arXiv:1010.1736v1 [physics.chem-ph] 8 Oct 2010

Reaching the cold regime: S(D) + H, and the Role of Long-Range Interactions in Open Shell
Reactive Collisions

Manuel Larat[l F. Dayou? and J.M Launay

nstitut de Physique de Rennes, UMR CNRS 6251, UniversiRRetines |, F-35042 Rennes, France
2LERMA, UMR 8112 du CNRS, Observatoire de Paris-Meudon,
Université Pierre et Marie Curie, 92195 Meudon Cedex, E&an
(Dated: June 4, 2022)

Reactive cross-sections for the collision of open shélD$atoms withortho- andpara- hydrogen, in the ki-
netic energy range-1120 K, have been calculated using the hyperspherical qoargactive scattering method
developed by Launagt al. [Chem. Phys. Lettl69 473 (1990)]. Short-range interactions, described using
theab initio potential energy surface by Ha al., were complemented with an accurate description of the-long
range interactions, where the main electrostatid(®) and dispersion< R®) contributions were considered.
This allows the comparison with recent experimental measants of rate constants and excitation functions
for the title reaction at low temperatures [Berteladteal., accepted ifPhys. Rev. Lett2010]. The agreement
is fairly good. The behavior in the considered energy rarajele understood on the average in terms of a
classical Langevin (capture) model, where the centrifbgatiers determine the amount of reactive flux which
reaches the barrierless transition state. Additiondily,gtructure of the van der Waals well provides temporal
trapping at short distances thus allowing the system to fanwday to the reaction at some classically-forbidden
energies. Interestingly, the cross-sectiondara-hydrogen shows clearly oscillating features associaiete
opening of new partial waves and to shape resonances whighen@menable to experimental detection.

I. INTRODUCTION than 1uK, were recently measured [20]. In contrast, advances
in the analysis of other type of reactions are still hampésed
Until very recently, most experimental and theoreticadistu the lack of versatile methods to produce molecules at low tem
ies in reaction dynamics had focused on thermal (or highefp€ratures and the very low densities achieved. Luckilyrgme
collision energies. With the field of cold molecules emerg-iNg experimental techniques like the Crossed Stark deeler
ing as an active interdisciplinary area of research, a gredP'S [21] promise to provide detailed information on colé bi
interest in understanding cold and ultracold chemical reac™olecular collisions. More related with our work, CRESU
tions has riser [1] 2]. Electric and magnetic deceleratws, _(Reactlon Kln_et|cs in Uniform Supersonic Flow) experinsent
lium buffer gas cooling, and magneto- and photo-associatioff’Plemented in Rennes [22,123], and cr)ossed molecular beam
(among other techniques) are opening the access to cold afPeriments performed in Bordeaux [24/ 25], are exploring
ultracold samples of molecules [3]. Given the success ifparrierless reactions between neutral species in conditio

controlling interactions achieved during the last two desa  @Proaching the cold regime [26]. In particular, rate comsta
in the field of ultracold atomic physics|[4], the question is and cross-sections have been recently obtained for theitl

whether a similar level of control is possible for more gen-action at tempseraturesland_‘ kinetic energies as low &K
eral processes involving molecules. Very few partial waved 1K~ 8:3x 107°KJ mor™) [27]. We will analyze their results
contribute at low temperatures. However, reactive prazess P€/0W.
have been shown to occur rapidly being dominated by tunnel- Given the availability of experimental results, the titc-
ing and Feshbach resonances, in a regime where the smalléistn provides us with a good chance to check and extend our
barrier to reaction surely exceeds the collision energ@€[5— predictive power from the explored thermal regime, whadve
Remarkably, at low kinetic energies the presence of externanitio reaction dynamics is routinely applied, to the low en-
fields modifies the dynamics in an essential way, appearingrgy one where such methodology should fail due to the lack
as “knobs” to steer the system to the desired outcome [10]. Iaf accuracy. In the limit, the deep ultracold regime, goeern
addition, the theoretical advances in the coherent cootimt by Wigner laws, has been found amenable to parametrization
molecular processes achieved in the nineties[11, 12] faund in terms of a very few inputs (the scattering length, for ex-
the thermal averaging of the colliding partners a fundament ample) which the experiments may provide scon [20]. Para-
obstacle. Consequently, the forthcoming access to coheredoxically, the extreme sensitivity of such parameters talsm
samples of molecules at very low temperatures has renewetetails of the PES, and the action of the surface as a whole,
the quest for the control of chemical reactions[13]. makes extremely dicult to predict them or, conversely, to
Given the success in the production of (ultra-)cold alkalideconvolute from their measurement the underlying interac
metal dimers, attention has mainly focused in such pagicul tions. Collisions in the range of 1 K thus lie in the limits
systems/[14=19]. In a landmark experiment, reaction rates f of what can be done using our conventional theoretical tools
collisions involving fermionic®°K®’Rb, at temperatures less Besides, such collisions are more than an obliged milestone
in our route from the thermal to the ultracold regime, hav-
ing interest on their own. They report the combined game
of short-range (SR) and long-range (LR) interactions. Whil
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universality in extreme cases[2], the thermal regime asd itenergy is so small, LR interactions determine the amount of
higher kinetic energies makes (SR) chemical forces prevaiincoming flux which reaches the SR, where rearrangement
As we will show, both SR and LR interactions play the gamemay occur[20]. In our case the system is characterized by the
at the concerned kinetic energies. Nevertheless, thedsrol presence of a significant quadrupole-quadrupole (QQ) Eontr
may be independent enough to allow to associate trends in tHmition, which should lead to important reorientatidfeets.
behavior to diferent regions of the PES, thuffering some  Therefore, the dynamical methodology has been revisited in
insight in the underlying dynamics. order to include the most of the anisotropy that an adiabatic
The SED) + Ha(X 125) — SH + H thermal reaction and €lectronic treatment may enable. The theoretical restilts w
its isotopic variants were the subject of detailed analisis be compared with the experimental results from the work by
the past|[28=39]. Belonging to the classin$ertion reac- Costes and co-workers and Sims and co-workers [27].
tions [40], the system is characterized by the presence of a The paper is structured as follows. In the next section, we
deep well (96 kcal mot) on its singlet ground potential en- Will briefly describe the new LR calculations, while further
ergy surface (theljg’ electronic state of k5) and by a small details will be given in the Appendix. In section lll, the herp
exoergicity (6.90 kcal mol). Lee and Liu carried out crossed spherical approach to the dynamics[48] will be recalled and
molecular beam experiments which were able to conclude theémall methodological improvements will be explained. The
insertion mechanism [37—=39]. Their measurements motivateresults from the dynamical calculations will be shown in-sec
a number of theoretical studies. Zyuteital.[2€], working at  tion IV and they will be discussed and compared with the ex-
a multi-reference configuration interaction (MRCI) levathw ~ perimental data in Section V. Finally, a summary of the work
multi-configuration self-consistent field (MCSCF) refezen and the conclusions will be given in Section VI.
wave functions, computed the five (1A, 2A, 3A, 1A’ and
2A") potential energy surfaces (PES) which correlate whid t

S(D) + H, asymptote. The collinear barrier of the fir$tAl Il. LONG-RANGE INTERACTIONS
excited PES was found to be 10 kcal miohigh. The other
three surfaces being repulsive, the reaction at moderate en A. Formalism

gies may be assumed to occur on the 1A' PES. An improved

ground state, based on the saateinitio data set was subse-  The LR interactions between the sulfur atom3) and
quently p.rod.uced by Het al[29]. This PES is thg one we will hydrogen molecule b{X 125) have been described follow-
use and it will be labeled as S1. Working on it, the quantumyq hertyrbation theory up to second order, using a multi-
calculations of Honvault and Launay [32], precursors to the,qar expansion of the electrostatic interaction oper&igr
ones we will show below, constituted landmark single-PEStq account for the 5-fold degeneracy of the open-shell atom
calculations on atom-diatom insertion reactions atthéema (i) \ve defined a set of asymptotically degenerate diabatic
ergies. Relevant to the discussion of our results will be th%tates, taken as a product of the atofhit)® and diatomic
statistical approaches to the system [33| 34, 41-43]. Liet-us 10)® unperturbed electronic states. The quantum number
call the statistical model of Rackham and Manolopoulos [44]," _ 0,+1,+2 is the projection of the atomic orbital angu-
and the quasiclassical statistical mode! [45]. In Refs] 8®1 |5 momentum. along the Body-Fixed (BF}-axis, chosen
[43] the latter were shown to account very well for the QM 504 the intermolecular vect&, and the projectiont = 0 of
results by Honvaultand Launay. More recently, non-adiabat e giatomic orbital angular momentum relates to the diatom
effectslln the product channelwe_re mtroduced_m the qu.anturgxisr, chosen to be in the B¥zplane. Following previous
model in order to calculate reaction cross-sections resitv ks on open-shell systens [49152], the matrix elements of
rotational and fine-structure product states [35]. the first-order and second-order perturbation operatottsein
Much lower in energy in the reagent region there exist elect| 1)(®|0y®) basis set lead to LR potentials that depend on the
tronic surfaces which correlate to the’BJ, cross thé A’ sur-  internal coordinatesR, 6), with R being the intermolecular
face in the HS well and lead to the same asymptote in theseparation and the angle betweeR andr. The dependence
product valley. The role of the intersystem crossing in thepf the LR potentials om, the internuclear distance ohthas
SCP'D) + H; collisions was analyzed by Maigit al [3€] us-  peen neglected in the present case. We have fixadts vi-
ing trajectory surface-hopping methodology. Their caeul prationally averaged value in the ground statg,_,.
tions conclude that the electronic quenching proces)s( The anisotropy of the LR $D)-H, interaction can induce
Hz — SCPo12) + Hp, plays a major role in the removal of transitions between the fragment statey®|0)® associated
S('D) at energies- 250K. The significance of non-adiabatic with different values of the projection quantum number
effects in the title system was also revealed in a recent quanyhereas. is assumed to be conserved throughout the colli-

tum study performed on the isotopic variantS) + HD [4€].  sion for largeR. We can therefore drop the quantum number
We thus expect a significant contribution of the quenching_and label by.1) the electronic diabatic basis of the'Bj-H,
process in the current regime. interacting system. For linear geometri@s=(0), there is one-

In this work we will show the results of new quantum me- to-one correspondence between the stapend the adiabatic
chanical calculations for the title collision at very lowtte  states o, IT andA symmetry of StD)-H,. Those adiabatic
peratures. They were obtained starting from an accurate detates are labeled according to the value of the quantum num-
scription of the LR interactions, essential in order to dibgc  berA = 0, +1, +2, the projection of the total electronic orbital
collisions at low energy[47]. In a regime where the kineticangular momentunL along the BFz-axis, with £ being de-
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fined with respect to the triatomic center-of-mass BF frame4p), the inner-shell orbitals being kept frozen in their ROHF
For non-linear geometries, the diabatic stdgsare coupled form, and the SadlepVTZ basis set was used. The result-
through LR interactions, and one has to deal with-a%LR  ing value of the quadrupole mome¢it0|Q,|LO) = +2.075
potential matrixV, »(R,8). Since the issue of non-adiabatic a.u. was employed to get the whole set of honzero matrix
couplings is not addressed in present work, we chose to keeglements from the Wigner-Eckart theorem. Notice that the
the (complex) signed-diabatic basigl) to express the LR latter value is identical to the one already reported in the |
potential matrix elements. The diagonalization of the 5  erature [[56| 57] for the same level of calculation. The dy-
LR potential matrix yields the adiabatic potentials asasmd  namic dipole polarizabilities of $D) have been determined
with the threeA’ and twoA” adiabatic states correlating with by means of MCSCF linear response calculations, using the
S(D)-H,. MCSCF wavefunctions previously defined. For each substate
In the present study, we have considered the electrostatimf definite symmetry, we obtained a set of Cauchy moments,
interaction between the permanent quadrupole moments @&ach of them corresponding with a given cartesian compo-
S(D) and K, leading to electrostatic energies varyingas,  nent of the electric dipole operatag_%,.,. We then employed
and the dispersion interaction between the dipole-indooed  analytical continuation techniques following the, i — 1],
ments of the two species, giving rise to dispersion energieand n, n - 1]; Padé approximants procedure of Ref. [58] to
varying asR™®. The contribution of inductionfects to the get lower and upper bounds to the dynamic polarizabilities
LR potentials has been neglected, since the dominant in“e,(iw), wherev stands for an atomic substate of definite
duction contribution involves interactions between paterg  symmetry. Fon = 9, the dispersion cdicients associated to
guadrupole moments and dipole-induced moments, which adewer and upper bounds of the polarizabilities are conwrge
proportional toR8. According to Eqd._13 arld 15 of the Ap- within less than 0.02%. The values of the correspondingstat
pendix, the LR potential matrix elements write: polarizabilities are identical to those already publisfte].
From the diagonal elements of the dynamic polarizabilities
Wa(iw), we derived the whole set of coupled spherical dy-
Vor(R6O) = icgﬂ’ Cov_a(6,0) - 1 Z CH (6, 0) namic polarizabilities' a(11xq following the procedure de-
R RO &b scribed in Ref.[[49].

(1) The resulting LR interaction cdigcients for the electro-
where the angular functior® (6, ¢) are normalized spher- staticC2* and dispersioiCZ} contributions are tabulated in
ical harmonics[76], and the interaction ¢beientsC}* and  the electronic supplementary information (ESI). To thetbes
Cl¥ stands for the electrostatic (quadrupole-quadrupole) an@f our knowledge, no LR cdcients had been determined

dispersion (dipole-induced dipole-induced) contribntiore- S0 far for the S{D)-H, system, and thus it is not possible
spectively. to compare with the results of previous works. By sum-

ming the tabulated values over the diagonal matrix elements
(1 = A') we can retrieve state-averaged interactionfitoe

B. Quadrupole moments and dipole polarizabilities cients. The state-averaged electrostatic contributiomstas,
and we get for the isotropic and anisotropic dispersionrsont

The evaluation of the LR electrostat(hg” and disper- butionsCso = 40.338 a.u. an@s» = 4.146 a.u., respectively.

sion Céfk’ codficients requires to determine the permanent
guadrupole moments and dynamic dipole polarizabilities of
S(tD) and H. For H,, we have selected accurate values
from the literature, corresponding with a, Hjeometry at
its vibrationally averaged valugy),.o = 1449 ap. We A.  The hypersperical approach
used the permanent quadrupole val@),00) = +0.481
a.u. of Ref. [[58], obtained from full Configuration In-  The quantum methodology used to carry out the dynami-
teraction (Cl) calculations with a large Gaussian-type or-cal calculations was described in previous works on alkalis
bitals basis set, including bond-centered polarizatiomcfu ultracold energies [59, 60], and elsewhere in the context of
tions. For the dynamic dipole polarizabiliti€%,(iw) and  thermal reactive scattering[61]. In fact, most of the caonve
90,«(iw), we chose the values tabulated in Ref| [54], obtainedyence parameters used in this work are the same which were
from a sum-over-states formalism with explicitely electro used in the study of the title collision at thermal ener@a§[
correlated wavefunctions. The corresponding static polar Let us simply recall that in the hyperspherical quantum re-
abilities, a,(0) = 6.721 a.u. and®ay(0) = 4.739 a.u., are  active scattering method developed by J. M. Launay[48] the
in good agreement with other literature values [53]. configuration space is divided into inner and outer regions.
For SED), we performedab initio calculations by means The positions of the nuclei in the inner region are described
of the Dalton quantum chemistry code [55]. The permanenterms of hyperspherical democratic coordinates. The itigar
quadrupole moments have been calculated as the expectatioric derivative of the wavefunction is propagated outwans o
values of cartesian quadrupole moment opera®gg,with a single adiabatic PES. At a large enough value of the hyper-
u = {xY,2z, usingab initio MCSCF electronic wavefunc- radius the former is matched to a set of suitable functions,
tions. The MCSCF wavefunctions were generated by disealled asymptotic functions, to yield the scattering S+irat
tributing six electrons among 13 orbitalss(38p, 3d, 4sand  We chose an intermolecular separatiorroflO a.u. for the

lll. DYNAMICAL METHODOLOGY
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matching. where|1 A’) is the ground adiabatic electronic state and all
The asymptotic functions provide the collisional boundarythe "conserved” quantum numbers have been suppressed in
conditions. When working at thermal energies they are fathe notation of the radial cdiécients,F,°(R). Introducing the
miliar regular and irregular radial Bessel functions whaeh  expansion{3) into the time-independent Schrodingerégua
count for the presence of the centrifugal potential at lange associated with a total enerdy; H¥ = E¥, and using the
termolecular separation. Recently, they were propertlg-mo Hamiltonian in Eq[2, it is straightforward to obtain the-fol
ified to include the ffect of an isotropic dispersion interac- |lowing system of coupled radial equations
tion (~ R9), thus enabling the study of ultracold collisions
of alkalis[59, 60]. In the current work further changes ae r R 92 10+
quired. Asymptotic functions must account also for the pres |- ——— + ———
ence of the anisotropic electrostatic and dispersion LBrint 24t OR 2uR
action, introducing reorientatiorffects which may take place
while the reagents approach. More details about their definiwhereE,, the collision energy, is given b — E, j, with E,
tion are given in the following section. the internal energy of the diatortV), - (R) designs the matrix
elements in basis B1 of°(R,1,6) — Vp,(r), with Vy,(r) the
asymptotic H diatomic potential. By inwards integration of
Eq.[4 we obtain the “regular’ﬂ(l)"’) and “irregular” q:fz)'O)
asymptotic radial wavefunctions, corresponding to anfimco

) ) ) ) ing (J, M, v, jo,lo) channel. They are defined as the ones
Using the set of Jacobi coordinatds (, 6) corresponding  \which behave as

to the S-H, arrangement, the total Hamiltonian of the system
can be expressed as

- Ec] FPR) == > (Vi (RFP(R)(4)
|/

B. Introducing the anisotropy in the outer region: the
asymptotic functions

Rooo |,
212 L, w1 L, FMo =257 sinkR - 1/2)61, /K> (5)
H=—Z Rz “amrore’ " ome *He (@ F@o 25 _ coskR— I/2)61,/KY?

whereHeg is the electronic Hamiltoniar,is the orbital angu- . ]
lar momentum of the atom with respect to the center of mas¥herek is the wavenumber of the considered channel. Such
of the diatom, anglis the rotational angular momentum of the ra_dlal funptlons account fo_r the correct LR behaviour t_ocrhat _
latter. The total angular momentum of the nuclei (conserved"gh the inner-dynamics in the presence of an anisotropic
in an adiabatic approach) is given By j + 1. Inthe current  V"(R.1.6) potential. The coupled-equation version of the
study, we chose an adiabatic treatment of the dynamics, a§2€thod of De Vogelaere [52] is used to solve for them.
suming that the collision occurs only on the ground adigbati Regarding the calculation of the potential matrix elements
PES. Hence, among the five adiabatic PESs correlating witk\V) - (R), it is convenient to define an intermediate nuclear
S(D)+H; (threeA” and twoA” singlet states), we consider basis, B2, labelled by the projectiéh of j andJ on the BF
only the lowest one, associated with the grouphAl elec- zaxis. The basis set B2 is given by

tronic state. Hereafter, the lowest eigenvalueHgf will be

labeled byVO(R,r,6). The diagonalization of the LR poten- _

. . . IM Xv,](r) 2J+1
tial matrix of Eq[1 provides a value for such energy, acairat Pui; =

at large intermolecular separations, witffixed to its vibra- : r 4n
tionally averaged valug ),_g.

A convenient basis in order to expand the nuclear wavewhere Dﬂ,TQi designs a Wigner rotation matrix element and
function in the LR region is the one characterized by quantunge, 8, y) are the Euler angles corresponding to the transforma-
numbers §, M, v, j, 1), with (v, j) the rovibrational quantum tion between SF and BF frames. The change of basis between
numbers of the diatont,the relative orbital angular momen- B1 and B2 simply involves 3j symbols. The matrix elements
tum and (, M) the total angular momentum and its projection of the ground PES in basis B2 are given by
on the Space-Fixed axis. We will call this basis B1, and rep-
resent it as;bjj!}". Such a basis, well adapted to handle Coriolis
couplings, is used in the hyperspherical approach to expand )
the asymptotic wavefunctions, which are matched with the SRV, (R) = da,0: 27 fX\Z/,j(r)szg,- (6, 0)V°(R r,6) siné dr do
information obtained in hyperspherical coordinates. 7

If the system approaches collision with quantum number
(3, M, vy, jo, lo), we will asumme that (in addition tdandM)
the rovibrational quantum numbersy(jo), remain well con-
served in the LR region. This is well justified in the present
case given the large energy gap betwedfedint rovibra-
tional states relative to the considered collision eneaypge.
Within this approximation the total electro-nuclear wauvef

cion,Tjo“folo, can be expanded in the LR region as

D#/TQJ- (a"ﬂ’ Y)YJQJ (9’ O)’ (6)

She potential does not couple states witlfefientQ;, al-
though reorientationfiects in the BF system happen due to
the Coriolis term. Assuming in Efl 7 that the variations with
R of the mean value o¥°(R,r,6) in the rovibrational state
xv.j(r) are well approximated by the variations of the potential
at the averaged bond distances (r),; (assumption which
has been proven valid for the current PES), we reach the con-
venient expression

F°(R)

| ’

\1,130'\140'0 = Z R ¢30'\1'A0||1 lA) (3)
|



Va0 (R) = So,0 2r f YfQJ_ (6,0) VO(R 1)y , 0) sind dé. (8)

Once the potential matrix elements are calculated in baais B D. The collision with j=0 para-hydrogen
we change to basis B1, thus obtaining the elemé&wis (R)

involved in Eql4, The collision of StD) with para-hydrogen in its ground
rotational state deserves special attention. Within a
I+ BT /AT non-adiabatic treatment theffective contribution of the
V(R = (1) _2| IV + 1 9) anisotropic terms iV, (R, 6) (Eq.3) is found to vanish. This
XZ( o )( o )(V)Q. o(R). isnotthe case when using an adiabatic approach instead. In
o Qj 0 -Q; J1 Q) 0 -Q B order to show this we define a set of electro-nuclear basis
functions in terms of the diabatic electronic basis defimed i
Sectioril,
Let us finally note thatV),,,(R) + lo(lo + 1)42/2uR? has the
meaning of the #ective potential felt by the colliding partners ;. xvi(r) [23r+1 ;.
at a distanc&Rk when approaching in the stagg! . Such Pioyla = r 4 Do, (@ 8. 7)Yie, (6, 0)L)(10)
meaning will be used below.

whereJr designs a total angular momentudn,=j + | + L,
which in contrast with Eq.]6 includes the atomic electronic
angular momentum, ar@r (= Q; + 1) andMr label its pro-
jection on the BF and SE-axis, respectively. The use of this
C. The potential energy surface basis in combination with the whole interaction matrix give
by Eq.[d would @iciently account for the exchange of an-
) ) ) ~gular momentum among electrons and nuclgi §eing con-

In our adiabatic approach we consider that the collisionserved) and reorientatioffects appearing while the reagents
takes place on the ground PES. The global fit for th&'1 approach([64]. Potential couplings between twdfedint
PES performed by Het al[2€] (surface S1) was widely used channels in this non-adiabatic treatment would involveithe
in the past and its SR region was tested by comparison Witfegration ing of the product of two spherical harmonics (orig-
experiments at higher energies|[30, 31]. Neverthelessthe inating from Eq[ID) and one matrix elemant, (R, 6). The
face does not pay the necessary attention to the descrigtion |atter consists for spherical harmonid&,m, with k = 0,1,2
the LR regio_n, that being the reason why we performed OUIC,m ~ Yim in Eq.[D). When considering the casepra-
own calculations of the LR potentials (see Sek. II). To com+hydrogen with {0, such integral is found to vanish e 0.
bine the SR interactions given by S1 with our description ofThe contribution of QQ and dispersion anisotropic terms dis
the LR region (the lowest eigenvalue of the LR pOtential ma'appearS’ and thus ﬂm5 dependence_ On|y the isotropic dis-
trix in Eq.[1), we performed a smooth switching from one persion term~ R6, is found to play a role. This is not the
to the other. Thanks to the approximation in ER. 8, only thecase when the adiabatic approach is used. The diagonaliza-
LR potentials for fixed = (r),; ~ (r),—o are required, and tjon of the LRV, (R §) matrix yields a ground PES with a
only the switching for such internuclear distance is consid g-5 dependence, which is not cancelled through the integral
ered. The switching was performed around the central valug, Eq.[8. In order to correct such a drawback of the adiabatic
Ro = 125 a.u., within a range of intermolecular distancestreatment we artificially matched S1 with a pure isotropi di
given byAR = 3 a.u. The angle-independent switching func- persion term-Cg/R¢, when dealing with$0 para-hydrogen.
tion f(R) = {cosr(R+ AR/2 - Ro)] + 1}/2 was used. In con-  |n this way we introduced in the adiabatic treatment tiiece
trast, note that an intermolecular separatior-df0 a.u. was  tjve LR interaction which the colliding partners should exp
considered for the matching of the inner dynamics with therjence. TheC?? _ coeficient, the lowest isotropic one, was
external asymptotic functions. chosen for thg’{‘ bourpose.

It is worth mentioning that a new globalA’ PES for the ti-
tle system was recently published|[63]. A term to account for

the (~ R9) dipole-induced dipole-induced (DD) dispersion IV. RESULTS
interaction was included in the global fit. Nevertheless, th
quadrupole-quadrupole (QQ) electrostatic interactioR(®), Quantum reactive cross-sections for collisions ofC§(

which dominates the LR behavior, was not explicitly consid-with j=0 para-hydrogen p-H;) and 1 ortho-hydrogen ¢-
ered. As such term is relevant to describe the reactivity oH,), in the energy range-1120 K, were calculated using the
ortho-hydrogen at low collision energies, we have preferrednethodology described in the previous section. In [Hg. 1 the
to employ the PES obtained from the switching procedure jusbbtained results are shown. A small dependence with the ro-
described. tational state and some interesting oscillations, moreapy
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FIG. 1: Quantum reaction cross-sections for the collisib&@D) Collision energy (kJ mol”")

with j=0 p-H, and 1 o-H; at low kinetic energies.

FIG. 2: Comparison of the excitation function obtained ia &xper-
iments by Costes and co-workers|[27] with our theoreticauits.
. . The latter were averaged using the ratio 3:1oéfl, to p-H,, and
in the case op-H,, are relevant features. The cross-sectiongonyoluted with a Gaussian distribution of collision enesgto ac-
were averaged using the room-temperature ratio 3-8 count for the velocity and angle spread in the experinierit [Zfie
to p-Hy, so-callechormal-ydrogeni-Hy), which is expected  excitation function, in arbitrary units, was scaled in ariieoptimize
to be valid in the conditions of the experiment by Costes andhe agreement with the theoretical data (see text). (Exparial data
co-workers|[27]. They were also convoluted with a Gaussiarieproduced with the permission of the authors).
distribution of collision energies to account for the vétpc
and crossing angle spread in the experiment [27]. In[Big. 2,
the experimental excitation functions (in arbitrary upit®re ) )
scaled to minimize the sum of the squares of thgedénces the exception of the value for the lowest experimental tem-
between every experimental result and its correspondimg th Perature (5.8K). This temperature is also the most chahgng
oretical value. Both sets show very similar decreasingdsen from an experimental point of view. The 300 K experimental
as a function of the collision energy. result of Black and Jusinski[65] is also shown for compari-
Some additional calculations for particular collision ene SOM: in perfect agreement with the recent measurements. Let

giesin the range 15a0.500K were performed in order to allow us fem?fk that a multiplicative factoy3 was incIuQed in the
interpolations and the calculation of thermally-averagste calculation of rate constants, as only one of the five asytpto

constants to compare with the experimental results by Sim§:ally deg_enerate ad_labatlc surfaces is assumed to ledeto t
and co-workers [23, 27]. Again, the room-temperature ratid®©ducts in the considered energy range.
3:1 was considered. It was estimated that such proportion is
not perturbed by the rapid cooling to 77 K and the subsequent
adiabatic expansion to 5.8 K in the experiment. By using a
Maxwell-Boltzmann distribution the population of higherr
tational states was estimated to be negligible for all the ex
perimental temperatures except for the highest or&0DK.
Given the independency of the sets of rotational states with In order to stress the need for accuracy in the description
even and odd quantum number and the big rotational constast LR effects while working at low collision energies, the
of Hz (~ 85K), only in the case op-H, and for such high sensitivity to such fects is shown in Fig.]4. Cross-sections
temperature the population gf = 2 was found to be sim- for the collision withp-H,, calculated using an uncorrected
ilar to the population of the ground state. Accordingly, we PES S1[29], are compared to the ones obtained by matching
calculated the cross-sections for 2 at some particular col- it with a pure isotropic- R~ dispersion term at LR (see Sec-
lision energies and concluded dfdrence of~ 5% between tion[l[D). As the figure shows, for energies below 20K the
the cross-sections for = 0 andj = 2. The contribution of  accurate inclusion of the LR interactions appears as dasent
j = 2 was not considered in the calculation of thermally aver-The use of S1 without corrections leads téfefiences of the
aged rate-constants and a value somewhat lower than the opgder of 30% for energies around 1K.
in Fig.[3 is expected for ¥300K. Note that the LR behaviour of an accurateinitio surface
Interestingly, the theoretical rate constants approxématfor the ground electronic state contains a non-negligiofe
fairly well the experimental ones, remaining below themhwit character in the title system. As argued above, such contri-

V. DISCUSSION

A. The significance of the long-range interactions
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FIG. 3: Comparison of the experimental total removal rafdied
circles), obtained in the experiments by Sims and co-wsr|2$,27]
with the thermally averaged reaction rate constant obdaineour
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assumed. The 300 K experimental result of Black and Ju§8tiki
(marked with a cross) is also shown. (Experimental dateodkpred
with the permission of the authors).
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FIG. 4: Sensitivity of the calculated cross-sections toltReintera-
tions. Cross-sections for the collision of*Bj with p-H,, obtained

by using an uncorrected PES $1/[29] are compared to the ones o

tained by matching it with a pure isotropic R dispersion term,
thus accounting for the expected LRextive behaviour.

essential. To the best of our knowledge, non-adiab#iects
in low energy collisions have not been explored in depth up to
the date.

B. The electronic quenching

In view of the results of Maitet al[3€] and Tian-Shuet
al.[46] the electronic quenching is expected to play a role in
the title collision. Since the experimental rate constams.-
sured by Sims and co-workers [27] probe the total removal
of S(D) by n-H,, they should comprise the disappearance of
S(D) due to the reactive process (formation of-GH) or to
the electronic quenching (relaxation to®B{;)). The ex-
citation functions measured by Costes and co-workers [27]
monitor only the first mechanism. As our theoretical caleula
tions do not include the possibility of quenching some com-
ments are pertinent in order to justify mutual comparisons.
What should we expect from the use of an electronically-
uncoupled (EU) formalism to describe the dynamics when an
electronically-coupled (EC) one would be more approp#ate
A reasoning according to the statistical model of Rackham
and Manolopoulos[44], applied in the past to the system at
thermal energies[33, 42], may help to clarify the limits and
validity of our approach. If the collisional process is asgd
to be mediated by a long-lived complex (due to the deep well
in the PES) we can distinguish the step of formation from the
step of statistical decomposition of the complexes. Sihee t
singlet-triplet crossing occurs inside the well we will sater
the quenching as an alternative way of decomposition. Be-
sides, we fiirm that our calculation describes correctly the
first step, the way the probability is captured. Regardirgy th
second step, in a scenario where some complexes would de-
compose to give back the reactants (I), some to give reac-
tion products (R), and the rest wouldffar quenching (Q),
our electronically-uncoupled (EU) calculation does nival
this latest possibility. By making use of the principles loé t
model, and designing by, o£¢, o6 andot”, o’ the
cross-sections for each possible outcome in an hypottetica
EC (unprimmed) or in our EU (primmed) calculation, we will
show that

EC EC EU EC
ORr +O'Q >O'R >O'R

(11)

As a consequence, the theoretical rate constant calculated
ing oEY constitutes a lower bound for the experimental to-
tal removal rate of SP). The latter should be given by the
sum of both reactive and quenching contributions in an exact
EC calculation. Besides;EU is itself an upper bound for the
real reaction cross-section, monitored in arbitrary upyjtshe
measured excitation functions. These statements should be

bution would dfectively cancel while using a non-adiabatic valid even ifocE" is far fromoE°. Below we will show how
approach (which considered the 5 asymptotically degemerato reach these conclusions.

surfaces and all the non-adiabatic couplings). Neversisele

According to the statistical model [44], the fraction of

it does not cancel while using an adiabatic approach (that becomplexes which decompose into a particular channel is re-

ing the reason to force a LR behavid®r® in the calculations

lated to thecaptureprobability of forming the complex start-

with p-Hz). The need for such artificial modifications rein- ing from that particular channel. Let us denote Wi{(E),
forces the idea that for asymptotically degenerate systms B’ (E) and C’,(E) the energy dependent capture probabili-
accurate treatment of the LR non-adiabatic dynamics seenties starting from reagent, product and quenching sides, co
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responding to particular channebsn’, n”, respectively. J overJ to obtain cross-sections, the previous results are found
labels the total angular momentum. Let us define the sunmequivalent to the following statements:o'rEU is essentially a
in open channels of the capture probabilities associated toapture cross-section which accounts for the total number o
each possible outcom&(E) = 3, AJ(E), B)(E) = ¥ BJ(E)  complexes formed in the collision, iE" should be found
andC’(E) = X C;,(E). Following the prescriptions of the proportionalto o-£C, and iii) £ + ¢5¢ and €Y must be
model, the reaction probability corresponding to the reége similar to each other. We will check their validity below.
colliding in channeln, P} (E), is given by PYEY(E) = Regarding the first statement, the quantum cross-section
A)E)B’(E)/(A)(E) + BY(E)) in our EU calculation and by averaged fom-H, is compared in Fig]5 with an averaged
PLEC(E) = AN(E)B’(E)/(A'(E) + BY(E) + C’(E)) inan hy-  Langevin capture estimate and a good agreement is found.
pothetical EC calculation. Interestingly, the former iggeer. A capture dispersion potentialCs/R6 was assumed fop-
Now, essentially by summing ovel, one obtains cross- H,, what leads to an analytical Langevin cross-section given
sections and it follows that§Y > oE°, which is the sec- by ¢®, (E) = 3r(Cg/4E)Y3. A QQ electrostatic poten-
ond inequality in expressidn L1. A similar reasoning leadsjal, -Cs/R®, and the corresponding cross-secti@ﬁ (E) =
from the probability of total removaR; EC(E) + PLEC(E) = 2/5 . an

5 f 3 ; ; ; Qn Y=/ 51 (05/6 \/§E) , were assumed far-H, instead. The val-
AL(E)(B(E) + C*(E))/(A(E) + B’(E) + C*(E)), to the first 06 R R
inequality. In agreement with it, the thermally averageetth UeSCs = Cgo = 389 a.u. andCs = 4.08(Q0)s(Qe0)H,
oretical rates in Fig]3 remain below the experimental onesVere respectively taken. The former is the lowest isotropic

with the exception of the value for the lowest temperature. dispersion cosiicient and the latter results from an angular
average of the ground eigenvalue of the QQ contribution in

Eq.[1. Double weight is assigned to the perpendicular ap-
, , proach,Cs( = 90) = V39/2 (Qzo)s(Qzodn,, With respect
C. The Langevin-type capture dynamics to the linear oneCs(d = 0) = 6 (Qz0)s(Qaodn,, the fac-
tor 4.08 resulting from such weighted average. The second
Both the theoretical and the experimental excitation func-statement explains the similar trends found between thieore
tions, in Fig[2, show no threshold, consequence of theaattra cal and experimental excitation functions, in spite of tban
tive character without barrier of the reaction on the groundnclusion of quenching in the calculations. Finally, thedh
electronic state. Remarkably, both follow very similamiile  statement justifies the similarity of the experimental amet t
as a function of the kinetic energy, in spite of the absence obretical rates, shown in Figl] 3. The bigger discrepancy be-
quenching channels in the theoretical calculations. Assa fir tween the experimental and theoretical ratefiicients at 5.8
guess, such proportionality would result from tealreaction K, the latter being larger, may be related with the neglected
probabilities following the entrance channel capture plib  non-adiabatic couplings between the three singlet A’ state
ities, AJ(E), given that the capture is well described in our ap-which correlate with the reactants. In fact, the discrepaan
proximate calculation. Moreover, if our guess were cortieet  be interpreted as the theoretical simulations capturingemo
experimental reaction cross-sections should have a Lamgev probability in the complex than they should, and neglecting
capture character[66] (see natel[77]). the couplings to repulsive states could be a reason for such a
Such qualitative reasoning can be put in solid grounds byffect. The &ect of such couplings should increase dramati-
making use again of the statistical model. Given the exethercally when decreasing the kinetic energy, while the contrib
micity of both the reactive and quenching processes, manijon from the neglected singlet-triplet couplings is expeldo
internal states are open even at low collision energiesen thbe less energy dependent. Regardless, such low kinetie ener
corresponding arrangements. In particulB?(E) may be gies should be more sensitive to possible inaccuracieseof th
approximated by the number of open channels, thus beingonsidered PES.
much larger thamA’(E). The value ofC’(E) is more dffi- To outline this section, let us remark that our theoretical
cult to estimate as the capture from the quenching side recross-sections are essentially capture cross-sectiahthay
quires a non-adiabatic transition, of unknown probahility = must account well for the total number of complexes formed
occur. Regardless, it is resonable to accept BY4E), and in the collision. The number of complexes which eventu-
thus B’(E) + C’(E), are much bigger thaA’(E) in the en-  ally react is found a constant portion of the total number.
ergy and angular momentum ranges which contribute, thuShis explains the experimental reaction cross-sectioirggbe
following that most of the complexes are expected to formproportional to the theoretical cross-sections. Finallythe
SH+H or to sufer quenching. Besides, such figures are ex-experimental total removal rates include the sum of reactio
pected to be essentially constaBt(E) ~ B, B)(E)+CJ(E) ~  and quenching, they are monitoring again the total number of
B + C. Accordingly, in we neglect the contribution &f(E) complexes, so they are well approximated by our theoretical
in the denominator oP}EY(E) (see above) we find a re- results.
sult which is essentially equal to a reactant capture proba-
bility, AJ(E). Proceeding similarly we find tha®} E(E)
is a constant portion of the capture probabil®} E“(E) ~ D. The structures in the cross-sections
(B/(B+C))AX(E), and thus proportional t8} £V (E). Finally,

the sumPy, SS(E) + PLE%(E) is again equal to the capture  The theoretical cross-sections show interesting osicifiat
probability AJ(E) and therefore td?} EY(E). By summing  superimposed to the overall Langevin behaviour (Eig. 6).
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overlap would justify their being more fiicult to observe in e | | | J\;L:;;%
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The observed structures, which can be attributed to partic Collision energy (K)

ular partial waves and channels have a double origin: some ¢

them display the Bective opening of a partial-wavgothers FIG. 6: In the figure, some oscillation observed in the quanta-

seem to be due to the presence of shape resonances. Regadr ion cross-sections are attributed to particular dantves and

ing the former, the W|gnerthreshold Ia\_/vs prowde_a be_hatwouemmmce channels. Panel (a) corresponds@miH, and panel (b)
for thel cross-section below the centrifugal barrier given byg =1 o-H,. Peaks associated do= | = 7 andJ = | = 12 in the case
E'-Y/2. If, after the barrier were overcome, the reaction prob-of p-H, , andJ = 9,1 = 8 in the case 0b-H, occur at energies just
ability reached quickly the limit value of one, the behaviou above the corresponding centrifugal barriers (shown aicaétines
should follow a ¥k? dependence, that is E71[67+69]. This  in the same color or type of line). In contrast, peaks A, B, @ Bn
would result as a “bump” in the cross-sections. A bump ofoccur below barrier (see text).

this type should happen at energies over the height of the cen

trifugal barrier. On the contrary, oscillations for highrpal

waves steming from shape resonances would occur at energies

below the centrifugal barriers, the associaté@daive poten- andJ = | = 16 contributions, are found below barrier. The
tials providing some kind of trapping. same happens for the peaks A, B, C and D in the lower pan-

Some structures have been selected and they are shownngl, associated to the entrance in channéls: (16,1 = 15),
Fig.[8 to be associated to particular partial waves and char(J = 16,1 = 16), 0 = 17,1 = 16) and 0 = 17,1 = 17), re-
nels,g)\J,j'}"_ The corresponding centrifugal barriers are also disspectively. As we will explain below, we attribute them teth
played as vertical lines. They were calculated usifigee ~ Presence of shape resonances. Note that peaks A and C are
tive potentials(V);(R) + (I + 1)42/2uR2, where the average found at similar energies fa-H; andp-H..

V)11(R) was defined in EJ.]9. Panel (a) corresponds= | The presence of multiple resonances in the reaction proba-
p-H2 and panel (b) to§1 o-H,. Given the shape and location bility of the title system for zero total angular momentunswa
(above the centrifugal barrier) of the peaks associatpeHe, reported in the past [30]. They manifest the indirect mecha-
with entrance channels=1 =7 andJ = | = 12, and too-H, nism through the formation of long-lived complexes. If the
with entrance channel = 9,1 = 8, we conclude that their peaks selected in the current work were resonances, the as-
origin is the opening of a new partial wave. In contrast, thesociated trapping should happen in an intermediate range of
peaks labelled A and C fqr-H,, associated tothé =1 = 15  radial distances. On the one hand, they appeared in calcula-
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associated to the peaks show a double maximum structure (see
Fig.[4). The local minimum inbetween may support shape res-

onances at precisely the energies where the structurearappe
140- 7 Remarkably, the fective potentials corresponding to chan-
_ — J51=15 nels @ = 16,1 = 15) and 0 = 17,1 = 16) of o-H; are respec-
¥ 1200 - J=I=16 7 tively very similar to the ones correspondinglte: | = 15 and
3 i J =1 = 16 of p-H,. This justifies the appearance of peaks A
i T 5 3 and C at similar energies in both cases. The approaching part
I 4 N ners would be trapped in this preliminar well until they tun-
< 8or A AN | neled into the big one, thus finding the way to reaction, oy the
S sol- \/ S | tunneled backwards, thus giving the reagents back. The qua-
3 sibound states seem to prefer “prereaction”though, irsinga
NN reactivity at the associated energies. Note finally thabFan
40 < - ' S . :
| | Sy type profiles, which indicate quick changes in the phase of
10 15 20 25 the elastic S-matrix elements, are found in the elasticseros
sections at similar energies, thus reinforcing the hymithe
about the nature of the peaks as resonances.
Letus remark that the role of van der Waals wells in reactive
collisions at very low energy was recently stressed [70]. As
140 | stated, the supported quasibound states may lead to a tempo-
ral trapping of the system at short distances, and to anasere
2 120 N - jzig:ig | of tunneling through the barrier. Suctiects were mainly dis-
> : Jg\D;‘——A\— —————— — J=16l=16""""1 cussed fortunnellng-domlnat_ed reactions like HF[71] and_
5 1004 . 7‘.,\“7 AN --J=17)=17, | Cl+HD [70], where the reaction would be closed otherwise.
o i /\\ In addition to the considered shape resonances, Feshiyaeh-t
% gof " \BK 3 ones may occur for zero angular momentum and can dramat-
£ ;; ically modifying ultracold reaction cross-sections andoze
& o | - temperature rate constants|[72].
]
w () ] |
I” ~

5 10 15 > o5 VI. CONCLUSIONS

Intermolecular radial coordinate,( )
In this work, the S{D) + H, collision was analyzed in
FIG. 7: In the figure, the feective potentials(Vy,(R) + I( +  the kinetic energy range-1L20K. Within an adiabatic treat-
1)72/2uRe, of the channels associated to peaks A, B, C and D (seénent, working on the lowest surface which correlates wigh th
Fig.[8) are shown to provide the necessary trapping to stppasi-  reagents, cross-sections and thermally averaged ratéacons
bound states in the form of shape resonances. Panel (ayponds  were obtained using the quantum reactive scattering method
to j=0 p-Hz and panel (b) to$1 o-H,. The horizontal lines mark the developed by Launagt al. [4€]. The resulting picture of the
location in energy of the peaks. Note the similarity of tifiie€tive  process is the following: the behavior can be understood on
potentials corresponding to the pair of channdls=( 16,1 = 15),  the average in terms of a classical Langevin (capture) model
SJ—:l E7’1|62f16|)-|0f 0-H to the ones corresponding o= | = 15, \yhere centrifugal barriers determine the amount of reactiv
T P flux which reaches the barrierless transition state; amfuiti
ally, the structure of the van der Waals well provides tem-
poral trapping at short distances, thus helping the system t
find its way to reaction for high partial waves. Comparison
tions where the LR interaction was not well accounted foe (se with landmark experimental data obtained using the crossed
Fig.[4), so they cannot be located at very large distances. Omolecular beam machine with variable beam intersection-
the other, their location at very short range would hampes, d angle [24] (Bordeaux) and the CRESU technique [22, 23]
to the high anisotropy of SR chemical forces, any rotationa[Rennes) shows a fairly good agreement. Accurate electroni
adiabaticity which may lead to similarffective potentials, calculations of the LR interactions were required in oraer t
and thus to the similar structures observed, fa0 and 1.  propertly describe collisions at such low kinetic energy. |
In good agreement with such qualitative reasoning, the PE@articular, the anisotropic QQ term of the interaction aype
shows a shallow well in the entrance valley at distancesdf  to be important to describe the collision witkH,, although
a.u. [42]. With a depth of 500K for collinear approaches, it does not contribute in the caseH,.
and appearing as a small secondary minimum opening the ac- Previous theoretical works at higher energies indicatat th
cess to the big well for insertion paths, this complex is thethe electronic quenching process, and thus the intersystem
probable origin of many of the structures in the cross-easti  crossing, may play a significant role in the total removal of
As a result of such well, theflective potentials of the channels S(D)[36,46]. Nevertheless, a good agreement of our theoret-
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ical and the experimental total removal rates has been found Acknowledgments
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and cross-sections essentially monitor. Now, as most of the

complexes decompose to give either reaction or quenching,

and experimental removal rates sum up both contributionsyil. APPENDIX : LONG-RANGE ELECTROSTATIC AND
a good agreement of theoretical and removal rates follows. DISPERSION ENERGIES

Besides, the ratio of reaction to quenching is not expected

to significantly change in the small considered energy range e consider below the case of LR interactions between
The amount of complexes which 'react’ at one particular enyn gpen-shell atomd, and a closed-shell diatonB. To ac-
ergy appears then a constant fraction of the total number qfount for then-fold degeneracy of the atom, we define a set
complexes captured at such energy. A proportionality of theyf asymptotically degenerate diabatic states, taken asdx pr
real’ reaction cross-section to our theoretical crossieas it of the atomigL2)® and diatomid0)® unperturbed elec-
automatically follows, and therefore the good agreemetit wi tyonic states. The quantum numbee —L, ..., L is the pro-

the experimental excitation functions. It must be noted thajection of the atomic orbital angular momentumalong the
both discussed agreements seem to follow independently {9ody-Fixed (BF)z-axis, chosen along the intermolecular vec-
the proportion of quenching and, in our opinion, the questio tor R, and the projection = 0 of the diatomic orbital angular

remains open. Future measurements of the branching rati@omentum refers to the diatom axischosen to be in the BF
reactioriquenching would be thus desirable. xzplane.

The multipolar expansion of the first—ordeﬂg), and

Interestingly, the theoretical cross-sections showeillasc second—orderl—léz), perturbation operators depend on multi-
ing features. We conclude that some of them are associated pwle momentQ,(f) andQ,(ZB) that are defined in frames cen-
the presence of a small van der Waals well in the entrance vatered onA andB, with axes parallel to a global Space-Fixed
ley of theab initio PES S1[[29]. Far from being an artifact (SF) frame. To treat the atom-diatom case, we introduce mul-
of the fit, this well seems to be real, appearing in sabe tipole momentSQfBZ that are defined relative to a local refer-
initio calculations we have performed to verify its existence.ence frame o1B,

Nevertheless, we have found a much smaller depth. Although

the current experimental results do not allow conclusive co A(B) AB) [Ml (A
firmation of the presence and nature of the oscillating struc lemz - Z Q'zﬂz [szﬂz(QB)]
tures, the isolation of the contribution pfH, in the cross- K2

beam experiment or the complementary measurement of difyhereQ; collects the polar angles of the diatom axiglative
ferenual cross-sections could help to asess their existand  to the SF frame, anfp'rng(QB) is a Wigner rotation matrix.
origin [73]. If they were resonances, they would be very senBy rotating the SF frame such as thaxis coincides wittR,
sitive to the potential energy surface and they would give usindr lies in thexzplane, the Wigner rotation matrix reduces
important mfor_ma‘qon abput it. Note that QUe to thg h|g.h de-, [le%z}lz(sz)]* _ dlﬁzﬂz(g), with ¢ being the angle betwedR
gree of averaging into orientations, energies and dirastaf andr.

approach,_directobservation of resonant structures cticea Following previous works on open-shell interacting sys-
cross-sections at thermal energies has proven ellusijveJps tems [49552], the matrix elements IdAﬁ) in the [L)Y®[0)®

g)néhagr?lz Ittovrr?g (c)ngfr;isesg:‘lgi]eltno:‘hfzv or aalztgmn’ a mt_)asis set describe the electrostatic energies and, angdwali
o . y the chosen orientation for the global frame, they can be writ
cal conditions. The current experimental access to the low:

; ; . ten as:
temperature regime, charaterized by small partial-waee-av
aging, may lead to a fferent scenario.

*
b}

(12)

1 ,
Vf,l/?/c(R, 6) = Z Rl Vﬁilzm Ci,.-m(6.0) (13)
|

Finally, our work reinforces the idea that an accurate treat tlzm

ment of non-adiabatic dynamics at LR for asymptotically de-where the angular functior® (6, ¢) are normalized spheri-
generate systems seems fundamental at low energies. Pre¢il harmonics, and the electrostatic interactiorficcients are
ous studies at thermal energies stressed the redistribatio given by:
asymptatic flux onto the dierent PES which may result from
such degeneracy while the reagents approach[64]. Thefrole o 2L
; ; ; ; AV I 12
such non-adiabatic connections at low energies has not been Vilom = (—1)2( ol
explored yet. A better description of the title processudel \ ! R
ing non-adiabaticfects is in progress. ><<L/1|Q|(1A,31|L/l'> <0|Q|(fg|0>

1/2
) <|1m|2 -m |L120> (14)
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where Ly = |3 + lI,.  From the Wigner-Eckart theo- ish unlessM = A2 — 2 andQ, = 0, respectively. Further-
rem, it follows that the multipole moments matrix elementsmore, in the particular case of dipole-dipole polarizaiei
LAQRLY) and (OIQ®) |0y vanish unlessn = 1 - ' and  (l2 = I; = 1) and a diatomic state( = |']), the matrix
w2 = 0, respectively. For the sake of clarity, the electrostaticelements* o{®) vanish unlesg), = 1 — 2 andk; is

(I212)k2Q2

interaction coﬁicientVﬁfz’m will be substituted hereafter by even. Again, for the sake of clarity, we substitute hereafte

the labelC{*¥, ., since it is commonly used in the context of the dispersion interaction ciient Vi, ., by the more
LR interactions. commonly used label*"

The matrix elements dfi?) in the|L2)®|0)® basis set de- Izl

scribe the dispersion energies, and write as|[49-51]:

disp _ 1 A In present work, we have considered the quadrupole-
Vi (R6) = - Z Rhiz+L;,+2 gﬂl 113 l2l5ke M Ce-m(6.0) guadrupole interaction$;(= I, = 2) between an open-shell
: (15) atomA and a closed-shell diato®. Hence, the quadrupole
moments(L/ll(j(z’Xfl,)lL/l’) and (0|Q®)|0) are the necessary
ingredients to compute the LR electrostatic ffiogent C}*
/ / of Eq.[14. Besides, we have considered the dipole-induced
Viltiom = . il (kaMkz = M [KO) X{ ik, (16)  dipole-induced interactiondy( = I; = I, = I = 1) be-
kik tween the two species. In such a case, the LR dispersion co-
efﬁcientcgf('2 of Eq.[16 vanish unless, k, andk take even
The angular coupling cdicient f,'ﬁ{‘fz',‘,z is defined asin Eq. 21 values, and the necessary ingredients are the couplecedipol
of Ref. [50], and the quantity(éfl',l)kl(lzl,z)k2 is a coupled form  dipole dynamic polarizabilitieé_”agf)l)klu_ vy and -ooangi)kzo,
of Casimir-Polder integral: with k; = 0,2 and.kg = 0,2. Notice Fhat the matrix elements
are here defined in terms of spherical components ofJhe
multipole moment andyywy dynamic polarizability opera-
A 1 foo (A i) 00,(® iw) d tors, together with a basis set of (complex) signeslectronic
(ke = o7 | Ui (19) 71 0(i0) deo- states. Nonetheless, we can benefit from the Wigner-Eckart
(17)  theorem to consider only the diagonal matrix elements, whic
From the Wigner-Eckart theorem, it follows that the cou-have one-to-one correspondence with the quantities dkrive

i izabilitied! o™ 00,,(B) i i
pled dynamic polarizabilitie$! oM and iy hoQ, VAN from quantum chemistry calculations.

bl Iy

where the dispersion interaction ¢heients are given by:
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