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Relative population of states in 21Mg from few-nucleon removal reactions
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Nuclear reactions with intermediate-energy beams in which three, four, and five nucleons are removed are
expected to proceed through a combination of nondissipative and statistical processes. In an experiment at the
National Superconducting Cyclotron Laboratory, in-beam γ -ray spectroscopy was utilized to study few-nucleon
removal reactions from incoming beams of 24Mg, 25Al, and 26Si projectiles to the same reaction product, 21Mg.
New γ -ray transitions and γ -γ coincidences in 21Mg were established using the CsI(Na) array CAESAR and the
inclusive cross section for three-neutron removal from 24Mg was measured. Significant differences in the relative
population of states in 21Mg from 25Al compared to 26Si were observed and found to be correlated with the spins
of the 21Mg states. As a result, this intermediate regime between direct and statistical nucleon removal may have
potential as a tool to deliver unique patterns of level populations in fast-beam experiments and alter isomer to
ground state ratios in the production of exotic beams.
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I. INTRODUCTION

In fast-beam experiments at rare isotope facilities, there
is a fantastic opportunity to perform the in-beam γ -ray
spectroscopy of a variety of different isotopes in the same
measurement by identifying all particles in the entrance and
exit channels event by event. Often, direct one-nucleon knock-
out reactions from intermediate-energy beams of exotic nuclei
are utilized as a powerful tool in the study of single-particle
nuclear structure toward the nucleon driplines [1–3]. Like-
wise, two-nucleon knockout has been established to proceed
as a direct reaction for two-proton removal from neutron-rich
nuclei [4] and two-neutron removal from neutron-deficient
nuclei [5] and comparisons of the predicted and observed
parallel momentum distributions have been utilized to as-
sign spins to populated levels [6–9]. Furthermore, within the
same nucleon-knockout measurements, reactions removing
larger numbers of nucleons from the projectile occur at the
same time, allowing further reaction products to be studied
synergistically.
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In the work of Obertelli et al., nine reactions on
intermediate-energy beams of sd-shell nuclei removing from
two to 16 nucleons were studied [10]. The fragmentation of
heavy nuclei can be modeled by the abrasion-ablation process
in which the populations of excited states in the reaction
products are described statistically [11]. It was observed by
Obertelli et al. that the relative population of states in the
reaction products could be described through a purely sta-
tistical process when six or more nucleons were removed.
However, for the three- and four-nucleon removal reactions
considered, a combination of direct and statistical mecha-
nisms was required to best describe the data [10]. In this
work, we explore three-, four-, and five-nucleon removal reac-
tions belonging to this transition region where nondissipative
and statistical processes compete: 9Be(24Mg, 21Mg +γ )X ,
9Be(25Al, 21Mg +γ )X , and 9Be(26Si, 21Mg +γ )X .

The neutron-deficient nucleus 21Mg (Z = 12, N = 9) lies
close to the proton dripline being the second-lightest Mg iso-
tope with its ground state bound to the emission of protons.
Excited states in 21Mg have been probed via the three neu-
tron transfer reaction 24Mg(3He, 6He) 21Mg [12,13], 20Na +p
resonant elastic scattering [14], the one-neutron knockout re-
action 9Be(22Mg, 21Mg +γ )X [15], and low-energy Coulomb
excitation [16]. Furthermore, levels in 21Mg near the pro-
ton separation energy of 3326(16) keV [17] have received
particular attention due to their role in calculations of the
20Na(p, γ ) 21Mg reaction rate [13], which was investigated as
part of a possible breakout path from the hot CNO cycle to the
r p process but is now suggested to not play a significant role
in explosive hydrogen burning in astrophysical sites [14].

In the present work, few-nucleon removal reactions were
leveraged to place new γ -ray transitions in the 21Mg level
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scheme and tentatively assign spins and parities in conjunction
with comparisons with the mirror nucleus and shell-model
calculations. In addition, the first inclusive cross section mea-
surement for three-neutron removal from 24Mg is reported.
A large difference in the population of the 1/2− level in
21Mg was observed between few-nucleon removal from 25Al
and 26Si. This unexpected result was further probed revealing
large asymmetries in the relative populations of levels in 21Mg
produced from 25Al and 26Si that are correlated with the pop-
ulated states’ spins. Consequently, the few-nucleon removal
reaction may have the potential to yield unique population
patterns compared to selective knockout and statistical frag-
mentation making it a useful mechanism for spectroscopy.
Furthermore, it may be able to be exploited to offer some de-
gree of control in the ratio of isomer to ground state population
in rare isotope beam production.

II. EXPERIMENT

The measurements were performed using the Coupled Cy-
clotron Facility at the National Superconducting Cyclotron
Laboratory [18]. A cocktail secondary beam was produced
by fragmenting the 150 MeV/u 36Ar primary beam on a
550 mg/cm2 9Be target at the midacceptance position of
the A1900 fragment separator [19]. The secondary beam was
purified using a 250 mg/cm2 achromatic Al wedge leading
to a composition of 54.5% 24Mg, 29.5% 25Al, and 13.5%
26Si. The species constituting the secondary beam were un-
ambiguously identified via time of flight between a plastic
scintillator at the exit of the A1900 and a plastic scintillator
at the object position of the analysis beamline of the S800
magnetic spectrograph [20]. A 287(3) mg/cm2 9Be target
was placed at the reaction target position of the S800 and
the midtarget energies for the incoming 24Mg, 25Al, and 26Si
beams were 95, 102, and 109 MeV/u, respectively. Outgoing
reaction products were identified on an event-by-event basis
using the standard set of S800 focal plane detectors [21].
The particle identification plot utilizing the energy loss in the
S800 ionization chamber and time-of-flight from the plastic
scintillators in the beamline to the plastic scintillator at the
back of the S800 focal plane for reaction products from the
26Si incoming beam is shown in Refs. [22,23]. The parallel
momentum of each reaction product was determined from
the trajectory of the projectile from the reaction target to the
S800 focal plane reconstructed using position and angle in-
formation from the two xy-position sensitive cathode-readout
drift chambers (CRDCs) and the magnetic rigidity setting of
the S800 spectrograph. In this experiment, the S800 analysis
beamline was operated in dispersion-matched mode to opti-
mize momentum resolution.

The original goal of the experiment was to benchmark
the sensitivity of the widths and shapes of parallel momen-
tum distributions following direct two-neutron knockout to
the details of the initial- and final-state wave functions as
predicted by shell-model calculations in conjunction with
eikonal reaction theory [24]. The results of this study for the
two-neutron knockout products 22Mg, 23Al, and 24Si were
recently published and are available in Ref. [9]. The focus of
the present work is on complementary few-nucleon removal
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FIG. 1. Doppler-corrected γ -ray spectra for the five- and
four-nucleon removal reactions 9Be(26Si, 21Mg +γ )X and
9Be(25Al, 21Mg +γ )X . The solid blue and red curves are GEANT4
simulations of the observed transitions (see text) with a double
exponential background model fit to the data from the incoming 26Si
and 25Al beams, respectively.

reactions from the same secondary beams resulting in 21Mg
projectiles.

To identify excited states in the 21Mg reaction residues by
their de-excitation γ rays, the 287(3) mg/cm2 9Be reaction
target was surrounded by the CAESium-iodide scintillator
ARray (CAESAR) [25]. The high granularity and efficiency
of this 192-element array of CsI(Na) scintillators enabled
Doppler reconstruction of the γ rays emitted by the 21Mg
projectiles in flight. The in-beam response of CAESAR after
Doppler reconstruction was modeled using GEANT4 simu-
lations benchmarked against laboratory-frame γ -ray energy
spectra from standard γ -ray calibration sources. A system-
atic uncertainty in Doppler-corrected energy of 4.5 keV was
adopted based on measurements of known γ -ray transitions
in 22Mg and 23Mg as discussed in Ref. [22]. The energy-
dependent efficiency curve from the GEANT4 simulation was
scaled to match the efficiency curve derived from the source
measurements following the method of Ref. [26] resulting in
an efficiency uncertainty of 5%.

III. RESULTS

A. Four- and five-nucleon removal

The Doppler-corrected γ -ray spectra for 21Mg reaction
residues produced from the 25Al and 26Si incoming projectiles
are shown in Fig. 1. For all γ -ray spectra, nearest-neighbor ad-
dback was utilized. Furthermore, the v/c in Fig. 1 corresponds
to the central trajectory through the S800 spectrograph. The
magnetic rigidity of the spectrograph was set to 2.55250 Tm.
The trajectory reconstructed event by event from the S800
focal plane detectors was accounted for in the Doppler correc-
tion. A striking difference can be clearly seen in the relative
population of the excited states in the two reaction channels,
in particular for the 883.3(8) keV [15] transition from the
1/2− level to the 1/2+ first excited state of 21Mg at 205.6(1)
keV, which is isomeric with an 11.7(5) ns half-life [16]
and therefore could not be observed in the present in-flight
experiment.
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The region around 1660 keV is a multiplet due to the
known 1651(4) keV [15] and 1672(1) keV [16] transitions.
However, the 3/2+ 1651(4) keV level has 1451(4) keV and
1651(4) keV γ -decay branches to the isomer and ground
state with relative intensities of 22(9)% and 100(9)% [15],
respectively, while the 9/2+ 1672(1) keV level only γ decays
to the 5/2+ ground state [16]. To better constrain this region,
the intensity ratio of the 1451 keV and 1651 keV transitions
was fixed to the literature value in the fits. Similarly, the
2000 keV region contains the known 1989(3) keV transition
[15]. However, there is a level at 2048(15) keV observed
in three-neutron transfer [13] and the mirror level in 21F,
assigned (5/2−), was only observed to γ decay to the ground
state [27]. The 3/2− 1989(3) keV level γ decays to both the
isomer and ground state with relative intensities of 67(13)%
and 100(13)% [15], respectively, allowing the fit region to be
better constrained by fixing the known branching ratio for the
1989 keV level in the fit and including the 2048 keV transi-
tion, which we assign (5/2−) based on mirror comparisons.

The three-neutron transfer study also established levels
in 21Mg at 3086(15) keV, 3244(15) keV, 3347(15) keV, and
3643(15) keV with tentative spins of (3/2+, 5/2+) for the
lower two states and (7/2+, 9/2+) for the higher two states
[13]. Note that in Ref. [13] the 3347(15) keV level was
originally tentatively assigned 7/2+ based on the observed
angular momentum transfer of � = 4 and comparison with
states in 21F populated via β decay [28]. However, as noted
in Ref. [28], the observed γ decay branching also matches
well with shell-model calculations for the second 9/2+ state.
Consequently, we adopt the more conservative (7/2+, 9/2+)
assignment for the mirror level from Ref. [27]. Calculations
using the USDB interaction [29] predict four levels between
about 3.5 to 3.6 MeV with spins of 5/2+

2 , 9/2+
2 , 3/2+

2 , and
7/2+

1 in 21Mg.
In the shell-model calculation, the 5/2+

2 and 3/2+
2 states

are predicted to have γ decay branches to the 3/2+
1 level

at 1651 keV experimentally while the 9/2+
2 and 7/2+

1
states are predicted to have γ decay branches to the 9/2+

1
level at 1672 keV experimentally. The experimental data on
the γ -ray transitions in the mirror nucleus 21F is consistent
with these predictions [27]. Therefore, considering the known
3086 keV, 3244 keV, 3347 keV, and 3643 keV levels in 21Mg,
possible coincidences in the present work are 1651–1435 keV,
1651–1593 keV, 1672–1675 keV, and 1672–1971 keV (along
with coincidences with the less intense 1451 keV branch
from the 1651 keV level). To determine the possible pres-
ence of these transitions for the first time, the multiplicity
two γ -γ coincidences measured with CAESAR were gated
on the 1660 keV region from 1300 to 2200 keV to include
the full-energy peaks of the possible 1435 keV and 1971
keV transitions and then background subtracted using a gate
of equal width at energies above this region for both 21Mg
produced from 25Al and 26Si. The resulting spectra are shown
in Fig. 2. The self-coincident peak was fit with possible γ -γ
coincidence spectra from the known 3–3.7 MeV levels and is
well described by a combination of a 1593 keV γ ray from the
3244 keV level to the 1651 keV state (the known branching
ratios from the 1651 keV level were also accounted for and
fixed in the fit) and a 1675 keV γ ray from the 3347 keV state
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FIG. 2. Background-subtracted multiplicity two γ − γ coinci-
dences gated on the 1660 keV region for 21Mg produced from the
incoming 26Si (top) and 25Al (bottom) beams. The strongly self-
coincident peak was fit with predicted coincidences from known
levels, see text for details.

to the 1672 keV level. The possible 1435 keV γ -ray transition
from the 3086 keV level to the 1651 keV state and 1971 keV
γ -ray transition from the 3643 keV level to the 1672 keV
state were not clearly observed and could be omitted without
affecting the fit quality.

For direct transitions to the ground state or isomer, only
one γ ray is emitted in the vicinity of CAESAR. Therefore,
a relative enhancement in the multiplicity one spectrum of
Fig. 3 compared to the singles spectrum of Fig. 1 is observed

0

10

20

30

40

50

3347
3244
3038

500 1000 1500 2000
Energy (keV)

0

100

200

C
ou

nt
s /

 8
 k

eV

2500 3000 3500 4000
0

10

20

30

0

100

200

300

400

C
ou

nt
s /

 8
 k

eV

9Be(26Si,21Mg)X Mult 1

9Be(25Al,21Mg)X Mult 1

FIG. 3. Doppler-corrected γ -ray spectra for 21Mg produced from
26Si (top) and 25Al (bottom) secondary beams gated on multiplicity
one events. The high energy range highlights the difference in γ -ray
transition intensities around 3–3.5 MeV.
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TABLE I. Efficiency-corrected relative intensities for transitions
in 21Mg produced via few-nucleon knockout from 26Si and 25Al
projectiles. Intensities are reported relative to the 1651 keV transition
for both data sets.

Energy (keV) Jπ
i → Jπ

f
26Si 25Al

883 1/2−
1 → 1/2+

1 56(3) 31(3)

1451 3/2+
1 → 1/2+

1 22(14)a 22(17)a

1593 (3/2+
2 , 5/2+

2 ) → 3/2+
1 29(13) 32(16)

1651 3/2+
1 → 5/2+

1 100(14)a 100(17)a

1672 9/2+
1 → 5/2+

1 37(16) 118(40)

1675 (7/2+
1 , 9/2+

2 ) → 9/2+
1 14(7) 43(23)

1783 3/2−
1 → 1/2+

1 25(7)b 15(9)b

1989 3/2−
1 → 5/2+

1 38(7)b 22(9)b

2048 (5/2−
1 ) → 5/2+

1 26(5) 34(8)

3038 (3/2+
2 , 5/2+

2 ) → 1/2+
1 10(5) 12(7)

3244 (3/2+
2 , 5/2+

2 ) → 5/2+
1 7(4) 13(7)

3347 (7/2+
1 , 9/2+

2 ) → 5/2+
1 10(5) 25(11)

a3/2+
1 branching ratio [15] fixed in fits.

b3/2−
1 branching ratio [15] fixed in fits.

for the peaks corresponding to these transitions. As was the
case in the coincidence data, the 3643 keV state is not clearly
visible in Fig. 3. In the shell-model calculations using the
USDB Hamiltonian the 5/2+

2 state has a significant γ decay
branch to the ground state while the branch to the isomer has
a relative intensity of 3% (the branch to the 3/2+

1 level is
72%). On the other hand, the 3/2+

2 level decays to the ground
state, isomer, and 3/2+

1 level with relative intensities of 51%,
100%, and 94%, respectively. For the 7/2+

1 level, the relative
intensities are 60% to the ground state and 100% to the 9/2+

1
state while for the 9/2+

2 level, the relative intensities are 20%
to the ground state and 100% to the 9/2+

1 level. As discussed
above, the (3/2+

2 , 5/2+
2 ) 3244 keV state may γ decay to both

the ground state and isomeric state and transitions at 3244
keV and 3038 keV were included in the fits. The high energy
range of Fig. 3 shows that the (7/2+

1 , 9/2+
2 ) 3347 keV state

is more strongly populated in few-nucleon removal from 25Al
than 26Si and vice versa for the (3/2+

2 , 5/2+
2 ) 3244 keV state.

This is consistent with the γ − γ coincidences in Fig. 2. Note
that the 3038 keV and 3244 keV transitions from the 3244
keV level should have the same relative intensities for both
21Mg produced from 26Si and 25Al. The relative intensity
difference in Fig. 3 is within uncertainties but could also be
explained from a small contribution of a 3086 keV peak that
is stronger in the 26Si data set than the 25Al data set. The
possible 1435 keV branch from the 3086 keV level, predicted
to be comparable to the branch to the ground state in the
shell-model calculations, was not unambiguously observed in
the γ -γ coincidence data of Fig. 2.

Table I shows the extracted efficiency-corrected relative in-
tensities for γ -ray transitions in 21Mg from fits using GEANT4
simulations of the observed peaks with a double exponential
background to the data of Fig. 1. The previously measured
branching ratios for the 3/2+

1 and 3/2−
1 levels [15] were fixed

in the fits. Furthermore, the relative intensities of the 1593 keV
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FIG. 4. Left: Doppler-corrected γ -ray spectra for the three-
neutron removal reaction 9Be(24Mg, 21Mg +γ )X . Right: parallel
momentum (P||) distribution for 21Mg residues (black) reconstructed
using the S800 focal plane detectors. The magnetic rigidity of the
S800 for the 24Mg −3n setting was 2.41881 Tm. The parallel mo-
mentum distribution for 22Mg residues from the same incoming 24Mg
beam (red) with momentum shifted and counts scaled was used to
roughly estimate the acceptance loss for 21Mg.

and 1675 keV transitions were constrained from the coinci-
dence data of Fig. 2.

In summary, the new nuclear data results from this work are
the spin-parity assignment of the 2048-keV level as (5/2−)
from mirror comparisons, the identification of strong γ -γ
coincidences in the 1660 keV multiplet region, and the first
observation of γ decay from states above 3 MeV identi-
fied previously through particle transfer at 3244 keV and
3347 keV.

B. Three-neutron removal

Three-neutron removal from a neutron-deficient nucleus
may be dominated by direct, nondissipative processes since
statistical neutron emission is hindered by the large dif-
ferences in proton and neutron separation energies. The
Doppler-corrected γ -ray spectrum for 21Mg nuclei produced
from three-neutron removal from 24Mg is shown in the left
panel of Fig. 4. Here, a lower rigidity of the S800 spectrograph
at 2.41881 Tm was utilized. The 883-keV transition from the
1/2−

1 level to the isomer is clearly visible along with features
around 1660 keV and 2000 keV. The statistics in this case
are not sufficient to determine if the 1660 keV region is in
self-coincidence as it was for 21Mg produced from 25Al and
26Si. For three-neutron removal, the 883-keV peak intensity
relative to the 1660 keV multiplet intensity is larger compared
to both four-nucleon removal from 25Al and five-nucleon re-
moval from 26Si. For one-neutron knockout, neglecting the
ground state and isomer, the largest cross section was to
the 1/2−

1 state and was about 2.5 times the cross section to
the 3/2+

1 level [15].
The right panel of Fig. 4 shows the parallel momentum

distribution of the 21Mg reaction products reconstructed using
the focal plane detectors of the S800 spectrograph and the
known S800 magnetic rigidity setting. The parallel momen-
tum distribution filled the S800 focal plane and was cut off on
the low momentum side. The loss due to the acceptance of the
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S800 was estimated from the shape of the inclusive 24Mg -2n
momentum distribution measured in the present experiment
and accounted for with an assumption of 100% uncertainty on
the number of lost counts since the shapes of the distributions,
including the low-momentum tails, should not be identical.
The 22Mg distribution was generated from multiple S800
magnetic rigidity settings [9], which only probed the extreme
high momentum side for 21Mg, and was shifted in momentum
and scaled to match the 21Mg distribution. For comparison,
the widths of the inclusive parallel momentum distributions
for 22Mg -1n [15] and 22Mg -2n [7] were similar. However, the
present three-neutron removal distribution may be wider than
the two-neutron knockout distribution, making the estimate
a lower limit. Including the effect of acceptance loss, the
inclusive cross section for three-neutron removal from 24Mg
was measured to be 0.14(6) mb. The measured inclusive three-
neutron removal cross section is roughly 15 times smaller
than the inclusive two-neutron knockout cross section from
24Mg [9] providing a benchmark for theory efforts to model
three-nucleon removal in cases like this where the removal
may be direct.

IV. DISCUSSION

The relative population of the states in 21Mg from few-
nucleon removal from the 25Al and 26Si incoming beams is
plotted in Fig. 5. To calculate the population of the states, the
measured efficiency-corrected γ -ray intensities were utilized
and the contributions from γ -ray transitions directly feeding
the levels was accounted for. The isomer and ground states
were treated together since the isomer could not be observed
in the present experimental setup. The relative number of
incoming 26Si and 25Al particles was accounted for in the ratio
but no corrections for S800 acceptance cuts on the respective
parallel momentum distributions were performed. As can be
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FIG. 6. Top: inclusive parallel momentum distributions for 21Mg
reaction products from incoming 26Si (blue) and 25Al (red). The
magnetic rigidity (Bρ) of the S800 in this setting was 2.55250 Tm.
The setting samples the lower momentum region for 21Mg from 26Si
and the higher momentum region for 21Mg from 25Al. Bottom: the
left panel shows the Doppler-corrected γ -ray spectra for 21Mg from
26Si and 25Al for the 2.41881 Tm setting. As shown in the right panel,
this setting probes only the low momentum tails.

seen in Fig. 5, there is a correlation between the population of
states in 21Mg from 26Si relative to the population of states in
21Mg from 25Al and the spin of the populated 21Mg level.

One difference in the experimental conditions for the 21Mg
data sets from 25Al and 26Si is the portion of the inclusive
parallel momentum distribution within the acceptance of the
S800 magnetic spectrograph for the 2.55250 Tm setting dis-
cussed in the Results. As seen in the top panel of Fig. 6,
the higher momentum portion of the parallel momentum dis-
tribution is within the S800 acceptance for 21Mg from 25Al
while the lower momentum portion of the parallel momentum
distribution is within the S800 acceptance for 21Mg from
26Si. The widths of exclusive parallel momentum distributions
depend on the angular momentum of the removed nucleon in
one-nucleon knockout or on the total angular momentum of
the removed nucleons in two-nucleon knockout. Therefore,
the reaction dynamics in few-nucleon removal may yield ex-
clusive momentum distributions with differing widths. For the
lower S800 magnetic rigidity setting of 2.41881 Tm shown
in the bottom panel of Fig. 6, it can be seen that the 883
keV transition from the 1/2− level is no longer visible for
21Mg from 26Si in the extreme low momentum tail of the
distribution. However, this does not explain the discrepancy in
1/2− population between 21Mg produced from 25Al and 26Si
in Fig. 5 since the 883 keV peak is already more prominent in
the 26Si data in the 2.55250 Tm setting.

In previous two-nucleon knockout measurements, relative
shifts in the exclusive parallel momentum distributions of
states in the same nucleus were observed [8,9]. In both cases,
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the momentum distribution for knockout from the 0+ ground
state of an even-even nucleus to a 4+ state was shifted to
slightly lower momentum than for knockout to 0+ and 2+
levels. However, in the present work, the higher spin levels
in 21Mg are more strongly populated from 25Al than 26Si.
Since the 25Al data samples a higher-momentum portion of
the distribution than the 26Si data in the 2.55250 Tm setting,
any similar shifts would have to be in the opposite direction to
explain the correlation observed in Fig. 5.

A possible explanation for the observed difference in the
relative population of states as a function of spin is that part
of the few-nucleon removal cross section may be due to the
removal of particle clusters. For example, starting with 26Si,
L = 0 α particle removal would mainly go to the 22Mg 0+
ground state. On the other hand, since only one proton and
three neutrons are removed from the higher-spin 25Al ground
state, the α channel is closed. Starting with the 25Al 5/2+
ground state, L = 0 3He (J = 1/2) removal would mainly
go to the 22Mg 4+ state. Other L values would lead to a
wider range of J values in 22Mg. Neutron knockout from the
22Mg 0+ ground state strongly populates lower-spin, single-
hole p shell and sd shell states [15]. Conversely, for example,
p1/2 neutron removal from the J = 2 and 4 states in 22Mg
could not populate the 1/2− level in 21Mg. It is difficult to
make quantitative calculations of these cluster removal cross
sections.

To explore this possibility qualitatively, data on 22Mg reac-
tion products from 26Si and 25Al incoming beams taken in the
28S -1n setting of the in-beam γ -ray spectroscopy experiment
described in Ref. [30] were utilized. This experiment was also
the source of the 22Mg -1n results [15] in a different setting.
The experimental scheme in this case was the same as in the
present work except the segmented high purity germanium
array SeGA [31] was used for γ -ray detection rather than
CAESAR. In the 28S -1n setting, the N = 12 isotones 25Al
and 26Si were also constituents of the cocktail secondary
beam. The incoming beam energies at the middle of the
188(4) mg/cm2 9Be target in front of the S800 spectrograph
were 67 MeV/u for 25Al and 72 MeV/u for 26Si.

The top and middle panels of Fig. 7 show the Doppler-
corrected γ -ray spectra for 22Mg produced from 25Al and 26Si.
The insets show that the sampling of the parallel momentum
distributions for 22Mg is similar to the sampling for 21Mg in
Fig. 6. With the given statistics, only the 1247 keV 2+

1 → 0+
1

and 2061 keV 4+
1 → 2+

1 transitions are clearly visible. An
analogous plot to Fig. 5 is shown in the bottom panel of Fig. 7.
As before, the relative number of incoming 26Si and 25Al
particles was accounted for in the ratio of efficiency-corrected
intensities but no corrections for the S800 acceptance were
made. As anticipated from the cluster removal argument,
the 22Mg 0+ ground state is more strongly populated from
incoming 26Si than from 25Al. Similar to 21Mg, there is a
correlation between the observed relative intensities of 22Mg
levels populated from few-nucleon removal from 26Si/25Al
with the spin of the populated 22Mg state, although the slope
is not as extreme as in the 21Mg case. Consequently, part
of the observed correlation for 21Mg could be explained by
clustering. Since the parallel momentum distribution sampling
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FIG. 7. Doppler-corrected γ -ray spectra measured by SeGA for
22Mg produced from 26Si (top) and 25Al (middle) secondary beams.
The insets show the portions of the parallel momentum distributions
sampled due to the acceptance cutoff of the S800. The magnetic
rigidity setting was 2.12350 Tm. Bottom: ratio of the population of
levels in 22Mg produced from 26Si to the population of levels in 22Mg
produced from 25Al as a function of the spin of the populated 22Mg
state. The dotted line is a ratio of one.

was similar for 21Mg and 22Mg, the acceptance cuts, it is
possible that they also play a role in the correlation. We have
shown that the angular momentum selection rules associated
with cluster transfer can qualitatively explain the data. This
suggests that some aspect of cluster transfer is involved but de-
tailed calculations for cluster knockout are beyond the scope
of this project.

The present results for the relative γ -ray intensities for
21Mg could be improved upon through measurements with
an array of high-resolution γ -ray detectors, particularly for
the multiplet regions around 1660 keV and 2000 keV. Fur-
thermore, it would be interesting to determine if similar
correlations between relative population of levels and the spin
of the level are present for other few-nucleon removal reac-
tions. This phenomenon could be exploited, for example, to
target the population of lower or higher spin levels or to more
selectively control the relative populations of ground state and
isomer components in intermediate-energy secondary beams,
see, e.g., [32–35]. With new, high-acceptance experimental
equipment like the planned High Rigidity Spectrometer at the
Facility for Rare Isotope Beams, it is anticipated to be possi-
ble to perform similar few-nucleon removal measurements at
the same time as one- or two-nucleon knockout experiments
that sample the parallel momentum distributions more fully.
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V. SUMMARY

Few-nucleon removal reactions were utilized to populate
levels in the neutron-deficient nucleus 21Mg in an in-beam
γ -ray spectroscopy experiment at the National Superconduct-
ing Cyclotron Laboratory using CAESAR for γ -ray detection
and the S800 magnetic spectrograph for particle identifica-
tion. New γ -ray transitions and γ -γ coincidences in 21Mg,
anticipated from known levels, were measured for the first
time. The cross section for three-neutron removal from in-
coming 24Mg projectiles was measured to be 0.14(6) mb.
For 21Mg residues produced from 25Al and 26Si incoming
beams, an unexpected, strong correlation between the rel-
ative population of the states in 21Mg and the spin of the
populated level was observed. Several hypotheses for the ori-
gin of the correlation were explored including differences in
the portions of the parallel momentum distributions within
the S800 momentum acceptance window and differences
in the available particle removal channels from 25Al and
26Si. Ultimately, more experimental and theoretical efforts
will be necessary to better understand the interplay between

statistical and nondissipative contributions in the complex
region between knockout and fragmentation. However, re-
gardless of the origin of the observed effect, the few-nucleon
removal reaction shows promise as a tool to deliver unique
patterns of state populations for use in both beam delivery and
experimentation.
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