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Electron polarization in the resonant inelastic scattering on hydrogen-like ions
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We investigate the polarization of the electron acquired during the inelastic resonant scattering on
hydrogen-like ions initially being in the ground state. The formation and subsequent Auger decay
of the intermediate (313!") doubly excited states in the resonant channel modify the mechanism of
polarization change by enhancing both spin-orbit and exchange interactions. Consequently, in the
presence of the resonant channel, the acquired polarization can be clearly observed even for light
ions when it is challenging to discern which state of the ion was excited in the process. We also show
that the energy dependence of the polarization parameter clearly demonstrates strong interference
both between the contributions of specific autoionizing states in the resonant channel and between

the non-resonant and resonant channels.

I. INTRODUCTION

The processes occurring in atom-ion and electron-ion
collisions have typically been investigated with the un-
polarized electron and ion beams. Nevertheless, a more
comprehensive analysis that considers the polarization
states of both the electron and the ion during the scatter-
ing process can facilitate a deeper understanding of the
underlying dynamics and potentially offer new insights
into the investigation of the atomic structure.

Polarized electron beams are widely used in various
fields of science and technology, such as particle physics,
atomic physics and materials science [1]. The process
of changing the polarization of electrons as they pass
through various media and interact with other particles
is a fundamental phenomenon of quantum mechanics.

The majority of research into the behavior of electron
polarization has been focused on the following areas: the
scattering of electrons by atoms and molecules, interac-
tions with the crystal lattice of a solid, and movement
of electrons in a magnetic field |2]. The electron polar-
ization change in collisions with ions, in particular with
highly charged ions, has been studied to a lesser extent.
However, a comprehensive understanding of the processes
occurring in ionized media and the interaction of charged
particles with matter is crucial.

The polarization changes that occur during a collision
are mainly a result of two factors: the spin-orbit interac-
tion, which takes place whenever an electron is moving
in the electric field of the ion, and the spin exchange be-
tween the electrons that are participating in the collision
[3, 4]. The influence of nuclear spin is minimal and is
thus excluded from this analysis [5].

In this work, we are concerned with the inelastic scat-
tering of electrons, whereby an incident electron transfers
a portion of its energy to an ion, resulting in the forma-
tion of an excited state. As a mechanism for the produc-
tion of ions in excited states, this process (also known as
electron impact excitation) is of particular significance
for the study of plasmas. In particular, the light emitted

in the radiative decay of excited states of highly charged
ions represents a valuable source of information about a
range of astrophysical objects [6].

The polarization of the emitted light from the excited
2p states of hydrogen-like and helium-like ions formed
in the process of inelastic scattering has been the sub-
ject of considerable study [7-10]. However, to the best
of our knowledge, only the non-resonant channel of in-
elastic scattering has been considered. Our aim is to
examine the resonant channel, in which an intermediate
doubly excited state of the corresponding helium-like ion
is formed and subsequently undergoes Auger decay. The
formation of these intermediate states results in a notable
enhancement of both spin-orbit and exchange interac-
tions in the resonant channel, which in turn gives rise to
substantial alterations in the polarization behavior at en-
ergies where the collision system energy is relatively close
to the energy of one or more doubly excited states of the
helium-like ion. In particular, in our previous work [11],
we explored this effect in resonant elastic collision with
H-like B4+, Cal®t and Kr3°* jons.

In this study, we examine the process in which the
(313!") autoionizing states (where [ is the orbital moment)
participate in the scattering, resulting in the excitation
of the H-like ion to the 2s, 2p; /3, and 2p3/, states. For
the 2s final state, a small non-resonant contribution to
polarization properties is anticipated. Conversely, for the
2p states, the non-resonant component is enhanced due
to fine structure splitting [5]. In the energy range under
consideration, the energy transfer in the scattering pro-
cess exceeds 95% of the incident electron kinetic energy,
indicating a strongly inelastic regime where non-resonant
polarization change for the 2p final states is the largest.

To describe the polarization properties, we calculate
spin-dependent amplitudes employing an ab initio QED
treatment for inelastic scattering along with the line-
profile approach (LPA) for the description of interme-
diate doubly-excited states [12]. This method directly
accounts for both relativistic and QED effects, includ-
ing the Breit interaction. The calculations are made for
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scattering on H-like Ca'®t and Kr3°* ions.
The relativistic units are used throughout the paper.

II. THEORY

It is established that the full set of polarization prop-
erties can be derived from a complete knowledge of spin-
dependent amplitudes [3]. To calculate the relevant am-
plitudes, we employ an ab initio method described in
detail in [13,[14]. Below we outline the main ideas of our
approach and discuss its application to the present study.

The inelastic scattering process can be schematically
depicted as follows:

g + XU (1s) — e + XD (1)
In the initial state, the ion has a single electron occupying
the ground 1s state. The ion is subsequently excited to
a higher state by the incident electron. In this study, we
consider the final states of the ion with the main quantum
number n = 2, that is, the 2s, 2p; /5 and 2p3 5 states. We
denote the incident and scattered electron momenta p;
and py, respectively.

We start with the wave functions ¥* . (r1,72) and
LT

\I/fn L6 (r1,72) describing the initial and final states of
by

the two-electron system in the zeroth order of the per-

turbation theory:
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where 1#1%5 ) (r) and w,(,f? (r) are the wave functions de-
scribing the bound electron in the hydrogen-like ion with
the total angular momentum projections on z-axis m;
and my; w;izc)(r) is the in- (+) or out-going (—) wave
function of an electron in the electric field of the atomic
nucleus with the asymptotic momentum p [15]:
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where 9cjim () is the continuum solution of the Dirac
equation with certain parity, total angular momentum
and its projection, ¢;; is the phase shift [15], Qjim (D)
are the spinor spherical harmonics [16] and the spinor

(C) for a given direction defined by the unit vector ¢ is
determmed by the following equation:

5 (Cops) = ) (5)

where o is the vector constructed with the Pauli matri-
ces 0z, 0y and o,. The incident and scattered electron

wave functions with varying directions of ¢ (Eq. (@) are

employed within our method to yield all pertinent spin-
dependent amplitudes.

Within our approach, the amplitude of the inelastic
scattering process can be written as follows [13]:

= <\I/{nf #f(Tl,T2)|AV |q):-ni”ui(r15r2)>a (6)
where \I/fnf s (r1,72) is the zeroth order final state wave

function (Eq. @), AV is the operator describing scat-
tering process. In this work, only the one-photon ex-
change corrections were included in AV. Wave function
®!, ,.(r1,72) can be presented as the sum of two terms:

i
M, i

CO\I]’ITLZ i (rlu ’1“2)
Criiny 0, (P1,72) + -+ (7)

(r1,7r2) =

DY

ni,n2Ebound

The coefficient Cj in the first term is nearly equal to
unity meaning that the first term is essentially identical
to the initial state zeroth order wave function (Eq. (2])).
This term corresponds to the non-resonant channel. The
orthogonal term > Cp,n, \115?3,12 (r1,72) contains the ad-
mixture of the bound states of the two-electron ion and
describes the formation of the intermediate autoionizing
states in the resonant channel:

€ + XD+ 1s) — XE@DH(nyny)
+
ey, + XTI (8)
The coefficients Cy,,pn, in Eq. (@) are derived using the
LPA for quasidegenerate states described in [12]. The
method accounts for atomic nucleus interaction and rel-
ativistic effects, including spin-orbit interaction, in all
orders of perturbation theory. The interelectron inter-
action is taken into account in all orders for electrons
with main quantum number n < 5, while the remain-
ing interelectron interaction is treated within perturba-
tion theory. Additionally, our calculation incorporates
the electron self-energy and vacuum polarization correc-
tions.
The double differential cross section for the inelastic
electron scattering reads
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where ¢; and € are the energies of the incident and scat-
tered electron, respectively. For brevity, the notations
oiy and U;y are used here, although it is assumed that
both are spin-dependent as in Eq. (@).

We are interested in the polarization initially unpo-
larized electrons acquire in the inelastic scattering. The



polarization of the electron beam can be described by the
density matrix p given by the polarization vector ¢¢ |15]:

p=50+¢0), (10)

and |¢¢] < 1 gives the polarization degree of the electron
beam. . A .

If the quantization axis ¢ in Eq. (@) is fixed (; = {; =
¢), the amplitudes Ui (mi, s, ¢, myr, s, ¢) calculated for
all possible polarizations of the incident and scattered
continuum electrons (p; and p15) and for all possible total
angular projections of the initial and final bound state
of the ion (m; and my) form the scattering matrix M
which completely defines the polarization properties of
the scattering [17,[18]. If the initial state of the system is
described by p;, then the density matrix ps of the system
after scattering is given by

pp=MpM™T. (11)

The scattering matrix M is a 4 X 4 matrix if the final
ion state is 2s or 2p; /5 or a 8 X 4 matrix if the final ion
state is 2pg/a.

If initially both the electron beam and the ion are un-
polarized, then the polarization vector of the scattered
electron beam can be written as [19]

Tr(MM*e™)

¢ = Tr(MM*) (12)

where o) is assumed to be the direct product of o cor-
responding to the continuum electron and the identity
matrix of appropriate dimensions (2 x 2 if the final ion
state is 2s or 2p; /5 and 4 x 4 if the final ion state is 2p32).

If an unpolarized electron is scattered on an unpolar-
ized ion, the total polarization after scattering integrated
over all directions of the scattered electron momentum
must also be equal to zero. Due to the geometry of the
scattering, any non-zero polarization component in the
plane of scattering violates this condition. Therefore, as
in the case of the elastic scattering on ions and atoms
[18-20], the polarization acquired by the electron in the
scattering must be directed along the direction n, where

[pi X py]

P <o (13)

n =

Since the direction of the polarization vector is known, it
is convenient to describe the polarization of the scattered
electron beam by the parameter P — the projection of the
polarization vector on the direction m perpendicular to
the plane of scattering:

P=¢(n. (14)

The possible values of parameter P lie between —1 and
1, the absolute value |P| gives the polarization degree
of the electron beam. We can also write the parameter
P as the difference between the cross sections with the

opposite scattered electron spin projections on n divided
by the total cross section [19]

< do ) < do )

df2 O—pin dQ2 0——pn

< do ) N < do ) ’
v/ o, v/ o,
Both expressions given by Eq. (I2) and Eq. (I5) can

be used for numerical calculations within our approach.

While the former is more convenient for the purpose of

calculation, the latter offers a more intuitive representa-
tion and serves as an effective verification of the results.

P =

(15)

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The subject of this study is the polarization that an
initially unpolarized electron acquires after scattering on
an unpolarized ion. In order to describe the polarization
acquired by the electron, we examine the polarization
parameter P, as defined by Eq. (I4) and Eq. (I3).

The method outlined in the previous section was devel-
oped with a particular focus on scattering on medium and
heavy ions. In these systems, relativistic and particularly
QED effects, as well as the complete incorporation of the
Breit interaction, are of particular importance. Accord-
ingly, Kr3®* and Ca'®t were selected to illustrate our
findings.

The essential characteristic of inelastic scattering is
that the contributions of the non-resonant and resonant
channels both decrease with increasing atomic number
Z, allowing resonances to remain highly visible. Still,
the experiment can be challenging since the total cross
section decreases.

The existing experiments on the inelastic scattering
were conducted using light ions [21H25]. For instance,
inelastic scattering in the collision of molecular hydro-
gen with F8+ was studied in [24]. As previously demon-
strated [13], our approach can be successfully applied to
such systems. This section will conclude with a discus-
sion of the scattering on the F&F ion.

As our focus is on the resonant process, the energy
spectrum of the incident and scattered electron beam is
defined by the following:

cites=cftey= Eg)gl/ , (16)

where Ero(,?m, are the energies of the (313!") doubly excited

states of the corresponding helium-like ion. This suggests

that resonant scattering occurs near the energy threshold

of the electron impact excitation, with over 95% of the

incident electron energy used to excite the ion.

%4, of (313l") autoionizing states for
T are presented in our previous pa-

The energies E§
F7*, Ca!®t and Kr
per [13].
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FIG. 1. The polarization parameter P for the non-resonant scattering on F&, Ca'®t and Kr®* for the final states 2s, 2p1/2
and 2ps/2 as a function of the angle between the incident and scattered electrons. The kinetic energy of the scattered electron

is 60 eV for F8%, 225 eV for Ca'®t and 700 eV for Kr®+.
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FIG. 2. The polarization parameter P of the scattered electron after excitation of Ca

9% jon into the 2s, 2p1/2 and 2p3/; states,

respectively, as a function of the scattered electron kinetic energy ey for the polar angle § = 90°. The red dashed line shows
the decimal logarithm of the corresponding differential cross section. Positions of the resonances are indicated by the vertical

gray dashed lines.

In order to establish a point of reference for the in-
volvement of autoionizing states, it is first necessary to
consider the non-resonant background. Given that the
background remains largely unaltered within the spec-
ified energy range, it is sufficient to present the data
for a single energy value. For the sake of convenience,
the energy selected for this calculation was positioned
slightly to the right of the energy range under consider-

ation. Fig. [l illustrates the polarization of the scattered
electron beam as a function of angle 6 between incident
and scattered electron momenta for three potential final
states of the F8F, Cal®t and Kr3°t ions. It is immedi-
ately evident that there are notable differences between
the cases of the 2s and 2p final states. For the final
2s state, the change in polarization is primarily driven
by spin-orbit interaction, resulting in a quadratic depen-
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FIG. 3. The polarization parameter P of the scattered electron after excitation of Kr35"
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FIG. 4. The polarization parameter P (Eq. (Id)) for the inelastic scattering on F&T at polar angle 90°. The red dashed line
shows the contribution of the scattering to 2p states. Positions of the resonances are indicated by the vertical gray dashed lines.

dence of the acquired polarization on atomic number Z. substantial. It is understood that this considerable polar-
This differs only marginally in qualitative terms from the ization gain occurs when energy levels with fine structure
polarization change observed in Mott scattering m], al-  splitting are excited E] It should be noted that for the
beit with a more complex angle dependence. For light

ions, the polarization change is essentially negligible.

In contrast, the polarization acquired with the excita-
tion of 2p states is largely independent of Z and rather



non-resonant background the equalities

P2P1/2 = _2P2P3/2 (17)
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hold true with a high degree of accuracy so that the com-
bined polarization of all scattered electrons remains al-
most zero. Nevertheless, if the processes with different
final states of the ion can be distinguished (for example,
if the fine structure difference is sufficiently large), the
polarization change can be observed.

If the energy of the incident electron is such that the
energy of the initial state is close to that of an autoion-
izing state (Eq. (I6])), the resonant channel (Eq. [8)) be-
comes active. In this channel, the scattering occurs via
the formation and subsequent decay of an intermediate
bound state of the corresponding two-electron ion, result-
ing in a significant alteration of the electron polarization
change process due to the facilitation of spin exchange
between two electrons and the enhancement of spin-orbit
interaction through the trapping of the incident electron
in a stronger field for a prolonged period. Both of these
effects were previously discussed in [19] in the context
of resonant elastic scattering. Given that our approach
inherently includes both spin-orbit and exchange inter-
action, it is not possible to discern their individual con-
tributions within the scope of this study.

A notable feature of the inelastic scattering is that the
resonant channel involves the autoionizing states that are
in close proximity to each other in terms of energy. This
leads to the simultaneous participation of multiple au-
toionizing states in the scattering process, resulting in
substantial interference between resonances. Addition-
ally, the interference between non-resonant and resonant
channels also is integral to the process.

In Fig. 2 we present the polarization parameter P in
the electron scattering on Ca'®T ion as a function of the
scattered electron kinetic energy for three different ex-
citations of the ion. The angle 6 between the incident
and scattered electron momenta was selected to be 90°.
The complex resonant structure with seemingly shifted
peaks is clearly discernible. In contrast with the differ-
ential cross section (for which the decimal logarithm is
presented by red dashed lines on the graph), the reso-
nances have Fano-like shapes. This, together with the
interference between resonances, leads to the noticeable
mismatch between the positions of the resonances (gray
dashed vertical lines on the graph) and maxima and
minima in the polarization parameter. Accordingly, the
peaks of the differential cross section and polarization
parameter do not always align. This phenomenon allows
for the clear observation of the effects of interference in
experiment.

Furthermore, the graph clearly demonstrates that the
resonance structure of the polarization parameter dis-
plays a similar level of detail as a logarithm of the differ-
ential cross section. Consequently, it can provide not only

new information about spin-dependent characteristics of
the inelastic scattering process, but also additional in-
sight into the structure of the corresponding helium-like
ion.

The complete picture of the polarization parameter is
presented in Fig. 3] for the inelastic scattering on Kr35+.
The parameter P is demonstrated as a function of both
the polar angle and the scattered electron kinetic en-
ergy for three potential final ion states. In the bottom
two panels (2p states), the non-resonant background is
prominent, while the resonant channel in most cases re-
sults in a reduction in the absolute value of the polar-
ization parameter P. For the 2s state, the polarization
change is predominantly influenced by the resonant chan-
nel, despite the fact that at this Z the background is no
longer insignificant. The interference between the back-
ground and the resonances is clearly visible. The pa-
rameter P exhibits a non-trivial angle dependence at the
resonances, which is caused by the interplay between the
non-resonant background and multiple resonant contri-
butions.

While the electrons scattered with the simultaneous
excitation of ions into 2p; /5 and 2p3/, states can be dis-
tinguished by their energies for scattering on Ca'®* and
to a larger extent Kr3°*  this is not the case for light
ions due to the fine structure splitting being too small.
Nevertheless, the resonant channel permits observation
of the electron polarization change even in this case as
it does not obey Eq. (I8). Fig. d demonstrates the total
polarization change

d20'2 dQUQpl d202p
Py, s P 2 . p 3/2
o ey PV aQde, P ey 1)
t = L
d20'25 d2U2P1/2 d2U2P3/2
de&‘f deEf deEf

in the scattering on F3. The red dashed line repre-
sents the contribution of 2p states only. While the non-
resonant background is canceled out, the resonance struc-
ture remains clearly visible with peaks reaching a polar-
ization of 40%. The addition of the 2s state results in
a slight decrease in the resonance structure. Neverthe-
less, the acquired polarization remains sufficiently large
for observation.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

We investigated the polarization acquired by electrons
in the inelastic scattering on F&t, Ca'®t and Kr3°*
hydrogen-like ions initially being in the ground state. In
the non-resonant energy region of the incident electron,
for the final 2s state of the ion the polarization acquired
by the incident electrons is determined by the spin-orbit
interaction and quadratically grows with atomic number
Z. In the case of the 2p states, the polarization change is
related to the fine-structure splitting of 2p; /o and 2p3 /o
states and is largely independent of Z.



At resonant energies of incident electrons, the scatter-
ing process proceeds through the formation and subse-
quent Auger decay of autoionization states. The influ-
ence of the resonant channel amplifies both spin-orbit
and exchange interactions, resulting in the emergence of
distinct maxima and minima in the energy dependence
of the polarization parameter. The resonances in the
polarization parameter typically have Fano-like shapes.
The strong interference between resonances results in a
misalignment between the peaks in the differential cross
section and polarization parameter. The interference be-
tween non-resonant and resonant channels is also signifi-
cant.

In the resonant channel there is no rigid connection
between the polarization acquired with the excitation of
the 2p; /o and 2ps/, states. Consequently, the polariza-
tion change in the resonant inelastic scattering is clearly

observable even in light ions where the small energy dif-
ference between states with the main quantum number
n = 2 complicates the detection of the electron scattering
with the excitation of a specified state.
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