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High-spin states in the odd-odd 174Re have been investigated via the 152Sm(27Al, 5nγ )174Re reaction with
the help of excitation function, x-γ , and γ -γ coincidence measurements. Five rotational bands have been
observed and their configurations were assigned based on alignments, band crossing frequencies, electromagnetic
properties, and the estimated bandhead excitation energies. Low-spin signature inversion has been identified in the
two-quasiparticle bands built on πh11/2 ⊗ νi13/2, πh9/2 ⊗ νi13/2, and π1/2−[541] ⊗ ν5/2−[512] configurations.
E2 interband transitions were analyzed with band-mixing calculations giving information on shapes and shape
driving effects for the bands of interest.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The interplay between the odd nucleon and its core is an
interesting topic associated with nuclear rotational motion.
Odd-A nuclei show many interesting high-spin phenomena,
such as signature splitting, deformation driving effects, e.g.,
changes in deformation due to the occupation of specific
orbitals by the odd nucleon, and so on. For odd-odd nuclei, the
system becomes more complex due to a variety of coupling
schemes among the valence nucleons and the core; some new
phenomena appear such as the well-known low-spin signature
inversion in a number of two-quasiparticle bands built on the
πh11/2 ⊗ νi13/2 and πh9/2 ⊗ νi13/2 configurations [1–7]. The
nuclei in the lighter W-Re-Os region are rather soft with respect
to both the β and γ deformations. Obviously the nuclear shape
can be influenced by quasiparticles that occupy orbitals with a
large slope in the Nilsson diagram [8,9]. In fact, πh9/2 bands of
odd-Z, even-N nuclei in this region usually exhibit deforma-
tion driving effects, and those are expected in the bands of odd-
odd nuclei involving this proton orbital as well. As for the neu-
tron, the ν(1/2−[521]) band is suggested to have a larger defor-
mation in 175Os [10]. In the odd-odd nuclei around 175Os, the
odd neutron may occupy this ν(1/2−[521]) state. Thus, 174Re
seems to be a good candidate to search for deformation driving
effects. In this context, our attention is focused on signature
inversion and deformation driving effects in odd-odd 174Re.

Prior to this work, a Iπ = 3+ state with a
πh9/2(1/2−[541]) ↑ ⊗ν(1/2−[521]) ↑ configuration was pro-
posed for the ground state of 174Re by the β+/EC decay
study of 174Re [11,12]. Nevertheless, this assignment was
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not adopted in a recent compilation [13]. As for high-spin
states, the first investigation was carried out in 1988, and
five rotational bands were observed [13–15]. However, the
assignments of these rotational bands to 174Re deviate notably
from the systematics, and several γ transition sequences can be
assigned to 175Re instead. Our group reinvestigated 174Re via
a 159Tb (20Ne,5nγ ) 174Re reaction, and a new level scheme
of 174Re with three rotational bands was established [16].
In this article, we report on the new experimental results
on high-spin band structures in 174Re populated via the
152Sm(27Al,5nγ )174Re reaction. The high-quality data allow us
to extend the level scheme of 174Re significantly. Preliminary
results of this work have been reported in Refs. [17,18].

II. EXPERIMENTS AND RESULTS

A. Measurements

The experiment was performed at the Japan Atomic Energy
Agency (JAEA) using the 152Sm(27Al,5nγ ) fusion-evaporation
reaction. The 27Al beam was provided by the JAEA tandem
accelerator, with a typical beam current of 1 particle nA.
The target was an enriched 2.0-mg/cm2 152Sm metallic
foil backed with a 10-mg/cm2 Pb layer. A γ -ray detector
array [19], consisting of 13 large volume High Purity
Germanium (HPGe) detectors with bismuth germinate
(BGO) anti-Compton shields, was used; six detectors had
an efficiency of 40% each and the others had an efficiency
of 70% relative to a 3′′ × 3′′ NaI scintillator. The detectors
were calibrated with 60Co, 133Ba, and 152Eu standard sources.
The typical energy resolutions were about 2.0–2.5 keV at full
width at half maximum for the 1332.5-keV line.

The in-beam γ rays belonging to 174Re were identified by
measuring an excitation function at beam energies of 125,
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132, and 140 MeV. The γ -ray spectra in this experiment
were very complex; the photon peaks were often doublets or
contaminated by the γ rays from other reaction channels. We,
therefore, used the coincidence mode in the excitation function
measurements. At each beam energy, about 10 × 106 γ -γ
coincidence events were accumulated and sorted on-line into a
symmetric Eγ -Eγ matrix. The Re K x-ray gated γ -ray spectra
were projected and analyzed with care during experiment. The
intensities of known γ rays from 175Re (174W) decrease with
increasing the beam energy, whereas some known 174Re γ

rays (from the previous work [16]) and 173Re were found to
have increasing intensities. This can be seen in the Re K

x-ray gated spectra presented in Fig. 1(a), where the gamma
rays emitted from 175Re (138-, 160-, 210-, 315-, and 390-keV
lines [20]) and 174W (243- and 349-keV lines [13]) have been
observed at a 125-MeV beam energy (upper panel) whereas
the γ rays from 174Re (93-, 115-, 303-, and 344-keV lines [16])

and several contaminant γ rays from 173Re (indicated by the
filled circles [21]) are dominant at the beam energy of 140 MeV
(lower panel). A quantitative analysis is also demonstrated in
Fig. 1(b). As shown in the figure, the γ rays from 175Re and
174W can be clearly separated from those of 174Re. Thus, some
unknown γ rays were assigned to 174Re, such as the 188-, 388-,
and 465-keV lines. It should be noted that the well-established
high-spin level schemes for 152Sm [22], 173,175Re, 171Ta [23],
and 174W were very useful for the assignment of new γ rays
to 174Re.

The γ rays from 174Re are found to be predominant at
the 140-MeV beam energy; therefore, the γ -γ coincidence
measurement was performed at this beam energy. The time
window �t of 200 ns was set in the coincidence measurement.
A total of 2 × 108 γ -γ coincidence events were accumulated
and sorted into a symmetric Eγ -Eγ matrix of 4096 × 4096 size
for the off-line analysis.

FIG. 1. (a) Re K x-ray gated spectra at 125-, 132-, and 140-MeV beam energies. (b) Intensities for some γ rays normalized to the same
beam current.
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To determine the multipolarities and multipole mixing
ratios, δ, of the emitted γ rays, the technique of directional
correlations of γ rays de-exciting oriented states (DCO)
[24,25] was used. The coincidence events were sorted into
an asymmetric matrix with one γ ray detected in one
of the six detectors at 47 or 147◦ and the other one
detected in one of the seven detectors close to 90◦ with
respect to the beam direction. The experimental DCO ratio
was calculated by RDCO(γ ) = Iγ (47–90◦)/Iγ (90–47◦), where
Iγ (θ1 − θ2) represents the intensities of the γ ray of interest
along the θ1 axis in coincidence with stretched-E2 transitions
along the θ2 direction. In the present geometry, stretched
quadrupole transitions were adopted if RDCO(γ ) was close to
unity, and dipole transitions were assumed if RDCO(γ ) � 0.6.
Additionally, the DCO ratio has a dependence on the E2/M1
mixing ratio δ and the dealignment parameter, σ/I [26]. δ

values of several γ rays were, therefore, deduced from DCO
ratios (see Fig. 2), using a common dealignment parameter
σ/I = 0.3 [27]. In the present work, the sign of δ values
follows the Krane and Steffen convention [28].

Here, the angular distribution from oriented nuclei (ADO)
method was used as well. Two asymmetric coincidence
matrices were constructed using the γ rays detected at all
angles (y axis) against those observed at ∼47◦ (or 147◦)
and 90◦ (x axis), respectively. From these two matrices, the
angular distribution asymmetry ratios, defined as RADO(γ ) =
Iγ (47◦)/Iγ (90◦), were extracted from the γ -ray intensities
Iγ (47◦) and Iγ (90◦) in the coincidence spectra gated by the
γ transitions (on the y axis) of any multipolarity. Stretched
quadrupole transitions were adopted if RADO(γ ) values were
significantly larger than unity, and the dipole transitions were
assumed if RADO(γ ) values were less than 1.0.

FIG. 2. Experimental calculated DCO ratios for selected transi-
tions of (a) band 1, (b) band 2, (c) band 3, and (d) band 5. The
experimental mixing ratios are indicated, with the large solutions
rejected through a comparison with the results calculated by Eq. (2).

The experimental branching ratio for a given state, defined
as

λ = Tγ (I → I − 2)

Tγ (I → I − 1)
, (1)

was obtained from relative γ -ray intensities in the coincidence
spectrum gated by a γ ray located above that level.

Given the spin I, the projection quantum number K , the
transition energy E in MeV, and the branching ratio, the
absolute value of the mixing ratio δ can be deduced from
the rotational-model expression:

δ2

1 + δ2
= 2K2(2I − 1)

(I + 1)(I + K − 1)(I − K − 1)

(
E1

E2

)5

λ. (2)

By comparison with the results calculated by this method,
the solutions for the mixing ratios derived from the DCO
method are selected as demonstrated below in Fig. 2.

The branching ratio was also used to extract the ratio of
reduced transition probabilities, which is defined as

B(M1, I → I − 1)

B(E2, I → I − 2)

= 0.697
[Eγ (I → I − 2)]5

[Eγ (I → I − 1)]3

1

λ

1

1 + δ2

(
μ2

N

e2b2

)
, (3)

where Eγ (I → I − 1) and Eγ (I → I − 2) are the �I = 1
and 2 transition energies, respectively. In the calculations, δ

has been set to zero. Thus, the experimental B(M1)/B(M2)
ratios extracted here should be regarded as an upper limit.

B. Level scheme

The level scheme of 174Re deduced in the present work is
presented in Fig. 3. Bands 1, 2, 4, and 5 have been reported
previously [17,18], while band 3 is presented here for the first
time. Transition energies, spin assignments, γ intensities (at
the beam energy of 140 MeV), branching ratios, B(M1)/B(E2)
ratios, DCO ratios, and ADO ratios are listed in Table I for
each band or pairs of linked bands.

In Fig. 4(a), the lines belonging to band 1 are indicated,
obtained by gating on the 93.2-keV transition, which de-
populates the band. Setting a gate on the 271.2-keV γ ray,
we deduced the total conversion coefficient αT = 4.6(4) for
the 93.2-keV transition from the intensity balance between
the 176.5 + 116.7 and 93.2-keV transitions. This value is
consistent with an M1 or E2 multipolarity (αE1 = 0.46,
αM1 = 6.54, and αE2 = 5.56) [29]. The M1 + E2 character
of the 93.2-keV transition is further supported by its DCO
and ADO values (see Table I). Therefore, the 93.2-keV line is
assigned to feed a state with tentative spin and parity (5−).

Likewise, we identify γ rays from band 2 by gating on
the 115.5-keV line, shown in Fig. 4(b). Again, gating on the
154.8-keV line, we analyze the intensity balance between the
205.8 + 121.1 and 115.5-keV transitions. The deduced internal
conversion coefficient 0.62(10) suggests that the 115.5-keV
transition has an E1 multipolarity, in agreement with the
theoretical value of 0.27 [29]. Therefore, the 115.5-keV
line is assigned to feed a (7+) state as indicated in
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FIG. 3. Level scheme of 174Re deduced from the present work. The widths of the arrows indicate the relative transition intensities.

TABLE I. γ -ray transition energies, initial and final energies of the transitions, spin and parity assignments, relative γ -ray intensities,
branching ratios, DCO ratios, ADO ratios, and B(M1)/B(E2) values in 174Re. The transitions are ordered by bands.

Eγ (keV)a J π
i → J π

f
b Iγ

c λd RDCO RADO B(M1)/B(E2)e

Band 1
93.2 (6−) → 37 0.76(8) 0.94(19)
121.7 (8−) → (6−) 27.7 0.83(24) 1.12(18)
176.5 (9−) → (7−) 12 1.10(46)
116.7 (9−) → (8−) 48 0.12(3) 0.63(12) 0.63(16)
201.9 (10−) → (8−) 24.9 0.97(11) 1.20(21)
85.1 (10−) → (9−) 7.4 0.99(12) 0.51(15) 0.71(18) 0.39(5)
271.2 (11−) → (9−) 32 0.93(10) 1.10(18)
186.0 (11−) → (10−) 48.5 0.73(7) 0.45(5) 0.56(8) 0.21(2)
303.0 (12−) → (10−) 86.7 0.93(9) 1.17(10)
117 (12−) → (11−) 12.1
368.9 (13−) → (11−) 36 1.16(21) 1.09(20)
252.0 (13−) → (12−) 26.6 1.27(12) 0.54(6) 0.59(12) 0.23(2)
408.2 (14−) → (12−) 86.7 0.87(8) 1.18(16)
156.4 (14−) → (13−) 9.3 13.8(2.2) 0.57(21) 0.15(3)
456.9 (15−) → (13−) 29.8 0.94(22) 1.17(17)
300.6 (15−) → (14−) 9.3 1.69(22) 0.33(3) 0.48(10) 0.30(4)
509.4 (16−) → (14−) 67.9 0.90(10) 1.18(16)
545.7 (17−) → (15−) 23.6 1.09(19) 1.17(48)
336.9 (17−) → (16−) 11.8 2.4(3) 0.46(18) 0.61(13) 0.36(4)
599.3 (18−) → (16−) 46.7 0.88(16) 1.22(26)
618.9 (19−) → (17−) 30.7 0.86(23) 1.08(27)
356.9 (19−) → (18−) �8 3.2(10) 0.61(15) 0.43(14)
679.0 (20−) → (18−) 25.5 1.00(17) 1.22(25)
686.3 (21−) → (19−) 19.3 1.31(36) 1.40(33)
363.8 (21−) → (20−) �8
748.3 (22−) → (20−) 13.7 1.15(28) 1.25(41)
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TABLE I. (Continued.)

Eγ (keV)a J π
i → J π

f
b Iγ

c λd RDCO RADO B(M1)/B(E2)e

744.2 (23−) → (21−) 9.2 1.14(52)
812.0 (24−) → (22−) �8
791.0 (25−) → (23−) �8
Band 2
85.3 (9−) → (8−) 28 0.66(22) 0.72(3)
205.8 (10−) → (8−) 13.2 1.07(13)
121.1 (10−) → (9−) 87 0.04(1) 0.68(11) 0.89(10) 3.6(5)
275.6 (11−) → (9−) 9.3 1.23(26)
154.8 (11−) → (10−) 91 0.15(2) 0.69(11) 0.93(9) 1.9(2)
344.6 (12−) → (10−) 24.3 0.98(28) 1.06(18)
189.6 (12−) → (11−) 100 0.26(2) 0.80(12) 0.93(9) 1.9(2)
407.2 (13−) → (11−) 38.3 1.09(35) 1.26(14)
217.5 (13−) → (12−) 71 0.46(4) 0.75(11) 0.97(9) 1.64(15)
464.1 (14−) → (12−) 38.6 1.27(23) 1.20(15)
246.6 (14−) → (13−) 61.2 0.64(6) 0.88(10) 0.95(9) 1.55(14)
515.1 (15−) → (13−) 25.8 0.80(23) 1.08(13)
268.6 (15−) → (14−) 28.7 0.83(9) 0.81(17) 0.98(12) 1.6(2)
553.8 (16−) → (14−) 41.1 1.20(20) 1.16(22)
285.4 (16−) → (15−) 26.9 2.1(3) 0.94(25) 0.90(18) 0.76(9)
589.0 (17−) → (15−) 28 0.71(10) 1.05(13)
303.8 (17−) → (16−) 20 0.80(9) 0.84(16) 0.84(14) 2.2(2)
621.3 (18−) → (16−) 32.4 1.25(22) 1.22(39)
317.3 (18−) → (17−) 20.1 1.7(2) 0.59(14) 0.97(30) 1.17(13)
650.2 (19−) → (17−) 23 0.95(23) 1.33(35)
332.5 (19−) → (18−) 13.7 2.6(6) 1.17(36) 1.12(24) 0.86(20)
671.9 (20−) → (18−) 30 1.00(34) 1.03(26)
339 (20−) → (19−) �8 4.5(2.1) 0.76(34) 0.90(44) 0.54(26)
692.3 (21−) → (19−) �8
353.5 (21−) → (20−) �8 0.88(26)
699.2 (22−) → (20−) 14.1 0.77(34) 0.85(30)
345.5 (22−) → (21−) �8 0.70(23)
692.3 (23−) → (21−) �8
670 (24−) → (22−) �8
680 (25−) → (23−) �8
Transitions from 1 to 2
243 (11−) → (10−) 10 0.93(18)
205.8 (12−) → (11−) 13.2 1.20(34)
424.7 (14−) → (12−) 7.7 0.82(28)
507.4 (15−) → (13−) 19.1 1.37(42) 1.28(18)
260.8 (15−) → (14−) 19.5 0.83(18) 0.90(15)
538.0 (17−) → (15−) 11 1.20(38) 1.07(38)
Transitions from 2 to 1
464.7 (15−) → (13−) 18.7 1.02(28) 1.20(15)
308.3 (15−) → (14−) �8 0.49(9) 0.48(15)
292.8 (16−) → (15−) 10.8 1.42(51) 0.72(43)
596.8 (17−) → (15−) 20.5 1.17(54) 1.06(62)
Transitions from 2
115.5 (8−) → (7+) 194.7 0.53(9) 0.75(7)
Band 3
177.7 (I0 + 1) → (I0) �40 1.00(11) 1.11(10)
366.1 (I0 + 2) → (I0) 22.1 1.24(33) 1.46(46)
188.3 (I0 + 2) → (I0 + 1) 55 0.45(5) 1.06(27) 1.17(15) 1.5(2)
378.7 (I0 + 3) → (I0 + 1) 29 1.13(22) 1.22(31)
190.4 (I0 + 3) → (I0 + 2) 35.3 0.80(8) 0.94(27) 1.21(10) 0.98(10)
388.7 (I0 + 4) → (I0 + 2) 25.5 1.06(23) 1.31(25)
198.2 (I0 + 4) → (I0 + 3) 20.7 1.63(16) 1.05(19) 1.15(10) 0.48(5)
413.6 (I0 + 5) → (I0 + 3) 33.4 1.01(15) 1.28(20)
215.5 (I0 + 5) → (I0 + 4) 8.4 2.9(2) 0.89(14) 1.00(18) 0.29(2)
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TABLE I. (Continued.)

Eγ (keV)a J π
i → J π

f
b Iγ

c λd RDCO RADO B(M1)/B(E2)e

445.1 (I0 + 6) → (I0 + 4) 18 0.91(8) 1.21(17)
229.9 (I0 + 6) → (I0 + 5) 4.5 3.9(3) 0.88(27) 1.01(19) 0.25(2)
477.9 (I0 + 7) → (I0 + 5) 13.9 0.92(13) 1.08(17)
248.3 (I0 + 7) → (I0 + 6) �8 8.3(1.2) 0.99(25) 1.09(22) 0.13(2)
507.4 (I0 + 8) → (I0 + 6) 12.5 1.10(30) 1.24(22)
259.2 (I0 + 8) → (I0 + 7) �8 9.2(1.5) 0.72(17) 1.05(30) 0.14(2)
535.7 (I0 + 9) → (I0 + 7) 12.8 0.97(19) 1.00(14)
276.5 (I0 + 9) → (I0 + 8) �8 8.3(1.2) 1.35(28) 1.41(51) 0.17(2)
561.2 (I0 + 10) → (I0 + 8) 9.2 1.08(20) 1.21(21)
284.7 (I0 + 10) → (I0 + 9) �8
594.1 (I0 + 11) → (I0 + 9) �8 1.19(31)
309.5 (I0 + 11) → (I0 + 10) �8
615.7 (I0 + 12) → (I0 + 10) �8 1.06(32)
660.1 (I0 + 13) → (I0 + 11) �8
552.3 (I0 + 14) → (I0 + 12) �8
Band 4
88 (5+) → (3+) �8
178.0 (7+) → (5+) �40 0.94(10) 1.18(12)
266.2 (9+) → (7+) 53.3 0.99(9) 1.14(21)
344.1 (11+) → (9+) 48 0.82(9) 1.18(14)
406.4 (13+) → (11+) 45 0.98(10) 1.28(17)
455.3 (15+) → (13+) 37.9 1.01(10) 1.12(13)
491.7 (17+) → (15+) 19.4 1.12(15) 1.18(16)
542.0 (19+) → (17+) 17 0.89(11) 1.17(14)
589.4 (21+) → (19+) 17 0.84(13) 1.34(34)
645.1 (23+) → (21+) 6.6
Band 5
76.9 (6+) → (5+) �8
178.2 (7+) → (5+) �8 0.79(38) 0.87(40)
101.5 (7+) → (6+) �8 0.70(18) 0.41(7) 0.46(14) 0.17(4)
228.4 (8+) → (6+) 8.6 0.77(12) 1.06(18)
126.9 (8+) → (7+) 13 0.72(9) 0.63(9) 0.68(16) 0.29(3)
276.7 (9+) → (7+) 12.7 0.93(17) 1.12(26)
149.8 (9+) → (8+) 12.3 0.97(9) 0.50(8) 0.64(14) 0.34(3)
322.9 (10+) → (8+) 19.3 1.15(19) 1.15(20)
173.2 (10+) → (9+) 12.6 1.5(2) 0.51(7) 0.71(12) 0.32(4)
365.4 (11+) → (9+) 25.3 0.85(11) 1.17(22)
192.3 (11+) → (10+) 15.8 2.4(3) 0.45(8) 0.58(11) 0.27(3)
403.7 (12+) → (10+) 34.8 1.08(13) 1.24(17)
211.5 (12+) → (11+) 10.9 3.5(4) 0.43(8) 0.63(11) 0.22(2)
437.1 (13+) → (11+) 35 0.96(11) 1.18(11)
226.2 (13+) → (12+) 11.4 2.9(2) 0.45(6) 0.56(11) 0.33(3)
465.3 (14+) → (12+) 38 1.08(12) 1.11(14)
239.0 (14+) → (13+) 10.1 3.3(5) 0.49(10) 0.71(14) 0.34(5)
492.0 (15+) → (13+) 38 0.91(14) 1.11(20)
252.7 (15+) → (14+) 13.5 5.2(1.4) 0.56(8) 0.69(14) 0.24(6)
510.5 (16+) → (14+) 35.4 0.97(12) 1.16(22)
257.4 (16+) → (15+) �8 6.6(1.2) 0.38(11) 0.69(28) 0.21(4)
538.3 (17+) → (15+) 19.5 1.35(39) 1.49(26)
281.0 (17+) → (16+) �8
550.0 (18+) → (16+) 25.2 0.98(17) 1.45(24)
269.0 (18+) → (17+) �8 0.71(20)
570.6 (19+) → (17+) 8 1.07(31)
301.3 (19+) → (18+) �8
601.3 (20+) → (18+) 25 0.94(15) 1.19(27)
624.5 (21+) → (19+) 8
645.6 (22+) → (20+) 10.8 0.74(30) 0.99(44)
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TABLE I. (Continued.)

Eγ (keV)a J π
i → J π

f
b Iγ

c λd RDCO RADO B(M1)/B(E2)e

Transitions from 4 to 5
529.3 (17+) → (15+) 19.8 1.11(24) 1.35(24)
272.4 (17+) → (16+) �8
533.3 (19+) → (17+) 8 1.05(25)
Transitions from 5 to 4
500.5 (17+) → (15+) 19.9 1.04(13) 1.14(18)
579.2 (19+) → (17+) 4.3 0.81(29) 0.96(18)
Transitions to 5
660.9 () → (20+) �5 0.65(23) 0.97(39)

aUncertainties between 0.1 and 0.5 keV.
bSee text for details about the spin and parity assignments.
cUncertainties between 5 and 30%.
dBranching ratio: Tγ (I → I − 2)/Tγ (I → I − 1), Tγ (I → I − 2), and Tγ (I → I − 1) are the relative γ intensities of the E2 and M1 transitions
depopulating the level I , respectively.
eExtracted from the branching ratios assuming δ = 0.

Fig. 3. However, the larger experimental internal conversion
coefficient value relative to the theoretical can probably be
attributed to the fact that the bandhead of band 2 has a
rather long lifetime that results in a portion of the 115.5-keV
transition exceeding the time window. Similar isomeric states
have been observed in 176Re [4] and 176Ir [30]. The isomeric
lifetime can be roughly estimated by using the experimental
internal conversion coefficient 0.62, the theoretical internal
conversion coefficient 0.27, and the time window of 200 ns:

T1/2 = 200/log
(1− 1+0.27

1+0.62 )
1/2 = 91 ns. Gamma rays linking bands

1 and 2 could be established from the gated coincidence
spectrum of Fig. 4(c), combined with those of Figs. 4(a) and
4(b). These connections fix unambiguously the spins and parity
of one band relative to the other.

Figures 5, 6(a), and 6(b) present the respective coincidence
spectra for the newly constructed bands 3 and 5, as well as for
band 4. Concerning band 4, the previously known sequence
with a topmost level with a suggested spin and parity (19+)
has been extended to a (23+) state. The transitions which link
band 5 to band 4 presumably come from the mixing caused
by the near degeneracy of pairs of levels at 15-19 h̄. The
transitions linking bands 4 and 5 are visible in Fig. 6(c). Again,

FIG. 4. Representative coincidence spectra gated by the (a) 93.2-,
(b) 115.5-, and (c) 217.5-keV transitions in bands 1 and 2, showing
the in-band as well as the interband transitions between them.

the connections unambiguously fix the relative spins and parity
of these two bands.

III. DISCUSSION

A. Preliminary remarks

Nuclei in the vicinity of 174Re are expected to be prolate
deformed with a quadrupole deformation parameter β ≈ 0.2.
The neutron ν1/2−[521], ν5/2−[512], ν7/2+[633] orbitals
and the proton π1/2−[541], π9/2−[514], π5/2+[502] orbitals
come very close to their respective Fermi levels. As shown
in Fig. 7, such active one-quasiparticle bands have been
systematically observed in this mass region.

A first approximation to the excitation spectra of deformed
odd-odd nuclei is derived from the coupling of the quasiproton
and quasineutron by consulting the associated single-particle
energies of neighboring odd-mass nuclei. This coupling is
normally additive for the excitation energy as well as for the
projection quantum number K:

EK = Ep + En, (4)

K = |�p ± �n|. (5)

The results are listed in Table II.

FIG. 5. Representative coincidence spectra gated by the
(a) 188.3- and (b) 388.7-keV transitions in band 3. The contamination
from band 2 in (a) is in coincidence with the 189.6-keV transition.
The absence of Re K x rays in (b) is the result of the subtraction of
background in order to suppress the contamination from 171Ta.
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FIG. 6. Representative coincidence spectra gated by the (a)
455.3-, (b) 126.9-, and (c) 542.0-keV transitions in bands 4 and 5,
showing in-band as well as interband transitions.

The degeneracy of the two bands with K = �p ± �n can
be broken by the proton-neutron (p-n) residual interaction.
According to the Gallagher-Moszkowski coupling rules [31],
the spin-parallel band is lower in energy than its spin-
antiparallel counterpart, which is distinguished by the quantum
number of the spin projection . Here,  = 1 (0) denotes the
spin-parallel (spin-antiparallel) band. As for the K = 0 bands,
the p-n residual interaction will further result in the so-called
Newby shift (BN ): the shift of odd- and even-spin rotational
levels relative to each other. Therefore, the two-quasiparticle
excitation energy can be calculated as the sum of the two
odd-nucleon excitations plus terms for the rotational energy
and the residual interaction:

EK = Ep + En + h̄2

2	
[
K + (−1)K+1apanδK,0δ�p,1/2δ�n,1/2

]
− (1/2 − δ,0)�EGM + δK,0(−1)IBN, (6)

FIG. 7. Bandhead excitation energies for (a) isotopes and
(b) isotones of 174Re. The experimental bandhead energies are taken
from Refs. [20,21,32–38].

TABLE II. Zero-order level scheme of 174Re. Entries are K± =
|�p ± �n| values, zero-order energies in keV, the sign of δ values,
and �EGM values. Excitation energies correspond to the average
of 173Re and 175Re for protons and to the average of 173W and
175Os for neutrons (the values corresponding to proton and neutron
spin-parallel configurations are underlined). The sign of δ values are
estimated using Eqs. (13) and (14). �EGM values are extracted from
the same configurations listed in Ref. [39].

ν1/2−[521] ν5/2−[512] ν7/2+[633]
82 0 95.5

π1/2−[541] 0+, 1+ 2+ , 3+ 3−, 4−

0 82 0 95.5
− δ < 0 δ < 0

�EGM = 123 �EGM = 136 �EGM = 144
π9/2−[514] 4+, 5+ 2+, 7+ 1−, 8−

76.4 158.4 76.4 171.9
δ > 0 δ > 0 δ > 0

�EGM = 60 �EGM = 104 �EGM = 60
π5/2+[402] 2−, 3− 0−, 5− 1+, 6+

121.7 203.7 121.7 217.2
δ > 0 δ > 0 δ > 0

�EGM = 147 �EGM = 97 �EGM = 86

where ap (an) is the decoupling parameter of the proton
(neutron) configuration and 	 the effective moment of inertia
with respect to the rotation axis. The results are given in
Fig. 8.

The next step is then the extraction of alignments,
B(M1)/B(E2) ratios, mixing ratios (δ), and effective K

quantum numbers. This is helpful to explain the configuration
of the various bands. According to the standard cranked
shell model, the quasiparticle alignment can be expressed
as

ix(ω) = Ix(ω) − R(ω), (7)

where Ix(ω) is the total aligned angular momentum along the
rotation axis and R(ω) is the collective contribution. The values
of Ix(ω) and ω can be extracted from the level spin I and the
experimental level spacings

Ix(ω) =
√

(I + 1/2)2 − K2, (8)

h̄ω = dE(I )

dIx(I )
≈ E(I + 1) − E(I − 1)

Ix(I + 1) − Ix(I − 1)
. (9)

The collective component is parametrized using the Harris
expression

Rx(ω) = J0ω + J1ω
3. (10)

Starting from Eqs. (7)–(10), we plot the observed aligned
angular momenta for the bands in 174Re in Fig. 9, using
individual references which give relatively constant aligned
angular momenta before a band crossing occurs (see Table III).
For the purpose of comparison, we also provide the alignments
of neighboring nuclei.

The comparison of experimental B(M1)/B(E2) values
with theoretical ones is exhibited in Fig. 10. Theoreti-
cal B(M1)/B(E2) ratios have been estimated using the
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FIG. 8. Estimated two-quasiparticle excitation energies in 174Re. The experimental bandhead energies extracted from neighboring odd-A
nuclei; the zero-order level scheme obtained by adding them, respectively; and the estimated excitation energies taking into account the GM
splitting and BN shifts are shown. See text for details.

semiclassical formula developed by Donau and Frauendorf
[40]:

B(M1, I → I − 1) = 3

8π
μ2

T (11)

and

B(E2, I → I − 2) = 5

16π
〈IK20|I − 2K〉2Q2

0, (12)

where the transverse magnetic moment μT in units of μN is
given by

μT = (
g�p

− gR

)
(�p

√
1 − K2/I 2 − ipK/I )

+ (
g�n

− gR

)
(�n

√
1 − K2/I 2 − inK/I ). (13)

Here g�p
and g�n

are the proton and neutron gyromagnetic
factors, respectively. The quantities ip and in represent the
aligned angular momenta of the proton and the neutron,
respectively. These values are taken from the compilation in
Refs. [4,44] and can be found in Table III. Concerning the
quadrupole moment, we refer to Q0 = 7.3 eb of the ground-
state band in 172W [45]. A common collective gyromagnetic
factor gR = 0.3 was used in the calculations.

The mixing ratio δ for �I = 1 in-band transitions was
evaluated using the expression

δ = 0.93Eγ Q0K
√

I 2 − K2/(μT I 2), (14)

TABLE III. Parameters used in the calculations of B(M1)/B(E2) ratios and alignments ix in the five bands in 174Re and the associated
nuclei [41–43]. See text for details.

Nucleus Band Kπ J0/h̄
2 J1/h̄

4 ix g�

(MeV−1) (MeV−3) (h̄) (MeV)

172W gsb 0+ 24 255
174W gsb 0+ 27 157
173Re 1/2−[541](h9/2) 1/2− 33 45 2.5 0.84
173Re 9/2−[514](h11/2) 9/2− 26 72 1.0 1.29
173Re 5/2+[402](d5/2) 5/2+ 30 432 0.1 1.57
173W 1/2−[521] 1/2− 34 369 0.4 0.71
173W 5/2−[512] 5/2− 29 269 0.6 − 0.31
173W 7/2+[633](i13/2) α = 0.5 7/2+ 32 90 2.9 − 0.25
173W 7/2+[633](i13/2) α = −0.5 7/2+ 34 75 3.4 − 0.25
174Re Band 1 α = 1 3− 36 70 5.3
174Re Band 1 α = 0 3− 33 60 6.1
174Re Band 2 8− 35 110 3.8
174Re Band 4 1+ 40 115 2.9
174Re Band 5 2+ 34 160 3.3
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FIG. 9. Experimental alignments as a function of the rotational
frequency for (a) band 1, (b) band 2, (c) band 4, and (d) band 5 in
174Re. The Harris parameters are listed in Table III.

where Eγ is the transition energy in MeV. The effective
projection quantum number Keff could be deduced from these
two expressions [46]:

K1 = (2 − x1)/(x1 − 1), K2 = (7 − 3x2)/2(x2 − 1), (15)

where the ratio x stands for the first two consecutive transition
energies. K1 is used and x1 is deduced from the first two �I =
1 transitions, when the signature splitting is small; otherwise,
one should use K2 with x2 deduced from the first two �I = 2
transitions instead.

B. Configurations and spin assignments

1. Band 1

Band 1 has been reported in our previous publication [16],
where the quasiparticle configuration of πh9/2(1/2−[541]) ⊗
νi13/2(7/2+[633]) was proposed. This assignment was based
on the large signature splitting, which is a common feature
of semidecoupled bands in this mass region. The much
extended band 1 in this work is helpful to extract mixing
ratios, B(M1)/B(E2) ratios, and the alignment to check the
previously suggested configuration. First, the negative δ ratio,
as indicated in Fig. 2(a), is consistent with the suggested
configuration (see Table II). This assignment is then further
confirmed by the comparison between experimental and calcu-
lated B(M1)/B(E2) ratios (see Fig. 10), where the K value is
chosen to be 3 with the aid of Gallagher-Moszkowski coupling
rules and the estimated excitation energies listed in Fig. 8.

Finally, the large alignment is consistent with the involve-
ment of both the πh9/2 and νi13/2 orbitals. In Fig. 9, it is seen
that the quasiparticle alignment for band 1 in 174Re is split
into two �I = 2 branches. Each branch is associated with
a signature α ≡ I (mod2). The expected favored signature in

(a)

(b)

(c)

FIG. 10. Experimental B(M1)/B(E2) values corresponding to
(a) band 1, (b) band 2, and (c) band 5 in 174Re. The results of the
calculations obtained in the framework of the cranked shell model
for the configurations relevant to these bands are also shown.

odd-odd nuclei (αf
p−n) corresponds to the coupling between

the favored signature of both the proton [αf
p = 1

2 (−1)jp−1/2]

and the neutron [αf
n = 1

2 (−1)jn−1/2] orbitals. For band 1, the
initial alignment is around 5.3 h̄ for the favored signature
branch (αf

p−n = 1) and 5.9 h̄ for the unfavored signature

branch (αf
p−n = 0). These values are roughly the sum of the

individual alignments of the quasiproton (about 2.5 h̄) and
the quasineutron (nearly i = 2.9h̄ for the favored branch and
i = 3.4 h̄ for the unfavored branch) in the corresponding bands
in 173W and 173Re. The AB neutron crossing is blocked by a
quasineutron occupying the i13/2 subshell. Thus, the backbend
will correspond to the neutron BC (and AD) crossing taking
place at a higher rotational frequency. Since no band crossing
was observed up to the highest frequency measured, the band
crossing is delayed with respect to the νi13/2 band in the odd-N
neighbor 173W. This can be attributed to the involvement of the
πh9/2(1/2−[541]) proton. In the rare-earth region, it has been
well established that band crossings in the πh9/2(1/2−[541])
bands of odd-Z and even-N nuclei are delayed with respect to
their even-even neighbors [47,48].
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FIG. 11. Dynamical moments of inertia, J (2), as a function of
rotational frequency for the five bands in 174Re. K = 14 and 5 are used
for band 3, corresponding to four-quasiparticle and two-quasiparticle
configurations, respectively.

2. Band 2

Band 2 exhibits a strongly coupled character with intense
in-band M1/E2 transitions and small signature splittings.
The strong M1/E2 transitions indicate that a high-K and/or
a large-gK factor is involved in this structure. Considering
all the possible low-lying negative parity intrinsic states of
Fig. 8, we suggest that the configuration πh11/2(9/2−[514]) ⊗
νi13/2(7/2+[633]) is the best candidate. The experimental
DCO ratios indicate positive mixing ratios δ [see Fig. 2(b)],
as expected (see Table II). The experimental B(M1)/B(E2)
ratios have been deduced and are compared with theoretical
calculations in Fig. 10. The agreement is rather good under
the assumption of this configuration. Experimental values are
slightly higher than theoretical results, which may be due to the
neglect of the δ value [0.29 for the (12−) → (11−) transition].
Two experimental points (I = 15, 17) deviate from the trend.
This may arise from configuration mixing with band 1 in this
spin region.

The alignment of band 2 shown in Fig. 9 follows the
additivity rule (3.8 ≈ 1.0 + 2.9 h̄) over a wide range of
frequencies. A sharp upbend is observed at h̄ω ≈ 0.3 MeV,
but no accurate crossing frequency or alignment gain can be
extracted due to the lack of levels after the crossing.

3. Band 3

As mentioned in Sec. II, band 3 was assigned to 174Re
based on three facts. First, the transitions in band 3 are in
coincidence with Re K x rays. Second, the intensities of the
transitions in band 3 have a similar trend versus exciting energy
as known γ rays in 174Re. Finally, detailed high-spin level
schemes for 152Sm, 173,175Re, 171Ta, and 174W helped us to
exclude assignments to these other possible reaction channels.

In order to understand the configuration of band 3, we
obtain the effective projection quantum number and plot
the dynamic moments of inertia (see Fig. 11). The deduced
effective projection quantum number Keff = 15.8 is too large

FIG. 12. Excitation energy vs spin for the five rotational bands in
174Re relative to an arbitrary constant rotor.

for a two-quasiparticle configuration. On the other hand, no
matter how much the K (such as 5 or 14) is, the dynamic
moment of inertia of band 3 is rather large with respect
to the above-mentioned two-quasiparticle bands before band
crossing. Band 3 is, hence, interpreted as a four-quasiparticle
band. Considering the active quasiparticle orbitals, two
candidates for a four-quasiparticle band with Kπ = 14−
are π9/2−[514] ⊗ ν5/2−[512], 7/2−[514], 7/2+[633] and
π9/2−[514], 5/2+[402], 7/2+[404] ⊗ ν7/2+[633]. For the
former, a similar four-quasiparticle band has been identified
in 180Re [46,49], with Keff = 16.96 and a bandhead energy
E = 1755 keV. That band was described as π9/2−[514] ⊗
ν5/2−[512], 7/2−[514], 9/2+[624], Kπ=15−. In that case, a
large moment of inertia was also obtained and interpreted as
the result of reduced pairing and, perhaps, larger deformation.
The latter can be regarded as a quasiproton and a quasineutron
outside the two-quasiparticle excitation of an even-even core.
Such a core excitation π9/2−[514] ⊗ 7/2+[404], Kπ=8− has
been identified in the even-even 174W nucleus [50], with a
lifetime of 158(3) ns and an exciting energy of 2268 keV.

Although the bandhead of band 3 has a spin value around
14 and, thus, many possible decay paths to lower-lying
structures, no depopulating γ transitions were observed in
coincidence, constrained by the experimental time window
of 200 ns. Seemingly band 3 has an isomeric bandhead
with a half-life larger than 1 μs. To search for the possible
cause of the isomeric state, we plotted the excitation energies
of all the five bands in 174Re (see Fig. 12). The topmost
levels of band 3 should be located near the yrast line, as
demonstrated in Fig. 12. Thus the bandhead has an excitation
energy of about 2 MeV, which supports the four-quasiparticle
assignment. Since this state is about 800 keV higher than the
yrast two-quasiparticle states with the same spin, rather small
mixtures should be expected between these two families of
states, resulting in the existence of the isomeric bandhead.

Furthermore, no strong side feeding was found in the
lower-spin region of the other four bands. Because of its
hypothetical location high above the yrast line, the decay
path of the isomer likely leads to other, unobserved band
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structures and is spread out over many different branches.
In addition, the lower γ multiplicity of isomer-decay events
reduces the coincident detection efficiency further. Thus, the
transitions depopulating band 3 are difficult to trace, although
the population of band 3 is not weak.

4. Band 4

Due to its unique structural properties, band 4 was inter-
preted as the favored signature of the πh9/2(1/2−[541]) ⊗
ν(1/2−[521]) doubly decoupled band in our previous work
[16]. Because of the large signature splitting, the unfavored
�I = 2 transition sequence is usually rather difficult to
observe. The spacings of level energies and the spins are very
similar to those of the ground band of its even-even core 172W.
Again, the alignment of band 4 shown in Fig. 9 accounts
well for the additivity rule (2.9h̄ ≈ 2.5h̄ + 0.4h̄) at lower
frequencies below 0.2 MeV. An accurate crossing frequency
or an alignment gain can hardly be deduced due to missing
level information after the crossing.

5. Band 5

The δ values for the �I = 1 intraband transitions in band 5
are negative [see Fig. 2(d)]. As indicated in Table II, the config-
uration πh9/2(1/2−[541]) ⊗ ν5/2−[512] is the only candidate
for this band. Experimental and theoretical B(M1)/B(E2)
ratios are plotted in Fig. 10. The agreement is satisfactory
under the assumption of the πh9/2(1/2−[541]) ⊗ ν5/2−[512]
quasiparticle configuration with K = 2. Since a neutron con-
figuration admixture should occur in band 5, B(M1)/B(E2)
ratios for the πh9/2(1/2−[541]) ⊗ ν5/2−[523] configuration
are also calculated and shown in Fig. 10. It is clear that the
agreement with the experimental values is poor compared to
the results with the πh9/2(1/2−[541]) ⊗ ν5/2−[512] coupling.
Thus, the ν5/2−[512] orbital could be the leading parentage
in the neutron configuration admixture.

This configuration assignment is also supported by the
additivity rule of alignments (3.3 ≈ 2.5 + 0.6 h̄) at lower
frequencies below 0.2 MeV (see Fig. 9). Moreover, a band
crossing has been observed for band 5 in 174Re at a rotational
frequency of about h̄ω ≈ 0.25 MeV, and this is close to the
AB band crossing frequency in even-even neighbors.

As band 5 and band 4 are linked in the level scheme, their
levels can be compared in energy. The (5+) state of band 5
is determined to be lower than the (3+) level of band 4.
Thus, the ground state of 174Re should be the intrinsic state
of the 1/2−[541]⊗5/2−[512] configuration rather than the
1/2−[541]⊗1/2−[521] configuration.

C. Signature inversion

Typical level staggering curves S(I ) = E(I ) − E(I − 1) −
1
2 [E(I + 1) − E(I ) + E(I − 1) − E(I − 2)] [51] are plotted
against I in Figs. 13 and 14. Levels involved in interband
transitions are corrected in energy, considering the energy shift
caused by level interaction (see Sec. III D). Signature inversion

FIG. 13. Plot of signature splitting S(I ) vs I for (a) band 1 and
(b) band 2 in 174Re and the corresponding one-quasiparticle bands
in neighboring (c) 173W and (d) 173Re. The filled (open) symbols
correspond to the signature-favored (signature-unfavored) levels. The
arrows indicate the spins at which signature crossing occurs.

structures were found in three bands: band 1, band 2, and
band 5 with configurations πh9/2 ⊗ νi13/2, πh11/2 ⊗ νi13/2,
and πh9/2 ⊗ νf7/2, respectively.

1. Bands 1 and 2

In both configurations, the unfavored branch is lower
in energy than the favored one at low spins, where the
favored signature corresponds to αf = 1 for the πh9/2 ⊗ νi13/2

configuration (band 1) and αf = 0 for the πh11/2 ⊗ νi13/2 state
(band 2). With increasing angular momentum, the anomalous
signature splitting decreases, and the two signature branches
cross each other at Ic = 21 for band 1, while Ic = 16.5 for
band 2. Beyond these spin values, normal signature splitting is
restored. These results fit the known systematics well: for the
πh9/2 ⊗ νi13/2 configuration, the spin for signature crossing Ic

decreases with decreasing (increasing) two neutrons (protons)
[7]; for the πh11/2 ⊗ νi13/2 configuration, the spin for signature

FIG. 14. Plot of signature splitting S(I ) vs I for (a) band 5 in 174Re
and the corresponding (b) 5/2−[512] band in neighboring 173W. The
filled (open) symbols correspond to the signature-favored (signature-
unfavored) levels. The arrows indicate the spins at which signature
crossing occurs.
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crossing Ic increases 2 ∼ 3 h̄ with decreasing (increasing) two
neutrons (protons), in contrast to the former configuration [6].

The signature splitting amplitude in band 1 is much larger
than that in band 2. It is worth noting that the splitting
amplitude is mainly determined by the orbital which has
a smaller splitting amplitude in the corresponding odd-A
nucleus [52]. For band 1 (πh9/2(1/2−[541]) ⊗ νi13/2),
it is the νi13/2(7/2+[633]) quasineutron rather than the
πh9/2(1/2−[541]) quasiproton because of its low-� and
high-j nature, while for band 2 it is the πh11/2(9/2−[514])
quasiproton as it has a smaller signature splitting than
the νi13/2(7/2+[633]) quasineutron. The amplitudes of
the νi13/2(7/2+[633]) quasineutron and πh11/2(9/2−[514])
quasiproton are shown in the lower parts of Fig. 13 for
comparison.

2. Band 5

Signature splitting in band 5 is slightly reversed in the
low-spin region, where the favored (unfavored) signature is
signed by α = 0 (1). The α = 1 branch is lower in energy
until the reverse point at Ic = 13, beyond which the signature
splitting restores to the normal pattern and enlarges soon
thereafter. Differing from the two configurations discussed
before, the signature inversion in band 5 may be explained
by an alternative mechanism, namely, neutron configuration
admixture. In the present case, it is the quasineutron that
has small signature splitting whereas the πh9/2 quasiproton
contributes only an αf = 1/2 favored signature. Noting that
the neutron Fermi surface is located near the close-lying 2f7/2

and 1h9/2 subshells, the admixture of states of 2f7/2 and
1h9/2 spherical parentages may lead to the low-spin signature
inversion observed in band 5. Plots similar to those for the
ν1/2−[521] band in 173W [43] (see the right part of Fig. 14)
show that the low-spin signature inversion does occur in the
one-quasiparticle bands, seemingly providing an argument for
this hypothesis.

D. Deformation driving effects by intruder orbitals

The deformation driving effect of an intruder state can be
viewed as core polarization originating from a particle occu-
pying a specific intruder orbital, such as the πh9/2(1/2−[541])
state. Observed E2 linking transitions between the bands
involved provides the opportunity to get the ratio of the relative
quadrupole moments. In the present work, a series of γ rays
linking bands 1 and 2 and five γ rays between bands 4 and 5
(see Fig. 3) have been found in the level scheme of 174Re. This
denotes the existence of state mixing between different bands.
The interactions can roughly be analyzed within a two-level
mixing scheme [53].

Starting from the two unperturbed states |1〉 and |2〉, we
write the mixed states |ψ1〉 and |ψ2〉 as

|ψ1〉 = a|1〉 + b|2〉, |ψ2〉 = −b|1〉 + a|2〉, (16)

where a and b satisfy the normalization condition a2 + b2 = 1.
The relationship between the interaction matrix element V and

the perturbed energies (E1 and E2) is then expressed as

|V | = ab(E1 − E2) = a
√

1 − a2(E1 − E2). (17)

Here these two mixed states are assumed to be de-excited from
a pure and unperturbed level (|ψ0〉). The coefficients a and b

are directly related to the reduced transition possibilities:

B(E2, ψ0 → ψ1)

B(E2, ψ0 → ψ2)
= a2

b2
. (18)

However, in the cases in 174Re, both initial levels and final
levels are mixed. Thus, a more complex formula is employed
to solve this problem:

B(E2, ψI1 → ψ(I−2)2)

B(E2, ψI1 → ψ(I−2)1)
=

[
aIbI−2 + bIaI−2Rc

aIaI−2 + bIbI−2Rc

]2

,

(19)
B(E2, ψI2 → ψ(I−2)1)

B(E2, ψI2 → ψ(I−2)2)
=

[−bI aI−2 + aI bI−2Rc

bIbI−2 + aIaI−2Rc

]2

.

Here R = Qt (1)/Qt (2) denotes the ratios of intrinsic transition
quadrupole moments of the two configurations, and c =
〈IK120|I − 2K1〉/〈IK220|I − 2K2〉 is the ratio of Clebsch-
Gordan coefficients.

The ratios of reduced transition probabilities are extracted
from the experimental data and the results are summarized in
Table IV. Note that a and b depend on the interaction strength
V . For the sake of simplicity, we neglect the difference of
the interaction strength of the initial and final levels. The
extracted value of V can, therefore, be regarded as a function
of the ratio of the intrinsic transition quadrupole moments R.
Then, V -R values can be obtained from the overlap regions
(see Fig. 15).

In this way, two V -R functions deduced from the in-
teraction between band 1 and band 2 are demonstrated in
Fig. 15(a), from which we can determine V ≈ 3.8 keV and
R = Qt (band 2)/Qt (band 1) = 0.87 ± 0.12. The rather small
interaction strength can be understood as being due to the
different deformation and K forbiddenness between band 1
(K = 3) and band 2 (K = 8). For the purpose of comparison
with R, total Routhian surface (TRS) calculations were
performed to get a deeper understanding of the shape [54–57].
The nonaxial deformed Woods-Saxon potential was employed
[58]. Collective rotation is investigated in the frame of the

FIG. 15. The interaction strength calculated from the experimen-
tal branching ratios plotted as a function of the ratio between the
quadrupole moments R: (a) corresponds to bands 1 and 2, while
(b) corresponds to bands 4 and 5. For each transition, there are
three lines because there is one central value together with the two
one-sigma limits.
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TABLE IV. The experimentally deduced ratios λ between the γ -ray transition intensities Tγ (E2, I → (I − 2)) and the ratios λB between
the reduced transition probabilities B(E2, I → (I − 2)) for interband and intraband transitions.

Initial level Interband transition energy Intraband transition energy λ λB

Band 4, 17+ 529.3 keV 491.7 keV 0.38 ± 0.09 0.26 ± 0.06
Band 5, 17+ 500.5 keV 538.3 keV 0.36 ± 0.07 0.52 ± 0.10
Band 1, 15− 507.4 keV 456.9 keV 0.88 ± 0.25 0.52 ± 0.15
Band 2, 15− 464.7 keV 515.1 keV 2.0 ± 0.5 3.3 ± 0.8

cranked shell model in the three-dimensional deformation
spaces of β2, β4, and γ . The calculations indicate apparent
shape changes below the backbending, and typical TRS plots
corresponding to the two bands of interest are shown in Fig. 16.
According to the calculations, states of band 1 (β2 = 0.244)
have a larger quadrupole deformation than the states of band
2 (β2 = 0.207). The ratio β2 band 2/β2 band 1 ≈ 0.85 agrees with
the result from the analysis of the experimental interaction
strength.

In odd-A rhenium isotopes, the intruder state 1/2−[541]
can give rise to apparent deformation driving effects [8].
For example, in the study of 177Re [59], the difference in
deformation between the 1/2−[541] and 9/2−[514] orbitals
was deduced to be 15%, by means of the recoil distance
measurement technique. However, as the i13/2(7/2+[633])
quasineutron is taken into account, the difference in defor-
mation between the πh9/2(1/2−[541]) ⊗ νi13/2(7/2+[633])
and πh11/2(9/2−[514]) ⊗ νi13/2(7/2+[633]) configurations is
still about 15% in the present work. Thus, seemingly the
quasineutron is only a spectator for the driving effect on
nuclear deformation.

For the interaction between band 4 (K = 1) and band
5 (K = 2), the values V ≈ 3.4 keV, R = Qt (band 5)/
Qt (band 4) = 0.87 ± 0.10 are deduced [Fig. 15(b)]. The
1/2−[521] orbital is becoming lower in energy with increasing
quadrupole β2 deformation around β = 0.2. Thus, it can drive
the nuclei to a state with larger deformation, as well. In a
previous work on 175Os [10], near degeneracy of rotational
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FIG. 16. Total Routhian surface calculations for the (a) band 1
and (b) band 2 configurations of 174Re at a rotational frequency
h̄� = 0.2 MeV, corresponding to spin I ≈ 14. The two minima are
at β2 = 0.244, β4 = −0.002, γ = +2.743◦ and β2 = 0.207, β4 =
−0.010, γ = −10.51◦, respectively.

states at spin 25/2 and 29/2 in the 1/2−[521] and 5/2−[512]
bands was reported and a very small interaction matrix element
of about 4 keV was suggested to be due to a 25% difference in
deformation between the two configurations. Using the param-
eters of Ref. [10], a result of Qt (1/2−[521])/Qt (5/2−[512]) =
1.09 ± 0.13 is calculated. The interaction strength and the
difference in deformation deduced in these two bands in
174Re are similar to those in 175Os, indicating that the de-
formation driving effect contributed by the quasiproton can be
omitted.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

In conclusion, high-spin states in odd-odd 174Re have been
investigated further with in-beam γ -spectroscopy techniques.
Five rotational bands have been observed and their configura-
tions discussed. Apart from the much extended πh9/2 ⊗ νi13/2,
πh11/2 ⊗ νi13/2, and πh9/2 ⊗ ν1/2−[521] bands, a four-
quasiparticle band and a new two-quasiparticle band based on
the π1/2−[541]⊗ν5/2−[512] configuration have been iden-
tified in this work. The four-quasiparticle band should have
an isomeric bandhead. A π1/2−[541]⊗ν5/2−[512] configu-
ration has been suggested as the intrinsic configuration for the
ground state in 174Re. In the πh9/2 ⊗ νi13/2 and the πh11/2 ⊗
νi13/2 bands, low-spin signature inversion has been found,
consistent with systematics. The π1/2−[541]⊗ν5/2−[512]
band also exhibits an anomalous signature splitting at low
rotational frequencies. Admixture between neutron orbitals
has been suggested to explain this slight inversion. Bands 1 and
4 have been deduced to have larger deformation than bands 2
and 5, respectively. These differences in deformation could be
attributed to the deformation driving effects by quasiparticles
occupying the π1/2−[541] and ν1/2−[521] states.
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