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Positronium-ion decay
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We present a precise theoretical prediction for the decalfhwof the bound state of two electrons and a
positron (a negative positronium ioM)(Ps~) = 2.087 085(12)/ns. We includeO(a?) effects of hard virtual
photons as well as soft corrections to the wave function hadlecay amplitude. An outcome of a large-scale
variational calculation, this is the first result for secander corrections to a decay of a three-particle bound
state. It will be tested experimentally in the new positaoniion facility in Garching in Germany.

PACS numbers: 31.25.Eb, 36.10.Dr, 31.30.Jv, 31.15.PT002

Positronium ion Ps™), consisting of two electrons and a positron, is the onlyvkmahree-body bound state free from
nucleons. lIts existence was predicted by Wheeler in 194@itl] confirmed experimentally by Mills in 1981 [2]. Only the
ground state is stable against a dissociation into positnorand an electron (seg [3] for an extensive review of itpproes
and references). Electron-positron annihilation limiis s~ lifetime to about half a nanosecond, as first reported|initf@re
we determine relativistic and radiative corrections toahaihilation in a three-body bound state and predicfiittie decay rate
with a 6 parts per million precision,

['(Ps™) = 2.087085(12) ns™*. N}

What makes th®s™ ion particularly interesting is that its theory is very atealbeit somewhat technically challenging. With
a very good accuracy all but electromagnetic interactiarizsi- can be neglected. Also the charge distribution of constitue
is well known (point-like), unlike in atoms and ions contaig nuclei. Quantum electrodynamics (QED) suffices to dbsaill
properties ofPs™.

On the other han®s™ is a three-body system and thus its wave function is not krenvatytically even in the non-relativistic
approximation. This complicates theoretical investigiagi but also provides an opportunity to develop and testrambdhcom-
putational techniques. Those new methods are importawti@r systems such as the hydrogen ion, the moledileand the
helium atom.
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FIG. 1: The main decay channel B§~ (a), and an example of a correction to it, the three-photaihdation (b).

Theete™ annihilation proceeds fastest when the pair is in a spiglsirstate, like para-positronium (pPs), in which case two
photons can be produced (see [Eig. 1(a)). If the pair is a sipiiet; like ortho-positronium (oPs), the decay resultaimodd
number of photons, Fi@ll 1(b). Interestingly, unlike orghasitronium,Ps~ can also decay into a single photon. However, this
channel is very rare [%, 6]: all three constituents have terlap to transfer momentum to the non-annihilating electrohe
three-photon decay is much more likely, but still much slothan the spin-singlet two-photon process.

The spatial wave function dPs™ is symmetric with respect to the two electrons. For the tetate function to be antisym-
metric, the two electrons must be in the spin-singlet sthtis. convenient to think oPs™ as consisting of a positronium core
and a loosely bound electran [7]. This picture reveals thanrfeatures of théPs™ lifetime. Whene™ meets one of the™, the
odds are about one in four that their spins form a singletsHwI lives about four times longer than pPs.

A variational determination of thBs™ wave function|[7] confirms this elegant argument. Furtheend this decay is so
similar to that of pPs, the sam® («) corrections apply.[8]. In the same order, also the threggrhannihilation must be
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accounted for [9]. Together, this led to the theoreticatiimgon for thePs™ decay width|[7],
I8 =2.086(6)ns™! (2)

)

where the size of thé (a) corrections was used to estimate the uncertainty [10] (seg &1, 12| 13]).

Recent measurement [10] agrees with this prediction antbaphes its precisiol.., = 2.089(15)ns™'. It is anticipated
that the new intense source of positrons at the GarchingaeB&M-11 will be used to decrease the experimental erroaby
factor of 4 or 5, below the uncertainty in Eg] (2).

Motivated by this effort, we undertook to improve the theaimad precision by determining alD (a2) effects. Ps™, a non-
relativistic bound state, is well described by the Schngdr equation. Its leading-order decay rate is

FO = 27rm6a5 <53(’f‘12)> , (3)

wherem, is the electron mass;- is the distance between the positron and the electron winicihgates, and the mean value
refers to the ground staies™ wave function
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Throughout this paper we us¢am., am., anda?m. as units of length, momentum, and energy (we alsa:seth = 1,
except in the last Eq_(22)). Thu®3(r12)> in Eq. (3), as well as all mean values to follow, are dimerigiss
Relativistic effects, spin of the electron, and shortatise exchanges of photons with a virtuali®(m.) are not accounted

for by the Schrddinger equation, which includes only Coubopotentials among the three constituents. Like in other no
relativistic systems [14], these additional effects catreated as perturbations and organized in a serias in
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The first-order correctior, already discussed, includes corrections to the two- amMee—photon channels,
A=A a4, am =T 5 e AT 12 (6)
’ 4 7’ 3 T

Some authors (e.d.|[7]) hint at additiorfal(«) effects but in our opinion none other exist at this order.

In the next order, four photons contribute[15], correcsiéh(«) must be included in the three-photon decay [16, 17], and
O (a?) in the two-photon decay [18, 19,120],

B = BY 4+ B3 4 B?7, (7)

The last term is the focus of this paper. Itis a sum of sevéfet®s: squaréBsquarca Of the O (o) correctionA2”; hard-photon
correctionsBy,..q to theeTe™ — ~~ process; and soft corrections to the annihilation ampditig, and the wave functiof,;:

BQ'Y = Bsquarcd + Bhard + Baa + Bwfv

5 \?
Bs uared — a_ o ) 8
auared <2w 8) ®
1 40.46(30)
Buwt = Bifta— 500 Bl =~ ©)
Baa = % (10)

All corrections which affect only the annihilation amplite have already been computed in the context of the pPs dsicee
they do not depend on the particular bound state, they apphetpresent analysis without changes.

The correction to the wave functids,¢, sensitive to the three-body dynamics, is the most chalhend\s we will see below,
it is divergent and cancels the divergenceif,.q. The term—2a2 In o in Eq. (8) is a remnant of those divergences. In order to
regularize divergences, we workdn= 3 — 2¢ spatial dimensions. Thus, the non-relativistic Coulomimiinian becomes
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Hy = Y Fevv, (12)
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wherep,, 7oy = 7, — 7 are momenta and relative distances of the positron 1 ant@bsc2, 3.
The wave function correction arises due to relativistieet$, which are treated as a perturbation and describedelrit
Hamiltonian,

HY = o (Hf‘” + ZHé‘&) (13)
a<b
4 i
4) _ Pq d L1 ij TabTab | i
Hl g —;g—;jzab{ﬂis (Tab)+§pa |:aj|€<57+(d—2)73b> Py,
Tab 1 i _ji[.0 J
s = 3 ok ollloh 01] 8% (ran) (14)

where the Pauli matrices are labeled with the number of thmia they are acting on. It is convenient to evaluate sepira
the spin-independent paft,”, and the spin-dependent p&f§", Byt = B + Bua + .
The effect of this perturbation is the following replacemierthe formula for the decay rate, Ef] (3),

(63(r12)) — 2 <5d(1"12) ! ),H(4)> = qo? (BH1 + Bua + i) (63(r12)) - (15)

(E - Ho 2€
Here(E_#), is the Green's function of the lowest-order Schrodingaragipn and the prime indicates the exclusion of the
ground state. The appearance of divergences is the maiactbsh the evaluation of this correction. They originatenfr
r12 — 0 (ultraviolet limit), where the Breit Hamiltonian is not alichdescription of the dynamics. Indeed, when one accounts
for the hard photons, Ed.](9), divergences cancel.

In analogy with the earlier work on positronium and heliurd,[22, 23| 24], we rewrite the matrix element in Hg.l(15) such
that the divergences appear only in the coefficient of oneadpe namely® (12 ). To this end, we rewrite [24] the delta-function
as

476%(r1) = 47 6% (r12) + {Ho — E, [i” (16)

T12

This equation implicitly defines?, less singular than?. The most singular part is in the anticommutator in the sdderm.
This term cancels the Green’s functidif; — Ho)m = I —|U) (U], wherel is the identity operator. Hence, divergences
appear only in first-order elements and are easier to extract

In the spin-independent part we find

21
1 1 (4) 1 1 s
2m <63(7‘12)> <BH1 + Z) = <4 6% (r12) m H, > =1 ;Ui + Fa b2 + v23 + % <53(T12)> ; (17)
from which we can determine the value Bf;; in terms of the ground-state mean values listed in T@ble |.oAgnthem, the
regularized cubic operator is defined by Eq. (1.5) in Ref].[24
In the spin-dependent part, the effect of Pauli matriceij}Z, Eqg. (13), is evaluated with the spin wave function in Eg. (4)

and represented by constantg, for each pair of fermion linesd;o = —2 — 6¢, A13 = — A3 = —2. We keepe only in the
coefficient of the divergent part. After this simplificatiohspins, we find

o (8%(r12)) (BH2 + i) = <4w5d(r12)(E_71HO), T A 5d(rab)> . (18)

a<b
In terms of the operators in Taljle |, using the symmeiry> 73 and the virial identit2 £ = (V'), we get

S8E+5 1 v
Voo + — Vo1 + Voyg + —1(1}25 — 2’1}20). (19)

1 1
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The numerical values in Talle | are obtained with a variaiomethod. The trial wave function is expanded in a 1000-el&m
set of exponential functions [25]

2
¢(T12’ 7’13,7"23) — Z dyi efakiT‘12*bkiT13*CkiT23 4 (,,,12 o 7"13), (20)



TABLE [: Operators affecting th®s™ wave function and their ground state mean values. We dénetes V' + 1/712.

i OperatorO; vi = (Os)
1 E? /112 0.023 3276
2 Vis/ri2 0.033 945 0
3 2Ep3/r12 —0.014 986 7
4 —2EVi2 /112 —0.015844 8
5 —2p3V /712 0.090 907 3
6 —p3/r12 ~0.029 850 5
7 —478%(1r13) /r12 —0.051 014 0
8 4783 (ras) /712 0.001 794 7
9 3E/ri —0.219 554 9
10 —3Vi2 /1%, 0.022 092 3
1 —(p1 x P2)"(1/r12)(P1 X pa)’ —0.001 809 5
12 —(47/3) 6%(r12) p3 —0.003 350 2
13 —p% (3riary/ris — 67 /ris) ph/2 ~0.000 275 1
14 r12 - T13/(21391%3) —0.000 562 9
15 12 - 123 /(273,733) —0.001 413 3
16 —pi(1/r12)p3 ~0.037 118 4
17 —p3(1/r12)p3 ~0.008 951 8
18 =3, Pa(1/ri2)pl/2 —0.077 005 7
19 2 Y cp ZabDe

(6% Jrap +1iy 10, /13, Jr12 D) 0.296 062 9
20 2183 (r12) 0.130 270 5
21 2P (1/r°) 0.014113 8
22 H®Y —0.072 738 1
23 47 8%(r12) i HLY 0.178 7325
24 Dac 4T Aapd®(r12) m 6% (rap) 0.334 788 9
25 2163 (123) 0.001 074 4

wherea, b, ¢ are chosen randomly, with a homogeneous distribution, fomk sets defined by variational boundary con-
ditions Ay, < ax; < Ao, Bip < by < Bog, Ciiy < ¢y < Cy. Two (or more) sets allow one to match the be-
havior of the wave function at various distance scales armutase accuracy. We found the non-relativistic energy value
E = —0.262005070232980(1), that agrees with an even more accurate earlier result Fz&jiously obtained mean values of
53 (rap) [13,127], and non-singular products bfr,; [13] are also confirmed. Finally, the mean value of the spoependent
part of the Breit Hamiltonialﬂl(4) agrees with Ref| [27]. Crucial for the decay is the mean vafithe delta-function, obtained
using the representation of Ref. [28],

(8%(r12)) = 0.020 733 198005 1(2). (21)

This value agrees with the one found|inl[27] and somewhatdwgs its accuracy.
For the new evaluation of thBs™ decay rate we use = 1/137.03599911(46) and the atomic unit of time?>m.c?/h =
1017s/2.418884326505(16) [28]. Our final result in Eq{1) is obtained using

a®mec?
h

where the correctiof' is given in Tabl&Tl, and we use EQ._{21). The last two cormexdilisted in TablE]I refer to the third order
in . The leading quadratic logarithm was found.in/[30] and isdv&dr positronium atoms as well as for the ion. The linear log
(the last correction) has not yet been calculated®or. However, it is known for pPs and oRs [31, B2, 33]. We expsatatue

for Ps™ to be close to that for pPs and use the latter as an estimat@s$ign this correction a 100% uncertainty, which also
conservatively estimates non-logarithmic higher-ordieots [34].

I'Ps™) =27 (14C)(6°(r12)), (22)



TABLE lI: Corrections to the width oPs™.

Correction Value

aA® 0.002 693 245
aA? —0.005 882 770
—2a%’Ina 0.000 524 019
a?BY 0.000 001 480
a?B® —0.000 064 352
a?Bsquared 0.000 008 652
a?Bfir —0.000 218 3(34)
a?Baa 0.000 017 750
a?Bm 0.000 078 366
a? Bro 0.000 122 185
302 In? o/ (27) —0.000 004 491
2.5(2.5)a® In —0.000 004 8(48)
Total C —0.002 729 0(59)

Note that Ref.[[27] includes a predictionBfPs™ — ~+) with a seemingly higher precision than ours. That resulyéer,
does not include any corrections beyond the tree level ¢thikesponds to setting = 0 in our Eq. [22)) and its error estimate
includes only the numerical uncertainty of the variatiozatulation inl[2]7].

Another experimentally interesting quantity is the branghatio of the three-photon decay. We find

_ I'Ps™ —

BR(Ps™ = yvyy) = IPs” = 7y7) I‘(Ps_’)w’}/)

= a |4 +a (B — A4%7) - gA%ﬂ L 4| =0002635 8(8). (23)
«

The uncertainty is due to the unknovﬂh(oﬂ) corrections to the decdys™ — ~y~~. Only the logarithmic term is known in this
order [35], and we take half of its value to estimate the utadety.

The structure of corrections found in this study confirmsginture of Ps™ as an electron loosely interacting with a positron-
ium core[7]. The mean value in E§.(21) is very close to thainied with a neutral positronium, neglecting the secoadtebn,
1/(167) = 0.01989. Also, in the sum of all effects in Tabl€ Il, there is a sigrafit cancellation between the hard effeBts,.q
and the soft one8y; + Bus + Baa, also observed in positronium [19]. 1t would be interestioginderstand the origin of this
cancellation, which for now remains an open question.

The accuracy we have obtained for the decay rate is 6 pantsifien, about 500 times better than the previous best jgtet,

Eq. (2). Further progress in the theory of i€ decay requires the Iogarithmictel(l:‘h(oz8 In a) and improved hard corrections

@ (a7). However, the accuracy obtained in the present paper icuififor the foreseeable future. It exceeds the anticipate
accuracy of Garching measurements by about a factor of 2@Garé/thus prepared for the new data and are looking forward to
this intriguing test of three-body bound-state QED.
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