arXiv:1407.3459v1 [nucl-ex] 13 Jul 2014

Accurate correction of magnetic field instabilities for high-resolution isochronous mass measurements in storage rings

P. Shuai^{a,b}, H. S. Xu^{b,∗}, Y. H. Zhang^{b,∗}, Yu. A. Litvinov^{b,c,d,∗}, M. Wang^{b,e}, X. L. Tu^{b,c,d}, K. Blaum^d, X. H. Zhou^b, Y. J. Yuan^b, G. Audi^e, X. L. Yan^{b,f,d}, X. C. Chen^{b,f}, X. Xu^{b,f}, W. Zhang^{b,f}, B. H. Sun^g, T. Yamaguchi^h, R. J. Chen^b, C. Y. Fu^{b,f}, Z. Ge^{b,f}, W. J. Huang^{b,f}, D. W. Liu^{b,f}, Y. M. Xing^{b,f}, Q. Zeng^{a,b}

aResearch Center for Hadron Physics, National Laboratory of Heavy Ion Accelerator Facility in Lanzhou and University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei 230026, People’s Republic of China bKey Laboratory of High Precision Nuclear Spectroscopy, Center for Nuclear Matter Science, Institute of Modern Physics, Chinese Academy of Sciences, Lanzhou 730000, People’s Republic of China cGSI Helmholtzzentrum für Schwerionenforschung, Planckstraße 1, 64291 Darmstadt, Germany dMax-Planck-Institut für Kernphysik, Saupfercheckweg 1, 69117 Heidelberg, Germany eCSNSM-IN2P3-CNRS, Université de Paris Sud, F-91405 Orsay, France fGraduate University of Chinese Academy of Sciences, Beijing, 100049, People’s Republic of China gSchool of Physics and Nuclear Engineering, Beihang University, Beijing 100191, People’s Republic of China hDepartment of Physics, Saitama University, Saitama 338-8570, Japan

Abstract

Isochronous mass spectrometry (IMS) in storage rings is a successful technique for accurate mass measurements of short-lived nuclides with relative precision of about 10^{−5} − 10^{−7}. Instabilities of the magnetic fields in storage rings are one of the major contributions limiting the achievable mass resolving power, which is directly related to the precision of the obtained mass values. A new data analysis method is proposed allowing one to minimise the effect of such instabilities. The masses of the previously measured at the CSRe^{41}Ti,^{43}V,^{47}Mn,^{49}Fe,^{53}Ni and 55Cu nuclides were re-determined with this method. An improvement of the mass precision by a factor of ∼ 1.7 has been achieved for^{41}Ti and^{43}V. The method can be applied to any isochronous mass experiment irrespective of the accelerator facility. Furthermore, the method can be used as an on-line tool for checking the isochronous conditions of the storage ring.

Keywords: Isochronous mass spectrometry, Ion storage rings, Magnetic field instabilities

1. Introduction

Nuclear masses are fundamental properties of atomic nuclei, the knowledge of which is indispensable for nuclear structure and astrophysics research [1–3]. Therefore, precise mass measurements are highly important and are pursued by many groups worldwide [4]. Presently, nuclides with unknown masses lie far-off stability and their mass measurements become a technical challenge due to the tiny production rates and short half-lives. The isochronous mass spectrometry (IMS), applied to relativistic nuclear reaction products, is an ideal technique for mass measurements of such short-lived rare nuclides [5, 6]. The IMS measurements were pioneered at the ESR facility of GSI [7–10] and have recently been established at the storage ring CSRe of IMP [11, 12],

On the one hand, the IMS has an ultimate sensitivity to single ions stored in a storage ring. On the other hand, the IMS does not require any lengthy preparation of the particles, like, e.g., cooling, and can be applied on systems with lifetimes as short as a few tens of microseconds [13].

We note, that the secondary ions of interest have an inevitable velocity spread, Δv/v, due to the production reaction process. The revolution period, T , of an ion circulating in a storage ring depends on its mass-to-charge ratio, m/q, and

∗Corresponding authors Email addresses: hushan@impcas.ac.cn (H. S. Xu), yhzhang@impcas.ac.cn (Y. H. Zhang), Y.Litvinov@GSI.de (Yu. A.

Litvinov)

Preprint submitted to Elsevier July 15, 2014

on its velocity, v. In a certain magnetic rigidity acceptance, the ions with different m/q and v can be stored, where, for the same type of ions, the faster ions circulate on longer orbits while the slower ones on the shorter orbits. Just in a special, isochronous ion-optical setting of the ring, the differences of the orbit lengths compensate the differences of velocities, although within a limited range of magnetic rigidities, Δ(Bρ)/Bρ. Then, the revolution periods of stored ions depend only on their m/q ratios and are independent of their velocities. Thus, the masses of stored ions can be measured through accurate determination of their revolution period T .

Obviously, the precision of the revolution period determinations is crucial. For a certain ion species with the same mass-to-charge ratio (m/q = const), the resolving power δ T /T is given in first-order approximation by the frequency dispersion (η) and the relative spread of magnetic rigidities, δ (Bρ)/Bρ, according to the following equation [14]: δ T T = −η δ (Bρ) Bρ = − ( 1 − γ^2 γ^2_t ) δ v v , (1)

where γ is the relativistic Lorentz factor and γ_t is the transition energy of a storage ring, which connects the relative change of the orbit length to the relative change of magnetic rigidity of the circulating ions. In a recent experiment in the CSRe, in order to achieve the resolving power δ T /T ∼ 10^{−6}, η and δ (Bρ)/Bρ were restricted to be within ∼ 10^{−3}. From Eq. (1) one sees, that δ T depends on the absolute value of T (or, in other words, on the m/q value) and varies with the ion’s velocities. In the CSRe experiments, δ T typically reaches its minimum at ∼ 2 ps, which is called good isochronous region corresponding to γ ∼ γ_t [12]. Individual measurements of the revolution periods of the stored ions are extremely fast and are ∼ 1 − 2 ms and 200 μs in the GSI and IMP measurements, respectively, which allows for addressing nuclides with half-lives at least as short as the required measurement time.

In discussions above, the magnetic fields of the storage ring magnets are assumed perfectly constant. However, in reality, the fields of the CSRe magnets experience slow fluctuations of the order of δ B/B ∼ 10^{−5} − 10^{−4}. As a consequence, the revolution periods of the ions stored in the ring inevitably change too, leading to an extra time spread of more than 10 ps. This huge time spread significantly deteriorates the achievable resolving power. Although the magnetic fields can be stabilised down to δ B/B ∼ 10^{−6}, as, e.g., in RIKEN [15], by using dedicated power supply systems, the instabilities of the fields are in principle unavoidable. Therefore, much effort was devoted to find a proper data analysis method to eliminate the influence of the magnetic field instabilities [11, 16].

Revolution periods change due to magnetic field variations by approximately the same value for all ions, that is, the change in the magnetic field causes a drift of the overall spectrum, which can be corrected for. Since the pioneering experiments at GSI [7–9, 14], the methods for correcting the magnetic drift are being developed all the time. In the first IMS experiments, the data acquired during a short period of time (typically several minutes) were grouped together in a sub-spectrum. The accumulated statistics allowed for a least squares type analysis of the drifts between individual sub-spectra, which allowed for merging them together into a final spectrum. Afterwards, the mean revolution times and standard deviations of the peaks in the total spectrum are used to obtain the mass values and their uncertainties [7, 16]. The disadvantage of such method is that the magnetic field instabilities within the accumulation time are not taken into account. Another method is the correlation-matrix approach, which was developed at first for the Schottky mass measurements at GSI [18] and extended later also to the IMS [9]. It was applied only once on uranium fission data, where, due to the tiny secondary particle yields, the combination of several spectra together was still needed.

To overcome the disadvantage of grouping the data, the data on the mass measurements of^{78}Kr fragments performed at CSRe [11, 12] were analysed in another way: The drifts due to magnetic field instabilities were corrected between individual measurements, where the instabilities within the measurement time (200 μs) can safely be neglected. Seven ions, which have the highest counting statistics, were chosen as references. The revolution periods for the reference ions were set to the same value in all measurements where these ions were present, which combined together form a sub-spectrum for this reference ion. The disadvantage of this method is clearly the increase of the revolution period spreads due to the artificial setting of the spread for the reference ion to zero. Furthermore, the measurements not containing reference ions were not considered in the analysis. Nevertheless, a much higher resolving power could be achieved with this method as compared to an uncorrected spectrum. However, this method may not be suitable for experiments in which no suitable reference ions are expected, e.g., for mass measurements of very neutron-rich nuclei.

In this work, a new method, taking into account the drifts between individual measurements, is proposed to accurately deduce the revolution periods of the stored ions and their standard deviations.

2. Data analysis method

A typical IMS experiment lasts for several days or weeks. The revolution periods of several tens of ions can be determined in several ten thousands of measurements. Each individual measurement contains around ten simultaneously stored ions and takes merely 200 μs. Within such short period of time, the magnetic fields can be regarded as being constant. This is an important starting point in our analysis and discussions. The experimental details, ion identification, and extraction of the revolution periods from acquired timing information on the circulating ions can be found in Refs. [11, 16].

Let us define the revolution periods of the i-th ion species (i = 1,2,3,··· ,N_s, with N_s being the total number of different ion species) in the j-th measurement ( j = 1,2,3,··· ,N_m, with N_m being the total number of measurements) as T_{i, j}. The magnetic fields of the storage ring vary slowly in time around a central mean value B_0. The variation of the magnetic field in the j-th measurement with respect to B_0 is δ B_j = B_j − B_0. The T_{i, j} data in this measurement can be written as:

T_{i, j} = T^0_{i, j} − ΔT_j, (2)

where T^0_{i, j} are the revolution periods in the absence of magnetic field variations and ΔT_j is the drift due to δ B_j.

The T^0_{i, j} follow the normal distribution, N(μ_{Ti} ,σ^2_{Ti} ) with expectation mean values μ_{Ti} and their standard deviations σ_{Ti} . Here, the σ_{Ti} include all the other uncertainty factors of the measurements except for the instabilities of magnetic fields. In real measurements, due to the isochronicity conditions, the σ_{Ti} depend on μ_{Ti} . The goal of the following analysis procedure is to determine the μ_{Ti} and σ_{Ti} for all ion species (i = 1,2,3,··· ,N_s), which can then be used for the mass determination. Details of the mathematical derivations can be found in Ref. [17].

Here it is worth noting, that T^0_{i, j} and ΔT_j are independent variables and they vary randomly in the long-time measurements around μ_{Ti} and 0, respectively. In an ideal case when ΔB_j = 0 ( j = 1,2,3,··· ,N_m), all ΔT_j = 0 and the measured mean revolution periods T_i = ⟨T_{i, j}⟩ should approach μ_{Ti} with experimental standard deviations s_{Ti} approaching σ_{Ti} . For several ten thousands of measurements the fluctuations of the magnetic fields around B_0 average out and one can write:

T_i = ⟨T_{i, j}⟩ = ⟨T^0_{i, j}⟩ → μ_{Ti} , (3)

However, the standard deviations include the contribution due to magnetic field fluctuations, σ_B:

s^2_{Ti} → σ^2_{Ti} + σ^2_B. (4)

Let us assume that all the N_s ions are present in each measurement j. If the μ_{Ti} and σ_{Ti} are known, then we can reconstruct a new variable T^′_{i, j}, which can be calculated directly from experimental data, through a linear transformation of the variable T_{i, j}, i.e.,

T^′_{i, j} = T_{i, j} −

N_s

∑_{i=1}^1_{σ 2Ti}^{(T}i, j^{− μ}Ti^{)/ Ns}∑_{i=1}^1_{σ 2Ti} (i = 1,2,3,··· ,N_s, j = 1,2,3,··· ,N_m). (5)

In case of the N_s → ∞, the standard deviations of T^′_i distributions should approach σ_{Ti} . However, since the number of ion species, N_s, is finite, the standard deviations s_T ′_i of the resulting distributions T^′_i are smaller than σ_{Ti} . In other words, the distributions T^′_i are “overcorrected”. For more details see Ref. [17].

Using Eq. (2) and given the fact that ΔT_j is a constant for all the ion species in the j−th measurement, it can be shown that T^′_{i, j} are related to T^0_{i, j} as:

T^′_{i, j} = T^0_{i, j} −

N_s

∑_{i=1}^1_σ 2_{Ti}^{(T 0}i, j^{− μ}Ti^{)/ Ns}∑_{i=1}^1_σ 2_{Ti}^{= T 0}i, j^{− δ T}j (i = 1,2,3,··· ,N_s, j = 1,2,3,··· ,N_m). (6) where δ T_j is the term accounting for the “overcorrection” of the T^′_i distributions. The variance of the δ T_j values is given by:

V (δ T_j) = 1/

N_s

∑_{i=1}^1_σ 2_{Ti}^{, (7)}

which approaches 0 when N_s → ∞.

Under the condition that T^′_{i, j} and δ T_j are independent variables one can write:

T^′_i = ⟨T^′_{i, j}⟩ = T_i = ⟨T_{i, j}⟩ = ⟨T^0_{i, j}⟩ = μ_{Ti} (i = 1,2,3,··· ,N_s), (8) and σ^2_{Ti} = s^2_T ′_i +V(δ T_j) (i = 1,2,3,··· ,N_s). (9)

As seen in Eq. (9), s_T ′_i ≠ σ_{Ti} , which may cause extra systematic errors: In an ideal case when all δ B_j = 0 and assuming all σ_{Ti} = σ_T = const, all T^′_i = T_i but σ^2_T = s^2_{T ′i} + σ^2_T /N_s. This means that the uncertainties are overestimated by σ^2_T /N_s.

For realistic magnitudes of δ B_j in the CSRe experiments, V (δ T_j) << σ^2_B, and the new method results in a significant improvement of the resolving power.

To find the unknown μ_{Ti} and σ_{Ti} in a real data analysis, the Eqs. (5)-(9) are solved iteratively. The important starting step is to provide externally an initial reference set of μ^∗_{Ti} and σ^∗_{Ti} . For this purpose, simulated values of the revolution periods [7, 11, 19] or the ones obtained from the raw experimental data (see Eqs. (3) and (4)) can be used.

The second step is to calculate the T^′_{i, j} values for all ions present in all individual measurements. This can be done with Eq. (5) by substituting μ_{Ti} and σ_{Ti} in Eq. (5) with μ^∗_{Ti} and σ^∗_{Ti} . From the set of T^′_{i, j} values, one can calculate the mean revolution periods, T^′_i , and the corresponding standard deviations, s_T ′_i [17]:

T^′_i = μ^′_{Ti} =

∑_j T^′_{i, j} M_i

, s^2_T ′_i =

∑_j(T^′_{i, j} − μ^′_{Ti} )^2

M_i − 1 (i = 1,2,3,··· ,N_s), (10)

where M_i is the number of occurrences of the i-th ion species in all N_m measurements. We note, that the calculated s^2_{T ′i} values with Eq. (10) are different from those calculated with Eq. (9). They would be the same if the initial parameters μ^∗_{Ti} and σ^∗_{Ti} are exactly equal to μ_{Ti} and σ_{Ti} , respectively.

Therefore, in the next step, the results of Eq. (10) are used as the new μ^∗_{Ti} = T^′_i and σ^{∗2}_{Ti} = s^2_{T ′i} +V (δ T_j). This procedure is performed until the convergence is reached. Thus the last μ^∗_{Ti} and σ^{∗2}_{Ti} values correspond to the best approximation, as allowed by the statistics in a particular experiment, of the expected μ_{Ti} and σ_{Ti} which can be used for the mass determination.

In reality the statistics is finite and the number of species in each measurement is not equal to N_s. For example, three different ions of species A, B, C are present in the first measurement while the species C, D, E, F are stored in a subsequent measurement. Furthermore all different ions appear randomly in different measurements, and finally they have different statistics dependent, e.g., on the production cross-section, transmission efficiency, etc. Therefore, V (δ T_j) = 1/∑^k_{i=1} 1/σ^2_{Ti} can significantly be different for measurements with significantly different number of present ion species k. The number of individual measurements N_m is several ten thousands while the average number of simultaneously stored ion species k is about 10. One can show mathematically (see Ref. [17]) that in the limit of M_i → ∞, (σ^∗_{Ti} )^2 = s^2_{T ′i} +V(δ T_j) and (σ^∗_{Ti} )^2 = s^2_{T ′i} +V_i(δ T_j) provide the same result, where V_i(δ T_j) is a value for the i-th ion species obtained by averaging of V (δ T_j) over all measurements where the i-th ion species is present (i = true):

V_i(δ T_j) =

∑_j V (δ Tj)|i=true M_i

(i = 1,2,3,··· ,N_s), (11)

Thus the σ^{∗2}_{Ti} = s^2_{T ′i} +V_i(δ T_j) were used in the iteration procedure above.

Figure 1: (Colour online) The convergence of μ^′_{Ti} values for several example ions versus the iteration number.

3. Application of the method to real experimental data

The data analysis method was applied to the IMS experimental data obtained at the CSRe and results of which were published in Ref. [20]. By using the new method, the re-determined mass values are consistent with the previously published results, and for some nuclei at isochronous region the mass precision is higher than previous one. Furthermore, since the initial μ^∗_{Ti} and σ^∗_{Ti} sets can be provided from an external simulated spectrum, the new method can be an excellent on-line tool to provide a quick response on the experimental conditions such as, e.g., whether the Bρ setting of the ring is tuned correctly to achieve the "good" isochronous conditions for the nuclides of interest. To illustrate the feasibility and reliability of the method, we present the newly-obtained results from the experiment aiming at mass measurements of^{58}Ni projectile fragments. The experimental details are reported in Refs. [16, 20].

In this experiment, a total number N_m = 15549 of measurements including 195 869 ions of N_s = 131 ion species were acquired. Magnetic fields were constantly monitored through Hall-probe measurements. In the original data analysis [16, 20], the regions of the nearly constant magnetic fields were identified and the corresponding measurements were combined together in sub-spectra. The sub-spectra were then merged together by finding the best possible overlap between them forming the final revolution time spectrum. The particle identification was realized by comparing this final spectrum with a simulated one.

In our analysis, we considered all unambiguously identified ions. For the initial μ^∗_{Ti} and σ^∗_{Ti} sets we employed the simulated T_i and σ_i for each ion species. It is clear that in the first few iterations the μ^∗_{Ti} and σ^∗_{Ti} (i = 1,2,3,··· ,N_s) values deviate significantly from the initial ones. The convergence is reached within a few tens of iterations.

Figure 1 presents the convergence of μ^∗_{Ti} on the example of several ionic species with different mean T_i. The latter were chosen to illustrate the convergence in the "good" isochronous region as well as far away from it. We observe nearly exponential convergence of the μ^∗_{Ti} values versus the iteration number.

Figure 2 shows the convergence of the σ^∗_{Ti} values. In contrast to μ^∗_{Ti} values, the convergence of σ^∗_{Ti} values is rather slow. Typically, a few tens of iterations are sufficient to achieve the variation between subsequent iterations of less than 10^{−3} ps for both μ^∗_{Ti} and σ^∗_{Ti} (i = 1,2,3,··· , N_s). The final values are considered to be the “true” μ_{Ti} and σ_{Ti} .

Figure 3 provides a comparison of the obtained “true” σ_{Ti} values to those taken from Refs. [16, 20] for the same ion species. As expected, in the “good” isochronous region, the new σ_{Ti} values are smaller than those from Refs. [16, 20]. This result is easy to understand since the additional uncertainty σ_B is to a large extend (or even completely) removed in our new data analysis. Obviously this leads to a higher precision mass determination in this region.

The original aim in the experiment was to set the “good” isochronous region on the^{47}Mn ions. However, Figure 3 shows that the best isochronous condition (|γ − γ_t | = min) are fulfilled for^{41}Ti ions, and that the σ_T for^{47}Mn ions is about twice of that for^{41}Ti ions. This mismatch translates into a significant increase of statistics, and accordingly the beam time duration, which has to be accumulated for^{47}Mn ions to achieve the aimed mass uncertainties. This

Figure 2: (Colour online) The convergence of the standard deviations σ^∗_{Ti} for several example nuclides versus the iteration number. The initial values of the standard deviations were set equal for all ions.

Figure 3: (Colour online) The comparison of the standard deviations obtained in this work (red or green filled squares) and in Refs. [16, 20] (black filled circles). A range of revolution periods of 608 ns ≤ t ≤ 620 ns is considered. Nucleus with masses unknown according to the AME’11 evaluation [21] are labelled with the corresponding identification.

Figure 4: (Colour online) Comparison of the masses obtained in Refs. [16, 20] (black filled circles) and in this work (red filed squares). As a reference, the mass excess values from the AME’12 evaluation [22] are used. Note that, the precision of the obtained mass values is improved for all considered nuclides except for^{55}Cu. The latter is mainly due to very scarce counting statistics for this nuclide.

Table 1: The mass values for T_z = −3/2 nuclides obtained in this work. The columns list from left to right: the nuclide, the number of identified ions M_i, ME values from Refs. [16, 20], ME values obtained in this work, and the difference of these mass excess results ΔME.

Nuclide Counts ME [16, 20] ME (this work) ΔME (keV) (keV) (keV) 41Ti 76 −15698(28) −15711(15) −13(28) 43V 42 −17916(43) −17880(23) 36(43) 47Mn 119 −22566(32) −22553(28) 13(32) 49Fe 335 −24751(24) −24714(22) 37(24) 53Ni 647 −29631(25) −29625(24) 6(25) 55Cu 19 −31635(156) −31781(193) −146(193)

proves that the present method can be valuable as the on-line monitoring tool for checking the correctness of the isochronous setting of the ring. By going to more exotic nuclides with lower production yields, the on-line control of the ring settings will become more and more important. We emphasise that the method can be applied to any IMS data irrespective of the storage ring facility where the data are acquired.

Finally, we used the new μ^∗_{Ti} and σ^∗_{Ti} values deduced from the present analysis to re-determine the masses of interest. We used the same reference ions for the calibration as well as the fitting procedure as in Refs. [16, 20]. The re-determined mass excess values and their uncertainties are given in Table. 1. A comparison of the re-determined values with the ones from Refs. [16, 20] is illustrated in Figure 4. All data points agree within 1σ confidence level. However, a significant improvement of the precision for the masses of^{41}Ti and^{43}V is achieved. The mass resolving power of^{41}Ti is calculated to be R = m/Δm ≈ 310000 (sigma) which is increased by a factor of ∼ 1.7 compared to the previously published one.

4. Summary

The magnetic field instabilities cause a serious deterioration of the mass resolving power in isochronous mass measurements in storage rings, which in turn reduces the achievable precision of the measured mass values. The instabilities are slow and seen as an extra broadening of the revolution period peaks in the measured spectra. However, the magnetic fields of the ring can be regarded as being constant during a short time required to perform individual measurements of revolution periods of stored ions. This time is merely ∼ 200 μs. The measurements are associated with individual injections of new ions into the ring which are done every few seconds. The instabilities of magnetic fields cause a shift of the entire revolution period spectrum between such individual measurements. With a new method, the overall data obtained in the experiment are used to determine these shifts and thus cancel the influence of the magnetic field instabilities.

The mean values and the standard deviations, including the contribution due to unstable magnetic fields, of the measured revolution periods are connected via a set of equations. In our method this set of equations is solved iteratively providing the mean revolution periods and the standard deviations without the latter contribution. These values are then used for the mass determination in a standard way.

The new method has been applied to previously published data from an experiment performed at the CSRe. The results for six T_z = −3/2 nuclides are in excellent agreement to the previously published data. However, the mass precision was significantly improved for the ions of interest lying close to the “good” isochronous region at γ ∼ γ_t . Furthermore, the method enables a quick and reliable verification of the isochronous ion-optical setting of the ring.

The present method is based on three assumptions: (1) the revolution periods for each stored ion should, at least approximately, be normally distributed; (2) At least, two ions should be stored simultaneously in each individual measurement; and (3) More than three different ion species should randomly occur in various measurements. These requirements are usually satisfied in all IMS experiments at different storage rings, therefore this method is suitable in principle for most of isochronous mass measurements, or even for similar data analyses in other types of experiments.

Acknowledgments

This work is supported in part by the 973 Program of China (No. 2013CB834401), the NSFC (Grants No. 11035007, U1232208, and 11205205), the Chinese Academy of Sciences, and BMBF grant in the framework of the Internationale Zusammenarbeit in Bildung und Forschung (Projekt-Nr. 01DO12012), the External Cooperation Program of the Chinese Academy of Sciences (Grant No. GJHZ1305), and the Helmholtz-CAS Joint Research Group (Group No. HCJRG-108). Y.A.L is supported by CAS visiting professorship for senior international scientists (Grant No. 2009J2-23). K.B. and Y.A.L. acknowledge support by the Nuclear Astrophysics Virtual Institute (NAVI) of the Helmholtz Association and thank ESF for support within the EuroGENESIS program. T.Y. acknowledges support by The Mitsubishi Foundation.

References

References

[1] K. Blaum, Phys. Rep. 425, 1 (2006).

[2] D. Lunney, et al. Rev. Mod. Phys. 75, 1021 (2003).

[3] H. Grawe, K. Langanke, and G. Martínez-Pinedo, Rep. Prog. Phys. 70, 1525 (2007). [4] K. Blaum, Yu.A. Litvinov (Eds.), “100 Years of Mass Spectrometry”, Int. J. Mass Spectr. 349-350 (2013). [5] Yu. A. Litvinov, et al., Nucl. Instr. Meth. B 317, 603 (2013). [6] F. Bosch, et al., Prog. Part. Nucl. Phys. 73, 84 (2013). [7] M. Hausmann, et al., Hyperfine Interactions 132, 291 (2001). [8] J. Stadlmann, et al., Phys. Lett. B 586, 27 (2004). [9] B. H. Sun, et al., Nucl. Phys. A 812, 1 (2008).

[10] B. Franzke, H. Geissel and G. Münzenberg, Mass Spec. Rev. 27, 428 (2008). [11] X. L. Tu, et al., Nucl. Instr. Meth. A 654, 213 (2011). [12] H. S. Xu, et al., Int. J. Mass Spectrom 349-350, 162 (2013). [13] B. H. Sun, et al., Phys. Lett. B 688, 294 (2010). [14] M. Hausmann, et al., Nucl. Instr. Meth. A 446, 569 (2000). [15] Y. Yamaguchi, et al., Nucl. Instr. Meth. B 629, 317 (2013). [16] Y. H. Zhang, et al., Phys. Rev. Lett. 109, 102501 (2012).

[17] P. Shuai, Doctoral Thesis, University of Science and Technology of China, Hefei (2014). [18] T. Radon, et al., Nucl. Phys. A 677, 75 (2000). [19] Yu. A. Litvinov, et al., Nucl. Phys. A 756, 3 (2005). [20] X. L. Yan, et al., Astrop. J. Letters 766, L8 (2013). [21] G. Audi, et al., http://amdc.in2p3.fr/masstables/Ame2011int/file.html [22] M. Wang et al., Chin. Phys. C 36, 1603 (2012).