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Precise mass measurements of the 108,110,112,114,116Rh ground and isomeric states were performed
using the Canadian Penning Trap at Argonne National Laboratory, showing a good agreement with
recent JYFLTRAP measurements. A new possible isomeric state of 114Rh was also observed. These
isotopes are part of the longest odd-odd chain of identical spin-parity assignment, of 1+, spanning
104−118Rh, despite being in a region of deformation. Theoretical calculations were performed to
explain this phenomenon. In addition, multiquasiparticle blocking calculations were conducted to
study the configuration of low-lying states in the odd-odd Rh nuclei and elucidate the observed
anomalous isomeric yield ratio of 114Rh.

PACS numbers: 21.10.Tg, 23.40.-s, 24.80.+y

INTRODUCTION

Nuclear shape is a fundamental property that can pro-
vide information on the underlying structure of the nu-
cleus. While doubly magic nuclei are spherical, the shape
of nucleus with partially filled shells vary widely across
the nuclear chart. The nuclear shape can change not only
rapidly from one nucleus to its neighbor but also between
the ground state and excited states of the same nucleus
where shape coexistence could also happen at similar en-
ergies [1].

Certain excited states, called spin-trap isomers, have
a large spin difference compared to their ground state,
resulting in a suppressed γ transition to the ground state
[2]. These isomers, usually strengthened by the complex-
ity of the particle-hole excited structures, are useful to
understand single-particle excitation energies and spin-
dependent residual interactions between unpaired nucle-
ons, which are essential inputs to study the structure of
odd-odd nuclei with deformation. However, the long life-
time of these isomers makes their gamma spectroscopy
study challenging. On the other hand, such long life-
times are ideal for performing an identification and mass
measurement of these states using the phase-imaging ion-
cyclotron-resonance (PI-ICR) Penning trap mass spec-
trometry technique [2, 3].

The odd-odd Rh isotopes from 104Rh to 118Rh are par-
ticularly interesting not only because they are mid-shell,
in a region of deformation, but also for a few other unique
features. Firstly, the spin and parity assignment of the
ground state of all these isotopes is 1+ [4]. Assuming
that all assignments are correct, this is the longest chain

of odd-odd isotopes with the same spin and parity in the
entirety of the chart of the nuclides. To make it even
more unusual, it is in a region of rapid change in nuclear
shape (from prolate to oblate), which affects single parti-
cle orbitals and usually results in a change in the nuclear
spin. Secondly, all of these isotopes have low-lying ex-
cited states with very similar excitation energies, where
it is slightly lower for 110,112Rh.
In this article, these peculiar aspects of neutron-rich

odd-odd Rh isotopes are investigated using a multi-prong
approach. Firstly, precision mass measurements of the
108,110,112,114,116Rh ground states and first isomeric states
were performed, confirming recent Penning trap measure-
ments [5] while discovering one more isomeric state. Sec-
ondly, detailed deformed Woods-Saxon Hamiltonian [6]
in its universal parametrization calculations (similar to
[7]) of the single particle energy levels of these isotopes
were performed resulting in an explanation of the pecu-
liar spin and parity assignment of their ground states.
Finally, multi-quasiparticle blocking calculations (simi-
lar to [2]) were performed to predict the configuration of
low-lying states in the odd-odd Rh nuclei and investigate
the anomalous yield of 114Rh.

EXPERIMENT

Experiment Setup

The precise mass measurement of neutron-rich Rh iso-
topes was conducted using the Canadian Penning Trap
(CPT) at the Californium Rare Isotope Breeder Upgrade
(CARIBU) facility [8] at Argonne National Laboratory
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(ANL). At CARIBU, a 252Cf fission source located at
one end of a gas catcher provides a wide range of fission
products. The helium filled gas catcher collects these fis-
sion products and guides them out with the DC and RF
fields applied. After the gas catcher, an isobar separa-
tor with a resolving power of ∼10,000 selects the beam
based on A/q to remove non-isobaric contaminants [9].
This continuous beam is then cooled and bunched by a
radio-frequency quadrupole (RFQ) cooler-buncher. Af-
ter that, the bunched beam is sent to a multi-reflection
time-of-flight mass spectrometer (MR-TOF) to gain fur-
ther time-of-flight separation between the ion of interest
and other isobaric isotope and molecules, with a resolv-
ing power of around 100,000 [10]. By controlling the gate
time of a Bradbury-Nielsen gate (BNG), the ions of in-
terest are selected and sent to the CPT tower. The CPT
tower has a linear trap serving as the preparation trap
to cool the ions to minimize energy dispersion before the
CPT. A position-sensitive microchannel plate detector
(PS-MCP) is located after the CPT to record the ions
ejected from the CPT.

Measurement method

In Penning Trap mass spectrometry, the mass of an
ion is determined from a measurement of its cyclotron
frequency

νc =
qB

2πm
(1)

where B is the magnetic field, q and m are the charge
and mass of the ion. This frequency can be measured
using various techniques including the time-of-flight ion-
cyclotron-resonance (TOF-ICR) method [11, 12] and the
PI-ICR techniques. The latter technique yields higher re-
solving power and better precision on short-lived isotopes
produced at low rate by measuring the phase of the ion
clusters to determine the cyclotron frequency. The PI-
ICR technique was used for the presented measurements.

The ion motion perpendicular to the axis of a Pen-
ning trap is a composition of a reduced cyclotron and a
magnetron motion of different frequencies. The sum of
the frequency of these motion equals the cyclotron fre-
quency and can be measured directly using the scheme
presented in [13]. The ions are first excited by a dipole
excitation to a certain radius and rotate with the re-
duced cyclotron frequency for a given amount of time,
called accumulation time tacc. Ions with different mass-
to-charge ratios have different reduced cyclotron frequen-
cies and thus acquire different phases during this time pe-
riod. Then the ions are converted into magnetron motion
by the quadrupole excitation before the ions are ejected.
For a measurement, a reference spot is first recorded with
zero accumulation time and a final spot is measured at

a given non-zero tacc. The total phase difference ϕtot is
determined by the phase difference ϕdiff between the two
spots and the additional number of turns N which the
final spot acquired. Finally, the cyclotron frequency νc
can be calculated from the total phase accumulated ϕtot

during tacc using

νc =
ϕtot

2πtacc
=

ϕdiff + 2πN

2πtacc
. (2)

With longer tacc, better precision can be achieved. By
measuring the cyclotron frequency of two isotopes, the
mass ratio of the two isotopes is obtained. Thus the
mass of interest can be determined by this ratio together
with the mass of the calibration.

Experimental details

To guarantee the accuracy of the measurement and
avoid systematic uncertainties from having overlapping
clusters of different species, prior to any measurement,
great care was taken to identify the isotope of interest
as well as all the neighbouring isotopes or molecular con-
taminants. To accomplish this, the gate time of the BNG
was scanned to inject the various neighbouring isotopes
in the trap. These isotopes were then identified by mea-
suring their cyclotron frequencies and comparing them
to the expected values based on the AME2020 [14] mass
excess. The abundance of each isotope was also checked
against the predicted 252Cf fission yield. Observed con-
taminants not only included fission products but also
molecular ions produced in the gas catcher.

To measure isomeric states, the tacc was increased
slowly to unambiguously observe the separation of these
different states for positive identification. Most of the
measurements were conducted with a tacc ∼ 430-450ms,
except for 114Rh, which was measured up to 700ms to
separate all three states present. Fig. 1 is a typical mea-
surement histogram plot with all the isotopes and iso-
meric states for A = 110 identified.

Additional care was taken during measurements to
minimize potential systematic effects, one of which is the
non-circular beam spot path as seen on the PS-MCP.
This effect is either due to a misalignment of the extrac-
tion drift tube following CPT with the magnetic field or
due to the asymmetry of the magnetic field itself. Hence,
for all the measurements, the reference spot and the fi-
nal spot were within 10 degrees to minimize the effect of
this imperfection and to minimize our dependence on the
accuracy of a precise trap center measurement.

As seen in Table I, for all measurements except 114Rh,
for which we used nearby 112Sn, we used calibrant species
with the same atomic mass numbers, which effectively
quench most systematic uncertainties including the ones
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FIG. 1. A typical count histogram of the PS-MCP detector
plane during the measurement of 110Rh with 450.195 ms ac-
cumulation time.

due to trap misalignment, non-homogeneity of the mag-
netic field and electric potential imperfections.

To probe other potential systematics, we measured the
cyclotron frequency of 133Cs, which has a well-known
mass, right after each Rh measurement. Then, using
the calibrants in Table I, we calculated the mass ex-
cess of 133Cs and compared it to the AME2020 [14].
As Figure 2 indicates, in every case our mass excesses
are within 4keV of the AME2020. Figure 2 also gives
the Birge ratio [15] of each of our 133Cs determination
as compared to the AME. While the Birge ratios us-
ing 108Pd and 110Pd as calibrants where smaller than
one indicating our good agreement with the AME2020,
the Birge ratio when using 112Sn and 116Cd as calibrants
both were slightly above one. This small tension could
point to either an unaccounted-for systematic effect for
these specific measurements or an issue with the atomic
masses of 112Sn and 116Cd. However, the mass excesses
of both isotopes are on fairly solid footing as they come at
97% from a high-precision Q-value measurement for the
double-β of these isotopes using the JYFLTRAP Penning
trap [16, 17].

The tension seen for 112Sn and 116Cd is probably not
due to the so-called mass-dependent shift in frequency
ratio from the large mass difference with 133Cs since no
deviations are seen for 108Pd and 110Pd which are at a
greater mass difference. Since the cause of the tension
is not clear and to be conservative, we followed the pro-
cedure of the Particle Data Group [18] and inflated the
uncertainty on the frequency ratio of the rhodium mea-
surements that used 112Sn and 116Cd as calibrant by the
corresponding Birge ratio.

0.29(34) 0.81(34) 3.13(34) 2.49(34) 4.55(34)

Birge ratio:
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FIG. 2. 133Cs mass excess deviation from the AME value
with the calibrants listed in Table I. The Birge ratios of the
calculated 133Cs mass excess compared to the 133Cs mass ex-
cess from AME2020 are also listed in the plot.

MEASUREMENT RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The masses of the ground state and isomeric state(s) of
108,110,112,114,116Rh were measured using 1+ charge state
beams from CARIBU with the CPT during two sepa-
rate campaigns. The results of these measurements are
presented in Table I and shown by the black markers in
Fig. 3.
The experimental mass value for 108,110,112,114,116Rh

adopted by the AME2020 mainly originates from two
JYFLTRAP measurements [19, 20] and two β decay end-
point measurements of Ru β decay to Rh [21] or Rh
β decay to Pd [22] together with a storage-ring mea-
surement [23]. All experimental values adopted by the
AME2020 are listed in Table II and represented by color-
coded markers in Fig. 3.
AME2020 includes only the ground state and one

isomeric state for 108,110,112,114,116Rh and there are
no experimental mass values of the isomeric states of
110,112,114,116Rh. In this experiment, two states were
found in 108Rh, 110Rh and 116Rh as the AME2020 pre-
dicted. However, only one state of 112Rh was observed,
while three states of 114Rh were present.
JYFLTRAP also conducted mass measurements of

110,112,114,116Rh recently [5] and those results are plotted
for comparison in Fig. 3 by the coral-colored markers.

108Rh

108Rh is the only rhodium isotope we measured that
has experimental values for both the ground state and
the isomeric state in AME2020. Both states are based on
a 2007 JYFLTRAP measurement [19] shown in blue in
Fig. 3. Our ground state mass is 58(14)keV higher than
the AME value while our isomeric state, with an excita-
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TABLE I. Cyclotron frequency ratio and mass excess of the 108,110,112,114,116Rh states measured by the CPT and the excitation
energy calculated based on the measured mass value. The mass excess and excitation energy from the AME2020 [14] are also
listed.

Nuclide Calibration νref
c /νc ME(keV) ME(keV)AME Ex(keV) Ex(keV)AME

108Rhg 108Pd 1.000045277(11) -84973.3(16) -85031(14)
108Rhm 108Pd 1.000045932(12) -84907.5(17) -84917(12) 65.8(23) 115(18)
110Rhg 110Pd 1.0000549497(37) -82705.40(72) -82829(18)
110Rhm 110Pd 1.0000553408(32) -82665.36(70) -82610(150)# 40.0(10) 220(150)#
112Rhm 112Sn 1.000087223(17) -79563.0(20) -79390(60) 340(70)
114Rhg 112Sn 1.017997068(15) -75661.7(17) -75710(70)
114Rhm 112Sn 1.017997960(16) -75568.8(18) -75510(70)# 93.0(25) 200(150)#
114Rhn 112Sn 1.017998163(16) -75547.6(19) 114.2(25)
116Rhg 116Cd 1.00016653(21) -70733(23) -70740(70)
116Rhm 116Cd 1.00016766(17) -70612(19) -70540(170)# 121(30) 200(150)#

108 110 112 114 116
-100

0

100

200

300

400

M
E
-
A
M
E
g
ro
u
n
d
M
E
(k
eV

)

g

m

n

CPT2022

JYFLTRAP2023

JYFLTRAP2007

JYFLTRAP2003

beta Pd private

beta Ru

GSI

108 110 112 114 116
-30

-20

-10

0

10

20

C
P
T
-
JY
F
L
T
R
A
P
(k
eV

)

g

m

n

FIG. 3. Top panel: Mass excess difference between this work and the AME ground state. The red solid and dashed lines
show the AME value and uncertainty range for the ground state. The orange solid and dashed lines show the AME value and
uncertainty range for the isomeric state. All the experiment values adopted by the AME2020 [14] listed in Table II are shown
by different colors. In addition, two JYFLTRAP measurements of 110Rh are also plotted for comparison. Different states are
represented by different symbols. Bottom panel: The mass difference between this work and values from the recent JYFLTRAP
measurement [5] when a comparable state is present in both measurements.

tion of 65.8(23) keV, agrees with the AME2020 isomeric
state mass excess. Our measurement improves the preci-
sion by an order of magnitude. The value discrepancy of
the ground state mass may warrant another independent
measurement.

110Rh

Two states of 110Rh were observed and measured
in this experiment. The measured ground state is
124(18)keV higher than the current AME2020 value. The
experimental values adopted for the AME2020 ground
state are two beta decay endpoint measurements: one
from [21] shown in green and a private communication
[22] shown in red in Fig. 3. Besides the beta-endpoint



5

measurements, there are two Penning trap measurements
by JYFLTRAP [19, 20] which are not adopted by the
AME2020 and both could be a result of a mixture of the
ground state and isomeric state(s) as indicated in the
publication. These are also plotted in Fig. 3 for compar-
ison. The JYFLTRAP2007 measurement [19] shown in
blue lands between our ground state and isomeric state
and leans closer to the latter. The JYFLTRAP2007 value
would be more influenced by the isomeric state if the iso-
meric state was produced in greater abundance than the
ground state, as was observed in this experiment. The
large uncertainty in the JYFLTRAP2003 measurement
[20], shown in yellow, encompasses both our ground state
and isomeric state. Our ground and isomeric values agree
well with the most recent JYFLTRAP measurements [5].

During the measurement, we also observed another
candidate isomeric state with an excitation energy of
377.5(13) keV, which is not expected by the AME2020
or reported in [5]. However, after a complete molecule
search, a stable molecule 82Se12C16O+, which is only
0.018Hz away from this candidate new state in frequency
was found. Although this difference is greater than
the measured uncertainty of the candidate new state
(0.007Hz), it corresponds to just 3 degrees on the PS-
MCP detector, much smaller than the typical spot spread
and below our resolution limit. Therefore, this “new can-
didate state” cannot be confirmed and is likely the stable
82Se 12C 16O+ molecule instead.

112Rh

Only one state of 112Rh was observed in this mea-
surement. This observed state is 167(40)keV higher
than the current AME2020 ground state value but
173(60)keV lower than the theoretical isomeric state
value in AME2020. The current AME value for the 112Rh
ground state is dominated at 66% by the beta endpoint
measurements from a private communication [22] and the
remaining contribution comes from the two JYFLTRAP
measurements [19, 20] shown by blue and yellow in Fig. 3.
The most recent JYFLTRAP measurement [5] reported
both the ground state and the isomeric state but the
ground state was exclusively produced by the in-trap de-
cay of the even-even 112Ru instead of being produced di-
rectly by fission [5]. The single state observed in this work
has a consistent mass excess value with the isomeric state
observed by JYFLTRAP. The non-observation of the
112Rh ground state as produced by fission at JYFLTRAP
is corroborated by our non-observation of that state. Fol-
lowing a further examination, the clustering algorithm
identifies a hint of a possible cluster in the “tail” of the
prevailing isomeric state at a similar ground state mass
then [5]. It should be noted that this observation would
not have been made unambiguously without prior knowl-
edge from the JYFLTRAP measurement. Furthermore,

because the existence of that cluster was found in the
analysis, the standard cyclotron frequency measurement
procedure was not followed for it and as such no accu-
rate frequency ratio corresponding to that state can be
reported.

114Rh

The measured ground state agrees with the current
AME2020 value and the two isomeric states are also
within the range of the theoretical value as reported in
NUBASE2020. The literature value of the 114Rh ground
state in AME2020 come from the two prior JYFLTRAP
measurements [19, 20]. Our ground state mass departs
from JYFLTRAP2003 but is only 10(8) keV higher than
the JYFLTRAP2007. Both our ground state and the iso-
meric state with an excitation energy of 114.2(25) keV
are in agreement with the most recent JYFLTRAP mea-
surement [5]. However, we also observed a possible ad-
ditional isomeric state with a slightly lower excitation
energy of 93.0(25) keV, which was not predicted in the
AME2020 or reported in [5]. This observation will need
to be confirmed by a decay spectroscopy measurement to
unambiguously confirm its isomeric nature.
It is worth noting that unlike all the other Rh iso-

topes in this measurement where the production yield is
predominantly from the isomeric state or the two states
exhibit similar abundances, the production yield of 114Rh
was observed to be clearly dominated by the 1+ ground
state instead of the (7−) isomeric state. This contra-
dicts the expectation that the isomeric state, with its
higher spin state, should be more favorably produced by
fission. This inversion in production yield ratio is also
reported in [5]. The inversion in the order of yield might
be explained by decay loss if the half-life of the ground
state is greater than the isomeric state. However only
one half-life of 1.85(5) s has been observed [24]. In [25],
the half-life of the high spin state has been measured
to be 1.86(6) s, matching the previous value [24]. Fur-
thermore [25] pointed out that the half-life of lower spin
state 1+ could be shorter than 1.86 s. Thus the current
information of the half-life is not enough to explain the
anomalous inversion of the yield. The other possibility is
the inversion of the spin assignment of the ground state
and isomeric state. This is discussed in more detail in
the theory section.

116Rh

Both our ground state and isomeric state agree with
the AME2020 and NUBASE2020. The 116Rh ground
state AME2020 value is derived by the two JYFLTRAP
measurements [19, 20] and a GSI storage-ring experiment
[23]. All three measurements fall between our ground
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TABLE II. Reference of the experimental values adopted by
the AME2020.

Nuclide Method Reference
108Rhg Penning Trap U.Hager, JYFLTRAP2007[19]
108Rhm Penning Trap U.Hager, JYFLTRAP2007[19]
110Rhg β-endpoint (Pd) private communication2000[22]

β-endpoint (Ru) A. Jokinen1991[21]
110Rhm - -
112Rhg β-endpoint (Pd) private communication2000[22]

Penning Trap U.Hanger, JYFLTRAP2007[19]
Penning Trap V. Kolhinen, JYFLTRAP2003[20]

114Rhg Penning Trap U.Hanger, JYFLTRAP2007[19]
Penning Trap V. Kolhinen, JYFLTRAP2003[20]

114Rhm - -
114Rhn - -
116Rhg Penning Trap U.Hanger, JYFLTRAP2007[19]

Penning Trap V. Kolhinen, JYFLTRAP2003[20]
Storage Ring Knöbel, GSI2008[23]

116Rhm - -

state and isomeric state, which suggests that they may
be the result of a mixture of two states as the publications
suggested. Both our ground state and isomeric state
are in close agreement with the most recent JYFLTRAP
measurement in [5] as the bottom panel in Fig. 3 indi-
cates.

Summary

This section reported new Penning trap mass mea-
surements of the ground and isomeric states of
108,110,112,114,116Rh that yielded consistent values with re-
cent JYFLTRAP [5] measurements, improving the con-
fidence on the accuracy of the mass excess of different
states in these isotopes. Both groups had the same dif-
ficulty observing two states of 112Rh directly from the
fission beam. Additionally, both group observed the in-
version in yield of the ground state and isomeric state
of 114Rh. In addition to the successful measurement of
the ground state and one isomeric state as the AME2020
predicts, we also report the possible discovery of an ad-
ditional isomeric state for 114Rh.

THEORY

1+ ground state chain

Besides all presenting one or multiple excited states,
odd-odd nuclei 104−118Rh also happen to be the longest
consecutive chain of odd-odd isotopes with a spin-parity
of 1+ for their ground state [4]. To investigate this pecu-
liar phenomena from a nuclear structure perspective, we
examined the potential energy surfaces of their even-even
partner (Z − 1, N − 1) nuclei 102−116Ru. This allows to

estimate the most typical deformation behavior for sev-
eral one-particle excited states close to the Fermi surface
in the neighboring odd-A nuclei of interest and extend
the estimates to the odd-odd neighbors. The potential
energy surface of 108Ru and 116Ru are plotted in Fig. 4.

Regarding the (β, γ)-plots, when only the quadrupole
deformations {α20, α22} ↔ {β, γ} are used (all other de-
formations set to zero, αλ ̸=2,µ = 0), one can follow the
symmetry of the shapes implying that for γ → γ′ =
γ + ±k × 90◦ for k = 1, 2, 3) the shapes are the same
the only difference being relative orientation of the body
with respect to the references frame. It follows that the
compared energies are equal, and one can limit the defor-
mation space to the “triangle” 0 ≤ γ ≤ 60◦, as often seen
in the literature. We are performing the large scale calcu-
lations employing multidimensional deformation spaces
minimizing over the selected deformations with λ > 2.
Under these circumstances we should take into account
various orientations of the quadrupole deformation and
other multipole shapes and consider 0 ≤ γ ≤ 360◦ as
seen in Fig. 4. As a summary for rapid orientation: the
shapes with γ = ±60◦ are oblate differing in terms of the
orientation of the symmetry axis, similarly, γ = 0,±90◦

are prolate, etc. The actual realizations of the shape and
orientation will be commented below depending on the
context.

The minimum potential location which is marked by
the red cross indicates the most likely nuclear deforma-
tion for each given isotope. The lightest nuclei from
104Ru to 108Ru, Fig. 4 (top panel), are predicted to be
prolate deformed. The map for 108Ru is considered as
representative for the other ones listed. Whereas for
110Ru and 112Ru predictions privilege oblate deforma-
tion. Finally, beginning with 114Ru, the nuclear equilib-
rium deformations are predicted oblate. With such shape
transition, it is then counter-intuitive to observe identical
spin-parity across all isotopes.

To explain the persistence of the 1+ presence despite
the evolution of nuclear shapes, we examined the ground
state spin-parity configurations of 104Rh – 118Rh, to start
with. To form a 1+ configurations, the only possibility
is that the protons and the neutrons carry an identical
angular momenta In = Ip = 1

2 . We applied a similar ap-
proach as in [7, 26–28], i.e., following the Bohr and Mot-
telson maximum alignment approximation according to
which the maximum alignment of nucleonic angular mo-
mentum with the symmetry axis is the privileged driving
force. As an implication, one can derive the so-called ti-
tled Fermi surface algorithm, see the above references for
details and illustrations.

We have calculated the particle-hole configurations for
the isotopes of interest. Fig. 5 shows the so-called sin-
gle particle tilted Fermi surface diagrams illustrating the
proton and neutron energies as functions of the angular
momentum projections on the symmetry axis, for two
types of shapes. We have demonstrated that the ground-
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FIG. 4. Potential energies surfaces of 108Ru, and 116Ru with
the minimum energy indicated by the red cross. 102Ru, 104Ru,
106Ru, 110Ru, and 114Ru exhibit potential energy surface dis-
tribution and deformation akin to 108Ru. Moreover, 114Ru is
similar to 116Ru. Consequently, only representative plots for
each group are displayed.

state energies correspond to Iπ = 1+ configurations, de-
spite the fact that the results illustrated correspond to
very different isotopes. Moreover, similar calculations for
all the intermediate cases bring exactly the same results;
protons keep the same configurations for all the prolate
predicted nuclei with the last particle occupying the 1g7/2
with a mj = +1/2 projection. For the neutrons, the last
particle occupies the same 1g7/2 with a mj = +1/2 pro-
jection orbital in such a way that as the neutron number
increases by ∆N = 2, the new particles occupy pairs
of spin-up spin-down orbitals in consecutive ±mj states.
Based on these particle-hole configurations, the odd-odd
isotopes 104−114Rh are prolate and the shape becomes
oblate when approaching 116,118Rh. The oblate configu-
rations follow the same pattern as the prolate ones, with
the odd proton occupying 1g9/2-level with mj = 1/2 pro-
jection, whereas the neutrons occupying their levels pair-
wise with the odd one at g7/2-level with mj = 1/2. Such
observation is consistent with the results presented in the
potential energy surfaces and would provide, for the first
time, an explanation for steady 1+ despite a rapid shape
transition.

108Rh 108Rh

116Rh 116Rh

FIG. 5. Single particle energy levels as functions of the
nucleonic angular momentum projections on the symmetry
axis – diagrams often referred to as the so-called “umbrella
plots”. Blue (red) circles stand for positive (negative) parity
levels. Full circles stand for occupied state and open circles
mean unoccupied states. Black thin connecting lines between
bullets have no physical meaning, they are meant to connect
same nlj-levels. Unpaired nucleons are indicated by the red
square. According to Bohr and Mottelson maximum align-
ment hypothesis the total spins of the discussed configura-
tions are approximated by the corresponding projections on
the symmetry axis constructed as algebraic sums of contribu-
tions from the particle-hole configurations.

TABLE III. Deformation parameters a) used in the multi-
quasiparticle blocking calculations.

prolate oblate
Nuclide β2 β4 β6 β2 β4 β6
108Rh +0.250 +0.011 -0.001 -0.248 -0.034 +0.002
110Rh +0.260 +0.005 -0.001 -0.248 -0.034 +0.002
112Rh +0.265 +0.005 -0.001 -0.248 -0.044 +0.014
114Rh +0.265 +0.005 -0.001 -0.258 -0.053 +0.018
116Rh +0.260 +0.005 -0.001 -0.258 -0.064 +0.012

a)Values for 108Rh and 110,112,114,116Rh are from Ref. [29].

Multi-quasiparticle blocking calculations

In order to predict the structure of low-lying states in
the odd-odd Rh nuclei, multi-quasiparticle blocking cal-
culations were carried out for both prolate and oblate de-
formations by assuming axial symmetry. The energies of
single-particle states were taken from the Woods-Saxon
potential with the “universal” parameterization [30] and
the adopted deformation parameters β2, β4 and β6 are
summarized in Table III. The pairing correlations were
treated using the Lipkin-Nogami prescription [31] with
fixed strengths of Gπ = 24.0/A MeV (protons) and Gν

= 17.8/A MeV (neutrons) and they included the effect
of blocking. Calculations did not include the effect of
the residual proton-neutron interactions, and therefore,
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it was not possible to predict the excitation energies of
the predicted states. Instead, the so-called Gallagher-
Moszkowski rule [32] was applied to establish the ordering
of the |Ωp−Ωn| and Ωp+Ωn states within a given Ωp⊗Ωn

configuration, where Ω is the projection of the angular
momentum on the symmetry axis. The predicted most-
likely configurations for the ground and isomeric states
in the odd-odd Rh nuclei are given in Table IV. Also in
Table IV predictions based on the known experimental
states in neighboring odd-Z, even-N Rh and even-Z, odd-
N Ru nuclei [4, 33] are given under the empirical column.
The systematic of experimental values [4] show that all
odd-Z, even-N 107−115Rh nuclei have the Iπ=7/2+ ground
state, associated with prolate shape and the π7/2[413]
Nilsson orbital. At the same time, the experimental
ground state of the odd-N, even-Z 107,109,111Ru (N=63-
67) nuclei is assigned to be 5/2+, which correspond to a
ν5/2[413] Nilsson orbital. Thus, the lowest-energy con-
figuration in the odd-odd 108,110,112Rh (N=63-67) nuclei
is expected to be π7/2[413]⊗ν5/2[413] and in accordance
with the Gallagher-Moszkowski rule [32], Iπ=1+ for the
ground states and Iπ=6+ for the isomers. Such assign-
ments are in a relatively good agreement with the predic-
tions from the multi-quasiparticle blocking calculations
for prolate shapes. This is consistent with the calcula-
tion results presented in the previous section. The struc-
ture of the heavier 113,115Ru (N=69,71) is not well estab-
lished and there are evidences for competing prolate and
oblate configurations, also as evidenced by the calcula-
tion from the previous section. Recently, the ν1/2[411]
Nilsson orbital was proposed for the ground state of these
nuclei, while the isomer was associated with the ν7/2[523]
orbital [34, 35]. The expected configurations for the
odd-odd 114,116Rh (N=69,71) nuclei are given in Ta-
ble IV. Once again, following the Gallagher-Moszkowski
rule [32] and assuming a π7/2[413]⊗ν1/2[411] configura-
tion for the ground state, a Iπ=3+ is expected for both
114,116Rh. This value differs from the observed Iπ=1+

[4]. The isomeric state on the other hand appears to be
in a π7/2[413]⊗ν7/2[523] configuration yielding a Iπ=7−.
The isomeric state value of 7− do agree with the exper-
imental value for 114Rh but not with the 6− value for
116Rh. Furthermore, these empirical configurations do
not yield an inversion in the spin-parity of the ground
and isomeric states. However, the multi-quasiparticle
blocking calculations predictions for both the oblate and
prolate shapes yield a higher spin for the ground state of
114,116Rh then their isomeric states. This contradicts the
empirical configuration while agreeing with the observed
yield ratio for 114Rh. Hence, there is a strong impetus for
a direct spin determination using laser spectroscopy on
neutron-rich, odd-odd Rh isotopes, in particular 114Rh.

CONCLUSION

The ground state and isomeric state(s) of
108,110,112,114,116Rh were identified and their masses
were measured with high precision using the Canadian
Penning Trap and the CARIBU facility. The obtained
ground state mass excesses and isomeric state excitation
energies are consistent with recent measurements from
the JYFLTRAP Penning trap. Furthermore, a possible
second isomeric state has also been found for 114Rh.

The measured isotopes also happen to be part of the
longest chain of odd-odd isotopes carrying identical spin-
parity (1+) across the whole nuclear chart amid known
changes in shape. Detailed nuclear structure calcula-
tions were performed to investigate this peculiarity. This
was accomplished using potential energy surface calcu-
lations that showed the observed change of deformation
along this odd-odd isotopic line. Furthermore, particle-
hole configurations were calculated to explain this defor-
mation without altering the spin-parity finally shedding
light on this peculiar phenomena.

In addition, multiquasiparticle blocking calculations
were conducted to explore alternative spin-parity assign-
ments different from the literature value, as a potential
explanation for the anomalous yield of 114Rh. We found
a different empirical ground state of I+ = 3+ that differs
from the experimental evaluation [4] while the empiri-
cal isomeric state yield a consistent value of I+ = 7−.
However multiquasiparticle blocking calculations assum-
ing either prolate or oblate shape results in a spin in-
version with the ground state having a higher spin than
the isomeric state, which is consistent with what we have
observed experimentally.

Hence, there is a strong need for a direct measurement
of the nuclear spin of 114Rh using laser spectroscopy to
shed light on the situation. Such measurement on the
other odd-odd isotopes in the 104−118Rh chain is also
warranted to confirm the I = 1 spin assignment of their
ground states.

Finally, given only one half-life of the two isomeric
states of 114Rh has been reported in literature, a new
half-life measurement would be helpful to clarify the in-
version of the fission yield and spin-parity assignment.
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TABLE IV. Predicted configuration for the ground states and the isomers in the odd-odd 108,110,112,114,116Rh nuclei.

prolate oblate empirical
Nuclide Iπ Configuration Iπ Configuration Iπ Configuration

108Rh 2+ π1/2[301]⊗ν5/2[532] 1+ π3/2[411]⊗ν5/2[413] 1+ π7/2[413]⊗ν5/2[413]
6− π7/2[413]⊗ν5/2[532]

108mRh 1+ π7/2[413]⊗ν5/2[413] 4+ π3/2[411]⊗ν5/2[413] 6+ π7/2[413]⊗ν5/2[413]
1− π7/2[413]⊗ν5/2[532] 6− π7/2[413]⊗ν5/2[532]
6+ π7/2[413]⊗ν5/2[413]

110Rh 1+ π7/2[413]⊗ν5/2[413] 6− π3/2[411]⊗ν9/2[514] 1+ π7/2[413]⊗ν5/2[413]
6− π7/2[413]⊗ν5/2[532]

110mRh 6+ π7/2[413]⊗ν5/2[413] 1+ π3/2[411]⊗ν1/2[411] 6+ π7/2[413]⊗ν5/2[413]
1− π7/2[413]⊗ν5/2[532] 3− π3/2[411]⊗ν9/2[514] 6− π7/2[413]⊗ν5/2[532]

112Rh 3+ π7/2[413]⊗ν1/2[411] 1+ π3/2[411]⊗ν1/2[411] 1+ π7/2[413]⊗ν5/2[413]
3+ π7/2[413]⊗ν1/2[411]

112mRh 6− π7/2[413]⊗ν5/2[532] 6− π3/2[411]⊗ν9/2[514] 6+ π7/2[413]⊗ν5/2[413]

114Rh 6+ π7/2[413]⊗ν5/2[402] 5− π3/2[411]⊗ν7/2[523] 3+ π7/2[413]⊗ν1/2[411]
7− π7/2[413]⊗ν7/2[523]

114mRh 1+ π7/2[413]⊗ν5/2[402] 2− π3/2[411]⊗ν7/2[523] 7− π7/2[413]⊗ν7/2[523]
0−,1− π7/2[413]⊗ν7/2[523]

116Rh 7− π7/2[413]⊗ν7/2[523] 4− π3/2[411]⊗ν5/2[512] 3+ π7/2[413]⊗ν1/2[411]
6+ π7/2[413]⊗ν5/2[402]

116mRh 0−,1− π7/2[413]⊗ν7/2[523] 1− π3/2[411]⊗ν5/2[512] 7− π7/2[413]⊗ν7/2[523]
1+ π7/2[413]⊗ν5/2[402]
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T. Lönnroth, A. Pakkanen, A. Passoja, H. Penttilä,
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nen, S. Grévy, A. Kankainen, M. Stryjczyk, L. A. Ayoubi,
S. Ayet, O. Beliuskina, C. Delafosse, W. Gins, M. Ger-
baux, A. Husson, A. Jokinen, D. A. Nesterenko, I. Po-
hjalainen, M. Reponen, S. Rinta-Antila, A. de Roubin,
and A. P. Weaver, Odd-odd neutron-rich Rhodium iso-
topes studied with the double Penning trap JYFLTRAP,
arXiv (2022).

[38] L. H. Frey, W. Even, D. J. Whalen, C. L. Fryer, A. L.
Hungerford, C. J. Fontes, and J. Colgan, The los alamos

https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nimb.2015.12.037
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nimb.2015.12.037
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nimb.2015.12.037
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0168-1176(95)04146-C
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0168-1176(95)04146-C
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.346185
https://doi.org/10.1063/1.346185
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nimb.2019.04.016
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nimb.2019.04.016
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nimb.2019.04.016
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.nimb.2019.04.016
https://doi.org/10.1088/1674-1137/abddaf
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRev.40.207
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.103.042501
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2011.07.078
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevD.86.010001
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.75.064302
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0375-9474(88)90387-9
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0375-9474(88)90387-9
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevC.67.024303
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.55.949
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.55.949
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135200
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/j.physletb.2020.135200
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.112501
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.127.112501
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.2210.10674
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.2210.10674
https://doi.org/10.48550/ARXIV.2210.10674


11

supernova light-curve project: Computational methods, The Astrophysical Journal Supplement Series 204, 16
(2013).

https://doi.org/10.1088/0067-0049/204/2/16
https://doi.org/10.1088/0067-0049/204/2/16

	Precise Mass Measurement of the 108, 110, 112, 114, 116Rh ground state and isomeric state(s)
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Experiment
	Experiment Setup
	Measurement method
	Experimental details

	Measurement results and discussion
	108Rh
	110Rh
	112Rh
	114Rh
	116Rh
	Summary

	Theory
	1+ ground state chain
	 Multi-quasiparticle blocking calculations

	Conclusion
	Acknowledgments
	References


