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Abstract

The annihilation parameters of positrons with electrons in different shells
of Argon, Iron and Copper atoms ar e calculated below the positronium (Ps)
formation thresholds. Quite accurate ab initio calculations of the bound
state wavefunctions of Argon, Iron and Copper orbitals are obtained from
Cowan computer code. A least-squares variational method (LSVM) is used
for determining the wavefunction of the positrons. The program is
employed for calculating the s-wave partial cross sections of positrons
scattered by Iron and Copper atoms. Our results of the effective charge are

compar ed with available experimental and theor etical ones.
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1-Introduction

Positrons, since their prediction by Dirac [1], and their observation by Anderson [2] and
Blackett and Occhiaini [3], have been extensively used as probes in different branches of
physics. Studies of positron interactions with gases, atoms and molecules with and without
positronium formation have been carried out over the years. Much interest, however, has been
devoted in the last decade to the interaction of slow positrons (below the positronium
formation thresholds) with one, two and three dimensional macromolecular structures, (e.g.
large molecules, chains, surfaces, crystals and bulks). In these cases, positron annihilation is
employed as an effective nondestructive tool for the investigation of electronic structures as
well as defects of materials. Particularly, positrons may also annihilate with inner-shell
electrons creating holes which consequently induce the emission of highly efficient Auger
electrons with extremely low background secondary electrons as the ultimate parallel tools

(seee.g. Weiss et a [4] and Kim et a [5]) for the investigation of surface metals.

The aim of the present paper is to use a least-squares variational method (LSVM) for
determining the wavefunctions of slow positrons interacting with inner-shell electrons of
different atoms below the positronium (Ps) formation thresholds. In order to illustrate the
strength of our agorithm, we study the annihilation of positrons with one of the noble gases,
namely Argon. (Previous interesting works on positron collisions with noble gases were
carried out by Montgomery and LaBahn [6] and McEachran et a [7]). Our man godl,
however, will be the annihilation of positrons in two, from the industrial point of view,
extremely important metals, namely iron and copper. Each wavefunction is used to calculate
the effective charge (annihilation parameter) Zef, which stands for the effective number of
electrons at the positron position at a given subshell of the target atom. In this case the
calculation of annihilation rates and cross sections are directly related to the average density
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of electrons at the position of the positron. An elaborate version of Cowan computer code
([8], program RCN32) is used to calculate quite accurate ab initio orbital wavefunctions of the

target atoms.

2-Theory

In non-relativistic time-independent quantum mechanics, Schrédinger’ s equation iswritten as
(H-E)¥=0, &)

where H and E are the total Hamiltonian and energy, respectively, of a quantum mechanical
system described by the wavefunction'? . The boundary conditions of W characterize various
guantum mechanical systems, e.g. bound-state system, scattering process, etc. In the collision
of positrons (e") with target atoms (A), the positrons annihilation is subjected to the emission

of 2 or 3 y photons according to one of the following processes:

/ A" + 2y (or 3y) (Directannihilation)

+ + +
e +A Y Ps+A" —> A + 2y (0or3y) (2

[e, A] —> A"+ 2y (or3y)

Ps and A* stand for the positronium and the residual ion. In the first process which is called
direct annhilation, the incident positron annihilates ( below the Ps formation threshold ) with
one of the atomic electrons of the neutral target atom A and the annihilation rate is calculated
using the electron charge density ( Z« ) at the positron position. In the second process the
incident positron (above the Ps formation threshold) picks up an electron to form positronium

and after that annihilates. The positron in the third process is captured to the atom to form[e",



A] bound system and the photon annihilation then occurs within the positron-many-electron
complex system.

In the present work, we concentrate ourselves on the first (i.e. the direct annihilation) process.
In positron-atom scattering, 4 , the rate of annihilation of an incoming positron and an atomic
electron with the emission of two gamma rays, is given by the expression (Ferrdl [9] and

Fraser [10])
A=nm ro2 Cp Zgr 1 (K) , ©)

where r, is the classical radius of the electron, c is the velocity of light. p is the density of

electrons per atom available to the positron for annihilation and k is the positron wave
number. Z, ; (k) is defined in general as the effective number of electrons per atom available
to the positron for annihilation. (In our case it stands for the effective number of electrons
occurring at the positron position at a given subshell of the target atom). It depends on

specific properties of the € - Atom system under consideration and is equal to Z , the number

of atomic electrons, if the interaction potential between the positron and the atom is set to be

zero. The annihilation parameter Z, , (k) can be calculated using the scattering wavefunction

obtained via the least-squares variational method. Remembering that the annihilation
parameter is related to the probability of an electron and a positron to be found in the same

position, we can write

Zu00=Hxri| 35 (69| ¥hxrid), @



where ‘P(x,r;k) is the full scattering wavefunction, including all partial waves, for the

system made up of the incident positron with wave vector k and the target atom. x and r stand
for the position vector of the positron and the target (composed of N electrons), respectively.

For s-wave scattering process, the variational treatment (Abdel -Raouf [11]) starts by defining

atrial wavefunction't,” ( x, r;k). It consists of two multiplicative wavefunctions

¥ (X, 1K) = (1) ¥ (xK) (5)

where @, (r) represents the target in its ground-state andWg. ( x;k) is the positron

scattering wavefunction which is composed of the angular part ( Y, ,= V1/47 ) multiplied by

theradial part W (x;k) . Thus, wehave

P (x;k)= a"S(x;k) + b"C(x;k)+ idixi (x), (6a)

i=1
n refers to the dimension of the square integrable part of the trial wavefunction representing
al possible virtual states of quantum mechanical system composed of the positron and the
target. S(x;k) and C(x;k) specify the regular and irregular parts of the wavefunction,

respectively. Usualy, the latter is accompanied with a cut-off function for avoiding the
singularity at the origin. This cut-off function will tend to zero at the origin and to unity at

infinity. W7 (x; k) hasto satisfy the boundary conditions:

¥ (0;k) = 0

Yo (x;k) —=2= 5 a"$§(x;k)+ b" C(x;k) (6b)



The function y, (X) appearing at eqg. (6a) is a square integrable wavefunction. a", b" and d,

are variational parameters. In this case the reactance matrix K contains a single element which

isidentical with the tangent of the s-wave scattering phase shift ( 7,) and is calculated by
K, = tannp, = b"/a" . (7)

The s-wave elastic scattering trial wavefunction for the system may be written in abbreviated

form as;

‘Ptn = S+ KllC + ¢n (8)

where S istheregular part ;

S:S.CDT(r)—isincﬁ.CDT(r) , 9

A

(sincp =%,ﬂ =(kX) wherek is the momentum of the incident positron). The

function C consists of a cut-off function and the irregular part, i.e.

C = (1- e*)C, (r) (10)

1-e “*)(coscB ) @, (r) , (11)
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where coscf = ¢ and a is an adjustable (free) parameter which is selected from the

values that give a plateau of K,, (see ref. [11], P.73). @, (r) is the target ground state

wavefunction (see Appendix). The squareintegrable ¢, (X,r ) possessesthe form

B (X0) =00 (1), Y d 7 (x) =Y dg (12
where y, =x e°* and¢ =y, @, . (13)

The next step in the variational treatment is to select a proper test-wave function ¢5 and

define the functional

(¢s |H-E| ¥ )=V (14)

The linear variational parameters K, and d; are chosen according to the following variational

principle:

sV " =0 (15)

Thus, they are chosen following a least-squares variationa principle in which the sguared

modulus of the projection of the vector (H—-E)Y¥," in ¢5 isminimal. The test wavefunction

¢ isconstructed [11] by:

¢s =1S.,C.,¢, ; i=12..n. (16)



In this case we have the system of projections

n

(S|s)+ Kyu(s|C)+>d (S]¢)=

i=1

Cls)+ Kulc|c)+ Xd, (C[4)=V, an

i=1

((b |S)+K11( | )+ Zn:dl (¢ |¢) ,+2;j=],2,....n.

=1

The LSVM implies:

s Y V[ = 0. (18)

This means that the sum of squared moduli of the projections of (H —E )¥ on the test

function space ¢ is minimum.

n+2

The minimization of >’ ’\/|2J guarantees that the vector (H -E ¥ has a minimum
=1

length. The variational parameters are obtained by applying this variational principle (18).

The total Hamiltonian (in Rydberg units) of positron-target atom system has the form:

H=H; V +V,,, (r,x) (29)

where H is the Hamiltonian of the target atom, V2 is the kinetic energy operator for the

incident positron, V. . (r,x) stands for the interaction potential between the positron and the

int

target and r is used to represent the assemblage coordinate for Z atomic electrons.



Thetotal energy E of the system may be written, in Rydberg, as
E=E +k?, (20)

where E, and k* are the energy of the target and the kinetic energy of the incident

positrons, respectively. V, , (r,X) istheinteraction potentia between the incident positron and

the target and is given by

Viulr.9 = 25 -3 2 (21

Thus, the final form of the trial expansion space W{' can be expressed (see Appendix) in

terms of wavefunction determinants as

S e
g - 1L | et
A:n M. A:n

. can be determined experimentally to a high degree of accuracy and thus, the calculation

+ Ky ‘ L e , I H (22)

Z

ef

of this parameter is a criterion for the goodness of the employed wavefunction ¥, which

represents the system of alow energy positron moving in the field of the atom and

approximated by eq.(8). Using equations defined for ¥, , Z_,, can bewritten as
Zoi (K)=] W2 s (r—x ). (23)

Therefore, we have

171

Z =g Jar (%Y (R, (2)
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or

n

Z.. (K= ij' dr | sinckr + Ky, cosckr (1—e" )+
4r

d e r } Z (an(j)z (25)

i=1

where Koo, denotes the electron radial wavefunctions and the summation is over the electron
statesin the atomic level defined by quantum numbers n; and /; ( see Appendix ).

The s-wave elastic scattering cross section (in 7 a’ units) is related to the phase shift by the

following relation

Oy = iSinz( Mo) (26)

el kz

3-Results and discussion
The computation of the annihilation rates was started by calculating the orbital wavefunctions
and energies of the target atoms using Cowan computer code (program RCN32). These

wavefunctions were used for calculating the positron-atom potentials (eq. A5b). After the
construction of the matrix elements (S|S), (s[c). (S]¢).(C|S), (c]|c). (Clg ),
(q)j s), (¢j Ic), and (q)j 14,) , we employed the LSVM program (at certain starting values
of the free non linear parameter o and n (the number of the square integrable functions
included in the trial wavefunction) in order to test the validity of the whole program. Later on,

we changed o and increased n until we reached convergence and stability in the results

of K,,. Thiswasachievedat ¢=0.3andn=7.

Our computational process of the annihilation rates started with calculations of this quantity
argon atoms. These results were compared with aready existing experimental data, see
Fig.(1). This figure shows that our theoretical calculations have a good agreement with the

experimental data and show similar behavior as the results of Mitroy and lvanov [12]
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developed using atwo-parameter semiempirical theory of positron scattering and annihilation.
Obvioudly, our results lie higher than the value Z = 13.6 obtained by Dzuba et a [13]. The
improvements demonstrated by our calculations are attributed to the accurate forms of the
bound state wavefunctions and the positron wavefunctions obtained, respectively, viaab initio
and least-sgquares variational techniques.

Since the ionization energies of the argon, iron and copper atoms are approximately 15.76 eV,
7.87 eV and 7.726 eV, respectively, the energy of the incident positron k® must lie below the
so called Ore gap, i.e. it must be less than the difference between the values of the ionization
energies and the binding energy of the Ps (- 6.8 V). This means that k?should be less than
the Ps formation thresholds 8.96 eV, 1.07 eV and 0.926 eV, respectively, where the only
possible channels are the elastic scattering and the direct annihilation. Therefore, we have
calculated the effective charge ( Z,, ) at each subshell in the collision of positrons with Ar,
Fe and Cu atoms through the energy ranges below 8.96 eV, 1.07 eV and 0.926 eV,
respectively.

The contribution of each subshell to the total effective charge for the collision of positrons
with argon, iron and copper atoms are shown in figures (2), (3) and (4), respectively. The
annihilation parameters for iron and copper atoms are plotted in figures (5) and (6). Fig.6
contains also a comparison with the results of Mitroy and Ivanov [12] . The s-wave elastic

scattering cross-sections o, (inunitsof 7 a2 )of positrons by iron and copper atoms are
drawn in figures (7) and (8). These figures demonstrate the monotonic decrease of o, as the

energy of the incident positron increases.
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Fig.1: Comparison between present (— ) annihilation parameter (Z) of €'- Ar scattering and
theresultsof Mitroy and Ivanov ( - - -) [12] Canter and Rodllig (m) [14], and Paul ( ¢)[15].
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Fig.2: Theannihilation factor (Z«f) asafunction of the incident positron ener gy (k2) for

different subshells of positron-argon scattering.
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Fig.3. Energy dependence of the annihilation parameter (Z«) for different subshells of

positron-iron scattering.

Fig.4.The ener gy dependence of the annihilation parameter (Z«;) for different subshells

of positron-copper scattering.
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Fig. 5: T otal effective charge (Z«f) asa function of the incident positron energy (kz) for
positron-iron scattering.
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Fig.6: Thetotal effective charge (Z«¢) asa function of theincident

positron energy (k?) for positron-copper scattering.
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Fig.7: The s-wave elastic cross-sectionsfor positron-iron scattering.
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Fig.8: The s-wave élastic cross-sections for positr on-copper scattering.
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Appendix

This appendix contains a brief discussion of the potential of the positron in the target field and
the matrix elements needed to specify the matrices Q and q required for calculating the
variational parameters using theleast-squares variational method (LSVM) program.

The target ground state wavefunction can be expressed as a Slater determinant of mutually

orthonormal one-electron wavefunctions u, in the form:

@ (1) =7 0t [ (1) (1) (1) oty (1) ] (A1)

In equation (A1) z denotes the total number of electrons. According to the central field model

(Heyland et al [16]), u, (r,) can be expressed as
u() = LRy Yo () E(0), (A2)

where R, is the radial wavefunction, Y, . (f;) are the usual spherical harmonics and

¢ (o ) stands for the spin vector of the orbit i such that n,, ¢, and m are the corresponding
principal, orbital and magnetic quantum numbers, respectively. The energy of the target is
given by

E; = [®, () Hy @ (r) or (A3)

In order to calculate the matrix elements, the positron potential has to be determined. The

potential U ( x) of the positron in the target field is defined as

U(x)= (@7 () | Vip (%) | @4 (r) ) - (A4)
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In the original work of Madison and Shelton [17] U (x)takes the form:

U (x) =iz W {%! dr, R?, - Za[dr R“—} (A5a)

"' max(x,r,)

It can be written (Cowan 1981) as:

2% ., 2% . R,
U(X)ZZ W, {76[ dri R"Wi_ ;J;driRMi— Z[drlT (A5b)
where w; denotes the occupation number of electronsin n, 7, atomic orbit and n, , ¢, are the

principal and orbital quantum numbers of an orbit i, respectively. The orbital radial

wavefunction R, , isthe solution of the equation:

d? £, (/4 +1)
dr? i r

V() Ry, =& R, (A8)

where V. (r,)is the assumed potential energy function for the field in which the atomic

electron i moves. These functions are generated from Cowan program, which is based on the
description of Herman and Skillman [18] with Hartree plus statistical exchange approximated
potential.

The system of (n + 2) equations, i.e. egs.(17),can be reduced in matrix representation to the

form:

Qd -q=V (A73)

where the matrices Q , d , g and V are defined below. In other words, the least-squares

principle is equivalent to the minimization of the norm of thevectorQd —q , which leaves

uswith
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Q' Qd=Q'qg

ATb
d=(Q"Q) Qg -
slo) mey [P (sl o

Q=|(c|c) M|, d=| | g=—|(C|S)|andV=| (A8)
M® A, d’ M S v.

where M %Tand M ©T are the transpose of the column vector M ° and M © respectively, which

are defined as
(¢1|S) (¢1|C)
(@er) - (4lg,)
M= (¢22|S) ME= (¢25|C) and A, = | | (A9)
(4,/5) (4.C) (6olts) - (@le0)

The closed form of the matrix elements required for the employment of the LSVM,
namely(S [S), (s[C). (s]g).(c|s). (c[c). (cla). b, |S). 6, [C). and (g, |s) |

are needed. These matrix elements have the general form:
n 2 © R
(g]f)=(g| E-H| f) =[sinodo [de[x2gHf dx (A10)
0 0 0

where X is the position vector of the positron, 6is the angle between x and the Z-axis and

@ isthe azimuthal angle. The operator H possesses the form
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H=(E-H), (A11)

which can be written in severa different ways depending on the particular form of

wavefunction on which it operates.

Theeffectsof H on S, C and ¢ aregiven by:

H S=a, (r) [V, (r.%) |sincg/Jar (A123)

HC=d,(r) {—Vim (r,x)% (1—(3‘0‘X )coscﬁ —2ak e“* sincf—a’e ** coscP }
(A12b)

H g, =, (r){_v”“(r’x) xe et (K2 +a? )X e —2a (i+D)x e +i(i+1)x 2e }

(A12¢)

(Remember that sincf = T B = (kx) and coscpf = cosp ).

Therefore, the matrix elements appearing in the matrices Q and q have the following final

forms:

(s|s)= ——IU(x) sin?Bdx (A13)
Cux 1 Ccoso siné

(sic)= ——j[U(x)sn/acosﬁ(l— ]dx— aAﬂz Lo (A14)

(c|s)= j[U(x)smﬁcosﬁ(l— )| (A15)
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sind
AY?

(C|C)= —kizT[U (x) cos?® 8 (1—e“”)]dx -M

A16
M sing+ cos&_ cose (A10)
Bl/2 Aj/z Bl/z .

Sl )= = Jlu e snp x e Jax (T sn(e 2 -2 FHEDD i)
(A17)

The elementsof M “"are given by

(clp) —kif[u () cosf XD (1-e ) Jax + kD)/z [ cos((i +2)¢) — 2% C°§§i+l)8) +cos(ig)}

1 2 1 .
+(:<J23')/2 [ cos((i+2)¢) +2% COISD(1§2|+ )4)—cos(|§)}

(A18)

¢.|S __Liu (¥ sin B le=* xU+9 |dx (A19)

o5)--

2

((b |C ———jU(>o xUYe *X(1-e %) cos ﬂdx—(Hl) [2asn((1+2)g)——cos((1+2)§)}

G
(A20)
(16 )= [u9ex 9 e DR 2 iy IR i G S50
0 a
(A21)

where

S= arctan[%j &= arctan(—kj = arctan(zij,A:(oc2 +4k2), B= (4052 +4k2),
(04 o o

D= (@2+Kk?),F=(~a+k?),G=(4a® + k*),L= (a?/2k* Jand M =(a /).

The final form of the trial expansion space Y¥,"can be expressed in terms of vector

determinants as
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C ¢t H

An A:n M€ A:n
(A22)
where
(#.: S) (4,:C) (.:0) (B:0,) - (41:9,)
Moo | 89 e | 02C)| g g | i) (eide) o (6200)
(4.:9) @.:C) (60:0.) (Ba:62) - @036,
(A23)

The elements of the Hermitean matrix Q" Q can be abbreviated by( f:g ). The matrix

element (f:g) isdefined by (f:g) :i(sz)k )(g|g) - The positron wavefunction W? can

k=1

be al'so expressed in terms of vector determinants as

. 1 S YieXn P K, C  xin
A:n M S A:n M € A:n
(A24)
Inthefinal analysis, K, isgivenin the following form
Ky = —A§S AT (A25)
where the determinants A ¢! are defined as
. fT
" M® A,
fT - f f
where M " isthetransposeof M~ and =SorC.

g
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