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The excitation spectra in the deformed nucleus '3Gd have been studied with high energy resolution for the
extended spin and parity range by means of the (p,#) reaction using the Q3D spectrograph facility at the Munich
Tandem accelerator. The angular distributions of tritons were measured for more than 200 excited states seen in
the triton spectra up to 4.3 MeV. Spins and parities of states were assigned by comparison of experimental angular
distributions with the calculated ones with the help of the CHUCK3 code. Differential cross-section calculations
for multistep processes were required in order to make spin assignments for spins greater than zero and so that
different pathways were inferred for different states. In addition to the previously studied multiple 0 excitations,
in this study, the assignments for levels with higher spins are the following: 95 for 2" states, 64 for 4™ states,
14 for 67 states, and about 20 for negative parity states. Selected sequences of states with energies following
I(I 4+ 1) systematics and suitable cross section variations are treated as rotational bands. An analysis of the
moments of inertia defined for these bands is carried out. This high number of excited states in a deformed
nucleus, close to a complete level scheme, constitutes a very good ground to check models of nuclear structure.
The large ensembles of states with the same spin-parity offer unique opportunities for statistical analysis. Such
an analysis for the 0T and 2" states sequences, for all K values and for well-determined projections K of the
angular momentum is performed. The obtained data may indicate on a K symmetry breaking. Experimental data
are compared with interacting boson model (IBM) calculations using the spdf version of the model. The energies
of the low-lying levels, the transition probabilities in the first bands, and the distribution in transfer intensity of

the 0" states are calculated and compared with experiment.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The nucleus '*®Gd is located in a region of strong deforma-
tion. Excitation spectra of the even-even nuclei in this region
are complex. Collective excitations—both of the rotational
and of vibrational nature—are dominant. The particle-hole
nucleon excitations can also contribute to such spectra. Inter-
actions of all these sources of nuclear excitation complicate
the understanding of the resulting structures, and therefore
a full description has not been achieved yet. In fact, nuclear
collective excitations even at low energies still represent a
challenge for the theoretical models. At low excitations these
states can be analyzed in terms of the beta vibrations, pairing
vibrations, spin-quadrupole interaction, shape coexistence,
one- and two-phonon states, etc. At higher excitations, one
expects multiphonon states and mixing of all these excitations
by the residual interaction. Detailed experimental data on the
properties of many excited states of deformed nuclei over
an extended excitation energy and spin range are required in
order to unravel these aspects.
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Most detailed studies of the collective modes in the nucleus
158Gd were performed in the radiative neutron capture [1,2]
and in the (n,n'y) reaction [3]. These studies were very
important for a complete determination of the level scheme at
low spins and up to low-to-moderate level density, that corre-
sponds to about 2.5 MeV excitation. Nearly 90 levels with low
spins of positive and negative parity up to 3 MeV were identi-
fied in this region and many of these states were combined into
rotational bands. A total of thirteen excited rotational bands
with bandhead energies below 1.8 MeV were incorporated
in the level scheme. They include the octupole-vibrational
bands with bandheads 0~ and 17, the y-vibrational band,
and three excited 0" bands. Several two-quasiparticle bands
with bandheads 47, 4™, and 1" were identified too. The study
of B~ decay of 8By [4] is most informative among other
radioactive decay studies, and has provided 31 excited states
and 94 y transitions, all incorporated in a level scheme. The
coincidence measurements have provided reliable branching
ratios for members of the y-vibrational band and members of
K™ =07 and 1~ octupole bands. Precise excitation energies,
reduced transition probabilities, and decay branching ratios of
numerous / = 1 states were extracted from the energies and
angular distributions of the scattered photons in the nuclear
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resonance fluorescence experiment [5]. The ground 0% band
and octupole 1~ band were extended to the 12% and 9™ states,
respectively, by Coulomb excitation [6]. However, all these
studies had many difficulties at states above =2 MeV of
excitation energy, and completeness of data was rapidly lost.

The most productive mode of obtaining information about
collective and other excitation modes is the use of the direct
reaction of two-neutron transfer, which, for practical reasons,
is mainly the (p,t) reaction. It was found to be a very effective
tool to study the multiple 0" excitations in actinide and rare-
earth nuclei [7-19]. For some nuclei in these studies, extensive
information was also obtained for states with higher spins of
positive and negative parity up to 64 [12-14,17,20]. So far,
almost all the studies with the (p,) reaction were performed
for excitation energy below 3 MeV. The study of 0" states
up to about 4.2 MeV for 1*8Gd was recently performed in
Ref. [21], and of O and 27 states in the case of '®Er (see
Ref. [17]).

Several theoretical approaches aimed to explain the re-
sults obtained by these studies, e.g., the interacting boson
model (IBM) [22,23] and its expansion using the s, p,d, f
bosons [24,25], the projected shell model (PSM) [26,27],
the quasiparticle-phonon model (QPM) [28-31], and a model
including the monopole pairing, the quadrupole-quadrupole,
and spin-quadrupole forces in the framework of the random
phase approximation (RPA) [32]. Both QPM and IBM predict
anumber of 0% states and a cumulative cross section for their
excitation which basically agree with experiment for low ener-
gies. However, both models fail to give a detailed explanation
of the individual states. Most excitations calculated in the IBM
have two pf bosons in their structure, therefore being related
to the presence of a double octupole structure. At the same
time the QPM predicts only minor double-octupole phonon
components in states below 3 MeV.

Multiple 0" excitations were studied recently in our arti-
cle [21]. This paper presents results of new measurements,
with the 'Gd(p, 1) °®Gd reaction, of the spin and parity
states, extended as compared with Ref. [21], in the region
from 1.7 up to 4.3 MeV excitation. Spins 2%, 4%, 61 and
17, 37 were identified in this energy interval in this study.
The angular distributions of tritons were measured for 205
states seen in the triton spectra. Firm assignments of spins
and parities have been obtained for most of these excited
states by comparison of experimental angular distributions
with the calculated ones using the distorted wave Born ap-
proximation (DWBA). Sequences of states were selected that
can be treated as rotational bands. They are used for statistical
analysis of sequences of 21 and 47 states with different fixed
K projection of the angular momentum on the symmetry
axis. A new approach is used for fitting the nearest neighbor-
spacing distributions (NNSD) to investigate the fluctuation
properties of the experimental spectra. The nature of 0% and
other states is analyzed in the frame of the IBM.

II. EXPERIMENT, ANALYSIS, AND RESULTS

A. Experimental details

The experiments were performed at the Tandem ac-
celerator of the Maier-Leibnitz-Laboratory of the Ludwig-

Maximilians-University and Technical University of Munich
using a 22 MeV proton beam. The reaction products were
analyzed with the high-precision Q3D spectrograph. A long
(1.4 m) focal-plane detector provides the AE/E particle
identification of the light ejectiles and position determina-
tion [33]. The different runs were normalized to the beam
current integrated into a Faraday cup placed behind the
target.

The experiment in the high-energy region 3.0-4.3 MeV
was performed on a 110 pug/cm? target of isotopically en-
riched '°Gd (98.10%) with a 14 pg/cm? carbon backing.
Known impurities in the target material consist of '*Gd
(0.99%), "°Gd (0.33%), and '*’Gd (0.44%). The resulting
triton spectra have a resolution of 4-7 keV (FWHM) and are
background free. The acceptance of the spectrograph AQ2 was
14.43 msr for all angles, except for the most forward angle
5°, where it was 7.50 msr. Typical beam current was around
1.0 nA. The angular distributions of the cross sections were
obtained from the triton spectra at eight laboratory angles
from 5° to 40° in step of 5°. The low-energy spectra in the
interval from 0O to 3.4 MeV were also measured at the angle
of 5° for three magnetic settings, which are all overlapping
with the neighboring regions. For the calibration of the energy
scale, the triton spectra from the reaction 3*Gd(p, 1) 'Gd
were measured at the same magnetic setting. In this way, the
high energy spectrum of '*®Gd was calibrated by the known
energies of the nucleus '>2Gd.

The experiment in the low-energy region 1.7-3.2 MeV was
performed with a 125 pg/cm? target of '°Gd. The acceptance
A was 9.8 msr for 6° and 14.5 msr for other angles. The
resulting triton spectra have a slightly lower resolution of
8-9 keV (FWHM). For the calibration of the energy scale,
the triton spectra from the reaction '">Yb(p,1)'"°Yb were
measured at the same magnetic settings. The low-energy
spectrum calibrated in such a way has a 250 keV overlap with
the high-energy spectrum fixed by the previous experiment.
Many levels of *®Gd well known from the resonance capture
and from the (n, n'y) reaction are correctly fitted with this
calibration in the low energy region. The spectra in low and
high energy intervals calibrated by the corresponding reac-
tions **Gd(p, 1) °2Gd and '"2Yb(p, ) "°Yb coincide in the
overlapping region. The difference in the energies determined
by these calibrations in the overlapping region does not exceed
1 keV.

The details of the experiment—in particular, the accuracy
of measurements and, especially, those of the energy calibra-
tion procedure—are given in Ref. [21], which deals with the
study of excited 0% states in '*Gd. Some results of the (p,t)
experiment at low energies performed by a Yale-Munich-
Ko6lIn-Bucharest collaboration (the YMKB experiment) [16]
were also analyzed in this publication.

Figures 1(a)-1(c) show the triton spectrum over the energy
interval from 1.0 to 4.3 MeV, taken at the detection angle of
5°. Some strong peaks are labeled by their energies in keV.

The analysis of triton spectra was performed by using the
program GASPAN [34]. Peaks of the spectra which were mea-
sured at 5° were identified for 230 levels, though the angular
distributions for all eight angles could be measured only for
205 levels. The differential cross sections were calculated by

014308-2



HIGH-RESOLUTION STUDY OF EXCITED STATES IN '8Gd ...

PHYSICAL REVIEW C 102, 014308 (2020)

30+ (a) 5
20
10F = S
5
0 J\“ o A A_,A,LJ oy .
— 1200 1400 2200
Q b =~ ad =N
-g_ 151 (0) § o % ]
fat = <o " !
8 83 9 < & "
S 10F .. 2o gb SS N o Z 3 o < o 3
B 9% e T8 = © N E o { S da S= 0 2 oo a
3 8% 13 Ze oz 5 - 2 2%. o2z =z pEE )2
»w 5F & r\z% @ < S g =) @ g g = - aq § i
[} N Ao gl
(2]
o 0 . L N . T S
© 2400 2600 2800 3000 3200
15
10
5
0 1 . . . . I . . . . 1 . . ) . 1 X ) X . 1 ! X
3400 3600 3800 4000 4200
energy [keV]
FIG. 1. The triton spectrum from the '°Gd(p, 7)*® Gd reaction measured at angle 5°. Peak labels represent excitation energies in keV.

the following equation:

do(6) N(@®)
dQ2 B AQ X Itolal X Dtargel/ COS(O).

6]

Here N(60) is the number of tritons measured for each state
at a Q3D angle 6, corrected for the dead time of the data-
acquisition system, A€ is the acceptance of the spectrograph,
Liota1 18 the total number of protons measured by the Faraday
cup, and Dyuer/ cos(0) is the effective target thickness. The
angle 6 is also the angle between the target area and the
beam axis. To determine the integrated (p,t) excitation cross
section, the differential cross sections were integrated over the
covered angular range.

B. DWBA analysis

To determine the value of the transferred angular momen-
tum L and spin (/ = L) for each level in the final nucleus
158Gd, the observed angular distributions are compared with
calculations using the DWBA. The coupled-channel approxi-
mation (CHUCK3 code of Kunz [35]) and the optical potential
parameters suggested by Becchetti and Greenlees [36] for
protons and by Flynn et al. [37] for tritons were used in the
calculations.

In principle, the transfer of the two neutrons coupled to
spin O should contain the contribution of different j spins of
the two particles. The orbitals close to the Fermi surface were
used as the transfer configurations. For *8Gd and '%°Gd, such
configurations include the orbitals which correspond to those
in the spherical potential, namely, 2fs,5, 1hgs, 1h11/, and
li13/2. Since we do not know the dominant transfer for each
state, all of them were tested to get a better fit of the experi-
mental angular distributions. The angular distributions for the
07 states are reproduced very well by a one-step process. Only
two configurations in possible combinations were taken into
account, which simplifies the calculations. The experimental
results and the details of the DWBA calculations for 0%
states are presented in the publication [21]. Thirty-two new
excited 07 states (four tentative) have been assigned up to the
4.3 MeV excitation energy. Thus, the total number of 0
excited states, besides the ground state (g.s.) in 18G4, was
increased up to 36, the highest number of such states observed
so far in a single nucleus.

In the present detailed analysis, an additional weak O
excitation at 3365.9 keV was identified. The angular distri-
bution for this state is shown in Fig. 2. Another problem
met in the previous study [21] is a tentative 0" assignation
for two states at 3344.5 and 3819.2 keV. For these states the
reason of this tentative assignment is the absence of a deep
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FIG. 2. The 07 state at 3365.9 keV additionally identified in this
study, and suggested fits for the states 3344.5 and 3819.2 keV. The
blue lines represent the result of calculations for the 0" and 4%
states, respectively, the sum of which fits the experimental angular
distributions.

minimum at an angle of about 17° (Fig. 2). The calculated
angular distribution has such a form at the transfer of a pair of
i13/2 neutrons but only for a lower excitation energy. It proved
impossible to fit well the experimental angular distributions
by using the actual reaction energies in such calculations.
Calculations for transferring other angular momenta do not
allow one to describe the experimental angular distributions
and thus rule out other spin assignments. There is another
possible explanation for this shape of the angular distribution:
the overlap with another level having a very close energy. The
overlap of the angular distributions for the 0" state with those
for a 47 state explains the experimental angular distributions
for both levels, as demonstrated in Fig. 2. Of course, this is
only a tentative explanation.

The situation is more complex for the states with higher
spins. Only a few experimental angular distributions could be
fitted by the calculated ones for the one-way direct transfer of
two neutrons with nonzero orbital angular momentum. The
angular distribution for such states may be altered due to
inelastic scattering (coupled channel effect), treated here as
multistep processes. Taking into account these circumstances,
one can obtain spin assignments for most excited states in
the final nucleus '*®Gd by fitting the angular distributions
obtained in the DWBA calculations to the experimental ones.
The multistep transfer schemes used in the present DWBA
calculations are displayed in Fig. 3. The best fit is achieved
by changing the amplitudes of each branch in the multistep
transfer. The shape of the angular distribution in this case
may be drastically different from the shape of that for the
one-way transfer. Moreover, with the projectile energy used in
the experiment, the shape of the one-step angular distribution
also changes with increasing excitation energy (see below).

1 1

I 0+ 2+ 2+
0" _/ mla 0| m2a
I I

O O

3 3 2" 0"
ol m2b o m2d

FIG. 3. Schemes of the CHUCK3 multistep calculations tested
with spin assignments of excited states in '**Gd (see Table I).

Nevertheless, the selectivity of such spin assignments is quite
reliable. The spins assigned in such a way are confirmed
by comparison with the spin values well defined in other
experiments.

The results of this study concerning all the states identified
in the (p,t) reaction are collected in Table 1. They are also
presented in a compressed form in Fig. 4. For the states below
1743.2 keV we obtained only the absolute cross sections
at 5° because the angular distributions themselves were not
measured. Therefore, their spins were not assigned in this
work and are not shown in Table 1. Excitations of the 0% and
2% states in the nuclei of the impurity isotopes in the target
material manifest themselves in the observed triton spectrum.
The 1577 keV excitation is important in our study. The 0™
assignment at 1576.932(16) keV from the (n, y) reaction [38]
was confirmed in the (p,t) reaction [7]. However, later, no
y rays were detected as decaying the level 1577 keV when
studying the O states in the (1, n’y) reaction [39]. The triton
energy associated with this level is near that for the g.s. in the
158Gd(p, t) 13*Gd reaction. Therefore, the corresponding peak
can be interpreted as an excitation on the '*°Gd contamination
in the target material. The observed cross section 5.6 ub/sr
is somewhat smaller than the calculated 7.8 pub/sr when
using the cross section for the 1*°Gd(p, 1) **Gd reaction from
Ref. [16]. Thus, the present (p,t) data do not confirm the
presence of the 1577 keV level in the nucleus '3¥Gd.

Spins and parities for ten states above 1743 keV are not
shown in Table I. The energies of these states were determined
in the spectrum at 5° measured with good statistical accuracy.
However, identification of the corresponding peaks in the
spectra for other angles was difficult and consequently their
angular distributions could not be measured. The shape of the
angular distributions for two states, 2998.3 and 3172.3 keV,
could not be attributed to any calculated angular distribu-
tion (Fig. 5). However, since the beginning of the angular
distributions is close to that for the 2% and 1~ states, these
spins were assigned tentatively for these states. Finally, the
angular distributions for two states at 2493.8 and 2679.6 keV
can be fitted by calculated ones for one-way transfer to a 1~
state. However, their cross sections are excessively high as
compared with other 1 states observed in '*Gd. Therefore,
an alternative description of the angular distribution can be
considered. Namely, the superposition of two distributions, for
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TABLE I. Energies of levels in '®Gd, spin assignments from the CHUCK3 analysis, the (p,t) reaction cross sections at 5° as well as

integrated cross section over the measured values (i.e., 5° to 40°), and the reference to the schemes used in the DWBA calculations.

ENSDF Ref. [40]

Energy Energy do/dQ Way of

(keV) " (keV) " at 5° (ub/sr) Tinteg. (ub) fitting

0.00 0+ 0.13 1435 12

79.514 2+ 7933 267 4

261.458 4+ 260.13 5122

539.022 6" 538.8 5 193

156Gd g.s. 904.23 1177

977.146 2 1- 977.3 4 204

156Gd 2+ 992.972 2.14

1023.698 3 2- 1023.4 12 022

1041.640 3 3~ 1041.6 3 12.87

1176.481 5 5~ 1176.7 5 354

1187.148 3 2+ 1187.4 4 1147

1196.164 7 o+ 1196.1 8 334

1259.870 2 2+ 1260.8 8 0.63

1263.515 3 1- 1262.76 1.13

1358.472 3 4+ 1358.4 4 133

1380.634 6 4+ 1379.7 12 043

1406.702 3 4+ 1406.4 3 405

1452.353 6 o+ 14523 6 4236

15Gd g.s. 1503.3 3 626

1517.480 3 2+ 1517.3 10 37.9 14

1%5Gd 5/2- 1563.5 20 043

154Gd g.s. 1577.0 4 566

1576.932 16 ot

1653 2+ 1650.0 24 043

1667.373 6 @* 1667.3 4 405

154Gd 2+ 1701.4 12 1.0 3

1716.807 5 5- 17179 15 073

1743.147 14 ot 174322 0+ 192 0.82 sw.h09

1791.797 9 2+ 17919 5 2+ 194 293 sw.ii

1861.281 7 3~ 1861.0 4 3- 897 10.0 4 m2a.h09
1868.1 8 2" 0.64 094 mla.h09

1894.578 21 24 1894.4 8 2+ 093 1.74 mla.h09
1911.7 8 4+ 134 134 mla.ii

1920.264 6 4+ 19209 6 4+ 204 1.62 mlahll

193556 0+ 1936.5 15 o) 1.02 031 sw.h09i
19432 8 4+ 275 363 mla.ii

1952.425 25 0)* 19522 1 <04

1957.27 9 o+ 1957.3 3 0+ 39.0 10 1108 sw.fi

1964.12 2 2+

1972.2 31 0*) 1977.6 12 0+ 132 0.62 sw.h11i
2026.3 8 2+ 355 234 mlahll

2035.70 3 2+ 2035.6 5 2+ 1529 14.5 10 mla.ii
2049.8 10 4+ 123 173 m2a.hll
2056.5 8 2+ 124 224 sw.h09

2083.639 24 2+ 2084.3 6 2+ 335 10.6 16 sw.h09

2089.254 8 2+ 2089.6 5 2+ 1538 52.724 m1la.h09

2095.20 16 @")
2098.0 / 2+ 1.13 8312 sw.h09
211356 2+ 1.02 255 sw.h09

2120.25 4 21208 8 2+ 1.02 213 m1la.h09

2134 7 2132.06 4+ 202 735 mlahll

2153.178 9 2.,3)* 2153.4 10 3+ 0.6 1 3.04 m2a.h09
220255 4+ 152 143 mlahll
2218.7 5 2+ 21.86 47.6 10 sw.h09
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TABLE 1. (Continued.)

ENSDF Ref. [40]

Present data

Energy Energy do/dQ2 Way of
(keV) I (keV) I at 5° (ub/sr) Tinteg. (ub) fitting
22304 6 4+ 363 424 mla.ii
223935 4+ 574 17.7 10 mla.hll
2249.61 5 2%, 3,4% 2249.0 6 4+ 273 535 mla.hll
2260.162 18 1,2% 2260.3 5 2+ 523 1197 sw.h09
2269.269 14 0,1,2)* 2271.8 10 “h 833 11.3 16 mla.hll
2276.76 5 0" 2276.7 4 0" 52315 14.6 9 sw.h09
228326 2283.4 10 2" 10.2 12 1158 sw.ih
233345 4+ 724 6.9 3 mla.ii
2340.3 3 2+
23447 5 2%, 3% 23442 5 2+ 543 12.15 mla.h09
2355.05 1+,2% 2354.84 2+ 9.14 22.68 mla.h09
2384 2383.54 4+ 553 13.06 mla.hll
2391.75 2+ 433 3.64 mla.ii
24133 8 4+ 1.12 273 mla.hll
24256 8 6" 1.32 503 m2b.i13
24372 4 0" 11.94 453 sw.h09
2446.49 15 1 24459 8 ot 152 073 sw.h09
246335 4+ 744 656 mla.ii
247136 6" 263 576 m?2a.h09
2480.5 14 2481.8 6 1~ 242 485 sw.hi
2493.8 10 1~ 142 4.14 sw.h09i
or 2t 4t mla.h09
2499.22 10 (1,2)* 2500.3 4 2+ 6.84 573 mla.hll
2507.8 10 1.6 3
2518.16 4+ 292 373 mla.il3
2538.77 2% 2536.4 8 2+ 152 293 mla.h09
2546.9 10 6" 0.72 333 m2b.h09
2568.4 6 6" 1.32 454 m2a.h09
2578.4 8 318
2581.6 10 2F 358 944 mla.h09
2594.73 20 ™ 2594.9 5 2+ 293 6.44 m1la.h09
2607.6 10 4+ 1.62 493 mla.hll
261596 1.6 2
26309 5 ™ 2632.7 4 4+ 2179 2207 mla.il3h11
264437 2643.15 4+ 253 344 mla.h11il3
2656.9 5 2657.1 3 2+ 13.05 32410 mla.h09
2666.7 10 4 4.04 475 mla.hll
2674.56 18 (1),27* 2673.9 10 2+ 436 416 mla.ii
2679.6 8 1~ 657 2229 sw.h09i
or 2t 4t mla.h09
2695.5 10 2+ 0.8 1 1.6 2 sw.h09
2708.6 10 6" 1.017 232 m2a.h09
2726.4 4 ot 1246 437 sw.fi
2734.04 2+ 10.8 5 18.4 10 mla.h09
2750.43 19 2750.3 4 2+ 849 14.0 18 mla.h09
2758.7 5 ™ 27572 4 ot 15.8 10 6.19 sw.h09i
2761.96 21 2762.59 1.14
2769 7 2771.8 4 4+ 754 25511 mla.hll
2782.4 5 ™ 2781.6 6 61) 423 717 m2a.h09
2799.5 4 2+ 403 9.811 mla.h09
2808.4 6 4 1.6 3 4710 m2a.hll
2822.7 5 1~ 2822.6 6 2.64 2.18
2829.6 7 @) 282855 2+ 374 465 mla.ii
2857.05 4+ 343 556 mla.ii
2870.4 10 4+ 1.83 223 mla.ii
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TABLE 1. (Continued.)

ENSDF Ref. [40]

Present data

Energy Energy do /dQ2 Way of
(keV) I (keV) I at 5° (ub/sr) Tinteg. (ub) fitting
2878.8 4 2.3 2877.2 10 203
2886 2888.2 4 ot 935 454 sw.hlli
2909.6 5 2909.4 8 2+ 305 6.7 12 mla.h09
291347 291455 0" 1096 489 sw.h09i
2934.6 11 2933.18 2F 233 637 mla.h09
2953.2 10 4+ 123 389 mla.hll
2961.7 7 2959.6 8 4+ 434 438 m2a.hll
2964.3 5 2+ 2965.8 20 053
298595 1(h) 2985.8 7 2+ 1.12 1.83 mla.h09
3001.2 9 0.82 052
301195 2+, 3% 301296 2+ 6.6 4 996 m1la.h09
3029.2 6 3029.54 2+ 5.64 10.0 6 m1la.h09
3041.7 8 2" 1.73 342 m1la.h09
3053.3 10 61) 1.12 1.83 m2a.h09
3060.0 4 23 3061.58 4+ 132 092 mla.hlli
3080.0 6 3079.2 6 6™) 233 242 m2a.h09
3100.0 4 2+ 5.14 10.7 6 mla.h09
3105.6 6 4+ 294 273 mlahll
3118515 311743 2+ 6.03 1155 m1la.h09
3127.14 3~ 243 252 m2a.h09
314157 314356 2+ 092 1.7 3 mla.h09
3150.8 7 ™ 3150.4 20 4+ 042 1.73 mla.hll
3160.8 7 1~ 31584 10 1~ 042 1.62 sw.ii
31622 5 4+ 193 1.93 mla.il3
3171.17 317234 2" 232 263
3181.34 2+ 4.6 3 834 mla.h09
319546 31959 3 2+ 466 6.66 mla.h09
3200.8 6 2+.3 3200.2 18 2" 206 0.6 4 m?2a.ih09
3215915 2% 1.24 132 mla.h09
322333 0" 1095 333 sw.h09i
323455 3233.74 0" 523 1.62 sw.h09i
3242.16 3~ 1.73 142 sw.h09
3256.6 4 2+ 6.6 3 12.8 6 mla.h09
3263.87 3265.6 8 2+ 392 433 mla.h09
327657 2+ 273 273 m2a.h09i
328298 0" 1955 6.34 sw.fi
3288.17 ") 4310 315 sw.ii
3302.0 6 2+ 222 1.6 3 mla.ii
33099 5 2+ 274 2.13 mla.ii
3315.7 14 2+ 1.04 123 sw.h09i
3327510 6%1) 032 0.52 sw.h09
3334.15 2+ 273 253 sw.h09i
334454 o+ 844 485 sw.ih09
+47) 205 mlahll
3365.9 15 0" 052 032 sw.h09i
337349 2+ 4.03 524 mla.h09
33804 15 6%) 0.11 033 m2b.ii
3388.6 10 0™) 1.12 032 sw.h09i
339554 4*,57) 053 1.03 sw.ii
3400.2 9 0" 273 133 sw.hlli
341175 3412.1 11 2+ 092 092 sw.h09i
3422.1 10 4+ 1.12 1.32 sw.hi
3431.8 8 0" 11.24 423 sw.h09i
34364 5 ™ 3438.8 9 2" 233 203 mla.ii
3448.8 5 ™ 3447.8 9 2+ 212 192 sw.ii
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TABLE 1. (Continued.)

ENSDF Ref. [40]

Present data

Energy Energy do/dQ2 Way of
(keV) I (keV) I at 5° (ub/sr) Tinteg. (ub) fitting
3457.0 12 4+ 1.12 1.13 mla.ii
3463.8 9 2 323 223 m2a.ih
3472218 4% 093 1.13 sw.h09i
3478.2 10 3 313 343 sw.ih
3484.7 22 4% 1.03 1.13 sw.ii
3490.4 11 4% 274 3.63 sw.ii
3496.8 11 2% 142 222 mla.h09+0.8
3508.8 9 1- 0.82 265 sw.h11
351259 4+ 122 153 mla.ii
352447 2+ 302 303 mla.ii
353486 ™) 3534.16 2+ 402 313 mla.ii
3546.2 7 ot 222 143 sw.hlli
3558.512 4+ 0.82 1.73 sw.ii
3570.7 6 3569.6 7 0* 3.03 122 sw.h09i
357719 4+ 435 10.9 10 mlahll
358297 3 625 6.67 sw.h09
3590.8 10 6%) 162 215 m2a.ih09
3603.1 10 2% 1.22 383 mla.h09
3616.6 8 0* 10.8 4 423 sw.h09i
36269 6 ™) 3626.4 8 0t 2465 8.64 sw.fi
3635.6 4 2+ 233 223 mla.ii
3641.7 8 0* 444 133 sw.h09i
3651.19 1~ 192 323 sw.ih
3655.4 8 1,2 3657.9 4 2+ 1.22 2.13 mla.hi
3663.3 10 3665.7 10 6%) 122 1.63 mla.ii
3676.3 9 2+ 263 254 mla.ii
3681.3 13 2+ 1.13 3.84 mla.hi
3691.7 8 0* 2226 745 sw.fi
3699.7 14 4+ 133 1.84 mla.hll
3706.5 10 2+ 193 253 m1la.h09
3712.04 1~ 042 123 sw.ii
37212 11 2 1.12 153 mla.h09
37379 11 0* 297 092 sw.h09i
37418 15 4+ 1.77 1.63 sw.h09i
3761.8 6 4+ 252 232 mla.ii
3777.06 2+ 292 192 mla.ii
3784.54 4+ 022 0.82 sw.h09
3794.6 10 3790.0 9 2 122 1.42 mla.h09
3802.5 10 %) 1.02 032 mla.h09
3811.1 10 2+ 122 1.02 m1la.ih09
3819.8 7 1- 3819.27 (O 242 1.52 sw.ii
+4%) 062 mlahll
3829.16 0* 553 233 sw.h09i
3846.6 5 ™) 3848.1 8 0* 283 202 sw.hlli
3853.7 10 4+ 093 052 sw.h09i
3865.2 13 6t 0.6 1 092 sw.ff
3876.1 6 0* 5.64 213 sw.h09i
3881.9 11 4+ 1.83 223 sw.hi
3892.5 10 4+ 1.02 1.12 sw.h09i
3908.7 28 4+ 021 1.12 sw.h09
392396 39259 11 2+ 092 092 mla.h09
39379 17 1~ 0.62 0.82 sw.hi
3948.0 6 3946.1 8 2 222 312 mla.h09
3959.3 16 4% 1.03 223 sw.ii
3965.17 3965.9 18 4+ 1.13 154 mla.ii
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TABLE 1. (Continued.)

ENSDF Ref. [40]

Present data

Energy Energy do/dQ2 Way of

(keV) I (keV) I at 5° (ub/sr) Tinteg. (ub) fitting
397429 2% 222 232 sw.h09
3984.9 6 ot 7.83 373 sw.hlli
3995.1 16 2+ 1.12 1.62 mla.h09
4000.5 4 2+ 1.03 0.72 m2a.ih

4015.8 8 4014.1 9 3 132 122 sw.ii
4024.5 9 3 1.42 152 m2a.h09
4038.1 9 2+ 132 1.12 sw.hh
4049.9 13 2t 0.82 062 sw.hi
4058.8 4 2" 052 1.03 mla.h09
4066.1 6 2% 382 234 mla.ii
4086.4 7 4+ 222 1.62 mla.ii
4097.6 8 2+ 1.72 122 sw.hi
411439 2%, 4+ 1.82 142 mlahi
4123511 2%) 122 092 m1la.h09
4153.0 13 4" 1.24 1.13 mla.ii
4159.8 21 2% 1.03 1.64 mla.h09
4167.6 14 2% 143 1.63 m1la.h09
4176.8 11 4+ 1.22 132 sw.ii
419139 4+ 152 1.62 sw.ii
4206.3 8 3- 1.72 132 sw.ii
42205 8 0t 273 1.83 sw.h09i
4228.011 2% 1.73 123 mla.ii
4250.1 10 4+ 122 143 sw.ii
4258.16 0* 363 253 sw.h09i
427249 3~ 192 1.73 sw.ii
4281.7 34 4+ 042 1.83 sw.h09

2% and 4" states, as shown in Fig. 5. That is, the correspond-
ing peaks in the triton spectrum are assumed to be doublets.
Both options are included in Table I as tentative assignments.

The ground state rotational-band members are excited up
to 8" in such experiments [12-15,20] (for 158Gd the 87 state
peak is overlapped by the peak of the excitation of the g.s.
156Gd impurity). Nevertheless, angular distributions could be
measured up to 6. As one can see from Fig. 4, the cross sec-
tion is steadily decreasing with increasing spin. Figures 6, 7,
and 8 show the experimental data for the angular distributions
for 2+, 4%, 6%, as well as for 17, 3~ states, all given in ub/sr,
and their values are plotted with symbols with error bars
while the Q-corrected CHUCK3 calculations are shown by full
lines. The solid (red) lines present the firm assignments and
the solid (blue) lines show tentative assignments. Fitting of
the calculated angular distributions to the experimental ones
allowed us to determine the spins and parities for most of final
states which were identified.

C. Some specific features of angular distributions
in the extended energy range

0" states. Excitations of Ot states are possible only in
the one-way transfer of a pair of neutrons. The shape of the
angular distribution depends only slightly on the neutron con-
figuration and is characterized by a steeply rising cross section

at small angles, a sharp minimum at angles of 10°-17°, and
a weak maximum at angles of 25°-35°. A significant shape
deviation for '*Gd was observed only for two excitation
energies and is tentatively explained by a possible overlap
with the angular distribution of another state (see above).

2% states. The angular distribution for the 2% states cal-
culated for the one-way transfer of a pair of neutrons has a
“bell-shaped” form with a deep minimum at small angles and
a maximum at angles of 15°-18°. As an example, one can
see the distribution for the energy of 2218.7 keV in Fig. 6.
The experimental angular distributions have such a form for
many excitation energies. However, the detailed fitting needs
in some cases at least small inclusions of two-step processes
involving inelastic scattering through intermediate states. The
calculated and experimental angular distributions also change
the shape with increasing excitation energy, even for the one-
way transfer. The cross section at small angles gradually in-
creases with increasing excitation energy up to the maximum
values at angles of 15°-18°. This can be seen, for example,
already for the energy of 3315.7 keV in Fig. 6. A special
case is represented by excitations in which inelastic scattering
through intermediate states in the two-step processes plays
a significant or even dominant role. As an example, such a
case is the excitation of the 27 state in the ground state band.
In this case, the angular distribution has a strong maximum
at small angles, but, unlike the case of the 0% states, there
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FIG. 4. The (p,t) strength integrated in the angle region 0°—45°
for OF, 2t, 47, 67, 37, and 1~ states in *8Gd. The levels identified
reliably and tentatively are indicated by black filled circles and by
red open diamonds, respectively.

is not a deep minimum. The 2% assignments in cases of
such angular distributions are confirmed by known spins in
previous studies [12—14] for the states 2500.3 and 2673.9 keV
in this work (see Fig. 6).

2
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FIG. 5. Angular distributions for the states with problematical
fits. See text for details.

4% states. The angular distributions for the 4% states are
reproduced with small admixture of two-step processes in-
volving inelastic scattering of intermediate states only for
some excitation energies, as for example for the state at 2049.8
keV in Fig. 7. With increasing excitation energy, the shape of
calculated and experimental angular distributions is changed
even at the one-way transfer, becoming similar to 2% states.
The cross section at small angles gradually decreases and
there is an increasing maximum at an angle of about 30°.
This is seen in Fig. 7, for instance, for the excitation energy
of 2132.0 keV. Similarly to the 27 states, a special case is
represented by the excitation in which the multistep processes
play a significant role. In this case, the angular distribution has
a maximum at small angles, although it is not as pronounced
as that for 27 states, while the deep minimum of the 0% states
is absent. This is seen, e.g., in Fig. 7, for the excitation energy
2202.5 keV.

6" states. The calculated angular distributions for 6
states with small admixture of two-step processes have a
pronounced maximum at an angle of about 45° at transfer of
the f5,2, ho/2, and hyy > neutron pairs (the energy 2546.9 keV
in Fig. 8 for example), and almost flat shape at transfer of
i13/2 neutron pair (energy of 3327.5 keV in Fig. 8 for another
example). Taking into account two-step processes leads to a
shift of the maximum to smaller angles.

17 states. The angular distributions for the 1~ states are
reproduced by the calculated ones for the one-step transfer.
They have two pronounced maxima and, therefore, the as-
signment is reliable despite rather small cross sections of their
excitation (Fig. 8).

3~ states. The angular distributions for the 3~ states are
reproduced by the calculated ones for the one-step transfer for
most excitation energies (the energy of 3478.2 keV in Fig. 8
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FIG. 6. The experimental angular distributions (black circles with errors) of some states in '**Gd from Table I assigned as 2* states and
their fit with CHUCK3 calculations (red lines). The (ij) transfer configurations and schemes used in the calculations for the best fit are given in
Table 1.

for example). Only some of them need a small inclusion of  of 1861.0 and 4024.5 keV. The maximum of the angular
the two-step processes. The maximum of such a distribution  distribution for these energies occurs at an angle of about 15°,
is found at the angle of 0° with the exception of two energies and is not fitted by calculations with the potential parameters

014308-11



A.I.LEVON et al.

PHYSICAL REVIEW C 102, 014308 (2020)

2 1 I 1 1 3 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 2
sh 25 F 1 16l 3741.8keV ]
. 2 1. Ji2 b ]
1F 15 F N\
1 08
05 05 [ 2413.3keV ]! 2953.2 keV 04 F .
g 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1
6 I 1 4 — 2.; : :
2 3 i
4+ 1, 15 F .
1 F o[ 24633 kev J ([ 29596kev | Y . ; 37618 keV
0 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1
12 F 3k 1.6 3853.7 keV 1
1 112 | n
0.8 | 2 F 0s L 1
04 L[ 25181 keV 0.5 3150.4 keV 1oa b UM
2 N 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 2 1 1 1 1
s b . 2 16 | ]
u [) 1.5 412 [ -
' T 1 Jos F
T 1} " 2607.6 kev Jos[ B81622keV o4 | 3881.9keV ]
[ 0 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1
@15 s F 103 1.5 38925 keV
\ .
o 20 0.6 ]
=T 15 F 08 | ]
— 10 b 0.4
=0T s 26327keV .02 3395.5keV 104 |
‘9 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1
o4 1 [ 3908.7 keV ]
9] 31 3
©n 3| 0.8
2ok 2r 0.6 6 F
8 1L 26431 keV 104 | 34221 keV 04 F
5 1 0.2 Jo2 F
0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0
12 14T 1 4ist
i s b
8 I > L 1F
4 [ ¥ 2239.3keV 1 2666.7 keV i 03T 3457.0 keV W os [
1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
2 28 i ] 12 10
! ] ' 156 ]
16 |
3 _m tof _{__
0.8 4 1F .
2F7 2249.0 keV J 8 F¥o771.8kev 04 L 35125 keV o5 [ 4086.4keV
1F 4 4 F E .
0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1
6 | 4 F+ 18 116 F i
3t 1 ¢ T2 F 4
1 2T 2857.0 keV : 1 keV 08 T 4191.3 keV ]
2+ 1 857.0 ke 1 - 3577.1 ke Joal . #
0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 " 1 1 0 1 1 1 1
12 F 1 2F 15+ .
1.2
4t 3835keV gi 3 | 3699.7 keV/ 05 b 4250.1 keV # N
0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1 0 1 1 1 1
0 10 20 30 40 0 10 20 30 40 0 10 20 30 40
lab. angle [ deg. |

FIG. 7. The experimental angular distributions (black circles with errors) of some states in '**Gd from Table I assigned as 4* states and
their fit with CHUCK3 calculations (red lines). The assignment for the level of 3395.5 keV is a tentative one of 47, 5. The (ij) transfer
configurations and schemes used in the calculations for the best fit are given in Table 1.

used for all other states. The spin 3~ of the first such state is
well known from previous studies [40]. Therefore, this spin
is assigned also for the second state. Minor changes of the
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FIG. 8. The experimental angular distributions of assigned 6%, 1-, and 3~ states in '**Gd (black circles with errors) and their fit with

CHUCK3 calculations (red and blue lines). The red lines indicate firm assignments and the blue lines are tentative ones. The red dashed lines
are calculations with changed potential parameters for tritons (see text). The (ij) transfer configurations and schemes used in the calculations

for the best fit are given in Table 1.

III. DISCUSSION OF RESULTS

A. Collective rotation bands and moments of inertia in *Gd

Since the success of the Bohr-Mottelson (BM) generalized
rotation model [42], many advanced approaches to the nuclear
rotation have been developed. They are reviewed, for exam-
ple, in the book by Row [43]. For the purposes of this sub-
section, we use the simplest transparent BM model [42], used

often successfully to describe rotational bands, in particular,
in strongly deformed nuclei, such as '3¥Gd.

After the assignment of spins to all excited states, se-
quences of states which show the characteristics of a rotational
band structure can be distinguished. An identification of the
states attributed to rotational bands was made on the basis of
the following conditions:
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(i) the angular distribution for a state as a band member
candidate is fitted by the DWBA calculations for the
spin value that is necessary to put this state into the
band;

(ii) the transfer cross section in the (p,f) reaction to
the states in the potential band has to decrease with
increasing spin;

(iii) the energies of the states in the band can be approxi-
mately fitted by the expression for a rotational band,

2
Evn = Ex + ;’—J[Iu FD—KEK+D @

Thereby, within the BM model, a rotational band can be
identified by the energy Ex of a bandhead with a quantum
number K, the projection of the total angular momentum onto
the symmetry axis for a given band head, and J, which is
the moment of inertia (Mol) [below in text we use Mol for
J in Eq. (2)]. Collective bands identified in such a way are
shown in Fig. 9 and the energies E, are listed in Table II.
With conditions (i)—(iii), one finds this procedure to be well
supported by the fact that some sequences meeting the above
criteria are already known from gamma ray spectroscopy to be
rotational bands and, therefore, other similar sequences might
well correspond to rotational bands. Nevertheless, additional
information (on E2 transitions at least) is needed to definitely
confirm these assignments.

Within a rotational band, its members share almost the
same Mol, i.e., only small, relatively smooth variations of
the Mol value with increasing spin may occur, because the
Mol can be well approximated by the adiabatic picture of
rotations for the relatively small angular momenta I < 6. That
is emphasized in Fig. 9 by the straight lines, the slopes of
which determine the Mol. In some cases, only the condition
I(I 4+ 1) allows one to choose a different sequence of levels
and therefore draw a line with a different slope than that
shown in Fig. 9. However, the excitation cross sections of
states in this sequence exclude this other sequence and other
slope. The moments of inertia calculated through the slopes of
these lines are listed in Table II. The distribution of moments
of inertia in this nucleus (as well as the number of moments
which can be opened for analysis) is significantly different
from distributions in the nuclei of actinides given in our
previous publications [12—-14].

It can be expected that the Mol reflects the intrinsic struc-
ture of the rotational band, for which the pairing interaction is
important. Figure 10 demonstrates that the Mol magnitudes
for most excited states in *®Gd are larger than that of the
g.s. They are located in a region limited by the g.s. value
and that of the first excited bands known from previous
studies. Most of them have values close to that of the ground
state Mol equal approximately to 37.5 MeV~'. According
to Ref. [42], vibrational bands have Mol that are typically
a few percent larger than that of the g.s. band. More than
half of the bands based on O states reveal just this property.
The bands with a significantly larger Mol are supposedly
based on two-phonon states or having even more complicated
phonon structure. The two-quasiparticle states with spins 2%
and higher can also be detected in the spectra, although the
cross section for their excitation is expected to be weak. Due

+
o———o (0 states 4

N MeV

.
e o 2 states

E(g.s.) is shifted for 1 MeV _

0 10 20 30 40
[(1+1)

FIG. 9. Collective bands based on the 0™ and 2" excited states in
158Gd as assigned from the DWBA fit of the angular distributions
found from the (p,t) reaction as functions of the spin variable
I+ 1).

to the blocking effect, rotational bands built on such states
may exhibit Mol 30-50% larger than that for the ground
state band [42]. Some bands have Mol lower than those of
the g.s. Only two of them are 2" state bands; their Mol
are only about 1% lower than that of the ground state. One
bandhead at 1187.2 keV is a y-vibrational state. Five of the
heads of such bands are 0% states with the Mol between
31.1 and 37.4 MeV~!; they are located above 3400 keV,
much higher than twice the energy gap. Their structure is
intriguing.
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TABLEII. The sequences of states in '**Gd which can be treated as rotational bands as follows from the CHUCK fit, the (p,t) cross sections,
and the moment of inertia (values of J//? are given).

Mol

K™ ot 1t 2+ 3t 4+ 5t 6t 7t MeV™)
ot 0.0 79.5 261.5 539.0 375
2+ 1187.2 1265.5 1358.5 1481.4 1623.5 37.3
ot 1196.2 1259.9 1406.7 1635.5 46.9
o+ 1452.4 1517.5 1667.4 459
ot 1743.2 1791.8 1901.6 61.1
2+ 2026.3 2202.5 2471.4 41.9
ot 1957.3 2035.6 38.3
ot 1977.6 2056.5 38.0
2+ 2084.0 2230.4 47.9
2+ 2089.3 2153.5 2239.3 2471.3 46.7
2+ 2098.0 2249.0 2481.8 46.3
2+ 2218.7 2383.5 42.5
2+ 2260.3 2413.3 457
2+ 2283.4 2463.3 38.9
ot 2276.7 2344.2 2493.8 2708.6 44.4
2+ 2354.8 2518.1 2781.6 429
ot 2437.2 2500.3 2643.1 475
2+ 2657.1 2771.8 61.1
2+ 2734.0 2857.0 3053.3 56.9
2+ 2750.3 2870.4 3053.3 58.3
ot 2726.4 2799.5 2959.6 41.1
ot 27572 2828.5 (2998.3) 42.1
2+ 2909.4 3061.5 33275 422
2+ 2933.1 3105.6 3380.4 40.6
ot 2914.5 2985.8 3150.4 42.1
2+ 3029.5 31622 3380.4 52.7
2+ 3100.0 3288.4 3590.8 372
2+ 3181.3 33445 3590.8 429
2+ 3256.6 3422.1 3665.8 425
2+ 3265.6 3395.5 53.9
2+ 3276.5 3457.0 38.8
ot 3223.3 3302.0 3484.7 38.1
o+ 3233.7 3309.9 3490.4 39.2
ot 3282.9 3334.1 3457.0 58.6
2+ 3373.4 3512.5 50.3
ot 3344.5 3412.1 44.4
ot 3400.2 3447.8 3558.5 62.9
ot 3431.8 3524.4 3741.8 324
2+ 3534.1 3699.7 423
2+ 3603.1 3761.8 44.1
ot 3569.6 3635.6 3784.5 454
ot 3616.6 3676.3 3819.2 50.3
2+ 3681.3 3853.7 40.6
ot 3626.4 3706.5 3892.5 37.4
o+ 3641.7 37212 37.7
ot 3691.7 3777.0 3965.9 35.2
2+ 3790.0 3959.3 414
ot 3737.9 3811.1 40.9
ot 3829.1 3925.9 4153.0 31.1
ot 3848.1 3925.9 38.61
ot 3876.1 3946.1 4114.3 42.5
2+ 3974.2 4176.8 39.2
2+ 3995.1 4191.3 38.5
ot 3984.9 4066.1 4250.1 37.0
1- 0977.2 1023.7 1041.6 1159.0 1176.5 1371.9 1390.6 51.8
1- 1263.5 1402.9 1638.3 35.9
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TABLE II. (Continued.)

Mol
K™ ot 1+ 2+ 3+ 4+ 5t 6+ 7+ (MeV™hH
1- 1856.3 1894.6 1978.1 41.1
1- 3158.4 3242.1 3395.5 59.7
1- 3508.8 3582.9 67.5
1- 39374 4014.1 65.2

It is well known that the nucleus in the lowest excited states
has Mol values which do not exceed approximately 50% of
the moment of inertia of a rigid rotator with the same nuclear
mass. Some of the nucleons of the nucleus are not involved
in the rotational motion due to the effect of the nucleon
pairing, which leads to superfluid properties of nuclei in the
ground and lower excited states. The moment of inertia for a
statistically equilibrium rotation [44] can be approximated as
the rigid body limit [45],

2 mA5/3 2

Jrigi
gid 0140328, 3)

25 R

40 50 60

Moment of inertia [ MeV'1]
I I T T

°Gd, B, = 0348

rigid limit

[ J. . =70.1MeV"
8t rigid
S | e value of g.s.
o)
e |
=)
C -
sS4

O_I |_' | |

0.5 0.6 0.7
Jrigid

0.8 0.9

FIG. 10. Top: The moments of inertia (Mol) as determined from
the assigned collective bands. The moments of inertia for 0" and
2% states are shown by red and blue lines, respectively. Larger
height represents the data known from previous studies. Bottom:
Distribution of number of the Mol values versus the dimensionless
values J/Jigia. The value of J,4 is evaluated according to Eq. (3). A
sampling interval is 0.025.

where a shape of spheroid with the deformation S, was
assumed for the nucleus. For 8Gd, the rigid-rotator Mol
value (3) is about 70 MeV~!. The standard deformation
parameter B, describing mainly the nuclear shape is another
important characteristic affecting the Mol magnitude. Due to
the pairing effect, one can expect that the Mol magnitude
deviates much from the rigid-rotator limit (3); namely, the
Mol decreases by about 44%. Thus, the two factors—nuclear
deformation and pairing—and, in addition, the centrifugal
stretching, can be considered as the main reasons of a signif-
icant increase of the Mol with increasing excitation energy,
as compared to the ground state value. The largest value
of the Mol is equal to 63 MeV~!, that is, almost 90% of
the rigid-body limit (3). The distribution of the Mol values
relative to the rigid-rotator value (3) is shown in Fig. 10.

B. Statistical analysis of the 0+, 2*, and 4% state sequences
and possible K symmetry breaking

Sequences of states observed in the extended excitation
energy interval in '¥Gd are assumed to be long enough to
perform statistical analysis even for one nucleus; see Table III.
The present analysis is triggered by the publication of Paar
and Vorkapi [46], which is devoted to the investigation of
effects of the exact K quantum number on the fluctuation
properties of the energy spectra for 0 and 2% states in the
SU(3) limit of the IBM. The Aj statistics [47] was used to
obtain information about the long-range correlations of level
spacings. In Ref. [46], the Aj statistics for the pure sequence
of the 0T levels is close to the Wigner (chaotic) behavior while
for the mixed sequence of all 2% levels it is close to Poisson
(regular) behavior (see also Ref. [48]). The Aj statistics with
the fixed K sequences (/ =2, K=0) and (/ =2,K =2)
returns back to the Wigner distribution.

The sequences of states considered above as rotational
bands look basically long enough to carry out the statistical
analysis both for K mixed sequences of 27 and 4% states
and, separately, for the subsequences with (/ = 2, K = 0) and

TABLE III. Number of levels included in the statistical analysis
for different / and K.

I/K All K K=0 K=2 K=4
ot 37

2+ 100 37 63

4+ 90 37 28 25
All 227 74 92 25
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FIG. 11. The nearest neighbor-spacing distributions for 0" states
(a) and for 27" states with all projections K (b), fixed K = 0 (c), and
K = 2 (d) projections. The theoretical NNSD is given by Eq. (4) for
the parameter w (or, correspondingly, a and b) of Table IV, which
were found from the standard the least-squares fittings (LSFs) to the
experimental staircase lines.

(I =2,K =2) [see Fig. 11] as well as for those with (I =
4,K=0),I=4,K=2),and (I =4, K = 4) [Fig. 12]. The
number of levels in all such sequences is shown in Table III;
there is especially good statistics for 2* and 4% at all K and
sufficiently good at fixed K, except (4%, 4).

The nearest neighbor-spacing distributions (NNSDs)
[49,50] are applied to investigate the fluctuation proper-
ties of short-range correlations of the experimental spec-
tra. The NNSDs are fitted by using the linear repulsion-
level-density Wigner-Dyson approximation (LWD) with one
parameter, w [51],

_ b(w) ,
Prwp(s) = [a(w) + b(w)s] exp | —a(w)s — Ts , 4@

TABLE IV. Parameters a and b of the one-parameter LWD ap-
proximation (4) within the Wigner-Dyson theory for the excited state
0*; for 2* with all K, fixed K = 0, and K = 2; and for 4* with all
K, fixed K =0, K =2, and K = 4 in '*®Gd. NNSD parameters for
Poisson and Wigner contributions a and b are reduced to total 100%.
Large w (w = 00) corresponds to Poisson and small w (w = 0) is
related to the Wigner limits. The standard accuracies found by x? of
the least-squares fittings are given in percent. A sampling interval is
0.2.

I K a b w X3

o+ 0 98.1 1.9 5.04 11.6%
2t all K 58.1 41.9 0.66 14.9%
2t 0 98.2 1.8 5.2 9.8%
2t 2t 90.8 9.2 22 13.2%
4+ all K 823 17.7 1.4 17.7%
4+ 0 98.2 1.8 5.1 8.9%
4+ 2 76.2 23.8 1.1 16.5%
4+ 4 98.2 1.8 52 14.0%

158

b
Gd 4" all 4*2 ®)
— exp.
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—  exp.
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|
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FIG. 12. The same as in Fig. 11 but for 4% states with all
projections K (a), and fixed K =0 (b), K =2 (¢), and K =4
(d) projections.

where

a=JTwe” erffc(w), b= %ezwzerfcz(w); (5)
erfc(w) = 1 — erf(w), erf(w) is the error function.

The LWD allows us to obtain information on the quan-
titative measure of the Poisson regular and Wigner chaotic
contributions, separately, in contrast to the heuristic Brody
parametrization [52] with a fitting parameter which does not
have, in this respect, a clearly defined meaning. Results of
fitting for two angular momenta, 0™ and 2%, are shown in
Fig. 11 and in Table IV. For calculations of the experimental
NNSDs, simple polynomials of low powers were used for
fitting well the staircase cumulative level density obtained
from experiments to get the so-called unfolding (uniformed
dimensionless) energy levels; see Ref. [50] for details. NNSDs
for the spin 2™ with the fixed angular-momentum projections
K =0 (¢) and 2 (d) have a Poisson-like structure, similar to
the NNSD for the 0" state (a). The NNSD for the spin 2%
without fixing (“all K”) the angular momentum projection is
shifted to the Wigner distribution, as seen more pronouncedly
from Table IV. Figure 12 and Table IV show the results of the
analysis for the spin / = 4. The NNSDs have the Poisson-like
structure for all sequences, except for the (I = 4, K = 2) one
which demonstrates a noticeable shift towards the Wigner
distribution (see Table IV).

Joining the sets of 0T states in the rare-earth and actinide
nuclei, which became available from the rich data obtained
in recent decades [10-21], demonstrate intermediate statistics
between the Wigner and Poisson limits [50]. As shown in
Ref. [50] the level spacing distributions for the collective
0*, 2%, and 4" states mixing all K in the actinide nuclei
were found to be gradually shifted to the Poisson limit with
increasing spin [50]. The LWD fits showing basically uniform
exponential-like fall-off NNSDs [Eq. (4)] are those with a
large w value as appearing in Eq. (5) and Table IV, which
corresponds largely to a Poisson situation rather than a chaotic
behavior in a distribution probability of the spacings of states.
In '"8Gd we observe a somewhat a different behavior: prac-
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tically a pure Poisson statistics for 0T states and an essential
shift to the Wigner distribution for 2% states with all K; see
again Table IV. In the case of 4T states we find the level
spacing distribution close to the Poisson limit for a sequence
that includes all K and for the subsequences (I =4, K = 0)
and (I =4, K = 4). However, the level spacing distribution
for the subsequence (I =4, K = 2) demonstrates again a
notable shift towards the Wigner limit, according clearly to
Table IV.

The experimental results for the fixed K projections in the
case of 27 as well as of 4% states differ from the calculations
performed in Ref. [46]. These results cannot be compared
directly since the Aj statistics analysis has been performed for
long correlations in Ref. [46]. Coming back to the NNSDs,
having a good quantum number K, from a general point of
view one should expect a shift to the Wigner distribution
in the subspace of the fixed K value for a given angular
momentum / with respect to the case of accounting for all
K [53-55]. This is because of the decreasing number of
single-valued motion integrals (conservation laws) due to a
breaking of the axial symmetry in the subspace as compared
to its presence in the complete space [55]. In such a subspace
one finds more a system disordering or chaos.! The arguments
for our interpretation of the K breaking work well for the
NNSDs in the case of actinide nuclei [51,55]. The present
results for °8Gd differ from those in Ref. [50,51] and are
not so clearly understood. Only the case of (I =4,K =2)
which is intermediate in the angular-momentum space can be
considered as supporting to some extent this interpretation;
cf. Figs. 12(c) and 12(a) with the help of Table IV. Its NNSD
is found between the Wigner and Poisson limits, i.e., is not
so pronounced as in actinide nuclei [51,55]. And Wigner’s
contribution to the NNSD in the case of Fig. 12(b) is much less
than Poisson’s one in Fig. 12(a). As for the remaining angular-
momentum edge subsequences with (I =2, K =0) and (I =
2, K =2)and those with (I =4, K =0)and (I = 4,K = 4),
they are strongly shifted to a regular Poisson distribution.
Although the number of levels used in the analysis is limited,
especially for for I = 4" and K = 4 (Table III), this should
affect mainly the accuracy of determining the Wigner and
Poisson contributions. Such behavior might be interpreted as
a K symmetry breaking when K is a good quantum number.
Notice that one should not mix up this K symmetry breaking
with another—isospin 7—symmetry breaking [57,58]; see
also Ref. [48]. Nevertheless, in both these cases, the statistical
NNDS analysis in terms of the exact quantum number of
nuclear states for a given angular momentum /™ is performed
by studying the quantum spectra with full (“all” K or “all” T')
and fixed K or T values, respectively; see Ref. [48].

A remaining puzzle is why the NNSD for the mixed 2+
sequence demonstrates a shift to the Wigner distribution; cf.

I'This interpretation of the K-breaking effect differs from another
more popular discussion in the literature [56]. Alternatively, we may
think of the K symmetry breaking as an effect of violating the axial
symmetry when K is not a good quantum number due to an addi-
tional interaction, e.g., the deformation y, along with $, considered
here.

panel (b) with (a) in Fig. 11. The present analysis includes
the states excited in the (p,t) reaction. According to previous
studies [12-14,17,20], the multiple 0" states excited in the
(p,t) reaction are found to be collective. This is perhaps not
the case for 27 states; the excitations of states of another
nature are not excluded, though with a smaller cross section.
To verify this assumption and to see how these states can
influence on the results of statistical analysis, noncollective
2% states from the compilation [40], not observed in the
present (p,t) experiment, were included into the analysed
sequence. The obtained P(s) turned out to be additionally
shifted to the Wigner distribution in comparison with that
shown in Fig. 11(b). The presence of noncollective states
in the sequence of 2% states is probably one of the reasons
for such observed NNSD for 27 states shifted to the Wigner
limit as compared to that for 0" and 4* states. Noncollective
levels are probably absent in the (/ = 2, K = 0) sequence and
present in the (I =2, K = 2) one, which is reflected in the
interplay of Wigner and Poisson contributions. In conclusion,
the comprehensive study of the angular momentum / depen-
dence of the NNSDs with all K and the K symmetry breaking
phenomenon are a challenge for forthcoming work.

IV. IBM CALCULATIONS

The structure of ¥ Gd was investigated in the framework
of the interacting boson model. The traditional version of
the IBM [22] does not make any distinction between protons
and neutrons and uses only s and d bosons (with angular
momentum L = 0 and 2, respectively) as the main ingredients
to describe the low-lying positive-parity states of even-even
nuclei. Several other versions have been proposed over the
years that include the addition of several other type of bosons,
like p, f, and g (with angular momentum L = 1, 3, and 4,
respectively). In the last 20 years, new and detailed data have
been measured with the (p,t) reaction and a considerable
amount of states, especially 0", have been found. One of
the interpretations of this increased number of 0T excitations
was given by the IBM using the spdf version of the model.
The reason is that by the coupling of two negative-parity
bosons the model produces additional K™ = 0% states which
have an N, = 2 configuration. Such calculations have been
performed in Refs. [12-14,59] and have shown a rather
good reproduction of the overall trend of electromagnetic
and hadronic observables. This interpretation involves an
increased contribution of the octupole degree of freedom in
the low-lying structure of nuclei, which is in disagreement
with a prediction of other theoretical models, for example,
the quasiparticle phonon model (QPM). The QPM indicates
a moderate contribution of the octupole components in their
wave functions while it gives an increased weight of the
pairing correlations [31]. Therefore, one needs experimental
data concerning different type of observables in order to test
properly the two predictions. The case of '*Gd is one of
the most promising examples for the following reason. In the
rare-earth region, this is the only nucleus that has information
both from the (p,t) transfer reaction and from a dedicated
neutron inelastic scattering experiment aimed at measuring
the lifetimes of the new 07 excitations in (p,t) [39]. Together
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TABLE V. The spdf-IBM parameters used in the present calcu-
lations. The parameters of the Hamiltonian are taken from Ref. [59],
while the others are determined from a fitting procedure on the
corresponding experimental data.

Nucleus
Parameters 158Gd 10Gd
€; MeV) 0.315 0.213
€, (MeV) 4.0 4.0
Hamiltonian €r (MeV) 0.95 1.3
K MeV) —0.02 —0.02
Xsd —0.91 —-0.53
o (MeV) 0.0005 0.0005
e, (eb) 0.132 0.132
EM transition e, (eb'/?) 0.053 0.053
operators Xsp 1.07 1.07
Xdf —0.55 —0.55
o, (mb/sr) 0.008
Transfer operator ~ «, (mb/sr) 4.22
ay (mb/sr) —-04

with known transition probabilities of the lowest octupole
states, we have a very fertile testing ground of the IBM
predictions.

Therefore, we have performed calculations in the spdf
IBM-1 framework using the extended consistent Q formalism
(ECQF) [23]. Although the equations employed by the model
have been given in several papers, e.g., Refs. [24,25,59,60],
we briefly list them again below. The usual Hamiltonian is
given by

Hypar = €aita + €pity + €5ty + k(Qspay - Qspdf)(O)

+ anpdf . D.vpdfs (6)

where €4, €,, and €, are the boson energies and 7, iy, and
iy are the boson number operators. We mention that one
of the ingredients that was shown to improve the transfer
calculations, namely the inclusion of the octupole term in the
Hamiltonian [13,14], was omitted in the present calculations
since we preferred to maintain the form of the Hamiltonian
given in Ref. [59]. DS,,df is introduced in the Hamiltonian in
order to connect states with no (pf) content with those having
(pf)?* components, and it has a very small strength as shown
in Table V. The form of this operator is taken as earlier (see
Refs. [24,25]):

Dypp = =2v2[p'd +d'p1V + V5[5 + p'51"
+VTdf + a1, )
For the quadrupole operator one has [61]

Qspdf = Qsd + pr

e e VT ia e
= @d+d')+ 1 @' DD+ —= ' [+ [P

W3 oo 3VE a0
—W(P P) —T(.f I 3

The quadrupole electromagnetic transition operator is de-
fined by

T(E2) = e20,pay )

where e, represents the boson effective charge.

Since the IBM yields increased octupole correlations in
the structure of even-even nuclei, it is essential to calculate
the E1 transition strengths and to compare the results with
the experimental values. For the E'1 operator in the IBM one
has

TED =e (xS 6 p+pHY + (p'd+d p)Y
x5l f+ D], (10)
where e; is the effective charge for the E1 transitions and x)

and X;D are two model parameters.

The final equation which we need is the one for the
transfer operator. Previously, only the last term in Eq. (11)
was used [60], but recent successful calculations [13,14] have
shown that it is imperative to include also at least one term
related to the negative-parity bosons:

PO = (a,h, + asitf)s

1 1

N, 2(/N,+1)\?2
v QU_NU__A Av 11
+“( N”“’) (N+1> 5 (b

where €2, is the pair degeneracy of neutron shells, N, is the
number of neutron pairs, N is the total number of bosons, and
op, O, and «, are constant parameters.

Schematic spdf-IBM calculations were performed in
Ref. [59] shortly after limited data on 0F states in 'Gd
were obtained in the (p,t) experiment [7]. With more data
on hand, we proceed to investigate not only the distribution
in energy of the 0T states, but also the detailed structure
of '38Gd, including the energies of the low-lying levels, the
transition probabilities in the first bands, and the distribution
in transfer intensity of the 0% states up to 4.5 MeV. To perform
the calculations we employed the OCTUPOLE code [62] to diag-
onalize the Hamiltonian in Eq. (6). Up to three negative-parity
bosons were allowed in the calculations and the parameters of
the Hamiltonian were taken from Ref. [59], while the ones
for the transition and transfer operators were fitted to the
available experimental information. The IBM parameters are
summarized in Table V.

The authors of Ref. [59] have presented a comparison
of the experimental energy levels with the corresponding
ones calculated in the spdf-IBM framework. Their work
concentrated mainly on the reproduction of the 0" states and
for the first time the model predicted an increased number
of 0T levels, close to the experimentally observed one. The
contribution of the octupole degree of freedom was crucial,
with the model describing twelve 0" states up to around
3.5 MeV, where the experimental data were available at that
time. In Fig. 13 we present the complete results of the IBM
calculations for the 0%, 2%, and 4" states up to 4.3 MeV in
comparison with the values obtained in the present experi-
ment. It is clear that the experiment has revealed a greater
number of states that can be produced by the IBM, irrespective
of spin. The experiment provides 36 (07), 95 (2*), and 64
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FIG. 13. Comparison between observations in the present experiment and spdf-IBM calculations for the 0%, 2%, and 4% states up to
4.3 MeV. The level assignments shown by solid lines are new in this work and those shown by dashed lines are also known from the evaluations
in ENSDF [40]. The levels with a double-octupole character in the IBM are marked with a star.

(4™) states, while the IBM gives only 17 (0"), 20 (27), and
19 (4™) states. Some of these levels having a double-octupole
character are marked with a star in Fig. 13. It seems that
this version of the IBM cannot be considered adequate for
a satisfactory description of the experimental levels, even if
at higher excitation energy several states might correspond to
some measured levels. The number of calculated excitations
is about half of those seen in the experiment, and therefore,
a more complicated IBM version or other models should be
used in order to elucidate the spectrum of '33Gd, especially
for the O states.

In Fig. 14 we compare the energy levels of the low-
est positive- and negative-parity bands, using the data from
the latest evaluation in ENSDF [40]. One observes a rather
good reproduction of the experimental data, especially of the
positive-parity states. For the negative-parity levels, the calcu-
lations show a band order with K™ =07, 17, and 27, while
in the experiment the order is K =17, 07, and 27. This
effect was previously noticed in the IBM calculations [63]
and it was related to the fractional filling of the proton and
neutron valence shells. The ordering can be improved in the
IBM by introducing another term in the calculations that will
lower the K™ = 1~ band in energy [63]. However, since we
try to keep the calculations as close as possible to the ones

in Ref. [59], this term was not included in the Hamiltonian,
Eq. (6).

The results for the transfer intensity calculated in the IBM
by using Eq. (11) are compared with the experimental data
in Fig. 15. As noted above, the IBM does not reproduce the
number of 0T states obtained in the present experiment: 17
excited 0" levels in the IBM calculations are found versus
the 36 experimental 0" excitations in the energy region under
the consideration. It is clear that some of the observed 0%
excitations have a two-quasiparticle nature and are, therefore,
outside of the model space. Thus, detailed microscopic cal-
culations are needed to reproduce the structure of all these
states. Nevertheless, we look also at the transfer intensity
produced by the IBM model in order to see how much the
observed strength may have a collective origin. In Figs. 15(a)
and 15(b), we present the experimental and calculated trans-
fer strengths, respectively. One can see that the IBM does
give a reasonable reproduction of the experimental data for
the transfer intensity. The first excited Ot state has 0.2%
of the ground strength in the experiment and 0.9% in the
calculations, while the second excited 0% state has about
30% and 34% in experiment and calculations, respectively.
For higher-lying excitations, one obtains about 20% in the
experiment, and an amount to about 14% in the IBM. The
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FIG. 14. Experimental (a) and spdf-IBM (b) level scheme of '**Gd. The g.s., v, and 8 bands are shown for the positive-parity states, while
the K™ =07, 17, and 2~ octupole bands are presented for the negative-parity levels.

distribution of the transfer strength is better illustrated in
Fig. 15(c), where we compare the experimental and calculated
cumulative transfer. It is clear that the model reproduces the
experimental data up to about 3.5 MeV, and starts to under-
estimate it at higher excitation energy. It will be interesting
to obtain experimental data for energies even higher than
4.3 MeV in future experiments to better compare the distri-
bution in energy and transfer strengths of the higher-lying
states.

Finally, we look at the reduced matrix elements that can
provide a better insight if the relevant degrees of freedom are
taken into account. For the case of >*Gd, most of the lifetimes
have been measured for the low-lying states, with both posi-
tive and negative parity [40]. Therefore, an impressive amount
of B(E'1) and B(E?2) values are available to be compared with

the theoretical calculations. In Table VI we present the IBM
results for the E'1 and E2 transition probabilities for the g.s, B,
and y bands, as well as for the K™ = 07, 17, and 2~ octupole
bands. The model reproduces the gross features of the low-
lying states in '*®Gd, but a closer inspection reveals that there
are some severe discrepancies with respect to the experimental
data. The E1 transitions in the K* =27 band are found
to be much stronger than in the experiment, although the
experimental uncertainty is quite large. The same situation
happens for the E1 transition from the 0 state to the 1.
However, most of the transitions are obtained within less than
a factor of 5 as compared to the experimental data. For the
higher-lying 07 states, the (n, n’'y) experiment has revealed a
low E1 transition strength up to around 3 MeV [39]. Since
the double-octupole states play a major role in the IBM, it is
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FIG. 15. Comparison between the experimental (a) and spdf-
IBM calculations (b) for the transfer intensity in '**Gd. Cumulative
strength as a function of energy is given in (c) for experiment (black)
and calculations (red).

not surprising that many of these states are predicted with a
relatively high E'1 transition strength. Therefore, we conclude
that although the low-lying structure of '¥Gd is reasonable
well reproduced by the IBM calculations, the theory does not
reproduce in detail the nature of the higher-lying 0% states.

V. CONCLUSION

A proper study of excited states with energies up to 4.3
MeV in the deformed nucleus '*Gd was performed by a
high-resolution (p,t) transfer reaction using the Q3D spec-
trograph. In total, 206 excited states of positive parity and
20 of negative parity were identified and many of them were
observed for the first time. The high resolution, background-
free experiment allowed, in fact, a quasicomplete determi-
nation of levels up to excitation energies with a high level
density. The collective nature of these states is provided by
the selectivity of the (p,t) reaction to the structure of the
densely populated final states. To assign spin and parity to
the states, angular distributions were measured and compared
to the predictions of coupled-channel DWBA calculations.
Many rotational bands built upon the low-lying bandheads
excited in our experiment were identified. Moments of inertia
calculated using energies of such bands were analyzed. The
large sets of states with the same spin-parity allowed us

TABLE VI. Experimental and calculated E1 and E2 transition
probabilities in '3Gd. The parameters of the E1 and E2 operators
are fitted to the experimental data available [40].

K™ E (keV) Ji Uy Exp. (W.u.) IBM (W.u.)
E?2 transitions
a.8 80 2t gs. 198(5) 198
261 4t 2f 290(4) 280
904 8t 6f 330(30) 308
1350 10 8 340(30) 304
Bband 1196 ot 2 117758 4.79
1260 2t 4 1.39(15) 3.25
2t 2f 0.079(14) 0.47
2+ 0f 0.31(4) 0.97
1407 4+ 28 456117 180
4+ 2f 1287356 1.2
4t 6f 316753 3.66
4t 4 0.37+07¢ 0.005
4t 2t 1.32+264 1.01
yband 1187 2t 4f 0.27(4) 0.12
2+ 2f 6.0(7) 5.65
2t 0f 3.4(3) 2.23
1266 3t 4t L7753 3.29
32 3.5%047 4.61
1358 4t 2, 113756 99
4t 6f >0.95 0.07
4t 4 7.300%7 6.9
4t 2f 113559 0.43
E1 transitions
- 977 = 27 97937 x107°  52x107
1= 0 98738 %107 29.2x107°
1042 37 4 29@®)x107* 33x107*
3= 2f 333100x10* 0.8 x 107
1159 4= 4F 9386 x 107 12.1x107°
1176 5 67 59%Ix107" 109 x107*
57 4 7474 x 10 0.72x107*
0- 1264 - 27 64QDx107  9.5x107°
- 0 3512)x107° 43 x107°
1403 3= 47 16(3)x10?  1.0x 107
37 2f 12792, <107 0.8 x 1072
2- 1794 27 3F 0 507" x 107 167 x 107
2= 2F 8.6 x 107 294 x107°
27 20 1.8 x 1077 5410 x 1077

to carry out their statistical analysis. Such an analysis was
performed for the OF and 27 states sequences including all K
values and for well-determined projections K of the angular
momentum. We intended to obtain confirmation of theoretical
predictions about the chaotic nature of sequences with a well-
determined projection K of the angular momentum. However,
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all but one analyzed NNSDs indicated clearly a regular nature.
Although the number of levels used in the analysis is limited,
which affects the accuracy of determination of the Wigner
and Poisson contributions, we interpreted this behavior as an
indication of the K symmetry breaking, with K being a good
quantum number. More detailed analysis of such data for the
rare-earth and actinide nuclei is a subject for further study in
forthcoming work. The structure of '*Gd was investigated in
the framework of the interacting boson model using the spdf
version of the model. The calculated energies of the low-lying
levels, their transition probabilities in the lowest bands, and
their distributions in the transfer intensity of O states are in
rather good agreement with the experiment. We found clear
signatures to go beyond the simplest spdf version of the IBM
in describing the complete data. The description of such rich

experimental data by more sophisticated, (semi)microscopical
theoretical models is of considerable interest.
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