-

ical quenching factor [1–5] either through adding 2p2h corre-

lations in the final-state wave function [6], or adding nuclear

collective vibration in the final-state wave function [7], or in-

cluding the two-body current contributions of the axial current

in the β -decay operator [8, 9]. In all cases, multi-correlated

excitation states must be populated instead of single-particle

states. From the experimental side, the recent observation of

β -populated Pygmy Dipole Resonance (PDR) components in
80Ge [10] supports this conclusion, which directly proved the

existence of collective excitations in nuclear β -decay. Ad-

ditionally, studies of B(GT) distributions using the total ab-

sorption gamma spectroscopy (TAS) technique [11–13] also

indicate the influence of nuclear deformation in β -decay.

In this article, we report on the evidence of simultaneous im-

pacts of nuclear shell structure and collectivity on β -decay

properties via: 1) investigating the evolution of the cumulated

B(GT) jump-structure with the excitation energy from both

ground and isomeric state of 80Ga; 2) comparison with theo-

retical results obtained within the framework of realistic nu-

clear shell model without using a phenomenological quench-

ing factor of the axial coupling constant; 3) analyzing the de-

cay patterns of excited states in the daughter nucleus; 4) try-

ing to search for correlations between quadrupole deforma-

tion of the precursors and selectivity of β -population. In fact,

one expects that, if a given precursor has a large quadrupole

deformation, like 80mGa with spin-parity 3−, it has a higher

probability to decay to a collective state with higher defor-

mation like 2+1 in 80Ge than to a state with almost spherical

shape like 2+2 due to a larger overlap of their wave functions.

Consequently, there is a lower logft value for decay to 2+1 .

80Ga decays to 80Ge, a nucleus that has Z=32 protons and two

neutron holes in the closed shell N=50. This decay has sev-

eral unique characters that allow to investigate their impacts.

Firstly, the neutron-rich nucleus 80Ga has a large Qβ value

with 10.312(4) MeV [14] so that it offers a wide energy win-

dow to observe the excitation spectrum of 80Ge. Secondly, the

structure of 80Ge is considered to be dominated by strong shell

effects [15]. However, quadrupole and octupole deformations

have also been observed [16]. Therefore, it is a good case to

investigate the role of nuclear collectivity in β -decay particu-

larly in the closed-shell region. In addition, 80Ga is known to

have two β -decaying states [17]: the 6− ground state with a

longer half-life of 1.91(3) s and the 3− isomeric state with a

half-life of 1.57(1) s [10], at 22.4 keV excitation energy [18].

This makes that two precursors are β -feeding 80Ge simultane-

ously and producing more abundant spin states, given allowed

and first-forbidden transitions, from 0 to 8 and, therefore, re-

sulting in a rich observed structure.

Experiment. The experiment was performed at the Accelera-

tor Linear and Tandem at Orsay (ALTO) [19]. A radioactive
80g+mGa ion beam was produced at the ALTO-ISOL facility

using photo-fission of UCx induced by a 50 MeV electron

beam with an intensity of ∼7 µA. The purification of the beam

was obtained in two steps including laser ionization and mass-

separation. Since at around A=80 the only surface-ionized

component of a photo-fission generated ion beam is Ga, com-

plete isotope purity was achieved, without any contamination

of 80Rb. This cleanness was tested by the β -gated γ spectrum.

No contaminating γ-rays, like β+/ε-delayed 616.7 keV γ-line

of 80Kr, were found in the spectrum other than γ-rays from
80Ge and its daughter and granddaughter nuclei. The puri-

fied 80Ga beam was directed and implanted on a periodically

moving tape for minimizing the daughter’s activity. The time

settings were 0.5s for background, 5s for ion collection and 5s

for decay measurement. The implantation rate was ∼104 pps.

The emitted radiation was detected in the BEta Decay studies

at Orsay (BEDO) set-up that was mounted with one cylin-

drical plastic detector for β -tagging, surrounded by two high

purity germanium detectors (HPGe) and three PARIS (Pho-

ton Array for studies with Radioactive Ion and Stable beams)

clusters [20, 21]. The high energy resolution of the HPGe

in the 0 - 6 MeV energy range makes very effective the γ-

γ coincidence technique not only to reconstruct the transi-

tion cascades but also to suppress the background drastically.

PARIS has high detection efficiency in the 6 - 10 MeV. Fur-

thermore, PARIS has capabilities of pileup rejection and ve-

toing of Compton-scattered escaping events, covering angles

0◦-56.3◦ when a photon hits the center of the first crystal. Cer-

tainly, one should count the detection efficiency of the outer-

layer NaI as well. Thanks to the larger volume of the outer-

layer NaI crystal of 2"×2"×6" compared to 2"×2"×2" for the

front LaBr3(Ce) crystals of a PARIS detection unit, we have

higher detection efficiency in the outer-layer to perform anti-

coincidence analysis. According to Klein-Nishina formula,

for a γ-ray with energy larger than 2 MeV, the scattering cross

section for an angle larger than 56.3◦ is rather small. Further-

more, the scattered photons to large angles are mainly in the

0-2 MeV energy range. Thus, the higher-energy part of the γ
spectrum is background free. One can directly extract infor-

mation avoiding the use of Monte-Carlo simulations or of any

theoretical assumption for the background-γ strength distribu-

tion. The detectors were energy calibrated up to 9 MeV using

sources including 152Eu, AmBe and 58Ni(nth,γ) with energy

of 8999.267(15) keV. Eventually, the detection set-up covered

the whole Qβ window. Therefore, a detailed spectroscopy of

low- and high-energy states has been achieved.

Data were acquired in a triggerless mode. The decay level

schemes were experimentally separated using the "X" method

[16]. X is the fractional direct β -feeding from 80mGa. Cal-

culated X values of β -populated states could be found in Tab.

5.3 and Tab. 5.4 in Ref. [10] which were used to attribute

each state to one of the two decay schemes. Levels with val-

ues X = 0 are considered as candidates to the decay scheme

of the longer-lived 80gGa and X = 1 to the decay scheme of
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the shorter-lived isomer 80mGa. The taken actions are: (1)

X<0.4, belong to gs decay; (2) X>0.6, belong to isomer de-

cay; (3) 0.4<X<0.6, belong to both, i.e. 50% and 50%. A nar-

row window of cross feeding was chosen due to considering

small probability of cross β -feeding, at least one of 80g+mGa

needs to take first-forbidden transition. This standard was

taken for the purpose of achieving the logft and B(GT) val-

ues with high precisions. After the analysis, only 10 states

with small β -branching ratios were assigned to simultaneous

direct β -feeding from both 80gGa and 80mGa, out of a total of

81 populated states. The second method that assists to iden-

tify the precursors is to compare the gated γ spectra under dif-

ferent conditions on β -activity curves. This profits from the

difference in half-lives between the ground state and isomer.

For example, one can put a gate on 5.5 s - 8 s (period 1), after

beam collection, to obtain a gated spectrum. Next, the same

operation can be taken but gated on 8 s - 10.5 s (period 2) to

get another gated spectrum. Then, one can immediately ob-

serve some survived peaks in period 2 being relatively weaker

than others. This demonstrates that the precursor populating

these β -delayed γ-rays has a shorter half-life than the other

one. This would be 80mGa. The last method is to compare

the relative γ-ray intensities in different fissioning systems as

they produce different isomeric ratios. For example, through

this comparison, one finds that 80mGa ratio is lower in photo-

fission 238U(γ ,n f ,f) than in thermal neutron-induced fission
235U(nth,f). Therefore, if a γ-ray relative intensity is lower

in photo-fission, one can reach the conclusion that the related

state emitting this γ-ray was β -fed by 80mGa.

Results and discussion. Formula 1 was used to extract B(GT)

from observed logft values. Note that for 80Ga the Fermi

terms are zero as the isobaric analogue state is located above

Qβ .

t−1
1/2

=
1

K
f [g2

V

|< f ||
A

∑
i=1

τ−||i > |2

2Ji +1
+g2

A

|< f ||
A

∑
i=1

στ−||i > |2

2Ji +1
]

=
1

K
f [g2

V |M
e f f
F |2 +g2

A|M
e f f
GT |2]

=
1

K
f [g2

V B(F)+g2
AB(GT )]

(1)

Where K/(h̄c)6=2π3h̄ln2/(mec2)5=8120.27648(26)×10−10

[22], f is the Fermi integral function, M
e f f

F/GT
is the effective

nuclear matrix element, gA and gV are the axial-vector and

vector coupling constants in unit of Fermi constant GF ,

gA/gV =-1.2756(13) [23].

Fig. 1(a) and Fig. 1(b) present the cumulative B(GT) up to

Sn (8.08 MeV). The total B(GT) within this energy window

is measured to be 0.150(8) for 80mGa and 0.072(3) for 80gGa.

The uncertainties on B(GT) values originate from the uncer-

tainties on Qβ value, half-lives of precursors, Iβ and excitation

energies of states. For cumulated results, the method of prop-

agation of uncertainty was used. Our cumulative B(GT) for
80mGa agree with those reported in Ref. [24] up to 4.2 MeV.

For the purpose of comparison, previous results were split ac-

cording to the isomer ratio in our data. Black curve should be

slightly higher in Fig. 1(a) while slightly lower in Fig. 1(b) in

the actual situation due to the higher isomer ratio in thermal

neutron-induced fission 235U(nth,f) than in our data. From 4.2

to 6 MeV we observe some discrepancies, while from 6.047

MeV, no GT-transitions were found in Ref. [24]. One can find

that two newly measured states located just below Sn have

much larger B(GT) values than others although the Iβ is not

very large. It is because their Fermi integral phase spaces (f)

are smaller than for low-lying states. As a results, the ΣB(GT)

value of the present work is four times that of Hoff’s. For
80gGa, our result is in good agreement with the experimental

data up to 5.8 MeV obtained by Hoff et al. [24]. From this

energy up to 6.6 MeV, strength from our data increases up

to 0.072(3); no other states with energy higher than 5.8 MeV

were observed in Ref. [24]. These discrepancies are caused

by lack of high-lying states and consequently overweighting

Iβ of low-lying states in Hoff’s work.

Furthermore, from experimental data, one observes clear

jump-structure in ΣB(GT) functions of both precursors. These

jumps can be interpreted as doorways of single-particle GT β -

transitions, based on a single-particle picture [25], which are

dominated by 1) νf5/2 → πf5/2 (first jump); 2) νp3/2 → πp3/2

or/and νp1/2 → πp1/2 (second one); 3) νf7/2 → πf5/2 or/and

νg9/2 → πg9/2 (third one), respectively.

The experimental data are compared to theoretical calcula-

tions performed within a realistic shell-model approach. In

particular, we have considered a 56Ni core with the model

space spanned by 0f5/2, 1p3/2, 1p1/2 and 0g9/2 for both pro-

tons and neutrons. The two-body matrix elements of the ef-

fective Hamiltonian have been derived, within the framework

of many-body perturbation theory, starting from the CD-Bonn

potential [26] renormalized by way of the Vlow−k approach

[27] with the addition of the Coulomb term for the proton-

proton interaction. More precisely, the Q̂-box folded-diagram

approach was employed [28] including one- and two-body

diagrams up to the third order in the interaction in the per-

turbative diagrammatic expansion of the Q̂ box. As regards

the GT operator, it is well known that the diagonalization of

the effective Hamiltonian does not produce the true nuclear

wave functions, but their projections onto the selected model

space. As a consequence, any bare decay operator should be

renormalized by taking into account the neglected degrees of

freedom. For this purpose, we use the Suzuki-Okamoto for-

malism [29]. This allows a derivation of the decay operator

consistent with the effective Hamiltonian. Consequently, the

effective charges are state dependent as can be seen from Tab.

XVII of Ref. [30] where the GT matrix elements of the effec-

tive GT operator are reported together with the corresponding

quenching factors. The effective Hamiltonian and GT opera-

tor so derived have already been used in Ref. [30] to study the

GT and two-neutrino double-β decay matrix element of 76Ge

and 82Se. Finally, we stress that our calculation is fully micro-

scopical. In fact, we do not resort to any empirical quenching
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FIG. 1: (a) and (b): experimentally measured cumulative B(GT) with statistical uncertainties of 80g+mGa versus excitation energy of the final

states in 80Ge. The experimental results obtained in this work are compared to the realistic shell-model calculations performed with the bare

(red dots) and with the effective GT operator (blue squares) in (c) and (d).

factor for the axial coupling constant gA.

The microscopical nature of our calculations, and the large

number of valence nucleons, may have as a consequence

a not-perfect reproduction of the energy levels. There-

fore, in the comparison between theoretical and experimen-

tal ∑B(GT) the energy of the lowest state has been shifted

by 0.4899 MeV and 0.4811 MeV, respectively, for 80gGa and
80mGa to reproduce the energy of the corresponding experi-

mental levels. As can be seen in Fig. 1(c) and Fig 1(d), the

theoretical calculations produce similar jump structures in the

running sums.

The effect of the renormalization is very evident in both cases,

as it was for 76Ge and 82Se GT strength [30]. In fact, up to

the region where the completeness of the experimental data

is guaranteed (0-6.6 MeV), we find the theoretical strength

is quenched by a factor of ∼0.53 for the isomeric state and

by a factor of ∼0.52 for the ground state, respectively, under

renormalization.

This strong renormalization is not surprising. In fact, while

a phenomenological quenching factor of 0.744(15) for gA is

usually needed to reproduce the experimental data in the re-

gion of fp-shell nuclei [5], a higher renormalization is required

in heavier-mass region nuclei as shown in a previous study

[30]. This is because for the spin- and spin-isospin-dependent

operators like Σστ−, a configuration with more than one va-

lence nucleon plays a more important role in nuclei located

in medium- and heavy-mass regions than those in light-mass

region. This conclusion is consistent with observation of 2+1 -

based pygmy dipole resonance that evidences collectivity in

the daughter nucleus 80Ge [10].

However, while for 76Ge and 82Se a good agreement between

theoretical and experimental data was obtained using the ef-

fective operator [30], in the present case, even in region, 0-6.6

MeV where agreement is expected, we overestimate the ex-

perimental ΣB(GT). From experiment, ΣB(GT) are 0.083(3)

and 0.072(3) for isomeric and ground states, respectively,

whereas they are 0.1182 and 0.1466, respectively, from the-

ory. This reveals the challenge in precisely reproducing the

β -strength, especially in the low but important energy region

with fine structure located within the Qβ window. Conse-

quently, further renormalization of the shell-model effective

GT operator is needed, probably via adding two-body [8, 9]

in Σστ− operators.

For β and γ-decay pattern analyses, due to lack of structure

information of the 4+1 state and candidate 4+2 state in 80Ge,

only decay patterns of precursor and β -populated states to

the 2+1 and 2+2 states are analyzed. The 2+1 state has a richer

multi-correlation and larger quadrupole deformation than the

2+2 state, representing higher collective excitation than the 2+2
state [15, 31]. This character was confirmed by analysis of the

neutron and proton components in reproducing of the B(E2;

0+1 → 2+1 ) measurement, An (<2+1 ‖E2‖0+1 >n) = 13.3 e fm2
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and Ap (<2+1 ‖E2‖0+1 >p) = 17.5 e fm2, respectively, while

An=0 e fm2 for the 2+1 state in 82Ge [32]. Consequently, if

a precursor in 80Ga or a high-lying state in 80Ge has a large

collectivity, it will have larger probability of β -decaying/γ-de-

exciting to the 2+1 state than to the 2+2 state.

Figure 2 shows the γ-γ matrix filled by energies of add-back-

all γ-rays from all detectors and single γ-rays from HPGe de-

tectors with coincidence time window of 50 ns. For better

understanding of this, Fig. 3 presents the β -gated γ spectra

measured with add-back-all mode, as shown in Fig. 2, in

which energies were summed up between two HPGe detec-

tors and twenty-seven PARIS phoswiches but on conditions

of observation of 659.2 keV γ-ray from 2+1 state and of 915.1

keV or 1573.6 keV γ-ray from 2+2 state in HPGe, respec-

tively. Therefore, these spectra present the β -populated ex-

citations in 80Ge which de-excite to the above-mentioned two

low-lying states, as illustrated by the simplified scheme in the

inset of Fig. 3. Note that above 5.6 MeV only β -delayed γ-

rays from 80Ge exist in the spectra since the Qβ values of the

daughter nuclei of 80Ga, 80Ge and 80As, are 2679(4) keV and

5545(4) keV, respectively [14]. Furthermore, since the beam

was pure and anti-coincidence technique was applied via the

outer-layer large NaI crystals in PARIS, the spectra are back-

ground free in the high-energy part. Random pile-up events

were also removed thanks to pulse-shape discrimination func-

tion of PARIS. This is clear from the super-clean background

above Qβ region where the statistics are constant and very

low. The red curve in Fig. 3 is the statistical ratio of these two

histograms where the solid line is a constant fitting between

1.8 MeV and Sn. One can observe that the ratio of these two

histograms is approximately constant in a wide energy range.

The value is 6.66(12). This is consistent with the parallel pro-

files of black and blue spectra in a global view except for some

fluctuations like the peak at 4324.2 keV.

states to 21
+ with 659 in HPGe

Sn

Qβ

s�	�
s �� �2
+ with 915/1574 in HPGe
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FIG. 2: γ-γ matrix filled by energies of add-back-all γ-rays from all

detectors (in PARIS, NaI crystal works as veto detector) and single

γ-rays from HPGe detectors. X-axis values of marked lines are 659.2

keV, 915.1 keV and 1573.6 keV, respectively.

In order to obtain an accurate states-ratio between de-exciting

to 2+1 and 2+2 states, populated by 80mGa, cumulative Iβ are an-

alyzed, as shown in Fig. 4. ΣIβ of states above 2 MeV which

de-excite to 2+1 state are 22.6(10)% whereas it is 5.9(3)%

for states to 2+2 state. About common states, as listed in

Tab. I, Iβ ’s were separated according to γ branching ratio,

Rγ−(2+1 /2+2
). The ratio of ΣIβ is 3.83(2). Therefore, the spec-

trum ratio and the ΣIβ ratio both evidence that more states

with γ-connecting to 2+1 state are populated in β -decay of
80mGa. Simultaneously, γ-decay to 2+2 state results in a sig-

nificant percentage/competition as well. Note that, besides in-

fluence of structure, 3.83(2) includes contribution of the factor

due to the energy-gap difference between high-lying states to

low-lying 2+1 and to 2+2 states [33]. For the 7 MeV state, the

factor is 1.5959(4) and 2.179(1) for E1/M1 and E2/M2 transi-

tions, respectively. The realistic shell-model calculation sup-

ports this conclusion, in which the quadrupole moments (Q0
2)

of each state in Fig. 1(c) and Fig. 1(d) obtained with the ef-

fective operators were calculated. 52.1% of 3− β -populated

and 83.6% of 6− β -populated states have Q0
2 values which are

larger than 10 e fm2.

TABLE I: Competitions between de-excitation to 2+1 and to 2+2 states

for 80mGa 3− β -populated states.

Elevels (keV) 4324.2 5072.1 5324.5 5338.1

Br to 2+1 50(1)% 76(4)% 66(7)% 51(4)%

Br to 2+2 9.6(5)% 24(3)% 34(4)% 49(5)%
Rγ−(2+1 /2+2

) 5.2(3) 3.1(4) 1.9(3) 1.1(1)

For further investigating the effect of nuclear collectiv-

ity on β -decay property, we analyze the correlation be-

tween quadrupole deformation of precursors and relative β -

transition strengths to highly quadrupole deformed 2+1 states

in germanium isotopes. Less deformed 2+2 state was selected

as a reference. In Fig. 5, the black curve presents spec-

troscopic quadrupole moments (Qs) of 72g,74g,76g,78g,80m,82gGa

while the red one shows the ratio of logft between 2+2 and 2+1
in 72,74,76,78,80,82Ge, Rlog f t . The data point surrounded with

a blue circle is from this work while others are from National

Nuclear Data Center [34] and Ref. [35]. The increase of Rlog f t

indicates that 2+1 state becomes more favored than 2+2 state,

and vice versa. Therefore, if nuclear collectivity has signifi-

cant impact on the β -decay property, the precursor with larger

Qs should have a larger Rlog f t . Clearly, this positive correla-

tion has been built and is observable, as shown in Fig. 5, from

A=74 to A=82. However, one finds 72Ga is an exception that

has higher Qs but smallest Rlog f t . It means that it is difficult

to populate states with high deformation like 2+1 sate in 72Ge

in β -decay due to effect of sub-shell closure at N=40. Shell

structure and spherically harmonic oscillation dominate the

properties of β -populated low-spin excitations in 72Ge. This

evidences the significant role of nuclear shells in affecting β -

decay property especially for stable nuclei with magic num-

bers in neutron or/and proton. However, the nucleus located

at N=50 closed shell (last data point with Rlog f t being larger

than 1) has a different situation where nuclear collectivity has

more significant impact than N=40, which could be caused

by large isospin asymmetry in the neutron-rich region with
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Summary. We have presented here experimental evidence in
80Ga for simultaneous impacts of nuclear shell structure, i.e.

leading to jump-structure in ΣB(GT), and collectivity, i.e. re-

sulting in positive correlation between deformation of precur-

sor and selectivity to highly deformed 2+1 state, on β -decay

property. For further justifying this conclusion, we have per-

formed a realistic shell-model calculation with the effective

Hamiltonian and GT operator derived consistently within the

framework of the many-body perturbation theory. Though re-

markable, the renormalization is insufficient to reproduce the

experimental strength, probably evidencing the need of two-

body for the GT operator. Nevertheless, these results are help-

ful for further understanding of the quenching mechanisms of

strength of the weak interaction in nuclei and, therefore, may

have implications for computing the theoretical nuclear matrix

elements of neutrinoless double-β decay and for modeling r-

process nucleosynthesis.
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