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M ijnarends et al. [J. Phys. Condens. M atter 10, 10383 (1998)] contested the best existing

calculations ofpositron annihilation rates in jellium and crystallattices,pointing in this way at

de�ciencies ofexisting theories ofelectron-positron interaction in these m aterials. In the present

work the local enhancem ent factors due to e
+ � e

�
interaction in Li, Be, B, C, N and O are

com puted in a consequentm any-body approach forcoreand asconcernslithium also forconduction

electronsand com pared to theresultsofexisting approxim ationsto thisproblem which avoid direct

m any-body calculationsin m etals,i.e. the localdensity,generalized gradientand weighted density

approxim ations,aswellasto experim entaldata. Conclusionsaboutpositron lifetim e and e
+ � e

�

correlation energy are also presented. Suggestions concerning annihilation ratesin an electron gas

agree with those ofM ijnarendsetal.

PACS num bers:71.60.+ z,78.70.Bj,71.10.+ x,71.25.Cx

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Thepurposeofthisworkisastudyofelectron-positron

interaction (EPI) in solids represented by an atom em -

bedded in an electron gas. There are good reasons to

believethatEPIin such a m odelgivesvaluableinform a-

tion on e+ �e � interaction.Indeed,in m ostcalculations

the localannihilation ratesare assum ed to depend only

on the localelectron density,in generalized gradientap-

proxim ation also on itslocalgradient1.In ourwork they

are functionals ofthe whole electron distribution in an

atom while the neighboring atom s are sim ulated by an

averaged electron density and a constantpositive back-

ground.

This m odel was used to com pute the e�ect of EPI

for lightelem ents. However,the approach to electronic

structure used in this work (i.e. presenting the pop-

ulation ofvalence electrons by m eans of a single den-

sity am plitude in the form proposed by G ondzik and

Stachowiak2)seem sto hold only foralkalis3,4. So m ore

or less reliable calculations of the enhancem ent of va-

lenceelectronsin theseelem entswereperform ed only for

lithium .Asconcernsotherelem ents,wehad tolim itour-

selvesto core electronsforwhich the density am plitude

isequivalentto the wavefunction.

Theunknown e�ectofEPIon annihilation characteris-

ticshasalwaysbeen consideredasan obstaclein interpre-

tation ofannihilation data5.Neverthelesspositron anni-

hilation found m any applicationsin studies ofthe solid

state and in otherdom ains(including biology,m edicine

and even m arketing)and proved to give valuable infor-

m ation on electronicand ionicstructures6,7.

EPIin m anyelectron system shasalsobeen thesubject

ofm any investigations both theoreticaland experim en-

tal. A review ofdi�erentapproachesto this problem is

given in Ref.8.

In particular,the unknown e�ectofthe interaction of

thepositron with coreelectrons(IPC)introducesan un-

certainty which is an obstacle in the interpretation of

experim entaldata in term sofpropertiesofvalence elec-

trons.

From them any attem ptsto estim atethee�ectofIPC

(and EPIin general)on theannihilation dataletusm en-

tion thelocaldensity approxim ation (LDA)9,10,thegen-

eralized gradient approxim ation (G G A)1,the weighted

density approxim ation (W DA)11 and others12,13.

In theworks9,11 no attem ptisperform ed to study the

behaviorofelectronsin solidsin presenceofthepositron

basing on theequationsofquantum m echanics.They all

bene�tofthe resultsofjellium calculations.G G A takes

into accountthe inhom ogeneity ofthe m edium ,buthas

to introducea phenom enologicalconstantin orderto get

agreem entwith experim entalm easurem ents ofpositron

lifetim esin m etals.Thisagreem entwascontested ascon-

cernsotherapplicationsby M ijnarendsetal.14 who per-

form ed two-detectorsDopplerbroadening m easurem ents

in Al. W DA has the m erit ofenforcing a totalcharge

ofthe screening cloud around the positron equalto one

electroniccharge.

Am ongthem any-bodycalculationsthem ostadvanced

arethoseofSorm ann13.Buteven in them no attem ptto

reach self-consistency isundertaken.

In thepresentwork wewilldevelop theapproach pro-

posed by G ondzik and Stachowiak2 in order to treat a

positron in an electron gasand called m nem otechnically

HNC (hypernetted-chain) following in that the work of

K allio et al.15. The approach ofRef.2 is particularly

sim ple,and leadsto reasonableresults.So onecan hope

that generalizing it to realsolids willbe easier than in

the case ofotherapproaches. The basic equationsused

in the present work have been proposed in Ref.17 and

the m ethod ofsolving them forthe anisotropiccase(i.e.

forthe positron beyond the centerofsym m etry)ispre-

sented in Ref.18. This work constitutes an application

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0402478v1
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ofthe m ethodselaborated in theselastpapers.

Indeed,som einform ation aboute+ �e � interaction in

lithium wasalready obtained along this line16,17. How-

ever,in these workswe were unable to solve the occur-

ing integro-di�erentialequations in the two dim ensions

needed ifthesphericalsym m etryisbroken(itwillbebro-

ken forthe positron outside the nucleus). In the m ean-

tim e a m ethod to solve such equations was elaborated

and then applied to lithium 18,19,20.

In this work we had to lim it ourselves to light ele-

m ents, since at present we are able to dealonly with

core electronsin the s orbitalstate. So we willperform

calculationsonly forLi,Be,B,C,N and O .

The presentstate ofthe artcan be characterized best

basing on the recent enlightening work of M ijnarends

et al.14. These authors interprettwo-detectorsDoppler

broadening studiesofAlin the following way.

They assum ethreem odelsofe+ �e � interaction which

they labelLDA,LDA’and G G A.The �rsttwo m odels

apply the localdensity approxim ation to e+ �e � inter-

action usingtheresultsofelectron gastheory,in the�rst

casethoseofArponen and Pajanne(AP)21,in thesecond

casethoseofLantto22.Thethird casecorrespondstocor-

recting theresultsofthe localdensity approxim ation by

adding a gradientcorrection to the enhancem entfactors

ofAP according to the work ofBarbielliniet al.1. M i-

jnarendsetal. �nd thatthe LDA’m odelgivesthe best

agreem ent with experim ent, though a sm allcorrection

by applying a lesser than in Ref.1 gradient correction

could m aybe lead to som e im provem ent. These results

illustratethepresentstateofknowledgeofe+ �e � inter-

action both in an electron gasand in realm etals.Com -

parison ofG G A with experim ent perform ed in Ref.14

led to disagreem ent.

As concerns deviations ofenhancem ent factors from

the localdensity approxim ation in m etallattices, this

problem accordingtoRef.14isoflesserim portance.But

thisconclusion followsfrom experim entalconsiderations

and m eans that a satisfactory theory ofe+ �e � inter-

action in m etallattices is not existing in spite ofm ore

than thirty yearsofresearch in thisdirection.M oreover,

the LDA’m odelis based on the calculations ofLantto

which assum ean oversim pli�ed trialfunction oftheJas-

trow type. This trialfunction neglects as wellm om en-

tum dependenceofe+ �e � scatteringand dependenceof

e� �e � correlationson the distancefrom the positron -

e�ects wellestablished in physicsand included in other

calculations21,23,24,25.

II. C O M P U TA T IO N S

T he m odel

Applying theapproach ofG ondzik and Stachowiak2 to

the problem ofpositron screening in an electron gas,we

describetheelectronicstructureofan atom with twoelec-

tronscoreem bedded in jellium with two functions 1(r)

and  2(r).  1(r) is the wave function ofcore electrons

and  2(r)isthe density am plitude ofvalence electrons.

 2
2(r) is equalto the density ofconduction electrons in

the m odel. These two functions obey the appropriate

K ohn-Sham likeequations(in atom icHartreeunitswhich

willbe used throughoutthe paper):

[� 1

2
r 2 + V (r)] 1(r)= E 1 1(r);

[� 1

2
r 2 + V (r)] 2(r)= 0 (1)

where

V (r)= �
Z

r
+ 2

Z

dr
0  2

1(r
0)

jr�r 0j
+

Z

dr
0 

2
2(r

0)�d(r 0)

jr�r 0j
+ VH L f2 

2
1(r)+  

2
2(r)g�V H L f�0g: (2)

Z isthechargeofthenucleus,d(r)isthedistribution of

the positivechargein the electron gas.Itisequal

d(r)=

�
�0 for r> R W S,

0 for r< R W S

(3)

where

�0 = D
3(Z �2)

4�(RW S)
3
: (4)

R W S isthe radiusofthe W igner-Seitz sphere. Eqs. (1)

{ (2) lim it us to elem ents having a two-electrons core.

VH L f�gistheHedin-Lundqvistexchange-correlationcor-

rection foran electron gasofdensity �26.The Lagrange

m ultiplierE 2 which should occuron the right-hand side

ofthe second equation (1)is norm alized to zero by the

lastterm in theform ula(2),whileE 1 istheenergy eigen-

stateofcoreelectrons.

W eadm it,ofcourse,thatfrom theelem entstreated in

thiswork only lithium can bedescribed asabove3,4.But

since core electrons are only weakly a�ected by valence

electrons,the way ofpresenting the electronic structure

ofthese lastsisoflittle im portance forourpurpose. In

factin thiswork weused di�erentwaysofapproxim ating

theelectronicstructureofvalenceelectrons,butthishad

a negligibleinuence on IPC.

D waschosen in orderto satisfy the obviousnorm al-
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FIG .1: Com parison ofthedensity ofvalenceelectronsfora

lithium atom in an electron gas-fullcurve forD = 1:24 and

dotted curve forD = 1 and the analogous density (averaged

over direction) for m etallic lithium in HNC approxim ation
3

dashed curve.

ization condition

4�

Z R W S

0

r
2
dr 

2
2(r)= Z �2: (5)

Thisrequirem entcould besatis�ed forlithium wherethe

value D = 1:24 leadsto satisfying Eq. (5)and in beryl-

lium where the value D = 1:1 was obtained. In Fig.1

the distribution ofvalence electrons  2
2(r) is shown for

D = 1:24 and com pared to the distribution ofvalence

electronsin m etalliclithium obtained in HNC form alism 3

afteraveragingoverdirections.Itisvisiblethatthevalue

D = 1:24 reproducesbetter the electron distribution in

the im m ediate neighborhood ofthe atom .

Introduction ofthe positron

W ebene�toftheresultobtained accordingto thethe-

ory ofliquids by K allio etal.15 and concerning the role

ofthelightm assofthepositron in EPI.Thissuggeststo

describetheelectronicstructureofthem odelin presence

ofa positron atrp by m eansofthe equations

�

�
1

2
r
2
+ V (r)+

1

2
W (rp;r)

�

�1(rp;r)= E 1(rp)�1(rp;r);

�

�
1

2
r
2
+ V (r)+

1

2
W (rp;r)

�

�2(rp;r)= 0 (6)

where the screened electron-positron potentialW (rp;r)

isde�ned as

W (rp;r)= �
1

jr�r p j
+ W p(rp;r)+ W xc(rp;r): (7)

Here

W p(rp;r)= 2

Z

dr
0 �

2
1(rp;r

0)� 2
1(r

0)

jr�r 0j
+

Z

dr
0 �

2
2(rp;r

0)� 2
2(r

0)

jr�r 0j
; (8)

W xc(rp;r)= VH L f2�
2
1(rp;r)+ �

2
2(rp;r)g�V H L f2 

2
1(r)+  

2
2(r)g: (9)

�i indicate the form ofthe functions  i in presence of

the positron. The positron distribution is described,of

course,by the positron wavefunction.

SincethedependenceofIPC on theperturbation ofva-

lenceelectronsby thepositron isnegligible,theequation

for�1 can besolved separately.However,weconsideras

abetterapproxim ation to solveexactly theequations(6)

forthe easy problem ofthe positron on the nucleusand

to com pute �1 from the equation

�

�
1

2
r
2
+ V

1
(r)+

1

2
W

1
(rp;r)

�

�1(rp;r)

= E 1(rp)�1(rp;r): (10)

Sincethepositron in m etalsisalwaysscreened by valence

electrons,wefound thatwhen com puting �1 itwould be

appropriate to freeze the valence electrons in the state

they acquire for the positron on the nucleus. This will

allow todeterm inethepotentialsV 1 and W 1 in Eq.(10).

Thisequation willbe solved afterwardsforallvaluesof

rp.

Letuscom putethesolution ofEq.(6)forthepositron

on thenucleus,assum ing thatthecoreisfrozen.W eget

in thisway the potential

Q (r)=
R

dr0
�
2

2
(0;r

0
)�  

2

2
(r

0
)

jr� r0j
+ VH L f2 

2
1(r)+ �22(0;r)g

�V H L f2 
2
1(r)+  2

2(r)g: (11)

The potentials in Eq. (10) can now be written in the

form

V
1
(r)= V (r)+

1

2
Q (r); (12)
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W
1
(rp;r)= �

1

jr�r p j
+ 2

Z

dr
0�

2
1(rp;r

0)� 2
1(r

0)

jr�r 0j

+ VH L f2�
2
1(rp;r)+ �

2
2(0;r)g�V H L f2 

2
1(r)+ �

2
2(0;r)g:

(13)

Solution ofthe equations

From test calculations it follows that the e�ect of

positron interaction with conduction electrons depends

only slightly also on the polarization ofthe core by the

positron.Sotheequation for�2 can besolved separately.

The functions�i arepresented in the form

�i(rp;r)= A i(rp)e
� �s

+ �i(rp;r) (14)

wherethe function

�i(rp;r)=

1
X

n= 0

’
i
n(rp;r)Pn(cos#) (15)

is devoid of the cusp occuring in �i at the positron.

Pn(cos#) are Legendre polynom ials where # is the an-

glebetween rand rp,s= jr�r p j.From theassum ption

�i(rp;rp)= 0 (16)

(the sim plestone but notnecessarily the only possible)

itfollowsthat� = 1=2.

W ehaveto lim itourselvesfortechnicalreasonsto two

term sin theexpansion (15).Thisleadstosom eproblem s

especially forhighervaluesofrp. They are discussed in

m oredetailin Ref.18.

The contactdensitiesofelectronson the positron are

provided by the A i(rp)coe�cients.An im portantinfor-

m ation isalso contained in theenergy eigenvalueE 1(rp).

Since 2E 1(rp) willenter the positron Ham iltonian as a

contribution to the positron potential,thisquantity can

be interpreted as e�ective attraction (ofchem icalchar-

acter)between the positron and the nucleusdue to col-

lectivization ofcoreelectrons.

III. R ESU LT S

W e were able to obtain num ericalvaluesforlocalan-

nihilation rates ofpositronsin lithium . The resultsare

shown on the �gures. For other lightelem ents we were

ableto study thee�ectoftheinteraction ofthepositron

with atom iccores.

W e callLDA the localdensity approxim ation,m en-

tioning each tim e what results are used for describing

the properties ofa hom ogeneouselectron gas: the ones

ofG ondzik and Stachowiak2 orPHNC25 (eventually the

form ulaofBoro�nskiand Niem inen (BN)31).Sincethein-

teractionsofthepositron with conduction and with core

electronscan beto a largedegreeconsidered asindepen-

dent,weintroducethe term localpartialdensity approx-

im ation (LPDA) which m eans that only core electrons

0 1 2 3
-1.0

-0.8

-0.6

-0.4

-0.2

0.0

0.2

r (a.u.)

χ 
2

FIG .2: Thedensity am plitudeofvalenceelectronsin lithium

as seen by positrons �2(rp;rp) (fullcurve) com pared to the

true density am plitude  2(rp)(dashed curve).

oronly conduction electrons(depending which electronic

stateisstudied)contributeto the localdensity.

Notethattheenhancem entfactorsfollowingfrom Eqs.

(6) are approxim ate as concerns conduction electrons

since they neglect the di�erence of scattering on the

positron (and also on the nucleus) by di�erent elec-

tronic states. This is why it is appropriate to com pare

them whileusing LPDA with theresultsoftheG ondzik-

Stachowiak approach. This problem does not occur in

the caseofcoreelectrons.

The enhancem entfactorsforcore (i= 1)and forva-

lence electrons (i = 2) are given by the square ofthe

enhancem entam plitude wi which isde�ned as

wi(rp)=
A i(rp)

 i(rp)
(17)

O n Fig.2 the density am plitude asseen by positrons

�2(rp;rp) is com pared to the real density am plitude

 2(rp).

The enhancem ent am plitude ofconduction electrons

calculated accordingto(17)agreesquitewellwith LPDA

predictionsatrp = 0. Also forrp m uch biggerthan the

position ofthenodein  2 itapproachestheLPDA value.

Note,however,thatforbigr’sitsvalueishigherthan ex-

pected on ground ofthelocaldensity approxim ation.W e

can interpretthise�ectasa resultofincreasing electron

density between (approxim ately)theposition ofthenode

in  2 and r< 2:5.Thisresultiscon�rm ed by therecent

calculationsofBoro�nskiand Stachowiak27 whostudy the

possibility ofapplyingagrid m ethod forproblem softhat

kind. A sim ilare�ecthasbeen observed forvacancies18

where a m axim um ofthe enhancem entfactor occurs in

the region ofincreasing electron density. In the present

caseweratherattributethise�ectto thelack ofperiod-

icity ofthe m odel. In the interm ediate region A 2(rp)is

greatly a�ected by the displacem ent ofthe node (from

0:9 to 0:76 a.u.) dueto interaction with thepositron.W e

considerthise�ectasvery im portant,im possible to ob-

tain using other approachesto EPI.Such an e�ect has

been observed experim entally by Chiba in M gO 28.
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The enhancem entam plitude forcore electronsispre-

sented in Fig.3a forLi. Rem ark thatin the im m ediate

vicinity ofthe nucleus the enhancem ent am plitude is a

littlebiggerthan LPDA predictions,whileforhigherval-

uesofr itfallsbelow the LPDA curves.

Fig. 3b shows that the e�ective enhancem ent for

lithium de�ned as

"(rp)= w
2
eff(rp)=

2A 2
1(rp)+

~A 2
2(rp)

2 2
1
(rp)+  2

2
(rp)

(18)

reproducesquite wellLDA predictions. ~A 2(rp)hasbeen

obtained from A 2(rp)by renorm alizingit,takingaccount

ofthe increasing error while rp increases when solving

Eqs.(6)and thedeviation oftheapproxim ation ofRef.2

from theexactvalueassum ed to correspond to PHNC25.

O fcourse,the localenhancem ent factor presented in

Fig.3a as wellas the localenhancem ent ofconduction

electronsinuencenotonly thepositron lifetim ebutalso

angularcorrelation results.

Asconcernstheenergyofe+ �e � correlation E + � ,one

canassum ethatconductionelectronsgivetoitaconstant

(independent ofr) contribution E v,while the contribu-

tion ofcore electronsisprovided by 2E 1(rp). In Fig.4a

wecom pareE + � = 2E 1(rp)+ E v to theappropriatepre-

dictions ofLDA for the energy ofe+ �e � correlation.

The jellium valueswerechosen according to PHNC29.

In Fig.4b we com pare the positron wave function in

lithium calculated using the LDA approxim ation forthe

e+ �e � correlation potentialto the wave function ob-

tained when the e�ect ofcorrelation was estim ated ac-

cording to ourresults.

W e found also totalannihilation rates for these two

cases.W eused theLDA approxim ation fortheenhance-

m ent factor estim ating that in the light ofFig.3b it is

quitejusti�ed.In the�rstcase,when weapplied theLDA

approxim ation to the PHNC enhancem entfactor(using

thePHNC form ula25)and to thee+ �e � correlation po-

tential(with the form ula from Ref.29) we obtained a

totalannihilation rateof3:63 109=s.Theelectron densi-

tieswere calculated on base ofthe FLAPW (fullpoten-

tiallinearized plane wave) m ethod (the corresponding

num ericalcodewasW IEN9530).

The bigger penetration into the core region by the

positron as shown in Fig.4b results in slightly higher

annihilation ratesthan in LDA because ofhigh electron

densities inside the core. Thus,for the potentialcalcu-

lated according to thiswork,thecorresponding ratewas

3:68 109=s.

The calculations perform ed with the BN

enhancem ent31 and the LDA correlation potential

give a rate of 3:36 109=s. O n the other hand, the

calculations perform ed with the BN enhancem ent and

ourcorrelation potentialgive a rate of3:42 109=s,what

is accidentally in perfect agreem ent with experim ent.

The experim entalannihilation rate for lithium is equal

3:436 109=s32.

W hen calculating the positron wavefunction we used

the num ericalprogram by M .Puska33 based,in princi-

ple,on superposition ofatom ic densities.W e changed it

slightly,however,in orderto have the possibility to use

electron densities and potentials calculated within the

FLAPW m ethod. M oreover,we generalized iton an ar-

bitrarynon-LDA e+ �e � correlation potential.Notethat

Puskahim selfobtained an annihilation rateof3:28109=s

basing on electron densities calculated according to the

LM TO -ASA (linearizedm u�n-tin orbital-atom icsphere

approxim ation)approach.Sorm ann and �Sob34 rem arked

already thatdi�erentwaysofcom puting band structure

lead to predicting di�erentpositron annihilation charac-

teristics.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

In thiswork wetried on thesim pleexam pleoflithium

to �nd in a consequentm any-body way (by solving in a

non spherically sym m etricalsurroundingtheappropriate

nonlinearintegro-di�erentialequation derived on ground

ofthe theory ofliquids)deviationsoflocalpositron an-

nihilation rates in a m etallattice from the localden-

sity approxim ation. W e cam e to the conclusion that in

lithium no drastic deviation from LDA occurs as con-

cernstheannihilation rate.However,asconcernsvalence

electrons,we observe a displacem ent ofthe node from

0.9 a.u. to 0.76 a.u.,sim ilar to thatdetected by Chiba

in M gO 28. W e found also a deviation ofthe energy of

electron-positron correlation from the localdensity ap-

proxim ation usually assum ed in calculations. W e found

instead a term in the energy which we interpret as at-

traction ofchem icalcharacter between the nucleus and

the positron dueto collectivization ofcoreelectrons.

So we com puted the totalpositron annihilation rate

in lithium using the localdensity approxim ation forthe

localannihilation rates.W e used the num ericalATSUP

code ofPuska33 forcalculating positron wave functions,

however,unlikePuska,weperform ed band structurecal-

culations using the FLAPW code labelled W IEN9530.

M oreover we added to the positron potentialthe term

describing thepositron-nucleusattraction asobtained in

ourcalculations. Asconcernsjellium annihilation rates,

weused theform ulaofBoro�nskiand Niem inen31.In this

way we obtained perfect agreem ent with experim ental

values and with the conclusions ofM ijnarends et al.14

concerning the LDA’m odel.

W e confessthatwe are notvery happy aboutthisre-

sult.Theform ula ofBoro�nskiand Niem inen isthem ost

frequently used in calculations trying to reproduce ex-

perim entaldata.O bviously itwasfound to givethebest

agreem ent. However,it is based on the calculations of

Lantto which assum ea Jastrow typetrialfunction.This

function neglectsthem om entum dependenceofelectron-

positron scattering and the inuence ofthe positron on

electron-electron correlations. So we would have m ore

con�dencein calculationswhich takethesee�ects,sowell

established in physics,into account. However,the anni-

hilation ratesobtained from them areobviously too high
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b)E�ectiveenhancem ent"(rp)insidean atom oflithium em bedded in an electron gascalculated in thiswork (solid curve)and

according to LDA (dashed curve),G G A (dotted curve)and W DA (dashed-dotted curve).
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0.0

a)

E
+

 -
(r

p
)

r
p
 (a.u.)

0 1 2 3
0.00

0.05

0.10

b)

(100)

Li

r (a.u.)

 φ
+
(r

)

FIG .4: a) Com parison ofE + � (rp) = 2E 1(rp)+ E v in Li

(fullcurve) and the energy of electron-positron correlation

according to LDA (dashed curve). The energies have been

norm alized in such a way asto coincide atrp = 2:1 a.u.

b)The positron density in Lialong the (100)direction. The

dashed curve was obtained while using the e
+ � e

�
correla-

tion energy in LDA approxim ation. The fullcurve follows

from including the e�ect ofnucleus-positron attraction due

to collectivization ofcore electrons.

(Fig.5). So we have to accept the Boro�nski-Niem inen

form ula asan expression poorly explained theoretically,

butdescribing pretty wellexperim entaldata.

Am ongotherresultscontained in thepaperletusm en-

tion calculations of positron-nucleus attraction for Be,

B,C,O and N due to collectivization ofcore electrons,

of core enhancem ent for these elem ents (Appendix A)

1 2 3 4 5 6
0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

18

20

rs

λ 
(1

09  s
-1
)

FIG . 5: Com parison of di�erent form ulas for the positron

annihilation rate �(rs) in an electron gas (dashed curve

{ G ondzik-Stachowiak
2
, dashed-dotted curve { Barbiellini

et al
1
, solid curve { PHNC

25
, dotted curve { Boro�nski-

Niem inen
31
).

and description ofthedistribution oftheelectroniccloud

screening the positron in di�erent positions (Appendix

B).
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A P P EN D IX A :P O SIT R O N -C O R E

IN T ER A C T IO N IN LIG H T ELEM EN T S

Forlightelem entsheavierthan beryllium theapproach

described by Eqs.(4)and (5)failed.Indeed,in boron it

yielded D = 0:59 and collapsed in carbon wherethecon-

dition (5)needed a value ofD equal2:5�10� 3.This,of

course,isconnected with the propertiesofvalence elec-

tronswhich are no longeritinerant. Forthisreason the

condition (5) was replaced for boron,carbon,nitrogen

and oxygen by the condition

4�

Z cR W S

0

r
2
dr 

2
2(r)+

4

3
��0(1�c

3
)(R W S)

3
= Z �2

(A1)

while in Eq. (A1) the role of R W S is played now by

cR W S. The norm alization condition for 1 is the usual

one.NotethatthedependenceofIPC characteristicson

the values ofD and c in Eqs.4 and (A1) is negligible.

O urcalculationsshow thatthe enhancem entam plitude

for core electrons in Be,B,C,O and N is even lower

from the LDA curve than the corresponding �gure for

Li. In general,however,its behavioris quite sim ilar to

that shown in Fig.3a. Unfortunately,the e�ective en-

hancem entforthoseelem entscould notbecom puted for

reasonsexplained in Section II.

As concerns the energies ofpositron-electron correla-

tion forBe,B,C,O and N thee�ectofcoreelectron col-

lectivization leadsto an attraction between the positron

and thenucleus.Thee�ectisbiggerforincreasingatom ic

m assofthe elem ent.

A P P EN D IX B :T H E D EN SIT Y A M P LIT U D E

�2(rp;r)

Fig. 6 shows the change of the density am plitude

�2(rp;r)� 2(r) for r along the line connecting the

nucleus and the positron and rp equal a) 0.3 and b)

1.8 . Fig.7 shows the behavior ofthe screening cloud

�22(rp;r)� 
2
2(r) for the sam e values ofr and rp. O ne

should rem em berthatthe corresponding density am pli-

tude changessign when crossing the node,and thisfea-

ture persistsin the presence ofthe positron. M oreover,

thenodeisshifted by thepositron.Itisstriking thatthe

highestdensity ofthescreening cloud occurscloseto the

nucleuseven forthepositron wellbeyond thenoderegion

ofthe density am plitude. Thissuggeststhatour�gures

arelessreliableforthepositron in theinterstitialregion,

since the screening cloud extends over several atom ic

coresand these factsarenotincluded in ourm odel.
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FIG .6: �2(rp;s+ rp)�  2(s+ rp)in Liforrp equala)0.3

b)1.8 . s istaken along the line connecting the nucleusand

the positron.
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