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The M1 transition strengths between excited 2+ states of the neutron-rich, radioactive nuclide
132Te have been studied through direct lifetime measurements using the Doppler-shift attenua-
tion method in a two-neutron transfer reaction on a 130Te target. An unambiguous identifica-
tion of the lowest-lying mixed-symmetry 2+ state has been achieved on the basis of the large
B(M1; 2+2 → 2+1 )= 0.18(2)µ2

N transition strength, in agreement with shell-model calculations. Re-
sults are compared to the shell model, and the analysis of both, data and calculations, unambiguously
identifies the second-excited 2+ state of 132Te as the one-quadrupole phonon mixed-symmetry state
of this isotope. A lowering of the energy and B(M1; 2+ms → 2+1 ) strength within the N =80 iso-
tones toward the Z =50 shell closure is observed, which goes alongside with the lowering of the E2
collectivity approaching the magic proton shell.

I. INTRODUCTION

Atomic nuclei are prime examples of a strongly corre-
lated, two-component many-body quantum system. This
fundamental character results in the prominent features
of nuclei that are manifested in their shell structure, their
capability of supporting collective phenomena, and their
isospin degree of freedom. The delicate interplay and bal-
ance between these aspects in the formation of the nu-
clear excitation schemes and of nuclear decay reactions
make the quantitative understanding of nuclear structure
still a challenge.

For a quantitative modeling of nuclear structure in
wide regions of the nuclear chart, it is advisable to
benchmark the accuracy of the description of its build-
ing blocks. The strongest channel of low-energy nu-
clear collectivity is given by the quadrupole degree of
freedom as evidenced by the occurrence of a first ex-
cited Jπ = 2+ state for almost all even-even nuclei in
the nuclear chart. An early intuitive, and yet quanti-
tative, formulation of these building blocks of valence-
shell quadrupole collectivity has been provided by the
interacting-boson model with proton bosons and neu-
tron bosons (IBM-2) [1, 2]. Due to the strong proton-
neutron quadrupole-quadrupole interaction, it supports
the formation of isoscalar quadrupole-collective struc-
tures at low excitation energies and of isovector valence-
shell excitations at higher energies. The isoscalar struc-
tures are fully symmetric with respect to the pairwise ex-
change of proton-boson and neutron-boson labels while
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the other contain at least one pair of proton and neu-
tron bosons which is antisymmetric under pairwise ex-
change of their isospin labels. These states are addressed
as having mixed symmetry [3] and form an entire class
of nuclear states with little mixing with isoscalar struc-
tures [4]. In vibrational even-even nuclei, the lowest-lying
mixed-symmetry state is experimentally known [5] to be
the one-quadrupole phonon 2+1,ms state. In a simplified,
two configuration mixing scenario the lowest-energy one-
quadrupole phonon states may be expressed as

|2+1 ⟩ = α |2+π ⟩+ β |2+ν ⟩ , (1)

|2+1,ms⟩ = −β |2+π ⟩+ α |2+ν ⟩ . (2)

Both states are formed by the quadrupole operator
acting on the 0+ ground state, hence, are fundamental
one-phonon quadrupole excitations. Due to the isovec-
tor nature of the 2+1,ms state, it decays with a strong M1

transition to the 2+1 state, with a matrix element in the
order of 1µN. This decay property of the 2+1,ms state is
the key signature for its identification. In addition, the
ground-state transition of the 2+1,ms state is known to be
a weakly-collective E2 transition, which usually amounts
to approximately 1W.u. [5].
The formation of isoscalar and mixed-symmetry

quadrupole excitations in the vicinity of double shell clo-
sures is a particularly intriguing object of nuclear struc-
ture studies because they represent the building blocks
of proton and neutron contributions to the formation of
quadrupole collectivity in the corresponding regions of
the nuclear chart. The isovector character of the 2+1,ms

state is then manifested in its preferential decay by mag-
netic dipole radiation. While in some cases the 2+1,ms state
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has been assigned on the basis of a small multipole mix-
ing ratio for its E2/M1-mixed decay to the 2+1 state [6],
an unambiguous identification of the 2+1,ms state can only
be achieved by the determination of the comparatively
large ⟨2+1 |M1 |2+1,ms⟩ matrix element. Reliable and es-
tablished methods to achieve this absolute measurement
are Coulomb excitation or direct lifetime measurements.
Both require a significant counting statistics that had
been a challenge for the case of neutron-rich radioactive
nuclei that are particularly interesting for benchmark-
ing nuclear structure modeling for astrophysical applica-
tions. Due to the development of experimental methods
over recent years, the study of mixed-symmetry states
in neutron-rich radioactive nuclides has attracted much
interest.

With the introduction of shell stabilization [7], the
N =80 isotonic chain, with two neutron holes with re-
spect to the N =82 shell closure, has become a center of
attention in the field of mixed-symmetry states. Informa-
tion about the 2+1,ms state in these isotones accumulated

rapidly, reaching down to 132Te with only two protons
above the Z =50 proton shell closure. This isotope is of
particular interest because it is close and isobaric to the
doubly-magic 132Sn. With only two valence protons and
two valence-neutron holes, the mixing of the respective
proton and neutron configurations into the wave func-
tions is of utmost importance, as it constitutes the foun-
dation for more complex collective states when turning
to larger valence spaces.

Measurements of the magnetic moment of the 2+1
state of 132Te at the Holifield Radioactive Ion Beam
Facility (HRIBF) at Oak Ridge National Laboratory
(ORNL) have shown a balance of proton and neu-
tron contributions to the wave function of the 2+1
state [8–10]. The same is expected for its mixed-
symmetric counter part, the 2+1,ms state. The isotope
132Te has previously been investigated in a Coulomb-
excitation experiment at HRIBF/ORNL with a 132Te
beam impinging on a 12C target and the absolute
B(M1; 2+2 → 2+1 ) strength has been determined through
the state’s population yields [11]. On this basis, the
2+2 state was assigned the most probable candidate for
the 2+1,ms state and using the literature branching ra-

tio of I(2+2 → 2+1 )/I(2
+
2 → 0+1 )= 100(52) from β-delayed

γ-ray spectroscopy [12], a value of B(M1; 2+2 → 2+1 ) =
5.4(35)µ2

N had been determined. However, this
B(M1) value stands out greatly among all measured
B(M1; 2+1,ms → 2+1 ) strengths throughout the nuclear
chart. Its significant uncertainty is due to the large
relative uncertainty of the branching ratio, and due to
the low statistics in the 2+2 → 2+1 transition in Ref. [11]
which, at the time, represented the limit of experi-
mental accessibility at an early radioactive-beam facil-
ity. Within the same study, however, a lower limit for
the transition strength has been presented, which does
not include the literature values of the branching ra-
tio, but rather a lower limit deduced from the detec-
tion limit of the Coulomb-excitation data itself. This

lower limit of B(M1; 2+2 → 2+1 ) > 0.23µ2
N was found to

be in agreement with shell model calculations resulting
in B(M1; 2+2 → 2+1 ) = 0.2µ2

N. At this point it can be
concluded that the 2+2 is the most probable candidate
for the 2+1,ms state of 132Te, however, an unambiguous
assignment can only be made from a precise determina-
tion of the 2+2 → 2+1 transition strength. For this purpose
a direct lifetime measurement of the 2+2 state of the ra-
dioactive nuclide 132Te has been performed within the
present work.

II. EXPERIMENT

The lower limit of the 2+2 → 2+1 transition strength from
the Coulomb-excitation data implies that the lifetime of
the 2+2 state must be in the order of a few hundred fem-
toseconds. The Doppler-shift attenuation method is suit-
able to determine lifetimes in this range. This method is
based on the energy shift of an emitted γ ray, which de-
pends on the velocity and the angle of observation with
respect to the momentum vector of the recoiling nucleus.
For this purpose, a reaction mechanism which produces
fast-moving 132Te ions in their excited state is needed.
Furthermore, in order to minimize feeding effects, the re-
action mechanism is desired to favor direct population of
the 2+2 state. A two-neutron transfer reaction satisfies
these requirements and was carried out with a runtime
of approximately 300 hours at the 9MV FN Pelletron
tandem accelerator at IFIN-HH in Bucharest-Măgurele,
Romania. An 18O beam at 59MeV kinetic energy im-
pinged on a 130Te target, populating excited states of
132Te via the 130Te(18O,16O)132Te two-neutron transfer
reaction and at the same time inducing Coulomb exci-
tation of the 130Te target nuclei. The beam energy was
chosen to be slightly below the Coulomb barrier of the
projectile-target system to ensure maximum yields in the
two-neutron transfer channel in comparison to fusion-
evaporation events. The beam had an average current
of approximately 9 pnA. The target with a thickness of
2mg/cm2 and an enrichment to 99.4% in 130Te was de-
posited on an 11mg/cm2 thick 181Ta backing.
The Doppler-shift attenuation method makes use of

the detection of deexcitation radiation at large forward
and backward polar angles with respect to the direction
of movement of the ions. The ROSPHERE detector ar-
ray is divided into five rings at polar angles of 37◦, 70◦,
90◦, 110◦, and 143◦ with respect to the beam axis [13].
ROSPHERE was equipped with 25 high-purity germa-
nium (HPGe) detectors, individually surrounded by bis-
muth germanium oxide (BGO) detectors for Compton
suppression. The BGO detectors were not shielded by
heavy-metal collimators in order to facilitate their use
as multiplicity detectors. The trigger condition of the
data acquisition was set to the detection of a γ ray by
one or more HPGe detectors in coincidence with an event
recorded by one or more solar cells of the SORCERER
particle detector [14]. The particle condition is neces-
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sary because even at the chosen beam energy, the num-
ber of fusion-evaporation events exceeded the desired two
neutron-transfer reaction by more than one order of mag-
nitude. The ejectile of the two-neutron transfer reaction
is predominantly scattered in backwards direction, hence,
the SORCERER array equipped with 18 silicon photo
diodes in a 2-ring configuration was placed in that posi-
tion, covering polar angles of 109°< θ < 163° with respect
to the beam axis.

III. ANALYSIS

In the transfer reaction, excited states of 132Te were
populated and, due to the reaction kinematics, the Te
ions were recoiling in forward direction within an angu-
lar spread of less than 5◦. Furthermore, excited states
of the target material 130Te were populated by Coulomb
excitation, as well as excited states of 134Xe via α trans-
fer from 18O. The kinematics of all three reactions were
indistinguishable by the utilized suite of particle detec-
tors and, hence, all are present in the recorded particle-γ
data. The recoiling ions, with an initial average velocity
of about 0.02 c, were continuously slowed down within
the target and backing materials until coming to rest.
This stopping process is simulated using the program
StopSim [15]. The stopping powers of the ions within
the target materials, which are needed for the simulation
of the velocity distribution, have been calculated with the
program SRIM [16, 17]. Depending on the velocity of the
isotopes at the moment of deexcitation, the energy of the
γ radiation will be shifted to higher (lower) energies in
forward (backward) direction with respect to the beam.
This results in a line shape of the observed peak in the
spectrum detected at the corresponding positions. These
line shapes contain larger Doppler-shifted fractions with
increasing average velocity, i.e., shorter lifetimes, of the
ions in their excited states, and with deviation of the an-
gle of observation from 90◦. The line shape can, hence,
be fitted with the lifetime of the excited state as a free
parameter. This method is limited by the time it takes
the isotopes to come to rest, as no shift will occur af-
terwards. The line-shape analysis has been performed
using the computer code APCAD [15]. The data was
sorted into spectra for the individual rings, i.e., groups
of detectors sharing a given polar angle θ. The program
is able to fit multiple peaks and line shapes in all rings,
simultaneously. Within this work, all presented values
have been obtained with the MIGRAD minimizer and
the statistical uncertainties have been provided by the
MINOS algorithm [18]. Systematic uncertainties result
from the calculated electronic and nuclear stopping pow-
ers which have been varied in the simulation process by
5% and 10%, respectively. The energy-dependent resolu-
tion of the HPGe detectors has been considered by fitting
a detector-response function of the form f(E)= a+ b

√
E

to the calibration data.
In the present experiment, the decays from the first
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FIG. 1. Particle-gated, background-subtracted spectrum of
the 143◦ ring with a coincidence condition set on the ground
state transition of the 2+1 state in all detectors as shown in
the inset. The transition of the 4+1 state to the 2+1 state is
present at 697 keV. However, the two transitions are clearly
separated and the Doppler shift of the 2+2 → 2+1 transition to
lower energies in backwards direction is visible as a line shape
on the left of the peak.

three excited 2+ states of 132Te were observed, of which
the 2+2 and 2+3 states showed line shapes due to their
short lifetimes. The longer-lived 2+1 state, which was to
a high degree fed by higher-lying states, was used to de-
fine a particle-γ-γ gating condition, in order to derive
clean spectra for the 2+2,3 → 2+1 transitions. No transi-

tions feeding these 2+ states of interest were observed.
The resulting spectrum for the largest backward angle of
143◦ is shown in Fig. 1. In addition to the 2+2 → 2+1 tran-
sition, the dominant peak in the depicted energy region
is the transition of the 4+1 state to the 2+1 state. The two
transitions are clearly separated, and no Doppler-shifted
components were observed for the 4+1 → 2+1 decay. The
fit resulting from the line-shape analysis of the 2+2 → 2+1
transition is included as a dashed line in Fig. 1. At for-
ward angles the 4+1 → 2+1 transition overlaps with the line
shape of the desired transition of the 2+2 state and has
simultaneously been fitted as a stopped contaminant.

To account for potential unobserved feeding into the
states of interest, a multiplicity filter was implemented.
A condition was set on the detection of exactly two γ
rays in two different HPGe detectors. Taking into ac-
count the total efficiency of the HPGe+BGO array of
about 50%, events with multiplicities> 2, in particular γ
cascades feeding into the 2+ states of interest, are accord-
ingly suppressed. The line-shape analysis was performed
with and without the implementation of the multiplic-
ity filter. The results showed no significant changes in
the determined lifetime. Hence, the 2+2 state was almost
exclusively populated directly through the two-neutron
transfer reaction. Nevertheless, a systematic uncertainty
in the lifetime of the 2+2 state of ∆systτ(2

+
2 )= 0.05 ps was

estimated and added in quadrature to the dominating
statistical uncertainty.
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FIG. 2. Levelscheme of low-lying 2+ states of 132Te in com-
parison with the level energies obtained by shell-model calcu-
lations.

The resulting lifetime of the 2+2 state is given in Table
I along with the lifetime of the 2+3 state which was deter-
mined accordingly. In the analysis process of the 2+3 → 2+1
transition at 813 keV, a distinct contaminant was present
at about 816 keV, which originates from γ-ray transitions
occurring in both, 130Te and 132Te, and was taken into
account in the fitting procedure as described above.

The ground-state transition of the 2+2 state has not
been observed in this experiment. An upper limit for
the branching ratio of the 2+2 → 0+1 transition was deter-
mined from the detection limit within a 3σ interval to
I2+2 →0+1

< 2.4% in agreement with previous findings [12].

The multipole mixing ratio of the 2+2 → 2+1 transi-
tion is yet unkown. However, the Coulomb excitation
yields [11] and the known branching ratio already indi-
cate a predominant M1 character of the 2+2 → 2+1 tran-
sition. Furthermore, considering the vibrational limit of
B(E2; 2+2 → 2+1 )≤ 2 × B(E2; 2+1 → 0+1 ) yields a limit for
the multipole mixing ratio of δ < 0.38 and hence predom-
inant M1 multipolarity for this transition in any reason-
able nuclear structure scheme.

From the obtained lifetimes, the limit on the multipole
mixing ratio, and the literature decay branching ratio,
transition strengths can be determined, which are given
in Table II.

TABLE I. Lifetimes of excited 2+ states obtained within this
work are listed.

Jπ
i Energy E Lifetime τ

2+2 1665 keV 0.92(7) ps
2+3 1788 keV 7.6(27) ps

IV. DISCUSSION

Given the large uncertainties on the literature values
from Refs. [11, 19], the lifetimes for the 2+2,3 states ob-
tained in the present work give the first quantitative de-
termination of the M1 decay strength of the first mixed-
symmetry 2+ state of the radioactive, neutron-rich nu-
clide 132Te and first information on its potential frag-
mentation. With the directly-measured lifetime of the
2+2 state, the largely uncertain, but absolutely small, γ-
decay branching ratio of this state to the ground state
plays nearly no role in the determination of its transi-
tion strength to the 2+1 state. The size of the M1 matrix
element amounts to |⟨2+1 ∥ M1 ∥ 2+2 ⟩| = 0.95(5)µN in
agreement with the value expected for a 2+1,ms state. Also
the systematic uncertainty due to the unknown multipole
mixing ratio of the 2+2 → 2+1 decay, considering physics
constraints, is small. In the following , the resulting
B(M1; 2+2,3 → 2+1 ) strengths is compared to predictions
of state-of-the-art shell-model calculations.

These calculations were performed in a valence space
composed of the 0g7/2, 1d5/2, 1d3/2, 2s1/2, and 0h11/2 or-
bitals for both, protons and neutrons, using the SN100PN
interaction. Proton and neutron effective charges were
set to eπ =1.5 e and eν =0.5 e, and for spin g factors a
quenching factor of 0.7 has been used. These values are
standard choices and were not fit to the present data for
an optimized reproduction of the measured values. The
focus here is laid on the description of the lowest-lying
2+ states of interest. As shown in Figure 2, the calcu-
lation reproduces well the energies of low-lying excited
2+ states of 132Te with the largest deviation below 10%
for the 2+3 state. Furthermore, M1 and E2 transition
strengths have been calculated and are included in Table

TABLE II. Transition strengths in units of µ2
N for M1 and

W.u. for E2 transitions for the three lowest-lying 2+ states
from the present work are listed and compared to literature
data from Coulomb excitation (CoulEx) [11, 19] and shell-
model calculations. The ambiguity of the multipole mixing
ratio of the 2+2 → 2+1 transition leads to the addition of a sys-
tematic uncertainty of 0.01µ2

N to the M1 transition strength.
Branching ratios of the 2+3 state were taken from [20]. Due
to the unknown multipole mixing ratio for the 2+3 → 2+1 tran-
sition, upper limits are given for the respective M1 and E2
transition strengths.

Ji Jf πλ This work CoulEx SM

2+1 0+1 E2 10(1) 5.4
2+2 2+1 M1 0.18(2) >0.23a , 5.4(3.5)b 0.19

E2 <18 <20 0.0028
0+1 E2 <0.04 0.5(1)b 0.13

2+3 2+1 M1 <0.0082 0.02
E2 <4.5 2.5

0+1 E2 0.062(8) 0.27

a from CoulEx only [11]
b from CoulEx including literature branching ratio [11, 12]
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FIG. 3. Calculated amplitudes (left, solid bars) and their
contributions to the E2 matrix elements to the ground state
(right, hatched bars), respectively, are shown for the leading
components of the 2+1 (top), 2+2 (middle), and 2+3 state (bot-
tom). All components to the shell-model wave functions that
contribute at least 1% squared amplitude are shown. Wave
function amplitudes with positive signs are marked blue and
those with negative signs are marked red. The same color
scheme applies to their contributions to the E2 matrix ele-
ments to the ground state.

II, along with the experimental values. The calculated
B(M1; 2+2 → 2+1 ) transition strength agrees within error
with the experimentally obtained value. Also the known
g factor of g(2+1 ) = 0.38(4) [9] of the first excited state
is reasonably well reproduced with g(2+1 )SM = 0.53. For
the ground-state transition of the 2+2 state, the calcula-
tions suggest a small E2 transition strength of 0.13W.u.
The experimental value, calculated from the present life-
time measurement and the literature branching ratio, of
only 0.02(1)W.u. confirms the small E2 strength and,
hence, is in qualitative agreement with the shell model
calculations. From the present data alone, i.e., without
resorting to the highly uncertain literature value for its
decay branching ratio into the ground state, we obtain
an upper limit of 0.04W.u.

The structure of the first three 2+ states is investi-
gated in more detail within the shell-model approach by
analysis of the amplitudes of leading wave function com-
ponents in all three states. Figure 3 shows the leading
neutron and proton configurations, indicated by the con-
figurations of J =2 couplings. The 2+1 and 2+2 states
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FIG. 4. B(E2; 2+i → 0+1 ) transition strengths are shown in
l.h.s. panels (logarithmic), and B(M1; 2+i>1 → 2+1 ) transition

strengths in r.h.s. panels for the three lowest-lying 2+ states,
obtained by Coulomb excitation data [11] and this work,
at the upper panels. Analogously, the transition strengths
obtained by shell-model calculations are shown for the five
lowest-lying 2+ states at the lower panels.

are dominated by configurations in which either the pro-
ton pair or the neutron pair contributes to the spin of
the respective state. These configurations are denoted as
(Jπ, Jν), with values of (0, 2) or (2, 0). For these lead-
ing configurations, i.e., configurations which contribute
to the wave function with > 1% in either state, the ab-
solute values in both, the first and second excited 2+

states are nearly identical. However, all leading (0, 2)
components of the 2+1,2 states’ wave functions have the

same sign, whereas all (2, 0) configurations have opposite
signs. Therefore, considering the overlaps of (0, 2) and
(2, 0) configurations in the 2+1,2 states, only,

⟨2+1 ; (0, 2)|2
+
2 ; (0, 2)⟩ = +0.994 ≈ +1,

⟨2+1 ; (2, 0)|2
+
2 ; (2, 0)⟩ = −0.976 ≈ −1,

confirmation for the isoscalar and isovector characters of
their structures, respectively, which is expected for the
symmetric 2+1 state and the 2+1,ms state from Equations

(1) and (2) in a simple two-configuration mixing scheme
is found. This clearly identifies the 2+1,2 states as the one-

phonon fully-symmetric and mixed-symmetry 2+ states
of interest, respectively. This identification is corrobo-
rated by the corresponding coherent contributions of the
proton and neutron parts to the E2 matrix elements of
the 2+1,2 states to the ground state. While both are in

phase for the 2+1 → 0+1 transition and constructively add
up to an appreciable E2 strength of calculated 5.4W.u.,
they are out of phase for the 2+2 → 0+1 transition and in-
terfere destructively to a negligibly small E2 strength of
a fraction of a W.u. For both 2+1,2 states the proton and
neutron parts of their wave functions are clearly collective
and almost identical, except for a phase. This supports
the notion of the 2+1,ms state as a collective isovector va-
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FIG. 5. The mixing matrix element Vmix between the 2+2
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M1 transition strength from a fully symmetric 2+ state to
the 2+1 state. By decreasing B(M1; 2+fs → 2+1 ), an upper
limit for the mixing matrix element can be obtained. The
B(M1; 2+fs → 2+1 ) is limited by the M1 transition strength
of the small fragment, which in this case corresponds to
B(M1; 2+3 → 2+1 )< 0.0082µ2

N. The mixing scenario can be
seen in the top right corner.

lence shell excitation [1–4].
The measurement of the 2+3 lifetime also allows to in-

vestigate the potential mixing between fully-symmetric
and mixed-symmetric wave function components and the
resulting possible fragmentation of the 2+1,ms state over

multiple 2+ states. Such fragmentation has been ob-
served in the N =80 isotones at higher Z, in particular,
in 138Ce [7], where it had been attributed to the clo-
sure of the proton 0g7/2 orbital and the corresponding

lack of shell stabilization of the 2+1,ms wave function [7].

In the neighboring isotopes, 136Ba [21] and 140Nd [22–
24], the mixed-symmetry configuration was found to be
predominantly concentrated in a single state, similar to
isotopes near the N =50 neutron shell [25–27]. The most
likely fragmentation should occur over states in proximity
of the 2+1,ms main component, most importantly the 2+3
state. The results from Table II show a nearly negligible
M1 strength connecting the 2+3 and 2+1 states, hence, the
mixed-symmetry strength appears to be concentrated in
the second excited 2+ state of 132Te. This experimen-
tal result is corroborated by the shell-model calculations,
which also give a very small value for the M1 compo-
nent of the 2+3 → 2+1 transition, despite of its proximity
in energy within 123 keV, while at the same time its
E2 component agrees with the limits set by the data.
Shell-model wave-function amplitudes of the 2+3 state are
included in Figure 3 and show no similarities to the pat-
terns of the 2+1,2 states. Further 2+ states were included
in the calculations, however, none has a significant M1
transition strength to the 2+1 state, neither, as shown in
Figure 4.

Similarly to Ref. [22] we applied a mixing calcula-
tion between unperturbed fully-symmetric and mixed-
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FIG. 6. B(M1; 2+ms → 2+1 ) (top) and B(E2; 2+ms → 0+1 ) (mid-
dle) transition strengths, respectively their upper limits (tri-
angle), along the N =80 isotonic chain are shown. In the
case of 138Ce, summed transition strengths of the 2+2−6 states
are shown. The Vmix (bottom) reflects the fragmentation of
the M1 strength observed in 138Ce [7]. Data is taken from
[7, 21, 22, 28].

symmteric 2+ configurations to the 2+2 and 2+3 states.
The mixing calculation requires information about the
typical M1 strength between fully-symmetric 2+ states,
which is expected to be close to zero but is experimentally
unknown. Nevertheless, already the B(M1; 2+3 → 2+1 )
strength is lower than the M1 transition strengths of
assumed fully-symmetric 2+fs states to the 2+1 state in
neighboring isotopes [11, 22, 28]. Therefore, we per-
formed a series of two-state mixing calculations in which
the B(M1; 2+fs → 2+1 ) strength was varied with an upper

limit of B(M1; 2+fs → 2+1 )≤B(M1; 2+3 → 2+1 ). The result-
ing mixing matrix element Vmix is given in Figure 5 as
a function of the assumed M1 strengths between fully-
symmetric states. This analysis gives an upper limit for
the mixing matrix element of Vmix ≤ 24.8 keV, however,
we note that this limit applies to the idealized case of
vanishingM1 transitions between fully-symmetric states,
and an even lower value of Vmix is likely for more realis-
tic assumptions. This finding corroborates the notion of
mixed-symmetry states as an entire class of states [3, 4],
the wave functions of which can robustly persist with
little mixing in an environment of other low-energy exci-
tations.
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The present result very well fits into the trend pre-
viously observed for the N =80 isotones [22], shown in
Figure 6. The mixing matrix element is relatively small
between about 10 keV and 20 keV [21, 28], which is a
sign for the purity of the 2+1,ms states. In contrast to

this, it maximizes at Ce [7] where the closure of the
π(g7/2) proton sub-shell at proton number Z =58 leads
to a stronger fragmentation of one-quadrupole phonon
configurations and, thus, to a larger mixing matrix ele-
ment between them. This trend is accompanied by the
systematic behaviors of M1 and E2 transition strengths.
The E2 strengths from the mixed-symmetry 2+ states
drop toward the Z =50 shell closure with a minimum at
132Te. The B(M1; 2+ms → 2+1 ) strengths are rather con-
stant in the open proton shell, summing multiple 2+1,ms

fragments in the case of 138Ce [7], and drop in the system
with only two valence protons and two valence neutrons,
132Te. The one-phonon mixed-symmetry state being con-
centrated in the second-excited 2+ states, and the trend
of diminishing M1 strengths toward a two-proton and
two-neutron system, have previously been observed only
for 92Zr [29, 30], with two protons above Z =38 and two
neutrons above N =50. However, in that case the special
valence space with a low-lying proton p1/2 orbital led to
an asymmetric distribution of proton and neutron wave
function components over the lowest two 2+ states and to
the phenomenon of Configurational Isospin Polarization
[29, 30] of the corresponding wave functions. For 132Te,
no such effect is present, as also evidenced by known 2+1
magnetic moments [8–10].

V. CONCLUSION

The lifetimes of the second- and third-excited 2+ states
of the neutron-rich, radioactive nuclide 132Te was mea-
sured using the Doppler-shift attenuation method fol-
lowing a two-neutron transfer reaction on a 130Te tar-
get. The resulting lifetime of the 2+2 state of 0.92(7) ps
resolves ambiguities from literature, and the deduced
B(M1; 2+2 → 2+1 ) strength clearly identifies this state as
the main fragment of the one-phonon mixed-symmetry
2+ state of 132Te. Shell model calculations agree with
the new data and a wave function analysis shows the
expected signatures for the clear mixed-symmetry char-
acter of the 2+ state. A drop of its E2 excitation strength

and itsM1 strength connecting to the fully-symmetric 2+1
state as compared to its heavier isotones is evident in this
isotope with only two valence protons and neutron holes,
each. Hence, the observed states constitute the build-
ing blocks of proton-neutron collective fully-symmetric
and mixed-symmetry quadrupole-excitations in this min-
imal valence space. From the simultaneous measure-
ment of the 2+3 state little mixing between wave func-
tions with mixed symmetry and those with full proton-
neutron symmetry is found. Given a larger fragmentation
of this isovector valence-shell excitation in the N =84
isotones 142Ce and 144Nd [31, 32] it is important to ob-
tain similar data on the N =84 counterpart of 132Te with
two valence protons and two valence neutrons outside of
132Sn. Lifetimes of excited 2+ states of 136Te will allow
to pin down the underlying basic proton and neutron
configurations and their coupling to the respective sym-
metric and mixed-symmetric eigenstates. Corresponding
information will allow to assess the building blocks of
quadrupole-collectivity for the region of neutron-rich ra-
dioactive nuclides located ”north-east” of 132Sn in the
nuclear chart which is important for the modelling and
understanding of the r-process path of cosmic nucleosyn-
thesis [33].
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A. Stuchbery, B. Krieger, R. Hatarik, P. O’Malley,
S. Pain, L. Segen, C. Baktash, J. Beene, D. Radford,
C. Yu, N. Stone, J. Stone, C. Bingham, M. Danchev,
R. Grzywacz, and C. Mazzocchi, Phys. Lett. B 664, 241
(2008).

[11] M. Danchev, G. Rainovski, N. Pietralla, A. Gargano,
A. Covello, C. Baktash, J. R. Beene, C. R. Bingham,
A. Galindo-Uribarri, K. A. Gladnishki, C. J. Gross, V. Y.
Ponomarev, D. C. Radford, L. L. Riedinger, M. Scheck,
A. E. Stuchbery, J. Wambach, C.-H. Yu, and N. V. Zam-
fir, Phys. Rev. C 84, 061306 (2011).

[12] R. O. Hughes, N. V. Zamfir, D. C. Radford, C. J. Gross,
C. J. Barton, C. Baktash, M. A. Caprio, R. F. Casten,
A. Galindo-Uribarri, P. A. Hausladen, E. A. McCutchan,
J. J. Ressler, D. Shapira, D. W. Stracener, and C.-H. Yu,
Phys. Rev. C 71, 044311 (2005).
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R. Mărginean, C. Mihai, A. Negret, C. Niţă, A. Olăcel,
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