arXiv:1304.6270v1 [physics.ins-det] 23 Apr 2013

The high-efficiency γ-ray spectroscopy setup γ^3 at HIγS

B. Löher^{a,c,∗}, V. Derya^g, T. Aumann^{h,f}, J. Beller^h, N. Cooper^i, M. Duchêne^h, J. Endres^g, E. Fiori^{a,c}, J. Isaak^{a,c}, J. Kelley^{b,e}, M. Knörzer^h, N. Pietralla^h, C. Romig^h, D. Savran^{a,c}, M. Scheck^h, H. Scheit^h, J. Silva^{a,c}, A. Tonchev^d, W. Tornow^b, H. Weller^b, V. Werner^i, A. Zilges^g

aExtreMe Matter Institute EMMI and Research Division, GSI Helmholtzzentrum für Schwerionenforschung, Planckstr. 1, 64291 Darmstadt, Germany bDepartment of Physics, Duke University and Triangle Universities Nuclear Laboratory, Durham, North Carolina 27708-0308, USA cFrankfurt Institute for Advanced Studies FIAS, Ruth-Moufang-Str. 1, 60438 Frankfurt am Main, Germany dPhysics Division, Lawrence Livermore National Laboratory, Livermore, California 94551, USA eDepartment of Physics, North Carolina State University, Raleigh, North Carolina 27607, USA fGSI Helmholtzzentrum für Schwerionenforschung, Planckstr. 1, 64291 Darmstadt, Germany gInstitut für Kernphysik, Universität zu Köln, Zülpicher Str. 77, D-50937 Köln, Germany hInstitut für Kernphysik, TU Darmstadt, Schlossgartenstr. 9, 64289 Darmstadt, Germany iWNSL, Yale University, P.O. Box 208120, New Haven, CT 06520-8120, USA

Abstract

The existing Nuclear Resonance Fluorescence (NRF) setup at the HIγS facility at the Triangle Universities Nuclear Laboratory at Duke University has been extended in order to perform γ-γ coincidence experiments. The new setup combines large volume LaBr_3:Ce detectors and high resolution HPGe detectors in a very close geometry to offer high efficiency, high energy resolution as well as high count rate capabilities at the same time. The combination of a highly efficient γ-ray spectroscopy setup with the mono-energetic high-intensity photon beam of HIγS provides a worldwide unique experimental facility to investigate the γ-decay pattern of dipole excitations in atomic nuclei. The performance of the new setup has been assessed by studying the nucleus^{32}S at 8.125 MeV beam energy. The relative γ-decay branching ratio from the 1^+ level at 8125.4 keV to the first excited 2^+ state was determined to 15.7(3) %.

Keywords: γ-ray spectroscopy, lanthanum bromide, high-purity germanium, high efficiency, coincidence measurement, nuclear resonance fluorescence

1. Introduction

Structural features of excited nuclear states are reflected in their decay pattern and the partial decay widths Γ_i of transitions to low-lying excited states or the ground state are directly linked to electromagnetic transition matrix elements. Thus, the single decay channels are sensitive to different components in the wave function. This is especially true in the case of transitions to low-lying excited states. For these levels the de-excitation takes place via different components in the wave function compared to the excitation from the ground state. Therefore, the observation of these transitions and the determination of branching ratios reveals

∗Corresponding address: ExtreMe Matter Institute EMMI and Research Division, GSI Helmholtzzentrum für Schwerionenforschung, Planckstr. 1, 64291 Darmstadt, Germany, Tel.: +49 6159711803; fax: +49 6159713475

Email address: b.loeher@gsi.de (B. Löher)

important experimental information needed to provide stringent and sensitive tests to modern model calculations. The method of in-beam γ-ray coincidences in the spectroscopy of the γ-decay of excited states in combination with charged particle induced reactions has been proven to be a powerful tool for measuring even small branching ratios to excited low-lying states. Until now γ-γ coincidence experiments have been performed mainly in combination with particle-induced reactions [1, 2]. In such reactions high-lying J = 1 states (in even-even nuclei) are often not or only very weakly excited, which strongly limits the investigation of the decay behavior of excitation modes such as the nuclear scissors mode [3–5] or the Pygmy Dipole Resonance [6–9]. Consequently, for these excitation modes the decay behavior was not studied in detail so far. The reaction of choice for studying these modes is nuclear resonance fluorescence (NRF), which nearly exclusively populates J = 1 states [10]. NRF performed with single

Preprint submitted to Elsevier November 26, 2017

Figure 1: After resonant excitation of a J = 1 state within the narrow energy profile of an incident photon beam, this state can de-excite either directly to the ground state, or via intermediate states. Triggering on coincidences and gating on the secondary transition allows to isolate the primary transitions.

γ-ray spectroscopy is primarily sensitive to Γ_0^{Γ0}_Γ with Γ_0 being the decay width to the ground state and Γ the total width. The observation of weakly branching transitions is difficult, especially in experiments using bremsstrahlung [11–13]. Therefore, the combination of an intense mono-energetic photon beam, which defines the excitation energy, with γ-γ coincidence spectroscopy of the following decays offers ideal conditions to investigate in detail the decay behavior of photoexcited states. First NRF experiments using the completely polarized γ-ray beam from a laser Compton backscattering (LCB) facility have been carried out by Ohgaki et al. [14] The first application of this method to investigate parities of nuclear levels was done by Pietralla et al. [15, 16].

The principle of the γ-γ coincidence method in combination with a mono-energetic γ-ray beam is illustrated in Fig. 1. After excitation by photo absorption the highlying state at excitation energies E_x may de-excite either directly to the ground state (Γ_0) or via intermediate states (Γ_i). By detecting two emitted γ-rays stemming from a cascade in coincidence, even small branching ratios Γ_i/Γ_0 can be determined with good precision since non-resonant background produced by the photon beam in the target via atomic processes is strongly suppressed.

This article reports on the installation and commissioning of a new experimental array, the γ^3 setup, at the High Intensity γ-ray Source (HIγS [17]). This array provides sufficient efficiency in order to perform γ-γ coincidence decay spectroscopy in combination with a high intensity, narrow bandwith photon beam. The design of the γ^3 setup is based on three principles: High efficiency, high energy resolution and high count rate capability. A setup with a high full energy peak efficiency is mandatory to investigate small branching ratios with sufficient statistics within a reasonable amount of time. This condition requires maximum solid angle coverage which, using few detectors, implies a close geometry and demands high count rate capabilities. High energy resolution is needed when investigating higher lying states in energy regions, where the level density is large. A combination of High-Purity Germanium (HPGe) and LaBr detectors in a close geometry fulfills these requirements.

The newly installed experimental setup is described in Section 2. Section 3 describes the different parts of the data acquisition hardware and software which are used for the γ^3 array. The details of the analysis and the results of a commissioning measurement on^{32}S are presented in Section 4.

2. Experimental Setup

The High Intensity γ-ray Source at the Triangle Universities Nuclear Laboratory (TUNL) at the Duke University is perfectly suited to perform NRF experiments on stable nuclei [16, 18]. HIγS provides a high intensity (> 50 γ/eV/s) polarized photon beam with a narrow energy spread (≈3%) and a variable energy (1 MeV to currently 100 MeV). The beam is produced via laser Compton backscattering in the optical resonator of the storage ring based FEL. The new γ^3 setup is located in the HIγS upstream target room (UTR) which is situated about 57.2 m from the collision point. The photon beam is first collimated to the appropriate diameter and then transported to the target through a plastic beam pipe with a wall thickness of about 3 mm, which can be evacuated. This collimation is variable and results in beam diameters between 1.2 and 1.9 cm. A comparison of two background spectra taken with and without air in the photon beam pipe under otherwise identical conditions and with a mean beam energy of 8.125 MeV is shown in Fig. 3, where this effect becomes apparent. The contribution from atomic scattering on air to the observed background is substantial over the whole energy range up to the beam energy. When the beam pipe is evacuated, this contribution is reduced by at least an order of magnitude in the energy region from 2 to 9 MeV. The formerly invisible peaks stemming from natural background (^{40}K and^{208}Tl) emerge from the background.

Figure 2: Schematic drawing of the γ^3 experimental setup. HPGe detectors are positioned at an angle of θ = 135^∘ with respect to the beam pipe. The LaBr_3:Ce detectors are used at θ = 90^∘ and θ = 30^∘ with respect to the beam pipe. The 3”x3” LaBr_3:Ce detectors can also be exchanged with the HPGe detectors, and the wheel can be rotated by Δ ϕ = 45^∘ around the beam axis.

The average count rate per LaBr (HPGe) detector is decreased from 1.4 kHz to 300 Hz (2.5 kHz to 250 Hz). The previous NRF setup consisting of four 60% HPGe detectors has been used for various photon scattering experiments (e.g. see Refs. [19–21]) proving the excellent performance of the HIγS beam. This setup is extended by additional detectors in order to provide sufficient efficiency for γ-γ coincidence experiments.

Figure 2 shows a schematic drawing of the newly installed γ^3 detector array. It combines the four 60% HPGe detectors with four 3”x3” LaBr_3:Ce scintillators and four 1.5”x1.5” LaBr_3:Ce scintillators. All detectors are cylindrical in shape. The 3”x3” LaBr_3:Ce detectors are read out using photomultiplier tubes (PMT) of type R6233-100 SEL from Hamamatsu (3”x3”) and voltage dividers produced in-house following a design from University Milan and INFN, Milan. Two of the 1.5”x1.5” detectors had PMTs of type R9779 from Hamamatsu (1.5”x1.5”), while the third one was read out using a Photonis XB2020. The forth position was unoccupied during the experiment described in this article. This solution with only few detectors allows for a flexible setup, where the high energy resolution is obtained from the HPGe detectors, while at the same time the LaBr_3:Ce detectors positioned as close as possible

Figure 3: Effect of evacuated beam pipe as seen by HPGe detectors. Both measurements were performed without target: a) Measurement with air. b) Beam pipe is evacuated. All other conditions are the same. Background contributions in the critical energy region from 2 to 9 MeV have been reduced by at least one order of magnitude.

to the target provide the necessary efficiency of at least a few percent (see Fig. 4 below). The LaBr_3:Ce detectors can be placed very close to the target (5.5 cm), because they can be operated at very high event rates [22]. The basic layout uses the HPGe detectors in the backward position (θ = 135^∘), and the large LaBr_3:Ce detectors at an angle of θ = 90^∘ with respect to the beam axis. The smaller LaBr_3:Ce detectors are placed at forward angle (θ = 30^∘). The layout is flexible, because the holding structures are interchangeable for the different positions, so that for specific experiments HPGe and LaBr_3:Ce detectors can be exchanged. All detectors are mounted on a wheel, that can be rotated up to Δϕ = 45^∘ around the beam axis, to position either the θ = 90^∘ or the θ = 135^∘ detectors in the (horizontal) polarization plane of the beam. Additional mounts for the forward detectors allow them to be installed at an angle of 90^∘ as well. This increases the sensitivity when measuring angular distributions. The detector mounts allow for a variable distance to the target, which is limited to a minimum of 5 cm for the 90^∘ detectors and 8 cm for the 135^∘ detectors. The individual detectors are wrapped in a thin cylindrical layer of lead with 2 mm thickness to reduce scattering of reaction products from one detector into the active volume of the others.

To absorb low-energy γ-rays and reduce the count rate in the detectors, a set of Cu, Cd and Pb filters are available to be installed in front of the detectors. The thickness of these filters can be adjusted to the condi-

Figure 4: Total full energy peak efficiency of the γ^3 setup using the standard geometry shown in Fig. 2. Data points represent values measured with a calibration source (^{56}Co), smooth curve shows data from a Monte-Carlo simulation (GEANT4). Top: HPGe array. Bottom: LaBr_3:Ce array.

tions for each individual target and beam energy. Additionally, a lead shield with 3.3 mm thickness can be placed around the plastic beam pipe.

The beam energy is measured between production runs with a 123% HPGe detector (θ = 0^∘) mounted on a remotely operated movable stand. To decrease the beam intensity for the duration of this measurement, five different copper attenuators with thicknesses ranging from 1” to 3” can be inserted into the beam some 45 m upstream of the detector location. This detector can also be used to determine the absolute photon flux. For this purpose a 1 mm thick Cu plate is placed in the beam at a distance of 110 cm behind the target. The elastically scattered photons from this plate are then detected by the HPGe detector at a specific angle (7^∘ in this case). It is possible to derive the absolute photon flux from the kinematics.

The measured absolute full energy peak efficiency of the setup as a function of the γ-ray energy is shown in Fig. 4. Data points represent values measured with a calibration source (^{56}Co), while the smooth curve shows the results from a Monte-Carlo (MC) simulation done with GEANT4 [23]. For the given values the 3”x3” LaBr_3:Ce detectors were placed at the θ = 90^∘ position at a distance of 5.5 cm to the center of the beam, while the HPGe detectors were at an average distance of 9 cm. Cu filters with a thickness of 1 mm have been used for the HPGe and 0.5 mm for the LaBr_3:Ce detectors. In the same configuration an average count rate of only 400 Hz per detector with full beam and without a target has been obtained. The count rate induced only by natural background and the intrinsic radiation of the LaBr_3:Ce detectors is on average 100 Hz per detector. Exchanging the position of the HPGe with the large LaBr_3:Ce detectors results in a decrease of the total efficiency of the setup by a factor of 4.

3. Data Acquisition

Data acquisition is done using the GSI Multi Branch System (MBS) [24], which operates on a VME singleslot PowerPC of type CES RIO4 and reads the data from the VME modules on an event by event basis to produce binary list mode data (LMD).

The first output of each HPGe detector is split into two signals, which are used in the timing branch, while the secondary outputs are directly connected to a 16 bit Struck SIS3302 flash ADC operated at a frequency of 100 MHz, with the specialized Gamma-Firmware (V1412) [25]. This firmware uses digital signal processing algorithms to determine the arrival time and energy of the pulses, and also adds information about pile-up and triggered channels. The LaBr_3:Ce detector signals on the other hand are first amplified by timing filter amplifiers (TFA) and then split into three signals each. Two of these signals are used in the timing branch, and the third signal is delayed by about 300 ns using passive delays and converted with a CAEN v965 QDC.

The timing branch uses two constant fraction discriminators (CFD) for each detector. Reasonable values for the thresholds have to be determined for each experiment individually. This layout allows to construct trigger conditions that require both a γ-ray with a high energy and one with a lower energy in coincidence. Using standard NIM electronics a number of low-level triggers are composed from the CFD outputs, such as OR triggers for each of the detector groups (HPGe, large LaBr_3:Ce, small LaBr_3:Ce) and multiplicity 2 triggers (i.e. two detectors of the same kind have triggered) for each group. These triggers are then fed into the GSI Vulom4 VME Logic Module running the Trigger Logic II (TrLoII) firmware. This firmware combines the incoming low-level triggers using coincidence or anticoincidence conditions, and thus produces higher-level triggers, such as coincidence triggers between detector groups. Any combination of the trigger inputs is possible to be selected and changed during operation. Furthermore the TrLoII provides convenience features, such as a dead-time locking mechanism, scalers for the individual triggers, trigger reduction factors, gate generators and periodic pulses. The use of the TrLoII also increases the setup’s flexibility, for example it is possible to switch very quickly between different trigger schemes, e.g. for calibration measurements, beam energy measurements or production runs. The γ^3 setup makes extensive use of these features and thus reduced the overall amount of NIM electronics necessary, resulting in a very compact 1-rack setup. If a trigger is accepted by the TrLoII (i.e. the trigger arrived while the deadtime mechanism is unlocked), it produces a trigger decision within 45 ns and provides a main trigger signal to the VME modules.

A CAEN v775 TDC is used to record the detector times relative to the main trigger signal from the Tr- LoII, as well as the times of each generated low-level trigger. To provide the count rates of the individual detectors for the low and the high threshold, a CAEN v830 scaler is used. The scaler, the TDC and the Struck flash ADC directly receive the main trigger, while for the QDC matching gates are produced. A logic AND of the main trigger and the properly delayed OR trigger of the LaBr_3:Ce detectors, which are aligned to the delayed energy signals, is produced. A beam pickup signal from the electron storage ring of the DFELL is also connected to one of the trigger inputs and its arrival time is recorded by the TDC. This time is correlated with the production of a burst of γ-rays from the FEL, which allows to measure the time difference between the reaction trigger and the photon beam, in order to discriminate uncorrelated background events. Furthermore it prevents event mixing from adjacent beam bursts.

The recorded data is directly available as a data stream from the MBS, and in parallel is unpacked to a ROOT tree using the ucesb unpacker [26]. For monitoring purposes during runtime of the experiment, a histogramming tool (GHOST, Gamma Histogramming and Online Spectra Tool) has been constructed based on the ROOT analysis framework [27]. It reads concurrently from the ROOT tree and allows to monitor calibrated energy and time histograms for all detectors, view coincidence matrices, summed histograms and includes the possibility to apply cuts to the data already at this early stage. The modular and decoupled layout of the DAQ, unpacking and histogramming parts increases the system’s stability.

4. Data Analysis and Results

In the commissioning beam time for the γ^3 setup the nucleus^{32}S was investigated in a 4 h experimental run. This section gives an overview over the important steps in the data analysis and presents the results from this commissioning experiment.

Figure 5: Non-linear behavior of LaBr. A linear model fitted up to an energy of 2.614 MeV is shown together with the actual data points. Uncertainties range within the size of the markers.

Figure 6: Single trigger spectra (summed over all detectors of each type) for^{32}S at a beam energy of 8.125 MeV. Top: HPGe Bottom: LaBr_3:Ce.

Figure 7: Simplified level scheme of^{32}S, showing the important transitions which are discussed. Energies in keV.

The analysis of the experimental data recorded at the γ^3 setup includes basic steps such as energy and efficiency calibration using γ-ray sources with precisely known activity, and some additional steps unique to the

Figure 8: The γ-γ coincidence matrix for HPGe-LaBr coincidences. At gamma-ray energies of simultaneously emitted photons intensity maxima show up accompanied by horizontal and vertical lines, due to the detector response.

HIγS facility. The energy calibration of the LaBr_3:Ce detectors has to be done using a cubic polynomial, since the response of these detectors is noticeably non-linear at energies above 2 MeV as shown in Fig. 5 for the known transitions in^{32}S and γ-rays from^{56}Co. This effect is due to saturation effects in the PMT and could be alleviated by choosing a lower bias voltage at the cost of resolution at low energy. For this particular analysis the non-linear behavior is not a severe problem and was taken into account.

The histograms corresponding to LaBr_3:Ce and HPGe singles spectra are shown in Fig. 6. Besides the peaks stemming from the known transition energies in 32S (see Fig. 7), these spectra without any coincidence condition are dominated by a strong continuous background, which increases exponentially towards lower γray energies.

Combining any two energies measured in each event in the coincidence data sub-set, a two-dimensional γ-γ coincidence matrix can be produced either for HPGe- LaBr or LaBr-LaBr coincidences. The matrices built from the^{32}S data are shown in Fig. 8 and Fig. 9, respectively. The coincidence time window for any two detectors was set to 60 ns for the HPGe-LaBr case and 20 ns for the LaBr-LaBr case in the time spectra. The resulting data do not depend strongly on variations of this time window, because the condition on the time structure of the pulsed beam already discriminates uncorrelated background events. The coincident events stemming from a γ-ray cascade appear as vertical or hori-

Figure 9: Same as Fig. 8, but for LaBr-LaBr coincidences.

Figure 10: Projection of the HPGe-LaBr matrix (Fig.8) on each of the axes in the energy region from 0 to 7 MeV.

zontal lines in the matrix, which represent the detector response of the specific detectors, comprised of the full energy peak (FEP), single escape (SE) and double escape (DE) peaks as well as the Compton background. Figure 10 shows the projection of the HPGe-LaBr matrix on each of the two axes. In these spectra the FEP, the SE and the DE peaks of the 1^+ → 2^+_1 transition in^{32}S are clearly visible and the underlying background is reduced compared to the singles spectra (Fig.6). The full strength of the γ-γ coincidence method becomes apparent when using the energy information of both detected photons. Applying the condition that one LaBr_3:Ce detector has detected a γ-ray corresponding to the en-

Figure 11: Coincidence spectra of the HPGe array: a) Gated on transition 2^+_1 → 0^+_1 at an energy of 2.230 MeV measured in LaBr_3:Ce. b) Gated on transition 1^+ → 2^+_1 with an energy of 5.894 MeV.

ergy of the 2^+_1 state in^{32}S, allows to project a nearly background free energy spectrum in the HPGe detector, showing exclusively the feeding transitions (plus corresponding detector response) to the 2^+_1 state (Fig. 11(a)).

4.1. Performance Study

As a test case the isotope^{32}S was chosen for two reasons: The level scheme of this nucleus is well investigated and includes a J^π = 1^+ state at 8.125 MeV, which is strongly excited in the (γ,γ’) reaction. In addition this state decays into the 2^+_1 state with a considerable branching. A simplified level scheme with the relevant information of the 1^+ state is shown in Fig. 7.

The branching ratio for the transition 1^+ → 2^+_1 was determined in [28] to be 16(4)%. Other decay branchings were previously unknown. Within only 4 hours of beam time enough statistics were accumulated in all transitions in order to allow for a detailed analysis.

Using a 5.2 g natural sulfur target (^{32}S abundance: 95%) enclosed in a polyethylene container the count rates in the individual 3”x3” LaBr_3:Ce detectors were about 75 kHz and in the HPGe detectors about 10 kHz. The distance to the target was 5.5 cm for the LaBr_3:Ce and between 8 and 9 cm for the HPGe detectors.

In Fig. 11 the HPGe spectra are shown for two different gating conditions on the measured energies in the LaBr_3:Ce detector array. The upper part shows the spectrum with the energy gate on the transition 2^+_1 → 0^+_1 at 2.230 MeV in any LaBr_3:Ce detector, while the lower part shows the same data with the cut on the energy of the primary transition 1^+ → 2^+_1 at 5.894 MeV. The width of the gate was set to 100 keV for the low energy cut and 160 keV for the high energy cut to account for the resolution at the corresponding energies.

Compared to the singles spectrum shown in Fig. 6 the atomic background is strongly supressed in these HPGe spectra using the energy information of the LaBr_3:Ce array. The spectrum shown in Fig. 11(a) is dominated by the transition 1^+ → 2^+_1 and its corresponding detector response. In addition the peak stemming from the transition 0^+_2 → 2^+_1 is clearly visible, which is not the case in the singles data. This shows the improved sensitivity to weak transitions using the coincidences. Unfortunately the primary transition 1^+ → 0^+_2 could not be observed, since the HPGe detector efficiency at 4347 keV is too low. The small remnant of the 2^+_1 → 0^+_1 transition observed in the spectrum is due to the background contributions in the LaBr energy cut. No significant background counts are observed in the region between 6 and 8.2 MeV. The histogram in the lower part of Fig. 11 shows as expected only the transition from the first excited state to the ground state. No background or random coincidences have been subtracted.

The peak-to-background ratio (PBR) for the peaks of interest has been determined. Both the peak and the background have been integrated in a 3σ region around the peak. A comparison of the PBR for the peaks at 2.230 MeV and 5.894 MeV is done to show the increase in sensitivity when applying the coincidence condition and the energy gate. The PBR at 5.894 MeV increased from 1.03(2) in the HPGe singles spectrum to 11.7(13) using the coincidence to the LaBr_3:Ce detectors. In the LaBr-LaBr coincidence, the PBR increases from 0.45(1) to 4.3(4). At lower energies, where the spectrum is dominated by contributions from atomic background, the increase in PBR is even larger. This is estimated by applying an inverse energy gate, thus requiring an energy of 5.894 MeV in the LaBr_3:Ce detector, and comparing the PBR of the peak at 2.230 MeV. The result is an increase of the PBR from 0.197(3) by a factor of roughly 50 to 9.6(15) in the case of HPGe-LaBr coincidences and an increase from 0.0506(5) to 10.2(12) for the LaBr-LaBr case. This shows that the γ-γ coincidence method increases the sensitivity of the setup by at least an order of magnitude. This is particularly noticeable in the region where usually the background from atomic scattering is dominant.

In the following the determination of a new value for the branching ratio b_0 of the transition 1^+ → 2^+_1 is described. In the analysis the areas of the single peaks corresponding to the transitions were determined using a fit with Gaussian shape on a linear background. These areas were then corrected for the energy dependent full energy peak efficiency of the respective detector. The shape of the efficiency curves have been determined using MC simulations up to an energy of 10 MeV taking into account the specific geometry of the^{32}S measurement. The accuracy of these shapes could be veryfied up to an energy of 3.6 MeV using measurements with radioactive sources. Efficiency values for higher energies were taken directly from the MC simulation. As a measure for the branching ratio b_0 the intensity of the transition 1^+ → 2^+_1 relative to the strongest transition 1^+ → 0^+_1 was determined.

Exploiting the HPGe-LaBr coincidence data, while requiring the primary transition (5894 keV) to be detected in one of the LaBr_3:Ce detectors, a new value of 16.5(14)% for the branching ratio b_0 of the transition 1^+ → 2^+_1 could be determined. Since in this particular case the branching ratio is sufficiently large, it was also possible to determine the same value from the HPGe spectra without coincidence (Fig. 6). This leads to a value of 15.7(3)%. The precision is higher compared to the value from coincidence data, due to the lower count rate in the coincidence data. However, it should be stressed that in cases of weaker transitions a determination of branching ratios will become possible in the coincidence data only due to the much better PBR. In the singles data weak transitions are hidden in the background. Additionally LaBr-LaBr coincidences have been investigated. The same conditions as for the HPGe-LaBr case have been applied. The resulting value for the branching ratio of the transition 1^+ → 2^+_1 is 15.7(6)%. From the LaBr_3:Ce spectra without the coincidence a value of 15.8(1)% could be determined.

The given errors are of pure statistical nature and do not account for uncertainties stemming from the efficiency calibration. However, for the computation of the value derived from singles data only relative efficiencies are used. As shown in [29], the uncertainty introduced when deriving relative efficiencies from Geant4 simulations is about 2%. For the coincidence measurement on the other hand, absolute efficiencies for the two detector systems have to be compared. These absolute efficiencies could be reproduced up to an energy of 3.6 MeV to within 1% in comparison to measurements with precision calibration sources in an identical setup. This leads to a total systematic error of 3% for the coincidence measurement.

The results are summarized in Table 1 and compared to data from [28] and the evaluated nuclear structure data file (ENSDF) [30].

E_γ b_0 [%] b_{0,a} b_{0,b}

[keV] HPGe-LaBr^1 LaBr-LaBr^2 HPGe^3 LaBr^4 [%] [%]

8124 100 100 100 100 100 100 5894 16.5(14) 15.7(6) 15.7(3) 15.8(1) 16(4) 18(6)

1 Value from coincidences between HPGe and LaBr_3:Ce detectors 2 Value from coincidences between LaBr_3:Ce detectors 3 Value from HPGe singles

4 Value from LaBr_3:Ce singles

Table 1: Presently determined branching ratios b_0 in^{32}S. Compared to values b_{0,a} from [28] and b_{0,b} from ENSDF [30]. Only statistical errors are given. Systematic errors are on the 3% level.

5. Conclusions and Outlook

In this article the new high-efficiency γ-γ coincidence setup (γ^3) at HIγS has been introduced, and the results from the commissioning beam time have been presented. The superior sensitivity to γ-rays resulting from the de-excitation of the nuclues via intermediate states in the energy region of interest compared to single-γ spectroscopy was verified on the test case of^{32}S. The commissioning phase also included the investigation of the influence of an evacuated beam pipe and data acquisition parameters. With the knowledge gained during this beam time the γ^3 setup was optimized to yield maximum performance during the following experiments. The first experimental campaign covers the investigation of two-phonon states, the M1 scissors mode, as well as the decay pattern of the Pygmy Dipole Resonance in various atomic nuclei. The feasibility of the γ-γ coincidence method in combination with a monoenergetic photon beam has been successfully demonstrated at HIγS. Future facilities, such as the new ELI- NP experimental site featuring a very intense (10^{13}γ/s) brilliant photon beam and an unprecedented bandwidth of 0.1% [31], are perfectly suited for installing a γ-γ coincidence setup similar to the γ^3 array.

Acknowledgments

The authors thank the TUNL and HIγS technical administration and staff and the mechanical workshop for their great help in setting up the γ^3 system. The work described in this article is supported by the Alliance Program of the Helmholtz Association (HA216/EMMI), the DFG (SFB 634 and ZI 510/4-2) and U.S. DOE grants no. DE-FG02-91ER-40609 and no. DE-FG02-97ER-41033.

References

[1] P. Nolan, D. Todd, P. Smith, D. Love, P. Twin, O. Andersen, J. Garrett, G. Hagemann, and B. Herskind, Physics Letters B 108, 269 (1982), ISSN 0370-2693.

[2] B. Cederwall, I. Lee, S. Asztalos, M. Brinkman, J. Becker, R. Clark, M. Deleplanque, R. Diamond, P. Fallon, L. Farris, et al., Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors and Associated Equipment 354, 591 (1995), ISSN 0168-9002.

[3] D. Bohle, A. Richter, W. Steffen, A. E. L. Dieperink, N. L. Iudice, F. Palumbo, and O. Scholten, Phys. Lett. B 137, 27 (1984).

[4] N. L. Iudice and A. Richter, Physics Letters B 304, 193 (1993), ISSN 0370-2693.

[5] K. Heyde, P. von Neumann-Cosel, and A. Richter, Rev. Mod.

Phys. 82, 2365 (2010).

[6] R.-D. Herzberg, P. von Brentano, J. Eberth, J. Enders, R. Fischer, N. Huxel, T. Klemme, P. von Neumann-Cosel, N. Nicolay, N. Pietralla, et al., Physics Letters B 390, 49 (1997), ISSN 0370-2693.

[7] N. Paar, D. Vretenar, E. Khan, and G. Colo, Rep. Prog. Phys.

70, 691 (2007).

[8] D. Savran, M. Elvers, J. Endres, M. Fritzsche, B. Löher, N. Pietralla, V. Y. Ponomarev, C. Romig, L. Schnorrenberger, K. Sonnabend, et al., Physical Review C 84, 1 (2011), ISSN 0556-2813.

[9] D. Savran, T. Aumann, and A. Zilges, Progress in Particle and Nuclear Physics 70, 210 (2013), ISSN 0146-6410.

[10] U. Kneissl, H. Pitz, and A. Zilges, Progress in Particle and Nuclear Physics 37, 349 (1996), ISSN 0146-6410.

[11] D. Belic, J. Besserer, C. Arlandini, J. de Boer, J. Carroll, J. Enders, T. Hartmann, F. Kppeler, H. Kaiser, U. Kneissl, et al., Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors and Associated Equipment 463, 26 (2001), ISSN 0168-9002.

[12] R. Schwengner, R. Beyer, F. Dnau, E. Grosse, A. Hartmann, A. Junghans, S. Mallion, G. Rusev, K. Schilling, W. Schulze, et al., Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors and Associated Equipment 555, 211 (2005), ISSN 0168-9002.

[13] K. Sonnabend, D. Savran, J. Beller, M. Bssing, A. Constantinescu, M. Elvers, J. Endres, M. Fritzsche, J. Glorius, J. Hasper, et al., Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors and Associated Equipment 640, 6 (2011), ISSN 0168-9002.

[14] H. Ohgaki, T. Noguchi, S. Sugiyama, T. Yamazaki, T. Mikado, M. Chiwaki, K. Yamada, R. Suzuki, and N. Sei, Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors and Associated Equipment 353, 384 (1994), ISSN 0168-9002.

[15] N. Pietralla, H. Weller, V. Litvinenko, M. Ahmed, and A. Tonchev, Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors and Associated Equipment 483, 556 (2002), ISSN 0168-9002.

[16] N. Pietralla, Z. Berant, V. N. Litvinenko, S. Hartman, F. F.

Mikhailov, I. V. Pinayev, G. Swift, M. W. Ahmed, J. H. Kelley, S. O. Nelson, et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 88, 012502 (2002).

[17] T. Scott Carman, V. Litveninko, J. Madey, C. Neuman, B. Norum, P. G. O’Shea, N. Russell Roberson, C. Y. Scarlett, E. Schreiber, and H. R. Weller, Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors and Associated Equipment 378, 1 (1996), ISSN 01689002.

[18] H. R. Weller, M. W. Ahmed, H. Gao, W. Tornow, Y. K. Wu,

M. Gai, and R. Miskimen, Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 62, 257 (2009).

[19] A. P. Tonchev, S. L. Hammond, J. H. Kelley, E. Kwan, H. Lenske, G. Rusev, W. Tornow, and N. Tsoneva, Phys. Rev. Lett. 104, 072501 (2010).

[20] N. Pietralla, T. Li, M. Fritzsche, M. Ahmed, T. Ahn, A. Costin, J. Enders, J. Li, S. Müller, P. von Neumann-Cosel, et al., Phys. Lett. B 681, 134 (2009).

[21] J. Isaak, D. Savran, M. Fritzsche, D. Galaviz, T. Hartmann, S. Kamerdzhiev, J. H. Kelley, E. Kwan, N. Pietralla, C. Romig, et al., Phys. Rev. C 83, 034304 (2011).

[22] B. Löher, D. Savran, E. Fiori, M. Miklavec, N. Pietralla, and M. Vencelj, Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors and Associated Equipment 686, 1 (2012), ISSN 0168-9002.

[23] J. Allison, K. Amako, J. Apostolakis, H. Araujo, P. Arce Dubois, M. Asai, G. Barrand, R. Capra, S. Chauvie, R. Chytracek, et al., IEEE Transactions on Nuclear Science 53, 270 (2006).

[24] H. Essel and N. Kurz, Nuclear Science, IEEE Transactions on 47, 337 (2000), ISSN 0018-9499.

[25] SIS, Struck Innovative Systeme GmbH, Datenblatt SIS3302, http://www.struck.de/sis3302.htm (2013).

[26] H. T. Johansson, The UCESB unpacker generator, Long write-up - documentation and manual, http://fy.chalmers.se/ f96hajo/ucesb (2010).

[27] ROOT Framework Home Page, http://root.cern.ch/ (2010). [28] M. Babilon, T. Hartmann, P. Mohr, K. Vogt, S. Volz, and A. Zilges, Phys. Rev. C 65, 037303 (2002).

[29] S. Carson, C. Iliadis, J. Cesaratto, A. Champagne, L. Downen, M. Ivanovic, J. Kelley, R. Longland, J. R. Newton, G. Rusev, et al., Nuclear Instruments and Methods in Physics Research Section A: Accelerators, Spectrometers, Detectors and Associated Equipment 618, 190 (2010), ISSN 0168-9002.

[30] M. Viitasalo and I. Forsblom, Zeitschrift für Physik 269, 173 (1974), ISSN 0044-3328.

[31] ELI-NP, The White Book of ELI Nuclear Physics Bucharest- Magurele, Romania, http://www.eli-np.ro/documents/ELI-NP- WhiteBook.pdf (2013).