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We describe how the annihilation of antiprotons can be utilized to generate highly charged synthetic
qubits in an ion-trap setup. We identify the qubit transitions in the hyperfine splitting of Hydrogen-
like atoms composed of an isomer and a single electron in the ground state. We identify promising
candidates in the isomers of Y, Nb, Rh, In, and Sb, for which the hyperfine transition lies in the
infrared and whose excited state level lifetime is in the hundreds of milliseconds, which is suitable
for metrology applications.

I. INTRODUCTION

The study of baryonic antimatter at low energy has
substantially progressed over the past decades thanks to
the deceleration of antiprotons (p̄) in charged particle
traps [1]. Studies on low-energy antimatter in ion traps
aim at testing the boundaries of the Standard Model
(SM) of particle physics, explain the asymmetry between
matter and antimatter [2], and measure how antimatter
motion is affected by earth’s gravitational pull [3]. One
of the major obstacles that hinders this field from ex-
panding further is the lack of an area of application in
which antimatter can find future use beyond fundamental
studies. This perspective may change with the advent of
new experiments that aim to use antiprotons for nuclear
research [4–6] and with the development of transport de-
vices that can carry tens of millions of antiprotons outside
the synthesis facilities [7, 8].

In this article, we propose to utilize antiproton annihila-
tion to produce synthetic qubits that may find application
in quantum technology. These qubits are based on the
hyperfine (HF) transition of hydrogen-like (H-like) highly
charged ions (HCIs), which are known to be an interesting
case for precision spectroscopy for fundamental tests of
QED [9–11], study of nuclear structure [12], and metrology
because they are less sensitive to external electromagnetic
fields than conventional singly-ionized atoms [13]. The
synthesis of HCI via p̄ annihilation differs from state-of-
the-art techniques. To date, HCIs have been produced
either by accelerating electrons onto atoms in Electron
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Beam Ion Traps (EBITs) [14] or by accelerating ions in
particle accelerators onto targets [15]. The main differ-
ence is that a single antiproton can react with an atom
and produce HCI via reaction that involves controlling
the ions at eV activation energies or lower, which is an
energy closer to a chemical reaction and it is several orders
of magnitude lower than what is required in EBITs and
particle accelerators. During the reaction, antiprotons
most likely annihilate with one of the surface nucleons,
releasing approximately 500 MeV [16]. The reaction strips
away the external electrons in a Auger cascade and pro-
duces highly charged nuclei that typically have one to a
few nucleons less compared to the reagent [17–19]. The
annihilation can be engineered in an ion trap either by
mixing p̄ with positive ions, as is done for the formation
of anti-hydrogen [20] or by charge exchange starting from
negative ions as precursors [7, 17, 21]. Therefore, it is
worth exploring whether annihilation can be controlled for
the synthesis of HCI for fundamental studies [11] and tech-
nological interest. In this article, we identify a few nuclei
for a first experimental exploration starting from criteria
of technological relevance where the use of antiprotons
can be preferred to other existing techniques.

II. QUBITS FROM ANNIHILATION

We search for possible candidates considering the fol-
lowing restrictions. We select elements heavier than Kr
because the resulting products are sufficiently heavy and
highly charged to remain confined in an ion trap in most
of the annihilation events [17]. We restrict elements to be
lighter than Xe because it has been shown experimentally
that Kr is fully stripped by annihilation and Xe is only par-
tially stripped with one or two electrons remaining [18, 19].
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Annihilation of elements heavier than Kr results in HCI
products that can have a transition wavelength of the HF
splitting in the infrared (IR) part of the optical spectrum
that can, therefore, be addressed with laser radiation
fields. We also consider nuclear products whose lifetime
is longer than 60 min, which is a practical observation
time for metrology experiments that allow performing
several measurement cycles, which are typically in the
order of 1 s [22]. The limit of 60 min may seem small
for applications. However, antiprotons can be preserved
indefinitely in an ion trap [23] and thus annihilated on de-
mand when new HCI are needed. Finally, the annihilation
process not only strips the electrons, but also potentially
excites the nucleus at energies that are typically inacces-
sible in compact EBITs [24], which can achieve stripping
with electron beams at tens of keV kinetic energy. This
peculiar property of the annihilation allows us to select
isomeric nuclear products, which, in general, tend to have
a stronger magnetic dipole moment than ground-state
nuclei, and often have larger HF splitting.

Table I presents a list of candidates that meet the
aforementioned criteria. In the table, we calculate the
wavelengths of the H-like hyperfine transition using the
model described in Ref. [25]. The calculations are con-
ducted using the nuclear data provided in Ref. [26]. A
detailed description of the calculations can be found in
Appendix A.

For most of the candidates in Tab. I production via beta-
decay is unfeasible. The nuclei 87m1Y, 93m1Mo, 101m1Rh,
110m1In, 119m1Te, 118m1Sb are daughter by beta-decay of
nuclei whose lifetimes are in the order of an hour and
for 92m1Nb, 102m1Rh, 106m1Ag, 108m1Ag, 114m1In, and
120m1Sb there is no beta-decay path to these isotopes.
Only 90m1Y can be produced from 90Sr, which has a half-
life of 28.9 years. Therefore, annihilation is favorable for
producing the listed nuclei in a trap on demand.

We acknowledge that the selection of a minimum of
60 min lifetime and the requirement of the nuclear product
to be an isomer make a compelling case to explore the
annihilation technique for HCI synthesis. However, this
criterion might exclude other viable candidates and we
present an extension of Tab. V in Appendix B, including
nuclear products with masses beyond the aforementioned
range of interest.

We continue to narrow our selection of candidates for a
first experimental investigation by identifying the nuclei
that can be produced at least in 5% of the annihilations.
The simulation of the yields in the reaction products was
performed as follows. First, we simulated the formation
of antiprotonic atoms and the resulting nuclear fragmen-
tation using the Geant4 simulation framework [31–33].
The annihilation of antiprotons and the subsequent frag-
mentation of the nuclei is simulated following the set-up
from [17]. A 1 keV antiproton source is positioned within
a nanoscale sphere of target material, all contained in a
vacuum. After reaching the sphere, the antiprotons lose
energy via electromagnetic interactions inside the material
until they are captured by the nucleus. The annihilation

Ion I µ/µN E[keV] t1/2 λHF (µm)

83Kr35+ 1/2- 0.5910 42 1.83 h 19.42455
85Kr35+ 1/2- 0.6320 305 4.48 h 18.16445
82Rb36+ 5- 1.5096 69 6.47 h 12.51460
85Sr37+ 1/2- 0.5990 239 67.6 m 16.10615
87Sr37+ 1/2- 0.6240 388 2.82 h 15.46087
85Y38+ 9/2+ 6.2000 20 4.9 h 2.567061
87Y38+ 9/2+ 6.2400 381 13.4 h 2.550630
90Y38+ 7+ 5.2800 682 3.19 h 3.125522
92Nb40+ 2+ 6.1370 135 10.15 d 1.968983
93Mo41+ 21/2+ 9.9300 2425 6.85 h 1.336406
99Rh44+ 9/2+ 5.6200 65 4.7 h 1.769000
101Rh44+ 9/2+ 5.4300 157 4.34 d 1.830757
102Rh44+ 6+ 4.0100 141 3.74 y 2.540022
106Ag46+ 6+ 3.7040 90 8.3 d 2.374345
108Ag46+ 6+ 3.5800 109 438 y 2.455607
110Ag46+ 6+ 3.6020 118 250 d 2.440786
110In48+ 2+ 4.3650 62 69.1 m 1.529835
114In48+ 5+ 4.6460 190 49.5 d 1.625155
116Sb50+ 8- 2.5900 383 60.3 m 2.587845
118Sb50+ 8- 2.3200 250 5.0 h 2.880392
120Sb50+ 8- 2.3400 0 + x 5.76 d 2.856473
119Te51+ 11/2- 0.8940 261 4.70 d 6.946341
121Te51+ 11/2- 0.8950 294 164 d 6.938580

TABLE I. Potential isomeric candidates that will result from
antiproton annihilation with masses between Kr and Xe, and
with lifetime longer than 60 minutes. The candidates are
sorted by increasing proton number and neutron number as
second criterion. The nuclear spin I, magnetic moment µ/µN ,
excitement energy E, and half-life t1/2, and calculated ground
state hyperfine splitting wavelength λHF for each of the re-
spective hydrogen-like ion is shown. The time units are “m“
minutes, “h” hours, “d” days, and “y” years. The calculations
are conducted using the nuclear data provided in Ref. [26].

process is simulated using Geant4’s FTFP BERT HP
physics list, which results in nuclear fragments in various
isomer states. This is simulated using one million antipro-
tons for all isotopes of possible selected reagent material.
Finally, the expected yields are calculated assuming the
formation of antiprotonic atoms inside a Penning trap
with the end-cap electrodes set to 10 kV, the trap’s inner
diameter of 30 mm and a magnetic field of 5 T. We also
assume that fragments are produced isotropically in all
directions. Therefore, a random emission angle is selected
for each fragment to calculate whether it can be trapped.
The final yields are calculated as the average of all yields
obtained by this process repeated 10 times. This simu-
lation results in a wide variety of unstable isomers that
can potentially remain inside the trap. We performed
additional analysis of their subsequent decay pathways
toward more stable isomeric states, following the rapid
decay route that results in a stable isomer with a lifetime
of more than one hour.

In the interest of clarity, we describe in more detail
the results that we obtained for 92m1Nb and 93m1Mo, in
which we explored the annihilation yield from reagents
with atomic mass A > 92, the atomic mass of 92Nb.
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Product
Isomeric

state (keV)
Reagent

Natural
abundance (%)

Isotope
yield (%)

λa

(µm)
λGRASP

(µm)
Lifetime
(ms)

87Y 381
90Zr
89Y

51.45
100

8.6
8.9

2.551 2.544 358.8

90Y 682 92Zr 17.15 7.1 3.126 3.119 637.1

92Nb 135
93Nb
94Mo

100
9.2

9
5.2

1.969 1.953 183.7

101Rh 157

102Pd
103Rh
104Pd

1
100
11.14

6
8.5
6.6

1.831 1.814 132.5

102Rh 141
104Pd
103Rh

11.14
100

6.6
7.9

2.540 2.513 343.7

114In 190 115In 95.72 6.86 1.625 1.613 93.7
118Sb 250 121Sb 57.21 5.2 2.880 2.920 540.7
120Sb 0+x 121Sb 57.21 5.2 2.856 2.599 381.4

TABLE II. Shortlisted candidates from Tab. I that can be produced and trapped in more than 5% of the annihilation events
(“Isotope yield”). Each isomeric “product” emerging from the annihilation is reported together with the rest excess energy
(“isomeric state”). For each product, we indicate a suggested list of precursors (“Reagent”) with corresponding “natural
abundance”. Finally, we report the transition wavelength of Hyperfine splitting for the Hydrogen-like atom calculated according
to Ref. [25] (“λa”) and with the GRASP [27–29] software (“λGRASP”). The corresponding lifetimes of the Hyperfine excited
state (“Lifetime”) are calculated with eq. 22 of Ref. [30].

Reagent Product
Isotope
yield (%)

E
(keV)

Isomer
yield (%)

94Mo 93Mo 14.5 2425 1.7
94Mo 92Nb 8.7 135 5.2∗
95Mo 93Mo 13.0 2425 1.5
95Mo 92Nb 7.7 135 4.6∗
94Tc 93Mo 10.3 2425 1.2
94Tc 92Nb 0.5 135 0.3∗
93Nb 92Nb 12.7 135 9∗
94Nb 92Nb 11.6 135 6.8∗
95Nb 92Nb 9.4 135 5.5∗

TABLE III. Simulated yields of the “product” isomers from the
annihilation of one antiproton with the “reagent” nucleus. For
each product, we report the total “isotope yield” in all energy
states and the “isomer yield” corresponding to the isomer with
excitation energy “E”. The yields for 92Nb (denoted with “*”)
are calculated as the sum of yields of all isomer states below
1MeV that decay exclusively to the 135 keV.

Table III shows the main reagents for the highest yields
of 92Nb and 93Mo in the isomer states of interest. There
are no direct paths of obtaining 92Nb in the 135 keV state
emerging from the Geant4 simulation. However, all the
states 225.8 keV, 285.7 keV, 389.8 keV, and 975.0 keV
decay exclusively to the 135 keV [34] state with a halftime
of less than 10 µs. Therefore, we considered all of these
isomers as practically being the isomer with 135 keV
excitation energy. Interestingly, the decay process might
be used to tag the initialization of the 135 keV isomeric
state by time-tagging the outgoing photon. From the
table, we see that 92Nb can be produced 9% of the time
if 93Nb is chosen as the reagent, while 93Mo best yield is
only 1.7% from antiprotons reacting with 94Mo.

We arrive at the final list of candidates by focusing on
reagent materials near the isomer of interest that can be

found naturally on Earth. Moreover, we restrict the list to
those product isomers whose H-like hyperfine (HF) split-
ting can be excited with a wavelength λHF shorter than
5.0 µm which is currently technologically more accessible
than higher wavelengths, for example by utilizing Optical
Parametric Oscillators (OPO) that are readily available
on the market. The final list of candidates is presented in
Tab. II, in which we report candidates with the optimal
reagents, the prospect wavelength of excitation of the HF
transition, and the lifetime of the excited HF states. We
note that all the HF excited states have a lifetime in the
hundreds of milliseconds with excellent prospects for preci-
sion spectroscopy. Unsurprisingly, a simulation performed
with the atomic calculation package Hfszeeman95 [35],
which is part of GRASP [29], confirms that being HCIs,
the level splitting induced by the magnetic field can be
approximated with the Zeeman approximation even at a
magnetic field of several T. The example of 92m1Nb40+ is
presented in Appendix E.

The isomers can be produced in an ion trap by mixing
positive ions with antiprotons or through the pulsed ex-
citation of antiprotons co-trapped with negative ions as
described in previous literature [7, 17, 21]. For the latter
formation scheme involving negative ions, we discuss in
Appendix C the laser pulse sequence that can be used to
trigger the reaction. Finally, the isomer must be mass se-
lected to obtain the desired one. This is nowadays feasible
since modern mass spectrometry techniques in Penning
traps [36, 37] already demonstrate resolution of hundreds
of eV. This resolution is two to three orders of magnitude
higher than is required to identify the proposed isomeric
states.
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III. CONCLUSION

In this article, we proposed the utilization of antipro-
tons to produce HCIs of isomeric nuclear states for spec-
troscopy and metrology. We focused on the HF transition
of H-like ions and shortlisted less than ten candidates for
the first experimental studies (see Tab. II). We highlighted
a few key advantages that make the annihilation of an-
tiprotons a compelling alternative to produce these HCIs.
For instance, it is unfavorable or impossible to synthesize
these nuclei through radioactive β decay, and production
with antiprotons allows one to study these HCI outside
of radio-protected areas and over an extended period.

Our extended list of candidates (Tab. I) includes el-
ements between Kr and Xe, for which the inner-shell
electron’s binding energy is 30 keV, so, it would require
some sort of accelerator or large high voltage platform
to strip the electrons via impact ionization. Therefore,
annihilation offers the perspective to realize fully stripped
HCI in this region of the periodic table in more compact
devices and with lower activation energies. In this regard,
it is important to stress that the annihilation allows not
only to strip electrons, but also to obtain excited nuclei,
and, for example, in our table, we reported isomer with
excitation energy above 2 MeV (93m1Mo).

Therefore, the proposed method have the potential to
extend spectroscopy studies for nuclear research and in
the search for extensions to the Standard model, for ex-
ample by extending points in King plots [38] with isomers

and in the absence of inner-shell electrons. In nuclear
research, it can give the possibility to produce isomers
in Penning traps to perform precision mass studies to
determine the mass of low-energy excited isomers [36]
which have recently seen growing interest in the metrol-
ogy community [39].

To conclude, although previous studies indicate that
our candidates will be fully stripped [18, 19], at the time
of writing there exist no direct observation of the emerging
charge states because the synthesis of antiprotonic atoms
in UHV has never been attempted. This fact stresses
the compelling case for further experiments to study the
annihilation in UHV to measure the yield of isomers, to
control the reaction products, and to show if the technique
can find application to elements with masses higher than
Xe.
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B. Tomé, T. Toshito, H. Tran, P. Truscott, L. Urban,
V. Uzhinsky, J. Verbeke, M. Verderi, B. Wendt, H. Wen-
zel, D. Wright, D. Wright, T. Yamashita, J. Yarba, and
H. Yoshida, Recent developments in Geant4, Nucl. In-
strum. Methods Phys. Res. A 835, 186 (2016).

[34] P. Mohr, Nucleosynthesis of 92Nb and the relevance of the
low-lying isomer at 135.5 kev, Phys. Rev. C 93, 065804
(2016).

[35] W. Li, J. Grumer, T. Brage, and P. Jönsson, Hfszee-
man95—a program for computing weak and intermediate
magnetic-field- and hyperfine-induced transition rates,
Comput. Phys. Commun. 253, 107211 (2020).

[36] R. X. Schüssler, H. Bekker, M. Braß, H. Cakir, J. R.
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Appendix A: Hyperfine splitting calculations

The article focuses on the hyperfine structure of ions
with a single orbiting electron (hydrogen-like ions). We
calculated the energy splitting of the hyperfine ground
state following the calculations of Ref. [25]. In this ap-
pendix, the key steps that we used to derive the values
reported in the tables are reported for completeness. The
hyperfine splitting energy ∆EHF is given by

∆EHF =α(αZ)3
me

mp

µ

µN

2(2I + 1)

3I

·mec
2 [A(1 − δ)(1 − ϵ)] .

(A1)

Here, α is the fine structure constant, Z is the number
of protons, I is the nuclear spin, and µ/µN is the nuclear
magnetic moment of the respective nuclei in units of the
nuclear magneton. The masses me and mp are those of
the electron and proton, respectively, and c is the speed
of light in a vacuum. Here, A is a relativistic correction
factor. Additionally, δ and ϵ denote the nuclear charge
distribution and nuclear magnetization (Bohr-Weisskopf)
distribution correction factors, respectively. However, this
equation does not account for radiative corrections, which
are negligible in this case.

The correction factors A and δ were calculated as out-
lined in Ref. [25]. The correction factor ϵ is given by [25]

ϵ = αS [⟨KS⟩ + ξ (⟨KS⟩ − ⟨KL⟩)] + αL⟨KL⟩, (A2)

where αS and αL are the fractions of the spin and
orbital contributions to the magnetic moment. We assume
that the total nuclear moment is possessed by the odd
nucleon, differentiating between three cases, having an
odd number of neutrons, an odd number of protons, or
an odd number of both protons and neutrons.

For nuclei with an even number of protons and an
odd number of neutrons, one sets αS = 1 and αL = 0,
whereas for an odd number of protons and an even number
of neutrons, these are given by

αS =
gs(µ− I)

µ(gs − 1)
, αL = 1 − αS . (A3)

Here gs is the g-factor of the proton when |I + 1/2| is
odd or the g-factor of the neutron and when it is even.
We assign a signed value for I depending on the parity,
for example, for a nucleus like 83Kr35+ with I reported in
the literature as 1/2−, the value is assigned as I = −1/2.
Similarly, the asymmetry parameter ξ is computed for
the two cases by

ξ =
2I − 1

4(I + 1)
if |I + 1/2| odd , (A4)

ξ =
2I + 3

4I
if |I + 1/2| even . (A5)

Ion I µ/µN A δ × 102 ϵ× 102 λHF(µm)

83Kr35+ 1/2- 0.5910 1.114708 0.8328 0.4939 19.42455
85Kr35+ 1/2- 0.6320 1.114708 0.8328 0.4939 18.16442
82Rb36+ 5- 1.5096 1.121909 0.8769 -0.6574 12.51460
85Sr37+ 1/2- 0.5990 1.129399 0.9236 0.5423 16.10615
87Sr37+ 1/2- 0.6240 1.129399 0.9236 0.5423 15.46087
85Y38+ 9/2+ 6.2000 1.137188 0.9742 0.2540 2.567061
87Y38+ 9/2+ 6.2400 1.137188 0.9742 0.2550 2.550630
90Y38+ 7+ 5.2800 1.137188 0.9742 0.2389 3.125522
92Nb40+ 2+ 6.1370 1.153701 1.0917 0.8096 1.968983
93Mo41+ 21/2+ 9.9300 1.162446 1.1587 0.4354 1.336406
99Rh44+ 9/2+ 5.6200 1.190779 1.3800 0.3219 1.769000
101Rh44+ 9/2+ 5.4300 1.190779 1.3800 0.3141 1.830757
102Rh44+ 6+ 4.0100 1.190779 1.3800 0.2122 2.540022
106Ag46+ 6+ 3.7040 1.211547 1.5364 0.1453 2.374345
108Ag46+ 6+ 3.5800 1.211547 1.5364 0.1055 2.455607
110Ag46+ 6+ 3.6020 1.211547 1.5364 0.1127 2.440786
110In48+ 2+ 4.3650 1.233957 1.7065 1.0757 1.529835
114In48+ 5+ 4.6460 1.233957 1.7065 0.5796 1.625155
116Sb50+ 8- 2.5900 1.258147 1.9005 -1.0601 2.587845
118Sb50+ 8- 2.3200 1.258147 1.9005 -1.3627 2.880392
120Sb50+ 8- 2.3400 1.258147 1.9005 -1.3379 2.856473
119Te51+ 11/2- 0.8940 1.270956 2.0077 0.6792 6.946341
121Te51+ 11/2- 0.8950 1.270956 2.0077 0.6792 6.938580

TABLE IV. The hyperfine splitting wavelength λHF for ground-
state hydrogen-like ion candidates with atomic numbers be-
tween Kr and Xe and a half-life above 60 minutes. Here A and
δ are the relativistic and nuclear charge distribution correction
factors given by Ref. [25]. The nuclear magnetization distri-
bution (Bohr-Weisskopf) correction ϵ is given by Eq. A2. The
calculations are conducted using the nuclear data provided in
Ref. [26].

The expectation values ⟨KS⟩ and ⟨KL⟩ were computed
assuming a homogeneously distributed probability density
of the odd nucleon over the nuclear volume, as explained
in Ref. [25].

In cases where both the number of protons and neutrons
are odd i.e. I is an even number, we compute the nuclear
magnetization correction factor ϵ via Eq. A2 for both
cases of |I + 1/2| odd and even separately, and add them
to compute the total correction factor [40].

The hyperfine splitting wavelength λHF can then be
calculated from the resulting energy splitting for each
respective ion. The results for each of the ions with their
respective I and µ/µN are given along the correction fac-
tors and the resulting wavelength in Tab. IV for candidate
ions with a half-life of more than 60 minutes.

Appendix B: Extended candidate table

An extension of Tab. I for ions with half-lives above 1
hour is presented in Tab. V.
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Ion I µ E (keV) t1/2 λHF(µm)

44Sc20+ 6+ 3.8310 271 58.6 h 29.68554
69Zn29+ 9/2+ 1.1605 439 13.7 h 31.67983
80Br34+ 5- 1.3165 86 4.42 h 17.13157
83Kr35+ 1/2- 0.5910 42 1.83 h 19.42455
85Kr35+ 1/2- 0.6320 305 4.48 h 18.16442
82Rb36+ 5- 1.5096 69 6.47 h 12.51460
85Sr37+ 1/2- 0.5990 239 67.6 m 16.10615
87Sr37+ 1/2- 0.6240 388 2.82 h 15.46087
85Y38+ 9/2+ 6.2000 20 4.9 h 2.567061
87Y38+ 9/2+ 6.2400 381 13.4 h 2.550630
90Y38+ 7+ 5.2800 682 3.19 h 3.125522
92Nb40+ 2+ 6.1370 135 10.15 d 1.968983
93Mo41+ 21/2+ 9.9300 2425 6.85 h 1.336406
99Rh44+ 9/2+ 5.6200 65 4.7 h 1.769000
101Rh44+ 9/2+ 5.4300 157 4.34 d 1.830757
102Rh44+ 6+ 4.0100 141 3.74 y 2.540022
106Ag46+ 6+ 3.7040 90 8.3 d 2.374345
108Ag46+ 6+ 3.5800 109 438 y 2.455607
110Ag46+ 6+ 3.6020 118 250 d 2.440786
110In48+ 2+ 4.3650 62 69.1 m 1.529835
114In48+ 5+ 4.6460 190 49.5 d 1.625155
116Sb50+ 8- 2.5900 383 60.3 m 2.587845
118Sb50+ 8- 2.3200 250 5.0 h 2.880392
120Sb50+ 8- 2.3400 0 + x 5.76 d 2.856473
119Te51+ 11/2- 0.8940 261 4.70 d 6.946341
121Te51+ 11/2- 0.8950 294 164 d 6.938580
134Cs54+ 8- 1.0959 139 2.91 h 4.497931
137Ce57+ 11/2- 1.0100 254 34.4 h 4.184041
148Pm60+ 6- 1.8000 138 41.3 d 1.910689
154Tb64+ 7- 0.9000 0 + x 22.7 h 2.845837
154Tb64+ 3- 1.6000 0 + x 9.4 h 1.602681
160Ho66+ 2- 2.5100 60 5.02 h 0.864546
162Ho66+ 6- 3.5900 106 67 m 0.687144
166Ho66+ 7- 3.6200 6 1200 y 0.686029
174Lu70+ 6- 1.4870 171 142 d 1.261300
176Lu70+ 1- 0.3180 123 3.66 h 4.308825
177Lu70+ 23/2- 2.3010 970 160 d 0.859488
178Hf71+ 16+ 8.1300 2446 31 y 0.247105
179Hf71+ 25/2- 7.4000 1106 25.1 d 0.264762
180Hf71+ 8- 8.7000 1142 5.53 h 0.224133
180Ta72+ 9- 4.8140 75 > 7.1×1015 y 0.372471
182Re74+ 2+ 3.2600 0 + x 14.1 h 0.427852
184Re74+ 8+ 2.8800 188 169 d 0.541766
186Ir76+ 2- 0.6380 0 + x 1.90 h 1.836954
193Pt77+ 13/2+ 0.7530 150 4.3 d 1.805178
196Au78+ 12- 5.7000 596 9.6 h 0.227025
198Au78+ 12- 5.8300 812 2.27 d 0.222241
200Au78+ 12- 5.8800 962 18.7 h 0.220454
196Tl80+ 7+ 0.5470 394 1.41 h 1.572351
198Tl80+ 7+ 0.6390 544 1.87 h 1.403119
210Bi82+ 9- 2.7200 271 3.0×106 y 0.362775
242Am94+ 5- 1.0000 49 152 y 0.441956
254Es98+ 2+ 2.9000 84 39.3 h 0.133164

TABLE V. Extension of Tab. I for potential candidates in-
cluding masses above the mass of Xe and sorted by ascending
proton number. The nuclear spin I, magnetic moment µ/µN

, excitement energy E, half-life t1/2, and calculated ground
state hyperfine splitting wavelength λHF for each of the re-
spective ion is shown. The calculations are conducted using
the nuclear data provided in Ref. [26].

FIG. 1. Proposed laser photodetachment and excitation
schemes for Mo and Nb [43, 44].

Appendix C: Synthesis from co-trapped negative ions

We propose utilizing co-trap negative ions with antipro-
tons for the synthesis of the isomers. The use of negative
ions for the synthesis facilitates the division of the trap
into a region where negative ions are trapped, from which
the positive HCIs naturally escape. A second trapping
region for positive ions shall be prepared where the newly
formed HCI can accumulate. There, a buffer of laser-
cooled positive ions or resistive cooling can be used to
reduce the kinetic energy of HCIs in preparation for spec-
troscopy, as already demonstrated in other works [41, 42].
To initiate the reaction between the negative ions and
antiprotons, laser excitation is needed to remove the extra
electron and trigger the reaction.

We first discuss this process with the example of Mo−

and Nb− co-trapped with antiprotons. These elements
are our proposed reagents to produce 92m1Nb (see Tab. II).
Figure. 1 graphically summarizes the excitation scheme
we propose to utilize. Interaction can be triggered via
a three-pulse excitation scheme aimed at creating either
singly ionized 94Mo+ and 93Nb+, or, preferentially, the
neutral Rydberg-excited atom. This option is preferable,
as any positive ions formed could escape the trapping
fields and thus contaminate the trapping region where
the positively charged HCIs are supposed to remain. The
first laser pulse will photodetach the electron, forming
an atom in the ground state; this can be realized with
a wavelength 1064 nm (Nd:YAG fundamental) for both
94Mo and 93Nb. From the ground-state of Mo, a sec-
ond laser pulse at 379.8 nm can excite the atom to an
intermediate state, followed by a third step at 324.0 nm
for photoionization [43]. Alternatively, using a longer
wavelength in the final step allows excitation to a selected
Rydberg level for enhancing the antiproton-atom capture
cross-section. Similarly, neutral Nb atoms can be excited
to an intermediate state with 374.3 nm, followed by a
pulse with wavelength around 357.6 nm for either Ryd-
berg excitation or photoionization [44]. The excitation
scheme for the other candidates mentioned in Tab. II in-
volves an analogous three-step process, and we summarize
the necessary wavelengths in Tab. VI.

The excitation scheme for the other reagents mentioned
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Candidate λPD (µm) λExc. (nm) λPI (nm)

Y 3.98 404.8 393
Zr 2.86 357.2 392
Nb 1.35 374.3 358
Mo 1.66 379.8 324
Pd 2.21 276 322
Rh 1.08 272 428
In 3.23 304 726
Sb 1.18 231.1 382

TABLE VI. Laser pulses to trigger the reaction of atoms and
antiprotons. The table presents the wavelengths to be used
for the three-step excitation scheme from the negative ion to
the Rydberg neutral atom. λp: photo-detachment threshold,
λExc.: neutral atom excitation, λi: photoionization threshold.

in Tab. II involves an analogous three-step process, and
we summarize the necessary wavelengths in Tab. VI.

The table reports the threshold wavelengths for the
photodetachment (λp) and photoionization (λi) process
from the intermediate state. In the experiments, the
photodetachment laser should be tuned at a wavelength
lower than λp to ensure neutraliation of the negative ion
and the Rydberg excitation laser should be tuned slightly
above the value λi.

Appendix D: Lifetime calculation

The lifetimes mentioned in Tab. II have been calculated
following the guidance in Ref. [30]. We first calculate the
transition rates between the states via:

wF→F ′ =α
ω3

c2
(2F ′ + 1)(2j + 1)3

3j(j + 1)

·
{
j F ′ 1
F j 1

}2 [∫ ∞

0

g(r)f(r)r3dr

]2
,

(D1)

which describes a M1 transition for the approximation
of a hydrogen-like ion. The variable ω is the transition
frequency, F and F ′ are the total angular momentum
of the initial and final state, I is the nuclear spin, and
g(r) and f(r) are the upper and lower radial components
of the hydrogen-like Dirac wave function. For a point
nucleus the integral in equation D1, following Ref. [45],
solves as∫ ∞

0

g(r)f(r)r3dr =
2κϵ−mec

2
0

4mec0

ℏ
mec0

. (D2)

Only considering the s state, we therefore obtain the
transition frequency

wF→F ′ = αω3 ℏ2

m2c4
4

27

I

2I + 1

[
2ϵ

mc2
+ 1

]2
, (D3)

in which the one-electron Dirac energy ϵ is given by

ϵ =
mec

2
0√

1 +
(

αZ
γ+nr

)2
. (D4)

where the radial quantum number nr is 0 for a hydrogen-
like ion, and γ =

√
κ2 − (αZ)2, where κ is -1 for l = 0

and j = 1/2. We can therefore rewrite the equation as

ϵ = mc2
√

1 − (αZ)2 . (D5)

The lifetime of the upper level of the ground state hyper-
fine splitting is calculated by taking the inverse of the
transition rate. It is advised to be careful, as a factor of
2π within ω can be overlooked quite easily.

Appendix E: Hyperfine splitting calculation with
GRASP

The grasp2K relativistic atomic structure package in-
cludes different programs that, when combined, allow
one to calculate atomic spectra, energy levels, oscillator
strength, and transition rates, while using a fully rela-
tivistic approach [27, 28].

As explained in the manual given in Ref. [28], the cal-
culation includes multiple steps. One can define whether
they want to simulate the core as an extended Fermi distri-
bution or a point charge, which states should be included
in the calculations, how many excitations there are, if you
want the program to consider relativistic corrections and
so on.

After creating the necessary atomic data, a correspond-
ing Matlab script allows one to calculate and plot the
energy splittings and transition rates of chosen energy
levels. Figure 2 presents the simulation results for the
example of 92m1Nb. We plot the two hyperfine ground
states once combined, to show the energy splitting, and
separately to show the linear behavior of the hyperfine
sublevels even up to high magnetic fields of 30 Tesla. How-
ever, calculating the transition rates with the GRASP
package was not successful, as it requires levels of different
principal quantum numbers.
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FIG. 2. Hyperfine and magnetic field splitting of the ground
state of 92m1Nb40+ calculated via the GRASP package [27–
29]. (a) Hyperfine splitting of the states with total angular
momentum F = 5/2 and F = 3/2. The separation of the two
states is 153,49 THz. (b, c) Zoomed-in view of the magnetic
field splitting for the the Hyperfine sublevels of the state with
F = 5/2 (b) and the state with F = 3/2 (c). In both (b)
and (c) the offset frequency of the hyperfine splitting was
removed. The magnetic field splitting shows a linear behavior
as a function of the magnetic field with an energy shift of
0.5434×mF ×MHz/G for both groundstates.
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