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A numerically solvable two-dimensional (2D) model, employed by the authors to study the dissociative re-
combination of H2+ in the ungerade symmetry [Phys. Rev. A 98, 062706 (2018)], is extended to describe the
collision process in the gerade symmetry of Hj. In this symmetry the ionization and dissociation processes are
driven primarily by the direct, curve-crossing mechanism. The model is represented by a set of three coupled
electronic channels in 2D, in the space of s, p,d partial waves of the colliding electron. We demonstrate that
the Born-Oppenheimer properties of the H, molecule in the relevant range of internuclear distances can be de-
scribed by such a model. The molecular rotational degrees of freedom are accounted for by the rotational frame
transformation. The numerical solution of the model is discussed and the resulting rovibrationally inelastic and
dissociative recombination cross sections are compared with the available data.

I. INTRODUCTION

The starting point of nearly all molecular theory is the
Born-Oppenheimer approximation, in which the nuclear mo-
tion is frozen and the electronic Schrodinger equation is
solved for energies and/or scattering phaseshifts versus the in-
ternuclear distance R. For an atom-atom inelastic collision at
a low energy, the scattering matrix can be computed using the
potential energy curves and nonadiabatic couplings between
those potentials. But for the class of processes such as disso-
ciative recombination, which convert incident electron energy
into dissociation of the molecule into atomic fragments, it be-
comes more challenging to visualize the process because the
incident channel is in the electronic continuum and therefore
has no potential curve in the usual sense. The present study
discusses a flexible model that can describe such processes,
even in systems as rich and complex as the gerade symme-
tries of Hp and the isotopologues.

It should be stressed at the outset that accurate theoretical
methods have been developed over the past several decades,
most notably by Jungen, Fano, Dill and coworkers [1-4],
which have been remarkably successful in describing the low
energy scattering processes that arise for the ungerade elec-
tronic parity of H. All these methods are built around a cen-
tral idea, the rovibrational frame transformation (FT) [5] that
assumes good accuracy of the Born-Oppenheimer approxima-
tion (BOA) in some finite, presumably small, electronic vol-
ume. Electron motion in the outer space, where the BOA is no
longer valid, was then treated by the multi-channel quantum
defect theory (MQDT) [6].

In the case of the gerade states of Hj, the success of the
pure frame transformation theory was limited to calculations
of vibronic-energy levels [7-9]. A description of the disso-
ciative recombination process in the gerade channels of Hj
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has developed along the MQDT quasidiabatic theory of Giusti
[10] that employs an explicit coupling between the dissocia-
tive and autoionizing states inside the reaction volume. The
theory was successfully applied to study the DR of H2+ in
various initial vibrational [11-14] and rovibrational [15-18]
states.

Our aim is to present an alternative theoretical tool to
study and understand the dissociative recombination process,
the numerically solvable two-dimensional (2D) model. The
model has one electronic and one nuclear degree of freedom
and it can be solved to high precision, without making any
physically motivated approximations, by employing the 2D
R-matrix approach [19]. A single channel version of the 2D
model was previously applied to study the DR process in H;r
for the ungerade symmetry [19, 20], which is predominantly
controlled by the indirect mechanism. The necessary exten-
sions of the model to describe the direct mechanism of H; in
the 1Eg symmetry are presented in Sec. II. Section III demon-
strates the realistic nature of the model by comparing several
Born-Oppenheimer properties of the model with the available
literature. Inelastic cross sections for the dissociative recom-
bination and rovibrational excitation processes are discussed
in Sec. IV and Sec. V, respectively. Finally, Sec. VI offers a
summary and concluding remarks.

II. CURVE-CROSSING MODEL OF THE SINGLET H;
GERADE SYSTEM

A. 2D model Hamiltonian

While a single electronic partial wave was sufficient to pre-
viously model the indirect mechanism that is dominant in the
Iy, symmetry of Hy [19, 20], the direct mechanism present
in the 1Zg channels requires a coupling of three partial waves
with electron orbital angular momenta [ = 0,1,2. The two-
dimensional Hamiltonian includes a coupling potential matrix
Vi (R,r) as

Hyy(R,r) = [H]'(R) + H[ ()] 8y + Vip (R, 1) (D
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where &y is the Kronecker delta. The electronic Hamiltonian
is defined by

H() = =35 —~ o )

H (R) = — = + Vi (R) . )
The ionic nuclear potentials Vl0 (R) (taken from Madsen and
Peek [21]) are the target potential energy curves of the 1so,
state for [ = 0,2, and of the 2po, state for [ = 1.

The potential V;; (R, r) is comprised of three diagonal inter-
action terms Vyo, V11, Voo and two off-diagonal coupling terms
Vo1, Vi2. The direct coupling of the s- and d-wave channels
(Vo) is neglected. All the interaction terms share the form

Vir(R,r) = 111’(R)97#/w2 ; 4)

and @ = 2 bohr is the same for all combinations of /,/’. For
the diagonal interaction potentials, the nuclear part is chosen
as a sum of two Gaussian curves

,(my ,(R—Eu)z
Mi(R) =Aye \ 0/ +Dye \ T (5)
The first coupling potential Vyi (R, r) is written as
_ (R*Bm )4
A01(R) =Agre \ (6)

and the second coupling potential V|, contains a single Gaus-
sian

R-Bjr\2
A2(R) :A12€7(6—12> M
Table I contains all of the coefficients A;y — Fj;. The input
distances are measured in bohr radii and the output potential
energy is in hartree units. The constants defining the interac-
tion potentials were chosen such that the corresponding Born-
Oppenheimer potential energy curves approximately describe
the Hj system in the IEg symmetry. More details are given in
Section II1.

Voo Vi Voo Vo  Viz

Ay 0.350802 -0.744042 -1.13912 -0.1960 -0.4
By 453741 289011 8.50097 0 28
Cyp 210017 3.05122 7.04271 5.52884 4.0
Dy 0.168061 -0.327764 -1.61629 - -
Eyp 271464 7.33829 21.1034 - -
Fy 117950 3.40565 143257 - -

TABLE L. Table of coefficients for present model potential Vy;/ (R, ).

B. Details of the solution

The implementation of the 2D R-matrix method, its solu-
tion and computation of the inelastic cross sections is based

on Ref. [19]. For present calculations we used the Wigner-
Eisenbud form [22, 23]

Ri;(E)= %ZM , (8)
P

where the sum includes all the eigenstates |y,) of the Hamil-
tonian (1) extended to include the 2D Bloch operator [19]
which guarantees that the Hamiltonian is real and symmetric.
The scalar product (.|.) is carried out on the 2D surface and
the surface channel functions |j) are represented by the cation
vibrational functions on the electronic surface for [ = 0,2,
whereas they become the lower-lying bound atomic electronic
states on the nuclear surface [19]. The channel functions on
the electronic surface for / = 1 are not employed as the present
calculations are energetically confined below the cation’s dis-
sociation limit. Note that the [ = 1 partial wave is fully cou-
pled with the s- and d-waves inside the box by the form of the
Hamiltonian (1).

The electronic box radius ry is chosen large enough so that
the highest physical hydrogenic Rydberg state that can be pro-
duced in dissociation will fit inside, e.g. ry > 2n2,,.. The ra-
dius of ryp = 50 bohr with 100 B-spline basis functions has
proven to provide convergent results. Similarly, the dissocia-
tive coordinate box radius Ry should be chosen to be large
enough to fully contain any vibrational wavefunction that can
be excited during the collision process. From the shape of the
potential curves shown in Fig. 1 it is evident that the nuclear
R-matrix radius Ry needs to be larger than 30 bohr in order to
connect the 2D solutions to the free asymptotic solutions for
energies up to n = 3 asymptote. The resulting large 2D box
has led to a very demanding basis set size.

This technical problem can be alleviated by observing that
the Born-Oppenheimer solutions become accurate at larger
internuclear distances R. Therefore, the symmetric version
of the Hamiltonian plus Bloch operator (1) was diagonalized
instead in a smaller box with Ry = 12 bohr (with 120 B-
spline functions) and the box solutions on the nuclear surface
Rop were connected to the Born-Oppenheimer solutions for
R > Ry. The corresponding nuclear components of these solu-
tions were obtained using generalized quantum defect theory
based on the Milne phase-amplitude technique described in
Ref. [24], Section IV. B. An adaptation of this technique for
the present study is given in the Appendix.

III. ADIABATIC PROPERTIES OF THE MODEL
A. Born-Oppenheimer potential energy curves

The model potential Vj;(R,r) was tailored to reproduce
Born-Oppenheimer potential curves of excited 12; states of
the hydrogen molecule. Specifically, the EF,GK and HH
curves of L. Wolniewicz and K. Dressler (1994) [25]. In the
present model, these curves are computed by solving the /-



coupled Born-Oppenheimer Schrodinger equation
[H (r) + V' (R) = EC(R)] wi(r:R) =

2
=Y ViR, n)wn(r:R)  (9)
1'=0

for a fixed R and the electronic bound-state boundary condi-
tion Yy (e0,R) — 0. A comparison can be seen in Fig. 1 which
shows the present Born-Oppenheimer energies E,‘?O(R) and
the EF,GK and HH curves of L. Wolniewicz and K. Dressler
(1994) [25, 26]. The O and P curves are also shown although
they were not considered in the model potential Vjy(R,7)
setup. The target cation Born-Oppenheimer curves V,0 (R) of
Madsen and Peek [21] are also displayed as the fixed-R ion-
ization thresholds.
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FIG. 1. A comparison of the lowest second through sixth Born-

Oppenheimer potential curves E,]?O(R) obtained with the present
model (blue curves) and those of Wolniewicz and Dressler (1994 )
[25] (points). The black full and broken curves show the Vl0 (R) of
Madsen and Peek [21]. Part of the lowest Born-Oppenheimer curve
is also shown but it quickly falls below the range of the graph.

B. Vibronic-energy levels

The second test to explore the realistic nature of the present
model are the vibronic-energy levels for this symmetry of the
H, molecule. The computed curves EP©(R) can be employed
in the one-dimensional nuclear Schrodinger equation

1 02
- E cor — Vlb
st 31 EROR 4 V(R 0 (R) = B un(R)
(10)
where V' (R) are the diagonal second order BOA correction

terms easily obtained during the solution of (9). Their form is

2

R =Y 5y (R e(nR)) D

where (. | . ), indicates an integration over the electronic co-
ordinate only. The equation (10) is solved with the boundary
condition ¢y,,(Rp) = 0 (at a reasonably large Ry) with the in-
dex k identifying the EF, GK,HH curves. The resulting ener-
gies are compared with experimental data for the real hydro-
gen molecule [9] in Table II.

Vibronic Vibronic Comparison
state energy  to Ref. [9]
(em™h) (em™h)
EO 98949.68 215.10
FO 99328.61 35.31
F1 100500.70 58.23
El 101366.27 128.48
F2 101642.30 56.63
F3 102735.15 43.13
E3 103485.05 74.54
F4 103820.07 18.47
F5 104719.16 11.45
EF9 105387.11 -2.21
EF10 106011.85 -45.69
EF11 106768.25 -55.18
EF12 107495.45 -69.58
EF13 108186.65 -88.09
EF14 108881.12 -87.57
EF15 109573.13 -79.23
EF16 110247.41 -84.03
EF17 110903.03 -108.84
GKO 111381.77 247.04
GK1 111546.31 266.36
EF19 112176.81 -70.72
HO 112782.32 175.25

TABLEIL EF, GK and HH curve vibronic energies. The first triple-
column identifies the vibronic state with the first 9 states, using a
single letter to denote whether they are situated within the first (E) or
second (F) minimum of the EF curve. The second column contains
the energies relative to the N = 0,m = 0 level of X 12; ground state
and the third column is the difference between our result and the
observed value of Ref. [9] (observed - calculated).

C. Resonance 2pc?

The next adiabatic property tested for this model is the
2pc? resonance. This resonance exists for the energies of the
neutral H, above the ionization threshold. Between the in-
ternuclear distances of 2 and 3 bohr it dives below the V) (R)
threshold and produces a series of avoided crossings in the IZg
Rydberg levels, partially visible in Fig. 1. In order to analyze
the fixed-R electronic continuum states of H, we extend the
Hamiltonian in Eq. (9) by adding the electronic Bloch opera-
tor (for simplicity EP© is relabeled as Ej)

Ei(R) + 15(r—ro)aa Vik(r;R) =

HE(r) + VP (R) — Ex(R) + 5

2
=Y Vi (R.r)y(rR), (12)
1'=0



where the internuclear distance R is a fixed parameter. The
Born-Oppenheimer electronic R matrix can be expanded over
the poles in the Wigner-Eisenbud form

) Wi(r = ro;R)

Z Yik(r =ro;R
Ex(R)—E ’

Ry (E,R)

13)

with rg being the R-matrix radius and E denotes the vertical
energy. Let f;(g,r), g;(g,r) stand for the regular and irregu-
lar Coulomb wave functions evaluated at r = r(y and the energy

=E—- Vl0 (R). This independent pair of Coulomb solutions
is identical to the {s, —c} pair from Seaton’s work [6, 27]. We
denote their r-derivatives as f/, g;. The R matrix can be trans-
formed to the short-range K matrix via the known relation [28]

K=(f-fR)(g—¢R) ", (14)

where underlined symbols denote matrices, in this case in-
dexed by [I'. The /8 f " are diagonal matrices. The short-
range matrix K;y(E,R) is computed for total energies above
the s- and d- H; potential curve VzO:o‘z(R) and below the re-

pulsive p-curve VIOZI(R). This means that one of the three
channels of this matrix is closed and the asymptotic com-
ponent of all the three corresponding solutions are exponen-
tially growing in this closed channel. The unphysical behav-
ior is remedied by the MQDT technique called elimination of
closed channels [6, 28]. In the present, simple three-channel
case, the equation for the open-channel physical K matrix at
each R can be written as

Kphy§ (R)

|
w Ky (R),

5)

= Ky (R) — K (R) [Ki1(R) + tanB (R)] -

where [,I' = 0,2, with

T

BR) = ="
2(V)(R)—E)

The explicit energy dependence is omitted in the above equa-

tions for clarity.

The eigenvalues of the physical 2x2 KP™$ matrix are
tan [8;(E,R)], where the &;(E,R) are the Born-Oppenheimer
physical eigenphase shifts. Sampling these eigenphase shifts
at a selected R for a dense series of energies above the V) (R)
curve results in step-like ascending curves. The steps in the
sum of these curves show the positions of resonances. These
along with the resonance widths obtained from the energy
derivative of §;(E,R) can be compared with accurate data
[29, 30] . The table III and Fig. 2 show the position E; and
width I" (only in the table) of the 2pcf2 resonance in Hy for
select values of R.

Note that the elimination of the closed p-channel is an im-
portant step in this study because the studied resonance is a
Feshbach resonance described by the excited cation core 2pc’
and the scattered electron in the closed channel with a wave
function resembling the 2pc! orbital at small electronic dis-
tances.
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FIG. 2. Comparison of resonance positions between the present
model (full green curve) and calculations of Sdnchez and Martin
(1997) [30] (dashed blue curve) and Greene and Yoo (1995) [29]
(red points).

R (bohr) E; (model) I" (model) E: [29] T'[29]

1.0 0.25171 0.028  0.23726 0.0229
1.2 0.05753 0.035 0.04158 0.0241
1.4 —0.09948 0.043 —0.10799 0.0251
1.6 —0.22494 0.052 —0.22886 0.0259
1.8 —0.32475 0.059 —0.32768 0.0265
2.0 —0.40663 0.068 —0.40912 0.0288
22 —0.47684 0.077 —0.47731 0.0335
2.5 —0.56532 - —0.55432 0.0459
2.6 - - —0.57388 0.0525

TABLE I1I1. Positions E; and widths I" of the 2p62 resonance in Hp
for the present model compared with Greene and Yoo (1995) [29].
Results are given in atomic units. Our model resonance curve inter-
sects the bottom potential curve in a slightly steeper manner, hence
the undefined E; and/or I for the highest R values.

D. Born-Oppenheimer quantum defects

The present model can also be used to compute quantum
defects of the Born-Oppenheimer potential curves, and com-
pare them to previously reported data [8]. The procedure is
very similar to the one shown in the Sec. III C up to the cal-
culation of the short-range K matrix in Eq. (14). The pair of
asymptotic functions f; and g; from the Sec. III C is changed
to a different pair {f°,g}, denoted as {f,—h} in Seaton’s
work [6, 27]. The new pair of the Coulomb functions has bet-
ter analytic behavior for deep negative energies that occur in
the present p-wave channel at short internuclear distances R.
This different pair of asymptotic functions leads to a different
K matrix (denoted as K° here) with different phase-shift infor-
mation (denoted as 1) with respect to these different regular
and irregular Coulomb functions.

Furthermore, the closed channel exponential growth will
not yet be eliminated, as the short-range quantum defect ma-
trix is defined to include both open and closed channels. The
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FIG. 3. The R-dependence of the full quantum defect matrix at £ =
VO(R).
0

K° matrix can be diagonalized as follows

2
K](;/ = Z U;itan(irn,-)Ul/i . (16)
i=0

=

The quantum defect matrix 71, can then be reconstructed
through the same unitary transformation, i.e.

2
M =Y UimiUy; - (17)
i=0

The dependence of the full 7 matrix on the internuclear dis-

T T T T T T
Noo — N1z — N22 — |
0.6 - B

08 @

04
02

0r D

-0.2 B

Quantum defect

0.15 -

0.05 -

-0.05 -

_01 ° 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8

Internuclear distance (bohr)

FIG. 4. Zoomed-in comparison of the full quantum defect n—matrix
elements (curves) with the data extracted from the work of Jungen
and Ross [8] (points) (R-dependence at E = V(? (R)). Separated into
(a) diagonal elements and (b) off-diagonal elements.

tance R is displayed in Fig. 3. The short-range R-matrix radius

was chosen at rp = 8 bohr and the electronic potential V;;r (R, r)
could be neglected for r > ry. The energy was fixed at the zero
collision energy, i.e. total energy E = V(g) (R). Fig. 4 compares
the diagonal matrix elements 1, (E,R) to data extracted from
Ref. [8]. Note that the quantum defects 7,7 in Ref. [8] are de-

fined from the K matrix on an element-by-element basis, i.e.

nl[ll,{et'g] =r! arctaan,, while in the present study a similar

relation is used between the full  and K° matrices. There-
fore, in order to allow a comparison, the K° matrices from
Ref. [8] were converted to the 1) matrices defined by equa-
tions (16) and (17). An electronic ab initio R-matrix calcula-
tion carried out by Bezzaouia, Jungen, and Telmini [31] also
determined R-dependent 1-matrices for this symmetry of H,
but they adopted a larger channel set and for this reason the
matrices from that calculation cannot be directly compared
with our present results.

IV. DISSOCIATIVE RECOMBINATION

The DR cross section computed as the essentially exact so-
lution of the model presented in this work can be compared
with the available literature data. It is important to note that
the present model includes only IZg symmetry through which
the DR process can proceed. The presented model does not in-
clude molecular rotational degrees of freedom. However, the
rotational motion can be included with the rotational frame
transformation. Discussion of this extension will be the sub-
ject of the second part of this section.

A. Rotationless DR

Computed DR cross sections for the HD™ cation are com-
pared in Fig. 5 with time-dependent calculations [32]. In the
previous calculations the wave-packet method solved a time-
dependent Schrodinger equation for nuclei with a local com-
plex potential (LCP) that accounted for the autoionization pro-
cess. The calculations were carried out in the 1Zg symmetry
for a single electronic partial wave that dominantly describes
the diabatic neutral curve: the d wave. The previous calcu-
lations [32], however, did not include any treatment of the
closed electronic channels that belong to the vibrationally ex-
cited neutral states. These vibrational Feshbach resonances
create the rich resonant structures converging to each of the
excited cation thresholds.

In the following Fig. 6, the previous calculations of Schnei-
der et al. (1991) [13] were obtained using an MQDT treat-
ment, and therefore the positions and presence of the closed-
channel resonances can be compared. The calculations of [13]
were carried out in the 1Zg symmetry with R-dependent s- and
d-wave quantum defects. It can be seen that apart from a sin-
gle resonance, the two calculations do show a correlation. The
resonance observed previously [13] around 40 meV is miss-
ing in the present calculations. Since it belongs to the v = 6
threshold (with n = 3) [13], its position is strongly sensitive
to the inaccuracies of our potential energy curves shown in
Fig. 1.
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FIG. 5. Comparison of the computed HD™ DR cross section with
the time-dependent simulations of A. Orel [32] (red curve). The grey
curve shows our present results and the black curve is the same data
averaged with a Gaussian distribution with ¢ = 40 meV.
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FIG. 6. Comparison of the computed Hz+ DR cross section with cal-
culations of I.LF. Schneider ef al. (1991) [13].

B. DR with the rotational frame transformation

The rotational degrees of freedom can be incorporated into
the present calculations in the form of an approximation, the
so-called rotational frame transformation (FT) [5]. The rota-
tional FT is carried out on the short-range K matrix (defined
by Eq. (44) in Ref. [19]) , before the elimination of closed
channels. The rotational frame transformation transforms the
body-frame set of quantum numbers (I,A) to the laboratory
frame quantum numbers (/, j) as

1n I'Im
Ky = ZUjAK v Upy' s (18)

where the unitary matrices U involve a Clebsch-Gordan coef-
ficient, and can be found in Ref. [5]. Note that in the present
1Zg model, the above sum over A consists of a single term
A = 0 because we are neglecting the IT state quantum de-
fects of Hy or HD. Furthermore, the parity quantum number
n is fixed to 1 = 1, because 1 = —1 does not contribute to
A = 0. The short-range K matrix (18) then undergoes the
MQDT procedure of elimination of closed channels defined
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FIG. 7. Comparison of the computed HD™ DR cross section with
calculations of F.O. Waffeu Tamo et al. (2011) [17]. The initial
rotational state is j = 1 and the total angular momentum is (a) J =3
and (b) J = 1.

by (v, j). Closed-channel resonances now converge to each of
these rovibratonal channel thresholds. An example of this be-
haviour together with a comparison with calculations of F.O.
Waffeu Tamo et al. (2011) [17] is shown in Fig. 7. The initial
rovibrational state of the cation is (0, 1) and the cross section
is shown for the total / = 1 and J = 3 symmetries.
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FIG. 8. Reduced rate coefficient ¢E!/2 for the DR of HD*. Present
averaged results (thick black curve) are compared with the experi-
mental data (blue dots connected with line) [33] and the theory (red
curve) [33]. Contributions of the initial rotational levels are weighted
by the Boltzmann distribution at 300K.

Present cross sections are somewhat small at lower ener-
gies due to the closed-channel resonance already seen in the
rotationless results in Fig. 6 around 4 meV. The second visi-



ble difference is a small shift of the closed-channel resonances
converging to the (v, j) = (0,3) threshold. This shift of a few
cm~! can be explained by the limited accuracy of the present
model’s setup.

The last comparison of the computed DR rates also includes
the experimental data. The energy dependence of the reduced
DR rate coefficient at(E)E'/? is shown in Fig. 8 on the lin-
ear scale. In order to simulate the experimental conditions,
the DR rate coefficients with the initial rotational states up
to j =5 were averaged with the thermal Boltzmann distribu-
tion at 300K. Although many of the details in the DR rate
results disappear in the thermal average, this comparison is an
important test for the absolute values of the computed rates.
Fig. 8 shows that while the present DR rate has correct order
of magnitude, some of of the higher-level resonant structures
are overestimated by factor of 2-3 by the present calculations
and the peaks under 20 meV are weaker in our results.

V. ROVIBRATIONAL EXCITATION

It is important to note here that any comparison with the
results for the rovibrationally inelastic processes will strongly
suffer, due to the use of the single symmetry IZg in the present
model. While it is known that the dissociative recombination
of H;r is strongly governed by the direct mechanism present in
the 1Zg symmetry [13, 15, 32], the rotational and vibrational
excitation generally requires a number of dominant symme-
tries for the convergence [18].

A. Vibrational excitation

To make our vibrationally inelastic cross section as com-
plete as possible, the present IZg results are combined with
previously published [19] results obtained from a simplified
model of the ungerade symmetry. The first simplification rests
in the use of the sole %, angular momentum projection, while
the quantum defect of IT states is not negligible [3]. The sec-
ond difference from the present study is the lack of the rota-
tional degrees of freedom in the previous calculations.

The results shown in Fig. 9 indicate that the ungerade and
gerade contributions to the vibrational excitation process are
of a similar size. The resulting sum of the two contribution
cross sections is compared with the ab-initio calculations of
Sarpal and Tennyson [34]. The authors employed the adia-
batic nuclei approximation of D.M. Chase [35] to compute
the vibrationally inelastic cross section. In this approximation
the physical, open-channel, scattering 7 matrix is averaged
over the initial and final vibrational states and thus this proce-
dure can not produce the closed-channel resonances as seen in
Fig. 9. For comparison present (and previous [19] ungerade)
results were convolved over a Gaussian distribution with the
variance width of 20 meV.
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*g 10" -
é
@)

100 I I I I I 1 1

03 04 05 06 07 08 09 1
Incident electron energy (eV)

FIG. 9. Vibrationally inelastic cross sections for H2+ (v, j) transition
(0,0) — (1,0). The broken lines show respective gerade and unger-
ade contributions to the total cross section depicted by the thick black
curve. All the three curves are a result of the Gaussian distribution
average with 0 = 20 meV. Data of Sarpal and Tennyson 1993 [34]
are displayed by the red curve.

B. Rotational excitation

A comparison of our present results for the rotational tran-
sition 0 — 2 of HD™" with the calculations of Motapon et al.
(2014) [18] is shown in Fig. 10. Previous calculations [18]
were carried out for all the relevant symmetry components,
including X, IT1, A states in gerade and ungerade symmetries
with singlet and triplet spin components. On average the 12g
cross section contributes only 15% of the total excitation prob-
ability, as can be seen in Fig. 10.
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FIG. 10. Rotationally inelastic cross sections for HD™ (v, j) transi-
tion (0,0) — (0,2). Results of the present mode are shown by the
black curve, while the data taken from of Motapon et al. (2014) [18]
are displayed by red line.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

The two-dimensional reactive model, that was developed to
describe a collision between the electron and the H2+ cation in



the ungerade symmetry [19], is extended in the present study
to treat processes that involve the direct dissociative recom-
bination mechanism. This mechanism is present in the ger-
ade symmetry of the e~ + H;r collisions and this system has
served as a prototype test of the 2D model. The present model
was set up to approximately reproduce the Born-Oppenheimer
EF, GK, and HH IZg Rydberg levels of H,. It was shown
that all the other adiabatic properties, namely the resonance
position and width at positive energies, the 1 quantum de-
fects and the vibronic levels, agreed qualitatively and to some
extent also quantitatively with the available H, data. In prin-
ciple, our model could be readily extended to reproduce the
known Born-Oppenheimer potential curves and fixed-nuclei
resonance properties to arbitrary precision, when higher quan-
titative accuracy is desired.

The rotational degrees of freedom have been introduced in
this study through the rotational frame transformation [5] that
was applied to the short-range K matrix obtained by solving
the /-coupled 2D model. This procedure allowed for model-
ing of rovibrational excitations as well as rovibrationally re-
solved dissociative recombination. In case of the vibrational
excitation process, our results demonstrate that the gerade and
ungerade contributions are of a similar size and their sum
agrees with the adiabatic calculations of Sarpal and Tennyson
(1993) [34]. On the other hand, the present 12g calculations
for the rotational excitation 0 — 2 amount to only about 15%
of the excitation probability above the j = 2 rotational thresh-
old. This deficiency is caused primarily by contributions from
the other symmetries (ungerade, spin triplets, non-X projec-
tions of the angular momentum) that are not present in our
calculations presented here.

In the case of dissociative recombination, the model was
tested against the available rotationless and rotationally re-
solved calculations. In both cases, good correspondence
for the closed-channel resonances was found except for one
deeply closed-channel resonance that was found at lower en-
ergies here. We believe that this resonance shift is responsible
for some of the quantitative disagreement with previous cal-
culations [13, 17].

We stress that a precise tuning of the 2D model to the most
accurate Hy Born-Oppenheimer data has not been the aim of
the present study. Our goal is instead to demonstrate that the
model can incorporate all of the relevant physics contained in
the e + Hzr collisions driven by the direct (and previously
indirect [19, 20]) mechanism. As such it can serve as a physi-
cally relevant benchmark test for developing and testing those
approximate theories that aspire to describe such a challeng-
ing non-adiabatic process as dissociative recombination.
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Appendix A: Asymptotic functions from the Milne generalized
QDT method

After shrinking the 2D box to Ry = 12 bohr the nuclear
fragmentation surface channel functions |i) have eigenen-
ergies EEO(RO) and each is connected to one of the Born-
Oppenheimer potential curves (Fig. 1). The functions con-
necting these channels to the asymptotic region (taking the
role of the Bessel functions in Ref. [19]) are the solutions of

(92
— +2M (E—EB°(R)) | v;,(R.E) =0, forR> Ry .

JR?
(AL)
Here we employ the Milne phase amplitude method described
in section I'V. B of Ref. [24]. It is known that all independent
solutions to (A1) can be constructed from any particular so-
lution of the nonlinear Milne amplitude differential equation,

82
—— +2M (E—E,»EO(R))] o, (R,E) =

5 )

o} (R,E)
via
R
vi,(R,E) = aa, (R, E)sin ( / a,.nz(R/,E)dR’er) , (A3)

with arbitrarily chosen constants a and b. Following Ref. [24]
we use the WKB-motivated boundary condition

o4, (Ro,E) = [2M(E — ER°(Ro))]~'/*, (Ad)
and define the phase
R
6, (R,E) = / o, *(RE)dR (A5)
Ry

to construct the pair

F,(R)= (2M/m)'*a;, (R,E)sin[6;, (R,E)] , (A6)
Gi,(R) = —(2M/m)' i, (R,E)cos[6;, (R,E)] , (A7)

which replaces the previous pair of Bessel functions Fl;)(R)
and Gg1 (R) used in Ref. [19]. When using this pair in a
weakly-closed channel we now need to alter the correspond-
ing elements of the channel elimination procedure. Let R;
represent the distance at which our Born-Oppenheimer curves
E}:O (Ry) arrive very close to their asymptotic limits with a
negligible error. We can define

.R1

0, (E) = / o; *(RE)dR', (A8)

JRg
which is the additional phase shift that 7, (R), G;, (R) accumu-
late before becoming a linear combination of spherical Bessel
functions. Using the notation from Ref. [19] we partially re-
define the I';y and A;, matrices utilized in the eigenchannel
form of the MQDT channel elimination equations as:

Uiysinmty iepr ’ (A9)



0, i€ On
Aiy= { Uiycosmty, i€ Py (A10)
in the nuclear fragmentation channels. The rest of the channel
elimination is carried out the same as before; however, note
that now, with the rotational FT approach, the channel index i
represents a combination of indices (v, j,/) on the electronic
fragmentation surface. Solution of the generalized eigenvalue
problem
FA=AAtan§, (A11)
for the unknown Ay, and J, gives us the transformation ma-
trix into the physically open set of collision eigenchannels T;,
(see Ref. [19]). Then Tj, is used to construct the open channel
reaction matrix

Ky =Y Tptan (8) Ty, , ii' € PUP,. (A12)
P

This is not yet the physical reaction matrix in the nuclear frag-
mentation channels, because the base pair {F,G} does not
have energy-normalized amplitudes, and because their phases
are connected to Milne functions instead of to Bessel func-
tions. Asymptotically, the Milne functions behave as a simple

linear combination of Bessel functions characterized by two
sets of coefficients

(A13)
(Al4)

Fi(R) = F,(R)B,'*

Gi(R) = Gi,(R)B,

2= F.(R)B, %,
forR — oo,

In n

where the energy-normalized pair F; (R),G; (R) con-
tain a phase shift and amplitude revision compared to
Flg (R), Gg1 (R). While F; (R),G;, (R) are rotated in phase com-
pared to the usual spherical Bessel solutions, removing this
phase shift is not necessary if we do not wish to compute
the elastic scattering cross sections or any differential angle-
dependent observables. The coefficients B;, and ¥; can be
computed numerically when constructing the Milne solutions.
Additionally defining B;, = 1 and %, = 0 in the ionization
channels allows us to transform the open channel reaction ma-
trix into the physical reaction matrix simply via the matrix
equation

KphySZEI/Z(Kfl_’_%)leI/Z' (A15)

This K matrix is then Cayley-transformed into the scattering
matrix from which cross sections are computed.
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