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A bstract.

In thiswork we present fiully di erential cross sections (D C Ss) calculationsusing post
and prior version of CDW {EIS theory for helium single jonization by 100 M &V C°&*
amu ! and 36MeV amu ! Au?*" and Au®3* ions. W e perform ed our calculations
for di erent m om entum transfer and epcted electron energies. The in uence of
Intemuclear potentialon the efcted electron spectra is taken into account in all cases.
W e com pare our calculations w ith absolute experin entalm easurem ents. It is shown
that prior version calculations give better agreem ent w ith experin ents in alm ost all
studied cases.
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1. Introduction

The study of electron em ission spectra in ion atom oollisions has been a eld of
Intense activity for years (Stolterfoht et al 1997). For intem ediate to high energy
single ionization there hasbeen considerable theoretical e orts focused in the so-called
two centre electron emission (TCEE) Fanstein et al 1991, Pedersen et al 1990).
Im provem ent In the description of the ionized electron m oving in the presence ofboth
residual target and propctike elds after the collision ( nal state) has been key for the
correct description of experim ental data (G ulyaset all995).

W ithin distorted wave approxin ations, it has been shown that, at least for high
Inpact energy and multiply charged profgctikes, CDW theory of Bekic (1978) used
together wih an appropriate description of the initial bound and nal continuum
electron states, yieldsbest resuls fordoubly di erential cross sections O D CSs) (G ulyas
and Fainstein 1998, C iappina et al2003) . H owever, when the progctile in pact velocity
decreases, the CDW {E IS theory of Crothers & M cCann (1983) gives better resuls, is
only di erence being the choice of the Initial state. M oreover CDW {E IS approxin ation
is form ally free of critician s regarding the initial state proper nom alization, and the
transition am plitudes have not the divergent behavior that CDW exhibits (C rothers
1982) (@though it hasbeen dem onstrated that CDW am plitudes are integrable and is
DDCSsarewellbehaved) @ ube and D ewangan 1995).

The eld has experienced a renewed Interest as a result of the developm ent of
the experin ental technigque known as COLTRIM S (cold-target recoilsion m om entum
goectroscopy) M oshammer et al 1994). W ith COLTRIM S, the progctik’s tiny
scattering angle can be obtained indirectly by m easuring the ionized electron and recoil
Jon m om enta. Fully di erential cross sections D CS) for ion im pact ionization can be
m easured now and this constitute a challenging ground for existing theories (Foster et
al2004).

The rstmeasuram entsoftheFDCS, forvariousm om entum transfers and efcted-
electron energies, were reported in 2001 by Schulz et al for single ionization ofhelum by
100M &V amu! C® . Theoretical resuls orthis process were m ade lJaterby M adison et
al2002, using severalapproxin ation schem es. T hey obtained reasonable good agreem ent
between experim ent and theory in the scattering plane for intemm ediate m om entum
transfer, but the theories used was not abl to reproduce the m easurem ents for large
values of m om entum transfer and out of scattering plane.

Subsequently, experin ents with other projpctiles and energy ranges have been
perform ed. Fischer et al (2003) have reported absolute experin ental m easuram ents
Pr2MevV amu! C® single ionization of heliim in the scattering plane for various
mom entum transfers and epcted-electron energies. Foster et al (2004) have presented
3DW {EIS results or the sihgle ionization of heliim by 3.6 M &V amu! Au?*" and
Au*3* jons. The3DW {EIS modelisam odi ed version ofthe CDW {E IS approxin ation
and, although the authors found good agreement wih 2 M &V amu® C® data, the
theory did not yield a signi cant in provem ent for higher charged ions. Theoretical
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results calculated using a CDW {EIS m odel exhibied di erences between experin ent
and theory on an absolute scale for em ission in the scattering plane, de ned by the
plane containing the nitialand nalproctile m om enta. T heir calculations were m ade
using a post version of the CDW {EIS theory and an active electron approxin ation
w ith hydrogenic wavefunctions for the niial and nal electron states. Indeed, the
sin plest description for the He bound initial state is to assum e it has one active’ and
one Yassive’ electron and that the active’ electron can be describbed asm oving in the
e ective Coulomb eld ofthe atom ic core w ith an e ective charge chosen either: (@) to
reproduce the ionization energy or (o) so that the continuum wave is orthogonalto the
nitial state.

A m ore sophisticated description involves the use of full num erical H artree{Fock
wave functions for both initialand nal states ofthe active electron G ulyaset all995,
G ulyas and Fainstein 1998, Foster et a12004) . H artree{Fodk description, however, does
not nclude proper angular correlations in the initial state, and for large perturbations,
there m ight be the chance that the proctile interacts w ith m ore than one elctron in
a single event. An explicit two-electron description, ie., a fullblown ourbody theory
for the ocollision process m ight be necessary in that case. W e have shown that by using
the prior version of CDW {EIS together wih an appropriate Roothan{H artree{Fock
description of the initial state and an e ective charge coulomb wave function for the
target —electron continuum , we get sin ilar results to those ocbtained by using num erical
Hartree{Fock wave functions (Ciappina et al 2004), for jon Inpact heliim ionization
DDCSs.

The ain of this paper is to present post and prior CDW {EIS calculations w ith
Intemuclear interaction between the profctile and the target NN {N interaction) taken
Into acoount for ion heliim single ionization FD CSs at di erent perturbation regin es.
Atom ic units are used throughout unless otherw ise stated.

2. T heories

W e regard He sihgl ionization as a singlke electron process and assum e that (i) the
Iniial state for the active’ electron is described by a sem iranalytical R othan {H artree{
Fock schem e using a 5 param eters wave function (C Jm ente and Roetti 1974) and (i)
in the nal state the active’ target electron m oves in the combined Coulomb eld of
the target core with an e ective charge Z s = 1:6875. The electron-pro gctike relative
m otion are represented In a CDW {E IS approadh, ie. one ekonal phase in the entrance
channel and a pure Coulom b distortion in the nalone. N {N interaction is treated asa
pure Coulom b interaction between the profctile with a charge Zp and the true target
core charge, Z1 = 1.

N {N interaction istaken into account in the transition am plitude ais ( ), In theusual
sem classical or eikonal approxin ation, through is mulijplication by a phase factor
M Carmolland Salin 1978), which for pure coulomb Intemuclar nteraction results in



(C rothers and M cC ann 1983)

ag ()= 4 v/ a () 1)
were = ZpZ:=v, v is the velocity of the Im pInging profctike and is the Inpact
param eter ( v=20.a() a?f( ) is the transition am plitude with (W ihout)

Intemuclear interaction. U sing two-din ensional Fourder transformm s we have for the
transition am plitude elem ents,CDW {E IS transition m atrix can be w ritten altematively
as a function ofthe m om entum transfer:

i Z Z
(%= "5 d Te() d # & ar() @)
@)
W e solve the integral over in pact param eter analytically to ocbtain:
e )t f . 204
Te()= S5 dTe(93 T G)

The rem aining Integralin [3) is evaluated num erically w ith an adaptive integration
schem e. This approxin ation is valid as long as (i) the progctike su ers very snall
de ections in the ocollision and (i) the velocity ofthe recoil ion rem ains an all com pared
to that of the em itted electron.

W ithin CDW {EIS, Transition am plitude can be com puted as

D E
+CDW EIS __ CDW y +E IS
Tie R We “)
In its post version or

D

E
CDW EIS _ CDW +EIS
Tie B Wi o)

In the pror version, where the initial ( nal) state distorted wave (¢) Is an
approxin ation to the initial ( nal) state which satis es outgoing-wave (+) (ncom Ing—
wave ( )) conditions. Forthe initialstate the asym ptotic form ofthe C oulom b distortion
(ekonal phase) is used In the elkctron-progctile interaction together with a sami
analytical R othan{H artree{Fock description for the niial bound-state wavefiinction
(C Jam enti and Roetti 1974)

i

PES = 2 )77 exp K: R) 15(r)E; @) ©)

where E! (1p) is

7
E (p) = exp iTP]n(vrP v ox) )

The nal state wavefiinction is collected into the form R osenberg 1973, G ardbotti
and M iraglia 1980, C rothers and M cC ann 1983)

PP =) ep e R) p@)Cp ) ®

where C, represents the Coulomb distortion of the efected electron wave finction due
to the profctile coulom b potential.

Cp )=N (p)1F1 ( ip;1l; ke kp i) ©)
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being , = i—s the Somm erfeld param eter, and kp is the relative m om entum of the
eP subsystem . The (F; isthe Kumm er function and N ( p ) is the usualnom alization
factor

N(p)= (@ 1ip)exp( p =2) (10)
being the gamma function. On the other hand . (rr) is the wave function for the
efcted electron in the eld of the target residual ion.

)= @2 )77 exp kr )N (7):F; ( ig;1; kery ke ¥) (11)

Z

being ¢ = ﬁ and now k¢ is the relative m om entum of the eT subsystem . W e use
Zr = Zee = 16875 to model the screened target residual ion as a pure Coulomb
potential.
T he perturbation potentials W ¢ in equation @) and W ; In [H) are de ned by
Hef Ef) ¢ =Wge ¢ 12)
and
H; Ej) [ =W, 13)

where H: #H ;) are the full electronic nal (iniial) Ham iltonian (heglecting the total
center ofmassmotion) and Ef ;) are the total nal (nitial) energy of the system in
the an fram e respectively.

T he explicit form s of these operators can be w ritten (C rothers and D ube 1992)

Weg= 1 Ty, 14)
and
1
W= fn Tx Tn (15)

In the centre ofm ass fram e, the FD C S in energy and eection anglk of the electron,

and direction of the outgoing pro gctike is given by Berakdar et al1993, Thokuti 1971,
Bethe 1930)

a3 K ¢

————=N.2 ) %k
dExd yd «k Ki

Tied @ E,) 16)

where N . is the num ber of electrons in the atom ic shell, is the reduced m ass of the
pro gctile-target subsystam , K ; K ¢) is the m agniude of the incident particlke niial
( nal) mom entum . T he efcted-electron’s energy and m cm entum are given by E and
k respectively. The solid angles d x and d  represent the direction of scattering
of the progctilke and the ionized electron, respectively. W e use non-orthogonal Jacobi
coordinates (rp jrr ) to outline the collision process. T hese coordinates are the position
of the active electron wih respect to the profctik () and to the target on (r7)
resoectively. A lso the coordinate R is needed, that represents the position of the
hoom Ing profctile with respect to the center of m ass of the subsystem eT . If we
neglect term s oforder 1=M  and 1=M , , where M ; isthem ass of the target ion nucleus
and M p is the corresponding to the lncident heavy ion, wecan write Rt = rr 1p .
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W e have replaced the transition m atrix in the post and prior schem es (equations
@) and [)) in the de nition of FDCS {IA) and we have applied it to several singlke
Jonization processes.

3. Resuls

W e have perform ed caloulations for di erent propctiles, spanning a large range of
perturbation strengths as m easured by charge to velocity ratio = Zp=v. In gure
1 we present results for 100 Mev amu® C® (Schulz et al2001) single ionization of
Helum caloulated In pror CDW {E IS, for di erent values of electron em ission energy
E.) and momentum transfer (= K; K ¢).Calculations are n very good agreem ent
w ith available experin ental results.

In gure 2 we layout results for other theories applied to the sam e process for
an intem ediate value of electron energy and m om entum transfer. W e see that prior

CDW {EIS gives the best results. Even when = 0:1 both FBA and post CDW {EIS
fail to accurately describe the experim ental resuls, although they broadly reproduce
the angular distrbution.

Figures 3 and 4 show results or 3.6 M&V amu® Au*** impact ionization of He
(" ischer et a12003), calculated in prior and post CDW {EIS.ForE. = 40 &V, resuls
for prior version are In reasonable agreem ent w ith experim ent, H owever both theories
fail to correctly reproduce the strong forward em ission peak, which is due to the strong
pro gctile electron post collisional nteraction PCI).Trend issin iar forE, = 100 &V,
(F igure 4) where we see a better perform ance in prior version calculations, in particular
In the prediction of the direct peak position. Note that no renom alization factor is
Inclided In these calculations.

In gures5and 6 we show priorand post CDW {E IS calculations ©r3.6M &V amu *
Au*** inpact ionization of He. Even when we are stretching the validity range of the
perturbative treatm ent a bit too much ( 2;44 or A" and Au’" profctiles
respectively), angular structure with only one strong peak is correctly predicted in
pror version while post version of the theory predicts two distinct direct and recoil
peak. However the position of the peak is not correctly given In prior version, again
because the theory underestin ates the strong PC I between the im pinging ion and the
efcted electron, which shifts the em ission towards the forward direction. B oth versions
Including N-N Interaction fail to yield the correct order of m agnitude of experim ental
data. Large pro gctilke charges are lkely to induce quite a Jarge polarization in the target.
E ective charges both for residual targetelectron and N {N interactions are probably
not the sam e than for low er charged pro gctiles, and it is lndeed very probabl that the
e ective charge approach is not a good approxin ation here. M odel potentials taking
Into acoount polarization e ects need to be considered for the target, at least In the exit
channel, but m ost probably in both initialand nalstates.



4. Conclusions

W e have perform ed FD CSs calculations for highly charged ion im pact ionization of
Helum . W e em ployed prior and post versions of CDW {E IS theordes taken into account
N {N interaction but otherw ise using as sin pk an approach for electronic wave fiinctions
aspossibl. Indeed, use of prior version helps us to avoid the need ofm ore precise wave
functions for the Initial or nalelectronic state. W e found reasonably good agreem ent
w ith experin ental data, even for progctile charges for which the systam is arguably
outside the range of validiy of a perturbative theory.

W e see that for em ission in the collision plane, three body dynam ics seem s to be
enough to explain m ost of the structures cbserved for low energy am ission and low
progctile charge. For Au?*" and Au®* proictiles the larger em ission in the orward
direction isnot well reproduced by the theory but, as said before, those cases are outside
the range where perturbative treatm ents are known to be valid. However, if the e ect
of target polarization in the entrance channel and the nclision of higher orders in the
exi channel distortions, are taken into account, perturbation based calculations could
probably be brought closer to experim ental results.

5. A cknow ledgm ents

This work has been partially supported by Consep Nacional de Investigacones

Cint casy Tecnicas, Argentina, ANPCYT,PICT and Universidad Nacional del Sur
underPG I24/F027.0ne ofus M FC) is gratefil for the hogpitality of the M ax P Janck

Institut fur K emphysik in Heideberg.

R eferences

Bethe H 1930 Ann.Phys., Lpz 5 325

BekicDz 1978 J.Phys.B:At.M oL Phys. 11 3529

Berakdar J,BriggsJ S and KlarH 1989 J.Phys.B:At.M ol Opt. Phys. 26 285

CiappinaM F,CraveroW R and GarbottiC R 2003 J.Phys.B:At.M ol Opt.Phys. 36 3775

CiappinaM F,CraveroW R and GarbottiC R 2004 Phys.Rev.A 70 062713

ClmenteE and RoettiC 1974 At.Data Nucl D ata Tablks 14 177

CrothersD S F 1982 J.Phys.B:At.M ol Phys. 15 2061

CrothersD SF andM cCann JF 1983 J.Phys.B:At.M ol Phys. 16 3229

CrothersD SF andDube L J 1992 Adv.At.M ol Opt. Phys. 30 287337

Dube L J and Dewangan D P 1995 19th Int. Conf. on Physics of E kctronic and Atom ic C ollisions
W histler) Abstractsp 62

Fainsten P D,PonceV H and Rivarola R D 1991 J.Phys.B:At.M oL Opt. Phys. 24 3091

Fahstem P D and GulyasL J.Phys.B:At.M ol Opt. Phys. 38 (2005) 317

FischerD ,M oshammerR, SchulzM , Voitkiv A and U llrich J 2003 J.Phys.B:At.M oL Opt. Phys. 36
3555

FosterM ,M adison D H,PeacherJ L, SchulzM , Jones S, FischerD ,M oshamm erR and U llrich J 2004
J.Phys.B:At.M ol Opt.Phys. 37 1565

GarbottiC R and M iraglia JE 1980 Phys. Rev.A 21 572



GulyasL,Fannstein P D and Salin A 1995 J.Phys.B:At.M ol Opt. Phys. 28 245

GulyasL and Fainstein P D 1998 J.Phys.B:At.M ol Opt. Phys. 31 3297

InokutiM 1971 Rev.M od. Phys. 43 297

M cCarrollR and Salin A 1978 J.Phys.B:At.M ol Opt. Phys. 11 L693

M oshammerR, Ullrich J, Unverzagt M , Schm tt W , Jardin P,Olson R E, M ann R, DomerR, M ergel
V,Buck U and Schm idtBocking H 1994 Phys. Rev. Lett. 73 3371

Pedersen JO ,Hvelplund P, Petersen A G and Fainstein P D 1990 J.Phys.B:At.M oL Opt. Phys. 23
L597

Rosenberg L 1973 Phys. Rev.D 8 1833

SchulzM ,M oshammerR,M adisonD H,Olson R E,M archalantP,W helan C T,W alersH R J, Jones
S,FosterM ,KollmusK,Cassimn 1A and U llrich J 2001 J.Phys.B:At.M oL Opt. Phys. 34 L305

Stoterfoht N, DuBoisR D and Rivarola R D 1997 E kctron Em ission in Heavy Ion-Atom Collisions
(SpringerB erlin)



Figure captions

Figure 1. FDCS ©r100M eV amu ! C® sihgl ionization of Helim calculated in
prior CDW {EIS: solid line; experim ental data, (Schulz et al 2001) solid circles. (@)
Ec = 65¢&V, gj= 088 amu. b) Ec = 175 &V, Iyj= 143 au. () Ec = 375 &V,
Tj= 265 awu.

Figure 2. FDCS r100MeV amu ! C® single jonization of Helium calculated
forE. = 175 €V and §j= 143 au. n prior CDW {EIS: solid line; post CDW {EIS:
dashed line; FBA : dotted line; experim entaldata: (Schulz et a12001) solid circles.

Figure 3. FDCS Hr3.6M eV amu ! Au?*" shgle ionization ofHelum rE. = 4V .
Prior CDW {EIS:solid line; post CDW {EIS:dashed line; experin entaldata:  ischer
et al 2003) solid circles. Note that the anglk of electron em ission has been changed
w ith respect to the other gures and now ismeasured in a range of 180 to + 180,
being 0 the direction of the incom ing pro fctik.

Figure 4. Sameasinh gure3 forE.= 10&V.

Figure 5. FDCS Hr3.6M eV amu ! Au®3" single ionization ofHeliim frE =4 €V .
Prior CDW {EIS:solid line; post CDW {EIS:dashed line; experin entaldata:  ischer
et al2003) solid circles.

Figure 6. Sameasin qure5 forE.=10€&V.
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