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Structure of the high-spin, β-decaying state in the neutron-rich nucleus 146La
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Excited structures in 146Ce were populated in β decay of the high-spin state in the neutron-rich nucleus 146La.
The beam was produced by the Californium Rare Isotope Breeder Upgrade (CARIBU) facility at Argonne
National Laboratory, reaccelerated by the ATLAS accelerator, and implanted on a moving-tape system in the
middle of the GAMMASPHERE array. The decay scheme of the high-spin, β-decaying state in 146La was revised
with respect to previous studies and evaluated nuclear data. The structure of 146La is discussed in the framework
of the deformed Nilsson model and systematics of known quasiparticle structures in the region.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The neutron-rich 146La nucleus (Z = 57, N = 89) is lo-
cated in the region near Z = 56–58 and N = 88–92 that has
been predicted for a long time to exhibit octupole-deformed
shapes [1,2]. Experimental evidences were found for the ex-
istence of such shapes in the neighboring 144Ba [3] and 146Ba
[4] nuclei.

Spectroscopic information on the structure of 146La is sum-
marized in the latest ENSDF evaluation [5] and in two more
recent publications [6,7]. Two β-decaying states, one of low
spin and shorter half-life [Jπ = (2−), T1/2 = 6.1(3) s] and the
other of higher spin and longer half-life [Jπ = (6−), T1/2 =
9.8(4) s], are established in 146La, with the former proposed
to be the ground state [5]. Recently, high-precision Canadian
Penning Trap (CPT) mass measurements established the en-
ergy difference between the two β-decaying states as 141.5
(24) keV [8], but their ordering is still elusive.

The decay properties of the two β-decaying states in 146La
are of interest to the nuclear structure [9–11] and nuclear
astrophysics [12,13] communities, as well as to nuclear ap-
plications, such as decay heat from nuclear reactors and
antineutrino spectra reconstructions [14]. Several studies are
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reported in the literature (see Ref. [5] and reference therein),
but they are far from complete since the lifetimes of the two
β-decaying states are similar and it was difficult to separate
their decays using a moving-tape detection system.

In the present work, we report on β-γ -γ and γ -γ -γ coin-
cidence studies of the high-spin, β-decaying state in 146La.
The new results extended the decay scheme and resolved
ambiguities that existed from previous studies. The structure
of 146La is discussed using the deformed Nilsson model and
systematics of known quasiparticle structures in neighboring
nuclei.

II. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP AND DATA ANALYSIS

A. β-γ-γ experiment

The neutron-rich 146La nuclei were produced by the Cal-
ifornium Rare Isotope Breeder Upgrade (CARIBU) facility
[15] at Argonne National Laboratory (ANL). The beam was
reaccelerated by the Argonne Tandem Linear Accelerator
System (ATLAS) and implanted onto a 0.5-in.-wide Mylar
moving tape that was coated with iron oxide. The implantation
point was surrounded by an array of six plastic scintilator de-
tectors, known as HExagonal ARray for Triggering (HEART)
[16], which was used to detect β particles produced in the
decay of 146La. The system was located in the center of the
GAMMASPHERE spectrometer, comprising 62 Compton-
suppressed high-purity germanium HPGe detectors for this
experiment. Energy and efficiency calibrations of the array
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were carried out using 56Co, 152Eu, 182Ta, and 243Am sources.
The moving-tape cycle selected in the present experiment was
tailored to the known half-lives of the two β-decaying states
[5]. It began with a 2-s-long background measurement, where
no incoming beam was present (beam off), followed by a 60-s
implantation (beam on) period and by a 100-s beam-off pe-
riod, where the decays of the implanted nuclei were measured.
After that, the tape moved and the long-lived activity was
transported away from the array, followed by 2-s background
measurement. Collected data were sorted into various one-
and two-dimensional histograms using the GEBSORT software
[17] and the analysis was carried out with the ROOT [18] and
RADWARE [19] computer programs.

B. γ-γ-γ experiment

Additional GAMMASPHERE data, where γ rays were
produced by a stationary 34.4-μCi 252Cf source placed in the
center of the array, were also used as a cross reference in the
present analysis. These data were collected continuously for
about 30 days and details about the experiment can be found
in Ref. [20]. The events were sorted into a three-dimensional
histogram and they were analysed using the LEVIT8R program
from the RADWARE computer package [19].

Gamma rays from prompt-fission and beta-decaying frag-
ments were present in the collected data as the fission products
were stopped within the source. However, the former are in
coincidence with γ rays emitted by the complementary fission
fragments (e.g., 102–104Zr in the case of 146Ce), while such
correlations are lost in the delayed spectra owing to the long
β-decay half-lives. As a consequence, γ rays detected without
the observation of complementary fission fragments are most
likely only emitted during the β-decay process. In addition,
β decays of neutron-rich nuclei often proceed via non-yrast
levels, which are usually not populated in the prompt-fission
process, thus providing additional distinction. Nevertheless,
the data from this experiment were a mixture of prompt and
delayed γ rays; the triple coincidences registered by GAM-
MASPHERE proved beneficial in establishing many weak
transitions produced in the decay of the high-spin β-decaying
state in 146La.

III. EXPERIMENTAL RESULTS

Prior to the present work, β-decay spectroscopy studies
of the two isomers in 146La, including β-γ -γ angular cor-
relations, were carried out at the TRISTAN (BNL) [21–23]
and KUR-ISOL (Kyoto) [24,25] facilities, as summarized in
the most-recent ENSDF evaluation [5]. Excited structures in
the daughter nucleus 146Ce were also studied in spontaneous
fission of 252Cf and in neutron-induced fission of 235U, where
the ground state and octupole bands were observed up to spins
of (10+) [26] and (15−) [27], respectively.

The present work is built on the existing knowledge and
revises the previously known decay scheme of the high-spin,
β-decaying state in 146La. It also confirms the existence
of two β-decaying states, as shown in Fig. 1. The half-
lives of 9.9(1) and 6.1(2) s obtained in the present study
are in a good agreement with the previously measured
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FIG. 1. Time spectra produced by gating on (a) 410-, 503- and
515-keV γ rays, depopulating the 4+, 6+, and 5− levels at 669-,
1172-, and 1184-keV, respectively; (b) the 925-keV γ ray, depopu-
lating the 1− level at 925 keV. The solid lines represent least-squares
fits using a single-exponential decay and a constant background.

values (see Ref. [5] and references therein), but have a higher
precision.

A partial level scheme of the high-spin, β-decaying state
in 146La showing only states up to 2 MeV is presented in
Fig. 2. Sample γ -ray spectra are presented in Figs. 3 and
4. The measured γ -ray energies and relative intensities are
listed in Table I, where the quoted spin and parity assignments
are taken from Ref. [5], except for the 1770-, 1893-, and
1956-keV levels, which were redefined in the present work
based on the observed γ -ray deexcitation patterns. In addition,
the present observation do not support the Jπ = (6+) and
(4+) assignments proposed in Ref. [5] for the levels at 2271
and 2415 keV, respectively. The reported β-decay feeding
intensities in Table I were determined from the proposed de-
cay scheme and intensity balance considerations. The log f t
values were calculated using the LOGFT program [28] and
Qβ (146La) = 6405(15) keV, as recommended in AME2020
[29].

Since the half-lives of the two β-decaying states are simi-
lar, it was not possible to unambiguously separate their decays
using the moving-tape system. Instead, differences in γ -ray
multiplicities and, as a consequence, distinctive γ -ray deexci-
tation patterns, were used to discriminate events associated
with decays of the high-spin and the low-spin β-decaying
states. In the data analysis, we initially investigated γ -ray
transitions that directly feed the 4+ level at 669 keV, the 5−
level at 1184 keV, and the 6+ level at 1172 keV, which enabled
placement of states with J � 4 in the level scheme. After that,
we studied γ -ray decay branches to the lower-spin states.
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TABLE I. Level energies, spins and parities, β-decay feeding intensities, log f t values, γ -ray energies and relative intensities for the levels
observed in the β decay of the Kπ=5− state in 146La.

Ei Jπ a Iβ Eγ Iγ Ef

(keV) (h̄) (%) log f t (keV) (rel. units) (keV)

0.0 0+

258.7(5) 2+ 258.7(5) 1000(8) 0.0
668.5(6) 4+ 12.5(17) 6.59(9) 409.8(5) 937(19) 258.7(5)
961.1(6) 3− 292.5(5) 7.4(8) 668.5(6)

702.3(5) 69(6) 258.7(5)
1171.5(6) 6+ 5.5(8) 6.76(7) 503.1(5) 231(5) 668.5(6)
1183.5(6) 5− 5.5(9) 6.75(8) 514.7(5) 288(6) 668.5(6)
1274.9(6) 2+ 314(1) 0.4(2) 961.1(6)

1016(1) 5.7(2) 258.7(5)
1275(1) 2.1(9) 0.0

1550.8(6) 7− � 4.1c � 6.7 366.8(5) 29.5(25) 1183.5(6)
379.7(5) 68(4) 1171.5(6)

1627.5(6) 4+ 10.0(12) 6.33(6) 353(1) 4.3(7) 1274.9(6)
444.3(5) 15.1(15) 1183.5(6)
666.2(5) 28(4) 961.1(6)
958.5(5) 118(10) 668.5(6)
1369.2(5) 35.7(29) 258.7(5)

1691.8(12) 1.8(3) 7.05(8) 141(1) 12.4(17) 1550.8(6)
1712.1(6) (5−)b 3.9(3) 6.70(4) 162(1) 0.62(22) 1550.8(6)

527(1) 8.4(15) 1183.5(6)
750.9(5) 15.0(20) 961.1(6)
1044.0(5) 17.9(20) 668.5(6)

1737.1(9) 8+ 187(1) 1.0(4) 1550.8(6)
565(1) 1.8(4) 1171.5(6)

1747.8(12) 1.42(20) 7.13(7) 197(1) 12.9(18) 1550.8(6)
1770.1(7) (4, 5−)b 2.2(3) 6.93(6) 809.1(5) 22.5(22) 961.1(6)

1102(1) 3.4(18) 668.5(6)
1810.7(6) 5+ 10.7(10) 6.22(5) 183.5(5) 61(4) 1627.5(6)

627.5(5) 10.4(16) 1183.5(6)
639.1(5) 24.9(20) 1171.5(6)
1142.0(5) 71.5(31) 668.5(6)

1877.1(12) (4, 5−) 0.81(16) 7.32(9) 916(1) 8.7(17) 961.1(6)
1892.4(7) (4, 5, 6+)b 2.0(3) 6.92(7) 123(1) 1.6(9) 1770.1(7)

708.5(5) 10.0(19) 1183.5(6)
1224.2(5) 17.3(21) 668.5(6)

1917.1(12) (4, 5−) 0.17(7) 7.98(21) 956(1) 1.8(8) 961.1(6)
1956.3(7) (5−, 6+)b 2.9(12) 6.73(18) 405(1) 6.7(8) 1550.8(6)

773.3(5) 23.1(20) 1183.5(6)
784.9(5) 11.8(17) 1171.5(6)
1288(1) 9.3(20) 668.5(6)

2032.0(6) (4+) 3.2(4) 6.66(6) 757(1) 3.9(20) 1274.9(6)
861(1) 6.8(16) 1171.5(6)

1363.8(5) 10.2(20) 668.5(6)
1772.6(7) 14.1(23) 258.7(5)

2066.1(9) 1.06(15) 7.12(7) 515(1) 4.4(6) 1550.8(6)
895(1) 7.1(14) 1171.5(6)

2090.4(8) (4+, 5, 6+)b 1.9(3) 6.86(7) 907(1) 2.7(5) 1183.5(6)
918(1) 6.1(17) 1171.5(6)

1422.6(9) 11.7(21) 668.5(6)
2130.2(8) 1.97(22) 6.82(5) 948(1) 1.6(5) 1183.5(6)

959(1) 8.4(11) 1171.5(6)
1460.5(9) 11.3(20) 668.5(6)

2140.5(9) (4+, 5, 6)b 1.05(15) 7.09(7) 957(1) 4.5(7) 1183.5(6)
969(1) 6.8(14) 1171.5(6)

2177.6(7) (4+, 5, 6+)b 4.6(4) 6.43(4) 366.8(5) 15.9(27) 1810.7(6)
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TABLE I. (Continued.)

Ei Jπ a Iβ Eγ Iγ Ef

(keV) (h̄) (%) log f t (keV) (rel. units) (keV)

550.0(5) 17.8(20) 1627.5(6)
1007(1) 8.1(18) 1171.5(6)
1509(1) 7.7(21) 668.5(6)

2185.5(12) 0.58(12) 7.33(9) 1014(1) 6.3(13) 1171.5(6)
2194.5(12) 0.14(4) 7.94(13) 1011(1) 1.5(4) 1183.5(6)
2220.5(12) 0.12(3) 8.00(11) 1049(1) 1.3(3) 1171.5(6)
2231.5(12) 0.21(5) 7.75(11) 1060(1) 2.3(5) 1171.5(6)
2256.9(7) (5−, 6)b 6.9(8) 6.22(5) 301(1) 7.7(12) 1956.3(7)

446.4(5) 52(8) 1810.7(6)
706(1) 1.6(7) 1550.8(6)

1073.1(5) 12.9(16) 1183.5(6)
2262.2(7) �2.9 �6.7 307(1) �24 1956.3(7)

1078.2(5) 30(3) 1183.5(6)
1090(1) 9.0(18) 1171.5(6)

2270.5(12) (4, 5, 6+)b 0.72(21) 7.20(13) 1602(1) 7.8(22) 668.5(6)
2275.0(9) 0.69(11) 7.22(7) 1091(1) 5.4(11) 1183.5(6)

1104(1) 2.0(4) 1171.5(6)
2373.5(12) 0.7(3) 7.16(19) 1190(1) 8(3) 1183.5(6)
2396.2(9) 0.53(7) 7.27(6) 846(1) 1.2(2) 1550.8(6)

1212(1) 4.5(7) 1183.5(6)
2415.3(8) (5−, 6)b 1.12(15) 6.94(6) 523(1) 6.9(14) 1892.4(7)

864(1) 0.72(12) 1550.8(6)
1232(1) 4.5(8) 1183.5(6)

2422.5(12) 0.18(4) 7.73(10) 1239(1) 1.9(4) 1183.5(6)
2467.5(12) 0.19(6) 7.69(14) 1296(1) 2.1(6) 1171.5(6)
2488.5(12) 0.43(9) 7.32(10) 1305(1) 4.6(9) 1183.5(6)
2502.5(12) 0.19(4) 7.67(10) 1319(1) 2.0(4) 1183.5(6)
2517.5(12) 0.65(20) 7.13(14) 1849(1) 7.0(21) 668.5(6)
2548.5(12) 0.19(4) 7.65(10) 1365(1) 2.1(4) 1183.5(6)
2580.1(14) 0.093(19) 7.94(9) 843(1) 1.0(2) 1736.5(12)
2609.7(9) 0.30(5) 7.42(8) 1059(1) 1.0(2) 1550.8(6)

1426(1) 2.2(5) 1183.5(6)
2632.1(14) 0.025(6) 8.49(11) 895(1) 0.27(6) 1737.1(9)
2639.8(12) 0.18(8) 7.63(20) 1089(1) 1.9(8) 1550.8(6)
2649.7(9) 0.24(5) 7.50(9) 1098(1) 0.8(2) 1550.8(6)

1467(1) 1.8(4) 1183.5(6)
2656.7(9) 0.19(5) 7.59(12) 1106(1) 0.9(4) 1550.8(6)

1473(1) 1.1(2) 1183.5(6)
2724.5(12) 0.18(4) 7.59(10) 1541(1) 1.9(4) 1183.5(6)
2727.5(12) 0.17(4) 7.61(11) 1544(1) 1.8(4) 1183.5(6)
2751.1(14) 0.024(6) 8.45(11) 1014(1) 0.26(6) 1737.1(9)
2827.1(14) 0.030(6) 8.31(9) 1090(1) 0.32(6) 1737.1(9)
2875.5(12) 0.19(5) 7.48(12) 1692(1) 2.1(5) 1183.5(6)
2914.5(8) 4.3(13) 6.11(14) 652.0(5) 42(14) 2262.2(7)

1364(1) 1.3(5) 1550.8(6)
1732(1) 3.1(6) 1183.5(6)

2954.5(12) 0.102(19) 7.71(9) 1771(1) 1.1(2) 1183.5(6)
2982.5(12) 0.111(19) 7.66(8) 1799(1) 1.2(2) 1183.5(6)
2986.5(12) �0.14 �7.6 1803(1) �1.9 1183.5(6)
2990.2(9) 0.30(5) 7.23(8) 1439(1) 0.8(2) 1550.8(6)

1807(1) 2.4(5) 1183.5(6)
3054.5(12) 0.19(4) 7.39(10) 1871(1) 2.1(4) 1183.5(6)
3064.5(12) 0.15(3) 7.49(9) 1881(1) 1.7(3) 1183.5(6)
3066.5(12) 0.14(3) 7.52(10) 1883(1) 1.6(3) 1183.5(6)
3190.5(12) 0.25(6) 7.19(11) 2007(1) 2.7(6) 1183.5(6)
3208.5(12) 0.17(4) 7.35(11) 2025(1) 1.8(4) 1183.5(6)
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TABLE I. (Continued.)

Ei Jπ a Iβ Eγ Iγ Ef

(keV) (h̄) (%) log f t (keV) (rel. units) (keV)

3243.5(12) 0.36(7) 7.01(10) 2060(1) 3.9(8) 1183.5(6)
3422.8(12) 0.08(4) 7.55(22) 1872(1) 0.9(4) 1550.8(6)
3450.2(9) 0.55(10) 6.70(8) 1899(1) 0.4(1) 1550.8(6)

2267(1) 5.5(10) 1183.5(6)
3471.8(12) 0.046(19) 7.76(19) 1921(1) 0.5(2) 1550.8(6)
3502.2(9) 0.19(4) 7.13(10) 1951(1) 0.5(2) 1550.8(6)

2319(1) 1.5(3) 1183.5(6)
3532.5(12) 0.37(8) 6.82(10) 2349(1) 4.0(8) 1183.5(6)
3917.5(12) 0.17(4) 6.90(11) 2734(1) 1.8(4) 1183.5(6)
4254.8(12) 0.021(5) 7.55(11) 2704(1) 0.23(5) 1550.8(6)

aFrom ENSDF [5], unless otherwise stated.
bRedefined in the present work.
cThe observed apparent β-decay feeding presumably due to pandemonium.

As can be seen from Table I, the 6+ level at 1172 keV, the
5− at 1184 keV, the 4+ at 1628 keV, and the 5+ at 1811 keV
in 146Ce are among the strongest that are directly fed from
the high-spin β-decaying state in 146La, thus restricting the
spin of the latter to J = 5. The negative parity is proposed in
the present work, based on the expected configurations, as dis-
cussed in Sec. IV. This assignment is in disagreement with the
adopted Jπ = (6−) in ENSDF [5], which was partially based
on the β-decay feeding pattern from Ref. [24] and shell-model
arguments. However, the ENSDF value is inconsistent with
the observed direct β feedings to several levels with Jπ = 4+
(see Table I for details), since such transitions would be first-
forbidden unique (�J = 2, �π = −1) and one would expect
that they are more retarded. It is worth noting, however, that
the previous β-decay studies [24] were not able to completely
exclude other possible assignments, including the Jπ = (5−)
proposed here.

Above the 4+ level at 669 keV, only two lower-spin levels
were observed in the present study: the 3− member of the
octupole band at 961 keV and the 2+ level at 1275 keV (see
Fig. 2). The former is fed by several week γ rays originating
from 4+ and (4, 5−) levels, while the latter is populated by
the weak 353- and 757-keV γ -ray transitions depopulating the
1628-keV, 4+ and 2032-keV, (4+) levels, respectively. Besides
these two levels, none of the low-spin states, associated in
Ref. [24] with the β decay of the high-spin state in 146La, can
be confirmed in the present study. In particular, the 925-keV
transition is observed in the present work to exhibit a half-
life consistent with the lower-spin, β-decaying state in 146La
[see Fig. 1(b)]. This is in contradiction with the findings of
Ref. [24], wherein the Jπ = 1− member of the octupole band
is reported to be populated via the β decay of the higher-spin
state. In addition, we were unable to confirm a number of other
weakly populated levels, and corresponding γ rays, reported
in Ref. [24].

The 1551-keV level was assigned Jπ = 5− in Ref. [24]
where it was proposed to depopulate via the 380- and 883-
keV transitions. However, the γ -ray coincidence studies using
spontaneous fission of 252Cf [26,27] associate the 1551-keV

level with the Jπ = 7− member of the octupole band. As
a consequence, the latest ENSDF evaluation [5] introduced
two energy-degenerate levels, one with Jπ = 5− and the other
with Jπ = 7−. The 1551-keV state was also observed in the
present work, but based on the γ -γ coincidence information
we found no evidence for the existence of the 883-keV tran-
sition, reported in Ref. [24] to feed the 4+, 669-keV state in
146Ce.

IV. DISCUSSION

The current ENSDF evaluation for 146La [5] associates the
6.1-s activity with the ground state, while it associates the
longer-lived 9.9-s one with the isomer. The Jπ = (2−) and
(6−) assignments were tentatively suggested for these two
states, respectively [5].

In the present work, we propose an alternative interpreta-
tion of the structure of the two β-decaying states. Since the
measured spectroscopic quadrupole moments for neighboring
N = 87–90 Ba and Cs isotopes [30–32] indicate that nuclei
in this region are deformed with β2 ≈ 0.15–0.20, we invoke
the Nilsson model interpretation. Systematics of experimen-
tally observed one-quasiparticle states in 145La and 145Ba are
shown in Fig. 5(a). The β-decay spectroscopy studies of 145Ba
[7,33] and spontaneous fission of 248Cm [34] associate the
ground state of 145La with the π5/2[413] Nilsson orbital
(�[Nnz�],� = � ± 1/2). While no direct spin and mag-
netic moment measurements were performed for 145La, the
analysis of the in-band cascade-to-crossover branching ratios
was found to be in agreement with such an interpretation
[33,34]. The next orbital close to the proton Fermi surface is
π3/2[411], which is associated with the 97.1-keV state [33].
On the neutron side, the spin of the odd-N (N = 89) 145Ba
ground state has been measured directly as J = 5/2 [30,31]
and it was associated with the ν5/2[523] Nilsson orbital [2].
The ν1/2[530] orbital is assigned to the excited 175.4-keV
level [35], as shown in Fig. 5(a). Following Ref. [36], the ex-
citation energy of a given two-quasiparticle state in deformed
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FIG. 2. Partial decay scheme of the high-spin, β-decaying state of 146La, showing levels up to 1956 keV in the daughter nucleus 146Ce.
It was constructed using data from the CARIBU and the 252Cf source experiments. The Jπ = 1− level in 146Ce is populated only from the
decay of the low-spin 146La isomer, and indicated in red color, together with the depopulating 666- and 925-keV γ -ray transitions. All levels
and γ -ray transitions were known from previous studies [5], except those indicated in blue color, which were observed for the first time in the
present work. The Qβ value is from Ref. [29].

odd-odd nuclei can be expressed as

E pn
KI = E p

qp + En
qp + a[J (J + 1) − K2]

+ �E pn
GM

2
+ (−1)I

[
Bpn

N + E pn
a

]
δK,0 (1)

where Ep(n)
qp is the quasiparticle energy for the odd proton

(neutron), a = h̄2/2� is the rotational constant, � is the mo-
ment of inertia, �E pn

GM is the Gallagher-Moszkowski splitting
energy, Bpn

N is the Newby shift and E pn
a is the rotation-particle

coupling term, which contributes only when �(p) = �

(n) = 1/2. Following the Gallagher-Moszkowski rule [37],
the sign of �E pn

GM is positive when the proton and neutron
spins are coupled antiparallel and negative for a parallel
coupling.

By combining the observed proton and neutron states in
145La and 145Ba and by applying Eq. (1) (for simplicity a =
10 keV, corresponding to 70% of the rigid-body value of
the moment of inertia, was used for all states) the lowest
energy two-quasiparticle states in 146La can be predicted,
as shown in Fig. 5(b). The �E pn

GM and Bpn
N values for the

involved Nilsson orbitals were taken from Ref. [36] using
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FIG. 3. Sample β-γ -γ coincidence spectra from the CARIBU
experiment; (a) γ rays in coincidence with the 410-keV transition,
depopulating the 4+ level at 669 keV; (b) and (c) γ rays in coin-
cidence with the 503-keV transition depopulating the 6+ level at
1172 keV. The peak labeled with an asterisk corresponds to the
511-keV positron annihilation line.

the available data for the weakly deformed 152Eu nucleus.
As it can be seen from Fig. 5(b), the ground state of 146La
can be associated with the Kπ = 5−, π5/2[413]⊗ν5/2[523]
configuration, while the isomer most likely originates from
the Kπ = 1−, π3/2[411]⊗ν5/2[523] configuration, although
the Kπ = 0−, π5/2[413]⊗ν5/2[523] configuration cannot be
unambiguously excluded. It is worth noting that the proposed
Jπ = 5− for the high-spin, β-decaying state in 146La is in
good agreement with the conclusion drawn from the observed
β-decay feeding pattern, as discussed in Sec. III.

The existence of a high-spin ground state and a low-
spin isomer in 146La is also supported by the available mass
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FIG. 4. Sample γ -ray coincidence spectrum from the GAMMA-
SPHERE experiment with the stationary 252Cf source produced by
double gating on the 410- and 515-keV γ rays.

spectrometry data. The masses of the two β-decaying states in
146La were recently measured using the CPT spectrometer [8],
which were used to obtain the recommended mass-excess val-
ues of ME = −69221.1(17) keV and ME = −69079.7(17)
keV [29,38], thus placing the isomer at an excitation energy
of 141.5(24) keV. Unfortunately, this CPT measurement was
not able to determine the ordering of the two states. How-
ever, if one considers the mass of 146Ce that was measured
by the CPT [39], a value of ME(146Ce) = −75630(19) keV
can be determined, and consequently, Qβ− = 6409(19) and
6550(19) keV for the ground state and the excited isomer in
146La respectively. The end-point energy measurements asso-
ciated with the shorter-lived, lower-spin β-decaying state in
146La reported Qβ− = 6580(80) keV [40], 6620(70) keV [41],
and 6640(50) keV (originally associated with the longer-lived
state in Ref. [42], but reassigned later in Ref. [41]), which are
close to the value of Qβ− = 6550(19) keV for the isomer ob-
tained from the CPT data. Thus, the lower-spin (T1/2 = 6.1 s)
β-decaying state can be associated with the isomer, while the
higher-spin (T1/2 = 9.9 s) one with the ground state. This is in
agreement with the proposed interpretation of the structure of
the two β-decaying states in 146La in the present work.

V. CONCLUSION

Excited states in 146Ce were populated in β decay of the
neutron-rich nucleus 146La. The 146La nuclei were produced
by the Californium Rare Isotope Breeder Upgrade (CARIBU)
facility at Argonne National Laboratory, reaccelerated by the
ATLAS accelerator, and implanted on a moving-tape sys-
tem in the middle of the GAMMASPHERE array, where
β-delayed γ rays were measured. Additional GAMMAS-
PHERE data obtained via fission of a standalone 252Cf source,
placed in the center of the array, were also used. The present
data confirm the existence of two β-decaying states in 146La
and half-life values of 9.1(1) and 6.1(2) s were measured
by tagging on specific γ rays associated with their decays.
The decay scheme of the high-spin, β-decaying state in 146La
[T1/2 = 9.1(1) s] was revised with respect to previous stud-
ies and evaluated nuclear data, and ambiguities that existed
from previous studies were resolved. The structure of 146La
is discussed using the deformed Nilsson model and systemat-
ics of known quasiparticle structures in neighboring nuclei.
The ground state of 146La is associated with the longer-
lived [T1/2 = 9.1(1) s] state and assigned Kπ = 5− and the
π5/2[413]⊗ν5/2[523] configuration. The isomer is proposed
to originate from the Kπ = 1−, π3/2[411]⊗ν5/2[523] con-
figuration and it is associated with the shorter-lived [T1/2 =
6.1(2) s] state. The ordering of the two β-decaying states
in 146La is also confirmed by the analysis of the available
mass-spectrometry data for 146La and 146Ce.
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