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The zirconium isotopes with A = 92–110 have one of the most complicated evolution of structure
in the nuclear chart. In order to understand the structural evolution of these isotopes, we carry
a detailed calculation in a definite symmetry-based framework, the interacting boson model with
configuration mixing (IBM-CM). We compare our calculation to a large range of experimental data,
such as energy levels, two neutron separation energies, E2 and E0 transition rates, isotope shifts and
magnetic moments. The structural evolution of the low lying spectra of these isotopes is explained
using the notion of intertwined quantum phase transitions (IQPTs), for which a QPT involving
a crossing of two configurations (Type II) is accompanied by a QPT involving a shape evolution
of each configuration separately (Type I). In our study, we find the occurrence of Type I QPT
within the intruder configuration, changing from weakly deformed to prolate deformed and finally
to γ-unstable, associated with the U(5), SU(3) and SO(6) dynamical symmetry limits of the IBM,
respectively. Alongside the Type I QPT, we also find the occurrence of Type II QPT between the
normal and intruder configurations, where both Types I and II have a critical-point near A ≈ 100.
The good agreement of our calculation with the vast empirical data along the chain of isotopes
demonstrates the relevance of IQPTs to the zirconium isotopes, and can serve as a case study to set
path for new investigations of IQPTs in other nuclei and other physical systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

A. Intertwined quantum phase transitions (IQPTs)

Quantum phase transitions (QPTs) [1, 2] have been the
subject of great interest for many years in atomic nuclei
[3] and in other fields [4]. These are structural changes in
a system induced by variations of coupling constants in
its quantum Hamiltonian. In atomic nuclei, two types of
QPTs are mainly encountered. The first describes shape
phase transitions in a single configuration as the number
of nucleons is varied. We denote this QPT as Type I.
One common approach for investigating Type I QPTs is
by using Hamiltonians composed of two different parts

Ĥ = (1− ξ)Ĥ1 + ξĤ2 . (1)

As the control parameter ξ varies from 0 to 1, the equi-
librium shape and symmetry of the Hamiltonian vary
from those of Ĥ1 to those of Ĥ2. Type I QPT has been
established in the neutron number 90 region for Nd-Sm-
Gd-Dy isotopes, where the shape of the nuclei evolves
from spherical to deformed. Such an evolution in de-
formation is portrayed schematically in Fig. 1(a), where
the size of the circles depicts the amount of deformation.
From a shell-model perspective, when few nucleons inter-
act within a single configuration, low-lying levels of nuclei
exhibit characteristics of single-particle excitations, with
a seniority-like structure and weak collectivity. This is
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denoted by small circles in Fig. 1(a). As nucleons are
added, they drive collective modes of excitations and on-
set of deformation in the ground state, which lowers its
energy. This is denoted by large circles in Fig. 1(a).

A different type of phase transitions occurs when two
(or more) configurations coexist [5]. We denote this QPT
as Type II. In this case, the quantum Hamiltonian has a
matrix form [6]

Ĥ =

[
ĤA(ξA) Ŵ (ω)

Ŵ (ω) ĤB(ξB)

]
, (2)

given here for two configurations, where the indices A
and B denote the two configurations and Ŵ denotes their
coupling. In such cases, the wave function of the ground
state is composed of mixed configurations and evolves
from having a dominant component of one configuration
to another. Type II QPT has been established in nu-
clei near shell closure, e.g., in the light Pb-Hg isotopes,
with strong mixing between the configurations. Such
QPT is depicted schematically for two configurations in
Fig. 1(b). The ground state starts with having a single
dominant configuration in its wave function. As nucle-
ons are added, it becomes more mixed with an excited
configuration and at some point the latter dominates the
ground state.

Such a scenario follows when protons and neutrons, oc-
cupying spin-orbit partner orbitals, interact via the resid-
ual isoscalar proton-neutron interaction, Vpn [7], where
the resulting gain in n-p interaction energy can compen-
sate the loss in single-particle and pairing energy. Con-
sequently, a mutual polarization effect is enabled and
single-particle orbitals at higher configurations are low-
ered near the ground state configuration, effectively re-
versing their order.
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FIG. 1. Schematic illustration for the evolution with nucleon
number of energies (in arbitrary units) of the lowest 0+ states
of one or two configurations, A and B. (a) Type I QPT:
shape changes within a single configuration (small and large
circles denote weak and strong deformation, respectively).
(b) Type II QPT: coexisting and possibly crossing of two con-
figurations, usually, with strong mixing. The dashed lines de-
pict the mixing, as in a two states mixing scenario. (c) IQPTs:
abrupt crossing of two configurations, with weak mixing, ac-
companied by a pronounced gradual shape evolution within
each configuration.

Although the two types of QPTs are usually dis-
cussed separately, we note that as the control parame-
ters (ξA, ξB , ω) in Eq. (2) are varied, each of the Hamil-

tonians ĤA and ĤB can undergo a separate shape-phase
transition of Type I, and the combined Hamiltonian can
experience a Type II QPT in which there is a crossing of
configurations A and B.

In most cases encountered in nuclei, the separate Type
I QPTs are masked by the strong mixing between the
two configurations. In this paper, we present a situa-
tion where the Type I QPTs are distinguished. This is
achieved in a situation where within the Type II QPT
the mixing between the configurations is weak and as
a consequence one can identify the Type I QPT within
each configuration separately. This results in an intri-
cate interplay of intertwined quantum phase transitions
(IQPTs) [8, 9], depicted schematically in Fig. 1(c). One
can see the energies of the lowest 0+ state in each con-
figuration cross while also their individual shape evolve.

B. The zirconium isotopes

There are several regions in the nuclear chart that are
considered to accommodate mixed configurations. One
of them is the Z ≈ 40, A ≈ 100 region, with coexist-
ing spherical and deformed configurations. The spherical
configuration seems to dominate the ground state wave
function for neutron number 50–58 and the deformed
configuration dominates for neutron number larger than
58 [7, 10–14] due to a sudden onset of deformation at
neutron number 60. The sudden onset of deformation
has been ascribed in the shell-model to Vpn between nu-
cleons that occupy the π(1g9/2)–ν(1g7/2) spin-orbit part-
ners [7, 10, 11, 15], which induces the normal and intruder
configurations to cross. The crossing arises from promo-
tion of protons across the Z = 40 sub-shell gap, which
creates 2p–2h intruder excitations [7, 16].

These dramatic structural changes have attracted con-
siderable theoretical and experimental interest in the
Zr chain. Different theoretical approaches have stud-
ied them, including mean-field based methods, both non-
relativistic [17, 18] and relativistic [19], large-scale shell-
model calculations [20, 21], the Monte-Carlo shell-model
(MCSM) [22] and algebraic models [8, 9, 23, 24]. Re-
cently, several experimental investigations have also come
to light [25–33], opening the door for understanding the
properties of both yrast and non-yrast states.

In the present paper, we expand our work from [8, 9]
and explain how the indication for changes in the content
of configuration and the amount of deformation suggests
the occurrence of IQPTs in the zirconium isotopes. This
is done by presenting a detailed comparison between our
calculation and the empirical data for many observables.
This comparison is further supported by analyzing the
chain’s configuration and symmetry content of the wave
functions and the shape evolution.

C. Layout

The paper is divided into the following sections. In
Section II we introduce the theoretical framework, which
includes the IBM, its geometric interpretation and Type
I QPTs (Section II A), and the IBM with configuration
mixing, its geometric interpretation and Type II QPTs
(Section II B). In Section III we discuss QPTs in the zir-
conium chain, where we present the model space (Sec-
tion III A), the Hamiltonian and its energy surface (Sec-
tion III B) and the configuration and symmetry assign-
ment for the wave functions (Section III C).

Our results are divided into three main sections. In
Section IV we present our results for the individual iso-
topes, which include spectrum analysis and decomposi-
tion of wave functions. This section is further partitioned
into the 92−96Zr region (Section IV A), the 98−102Zr
region (Section IV B) and the 104−110Zr region (Sec-
tion IV C). In Section V we present our results for the
configuration (Section V A) and symmetry (Section V B)
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evolution of wave functions and the evolution of order
parameters (Section V C). In Section VI we present a
classical analysis for each isotope. In Section VII we
present our results for the evolution of more observables.
This includes energy levels (Section VII A), two-neutron
separation energies (Section VII B), E2 transition rates
(Section VII C), isotope shifts and E0 transitions (Sec-
tion VII D) and magnetic moments (Section VII E).

We compare our work with other works in Section VIII.
This includes a comparison for 98Zr (Section VIII A),
for 100Zr (Section VIII B), for the heavier isotopes (Sec-
tion VIII C) and some general remarks (Section VIII D).
The conclusions and outlook are given in Section IX.
The fitting procedure for determining the Hamiltonian
parameters is discussed in Appendix A.

II. THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

We employ an algebraic approach to study QPTs in
the zirconium isotopes. In order to do so, we use the
interacting boson model (IBM) [34], which describes low
lying quadrupole states in even-even nuclei in terms of a
system of monopole (s) and quadrupole (d) bosons repre-
senting valence nucleon pairs. The IBM provides a sim-
ple and tractable shell-model-inspired framework, where
global trends of structure and symmetries can be clearly
identified and a diversity of observables calculated. Be-
low we present a brief introduction to the model.

A. The IBM for a single configuration

For a single configuration, the IBM Hamiltonian con-
sists of Hermitian and rotational-scalar interactions that
conserve the total number of s and d bosons,

N̂ = n̂s + n̂d=s†s+
∑
µ

d†µdµ . (3)

The latter is fixed by the microscopic interpretation of
the IBM [35] to be N =Nπ + Nν , where Nπ (Nν) is the
number of proton (neutron) particle or hole pairs counted
from the nearest closed shell.
a. Basis states and dynamical symmetries. In its

simplest version, the IBM has U(6) as a spectrum gen-
erating algebra and exhibits three dynamical symmetry
(DS) limits

U(6) ⊃


U(5) ⊃ SO(5) ⊃ SO(3),

SU(3) ⊃ SO(3),

SO(6) ⊃ SO(5) ⊃ SO(3).

(4)

In a DS, the Hamiltonian is written in terms of Casimir
operators of the algebras of a given chain. In such a
case, the spectrum is completely solvable and resembles
known paradigms of collective motion: spherical vibrator
[U(5)], axially symmetric [SU(3)] and γ-soft deformed

rotor [SO(6)]. In each case, the energies and eigenstates
are labeled by quantum numbers that are the labels of
irreducible representations (irreps) of the algebras in the
chain. The corresponding basis states for each of the
chains (4) are

U(5) : |N,nd, τ, n∆, L〉 , (5a)

SU(3) : |N, (λ, µ),K, L〉 , (5b)

SO(6) : |N, σ, τ, n∆, L〉 , (5c)

where N,nd, (λ, µ), σ, τ, L label the irreps of U(6), U(5),
SU(3), SO(6), SO(5) and SO(3), respectively, and n∆,K
are multiplicity labels. For a general Hamiltonian, the
wave functions with a given boson number, N , and an-
gular momentum, L, can be expanded in terms of the DS
bases in the following manner

|Ψ; [N ], L〉 =
∑

nd,τ,n∆

C(N,L)
nd,τ,n∆

|N,nd, τ, n∆, L〉 , (6a)

|Ψ; [N ], L〉 =
∑

(λ,µ),K

C
(N,L)
(λ,µ),K |N, (λ, µ),K, L〉 , (6b)

|Ψ; [N ], L〉 =
∑
σ,τ,n∆

C(N,L)
σ,τ,n∆

|N, σ, τ, n∆, L〉 , (6c)

where the coefficients C
(N,L)
α , with quantum numbers α,

give the weight of each component in the wave function.
b. Geometry. A geometric visualization of the IBM

is obtained by a coherent (intrinsic) state [36, 37],

|β, γ;N〉 = (N !)−1/2(b†c)
N |0〉 ,

b†c = (1 + β2)−1/2[β cos γ d†0 (7)

+β sin γ(d†2 + d†−2)/
√

2 + s†] .

and taking the expectation value of the Hamiltonian to
form an energy surface

EN (β, γ) = 〈β, γ;N | Ĥ |β, γ;N〉 . (8)

Here (β, γ) are quadrupole shape parameters whose val-
ues, (βeq, γeq), at the global minimum of EN (β, γ) de-
fine the equilibrium shape for a given Hamiltonian. The
values are (βeq = 0), (βeq =

√
2, γeq = 0) and (βeq =

1, γeq arbitrary) for the U(5), SU(3) and SO(6) DS limits,
respectively. Furthermore, for these values the ground-
band intrinsic state, |βeq, γeq;N〉, becomes a lowest (or
highest) weight state in the irrep of the leading subal-
gebra of the DS chain, with quantum numbers (nd = 0),
(λ, µ) = (2N, 0) and (σ = N) for the U(5), SU(3) and
SO(6) DS limits, respectively.

c. QPTs: Type I. The energy surface EN (β, γ; ξ),
which depends also on the Hamiltonian parameters [e.g.
ξ of Eq. (1)], serves as the Landau potential, whose topol-
ogy determines the type of phase transition (Ehrenfest
classification). The correspondence between the DS lim-
its and shapes, identifies the DSs as possible phases of
the system. QPTs involving a single configuration (Type

I) can be studied in the IBM using a Hamiltonian Ĥ(ξ),
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as in Eq. (1), that interpolates between different DS lim-
its (phases) by varying its control parameters ξ. Such
QPTs have been studied extensively in the IBM frame-
work [3, 37–39].

In Type I QPTs, the order parameter is taken to be
the expectation value of the d-boson number operator,
n̂d, in the ground state, with the following values for the
DS limits

U(5) : 〈n̂d〉0+
1

= 0, (9a)

SU(3) : 〈n̂d〉0+
1

=
4N(N − 1)

3(2N − 1)
, (9b)

SO(6) : 〈n̂d〉0+
1

=
N(N − 1)

2(N + 1)
. (9c)

The expressions of Eq. (9) converge in the large-N limit
to the geometric form of the order parameter in terms of
the corresponding equilibrium deformation, βeq,

〈n̂d〉0+
1

N
≈ β2

eq

1 + β2
eq

. (10)

d. Example: Hamiltonian for Type I QPTs. A typ-
ical Hamiltonian frequently used for Type I QPTs, has
the form [40, 41]

Ĥ(εd, κ, χ) = εd n̂d + κ Q̂χ · Q̂χ , (11)

where the quadrupole operator is given by

Q̂χ = d†s+ s†d̃+χ(d† × d̃)(2) . (12)

Here d̃m = (−1)md−m and standard notation of an-
gular momentum coupling is used. The control pa-
rameters, (εd, κ, χ), in Eq. (11) with values (κ = 0),

(εd = 0, χ = −
√

7/2) and (εd = 0, χ = 0), interpolate
between the respective U(5), SU(3) and SO(6) DS lim-
its. The U(5)-SU(3) transition is found to be first-order,
the U(5)-SO(6) transition is second order and the SU(3)-
SO(6) transition is a crossover. For the Hamiltonian (11),
the associated Landau potential (8) reads

EN (β, γ; εd, κ, χ) =

5κN +
Nβ2

1 + β2

[
εd + κ(χ2 − 4)

]
+
N(N − 1)β2

(1 + β2)2
κ
[
4− 4χ̄β Γ + χ̄2β2

]
, (13)

where χ̄=
√

2
7χ and Γ=cos 3γ.

B. The IBM for configuration mixing

An extension of the IBM to include intruder excitations
is based on associating the different shell-model spaces
of 0p-0h, 2p-2h, 4p-4h, . . . particle-hole excitations, with
the corresponding boson spaces comprising N, N+2, N+

4, . . . bosons, respectively, which are subsequently mixed.
In this case, the resulting interacting boson model with
configuration mixing (IBM-CM) [42, 43] Hamiltonian has
the form as in Eq. (2). In the present work, we write it
not in matrix form, but rather in the equivalent form

Ĥ = Ĥ
(N)
A + Ĥ

(N+2)
B + Ŵ (N,N+2) . (14)

Here, Ô(N) = P̂ †N ÔP̂N and Ô(N,N ′) = P̂ †N ÔP̂N ′ , for an

operator Ô, with P̂N , a projection operator onto the N

boson space. The Hamiltonian Ĥ
(N)
A represents the nor-

mal A configuration (N boson space) and Ĥ
(N+2)
B repre-

sents the intruder B configuration (N+2 boson space).
The E2 operator for the two configurations is expanded

accordingly

T̂ (E2) = e(A)Q̂(N)
χ + e(B)Q̂(N+2)

χ , (15)

with Q̂
(N)
χ = P̂ †N Q̂χP̂N and Q̂χ, defined in Eq. (12), is

the same quadrupole operator appearing in the Hamil-
tonian (11). In Eq. (15), e(A) and e(B) are the boson
effective charges for the configurations A and B, respec-
tively. No mixing term appears in Eq. (15), since we
assume that the E2 operator is a one-body operator and
therefore cannot change the boson number by 2.

a. Wave functions. The resulting eigenstates |Ψ;L〉
of the Hamiltonian (14) with angular momentum L, are
linear combinations of the wave functions, ΨA and ΨB ,
in the two spaces [N ] and [N + 2],

|Ψ;L〉 = a |ΨA; [N ], L〉+ b |ΨB ; [N+2], L〉 , (16)

with a2 + b2 = 1. We note that each of the components
in Eq. (16), |ΨA; [N ], L〉 and |ΨB ; [N+2], L〉, can be ex-
panded in terms of the different DS limits of Eq. (6) with
its corresponding boson number.

b. Geometry. A geometric interpretation [44] is ob-
tained by means of the matrix E(β, γ),

E(β, γ) =

[
EA(β, γ; ξA) Ω(β, γ;ω)

Ω(β, γ;ω) EB(β, γ; ξB)

]
, (17)

whose entries are the matrix elements of the correspond-
ing terms in the Hamiltonian (2), between the intrinsic
states (7) of the two configurations, with appropriate bo-
son numbers,

EA(β, γ) = 〈β, γ;N |ĤA|β, γ;N〉 , (18a)

EB(β, γ) = 〈β, γ;N + 2|ĤB |β, γ;N + 2〉 , (18b)

Ω(β, γ) = 〈β, γ;N |Ŵ |β, γ;N + 2〉 . (18c)

Diagonalization of this two-by-two matrix produces the
so-called eigen-potentials, E±(β, γ).

c. QPTs: Type II. E(β, γ) of Eq. (17), which de-
pends also on the Hamiltonian parameters, serves as the
Landau potential matrix [6]. QPTs involving multiple
configurations (Type II) can be studied in the IBM-CM
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FIG. 2. Schematic representation of the two coexisting shell-
model configurations (A and B) for 98

40Zr58. The correspond-
ing numbers of proton bosons (Nπ) and neutron bosons (Nν),
relevant to the IBM-CM, are listed for each configuration.

using a Hamiltonian Ĥ(ξA, ξB , ω) as in Eq. (2), that in-
terpolates between the different configurations by vary-
ing its control parameters ξA, ξB , ω. Configuration-mixed
QPTs and coexistence phenomena in nuclei have been
studied extensively in the IBM-CM framework [6, 13, 18,
42, 43, 45–52].

In Type II QPTs, the order parameters are taken to
be the expectation value of n̂d in the ground state wave
function, |Ψ;L = 0+

1 〉, and in its ΨA and ΨB components,
Eq. (16), denoted by 〈n̂d〉0+

1
, 〈n̂d〉A and 〈n̂d〉B , respec-

tively. As can be inferred from Eq. (10), the shape-
evolution in each of the configurations A and B , is
depicted by 〈n̂d〉A and 〈n̂d〉B , respectively. Their sum
weighted by the probabilities of the ΨA and and ΨB com-
ponents

〈n̂d〉0+
1

= a2 〈n̂d〉A + b2 〈n̂d〉B , (19)

portrays the evolution of the normal-intruder mixing.

III. QPTS IN THE ZR CHAIN

A. Model space

To describe the 40Zr isotopes in the IBM-CM frame-
work, we consider 90

40Zr as a core and valence neutrons in
the 50–82 major shell, similar to a calculation done for
the 42Mo isotopes in [13]. The normal A configuration
corresponds to having no active protons above Z = 40
sub-shell gap, and the intruder B configuration corre-
sponds to two-proton excitation from below to above this
gap, creating 2p-2h states. According to the usual boson-
counting, the corresponding bosonic configurations have
proton bosons Nπ = 0 for configuration A and Nπ = 2
for configuration B . Both configurations have neutron

bosons Nν = 1, 2, . . . , 8 for neutron number 52–66, and
N̄ν =7̄, 6̄ for neutron number 68–70, where the bar over
a number indicates that these are hole bosons. These
two configurations are shown schematically in Fig. 2 for
98Zr. Altogether, the IBM-CM model space employed in
the current study, consists of [N ]⊕ [N + 2] boson spaces
with total boson number N = 1, 2, . . . 8 for 92−106Zr and
N̄ = 7̄, 6̄ for 108,110Zr, respectively.

B. Hamiltonian and energy surface

For two configurations, the Hamiltonian has a form as
in Eq. (2) or Eq. (14), with a typical choice

ĤA =Ĥ(ε
(A)
d , κ(A), χ) , (20a)

ĤB =Ĥ(ε
(B)
d , κ(B), χ) + κ′(B)L̂ · L̂+ ∆p , (20b)

where Ĥ is given in Eq. (11). The Hamiltonian ĤB of

Eq. (20b), contains an additional rotational term, L̂ · L̂
with parameter κ′(B), where L̂ =

√
10(d†d̃)(1) is the an-

gular momentum operator. ∆p is the off-set energy be-
tween configurations A and B , and the index p denotes
the fact that this is a proton excitation. The mixing term
in Eq. (14) between configurations (A) and (B) has the
form [34, 42, 43]

Ŵ = [ωd (d† × d′†)(0) + ωs (s†s′†) ] + H.c. , (21)

where primed (unprimed) bosons denote hole (particle)
bosons with respect to the proton shell gap at Z = 40.
We take in this paper ωs = ωd = ω and s′, d′ = s, d in
order to avoid proliferation of parameters and as done in
all previous IBM-CM calculations [42, 43]. The mixing
term, has then the form

Ŵ = ω [ (d† × d†)(0) + (s†)2 ] + H.c. , (22)

where H.c. stands for Hermitian conjugate.
For the energy surface matrix (17), we calculate the

expectation values of the Hamiltonians ĤA (20a) and

ĤB (20b), in the intrinsic state (7), with N and N+2
bosons respectively, and a non-diagonal matrix element
of the mixing term Ŵ (22) between them. The explicit
expressions are found to be

EA(β, γ) = EN (β, γ; ε
(A)
d , κ(A), χ) , (23a)

EB(β, γ) = EN+2(β, γ; ε
(B)
d , κ(B), χ)

+ 6κ′(B) (N + 2)β2

1 + β2
+ ∆p , (23b)

Ω(β, γ) =

√
(N + 2)(N + 1)

1 + β2
ω

(
1 +

1√
5
β2

)
, (23c)

where the surfaces on the right-hand-side of Eqs. (23a)
and (23b) are obtained from Eq. (13).
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C. Configuration and symmetry assignment

Given an eigenstate of the form as in Eq. (16), one can
calculate for either the A or B part its decomposition in
the DS bases, Eq. (6). This defines the probability of
having definite quantum numbers of a given symmetry,

U(5) : P (Ni,L)
nd

=
∑
τ,n∆

[C(Ni,L)
nd,τ,n∆

]2, (24a)

SU(3) : P
(Ni,L)
(λ,µ) =

∑
K

[C
(Ni,L)
(λ,µ),K ]2, (24b)

SO(6) : P (Ni,L)
σ =

∑
τ,n∆

[C(Ni,L)
σ,τ,n∆

]2, (24c)

SO(5) : P (Ni,L)
τ =

∑
nd,n∆

[C(Ni,L)
nd,τ,n∆

]2. (24d)

Here the subscripts i=A,B denote the different config-
urations, i.e. NA = N and NB = N + 2. Furthermore,
for each eigenstate Eq. (16), one can also examine its co-
efficients a and b, which portray the probability of the
normal-intruder mixing,

P (NA,L)
a = a2,

P
(NB ,L)
b = b2. (25)

a2 and b2 can be evaluated from the sum of the squared
coefficients of an IBM basis [U(5), SU(3) or SO(6)] in
their respective boson-space, N and N + 2. For the U(5)
basis, we have

a2 =
∑

nd,τ,n∆

|C(NA,L)
nd,τ,n∆

|2, (26a)

b2 =
∑

nd,τ,n∆

|C(NB ,L)
nd,τ,n∆

|2, (26b)

where the sum goes over all possible values of (nd, τ, n∆)
in the (Ni, L) space, i = A,B, and a2 + b2 = 1.

IV. RESULTS: DETAILED QUANTUM
ANALYSIS OF INDIVIDUAL ISOTOPES

The quantum analysis for 92−110Zr entails a detailed
comparison of the experimental energies and E2 transi-
tion rates with the results of our calculation. The Hamil-
tonian parameters used are shown in Fig. 3 and Table V.
The fitting procedure employed to obtain them and their
trends, are discussed in Appendix A.

We now discuss our calculation for individual isotopes,
dividing them into different regions. Each region is de-
fined by the symmetry properties of the intruder B con-
figuration. The first region 92−96Zr, with coexistence of
two U(5)-configurations, the second region 98−102Zr, with
Type I [U(5)-SU(3)] and Type II QPTs, and the third
region 104−110Zr, with SU(3)-SO(6) crossover. For each
region, we also discuss the configuration and symmetry

0

1

2

ǫd

(a)

Configuration (A) Configuration (B)

-0.03

-0.02

-0.01

0

0.01

κ

(b)

0.0

0.01

0.02

0.03

κ′
(c)

0.8

1.4

2.0

∆p

(d)

50 54 58 62 66 70
Neutron number

0.02

0.06

0.1

0.14

ω

(e)

50 54 58 62 66 70
-1

-0.5

0

0.5

χ

(f)

FIG. 3. Parameters of the IBM-CM Hamiltonians, Eqs. (20a),
(20b), (22), are in MeV and the parameter χ of Eq. (12), is
dimensionless.

content of selected eigenstates. Information on the sym-
metry structure within each configuration is obtained by
examining the decomposition of the wave functions de-
fined in Eq. (24). Information on the configuration con-
tent of each eigenstate is obtained from Eq. (26).

A. The 92−96Zr region: U(5)-coexistence

We begin by comparing our calculation to the experi-
mental values for the region of 92−96Zr, shown in Fig. 4.
For each of these isotopes, the spectrum exhibits coex-
istence of two spherical configurations with weak mixing
between them and is divided into sectors of configura-
tion A normal states (in blue, left) and configuration B
intruder states (in black, right).

For 92,94Zr the experimental energies are reproduced
well, while the E2 transition rates are reproduced more
qualitatively than quantitatively, due to the small bo-
son number (N = 1, 2, respectively). We note that in
configuration B some of the proposed U(5) multiplets
are incomplete (see Table VI in the Appendix for more
details). For both 92,94Zr, there is no experimental 0+

state to correspond to the calculated 0+ (nd ≈ 2) state.
For 94Zr, there is no experimental 0+ state to correspond
to the calculated 0+ (nd≈ 3) state and for 96Zr there is
no experimental 3+ state to correspond to the calculated
3+ (nd≈3) state.

For 96Zr, the boson number is increased (N = 3)
and configuration B becomes more collective. The
B(E2; 2+

1 → 0+
1 ) = 2.3(3) W.u. is reproduced well, sug-

gesting single-particle characteristics for the 0+
1 and 2+

1

states. The transitions within configuration B states,
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FIG. 4. Experimental and calculated energy levels in MeV and E2 transition rates in W.u. Levels in blue (black) belong to
the A (B) configuration. Transitions between different configurations are denoted in red. For the configuration A experimental
levels that have no corresponding calculated levels; see the Appendix. Data are taken from [53] for 92Zr, [25, 54] for 94Zr, and
[28, 55] for 96Zr.

B(E2; 2+
2 → 0+

2 ) = 36(11), B(E2; 4+
1 → 2+

2 ) = 56+20
−44,

B(E2; 2+
3 →2+

2 )<400 and B(E2; 0+
3 →2+

2 ) = 34(9) W.u.
are all reproduced well by the calculation and conform
with the IBM-CM interpretation of quasi-phonon struc-
ture for configuration B. The experimental transitions
between the configurations, B(E2; 4+

1 →2+
1 )=16+5

−13 and

B(E2; 2+
2 → 0+

1 ) = 0.26(8) W.u. do not conform well to
the calculated values of 3 (which is within the error rage)
and 0.001 W.u. This suggests that perhaps a larger value
for the ω-mixing term in Eq. (22) could be used. Such an
increase in ω (from 0.02 to 0.04 MeV), with only a minute
variation to ∆p, results in a significant increase of the
calculated values, placing them within the experimental
error range, while keeping the rest of the calculated tran-
sitions approximately the same. Nevertheless, in such a

scenario, the mixing between configuration A and B 0+
1

and 0+
2 states, respectively, is still very weak. Above the

energy of the experimental states that correspond to the
nd≈2 multiplet, it is more difficult to assign states to a
certain phonon-multiplet due to the lack of data. Specif-
ically, the experimental 8+

1 has a dominant branch to
the 6+

4 , which in turn has a dominant branch to the 4+
1

[56] and therefore are assigned to configuration B. Ac-
cordingly, they correspond to the calculated states with
dominant nd≈3 (6+

1 ) and nd≈4 (8+
1 ) components.

Wave functions. For 92−96Zr, the calculated ground
state (0+

1 ) has b2 = 3.9%, 7.7% and 0.4% and the 2+
1

state has b2 = 4.2%, 11.6%, 6.8%, respectively, hence
they are assigned to the (A) configuration. The 0+

2

state is almost purely configuration B lowest state with
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FIG. 5. U(5) nd-decomposition of eigenstates of the Hamilto-
nian (14) for 92−96Zr. Each panel represents a single isotope
and is divided into two parts, the decomposition within con-
figuration A (left) and within configuration B (right). For
each isotope, the histograms shown from left-to-right corre-
spond to the calculated Li states listed in the right legend in
the order top-to-bottom left-to-right.

b2 = 96.3%, 91.8% and 99.6%, respectively. Fig. 5 de-
picts the nd-decompositions for the A and B configura-
tion of each eigenstate. We observe a clear single dom-
inant nd-component for each of the states, with weak
mixing between the different configurations, suggesting a
spherical structure for both of them. The 0+

1 , 2
+
1 states

belong to configuration A. For configuration B, which
has collective attributes, the calculation suggests that
the states are almost purely spherical, as is clearly seen in
Fig. 5, with large nd ≈ 0, 1, 2, 3 components for the states
(0+

2 ), (2+
2 ), (4+

1 , 2
+
3 , 0

+
3 ) and (6+

1 , 4
+
2 , 3

+
1 , 2

+
4 , 0

+
4 ), respec-

tively. For 94Zr, it is the calculated 2+
4 and 4+

3 instead
of the 2+

3 and 4+
2 state. As seen in the middle panel of

Fig. 5, larger mixing is observed in 94Zr for the calculated
nd ≈ 2 triplet, 4+

2 , 2
+
4 , 0

+
4 with b2 = 84%, 75%, 71%, re-

spectively. The reason is that these states have a smaller
energy difference from the normal 4+

1 , 2
+
3 , 0

+
3 states (≈0.4

MeV) and thus mix with them more strongly, compared
to 96Zr (≈ 1 MeV). The stronger mixing scenario could
be reduced by adding an n̂d(n̂d − 1) interaction to the
normal Hamiltonian (20a) (see the Appendix for more
details). For 92Zr, such normal states are not generated
due to the small boson number (N = 1) of configura-
tion A.

B. The 98−102Zr region: IQPT

The spectrum of 98Zr, shown in Figs. (6)(a) and (6)(b),
exhibits coexistence of two configurations with weak mix-
ing between them. Here the spectrum is divided into

sectors of configuration A normal states (in blue, left),
which are considered to be spherical, and configura-
tion B intruder states (in black, right), which are con-
sidered to be weakly deformed (or quasispherical). The
experimental strong E2 rates B(E2; 0+

3 → 2+
1 ) = 51(5),

B(E2; 2+
2 → 2+

1 ) = 46+35
−14, B(E2; 4+

1 → 2+
1 ) = 25+15

−7 ,

B(E2; 0+
4 → 2+

2 ) = 44(4) and B(E2; 6+
1 → 4+

1 ) =
103.0(357) W.u. and weak B(E2; 0+

4 → 2+
1 ) = 0.107(14),

B(E2; 2+
2 → 0+

2 ) = 1.8+14
−6 W.u. conform with the qua-

sispherical interpretation for configuration B. The ex-
perimental E2 rates with B(E2; 2+

3 → 0+
2 ) = 1.7+1.5

−0.5,

B(E2; 2+
1 → 0+

1 ) = 1.1+3
−2, B(E2; 2+

2 → 0+
1 ) = 0.26+20

−8

and B(E2; 2+
3 → 2+

1 ) = 7.6+65
−23 W.u. conform with the

interpretation of 0+
1 and 2+

3 as normal A configuration
states with seniority-like single-particle character, weakly
mixed with intruder B configuration states. The exper-
imental E2 rates B(E2; 2+

3 → 2+
1 ) = 7.6+65

−23 W.u. devi-
ates from the calculated value of 1.8 W.u., however, a

merely 1% decrease of the parameter ε
(A)
d in the Hamil-

tonian (20a) results in a calculated value of 6.1 W.u. for
this transition, without affecting significantly the remain-
ing transitions in Figs. (6)(a) and (6)(b). As mentioned
in the Appendix, the experimental 4+

2 state is excluded
from the IBM model space; however, the observed tran-
sition rates involving it, B(E2; 4+

2 →2+
1 )=0.6+0.17

−0.12 W.u.

and B(E2; 4+
2 → 2+

2 ) = 4.6+1.7
−1.3 W.u., support its assign-

ment as a configuration A single-particle state, weakly
mixed with configuration B.

For the spectrum of 100Zr, shown in Figs. (6)(c) and
(6)(d), the spherical configuration A has now become ex-
cited and includes the calculated 0+

2 and 2+
5 states. The

ground state band is associated with configuration B.
The close proximity of 0+

2 (A configuration) and 0+
1 (B

configuration) suggests that 100Zr is near the critical-
point of the Type II QPT. Nevertheless, our description
of energy levels and B(E2) values is excellent. One recog-
nizes different ground, β and γ bands for configuration B,
with band heads 0+

1 , 0
+
3 , 2

+
3 respectively. The transition

B(E2; 0+
2 → 2+

1 ) = 67(7) W.u. between the two config-
urations is described by the calculation (70 W.u.) to a
very good agreement. For the calculated configuration-
A spherical 2+

5 state, one needs more experimental data
such as E2 transitions to determine its exact location.
We stress that the parameters employed were not opti-
mized for this particular isotope, but rather were deter-
mined from a combined fit on the data of all the isotopes
in the chain and were varied smoothly (except ∆p) in a
well defined manner (see Appendix A for more details).

The spectrum of 102Zr, shown in Fig. 6(e)-(f), exhibits
clear ground-, β- and γ-rotational bands for configura-
tion B, while the spherical states of configuration A seem
to lie higher in energy. The measured E2 transition,
B(E2; 2+

1 → 0+
1 ) = 105(14) W.u. is reproduced reason-

ably well by the calculation (128 W.u.). This isotope ap-
pears to have features of the so-called X(5) critical-point
symmetry [60], similar to the case encountered for neu-
tron number 90 [61–65] for the Nd-Sm-Gd-Dy isotopes,
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FIG. 6. Experimental and calculated energy levels in MeV and E2 transition rates in W.u. Notation as in Fig. 4. Data are
taken from [33, 57] for 98Zr, from [29, 58] for 100Zr and from [59] for 102Zr.

where the symmetry changes from U(5) to SU(3). As
seen in Table I, the normalized energies and E2 transition
rates agree well with those of X(5). For the B(E2) ratio
involving the 4+

1 → 2+
1 transition, the empirical value for

102Zr is in perfect agreement with the X(5) value 1.58.

Wave functions. For 98Zr, the 0+
1 state belongs to

configuration A and has a small configuration B compo-
nent, with b2 = 1.8%. For 100Zr, the 0+

1 state changes
its configuration B content and has b2 =87.2%. The lat-
ter configuration-change is a clear evidence of Type II

QPT, where 100Zr lies near the critical point. For 102Zr,
the 0+

1 is almost pure configuration B with b2 = 98.4%.
The 2+

1 state changed to configuration B already in 98Zr,
with b2 = 97.1%, as was pointed out in [31]. For 102Zr,
it is a pure configuration B state with b2 = 99.9%. The
0+

2 state is almost purely configuration B lowest state in
98Zr, with b2 =98.2%. For 100Zr, the 0+

2 becomes the low-
est A configuration state with b2 = 19.8% and for 102Zr
it becomes the first excited state within configuration B
with b2≈100%.
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FIG. 7. U(5) nd decomposition for (a) 98Zr and (b) 100Zr, within configurations A and B. SU(3) (λ, µ) decomposition for
(c) 100Zr, within configurations A and B and for (d) 102Zr, only within configuration B. For each isotope, the order of the
histograms is as in Fig. 5.

TABLE I. Energies and B(E2) values normalized to E(2+
1 )=

1 and B(E2; 2+
1 →0+

1 ) = 1, respectively, for the X(5) critical-
point symmetry [60] and for the experimental values of 102Zr.
The 0+

s=2, 2
+
s=2, 4

+
s=2 states correspond to the 0+

2 , 2
+
2 , 4

+
2 states

of the X(5) model and to the experimental 0+
2 , 2

+
3 , 4

+
3 states

of 102Zr.

X(5) 102Zr exp

E(4+
1 ) 2.91 3.15

E(6+
1 ) 5.45 6.36

E(8+
1 ) 8.51 10.51

E(10+
1 ) 12.07 15.49

E(0+
s=2) 5.67 5.89

E(2+
s=2) 7.48 7.98

E(4+
s=2) 10.72 10.13

B(E2; 4+
1 →2+

1 ) 1.58 1.59

The U(5) nd decomposition for 98Zr is given in panel
(a) of Fig. 7. We see that the 0+

1 , 2
+
3 states have a single

dominant nd-component (nd ≈ 0, 1, respectively) in the
configuration A side, which identifies them as spherical.
For states that belong to configuration B, one can still see
dominant single-nd components, with large nd ≈ 0, 1, 2, 3
components for the states (0+

2 ), (2+
1 ), (4+

1 , 2
+
2 , 0

+
3 ) and

(6+
1 , 4

+
2 , 3

+
1 , 2

+
4 , 0

+
4 ), respectively. These components,

however, are less dominant compared to the 92−96Zr case,
Fig. 5. The calculation therefore suggests these states
are weakly deformed or quasispherical. For 100Zr, one

observes dominant U(5) nd = 0, 1 components for the
configuration-A 0+

2 and 2+
5 states in Fig. 7(b), while

the configuration-B states are spread amongst several
nd values on the right side of the panel. An SU(3) de-
composition in Fig. 7(c) exhibits (λ, µ) components for
configuration-B states that become more dominant as L
increases. The reason for the latter is the decrease in the
number of possible states to mix with in the IBM-CM
model space. For 102Zr, Fig. 7(d) shows only the decom-
position of configuration B, since all the indicated states
belong to it. One sees that most states have a single dom-
inant SU(3) component. Specifically, the ground-band
states, 0+

1 , 2+
1 , 4+

1 , 6+
1 , 8+

1 , 10+
1 , 12+

1 have about 90%
dominant (λ, µ) = (2N + 4, 0) = (16, 0) component. Al-
together, the calculated decompositions, shown in Fig. 7,
suggest the occurrence of IQPTs in this region. This
involves a U(5) to SU(3) Type I QPT within configura-
tion B, along with a Type II QPT driving a change in
structure of yrast states from configuration A to config-
uration B.

C. The 104−110Zr region: SU(3)-SO(6) crossover

For the isotope 104Zr the deformation is expected to
increase, since it is near mid-shell. This is reflected
in the experimental value 134.24(6.88) W.u. for the
2+

1 → 0+
1 transition rates, as seen in Fig. 8(a). The

calculated spectrum, shown in Fig. 8(b) suggests the ex-
istence of additional β and γbands with strong intra-
band and weak inter-band transitions. For 106Zr, consid-
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FIG. 8. Experimental and calculated energy levels in MeV and E2 transition rates in W.u. All levels belong to configuration B.
Data are taken from [27, 66] (104Zr), [27, 67] (106Zr), [68] (108Zr), and [30, 69] (110Zr).
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FIG. 9. SU(3) (λ, µ) and SO(6) σ decomposition of eigenstates of the Hamiltonian (14) for 104Zr and for 106−110Zr, respectively.
Each panel represents a single isotope and is divided into two parts: the decomposition within configuration A (left) and within
configuration B (right). For 104Zr, only probabilities larger than 5% are shown. For each isotope, the order of the histograms
is as in Fig. 5.

ered in Figs. (8)(c) and (8) (d), a weaker experimental
B(E2; 2+

1 → 0+
1 ) = 104.025(3.355) W.u. indicates a de-

crease in deformation. Furthermore, a low 2+
2 state at

energy 607 keV, close to the 4+
1 at 476 keV, suggests a

crossover from SU(3) to SO(6) symmetry (axial to nonax-
ial). A 2+ state close in energy to the 4+

1 is not observed
in the spectrum of 108Zr, shown in Fig. 8(e). However,
such 2+

2 state is seen in 110Zr at energy 485 keV, next to
the 4+

1 at 565 keV [see Figs. (8)(g) and (8)(h)]. Conse-

quently, the calculation for these isotopes suggests these
low-lying states are part of an SO(6) multiplet.

Wave functions. For 104−110Zr, all states shown in
Fig. 8 are almost pure configuration B states, with
b2&99%. Therefore, we concentrate on decomposi-
tions of the B configuration part of the wave func-
tion, Eq. (16). For 104Zr, we show in Fig. (9)(a)
the SU(3) (λ, µ)-decomposition, Eq. (24b). The
0+

1 , 2+
1 , 4+

1 , 6+
1 , 8+

1 , 10+
1 , 12+

1 states have about 93%
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FIG. 10. Percentage of the wave functions within the intruder
B-configuration [the b2 probability in Eq. (16)], for the ground
(0+

1 ) and excited (2+
1 ) states in 92−110Zr.

dominant (λ, µ) = (2N + 4, 0) = (18, 0) component. For
106−110Zr, Figs. (9)(b) and (9)(d) depict the SO(6) σ-
decomposition, Eq. (24c), for which a single dominant
component (σ=N+2) is apparent for all isotopes. These
states also have good SO(5) symmetry (see Section V B
below for more details). The change in configuration B
from dominant (λ, µ) components in 104Zr to dominant σ-
components in 106−110Zr, suggests that a crossover from
SU(3) to SO(6) occurs in this region.

V. RESULTS: EVOLUTION OF WAVE
FUNCTIONS AND ORDER PARAMETERS

A. Evolution of configuration content

Information on configuration changes for each isotope,
can be inferred from the evolution of the probabilities
a2 or b2, Eq. (26), of the states considered. Figure (10)
shows the percentage of the wave function within the B
configuration for the ground state (0+

1 ) and first-excited
state (2+

1 ) as a function of neutron number across the
Zr chain. The rapid change in structure of the 0+

1 state
from the normal A configuration in 92−98Zr (small b2

probability) to the intruder B configuration in 100−110Zr
(large b2 probability) is clearly evident, signaling a Type
II QPT, mentioned in Section IV B. The configuration
change appears sooner in the 2+

1 state, which changes to
configuration B already in 98Zr, in line with [31]. Out-
side a narrow region near neutron number 60, where the
crossing occurs, the two configurations are weakly mixed
and the states retain a high level of purity, especially for
neutron number larger than 60.

B. Evolution of symmetry content

It is also interesting to see the changes in symmetry
of the lowest 0+ and 2+ states within configuration B,
which undergoes a Type I QPT. Fig. 11 depicts such
evolution along the Zr chain. For the 0+ state (bottom

panel), the red dots represent the percentage of the U(5)
nd = 0 component in the wave function, Eq. (24a). For
neutron number 52–60, this component is large (≈ 90%)
and at 60 it drops drastically (≈ 30%). This drop im-
plies that additional nd components are present in the
wave function, hence this state becomes deformed. For
neutron number larger than 60, the nd = 0 component
drops to zero almost and slightly rises again at 70, in-
dicating the state is strongly deformed. For neutron
numbers 60–66, we also depict in blue diamonds the per-
centage of the SU(3) (λ, µ) = (2N + 4, 0) component,
Eq. (24b). For neutron number 60, it is moderately small
(≈ 35%). At neutron number 62, this (λ, µ) component
jumps (≈ 85%), and it increases at 64 (≈ 92%), where
deformation is maximal. This serves a clear evidence
for a U(5)-SU(3) Type I QPT. At neutron number 66,
the indicated (λ, µ) component is lowered and one sees
in Fig. 11, by the green triangles, the percentage of the
SO(6) σ = N + 2 component, Eq. (24c). This compo-
nent becomes dominant for 66–70 (≈ 99%), suggesting a
crossover from SU(3) to SO(6).

In order to further understand the phase transition
from spherical [U(5)] to axially deformed [SU(3)] and the
subsequent crossover to γ-unstable deformed [SO(6)], it
is instructive to examine also the evolution of SO(5) sym-
metry in comparison with U(5), along the Zr chain. To
recall, the SO(5) quantum number τ is valid in both the
U(5) and SO(6) DS limits, but is broken in SU(3) DS.
On the other hand, the U(5) quantum number nd is valid
in the U(5) DS, but is broken in both the SU(3) and
SO(6) DS limits. Accordingly, for a given L-state at the

U(5) limit, both the nd and τ probabilities, P
(N+2,L)
nd

and P
(N+2,L)
τ , are maximal (100%). In the U(5) to

SU(3) transition, both probabilities decrease, while in

the SU(3) to SO(6) crossover, P
(N+2,L)
nd remains small,

but P
(N+2,L)
τ increases towards its maximal value at the

SO(6) limit. This is precisely the pattern exhibited by
the nd = 0 probability (red dots) and τ = 0 probability
(gray histograms) in Fig. 11, for the lowest 0+ and 2+

states within configuration B.

Considering the 0+
B state. For neutron numbers 52–56,

P
(N+2,L=0+

B)
τ=0 ≈ P

(N+2,L=0+
B)

nd=0 , meaning that the state is
composed mainly of a single (nd = 0, τ = 0) component,
appropriate for a spherical state. For neutron number 58,

P
(N+2,L=0+

B)
nd=0 < P

(N+2,L=0+
B)

τ=0 , implying the presence of
additional components with (nd 6= 0, τ = 0). For neutron
numbers 60–64, both nd = 0 and τ = 0 probabilities de-

crease, satisfying P
(N+2,L=0+

B)
nd=0 � P

(N+2,L=0+
B)

τ=0 < 100%,
implying admixtures of components with (nd 6= 0, τ 6= 0),
appropriate for an axially-deformed state. For neu-

tron number above 64, P
(N+2,L=0+

B)
nd=0 remains small but

P
(N+2,L=0+

B)
τ=0 increases towards its maximum value at 70,

appropriate for a crossover to γ-unstable structure with
good SO(5) symmetry.

A very similar trend is observed for the 2+
B state.
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FIG. 11. Evolution of symmetries for the lowest 0+ and 2+ states of configuration B along the Zr chain. Shown are the
probabilities of selected components of U(5) ( ), SU(3) (�), SO(6) (N) and SO(5) ( ), obtained from Eq. (24). For neutron
numbers 52–58 (60–70), 0+

B corresponds to the experimental 0+
2 (0+

1 ) state. For neutron numbers 52–56 (58–70), 2+
B is the

experimental 2+
2 (2+

1 ) state.

For neutron numbers 52–58, it is dominated by a sin-
gle (nd = 1, τ = 1) component. For neutron number 60,

P
(N+2,L=2+

B)
nd=1 < P

(N+2,L=2+
B)

τ=1 , for 62–64, P
(N+2,L=2+

B)
nd=0 �

P
(N+2,L=2+

B)
τ=0 < 100%, implying admixtures of compo-

nents with (nd 6= 1, τ 6= 1), and for neutron numbers

66–70, P
(N+2,L=2+

B)
nd=0 remains small but P

(N+2,L=2+
B)

τ=1 in-
creases towards its maximum value at 70.

The similarity between the trends of the 0+
B and

2+
B states is particularly interesting since, as shown in

Fig. 10, the 2+
1 changes its configuration content from

A to B already at neutron number 58, rather than 60
for the 0+

1 state. This is a good example of how the two
types of QPTs, I and II, progress simultaneously without
interrupting one another, and support the occurrence of
intertwined QPTs.

C. Evolution of order parameters

Figures (10) and (11) above, exemplify in a clear man-
ner the simultaneous occurrence of Type I and II QPTs,
respectively. However, in order to encapsulate both
types, it is instructive to examine the behavior of the
order parameters, Eq. (19). Fig. 12 shows the evolu-
tion along the Zr chain of the individual order parame-

ters, 〈n̂d〉A and 〈n̂d〉B (in dashed lines) and 〈n̂d〉0+
1

(in

solid line), normalized by the respective boson numbers,

〈N̂〉A=N , 〈N̂〉B=N+2, 〈N̂〉0+
1

=a2N+b2(N+2). 〈n̂d〉0+
1

is close to 〈n̂d〉A for neutron numbers 52–58 and coincides
with 〈n̂d〉B at 60 and above, consistent with a high degree
of purity with respect to configuration-mixing. Configu-
ration A appears to be spherical for all neutron numbers
considered. In contrast, configuration B is weakly de-
formed for neutron numbers 52–58 and becomes more
deformed above 58. One can see a clear jump in 〈n̂d〉0+

1

between neutron numbers 58 and 60, changing from con-
figuration A to configuration B, indicating a first-order
configuration-changing phase transition (Type II QPT).
A further increase in 〈n̂d〉0+

1
at neutron numbers 60–64 in-

dicates a U(5)-SU(3) shape-phase transition within con-
figuration B (Type I QPT), and, finally, there is a de-
crease at neutron number 66, due in part to the crossover
from SU(3) to SO(6) and in part to the shift in config-
uration B from boson particles to boson holes after the
middle of the major shell 50–82. These findings further
support the occurrence of two configurations that are
weakly mixed and interchange their roles in the ground
state while their individual shapes evolve gradually with
neutron number, i.e., intertwined Type I and II QPTs.
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FIG. 12. Evolution of order parameters along the Zr chain.
The latter are the calculated expectation values of n̂d in the
total ground state wave function |Ψ;L = 0+

1 〉, Eq. (16) (solid
line), and in its A and B components (dotted lines), normal-

ized by the respective boson numbers 〈N̂〉
0+
1

= a2N + b2(N +

2), 〈N̂〉A = N, 〈N̂〉B = N + 2.

VI. RESULTS: CLASSICAL ANALYSIS

In addition to the quantum analysis, the algebraic
method can perform also a classical analysis. In Fig. 13,
we show the calculated lowest eigenpotential E−(β, γ),
which is the lowest eigenvalue of the two-by-two ma-
trix (17), with elements given in Eq. (23) for the en-
tire chain of isotopes. These classical potentials con-
firm the quantum results, as they show a transition
from spherical (92−98Zr), to a double-minima potential
at 100Zr, to prolate axially deformed (102−104Zr), and
finally to γ-unstable (106−110Zr). At 100Zr, E−(β, γ)
exhibits two minima, one at (β, γ) = (0, 0) and one
at (β, γ) = (0.5617, 0), separated by a saddle point at
(β, γ) = (0.3127, 0) that serves as a barrier. In the limit
of (β→∞, γ=0) the lowest eigenpotential has the value
of 2.9 MeV, while the height of the barrier is 0.3 MeV, i.e.,
the potential is flat-bottomed. We further note that in
the classical calculation the global minimum is the spher-
ical one, rather than the deformed one as in the quan-
tum analysis [see Figs. (6)(c) and (6)(d)]. This demon-
strates the difficulties in describing the dynamics near
the critical-point by mean field methods.

The classical analysis above and the quantum analy-
sis of Sections IV and V suggest coexisting Type I and
Type II QPTs, which is the defining property of IQPTs.

VII. RESULTS: EVOLUTION OF
OBSERVABLES ALONG THE ZR CHAIN

In order to understand the change in structure of the
Zr isotopes, it is insightful to examine the evolution of
observables along the chain. The observables include en-
ergy levels, two-neutron separation energies, E2 and E0
transition rates, isotope shifts, and magnetic moments.

A. Energy levels

In Fig. 14, we show a comparison between experimen-
tal and calculated levels, along with assignments to con-
figurations based on Eq. (26) and to the closest dynam-
ical symmetry based on the decompositions of Eq. (24),
for each state. One can see here a rather complex struc-
ture. In the region between neutron numbers 50 and
58, there appear to be two configurations, one spher-
ical (seniority-like), A, and one weakly deformed, B,
as evidenced by the ratio R4/2 in each configuration,

R
(A)
4/2 =1.6, 1.6, 1.76, 1.2 and R

(B)
4/2 =2.2, 2.8, 2, 2.7, for

neutron numbers 52, 54, 56, and 58, respectively. The

value R
(B)
4/2 = 2.8 for 94Zr is somewhat larger, possibly

as a consequence of fluctuations due to the subshell clo-
sure at neutron number 56. At neutron number 58, there
is a pronounced drop in energy for the states of config-
uration B, suggesting a slight increase in deformation,
where the 2+

1 becomes already a configuration B state.
At neutron number 60, the two configurations exchange
their roles, indicating a Type II QPT. This is evident
from Fig. 10, showing the exchange in the decomposi-
tion of the ground state 0+

1 from the A configuration
(a2 =98.2%) in 98Zr to the B configuration (b2 =87.2%)
in 100Zr. At this stage, configuration B appears also to
be close to the critical-point of a U(5)-SU(3) QPT, as ev-
idenced by the low value of the excitation energy of the
0+

3 state in 100Zr [see Fig. 6(c)], which is the first excited
0+ state of the B configuration (b2 =92.9%). As pointed
out in Section IV B, the spectrum of states of the next
isotope, 102Zr, resembles that of the X(5) critical-point
symmetry [60].

Beyond neutron number 60, the intruder configura-
tion B becomes progressively strongly deformed. This is
evidenced for neutron number 62, by the small value of
the excitation energy of the state 2+

1 , E(2+
1 )=151.78 keV

and by the ratio R
(B)
4/2 = 3.15, where the first excited 0+

state within configuration B is now the 0+
2 state and

serves as the bandhead of a β band [see Fig. 6(e)]. For
neutron number 64, the energy of the 2+

1 state is even

smaller, E(2+
1 ) = 139.3 keV, and the ratio R

(B)
4/2 = 3.24

larger, suggesting further increase in deformation. At
still larger neutron numbers 66–70, the ground state band
becomes γ-unstable (or triaxial) as evidenced by the close
energy of the 2+

2 and 4+
1 states in 106,110Zr, discussed in

Section IV C, a signature of the SO(6) symmetry. In
this region, the ground state configuration undergoes
a crossover from SU(3) to SO(6).

The trend in energies of configuration B for neutron
numbers 56–70 is in part similar to the case of 62Sm and

64Gd isotopes [34, 71], as depicted in Fig. 15. One can
see a lowering of the 4+

1 , 2
+
2 , 0

+
2 states while the 0+

2 state
rises up again at neutron number 90 to become a β band
head member, a situation very similar to the trend of the
states within configuration B of Zr isotopes. One minor
difference is in the second excited 2+ state within con-
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FIG. 13. Contour plots in the (β, γ) plane of the lowest eigen-potential surface, E−(β, γ), for the 92−110Zr isotopes.

figuration B, 2+
B;2, which becomes degenerate with the

4+
1 state at neutron numbers 66–70, due to the discussed

SU(3)-SO(6) crossover. However, a major difference oc-
curs in the onset of deformation. While for Type I QPT
(single configuration in Sm-Gd) the onset is gradual and
the behavior smooth, for Type II QPT (two configura-
tions in Zr) the onset is abrupt.
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closest dynamical symmetry [U(5), SU(3), SO(6)] to the level
considered, based on Eq. (24). Note that the calculated val-
ues start at neutron number 52, while the experimental values
include the closed shell at 50. Data are taken from [53] (92Zr),
[54] (94Zr), [55] (96Zr), [57] (98Zr), [58] (100Zr), [59] (102Zr),
[66] (104Zr), [67] (106Zr), [68] (108Zr), [30, 69] (110Zr).

B. Two neutron separation energy

In the IBM, two-neutron separation energies S2n can
be written as [34],

S2n = −Ã− B̃Nv ± Sdef
2n −∆n , (27)

where Nv is half the number of valence particles and
Sdef

2n is the contribution of the deformation, obtained by
the expectation value of the Hamiltonian in the ground
state 0+

1 . The + sign applies to particles and the −
sign to holes. ∆n takes into account the neutron sub-
shell closure at 56, ∆n = 0 for 50–56 and ∆n = 2 MeV
for 58–70. The value of ∆n is adapted from Table XII
of [73] and Ã = −16.5, B̃ = 0.758 MeV are determined
by a fit to the binding energies of 92,94,96Zr. The cal-
culated S2n, shown in Fig. 16, is in agreement with the
empirical results and displays a complex behavior. Be-
tween neutron numbers 52 and 56 it is a straight line,
as the ground state is spherical (seniority-like) configu-
ration A. After 56, it first goes down due to the subshell
closure at 56, then it flattens as expected from a first-
order QPT (see, for example the same situation in the

62Sm isotopes [71]). After 62, it goes down again due
to the increase of deformation and finally it flattens as
expected from a crossover from SU(3) to SO(6).

C. E2 transition rates

The above conclusions are stressed by an analysis of
other observables, in particular, B(E2) values. As shown
in Fig. 17, the calculated B(E2)’s agree with the em-
pirical values and follow the same trends as the respec-
tive order parameters (see Fig. 12). The calculated
2+
A → 0+

A transition rates coincide with the empirical

2+
1 → 0+

1 rates for neutron numbers 52–56. The calcu-
lated 2+

B → 0+
B transition rates coincide with the empiri-

cal 2+
2 → 0+

2 rates for neutron numbers 52–56, with the
empirical 2+

1 → 0+
2 rates at neutron number 58 and with

the empirical 2+
1 → 0+

1 rates at neutron numbers 60–64.
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FIG. 15. Experimental energy levels in MeV, comparing the evolution with neutron number of states L+
B;i of the B configuration

in the Zr isotopes to the situation encountered in the Sm and Gd isotopes. Note that the energy of states in the B configuration
of Zr are with respect to the lowest state (L = 0+

B;1) in that configuration. Data taken from [70].

The large jump in B(E2; 2+
1 →0+

1 ) between neutron num-
ber 58 and 60 reflects the passing through a critical-point,
common to a Type II QPT involving a crossing of two
configurations and a spherical to deformed U(5)-SU(3)
Type I QPT within configuration B. The further increase
in B(E2; 2+

1 → 0+
1 ) for neutron numbers 60–64 is as ex-

pected for a U(5)-SU(3) QPT (see Fig. 2.20 in [34]) and
reflects an increase in the deformation in a spherical to
deformed shape-phase transition within configuration B.
The subsequent decrease from the peak at neutron num-
ber 64 towards 70 is in accord with the aforementioned
SU(3) to SO(6) crossover (see Fig. 2.22 in [34]).

U(5) U(5) → SU(3) SU(3) → SO(6)

50 52 54 56 58 60 62 64 66 68 70
Neutron number
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S 2
n
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eV

)

FIG. 16. Evolution of two-neutron separation energies, S2n, in
MeV along the Zr chain. Data are taken from AME2016 [72].

U(5) U(5) → SU(3) SU(3) → SO(6)
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Neutron number
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FIG. 17. B(E2) values in W.u. for 2+ → 0+ transitions in
the Zr chain. The solid line (symbols  , �, N, �) denote
calculated results (experimental results). Dotted lines denote
calculated E2 transitions within a configuration. The data for
94Zr, 96Zr, 100Zr, 102Zr and (104Zr, 106Zr) are taken from [25],
[28], [29], [59], [27], respectively. For 98Zr (neutron number
58), the experimental values are from [33] (�), from [32] (N),
and the upper and lower limits (black bars) are from [29, 31].

D. Isotope shift and E0 transitions

Further evidence for the indicated structural changes
occurring in the Zr chain can be obtained from analyzing
the isotope shift ∆ 〈r̂2〉0+

1
= 〈r̂2〉0+

1 ;A+2−〈r̂2〉0+
1 ;A, where

〈r̂2〉0+
1

is the expectation value of r̂2 in the ground state,

0+
1 . In the IBM-CM, the charge radius operator can be

written as

T̂ (r2) = r2
c + αN̂ + ηn̂d , (28)

where r2
c is the square radius of the closed shell, N̂ (n̂d)

is total boson (d-boson) number operator [34, 75, 76].
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FIG. 18. Evolution of isotope shifts and E0 transitions along
the Zr chain. Symbols (solid lines) denote experimental data
(calculated results). (a) Isotope shift, ∆ 〈r̂2〉

0+
1

in fm2. Data

taken from [74]. The horizontal dashed line at 0.235 fm2

represents the smooth behavior in ∆ 〈r̂2〉
0+
1

due to the A1/3

increase of the nuclear radius. (b) E0 strength squared. The
gray dashed line denotes the calculated sum of both tran-
sitions and is approximately constant for neutron numbers
62–70.

The isotope shift depends on two parameters, α and η,
given in units of fm2. α represents the smooth behavior
in ∆ 〈r̂2〉0+

1
due to the A1/3 increase of the nuclear ra-

dius, while η takes into account the effect of deformation.
Their values are fitted to the data and yield α=0.235 fm2

and η=0.12 fm2.
As seen in Fig. 18(a), the calculated ∆ 〈r̂2〉0+

1
increases

at the transition point and decreases afterwards, which is
in accord with the expected behavior of a first-order QPT
and the experimental values, although the error bars are
large and no data are available beyond neutron number
60. (In the large N limit, this quantity, proportional to
the derivative of the order parameter 〈n̂d〉0+

1
, diverges at

the critical point).
The current calculated result is different from our pre-

vious one [8]. The reason is that in Eq. (28) we use the
boson number operator, where in [8] we usedNv. The dif-
ference is at the transition point, where the expectation
value of the boson operator in the ground state becomes
approximately 7 for 100Zr (and 8, 9, 10 for 102−106Zr, re-
spectively) while for Nν it is 5 (and 6, 7, 8 for 102−106Zr,
respectively). Therefore, the use of the boson number
operator results in a peak at neutron number 58 rather
at 60 (when using Nν).

The monopole strength for E0 transitions between ini-
tial |i〉 and final |f〉 states,

ρ(E0) =
〈f |T̂ (E0)|i〉

eR2
, (29)

can be evaluated using the E0 transition operator:

T̂ (E0) = (enN + epZ)T̂ (r2). (30)

The latter is constructed from the charge radius operator,
Eq. (28), in the manner suggested in [75, 76]. We note
that in such a case the values of α and η that are used
for the isotope shift operator are the same for the E0
transitions operator.

Similarly to E2 transition rates, the quantity in
Eq. (29) can also highlight the underlying structure of the
wave functions. Figure (18)(b) depicts two calculations of
the square of the monopole strength, for 0+

2 → 0+
1 (black

line), compared to experimental values (red dots), and for
0+

3 → 0+
1 (blue line). One can see an intricate behavior of

the data. At neutron numbers 52–58, the transitions are
weak since the wave function of the 0+

1 (0+
2 and 0+

3 ) state
has a dominant component of configuration A B, in ac-
cord with the discussion in Figs. 5, 7 and 10. At neutron
number 60, there is an increase in strength of both tran-
sitions, reflecting the occurrence of both types of QPTs.
The increase in 0+

2 → 0+
1 occurs as a consequence of the

increase in mixing between the configurations: the 0+
2

state (which was the spherical 0+
1 state in 92−98Zr) is

more mixed with the 0+
1 state. This is similar to the pro-

cess presented in Ref. [77], in which large mixing induces
large E0 transitions. The increase in 0+

3 → 0+
1 (with

values 0.029 14.308 1.609 for 98−102Zr, respectively) oc-
curs since for 100Zr the 0+

3 state is now the first excited
0+ within configuration B alongside the ground state 0+

1 ,
and both are deformed. As shown in [78], in a single con-
figuration, an increase in deformation can give rise to an
increase in the monopole strength. At neutron numbers
62–64 there is a decrease in 0+

2 → 0+
1 since these states

are pure configuration B, with no mixing. Nevertheless,
the transition value is still large, again since they are
deformed, consistent with the view of [78]. At neutron
numbers 66–70 there is an SU(3)-SO(6) crossover and
thus the 0+

2 → 0+
1 and 0+

3 → 0+
1 strengths interchange,

large 0+
3 → 0+

1 transitions emerge, while 0+
2 → 0+

1 tran-
sitions are weak. Such a behavior arises from the fact
that the E0 operator of Eq. (30) is an SO(5) scalar. In
the SO(6)-DS limit, 0+

1 , 0
+
3 are τ=0 states while 0+

2 has
τ=3. Finally, as noted in [78], the sum of 0+

2 → 0+
1 and

0+
3 → 0+

1 strengths remains nearly constant for neutron
numbers 60–70 (as shown by a dashed line in Fig. 18).

E. Magnetic moments

For a single configuration, the magnetic dipole opera-
tor can be written in its simplest, one-body, form as

T̂ (M1) =

√
3

4π
gL̂ , (31)

where L̂ is the angular momentum operator and g is the
effective boson g-factor [34]. For two mixed configura-
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FIG. 19. Evolution of magnetic moments µ
2+
1

in units of

µN , along the Zr chain. Symbols denote experimental data,
taken from [79]. Solid line denotes calculated results, based
on Eq. (33).

tions, the magnetic dipole operator reads

T̂ (M1) =

√
3

4π

(
g(A)L̂(N) + g(B)L̂(N+2)

)
, (32)

where L̂(N) = P̂ †N L̂P̂N is the angular momentum operator

projected onto the N boson space and g(A) and g(B) are
the coefficients. The magnetic moment µL of a state as
in Eq. (16) is then given by

µL =
(
a2g(A) + b2g(B)

)
L, (33)

with a2 + b2 = 1. Similarly to the case of T̂ (E2) in
Eq. (15), also here we do not include two-body terms
in Eq. (31).

Experimental and calculated magnetic moments for
the 2+

1 state in Zr isotopes are shown in Fig. 19. The

calculated values are based on Eq. (33), with g(A) and
g(B) taken as constants for simplicity. g(A) =−0.04 µN
is determined from the average of the experimental lower
value of 96Zr and upper value of 94Zr. g(B) =+0.2575 µN
is determined from the average of the experimental lower
value of 100Zr and the upper value of 102Zr. One can see
an interesting trend. The empirical and calculated values
are close to zero (or negative values) for neutron numbers
52–56 and are close to +0.5 µN for neutron numbers 58–
70. The latter is close to the collective g-factor for a rigid
rotor [80], g2+

1
=Z/A. In general, values of µ2+

1
close to

zero (or negative) reflect single-particle structures, while
large positive values reflect collective structures. The ap-
proximately constant trend for neutron numbers 52–56
and 58–70 suggests that the amount of mixing in the
2+

1 state is also approximately constant for each set of
neutron numbers. This is inline with our calculations re-
ported in Section V, that suggest the same amount of
weak mixing, approximately (see Fig. 10). The mixing
in the wave function of the 2+

1 state, Eq. (16), along the

chain of isotopes is a2 = 96%, 88%, 93%, 3%, 1% for
neutron numbers 52–60 and a2≈0% for neutron numbers
62-70. Consequently, for neutron numbers 52–56 (58–70)
mainly the g(A) (g(B)) part dominates in Eq. (33). The
sharp increase when going from neutron number 56 to
58 reflects the fact that the calculated 2+

1 wave func-
tion changes its structure from being a dominant A to
B configuration, respectively. Thus, magnetic moments
can be used as a signature for identifying the amount of
collectivity, the amount of mixing between different con-
figurations and for Type II QPTs. Some of these ideas
were previously suggested in [81] and are inline with the
more recent work of Ref. [82]. Other known experimen-
tal magnetic moment values are µ2+

2
=+1.52(10) for 92Zr

[53] and µ2+
2

= +1.76(54) µN for 94Zr [54]. The calcu-

lated values are 0.495µN and 0.421µN , respectively. The
large positive values reflect the fact that the 2+

2 state is
part of the collective B configuration; however, the cal-
culated values are too low, possibly due to the fact that
for neutron numbers 52 and 54 the boson numbers are
small (N=1, 2).

VIII. COMPARISON WITH OTHER WORKS

The Zr isotopes have been investigated by several the-
oretical approaches mentioned in the Introduction. Here
we compare our results with representative large scale
shell-model calculations: the Monte Carlo shell model
(MCSM) [22] and the complex excited VAMPIR model
(EXVAM) [21] and with other IBM-CM calculations:
mean-field based (IBM-MF) [18] and an independent cal-
culation [23, 24] similar to ours, but with a different fit-
ting protocol, denoted henceforth by IBM-CM-2. We
focus the comparison on the 98,100Zr isotopes, which lie
near the critical-point of both Type I and Type II QPTs.

A. The 98Zr isotope

Recently, absolute transition rates in 98Zr were mea-
sured in Refs. [32, 33]. The results, adapted from [33], are
presented in Table II, with an added comparison with the
EXVAM calculation. In Table II, MCSM-1 and MCSM-
2 are the same MCSM calculation employing different
assignment of levels (see Ref. [33] for more details).
The IBM-CM in boldface and IBM-CM-2 are the current
IBM-CM calculation and that of [23, 24], respectively.

Both IBM-CM calculations consider two configura-
tions, normal and intruder composed of (0p-0h) and (2p-
2h) states, respectively. For 98Zr, the resulting 0+

1 state is
spherical and the 0+

2 state is weakly deformed or quasi-
spherical (see the discussion in Section IV B). In con-
trast, the MCSM calculation considers three configura-
tions dominated by different np-nh proton excitations.
Specifically, for 98Zr the ground state 0+

1 is spherical,
the 0+

2 state is weakly deformed and the 0+
3 state is

strongly deformed. The EXVAM calculation finds the
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TABLE II. Experimental transition probabilities in W.u. for 98Zr from [33] (unless stated otherwise) compared to different
theoretical calculations. The present calculation is denoted by IBM-CM.

B(E2) [W.u.]

Transition Experiment IBM-CM IBM-CM-2 [23, 24] MCSM-1 [22]a MCSM-2 [22]b EXVAM [21]

B(E2; 2+
1 →0+

1 ) 1.1+0.3
−0.2, 2.9(6)c 1.35 9.6 0.0 0.0 42.5

B(E2; 2+
1 →0+

2 ) 11+3
−2, 28.3(6.0)c, < 71.3d, > 11.5e 43.39 32 70 70 7.38

B(E2; 2+
2 →0+

1 ) 0.26+0.20
−0.08 0.34 2.5 0.0 0.0 −

B(E2; 2+
2 →0+

2 ) 1.8+1.4
−0.6 0.06 47 2.0 2.0 1.043

B(E2; 2+
2 →0+

3 ) − 6.54 3.2 49 49 48

B(E2; 2+
2 →2+

1 ) 46+35
−14 47.22 0.55 8.7 8.7 70

B(E2; 2+
3 →0+

1 ) 0.14+0.12
−0.04 2.33 0.01 − − −

B(E2; 2+
3 →0+

2 ) 1.7+1.5
−0.5 2.28 0.56 − − −

B(E2; 2+
3 →2+

1 ) 7.6+6.5
−2.3 1.81 46 − − −

B(E2; 4+
1 →2+

1 ) 25+15
−7 , 43.3(8.7)c 68.0 59 103 0.6 77

B(E2; 4+
1 →2+

2 ) 38+26
−13, 67.5(13.5)c 1.68 67 0.7 76 23

B(E2; 4+
2 →2+

1 ) 0.6+0.17
−0.12 − f 0.05 0.6 103 59

B(E2; 4+
2 →2+

2 ) 4.6+1.7
−1.3 − f 0.11 76 0.7 2.1

B(E2; 6+
1 →4+

1 ) 103.0(35.7)c 76.9 143 102 87 −
B(E2; 0+

3 →2+
1 ) 58(8)g 37 53 − − 30

B(E2; 0+
4 →2+

2 ) 42(3)g 46 42 − − −
B(E2; 0+

4 →2+
1 ) 0.103(8)g 0.045 0.33 − − 0.074

a Level assignments as in [29].
b Level assignments as in [32].
c From [32].
d From [31].
e From [29].
f Outside of the IBM-CM model space. See text.
g From [57].

FIG. 20. B(E2) values in e2fm4 for 2+
B → 0+

B in Zr isotopes
and 2+

1 → 0+
1 in Xe isotopes, as a function of NπNν . Shown

are calculated values (black dots connected by a line) and
experimental values (blue and red dots) with errors in shaded
areas. For 98Zr (NπNν = 8), the experimental upper and
lower limits are from [29, 31] and the explicit values, N and
�, are from [32] and [33], respectively.

lowest bandhead 0+ states to be prolate-oblate mixed
(0+

1 ), spherical (0+
2 ), and prolate (0+

3 ). The assignment
of the 0+

1 state as prolate-oblate is at variance with the

TABLE III. NπNν values of the intruder B (normal) config-
uration for Zr and (Xe) isotopes.

NπNν 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 14 12

Zr 92Zr 94Zr 96Zr 98Zr 100Zr 102Zr 104Zr 106Zr 108Zr 110Zr

Xe 134Xe 132Xe 130Xe 128Xe

MCSM and IBM-CM calculations and contrasts with the
experimental data of Refs. [31, 33].

The current IBM-CM calculation describes well most
of the experimental transitions shown in Table II and
Fig. 6(a) (for a detailed discussion, see [33]). However,
some of the newly measured transitions, within the in-
truder B configuration, exhibit marked differences from
the calculation and one another. Specifically, the recently
measured value B(E2; 2+

1 →0+
2 ) = 11+3

−2 W.u. [33] is sig-
nificantly lower than the value 28.3(60) W.u. measured
in Ref. [32] and conforms only with the lower (11.5 W.u.)
and upper (71.3 W.u.) limits obtained in Refs. [29] and
[31], respectively. Our calculated value is 43 W.u., which
is considerably larger than both explicitly measured val-
ues yet it lies in-between the lower and upper limits. The
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calculated values of the MCSM (70 W.u.) and EXVAM
(7.38 W.u.) deviate considerably from the explicit exper-
imental values. The IBM-CM-2 calculation [23, 24] can
reproduce the measured value of [32], since the effective
charge in the E2 operator was fixed by this transition.
However, the calculated 2+

1 state is found to have a large
intruder component [b2 = 0.45 in Eq. (16)], compared
to a small mixing (b2 = 0.97) in the current calculation,
which conforms with [31].

These deviations are somewhat surprising, as we
now discuss. Figure (20) displays the experimental
B(E2; 2+

B→ 0+
B) value for transitions within the B con-

figuration in the Zr isotopes, as a function of NπNν . The
values for the latter product of proton and neutron bo-
son numbers, appropriate to the Zr isotopes, are given
in Table III. As seen, our calculated values agree with
the measured values for all Zr isotopes, except for 98Zr.
Furthermore, as seen in Fig. 20, the calculated trend is
similar to that of the experimental B(E2; 2+

1 → 0+
1 ) val-

ues for the Xe isotopes, which have the sameNπNν values
as the Zr isotopes (see Table III). Since deformation in-
creases with the value of NπNν [83, 84], we expect the
B(E2) values to increase when going from NπNν = 6 to
10 (neutron numbers 56 to 60 for Zr). Such a trend is
present in both the MCSM and IBM-CM calculations for
Zr isotopes, both giving values higher than the measured
ones for 98Zr reported in [32, 33]. It should be noted
that the indicated transitions in 40Zr isotopes involve in-
truder (2p-2h) states while those in 54Xe isotopes involve
normal (0p-0h) states. The comparison between 92−98Zr
and 134−128Xe is therefore kept only up to 98Zr. The Xe
isotopes do not involve proton-neutron partner-orbitals,
as in 100−110Zr.

Additional discrepancies between calculated and mea-
sured values occur in 98Zr for transitions involving the
4+

1 state. Specifically, the experimental transition rates
B(E2; 4+

1 → 2+
1 ) = 25+15

−7 W.u. [33] (43.3(8.7) W.u.

in [32]) and B(E2; 4+
1 → 2+

2 ) = 38+26
−13 W.u. [33]

(67.5(13.5) W.u. in [32]) are strong, a situation that
cannot be accommodated by the current calculation,
which yields 68 and 2 W.u., respectively. The cal-
culated values reflect the fact that both the 4+

1 and
2+

2 are members of the nd ≈ 2 triplet of configura-
tion B and are weakly mixed with states of configura-
tion A. In such circumstances, these states cannot be
connected by strong E2 transitions, which follow the se-
lection rules ∆nd = ±1 [for small χ in the E2 opera-
tor Eq. (15)]. As shown in Table II, both the MCSM-
1 and MCSM-2 encounter a similar problem and can-
not accommodate simultaneously two strong transitions
from the 4+

1 state. In the IBM-CM-2 [23, 24], the struc-
ture of the 4+

1 state is similar to that of the current
IBM-CM calculation; however, the 2+

1 and 2+
2 states ex-

hibit strong normal-intruder mixing with b2 = 0.45 and
b2 = 0.55 respectively. Consequently, the IBM-CM-2
can describe adequately the empirical B(E2; 4+

1 → 2+
1 )

and B(E2; 4+
1 →2+

2 ) rates. However, this structure leads
to other noticeable discrepancies. In particular, the cal-

culated values B(E2; 2+
2 →0+

2 )=47, B(E2; 2+
3 →2+

1 )=46
and B(E2; 2+

2 →2+
1 )=0.55 W.u. are at variance with the

experimental values of 1.8+1.4
−0.6, 7.6+6.5

−2.3 and 46+35
−14 W.u.,

respectively. The EXVAM calculation seems to en-
counter a similar problem, while it produces two strong
transitions from the 4+

1 state, it exhibits major discrep-
ancies for B(E2; 2+

1 → 0+
1 ) = 42.5 W.u., B(E2; 2+

1 →
0+

2 ) = 7.38 W.u. and B(E2; 4+
2 →2+

1 ) = 59 W.u., which
are measured to be 1.1+0.3

−0.2, between 11.5. and 71.3 and

0.6+0.17
−0.12 W.u, respectively.
Additional notable discrepancies of the MCSM with

the experimental data are for the calculated values
B(E2; 2+

2 → 2+
1 ) = 8.7, B(E2; 4+

2 → 2+
2 ) = 76 W.u.

(for MCSM-1), and B(E2; 4+
2 → 2+

1 ) = 103 W.u. (for
MCSM-2), which are measured to be 46+35

−14, 4.6+1.7
−1.3, and

0.6+0.17
−0.12 W.u., respectively. Another interesting aspect to

compare between the different calculations is the transi-
tion 2+

2 → 0+
3 , which has not been measured. In both

IBM-CM calculations, this transition is weak, where in
the MCSM and EXVAM calculations it is strong. The
reason for the difference is that in both IBM-CM calcu-
lations the 2+

2 and 0+
3 states are part of the same nd≈2

multiplet (see Section IV A for more details), whereas
in the MCSM and EXVAM calculations these states are
part of the same deformed band.

B. The 100Zr isotope

For 100Zr, a comparison between the present work,
IBM-CM-2 [23, 24], mean-field based IBM calculation
(IBM-MF) [18], MCSM [22] and the experimental B(E2)
values is given in Table IV. One sees a considerable sim-
ilarity between the present work and that of [23, 24], ex-
cept for the values of B(E2; 4+

2 → 2+
2 ), B(E2; 2+

3 → 0+
3 )

and B(E2; 4+
3 → 2+

3 ), which are strong in the present
work but weak in [23, 24] and have no experimental data.
The IBM-MF calculation [18] reproduces well the yrast
band transitions; however, it does not reproduce the im-
portant B(E2; 0+

2 →2+
1 ) transition (see Section IV B for

more details). The MCSM calculation offers a more qual-
itative rather than quantitative agreement with the ex-
perimental data, where not many transitions were calcu-
lated.

The spherical state in 100Zr is identified in the present
work and in [23, 24] as the 0+

2 state. However, the
present work calculated the spherical 2+ state to be 2+

5 ,
while it is 2+

2 in [23, 24]. The main source of the dif-

ference is the large value for the κ(A) parameter of the
normal quadrupole operator, Eq. (20a), that is used in
[23, 24] (−0.02326 MeV) compared to the present work
(−0.006 MeV). The MCSM has identified the spherical
state as the 0+

4 , in contrast to the experimental data
that exhibits only three 0+ states. The rest of the calcu-
lated lower three 0+ states serve as band heads of pro-
late, oblate and another prolate deformed bands. The
IBM-MF calculation [18], has identified only oblate and
prolate configurations for the lowest 0+ states, without
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TABLE IV. Experimental transition probabilities in W.u. for 100Zr [58] compared to different theoretical calculations. The
column of the present work is denoted by IBM-CM.

B(E2) (W.u.)

Transition Experiment IBM-CM IBM-CM-2 [23, 24] IBM-MF [18] MCSM [22]

B(E2; 2+
1 →0+

1 ) 75(4) 72 70 74 91

B(E2; 4+
1 →2+

1 ) 103(9) 121 120 102 130

B(E2; 6+
1 →4+

1 ) 140(30) 129 128 112 −
B(E2; 8+

1 →6+
1 ) 124(13) 123 122 123 −

B(E2; 10+
1 →8+

1 ) 124(15) 106 105 − −
B(E2; 12+

1 →10+
1 ) 131(15) 79 79 − −

B(E2; 0+
2 →2+

1 ) 67(7) 70 64 0.9 −
B(E2; 2+

2 →0+
2 ) − 1.52 1.58 − 42

B(E2; 4+
2 →2+

2 ) − 56 14 92 59

B(E2; 2+
3 →0+

3 ) − 23 19 − 83

B(E2; 4+
3 →2+

3 ) − 50 6 67 118

spherical states.
The two IBM-CM calculations and MCSM all show a

large jump in B(E2; 2+
1 → 0+

1 ), between 98Zr and 100Zr,
typical of a first-order QPT. This is in contrast with the
IBM-MF and other mean-field based calculations [17–19],
which due to their character smooth out the phase tran-
sitional behavior, and show no such jump at the critical-
point of the QPT (see Fig. 2 of [32]).

C. Heavier isotopes

The observed peak in B(E2; 2+
1 → 0+

1 ) for 104Zr (see
Fig. 17), is reproduced by the present work and IBM-
CM-2 [23, 24] but not by the MCSM [22] nor the IBM-
MF [18] calculations. For the region of 106−110Zr, the
IBM-CM-2 calculates a prolate-deformed band where in
the current work it is γ-unstable deformed. For 110Zr,
the MCSM calculates a proton 6p–6h (approximately)
intruder prolate-deformed ground-band and another pro-
ton 4p–4h (approximately) triaxial-deformed band.

D. General remarks

In general, the results of the present IBM-CM cal-
culation resemble those obtained in the MCSM (which
focuses on spectra and E2 rates) and the IBM-CM-2.
However, there are some noticeable differences. Specif-
ically, the inclusion of more than two configurations in
the MCSM in which their deformation evolves differently
from the present work and the IBM-CM-2. The under-
lying physics in our and IBM-CM-2 study is similar to
that of Refs. [7, 10, 11, 20], with a shell-model interpre-
tation of 0p-0h and 2p-2h proton excitation, which use a
different formal language, where the lowering in energy

and developed collectivity of the intruder configuration
are governed by the relative magnitude of Vpn (especially
its monopole and quadrupole components) and the en-
ergy gaps between spherical shell-model states near shell
and subshell closures. A more direct relation between
the two approaches necessitates a proton-neutron ver-
sion of the IBM.

IX. CONCLUSIONS AND OUTLOOK

We have performed a quantum and classical analysis
for the entire chain of 40Zr isotopes, from neutron num-
ber 52 to 70, within the framework of the IBM-CM. The
quantum analysis examined the spectra and properties
of individual isotopes as well as the evolution of energy
levels and other observables (two-neutron separation en-
ergies, E2 and E0 transition rates, isotope shifts and
magnetic moments) along the chain. Special attention
has been devoted to changes in the configuration-content
and symmetry-content of wave functions, and their im-
pact on relevant order parameters. A classical analysis,
based on coherent states, examined individual shapes and
their evolution with neutron number. In general, the cal-
culated results, obtained by a fitting procedure described
in the Appendix, are found to be in excellent agreement
with the empirical data.

The results of the comprehensive analysis suggest a
complex phase structure in these isotopes, involving two
configurations. The normal A configuration remains
spherical in all isotopes considered. The intruder B con-
figuration undergoes first a spherical to axially deformed
U(5)-SU(3) QPT, with a critical point near A ≈ 100,
and then an axially deformed to γ-unstable SU(3)-SO(6)
crossover. In parallel to the gradual shape evolution
within configuration B, the two configurations cross near
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neutron number 60, and the ground state changes from
configuration A to configuration B. The two configura-
tions are weakly mixed and retain their purity before and
after the crossing, which are the defining ingredients of
intertwined QPTs (IQPTs).

There are several further observables that would be
worthwhile to measure. Specifically, measuring in 98Zr
the E2 transition rates for the 2+

1 → 0+
2 , will shed light

on the deviations between experiment and theory, dis-
cussed in Section VIII A. Measuring the 2+

2 → 0+
3 tran-

sition is also of interest, in order to determine the struc-
ture of these states, either as part of an nd≈2 triplet or
a deformed band. It would also be insightful to employ a
more microscopic IBM calculation, such as IBM-2, to fur-
ther determine the structure of the enigmatic 2+

1 , 2+
2 and

4+
1 states. For 100Zr, it would be interesting to measure
E2 transitions from different 2+ states to the 0+

2 state in
order to identify the spherical 2+ state. For 102−104Zr,
measuring the 0+

2 → 0+
1 and 0+

3 → 0+
1 E0 transition rates

would help verify the evolution of deformation and choice
of parameters for the E0 transition operator, Eq. (30).

The present work on the Zr isotopes provides evidence
of intertwined quantum phase transitions (IQPTs) in nu-
clei. It sets the path for new investigations of IQPTs in
other nuclei and other physical systems. In particular,
our method of calculation could also be applied to the

38Sr isotopes, which show similar features [14], as op-
posed to 42Mo isotopes, where IQPTs appear to be less
pronounced.
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Appendix A: Fitting procedure

The parameters of the Hamiltonian Eqs. (20) and (22)
and E2 transition operator (15) are determined from a
combined fit to the data on spectra and E2 transitions.
Typically, in each nucleus there are about 10 known en-
ergy levels and between 2 and 15 E2 transitions. For
those nuclei where there are fewer levels and E2 tran-
sitions known, the parameters have been extrapolated
using continuity criteria and results from other IBM cal-
culations such as those of Sambataro and Molnar [13]
for the Mo isotopes (Z=42). We allow a gradual change
between adjacent isotopes, but take into account the pro-
posed shell-model interpretation for the structure evolu-
tion in this region [7, 10, 11]. The derived Hamiltonian
parameters, given in Table V and Fig. 3, are consistent

with those of previous calculations in this mass region
[13, 45, 46].

For configuration A, the states are associated with
seniority-like neutron single-particle excitations [7]. They
comprise the experimental 0+

1 , 2+
1 , 4+

1 states of 92,94Zr,
the 0+

1 , 2+
1 , 3+

1 , 4+
2 states of 96Zr and the 0+

1 , 2+
3 , 4+

2

states of 98Zr. Due to the fact that the IBM-CM
describes collective low-lying states rather than single-
particle excitations, we only include in the fit the corre-
sponding 0+ and 2+ states and exclude the others. These
0+ and 2+ states are generated by the configuration A
Hamiltonian (20a), ĤA. It is possible to introduce an ad-

ditional term, n̂d(n̂d − 1), to ĤA to raise the other con-
figuration A states higher in energy, while keeping the
0+, 2+ states at the same energy. We choose, however,
not to do so for simplicity.

In Table VI we give the states of each isotope that were
used to fit the parameters of the configuration B Hamil-

tonian (20b). For 92−96Zr, the values of ε
(B)
d and κ(B)

follow the trend of the lowest configuration B 0+, 2+

and 4+ states, which is approximately constant for neu-
tron numbers 52 and 54, i.e., E(0+

2 ) = 1.38, 1.30 MeV,
E(2+

2 )=1.85, 1.67 MeV and E(4+
2 )=2.40, 2.33 MeV, re-

spectively. Then, at neutron number 56, a large jump oc-
curs due to the closure of the neutron 2d5/2 subshell [85].

The κ′(B) parameter is fitted to reproduce the energy dif-
ference between the 2+

3 , 4+
2 states in 92−94Zr and 2+

3 , 4+
1

states in 96Zr. For 98−106Zr, we expand the B configu-
ration parameters as a function of the boson number N
[34]:

ε
(B)
d (N) = ε

(B)
d (N0)

+
∂ε

(B)
d

∂N

∣∣∣
N=N0

(N −N0) + . . . ≈ ε0 − θN ,

κ(B)(N) = κ(B)(N0)

+
∂κ(B)

∂N

∣∣∣
N=N0

(N −N0) + . . . ≈ κ0 ,

κ′(B)(N) = κ′(B)(N0)

+
∂κ′(B)

∂N

∣∣∣
N=N0

(N −N0) + . . . ≈ κ′0 . (A1)

As valence neutrons are added to the higher shell or-
bitals, deformation is increased [7]. This is taken care of

by the reduction of the value of ε
(B)
d , while κ(B) and

κ′(B) are kept approximately constant. For 104Zr, in
the vicinity of mid-shell, deformation is maximal and

we set ε
(B)
d = 0. Consequently, we fit the rest of

the B configuration parameters to (ε
(B)
d , κ(B), κ′(B)) =

(0,−0.0275, 0.0125) MeV to reproduce the experimental
0+

1 , 2+
1 , 4+

1 , 6+
1 , 8+

1 , 10+
1 , 12+

1 states, which are assumed
to be part of configuration B. To obtain a gradual in-

crease in deformation (and decrease in ε
(B)
d ), from neu-

tron number 56 to 66, we determine in Eq. (A1) ε0 =1.35
and θ = 0.15 MeV. For 108−110Zr, we use neutron holes
and impose a symmetry about mid-shell on all parame-



23

TABLE V. Parameters of the IBM-CM Hamiltonian, Eq. (14), are in MeV and χ is dimensionless. The first row of the Table
lists the number of neutrons, and particle-bosons (N,N + 2) or hole-bosons (N̄ , N̄ + 2) in the (A,B) configurations.

52(1, 3) 54(2, 4) 56(3, 5) 58(4, 6) 60(5, 7) 62(6, 8) 64(7, 9) 66(8, 10) 68(7̄, 9̄) 70(6̄, 8̄)

ε
(A)
d 0.9 0.8 1.82 1.75 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2 1.2

κ(A) −0.005 −0.005 −0.005 −0.007 −0.006 −0.006 −0.006 −0.006 −0.006 −0.006

ε
(B)
d 0.35 0.37 0.6 0.45 0.3 0.15 0 0 0 0.15

κ(B) −0.02 −0.02 −0.015 −0.02 −0.02 −0.025 −0.0275 −0.03 −0.0275 −0.025

κ′(B) 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.0075 0.01 0.0125 0.0125 0.0125 0.01

χ −0.6 −0.6 −0.6 −0.6 −1.0 −1.0 −0.75 −0.25 −0.25 0

∆
(B)
p 1.6 1.6 1.84 1.43 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8 0.8

ω 0.1 0.1 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02 0.02

TABLE VI. Experimental levels of 92−110Zr that are as-
signed to configuration-B and used to fit the parameters
of ĤB (20b). For 92−98Zr, the indicated levels correspond
to calculated states dominated by U(5) components with
nd ≈ 0, 1, 2, 3 within the B configuration part of the wave
function |ΨB ; [N + 2], L〉, Eq. (16) (see Section V for more
details).

92Zr 0+
2 , 2+

2 , (4+
2 , 2+

3 , 0+
3 ), (6+

1 , 4+
3 , 3+

1 , 2+
5 )

94Zr 0+
2 , 2+

2 , (4+
2 , 2+

3 ), (6+
1 , 4+

3 , 3+
1 , 2+

5 )
96Zr 0+

2 , 2+
2 , (4+

1 , 2+
3 , 0+

3 ), (6+
4 , 4+

3 , 2+
4 , 0+

4 )
98Zr 0+

2 , 2+
1 , (0+

3 , 2+
2 , 4+

1 ), (6+
1 , 4+

3 , 3+
1 , 2+

4 , 0+
4 )

100Zr 0+
1 , 2+

1 , 4+
1 , 0+

3 , 2+
2 , 6+

1 , 2+
3

102Zr 0+
1 , 2+

1 , 4+
1 , 0+

2 , 6+
1 , 2+

2 , 2+
3 , 3+

1

104Zr 0+
1 , 2+

1 , 4+
1 , 6+

1

106Zr 0+
1 , 2+

1 , 4+
1 , 2+

2 , 6+
1

108Zr 0+
1 , 2+

1 , 4+
1 , 6+

1

110Zr 0+
1 , 2+

1 , 4+
1 , 2+

2

ters (except χ), in accord with microscopic aspects of the
IBM [35]. That is, we use the same parameters for 108Zr
and 104Zr and for 110Zr and 102Zr.

For 92−100Zr the parameter κ(A) of configuration A was
determined from the relation κ(B) ≈ 3κ(A), reflecting the
fact that configuration A is more spherical. The param-

eter ε
(A)
d was fitted accordingly to approximately repro-

duce the experimental energy difference between the first
2+ and 0+ states in configuration A. The parameter ∆p

is determined so as to reproduce approximately the offset
energy between the two configurations. The parameter of
the mixing term in Eq. (22), ω, is determined from tran-
sitions between states from different configurations. This
parameter is kept constant, except for 92,94Zr, where the

A configuration space is small (N = 1, 2, respectively).
For 102−110Zr there are not enough data to determine

configuration A states and therefore ε
(A)
d , κ(A), ∆p and

ω are set to have the same values as for 100Zr.
The parameter χ of Eq. (12) is taken, for simplicity,

to be the same for both configurations (A) and (B) and
constant for 92−98Zr, where deformation is weaker. It
was determined for 100−102Zr from the energy of the first
excited 0+ state in configuration B. For 106,110Zr, it was
determined from the energies of the 2+

2 and 4+
1 , which

are close in energy. The boson E2 effective charges were
determined to be e(A) =0.9 and e(B) =2.24 (W.u.)1/2 for
the entire chain of isotopes from the 2+ → 0+ transition
within each configuration. Fine tuning the parameters
for individual isotopes can improve the fit; however the
main conclusions of the analysis are not changed.

Apart from some fluctuations due to the subshell clo-
sure at neutron number 56, filling the 2d5/2 orbital, the
values of the parameters are a smooth function of neu-
tron number and, in some cases, a constant, as can be
seen in Fig. 3. A notable exception is the sharp decrease
by 1 MeV of the energy off-set parameter ∆p beyond
neutron number 56. Such a behavior was observed for
the Mo and Ge chains [13, 45, 46] and, as noted in [13],
it reflects the effects of the isoscalar residual interaction,
Vpn, between protons and neutrons occupying the partner
orbitals 1g9/2 and 1g7/2, which is the established mech-
anism for descending cross shell-gap excitations and on-
set of deformation in this region [7, 10]. This trend in
∆p agrees with shell-model estimates for the monopole
correction of Vpn [11]. It is interesting though that ∆p

retains a positive value for the entire chain, as opposed to
previous works [13, 45, 46]. This suggests that the change
in the ground state configuration near the Type II criti-
cal point, A≈ 100, is driven less from the change in ∆p

and more from the increase in deformation within the B
configuration.

[1] R. Gilmore and D. H. Feng, Phys. Lett. B 76, 26 (1978). [2] R. Gilmore, J. Math. Phys. 20, 891 (1979).

https://doi.org/http://dx.doi.org/10.1016/0370-2693(78)90090-4
https://doi.org/http://dx.doi.org/10.1063/1.524137


24

[3] P. Cejnar, J. Jolie, and R. F. Casten, Rev. Mod. Phys.
82, 2155 (2010).

[4] L. D. Carr, Understanding Quantum Phase Transitions,
edited by L. D. Carr (CRC press, 2010).

[5] K. Heyde and J. L. Wood, Rev. Mod. Phys. 83, 1467
(2011).

[6] A. Frank, P. Van Isacker, and F. Iachello, Phys. Rev. C
73, 061302 (2006).

[7] P. Federman and S. Pittel, Phys. Rev. C 20, 820 (1979).
[8] N. Gavrielov, A. Leviatan, and F. Iachello, Phys. Rev.

C 99, 064324 (2019).
[9] N. Gavrielov, A. Leviatan, and F. Iachello, Phys. Scr.

95, 024001 (2020).
[10] K. Heyde, P. Van Isacker, R. F. Casten, and J. L. Wood,

Phys. Lett. B 155, 303 (1985).
[11] K. Heyde, J. Jolie, J. Moreau, J. Ryckebusch, M. Waro-

quier, P. V. Duppen, M. Huyse, and J. L. Wood, Nucl.
Phys. A 466, 189 (1987).

[12] E. Cheifetz, R. C. Jared, S. G. Thompson, and J. B.
Wilhelmy, Phys. Rev. Lett. 25, 38 (1970).

[13] M. Sambataro and G. Molnár, Nucl. Phys. A 376, 201
(1982).
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[49] J. E. Garćıa-Ramos and K. Heyde, Phys. Rev. C 89,
14306 (2014).
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