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Abstract An extented Bohr Hamiltonian, by considering
the Deformation-Dependent Mass Formalism with three dif-
ferent mass parameters one for each collective mode, is used
to investigate the bands structure of the ' Er nucleus. By tak-
ing into account the Coriolis interaction, the staggering of y
band energy levels built on the 11/27[505] orbital obtained
within this theoretical approach has a similar behavior to
that observed from experiment. E2 transition probabilities
are also predicted for a future experimental test.

1 Introduction

One of the most fundamental issues in theoretical nuclear
physics is being to describe collective states of atomic nuclei.
In this context, Bohr-Mottelson Model [1,2] provides a pow-
erful tool to achieve such a goal alongside the Interacting
Boson Model (IBM) [3]. Indeed, solving the Schrodinger
equation corresponding to the collective Bohr Hamiltonian
is one of the most reliable methods in studying the struc-
ture of deformed nuclei [4,5]. So, many versions of Bohr
Hamiltonian, using new concepts, are elaborated [6—15]. By
analyzing experimental data and comparing them with theo-
retical calculations, such new approaches proved to be useful
for a correct description of the properties of nuclei.

The presence of quadrupole shape oscillations is known to be
the origin of B and y bands in nuclei [2]. The 8-band is caused
by a shape oscillations in axially symmetric nuclei, while
the y-band is caused by non-axial shape oscillations. The
energy staggering between the odd-even states of the gamma-
vibration band are considered as one of the key observables to
distinguish different modes of collective excitations [16—18].
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In Ref. [19], the authors have studied the collective single-
particle structure of the deformed odd nuclei using different
mass parameters for different modes of motion in a nucleus,
originating from Ref. [9], instead of the same mass parameter
for all the vibration and rotation modes. This extended model
was applied for the '9319Er nuclei to calculate excited-
state energies and E2 transition probabilities, but in a simple
model where the quantum numbers K and §2 of the projec-
tion of angular momentum of a nucleus and that of an exter-
nal nucleon respectively, are good quantum numbers. Also,
the Coriolis interaction had not been included in the Hamil-
tonian. This calculation did not show a staggering for the
gamma band of '®3Er which is observed in the experimental
spectrum, especially when L (the total angular momentum
of the nucleus) increases.

In our earlier work [20], we have studied the structure
of nuclear excited states of four heavy odd mass nuclei
133,155Ey, 193Dy and '3YDb using an extended collective
quadrupole Bohr Hamiltonian with different deformation-
dependent mass parameters, where the mass parameters for
the three collective mode motions are taken as different, and
allowing the mass to depend on the nuclear deformation.
The Coriolis interaction between the rotational and single-
particle motions is taken into account in the case where K
the projection of the angular momentum on the third axis
connected with a nucleus and that of the external nucleon §2
are not conserved. The Davidson potential [21] is used for 8
shape and the harmonic oscillator potential for the y one.

The Er isotopes near the stability line have a large
quadrupole deformation and exhibit both rotational and
vibrational motions [22-24]. Thus, it is desirable to apply the
model elaborated in Ref. [20] on the '9°Er nucleus by calcu-
lating excited-state energies and E2 transition probabilities
and then focus on the staggering in y-band. The choice of
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this nucleus is due to the availability of experimental data for
excited-state energies and for the y-band especially.

The paper is organized in the following way: In Sect. 2 we
give an outline of the used model. Numerical calculations
for energy spectra compared with experimental data and for
predicted E2 transition probabilities are presented and dis-
cussed in Sect.3. In addition, an analysis of the staggering
effect in y-band is also presented. Finally, Sect.4 is devoted
to the conclusion.

2 Outline of the model

The Schrodinger equation corresponding to the Bohr Hamil-
tonian with three deformation-dependent mass coefficients
for an odd-mass nucleus is given by [13,15]

K2 —JF a ]
s (s s f st sin3y
2(i|Boli) B+ 9B sm3y ay ay

f? (L — ji)? 2 22
+— -5 — BB j5 — JHv
ﬂ2k;3sm2(y— zmk) 3
+HyY + VoW = EV, (1)
with
2

1
Verr = V(B, —_— 1—8—2)fV?
i (ﬁy)+<|B|><( ALY

) e
2 > ~vVH7 ).

where (i|Byli) defines the mass parameters B;,;, Bg and
B, for g.s. (i = g.s.), B-vibrational state (i = f) and y-
vibrational state (i = y) respectively [6]. f is the defor-
mation function, it depends only on the radial coordinate
B. Then, only the B part of the resulting equation will be
affected. L is the total angular momentum of the nucleus,
L1,L,, and L3 are its projections on the principal axes of
the nucleus. j, ji, j2, and j3 are the operator of a single
nucleon external to the core, and its projections. (T') is the
average value of a function of the distance between the single
nucleon and the center of the nuclear core over internal states
of the external nucleon, assuming zero nuclear surface oscil-
lations [25,26]. H, is the spherically symmetric part of the
Hamiltonian of the external nucleon [25]. Originated from
the construction procedure of the kinetic energy term within
Deformation Dependent Mass Formalism (DDMF), 6 and A
are free parameters [11].
The potential is taken in this form

2
L w, 3)

VB, v)=UPB) +

B
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where
B Bo\2
v =5 - %) )
and
1
W(y) = E(ﬁécy)yz )

Bo is the position of the minimum of the potential in 8, C, isa
free parameter, and V) represents the depth of the minimum,
located at By.

For the deformation function, we use the following special
form:

f=1+ap,

where a is the deformation parameter. This specific form is
required in the case of the Davidson potential (4) in order
to get exact solvability in the framework of Supersymmetric
Quantum Mechanics [11]. Other potentials require different
forms for this function, see, for example, [12] for the Kratzer
potential.

The eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian in Eq. (1) are deter-
mined by the following expression:

a<<l1 (6)

EnﬁnyL\mlt = 232 ( 0+ _(2"" o +2p +2q + PC])
By,
+2a2+ p+q)ng +4an/23) + €p,
(7
where

q =4y, (L, Im)) =/1+4K_,

p=pl (L) = 428 _ 34452, ®)
ty B, a

and
2
a Bg Bg
K= [(14 50 (652 + =250 =22
=S|I+ 5,)\°3, +( )( )
2B 2
+5(1-8-2) + = a]+ =2,
Po
Ko = "[(1+B’3)(83ﬁ +501-35 x))
072 B,/\"B,
4B 4
3Bp 4] - 220,
h B
Bs B\ Bs
Ko=(1+20)+2a+2g 9
2 B, +B,, +h2 +2gp ©))
where gg = Bs hOﬁ 0, distinguishes different states of the

same L, ng is the quantum number of B-vibrations, and €,
is the corresponding energy of H), in units of n’/ Bg ,83 used
here to be a parameter as in Ref. [27] which determines the
distance between the single-particle spherical orbits.
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The eigenvalues of the y-vibrational part of the Hamilto-
nian plus the term of the rotational energy are determined by
the following expression:

Bﬂ 2Bﬁ m? Blg

—A=—-——(1+2 —— 4 , 10
2 gBy( +2n, + |ml|) + 3 By+ imiLr,  (10)
h =L 1 d n, is th t ber of y-
wnere g ﬂéman }'ly 1S equan um numoer oI y

vibrations. The values of m are connected with K and £2
through the condition K — §2 = 2m, where m should be an
integer.

The following determinant is calculated in order to deter-
mine eigenvalues and eigenfunction of the rotational part of
the Hamiltonian:

IKLjKm|X|LjK'm') — eymire8k k' 8mm'|| = 0, (11)

where

_1Bﬂ L y2 2
X = LIL+D+j(j+1)—L5—j3

5 Br()t
: : lr,o ..
“2Liji+Lap)| = [3E -G +n] a2
and £ = #23(”' Because of the quantum numbers K and

£2 which are not conserved in this present considerations, not
only the diagonal elements of the Hamiltonian but also non-
diagonal ones do contribute to the energies and E2 transition
probabilities. The diagonal elements are given as follows:

1 B
(LjKm|X|LjKm) = 33’9 [L(L+1)+j(j+ 1) — K2

rot

—(K = 2m)? = (=) X (LH1/D(+1/28K1/28m0 |

1
—5[3(K—2m)2—]’(j+1)]. (13)
The nondiagonal elements are
, , 1 By 12
(LiKm|X|LjK £m) = = [(L TK)(L+K + 1)]
rot

12
x[(j:FK:I:2m)(j:I:K:F2m+1)] . (14)

The bands are classified by the quantum numbers ng, n,, and
m, such as the g.s. band with ng = 0, n,, = 0, m = 0; the
B-band with ng = 1,n, = 0, m = 0; and the y-band with
ng=0,n, =0m = 1.

The corresponding wave function is

w =g~ UTB/BIR, L(B)

X Y ATE Xy m| (V) ILMj K m), (15)
mK

where
Bg
Rng,1(B) = BT (1 4 aﬂz)_”ﬁ_%(ug)—%(pﬂ)
x$(B), 6

Table 1 The values of the parameters used in calculations

& g g8 Bpg/Brot Bp/By, Aep a Bo
g.s. 0.00 0.0373 12.0
0.0224 0.0810 545 10.4 260 B 0.00 2.32x 10716 523
y 18.6 0.0999 1.05
with
$(B) = Nuy
X oF1 | —ng, —ng — 2, —2npg — Ui +p); 1+ap?),
2 2
a7
— |m]| _gi
Xny,lm\(y) = Nny,lm\y e ¢
]/2
X 1F| (—ny, L+ Iml, —>, (18)
8
and
) 2L +1 i
ILMjKm) = \| = D )¢ 5, (0)
+(=D T Dy 009! 120 -
i=1,20r3. (19)

Here, 2 Fi(—ng, —np — §; —2np — —(q;p); 1+ ap?) and

1Fi1(=ny, 1+ |m|, 7’?2) are hypergeometrical functions,
D(6;) is the Wigner function, ¢ (x) is the wave function of
single-particle state, A’z are the coefficients of the expan-
sion of the wave function [28], and N, with Ny, || are nor-
malization constants of radial and angular wave functions,
respectively.

Using the relationship between hypergeometric functions
and generalized Jacobi polynomials on one side, and between
hypergeometric functions and the Laguerre polynomials on
the other side, we have

—(+38y 0
R = Ny 2 P52 g

Bp
x(1 — t)(1+2 By +p)/4(l n t)(q+1)/4pn(g/2,p/2) ).

ap? —1
t=— (20)
aB? +1
and
(¥) =N, 'mle‘%L""'(V—z) (21)
Xny,im|\Y) = Nn,, |m|V ny 2 s
with

Nnﬂ — (zaq/2+lnﬁ‘)1/2

[ Fng+ 92 + DI g + G2+ 1+ 52) }1/2

X

F(np+ 4%+ DI g+ g2+ 5T Cng+52 +1)
(22)
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Table 2 The calculated values of E(Lg_s)/E(7/2;'S‘), E(Lp)/E(7/2, ) and E(Ly)/E(7/2;5') compared with experimental data [22,23,31] for

g.

165,
g.s.-band B-band y-band
Lg.s. Calc Expt. [22] Lg Calc Expt. [31] L, Calc Expt. [23]
9/2~ 2.26 2.26 5/2~ 6.45 6.18 11/2~ 8.38 7.06
11/2~ 3.70 3.79 7/27 7.45 7.41 13/2~ 10.14 9.06
13/2~ 5.47 5.58 9/2~ 8.74 8.85 15/2~ 12.15 11.32
15/2~ 7.23 7.64 11/2~ 10.24 10.60 17/2~ 14.40 13.82
172~ 9.57 9.90 13/2~ 12.11 19/2~ 16.88 16.55
19/2~ 11.49 12.45 15/2~ 13.99 21/2~ 19.57 19.50
21727 14.55 15.12 17/2~ 16.49 23/27 22.46 22.63
23/2° 16.48 18.13 19/2~ 18.56 25/2~ 25.55 25.95
25/2~ 20.44 21.13 21/2~ 21.82 27/2~ 28.82 29.41
27/2~ 22.25 24.55 23/2~ 23.87 29/2~ 32.27 33.04
29/2~ 27.25 27.79 25/2~ 28.01 3172~ 35.88 36.77
31/2~ 28.86 31.63 27/2~ 29.88 33/2~ 39.65
33/27 35.00 35.00 29/2~ 34.96 35/2~ 43.57
35/2~ 36.38 39.24 31/27 36.57 37/2~ 47.64
37/2~ 43.72 42.69 33/2~ 42.58 39/2~ 51.84
39/2~ 44.85 47.32 35/2~ 43.90 41/2~ 56.19
41/2~ 53.42 50.92 372~ 50.78 43/2~ 60.67
43/2~ 54.32 5591 39/2~ 51.81 45/2~ 65.29
45/2~ 64.09 59.81 41/2~ 59.47 472~ 70.04
and 3 Results and discussions

2 172 3.1 Excited-state energies
Nuy |m| = [§g1+|m\[‘(|m|+ny)] . (23)

B(E2) transition rate, taking into account the nonconserva-

tion of K [29], is given by

B(E2;ngLny, K|m| — n%L’n;K/|m/|) =

2
mt Am't’
x| Y AR ATEG

KK’

np

2

167

2
Loty Gyl ')

(24)

where 7 is a scaling factor, G =< L, K,2, K'—K|L', K’ >
is the Clebsch-Gordan coefficient dictating the angular
momentum selection rules, while InﬂL’n};L/ and Gy, | |
are integrals over the shape variables 8 and y with integration
measures [13],

InﬁL,n;SL’ :/ﬁRnﬁ,L(ﬂ)Rn%,L’(ﬂ)dﬂa (25)

Cny,lml,n;,,lm’l :/SinVXnV\mIXn;lm’l|Sin3y|d7/- (26)

@ Springer

For this model, K and 2 are not conserved, then the value of
j affects the energy spectrum and the wave functions. ' Er
has the 5/27[523] ground state determined from the Nilsson
model [30] and a y band built on 11/27[505] orbital [23]
giving importance to f7,2 and A1, orbits for the negative-
parity states of this nucleus.

Both the excited-state energies E(L) and reduced tran-
sition probabilities B(E»; L — L’) depend on the mass
parameter ratios Bg/B, and Bg/B,, and on the param-
eters &, g and gg. Without taking into account DDMF, we
determine the values of those free parameters with the condi-
tion that the value of B, / By, to be close to 4 as it is the case
for even-mass Er isotopes [8], by adjusting them in order to
reproduce the optimal experimental spectrum. For this aim,
we have used the root-mean-square (r.m.s) coefficient which
describes the average deviation between theoretical predic-
tions and experimental data:

n . _ E: 2
o \/Zizl(E,(exm Ei(th)? on

(n = DE(7/2g)?
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band
) B2 6409
B2 e = ~ 432" 6067
60 & ~45/2 59.81 412" 5947 4127 5947 -
432 5778
32~ 5591 4127 5619
430 5381 87 543 412° 5374 )
= 4127 5342 - - . 9/2~ 1.84
41/2 53.02 / a1 5092 39/2 51.81 39/2 51.81 : ) 39/ S1.8:
50 372 5078 372 5078 P 9.7
392 4132 3727 4764
_ : 3727 4594 -
— VL A8 352 43.90 352 4390
= . - - 352° 4357
3712 44.33 2 B2 37/2 42.69 352 4219
B2 4258 320 4258
. 3327 39.65
/:5 40 r o s 39.24 33 38.55 §
co . — 35027 3638 3127 3657 3127 3657 s 3sss 312 3677
Qq ST . 332° 3500 292~ 3496 292 3496 32- 3502 -
~ 327 35.00 -
~ / . . 292" 3227 20273308
M 312 3163 2972 3162
= 312- 3012 2727 2988 2727 2988 -
~ — - . - 2112 2941
O 30t 5 2851 ;; 2 2886, sop- 277 252 2801 252 2801 2772 2835 27/2 2882
= 2 2725 o 207 252- 259
. - 2 252° 2555 2527 2595
s3] s 2uss ) 252 2523 25027 2555
270 343 A 2455 232 23.87 232 23.87 i} :
S orse 272~ 225 - s o N s e s n- 2227 232 2246 232 22,63
BE 2% L2527 2044 : ~ _ .
20 . ~ . 212 19.48 2172 19.57 2172 19.50
v 1 B 1813 19/2 18.56 1972 18.56
2327 1742 - - - - - -
b= oy 232 16.48 172 1649 172 16.49 19/2 16.87 19/2 16.88 192 16.55
2127 1537 - 2127 1502 _ _
2127 1455 152°  13.99 152°  13.99 17/2 14.46 17/2 14.40 172- 1382
2- . - 1927 1245 - 3 - 3 - ¥ - 3
1972 12.11 Lo/ 49 5 13/2 12,11 132 12.11 . 152 12.26 15/2 12.15 5p im
172 10.04 7 057 172 9.90 11/2 10.24 11/2- 10.24 11/2 10.60 13/2- 10.28 13/2- 10.14 -%
10 e - 92 874 9 874 92 8.85 s .54 [ .38 132 9.09
15/2” 7.54 15/2- 7.23 15/2 7.64 - 74 I 74 72" 741 112 7.06
13/ 5.66 132 5.47 132 5.58 2z LE:S 3z 04 -
112 3.79 11/2- 3.70 11/2- 3.79
92° 9 92° 226 92- 226
2 1.00 2 1.00 - 1.00
OF 3= 0.00 = 0.00 = 0.00
Without DDMF With DDMF Expt. Without DDMF With DDMF Expt. Without DDMF With DDMF Expt

Fig. 1 The theoretical values of energy levels in units of E(7/2; ) in both cases with and without DDMF compared with experimental data

[22,23,31] for 1°Er

where E;(exp) is the experimental energy of the i’" level,
E;(th) the corresponding theoretical value, n the maximum
number of considered levels and E(7/2, ;) the energy of the
first excited state.

By introduction of DDMF, the optimal values of both
parameters a and By are evaluated through r.m.s fits of energy
levels by making use of Eq.(27) for each band (g.s., 8 and
y-band). Note that, the values of the free parameters § and A
are null as in [11-15]. The obtained values of the parameters
used in the calculation are given in Table 1. The large values
of the position of the minimum of the potential By are due to
the dependence of the inertia coefficient on deformation. The
inertia coefficient decreases with increase of 8. It means that
the velocity of the motion in g is larger where deformation
is larger, and smaller where deformation is smaller. There-
fore, nucleus spends more time at smaller deformations. This
decreases the effective value of deformation.

The comparison of the calculated values of energies
E(Lgys), E(Lg) and E(Ly) in units of E(7/2gfs_) for the
three bands with the available experimental data [22,23,31]
is given in Table 2.

For the ground-state band, the calculated excited-state
energies in units of E(7/2, ) are given for the sequence
9/27,11/27, ...,45/27 of spins and parities Lg'x' for which
the corresponding experimental values are available [22]. It
shows that the theoretical results agree globally with experi-
mental data. The value of the r.m.s coefficient presenting the

80
Expt
60 + -
S
T 40 + -
3
5 3172
t 312 p
— 292"
202~
[ — 2727 |
27/
25/2
r 25/2- 1
23 — 232~
20 + g
2 |22
19/2- 19/2~
172~ |— 12
15/2~ — 152"
13/27 132
2| — -
0 Il Il Il Il Il
0.00 0.02 0.04 0.08 0.10

0.06
g

Fig. 2 Energy levels of y-band as a function of parameter g in units
of E(7/ 2;_8_) for differnt L, for 165y
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E(Lgs)/E(7/245)
T

6 T T T T T T
Expt.
i 39/2-
39/2- T b
372~ 37/2-
7] 35/2-
352~ I _ 1
3 1 33/2
31/2-
L 31/2- 4 o
L 29/2- ]
L 4 27/27 4
- s T 25/2- i
25/2- -+
- + 232 A
E 23/2- + R
21/2-
L 21/2-
" 192-
192~
17/2- T 1z T
i 15/2- 15727
L 132 13/2-
B 11/2- T 11/2- 1
= 9/2- + 9/2- R
. . . | . . . | . . . | . . . | . . . | . .

0.00 0.02 0.04 0.06

deviations between experimental and theoretical data does
not exceed o, ;. = 1.83 bearing in mind that the presently
adopted model is so complicated compared to that of the ref.
[19]. It should also be noted that the introduction of DDMF
allowed to increase the spacing between paired states as the
angular momentum increases which is conform to the cal-
culated spectrum of Ref. [27] for 33Eu and ' Eu nuclei
while this pattern is not seen in experiment as we can observe
in Fig. 1. For example, the differences of energies between
every two neighboring levels 33/27-35/27, 37/27-39/2~
and 41/27-43/27 are respectively equal to 1.38, 1.13 and
0.901in E(7/2, ;) units while for the case without taken into
account the DDMF it will be equal to 1.31, 1.03 and 0.79
respectively.

For the B-band, only four states have been measured
[31]. The calculated values of excited energies relative to
E(7/2, ) energy are given up to the Lg = 41/27 state. Itis
clearly shown that our results are closer to the experimental
values (og = 0.27).

The available experimental data for E(L,)/E(7/ 2; 5.)of
y-band are up to L, = 31/27 state [23]. The results of the
calculations for this band are given up to L,, = 47/27 state.

@ Springer

0.08 0.10

3
* ¥ —e— Expt.
010F = Without DDMF
r —e— With DDMF ]
0.05f j
r =—x— Ermamatov et al. q
oo0b, ., . oo
8 10 12 14
LV

Fig. 4 The experimental and the theoreticals values of the quantity
S(L,) given by Eq(28) obtained for the y-band of 165Er plotted as
functions of the angular momentum

One can see that the agreement with the experiment is good
(o =0.77).

In the model of Ref. [19], the parameter g affects only
the y-band where the locations of the levels are very sen-
sitive to it. For our model this parameter has also an effect
on the locations of y-band levels as shown in Fig.2, where
energy levels E(L, ) as a function of parameter g in units of
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Table 3 The theoretical predictions of B(E2; Lgs. +2 — Lg.) and B(Ez; Lg — L) in units of B(E; 9/2;& — 5/2;_5) in both cases with

and without DDMF for '3 Er

B(EyiLgs+2—Lgs) BExLp~Les) o 103
B(Ex:9/2¢—5/2¢s) B(Ex9/2¢s —>5/2¢5)

Lys+2— Ly Without DDMF With DDMF Lp — Ly, Without DDMF With DDMF
11/2= > 7/2- 1.71 1.59 5/2- — 5/2- 243 243
13/2= = 9/2- 2.20 1.91 9/2= — 5/2- 347 347
15/2= — 11/2- 2.54 2.07 5/2- — 9/2~ 0.59 0.59
17/2= — 13/2- 2.83 2.14 9/2 = 9/2~ 1.29 1.29
19/2= — 15/2 3.03 2.17 13/2= — 9/2- 90.2 90.2
21/27 — 17/2- 3.25 2.15 9/2 — 132" 0.03 0.03
23/27 — 19/2~ 3.40 2.16 13/2= — 15/2- 1.50 1.50
25/27 — 21/2~ 3.58 2.11 17/2= — 13/2- 138 138

E(7/2 ) for different L, are represented (while the other
parameters are fixed as in Table 1). It has also an effect on the
locations of high ground states band levels as shown in Fig. 3,
where energy levels of g.s.-band as a function of parameter g
inunits of E(7/ 2;.&) for differnt L, ;. are represented. In the
right side of each figure are given the experimental energy
levels, which are of course independent of the g axis, for each
band.

3.2 Staggering in the y-band

The staggering in the y -band described by the discrete deriva-
tive of the energy as a function of the angular momentum
given by the following quantity [32]:

S(Ly) = E(L,) —2E(L, — 1) + E(L, —2), (28)

is studied in the ref [19]. But the performed theoretical cal-
culations did not prove its existence, as was the case for the
experiment, especially for higher L, as we can see in Fig. 4.
So, the adopted theory does not have enough complexity to
recreate such high states. By using the same equation (28)
we give the plot of the quantity S(L, ) for our results for
both cases with and without DDMF and compare them with
experiment (Fig.4).

It is clear that our model allowed us to reproduce well the
shape of the staggering in the y-band. By consediring the
non-conservation of K and §2 and by taking into account of
the Coriolis interaction gave us this zigzaging effect while
approaching the experimental form, especially for the high
values of L,,, while the introduction of DDMF increased the
value of S(L, ) for each level, giving almost coincidence with
the experiment for the values of the lowest L.

3.3 E2 transition probabilities

The calculated values of reduced E2 intraband transition
probabilities for the ground-state band and interband E2 tran-

sition probabilities from B-band to the ground-state band
in units of B(E2;9/2,, — 5/2,) within and without
the DDMF are given in Table 3. Within the DDMF, we
have used the same optimal values of the two parameters
a and By previously obtained for the energy ratios in the
ground-state band and B-band. For these transitions, we
have Am = 0. Then, the y-integral part (Eq.(26)) reduces
to the orthonormality condition of the y-wave functions:
Cny,|m|,n;,,|m’| = (Sny,n;,5|m|,|m/|~

It is clearly shown that the inclusion of the DDMF
decreases the E2 intraband transition probabilities for the
ground-state band where the value of the deformation param-
eter is important. However, this behavior becomes clearer
as the angular momentum increases too. For the case of
interband E2 transition probabilities from B-band to the
ground-state band, there is no effect of the introduction of
DDMEF. This is due to the value of the deformation parame-
ter, obtained by the fit for the energy ratios of f-band, which
tends towards zero.

4 Summary

In this paper we have recalculated the energy spectrum
and transition rates for deformed odd-mass '®>Er nucleus
using an extented Bohr Hamiltonian, by considiring the
Deformation-Dependent Mass Formalism with three differ-
ent mass parameters for each collective mode in the case
where the quantum numbers K and £2 are not conserved and
taking into account the Coriolis interaction. We have found
a good agreement with the available experimental data for
energy ratios. The values of reduced E2 transition probabili-
ties, where the experimental data are not available, are given
as predictions. The validity of this model was also proved
by the fact that the shape of the staggering at higher spins
in y-band built on the 11/27[505] orbital is close to that
obtained by the experiment. The effect of the parameter g
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on energy levels was also discussed. This parameter has a
large effect on the y-band as a whole. For this model such an
effect is also observed in the ground state band which can be
seen clearly when the angular momentum increases. We can
also mention that, the fact that it is not possible to describe
simultaneously neighboring even-even and odd nuclei in the
framework of the considered model is much more interest-
ing that a possibility to fit the data. Probably, it is an effect
of the odd neutron occupying single particle state with large
quadrupole moment.

Data Availability Statement This manuscript has no associated data or

the data will not be deposited. [Author’s comment: This is a theoretical
study and no experimental data has been listed.]
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