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Abstract

This thesis deals with the analyses of real-photon scattering experiments to investigate the
dipole response of the proton-magic 𝑍 = 28 nucleus 64Ni. Studies based on the (𝛾, 𝛾′) reac-
tion are commonly performed up to the particle-separation energies of the nuclide of interest.
Up to these energies, 𝐸1 decays are mainly associated with the Pygmy Dipole Resonance
(PDR) and 𝑀1 transitions above 5MeV with spin-flip resonances, i.e., transitions between
spin-orbit partners (𝑙 + 1/2 → 𝑙 − 1/2), in the 𝐴 ≈ 60 mass region. It is of utmost importance
to characterize the observed decays, i.e., differentiate between 𝐸1 and 𝑀1 transitions, for the
study of the various dipole-excitation modes. Furthermore, the absolute cross sections have
to be determined.
Therefore, two complementary (𝛾, 𝛾′) experiments were performed on 64Ni. On the one hand,
an energetically-continuous and mainly-unpolarized photon beam was used at the 𝛾ELBE fa-
cility in Dresden-Rossendorf, Germany, to extract absolute cross sections of observed tran-
sitions. On the other hand, quasimonenergetic and linearly-polarized 𝛾 rays were utilized at
the HI𝛾S facility in Durham, US, for the distinction between 𝐸1 and 𝑀1 transitions. Both
complementary measurements are necessary to obtain complete information about the dipole
response of atomic nuclei.
In all, 87 1− states and 23 1+ levels of 64Ni were firmly identified between 4.3MeV and the
neutron-separation threshold 𝑆𝑛 = 9.7MeV. For transitions up to 9.3MeV, absolute energy-
integrated cross sections were determined. Besides, absolute photoabsorption cross sections
were calculated between 5.86MeV and 9.05MeV.
The results corresponding to the 𝐸1 decay channel were compared to theoretical calculations
within the equation of motion (EOM) framework. Furthermore, 𝑀1 ground-state decays of
64Ni were interpreted using two shell-model calculations.
Besides these comparisons between experiment and theory, systematic investigation of the
dipole response in the 𝐴 ≈ 60 mass region were performed. Results of real-photon scattering
experiments on 54,56Fe, 58,60Ni, and 66Zn were compiled together with the obtained results
of 64Ni and compared. Based on this compilation, it was concluded that the nuclear shell
structure has not only an impact on the spin-flip resonance but also on the PDR in this region
of the nuclear chart.
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1 Introduction

The properties of light with various wavelengths and its interaction with matter can be ob-
served in many different aspects of our daily life. For instance, a rainbow just occurs due to
the interaction (refraction, internal reflection, and dispersion) of visible light (typical wave-
length in the order of 10−6 m) with rain droplets. Also photons with more energy, i.e., a
shorter wavelength (10−10 m), and their interaction with matter have found a way in every-
body’s life: X rays discovered by Wilhelm Conrad Röntgen in 1895 [1] are commonly-used
for the investigation of the human body. Even higher-energetic photons with wavelengths in
the order of 10−12 m are used in medicine in form of, e.g., radiotracers [2]. These are only
some examples for the occurrence and usage of photons of all wavelengths in our daily life
and a variety of other important phenomena and applications exists. As it can be seen, the
research in this field led to some important discoveries for humankind. Therefore, the con-
tinuation of studying photons and their interaction with matter and the resulting improved
understanding of observed phenomena may find important applications.

It was found that atomic nuclei can be excited by the absorption of 𝛾 rays if certain condi-
tions are fulfilled. These resonances, which are predominantly dipole excitations if they are
induced by photons, occur due to different underlying structures and properties of the nu-
cleus. In Fig. 1.1, the dipole modes below 20MeV are schematically shown in a simple and
(mostly) macroscopic way. As indicated, the excitation energies 𝐸𝑋 are partly overlapping
and, for studying the individual dipole excitations, a distinction between the different modes
is crucial. The most obvious differentiation can be done with respect to the radiation charac-
ter, i.e., if an electric (upper part of the figure) or a magnetic dipole excitation (lower part of
the figure) is observed. Both are discussed in the following.

1.1 Electric-dipole (E1) excitation modes

Already in 1937, the first evidence for the IsoVector Giant Dipole Resonance (IVGDR) was
discovered by Bothe and Gentner [4]. They accelerated protons up to 440 keV and exploited
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1 Introduction

Figure 1.1: The different dipole-excitation modes in dependence on the excitation energy
are schematically illustrated in a simplified way. In the upper part, the electric dipole (𝐸1)
modes are shown. It has to be noted that the states corresponding to the quadrupole-octupole
(2+ ⊗ 3−) coupling and the Pygmy Dipole Resonance (PDR) are depicted enlarged. In the
lower part, the magnetic dipole (𝑀1) excitation modes are shown. The scissors mode occurs
only in well-deformed nuclei. The figure is a modified version of Fig. 1 in Ref. [3].
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1.1 Electric-dipole (E1) excitation modes

the 7𝐿𝑖(𝑝, 𝛾) reaction to produce 𝛾 rays between 14 and 17MeV. The investigation of the pho-
todissociation process (𝛾, 𝑛) revealed enhanced cross sections for different nuclei. Bothe and
Gentner proposed resonances as possible reason for their findings. In 1944, it was discovered
that dipole excitations give rise to the enhanced cross section [5]. The performance of sys-
tematic studies led to the observation of many fundamental properties of the IVGDR. For a
detailed compilation, see Ref. [6]. One example is that the centroid-excitation energy of the
IVGDR can be well described by [6]

𝐸𝑋[MeV] = 31.2 𝐴−1/3 + 20.6 𝐴−1/6 (1.1)

with 𝐴 being the number of nucleons. Both terms result from a macroscopic picture of an
out-of-phase, i.e., an isovector oscillation of all 𝑍 protons against all 𝑁 neutrons. While
the first term is associated with the Jensen-Steinwedel model which interprets the IVGDR as
out-of-phase density oscillation of the neutron against the proton fluid [7], the second term
results due to the Goldhaber-Teller model in which the rigid and interpenetrating proton and
neutron spheres oscillate against each other [8]. Applying Eq. (1.1) results in values between
𝐸𝑋 = 15MeV and 𝐸𝑋 = 20MeV for most nuclei.

As displayed in Fig. 1.1, at low energies, an additional collective 𝐸1 excitation can be ob-
served. In near-spherical, even-even nuclei, this 1− state is a member of a quintuplet of
negative-parity states which results from the coupling of the 2+

1 and 3−
1 excitation [9]. By

combining information about the excitation energy (𝐸𝑋(1−) ≈ 𝐸𝑋(2+
1 ) + 𝐸𝑋(3−

1 )) and tran-
sition strengths to the one-phonon vibrational states, evidences can be found which lead to
an identification of this two-phonon-coupled state and support the picture of multiphonon
couplings. For further information, the reader is referred to Ref. [9] and references therein.

Between the two-phonon state and the IVGDR, i.e., in the vicinity of the neutron-separation
threshold 𝑆𝑛, an accumulation of additional 𝐸1 strength was observed by Bartholomew in
the 1960s [10]. Since the associated strength is small compared to that of the IVGDR, it
was referred to as ’pigmy resonances’ by Brzosko et al. [11]. Nowadays, the term Pygmy
Dipole Resonance (PDR) is commonly used. In 1971, R. Mohan et al. interpreted the PDR
in a three-fluid hydrodynamical model in which the three fluids are formed by (i) the protons,
(ii) the neutrons of the 𝑁 = 𝑍 core, and (iii) the excess neutrons [12]. In the following
years, alternative mechanisms causing 𝐸1 strength in atomic nuclei were discussed such as
the toroidal mode [13, 14] which is still a research topic of interest [15]. A variety of macro-
scopic interpretations and also microscopic models were established to describe the PDR.
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1 Introduction

These are summarized and more deeply discussed in Refs. [16–18] and references therein.
Many theoretical and experimental studies have been performed to investigate the PDR (see,
e.g., Refs. [17–19]). Based on these publications, the most important findings are summa-
rized in the following.
For the last decades, a variety of experiments have been performed to study the PDR. Since
the PDR is a dipole-excitationmode, it is plausible to investigate it, among others, with probes
which selectively induce dipole excitations from the ground state, such as photons [20–22].
Therefore, many real-photon scattering experiments have been performed along isotopic (e.g.,
𝑍 = 50 [23–27]) and isotonic (e.g., 𝑁 = 50 [28–33]) chains to investigate the evolution of
the PDR with increasing neutron excess and deformation. For a complete list, the reader is
referred to Ref. [22].
Besides, systematic experimental and theoretical studies using different probes, recently de-
noted as ’multi-messenger investigation’ [34], for the excitation of the PDR states were per-
formed and revealed important properties of the PDR states.
On the one hand, a splitting of the PDR was observed by investigating 140Ce [35], 138Ba
[36], and 124Sn [37] in real-photon scattering and (𝛼, 𝛼′𝛾) experiments with 𝛼 energies of
𝐸𝛼 = 136MeV and at forward angles with respect to the incoming particle beam. It was
found that the 𝛼 particles induced 𝐸1 transitions only up to approximately 6MeV whereas
𝐸1 excitations up to approximately 9MeVwere observed in the real-photon scattering experi-
ment. It was concluded that the different excitation pattern results due to different underlying
structures of the states. Whereas an 𝛼 particle is a hadronic probe which mainly interacts
with the surface of the nucleus (using these kinematic conditions), a photon interacts with
the complete nucleus via the electromagnetic interaction. Hence, it was concluded that the
lower-lying levels have a strong isoscalar character and surface-peaked transition densities
whereas the states only excited by photons exhibit a more isovector nature. This observa-
tion was supported by theory by investigating the contributions of the electromagnetic and
isoscalar dipole operator independently [37]. Further studies with hadronic probes such as
(17𝑂,17 𝑂′𝛾) [38–40] or (𝑝, 𝑝′𝛾) [34] experiments were performed and the results confirm the
previous finding. This difference of the excitation patterns was observed in all nuclei which
have been studied in both (𝛾, 𝛾′) and (𝛼, 𝛼′𝛾) experiments so far.
On the other hand, very recently, the microscopic structure of PDR states was investigated
in (𝑑, 𝑝) [41, 42] and (𝑑, 𝑝𝛾) studies [43] by quantifying the (relative) one-particle-one-hole
(1𝑝−1ℎ) contributions to the wave functions associated with the excited states. In the case of
120Sn, energetically lower-lying 𝐽 = 1 states (up to approximately 7.5MeV) were excited in
real-photon scattering and in the 119Sn(𝑑, 𝑝𝛾) experiment. However, ground-state decays of
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1.2 Magnetic-dipole (M1) excitation modes

higher-lying states were only observed in the (𝛾, 𝛾′) measurement [43]. It has been shown that
this behavior is predicted by the quasiparticle-phonon model (QPM), and it was discovered
that the lower-lying states are dominated by 1𝑝−1ℎ configurations whereas the contributions
of more complex configurations, i.e., two-particle-two-hole and three-particle-three-hole ex-
citations becomes more important at higher excitation energies. The theoretical calculations
showed that the fraction of decays directly back to the ground state becomes smaller with
increasing excitation energy and with the correspondingly increasing complexity of the con-
figurations contributing to the states.
Indeed, the analysis of a (𝛾, 𝛾′) experiment on 120Sn using a quasimonoenergetic photon beam
revealed the decreasing fraction of ground-state decays at higher excitation energies [44]. By
combining the dipole strengths included in ground-state transitions and decays via interme-
diate states to the ground state, not only the deexcitation but also the excitation behavior can
be studied in real-photon scattering.
Although many new insights were gained in the last years, some aspects concerning the PDR
are still not fully understood such as its collectivity or the interplay of isoscalar and isovector
contributions. Therefore, further studies on experimental and theoretical sides are needed to
answer these questions.

1.2 Magnetic-dipole (M1) excitation modes

Besides various 𝐸1 excitation modes, different mechanisms to induce 𝑀1 excitations exist.
These are divided into orbital 𝑙 and spin 𝑠 excitations. This is also expressed by the magnetic
dipole operator in fermion space

𝑇 (𝑀1) = √
3

4𝜋 ∑
𝑖

(𝑔𝑙(𝑖)𝑙𝑖 + 𝑔𝑠(𝑖)𝑠𝑖)𝜇𝑁 (1.2)

with 𝑔𝑙 and 𝑔𝑠 being the orbital and spin g factor, respectively [45]. The following discussion
of 𝑀1 excitations is based on Refs. [6, 45] if not other stated. As illustrated in Fig. 1.1, in
general, two magnetic dipole excitation modes can be differentiated.
As seen for the𝐸1 excitations, two-phonon states can be built by the coupling of two phonons.
Such a phenomenon is present for the magnetic dipole transitions as well: the isoscalar
one-phonon 2+

1 excitation is coupled to the isovector (also called mixed-symmetry 𝑚𝑠) one-
quadrupole phonon state 2+

1,𝑚𝑠 which generates a two-phonon quintuplet of mixed-symmetry
states 𝐽 𝜋 = 0+, 1+, 2+, 3+, 4+ [46].
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1 Introduction

In well-deformed nuclei, the 1+
𝑚𝑠 member of this quintuplet forms the scissors mode. This

name results from the scissors-like orbital oscillation of protons and neutrons. It was pre-
dicted in two different theories [47–50] and discovered in an electron-scattering experiment
in the 1980s [51]. Since then, it has intensively been studied in a variety of theoretical calcu-
lations and (𝑒, 𝑒′) and (𝛾, 𝛾′) experiments. It was found that, in all known cases, the scissors-
mode strength is fragmented and included in more than one 1+ state as indicated in Fig. 1.1.
It turned out that the mean excitation energy and the reduced 𝐵(𝑀1) strength of the scissors
mode are dependent on the deformation parameter 𝛽2 and its square [52], respectively.

In contrast to the orbital scissors mode, the spin-flip resonance is associated to the spin part
of the 𝑀1 operator given in Eq. (1.2). As displayed in Fig. 1.1, this magnetic dipole excita-
tion results from single-particle transitions of nucleons between two spin-orbit partners, i.e.,
𝑙 + 1/2 → 𝑙 − 1/2. In the 𝐴 ≈ 60 (𝐴 ≈ 90) region, observed spin-flip strength is mainly
associated with 1𝑓7/2 → 1𝑓5/2 (1𝑔9/2 → 1𝑔7/2) excitations. It is located at

𝐸𝑋[MeV] = 𝑝 ⋅ 𝐴−1/3 (1.3)

where the factor 𝑝 is approximately 𝑝 ≈ 35 (𝑝 ≈ 45) for light (heavy) nuclei [6]. The origin
of the spin-flip resonance and this shell-model like excitation-energy dependence indicate
that this excitation mode can be well described in shell-model calculations. However, sev-
eral comparisons between shell-model calculations and experiment have shown that the total
spin-flip strength is overpredicted by theory. Therefore, an effective g factor has to be intro-
duced which corrects for this quenching and is in the order of 𝑔eff/𝑔free ≈ 0.7. It accounts for
more complex interactions and effects within the nucleus. The reader is referred to Refs. [6,
45] and references therein for more information.

As it can be seen, the dipole response of atomic nuclei consists of a variety of different exci-
tation modes with very different generation mechanisms. The corresponding properties were
found by many experimental and theoretical studies.
In this work, the systematic investigation with respect to the Pygmy Dipole Resonance and
the spin-flip resonance is continued by two complementary real-photon scattering experi-
ments on the proton-magic 𝑍 = 28 nucleus 64Ni. The combination of experiments with a
linearly-polarized, quasimonoenergetic 𝛾-ray beam and an energetically-continuous, mainly-
unpolarized bremsstrahlung beam enables the clear distinction between 𝐸1 and 𝑀1 transi-
tions and the determination of absolute cross sections. Furthermore, the ratios of ground-state
decays and decays to intermediate states are investigated which give, as stated before, a first
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indication of the complexity of the excited states. Real-photon scattering experiments on
54,56Fe and 58,60Ni have already been analyzed [53–57] and also the 𝑁 = 36 isotone 66Zn
has been studied in (𝛾, 𝛾′) experiments [58, 59]. Hence, the evolution of these two dipole
excitation modes with increasing neutron number as well as with increasing proton number
can be investigated and the impact of crossing the magic proton shell can be tested.

The thesis is structured as follows: in the following chapter, the formalism of real-photon
scattering experiments is introduced. In Chapter 3, the experimental facilities and setups
used for the experiments on 64Ni are presented and experimental details are given. This is
followed by a detailed description of the data analyses. A manuscript, in which part of the
results of this work will be published in combination with theoretical calculations, is included
in Chapter 5. The results of (𝛾, 𝛾′) studies in the 𝑍 = 28 region are shown and compared to
the results obtained for 64Ni in Chapter 6. In the last chapter, the work is summarized and an
outlook is given.





2 Nuclear Resonance Fluorescence

The Nuclear Resonance Fluorescence (NRF) technique is based on the excitation of a nuclear
state by the absorption of a real photon and the subsequent deexcitation by the emission
of, at least, one 𝛾 ray. Therefore, the corresponding measurements are also called (𝛾, 𝛾′) or
real-photon scattering experiments. This implies that the NRF approach is mostly used to
investigate states below particle-separation thresholds. This chapter gives a short overview
about the principles of (𝛾,𝛾′) measurements and the underlying physics. For more details,
see, e.g., Refs. [20–22].
To introduce the NRF formalism, it is assumed that the nucleus is excited out of its ground
state, which is in the case of an even-even nucleus a 𝐽 𝜋0

0 = 0+ state, via the absorption of
a real photon 𝛾1 with angular momentum 𝐿1. The spin and parity quantum number of the
excited state is denoted by 𝐽 𝜋1

1 . The subsequent decay of this excited state happens via the
emission of a photon 𝛾𝑘 and can either be to an intermediate state 𝐽 𝜋𝑘

𝑘 (”inelastic” transition)
or directly back to the ground state 𝐽 𝜋𝑘

𝑘 = 𝐽 𝜋0
0 (”elastic” decay) (cf. Fig. 2.1). It has to be

mentioned that the denotation ”elastic” does not mean that the energy of the photon in the exit
channel is the same as in the entrance channel. The energies of the exciting 𝛾1 and deexciting
𝛾1′ photons have to be different even in the elastic-decay channel due to the recoil energy of
the nucleus during absorption and emission.
From the conservation of angular momentum and parity, the well-known selection rules for
a 𝛾-ray transition from an initial state 𝑖 to a final state 𝑓 result

|𝐽𝑖 − 𝐽𝑓| ≤ 𝐿 ≤ 𝐽𝑖 + 𝐽𝑓

𝜋𝑓 = (−1)𝐿 ⋅ 𝜋𝑖 electric radiation Π = 𝐸

𝜋𝑓 = (−1)𝐿+1 ⋅ 𝜋𝑖 magnetic radiation Π = 𝑀.

(2.1)

In fact, photons transfer only small angular momenta limiting all following considerations
predominantly to electric dipole Π𝐿 = 𝐸1 and magnetic dipole Π𝐿 = 𝑀1 transitions and
with a lower probability to electric quadrupole Π𝐿 = 𝐸2 transitions. When one of the in-
volved states has spin-parity quantum number of 𝐽 𝜋 = 0+ and the radiation’s multipolarity
and character Π𝐿 can be determined, by applying Eq. (2.1) the spin-parity quantum number
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2 Nuclear Resonance Fluorescence

Figure 2.1: The NRFmethod is schematically illustrated. The atomic nucleus is excited from
its ground state 𝐽 𝜋0

0 to an excited state 𝐽 𝜋1
1 by the absorption of a photon 𝛾1. Afterwards, the

state decays back to the ground state either directly (elastic decay) or via intermediate states
𝐽 𝜋𝑘

𝑘 (inelastic decay) by the emission of at least one 𝛾 ray. Both decay possibilities are shown
as red and green arrows, respectively.

of the other involved state can be assigned. For the identification of the transition, angular
distributions are investigated.

2.1 Angular distributions

As stated above, the angular distribution of deexciting 𝛾 rays can be used to assign the multi-
polarity 𝐿 and the radiation character Π to the occurring transition. The following discussion
and introduction to angular-correlation theory is suited for (𝛾, 𝛾′) investigations and may de-
viate for other kinds of nuclear reactions.

Because the excited state is oriented by the absorption of the incoming photon 𝛾1, a non-equal
population 𝑃 (𝑚𝑖) of the magnetic substates 𝑚𝑖 is created. If the angular distribution of the
outgoing 𝛾 ray 𝛾𝑘 is measured, angular-correlation theory can be applied [21, 22, 60, 61].
At first, the discussion is focused on angular distributions for a (𝛾, 𝛾′) experiment in which
neither the incoming photon beam nor the target nucleus is polarized.
The photon beam impinges on the target and induces an excitation from the ground state 𝐽0

to an excited state 𝐽1 by the absorption of a photon 𝛾1 and the deexciting 𝛾 ray 𝛾𝑘 resulting
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2.1 Angular distributions

from the subsequent decay to state 𝐽𝑘 is observed. The corresponding angular-correlation
function 𝑊 (𝜃), with 𝜃 being the angle between the directions of motion of the two photons,
is calculated via [61]

𝑊 (𝜃) =
even

∑
𝜈=0

𝐴𝜈(𝛾1) ⋅ 𝐴𝜈(𝛾𝑘) ⋅ 𝑃𝜈(cos(𝜃)) (2.2)

where 𝑃𝜈(cos(𝜃)) denotes the ordinary Legendre polynomial and 𝐴𝜈 are the expansion coef-
ficients defined via 𝐹 coefficients which are tabulated, for example, in Ref. [60] as:

𝐴𝜈(𝛾1) =
(

1
1 + 𝛿2

1 )
⋅ [𝐹𝜈(𝐿1𝐿1𝐽0𝐽1) + 2 𝛿1𝐹𝜈(𝐿1𝐿′

1𝐽0𝐽1) + 𝛿2
1𝐹𝜈(𝐿′

1𝐿′
1𝐽0𝐽1)] (2.3)

𝐴𝜈(𝛾𝑘) =
(

1
1 + 𝛿2

𝑘 )
⋅ [𝐹𝜈(𝐿𝑘𝐿𝑘𝐽𝑘𝐽1) + 2 𝛿𝑘𝐹𝜈(𝐿𝑘𝐿′

𝑘𝐽𝑘𝐽1) + 𝛿2
𝑘𝐹𝜈(𝐿′

𝑘𝐿′
𝑘𝐽𝑘𝐽1)]. (2.4)

The square of the so-called mixing ratio 𝛿 is the ratio of the intensities of competing radia-
tion multipole orders 𝐿 and 𝐿′ = 𝐿 + 1 which has to be defined if more than one kind of
multipolarity is allowed by the selection rules (cf. Eq. (2.1)). It can be calculated by

𝛿2
𝑛 =

Γ𝑘,Π′𝐿+1

Γ𝑘,Π𝐿
(2.5)

whereas the multipole-mixing ratio itself is defined as:

𝛿𝑛 =
⟨𝜓𝑓 ∣ 𝐿′

𝑛 ∣ 𝜓𝑖⟩
⟨𝜓𝑓 ∣ 𝐿𝑛 ∣ 𝜓𝑖⟩

(2.6)

with 𝜓𝑖 (𝜓𝑓) being the wave function of the initial (final) state. At this point, it is important to
notice that Eq. (2.3) is defined for using the phase convention introduced by Krane, Steffen,
and Wheeler for the multipole-mixing ratio [60]. Depending on the phase convention, the
signs in Eq. (2.3) may change.
Assuming the excitation of a 𝐽1 = 1 (𝐽1 = 2) state with an elastic decay back to the ground
state of an even-even nucleus 𝐽𝑘 = 𝐽0, i.e., two successive pure dipole (quadrupole) transi-
tions occur, Eq. (2.2) simplifies to

𝑊 (𝜃) = 3
4

⋅ (1 + cos2𝜃) dipole transition

𝑊 (𝜃) = 5
4

⋅ (1 − 3 cos2𝜃 + 4 cos4𝜃) quadrupole transition .
(2.7)

The corresponding distributions are illustrated in Fig. 2.2.
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2 Nuclear Resonance Fluorescence

Figure 2.2: The angular distributions for a pure dipole (0 → 1 → 0) (dashed) and for a pure
quadrupole transition (0 → 2 → 0) (solid) after the excitation from a 𝐽0 = 0 ground state
are depicted. The direction of the incoming 𝛾-ray beam 𝛾1 is illustrated by the black arrow
and encloses the angle 𝜃 with the deexciting photon 𝛾𝑘. The scattering angles of 𝜃 = 90∘ and
𝜃 = 127∘ are displayed.

If the polarization is added as one observable in the experiment, the radiation character can
be determined as well. In general, there are two possibilities for including polarization. On
the one hand, an unpolarized incoming photon beam can be used if the polarization of the de-
exciting 𝛾 ray is measured 𝛾𝑘 by exploiting, e.g., the polarization dependence of the Compton
effect. On the other hand, a linearly-polarized photon beam can be utilized in the entrance
channel 𝛾1. The deexciting photon is detected with respect to the polarization plane which is
spanned by the electric-field vector of the incoming radiation and the radiation-propagation
direction. The angle between the outgoing photon and the polarization plane is denoted as 𝜙.
The angular-correlation functions for both cases are different. Due to the relevance of the
second case for this work, i.e. the polarized incident photon beam, the corresponding for-
malism is introduced [21, 22, 61].
For taking into account the polarized photon beam, a polarization term has to be added to the
angular-correlation function for an unpolarized photon beam given in Eq. (2.2):

𝑊 (𝜃, 𝜙) = 𝑊 (𝜃) + (±)𝐿1
⋅ 𝑃𝛾

even

∑
𝜈=2

𝐵𝜈(𝛾1) ⋅ 𝐴𝜈(𝛾𝑘) ⋅ 𝑃 (2)
𝜈 (cos 𝜃) ⋅ cos(2𝜙) (2.8)

Here, 𝑃𝛾 includes the degree of polarization of the 𝛾-ray beam and 𝑃 (2)
𝜈 denotes the unnor-
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2.1 Angular distributions
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Figure 2.3: The angular distributions of pure 𝐸1 and 𝑀1 transitions in dependence on the
angle between the polarization plane and the direction of movement of the outgoing photon 𝜙
are illustrated in blue and orange, respectively. The scattering angle 𝜃 = 90∘ is fixed.

malized associated Legendre polynomial of 𝜈th order. 𝐵𝜈(𝛾1) is defined as

𝐵𝜈(𝛾1) =
(

1
1 + 𝛿2

1 )
⋅ [𝜅𝜈(𝐿1𝐿1) ⋅ 𝐹𝜈(𝐿1𝐿1𝐽0𝐽1)

− 2 𝛿1 ⋅ 𝜅𝜈(𝐿1𝐿′
1) ⋅ 𝐹𝜈(𝐿1𝐿′

1𝐽0𝐽1) − 𝛿2
1 ⋅ 𝜅𝜈(𝐿1𝐿′

1) ⋅ 𝐹𝜈(𝐿′
1𝐿′

1𝐽0𝐽1)]

(2.9)

where the coefficients 𝜅𝜈 are given in Ref. [61]. The± behind the angular-correlation function
of an unpolarized beam is dependent on the multipole character of the leading multipole of
the first photon 𝐿1 and equals + (−) for an electric (magnetic) transition. By assuming pure
dipole transitions in the entrance and the exit channel, Eq. (2.8) simplifies to

𝑊 (𝜃, 𝜙) = 3
4 (1 + cos2 𝜃 + 𝜋1 𝑃𝛾 cos(2𝜙) sin2𝜃) (2.10)

with 𝜋1 being the parity quantum number of the state which is excited by the incoming photon.
This equation shows that the angular distribution is maximal for an 𝑀1 transition at 𝜃, 𝜙 =
90∘, 0∘ and minimal at 𝜃, 𝜙 = 90∘, 90∘. For an 𝐸1 transition, it is exactly the other way
around, i.e., 𝑊 (𝜃, 𝜙) is minimized for 𝜃, 𝜙 = 90∘, 0∘ and maximized for 𝜃, 𝜙 = 90∘, 90∘ (cf.
Fig. 2.3). Further illustrations of angular-correlation functions of different transition cascades
are shown, for instance, in Ref. [22].
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2 Nuclear Resonance Fluorescence

2.2 Energy-integrated cross sections and reduced transition
strengths

Besides the identification of the transitions, the probability of the occurrence of the reaction,
i.e., the corresponding cross section is of importance to study excitation modes of atomic
nuclei. It is described for the excitation from the ground state 𝐽0 by a photon with energy 𝐸𝛾

to an excited state 𝐽1 and its subsequent decay by a Breit-Wigner distribution [20, 22]

𝜎0(𝐸𝛾) = 1
2

𝜋 ⋅ o2 ⋅ 𝑔 ⋅
Γ0Γ

(𝐸𝛾 − 𝐸𝑟)2 + (Γ/2)2 . (2.11)

Here, o equals the reduced wavelength of the photon, 𝐸𝑟 denotes the resonance energy includ-
ing the nuclear recoil, and 𝑔 is the so-called spin factor 𝑔 = 2𝐽+1

2𝐽0+1 which takes into account the
degeneracy of the magnetic substates. When the cross section of one specific 𝛾-decay channel
is of interest, the total decay width Γ in the numerator of Eq. (2.11) has to be replaced by the
corresponding partial decay width Γ𝑘.
On resonance, i.e., if the photon energy 𝐸𝛾 equals the resonance energy 𝐸𝑟, Eq. (2.11) sim-
plifies to

𝜎0(𝐸𝑟) = 2𝜋 ⋅ o2 ⋅ 𝑔 ⋅
Γ0
Γ

. (2.12)

This results in rather high cross sections at resonance. Because the natural line widths of
particle-bound states Γ = ℏ/𝜏 are in the order of meV, these resonances are only very weakly
excited in experiments as long as the spectral intensity of the incoming photon beam is low
(as it is typically the case).

Up to this point, it was assumed that the target nuclei are at rest. This is not the case in exper-
iments because of their thermal motion at finite temperatures. Therefore, the cross section
has to be folded with a Maxwellian-velocity distribution and integrated over all possible ve-
locities. This leads to a broadening of the cross section and the line width. By assuming that
the photon flux is constant or at least linear close to the resonance energy over this effective
line width, the energy-integrated cross section 𝐼𝑆 can be defined as

𝐼𝑆 = 𝜋2 ⋅ o2 ⋅ 𝑔 ⋅ Γ0 (2.13)

which is independent from the exact motions of the nuclei. For a more detailed discussion,
the reader is referred to Refs. [20, 22].
Because the photoexcitation happens from the ground state, only states with sufficiently large
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ground-state decay widths Γ0 are directly excited. Γ0 is proportional to the reduced transition
strength for excitation 𝐵(Π𝐿) ↑ via [21]

Γ0 = ∑
Π𝐿

8𝜋(𝐿 + 1)
𝐿[(2𝐿 + 1)!!]2 (

𝐸𝛾

ℏ𝑐 )

2𝐿+1 1
𝑔

𝐵(𝜎𝐿)↑ . (2.14)

By applying Eq. (2.14) with respect to 𝐸1, 𝑀1, and 𝐸2 transitions and using the 𝛾-ray energy
𝐸𝛾 in MeV and the ground-state decay width Γ0 in meV, the corresponding reduced transition
strengths can be calculated with

𝐵(𝐸1)↑ = 2.86 ⋅ 10−3 Γ0

𝐸3
𝛾

[e2fm2]

𝐵(𝑀1)↑ = 2.58 ⋅ 10−1 Γ0

𝐸3
𝛾

[𝜇2
N]

𝐵(𝐸2)↑ = 6.20 ⋅ 10+3 Γ0

𝐸5
𝛾

[e2fm4].

(2.15)

Γ0 can only be directly determined if either the ground-state decay is the only possible decay
channel, i.e., Γ0 = Γ = Γ𝑘, or all other decay channels are observed as well because the
deexcitation and not the excitation process is investigated in NRF measurements.





3 Real-photon scattering on 64Ni

3.1 Photon sources

There are two different methods which are most commonly used for the production of pho-
ton beams nowadays. An energetically-continuous, mainly-unpolarized bremsstrahlung beam
can be generated by the deceleration of electrons in a radiator target. The Laser-Compton
Backscattering (LCB) method can be utilized to produce quasimonoenergetic and linearly-
polarized photons. For this generation process, laser photons [eV] are Compton backscattered
off electrons with energies in the order of GeV. The laser photons experience a Lorentz boost
which is the largest for a head-on collision of the particles (𝐸max

𝛾 ≈ 4𝛾2𝐸laser for ultrarela-
tivistic electrons with the Lorentz factor 𝛾 = 1/ √1 − (𝑣/𝑐)2 ). In this way, the photons can
reach energies in the MeV range.
The characteristics of the photon beams generated by the different production mechanisms
enable a complete study of excited 𝐽 = 1 states and their decays.
By using an energetically-continuous bremsstrahlung beam, many states are excited in a sin-
gle experiment and spin quantum numbers, exploiting the different angular distributions, are
assigned (see Sec. 2.1). Additionally, the usage of a calibration target with known transitions
distributed over the total excitation-energy range allows the determination of the absolute
photon flux impinging on the target of interest. Hence, absolute quantities can be calcu-
lated. The wide excitation range holds the problem that a clear distinction between elastic
and inelastic decays is not easily feasible. Therefore, an inelastic decay may be interpreted as
ground-state decay and is not identified as 𝛾-decay branch of the corresponding excited state.
This prevents the calculation of reduced transition strengths 𝐵(Π𝐿). Moreover, higher-lying
levels may decay via one of the lower-lying states before reaching the ground state. This leads
to an overestimation of the energy-integrated cross section corresponding to the ground-state
decay of the lower-lying, fed state. Furthermore, bremsstrahlung beams do generally not al-
low the determination of the radiation character since only the edges of the bremsstrahlung
cone are linearly polarized.
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3 Real-photon scattering on 64Ni

Both problems are overcome when using the LCB technique. If the first excited state of a
nucleus has a sufficiently high excitation energy, all transitions, which occur in the energy
range covered by the photon flux, can firmly be identified as elastic decay and associated
with a nuclear state due to the small bandwidth of the photon beam (mostly in the order
of Δ𝐸/𝐸 ≈ 3 %). Additionally, as aforementioned, the photon beam is linearly polarized
which enables the study of the transition’s multipole character by using the different angular
distributions of electric and magnetic radiations. Besides all these advantages, the use of a
calibration standard is not easily feasible due to the small bandwidth, i.e., the determination
of the absolute photon flux impinging on the target is more difficult. Hence, already known
transitions of the target of interest itself are often used for the calibration.

To conclude, both techniques have advantages and disadvantages. In general, the brems-
strahlung and the LCB experiments serve as complementary measurements and both have to
be performed to obtain all information about the observed states and transitions of the nucleus
of interest.

3.2 Experimental facilities and setups

Two different kinds of NRF experiments were performed on 64Ni: (i) two bremsstrahlung
measurementswith differentmaximal photon energies at the 𝛾ELBE facility of theHelmholtz-
ZentrumDresden-Rossendorf (HZDR), Germany [62] and (ii) an LCB experiment at theHigh
Intensity 𝛾-ray Source (HI𝛾S) facility at the Duke University and TUNL in the US [63]. In
the following, both facilities and the setups are presented and experimental details are given.

3.2.1 𝛾ELBE

This section gives a short overview about the NRF setup at the Helmholtz-Zentrum Dresden-
Rossendorf (HZDR). All information were taken from and additional information can be
found in Ref. [62].
At the ELBE (Electron Linear accelerator of high Brilliance and low Emittance) facility, the
superconducting accelerator can accelerate electrons up to 20MeV with average currents up
to 1mA. After the acceleration, the electron beam is deflected and focused on a niobium
radiator by multiple dipole and quadrupole magnets. The high melting point (2468∘C) and
the medium atomic number of niobium (𝑍 = 41) make it a good radiator material. Six Nb
radiators are installed with varying thicknesses between 1.7mg/cm2 and 10.6mg/cm2. The
radiator targets can easily be interchanged during the experiment depending on the experi-
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3.2 Experimental facilities and setups

mental needs. All electrons which pass the radiator are deflected from the bremsstrahlung
beam into a beam dump by another dipole magnet. Behind the Nb radiator, an aluminum
beam hardener can be moved into the 𝛾-ray beam to reduce, especially, the low-energy pho-
tons. The generated photon beam is guided by a 2600mm-long aluminum (𝑆𝑛 = 13.1MeV)
collimator, which is positioned 1m behind the radiator, through a 1.6m-thick concrete wall
to the NRF setup. At the entrance, the collimator has a diameter of 5mm and, at the exit, of
24mm.
In the experimental hall, the 𝛾-ray beam passes a CD2 film which is surrounded by four sili-
con detectors perpendicular to the beam (𝜃 = 90∘) and at azimuthal angles 𝜙 of 0∘, 90∘, 180∘,
and 270∘. This setup can be used to determine the maximal photon energy by exploiting the
well-known process of photodisintegration of deuterons and the determination of the maxi-
mal kinetic energy of the emitted protons.
Afterwards, the 𝛾 rays impinge on the targets (the calibration target and the target of interest)
and the deexciting photons are recorded by four High-Purity Germanium (HPGe) detectors.
Each has a full-energy-peak (FEP) efficiency of 100% relative to a 3 inch x 3 inch NaI detec-
tor at 1332 keV. Two of these are positioned at 𝜃 = 90∘ relative to the beam axis and two at
𝜃 = 127∘. All four detectors are surrounded by passive background-suppression lead shields
of 10 cm thickness with conical holes acting as collimators for the HPGe detectors and active
Compton-suppression bismuth-germanate (BGO) scintillators (which serve as passive back-
ground shield as well). Additionally, thin absorption filters made of lead and copper can be
placed in front of the detectors for the reduction of, especially, low-energy photons. Behind
the NRF setup, the photon-beam dump is located.

Experimental details of the bremsstrahlung measurements

In this experiment, no beam hardener was positioned in the beam line. The 64Ni target was a
metallic disk with a diameter of 1.9 cm, a weight of 1456.56mg, and an isotopic enrichment
of 92.1%. As calibration standard a 300mg 11B target with an isotopic enrichment of 99.5%
was used. The deexciting 𝛾 rays were detected by two 100% HPGe detectors at 𝜃 = 127∘

(𝜃 = 90∘) relative to the beam axis with a distance of 28 cm (32 cm) to the target. More
details with respect to the two measurements are given in Table 3.1. The neutron-separation
energy of 64Ni equals 𝐸𝛾 = 9.7MeV which is 0.3MeV higher than the maximal photon
energy of the high-energy (HE) measurement 𝐸max(HE) = 9.4MeV.
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3 Real-photon scattering on 64Ni

Table 3.1: Experimental details of the bremsstrahlung experiments on 64Ni.

low-energy (LE) measurement high-energy (HE) measurement

Emax [MeV] 7.3 9.4

measuring time [h] 120 80

average current [𝜇𝐴] 604 604

Nb thickness [𝜇𝑚] 7 12.5

filter at 90∘ 3mm Pb + 3mm Cu 8mm Pb + 3mm Cu

filter at 127∘ 3mm Pb + 3mm Cu 3mm Pb + 3mm Cu

source measurement 226Ra -

3.2.2 HI𝛾S

In this section, information, relevant for this work, about the HI𝛾S facility [63] and the
𝛾3 setup [64] are compiled.
TheHI𝛾S facility is a joint project between theDuke Free Electron Laser Laboratory (DFELL)
and the TriangleUniversities Nuclear Laboratory (TUNL) [63]. AtHI𝛾S, the Laser-Compton-
Backscattering (LCB) process is used to generate the quasimonoenergetic and polarized pho-
ton beam.
Electrons are preaccelerated by a linear accelerator (0.18 − 0.28GeV) and, afterwards, in-
jected in a booster synchrotron where the electrons can be accelerated up to 1.2GeV. Then,
the electron beam is guided to the electron-storage ring. This consists of two 34m long
straight sections, one includes the injector and the other one the Free Electron Laser (FEL),
and two 20m arcs. Approximately in the magnetic field-free center of the FEL straight sec-
tion, the collision point for photons and electrons is located. For the production of 𝛾 rays, the
storage ring is operated in a two-bunch mode, i.e., two electron bunches, which are equally
separated, circulate in the storage ring at the same time.
The polarization of the photon beam is achieved by using polarized laser photons. Compton-
scattering processes conserve the polarization, i.e., if linearly-polarized laser photons are used
in the entrance channel, the 𝛾 rays are linearly polarized as well. At HI𝛾S, a linearly- as well
as a circularly-polarized photon beam can be produced. In the following, it is focused on
the generation of the linear polarization since this was used during the (𝛾, 𝛾′) experiment on
64Ni.
The OK-4 FEL consists of a system of wiggler magnets which periodically reflect the elec-
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tron beam in the horizontal plane. Therefore, the electrons’ trajectories are sinusoidal. This
implies that the electrons experience an acceleration and, in this way, synchrotron radiation,
which is polarized in the plane of the trajectory, is produced. The laser photons are reflected
back and forth along the FEL-straight section of the storage ring by a system of optical mir-
rors. The distance between the mirrors is 54m. In the magnetic field-free center of the
FEL-straight section, the photons, generated by one electron pulse, collide with the second
electron beam. This produces a 𝛾-ray burst every 179 ns. Because the mirrors are transparent
for high-energy photons, the 𝛾 rays can pass the mirrors and propagate through a collimator
to the experimental areas.
The HI𝛾S facility provides 𝛾-ray beams with energies between 1 and 100MeV and a degree of
polarization of > 95 %. Depending on the experimental needs, the 𝛾 rays can be produced in
either the pulsed or the quasicontinuous-wave (cw) mode. Furthermore, the experiment can
be conducted in the high-flux or the high-resolution mode. If the high-flux mode is chosen,
photon fluxes in the order of 109𝛾/s for 𝛾-ray energies between 5MeV and 20MeV with an
energy resolution of Δ𝐸/𝐸 ≈ 3 % can be achieved. By using the high-resolution mode, the
energy resolution can be improved at the expense of a reduced photon flux.

The 𝛾3 setup [64], used for the experiment on 64Ni, is located approximately 60m behind
the collision point. Before reaching the setup, the photon beam is again collimated (diame-
ter between 1/2 inch and 3/4 inch) and, then, propagates through a plastic beam pipe, which
can be evacuated, to the 𝛾3 setup. There, it impinges on the target which is surrounded by
four HPGe and four LaBr3 detectors. All detectors have cylindrical shapes. Several HPGe
detectors are available at HI𝛾S with relative FEP efficiencies of 55% and 60%. The LaBr3
detectors have diameters and lengths of 3 inch. The positions of the detectors during the 64Ni
experiment are given in Table 3.2. Furthermore, a 123% HPGe detector (also denoted as 0∘

detector) is used which can be automatically moved and positioned directly in the beam for
the detection of the incoming photon spectrum before each measurement. It is shielded by
thick copper absorbers to decrease the beam intensity during these measurements.
Two independent data-acquisition (DAQ) systems are utilized. The genie system is an ana-
log DAQ which reads out the signals detected by the HPGe detectors only. Additionally, the
digital GSI Multi Branch System (MBS) [65] is used to process the signals of all detectors,
i.e., the HPGe and LaBr3 detectors, and stores these on an event-by-event basis with certain
trigger conditions. Because the MBS records the energy and the time information of the
incoming signals, the resulting data can be used for 𝛾 − 𝛾 coincidence analyses. For more
information about the 𝛾3 setup, the reader is referred to Ref. [64]
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The statistics (due to a lower dead time) and energy resolution achieved by the genie DAQ
are better than that of the MBS. Therefore, the singles spectra are commonly analyzed using
the genie data.

Experimental details of the HI𝛾S measurements

For the experiment on 64Ni, the 𝛾-ray beam was generated in the cw mode in combination
with the high-flux mode. A 3/4 inch collimator was used which approximately matches the
diameter of the coin-like 64Ni target which was also used in the bremsstrahlung measurement.
Moreover, a pencil-like 64Ni target was positioned in the 𝛾3 setup during measurements at
high energies. This was also a metallic target with a diameter of 8mm and a total weight
of 4 g (92.3% isotopic enrichment), i.e., the diameter was smaller than that of the beam.
In Table 3.2, the most relevant information about the experiment is given. The distances
between the detectors and the target, and the copper and lead filters in front of the detectors
were changed two times during the experiment depending on the count rates of each detector.



3.2 Experimental facilities and setups

Table 3.2: Experimental details of the experiments on 64Ni at HI𝛾S.

Ebeam [MeV]

4.33, 4.48, 4.63, 5.86, 6.15, 6.38, 6.55, 6.75, 9.3, 9.6, 10.0

4.75, 4.95, 5.13, 6.95, 7.15, 7.35, 7.55, 7.8,

5.43, 5.63 8.05, 8.3, 8.55, 8.8, 9.05

target coin coin pencil like

measuring time [h] ≈ 2 − 3 each ≈ 3 − 4 each ≈ 3 − 4 each

source 56Co 56,60Co, 152Eu 56Co, 152Eu

distances between detectors (𝜃, 𝜙) and target [mm], thicknesses of absorbers [mm]

HPGe 1 X
(135∘, 315∘), 130.0, (135∘, 315∘), 179.0,

1.02 (Cu), 0.9 (Pb) 1.15 (Cu), 1.9 (Pb)

HPGe 2
(90∘, 90∘), 60.4, (90∘, 90∘), 79.5, (90∘, 90∘), 140,

1.15 (Cu), 1.2 (Pb) 1.02 (Cu), 1.4 (Pb) 1.15 (Cu), 4.63 (Pb)

HPGe 3
(135∘, 45∘), 130.0, (135∘, 45∘), 122.0, (135∘, 45∘), 152.0,

1.15 (Cu), 1.2 (Pb) 1.02 (Cu), 0.98 (Pb) 1.15 (Cu), 0.8 (Pb)

HPGe 4
(90∘, 0∘), 61.0, (95∘, 180∘), 108.5, (95∘, 180∘), 185.0,

1.2 (Pb) 1.85 (Pb) 6.05 (Pb)

LaBr3 1 X
(90∘, 0∘), 71.5, (90∘, 0∘), 83.4,

1.15 (Cu) 1.15 (Cu)

LaBr3 2
(90∘, 270∘), 59.4, (90∘, 270∘), 75.0, (90∘, 270∘), 88.4,

1.15 (Cu) 1.15 (Cu) 1.15 (Cu)

LaBr3 3
(135∘, 225∘), 72.0 (135∘, 225∘), 98.0 (135∘, 225∘), 100.0,

- - 3.15 (Cu)

LaBr3 4
(135∘, 135∘), 69.0 (135∘, 135∘), 92.5, (135∘, 135∘), 124.0

- - 3.15 (Cu)
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4 Data analyses

In this chapter, the analysis procedures for the two complementary (𝛾, 𝛾′) experiments are
discussed. One aim of both analyses is the extraction of energy-integrated cross sections 𝐼𝑆.
These are calculated by correcting the peak area 𝐴 deduced from the recorded deexcitation
spectra for the number of target nuclei 𝑁𝑇, the photon flux impinging on the target 𝑁𝛾(𝐸𝑋),
the detection efficiency 𝜖(𝐸𝛾), and the angular distribution 𝑊Π𝐿(𝜃, 𝜙) [22]:

𝐼𝑆 = 𝐴
𝑁𝑇 ⋅ 𝑁𝛾(𝐸𝑋) ⋅ 𝜖(𝐸𝛾) ⋅ 𝑊Π𝐿(𝜃, 𝜙)

. (4.1)

The analysis steps for receiving these quantities are explained in the following.
Besides this state-by-state analysis, average cross sections were extracted from the HI𝛾S data.
The corresponding analysis steps are explained in Sec. 4.2.6.
If not otherwise noted, the uncertainties were calculated using Gaussian uncertainty propa-
gation.
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4 Data analyses

4.1 Bremsstrahlung data of 64Ni

4.1.1 Photon-flux and detection-efficiency determination

The model-independent determination of absolute energy-integrated cross sections 𝐼𝑆 is one
advantage of the NRF technique. For this purpose, the absolute product of photon flux im-
pinging on the target𝑁𝛾(𝐸𝑋) and full-energy detection efficiency 𝜖(𝐸𝛾) has to be known. This
was determined by irradiating a calibration target in addition to the target of interest during
the experiment. One commonly-utilized calibration nuclide for NRF studies is 11B because
of its well-distributed and strong transitions between 2MeV and 9MeV. Equation (4.1) was
rearranged to calculate 𝑁𝛾𝜖. For this purpose, the number of target nuclei 𝑁𝑇, the energy-
integrated cross section 𝐼𝑆, the angular distribution 𝑊Π1(𝜃), and the deduced peak areas,
corrected for feeding contributions, 𝐴 corresponding to transitions of 11B were inserted. The
corresponding quantities of the transitions of 11B are summarized in Table 4.1. Since the
bremsstrahlung beam is mainly unpolarized, the angular distribution depends only on the
scattering angle 𝜃 as explained in Sec. 2.1. To obtain a functional dependence between the
𝛾-ray energy and the product 𝑁𝛾 ⋅ 𝜖, the shapes of both quantities have to be determined.

Table 4.1: Excitation energies𝐸𝑋 and energies of the final states 𝐸𝑓, after inelastic decays, of
the relevant transitions in 11B are given. The corresponding energy-integrated cross sections
𝐼𝑆 were calculated using the total decay widths Γ of Ref. [66] and the ground-state decay
branching ratios Γ0/Γ taken from Ref. [67]. The angular distributions 𝑊 (𝜃) were computed
using the multipole-mixing ratios given in Ref. [67]. Furthermore, the ratios of the angular
distributions 𝜔 = 𝑊 (90∘)/𝑊 (127∘) are presented.

𝐸𝑋 [keV] 𝐸𝑓 [keV] Γ𝑓/Γ in % 𝐼𝑆 [keV ⋅ fm2] 𝑊 (90∘) 𝑊 (127∘) 𝜔

2125 100 5.1(4) 1 1 1
4445 100 16.3(6) 0.978 1.002 0.976
5020 85.8(4) 21.96(7) 0.922 1.007 0.916

2125 14.2(4) 1.178 0.985 1.196
7286 88.4(3) 9.7(7) 0.930 1.006 0.924

4445 5.3(4) 1.067 0.994 1.073
5020 6.3(4) 0.937 1.005 0.932

8920 97.3(1) 29.86(15) 0.930 1.006 0.924
4445 2.7(1) 1.068 1.027 1.040

The energy distributions of the bremsstrahlungwere obtained by calculating the bremsstrahlung
cross section using the process description by Roche et al. which takes into account the
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Figure 4.1: The energy distributions of the bremsstrahlung used during the HE (blue) and
the LE (red) measurements at 𝛾ELBE are illustrated.

Coulomb correction [68], i.e., the distortion of the plane waves associated with the incident
electrons by the Coulomb field of the nuclei for low electron energies. However, it neglects
the correction for the screening of the nuclear Coulomb potential by the surrounding elec-
trons. This contribution is included in a second bremsstrahlung code that computes the Bethe-
Heitler cross sections with and without the atomic screening [69]. In this way, the correction
factor was extracted and subtracted from the Coulomb-corrected cross section. The computer
codes were provided by E. Haug [70]. The resulting photon-flux distributions were described
by polynomials of fifth order and are shown in Fig. 4.1 as blue (HE) and red (LE) squares.

The full-energy-peak (FEP) efficiencies were simulated for all detectors in the experimental
setup configuration of the HE measurement using a Monte-Carlo code [71, 72] and were
described by the so-called Wiedenhöver function:

𝜖(𝐸𝛾) = 𝑎 ⋅ (𝐸𝛾 − 𝑏 + 𝑐 ⋅ exp(−𝑑 ⋅ 𝐸𝛾))−𝑒. (4.2)

Afterwards, the results were scaled to the extracted FEP-efficiency values of a 226Ra source
measurement. In Fig. 4.2, the Monte-Carlo simulations, 226Ra data, and scaled Wiedenhöver
functions are depicted in dark gray, red, and green, respectively. Whereas the absorbers in

27



4 Data analyses

 2

 4

 6

 8

 1000  3000  5000  7000  9000

LE and HE
127°

ef
fi

ci
en

cy
 [

10
-4

]

energy [keV]

 0

 2

 4

 6

 8

 1000  3000  5000  7000

 

 

 

 

    

LE
90°

ef
fi

ci
en

cy
 [

ar
b.

 u
ni

ts
]

energy [keV]

simulation
226Ra
226Ra scaled
11B
64Ni
Wiedenhöver

 

 

 

 

 

 1000  3000  5000  7000  9000
 0

 2

 4

 6

 8

    

HE
90°

ef
fi

ci
en

cy
 [

10
-4

]

energy [keV]

Figure 4.2: The FEP efficiencies of the detectors at 𝜃 = 127∘ (𝜃 = 90∘) are depicted in the
upper (lower) part of the figure. For the 90∘ detectors, different absorber configurations were
utilized for the LE (left) and the HE (right) measurements. The calculated efficiencies of
the 226Ra measurement are shown in red and the scaled results of Monte-Carlo efficiency
simulations in dark gray. The Wiedenhöver function was fitted to the scaled simulations
(light green). In the case of the 𝜃 = 90∘ detectors of the LE measurement, the Wiedenhöver
function was fitted to the scaled 226Ra data (orange) and the reconstructed efficiency values
using transitions of 11B (blue) and 64Ni (purple). For details concerning the calculation and
scaling, see text.
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front of the backward detectors were not changed between the HE and the LE measurement,
the thickness of the lead absorbers in front of the 90∘ detectors was reduced for the LE mea-
surement (from 8mm to 3mm) (lower left part of Fig. 4.2). For this absorber configuration,
no Monte-Carlo simulation existed. Therefore, the FEP efficiency was reconstructed up to
the maximal photon energy by using strong dipole transitions of 64Ni (Δ𝐴/𝐴 < 20%) inves-
tigated in the LE spectra and assuming 𝜔Π1 = 0.74 (purple data points). Therefore, it was
required that these transitions were firmly identified as dipole transition in the analysis of the
HE data. Furthermore, transitions of 11B with statistical uncertainties < 10%, and without
an energetically-overlapping transition of 64Ni (overlapping transitions were identified using
the HI𝛾S data) were used for this purpose (blue). The corresponding absolute FEP-efficiency
values were calculated via

𝜖(90∘) = 𝐴(90∘)
𝐴(127∘)

⋅ 𝜖(127∘) ⋅ 𝜏(127∘)
𝜏(90∘) ⋅ 𝜔

(4.3)

with 𝜏 being the effective measuring times of the individual detectors. The ratios of the an-
gular distributions 𝜔 of transitions of 11B are listed in Table 4.1. To show that this method
works, it was applied to the 11B transitions recorded by the 𝜃 = 90∘ detectors in the HE con-
figuration (blue data points in the lower right part of Fig. 4.2).
As depicted in the lower left part of Fig. 4.2, the agreement between the reconstructed effi-
ciencies and the 226Ra data is rather poor. Hence, the source data were scaled to the ener-
getically lowest-lying transition of 11B which was not influenced by feeding contributions.
Therefore, the 𝛾-ray transition with 𝐸𝛾 ≈ 2895 keV was used and not the ground-state decay
of the 2125 keV level. The resulting scaling factor was applied to the source data and the re-
sults are shown as orange data points. Afterwards, theWiedenhöver function was fitted to the
scaled 226Ra, 11B, and 64Ni data at once (light green). The deviating absolute values could be
caused by, e.g., non-consistently recorded effective measuring times or inconsistent position-
ing of the 226Ra source and the targets (11B and 64Ni). Since only the efficiencies’ shapes and
no absolute values were necessary, the differences do not impact the next steps of the analysis.

The fit functions determined to describe the photon-flux distributions and shapes of the FEP
efficiencies were folded and scaled to experimental values of transitions of 11B with sta-
tistical uncertainties smaller than 10 % (which excludes the decay of the 7285 keV level in
the LE measurement). Furthermore, the ground-state transition of the level at 8920 keV was
excluded in the HEmeasurement because the analysis of the HI𝛾S data showed that a ground-
state transition of 64Ni energetically overlaps with this transition. Figures 4.3 and 4.4 depict
the resulting absolute product 𝑁𝛾 ⋅ 𝜖 in a logarithmic way for the backward 𝜃 = 127∘ (red)
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Figure 4.3: The logarithm of the product of absolute photon flux and FEP efficiencies of the
LE measurement is scaled to well-known transitions of the calibration standard 11B for the
127∘ (red) and 90∘ (blue) detectors.

and 𝜃 = 90∘ (blue) detectors for the LE and the HE measurement, respectively.
Although the ground-state decay of the 8920-keV state was not used for the scaling, the corre-
sponding value is presented in Fig. 4.4. Because it agrees with the scaled product 𝑁𝛾 ⋅𝜖, it was
concluded that the transition of 64Ni is comparably weak. Shown uncertainties include con-
tributions of the peak-fitting procedure and the uncertainties of the energy-integrated cross
sections 𝐼𝑆 given in Table 4.1.
To estimate the precision of the used description of the product 𝑁𝛾 ⋅ 𝜖 with respect to the
calculated 11B values, the corresponding relative deviations were computed (cf. Fig. 4.5).
Based on this, the systematic uncertainty introduced by the functional description was esti-
mated to be 10%. The larger deviation and the large error bars corresponding to the 7283 keV
decay recorded by the 𝜃 = 90∘ detectors are probably caused by the vicinity to the maximal
photon energy of the bremsstrahlung spectrum where the photon intensity steeply decreases.
Because this steep decrease starts approximately at 6500 keV (cf. Fig. 4.3), the uncertainty
above this energy was estimated to be 20% which is in accordance with the deviation ob-
served in Fig. 4.5.
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4.1.2 Multipolarity assignment

The distinction between dipole and quadrupole transitions was carried out by calculating the
intensity ratio 𝜔 for all observed transitions using

𝜔 = 𝐴(90∘)
𝐴(127∘)

⋅
𝑁𝛾𝜖(127∘)
𝑁𝛾𝜖(90∘)

. (4.4)

The results were compared to the expected ratio between the two angular distributions 𝑊 (90∘)
𝑊 (127∘)

(see Sec. 2.1). By taking into account the finite opening angles of the detectors, the ratios of
the angular distributions equal 𝜔 = 0.74 for a dipole transition and 𝜔 = 2.13 for a quadrupole
transition [53]. Peaks in the deexcitation spectra were assigned to a 𝛾-ray transition if the
relative uncertainties of the peak areas in both spectra are smaller than Δ𝐴/𝐴 < 30 %. In
Fig. 4.6, all observed transitions, fulfilling this condition and not identified as background
radiation, are illustrated.
In addition, transitions resulting completely from single-escape (SE) events were excluded.
For this purpose, it was checked whether two transitions are energetically separated by 511 ±
1 keV and, afterwards, whether the lower one was observed in the HI𝛾S spectra. When the
transition did not appear in the HI𝛾S spectra, it was identified as pure SE peak. Otherwise,
only an SE contribution was assumed and the corresponding transition is included in the
figure. The lowest (highest) horizontal line marks the expected angular ratio of a dipole
(quadrupole) transitionwhereas the horizontal dashed line corresponds to an isotropic angular
distribution.
States with low excitation energies can be fed by higher-lying states. This leads to a smeared-
out angular distribution, i.e., the angular distribution is more isotropic, of the ground-state
decay of the lower-lying state since different 𝑚 substates were populated. Therefore, below
6.5MeV (dashed vertical line), the intensity ratios extracted from the LE measurement were
utilized for the multipolarity assignment and the HE data for higher-energetic ground-state
transitions. In addition to the 10% uncertainty resulting from the 𝑁𝛾 ⋅ 𝜖 determination, the
statistical uncertainties of the peak areas were taken into account.
The intensity ratios of the relevant 11B transitions are shown as blue triangles. These agree
with the expected values (cf. Table 4.1). Below 5MeV, six transitions previously identified
as 𝐸2 transitions of 64Ni [73] were observed in this experiment (green circles in Fig. 4.6). It
can be seen that most of the corresponding intensity ratios are below the expected angular-
distribution ratio of a quadrupole transition. Therefore, it was concluded that these lower-
lying states are highly fed as discussed above.
Besides already known inelastic decays of states of 64Ni [73], further inelastic transitions
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Figure 4.6: Calculated intensity ratios 𝜔 using the LE (HE) measurement are depicted on
the left (right) side of the dashed vertical line at 𝐸𝛾 = 6500 keV. Already known 𝐸2 and
observed inelastic transitions are illustrated in green and black, respectively [73]. All other
observed decays of 64Ni are presented in red. Furthermore, transitions, which were identified
as possible inelastic transitions due to their 𝛾-ray energies, are shown in gray. The calculated
intensity ratios of the relevant 11B transitions are displayed as blue triangles. For details, see
text

were identified. For this, the differences between all the transitions’ energies were calculated
and compared to the energy of the ground-state decay of the 2+

1 state (𝐸(2+
1 ) = 1346 keV).

When the energy of a transition is 1346 ± 1 keV lower than that of any other transition and,
additionally, this decay was not observed in the HI𝛾S spectra, it was identified as inelastic
transition. Not all energies, especially below 4MeV and in the lower 5MeV region, were
covered in the HI𝛾S experiment. Hence, the aforementioned energy condition was interpreted
as a hint for an inelastic transition but not a clear proof for transitions with these energies (gray
data points).
The red data points in Fig. 4.6 correspond to all other transitions of 64Niwhich were observed.
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Figure 4.7: Calculated ratios of energy-integrated cross sections 𝐼𝑆 deduced from the 127∘

detectors during the HE and LE measurements. Values corresponding to 64Ni are shown in
red and to 11B in blue.

4.1.3 Feeding contributions

In bremsstrahlung experiments, many nuclear states are excited and can be investigated in one
single measurement. This enables the simultaneous analysis of many states. However, lower-
lying states can be fed by the higher-lying levels. To investigate feeding contributions, two
bremsstrahlung measurements with different maximal photon energies (7.3MeV (LE) and
9.4MeV (HE)) were performed on 64Ni. The ratios of the energy-integrated cross sections
𝐼𝑆 (see Eq. (4.1)) deduced from the LE and HE measurements were calculated

𝐼𝑆(HE)
𝐼𝑆(LE)

⎧⎪
⎨
⎪⎩

≈ 1 no feeding contribution

> 1 feeding contribution.
(4.5)

Figure 4.7 shows the results for ground-state decays between both measurements utilizing the
127∘ detectors for 64Ni (red) and 11B (blue). The displayed uncertainties include the statistical
uncertainties of the peak areas and the uncertainties introduced by the product of photon flux
and efficiency as explained before. As stated in Eq. (4.5), 𝐼𝑆(HE)/𝐼𝑆(LE) ≈ 1 means that the
state is not fed whereas 𝐼𝑆(HE)/𝐼𝑆(LE) > 1 indicates a feeding contribution from a higher-
lying level excited only in the HE measurement. As depicted in Fig. 4.7, the states of 64Ni up
to approximately 4.3MeV are highly fed and levels above are not much influenced by feeding
contributions.
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4.2 Laser-Compton-Backscattering data of 64Ni

4.2.1 Deconvolution of photon spectra

Recorded 𝛾-ray spectra consist of events resulting from background radiation, incident pho-
tons of interest, and the corresponding detector response. For some analysis steps, a disen-
tanglement of these contributions is crucial. Therefore, the method applied in this work is
shortly introduced.
The deconvolution toolHorst (histogram original reconstruction spectrum tool) was used [74].
It is based on the fact that the recorded spectrum 𝑠′ can be represented as superposition of
the detector-response matrix 𝑅 and the incoming 𝛾-ray spectrum 𝑠

𝑠′ = 𝑅 ⋅ 𝑠. (4.6)

To obtain the spectrum corresponding to photons of interest, the responsematrix𝑅 is inverted
and Eq. (4.6) is solved for 𝑠. In Eq. (4.6), the influence of statistical fluctuations is neglected.
These and systematic uncertainties resulting from the fitting procedure can be included by
utilizing the Gaussian-propagation principle or the Monte-Carlo approach implemented in
Horst. The latter method was used in this work. In each iteration, the input parameters, i.e.,
the recorded spectrum and the response matrix, are varied within their statistical uncertainties
resulting in different solutions for 𝑠. Besides returning each solution for 𝑠, Horst calculates
the mean and the standard deviation of all Monte-Carlo iterations for each energy bin. For
more details, the reader is referred to Ref. [74].

4.2.2 Full-energy-peak efficiency

The full-energy-peak (FEP) efficiency up to 3.5MeV was determined using source measure-
ments (see Table 3.2). Because the activity of the 56Co source is unknown, the correspond-
ing values were scaled to the 152Eu data. Furthermore, to take different locations of the
sources in the beam line and different geometries into account, the 60Co data were slightly
(less than 10%) adjusted to be in accordance with the 152Eu data for determining the FEP
efficiency for the beam-energy settings between 5.86 and 9.05MeV. Figure 4.8 illustrates the
152Eu and the adjusted 56,60Co data valid for the energy runs between Ebeam = 5.86MeV and
Ebeam = 9.05MeV as red, orange, and blue data points, respectively.
For gaining information about the FEP efficiencies up to 10MeV, the utr tool was utilized
[75] which is an implementation of the upper target room (utr) at HI𝛾S based on geant4
[76–78]. The thickness of the implemented Cu and Pb filters in front of the detectors and
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the distances between the detectors and the source were varied until the simulated efficiency
data were in agreement with the source data (light-gray squares in Fig. 4.8). Afterwards, the
best-fitting parameters were used to simulate an isotropic source that emits the 𝛾 rays out of a
box which has the dimensions of the 64Ni target. Furthermore, the 64Ni target was simulated
as well to take into account that, especially, low-energetic photons emitted from the target can
interact with the material again before reaching the detector (dark-gray squares). As it can
be seen in Fig. 4.8, this effect is strong for the detectors under 𝜃 = 90∘ and comparably weak
for the detector at backward angle. This means to reach one of the 𝜃 = 90∘ detectors, the
probability for an atomic interaction of the emitted photon within the target is much higher
since the average amount of target material, which has to be passed, is higher for the 𝜃 = 90∘

detectors. The simulated efficiencies were described by

𝜖(𝐸𝛾) = 𝑚 ⋅ 𝑒𝑥𝑝(−𝑛 ⋅ 𝐸𝛾) + 𝑜 ⋅ 𝑒𝑥𝑝(−𝑝 ⋅ 𝐸𝛾) (4.7)

and are depicted in light green in Fig. 4.8. The deviations between simulation values and fit
function are smaller than 3% for all HPGe detectors in the relevant energy range (between
E(2+

1 ) = 1.35MeV and 10MeV).
For the analysis of the NRF data, only one of the backward HPGe detectors (HPGe3 at
𝜃, 𝜙 = 135∘, 45∘) was used since the crystal of the other backward detector is not positioned
in the center of the dewar and no information about the alignment of the crystal and the target
were given. Furthermore, the comparison of the FEP efficiencies obtained using the analog
(genie) and the digital (MBS) data acquisition shows a deviation of more than 20% for this
detector. This is probably caused by a wrongly recorded effective measuring time of the genie
system. Therefore, the inclusion of the data of this detector would increase the uncertainties
and it was decided to neglected this detector for the analysis.
For the setup configuration, which was utilized for the measurements with beam energies
below 5.86MeV, only a 56Co measurement was performed. However, as it is pointed out
in Sec. 4.2.4, the knowledge about the relative FEP efficiencies is sufficient for these beam
energies. In the case of Ebeam > 9.05MeV, 152Eu and 56Co were used as radioactive sources,
i.e., absolute FEP efficiencies were determined. The procedure for extrapolating the FEP ef-
ficiencies up to 10MeV was always the same as described above.
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Figure 4.8: FEP efficiencies of the HPGe detectors are illustrated for the setup configuration
of the experimental measurements between 5.86 and 9.05MeV. The data of the 56,60Co mea-
surements (orange, blue) were scaled to the 152Eu (red) values to obtain a good description
of the efficiencies’ shapes. Simulations were performed to reproduce the source data (light
gray). The corresponding filter thicknesses and distances were applied to perform simula-
tions including the target (dark gray). The fit functions according to Eq. (4.7) are shown in
light green.
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Table 4.2: The angular distributions of pure 𝐸1, 𝑀1, and 𝐸2 transitions are given for the
positions 𝜃, 𝜙 of the HPGe detectors.

𝜃, 𝜙 𝑊𝐸1(𝜃, 𝜙) 𝑊𝑀1(𝜃, 𝜙) 𝑊𝐸2(𝜃, 𝜙)
vertical detector (𝐸1) 90∘, 90∘ 1.5 0 0

backward detector 135∘, 45∘ 9/8 9/8 5/8
horizontal detector (𝑀1) 90∘, 0∘ 0 1.5 1.5

4.2.3 Radiation-character assignment

At HI𝛾S, the radiation character of a transition is assigned by determining the direction of
movement of the deexciting photon relative to the polarization plane of the incident photon.
The angular distributions 𝑊Π𝐿(𝜃, 𝜙) of 𝐸1, 𝑀1, and 𝐸2 transitions for the positions of the
HPGe detectors are given in Table 4.2. To determine the radiation character, the analyzing
power Σℎ𝑣 is defined as [79]:

Σℎ𝑣 =
𝑊Π𝐿(90∘, 0∘) − 𝑊Π𝐿(90∘, 90∘)
𝑊Π𝐿(90∘, 0∘) + 𝑊Π𝐿(90∘, 90∘)

=
⎧⎪
⎨
⎪⎩

+1 𝑀1 and 𝐸2 transitions

−1 𝐸1 (and 𝑀2) transitions.
(4.8)

The experimentally accessible quantity is the so-called asymmetry 𝜖ℎ𝑣 which corrects the
analyzing power for the finite opening angles of the detectors and the degree of polarization
of the incoming photon beam. These corrections are included in the factor 𝑞 in:

𝜖ℎ𝑣 = 𝑞 ⋅ Σℎ𝑣 =
𝐴corr(90∘, 0∘) − 𝐴corr(90∘, 90∘)
𝐴corr(90∘, 0∘) + 𝐴corr(90∘, 90∘)

. (4.9)

Here, 𝐴corr denotes the peak area corrected for the effective measuring time and FEP effi-
ciency of the corresponding detector. For the assignment, the calculated asymmetry of each
transition was compared to simulated asymmetries which include the opening-angle correc-
tion. By varying the distances between detector and target, the opening angle and, therefore,
the expected asymmetry change. Three different setup configurations were utilized during
the 64Ni experiment indicated by the vertical, gray dashed lines in Fig. 4.9.
The asymmetries 𝜖ℎ𝑣 for all observed transitions are illustrated in Fig. 4.9. A firm (ten-
tative) radiation-character assignment was performed, when the calculated asymmetry 𝜖ℎ𝑣

agrees within 2𝜎 (3𝜎) with only one of the simulated asymmetry values (horizontal lines in
Fig. 4.9). For that purpose, an uncertainty of 10 % was assumed for the simulated asymme-
tries to take into account the different positions and geometries of sources and the 64Ni targets.
In Sec. 4.2.4, the reason for the choice of an uncertainty of 10 % is given. In orange (blue), all
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Figure 4.9: The asymmetry values 𝜖ℎ𝑣 of all transitions of 64Ni observed at HI𝛾S are illus-
trated. In the case of a firmly (tentatively) identified 𝐸1 transition, the corresponding data
point is illustrated as full (empty) blue circle. The same holds for 𝑀1 transitions but these
are indicated in orange. When no radiation-character assignment was possible, the 𝜖ℎ𝑣 value
is shown as gray empty triangle. One known 𝐸2 transition [73] was observed at 4640 keV
whose multipolarity was determined using the bremsstrahlung data and the investigation of
the radiation character at HI𝛾S confirms the 𝐸2 character within 3𝜎 (black empty circle).
The radiation characters of the transitions highlighted in red were determined by using the
energy-integrated cross sections. Three different setup configurations were used during the
experiment, resulting in three different simulated asymmetry pairs (solid horizontal lines) for
𝑀1 and 𝐸1 transitions. The energies at which the setup was modified are indicated by dashed
vertical lines.

identified 𝑀1 (𝐸1) transitions are indicated. Open circles correspond to transitions which
are only tentatively characterized. For transitions corresponding to asymmetries 𝜖ℎ𝑣 marked
in gray, a radiation character could not be assigned using the aforementioned conditions.
As indicated in Table 4.2 and by the ground-state decay of a known 2+ state at𝐸𝑥 = 4641 keV
(black empty circle) [73], a similar asymmetry 𝜖ℎ𝑣 is expected for 𝑀1 and 𝐸2 transitions.
When the multipolarity was already known from the bremsstrahlung measurement, the tran-
sition was considered as fully characterized. When the multipolarity was not firmly assigned,
the transition was further analyzed by using the deexcitation spectra recorded by the back-
ward HPGe detector of the HI𝛾S experiment as well. For that purpose, the asymmetries 𝜖ℎ𝑏

and 𝜖𝑣𝑏 were defined analogously to Eq. (4.9) [80]. The results for the affected transitions,
and the simulated asymmetries are illustrated in Figs. 4.10 and 4.11 for transitions observed
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Figure 4.10: The calculated asymmetries 𝜖hb (upper right) and 𝜖vb (lower left) in dependence
on the energy are illustrated for transitions investigated in the measurements at beam energies
between 5.86 and 9.05MeV. In the lower right, the correlation of both asymmetries is shown.
Additionally, the simulated values for pure 𝐸1, 𝑀1, and 𝐸2 transitions are depicted in blue,
orange, and green, respectively. The asymmetries were only calculated if the transition was
not firmly characterized in the analysis of the bremsstrahlung data and the asymmetry 𝜖hv.
For details, see text.

in the measurements between 5.86 and 9.05MeV and between 9.3 and 9.6MeV, respectively.
For a firm (tentative) assignment using the backward detector the calculated 𝜖ℎ𝑏 value had to
agree within its 2𝜎 (3𝜎) range with the corresponding simulated asymmetry and, at the same
time, the simulated 𝜖𝑣𝑏 value had to be within the 2𝜎 (3𝜎) range of the calculated one.
The assigned spin-parity quantum numbers corresponding to the observed ground-state de-
cays are summarized in Table I in the manuscript in Chapter 5. In addition, the characteri-
zations of four transitions due to their energy-integrated cross sections are described. These
are highlighted in red in Fig. 4.9.
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Figure 4.11: The calculated asymmetries 𝜖hb (upper right) and 𝜖vb (lower left) in dependence
on the energy are illustrated for transitions investigated in the measurements at beam ener-
gies of 9.3 and 9.6MeV. In the lower right, the correlation of both asymmetries is shown.
Additionally, the simulated values for pure 𝐸1, 𝑀1, and 𝐸2 transitions are depicted in blue,
orange, and green, respectively.
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4.2.4 Photon-flux determination

The general principle of the photon-flux determination at HI𝛾S is comparable to that of the
bremsstrahlung experiment, i.e., the photon-flux distribution has to be determined which is,
afterwards, scaled to known transitions.
For the determination of the photon flux’ shape, a 123% HPGe detector (0∘detector) is posi-
tioned in the beam detecting the incident photon spectrum before each measurement with a
different beam-energy setting. First, background due to cosmic radiation has to be subtracted
from the recorded spectra. For this purpose, the shape of this background radiation above
4MeV was determined by using the spectrum recorded during a 56Co source measurement
at the 𝛾3 setup for eight hours and it is well described by

bg(𝐸𝛾) = 𝑎 ⋅ exp(−𝑏 ⋅ 𝐸𝛾) + 𝑐 ⋅ exp(−𝑑 ⋅ 𝐸𝛾) + 𝑒 ⋅ exp(−𝑓 ⋅ 𝐸𝛾) + 𝑔. (4.10)

It was scaled to and, afterwards, subtracted from the experimental 64Ni spectra. The back-
ground-corrected spectrum (gray histogram in Fig. 4.12) was deconvoluted using the code
Horst. One exemplary deconvoluted spectrum is illustrated in Fig. 4.12 as black histogram.
As described before, the Monte-Carlo approach was utilized to estimate the uncertainties (cf.
Sec. 4.2.1). All resulting distributions were individually fitted using

𝑁𝛾(𝐸𝛾) = 𝑎 ⋅
𝑒𝑥𝑝 (

−(𝐸𝛾−𝑚)2

2𝑠2 )

√2𝜋𝑠2
⋅

(
1 + 𝑒𝑟𝑓

(
𝑏 ⋅ (𝐸𝛾 − 𝑚)

√2 ⋅ 𝑠 ))
. (4.11)

The parameters 𝑚 and 𝑠 can be interpreted as a measure for the centroid energy and the width
of the distribution, respectively. The 𝑏 parameter describes the skewed, high-energy side of
the distribution. This procedure only gives information about the photon-flux distribution
and not about the true number of photons impinging on the 64Ni target due to the used copper
absorbers in front of the 0∘ detector for attenuating the beam.

Because of the quasimonoenergetic 𝛾-ray beam at HI𝛾S, it is not easily feasible to use a cal-
ibration target for the absolute photon-flux determination. Hence, transitions of the nucleus
of interest itself, which have been investigated in, e.g., bremsstrahlung experiments, serve as
calibration points. As stated in Sec. 4.1.2 and Sec. 4.1.3, some transitions are contaminated by
SE events or feeding contributions in the bremsstrahlung data but not in the Laser-Compton-
Backscattering (LCB) experiment. Therefore, these transitions have to be identified before-
hand and cannot be used for the photon-flux scaling. For strong transitions (𝐼𝑆 > 2 keV fm2

42



4.2 Laser-Compton-Backscattering data of 64Ni

 0

 2

 4

 6

 8

 10

 12

 7800  7900  8000  8100  8200  8300  8400  8500  8600  8700

ph
ot

on
-c

ur
re

nt
 d

en
si

ty
 [

10
-2

2  (
ke

V
 f

m
2  s

)-1
]

energy [keV]

recorded spectrum [arb. units]
unfolded spectrum [arb. units]

calculated distribution [arb. units]
64Ni (backward detector)

64Ni (E1 detector)
64Ni (M1 detector)

Figure 4.12: The energy distribution of the photons recorded by the beam monitor at a beam
energy of Ebeam = 8.3MeV is depicted in gray and one exemplary deconvolution result in
black. In addition, the calculated photon distribution using the accelerator settings is shown
in red [81, 82]. All data are scaled to strong transitions of 64Ni at the high-energy side of the
distribution recorded by the backward (turquoise), 𝐸1 (blue), and 𝑀1 (orange) detectors.

and Δ𝐼𝑆/𝐼𝑆 < 10 %), the photon-current densities were calculated according to

𝑁𝛾 = 𝐴
𝑁𝑇 ⋅ 𝐼𝑆(𝐸𝑥) ⋅ 𝜖(𝐸𝛾) ⋅ 𝑊Π𝐿(𝜃, 𝜙) ⋅ 𝜏

. (4.12)

To be independent from different 𝛾3 HPGe detectors, an additional correction was introduced
to account for the different effective measuring times 𝜏. Therefore, 𝑁𝛾 is the photon-current
density in this section. For the determination of the uncertainties of the experimental 𝑁𝛾 val-
ues, only statistical uncertainties from the 𝛾ELBE (Δ𝐼𝑆) and HI𝛾S (Δ𝐴) experiments were
taken into account. The deconvoluted spectra were scaled to extracted values of transitions
of 64Ni. In Fig. 4.12, the recorded spectrum at a beam energy of Ebeam = 8.3MeV (gray) and
the high-energy side of the deconvoluted spectrum of one Monte-Carlo iteration determined
by the code Horst (black) were scaled to transitions of 64Ni recorded by the backward detec-
tor (turquoise).
As it can be noted, the photon-flux distribution impinging on the 64Ni target is more narrow
than the deconvoluted spectrum of the 0∘ detector. This effect occurred for all beam energies
between 5.86 and 9.05MeV. For lower and higher beam energies not enough 64Ni transitions
were observed in the bremsstrahlung data to investigate this effect. To exclude that this dis-
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crepancy results due to problems concerning the 0∘ detector or the deconvolution procedure,
the photon-flux distribution was calculated by using the settings of the accelerator as well
(red data points in Fig. 4.12) [81, 82]. A good agreement between this calculation and the
Horst result can be noticed. This is an additional indication that the photon flux impinging
on the 64Ni target is different than the generated one.
As possible explanation it is suggested that the target and the photon beam were not well
aligned during the experiment. The beam and the target had approximately the same diam-
eter. Since the beam has a spatial energy distribution (higher energies are in the center and
lower energies at the edges of the circular beam), a not perfect alignment of target and beam
would lead to a cutting off of the low-energy tail of the photon-flux distribution.
One additional result of this effect is illustrated in Fig. 4.13. During some measurements,
an additional 64Ni target with a diameter of only 0.8 cm was positioned in the beam line at
a parasitic setup consisting of three HPGe detectors. This means that, actually, the same
photon flux had to impinge on both 64Ni targets. The direct comparison of the deexcita-
tion spectra recorded by the 𝐸1 HPGe detectors (𝜃, 𝜙 = 90∘, 90∘) of both setups is shown
in Fig. 4.13. Whereas the transition at approximately 8050 keV appeared more strongly in
the spectra recorded at the 𝛾3 setup with the 1.9 cm diameter target (blue histogram), the
strengths of all transitions above 8200 keV are comparable for both targets. This indicates
that less low-energy photons impinged on the target with the smaller diameter (red) than on
the other, i.e., different energy distributions can be observed.
Indeed, the beam pipe and the 64Ni target were aligned relative to the incoming beam before
the experiment had started. However, the target was unmounted between the 5.63 and the
5.86MeV experimental runs to perform source measurements. It is possible that the target
was not perfectly aligned when it was remounted which might result in this disagreement.
Because many strong transitions are present between 6 and 9MeV in the 64Ni data, it was
decided to use these data points not only for the determination of the absolute photon flux
but also for extracting the photon-flux distribution. For this purpose, some assumptions had
to be made: first, the effect impacts all beam-energy settings to the same degree (if the target
and detectors were not moved) which implies that functional dependencies using all measure-
ments can be set up. Second, the high-energy side is not affected and is the same as recorded
by the beam monitor, i.e., the 𝑏 parameter of Eq. (4.11) extracted from the Horst result can
be used to describe the high-energy side of the distribution impinging on the target. These
assumptions would be justified if the discrepancy occurred due to a misalignment of the tar-
get.
For obtaining the functional dependencies, Eq. (4.11) was fitted to the 64Ni data points us-
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Figure 4.13: The deexcitation spectra recorded by the 𝐸1 detectors at the 𝛾3 setup (blue) and
the parasitic setup (red). Whereas a 64Ni target with a diameter of 1.9 cm (same diameter as
the beam) was positioned at the 𝛾3 setup, a 64Ni target with a diameter of only 0.8 cm was
placed at the parasitic setup.

ing the 𝑏𝐻𝑜𝑟𝑠𝑡 parameter, extracted from the deconvoluted beam-monitor spectra, for each
Monte-Carlo iteration deduced by the code Horst. The results for all beam energies are dis-
played in the upper part of Fig. 4.14 for one exemplary Monte-Carlo iteration. For three
beam-energy settings, no fit functions are illustrated since these were not determinable due to
the low number of 64Ni data points. The distributions impinging on the 64Ni target deduced
from six beam-energy settings (solid curves in the upper part of Fig. 4.14) are well described
by the 64Ni data points and the 𝑏𝐻𝑜𝑟𝑠𝑡 parameter. The corresponding fit parameters 𝑠 and 𝑚
(cf. Eq. (4.11)) were utilized for determining systematic dependencies with respect to the pa-
rameters of the deconvolution results 𝑠𝐻𝑜𝑟𝑠𝑡 and 𝑚𝐻𝑜𝑟𝑠𝑡. Linear dependencies were assumed
for both parameters and are shown in the lower part of Fig. 4.14. In this way, the photon-flux
distributions for all beam energies between 5.86 and 9.05MeV were obtained.
As it was said, the target was moved between the measurements with 𝐸beam = 5.63MeV and
𝐸beam = 5.86MeV and 64Ni has too few transitions for applying the same procedure for the
low-energy setup configuration. Furthermore, the pencil-like 64Ni target mentioned before
was positioned at the 𝛾3 setup for the beam-energy settings 𝐸beam > 9.05MeV (diameter of
0.8 cm and length of 9mm). Because of the smaller target diameter compared to the beam
diameter, it was expected that the aforementioned effect would be even more pronounced (cf.
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Figure 4.14:Upper panel: the illustrated photon-flux distributions in dependence on the pho-
ton energy were generated by fixing the high-energy side using the 𝑏𝐻𝑜𝑟𝑠𝑡 parameter deter-
mined by the deconvolution of the photon spectra and strong transitions of 64Ni. The different
colors serve for a better distinction between the various beam energies. If the shape is de-
picted by a solid curve, the corresponding fit results were used to set up linear dependencies
on the 𝑚𝐻𝑜𝑟𝑠𝑡 (lower left figure) and 𝑠𝐻𝑜𝑟𝑠𝑡 (lower right figure) parameters extracted from the
deconvolution. For more details, see text.
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Figure 4.15: One exemplary Monte-Carlo iteration result of the deconvolution of the deex-
citation spectra recorded by the 𝐸1 (blue) and 𝑀1 (orange) detector for the beam energies of
9.3MeV (left panel) and 9.6MeV (right panel). For these two measurements, the pencil-like
target was utilized. The deconvoluted photon spectra of the 0∘ detector (gray histogram) and
the photon distribution deduced by using the systematic dependencies obtained from mea-
surements with the target with the larger diameter (green curves) are illustrated.

Fig. 4.13). This is supported by comparing the deconvoluted deexcitation spectra of the 𝑀1
(orange) and𝐸1 (blue) detectors recorded during the 9.3 and 9.6MeVmeasurements with the
photon distributions using the deconvoluted spectra of the 0∘ detector for the respective beam
energy (gray histograms) and the systematic dependencies obtained for the lower-energy set-
tings (green curves) (see Fig. 4.15). For these two runs, the shape of the photon flux could
not be reconstructed using known transitions of 64Ni from the bremsstrahlung measurement
since the maximal photon energy of the HE experiment was at 9.4MeV and the energeti-
cally highest-lying transition was observed at 9.37MeV. Hence, not enough transitions were
known in the excitation-energy regions of the HI𝛾S measurements at 9.3 and 9.6MeV.

After the determination of the energy distributions of the photons, the absolute photon-current
densities impinging on the target were deduced using two absolute-scaling techniques. On the
one hand, each beam profile was individually scaled to the corresponding 64Ni data (dashed
fit functions in Fig. 4.17). When only very few 64Ni data points are available, this method
introduces large uncertainties.
On the other hand, a global-scaling procedure (solid curves) was applied [83]. For that pur-
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Figure 4.16: The simulated low-energy background (yellow) was scaled to the corresponding
recorded one (blue) for each HPGe detector individually. The energy region between 370
and 480 keV was used for this purpose (gray-shaded area). The results for the beam energy
at 9.05MeV are shown.

pose, the normalized photon distributions were scaled relatively to each other by taking ad-
vantage of the fact that the low-energy background is proportional to the number of impinging
photons on the target. Therefore, this background was simulated for each beam energy using
109 photons incident on the 64Ni target and, afterwards, scattered in the HPGe detectors of
the 𝛾3 setup. The simulated low-energy backgrounds (yellow histograms in Fig. 4.16) were
scaled to the experimental spectra (blue) to obtain the total number of photons impinging on
the 64Ni target in the individual experimental runs. In Fig. 4.16, the results for a beam energy
of 9.05MeV are depicted. The energy region between 370 and 480 keV (gray-shaded area)
was chosen in this work. At these low energies, the influence of photons reabsorbed within
the target before reaching the detectors has to be taken into account. This effect is most sig-
nificant for the detectors at 𝜃 = 90∘ (cf. Fig. 4.8). Therefore, only the deexcitation spectra of
the backward detector were utilized for this purpose. Then, the relatively-scaled distributions
were absolutely scaled to all photon-current densities determined from the 64Ni data points
simultaneously.
By simulating the low-energy background, energy dependencies of the atomic interactions
are taken into account. In this work, it was decided not to use the 511 keV peak for rela-
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tive scaling as it was done in Ref. [59], since it was observed that, above a certain beam
energy, the number of 511 keV events slowly decreased with increasing 𝛾-ray energy in the
simulation. This is, with respect to the energy dependency of the cross section of pair pro-
duction, counter intuitive. Possibly, this effect resulted due to the fact that with increasing
𝛾-ray energy the positrons, generated in the pair production, have higher energies. Therefore,
the number of positrons, which are not sufficiently slowed down to annihilate in the target
material, increases. This implies that an increasing fraction of pair-annihilation processes
occurred behind the 𝛾3 setup and the produced 511 keV photons were not recorded by the
HPGe detectors. The position of the annihilation process is dependent on the air pressure.
Since this was not recorded during the measurements, it was decided to use an energetically
lower-lying region for the relative scaling.
In Fig. 4.17, one exemplary set of absolute photon-current densities, obtained by using transi-
tions of 64Ni recorded by the backwardHPGe detector, is illustrated. The results of the global-
scaling (individual-scaling) procedure are indicated by solid (dashed) curves. The agreement
between both methods is good, when sufficient 64Ni data points are present. Again, the dif-
ferent colors were used for a better distinction between the beam energies.
In the lower part of the figure, the same photon-current densities are depicted. However, 64Ni
data points determined by using the 𝐸1 (open circles) and the 𝑀1 (full circles) HPGe de-
tectors are given. A mean deviation of +5 % (−5 %) was observed between the 64Ni data of
the 𝑀1 (𝐸1) detector and the photon-current densities obtained using the backward detector.
These differences appear due to a disagreement of the products of the detection efficiency
and the angular distribution of the 𝐸1 and the 𝑀1 detectors with respect to the backward
detector. Only 𝑀1 (𝐸1) transitions of 64Ni could be sufficiently accurately investigated in
the deexcitation spectra recorded by the 𝑀1 (𝐸1) detector to be used for the determination of
the photon-current densities. Hence, the correction factor of +5 % (−5 %) can only be applied
to the product of 𝑊𝑀1(90∘, 0∘) ⋅ 𝜖(90∘, 0∘) (𝑊𝐸1(90∘, 90∘) ⋅ 𝜖(90∘, 90∘)). This means that no
correction factor could be determined for the other radiation character.

4.2.5 Energy-integrated cross sections

The energy-integrated cross sections 𝐼𝑆 calculated for the analyzed transitions of 64Ni are
listed in Table I in Chapter 5. In general, the values determined in the bremsstrahlung exper-
iment were used due to the more robust determination of the absolute photon flux. However,
in some cases, the transition was only observed in the HI𝛾S data or it was assumed that the
corresponding peak area is contaminated in the 𝛾ELBE spectra. Then, the energy-integrated
cross section is presented which was extracted from the HI𝛾S experiment. The procedure is
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Figure 4.17:One exemplary set of the absolute photon-current densities obtained for all beam
energies by using the backward detector is displayed. The results of the global (individual)
scaling of the distributions to the 64Ni data recorded by the backward detector are illustrated
by the solid (dashed) fit functions. The different colors were utilized to distinguish the data
of the different beam energies. The lower part of the figure shows the same photon-current
densities but 64Ni data points calculated using the 𝐸1 and 𝑀1 HPGe detectors.
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described in the manuscript as well and the affected transitions are marked in the table.

4.2.6 Average cross sections

The results of state-to-state analyses are used to investigate individual transitions and give a
first impression of the fragmentation of the low-lying dipole strength. Nevertheless, it fails
in giving a total picture of the photoresponse. For that purpose, the total photoabsorption
cross section 𝜎𝛾 is a good measure. It includes the complete elastic-decay channel 𝜎𝛾𝛾 and an
estimate for the inelastic decay channel 𝜎𝛾𝛾′.

Elastic cross section

In general, the average elastic cross section 𝜎𝛾𝛾 can be calculated from the HI𝛾S data by
summing all energy-integrated cross sections 𝐼𝑆,𝑥→0 corresponding to ground-state decays
of the directly-excited states 𝑥 by the quasimonoenergetic photon beam. To include also weak
transitions, Eq. (4.1) was modified and used as approximation for the elastic-decay channel.
The peak area of one individual transition is replaced by the total number of recorded events
𝐴(tot) in an energy interval 𝛿𝐸, and the photon-current density by the integral over the same
energy interval 𝛿𝐸 to obtain 𝑁𝛾,tot yielding [84, 85]

𝜎𝛾𝛾 =
∑𝑥 𝐼𝑆,𝑥→0

𝛿𝐸
∼ 𝐴(tot)

𝑁𝑇 ⋅ 𝑁𝛾,tot ⋅ 𝜖(𝐸𝛾) ⋅ 𝜏 ⋅ 𝑊Π𝐿(𝜃, 𝜙)
. (4.13)

Moreover, 𝜖(𝐸𝛾) equals the average FEP efficiency and 𝜏 the effective measuring time of the
detector.
To obtain 𝐴(tot), the recorded deexcitation spectra of 64Ni were corrected for the cosmic
background and deconvoluted using the code Horst. For this analysis step, the same proce-
dures were applied as for the deconvolution of the photon spectra recorded by the 0∘ detector
(cf. Sec. 4.2.1). The results of one Monte-Carlo iteration for the beam-energy settings of
5.86MeV (left part) and 8.05MeV (right part) are shown in Fig. 4.18. For a better visualiza-
tion, the 5.86MeV spectra were multiplied by 10. One of the deduced photon distributions
indicates the excitation region for each beam energy in arbitrary units (gray). The unfolded
deexcitation spectra recorded by the 𝐸1, 𝑀1, and backward detectors are depicted as blue,
orange, and red histograms, respectively. Whereas almost no events occur at energies below
the excitation-energy region in the unfolded deexcitation spectra of the 8.05MeV measure-
ment, an increase of the number of events for lower energies is present in the 5.86MeV data.
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Figure 4.18: The left (right) part of the figure shows the deconvoluted deexcitation spectra
recorded by the 𝐸1, 𝑀1, and backward detector in blue, orange, and red, respectively, for
a beam energy of 5.86MeV (8.05MeV). The 5.86MeV spectra were multiplied by 10 for
better visualization. The excitation region is indicated by the photon distribution in arbitrary
units.
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During the measurements at 5.86 and 6.15MeV, the beam pipe was not well evacuated result-
ing in an additional background contribution at energies below the excitation-energy region
due to low-angle scattering of the photons off air. Since this effect is dependent on the air
pressure in the beam line, which was not documented during the experiment, it cannot be
reconstructed using simulations. Therefore, no average elastic cross section could be deter-
mined for 𝐸beam < 6.38MeV. Before the measurement at 𝐸beam = 6.38MeV was conducted,
the vacuum at the 𝛾3 setup has been improved. Hence, much better deconvolution results
were obtained for the following measurements. Because the absolute photon-current density
is needed to calculate average elastic cross sections 𝜎𝛾𝛾 according to Eq. (4.13), it could only
be deduced up to 9.05MeV.
Because of the finite opening angles of the detectors, each deexcitation spectrum consists of
a superposition of 𝑀1 and 𝐸1 contributions. 𝐸2 contributions were excluded since these
are rather unlikely and no resolved 𝐸2 transition was identified in the state-to-state analysis
above 5MeV. Therefore, a linear system of equations was set up according to

𝐴(90∘, 90∘) = 1
𝑁𝑇 ⋅ 𝑁𝛾,tot ⋅ 𝜖HPGe2 ⋅ 𝜏HPGe2(

𝜎𝛾𝛾(𝐸1)
𝑓2 ⋅ 𝑊𝐸1(90∘, 90∘)

+
𝜎𝛾𝛾(𝑀1)

𝑊𝑀1(90∘, 90∘))

𝐴(90∘, 0∘) = 1
𝑁𝑇 ⋅ 𝑁𝛾,tot ⋅ 𝜖HPGe4 ⋅ 𝜏HPGe4(

𝜎𝛾𝛾(𝐸1)
𝑊𝐸1(90∘, 0∘)

+
𝜎𝛾𝛾(𝑀1)

𝑓4 ⋅ 𝑊𝑀1(90∘, 0∘)).
(4.14)

The factors 𝑓2 and 𝑓4 are the correction factors deduced from the scaling of the absolute
photon-current densities to the 64Ni values calculated using HPGe2 (the 𝐸1 detector) and
HPGe4 (the 𝑀1 detector) (cf. lower panel of Fig. 4.17). As mentioned before, this method
could only be applied for the 𝐸1 (𝑀1) transitions recorded with HPGe2 (HPGe4), since the
transitions with the other radiation character were too weak. For each variation of the photon-
current densities described above and for each Monte-Carlo iteration of the deconvolution of
the deexcitation spectra, Eq. (4.14) was solved. Then, the mean and standard deviation were
extracted separately from the resulting probability distributions for the outcomes of the two
flux-scaling procedures. By applying theMonte-Carlo approach once again, both results were
averaged which yielded the final average elastic cross sections 𝜎𝛾𝛾. The corresponding stan-
dard deviation represents the statistical uncertainty. The differences between the results of
the two scaling approaches from the mean value are considered as systematic uncertainty.

In recent NRF studies, the complete excitation-energy range was chosen as energy range 𝛿𝐸,
e.g., in Refs. [29, 80]. However, the state-to-state analysis of the 64Ni data showed that the
strengths of the transitions strongly vary. Due to this and the non-constant energy distribu-
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Figure 4.19: Left: 𝐸1 (blue) and 𝑀1 (orange) average elastic cross section deduced in
50 keV steps. Right: ratio of the 𝐸1 channel to the total elastic cross section for beam ener-
gies between 6.38 and 9.05MeV (black) and for the two higher beam-energy settings of 9.3
and 9.6MeV (purple). The shaded areas represent the statistical uncertainties.

tion of the photons, the estimation given in Eq. (4.13) no longer necessarily holds. Therefore,
an energetically-continuous analysis of the average elastic cross section 𝜎𝛾𝛾 in 𝛿𝐸 = 50 keV
steps was performed in this analysis. However, the statistics in each bin is still sufficient. The
results of the 𝐸1 and 𝑀1 channel in 50 keV steps are illustrated in Panel (a) of Fig. 4.19 and
the corresponding moving average over an energy range of 200 keV is displayed in Chap-
ter 5. For the calculation of the moving average, the uncertainties were determined by using
the Monte-Carlo approach and by varying the individual cross sections within their corre-
sponding uncertainties following a Gaussian distribution. The display of the results as mov-
ing average has the advantage that more general trends can be observed although information
about fine structure can be lost. In Panel (b) of the Fig. 4.19, the ratio of the 𝐸1 channel with
respect to the total average elastic cross section is illustrated. This is a relative quantity and
no absolute photon-current densities had to be known. Therefore, it was also extracted from
the data recorded during the 9.3 and 9.6MeV measurements (purple).
A good estimation of the total average elastic cross section can be obtained by investigating
the deconvoluted spectra recorded by the backward detector due to its similar angular distribu-
tions 𝑊𝐸1,𝑀1(135∘, 45∘) ≈ 1.2 of 𝐸1 and 𝑀1 transitions. This result was extracted in 50 keV
steps as well and the corresponding moving average over an energy range of 200 keV (red) is
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Figure 4.20: Panel (a): the average elastic cross sections were calculated in 50 keV steps and
are shown as moving average over an energy range of 200 keV. In red, the results obtained by
investigating the backward detector, for which the angular distributions of 𝐸1 and 𝑀1 tran-
sitions are very similar, are depicted. In green, the average cross sections were determined
by summing the 𝐸1 and 𝑀1 contributions which were obtained using the 𝜃 = 90∘ detec-
tors. Panel (b): the ratios of the cross section included in resolved ground-state decays with
respect to the total elastic cross section are illustrated between 6.38 and 9.05MeV in black
and between 9.3 and 9.6MeV in purple. In both panels, only the statistical uncertainties are
shown.

compared to the sum of the 𝐸1 and 𝑀1 channels (green) in Fig. 4.20. The agreement of both
results serves as confirmation for the disentanglement procedure of the two contributions and,
in this way, for the assumption of a negligible correction factor for 𝑊𝐸1(90∘, 0∘) ⋅ 𝜖(90∘, 0∘)
(𝑊𝑀1(90∘, 90∘) ⋅ 𝜖(90∘, 90∘)) for the 𝑀1 (𝐸1) detector. Panel (b) shows the ratios between
the resolved and the complete elastic cross section using the backward detector for the beam
energies between 6.38 and 9.05MeV in black and for the beam energies of 9.3 and 9.6MeV
in purple. In average, the main part of the elastic decay channel is contained in resolved tran-
sitions but a decreasing trend with increasing energy can be observed.
In Fig. 4.21, the comparison between the results of the average elastic cross sections 𝜎𝛾𝛾 ex-
tracted from the continuous analysis in 50 keV steps in terms of the moving average over
an energy range of 200 keV (red) and from the analysis of the complete excitation-energy
region at once (black) is presented. The data were obtained from the analysis of the deexci-
tation spectra recorded by the backward detector. As illustrated, the results of both methods
are very similar although the continuous analysis emphasizes the fine structure of the elastic
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Figure 4.21: Comparison of the average elastic cross sections determined in the continuous
analysis in terms of the moving average over an energy range of 200 keV (red) and by inves-
tigating the complete excitation regions at once (black). The results were deduced by using
the spectra recorded by the backward detector. Only statistical uncertainties are included.

cross section.

Inelastic cross section

To investigate the inelastic-decay channel, it can be taken advantage of the fact that most
lower-lying states, which are populated by the decay of the directly-excited levels by the
quasimonoenergetic photon beam, decay themselves via one of the low-lying 2+ states, i.e.,
these states act as a kind of funnel. Therefore, by means of the ground-state-decay intensity
of the low-lying 2+ states, the strength of the inelastic-decay channel can be estimated.
In the case of 64Ni, the ground-state decays of the 2+

1 state at 1346 keV, the 2+ levels at
3154 and 3275 keV, and a state at 2972 keV, which spin-parity quantum number is given with
(1, 2+), were investigated [73]. For this purpose, Eq. (4.13) is modified to [86]:

𝜎𝛾𝛾′ =
∑𝑥 𝐼𝑆,𝑥→𝑘

𝛿𝐸
∼ 𝐴(2+)

𝑁𝑇 ⋅ 𝑁𝛾,tot ⋅ 𝜖(𝐸2+) ⋅ 𝜏 ⋅ 𝑊Π𝐿(𝜃, 𝜙)
. (4.15)

Here, the sum of the energy-integrated cross sections includes only transitions from the
directly-excited state 𝑥 in the excitation-energy region to an intermediate state 𝑘. The an-
gular distribution is replaced by an average value 𝑊Π𝐿(𝜃, 𝜙) since many different angular-
correlation functions overlap.
As indicated in Fig. 4.21, the average elastic cross sections 𝜎𝛾𝛾 obtained from the analysis of
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the total excitation-energy region represent the results of the continuous analysis well. There-
fore, it is assumed that the average inelastic cross section can also be estimated in this manner,
i.e., for the determination of 𝑁𝛾,tot, the photon-current densities were integrated over the total
excitation regions.

On the one hand, the contributions of the different low-lying excited 2+ states were investi-
gated using the backward detector only (Panel (a) of Fig. 4.22). It was observed that the main
part of the inelastic strength is collected by the 2+

1 state.
On the other hand, the peak area of the ground-state decay of the 2+

1 state was determined
from the deexcitation spectra of each HPGe detector separately (cf. Panel (b) of Fig. 4.22).
It can be seen that the cross sections determined by using the 𝑀1 detector are approximately
35 % (15 %) higher than the results obtained with the 𝐸1 (backward) detector. For this com-
parison, it was presumed that the detection efficiencies of all HPGe detectors are in agreement
relative to each other which should be guaranteed by the source measurements. Furthermore,
the calculation of the photon-current densities in Sec. 4.2.4 showed that the deviations are
only in the order of 5 % above 5MeV.

57



4 Data analyses

However, as shown in the right panel of Fig. 4.22, the deviations between the average inelastic
cross sections are approximately constant, i.e., independent of the excitation energy. This in-
dicates an inaccurate FEP efficiencies at low 𝛾-ray energies. It was tested if differently strong
absorption behaviors in the target depending on the amount of target material, which has to
be passed before reaching the HPGe detectors, could be the reason for this discrepancy. This
would affect mainly the low-energetic 𝛾 rays recorded by the 𝜃 = 90∘ detectors (cf. Fig. 4.8).
If the target was tilted, which could be one reason for the discrepancy between the photon
distributions impinging on the target and the 0∘ detector, the effect of the absorption could be
different. To estimate this impact, the ratios of the simulations with and without target were
investigated for each detector individually. It was found that the difference is in the order
of 5 % for the 𝜃 = 90∘ detectors at 1346 keV and decreases with increasing energy. Above
3500 keV, the impact is negligible. In the case of the backward detector, it is negligible for
all 𝛾-ray energies. Therefore, it was concluded that the possibly different positions of target
and source are, at least, not the only reason for the observed discrepancies of the 𝜎𝛾𝛾′ values.
Nevertheless, it cannot be excluded that, in general, inaccurate efficiencies are the reason for
the differences.
However, this asymmetry could also be an indication for a non-isotropic angular distribu-
tion of the ground-state decay of the 2+

1 state. Decays of excited 0+ states are isotropic and,
therefore, they can be used as reference for testing the isotropy of 𝛾 rays corresponding to a
different decay. Therefore, the ratios

𝐴(2+
1 → 0+

1 )/𝜖(𝐸2+
1 →0+

1
)

𝐴(0+
𝑖 → 2+

1 )/𝜖(𝐸0+
𝑖 →2+

1
)

with 𝑖 = 2, 3 (4.16)

were calculated. As stated in Eq. (4.16), the decays of the second and third 0+ were observed
in the experiment. When this ratio is the same for all HPGe detectors, it can be concluded
that the angular distribution of the 2+

1 → 0+
1 decay is isotropic at the corresponding photon-

beam energy. Although the corresponding 𝛾-ray energies (𝐸𝛾(0+
2 → 2+

1 ) = 1522 keV and
𝐸𝛾(0+

2 → 2+
1 ) = 1680 keV) [73] are similar to that of the ground-state decay of the 2+

1 state
(𝐸𝛾(2+

1 → 0+
1 ) = 1346 keV), it cannot be assumed that the FEP efficiencies are the same

(cf. Fig. 4.8). That prevents to draw a final conclusion. Nevertheless, the comparison showed
different behaviors depending on the excitation energy. This implies that discrepancies cannot
only occur due to inaccuracies of the FEP efficiencies because these would affect each beam
energy in the same way.
In conclusion, the reason for the different average inelastic cross sections, depending on the
used detector for the determination, could not be firmly identified. Hence, the means of all
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average inelastic cross sections 𝜎𝛾𝛾′ were calculated to account for the observed discrepancies
in the further analysis.
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Two complementary real-photon scattering experiments were conducted on the proton-magic 64Ni nucleus to
study the dipole response up to its neutron-separation energy of Sn = 9.7 MeV. By combining both measure-
ments, 87 E1 and 23 M1 transitions were identified above 4.3 MeV. The results of the observed M1 transitions
were compared to shell-model calculations using two different model spaces. It was found that the inclusion
of excitations across the Z = 28 shell gap in the calculations has a large impact. Furthermore, average cross
sections for decays to the ground state (elastic transitions) as well as to lower-lying excited states (inelastic
decays) were determined. The corresponding E1 channel was compared to calculations within the relativistic
equation of motion (REOM) framework. Whereas the calculations of highest possible complexity reproduce the
fragmentation and overall behavior of the E1 average elastic cross section well, the predicted absolute cross
sections are approximately twice as high as the experimental upper limits even though the latter also include an
estimate of the inelastic-decay channel.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevC.109.044318

I. INTRODUCTION

For decades, the investigation of the low-lying dipole re-
sponse of atomic nuclei has been a topic of great interest.
Especially, the accumulation of electric dipole (E1) strength
on top of the low-energy tail of the isovector giant dipole
resonance (IVGDR) [1], commonly denoted as the pygmy
dipole resonance (PDR), has attracted a lot of attention [2–4].
Nevertheless, some open questions concerning this E1 excita-
tion mode remain, including its microscopic structure and its
origin.

Systematic studies of the PDR are one approach for achiev-
ing a better understanding. On the one hand, these can be
performed along isotopic and isotonic chains to investigate

*muescher@ikp.uni-koeln.de
†Present address: Institute for Nuclear Research (Atomki), 4001

Debrecen, Hungary.

the influence of changes in, e.g., shell structures, neutron
excess, and deformation. Such studies were performed, e.g.,
on the N = 82 isotonic chain [5–11] and the Z = 50 isotopes
[12–16] using real-photon scattering experiments.

On the other hand, comparisons between the observed
electric dipole response induced in various nuclear reac-
tions can be a testing ground for the excitation mechanism
(see, e.g., Refs. [14,17,18]). These studies become difficult
if a non-negligible contribution of M1 strength—likely stem-
ming from spin-flip resonances—is also located close to the
neutron-separation energy Sn. This is the case, e.g., in nu-
clei close to the N = 28 or Z = 28 shells, such as 54,56Fe
[19,20] and 58,60Ni [21–23]. In these nuclei, a considerable
magnetic dipole (M1) contribution was observed in (�γ , γ ′)
measurements with a polarized photon beam. Thus, especially
for these nuclei, a clear distinction between E1 and M1 con-
tributions is crucial.

Two complementary (γ , γ ′) experiments on the proton-
magic Z = 28 nucleus 64Ni were performed to expand the
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investigations of the dipole response in medium-mass nu-
clei. Real-photon scattering measurements have already been
performed on the two lightest stable, even-even Ni isotopes
58,60Ni up to 10 MeV [21–23] and the N = 36 isotone 66Zn
up to the neutron-separation energy Sn = 11.1 MeV [24,25].
The combination of complementary (γ , γ ′) experiments using
bremsstrahlung as well as polarized quasimonoenergetic pho-
ton beams from laser-Compton backscattering (LCB) enabled
the clear identification of the observed transitions and the
determination of absolute physical quantities.

This article starts with a short introduction to real-photon
scattering experiments and continues with descriptions of the
experiments and the analysis techniques. Finally, the experi-
mental results for the E1 channel are compared to calculations
in the equation of motion (EOM) framework, and the M1
ground-state transitions of resolved states are discussed with
respect to shell-model calculations.

II. NUCLEAR RESONANCE FLUORESCENCE METHOD

The nuclear resonance fluorescence (NRF) method is based
on real-photon scattering [26–28]. Real photons predom-
inantly induce dipole and, with a lower probability, also
quadrupole transitions from the ground state because they
can only transfer small angular momenta. The deexcitation
of the photoexcited state can either happen directly back to
the ground state by the emission of a single photon (elastic
transition) or via intermediate states and, subsequently, back
to the ground state by emitting more than one γ ray (inelastic
transition). Because real photons are used in the entrance and
in the exit channel, many quantities can be extracted in a
model-independent way. In this section only a short introduc-
tion to the formalism of NRF based on Refs. [26–28] is given.
For further information, the reader is referred to these review
articles.

A. State-to-state analysis

One measure for the probability that a certain transition
occurs, which can directly be extracted from NRF experi-
ments, is the so-called energy-integrated cross section IS . It
is calculated by correcting the number of recorded events
at the respective γ -ray energy Eγ , i.e., the integrated peak
area A in the deexcitation spectrum, for the number of target
nuclei NT , the number of incident photons per energy and area
at the corresponding excitation energy Nγ (Ex ), the detection
efficiency ε(Eγ ), and the angular distribution W�L(θ, φ):

IS = A

NT Nγ (Ex )ε(Eγ )W�L(θ, φ)
. (1)

The scattering angle θ is defined as the angle between the
incoming and the outgoing photons. The angle between the
polarization plane, spanned by the direction of the electric
field of the incoming photons and its direction of movement,
and the direction of movement of the outgoing γ rays is
denoted as φ. If an unpolarized photon source is utilized for
the excitation, the angular distribution W (θ ) is independent of
φ. Since the angular distribution is dependent on the multipole
order L and the radiation character �, i.e., electric (E ) or

magnetic (M), the observed transition has to be characterized
first.

To assign the multipolarity L, the ratio ω of the angular
distributions at two different scattering angles has to be calcu-
lated according to

ω = W (90◦)

W (127◦)
= A(90◦)

A(127◦)

ε(Eγ , 127◦)τ (127◦)

ε(Eγ , 90◦)τ (90◦)
. (2)

For this purpose, θ = 90◦ and θ = 127◦ are best suited since
the difference between the ratios for pure dipole, ω(L = 1) =
0.73, and quadrupole transitions, ω(L = 2) = 2.28, is the
largest. The theoretical ratios are compared to the number
of recorded events at the different scattering angles corrected
for the corresponding detection efficiencies ε(Eγ , θ ) and the
effective measuring times τ [see Eq. (2)].

For the determination of the radiation character �, among
others, a linearly polarized γ -ray beam in the entrance channel
can be used via the so-called analyzing power 	hv . This is
defined by the angular distributions W (θ, φ) ([29]):

	hv = W (90◦, 0◦) − W (90◦, 90◦)

W (90◦, 0◦) + W (90◦, 90◦)
= qεhv. (3)

The factor q corrects for the finite opening angles of the
detectors and the degree of polarization. The quantity εhv

denotes the experimental observable, i.e., the so-called asym-
metry between the horizontal and the vertical detectors with
respect to the polarization plane. It is calculated by replacing
the theoretical angular distributions W (θ, φ) by the number of
recorded counts at the corresponding angles (θ, φ), corrected
for ε(Eγ , θ ) and τ according to Eq. (2). The theoretically
expected angular distributions of an electric (magnetic) dipole
transition equal W (90◦, 0◦) = 0 (1.5) for a detector in the
polarization plane and W (90◦, 90◦) = 1.5 (0) for a detector
positioned perpendicular to this plane. Therefore, the analyz-
ing power is 	hv = +1 for an M1 transition and 	hv = −1
for an E1 transition. In the following, the detector in the po-
larization plane is denoted as the M1 detector and the detector
perpendicular to the polarization plane as the E1 detector, due
to the angular distributions.

The total decay width 
 equals the sum of all partial decay
widths 
 f , with f being the populated state, including the
ground-state decay width 
0. When the ratio 
/
0, which
is the inverse ground-state decay branching ratio, is known,
the reduced transition strengths B(�L) ↓ for the deexcitation
process can be deduced via

B(E1)↓ [e2fm2] = 8.29 × 10−4 × 



0

IS[keV fm2]

Eγ [MeV]

B(M1)↓ [
μ2

N

] = 7.46 × 10−2 × 



0

IS[keV fm2]

Eγ [MeV]
, (4)

where it was assumed that Eγ = Ex. To calculate the reduced
transition strength for the excitation process, the following
equation holds:

B(�L) ↑= 2J + 1

2J0 + 1
B(�L) ↓ . (5)

Here, J and J0 are the spin quantum numbers of the excited
and the ground state, respectively.
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B. Average quantities

Besides the investigation of individual transitions, average
quantities can be determined by using, e.g., NRF experiments
with a quasimonoenergetic γ -ray beam.

In this way, elastic decays, which are too weak to appear
as distinct peaks in the deexcitation spectra, can be included.
For this purpose, the total number of recorded NRF events
A(tot) in the excitation-energy region δE is investigated and
corrected for the number of incoming photons in the same
energy range Nγ ,tot . The elastic cross section σγγ can be
calculated using [30,31]

σγγ =
∑

x IS,x→0

δE
≈ A(tot)

NT Nγ ,tot ε(Eγ )W�L(θ, φ)
. (6)

Here, ε(Eγ ) is the average detection efficiency. The expres-
sion in Eq. (6) is exact if the energy distribution of the photon
beam is constant within the energy interval δE or the strengths
of the individual transitions are equally distributed.

The observation of every inelastic transition for each in-
dividual state is experimentally challenging. Therefore, the
average inelastic cross section σγγ ′ was defined for estimating
the contribution of the inelastic-decay channel. The analysis
assumes that most of the intermediate states k decay via the
low-lying excited 2+ states. If these 2+ levels are not directly
excited by the quasimonoenergetic photons, the number of
recorded ground-state decays of these states A(2+) can be
used to compute the average inelastic cross section σγγ ′ via
[6]

σγγ ′ =
∑

x IS,x→k

δE
≈ A(2+)

NT Nγ ,tot ε(E2+ )W�L(θ, φ)
. (7)

For this purpose, the integration of the photon flux has to
be performed over the total excitation-energy region. The
calculation of the angular distribution W�L(θ, φ) is challeng-
ing. Therefore, it is often assumed to be isotropic, because
the lowest-lying states are fed by higher-lying ones and the
angular distributions are driven towards isotropy.

The total, average photoabsorption cross section, which is
the sum of the elastic and the inelastic cross sections σγ =
σγγ + σγγ ′ , includes the complete dipole response, except for
a small fraction of inelastic transitions bypassing the low-
lying excited 2+ states.

III. EXPERIMENTAL DETAILS

In order to study the photoresponse of 64Ni, two comple-
mentary real-photon scattering experiments were performed.
First, an energetically continuous and mainly unpolarized
bremsstrahlung beam, and second, a quasimonoenergetic and
fully linearly-polarized photon beam generated by laser-
Compton backscattering (LCB) were used as photon sources.
The combination of both (γ , γ ′) experiments enables the
differentiation between E1, M1, and E2 transitions and the
extraction of quantities such as absolute, energy-integrated
cross sections IS (see Ref. [28] and references therein). In
the following, experimental details of both complementary
experiments are provided.

FIG. 1. Deexcitation spectra recorded by the detectors at back-
ward angles of the 7.3 MeV (green) and the 9.4 MeV (black)
bremsstrahlung measurements. The most prominent transitions of the
calibration target 11B are indicated.

Two bremsstrahlung measurements on 64Ni were con-
ducted at the γ ELBE facility at the Helmholtz-Zentrum
Dresden-Rossendorf (HZDR) [32] using maximal photon en-
ergies of Emax = 7.3 MeV for 120 h (LE measurement) and of
Emax = 9.4 MeV for 80 h (HE measurement). For the produc-
tion of the bremsstrahlung beam with lower (higher) maximal
photon energy, an electron beam with Ee− = 7.3 MeV (Ee− =
9.4 MeV) impinged on a 7 µm (12.5 µm) niobium radia-
tor. The energetically continuous bremsstrahlung beam was
collimated (diameter of 4 cm at the target position) and im-
pinged on the 64Ni target disk with a diameter of 1.9 cm.
It weighed 1456.56 mg and had an isotopic enrichment of
92.1%. In addition to the target of interest, a 11B target
with a similar diameter and a weight of 300 mg (isotopic
enrichment 99.5%) served as calibration for the absolute
photon-flux determination. The emitted γ rays were detected
by four high-purity germanium (HPGe) detectors, two at a
scattering angle of θ = 90◦ and two at θ = 127◦ relative to
the incoming photon beam. These were surrounded by lead
shields for passive background suppression, and by Compton-
suppression bismuth germanate (BGO) shields for additional
active background suppression. The distances between the
detectors and the targets were 28 cm for the 90◦ and 32 cm
for the backward (127◦) detectors. By taking into account
the corresponding opening angles of the detectors, the ratios
of the angular distributions [cf. Eq. (2)] equal ω = 0.74 and
ω = 2.15 for dipole and quadrupole transitions, respectively
[19]. Figure 1 illustrates the summed deexcitation spectra of
both detectors under backward angles for the low-energy (LE)
measurement in green and the high-energy (HE) one in black.
The neutron-separation energy of 64Ni is Sn = 9.7 MeV.

A complementary (�γ , γ ′) experiment was performed on
64Ni at the High Intensity γ -ray Source (HIγ S) located at
TUNL utilizing a linearly-polarized and quasimonoenergetic
γ -ray beam [33]. The photon beam passed a collimator
with diameter of 1.9 cm before it impinged on the target.
Because of the beam divergence, the beam had a diame-
ter of approximately 2 cm at the target position. For the
detection of the deexciting γ rays, the γ 3 setup was used
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FIG. 2. The deexcitation spectra recorded by the M1 detector
(90◦, 0◦) and the E1 detector (90◦, 90◦) at HIγ S at a beam energy
of 8.05 MeV are shown as orange and blue histograms, respectively.
The photon-flux distribution in arbitrary units, which impinged on
the target, is depicted in gray. The summed deexcitation spectrum
recorded by the θ = 127◦ detectors of the bremsstrahlung experiment
is illustrated in black.

[34]. It consisted of four HPGe detectors placed at (θ, φ) =
(90◦, 90◦), (95◦, 180◦), (135◦, 45◦), and (135◦, 315◦). Al-
though two HPGe detectors were positioned at backward
angles in the experiment, only one of these was taken into
account during the analysis due to uncertainties concerning
the precise positioning of the other with respect to the tar-
get. Additionally, the γ 3 setup includes four LaBr3 detectors
which can be used for γ -γ coincidence measurements. For
this work, only the HPGe detectors were used.

In total, the experiment was performed with 26 different
beam-energy settings between 4.33 and 10 MeV (4.33, 4.48,
4.63, 4.75, 4.93, 5.13, 5.43, 5.63, 5.86, 6.15, 6.38, 6.55,
6.75, 6.95, 7.15, 7.35, 7.55, 7.8, 8.05, 8.3, 8.55, 8.8, 9.05,
9.3, 9.6, and 10.0 MeV) for approximately 3 to 4 h each.
The deexcitation spectra recorded by the M1 (90◦, 0◦) and
E1 (90◦, 90◦) detectors at a beam energy of 8.05 MeV are dis-
played as orange and blue histograms, respectively, in Fig. 2.
The excitation region is indicated by the beam profile (gray)
in arbitrary units. In addition, the bremsstrahlung spectrum
(black) recorded by the backward detectors is illustrated for
comparison. For all measurements up to 9.05 MeV, the same
64Ni target was used as for the bremsstrahlung experiment.
For the three settings with the highest energies (9.3, 9.6, and
10 MeV), it was replaced by a 64Ni target with a diameter of
8 mm and a total weight of 4 g (isotopic enrichment of 92.3%).
Before each measurement, a HPGe detector with a relative
detection efficiency of 123%, denoted as 0◦ detector, was
positioned in the beam with reduced intensity for measuring
the incoming photon-flux distribution.

IV. ANALYSIS AND RESULTS

In this section, the analysis procedures for obtaining the
quantities introduced in Sec. II are discussed, and the results
are presented.

For the determination of the full-energy-peak efficiencies
ε(Eγ ), source measurements up to 3.5 MeV were performed,

FIG. 3. The products of photon flux and detection efficiency of
the backward detectors for the HE and the LE bremsstrahlung mea-
surements are depicted in black and green, respectively. The shapes
were scaled to the corresponding 11B values (full circles). See text
for details.

and GEANT4 simulations [35–37] were used for the extrapola-
tion to 10 MeV [38,39].

For the bremsstrahlung measurement, the photon-flux dis-
tribution was determined by calculating the bremsstrahlung
cross section [40] using the process description by Roche
et al. [41], corrected by the screening of the nuclear Coulomb
potential by the surrounding electrons [42]. Afterwards, the
products of photon flux and efficiency Nγ (Ex )ε(Eγ ) of the
HE (black) and LE (green) measurements were individually
scaled to known transitions of the calibration standard 11B
[43,44]. These are illustrated by filled circles in Fig. 3 for the
detectors positioned at θ = 127◦.

For assigning multipolarities to the observed transitions,
the intensity ratios were calculated according to Eq. (2). If
the experimental intensity ratio was in agreement, within
its 2σ range, with only one of the theoretical ratios of the
angular distributions (ω = 0.74 for a dipole and ω = 2.15
for a quadrupole transition), a firm assignment was made. A
tentative identification was proposed if the experimental ratio
was in accordance with only one of the theoretical values
within its 3σ range. By assuming that only elastic transitions
were observed, spin quantum numbers were associated to
corresponding states due to the 0+ ground state of 64Ni (see
Table I). Up to a γ -ray energy of 6.5 MeV, the low-energy
measurement was used for multipolarity assignments and, for
higher energies, the 9.4 MeV one was preferred to minimize
the effect of feeding contributions from higher-lying states
to the levels of interest. Tentatively assigned spin quantum
numbers are given in parentheses in Table I.

Afterwards, the energy-integrated cross sections IS were
computed using Eq. (1). For all firmly and tentatively identi-
fied dipole transitions, the energy-integrated cross sections IS

were calculated using the 127◦ detectors as the corresponding
statistical uncertainties are smaller compared to those of the
90◦ detectors.

By using the HIγ S data and applying Eq. (3), the radiation
character was deduced. The index h (v) indicates that the
detector positioned parallel (perpendicular) to the polarization
plane, i.e., φ = 0◦ (φ = 90◦), was utilized. A firm (tentative)
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TABLE I. The table provides excitation energies Ex and assigned
spin and parity quantum numbers Jπ . Tentatively assigned ones are
given in parentheses. The energy-integrated cross section IS and
the corresponding product of reduced transition strength B(�L)↓
and 
0/
 are listed. When the radiation character could not be
determined, the reduced transition strengths for both possibilities
are given. The statistical and systematic uncertainties are quoted in
the first and second parentheses, respectively. If the parity quantum
number was assigned by comparing the energy-integrated cross sec-
tions, it is indicated with an asterisk. Two IS values are given if they
were extracted from the HIγ S data and the radiation character is
unknown. The first (second) value corresponds to an assumed E1
(M1) transition deduced from the spectra of the E1 (M1) detector.
A systematic uncertainty of ±1 keV is assumed for the excitation
energies.

Ex Jπ IS B(E1)↓ ×
0/
 B(M1)↓ ×
0/


(keV) (keV fm2) (10−5 e2fm2) (10−3μ2
N)

4617 1+ 1.55(9)(16) 25.1(14)(25)
4765 1− 11.79(22)(118) 205(4)(20)
4995a 1+

5059 1 0.51(7)(5) 8.4(12)(8) 7.5(11)(8)
5130 1− 11.81(24)(118) 190(4)(19)
5419 1 0.80(9)(8) 12.1(14)(12) 10.9(12)(11)
5640 1(+) 0.38(7)(4) 5.0(10)(5)
5846 1− 2.90(17)(29) 41.0(24)(41)
5905 1− 2.56(17)(26) 35.8(24)(36)
5961 1− 6.06(25)(61) 84(3)(8)
6074 1− 4.3(12)(7)b 58(16)(9)
6166 1+ 1.25(17)(13) 15.1(20)(15)
6273 1+ 2.16(14)(22) 25.6(17)(26)
6382 1− 48.5(4)(49) 629(6)(63)
6402a 1+ 0.68(5)(10)b 7.9(6)(11)
6429 1+ 2.88(15)(29) 33.3(18)(33)
6455 1− 17.98(28)(180) 230(4)(23)
6537 1+ 0.83(12)(8) 9.5(14)(9)
6582 1− 1.70(14)(17) 21.4(18)(21)
6663 1− 5.16(20)(52) 64.0(25)(64)
6687a 1+, 2+ 0.57(7)(6)b 6.4(8)(6)
6765 1−∗ 4.75(20)(48) 58.1(25)(58)
6875 1− 19.3(3)(19) 232(4)(23)
7016 1− 8.25(25)(83) 97.3(30)(97)
7050 1 0.44(7)(6)b 5.2(9)(7)

0.23(5)(3)b 2.5(5)(3)
7058 1− 15.2(3)(15) 178(4)(18)
7086 1− 5.3(3)(11)b 62(4)(13)
7175 1− 1.12(18)(11) 12.9(21)(13)
7258 1− 18.0(8)(36)b 205(9)(42)
7272 1+ 0.76(7)(15)b 7.8(7)(16)
7328 1− 4.4(3)(4) 50(4)(5)
7387a 1, 2 0.53(14)(7)b 6.0(16)(8)

0.67(7)(8)b 6.7(7)(8)
7430 1− 5.71(27)(57) 64(3)(6)
7457 1 2.18(30)(22) 24.1(34)(24) 21.7(30)(22)
7466 1− 31.1(5)(31) 344(6)(34)
7499 1− 3.83(21)(47)b 42.2(23)(52)
7513 1− 11.1(3)(11) 122(4)(12)
7557 1− 2.60(24)(26) 28.5(26)(28)
7590 1− 7.8(4)(8) 85(4)(8)
7599 1− 42.1(6)(42) 459(7)(46)
7631 1− 10.3(3)(11)b 112(3)(12)

TABLE I. (Continued.)

Ex Jπ IS B(E1)↓ ×
0/
 B(M1)↓ ×
0/


(keV) (keV fm2) (10−5 e2fm2) (10−3μ2
N)

7648 1− 10.1(3)(11)b 109(3)(12)
7687a 1, 2 1.91(18)(21)b 20.6(19)(22)

0.78(9)(9)b 7.6(8)(8)
7717 1+∗ 11.5(4)(11) 111(4)(11)
7743 1− 11.5(4)(12) 123(4)(12)
7760 1+ 2.50(26)(25) 24.0(25)(24)
7824 1− 1.92(17)(24)b 20.3(18)(25)
7841 1− 17.4(4)(17) 183(5)(18)
7866 1− 3.54(30)(35) 37(3)(4)
7878 1 0.89(13)(11)b 9.3(14)(11)

1.12(12)(13)b 10.6(11)(12)
7887 1− 6.37(25)(77)b 66.8(26)(81)
7907 1− 1.24(27)(12) 13.0(28)(13)
7918 1 0.77(12)(9)b 8.1(12)(10)

1.60(13)(19)b 15.1(12)(18)
7966 1− 3.5(4)(3) 36(4)(4)
7990 1+ 11.2(4)(11) 105(4)(10)
8013 1− 4.4(3)(4) 46(3)(5)
8043 1 3.6(6)(7)b 37(6)(7)

1.59(18)(27)b 14.7(17)(25)
8052 1− 47.1(11)(78)b 484(11)(80)
8079 1+ 2.67(29)(27) 24.6(27)(25)
8120 1− 5.2(3)(5) 53(4)(5)
8144 1− 20.0(5)(33)b 203(5)(34)
8163 1+ 8.4(4)(8) 77(4)(8)
8216 1− 12.4(4)(12) 124(4)(12)
8239 1− 8.4(5)(11)b 84(5)(12)
8260 1− 7.9(4)(8) 79(4)(8)
8278 1 4.2(3)(4) 42(3)(4) 37.7(29)(38)
8333 1− 23.9(11)(32)b 238(10)(32)
8342 1− 12.5(10)(17)b 124(10)(17)
8360a 1+ 0.62(12)(10)b 5.5(11)(9)
8376 1+ 3.6(4)(4) 32(4)(3)
8387 1− 11.3(5)(11) 112(5)(11)
8401 1− 16.5(5)(22)b 163(5)(22)
8421 1+ 6.0(5)(6) 53(4)(5)
8431 1+ 4.2(5)(4) 37(4)(4)
8467 1− 10.6(5)(11) 104(5)(10)
8495a 1− 2.09(31)(26)b 20.4(30)(25)
8520a 1− 0.89(22)(13)b 8.6(22)(13)
8536 1(−) 1.40(20)(17)b 13.6(20)(16)
8564 1+∗ 9.7(5)(10) 84(4)(8)
8586a 1+ 1.26(11)(16)b 10.9(10)(14)
8609 1− 11.6(6)(12) 111(6)(11)
8619 1− 17.3(7)(17) 166(6)(17)
8657 1− 15.2(5)(18)b 145(5)(17)
8666 1− 6.10(30)(74)b 58.3(28)(70)
8680 1+ 0.78(11)(9)b 6.7(9)(8)
8687 1− 5.8(8)(6) 55(8)(5)
8710 1− 4.2(4)(4) 39(4)(4)
8748 1− 5.6(5)(6) 53(4)(5)
8778a 1− 1.08(25)(16)b 10.2(24)(15)
8786a (1−) 1.27(25)(17)b 12.0(24)(16)
8818 1− 8.4(7)(8) 79(7)(8)
8826 1− 7.4(4)(9)b 69(3)(9)
8844 1−∗ 3.3(5)(3) 31(5)(3)
8854 1− 51.2(12)(51) 478(11)(48)
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TABLE I. (Continued.)

Ex Jπ IS B(E1)↓ ×
0/
 B(M1)↓ ×
0/


(keV) (keV fm2) (10−5 e2fm2) (10−3μ2
N)

8865 1 3.89(25)(50)b 36.3(24)(46)
1.28(13)(17)b 10.7(11)(42)

8883 1− 4.4(5)(4) 41(5)(4)
8893 1− 8.5(6)(8) 79(6)(8)
8903 1− 6.8(6)(7) 63(6)(6)
8913a 1+ 0.93(15)(12)b 7.8(13)(10)
8921a 1− 2.26(24)(31)b 21.0(22)(29)
8934a 1− 1.60(20)(20)b 14.8(19)(19)
8959 1 2.35(45)(24) 21.7(41)(22) 19.6(37)(20)
8986 1− 23.4(22)(23) 216(20)(22)
8993 1(−) 8.9(19)(9) 82(18)(8)
9000 1− 17.3(13)(17) 159(12)(16)
9009 1 2.52(72)(25) 23.2(66)(23) 20.8(59)(21)
9019 1− 9.9(7)(10) 91(7)(9)
9034a 1, 2 1.21(20)(15)b 11.1(19)(14)

1.04(13)(11)b 8.6(10)(9)
9050 1− 19.1(9)(19) 175(8)(17)
9064 1− 2.84(54)(28) 25.9(49)(26)
9076a (1+) 0.57(10)(6)b 4.6(8)(5)
9091a (1−) 1.78(17)(19)b 16.2(16)(18)
9109a 1+ 1.07(13)(11)b 8.8(11)(9)
9123a 1− 0.98(17)(11)b 8.9(15)(10)
9132a 1, 2 1.13(18)(13)b 10.3(16)(12)

0.73(12)(8)b 6.0(10)(6)
9167 1− 9.3(8)(9)b 84(7)(8)
9180 1+ 2.55(64)(25) 20.7(52)(21)
9192 1− 19.0(11)(19) 171(10)(17)
9212 1− 8.9(8)(9) 80(7)(8)
9234 1− 8.8(8)(9) 79(7)(8)
9265 1(−) 3.0(6)(3) 27.1(56)(27)
9295 1− 9.8(9)(10) 87(8)(9)
9331a (1−)
9339a 1−

9348a 1+, 2+

9356a 1−

9363a 1, 2
9369 1− 6.0(10)(6) 53(9)(5)
9402a 1, 2
9411a 1−

9426a 1, 2
9463a 1−

9474a 1−

9490a 1−

9502a 1, 2
9513a 1−

9522a 1−

9539a 1+, 2+

9548a 1, 2
9558a 1−

9575a 1−

9600a (1−)
9635a (1−)
9641a 1, 2
9651a 1, 2

aOnly observed at HIγ S.
bDetermined from HIγ S data.

assignment was made if the asymmetries εhv are in agree-
ment with only one of the simulated asymmetries within their
2σ (3σ ) ranges, which include the finite opening angles of
the detectors. For example, the simulation yielded values of
εhv = −0.92 for E1 and εhv = 0.90 for M1 transitions with
the setup configuration used for the beam energies between
5.86 and 9.05 MeV. An additional uncertainty of 10% was
assumed for the simulated asymmetries to take into account
a possible deviation of the absolute position of source and
target. This uncertainty was justified by the observation of a
discrepancy between the E1 and M1 detector (in total 10%),
when calculating the absolute photon flux. In the case of a
tentative identification, the corresponding quantum number is
given in parentheses in Table I.

In instances where the multipolarity is not firmly known
from the γ ELBE measurements and the asymmetry εhv agrees
with the simulated one for an E1 transition, a multipole order
of L = 1 was assumed. Indeed, the asymmetries of an E1 and
an M2 transition are similar, but the probability of inducing
M2 transitions is negligible. Because the asymmetries εhv of
M1 and E2 transitions are very similar as well, a complete
characterization of the transition was done using the HIγ S
data in the case of an asymmetry value indicating an M1
transition. For this purpose, the backward (θ = 135◦) detector
(indicated by the index b) of the γ 3 setup was taken into
account and the asymmetries εhb and εvb were calculated
analogously to Eq. (3) [45]. For a firm (tentative) assignment,
the experimental values have to be in agreement within 2σ

(3σ ) with both simulated asymmetries εhb and εvb. These have
uncertainties of 10% as well.

At HIγ S, a HPGe detector was used to record the shape
of the incoming photon flux as stated in Sec. III. The result-
ing spectra consist of background radiation, γ rays directly
stemming from the photon beam, and the resulting detector
response. For the deconvolution of the latter two contribu-
tions, the unfolding code Horst was utilized [46]. It includes
a Monte Carlo approach for estimating the impact of un-
certainties resulting from the fitting procedure and statistical
uncertainties in the spectra as well as from the detector re-
sponse (for details, see Ref. [46]). The detector response
was obtained by performing GEANT4 simulations using the
toolkit utr [39]. Figure 4 shows the result of the procedure
for a beam energy of Ebeam = 8.55 MeV. The recorded and
one of the unfolded spectra are illustrated as gray and black
histograms, respectively. In addition, the photon distribution
was calculated by using the parameters of the accelerator (red
points) [47,48]. A good agreement of both distributions is
observed. Experimental values for the photon-current densi-
ties were determined using known 64Ni transitions, analyzed
in the bremsstrahlung measurement, by rearranging Eq. (1),
and adding a correction for the different effective recording
times of the individual detectors. For this purpose, the tran-
sitions detected by the HPGe detector at θ, φ = 135◦, 45◦
were used (light-blue points). Moreover, the dark blue and
orange data points were deduced from the detector perpendic-
ular to the polarization plane (E1 detector) and the detector
parallel to the polarization plane (M1 detector), respectively.
These were not utilized for the scaling of the photon-flux
distribution.
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FIG. 4. The recorded photon spectrum of the 0◦ detector for a
beam energy of 8.55 MeV is illustrated in gray and the deconvoluted
spectrum as the black histogram. In addition, the same quantity was
calculated by utilizing the electron-beam parameters (red points).
Experimentally expected photon-current densities using transitions
of 64Ni investigated with the backward, E1, and M1 detectors are
displayed as light blue, dark blue, and orange circles, respectively.

In this experiment, a considerable deviation between the
photon-flux distributions impinging on the 0◦ detector and
on the 64Ni target was observed. One possible explanation
can be found in a nonoptimal alignment of the target and
the beam. Since the diameters of the target and the beam
are very similar and the photon beam has a spatial energy-
distribution (high energies are in the center of the beam and
low energies at the edges), a displacement would lead to less
lower-energy photons impinging on the target than on the 0◦
detector. Because of this, it was assumed that the number of
photons of the recorded profile, which have energies higher
than the centroid energy of the deconvoluted spectrum, is the
same as the one incident on the 64Ni target. Therefore, the
high-energy sides of the deconvoluted 0◦ spectra were used to
describe the high-energy sides of the photon-flux distributions
incident on the 64Ni target. For determining the low-energy
part, six beam-energy settings, for which the complete shapes
of the photon fluxes impinging on the target are well described
by the 64Ni data points (indicated by arrows in Fig. 5), were
used to define energy dependencies of the widths and centroid
energies of the distributions. These were applied to deduce the
energy distributions of photons for all beam-energy settings.
This step was carried out for all Monte Carlo results obtained
from the deconvolution performed with the code Horst.

It has to be emphasized that this procedure is based on
the assumption that all beam energies were affected in the
same way by the possible displacement of the target. However,
because the target was moved between the 5.63 and 5.86
MeV measurements, and a 64Ni target with a smaller diameter
was used for beam energies above 9.05 MeV (for which the
aforementioned effect would be even higher), this procedure
was only used for all experimental runs between 5.86 and
9.05 MeV. For beam energies below 5.86 MeV and above
9.05 MeV, an insufficient number of transitions of 64Ni was
observed in the bremsstrahlung experiment to determine the
distributions by applying the same procedure as explained

FIG. 5. The absolute photon-current densities are shown for all
beam energies between 5.86 and 9.05 MeV. The absolute photon-
current densities were obtained by scaling, on the one hand, each
distribution to the corresponding 64Ni data (dashed curve) and, on
the other hand, all shapes to the 64Ni data of all beam-energy settings
at once. The different colors serve for the distinction between the
different beam-energy settings. See text for further details.

above. Therefore, only relative quantities could be extracted
for these beam energies.

After the determination of the photon-flux distributions,
these were scaled to the 64Ni values extracted for isolated
transitions. For this procedure, two approaches are possible:
(i) the scaling parameters are calculated for each beam energy
individually, (ii) a more global method introduced in Ref. [49]
is used. The result of the independent scaling is shown by
the dashed curves in Fig. 5. For some beam-energy settings,
only very few data points are available, which introduces
large uncertainties. Therefore, the global procedure presented
in Ref. [49] was applied in addition. Here, advantage was
taken of the fact that the low-energy background generated by
atomic processes in the target is proportional to the total num-
ber of incident photons on the target per beam energy. Hence,
the low-energy backgrounds for each detector and each beam
energy were simulated. By integrating the simulated and ex-
perimental spectra in the same energy region (in this case
between 370 and 480 keV) and calculating the ratios, the
total numbers of photons impinging on the target during the
measurement were determined. In this way and by using the
same number of simulated photons for all beam energies, the
photon-flux distributions were scaled relative to each other.
At these low energies, the full-energy-peak efficiencies of
the detectors at θ = 90◦ were significantly influenced by the
absorption of photons within the target before reaching the
detector which is dependent on the target’s position. To mini-
mize this effect, only the deexcitation spectra of the backward
detector were utilized for this purpose. Then, all relatively-
scaled photon distributions were simultaneously scaled to all
64Ni values. A more detailed description of this method can
be found in Ref. [49].

As can be seen in Fig. 5, the dashed and solid curves
are in good agreement for beam energies with data points
distributed over the total beam-energy profile. In these cases,
the individual scaling should also provide reliable values with
small uncertainties.
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The energy-integrated cross sections IS of transitions
only observed in the HIγ S experiment, or which were
possibly affected by feeding or single-escape contributions
in the bremsstrahlung experiment, were calculated using the
HIγ S data and are identified as such in Table I. For the
computation of IS for an E1 (M1) transition, the detector
perpendicular (parallel) to the polarization plane was used.
Because the absolute photon-current densities were deter-
mined using the backward detector, correction factors had to
be applied for the calculation of absolute quantities using the
E1 and M1 detectors. These correction factors take into ac-
count uncertainties associated with inaccuracies of the relative
products of detection efficiency and angular distribution with
respect to the backward detector. The absolute photon-current
densities determined using the backward detector were scaled
to transitions investigated with the corresponding θ = 90◦ de-
tector. For both detectors, the deviations were approximately
5%. Only E1 (M1) transitions were utilized for the scaling
of the photon-current densities of the detector perpendicular
(parallel) to the polarization plane, therefore no correction
factor could be determined for the other radiation character,
and it was assumed to be negligible.

For the estimate of the uncertainty, a Monte Carlo approach
was used. Each experimental quantity going into the calcu-
lations of the energy-integrated cross sections according to
Eq. (1), such as the peak area A of the corresponding tran-
sition or the values entering the photon-flux determination,
was varied within its statistical uncertainty for each itera-
tion. The mean IS and its standard deviation were determined
from the resulting probability distributions for the outcomes
of the two flux-scaling procedures separately. Subsequently,
the Monte Carlo approach was once again applied to aver-
age both results, yielding the final energy-integrated cross
section. The corresponding standard deviation represents the
statistical uncertainty. The systematic uncertainty associated
with the difference between the two scaling approaches was
extracted from the discrepancies between the final IS values
and the values obtained from the two separate procedures.
Furthermore, a systematic uncertainty of 10% was applied,
reflecting the determination of the product of efficiency and
photon flux at γ ELBE. This uncertainty accounts for the
accuracy of the fit functions used to describe the 11B cal-
ibration points. Both contributions were combined and are
presented in Table I as systematic uncertainties. When extract-
ing the energy-integrated cross sections and reduced transition
strengths from the γ ELBE measurement, only the latter is
quoted as systematic uncertainty. To minimize the statistical
uncertainties, the peak area extracted from the detector per-
pendicular (parallel) to the polarization plane was used for an
identified E1 (M1) transition. If a radiation-character assign-
ment was not possible and the HIγ S results had to be used,
the energy-integrated cross sections for both possibilities are
given. Then, the first value was extracted from the perpendicu-
lar φ = 90◦ detector assuming an E1 transition and the second
from the parallel φ = 0◦ detector assuming an M1 transition.
For known E2 transitions, it was observed that feeding con-
tributions occur also in the LE bremsstrahlung measurement
up to approximately 4.5 MeV and the HIγ S data only cover
the energy range above 4.3 MeV. Therefore, only ground-

TABLE II. Energy-integrated cross sections determined from the
bremsstrahlung (γ ELBE) and the HIγ S experiments using the E1
and the M1 detectors are given for transitions with unknown ra-
diation character due to the asymmetry εhv . The first quantity in
parentheses is the statistical uncertainty and the second is the sys-
tematical uncertainty of the photon flux at HIγ S. The uncertainty of
the photon flux at γ ELBE is not included.

IS (keV fm2)

Ex (keV) γ ELBE HIγ S E1 det. HIγ S M1 det.

6765 4.75(20) 4.32(19)(12) 1.06(8)(3)
7717 11.5(4) 3.16(31)(7) 10.73(36)(19)
8564 9.7(5) 3.37(25)(7) 8.71(26)(17)
8844 3.3(5) 3.43(31)(11) 1.86(15)(5)

state transitions above this energy are included in Table I.
It should be pointed out that below 5.86 MeV no absolute
photon-current densities could be determined for the HIγ S
data. Hence, energy-integrated cross sections and transition
strengths may be contaminated by feeding and single-escape
contributions below this energy.

In four cases, the radiation character was assigned by
comparing the two possible IS values determined from the
HIγ S data to the γ ELBE result. The corresponding energy-
integrated cross sections are presented in Table II. These
spin-parity quantum numbers are indicated by an asterisk in
Table I. Feeding contributions to these states, which would
affect the energy-integrated cross sections extracted from the
bremsstrahlung analysis, were excluded due to the compari-
son of the HE and LE measurements at γ ELBE.

In all, 87 1− states and 23 1+ states were firmly identified
between 4.3 MeV and Sn by combining the HIγ S and γ ELBE
results. Eight states were tentatively identified as 1− states and
two as 1+ ones. For eleven states, J = 1 was determined.

Besides the investigation of individual transitions, average
elastic cross sections σγγ were determined for all beam-
energy settings with known absolute photon-current densities
from the HIγ S data, i.e., for all beam energies between 5.86
and 9.05 MeV. For this purpose, the recorded deexcitation
spectra were deconvoluted using the code Horst. Afterwards,
the absolute photon-current density and the deconvoluted
spectra were integrated in the same energy range δE to apply
Eq. (6). Because of the nonconstant photon-current density
and individual, very strong transitions of 64Ni, the width of
the integration interval was chosen to be δE = 50 keV. No E2
transition was identified in the state-to-state analysis above 5
MeV. Hence, only the E1 and M1 channels of the elastic cross
section were disentangled following the approach described in
Ref. [45]. Because the recorded deexcitation spectra of both
θ = 90◦ detectors consist of superpositions of E1 and M1
transitions, two linear equations with two unknown parame-
ters, σγγ (M1) and σγγ (E1), were set up according to Eq. (6).
As described above, the determination of the absolute photon-
current densities using the E1 and M1 detectors showed 5%
discrepancies with respect to the backward detector. This
corresponds to uncertainties of the product of angular distri-
bution and efficiency. As stated above, these deviations were
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FIG. 6. In panel (a), the moving average over a range of
200 keV of the elastic cross sections of the E1 and M1 channels
deduced in 50 keV steps is shown in blue and orange, respectively.
The statistical uncertainties (shaded areas) are small. The systematic
uncertainties (resulting from the photon fluxes of the γ ELBE and
HIγ S measurements, see text) are depicted as crosshatched areas.
Panel (b) illustrates the fraction of the E1 contribution with respect
to the total cross section. This ratio was calculated not only for
beam energies between 6.38 and 9.05 MeV (black), but also for
the beam-energy settings of 9.3 and 9.6 MeV for which absolute
measurements were not possible (purple).

quantified for E1 (M1) transitions for the E1 (M1) detector,
but no correction could be determined for the other radiation
character. Therefore, it was only applied to the corresponding
term in the individual linear equation. However, for the other
radiation character, i.e., the M1 (E1) channel recorded by the
detector perpendicular (parallel) to the polarization plane, no
correction factor could be determined and applied.

The linear equations were solved for all combinations of
photon flux and peak area extracted in the previous steps.
For the determination of elastic cross sections and their cor-
responding statistical and systematic uncertainties, the same
procedure used for the energy-integrated cross section was
applied.

Because of some rest gas present in the beam line dur-
ing the measurements at Ebeam = 5.86 MeV and Ebeam =
6.15 MeV, the deconvoluted deexcitation spectra contained,
even after the deconvolution, events not resulting from NRF
reactions in the target. Hence, these two energy runs were
neglected in this part of the analysis.

In panel (a) of Fig. 6, the M1 and the E1 average elastic
cross sections in terms of moving averages over a range of
200 keV are displayed in orange and blue, respectively. Fur-
thermore, the fraction of the E1 contribution normalized to the
sum of E1 and M1 elastic cross sections is given in panel (b)
of Fig. 6. The calculation of this ratio has the advantage that
systematic uncertainties are eliminated. Additionally, it could
also be determined for the beam-energy settings of 9.3 and 9.6
MeV where the photon-current densities are unknown (purple
data in Fig. 6). The 10 MeV deexcitation spectra recorded by
the HPGe detectors do not show any strength and, therefore,
no results are given. It can be observed that the M1 channel
is weak compared to the E1 channel for all energies, except
between 7.5 and 8.5 MeV. In this energy region, the M1 chan-

FIG. 7. The comparison of the average elastic cross sec-
tion σγγ ,E1 with respect to the E1 channel is shown, extracted in
50 keV steps in terms of the moving average over an energy range
of 200 keV (blue histogram) and from the investigation of the total
excitation-energy region at once (black points). Additionally, the
average inelastic cross sections σγγ ′ , which include E1 and M1 tran-
sitions, are illustrated in dark green. The corresponding upper limit
for the photoabsorption cross section σγ ,E1 was calculated (brown).
Only statistical uncertainties are included. For details, see text.

nel contributes more to the average elastic cross section and
the strengths of both channels are partly comparable. Above
8.5 MeV, the M1 contribution drops again. This is indicated
in panel (b) of Fig. 6 as well.

To determine the average inelastic cross section σγγ ′ , the
ground-state transitions of the 2+

1 state at 1346 keV, the 2+
levels at 3154 and 3275 keV, and of a state at 2972 keV,
whose spin-parity quantum number is given as (1, 2+), were
investigated [50]. By applying Eq. (7), extracting the peak
areas A(2+) of the ground-state decays of the low-lying 2+
states from the deexcitation spectra of each HPGe detector
individually, and assuming W�L(θ, φ) ≈ 1, the average in-
elastic cross sections σγγ ′ were calculated. The investigation
using all HPGe detectors accounts for systematic uncertain-
ties introduced by, e.g., detection efficiencies at low γ -ray
energies or not completely isotropic angular distributions. For
the uncertainty estimate, the Monte Carlo approach was used
by combining each extracted photon-current density (as ex-
plained above) with the peak areas A(2+), which were varied
within their statistical uncertainties following a Gaussian dis-
tribution. The determination of uncertainties was performed in
analogy to the procedure described before for the elastic cross
section. Additionally, the contribution from the extraction of
the inelastic cross section using the different HPGe detectors
was included.

The results serve only as estimate of the average inelastic
cross sections since the nonconstant photon distribution could
not be taken into account. Therefore, the photon-current den-
sities were integrated over the total excitation-energy region.
The sums of the average inelastic cross sections corresponding
to all observed ground-state decays of the low-lying 2+ states
are presented in dark green in Fig. 7.

In addition, Fig. 7 illustrates the comparison of the aver-
age elastic cross sections corresponding to the E1 channel,
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extracted in δE = 50 keV steps in terms of the moving av-
erage over a range of 200 keV (blue data), and from the
investigation of the complete excitation-energy region at once
δE = Ebeam,total (black squares). The general trends of the
average elastic cross sections σγγ ,E1 determined using both
methods are in good agreement although the fine structure of
the strength is, of course, better described by the continuous
analysis in 50 keV steps. Because of this agreement, it was
concluded that the average inelastic cross section can be es-
timated by using the determined σγγ ′ values: In Fig. 7, the
sums of the average elastic E1 cross sections σγγ ,E1 and the
average inelastic cross sections σγγ ′ are illustrated in brown,
i.e., the total photoabsorption cross section σγ ,E1 is displayed.
Because σγγ ′ includes the E1 and M1 channels, the depicted
photoabsorption cross sections σγ ,E1 provide only an upper
limit. Nevertheless, the importance of including the inelastic-
decay channel at high excitation energies can be seen.

V. DISCUSSION

In this section, the experimental results are compared to
theory. Here, the E1 response contained in elastic transitions
is compared to calculations performed within the relativistic
equation of motion (REOM) framework. This is part of the
relativistic nuclear field theory (RNFT) that represents the
most optimal balance of fundamentality, predictive power,
and feasibility for nuclear structure calculations. The apparent
advantages of RNFT are its covariance, connection to particle
physics, nonperturbative character, and transparent treatment
of subleading contributions to the nucleon-nucleon forces in
complex nuclei. The only input to RNFT is the meson masses
and coupling constants, slightly renormalized in the frame-
work of the covariant density functional theory, compared to
their vacuum values and universal across the nuclear chart.
Up to now, the REOM has not been adopted for calculations
of nuclear response of unnatural parity in the neutral sector.
Therefore, shell-model calculations were performed to inter-
pret the M1 strength of individual transitions of 64Ni observed
in the experimental data. The shell-model approach is capable
of providing accurate treatment of complex multiparticle-
multihole configurations in sufficiently small model spaces,
that is, the case of the M1 response. However, it is more
difficult to extend to model spaces covering two major shells
required for the E1 excitations in the energy interval under
study.

The most important details concerning both calculations
are given below.

A. Relativistic equation of motion approach

The most convenient tool to quantify the nuclear strength
functions over a wide range of energies is response theory.
In major textbooks and many practical applications, response
theory is confined by the random phase approximation (RPA)
or its superfluid variant, the quasiparticle RPA (QRPA). In the
context of the most fundamental ab initio equation of mo-
tion (EOM) framework [51,52], QRPA neglects completely
the dynamical interaction kernel, while in the diagrammatic
formulation, (Q)RPA is associated with a one-loop approxi-

mation. In Rowe’s EOM [53], (Q)RPA is represented by the
simplest one-particle–one-hole (two-quasiparticle) 1p1h (2q)
excitation operator generating the excited states by its action
on a noncorrelated ground state, while more accurate solutions
require higher-complexity (npnh) correlations in both the ex-
cited and ground states of the system.

(Q)RPA is known to reproduce some basic features of
giant resonances and soft modes. However, a detailed and
accurate description of nuclear spectra requires a much more
advanced theory. All the approximations beyond (Q)RPA
were shown to be derivable from the dynamical kernel of the
ab initio EOM for the two-fermion response function [54,55].
In particular, the leading approximation beyond (Q)RPA is
the quasiparticle-vibration coupling (qPVC) in the minimal
coupling scheme including 2q ⊗ 1phonon configurations in
the two-fermion in-medium propagator, where the phonon
represents correlated 2q pairs. Realistic implementations of
this approach may employ effective interactions, which yield
quite reasonable phonons already within (Q)RPA, combined
with subtraction restoring the self-consistency of the ab initio
framework [56]. The minimal qPVC extension of (Q)RPA
by the 2q ⊗ 1phonon configurations is often insufficient, and
higher configuration complexity may be needed to describe
fine details of nuclear spectra. The two-fermionic cluster de-
composition of the fully correlated dynamical kernel of the
response function suggests that the next-level complexity non-
perturbative approximation is the 2q ⊗ 2phonon or correlated
six-quasiparticle configurations in the intermediate propaga-
tors.

Based on the recent developments of Refs. [54,55], calcu-
lations for the electromagnetic dipole response of 64Ni were
performed with the NL3* meson-exchange interaction [57].
This parametrization (an upgrade of NL3) demonstrates a
reliable performance in the description of nuclear masses
and radii [58]. Furthermore, the NL3* has the advantage of
its ansatz being separable in the momentum representation,
which allows for an economical and efficient implementation
for calculations of the nuclear response.

The calculations were conducted in the three many-body
approximations of growing complexity: relativistic QRPA
(RQRPA), relativistic 2q ⊗ 1phonon EOM (REOM2) and rel-
ativistic 2q ⊗ 2phonon EOM (REOM3). The upper index in
REOMn is adopted as a universal complexity index, marking
the maximal number of correlated or noncorrelated particle-
hole configurations in the intermediate propagators: 2p2h
for REOM2 and 3p3h for REOM3. Natural-parity phonons
up to 20 MeV with J = [1, 6] were used in both REOM2

and REOM3, and the intermediate 2q ⊗ 1phonon propagators
with both parities and J = [0, 6] were included in the model
space of REOM3. The 2q configurations were included up
to 100 MeV, while the 2q ⊗ 1phonon ones were accommo-
dated up to 30 MeV. Including 2q ⊗ 2phonon configurations
up to high energy is technically challenging, and the energy
cutoff of 25 MeV was the maximum that is feasible on the
supercomputer cluster at Western Michigan University. Fur-
ther details are similar to those of calculations presented in
Ref. [59].

REOM2, previously dubbed as relativistic (quasiparticle)
time blocking approximation [R(Q)TBA], brings a major
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FIG. 8. (a) The E1 photoabsorption cross section σγ ,E1 of
64Ni in the three many-body approximations of growing complex-
ity: relativistic QRPA (RQRPA) (gray), relativistic 2q ⊗ 1phonon
EOM (REOM2) (dashed black), and relativistic 2q ⊗ 2phonon EOM
(REOM3) (solid black). The results up to 17 MeV were obtained
with the � = 200 keV smearing parameter (the imaginary part of
the energy argument and corresponding to half the width of the indi-
vidual peaks) in comparison with the experimental NRF elastic cross
section σγγ ,E1 (blue). These data are depicted as moving averages
over a range of 200 keV. The statistical (systematic) uncertainties are
shown as blue shaded (light-blue crosshatched) areas. Furthermore,
the upper limits for the E1 photoabsorption cross sections σγ ,E1,
which also include the average inelastic cross sections, and the statis-
tical uncertainties determined in the NRF experiment are depicted as
dark-red points. The corresponding systematic uncertainties are illus-
trated as light-red error bars. Additionally, the total photoabsorption
cross section σγ extracted from a (γ ,n) measurement by Utsonomiya
et al. (orange triangles) [60] are given. (b) The same data as in (a) but
just up to 9500 keV to emphasize the energy region associated with
the PDR. (c) For a better comparison of the fine structure observed in
the NRF experiment with the REOM3 calculation, the experimental
results extracted in 50 keV steps are illustrated together with the
REOM3 results obtained with a smearing parameter of � = 50 keV.

refinement and significant improvement of the description as
compared to RQRPA, as displayed in panels (a) and (b) of
Fig. 8. However, it can be observed that more complex con-
figurations than 2q ⊗ 1phonon are needed for a more accurate
description of the experimental data. By adding more complex
2q ⊗ 2phonon configurations in REOM3 the strength distri-
bution is still visibly changed. It can be seen that a significant
portion of the strength moves toward lower energies. In partic-
ular, the pygmy-resonance domain below 10 MeV manifests
considerable structural differences between the REOM2 and
REOM3 approaches [cf. panel (b) of Fig. 8]. On the theory
side, the model-independent framework [54,61] indicates that,

in principle, configurations up to NpNh complexity have to
be included to solve the many-body problem of N particles
exactly. Therefore, any effort toward high-complexity con-
figurations should improve the description of a many-body
system. However, a comparison of the RQRPA, REOM2,
and REOM3 numerical results indicates that the quantitative
importance of complex configurations decreases with com-
plexity. Hence, it can be assumed that reaching the desired
accuracy is feasible within the model spaces of maximal
complexity not significantly exceeding 2q ⊗ 2phonon in the
coupling regimes of nuclear structure.

The theoretical results given in Fig. 8 represent the total E1
photoabsorption cross sections σγ ,E1. The average E1 elastic
cross sections σγγ ,E1 deduced from the NRF measurements
are displayed in blue. The experimental upper limits of the E1
photoabsorption cross section shown in dark red include the
inelastic decay channel for which no distinction between E1
and M1 transitions was possible, as described in the previous
section. Hence, these results represent upper limits with re-
spect to the E1 channel. In the case of the photoabsorption
cross section deduced from the (γ ,n) experiment (orange),
also the M1 channel is included, but it was theoretically shown
in Ref. [60] that this contribution is negligible above approx-
imately 10.5 MeV. Because no absolute cross sections could
be determined between 9.3 MeV and Sn in this NRF measure-
ment, a conclusive comparison of the NRF and the (γ ,n) data
is not possible. However, there are indications of additional
E1 strength and structures on top of the low-energy tail of the
IVGDR in the PDR region.

Whereas the RQRPA and the REOM2 results do not
show strength distributions comparable to the NRF data, the
REOM3 results reproduce the experimentally-determined en-
hancement of the cross section at 7.5 MeV. Furthermore,
when comparing the REOM3 cross sections obtained with a
50 keV smearing parameter and the average elastic cross sec-
tions deduced in 50 keV steps [panel (c)], a good agreement
in the strength fragmentation can be observed up to 8.5 MeV.
At higher energies, the energies of the enhancements cannot
exactly be reproduced but similar structures can be identified.
Here, the inelastic contribution is not included since it could
not be extracted in 50 keV steps and, therefore, no fine struc-
ture could be investigated.

The agreement of REOM3 with experimental data, al-
though improved compared to the less advanced approaches,
is still imperfect. Especially, the summed cross section be-
tween 6.0 and 9.3 MeV is almost two times higher than the
experimentally extracted upper limit of the total photoab-
sorption cross section (dark-red data points) as illustrated in
Fig. 9. This indicates that some mechanisms of the strength
formation are still to be included to achieve spectroscopic
accuracy, and that the interaction can be of better quality.
In the paradigm of a parameter-free many-body theory, the
only parameters are those characterizing the local interac-
tion between two nucleons (effective or bare), while all the
many-body correlations are computed without changing these
parameters or introducing new ones.

Within this paradigm, a complete response theory for
atomic nuclei should take into account the continuum, in-
cluding the multiparticle escape, a more complete set of
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FIG. 9. The running sums of the E1 photoabsorption cross sec-
tions 	σγ,E1 of 64Ni deduced from RQRPA (gray), REOM2 (dashed
black), and REOM3 calculations are depicted. In the case of the
REOM3, the result using a smearing parameter of � = 200 keV
is shown as a black solid curve, and the � = 50 keV calculation
as a purple solid one. The running sums of the experimentally
deduced upper limit for the total photoabsorption cross section of
the E1 contribution and the corresponding statistical uncertainties
are depicted in dark red. The systematic uncertainties are shown
in lighter red. The running sum of the experimental NRF elastic
cross section σγγ ,E1 is illustrated in blue (systematic uncertainties as
light-blue crosshatched areas) with the corresponding y axis on the
right side.

phonons (including those of unnatural parity and isospin-
flip), complex ground-state correlations, and, in principle,
even higher-complexity configurations, which are expected to
further affect the strength functions and potentially improve
the description of the fine structure. These factors may be
individually less significant than the included correlations but
altogether they can make a sizable contribution. These effects
will be addressed in future work.

For a better comparison, the contribution of the inelastic-
decay channel in the experiment has to be further investigated
with respect to the contributions of E1 and M1 tran-
sitions. Furthermore, the deduced average inelastic cross
sections serve only as an estimate of the inelastic-decay
channel, since the nonconstant photon-current densities were
neglected in the analysis. By analyzing γ -γ coincidence data,
a smaller energy region δE can be investigated, similar to that
used for the average elastic cross section.

B. Shell-model calculations

Shell-model calculations for 64Ni were carried out using
the code NUSHELLX@MSU [62] with two different model
spaces.

First, the f p model space with the GX1A Hamiltonian
[63,64] was used as previously for the lighter nuclide 54Fe
[19]. The model space included the proton and neutron or-
bitals (1 f7/2, 2p3/2, 1 f5/2, 2p1/2) without limits in occupation
numbers. The calculated 2+

1 state has an excitation energy
of Ex = 1.268 MeV and a transition strength to the ground
state of B(E2, 2+

1 → 0+
1 ) = 139 e2fm4. The corresponding

FIG. 10. Upper panel: The products of experimental
B(M1, 1+ → 0+

1 ) and the ground-state decay branching ratio

0/
 are illustrated for all firmly identified M1 transitions as orange
bars and for all transitions with unknown radiation character as
gray bars. The maximum energy, for which absolute values could
experimentally be determined, is indicated by a dashed vertical
line. Lower panel: B(M1, 1+ → 0+

1 ) values for the lowest 100 1+

states deduced by the shell-model calculations using, on the one
hand, the CA48MH1 Hamiltonian and, on the other, the GX1A
Hamiltonian are shown as red and black bars, respectively. Here,
the neutron-separation threshold of 64Ni is indicated by a dashed
vertical line.

experimental values are Ex = 1.346 MeV and B(E2, 2+
1 →

0+
1 ) = 119(4) e2fm4 [50].

As an alternative, the ca48pn model space with the
CA48MH1 Hamiltonian [65,66] was applied, which had also
been used for the investigation of 1+ states in the isotone
66Zn [24] and in 60,64,68Fe [67]. The model space included
the π (1 f (8− f )

7/2 , 1 f f
5/2, 2pf

3/2, 2pp1
1/2) proton orbitals with f =

0 to 4, p1 = 0 to 2, and the ν(1 f f 5
5/2, 2pp3

3/2, 2pp1
1/2, 1gg9

9/2)
neutron orbitals, where f 5 and p3 can have values from
zero to the respective maximum, and g9 = 0 to 2. The 2+

1
state was calculated at Ex = 0.750 MeV with a transition
strength of B(E2, 2+

1 → 0+
1 ) = 423 e2fm4 using standard ef-

fective charges of eπ = 1.5e and eν = 0.5e. It is noted that
the Hamiltonians were not specifically adjusted to nuclides
around 64Ni. The calculations for Jπ = 1+ states were per-
formed for the lowest 100 states. Reduced transition strengths
B(M1, 1+ → 0+

1 ) were calculated using effective g factors of
geff

s = 0.74gfree
s [68].

The experimentally deduced products of B(M1, 1+ → 0+
1 )

and the ground-state decay branching ratio 
0/
 given in
Table I for all firm and possible 1+ states are compared with
the calculated ones in Fig. 10. The first 1+ state in the shell-
model calculation using the CA48MH1 (GX1A) Hamiltonian
appears at 2.941 (2.692) MeV, whereas the first experimental
state with a firm 1+ assignment is located at 4.617(1) MeV.
However, excitation energies below 4.33 MeV were not cov-
ered by the HIγ S measurement. Therefore, the lowest-lying
calculated 1+ states within the shell model are not given in
the figure.

Around 8 MeV, an accumulation of strong M1 transi-
tions and a number of transitions with smaller B(M1) values
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FIG. 11. Running sums
∑

B(M1, 1+ → 0+
1 ) of the calculated

values using the CA48MH1 and GX1A Hamiltonians are shown as
red and black squares, respectively. The experimentally extracted
products of B(M1, 1+ → 0+

1 ) and ground-state decay branching ratio

0/
 (right y axis) of 64Ni are given by orange circles with the
corresponding statistical uncertainties. The systematic uncertainties
are depicted in gray.

above 8.5 MeV are observed in the experiment (upper part
of Fig. 10). This resembles the distribution calculated with
the GX1A Hamiltonian (black bars in the lower panel). The
shell-model results obtained with the CA48MH1 Hamiltonian
show prominent strengths between 7 and 7.5 MeV and also a
distribution of smaller strengths at higher energy (red bars in
the lower panel). This behavior is also indicated in the running
sums calculated using all values above 4 MeV determined
theoretically and experimentally (cf. Fig. 11). The experi-
mental running sum includes all firmly assigned as well as
all possible M1 transitions observed in the NRF experiments.
All the curves indicate a steplike behavior caused by strong
peaks in the B(M1) distributions. Whereas the steepest step
occurs between 7.5 and 8 MeV in the experimental (orange)
and the GX1A (black) data, the CA48MH1 results (red) con-
tain two steep steps at 7 and 7.5 MeV. Because of these
two steps, the running sums in CA48MH1 exceed the exper-
imental ones as well as those calculated in GX1A above 7
MeV, but approach the experimental values again at 8.5 MeV.
Additionally, it is indicated that the strength in the GX1A
shell-model calculations is more smoothly distributed com-
pared to the experimental strength between approximately 8.5
and 9.5 MeV. The differences between the distributions of M1
strength obtained with the two model spaces may be traced
back to differences in the ingredients, such as single-particle
energies and two-body matrix elements. The calculation using
GX1A without limitations reproduces the energy of the 2+

1
state and the B(E2, 2+

1 → 0+
1 ) value better than the one using

CA48MH1, which may indicate a better adjustment of model
space and Hamiltonian to the present nuclide. In both model
spaces, the excitation of protons from the 1 f7/2 orbital to
the f p orbitals across the Z = 28 gap plays an important
role for the generation of M1 strength. In GX1A, also the
neutron 1 f7/2 orbital is included while CA48MH1 starts above
N = 28, but includes the 1g9/2 orbital in addition. Both these
orbitals give minor contributions to the respective calculated

states, but may nevertheless influence the results in different
ways.

It has to be kept in mind that the experimental data are
given as the product of the reduced transition strength and the
ground-state decay branching ratio. In this sense, the pictured
experimental values serve only as upper limit. On the other
hand, only resolved transitions are contained in the experi-
mental data.

It can be concluded that the experimental summed strength
of 	B(M1, 1+ → 0+

1 ) = 0.949(16)(102)μ2
N between 4.3 and

9.3 MeV is well reproduced by both shell-model calcula-
tions which amount to 	B(M1, 1+ → 0+

1 ) = 0.96μ2
N using

the CA48MH1 Hamiltonian and to 	B(M1, 1+ → 0+
1 ) =

0.89μ2
N with the GX1A Hamiltonian. The summed strength is

very similar to that of the neutron-magic (N = 28) 54Fe [19]
and almost three times larger than that of the N = 36 isotone
66Zn [24] up to 9.3 MeV. This increase is expected because
proton excitations across Z = 28 play an important role for
M1 excitations of 64Ni, whereas this contribution is small for
66Zn, which already has two protons above the Z = 28 shell
closure.

VI. SUMMARY AND OUTLOOK

Real-photon scattering experiments on 64Ni were per-
formed using both an energetically continuous, mainly
unpolarized (bremsstrahlung) photon beam and a quasimo-
noenergetic, linearly polarized γ -ray beam. This combination
enabled the firm (tentative) identification of 87 (8) E1, 23 (2)
M1, and 11 dipole transitions of unknown radiation character
between 4.3 and 9.7 MeV. For 11 observed transitions, neither
the multipole order nor the radiation character could be firmly
assigned. Because of the use of a calibration standard during
the bremsstrahlung experiment, absolute energy-integrated
cross sections of transitions up to 9.3 MeV were deduced by
combining both experiments. In addition to the analysis of
individual transitions, average elastic cross sections σγγ were
determined up to 9.2 MeV. The contributions of the E1 and
M1 channel with respect to the total elastic cross section were
calculated up to the neutron-separation energy Sn = 9.7 MeV
of 64Ni. It was observed that the E1 contribution is, in general,
larger than the M1 contribution although an accumulation of
M1 transitions was observed between 7.5 and 8.5 MeV.

Shell-model calculations were performed using two dif-
ferent Hamiltonians (CA48MH1 and GX1A). The resulting
reduced M1 transition strengths B(M1, 1+ → 0+

1 ) were com-
pared to the experimentally deduced products of reduced
transition strength and ground-state decay branching ratio
B(M1, 1+ → 0+

1 ) × 
0/
 of individual transitions. Although
the agreement of the summed strength between 4.3 and 9.3
MeV is good for both calculations with respect to the ex-
perimental value, the fine structure, i.e., an accumulation of
strength between 7.5 and 8.5 MeV, is better reproduced by the
shell-model calculation carried out in the f p model space with
the GX1A Hamiltonian. The experimental summed strength is
very similar to that of the neutron-magic N = 28 nucleus 54Fe
[19] and almost three times larger than that of the N = 36
isotone 66Zn [24] up to 9.3 MeV. Also, the calculated M1
strength of 64Ni exceeds the one of 66Zn by about 50%. Large

044318-13



M. MÜSCHER et al. PHYSICAL REVIEW C 109, 044318 (2024)

M1 strengths are attributed to proton excitations across the
Z = 28 gap, including holes in the 1 f7/2 orbital. These play
an important role for excited 1+ states of 64Ni, whereas their
contributions to states of 66Zn, which already has two protons
above the Z = 28 shell closure, are smaller.

The average elastic cross section of the E1 channel and
an upper limit of the total photoabsorption cross section,
including decays to states other than the ground state, were
compared to calculations in the relativistic equation of mo-
tion REOM framework including 2q ⊗ 1phonon REOM2 and
2q ⊗ 2phonon REOM3 configurations. It was found that the
inclusion of more complex configurations leads to a lowering
of the energy of a significant part of the E1 strength. The
E1 part of the photoabsorption cross sections σγ ,E1 extracted
from the calculations were compared to the NRF results.
It was observed that the REOM3 calculation describes the
gross structures of the average elastic cross section well, i.e.,
enhancements of the cross section up to approximately 8.5
MeV. At higher energies, the energies of the enhancements
are not as well described, but nevertheless, similar structures
can be observed. Besides the good reproduction of the cross
section’s behavior, the absolute value of the REOM3 calcula-
tion is approximately two times larger than the experimental
value. Possible reasons for this discrepancy can be found on
both the experimental and theoretical sides. On the one hand,
for the estimate of the average inelastic cross section, the
nonconstant photon distribution was neglected. This can be
taken into account by investigating γ -γ coincidence data, and
extracting the inelastic cross section in smaller energy steps
than it was done for the elastic cross section. On the other
hand, more mechanisms contributing to the strength formation
have to be included in the theory for a better description of the
experimental data.

For both radiation characters, the missing exact knowledge
of the inelastic decay channel makes comparisons to theory
difficult. Furthermore, a remeasurement at energies between
9.3 MeV and Sn is important for conclusive comparisons to,
e.g., the (γ ,n) data by Utsonomiya et al. [60] with respect to a
possible enhancement of E1 strength on top of the low-energy
tail of the IVGDR in the PDR region.
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6 Results and discussion

In the beginning of this chapter, it has to be emphasized that the discussion is focused on
comparisons between results obtained from different real-photon scattering experiments if
not other noted. Due to the same excitation mechanism and similar limitations of the per-
formed experiments, the results are most suited for comparisons. Nevertheless, it suffers
from different experimental sensitivity limits which has to be kept in mind for some of the
conclusions drawn.

For getting more insights in the underlying structures and mechanisms of the different dipole-
excitation modes, studies along isotopic and isotonic chains are indispensable. The 𝑍 = 28
isotopic chain deals as good testing ground for investigations using real photons as probe due
to its four stable, even-even isotopes 58,60,62,64Ni. The two most abundant isotopes 58,60Ni
have already been measured using bremsstrahlung and LCB photon beams and the results
are published in Refs. [55–57]. Bremsstrahlung and LCB experiments on 62Ni have been
conducted as well, although only the analysis of a recently-performed bremsstrahlung exper-
iment covering an energy region up to 8.5MeV is finalized [88]. The last missing even-even
𝑍 = 28 isotope, which had to be studied in (𝛾, 𝛾′) experiments, is 64Ni. The analysis of these
data was the scope of this thesis.
A compilation of the results obtained in state-to-state analyses is illustrated in Fig. 6.1. In
addition to the Ni isotopes, the results of the 𝑍 = 26 isotopes 54,56Fe [53, 54] and of the
𝑁 = 36 isotone 66Zn are shown [58]. This enables, besides the investigation of the evolution
of the low-lying dipole strength with increasing neutron number, the study of the impact on
the strength when crossing the magic 𝑍 = 28 or 𝑁 = 28 shell closures.

The following conclusions were drawn without taking into account the results of 62Ni since
the radiation characters of the observed transitions were not determined in NRF experiments
so far. It has to be taken into account that the data depict the energy-integrated cross sections
of resolved, elastic transitions only. Furthermore, it has to be noted that, in the case of 54Fe,
additional 𝐸1 and 𝑀1 transitions were observed above 10MeV which are not included in
this figure.
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Figure 6.1: The absolute energy-integrated cross sections of 54,56Fe [53, 54], 58,60,62,64Ni
[55–57, 88], and 66Zn [58] are shown between 4 and 10MeV. The energy-integrated cross
sections of transitions firmly and tentatively characterized as 𝐸1 or 𝑀1 transition are il-
lustrated as blue and orange bars, respectively. If no radiation character was assigned, the
corresponding value is displayed as red bar.
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Table 6.1: Ratios between ∑ 𝐼𝑆(𝐸1) and ∑ 𝐼𝑆(𝑀1) for medium-mass nuclei in the 𝑍 ≈ 28
region, the corresponding 𝑁/𝑍 ratios and Coulomb-Corrected Fermi energies ΔCCF are
given.

nucleus 𝑁/𝑍 ΔCCF [MeV] ∑ 𝐼𝑆(𝐸1) / ∑ 𝐼𝑆(𝑀1) up to [MeV]
54
26Fe28 1.08 3.9 1.36(5) 11.55
56
26Fe30 1.15 7.0 1.83(16) 9.77
58
28Ni30 1.07 4.5 1.67(5) 9.73
60
28Ni32 1.14 6.8 3.5(3) 9.9
64
28Ni36 1.29 11.6 10.91(23) 9.24
66
30Zn36 1.20 7.6 18.1(1.3) 10.06

Figure 6.1 illustrates that, in general, strong dipole transitions can be observed when investi-
gating the 𝑍 = 26 iron isotopes (54Fe is neutron magic 𝑁 = 28) and the proton-magic nickel
isotopes, whereas the dipole response of 66Zn consists of many relatively-weak transitions.
This behavior is pronounced in the 𝐸1 channel and will be discussed in Sec. 6.2.
Moreover, it can be observed that the ratios between 𝐸1 and 𝑀1 strengths change for the
elastic-decay channel. These ratios of ∑ 𝐼𝑆(𝐸1) and ∑ 𝐼𝑆(𝑀1) are summarized in Ta-
ble 6.1 together with the corresponding 𝑁/𝑍 ratios and the Coulomb-Corrected Fermi ener-
gies ΔCCF. The latter serves as measure for the strength of the neutron binding with respect
to the proton binding and is calculated according to [19]

ΔCCF = (𝑆2𝑝 − 𝑆2𝑛)/2 + 𝐸𝐶 (6.1)

where 𝑆2𝑝 (𝑆2𝑛) is the two-proton (two-neutron) separation energy and 𝐸𝐶 the Coulomb
barrier. 𝑆2𝑝 and 𝑆2𝑛 of 54,56Fe, 58,60Ni, 66Zn and of 64Ni were taken from Ref. [89] and
Ref. [90], respectively.

The contributions of 𝐸1 and 𝑀1 strength are almost the same for the two iron isotopes and
58Ni. For 60Ni, the 𝐸1 contribution is already two times higher than in the neighboring iso-
tope 58Ni. This changes even more when adding more neutrons. The 𝐸1 contribution is
eleven times higher than the 𝑀1 part for 64Ni, i.e., by adding four neutrons the ratio is in-
creased by a factor of three. This increase gets even steeper when crossing the magic 𝑍 = 28
shell closure (66Zn).
This behavior already shows that the processes generating 𝑀1 and 𝐸1 strengths are com-
pletely different (as described in Chapter 1). Therefore, the 𝐸1 and 𝑀1 channels will be
discussed separately in the following.
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Figure 6.2: Shell-model scheme. The figure is modeled after Fig. 80 of Ref. [92]. The
valence protons (red) and neutrons (blue) of 64Ni are presented.

6.1 M1 transitions

As illustrated in Fig. 6.1, 𝑀1 transitions were identified in the dipole response of 66Zn, the
iron, and the nickel isotopes which were studied with linearly-polarized 𝛾-ray beams. All
these nuclides are so called 𝑓𝑝 nuclei, i.e., the valence nucleons occupy the 1𝑓 and 2𝑝 shells.
A scheme of the shell model and the valence nucleons of 64Ni are displayed in Fig. 6.2 and a
description of the nuclear shell model can be found, e.g., in Ref. [91].
In these nuclei, a considerable amount of 𝑀1 spin-flip transitions is expected which is asso-
ciated with the [2𝑝3/2−, 2𝑝1/2−] and [1𝑓7/2−, 1𝑓5/2−] configurations. For a better comparison
of the strengths, the running sums of the energy-integrated cross sections for all tentatively
and firmly identified 𝑀1 transitions were calculated for every nuclide. These are depicted in
Fig. 6.3.
In general, the running sums of all nuclides except for 66Zn show a step-like behavior, which
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Figure 6.3: Running sums of energy-integrated cross sections of all firmly and tentatively
identified, resolved 𝑀1 ground-state transitions above 4MeV deduced for 54,56Fe [53, 54],
58,60,64Ni [55–57], and 66Zn [58].

results due to individual strong 𝑀1 transitions. In general, the 𝑀1 response of 58Ni and 60Ni
exhibit a great resemblance. This is expected since the same proton and neutron orbitals con-
tribute to the spin-flip resonance. In Ref. [56], it is stated that the interaction of the protons
in the 1𝑓7/2− subshell with the neutrons in the 1𝑓5/2− and 1𝑓7/2− subshells leads to a decrease
of the energy difference between these neutron spin-orbit partners from the iron to the nickel
isotopes. This was observed by higher excitation energies of 𝑀1 transitions, associated with
neutron excitations from the 1𝑓7/2− to the 1𝑓5/2− subshell, for 56Fe compared to 58,60Ni.
As displayed in Fig. 6.3, the running sumof the energy-integrated cross sections of 54Fe shows
two steep increases at higher excitation energies than 56Fe and 58,60Ni. The second step is
located at approximately 10MeV. Because the measurements on 56Fe and 58,60Ni were lim-
ited to excitation energies below 10MeV, it cannot be excluded that 𝑀1 excitations above
10MeV exist in these nuclei as well. These could result in a comparable increase of the 𝑀1
strength at these energies. Moreover, it should be kept in mind that it is also possible that
part of the 𝑀1 strength is located above the neutron-separation threshold which cannot be
easily observed in real-photon scattering experiment. Therefore, a final conclusion cannot be
drawn.
A considerable change of the 𝑀1 response can also be observed from 60Ni to 64Ni. At ap-
proximately 9MeV, a steep increase in the 𝑀1 response of 56Fe and 58,60Ni is present. The
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absence of this step in the 64Ni results causes the approximately three times smaller summed
energy-integrated cross section at 9.3MeV. As indicated in Table I in Chapter 5, no 𝑀1 tran-
sition was observed between 9.3MeV and 9.7MeV, i.e., the complete resolved, elastic 𝑀1
strength is already included in the comparison. It is suggested that a possible reason for this
difference can be found in the occupations of different neutron shells: whereas the four va-
lence neutrons of 60Ni occupy the 2𝑝3/2− subshell, in addition, the 1𝑓5/2− shell is partly filled
with four neutrons in the case of 64Ni. Hence, neutron excitations from 1𝑓7/2− → 1𝑓5/2−

seem to be less probable and the same holds for neutron excitations from 2𝑝3/2− to 2𝑝1/2−.
Nevertheless, proton 1𝑝 − 1ℎ excitations from the 1𝑓7/2− to the 1𝑓5/2− subshell might explain
the still considerable 𝑀1 strength of 64Ni.
The comparison of the results of the 𝑁 = 36 isotones 64Ni and 66Zn indicates that the 𝑀1
strength is approximately halved and three times less 𝑀1 excitations can be observed when
adding two protons to the proton-magic nucleus. This might be explained by the smaller
contribution of spin flips of protons from the 1𝑓7/2− to the 1𝑓5/2− subshell due to the two
additional protons of 66Zn. The importance of the contribution of proton excitations across
the 𝑍 = 28 shell gap for 64Ni was also observed in shell-model calculations included in the
manuscript (see Chapter 5). Because the two additional protons of 66Zn occupy the 2𝑝3/2−

subshell, it is suggested that the [1𝑓7/2−, 1𝑓5/2−] contribution might be larger than that of
[2𝑝3/2−, 2𝑝1/2−] for these nuclei.
It has to be emphasized that the conclusions drawn are based only on the comparison of the
experimental real-photon scattering data and a simple interpretation of the corresponding re-
sults within the shell model. Of course, the situation is much more complex resulting from
the interplay of the nucleons. This is already indicated by the comparison of the 𝑀1 strength
of 56Fe and 58,60Ni. For these, it was shown that the protons in the 1𝑓7/2− subshell influence
the neutron 1𝑓7/2− and 1𝑓5/2− subshells. This effect is denoted as shell evolution (see Ref. [93]
and references therein).

To investigate if observed discrepancies between the 𝑀1 strengths of different nuclides oc-
cur due to missing strength contained in weak transitions below the sensitivity limit, the
average elastic cross sections with respect to the 𝑀1 decay channel have to be compared (cf.
Sec. 4.2.6). No average quantities were determined for 54,56Fe and 58,60Ni, but for 66Zn [59].
Therefore, a comparison of the two 𝑁 = 36 isotones can be conducted.
In Fig. 6.4, the disentangled average elastic cross sections with respect to 𝐸1 and 𝑀1 contri-
butions are displayed. It was decided to show only the 64Ni results deduced from the analysis
of the total excitation-energy region at once to enable a better comparison with the 66Zn
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Figure 6.4: The average elastic cross sections deduced for 64Ni (filled circles) and 66Zn [59]
(filled triangles) are illustrated. The disentanglement procedure for both isotones is the same
and the 𝐸1 (blue) and 𝑀1 (orange) contributions are separately shown. The statistical (sys-
tematic) uncertainties are indicated with the corresponding colors (in gray).

data (see Sec. 4.2.6). It can be seen that 𝑀1 transitions contribute only little compared to
𝐸1 transitions to the elastic-decay channel of both isotones and absolute 𝑀1 values up to
approximately 7500 keV look very similar. Above this energy, the 𝑀1 elastic cross section
gets larger in both nuclei, although this increase is approximately two times higher in the case
of 64Ni. This is exactly what was observed in the state-to-state results (cf. Fig. 6.3) and could
be predicted using the simplified picture of the nuclear shell model illustrated in Fig. 6.2.

6.2 E1 transitions

As stated in Chapter 1, the Pygmy Dipole Resonance (PDR) is observed as an accumula-
tion of additional 𝐸1 strength on top of the low-energy tail of the IsoVector Giant Dipole
Resonance (IVGDR). Furthermore, it was described that multimessenger investigations are
needed to learn more about the properties of the excited states. Nevertheless, the comparison
of real-photon scattering results along isotopic and isotonic chains can yield new insights and
first indications about the underlying structures of the states.
Figure 6.1 shows the evolution of the resolved 𝐸1 transitions in the 𝐴 ≈ 60 mass region. It is
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Figure 6.5: Running sums of energy-integrated cross sections of resolved, firm 𝐸1 ground-
state transitions above 4MeV deduced for 54,56Fe [53, 54], 58,60,64Ni [55–57], and 66Zn [58].

indicated that the fragmentation of the strength increases with increasing neutron number in
the nickel isotopic chain, i.e., the number of 1− states is the largest for 64Ni. Strikingly, the
comparison of 64Ni and 66Zn highlights that no simple correlation between the fragmenta-
tion of the 𝐸1 strength and increasing neutron excess (𝑁/𝑍 ratio) as well as with increasing
CCF energy (cf. Table 6.1) exists. Otherwise, the fragmentation of the 𝐸1 strength should
decrease from 64Ni to 66Zn. Instead, adding two protons to the proton-magic 𝑁 = 36 iso-
tone increases the fragmentation. Whereas distinct strong transitions are present for all Ni
and Fe isotopes, most induced 𝐸1 transitions of 66Zn are relatively weak. This behavior can
also be observed in the 𝐸1 running sums of the energy-integrated cross sections presented in
Fig. 6.5, because the increase corresponding to 66Zn is very smooth. In contrast, the running
sums of the iron and the nickel isotopes show a more step-like behavior. This indicates that
the fragmentation of the PDR is dependent, among others, on the shell structure and is higher
for non-magic nuclei.
Moreover, the investigation of the running sums shows that the 𝐸1 strength contained in re-
solved, elastic transitions up to 9.3MeV is the largest for the nucleus with the largest neutron
excess 64Ni. This is not surprising if, at least, some part of the low-lying 𝐸1 response is
associated with an oscillation of excess neutrons. In contradiction to this picture stands the
summed strengths of 60Ni and 66Zn which are similar above 9.5MeV (cf. Fig. 6.5).
However, especially in the case of 66Zn, it is important to investigate the amount of strength
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systematic uncertainties are given in Ref. [59].

hidden in the background before drawing final conclusions. As aforementioned, the compar-
ison of the average elastic cross section is only possible for 64Ni and 66Zn. As depicted in
Fig. 6.4, the overall trend of the 𝐸1 channel does not change if also unresolved elastic tran-
sitions are included. Up to approximately 7.5MeV, the average elastic cross sections of both
isotones are very similar besides one strong resonance of 64Ni at 6.4MeV. Above 7.5MeV,
an accumulation of strong resonances of 64Ni lead to a more pronounced 𝐸1 response com-
pared to 66Zn. This shows that the inclusion of unresolved transitions does not change the
conclusions drawn for the 𝐸1 channel with respect to the 𝑁 = 36 isotones.
However, it has to be pointed out that this behavior could change when including the inelas-
tic decay channel as described in Sec. 4.2.6. Therefore, the total 𝐸1 photoresponse has to be
compared. As stated in Sec. 4.2.6, the disentanglement of 𝐸1 and 𝑀1 transitions was not
possible in the inelastic decay channel. Hence, the presented results serve only as estimation
when discussing the total 𝐸1 response.
As an estimation, Fig. 6.6 illustrates that the inelastic decay channels of 64Ni (dark-green cir-
cles) and 66Zn (light-green triangles) are very similar. This is surprising due to the different
behavior of the average elastic 𝐸1 cross section. It is shown that an approximately equal
amount of strength is contained in direct 𝐸1 ground-state transitions and inelastic decays for
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66Zn above 8MeV. For 64Ni, the main contribution to the total 𝐸1 cross section is exhausted
by elastic transitions (approximately two thirds) up to 9.05MeV. As mentioned in Chapter 1,
the ground-state decay branching serves as indication of the complexity of the wave function
of a state. Therefore, this observation might be an indication that the contribution of more
complex configurations is increased for non-magic nuclides.

In conclusion, this chapter underlines the importance of performing systematic studies along
isotopic and isotonic chains using the same experimental probe. The comparison of the dipole
responses of neighboring nuclides can reveal properties of the investigated excitationmodes.



7 Summary and outlook

In this thesis, two complementary real-photon scattering experiments on 64Ni were analyzed
to investigate the dipole response up to the neutron-separation threshold 𝑆𝑛 = 9.7MeV.
Two measurements using an energetically-continuous photon beam were conducted at the
𝛾ELBE facility of the Helmholtz-Zentrum Dresden-Rossendorf to induce dipole transitions
up to 9.4MeV. These experiments allowed the distinction between dipole and quadrupole
transitions, the extraction of absolute energy-integrated cross sections for transitions in the
total excitation region, and the study of feeding contributions to lower-lying excited states.
A complementary (𝛾, 𝛾′) experiment on 64Ni was performed at the 𝛾3 setup at the HI𝛾S fa-
cility utilizing a quasimonoenergetic and linearly-polarized 𝛾-ray beam covering excitation
energies between 4.3 and 10.0MeV. Since only states in a small energy region were excited
(Δ𝐸/𝐸 ≈ 300 keV), decays directly back to the ground-state (elastic decays) can be differ-
entiated from transitions to lower-lying excited states (inelastic decays). The detector con-
figuration of the 𝛾3 setup and the linear polarization of the incoming photon beam enabled
the assignment of radiation characters to the observed transitions. In this way, 𝐸1 and 𝑀1
transitions were distinguished.
The combination of both experiments results in the firm identification of 87 1− states and
23 1+ states between 4.3MeV and the neutron-separation threshold of 64Ni. Furthermore,
eight states were tentatively identified as 1− states and two as 1+ states. For eleven additional
states, 𝐽 = 1 was assigned. For transitions up to 9.3MeV, absolute energy-integrated cross
sections were determined.
Furthermore, average cross sections of 64Ni were deduced from the HI𝛾S data. For the aver-
age elastic cross section a disentanglement of the 𝐸1 and 𝑀1 contributions was performed.
It shows that, although 𝑀1 strength exists in the dipole response of 64Ni, its contribution
is comparably small. The inelastic cross sections were estimated by using ground-state de-
cays of the low-lying 2+ states which collect the main part of inelastic transitions. It was
found that approximately one third of the total photoabsorption cross section is exhausted
by the inelastic-decay channel at excitation energies around 9.3MeV. At lower energies, this
contribution is smaller. An approximately linear increase of the inelastic cross section with
increasing excitation energy was observed. However, the extracted values serve only as es-
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timation of the inelastic-decay channel due to the assumption of a constant energy distribu-
tion of the photon beam and that the induced transitions of 64Ni are similarly strong. For a
more precise computation of the average inelastic cross sections of 64Ni, an energetically-
continuous analysis has to be performed using 𝛾 − 𝛾 coincidences. No absolute cross sections
could be determined between 9.3MeV and 𝑆𝑛 due to experimental reasons. Because of the
importance of this energy region for the investigation of neutron-capture reactions in nucleo-
synthesis processes [94–96], a remeasurement should be performed.

In Chapter 5, the experimentally determined average cross sections regarding the 𝐸1 channel
were compared to results obtained in the relativistic equation of motion (REOM) framework.
The comparison showed that the theory can predict the gross structure of the 𝐸1 photoab-
sorption cross section but overestimates the experimental values by approximately a factor of
two. This indicates that additional mechanisms generating the strength in the REOM calcula-
tion have to be included. Furthermore, the used experimental inelastic cross section includes
not only 𝐸1 but also 𝑀1 transitions. For a conclusive comparison of the 𝐸1 channel, these
contributions have to be disentangled.
In addition, shell-model calculations using two different model spaces were performed to
investigate the 𝑀1 decay channel of 64Ni. The results were compared to the experimentally-
accessible quantity 𝐵(𝑀1) ↓ ⋅ Γ0/Γ values because the ground-state decay branching ratios
Γ0/Γ were not determined in the experimental analyses. A good agreement between exper-
iment and theory was achieved. It was observed that the excitation of protons across the
𝑍 = 28 gap play an important role using both model spaces to better reproduce the experi-
mental data.

The evolution of the 𝑀1 and 𝐸1 channels was systematically investigated in this work by
comparing ground-state decays observed in various (𝛾, 𝛾′) measurements on medium-mass
nuclei near 𝑍 ≈ 28. The results with respect to the 𝑀1 channel, which is associated with
spin-flip excitations in the 𝑓𝑝 shells, were interpreted in a simple approach on the basis of
the shell-model scheme. These systematic investigations have to be extended to theory. It is
proposed to apply the same theoretical approach to a variety of nuclei in this mass region.
These theoretical systematic investigations would complement the experimental systematics
presented in this work and new insights in the interactions between nucleons generating the
𝑀1 strength could be gained.

The fragmentation of the 𝐸1 strength in the PDR region was investigated in the 𝐴 ≈ 60 nu-
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clei based on resolved elastic ground-state decays. The systematic comparison revealed that
the fragmentation depends on the shell structure of the nucleus as well, despite the otherwise
assumed connection between PDR strength and gross nuclear parameters such as 𝑁/𝑍. Con-
cerning the evolution of the absolute strengths, no final conclusion could be drawn due to
the missing inelastic-decay channel. However, it is likely that such shell effects have also an
impact on the absolute strengths.
The inelastic-decay channel was included in the comparison of the average 𝐸1 cross sections
of the 𝑁 = 36 isotones 64Ni and 66Zn. The average elastic 𝐸1 cross section of 64Ni is ap-
proximately two times larger above 7.5MeV compared to 66Zn and consists of a variety of
strong resonances, i.e., different patterns can be observed. In contrast, the average inelastic
cross sections, which include 𝐸1 as well as 𝑀1 contributions for both isotones, show ap-
proximately the same behavior in relative and absolute scales up to 9.05MeV. This implies
that the ground-state branching ratios are considerably smaller for higher-lying states of 66Zn
than of 64Ni up to this energy. By using this quantity as indicator for the complexity of the un-
derlying wave functions of a state, it is suggested that the structures of the states considerably
change above approximately 7.5MeV from the proton-magic nucleus 64Ni to the non-magic
isotone 66Zn.
To deeper investigate this assumed change in structure, theoretical calculations using, e.g.,
the quasiparticle-phonon model (QPM) can be performed similar to that applied for 120Sn
[43] and 208Pb [41]. To test such theoretical calculations, the single-particle structure probed
by the (𝑑, 𝑝) reaction could be used. However, neither 63Ni nor 65Zn are stable and, there-
fore, no (𝑑, 𝑝) or (𝑑, 𝑝𝛾) experiments can be conducted to study the single-particle structures
of 64Ni and 66Zn. The two neighboring even-even nuclides, 62Ni [42] and 68Zn are accessible
in (𝑑, 𝑝) and (𝑑, 𝑝𝛾) measurements. The valence neutrons populate the 1𝑓5/2 shell for 62,64Ni
and 66,68Zn, i.e., the same neutron configurations will contribute in corresponding (𝑑, 𝑝) or
(𝑑, 𝑝𝛾) studies. Because of this, the impact of two additional protons above the 𝑍 = 28 shell
closure can be investigated by extrapolating from 62Ni to 64Ni and from 68Zn to 66Zn. For this
comparison, the (𝛾, 𝛾′)-bremsstrahlung data of 62Ni up to its neutron-separation threshold of
𝑆𝑛 = 10.6MeV has to be analyzed. Furthermore, complementary (𝛾, 𝛾′) experiments on
68Zn have to be performed in addition to a (𝑑, 𝑝𝛾) experiment on 67Zn. Moreover, theoretical
calculations for 62,64Ni and 66,68Zn have to be conducted to investigate the wave functions of
the excited states.

To conclude, many real-photon scattering experiments have been performed to understand the
interaction of 𝛾 rays with atomic nuclei for the last decades. The advent of new experimental
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7 Summary and outlook

techniques and advanced facilities further improved this knowledge by, e.g., the distinction
between 𝐸1 and 𝑀1 excitations. In addition, the comparison of excitation and deexcitation
patterns observed during experiments with different excitation probes revealed more insights
into the mechanisms generating these modes and the underlying structures of the excited
states. Nevertheless, there are still properties of the various dipole-excitation modes which
have not been discovered so far and further experimental and theoretical studies are neces-
sary.
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