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Abstract

Relativistic calculations of the electronic structure of the superheavy element of the eighth period
— eka-francium (Z = 119) and its homologues, which form the group of alkali metals, are performed
in the framework of the configuration-interaction method and many-body perturbation theory using
the basis of the Dirac—Fock—Sturm orbitals (DFS). The obtained values of the ionization potentials,
electron affinities, and root-mean-square radii are compared with the corresponding values calcu-
lated within the non-relativistic approximation. A comparison with the available experimental data
and the results of previous theoretical calculations is given as well. The analysis of the obtained
results indicates a significant influence of the relativistic effects for the francium and eka-francium
atoms, which leads to a violation of the monotonic behaviour of the listed above chemical properties
as a function of the alkaline-element atomic number. In addition, the quantum electrodynamics

corrections to the ionization potentials are evaluated by employing the model Lamb-shift operator

(QEDMOD).


http://arxiv.org/abs/2103.15886v1

1. INTRODUCTION

The synthesis and study of superheavy nuclei represent one of the most important tasks of
nuclear physics E] The physical and chemical properties of the corresponding superheavy
elements (SHE) are of both applied and fundamental interest. On the one hand, the very
process of detecting SHE atoms is closely related to their ability to form compounds. On
the other hand, the question of the extent to which the properties of lighter homologues are
preserved for SHE, in fact, determines the limits of applicability of the Mendeleev’s periodic
law. At the same time, the experimental study of the properties of SHE is currently diffi-
cult due to the extremely small number of synthesized atoms and their very short lifetimes.
Therefore, theoretical data on the properties of SHE are in great demand. Obviously, the
corresponding calculations, along with the electron—electron correlations, must take into ac-
count the relativistic and quantum electrodynamics (QED) effects. The electronic structure
of SHE is intensively studied by several scientific groups, see, e.g., Refs. | and references

therein.

This paper presents calculations of the chemical properties of eka-francium (Z = 119)
and its lighter homologues, which form the first group of the periodic table, the group of
alkali metals. Previously, in various works (see, e.g., ] and references therein), the main
configuration of the eka-francium was established to be [Rn|5f14 6d'° 75 7p° 8s'. The most
accurate relativistic calculations of the electronic structure of eka-francium and its homo-
logues have been performed by the coupled-cluster method |. In the present work, we
employ the relativistic configuration-interaction method and many-body perturbation the-
ory (CI4+MBPT) in the basis of Dirac-Fock-Sturm (DFS) orbitals. The contributions of the
relativistic effects are found by comparing the results of the relativistic calculations with the
data obtained by the same methods in the non-relativistic limit by scaling the speed of light.
The contributions of the QED effects are evaluated within the model Lamb-shift-operator
approach. It is shown that, despite the significant contribution of the relativistic effects, the

properties of eka-francium correspond to the first group of the periodic table.



2. THEORY. BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF THE CALCULATION METHOD

In the present work, we employ the relativistic Dirac-Coulomb-Breit (DCB) Hamilto-
nian , |

Hpes = A [FID“‘F[C“‘F[B} Ay (1)

Hp is the sum of the one-electron four-component Dirac Hamiltonians,

IA{D = Z ED(Z) ) (2)

~ —

ho(i) = —ic(@ - Vi) + (B = 1) + Va(ra) (3)

where N is the number of electrons, c is the speed of light, @ and § are the Dirac matrices,
Vo(r) is the nuclear potential. Here and below in the work, the atomic units are used.
To describe the nuclear-charge distribution, we use the Fermi model with the thickness
parameter equal to ¢t = 2.3 fm. The value of the root-mean-square nuclear radius for eka-
francium is calculated employing the empirical formula (r?)!/2 = [0.77A'/3 4-0.98] fm, where
A is the atomic number which is assumed to be 295 for this element. For homologues, the
values of the root-mean-square nuclear radii are taken from the Ref. [21]. The operator He

is the two-electron Coulomb-interaction operator,
Ho=5 ) —, ry=In—ml (4)

The operator Hy is the two-electron frequency-independent Breit operator in the Coulomb
gauge,
1o 1 1
Hp = —5 > ﬁ[(&i'&j) +5 (@ - Vi) (@5 V) 1| - ()
it Y
The operator A, projects many-electron wave functions onto the space of the Slater deter-

minants made up of the one-electron positive-energy states.

A. The Dirac—Fock—Sturm method

Within the DCB approximation, the many-electron wave function W(JM) with the quan-

tum numbers J and M can be obtained in the form of an expansion in terms of the



configuration-state functions (CSF) ®;(JM):

V(M) =Y Mo (JM), (6)

where ®;(JM) are the eigenfunctions of the operators J? and J., and are constructed as a
linear combinations of the Slater determinants of a given relativistic configuration.
The Ritz variational principle in the CSF space reduces the solution of the DCB equation

to the eigenvalue problem for the Hamiltonian matrix:
> Hy O = Er(J) ™ (7)
K

where Hi; = (P | Hpep | ®;), and the indices I and K enumerate the different CSFs.
In the present paper, the one-electron wave functions v; are obtained by the Dirac-Fock—

Rutan method in the basis of Dirac-Fock-Sturm (DFS) orbitals y:
Yi= > ki . (8)
k

In turn, the DFS basis is constructed as follows. The one-electron wave functions, obtained
by numerically solving the Dirac—Fock (DF) integro-differential equations B], are employed
as the orbitals ¢, which are occupied in the ground and low-lying excited states. For virtual

(high-lying vacant) one-electron states, the functions ;. are obtained by numerically solving

the Dirac-Fock—Sturm equations , ],

[ilDF — 50] or = e W(r) ox, (9)

where hpp is the Dirac-Fock operator, £¢ is the reference one-electron energy, and W (r) is a
positive weight function tending to zero at infinity. We note that all the DF'S orbitals have
approximately the same characteristic size and the same asymptotics at infinity, determined

by the reference energy q:
or(r) — Cr exp(—v2eoT) . (10)

As the weight function W (r), the function tending to a constant for » — 0 is chosen:

Wr) = 1= eﬁ(r}fo”) ). (11)

We note that in the present study the same basis of the one-electron functions v; is used in

all the calculations.



B. Configuration-interaction method in the combination with many-body pertur-

bation theory (CI+-MBPT)

To account for the electron—electron correlations, in the present work a combination of
the configuration-interaction (CI) method and many-body perturbation theory (MBPT) is
employed. To construct the configuration space, the concept of the restricted active space
(RAS) [25] in the basis of the DFS orbitals |23, 124] is used. According to this approach,
the set of the one-electron functions is divided into 4 subgroups: RASO, RAS1, RAS2, and
RASS.

The RASO subspace includes the so-called frozen core orbitals, excitations from which
are not taken into account. The frozen-core electrons create the one-particle Coulomb and
exchange potentials of the core and do not participate in the CI+MBPT calculation. The
subspace RAS1 includes the orbitals of the outer core, the single and double excitations from
which are taken into account by means of perturbation theory. The active valence orbitals
are assigned to the RAS2 subspace, and the virtual highly excited orbitals are assigned to
RAS3. In this paper, the single and double excitations from RAS1 and RAS2 are taken into
account by the perturbation theory up to the second order. In the RAS2 valence space, the
CI function is constructed by solving the eigenvalue problem for the Hamiltonian matrix ().

Perturbation theory is well suited to account for a large number of excitations, and it
also has the important property of dimensional consistency. The configuration-interaction
method allows one to treat the excitations within the active space to all orders. The approach
we employ flexibly and effectively uses the advantages of both methods, which becomes

especially important with an increase in the number of electrons.

C. Quantum electrodynamics corrections

In the present work, to account for the QED effects we employ the one-electron model
Lamb-shift operator hQEP (QEDMOD), which was proposed in Ref. ] and is widely used
in various quantum-chemistry calculations, see, e.g., Refs. ] The QED correction is
evaluated as the difference of the two total energies calculated by the CI method. In one
of the calculations, the model QED operator is included into the DCB Hamiltonian, while

the other calculation is carried out without the model operator. The model operator hQED



consists of two parts,
hAED — pVP 4 pSE (12)
hVP hSE represent the contributions of the vacuum polarization and the

The operators and

self energy, respectively. The operator hVP can be represented as a sum of the local Uehling

potential Vien(r) and the Wichmann—Kroll potential Viyk ()

}ALVP = VUohl(T) —+ VWK(T) . (13)

The Uehling potential represents the leading contribution in terms of the powers of interac-
tion with the nucleus d;‘i

|. It can be obtained both numerically and analytically using
approximate formulas from Ref. [35]. Evaluation of the Wichmann-Kroll potential is a much
more complicated problem |. However, the contribution of this potential can be es-
timated with a fairly high accuracy by employing the approximate formulas presented in
Ref. ]

The self-energy operator fLSE, which is described in detail in Ref. @], is modeled as a

sum of the local short-range potential V{3* and the non-local separable (finite-dimensional)

loc

potential,

WP =ViSE + ) 16 Bur{onl (14)

ik=1
Here ¢; are the projection functions selected in a specific way, and the matrix B;; is defined
to reproduce exactly the known diagonal and non-diagonal matrix elements of the one-loop
self-energy operator in the basis of hydrogen-like functions [26]. The computer code for
generating the QEDMOD operator is presented in Refs. [40, [41].

The simplest approach to evaluate the QED corrections is to average the model operator
hQED with the many-electron wave functions. In our calculations, we include the model
operator hQED into the DCB Hamiltonian from the very beginning. This approach addi-
tionally takes into account higher orders in the model potential, which can give a noticeable

contribution [32].

3. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

In this paper, the calculations of eka-francium (Z = 119) and its homologues are per-

formed using the relativistic DF and CI+MBPT methods in the basis of Dirac-Fock—Sturm



TABLE 1. Root-mean-square radii (RMS) and standard deviations (STD) for the valence ns-
shell (in a.u.). DF corresponds to the relativistic Dirac-Fock method, DF-NR indicates the non-

relativistic limit.

RMS STD

7 DF-NR DF DF-NR DF
11 4.55 4.54 1.73 1.73
19 5.62 5.60 2.01 2.01
37 6.01 5.93 211 2.09
55 6.71 6.48 2.29 2.23
87 7.04 6.31 2.37 2.17
119 7.54 5.54 2.49 1.91

orbitals. In order to study the change in chemical properties in the transition from light
alkali metals to superheavy alkali metals, we have calculated the ionization potentials, the
electron affinities, and the characteristic sizes of the valence ns-shell.

Table [ shows the relativistic and non-relativistic values of the root-mean-square radii
(RMS = (ns|r?|ns)'/?) and the standard deviations (STD = (ns|(r —7)?|ns)'/?), which char-
acterize the size of the alkali-metal atoms and the width of the electron-density distribution
of the valence ns-shell, respectively. In addition, the same data are presented in Figs. [[l and
2. We note that the value of STD is a measure of the localization of the valence ns-shell.
The relativistic values of RMS and STD are obtained by the Dirac-Fock method, and their
non-relativistic analogues are calculated by increasing the speed of light by a factor of 100.
The table and figures clearly show that the non-relativistic values of RMS and STD increase
monotonically with the growth of Z, which indicates the delocalization of the valence ns-
states. However, as it can be seen from the same figures, taking into account the relativistic
effects leads to a violation of the monotonic behaviour of the RMS and STD values, starting
from Z = 87. This fact is related to the contraction of the ns-orbitals and to the increase
in the degree of their localization, which is a purely relativistic effect. ~ Tables 2] and
present the ionization potentials (IP) and electron affinities (EA) of eka-francium and its
lighter homologues, evaluated by means of the relativistic methods DF and CI+MBPT, as
well as their values in the non-relativistic limit. For all the elements, the basis consists of

the Dirac—Fock orbitals for the atomic and ionic shells occupied in the ground state and a
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Na K Rb Cs Fr E119

FIG. 1. Root-mean-square radii (RMS) of the valence ns-shell (in a.u.). DF corresponds to the

relativistic Dirac—Fock method, DF-NR indicates the non-relativistic limit.
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FIG. 2. Standard deviations (STD) for the valence ns-shell (in a.u.). Notations are the same as in

Fig. [

set of virtual Dirac-Fock—Sturm orbitals. The basis of the virtual orbitals includes 7 s, 7 p,
7d,5 f,4 g, and 3 h Sturm functions. When calculating the ionization potentials, we use
the basis constructed for a neutral atom. In the calculations of the electron affinities, the
basis constructed for the negative ion is employed. As it can be seen from Tables 2l and 3]
and Figs. Bland @], the values of the ionization potentials and electron affinities evaluated in

the non-relativistic limit by the DF and CI+MBPT methods decrease monotonically with



TABLE 2. Ionization potentials (IP) of the elements from the first group of the periodic table (in
eV). DF corresponds to the Dirac—Fock method, CI+MBPT stands for the configuration-interaction

method combined with many-body perturbation theory; NR indicates the non-relativistic limit.

Z DE-NR DF  |CI+MBPT-NR| CI+MBPT
1 4.961 4.961 5.151 5.159
19 4.012 4.026 4.303 4.323
37 3.808 3.808 4.097 4.177
55 3.365 3.486 3.723 3.889
87 3.208 3.603 3.578 4.079
119 2.995 4.327 3.258 4.780

5.5 ¢ DF —e— CI+MBPT —=— -

DF-NR ---¢-- CI+MBPT-NR --o -

5.0 | |

_ 45 ]

=40 | ]

3.5 | |

3.0 e

Na K Rb Cs Fr E119

FIG. 3. Ionization potentials (IP) of the elements from the first group of the periodic table (in eV).
DF corresponds to the Dirac—Fock method, CI+MBPT stands for the configuration-interaction

method combined with many-body perturbation theory; NR indicates the non-relativistic limit.

increasing the atomic number. This behaviour of the IP and EA values correlates with the
increase in the degree of delocalization of the non-relativistic RMS and STD values. Ac-
counting for the relativistic effects violates the monotonic behaviour of the IP and EA values,
starting from Z = 87, as it takes place for the RMS and STD values. Comparing the values
obtained by the DF and CI+MBPT methods, we can judge the contribution of the correla-
tion effects to the IP and EA values. For the ionization potentials, the correlation energy is

of the order of 0.3-0.4 eV for all the elements of the group of alkaline elements presented in



TABLE 3. Electron affinities (EA) of the elements from the first group of the periodic table (in

eV). Notations are the same as in Table 2

A DF-NR DF CI+MBPT-NR| CI+MBPT
11 0.363 0.364 0.551 0.553
19 0.281 0.282 0.504 0.505
37 0.259 0.264 0.473 0.488
55 0.227 0.237 0.453 0.475
87 0.214 0.251 0.431 0.498
119 0.197 0.388 0.423 0.674
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FIG. 4. Electron affinities (EA) of the elements from the first group of the periodic table (in eV).

Notations are the same as in Fig.

Table 2], except for Na (Z = 11), for which it is approximately 0.2 eV. The contribution of
the correlation energy to the electron affinities lies in the range 0.2-0.3 eV, and it increases
monotonically with the growth of Z. Table [ presents the results of our calculations of the
QED corrections to the ionization potentials. As it can be seen from the table, there are
minimal differences between our data obtained by the DF and CI+MBPT methods with
the model QED potential (QEDMOD) @] For comparison, the fourth column (VRAD)
presents our results obtained by the DF method usﬁ the radiation potential B] The last
.

Table [l gives the values of the ionization potentials obtained in the present work by the

column shows the corresponding results from Ref.
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TABLE 4. QED contributions to the ionization potentials of the elements from the first group of the
periodic table (in meV). QEDMOD corresponds to the model Lamb-shift operator, VRAD stands
for the radiation potential; DF designates the Dirac—Fock method, CI+MBPT indicates the

configuration-interaction method combined with many-body perturbation theory.

QEDMOD VRAD | Ref.
7 DF  [CI+MBPT| DF [15]
11 —0.3 ~0.3 ~0.3
19 —0.5 —0.6 —0.5
37 ~1.3 ~15 ~1.3 ~1.3
55 —2.0 —23 —2.0 —2.2
87 —4.8 —5.1 —4.7 ~36
119 —12.3 —12.6 —9.8 ~10.3

TABLE 5. Ionization potentials with the QED corrections included for the elements from the

first ﬁup of the periodic table (in eV). Comparison with the experimental data and results from

Ref. |15].

Z This work | Ref. [15] | Experiment
11 5.159 5.139
19 4.323 4.341
37 4.175 4.181 4.177
95 3.887 3.901 3.894
87 4.074 4.079 4.073
119 4.768 4.783

Comment. Experimental data are taken from Refs. , ] for Na; Refs. , ] for K;
Refs. , ] for Rb; Ref. ] for Cs; Ref. ] for Fr.

CI+MBPT method taking into account the QED corrections. This table shows also the
results of the IP calculations by the coupled-cluster method ] with the QED corrections
taken into account as well, and the available experimental values. As it can be seen from

the comparison, our data agree well with the results of Ref. | and with the experiment
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TABLE 6. Electron affinities of the elements from the first group of the periodic table (in eV).

Comparison with the experimental data and results from Ref. [16].

Z This work | Ref. [16] | Experiment
11 0.553 0.548 0.548

19 0.505 0.503 0.501

37 0.488 0.486 0.486

95 0.475 0.471 0.472

87 0.498 0.486

119 0.674 0.649

Comment. Experimental data are taken from Ref. B] for Na; Refs. H, Q] for K; Ref. B] for
Rb; Refs. H, | for Cs.

within the uncertainty of our calculations, which we estimate as 0.1 eV. This uncertainty
estimate is due to the relatively small size of the basis and the contribution of the triple
excitations, which are not taken into account in this work.

The values of the electron affinities (without taking into account the QED corrections)
obtained in the present work by the CI+MBPT method are presented in the Table [6 This
table shows also the results of the calculations employing the coupled-cluster method ]
There is also a good agreement between our data and the results of Ref. | and the

experiment. We estimate the uncertainty of our EA calculations to be 0.1 eV as well.

4. CONCLUSION

In this paper, the chemical properties of superheavy element eka-francium (Z = 119) and
its lighter homologues were considered. The root-mean-square radii and standard deviations
of the valence ns-shell, which characterize the degree of the localization of the valence
electron density, were calculated. The obtained results indicate that the structure of the
valence shells is preserved in the transition from lighter homologues to eka-francium. This
shows that it, as expected, belongs to the first group of elements of the periodic table.

We also obtained the non-relativistic and relativistic values of the ionization potentials

and electron affinities for eka-francium and its homologues. It was found that the relativistic

12



effects violate the monotonic decrease of IP and EA taking place in the non-relativistic limit.
This fact is explained by the effect of contracting the s- and p-shells, when the relativistic
corrections are taken into account, and it is consistent with a similar statement formulated
earlier, e.g., in Ref. ]

In the future, we plan to extend the present CI+-MBPT calculations to a number of
superheavy elements with Z = 118-130.
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