arXiv:2309.07426v1 [nucl-th] 14 Sep 2023

At the borderline of shape coexistence: Mo and Ru

E. Maya-Barbecho^1, S. Baid^2, J.M. Arias^{2,3} and J.E. García-Ramos^{1,3} 1Departamento de Ciencias Integradas y Centro de Estudios Avanzados en Física, Matemática y Computación, Universidad de Huelva, 21071 Huelva, Spain 2Departamento de Física Atómica, Molecular y Nuclear, Facultad de Física, Universidad de Sevilla, Apartado 1065, E-41080 Sevilla, Spain 3Instituto Carlos I de Física Teórica y Computacional, Universidad de Granada, Fuentenueva s/n, 18071 Granada, Spain (Dated: September 15, 2023)

Background: Even-even isotopes of Mo (Z = 42) and Ru (Z = 44) are nuclei close to the subshell closure at Z = 40, where shape coexistence plays a significant role. As a result, their spectroscopic properties are expected to resemble those of Sr (Z = 38) and Zr (Z = 40). Exploring the evolution of these properties as they move away from the subshell closure is of great interest.

Purpose: The purpose of this study is to reproduce the spectroscopic properties of even-even^{96−110}_{42}Mo and

98−114

44Ru isotopes and to determine the influence of shape coexistence.

Method: We have employed the interacting boson model with configuration mixing as the framework to calculate all the observables for Mo and Ru isotopes. We have considered two types of configurations: 0-particle-0-hole and 2-particle-2-hole excitations. The model parameters have been determined using a least-squares fitting to match the excitation energies and the B(E2) transition rates.

Results: We have obtained the excitation energies, B(E2) values, two-neutron separation energies, nuclear radii, and isotope shifts for the entire chain of isotopes. Our theoretical results have shown good agreement with experimental data. Furthermore, we have conducted a detailed analysis of the wave functions and obtained the mean-field energy surfaces and the nuclear deformation parameter, β, for all considered isotopes.

Conclusions: Our findings reveal that shape coexistence plays a significant role in Mo isotopes, with the crossing of intruder and regular configurations occurring at neutron number 60 (A = 102), which induces a quantum phase transition. In contrast, in Ru isotopes, the intruder states have minimal influence, remaining at higher energies. However, at neutron number 60, also a quantum phase transition occurs in Ru isotopes.

Keywords: Mo isotopes, Ru isotopes, shape coexistence, intruder states, interacting boson model

I. INTRODUCTION

The subshell closure at Z = 40 is known to exhibit rapid onset of deformation, particularly around neutron number 60, resulting from the filling of the neutron 1g_{7/2} orbit, which interacts with the proton 1g_{9/2} one. This phenomenon was well explained in [1–3], and more recently in [4], providing insights into the origin of deformation in this mass region. Generally, the shape of a nucleus arises from a delicate balance between pairing and quadrupole nuclear interactions, favoring spherical and deformed shapes, respectively. It is important not to overlook the role of monopole interaction, which is responsible for the evolution of single-particle energies.

The region around Z = 40 is also known for the presence of states with different shapes within a narrow energy range. This situation, known as shape coexistence, was initially proposed in nuclear physics by Morinaga [5] to explain the nature of the first excited state (0^+) in^{16}O, which was assumed to be deformed while the ground state is obviously spherical due to its doubly magic nature. These experimental findings were theoretically confirmed in [6–8], where particle-hole excitations across the energy shell gap were allowed. A deformed band, originated at low energy due to the quadrupole part of the nucleon-nucleon interactions, emerged on top of the first excited 0^+ state. The presence of additional effective valence nucleons is crucial in explaining the characteristic dropping of this deformed band, often referred to as the intruder band. Another notable example of shape coexistence is observed experimentally in^{40}Ca and is effectively described through shell model calculations involving multi-particle multi-hole excitations [9–11].

The presence of shape coexistence is clearly manifested through experimental observations of nuclear radii and isotope shifts. The phenomenon was first identified in the odd-even staggering of the radii of mercury isotopes, which indicated the coexistence of states with significantly different degrees of deformation. Subsequent studies, such as the measurements of mercury radii in the neutron-deficient region well beyond the mid-shell [12], have confirmed the role of shape coexistence in explaining nuclear structure in various mass regions. This phenomenon is particularly prominent near shell or subshell closures in protons (neutrons) with neutrons (protons) around the mid-shell. Shape coexistence has been observed in light, medium, and heavy nuclei [13–16].

From a theoretical perspective, shape coexistence is described using two complementary approaches: self-consistent methods based on Hartree-Fock (HF) or Hartree-Fock-Bogoliubov (HFB) theories, and the nuclear shell model. In the region around Z = 40, notable studies have been conducted using the relativistic interaction PC-PK1, focusing on Kr, Sr, Zr, and Mo isotopes near neutron number 60 [17]. These studies revealed a rapid evolution in Sr and Zr isotopes, while a more moderate evolution was observed in Mo and Kr isotopes. Prolate-oblate shape coexistence was observed in^{98}Sr and^{100}Zr. In another study [18], even-even Ru, Mo, Zr, and Sr isotopes were investigated using the HFB approach with a Gogny-D1M interaction. The spectroscopic properties were obtained by mapping the energy density functional into an interacting boson model with configuration mixing (IBM-CM) energy surface. The Ru isotopes exhibited a smooth shape evolution with no evidence of intruder bands. The Mo isotopes required two different particle-hole configurations, resulting in a good reproduction of the yrast band but with some deficiencies in describing the non-yrast band and inter-band transitions. State-of-the-art calculations within the HFB framework were carried out by Rodríguez-Guzmán et al. [19], allowing for the treatment of axial and triaxial degrees of freedom on an equal footing. These calculations, applied to Sr, Zr, and Mo isotopes, revealed an oblate shape for Mo isotopes at neutron number 58, gradually transitioning to a triaxial shape as the neutron number increased. An island of triaxiality was evident from neutron number 60 up to 68. Another study [20] investigated Mo and Ru isotopes using the relativistic-Hartree-Bogoliubov formalism with density-dependent zero- and finite-range nucleon-nucleon interactions, as well as a separable pairing. The results were in agreement with other mean-field calculations. Additionally, the study [21] employed the density-dependent meson exchange model DD-ME2 and density-dependent point coupling models DD-PC1 and DD-PCX to explore the shape evolution of Zr, Mo, and Ru isotopes, considering only axial situations. The predictions indicated a spherical shape for the lightest Ru isotopes, nearly degenerate prolate and oblate minima for^{96−102}Ru, a prolate and an oblate degenerate minima in^{104}Ru, and an oblate shape for the heaviest Ru isotopes. In the case of Mo isotopes, the lightest isotopes were predicted to have spherical shapes, with nearly degenerate prolate and oblate minima for^{94−100}Mo.

Moving into the shell-model framework, it is important to note that the description of the region around Z = 40 is influenced by the simultaneous occupation of neutron and proton spin-orbit partners. When the neutron 1g_{7/2} orbital begins to be filled, the interaction with the proton 1g_{9/2} orbital favors the existence of a deformed region in Zr and Sr nuclei with a neutron number larger than 58, and likely in Mo and Ru nuclei as well. This concept has been recently applied to the Zr region [4] using the Monte Carlo Shell Model Otsuka et al. [22], Shimizu et al. [23, 24], which has the capability to handle open shells. However, the idea was first introduced in the seminal works of Federman and Pittel [1–3] where the simultaneous occupation of neutron-proton spin-orbit partners was emphasized as crucial. Federman and their colleagues extensively explored this mass region using a reduced model space consisting of the 3s_{1/2}, 2d_{3/2}, and 1g_{7/2} neutron orbits, and the 2p_{1/2}, 1g_{9/2}, and 2d_{5/2} proton orbits [25–28]. More recently, large-scale shell-model calculations have been performed for the same mass region using more realistic valence spaces, as demonstrated in studies such as [29] and [30]. In [31], a shell-model calculation was conducted for^{100}Mo and

100Ru, starting from a realistic nucleon-nucleon potential and deriving the effective shell-model Hamiltonian and decay operators within many-body perturbation theory, with a focus on studying neutrinoless double-β decay. In [32], the multi-quasiparticle triaxial projected shell model was used to investigate the band structures of^{98−106}Ru isotopes, providing a consistent description. In [33], the odd-even and even-even isotopes of^{95−102}Ru were studied using the nucleon pair approximation with a phenomenological pairing plus quadrupole interaction, yielding good agreement with experimental data.

Other works that provide insights into the nature of this mass region include the following studies. In [34, 35], the authors analyzed^{98}Ru within the framework of the IBM-2 [36] and concluded that a clear vibrational pattern is present. In [37], even-even and even-odd Ru isotopes were investigated using the IBM [38], revealing a transitional behavior. The g-factors of Ru and Pd nuclei were calculated using the IBM-2 in [39]. The even-even^{98−110}Ru isotopes were studied using the affine ^SU(1, 1) Lie Algebra in [40]. In [41], the A = 100 region was described using the IBM-1 with a single Hamiltonian featuring constant parameters. Although this work captured the overall trends well, it could not reproduce the fine details of the spectra, especially the rapid shape evolution observed around neutron number 60. In [42], the even-even Mo isotopes were investigated using a Bohr Hamiltonian with a sextic potential in the β direction, without dependence on γ. This approach provided a good description of the spectra across the entire chain of isotopes, and it was concluded that^{104}Ru is the closest nucleus to the critical point symmetry E(5) [43]. In [44], a large set of isotopes were studied to identify good candidates for vibrational-like behavior, i.e., U(5) nuclei. Among others,^{100}Mo and^{98−104}Ru were identified as suitable candidates. It is important to note that this work is relatively old, and with the present experimental knowledge, the conclusions may have evolved.

The present work extends our previous analysis of the Z ≈ 40 and A ≈ 100 region [45–49], particularly focusing on the even-even Mo and Ru isotopes. Mo is an excellent candidate for studying the influence of intruder states on the onset of deformation for N ≈ 60 due to the rapid lowering of the energy of the 2^+_1 state, a significant increase in the ratio E(4^+_1 )/E(2^+_1 ), or a sudden increase of the radius. However, Ru exhibits a smoother trend in these observables, and the influence of intruder states seems to be minimal. Nevertheless, the onset of deformation at N ≈ 60, specifically in^{104}Ru, has been suggested to generate a relatively flat energy surface, reminiscent of the concept of critical point symmetry E(5) [50].

The paper is organized as follows. In Section II, the present experimental knowledge on Mo and Ru nuclei is reviewed. In Section III, the theoretical framework used in this work is presented, namely the IBM-CM (interacting boson model with configuration mixing). The procedure for obtaining the fitting parameters of the model will also be discussed. In Section IV, the correlation energy gain is studied. It plays a crucial role in understanding the nuclear structure and the interaction between nucleons. In Section V, a detailed comparison between theory and experiment for excitation energies and E2 transition rates is presented. This analysis will provide insights into the agreement between the theoretical predictions of the IBM-CM and the experimental data. In Section VI, the wave functions of the nuclear states are analyzed. The structure and configuration mixing of these states will be examined, allowing for a deeper understanding of the underlying nuclear dynamics. In Section VII, additional observables, including radii, isotopic shifts, and two-neutron separation energies, are studied. These quantities provide valuable information about the nuclear shapes, deformations, and binding energies. In Section VIII, a calculation of the IBM mean-field energy surfaces and an investigation of the deformations in Mo and Ru nuclei is presented. In Section IX, an analysis of the possible existence of a quantum phase transition in the studied nuclei is discussed. Finally, in Section X, the summary and the conclusions of the paper are presented.

II. EXPERIMENTAL DATA IN THE EVEN-EVEN MO AND RU NUCLEI

The energy systematics of isotopes^{92−110}Mo below 3 MeV are presented in Fig. 1, which illustrates a significant increase in the density of states in the lower part of the spectrum as the mass increases. Additionally, a transformation from a vibrational-like pattern to a rotational one is observed, beginning at^{102}Mo and continuing for heavier isotopes. Another important observation is the decrease in energy of the first excited 0^+ state, with the minimum also occurring at^{102}Mo. Throughout the entire chain, the energies of the 4^+_1 and 2^+_2 states are relatively close, almost degenerate in the case of^{108}Mo, indicating the presence of a certain degree of γ softness in the heavier isotopes.

Fig. 2 depicts the energy systematics of^{94−114}Ru isotopes. A clear vibrational pattern is evident for isotopes

94−102Ru, which later evolves into a rotational structure with some degree of γ softness, as indicated by the close

proximity of the 4^+_1 and 2^+_2 states. Similarly, a dropping 0^+ state is observed, with a minimum energy at^{102}Ru.

For the comparison with theoretical calculations, we will consider the evaluated experimental data from Nuclear Data Sheets publications for specific isotopes: A = 96 [51], A = 98 [52, 53], A = 100 [54], A = 102 [55], A = 104 [56], A = 106 [57], A = 108 [58], A = 110 [55], A = 112 [59], A = 114 [60]. In addition to these sources, we have incorporated the most up-to-date references for certain isotopes as described below.

An excellent experimental overview of this mass region, including Mo and Ru isotopes, can be found in [16] with

FIG. 1. The experimental energy level systematics of low-lying positive parity states for the Mo isotopes are displayed, showing levels up to approximately 3 MeV in energy. Levels with dashed blue lines likely correspond to spherical shapes, while those in red represent deformed shapes (for more details refer to the information in Section II).

FIG. 2. The same as Fig. 1 but for Ru isotopes.

updated references. In [61], γγ angular correlation experiments were conducted to study the low-lying states of

96−98Mo, allowing the determination of angular momenta and multiple mixing ratios. Detailed Coulomb-excitation

studies of^{98}Mo and^{100}Mo were performed in [62] and [63] respectively. In [64],^{106−108−110}Mo nuclei were investigated through β-delayed γ-ray spectroscopy, and for the first time, the 0^+_2 band in^{108−110}Mo was measured. The authors of [65] measured neutron and proton occupancy in^{98}Mo and^{100}Mo, revealing a clear change in the filling of the proton g_{9/2} shell between the two isotopes.

For Ru isotopes, in [66], the 0^+_2 and γ bands in^{98}Ru were observed using γ-ray spectroscopy following the β-decay of^{98}Rh, as well as via the^{100}Ru(p, t) reaction. The 0^+_2 state is suggested to be an intruder state rather than a two-phonon vibrational state, although the mean-field calculation presented in the same work does not fully support this hypothesis. The lifetimes of states 2^+_1 , 2^+_2 , and 4^+_1 in^{98}Ru were measured in [67] in an attempt to resolve discrepancies observed in the literature regarding the lifetime of the 4^+_1 state. In [68], the 0^+_2 band in^{102}Ru was studied, along with an analysis of the mixing between the 0^+_1 and 0^+_2 states to understand the deformation evolution of the ground state in even-even Ru isotopes. Measurement of 28 E2 and 3 M1 matrix elements involving 17 low-lying excited states in^{104}Ru was conducted using Coulomb excitation in [69]. The g-factor of the 2^+_1 state in^{96−104}Ru was obtained in [70]. More recently, in [71] a Coulomb excitation experiment was conducted for^{102}Ru obtaining a little larger E2 matrix elements than the evaluated ones for the transitions from 2^+_1 and 2^+_2 to the 0^+_1 state, and measuring for the first time the E2 matrix element of the transition 2^+_3 → 0^+_1 . They concluded that the 0^+_2 state, with β ≈ 0.18 is a little less deformed than the ground state, with β ≈ 0.24.

III. THE INTERACTING BOSON MODEL WITH CONFIGURATION MIXING FORMALISM

A. The formalism

The framework used in this work is the IBM-CM (interacting boson model with configuration mixing). This model is an extension of the original IBM (interacting boson model) proposed by Arima and Iachello [38]. The IBM-CM allows for the simultaneous treatment of multiple boson configurations corresponding to particle-hole excitations across a shell or subshell closure [72, 73].

In this version of the model, known as IBM-1, no distinction is made between proton and neutron bosons or particles and holes. For the study of Mo and Ru nuclei, we consider the closure for protons of the Z = 40 subshell, where the regular states correspond to a 0h-2p (0 holes and 2 particles) proton configuration for Mo and to a 0h-4p proton configuration for Ru, and the intruder states correspond to a 2h-4p proton configuration for Mo and to a 2h-6p proton configuration for Ru. The number of valence neutrons is determined considering a neutron closed shell at N = 50. Hence, the number of valence bosons, denoted as N, will be half of the sum of the valence protons, which is 2 for Mo and 4 for Ru, plus half the number of valence neutrons. The intruder configuration will have additionally 2 bosons. Therefore, the regular and intruder spaces will form a [N] ⊕ [N + 2] Hilbert space.

The Hamiltonian of the system consists of two sectors: one corresponding to the regular part, [N], and another corresponding to the intruder part, [N + 2]. The total Hamiltonian is written as follows:

Ĥ = P̂^†_N Ĥ^N_{ecqf}P̂_N + P̂^†_{N+2} ( Ĥ^{N+2}_{ecqf} + Δ^{N+2} ) P̂_{N+2} + V̂^{N,N+2} mix , (1)

where P̂_N and P̂_{N+2} are projection operators onto the [N] and the [N + 2] boson subspaces, respectively,

Ĥ^i_{ecqf} = ε_in̂_d + κ^′_iL̂ · L̂ + κ_iQ̂(χ_i) · Q̂(χ_i) (2)

is the Hamiltonian of the extended consistent-Q formalism (ECQF), [74, 75] with i = N, N + 2, n̂_d is the d boson

number operator, L̂ = √ 10 [ d^† × d̃ ]_{(1)} is the angular momentum, and Q̂(χ) = [ s^† × d̃ + d^† × s ]_{(2)} + χ [ d^† × d̃ ]_{(2)} is the quadrupole operator. Note that the ECQF corresponds to a simplified version of the general IBM Hamiltonian. The parameter Δ^{N+2} represents the energy needed to excite two proton particles across the Z = 40 subshell gap, resulting in 2p-2h excitations. The operator V̂^{N,N+2}_{mix} is the mixing between the N and the N + 2 configurations and is given by V̂^{N,N+2} mix = ω^{N,N+2}_0 (s^† × s^† + s × s) + ω^{N,N+2}_2 (d^† × d^† + d̃ × d̃)^{(0)}. (3)

In this study, we assume that ω^{N,N+2}_0 = ω^{N,N+2}_2 = ω, where ω is a constant parameter.

The E2 transition operator is built with the same quadrupole operator that appears in the Hamiltonian (2). It is defined as the sum of two contributions that act separately in the regular and the intruder sectors without crossed contributions,

T̂ (E2)_μ = ∑ i=N,N+2 e_iP̂^†_i Q̂_μ(χ_i)P̂_i . (4)

The e_i (i = N, N + 2) are the effective boson charges and the parameters χ_i take the same values that in the Hamiltonian (2). Note that the operator cannot connect the regular with the intruder sector or viceversa.

The free parameters associated with the above operators need to be determined in order to reproduce a set of excitation energies and transition rates, as described in Section III B.

This approach has been successfully employed in recent studies for Sr [48], Zr [46, 47], Pt [76, 77], Hg [78, 79] and Po isotopes [80, 81].

B. The fitting procedure: energy spectra and absolute B(E2) reduced transition probabilities

In this section, we describe how the parameters of the Hamiltonian (1), (2), and (3), as well as the effective charges of the T̂ (E2) transition operator (4), were determined.

We focus on studying the even-even isotopes^{96−110}Mo and^{98−114}Ru, covering a large portion of the neutron shell 50 − 82. We exclude nuclei very close to the neutron shell closure due to the limited reliability of IBM results for

TABLE I. Hamiltonian and T̂ (E2) parameters resulting from the study of Mo isotopes in the present work. All quantities have dimensions of energy (given in keV), except χN and χN+2, which are dimensionless, and eN and eN+2, which are given in units of √ W.u.. It should be noted that the value of Δ^{N+2} = 1500 keV is fixed for all isotopes.

Nucleus ε_N κ_N χ_N κ^′_N ε_{N+2} κ_{N+2} χ_{N+2} κ^′_{N+2} ω e_N e_{N+2} 96Mo 695.84 0.00 1.50 15.00 191.56 -9.96 1.12 13.69 45.0 2.48 4.00 98Mo 813.16 0.00 -1.70 -5.00 873.21 -25.08 1.50 -5.00 45.0 2.73 -0.87 100Mo 517.29 -2.00 -1.49 10.00 408.52 -21.98 0.05 4.34 45.0 2.24 2.88 102Mo 470.23 -4.93 -1.50 -5.00 446.78 -35.00 0.14 1.08 15.0 4.00 -2.15 104Mo 150.00 -10.00 -1.34 7.02 450.04 -35.00 0.49 -0.63 15.0 2.11 -2.05 106Mo 294.38 -15.00 -0.58 0.02 263.83 -29.90 0.37 7.68 15.0 1.90 1.93 108Mo 294.38^a -15.00^a -0.58^a 0.02^a 203.58 -28.85 0.12 8.98 15.0 1.90^b 2.12 110Mo 294.38^a -15.00^a -0.58^b 0.02^a 200.00 -31.79 0.01 7.58 15.0 1.90^b 2.12^c

a Hamiltonian parameters for the regular sector taken from^{106} Mo. b T̂ (E2) regular parameter taken from 106Mo. c T̂ (E2) intruder parameter taken from 108 Mo.

TABLE II. Hamiltonian and T̂ (E2) parameters resulting from the study of Ru isotopes in the present work. All quantities have dimensions of energy (given in keV), except eN and eN+2, which are given in units of √ W.u.. It should be noted that the values χN = χN+2 = 0, κ^′_{N+2} = 0 keV, ω = 15 keV and Δ^{N+2} = 2200 keV were fixed for all isotopes.

Nucleus ε_N κ_N κ^′_N ε_{N+2} κ_{N+2} e_N e_{N+2} 98Ru 683.60 -15.79 -1.28 410.72^a -24.08^a 2.55 4.00^a 100Ru 546.85 -19.89 8.60 410.72 -24.08 2.34 4.00 102Ru 535.28 -20.46 4.75 410.72^a -24.08^a 2.27 4.00^a 104Ru 412.75 -24.34 7.03 410.72^a -24.08^a 2.11 4.00^a 106Ru 360.60 -26.37 5.67 410.72^a -24.08^a 1.96 4.00^a 108Ru 298.53 -29.19 7.60 410.72^a -24.08^a 1.67 4.00^a 110Ru 250.00 -30.00 9.55 410.72^a -24.08^a 1.55 4.00^a 112Ru 250.00 -30.00 6.43 410.72^a -24.08^a 1.76 4.00^a 114Ru 299.33 -34.25 5.55 410.72^a -24.08^a 1.80 4.00^a

a Hamiltonian and T̂ (E2) parameters for the intruder sector taken from^{100}Ru.

those cases.

The goal of the fitting procedure is to achieve a satisfactory overall agreement with the available excitation energies and B(E2) reduced transition probabilities. A standard χ^2 method is used to determine the values of the parameters appearing in the Hamiltonian and the T̂ (E2) operator, following the approach described in [46, 76, 78, 80]. In general, there are 13 parameters involved, but the number may be smaller for most nuclei. We impose the constraint that the parameters should vary smoothly from one isotope to another. Additionally, we strive to keep as many parameters as possible at constant values, particularly the parameters Δ^{N+2} and ω.

The resulting parameter values for the IBM-CM Hamiltonian and T̂ (E2) operator are presented in Tables I and II for Mo and Ru, respectively. In these tables, certain parameters could not be determined unambiguously from the available experimental information. Specifically, the parameters corresponding to the intruder sector of most Ru isotopes and the parameters of the regular sector of^{108−110}Mo. For Ru, only a few 0^+ states in^{100}Ru could be identified as intruder members, but there is no strong evidence of other intruder states in the rest of the isotope chain. Therefore, we have to assume the same intruder parameters obtained for^{100}Ru for the entire Ru chain. As a result, the description of Ru intruder states should be considered only as approximate. In the case of^{108−110}Mo, no evidence of regular states exists, so the regular parameters of^{106}Mo are used for those isotopes.

It is worth noting the smooth variation or constancy of certain parameters, such as χ_N = χ_{N+2} = 0 and κ^′_{N+2} = 0

FIG. 3. Absolute energy of the lowest unperturbed regular (red) and intruder (green) 0^+_1 states for^{96−110} Mo (a) and^{98−114} Ru (b). Thin dashed lines correspond to the reference lines for regular (red) and intruder (green) configurations (see text).

keV in the Ru chain. Thus, both configurations in Ru exhibit γ-unstability. The value of ω is constant in Ru and in the majority of Mo isotopes, with ω = 15 keV, except for^{96−100}Mo where ω = 45 keV. A value of Δ^{N+2} = 1500 keV is employed for the entire Mo chain, which is compatible with the values used for Zr (Δ^{N+2} = 820 − 3200 keV) and Sr (Δ^{N+2} = 1360 − 1900 keV). For the entire Ru chain, a value of Δ^{N+2} = 2200 keV is considered, but it should be noted that this value is only constrained by the experimental information of^{100}Ru.

IV. CORRELATION ENERGY AND UNPERTURBED ENERGY SPECTRA

The position of intruder states is generally expected to be at higher energy compared to regular states due to the creation of a 2p-2h excitation across the shell gap. The parameter Δ^{N+2} = 1500 keV for Mo and Δ^{N+2} = 2200 keV for Ru represents the energy needed for this excitation. However, in practice, the energy of the intruder states is corrected by the pairing energy gain resulting from the formation of two extra 0^+ pairs [82, 83].

The presence of extra bosons leads to a reduction in energy for the considered configuration. As a result, the lowest energies are expected to appear around the mid-shell, and the reduction in energy will be more significant for the intruder configuration due to the larger number of bosons (two units larger). Therefore, the actual energies of intruder states may differ from the initial expectation based solely on the shell gap energy.

To gain a better understanding of the energy systematics in the regular and intruder configurations, we can examine the absolute energies of the lowest regular and intruder 0^+ states by suppressing the mixing term in the IBM-CM Hamiltonian. In this analysis, we consider pure states where the reference regular energy corresponds to 0, while the intruder energy corresponds to Δ^{N+2}. In Fig. 3, panel (a) depicts the energy curves for Mo isotopes, while panel (b) shows the energy curves for Ru isotopes. In the case of Mo isotopes, a notable observation is the crossing of the regular and intruder energies between A = 100 and A = 102, corresponding to a neutron number of 60. From A = 102 onwards, the intruder configuration becomes the ground state. The correlation energy of the regular configuration increases gradually, while the intruder configuration exhibits a much more rapid change. This behavior can be attributed to the larger number of bosons in the intruder configuration and to have |κ_{N+2}| > |κ_N |. The minima of both curves occur precisely at the mid-shell region.

Turning to the case of Ru isotopes, we observe that the regular configuration remains the lowest energy state throughout the isotopic chain. Notably, the gain in correlation energy is more significant for the regular state. However, it is important to note that the Hamiltonian parameters for the intruder sector are kept constant and are

FIG. 4. Energy spectra for the Mo isotopes (panel (a)) and Ru isotopes (panel (b)), obtained from the IBM-CM Hamiltonian presented in Table I and II, respectively. For these calculations, the mixing term in the Hamiltonian has been switched off. For each angular momentum, the energy levels of the two lowest-lying regular and intruder states are displayed. The regular states are represented by full, while the intruder states are shown with dashed lines.

the same as those used for^{100}Ru. Therefore, these results should be interpreted with caution, considering the potential limitations of using the same Hamiltonian parameters in the intruder sector for all Ru isotopes.

Overall, these energy correlation plots provide insights into the relative energies of the regular and intruder configurations in Mo and Ru isotopes, highlighting their different behaviors and the impact of correlation energy on their ordering.

To gain an initial understanding of the distribution of intruder and regular states in the spectrum, we can examine the unperturbed spectra of Mo and Ru isotopes, with the regular ground state as the reference. Fig. 4 illustrates these spectra, with panel (a) representing Mo isotopes and panel (b) representing Ru isotopes. Full lines for the regular states and dashed lines for the intruder ones.

In the case of Mo isotopes (panel (a)), we observe that the regular configuration exhibits a more vibrational character for the lighter isotopes. However, as the mass increases, it switches to a more rotational or O(6) behavior. This transition is evident from the reduction in excitation energies of the 2^+ and 4^+ states. On the other hand, the intruder configuration demonstrates a more prominent rotational character throughout the isotopic chain, which becomes more evident for isotopes with A > 100.

In the case of Ru isotopes (panel (b)), the intruder configuration is considerably higher in energy, with a minimum occurring at A = 98 − 102. Beyond this region, the energy of the intruder configuration increases rapidly with increasing mass. The regular configuration, on the other hand, displays a clear vibrational pattern in the lighter isotopes. It is possible to easily identify the two-phonon triplet (4^+, 2^+, 0^+) or the three-phonon quintuplet (6^+, 4^+, 3^+, 2^+, 0^+). However, in the heavier isotopes, the presence of a γ-unstable structure becomes evident. The clear manifestation of this structure is seen in the seniority two doublet (2^+ and 4^+) and the seniority three quartet (6^+, 4^+, 3^+, and 0^+). Notably, at A = 104 (neutron number 60), there is a transition point where the system switches from one structure to the other.

Overall, these unperturbed spectra provide valuable insights into the nature of intruder and regular states in Mo and

Ru isotopes, highlighting the vibrational and rotational characteristics and the presence of clear structural patterns in the heavier isotopes.

FIG. 5. Excitation energies (up to E ≈ 3.0 MeV) for Mo in panel (a) with the experimental data and in panel (b) with the IBM-CM theoretical results. Same information for Ru isotopes, in panel (c) experimental data and in panel (d) IBM-CM theoretical results. Only two excited states (if known experimentally) per angular momentum are plotted.

V. DETAILED COMPARISON FOR ENERGY SPECTRA AND B(E2) TRANSITION RATES

In this section, we compare the theoretical calculations with the experimental data up to an excitation energy of approximately 3 MeV. Fig. 5 presents a detailed comparison between the experimental excitation energies of Mo (panel (a)) and their corresponding theoretical values (panel (b)). Similarly, it compares the experimental excitation energies of Ru (panel (c)) with their theoretical counterparts (panel (d)). It is important to note that, throughout the entire chain, the theoretical 2^+_1 excitation energy closely matches the experimental data. Consequently, we utilize this experimental energy as a reference to normalize the theoretical spectra (refer to Section 3.2 of Ref. [76] for more details).

Beginning with the Mo isotopes, the spectra of the lighter isotopes exhibit the expected characteristics for nuclei near the neutron number 50 shell closure. Additionally, there is a sudden increase in the excitation energies of certain states attributed to the presence of the neutron number 56 subshell closure. Subsequently, the spectra evolve smoothly towards a more collective behavior, characterized by a compressed spectrum. The IBM-CM accurately reproduces all of these features, particularly the position of the 0^+_2 state along the entire chain.

In the case of Ru isotopes, the theoretical energies quantitatively reproduce the experimental ones, clearly depicting a transition from a purely vibrational-like spectrum (where the one-, two-, and three-phonon states are easily identified) to an O(6) spectrum. However, it should be noted that the experimental levels are more scattered compared to the theoretical ones. There is a notable discrepancy observed for the 0^+_3 state in^{106}Ru, which appears much higher in energy than predicted by the theoretical model. It is worth mentioning that this particular state was not included in the fitting procedure. Additionally, a slight discrepancy is observed for the 0^+_2 state in the case of^{108−110}Ru, where its energy is slightly higher than the corresponding experimental value.

The information regarding B(E2) transitions is presented through a series of tables and figures. Tables III and IV provide a detailed comparison between the known experimental values and the corresponding theoretical ones for Mo and Ru, respectively. Additionally, figures 6 and 7 illustrate selected intra- and interband transitions, respectively, highlighting the results for both Mo and Ru.

Overall, there is a satisfactory agreement between the theoretical predictions and experimental data, with only

FIG. 6. Comparison of the absolute B(E2) transition probabilities along the yrast band, given in W.u. Panels (a) and (c) corresponds to known experimental data for Mo and Ru, respectively and panels (b) and (d) to the theoretical IBM-CM results, also for Mo and Ru, respectively.

FIG. 7. Comparison of the few non-yrast intraband absolute B(E2) transition probabilities in Mo and Ru, given in W.u. Panels (a) and (c) correspond to the known experimental data for Mo and Ru, respectively, panel (b) and (d) to the theoretical IBM-CM results, also for Mo and Ru, respectively.

a few specific discrepancies. Notably, in^{98}Mo, the model predicts a smaller B(E2; 2^+_2 → 2^+_1 ) value than observed experimentally. Additionally, it is worth mentioning the nearly equal B(E2) values for transitions within the yrast band. Generally, in both chains of isotopes, the natural increase of B(E2) values with angular momentum, reaching a maximum at mid-shell, is accurately reproduced by the model.

The reliable reproduction of the transition rates serves as a stringent test for the model. Therefore, the agreement obtained between theory and experiment demonstrates the reliability of the presented calculations, particularly in cases where experimental information is more abundant.

FIG. 8. Experimental excitation energies and absolute B(E2) transition rates (given in W.u.) for selected states in^{100−108} Mo.

FIG. 9. The same as Fig. 8 but for the theoretical IBM-CM results.

TABLE III: Comparison of the experimental absolute B(E2) values (given in W.u.) with the IBM-CM Hamiltonian results for Mo isotopes. Data are taken from the Nuclear Data Sheets [51–60] complemented with references presented in section II.

Isotope Transition Experiment IBM-CM 96Mo 2^+_1 → 0^+_1 20.7(4) 20.7 0^+_2 → 2^+_1 51(7) 40 2^+_2 → 2^+_1 16.4(24) 27.5 2^+_2 → 0^+_1 1.10(11) 0.14 2^+_3 → 2^+_1 < 28 5 2^+_3 → 0^+_1 < 0.18 0.32 2^+_4 → 2^+_1 0.43(20) 0.07 2^+_4 → 0^+_1 0.080(11) 0.022 4^+_1 → 2^+_1 41(7) 34 4^+_2 → 4^+_1 0.18(^{+9}_{−10} ) 14 4^+_2 → 2^+_2 22.0(^{+6}_{−10} ) 56.4 4^+_2 → 2^+_1 1.9(^{+5}_{−9}) 0.0 4^+_3 → 2^+_2 < 72 7 4^+_3 → 2^+_1 < 0.72 0.08

TABLE III: Comparison of the experimental absolute B(E2) values (given in W.u.) with the IBM-CM Hamiltonian results for Mo isotopes. Data are taken from the Nuclear Data Sheets [51–60] complemented with references presented in section II.

Isotope Transition Experiment IBM-CM 2^+_5 → 3^+_1 140(^{+30}_{−40} ) 115 2^+_5 → 2^+_3 4(^{+8}_{−4}) 12 6^+_1 → 4^+_1 < 290 79 6^+_2 → 4^+_3 < 52 96 6^+_2 → 4^+_2 < 1.1 1.8 6^+_2 → 4^+_1 < 47 0.5 6^+_2 → 6^+_1 < 65 17 3^+_1 → 2^+_2 < 1.8 25 3^+_1 → 2^+_1 < 1.3 0.06 5^+_1 → 4^+_3 < 1700 20 5^+_1 → 3^+_1 < 2000 69 5^+_1 → 4^+_2 < 100 3 3^+_3 → 4^+_1 2.7(^{+1.7}_{−2.7} ) 0.1 3^+_3 → 2^+_3 4.1(^{+2.4}_{−4.1} ) 0.1 3^+_3 → 2^+_1 0.19(^{+10}_{−19} ) 0.00 98Mo 2^+_1 → 0^+_1 20.1(4) 19 2^+_1 → 0^+_2 9.7(^{+10}_{−25} ) 6.5 4^+_1 → 2^+_1 42.3(^{+9}_{−8} ) 23.5 6^+_1 → 4^+_1 10.1(4) 23.3 2^+_2 → 0^+_1 1.02(^{+15}_{−12} ) 7.90 2^+_2 → 0^+_2 2.3(^{+5}_{−4}) 2.3 2^+_2 → 2^+_1 48(^{+9}_{−8}) 2 4^+_1 → 2^+_2 15.2(^{+33}_{−30} ) 16.6 2^+_3 → 4^+_1 14(4) 5 2^+_3 → 2^+_2 < 22 3.5 2^+_3 → 2^+_1 3.0(7) 30.9 2^+_3 → 0^+_2 7.5(^{+6}_{−5}) 0.0 2^+_3 → 0^+_1 0.032(^{+7}_{−6} ) 0.228 100Mo 2^+_1 → 0^+_1 37.6(9) 37.5 0^+_2 → 2^+_1 89(3) 76 4^+_1 → 2^+_1 69(6) 71 6^+_1 → 4^+_1 94(^{+16}_{−12}) 100 2^+_2 → 0^+_1 0.62(6) 0.03 2^+_2 → 0^+_2 5.7(^{+14}_{−11} ) 2.2 2^+_2 → 2^+_1 52(7) 70 2^+_3 → 4^+_1 36(^{+34}_{−20}) 42 2^+_3 → 0^+_2 15(^{+5}_{−3}) 70 2^+_3 → 2^+_1 0.28(^{+15}_{−9} ) 0.11 4^+_2 → 2^+_2 30(^{+7}_{−5}) 21 8^+_1 → 6^+_1 122(^{+23}_{−17} ) 121 102Mo 2^+_1 → 0^+_1 74(9) 74 0^+_2 → 2^+_1 70(30) 30 4^+_1 → 2^+_1 89(18) 105 104Mo 2^+_1 → 0^+_1 92(6) 92 4^+_1 → 2^+_1 110(4) 133 6^+_1 → 4^+_1 109(4) 144 8^+_1 → 6^+_1 81(4) 138 106Mo 2^+_1 → 0^+_1 102.3(25) 102.3 4^+_1 → 2^+_1 140 (30) 146 6^+_1 → 4^+_1 130(60) 159 8^+_1 → 6^+_1 89(12) 160 10^+_1 → 8^+_1 93(13) 66 108Mo 2^+_1 → 0^+_1 140(90) 140

TABLE IV: Same as Table III but for Ru isotopes.

Isotope Transition Experiment IBM-CM 98Ru 2^+_1 → 0^+_1 29.8(10) 29.8 0^+_2 → 2^+_1 42 (^{+12}_{−11}) 33 4^+_1 → 2^+_1 57(4) 43 6^+_1 → 4^+_1 12.8(^{+17}_{−14} ) 40.9 2^+_2 → 0^+_1 1.04(^{+17}_{−14} ) 0.00 2^+_2 → 2^+_1 46(^{+7}_{−6}) 43 8^+_1 → 6^+_1 2.5(^{+5}_{−3}) 26 10^+_1 → 8^+_1 1.27(^{+31}_{−23} ) 0.43 100Ru 2^+_1 → 0^+_1 35.7(3) 35.8 0^+_2 → 2^+_1 35(5) 32 4^+_1 → 2^+_1 52(4) 52 2^+_2 → 2^+_1 31(6) 52 2^+_2 → 0^+_1 2.0(4) 0.0 2^+_3 → 4^+_1 17(5) 11 2^+_3 → 0^+_2 37(^{+8}_{−9}) 23 2^+_3 → 2^+_1 1.24(^{+0.43}_{−0.53} ) 0.00 2^+_3 → 0^+_1 0.43(10) 0.02 2^+_4 → 0^+_3 270(^{+60}_{−50} ) 196 2^+_4 → 4^+_1 1.9(^{+0.6}_{−0.5} ) 0.2 2^+_4 → 0^+_2 1.9(5) 0.0 4^+_2 → 2^+_2 41(^{+27}_{−21}) 29 4^+_2 → 4^+_1 27(^{+18}_{−14}) 26 4^+_2 → 2^+_1 1.9(^{+13}_{−10} ) 0.0 4^+_3 → 2^+_3 77(^{+32}_{−29}) 7 4^+_3 → 4^+_1 1.8(^{+9}_{−8}) 0 4^+_3 → 2^+_1 0.9(4) 0.3 3^+_1 → 2^+_2 9.6(^{+46}_{−41} ) 39.2 3^+_1 → 4^+_1 15(5) 16 3^+_1 → 2^+_1 3.9(^{+13}_{−12} ) 0 102Ru 2^+_1 → 0^+_1 44.6(7) 44.6 0^+_2 → 2^+_1 35(6) 36 4^+_1 → 2^+_1 66(11) 66 6^+_1 → 4^+_1 68(25) 74 2^+_2 → 0^+_1 1.14(15) 0.00 2^+_2 → 2^+_1 32(5) 66 8^+_1 → 6^+_1 56(19) 70 10^+_1 → 8^+_1 57(21) 58 104Ru 2^+_1 → 0^+_1 57.9(11) 57.1 0^+_2 → 2^+_1 25(3) 21 4^+_1 → 2^+_1 83(9) 81 2^+_2 → 0^+_1 2.8(5) 0.0 2^+_2 → 2^+_1 55(6) 81 106Ru 2^+_1 → 0^+_1 66(10) 66 108Ru 2^+_1 → 0^+_1 62(6) 62 4^+_1 → 2^+_1 102(8) 85 2^+_2 → 0^+_1 0.5(4) 0.0 2^+_3 → 4^+_1 0.08(7) 0.00 2^+_3 → 0^+_1 0.005(3) 0.000 110Ru 2^+_1 → 0^+_1 66(5) 66 4^+_1 → 2^+_1 86(10) 91 6^+_1 → 4^+_1 120(50) 101 2^+_2 → 0^+_1 0.6(3) 0.0 112Ru 2^+_1 → 0^+_1 70(7) 70 8^+_1 → 6^+_1 82(13) 106 10^+_1 → 8^+_1 85(13) 100 7^+_1 → 5^+_1 83(12) 68

Figs. 8 and 9 display the detailed excitation energies up to approximately 3 MeV and the B(E2) transition rates for both experimental data and theoretical results. These figures focus on a selected set of Mo isotopes, namely

100−108Mo, where the coexistence of two bands is most evident. The separation into bands has been performed by

first considering the yrast band and then grouping the remaining levels around the 0^+ or 2^+ bandheads, or according to an O(6) scheme.

In the case of^{100}Mo, the yrast band exhibits a predominantly vibrational character, which is accurately reproduced by the IBM-CM calculation. However, the remaining states cannot be easily grouped in any obvious manner. The main features of the B(E2) transition rates are generally well reproduced, except for the 2^+_3 → 0^+_2 transition, where the theoretical model predicts a larger value than observed experimentally. Moving on to^{102}Mo, the yrast band begins to deviate from the harmonic behavior in terms of both energies and B(E2) values. Nevertheless, the energies and B(E2) values are correctly reproduced by the theoretical calculations. In the cases of^{104}Mo and^{106}Mo, the spectra appear quite similar, and the IBM-CM calculations accurately reproduce them. However, based on the analysis presented in Section VI, the 0^+_2 state is regular in the former case while is intruder in the latter, and the 2^+_2 state is fully mixed in the former case but is intruder in the latter. Lastly, in the isotope^{108}Mo, part of the spectra exhibit an O(6) character, although there are no known experimental B(E2) values available for comparison. Table III provides a comparison between the relevant B(E2) values and their corresponding theoretical predictions, which complements the information provided in the former figures.

Figs. 10 and 11 illustrate the experimental and theoretical spectra for the range of^{100−108}Ru isotopes. The overall agreement between experiment and theory is remarkable, with no significant discrepancies observed. As demonstrated in Fig. 5, nuclei up to^{104}Ru exhibit a vibrational-like structure, allowing for the identification of different members of one-, two-, three-, and even four-phonon multiplets. Starting from^{106}Ru, a transition towards an O(6)-like structure becomes evident, with^{104}Ru being the critical point of this transition. Another noteworthy feature is the absence of intruder states, except for the 0^+_4 and 0^+_5 states in^{100}Ru (not shown in the figure). This highlights the consistency of the theoretical model in reproducing the experimental spectra. Table IV provides a comparison between the relevant B(E2) values and their corresponding theoretical predictions for Ru isotopes, which complements the information provided in the former figures.

FIG. 10. Experimental excitation energies and absolute B(E2) transition rates (given in W.u.) for selected states in^{100−108} Ru.

VI. WAVE FUNCTION STRUCTURE

In this section, we investigate the structure of wave functions, specifically focusing on the fraction lying in the regular sector, denoted as [N]. The wave function, within the IBM-CM, can be written as Ψ(k, JM) = ∑ i a^k_i (J; N)ψ((sd)^N_i ; JM) + ∑ j b^k_j (J; N + 2)ψ((sd)^{N+2}_j ; JM) , (5)

FIG. 11. The same as Fig. 10 but for theoretical results.

where k refers to the different states with a given J, while i, and j run over the bases of the [N] and [N + 2] sectors, respectively. The weight of the wave function contained within the [N]-boson subspace, can then be defined as the sum of the squared amplitudes, w^k (J, N) ≡ ∑ i | a^k_i (J; N) |^2 . (6)

Fig. 12 illustrates w^k(J) for the first two states of each angular momentum, with the full line representing the first state and the dashed line representing the second state.

For Mo isotopes, the ground state undergoes a rapid transition from an almost entirely regular structure up to A = 100, to a fully intruder one from A = 102 onwards. This trend is also observed for the 2^+_1 , 4^+_1 , 6^+_1 , and 8^+_1 states, with the exception of A = 96, where the 6^+_1 and 8^+_1 states correspond to intruder configurations. No clear trend can be observed for odd angular momenta, both for the first and second members. The second 0^+ state predominantly exhibits an intruder character in most cases, except for A = 102 − 104, where it is fully regular. On the other hand, the second 2^+ state shows significant mixing for A = 96 − 100 and 104, while being almost purely intruder for the remaining cases.

FIG. 12. Regular content of the Mo (panels (a) and (b)) and Ru (panels (c) and (d)) for the two lowest-lying states for each J value (full lines with closed symbols correspond with the first state while dashed lines correspond with the second state) resulting from the IBM-CM calculation.

In the case of Ru isotopes, the observed trend is relatively straightforward. For the first member of all angular momentum states a regular wave function is predominant. However, for the second member, in some cases it undergoes a transition from an intruder character to a regular one starting in the majority of cases from A = 104 and onwards.

FIG. 13. The energy systematics of the four lowest states below 4 MeV for both Mo and Ru isotopes. The panels (a)-(h) represent Mo, while panels (i)-(p) correspond to Ru. Each panel corresponds to a specific angular momentum: (a) and (i) for J = 0, (b) and (j) for J = 2, (c) and (k) for J = 3, (d) and (l) for J = 4, (e) and (m) for J = 5, (f) and (n) for J = 6, (g) and (o) for J = 7, and (h) and (p) for J = 8. The size of each symbol is proportional to the fraction of the wave function lying in the regular sector. The dot for the state 0^+_1 in^{98}Ru corresponds to 100%.

The representation of Fig. 12 can become cumbersome, especially in cases like panel (b) where the levels cross each other. To provide a clearer visualization, it is more effective to combine the fraction of the wave function within the regular sector with the excitation energy of the states. In Fig. 13, we present the regular content of the first four states per angular momentum along with their corresponding excitation energies. The size of each dot associated with a state is proportional to the regular content of its wave function. To provide a reference point, the size of the dot for the 0^+_1 states in^{98}Ru (panel (i)) corresponds to 100% of regular content. In the case of Mo isotopes, it is evident how the regular content of the 0^+_1 state transitions from the ground state in^{96−100}Mo to the first and second excited 0^+ states in^{102−104}Mo and^{106−110}Mo, respectively. Similarly, for the 2^+ and 4^+ states, the regular content transitions from the first member in^{96−102}Mo to the second or third member in^{104−110}Mo. For angular momenta 6^+ and 8^+, the regular content is mainly concentrated in the second and third members throughout the isotopic chain. In contrast, the situation in Ru is much simpler, with the majority of states belonging to the regular sector, as indicated by their significant regular content.

VII. STUDY OF OTHER OBSERVABLES: RADII, ISOTOPIC SHIFTS, AND TWO-NEUTRON SEPARATION ENERGIES

A. Radii and isotopic shifts

The nuclear charge radii is an experimental observable and its analysis provides direct information on the presence of deformation in nuclei. In our case, we anticipate to obtain from such analysis some indication on the onset of deformation around neutron number 60. Specifically, we expect to observe a kink in the isotope shift at this point. In this section, we will compare the theoretical values for radii and isotope shifts predicted by the IBM-CM with the experimental data [84].

The value of the nucleus’ radius calculated using the IBM is closely associated with the matrix element of the n̂_d operator for the ground state. This value should be combined with a linear trend that depends on the number of

FIG. 14. Charge mean-square radii for the Mo (a) and Ru nuclei (c) and isotopic shift for the Mo (b) and Ru nuclei (d). The data are taken from [84]. Lines with dots for theoretical values and dots with error bars for experimental data. For Mo, ⟨r^2⟩_{ref} is fixed to reproduce the value of ⟨r^2⟩ in^{96}Mo, while for Ru to reproduce^{96}Ru.

bosons, which can be easily explained in terms of the liquid drop model. Additionally, in the case of the IBM-CM, it is necessary to consider both the regular and intruder configurations. In summary, in the IBM-CM the nuclear radius can be expressed as,

r^2 = r^2_c + P̂^†_N (γ_N N̂ + β_N n̂_d)P̂_N + P̂^†_{N+2}(γ_{N+2}N̂ + β_{N+2}n̂_d)P̂_{N+2}. (7)

The appearing parameters are common for the entire chain of isotopes and are fixed to best reproduce the experimental data, which are referred to^{108}Mo and^{104}Ru, respectively. The resulting values for Mo are γ_N = 0.221 fm^2, β_N = −0.627 fm^2, γ_{N+2} = 0.215 fm^2, and β_{N+2} = −0.024 fm^2, while for Ru, the values are γ_N = 0.248 fm^2 and β_N = 0.018 fm^2. In the case of Ru, there is no dependence on the intruder part. This approach closely follows the methodology of a previous work [85], considering only a single configuration.

In the case of Mo, the sudden increase in radius at^{102}Mo is correctly captured, along with the overall trend. However, the experimental and theoretical results do not coincide within the error bars, similar to what has been observed in other studies [46, 48, 77, 78, 80]. As a matter of fact, the onset of deformation is predicted more strongly than observed. This tiny discrepancy could be connected with the prediction of an equal degree of deformation for^{104−108}Ru while experimentally there is a more gradual variation. For Ru, where only the regular contribution is required, the linear trend of the radii is accurately reproduced, and no abrupt changes are observed. Note the different scale between panels (b) and (d).

FIG. 15. Comparison of experimental and theoretical two-neutron separation energies in Mo (panel (a)) and Ru (panel (b)) isotopes.

B. Two-neutron separation energies

The definition of the S_{2n} involves the value of the binding energy of two neighboring nuclei separated by two mass units, having the same value of Z, as expressed by the equation, S_{2n}(A) = BE(A) − BE(A − 2). (8) where BE represents the binding energy of the nucleus, considered as positive. In the case of the IBM, an additional contribution depending on the number of neutrons and the square of the number of neutrons needs to be added to the calculated binding energy (see [86]). This introduces an extra linear term into the S_{2n} value. Therefore, the S_{2n} can be expressed as: S_{2n}(A) = A + BA + BE^{lo}(A) − BE^{lo}(A − 2), (9) where BE^{lo} represents the “local” binding energy derived from the IBM Hamiltonian, and the coefficients A and B are assumed to be constant for an isotopic chain [86]. In the case of IBM-CM calculations, we anticipate that the effective number of bosons, or equivalently the mass number, for the ground state will be influenced by the presence of intruder states. To account for this effect, we propose as an ansatz,

S_{2n}(A) = A + B(A + 2(1 − w)) + BE^{lo}(A) − BE^{lo}(A − 2), (10)

where w = w^1(0) (see Eq. (6)). The values of A and B are determined, once the BE^{lo}’s are known, through a least-squares fit to the experimental values of S_{2n}, as explained in detail in [46, 78, 86]. In our case, the obtained values are A = 55.2 MeV and B = −0.407 MeV for Mo and A = 65.7 MeV and B = −0.499 MeV for Ru.

In Fig. 15, the comparison between experimental and theoretical results is presented, highlighting the excellent agreement observed in both isotopic chains around neutron number 60 (A = 102 in Mo and A = 104 in Ru). It is important to note that only the first portion of the neutron shell was utilized to determine the parameters A and B.

FIG. 16. Axial symmetry energy for^{96−110} Mo, corresponding to the IBM-CM Hamiltonian provided in Table I. The full configuration mixing calculation (full black line) is shown together with the unperturbed calculations for the regular sector (red dotted line) and for the intruder configuration (green dashed line).

For the Ru isotopes, a clear linear trend is observed, which is accurately reproduced by the model. In the case of the Mo isotopes, a slight flattening is observed at A = 102, corresponding to neutron number 60, although the IBM-CM calculation predominantly exhibits a linear trend. This specific point corresponds to the intersection of the intruder and regular configurations. It should be noted that in the Mo isotopes, the value A = 108 lies beyond the midpoint of the shell, even though the same linear portion as in the first half-shell is considered. The observed discrepancy in 110Mo arises from the discussion on the values of the linear coefficients in the first and second parts of the shell, as outlined in [86].

VIII. NUCLEAR DEFORMATION AND MEAN-FIELD ENERGY SURFACES

One of the goals of this work is to analyze the onset of deformation around neutron number 60. However, it is important to note that deformation itself is not directly an observable. Nevertheless, the IBM provides various approaches for calculating the deformation of a nucleus. The most common approach is the IBM mean-field method, which allows for the calculation of an energy functional based on deformation parameters [87–89]. In the case of the IBM-CM, an expanded formalism was necessary to simultaneously describe both regular and intruder configurations, which involved the introduction of a matrix coherent-state method [90–92]. Detailed descriptions of the method and its application to Pt, Hg, Po, Zr, and Sr isotopes can be found in references [46, 48, 78, 80, 93].

Fig. 16 shows the axial energy surfaces and Fig. 17 shows the full β −γ plane energy surfaces for Mo isotopes. In the axial case, the unperturbed calculations for regular (red dotted line) and intruder (green dashed line) configurations are presented, along with the full calculations (black solid line). It is evident that the intruder configuration evolves from a spherical shape to a flat surface in^{100}Mo, transitioning into an oblate deformed shape and eventually becoming nearly γ-unstable. This configuration gains correlation energy more rapidly than the regular configuration. On the other hand, the regular configuration evolves slowly from a spherical shape to a shallow prolate deformed energy

FIG. 17. Matrix coherent-state calculation in the β−γ plane for^{96−110} Mo, corresponding to the IBM-CM Hamiltonian provided in Table I. The red dot marks the position of the absolute minimum.

surface. The full calculation clearly depicts the transition from a regular to an intruder ground state.

When analyzing the energy surfaces in the β − γ plane (Fig. 17), the transition from a spherical to an oblate shape can be observed in^{102}Mo. A secondary prolate minimum appears in^{104}Mo, and the nuclei become almost γ-unstable in^{108−110}Mo. Previous HFB calculations using a Gogny interaction [18, 19] exhibit similar energy surfaces to the present results, although there^{100}Mo is already prolate deformed. From^{102}Mo onwards, the shape is predominantly oblate, with triaxial minima and shallow valleys in the γ direction. The coexistence of two minima, one oblate and the other prolate, is present in^{104}Mo. Note that the situation is similar to the case of Sr where the coexistence of a prolate and an oblate minimum exists [48], but differs from the Zr nuclei where an spherical and a prolate minimum coexist [47].

In Fig. 18, the axial energy surfaces for Ru isotopes are shown and the full β − γ plane energy surfaces are displayed in Fig. 19. In the axial case (Fig. 18), both the unperturbed and full calculations are presented. It is noteworthy that the intruder configuration remains well separated from the regular configuration throughout, and this is consistent with the full calculation. The nuclei start out as spherical but gradually evolve into flatter shapes, reaching full flatness at^{104}Ru. Subsequently, they transform into γ-unstable shapes, with the deepest minimum occurring at^{110}Ru.

When examining the energy surfaces in the β − γ plane (Fig. 19), similar conclusions can be drawn. The flattest energy surface is observed at^{104}Ru, which serves as a boundary between the spherical and γ-unstable shapes. In a previous study [18], it was found that the lightest Ru isotopes exhibit a slightly prolate shape, while a very shallow triaxial minimum is observed in^{104−106}Ru. In^{108−114}Ru, oblate minima are obtained, albeit with a very flat γ direction, and in certain cases, they become almost triaxial.

To gain a clearer understanding on the evolution of nuclear shape, it is useful to represent the value of β corresponding to the minimum in the energy functional (indicated by red dots in Figs. 17 and 19). It is important to note that the β variable defined in the IBM does not directly correspond to the one used in the collective model. However, there exists a linear relationship [87] connecting both variables. Therefore, the variables presented should be understood as being proportional to the Bohr-Mottelson ones. Note that positive values corresponds to prolate shapes while negative to oblate.

Fig. 20 illustrates the IBM β values for Mo and Ru isotopes in panels (a) and (b), respectively. The values correspond to the full calculation (IBM-CM) as well as the regular ([N]) and intruder ([N + 2]) configurations, assuming no interaction exists between the two configurations.

In the case of Mo isotopes (panel (a)), the regular configuration is spherical in the range A = 96 − 102, transitioning

FIG. 18. Same as Fig. 16 but for^{98−114} Ru and Table II.

FIG. 19. Same as Fig. 17 but for^{98−114} Ru and Table II.

to a prolate shape for A = 104 − 110. On the other hand, the intruder configuration is spherical until A = 100, but then it rapidly increases its value, becoming oblate. The full calculation exhibits a similar behavior to the intruder configuration, transitioning rapidly from spherical to prolate deformation around A = 102. It is worth noting that although the obtained deformation for A = 110 is oblate, the potential is almost γ-unstable. Therefore, the sign of β for^{110}Mo is unimportant. In both configurations, the deformation develops quite rapidly.

Turning to the case of Ru isotopes (panel (b)), the regular configuration, as well as the full calculation, corresponds to spherical shapes for^{98−102}Ru. However, they undergo a sudden transition to γ-unstable deformation for^{104−114}Ru, with the maximum deformation occurring at the mid-shell. The intruder configuration exhibits a similar behavior, but it is important to remember that the intruder Hamiltonian remains fixed throughout the entire isotope chain.

FIG. 20. Value of β extracted from the IBM-CM energy surface for Mo (panel (a)) and Ru (panel (b)) isotopes. [N], [N + 2], and IBM-CM correspond to a pure regular configuration, a pure intruder configuration, and to the complete calculation.

Lastly, we will also calculate the value of the deformation in an almost model-independent manner using the work of Kumar, Cline, and their colleagues [94, 95]. This method allows the extraction of deformation using the experimental information coming from Coulomb excitation, which is a powerful tool for accessing information about the shape of a nucleus. The key concept is to utilize the notion of the “equivalent ellipsoid” for a given nucleus. This ellipsoid is defined as uniformly charged with the same charge, possessing the same ⟨ r^2 ⟩ and E2 moments as the original nucleus characterized by a specific eigenstate.

By analyzing measured data from various transitions obtained through Coulomb excitation techniques, it is possible to extract the values of collective model variables, namely β and γ, for a given state. This approach provides valuable experimental insights into the deformation of nuclei.

The procedure for calculating the deformation parameters involves the use of quadrupole shape invariants. Focusing specifically on the 0^+ states, the following equations define these shape invariants (see [96] for an application of the method),

q_{2,i} = √ 5 ⟨ 0^+_i | | |[Q̂ × Q̂]^{(0)} | | | 0^+_i ⟩ , (11) q_{3,i} = − √ 35 2 ⟨ 0^+_i | [Q̂ × Q̂ × Q̂]^{(0)} | 0^+_i ⟩ . (12)

The deformation parameters are directly related to those of the triaxial rigid rotor, denoted as q and δ, respectively: q = √ q_2, (13)

TABLE V. Values of deformation parameters, q^2, β and γ, extracted from the quadrupole shape invariants, together with the value of w^k ([N] content, see Eq. (6)), for Mo and Ru isotopes.

State Iso q^2 (e^2b^2) β γ (deg) w^k Iso q^2 (e^2b^2) β γ (deg) w^k 0^+_1^{96}Mo 0.28 0.17 48 0.971^{98}Ru 0.40 0.20 30 0.997 0^+_2 1.63 0.42 50 0.158 0.35 0.18 30 0.988 0^+_3 0.62 0.26 46 0.579 2.05 0.45 30 0.012 0^+_1^{98}Mo 0.37 0.20 14 0.881^{100}Ru 0.50 0.22 30 0.996 0^+_2 0.12 0.11 14 0.122 0.40 0.19 30 0.995 0^+_3 0.49 0.23 0 0.730 2.76 0.51 30 0.006 0^+_1^{100}Mo 0.53 0.23 25 0.825^{102}Ru 0.64 0.24 30 0.994 0^+_2 1.22 0.35 31 0.241 0.54 0.22 30 0.992 0^+_3 0.64 0.26 13 0.763 3.60 0.57 30 0.010 0^+_1^{102}Mo 1.16 0.34 26 0.018^{104}Ru 0.84 0.27 30 0.994 0^+_2 1.48 0.39 18 0.968 0.56 0.22 30 0.996 0^+_3 0.90 0.30 23 0.020 0.73 0.26 30 0.996 0^+_1^{104}Mo 1.45 0.38 43 0.013^{106}Ru 1.00 0.29 30 0.994 0^+_2 1.35 0.36 55 0.946 0.62 0.23 30 0.995 0^+_3 1.01 0.32 44 0.430 0.86 0.27 30 0.996 0^+_1^{106}Mo 1.61 0.39 43 0.010^{108}Ru 0.96 0.29 30 0.995 0^+_2 1.16 0.33 30 0.297 0.83 0.27 30 0.997 0^+_3 0.99 0.31 24 0.694 0.61 0.23 30 0.995 0^+_1^{108}Mo 2.23 0.46 36 0.008^{110}Ru 1.05 0.30 30 0.996 0^+_2 1.95 0.43 28 0.016 0.92 0.28 30 0.997 0^+_3 1.29 0.35 27 0.603 0.71 0.24 30 0.995 0^+_1^{110}Mo 1.91 0.42 30 0.013^{112}Ru 1.14 0.30 30 0.996 0^+_2 1.68 0.39 30 0.012 0.97 0.28 30 0.998 0^+_3 0.96 0.30 21 0.910 0.73 0.24 30 0.996 114Ru 0.98 0.28 30 0.997 0.82 0.25 30 0.998 0.60 0.22 30 0.997

δ = 60 π arccos q_3 q^{3/2}_2

, (14)

where δ coincides with the parameter γ of the Bohr-Mottelson model up to a first order approximation.

The deformation parameter β can also be obtained from the quadrupole shape invariant (11) (see, e.g., references [63, 69, 97]), β = 4π √ q_2 3Zer^2_0A^{2/3}

, (15)

where e is the proton charge and r_0 = 1.2 fm.

The theoretical values of β, γ, q^2, and the fraction of wave function belonging to the regular sector, w^k (see Eq. (6)), are presented in Table V for each 0^+_1 , 0^+_2 , and 0^+_3 state across the entire chains of Mo and Ru isotopes. This table reveals the coexistence of different deformations within the same nucleus, with the regular states typically exhibiting less deformation compared to the intruder states.

In the case of Mo isotopes, the intruder states generally display a significant oblate deformation that increases with the mass number. However, an exception is observed in^{98}Mo, where a low deformation is observed. This is consistent with the “collapse” of the B(E2) values observed in its yrast band, possibly related to the closure of the neutron number 56 subshell. The deformation of the first regular state steadily increases until^{100}Mo, but for^{102}Mo, there is a sudden increase, and the deformation remains relatively constant for the remaining isotopes. Regarding the value of γ, clear conclusions can only be drawn in a few cases, such as^{96}Mo and^{98}Mo, where the states are oblate and prolate, respectively. In other cases, the deformation is compatible with triaxiality.

Moving on to the Ru isotopes, the situation is relatively straightforward, with a steady increase in deformation for the regular states, with a fixed γ value of 30 degrees throughout. Only in two cases are intruder states observed, exhibiting a large deformation.

FIG. 21. Value of the deformation, β, extracted from the value of the quadrupole shape invariants for Mo (panel(a)) and Ru (panel (b)). Panel (c) is also for Mo but here the β values for the first regular and the first intruder 0^+ states are shown.

As a complement to Table V, the trend of the value of β for the first two 0^+ states in Mo and Ru isotopes is depicted in Fig. 21. In Ru isotopes (panel (b)), the behavior is relatively straightforward, with a constant increase in β up to around the mid-shell region, reaching a value of approximately 0.30. This trend is similar to the one shown in Fig. 20. Both states belong to the regular sector. In the case of Mo isotopes (panel (a)), the situation is more complex, especially for the 0^+_2 state. The 0^+_1 state exhibits a rapid increase in β at A = 102, rising from 0.23 to 0.34, and then showing a more gradual increase up to the mid-shell region where it reaches its maximum value of 0.42. In addition, it is also of interest to plot the value of β for the first 0^+ state belonging to the regular sector (0^+reg) and the first 0^+ state belonging to the intruder sector (0^+int) in Mo isotopes, as shown in panel (c) (note that in Ru only regular states are observed). It can be observed that the regular state exhibits a rapid increase in deformation at A = 102 and subsequently shows a steady decrease. On the other hand, the intruder state maintains a relatively high and constant value of β, except for the aforementioned exception observed at A = 98.

IX. THE QUEST OF A QUANTUM PHASE TRANSITION

The potential relationship between the phenomenon of shape coexistence and the existence of Quantum Phase Transitions (QPTs) has been the subject of recent investigations [47, 98–100]. In brief, a QPT occurs in systems where the ground state’s structure undergoes a sudden change when a control parameter varies slightly around a specific value [101]. It is important to note that this phenomenon occurs at absolute zero temperature. The presence of a QPT is generally associated with a combination of Hamiltonians possessing different symmetries. Specifically, we can consider a scenario where two Hamiltonians, each associated with a particular symmetry (A or B), are combined. Consequently, the Hamiltonian of the system can be expressed as follows:

Ĥ = (1 − x)Ĥ_A + xĤ_B . (16)

This formulation allows us to investigate the interplay between different symmetries, A and B, by adjusting the parameter x, which determines the relative weight or contribution of each symmetry to the overall Hamiltonian.

In most cases, the symmetry involved in the QPT can be considered as a dynamical symmetry [102]. The QPT occurs at a critical value x = x_c, where the wave function undergoes an abrupt transition from having symmetry A to

FIG. 22. Values for key QPT/shape coexistence observables for Kr, Sr, Zr, Mo, and Ru isotopes as a function of neutron number. (a) E(2^+_1 ), (b) E(0^+_2 ), (c) E(4^+_1 )/E(2^+_1 ), (d) S2n, and (e) ⟨r^2⟩ − ⟨r^2_{ref} ⟩ (the reference values are different for each isotope chain to better distinguish the data).

having symmetry B, even though the full Hamiltonian does not possess any specific symmetry except at x = 0 or 1. This phenomenon is closely connected to the concept of quasidynamical symmetry proposed by D. Rowe in [103]. The existence of a QPT also implies a sudden change in the so-called order parameter, which vanishes in the symmetric phase and takes a nonzero value in the broken phase [101]. Thus, the order parameter carries information about the symmetry of the system’s ground state.

QPTs can be classified in a manner similar to the phase transitions that occur in macroscopic systems at nonzero temperature, employing the Erhenfest classification [104]. Based on this classical classification, QPTs can be categorized as first-order and second-order (or continuous) QPTs [104]. In a first-order QPT (where the first derivative of the ground state energy with respect to the control parameter exhibits a discontinuity), there exists a narrow region around x_c where both states with different symmetries, A and B, coexist. In the case of a second-order QPT (according to the Erhenfest classification, where the second derivative of the ground state energy with respect to the control parameter displays a discontinuity), there is no coexistence of symmetries around the critical region x_c.

A crucial characteristic of a QPT is that it leads to the degeneracy of a set of states and the compression of the spectra [47, 105]. In fact, in the thermodynamic limit, the excitation energy of the first excited state approaches zero at the critical point.

When studying QPTs in nuclear systems, one encounters challenges related to the finite size of the system and the approximate nature of the control parameter, often identified with the nuclear mass or neutron number. As a result, all the main characteristics of a QPT can only be observed in an approximate manner within a nucleus, and the abrupt changes are typically smoothed out [102]. In Figure 22, we present experimental data for Kr, Zr, Sr, Mo, and Ru, including the values of E(2^+_1 ), E(0^+_2 ), E(4^+_1 )/E(2^+_1 ), S_{2n}, and ⟨r^2⟩.These quantities serve as indicators for the presence of a QPT or the existence of shape coexistence. These nuclei are located near the subshell closure at Z = 40 and are close to the neutron number 60, where a rapid onset of deformation is observed.

In panel (a), it is evident that in all nuclei, the energy of the 2^+_1 state decreases, indicating the appearance of deformation, particularly from neutron number 60 onwards. However, notable differences exist between Sr and Zr, where the drop is very abrupt, Mo, which exhibits a slower decrease, and Ru or Kr, where the transition is smoother. The behavior in Sr and Zr has been interpreted in terms of the crossing of two different particle-hole configurations [46, 48] or as a first-order QPT [47, 106].

Moving to panel (b) and considering the energy systematics of the 0^+_2 state, a distinct minimum is observed for Sr and Zr at neutron number 60, while Ru and Mo exhibit a relatively flat energy trend around this neutron number. In Kr, it is not possible to extract a clean conclusion. The deep minimum in Sr and Zr again suggests the crossing of two configurations or the existence of a QPT, while the smoother behavior in Mo and Ru implies a slower evolution.

Panel (c) depicts the ratio E(4^+_1 )/E(2^+_1 ), which serves as a clear indicator of the onset of deformation. A value around 2 corresponds to a spherical nucleus, 2.5 to a γ-unstable rotor, and 3.3 to a rigid rotor. Sr and Zr clearly exhibit an evolution from sphericity to a rigid rotor, Ru and Kr indicate an evolution into a γ-unstable rotor, and Mo lies in between both cases. This observable can also be considered as an approximate order parameter, behaving as a first-order QPT in Sr and Zr, and potentially as a second-order QPT in Mo (less clear in Ru).

In panel (d), the two-neutron separation energy, S_{2n}, is displayed. This observable, which can be understood as the derivative of the binding energy, is a smoking gun for the presence of a QPT. The sudden change in its slope around neutron number 60 in Sr and Zr suggests the existence of a first-order QPT, while Mo exhibits a small perturbation indicating a possible second-order QPT. No departure from the linear trend is observed in Ru and Kr.

Finally, panel (e) presents the mean-square radii. Note that the origin has been shifted differently for each isotope for clarity. Once again, a sudden increase in the radius is observed in Sr and Zr around neutron number 60, while Mo shows a less drastic increase and Ru and Kr exhibit a linear trend.

Based on the information presented in Fig. 22, it is reasonable to assume that Sr and Zr undergo a first-order QPT around neutron number 60, Mo undergoes a second-order QPT, while Ru exhibits a smooth evolution without any abrupt changes. In Sr, Zr, and Mo, the ratio E(4^+_1 )/E(2^+_1 ) can be considered as an order parameter, indicating the presence of a QPT, while S_{2n} points towards the existence of a discontinuity in the first or second derivative of the binding energy.

Alternatively, all the observed features in Figure 22 can also be explained in terms of the crossing of two configurations. The increase in E(4^+_1 )/E(2^+_1 ) and the decrease in E(2^+_1 ) can be easily explained by the crossing of a spherical and a deformed configuration. The drop in the energy of the 0^+_2 state can be attributed to the presence of an intruder configuration that gains correlation energy more rapidly than the regular configuration. Finally, the deviation from the linear trend in S_{2n} and mean-square radius can also be explained by the crossing of two configurations.

Therefore, both the QPTs and the crossing of two configurations can provide explanations for the observed phenomena in the figure.

In previous works, the observed QPT in Zr has been explained in terms of the crossing of two weakly interacting configurations [47, 99, 100], providing a straightforward explanation for the behavior of S_{2n}. A recent analysis has also been conducted for Sr nuclei [49] with similar conclusions. Moreover, in Zr, the different configurations, especially the intruder one, undergo their own QPT. The concept of “Type I” and “Type II” QPTs was introduced in [99, 100], referring to QPTs occurring within a single configuration or involving two configurations, respectively. In the case of Mo, it has been shown in Sec. IV that two configurations indeed cross, although the observed changes in S_{2n} are less abrupt compared to Zr. This situation is reminiscent of the behavior observed in Pt [76], where a crossing of two configurations occurs without inducing a QPT. It is worth mentioning that the interaction between configurations was quite strong in Pt, which resulted in the suppression of the QPT. The mixing between configurations is controlled by the parameter ω, with values of 15 keV, 15 keV, and 50 keV for Zr, Mo, and Pt, respectively. However, the interaction between configurations depends on the matrix element ⟨0^+_{reg}|V̂_{mix}|0^+_{int}⟩, which has values around the region where the configurations cross, namely 80 keV, 250 keV, and 250 keV for Zr, Mo, and Pt, respectively. Therefore, it is evident that the case of Mo resembles Pt, where two configurations cross but a strong interaction between them hinders the presence of abrupt changes in the spectrum. Nevertheless, Mo still exhibits some key elements of a QPT (see Fig. 22). When considering the unperturbed configurations, both rapidly transition from a spherical to a deformed shape, either oblate (regular) or prolate (intruder). According to Figs. 16 and 20, the regular and intruder configurations undergo a “Type I” QPT, while the ground state undergoes a “Type II” QPT around A = 102.

The situation in Ru isotopes is indeed different, as the evolution of the ground state is fully determined by a single configuration. According to Figs. 18 and 19, the energy surface of Ru isotopes is initially spherical for the lighter ones, but it starts to flatten and becomes fully flat at A = 104 (neutron number 60). From this point onwards, a γ-unstable deformation develops. Based on this behavior, Ru isotopes undergo a “Type I” QPT of second order, as indicated by Fig. 22 and as proposed in [50].

X. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

This work has focused on analyzing the even-even^{96−110}_{42} Mo and^{98−114}_{44} Ru isotopes using the interacting boson model with configuration mixing (IBM-CM). Initially, the parameters of the Hamiltonian and the T̂ (E2) operators were determined through a least-squares fitting process using available experimental excitation energies and B(E2) values. Additionally, radii and two-neutron separation energies were computed and compared to experimental data. Subsequently, a detailed analysis was conducted on the wave function of the states, their deformation, and their mean-field energy surfaces. Finally, the potential interplay between shape coexistence and quantum phase transition was explored.

The primary objective of this study is to determine the extent of the shape coexistence region around Z = 40. In the case of Sr and Zr isotopes, the influence of intruder states becomes evident at neutron number 60, where there is a crossing between the regular and intruder configurations in the ground state. Therefore, it is natural to investigate whether this phenomenon persists up to Z = 42 − 44. Previous research has already examined the case of Kr (Z = 36), concluding that the intruder configuration no longer plays a significant role in these nuclei and a rather smooth systematics is observed [107, 108], although in [109] the authors claim that in^{98−100}Kr, intruder states can play a significant role. However, the situation in the other direction remains unclear.

One of the main conclusions drawn from this study is that shape coexistence plays a significant role in Mo isotopes, where a crossing between the intruder and regular configurations occurs at neutron number 60 in the ground state. However, in Ru isotopes, the intruder states appear at much higher energies and do not affect the behavior of the low-lying states. Therefore, it seems that the boundary of the shape coexistence phenomenon lies within the Mo isotopes.

The region under investigation is also known for the presence of quantum phase transitions (QPTs). Based on the experimental information, it is challenging to assert the existence of QPTs in Mo and Ru nuclei. However, other indirect features indicate the presence of QPTs in both nuclei, albeit of different nature. In Mo isotopes, the existence of a configuration crossing suggests a first-order QPT (“Type II” QPT) similar to that observed in Sr and Zr isotopes. However, the strong interaction between configurations smooths out the systematics, resembling the situation in Pt nuclei. Hence, it can be stated that in Mo isotopes, a “Type II” QPT exists, but it is not of first order, because the observed changes in the key observables shown in Fig. 22 are rather smooth. In Ru isotopes, all the analyzed observables (refer to Fig. 22) indicate a gradual trend. However, the mean-field analysis of the nuclei suggests the presence of a “Type I” second-order QPT at neutron number 60, as proposed in [50]. Thus, neighboring nuclei exhibit QPTs, but with different origins. In Mo isotopes, the QPT is induced by shape coexistence (“Type II” QPT), whereas in Ru isotopes, it involves a single configuration (“Type I” QPT). In both cases, the QPT is of second order.

It is important to acknowledge the limitations of the obtained results, primarily stemming from the lack of experimental data on transition rates involving states of the regular and intruder configurations. This absence of information makes it challenging to precisely determine certain parameters in the model operators. Fortunately, the study of isotopes with Z = 40 is currently an active area of experimental research, which holds promise for obtaining additional data in the future.

A potential future extension of this work would involve investigating odd-even nuclei, as demonstrated in a compelling manner for Nb isotopes in the reference [110]. This would represent the next step in configuration mixing studies and could provide further insights and understanding of the phenomena of shape coexistence and QPTs.

XI. ACKNOWLEDGMENT

One of the authors (JEGR) wants to thank K. Heyde for his continuous advice and support. This work was partially supported by the Consejería de Economía, Conocimiento, Empresas y Universidad de la Junta de Andalucía (Spain) under Groups FQM-160 and FQM-370, and under projects P20-00617, P20-01247 and US-1380840; also through the projects PID2019-104002GB-C21, PID2019-104002GB-C22, and PID2020-114687GB-I00 funded by MCIN/AEI/10.13039/50110001103 and “ERDF A way of making Europe”. Resources supporting this work were provided by the CEAFMC and the Universidad de Huelva High Performance Computer (HPC@UHU) funded by

ERDF/MINECO project UNHU-15CE-2848.

[1] P. Federman and S. Pittel, “Towards a unified microscopic description of nuclear deformation,” Phys. Lett. B 69, 385 – 388 (1977).

[2] P. Federman, S. Pittel, and R. Campos, “Microscopic study of the shape transition in the zirconium isotopes,” Phys. Lett. B 82, 9 – 12 (1979).

[3] P. Federman and S. Pittel, “Unified shell-model description of nuclear deformation,” Phys. Rev. C 20, 820–829 (1979). [4] Tomoaki Togashi, Yusuke Tsunoda, Takaharu Otsuka, and Noritaka Shimizu, “Quantum Phase Transition in the Shape of Zr isotopes,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 117, 172502 (2016).

[5] H. Morinaga, “Interpretation of Some of the Excited States of 4n Self-Conjugate Nuclei,” Phys. Rev. 101, 254–258 (1956). [6] G.E. Brown, in Comptes Rendus du Congres International de Physique Nucléaire de Paris (Editions du Centre National de la Recherche Scientifique, Paris) 1, 129 (1964).

[7] G.E. Brown and A.M. Green, “Even parity states of^{16}O and^{17}O,” Nuclear Physics 75, 401–417 (1966). [8] G.E. Brown and A.M. Green, “Nuclear coexistence in the oxygen region and realistic nucleon-nucleon forces,” Nuclear Physics 85, 87–96 (1966).

[9] E. Caurier, J. Menéndez, F. Nowacki, and A. Poves, “Coexistence of spherical states with deformed and superdeformed bands in doubly magic^{40}Ca: A shell-model challenge,” Phys. Rev. C 75, 054317 (2007).

[10] A Poves, “Shape coexistence: the shell model view,” Journal of Physics G: Nuclear and Particle Physics 43, 024010 (2016). [11] Alfredo Poves, “Shape Coexistence and Islands of Inversion Monopole vs Multipole,” Proceedings, IIRC Symposium on Perspectives of the Physics of Nuclear Structure: Tokyo, Japan, November 1-4, 2017, JPS Conf. Proc. 23, 012015 (2018).

[12] B. A. Marsh, T. Day Goodacre, S. Sels, Y. Tsunoda, B. Andel, A. N. Andreyev, N. A. Althubiti, D. Atanasov, A. E.

Barzakh, J. Billowes, K. Blaum, T. E. Cocolios, J. G. Cubiss, J. Dobaczewski, G. J. Farooq-Smith, D. V. Fedorov, V. N. Fedosseev, K. T. Flanagan, L. P. Gaffney, L. Ghys, M. Huyse, S. Kreim, D. Lunney, K. M. Lynch, V. Manea, Y. Martinez Palenzuela, P. L. Molkanov, T. Otsuka, A. Pastore, M. Rosenbusch, R. E. Rossel, S. Rothe, L. Schweikhard, M. D. Seliverstov, P. Spagnoletti, C. Van Beveren, P. Van Duppen, M. Veinhard, E. Verstraelen, A. Welker, K. Wendt, F. Wienholtz, R. N. Wolf, A. Zadvornaya, and K. Zuber, “Characterization of the shape-staggering effect in mercury nuclei,” Nature Physics 14, 1163–1167 (2018).

[13] K. Heyde, P. Van Isacker, M. Waroquier, J.L. Wood, and R.A. Meyer, “Coexistence in odd-mass nuclei,” Physics Reports 102, 291 – 393 (1983).

[14] J.L Wood, K Heyde, W Nazarewicz, M Huyse, and P van Duppen, “Coexistence in even-mass nuclei,” Physics Reports 215, 101 – 201 (1992).

[15] Kris Heyde and John L. Wood, “Shape coexistence in atomic nuclei,” Rev. Mod. Phys. 83, 1467–1521 (2011). [16] Paul E. Garrett, Magda Zielińska, and Emmanuel Clément, “An experimental view on shape coexistence in nuclei,” Progress in Particle and Nuclear Physics 124, 103931 (2022).

[17] J. Xiang, Z.P. Li, Z.X. Li, J.M. Yao, and J. Meng, “Covariant description of shape evolution and shape coexistence in neutron-rich nuclei at N≈60,” Nuclear Physics A 873, 1–16 (2012).

[18] K. Nomura, R. Rodríguez-Guzmán, and L. M. Robledo, “Structural evolution in A ≈ 100 nuclei within the mapped interacting boson model based on the Gogny energy density functional,” Phys. Rev. C 94, 044314 (2016).

[19] R. Rodríguez-Guzmán, P. Sarriguren, L.M. Robledo, and S. Perez-Martin, “Charge radii and structural evolution in sr, zr, and mo isotopes,” Physics Letters B 691, 202 – 207 (2010).

[20] H. Abusara, Shakeb Ahmad, and S. Othman, “Triaxiality softness and shape coexistence in mo and ru isotopes,” Phys. Rev. C 95, 054302 (2017).

[21] Smriti Thakur, Pankaj Kumar, Virender Thakur, Vikesh Kumar, and Shashi K. Dhiman, “Shape transitions and shell structure study in zirconium, molybdenum and ruthenium,” Nuclear Physics A 1014, 122254 (2021).

[22] T. Otsuka, M. Honma, T. Mizusaki, N. Shimizu, and Y. Utsuno, “Monte Carlo shell model for atomic nuclei,” Progress in Particle and Nuclear Physics 47, 319 – 400 (2001).

[23] Noritaka Shimizu, Takashi Abe, Yusuke Tsunoda, Yutaka Utsuno, Tooru Yoshida, Takahiro Mizusaki, Michio Honma, and Takaharu Otsuka, “New-generation Monte Carlo shell model for the K computer era,” Progress of Theoretical and Experimental Physics 2012 (2012), 10.1093/ptep/pts012, http://oup.prod.sis.lan/ptep/article-pdf/2012/1/01A205/11585951/pts012.pdf.

[24] Noritaka Shimizu, Takashi Abe, Michio Honma, Takaharu Otsuka, Tomoaki Togashi, Yusuke Tsunoda, Yutaka Utsuno, and Tooru Yoshida, “Monte Carlo shell model studies with massively parallel supercomputers,” Physica Scripta 92, 063001 (2017).

[25] P. Federman, S. Pittel, and A. Etchegoyen, “Quenching of the 2p_{1/2}-2p_{3/2} proton spin-orbit splitting in the Sr-Zr region,” Phys. Lett. B 140, 269 – 271 (1984).

[26] K. Heyde, E. D. Kirchuk, and P. Federman, “Coexistence or strong-mixing of intruder 0^+ states in even-even Zr nuclei,” Phys. Rev. C 38, 984–992 (1988).

[27] A. Etchegoyen, P. Federman, and E. G. Vergini, “Importance of the neutron-proton interaction for Zr isotopes,” Phys. Rev. C 39, 1130–1133 (1989).

[28] S. Pittel, P. Federman, G. E. Arenas Peris, R. F. Casten, and W.-T. Chou, “Semiempirical determination of effective p-n monopole matrix elements,” Phys. Rev. C 48, 1050–1055 (1993).

[29] A. Holt, T. Engeland, M. Hjorth-Jensen, and E. Osnes, “Application of realistic effective interactions to the structure of the Zr isotopes,” Phys. Rev. C 61, 064318 (2000).

[30] K. Sieja, F. Nowacki, K. Langanke, and G. Martínez-Pinedo, “Shell model description of zirconium isotopes,” Phys. Rev. C 79, 064310 (2009).

[31] L. Coraggio, N. Itaco, G. De Gregorio, A. Gargano, R. Mancino, and F. Nowacki, “Shell-model calculation of^{100}Mo double-β decay,” Phys. Rev. C 105, 034312 (2022).

[32] Ridham Bakshi, Rajat Gupta, Surbhi Gupta, Amit Kumar, Suram Singh, Arun Bharti, G. H. Bhat, and J.A. Sheikh, “Microscopic insights into the nuclear structure of 98-106ru nuclei,” European Physical Journal A 58, 89 (2022).

[33] H. Jiang, B. Li, and Y. Lei, “Low-lying states of ruthenium isotopes within the nucleon pair approximation,” Phys. Rev. C 93, 054323 (2016).

[34] A. Giannatiempo, A. Nannini, A. Perego, and P. Sona, “Spectroscopy of^{98}Ru,” Phys. Rev. C 94, 054327 (2016). [35] A. Giannatiempo, “Structure of^{98}Ru in the iba-2 interacting boson model,” Phys. Rev. C 96, 044326 (2017). [36] A. Arima, T. Otsuka, F. Iachello, and I. Talmi, “Collective nuclear states as symmetric couplings of proton and neutron excitations,” Phys. Lett. B 66, 205 – 208 (1977).

[37] S. Kisyov, D. Bucurescu, J. Jolie, and S. Lalkovski, “Algebraic approach to the structure of the low-lying states in a ≈ 100 ru isotopes,” Phys. Rev. C 93, 044308 (2016).

[38] F. Iachello and A. Arima, The interacting boson model (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1987). [39] A. Giannatiempo, “Gyromagnetic factors in the even ru and pd chains,” The European Physical Journal A 49, 37 (2013). [40] M A Jafarizadeh, A Jalili Majarshin, N Fouladi, and M Ghapanvari, “Investigation of quantum phase transitions in the spdf interacting boson model based on dual algebraic structures for the four-level pairing model,” Journal of Physics G: Nuclear and Particle Physics 43, 095108 (2016).

[41] M Böyükata, P Van Isacker, and I Uluer, “Description of nuclei in the a ≈ 100 mass region with the interacting boson model,” Journal of Physics G: Nuclear and Particle Physics 37, 105102 (2010).

[42] G. Lévai and J.M. Arias, “Extended analytical solutions of the bohr hamiltonian with the sextic oscillator,” Journal of Physics G: Nuclear and Particle Physics 48, 085102 (2021).

[43] F. Iachello, “Dynamic symmetries at the critical point,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 85, 3580–3583 (2000). [44] J. Kern, P.E. Garrett, J. Jolie, and H. Lehmann, “Search for nuclei exhibiting the u(5) dynamical symmetry,” Nuclear Physics A 593, 21–47 (1995).

[45] J. E. García-Ramos, J. M. Arias, J. Barea, and A. Frank, “Phase transitions and critical points in the rare-earth region,” Phys. Rev. C 68, 024307 (2003).

[46] J. E. García-Ramos and K. Heyde, “Quest of shape coexistence in Zr isotopes,” Phys. Rev. C 100, 044315 (2019). [47] J. E. García-Ramos and K. Heyde, “Subtle connection between shape coexistence and quantum phase transition: The Zr case,” Phys. Rev. C 102, 054333 (2020).

[48] E. Maya-Barbecho and J. E. García-Ramos, “Shape coexistence in sr isotopes,” Phys. Rev. C 105, 034341 (2022). [49] E. Maya-Barbecho and J. E. García-Ramos, “Sr isotopes: the interplay between shape coexistence and quantum phase transitions,” EPJ Web Conf. (to be published).

[50] A. Frank, C. E. Alonso, and J. M. Arias, “Search for e(5) symmetry in nuclei: The ru isotopes,” Phys. Rev. C 65, 014301 (2001).

[51] D. Abriola and A.A. Sonzogni, “Nuclear Data Sheets for A = 96,” Nuclear Data Sheets 109, 2501 – 2655 (2008). [52] Balraj Singh and Zhiqiang Hu, “Nuclear Data Sheets for A = 98,” Nuclear Data Sheets 98, 335 – 513 (2003). [53] Jun Chen and Balraj Singh, “Nuclear Data Sheets for A=98,” Nuclear Data Sheets 164, 1–477 (2020). [54] Balraj Singh, “Nuclear Data Sheets for A = 100,” Nuclear Data Sheets 109, 297 – 516 (2008). [55] D. DeFrenne, “Nuclear Data Sheets for A = 102,” Nuclear Data Sheets 110, 1745 – 1915 (2009). [56] Jean Blachot, “Nuclear Data Sheets for A = 104,” Nuclear Data Sheets 108, 2035 – 2172 (2007). [57] D. De Frenne and A. Negret, “Nuclear data sheets for a = 106,” Nuclear Data Sheets 109, 943–1102 (2008). [58] Jean Blachot, “Evaluated Nuclear Structure Data File for A= 108,” http://www.nndc.bnl.gov/ensdf (2008). [59] S. Lalkovski and F.G. Kondev, “Nuclear Data Sheets for A = 112,” Nuclear Data Sheets 124, 157–412 (2015). [60] Jean Blachot, “Nuclear Data Sheets for A = 114,” Nuclear Data Sheets 113, 515–714 (2012). [61] T. Thomas, V. Werner, J. Jolie, K. Nomura, T. Ahn, N. Cooper, H. Duckwitz, A. Fitzler, C. Fransen, A. Gade, M. Hinton, G. Ilie, K. Jessen, A. Linnemann, P. Petkov, N. Pietralla, and D. Radeck, “Nuclear structure of 96,98mo: Shape coexistence and mixed-symmetry states,” Nuclear Physics A 947, 203–233 (2016).

[62] M. Zielińska, T. Czosnyka, J. Choiński, J. Iwanicki, P. Napiorkowski, J. Srebrny, Y. Toh, M. Oshima, A. Osa, Y. Utsuno, Y. Hatsukawa, J. Katakura, M. Koizumi, M. Matsuda, T. Shizuma, M. Sugawara, T. Morikawa, H. Kusakari, A.D. Efimov, and V.M. Mikhajlov, “Electromagnetic structure of 98mo,” Nuclear Physics A 712, 3–13 (2002).

[63] K. Wrzosek-Lipska, L. Próchniak, M. Zielińska, J. Srebrny, Hadynska-Klek K., J. Iwanicki, Kisielinski M., M. Kowalczyk, P. J. Napiorkowski, D. Pietak, and T. Czosnyka, “Electromagnetic properties of^{100} Mo: Experimental results and theoretical description of quadrupole degrees of freedom,” Phys. Rev. C 86, 064305 (2012).

[64] J. Ha, T. Sumikama, F. Browne, N. Hinohara, A. M. Bruce, S. Choi, I. Nishizuka, S. Nishimura, P. Doornenbal, G. Lorusso, P.-A. Söderström, H. Watanabe, R. Daido, Z. Patel, S. Rice, L. Sinclair, J. Wu, Z. Y. Xu, A. Yagi, H. Baba, N. Chiga, R. Carroll, F. Didierjean, Y. Fang, N. Fukuda, G. Gey, E. Ideguchi, N. Inabe, T. Isobe, D. Kameda, I. Kojouharov, N. Kurz, T. Kubo, S. Lalkovski, Z. Li, R. Lozeva, H. Nishibata, A. Odahara, Zs. Podolyák, P. H. Regan, O. J. Roberts, H. Sakurai, H. Schaffner, G. S. Simpson, H. Suzuki, H. Takeda, M. Tanaka, J. Taprogge,

V. Werner, and O. Wieland, “Shape evolution of neutron-rich^{106,108,110} Mo isotopes in the triaxial degree of freedom,” Phys. Rev. C 101, 044311 (2020).

[65] S. J. Freeman, D. K. Sharp, S. A. McAllister, B. P. Kay, C. M. Deibel, T. Faestermann, R. Hertenberger, A. J. Mitchell, J. P. Schiffer, S. V. Szwec, J. S. Thomas, and H.-F. Wirth, “Experimental study of the rearrangements of valence protons and neutrons amongst single-particle orbits during double-β decay in^{100} Mo,” Phys. Rev. C 96, 054325 (2017).

[66] P.E. Garrett, L. Makhathini, R.A. Bark, T.R. Rodríguez, S. Valbuena, V. Bildstein, T.D. Bucher, C. Burbadge, R. Dubey, T. Faestermann, R. Hertenberger, M. Kamil, E.A. Lawrie, K.G. Leach, A.D. MacLean, C. Mehl, S.H. Mthembu, N.J. Mukwevho, C. Ngwetsheni, S.S. Ntshangase, J.C. Nzobadila Ondze, J.N. Orce, B. Rebeiro, B. Singh, S. Triambak, E.C. Vyfers, and H.-F. Wirth, “Observation of the 0^+_2 and γ bands in^{98}ru, and shape coexistence in the ru isotopes,” Physics Letters B 809, 135762 (2020).

[67] D. Radeck, V. Werner, G. Ilie, N. Cooper, V. Anagnostatou, T. Ahn, L. Bettermann, R. J. Casperson, R. Chevrier, A. Heinz, J. Jolie, D. McCarthy, M. K. Smith, and E. Williams, “Simultaneous deorientation and lifetime measurement in^{98}ru using the recoil distance doppler shift method in inverse coulomb excitation,” Phys. Rev. C 85, 014301 (2012).

[68] W. Urban, M. Jentschel, R. F. Casten, J. Jolie, Ch. Bernards, B. Maerkisch, Th. Materna, P. Mutti, L. Próchniak, T. Rzaca-Urban, G. S. Simpson, V. Werner, and S. Ahmed, “0^+_2 band in^{102}Ru and the evolution of nuclear deformation in ru isotopes,” Phys. Rev. C 87, 031304 (2013).

[69] J. Srebrny and T. Czosnyka and Ch. Droste and S.G. Rohoziński and L. Próchniak and K. Zajac and K. Pomorski and D. Cline and C.Y. Wu and A. Bäcklin and L. Hasselgren and R.M. Diamond and D. Habs and H.J. Körner and F.S. Stephens and C. Baktash and R.P. Kostecki, “Experimental and theoretical investigations of quadrupole collective degrees of freedom in^{104}Ru,” Nucl. Phys. A 766, 25 – 51 (2006).

[70] M. J. Taylor, G. Gürdal, G. Kumbartzki, N. Benczer-Koller, A. E. Stuchbery, Y. Y. Sharon, M. A. Bentley, Z. Berant, R. J. Casperson, R. F. Casten, A. Heinz, G. Ilie, R. Lüttke, E. A. McCutchan, J. Qian, B. Shoraka, V. Werner, E. Williams, and R. Winkler, “Low-energy structure of the even-a^{96−104} Ru isotopes via g-factor measurements,” Phys. Rev. C 83, 044315 (2011).

[71] P. E. Garrett, M. Zielińska, A. Bergmaier, T. R. Rodríguez, D. Kalaydjieva, M. Siciliano, H. Bidaman, V. Bildstein, C. Burbadge, A. Diaz Varela, D. T. Doherty, T. Faestermann, K. Hadyńska-Klȩk, R. Hertenberger, N. Keeley, A. Laffoley, A. D. MacLean, M. Mahgoub, A. J. Radich, M. Rocchini, P. Spagnoletti, S. Triambak, M. Vandebrouck, and K. Wrzosek- Lipska, “Coulomb excitation of^{102} Ru with^{12}C and^{16}O,” Phys. Rev. C 106, 064307 (2022).

[72] Philip D. Duval and Bruce R. Barrett, “Configuration mixing in the interacting boson model,” Phys. Lett. B 100, 223 – 227 (1981).

[73] Philip D. Duval and Bruce R. Barrett, “Quantitative description of configuration mixing in the interacting boson model,” Nucl. Phys. A 376, 213 – 228 (1982).

[74] D. D. Warner and R. F. Casten, “Predictions of the interacting boson approximation in a consistent Q framework,” Phys. Rev. C 28, 1798–1806 (1983).

[75] P.O. Lipas, P. Toivonen, and D.D. Warner, “IBA consistent-Q formalism extended to the vibrational region,” Phys. Lett. B 155, 295 – 298 (1985).

[76] J.E. García-Ramos and K. Heyde, “The Pt isotopes: Comparing the Interacting Boson Model with configuration mixing and the extended consistent-Q formalism,” Nucl. Phys. A 825, 39 – 70 (2009).

[77] J. E. García-Ramos, V. Hellemans, and K. Heyde, “Platinum nuclei: Concealed configuration mixing and shape coexistence,” Phys. Rev. C 84, 014331 (2011).

[78] J. E. García-Ramos and K. Heyde, “Nuclear shape coexistence: A study of the even-even Hg isotopes using the interacting boson model with configuration mixing,” Phys. Rev. C 89, 014306 (2014).

[79] J. E. García-Ramos and K. Heyde, “Disentangling the nuclear shape coexistence in even-even Hg isotopes using the interacting boson model,” Proceedings, 15th International Symposium on Capture Gamma-Ray Spectroscopy and Related Topics (CGS15): Dresden, Germany, August 25-29, 2014, EPJ Web Conf. 93, 01004 (2015), arXiv:1410.2869 [nucl-th].

[80] J. E. García-Ramos and K. Heyde, “Nuclear shape coexistence in Po isotopes: An interacting boson model study,” Phys. Rev. C 92, 034309 (2015).

[81] J. E. García-Ramos and K. Heyde, “The influence of intruder states in even-even Po isotopes,” AIP Conference Proceedings 1681, 040008 (2015), https://aip.scitation.org/doi/pdf/10.1063/1.4932269.

[82] K. Heyde, P. Van Isacker, R.F. Casten, and J.L. Wood, “A shell-model interpretation of intruder states and the onset of deformation in even-even nuclei,” Phys. Lett. B 155, 303 – 308 (1985).

[83] K. Heyde, J. Jolie, J. Moreau, J. Ryckebusch, M. Waroquier, P. Van Duppen, M. Huyse, and J.L. Wood, “A shell-model description of 0+ intruder states in even-even nuclei,” Nucl. Phys. A 466, 189 – 226 (1987).

[84] I. Angeli and K.P. Marinova, “Table of experimental nuclear ground state charge radii: An update,” Atomic Data and Nuclear Data Tables 99, 69 – 95 (2013).

[85] S. Zerguine, P. Van Isacker, and A. Bouldjedri, “Consistent description of nuclear charge radii and electric monopole transitions,” Phys. Rev. C 85, 034331 (2012).

[86] R. Fossion, C. De Coster, J.E. García-Ramos, T. Werner, and K. Heyde, “Nuclear binding energies: Global collective structure and local shell-model correlations,” Nucl. Phys. A 697, 703 – 747 (2002).

[87] J.N. Ginocchio and M.W. Kirson, “An intrinsic state for the interacting boson model and its relationship to the Bohr- Mottelson model,” Nucl. Phys. A 350, 31 – 60 (1980).

[88] A.E.L. Dieperink and O. Scholten, “On shapes and shape phase transitions in the interacting boson model,” Nucl. Phys. A 346, 125 – 138 (1980).

[89] A. E. L. Dieperink, O. Scholten, and F. Iachello, “Classical Limit of the Interacting-Boson Model,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 44, 1747–1750 (1980).

[90] A. Frank, O. Castaños, P. Van Isacker, and E. Padilla, “The Geometry of the IBM with Configuration Mixing,” Proceedings, International Conference on Nuclear Structure: Mapping the Triangle: Grand Teton National Park, Wyoming, May 22-25, 2002, AIP Conf. Proc. 638, 23 (2002).

[91] Alejandro Frank, Piet Van Isacker, and Carlos E. Vargas, “Evolving shape coexistence in the lead isotopes: The geometry of configuration mixing in nuclei,” Phys. Rev. C 69, 034323 (2004).

[92] Irving O. Morales, Alejandro Frank, Carlos E. Vargas, and P. Van Isacker, “Shape coexistence and phase transitions in the platinum isotopes,” Phys. Rev. C 78, 024303 (2008).

[93] J. E. García-Ramos, K. Heyde, L. M. Robledo, and R. Rodríguez-Guzmán, “Shape evolution and shape coexistence in Pt isotopes: Comparing interacting boson model configuration mixing and Gogny mean-field energy surfaces,” Phys. Rev. C 89, 034313 (2014).

[94] Krishna Kumar, “Intrinsic Quadrupole Moments and Shapes of Nuclear Ground States and Excited States,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 28, 249–253 (1972).

[95] Douglas Cline, “Nuclear shapes studied by coulomb excitation,” Ann. Rev. Nucl. Part. Sci. 36, 683–716 (1986). [96] A. Poves, F. Nowacki, and Y. Alhassid, “Limits on assigning a shape to a nucleus,” Phys. Rev. C 101, 054307 (2020). [97] E. Clément, A. Görgen, W. Korten, E. Bouchez, A. Chatillon, J.-P. Delaroche, M. Girod, H. Goutte, A. Hürstel, Y. Le Coz, A. Obertelli, S. Péru, Ch. Theisen, J. N. Wilson, M. Zielińska, C. Andreoiu, F. Becker, P. A. Butler, J. M. Casandjian, W. N. Catford, T. Czosnyka, G. de France, J. Gerl, R.-D. Herzberg, J. Iwanicki, D. G. Jenkins, G. D. Jones, P. J. Napiorkowski, G. Sletten, and C. N. Timis, “Shape coexistence in neutron-deficient krypton isotopes,” Phys. Rev. C 75, 054313 (2007).

[98] N. Gavrielov, A. Leviatan, and F. Iachello, “Intertwined quantum phase transitions in the zr isotopes,” Phys. Rev. C 99, 064324 (2019).

[99] N Gavrielov, A Leviatan, and F Iachello, “Interplay between shape-phase transitions and shape coexistence in the Zr isotopes,” Physica Scripta 95, 024001 (2019).

[100] N. Gavrielov, A. Leviatan, and F. Iachello, “Zr isotopes as a region of intertwined quantum phase transitions,” Phys. Rev. C 105, 014305 (2022).

[101] S. Sachdev, Quantum Phase Transitions (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, UK, 2011). [102] F. Iachello, N. V. Zamfir, and R. F. Casten, “Phase coexistence in transitional nuclei and the interacting-boson model,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 81, 1191–1194 (1998).

[103] D. J. Rowe, “Quasidynamical symmetry in an interacting boson model phase transition,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 122502 (2004).

[104] L.D. Landau and E.M. Lifshitz, Statistical Physics (Pergamon Press, Oxford, 1969).

[105] J.E. García-Ramos, C. De Coster, R. Fossion, and K. Heyde, “Two-neutron separation energies, binding energies and phase transitions in the interacting boson model,” Nuclear Physics A 688, 735 – 754 (2001).

[106] J. E. García-Ramos, K. Heyde, R. Fossion, V. Hellemans, and S. De Baerdemacker, “A theoretical description of energy spectra and two-neutron separation energies for neutron-rich zirconium isotopes,” Eur. Phys. J. A 26, 221–225 (2005).

[107] N. Mărginean, D. Bucurescu, C. A. Ur, C. Mihai, L. Corradi, E. Farnea, D. Filipescu, E. Fioretto, D. Ghiţă, B. Guiot, M. Górska, M. Ionescu-Bujor, A. Iordăchescu, D. Jelavi ć Malenica, S. M. Lenzi, P. Mason, R. Mărginean, D. Mengoni, G. Montagnoli, D. R. Napoli, S. Pascu, G. Pollarolo, F. Recchia, A. M. Stefanini, R. Silvestri, T. Sava, F. Scarlassara, S. Szilner, and N. V. Zamfir, “Evolution of deformation in the neutron-rich krypton isotopes: The^{96}Kr nucleus,” Phys. Rev. C 80, 021301 (2009).

[108] M. Albers, N. Warr, K. Nomura, A. Blazhev, J. Jolie, D. Mücher, B. Bastin, C. Bauer, C. Bernards, L. Bettermann, V. Bildstein, J. Butterworth, M. Cappellazzo, J. Cederkäll, D. Cline, I. Darby, S. Das Gupta, J. M. Daugas, T. Davinson, H. De Witte, J. Diriken, D. Filipescu, E. Fiori, C. Fransen, L. P. Gaffney, G. Georgiev, R. Gernhäuser, M. Hackstein, S. Heinze, H. Hess, M. Huyse, D. Jenkins, J. Konki, M. Kowalczyk, T. Kröll, R. Krücken, J. Litzinger, R. Lutter, N. Marginean, C. Mihai, K. Moschner, P. Napiorkowski, B. S. Nara Singh, K. Nowak, T. Otsuka, J. Pakarinen, M. Pfeiffer, D. Radeck, P. Reiter, S. Rigby, L. M. Robledo, R. Rodríguez-Guzmán, M. Rudigier, P. Sarriguren, M. Scheck, M. Seidlitz, B. Siebeck, G. Simpson, P. Thöle, T. Thomas, J. Van de Walle, P. Van Duppen, M. Vermeulen, D. Voulot, R. Wadsworth, F. Wenander, K. Wimmer, K. O. Zell, and M. Zielinska, “Evidence for a smooth onset of deformation in the neutron-rich kr isotopes,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 062701 (2012).

[109] F. Flavigny, P. Doornenbal, A. Obertelli, J.-P. Delaroche, M. Girod, J. Libert, T. R. Rodriguez, G. Authelet, H. Baba, D. Calvet, F. Château, S. Chen, A. Corsi, A. Delbart, J.-M. Gheller, A. Giganon, A. Gillibert, V. Lapoux, T. Motobayashi, M. Niikura, N. Paul, J.-Y. Roussé, H. Sakurai, C. Santamaria, D. Steppenbeck, R. Taniuchi, T. Uesaka, T. Ando, T. Arici, A. Blazhev, F. Browne, A. Bruce, R. Carroll, L. X. Chung, M. L. Cortés, M. Dewald, B. Ding, S. Franchoo, M. Górska, A. Gottardo, A. Jungclaus, J. Lee, M. Lettmann, B. D. Linh, J. Liu, Z. Liu, C. Lizarazo, S. Momiyama, K. Moschner, S. Nagamine, N. Nakatsuka, C. Nita, C. R. Nobs, L. Olivier, R. Orlandi, Z. Patel, Zs. Podolyák, M. Rudigier, T. Saito, C. Shand, P. A. Söderström, I. Stefan, V. Vaquero, V. Werner, K. Wimmer, and Z. Xu, “Shape evolution in neutron-rich krypton isotopes beyond n = 60: First spectroscopy of^{98,100} Kr,” Phys. Rev. Lett. 118, 242501 (2017).

[110] N. Gavrielov, A. Leviatan, and F. Iachello, “Mixed configurations and intertwined quantum phase transitions in odd-mass nuclei,” Phys. Rev. C 106, L051304 (2022).