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The masses of 84Br, 105Mo, 115,119,121Pd, 122Ag, 127,129In, 132Sb and their respective isomeric
states have been measured with the JYFLTRAP Penning trap mass spectrometer using the phase-
imaging ion-cyclotron-resonance technique. The excitation energies of the isomeric states in 132Sb
and 119Pd were experimentally determined for the first time, while for 84Br, 115Pd and 127,129In, the
precision of the mass values was substantially improved. In 105Mo and 121Pd there were no signs
of a long-lived isomeric state. The ground-state measurements of 119Pd and 122Ag indicated that
both are significantly more bound than the literature values. For 122Ag, there was no indication of a
proposed third long-lived state. The results for the N = 49 nucleus 84Br and isomers close to doubly
magic 132Sn have been compared to the shell-model and the microscopic quasiparticle-phonon model
calculations.

I. INTRODUCTION

Nuclear isomers are long-living excited states of nuclei
with half-lives ranging from nanoseconds to billions of
years [1]. The first isomeric state was experimentally
observed in 1921 in what is currently known as 234Pa [1]
by Hahn [2]. Since then, about 2000 isomers have been
discovered [3, 4]. There is no clear cut-off half-life value
above which a given state is considered to be isomeric,
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however, 10- [4] and 100-ns [3] lower limits are currently
adopted in the literature. There is also no upper half-
life limit, with 180Tam (Ex,lit. = 76.79(55) keV [5]) being
observationally stable [3].

Properties of isomeric states are important in many
branches of physics. Two N = Z isomers, namely 26Alm
and 38Km, are used for the determination of the Vud el-
ement of the Cabibbo–Kobayashi–Maskawa matrix [6].
As it was demonstrated in Ref. [7], even a single mea-
surement of a nuclear structure property of 26Alm has a
significant influence on the corrected Ft value. An ultra-
low-lying 8.338(24)-eV isomer in 229Th [8] is proposed to
be used in a nuclear clock [9]. Isomeric yield ratios are
important observables which are used to benchmark and
validate theoretical models [10, 11]. Due to differences
in spin-parities and half-lives, isomers exhibit different
decay patterns with respect to the ground state. This
results in an influence on astrophysics models [12–15],
decay heat [16] as well as reactor antineutrino spectra
[17, 18]. It also enables studies of a spin dependence
on an exotic β-delayed fission process [19]. Because of
the energy difference, additional decay channels might
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be open for isomeric states, for instance a proton decay
of 53Com [20]. For some cases, the structure of the isomer
and the ground state might differ dramatically, resulting
in shape coexistence, as it was observed for 79Zn [21, 22],
98Y [23], 185Hg [24], 178,187Au [25, 26] and 188Bi [27].

The most accurate method to extract isomer excitation
energies comes from γ spectroscopy studies [3]. How-
ever, for many isomeric states this method is hindered
as not all the isomers decay via an internal transition
decay. In addition, experimental γ-spectroscopy tech-
niques might favor production of a single state. For
these cases, mass measurements are a good alternative
to determine excitation energies. There are several mass
measurement techniques available for radioactive nuclei
(see e.g. Refs. [28–30]) but the resolving power and ac-
curacy they are able to reach can differ by orders of
magnitude. To resolve low-lying isomers and to measure
reliably the isomer excitation energy, both high resolv-
ing power and accuracy are necessary. The experimental
technique which fulfils these criteria is Penning trap mass
spectrometry [31]. Thanks to the recent developments
of the phase-imaging ion-cyclotron-resonance technique
(PI-ICR) technique [32, 33], the precision is comparable
with γ spectroscopy. More importantly, this method al-
lows to resolve states lying as close as 10 keV from each
other [30, 34].

Mass measurements of isomeric states have been al-
ready performed at the Ion Guide Isotope Separator On-
Line (IGISOL) facility [35, 36] using the JYFLTRAP
double Penning trap [37]. The previously used time-
of-flight ion-cyclotron-resonance technique (TOF-ICR)
[38, 39] enabled studies in Co [40], Cu [41], Zn [22], Y
[42, 43], Nb [42] and Cd [44] isotopic chains. However,
the resolving power was too low to measure isomers in
Ru and Rh [45]. With the commissioning of the PI-ICR
method at JYFLTRAP [46, 47], we were able to remea-
sure Rh and Ru isotopic chains [48, 49] as well as to
extend our studies to other elements: Ag [50, 51], In [52–
54] and I [55]. Nevertheless, there are still several isomers
whose excitation energy remains unknown or its precision
is very low.

In this work we are reporting the mass measure-
ment of the species with isomeric states produced in
proton-induced fission of 232Th and natU by using the
JYFLTRAP double Penning trap. The relevance of the
reported results is discussed from the nuclear structure
point of view.

II. EXPERIMENTAL METHODS

The experiments were performed at the IGISOL facil-
ity [35, 36] in Jyväskylä, Finland. The radioactive ion
beam was produced in fission of either 232Th or natU
targets, both 15 mg/cm2 thick, induced by 25-MeV pro-
tons. The thorium target was used to produce 84Br,
105Mo and 119Pd isotopes while the remaining species
were produced using the uranium target. The fission
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Figure 1. Projection of the cyclotron motion of 129In ions
onto the position-sensitive detector obtained with the PI-ICR
technique using a phase accumulation time tacc = 208 ms.
The average excitation radius is indicated with the dashed
circle and the position of the center spot with the + symbol.

products were stopped in a helium-filled gas cell oper-
ating at a pressure of about 300 mbars. From there, they
were transported by a gas flow into a sextupole ion guide
[56] and accelerated by a 30-kV potential. Later, the
beam was purified with respect to its mass-over-charge
ratio by a 55◦ dipole magnet and it was injected into
the buffer gas-filled radio-frequency quadrupole cooler-
buncher [57]. Finally, the cooled and bunched beam was
sent to the JYFLTRAP double Penning trap mass spec-
trometer [37].

In the first trap, the ions were cooled and mass-selected
by means of the buffer-gas cooling technique [58]. In all
the cases except for the 127In ground state the purified
beam was transferred to the second trap and, after a
few ms of waiting, it was sent back to the first trap to
undergo a second cooling. This additional step in the
process enhances the cooling of the ion of interest, thus,
allows for a measurement with a better precision. Fi-
nally, a clean and cooled bunch of singly-charged ions
was injected into the second trap. In there, in a homo-
geneous magnetic field B = 7 T [37] the ion’s cyclotron
frequency νc = qB/(2πm), which depends on the ion’s
charge-over-mass ratio q/m, was determined using the
PI-ICR technique [32, 33, 46, 47].

In the PI-ICR method, the cyclotron frequency is ob-
tained from phase differences between the ion’s cyclotron
and magnetron in-trap motions acquired during a phase
accumulation time tacc (see Fig. 1). The tacc value was
chosen to avoid an overlap between the cyclotron mo-
tion projections of an ion of interest and possible iso-
baric contaminants, such as isomeric states or molecules.
In addition to the accumulation times used for measure-
ments, spectra with few other tacc values were recorded
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to unambiguously assign the observed states. To deter-
mine precisely the magnetic field strength B, a cyclotron
frequency of reference ions νc,ref was measured. During
the reported experiments, the reference ions were either
surface-ionized 133Cs (MElit. = −88070.943(8) keV [59])
and 85Rb (MElit. = −82167.341(5) keV [59]), delivered
from the IGISOL offline surface ion source [60] as singly-
charged ions, or isobaric species produced together with
the ion of interest.

The atomic mass M is connected to the frequency ratio
r = νc,ref/νc between the singly-charged reference ions
and the ions of interest:

M = r(Mref −me) +me, (1)

where Mref and me are the atomic mass of the refer-
ence and the mass of a free electron, respectively. For
the cases where the reference ion was an isobaric species,
the energy difference between them, Q, was extracted as
follows:

Q = (r − 1)[Mref −me]c
2, (2)

with c being the speed of light in vacuum.
To account for the temporal fluctuations of the mag-

netic field, the measurements of the ion of interest and
the reference ion were alternated. The contribution from
electron binding energies have been neglected as it is
of the order of a few eV. To account for the ion-ion
interaction, a count-rate class analysis was performed
[47, 61, 62]. For cases where it was not statistically feasi-
ble, namely 105Mo and 129In, the count rate was limited
to one detected ion per bunch. The systematic uncertain-
ties due to the magnetron phase advancement and the
angle error, as well as the temporal magnetic field fluctu-
ation of δB/B = 2.01(25)× 10−12 min−1 × δt, where δt
is the time between the measurements, were taken into
account [47]. For cases measured against the 133Cs+ or
85Rb+ reference ions, a mass-dependent uncertainty of
δr/r = −2.35(81)× 10−10/u × (Mref −M) and a resid-
ual systematic uncertainty of δr/r = 9× 10−9 were also
added [47].

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The summary of the measured states and a comparison
with the literature [3, 59] is presented in Table I. In the
following subsections, each case is discussed in detail.

A. 84Br

All of the N = 49 isotones lying between Z = 28 and
Z = 50 have at least one isomeric state [3, 66]. In 84Br,
two long-lived states are known. The mass of the ground
state is deduced from two β-decay studies, 84Se to 84Br
[67] and 84Br to 84Kr [68], while in case of the isomer,
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Figure 2. Comparison experimental and theoretical excited
states in 84Br up to 800 keV. The experimental data is
adapted from Ref. [69] based on the isomer excitation en-
ergy measured in this work, indicated in red.

the mass is deduced from a single β-decay measurement
of 84Brm to 84Kr [68].

In this work, the ground-state mass was measured
against 85Rb with 380 ms accumulation time. The ex-
tracted mass-excess value, ME = −77767.1(16) keV, is in
agreement with AME20 (MElit. = −77783(40) keV [59])
but it is 25 times more precise.

To determine the isomer excitation energy, three
different accumulation times, 250, 260 and 380 ms
were tested and the final measurement was per-
formed with tacc = 380 ms. The extracted value,
Ex = 193.6(15) keV, is 116(100) keV lower than the liter-
ature (Ex,lit. = 310(100) keV [3]) and it is 67 times more
precise.

In order to better understand the underlying structure,
shell model calculations with the jun45 interaction [70]
using kshell code [71, 72] were performed. The com-
parison between the theoretical and experimental results
is presented in Fig. 2. The calculated negative-parity
states do not reproduce the experimental data. While
the predicted 2− ground state is in agreement with the
literature [68], the properties of the isomer are not re-
produced. The theory suggests that it is a 7− state and
its excitation energy is overestimated by about 300 keV.
The energy of the only known low-lying positive-parity
state, the 1+1 state, is reproduced relatively well.
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Table I. The frequency ratios (r = νc,ref/νc), corresponding mass-excess values (ME) and isomer excitation energies (Ex)
measured in this work using the listed reference ions (Ref.) and a selected accumulation time (tacc). The literature mass-excess
values (MElit.) and isomer excitation energies (Ex,lit.) are from AME20/NUBASE20 [3, 59]. The differences Diff. = ME−MElit.

are provided for comparison. All of the spin-parity assignments Jπ and half-lives T1/2 are taken from the NUBASE20 evalua-
tion [3] with an exception of 119Pdgs,m for which the half-lives are taken from Ref. [63]. The (3+) state in 122Ag is deemed to
be non-existent, see text for details. Parentheses indicate a tentative spin-parity assignment whilst # denotes values based on
systematics.

Nuclide Jπ T1/2 Ref. tacc r = νc,ref/νc ME MElit. Ex Ex,lit. Diff.
(ms) (keV) (keV) (keV) (keV) (keV)

84Br 2− 31.76(8) m 85Rb 380 0.988 278 629(20) −77 767.1(16) −77 783(40) 16(40)
84Brm (6)− 6.0(2) m 84Br 380 1.000 002 476(19) −77 573.5(22) −77 470(100) 193.6(15) 310(100) −104(100)
105Mo (5/2−) 36.3(8) s 133Cs 500 0.789 409 786(14) −77 332.8(21) −77 331(9) −2(9)
115Pd (1/2)+ 25(2) s 133Cs 782.2 0.864 626 613(14) −80 420.5(18) −80 426(14) 6(14)
115Pdm (7/2−) 50(3) s 133Cs 782.2 0.864 627 314(19) −80 333.7(23) −80 337(14) 86.8(29) 89.21(16) 3(14)
119Pd 3/2+# 0.88(2) s 119Pdm 284 0.999 998 203(27) −71 609.7(42) −71 407(8) −203(9)
119Pdm 11/2−# 0.85(1) s 133Cs 284 0.894 796 098(23) −71 410.6(29) −71 110(150)# 199.1(30) 300(150)# −301(150)#
121Pd 3/2+# 290(1) ms 133Cs 329 0.909 886 693(30) −66 181.4(37) −66 182(3) 1(5)
122Ag (3+) 529(13) ms - - - non-existent −71 110(40)
122Agm1 (1−) 550(50) ms 133Cs 200 0.917 370 167(42) −71 220.2(52) −71 030(60)# 0 80(50)# −190(60)#
122Agm2 (9−) 200(50) ms 122Ag 200 1.000 002 674(44) −70 916.5(72) −71 030(60)# 303.7(50) 80(50)# 114(60)#
127In 9/2+ 1.086(7) s 133Cs 450 0.954 945 243(10) −76 891.2(13) −76 880(10) −11(10)
127Inm1 1/2−# 3.618(21) s 127In 450 1.000 000 826(42) −76 483.3(52) −76 486(15) 407.9(50) 394(18)a 3(16)
127Inm2 (21/2−) 1.04(10) s 127In 450 1.000 014 622(10) −75 162.5(18) −75 110(40)b 1728.7(12) 1770(40)c −53(40)
129Inm1 1/2− 1.23(3) s 129In 208 1.000 003 739(50) −72 385.8(63) −72 384.2(20) 449.1(59) 450.73(16) −2(7)
129Inm2 (23/2−) 670(100) ms 129In 208 1.000 013 711(28) −71 188.3(39) −71 180(50) 1646.6(33) 1650(50) −8(50)
132Sb (4)+ 2.79(7) m 133Cs 471 0.992 544 008(21) −79 629.6(27) −79 635.3(25) 6(4)
132Sbm (8−) 4.10(5) m 132Sb 471 1.000 001 134(16) −79 490.3(33) −79 490(50)# 139.3(20) 150(50)#d 0(50)#

a Also 408.0(3) keV in Ref. [64] and 406(12) keV in Ref. [65].
b Also −75 126(36) keV in Ref. [65].
c Also 1744(9) keV in Ref. [65].
d Also 153(14) keV in Ref. [44].

The dominant configuration of the 2− ground state and
the 7− state in the shell model calculations consists of an
unpaired proton on the f5/2 shell and an unpaired neu-
tron on the g9/2 shell. However, for the 6− state, the main
configuration is πp3/2 ⊗ νg9/2. Since the isomeric spin-
parity is tentative and based on a single β-decay study
[68], further studies, for instance a laser spectroscopy ex-
periment, are needed to determine the nuclear spin and
the magnetic moment which can validate our calcula-
tions.

B. 105Mo

The decay of 105Mo has been studied in several exper-
iments [73–76] but there are discrepancies in the deter-
mined half-lives. In particular, in Ref. [75], where the
105Mo nuclei were produced in thermal neutron-induced
fission of 235U, two groups of half-lives, around 30 and
50 s, were obtained. A possible explanation might be the
presence of an isomer. However, in the TOF-ICR mass
measurement performed at IGISOL, during which the ra-
dioactivity was produced with 25-MeV proton-induced
fission of natU, only one state was observed [77]. With
the limited resolving power of the TOF-ICR technique

used in Ref. [77], it would not have been possible to re-
solve two states with an energy difference below 400 keV.
While only one state was present in the laser spectroscopy
experiment performed at IGISOL with radioactivity pro-
duced in 33-MeV proton-induced fission of natU [78], the
authors claim that the statistics obtained for this case
was limited.

In this work we searched for a possible new isomeric
state using the PI-ICR technique. Only one state was
observed, see Fig. 3, and its mass was measured against
133Cs with a 500-ms accumulation time. The extracted
mass-excess value, ME = −77332.8(21) keV, is in agree-
ment with the AME20 value (MElit. = −77331(9) keV
[59]) which is based mostly on the previous JYFLTRAP
measurement [77]. However, our refined result is four
times more precise. Considering that the mass of 105Mo
from this work and from Ref. [77] differ by only 2(9) keV
despite different target material used (232Th in this work,
natU in Ref. [77]), it is unlikely an isomer exists. At the
same time, if it exists and its production rate is at least
10% of the one of the ground state, the upper limit for the
excitation energy can be estimated to be 25 keV based
on the experimental conditions and the utilized accumu-
lation time.
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Figure 3. Projection of the cyclotron motion of 105Mo ions
onto the position-sensitive detector obtained with the PI-ICR
technique using a phase accumulation time tacc = 500 ms.
The average excitation radius is indicated with the dashed
circle and the position of the center spot with the + symbol.
Only one state is present.

C. 115,119,121Pd

There are two known long-lived states in 115Pd and
the isomer excitation energy, Ex,lit. = 89.21(16) keV,
is known precisely from γ-spectroscopy studies [3, 69].
The masses of both states have been previously mea-
sured at JYFLTRAP using the TOF-ICR method [45].
However, due to the low excitation energy of the iso-
mer, which was at the edge of the resolving power,
an additional uncertainty was added to the final re-
sult [45]. In this work, both states were measured us-
ing the PI-ICR method against 133Cs. The extracted
mass-excess values, ME(115Pdgs) = −80420.5(18) keV
and ME(115Pdm) = −80333.7(23) keV, agree with the
previous measurements but they are eight and six times
more precise, respectively. The extracted isomer exci-
tation energy, Ex = 86.8(29) keV, also agrees with the
literature [3].

An isomeric state in 119Pd was observed for the first
time in the β-decay study performed at IGISOL [63].
In addition to the γ rays associated with the β decay of
two states in 119Pd, γ-ray transitions uncorrelated with β
particles were observed. Their presence was proposed to
be associated with an internal transition decay of 119Pdm

and it might suggest that the isomer excitation energy is
at least 240 keV [63].

In this work, two states were observed in 119Pd (see
Fig. 4). The isomeric state was measured against
133Cs+ ions with a 284-ms accumulation time. The ex-
tracted mass, ME = −71410.6(29) keV, differs from the
NUBASE20 extrapolation (MElit. = −71110(150)# keV
[3]) by 301(150)# keV. The isomer excitation en-
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Figure 4. Projection of the cyclotron motion of 119Pd ions
onto the position-sensitive detector obtained with the PI-ICR
technique using a phase accumulation time tacc = 284 ms.
The average excitation radius is indicated with the dashed
circle and the position of the center spot with the + symbol.

ergy was determined to be Ex = 199.1(30) keV. It
is in agreement with the NUBASE20 extrapolation
(Ex,lit. = 300(150)# keV [3]) but below the lower limit
of 240 keV proposed in Ref. [63].

Our new result yields a ground-state mass excess
of ME = −71609.7(42) keV for 119Pd. It is thus
found to be 203(9) keV more bound than in literature
(MElit. = −71407(8) keV [59]). We note that the cur-
rently known ground-state mass of 119Pd [45, 59] corre-
sponds exactly to the mass of the isomeric state reported
in this work. This fact suggests that in the previous study
[45] only the isomeric state was measured.

The mass of 121Pd was measured previously at
JYFLTRAP using the TOF-ICR method [79]. How-
ever, considering the presence of long-lived isomers in
115,117,119Pd [3], as well as the proposed long-lived β-
decaying isomers in 123,125Pd [3, 80], we remeasured
121Pd using the PI-ICR technique as it provides bet-
ter resolving power. Only one state was observed
in this work, see Fig. 5. The measured mass-excess
value, ME = −66181.4(37) keV, agrees with the litera-
ture (MElit. = −66182(3) keV [3]). If the isomeric state
exists, has a half-life of the same order of magnitude as
the ground state and a fission yield is at least 40% of
the one of the ground-state, its excitation energy would
be below 35 keV. This estimation is made considering
the experimental conditions and the used accumulation
time. We note that if the half-life of the hypothetical
isomer is shorter, the production yield needs to be larger
to compensate for the decay losses.

To analyze the influence of the new mass values on the
mass trends in palladium, we calculated the two-neutron
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Figure 5. Projection of the cyclotron motion of 121Pd ions
onto the position-sensitive detector obtained with the PI-ICR
technique using a phase accumulation time tacc = 329 ms.
The average excitation radius is indicated with the dashed
circle and the position of the center spot with the + symbol.

separation energies S2n:

S2n(Z,N) = ME(Z,N − 2)−ME(Z,N) + 2MEn, (3)

and the two-neutron shell-gap energies δ2n:

δ2n(Z,N) = S2n(Z,N)− S2n(Z,N + 2), (4)

where ME(Z,N) is a mass excess of a nucleus with given
proton (Z) and neutron (N) numbers and MEn is the
mass excess of a free neutron. The mass trends can re-
veal information regarding changes in nuclear structure
of the ground state, such as shell closures or an onset of
deformation [28, 81, 82]. The comparison of results from
this work and AME20 is presented in Fig. 6.

A significant staggering of the S2n values around
N = 73 and N = 75 disappears completely when the
refined 119Pd ground-state mass value is included, see
Fig. 6a. This effect is better visible when analysing the
δ2n curve, see Fig. 6b. With the new mass value the trend
becomes more linear and two strong peaks at N = 71 and
N = 73 disappear. These results indicate an absence of
significant structural changes around N = 73. We note
that a peak in the S2n curve at N = 77 and a drop in the
δ2n curve at N = 75 disappear when the updated mass
value of 123Pd from Ref. [83] is used.

D. 122Ag

Three long-lived states in 122Ag are reported in the
NUBASE20 [3] and the ENSDF [69] evaluations. The
excitation energies of the two isomers are unknown and
the order of all three states is uncertain. In our mea-
surements only two long-lived states were observed, see
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Figure 6. A comparison of a) two-neutron separation ener-
gies S2n and b) two-neutron shell-gap energies δ2n for the Pd
isotopic chain between AME20 [59] and the results from this
work. In addition, a mass value for 123Pd measured at RIKEN
[83] was added for comparison. The empty symbols indicate
that the value is partially or fully based on the AME20 ex-
trapolations.

Fig. 7. The phase-accumulation time tacc in the PI-ICR
measurement was varied from 50 to 200 ms and, for the
final measurement, tacc = 200 ms was selected.

The ground state was measured against 133Cs and its
mass value, ME = −71220.2(52) keV, is 110(40) keV
more bound than in AME20 [59]. The isomer excitation
energy, Ex = 303.7(50) keV, is 224(50) keV higher than
the NUBASE20 extrapolation (Ex,lit. = 80(50)# keV
[3]).

It should be noted that the AME20 value is based
on the ISOLTRAP measurement reported in Ref. [84].
However, the procedure for unresolved isomeric mix-
tures [30] has been applied in AME20 and therefore, the
AME20 value differs from the original mass-excess value
of ME = −71066(17) keV [84]. Nevertheless, the litera-
ture mass value lies in between the masses of the ground
state and the isomer. This behavior indicates that an un-
resolved mixture was measured and it is consistent with
other studies of low-lying isomeric states [48, 49].

An apparent absence of the third state can be ex-
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Figure 7. Projection of the cyclotron motion of 122Ag+ ions
onto the position-sensitive detector obtained with the PI-ICR
technique using a phase accumulation time tacc = 200 ms.
The average excitation radius is indicated with the dashed
circle and the position of the center spot with the + symbol.

plained by a small energy difference (≤ 25 keV) between
either of the two states or a small production cross sec-
tion in fission (≤ 3% of the ground-state yield). However,
a more likely explanation, as detailed below, is that there
are only two long-lived states present in 122Ag, a low-spin
ground state and a high-spin isomer.

According to the NUBASE20 and ENSDF evaluations
[3, 69], the three β-decaying states are tentatively as-
signed spins and parities 3+, 1− and 9−. The 3+ as-
signment for the ground state comes from the β-decay
study [85] where large β-feedings and low log(ft) values
to the 2+ and 4+ states in 122Cd were observed. How-
ever, in that work a beam of 122Ag, which was produced
in neutron-induced fission, was not isomerically purified.
More recent experimental studies, which have used simi-
lar production mechanisms [86, 87], indicated a presence
of two long-lived states in the beam. Thus, the 3+ spin
assignment based on the log(ft) values is not correct.

The analysis of the half-lives further supports the two-
state hypothesis. The 3+-level half-life of 0.529(13) s
[69] is an average of two β-delayed neutron measurements
[88, 89]. However, in the in-source laser spectroscopy
study performed at ISOLDE [87], two long-lived states
in 122Ag were observed and both of them are β-delayed-
neutron emitters. Therefore, since there was no isomeric
purification in Refs. [88, 89], the half-life has had two
components and the ENSDF average is of an unknown
mixture.

There are two more half-life measurements reported in
the literature, 0.48(8) s [85] and 0.357(24) s [90]. Both of
them are in between 0.20(5) s and 0.55(5) s, reported in
the laser spectroscopy study [87] for the high- and low-
spin states, respectively, as well as in between 0.29(5) s
and 0.8(2) s, reported in Ref. [91]. This indicates that

the beam contained a mixture of isomers, as explicitly
stated in Ref. [90].

In this work, the difference between the isomeric state
and the ground state decay constants ∆λ = λm − λgs

was extracted by varying waiting times (from 0 to 0.5
s) in the cooler before injecting the beam into the Pen-
ning traps. The obtained difference, ∆λ = 1.1(3) 1/s, is
in good agreement with ∆λ = 2.2(9) 1/s extracted from
the half-lives reported in Ref. [87] and ∆λ = 1.5(5) 1/s
extracted from the values in Ref. [91].

The isomeric ratio of both spots observed on the PI-
ICR plot is close to 1. However, the half-life of the high-
spin state is shorter than the low-spin state [87] and,
in addition, it is shorter than the measurement cycle
(t ≈ 470 ms). After correcting for the decay losses, the
yield of the high-spin state is higher, in line with Ref. [10].

Considering the presented facts, we assign the ground-
state as a low-spin (1−) state with T1/2 = 550(50) ms
and the isomer as the high-spin (9−) state with
T1/2 = 200(50) ms. We also deem the (3+) state with
T1/2 = 529(13) ms to be non-existent.

E. 127,129In

127,129In isotopes have very high spin isomeric states,
(21/2−) and (23/2−), respectively. They were observed
for the first time at the OSIRIS facility in Studsvik
[92] and their excitation energies in the previous edi-
tions of AME, Ex,lit.(

127Inm2) = 1870(60) keV and
Ex,lit.(

129Inm2) = 1660(50) keV [93], have been estab-
lished by measuring their total decay energies. Two
recent 127Inm2 excitation energy measurements per-
formed at TITAN in TRIUMF showed significant de-
viations from the literature and from each other, with
1697(49) keV reported in Ref. [94] and 1744(9) keV in
Ref. [65]. In addition, in Ref. [65] the excitation en-
ergy of 129Inm2, 1649(82) keV, was measured. While it is
in agreement with the literature, the precision is limited
due to a presence of another long-lived state.

In this work, the ground-state mass of 127In was mea-
sured against 133Cs while both isomeric states were mea-
sured against the ground state. For all cases, the ac-
cumulation time was 450 ms. The extracted ground-
state mass value, ME = −76891.2(13) keV is 11 keV more
bound and eight times more precise than in AME20
[59]. The excitation energy of the first isomeric state,
Ex = 407.9(50) keV, is in agreement with the NUBASE20
value (Ex,lit. = 394(18) keV [3]) as well as with the re-
sults from TITAN (406(12) keV [65]) and with the more
precise value from the 127Cd β-decay spectroscopy study
performed at IGISOL (408.0(3) keV [64]).

The excitation energy of the second isomeric state
from this work, Ex = 1728.7(12) keV, is 41(40) keV lower
than the NUBASE20 value [3] which is weighted 58% on
the TITAN measurement [94] and 42% on the β-decay
OSIRIS study [30, 92]. It is also 15(9) keV lower than
the more recent TITAN value [65].
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The excitation energies of the first and the sec-
ond isomeric states in 129In were measured against
the ground state with 208 ms accumulation time.
The extracted values, Ex(

129Inm1) = 449.1(59) keV and
Ex(

129Inm2) = 1646.6(33) keV, respectively, are both in
agreement with NUBASE20 [3] as well as the TITAN
measurement [65]. In addition, in the case of 129Inm2,
our result is 15 times more precise. It should be noted
that since the masses of the second and the third iso-
meric states are connected via a 281-keV γ-ray transi-
tion [3, 95], our refined mass value of 129Inm2 leads to
an improved precision for the 129Inm3 excitation energy,
Ex(

129Inm3) = 1927.6(33) keV.
The excitation energies of the 1/2− states, the 21/2−

state in 127In and the 23/2− and the 29/2+ states in
129In were calculated within the shell-model framework
with the SNET interaction [96, 97] and the kshell code.
To make the calculations more feasible, the valence space
was truncated by allowing only up to two protons onto
the πg7/2 shell and by completely restricting neutron ex-
citations across the N = 50 magic number.

In the case of the shell model, the success in predict-
ing the relative order of states in an odd-mass nucleus is
based on the original fitting scheme of the adopted single-
particle orbitals and the two-body interaction. In the
case of the SNET interaction, the single-particle energies
(SPE) and two-body matrix elements (TBME) for the
proton-proton interaction below Z = 50 (π0f5/2, π1p3/2,
π1p1/2, and π0g9/2 orbitals) were obtained from a least-
squares fit to energy levels of the N = 50 isotones [98].
The neutron-neutron interaction above N = 50 (ν0g7/2,
ν1d5/2, ν1d3/2, ν2s1/2, and ν0h11/2 orbitals) was con-
structed starting with a set of TBME obtained from a
similar least-squares fit to the N = 82 isotones with a
132Sn core [99] in which the protons fill the same set of or-
bitals as do the neutrons outside of the 100Sn core. Then,
a calculated Coulomb interaction was subtracted and the
resulting TBME was scaled by a factor of (132/100)0.3.

The proton-neutron interaction is basically con-
structed from a G-matrix interaction and expressed as a
superposition of one-boson-exchange potential (OBEP)
type functions, whose oscillator matrix elements fit the
G-matrix elements derived from the Paris potential [100].
The G-matrix elements can explain the low-energy prop-
erties (around the Fermi surface), while the behavior of
a G-matrix interaction at higher angular momenta fails
sometimes, as can be seen in Figs. 8 and 9.

Additional calculations were performed within the mi-
croscopic quasiparticle-phonon model (MQPM) frame-
work [101, 102]. The MQPM is based on the quasi-
particle random-phase approximation (QRPA) for even-
even nuclei [103] and an extra proton (neutron) quasi-
particle is coupled to the QRPA excitations using the
residual Hamiltonian [101] in order to access proton-odd
(neutron-odd) nuclei. MQPM has the advantage that
when the energy spectrum of the neighboring even-even
reference nucleus is well reproduced by adjusting the
residual Hamiltonian, then the three-quasiparticle states
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Figure 8. Comparison of experimental and theoretical iso-
meric states in 127In. States measured in this work are indi-
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Figure 9. Comparison of experimental and theoretical iso-
meric states in 129In. The excitation energy of the (29/2+)
isomer is based on the internal transition energy reported in
Ref. [95]. States measured in this work are indicated in red.

in the odd-mass nucleus are relatively well reproduced,
as in the present case.

For 127In, the MQPM states were created by coupling
a proton quasiparticle to 128Sn, which was used as the
reference nucleus for which the QRPA calculation was
carried out, while for 129In the neighboring 130Sn served
as the reference nucleus. In the QRPA calculation for
128Sn, the phonon energies were 0.965 MeV (2+1 ), 1.936
MeV (5−1 ), 1.830 MeV (7−1 ) and 2.746 MeV (10+1 ), cor-
responding to the experimental 128Sn states 1.169 MeV
(2+), 2.121 MeV (5−), 2.092 MeV (7−) and 2.434 MeV
(10+), respectively [69]. For 130Sn, the phonon energies
were 1.255 MeV (2+1 ), 2.281 MeV (5−1 ), 2.047 MeV (7−1 ),
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and 3.081 MeV (10+1 ), corresponding to the experimen-
tal 130Sn states 1.221 MeV (2+), 2.085 MeV (5−), 1.947
MeV (7−) and 2.434 MeV (10+), respectively [69]. The
relatively high energy for the 10+1 phonon in 130Sn may
partially explain why the isomeric state 29/2+ is notably
above the experimental value, while the other states, also
consistently above the corresponding experimental val-
ues, are closer to the measured energies.

F. 132Sb

The 132Sb isotope lies in the direct vicinity of the
doubly magic 132Sn nucleus. Despite the two long-lived
states being known since 1956 [3], the isomer excitation
energy remains unknown. In this work, both long-lived
states were measured with 471 ms accumulation time.
The mass of the ground state, ME = −79629.6(27) keV,
was measured against 133Cs and it is 6(4) keV less bound
than the AME20 value [59]. The isomer excitation
energy, (Ex = 139.3(20) keV), was measured against
the ground state. Our result is in agreement with the
NUBASE20 extrapolation (Ex,lit. = 150(50)# keV [3])
as well as a preliminary value of 153(14) keV reported in
Ref. [44].

The (8−) isomer lies 115.2(20) keV below the (6−)
254.5(3) keV state. Thus, it can be expected that these
two levels are connected by an E2 γ-ray transition. A
dedicated β-decay study to search for this transition
might be of interest from an astrophysical point of view,
since the population of the isomer in 132Sn decay would
change the release of energy over time [13].

Excited states in 132Sb were calculated within the shell
model framework using the sn100pn interaction [104] and
the kshell code. The experimental results are repro-
duced relatively well by the theory, see Fig. 10. While
the energy differences between the calculated states are
slightly larger compared to the experimental data, the
order is maintained and all the low-lying states are re-
produced. We note that shell model predicts two states
at around 350 keV, 5− and 7−, which were not observed
experimentally. However, the experimental data for this
nucleus is quite limited as it was studied only via β decay
[105] and spontaneous fission [106]. At the same time, the
fact that the excitation energy of the (8−) isomer is re-
produced relatively well benchmarks the used interaction
and gives credibility to the location of these 5− and 7−

states, not seen experimentally.

The wave function of the lowest-lying positive-parity
states, including 3+ and 4+ have, as the leading com-
ponent, the proton 0g7/2 orbital and the neutron 1d3/2
orbital. In the case of the lowest-lying negative-parity
states, including 7− and 8−, the shell model has as the
leading component the proton 0g7/2 orbital and the neu-
tron 0h11/2 orbital.
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Figure 10. Comparison experimental and theoretical excited
states in 132Sb up to 600 keV. The experimental data is
adapted from Ref. [69] based on the isomer excitation en-
ergy measured in this work, indicated in red.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In this work we have reported mass values of eight
ground states and nine isomeric states. Many of the
studied nuclei are located near closed neutron shells at
N = 50 and N = 82 and therefore provide valuable in-
puts to benchmark theoretical models. For the N = 49
nucleus 84Br, we have improved the precision of the
isomeric-state excitation energy by almost two orders of
magnitude. The shell-model calculations with the jun45
interaction correctly obtain 2− as the ground-state spin,
however, the isomer is predicted to be 7− and not (6−) as
evaluated in NUBASE20. Further experiments, to verify
the spin-parity of the isomer would be welcome in future,
e.g. via laser spectroscopy.

We have also determined five isomeric states in the
region close to doubly magic 132Sn and tested the perfor-
mance of theoretical models in predicting their energies
and spin-parities. The excitation energy of the (8−) iso-
mer in 132Sb, Ex = 139.3(20) keV, was determined for
the first time, and the excitation energies of the 1/2−

isomers in 127,129In were measured with a much better
precision and found to agree with the NUBASE20 values
[3]. The excitation energies for the high-spin (21/2−)
and (23/2−) states were measured for the first time with
a few-keV precision, and were found to be lower than in
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literature by 53(40) keV and 8(50) keV, respectively.
The shell-model calculations performed with the

sn100pn or SNET interactions reproduced the experi-
mental levels reasonably well for the studied nuclei close
to 132Sn. While the 1/2− isomers in 127,129In are bet-
ter produced with the shell-model calculations using the
SNET interaction than with the MQPM calculations, the
MQPM approach performs better for the high-spin iso-
mers. The order of the states is correctly predicted and
the energies are closer to the experimental values.

For two measured cases, 105Mo and 121Pd, no long-
lived isomers were observed. For 119Pd, the isomer ex-
citation energy, Ex = 199.1(30) keV, was determined
for the first time. The ground state was found to be
more bound than the AME20 value, which matched with
the isomeric-state mass determined in this work. With
the new ground-state mass of 119Pd, the kink in the
two-neutron separation energies at N = 73 − 75, which
might have been an indication of a structural change,
is removed, and the values continue to decrease linearly.
Thus, the binding energies do not suggest any drastic
changes in the ground-state structure for the Pd isotopes
in this region.

Similarly to 119Pd, the ground state of 122Ag was found
to be more bound than in AME20. Only two long-lived
states were observed in 122Ag. The isomeric state was
resolved from the ground state and its excitation energy,
Ex = 303.7(50) keV, was determined for the first time.
The analysis of the collected data and the literature point
to only two long-lived states and that the (3+) state listed
in the NUBASE20 and ENSDF evaluations [3, 69] is just
an artefact.

High-precision mass measurements with the PI-ICR
technique offer a way to resolve isomers from the ground
states and to determine isomeric excitation energies with

a few keV precision. The high resolving power enables
more accurate ground-state measurements as demon-
strated in this work for 119Pd and 122Ag which were
both found to be more bound than the previous measure-
ments performed with a mixture of states. More accu-
rate ground-state masses are essential for nuclear struc-
ture and astrophysics studies. The Pd isotopes studied in
this work indicate that artefacts can appear in the sys-
tematics of binding energies if isomeric states are not
correctly accounted for. The possibility to determine
excitation energies for isomeric states via Penning-trap
mass spectrometry has yielded substantial new data on
isomers that can be used to benchmark theoretical mod-
els as shown here for 84Br, 132Sb, and 127,129In in the
vicinity of N = 50 and N = 82 shell closures. Isomeric
states can also play a role in astrophysics. The impact of
the newly studied isomers on the astrophysical r process
can help to further these investigations in the future.
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