arXiv:0807.2851v1 [nucl-ex] 17 Jul 2008

Production of medium-mass neutron-rich nuclei in reactions induced by^{136}Xe projectiles at 1 A GeV on a beryllium target

J. Benlliure,^{1, ∗} M.Fernández-Ordóñez,^{1, †} L. Audouin,^2 A. Boudard,^3 E. Casarejos,^1 J.E. Ducret,^3 T. Enqvist,^{4, ‡} A. Heinz,^{4, §} D. Henzlova,^{4, ¶} V. Henzl,^{4, ¶} A. Kelic,^4 S. Leray,^3 P. Napolitani,^{2, 4, ∗∗} J. Pereira,^{1, ¶} F. Rejmund,^{2, ††} M.V. Ricciardi,^4 K.-H. Schmidt,^4 C. Schmitt,^{4, ‡‡} C. Stéphan,^2 L. Tassan-Got,^2 C. Volant,^3 C. Villagrasa,^{3, §§} and O. Yordanov^{4, ¶¶} 1Universidade de Santiago de Compostela, E-15782 Santiago de Compostela, Spain 2IPN Orsay, Université Paris-Sud 11, CNRS/IN2P3, F-91406 Orsay cedex, France 3DAPNIA/SPhN, DSM-CEA, F-91191 Gif-sur-Yvette cedex, France 4GSI, Planckstr. 1, D-64291 Darmstadt, Germany (Dated: January 6, 2019)

Production cross sections of medium-mass neutron-rich nuclei obtained in the fragmentation of 136Xe projectiles at 1 A GeV have been measured with the FRagment Separator (FRS) at GSI. 125Pd was identified for the first time. The measured cross sections are compared to^{238}U fission yields and model calculations in order to determine the optimum reaction mechanism to extend the limits of the chart of the nuclides around the r-process waiting point at N=82.

PACS numbers: 25.27.Mn, 27.60.+j 90≤A≤149, 29.38.Db, 24.10.Jv

I. INTRODUCTION

The access to medium-mass neutron-rich nuclei around N = 82 is a pre-requisite for investigating the evolution of nuclear shell structure with neutron excess and its implications on the stellar nucleosynthesis in the r-process. The quenching of the neutron shell gaps in neutron-rich nuclei is being extensively addressed in both, experimental [1, 2, 3, 4, 5] and theoretical works [6, 7, 8]. Recent contradictory results require more experimental investigations. However, the refractory nature of the nuclei of interest and the limited primary-beam intensities from existing fragmentation facilities prevents us from any sizeable extension of the present limits of known nuclei on the chart of the nuclides at N = 82.

In the near future, new radioactive-beam facilities will offer improved possibilities for extensive experimental investigations. However, the choice of the appropriate re-

∗Electronic address: j.benlliure@usc.es †Present address: CIEMAT, Avd. Complutense, 28000 Madrid, Spain ‡Present address: CUPP project, P.O. Box 22, 86801 Pyhäsalmi, Finland §Present address: WNSL, Yale University, New Haven, Connecticut 06511, USA ¶Present address: NSCL, Michigan State University, East Lansing, Michigan 48824, USA ∗∗Present address: LPC Caen, ENSICAEN, Université de Caen, CNRS/IN2P3, F-14050 Caen cedex 4, France ††Present address: GANIL, CEA/DSM-CNRS/IN2P3, BP 55027, F-14076 Caen cedex, France ‡‡Present address: Université Lyon I, CNRS/IN2P3, IPNL, F- 69622 Villeurbanne cedex, France §§Present address: IRSN, BP17, F-92262 Fontenay-aux-Roses cedex, France ¶¶Present address: INRNE, 72 Tzarigradsko chausee, BG-1784 Sofia, Bulgaria

action mechanism for the production of neutron-rich nuclei will be decisive for the magnitude of the attainable yields. Fission has been used successfully for producing a large variety of neutron-rich nuclei close to N = 82 both in in-flight [9] and in ISOL [10] facilities. However, the fission yields were found to drastically decrease for light N = 82 isotones, since the fluctuations in the chargepolarization degree of freedom are rather small [11]. An alternative option to fission is the fragmentation of stable^{136}Xe projectiles [3]. It is very interesting to explore how the cross sections of light neutron-rich nuclei close to N = 82 develop when using this fundamentally different mechanism in its extreme tail of cold fragmentation [12], where fluctuations in the N/Z degree of freedom in the formation of projectile spectators with low excitation energies are exploited. More recently, it has been proposed to profit from the high secondary-beam intensities of some neutron-rich fission fragments available in ISOL facilities to use a two-stage reaction scheme for producing medium-mass neutron-rich nuclei [13]. According to this scheme, fission products from an ISOL facility could be re-accelerated and fragmented in order to produce nuclei with larger neutron excess. With this approach it is also possible to overcome the difficulties of the ISOL method to produce isotopes of refractory elements.

In this paper we present the results of an experiment recently conducted at GSI where medium-mass neutronrich nuclei produced in the reaction^{136}Xe+Be at 1 A GeV were separated and identified in-flight using the FRagment Separator (FRS). Moreover, the production cross sections of the projectile residues could be determined with high accuracy. In the first sections of the paper we present the experimental technique and the main results obtained in this experiment. Then, we validate different model calculations describing the production of residual nuclei in fragmentation reactions at relativistic energies. We conclude the paper with a comparison of the

FIG. 1: Schematic layout of the FRS showing only the dipole magnetic elements and its detection system. Multiplets of quadrupoles and sextupoles are not shown in the figure.

expected production yields of neutron-rich nuclei close to N=82 in fragmentation and fission reactions.

II. EXPERIMENT

The experiment was performed at the GSI facilities where the SIS18 synchrotron accelerated a^{136}Xe beam to 1 A GeV. The average intensity of the beam pulses was 10^8 ions, their duration 3 seconds and the total cycle 6 seconds. A secondary-electron monitor [14] registered continuously the beam intensity for normalisation purposes. The beam impinged onto a beryllium target with a thickness of 2.5 g/cm^2, located at the entrance of the FRagment Separator (FRS) [15]. The FRS is a zerodegree magnetic spectrometer with a resolving power of ΔBρ/Bρ ≈ 1500, a momentum acceptance of Δp/p ≈ 3% and an angular acceptance around the central trajectory of 15 mrad [16]. The two symmetric stages composed of two dipoles each and several multiplets of quadrupoles and sextupoles (see Fig. 1) were used in an achromatic mode with a dispersive intermediate image plane.

Reaction residues with trajectories inside the FRS acceptance for a given magnetic tuning were identified from their magnetic rigidity and time of flight. The magnetic rigidity was obtained from the measured positions of the trajectories at the intermediate and final image planes using two position-sensitive plastic scintillators. These detectors also provided the time of flight of the transmitted nuclei between these two image planes. Moreover, the atomic number of each residual nucleus was determined from its energy loss in an ionisation chamber placed at the end of the FRS and from its velocity. A detailed description of the experimental technique and data-sorting procedure can be found in Refs [17, 18, 19].

III. RESULTS

In figure 2 we present the identification matrix obtained by adding up several magnetic tunings of the FRS in the form of a two-dimensional scatter plot of the energy loss of the transmitted nuclei in the ionisation chamber versus their A/q value, obtained from the magneticrigidity and velocity measurements. Fig. 2 also illustrates the typical resolution obtained in this experiment A/ΔA≈ 360 and Z/ΔZ≈ 190.

At this projectile energy, nuclei with atomic numbers smaller than 55 are fully ionised at ≤ 98%. Residual nuclei changing their atomic charge state at the intermediate image plane of the spectrometer were identified from the combined measurement of the their magnetic rigidities in both sections of the FRS and their energy loss in the ionisation chamber [12]. Only isotopes having three neutrons less and keeping one electron all along the FRS could contaminate the production of a given isotope at a level of 10^{−4}. Considering that cross sections of neutronrich nuclei differing in three neutrons can vary at most by two orders of magnitude, the expected contamination by charge states will be of the order of few percent.

The atomic number was calibrated using the primary beam (referred as “b” in the figure) as reference. From this procedure, and assuming fully-stripped residues one can obtain the mass number of the nuclei using the identification matrix shown in Fig. 2. In particular, in this figure we can easily identify the six first protonremoval channels (1p, 2p,...) from^{136}Xe (^{135}I,^{134}Te, 133Sb,^{132}Sn,^{131}In and^{130}Cd). The production of^{125}Pd is also clearly shown in this figure: this was the first time this nucleus was produced using fragmentation reactions. In a later experiment^{125}Pd was also identified in the fission of^{238}U [20].

Fig. 2 also shows the production of caesium isotopes as well as N=83 nuclei which have one neutron more than the projectile. All these nuclei are produced in chargeexchange reactions, as shown by A. Kelic et al. [21], and will be the subject of discussion in a forthcoming publication.

The measured production yields were transformed into production cross sections by normalising to the number of incident projectiles and target thickness. Before that, the measured yields were corrected by the FRS acceptance and losses due to the dead time of the data acquisition, reactions in all layers of matter along the FRS, multiple reactions in the target and charge states of the residual nuclei. For most of the measured nuclei, no correction for the limited momentum acceptance had to be applied. The full momentum distribution was obtained by adding up the momentum-distribution segments measured in different magnetic tunings of the FRS with a difference in the magnetic values smaller than the 3% of the momentum acceptance of the spectrometer. Using this method, the final production cross sections of the different projectile residues identified in this experiment were determined with an accuracy between 10% and 20%.

FIG. 2: Two-dimensional scatter plot of the energy loss of the nuclei transmitted through the FRS versus their A/q value obtained from the magnetic rigidity and time-of-flight measurements. This identification matrix was obtained by adding up several magnetic tunings of the FRS. The primary beam, fully stripped (b) and carrying one electron (1e^−), as well as the proton-loss channels (1p, 2p, ...) and^{125}Pd are indicated.

A detailed description of the procedure can be found in Refs. [12, 18, 19].

Figure 3 summarises all projectile residues measured in this work on top of the chart of the nuclides. As it can be seen, in this measurement we covered the most neutron-rich residues produced in the fragmentation of 136Xe projectiles with production cross sections down to 100 pb.

IV. DISCUSSION

A. Isotopic distributions of residual nuclei

The production cross sections of projectile residual nuclei measured in this work are shown in figure 4 in form of isotopic distributions. The error bars are visible when larger than the size of the data points. The smooth evolution of the measured cross sections, both in mass and atomic number, is considered as an indication of the high accuracy of the measurements.

As shown in this figure, for most of the elements produced as projectile residues, a large fraction of their isotopic distributions was measured in the present experiment, covering in particular the most neutron-rich isotopes produced with cross sections larger than 100 pb. Therefore, these data are relevant to investigate the possibilities offered by projectile-fragmentation reactions to

FIG. 3: Residual nuclei produced in the fragmentation of 136Xe projectiles impinging on a beryllium target at 1000 A MeV identified in this work represented on top of a chart of the nuclides. The cluster size and colour indicate the production cross section according to the legend.

produce medium-mass neutron-rich nuclei.

Residual nuclei close to the projectile, isotopes of xenon and iodine, present isotopic distributions with small variations in cross section, decreasing with the neutron number. This behaviour indicates that those nuclei are produced in extremely peripheral reactions where the projectile loses at most one proton and the excitation energy gained in the reaction leads to the evaporation of few neutrons. The residual nuclei of elements lighter than iodine show a different shape in their isotopic distribution. The maximum of the distribution is located at a neutron number smaller than the one of the projectile, while the cross sections decrease with increasing neutron excess for the most neutron-rich residues. Moreover, the decrease of the production cross section for decreasing the proton number in an isotonic sequence is steeper than the decrease of the production cross section with increasing neutron number in an isotopic sequence. Indeed, for the most neutron-rich residues of silver or palladium a difference of one neutron corresponds to a variation of the cross section of one order of magnitude, while a difference of one proton corresponds to a variation of two orders of magnitude.

The production of the most neutron-rich residues is expected in reactions dominated by the cold-fragmentation process [12]. These are reaction channels where the projectile nucleus mostly loses protons in the interaction with the target and, at the same time, deposits only little excitation energy, allowing for the evaporation of only a few neutrons. This reaction channel leads then to the

FIG. 4: Isotopic distributions of the production cross sections of projectile residues measured in this work. The measured data (solid points) are compared to the predictions obtained with two model calculations, COFRA (solid line) and EPAX (dashed line).

production of the most neutron-rich nuclei that can be produced in the fragmentation of a given projectile nucleus. Obviously, the production of the most neutron-rich final residues relies on large fluctuations in the proton-to-neutron ratio of the abraded nucleons and in the excitation energy gained by the projectile pre-fragment in the abrasion process. In this scenario, the most extreme case corresponds to the proton-removal channels where only protons are abraded and the excitation energy gained remains below the neutron-evaporation threshold. As already mentioned in the previous section, in this experiment we were able to identify and measure the production cross sections up to the six proton-removal channel, as depicted in Fig.5. Again this figure clearly shows how the loss of an additional proton corresponds to a reduction of almost two orders of magnitude in the final production cross section.

B. Benchmarking of model calculations

The future perspectives for the production of mediummass neutron-rich nuclei using fragmentation reactions can be investigated using model calculations which the present data validate. For this purpose we chose two different approaches. The EPAX formula [22], a semiempirical parametrisation of previously measured data and the code COFRA [12] a simplified version of the

FIG. 5: Production cross sections of the proton-removal channels from^{136} Xe measured in this work. The data points are compared to the predictions obtained with two approaches, the COFRA model (solid line) and EPAX formula (dashed line).

abrasion-ablation model ABRABLA [23]. COFRA includes a complete description of the abrasion process following the ideas introduced by Gaimard and Schmidt [23] with a reduction of the excitation energy by 10% with respect to the description proposed in Ref. [24]. Then the evaporation stage is based on the statistical model using the Weisskopf prescription but considering only neutron emission as open de-excitation channel. This simplification allows for an analytical description of the evaporation process as described in [12] but restricts the validity of the results to those cases where the de-excitation of an excited nucleus can be described mostly by the evaporation of neutrons, as it is the case of nuclei with a large neutron excess, and in particular, those produced in cold-fragmentation reactions.

In figures 4 and 5 we compare the results obtained with both calculations with the data measured in the present work. The EPAX formula in general provides a good description of the production cross sections of neutrondeficient fragmentation residues [26]. In the present case, EPAX describes rather well the production cross sections of residual nuclei not too different in mass number from the projectile. However, for residual nuclei with a large neutron excess EPAX clearly overestimates the production cross sections. This effect increases with the difference in mass number between the residual nucleus and the projectile, being close to one order of magnitude for the six proton-removal channel shown in Fig. 5, and even larger for the most neutron-rich isotopes of Pd and Rh shown in Fig. 4. This overestimation of the production cross sections of residual nuclei with large neutron excess and far from the projectile obtained with EPAX was already observed in previous works [12, 13, 25].

The code COFRA provides a better overall description of the present data. Nevertheless, we can also identify a clear tendency to slightly under-predict the production cross sections of neutron-rich residual nuclei with a large difference in mass number with respect to the projectile, as can be seen in Figs. 4 and 5. It should be stressed that the predictions of the COFRA code are extremely sensitive to the precise values of the neutron separation energies of the nuclei of interest. Indeed, an overestimation of few hundred keV in the neutron binding energies could explain the observed deviations from the measured cross section. A similar approach has been recently used in Ref. [27] to determine the binding energies of several Cu isotopes.

C. Fragmentation and fission competition for the production of medium-mass neutron-rich nuclei.

The alternatives to the fragmentation of^{136}Xe for the production of neutron-rich N=82 isotones below 132Sn are the in-flight fission of heavy projectiles, mainly 238U [9], or a two-stage reaction scheme where highly volatile fission residues delivered by an ISOL facility, such as^{132}Sn, are re-accelerated and fragmented in a secondary target to produce neutron-rich nuclei by coldfragmentation [13].

In-flight fission has extensively been investigated at the FRagment Separator facility at GSI where the isotopic production cross sections of fission residues have been measured in reactions induced by relativistic^{238}U [9, 28, 29, 30, 31],^{208}Pb [33, 34, 35] and^{197}Au [36] projectiles impinging on different target materials. This extensive data set allowed to investigate in detail the fission process in the large excitation-energy range populated in peripheral collisions between heavy ions at relativistic energies [37, 38, 39], and formulate reaction models describing the isotopic composition of the final fission residues [40].

Calculations for the expected production of N=82 isotones below^{132}Sn using a two-stage reaction scheme were presented in [13] while recently, an experiment was performed at GSI to measure such cross sections [41]. In principle this two-stage reaction scheme is proposed to overcome the limited extraction efficiency of refractory elements, in which we are interested, in ISOL facilities. Since the results from this experiment are not yet available we limit the discussion in this section to the comparison of the production cross sections in fragmentation and fission reactions.

This comparison is shown in Fig. 6, where we represent the production cross sections of palladium, silver and cadmium neutron-rich isotopes produced in the fragmentation of^{136}Xe projectiles at 1 A GeV impinging on a beryllium target measured in this work (squares) and calculated with the COFRA code (solid line). In the same figure we also depict the production of those nuclei

FIG. 6: Production cross sections of palladium, silver and cadmium isotopes produced in the fragmentation of^{136} Xe+Be at 1000 A MeV measured in this work (squares) and calculated with the code COFRA (solid line) compared to the productions obtained in the in-flight fission of^{238}U projectiles at 1000 A MeV impinging a lead target measured in [29] (circles) and calculated with the code SIMFIS [40] (dashed line).

in fission reactions induced by^{238}U projectiles at 950 A MeV impinging on a lead target measured in [29] (circles) and calculated with the Monte-Carlo-type SIMFIS code [40] (dashed line). In order to reach cross sections as low as picobarns the SIMFIS calculations were extrapolated using a polynomial function in exponential scale. For studying the production by fission, a lead target was chosen in order to enhance the production of very fissile slightly neutron-deficient uranium isotopes with moderate excitation energies by Coulomb excitation at relativistic energies [42].

As can be seen in the figure, fission of relativistic^{238}U projectiles, induced in a lead target, results in larger production cross sections of neutron-rich nuclei below^{132}Sn than the fragmentation of^{136}Xe projectiles. The difference with fragmentation decreases with the atomic number since we approach the region of symmetric fission (palladium), poorly populated by the electromagneticinduced fission of^{238}U [42].

The final production rates of medium-mass neutronrich nuclei in the next-generation radioactive-ion-beam facilities will depend not only on the production cross sections, which are investigated in this work but also on primary-beam intensities and target thicknesses, and on the technique used for the production; i.e. ISOL or in-flight with their different extraction or transmission efficiencies. In the case of ISOL facilities, the main technical difference affecting spallation reactions induced on a thick^{238}U target, is the extraction efficiency from the target. In principle, uranium composites present good release properties [43]. However, as already mentioned, the refractory nature of the elements of interest results in extremely low extraction efficiencies

[44, 45, 46]. In this case, the two-stage scenario, where non-refractory neutron-rich fission residues like^{132}Sn can be easily extracted from a^{238}U target, post-accelerated, and then fragmented will allow the production of refractory neutron-rich nuclei below^{132}Sn with much higher yields.

In the case of in-flight facilities, the different kinematic properties of fission and fragmentation residues directly affects the transmission efficiencies of the reaction residues through the corresponding magnetic spectrometers. In present spectrometers such as the FRS, the difference in transmission can be up to a factor of 20 in favour of fragmentation. However, the large acceptance of the new-generation spectrometers, as BigRips in RIKEN [47] or the SuperFRS [48] at the future FAIR facility, reduces this difference in transmission down to a factor of 5. Therefore, in this case the final production rates will be determined to a much larger extent by the production cross sections. The comparison shown in Fig. 6 clearly shows that fission will be very competitive for the production of neutron-rich nuclei with atomic numbers between 60 and 48, and 44 and 32 populated by the asymmetric fission of^{238}U by the heavy and light fission fragments, respectively. However, the region of symmetric fission residues with atomic numbers between 45 and 47 will be better covered by the fragmentation of^{136}Xe.

V. CONCLUSION

In this work we have investigated the production of medium-mass neutron-rich nuclei. For this purpose, an experiment was conducted at GSI to measure the production cross sections of neutron-rich projectile residues produced in the fragmentation of^{136}Xe projectiles at 1 A GeV in a beryllium target. Using the high-resolution magnetic spectrometer FRS we were able to identify more than 100 neutron-rich residual nuclei, produced in this reaction with cross sections as low as 100 pb, and to measure their production cross sections. Moreover,^{125}Pd was identified and its production cross section in fragmentation reactions was measured for the first time.

These measurements were used to benchmark two reaction codes describing the production cross sections of residual nuclei in fragmentation reactions, EPAX and COFRA. This analysis shows that the EPAX formula yields accurate predictions for the production cross sections of neutron-deficient nuclei and neutron-rich ones relatively close to the initial projectile in mass number. However this formula clearly overestimates the production cross sections of neutron-rich nuclei with four or more protons lost in the reaction. The code COFRA, which can only predict the production of residual nuclei with a large neutron excess, provides an overall good description of the production cross sections of the neutronrich nuclei produced in this work. Only for nuclei very far in mass number from the projectile a moderate underprediction of the production cross sections can be observed.

The present data and model calculations obtained for fragmentation reactions were also confronted to data and model calculations providing the production cross sections of similar nuclei but using fission reactions. This comparison shows that fission reactions are very competitive for the production of medium-mass neutron-rich nuclei within the atomic number intervals covered by the asymmetric fission of^{238}U. In the case of radioactive-ion-beam facilities using the in-flight technique, fragmentation of^{136}Xe can be used for the production of neutronrich nuclei populating the region of symmetric fission (Z≈ 44 to 47). In general, ISOL facilities suffer from the refractory nature of many of the N=82 neutron-rich isotones. In this case, the proposed two stage scenario for the production of those nuclei in the fragmentation of non-refractory fission residues such as^{132}Sn could be used to overcome this limitation.

Acknowledgments

The authors are indebted to K.H. Behr, A. Brünle and K. Burkhard for their technical support to this experiment. This work was partially supported by the European Community under the FP6 “Integrated Infrastructure Initiative EURONS” contract n. RII3-CT- 2004-506065 and the “Research Infrastructure Action - Structuring the European Research Area EURISOL-DS” contract n. 515768 RIDS, by the Spanish Ministry of Education and Science under grants FPA2005-00732 and FPA2007-62652 and the programme “Ingenio 2010, Consolider CPAN”, and by “Xunta de Galicia” under grant PGIDT00PXI20606PM. The EC is not liable for any use that may be made of the information contained herein.

APPENDIX A: MEASURED CROSS SECTIONS

Production cross sections of fragmentation residues produced in collisions induced by 1000 A MeV^{136} Xe with beryllium. The number in parentheses represents the uncertainty referred to the corresponding last digits of the measured value.

[1] I. Dillmann, K.-L. Kratz, A. Wöhr, O. Arndt, B. A.

Brown, P. Hoff, M. Hjorth-Jensen, U. Kster, A. N. Ostrowski, B. Pfeiffer, D. Seweryniak, J. Shergur and W. B. Walters, Phys. Rev. Lett. 91 (2003) 162503 [2] W. B. Walters, B. E. Tomlin, P. F. Mantica, B. A. Brown, J. Rikovska Stone, A. D. Davies, A. Estrade, P. T. Hosmer, N. Hoteling, S. N. Liddick, T. J. Mertzimekis, F. Montes, A. C. Morton, W. F. Mueller, M. Ouellette, E. Pellegrini, P. Santi, D. Seweryniak, H. Schatz, J. Shergur and A. Stolz, Phys. Rev. C 70 (2004) 034314 [3] F. Montes, A. Estrade, P. T. Hosmer, S. N. Liddick, P. F.

Mantica, A. C. Morton, W. F. Mueller, M. Ouellette, E. Pellegrini, P. Santi, H. Schatz, A. Stolz, B. E. Tomlin, O. Arndt, K.-L. Kratz, B. Pfeiffer, P. Reeder, W. B. Walters, A. Aprahamian and A. Whr, Phys. Rev. C 73 (2006) 035801 [4] A. Jungclaus, L. Cáceres, M. Górska, M. Pftzner, S.

Pietri, E. Werner-Malento, H. Grawe, K. Langanke, G. Martínez-Pinedo, F. Nowacki, A. Poves, J. J. Cuenca- García, D. Rudolph, Z. Podolyak, P. H. Regan, P. Detistov, S. Lalkovski, V. Modamio, J. Walker, P. Bednarczyk, P. Doornenbal, H. Geissel, J. Gerl, J. Grebosz, I.

Kojouharov, N. Kurz, W. Prokopowicz, H. Schaffner, H. J. Wollersheim, K. Andgren, J. Benlliure, G. Benzoni, A. M. Bruce, E. Casarejos, B. Cederwall, F. C. L. Crespi, B. Hadinia, M. Hellström, R. Hoischen, G. Ilie, J. Jolie, A. Khaplanov, M. Kmiecik, R. Kumar, A. Maj, S. Mandal, F. Montes, S. Myalski, G. S. Simpson, S. J. Steer, S. Tashenov and O. Wieland, Phys. Rev. Lett. 99 (2007) 132501 [5] B.P. Kay, S.J. Freeman, J.P. Schiffer, J.A. Clark, C.

Deibel, A. Heinz, A. Parikh and C. Wrede, Phys. Lett. B 658 (2008) 216 [6] J. Dobaczewski, W. Nazarewicz, T. R. Werner, J. F.

Berger, C. R. Chinn and J. Decharg, Phys. Rev. C 53 (1996) 2809 [7] J. M. Pearson, R. C. Nayak and S. Goriely, Phys. Lett.

B 387 (1996) 455 [8] T. Otsuka, T. Suzuki, R. Fujimoto, H. Grawe and Y.

Akaishi, Phys. Rev. Lett. 95 (2005) 232502 [9] M. Bernás, S. Czajkowski, P. Armbruster, H. Geissel, P.

Dessagne, C. Donzaud, H.-R. Faust, E. Hanelt, A. Heinz, M. Hesse, C. Kozhuharov, Ch. Miehe, G. Münzenberg, M. Pfützner, C. Röhl, K.-H. Schmidt, W. Schwab, C.

Isotope σ(mb) 136Cs 0.60(7) 135Cs 1.55(17) 134Cs 2.59(29) 133Cs 3.22(36) 132Cs 3.16(35) 135Xe 109(12) 134Xe 51.1(56) 133Xe 31.7(35) 132Xe 28.8(32) 131Xe 19.9(22) 130Xe 16.7(18) 129Xe 13.3(15) 136I 3.6E-2(4) 135I 16.7(18) 134I 16.3(18) 133I 18.8(21) 132I 18.1(20) 131I 18.9(21) 130I 17.1(19) 129I 18.6(21) 128I 15.9(18) 127I 15.5(17) 135Te 2.7E-3(3) 134Te 0.30(3) 133Te 1.18(13) 132Te 2.55(12) 130Te 5.24(58) 129Te 6.97(78) 128Te 7.54(83) 127Te 9.60(99) 126Te 7.54(83) 125Te 10.9(12) 134Sb 3.09E-5(37) 133Sb 6.69E-3(73) 132Sb 4.49E-2(49) 131Sb 0.19(2) 130Sb 0.42(5)

Isotope σ(mb) 129Sb 0.84(9) 127Sb 2.22(25) 126Sb 3.02(33) 125Sb 4.10(45) 124Sb 5.31(59) 123Sb 6.25(69) 132Sn 1.19E-4(13) 131Sn 1.22E-3(13) 130Sn 7.29E-3(81) 129Sn 2.75E-2(30) 128Sn 7.45E-2(92) 127Sn 0.18(2) 125Sn 0.64(8) 124Sn 1.04(13) 123Sn 1.56(18) 122Sn 2.28(26) 121Sn 3.17(35) 120Sn 4.23(47) 131In 6.75E-6(77) 130In 5.35E-5(63) 129In 3.65E-4(41) 128In 1.78E-3(19) 127In 6.49E-3(72) 126In 1.89E-2(57) 125In 5.80E-2(75) 124In 0.13(7) 122In 0.38(5) 121In 0.63(7) 120In 1.03(12) 119In 1.58(18) 118In 2.24(25) 130Cd 1.39E-7(30) 129Cd 2.57E-6(31) 128Cd 2.06E-5(23) 127Cd 8.30E-5(97) 126Cd 3.77E-4(24) 125Cd 1.36E-3(16)

Isotope σ(mb) 124Cd 4.88E-3(55) 123Cd 1.29E-2(39) 121Cd 8.03E-2(40) 119Cd 0.29(4) 118Cd 0.44(5) 117Cd 0.83(10) 116Cd 1.18(13) 115Cd 1.78(20) 128Ag 6.77E-8(217) 127Ag 8.19E-8(116) 126Ag 5.47E-6(63) 125Ag 2.73E-5(33) 124Ag 9.61E-5(11) 123Ag 3.46E-4(41) 122Ag 9.28E-4(232) 125Pd 9.38E-8(271) 124Pd 1.34E-6(72) 123Pd 6.25E-6(72) 122Pd 2.96E-5(20) 121Pd 9.92E-5(12) 120Pd 2.67E-4(53) 119Pd 6.61E-4(198) 122Rh 2.05E-7(47) 121Rh 1.49E-6(19) 120Rh 5.36E-6(62) 119Rh 1.86E-5(22) 118Rh 5.26E-5(63) 117Rh 1.36E-4(32) 119Ru 2.72E-7(52) 118Ru 1.42E-6(18) 117Tc 5.28E-8(208) 116Tc 2.23E-7(46) 115Tc 3.43E-6(45) 113Mo 2.59E-7(51) 111Nb 4.08E-8(172) 110Nb 2.51E-7(51) 108Zr 6.05E-8(224)

Stéphan, K. Sümmerer, L. Tassan-Got and B. Voss, Phys. Lett. B 331 (1994) 19 [10] J. Shergur, B. A. Brown, V. Fedoseyev, U. Köster, K.- L. Kratz, D. Seweryniak, W. B. Walters, A. Wöhr, D. Fedorov, M. Hannawald, M. Hjorth-Jensen, V. Mishin, B. Pfeiffer, J. J. Ressler, H. O. U. Fynbo, P. Hoff, H. Mach, T. Nilsson, K. Wilhelmsen-Rolander, H. Simon and A. Bickley, Phys. Rev. C 65 (2002) 034313 [11] P. Armbruster, Nucl. Phys. A 140 (1970) 385 [12] J. Benlliure, K.-H. Schmidt, D. Cortina-Gil, T. Enqvist, F. Farget, A. Heinz, A. R. Junghans, J. Pereira, J. Taïeb, Nucl. Phys. A 660 (1999) 87 [13] K. Helariutta, J. Benlliure, M. V. Ricciardi and K.-H.

Schmidt, Eur. Phys. J. A 17 (2003) 181 [14] A.R. Junghans, H.-G. Clerc, A. Grewe, M. de Jong, J.

Müller and K.-H. Schmidt, Nucl. Instr. and Methods A370 (1996) 312 [15] H. Geissel, P. Armbruster, K.-H. Behr, A. Brünle, K.- H. Bukhard, M. Chen, H. Folger, B. Franczak, H. Keller, O. Klepper, B. Langenbeck, F. Nickel, E. Pfeng, M. Pfützner, E. Roeckl, K. Rykaczewski, I. Schall, D. Schardt, C. Scheidenberger, K.-H. Schmidt, A. Schröter,

T. Schwab, K. Sümmerer, M. Weber, G. Münzenberg, T. Brohm, H.-G. Clerc, M. Fauerbach, J.-J. Gaimard, A. Grewe, E. Hanelt, B. Knödler, M. Steiner, B. Voss, J. Weckenmann, C. Ziegler, A. Magel, H. Wollnik, J.P. Dufour, Y. Fujita, D.J. Vieira and B. Sherrill, Nucl. Instr. and Methods B 70 (1992) 286 [16] J. Benlliure, J. Pereira and K.-H. Schmidt, Nucl. Instr.

and Methods A 478 (2002) 493 [17] J. Taïeb, K.-H. Schmidt, L. Tassan-Got, P. Armbruster, J. Benlliure, M. Bernás, A. Boudard, E. Casarejos, S. Czajkowski, T. Enqvist, R. Legrain, S. Leray, B. Mustapha, M. Pravikoff, F. Rejmund, C. Stéphan, C. Volant, W. Wlazlo, Nucl. Phys. A 724 (2003) 413 [18] E. Casarejos, J. Benlliure, J. Pereira, P. Armbruster, M. Bernas, A. Boudard, S. Czajkowski, T. Enqvist, R. Legrain, S. Leray, B. Mustapha, M. Pravikoff, F. Rejmund, K.-H. Schmidt, C. Stéphan, J. Taïeb, L. Tassan- Got, C. Volant, and W. Wlazlo, Phys. Rev. C 74 (2006) 044612 [19] P. Napolitani, K.-H. Schmidt, L. Tassan-Got, P. Armbruster, T. Enqvist, A. Heinz, V. Henzl, D. Henzlova, A. Kelic, R. Pleskac, M. V. Ricciardi, C. Schmitt, O.

Yordanov, L. Audouin, M. Bernas, A. Lafriaskh, F. Rejmund, C. Stéphan, J. Benlliure, E. Casarejos, M. Fernandez Ordoñez, J. Pereira, A. Boudard, B. Fernandez, S. Leray, C. Villagrasa, and C. Volant, Phys. Rev. C 76 (2007) 064609 [20] T. Motobayashi and Y. Yano, Nucl. Phys. News 17 (2007) 5 [21] A. Kelic, K.-H. Schmidt, T. Enqvist, A. Boudard, P.

Armbruster, J. Benlliure, M. Bernas, S. Czajkowski, R. Legrain, S. Leray, B. Mustapha, M. Pravikoff, F. Rejmund, C. Stéphan, J. Taïeb, L. Tassan-Got, C. Volant, and W. Wlazlo, Phys. Rev. C 70 (2004) 064608 [22] K. Sümmerer and B. Blank, Phys. Rev. C61 (2000) 034607 [23] J.-J. Gaimard and K.-H. Schmidt, Nucl. Phys. A 531 (1991) 709 [24] K.-H. Schmidt, T. Brohm, H.-G. Clerc, M. Dornik, M.

Fauerbach, H. Geissel, A. Grewe, E. Hanelt, A. Junghans, A. Magel, W. Morawek, G. Münzenberg, F. Nickel, M. Pfützner, C. Scheidenberger, K. Sümmerer, D. Vieira, B. Voss and C. Ziegler, Phys. Lett. B 300 (1993) 313 [25] J. Benlliure, T. Kurtukian-Nieto, L. Audouin, B. Blank, F. Becker, E. Casarejos, D. Cortina, M. Fernández- Ordóñez, J. Giovinazzo, D. Henzlova, B. Jurado, J. Pereira, F. Rejmund, K.-H. Schmidt and O. Yordanov, Eur. J. Phys. A (2007) [26] M. Caamaño, D. Cortina-Gil, K. Sümmerer, J. Benlliure, E. Casarejos, H. Geissel, G. Münzenberg and J. Pereira, Nucl. Phys. A 733 (2004) 187 [27] M. B. Tsang, W. G. Lynch, W. A. Friedman, M. Mocko, Z. Y. Sun, N. Aoi, J. M. Cook, F. Delaunay, M. A. Famiano, H. Hui, N. Imai, H. Iwasaki, T. Motobayashi, M. Niikura, T. Onishi, A. M. Rogers, H. Sakurai, H. Suzuki, E. Takeshita, S. Takeuchi, and M. S. Wallace, Phys. Rev. C 76 (2007) 041302 [28] C. Engelmann, F. Ameil, P. Armbruster, M. Bernás, S. Czajkowski, P. Dessagne, C. Donzaud, H. Geissel, A. Heinz, Z. Janas, C. Kozhuharov, C. Miehe, G. Münzenberg, M. Pfützner, C. Röhl, W. Schwab, C. Stéphan, K. Sümmerer, L. Tassan-Got and B. Voss, Z. Phys. A 352 (1995) 351 [29] T. Enqvist, J. Benlliure, F. Farget, K.-H. Schmidt, P.

Armbruster, M. Bernas, L. Tassan-Got, A. Boudard, R. Legrain, C. Volant, C. Böckstiegel, M. de Jong and J. P. Dufour, Nucl. Phys. A 658 (1999) 47 [30] M. Bernás, P. Armbruster, J. Benlliure, A. Boudard, E. Casarejos, S. Czajkowski, T. Enqvist, R. Legrain, S. Leray, B. Mustapha, P. Napolitani, J. Pereira, F. Rejmund, M. V. Ricciardi, K.-H. Schmidt, C. Stéphan, J. Taïeb, L. Tassan-Got and C. Volant, Nucl. Phys. A 725 (2003) 213 [31] J. Pereira, J. Benlliure, E. Casarejos, P. Armbruster, M. Bernás, A. Boudard, S. Czajkowski, T. Enqvist, R. Legrain, S. Leray, B. Mustapha, M. Pravikoff, F. Rejmund, K.-H. Schmidt, C. Séphan, J. Taïeb, L. Tassan- Got, C. Volant and W. Wlazlo, Phys. Rev. C 75 (2006) 014602 [32] M. Bernás, P. Armbruster, J. Benlliure, A. Boudard, E.

Casarejos, T. Enqvist, A. Kelic, R. Legrain, S. Leray, J. Pereira, F. Rejmund, M.-V. Ricciardi, K.-H. Schmidt, C. Stéphan, J. Taïeb, L. Tassan-Got and C. Volant, Nucl. Phys. A 765 (2006) 197 [33] T. Enqvist, W. Wlazlo, P. Armbruster, J. Benlliure, M.

Bernás, A. Boudard, S. Czajkowski, R. Legrain, S. Leray,

B. Mustapha, M. Pravikoff, F. Rejmund, K.-H. Schmidt, C, Stéphan, J. Taïeb, L. Tassan-Got and C. Volant, Nucl. Phys. A 686 (2001) 481 [34] T. Enqvist, P. Armbruster, J. Benlliure, M. Bernás, A. Boudard, S. Czajkowski, R. Legrain, S. Leray, B. Mustapha, M. Pravikoff, F. Rejmund, K.-H. Schmidt, C. Stéphan, J. Taïeb, L. Tassan-Got, F. Vivès, C. Volant and W. Wlazlo, Nucl. Phys. A 703 (2002) 435 [35] B. Fernández-Dominguez, P. Armbruster, L. Audouin, J.

Benlliure, M. Bernás, A. Boudard, E. Casarejos, S. Czajkowski, J. E. Ducret, T. Enqvist, B. Jurado, R. Legrain, S. Leray, B. Mustapha, J. Pereira, M. Pravikoff, F. Rejmund, M. V. Ricciardi, K.-H. Schmidt, C. Stéphan, J. Taïeb, L. Tassan-Got, C. Volant and W. Wlazlo, Nucl. Phys. A 747 (2005) 227 [36] J. Benlliure, P. Armbruster, M. Bernás, A. Boudard, J. P.

Dufour, T. Enqvist, R. Legrain, S. Leray, B. Mustapha, F. Rejmund, K.-H. Schmidt, C. Stéphan, L. Tassan-Got and C. Volant, Nucl. Phys. A 683 (2001) 513 [37] B. Jurado, C. Schmitt, K.-H. Schmidt, J. Benlliure, T.

Enqvist, A. R. Junghans, A. Kelic and F. Rejmund, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93 (2004) 072501 [38] J. Benlliure, P. Armbruster, M. Bernás, A. Boudard, T. Enqvist, R. Legrain, S. Leray, F. Rejmund, K.-H. Schmidt, C. Stéphan, L. Tassan-Got and C. Volant, Nucl. Phys. A 700 (2002) 469 [39] J. Benlliure, E. Casarejos, J. Pereira and K.-H. Schmidt, Phys. Rev. C 74 (2006) 014609 [40] J. Benlliure, A. Grewe, M. de Jong, K.-H. Schmidt and S. Zhdanov, Nucl. Phys. A 628 (1998) 458 [41] D. Pérez, GSI annual report 2007 [42] . Armbruster, M. Bernás, S. Czajkowski, H. Geissel, T. Aumann, Ph. Dessagne, C. Donzaud, E. Hanelt, A. Heinz, M. Hesse, C. Kozhuharov, Ch. Miehe, G. Münzenberg, M. Pfützner, K.-H. Schmidt, W. Schwab, C. Stéphan, K. Sümmerer, L. Tassan-Got and B. Voss, Z. Phys. A 355 (1996) 191 [43] B. Roussière, F. Ibrahim, J. Sauvage, O. Bajeat, N.

Barré, F. Clapier, E. Cottereau, C. Donzaud, M. Ducourtieux, S. Essabaa, D. Guillemaud-Müller, C. Lau, H. Lefort, C. F. Liang, F. Le Blanc, A. C. Müller, J. Obert, N. Pauwels, J. C. Potier, F. Pougheon, J. Proust, O. Sorlin, D. Verney and A. Wojtasiewicz, Nucl. Instr. and Methods B 194 (2002) 151 [44] http://www.targisol.csic.es [45] S. Lukic, F. Gevaert, A. Kelic, M.V. Ricciardi, K.-H.

Schmidt and O. Yordanov, Nucl. Instr. and Methods A 565 (2006) 784 [46] B. Roussière, O. Bajeat, N. Barré, C. Bourgeois, F.

Clapier, E. Cottereau, C. Donzaud, M. Ducourtieux, S. Essabaa, D. Guillemaud-Müller, F. Ibrahim, C. Lau, F. Le Blanc, H. Lefort, C.F. Liang, A.C. Müller, J. Obert, N. Pauwels, J.C. Potier, F. Pougheon, J. Proust, J. Sauvage, O. Sorlin, D. Verney and A. Wojtasiewicz, Nucl. Instr. and Methods B 246 (2006) 288 [47] T. Kubo, Nucl. Instr. and Methods B 204 (2003) 97 [48] H. Geissel, H. Weick, M. Winkler, G. Mnzenberg, V.

Chichkine, M. Yavor, T. Aumann, K. H. Behr, M. Böhmer, A. Brünle, K. Burkard, J. Benlliure, D. Cortina- Gil, L. Chulkov, A. Dael, J. -E. Ducret, H. Emling, B. Franczak, J. Friese, B. Gastineau, J. Gerl, R. Gernhäuser, M. Hellström, B. Jonson, J. Kojouharova, R. Kulessa, B. Kindler, N. Kurz, B. Lommel, W. Mittig, G. Moritz, C. Mühle, J. A. Nolen, G. Nyman, P.

Roussell-Chomaz, C. Scheidenberger, K.-H. Schmidt, G. Schrieder, B. M. Sherrill, H. Simon, K. Sümmerer, N. A. Tahir, V. Vysotsky, H. Wollnik and A. F. Zeller, Nucl.

Instr. and Methods B 204 (2003) 71