Formation of quasi-free and bubble positronium statesin water and aqueous solutions
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Abstract: It is shown that in aqueous solutions a positronatom is first formed in the quasi-free state, and,
after 50-100 ps, becomes localized in a nanobuBlnialysis of the annihilation spectra of NahN&jueous
solutions shows that the hydrated electron ismatlived in the positronium (Ps) formation.

PACS: 71.60.+z Positron states (electronic stmecdf bulk materials);
34.80.Lx Recombination, attachment] positronium formation;
82.30.Gg Positronium chemistry

Most usually, the positron annihilation lifetimeTLspectra in liquids (below we consider agueous
solutions) are well described in terms of threeoegmtials (3-E analysis). It is believed that flaist
indicates that 1) Ps formation is a fast procasgjuration not exceeding 10 ps, the typical waftbne
channel of the time analyzer, and 2) the Ps atamtignvolved in the non-homogeneous diffusion-colied
intratrack chemical reactions with radiolytic prathi However, several facts plead against this esienal
analysis, in particular:

1) The ratio ofi3 to I, (intensities of the ortho-Ps and para-Ps compaehénhot 3:1, as theoretically
expected, but rather close to 2:1, Fig. 1 [1];
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Fig. 1. Temperature dependence of the intensifiebort-lived {;) and long-lived Ig) components, and of
the lifetimesrty, 12 andts of LT spectrum of pure water [1].

2) The 3-E analysis cannot describe the behavibtireds-parameter (characterizing the shape of the
Doppler spectrum) with time at short times, thecatbed “juvenile broadening” effect, Fig. 2 [2] tdaon S(t)
in pure BO obtained by conventional AMOC technique is in[3]his effect consists in a decrease of$he
parameter when we go from “para-Ps times” (~100420Qo the negative times;
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Fig. 2. Time dependence of the S-parameter in vediteyom temperature (recalculated from a GiPS-AMOC
spectrum [2]). The solid line represents the fitt@f AMOC spectrum, which takes into account apgeze

of the quasi-free positronium (see belo&parameter is defined as the ratio of counts offalation
photons within the energy 511+0.7 keV to that of53 keV for each eage.

3) The lifetime of the short-lived component of thEe spectrumg;, the para-positronium (p-Ps)
lifetime in a 3-E fit, comes out to be less thaa phPs lifetime in vacuum (124 ps). However, dslibws
from the magnetic quenching experiments, the Psacbdensity in water is 0.75, so that the p-Ritife
should be 150-160 ps [1];

4) The lifetime of the long-lived componem, ascribed to ortho-positronium (0-Ps), decreastés w
increasing temperature (Fig. 1). This is inconsistégth the increase of the size of the Ps bubbtimg
from the decrease of the surface tension of water.

What hints give us these features of the simpbgsbrential treatment of the LT spectrum of pure
water and how to interpret them?

Explanation of the anomalies afandz;lifetimes was already given in [1]. The low valuerpis
simply an artifact in processing the LT spectrunis bvercome by fixing; to the value expected from
magnetic quenching experiments and subsequenictongvery slight broadening) of the time resajuti
function of the LT spectrometer.

The decrease ity with increasingl’ occurs due to the exponential increase of theiceaate
constant of the oxidation reactions of Ps by in&@l species (OH radicalsz®" ions). These reactions are
diffusion-controlled and their rate constants iases exponentially with temperature. As a resulspite of
the drop in the pick-off annihilation rate (duernorease of the radius of the Ps bubble with irsiregr),
parametet; decreases with temperature.

Discussion of the reasons for the first two anoesafviolation of thes:1;=3:1 relationship and the
maximum ofY(t) at short times in water) as well as interpretabbthe LT spectra of NaN{aqueous
solutions is the subject of this communication.

General consideration

The basic hypothesis we have used to interpretxtperimental data is that localization of Ps (in a
bubble) does not occur immediately. It has a neddyilong-lived precursor (intermediate transidate):
quasi-free positronium (qf-Ps). Confidence in #ssumption about gf-Ps in water has become posxiiele
measuring AMOC spectra with high statistics [2].

Qualitatively, the picture is as follows. AftENa beta-plus decay, a fast positrofifjeenters a
medium and loses energy through ionization. Aftermalizing, it becomes solvated (or hydrated) Isirtyi
as does a quasi-free electron (the electron hyaraitne is 0.3 ps). All in all, it takes up to 18 [@]. The
thermalized quasi-free (presolvated) positron eattrwith one of the quasi-free electrons in theniteal
part of the &track (& blob). This is the essence of the recombinatioohagism of Ps formation (also called



the blob or spur model). As a result a quasi-freenBt yet localized in a bubble, is formed [5]sla loosely
coupled (swollen) state of théezpair, located in a dielectric continuum undistutty the presence of the
qf-Ps itself. The binding energy of gf-Ps in wages?~4 times lessg(~ n* ~2 is the high-frequency dielectric
constant of water; n is the refractive index) thfaat in vacuum (approximately itis 1.7 eV, i.ee\B less

than in vacuum). In gf-Ps @nd éare separated by a distardémes larger than in a vacuum. Consequently,
the gf-Ps contact density in watekTs: 8 times less [6]. This means that the annihilatate of gf-Ps only
slightly exceeds the annihilation rate of “freé€”(strictly speaking, hydrated)e For this reason we do not
subdivide gf-Ps into ortho- and para-states, bechoth of them annihilate on outer molecular etawdr

within approximately the same time. The contribatio theS(t)-parameter from gf-Ps is approximately
equal to that of free"gsince the latter also annihilates with the saleet®ns.

Processing of the GIPS-AMOC spectrum of pure wateoomT [2] in terms ofS-parameter clearly
shows (Fig. 2) that the transformation of gf-Ps itiite bubble state ladis. ~50-100 ps since thé birth (in
the bubble state because of p-Ps self-annihil&iparameter gets larger value). This value far edsdiee
duration of the Ps bubble growthlQ ps, derived on the basis of a solution of thei&taStokes equation)
[7]. This fact implies that the bottle-neck of #memation of the Ps bubble state is not the grooitthe
bubble, but its initial stage — search for a prstxg trap (density fluctuation) by gf-Ps. It islihenown that
gf-Ps can not be trapped in a fairly small/shaltcap, because there is no bound state of Ps thdiee
search for a deeper/larger trap requires longee.tirhis is the reason for some delay in formatibtine
equilibrium Ps bubble state [5].

The notion of a quasi-free Ps state, precedingPthbubble state, is not new. A similar approach was
used in [8] to explain the juvenile broadeningha Doppler spectrum in some substances. The authors
suggested that a “hot” positron knocks out an edectrom a molecule in a medium and with a notidéeab
probability forms a hot (epithermal) Ps atom witboanmensurate kinetic energy (10-25 eV). At a \shgrt
times (just after &birth) this Ps kinetic energy broadens the Dopgierctrum (i.e., reduces the value of the
Sparameter at=0). In [8] the authors assumed that the p-Ps codt&gsity is equal to unity (as in vacuum),
and hence adopted a p-Ps lifetime equal to thead¢aum. Finally, from their interpretation of thé®C
data, typical hot-Ps thermalization times (10-3pvpsre derived.

Our viewpoint is different. Firstly, we take it tithe thermalization of subionizing and & proceeds
rather fast (fractions of ps), gf-Ps being formeahf the thermalized particles [9]. The gf-Ps praatlucannot
have a kinetic energy much higher than its bindingrgy Ey) in a dielectric continuumB,~Ry/2:? = 1.7
eV), otherwise, it might just break up becausentdriaction of €and éwith the environment, while gf-Ps
moves through a medium.

Secondly, the gf-Ps lifetime is determined by theetneeded to find of a suitable structural trdghe a
to capture and bind it (some gf-Ps annihilate anosunding molecular electrons via the pick-off pgss). By
fitting the GiIPS-AMOC spectrum of pure water [2[dddT spectra of NaN@aqueous solutions (see below)
we have estimated the qf-Ps lifetime to be somé@Dps. Lower values of the S-parametdar@t(juvenile
broadening) are ascribed to gf-Ps (both its pard-aatho-states) annihilation.

Analysis of the LT spectra of pure water and NaM@Queous solutions at concentrations 0.07-0.31 M
and various temperatures (measurements made IStrémbourg group) was performed with the help of ou
program, which allows one to test various scendao®s formation and kinetics of the subsequeinaiiob
reactions between radiolytic products and Ps ustdnnihilation. As the Ps precursors we have icensd
quasi-free (presolvated) and solvated electronsh@ve also taken into account the oxidation reastadf
the Ps localized in a bubble with OH radicals an@®Hons, and Ps ortho-para conversion by the radical
species (OH radicals, hydrated electrons). Theilpiiissfor the epithermal positron to escape odésthe
blob at the final stage of its thermalization wks®daken into account.

To describe accumulation of the main radiolyticdarets in water and Ps reactions in théleb we
used non-homogeneous kinetic equations in the fpibesicdiffusion approximation [10]. Particularlyere
are four equations related to populations of thetates ("free" & gf-Ps, 0-Ps, p-Ps). These equations take
into account Ps oxidation only (the contributiortloé Ps ortho-para conversion is negligible):

“free” € : dn/dt = s N + Roxi(t) (Mo +1p) | N.(t=0) = 1Pqt.ps, (1)
le-PSZ dan—Ps/dt = ‘0¥Ioc + )\qf—Ps) Ngt-ps;, => an—Ps(t) = qu—Ps exp['()\loc"')\qf—Ps)t] )
0-Ps: dno/dt = 3Voc Ngt-ps/4 - Roxi(t) + Aop9 N0, No(t=0) =0,



p'PS. drb/dt = )\40(; an_P5/4 = (Ro)q(t) + prg np, np(tZO) =0.

The initial conditions for these equations refesdone 10 ps after the birth of 8y this time the
formation of the &blob and hydration of @nd é are completed, and qf-Ps is formed (with probgbit.
p9. Accordingly, the probability of formation of thedrated (“free”) positrons is By:.ps Each positron
state (free & gf-Ps, 0-Ps, p-Ps) annihilates with its own aestantd. , Aqtps, Aops, Apps- TO reduce the
number of parameters we have assumed\tFt.ps andiee = 1hioc - transformation rate constant of gf-Ps
in a bubble state. In the fitting procedure of tAespectra,. (average time of searching the trap and its
growing to the equilibrium size) was set to to 8D ps, as induced from the analysis of the GiPS-AMO
spectrum [2]. At>t,c gf-Ps is practically absent: partly annihilatedstly transformed into a bubble state
(both ortho- and para-states, as expected, in@obB/1).R,y(t) describes oxidation of Ps (in a bubble
state), i.e. its reversion to a hydrated e+ , altfnocomplex formation may occur too (positron +ateg ion
of the oxidizer: the eannihilation rate in this complex should be claséhat of a free™@. According to the
model of & blob, the valudRu(t) has the form (see [9, 10]):

Rox® = Y K pG Vi pa(), Vi palt) =V, O+ 4(D, + Dot/ 8212, )
K pal®) = Ko L+ (R + Ro)/y/7(D, + Do)t ).

Herek psis the Ps oxidation rate constant by radiolytidzers (OH, HO"), Di+Dpsis the sum of the
diffusion coefficients of reactantsy, is the initial size of the blob ant=(2r)*?a, is its characteristic
volume. Substituting typical numbea,(~ 40 A, Di+Dps~ 5-10° cnf/s), we find that the characteristic time
of the blob expansion is 0.5-1 ns: clearly, theablob oxidation of Ps implies inapplicability ¢fe 3-E
analysis of LT spectra. According to the latterraggh, it is assumed thiatdescribes the decay of p-Ps, and
I3 - 0-Ps. As follows from the above consideratipmcludes also decays of gf-Ps, because they arcar
very short time-scale:

qu—Ps = qu—Ps _[: an_psdt = qu—Ps 7\-qf—Ps/ (7\-qf—Ps + Moc)- (3)

This contribution increasds and, therefore, thig/l; ratio approaches to 2/1 which is in reasonable
agreement with the experiment, Fig. 1.

Psformation in NaNO3 aqueous solutions at different temperatures

Radiation-chemical data suggest that the nitrates@n efficient scavenger of a “hot” electron
(precursor of a thermalized electron). This is adedufrom the exponential inhibition (suppressiointhe
yield of the hydrated electron vs. scavenger comagan (Fig. 3):

Ge(Cs) ~ exp(edcs7),  for NG c37=0.53 M. (4)
Herecsy is the concentration of the scavenger at whictytblel decreeses 1/e (=0.37) times.

This dependence can be obtained on theoreticahgsyyrovided the electron capture (by a
scavenger) occurs earlier than electron hydratiencapture and hydration do not compete but are
subsequent.
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Fig. 3. Inhibition of the hydrated electron yi@daqueous solutions of various electron scaveridéis

It is also known that N@ ions react with hydrated electrons (rate consiaabouk(NO3)~10"" M’
's1). Therefore, being in a solution at concentraff®d®s7~0.1 M, NO;” ions during 1 ns may capture most
of the hydrated electrons in theldob: exp(k(NO3)*[NO3]*(1 ns))~ 1/3 (typical concentration of the
hydrated electrons therein is ~0.01 M). Howeveocpssing of the LT spectra of nitrate aqueous soisit
showed that Ps inhibition (more precisely, qf-Rsbition) takes place in agreement with the exptiaélaw

(Eq. 4) :
Pyt-pdCs) = Pgr.rdCs=0) - €Xp(Es/Cs7) , (5)

wherecs; has the same numerical value (0.53 M) as in Ededgribing inhibition of the hydrated electrons
in picosecond pulse radiolysis experiments. Thapiure of hydrated &y NO;™ ions does not affect Ps
formation probability. It ensues that the hydraged not a Ps precursor; the (hydrated) positrors chaé
react with it. So, in the case of nitrate solutianghe system (1) justy.p{Cg/C37) must be used as the initial
condition should as the initial probability of g&Rormation.

Some parameters obtained in fitting the LT speatfdaNO; aqueous solutions are shown in Fig. 4.
Thereinfops, fyr.ps andfppsare the proportions of @nnihilation in its different states (o-Ps, gf-Ps,
respectively). To draw a rough analogy with 3-Elgsia, we must adopt <=>fops, |1 <=>fqr.ps+fpps and
Pqr.ps <=>I3+l1 - total probability for Ps. So qf-Ps decays mostntribute td .
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Fig. 4. Temperature and concentration dependerfdbe decay fractions (*fpes; © - fgr.ps @and+ - fopg Of
different € states (free’e gf-Ps, p-Ps, 0-Ps), gf-Ps formation probabily,e{T, cs=[ NO37]), the
annihilation rates (localization rate constaniied at 10 ns; bold symbols show data obtained in nitrate
solutions, small symbols — in pure water) and tkidation rate constarit,; (solid line shows the Stokes-
Einstein temperature behaviour of the diffusiontoalied reaction rate constamf(T) is the viscosity of
water).



Conclusions

1) Inclusion of quasi-free Ps, as a precursor @Rk bubble state, into the Ps formation scheme
allows to understand the cause of the underestihrat®|1s/l; (~2/1 instead of 3/1). It also naturally
explains the presence of a “hump” of Bparameter at about 100 ps after théieth (“juvenile
broadening”), attributable to the fact that anmitidn of gf-Ps results in a wider Doppler spectthan para-
Ps, localized in a bubble.

A better understanding of the physical nature ePgjfcomes from ACAR experiments in crystalline
ice, where gf-Ps is observed in the Bloch stater(&tion of the bubble state is not possible thdtej.
simplicity, on interpreting the LT and AMOC spectva have assumed that the gf-Ps annihilation sate i
equal to that of the fre€ ¢more correctly, hydrated)e However, this is not fully true. In the paratstgf-

Ps can annihilate into two gammas with its owntetec Although the probability of this processasvl(the
gf-Ps contact density is small), it is this anratidn channel that leads to the appearance of lbhehEeaks
in the ACAR spectrum. Note that a large fractionha&f Bloch para-gf-Ps can be produced from theoegth
Ps due to its spin conversion into para-staterajdotimes. In the nowadays classical ACAR expeaninmE2]
this was possible due to the presence of paramagmgdturities in the ice (dissolved atmospherig O
stimulating ortho-para conversion.

2) Analysis of the LT spectra of aqueous solutiohsaNG; confirms that hydrated electrons do not
take part in Ps formation. Most likely, this is doehe minute energy gain in this reaction betweyrated
species: the energy of the Ps bubble state isshiglytly below the sum of the energies of the layeld &
and & whereas significant rearrangement of the surrimgneholecules is needed in the reaction. It wouwdd b
interesting to study Ps formation in solution di@telectron scavengers (acidic aqueous solutamg)n
other solvents.

3) The temperature dependence of the Ps oxidagation rate constant by intrablob radiolytic
species (OH radicals,s8" ions) is well described by the Stokes-Einstein (a®n(T), n is the viscosity of
water), indicating that this reaction is diffusioantrolled. The value of the constant (for examatepomT)
is in a good agreement with its theoretical estirkg§-Coion=477(D, + D, )(R + R,) [OH] +[H,O"]) =0.4 n$
! Fig. 4[13];

4) Ps ortho-para conversion on intrablob radicatsgs is not withessed, due to the fact that irewat
a spin-converter (paramagnetic particle) as OHcedsliis primarily also a strong oxidizer.

5) In water, the mobility of positively charged®f ions is twice as large as that of the hydrated
electrons. As a result, an excess negative chagesaas in the center of the blob which retainsititadized
e inside the blob. Debye screening of thelearge by other charged blob species also leagls to
confinement inside the blob. In other molecularstabces where electron mobility is greater than the
mobility of positive ions, there is an oppositeeetf € may escape during thermalization outside the blob
[14].

6) The Smoluchowski time correction (the facter(R + RPS)/W?(Di + Dyt in Eq. (2)) for the
diffusion-controlled reaction rate constant is keakgligible, since the diffusion displacement

(7D, + Dyt ) of the reagents for typical times 0.1-1 ns is mlazger than the reaction radi&®&s+ R, (a

few angstroms). Only far-1 ps,(R + RPS)/ (D, + Dot ~1.

7) The temperature increase of the positronium &bian probabilityPys.ps is related to a decrease in
the energy needed for the production of one iontada pair (i.e. a decrease in the ionization pidéof
water). Hence it is a consequence of the increbedotal number of electron-ion pairs in tHebtob. The
second plot in Fig. 4 shows some difference betwieewalues oP4.pdT) in pure water and that
extrapolated to zero concentration in NajN@lutions. It is possible that nitrate anions aepthot” € to a
small extent. This effect has often a resonantasttar, the acceptor capturing a positron of a ceerergy,
corresponding to the maximum of the capture cressans.
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