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Fluids under extreme confinement exhibit distinctly new properties compared to their bulk 

analogs1–5. Understanding the structure and intermolecular bonding of confined water lays 

the foundation for creating and improving applications at the water-energy nexus6–8. 

However, probing confined water experimentally at the length scale of intermolecular and 

surface forces has remained a challenge. Here, we report a combined experiment/theory 

framework to reveal changes in H-bonding environment and the underlying molecular 

structure of confined water inside individual carbon nanotubes. H-bonding is directly 

probed through the O-H stretch frequency with vibrational electron energy-loss 

spectroscopy and compared to spectra from molecular-dynamics simulations based on 

density-functional-theory. Experimental spectra show that water in larger carbon nanotubes 

exhibit the bonded O-H vibrations of bulk water, but at smaller diameters, the frequency 

blueshifts to near the ‘free’ O-H stretch found in water vapor and hydrophobic surfaces. The 

matching simulations reveal that, in addition to steric confinement, the tube’s vibrations play 

a key role in breaking up the H-bond network, resulting in an orientationally-dispersed, non-

H-bonded phase. Furthermore, the temperature-dependence of the vibrations is 

investigated, providing insights into phase transitions and the confined-water density. This 

http://energy.gov/downloads/doe-public-access-plan).
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research demonstrates the potential of the experiment/theory framework to explore 

unprecedented aspects of structure and bonding in confined fluids.  

 

Introduction 

Exotic behaviors in fluids emerge when they are under extreme confinement in nanoscale 

channels, cavities and porous media, whose length scales match the fundamental range of 

intermolecular and surface forces. Carbon nanotubes (CNTs) with atomically smooth inner 

surfaces and diameters in the range of 1-2 nm, resemble biological water channels, and give rise 

to significant enhancement of water transport, orders of magnitude faster than that in bulk1–5.  The 

anomalous behaviors rely on the structure of water confined water, which can be characterized by 

the hydrogen-bond (H-bond) network - a subtle interplay of localized bonding and long-range 

interactions, where the varied H-bond networks give rise to diverse phases of water layers at 

surfaces and interfaces9–11. Deeper understanding of the complex structure of water in CNTs and 

the interactions of confined fluids with their bounding surfaces would facilitate new technologies 

at the water-energy nexus6–8.  

 

Experimental examinations of the structure of water in CNTs has mostly been conducted with 

macroscopic optical and beam-line techniques on ensembles of CNTs with non-uniform 

diameters12–18. Even in experiments that leverage sparsity to isolate CNTs from one another19, the 

limited cross-section of the macroscopic beam with a single tube prevents direct analysis of water 

within. Transmission electron microscopy has been used to examine individual CNTs at high 

spatial resolution20. However, given the mobile nature of liquid water and light atomic weight of 

H, directly imaging the H-bond network using electron microscopy is a major challenge. 

 

As a result, molecular-dynamics (MD) simulations have been the primary method to access the 

atomic-scale structure and H-bond network information of water inside individual CNTs. The 

predicted structures demonstrate a strong dependence on the inner diameter; ranging from bulk-

like water in large-diameter CNTs (d>2 nm) to ordered ‘ice-tubes’ or disordered tubular structures 

in medium-diameter CNTs (d~1-2 nm) to one-dimensional chains in small-diameter CNTs (d<1 

nm) 12,15,21–30. Both classical21 and density functional theory (DFT)-based26 MD found that, in 

medium-diameter CNTs, water features vibrational modes at ~420 meV (‘bonded’ O-H stretch as 

in bulk water) and ~460 meV (‘free’ O-H stretch as found in water vapor31 and at hydrophobic 

interfaces9), where the primary difference between the two stretch modes is whether the H atom is 

bonded to a neighboring water molecule’s O atom. Early MD simulations in 2000, based on 

classical potentials32, led to the conclusion that the confinement drove the structural changes and 

that the CNT vibrations have minimal effects, leading to a large fraction of subsequent simulations 

employing rigid CNTs. While flexible CNTs have been more utilized in recent years, the focus on 

CNT vibrations has mainly been on their influence on transport27,33–35. Possible effects of CNT 

vibrations on the confined-water H-bond network have not been addressed. Furthermore, the above 
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theoretical results have not been validated by experiments which can access the water vibrations 

of individual CNTs. 

 
A spectroscopic option that matches the length scale of individual CNTs is vibrational electron 

energy-loss spectroscopy (vEELS) in the monochromated scanning transmission electron 

microscope (STEM). VEELS can currently attain energy resolution in the range of 3-4 meV (25-

30 cm-1)36, while maintaining sub-nanometer spatial resolution37, which allows us to directly 

measure molecular vibrations38–41, including the O-H stretch of water42. Since intermolecular 

H⋯O bonds mediate the vibrational frequency of the intramolecular O-H stretch10, the O-H stretch 

frequency is a natural probe of the H-bonding environment. Here, we combine vEELS with DFT-

MD simulations to unveil the H-bonding and molecular structure of confined water. Our results 

show that the vibrational response is highly dependent on the diameter of CNTs, the vibrations of 

the CNT wall, the density of the water inside the tube, and the temperature of the system.  

 

Visualizing Water in Individual CNTs with vEELS 

A schematic of the vEELS experiments is shown in Fig. 1a. The CNTs are directly grown on SiNx 

TEM grids with arrays of 200 nm holes by chemical vapor deposition (CVD). Afterwards, grown 

tubes are cut open by focused ion beam and placed in a humidifier to allow water infiltration 

(Supplementary Fig. S1). The CNTs are sparse, millimeters long, and cross the membrane in 

parallel, making them easy to identify and isolate, as shown in Fig. 1b. STEM reference images 

are acquired with a high-angle annular dark-field (HAADF) detector, shown in Fig. 1c, enabling 

Fig. 1. Visualization of water confined in 

a single carbon nanotube. (a) Schematic 

of the vibrational electron energy-loss 

spectroscopy (vEELS) experimental setup. 

(b) Low-magnification TEM image of 

nanotubes on 200 nm diameter holey SiN 

grid. Scale bar is 500 nm. (c) HAADF 

image of a CNT. Annotations denote 

representative probe position for aloof point 

spectra acquisitions, and the scanned region 

for a spectrum. Scale bar – 50 nm. (d) Aloof 

vEEL spectra of a filled CNT (top), a bulk-

water liquid cell (middle) and an empty 

CNT (bottom); the filled tube features a 

single peak at 420 meV that matches the 

peak of the bulk-water vEEL spectrum. (e-

h) vEEL spectrum images of filled and 

empty tubes from (d). Scale bars – 20 nm. 

(e,f) HAADF images of filled (e) and empty 

(f) CNTs. (g,h) Spectrum image slices 

integrating the intensity of the O-H stretch 

vibrations (between 400 and 500 meV) for 

the filled (g) and empty (h) tubes, showing 

the clear spatial signature of water confined 

inside the tube. 
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precision control of the beam for vEELS acquisitions. To minimize beam damage, we primarily 

acquire ‘aloof’ point spectra, where the beam is placed closed to the sample (~30 nm), without 

directly intersecting it, and the vibrations are probed through the evanescent interactions43. We 

also acquire spectrum images, where EEL spectra are acquired at each probe position in a 2D grid 

to create a full hyperspectral dataset, which enables the localization of the vibrations to be directly 

measured.  

 

Figure 1d shows vEEL spectra from two different nominally water-filled CNTs compared with 

vEELS recorded from a bulk liquid cell. One CNT (bottom) appears empty, with no peak in the 

O-H stretch regime. However, the other CNT (top) shows a dominant peak at 420 meV, consistent 

in both linewidth and frequency to the bulk-water O-H stretch obtained from a liquid cell. The 

match verifies the existence of water in the CNT and demonstrates the capacity of vEELS to 

directly interrogate water vibrations in a confined CNT environment. Spectrum images are also 

acquired from the CNTs from Fig. 1d. The HAADF images are shown in Fig. 1e (filled) and Fig. 

1f (empty) exhibiting no clear differences. By integrating the spectrum in each pixel between 400 

and 500 meV (the O- H stretch regime), we can see in Fig. 1g that the filled tube lights up, while 

Fig. 1h shows that the empty tube has barely any variation from the background.  

 

The Effect of Confinement and CNT Vibrations on H-Bonding 

To explore the H-bonding of water under extreme confinement, we probed the frequency of O-H 

stretch modes in water-filled CNTs with different diameters. Figure 2a compares the room 

temperature (RT) vibrational spectra of water within CNTs with inner diameters (d) of 2.3 and 1.4 

nm. TEM images of the tubes used to measure the inner diameters are shown in the Supplementary 

Fig. S2. The 2.3-nm-diameter CNT spectrum matches with the spectrum of bulk water, i.e, a single 

vibrational peak at 420 meV (3400 cm-1), while in the more confined system, namely the 1.4-nm-

diameter CNT, the vibrational peak blueshifts to ~455 meV (~3700 cm-1). This is the frequency of 

the free O-H stretch which is observed in vapor and hydrophobic surfaces/interfaces9,31. The 

domination of the vibrational response by the free O-H stretch shows that the water molecules are 

weakly or non-H-bonded, indicating the emergence of an unusual phase of confined water with an 

almost total disruption of the H-bond  network. 

 

The origin of this change in H-bonding can be revealed by comparisons with the vibrational 

densities of states (vDOS) generated by DFT-MD simulations. In Fig. 2b, we compare the vDOS 

of bulk water to that of water-filled-CNTs simulated under two conditions: one where the CNT 

wall is held rigid and one where the wall is free to vibrate during the MD run. To reduce 

computation costs, accurate DFT-MD simulations were performed for CNTs with a diameter of 

1.1 nm. Select simulations for diameters of 1.4 nm verify that the results are essentially identical, 

as shown in Supplemental Fig. S3, indicating that the 1.1 nm diameter simulations are 

representative of the medium-diameter range, d=1.1-1.4 nm.  
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The computationally predicted bulk water vDOS (Fig. 2b top) is in excellent agreement with the 

experimental vEELS of bulk water and the 2.3 nm CNT. The vDOS of the rigid CNT displays a 

sharp high-frequency peak at ~460 meV while retaining a broad peak at 420 meV (Fig. 2b middle), 

corresponding to free and bonded O-H respectively. This result is consistent with previous 

reports21,26, which found that the steric constraints of a rigid hydrophobic CNT produce a partial 

breakdown of the H-bond network that causes the emergence of the free O-H stretch. On the other 

hand, when the vibrations of the CNT walls are included, the vDOS exhibits a single broad peak 

at ~455 meV (Fig 2b bottom) in full accord with the experimental vEELS. We note that the vEELS 

energy-resolution (~8.5 meV) is demonstrably sufficient to distinguish between the two spectra 

shown in Fig. 2b (Supplemental Fig. S4).  

 

The molecular structure that corresponds to the vDOS of the vibrating CNT can now be extracted 

from the atomic positions in the MD simulations, highlighted in Figs. 2c-h. Representative 

snapshots of the MD simulations for vDOS in Fig. 2b are shown for bulk water, a rigid CNT, and 

a vibrating CNT in Figs. 2c-e, respectively. Here, intermolecular H⋯O bonds are marked with 

Figure 2. Vibrational properties and hydrogen bonding of water confined in medium diameter CNTs. (a) 

vEEL spectra from tubes with different inner diameters: 2.3 nm – top (same as Fig. 1) and 1.4 nm – bottom.  The 

larger tube exhibits the ‘bonded’ O-H stretch, i.e., the O-H⋯O stretch at 420 meV (3400 cm-1) while the smaller 

tube exhibits ‘free’ O-H stretch frequency 455 meV (3670 cm-1). (b) Calculated vibrational densities of states 

(vDOS): bulk water (top), water in a rigid-walled tube CNT (middle), and water in a vibrating-walled CNT 

(bottom). Both simulated CNTs have an inner diameter of 1.1 nm which is representative of medium diameter 

CNTs, d=1.1-1.4 nm. (c-e) DFT-MD snapshots for the bulk water (c), rigid CNT (d) and vibrating CNT (e) in 

(b). Here, the intermolecular H⋯O bonds are highlighted with black dotted lines, showing that the vibrating tube 

results in near-total elimination of H⋯O bonds. (f-g) dOO vs. θ heatmaps corresponding to the relative distances 

and orientations of water molecules throughout the simulations. Dashed line indicates region where H⋯O 

bonding occurs, corresponding to θ < 30° and dH⋯O < 2.4 Å. The quantities dOO and θ are defined as the nearest 

neighbor O distances and H-bond angles, as indicated in the schematic in the inset of (f).  All experiments and 

simulations at 300 K. 
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dark dotted lines when the H⋯O distance is less than 2.4 Å and the bond angle (as defined on the 

inset in Fig. 2f) is less than 30°32. In the rigid CNT snapshot, Fig. 2d, we can see that, while the 

H-bond network is less ubiquitous compared to bulk water (Fig 2c), a large fraction of the 

molecules are still H-bonded and many of the non-H-bonded molecules are oriented towards the 

CNT wall. However, in the vibrating CNT snapshot, Fig. 2e, there are hardly any H⋯O bonds, 

indicating a near-total disruption of the H-bond network. 

 

For better visualization, statistical heatmaps of the hydrogen bonding throughout the course of 

each MD simulation are shown in Fig. 2f-h, for bulk water, the rigid CNT, and the vibrating CNT 

respectively. To generate the heatmap, in every snapshot of the MD simulations, we identify the 

first (intramolecular) and second (intermolecular) O neighbor of every H atom and measure this 

OO distance (dOO) and the tilt angle of the H atom to this line (see the inset in Fig. 2f). The heatmap 

of bulk water has an average dOO of 2.7±0.3 Å and θ of 10°±5°. The heatmap of the rigid CNT 

shows a bimodal distribution, with a mixture of molecules with O-H in the bonded configuration, 

as in bulk water, and a group with O-H in a fundamentally different orientation, where dOO is still 

less than 3 Å but now the bond angles are also between 90° and 120°. These orientations are 

consistent with molecules oriented towards the CNT wall, as seen in the rigid-CNT snapshot in 

Fig. 2d.  In the heatmap of the vibrating CNT, on the other hand, the statistical distributions in dOO 

and θ are broad, extending well past 3 Å and populating all angles between 0° and 120°, i.e., the 

molecular orientations are relatively evenly and randomly spread throughout the angle/distance 

parameter space. The agreement between the experimental vEELS and simulated vDOS for the 

vibrating CNT suggests that the single broad peak observed at ~455 meV, along with the 

disruptions in the H-bond network observed in the MD simulations, correspond to an unusual new 

phase of water we term ‘non-H-bonded water’. Furthermore, the lack of agreement between the 

experimental vEELS and simulated vDOS for the rigid CNT demonstrates that the vibrations of 

the tube are critical to achieving this non-H-bonded phase. The vibrations further equalize the 

energy between water molecules and breaks the H bond network through water-wall interactions. 

 

MD simulations were performed for water densities ranging from 𝜌 = 0.5 to 1.5 g/cm3. They show 

that the non-H-bonded phase occurs for all densities if the CNT carbon atoms are allowed to 

vibrate, while the bimodal bonding phase occurs for all densities if the CNT is held rigid. Extensive 

tests using best-of-breed DFT functionals further confirmed the robustness of the results (see 

Methods). The complete results for vDOS, MD snapshots, and heatmaps for all densities and 

functionals, and both rigid and vibrating CNTs are shown in Supplementary Figs. S5-S12. While 

all densities produce similar results at 300 K significant variations are observed between densities 

at 100 K, which will be expanded upon in the following section. The vDOS in the above figure 

(Fig. 2b-h) shows representative results for 𝜌 = 0.5 g/cm3, which we will show exhibits the best 

spectral match to vEELS on the 1.4 nm diameter CNT at 100 K in the following section.  
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Temperature-Dependent Response of Confined Fluids  

For water under extreme confinement, subtle changes in the competition between molecule-wall 

and molecule-molecule interactions can fundamentally change the phase diagram since they are of 

comparable strengths in these systems. This competition opens many possibilities of variations in 

the H-bond network and of numerous phases of water and ice44. Here we report initial vEELS at 

100 K for the 1.4-nm-diameter and 2.3-nm-diameter CNTs that we studied at room temperature 

(Fig. 2) and select MD simulations that apply to these cases.  

 

The vEEL spectra were taken by lowering the temperature from 300 K to 100 K with a cryogenic 

STEM holder. The vEEL spectra are plotted in Fig. 3a. They show that the 1.4-nm-diameter CNT 

undergoes no significant change in peak frequency or lineshape, while the 2.3-nm-diameter CNT 

exhibits a secondary peak at 400 meV that emerges only at cryogenic temperatures. The change 

also appears to be reversible, as the vEEL spectrum acquired upon returning to room temperature 

does not exhibit the 400 meV peak (shown in Supplementary Figure S13). These observations 

Fig. 3. Vibrational response at cryogenic and room temperature in filled CNTs. (a) vEEL spectra at 300 K 

and 100 K for the 1.4-nm-diameter CNT (top) and 2.3-nm-diameter CNT (bottom). (b-d) Calculated vibrational 

densities of states (vDOS) at 300 K (top) and 100 K (bottom) for medium diameter CNTs (d=1.1 nm) with water 

densities of ρ=0.5 g/cm3 (b), 0.75 g/cm3 (c), and 1.0 g/cm3 (d), demonstrating the evolution of the vibrational 

spectrum of water in medium-diameter tubes as a function of water density. (e,f) vDOS for a mixed ice model 

composed of amorphous and crystalline regions. vDOS for amorphous region (top), total supercell (center), and 

crystalline region (bottom) in (e), supercell used for calculation with amorphous and crystalline regions marked 

in (f). 
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indicate that, for the smaller-diameter CNT, the non-H-bonded water phase from the RT 

measurements in Fig. 2 appears to persist to 100 K, while for the higher diameter CNT, water 

undergoes a partial phase transition. Similar effects have been observed in nano-droplets and 

mesoporous membranes, and the Raman spectra of filled CNTs, where reformation of the H-bond 

network is suppressed when lowering temperature for small droplet diameters and pore sizes19,45,46.  

 

For the smaller-diameter CNT, we performed MD simulations for several water densities, since it 

impacts the ratio of molecule-wall and molecule-molecule interactions and hence influence the 

temperature-dependence of the system. The vDOS for the 1.1-nm-diameter CNT is shown for three 

different water densities (0.5, 0.75, and 1.0 g/cm3) at both 300 K and 100 K in Figs 3b-d. As 

already mentioned at the end of the previous section, at 300 K, the vDOS for all three water 

densities are qualitatively quite similar, but at 100 K, the vDOS of the two higher water densities 

transform from the non-H-bonded water phase to the bimodal line-shape of water in rigid CNTs 

(see Supplementary Fig. S5). The MD snapshots and heatmaps for these densities at 100 K also 

exhibit a strong match to the 300 K rigid CNT simulations (see Supplementary Figs. S6-S7), 

indicating that structure strongly matches the mixed-bonding water phase. Conversely, for the 

lowest water density (0.5 g/cm3) at 100 K, the confined water remains in the non-H-bonded phase, 

resulting in a single-peak vDOS that agrees with the vEELS in Fig. 3a. The MD simulations 

demonstrate that the density-dependent evolution of the vibrational response reveals itself at 

cryogenic temperatures, which, in conjunction with vEELS, can potentially be a mechanism to 

measure density in confined fluids (see Supplementary Fig. S14).  

 

For the 2.3-nm-diameter CNT, we note that the emergent peak at 400 meV is consistent with the 

Ih phase of ice with tetrahedrally-coordinated molecules12 and that vEELS experiments on bulk 

amorphous ice have shown vibrations at 420 meV47. A combination of different phases of ice 

would naturally lead to the combined peaks at 400 and 420 meV as we observed here in vEELS. 

Moreover, previous predictions have indicated that different phases of ice with different average 

H-bond numbers can exist simultaneously inside layered nanotube-ice48. To visualize this effect, 

the vDOS at 100 K of a mixed ice supercell is calculated and shown in Fig. 3e, with the schematic 

of the supercell in Fig. 3f. The projected vDOS from the amorphous region (top) exhibits a broad 

peak with its maximum intensity at 420 meV while the crystalline region (bottom) exhibits a sharp 

peak at 400 meV. As a result, the total vDOS (center) features both peaks, albeit with a different 

ratio of intensities on the two peaks, demonstrating that the experiment is consistent with a 

transition to a phase of ice with a mixed and complex H-bond network.  

 

We note that in a repeat experiment, we observed a qualitatively similar, but far less pronounced, 

phase change signature in a 4.2 nm-diameter CNT.  The repeat experiment as well as additional 

discussion on the advantages and limitations of the present analysis are included in Supplementary 

Discussion 2. 
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Our results reveal how the H-bonding and structures of confined water change with the unexpected 

effects of CNT wall vibrations, along with the size-, temperature- and density-dependence, as they 

synergistically alter the competition of molecule-molecule and molecule-wall interactions. The 

powerful combination of high-energy/spatial-resolution vEELS experiments with cryo capabilities 

and DFT-MD simulations can reveal the likely organization as well as intermolecular and surface 

interactions of confined liquids, thus offering the promising prospects of new scientific advances 

in multiple disciplines.  
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Methods  

Sample Preparation: SiNx liquid cells were K-kit (Silicon-based Micro Channel Device) 

purchased from Electron Microscopy Sciences (EMS) with membrane thickness of 30 nm and gap 

height of 100 nm. The liquid cells were opened, filled with DI water, and sealed with TorrSeal 

following the instructions provided by EMS. CNTs were directly grown as described previously1 

except on holey SiNx TEM grids (500 nm or 200 nm pore (21583-10 or 21586-10 respectively, 

TED Pella) using a low gas flow variant2 of a chemical vapor deposition (CVD) method that results 

in a sparse array of gas flow-aligned ultralong CNTs3. For this work, CH4 was utilized as a carbon 

precursor and iron particles contained in 25 Series APT Carbon Nanotubes from Nano-C were 

used as catalysts.  For this, a CNT dispersion is produced as described elsewhere4, then drop cast 

onto the upstream side of the growth substrate. Substrates were placed in a tube furnace during 

growth in a manner such that the catalyst was located upstream of the holey SiNx membrane so 

that the synthesized ultralong CNTs cross the TEM grid and suspended across its windows. After 

CVD synthesis, the CNTs were then subjected to a previously introduced Focused Ion Beam (FIB) 

cutting procedure to induce CNT opening5,6. Briefly, the focused Ga+ beam of a dual beam 

FIB/scanning electron microscope (FEI Helios Nanolab 600) is used to cut the ultralong CNTs 

between the catalyst and TEM window and once beyond the same window. We use the following 

FIB patterning parameters: 9 pA, 30 kV, 100 passes, 5 μs dwell time, and 4 nm pitch. Any exposure 

of the membrane-supported CNT segments in between the two cut locations to electron or ion 

beams was carefully avoided. The CNTs were then transported and exposed to above 99% RH 

conditions in a custom-built humidity chamber (Supplementary Fig. S1a) using an ultrasonic 

humidifier as a standardized water filling process. We subsequently applied TorrSeal (Agilent 

Technologies) to the two FIB-cut regions of the sample (Supplementary Fig. S1b), again avoiding 
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the region between, as a CNT sealing method.  Distinctive, temperature dependent Raman RBM 

trajectories were observed for CNTs before and after the water filling process, as described 

elsewhere6.  

 

Transmission Electron Microscopy: TEM images were acquired on an FEI Titan 80-300 

environmental transmission electron microscope operated at 80 kV, with an aberration corrector 

for the objective lens tuned before each session. The electron dose rate during HRTEM image 

acquisitions was measured at ~300 e−/Å2/s. TEM images were analyzed using GATAN 

DigitalMicrograph and ImageJ software. 

 

Vibrational Electron Energy Loss Spectroscopy: The vibrational EELS in this manuscript is 

acquired with the Nion high energy-resolution monochroamted EELS-STEM (HERMES) located 

at Oak Ridge National Laboratory. The spectra shown here are acquired from different 

experimental sessions, operating at both 60 kV and 30 kV accelerating voltages. However, the 1.4-

nm-diameter CNT and the 2.3-nm-diameter CNT are acquired from the same sample during the 

same session (accelerating voltage 60 kV) to insure minimum experimental variance. All spectra 

acquired with a convergence angle of 30 mrad and a collection angle of 25 mrad. Energy 

resolutions for these acquisitions varied from 8-15 meV. The beam current for these experiments 

monochromation is approximately 4 pA, and while acquiring reference images to prepare spectrum 

images or point spectra, dwell times are kept extremely low to minimize sample irradiation. Due 

to the presence of the combination bands, we focus exclusively on the region between 350 meV 

and 500 meV to highlight the behavior of the O-H stretching. Bands of vibrations both below and 

above the O-H stretch are observed in the filled CNT system that are not present in the bulk-water 

liquid cell measurements or the empty CNT that we assign to combination bands, as explained in 

Supplementary Discussion 1. Also due to the presence of combination bands and the conductive 

continuum present in the spectra, a number of different background normalization methodologies 

are implied. Full details and validation of all background subtraction and quantitative 

normalization methodologies, as well as the energy resolution of each spectrum and spectrum 

image shown in this manuscript is tabulated in Supplementary Discussion 3. All experiments are 

conducted in ultrahigh vacuum which minimizes ice build up during cryo-experiments. The lack 

of ice-like peaks in the 1.4-nm-diameter CNT cryo experiment shown in Fig. 3a serves as proof 

that ice is not building up significantly during the experiments. 

 

DFT calculations: We performed density-functional-theory molecular-dynamics (DFT-MD) 

simulations for water confined in carbon nanotube (CNT) using the Vienna ab initio simulation 

package (VASP)7–9 and the projected augmented wave (PAW) method10,11. The exchange-

correlation functional for electrons was described by the generalized gradient approximation 

(GGA) in the Perdew-Burke-Ernzerhof (PBE) form12 and the Gimme D3 method was included to 

describe van der Waals (vdW) interactions13. The PBE-D3 functional has been validated as 
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showing very good performance in describing the water-water and water-CNT interactions while 

keeping a reasonable computational-resources cost14,15.     

It is known that for water, the DFT description of properties is affected by the choice of 

functional. To further assess the effects of the functional choice on our key results, we also 

calculated the vDOS and dOO/θ heatmap of water/CNT (water density 𝜌=0.5 g/cm3, CNT diameter 

1.1 nm) using two additional functionals: PBE-D4, which uses the Gimme D4 version of the van 

der Waals contribution, and TPSS-D4, which is a computationally expensive meta-GGA 

functional. The three functionals have previously been found to be the best-performing functionals 

for water/CNT systems within each functional class14,15. The calculated room-temperature vDOS 

and dOO/θ heatmaps using the three different functionals are very similar to each other, as shown 

in Supplementary Fig. S12 and S15, demonstrating the effectiveness of the PBE-D3 functional for 

our purposes. Additionally, the low-temperature (100 K) vDOS and dOO/θ heatmaps of water/CNT 

at different water densities (𝜌=0.4, 0.45, and 0.5 g/cm3) were also calculated using PBE-D3 and 

TPSS-D4 functionals (PBE-D4 always gives the same results as the PBE-D3). As shown in 

Supplemntary Fig. S15a, at 𝜌=0.5 g/cm3, the TPSS-D4-calculated vDOS exhibits two peaks, 

differing from the PBE-D3 vDOS and the cryo-vEELS. However, when the density is further 

decreased to 0.45 g/cm3 or lower (Supplementary Fig. S15b, c), the vDOS calculated by PBE-D3 

and TPSS-D4 are quite similar and consistent with the cryogenic experiment.  

The plane-wave cutoff was set as 400 eV and a Γ-centered (1×1×1) k-mesh was applied for 

all the calculations. A (8,8) single-walled CNT (diameter 1.1 nm) with length of 1.9 nm was used 

to simulate the medium-diameter CNT used in experiments, while other cases, including a (10, 10) 

single-walled CNT (diameter 1.4 nm) and a (8,8)@(13,13) double-walled CNT (outer diameter 

1.7 nm) were also studied to check the effect of CNT diameter and outer wall. The effect of the 

CNT length on the confined water VDOS was also checked and found there very little different 

between the VDOS calculated by 1.9 and 2.9 nm long CNT, as shown in Fig. S16. Periodic 

boundary conditions were applied along the axis-direction (z-direction), while a vacuum distance 

larger than 10 Å was set along the in-plane direction to separate the periodic neighbor.  

The density of water in a CNT is defined as the ratio of the mass of water molecules and the 

volume of the CNT, estimated by removing a 2-Å-wide shell from the CNT radius defined by the 

carbon nuclei. In order to control the computational costs, we used a fixed CNT length (see above) 

and controlled the water density by changing the number of molecules. Water densities of 1.5, 1.0, 

0.75 and 0.5 g/cm3 cases, were studied by including 36, 24, 18 and 12 water molecules into the 

(8,8) CNT, where the initial configurations of water molecules were random. In the case of 12 

water molecules, we tested the statistical accuracy of the number by performing simulations for 

18 molecules in a CNT that was 1.5 times longer.  

 

Then 10 ps DFT-MD simulations with time step of 0.5 fs were performed at both 300 K and 

100 K using the Nosé algorithm16,17, for both rigid-CNT and vibrating-CNT cases. The vibrational 

densities of states of the confined water were obtained through Fourier transform of the velocity 
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autocorrelation function18,19 of the H and O atoms by using VASPKIT20. The frequency and dOO/θ  

heatmap was calculated by taking two water molecules as a model, as shown schematically in 

Supplementary Fig. S7m (top panel), where only the H atom between the two O atoms was allowed 

to vibrate, while other atoms were kept fixed. 
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Supplementary Information for 

The structure of highly confined water unveiled by nanoscale 

vibrational spectroscopy and simulations 

 

Supplementary Figures 

 

 

  

Supplementary Figure S2. Sample 

preparation. TEM images of the most 

examined CNTs in the main text with large 

and medium diameters. (a) The filled large-

diameter tube from Fig. 1d-h, Fig. 2a, and 

Fig. 3a is measured to have an average inner 

diameter of ~2.3 nm. (b) The filled 

medium-diameter tube from Figs. 2a and 3a 

is measured to have an inner diameter of 

~1.4 nm. 

Supplementary Figure S1. Procedure for CNT water filling. (a) A custom-built 

humidity chamber with a microscope. (b) Optical micrograph of a holey SiNx TEM chip 

after CVD growth and FIB cutting (along green dashed lines) of CNTs (schematically 

illustrated as continuous white lines) as well as their exposure to above 99% RH conditions 

and Torr Seal application. Note that Torr Seal covers the FIB cut regions but not the holey 

SiNx membrane. 
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Supplementary Figure S3. VDOS of water confined in single-wall CNT (SWCNT) with larger diameter 

(d=1.4 nm) and double wall CNT (DWCNT). (a)-(c): VDOS of water confined in rigid- and vibrating-

SWCNT with diameter 1.4 nm at 300 K and 100 K. The VDOS of the 1.4 nm CNT for both the rigid and 

vibrating cases compare very well with the corresponding vDOS of the 1.1 nm CNT. The density of the 

confined water is 0.5 g/cm3. (d) Demonstration that a vibrating double-wall CNT behaves the same way as a 

vibrating single-wall CNT. The density of the confined water is 1.5 g/cm3. 

Supplementary Figure S4. Instrumental broadening vs. 

Spectral Linewidth. In this figure we show that our 

instrumental resolution is significantly below the 

measured linewidth of the vibrational spectra for the 

vibrational spectra shown in the large (2.3 nm) diameter 

tube and the smaller (1.4 nm) diameter tube from the main 

text figures. For the 2.3 nm tube the full-width at half-

maximum (FWHM) of the O-H stretch is 50.1 meV, while 

the FWHM of the 1.4 nm tube is 34.0 meV. For all EEL 

spectra the energy resolution can be quantified by 

measuring the FWHM of the zero-loss peak (ZLP), which 

corresponds to all electrons in the EEL that have either 

elastically scattered off the sample or not interacted with 

the sample at all. As a result, this peak represents the 

spread of electron energies in the beam with which all 

peaks are convolved with and represents the instrumental 

broadening. For both spectra the FWHM of the ZLP is 8.5 

meV, indicating that the vibrational peak width is 

dominated by the native linewidth of the peak, not 

instrumental broadening. 
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Supplementary Figure S5. 

VDOS of water/CNT (d=1.1 

nm) at different densities and 

temperatures as indicated. 

Here the VDOS are 

deconvoluted by two Gaussian 

peaks, shown in yellow and 

black colors. The centers of the 

two peaks are marked by the 

numbers. We note, here the 

two Gaussian peaks can be 

used to estimate the ratio 

between the high and low 

frequency component 

(centered at ~455 and ~420 

meV, respectively) in the 

VDOS. 
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Supplementary Figure S6. MD Snapshots from Simulations. Axial and cross-sectional snapshots of the 

MD simulations at as-labeled water densities and temperatures. In each snapshot, intermolecular H···O bonds 

are highlighted by dashed lines Here, we see that, even for the higher densities, the CNT vibrations cause 

significant disruption of the H-bond network and the formation of more ‘free’ O-H bonds. Red atoms are 

oxygen and blue atoms are hydrogen. 
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Supplementary Figure S7. Statistical heatmaps from Simulations. (a-l) doo/θ heatmaps from MD 

simulations for the as labeled water densities and temperatures (the color bars are normalized to be 

quantitatively comparable to one another). The values plotted in the heat maps are obtained from molecules 

in all the snapshots of the corresponding MD simulations. (m) Top panel shows a schematic of the nearest-

neighbor molecular structure used to define doo and θ the heatmaps in (a-l) and the O-H stretch frequency ω 

as a functional of doo and θ. Since the color map in panel m is constructed using the two-water molecule 

model, it is only qualitatively indicative of the frequencies that correspond to the heat maps in panels a-l. 
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Supplementary Figure S8. H-O-O angle θ as defined in Fig. S7m. θ distribution histogram of water confined 

in CNT (d=1.1 nm) for all the densities and temperatures presented in the main text and SI. 
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Supplementary Figure S9. Oxygen-oxygen dO-O. dO-O distribution histogram of water confined in CNT 

(d=1.1 nm) for all the densities and temperatures presented in the main text and SI. 
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Supplementary Figure S10. O-H bond lengths. dH-O1st distribution histogram of water confined in CNT 

(d=1.1 nm) for all the densities and temperatures presented in the main text and SI. Here, O1st represents the 

oxygen atom closest to the H atom, as in the oxygen atom on the same molecule as the H-atom. These are 

the intramolecular O-H bonds. These calculations critically show while there is some change in the variation 

of the O-H bond length as a function of tube vibration the average length remains unchanged (~0.98 Å). 

Supplementary Figure S11. H-O bond lengths. dH-O2nd distribution histogram of water confined in CNT 

(d=1.1 nm) for all the densities and temperatures presented in the main text. Here, O2nd represents the second 

closest oxygen atom to the H atom, as in the oxygen atom on the nearest neighbor molecule. These are the 

intermolecular O-H bonds. These simulations show the same split between bimodal and singular 

distributions due to disordering induced by the CNT vibrations as the heat maps in the main text. 
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  Supplementary Figure S12. Room temperature VDOS and doo/θ map of water confined in 

rigid/vibrating-CNT (diameter 1.1 nm) calculated using different functionals. The density of the 

confined water is 0.5 g/cm3 in all the cases. The calculated VDOS and heat map using three different 

functionals are quite similar to each other, demonstrating the choice of functionals has minimal effects on 

the structure and properties of the confined water. 

Supplementary Figure S13. Reversibility of the 

crystalline phase change. vEELS on the 2.3-nm-

diameter CNT for a full cryo-cycle, meaning 

measurements at 300 K, 100 K, then back to 300 

K, showing the emergence and disappearance of 

a ice-like peak at 400 meV. 
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Supplementary Figure S14. Density-dependent evolution of the cryogenic vibrational spectrum. 

vDOS at 100 K for three different water densities showing that  = 0.5 g/cm3 is the critical water density 

for which a single peak is observed in the vibrational DOS (indicating that the non-H-bonded water phase 

persists) at 100 K. These differences show that small differences in the density (~0.05 g/cm3) can 

significantly impact the resulting vibrational response. 

Supplementary Figure S15. Low temperature (100 K) VDOS and doo/θ map of water confined in 

vibrating-CNT (diameter 1.1 nm) calculated using different functionals. The densities of the confined 

water are 0.5, 0.45 and 0.4 g/cm3 for the three cases. The 100 K VDOS calculated by PBE-D3 and TPSS-

D4 differ from each other when ρ=0.5 g/cm3, but consistent with each other when the density further 

deceases. 
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Supplementary Discussion 1: Additional Peaks Outside of the O-H Stretch Regime 

As stated in the main text, there are more 

peaks in the measured vibrational spectra 

aside from just the O-H stretching modes. 

We assign these peaks as combination bands 

as other IR absorption spectroscopy 

techniques, as well as other vEELS 

experiments on ice have reported peaks in 

these regimes1,2. In the main text, we focus 

exclusively on the O-H stretch regime 

between 370-500 meV due to the presence of 

these additional bands. We have not 

rigorously determined the  origin of these 

bands, but believe the response is largely 

consistent with combination 

bands/overtones. Here, we present additional 

discussion on these vibrational peaks.  

In Figure S16, we show the three spectra 

from the main text Figure 1 from a filled 

CNT (Top), an empty CNT (Middle), and the 

bulk liquid cell (Bottom). The vast difference 

between the filled tube and the empty tube is 

even more dramatic in the full range picture, 

with the empty tube showing absolutely no 

sharp features, and only a broad sloping 

continuum that is present in any 

amorphous/conductive material 

corresponding to low-energy electronic 

transitions.  We also note that the empty 

CNT and the filled CNT are from the same 

sample, and hence prepared under identical 

conditions. This serves as a strong piece of 

evidence that the main 420 meV peak 

discussed in the main text, and the other 

bands are both originating from the water. 

The tube filling rate is not predicted to be 

100%, so one being full and the other being 

empty is a highly likely scenario, and perhaps 

no other physical scenario could result in such a dramatic difference between the vibrational 

spectra.  

In the comparison to bulk water in Fig. S16, the bonded O-H stretch matches well, but these 

other features do not. Analyzing bulk water is much more straightforward since larger scale 

volumes of water can be confined in liquid cells. Our comparison is done on a bulk liquid cell 

with a macroscopic volume of water confined between two SiN windows. Due to the dirty nature 

of the sample preparation, and our inability to perform standard contamination mitigation 

protocols (such as baking and plasma cleaning), a large amount of hydrocarbons accumulate 

Supplementary Figure S16. Full vibrational 

spectrum of Filled CNT, Empty CNT, and Bulk 

Water. Here we show the full vibrational response 

of all three spectra shown in the main text of Figure 

1. In each we show the spectrum in log-scale and in 

the inset we show the SiN/G-Band vibrations of the 

substrate/CNT. (Top) filled CNT, (Middle) Empty 

CNT, (Bottom) bulk liquid cell. 
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under the beam during acquisition. As a result, for the liquid cells we see two peaks, at 420 meV 

and 365 meV which are consistent with the O-H and C-H stretches respectively.  

In bulk water, we see no other peaks anywhere in the bulk water spectrum other than the C-H 

and O-H stretches, which is consistent with our previous work on the vibrational spectroscopy of 

water in graphene/h-BN liquid cells3. While this does not directly connect the additional peaks to 

combination bands, it directly connects the changed nature of the vibrational response to the 

confinement induced by the nanotube. Moreover, it shows that even in the case of a larger CNT 

diameter where the water shows the ‘bonded’ O-H stretch frequency of 420 meV, the vibrations 

in the water are still fundamentally different from those found bulk water. These peaks are in the 

spectral regime consistent with combination bands and potentially overtones of lower-frequency 

vibrations potentially indicating that the confinement of the CNT could increase the cross-section 

of these second order effects. However, this remains an open question that requires further 

validation and future study to understand better. 

Supplementary Discussion 2: Repeatability of Temperature-Dependence Experiments 

In the main text we present two cryogenic experiments, one for the 1.4 nm diameter tube and one 

for the 2.3-nm-diameter tube. We further go on to examine the reversibility of the phase 

transition in the 2.3-nm-dimater CNT in Figure S12. Each is summarized with two spectra, and 

more experiments were conducted to verify the repeatability of these measurements. Given the 

low filling rate of the CNTs, and a natural variance of the inner diameter of the tubes, finding 

filled tubes with similar diameters is challenging. Nevertheless, we managed to repeatedly 

observe both the 455 meV and the 420 meV peak phenomena on multiple independent tubes. We 

additionally take advantage of the length of the tubes (mm scale) to examine different parts of 

the same tubes. We report our observation as an initial experiment demonstrating the potential of 

vEELS (and especially cryo vEELS) and expect future development of new platforms for 

confined fluids will help obtain more robust analyses. A summary of our additional experiments 

is shown in Figure S17.  

Supplementary Figure S17. Repeatability of phase change signatures in large diameter CNTs. 

(a) Comparison of the room temperature (300 K) and cryogenic (100 K) spectra for the CNT 

shown in the main text and the other cryo experiment. (b) Difference spectra of the 300 K and 

100 K spectra for each CNT. (c) shows other measurements on the 2.3 nm CNT. The top (blue) 

spectra shows a cryo measurement conducted many microns away from the original position 

of the spectra and the bottom (red) spectra shows a room-temperature measurement very close 

to the original position.   
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We compare the results of the 2.3-nm-diameter CNT examined in the main text, to a larger 4.2-

nm-diameter CNT in Fig. S17a and S17 b. On first glance, the 4.2 nm CNT does not appear to 

exhibit a significant phase change, as the peak has not changed in line-shape to nearly the same 

extent as the in the lower diameter tube. However, by normalizing the spectra and taking the 

difference (300 K spectrum minus the 100 K spectrum) we can see there is a strong similarity 

between the two experiments. Both have exhibited an overall redshift at cryogenic temperatures, 

as evidenced by the dip in in intensities at around 400 meV and the increase in intensities at 455 

meV. While the distinct 400 meV feature (corresponding to Ih ice) is less pronounced in the 4.2-

nm-diamter CNT, this could easily be a factor of different phases of ice with different 

frequencies being present, or different ratios of crystalline and amorphous phases due to the 

difference in diameter. 

The other piece of evidence that the phase change in the 2.3 nm tube is genuine is obtained by 

examining a position on the same CNT under cryogenic conditions very far away from the 

original spot. Figure S17c shows such a spectrum on the top, which exhibits a clear bimodal 

distribution with peaks near the 400 meV and 420 meV observed in the main text spectra. The 

ability to go so far away from the initial position and return a spectrum so similar to the initial 

spectrum is encouraging that these peaks are genuine features of the water inside the tube.  

It is important to note, that the bottom spectrum in Fig. S17c shows a room temperature spectrum 

from the CNT extremely close to where the original room temperature spectrum from Fig. S17a 

and all the main text figures is obtained, that shows a slight peak at 400 meV. The peak is much 

lower in intensity compared to the cryogenic spectrum, and peaks at both 400 meV and 420 meV 

have been observed room temperature water through vibrational sum frequency spectroscopy4, 

all of which still indicates that the reversible phase change shown for the 2.3-nm-diameter CNT 

does correspond to crystalline ice formation. However, this observation highlights the necessity 

to discuss potential artifacts that could influence our analysis. Contamination from hydrocarbons 

and combination bands have already been discussed Supplementary Discussion 1, however, 

beam-induced irradiation is possibly the largest potential for artifacts in our system. 

We note that experiments were conducted in a mindset of limiting total exposure of the CNTs to 

the electron beam at all time, however, it is not possible to identify CNTs and align images 

without subjecting the areas to a small amount of electron dose before the initial acquisition. As 

a result radiolysis byproducts are certainly produced to some extent the electron beam interacting 

with the water5. By returning to the same positions we risk the possibility of dose directly driving 

the emergence of the 400 meV peak, and we cannot disprove this conjecture directly. However, 

in addition to the reversibility of the 400 meV peak emergence (highlighted in Fig. S13) the top 

spectrum in Fig. S17c shows the 400 meV and 420 meV peaks (both extremely pronounced) in a 

brand new area of the tube that had not been exposed to the electron beam, so we know it is not 

solely driven by beam irradiation.  

Additionally, many other effects, such as the rate of cooling, or tensioning in the nanotube, or 

impurities in the confined water, or defects in the CNT, could also influence phase changes in 

confined fluids. We believe this result to be a powerful demonstration of the potential to monitor 

phase changes using vEELS, but to conclusively link the cryogenic phase changes (or lack 

thereof) identified through vEELS to specific physical origins and mechanisms, extensive 

statistics and follow up experiments controlling these variables will be needed. More controllable 

nanofluidic platforms and cooling processes that can be integrated with the vEELS workflow 

would be very helpful in future studies of phase transitions in fluids. 
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Supplementary Discussion 3: Data Processing of EEL Spectra 

Figure 1 Spectrum Image Slices: In Figure 1, we compare 100 meV wide slices from two 

different spectrum-images to demonstrate the strength of the O-H vibrations in the filled tubes. 

For the filled CNT in Fig. 1 a 181 x 75 pixel spectrum-image was acquired with a 20 ms dwell 

time, for the empty tube a 151 x 78 pixel spectrum image was acquired with a 10 ms dwell time. 

In order to normalize, we use the maximum intensity of the ZLP in the pixel furthest away from 

the CNT, and find that the empty tube dataset had a total current a factor of 3.12 times less than 

the filled tube current. For the ‘counts’ reported in Main Text Fig. 1 for the empty tube we have 

multiplied the total counts in the empty tube slice by this factor of 3.12 to make it directly 

comparable to the filled tube slice, the filled tube slice intensity is as acquired. The spectra are 

not background subtracted to make sure the difficulties described in the following section do not 

influence the slices.  

Additionally, due to our desire to minimize total beam-exposure on the CNTs between exposure, 

final preparations for the EELS acquisitions are done on a region of the sample a micron or two 

away from the CNT, then the stage is moved to get the CNT in range. As a result, a significant 

amount of drift is present in the spectrum-images. We assume the drift to be isotropic, fit the 

CNT positions as a function of the SI and then correct it using a linear fit. As a result, we have to 

cut out the areas of the dataset that are not aligned well between the top and bottom, and also cut 

out areas influenced by the SiN grid. The slices shown in the main text a fractional 120 x 36 

pixel aligned region for both datasets. 

The point spectra in Fig. 1d had energy resolutions of 8.5 meV for both CNTs, and for the bulk 

liquid cell. The spectrum images had energy resolutions of 9.5 meV for the filled CNT dataset, 

and 8.5 for the empty CNT dataset. 

Background Subtraction for Spectra: All excitations in EELS are convolved with a background 

signal. For low-loss the excitations are convolved with the tail of the ZLP, and for core-loss they 

are convolved with the bulk plasmon tail. As a result, background subtraction is commonly 

employed to isolate the signal from the background. In core-loss EELS this is conventionally 

done with a power law, however, it has been demonstrated that in the low-loss region the ZLP 

tail is often better fit with more complex functions6,7. Here, due to the combination bands 

discussed in Supplementary Discussion 1, fitting is challenging as strong peaks are in the regions 

directly before and after the ideal fitting regime, necessitating the use of one of these advanced 

fitting routines. 

 
Supplementary Figure S18. Background Subtraction in vEELS. (a) A vEEL spectrum with the fit 

regions for a two-region, third-order exponential fit, and the resulting background. (b) Comparison 

of the background subtracted data and the actual peak. 

We use the two-region, third-order exponential fit described in Ref. 6, which possesses the form 

𝐼(𝐸) = 𝑒𝑎𝑥
3+𝑏𝑥2+𝑐𝑥+𝑑. The fitting regions are taken to be in regions on the tail or after the peak 
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of the combination band on the low-energy side of the O-H stretch regime (400-460) and before 

the onset of the next combination band on the high-energy side of the regime. An example of the 

fitting for the spectrum shown in Fig. S16 is shown in Fig. S18.  

Figure S18a shows how the background fitting actual works. It is important to note that this 

background is not physical, it can clearly be seen that the pre-peak fitting region overlaps the 

preceding combination band. Moreover, the background level before the O-H stretch peak is not 

consistent with the background intensity after the peak. An example of how consistent 

background intensity would look is shown by fitting a power law in the pre-peak fitting region. 

The ZLP tail in this region follows this general line shape (continuous exponential decrease), the 

s-shape of the exponential fit is not a phenomenon that can originate directly from the elastic 

scattering intensity. We use this background subtraction method as a means of isolating the O-H 

stretch peak, which despite the non-physical nature of the background applied, does an excellent 

job of capturing the line-shape and frequency of the peak, as can be seen in the comparison 

between the raw data and the background subtracted peak shown in Fig. S18b.  
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This study explores the dynamics of charge transport within a cryogenic P-type Ge particle
detector, fabricated from a crystal cultivated at the University of South Dakota (USD). By subjecting
the detector to cryogenic temperatures and an Am-241 source, we observe evolving charge dynamics
and the emergence of cluster dipole states, leading to the impact ionization process at 40 mK. Our
analysis focuses on crucial parameters: the zero-field cross-section of cluster dipole states and the
binding energy of these states. For the Ge detector in our investigation, the zero-field cross-section
of cluster dipole states is determined to be 8.45 × 10–11 ± 4.22 × 10–12 cm2. Examination of the
binding energy associated with cluster dipole states, formed by charge trapping onto dipole states
during the freeze-out process, reveals a value of 0.034±0.0017 meV. These findings shed light on the
intricate charge states influenced by the interplay of temperature and electric field, with potential
implications for the sensitivity in detecting low-mass dark matter.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recent astronomical investigations consistently high-
light the pivotal role of dark matter (DM) in the cos-
mos, characterized by its non-luminous and non-baryonic
nature, constituting the majority of the universe’s ma-
terial composition [1–4]. Strong evidence supports the
notion that DM influences the cosmos by creating ex-
pansive halos around galaxies, as observed in the Milky
Way [5–8]. The quest for direct evidence lies within
laboratory research, exploring potential interactions be-
tween DM particles and ordinary matter beyond gravita-
tional forces. While weakly interacting massive particles
(WIMPs) have been a focus, recent theoretical frame-
works like asymmetric DM and dark sectors prompt ex-
ploration of low-mass DM particles. Thus, the MeV-scale
particle emerges as a noteworthy candidate for low-mass
DM [9–11], yet detecting them poses challenges. The
need for detectors with exceptional sensitivity to discern
a solitary electron-hole (e-h) pair complicates matters
due to the narrow energy span involved. Overcoming
this hurdle requires leveraging modern technology and
innovative methodologies for precise and reliable capture
and quantification of these minute energy signals. The
relentless pursuit of sophisticated detectors and pioneer-
ing detection techniques continues as researchers delve
deeper into the mysteries surrounding low-mass DM [12].
These advancements hold the promise of unraveling one
of the universe’s profound enigmas, potentially bringing
us closer to understanding its intricate tapestry.

Owing to their exceptional sensitivity, germanium (Ge)
detectors have emerged as a promising avenue for ad-
dressing the challenge of low-mass DM detection, pre-
senting a compelling alternative to conventional method-

∗ Corresponding author.
Email: Dongming.Mei@usd.edu

ologies [13]. These detectors possess a distinct advan-
tage for probing low-mass DM due to their remarkable
ability to efficiently generate electron-hole pairs, each re-
quiring an average energy of 3 eV. Complementing this
characteristic is Ge’s narrow band gap of ∼0.7 eV, fur-
ther bolstering its suitability for such investigations at
millikelvin (mK) temperatures [14]. Leveraging the con-
cept of doping, it becomes possible to significantly ex-
pand the parameter space for detecting low-mass DM
using Ge detectors. By judiciously introducing impuri-
ties into the Ge matrix, particularly shallow-level impu-
rities boasting binding energies around 0.01 eV, a fasci-
nating phenomenon emerges: the creation of dipole states
and cluster dipole states in conditions below 6.5 K [15].
What distinguishes these dipole states and cluster dipole
states is their binding energy, which plunges even lower
than that of the impurities themselves [16, 17]. This in-
triguing aspect opens a pathway to potentially detecting
low-mass DM.

Yet, despite well-explored knowledge concerning the
binding energies of impurities in Ge, a conspicuous gap
remains regarding the binding energies of these dipole
states and cluster dipole states at cryogenic tempera-
tures, especially those hovering below 100 mK. When
Ge is cooled to these frigid temperatures, as experienced
in the vicinity of liquid helium, a compelling process
unfolds: the expulsion of residual impurities from its
conduction or valence bands. These expelled impurities
then find solace in localized states, giving rise to electric
dipoles (denoted as D0∗ for donors and A0∗ for accep-
tors) or neutral states (D0 and A0). These states sig-
nify excited neutral impurity configurations, tethered by
binding energies less than 10 meV. The captivating im-
plication here is the capacity of these dipole states to
ensnare charge, thereby orchestrating the formation of
cluster dipole states (D+ and D– for donors, and A+

and A– for acceptors), which exhibit even lower binding
energy levels. The specifics of these states depend on the
operational temperature [15, 18, 19].
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As temperatures decrease, a remarkable exponential
reduction in the density of free charge carriers becomes
apparent [20]. Approaching temperatures lower than 10
K, donor (or acceptor) atoms predominantly maintain
their unionized configuration, confining fifth electrons (or
vacant holes) within these atomic entities. The extent of
this encapsulation is governed by the Onsager radius, de-

noted as R = e2

4πεε0KBT
, where ε represents the relative

permittivity of Ge (with a value of 16.2), ε0 is the per-
mittivity of free space, KB is the Boltzmann constant,
and T is the temperature. Remarkably, at temperatures
below 10 K, R can significantly exceed the dimensions of
the donor or acceptor atom [21]. Consequently, the fifth
electrons (or vacant holes) associated with the donor (or
acceptor) atoms may undergo thermal dissociation from
the atomic nucleus, initiating the formation of electric
dipoles due to the segregation of opposing charges [20].
This sequential progression leads to the generation of
dipole states with the capacity to trap charge through
Coulombic attraction, giving rise to the emergence of
cluster dipole states [15]. As depicted in Figure 1, this
visualization illustrates the formation of excited dipole
states and cluster dipole states in n-type Ge or p-type
Ge, respectively. Within an excited dipole state, whether
associated with a positively charged donor ion or a neg-
atively charged acceptor ion, a state of profound con-
finement prevails due to the lattice deformation poten-
tial. Consequently, the phase space available for captur-
ing charge carriers is inherently more constrained than
that of bound electrons (or holes), which retain the ca-
pability to traverse within the bounds set by the Onsager
radius (R) [15, 20].

This intricate interplay foretells a higher likelihood of
generating D+∗

states (or A–∗ states) within an n-type
detector (or a p-type detector) than the likelihood of

yielding D–∗ states (or A+∗
states) [20]. This asymme-

try implies that within an n-type detector, holes undergo
more pronounced entrapment effects compared to elec-
trons, whereas electrons experience greater susceptibil-
ity to entrapment than holes within a p-type detector
[22, 23]. At the University of South Dakota (USD), our
research has delved extensively into the binding energy
characteristics of cluster dipole states, as documented in
recent studies [16, 17]. This investigation unfolded at a
low temperature of 5.2 K, uncovering a binding energy
threshold consistently below 10 meV, a parameter intri-
cately linked to the prevailing electric fields. Notably,
our analysis has spotlighted the pivotal role played by
the Onsager radius in shaping the spatial confines con-
ducive to the emergence of cluster dipole states, with
temperature exerting a significant influence on this pa-
rameter. The intricate interplay between temperature
and the Onsager radius serves as a governing factor in
determining the binding energy of cluster dipole states.
Our research transcends the microscopic realm, carry-
ing macroscopic implications. It reveals that lower tem-
peratures engender an expansion of the Onsager region,
consequently leading to a reduction in binding energies.

Conversely, higher temperatures induce a contraction of
this region, resulting in heightened binding energies. Our
commitment to advancing this knowledge extends fur-
ther, as we seek to validate these findings across distinct
temperature regimes, including conditions exceeding 800
mK and those as low as 40 mK. Through this empiri-
cal exploration, we aim to offer concrete evidence for the
intricate thermal dynamics that influence the binding en-
ergy within cluster dipole states.

Figure 1. The procedural framework delineating the progres-
sion towards the genesis of both excited dipole states and
cluster dipole states within a dual-tiered Ge detector — en-
compassing an upper tier (n-type) and a lower tier (p-type)
— operational within sub-10 K temperatures, is embodied by
the subsequent stages. Herein, p⃗ and q⃗ symbolize the distinct
dipole moments affiliated with each state.

II. EXPERIMENTAL METHODS AND
OBSERVED PHYSICAL PHENOMENON

Leveraging cutting-edge infrastructure, USD boasts
an avant-garde platform for crystal growth and detec-
tor development. Central to this system is the employ-
ment of a zone refining technique, artfully harnessed to
attain exceptional purification levels in commercial in-
gots [24, 25]. These meticulously purified ingots lay
the foundation for crystal growth through the renowned
Czochralski method. With over a decade of research and
development experience, we have achieved increased con-
sistency in growing detector-grade crystals. It is note-
worthy that we have integrated advanced machine learn-
ing techniques into this process to further enhance the
growth of large-size detector-grade crystals, aiming to
attain a level of purity conducive to exploring low-mass
DM phenomena [26]. The crux of this study lies in a
crystal cultivated in 2014 at USD, revealing a net impu-
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rity level of |NA – ND| = 4 × 1011 cm–3. This particu-
lar crystal assumes a p-type configuration. The subse-
quent fabrication of the detector, orchestrated at Texas
A & M University, boasts a configuration encompassing
four channels for charge readout positioned atop the de-
tector. Departing from conventional paradigms, the de-
tector’s grounding component integrates a uniform alu-
minum (Al) electrode as opposed to a grid arrangement.
This innovative design choice, while safeguarding the
electric field’s integrity, acts as a bulwark against charge
leakage, thereby sustaining an unwavering and uniformly
distributed electric field. Notably, this departure might
have implications for the detector’s susceptibility to effec-
tive neutralization through light-emitting diodes (LEDs).
The detector’s geometric layout mirrors the essence of
SuperCDMS-style detectors, as pictured in Figure 2. Fol-
lowing meticulous wire-bonding, the detector seamlessly
integrates into a dilution refrigerator, embarking on a
comprehensive testing regimen hosted at the K100 De-
tector Testing Facility at the University of Minnesota
(UMN).

The phenomenon of impact ionization prompted by
impurities within Ge specimens has received extensive
attention from researchers, particularly at temperatures
surpassing 4 K [27, 28]. Noteworthy contributions to
this knowledge pool have been made by various schol-
ars. Recently, Phipps et al. have achieved a significant
breakthrough by investigating the impact ionization of
impurities using SuperCDMS-style detectors at an ul-
tracold temperature of ∼40 mK [29]. Furthermore, F.
Ponce et al. demonstrated a room temperature pulsed
laser’s effect on a SuperCDMS silicon HVeV detector,
unveiling coherent probabilities for charge trapping and
impact ionization within the high-purity Si substrate un-
der specific conditions [30]. Aligned with these pioneer-
ing works, our endeavor delves into the realm of time-
dependent impact ionization, mirroring the ultracold en-
vironment at ∼40 mK. We employ a detector constructed
from a distinctive and ultra-stable Ge crystal. This de-
tector experiences gradual cryogenic cooling, eventually
reaching an extraordinary temperature of approximately
40 mK. The ensuing meticulous evaluations transpire
over two separate refrigeration runs: Run 67 in 2018
and Run 74 in 2021. In the context of Run 67, the ar-
rangement involved situating four 241Am sources directly
above individual channels on the detector, an arrange-
ment aptly illustrated in Figure 2. These setups em-
ploy lead collimators sporting 0.2 mm apertures, strate-
gically permitting the transmission of 59.54 keV γ rays
while adeptly blocking alpha particles through source en-
capsulation. Our findings manifest in the spectra from
each channel, displaying distinct 59.54 keV peaks, with
comprehensive measurements conducted diligently over a
two-week interval. Contrastingly, Run 74 deploys a sin-
gular 241Am source, ingeniously mounted on a carriage
facilitated by a superconducting stepper motor, as graph-
ically represented in Figure 3. This inventive source de-
sign incorporates a 0.5 mm collimator hole, leading to a

reduced flux of incident γ rays on the detector, constitut-
ing approximately 75% of the sources utilized in Run 67.
Notably, the two runs unfold over extended time spans,
inherently introducing fluctuations in the detector’s op-
erational state. These fluctuations can wield considerable
influence over the detector’s charge collection efficiency
and trapping characteristics. For an all-encompassing
comprehension of the nuanced intricacies underpinning
these experiments, an in-depth analysis is available in
the research paper authored by Acharya et al [18].

Figure 2. This illustration features the detector scrutinized
in our investigation, equipped with four read-out electrodes
labeled as Q1, Q2, Q3, and Q4. The detector boasts dimen-
sions of 10 cm in diameter and 3.3 cm in thickness, endowing
it with a mass of approximately 1.34 kg.

Figure 3. Presented here is the arrangement of the 241Am
source manipulator, ingeniously crafted utilizing supercon-
ducting mobile coil technology. This groundbreaking design
facilitates meticulous control and positioning of the radioac-
tive source, thereby significantly augmenting its effectiveness
across a spectrum of scenarios [31].

III. EXPERIMENTAL DATA ANALYSIS AND
RESULTS

We embarked on a thorough analysis, utilizing data
collected at various bias voltages to comprehensively de-
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Figure 4. Depicted here is the evolving charge response from
Q4, discernible across time when subjected to favorable biases
during Run-67. The foundational signal associated with the
59.54 keV gamma-ray emission from Q4 exhibited an initial
linear rise within a matter of minutes, which swiftly transi-
tioned into an exponential decline spanning tens of minutes.

Figure 5. Provided is the temporal progression of the charge
response in Q4, witnessed under positive biases throughout
Run-74. The initial climb of the 59.54 keV gamma ray base-
line stemming from Q4 displayed a linear trajectory during
the initial moments, rapidly transitioning into an almost ex-
ponential decay pattern spanning a maximum duration of ap-
proximately 10 minutes.

lineate the charge collection efficiency for each channel,
scrutinizing its interplay with bias and time. This inves-
tigation has yielded intriguing insights into the behavior
of the 59.54 keV calibration line, as depicted in Figure 4
and Figure 5. Our observations unveiled a multitude
of time-dependent phenomena: signal amplitudes from
the 59.54 keV line exhibiting an initial increase post-bias
application, succeeded by a subsequent descent towards
a steady-state value. This distinctive phenomenon ex-
clusively manifested under positive biases, owing to the
strategic positioning of 241Am sources on the biased side
of the crystal, instigating the immediate collection of
electrons and the subsequent drift of holes across the en-
tirety of the detector’s thickness.

Remarkably, this effect displayed varying degrees of

potency across channels, with its most pronounced man-
ifestation occurring in the central channel (Q4), while its
presence was faintest in the outer ring channel (Q1), in-
dicative of a radial dependence. In light of this, our study
centered its focus on the 59.54 keV line within the central
channel (Q4) under positive biases, as it showcased the
most promising outcomes.
Upon delving into the equilibrium state at t=0, where

p – n = N+
D + N–

A = 0, representing the charge neu-
tralization state [32, 33], with p signifying free holes, n

indicating free electrons, N+
D representing positively ion-

ized donor atoms, and N–
A representing negatively ion-

ized acceptor atoms. We also introduce expressions for
the density of acceptor impurities: p + pd = NA, where
pd signifies the unionized holes bound to the atom; sim-
ilarly, n + nd = ND, with nd representing the union-
ized donor electrons. When weaving these expressions
together, they coalesce into a coherent depiction.
Figure 4 and Figure 5 visually articulate the temporal

evolution of the impact ionization phenomenon, under-
scored by the drift of hole carriers under positive bias
conditions. The process unfolds with hole impact ion-
ization exhibiting a linear surge, modulated by bias and
event rate. This amplified charge signal experiences an
exponential decay, the timescale of which is intrinsically
linked to the prevailing bias. This behavior is attributed
to the attenuation of charge collection efficiency, stem-
ming from the disruption of the bulk electric field due
to the presence of trapped charges. The linear enhance-
ment in the signal arising from hole impact ionization, in
conjunction with the absence of comparable electron im-
pact ionization, suggests that the spectrum of plausible
sites for hole impact ionization is modest at its inception,
originating from the capture of drifting electrons.
This intricate phenomenon encompasses the interplay

of three distinct processes: e–+A0∗ → A–∗ , h++A–∗ →
e– + 2h+ + A–, and h+ + A– → A0∗ . The first process
entails the creation of cluster dipole states as a conse-
quence of electron migration within the detector, spurred
by background radiation. The second corresponds to the
ionization of cluster dipole states initiated by hole carri-
ers, while the third involves the confinement of h+ carri-
ers, culminating in the cessation of neutralization in the
series’ denouement [34]. These intricate mechanisms find
graphical representation in Figure 1.

IV. THE THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

To comprehensively understand the intricate nu-
ances influencing the detector’s performance under low-
temperature conditions, it is crucial to subject various
theoretical models to rigorous testing. The insights
gained from these systematic evaluations have the po-
tential to provide invaluable information, shaping our un-
derstanding of the detector’s efficacy in low-mass DM de-
tection. We have extensively explored several theoretical
frameworks, supplementing our investigation with calcu-
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lations. A detailed presentation of these comprehensive
findings and discussions are outlined below.

A. Impact Ionization

At low cryogenic temperatures, the Ge detector show-
cases intriguing phenomena related to impact ionization
(Fig. 4). Our earlier analysis of the impact ionization
phenomenon employed a well-defined physical model that
accounted for the observed behavior of charge carriers.
We have established a relationship between the detected
charge energy, denoted as E(t), and the input 59.54 keV
γ rays through the following equation [18]:

E(t) = Eγ{p0+p1exp[
p2
p3

(1–exp(–p3t))]}exp(–p4t), (1)

where Eγ = 59.54 keV. Our focus lies on two parameters,
p0 and & p1, where p0+p1 signifies the impact ionization
factor, specifically for absolute impact ionization obser-
vation. If p0+p1 > 1, it indicates a gain in charge energy
due to impact ionization.

The sole instance of observed absolute impact ioniza-
tion transpired at t = 0 during Run-67. Consequently,
our analysis will center on understanding the detector’s
distinctive signature for impact ionization at low temper-
atures, leveraging the data obtained from Run-67. Upon
applying the data from Run-67 to fit the model outlined
in Equation 1, the fitted parameters for p0 and p1 under
various biases were determined as,

Run 67
Bias p0 p1

4.5 V 1.05 0.015
5 V 1.07 0.018
5.5 V 1.09 0.019
6 V 1.13 0.020
7 V 1.22 0.028
8 V 1.28 0.032
9 V 1.39 0.038

Table I. Summary of the fitting for parameters p0 and p1
under various biases in Run-67 [18].

Figure 6 represents the correlation between two pa-
rameters, p0 and p1, and the applied electric field at 40
mK. Regression analysis demonstrates a strong correla-
tion, indicating these parameters vary according to the
applied bias. The sum of these parameters, p0 + p1,
defines an amplification factor, A. If nt represents the
charge carriers at any time t, it can be expressed as

nt = n0e
t/τimp , where n0 denotes the charge carriers at

time t = 0 [20]. Here, τimp = 1
Naσimp(E)vd

stands for the

charge generation time through impact ionization. Here,
Na represents the impurity concentration, σimp(E) is the
impact ionization scattering cross-section as a function
of the electric field, and vd signifies the drift velocity,
given by vd = d/t, where d denotes the detector width

Figure 6. Shown are the fitting parameters, p0 and p1 using
equation 1 as a function of the applied field, E, and fits a
linear regression model, which demonstrates the correlation
of the parameters with the electric field using the data from
Run-67. The fitting functions for those parameters in Run 67
are: p0=0.25E+0.69, p1=0.017E-0.0087.

and t is the drift time. It should be noted that the am-
plification factor, A = nt/n0. After incorporating the

equations nt = n0e
t/τimp and τimp = 1

Naσimp(E)vd
along-

side the amplification factor, the derived equation elu-
cidating impact ionization due to the cluster dipole at
cryogenic temperatures is succinctly expressed as:

log(A) = Na × σimp(E)× d, (2)

B. Zero Field Cross-Section

The zero-field impact ionization cross-section for
charged carriers within a detector denotes the detector’s
effective interaction area in the absence of an external
electric field and quantifies the likelihood per unit area
of charged carriers inducing an impact ionization event
within the detector material. This parameter is intri-
cately impacted by several factors, including the char-
acteristics of the particle (such as charge and energy),
alongside the specific properties inherent to the detect-
ing material. Notably, the zero-field cross-section for
cluster dipoles unveils a captivating domain within low-
temperature physics. Understanding and harnessing this
cross-section hold considerable potential for advancing
our comprehension of elusive particles and their inter-
action dynamics within the context of low-temperature
environments. If σ0 denotes the zero field cross-section,
its mathematical expression can be written as [35–38]:

σ0 =
π

2
× h̄2

2m∗
hEBB′

, (3)
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Here, m∗
h represents the effective mass of holes in the

conduction band, and EBB′ denotes the binding energy
for the cluster dipole state, which will be discussed in
detail later in the section dedicated to calculating the
binding energy of cluster dipole states, as defined by
Equation 8. Considering m∗

h = 0.21me, where me repre-

sents the mass of an electron, equivalent to 0.51 MeV/C2.
We can plug these parameters into Equation 3 to obtain

σ0 = 2.85×10–15

EBB′
cm2, where EBB′ has the unit in eV.

C. Impurity Freeze-Out

In a recent study, Mei et al. demonstrated a
freeze-out process in both an n-type detector with Nd
= 7.02×1010/cm3 and a p-type detector with Na =
6.2×109/cm3 [15, 20]. In these detectors, as the tem-
perature falls below 11 K, there is a notable decrease in
relative capacitance in the Ge detectors. Simultaneously,
impurities in the detectors freeze out of the conduction or
valence band, leading to a decrease in free charges within
the detector volume as it is cooled down to 6.5 K [20].
Further cooling towards 5.2 K maintains a constant ca-
pacitance, indicating the absence of free charges. Nearly
all impurity atoms then form electric dipole states (D0∗

for donors and A0∗ for acceptors) [20].

In the case of a p-type Ge detector, if an impurity atom
is in its ground state, it is unable to capture charges.
Nevertheless, when the detector is cooled to 5.2 K, this
impurity atom undergoes a transition to a dipole state,
gaining the ability to capture charges and forming a clus-
ter dipole state. During this freeze-out process, impurity
atoms, previously responsible for generating free carri-
ers above 11 K, undergo a transition into bound states.
These bound states manifest as electrically neutral, re-
flecting the transformation of impurities in the Ge detec-
tor into localized states. This phenomenon is commonly
referred to as ”freeze-out” in the context of semiconduc-
tor physics [20].

If the same detectors continue to cool down, as the de-
tector temperature reaches 40 mK, it is anticipated that
the dipole moments of these dipole states will increase,
influenced by the temperature-dependent size of dipoles.
These enhanced dipole states may weakly trap charge
carriers, potentially resulting in the formation of cluster
dipole states (D+∗

, D–∗ for donors, and A+∗
, A–∗ for

acceptors) [15–17]. Figure 7 illustrates both a p-type
dipole state and a p-type cluster dipole state [20].

Figure 7. Shown are a p-type dipole state and a p-type cluster
dipole state.

The freeze-out phenomenon significantly influences the
behavior of Ge detectors at extremely low temperatures.
In the state of freeze-out, the proportion of holes asso-
ciated with acceptor levels in a p-type material with an
impurity density of Na is [20]:

pa
p + pa

=
1

NV
4Na

exp[–Ea–Ev
KBT

] + 1
, (4)

where p signifies the number density of free holes in the
valence band and pa denotes the number density of holes
bound to acceptors, the mathematical relationship is ex-
pressed as Na = p+pa. Here, NV signifies the density of
states in the valence band, and Ea – Ev ≃ 0.01 eV repre-
sents the ionization energy of acceptors. The fraction of
holes bound to acceptors, as defined by Equation 4, is
visually represented in Figure 8.

Figure 8. The presented graph illustrates the temperature-
dependent ratio of holes bound to the acceptors, with NA =
4 × 1011 cm–3 and Ea – Ev ≃ 0.01 eV as the parameters for
generating this plot. Additionally, it’s important to observe
that the inset plot conveys the same information across a
wider temperature range, displayed in a logarithmic scale.

The graph vividly illustrates a significant rise in the
percentage of holes bound to acceptors within the tem-
perature range of 20 K to 8 K. It’s important to note
that this freeze-out range in temperature slightly devi-
ates from the observations in Mei et al.[15, 20] due to
variations in detector impurity levels. This dependence
on impurity levels is also evident from Equation4. By
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rearranging the terms, Equation 4 can be reformulated
as:

p =
paNV

4Na
exp[–

Ea – Ev

KBT
], (5)

While residual impurity atoms remain ionized until
approximately 20 K, a distinctive phenomenon emerges
within the temperature range of 20 K to 8 K. During
this period, these impurity atoms undergo a freeze-out
process, transitioning into bound states that manifest as
effectively charge-neutral entities. This abrupt transfor-
mation is intricately linked to the band structures il-
lustrated in Figure 9, where Ec – Ed ≃ 0.01 eV and
Ea – Ev ≃ 0.01 eV [39].

Figure 9. Displayed are the energy levels of donors and ac-
ceptors within semiconductor materials [40, 41].

The abrupt transition depicted in Figure 8 highlights
the intricate relationship between temperature fluctua-
tions and the corresponding band structures. It reveals a
significant shift in the behavior of impurity atoms within
this particular temperature range (20 K to 8 K). Under
such circumstances, the expression for the number den-
sity of free holes (p) existing within the valence band can
also be delineated as [9, 42]:

p = [
NaNV

4
]1/2exp[–

Ea – Ev

2KBT
], (6)

where NV is the effective density of states in the valence
band for Ge materials, which is given by NV = 9.6 ×
1014T3/2 cm–3.
In situations where the temperature drops below 8 K

for the p-type detector under investigation, the number
density of free holes is significantly smaller, by several
orders of magnitude, than the number density of holes
bound to acceptors. Consequently, it is reasonable to as-
sume that pa equals Na and Ea – Ev = EB, where EB is
the binding energy of the bound states. Therefore, com-
bining Equations 5 and 6 facilitates the determination of
the binding energy for the bound states - dipole states:

EBB = KBT log(
NV

4pa
), (7)

Please note that the binding energy of dipole states,
represented by EBB, differs from the ionization energy
of acceptors, as illustrated in Figure 9. This distinction
arises due to the formation of dipole states within a par-
ticular range of the Onsager radius when holes bound
to acceptors. Consequently, the binding energy of these
dipole states, influenced by the size of the dipole, may
differ from the ionization energy of impurity atoms.
Utilizing Equation 7, we can assess the binding en-

ergy for various bound states, including dipole states and
cluster dipole states, as a function of energy. As an il-
lustrative example, Equation 7 is employed to calculate
the binding energy of dipole states. Figure 10 portrays
the binding energy of a dipole state with a dipole den-
sity of Na = 4× 1011cm–3 across different temperatures.
Two specific temperature points are highlighted in the
plot to emphasize the dipole state’s binding energy. At
a temperature of 5.2 K, the binding energy of the dipole
states is calculated at 3.98 meV. However, as the tem-
perature drops to 40 mK, the binding energy decreases
substantially to 0.005 meV, reaching a level comparable
to thermal energy.

Figure 10. The plot illustrates the binding energy of the
dipole state, while the inset plot extends the representation
across a broader temperature range. Additionally, the plot
furnishes details on the binding energy of the dipole state at
two distinct temperatures, namely 5.2 K and 40 mK.

The binding energy of dipole states and cluster dipole
states was measured at 5.2 K using both an n-type detec-
tor and a p-type detector in our previous study [16, 17].
The obtained values were found to be similar, as demon-
strated in our research at 5.2 K [16, 17]. Generally, the
binding energy of cluster dipole states is expected to dif-
fer from that of dipole states at the same temperature.
This expectation arises because the binding energy of
dipole states is confined by the Coulomb potential as-
sociated with the dipole size, whereas the binding en-
ergy of cluster dipole states is influenced by both the
Coulomb potential determined by the trapping distance
between two charge carriers with opposite charges and
the dipole size. This was demonstrated by the previous
measurements at 5.2 K [16, 17], where the dipole size and
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the trapping distance between two mobile charge carri-
ers with opposite charges are slightly different. However,
this scenario may change when the detector is operated
at 40 mK, where the dipole size becomes significantly
larger than the trapping distance of two opposite charge
carriers. In this scenario, the binding energy of dipole
states is anticipated to be smaller than that of cluster
dipole states. To assess the binding energy of cluster
dipole states at 40 mK, we utilize the data obtained from
Run-67.

D. Binding Energy of Cluster Dipole States

The presence of dipole states and cluster dipole states
within the detector is influenced by both the detector’s
configuration and its operational mode. For this p-type
detector, during the dilution refrigeration process, as the
temperature approaches 40 mK, 100% of impurity atoms
precipitate out from the conduction band, leading to the
formation of electric dipole states identified as A0∗ . Sub-
sequently, electrons generated by the background radia-
tion from the environment become trapped by the excited
dipole state (A0∗), resulting in the emergence of the clus-

ter dipole state labeled as A–∗ . This phenomenon was ob-
served during Run-67 when the detector was exposed to
a 241Am source in two operational modes. The creation
of electron-hole pairs near the surface of the detector,
primarily induced by 59.54 keV gamma rays, was a key
aspect. In the first mode, a negative bias was applied
to the detector, prompting electrons to drift across its
surface. Conversely, in the second mode, a positive bias
was employed, leading to the drift of holes across the de-
tector. For illustration, Figure 11 depicts the detector
operating at both -4 V and +4 V. The figure clearly in-
dicates that electrons become trapped, whereas holes do
not exhibit the same behavior.

Figure 11. The depicted figure showcases the dynamic charge
response of Q4 over time, influenced by two opposing biases:
+4 V and -4 V. These biases symbolize the migration of holes
under positive bias and electrons under negative bias across
the entire detector during Run-67. The data unveils that the
detection of electron-hole pairs originating from Q4, induced
by 59.54 keV gamma rays, is fully realized under a +4 V bias.
Conversely, under a -4 V bias, the energy detection is no-
tably lower than 59.54 keV throughout a 30-minute period.
This observation suggests a substantial entrapment of elec-
trons within the p-type Ge detector.

In the UMN K100 laboratory, we contend with
the environmental background of gamma-rays inducing
electron-hole pairs within the detector. Additionally,
cosmic-ray muons interact with the detector, resulting in
the generation of electron-hole pairs. These background
electrons become ensnared in a dipole state, leading to
the formation of cluster dipole states, while holes expe-
rience less entrapment in a p-type detector subjected to
the same bias voltage. This discrepancy arises from the
limited space available for immobilized negative ions, re-
sponsible for trapping charge carriers, compared to the
ample space for mobile bound holes.

The mobility of holes is dictated by the Onsager ra-
dius, denoted as R as defined earlier. Since the trapping
probability is proportional to the available space where
charges can be trapped, the likelihood of trapping for
immobilized negative ions is smaller than that of mo-
bile holes. Consequently, the probability of creating A–∗

states is greater than that of forming A+∗
states in a

p-type detector. Note that A+∗
and A–∗ represent ex-

cited states that differ from the ground states of A+ and
A–. This elucidates why electrons are more profoundly
trapped than holes in a p-type detector, as clearly artic-
ulated in the recent publication [20].

Under a sufficiently electric field, holes traverse the de-
tector undergoing impact ionization of a dipole state or a
cluster dipole state at low temperatures. At a tempera-
ture of 40 mK, despite the binding energy of dipole states
being comparable to thermal energy, the impact ioniza-
tion of holes takes place in conjunction with a cluster
dipole state. This phenomenon arises due to Coulomb
repulsion among holes, which inhibits the occurrence of
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this process at the operational voltage employed within
the investigation, limited to a few volts.

Upon applying a positive bias voltage from the up-
per region of the detector and exposing it to an 241Am
source positioned above, hole carriers traverse the de-
tector. Subsequently, these drifting holes engage in im-
pact ionization interactions with the cluster dipole states
(A–∗). As the bias voltage increases, the holes, serv-
ing as liberated charge carriers, accumulate greater ki-
netic energy, leading to the emission of electrons from
the traps. This phenomenon results in a decrease in
the count of cluster dipole states (A–∗), inducing the
transition of A– states, as depicted in Figure 7. The
amplification of a single hole to two holes per reaction
(h+ +A–∗ → e– + 2h+ +A–) tangibly demonstrates the
occurrence of hole impact ionization within the detector.

Our investigation has revealed the presence of a clus-
ter dipole state at the low cryogenic temperature of 40
mK. While the exact density of the cluster dipole state
requires determination, we can utilize Equation 7 to cal-
culate the binding energy associated with this state. To
ascertain the density of the cluster dipole state, we will
employ the relationship provided by Equation 2. Conse-
quently, the updated equation for calculating the binding
energy of the cluster dipole state is as follows:

EBB′ = KBT log(
NV

4pcd
), (8)

where EBB′ represents the binding energy for the cluster
dipole state, and pcd denotes the density of the clus-
ter dipole state. Considering the model in Equation 2
to determine the density of the cluster dipole state at
a cryogenic temperature of 40 mK, when the detector
response is in an impact ionization mode with sufficient
bias voltage and some cluster dipole states (A–∗) are ion-
ized through impact ionization, we can express Equation

2 as log(A) = pcd×σ0E
[p1]×d. Here, σimp(E) = σ0E

[p1],
with [p1] as a fitting parameter. To simplify further, let’s
assume [p0] = pcd × σ0. Now, the simplified expression
for calculating the binding energy for fitting the observed
data is:

log(A) = [p0]× E[p1] × d, (9)

Figure 12 displays the fitting line of Equation 9. From
this, we obtained the values of two fitting parameters:
[p0] = 8.9× 10–3± 4.7× 10–4 and [p1] = 2.5± 7.7× 10–2.
We know that [p0] equals pcd × σ0. By substituting
the values of σ0 and [p0], we find pcd = 3.12 × 1012 ×
EBB′ cm–3. Thus, according to Equation 8, the bind-

ing energy for cluster dipole states (A–∗) at a cryogenic
temperature can be expressed as:

EBB′ = KBT log(
NV

4× 3.12× 1012 EBB′
), (10)

Plugging in all the constant values and solving Equa-
tion 10 numerically at a cryogenic temperature of 40
mK, we obtain EBB′ = 0.034 ± 0.0017 meV. This ultra-

low binding energy of cluster dipole states (A–∗) at cryo-
genic temperatures suggests a delicate balance between
the forces holding these clusters together. At such low
temperatures, the energy states of these clusters exhibit
minimal thermal agitation, revealing a fundamental char-
acteristic of their stability.

Figure 12. Displayed is the logarithmic value of the amplifica-
tion factor, A, obtained by summing two fitting parameters,
p0 and p1 from Table I. log(A) is plotted against the applied
electric field. The error in log(A) was calculated, with the er-
ror in the electric field measurement primarily influenced by
the precision of the applied bias voltage.

Calculating the binding energy of the cluster dipole
state enabled us to determine the density of cluster dipole
states, which is found to be pcd = 3.12×1012 EBB′ . Con-
sequently, the density of cluster dipole states is found to
be 1.05 × 108 ± 5.25 × 106 cm–3. Similarly, the zero-
field impact ionization cross-section for charged carriers
within the detector is computed using Equation 3, re-
sulting in a value of 8.45× 10–11 ± 4.22× 10–12 cm2.

V. CONCLUSION

We conducted an experimental investigation into the
time-dependent impact ionization phenomenon within a
p-type Ge detector. Our findings unveil that temporal
fluctuations in charge amplification, particularly concern-
ing the 59.54 keV emission line from an 241Am source,
mainly arise from impact ionization induced by drifting
holes traversing the detector. Our study delved into un-
derstanding the potential mechanisms driving this im-
pact ionization, primarily attributing it to the generation
and subsequent impact ionization of cluster dipole states.
Our study focused on a critical examination of bind-

ing energy and zero-field impact ionization cross-section
of cluster dipole states within a low-temperature p-type
Ge detector. At 40 mK, the zero-field cross-section of
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cluster dipole states was determined to be 8.45×10–11±
4.22 × 10–12cm2, representing a two-order-of-magnitude
increase compared to the cross-section of neutral impu-
rity in Ge reported by Phipps et al.[29], which stands at
5 × 10–13cm2. This discrepancy is attributed to the no-
table difference in binding energy between cluster dipole
states at 40 mK (0.034 meV) and neutral impurity states
(approximately 10 meV). We also calculated the bind-

ing energy of cluster dipole states (A–∗), resulting in
0.034± 0.0017. This ultra-low binding energy is distinc-
tive to the detector state and plays a crucial role in the
exploration of low-mass dark matter (DM) at the MeV
scale. The low-scale binding energy, arising from impact
ionization occurrences via intrinsic amplification, has the
potential to enhance the detector’s capability to achieve
an ultra-low energy threshold, reaching as low as sub-
meV.

The calculated cluster dipole state (A–∗) binding en-
ergy, observed when the detector operated at cryogenic
temperatures, is lower than the typical binding energy
associated with ground-state impurities in Ge, which is
∼10 meV for the detector in our study. However, this
binding energy is higher than the thermal energy at 40
mK, which is 0.005 meV. This suggests that these clus-
ter dipole states might not significantly contribute to the
usual impurity-related effects observed in the detector at
higher temperatures. Additionally, it implies that these
cluster dipole states might remain stable and distinguish-
able from thermal fluctuations at this low temperature.
This stability hints at the potential for these states to
maintain a distinct identity, unaffected by thermal agi-
tation, thus offering a stable feature or characteristic in

the detector’s behavior at cryogenic temperatures.
At electric fields below 3 V/cm, our calculations yield a

density of cluster dipole states (A–∗), denoted as pcd, at
1.05×108±5.25×106 cm–3. This value signifies the den-
sity of states associated with cluster dipole states formed
by trapping electrons from background radiation. Our
findings underscore the capacity of energetic charge car-
riers to ionize these cluster dipole states, thereby gener-
ating additional charge carriers. This phenomenon holds
particular significance in facilitating impact ionization,
especially in scenarios characterized by low electric fields.
In summary, our study offers crucial insights into the

behavior of impurities within Ge detectors. These reve-
lations have the potential to influence the design of inno-
vative detectors, particularly those crafted for tasks such
as MeV-scale DM searches. Additionally, the observation
of low binding energies suggests the feasibility of utiliz-
ing appropriately doped impurities in Ge for the creation
of low-threshold detectors capable of detecting low-mass
MeV scale DM particles.
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A Tampering Risk of Fiber-Based Frequency
Synchronization Networks and Its Countermeasures

Hongfei Dai, Yufeng Chen, Wenlin Li, Fangmin Wang, Guan Wang, Zhongwang Pang, and Bo Wang

Abstract—Fiber optic networks are used worldwide and have
been regarded as excellent media for transmitting time-frequency
(TF) signals. In the past decades, fiber-based TF synchronization
techniques have been extensively studied. Instruments based
on these techniques have been successfully applied. With the
increasing application of TF synchronization instruments, their
security has become an important issue. Unfortunately, the
security risks of fiber-based frequency synchronization (FbFS)
instruments have been overlooked. This paper proposes a fre-
quency tampering method called “frequency lens”. On a 200 km
fiber link, we demonstrate a frequency tampering scenario using
a frequency lens-enabled frequency tampering module (FTM).
On the user side, the frequency value of the recovered 100 MHz
signal can be stealthily altered within a range of 100 MHz±100
Hz, while the frequency dissemination stability of the system
remains normal. Related to this tampering risk, potential hazards
in three different application scenarios, which rely on precise
frequency references, are analyzed. Two countermeasures are also
proposed to solve this tampering risk.

Index Terms—Fiber-based frequency synchronization; fiber
network; tampering risk.

I. INTRODUCTION

AT present, optical fiber networks are used worldwide and
have been one of the largest infrastructures for human

utilization. As an excellent transmission medium, the optical
fiber has unique advantages in transmitting time-frequency
(TF) reference. In the past decades, fiber-based TF synchro-
nization techniques have been widely studied [1]–[10]. The
related instruments have been successfully applied in various
fields, such as metrology [6], [8], [11], communication [12],
navigation [13], and radio astronomy [14], [15], as shown
in Fig. 1. In the near future, fiber-based TF synchronization
instruments will support strict timing requirements in the
fields of fifth-generation/sixth-generation communication [16],
smart cities [17], global seismic monitoring [18], [19], and
distributed computation [20].

With the increasing applications of fiber-based TF synchro-
nization instruments, their security has become an important
issue that must be considered in advance [21]. There have
been previous studies on attacks and countermeasures related
to fiber-based time synchronization (FbTS) systems [22]–[26].
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of China under Grant 62171249, in part by the National Key Project of
Research and Development under Grant 2021YFA1402102, and in part by
Tsinghua Initiative Scientific Research Program. (Corresponding author: Bo
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Beijing 100084, China (e-mail: bo.wang@tsinghua.edu.cn).

However, research on corresponding aspects of fiber-based
frequency synchronization (FbFS) systems is limited. Notably,
those methods designed for attacking FbTS cannot be directly
applied to FbFS. The primary method in attacking FbTS is
to partially disrupt the symmetry of the fiber link in both
forward and backward directions, causing asymmetry in the
delay of time signals within the link. However, the asymmetry
of a small portion of the fiber link cannot cause a disastrous
effect on frequency synchronization. For FbFS instruments,
the disastrous attack is covertly and slightly tampering with
the disseminated frequency reference without affecting its
stability. This means that third parties can control important
applications with a frequency tampering module (FTM), as
shown in Fig. 1. It would not disrupt the normal operation of
applications relying on frequency synchronization but could
lead to incorrect or biased results.

Metrology 

Communication Navigation

Radio Astronomy

Spectrum

Time-frequency  Reference

Fig. 1. Schematic diagram of the fiber-based TF synchronization network
and tampering risk behavior. FTM, frequency tampering module.

For FbFS systems, there are normally two phase-locked
loops (PLLs), as shown in Fig. 2(a). PLL1 is used to compen-
sate for the phase fluctuation induced by fiber dissemination.
PLL2 is used as a clean oscillator to optimize the phase
noise spectrum of the recovered frequency signal [4], [27].
Monitoring the locking status of PLL1 normally serves as
an effective method for system security monitoring. PLL1
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compares the returned frequency signal from the user site
with the local frequency reference, making it sensitive to any
alterations in the transmitted signal. Typically, tampering with
the transmitted frequency signal results in a significant change
in the locking status of PLL1. Although this monitoring
method seems simple and effective, it has inherent flaws. Once
a tampering method can make the returned frequency signal
unbiased and bypass the locking status monitoring, tampering
activities will become undetectable.

In this paper, we propose a frequency tampering method
called “frequency lens” and give countermeasures against it.
With a frequency lens-enabled FTM, it can controllably alter
the value of the disseminated frequency at any point along the
fiber link. This alteration does not compromise the relative
stability of frequency dissemination and can bypass locking
status monitoring. In our case, tampering with the recovered
100 MHz signal within ±100 Hz is demonstrated on a 200
km fiber link. The relative stability of the recovered biased
frequency (compared with the reference at the server site)
is maintained at the same level as the normal state, i.e.,
2.2 × 10−14/1 s and 2.2 × 10−17/105 s. We analyze its
damaging effects on timekeeping, metrology, and astronomical
observation, respectively. To solve the security issue of FbFS
systems, we propose two countermeasures against frequency
tampering methods. We anticipate this article will provoke
research interest in the security issue of FbFS instruments and
provide instructive insights for future investigations.

II. METHOD

We consider a typical fiber-based radio frequency synchro-
nization system. The schematic diagram is shown in Fig. 2(a),
which includes a reference Vref = cos(2πfref t + ϕref ), a
server VS = cos(2πfSt+ϕS), a user VU = cos(2πfU t+ϕU ),
and a fiber link with one-way loop noise ϕn [4]. For conve-
nience, the amplitude items of these signals are disregarded.
When the frequency synchronization system is active by PLL1,
the frequency fS is aligned with fref . The phase ϕS is locked
to the difference between ϕref and ϕn, i.e., ϕS = ϕref − ϕn.
After transmission, the signal VU is recovered at the user site,
and the one-way loop noise is automatically eliminated. As a
consequence, the following relationship can be applied:

ϕU = ϕS + ϕn = ϕref , (1)

fU = fS = fref . (2)

Under normal conditions, it enables highly stable frequency
synchronization between the user and reference. If an intruder
attempts to break the synchronization scenario, such as tamper-
ing with the recovered frequency, the locking status of PLL1
is affected. However, if the tampering operation can bypass
the locking status monitoring, the recovered frequency can be
slightly and covertly altered.

Here, we use a “frequency lens” to achieve this covert
intrusion. The concept of the frequency lens is inspired by an
optical lens. In geometrical optics, the reversibility principle
states that light will follow exactly the same path if its
direction of travel is reversed. An optical lens can form an
enlarged image, as shown in Fig. 2(b). It can also form a

a.

b.

c.

Optical Lens Frequency Lens

Enlarge

Reduce

+

Up-Conversion

Frequency Mixing

Down-Conversion

Frequency Mixing

Fig. 2. Principles of FbFS and the frequency lens. (a) Structure of a typical
FbFS system. (b) Comparison between the optical lens and frequency lens.
(c) Schematic diagram of the frequency lens. PD, photodetector.

reduced image by switching the position of the object and
image. Thus, if the disseminated frequency can be changed
in a similar way, the monitoring of the locking status will be
bypassed, and stealthy frequency tampering will be achieved.
Fig. 2(c) illustrates the detailed structure of the frequency lens.
There is an oscillator VS0, i.e., VS0 = cos(2πfS0t+ϕS0). The
signals VS1 and VS2 are synthesized via VS0, as follows:

VS1 = cos(2πfS1t+ ϕS1)

= cos[2π(k + k1)fS0t+ (k + k1)ϕS0],
(3)

VS2 = cos(2πfS2t+ ϕS2)

= cos(2πkfS0t+ kϕS0),
(4)

where k and k1 are the frequency synthesis factors. Compared
with k, the factor k1 is very small, which is usually smaller
than 2.1× 10−4.

Using the frequency lens, the input signal VA0 (the dis-
seminated RF signal modulated on the laser carrier, i.e.,
VA0 = cos(2πfA0t+ϕA0)) can be parametrically converted to
the output signal VA2 in the forward direction. Conversely, in
the backward direction, the signal VA′2 (the same frequency
as VA2) can be parametrically converted to the signal VA′0

again (the same frequency as VA0). Specifically, the para-
metrical conversion process is accomplished by using second-
order nonlinear electronic devices, such as electric mixers, to
generate signals VA1 and VA2. In the forward direction, VA1 is
generated by up-mixing VA0 and VS1, while VA2 is generated
by down-mixing VA1 and VS2, as follows:

VA1 = cos(2πfA1t+ ϕA1)

= cos {2π[(k + k1)fS0 + fA0]t+ (k + k1)ϕS0 + ϕA0} ,
(5)

VA2 = cos(2πfA2t+ ϕA2)

= cos[2π(k1fS0 + fA0)t+ k1ϕS0 + ϕA0]. (6)
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Consequently, the disseminated frequency is shifted from fA0

to (k1fS0 + fA0). The output signal VA2 can be used to
modulate the laser carrier again, which is transmitted to the
user site along the optical fiber link. Referring to Appendix
A, the RF signal VU−A2 is recovered at the user side, i.e.,
VU−A2 = cos[2π(k1fS0+fA0)t+k1ϕS0+ϕA0+ϕn2], where
ϕn2 is the phase noise introduced by this part of the fiber
link between the frequency lens and the user site. Notably, the
application of the frequency lens induces k1ϕS0 in phase noise.
For example, if the frequency stability of VSO is 1×10−11/1s
is chosen, k1ϕS0 is 2×10−15/1s when k1 is set as 2×10−4. It
proves that it does not significantly affect the relative stability
of the frequency dissemination.

At the user site, the RF signal VU−A2 is also modulated
on another laser carrier, whose wavelength is different, and
returned to the frequency lens along the fiber. In the backward
direction, signal VA′2 is detected by the frequency lens, as
follows:

VA′2 = cos(2πfA′2t+ ϕA′2)

= cos[2π(k1fS0 + fA0)t + k1ϕS0 + ϕA0 + 2ϕn2]. (7)

In the lower part of Fig. 2(c), VA′0 can be obtained by similar
treatments to that of Eq. (5) and Eq. (6), as follows:

VA′1 = cos(2πfA′1t+ ϕA′1)

= cos
{
2π [(k + k1)fS0 + fA0] t

+ (k + k1)ϕS0 + ϕA0 + 2ϕn2

}
,

(8)

VA′0 = cos(2πfA′0t+ ϕA′0)

= cos(2πfA0t+ ϕA0 + 2ϕn2).
(9)

In this way, we achieve symmetrical enlargement and re-
duction of the disseminated frequency, such as fA0 → fA2

and fA′2 → fA′0. Considering the relationship between
fA0 = fA′0 and fA2 = fA′2, the insertion of the frequency
lens does not affect the normal operation of the frequency
synchronization system. In other words, the disseminated
frequency can be altered by slightly changing the parameter
k1, and the locking status will be maintained.

The premise of this tampering operation is to covertly insert
a tampering module with a frequency lens function into the
fiber link. Considering the operation status of optical fiber net-
works, link outages due to natural disasters, human accidents,
and extreme weather are common. Moreover, according to
the above description, the intrusion position of the tampering
module can be arbitrary along the fiber link. All of these
conditions provide ample opportunities for tampering module
intrusion, making the possibility of these risky situations much
more likely.

III. EXPERIMENTAL SETUP

As shown in Fig. 3(a), we have established a fiber-based
radio frequency synchronization system. The frequency syn-
chronization system consists of a server and a user, which are
connected by a 200 km fiber link. The server is referenced
to a 100 MHz output of a hydrogen maser. The system
builds 2 PLLs to recovered a frequency signal at the user

that is synchronized with the hydrogen maser. To improve the
detection resolution of phase noise during transmission, the
transmitted signal is 2.1 GHz RF signal modulated on the
laser carriers, whose wavelengths are 1546.92 nm (C38) and
1546.12 nm (C39). A detailed description of the principles
of this system can be found in Appendix A. For attenuation
and dispersion, the erbium-doped fiber amplifier (EDFA) and
the chirped fiber Bragg grating (CFBG) have emerged as
effective solutions [27]. In the experiment, we insert two
CFBG-enhanced bidirectional EDFA (Bi-EDFAs) into the fiber
link to amplify the laser signals transmitted in both directions
and to compensate for dispersion. The structure of Bi-EDFA
is shown in Fig. 3(b), and two CFBGs are used together with
EDFA-1 and EDFA-2, respectively.

(a)

(b)

LNA
Circulator

PDRO-1

1
0

0
 M

H
z

PDRO-2

LNA PD

BPF

LNA

Servo
Controller Laser 1PDRO-S

LNA

BPF

Optical filter

100 MHz 2.1 GHz

2.0 GHz

2.2 GHz

1
0

0
 M

H
z

Splitter
LPF

VCXO-S

C38

Reference

User

PD

Circulator

LNA 100 MHz

Laser 2

C39

LPF
Servo

Controller VCXO-U

PDRO-U

2.1 GHz

Output

FTMBi-EDFA 2 Bi-EDFA 1

50km-fiber50km-fiber50km-fiber50km-fiber

EDFA 1

EDFA 2

Optical filter
CFBG

CFBG
Optical filter

100 MHz

Server

Mixer

Mixer

Mixer

Bi-EDFA

Optical filter

Fig. 3. Schematic diagram of the frequency synchronization system, bidirec-
tional erbium-doped fiber amplifier (Bi-EDFA). (a) Frequency synchronization
system, containing a server, a user and a fiber link. The black line represents
RF signals. The yellow line represents the optical signal with the wavelength
of 1546.92 nm (C38), and the red line represents the optical signal with the
wavelength of 1546.12 nm (C39). (b) Chirped fiber grating enhanced Bi-
EDFA, which plays the role of optical power amplification and dispersion
elimination in the fiber link. EDFA, erbium-doped fiber amplifier; VCXO,
voltage-controlled crystal oscillator; PDRO, phase-locked dielectric resonant
oscillator; LNA, low noise amplifier; CFBG, chirped fiber grating.

To realize the frequency tampering, we insert the frequency
lens-enabled FTM into the fiber link, whose structure is shown
in the gray board of Fig. 4. This FTM is composed of two
dense wavelength division multiplexing (DWDM) modules,
two optical switches, a short fiber connected to the ‘other’
ports of DWDM modules, and the key part of the FTM
connected to the C38/C39 ports of DWDM modules. Inside
the frequency lens, the optical signals from both directions are
detected by photodetectors (PDs). A 10 MHz oscillator VS0

is used to synthesize the signals VS1 and VS2 as shown in
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Hydrogen maser

Signal 

Signal Signal 

100MHz

  

FTM

Fig. 4. Schematic diagram of frequency lens-enabled FTM. The orange lines represent optical fiber links. The black line represents RF signals. DWDM,
dense wavelength division multiplexing; PD, photodetector; BPF, band-pass filter; AMP, amplifier.

Eq. (3) and Eq. (4), where k = 90, and k1 can be set within
±2.1 × 10−4. Specifically, fS1 is set to (900 + 10k1) MHz,
and fS2 is set to 900 MHz.

IV. RESULT

In our experiment, k1 is the key to achieving frequency tam-
pering, and k is also selected to avoid harmonic interference
in the frequency mixing process. Based on our experimental
system, we obtain that the frequency fU recovered by the user
satisfies the following equation:

fU =

(
100 +

10k1
21

)
MHz, (10)

whose derivation process is provided in Appendix A. For
example, when k1 is set as 2.1 × 10−4, the recovered fre-
quency at the user will be altered to 100 MHz+100 Hz. An
experimental frequency tampering result is found in the video
in Supplemental Material. We can observe from the video that
the frequency value of the recovered 100 MHz signal can be
stealthily altered within a range of 100 MHz±100 Hz over
the 200 km fiber link. At the same time, the locking status
remains normal. It is worth noting that, for numerous scientific
applications, even small frequency offsets, as small as 1 Hz,
are unacceptable. The 100 Hz offset is deliberately chosen in
the experiment to illustrate the destructive capability of this
method.

Next, we further investigate the effect of the FTM on
frequency dissemination stability. We select three different
values of k1 to set the corresponding recovered frequency fU
to 100 MHz+1 Hz, 100 MHz+10 Hz, and 100 MHz+100 Hz.
As a comparison, under the same experimental conditions, we
also measure the frequency dissemination stability without the
FTM insertion. The experimental results are shown in Fig. 5,
and the duration of each test is approximately six days. When
the FTM is not added to the fiber link, relative stability results
are 1.4×10−14/1 s and 2.0×10−17/105 s. When the FTM is
added, the relative stability results under three different values
of k1 remain at 2.2×10−14/1 s and 2.2×10−17/105 s. Thus,
the insertion of the FTM has almost no effect on the frequency

dissemination stability and the relative stability of the recovery
signal is also almost the same when k1 takes different values.

To show the characteristics of arbitrary adjustment and fast
response of the frequency lens-enabled FTM, we carry out
another frequency tampering experiment. The corresponding
result is shown in Fig. 6, where the parameter k1 is changed
10 times within 7000 s. The recovered frequency fU can be
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Fig. 5. Relative stability of the recovered frequency signal under the different
parameter settings of the FTM. With the FTM, fU is altered to 100 MHz + 1
Hz, 100 MHz + 10 Hz, and 100 MHz + 100 Hz, respectively. A comparison
is made with the scenario without FTM insertion.
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Fig. 6. Variation in fU during the fast adjustment of k1. k1 is randomly
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accurately and quickly altered, and the locking status of FbFS
system is effectively maintained. Moreover, we measure the
short-term relative stability of the recovered fU during each
change, as shown in Table I; thus, the relative stability of
the recovered frequency is kept at the same level after the
adjustment.

TABLE I
SHORT-TERM RELATIVE STABILITY OF THE RECOVERED FREQUENCY

SIGNAL.

Test sequence 1 2 3 4 5

Allan Deviation
×10−14/1 s 2.5 2.9 2.7 2.8 3.1
×10−15/100 s 1.8 2.0 1.4 3.0 0.8

Test sequence 6 7 8 9 10

Allan Deviation
×10−14/1 s 3.4 3.3 2.8 2.3 2.1
×10−15/100 s 1.3 0.7 1.1 1.5 1.0

V. IMPACT OF FREQUENCY TAMPERING

Frequency reference synchronization is important in time-
keeping, metrology, astronomical observation, etc. If the re-
covered frequency is covertly altered, severe hazards can
occur. In the following, we present three frequency tampering
scenarios, where the function of these applications is still
normal, but the results provided are highly biased.

For the case of the timekeeping network, the frequency
tampering directly affects the length of second [8], due to
the relationship of ∆t

t = ∆f
f . Considering a scenario of

two timekeeping systems at the server and user of Fig. 3,
if the recovered frequency at the user side is altered from
100 MHz to 100 MHz+1 Hz, the time difference between 2
timekeeping systems increases 0.1 ms every 104 s, as shown
in Fig. 7. From the viewpoint of the user side, its timekeeping
function is normal because the timing output is stable and
reproducible, which is found in the Allan deviation plot of
Fig. 7. From the viewpoint of the whole timekeeping network,
the cumulated time difference destroys the synchronization of
the timekeeping network.

1 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 2 1 0 3 1 0 4
1 0 - 8

1 0 - 7

1 0 - 6

1 0 - 5

1 0 - 4
 T i m e  d i f f e r e n c e  ( f U  t a m p e r e d  w i t h  a s  1 0 0  M H z + 1  H z )
 A l l a n  d e v i a t i o n   ( f U  t a m p e r e d  w i t h  a s  1 0 0  M H z + 1  H z )

T e s t i n g  t i m e ( s )

Tim
e d

iffe
ren

ce 
(s)

1 0 - 1 7

1 0 - 1 6

1 0 - 1 5

1 0 - 1 4

1 0 - 1 3

All
an 

dev
iati

on

Fig. 7. Impact of frequency tampering on the timekeeping system. The
recovery frequency signal to be used as the reference for the user-side
timekeeping system is altered from 100 MHz to 100 MHz+1 Hz.

For the new definition of the International System of Units
(SI) [28], all SI units (except for mole and second itself) can be

traced to corresponding fundamental constants with the aid of
second, which is the most precise SI unit. The unit of length
is defined by using the fixed numerical value of the speed
of light in vacuum c to be 299792458 expressed in m/s. If
the recovered frequency in Fig. 6 is used as the reference of
the meter recovery system, the tampering action on frequency
transfers to the tampering action on the length. As shown in
Fig. 8, the corresponding error of the recovered SI unit-meter
is altered with within the range of ±1× 10−6 m. In this case,
the function of the meter recovery system remains normal,
while the induced by frequency tampering causes a large error.
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Fig. 8. Simulation result of the corresponding error of the recovered SI unit-
meter using the tampered frequency signal shown in Fig. 6 as the reference
for the unit of length tracing.

Another scenario is radio astronomy. In radio astronomy,
multiple radio telescopes can be combined using radio inter-
ferometry [29], [30] and aperture synthesis techniques [31] to
improve measurement accuracy. To reduce the coherent loss
of the observation system, interference measurement arrays,
such as the Square Kilometre Array (SKA), have a high
requirement for frequency synchronization [32]. If there is a
fixed frequency difference ∆f between the two observation
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Fig. 9. Coherence loss of the radio telescope array under different frequency
tampering cases, which are compared with the requirements of the Square
Kilometre Array (SKA).
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stations caused by the FTM, the coherent loss Lc(T ) between
the two stations follows the relationship: Lc(T ) = 1 −
| sinc(π∆ft)|. For example, when the observation frequency
is 350 MHz, the calculation results of the coherent loss under
different frequency tampering scenarios are shown in Fig. 9. To
compare the impact of reference frequency tampering directly,
we use the coherent loss requirement of SKA as a comparison.
SKA requires that the coherent loss caused by the frequency
transmission system does not exceed 1% within an integration
time from 1 s to 1 min. The coherent loss caused by 0.01
Hz frequency tampering causes the SKA observation to be
disabled at 2.5 s, and the observation is completely unfeasible
at 0.1 Hz frequency tampering.

VI. DISCUSSION

The FbFS network is one of the most important infrastruc-
tures. However, the frequency-tampering scenarios expose its
potential risks. To solve its security issue, countermeasures of
this risk posed by the FTM need to be discussed.

In optical networks, signal encryption [33]and link integrity
monitoring [34], [35] are commonly used security measures
at the information and hardware layers, respectively. Unfortu-
nately, neither of these methods cannot be used as security
countermeasures for the disseminated frequency reference.
First, signal encryption techniques have a negative impact on
the relative stability of the disseminated frequency signal and
introducing additional phase noise, which defeats the purpose
of high-quality transmission of frequency references. Second,
link integrity monitoring methods, represented by optical time
domain reflectometry (OTDR) [36]–[38], can be circumvented
by the FTM. DWDMs and controlled optical switches can
ensure that the core structure of the FTM is not detected during
OTDR detection. All these circumstances point to the need to
identify new security countermeasures for FbFS.

There are two possible security countermeasures. One coun-
termeasure is link patrolling combined with fiber vibration
detection. Relying on fiber vibration sensing technology, such
as distributed acoustic sensing (DAS) [39]–[42], it is possible
to identify intrusions and quickly locate them. Every link in-
terruption event needs to be taken seriously. Inspectors should
inspect risky sections and ensure that no special devices, such
as FTMs, are embedded in the link. Another countermeasure
is to build a more robust FbFS network. Multiple links need
to be established between a single server and a single user.
Preferably, the user can receive frequency references dissem-
inated by different servers. If the user can receive multiple
frequency references, they can be compared with each other
to ensure that problems with a particular frequency reference
can be detected in time.

VII. CONCLUSION

On a 200 km fiber link, we demonstrate that the synchro-
nized frequency reference can be altered using a frequency
lens-enabled FTM. While bypassing the locking status moni-
toring, the 100 MHz frequency reference synchronized at the
user side can be changed arbitrarily and stealthily within the
range of 100 MHz±100 Hz. Moreover, the relative stability

of the recovered frequency reference can be maintained at the
same normal level when tampering occurs. To more intuitively
show the consequences of using a tampered frequency refer-
ence, we constructed three application scenarios that rely on
disseminated frequency reference. In these three scenarios, the
application systems could still run stably, but the generated
results deviated dramatically. To solve this tampering risk,
we propose two possible countermeasures. We anticipate that
this article will raise awareness of the risks faced by FbFS
networks and improve risk prevention measures.

APPENDIX

APPENDIX A: DETAILS OF THE FIBER-BASED RADIO
FREQUENCY SYNCHRONIZATION SYSTEM AND DERIVATION

PROCESS OF EQ. (10)

To show the details of the fiber-based radio frequency
synchronization system as shown in Fig. 3(a), we start the
explanation from PLL1 and PLL2. For convenience, the am-
plitude terms of signals in Appendix A are also ignored. A
100 MHz voltage-controlled crystal oscillator (VCXO) at the
server site generates the signal that can be expressed as VSX =
VV CXO−S = cos(2πfSXt + ϕSX). Then, VSX is converted
to 2.1 GHz by a phase-locked dielectric resonant oscillator
(PDRO), i.e., VPDRO−S = cos(2π×21fSXt+21ϕSX), which
is modulated to an optical carrier (C38), and sent to the user
site via the fiber link.

In the following, we first analyze the normal operation of the
system when the FTM does not join the link. At the user site,
the optical signal transmitted along the fiber is received and
demodulated. The 2.1 GHz RF signal can be obtained at U1
point of Fig. 3(a), i.e., VU1 = cos(2π×21fSXt+21ϕSX+ϕn),
where ϕn is the phase noise caused by the whole link. Another
100 MHz VCXO-U located at the user site generates a signal
that can be expressed as VUX = VV CXO−U = cos(2πfUXt+
ϕUX). Similarly, VUX is also multiplied to 2.1GHz by the
PDRO-U, i.e., VPDRO−U = cos(2π × 21fUXt + 21ϕUX).
VPDRO−U is mixed with VU1 to generate the error signal, i.e.,
Verror−U = cos[2π(21fSX − 21fUX)t + 21(ϕSX − ϕUX) +
ϕn]. Then, PLL2 can be realized with a servo controller. As
a consequence,

21fSX − 21fUX = 0, (A1)

21ϕSX + ϕn − 21ϕUX = 0. (A2)

For the backward route, VPDRO−U is modulated on another
optical carrier (C39), and sent to the server site. After de-
modulation and amplification at the server site, a 2.1 GHz RF
signal can be obtained at point M1. In addition, the phase
noise introduced by the same fiber link for a short time
can also be considered as ϕn too. Considering the above,
the 2.1 GHz RF signal at M1 point can be expressed as
VM1 = cos(2π × 21fUXt+ 21ϕUX + ϕn).

In the left part of Fig. 3(a), the reference frequency signal
of 100 MHz, i.e., Vref = cos(2πfref t + ϕref ), is split and
sent to two PDROs to generate the RF signals of 2.2 GHz
and 2.0 GHz, denoted as Vref1 = VPDRO−1 = cos(2π ×
22fref t + 22ϕref ) and Vref2 = VPDRO−2 = cos(2π ×
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20fref t+20ϕref ), respectively. Subsequently, Vref1 is mixed
with VM1 to generate a 100 MHz signal, i.e., cos[2π(22fref −
21fUX)t+(22ϕref−21ϕUX)−ϕn]. Similarly, Vref2 is mixed
with VM2 = VPDRO−S to generate another 100 MHz signal,
i.e., cos[2π(21fSX − 20fref )t + 21ϕSX − 20ϕref ]. Finally,
these two 100 MHz signals are mixed to obtain the error
signal Verror−S , i.e., Verror−S = cos[2π(42fref − 21fSX −
21fUX)t+ (42ϕref − 21ϕSX − 21ϕUX − ϕn)]. PLL1 can be
realized with a servo controller. As a consequence,

42fref − 21fSX − 21fUX = 0, (A3)

42ϕref − 21ϕSX − 21ϕUX − ϕn = 0. (A4)

Considering Eq. (A1), Eq. (A2), Eq. (A3), and Eq. (A4), the
output signal VOutput at the user site can be obtained as

VOutput = VUX = VV CXO−U

= cos(2πfUXt+ ϕU )

= cos(2πfref t+ ϕref ),

(A5)

and frequency synchronization between the server site and the
user site is realized.

In the following we consider the case after inserting the
FTM and provide the derivation process of Eq. (10). Before
entering the FTM, the RF signal carried by the optical signal
(C38) is cos(2π×21fSXt+21ϕSX +ϕn′1), where ϕn′1 is the
noise introduced by part of the fiber link between the FTM
and the server site. Referring to Eq. (5) and Eq. (6), after
passing the FTM, the RF signal carried by the optical signal
(C38) is cos[2π(k1fS0 + 21fSX)t+ k1ϕS0 + 21ϕSX + ϕn′1].
As a consequence, VU1 changes, i.e., VU1 = cos[2π(k1fS0 +
21fSX)t + k1ϕS0 + 21ϕSX + ϕn′1 + ϕn′2], where ϕn′2 is
the noise introduced by another part of the fiber link. Due to
PLL2, VUX changes accordingly, i.e.,

fUX =
k1fS0

21
+ fSX , (A6)

ϕUX =
k1ϕS0

21
+ ϕSX +

ϕn′1 + ϕn′2

21
. (A7)

Therefore, the RF signal modulated to laser-2 changes to
VPDRO−U = cos[2π(k1fS0 + 21fSX)t + k1ϕS0 + 21ϕSX +
ϕn′1 + ϕn′2]. In the backward direction, when entering the
FTM, the RF signal carried by the optical signal (C39) is
cos[2π(k1fS0 + 21fSX)t+ k1ϕS0 + 21ϕSX + ϕn′1 + 2ϕn′2].
Referring to Eq. (8) and Eq. (9), the RF signal modulated
on the optical carrier changes back to cos[2π × 21fSXt +
(21ϕSX + ϕn′1 + 2ϕn′2)]. Although the FTM tampers with
the disseminated frequency reference in the fiber link, the
frequency of the RF signal demodulated at the server site
remains unchanged. After going through the same process
described by Eq. (A3) and Eq. (A4), what can be obtained
is

fSX = fref , (A8)

ϕSX = ϕref − ϕn′1 + ϕn′2

21
. (A9)

As a result,

VOutput = cos(2πfUXt+ ϕUX)

= cos

[
2π

(
k1fS0

21
+ fref

)
t+

k1ϕS0

21
+ ϕref

]
.

(A10)
In the experimental setup, fS0 = 10 MHz and fref = 100
MHz, so that

fUX =

(
100 +

10k1
21

)
MHz. (A11)
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Abstract—Small, low-cost instruments enable new and exciting
mission opportunities, yet their constrained volume and limited
budgets make them especially susceptible to suffering anomalies
during flight. Radiation effects, as well as sensor or actuator
failure, can all pose a serious threat to the continued collection
of scientific data as well as cause the partial or complete loss
of a mission’s science payload. Onboard anomaly detection
could allow instruments to recover from such events, but its
ad-hoc development typically falls outside the mission’s time-
line or monetary constraints. Here we describe a compact
solution for the implementation of onboard anomaly detection
meant for space science missions. The device is designed to
be interoperable with a broad range of instruments, utilizing
easily accessible power and logic signals to monitor the state
of peripherals and actuators without disrupting their function-
ality. By leveraging a commercially-available microcontroller
with a radiation-hardened alternative package, the device can
be inexpensively sourced and assembled with minimal work,
enabling instrument characterization on an expedited timeline.
The system can then be exchanged for a radiation-hardened
version, ensuring the replicability of observed anomalies in a
laboratory environment during instrument operations. We also
present currently implemented anomaly detection algorithms,
which enable the system to detect anomalies in instruments with
varying failure modes and allow mission designers to choose
which detection approach best fits the specific needs of their
instrument. Finally, we showcase an example application of
this system in the detection of anomalies during the operation
of a lysis motor designed for use in biological space instru-
ments. The inclusion of the described anomaly detection system
into new or existing instruments can effectively lower the risks
associated with in-flight anomalies, improving their reliability
while causing minimal impact on their development timeline or
system complexity. This newfound capability can be leveraged
to improve the resilience of existing science missions or to enable
new missions to harsher space environments where anomaly
detection is a requirement for successful instrument operation.
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1. INTRODUCTION
Small instruments are rapidly expanding our ability to
achieve science objectives with reduced budgets and con-

This work has been submitted to the IEEE for possible publication. Copy-
right may be transferred without notice, after which this version may no
longer be accessible.

strained timelines. This creates exciting opportunities to
pursue new mission concepts that were previously not achiev-
able, where mass, volume, or cost constraints limit the use of
larger instruments. Missions concepts similar to the Europa
Lander [1], the Enceladus Orbilander Mission [2], or the
Vertical Entry Robot for Navigating Europa (VERNE) [3]
rely on small instruments to achieve their mission goals.
Furthermore, instruments that are not yet implemented in
specific mission architectures, like the ELIE [4] or SETG
[5] instruments, have the potential to improve or enable new
measurements and observations to answer still unanswered
questions in planetary science. Small science missions are
an integral part of current and future strategies to advance in-
situ investigation of planetary or small-body environments,
as they provide a valuable combination of launch cadence,
complexity, and risk that enables them to respond to ongoing
scientific development [6].

However, these instruments pose unique implementation
challenges for mission designers, one of which is reliable
anomaly detection that can adapt to the requirements of these
instruments. During the course of a mission, instruments
will encounter anomalies that can threaten their successful
operation, the collection of data, and the achievement of sci-
entific goals. An anomaly is an external or internal event that
changes the state or configuration of an instrument to one that
can cause temporary or permanent damage to the instrument,
or under which the instrument was not designed to operate.
Anomalies pose a risk to all spacecraft, but their impact on
small missions can be severely detrimental: Between the
years 2000 and 2016, 35 percent of small missions failed to
meet their objectives [7]. Detecting an anomaly is vital to
allow the instrument or spacecraft to respond to it, mitigating
its disruption to ongoing operations and ensuring the safety
and continuity of the mission.

The need for anomaly detection can be driven by multiple
mission requirements. Recovery from anomalies into a func-
tional or safe state can be a requirement for missions where
the occurrence of an anomaly threatens the continuation of
the mission or the achievement of its mission goals unless
corrective action is taken. It can also be a requirement for
instruments where the medium to sample is a-priori unknown.
Detecting an anomaly in the instrument’s operation can indi-
cate the presence of an unfamiliar sample medium, allowing
mission controllers to halt operations and conduct further
studies before the instrument proceeds with sample analysis,
thus mitigating the risk of damage to the instrument. A re-
quirement for increased reliability can also drive the need for
anomaly detection capabilities. Resource restrictions drive
instrument designers to use commercial-of-the-shelf (COTS)
or low technology readiness level (TRL) technologies in
instrument designs which increases the risk of anomalies
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negatively impacting instrument operations. This can also
affect the overall risk of the instrument and make it unsuitable
for missions with low-risk tolerances. Anomaly detection
can increase the reliability of these instruments and lower
their overall risk. Furthermore, missions destined for harsh
environments where a short mission duration is expected can
leverage anomaly detection to maximize the total amount of
data gathered by detecting and reporting anomalies that might
affect the integrity of the data. Finally, missions requiring
complete autonomy of the spacecraft and instrument due to
limited or a complete lack of communication for extended
periods of time must be able to react to anomalies that might
threaten the successful completion of the mission objectives,
which is enabled by anomaly detection. These driving factors
for anomaly detection, as well as examples of missions
enabled by anomaly detection capabilities, are summarized
in Figure 1.

Figure 1. Mapping of driving factors, capabilities, and
representative missions enabled by anomaly detection.

Mission renders sourced from [8], [9], [1] and [10]

Anomaly sources that impact an instrument can be caused
by the environment the spacecraft operates in, like radiation-
related latch-up events or bit flips, or by the failure or mis-
configuration of a system or subsystem that is part of the
spacecraft itself [11]. Finally, operator error and faulty hard-
ware design threaten the correct function of the instrument.
Due to this variability in anomaly sources, there is no single
method that can detect all possible anomalies an instrument
might experience during the duration of its mission.

Current anomaly detection solutions rely on the ad-hoc im-
plementation of both custom hardware and software on the
specific system to be protected from a subset of possible
anomalies. This requires an investment of both resources and
time for the development of this functionality, which is some-
times infeasible for small instruments due to their limited
budgets and restricted timelines. Furthermore, identifiable
results of anomalies are dependent on the specific implemen-
tation of actuators and peripherals that compose the instru-
ment, and as such customized anomaly detection solutions
are needed for each instrument or instrument implementation.
This need for a customized detection solution clashes with the
agile timelines expected from small instrument developers.
This tight implementation schedule might also prohibit the
inclusion of an independent anomaly detection system, opt-
ing instead for the implementation of anomaly detection as
part of the instrument software or hardware system directly.
Although this implementation approach might be preferable
over the complete lack of anomaly detection, it does not

mitigate the risk of a fault in the instrument rendering all
or part of the anomaly detection measures ineffective. Fur-
thermore, the increased complexity of implementing anomaly
detection might not be manageable for teams focused on the
development of an instrument. It might also unnecessarily
complicate the software and hardware design of an instru-
ment, which itself poses a risk of faults. Current anomaly
detection solutions thus fail to meet the requirements of small
instruments.

Mitigating the risks of anomalies impacting small instruments
would require an anomaly detection solution that is easy to in-
tegrate with a multitude of different instruments, eliminating
the need for the development of unique anomaly detection
solutions for each spacecraft or instrument implementation.
This would reduce the time and resource commitment re-
quired by teams to implement anomaly detection, making
it more accessible. To achieve this goal, the solution must
also have a clear and defined interface to communicate with
the rest of the instrument and be compact and inexpensive.
It should also be easy to use by instrument designers and
ground operators to reduce the chance of anomalies caused
by improper implementation. Finally, this generic anomaly
detection solution that provides this capability to multiple in-
struments must meet the diverging requirements found during
instrument development in the laboratory and during flight
while minimizing complexity and risk to replicability.

In the laboratory environment, the anomaly detection system
must be easy to procure and inexpensive to enable fast de-
velopment and simplify the instrument characterization pro-
cess. Usability by operators also becomes a concern during
laboratory testing, as the output of the anomaly detection
system should be easily interpretable for rapid development.
During flight, the need for systems to be radiation tolerant or
radiation hardened becomes a top priority, especially for mis-
sions with objectives past low Earth orbit. These competing
requirements would normally force teams to devise two sep-
arate systems: one to characterize their instrument in the lab-
oratory and a separate system to provide anomaly detection
during flight. This increases the complexity throughout the
instrument’s life cycle, but more importantly, it poses a risk to
the replicability of unexpected fault states experienced during
flight: As the flight and laboratory systems are fundamentally
different, recreating an anomalous state in the laboratory
using information from flight requires understanding how to
translate the flight system’s output into the expected input for
the laboratory system.

The proposed anomaly detection solution allows instrument
designers to use the same solution to characterize expected
anomalies and other instrument parameters prior to hardware
handoff and to detect anomalies during flight using the same
instrument subsystem. During assembly and laboratory in-
strument testing, anomaly detection can be used to charac-
terize the expected operational states of the instrument and
profile known or expected failure states that might result from
possible hardware design limitations or flaws. Failures result-
ing from random events like single event effects (latch-ups or
bit flips) can also be emulated in the laboratory to determine
the resiliency of the instrument to such faults. During the
instrument’s use in a mission, the anomaly detection system
can be used to detect anomalous states during instrument
operation, which allows the instrument to respond to failures
and recover from states that might pose a risk to its safety
and continued functionality. An anomaly detection solution
can also provide instrument monitoring capabilities useful for
instrument operation independent of the instrument itself.
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2. METHODS
System Architecture

The proposed anomaly detection device follows a decoupled
architecture, where the anomaly detection function is per-
formed not as part of the instrument or power systems but as
an independent device with separate hardware and software
design. This allows the device to be used for different
instruments without the need to have a specific hardware
implementation for each one. Depending on the role anomaly
detection is meant to play in the mission, the device can be
used as the starting node of a more expansive monitoring
and reliability system that oversees the functionality of the
instrument. It can also be connected to the instrument or
other systems on the spacecraft for closed-loop control of
instrument modes or to a communication subsystem for off-
board instrument monitoring, as shown in the system diagram
presented on Figure 2.

Figure 2. High-level anomaly detection system
architecture, showing the connection between the
anomaly detection device and other subsystems.

The device detects anomalies in the connected instrument by
measuring its power consumption over time. This measure-
ment is taken using an INA260 Precision Digital Current and
Power Monitor, which is managed by an ARM M0 Cortex
microcontroller. The data is processed by the microcontroller
and time-tagged through the use of a real-time clock (RTC),
after which it is stored in external flash memory and/or sent
to a communication system through I2C or SPI. Multiple
INA260 sensors can be connected to the same device as
shown in Figure 3 if the instrument uses more than one power
rail to operate. The detection of anomalies through this data is
dependent on the specific implementation of the anomaly de-
tection device and the type of anomaly to be detected. These
will be discussed further in the System Use and Anomaly
Detection Algorithms sections. The detection and monitoring
of anomalies are performed by the microcontroller which can
then alert the instrument or supporting systems through the
aforementioned communication protocols.

The device can be used through two different hardware im-
plementations, depending on its intended use: a laboratory
implementation, which uses inexpensive and readily available
COTS parts and microcontrollers; and a flight version which
uses a radiation-hardened microcontroller to enable deep
space missions. The device is implemented on two distinct
pieces of hardware to best meet the design constraints of
the laboratory and flight environments while minimizing the
risk of fault replicability associated with utilizing different
hardware. Figure 4 shows the connections between the

Figure 3. Anomaly detection device block diagram when
connected to multiple INA260 sensors.

device, the instrument, and its power system under the two
different hardware implementations. The current laboratory
implementation fits within a 6.4 × 2.4 × 1.9 inch volume,
weights 20 grams, and consumes an average of 25.2mW
during active use.

Integration with an instrument

As the device relies on the INA260 sensor to monitor power,
the device must be connected to the power supply of the in-
strument to monitor the instrument’s state and detect anoma-
lies. This can be done on either the high or low side of
power, depending on other mission requirements, and will
not interfere with any non-signal carrying power supply. The
device can also be connected to the instrument’s peripherals,
actuators, or sensors which designers deem to be at the
highest risk of experiencing a fault. This provides even
more granularity in the detected anomalous states. A total of
16 INA260 sensors can be connected in parallel to a single
monitoring device, enabling a wide survey of all potential
sources of faults present in an instrument.

System utilization

The device is first connected to the instrument during final
integration in the laboratory, after which the instrument can
be put through functional testing. As part of this testing,
expected modes of operation and known possible faults can
be profiled, which allows the anomaly detection system to
be configured for the specific needs of the instrument at
hand. Expected modes of operation to be profiled might
include the power draw from the instrument during standby,
startup, or expected conditions during data collection. Faults
to be tested can include possible actuator or active component
failures, or mission subsystem failures that might threaten
the nominal state of the instrument. During this process, the
anomaly detection device is connected to a computer running
a profiling and configuration application which collects data
from the device in real time and allows for the tagging and
archiving of instrument monitoring data. This data can then
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Figure 4. System diagrams for laboratory and flight use
of the device, showing the connections to the instrument

and supporting systems.

be used to produce a configuration for the anomaly detection
device that can be used during flight.

Once the instrument has been characterized and possible fault
modes have been used to configure the anomaly detection
device, the corresponding configuration can be loaded onto
the flight version of the anomaly detection device and subse-
quently integrated with the instrument before hardware hand-
off. The application code used by both microcontrollers is
reused, with only the Hardware Abstraction Layer (HAL)
and middleware required to drive the anomaly detection pe-
ripherals (INA260 sensors, RTC, and flash memory) regener-
ated. Although this inherently poses a risk to the laboratory
replicability of errors experienced in flight, sacrificing the
use of a one-to-one replica of the instrument in exchange for
lower costs, ease of procurement, and fast integration with the
instrument might be a positive trade off for small instruments
with lax code validation and verification requirements.

Anomaly detection algorithms

The capability of the anomaly detection device relies on its
detection algorithms. There is no singular ideal anomaly
detection algorithm that can detect anomalies in all possible
instruments. As such multiple approaches have been imple-
mented to allow instrument designers to tailor the algorithms

to their specific use cases. The algorithms rely on the voltage
and current measurements to identify anomalous states of the
instrument or instrument subsystems. The currently imple-
mented algorithms include Out-of-limits and AutoEncoder-
based anomaly detection. These were chosen as they lie on
opposite sides of the available algorithm spectrum in terms
of complexity, explainability, and ease of implementation,
showcasing the flexible capabilities of the anomaly detection
device.

Out-of-limits anomaly detection—For simple monitoring pur-
poses or for anomalies that directly translate into overvoltage,
overcurrent, undervoltage, or undercurrent of a system, an
out-of-limits anomaly detection schema might be the most
explainable and effective anomaly detection method. This
involves quantifying the expected maximum and minimum
values for a given voltage and current signal connected to the
anomaly detection device. Once these limits have been deter-
mined, the anomaly detection device will flag an anomaly if
the measured voltage and current exceed the defined limits.
Figure 5 shows an example of the out-of-limits anomaly
detection schema detecting the delivery of power to a sample
load after it is connected to a power rail being monitored
by the device. This can be implemented on the device’s
microcontroller or as an alarm directly commanded by the
INA260 sensor through an I/O signal. This second option
minimizes the time taken by the system to detect and report
an anomaly and can be especially useful if action must be
taken by the instrument in a short time to correct the fault.

Figure 5. Example of out-of-limits anomaly detection on
a power rail load off to load on transition.

Out-of-limits anomaly detection is easy to implement and
easily explainable, but it lacks the ability to detect anomalies
that primarily manifest in the time domain and not in the mag-
nitude of the signal. Furthermore, it requires the boundaries
of the signal to be known before the anomaly happens, which
is not always feasible for more complex anomalies.

Autoencoder-based anomaly detection—Autoencoders are a
type of neural network whose aim is to reconstruct the input
signal with as little error as possible. An autoencoder is
formed by a converging section that tapers down to a latent
space of reduced dimensionality. This latent space is then
followed by a diverging section where layers get progres-
sively wider until they reach the same layer width as the input.
During training, the network learns to compress the input data
down to the latent space, and then reconstruct it back to its
original form. This architecture is presented in Figure 6.
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Figure 6. Sample autoencoder architecture, showing
example data being reconstructed by the network.

Autoencoders have proven to be valuable tools for anomaly
detection, as their ability to compress and reconstruct new
data down to the dimensionality of the latent space is highly
dependent on the characteristics of the training data [12].
The reconstruction error of the autoencoder can then be used
to measure the similarity of new inputs to the training data.
Anomalous data that does not match the characteristics of the
training data will produce a high reconstruction error, which
flags the data as anomalous. An example of this workflow is
shown in Figure 7.

Autoencoders have the advantage of being able to detect
anomalies not characterized during instrument testing, as any
data that does not fit the training data will be flagged as an
anomaly. Multiple autoencoders can be trained on different
data sets to identify anomalies in instruments with multiple
nominal states, providing instrument designers with a flexible
anomaly detection solution that can accommodate multiple
operation modes.

However, autoencoders suffer from a lack of explainability as
their output cannot be easily interpreted to be meaningful or
useful beyond characterizing an anomaly. They also require
training data to be collected. The heavy computational cost
of training a neural network is a limiting factor for the

Figure 7. Example of autoencoder network applied to
anomaly detection. The reconstruction MAE is used to

determine if input data is anomalous.

complexity of the system in most microcontroller systems.
These issues are mitigated in our implementation of the
autoencoder by utilizing dense layers with no convolution and
performing the training during the laboratory procedures on
a separate device and not on the microcontroller itself. The
trained weights are then loaded onto the anomaly detection
device and used to compute the reconstruction error of newly
measured data, which indicates whether the data is nominal
or anomalous.

3. RESULTS
Here, we showcase the application of the anomaly detection
device previously presented for the detection of anomalies in
the operation of a lysis motor. This component is being used
as part of the sample processing stage of the ELIE instrument
[4] and is a common component in other life detection instru-
mentation under development. In principle, this lysis motor
could be replaced with any given load that exhibits changing
power draw as an unknown function of state. This includes
most actuators, peripherals, or subsystems with electrical
components present in instruments or spacecraft.

Background

Lysis is the process through which the membranes of cells
are broken down, which makes materials only present inside
the cell available for further analysis, such as DNA, RNA,
proteins, or organelles. This process can be induced mechani-
cally through the use of a lysis motor, which combines a small
electrical brushed motor with a lysis chamber containing
grinding beads through which a solution with the cells of
interest is pumped. The motor stirs the grinding beads, which
break down the cell walls and produce a lysate (solution
containing the products of lysis) which can then be used for
further analysis. The motor relies on the constant flow of
fluid through the lysis chamber to avoid overheating during
operation but does not pump the fluid itself and instead relies
on a pumping system to continue feeding fluid through the
lysis chamber.

A failure of the pumping system which starves the motor of
fluid for a continued period of time will cause it to overheat,
damaging it and preventing its further use. Furthermore,
a latch-up event can maintain the motor running past the
period through which the pumping system is providing it with
fluid, causing it to overheat still. As fluid systems take up
significant amounts of space and increase the complexity of
an instrument, being able to reliably operate a single motor
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and fluidic line is critical. These two possible failure modes
were used to validate the anomaly detection algorithms cur-
rently implemented on the anomaly detection device while
showcasing its setup, workflow, and features.

Experimental setup

The anomaly detection device was first connected between
an OmniLyse® lysis motor and a power source, a benchtop
power supply. A syringe connected to the motor was used
to control the flow of fluid through the lysis chamber, as
shown in the setup diagram presented by Figure 8. In-
stead of a cell solution, water was used as a cooling fluid.
The microcontroller used for this setup was a Microchip
SAMD21G18 Arm® Cortex®-M0 implemented on an IOT
development board. The INA260 sensor was connected to
the microcontroller through a Click development board and
the power supply for the motor was routed through the sensor.

Figure 8. Lysis motor experimental setup used to collect
training data.

The motor was first turned on and off repeatedly to capture
data on the startup and shutdown behavior of the lysis motor.
The motor was turned on and off roughly every 10 seconds
by switching the power supply on and off, for a total duration
of 50 seconds. This data was then used to determine a power
threshold for when the motor was operating and when it was
turned off. The state of the motor can be found utilizing
the anomaly detection device and its out-of-bounds algorithm
configured with the measured threshold.

The motor was then turned on constantly and run both with
fluid constantly flowing through the lysis chamber (in wet
conditions) and with no fluid flowing through (dry condi-
tions). Readings for wet and dry conditions were captured
in 60-second intervals, varying the voltage between 6V and
12V. An autoencoder network was trained on a subset of the
wet conditions data. The rest of the wet and the dry data were
then used as inputs to the network and the mean square error
of the resulting data reconstruction was recorded.

Outcomes

Data from the first trial was processed using the out-of-
bounds algorithm with an on/off threshold value of 3V. The
algorithm was able to correctly determine the state of the
motor, showing the anomaly detection device can correctly
determine the running state of the motor from power con-
sumption data, as shown in Figure 9. This capability is of
special interest for anomalies that cause the commanded and
actual state of a peripheral to not correspond to each other,
such as latch-up events, as it provides a direct measurement

of the running state of the peripheral independent of the
commanded value.

Figure 9. Detection of motor operation through
out-of-limits anomaly detection.

Data from the second trial was first normalized and processed
into rolling windows with a 5-second duration. The rolling
windows resulting from the wet running conditions test were
used to train an autoencoder network, which effectively re-
constructed the rolling windows after training, with a mean
absolute error of 0.1mW across all measured voltages under
wet running conditions. This autoencoder network was then
used to reconstruct dry running condition data, yielding re-
constructions with an increased MAE (mean absolute error)
of 0.64mW across all measured voltages. The mean absolute
errors of all sampled windows were used to capture the dis-
tribution of the autoencoder reconstruction loss as a function
of the operating conditions of the motor during data capture.
The distribution of the wet windows was used to compute a
limit of detection (LOD) for anomalies in the motor operating
conditions, which was taken to be the mean plus three times
the standard deviation of the wet conditions reconstruction
MAE. The distributions of the MAE during dry and and wet
running, as well as the LOD are presented in Figure 10.
The reconstruction loss of dry running condition data shows
the effectiveness of the autoencoder at detecting anomalous
motor operation conditions, as measurements taken during
dry running conditions correctly lie past the LOD.

4. CONCLUSION
Anomaly detection is a critical component of any mission,
as it protects instruments from irreparable damage caused
by unexpected events that will inevitably occur during their
lifetime. The presented anomaly detection device provides
small instrument designers and integrators with an effective,
inexpensive, and compact solution to add this capability to
their instruments without investing large amounts of work
implementing an ad-hoc solution for their instrument. The
ability to use the same system in a laboratory setting as
well as during flight gives users an edge to lower costs
and reduce time to develop and deliver instruments, as well
as ensuring anomalies observed in flight can be replicated.
The proposed system was demonstrated for use with an
instrument component that is analogous to actuators or pe-
ripherals readily present in other instruments and spacecraft,
showcasing the ease of use and adaptability of the device.
Continued development of this anomaly detection solution
and its implementation in instruments through the use of
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Figure 10. Detection of dry or wet conditions through
autoencoder anomaly detection.

radiation-hardened hardware can enable new missions where
anomaly recovery capabilities and heightened reliability are
needed to access harsh mission environments autonomously,
to further advance in-situ investigation of open questions in
planetary science.
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All-heavy pentaquarks in a nonrelativistic potential quark model
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In a nonrelativistic potential quark model framework, we carry out a serious calculation of the all-heavy

pentaquarks by adopting the explicitly correlated Gaussian method. A complete mass spectrum for the 1S states

is obtained. For the ccccc̄, ccccb̄, bbbbc̄, bbbbb̄, ccbbc̄, and bbccb̄ systems, the obtained states are compact

and lie far above the lowest dissociation baryon-meson threshold. While, in the cccbc̄, cccbb̄, bbbcc̄, and bbbcb̄

systems with {123}45̄ symmetry, the two low-lying configurations with JP = 5/2− and 3/2− have a typical

molecular structure due to the special role of the color-Coulomb interactions, they may be good candidates of

stable states below the dissociation baryon-meson thresholds.

I. INTRODUCTION

Searching for genuine exotic multiquark states beyond the

conventional meson (qq̄) and baryon (qqq) states has been

one of the most important initiatives since the establish-

ment of quark model in 1964 [1–3]. Since the discovery of

X(3872) by Belle in 2003 [4], many tetraquark candidates,

such as the series hidden-charmed/bottom XYZ states [5], the

doubly-charmed state Tcc(3875)+ [6, 7], and charmed-strange

states [8, 9], have been observed in experiments. Further-

more, the exotic Pc [10–12] and Pcs [13] states as candidates

of pentaquark states were also reported by the LHCb collab-

oration. All of these observed exotic states contains two or

three light quarks, it is very difficult to determine whether they

are hadronic molecular states or genuine multiquark states due

to the role of light-meson exchanges. This dilemma should

be largely alleviated for the all-heavy multiquarks. They are

most likely to be genuine multiquark states since there is no

light-meson exchange potential, which is often needed by the

formation molecules. Thus, the study of the all-heavy mul-

tiquarks may provide an interesting way for establishing the

genuine multiquark states.

Impressively, some all-heavy multiquark states have been

observed in LHC experiments. In 2020, the LHCb Collabo-

ration observed a narrow structure X(6900) together a broad

structure ranging from 6.2 to 6.8 GeV in the di-J/ψ invariant

mass spectrum [14]. Later in 2022, the X(6900) was con-

firmed in the same final state by both the ATLAS [15] and

CMS [16] collaborations. Moreover, in the lower mass region

the CMS measurements show that a clear resonance X(6600)

lies in the di-J/ψ spectrum. These clear structures may be ev-

idences for genuine all-charmed tetraquark ccc̄c̄ states. The

discovery of ccc̄c̄ states has demonstrated the powerful abil-

ities of LHC in productions of fully-heavy hadrons, and also

indicates that the all-heavy pentaquark should be exist. Thus,

one may expect to observe some all-heavy pentaquarks in

forthcoming experiments.
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†E-mail: zhongxh@hunnu.edu.cn

Stimulated by these, some relative studies of the all-heavy

pentaquarks have been carried out within various models in

recent years. The all-charmed and -bottom pentaquarks were

studied with the QCD sum rules [17, 18]. For the baryon-

meson type, the masses of ccccc̄ and bbbbb̄ are predicted to

be ∼ 7.41 GeV and ∼ 21.60 GeV, respectively in Ref. [17],

which are notably smaller than those of 7.93 ± 0.15 GeV and

23.91±0.15 GeV predicted for the diquark-diquark-antiquark

type in Ref. [18]. In Ref. [19], the mass spectra of the 1S -

wave all-heavy pentaquarks were systematically studied with

the simple chromomagnetic interaction (CMI) model. The

masses of ccccc̄ and bbbbb̄ are predicted to be ∼ 7.9 GeV and

∼ 23.8 GeV, respectively, which are slightly above the lowest

dissociation baryon-meson mass threshold. While, there may

exist a stable JP = 3/2− bbccb̄ states with a mass of ∼ 17.4

MeV. In Ref. [20], the all-heavy pentaquarks were further

studied within the MIT bag model by including the chromo-

magnetic interaction. In this framework, the masses of ccccc̄

and bbbbb̄ are predicted to be ∼ 8.2 GeV and ∼ 24.8 GeV, and

no stable states below the dissociation baryon-meson thresh-

olds are found.

In the recent two years, the all-heavy pentaquarks have been

studied with more comprehensive potential quark models,

where besides the chromomagnetic interaction, the confining

and Coulomb-like potentials are also included in the calcu-

lations. In Refs. [21, 22], the authors studied the all-heavy

pentaquarks by using the resonating group method (RGM), in

which two-cluster approximation is adopted. They obtained

one possible stable JP = 1/2− ccccc̄ state with a mass of ∼ 7.9

GeV, and two possible stable bbbbb̄ states with JP = 1/2− and

JP = 3/2− in the mass range of ∼ 23.8 GeV, and several pos-

sible stable candidates in the charmed-bottom pentaquarks. In

Ref. [23], considering the baryon-meson and diquark-diquark-

antiquark configurations, the authors obtained several narrow

resonances above 8.0 GeV and 24.0 GeV for the ccccc̄ and

bbbbb̄ pentaquarks, respectively, based on the Gaussian ex-

pansion method combined with a complex-scaling range ap-

proach. Recently, a more serious dynamical calculation be-

yond the cluster approximation has been carried out by using

the variational method with the trial spatial wave function in a

simple Gaussian form [24]. No stable pentaquarks states be-

low the dissociation baryon-meson thresholds are found. The

masses for the ground ccccc̄ and bbbbb̄ states are predicted

http://arxiv.org/abs/2402.17974v1
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to be ∼ 8.2 GeV and ∼ 24.2 GeV, respectively, which are

consistent with those obtained with the trial function in the

most general Gaussian form [25]. However, due to the simple

Gaussian basis adopted in Ref [24], no stable solutions are ob-

tained for many states in the all-heavy pentaquarks containing

unequal mass quarks, such as cccbb̄, cccbc̄, bbbcc̄, and bbbcb̄.

In this work, we carry out a dynamical calculation of the

mass spectra of the 1S -wave all-heavy pentaquarks with a

nonrelativistic potential quark model (NRPQM). This model

is based on the Hamiltonian of the Cornell model [26], whose

parameters have been well determined based on the success-

ful description of the heavy quarkonium spectra [27–29],

and triply charmed and bottom baryon spectra [30]. This

model has been extended to study the mass spectra of all-

heavy tetraquarks by our group in Refs. [31–33]. To solve the

five-body problem accurately, we adopt the explicitly corre-

lated Gaussian (ECG) method [34, 35], in which a variational

trial spatial wave function is expanded with the most general

nondiagonal Gaussian basis functions associated to the Jacobi

coordinates. This is one of the most powerful approaches cur-

rently used for calculating the properties of few-body systems,

and offers great flexibility, and high accuracy [35]. Based on

the ECG numerical method, the mass spectrum of charmed-

strange tetraquarks was successfully predicted by our group,

recently [36]. The main purposes of this work are (i) to give

a reliable prediction of the mass spectra for the fully-heavy

pentaquarks based on our serious studies; (ii) to reveal the in-

ner structure special properties of the pentaquark states due to

the complex symmetry and dynamics; (iii) to assess the differ-

ences of the predictions from different potential models with

different numerical methods.

As follows, we first give a brief introduction to our frame-

work. We then give our numerical results and discussions for

the S -wave all-heavy pentaquarks states in Sec. III. Finally, a

summary is given in Sec. IV.

II. FRAMEWORK

In this section, we first give a brief review of the nonrela-

tivistic potential quark model. Then, we introduce the quark

model classification of the pentaquarks based on the symme-

tries. Finally, we give a brief introduction to the ECG method

what we adopt in the calculations.

A. Hamiltonian

In NRPQM, the Hamiltonian for a pentaquark system is

given by

H =

5
∑

i

(mi + Ti) − Tcm +

5
∑

i< j

Vi j(ri j), (1)

where mi and Ti represent the mass and kinetic energy of the

i-th quark, respectively; Tcm represents the kinetic energy of

the center of mass of the pentaquark system; ri j = |ri − rj | is
the distance between the i-th and j-th quarks; while Vi j is an

effective potential between them. In this work, the effective

potential Vi j is adopted a widely used form,

Vi j(ri j) = −
3

16

(

λi · λ j

)

(

bri j −
4

3

αi j

ri j

+ C0

)

−
αi j

4

(

λi · λ j

)

·



















π

2
·
σ3

i j
e−σ

2
i j

r2
i j

π3/2
· 16

3mim j

(

Si · S j

)



















,

(2)

where λi, j are the color operators acting on the i, j-th quarks,

Si, j represent the spin operators of the i, j-th quarks; while C0

represents the zero-point energy. The parameters b and αi j de-

note the strength of the confinement and strong coupling of the

one-gluon-exchange potential, respectively. In this work, the

parameter set {b, αi j, C0, σi j, mi } is taken the same as that in

our previous works [30, 33] and are listed in Table I. These pa-

rameters were determined through the fitting of meson spec-

trum. Finally, it should be mentioned that in this work we only

consider the low-lying 1S -wave pentaquark states without any

orbital excitations, thus, the spin-orbit and tensor potentials

are not included.

TABLE I: The potential model parameters.

mc/mb(GeV) 1.483/4.852

αcc/αbc/αbb 0.5461/0.5021/0.4311

σcc/σbc/σbb(GeV) 1.1384/1.3000/2.3200

b(GeV2) 0.1425

C0(GeV) 0

B. Pentaquark configuration

The pentaquark configuration can be expressed as a product

the flavor, spatial, spin, and color parts, i.e.,

|Ψ5q〉 = | f lavor〉 ⊗ |spatial〉 ⊗ |spin〉 ⊗ |color〉. (3)

In the flavor space, the available configurations for all-heavy

pentaquarks are “ccccc̄, ccccb̄, bbbbb̄, bbbbc̄, cccbb̄, cccbc̄,

bbbcc̄, bbbcb̄, ccbbc̄, bbccb̄”. The spin and color parts can be

constructed according to the permutation symmetry. For the

low-lying 1S pentaquark states without any excitations, their

spatial wave functions are symmetrical when exchanging the

coordinates of any two quarks. To obtain the spatial part of

the pentaquarks, one should solve the Schröinger equation.

Due to the pentaquark system containing identical quarks, it

must satisfy the Pauli principle. Considering the permutation

symmetry of identical quarks, the pentaquark configurations

can be classified into three categories, which are denoted by

{1234}5̄ : {cccc}c̄, {cccc}b̄, {bbbb}b̄, {bbbb}c̄,
{123}45̄ : {ccc}bb̄, {ccc}bc̄, {bbb}cc̄, {bbb}cb̄,

{12}{34}5̄ : {cc}{bb}c̄, {bb}{cc}b̄.
(4)

The quarks in {} should satisfy the requirements of the permu-

tation symmetry.
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For a pentaquark system, one can construct three colorless

configurations (color singlets) in the color space based on the

SU(3)-group representation theory. Their representations with

Young tableaux are given by [39]

C1 =

1 4

2

3
3

⊗ (5)3̄, C2 =

1 2

3

4
3

⊗ (5)3̄, C3 =

1 3

2

4
3

⊗ (5)3̄. (5)

By using the C-G coefficients of SU(3) group [37], one can

explicitly write out the three color configurations, which are

can be found in the literature, such as Ref. [20].

For a pentaquark system, the total spin quantum numbers

are possibly J = 5/2, 3/2, 1/2. Based on the SU(2) symmetry,

one can construct the configurations with J = 5/2, 3/2, 1/2 in

the spin space. Their representations with Young tableaux are

given by

J =
5

2
: S 1 = 1 2 3 4 5. (6)

J =
3

2
: S 2 =

1 2 3 4

5
, S 3 =

1 2 3 5

4
,

S 4 =
1 3 4 5

2
, S 5 =

1 2 4 5

3
.

(7)

J =
1

2
: S 6 =

1 2 3

4 5
, S 7 =

1 3 4

2 5
, S 8 =

1 2 4

3 5
,

S 9 =
1 2 5

3 4
, S 10 =

1 3 5

2 4
.

(8)

Combining the C-G coefficient of SU(2) group, one can ob-

tain the spin wave functionψS i
|JJz〉 corresponding to a special

Young tableau.

With the configurations of the color and spin spaces, one

can further construct the configurations of the spin⊗color

space. For the low-lying 1S -wave pentaquark configurations,

both the spatial and flavor parts are symmetric when one ex-

changes any two identical quarks, thus, the spin⊗color part

should be antisymmetric. To get the coupling configurations

in the spin⊗color space, we need the C-G coefficients of S 4

group, which are taken from Ref. [38].

For a pentaquark system with {1234}5̄ symmetry, there are

two configurations with JP = 3
2

−
and 1

2

−
:

1S 3
2

− ({1234}5̄) =
1
√

3
(C1S 3 +C2S 4 −C3S 5) ,

1S 1
2

− ({1234}5̄) =
1
√

3
(C1S 6 +C2S 7 −C3S 8) .

It should be mentioned that there is no JP = 5
2

−
configura-

tions. In this case, the {1234}5̄ symmetry requires the color

configurations are fully antisymmetric since the spin configu-

rations are fully symmetric, however, the color configurations

given in Eq. (5) cannot satisfy this requirement.

For a pentaquark system with {123}45̄ symmetry, one can

obtain a JP = 5
2

−
configuration,

1S 5
2

− ({123}45̄) = C1S 1,

three JP = 3
2

−
configurations,

1S 3
2

−({123}45̄)1 =

√

1

3
(C2S 4 −C3S 5 +C1S 3),

1S 3
2

−({123}45̄)2 =

√

1

6
(−C2S 4 + C3S 5 + 2C1S 3),

1S 3
2

−({123}45̄)3 = C1S 2,

and three JP = 1
2

−
configurations,

1S 1
2

−({123}45̄)1 =

√

1

3
(C2S 7 −C3S 8 +C1S 6),

1S 3
2

−({123}45̄)2 =

√

1

6
(−C2S 7 + C3S 8 + 2C1S 6),

1S 3
2

−({123}45̄)3 =

√

1

2
(C2S 10 −C3S 9).

For a pentaquark system with {12}{34}5̄ symmetry, there is

a JP = 5
2

−
configuration,

1S 5
2

− ({12}{34}5̄) =

√

2

3
C3S 1 −

√

1

3
C1S 1,

four JP = 3
2

−
configurations,

1S 3
2

− ({12}{34}5̄)1 =

√

1

3
(C2S 4 −C3S 5 +C1S 3),

1S 3
2

− ({12}{34}5̄)2 =

√

1

3
(C1S 5 −C3S 3) −

√

1

6
(C2S 4 +C3S 5),

1S 3
2

− ({12}{34}5̄)3 =

√
2

6
(3C2S 4 +C3S 5 − 2C1S 3)

+
1

3
(C1S 5 −C3S 3),

1S 3
2

− ({12}{34}5̄)4 =

√

2

3
C3S 2 −

√

1

3
C1S 2,

and four JP = 1
2

−
configurations,

1S 1
2

− ({12}{34}5̄)1 =

√

1

3
(C2S 7 −C3S 8 +C1S 6),

1S 1
2

− ({12}{34}5̄)2 =

√

1

3
(C1S 8 −C3S 6) −

√

1

6
(C2S 7 +C3S 8),

1S 1
2

− ({12}{34}5̄)3 =

√
2

6
(3C2S 7 +C3S 8 − 2C1S 6)

+
1

3
(C1S 8 −C3S 6),

1S 1
2

− ({12}{34}5̄)4 =

√

2

3
C3S 9 −

√

1

3
C1S 9.

To know more technical details for constructing the pen-

taquark configurations in the spin⊗color space, one can refer

to the works [19, 20, 24, 39].
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C. Numerical method

To solve the five-body problem accurately, we adopt the

ECG method [34, 35]. It is a well-established variational

method to solve quantum few-body problems in molecular,

atomic, and nuclear physics. The spatial part of the wave func-

tion for a pentaquark system without any angular momenta is

expanded in terms of ECG basis set. Such a basis function can

be expressed as

ψ(r1, r2, r3, r4, r5) = exp

















−
5

∑

i< j

ai jr
2
i j

















, (9)

where ai j are variational parameters. For a pentaquark system

with {1234}5̄ symmetry, one has two independent variational

parameters, i.e., a12 = a13 = a14 = a23 = a24 = a34 = a

and a15 = a25 = a35 = a45 = b, due to the symme-

try of identical quarks. Similarly, for a pentaquark system

with {123}45̄-symmetry, there are four variational parameters,

a12 = a13 = a23 = a, a14 = a24 = a34 = b, a15 = a25 = a35 = c

and a45 = d. While for a pentaquark system with {12}{34}5̄
symmetry, there are also five independent variational param-

eters, a12 = a, a13 = a14 = a23 = a24 = b, a15 = a25 = c,

a34 = d and a35 = a45 = f .

It is convenient to use a set of the Jacobi coordinates ξ =
(ξ1, ξ2, ξ3, ξ4) instead of position vectors ri (i = 1 − 5). For

example, one can take a set of Jacobi coordinates as follows,

ξ1 = r1 − r2,

ξ2 = r3 −
m1r1 + m2r2

m1 + m2

,

ξ3 = r4 − r5,

ξ4 =
m1r1 + m2r2 + m3r3

m1 + m2 + m3

− m4r4 + m5r5

m4 + m5

.

(10)

Then, the correlated Gaussian basis function ψ can be rewrit-

ten as

G(ξ, A) = exp(−ξT Aξ), (11)

where A is a 4 × 4 matrix, which is related to the variational

parameters. The spatial part of the trial wave function can be

expanded with a set of correlated Gaussians:

Ψ(ξ, A) =

N
∑

k=1

CkG(ξ, Ak), (12)

where N is the number of Gaussian basis functions. The ac-

curacy of the trial function depends on the number N and the

nonlinear parameter matrix Ak. In our calculations, follow-

ing the method of Ref. [40], we let the variational parameters

form a geometric progression. For example, for a variational

parameter a, we take

ai =
1

2
(

a1qi−1
)2

(i = 1, · · · , nmax) . (13)

The Gaussian size parameters {a1, q, nmax} will be determined

through the variation method. In the calculations, the final re-

sults should be stable and independent with these parameters.

3/2- 1/2-
20960

21000

21040

21080

 Scheme 1
 Scheme 2
 Ref.[24]

M
as

s (
M

eV
)

ccccc bbbbb

M
as

s (
M

eV
)

JP

ccccb

JP

bbbbc

FIG. 1: Spectrum for all-heavy pentaquarks with {1234}5̄ symmetry.

The black short solid lines stand for the predictions based on the

potential model of the present work with the ECG numerical method

(Scheme 1). The solid circles and triangles stand for the predictions

based on the potential model of Ref. [24], which are solved with the

ECG numerical method in this work (Scheme 2) and with the simple

diagonal Gaussian basis in Ref. [24], respectively.

For a given pentaquark configuration, one can work out the

Hamiltonian matrix elements,

Hkk′ = 〈ψCS G(ξ, Ak)|H|ψCS G(ξ, Ak′)〉, (14)

where ψCS is the spin-color wave function. Then, by solving

the generalized matrix eigenvalue problem,

N
∑

k′=1

(Hkk′ − ENkk′)Ck′ = 0, (15)

one can obtain the eigenenergy E, and the expansion coef-

ficients {Ck}. Where Nkk′ is an overlap factor defined by

Nkk′ = 〈G(ξ, Ak)|G(ξ, Ak′).

Finally, it should be mentioned that in the calculations we

can obtained stable solutions when we take N = na
max×nb

max =

8× 8 = 64 for the system with {1234}5̄ symmetry, N = na
max ×

nb
max × nc

max × nd
max = 5 × 5 × 5 × 5 = 625 for the system with

{123}45̄ symmetry, while N = na
max×nb

max×nc
max×nd

max×n
f
max =

4×4×4×4×4 = 1024 for the system with {12}{34}5̄ symmetry.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

A. States with {1234}5̄ symmetry

In the all-heavy pentaquarks, the ccccc̄, ccccb̄, bbbbc̄, and

bbbbb̄ systems have the {1234}5̄ symmetry. Considering the
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TABLE II: Predicted mass spectra of 1S states for the ccccc̄, bbbbb̄, ccccb̄, and bbbbc̄ systems compared with those of other works. The unit

is MeV. “Scheme 1” stands for the results obtained with the ECG method based on the potential model of the present work, while “Scheme 2”

stands for the results obtained with the ECG method based on the potential model of Ref. [24].

JP Configuration Scheme 1 Scheme 2 [24] [19] [20] [23] [21] [18] [17]

ccccc̄
3/2− 1S 3

2

− ({1234}5) 8210 8159 8145 7864 8229 8095 7410+270
−310

1/2− 1S 1
2

− ({1234}5) 8242 8206 8193 7949 8262 8045 7892 7930 ± 150

bbbbb̄
3/2− 1S 3

2

− ({1234}5) 24235 24213 24211 23775 24761 24035 23748 21600+730
−220

1/2− 1S 1
2

− ({1234}5) 24251 24249 24248 23821 24770 24035 23810 23910±150

ccccb̄
3/2− 1S 3

2

− ({1234}5) 11459 11434 11478 11130 11569

1/2− 1S 1
2

− ({1234}5) 11474 11462 11502 11177 11582

bbbbc̄
3/2− 1S 3

2

− ({1234}5) 21050 21050 20975 20652 21472

1/2− 1S 1
2

− ({1234}5) 21072 21086 21026 20699 21491

TABLE III: The average contributions of each part of the Hamiltonian (in MeV) and the root mean square radii (in fm) for the 1S -wave

all-heavy pentaquark configurations with the {1234}5̄ symmetry.

Each part contribution of Hamiltonian RMS Radius

JP Configuration Mass 〈T 〉
〈

VCon f
〉 〈

VCoul
〉 〈

VS S
〉 r12, r13, r14, r15, r25,

r23, r24, r34 r35, r45

ccccc̄
3/2− 1S 3

2

− ({1234}5̄) 8210 886 860.7 -977.8 26.1 0.5248 0.5176

1/2− 1S 1
2

− ({1234}5̄) 8242 846 879.8 -954.9 56.3 0.5327 0.5337

ccccb̄
3/2− 1S 3

2

− ({1234}5̄) 11459 858 800 -1017 34 0.5135 0.4413

1/2− 1S 1
2

− ({1234}5̄) 11474 842 807 -1007 48 0.5172 0.4467

bbbbc̄
3/2− 1S 3

2

− ({1234}5̄) 21050 919 548 -1317 9 0.2988 0.3864

1/2− 1S 1
2

− ({1234}5̄) 21072 889 557 -1296 30 0.3017 0.3957

bbbbb̄
3/2− 1S 3

2

− ({1234}5̄) 24235 931 467 -1436 14 0.2842 0.2839

1/2− 1S 1
2

− ({1234}5̄) 24251 905 473 -1416 29 0.2870 0.2890

permutation symmetry of identical quarks, there are two states

with JP = 3/2− and JP = 1/2− for each pentaquark system.

The mass splitting between them is very small (∼ 15 − 30

MeV), the J = 1/2− slightly lies above the J = 3/2− state.

The predicted mass spectrum has been given in Table II and

also shown in Fig. 1.

For the ccccc̄ system, the masses of the ground (1S ) states

are predicted to be ∼ 8.2 GeV, which is ∼ 300 MeV above

the mass threshold of J/ψΩccc(3/2
+) according to the pre-

dictions of the triply heavy baryon spectrum [30]. For the

bbbbb̄ system, the masses of the 1S states are predicted to be

∼ 24.2 GeV, which is ∼ 340 MeV above the mass threshold

of Υ(1S )Ωbbb(3/2+). For the ccccb̄ system, the masses of the

1S states are predicted to be ∼ 11.5 GeV, which is ∼ 400

MeV above the mass threshold of BcΩccc(3/2
+). While, for

the bbbbc̄ system, the masses of the two 1S states are pre-

dicted to be ∼ 21.1 GeV, which is ∼ 400 MeV above the mass

threshold of BcΩbbb(3/2+).

Similar studies have been carried out within another poten-

tial model approach in a recent work by An et al. [24]. For a

comparison, we listed their results in Table II and also shown

in Fig. 1. It is seen that our predicted mass spectra are con-

sistent with those in Ref. [24]. The differences of the pre-

dictions between ours and those in Ref. [24] are within 100

MeV. To further see the numerical method dependency of the

predictions, by using the same Hamiltonian of Ref. [24] we

calculate the mass spectrum with the ECG method as well.

The results are listed in Table II and shown in Fig. 1. From

Fig. 1, one can see that the results for the ccccc̄ and bbbbb̄ sys-

tems obtained with the ECG method (solid circles) are very

close to those (solid triangles) obtained with the simple di-

agonal Gaussian basis in Ref. [24]. However, for the ccccb̄

and bbbbc̄ systems containing unequal mass quarks, there is a

considerable difference of ∼ 40 − 80 MeV in the results ob-

tained with the two different numerical methods. Some other

studies about these pentaquarks can be found in the literature

based on the MIT bag model [20], CMI model [19], Lattice-

QCD inspired quark model [23], chiral quark model/quark de-

localization color screening model [21], and QCD sum rule

approach [17, 18], the results are collected in Table II for a

comparison. There are large discrepancies (about 100 − 1000

MeV) in the predictions from various models.

Moreover, to know some details of the inner structure of the

predicted pentaquark states, we calculate the root mean square
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TABLE IV: Predicted mass spectra of 1S states for the cccbc̄, cccbb̄, bbbcb̄ and bbbcc̄ systems.

cccbc̄ cccbb̄

JP Mass Eigenvector Mass Eigenvector Configuration

5/2− (11160) (1) (14322) (1) (1S 5
2

− ({123}45̄))

3/2−

























11124

11349

11482

















































−0.02 −0.09 1

0.57 0.82 0.08

−0.82 0.57 0.03

















































14282

14522

14737

















































−0.04 −0.08 1

0.56 0.83 0.09

−0.83 0.56 0.02























































1S 3
2

− ({123}45̄)1

1S 3
2

− ({123}45̄)2

1S 3
2

− ({123}45̄)3































1/2−

























11356

11419

11506

















































0.46 0.85 0.26

−0.23 −0.17 0.96

−0.86 0.50 −0.12

















































14534

14645

14745

















































0.53 0.84 0.06

−0.07 −0.03 1

−0.84 0.54 −0.05























































1S 1
2

− ({123}45̄)1

1S 1
2

− ({123}45̄)2

1S 1
2

− ({123}45̄)3































bbbcb̄ bbbcc̄

JP Mass Eigenvector Mass Eigenvector Configuration

5/2− (20767) (1) (17540) (1) (1S 5
2

− ({123}45̄))

3/2−
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20951
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−0.04 −0.09 1

0.54 0.84 0.10

−0.84 0.54 0.01
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−0.08 −0.14 0.99

0.55 0.82 0.16

−0.83 0.55 0.01
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2
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1S 3
2

− ({123}45̄)2

1S 3
2

− ({123}45̄)3































1/2−
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TABLE V: Predicted mass spectra of 1S states for the ccbbc̄ and bbccb̄ systems.
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(RMS) radii between two quarks, i.e.,
√

〈r2
i j
〉. The results are

listed in Tables III. It is found that 1S states with {1234}5̄ sym-

metry should have a compact structure. The RMS radii for

the ccccc̄, ccccb̄, bbbbc̄, and bbbbb̄ systems are in the ranges

of (0.51, 0.54), (0.44, 0.52), (0.29, 0.40), and (0.28, 0.29) fm,

respectively. The bbbbb̄ system is much more compact than

ccccc̄ due to the much stronger attractive color-Coulomb po-

tential.

We further analyze the contributions from each part of the

Hamiltonian for the pentaquark states. The results are listed

in Table III. It shows that the averaged kinetic energy 〈T 〉
is nearly a stable value ∼ 900 MeV for all of the states.

The color-Coulomb potential contributes to a large negative

value 〈VCoul〉, about −950,−1000,−1300,−1400 MeV for the

ccccc̄, ccccb̄, bbbbc̄, and bbbbb̄ systems, respectively. The

linear confining potential 〈VCon f 〉 has the same order of mag-

nitude as 〈T 〉, which cannot be neglected. For the ccccc̄ sys-

tem, the value of confining potential 〈VCon f 〉, ∼ 870 MeV, is

comparable with that of 〈T 〉. While for the bbbbb̄ system,

the confining potential 〈VCon f 〉, ∼ 470 MeV, is about one half

of the ccccc̄ system. It is interesting to find that for a pen-

taquark system the value of 〈T 〉 + 〈VCon f 〉 + 〈VCoul〉 for the

JP = 1/2− state is equal to that of the JP = 3/2− state, al-

though each parts for these two states are different. From this

point of view, the mass splitting between the JP = 1/2− and

3/2− states is caused by the chromo-magnetic interaction.

As a whole, in the ccccc̄, bbbbb̄, ccccb̄, and bbbbc̄ systems,
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FIG. 2: Spectrum for all-heavy pentaquarks with {123}45̄ symmetry. The black short solid lines stand for the predictions based on the potential

model of the present work with the ECG numerical method. The solid circles and triangles stand for the predictions based on the potential

model of Ref. [24], which are obtained with the ECG numerical method in this work and with the simple diagonal Gaussian basis in Ref. [24],

respectively. The red dashed lines represent the lowest 1S -wave dissociation baryon-meson thresholds for the two low-lying states with

JP = 5/2− and 3/2− in each system. The short red solid lines represent the uncertainties according to the Lattice predictions of the triply heavy

baryons [41].
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FIG. 3: Spectrum for all-heavy pentaquarks with {12}{34}5̄ symmetry. The short solid lines stand for the predictions based on the potential

model of the present work with the ECG numerical method. The solid circles and triangles stand for the predictions based on the potential

model of Ref. [24], which are obtained with the ECG numerical method in this work and with the simple diagonal Gaussian basis in Ref. [24],

respectively.

there are no stable states below the dissociation baryon-meson

thresholds. The 1S states should have a compact structure.

For each pentaquark system, the mass splitting between the

JP = 1/2− and 3/2− states is no more than 30 MeV.

B. States with {123}45̄ symmetry

In the all-heavy pentaquarks, the cccbb̄, cccbc̄, bbbcc̄,

and bbbcb̄ systems have the {123}45̄ symmetry. Considering
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the permutation symmetry of identical quarks, for each pen-

taquark system there are seven 1S states, one with JP = 5/2−,
three with JP = 3/2−, and three with JP = 1/2−. The pre-

dicted mass spectrum has been given in Table IV and also

shown in Fig. 2. From Table IV, one can see that there exist

large mixing between the two configurations 1S JP({123}45̄)1

and 1S JP({123}45̄)2 with the same spin-parity JP numbers.

The splitting between the two mixed states are notably in-

creased to ∼ 150 − 200 MeV due to the configuration mix-

ing effect, while without this effect the splitting between the

two pure states is ∼ 50 − 90 MeV. The 1S 1/2−({123}45̄)3 and

1S 3/2−({123}45̄)3 are nearly two pure configurations. For a

given pentaquark system, the lowest state is the JP = 3/2−

configuration 1S 3
2

− ({123}45̄)3, which is slightly (∼ 40 − 60

MeV) lower than the JP = 5/2− state. The masses of the

other five states are notably larger than these two low-lying

states, the mass gap reaches up to about 200 − 500 MeV.

The masses of the 1S states for the cccbc̄, cccbb̄, bbbcc̄,

and bbbcb̄ systems scatter in the range of ∼ (11.1, 11.5),

∼ (14.3, 14.8), ∼ (17.5, 17.9), and ∼ (20.7, 21.1) GeV, respec-

tively. In Ref. [24], the authors given their predictions of the

masses for the highest JP = 1/2− and JP = 3/2− states. For

a comparison, we shown their results (denoted by the solid

triangles) in Fig. 2 as well. It is seen that these predictions

in Ref [24] are generally consistent with ours. However, in

Ref [24], no stable solutions for the other low-lying states are

obtained by taking a simple Gaussian form for the trial spa-

tial wave function. By using the same Hamiltonian adopted

in Ref. [24], we calculate the mass spectrum with the ECG

method as well. We obtain stable solutions for all of the 1S

states, which are shown in Fig. 2 with solid circles as the

scheme 2. It is found that mass spectra predicted with the

two different potential models adopted in Ref. [24] (scheme 2)

and present work (scheme 1) are similar, it shows only a small

model dependency. The difference for most of the predictions

between the two potential models is no more than 40 MeV.

Some other studies about these pentaquarks can be found in

the literature based on the MIT bag model [20], chromo-

magnetic interaction model [19], and chiral quark model [22].

It is interesting to find that the four JP = 5/2− states for the

cccbc̄, cccbb̄, bbbcc̄, and bbbcb̄ systems reported in Ref. [22]

are comparable with our predictions.

To know about the inner structure of the pentaquark states,

in Tables VI we further give the root mean square (RMS) radii

between two quarks. It is found that the five high-lying 1S

states with JP = 1/2− and JP = 3/2− for a given pentaquark

system are compact states, their RMS radii are no more than

0.52 fm. While the two low-lying JP = 3/2− and JP = 5/2−

states have a typical molecular structure. From Table VI, one

can see that in these states the three identical quarks Q1Q2Q3

and the two non-identical quarks Q4Q̄5 form two compact

clusters, respectively. The RMS radii between two quarks

in each cluster are no more than 0.5 fm. However, the RMS

radii between two compact clusters reaches up to a fairly large

value, ∼ 2 fm. The molecular structure of the JP = 5/2− states

is also found in Ref. [22].

The contributions from each part of the Hamiltonian for

the pentaquark states are listed in Table VI of the appendix.

Taking the cccbc̄ system as an example, from the Table VI,

one can see that the kinetic energy 〈T 〉 ∼ (900, 1000) MeV,

the confining potential 〈VCon f 〉 ∼ (700, 800) MeV, and the

color-Coulomb potential 〈VCoul〉 ∼ −(1000, 1300) MeV have

the same order of magnitude. The sums of these contribu-

tions for different states are usually very different. Thus, one

cannot give a reliable prediction of the mass splitting when

only considering the chromo-magnetic interaction. It should

be pointed out that for the two low-lying JP = 3/2− and

JP = 5/2− states, the color-Coulomb potential 〈VCoul〉 is much

more attractive (∼ 200− 300 MeV) than that for the other five

high-lying states, which leads to the fairly large gap between

the two low-lying states and the five high-lying states.

The molecular structure of the low-lying JP = 3/2− and

JP = 5/2− states is also mainly caused by the color-Coulomb

interactions. In these two states, the color-Coulomb inter-

actions between quarks in the colored subsystems Q4Q̄5 and

Q1Q2Q3 are very strong. The color-Coulomb potentials from

Q4Q̄5 and Q1Q2Q3 are about∼ 5−6 and ∼ 2−3 times stronger

than those for the other states, respectively. Thus, the subsys-

tems Q4Q̄5 and Q1Q2Q3 forms two compact clusters. How-

ever, the color-Coulomb interactions between the two clusters

are zero. Due to no attractive color-Coulomb interactions, the

distance between the two clusters Q4Q̄5 and Q1Q2Q3 become

very large.

Except for the special molecular structures, the two low-

lying states with JP = 5/2− and JP = 3/2− in a given pen-

taquark system may be good candidates of stable states below

the dissociation baryon-meson thresholds what we are look-

ing for. If taking the masses for the triply-heavy baryons pre-

dicted by Lattice QCD [41], from Fig. 2, one can see that

for a given pentaquark system the masses of the low-lying

states with JP = 5/2− and JP = 3/2− are close to their low-

est S -wave strong decay channels. With the potential model

of the present work (scheme 1), the predicted masses of the

two low-lying states with JP = 5/2− and JP = 3/2− are

about a few tens MeV larger than the thresholds of their low-

est S -wave strong decay channels, while with the potential

model of Ref. [24] (scheme 2), the predicted masses are much

more closer to or slightly below these thresholds. Consider-

ing the model uncertainty, the two low-lying JP = 5/2− and

JP = 3/2− states with {123}45̄ symmetry may lie below the

dissociation baryon-meson thresholds. Similar feature of the

JP = 5/2− states is also predicted in Ref. [22].

As a whole, a complete spectrum for the 1S -wave all-heavy

pentaquarks with {123}45̄ symmetry is given based on the po-

tential models. For the JP = 1/2− and 3/2− states, there exist

large mixing between the two different color-spin configura-

tions 1S JP({123}45̄)1 and 1S JP({123}45̄)2. Besides the com-

pact structures, there also exist two molecular structures for

each pentaquark system, which correspond to the two low-

lying JP = 5/2− and JP = 3/2− states. They may be candi-

dates of the stable states below the dissociation baryon-meson

thresholds.
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C. States with {12}{34}5̄ symmetry

In the all-heavy pentaquarks, the ccbbc̄ and bbccb̄ sys-

tems have the {12}{34}5̄ symmetry. Considering the permu-

tation symmetry of identical quarks, for each pentaquark sys-

tem there are nine 1S states, one with JP = 5/2−, four with

JP = 3/2−, and four with JP = 1/2−. The predicted mass

spectrum has been given in Table V and also shown in Fig. 3.

For the JP = 3/2− and 1/2− states, there is sizeable mixing in

the different color-spin configurations. The masses of the 1S

states for the ccbbc̄ and bbccb̄ systems are predicted to be in

the ranges of ∼ (14.6, 14.7) and ∼ (17.8, 17.9) GeV, respec-

tively, which are included in the mass range of the five high-

lying states for the cccbb̄ (bbbcc̄) system. These 1S states are

far above the dissociation baryon-meson thresholds.

By adopting the same Hamiltonian of Ref. [24], we calcu-

late the mass spectrum with the ECG method as well. The

results (scheme 2) are shown with solid circles in Fig. 3 for

comparing with our potential model results (scheme 1). It

is found that two different potential models give very simi-

lar results. The difference for most of the predictions is no

more than 50 MeV. It should be mentioned that in Ref. [24],

the authors did not give the whole mass spectrum of the 1S

states for the ccbbc̄ and bbccb̄ systems due to the limitation of

their numerical method, where a simple diagonal Gaussian ba-

sis is adopted. The discrepancy between the results obtained

with the diagonal Gaussian basis (solid triangles) [24] and

the ECG method (solid circles) can reach up to ∼ 100 MeV.

Thus, to deal with the ccbbc̄ and bbccb̄ systems containing un-

equal mass quarks, the ECG method is suggested. Some other

studies about these pentaquarks can be found in the literature

based on the MIT bag model [20], CMI model [19], and chi-

ral quark model [22]. There are large discrepancies (about

300 − 800 MeV) in the predictions from various models.

To know about the inner structure of the pentaquark states,

in Table VII we further give the root mean square (RMS) radii

between two quarks. It is found that the 1S states of the ccbbc̄

and bbccb̄ systems are compact states, the RMS radii are pre-

dicted to be in the range of ∼ 0.28 − 0.51 fm.

The contributions from each part of the Hamiltonian for

the pentaquark states are given in Table VII as well. Tak-

ing the ccbbc̄ system as an example, from the table one can

see that the kinetic energy 〈T 〉 ∼ 900 MeV, the confining po-

tential 〈VCon f 〉 ∼ 700 MeV, and the color-Coulomb potential

〈VCoul〉 ∼ −(1100, 1200) MeV have the same order of magni-

tude. By summing these contributions, 〈T 〉+〈VCon f 〉+〈VCoul〉,
for each 1S state, one obtains three nearly degenerate val-

ues 443, 472, and 486 MeV. These values together with the

small spin-spin potential 〈VS S 〉 determine the mass splittings

between the different configurations.

As a whole, a complete spectrum for the 1S -wave all-

heavy pentaquarks ccbbc̄ and bbccb̄ with {12}{34}5̄ symmetry

is given based on the potential models. For the JP = 1/2− and

3/2− states, there exists sizeable mixing between the differ-

ent color-spin configurations. The 1S pentaquark states in the

ccbbc̄ and bbccb̄ systems should be compact structures, and

far above the dissociation baryon-meson thresholds.

IV. SUMMARY

In this work, we carry out a dynamical calculation of

the mass spectra for the all-heavy pentaquarks with a non-

relativistic potential model. To precisely treat a five-body sys-

tem, we apply the ECG method, in which a variational trial

spatial wave function is expanded with nondiagonal Gaus-

sians associated to the Jacobi coordinates. A complete mass

spectrum for the 1S states is obtained.

In the all-heavy pentaquarks with {1234}5̄ symmetry, the

masses of the 1S -wave states for ccccc̄ and bbbbb̄ are pre-

dicted to be in the ranges of ∼ 8.2 and ∼ 24.2 GeV, respec-

tively; while the masses for ccccb̄ and bbbbc̄ are predicted to

be in the ranges of ∼ 11.5 and ∼ 21.1 GeV, respectively. These

pentaquark states have a compact structure, and lie far above

the lowest dissociation baryon-meson mass threshold.

For the cccbc̄, cccbb̄, bbbcc̄, and bbbcb̄ systems with

{123}45̄ symmetry, the masses of the 1S states scatter in

the range of ∼ (11.1, 11.5), ∼ (14.3, 14.8), ∼ (17.5, 17.9),

and ∼ (20.7, 21.1) GeV, respectively. For each system, the

five high-lying states with JP = 1/2− and 3/2− are com-

pact states, and lie far above the lowest dissociation baryon-

meson mass threshold. However, the two low-lying states

with JP = 5/2− and 3/2− have a typical molecular struc-

ture, (Q1Q2Q3)-(Q4Q̄5), due to the special role of the color-

Coulomb interactions. They may be good candidates of stable

states below the dissociation baryon-meson thresholds what

we are looking for.

For the ccbbc̄ and bbccb̄ systems with {12}{34}5̄ symme-

try, the masses of the 1S states scatter in the ranges of ∼
(14.6, 14.7) and ∼ (17.8, 17.9) GeV, respectively. These pen-

taquark states have a compact structure, and lie far above the

lowest dissociation baryon-meson mass threshold.

Finally, it should be emphasized that with a serious consid-

eration of the five-body problem, the results obtained from

different potential models should be similar. To reliably

deal with the all-heavy pentaquarks containing unequal mass

quarks, it is necessary to be expanded the spatial wave func-

tions with the most general Gaussian form rather than a simple

diagonal Gaussian form.
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Each part contribution of Hamiltonian RMS Radius

JP Configuration Mass 〈T 〉
〈

VCon f
〉 〈

VCoul
〉 〈

VS S
〉

r12
r13, r14, r15, r25 r34 r35, r45
r23, r24

ccbbc̄

5/2− 1S 5
2

− ({12}{34}5̄) 14619 903 702 -1162 23 0.4780 0.4493 0.5043 0.2902 0.4227

3/2−

1S 3
2

− ({12}{34}5̄)1 14652 898 709 -1121 14 0.4918 0.4220 0.4860 0.3299 0.4168

1S 3
2

− ({12}{34}5̄)2 14636 908 704 -1140 11 0.4813 0.4258 0.4943 0.3083 0.4206

1S 3
2

− ({12}{34}5̄)3 14642 910 704 -1128 3 0.4923 0.4115 0.4833 0.3440 0.4196

1S 3
2

− ({12}{34}5̄)4 14595 935 690 -1182 -1 0.4725 0.4432 0.4920 0.2881 0.4131

1/2−

1S 1
2

− ({12}{34}5̄)1 14680 860 724 -1098 41 0.4990 0.4277 0.5000 0.3336 0.4287

1S 1
2

− ({12}{34}5̄)2 14598 960 685 -1172 -27 0.4722 0.4178 0.4760 0.3042 0.4055

1S 1
2

− ({12}{34}5̄)3 14649 900 708 -1122 10 0.4942 0.4129 0.4868 0.3451 0.4227

1S 1
2

− ({12}{34}5̄)4 14602 926 694 -1176 6 0.4733 0.4428 0.4970 0.2883 0.4175

bbccb̄

5/2− 1S 5
2

− ({12}{34}5̄) 17831 895 626 -1231 19 0.2824 0.4300 0.3142 0.4647 0.4205

3/2−

1S 3
2

− ({12}{34}5̄)1 17869 884 636 -1194 20 0.3162 0.4081 0.3156 0.4781 0.4061

1S 3
2

− ({12}{34}5̄)2 17842 909 626 -1220 5 0.2967 0.4093 0.3130 0.4662 0.4081

1S 3
2

− ({12}{34}5̄)3 17855 904 629 -1205 5 0.3284 0.3975 0.3174 0.4767 0.3998

1S 3
2

− ({12}{34}5̄)4 17819 913 621 -1243 7 0.2808 0.4264 0.3103 0.4617 0.4154

1/2−

1S 1
2

− ({12}{34}5̄)1 17885 864 643 -1179 35 0.3189 0.4116 0.3204 0.4822 0.4118

1S 1
2

− ({12}{34}5̄)2 17822 937 617 -1239 -15 0.2939 0.4045 0.3070 0.4611 0.4007

1S 1
2

− ({12}{34}5̄)3 17859 898 631 -1201 9 0.3292 0.3984 0.3186 0.4778 0.4012

1S 1
2

− ({12}{34}5̄)4 17818 913 620 -1244 6 0.2806 0.4246 0.3113 0.4608 0.4157
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We investigate the next-to-next-to-leading order (NNLO) QCD radiative corrections to the pion
electromagnetic form factor with large momentum transfer. We explicitly verify the validity of the
collinear factorization to two-loop order for this observable, and obtain the respective IR-finite two-
loop hard-scattering kernel in the closed form. The NNLO QCD correction turns to be positive
and significant. Incorporating this new ingredient of correction, we then make a comprehensive
comparison between the finest theoretical predictions and numerous pion form factor measurements
in both space-like and time-like regions. Our phenomenological analysis provides strong constraint
on the second Gegenbauer moment of the pion light-cone distribution amplitude (LCDA) obtained
from recent lattice QCD studies.

Introduction. Originally proposed by Yukawa as the
strong nuclear force carrier in 1935 [1], subsequently dis-
covered in the cosmic rays in 1947 [2], the π mesons
have always occupied the central stage throughout the
historic advancement of the strong interaction. As the
lightest particles in the hadronic world (hence the highly-
relativistic bound systems composed of light quark and
gluons), π mesons entail extremely rich QCD dynam-
ics, exemplified by the color confinement and chiral sym-
metry breaking. Notwithstanding extensive explorations
during the past decades, there still remain some great
myths about the internal structure of the π mesons.
A classic example of probing the internal structure of

the charged pions is the pion electromagnetic (EM) form
factor:

〈π+(P ′)|Jµ
em|π+(P )〉 = Fπ(Q

2)(Pµ + P ′µ), (1)

with Q2 ≡ −(P ′ − P )2. The electromagnetic current
defined by Jµ

em =
∑

f ef f̄γ
µf , with eu = 2/3 and

ed = −1/3 indicating the electric charges of the u and
d quarks.
During the past half century, the pion EM form fac-

tor has been intensively studied experimentally [3–29].
From the theoretical perspective, the pion EM form fac-
tor at small Q2 can be investigated in chiral perturba-
tion theory [30] and lattice QCD [31–35], from which one
can infer the pion charge radius. On the other hand, at

∗chenlb@gzhu.edu.cn
†chenwenphy@gmail.com
‡f.feng@outlook.com
§jiay@ihep.ac.cn

large momentum transfer, the Fπ(Q
2) is expected to be

adequately described by perturbative QCD. Within the
collinear factorization framework tailored for hard exclu-
sive reactions [36–42] (for a review, see [43]), at the lowest
order in 1/Q, the pion EM form factor can be expressed
in the following form:

Fπ(Q
2) =

∫∫

dx dyΦ∗
π(x, µF )T (x, y,

µ2
R

Q2
,
µ2
F

Q2
)Φπ(y, µF ),

(2)
where T (x, y) signifies the perturbatively calculable hard-
scattering kernel, and Φπ(x, µF ) represents the nonper-
turbative yet universal leading-twist pion light-cone dis-
tribution amplitude (LCDA), i.e., the probability am-
plitude of finding the valence u and d̄ quark inside π+

carrying the fractional momenta x and x̄ ≡ 1 − x, re-
spectively. The leading-twist pion LCDA assumes the
following operator definition:

Φπ(x, µF ) =

∫

dz−

2πi
eiz

−xP+ 〈

0
∣

∣d̄(0)γ+γ5

× W(0, z−)u(z−)
∣

∣ π+(P )
〉

, (3)

with W signifies the light-like gauge link to ensure the
gauge invariance. Conducting the UV renormalization
for (3), one is led to the celebrated Efremov-Radyushkin-
Brodsky-Lepage (ERBL) evolution equation [38, 40]:

dΦπ(x, µF )

d lnµ2
F

=

∫ 1

0

dy V (x, y)Φπ(y, µF ), (4)

with V (x, y) referring to the perturbatively calculable
ERBL kernel.
Eq. (2) is expected to hold to all orders in

perturbative expansion. The hard-scattering kernel

http://arxiv.org/abs/2312.17228v2
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uP

ūP

v P ′

v̄ P ′

a) LO b) NLO c) NNLO

uP uPv P ′ v P ′

ū P ū Pv̄ P ′ v̄ P ′

FIG. 1: Sample parton-level Feynman diagrams for the reac-
tion γ∗π(P ) → π(P ′) at various perturbative orders.

T (x, y, µ2
R/Q

2, µ2
F /Q

2) can thus be expanded in the
power series:

T =
16CFπαs

Q2

{

T (0) +
αs

π
T (1) +

(αs

π

)2

T (2) + · · ·
}

,

(5)

with CF =
N2

c
−1

2Nc

, and Nc = 3 is the number of colors.

The leading order (LO) result was known shortly after
the advent of QCD [37, 38, 40, 42]. The next-to-leading
order (NLO) correction was originally computed by three
groups in early 80s [44–46]. Unfortunately these results
are not compatible with each other. In 1987, scrutinizing
the previous calculations, Braaten and Tse traced the ori-
gin of the discrepancies among the earlier work and pre-
sented the correct expression of the NLO hard-scattering
kernel [47]. In 1998, Melić, Niz̆ić, and Passek conducted a
comprehensive phenomenological study by incorporating
the NLO correction as well as the evolution effect of pion
LCDA [48]. The central goal of this work is to compute
the next-to-next-to-leading order (NNLO) perturbative
correction to pion EM form factor, and critically exam-
ine its phenomenological impact.

Setup of perturbative matching. The strategy of deduc-
ing the short-distance coefficients is through the standard
matching procedure. Since the hard-scattering kernel is
insensitive to the long-distance physics, it is legitimate to
replace the physical |π+〉 state by a fictitious pion state,
i.e., a free massless quark-antiquark pair |ud̄〉, and com-
pute both sides of (2) in perturbation theory. To make
things simpler, we neglect the transverse motion, assign
the momenta of the u and d̄ in the incoming “pion” to
be uP and ūP , and assign the momenta of the u and d̄
in the outgoing “pion” to be vP and v̄P , with u, v range
from 0 to 1.
In the left-hand side of (2), we extract the scalar

form factor F (u, v) through the partonic reaction γ∗ +
u(uP )d̄(ūP ) → u(vP ′)d̄(v̄P ′). Some typical Feynman
diagrams through two-loop are depicted in Fig. 1. It is
subject to a perturbative expansion:

F (u, v) = F (0)(u, v)+
αs

π
F (1)(u, v)+

(αs

π

)2

F (2)(u, v)+· · · .
(6)

In the right-hand side of (2), one can expand the renor-
malized “pion” LCDA as

Φ(x|u) = Φ(0)(x|u)+αs

π
Φ(1)(x|u)+

(αs

π

)2

Φ(2)(x|u)+· · · .
(7)

At tree level, the fictitious pion DA in (3) simply re-
duces to Φ(0)(x|u) = δ(x−u) (Note that we have omitted
the same overall factor which also appears in F (u, v)). By
equating both sides of (2), one reproduces the well-known
tree-level expression T (0)(x, y) [36–42]

T (0)(x, y) =
eu
x̄ȳ

(1 − ǫ)−
[

eu → ed
x̄→ x, ȳ → y

]

, (8)

which holds true in d = 4− 2ǫ spacetime dimension.
Once beyond the tree level, the UV and IR divergences

inevitably arise and we use the dimensional regulariza-
tion to regularize both types of divergences. Neverthe-
less, the bare “pion” LCDA remains intact due to the
scaleless integrals vanish in the dimensional regulariza-
tion scheme. The renormalized “pion” LCDA is related
to the bare one via

Φ(x|u) =
∫

dyZ(x, y)Φbare(y|u) = Z(x, u), (9)

which is solely comprised of various IR poles.
Z(x, y) in (9) signifies the renormalization function in

the MS scheme, which can be cast into the following
Laurent-expanded form in ǫ:

Z(x, y) = δ(x − y) +

∞
∑

k=1

1

ǫk
Zk(x, y), (10)

Note that the prefactor of single pole in (10) is related
to the ERBL kernel V (x, y) in (4) via [49]

V (x, y) = −αs
∂Z1

∂αs
. (11)

Note that the two-loop [46, 50–53] and three-loop correc-
tions [54] to the ERBL kernel V (x, y) have been known.
The two-loop renormalized LCDA Φ(2) also contains

double IR pole. The Z2 can be obtained through the
recursive relation [55]

αs
∂Z2

∂αs
= αs

∂Z1

∂αs
⊗ Z1 + β(αs)

∂Z1

∂αs
, (12)

where dαs/d lnµ
2 = −ǫαs + β(αs).

With the aid of (9) and (10), we then determine the
O(αs) and O(α2

s) corrections to the renormalized “pion”
LCDA in (7).
At one-loop order, the matching condition for fictitious

pion states becomes

Q2F (1)(u, v) = T (1)(u, v) + Φ(1)(x|u)⊗
x
T (0)(x, v)

+Φ(1)(y|v)⊗
y
T (0)(u, y), (13)

where ⊗
x

signifies the shorthand for the convolution

over x. Note that the renormalized scalar form factor
F (1)(u, v) still contains single collinear pole. However,
the renormalized Φ(1)(x|u) and Φ(1)(y|v) also contains
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the same IR poles. Upon solving this matching equation,
one ends with both UV and IR-finite T (1)(x, y). Our
expressions agree with the known NLO result [48].
To the desired two-loop order, the following matching

equation descends from (2):

Q2F (2)(u, v) = T (2)(u, v) + Φ(2)(x|u)⊗
x
T (0)(x, v)

+Φ(2)(y|v)⊗
y
T (0)(u, y)

+Φ(1)(x|u)⊗
x
T (1)(x, v) (14)

+Φ(1)(y|v)⊗
y
T (1)(u, y)

+Φ(1)(x|u)⊗
x
T (0)(x, y)⊗

y
Φ(1)(y|v),

More severe IR divergences are expected to arise in both
F (2)(u, v) and Φ(1,2)(x|u). Clearly, one also needs com-
pute T (1)(x, y) to O(ǫ).

Description of the calculation. We use HepLib [56]
and FeynArts [57] to generate Feynman diagrams and
the corresponding amplitudes for the partonic reaction
γ∗ + u(uP )d̄(ūP ) → u(vP ′)d̄(v̄P ′). We then employ the
covariant projector technique to enforce each ud̄ pair to
bear zero helicity. For our purpose it suffices to adopting
the naive anticommutation relation to handle γ5. There
are about 1600 two-loop diagrams. We employ the pack-
age Apart [58] to conduct partial fraction, and FIRE [59]
for integration-by-part reduction. We end up with 116
independent master integrals (MIs). The MIs are calcu-
lated by utilizing the differential equations method [60–
62]. Note that these MIs are considerably more involved
than than those in the two-loop corrections for the π− γ
transition form factor [63, 64]. We have attempted two
independent ways to construct and solve the differential-
equation systems, one of which is based on the method
developed in [65–68]. The analytic results are expressed
in terms of the Goncharov Polylogarithms (GPLs) [69].
Two independent calculations yield the identical answer.
We also numerically check our results against the pack-
age AMFLOW [70] and found perfect agreement. Technical
details will be included in the future long write-up.
Upon renormalizing the QCD coupling in MS scheme,

we end up with a rather lengthy expression for F (2)(u, v).
Being UV finite, it still contains severe IR divergences
which start at order-1/ǫ2IR. Inspecting the matching
equation (14), piecing all the known ingredients together,
we are able to solve for the intended two-loop hard-
scattering kernel. Hearteningly, T (2)(x, y) is indeed IR
finite. Therefore, our explicit calculation verifies that
the collinear factorization does hold at two-loop level for
the pion EM form factor. The analytical expression of
T (2)(x, y) is too lengthy to be reproduced here. For the
sake of clarity, in the suppletory material we provide the
asymptotic expressions for T (1,2)(x, y) near the end point
regions.

Master formula for pion EM form factor at NNLO.Given
a certain parametrized form of pion LCDA, the two-fold

convolution integration in (2) turns out to be difficult to
conduct numerically, mainly due to numerical instability
caused by the spurious singularity as x→ y and x→ ȳ in
T (2)(x, y). Our recipe to circumvent this challenge is to
predict the two-loop pion EM form factor in an analytical
manner, which enables us to achieve exquisite precision.
The leading-twist pion LCDA can be conveniently ex-

panded in the Gegenbauer polynomial basis:

Φπ(x, µF ) =
fπ

2
√
2Nc

∑

n=0

′

an(µF )ψn(x), (15a)

ψn(x) = 6xx̄C3/2
n (2x− 1) (15b)

where the pion decay constant fπ = 0.131 GeV, and
∑′

signifies the sum over even integers. Note all the
nonperturbative dynamics is encoded in the Gegenbauer
moments an(µF ).
Substituting (15) into (2), conducting two-fold integra-

tion, we can reexpress the pion EM form factor as

Q2Fπ(Q
2) =

2CFπ
2(eu − ed)f

2
π

3
×

∑

k=0

(αs

π

)k+1 ∑

m,n

′

an(µF )am(µF )T (k)
mn , (16)

with T (k)
mn defined by

T (k)
mn =

1

eu − ed
ψm(x)⊗

x
T (k)

(

x, y,
µ2
R

Q2
,
µ2
F

Q2

)

⊗
y
ψn(y).

(17)
For simplicity, we will set µR = µF = µ and nL = 3

from now on. The two-fold convolution integrals in (17)
can be readily worked out at tree and one-loop levels.
For instance, we have

T (0)
mn = 9, (18a)

T (1)
00 =

1

4
(81Lµ + 237), (18b)

with Lµ ≡ ln(µ2/Q2).

(m,n) c1 c2 d1 d2 d3

(0,0) 20.25 59.25 91.1250 478.436 696.210
(0,2) 32.75 112.473 170.118 1094.39 2025.84
(0,4) 38.45 147.638 211.902 1541.23 3206.98
(0,6) 42.2571 174.359 241.822 1901.22 4265.06
(2,2) 45.25 192.871 266.472 2178.25 4953.36
(2,4) 50.95 240.181 316.173 2875.57 7237.52
(2,6) 54.7571 274.974 351.380 3415.43 9172.70
(4,4) 56.65 292.970 369.484 3704.29 10222.5
(4,6) 60.4571 331.411 407.102 4337.65 12698.8
(6,6) 64.2643 372.282 446.331 5037.27 15588.4

TABLE I: The numerical values for T
(1)
mn = (c1Lµ + c2) and

T
(2)
mn = (d1L

2
µ + d2Lµ + d3), with 0 ≤ m,n ≤ 6.

It is remarkable that the coefficients T (2)
mn can also be

computed analytically, thanks to the fact that T (2) can be
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expressed in terms of the GPLs. Although the integrand
involving T (2) in (17) contain about O(105) individual
terms, the final result after two-fold integration becomes

exceedingly compact, which can be expressed in terms
of the rational numbers and Riemann zeta function. For
instance, the expression of T (2)

00 reads

T (2)
00 =

729L2
µ

8
− (8ζ3 +

35π2

6
− 4365

8
)Lµ + 205ζ5 −

3π4

20
− 759ζ3

2
− 1829π2

96
+

36559

32
. (19)

Due to the length restriction, we refrain from providing

the analytical expressions for other T (1,2)
mn . For reader’s

convenience, in Table I we tabulate the numerical values

of T (1,2)
mn for 0 ≤ m,n ≤ 6, which is sufficient for most

phenomenological analysis.

With the input from Table I, Eq. (16) constitutes our
master formula for yielding phenomenological predictions
through the two-loop accuracy. Compared with the orig-
inal factorization formula (2), we have simplified an in-
tegration task into an algebraic one.

It is straightforward to adapt our master formula for
the space-like pion EM form factor to the time-like one,
provided that one makes the replacement Lµ → Lµ + iπ
in Table I, with Q2 now indicating the squared invariant
mass of the π+π− pair.

Input parameters. As the key nonperturative input, our
knowledge on the pion LCDA is still not confirmative
enough. In the early days, it is popular to assume asymp-
totic form, CZ parametrization [43] and the BSM param-
eterizations [71, 72]. In recent years there have emerged
extensive investigations on the profile of the pion DA
from different methodologies, including QCD light-cone
sum rule [73] with nonlocal condensate [71, 74] or fitted
from dispersion relation [75] or Platykurtic [76], Dyson-
Schwinger equation [77, 78], basis light-front quanti-
zation [79], light-front quark model [80], holographic
QCD [81], and very recently, from the lattice simulation
[82, 83]. Various Gegenbauer moments predicted from
these approaches are scattered in a wide range.

Since lattice QCD provides the first-principle predic-
tions, in this Letter we will take the recent lattice results
as inputs. In 2019 RQCD Collaboration has presented a
precise prediction for the second Gegenbauer moment of
pion LCDA in MS scheme [82]:

a2(2 GeV) = 0.116+0.019
−0.020, (20)

An important progress in lattice QCD is expedited
by the advent of the Large-momentum effective theory
(LaMET) a decade ago [84, 85], which allows one to
access the light-cone distributions in Euclidean lattice
directly in the x space. Very recently, the LPC Col-
laboration has presented the whole profile of the pion
LCDA [83], from which various Gegenbauer moments can

be inferred:

a2(2 GeV) = 0.258± 0.087,

a4(2 GeV) = 0.122± 0.056, (21)

a6(2 GeV) = 0.068± 0.038.

It is curious that the value of a2 reported by LPC Col-
laboration is about twice greater than that reported by
the RQCD Collaboration. This discrepancy might be at-
tributed to the fact that the LaMET approach receives
large power correction in the endpoint region. On the
other hand, it is very challenging for the local opera-
tor matrix element approach [82] to compute the higher
Gegenbauber moments, thus difficult to reconstruct the
whole profile of the LCDA.
Phenomenological exploration. We use the three-loop
evolution equation [54, 86] to evolve each an evaluated at
2 GeV by lattice simulation to any intended scale µ. In
the phenomenological study, we only retain those Gegen-
bauer moments with n up to 6. We also use the package
FAPT [87] to evaluate the running QCD coupling constant
to three-loop accuracy.
For the sake of comparison, we take the pion EM form

factor data in the spacetime region from NA7 collabora-
tion [11], Cornell data compiled by Bebek et al. [5], and
the reanalyzed JLab data [16], and take the pion EM
form factor data in the timelike region entirely from the
BaBar experiment [27]. We discard many irrelevant data
at low momentum transfer.
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FIG. 2: Theoretical predictions vs. data for Q2Fπ(Q
2) in

the space-like (left panel) and time-like (right panel) regimes.
We take the various Gegenbauer moments of pion LCDA from
the central values of (21) given by LPC collaboration. The red,
green and blue curves correspond to the LO, NLO and NNLO
results, and the respective bands are obtained by sliding µ
from Q/2 to Q. Experimental data points are taken from
NA7 [11], Bebek et al. [5], Huber et al. [16] and BaBar [27].
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FIG. 3: Same as Fig. 2, except the predictions are made by
taking a2 from (20) by RQCD, and taking the values of a4 and
a6 as the lower bounds in (21) by LPC.

In Fig. 2 and Fig. 3, we confront our predictions at
various perturbative accuracy with the available data, in-
cluding both space-like and time-like regime. One clearly
visualizes that NNLO correction is important and posi-
tive. In Fig. 2, we set the various Gegenbauer moments
of pion LCDA to the central values of (21) given by LPC

Collaboration [83]. It appears the NNLO predictions are
significantly overshooting the experimental data at large
Q2 (> 5 GeV2), especially for the time-like regime with
high statistics data. This symptom is mainly due to the
large value of a2 given in (21).
In Fig. 3 we present our predictions with a2 taken from

(20) given by RQCD, yet still quote the LPC values for a4
and a6 (as the lower bounds in (21)). We find satisfactory
agreement between the NNLO predictions and the data,
both in space-like and time-like regimes. This might in-
dicate that the value of a2 given by RQCD might be more
trustworthy. It is of utmost importance for RQCD and LPC

collaborations to settle the discrepancy in the value of a2.
The prospective Electron-Ion Collider (EIC) program

plans to measure the space-like pion EM form factor with
Q2 as large as 30 GeV2 [88], where perturbative QCD
should be very reliable. We are eagerly awaiting to con-
fronting our NNLO predictions with the future EIC data.

Summary. In this work we report the first calculation of
the NNLO QCD corrections to the pion electromagnetic
form factor. We have explicitly verified the validity of the

collinear factorization to two-loop order for this process,
and obtain the UV, IR-finite two-loop hard-scattering
kernel in closed form. The NNLO QCD correction turns
to be positive and substantial. We then confront our
finest theoretical predictions with various space-like and
time-like pion form factor data. Our phenomenological
study reveals that adopting the second Gegenbauer mo-
ment computed by RQCD can yield a decent agreement
with large-Q2 data (above the resonance region in the
time-like case). Nevertheless, to make a definite con-
clusion, it seems imperative to resolve the discrepancy
between LPC and RQCD Collaboration for the value of a2
in the future study. Furthermore, we look forward to
the future high-statistics larger-Q2 pion EM form factor
data for critically testing our NNLO predictions. It is
also interesting to confront our NNLO predictions with
the available kaon EM form factor data.
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Appendix A: Asymptotical expressions of the

hard-scattering kernel

The analytic expressions of the hard-scattering kernels
are too lengthy to be presented in the text. Neverthe-
less, it is instructive to present their asymptotic expres-
sions near the endpoint regimes. For the one-loop hard-
scattering kernel, we have

lim
x→0

y→0

T (1)(x, y, µ) = − ed
36xy

[

12 ln2(xy)− 18 ln(xy)− π2 + 30− 3(8 ln(xy)− 3)Lµ

]

, (A1a)

lim
x→0

y→1

T (1)(x, y) = − ed
12x

[

4 ln2 x− lnx ln ȳ − 7 lnx− ln ȳ + 15− (8 lnx− 3)Lµ

]

+ [x→ ȳ, ȳ → x, ed → −eu]. (A1b)

The limiting behavior of T (1)(x, y, µ) in two other cor-
ners, x → 1, y → 1 and x → 1, y → 0, can be obtained
from the above formulas by making the substitutions

x→ x̄, y → ȳ and eu ↔ −ed.
For the two-loop hard-scattering kernel, we have
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lim
x→0

y→0

T (2)(x, y, µ) = − ed
18xy

[

ln4(xy)− 33

2
ln3(xy)− (

5

3
π2 − 313

8
) ln2(xy)− 81 lnx ln y

+(73ζ3 +
461

48
π2 − 1925

8
) ln(xy) +

83

60
π4 − 123ζ3 −

619

48
π2 +

3681

16

+
1

4
(8 ln(xy)− 3)(2 ln(xy)− 21)L2

µ

−(4 ln3(xy)− 48 ln2(xy)− 1

3
(10π2 − 228) ln(xy) + 4ζ3 +

17

2
π2 − 513

4
)Lµ

]

. (A2a)

lim
x→0

y→1

T (2)(x, y, µ) = − ed
18x

[

ln4 x− 1

2
ln3 x ln ȳ − 5

32
ln2 x ln2 ȳ − 1

6
lnx ln3 ȳ

−17 ln3 x+
51

8
ln2 x ln ȳ +

23

4
lnx ln2 ȳ − 1

6
ln3 ȳ

− 1

48

((

89π2 − 2019
)

ln2 x+ 2
(

225− 14π2
)

lnx ln ȳ − 327 ln2 ȳ
)

−1

8

((

−395ζ3 − 83π2 + 1700
)

lnx+
(

29ζ3 + π2 + 186
)

ln ȳ
)

+
1

80

(

32π4 − 7670ζ3 − 745π2 + 15105
)

+

+(4 ln2 x− 87

2
lnx− 2

3
π2 +

47

4
)L2

µ − (4 ln3 x− ln2 x ln ȳ

−1

2
ln2 ȳ lnx− 49 ln2 x+

21

2
ln x ln ȳ − 1

2
ln2 ȳ + (

165

2
− 4π2) lnx

+
23

2
ln ȳ − 7ζ3 +

14

3
π2 − 471

4
)Lµ

]

+[x→ ȳ, ȳ → x, ed → −eu]. (A2b)

Similar to the one-loop case, the limiting behavior of
T (2)(x, y, µ) in two other corners, x → 1, y → 1 and
x → 1, y → 0, can also be deduced by making the sub-
stitutions x→ x̄, y → ȳ and eu ↔ −ed.
Inspecting (A1) and (A2), one observes that

T (1)(x, y, µ) contains double endpoint logarithms exem-
plified by ln2(xy) and ln2 x, while T (2)(x, y, µ) of entail
quartic endpoint logarithms ln4(xy) and ln4 x. It is curi-
ous whether such endpoint logarithms can be resummed
to all orders in αs or not.
As an interesting exercise, we use the asymptotic ex-

pressions (A1) and (A2) to evaluate the convolution in-
tegrals as defined in (17) of the main text. We divide

the integrate regions into four parts: 0 < x, y < 1
2 ,

1
2 < x, y < 1, as well as (0 < x < 1

2 ,
1
2 < y < 1) and

(12 < x < 1, 0 < y < 1
2 ). It is found that the contribu-

tions from the last two regions cancel with each other,
and the first two regions yield identical results once the
replacement ed ↔ −eu is made. For the sake of clarity,

we also tabulate the numerical results of T (k)
mn

∣

∣

asy
in Ta-

ble II. In comparison with Table I in the main text, we

observe that the agreement between T (1,2)
mn

∣

∣

asy
and the

exact results becomes increasingly satisfactory as m,n
increase.
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Abstract

A search is presented for baryon number violating interactions in top quark produc-
tion and decay. The analysis uses data from proton-proton collisions at a center-of-
mass energy of 13 TeV, collected with the CMS detector at the LHC with an integrated
luminosity of 138 fb−1. Candidate events are selected by requiring two oppositely-
charged leptons (electrons or muons) and exactly one jet identified as originating
from a bottom quark. Multivariate discriminants are used to separate the signal
from the background. No significant deviation from the standard model prediction
is observed. Upper limits are placed on the strength of baryon number violating
couplings. For the first time the production of single top quarks via baryon num-
ber violating interactions is studied. This allows the search to set the most stringent
constraints to date on the branching fraction of the top quark decay to a lepton, an
up-type quark (u or c), and a down-type quark (d, s, or b). The results improve
the previous bounds by three to six orders of magnitude based on the fermion flavor
combination of the baryon number violating interactions.
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In the standard model (SM), the baryon number is a conserved quantum number. Its conserva-
tion, however, is not a direct consequence of fundamental symmetries within the SM, and it can
be violated by nonperturbative effects [1]. The size of such violations is too small to explain
the observed matter-antimatter asymmetry in the universe [2]. Certain scenarios of physics
beyond the SM, such as grand unified theories [3] and supersymmetry [4], naturally include
baryon number violation (BNV) and could provide a mechanism to explain this observation.
Various low-energy direct searches for signatures of BNV have been conducted over the past
decades, with constraints set on the BNV energy scale via processes such as nucleon [5], τ lep-
ton [6], c [7], and b quark [8] decays. There are also stringent indirect constraints from proton
stability involving heavy quarks [9] for specific theoretical assumptions [10]. Experiments at
the CERN LHC provide the highest sensitivity for potential high-energy BNV processes involv-
ing the top quark. Previously, the CMS Collaboration has performed a search for BNV decays
of the top quark in single lepton (electron or muon) channels in proton-proton (pp) collisions
at

√
s = 8 TeV [11]. This Letter presents the first search for top quark BNV interactions via

single top quark production in association with a lepton in pp collisions at 13 TeV in dilepton
final states. The data used in the analysis correspond to an integrated luminosity of 138 fb−1,
collected by the CMS experiment at the LHC during 2016–2018.

Assuming the mass scale of new physics responsible for BNV processes is larger than the en-
ergy scale directly accessible at the LHC, BNV interactions of top quarks can be described
through an effective Lagrangian, Leff. Including up to dimension-six operators, the most gen-
eral effective Lagrangian that describes the BNV interactions of the top quark and a charged
lepton takes the form [12]:

Leff =
Cs
Λ2 ϵαβγ[tc

αdγ][u
c
βℓ] +

Ct
Λ2 ϵαβγ[tc

αℓ][u
c
βdγ] + h.c., (1)

where d, u, and ℓ are down-type quark, up-type quark, and charged-lepton fields, respectively,
where the superscript “c” denotes charged conjugated fields. Colors are labeled by greek in-
dices, Λ is the generic scale of new physics, and Cs and Ct are fermion-flavor-dependent effec-
tive couplings. The s and t labels in Eq. (1) denote that the new physics scale may be linked to
the mass of a heavy mediator exchanged in the s or t channels, respectively [12]. No specific
chirality is assumed for the BNV interactions. These effective BNV four-fermion interactions
open new top quark decay and production channels at the LHC. Figure 1 displays represen-
tative Feynman diagrams for single top quark production (“ST mode”) and top quark decay
(“TT mode”) via BNV interactions in top quark-antiquark pair production (tt).

t

̅t
g

g

g
u

%ℓ

W

%b

d

̅t

%ℓ

%d%u
Figure 1: Representative Feynman diagrams for single top quark production (left) and top
quark decays (right) via BNV interactions. The red circles mark the BNV vertices.

This analysis uses events in dileptonic final states (e+e−, e±µ∓, and µ+µ−) where one lepton
is produced via the BNV interaction and a second lepton comes from the decay of the W boson
produced in the dominant t → bW decay. The strength of the twelve flavor combinations of
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top quark four-fermion BNV interactions are probed in these final states. These take the form
tℓquqd , where ℓ can be an electron or muon, qu can be an up or charm quark, and qd can be
any down-type quark.

The central feature of the CMS apparatus is a superconducting solenoid of 6 m internal diam-
eter, providing a magnetic field of 3.8 T. Within the solenoid volume are a silicon pixel and
strip tracker, a lead tungstate crystal electromagnetic calorimeter, and a brass and scintillator
hadron calorimeter, each composed of a barrel and two endcap sections. Forward calorimeters
extend the pseudorapidity (η) coverage provided by the barrel and endcap detectors. Muons
are measured in gas-ionization detectors embedded in the steel flux-return yoke outside the
solenoid. A more detailed description of the CMS detector, together with a definition of the
coordinate system used and the relevant kinematic variables, can be found in Ref. [13].

The data are modeled by Monte Carlo (MC) simulations of the signal and background pro-
cesses. Simulated events are produced with event generator programs using the next-to-next-
to-leading order (NNLO) parton distribution function (PDF) sets from NNPDF3.1 [14]. Parton
showering and hadronization are done with PYTHIA v8.240 [15] using the underlying-event
tune CP5 [16]. Generated events undergo a full simulation of the detector response using
GEANT4 [17]. The presence of simultaneous pp collisions in the same or nearby bunch cross-
ings, referred to as pileup (PU), is modeled by superimposing inelastic pp interactions, simu-
lated using PYTHIA, on all MC events. Simulated events are then reweighted to reproduce the
PU distribution observed in data.

Contributions to the background include SM tt production, single top quark production in
association with a W boson (tW), W or Z bosons produced in association with tt (tt+W/Z),
Drell–Yan in association with jets (DY+jets) processes, W+jets production, and diboson pro-
cesses (including WW, WZ, and ZZ). The contribution from quantum chromodynamics (QCD)
multijet production is found to be negligible. The POWHEG v2.0 next-to-leading order (NLO)
MC generator is used to simulate the SM tt, tW, and diboson events [18–20]. The MAD-
GRAPH5 aMC@NLO v.2.6.5 generator is used to simulate the tt+W/Z, DY+jets, W+jets, and
diboson events [21]. The tt sample is normalized to the cross section calculated at NNLO in
QCD including resummation of next-to-next-to-leading logarithmic (NNLL) soft-gluon terms
with the TOP++2.0 program [22], 832+20

−29 (scale) ± 35 (PDF + αS)pb, where αS is the strong cou-
pling. To improve the modeling of the transverse momentum (pT) spectrum of the top quark
in POWHEG, simulated SM tt events are weighted as a function of the pT of the top quark to
match the expectations at NNLO QCD accuracy, including electroweak corrections [23]. Other
simulated samples are normalized to their cross section predictions at NNLO (for DY+jets and
W+jets [24]), NLO+NNLL (for tW production [25]), or NLO (for the diboson and tt+W/Z pro-
cesses [26, 27]).

The simulated signal samples are generated using the MADGRAPH5 aMC@NLO v.2.6.5 gener-
ator with the TopBNV model [12] at leading order in QCD. The top quark BNV signal sample
has two independent components: (i) ST mode, and (ii) TT mode, as shown in Fig. 1. Inde-
pendent samples are generated for the various possible fermion flavor combinations. The top
quark mass and width are set to 172.5 and 1.33 GeV, respectively. There is no interference
considered between the BNV signal and SM processes and the BNV couplings affect only the
signal yield. Since the BNV couplings are probed individually, signal samples are generated
separately for nonzero Ct and Cs couplings, assuming Λ = 1 TeV. The BNV signal cross sec-
tions and the branching fractions for the BNV top quark decays depend quadratically on C/Λ2

[12]. Theoretical cross sections for single top quark production and top quark decays via the
BNV interactions are shown in Table 1. The dominant signal process is the ST mode because
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of its larger cross section. Final-state particles in the ST mode also have a harder pT spectrum
compared to SM processes and the TT mode [12]. Therefore, the analysis is optimized with
respect to the ST mode signatures and the TT mode contribution is added for completeness.

Table 1: Theoretical inclusive cross sections, in units of pico barn (pb), for single top quark
production (ST) and top quark-antiquark pair production with the decay (TT) via BNV interac-
tions, assuming a top quark mass of 172.5 GeV, the top quark decay width 1.33 GeV, Λ = 1 TeV,
and Ct = 1 or Cs = 1. The uncertainties arising from the choice of the renormalization and
factorization scales and PDFs are given as (σ±Scale±PDF). Here, the sum of the two cross
sections is given where ℓ = e or µ.

Process σ(Ct = 1) [pb] σ(Cs = 1) [pb]
ST (tℓud) 31.5 ± 2.1 ± 1.0 10.7 ± 0.7 ± 0.4

ST (tℓus) 8.1 ± 0.3 ± 0.5 2.8 ± 0.1 ± 0.2

ST (tℓub) 3.31 ± 0.13 ± 0.06 1.14 ± 0.05 ± 0.02

ST (tℓcd) 2.77 ± 0.22 ± 0.01 0.96 ± 0.01 ± 0.07

ST (tℓcs) 0.79 ± 0.02 ± 0.11 0.27 ± 0.01 ± 0.04

ST (tℓcb) 0.28 ± 0.03 ± 0.04 0.10 ± 0.01 ± 0.01

TT 0.007 ± 0.002 ± 0.001 0.007 ± 0.002 ± 0.001

Events were selected online during data taking by a combination of single-electron and di-
electron triggers for the e+e− events as in Refs. [28, 29]. Single-muon triggers are used for the
e±µ∓ and µ+µ− events , as described in Ref. [30]. The particle-flow (PF) algorithm aims at
reconstructing individual particles (photons, charged and neutral hadrons, muons, and elec-
trons) by combining information from the various components of the CMS detector [31]. The
primary vertex is taken to be the vertex corresponding to the hardest scattering in the event,
evaluated using tracking information alone, as described in Section 9.4.1 of Ref. [32]. Electron
and muon candidates [33, 34] are required to lie within |η| < 2.4 to keep them within the sil-
icon tracker coverage. Electron candidates in the transition region between barrel and endcap
calorimeters (1.44 < |η| < 1.57) are removed. The same high-pT lepton identification and iso-
lation criteria described in Ref. [30] are used to reject nonprompt leptons. Events are required
to have exactly two opposite-sign leptons. To operate well above the trigger threshold, the
selected electron (muon) should have pT > 35(53)GeV. Selected events are divided based on
their lepton flavors into three mutually exclusive categories: e+e−, e±µ∓, and µ+µ−. To sup-
press backgrounds, especially from the DY+jets processes, we reject events in which the two
leptons have an invariant mass below 106 GeV.

Jets are reconstructed from the PF candidates using the anti-kT clustering algorithm with a
distance parameter of 0.4 [35, 36]. We select jets with |η| < 2.4 and pT > 30 GeV. Jets origi-
nating from b quarks (b jets) are identified (b-tagged) using the DEEPJET algorithm [37] with
an average b tagging efficiency of 68% and a light quark and gluon jet misidentification rate of
1.1%. Events are required to have exactly one b-tagged jet. The missing transverse momentum
(⃗p miss

T ) is defined as the negative vector p⃗T sum of all PF particles, and its magnitude is denoted
as pmiss

T [38]. Events with pmiss
T < 60 GeV are rejected to further suppress the DY+jets events.

The selected events in the signal region have exactly one opposite-sign lepton pair with invari-
ant mass greater than 106 GeV, pmiss

T > 60 GeV, and exactly one b-tagged jet irrespective of the
number of untagged jets. The dominant background is the tt process (∼89%), followed by the
tW (∼9%) and DY+jets (∼1%) processes. Signal selection efficiencies for the ST (TT) mode of



4

2.8 (1.1)% for tℓud flavor combination are obtained with respect to an inclusive MC sample,
assuming Cs = 0 and nonzero Ct.

In the ST mode, the lepton and top quark are produced directly from the annihilation of the
incoming quarks, and are Lorentz-boosted and approximately back-to-back. The subleading
lepton in the ST mode is primarily from the top quark decay chain. To use these specific features
of the signal events, the four-momentum vectors of the top quarks are reconstructed from the
decay products: the subleading lepton, the neutrino, and the b jet candidate. The neutrino
pT can be inferred from the p⃗ miss

T . The longitudinal momentum of the neutrino is inferred
assuming energy-momentum conservation at the W boson decay vertex and constraining the
W boson mass to 80.4 GeV as discussed in Ref. [39].

A boosted decision tree (BDT) [40, 41] is employed to distinguish signal from the sum of the
background processes. Independent signal and background samples are used for training the
BDT. A merged sample from tt, tW, and DY+jets background events, weighted by their cross
sections, is used as the background training and testing sample. For the signal, events from
various BNV flavor combinations of the ST mode are merged with equal weights and are used
in the BDT training and testing. Ten variables are inputs to the BDT: the transverse momenta
of the leading lepton (ℓ1), subleading lepton (ℓ2), and the top quark candidate (t); the dis-
tances between the leading and subleading leptons [∆R(ℓ1, ℓ2) =

√
(ηℓ1 − ηℓ2)2 + (ϕℓ1 − ϕℓ2)2]

and ∆R(ℓ1, t); the azimuthal angles between the leading and subleading leptons [∆ϕ(ℓ1, ℓ2) =

|ϕℓ1 −ϕℓ2 |] and ∆ϕ(ℓ1, t); the invariant mass and pT of the dilepton system; and |pt
T − pℓ1

T |/|pt
T +

pℓ1
T |.

The templates describing the BDT distributions for the signal and background events are taken
from simulation. The normalization of the DY+jets background, which is important in the e+e−

and µ+µ− channels, is determined by applying a scale factor to the simulation derived from
data in a control region where the reconstructed dilepton mass is close to the Z boson mass [42].

The list of uncertainties considered and the techniques used to estimate their values are very
similar to those in Ref. [43]. We consider uncertainties in the integrated luminosity [44–46],
pileup effects [47], trigger, lepton identification [33, 48], and b tagging [37, 49] efficiencies,
in the calculation of pmiss

T , and those related to the jet energy scale and resolution [50]. Un-
certainties arising from choices in signal and tt modeling include PDFs, renormalization and
factorization scales, and initial- and final-state QCD radiation. The uncertainty arising from
the modeling of the top quark pT spectrum is evaluated by the renormalization and factoriza-
tion scales at NNLO QCD accuracy, including NLO electroweak corrections [23]. Modeling
uncertainties from the matching of the matrix element level calculation to the parton shower
simulation, the modeling of the underlying event defined in PYTHIA tunes, and the models of
color reconnection are considered for the SM tt process, as described in Ref. [51]. The tt and
signal modeling uncertainties apply only to the signal acceptance. Normalization uncertainties
of 5, 10, and 30% are considered for the tt, tW, and other processes based on experimental
measurements [51, 52], respectively. An additional 20% normalization uncertainty is added for
DY+jets processes to account for PU mismodeling in large pmiss

T events.

Figure 2 shows the BDT discriminant distributions for events in the three channels (e+e−,
e±µ∓, and µ+µ−) passing the event selection for the three data-taking years (2016–2018) com-
bined. To illustrate signal distributions, simulated “teud” and “tµud” samples are included in
the figure, assuming Λ = 1 TeV and Ct = Cs = 1. Signal events are well separated from back-
ground events. To extract the signal contribution, a simultaneous binned maximum-likelihood
fit is performed of the BDT output distributions in the signal region for three years and three
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Figure 2: The BDT output distributions for data (points) and backgrounds (histograms) for the
e+e− (upper left), µ+µ− (right), and e±µ∓ (lower) channels, including the ratio of data to the
predicted total background yield. The hatched bands indicate the total uncertainty (statistical
and systematic added in quadrature) for the SM background predictions. The predicted yields
of the backgrounds and the uncertainty bands are shown after the simultaneous fits for the
signal-plus-background hypothesis. Examples of the predicted signal contribution for the BNV
interactions via teud (solid gray line) and tµud (dashed black line) vertices are shown.

channels, with the systematic uncertainties described above treated as nuisance parameters.
The best fit for the BNV effective couplings is consistent with zero and no significant excess
over the background expectations is observed. The sources of systematic uncertainty with the
largest impact on the estimated signal contribution depend on the fermion flavor combination
of the BNV interactions. The three main sources of uncertainty that are common among the
BNV interactions are uncertainties in the normalization of the SM tW process, muon energy
scale, and modeling of the top quark pT spectrum in the SM tt simulation. The exclusion limits
are calculated using the asymptotic approximation of the CLs method [53]. The adequacy of the
asymptotic approximation has been validated with pseudo-experiments. The limit-setting pro-
cedure is performed for each individual BNV coupling while setting the other BNV couplings
to zero. The observed and expected limits at 95% confidence level (CL) on the BNV effective
coupling strengths are listed in Table 2. The limits on the strengths of the BNV couplings are
translated to limits on the branching fractions for the BNV top quark decays. The differences
between different quark flavor combination stems mainly from the different PDFs involved in
the production mode. The results for limits on various BNV branching fractions are displayed
in Fig. 3. Tabulated results are provided in the HEPData record for this analysis [54].

In summary, a search for baryon number violation (BNV) in events with top quarks is per-
formed using the LHC proton-proton collision data at a center-of-mass energy of 13 TeV. The
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Table 2: Expected and observed 95% CL upper limits on the BNV effective couplings and top
quark BNV branching fractions.

Vertex Cx Cx/Λ2 Cx/Λ2 Bx Bx
[TeV−2] [TeV−2] [10−6] [10−6]
Exp. Obs. Exp. Obs.

teud
s 0.055 0.048 0.015 0.011
t 0.031 0.027 0.005 0.003

tµud
s 0.046 0.036 0.010 0.006
t 0.025 0.020 0.003 0.002

tecd
s 0.207 0.184 0.208 0.164
t 0.114 0.102 0.063 0.050

tµcd
s 0.178 0.141 0.153 0.095
t 0.100 0.080 0.048 0.030

teus
s 0.115 0.101 0.063 0.050
t 0.064 0.056 0.019 0.015

tµus
s 0.102 0.079 0.050 0.030
t 0.056 0.043 0.015 0.009

tecs
s 0.448 0.403 0.973 0.786
t 0.243 0.218 0.286 0.229

tµcs
s 0.394 0.311 0.752 0.468
t 0.217 0.169 0.228 0.138

teub
s 0.199 0.178 0.191 0.154
t 0.109 0.097 0.057 0.045

tµub
s 0.168 0.134 0.136 0.087
t 0.095 0.076 0.044 0.028

tecb
s 0.718 0.657 2.503 2.090
t 0.405 0.367 0.795 0.652

tµcb
s 0.703 0.564 2.393 1.521
t 0.386 0.307 0.722 0.455
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Figure 3: The observed upper limits on the branching fractions of the top quark BNV decays
are shown with circle and triangle shapes for electron and muon couplings, respectively. The
observed limits corresponding to the Ct and Cs coefficients are shown with filled and open
markers, respectively. The yellow light (green dark) bands indicate the range within plus or
minus one (two) standard deviations bands around the expected limits.



8

analysis explores baryon number violating effects in single top quark production for the first
time. Data were collected by the CMS experiment in 2016–2018 and correspond to an integrated
luminosity of 138 fb−1. Events with a lepton pair and exactly one b-tagged jet are selected.
A boosted decision tree (BDT) is used to separate signal events from background events. A
binned maximum likelihood fit to the BDT output distribution is performed to search for the
BNV processes. Considering BNV vertices in the production of top quarks dramatically in-
creases the sensitivity of this search. No significant excess of events over the background pre-
diction is observed. Upper limits are placed on the strengths of the BNV couplings, which are
multiple orders of magnitude more stringent than the previous limits [11].
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INFN Sezione di Napolia, Università di Napoli ’Federico II’b, Napoli, Italy; Università della
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Cerium-134 is an isotope desired for applications as a chemical analogue to the promising ther-
apeutic radionuclide 225Ac, for use in bio-distribution assays as an in vivo generator of the short-
lived positron-emitting isotope 134La. In the 50–100 MeV energy range relevant to the production
of 134Ce by means of high-energy proton bombardment of lanthanum, existing cross section data
are discrepant and have gaps at important energies. To address these deficiencies, a series of 17
139La foils (99.919% natural abundance) were irradiated in two stacked-target experiments: one at
the Los Alamos National Laboratory’s Isotope Production Facility (IPF) with an incident proton
energy of 100 MeV, and a second at Brookhaven National Laboratory’s Brookhaven Linac Isotope
Producer (BLIP) with an incident proton energy of 200 MeV — a complete energy range spanning
approximately 55–200 MeV. Cross sections are reported for 30 products of 139La(p,x) reactions
(representing up to 55% of the total non-elastic cross section), in addition to 24 residual prod-
ucts measured in the natCu and natTi foils that were used as proton flux monitors. The measured
production cross sections for 139La reactions were compared to literature data as well as default
calculations from the nuclear reaction modeling codes TALYS, EMPIRE and ALICE, as well as the
TENDL-2023 library. The default calculations typically exhibited poor predictive capability, due to
the complexity of multiple interacting physics models in this energy range, and deficiencies in pree-
quilibrium reaction modeling. Building upon previous efforts to evaluate proton-induced reactions
in this energy range, a parameter adjustment procedure was performed upon the optical model and
the two-component exciton model using the TALYS-2.0 code. This resulted in an improvement in
139La(p,x) cross sections for applications including isotope production, over default predictions.

I. INTRODUCTION

Proton accelerators operating in the approximately 10–
200 MeV energy range are advantageous for the produc-
tion of radioisotopes having characteristics of simultane-
ous high activity and high specific activity, i.e., having a
high ratio of the desired radionuclide to “cold” (stable)
impurities. These characteristics are generally advanta-
geous to the field of nuclear medicine for the creation
of radiopharmaceuticals used in the diagnosis and treat-
ment of various diseases, such as cancers. For example,
one such radionuclide we are interested in producing is
134Ce, which has applications as a positron-emitting ana-
logue of the therapeutic isotope 225Ac.

Actinium-225 is an alpha-emitting radionuclide that is
currently under study for the treatment of various forms
of cancer, such as advanced prostate cancer and acute
myeloid leukemia [1–3]. With a half-life of 9.9203 (3)
days, 225Ac quickly decays to 209Bi through the emission
of four 5–8 MeV α particles and two β− particles, with
the longest-lived intermediate decay product being the

3.234 (7) h 209Pb [4–8]. Having a characteristic range of
50–100 µm in human tissue, these emitted alpha parti-
cles have a high likelihood of killing cancerous cells while
sparing nearby healthy tissue, provided a sufficiently spe-
cific cancer-targeting vector. One example of a promising
vector is PSMA-617 (prostate-specific membrane anti-
gen), which has shown efficacy (defined as a decrease
in prostate-specific antigen, or PSA, serum concentra-
tion of ≥50%) in 66% of patients afflicted with advanced
(metastatic) prostate cancer, according to a recent meta-
analysis [9].

An important aspect of treatment planning in tar-
geted radionuclide therapy is the ability to assay the
bio-distribution of the injected radiopharmaceutical, typ-
ically with clinical positron-emission tomography (PET)
scanners [10]. Unfortunately, 225Ac lacks positron emis-
sions in any of its decay products, negating the possi-
bility of performing such scans directly. Instead, the
therapeutic targeting vector must be radiolabeled with
a positron-emitting chemical analogue of actinium. Re-
cent studies have demonstrated the ability of 134Ce to
act as a PET imaging surrogate for drug conjugates in-
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corporating 225Ac for long-term tumor targeting [11–13].
Cerium-134 decays with a half-life of 3.16 (4) days to
134La (T1/2 = 6.45 (16) min), which emits a positron

in approximately 64% of decays [14]. Therefore, 134Ce,
acting as a chemical analogue to actinium, serves as an
in-vivo generator of the positron-emitter 134La.

Cerium-134 could be produced by proton accel-
erators using natural targets of lanthanum, cerium,
praseodymium, neodymium or even samarium, however
the (p,6n) reaction on 139La (99.9119% natural abun-
dance) is generally predicted to have the highest 134Ce
yield of these options. The 140Ce(p,7n)134Pr production
route is theoretically interesting because it could produce
134Ce with a higher radiopurity than using a lanthanum
target; however, the ≈11 min half-life of 134Pr is too
short for practical radiochemical separations, which may
take several hours to days [14]. By this time, the prod-
uct 134Ce would be chemically indistinguishable from the
target material, and therefore the separation would be
impossible.

Currently available cross section data for the
139La(p,6n)134Ce reaction extends from approximately
50–90 MeV [15–17]. However, there are only two data
points above 70 MeV, where the peak of the cross sec-
tion is expected, and the three available data sets are
generally discrepant beyond their reported error margins,
leading to calls for improvements in these data [18]. The
primary goal of this study was to address these discrep-
ancies with additional measurements in the 55–100 MeV
energy range, as well as to extend the data set with mea-
surements up to approximately 200 MeV, which would
characterize the preequilibrium tail for the 134Ce prod-
uct. This was done using the stacked-foil activation tech-
nique, in which a set of thin foils are simultaneously ir-
radiated with a proton beam, such that the beam loses
energy as it passes through each foil in the stack [19, 20].
By measuring the induced radioactivity for each foil in
the stack, the radionuclide production cross sections can
be inferred as a function of proton energy. One benefit
of this technique is that while the experiment was de-
signed around the measurement of the (p,6n) cross sec-
tion, many more radionuclide production cross sections
could be simultaneously determined. In this experiment,
30 distinct reaction channels were observed in the lan-
thanum targets, comprising an estimated 55% of the to-
tal non-elastic cross section (based on the TENDL-2023
non-elastic cross section), with an additional 24 products
measured in the natCu and natTi foils used as proton flux
monitors. This represents the most extensive measure-
ment of proton-induced reactions on lanthanum to date,
and the first measurement above 100 MeV. The result-
ing data set provides an exquisite sensitivity to the nu-
clear reaction processes relevant to the formation of the
associated radionuclides, such as preequilibrium particle
emission.

These data were used to qualitatively assess the predic-
tions of various nuclear reaction modeling codes, as well
as to determine how well the fitting procedure developed
in Fox et al. for the existing lanthanum data set (previ-
ously extending only up to 90 MeV) extrapolated to the
new 100–200 MeV measurements [21]. While the extrap-
olation was generally better than the default predictions,
there was considerable room for improvement, which we
performed with an optimization of selected preequilib-
rium and optical model parameters using the TALYS-
2.0 code [22]. As part of this optimization procedure
we compared various optimization algorithms, figure-of-
merit weighting procedures, and sensitivities for various
TALYS parameters. These results are vital to improving
the quality of nuclear data evaluations for these high-
energy charged particle reaction pathways.

II. EXPERIMENTAL METHODS AND
MATERIALS

In this work, a number of proton-induced nuclear reac-
tion cross sections were measured using the stacked-foil
activation method. These measurements were performed
as part of a Tri-lab collaboration between Los Alamos
National Laboratory (LANL), Brookhaven National Lab-
oratory (BNL) and Lawrence Berkeley National Labora-
tory (LBNL). Two sets of foils were irradiated: one at
the LANL Isotope Production Facility (IPF) with an in-
cident proton energy of 100 MeV, and a second at the
BNL Brookhaven Linac Isotope Producer (BLIP) with
200 MeV protons. We will be referring to these irradia-
tions as the “LANL stack” and the “BNL stack” respec-
tively.

II.1. Stack Design and Irradiations

In the stacked-foil (sometimes called stacked-target)
activation method, a set of thin foils are arranged in a
“stack” and irradiated with charged particles: protons
in this case. As the proton beam traverses each suc-
cessive foil in the stack, its average energy is degraded
via stopping interactions within the foils, such that each
foil is activated at a slightly lower proton energy than
the foil preceding it. Each foil was paired with multiple
“monitor” foils, which served as a measure of the beam
current and energy at each point in the stack. In our
experiment, additional “degraders” made of thick pieces
of aluminum or copper were used to further decrease the
energy between each set of foils. Following a stacked-foil
irradiation, the proton-induced reaction products created
in each foil are assayed via gamma spectrometry. The as-
sayed production rates for each isotope, Ri, are related to
the foil’s areal density, ρr, the average proton current, Ip,
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and the cross section for the production of each isotope,
σi according to

Ri = (ρr)Ipσi (1)

where the standard units for Ri, ρr, Ip and σi are
s−1, atoms · cm−2, s−1 and cm2, respectively. Using this
equation, the reaction cross section can be calculated so
long as the beam current and areal densities are well-
known. This is often referred to as the “thin-target”
activation equation [19, 20]. It is based on the assump-
tion that both the proton current and the cross section
are approximately constant within the foil — which can
only be the case for foils thin enough such that their en-
ergy degradation is much less than the incident proton
energy. An additional feature of these experiments is
in the determination of proton beam currents, Ip, using
“monitor” foils, rather than external diagnostics such as
a Faraday cup — the use of which is precluded by the
physical layouts of both the IPF and BLIP irradiation
stations. This monitor foil method relies upon the ac-
tivation of thin foils having well-characterized “monitor
reaction” cross sections, and using Eq. 1 to calculate Ip
using a known value of σi.

Our experiment consisted of two separate irradiations:
one stack of ten lanthanum foils irradiated at the LANL
IPF with 100 MeV protons, and a stack of seven lan-
thanum foils irradiated at the BNL BLIP with 200 MeV
protons. The lanthanum foils used in this experiment
were identical for both irradiations, all of at least 99%
purity by metals basis, purchased from Goodfellow Cor-
poration (Coraopolis, PA 15108, USA). These consisted
of natural (i.e., non-enriched) lanthanum metal, which
is constituted of 99.9119% 139La and the remainder of
138La [23]. Each foil had a nominal thickness of 25 µm
and was approximately 25.4 mm square. Oxidation of the
lanthanum metal was minimized by handling the foils in-
side of a glove box with an inert (dry argon) cover gas.
Figure 1 shows a typical preparation of one of the lan-
thanum foils used in the experiment. Slight oxidation
can be seen along the lower edge of the foil, however,
oxidation in the beam-strike area (center) was minimal
prior to irradiation.

Prior to irradiation, the dimensions and masses of each
of these foils were measured in the argon-filled glovebox,
with a 1–2% accuracy in the areal density. The foils
were then suspended in the center of a plastic mount-
ing frame, sealed between two pieces of 3M 5413-Series
Kapton polyimide film tape, which consist of a 25 µm
polyimide backing material and a ≈ 43 µm layer of
acrylic adhesive. The adhesive was specifically chosen
to be free of silicon, which under proton bombardment
has been shown to lead to the production of 24Na: a
contaminant that would interfere with the 27Al(p,x)24Na
monitor reaction channel, and also produce an unwanted

FIG. 1: Photo of an individual lanthanum foil sealed in
Kapton polyimide tape, and secured to the acrylic

frame before the irradiation.

γ-ray spectrometry background in the form of 1.368 and
2.754 MeV photo-peaks and associated Compton scat-
tering events [19, 24]. The mounting frames were also
machined out of acrylic, for this same reason.

The LANL stack made use of natural titanium and
copper as monitor foils, observing the 46Sc and 48V mon-
itor reaction products in titanium and 62Zn, 65Zn, 56Co
and 58Co in copper. In the BNL stack, aluminum was
used instead of titanium, where the 22Na and 24Na mon-
itor channels were observed. All of these foils were cut
from sheets of 25 µm nominal thickness into approx-
imately 25.4 mm squares, which were also measured,
weighed and mounted to their frames in Kapton tape
in a similar manner as described for the lanthanum foils.
For both stacks, one monitor foil of each material was co-
irradiated with each lanthanum foil, such that there were
20 monitor foils irradiated in the LANL stack and 14 in
the BNL stack. The respective metals-basis purities for
the titanium, copper and aluminum monitor foils used
in this experiment were 99.95%, 99.99% and 99.999%,
respectively.

The degraders used in the LANL stack were made
from 110-Copper alloy sheets for degraders 1–4 and 6065-
Aluminum alloy sheets for degraders 5–9, with thick-
nesses ranging from approximately 0.6–1.5 mm. The
BNL stack made use of 110-Copper degraders, machined
from plates ranging between 3.7–5.1 mm in thickness.
Each degrader was also carefully measured and weighed
to determine its areal density. Finally, a stainless steel
“profile monitor” foil was placed in front of and be-
hind each stack, with a nominal thickness of 100 µm.
The purpose of these foils was to be used as a post-
irradiation check of the beamspot entering and exiting
the stack, by mapping the induced activation profile with
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radiochromic film (Gafchromic EBT3). For both irradi-
ations, the profile monitor foils confirmed that the beam
was well-contained within the approximately 25 mm by
25 mm area of the foils, in the center of the stack. The
complete specifications of both BNL and LANL stacks
can be found in Appendix B.

Since both IPF and BLIP are high-power production
facilities with water-cooled irradiation stations that are
only accessible remotely, and require that all materials be
introduced into a hot cell and handled with telemanip-
ulators, a specially designed sample irradiation box was
required for both irraditions. It was critical that this
sample irradiation box was leak tight, as the lanthanum
foils would rapidly oxidize if exposed to the cooling wa-
ter. This had the added benefit of significantly minimiz-
ing surface contamination on the foils. Photos of the tar-
get boxes used in the LANL and BNL irradiations can be
seen in Fig. 2, with red arrows indicating the direction of
the incident beam. Both target boxes were relatively sim-
ilar in design. They were both machined from aluminum,
with a cutout in the front to minimize the thickness of
the entrance window, and both had a water-tight seal
provided by an aluminum lid (not pictured) that bolts
to the top of the box. In both cases, the experimental
foils in each compartment between degraders — La, Cu
and Ti for LANL and La, Cu and Al for BNL — were
bundled together into packets using baling wire, to aid in
sample retrieval with hot cell telemanipulators after the
irradiation.

FIG. 2: Photos of the experimental target boxes used in
the LANL (left) and BNL (right) irradiations.

Individual foil packets can be seen bundled together
with wire, for ease of manipulation inside of the hot
cells. The red arrows indicate the orientation of the

incident proton beam.

Both stacks were irradiated with a nominal beam cur-
rent of 200 nA for a duration of 1 hour, 6 seconds at
LANL and 1 hour, 1 minute at BNL. The LANL irra-
diation took place on 13 September, 2022 and the BNL
irradiation took place on 17 March, 2023. Both facilities
utilized an inductive pickup current monitor, with cur-

rent readings recorded at a frequency of approximately 20
times per minute. The resolution of each current monitor
was 1 nA, and the beam current was stable over the du-
ration of both irradiations with an RMS fluctuation less
than 3 nA. The measurements of the inductive pickup
current monitors agreed quite well with the current de-
termined using the monitor foils in the first (highest-
energy) compartment. However, scattering and absorp-
tion of protons within the stacks themselves caused the
beam current to drop as the beam traversed the stack.

II.2. Gamma Spectrometry

Following each irradiation the target boxes were re-
trieved from each respective hot cell, and the foils were
separated and placed into individual plastic bags made of
50 µm thick polyethylene in order to prevent the spread
of radioactive contamination during the gamma-ray as-
say. The time between end-of-bombardment and the first
count of the lanthanum foils was approximately 2 hours
at LANL and 1 hour at BNL, which meant the product
with the shortest half-life that was independently mea-
sured was 132mLa, with a half-life of 24.3(5) min [25]. The
gamma counting process had differences between each
site, but in general, short, initial counts were taken at
the respective production facilities to capture the short-
lived products, after which the foils were transferred to a
secondary on-site counting laboratory where the gamma-
ray background was lower. All gamma-ray assays were
performed using mechanically cooled High-Purity Ger-
manium (HPGe) detectors.

At LANL, the first counts of the lanthanum foils were
performed using an ORTEC GEM p-type coaxial HPGe
detector (model GEM20P-PLUS), at a distance ranging
from 35–44 cm from the entrance window of the detec-
tor. These counts ranged in duration from 2–4 minutes,
with the five highest-energy foils being counted twice,
and the five lowest-energy foils being counted once. Fol-
lowing this, all the foils were transferred to a secondary
on-site counting laboratory — internally referred to as
“TarDIS” — which houses two ORTEC GEM p-type
coaxial HPGe detectors (model GEM20P4-70-PL). All
of the three detectors described utilize transistor-reset
preamplifiers, which allowed for count rates of approxi-
mately 3 kHz at a dead-time of approximately 5%, while
still maintaining good energy resolution (approximately
1.85 keV FWHM at 1.33 MeV). At the TarDIS count-
ing lab, the count plan was to cycle all of the foils be-
tween both detectors over a 45 day period, with the count
length increasing from 10 minutes at the beginning of the
period to 24 hours at the end. However, one of the two
detectors suffered an electronic malfunction after approx-
imately 36 hours, and was replaced with the GEM20P-
PLUS that had been used previously at the IPF loca-
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tion. Initially the foils were counted 45 cm from the
detector face, and were gradually brought closer in as
they decayed, to as close as 10 cm. The same Eckert
& Ziegler source set was used to calibrate all three de-
tectors, which consisted of 152Eu, 133Ba, 137Cs and 60Co
sealed point sources, of known activity (provided by the
manufacturer) with a listed 95% confidence interval of
±3%.

At BNL, two ORTEC GEM p-type coaxial HPGe de-
tectors were used for the initial lanthanum foil counts at
the BLIP facility — one having a transistor-reset pream-
plifier and another having a standard charge-sensitive
preamplifier. Each of the 7 lanthanum foils were counted
once on each detector, for approximately 10 minutes per
count, at a distance of 62 cm on the charge-sensitive de-
tector and 45 cm on the transistor-reset detector. Lead
shielding was used to minimize the environmental back-
ground in the detector, however the samples were suf-
ficiently far from the lead shielding so as to avoid sub-
stantial Compton-scattered background and lead x-rays.
After the BLIP counts, the foils were transferred to a
separate on-site counting laboratory, where three p-type
HGPe detectors were utilized for gamma counting: an
ORTEC IDM-200-V, an ORTEC Trans-SPEC-DX-100T,
and an ORTEC GEM20P4-70-PL. The IDM and Trans-
SPEC utilize charge-sensitive preamplifiers, while the
GEM20P4 makes use of a transistor-reset preamplifier.
The lanthanum foils were preferentially counted on the
transistor-reset detector for the sake of improved statis-
tics, however each lanthanum, copper and aluminum foil
was counted on every detector to minimize the potential
of systematic effects arising from any single detector. The
foil-to-detector counting distances varied from 10–59 cm,
depending on the detector, the foil being counted and the
decay time. The BLIP and on-site detectors were all cal-
ibrated using the same source set: 152Eu, 133Ba, 137Cs,
60Co, and 241Am point sources procured from Eckert &
Ziegler, with a listed 95% confidence interval of ±3%.
After 7 days of counting at the BNL on-site counting
laboratory, the foils were shipped to the TarDIS labo-
ratory used in the LANL irradiation, where they were
counted on the two ORTEC GEM20P4-70-PL detectors
for an additional 35 day period, at a distance of 10 cm.
The calibration source set was the same as previously
described for that location.

III. DATA ANALYSIS

The residual nuclide production cross sections were ex-
tracted from the measured gamma-ray spectra in a con-
sistent manner for both irradiations. The open-source
CURIE python library was used for isotope identifica-
tion and to extract the number of measured counts from
each photopeak in the measured spectra, as well as to

generate the response functions (energy, resolution and
efficiency) for each detector [26]. CURIE was also used to
calculate production rates for each product isotope based
on the peak fits in each foil. For the monitor foils, these
production rates were used to calculate the beam current
witnessed by each foil, and CURIE was used to determine
the proton energy distributions within each foil. These
calculated proton energies were then refined using a vari-
ance minimization procedure. Finally, the beam currents
from the monitor foils were used to calculate the resid-
ual nuclide production cross sections from the production
rates measured in the lanthanum foils, according to Eq.
1. The uncertainties in the reported cross sections are
attributable to: statistical and systematic uncertainties
from the peak fits, uncertainties in isotope half-lives and
decay gamma branching ratios, uncertainties in the mea-
sured foil areal density, systematic uncertainties from the
production rate determination, uncertainty in the evalu-
ated monitor cross sections, and uncertainty in the de-
tector efficiency.

III.1. Calibration and Peak Fitting

The analysis of the measured gamma-ray spectra was
performed using the CURIE python library. The detec-
tor response functions consisted of energy, resolution and
efficiency calibrations which were determined from a set
of calibration standards of known activity, as described
in Section II.2. This procedure was performed for each
detector, at every distance that was used to count the
experimental foils. Because the BNL foils were counted
at BNL and LANL, with two different sets of calibration
sources used between them, a cross-calibration was per-
formed to ensure the detector efficiencies were consistent
between the two sites. The calibration functions for the
energy and resolution calibration were quadratic and lin-
ear, respectively, whereas the efficiency function used by
CURIE consists of a semi-empirical “physical” efficiency
model, based on the work of Vidmar et al. [27].

The main advantage of using such a model for the ef-
ficiency is in its ability to extrapolate well to energies
above which calibration data are available, as demon-
strated in Fig. 3. The black, dashed line shows the
original fit to the efficiency data which were taken from
the calibration sources, for which the photopeak energy
ranged from 53.1622 keV (a minor line in 133Ba) to a
maximum energy of 1528.1 keV, from 152Eu [28, 29].
However, the gamma spectra collected from the experi-
mental foils extended as high as the 3009.645 keV gamma
line in 56Co, well above the highest calibration energy
[30].

To correctly estimate the detector efficiencies above
approximately 1500 keV, an extrapolation procedure was
performed from the spectra collected during the exper-
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FIG. 3: Comparison of “physical” efficiency model fit to
original efficiency data taken from the calibration

sources (black, dashed line), versus the fit to efficiency
data that was extrapolated from the experimental foil

measurements (red, solid line).

iment, using isotopes having decay gammas both below
1500 keV (known efficiency) and above 1500 keV (un-
known efficiency). The high-energy efficiency was esti-
mated by multiplying the known low-energy efficiency
by the appropriate ratios of Iγ and measured photopeak
counts. Examples of isotopes with gamma emissions both
above and below 1500 keV that were used in this extrapo-
lation are 133mCe, 129mBa, 132La and 56Co. This extrap-
olation is also shown in Fig. 3 as red points, with the
solid red line indicating a fit to both the calibration data
(black points) and the extrapolated data (red points). As
can be seen, the original calibration (dashed black) ex-
trapolated very well to higher energy. This would likely
not have been the case for a log-polynomial fit to the
same data.

Minor correction factors were applied to the efficiency,
with a geometry correction factor accounting for the fact
that the experimental “source” (activated foil) was not
a perfect point source, but rather a distributed source
over the beam-strike area. An additional correction fac-
tor accounted for attenuation through the Kapton tape
and polyethylene encapsulation, as well as within the
foils themselves (self-attenuation). The attenuation cor-
rection factors were derived from the XCOM library of
photon attenuation coefficients [31, 32]. These correc-
tions were generally quite small, with the largest geom-
etry correction being 0.35% and the largest attenuation
correction being 7.91%.

An example of a collected γ-ray spectrum with peaks
fit using the CURIE code can be seen in Fig. 4. In
general, the resolution of the HPGe detectors was quite
good, such that there were very few peaks which could

not be resolved due to issues such as interference from
neighboring lines. However, certain isotopes share decay
gammas of the exact same energy, for example 132mLa
and 132gLa, which both decay into 132Ba and therefore
have a number of identical lines. In these cases, the over-
lapping peaks were excluded in favor of isolated decay
gammas from those isotopes. Fig. 4 also illustrates the
advantage of using a semi-automated peak fitting code
like CURIE for the analysis, as the spectrum is clearly
very complex and contains too many individual gamma
lines for identifying and/or fitting individual peaks to
be practical. In total, the entire data set (comprised of
spectra from both irradiations) contained approximately
75,000 individual peak fits from 644 gamma spectra.

III.2. Production Rate Determination

The production rates were determined for each indi-
vidual isotope by first using the number of counts, Nc,
from each observed photopeak, and calculating the cor-
responding number of decays according to:

ND =
Nc

Iγϵ(Eγ)

treal
tlive

(2)

where Iγ is the gamma branching ratio, ϵ(Eγ) is the
detector efficiency at energy Eγ , and treal and tlive are
the real and live times of the data acquisition system, re-
spectively. These decays are associated with a given start
and stop time, tstart and tstop. The CURIE library im-
plements the general solution to the Bateman equations
for radioactive production and decay [33], and solves for
the production rates of any number of isotopes in a decay
chain (originating from the same parent radionuclide) by
taking advantage of the fact that the Bateman solutions
are additive, and converting the problem into a linear
system of the form:

M̄ · R⃗ = N⃗D (3)

where N⃗D is a vector of observed decays for all isotopes

in the chain, R⃗ is a vector of production rates, and M̄ is
a matrix of decays calculated from a decay chain of unit

production rates for a single isotope in R⃗, during the

interval tstart to tstop of the associated element of N⃗D.
While CURIE only implements this approach for decay
chains with a single parent isotope, this methodology was
extended to work for multiple decay chains feeding the
same isotopes, which was required in this work to fit the
A = 132 and A = 133 decay chains.
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FIG. 4: Example of a gamma-ray spectrum with peaks identified and fit using CURIE – from the first lanthanum
foil in the LANL stack, irradiated with approximately 91.3 MeV protons. This spectrum was collected

approximately 4 hours after the end-of-bombardment.

An example of this fit to the A = 133 decay chain
is shown in Fig. 5, which fit the production rates of
133mCe, 133gCe, 133La and 133mBa. While 133gBa is likely
also independently produced, it was not quantified with
sufficient sensitivity to distinguish its independently pro-
duced activity from in-feeding from the other isotopes.
Such an approach is very necessary in this case, as both
133mCe and 133gCe decay into 133La (i.e., 133La has two
parent isotopes), and all isotopes in this system feed into
133gBa. Therefore, there is neither a simple equation for
calculating the production rate of a given isotope from
measured activities, nor for calculating the measured ac-
tivities from the number of observed decays.
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FIG. 5: Example of a fit to the A = 133 decay chain in
a lanthanum foil irradiated with approximately 160

MeV protons at BNL.

The half-lives and major gamma branching ratios used
for each of the isotopes observed in this study are listed
in Tables X and XI in Appendix C. The uncertainties
in the half-lives and gamma branching ratios were used
in the determination of the uncertainties in production
rates, however in general these were much smaller than
the systematic uncertainties associated with the gamma
counting process.

One additional feature of this data set was the pres-
ence of secondary (mostly thermal) neutrons, result-
ing from spallation reactions in the stack, and subse-
quent thermalization in the surrounding cooling water.
This could potentially inflate our determination of reac-
tion rates through (n,x) reactions resulting in the same
product. Conveniently, we were able to use the 140La
(T1/2 = 1.67855(12) d) product, resulting from neutron
capture on the lanthanum foils, as a neutron flux mon-
itor [34]. This was used in combination with a FLUKA
Monte Carlo simulation to determine the neutron flux
profile throughout the stack [35], showing that only the
64Cu production rate in the copper monitor foils had
a non-negligible contribution from secondary neutrons
(from the capture reaction on 63Cu). This effect has been
corrected for in the reported cross sections.

III.3. Beam Currents and Energy Determination

The proton beam currents witnessed by each foil in
each of the two irradiated stacks were determined us-
ing a set of monitor foils, which have well-characterized
reaction channels that are included in the list of beam
monitor reactions from the IAEA charged-particle cross
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section database for medical radionuclide production
[36]. This method is well described in other publications
[19, 21], and has some advantages and disadvantages
compared to other methods of measuring beam current.
The main disadvantage is that the accuracy of the mea-
sured cross sections cannot exceed that of the monitor
reaction cross sections, and in particular, any unknown
systematic errors in the monitor cross sections will be
applied (proportionally) to the measured cross sections.
However, these effects can be mitigated by using multi-
ple monitor reaction channels in multiple foil materials,
and by comparing the monitor foil-derived beam currents
to beam currents determined by electronic measurement,
such as an inductive-pickup current monitor. The main
advantage of this method is that it can correctly account
for beam current losses within the stack, which would not
be observable with an electronic beam current monitor.
Also, issues such as electron suppression or other sources
of “dark current” do not impact the measurement.

The beam current for an individual monitor channel
is calculated from a measured production rate, Ri, using
Eq. 1 where the cross section used is the flux-averaged
cross section:

σ̄ =

∫∞
0
σ(E)ψ(E)dE∫∞
0
ψ(E)dE

(4)

where σ(E) is the recommended cross section from the
IAEA beam monitor library [36], and ψ(E) is the proton
flux calculated using a 1-D Monte Carlo stopping power
code implemented in CURIE, which uses the Anderson
& Ziegler formalism for stopping powers [26, 37]. This
treatment accounts for the beam straggling which occurs
towards the back of the stack. This was particularly sig-
nificant for the BNL data set, which was degraded from
200 MeV incident energy down to just under 100 MeV in
the rear foil.

The measured beam currents from each reaction chan-
nel as a function of proton energy were compiled for both
stacks, and fit with a linear function (I = I0 + m · E)
for the BNL stack and a square-root function (I =
I0 + m ·

√
E − 45) for the LANL stack. The measured

per-channel beam currents and attending fits can be seen
in Fig. 6, with the LANL stack shown in the upper panel
and the BNL stack shown in the lower panel.

One complication for the BNL stack was that only the
27Al(p,x)22Na and natCu(p,x)58Co reactions have recom-
mended cross sections above 100 MeV, despite many ex-
perimental measurements in this energy region for the
production of 24Na (from 27Al) and 56Co, 62Zn and 65Zn
(from natCu), which were all observed reaction prod-
ucts in the monitor foils, and have IAEA-recommended
cross sections below 100 MeV. To improve the quality
of the beam current determination for the BNL stack,
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FIG. 6: Beam currents measured in each of the 6
monitor reaction channels utilized by the LANL stack
(top) and BNL stack (bottom). The black line on each
plot indicates a fit to the calculated beam currents as a

function of energy.

a down-selected set of experimental data were used to
generate monitor reaction cross sections in this energy
region. This was done by performing a regression of
the following 3-parameter log-polynomial function to the
down-selected cross section data:

σ(E) = σ100 +
(c1
E

ln(E − 60)2

+
c2
E

ln(E − 60) +
c3
E

)
(E − 100) (5)

where σ100 is the IAEA-recommended cross section for
that channel at 100 MeV, and c1, c2 and c3 are adjustable
parameters. This functional form was selected to ensure
that the fitted cross section agreed with the IAEA eval-
uation at 100 MeV. The resulting fits to these additional
monitor channels can be seen in Appendix A. There were
significant discrepancies between our apparent cross sec-
tions and the natCu(p,x)58Co IAEA reference cross sec-
tions, which may indicate the need for future study of
this channel [36].

The energy distributions predicted by the Anderson-
Ziegler calculation in CURIE were adjusted using a “vari-
ance minimization” methodology, similar to the methods
described in Graves et al. and Voyles et al. [19, 20]. In
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this approach, a multiplier to the areal densities of all
stack elements (∆ρ), as well as the incident energy (E0)
are treated as free parameters, and are varied in order to
minimize a goodness-of-fit parameter: in this case the re-
duced χ2 (or χ2

ν). The purpose of this is not to presume
that the densities of the stack elements or the incident
energy were not well-known, but rather to correct for
unaccounted systematics in the calculation of the proton
energy spectra. A plot showing the calculation of the χ2

ν

for variation of ∆ρ and E0 for the LANL stack can be
seen in Fig. 7. For the LANL stack, the optimum E0

and ∆ρ were found to be 99 MeV and -6.65%. For the
BNL stack, only ∆ρ was optimized using this method, as
there was not sufficient sensitivity of χ2

ν to the incident
energy. The resulting optimum density change for the
BNL stack was found to be +1.75%.
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FIG. 7: Reduced χ2 of the fit to the LANL monitor foil
data, plotted as a function of degrader density variation

and incident proton energy.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The cross sections for the products observed in this
work were calculated from the measured production
rates, Ri, the areal densities (ρr) and monitor-foil de-
rived beam currents Ip, using Eq. 1. The uncertainties
in the cross sections were calculated as the quadrature
sum of the uncertainties from these three sources. The
results of these measurements are tabulated in Table I
for the 139La products, Table II for products in the cop-
per foils, and similarly in Table III for titanium products.
The results for selected reaction channels that are of par-
ticular interest for medical applications or from a nuclear
reaction modeling perspective are discussed below.

The results are shown in comparison to previous mea-
surements from Tárkányi et al., Morrell et al. and Becker
et al. [15–17]. In general, the results show good agree-
ment with previous measurements. Interestingly, the
134Ce production cross section above 100 MeV was much
larger than expected, which could have implications for
medical isotope production applications. This work rep-
resents the first measurement of proton-induced reactions
on lanthanum above 100 MeV, as well as the first mea-
surement of many of these reaction products. Notably,
the observation of 130Ce represents the first measurement
of an exclusive (p,10n) excitation function (i.e., a cross
section curve measured at multiple energies, including
the threshold) in this energy range.

In addition, we compare our results to the TENDL-
2023 evaluation, as well as default predictions from
TALYS-2.0, EMPIRE-3.2.3, and ALICE-20 [22, 38–40].
A complete description of the default models used by
each of these codes that are relevant to intermediate-
energy proton-induced reactions can be found in Fox et
al. [21]. The relevant differences are in the optical mod-
els (Koning-Delaroche in TALYS and EMPIRE versus
Becchetti-Greenlees in ALICE), the level density models
(CT Fermi gas in TALYS, enhanced GSM in EMPIRE,
and shell-dependent Kataria-Ramamurthy in ALICE) as
well as the default preequilibrium models. TALYS imple-
ments a two-component exciton model, which has been
parameterized with a global fit to emission spectra for
A ≥ 24 and incident energies between 7 and 200 MeV
[41]. The default preequilibrium model in EMPIRE is
PCROSS, a more simplistic one-component exciton model,
while ALICE makes use of the Hybrid Monte-Carlo Sim-
ulation (HMS) precompound decay model. Additionally,
the treatment of angular momentum in ALICE is gener-
ally poorer than the other two codes, which tends to lead
to inaccurate isomeric ratio predictions. Overall, all three
codes struggled to predict many of the multi-particle-out
channels, which would seem to indicate a deficiency in
the preequilibrium models used by these codes. A se-
lected parameter adjustment using the TALYS-2.0 code
was performed in this work, which is described in Section
V, and the results are shown here for comparison.

IV.1. 139La(p,6n)134Ce Cross Section

Cerium-134 is a challenging isotope to quantify, due to
its relatively weak gamma-emission probability, with the
0.209(15)%, 130.4 keV gamma being the strongest emis-
sion [14]. Because the 134Ce production cross section is
generally quite high in the energy region explored in this
work, it is not the counting statistics that are a challenge.
Rather, it is the fact that in this photon energy range
there is a significant Compton background for most types
of HPGe detectors, including those used in this measure-
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TABLE I: Summary of lanthanum cross sections measured in this work. Subscripts (c) and (i) indicate cumulative
and independently measured cross sections, respectively. The subscript (m+) indicates the cross section includes
contributions from one or more isomers of the same product isotope, but is otherwise independent of feeding from

other products. Uncertainties are given in the least significant digit, i.e., 188.4(21) means 188.4± 2.1, etc.

139La(p,x) Production cross sections (mb)

Ep (MeV) 188.3(21) 172.8(22) 158.5(23) 143.2(25) 127.9(27) 113.1(29) 96.7(33) 91.3(11) 86.1(11)
81.7(11) 77.8(12) 73.7(12) 70.0(13) 66.9(13) 64.1(14) 61.1(14) 58.0(15) -

139Ce(m+) 4.04(28) 4.53(28) 5.02(30) 5.52(28) 6.18(40) 6.49(26) 7.66(46) 7.96(27) 8.14(29)
8.89(30) 8.49(31) 9.48(33) 9.61(34) 11.28(38) 10.86(39) 11.55(40) 12.33(49) -

137mCe(i) 14.53(55) 16.90(61) 18.28(67) 20.59(73) 23.82(85) 26.75(99) 31.4(13) 34.0(12) 36.9(12)
39.9(14) 40.4(14) 44.9(16) 47.6(16) 54.4(19) 56.7(19) 60.0(21) 67.3(24) -

137gCe(i) - 5.3(13) 5.26(84) 3.9(18) 7.5(20) 4.8(22) - 13.4(18) 13.5(13)
11.5(27) 14.3(31) 18.0(37) 21.0(23) 22.9(36) 24.0(28) 22.6(27) 27.2(39) -

136Cs(m+) 0.506(31) 0.490(28) 0.431(23) 0.388(19) 0.321(18) 0.255(17) 0.176(12) 0.1038(75) 0.101(23)
0.097(18) 0.150(67) - 0.229(62) 0.131(30) 0.134(16) 0.093(12) 0.082(20) -

135La(i) 86.3(54) 121.4(91) 104.3(84) 121.2(74) 136.3(87) 162(12) 161(14) 134.5(87) 147(11)
141.8(83) 139.5(94) 141(10) 139(11) 149(12) 145(12) 140(12) 140(11) -

135Ce(m+) 24.73(91) 28.3(10) 31.6(11) 35.8(12) 44.7(15) 52.0(18) 67.0(25) 76.8(25) 85.0(28)
97.1(31) 103.3(34) 129.3(42) 157.8(52) 208.3(68) 256.6(84) 319(10) 410(14) -

135mBa(i) 17.42(71) 18.18(71) 17.00(61) 16.59(61) 15.91(61) 15.01(63) 12.64(50) 11.51(61) 11.33(69)
8.76(34) 8.48(45) 6.44(48) 7.96(63) 6.12(71) - - - -

134Ce(i) 30.2(23) 35.1(28) 35.2(20) 39.9(16) 49.5(20) 62.2(25) 87.0(35) 97.9(34) 118.2(40)
151.5(51) 181.3(59) 239.4(78) 265.2(87) 285.9(94) 244.0(80) 179.8(61) 107.4(41) -

133La(i) 106.0(38) 119.7(41) 124.8(42) 145.7(49) 164.7(56) 169.1(59) 169.5(64) 187.6(60) 183.1(59)
130.8(42) 88.7(28) 57.6(18) 24.56(78) 12.62(40) 4.41(14) - - -

133mCe(i) 16.49(59) 18.48(64) 21.81(73) 27.08(90) 37.5(13) 45.6(16) 73.2(27) 110.6(35) 123.6(40)
133.0(42) 98.4(31) 67.0(21) 30.91(99) 11.02(35) 2.540(82) 0.500(16) - -

133gCe(i) 3.32(12) 3.75(13) 4.72(16) 5.45(18) 7.15(24) 9.04(32) 14.17(53) 19.84(64) 23.25(74)
25.03(80) 20.79(66) 14.81(47) 8.26(26) 2.982(95) 0.640(21) - - -

133mBa(i) 20.97(75) 20.98(72) 20.34(68) 19.64(65) 18.28(62) 15.25(53) 10.53(39) 10.57(34) 8.48(27)
6.81(22) 5.59(18) 5.23(17) 5.33(17) 6.05(19) 6.59(21) 7.32(24) 9.30(30) -

132mLa(i) 43.7(16) 42.1(15) 49.5(17) 58.7(20) 68.5(23) 63.4(22) 38.6(14) 33.9(11) 19.75(63)
9.68(31) 3.96(13) 1.420(45) - - - - - -

132Cs(i) 5.53(21) 5.22(19) 4.64(16) 4.26(15) 3.71(13) 3.17(12) 2.74(11) 2.527(84) 2.499(85)
2.399(79) 2.156(74) 1.961(66) 1.703(58) 1.469(52) 1.096(38) 0.690(26) 0.386(14) -

132Ce(m+) 17.38(63) 18.23(63) 21.47(72) 26.15(87) 36.7(12) 50.0(18) 58.5(22) 71.4(23) 37.1(12)
14.48(46) 3.20(10) 0.508(16) - - - - - -

131La(c) 66.9(26) 73.1(27) 79.8(30) 89.9(33) 97.1(37) 84.1(33) 16.70(88) 6.94(55) 1.82(32)

131Ba(m+) 20.8(14) 18.9(13) 13.8(14) 10.3(15) 8.2(18) 4.2(15) 7.88(70) 12.18(64) 15.29(59)
- 20.49(66) 21.15(68) 16.28(52) 12.38(40) 6.83(22) 2.791(93) 0.685(25) -

130Ce(i) 7.31(41) 7.67(51) 9.63(47) 11.80(61) 11.18(46) 2.84(32) - - -

129Cs(m+) 30.0(11) 24.35(84) 20.37(69) 18.26(61) 16.81(57) 14.70(52) 7.81(29) - 1.660(85)

129mBa(c) 10.07(36) 9.41(33) 8.09(27) 6.54(22) 4.65(16) 4.85(17) 3.27(12) - -

129gBa(c) 32.6(12) 34.3(12) 33.9(11) 25.61(85) 10.63(36) 5.87(21) 3.51(13) 3.18(10) 1.939(62)

128Ba(c) 35.7(13) 32.0(12) 24.42(87) 15.34(54) 13.50(48) 10.14(37) 0.701(31) - -

127Xe(c) 33.7(13) 26.2(10) 23.08(83) 19.79(70) 11.26(46) 2.17(10) 0.701(34) - -

127Cs(c) 34.8(16) 28.8(12) 23.49(93) 19.10(96) 12.62(76) - - - -

126I(i) 0.766(81) 0.743(85) 0.413(31) 0.262(30) 0.33(10) - - - -

126Ba(c) 6.79(44) 4.14(30) 3.75(35) 2.84(29) 1.32(28) - - - -

125Xe(c) 16.58(66) 12.64(45) 7.98(28) 2.856(99) 1.380(54) 0.556(26) - - -

125Cs(c) 19.5(44) 14.0(27) 8.9(19) - - - - - -

123Xe(c) 4.31(23) 2.084(90) 1.261(72) 0.622(64) - - - - -

123I(i) 1.51(25) 1.047(86) 0.745(85) 0.352(77) - - - - -
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TABLE II: Summary of copper cross sections measured in this work. The uncertainty format and subscript
designations (c), (i) and (m+) remain the same as in Table I. Products which were used as beam current monitors

(and are therefore somewhat circular) are indicated with a ∗, e.g. 65Zn*(i).

natCu(p,x) Production cross sections (mb)

Ep (MeV) 188.2(21) 172.7(22) 158.3(23) 143.0(25) 127.8(27) 112.9(29) 96.5(33) 91.1(11) 85.9(11)
81.5(11) 77.5(12) 73.4(12) 69.8(13) 66.6(13) 63.8(14) 60.8(14) 57.7(15) -

65Zn*(i) 1.240(77) 1.450(92) 1.565(78) 1.589(85) 1.717(97) 1.96(11) 2.42(11) 2.512(81) 2.523(81)
2.82(19) 2.90(13) 3.27(18) 3.28(10) 3.59(15) 3.65(16) 4.07(14) 4.16(14) -

64Cu(i) 24.8(12) 29.1(25) 32.2(34) 30.6(13) 37.5(13) 35.0(25) 41.7(17) 37.3(19) 40.1(27)
43.9(16) 40.0(49) 42.7(23) 47.2(35) 48.7(24) 49.0(29) 50.6(20) 49.7(26) -

62Zn*(i) 2.19(10) 2.74(11) 2.89(12) 3.09(13) 3.54(13) 3.75(19) 4.55(20) 4.96(19) 5.16(17)
5.77(22) 6.04(21) 6.70(26) 7.26(26) 8.03(30) 8.56(30) 9.29(32) 10.36(37) -

61Cu(c) 31.2(16) 37.2(17) 38.3(16) 39.2(18) 44.4(20) 45.9(22) 53.3(25) 56.2(21) 61.1(22)
65.4(23) 69.2(25) 74.9(26) 79.6(28) 82.9(29) 85.4(30) 86.2(31) 89.6(32) -

60Co(m+) 10.89(71) 11.47(62) 11.50(63) 11.22(53) 11.14(54) 10.98(44) 11.25(52) - 11.8(16)
14.0(60) 10.59(98) 13.8(50) 9.99(70) 13.6(56) 10.38(73) 14.7(23) 11.00(60) -

59Fe(i) 1.206(49) 1.158(42) 1.138(40) 1.069(36) 1.024(50) 0.953(34) 0.837(35) 0.793(28) 0.787(27)
0.787(43) 0.771(27) 0.741(85) 0.720(26) 0.695(27) 0.630(23) 0.577(54) 0.496(16) -

58Co*(m+) 42.9(18) 44.6(20) 43.2(16) 44.3(17) 44.8(18) 47.3(17) 48.2(18) 50.5(17) 50.4(18)
51.0(23) 47.4(17) 44.1(14) 39.1(15) 37.0(12) 33.1(12) 31.4(10) 30.4(11) -

57Ni(c) 1.848(81) 1.955(82) 1.905(81) 1.938(88) 1.947(87) 1.845(85) 1.570(76) 1.467(78) 1.280(58)
1.213(47) 1.118(58) 1.261(53) 1.377(70) 1.576(65) 1.827(74) 2.09(10) 2.28(10) -

57Co(i) 41.5(18) 41.8(17) 41.8(17) 42.5(19) 42.4(18) 41.6(18) 40.1(19) 40.3(17) 38.2(13)
36.6(13) 35.1(12) 35.3(13) 36.5(13) 40.2(15) 43.2(15) 48.8(20) 54.1(19) -

56Ni(c) 0.140(21) 0.128(16) 0.144(23) 0.141(15) 0.115(10) 0.0781(53) 0.0701(68) - 0.096(10)
- 0.108(12) - 0.132(22) - - - - -

56Mn(i) 2.331(92) 2.50(10) 2.39(13) 1.945(69) 1.988(75) 1.508(56) 1.123(58) 1.162(49) 1.144(47)
1.084(62) 1.047(43) 0.993(44) 0.734(70) 0.614(56) 0.490(39) 0.408(44) 0.340(31) -

56Co*(c) 12.67(48) 12.17(46) 12.29(44) 12.21(44) 11.81(41) 11.06(41) 10.10(40) 10.53(39) 10.76(36)
12.22(47) 12.81(44) 14.09(62) 12.76(46) 11.49(66) 8.22(30) 5.71(35) 2.73(10) -

55Co(c) 2.005(85) 2.014(83) 2.006(93) 1.870(82) 1.735(67) 1.568(84) 1.619(85) 1.719(85) 1.529(64)
1.238(51) 0.916(53) 0.465(28) 0.211(28) 0.105(18) 0.061(17) 0.042(11) 0.053(15) -

54Mn(i) 16.69(62) 15.46(57) 14.76(68) 13.57(55) 11.90(49) 10.45(40) 6.94(30) 6.18(20) 4.68(15)
3.90(15) 3.55(17) 3.68(20) 3.98(15) 4.53(21) - - - -

52Mn(c) 5.31(21) 4.89(20) 4.20(16) 3.61(13) 2.68(11) 1.959(77) 1.763(77) 1.752(61) 1.250(43)
0.841(31) 0.394(16) - 0.047(16) - - - - -

51Cr(c) 11.65(46) 9.75(38) 8.16(31) 6.36(24) 5.09(21) 3.94(17) 1.464(88) - -

48V*(i) 1.957(71) 1.454(56) 1.072(37) 0.691(24) 0.449(15) 0.300(13) 0.0553(48) - -

TABLE III: Summary of titanium cross sections measured in this work. The uncertainty format and subscript
designations (c), (i) and (m+) remain the same as in Table I. Products which were used as beam current monitors

(and are therefore somewhat circular) are indicated with a ∗, e.g. 48V*
(i).

natTi(p,x) Production cross sections (mb)

Ep (MeV) 90.9(11) 85.6(11) 81.2(11) 77.3(12) 73.1(12) 69.5(13) 66.3(13) 63.5(14) 60.5(14)
48V*(i) 7.15(27) 7.84(28) 8.11(30) 8.96(32) 9.30(33) 10.53(38) 10.75(43) 11.81(43) 11.93(51)
48Sc(i) 2.50(30) 2.60(33) 2.49(36) 2.68(38) 2.48(41) 2.23(47) 2.33(47) 2.05(39) 1.98(35)
47Sc(i) 19.87(86) 20.13(69) 20.11(89) 20.76(79) 20.5(11) 20.97(69) 20.97(71) 21.06(68) 21.14(69)
46Sc*(m+) 39.5(15) 40.8(14) 41.9(14) 43.9(15) 44.5(15) 45.9(15) 46.0(15) 48.1(16) 49.1(17)
44mSc(i) 18.38(70) 19.35(81) 20.53(79) 21.45(81) 20.94(79) 19.56(84) 17.94(83) 16.63(76) 14.26(63)
43Sc(c) 27.6(53) 28.7(56) 24.9(63) 26.5(66) - - - - -
43K(c) 1.706(82) 1.619(98) 1.497(64) 1.402(57) 1.366(54) 1.369(59) 1.298(45) 1.383(47) 1.437(59)
42K(i) 5.81(44) 6.01(40) 5.87(40) 6.39(44) 6.10(42) 6.60(43) 6.41(42) 6.22(42) 5.26(34)



12

ment, arising from higher energy gamma-rays scattering
out of the detector. Additionally, above proton energies
of approximately 60 MeV, the (T1/2 = 11.50 day) product
131Ba is produced, which has a 2.18(3)% gamma emis-
sion at 133.617 keV, which may interfere with the 130.4
keV 134Ce emission depending on the resolution of the
detector.

Instead, the preferred signature for 134Ce is the
5.04(20)%, 604.721 keV gamma emitted by its decay
product 134La. Lanthanum-134 has a half-life of only
6.45 minutes, much shorter than the 3.16 day half-life of
134Ce, which means it reaches secular equilibrium with
134Ce after only a few hours. However, even this ap-
proach is not foolproof, as the (T1/2 = 17.7 h) 135Ce
isotope produced via the (p,5n) channel emits multiple
gamma-rays which overlap at this energy, meaning it
must have time to sufficiently decay (≈ 7 days) before
the 134La decay can be observed without contamination.

The measured cross sections for 134Ce production can
be seen in Fig. 8 in comparison to other measurements
and theoretical predictions. The most notable result is
that the measured cross sections were much higher than
theoretical predictions in the 100–200 MeV energy re-
gion. This may have implications for bulk production of
this isotope for medical applications, as it would imply a
higher production rate at facilities utilizing these higher
energy beams than theoretical estimates had previously
suggested.
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FIG. 8: Measured cross sections for the
139La(p,6n)134Ce reaction.

In general these results agree quite well with previous
measurements. However, there is a significant difference
in the two highest energy data points from Becker et al.,
which is not explained by the reported error margins.
One potential source of discrepancy could be the choice
of gamma line used for quantifying 134Ce, as the Becker et
al. measurement relied solely upon the 0.209%, 130.4 keV

gamma branch discussed previously. While that gamma
decay was observed in this work, it was supplemented
with the 134La decay gamma at 604.721 keV, which typ-
ically had lower peak fitting uncertainties than the 130.4
keV gamma.

In addition to under-predicting the cross section at
high energy, the default models generally struggled to
predict the centroid energy of the “compound peak”,
though not as significantly as has been reported in pre-
vious versions of these codes [16]. We expect this is due
to differences in the predicted neutron emission spectra
arising from the different level densities and preequilib-
rium reaction models used by each code, which would
affect how much energy is “carried away” by these neu-
trons prior to the nucleus reaching a compound state.
In the adjusted TALYS-2.0 model, this effect has been
improved, though not completely corrected, with modi-
fications to the default preequilbrium parameters, to be
discussed in more detail below.

IV.2. 139La(p,n)139Ce Cross Section

The product 139Ce was measured via its 79.90(5)% in-
tensity, 165.86 keV gamma emission, which was clearly
observable several days after the end-of-bombardment
due to this isotope’s relatively long half-life of
137.641(20) days. This also included feeding from the
139mCe isomer, which has a half-life of only 57.58(32)
s, and decays via a 100% isomeric transition to the
ground state. The measured cross sections for the
139La(p,n)139Ce(m+) channel can be seen in Fig. 9.
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FIG. 9: Measured cross sections for the 139La(p,n)139Ce
reaction.

The results agree quite well with most of the existing
measurements, although there is a large amount of scat-
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ter in these data. It is unclear why this might be the
case, as the 165.86 keV gamma line is well-isolated from
contaminants and quite strong, but could be attributed
to poor counting statistics in these measurements if the
lanthanum foil were not counted a sufficient length of
time — in our experiment the 165.86 keV line typically
had a count rate below 1 s−1.

In general the reaction modeling is quite good, with
ALICE generally performing best at low energy and EM-
PIRE being the best code at predicting the high-energy
behavior. Similar to the (p,6n) channel, the cross sec-
tion in the 100–200 MeV region was higher than most of
the codes predicted, although by a far smaller percent-
age. This may also have significance for medical isotope
production applications, as 139Ce is the primary contam-
inant of concern when producing 134Ce, due to its long
half-life and inability to be chemically separated from
134Ce [11, 13]. Therefore, this cross section sets a funda-
mental lower limit to the possible radiopurity with which
134Ce can be produced.

IV.3. 139La(p,3n)137m,gCe Cross Sections

Both the isomer (Jπ = 11/2−) and ground state
(Jπ = 3/2+) of 137Ce were independently observed in
this work, formed through the (p,3n) reaction channel.
The measured cross sections for the formation of these
products are shown in Fig. 10.

The 137mCe isomer decays with a 1.433(13) day half-
life, mostly via an isomeric transition to the ground
state, accompanied by a 254.29 keV gamma emission
with an 11.1(4)% branching ratio. This allowed the pro-
duction of the isomer to be quantified relatively accu-
rately. Unfortunately, the fact that the isomer feeds
into the shorter-lived (T1/2 = 9.0(3) h) ground state
makes the quantification of the ground state population
somewhat difficult. This is compounded by the rela-
tively weak gamma-emission probability of the ground
state, with a 1.680(84)% intense 447.15 keV gamma be-
ing the strongest emission. Distinguishing the indepen-
dent 137Ce ground state production from isomeric feed-
ing required fitting spectra shortly (a few hours) after
the end-of-bombardment, where the signal-to-noise ra-
tio of the 477.15 keV gamma line was quite low due to
the Compton continuum arising from many higher energy
gamma decays. Therefore the uncertainty on this cross
section was generally very large, and a few of the BNL
data points were omitted as the uncertainty was greater
than 50%.

In both the isomer and ground state, there is good
agreement with existing measurements. While there is
a significant amount of fluctuation in the ground state
data, this is generally within the large error bounds that
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FIG. 10: Measured cross sections for the
139La(p,3n)137mCe (top) and 139La(p,3n)137gCe

(bottom) reactions.

arise from the difficulty described above. Most of the re-
action modeling codes produced reasonable predictions of
the 137mCe (isomer) population, with ALICE-20 giving
the best result across the span of energies. However, AL-
ICE greatly under-predicted the ground state population,
and due to the rather large variability in the measured
data for 137gCe, it is unclear which of the other models
performed best. Because most of the (p,3n) cross sec-
tion populates the isomer, the total cross section for this
channel is relatively well-predicted by the models, with
only ALICE greatly over-predicting the m/g (isomer-to-
ground state) ratio. This is in accordance with a general
observation of relatively poor angular momentum mod-
eling in ALICE [21, 42].
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IV.4. 139La(p,5n)135Ce Cross Section

The population of 135Ce via the (p,5n) reaction channel
was relatively well-quantified, due to a large number of
intense gamma emissions ranging from 119.52 keV (Iγ =
1.30(9)%) to 1184.09 keV (Iγ = 1.09(5)%), six of which
had a gamma branching ratio greater than 10%. This
cross section also includes the population of the 135mCe
isomer, as its 20(1) second half-life was too short to be
independently measured before it decayed with a 100%
isomeric transition to the ground state. The measured
cross sections for this channel are plotted in Fig. 11.
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FIG. 11: Measured cross sections for the
139La(p,5n)135Ce reaction.

The results of this work show excellent agreement with
previous measurements, likely due to the large produc-
tion cross section and high accuracy with which this iso-
tope’s activity can be quantified. TALYS and ALICE
show good agreement in the prediction of the compound
peak, though ALICE somewhat over-estimates the max-
imum cross section. EMPIRE struggled to predict both
the centroid energy and magnitude of the compound
peak, although it has the best prediction above≈70 MeV.
This could be a result of better preequilibrium modeling
parameters used in the EMPIRE exciton model. How-
ever, it could also be a numerical artifact arising from
EMPIRE’s limitations on the number of tracked ejectile
particles, essentially forcing the cross section to be arti-
ficially higher at high energies.

For medical isotope production applications, 135Ce
(T1/2 = 17.7(3) h) is the longest-lived contaminant

to 134Ce production, aside from the much longer-lived
139Ce, and cannot be chemically removed. However, be-
cause the 135Ce half-life is shorter than 134Ce, the ra-
diopurity of 134Ce can be improved by waiting for 135Ce
to decay away — although the decay time cannot be so

long that the 134Ce/139Ce ratio is significantly impacted.
Because of the trade-off between 135Ce and 139Ce impu-
rity, it is essential to measure the magnitude and energy
dependence of each of these cross sections if one is to
optimize the 134Ce production scenario.

IV.5. 139La(p,7n)133m,gCe Cross Sections

The isomer (Jπ = 9/2−) and ground state (Jπ = 1/2+)
of 133Ce were accurately quantified via a large number of
gamma decays in the (T1/2 = 5.1(3) h) isomer, and the
15.9(23)% intense 76.9 keV gamma emission from the
(T1/2 = 97(4) min) ground state. Unlike the (p,3n) reac-

tion populating 137Ce, the ground state of 133Ce was rel-
atively straightforward to independently quantify due to
the isomer exclusively decaying to 133La, with no popula-
tion of the ground state of 133Ce. The main challenge as-
sociated with these (p,7n) channels was to ensure consis-
tency with the other products in the overlapping A = 133
decay chains: 133La, 133mBa and 133gBa. However, this
did not have any impact on the accuracy of the 133m,gCe
products themselves. The measured cross sections can
be seen in Fig. 12.

The experimental data on these channels are quite
sparse, with only four measurements of 133mCe from
Becker et al. and two from Tárkányi et al. [15, 17].
However, where they overlap, the agreement is quite
good. The consistency of the measurements in this and
other channels would seem to indicate that the beam cur-
rent determination and energy assignments of the vari-
ous measurements agree quite well, and that any sys-
tematic differences are likely attributable to specifics of
the activity determination (counting, peak-fitting, decay-
corrections, etc.) associated with individual isotopes,
rather than some global difference.

For both 133mCe and 133gCe, no particular reaction
model gives a satisfactory prediction of the cross section.
Most of the models over-predict the ground state popu-
lation and under-predict the isomer, except for EMPIRE
which under-predicts them both. Once again, ALICE
gives very poor predictions of the m/g ratio, with almost
no population of the isomer. Also, the default codes give
generally poor predictions of the centroid energy of the
compound peak and the overall shape, which we likely
attribute to the preequilibrium modeling.

IV.6. 139La(p,10n)130Ce Cross Section

While many other reaction channels were observed,
one final product isotope that is particularly interesting
is 130Ce, resulting from the exclusive (p,10n) reaction
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FIG. 12: Measured cross sections for the
139La(p,7n)133mCe (top) and 139La(p,7n)133gCe

(bottom) reactions.

on 139La. We believe that this represents the first mea-
surement of an independent, exclusive (p,10n) excitation
function in this energy range in the literature. While
there are two measurements of the 124Sn(p,10n)115Sb re-
action on tin targets enriched in 124Sn from Alexandryan
et al. and Balabekyan et al., they were each only mea-
sured at one energy point — 660 MeV and 3.65 GeV,
respectively — and therefore did not capture either the
threshold of the reaction or the shape of its excitation
function [43, 44]. Also, while there are several measure-
ments of residual products resulting from (p,10n) reac-
tions, they are either cumulative cross sections or include
contributions from other target isotopes.

While 130Ce does have uniquely identifying gamma
emissions, the initial counts after end-of-bombardment
had contaminating gamma lines in the 130Ce peaks, and

therefore the 357.4 keV (Iγ = 81(4)%) gamma from 130La

was used to quantify the 130Ce production rate instead.
Because of the 8.7(1) min half-life of 130La, after approx-
imately 90 minutes of decay the entire 130La population
was attributable to 130Ce decay, which was confirmed by
fitting the decay of the 357.4 keV line with the 22.9(5)
minute half-life of 130Ce. The results of this measurement
are plotted in Fig. 13.
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FIG. 13: Measured cross sections for the
139La(p,10n)130Ce reaction.

The results are significantly discrepant with the mod-
eled cross sections, indicating that a significant parame-
ter adjustment is necessary. Interestingly, the measure-
ment showed almost no compound peak. Although it is
possible there are not enough energy points to resolve the
compound peak, the data seem to suggest that the com-
pound mechanism is significantly damped in this channel,
and presumably for higher (p,xn) channels as well.

V. CHARGED PARTICLE REACTION
MODELING

The comparison of the cross sections measured in
this work to the three nuclear reaction modeling codes
TALYS, EMPIRE and ALICE, as well as TENDL-2023,
showed a clear need for a parameter adjustment from
the default models. Additionally, while the adjusted pa-
rameter set from Fox et al. fit the available data well,
it did not extrapolate to our new measurements above
100 MeV. In this work, we apply a modified version of
the TALYS-based residual product fitting procedure that
was introduced in Fox et al. to the new set of mea-
sured cross sections [21]. In conjunction with literature
data, these new measurements represent up to approxi-
mately 55% of the entire non-elastic cross section of pro-
ton reactions on lanthanum, for a combined 30 reaction
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channels, ranging in energy from 4.5–188.4 MeV. This
provided a unique opportunity to explore the nuclear re-
action physics of this system. The motivation for using
TALYS over other reaction modeling codes has been well
described in Fox et al., but we will reiterate the bene-
fits to TALYS being the accessibility of this code (and
its underlying models), as well as the perception that
the two-component exciton model employed by TALYS
is the most physically justified out of the default models
in the most prominently used codes (e.g. EMPIRE, CoH,
ALICE) [21, 22, 39, 40, 45].

V.1. Fitting Procedure

The parameter adjustment procedure used to improve
the predicted cross sections was inspired by the recent
work of Fox et al., which proposed a particular sequence
of parameters to be optimized, with the specific goal
of fitting high-energy proton-induced reaction data [21].
Our general approach can be outlined as follows:

1. Down-select data to strongest, independently mea-
sured reaction channels. We will refer to this as
“training” data.

2. Choose a goodness-of-fit metric to be optimized.

3. Optimize base-model selection parameters, e.g.,
ldmodel, strength, deuteronomp and alphaomp.

4. Adjust major optical model parameters, primarily
rvadjust and avadjust for both neutrons and pro-
tons.

5. Adjust major preequilibrium exciton model pa-
rameters, primarily M2constant, M2limit and
M2shift.

6. Adjust minor parameters, e.g., Rgamma, Cstrip a,
etc.

7. Iterate through steps 4–6 until convergence in the
goodness-of-fit metric.

8. Validate using the unused (cumulative) channels
excluded from step 1.

There are three primary differences between the pro-
posed approach and the work of Fox et al. First, we
adjusted the optical model parameters before other pa-
rameters, rather than after the preequilibrium optimiza-
tion. This was motivated by the fact that optical model
parameters determine the magnitude of the non-elastic
cross section, which should be fixed before modifying
parameters which affect channel-to-channel competition.
Second, we greatly increased the number of parameters

considered in the optimization, particularly the neutron
optical model parameters and additional preequilibrium
model parameters: specifically the Rnunu, Rnupi, Rpinu
and Rpipi modifiers to the matrix element, as well as
Rgamma. Finally, we did not perform any isotope-specific
level density adjustments using the ptable parameter,
however this would certainly be useful if one wished to
provide the best interpolation of the data.

While a number of parameter optimization algorithms
were considered for this work, the method with the best
performance (best improvement over default TALYS)
was actually the simplest method: sequentially optimiz-
ing one parameter at a time. Conventional regression and
simulated annealing methods were also attempted, but
failed to produce a satisfactory result. This method of
sequentially optimizing the parameters for specific mod-
els within TALYS has a number of advantages over less
physically-motivated evaluation methods. One of the
most obvious advantages is that TALYS contains over
400 adjustable parameters, some of which are numeri-
cal, some are yes/no, some require a choice from a num-
ber of options, and some even require a file input. This
means that one could not optimize all parameters in
TALYS using conventional methods such as linear re-
gression, and even if one were to use a more global op-
timization approach such as a machine learning model,
there are likely not enough experimental data available
to train such a model on the full parameter space. In-
stead, a physically-motivated evaluation approach allows
one to down-select to a much smaller subset of param-
eters, based on which parameters are relevant to the
data being fit, as well as eliminating parameters which
have been well-constrained by other experiments. Even
then, there may still be dozens of relevant parameters to
a data set like the stacked-foil measurement performed
here, which may overwhelm a conventional regression al-
gorithm, particularly when the effects of one parameter
are highly correlated with another. We hypothesize that
the strong sensitivities and correlations of our problem to
these parameters are the reason that sequential parame-
ter optimization provided the best results.

Following the procedure outlined above, we selected
our “training” data set from the 18 largest cross sections
in Table I which were independently measured, including
products with contributions from an isomer but no feed-
ing from other isotopes, i.e., cross sections subscripted
(i) or (m+). The 12 remaining cross section channels
were reserved for validation. In Fox et al. two goodness-
of-fit metrics were used: reduced-χ2 (χ2

ν) weighted by the
maximum cross section in a channel, and χ2

ν weighted by
the integrated cross section in a channel. The reasoning
behind using a weighted χ2

ν is that the larger reaction
channels (either by maximum or integrated cross section)
contain more information relevant to the models being
optimized, and thus should be weighted heavier than the
minor channels. Because we preferred to optimize on a
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TABLE IV: Summary of TALYS-2.0 base-model
selection parameters.

Parameter Best Sensitivity Default Options

ldmodel 5 84.2 1 1–6
strength 10 46.1 9 1–10

deuteronomp 2 21.6 1 1–5
alphaomp 4 8.48 6 1–8
preeqspin 3 2.08 1 1–3

TABLE V: Summary of optical model parameters
explored in TALYS-2.0 modeling. Parameters at the

limits of the constraints are indicated with a ∗. Defaults
for all parameters were 1.

Parameter Best Sensitivity Constraints

rvadjust n 0.977 4523 0.95–1.05
avadjust n 1.076 291 0.75–1.25
rvadjust p 0.9∗ 59.1 0.9–1.1
avadjust p 1.0118 30.8 0.7–1.3
w1adjust n 4∗ 5.79 0.25–4
w2adjust n 1.51 8.92 0.25–4
w1adjust p 4∗ 18.5 0.25–4
w2adjust p 1.83 19.3 0.25–4

single figure-of-merit, we opted to use the average of these
two (max and integral) weights. Also, because 134Ce is
a reaction channel with particular value for applications,
the weight for the 134Ce channel was selectively doubled.

The first set of parameters to be optimized were re-
lated to selection of the base-models, such as level den-
sity and gamma strength. The sensitivity to each base-
model parameter was first calculated, in order to decide
if the parameter should be included, as well as to in-
form the optimization order. Because these are discrete
parameters, the “sensitivity” was calculated as the max-
imum percentage change (not necessarily improvement)
in weighted-χ2

ν , out of the whole set of options. The
base-model parameters were then optimized in order of
highest sensitivity. The resulting “best” model selection,
range of options, default options and sensitivities are
given for each of the 5 considered parameters in Table IV.
It was found that ldmodel 5 and strength 10 were the
best options, corresponding to the Gogny Hartree-Fock-
Bogoluybov (HFB) level densities and Skyrme (HFB) +
QRPA corrected strength tables, respectively [46, 47].
Also, note that each model was run with the option bins
0, which scales the number of excitation energy bins as
the incident energy increases.

Following the base-model selections, the continuous-
variable parameters were optimized iteratively, begin-
ning with the optical model parameters. For the opti-
cal model and preequilibrium parameters, the sensitivity
was calculated as dχ2

ν/dp, or the ratio of percent change

TABLE VI: Summary of preequilibrium parameters
explored in TALYS-2.0 modeling. Parameters at the

limits of the constraints are indicated with a ∗. Defaults
for Rnunu and Rgamma were 1.5 and 2.0, respectively, all

others were 1.

Parameter Best Sensitivity Constraints

M2constant 1.055 134 0.2–5
M2shift 1.196 109 0.2–5
M2limit 1.926 37.1 0.2–5
Rnunu 1.66 33.3 0.1–10
Rnupi 0.16 35.7 0.1–10
Rpinu 2.21 38.0 0.1–10
Rpipi 0.1∗ 6.65 0.1–10
Rgamma 0.1∗ 0.1 0.1–10

Cstrip a 0.1∗ 4.2 0.1–10

in weighted-χ2
ν to the percent change in the parameter —

evaluated at the default value for that parameter. This
was used to inform the order in which the parameters
were optimized, as well as the range of allowed values.
Parameters with very high sensitivities, such as rvadjust
n, were constrained to be much closer to the default val-
ues. Additionally, because rvadjust and avadjust cor-
respond to the width and diffuseness of the optical-model
well potential, which have fairly well-constrained system-
atics, the allowed range of values was more limited than
for other parameters [48]. The resulting optimized op-
tical model parameters, as well as the associated sensi-
tivities and parameter constraints, are given in Table V.
In most cases the imposed constraints were more strict
than those required by TALYS. Because of the relatively
large sensitivity of these calculations to optical model pa-
rameters, the resulting “best” values were very near the
default values, with the exception of w1adjust for both
protons and neutrons, which relate to the magnitude of
the imaginary component of the optical model potential,
primarily impacting the elastic to non-elastic cross sec-
tion ratio.

The same approach was taken for optimizing the pree-
quilibrium parameters, with the results shown in Table
VI. The most significant change (from defaults) was to
M2limit, which affects the asymptotic behavior of the
exciton transition rates. This seemed to be necessary
to account for the significant enhancement (over default
predictions) of the preequilibrium tail seen in most of the
(p,xn) channels, which occurred above 100 MeV. The ef-
fects of this are quite apparent in the (p,6n) and (p,8n)
cross sections plotted in Fig. 14, where almost every
other prediction is a factor of 2–5 low in this energy re-
gion. Other significant changes were to Rgamma, which
is a competing mechanism for de-excitation to neutron
emission, as well as to Cstrip a, which affects the mag-
nitude of the preequilibrium contributions to (p,α) chan-
nels.
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FIG. 14: Comparison of predicted and observed cross sections for the 134Ce (left) and 132Ce (right) products, which
were used as training data for the parameter adjustments.

TABLE VII: Summary of TALYS-2.0 modeling results.

Source Training χ2
ν Validation χ2

ν

TENDL-2023 633 412
TALYS-2.0 default 2012 4769
TALYS-2.0 adjusted 73.5 3663

TALYS-1.9 (M.B. Fox) 638 5515
EMPIRE-3.2.3 default 879 3515

ALICE-20 default 6741 7.11× 104

The completed parameter adjustment resulted in sig-
nificant improvements to cross section predictions in the
“training” data set, over default predictions. The re-
sulting improvement in the weighted-χ2

ν figure-of-merit
can be seen in Table VII, in comparison to TENDL-
2023, default predictions from TALYS-2.0, EMPIRE-
3.2.3, ALICE-20 as well as the parameter adjustment
resulting from the work of M.B. Fox et al., which was
calculated with TALYS-1.9 as this was the TALYS ver-
sion used in that work [21]. While the Fox adjustment
performed well on the data that was available at the time,
that data did not include any energies above 100 MeV,
and unfortunately as a result did not extrapolate well
to the new 100–200 MeV measurements collected in this
work. However, the Fox parameters still represent an
improvement over default predictions.

We also performed a validation of the parameter ad-
justments against the various other predictions, using the
unused “validation” data set, mostly comprising the cu-
mulative channels. The weighted-χ2

ν for the validation
data are also given in Table VII, where the weights were
again determined as the average of the two weighting
methods (max and integral) from the Fox et al. work
[21]. Two of the 12 validation channels are also plotted

in Fig. 15, with additional results plotted in Figs. 16 and
17. In general, the fit to the validation data set was much
worse than the training set, as one might expect. How-
ever, the fit still represents an improvement over all of the
modeling codes run with default values, as well as over
the Fox adjustment (for reasons previously discussed).
Our adjustment performed worse than the TENDL-2023
evaluation on the validation data, which seems to be at-
tributed to a significant over-prediction of many barium
and iodine channels. This could be due to over-fitting,
i.e., using too many parameters in our adjustment, or
could be due to making adjustments that were too large
and are therefore non-physical. While this does highlight
the challenges of performing reaction evaluations on in-
complete data sets, and the need for more work on this
topic, the improvement over default predictions for both
training and validation data sets implies some amount of
physical consistency in our adjustments.

VI. SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In this work we conducted two stacked-foil irradiations
— at the LANL Isotope Production Facility and the BNL
Brookhaven Linac Isotope Producer — resulting in 30
measurements of 139La(p,x) cross section channels in the
55–200 MeV proton energy range. Many of these cross
sections represent the first observation of certain reac-
tion products, and for all of the observed products this
represents the first set of measurements above 100 MeV.
Additionally, the fidelity of certain channels between 70–
100 MeV was improved with measurements at additional
proton energies, notably 134Ce. The 134Ce product rep-
resents a significant interest to the medical isotope pro-
duction community. The reported finding that the cross
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FIG. 15: Comparison of predicted and observed cross sections for the 131La (left) and 129gBa (right) products, which
were used to validate the parameter adjustments.

section was higher than predicted above 100 MeV is likely
to be of interest for that application. Also, we believe the
139La(p,10n)130Ce reaction measured in this work to be
the first measurement of an exclusive (p,10n) excitation
function reported in the literature. In general, the sig-
nificant discrepancies between the observed cross sections
and default model predictions suggests a need to use cau-
tion when relying upon such predictions for applications
where little or no experimental data exist.

The cross sections measured in this work represent
a significant proportion of the non-elastic cross section,
which we estimate to be as high as 55% of the entire non-
elastic cross section. The extensive nature of this data set
enabled a comprehensive parameter adjustment for the
p+139La system. Using the TALYS-2.0 nuclear reaction
modeling code, parameter adjustments were made to the
optical model and to the two-component exciton model
for preequilibrium. The adjustment procedure resulted in
an improvement in the overall fit to the measured data,
which we believe to be physically consistent based on
an improvement in cumulative reaction channels which
were not used as part of the data set for the parameter
optimization. The results corroborate previous findings
suggesting the need to incorporate residual product ex-
citation functions into exciton model parameterization
studies, particularly at high energy [21].

The analysis code used to convert the spectra into cross
sections, as well as the gamma-ray spectra and all other
raw data generated during this work, have been stored
in a LANL archive, and are available upon request to
the corresponding author. Upon publication, the cross
section data will be incorporated into EXFOR [49].
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FIG. 16: Comparison of measured cross sections to TENDL-2023 and TALYS-2.0 predictions using default
parameters, the parameter adjustments of Fox et al., and the adjustments performed in this work [21].
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HFB+QRPA dipole strength function and its application
to radiative nucleon capture cross section, Phys. Rev. C
98, 014327 (2018).

[48] A. J. Koning and J. P. Delaroche, Local and global nu-
cleon optical models from 1 keV to 200 MeV, Nuclear
Physics A 713, 231 (2003).

[49] N. Otuka, E. Dupont, V. Semkova, B. Pritychenko,
A. Blokhin, M. Aikawa, S. Babykina, M. Bossant,
G. Chen, S. Dunaeva, R. Forrest, T. Fukahori, N. Fu-
rutachi, S. Ganesan, Z. Ge, O. Gritzay, M. Herman,
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Appendix A: Cross Sections

Plots of additional cross sections measured in this work
that were not discussed in the main text are shown in
Figs. 17 and 18.

Plots of the monitor reaction cross sections that were
extrapolated to the 100–200 MeV energy range are shown
in Fig. 19, in comparison with the “effective” cross sec-
tions that are constituted by the measured beam cur-
rents.
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FIG. 17: Comparison of measured cross sections to TENDL-2023 and TALYS-2.0 predictions using default
parameters, the parameter adjustments of Fox et al., and the adjustments performed in this work [21].
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FIG. 18: Comparison of measured cross sections to TENDL-2023 and TALYS-2.0 predictions using default
parameters, the parameter adjustments of Fox et al., and the adjustments performed in this work [21].
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FIG. 19: Experimental and evaluated monitor cross sections for the production of 22Na (top-left), 24Na (top-right),
56Co (middle-left), 58Co (middle-right), 62Zn (bottom-left) and 65Zn (bottom-right) [36].
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Appendix B: Stack Design

A list of every component of the experimental stacks
used in both irradiations can be found in Table VIII for
the LANL irradiation and Table IX for the BNL irradia-
tion.

TABLE VIII: Details of the stack used in the LANL
irradiation. Uncertainties are listed in the least

significant digit, that is, 15.51(28) means 15.51 ± 0.28.

Foil Id Compound ∆x (mm) ρ∆x (mg/cm2)

La01 La 0.0251 15.51(28)
Cu01 Cu 0.0213 19.05(26)
Ti01 Ti 0.0344 15.56(19)
D1 Cu 1.02 909
La02 La 0.0288 17.81(32)
Cu02 Cu 0.0214 19.15(27)
Ti02 Ti 0.0346 15.65(19)
D2 Cu 0.794 710
La03 La 0.0286 17.67(32)
Cu03 Cu 0.0208 18.61(26)
Ti03 Ti 0.034 15.37(18)
D3 Cu 0.663 593
La04 La 0.025 15.45(28)
Cu04 Cu 0.0214 19.11(27)
Ti04 Ti 0.034 15.37(18)
D4 Cu 0.67 599
La05 La 0.0251 15.48(28)
Cu05 Cu 0.0215 19.20(27)
Ti05 Ti 0.0346 15.64(19)
D5 Al 1.53 414
La06 La 0.0243 14.98(27)
Cu06 Cu 0.0213 19.05(26)
Ti06 Ti 0.0339 15.30(18)
D6 Al 1.2 324
La07 La 0.0283 17.47(32)
Cu07 Cu 0.0215 19.24(27)
Ti07 Ti 0.0343 15.49(19)
D7 Al 1.02 275
La08 La 0.0246 15.17(27)
Cu08 Cu 0.0213 19.10(27)
Ti08 Ti 0.0348 15.72(19)
D8 Al 1.02 275
La09 La 0.0241 14.85(27)
Cu09 Cu 0.0208 18.65(26)
Ti09 Ti 0.0343 15.52(19)
D9 Al 1.02 275
La10 La 0.0305 18.81(34)
Cu10 Cu 0.0208 18.63(26)
Ti10 Ti 0.0334 15.11(18)

TABLE IX: Details of the stack used in the BNL
irradiation. Uncertainties are listed in the least

significant digit, that is, 17.32(31) means 17.32 ± 0.31.

Foil Id Compound ∆x (mm) ρ∆x (mg/cm2)

La01 La 0.028 17.32(31)
Cu01 Cu 0.021 18.81(26)
Al01 Al 0.0267 7.19(13)
D1 Cu 5.11 4570
La02 La 0.0272 16.77(30)
Cu02 Cu 0.0206 18.39(26)
Al02 Al 0.0274 7.40(14)
D2 Cu 4.46 3990
La03 La 0.0276 17.02(31)
Cu03 Cu 0.0212 18.98(26)
Al03 Al 0.0265 7.15(13)
D3 Cu 4.46 3990
La04 La 0.0279 17.24(31)
Cu04 Cu 0.0211 18.86(26)
Al04 Al 0.0269 7.26(13)
D4 Cu 4.12 3690
La05 La 0.0274 16.92(31)
Cu05 Cu 0.0215 19.21(27)
Al05 Al 0.0269 7.26(13)
D5 Cu 3.7 3310
La06 La 0.0277 17.09(31)
Cu06 Cu 0.0214 19.11(27)
Al06 Al 0.027 7.29(13)
D6 Cu 3.7 3310
La07 La 0.0243 14.99(27)
Cu07 Cu 0.0211 18.92(26)

Appendix C: Relevant Nuclear Data

The principal gamma-ray decay data used in the acti-
vation analysis of the lanthanum foils are given in Table
X. The principal gamma-ray decay data used in the ac-
tivation analysis of the aluminum, copper and titanium
monitor foils are given in Table XI.
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TABLE X: Principle γ-ray data for lanthanum
products, from ENSDF [14, 25, 28, 50–61].

Uncertainties are listed in the least significant digit,
that is, 137.641(20) d means 137.641 ± 0.020 d.

Isotope γ Energy (keV) Iγ (%) T1/2

139Ce 165.8575 79.90(5) 137.641(20) d
137Ce 447.15 1.680(84) 9.0(3) h

137mCe 254.29 11.1(4) 1.433(13) d
136Cs 818.514 99.7(50) 13.16(3) d

340.547 42.2(13)
135Ce 265.56 41.8(14) 17.7(3) h

300.07 23.5(5)
135La 480.51 1.520(76) 19.5(2) h

135mBa 268.218 16.00(40) 1.1958(83) d
134Ce 130.4 0.209(15) 3.16(4) d
134La 604.721 5.04(20) 6.45(16) min
133Ce 97.261 46.0(7) 1.617(67) h

76.9 15.9(23)
133mCe 477.22 39.3(20) 4.9(4) h

58.39 19.3(4)
133La 278.835 2.44(13) 3.912(8) h

302.38 1.61(8)
133mBa 275.925 17.69(88) 1.6208(42) d
133Ba 356.0129 62.0(31) 10.516(19) y

80.9979 32.9(3)
132Ce 182.11 77.4(39) 3.51(11) h

155.37 10.5(5)
132La 464.55 76.0(6) 4.8(2) h

567.14 15.7(15)
132mLa 135.8 49.0(4) 24.3(5) min

390.51 4.8(9)
132Cs 667.714 97.6(49) 6.480(6) d
131La 108.081 25.0(8) 59.0(2) min

417.783 18.0(6)
131Ba 496.321 48.0(24) 11.50(6) d

123.804 29.8(3)
130La 357.4 81.0(4) 8.7(1) min

550.7 25.9(19)
129Ba 214.3 13.4(7) 2.23(11) h

220.83 8.5(4)
129mBa 1459.1 50.0(2) 2.16(2) h

202.38 33.7(6)
129Cs 371.918 30.6(17) 1.3358(25) d

411.49 22.3(12)
128Ba 273.44 14.50(72) 2.43(5) d
128Cs 442.901 26.8(13) 3.62(2) min

526.557 2.41(12)
127Cs 411.95 62.9(31) 6.25(10) h

124.7 11.38(22)
127Xe 202.86 68.7(34) 36.4(1) d

172.132 25.7(9)
126Ba 233.6 19.6(18) 1.667(33) h

257.6 7.6(7)
126I 388.633 35.6(6) 12.93(5) d

666.331 32.9(7)
125Cs 112.0 8.60(43) 46.7(1) min

712.0 3.50(18)
125Xe 188.418 53.8(27) 16.9(2) h

243.378 30.0(6)
123Xe 148.9 48.9(24) 2.08(2) h

1093.4 2.79(25)
123I 158.97 83.3(42) 13.2234(19) h

TABLE XI: Principle γ-ray data for monitor foil
products, from ENSDF [24, 30, 62–79]. Uncertainties

are listed in the least significant digit, that is, 243.93(9)
d means 243.93 ± 0.09 d.

Isotope γ Energy (keV) Iγ (%) T1/2

65Zn 1115.539 50.04(10) 243.93(9) d
63Zn 669.62 8.20(41) 38.47(5) min

962.06 6.5(4)
62Zn 596.56 26.0(13) 9.26(2) h

548.35 15.3(14)
61Cu 282.956 12.20(61) 3.333(5) h

656.008 10.8(20)
60Cu 1332.5 88.0(44) 23.7(4) min

1791.6 45.4(23)
60Co 1332.492 99.9826(6) 5.27113(38) y

1173.228 99.85(3)
59Fe 1099.245 56.5(18) 44.495(9) d

1291.59 43.2(14)
58Co 810.7593 99.4(50) 70.86(6) d
57Ni 1377.63 81.7(24) 1.4833(25) d

127.164 16.7(5)
57Co 122.06065 85.60(17) 271.74(6) d

136.47356 10.68(8)
56Ni 158.38 98.8(10) 6.075(10) d

749.95 49.5(12)
56Co 846.77 99.9(50) 77.233(27) d

1238.288 66.46(12)
56Mn 846.7638 98.8(49) 2.5789(1) h

1810.726 26.9(4)
55Co 931.1 75.0(38) 17.53(3) h

477.2 20.2(17)
54Mn 834.848 99.976(1) 312.05(4) d
52Mn 1434.092 100.0(14) 5.591(3) d

935.544 94.5(13)
51Cr 320.0824 9.91(1) 27.7010(11) d
48V 983.525 99.98(4) 15.9735(25) d

1312.106 98.2(3)
48Sc 1037.522 97.60(70) 1.8196(37) d

175.361 7.48(10)
47Sc 159.381 68.30(40) 3.34920(60) d
46Sc 1120.545 99.9870(10) 83.790(40) d

889.277 99.9840(10)
44Sc 1157.02 99.90(40) 3.970(40) h
44mSc 271.241 86.70(30) 2.4421(42) d

1126.06 1.200(60)
43K 372.76 86.8(43) 22.30(10) h

617.49 79.20(60)
42K 1524.6 18.08(90) 12.360(12) h
24Na 1368.626 99.9936(15) 14.997(12) h

2754.007 99.855(5)
22Na 1274.537 99.940(14) 2.6027(10) y


	The structure of highly confined water unveiled by nanoscale vibrational spectroscopy and simulations
	Supplementary Figures
	Exploring Charge Transport Dynamics in a Cryogenic P-Type Germanium Detector
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Experimental Methods and Observed Physical Phenomenon
	Experimental Data Analysis and Results
	The Theoretical Framework
	Impact Ionization
	Zero Field Cross-Section
	Impurity Freeze-Out
	Binding Energy of Cluster Dipole States 

	Conclusion
	Acknowledgement
	References

	Introduction
	Method
	Experimental Setup
	Result
	Impact of frequency tampering
	Discussion
	Conclusion
	Appendix
	References
	Introduction
	Methods
	Results
	Conclusion
	References
	Biography
	Introduction
	Framework
	Hamiltonian
	Pentaquark configuration
	Numerical method

	RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS
	States with {1234} symmetry
	States with {123}4 symmetry
	States with {12}{34} symmetry

	Summary
	Acknowledgements
	References
	Acknowledgments
	Asymptotical expressions of the hard-scattering kernel
	References
	A The CMS Collaboration 
	Measurement of Proton-Induced Reactions on Lanthanum from 55–200 MeV by Stacked-Foil Activation
	Abstract
	Introduction
	Experimental Methods and Materials
	Stack Design and Irradiations
	Gamma Spectrometry

	Data Analysis
	Calibration and Peak Fitting
	Production Rate Determination
	Beam Currents and Energy Determination

	Results and Discussion
	139La(p,6n)134Ce Cross Section
	139La(p,n)139Ce Cross Section
	139La(p,3n)137m,gCe Cross Sections
	139La(p,5n)135Ce Cross Section
	139La(p,7n)133m,gCe Cross Sections
	139La(p,10n)130Ce Cross Section

	Charged Particle Reaction Modeling
	Fitting Procedure

	Summary and Conclusions
	Acknowledgements
	References
	Cross Sections
	Stack Design
	Relevant Nuclear Data


