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Halo nuclei properties

S2N

Halos are untypical nuclei characterized by:

• Halo formed by the valence neutrons QM leakage
• S2n regulates extent of halo structure

• Tiny one- or two- neutron separation energy
Sxn = m(Z,N-x) + x mn - m(Z,N)
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• Large matter distribution 
(larger than the usual A1/3 dependence) 

A. Ozawa et al., NPA 691, 599 (2001)
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• Large difference in charge and matter radii

R. Sanchez et al., PRL 96, 033002 (2006)
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Relevance of the atomic mass

For 8He, M.S. 72 000 times larger than F.S. 
and needs to be known at same precision 
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Exotic nuclei are the unstable brothers of the ‘normal’, stable nuclei with an extremely unbalanced

protons-to-neutrons ratio. The most exotic nuclei ever produced are the halo isotopes of helium

and lithum with up to three time more neutrons than protons (compared to the balanced ratio in

C-12). Teetering on the edge of nuclear stability, the properties of these exotic halo nuclei have long

been recognized as the most stringent tests of our understanding of the strong force. Nuclear halos,

which were first discovered in the 1980s [1], are an exotic form of nuclear matter that continue

to defy the considerable scientific efforts focused upon them.
11

Li belongs to a special category

of halos called Borromean, bound as a three-body family, while the two-body siblings,
10

Li and

2n, are unbound as separate entities. Last year, a first mass measurement of the radioisotope
11

Li

using a Penning trap spectrometer was carried out at the TITAN (Triumfs Ion Trap for Atomic and

Nuclear science) facility [2] at TRIUMF-ISAC. Penning traps are proven to be the most precise

device to make mass measurements, yet until now they were unable to reach these nuclei. At

TRIUMF we managed [3] to measure the mass of
11

Li to an unprecedented accuracy of δm/m
= 6 · 10

−8
, which is remarkable for the fact that it has a half-life of only 8.8 ms making it the

shortest-lived nuclide ever to be measured with this technique. Furthermore, new and improved

masses for the two and four neutrons halo
6,8

He [4], as well has the one neutron halo
11

Be [5]

have been performed. An overview of the TITAN mass measurement program and its impact in

understanding the most exotic nuclei will be given.
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FIG. 2: Left: Charge radius of lithium [4] and helium isotopes [6]. Note the sharp increase for
6
He followed by a decrease for

8
He. Right: RMS matter radius of lithium [2] and helium isotopes [7].

In the study of halo nuclei, there are two important representative quantities: the matter and charge radii. The first

is a measure of the density distribution of the nuclei and a sharp increase of it along an isotopic chain, as shown in

Figure 2, is the signature of a halo nuclei. The second, is a measure of the “shape” of the halo or the correlation

between its constituents. Both of these quantities are strongly mass-dependant, thus a precise and accurate knowledge

of the mass of these halo nuclei is critical.

II. MOTIVATIONS FOR THE MASS MEASUREMENT

As the two-proton wave-function of helium is mainly in a spherical 1s-state, any changes in the charge radius of

helium isotope is a reflection of the motion of the core due to a non-centric centre of mass. As previously discussed, a

halo nuclei comprise a tightly bounded core surrounded by one to four loosely bounded nucleons. There are two helium

halo nuclei;
6
He and

8
He. Both comprise a

4
He core accompanied by respectively two and four orbiting neutrons. The

correlation between these excess neutrons gives two possible situations. In the first situation, the neutrons spent more

time together on one side of the nuclei, inducing recoil of the core, which smears the charge distribution of the nuclei.

This is observed as an increase of the charge radius. This case correspond to several borromean types of halo nuclei

such as:
6
He,

11
Li,

14
Be and the potential di-proton halo

17
Ne. The other type of correlation is a more spherical one

were the neutrons spent most of their time away from each other, reducing the centre of mass shift and consequently

the nuclear charge radius. This can be the case of the four-neutron halo
8
He [? ].

The nuclear charge radius of
8
He as been recently determined from isotopic shift measurements [6]. The isotopic

shift is given by the following expression:

δνA,A�
= νA�

− νA
= δνA,A�

MS + δνA,A�

FS (1)

Where δνA,A�

MS is the mass shift, which strongly depend on the mass of the two isotopes:

δνA,A�

MS = (KNMS + KSMS)
MA −MA�

MAMA�
. (2)

This quantity also includes the normal mass shift KNMS due to the finite mass of the nucleon and the specific mass

shift KSMS due to electron correlations. The second contribution to the isotopic shift, the field shift δA,A�

FS :

δνA,A�

FS = KFS · δ < r2
c >A,A�

, (3)

is the one from which the nuclear charge radius can be extracted. The field constant KFS , as well as the two mass

shift constants are all precisely known quantities [8]. Figure 3 shows the variation of charge and matter radius along

the lithium and helium isotopic chain. While the matter radius increases quite promptly for the di-neutrons
6
He and

11
Li, it shows only a slight increase for

8
He compared to

6
He. This is a consequence that

8
He has a four neutrons

halo structure rather than a
6
He core plus two halo neutrons. The charge radius increase

6
He and

11
Li, consequence

of the strong correlation between the neutrons, but decreases for the more spherical
8
He. Finally, as discussed in [6],

the biggest contribution to the error on the
8
He charge radius comes from the uncertainty on the nuclear mass of

8
He.

Thus, an accurate and precise mass measurement is necessary in order to confirm the nature of
8
He. This will be the

main topic of that Ph.D. thesis.
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Directly: neutron separation energies

Sn = m(Z,N-1) + mn - m(Z,N)

Indirectly: relative charge radius δrc 
determination via isotopic shifts 
measurement (of atomic energy levels)

The atomic mass is involved in determination of both rc and S2N
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Figure 1.3: Dependance of the field shift and mass shift on mass number.

Error 6He (%) 8He(%)
Statistical 6 18

Atomic mass 19 58
Other systematics 75 24

Table 1.1: Relative contributions, in percent, of various sources of errors
on the charge radius of 6,8He coming from the isotopic shift measurement
[Mue07]. Note that the error from the atomic mass of 8He accounts for over
half of the total error, while it is almost 20% for 6He.

The comparatively large size of the mass shift term compared to the field
shift term requires that in order for both terms to be known to a similar
absolute precision, the mass shift term must be known to a considerably
larger relative precision. Since the mass shift term is inversely proportional
to the atomic mass and the field shift term is proportional to the charge
radius, in order to have a reliable charge radius a precise mass determination
is important. In the case of 8He, the atomic mass value is, in fact, the
dominant source of systematic uncertainty on the charge radius. Table 1.1
shows that the atomic mass constitutes 58% of the uncertainty on the results
of the isotopic shift measurement of 8He and 19% for the case of 6He [Mue07].

In order to minimize the contribution of the atomic mass to the charge
radius uncertainty, we estimate that the mass excesses of 6He and 8He need
to be known at levels of 350 eV and 730 eV, respectively. Mass excess is
generally referred to as the difference between the atomic mass and the mass
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Importance of mass measurement

4

Mass is the major contribution to the error on 8He 
relative charge radius 

IS Statistical

IS systematics

Error budget on relative charge radii

accurate, 
but not precise

precise, 
but not accurate

... masses also need to be more accurate!

The two 8He measurements differs by 20
(19) keV, which could lead to change in 
relative charge radius of 40%

Error calculated from: P. Mueller et al., PRL 99, 252501 (2007) 

Mass precision required < 350 eV for 6He
                                       < 730 eV for 8He

relative uncertainty of  
~ 1x10-7 on the mass 
needed

1.1. Nuclear halos

Isotope Ref. M.E. (keV)

6
He [Aud03] 17 595.11 ± 0.76

8
He [Aud03] 31 598.0 ± 6.9

8
He [Tri77] 31 593 ± 8

8
He [Kou75] 31 613 ± 17

Table 1.2:
6
He and

8
He mass excesses from the AME03 and the major

contributions to the AME03
8
He mass evaluation.

in the case of
8
He, an improvement in the precision of almost a factor of ten is

needed to offset the impact of the mass uncertainty whereas an improvement

of a factor of two is necessary for
6
He.

In addition to improving the precision level, there is a need to verify the

accuracy of the mass values for
6
He and

8
He. The precision is a measure

of the reproducibility of the measurement, while the accuracy measure its

correctness. The best way to confirm the accuracy of a measurement is to

have an independent verification of this measurement at a similar or better

level of precision. Table 1.2 shows the two major contributions ([Kou75] and

[Tri77]) to the mass evaluation of
8
He. These two results differs by 20 ± 19

keV, which means that the value of the charge radius of
8
He can fluctuate

by as much as 40%. Therefore, precise and accurate mass values for the halo

nuclei
6
He and

8
He are important to increase the reliability of the charge

radius value.

With a precise and accurate knowledge of the charge radius and binding

energies of the
6
He and

8
He halos, one can test the validity of the current

nuclear theories all of which attempt to explain the complex interactions

within the nucleus. For example, ab-initio (from first principle) methods are

one of the more sophisticated approaches to investigating the nuclear sys-

tem. These methods use nucleons as the building block and the Schrödinger

equation to compute the nuclear properties (see section 1.3 for more de-

tails). However, the complexity of the calculation increases rapidly with the

number of nuclei and it is currently limited to systems with mass number

A � 10. Within this mass range, there are two systems that offers unique

opportunity to test these ab-initio methods, the neutron halo nuclei
6
He and

8
He. Explaining the extreme properties of halo nuclei such as their very low

valence neutron separation energy, large matter radius and large difference

between charge and matter radius poses a challenge to the ab-initio meth-

ods. For example, for some methods [Pie07], the calculation of the charge
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G.  Audi et al., NPA 729, 337 (2003) 
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Motivation for mass measurement

Two-neutron separation 
energy (S2N)

Check if predicted 
bound nuclei (S2N > 0)

Fig. 3 are the values from ab initio calculations based on
the no-core shell model (NCSM) [17] and Green’s function
Monte Carlo (GFMC) techniques [18]. Apart from those,
there are a number of cluster model calculations providing
values for rms point-proton and matter radii of both iso-
topes [19].

Most strikingly, the rms charge radius decreases signifi-
cantly from 6He to 8He, while the matter radius seems to
increase. The larger matter radius of 8He is consistent with
there being more neutrons and more nucleons altogether.
On the other hand, the larger charge radius of 6He is
consistent with the interpretation that the two neutrons
are correlated so that on average they spend more time
together on one side of the core rather than on opposite
sides. As a result, the recoil motion of the !-like core
against the correlated pair of neutrons smears out the
charge distribution. In 8He, the four excess neutrons are
distributed in a more spherically symmetric fashion in the
halo and the smearing of the charge in the core is corre-
spondingly less, leading to a reduction in the charge radius.
These effects are reproduced rather well by ab initio cal-
culations, giving further confidence in our understanding
of nuclear forces and in the method of calculation.
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252501-4

from Muller et al., ab-initio 
theories charge radius predictions 
for 6,8He agree with value from 
isotopic shift measurement 

6,8He halo masses

Charge radius (rc)

Does it still hold using the more 
accurate & precise values obtained 
from the TITAN masses?

Binding energy (EB)

Unveil systematic 
deviations in EB predictions

How well these methods predicts 
other observables?

Figure from: P. Mueller et al., PRL 99, 252501 (2007) 

Besides metrology, why do we need to increase charge radii precision?

Need more precise and accurate mass for reliable test of nuclear theory
Current experimental charge radii are at a similar level of precision as theory

(No-Core Shell Model)
(Green Function Monte-Carlo)

(No-Core Shell Model)
(Green Function Monte-Carlo)

matter radii from nuclear
scattering experiments

matter radii from nuclear
scattering experiments

charge radius from isotopic shift

charge radius from isotopic shift
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6,8He production at ISAC

6

TITAN

TRINAT

p
500 MeV
proton beam

Target

Mass
separatorLow energy

beam line

Lifetime
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Location of the TITAN Penning trap at the TRIUMF ISAC facility

3) contamination removed using mass 
separator (resolution: m/Δm = 3000)

1) 500 MeV protons from cyclotron

protons

2) protons hit thick target, unstable nuclei 
produced, diffuse, get ionized, extracted

2.1. Beam production and separation at ISAC

Figure 2.3: The ISAC production and and separation room. This room

includes two target stations, target and ion sources, a pre-separator and a

high-resolution (m/∆m = 3000) magnet separator. Also shown is a render-

ing of the target and a surface ion source.

by the so-called Forced Electron Beam Ion Arc Discharge (FEBIAD) source

[Bri08]. Using this technique, ionization is done via a plasma generated by

injecting atomic gas into a chamber where a hot filament produces electrons.

The feature of this technique is that it is non-selective and can ionize various

gas molecules in the chamber. This leads to an ion beam with possible

isobaric contamination. However, because of their light mass, there is very

limited contamination close to the mass of
6
He and

8
He in the beam. In fact,

the two contaminants with the closest mass to
6
He and

8
He, were

6
Li and

8
Li. Their mass excess, together with the mass excess of the ions of interest,

are presented in table 2.1. The relative mass difference of
6
Li compared

to
6
He is 1600, while for

8
Li compared to

8
He it is 700. Since the relative

mass difference m/∆m of both species is less than the resolving power of the

mass separator, which is 3000, they can both be separated from the helium

39

protons
ions

Figure courtesy of  J.P. Lavoie

(mass excess: Δ = m - A)

Closest contaminants in mass to 6,8He

For all n-halo mass measurement, contamination was resolved

2.2. Beam preparation: the radio-frequency quadrupole (RFQ) cooler and buncher

Isotope Isotope ∆ (keV) contaminant cont. ∆ (keV) m/∆m
6
He 17 592.09(6)

6
Li 14 086.88(2) 1600

8
He 31 609.74(12)

8
Li 20 945.80(11) 700

Table 2.1: Resolution m/∆m required to separate ISAC contaminants for

6
He and

8
He. The

8
Li mass excess (∆) is from [Smi08b] and the others are

from this work.

The feature of this technique is that it is non-selective and can ionize various

gas molecules in the chamber. This leads to an ion beam with possible

isobaric contamination. However, because of their light mass, there is very

limited contamination close to the mass of
6
He and

8
He in the beam. In fact,

the two contaminants with the closest mass to
6
He and

8
He, were

6
Li and

8
Li. Their mass excess, together with the mass excess of the ions of interest,

are presented in table 2.1. The relative mass difference of
6
Li compared

to
6
He is 1600, while for

8
Li compared to

8
He it is 700. Since the relative

mass difference m/∆m of both species is less than the resolving power of the

mass separator, which is 3000, they can both be separated from the helium

isotopes.

2.2 Beam preparation: the radio-frequency
quadrupole (RFQ) cooler and buncher

The RFQ is a beam preparation device for accumulating, cooling and bunch-

ing the continuous ion beam coming from either the TITAN off-line ion

source or ISAC. Prior to its injection in this device, the beam is decelerated

to tens of eV which is achieved by floating the electrode structure of the

trap on a high voltage (HV) potential slightly below the beam energy. This

allows one to stop and accumulate the beam in the RFQ.

In the RFQ the beam energy spread is dissipated through collisions with

inert buffer gas. This leads to cooling of the beam, thus reducing its trans-

verse and longitudinal emittance. The emittance is a measure of the depar-

ture of the beam properties from the ideal case. Ideally, all particles within

the beam should travel at the same velocity and along the same direction.

However, in reality it is not the case and leads to a diverging beam with a

certain energy spread. The “divergence” of the beam is quantified by the

transverse emittance which measure the area occupied by the beam in the

x-θx space. The TITAN RFQ has been designed in order to accept an ISAC

38
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TITAN: TRIUMF Ion Trap for Atomic and Nuclear science

2.5. The mass measurement Penning trap

A frequency ratio R is derived from each frequency (νc,inter, νc) pair:

R = νc,inter/νc. (2.47)

The mean frequency ratio R is calculated by taking the weighted mean of all

R. The frequency ratio involves ion masses, while the quantity of interest is

the (neutral) atomic mass. Hence, one has to take into account the electron’s

mass and binding energy. The atomic mass of interest m is then determined

by:

m = R · (mcal −me + Be,cal) + me −Be, (2.48)

where Be,cal and Be are the first ionization energies of the calibrant and the

ion of interest respectively and me is the electron mass.

The statistical relative uncertainty of a mass measurement is estimated

by the relation [Bol01]:

δm

m
≈ m

q · B · TRF ·
√

Nion
, (2.49)

where TRF is the excitation time and Nion is the number of detected ion.

This relation shows that the precision on the measured mass can be improved

in several ways. By increasing the excitation time TRF , purchasing a magnet

with a higher magnetic field or increasing the charge state of the ion. For

stable ions, we can increase TRF to improve the precision. However, the

half-life of the measured specie limits the excitation time, which limits the

excitation time that can be used.

The precision on the mass measurement can be improved by using a

magnet with higher field strength. However, only an increase in the precision

of a factor of two or three would be possible as higher field magnets have not

yet been developed with the required homogeneity and stability. An other

option is to increase the charge state q of the ion. This allows a precision

gain proportional to the charge state used. This is used at the TITAN

experiment as described in section 2.1.2.
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Accuracy of the system

8

Depending on the count rate and excitation time, 
TITAN Penning trap can achieve precision in the ppb 
range for A < 10. 

2.5. The mass measurement Penning trap
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half-life of the measured specie limits the excitation time, which limits the

excitation time that can be used.

The precision on the mass measurement can be improved by using a

magnet with higher field strength. However, only an increase in the precision

of a factor of two or three would be possible as higher field magnets have not

yet been developed with the required homogeneity and stability. An other

option is to increase the charge state q of the ion. This allows a precision

gain proportional to the charge state used. This is used at the TITAN
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But need to determine if the system is also accurate at this level!
3.6. Benchmark high-precision mass measurement at TITAN Penning trap: 6Li

tematic errors such as the error due to the interaction of multiple ion in
the trap, the magnetic field time-fluctuations and the error due to relativis-
tic effects. Table 3.14 summarize the various sources of systematic errors

Error ∆R/R (× 10−10)
Magnetic field inhomogeneities 0.2 · ∆A
Misalignment and harm. distor. 42 · ∆A

Incomplete compensation 5(5) · ∆A
Non-lin. mag. fluct. 1.5 · ∆t

Table 3.14: Sources of systematic errors on the frequency ratio measurement
arising from imperfections of TITAN’s Penning trap. ∆A = Acal.−A is the
mass difference between the calibration and ion of interest. ∆t is the time
span between two calibrations.

discussed and their size. All the estimated errors are for a trap with V0 =
36 V. The largest source of error comes from the conservative estimate of
the misalignment with the Penning trap with the magnetic field. All these
systematic errors depends on the mass number difference ∆A, which means
that when the mass measurement is performed using a calibrant and specie
of the same mass number, the shift on the frequency ratio will be effectively
quenched. The error due to the number of ions in the trap are not shown as
they are species-dependant. For the magnitude of this error for the 6Li, 6He
and 8He measurements, refer to section 3.4.2. The error due to relativistic
effects are not shown as its dependance on several factors such as the beam
energy, the masses involved and their relative steering voltages. For the
calculations of this source of error for the 6Li measurement, refer to section
3.4.3.1 and for the 6He and 8He measurement, refer to section 3.4.3.2.

3.6 Benchmark high-precision mass measurement
at TITAN Penning trap: 6Li

Precise and accurate stable masses are important in nuclear physics because
of their use as calibrants for mass measurements on radioactive species. One
example is 6Li, which is the calibration mass used for the mass measurement
of the radio-active nuclei 8He [Ryj08], 8Li, 9Li and 11Li [Smi08b] by the
TITAN experiment.

A recent Penning trap mass measurement of 6Li by SMILETRAP [Nag06]
shows a disagreement of 5 σ with the AME03 value [Aud03]. The AME03

103

To do so, several sources of systematic errors were investigated, including:

misalignment and harmonic distortion 
magnetic field inhomogeneities

non-linear magnetic field fluctuation 
incomplete compensation

(for the 3.6 V trap depth used for the halo mass measurements)

(M. Brodeur Ph.D. thesis, UBC (2010)) 

4.2
0.5

(h)

Recall:

As well as other sources of errors that can be minimized during the measurement:

Relativistic effects

Ion-ion interaction

(adjusting ion radius such they have similar velocity)

(adjust count rate such as to have mainly one ion at the time)
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6He & 8He mass measurements
TITAN mass excesses Δ compared to AME03

Error budget (note: trapping potential V0 = 3.6V)

2nd 8He mass meas.1st 8He mass meas. 6He mass meas.

counts rate: ~3 ions/min  ~40 ions/min  ~100 ions/min

Upper limit on the error due to 
the interaction between 6,8He 
and ionized background gas. 

 1.7σ
 4.0σ

(V.L. Ryjkov et al., PRL 101, 012501 (2008)) (M. Brodeur Ph.D. thesis) (M. Brodeur Ph.D. thesis) 

The other sources of systematic errors are < 1 ppb

4.2. Second
8
He and the

6
He mass measurements

23
6
Li and 5

4
He using

7
Li calibration were measured and their masses are

compared with the literature values at the end of the analysis. Table 4.3

Isotope ∆VLS (V) R × 10
6

N

4
He 15 570 462.612 3(15) 5

6
Li 15 857 332.055 4(27) 4

6
Li 23 857 332.050 8(12) 19

6
He 15 857 868.444 0(51) 8

6
He 15 857 868.439 6(84) 4

8
He* 15 1 145 098.479 3(363) 4

8
He 15 1 145 098.360 0(75) 9

8
He 23 1 145 098.345 6(164) 4

Table 4.3: Mean measured cyclotron frequency ratios Rmeas. for
4
He,

6
Li,

6
He and

8
He using

7
Li for calibration. The Rmeas. are sorted according to

the correction tube VTUBE and Lorentz steering ∆VLS voltage used. N is

the number of measurements in each series. The errors are purely statistical.

gives the weighted mean of the
4
He,

6
Li,

6
He and

8
He to

7
Li frequency

ratios, sorted according to the Lorentz steerer voltage used during the mea-

surement. The star (*) denotes the
8
He measurement series taken in non-

optimal condition.

The relativistic effects are not the dominant sources of systematic error

on the measurements. In fact, the main sources of systematic errors on

Error ∆R/R × 10
−9

(
6
He) ∆R/R × 10

−9
(
8
He)

Statistical 4.9 5.9

Ion-ion interaction 8.1 13.3

Total 9.4 14.6

Table 4.4: Error budget for the frequency ratio measurement Rfinal for

6,8
He, which includes the statistical error and the error due to the interaction

of multiple ions in the trap.

the
6
He and

8
He cyclotron frequency ratios comes from the interaction of

multiple ions in the trap as shown in table 4.4. The contribution from the

other effects are all below the 10
−9

level and therefore have a negligible

contribution to the final uncertainty.

111

Accuracy check: mass measurement of 6Li and 4He

Both results agrees with literature 

4.2. Second
8
He and the

6
He mass measurements

Lastly, we checked the accuracy of the Penning trap by measuring the

frequency ratios of
4
He to

7
Li and

6
Li to

7
Li. Using these frequency ratios,

presented in table 4.3 and equation (2.49), we evaluated the mass of
4
He and

6
Li and compared it with the values from the literature ([Aud03] for

4
He and

table 4.2 for
6
Li). Table 4.5 gives the difference δ∆ = ∆(TITAN)−∆(lit.)

Isotope ∆(TITAN) (keV) ∆(lit.) (keV) δ∆ (eV)

4
He 2 424.915(18) 2 424.915 65(6) -1(18)

6
Li 14 086.867(9) 14 086.881(20) -14(22)

Table 4.5: Difference between TITAN’s and the literature mass excesses ∆.

The literature M.E. for
4
He and

24
Mg are from [Aud03], while for

6
Li we

took the weighted mean of the values from [Nag06] and [Bro09].

between the mass excess measured by TITAN during this experiment and the

literature mass excess. The error on this difference is taken as the error of the

TITAN and literature mass excess added in quadrature. These differences

are all within error, which shows that there is a good agreement between the

stable masses measured during the
6
He and

8
He mass measurement and the

values from the literature. This is an indication that the systematic errors

have not been under-estimated. This leads to the final frequency ratios

Isotope Rfinal × 10
6 δR/R (ppb)

6
He 857 868.442 9(82) 9.5

8
He* 1 145 098.479 2(997) 87.1

8
He 1 145 098.357 4(167) 14.6

8
He (average) 1 145 098.360 7(164) 14.4

Table 4.6: Mean corrected cyclotron frequency ratios Rfinal of
6,8

He, to-

gether with the relative uncertainty on these ratios.

Rfinal shown in table 4.6. Using the Rfinal presented in table 4.6 together

with equation (2.49), we evaluated the masses of
6,8

He and the results are

shown in table 4.7. The table compares the latest
8
He measurement with

the published one [Ryj08]. Both results agree within two sigma.

112

(conservative estimate obtained 
from count rate analysis)
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Comparison with theory

Both the GFMC & NCSM rc agrees with new exp. 6,8He rc 

3NI

Method that provides the closest values to experiment
Only method that uses 3 nucleons interaction (3NI)

GFMC

1.2. Nuclear halo and nuclear models

only 2 body interaction

a) electromagnetic

3 body interaction

b) nuclear
2 body interaction and

Figure 1.9: Schematic of the interaction of three bodies due to a) the

Coulomb potential. b) the nuclear potential. The two-body interactions

between pairs of nucleons is symbolized by the black arrow. The three-body

interaction between three nucleons is symbolized by the red arrows. The

Coulomb potential is only generated from two-body interactions, while the

nuclear potential involves both two- and three-body interactions.

TITAN masses. Moreover, we go a step further than this study and also

compare the ab-initio method predictions for the binding energies with the

values calculated from the TITAN masses. By testing the ab-initio method

predictions for two different observables, one can find where the methods

limitations resides and possibly motivate improvement of the methods.

1.2.1 Nuclear potential for ab-initio methods

The interaction among nucleons forming the nucleus is governed by the

strong force and the theoretical description of the strong force is Quantum

Chromodynamics (QCD). However, QCD cannot be treated perturbatively

at the energy scales of the nucleus, which makes it a complex problem to

solve. Therefore, ab-initio methods do not use quark and gluons as their

basic constituents, but instead use nucleons. By neglecting the quark in-

teraction within the nucleons, the nucleons become the effective degrees of

freedom of the theory.

To solve the quantum mechanical nuclear many-body problem, ab-initio

methods need thus to construct a Hamiltonian and a wave function. Then,

using these constructions, one calculates various properties of nuclei by solv-

19

2NI

(AV18+IL)
NCSM Produce a physical rc for an unbound nuclei, consequence 

of using faster Gaussian fall-off and small model space.

!

(CDB2k)

Charge radius Binding energy 2n separation energy

6He

6He

8He

6He

8He

8He
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Bachelet et al. measurement shows 65 keV deviation with AME03
M. Smith et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 101, 202501 (2008).

C. Bachelet et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 100, 182501 (2008)
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Confirmed by the TITAN shortest lived mass measurement using Penning trap

8.8

Stochastic Variational Monte-Carlo cluster 
model (SVMC) with unfrozen core gives the 
best agreement for both rc and S2N

The 9Li core should be seen as unfrozen, which 
means it is allowed to be deformed by the 
presence of the valence neutrons
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Mass measurement of 11Be
TITAN mass measurement of the one n-halo 11Be

(Nörtershäuser et. al., PRL 102 (2009) 062503)

Improve precision on the mass by one order of magnitude
The latest charge radius determination uses the TITAN mass

Fermionic Molecular Dynamic (FMD) gives the best agreement for rc and SN
(potential used mimic 3 body interactions)

NCSM (CDB2k): unbound 11Be with a physical rc

NCSM (CDB2k, INOY) rc 11Be: Forssén et al., PRC 79 (2009) 021303(R)

FMD rc and SN 11Be: B.R. Torobi Ph.D. thesis, Darmstadt (2010)

NCSM (CDB2k) SN 11Be: Quaglioni et al., PRL 101 (2008) 092501
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First step towards the mass measurement of the 2n-halo 14Be (T1/2 = 4.4 ms)

Dispute regarding the J assignment of 12C
(either 0+ or 2+)
Updated the A = 12 (for Jp = 0+) IMME 
evaluation using the new TITAN 12Be mass
Using these fit parameters, made 
prediction that favours the Jp = 0+ state

12Be

12C

12C
IMME:

S. Ettenauer et. al, PRC 81 024314 (2010)
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Precision ground state mass of 12Be and an isobaric multiplet mass equation (IMME)
extrapolation for 2+ and 0+

2 states in the T = 2, A = 12 multiplet

S. Ettenauer,1,2,* M. Brodeur,1,2 T. Brunner,1,3 A. T. Gallant,1,2 A. Lapierre,1,† R. Ringle,1,† M. R. Pearson,1
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We report the mass measurement of the short-lived 12Be nuclide (T1/2 = 21.5 ms) performed using the Penning
trap mass spectrometer TITAN at TRIUMF. Our mass excess value of 25 078.0(2.1) keV is in agreement with
previous measurements, but is a factor of 7 more precise than the Atomic Mass Evaluation of 2003. To address
an unresolved discussion on the spin assignment of isospin T = 2 states in 12C and 12O, we reevaluate the
isobaric mass multiplet equation for the lowest lying T = 2 multiplet in the A = 12 system and use the extracted
parameters to extrapolate from the known excited 2+ and 0+ states in 12Be. Though this analysis favors the
second known T = 2 state in 12C to be 2+, 0+ cannot be excluded.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevC.81.024314 PACS number(s): 21.10.Dr, 27.20.+n

A significant amount of research has recently been dedi-
cated to the evolution of magic numbers far from stability (see,
for example, Ref. [1] and references therein). In particular, the
isotonic chain N = 8 has received close attention owing to the
rapid fading of the shell closure toward its lighter members.
While the p-shell closure is responsible for the doubly magic
nature of 16O, shell gap quenching unfolds in the case of
the exotic nuclide 12Be. Strong evidence has been collected
over the past years through a broad range of experimental
approaches, ranging from one-neutron knockout reactions
[2,3] via inelastic scattering of 12Be beams on various targets
[4–6] to the discovery of a low-lying isomeric 0+

2 state [7,8].
All of these provide a consistent picture of the loss of magicity
at N = 8 for 12Be: The ν(1s0d)2 intruder configuration
of the last neutron pair is assigned a dominating role in the
structure of the nucleus, giving rise to a pronounced admixture
to the normally expected closed-shell ν(1p)2 configuration
of the ground state [2,3] and to the low-lying excited states
[4,5,7,8]. Very recently, the structure of 12Be was studied via
the 11Be(d,p) reaction [9] and in neighboring 13B a low-lying
excited state was also suggested to be a neutron intruder
state coexisting with a normal ground state configuration [10],
which again highlights the disappearance of the N = 8 shell
gap in 12Be. This intense activity concerning 12Be was the
motivation for our mass measurement. It also extends our
previous series of measurements on the Be isotopes [11].
Because of its short half-life of 21.5 ms, the mass of 12Be
has never been measured in a Penning trap mass spectrometer
before. Indeed, short half-lives pose a real challenge for
such measurements. The recently commissioned Penning trap
facility TITAN (TRIUMF’s Ion Trap for Atomic and Nuclear
Science [12]) is capable of performing measurements on

*sette@triumf.ca
†Present Address: National Superconducting Cyclotron Laboratory,

Michigan State University, East Lansing, Michigan 48824, USA.

isotopes with half-lives below 10 ms. This has been previously
demonstrated for the two-neutron halo nuclide 11Li (T1/2 =
8.6 ms), as another example of an exotic nucleus along the
N = 8 isotonic chain [13].

With an improved mass value and the excitation energies
with uncertainties σ = 1 keV of the 2+ and 0+

2 states [7,8],
12Be would, in terms of isospin T = 2 states, also be the most
well-studied nucleus among the A = 12 quintet. According to
the isobaric multiplet mass equation (IMME) [14], the mass
excess ME of isobaric analog states of the same multiplet
follows a parabola, ME(A, T , Tz) = a + bTz + cT 2

z , where
Tz = (N − Z)/2. It would, thus, be possible to utilize the
parameters of the IMME of the lowest lying multiplet to
extrapolate from 12Be’s 2+ and 0+

2 states to respective isobaric
analog states in other Tz projections. This is particularly
interesting for the second known T = 2 state in 12C, as the spin
assignment remains undecided between 0+ and 2+ [15] and has
recently been the subject of intense debate [16–18]. The newly
discovered low-lying excited state in 12O is a second case in the
A = 12 quintet with an unresolved spin-parity determination,
allowing either 0+ or 2+ [19]. However, the existence of such a
low-lying state in this nuclide is interpreted rather as a sign of
the quenching of the Z = 8 shell closure. This would indicate
the persistence of the mirror symmetry, as observed in 12Be.

TRIUMF’s ISAC radioactive beam facility [20] produced
12Be by bombarding a tantalum target with a 40-µA, 500-MeV
proton beam from the TRIUMF cyclotron. Atomic 12Be
defusing out of the target was ionized via resonant laser
excitation [21]. The 12Be+ ions were mass separated and
delivered to TITAN with a beam energy of 20.4 keV. For
reference measurements, 12C+ was delivered at the same beam
energy from TRIUMF’s off-line ion source (OLIS) [22].

Currently, the TITAN facility consists of three ion traps: a
radiofrequency quadrupole (RFQ) cooler and buncher [23],
an electron beam ion trap (EBIT) [24], and a precision
measurement Penning trap. The EBIT was not used during
this measurement. To capture the incoming beam, the RFQ

0556-2813/2010/81(2)/024314(5) 024314-1 ©2010 The American Physical Society



Maxime Brodeur TCP2010 conference 14

Gun end cap
a) Injection and extraction

b) Trapping

Collector end cap

Central drift tube

Figure 8: Staircase configuration of the electrostatic potentials applied to the
EBIT drift-tubes electrodes for a) injection, and trapping, and b) extraction of
ions. The potential applied to the collector-side end cap is quickly switched
from 2050 to 1900 V to open the trap for injection and extraction. Switching
extraction times are in the range of 1 µs to 500 ns. The typical potentials are
500; 1000; 1500; 2050; 1950; 2050/1900; 1500; 1000; 500 V. The central drift
tube potential is set at a value ∼50 V lower than the injected ion beam energy
normally in the 2-keV range.

It is desirable that the ion beams injected into the EBIT be
on axis with the magnetic field axis because as it enters the
trap it becomes confined in a region of constant magnetic field
stength, which if far away from the electron beam, can affect
the overlap between the electron and ion beams. Moreover,
eventhough the beam is injected off-axis, the field axis be-
comes nevertheless the prefered axis of extraction due to the
trapped-ions magnetron motions, which breaks the ion optics
injection-extraction symmetry and can affect the extraction
efficiency. For beam alignment, the EBIT is equipped with a
MCP with a phosphor screen, which is placed in the region
of the electron gun to record images of injected beams with
CCD camera located outside the vacuum. The MCP assembly
is mounted on a UHV linear manipulator installed on a nipple
connecting the magnet housing to the electron gun chamber. In
a normal charge-breeding operation mode, when the electron
beam is needed, the gun is moved forward in this nipple nearby
the drift-tube assembly. However, for beam alignment, the
electron gun is moved back in its own chamber to let room to
the MCP assembly.

The ion beam alignment procedure consists of, firstly,
lowering the potentials applied to the two collector-side and
gun-side end caps (see Fig 8) down to the potential value of
the central drift tube to let ions pass through the trap without
being captured. When the beam is strongly misaligned with
the field axis and its energy in the trap center is reduced to
hundreds of eV, the image on the MCP is an off-axis ring.
The beam is brought closer to the field axis by reducing the
ring size to a smaller dimension. Secondly, the potentials
applied to the end caps are raised to the typical trapping values,
which are approximately hundreds of volts higher than that of

Figure 9: TOF spectra of multiply ionized 39K [stable], 44K, 46K isotopes ex-
tracted from the EBIT. Minute quantities of multiply charged Ar, which had
been injected a few weeks earlier as a gas, are observed in the background
spectra. The spectra were taken with slightly different experimental conditions
such as injection intensity, beam tuning, and acquisition time. The cathode was
unbiased (warmed up only, see text), the electron and ion beam energy was 4
keV and 2 kV×q, respectively. Isobaric contamination exists in the 44K and
46K spectra. The gray-shaded region represents a background measurement.

the central drift tube. The gun-side end-cap potential is then
lowered to extract ions onto the MCP and the timing to raise
the collector-side end-cap potential, to capture ions according
to the scheme mentioned above, is adjusted by maximizing the
number of extracted ions. The beam is then further brought
closer to the field axis by reducing the beam size to a minimum
diameter. The capture efficiency was measured in a single-ion
counting mode, where each injected ion bunch had less than
about 5 ions per bunch to avoid pile-up, to be approximately
100% by comparing the number of ions reaching the MCP
to that obtained as the beam passes through the trap without
being captures in the non-trapping mode. Thirdly, following
this procedure, the extraction scheme is changed to extract
ions in the forward direction and ion optics elements are
tuned to optimize the beam intensity onto a MCP located in
front of the MPET. To force ion extraction, the collector-side
end-cap potential is lowered down to a voltage value that is
approximately 30 V below that of the central drift tube.

The length of the ion-trapping region defines the spatial
extention in the axial direction of the EBIT cigar-shaped ion
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Charge-bred radioactive ion beam 
Time-of-flight distribution of charge bred ions from the TITAN EBIT

injected beam: potassium
rest: charge bred residual gas
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Observed up to 8+ charge state of 39K for 2 keV e-beam energy
Charge breeding of the residual gas (O2, N2, H2) and 4He from RFQ makes 
it presently difficult to use higher charge states of injected ions for the 
Penning trap.

Total efficiency for injection/charge breeding and extraction of 44K4+: 0.1%

Charge state 4+ is not the dominant one, but the easiest to resolve 
from residual gas contamination
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First Penning trap mass measurement using charge-bred ions: 44K4+

Factor of 10 improvement on the AME03 mass

 2) vacuum in the Penning trap
Excitation time limited to 200 ms due to Penning trap vacuum 

Solution: baked the Penning trap (now we reached 4 x 10-11 torr) 

Future work needed for mass measurements using HCIs:
1) Improve EBIT efficiency for HCI production/transport 
Plans: evaporative cooling in the EBIT

Figure 10: TOF-ICR resonance curve of 44K4+ obtained with an RF excitation
time of 147 ms. The solid curve is a fit of the theoretically expected line shape
to the data points.

Ne-like ions can generally be sufficient to increase the precision
by more than a factor of 10. Moreover, an atomic mass value
being defined as the mass of a neutral atom, the use of such low
charge states limits the drawback of employing He-like ions
caused by uncertainties of a few percents in the knowledge of
their ionization potentials (IP). In particularly, in Ref. [18], one
listed value of the theoretical ionization potential of He-like
Kr52+ is 16.750 keV ±838 eV, while the IP is 2.728 keV ±136
eV for Ne-like Kr44+.

5. Injection of radioactive ions for physics experiments

5.1. Mass measurement on a multiply charged radioactive iso-
tope: 44K4+

The main purpose of the TITAN EBIT is to rapidly charge
breed radioactive isotopes for mass measurements with highly
charged ions. As a proof-of-principle measurement, we have
injected, trapped, charge bred, and extracted multiply charged
44K4+ ions to the Penning trap for mass-measurement test.
A typical TOF-ICR resonance is shown in Figure 11, which
is the superposition of 4 individual resonances taken for
approximately 20 minutes each with 200 scans of 41 steps and
an excitation time of 147 ms. 44K4+ was charge bred with an
electron beam energy of 4 keV and, as mentioned above, the
cathode was only warmed up while the trapping potential was
150 V.

The 44K4+ mass measurement was referenced to stable
39K4+. We measured a 44K4+-to-39K4+ mass frequency ratio
of νmeas/νre f=0.8863068169(4) from which we deduce a mass
excess for 44K of -35778.370(2.1) keV. This mass excess is in
accordance with the AME03 value of -35809.606(35.8) keV,
but approximately one order of magnitude more precise. The
sum of the ionization potentials of singly charged K to K3+

Figure 11: Difference between our mass measurement of 44K4+ and the AME03
value. Stable 39K4+ was used as a reference. The red solid lines represent the
AME03 uncertainty value while the blue solid lines represent the uncertainty
limit of our measurement. Our result is in agreement with the AME03 value
but more precise by approximately one order of magnitude.

is less than 100 eV and was neglected in the calculations of
the 44K4+ mass excess. The 44K4+ RF excitation time was
set to 147 ms, for the main reason that the vacuum pressure
in the Penning trap was not sufficiently low to allow us to
increase the excitation time to 1 s, as normally favored for
singly charged ions, without reducing the number of detected
ions and the resonance signal-to-noise ratio. Charge-exchange
recombination is a serious problem that will be addressed in
future developments of the TITAN Penning trap. However,
with an RF excitation of 147 ms, the precision reached in
K4+ was equivalent to the precision achieved in K+ with an
excitation time of 1 s.

5.2. The EBIT in the Penning-trap mode: Electron capture
branching ratio measurements

Branching ratios of nuclear electron-capture (EC) decays are
important for evaluating the nuclear matrix elements involved
in 2 and 0-neutrino ββ decays. Especially, the neutrinoless
mode is of special significance as it probes the Majorana
character of the neutrino, and if observed with no ambiguity,
knowledge of the nuclear matrix elements are the key for
determining the neutrino mass. It was suggested in Ref. [19]
to measure EC branching ratios for the odd-odd intermediate
nuclei in β decay using the TITAN EBIT in the Penning-trap
mode, i.e., with no electron beam. The EC branches of odd-odd
intermediate nuclei are in most cases suppressed by several
orders of magnitude relative to their counterparts owing to
much lower decay energies and, as a consequence, are poorly
known. For such cases, the traditional methods of producing
the radioactive isotopes through irradiation of a suitable target
and measuring the K-shell X-rays have reached a limit of
sensitivity. The ion-trap approach is expected to increase the
sensitivity limit because of significantly reduced background
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Figure 10: TOF-ICR resonance curve of 44K4+ obtained with an RF excitation
time of 147 ms. The solid curve is a fit of the theoretically expected line shape
to the data points.
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being defined as the mass of a neutral atom, the use of such low
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caused by uncertainties of a few percents in the knowledge of
their ionization potentials (IP). In particularly, in Ref. [18], one
listed value of the theoretical ionization potential of He-like
Kr52+ is 16.750 keV ±838 eV, while the IP is 2.728 keV ±136
eV for Ne-like Kr44+.

5. Injection of radioactive ions for physics experiments

5.1. Mass measurement on a multiply charged radioactive iso-
tope: 44K4+

The main purpose of the TITAN EBIT is to rapidly charge
breed radioactive isotopes for mass measurements with highly
charged ions. As a proof-of-principle measurement, we have
injected, trapped, charge bred, and extracted multiply charged
44K4+ ions to the Penning trap for mass-measurement test.
A typical TOF-ICR resonance is shown in Figure 11, which
is the superposition of 4 individual resonances taken for
approximately 20 minutes each with 200 scans of 41 steps and
an excitation time of 147 ms. 44K4+ was charge bred with an
electron beam energy of 4 keV and, as mentioned above, the
cathode was only warmed up while the trapping potential was
150 V.

The 44K4+ mass measurement was referenced to stable
39K4+. We measured a 44K4+-to-39K4+ mass frequency ratio
of νmeas/νre f=0.8863068169(4) from which we deduce a mass
excess for 44K of -35778.370(2.1) keV. This mass excess is in
accordance with the AME03 value of -35809.606(35.8) keV,
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value. Stable 39K4+ was used as a reference. The red solid lines represent the
AME03 uncertainty value while the blue solid lines represent the uncertainty
limit of our measurement. Our result is in agreement with the AME03 value
but more precise by approximately one order of magnitude.

is less than 100 eV and was neglected in the calculations of
the 44K4+ mass excess. The 44K4+ RF excitation time was
set to 147 ms, for the main reason that the vacuum pressure
in the Penning trap was not sufficiently low to allow us to
increase the excitation time to 1 s, as normally favored for
singly charged ions, without reducing the number of detected
ions and the resonance signal-to-noise ratio. Charge-exchange
recombination is a serious problem that will be addressed in
future developments of the TITAN Penning trap. However,
with an RF excitation of 147 ms, the precision reached in
K4+ was equivalent to the precision achieved in K+ with an
excitation time of 1 s.

5.2. The EBIT in the Penning-trap mode: Electron capture
branching ratio measurements

Branching ratios of nuclear electron-capture (EC) decays are
important for evaluating the nuclear matrix elements involved
in 2 and 0-neutrino ββ decays. Especially, the neutrinoless
mode is of special significance as it probes the Majorana
character of the neutrino, and if observed with no ambiguity,
knowledge of the nuclear matrix elements are the key for
determining the neutrino mass. It was suggested in Ref. [19]
to measure EC branching ratios for the odd-odd intermediate
nuclei in β decay using the TITAN EBIT in the Penning-trap
mode, i.e., with no electron beam. The EC branches of odd-odd
intermediate nuclei are in most cases suppressed by several
orders of magnitude relative to their counterparts owing to
much lower decay energies and, as a consequence, are poorly
known. For such cases, the traditional methods of producing
the radioactive isotopes through irradiation of a suitable target
and measuring the K-shell X-rays have reached a limit of
sensitivity. The ion-trap approach is expected to increase the
sensitivity limit because of significantly reduced background
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A. Lapierre et. al, in preparation

cooling using the cooling Penning trap (as discussed by V. Simon) 
dipole cleaning in the EBIT (already demonstrated)
charge state ratio optimization
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Found deviations of 4 and 1.7 σ for the respective 6,8He 
masses compared to tabulated values

The uncertainties on the new charges radii are now 
independent of the atomic mass 

There are more halo mass measurements to come at TITAN, 
including 14Be and 19C.

Other mass measurements are planned at TITAN, including 46,48Ar, 
51,52K, and towards 54Ca to study change in the nuclear structure 

Accurate and precise mass measurements of halo 
nuclei allows to guide nuclear theory and refine our 
understanding of the nucleus
Ab-initio methods points to the need of 3-body 
interactions in order to explain both the binding energy 
and charge radius of halo nuclei.
Cluster models need to account for deformation of the 
core due to the presence of the halo.
We showed that using 2 observables involving the mass of 
halo nuclei, we can test the limitations of nuclear theories
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