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A new approach to two-level model calculation of isospin mixing in nuclei
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A new method has been proposed for isolated two-level model to calculate isospin mixing prob-
ability in nuclei overcoming common limitations of usual shell model results with isoscalar nuclear
Hamiltonian. The method is based on locating the unperturbed levels of the mixed doublet be-
fore mixing. Experimental and shell model level energies, electromagnetic/Gamow-Teller transition
matrix elements associated with a doublet or two doublet pairs in a nucleus are used to calculate
isospin mixing probability in seven self-conjugate nuclei. The four self-conjugate nuclei (P, S, Cl,
Ar) considered here show large isospin mixing matrix elements and large unperturbed energy-gaps
of the observed isospin-mixed doublet pairs. Large isospin mixing (31.40-48.76 %) is found in the
observed doublet (1+, 1+) at 9828.11 and 9967.19 keV, respectively, in 24Mg. This is probably the
largest isospin mixing ever found in a nucleus. This is much larger than that (20+9.142

−9.904%) has been

found recently in 26Si. The method is general enough to be applicable to other two-level/multi-level
mixing problems and in particular, might be useful for consideration of isospin mixing in the context
of Fermi beta decay also.

Understanding the structure of some quantum systems
in an isolated two-level model is widely popular and
is quite fruitful. Consideration of a quantum two-level
model perhaps goes back to 1916 when Einstein derived
the Planck formula for the distribution of energy den-
sity u(ν,T) in the spectrum of a black-body in a two-
level model and introduced the concept of spontaneous
emission. Many other applications of two-level system,
like Stern-Gerlach system, Rabi model, Lipkin model, to
name a few, are found subsequently. The states of a
quantum system are labeled by a set of quantum num-
bers corresponding to a complete set of commuting oper-
ators, representing observables associated with the sys-
tem. This set of quantum numbers are postulated to
furnish complete information about the system. Each
of these commuting observables represents a symmetry
associated with the system and the corresponding quan-
tum number is used as a label for the states of the system.
For dynamical reasons one ( or more) of these symme-
tries can be broken and the corresponding quantum num-
ber is no longer a good quantum number. Concept of
isospin quantum number was introduced by W. Heisen-
berg [1] to distinguish between proton and neutron, as
the two different charge states of the same particle ’nu-
cleon’(N). From the mirror symmetry and the isobaric
multiplet symmetry in the spectra of nuclei, the charge
symmetry and charge independence, respectively, of the
strong nucleon-nucleon interaction potential V(NN) were
established. Thus introducing nuclear isospin quantum
numbers T and its z-component Tz, representing iden-
tity of the nucleus, corresponding to charge independence
and charge symmetries, respectively, one labels a nuclear
state, for example, by |E, Jπ,T,Tz >, where Jπ is the
total angular momentum and parity of the state and E
is the energy of the state.
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A very popular application of two-level mixing is in the
context of nuclear shell model (SM) [2], [3] configuration
mixing and isospin mixing in nuclear states due to isospin
symmetry breaking by the perturbation (VCD) [4], the
charge-dependent coulomb and nuclear potentials. The
mixing leads to isospin-forbidden/retarded electromag-
netic (EM) transition [4] to occur between levels of two
pairs of isospin mixed doublets in a nucleus and this has
been used to measure the isospin mixing probability (b2).

In this Letter a new approach to the two-level mixing
model has been presented which is capable of calculating
isospin mixing probability in an easy semi-empirical way,
circumventing hurdles of using isoscalar Hamiltonian for
isospin mixing in nuclear shell model. The method uses
experimental level energies, E1 and E2 of the pairs of
mixed doublets, measured reduced transition probabili-
ties, forbidden B(E1) in particular, and the correspond-
ing quantities from SM calculations. In some cases, only
one pair of mixed doublet is of concern in a nucleus. The
new method introduced in this work is based on locating
the unperturbed energy levels, that is, locations of the
observed isospin-mixed doublet before mixing and also
the precise expression for the mixing matrix element. It
is found that the isospin mixing probability, is propor-
tional to the gap between the unperturbed energy levels.

If the isospin symmetry is broken, the observed mixed
doublet states |E1, J

π > and |E2, J
π > of the nu-

cleus are then a linear superposition of the orthonor-
mal unperturbed basis states |H11, J

π, T = T − 1 >
and |H22, J

π, T = T >, having pure T=T-1 and T=T,
respectively. H11, H22 are the unperturbed level en-
ergies corresponding to the experimental energies E1,
E2 of the observed doublet. H11 = < H11, J

π, T =
T − 1|H |H11, J

π, T = T − 1 >, H22 = < H11, J
π, T =

T |H |H11, J
π, T = T >, H is the Hamiltonian of the two-

level system.

We shall henceforth consider only the mixing of pure
T = 0 and T = 1 states. One can thus write for the wave

http://arxiv.org/abs/2307.04656v1


2

functions of the observed doublet in terms of unperturbed
wave functions |H11, J

π, T = 0 > and |H22, J
π, T = 1 >,

abbreviated to |Jπ, T = 0 > and |Jπ, T = 1 >, as

[

|E1, J
π >

|E2, J
π >

]

=

[√
1− b2 −|b|
|b|

√
1− b2

]

×
[

|Jπ , T = 0 >
|Jπ , T = 1 >

]

(1)
Here |b| is the isospin mixing amplitude. We have as-
sumed |E1,J

π >) as the lower eigenvalue and |b| as the
smaller amplitude. Thus |E1, J

π > is predominantly T
=0 and |E2, J

π > is predominantly T = 1. Changing the
basis to express the unperturbed states in the basis set
formed by the observed doublet states, one can write,

[

|Jπ, T = 0 >
|Jπ, T = 1 >

]

=

[√
1− b2 |b|
−|b|

√
1− b2

]

×
[

|E1, J
π >

|E2, J
π >

]

(2)
Shell model (SM) calculation with an isoscalar Hamil-

tonian H(0) can give eigenenergies E
(0)
1 and E

(0)
2 corre-

sponding to the experimental energies E1 and E2 of the
isospin mixed doublet. However, such theoretical results
for the energy eigenvalues may not have the properties,

(i) TrSM = E1
(0) + E2

(0) = E1 + E2 = Trex (3)

Here Tr = Trace.

(ii) ∆′ = (E2 − E1) ≥ ∆ = (E
(0)
2 − E

(0)
1 ) (4)

Many SM model calculations performed in the present
work in the sd and fp shells (see also [5]) show this sit-
uation (Table I & text). In fact, the doublet states for
which isospin mixing is present, their energy eigenvalues
are not in principle obtainable from SM calculation with
isoscalar Hamiltonian because of the charge-dependent
perturbation VCD. Experimental level energies of the
doublet contain also the non-isoscalar contribution from
VCD which is reflected in the trace difference ((Eq(16),
below).

One may try to improve upon E
(0)
1 and E

(0)
2 by diag-

onalising the 2× 2 matrix,

H =

[

E
(0)
1 H12

H12 E
(0)
2

]

(5)

to get shifted eigenvalues, λ± = 1/2[TrSM ±
√

∆2 + (2H12)
2] where, H12 is the mixing matrix ele-

ment. Even if H12 is obtained experimentally, even then,
inequality of (λ+ + λ−) and (Trex) may remain and the

gap between the shifted eigenvalues
√

∆2 + (2H12)2 may
not be equal to ∆′.
Using the unperturbed basis set of Eq(2) one can con-

struct the 2×2 matrix for H, with < E1, J
π|H |E1, J

π >=
E1 and < E2, J

π|H |E2, J
π >= E2,

H =

[

E1 + b2(E2 − E1)
√
b2 − b4(E2 − E1)√

b2 − b4(E2 − E1) E2 − b2(E2 − E1)

]

(6)

The diagonalisation of this matrix obviously gives the
experimental level energies. From the matrix Eq(6), one
can identify H11 = E1 + b2(E2 − E1) and H22 = E2 −
b2(E2−E1) and they are the exact locations of the levels
before mixing. One can see clearly from these expressions
for the unperturbed level energies, thatH11 andH22 were
up and down, respectively, by the amount b2∆′, with
respect to their respective observed energies E1 and E2.
That H11 and H22 are actual unperturbed energies, is

clearly demonstrated by Eq(6), namely, H11 + H22 = E1

+ E2, the trace invariance. Locating the unperturbed
energy levels allows one to get the gap as,

∆̄ = H22 −H11 = (1− 2b2)∆′ (7)

showing that ∆̄ ≤ ∆′ always and the most important
relation between b2 and ∆̄

b2 = (1− ∆̄/∆′)/2 (8)

Also,

b2 = (H11 − E1)/∆
′ = (E2 −H22)/∆

′ (9)

From the expressions of H11 and H22 one can derive a
new expression for the isospin mixing probability (b2),

(b2 − b4) = |(H11H22 − E1E2)|/∆′2 (10)

Eq(6) gives the off-diagonal isospin mixing matrix ele-
ment as,

H12 =
√

(b2 − b4)(E2 − E1) =
√

(b2 − b4)∆′ (11)

One can also get H12 =
√

|H11H22 − E1E2| from
Eq(10).
When the unperturbed levels are degenerate, |b| =

√

|(1− b2)| = 1/
√
2, equal mixing amplitude or prob-

ability for each level. The symmetric energy shift is,

∆ES = (∆′ − ∆̄)/2 (12)

The level repulsion P is given by,

P = (H11 − E1)/(H22 −H11) (13)

P = b2/(1− 2b2) (14)

P becomes maximum at b = ± (1/2) with a value 1/2.

Crucial point is that when b2 is not known experimen-
tally but E1 and E2 are, one can still locate the unper-
turbed levels of a doublet using results of SM calculation
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of energies and EM/Gamow-Teller (GT) transition ma-
trix elements. In order to circumvent the difficulties with
the usual SM results as mentioned in Eq(3)-Eq(4), we de-
fine,

δ̄ = ∆+ n|∆Tr| (15)

where,

∆Tr = Trex − TrSM , (16)

Here n is any number, positive, negative or zero that
brings δ̄ below ∆′ and satisfy certain criteria, depending
on the SM result, to be derived below. It is to be noted
that ∆ obtained from SM eigenvalues (Eq(4)) for the
doublet can be ≥ or ≤ ∆′. To locate the unperturbed
levels, we also define,

Ē1 = (1/2)(Trex − δ̄); Ē2 = (1/2(Trex + δ̄) (17)

Obviously, the energies Ē1, Ē2, satisfy trace-invariance
and (Ē2 - Ē1) = δ̄ can be made always ≤ ∆′ by proper
choice of n in Eq(15). Symmetric shift is also ensured
from the formula Eq(12) with ∆̄ replaced by δ̄. Thus,
δ̄ and (Ē1 , Ē2), though variable at this stage, giving
variable b2, are playing the roles of ∆̄ and (H11 , H22),
respectively. Their actual values can be fixed once b2 is
obtained. Using Eq(10) with a replacement ofH11H22 by
Ē1Ē2, one can show, with H12 given by Eq(11), and Ē1

+ Ē2 = E1 + E2, that the diagonalisation of the matrix,

H =

[

Ē1 H12

H12 Ē2

]

(18)

always gives eigenvalues in the form, E2,E1 =
(1/2)(Trex ± ∆′), for the allowed range of values of n
to be calculated as prescribed below. Thus the problem
of using energy eigenvalues from SM calculation with an
isoscalar Hamiltonian is solved by using semi-empirical
input ∆Tr = Trex - TrSM . Choosing a value of n within
its range, δ̄ can be calculated from Eq(15) and b2 can
be obtained using Eq(8) by replacing ∆̄ by δ̄, that is, by
expressing b2 as,

b2 = (1/2)[(1−∆/∆′)− n|∆Tr|/∆′] (19)

Here, n ≤ 0 if ∆ ≥ ∆′ and n≥0 if ∆ ≤ ∆′. The range,
nc ≤n≤ nL can be obtained from the conditions that
b2 ≥ 0 and b2 ≤ 1/2, for each doublet for a particular
SM calculation.
Isospin mixing probability b2 has been calculated using

the method prescribed above for seven self-conjugate nu-
clei, (30P ,32S,34Cl,36Ar) and (24Mg,54Co,64Ge). For the
first group, two pairs of isospin-mixed doublets, that is,
[Ek(Ji

π1)] and [Ek(Jf
π2)], (k = 1,2) in each nucleus are

to be considered. Experimental level energies (E1, E2)
for all those pairs in each of the first three nuclei are
known. For 36Ar, upper level energy E2(41

+, T = 1) of

the final (lower) pair is not yet known. Equating TrSM

= Trex, level energy is estimated to be at 10460.6 keV.
Specifically, isospin forbidden E1 transitions used here
are, 41

− → 31
+ 2259 keV transition in 30P, 31

− → 21
+

2776 keV transition in 32S, 41
− → 31

+ 3454 keV transi-
tion in 34Cl and 51

− → 41
+ 757 keV transition in 36Ar

(Table I).
The transitions are always from the lower |E1,Ji

π1 >
level of the upper pair to lower |E1, Jf

π2 > level of the

lower pair in each of the four nuclei. bi
2 and bf

2 de-
pend on ni and nf through Eq(19) are to be obtained
by fitting M(E1)theory(RHS of Eq(20)) to the experi-
mental transition matrix element M(E1)expt obtained

from B(E1)expt (e2fm2), M(E1) =
√

(2Ji + 1)B(E1).

We set the limit |M(E1)expt − M(E1)theory|≤ 10−3 or

(|M(E1)expt| − |M(E1)theory|)≤ 10−3.

Since two parameters (bi
2 and bf

2) are involved and
only one measured M(E1)expt to fit, one can calculate

(bi
2 , bf

2) pair for two doublets by varying ni and nf ,
with small increments in their respective ranges, starting
from the minimum values of bi

2 and bf
2 and compar-

ing M(E1)theory with the experimental result each time.
After a few repetitions of the process, one achieves the
desired fit. Then a finer tuning gives the minimum (bi

2,
bf

2) set consistent with minimum H12 for each doublet
and also consistent with certain limiting values given be-
low.
M(E1)theory calculated from SM uses the expression

(RHS (of Eq(20)), for the first group,

M(E1)expt = −
√

(1− bf
2)|bi|m2 −

√

(1− bi
2|bf |m1

(20)
where, the reduced transition matrix elements m2 =<
Jf

πf , T = 0|E1|Jiπi , T = 1 > and m1 =< Jf
πf , T =

1|E1|Jiπi , T = 0 >. m1 and m2 are obtained from
SM calculations for the sd-fp shell nuclei with effective
charges ep = 1.5e and en = 0.5e. Two different sets (SMI
and SMII) of SM calculations with different truncations
are performed to check the dependence of the calculated
b2 on the truncations. (E1

SM , E2
SM ), (m1, m2) and

limits of ni, nf and their values are different in the two

sets. However, bi
2, bf

2 values obtained from SMI results
(given ahead) are qualitatively similar to the ones ob-
tained from SMII, only a slight quantitative difference is
found (within limits of SMII results).
SMI calculations are performed with OXBASH code

[6] using sdpfmw Hamiltonian [6] and SMII calculations
are done with the NuShellX code [7] using sdpfmwpn
interaction [7]. In both SMI and SMII calculations,
for positive parity states, full sd valence space have
been used. For negative parity states, 1p-1h excitations

[(2s1d)
A−16−n

(2p1f)
n
], with n = 1 partitions [8] are

taken in SMII and almost same partitions are taken in
SMI except for some particle restriction in 1d5/2 for 30P

and 32S. Experimental data have been taken for E (T
=0) from [9], and E(T=1) from [9] [10]. Experimental
(E1) transition strengths B(E1)expt are obtained from
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the level lifetimes, branching ratios and multipole mixing
ratios [9, 11].
The first observation was that, sets of (bi

2, bf
2) obtained

using Eq(15) and Eq(8) or Eq(19) with the sets of (ni,
nf ) values, namely, P(1.5, 1.0), S(7.915, 1.928), Cl(0.0,
2.0) and Ar(0.30, 0.0) and SM results for m1,m2 (Table
I) predicted M(E1) (central) values for the four self-
conjugate nuclei, as -1.357, -1.629, -1.567 and +0.381,
respectively, surprisingly close to the experimental
values (Table I). Finer tuning, following the method
discussed above, led to the results presented in Table I.

It is revealing to compare the bi
2, bf

2 of Table I with

the two limits, namely, bi
2 with bf

2 = 0 and bf
2 with

bi
2 = 0 and bi = bf in Eq(20). Two terms of Eq(20) are

competing, depending on the magnitudes and signs of
m1, m2, particularly, when m1 and m2 have opposite
signs. This may give rise to wide ranges for both b2

s from very small to very large values. This situation
can be eliminated using these limiting values of bi, bf .

For the nuclei (P, S, Cl, Ar) bi
2 (%) = 2.925+1.686

−1.663

(minimum), 164.728+12.351
−11.904 ( maximum, all limiting

values exceed 50%, showing importance of contributions
from both terms), 0.394+0.115

−0.114 (maximum), 2.632+0.198
−0.205

(maximum) for bf
2 = 0 and bf

2 (%) = 36.105+20.805
−20.523 (

maximum, upper limit > 50%), 2.253+0.169
−0.163 (minimum),

3.769+1.061
−1.092 (maximum), 6.891+0.519

−0.536 (maximum) for

bi
2 = 0, respectively. Similarly, the limit bi = bf = b

gives, b2 (%) = 6.087+3.926
−3.556, 2.978

+0.231
−0.221, 0.225

+0.064
−0.098, and

1.016+0.077
−0.080, respectively, for (P, S, Cl, Ar).

The (bi
2, bf

2) in (%)(central values only) and (m1,
m2) ×102from SMI are (4.128, 1.007)(0.99, -7.26), (1.0,
2.095)(10.29, 1.5), (0.410, 0.132) (0.807, -2.943), (0.398,
2.479)(1.47, 2.36), respectively, for (P, S, Cl and Ar)
nuclei. With the m1, m2 values limiting values of (bi

2,
bf

2) can be calculated for SMI.
This shows that a reasonble SM calculation, with an
isoscalar Hamiltonian, can predict semi-empirically the
isospin mixing probability quite well if the prescribed
method is followed.

Using Eq(20) and guided by the magnitude and
sign of m1, m2, the sign of M(E1)expt can be se-

lected (while fitting). One has to use the limiting
values of (bi

2, bf
2) given above. The signs obtained for

SMII results are (-, -, -, +) for (P, S, Cl, Ar), respectively.

In Table II, the unperturbed energies H11, H22, the
gap ∆̄ and H12 for each doublet in the self-conjugate
nuclei P, S, Cl and Ar are shown. One can see that the
unperturbed gaps and mixing matrix elements are quite
large. This is because of large values of ∆′ for each
doublet. One can see from the table that except for 30P,
isospin mixing matrix elements are larger for the lower
doublets.

For the second group of nuclei only one pair of mixed
doublet is to be considered. Obviously an unique value
of b2 for this group can be obtained if experimental
B(GT)/ forbidden B(E1) is known. In 54Co [5], retarded
M1 transition 42

+(predominantly, T = 0) → 3+(T=0)
occurs from the doublet 4+1,2. We have considered three
SM results for the energies of the mixed doublet, calcu-
lated in the fp valence space with different interactions
and particle truncations. (E2

SM , E1
SM ) in keV are

(2814, 2483) [5], (2934, 2683) (with fpd6pn interaction,
[6]), and (2839, 2562)(with fpd6npn interaction, [6])
(present work). Experimental energies of the doublet
are (2851.30, 2651.98) keV [9]. The measured [5] bi

2

value = 0.0023+0.0029
−0.0010 can be reproduced exactly by the

ni values (Eq(19)) within the limits nc ≤ ni ≤ nL for
each SM results. Using Eq(6), Eq(7) and Eq(11), one
can obtain H11 = 2652.44+0.58

−0.20, H22 = 2850.84−0.58
+0.20, ∆̄

= 198.40−1.16
+0.40 and H12 = 9.55+4.79

−2.37, all in keV.

Similarly, in 64Ge [12],[9], the 51
− → 41

+ forbidden E1
transition has been considered. Experimental and SM
(with June45 interaction in NuShellX) energies of the
doublet are (2669.6, 2052.6) [9] and (2343, 2115) keV,
respectively. Measured bf

2 values 0.012 (Ref.9 of [12])
and 0.025 [12] can be reproduced with nf = 1.42 and
1.36, respectively, which are within the range (-0.8630,
1.4724) for the SM result and are noted to be closer to
the upper limit. However these measured values are not
adopted [9] yet. Thus a probable predicted value may be
around 0.0026 for nf = 1.46.

The experimental GT matrix element for the tran-
sition from 24Alm(1+, T = 1) level at 369 keV to
the 9828.11 keV,(1+, predominantly, T = 0) level of
24Mg was found [13] to be much larger than the theory
predicts. The authors of Ref. [13] conjectured that this
was very likely due to the isospin mixing with the closely
lying 9967.19 keV, (1+, predominantly, T=1) state which
has a much larger GT matrix element. They [13] have
provided , m2 = < 1+, T = 1|O(GT )|1+, T = 1, Al >
= 1.358 (effective) and = 1.732 (free) and m1 =
< 1+, T = 0|O(GT )|1+, T = 1, Al > = 0.165 (effective)
and = 0.215 (free) and M(GT )expt = 0.726 (0.103).

We have calculated bf
2, using expression of the form

M(GT )expt =
√

(1− bf
2) m1 - |bf | m2, for this doublet

and found very large mixing. SM model calculation
in the full sd valence space with w-interaction with
OXBASH gives ∆ = 3 i.e. almost degenerate doublet.
∆′ = 139.08. So using b2 = 0.5(1 − ∆/∆′) we get bf

2

= 0.489215, very close to limiting value, ( bf
2 =1/2 ).

The measured and SM results for the energies of the
doublet are (9828.11, 9967.19) [9] and (9987, 9990) keV,
respectively. The nf range is (-0.0165, 0.7489). The

nf values 0.1432−0.1392
+0.1265 (eff) and 0.3272−0.0929

+0.0846 (free)

give bf
2 by fitting to the M(GT )expt as 0.3957+0.0909

−0.0827

(eff) and 0.2755+0.0607
−0.0552 (free), respectively. This amount

of mixing is much larger than that (20+9.142
−9.904%) found
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TABLE I: Tabulation of predicted values of (bi
2, bf

2) for pairs of doublets in self-conjugate isotopes of P, S, Cl and Ar. Relevant
references for experimental energies and M(E1) values are discussed in the text. Theoretical energies and (m1, m2) values are
from SMII calculations.

Nucleus Jπi -J
π
i / E1, E2 ESM

1 , ESM
2 (nc ≤ n ≤ nL) (m2, m1) b2

i / b2
f Expt. M(E1)

Transition Jπf -J
π
f Expt. (keV) ×10−2 (%) ×10−2

mixing (keV)
30P 4−1 - 4−1 (4231.97, 7057) (4427, 6610) (-8.66373, 2.54804) (8.01, -2.28) 4.723+2.150

−2.243 ±1.37+0.35
−0.47

4−1 - 3+1 3+1 - 3
+

1 (1973.27, 5508.55) (2062, 5657) (0.25179, 15.15726) 2.462+0.110
−0.092

32S 3−1 - 3−1 (5006.2, 10221.2) (5840, 9560) (-21.55272, 8.66165) (-1.27, 10.86) 1.237+0.210
−0.213 ±1.63+0.06

−0.06

3−1 - 2+1 2+1 - 2
+

1 (2230.57, 7115.30) (2148, 7052) (0.13210, 33.61898 2.688+0.226
−0.221

34Cl 4−1 - 4−1 (3600.27, 6207.1) (3374, 5969) (-5.58822, 0.02547) (2.533, 0.819) 0.237+0.0530
−0.0545 ±0.159+0.021

−0.025

4−1 - 3+1 3+1 - 3
+

1 (146.36, 4717.4) (133, 4774) (1.61795, 107.33117) 0.192+0.094
−0.092

36Ar 5−1 - 5−1 (5171.13, 9014.9) (4995, 8638) (-6.58735, 0.36304) (-2.33, -1.44) 0.440+0.067
−0.059 ±0.378+0.014

−0.015

5−1 - 4+1 4+1 - 4
+

1 (4414.40, 10460.6a) (4564, 10311) 2.460+0.065
−0.098

asee text

recently in a doublet in 26Si [14]. However, H12 =
68.01+1.50

−3.52 (eff) only [15] since ∆′ is small. With the

obtained bf
2 values, predictions for unknown M(GT) for

the 24Alm(1+, T = 1) to 24Mg(1+, predominantly, T=1)

transition, using M(GT )expt =
√

(1− bf
2) m2 + |bf |

m1, are 1.1595−0.0714
+0.0584(eff) and 1.5871−0.0513

+0.0432 (free). ∆̄ =

3.73 for the upper limit of bf
2 (eff) using Eq(7), which is

very close to ∆ = 3. Thus SM predicts bf
2 very close to

that obtained by fitting to the upper limit ofM(GT )expt.

In conclusion, it can be pointed out that a new

method for two-level model has been developed to
calculate isospin mixing in nuclei using isoscalar Hamil-
tonian and minimum experimental inputs. The method
is general enough to be applicable to other two-level
mixing problems.
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TABLE II: Unperturbed energies H11, H22, unperturbed gaps ∆̄ and isospin mixing matrix elements H12 for initial (i) and
final (f) set of doublets tabulated in keV are calculated with bi

2 and bf
2 from Table I.

Nucleus Jπi -J
π
i / Hi

11/ Hi
22/ ∆̄i/ Hi

12/

Transition Jπf -J
π
f H

f
11 H

f
22 ∆̄f Hf

12

30P 4−1 - 4−1 4365.40+60.74
−63.37 6923.57−60.74

+63.37 2558.18−121.48
+126.73 599.27+115.44

−159.94

4−1 - 3
+

1 3+1 - 3
+

1 2060.31+3.89
−3.25 5421.51−3.89

+3.25 3361.20−7.78
+6.50 547.84+11.79

+10.08

32S 3−1 - 3−1 5070.71+10.95
−11.11 10156.69−10.95

+11.11 5085.98−21.90
22.22 576.42+46.35

−51.40

3−1 - 2
+

1 2+1 - 2
+

1 2361.87+11.04
−10.79 6984.00−11.04

+10.79 4622.13−22.08
+21.59 790.02+31.59

−32.31

34Cl 4−1 - 4−1 3606.45+1.38
−1.42 6200.92−1.38

+1.42 2594.47−2.76
+2.84 126.76+13.42

−15.49

4−1 - 3
+

1 3+1 - 3
+

1 155.14+4.30
−4.20 4708.62−4.30

+4.20 4553.49−8.59
+8.41 200.10+44.00

−55.6210

36Ar 5−1 - 5−1 5188.04+2.57
−2.27 8997.99−2.57

+2.27 3809.94−5.15
+4.54 254.40+18.59

−17.60

5−1 - 4
+

1 4+1 - 4
+

1 4563.14+3.93
−5.92 10311.86−3.93

+5.92 5748.73−7.86
+11.85 936.57+11.98

−18.38
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