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Positron binding in parabenzoquinone is studied using ab initio many-body theory. The effects
of electron-positron correlations including polarization, virtual positronium formation and positron-
hole repulsion, as well as those of π bonds, aromaticity, and lone electron pairs, are considered. The
binding energy is calculated as 60±16 meV, considerably larger than the 0.0925 meV value inferred
from recent scattering calculations of [G. Moreira and M. Bettega, Eur. Phys. J. D 78 (2024)], but
substantially smaller than we find in benzene (148±26 meV). The positron contact density (lifetime)
is calculated as 8.0×10−3 a.u. (2.48 ns), vs. 1.61×10−2 a.u. (0.81 ns) in benzene. The decrease
(increase) in binding (annihilation rate) in parabenzoquinone compared to benzene is ascribed to
the loss of aromaticity: the electron density on the positive oxygen nuclei being relatively harder
for the positron to probe compared to the aromatic rings in benzene.

I. INTRODUCTION

Positron interactions with molecules are characterized
by strong many-body correlations between the molecular
electrons and the positron, which makes these interac-
tions challenging to accurately model. Positron binding
has been measured for over 100 molecules [1–6] and re-
cent progress in the theory of positron-molecule inter-
actions has lead to the prediction of positron binding
to a wide range of molecules, including alkanes, polar
molecules, amino acids and ringed molecules [6–14]. Our
many-body theory method provides an accurate ab initio
approach to calculating positron-molecule binding ener-
gies and facilitates the systematic inclusion of different
types of correlation effects. The approach remains in
its infancy, but has demonstrated considerable success
in predicting positron-molecule bound state energies in
good agreement with experiment [6, 12–14], and also has
proven capability to describe positron-molecule scatter-
ing [15] and positronic bonding [16].

In the present paper, we focus on the parabenzo-
quinone (pBQ) molecule, C6H4O2. Scattering calcula-
tions by Moreira and Bettega using the Schwinger multi-
channel method inferred the presence of a positron-pBQ
bound state with binding energy 0.0925 meV [17]. Here,
we use many-body theory to calculate the energy of the
positron bound state in pBQ, the corresponding positron
wavefunction and the contact density (positron lifetime).
Parabenzoquinone is a planar ringed molecule with a six-
carbon ring: four of the carbon atoms have hydrogen
atoms bonded to them and the remaining two, which
are at opposite sides of the ring, are bonded to oxygen
atoms. The structure of this molecule is shown in Figure
1. This molecule is similar in structure to benzene, for
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which positron binding has been previously studied using
our many-body theory [6], leading to a natural compar-
ison between the two molecules. Notably, for benzene
our ab initio approach highlighted quantitatively the en-
hanced importance of π bonds on the strength of the
positron-molecule correlation potential and thus binding
energies [6, 12], confirming previous speculation by ex-
periment and model calculations [2, 11]. In contrast to
benzene, pBQ is not aromatic; whilst there are π-bonded
molecular orbitals (MOs), the electron density is localised
on the lone electron pairs (non-bonding MOs) on the oxy-
gen atoms. Here, we find that compared to benzene, the
lack of aromaticity in pBQ leads to a reduced binding
energy.

FIG. 1. Structure diagram of the parabenzoquinone molecule.
Single (double) lines represent single (double) bonds. Oxygen
(O) atoms are labelled, and unlabelled vertices are carbon
atoms with a number of hydrogen atoms attached such that
each of the four valence electrons of the carbon atom is in-
volved in a bond.

The contents of this paper are as follows. Section II
briefly outlines the many-body theory used in the binding
calculation. Section III contains our calculated binding
energies and positron wavefunction, discusses the effect
of π bonds and lone electron pairs on the positron bound
state and compares the positron bound state of pBQ with
that of benzene. Section IV contains a brief summary.
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FIG. 2. Many-body diagrams for three contributions to
the positron self-energy: (a) the GW self-energy which ac-
counts for polarization, screening of the positron-electron
Coulomb interaction and electron-hole attraction, (b) the vir-
tual positronium formation diagram, and (c) the positron-hole
repulsion diagram.

II. THEORY AND NUMERICAL
IMPLEMENTATION

The positron bound state energy and wavefunction are
calculated by solving the Dyson equation,(

Ĥ0 + Σ̂ε

)
ψε(r) = εψε(r), (1)

where ψε(r) is the quasiparticle positron wavefunction

with energy ε, Ĥ0 is the Hamiltonian operator of the
positron in the static (Hartree-Fock) field of the molecule

and Σ̂ε is the positron self-energy operator that accounts
for important electron-positron correlation effects. The
self-energy operator is nonlocal and dependent on the
positron energy ε. In order to obtain a self-consistent
solution to the Dyson equation, we solve the equation for
a grid of ε values which spans the positron binding energy
and interpolate the data to find where we would have ε =
εb. A detailed description of the method used to solve
this equation is found in Ref. [12]. We employ the fixed-
nuclei approximation in these calculations and optimise
the molecular geometry at the Hartree-Fock level with
aug-cc-pVTZ basis sets [18] using the NWChem software
[19].

Our approach accounts for three contributions to the
self-energy, represented by the three diagrams in Figure
2. The first is the GW self-energy ΣGW , which accounts
for polarization of the electron cloud by the positron,
screening of the positron-electron Coulomb interaction
and electron-hole attraction. Secondly, we calculate the
contribution from virtual positronium formation ΣΓ, the
process in which a molecular electron temporarily tunnels
to the positron to form a positronium-like state. This is
depicted diagrammatically by the Γ block in Figure 2(b),
which represents an infinite ‘ladder’ of repeated interac-
tions between a positron and an electron. The third,
and final contribution to the self-energy ΣΛ accounts for
positron-hole repulsion and also involves an infinite lad-
der diagram. These three contributions are added to ob-
tain the total self-energy, Σ = ΣGW +ΣΓ +ΣΛ.

The positron and electron wavefunctions are expanded
in Gaussian basis sets, with basis functions placed at
each atom in the molecule, and at some additional lo-
cations to enhance the basis in regions away from the

atomic centers. The positron binding energy is converged
to within 10% with respect to changes in the basis and
for the final calculation, the basis is as follows. Aug-
mented correlation-consistent polarized valence triple (T)
or quadruple (Q) zeta Dunning basis sets [18] are placed
at each atom for the positron and the electrons: aug-cc-
pVTZ basis sets on the C and H atoms and aug-cc-pVQZ
basis sets on the O atoms. Basis functions are also placed
at seven additional locations near the molecule, as shown
in Figure 3. Their locations were chosen by first per-
forming an initial calculation using aug-cc-pVTZ electron
and positron bases on every atom (and no additional ba-
sis centers) which showed that the positron bound state
wavefunction is mostly concentrated in two lobes near
the two oxygen atoms. The basis was then enhanced in
these regions by incorporating basis sets at three addi-
tional centers located 1 Å from each oxygen atom, each
of which hosts aug-cc-pVTZ hydrogen basis functions for
the electron and positron. A set of basis functions is also
placed at the center of the molecule’s ring which hosts an
aug-cc-pVTZ electron basis and a diffuse even-tempered
positron basis of the form 10s9p8d7f3g, with smallest
exponent 10−3 and a ratio of 2.2 between consecutive ex-
ponents. Including this diffuse positron basis improves
the description of long-range correlation effects.

FIG. 3. Schematic diagram of the parabenzoquinone molecule
showing the locations of additional basis centers. Green
(white) ((red)) spheres are carbon (hydrogen) ((oxygen))
atoms, and additional basis centers are marked as pink
spheres.

We calculate the electron-positron annihilation contact
density δ using the positron bound-state wavefunction
ψε(r) as follows:

δ =

Ne∑
n=1

γn

∫
|ϕn(r)|2 |ψε(r)|2 dr, (2)

where ϕn(r) are the Ne occupied electronic molecular
orbitals (Ne = 28 for pBQ) and γn are enhancement
factors [20] which depend on the GW ionization energy

εn of each molecular orbital: γn = 1 +
√

1.31/ |εn| +
(0.834/ |εn|)2.15. These enhancement factors account for
short-range electron-positron attraction [20].
Contributions to the self-energy are calculated via an

expansion in the Hartree-Fock states which is computa-
tionally expensive, especially when calculating the virtual
positronium formation diagram. In practice, we minimise
the computational requirements by neglecting a portion
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of the highest-energy electron and positron states whilst
doing these calculations. In the final calculation for pBQ
presented here, we include 588 positron states and 486
electron states (75% of the total 784 positron and 648
electron states), with energies up to 179 eV and 138 eV,
respectively. We note that although the binding energy is
quite well-converged with respect to the number of states
used in the expansion, complete convergence has not
been achieved here due to the computational resources
required to perform these calculations, but it is expected
that the present binding energy results are within a few
meV of a converged value.

All of the calculations in this paper were performed by
running the highly parallelized EXCITON+ code, which was
adapted from the EXCITON electronic structure code [21,
22] to include positrons, on the UK Tier-2 HPC cluster
Kelvin2. The three MBT calculations in Table I were
performed using 768 processors across 12 nodes, and took
between 26 and 38 hours to complete.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

A. Positron binding energy and wavefunction

This section presents results from our many-body the-
ory positron binding calculations for pBQ. Calculated
positron binding energies are quoted in Table I along-
side calculated values of the dipole moment, polarizabil-
ity and ionization energy. Results for benzene from Ref.
[6] are also shown for comparison.

Table I quotes three results for the positron-pBQ bind-
ing energy calculated using the full GW + Γ + Λ self-
energy. These three results are obtained by using differ-
ent methods to evaluate the ladder diagrams from Figure
2(b) and (c), as described in the note below the table.

Our most sophisticated (GW +Γ̃+Λ̃) calculation gives a
positron-pBQ binding energy of εb = 60 meV. An error
bar is placed on this binding energy using the difference
between the largest and smallest of the three results, so
that our final calculated binding energy is given as 60
± 16 meV. Binding calculations were also carried out at
the Hartree-Fock level of theory, where none of the self-
energy contributions in Figure 2 are included, and at the
GW@BSE level, where only the diagram in Figure 2(a)
is included, but neither of these approaches predicted
any positron binding to the pBQ molecule, highlighting
the importance of accounting for all of the correlation
effects in Figure 2. Our calculated positron-pBQ bind-
ing energy is much larger than the value of εb = 0.0925
meV obtained in Ref. [17], but this is expected since our
approach includes additional correlation effects which en-
hance binding.

In addition to the full many-body theory results, an
estimate for the positron-pBQ binding energy was ob-
tained using a model [12] which approximates the virtual
positronium formation self-energy by scaling the bare po-
larization contribution to the self-energy, Σ(2), by a pa-

a b

FIG. 4. The lowest positron bound states (Dyson orbitals)
in (a) parabenzoquinone and (b) benzene [6]; green (white)
((red)) spheres are carbon (hydrogen) ((oxygen)) atoms, solid
red isosurfaces are the positron Dyson wavefunctions at 80%
of their maximum values. Also see Fig. 5 for contour plots.

rameter g, so that the self-energy is calculated as

Σ ≈ gΣ(2) +ΣΛ. (3)

By avoiding the computationally-intensive calculation of
the virtual positronium formation self-energy, this model
is an efficient method of estimating the positron binding
energy. Typically, setting g = 1.4 gives a lower estimate
of the binding energy and setting g = 1.5 gives an upper
estimate (see e.g., [12, 13] for examples of binding ener-
gies calculated with the model compared with the fully
ab initio description of the self energy). For pBQ, the
model gives 46 meV ≤ εb ≤ 82 meV which is in good
agreement with the full MBT result.
The positron bound-state wavefunction, or Dyson or-

bital, in pBQ is shown in Figure 4(a) as a solid red sur-
face, which is an isosurface of the wavefunction at 80%
of its maximum value. The positron density is strongly
localized to the two regions next to the oxygen atoms
at opposite sides of the molecule, indicating a strong at-
traction of the positron to these two atoms. A molecule’s
dipole moment typically plays a significant role in deter-
mining the location of the positron Dyson orbital, with
the positron density usually concentrated at the negative
side of the molecule, but since pBQ has a zero dipole
moment, this effect is absent and the positron density is
distributed evenly at both sides of the molecule, in keep-
ing with the molecule’s D2h symmetry. Although the
pBQ molecule itself has zero dipole moment, the C=O
(carbonyl) bonds at opposite sides of the ring are polar-
ized such that there is a higher negative charge density
at the O atoms than the C atoms, thus making the O
atoms more attractive to the positron. Additionally, the
O atoms in pBQ each have two lone pairs of electrons
which attract the positron towards them. Figure 5 shows
the high electron density around the O atoms alongside
a contour plot of the positron density, which is strongly
localised near these regions of high negative charge. Dou-
ble (π) bonds in a molecule also attract the positron due
to their electron density being mostly out of the plane
of the molecule, away from the positive atomic nuclei,
which the positron cannot penetrate close to. The pBQ
molecule has a total of four π bonds; two in the ring of
the molecule and two carbonyl bonds at opposite sides of
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TABLE I. Calculated positron binding energy εb and molecular properties for parabenzoquinone and benzene [6]: dipole
moment µ (at the HF level), dipole polarizability α (at the GW@BSE level), ionization energy I (HF (first) and GW@RPA
(second)) and number of double bonds, Nπ. Experimental values [23, 24] of molecular properties are quoted after calculated
values where available. Binding energies are quoted from using three variations of the full MBT calculation, and from using
a model to estimate the virtual positronium formation self-energy. Annihilation contact densities δ are calculated at the
GW@BSE + Γ̃ + Λ̃ level of MBT with enhancement factors [20].

Molecular properties εb / meV

Formula µ (D) α (a.u.) I (eV) Nπ MBT [1] MBT model [2] Ref. [17] δ (a.u.)

C6H4O2 0.0, 0.0 71.9, – 11.29, 11.55, 10.11 4 54, 44, 60 46–82 0.0925 8.00×10−3

C6H6 0.0, 0.0 66.1, 67.5 9.21, 9.57, 9.24 3 158, 122, 148 96–160 – 1.61×10−2

[1] Many-body calculations at three levels of ΣGW+Γ+Λ. The first (second) number uses bare (dressed) Coulomb interactions
within the ladders and HF energies. The third, highlighted in bold, is our most sophisticated calculation which uses dressed
Coulomb interactions and GW@RPA energies in the ladders.
[2] Using Equation 3 to approximate the self-energy. Values of g = 1.4 (g = 1.5) are used to give the lower (upper) bound of
the range.

the molecule. It is evident from Figure 5(b) that there
is a slightly increased positron density in the regions just
above and below the plane of the molecule, indicating
some attraction to the electrons from π bonds in the pBQ
ring.

We compare the calculated positron bound state in
pBQ to that obtained for benzene (C6H6) with the
present MBT methods. The calculated positron binding
energy for benzene is 148±26 meV, in agreement with the
experimental value of 132±3 meV from the same study
[6]. Thus, replacing two of the H atoms with O atoms to
form pBQ significantly reduces the binding energy. The
shape of the pBQ Dyson orbital is also very different to
the positron bound state wavefunction for the benzene
molecule, shown in Figure 4(b), which has its regions
of high positron density above and below the molecule’s
ring. One key difference between benzene and pBQ is
that benzene is aromatic, while pBQ is not: in benzene,
there is a region of high electron density above and be-
low the molecular plane due to the aromatic ring which
attracts the positron to these regions, whereas pBQ does
not have a complete aromatic ring and the positron in-
stead favours binding to the O atoms. The smaller
positron binding energy in pBQ compared with benzene
can be ascribed to the loss of aromaticity; the electron
density near the O atoms is closer to the repulsive oxygen
nuclei and thus, more difficult for the positron to probe
compared with the electron density above and below the
ring of the benzene molecule.

B. Molecular orbital contributions to the
positron-molecule correlation potential

Contributions to the self-energy from individual molec-
ular orbitals can be quantified using strength parameters

S which are calculated as follows [25]:

S = −
∑
ν>0

ε−1
ν ⟨ν|Σ|ν⟩, (4)

where Σ is the self-energy and the sum runs over excited
Hartree-Fock states with εν > 0. Strength parameters
are calculated for each molecular orbital, with a larger
strength parameter indicating a stronger contribution to
the self-energy and thus, to binding.
Figure 6(a) shows calculated strength parameters S for

pBQ plotted against the ionization energy for each MO
with the positronium formation threshold subtracted.
The tightly-bound core orbitals have been omitted from
the plot as they make minimal contributions to binding,
having almost-zero strength parameters. Typically, the
contributions of MOs to the positron-molecule correla-
tion potential are strongly dependent on the MO ioniza-
tion energy: more tightly-bound electrons have less influ-
ence on the positron since they are close to the positive
atomic nuclei which repel the positron.
It is understood that the positron binding energy to

molecules is correlated positively with the number of π
bonds in the molecule [2, 6, 11, 12], and exceptions to
the ordering of strength parameters with ionization en-
ergy are found in the π orbitals. The eight highest oc-
cupied electron molecular orbitals of pBQ are depicted
in Figure 6(b) alongside the positron Dyson orbital, and
the four π-type orbitals for pBQ (corresponding to the
four double bonds) are easily identified by their shape:
they have a node in the plane of the molecule, and re-
flective symmetry in that plane. From Figure 6(b), we
can see that the π orbitals are those with energies 11.3
eV, 11.5 eV, 15.5 eV and 16.5 eV. Figure 6(a) shows
that the four π orbitals (denoted by solid symbols) have
four of the five largest strength parameters at all of the
three levels of theory shown, despite other orbitals having
lower ionization energies. Looking at the HOMO (bind-
ing energy 11.3 eV) and the (H–1)OMO (binding energy
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FIG. 5. Plots of the electron and positron density in the parabenzoquinone molecule (a) in the xy plane (z = 0) and (b) in
the yz plane (x = 0). The molecular geometry is such that the centre of the parabenzoquinone ring is at the origin of the
coordinate space and inset images show the orientation of the molecule in the xy and yz planes. The electron density is shown
by the colour map plot and the left, middle and right panels show the combined electron density from the top 5, 10 and 15
molecular orbitals, respectively. Contour lines represent the positron density at 40%-90% of the maximum value in steps of
10%. In the xy-plane plot for the top 5 MOs, it is noted that only the (H-2)OMO and (H-3)OMO make contributions to the
electron density, since the other three MOs have a node in the electron density in this plane.

11.5 eV), we see that the strength parameters for the
(H–1)OMO are much larger than those for the HOMO,
even though both molecular orbitals have similar energies
and π-type symmetry. This difference can be understood
using the diagrams in Figure 6(b); the electron density in
the (H–1)OMO overlaps with the positron wavefunction
more than that of the HOMO due to its lobes of high
electron density surrounding the O atoms and thus, the
shape of the (H–1)OMO favours interaction between the
positron and electrons in this molecular orbital.

IV. SUMMARY

Our many-body theory calculations predict that a
positron can bind to the parabenzoquinone molecule with
a binding energy of εb = 60 ± 16 meV. This result is
much lower than the calculated binding energy for ben-
zene, εb = 148± 26 meV, which is attributed to the fact
that compared to benzene, pBQ is not aromatic: rather
than being free to probe the electron density in the aro-
matic rings which are out of the plane away from the pos-

itive nuclei, in pBQ the positron is localized in regions of
significant electron density near the oxygen nuclei. The
strength of contribution to the positron-molecule correla-
tion potential from molecular orbitals of different symme-
try was studied: the four π orbitals contribute strongly
to binding, particularly the (H-1)OMO which also has
high electron density next to the oxygen atoms. The
positron binding energy calculated in this work is much
larger than that obtained from the scattering calculations
in Ref. [17]. It would thus be instructive to study the
scattering properties of pBQ using the positron-molecule
self-energy employed in this work. Efforts to develop a
computational ab initio many-body theory approach to
positron-molecule scattering that may allow this are un-
derway.
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FIG. 6. (a) Strength parameters for the electron molecular orbitals of parabenzoquinone plotted against the Hartree-Fock

ionization energy with the positronium formation threshold, 6.8eV, subtracted. Blue diamonds: S(2), black circles: S(Γ), red
squares: S(2+Γ). Strength parameters for π type orbitals are distinguished by solid markers. Dashed lines show the fits from
Ref. [12], Figure 3. (b) The eight highest occupied electron molecular orbitals of parabenzoquinone, plotted as isosurfaces at
values of ±0.04 (transparent blue lobes are negative valued and transparent red lobes are positive valued). Ionization energies
are given above each image and π orbitals are labelled. The positron Dyson orbital is plotted as an opaque red isosurface at
80% of its maximum value.
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