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Abstract. Inaccuracies in the atomic shell model due to the
neglect of electron correlation and some relativistic effects are
examined. The asymptotic behavior of atomic valence electrons
is considered, and the accuracy of the asymptotic coefficient of
the electron wave function is evaluated with account for the
model errors. The coupling of the electron orbital momenta
and spins in atomic particles, molecules, and colliding particles
is discussed. The resonant charge exchange process is analyzed
in terms of the asymptotic theory, with the inverse of the typical
ion— atom separation being used in the small-parameter expan-
sion of the cross section. The influence of atomic shell model
errors — via the valence electron asymptotic coefficient — on
the accuracy of the charge exchange cross section is discussed.
The relation between the cross section and the specifics of the
moment addition law for an ion—atom collision event is eluci-
dated. The accuracy-estimated values of cross sections for the
slow-collision resonant charge exchange are given for most
elements in the periodic table.
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1. Introduction

The atomic shell model [1-5] is a convenient model for the
atomic structure, which describes the main features of the
physics of atoms. This model includes a one-electron
approach with an exchange interaction between electrons
due to the Pauli exclusion principle [6] and spin—orbit
interactions for individual electrons. The errors of this
model result from neglecting the correlations between
electrons and from ignoring other relativistic interactions. If
we calculate the interaction potential of atomic particles and
the cross section of collisional processes within the framework
of the atomic shell model for atomic particles, the errors of the
latter model will be extended to these parameters. Below we
analyze this problem for the ion—atom exchange interaction
potential at large separations that determines the cross
section of the resonant charge exchange process at low
collision energies.

The character of momentum addition is of importance
both for atoms or molecules and for collisional processes of
atomic particles. Within the framework of the atomic shell
model, we have two schemes of coupling of electron orbital
momenta and spins into the total atomic momentum (LS-
coupling and jj-coupling schemes), depending on the relation
between the exchange interaction of electrons and the spin—
orbit interaction. The LS-scheme of coupling of electron
momenta provides a high accuracy for the relative positions
of atomic energy levels of a given electron shell in the case of
light atoms. For heavy atoms, when the jj-coupling scheme is
preferable, the accuracy in determination of energy levels is
worse and strongly drops with increasing atomic number.
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This is due to additional relativistic effects with respect to the
spin—orbit interaction, and the role of these relativistic
interactions increases with increasing nuclear charge. This
will be shown for simple examples.

In molecules, the rotational energy is added to the above
two interactions, and this leads to six limiting cases of
momentum addition, which are known as the cases of Hund
coupling scheme [7, 8]. In the case of collisions of atomic
particles, the character of momentum addition becomes more
complex because some of the interaction potentials depend on
time. We consider slow collisions, when the velocity of
colliding particles is small compared to a typical electron
velocity, so that electrons are redistributed in the course of
collision in accordance with the variations of atomic fields.
Then the evolution of colliding atomic particles may be
connected with parameters of the quasi-molecule, that is the
system of colliding atoms for fixed nuclei, and the inter-
nuclear distance of colliding particles is a parameter in the
wave function of the quasi-molecule. In this case the number
of limiting cases of momentum coupling is the same as for
molecules (i.e. they relate to different cases of Hund coupling
scheme), but different limiting cases correspond to different
regions of the particle trajectory [9—11].

Though a general method of momentum addition for
colliding particles is cumbersome, the coupling schemes are
simplified for certain collisional processes with participation
of slow atomic particles. This applies to quasi-resonant
processes in atomic collisions which are characterized by
large cross sections in comparison to a typical atomic cross
section. This means that the transition proceeds at large
separations between atomic particles that allows one to
connect the electronic terms of the quasi-molecule consisting
of colliding particles and to express the cross section of the
process under consideration through the parameters of free
atomic particles. This also simplifies the character of
momentum addition for colliding particles.

Below we consider this problem for the resonant charge
exchange process in slow collisions involving an ion and the
parent atom. This process results in the transition of a valence
electron from the field of one atomic core to another. The
transition proceeds at large separations between the colliding
ion and atom that allows one to construct an asymptotic
theory of this process [12—14]. Then the cross section of this
process is given in the form of an expansion over a small
parameter which is an inverse value with respect to a typical
separation for this transition. The simple character of the
electron transition in this process simplifies the analysis of the
momentum coupling schemes in the theory of resonant
charge exchange in slow collisions. The demonstration of
this fact is the goal of this paper. An additional aim of the
paper is the determination of the errors following from
standard atomic models and the evaluation of the accuracy
of the asymptotic theory. The subsequent analysis shows that
the accuracy of the evaluated cross sections is usually
determined by the accuracy of atomic wave functions for
valence electrons of atoms.

2. Atomic shell model

2.1 Schemes of coupling of electron momenta in atoms

The atomic shell model considers an atom to consist of a
heavy Coulomb center and bound electrons, and the action of
other electrons and the Coulomb center on a test electron is

changed by an effective self-consistent field which does not
depend on the coordinates of the other electrons, but takes
into account the exchange interaction between electrons.
Therefore, the behavior of electrons is described by the
Hartree—Fock equations [2, 4, 5, 15—17]. The atomic shell
model distributes electrons over electron shells, so that
because of the spherically symmetric form of a self-consistent
field, each shell is characterized by the principal quantum
number and angular electron momentum. According to the
Pauli exclusion principle, only one electron can be found in
each state of each electron shell, and this state is also defined
by the projections of the angular momentum and spin of an
electron onto a given direction.

Below we use two schemes of coupling of electron
momenta in an atom, so that in the case of the LS-coupling
scheme the state of an individual electron is characterized by
the electron orbital momentum and spin, and we neglect the
spin—orbit interaction in constructing the atom’s electron
shell. Until we neglect the relativistic interactions, the
electronic terms of an atom are described by the quantum
numbers L, the total atomic orbital momentum, and S, the
total atomic spin. The momenta are added into the total
atomic momentum J, so that an atomic state is characterized
by the quantum numbers L, S, J, M,;, where M, is the
projection of the total atomic momentum J onto a quantiza-
tion axis.

In the second case of momentum addition, when relati-
vistic interactions are dominant, the state of an individual
electron is characterized by its total momentum j which is a
sum of the orbital momentum of this electron and its spin.
The electron momenta of individual electrons are composed
into the total atomic momentum J, and an atomic state is
characterized by the quantum numbers J, M and also by the
total electron momenta of individual electrons. This is the jj-
coupling scheme for the coupling of electron momenta into
the total atomic momentum J.

Let us consider the character of the valence electron shell
filling using the example of valence p-electrons. This is of
interest for two reasons. First, such atoms occupy a certain
part of the periodic table of elements and, second, the
coupling of orbital and spin momenta is of importance in
this case. We start from the LS-scheme of coupling of electron
momenta, and within the framework of this scheme we
construct the electron shell p”. This shell includes # identical
electrons whose orbital electron momentum is one, and they
are located in the self-consistent field of the Coulomb center
and other electrons. We demonstrate the shell structure using
the example of an atom with a p?-electron shell, and Fig. 1
shows the method of distributing these two electrons over 6
possible states which differ by projections of the electron

o=—1)2 O
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Figure 1. Distribution of valence p-electrons for atoms of the fourth group
of the periodic table of elements over cells of the electron shell for states
with the maximum atomic spin (open circles) and maximum atomic orbital
momentum (crosses) [18].
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orbital momentum and spin. According to the Pauli exclusion
principle, only one electron can be placed in one cell, so that
the total number of possible states is CZ = 15 in this case. Let
us distribute electrons throughout the states. First we extract
the state with the maximum orbital momentum, which is
indicated by open circles in Fig. 1 [18]. Take a direction of the
quantization axis such that the projection of the orbital
momentum of each electron onto this axis is equal to one.
Then the projection of the total atomic orbital momentum
onto this axis equals 2, and according to the Pauli exclusion
principle the total spin projection is zero. The electronic term
of this state is !D, and the statistical weight relative to this
state (the number of projections of the atomic orbital
momentum) is 5. Next, let us construct the state with the
maximum projection of the total spin. We obtain that the spin
projection is one, and the total orbital momentum projection
is also one. This state corresponds to the term ‘P which
includes 9 states with different projections of the atomic
orbital momentum and its spin. Therefore, the selected
terms 'D and 3P include 14 (5+9) states from the total
number of 15, and the additional state is 'S. Hence, the
electronic terms of atoms of the fourth group of the periodic
table of elements with the valence shell p> are °P, !D, 'S, and
the same terms relate to atoms of the sixth group of the
periodic table of elements with the valence shell p* (two p-
holes).

The electron shell for the jj-scheme of coupling of electron
momenta has a lower symmetry than in the case of the LS-
scheme. In this case each electron can have the momentum
1/2 or 3/2. The total number of states for an electron shell
with a given number of valence electrons is identical for both
schemes as well as the total momentum of electrons. Table 1
lists the electronic terms of atoms in the case of filling the p-
electron shells within the framework of the LS- and jj-
coupling schemes. Note that the Pauli exclusion principle,
which requires a certain symmetry of the total wave function
of electrons, restricts the total number of possible electronic
terms.

Table 1. Electron shells of atoms with p-valent electrons.

LS-shell LS-term J Jj-shell J
p 2p 1/2 (/2" 1/2
2p 3/2 (3/2)' 3/2
p2 p 0 [1/2 0
’p 1 [1/2)'13/2)" 1
p 2 [1/2]'13/2)! 2
'D 2 [3/2 2
IS 0 [3/2) 0
p’ ‘S 3/2 [1/2°3/2)! 3/2
23)) 3/2 [1/2'[3/27 3/2
D 5/2 [1/2)'13/2 5/2
2p 1/2 [1/2)'13/2 1/2
2p 3/2 3/2° 3/2
p* P 2 [1/2'[3/2)° 2
ip 0 [1/2)*3/2) 0
3p 1 [1/2]'13/2) 1
'D 2 [1/27[3/27 2
IS 0 [3/2* 0
p’ °P 3/2 [1/2°[3/2° 3/2
2p 1/2 [1/2)'13/2)* 1/2
p° 'S 0 [1/21°3/2)* 0

Due to the high accuracy of spectroscopic measurements,
itis convenient to compare the atomic energy levels according
to different models with the spectroscopic data for these levels
[19-21], and this comparison allows one to ascertain the
reality of these models. In particular, let us compare the
position of the lower energy levels of atoms with the p>-shell
of valence electrons. Then both the LS- and jj-coupling
schemes lead to an identical sequence for the total momen-
tum of electrons, which is J = 0,1,2,2 0. The lightest atom
with this electron shell is carbon, C(2p2), and the positions of
its excitation energies are 0, 0.002, 0.005, 1.264 and 2.654 eV,
respectively. This corresponds to the LS-coupling scheme
where there are three terms *P, D, 'S with a weak splitting of
the lowest one. The electron excitation energies for the
heaviest atom with this electron shell, Pb (6p2), are 0, 0.969,
1.320, 2.660, 3.653 eV. It is difficult to divide them into levels
and sublevels, i.e. this situation corresponds to an intermedi-
ate coupling scheme.

Thus, the above schemes of coupling of electron
momenta allow one sequentially to construct an atom
consisting of a heavy Coulomb center and electrons which
are located in the self-consistent field of this center and
other electrons. Within the framework of these schemes, we
neglect the correlations between the positions of individual
electrons (except an exchange interaction due to the Pauli
exclusion principle), and relativistic interactions involving
different electrons. What is the accuracy of such a scheme?
The simplest way to estimate the error relative to neglecting
the correlations between electrons consists in the analysis of
a two-electron atom or ion. In this case the one-electron
approximation leads to the Hartree—Fock equations [15-
17] for the wave function of electrons. The energy of the
ground state and lower excited states in this system can also
be determined on the basis of the variational method [22—
25] which allows us to find the optimal electron wave
functions [21, 22]. Comparison of the calculated and
measured electron energies gives the error of the one-
electron approximation. In particular, the analysis of the
helium atom in the ground [23, 26—28] and lower excited
states [23, 29—31] which are determined on the basis of the
variational principle [22—25] give an error of the order of
1-2% for the total electron energy. This corresponds to an
error of several percent for the electron wave function.
Hence, correlations between electrons can make a signifi-
cant contribution to some atomic parameters.

Ignoring the electron correlation in the atom, which
corresponds to the Hartree— Fock approach, can lead to a
certain error both in the positions of atomic levels and various
atomic parameters. Especially, the correlation between
electron positions is of importance for those parameters
which are determined by a small overlapping of wave
functions. These correlations are of importance for the rates
of forbidden radiative transitions and for the lifetimes of
autoionizing states. Alongside the correlation of electrons,
the shell scheme of atomic structure under consideration
neglects some relativistic interactions such as the interaction
of an electron spin with the fields created by other electrons.
We consider the validity of such assumptions below on the
basis of simple examples.

2.2 Lower excited states of rare gas atoms

The above LS- and jj-coupling schemes do not account for the
variety of possible interactions in a real atom. One can
demonstrate this for an atom which has two valence
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electrons. In this case the following four schemes of coupling
of electron momenta into the total atomic momentum are
possible [5]:

L+L=L, s+s,=S, S+L=J (LS-coupling),
Li+si=j, b+s:=j, j+h=J (j-coupling),

L+L=L, L+s =K, K+s;=J (LK-coupling),
L+si=j, j+h=K, K+s=J (JK-coupling).

(2.1)

Here, 1;, I, are the orbital momenta of electrons, and sy, s, are
their spins. Restricting ourselves to the LS- and jj-coupling
schemes, we assume the combinations 1;8;, L$s, 115, §; to be
the strongest in the Hamiltonian of electrons and neglect
some relativistic interactions. Below we shall try to under-
stand the validity of this approximation from the analysis of
positions of the lower excited states in rare gas atoms, which
are formed from the ground electronic state with the filled
electron shell #p® by the transition of one electron from this
shell into the state (n + 1)s. Thus, the excited states of rare gas
atoms under consideration are characterized by one p-hole in
the outer valence shell and one excited s-electron. In this case,
within the framework of LS- and jj-coupling schemes, one can
find the positions of energy levels analytically and compare
these positions with real ones. From this one can determine
the accuracy of this assumption for different atoms numeri-
cally.

Let us consider the peculiarities of coupling of electron
momenta into the total atomic momentum for the electron
shell np®(n + 1)s. An inert gas ion has the electron shell np’
and the ground state >P; /2 We denote by 4, the fine-structure
splitting of ion levels, i.e. the distance between levels of the
*P3), and *P); ion states, and this will be used as a typical
energy of spin— orbit interaction for excited atoms. There are
4 different energy levels for the lower atomic states. If we use
the LS-coupling scheme, these states are >P,, *Py, 3Py, 'P;. We
set these states in order of the atomic excitation in accordance
with the Hund rule. Within the framework of the jj-coupling
scheme, the sequence of states is the following:

IR EI R IR

This notation is close to the usual notation of addition of
momenta for the case of jj-coupling, which usually has the
form [ji, j»], and denotes that addition of momenta j; and
J» yields the total momentum J. So-called Pashen notation is
often used for excited atoms of rare gases for simplicity. Then
the above states in order of excitation of the atom are denoted
as Iss, Is4, 1s3, and 1s;. Below we take the energy of the state
1ss5 to be zero and denote the difference of excitation energies
between this state and the others as ¢4, ¢3 and &, so that, for
example, & is the difference of energies for levels 1s, and 1ss
(see Fig. 2[18]).

Table 2 contains some parameters of the lower excited
states for atoms of inert gases [19—21]. Below we briefly

Table 2. Energy parameters of lower excited states in atoms of inert gases.

Atom A/‘, C11171 83/4/' 84/A/ (82 — 83)/4/' (82p — 85)/(82 — 85)
Ne 780.3 0.9%9% 0.54 0.09 7.7
Ar 1432.0 0.984 043 0.10 4.9
Kr 5370.1 0972 0.18 0.13 1.9
Xe 10537 0.866  0.11 0.11 1.01

Energy levels

Jj-notation LS-notation Pashen Number
notation of states
(n+1)s'[1/2)° P Is; 3
(n+1)s'[1/2)5 3Py Is; 1
(n+1)s [3/2] P Isq 3
(n+1)s [3/2] 3P, Iss 5

Figure 2. Notation of the lower excited levels in atoms of inert gases [18].

analyze these data. Along with the energies of these states, in
Table 2 the ratio is given for the difference in the energies of
the lowest states of the shells 2p and 1s in the Pashen notation
(or the [np*(n+ 1)p] and [np>(n + 1)s] shells in the usual
notation) to the energy difference for the highest and lowest
states of the shell 1s. This ratio demonstrates the degree of
interaction between electron shells for a given atom.

One can extract two terms from the Hamiltonian which
describe the considered electronic states of a given atom:

H = —al$; —bss,, (2.2)
where 1is the operator of the orbital momentum of the atomic
core, §; is the spin operator of the core, and §; is the spin
operator of an excited valence s-electron. Here and below we
use the Hartree atomic units /i = m, = €2 = 1, if the units are
not indicated specially. The first term relates to the spin—
orbit interaction for the core, the second term corresponds to
the exchange interaction of an excited electron with the
atomic core. In the case a < b, the LS-coupling scheme
holds true, and if a > b, the jj-coupling scheme is valid. The
determination of the level positions for an excited atom can be
done analytically, and then we express the positions of three
levels with respect to the lowest one through two parameters a
and b. If we find the values of these parameters from the
positions of two levels, comparison between the calculated
positions of the third term with its measured value allows us
to check the validity of this assumption numerically. More-
over, if we take the parameter a from the splitting of ion
levels, we can use two free parameters to check the
assumptions.

Let us introduce the total momentum of the electron and
core, J =1+ § + &, which is the quantum number because
this operator commutes with the Hamiltonian. The total
number of states of the electron shell under consideration is
the product of the number of projections of the atomic core
orbital momentum (3), projections of the atomic core spin
(2) and projections of the excited electron spin (2), i.e. the
total number of states is equal to 12. These states relate to
the total momentum J = 0, 1,2, and there are two different
levels for J = 1. As is seen, the total number of projections
of the total momentum, i.e. the total number of states, is
equal to 12.

In order to find the positions of the 4 energy levels, it is
necessary to construct the wave functions of these states from
the wave functions of the orbital momenta and spins. We
denote by ,, the wave function of the atomic core with a
projection m of the orbital momentum onto a given direction.
Correspondingly, the wave functions ., y_ relate to the spin
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projections 1/2 and —1/2 of the atomic core onto a given
direction, and the wave functions #, _ describe spin states
of the excited electron with the spin projections 1 /2 and —1/2.
The atomic wave function consists of products of the above
wave functions, and we have 12 different combinations of
such products. Our task is to find eigenfunctions of the
Hamiltonian that requires the application of operators of
the angular momentum and spins. We have the following
relations for the orbital momentum operator [4, 32, 33]:

iz‘//m =my,,, i+‘p—1 = \/ilpo, i+¢o = \/ilpl » i+‘p1 =0,

i—lﬁ—l =0, i—‘ﬁo = \/E‘Ll ) i—‘ﬁl = \/51//0,
where L = le + il;,., I = le - il}, and we use / = 1. We have

identical relations for the spin operators [4, 32, 33]:

1 1

3 Lo Sizp- = —5 X1,

P §1+X+ = 07

§lz%+ =

=X+ = J— S1ex- =Xy S1_7_=0,
and the same relations for the operator 8. Here §, = §, +i§,,
and §_ = §; — 1§,

Let us denote the wave function of an atomic state with
total momentum J and projection M by ¥ ,,. Take the state
with J =2, M =2, whose wave function is Y2 = Yy .4,,

and evaluate the energy of this state. We have

HP2 = —al-51: P2 — b31:5: ¥ = &5¥ (2.3)
where the energy of this state &5 (we denote it in Pashen
notation as 1ss) is equal to

(2.4)

This energy corresponds to states with J=2 and any
momentum projection onto a given direction.

Next, we construct the wave function of the state with
J =0 as a result of coupling of the orbital momentum I and
the total spin §; + §,, which has the form

1 1 1
Yo=—74VYy_n_+—=v_y) ——=Yoxn_
W=7 biy-n ﬁt// iy 7 oz

1
_\/_3 Vox-ny -

Then we obtain equations

. o 1 .
I81%0 = =%, S19%%00 = 1 Yoo, H¥0 =2e%o-.
The energy of this state as the eigenvalue of the Hamiltonian
is given by

b

& =dad——.

7 (2.6)

In order to determine the energies of states with J = 1, let
us consider the states with the momentum projection M = 1.
The wave functions of these states can be constructed from
01 =VoxMis P2 =W 17-n,, and @3 =y, n_. Extracting
from these functions the wave function for the state J = 2,
M = 1, which has the form

1 1 1
¢1:?’21:\/—§¢1+§<P2+5<P37 (2.7)

we arrive at

- 1 . 1 .
I8 ¥21 = 3 Yo, si19¥y = I Yo, HYy=¢eYy.
The energy ¢s is the eigenvalue for this wave function and is
given by formula (2.4). Taking two other wave functions to be
normalized to unity, orthogonal to this function and

orthogonal each to other, we get

1 1 1 1 1

Pr=——@ +5Py+5 03, P3i=—

2 \/E(PI 2@2 2903 3 \/§¢2 \/5(03

(2.8)
Next, we have

60— — Lo Lo 90, — Lo

1P =—5 & NG 3, 193 NG 3,
§§<P*l<1> $15,P —E@

19282 =7 @2, 19283 = =7 @3

Calculating the matrix elements of the Hamiltonian on the
basis of these relations, we obtain the following secular
equation for the eigenvalues of the Hamiltonian:

a b a

2 A,
a3,
vioat

The solution of this equation gives the state energies

1 1
g4 =—(a+b)* a 9a? — 4ab + 4b* . (2.9)

4
In the limiting case b = 0, when one can neglect the exchange
interaction, we have & = —a/2, ¢ = a (i.e. &4 = &5, and
¢ = ¢3). In the other limiting case ¢ =0, when one can
neglect the spin-—orbit interaction, we have & = —b/4,
& =3b/4, i.e. ¢4 =65 = &3 and the exchange splitting is
equal to b.

Let us take the position of the lowest excited level of an
inert gas atom as zero (¢s =0). Then from the obtained
formulas it follows for the positions of the other energy levels:

€24 3a+ b:l: Va2 —4dab +4b2, s =-a.

4 -2
(2.10)

Table 3 contains the results which follow from comparison of
this formula with the positions of energy levels &, &3, & for
real inert gas atoms. In this table A,is the fine-structure
splitting of levels for the corresponding free ion. As is seen,
this value is close to &3 (see also Table 2). The exchange
interaction parameter b according to the above formulas is
b=¢t4+¢& —¢e3. As follows from the data of Table 3, the
exchange interaction parameter slowly depends on the sort of
atom. Table 3 also gives the values of (9a%/4 + b — ab)'/?
which according to the obtained formulas equals the
difference ¢, — 4. Comparison of these values and also the
ion fine-structure splitting 4, with &3 = 3a/2 for real atoms
shows that the above Hamiltonian includes the main part of
the interaction for the lower excited states of rare gas atoms.
In addition, Table 3 contains the ratio b/a which charac-
terizes the method of addition of momenta in the atom. In the
limiting case b > a, this leads to the LS-scheme of coupling of
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Table 3. Energy parameters of the first excited states of rare gas atoms (all the energy parameters are expressed in cm™!).

Atom Ay &3 b bla & — &4 \/9a2 /4 + b> — ab X a

Ne 780 777 1488 2.9 1430 1430 —1.67 0.071
Ar 1432 1410 1453 1.5 1649 1653 —0.72 0.207
Kr 5370 5220 1600 0.46 4930 4923 0.038 0.481
Xe 10537 9129 1966 0.32 9140 8674 0.16 0.423

momenta, and in the limiting case a > b the jj-scheme of
momentum addition takes place. As is seen, in the argon and
krypton cases we come up against an intermediate case of
coupling, and the Hamiltonian (2.2) well describes the
positions of energy levels for these atoms.

Note that along with the positions of the 1s, and ls4
energy levels, the above operations allow us to find expres-
sions for the wave functions of these states. Indeed, represent-
ing the wave functions ¥, and ¥4 of these states in the form

Vo=0Pr+ad;, ¥i=-c:D+ds,
we get from the Schrédinger equations H V)4 = &¥54 the set
of equations for the coefficients of these wave functions:
(D2HD>) — €)cr + (D2 HP3)c3 =0,
<(P31:1452>C2 + ((@3ﬂ¢3> — 8)63 =0.
Here we account for the wave functions &; as well as
coefficients ¢; being real quantities. This is the secular set of
equations for determination of the energy levels. Simulta-

neously, this allows one to find the expansion coefficients.
Indeed, introducing

(D HDy) — (D3 HDs) Lo 2y 1 0 3b
a (03 H,) 22 (1 a) V2 (1 Af>
(2.11)

and accounting for the normalization condition ¢3 + ¢ = 1,
we get

ngzivl—kxzj:x‘ (2.12)
VAR

Table 3 contains the values of these parameters for the excited
atoms under consideration.

Now let us analyze the results obtained for this problem,
which are given in Table 3. From this it follows that the
assumption used is valid while relativistic interactions are not
large. Even in the krypton case the ion doublet splitting and
the difference of energies of levels 1s3 and 1ss differ by 2.8%,
whereas in the xenon case this difference is about 13%. Next,
under the assumptions used the relative positions of levels 1s;
and 1s4 differ from the real value by 0.14% in the krypton
case, while in the xenon case this difference is above 5%. We
may conclude that the accuracy of the approach is higher, the
smaller the relativistic corrections to the atomic energy, and
the error in this model increases nonlinearly with respect to
relativistic interactions. Hence, additional relativistic interac-
tions are significant when the condition of the jj-coupling
scheme is valid. In addition, the interaction of the Is and 2p
shells in the Pashen notation, that is stronger for xenon than
for other rare gas atoms, also influences the accuracy of the
model. Note that this interaction between shells, which mixes
shells np’ (n + 1)s and np>(n + 1)p as a result of the exchange
interaction between electrons, influences the parameter b
which is responsible for the exchange interaction in the

atom. Because an (n + 1)p-excited electron interacts weakly
with internal electrons, interaction between shells does not act
on the fine-structure splitting of levels in the atomic core, that
is, the interaction between shells does not influence the spin—
orbit interaction of the atomic core. Therefore, the deviation
of the difference e3 — &5 from the fine-structure splitting of ion
levels for xenon may be related to additional relativistic
effects.

2.3 Radiation from the first excited states of rare gas
atoms

The analysis of first excited states in rare gas atoms is useful
because it gives analytical expressions for atomic parameters,
so that their comparison with real parameters allows us to
find the accuracy of the approximation. Above we used this
for the determination of energy levels. Now we continue this
analysis for the determination of radiative parameters of the
lower excited states in rare gas atoms where correlation effects
can be more essential. The electron shell for these excited
states of rare gas atoms is np>(n+1)s, and radiative
transitions np’(n+ 1)s — np® are allowed in the dipole
approximation to the interaction between these atomic states
and the radiation field. But only two of the four states in this
group are resonantly excited states. Below we extract these
states and find the parameters of these radiative transitions.
For this goal we represent the wave function of electrons for
the excited atom in the form

1 1
Z 1 i = J
L "z
mono |l gy m—op m o m M
(2.13)

Here, o1, 02, m — o are the projections of the spin of the
atomic core, the spin of the valence electron and the orbital
momentum of the atomic core onto a given direction,
respectively, j is the total momentum of the atomic core, and
J is the total atomic momentum. Though this expression is
written within the framework of the jj-coupling scheme, it is
valid in the general case too, because the total atomic
momentum J is a quantum number. Dividing the atom into
the atomic core and valence electron, we represent the wave
function of the ground atomic state as a combination of
products of their spin and spatial wave functions. In the
general case this is not correct, but because the electron shell
for the ground atomic state is filled, spins of the valence
electron and atomic core have opposite directions, and the
total spin is zero. This allows one to represent the total wave
function for the ground atomic state as a product of the
spatial and spin wave functions of electrons, that is, the
atomic wave function for the ground state has the form
1

P =g \ﬁ(mm —X-M4) (2.14)
where y, x_, n,,#_ are the spin wave functions of the atomic
core and valence electron with the spin projection +1/2 onto
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a given direction; ¢, is the spatial wave function for the
ground state of an atom which consists of an atomic core and
valence electron. We used above the assumption that the total
spin of the atom in the ground state equals zero. The
probability of radiative transition per unit time is propor-
tional to the square of the matrix element of the atomic dipole
moment operator which does not depend on electron spins.
Hence it is convenient to project the wave function of the
excited state (2.13) onto the spin wave function of the ground
state (2.14). This gives

1 % 1 J % J J
<WJM|®>_7 1 1 1 1
3 M Mig||-3 M+5 M
1 . 1
B O A  F (2.15)
V21D o M e o
2 2112 2

Below we will show that this quantity goes to zero for the
states 1s3 and 1ss. Let us take a quantization axis for the
lowest excited state, lss or [3/2], state, such that the
momentum projection onto this axis is M = 2. Then all the
Clebsch — Gordan coefficients in formula (2.15) except the
last one are equal to zero because their momentum projec-
tions exceed their values, and the matrix element becomes
zero. This results from the symmetry of the wave function.
Indeed, the wave function (2.13) for M = 2 takes the form
¥ = Y, x.n,, ie. the total spin wave function of the
valence electron and atomic core corresponds to their total
spin S = 1, while the spin of the ground atomic state is zero.
For the Is3 or [1/2], state formula (2.15) assumes the form

1 1 1 1
S = - -0
1 2 2 2 2
2 2 2 2
M1 1 1 1
2t sz 2
1 1 1 1
72 9 3z 2 ¢

As is seen, the second term in this expression equals the first
and eliminates it. Thus, the states 1ss and 1s; are metastable
states and dipole radiative transitions from these states to the
ground state are forbidden.

The radiative lifetime of an excited state is inversely
proportional to the square of the matrix element of the
dipole moment operator of the atom:
|2

$~Kmnuv (2.16)

where indices 0, f refer to the ground and the considered
excited states. For the wave function of the ground atomic
state we use formula (2.14), and the wave function of the
lowest excited state with the projection of the total momen-
tum 2 onto a given direction has the form

Vs =y 1404

where V), is the spatial wave function of the core and test
electron with a projection of one of the angular momentum

onto a given direction. As is seen, the matrix element
(Po|D|¥s) = 0 because of the orthogonality of spin wave
functions in accordance with formula (2.15).

Using formula (2.5) for the wave function of the state 1s;3
one finds

1 1
Vo= — Y +—= )
2 \/gllllltn \/gl//l)(+n+

1 1
- % oxn_ — % Wox-ny

and it is seen that the matrix element (¥,|D|¥3) = 0 because
of the orthogonality of spin wave functions of the core and a
test electron. Thus, the states 1ss, 1s3 are metastable and are
characterized by an infinite radiative lifetime with respect to
dipole radiation.

For determination of the radiative lifetimes of the states
1s4 and 1s; we use the wave functions of these states according
to formulas (2.7), (2.8). First we write down the dipole
moment operator of the atom in the form

D= Z(l sin 0, cos ¢, + jsin 0,, sin ¢, + k cos 0,,,)r,,,

where i, j, k are the unit vectors directed along the axes x, y, z,
respectively, and the subscript m corresponds to mth electron
whose spherical coordinates are r,,, 0,,, @,,,. Because the basis
wave functions have the form

Py =VYox My, Q=Y n., @3 =Y ixn-,
we obtain for matrix elements:

(PoIDlgs) = Ci —ij) .

Thus, the rate of the radiative transition is determined by the
amplitude of the wave function @3 entering the wave function
of the excited state. From this we get the ratio of the radiative
lifetimes of the resonantly excited states:

t(lsy) 3 VI+x2—|x]|

_a_ , 2.17
t(Iss) & VI+xZ+]x| @17)

where the parameter x is given by formula (2.11). Table 4
contains the measured radiative lifetimes 7(1s;) and 7(1s4) of
resonantly excited states in rare gas atoms [21, 34], the ratio of
these quantities, and an evaluated ratio of the lifetimes if the
exchange and spin — orbit interactions are taken into account.
Comparison between these values shows their accuracy
within the framework of the assumptions made. Analysis of
the data from Table 4 shows that the measured and calculated
radiative lifetimes of the lower resonantly excited states of
rare gas atoms differ more strongly than the energies of
excited levels. Indeed, the correlation effects are of impor-
tance for radiative atomic parameters that creates an
additional source of error for the atomic model under

Table 4. Radiative lifetimes for lower resonantly excited states of rare gas
atoms.

Atom t(Is2),ns  t(lsg),ns  t(ls2)/t(ls4)  3/c
Ne 1.6 25 16 13
Ar 2.0 10 5 3.8
Kr 3.2 3.5 1.1 1.1
Xe 3.5 3.6 1.0 1.4
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consideration — both for light and heavy atoms. As follows
from the data of Table 4, this error is estimated as ~ 10—20%
with respect to the radiative parameters.

Thus, the analysis of energy levels for the lower excited
electron shell in rare gas atoms and their radiative parameters
demonstrates the general positions of the atomic shell model.
This model, along with the interaction of electrons with the
Coulomb center and Coulomb interaction between electrons,
also includes the exchange interaction between electrons due
to the Pauli exclusion principle and spin — orbit interaction for
valence electrons. In the limiting cases, depending on the ratio
between two last interactions, the LS- or jj-coupling schemes
of momenta are realized. The atomic shell model neglects the
correlation between electrons, which occurs due to the
violation of the one-electron approach. The correlation
between electrons is not significant for the atomic energy
parameters, but it is more essential for radiative atomic
parameters, and becomes of importance for two-electron
and many-electron transitions in atomic particles.

2.4 Correlations between atomic electrons

Thus, in the atomic shell model which uses a one-electron
approach, we encounter two types of errors in atomic
parameters. The first type relates to some relativistic interac-
tions, additional to the spin—orbit interaction of individual
electrons, and the scale of such errors was discussed above.
The second type of error is caused by correlation effects in the
atomic shell model. These effects follow from the one-electron
approach which accounts for the electron correlation due to
the Pauli exclusion principle only.

The character of correlation effects has mostly been
studied for a two-electron atom [5]. For their analysis,
alongside the coordinates of the two electrons ry, r, , the
relative distance between electrons rj; = |r; — 1| is intro-
duced into the consideration. In combination with the
variational principle for the ground and lower excited states
of a two-electron atom, the introduction of ry, into the trial
wave function of electrons allows one to improve the accuracy
of the variational method for the atomic energy by taking into
account the correlation effects [26, 27, 35, 36]. In particular,
usage of the trial wave function for the ground state of the
helium atom, which includes the distance between electrons
r12 and uses 1024 varying parameters [37], allows one to
account for the correlation effects there with a high accuracy.
The other method of such a type introduces the relative
distance between electrons in the Schrédinger equation [38],
and this allows one to account for the correlation effects in a
more compact way. The use of 52 varying parameters for the
ground state of the helium atom within the framework of this
approach [39] provides the same accuracy for correlation
effects as the above-mentioned calculation with 1024 varying
parameters.

The above analysis of radiative parameters of rare gas
atoms testifies to the error arising from neglecting the
correlation effects. But for two-electron transitions the
correlation effects are principle. The analysis of autoionizing
states with two excited electrons shows the molecule-like
character of electron correlations [40—45]. This provided the
basis for the configuration interaction method [46—49] which
also suits stable two-electron atoms and allows one to
calculate various parameters, such as the atomic energies,
oscillator strengths, and quadrupole momenta, accounting
for the electron correlations. Other methods exist for this goal
[49], but we will not consider them, because our task is only to

Table 5. Square of the overlap integral |(¥c;|Wyr)|* for the Hartree—
Fock wave function ¥yr and the wave function ¥¢; of the configuration
interaction method for alkali-earth atoms [50, 51].

Atom Be Be Be Be Be Be Be
Shell 2¢2  2s2p 2s2p 2s3s  2s3s  2p>  2p?
Term N p 'p 3S N 'D 3p
}(‘I’Cl [Pur) {2 0.89 099 092 097 095 0.72 0.99
Atom Mg Mg Mg Mg Mg Mg Mg
Shell 3s? 3s3p  3s3p  3s4s  3s4s  3s3d  3p?
Term S 3p p 3S 1S 'D 3p
(il Pur)| 0.92 098 093 096 092 065 098
Atom Ca Ca Ca Ca Ca Ca Ca
Shell 452 d4sdp 4s3d  4sdp  4s5s 4s5s 4p?
Term 'S p 'D 'p 3S 'S 3P
|(Per | Pue) | 092 096 085 085 096 092 0.88
Atom Sr Sr Sr Sr Sr Sr Sr
Shell 5s2 5s5p  S5s4d  5s5p  5s6s  Sp? 5s6s
Term IS p 'D p 3S P IS
|(¥or| W) | 092 093 083 068 072 057 0.59
Atom Ba Ba Ba Ba Ba Ba Ba
Shell 652 6s5d  6s6p 6s6p 5d>  5d>  6s7s
Term 'S 'D 3p p 3p IS 3S
(Yo Pue) [ 092 088 089 053 083 076 092

estimate corrections to the energies and interaction potentials
of atomic particles due to the correlations between electrons.
The quantitative characteristic of corrections due to electron
correlations is the overlap integral for the Hartree—Fock
wave function Yyp which corresponds to the one-electron
approach and the wave function ¥Y¢; of the configuration
interaction method that accounts for electron correlations.
These overlap integrals are given in Table 5 for some states of
alkali-earth atoms with two excited electrons [50, 51].

The development of the atomic shell model was simulta-
neous with the creation of quantum mechanics [52—54]. This
model includes the basic features of the behavior of bound
electrons which are located in the field of the nuclear
Coulomb center. The atomic shell model allowed one to
check the postulates of quantum mechanics. As a model, the
atomic shell model leads to errors of two types for atomic
parameters, those due to correlations of electrons and those
owing to relativistic interactions, additional to the spin—orbit
interactions for individual electrons. As follows from the
above analysis, these errors are not essential if we determine
the positions of atomic energy levels in light atoms. In the case
of energy parameters of heavy atoms and radiative atomic
parameters these errors may be significant.

3. Wave function of valence electrons

3.1 Fractional parentage scheme of the atom
The atomic shell model corresponds to a one-electron
description of the atom. Then the wave function of atomic
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electrons is a combination of products of one-electron wave
functions. This combination takes into account the symme-
try of the electron wave function with respect to permutation
of electrons. In reality, the radial symmetry of atomic fields
and the character of addition of momenta of individual
electrons to the total atomic momenta simplifies the
construction of the atomic wave function. Our task is now
to construct the atomic wave function by extraction of one
valence electron from the total wave function of electrons,
which is made on the basis of the fractional parentage
scheme of the atom [1, 3, 55]. The connection between the
total wave function of electrons and the wave function of a
test valence electron is more complicated if the relativistic
interactions are small and the atom has a higher symmetry.
This connection within the framework of the LS-coupling
scheme takes the form [1, 3, 55]
lPLSMLMS(ly 2, e 7I’l) = \/L_ P Z G,ﬁ,‘s(le,n) :

n Imsmgpo
A S
e Py N
D) (2,21 1).
[ﬂ m ML:| |:§_ m, MS:|I//leé;w() /.911\( l’l)

(3.1)

Here, n is the number of valence electrons, the operator P
transposes positions and spins of a test electron, which is
described by the argument 1, and other valence electrons, L,
S, M|, Mg are the quantum numbers of the atom, /, s, m, my
are the quantum numbers of the atomic core, /., %, 1, o are the
quantum numbers of an extracted valence electron, and
GES(l,n) is the fractional parentage coefficient or the
Racah coefficient [1, 3] which is responsible for the connec-
tion of an extracting electron with the atomic core in the
formation of the atom. It is of importance that the removal of
one valence electron from the atom leaves a finite number of
states for the atomic core. Table 6 lists the magnitudes of
fractional parentage coefficients for s- and p-electron shells
[1, 3, 21, 55]. In the cases of d- and f-electrons, several
different states of the atom can be characterized by the same
values of L and S. In order to distinguish them, one more

Table 6. Fractional parentage coefficients for valence s- and p-electron
shells. The electron shells of the atom and atomic core are indicated along
with their electronic terms.

Electron shell Electron shell

LS GLS
Atom  Atomic core fs Atom  Atomic core ls
s®S)  ('S) 1 p’P)  p*('S) V2/3
s2(1S)  s(*S) 1 p*CP)  p(*S) -1/V3
pCP)  ('S) 1 p’(D) V3/12
p’CP)  p(P) 1 p’CP) -1/2
p*('D) p(P) 1 p*('D) p*(*S) 0
p*('S)  p(*P) 1 p’(D) 3/4
p’(*S)  p’CP) 1 p’(P) -1/2
p*('D) 0 p*(’S)  p*(*S) 0
p*('S) 0 p*(D) 0
p*CD) p*CP) 1/V2 p*CP) 1
p*('D) —-1/V2  p’®P) p*CP) 3/5
p*('S) 0 p*('D) 1/V3
pCP)  p*CP) -1/V2 p*('S) 1/V15
p*('D) —/5/18 p%'S) p°(P) 1

quantum number v, the state seniority, is introduced [5, 56].
Below we will be guided by s- and p-valence electrons and
exclude the seniority parameter from consideration.

The fractional parentage coefficients satisfy the condition
which follows from the normalization of the wave function:

>G5 (eym )] = 1.

Isv

(3.2)

Thenumber of electrons in a filled electron shell is equal to
4[, + 2. From the symmetry between electrons and holes, the
analogy follows between the case of removal of one vacancy
from a shell containing n+ 1 vacancies and 4/ +3 —n
electrons, and the case of removal of one electron from the
shell containing n electrons. This correspondence is expressed
by the formula

GLS(le,I’l) _ (_1)L+/+S+s—lc—1/2

n(2s + 1)(21 4 1) 12

Ls B
(4l +3—-n)2S+1)(2L +1) G (leydle +3 —n).

(3.3)

The mathematical formalism based on the Clebsch—Gordan
coefficients and the fractional parentage coefficients occupies
a central place in the theory of atoms. This formalism allows
one to take into account the symmetry of atomic particles
when analyzing their properties.

In the jj-coupling case, the fractional parentage scheme is
simpler. Indeed, in the case of the LS-coupling scheme, an
atomic state is characterized by the quantum numbers L, M,
S, Mg in neglecting relativistic interactions, and the fractional
parentage scheme includes 11 quantum numbers: L, My, S,
M for the atom, /, m, s, m, for an ion, and /., m, ¢ for a test
electron. In the case of the jj-coupling scheme, these quantum
numbers are the total momenta of the atom, ion, electron and
their projections onto the quantization axis. Hence, in this
case instead of formula (3.1) we arrive at

il [
Nn) =—

\/ﬁ J'M;im; m;j My My
X

jmi(l)'I’Jer,(2, . 7I’l)

P, (1,2, ...

(3.4)

that means the ion and electron momenta are composed to the
total atomic momentum within the framework of a given
electron shell of the atom. Here, jm;, J'M;:,, JM; are the
quantum numbers of the electron, the atomic core, and the
atom, which include the total atomic momentum and its
projection onto the selected direction. Thus, a decrease in
the atomic symmetry lowers the complexity of the atomic
fractional parentage scheme.

3.2 Asymptotic behavior of atomic wave functions

The atomic fractional parentage scheme allows one to extract
one valence electron from an electron shell consisting of
several identical electrons. This is of importance for one-
electron atomic parameters, including the ion—atom
exchange interaction at large separations, which is deter-
mined by the transition of one valence electron from one
core to another. This interaction is determined by the
positions of a valence electron far from the core, and we
shall find below the asymptotic expression for the wave
function of a valence electron at large distances from the
core. Within the framework of the one-electron approxima-
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tion, we represent the wave function of a given electron with
quantum numbers /m % ¢ in the following form

wlm%a = R[(l‘) Y/m(97 (P)er ’ (35)
where R/(r) is the radial wave function, Y;,(60,¢) is the
electron angular wave function, y, is the electron spin
function, and r,0, ¢ are the spherical coordinates of this
electron. In the course of removal of an electron from the
atom, only the radial wave function varies. Hence, below we
concentrate our attention on the radial electron wave
function and find its asymptotic expression. Because at large
distances from the atom an exchange interaction of electrons
in the atom is not essential, we neglect this effect. Next, the
self-consistent field potential far from the atom coincides with
the Coulomb field of the atomic core. Thus, the Schrodinger
equation for the radial function of a test valence electron
located far from the core has the form

d? 27

1
22 ¢ e _ 22
e (rR;) + |2¢ p +

(1+1)
1,2

Ri(r)=0, (3.6)

where Z is the core charge. Introducing the electron energy by
the relation ¢ = —1 = —y?/2, where I is the atomic ionization
potential, we obtain the asymptotic solution of this equation
at large r:

Ri(r) = Ar?/1 exp(=ry), m>1, m*>Z. (37)

We consider below the asymptotic behavior of valence
electrons in atoms (Z = 1) and negative ions (Z = 0). The
asymptotic coefficient A4 is determined by the electron
behavior in an internal atomic region where the electron
considered is located and formula (3.7) is violated. This
coefficient can be obtained by comparison of the asymptotic
wave function (3.7) with that at middle distances from the
nucleus. Indeed, numerical methods of solution of the
Schrédinger equation enable us to determine the electron
wave function in a region where electrons are mostly located.
Such a solution gives rise to an error at large distances from
the nucleus, because these electron positions give a small
contribution to the atomic energy. An increase in the
accuracy of the electron wave function makes it correct over
a wider range of electron distances from the center. Then
there is a range of distances of a test valence electron from the
center where, on the one hand, the asymptotic expression
(3.7) is valid and, on the other hand, a numerical wave
function is correct. Comparing the wave functions in this
region, one can find the parameter 4. Table 7 contains
recommended asymptotic parameters for the wave function
of valence electrons in atoms [21], which were obtained on the
basis of numerical calculations [57, 58] for the wave functions.
These parameters are contained in formula (3.7) for the
asymptotic expression of the radial wave function of a
valence electron.

Note that if the Coulomb interaction of an electron with
the atomic core takes place in the basic region of electron
location, i.e. normalization of the wave function is deter-
mined by this range of distances from the core, we have the
following expression for the asymptotic coefficient of a
valence s-electron [14, 21, 59]:

e ”/3/2(2“/)]/7 (3:8)

Fify) '

Table 7. Asymptotic parameters of valence electrons.

Atom Shell y A Atom Shell y A
(state) (state)

He ('S) 1s? 1.344 2.9 Ge (°P) 4p? 0.762 1.3
Li (3S) 2s 0.630 0.82 As (*S) 4p3 0.850 1.6
Be ('S) 252 0.828 1.6 Se (°P) 4p* 0.847 1.5
B (°P) 2p 0.781 0.88 Br (°P) 4p> 0932 1.8
C(P) 2p? 0910 1.3 Kr ('S) 4p® 1.014 2.1
N (*S) 2p3 1.034 1.5 Rb (3S) Ss 0.554 0.48
O (°P) 2p* 1.000 1.3 Sr ('S) 552 0.647 0.86
F (°P) 2p> 1.132 1.6 Ag (°S) Ss 0.746 1.2
Ne ('S) 2p® 1.259 1.8 Cd ('S) 552 0.813 1.6
Na (%S) 3s 0.615 0.74 In (?P) Sp 0.652 0.58
Mg ('S) 3s? 0.750 1.3 Sn (°P) 5p? 0.735 1.0
Al (?P) 3p 0.663 0.61 Sb (4S) 5p? 0.797 1.7
Si (°P) 3p? 0.774 1.1 Te (°P) 5p* 0.814 1.6
P (*S) 3p? 0.878 1.6 1(°P) 5p° 0.876 1.9
S (P) 3p* 0.873 1.1 Xe ('S) 5p° 0944 22
C1 (°P) 3p® 0976 1.8 Cs (*S) 6s 0.535 0.41
Ar ('S) 3p® 1.076 2.0 Ba ('S) 6s2 0.619 0.78
K (*S) 4s 0.565 0.52 Au (S) 6s 0.823 1.6
Ca('S) 4s? 0.670 0.95 Hg('S) 652 0.876 1.9
Cu (S) 4s 0.754 1.3 TI (P) 6p 0.670 0.55
Zn ('S) 4s? 0.831 1.7 Pb (°P) 6p? 0.738 1.1
Ga (°P) 4p 0.664 0.60 Bi (*S) 6p? 0.732 14

This expression can also be used for the p-electron as an upper
limit for the asymptotic coefficient.

3.3 Determination of the asymptotic coefficient

We now demonstrate the method of determining the
asymptotic coefficient 4 using the example of the helium
atom in the ground state. This analysis permits us to estimate
the reliability of this information. As a basis we use the one-
electron wave functions which depend only on electron
distances from the nuclei and follow from the variational
principle. The simplest electron wave function has the
hydrogen-like form

6
Zeff

C= 2

¥ (r1, 1) = Cexp[—Zerr(ri +12)] ,

)

where ry, r, are the distances of the electrons from the nucleus,
and Z.r = 27/16 follows from the variational principle for
the helium atom in the ground state. Then the electron density
p(r) which is normalized by the relation

J p(r)r*dr=2,
0

at a large distance r from the center is written as
o 2
p(r) = 2J ’Y’(rl,r)’ r% dry = SZsffexp(—ZZeffr)
0

= 38.4exp(—3.375r) .

We compare this quantity with the asymptotic density which
according to formula (3.7) has the form

p(r) = 2427 exp(—2.687r) .

The comparison gives for the asymptotic coefficient:

A2(r) = 19.2r"5 exp(—0.688r) . (3.9)

Note that this wave function, which follows from the
variational principle, leads to the ionization potential
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I =23.06 eV instead of the accurate value 24.56 eV. If we use
the trial wave function in the form

Y(r,r) = C[exp(focrl — pra) —exp(—pr1 — ocrz)} ,

then we obtain from the variational principle: « = 1.189,
p = 2.183[23, 31] and the ionization potential is / = 23.83 eV
that is closer to the accurate value. This gives for the electron
density far from the atomic center:

-1

0=+ 5 o )

" {exp(—mr) 16 exp[— (o + B)r] N exp(—2pr)
B (o + )’ @

= 3.817exp(—2.3787) + 16.57 exp(—3.372r)

+ 23.62 exp(—4.366r) ,

and the asymptotic coefficient squared is equal to

A*(r) = r®"[1.908 exp(0.309r) + 8.286 exp(—0.6857)
+ 11.81 exp(—1.679r)] . (3.10)

The variation of the asymptotic coefficient over the range
under consideration gives an estimate of its accuracy. One
more method to evaluate the accuracy relates to the use of the
next terms in the expansion of the wave function (3.7) in a
small parameter 1/r. In particular, in the helium case we now
obtain for the asymptotic coefficient:

i 45 3.11
' 140.095/r (311)
where the subscript indicates an approach to the asymptotic
wave function, and the quantity 4, was calculated above.
From these results one can find a range of distances where
the function A4(r) weakly varies with r (see Fig. 3). This takes
place near the minimum of A(r), which occurs at r = 1.65 for
Ao(r) and r = 1.55 for A, (r). Function (3.9) has a maximum
atr = 0.75. From this analysis it follows that the simple wave
function leads to a significant error. Indeed, taking the region
r = 0.4—2.6, we find that the asymptotic coefficient accord-
ing to formula (3.10) is 4 = 2.98 +0.05 in this range, and

4 ¥
He

31 F
30 tox

3.10 y

/(/\)° g
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Figure 3. Determination of the asymptotic coefficient 4 of the electron
wave function for the helium atom on the basis of formulas (3.9)—(3.11).

according to formula (3.11) it is 4 = 2.87 +0.07, so that on
the basis of these data we obtain

A=29+0.1. (3.12)

Formula (3.9) gives A = 2.8 4+ 0.3 in this range, i.e. the use of
a simple wave function increases the error several times. This
example shows that the identical wave functions of the same
valence electrons lead to a significant error.

It is clear that an error in the Hartree—Fock wave
functions is transferred to the asymptotic coefficient A.
Next, the use of the simplified versions of the Hartree — Fock
wave functions increases the error in the asymptotic coeffi-
cient, which is found on the basis of such wave functions as
was demonstrated for the helium atom. In particular, the
standard exponential approximation for one-electron wave
functions [57, 58, 60] is accompanied by a significant error in
the asymptotic coefficient. Moreover, for such wave func-
tions the above method of determination of the asymptotic
coefficient can lead to a monotonic dependence A(r) that
hampers the extraction of a range of distances r suitable for
determining the asymptotic coefficient and its error by
comparison of the asymptotic and approximated wave
functions. This is true for the above-discussed helium case.

3.4 Asymptotic wave function of electrons in a negative
ion
Negative ions are the bound states of electrons with neutral
atomic particles [61, 62]. The binding energy of a valence
electron is called the electron affinity of an atom or molecule
and is denoted EA. The asymptotic expression for the wave
function of a valence electron in a negative ion according to
Eqn (3.7)is
A

R(r) = — exp(—ry), (3.13)
where y = v2EA. Note that the atoms with filled electron
shells, as atoms of alkali-earth metals and atoms of rare gases,
do not usually form negative ions. Most elements have only
one state of the negative ion, and stable negative ions of
elements of group IV of the periodic table can be found in
three different electronic states. Figure 4 contains informa-
tion about the electron affinity of the atoms. The basic data of
this figure are taken from Ref. [63], and the data of Refs [64 —
69] are also included in Fig. 4. The accuracy of the data is such
that the error is one or several units in the last significant
figure. The word ‘absent’ is used in the cases where a stable
atomic negative ion does not exist. Notice that the most
accurate contemporary method to measure the EA is based
on determination of the threshold of electron photodetach-
ment from negative ions by laser radiation. Schematically,
this method has two versions. In the first case, a beam of
negative ions is irradiated by a tuned laser, and the threshold
photon energy for this process is found. In the second case,
the laser frequency is fixed and the distribution of released
electrons over kinetic energy is measured, so that the
maximum kinetic energy for a given direction of motion is
detected. These methods of determining the threshold of the
photodetachment process are joined with taking into account
additional factors which improve the accuracy of the results.
In particular, the threshold form of the photodetachment
cross section is used and the wavelength for the photodetach-
ment threshold is compared with the known wavelengths of
resonant radiative transitions in atoms. Such a calibration
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allows one to improve the accuracy of the threshold
wavelength. As a result, the laser method provides a high
accuracy for the electron affinities obtained, and other
methods for determination of electron affinities can compete
with the laser method only in the case of complex molecules.

The asymptotic coefficient for the wave function of a
valence electron in a negative ion can be found by means of
the standard method which was described in the previous
section. We now do this operation for the hydrogen negative
ion where two bound electrons are located in the proton
Coulomb field. Take the Chandrasekhar wave function of
electrons [65]:

Y(ri,rm) = C[exp(—ocrl — Ppra) —exp(—pr1 — arz)}

x (1+clry — 1), (3.14)
and the variational principle gives the following parameters
of this wave function: o = 1.039, = 0.283, ¢ = 0 for the two-
parameter form of the wave function, and o« = 1.075,
p =0.478, c = 0.312 if we use three parameters. The electron
affinity of the hydrogen atom is 0.367 eV in the first case and
0.705 eV in the second one, instead of the accurate value
0.754 eV.

Repeating the operations of the previous section, we
obtain for the asymptotic coefficient squared:

A*(r) = r*[0.0695 exp(—0.096r) + 0.540 exp(—0.852r)
+ 3.44 exp(—1.608r)] (3.15)

in the first case, and

A*(r) = r*[(0.102 4 0.0411r 4 0.0064r%) exp(—0.486r)
+ (0.660 + 0.218r + 0.03417%) exp(—1.063r)
+(2.20 + 0.4687 + 0.0729*) exp(—1.68r)]  (3.16)

in the second. Figure 5 depicts the asymptotic coefficients
obtained on the basis of these formulas. As a result, we have
A=1.07+0.03 on the basis of formula (3.15), and
A=1.19+0.01 if we use formula (3.16) and r ranges in
both cases from 2 up to 5. Here, the statistical error is
indicated only, and the real accuracy of this asymptotic
coefficient is worse. Nevertheless, the accuracy of the

1.2 + Rt o4
y N e,
+ (3.16) + o4
+
+ . '
1.1 .
+ ° ® ° .
* . (3.15) o
"/
+
1.0 | | | |
1 2 3 4 5 ra

Figure 5. Determination of the asymptotic coefficient 4 of the electron
wave function for the hydrogen negative ion on the basis of formulas (3.16)
and (3.15).

asymptotic coefficient for a negative ion is usually better
than that for an atom because of the absence of interaction of
a weakly bound electron with its core outside the atom. Both
formulas (3.15) and (3.16) give for the asymptotic coefficient
A =1.13+0.06 in the range r = 2—5.

For determination of the asymptotic coefficient one can
fall back on that the electron affinity of atoms is relatively
small. This means that an atomic size is small compared to the
size of the negative ion. Then expression (3.13) is valid in the
basic region of electron location, and from the normalization
condition of the electron wave function we have

A=1/2y.

This is a rough approximation because the atomic region
gives a contribution to the normalization integral. One can
improve the correctness of this relation using additional
information from the scattering of a slow electron by the
atom. Indeed, let us consider the finite radius model for the
electron—atom interaction, so that the wave function of a
weakly bound electron equals zero for r < ry, where ry is the
effective atomic radius. Because the interaction of a valence
electron with the atom is absent for r > rg, the solution of the
Schrédinger equation for r > rg is given by formula (3.13),
and from the normalization of this wave function we have

A= /2y exp(yro) -

(3.17)

(3.18)

As is seen, this effect must be taken into account even for
small values of the parameter yr.

For determination of the parameter ry one can apply to
the identical behavior of a free and bound electron outside the
atom near its boundary. Indeed, the wave function of a slow
free s-electron outside the coverage of an atomic field takes
the form [4, 71]

1 .
R,(r) = - sin(gr — dy) ,

where ¢ is the electron wave vector, r is the electron distance
from the atom, and the scattering phase of s-electron Jy is
equal to §9 = —Lgq at a small electron wave vector, where L is
the scattering length for a slow electron on the atom. This
relation is valid for a slow electron ¢ < 1 and is the definition
of the scattering length L. As follows, the logarithmic
derivative of this wave function on the atomic surface is

dIn[rR(r)] ‘ 1

= 3.19
dr . rg—L" (3.19)

and the logarithmic derivative of a bound electron wave
function on the atomic surface according to formula (3.13)
is equal to

dIn[rR,(r)]

< (3.20)

Because inside an atom and in the vicinity of its boundary the
behavior of free and bound electrons is identical, the
logarithmic derivatives of their wave functions coincide on
the atomic boundary, giving [72]

1
l‘()ZLf—.

; (3.21)
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In particular, in the case of the hydrogen negative ion we have
L =158, y=0.235, so that ry = 1.55, and according to
formula (3.18) we have 4 = 1.0 in rough accordance with
the above result.

This finite radius model of an atom accounts for the
exchange interaction of a free or weakly bound electron with
internal electrons. This interaction acts inside the atom only,
while the polarization electron—atom interaction can be of
importance far from the atom. The polarization interaction
determines the expansion of the cross section of electron—
atom scattering at small electron energies [73]. We now
account for the influence of the polarization interaction with
the atom on the wave function of a weakly bound s-electron
on the basis of the method of Ref. [74] and the role of the
polarization interaction for the asymptotic coefficient of the
weakly bound electron in negative ions. The radial wave

function of this electron satisfies the Schrodinger equation
d? o,
2 [FR(r)] + Pk rR(r) =0, (3.22)

where o is the atomic polarizability. This wave function
satisfies the boundary condition

dIn[rR(r)]
dr

1
—. 3.23
I (3.23)

Introducing a reduced variable x = r(yz/oc)l/ 4 and the
small parameter f§ = (ocyz)l/ 4 of the perturbation theory, we
rewrite the above Schrodinger equation in the form

dqu 2 1
— ——1 =0
2 h (x4 )qo ;

where ¢ = rR(r). Taking into account § < 1 and following
paper [74], we use the perturbation operator of the perturba-
tion theory in the form

_ﬁza x<17

Then the Schrodinger equation in the zero approximation is
given by

2o B
dx2+g(p:0’ x=<1,
d%e
@—[F@:o, x=>1. (3.24)
This equation has the following solutions [74]

e (B

¢ =Cxsin([=4+0), x<I1,
x

@ = Aexp(—fx), x=1. (3.25)

and in the case x > 1 this electron wave function coincides
with that of formula (3.13).

The phase ¢ in expression (3.25) of the wave function can
be determined from the behavior of a free electron under the
assumption that in the region of action of an atomic field the
wave functions of free and weakly bound electrons are
identical. The wave function of a free electron outside the

atom is

@ =const(r—L), (3.26)
where L is the electron scattering length. The wave function of
a slow electron outside the atom satisfies the Schrodinger
equation

d’¢ o

L =0
dr? + a9 ’

and its solution is given by formula (3.25):

e (B
(p7stm(x+5 .

This function is transformed into ¢ = C(f + dx) at large
x> B, that is r > \/o. Comparing this expression for the
electron wave function with that of formula (3.26), we find for
the phase ¢ in formula (3.25):

(3.27)

In principle, the solution of the Schrédinger equation
allows us to connect the values L, y, « by equalizing the
logarithmic derivatives of the wave functions (3.25) at x = 1.
This operation holds true for f < 1, when the polarization
interaction is relatively weak in the basic region of location of
a weakly bound electron. As a result, we obtain

B

tan(f +9) = e

(3.28)

Comparing the solution of this equation with formula (3.27),
one can find the electron scattering length

-1
L:ﬁ{y(l —%arctan lfﬁ)} .

In the limit §# — 0 this gives L = 1/y, as we have from formula
(3.21) forry = 0.

Table 8 contains the parameters of alkali metal atoms: the
polarizability [75] and the scattering length L [71] if the total
electron and atomic spin is zero, and also the scattering length
calculated on the basis of formula (3.29) under the assump-
tion that § < 1 and the polarization interaction acts on the
weakly bound electron and atom outside the atomic bound-
ary. The comparison between the electron scattering lengths
of Table 8 shows that this model is not true. Moreover, this
model cannot explain that the scattering length becomes
negative for heavy alkali metal atoms. This contradiction

(3.29)

Table 8. Parameters of alkali metal atoms and their interaction with
electrons.

Ton y L o p L 7 A
(state) [formula [formulas
(3.29)] (3.18), (3.30)]

H-(1'S) 0.235 58 45 0.706 6.8 1.5 1.0

Li~(2'S) 0.213 3.6 162 1.65 12 39 15
Na~(3'S) 0.201 4.2 162 1.60 12 42 1.5

K~(4'S) 0.192 04 290 1.81 14 52 1.7
Rb~(5'S) 0.189 (—1.8) 320 1.84 14 56 1.8

Cs(6'S) 0.188 —4.0 400 194 15 63 20
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for the electron scattering lengths is not connected with a
simplified solution of equation (3.22). The main reason is that
the polarization interaction is formed at large distances, and
another character of interaction takes place in the region of a
weakly bound electron.

Taking things altogether, we neglect the interaction
between a weakly bound electron and a residual atom in a
negative ion outside the atom. We assume that the weakly
bound electron cannot penetrate inside the atom due to the
exchange interaction with internal electrons. Then we use the
finite radius model for determining the asymptotic coefficient
of a weakly bound electron, and the asymptotic coefficient is
given by formula (3.18) with ryp =7, where 7 is the mean
atomic radius. Table 8 contains values of this parameter [21]
for alkali metal atoms and also the asymptotic coefficient of
their negative ions, which are calculated in this way.

Thus, from the above analysis we obtained that the wave
function of valence electrons in the atom on neglecting
relativistic interactions is determined by the fractional
parentage scheme, and the behavior of a weakly bound
valence electron far from the atomic core is described by its
binding energy and the asymptotic coefficient which char-
acterizes the amplitude of the electron wave function far from
the core. The asymptotic coefficient in turn is determined by
the exchange interaction of this electron with electrons of the
core, which results in electron repulsion from the core.

4. Ion—atom exchange interaction

4.1 Exchange interaction between the ion
and parent one-electron atom at large separations
The exchange interaction potential of atomic particles is
determined by the overlapping of the electron wave functions
which reside on different atomic centers. Below we determine
the exchange interaction potential of an ion with the parent
atom, which is connected with the transition of a valence
electron from the field of one ion to the field of another, and
the nature of this interaction is illustrated in Fig. 6. We first
consider the case when the valence electron is found in an s-
state so that the system has two states composed from states
related to location of the electron in the field of the first and
second ion (see Fig. 6).

Let us denote the electron wave function centered on the
first nucleus by ¥, and the wave function centered on the
second nucleus by y,. The electron Hamiltonian has the

¥y

D

o)
&
1

Figure 6. Electron in the field of two identical centers. Reflection in the
symmetry plane corresponds to the transformation ¥, — V5, ¥, — ;.
This yields the eigenfunctions of the system, so that the even electron wave
function which retains its sign under reflection is , = (; +,)/Vv2, and
the odd wave function is ¥, = (¥, — ¥,)/V2.

form

. 1 1
H= _§A+ Vir) + V() +=.

= (4.1)

Here, R is the distance between atomic cores, ry, i, are the
distances of the electron from the corresponding nucleus, V(r)
is the electron —ion interaction potential, and far from the ion
this potential is the Coulomb one: V(r) = —1/r. We use the
symmetry of the problem, so that the symmetry plane is
perpendicular to the line joining the nuclei and bisects it, and
the electron reflection with respect to this plane conserves the
electron Hamiltonian. Hence, the electron eigenstates can be
divided into even and odd ones, depending on whether their
wave functions conserve or change their sign as a result of
reflection with respect to the symmetry plane. Evidently, at
large separations these wave functions are the following
compositions of ; and ¥, which correspond to the location
of the electron in the field of the corresponding atomic core:

wg:%(wlwz), wu:\/%wl—wz).

These wave functions are appropriate to the interacting ion
and atom and satisfy the Schrédinger equations

lebg = Sgl//gv lebu = Sul//u I

(4.2)

(4.3)

where & (R), &,(R) are the energy eigenvalues of these states.
We define the exchange interaction potential in this case as

A(R) = &g(R) — &u(R). (4.4)

In order to determine this quantity at large distances
between nuclei, we apply to the following method [76]. Let
us multiply the first equation (4.3) by ,, the second equation
by 1//;, take the difference of the obtained equations and
integrate the result over the volume Q which is a half-space
bounded by the symmetry plane. Since the distance between
the nuclei is large, the wave function ¥, is zero inside this
volume and the wave function y/, is zero outside this volume.
Hence one obtains

1
*odr ==
|, v ar =3

and the relation desired takes the form

&g(R) ; &u(R) - %JQ (1//gAl//g - lPuAl//u) dr

[ (g ) as,

where S is the symmetry plane which restricts the integration
region; we use relations (4.2) with real wave functions, and the
z-axis joins the nuclei. Take the origin of the coordinate
system in the center of the line joining the nuclei. Since the
electron is found in the s-state in the field of each atomic core,
its wave functions in this coordinate system can be repre-
sented in the form

2
wl—w( (:+3) +p2>,

2
1/12:!//( (:-3) +p2>,

(4.5)
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where p is the distance from the axis in the direction
perpendicular to it. Since ds = 2npdp, we have from the
above relation [76]:

eg(R) — &u(R) = EO 2mpdp {l//( <z—§>2 +p2>
x%¢< <2+§>2+p2>—l//< <z+§>2+p2>
()]
— RREO dp? a% l//z(\/RTz—i-pZ) = Ry’ (g) . (4.6)

In the course of the preparation of this formula we used the
obvious relation

LE )i 7)

Now let us connect the molecular wave function v (r) of
the s-electron with the atomic one y,, which is given by
formula (3.7) at large electron distances from the atomic core
and is determined by the Schrédinger equation

1 9 1 72
) m(”//at) 7 Y = ) Wat s

where y2/2 is the electron binding energy. The solution of this
equation is given by formula (3.7):

W (r) = Ar'/ exp(=ry).

Take the molecular wave function in the form yY(r) =
7)Y, (r) and compare the Schréodinger equations for
molecular and atomic wave functions near the axis and far
from nuclei, where one can use the asymptotic form of the
interaction potential V(r) = —1/r in formula (4.1) for the
electron Hamiltonian. So, we have from the Schroédinger
equation for i on neglecting the second derivative of y near
the axis:

Oy 1 1

Solving this equation, we connect the molecular wave
function of the s-electron near the axis with the atomic wave
function that allows us to express the ion—atom exchange
interaction potential through asymptotic parameters of the
valence s-electron in the atom [13]:

1
A= A’R*"Lexp <—Ry — —) .

. (4.7

In particular, this formula yields for the exchange interaction
potential of the proton and hydrogen atom in the ground
state [4, 77]:

4
A=- Rexp(—R).
e

Formula (4.7) shows the asymptotic expression for the
exchange interaction potential of a one-electron atom with a

valence s-electron and its atomic core. The criterion of
validity of this formula has the form

Ry>1, Ry’>1. (4.8)

Formula (4.7) admits a generalization. Consider the
interaction of a one-electron atom with the parent ion for an
electron angular momentum / and its projection x onto the
molecular axis. Then the electron wave function is
Y(r) = Y,(0,9)@(r), where r,0, ¢ are the spherical coordi-
nates of the electron if its center coincides with the
corresponding nucleus, and the z-axis is directed along the
molecular axis. In determination of the exchange interaction
potential we may draw on the preparation of formula (4.7) for
the s-electron and would have to make changes in the
integration over dp. Then we arrive at

o0 2
A~ L 1Y,,(0,0) 9*(r)pdp

where r = \/R?/4 + p? is the distance from each nucleus for
the electron located in the symmetry plane. Since
&(r) ~exp(—yr), the integral converges at small p
(p ~ /R/y < R) (see also Fig. 7). Then one finds

o0-ofZ)en( %)

This corresponds to small angles 6 =2p/r, and since
Y, (0, ¢) ~ 0" for 8 < 1, we have

* 2Vp2 Yll(07 O)
4, = Ao JO exp (— T) ’ ’T

2 2u

2p

dyp
L]
R P,

R

where A4 is the exchange interaction potential defined by
formula (4.7) in the case of zero angular momentum of the
valence electron which has the same radial wave function.
Since the exchange interaction potential does not depend on
the sign of p, we take the momentum projection to be positive.
Thus, we find for the exchange interaction potential of a one-
electron atom with the parent ion [10, 14]:

Q1+ 1)1 + p)!
(1= ! 2p)"

! 1
A, = A2RY ™" lexp (—Ry - —)

. (4.9)
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4 \
T4
/ TN | N\
1] | T
\C R | | X 7 7
y ) ! ;;/
1 |

Figure 7. Electron regions which determine the exchange interaction
potential of the ion and its parent atom at large distances between nuclei.
1, 2 are internal regions of the atoms where the electrons are located; 3, 4
are regions where the asymptotic expressions for the atomic wave
functions are valid; 5 is the region where the quasi-classical approach is
valid for valence electrons (it is restricted by the dotted line); 6 is the region
which gives the main contribution to the exchange interaction potential of
these atomic species. Since the volume of region 6 is of the order of R?,
where Ris the distance between nuclei, and regions /, 2 occupy a volume of
the order of the atomic value, on the basis of the asymptotic data for
atomic wave functions one can evaluate the exchange interaction potential
with an accuracy of the order of 1/R?>.
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In this way for the case of structureless cores and nonzero
electron momentum, the ion—atom exchange interaction
potential is characterized by the electron momentum projec-

tion m onto the molecular axis and is given by [10, 14, 78, 79]
21+ 1)(/ !

Alm = AO ( i )( * |}/n|)‘m| ) (410)
(I = [m|)![m]!(Ry)

where / is the electron orbital momentum, and 4, is the
exchange interaction potential of the s-electron with the same
asymptotic radial wave function (3.7) of the transiting
electron. From this follows the ratio of the exchange
interaction potential in the case of transition of a p-electron
with one momentum projection to that with another projec-
tion:

An(R) _ 2
Ap(R) Ry’

(4.11)

This ratio is small at large separations. Formula (4.11)
describes the ion—atom exchange interaction potential if the
atom has one valence electron at large separations according
to the criterion (4.8). This interaction potential is determined
by the overlapping of electron wave functions which
correspond to the location of the electron in the field of the
first and second cores (see Fig. 7). According to the criterion
(4.8), this formula is not suitable for highly excited atoms and
relates to the ground and lower excited atomic states.

4.2 Ton—atom exchange interaction for light atoms

In the case of light atoms one can neglect relativistic
interactions and construct an atom within the framework of
the LS-coupling scheme for the atom. This means that the
energy difference for various orbital momentum projections
of electrons onto the molecular axis connecting the atom and
ion significantly exceeds the fine-structure splitting for the
atom or ion. Then the quantum numbers of the molecular ion
are the atomic quantum numbers L, S, M;, Mg and the
quantum numbers of the ion /, s, m, m,. We sum up the
electron momenta /;, 1/2 and the momenta of the atomic core
[, s into the atomic momenta L, S, and then the atomic spin S
and the spin of another atomic core s are summed into the
total spin 7 of the molecular ion. Using formula (3.1) for the
atomic wave function within the framework of the fractional
parentage scheme and substituting it into the expression for
the exchange interaction potential, we obtain [10, 11, 14, 79]
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1
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L L / L
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1
x2s+1)¢% 3 St
s I S
B 1—|—1/2 zz le 1
2s+1 LK m m+y
le L
x{'u ML—,u ML}A" (4.12)

Here, M is the projection of the total spin 7 onto the molecular
axis; the result obtained does not depend on this quantity
because the influence of the spin on the exchange interaction
is determined by the Pauli exclusion principle only, and the
fine-structure splitting is assumed to be small. We applied to
the properties of the Clebsch —Gordan coefficients. Note that
the summation of the Clebsch — Gordan coefficients over spin
projections leads to the 6/-Wigner symbol which is denoted by
braces, and its known value was used. Formula (4.12) gives
the asymptotic expression for the exchange interaction
potential of an atom with its atomic ion within the frame-
work of the LS-coupling scheme. The criterion of validity of
this expression is also given by formula (4.8).

This exchange interaction potential weakly depends on
the total molecular spin 7. Indeed, the level splitting
corresponding to the different total spin of the quasi-
molecule varies at large separations R as exp(—2yR), because
this exchange interaction potential is determined by the
overlapping of the wave functions of electrons which are
centered on different atomic particles. Since this interaction
potential is relatively small, one can average formula (4.12)
over the molecular total spin. Next, since the exchange
interaction potential 4, decreases with increasing u as R,
one can restrict its consideration to the term in the sum (4.12)
with the minimal u, and formula (4.12) then takes the form
[10, 11, 14, 79]

I+1/2
25 + 1

A(lep, Ims, LM.S) = n(Gf5)°

le 1 L le / L
X [# m m+#} [H M, —u M, Ay, (4.13)
where 4, is given by formula (4.9). Formula (4.13) relates to
case ‘a’ of Hund coupling scheme when relativistic interac-
tions are small. The method used allows us to express the
ion—atom exchange interaction potential through asympto-
tic parameters of the radial wave function of a valent atomic
electron. The above formulas give the first term of the
asymptotic expansion of the ion —atom exchange interaction
potential at large distances between nuclei. The next terms of
the potential expansion in a power series of a small parameter
of the theory are of order 1/R relative to the first term.

4.3 Ion—atom exchange interaction for valence p-electrons
of light atoms

Formula (4.13) for the ion—atom exchange interaction
potential is valid in the limit when relativistic interactions
are small. This means that the energy level splitting for the
molecular ion due to the long-range ion—atom interaction
significantly exceeds the spin—orbit interaction for colliding
ion and atom. This allows us to take the quantum numbers L,
M, S of the atom and /, m, s of the ion as quantum numbers
of the quasi-molecule, and the quantization axis is the line
joining the atom and ion. Below we derive the criterion of
validity of this approach. The energy level splitting over the
projection of orbital momenta of atom and ion is determined
by a long-range ion—atom interaction potential having the
form

Qat Qat Qi

U(R) = % 4 a2

(4.14)

where Q. and Q; are the projections of the atomic and ion
quadrupole moment tensor onto the axis joining the nuclei, R
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is the distance between the atom and ion, and formula (4.14) is
an expansion in the small parameter 1/R. The first term of
this expansion corresponds to interaction of the ion charge
with the atomic quadrupole moment, while the second term
represents the interaction of the atomic and ion quadrupole
momenta. Formula (4.13) is valid if the first term of formula
(4.14) is large compared to the atomic fine-structure splitting,
and the second term of this formula significantly exceeds the
ion fine-structure splitting.

The quadrupole moment of an atomic particle is repre-
sented by [80, 81]

(i +1) = 3m?
Q = 2Z<}‘?P2(COSG = ZZm

2, (4.15)
where r;, 0; are the spherical coordinates of ith electron, /;, m;
are the angular momentum of this electron and its projection
on the field direction. Since

m

> [+ 1)=3m] =0,

I=—m

filled electron shells do not give a contribution to the atomic
quadrupole moment, and it is determined by valence (outer)
electrons.

Using expression (3.1) for the atomic wave function, we
obtain for the atomic quadrupole moment after summation
over spin projections:

2

Q(LSML) =n> _ q.|GL°

Isu

1 n)}Z le / L
(fe, w Mp—p My

(4.16)

Here, L, My, S are the orbital momentum, its projection
on the field direction, and the atomic spin, correspond-
ingly, /. is the momentum of the valence electron, u is its
projection onto the field direction, n is the number of
identical valence electrons, / and s are the orbital
momentum and spin of the atomic core, and the one-
electron quadrupole moment in conventional units is equal
to (e is the electron charge)

le(le +1) =32 =

W= 2 B 3

(4.17)

where the quantity 12 relates to a valence electron. Consider-
ing the case of the p” electron shell, we have

Q(pnvLSML :—EIZZ 2)‘G/1;S(pn)‘2

Isu
2
1 / L
. 4.1
X[u My —u ML] (“18)

Table 9 contains the values of reduced quadrupole momenta
for the ground-state atoms with valence p-electrons.

Table 9. Values Q(p”, LS, ML)/r_2 for the ground states of atoms with p”-
electron shells.

State (p)*P (p?)°P P3*S (p*?’P (p°)*P
My =0 45 —4/5 0 4/5 45
My =1 —2/5  2/5 - “2/5 25

From formula (4.16) one can explain the general proper-
ties of the atomic quadrupole moment. The first property

O(p",LS, M) = Q(p", LS, M) (4.192)

follows from the transformation u, M; — —u,—M; in the
above expression for the atomic quadrupole moment.

The second property of the atomic quadrupole moment
uses the analogy between an electron and hole. This gives

O(p", LS, M) = —Q(p®™", LS, My). (4.19b)
Notice that the quadrupole momenta of one electron and one
hole with identical quantum numbers have a different sign.
This can also be explained by the different charge sign for an
electron and hole.

The third property relates to summation over projections
of the atomic momentum, that is analogous to averaging over
the field direction and gives

> 0(p", LS, M) =0. (4.19¢)
My

Formula (4.18) for the atomic quadrupole momentum
allows one to determine this quantity for nonzero-momentum
atoms containing several electrons. In particular, Table 9
contains the reduced quadrupole momenta for the ground
states of atoms with a unfilled p-shell, and the above
consideration is valid if the following criteria hold true:

Q’lt > A Qat Ql

> Al 7, (4.20)
where 4 f-‘t, 4 f‘ are the fine-structure splitting energies for the
atom and ion, correspondingly. Note that the energy of the
molecular ion under consideration is degenerate over the
momentum directions, i.e. it depends on |M;| and |m| in
accordance with Eqn (4.19a).

We now consider the ion—atom exchange interaction
potential under the condition (4.20) in the case of valence p-
electrons. We use the analogy of the exchange interaction
potentials for elements of groups I1T and VIII, for elements of
groups IV and VII or for elements of groups V and VI of the
periodic table, which follows from the analogy in transitions
of a valence electron and hole. Correspondingly, we obtain
identical expressions for the exchange interaction potentials
in these cases.

In the case of atoms of group IIT with one valence p-
electron and ions of group VIII with one valence p-hole, when
the ground states of the atom and ion are 'S and 2P,
respectively, the exchange interaction potential of the inter-
acting atom and ion depends only on the momentum
projection of a transferring electron (hole), and according to
formula (4.13) it has the form

M; =—1 M =0 | M; =+1
Ay = ,
M An A1o A1

4.21)

while the connection between one-electron exchange interac-
tion potentials that correspond to different momentum
projections onto the molecular axis is given by formula (4.11).

If we take the direction on which the projection of the
electron momentum is zero as a quantization axis, and denote
the angle between this and molecular axes by 0, the exchange
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interaction potential of an atom and parent ion in the case of
groups [T and VIII of the periodic table of elements is defined
by the expression

A(0) = A9 cos® 0+ Ay sin® 0. (4.22)
For elements of group IV of the periodic table, we have the
ground states (p?)°P and (p)?P for the atom and ion,
correspondingly, i.e. the ion and atomic orbital momenta
are /=L =1 in this case. We specify the following para-
meters in formula (4.13): n = 2, G5 = 1, and the total spin of
the molecular ion can take the values 7 = 1/2, 3/2 with the
probabilities of these states being 1/3 and 2/3, correspond-
ingly. This yields 7+ 1/2 = 5/3. Using the values of the
Clebsch—Gordan coefficients, we find the matrix of the
reduced ion—atom exchange interaction potential 4,,, :

My =—-1| M, =0 | M, =1
s | m=-1 Ao An Ao
Alm, M) == (4.23)
3 m=20 Ay 241 An
m=1 Ao Ay Ao

Here, m, M are the initial projections of the angular ion and
atomic momenta, so that after transition of an electron with
the projection u of the angular momentum onto the molecular
axis these final values become m + pand M — ufor the atom
and ion, correspondingly. Because of the relation

111
{000}—0’

the momentum projection of the electron making transition is
nonzero for zero initial momentum projections of the atom
and ion. Matrix (4.23) brings about the exchange interaction
potential as a function of the angles between the quantization
and molecular axes:

5
A(0) = 3 [410 sin® 0 sin® 0, 4 41 (cos? 0; 4 cos? 02)], (4.24)

where 0, 0, are the angles between the molecular axis which
joins nuclei and the quantization axes for the atom and ion,
correspondingly, so that the electron momentum projection
onto the quantization axis is zero.

In the case of atoms of group VII of the periodic table of
elements, we have the atomic ground state (p°)’P, the ion
ground electronic state (p*)’P, and the parameters of the
expression for the ion—atom exchange interaction potential
are n =75, G} = /3/5. Though these values differ from
those for elements of group IV of the periodic table, the
matrix 4,,,,, of the ion—atom exchange interaction potential
is the same as for elements of group IV. This testifies the
analogy in transition of a p-electron and p-hole for the
exchange interaction potential.

In the case of atoms of group V of the periodic table of
elements, we are dealing with the atomic ground electronic
state (p*)*S, the ion ground electronic state (p?)’P, and
M, = 0. The parameters of the ion—atom exchange interac-
tion potential are n = 3, G}5 = 1. The total quasi-molecular
spin can take the values I=1/2, 3/2, 5/2 with the prob-
abilities of these states being 1/6, 1/3 and 1/2, correspond-
ingly, so that I = 11/6. From this we find for the ion—atom

interaction potential on the basis of formula (4.13):

s ()L 4L e

1 1 0ff1 1 0
JL! m 0} {M —H O}A"’
where yu is the momentum projection onto the molecular axis
for the electron making transition, m is the analogous
parameter for the ion, and according to the character of
momentum coupling u = —m. In this case we obtain the

following matrix of the reduced ion —atom exchange interac-
tion potential as a result of its averaging over the total spin I:

(4.25)

71 m=-1 m=20 m=1

3 Ay Ao Ay

(4.26)

This matrix is similar to that for the transition of a p-electron
between two structureless atomic cores.

Introducing an angle 0 between the molecular axis and
quantization axis onto which the projection of the ionic
momentum is zero, we obtain for the ion—atom exchange
interaction potential

A(0) = ; (A9 cos® O + Ay sin 0) . (4.27)
With an accuracy up to a numerical factor, this matrix of the
exchange interaction potential is identical to that of a p-
electron in the field of two structureless atomic cores (4.21),
and this analogy also relates to the exchange interaction
potential for atoms of groups III and VIII of the periodic
table of elements, which is given by formula (4.22).

In the case of the interaction event involving atoms of
group VI of the periodic table of elements, we are concerned
with the atomic ground state (p4)3P, the ion ground electronic
state (p*)*S, and the parameters of the expression for the
ion—atom exchange interaction potential being n =4,
GES =1/+/3. In this case we obtain the same form of the
matrix of the exchange interaction potential as for elements of
group V. Thus we see the analogy between the transition of a
p-electron and p-hole for the ion—atom exchange interaction
potential.

Though we are restricted to the ground states of the ion
and parent atom, this is a general scheme of construction of
the ion —atom exchange interaction potential. Being averaged
over the total quasi-molecular spin 7, the exchange interaction
potential depends on the ion m and atom M, angular
momentum projections onto the molecular axis. This corre-
sponds to the LS-coupling scheme for atoms and ions, i.e. we
neglect the spin—orbit interaction. Hence, the above expres-
sions correspond to the following hierarchy of the interaction
potentials:

Vex > U(R) » A(R), (4.28)
where Ve is a typical exchange interaction potential for
valence electrons inside the atom or ion, U(R) is the long-
range interaction potential between the atom and ion at large
separations R, and 4(R) is the exchange interaction potential
between the atom and ion. Within the framework of the LS-
coupling scheme for atoms and ions, we assume the excitation
energies inside the electron shell to be relatively large, and this
criterion is fulfilled for light atoms and ions. In the same
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manner one can construct the exchange interaction potential
matrix for excited states within a given electron shell.

Because the exchange interaction potential is determined
by the transition of one electron from a valence electron shell
and a transferring electron carries a certain momentum and
spin, additional selection rules occur for the one-electron
interaction. In particular, in the case of transition of a p-
electron, the selection rules take the form

1
—s| < =
S—s1< 5

IL-1]<1, (4.29)
These selection rules follow from the properties of the
Clebsch—Gordan coefficients in formula (4.13). If these
conditions are violated, the ion—atom exchange interaction
potential is zero on the scale of one-electron interaction
potentials. In particular, this interaction potential is zero for
atoms of group V in the ground state (p3)4S and their ions in
the excited states (p?)'D and (p?)'S, and also for atoms of
group VI in excited states (p*)'D and (p*)'S, when the ion is
found in the ground state (p3)4S. In these cases, the addition
of one electron to the ion does not allow formation of an atom
with a given spin, that is, criterion (4.29) is violated. In the
same manner, the one-electron exchange interaction potential
of atoms of group V in the excited state (p3)2S with theirion in
the excited state (p2)'D is zero.

4.4 Ton—atom exchange interaction potential

for case ‘c’ of Hund coupling scheme

The above consideration relates to case ‘a’ of Hund coupling
scheme [7, 8] when the fine splitting of levels is relatively small,
and criterion (4.20) allows us to choose the momentum
projections My, m of the interacting ion and atom onto a
joining line as quantum numbers of the molecular ion
consisting of the given ion and atom. We now take a look at
the other possibilities of momentum coupling which relate to
another cases of Hund coupling of momenta in the molecule.
Following Hund’s analysis [7, 8], we consider three types of
interaction in a diatomic molecule. The first type is described
by the interaction potential V. that corresponds to the so-
called interaction between the orbital angular momentum of
electrons and the molecular axis. This includes both the
electron exchange interaction potential V., inside atoms and
the interaction potential between atoms U(R) on neglecting
the relativistic effects. Above we considered the case of these
interactions only, and then the electronic terms were char-
acterized by a certain projection of the molecular orbital
angular momentum onto the molecular axis. The second type
of interaction whose potential is denoted by 4, corresponds to
the spin—orbit interaction and some other relativistic inter-
actions. The third type of interaction in a diatomic molecule is
denoted by ¥V, and accounts for an interaction between the
orbital or spin electron momenta and rotation of the
molecular axis. Often this interaction is called the Coriolis
one, and it is determined by the rotation of the molecular axis.
Depending on the ratio between the potentials of these
interactions, a certain character of coupling of the molecular
momenta is realized, thus leading to appropriate quantum
numbers of this molecule. Possible types of the ratio between
the above interaction potentials determine the various limit-
ing cases which are known as the Hund coupling cases. The
various cases of Hund coupling scheme are summarized in
Table 10 together with the quantum numbers which describe
the electronic terms of the molecule in respective cases.

Table 10. Cases of the Hund coupling scheme.

Hund case Relation Quantum numbers
a Ve> Ar> Vi A, 8, S,

b Ve> Vie> 4y A, S, Sy

c Ar> Ve > Ve Q

d Ve> Ve> Af L,S,Ly,Sy

e Vi Ar> Ve J,JIn

Note.Inthe notation used L is the electron angular momentum, S is the
total electron spin, J is the total electron momentum, A is the projection
of the electron angular momentum onto the molecular axis, Q is the
projection of the total electron momentum J onto the molecular axis, S,
is the projection of the electron spin onto the molecular axis, and Ly, Sy,
Jy are the projections of these momenta onto the direction of the nuclear
rotation momentum N.

Table 10 represents the standard classification of Hund
coupling of momenta as it was given by R S Mulliken in 1930.
Considering the problem of the resonant charge exchange
process, one can restrict oneself to cases ‘a’ and ‘c’ only.
Above we analyzed case ‘a’ of Hund coupling scheme for the
exchange ion—atom interaction potential at large separa-
tions. Note that because of the weak ion —atom interaction in
comparison with the electron exchange interaction inside the
atomic particles, the quantum numbers of individual atomic
particles become the quantum numbers of the quasi-mole-
cule. In addition, at large separations degeneracy of the
electronic terms arises both for the projection of the total
electron spin of the molecular ion and also its total spin
because of the weak ion—atom interaction, so that the
quantum numbers of the quasi-molecule at large separations
are,m,s, L, My, S, as we took above.

In case ‘c’ of Hund coupling scheme we consider only the
spin—orbit interaction and neglect other relativistic interac-
tions. This allows us to use the jj-coupling scheme for an
individual atomic particle, and because the ion—atom
interaction potential is small in comparison with the
exchange interaction potential of electrons inside atomic
particles, and this in turn is small compared to the spin—
orbit interactions, the quantum numbers of the individual ion
and atom remain the quantum numbers of the quasi-molecule
at large separations. Thus, the quantum numbers of the quasi-
molecule under consideration for case ‘c’ of Hund coupling
scheme are J, M, the total atomic electron momentum and its
projection onto the molecular axis, and also j, m1;, 1.e. relevant
quantum numbers for the ion.

We now examine the ion—atom exchange interaction
potential in case ‘¢’ of Hund coupling scheme and for one p-
electron making transition between structureless cores. In this
case, the spin—orbit splitting of electronic levels is large
compared to the electrostatic ion—atom interaction, and the
quantum numbers of the molecular ion are j, m; — the total
electron momentum and its projection onto the quasi-
molecular axis. We have the following relations between the
exchange interaction potential 4, for case ‘c’ of Hund
coupling and the exchange interaction potentials 4, for
case ‘a’ of Hund coupling, which are given by formula (4.10):

2 1
A3 =5 4o+ 5 4,

1 2
A =5 4o +5 4, 3 3

3 3

A3z = Arr . (4.30)
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This connection is established in a simple way on the basis of
the relation between the electron wave functions for these
states. Thus, the behavior of the electronic term of a quasi-
molecule consisting of an ion and parent atom depends on the
character of coupling between electron momenta.

Introducing an angle 6 between the quantization axis for
the electron momenta and molecular axis, we arrive at the
following expressions for the ion —atom exchange interaction
potentials of a p-electron and structureless cores in case ‘c’ of
Hund coupling scheme:

1 2
Aip==4 =4
1273 10-1-3 115

Az (0) = (é +% cos? 0>A10 + (% +% sin’ 0)A11 , (4.31)
where the quantities 4,9 and 4;; correspond to case ‘a’ of
Hund coupling scheme and are determined by formula (4.10).

Evidently, in case ‘c’ of Hund coupling of momenta when
the spin—orbit interaction dominates, it is correct to use the
Jj-coupling scheme for electron momenta in the atom and ion.
In this case the character of coupling of electron momenta is
simpler than in the case of the LS-coupling scheme because of
a lower symmetry of electron shells. Hence, the ion—atom
exchange interaction potential is expressed through the one-
electron exchange interaction potential in a simpler way.
Table 11 contains parameters of electron shells for the
ground electronic states of atoms and ions having a p-
electron shell. Note that in the case of jj-coupling, the
analogy in transitions of a p-electron and p-hole is lost
because of the different sign of the spin—orbit interaction
potential for an electron and hole. Hence, the ion—atom
exchange interaction potential is different for the cases when a
p-electron shell of an atom and its ion are replaced by shells
consisting of identical p-holes.

Table 11. Ground states of atoms with p-electron shells within the
framework of LS- and jj-coupling schemes. 4 is the ion—atom exchange
interaction potential for case ‘c’ of Hund coupling scheme.

Shell J LS-term Jj-shell A

p 1/2 P12 [1/2]' A1
p? 0 *Po [1/2° A1
p? 3/2 S3/ 1/2P3/2]' 43
p* 2 3p, 1/21'3/2° o

P’ 3/2 P3) (1/2°3/2° A1
p° 0 'Sy (L/2PB/2" 4

In the case of group VI of the periodic table of elements,
the one-electron exchange interaction potential is zero if the
atom and ion are found in the ground states, since the
exchange interaction can result from the transition of two
electrons only. Note that for all the groups of the periodic
table of elements with an incomplete p-electron shells, when
atoms and their ions are found in the ground state, the one-
electron exchange interaction potential is not zero for case ‘a’
of Hund coupling scheme.

The principal difference between cases ‘a’ and ‘c’ of Hund
coupling scheme for the exchange interaction potential of an
atom and its ion with unfilled p-shells is due to the lower
symmetry for case ‘c’. Then the electron shell is divided into
two independent subshells with j = 1/2 and j = 3/2. There-
fore, the criterion of one-electron transition requires, instead
of Eqn (4.29), that the difference in the number of electrons of

a given j for the interacting atom and ion does not exceed one.
This criterion is violated more often than the criterion (4.29)
because of the lower atomic symmetry.

Thus, the exchange interaction potential of an atom with
itsion is determined by electron transfer between cores, and at
large separations this interaction potential decreases expo-
nentially with increasing distance between nuclei. The
interaction potential is governed by the character of coupling
of the electron making transition with cores, and this in turn is
connected with the symmetry of interacting atomic particles.

5. Resonant charge exchange in slow collisions

5.1 Peculiarities of the resonant charge exchange process
The resonant charge exchange process proceeds according to
the scheme

AT+A S A+AT. (5.1)

As a result of this process, a valence electron passes from the
field of one atomic core to another. In slow collisions, when
the collision velocity is small compared to an atomic velocity,
the rate of this process is expressed through electronic terms
of the quasi-molecule constituted from the colliding particles.
This process was first analyzed by Massey et al. [82, 83] on the
basis of the phase theory of collisional processes. Sena [84—
86] applied to the classical character of motion of colliding
particles that allowed him to ascertain the physical nature of
the process and find the dependence of the cross section on
collisional parameters. In particular, the resonant charge
exchange cross section o, depends on the relative velocity
of collision v as [84, 87]
T 2 Vo

Ores — 2"—})2 (52)

ot
Here, y = /21, I'is the ionization potential of an atom 4, and
the parameter vy > 1. Since this formula may be rewritten in
the form

T 2
22 (yRo)”,

Ores =
we obtain a weak dependence of the cross section on the
collision energy because yRy > 1, and 1/yRy is a small
parameter of the asymptotic theory. The data of Table 12
demonstrate this fact. In this table the relative variation of the
cross section for process (5.1) is given for an increase in the
collision energy by ten times. One can see that the greater the
relative cross section of this process, the weaker the energy
dependence. Therefore, the weakest energy dependence of the
cross section occurs at small collision energies.

The cross section of a slow collision process can be
expressed through the parameters of the electronic terms
which are responsible for the process. The eigenstates of the

Table 12. Relative decrease Aoyes/0res of the cross section of resonant
charge exchange for an increase in the collision energy by an order of
magnitude (E/Ey = 10) and for a decrease in the asymptotic coefficient by
20% (A/Ayg = 0.8).

7Ro 6 8 10 12 14 16
AGres/0res (E/Eg =10) 0.347 0.267 0.217 0.183 0.158 0.139
AGres/0res (A)/Ag = 0.8) 0.143  0.108 0.087 0.073 0.063 0.055
Ores/ 00 .17 1.09 1.05 1.03 1.02 1.01




242 B M Smirnov

Physics— Uspekhi 44 (3)

quasi-molecule Aj are divided into odd and even in
accordance with the properties of the wave functions of
these states to conserve or change the sign as a result of
electron reflection with respect to the symmetry plane which is
perpendicular to the molecular axis and bisects it. If at the
beginning an atom A and ion A" have only one electronic
state, there are only one even and one odd quasi-molecular
state with the wave functions ¥, (r, R), ,(r, R), and energies
&¢(R), &4(R) [see formulas (4.2), (4.3)]. Here, r defines the
electron coordinates, and R is the distance between the nuclei.
At large separations we have

1 1
l/’g:_z(lpl+l//2)7 u:_(l//I_l//2)7

v v (5.3)

where the wave functions ;, y, correspond to the electron
location in the field of the first or second ion, correspond-
ingly.

Assuming the absence of inelastic transitions, one can
construct a molecular wave function P, if before the collision
t — —oo the electron is bound to the first atomic core
[P(r,R, —c0) =, (r)]. Because the two quasi-molecular
states are developed independently, we get

Y(r,R 1) = % ¥, (r,R) exp [—i Jix eo(t") dt’}

t
+ % v, (r,R) exp {—i [ N eu(t") dt’} . (5.4)
Here, the relative motion of nuclei R(7) is given, and for free
motion it has the form R = (v2r2+ p?)'/?, where v is the
collision velocity, and p is the impact parameter of the
collision. From this we obtain for the probability P of the
charge exchange process and its cross section [76]:

Pa=sittle). o= [ A ar,
A(R) =65 — &5  Ores = Joc 2npdpsin® {(p) . (5.5)
0

Formula (5.5) expresses the parameters of the charge
exchange process through electronic terms &(R), &,(R) of
the quasi-molecule consisting of colliding particles. This
connection was first established by Firsov [76] and Demkov
[87].

One more peculiarity of this slow-collision process is the
large cross section in comparison to the typical atomic value.
This allows us to construct an asymptotic theory [12—14]
which treats the cross section as a result of an expansion in
terms of a small parameter 1/(y/ay). In this case, restricting
ourselves to two terms in the expansion over the small
parameter, we have for the charge exchange cross section
[12—14]:

TR} exp(—C)
2

= where ((Ry) = =0.28. (5.6)

Ores =

Here C = 0.577 is the Euler constant.

Thus, within the asymptotic theory of the resonant charge
exchange process, we suppose the electron transition to
proceed at large distances between nuclei compared to the
orbit size of a transferring electron. Then we can use the

asymptotic expression of the exchange interaction potential
of the ion and atom, 4(R) =&, — &, and this quantity is
expressed in turn through asymptotic parameters of the
atomic wave function at large distances of the electron from
its atomic core. Hence, in this version of the asymptotic
theory we do not use the electron distribution inside the
atom, and information about the electron behavior inside the
atom is included in the theory indirectly through the
asymptotic coefficient of a valence electron. According to
Fig. 7, the contribution of internal atomic regions to the
overlap integral is of order 1/R?. Therefore, representing the
cross section of the resonant charge exchange as an expansion
in terms of a small parameter 1/R, one may consider only the
first two terms of this expansion, and accounting for the
subsequent terms is not correct. Formula (5.6) takes into
account two terms of the power expansion in a small
parameter. Hence, this asymptotic theory is characterized by
a certain accuracy, and this accuracy cannot be improved
within the framework of the information used.

Because of the simplicity and high accuracy, the asympto-
tic theory can be used for evaluation of the cross sections of
resonant charge exchange for many elements of the periodic
table, that has been considered repeatedly [88—91]. We note
that formula (5.6) relates to the case of transition of an s-
electron (or s-hole) between structureless cores, when only
two quasi-molecular terms partake in the process. If the
colliding ion and atom have unfilled electron shells, the
charge exchange process proceeds simultaneously with
transitions between atomic or ion states, in particular, charge
exchange can be accompanied by rotation of electron
momenta of colliding atomic particles. Unfortunately, this
fact was ignored in some calculations [92—95]. Below we
analyze various cases of the resonant charge exchange
process.

5.2 Cross section of resonant charge exchange

with the transition of s-electron

First we consider the resonant charge exchange process (5.1)
when an s-electron makes transition from one atomic core to
the other. In this case, from formula (4.7) for the potential of
the exchange interaction we obtain for the phase of the charge
exchange process, on the assumption of free motion of nuclei
(R? = p? + v%t?), the following expression

i) = | A =1 )

1 T 1 y
=\ /x4 exr><— :)pz/" 2 exp(—py)
v V2 y

and the cross section according to formula (5.5) is equal to
[12]

_mRg 1 /m , 1\ 212
oresz, where " 2—VA exp(—;)Ro

x exp(—Rpy) = 0.28. (5.8)

(5.7)

In particular, the velocity dependence (5.2) follows from this
formula if we assume the basic dependence ((Rj) to be
exponential.

In order to ascertain the accuracy of the asymptotic
theory, we examine the charge exchange of a proton on a
hydrogen atom at a collision energy of 1 eV in the laboratory
coordinate system and analyze the various versions of the
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asymptotic theory. In this case, formula (5.8) takes the form

Ores =

(5.9a)

One can account for the next term of the expansion of the
phase {(Ry) in terms of the small parameter 1/Ry. Then
formula (5.8) assumes the form

_"tR()2 _ 14 /= 3/2 7
O'res—T, where C(RO)_;E\/;RO ]+m

x exp(—Rp) = 0.28.

One can evaluate the exchange phase {(p) on the basis of the
exchange interaction potential 4(R), directly using formula
(5.5). This gives for the charge exchange cross section:

2
TR

> where

Ores =

R
((Ry) = —2 | Ky(R
{(Ro) e o(Ro)

+ L Kl(Ro)} =0.28.

R, (5.9¢)

Finally, one can find the charge exchange cross section
directly on the basis of formula (5.5):

Ores = J 2np dp sin® l(p), (5.9d)

0

where the charge exchange phase is given by formulas
(5.9a), (5.9b) and (5.9¢). Calculation of the cross section in
the hydrogen case at an energy of 1 eV in the laboratory
coordinate system gives, on the basis of the above formulas
for the values of the charge exchange cross section: 172, 175,
and 175, correspondingly, in atomic units, if we use
formulas (5.9a), (5.9b) and (5.9c), and also 170, 173, and
174, if we use formula (5.9d) with the above expressions for
the phase of charge exchange. The statistical treatment of
these data gives 173 + 2 for the average cross section, i.e.
the error in this case, which can be considered as the best
accuracy of the asymptotic theory, comes to approximately
1%.

In reality, the accuracy of the asymptotic theory is
determined by the small parameter 1/(Ryy) and the above
accuracy is of the order of 1/ (Roy)z. Table 13 lists the values
of the parameter Ryy for some cases of resonant charge
exchange with the transition of an s-electron at an energy of
1 eV in the laboratory coordinate system. These values
confirm that the best accuracy of the asymptotic theory is of
the order of 1%.

The asymptotic theory leans upon the asymptotic coeffi-
cient 4 for the radial wave function (3.7) of a transferring

Table 13. Values of the parameter Ry for resonant charge exchange
accompanied by the transition of an s-electron at an energy of 1 eV in the
laboratory coordinate system.

Element H He Li Be Na Mg K Ca Cu

Roy 10.5 105 13.6 127 149 138 157 147 143

Element Zn Rb Sr Ag Cd Cs Ba Au Hg

Roy 140 163 154 145 144 168 16.0 145 145

R§ 14
n20 , where C(RO):;E \/gRg/zexp(—Ro)zo.z&

electron, and this coefficient can be found by comparison of
the calculated wave function and that of formula (3.7) in the
range where both wave functions are valid. The accuracy of
this operation is better, the more accurate the calculation. The
error AA in this quantity influences the accuracy of the cross
section. From formula (5.8) follows the relative accuracy of
the cross section Ag:

A0 es 4 AA
- .1
Ores Ryy A (5 0)

One can see that this error arises in the first approximation of
the power expansion of the charge exchange cross section in a
small parameter. In particular, if the error in the asymptotic
coefficientis A4/ A = 10%, the error in the cross section is 3 —
4 % for the cases of Table 13, as follows from formula (5.10)
and Table 12. In particular, the asymptotic coefficient for the
ground-state helium atom is 2.8 0.3, as was found in
Section 3.3 on the basis of the hydrogenlike electron wave
functions. According to formula (5.10), this corresponds to
an accuracy of 4% at a collision energy of 1 eV. Thus, the
accuracy of the asymptotic coefficients is of importance for
the accuracy of the asymptotic theory in relation to the cross
section of resonant charge exchange, and the accuracy of the
cross sections of resonant charge exchange with the transition
of an s-electron lies in reality between 1% and 5% at small
collision energies.

Figures 8 and 9 give the cross sections of resonant
charge exchange for collisions of rubidium and cesium
atoms with their ions depending on the collision energy,
and Fig. 10 depicts the cross sections of the resonant charge
exchange process involving negative ions of alkali metal
atoms. The cross section is evaluated in these cases on the
basis of formula (5.8). Note that the resonant charge
exchange process with the transition of an s-electron
proceeds not only in the case of valence s-electrons, but in
most cases of atoms and ions with unfilled d-electron shells
in the ground states. For the ground states of these atoms
and ions, the resonant charge exchange process is deter-
mined by the transition of an s-electron. Such cases are
included in the tables of Figs 11, 12 for the cross sections of
resonant charge exchange for the ground atomic and ion
states and for most elements of the periodic table.

Rb* + Rb

500 1000 2000 5000

0.5 L
10 20 50

100 200 E, eV

Figure 8. Cross sections of resonant charge exchange for rubidium. Curve
1 corresponds to formula (5.8); 2 —experimental data [99], 3 — [96], 4 —
[98], 5 —[97].
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o, 10714 cm?
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E,eV

0.5 L
1 4 10 40 100 400

Figure 9. Cross sections of resonant charge exchange for cesium. Curve /
corresponds to formula (5.8); 2 —experimental data [100], 3 —[99], 4 —
[96], 5 —[106], 6 — [104], 7 — [105], 8 — [97], 9 — [98], 10 — [103], 11 —
[101], 12 —1127], 13 —[102].

g, 10714 cm?

1000

E, eV

0 1 1
10 100

Figure 10. Cross sections of resonant charge exchange for negative ions of
alkali metals. The solid curve corresponds to formula (5.8), o —
experimental data [107].

5.3 Cross section of resonant charge exchange

with the transition of p-electron

The asymptotic theory is rather simple for the transition of an
s-electron, when the exchange phase {(p) is given by formulas
(5.5) and (5.7). The cross section of the resonant charge
exchange process is determined by formula (5.5), which
accounts for two terms in the power expansion in a small
parameter of the asymptotic theory. When a valence p-
electron makes transition from one atomic core to the other

in the course of a collision, the processes of charge exchange
and rotation of the electron momentum are entangled. One
can partially separate these processes because charge
exchange proceeds in a narrow range of internuclear
distances, where the molecular axis turns through a small
angle of the order of 1/y/Ryy. Indeed, the range of distances
between nuclei AR, where the phase of charge exchange (
varies significantly, is AR ~ 1/y, and this corresponds to an
angle of rotation ¥ ~ vt/R ~ 1/4/Ry < 1. Therefore, one can
neglect the depolarization process in the course of the electron
transition, but this lowers the accuracy of the asymptotic
theory. Below we consider the case of transition of a p-
electron in the resonant charge exchange process.

Separating in this way the depolarization of colliding
atom and ion from the charge exchange process, we average
the cross section over the directions of the molecular axis with
respect to the quantization axis. Considering the transition of
a p-electron, we introduce an angle 6 between the quantiza-
tion axis for the electron momenta and the molecular axis of
the colliding atom and ion, and this quantity varies in the
course of a collision because of rotation of the molecular axis.
We denote this angle by ¢ at the distance of closest approach
of colliding particles, and the average cross section ¢ of
resonant charge exchange is equal to

1

1
6reS:§J o(¥)dcosd, (5.11)
-1

where ¢ (%) is the cross section of charge exchange at an angle
¥ between the impact parameter of collision and the
quantization axis. Figure 13 shows the geometry of a
collision in a center-of-mass coordinate system, when the
configuration of colliding particles is close to that at the
distance of closest approach. We have the following relation
which connects the current angle 6 between the molecular and
quantization axes and the angle ¥ between these axes at the
distance of closest approach:

cos 0 = coscosa + sind sinacos ¢, (5.12)

where «, ¢ are the polar angles of the molecular axis, so that
sino = vt/ R, where v is the collision velocity, 7 is time, and R
is a distance between colliding particles.

A small parameter of the theory 1/py simplifies the
determination of the phase and cross section of this process.
Formulas (4.22) and (4.24) give the expressions for the
exchange interaction potentials of atoms and their ions with
unfilled p-shells, neglecting the spin —orbit interaction. These
expressions, accounting for the relation (4.11), can be
considered as a power expansion of the exchange interaction
potentials in a small parameter 1/py. Then on the basis of
formula (5.6) we have for the charge exchange phase in the
case of atoms of groups III, V, VI, and VIII of the periodic
table of elements:

Up. V. 0) = L(p,0) [COSQ 09— % cos”

+L g2 9(2 + cos? (p)] . (5.13)
P

This expression relates to large impact parameters of the
collision, and {(p,0) is the phase of the charge exchange
process when a quantization axis has the same direction as the



Periodic table of elements (cross sections of resonant charge exchange)

Figure 11. Cross sections of resonant charge exchange for basic elements of the periodic table.
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Lanthanides
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Figure 12. Cross sections of resonant charge exchange for lanthanides.

Figure 13. Geometry of the nuclear trajectory in the centre-of-mass
coordinate system. / — quantization axis, 2 — molecular axis at the
distance of closest approach, 3— current molecular axis, 4 — trajectory of
nuclear motion. 0, 1 are the angles between the quantization and
molecular axes, current and at the distance of closest approach, o, ¢ are
the polar angles of the current molecular axis with respect to that for the
distance of closest approach.

molecular axis at the distance of closest approach. The
quantity {(p,0) can be expressed through the charge
exchange phase {, which is given by formula (5.7) and relates
to the transition of an s-electron with the same asymptotic
parameters y, A. This connection for the resonant charge
exchange process involving atoms of groups III and VIII of
the periodic table of elements has the form

{p,0) = 3Lo(p) (5.14a)

and for atoms of groups V and VI this connection becomes

{p,0) =T (p) - (5.14b)
Note that our analysis relates to the ground state of the
colliding atom and ion.

In the case of atoms of groups IV and VII of the periodic
table of elements, the expression for the charge exchange
phase at large collision impact parameters takes the form

. . 1
{(p,9,0) = SCo(p){st ) sin® ¥, +% [20052 A

+2cos? ¥, + sin® ¥ cos® ¥y + cos? 9y sin® 9,
— sin® ¥; sin® ¥,(cos® @, + cos® @)

+ sin 29} sin 20, cos ¢ €Os ¢, ] }, (5.15)
where ¥y, ¢, and ¥,, ¢, are the polar angles of the
quantization axes of the atom and ion, correspondingly,
with respect to the molecular axis at the distance of closest
approach.

We can use formula (5.6) for the resonant charge
exchange cross section at ¥ = 0 and take into account that
the angular dependence of the cross section is logarithmic,
according to formula (5.2), so that the average cross section of
this process is close to that at zero angle. Hence, the average
cross section can be determined as an expansion over the
small parameter of the theory. Indeed, taking the basic
dependence of the exchange phase {(p, J, ¢) on the collision
impact parameter p to be exponential {(p, ) ~ exp(—yp), we
have in the case of atoms of groups III, V, VI, VIII of the
periodic table of elements:

{(p, 7, 0) .

X)) (5.16)

1
Ro(?,¢) = Ro(0) +; In

We account for the atom and ion in the ground states,
including the S-state, so that the angles ¥J, ¢ characterize
the quantization axis direction for an atomic particle with a
nonzero momentum. This gives for the average cross
section of resonant charge exchange according to formula
(5.11):

I e LRy, 9)]
Gres = 4J0 Jo [RO(O) + ) In TRy, 0) dcosdde. (5.17)
In essence, formula (5.17) means that the dependence of the
exchange phase { on the collision impact parameter p has the
form { ~ exp(—yp). This formula is the basis for determina-
tion of the average cross section of the resonant charge
exchange, when this process results from the transition of a
p-electron. This formula is valid for elements of groups I11, V,
VI, VIII of the periodic table when the atoms and ions are in
the ground states, and one of these states is the S-state, so that
the phase of the charge exchange depends on two angles ¥, ¢.
In the same manner one can find the charge exchange phase
for elements of groups IV and VII, which depends now on 4
angles: ¥, ¢;, U2, ¢,. The data for the cross sections of
resonant charge exchange for these cases are compiled in the
table of Fig. 11.

Let us compare the cross sections of resonant charge
exchange for transitions of s and p valence electrons if these
electrons are characterized by the same asymptotic para-
meters y and 4. Supposing the dependence of the charge
exchange phase {(p, ¥, @) on the collision impact parameter p
to be exponential {(p,?, @) ~ exp(—yp) and neglecting the
momentum rotation during the electron transition, we obtain
for the average cross section G of the resonant charge
exchange process:

: de 1 Up 0]
Gres = O dcosﬁj —{1+—1n% .
) OJO 0 2m 7Ro olp)
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Here, oy is the cross section for resonant charge exchange for
an s-electron making transition with the same asymptotic
parameters, and {o(p) is the charge exchange phase for an s-
electron, which is given by formula (5.7). Table 12 contains
the ratios of the cross sections for elements of groups 111 and
VIII of the periodic table depending on a small parameter of
the asymptotic theory. The use of additional assumptions for
evaluating the charge exchange cross sections with a transi-
tion of a p-electron decreases the accuracy of the asymptotic
theory in this case.

Note that the above considerations relate to the ground
states of colliding atom and ion. In the case of excited atoms
and ions with valence p-electrons, the cross section may be
significantly different for various states. For example, in the
case of the process

0*(*S)+0 - 0+ 07("s),

where the ion is found in the ground state, the cross section is
zero for excited atomic 2D and 2S states of this p*-valent shell.
Because the statistical weight of the atom in the ground state
is 3/5 with respect to the total number of atomic states for this
electron shell, the cross section of the process under con-
sideration significantly depends on the method of initial
preparation of atoms and ions.

5.4 Resonant charge exchange in case ‘¢’
of Hund coupling scheme
The above analysis corresponds to the criterion (4.28) on
neglecting the relativistic effects. In reality, depending on the
hierarchy of interaction potentials and characteristic energies
in a system, we have a certain character of description of
interactions and processes. In the case of an atom, we
considered two types of interactions: Ve, the exchange
interaction potential involving identical valence electrons,
and 4y, the fine-structure splitting of energy levels due to
spin—orbit interaction for each valence electron. Different
relations between these interaction potentials lead to the LS-
or jj-coupling schemes in the atomic case. For a molecule, a
system of two interacting atomic particles, the rotational
energy V; is added to these interaction potentials, and we
have six different cases of Hund coupling scheme for this
system, depending on the relation between these potentials,
which are given in Table 10. In the case of the collision of two
atomic particles, the number of the limiting cases increases
due to the new energy parameters 1/t and Ae, where 7 is a
typical collision time, and Ag is the transition energy. In this
case the analysis of the limiting cases between the interaction
potentials becomes more complex. Nikitin [9] introduced the
hierarchy of typical energy parameters in the analysis of
collisional processes [9—11, 108]. Below we apply to this
analysis for the resonant charge exchange process.

Thus, we have the following typical interaction potentials
and energies for the process of interest:

1
VeX7 Af, Vr, ;

, U(R), A(R), E. (5.18)

Here, along with the above parameters, we included in this list
the long-range interaction potential of colliding atomic
particles U(R), the ion—atom exchange interaction potential
A(R), and the collision energy E. We consider slow collisions
when A(Ry) ~ 1/t is small compared to a typical atomic
energy ~ 1, so that inelastic transitions involving the valence

electron shells of the atom and ion are absent. This criterion
takes the form

1 |R R
T~ — —0>1, or E<m—07
vy Y Y

where v is the collision velocity, Ry ~ \/Gres, Ores 1S the
resonant transfer cross section, and m is the mass of colliding
particles. The other criterion

(5.19)

mRyv > 1 (5.20)

allows us to use the classical law of nuclear motion. In
addition to this, the rotational energy is

do v 1 A

Vim oo i <A,
dt Ry TRoy  VRoy

(5.21)

The above consideration corresponds to the conditions

Ve > U(Rg) > A(Roy) > Vi and 4y < Vis, U(Ry). (5.22)

Under these conditions one can neglect the spin—orbit
interaction, and the orbital momentum projections of an
atom and ion are the quantum numbers. This corresponds
to case ‘a’ of Hund coupling scheme. Within the framework of
this coupling mechanism, one can change the ratio between
Vex and A. In particular, in the case 4 > Ve or Vet < 1 the
states of the initial electron and ion shells are mixed in
collisions. This requires attraction of another model of the
electronic states of atoms and ions, like that of Fig. 1, i.e. in
this case we observe the other quantum numbers of the states,
which correspond to a lower symmetry of atomic particles,
but the character of the charge exchange process is identical in
these cases.

Now we consider the resonant charge exchange process
within the framework of case ‘c’ of Hund coupling scheme,
when

Ar> Ve >V, (5.23)

according to the data of Table 10. This criterion leads to the
Jjj-coupling scheme in the atom and ion that in turn
corresponds to a transition of one electron with a given
total momentum j in the process of resonant charge
exchange. Below we analyze the character of resonant
charge transfer for atoms and ions with valence p-
electrons. In case ‘¢’ of Hund coupling scheme with the
transition of a p-electron or p-hole between two filled
atomic cores, we have only one electronic term, if the
electron momentum is 1/2. The exchange interaction
potential for this fine-structured state of the atom or ion is
given by formula (4.30), thus leading to the following charge
exchange phase

Cipa(p,9) = Colp) (1 +%> ) (5.24)

where (((p) is the charge exchange phase defined according to
formula (5.7), so that 3{,(p) is the charge exchange phase for
zero projection of the electron momentum onto the impact
parameter of collision in case ‘a’ of Hund coupling scheme. In
the case when the total electron momentum is 3/2, the
exchange phase within the framework of case ‘c’ of Hund
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coupling scheme follows from formulas (4.31):

. 1 3
Gpalp,9) = Colp) [5—1—5 cos? 9

1 /1 9 5, 3., 2
+ o (2 + 5 sin 9+ 5 sin 9 cos (p)} , (5.25)
where 9, ¢ are the polar angles of the collision impact
parameter or the molecular axis at the distance of closest
approach with respect to the quantization axis.

In order to understand the sensitivity of the cross section
of the charge exchange process to different schemes of
coupling of electron momenta, in Table 14 we give the
corresponding cross sections of this process for rare gases,
i.e. ¢ is the average cross section for case ‘a’ of Hund coupling
scheme, o (9 = 0) is the cross section of this process when the
projection of the orbital momentum of the hole on the impact
parameter direction is zero, and g/, and g3/, are the charge
exchange cross sections for the total ion momenta 1/2 and
3/2, correspondingly. We take the atomic ionization poten-
tial for the formation of an ion in different fine-structured
states to be identical, so that the difference in the cross
sections under consideration is solely determined by the
process dynamics. According to the data of Table 14, the
difference in the average cross sections for different coupling
schemes is small and is lower than the accuracy of these
evaluations which is determined by the accuracy of asympto-
tic coefficients of the wave function of an atomic valence
electron. Hence, in spite of the significant dependence of the
cross section of resonant charge exchange on the direction of
the orbital momentum, the average cross section of this
process is not sensitive to the scheme of coupling of electron
momenta if the process is allowed in the one-electron
approach. Hence, the cross sections averaged over initial
states weakly depend on the coupling scheme for atoms of
groups IIT and VIII. The difference between the cross sections
of this process can be dramatic for certain initial atomic and
ion states because of the different selection rules for one-
electron transitions within the framework of these coupling
schemes. Some calculated results of the cross sections for
resonant charge transfer are given in the tables of Figs 11, 12
which are based on case ‘a’ of Hund coupling scheme.

Table 14. Resonant charge exchange cross sections for rare gases at an ion
energy 1 eV.

Element Ne Ar Kr Xe Rn
Ores/Ores (¥ =0)  0.85 0.86 0.888 0.87 0.87
G1/2/Ores 1.02 1.02 1.02 1.02 1.02
G12/03)2 0.995 0.995 0.995 0.995 0.995
Ores, 107 cm? 33 5.8 7.5 10 12

Let us consider the charge exchange process of rare gas
atoms and ions if the ions are found in the ground state
(j=3/2) at the beginning. Then at small collision velocities
only the ion ground state partakes in the process, and the
transition into the ion state j = 1/2 is forbidden. At high
collision velocities this channel is opened, and the resonant
charge exchange process corresponds to case ‘a’ of Hund
coupling scheme. Let us assume that these coupling schemes
leads to an identical cross section, so that the variation of
the cross section in the course of transition between cases ‘c’
and ‘a’ of Hund coupling scheme is due to the different

atomic ionization potentials corresponding to various fine-
structured ion states. The jump in the cross section due to
this effect is

1Al _

AGres = § 7 Ores »

(5.26)

where the first factor is the probability of the ion state
Jj=1/2, and the second factor accounts for the dependence
(5.2) of the cross section on the electron binding energy.
According to this formula, the relative variation of the cross
section is about 0.4% for Ar, about 2% for Kr and about 4%
for Xe. First this effect was examined experimentally in Ref.
[109]. A collision velocity v for this transition can be estimated
from the expression for a typical time of the process:

as follows from formula (5.7), and a typical collision energy
for this transition is estimated as ~ 10 eV for Ar, ~ 100 eV for
Kr, and ~ 600 eV for Xe. Figures 14—16 depict the cross
sections of resonant charge exchange as a function of the
collision energy for Ne, Kr, and Xe.

> oo

Ne* + Ne

o, 10715 cm?

0 1 11 11111
0.1 04 1 4 10 40 100 400 1000

E, eV

Figure 14. Cross sections of resonant charge exchange for neon. / —
formulas (5.13), (5.17); experiment: 2 — [123], 3 —[111], 4 — [118], 5 —
[119], 6 — [114], 7 —[117], 8 — [110], 9 — [115], 10 — [112], 11 — [113],
12— [120].
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Figure 15. Cross sections of resonant charge exchange for krypton. / —
formulas (5.13), (5.17); experiment: 2 — [116], 3 —[117], 4 — [100], 5 —
[115], 6 —[122], 7—[113], 8 —[120], 9 —[121].




March, 2001

Atomic structure and the resonant charge exchange process 249

1000

2 1
0.1 1 10 100
E,e

Figure 16. Cross sections of resonant charge exchange for xenon. / —
formulas (5.13), (5.17); experiment: 2 — [123], 3 —[111], 4 —[126], 5 —
[100], 6 —[117], 7—[122], 8 — [124], 9 —[112], 10 —[125], 11 — [113].

5.5 Experimental aspects of resonant charge exchange
When we constructed the table of the cross sections of the
resonant exchange process for various elements of the
periodic table (Figs 11 and 12), we applied to the theoretical
data only for the following reasons. First, the accuracy of the
asymptotic theory is better than the experimental results
(excluding the case of helium). Second, the experimental
data are restricted to certain elements, and the collision
energies for some elements are limited. Third, in many cases
we cannot determine the accuracy of the experimental data.
Hence, the experimental studies give a restricted contribution
to the data on resonant charge transfer, and below we
consider them rather briefly.

The experimental methods of measuring the resonant
charge exchange cross sections lean upon the fact that the
cross section of this process significantly exceeds the cross
section of ion —atom elastic scattering at the collision energies
under consideration. Then the simple version of the experi-
ment is based on the passage of an ion beam through a gas or
vapor of parent atoms in a collisional chamber or drift tube,
where the mean free path of ions with respect to the process is
large or comparable with the paths of ions in a gas or vapor.
Then the resonant charge exchange cross section is deter-
mined from a decrease in the ion beam intensity after passage
through a gas. The above measurements of the cross sections
of resonant charge transfer for rare gases (Figs 14—16) are
based on this technique.

In some cases it is problematic to create an atomic vapor
of a given element. Then atoms are taken in the form of a
beam, and charge exchange event results from intersection of
the ion and atomic beams, or when the ion beam overtakes the
atomic beam. In particular, crossing beam methods are used
for measurement of the cross section of resonant charge
exchange of a proton or deuteron in collisions with the
hydrogen atom [104, 128, 129], and in some experiments for
rubidium and cesium (see Figs 8, 9). This can also be achieved
by using merging beams [130, 131].

The resonant charge exchange process governs the
mobility of ions in the parent gas. Because at not low
temperatures elastic ion—atom scattering gives a small
contribution to the ion mobility in the parent gas, the charge
transfer is determined by the resonant charge exchange
process according to the Sena effect, as is shown in Fig. 17.
The mobility of ions in a gas at small electric field strengths in
the first Chapman—Enskog approximation [132, 133] is
expressed through the diffusion cross section of ion—atom

Ton Ton
Ton scattering
angle
Before collision Aft?r.
collision

Figure 17. Sena effect for the scattering of an ion by an atom as a result of
charge exchange in the absence of elastic scattering.

scattering:

ot = J(l ~ cos0)da, (5.27)

where 0 is the scattering angle in the center-of-mass
coordinate system. If we neglect the elastic cross section, the
scattering angle of the ion due to the resonant charge transfer
process in the center-of-mass coordinate system is equal to
0 = m, so that we have [134]

*
0" = 200,

where o5 1s the cross section of resonant charge exchange.
According to formula (5.2), this cross section weakly depends
on the collision velocity and that leads in the first Chapman —
Enskog approximation to the following expression for the ion
mobility in the parent gas at low electric field strengths [135]:

B 3V/me
16NV T 65 (2.207)

(5.28)

Here, N is the number density of atoms in the gas, T'is the gas
temperature expressed in energy units, m is the ion or atom
mass, e is the electron charge, and the argument in the cross
section of resonant charge exchange shows the velocity at
which this cross section is taken, so that vy = /27/m. Here
we use the conventional units.

The second term of the power expansion in a numerical
parameter of the Chapman—Enskog approximation gives a
correction of 2% to the ion mobility and to the diffusion
coefficient of the ion in a gas, if the cross section does not
depend on the collision velocity [132, 133]. Taking this into
account, for the ion mobility in the parent gas in the
limiting case of low electric field strengths [136, 137] we
arrive at

B 0.341e
NV Tmores(2.1v7) '

(5.29)

Correspondingly, the ion drift velocity w and its diffusion
coefficient D in the gas in this case assume the form

ek
)= KE D=—
w ) T )
where E is the electric field strength.
Usually the mobility is reduced to the number density of
gas atoms under normal conditions [138, 139], i.e.
N =2.69 x 10" cm™3. Hence, it is convenient to rewrite
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formula (5.29) in the form

Ko 13%0 (5.30)
VTmores(2.1v7)

where the mobility is expressed in cm? (V s)~!, the tempera-
ture 7 is given in Kelvin, the mass m of atoms and ions is
expressed in atomic mass units, and the resonant charge
exchange cross section is given in 10~!° cm?.

Above we neglected the elastic scattering of the colliding
ion and atom in the course of the resonant charge exchange
process. At large distances R between the colliding ion and
atom, the polarization interaction acts between them, and the
cross section of ion—atom elastic scattering varies with the
collision velocity v as ~ 1/v. The resonant charge exchange
cross section weakly depends on the collision velocity.
Therefore, elastic scattering can influence the charge transfer
during ion—atom collisions at small velocities, and this effect
has to be taken into account for the ion mobility at low
temperatures. The size of this effect can be understood from
Table 15 where a decrease AK of the ion mobility in the parent
gas is given due to elastic ion—atom scattering, which is
determined by the polarization interaction. This effect is
taken into account in Fig. 18, where the mobility of atomic
helium ions in helium in the limit of low electric field
strengths, which is evaluated on the basis of formula (5.30),
is compared with available experimental data [140— 144].

Table 15. Relative decrease of the ion mobility AK/K in the parent gases at
room temperature due to elastic ion—atom scattering [137].

Ton, gas He Ne Na Ar K Kr Rb Xe Cs

AK/K,% 6 9 8 9 9 18 9 21 7

The drift velocity of atomic ions in the parent gases is
given by formula (5.30) in the limit of low electric field
strengths, when the drift velocity is small in comparison
with the thermal velocity of the atomic ion, so that

¢EL < T, (5.31)

where 1 = 1/(No ) is the mean free path of ions in the parent
gas. Let us consider the other limit of high electric field
strengths and, following Refs [85, 86], we find the ion drift

16 \e—3

He"™ + He

K, cm? (Vs)™!
~
T

K

~
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Figure 18. Mobility of He"in helium in weak fields. Theory: / — formula
(5.28), 2—[139]; experiment: 3 — [140], 4 —[141], 5 — [142], 6 — [143],
7 —[144].

velocity under the assumption that the charge exchange cross
section oy, does not depend on the collision velocity.
According to Fig. 17, ions are accelerated in the direction of
the electric field, and the velocity in the field direction is large
in comparison with that in transverse directions. We intro-
duce the distribution function f(v,) of ions over velocities vy
in the field direction, which is analogous to the probability
P(1) of absence of charge exchange during a time 7 after the
previous exchange event. This probability satisfies the

equation
dpr
=P,
a7

where v = Nu, oy s the rate of the resonant charge exchange
process. The solution of this equation is

P(1) = exp <f J; v dz’) .

The equation of motion for the ion, viz.

douy
X _ |
m-—-=eL,

connects the ion velocity and the time after the last charge
exchange event by the expression

eLEt

Uy =—,

m
so that P(¢) gives the velocity distribution function for the
ions. Assuming the cross section of the resonant charge
transfer process . to be independent of the collision
velocity, we obtain for this distribution function

2
mv
f(vy) = Cexp (— ZeExi> , vy >0,
where C is a normalization factor, and the mean free path of
ions in the parent gasis A = 1/(Noes). From this we have for
the ion drift velocity

2eEA
mm

(5.32)

w= (vy) =

and according to the criterion, which is reciprocal with respect
to (5.31), this drift velocity significantly exceeds the thermal
velocity of atoms. The drift ion velocity in the intermediate
region of electric field strengths can be determined from the
solution of the kinetic equation for the ion distribution
function [145, 146]. It is convenient to approximate the ion
drift velocity in the form

2T 0.48x
w = — —m 5
m (1 +0.22x32)"

where x is the solution of the equation

eE

T 2TNows /&5 + 1.8x)2T/m

and is essentially a weak velocity dependence on os. Figure
19 compares this formula with experimental data [147—149].
Thus, the resonant charge exchange process whose nature is
closely connected with the structure of atomic particles is of
importance for ion transport processes in parent gases. The

X
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Figure 19. Drift velocity of Kr"and Xe " in parent gases as a function of the
reduced electric field strength. Solid curve — formula (5.33), experiment:
m—[147], 0 —[148], x — [149].

asymptotic theory accounts for the nature of the process,
simplifies the analysis of the process and permits one to
evaluate its parameters with an acceptable accuracy under
various real conditions.

6. Conclusions

We have considered the character of coupling of electron
momenta in atoms and its role in the process of resonant
charge exchange. The analysis shows that the LS-scheme of
momentum coupling, which is valid for light atoms, is useful
for the description of valence electron shells of individual
atoms. Since some relativistic interactions are not taken into
account within the framework of the jj-scheme of momentum
addition, this scheme is not accurate for the description of
heavy atoms, so that the LS-scheme of coupling of electron
momenta may be used for a qualitative description of these
atoms alongside other coupling schemes. We note the
importance of correlation effects in atoms due to the
violation of the one-electron approach for atoms. In
particular, neglecting these effects in atoms leads to an error
in the asymptotic coefficient which characterizes the ampli-
tude of the wave function of a valence electron far from the
nucleus.

All the above problems of electron coupling and correla-
tions between electrons are of importance for the analysis of
processes involving atomic particles. Then additional pro-
blems occur due to the motion of atomic particles and their
interaction. From this standpoint resonant charge exchange
in slow collisions is the simplest of such processes, since the
electron transition proceeds at large internuclear distances
where interaction between colliding particles is weak, the
molecular axis turns by a small angle during the electron
transition, and nuclear motion has a classical character. The
weakness of interaction allows us to use a specific perturba-
tion method and to extract different effects, considering them
separately. In spite of this simplicity, the process of resonant
charge exchange is characterized by several limiting cases with
respect to the coupling of atom and ion momenta, to the
rotation of the molecular axis, and to the ion—atom
interaction. According to the experience acquired from the
above analysis, in reality case ‘a’ of Hund coupling scheme,
which is a generalization of the LS-coupling scheme of

addition of electron momenta in an atom with respect to
molecular particles, is suitable for evaluation of the resonant
charge exchange cross sections for light elements, while case
‘¢’ of Hund coupling scheme is preferable for heavy atoms
when the jj-coupling scheme is better for composing momenta
in individual atomic particles. Nevertheless, the resonant
charge exchange cross sections, evaluated on the basis of
these coupling schemes and averaged over the momentum
projections of the colliding ion and atom, are not sensitive to
the coupling scheme if the one-electron transition is allowed
for different channels of this process. If this transition is
forbidden for some channels, the difference in the cross
sections within the framework of cases ‘a’ and ‘¢’ of Hund
coupling scheme can be significant.

This analysis exhibits the general problems of the theory
of slow atomic collisions for quasi-resonant processes if the
electron transfer proceeds at large separations between
colliding atomic particles, where these atomic particles
conserve their individuality. Because the cross sections of
such processes are expressed through asymptotic parameters
of colliding atomic particles, this analysis shows the connec-
tion between the problems of physics of individual atomic
particles and the physics of atomic collisions.

The author thanks R S Berry who showed the author the
importance of correlation effects for two-electron atoms. This
paper is partially supported by RFBR (grant # 00-02-17090).
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