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Abstract

Fullquantum dynam icscalculationshavebeen carried outfortheionicreaction 4He
+

2
+ 3Heand

state-to-state reactive probabilitieshave been obtained using both a tim e-dependent(TD)and a

tim e-independent(TI)approach.An accurateab-initiopotentialenergy surfacehasbeen em ployed

forthepresentquantum dynam icsand thetwosetsofresultsareshown tobein agreem entwith each

other.Theresultsforzero totalangularm om entum suggesta m arked presenceofatom exchange

(isotopic replacem ent) reaction with probabilities as high as 60% . The reaction probabilities are

only weakly dependenton theinitialvibrationalstateofthereactantswhilethey areslightly m ore

sensitiveto thedegreeofrotationalexcitation.A briefdiscussion oftheresultsforselected higher

totalangularm om entum valuesisalso presented,while the l-shifting approxim ation [1]hasbeen

used to provide estim atesofthe totalreaction ratesforthe title process.Such ratesare found to

belarge enough to possibly becom e experim entally accessible.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

The study ofhelium nanodroplets has been shown over recent years to provide a very

interesting and novelm edium thatactsasa "quantum m atrix" in which onecan probethe

ro-vibrationaland electronicspectroscopy ofthevariousdopantswhich can be"solvated"in

itand in which one can also observe the nonclassicale�ectscaused by the surrounding He

atom s[2,3],togetherwith thechangesdueto theirbosonic/ferm ionicsym m etry properties

[4]. The experim ents which can perform ionization ofthe helium m atrix furtherraise the

issue ofthe m echanism leading to ionization vs uorescence,and ofthe understanding of

thefeaturesoftheinteraction oftheresulting ion with theatom sin thedropletwhich can

show evidence ofm arked quantum m any-body e�ects[5,6].

One ofthe nanoscopic consequences ofthe form ation ofa perm anentcationic im purity

within the dropletisits high m obility within the weakly interacting solvent,whereby the

positive charge can in principle m igrate within itby som e resonantcharge hopping m ech-

anism [7]. Thisprocessistaken to be term inated eitherby form ation ofa strongly bound

He+
2
ion orby chargetransferto a dopantspecies.Ourrecentcalculationson thatprocess

[8,9]haveshown thatterm ination can alsobeachieved bym ultipleinelasticcollisionswithin

the dropletthatenhance the evaporation ofatom sfrom the latter. Furtherm ore,possible

branching reactionsofeither the dopantionsorofthe ionic m oiety He+
2
could also occur

within thedropletbecauseeitherspecieswilltrend tom ovetowardsthecenterofthecluster

in orderto m inim izethetotalpotentialenergy ofthecom positesystem [11].

Recentexperim entshavebeen carried outon speci�creactionsinitiated by prim ary ion-

ization ofthedroplet[12,13]and haveshown thata rapid quenching oftheinternaldegrees

offreedom ofthepartnerspeciesisfavored by thesuperuid environm ent.Thecorrespond-

ing reactive branching ofthe ionic partners is therefore also m arkedly a�ected and could

cause,in som ecases,stabilization ofinterm ediate com plexesdi�erentfrom thoseexpected,

and seen,in thegasphase[13].In arecenttheoreticaland com putationalstudy [14]wehave

in factshown thepossibility ofhaving strongly exotherm icchem icalreactionswithoutacti-

vation barrier,the occurrence ofwhich should be greatly facilitated by the presence ofthe

inert,quantum environm entatthelow tem peraturesexisting within thehelium "nanocryo-

stat" [14].

In the present analysis we therefore wish to present calculations where the stabilized
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FIG .1:Coordinatesused in the TD code

prim ary ion in thedroplet,theHe+
2
speciesoccupying itslowestro-vibrationallevel,ism ade

to reactwith oneoftheadatom softheenvironm ent.Theidea isto analyzeseveralaspects

oftheproblem which carry considerabletheoreticalinterestand which can also guideusto

understandthepossiblebehavioroftheionizeddropletunderactualexperim entalconditions.

In particular,taking advantageofourrecentcalculationsofthepotentialenergy surface

(PES)forthe He+
2
+He system [9],we have studied the quantum reaction forthe isotopic

exchange,i.e. for the m olecule 4He+
2
colliding with neutral3He,in order to add physical

distinguishability within the processathand. W e have carried outthe calculations,aswe

shallfurther describe below,using both a quantum tim e independent (TI) approach and

a quantum ,tim e dependent (TD) wavepacket approach. As we shallsee,both m ethods

produce essentially the sam e results and therefore provide a sortofinternalcheck forour

�ndingsthereby adding furthercredibility to thepresenttheoretical"experim ents".

II. T H E T D C A LC U LAT IO N S

In the 3He + 4He+
2
(v;j) collisional event two identical bosons 4He(S=0) form ing

a diatom ic ion collide with a di�erent isotope (ferm ion) 3He giving rise to inelastic

(! 3He+ 4He+
2
(v0;j0))and reactive(! 4He+ 3He4He+ (v0;j0))processes.

In aBody-Fixed (BF)fram eofreferencede�ned with respecttotheLaboratoryfram eby

thethreeEulerangles�,�,�,wehavechosen to usebond coordinatesasthethreeinternal

coordinatesdescribing therelative position ofthethree particles(see Figure1)thatistwo

atom ic distances R 1,R 2 and the angle � between them . A m ethod based on these coor-

dinates was presented previously and applied to the calculation ofstate-to-state reaction

3
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Å

R
2
/
Å
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probabilitiesbecausethey would requirerelatively com plicated changesofcoordinates.Our

present choice ofbond coordinates allows a relatively sim ple and fast evaluation ofthese

state-resolved probabilitieswhen onlytwom oleculararrangem entsareaccessibleofthethree

which exist in a generic ABC system . The m ethod is applied here forthe �rst tim e to a

case in which allthe three arrangem entsare open butwhere we can stillexploitthe AB2

sym m etry forthecalculation ofstate-to-stateprobabilities,asweshallfurtherexplain later

in thissection.

A convenientBF fram eistheonede�ned such thatthez-axisliesalongthevectorjoining

the centerofm assofthe initialdiatom to the 3He atom (see Fig. 1)and the three atom s

are in the xz plane. In the chosen set ofcoordinates (�,�,�,R1,R 2,�),the com plete

Ham iltonian foran arbitrary valueofthetotalangularm om entum J takestheform [10]

H = �
�h
2

2�1

�
1

R 2

1

@

@R 1

R
2

1

@

@R 1

�

�
�h
2

2�2

�
1

R 2

2

@

@R 2

R
2

2

@

@R 2

�

+

�
1

2�1R
2

1

+
1

2�2R
2

2

�

L̂
2+

+
(̂J2 � 2̂J �̂j)

2�R 2
+ T̂12 + V (R 1;R 2;�)

(1)

wherewedenotebym 0,m 1 and m 2 thenuclearm asses,with m 0 beingthatofthe"reference"

atom ,hence�1 = m 0m 1=(m 0+ m 1),�2 = m 0m 2=(m 0+ m 2)arethereduced m assesassociated

with R 1 and R 2,while � = m 2(m 0 + m 1)=(m 0 + m 1 + m 2)isthe reduced m assassociated

with theR Jacobivector.

In Eq.(1) L̂2 istheangularm om entum operatorgiven by thefollowing expression:

L̂
2 = ��h

2

�
1

sin�

@

@�
sin�

@

@�
+

1

sin2�

@2

@�2

�

: (2)

while Ĵ is the totalangular m om entum operator. The term

�

Ĵ2 � 2̂J �̂j

�

=2�R 2 where ĵ

is the angular m om entum ofthe diatom ic m olecule in the reactants’Jacobicoordinates,

incorporatestheCorioliscouplingsgiven by:

Ĵ �̂j= �i�h

��
qR 1

R 2sin�
� cot�

�

Ĵx
@

@�
� qR 1sin�Ĵy

@

@R 2

+

+

�

1�
qR 1cos�

R 2

�

Ĵy
@

@�
+ Ĵz

@

@�

� (3)

whereq= �1=m 0.

Finally,in Eq.(1)T̂12 isthekineticenergy crossterm dueto thenon-Jacobian character
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FIG .3: Lowest ro-vibrationallevels ofthe 4He-4He (left)and 3He-4He(right) m olecules. For the

form er we have reported only the j = 1 levels while for the latter we include only the j = 0.

Energiesarein eV,m easured forthebottom ofthe entrance valley ofreaction

oftheinternalcoordinateswehavechosen and hastheform

T̂12 =
�h
2

m 0

�
sin�

R 1R 2

@

@�
� cos�

@2

@R 1@R 2

+
sin�

R 2

@2

@R 1@�
+
sin�

R 1

@2

@R 2@�

�

+

�
cos�

m 0R 1R 2

L̂
2

(4)

W hen using thebond coordinateswecan distinguish threeregionsin thePES associated

with threedi�erentarrangem entsasdescribed in �gure 2:theentrancearrangem ent(thatwe

shallcallthechannel1)[4He4He]+ + 3Heand thetwo otherpossibleproductarrangem ents

(2 and 3) that describe the [4He3He]+ + 4He and [3He4He]+ + 4He com binations. The

arrangem ents 1 and 2 correspond respectively to coordinates R 1 or R 2 rem aining �nite

while arrangem ent3 would lie along the direction � = 0 asboth R 1 and R 2 becom e very

large.Theinelasticprocesswillbeassociated with thespeciesrem aining in channel1,while

both channels2 and 3 willcorrespond to thereactiveprocess:although,apparently treated

in a very di�erentway due to oursystem ofcoordinates,these two channelsarephysically

equivalent.
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A . W avepacket representation

Thetotalwavepacketis,in thegeneralcase,expanded as[10]

	 JM �(�;�;�;R1;R 2;�;t)=

JX


� 0

W
J�
M 


(�;�;�)
�JM �



(R 1;R 2;�;t)

R 1R 2

(5)

whereW J�
M 


arelinearcom binationsofW ignerrotation m atrices[15]ofa given parity under

inversion ofallcoordinates,�,and where M and 
 aretheprojectionsofthetotalangular

m om entum ,J,on the space-�xed (SF)and body �xed (BF)z-axis,respectively. Insertion

ofEq.(5)into the tim e-dependentSchr�odingerequation using the Ham iltonian ofeq. (1),

generallyyieldsasetof�rstorderdi�erentialequationsforthe� JM �



(R 1;R 2;�;t)coe�cients.

For the case ofJ = 0 which willbe considered in the present calculations the previous

expansion contains only one term . The wavefunction is then given by the solution ofthe

equation

i�h
@�

@t
=

�

�
�h
2

2�1

@2

@R 2

1

�
�h
2

2�2

@2

@R 2

2

+

�
1

2�1R
2

1

+
1

2�2R
2

2

�

l̂
2 + t̂12 + V

	
�

with thefollowing m eaning ofl2 and t̂12

l̂
2 = ��h

2

�
1

sin�

@

@�
sin�

@

@�

�

t̂12 =
�h
2

m 0

�

sin�
@

@�

�
1

R 1

@

@R 2

+
1

R 2

@

@R 1

+
1

R 1R 2

�

+ cos�

�
1

R 1

@

@R 2

+
1

R 2

@

@R 1

�
1

R 1R 2

�
@2

@R 1@R 2

��

�
cos�

m 0R 1R 2

l̂
2

(6)

The integration ofthe above equation wasperform ed by using the Chebyshev m ethod[16]

and the �(R 1;R 2;�;t)coe�cientisrepresented on �nite gridsforthe internalcoordinates

R 1,R 2,�.A setofequidistantpoints,R i
1
;R

j

2
,waschosen fortherectangularbidim ensional

radialgrid(n1� n2),which allowstheevaluation oftheradialkineticterm susingFastFourier

Transform s(FFT)[17]. Forthe angle � a setofn� Gauss-Legendre quadrature points,�k

(with weights!k),isused.Thus,theterm sinvolving derivativesin � areevaluated through

a discrete variable representation (DVR)transform ation which reducesthe procedure to a

sim plem ultiplication ofam atrix by avector[18,19,20,21,22,23].Thegrid representation

ofthewavepacketisthen given by

[�]ijk = �(R i
1
;R

j

2
;�

k)
p
!k (7)
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TABLE I: Param eters used in the wavepacket propagations for � = 0;1;2 j = 1 and J =

0; distances in �A, tim es in ps. The gaussian param eters (K 0;�) in Eq (9), are given by

(14:30;0:42);(10:87;0:55);(6:27;0:96)respectively

(R m in
1

(�A);R m ax
1

(�A);n1)0.69, 19.50, 360

(R m in
2

(�A);R m ax
2

(�A);n2)0.69, 19.50, 360

n� 130

(R abs
1
(�A);� 1) 14.10, 0.016

(R abs
2
(�A);� 2 ) 14.10, 0.016

(R 0(�A);R
0
1 (

�A)) 13.00, 13.00

�t(ps) 0.003

where,forconvenience,theGauss-Legendreweightsareintroduced.

In ordertousea�nitebidim ensionalradialgrid,thewavepacketisabsorbed ateach tim e

step by m ultiplying thewavepacketforf1(R 1)f2(R 2),wherefi(R i)= exp[�� i(R i� R abs
i )2]

forR i > R abs
i and fi(R i)= 1 otherwise. The absorbing regionsare presented in the lower

panelofFigure2 asa shaded area.

The actualparam eters ofthe propagation used in the calculations are listed in Table

I.It should be noted that the num ber ofangles,n�,required to converge is indeed very

large:channel3 isasim ptotically open only for� = 0 and m any angularquadraturepoints

are required in order to have a grid dense enough in the sm all-angle region. The initial

wavepacket represents the reagents approaching the collision region with the diatom in a

given (�;j)ro-vibrationalstateandwith acontinuum distribution ofrelativekineticenergies.

Theinitialwavepacketcan thusbeexpressed (in reactants’Jacobicoordinates(r;R;))as

a productofa diatom icwavefunction and a Gaussian function fortherelativetranslational

coordinate:

�(t= 0)= � �j(r)Yj
 0
(;0)G(R) (8)

whereG(R)isa com plex Gaussian function written asfollows

G(R)=

�
2

��2

�
1=4

exp

�

�
(R � R 0)

2

�2
� iK 0(R � R 0)

�

: (9)
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The gaussian is centered at a convenient R 0 value such that the interaction between the

reactants can be considered negligible. The energy distribution forthe initialwavepacket

a(E )isthen determ ined using

a(E )=

�
�

2��h
2
k�j

�
1=2Z

e
ik�jR G(R)dR (10)

with ,k�j =

q

2�(E � E�j)=�h
2
.

Thissystem containstwo identicalbosonsand hence the totalwavefunction m ustobey

thecorrectspin statistics:thetotalwavefunction m usthavethecorrectsym m etry underthe

action oftheP12 operatorthatexchangesthetwobosons.Thism eansthat(asin alltheAB2

system s)the calculationswith even and odd initialj valuesforthe diatom ic wavefunction

aredecoupled:sincetheHam iltonian com m uteswith theparity operatorP12,a wavepacket

built as an eigenfunction ofP12 (as it occurs with our initialwavepacket �(t = 0)) will

rem ain so undertim eevolution.An additionalsim pli�cation in ourcalculationsstem sfrom

the consideration that,since the 4He+
2
is a �+

u m olecule com posed oftwo spinless nuclei,

only odd rotationalstates are allowed in the entrance arrangem ent. As a consequence of

theseconstraints,itisclearthattheappearanceoftheforbidden even-jrotationalstatesin

theinelasticdistributionsobtained from theevolved wavepacketusing eq.(11)below would

indicate convergence problem s. This was one ofthe various criteria we used forchecking

convergence in ourpresent calculation and we found no instance where such stateswould

appear.

Them ain stepsoftheTD m ethod applied to theJ=0 casewerethefollowing [10]:

� Theinitialwavepacket,obtained in thereactants’Jacobicoordinates(r;R;)istrans-

form ed into bond coordinates(R 1;R 2;�);

� Thepropagation isperform ed using bond coordinates;

� The S m atrix elem ents for the transition into any other reactive or inelastic �nal

state can be obtained from the evolved wavepacket using the product asym ptotic

analysism ethod ofBalint-Kurtietal. [24,25]thatrequiresa change ofcoordinates

to the Jacobisystem (R 0
1 ;r

0;0)corresponding to the �nalarrangem ent. From the

transform ed wavepacketateach tim estep,thestate-to-stateprobabilitiesareobtained

9



using theexpression

P�j! �0j0(E )=
1

ja(E )j2

k�0j0

2��
jA �0j0(R

0
1 ;E )j

2 (11)

where, as noted above, k�0j0 =

q

2�(E � E�0j0)=�h
2
, � is the reduced m ass of the

desired arrangem entchannel,R 0
1 isa value ofthe Jacobiradialcoordinate wellinto

theasym ptoticregion and theA �0j0(R
0
1 ;E )aretheenergy transform sde�ned forthe

desired channelas:

A �0j0(R
0
1 ;E )=

Z 1

0

dte
iE t=�h

h��0j0(r
0)Pj00(cos

0)j�(R 0
1 ;r

0
;

0
;t)i (12)

The com putationalcostofthe required coordinate transform ationsisnotvery high be-

causethearrangem entchannels1 and 2 shareoneoftheJacobiradialcoordinateswith the

bond coordinatessystem r0= R i,thereby reducing the num ericale�ortdue to coordinates

tranform ations:even in thegeneralcaseofJ 6= 0,only sim plerotationson theplaneidenti-

�ed by thethreeatom swould berequired to m oveto thedesired BF system .Arrangem ent

3 would require a m uch m ore expensive change ofcoordinates,but due to the sym m etry,

the probability forthe 3He to strip eitherofthe two 4He atom sm ustbe exactly thesam e.

Hence,we can assum e thatthe probabilitiesin channel3 are the sam e asthose in channel

2 and thus we can avoid calculating them ;any deviation from unity ofthe sum ofallof

them can then betaken asa sign oflack ofconvergence. Thishasbeen anothercriteria in

determ ining theconvergence ofourcalculationsin theactualsituationsofthiswork.

B . T he T I C alculations

W ehaveem ployed theabc program ofSkouterisetal.[26]which perform san expansion

ofthe totalwavefunction in Delves hypersphericalcoordinates [27]and uses the coupled

channelm ethod form ulated by Schatz [28]with an additionalorthogonalization schem e of

thevibrationalbasisat�xed hyperradiusto avoid over-com pletenessofthebasissetin the

shortrangeregion [29].Thecoupled channelsequationsarethen solved using theconstant

referencepotentiallog-derivativealgorithm ofM anolopoulos[30].

Theconvergenceoftheresulting S m atrix issensitivetotwo param eters,thehyperradius

�m ax atwhich theasym ptoticcondition isim posed and thestep-size�� ofthepropagator.
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Converged resultswithin 1% wereobtained with ��=0.02 a.u.and �m ax = 25:0 a.u.forthe

lowestcollision energy considered here(�7 m eV).

The basissetwasbuiltusing allthe ro-vibrationallevelsofthe two [He-He]+ diatom ics

whoseenergiesliebelow thecut-o�energyvalueof1.5eV asm easured from thebottom ofthe

entrancechannel.Sinceourcalculationswould haveotherwiseinvolved theuseoftoom any

rotationallevels,we have im posed a m axim um value ofjm ax=20 foreach m olecule which

isenough to obtain probabilitiesconverged within 5% also forthehighestrotationalstates

included. The basissetchosen hasbeen able to reproduce alm ostperfectly the TD results

also atthehigestenergiesem ployed hereasweshallsee below.Ourbasissetcom prised of

a totalof235 basisfunctionsforJ = 0.Asnoticed beforethe[4He-4He]+ m oleculecan only

haveodd rotationalstates.

W ehaveperform ed thecalculationsforabouta thousand di�erentcollision energieson a

grid ranging from 7.375 m eV up to 1 eV.Thelowestcollision energy hasbeen chosen to be

1 m eV higherthan theenergy necessary to m akethereactive channelforthetitlereaction

to beenergetically accessible when considered in thefollowing direction

4He
+

2
+ 3He�! 3He4He

+

+ 4He (13)

The sm allendotherm icity of6.375 m eV is due to the di�erence ofzero point energy

between the � = 0;j = 1 state ofthe reactants in eq. (13) and the � = 0;j = 0 state

ofthe heteronuclearproductm olecule. Forclarity we reportin Figure 3 a diagram ofthe

vibrationalenergy levelsinvolved in thecalculations.

III. R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N

In Figure 4 we report the reaction probability when starting with the initial state

(� = 0;j = 1) and sum m ing over allthe �nalaccessible states. The two sets ofdata

that refer to the two di�erent,independent calculations we have m entioned above are in

good agreem entoverthewholeenergy region ofinterestand providea usefulinternalcheck

ofourcalculations.Thesm alldi�erencesareduetodi�erentcauses:�rstthetruncated size

ofourbasissetexpansion in the TIcode isthe source ofa sm alllevelofinaccuracy espe-

cially forthe transitionsinvolving the higherrovibrationalstates;in second place,the TD

calculation becom e inaccurate(asexpected in general)forvery low kinetic energies(below

11



10m eV in thepresentcase)becauseofthe�nitetim eforprogation thatnecessarily neglects

the contribution to the correlation functionscom ing from longertim es. The abc program

usesin facta basissetwhich isconstructed asan orthogonalized productofro-vibrational

arrangem entwavefunctions.Asaconsequence,thedescription ofreactionswheretriangular

geom etriesaredom inant(e.g.Li2+Lisystem )m ay beinaccurate.Although oursystem here

has clearly shown a transition state and a m inim um energy path that is m ainly collinear

[8,9],we stillintend to provide a consistency check ofourcalculations by com paring the

TI results with those from a TD m ethod that is not based on basis sets expansion. On

the other hand,the TD m ethod is based on a tim e propagation in bond coordinates and

m ighttherefore presentsom eproblem swhen applied to a A-B2 system where thethird ar-

rangem ent(channel3 in Figure2)becom esenergetically accessible when � � 0;thiswould

requirem any angularpointsin orderto describethereactiveprocessasdiscussed earlieron

in thiswork.

The pattern ofresonances thatcan be seen in the reaction probabilities pro�le is very

com plicated asm any ofthesefeaturesm ay bedueto theopening ofthevariousasym ptotic

channelsofthetwo diatom icsinvolved in thereaction.M any othersarelikely to bedueto

Feshbach-type resonanceswith m etastable statesofthe triatom and to potentialtrapping

dueto centrifugalbarriersin theexitchannels,butitwould beprem atureto analyzethem

now in any detailgiven the absence ofsom e experim entalindication as to their physical

presence.

InFigure5wereporttheindividualcontributionsofthereactionprobabilitiesfordi�erent

�nalvibrationalchannels(theprobabilitiesarerotationally sum m ed).Ascan beseen from

that�gure,thetotalreactionprobabilityislargerthan60% overm ostoftherangeofcollision

energiesconsidered here (thecollision energy in this�gureism easured with respectto the

4He2(� = 0;j = 1)channeli.e. to the reactants’ground state). However,atlargecollision

energiestheprobability ofpopulatingtheground vibrationalstateoftheproductsdecreases

and theux ism oreorlessequally redistributed overalltheopen,�nalvibrationalstates.

In the highly sym m etricalsystem s like A 3 one should expect that the totalreaction

probabilities would be exactly the sam e as the non-reactive one sim ply because the two

uxes are not distinguishable. In our case, however, a certain degree of asym m etry is

introduced by theisotopicchangeand thereforethereactiveprocessbecom esm orelikely to

occurthan the inelastic collision process. Thisfeature,athigh energies(above 1.0 eV)is

12
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FIG .4:Reaction probabilitiesforTD (dotted lines)and TI(solid lines)calculationsfortheinitial

state (� = 0;j = 0). The lowerpanelshowsthe sam e probabilitieson a logarithm ic scale forthe

lowestenergiesabove reaction threshold

howeverm ainly dueto thefactthatthetherearetwo arrangem entscontaining theproduct

AB m olecule.Attheseenergies,in fact,thehelium exchangereaction hasatotalprobability

ofroughly60% ,30% foreach ofthetwopossibleexchange,whilewe�nd a40% probabilityof

sim pleelastic/inelasticnon-reactivescattering.Thisbehaviorm aybeattributed tothem ass

di�erence because itseem sreasonable thatwhen the collision takesplace athigh energies

thelighter3Hem ay benote�cientin substituing theheavierisotope.W ealso believethat,

given therelatively high collision energiesem ployed here,thesm alldi�erence ofzero point

energy m entioned in theprevioussection hasa very sm alle�ecton thedynam icalbehavior.
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FIG .5: TI (solid lines) and TD (dashed lines) rotationally sum m ed reaction probabilities for

di�erent�nalvibrationalstates.Theinitialstate ofthereactantm olecule is(� = 0;j= 0).

Below 1.0 eV weseefrom Figure4 thattheprobability m ay risewellabove0.6 and reaches

the range 0.8-1. In thiscase the probability ofa non-reactive scattering islessthan 20% .

W e believe that the dom inant e�ect atthese lower energies m ay be the higher density of

statesoftheproductAB m oleculewith respectto thereactantA 2 m oleculewhich hasonly

odd rotationalstatesforthesym m etry reasonsm entioned before.

M uch m ore di�cult is the task of�nding signi�cant patterns ofbehavior in the �nal

products’rotationaldistributions. The �rst three state-to-state reaction probabilities for

di�erent �nalrotationalstates,when the reaction begins with the ground state reactants

arereported in Figure6.W ecan im m ediately seetherethathigh degreeofvariation ofeach

individualprobability persistsasj changesasitalso doesforthe otheropen channelsnot

shown in theFigure.Athigherenergies(notshown in the Figure),on the otherhand,the
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FIG .6:A lim ited portion oftheTIstate-to-state reaction probabilitiesforground state reactants

and various�nalrotationalstatesi.e.forthe reaction 4He
+

2
(� = 0;j= 0)+ 3He! 4He3He

+
(� =

0;j0)+ 4He wherethe�nalm olecule isalwaysin the � = 0 vibrationallevel

various�nalrotationalstatesoftheproductm oleculeareallsubstantially populated.

Anotherim portantpieceofinform ation thatwem ay obtain from ourcalculationsisthe

e�ectofincreasing the internalenergy (i.e. the ro-vibrationalexcitation)ofthe reactants.

In Figure 7 we therefore report the totalreaction probability sum m ed over allthe open

�nalstates but now for three di�erent initialstates (� = 0;j = 1),(� = 1;j = 1) and

(� = 2;j= 1)(thecollision energieshavebeen selected relativetothespeci�ed initialstate).

Asitcan be easily seen forthis�gure,the initialdegree ofvibrationalexcitation (atleast

for the lowest states exam ined here) does not change signi�cantly the overalldynam ical

behavior ofthe system : the reaction probabilities rise rapidly at threshold from zero to

� 60% and rem ain roughly ofthatsizewhen thecollision energy increases.
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FIG .7:TIreaction probabilitiesfordi�erentinitialvibrationalstates(solid lines);TD resultsare

also reported asdashed lines

A sim ilarsituation hasbeen obtained when considering the reactionsprobabilitiespro-

duced by rotationallyexcited reactants.Forexam plewhen lookingattheresultsreported in

Figure8weseehow even alargerotationalenergy contentdoesnotproduceacorresponding

increasein reaction probabilities.Itisworth pointing outhoweverthatwearelim iting this

analysis to the J = 0 case and therefore a situation in which the initialm olecular angu-

larm om entum isbalanced by a corresponding relative orbitalangularm om entum l. This

m eans that the reaction paths that we sam pled here with rotationally excited m olecules

would present centrifugalbarriers. In conclusion,however,we can say that the reaction

dynam icsin oursystem isprobably dom inated by resonancesand thereforethem em ory of

theinitialrotationalstateissoon lostduring thereaction.
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FIG .8:TIreaction probabilitiesfordi�erentinitialrotationalstates(the reactantm olecule isin

the � = 0 vibrationalstate)

IV . H IG H ER A N G U LA R M O M EN TA

Toincreasethevalueofthetotalangularm om entum beyond J = 0forreactivescattering

is stilla com putationally dem anding task. From the analysis ofthe lower partialwaves,

however,wecan already extractusefulinform ation abouttheoveralldynam ics.W hen going

tothesituation with J 6= 0thenum berofcoupled channelsincreasesduetotheproliferation

ofthe possible 
 values,where 
 is the helicity quantum num ber [26]. Furtherm ore,for

each J > 0 valuewehavetwo possiblevaluesofthetotalparity eigenvalues(p= �1)which

require two independentcalculations. The calculationsforJ 6= 0 thatwe presenthere are

"exact" (no approxim ations such as coupled states have been used) and have been done
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using theTIm ethod outlined aboveand theabc code.

W ereportin Figure9 and 10 thetotalprobabilitiesforJ = 1 and J = 2 forthereaction

which startswith 4He+
2
(� = 0;j= 1).In both casestheresultsarecom pared with theJ = 0

reaction probabilities(thick solid linesin the upperpanels). Ascan be seen in the upper

panelsofthose�guresthereaction probabilitiesforhigherangularm om entaarevery sim ilar

totheonesforJ = 0,theonlydi�erencebeingthesm allshiftsintheresonancepattern.This

istrue also atrelatively low energiesalthough the resonance pattern isbecom ing di�erent

especially closeto threshold.

W hen looking atthelowerpanelsofFigs.9 and 10 wecan furtherseethecontributions

due to the initial
 = 1 helicity com ponent ofthe reaction: as it m ay be expected for a

reaction which hasa m arked collinearconstraintthislastcontribution issigni�cantly lower

than for
= 0 especially atlowerenergies.

Given the factthataccurate calculationsforothervaluesofJ > 0 would require com -

putationaltim eswhich are too long and since we are here in presence ofa ionic potential

which in principlem ay requirem any totalJ in ordertoproperly convergetoareactivecross

section,wehavedecided to calculatethereaction rateconstantsby using som ething sim ilar

to a J-shifting approxim ation,i.e. by using only the J = 0 reaction probability P(E )to

estim ate the totalrate constant. A realistic approxim ation when dealing with barrierless

(ionic)system slike the one we are exam ining here,hasbeen suggested in Ref[1]:thisap-

proxim ation essentially consistsin obtaining theJ 6= 0 reaction probabilitiesby judiciously

\shifting" theJ = 0 values.W ehavehereused theform ula:

PJ(E ;�;j)� PJ= 0(E � V
�
J ;�;j) (14)

where �;j identify the initialstate ofthe reactantsand V�
J isthe heightofthe centrifugal

barrieroftheentrancechanneltaken along a suitablem onodim ensionalpotentialgenerated

by a non-zero initialorbitalangularm om entum lvaluethatisallowed fora given J and j;

wehavechosen to usethepotentialofa collineargeom etry given by He� req� He� r� He

with req = 2:046 a.u.. The only di�erence with ref. [1]is that we have initially a j = 1

m olecule which m eans that for each J value there are three allowed values oflgiven by

jJ � 1j� l� J + 1. Since thishappensforallJ valuesthatm ay contribute,the further
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FIG .9: TIreaction probabilities for J = 1;
 = 0 (upper panel) and for J = 1;
 = 1 (lower

panel)

initial-javeraging leavesthecrosssection unchanged

�(Ecoll;�;j)=
�

k2
coll

X

J

(2J + 1)PJ(E ;�;j) (15)

From thiscrosssection we �nally obtain the rate constants reported in Figure 11. Al-

though thisisa very approxim ateprescription,our�nalresultcan stilltellusthattherate

constant for a reactive exchange process in He+
3
is ofthe order of10� 11 � 10� 9 cm 3 � s� 1

a value that is signi�cantly lower than the Langevin capture rate also reported in Figure

11.One should note also that,although Langevin capture ratesassum e the reaction to be

exoergic,the very sm allendoergicity ofthe present system stillallows us to use itforan

estim ateofthereaction rates.
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FIG .10: TIreaction probabilities for J = 2;
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panel)

V . P R ESEN T C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have presented new theoreticalresultson the reactive dynam icsofHe+
3
system . In

particular,we have discussed the reactive behavior for the lowest totalangular m om enta

and have extended the calculations to obtain approxim ate rate constants for the title re-

action. In orderto m ake the processphysically clearerand to geta betterinsightinto its

m echanism ,we have substituted one ofthe 4He with an 3He so that we have introduced

a sm allendotherm icity in the atom exchange processthatisoccurring during the reactive

event.In thisway wehavealso introduced an asym m etry in thedensity ofstatesassociated

with thereactants(herean hom onuclearm olecule)and theproducts(herean heteronuclear

m olecule). This di�erence m akes fora m ore favorable reactive process with respect to to
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thesim plerinelasticcollision processasshown by ourcalculations.

Thereaction considered herehasacollinearM EP withoutactivation barrierand therefore

behavesin them ain likea typicalionicreaction.W ehaveobtained com pletestate-to-state

probabilitiesforthereaction using atim eindependentm ethod and then,becausetherem ay

be som e issues related to the use ofan arrangem ent-based basis set expansion,we have

checked thenum ericalreliability ofourTI�ndingsby furtherreproducing ourresultsusing

a tim edependentprocedure.

Our present results clearly show that the reaction under study turns out to be quite

e�cientwhen J = 0and representsm orethan 60% ofthescattered ux attheenergiescon-

sidered.Internalexcitation ofthecolliding partnerdoesnotappearto producesubstantial

increasesofthereaction probabilitiesatleastforthelowestvibrationaland rotationalstates
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ofthe reactants. Even with relatively highly rotationally excited He+
2
(up to j = 19)the

sizeofthereactiveprobability rem ainsvery sim ilartotheoneforthenon rotatingm olecule.

Thism ay bedueto thefactthatthereaction m ecanism isgoing through m any resonances,

thereby dynam ically loosing thee�ectsofhaving "hot" reactants.

Furtherm ore,by looking atthe �naldistributionsoverthevibrationalchannelswe have

seen thatthe reaction can easily produce vibrationally excited m olecules and the reactive

ux ism oreorlessequally redistributed overalltheopen,�nalvibrationalstates.The�nal

rotationalpopulations,asfaraswecan judgefrom ourdata,seem to bestrongly dependent

on thecollision energy and do notshow any sim plepattern ofinterpretation.

W e have also perform ed fully converged calculationsforJ = 1 and J = 2 and we have

seen that the latter data provide very sim ilar results to J = 0 calculation although the

resonance patterns slightly change and shiftin energy,asone expects from such system s.

W e have thus been able to provide rate constants for the reaction through the use ofa

l-shifting approxim ation [1]which yields �nalrates ofthe order of10� 10 cm 3 � s� 1. The

latter results indicate that in the present system the reactive process m ay be as e�cient

asthe inelastic vibrationalde-excitation processestim ated earlierby us[8]in providing a

m echanism ofenergy exchange in the droplets. The size ofthe exchange rate also suggest

thatobservation ofsuch reaction m ay bepossiblein thedropletenvironm ent.
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