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The rearrangement collision problem of positronium formation into arbitrary n,l,m states by pos-
itrons from hydrogen atoms in the ground state has been investigated employing the first Born ap- .
proximation and the-first-order exchange approximation. It is shown that for fixed I,m, n3 times
the asymptotic cross section, if multiplied by the factor Hfz=o (1—a?n—?), gives a good estimate of
the n> cross section of the corresponding n,l,m state when # is not too low. For s state the first-
order-exchange-approximation results are greater than those of the first Born approximation. The
momentum-transfer cross sections in the first Born approximation overestimate the first-order-
exchange-approximation results throughout the energy range considered.

I. INTRODUCTION

Recent discoveries of the 0.51-MeV positron annihila-
tion gamma rays coming from! solar flares and from? the
direction of the center of our galaxy have led to a consid-
erable interest in the problem of positron-atom collisions.
A knowledge of the cross sections of positronium (Ps) for-
mation in the positron—hydrogen-atom collision may pro-
vide much information regarding the environment at the
site of the origin of these gamma rays. Direct measure-
ments* of the cross section for Ps formation into excited
states have now become possible with the development of
more advanced technology.

In the present work we intend to study the following
rearrangement collision process:

et +H(100)—Ps(n,l,m)+HT .

In view of the practical difficulties in carrying out sophis-
ticated calculations for the Ps formation into highly excit-
ed states we here employ the first Born approximation
(FBA). In addition, we also present results in the first-
order exchange approximation® (FOEA) which is an im-
provement over the FBA in that all terms of the first or-
der in the interaction potential as obtained from the two-
state approximation are retained in the expression of the
scattering amplitude.

It is well known that the FBA does not take into ac-
count the effect of the lack of orthogonality of the initial
and final bound-state wave functions. The FOEA, on the
other hand, makes allowance of this nonorthogonality of
the wave functions and thus leads to a more consistent
treatment of the scattering process.

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Sec. II
we give the general expressions of the scattering ampli-
tudes for Ps formation into an arbitrary n,l/,m state in the
FBA and FOEA. In Sec. III we discuss the reduction of
the integrals occurring in the expressions of the scattering
amplitude. In Sec. IV we consider the case when n— .
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We present our results in Sec. V and make our concluding
remarks in Sec. VI. Unless otherwise noted, we use atom-
ic units throughout our discussion.

II. THEORY

Let T; and T, respectively denote the position vectors
of the incident positron and the target electron relative to
the proton which is assumed to be infinitely heavy and
situated at the origin of the coordinate system. The posi-
tron on collision captures the target electron to form a
bound state (positronium) in the final channel.

The time-independent Schrodinger equation is

(H—-E)¥=0. (1)

The Hamiltonian H of the system can be expressed in ei-
ther of the two forms: -

1 _» 1 _» 1 1 1
H=——vV v _— 1.1 2
2u; vr, 2a \& r, ox  r 22)

1 T2 1 2 . 1 1 1
— VY2 L 2b
up P 207 r, x oy (26)

In the above expression p;,u, are the reduced masses of
the system in the initial and the final channel; u;=1 and
py=2. We define the vectors p and X by p'=(T+T1,)/2

-and X=T7,—T;. The reduced masses a and b in the initial

and final bound systems are 1 and =, respectively.
‘The initial and the final bound-state wave functions
satisfy the following equations:

Ao 1o o
—3 Vo ]¢<r2)_e,¢(r2), (3a)
Lol ly3)=e,0(3) (3b)
26 * x = ’

where €; and €, are the eigenenergies of the initial hydro-
gen atom and the final positronium atom, respectively.
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In the two-state approximation the total wave function
¥ can be expanded as

Y=y(T,)F(T))+$(X)G(p) . 4)
As usual the total energy is given by
E= 1 i +6i (Sa)
24
1 .o
=—K +6 N (Sb)
2, fTEf

where K,- and Kf denote, respectively, the initial and fi-
nal momenta.

In order to obtain the transition matrix element, the tri-
al wave function in Eq. (4) is substituted in Eq. (1). Then
multiplying both sides of the resulting equation by *(T,)
and performing the integration over T, we obtain, em-
ploying Egs. (2a), (3a), and (5a),

(V3 +KDF(E)=2; [ 4*(T)

1 - >\ =
_“——";‘ )¢(r2)F(r1)dr2

+2uy [ O ENH —EE)G (FIT, .

(6)

On multiplying by ¢*(X) and integrating over X we may
obtain in the same way the equation for G(p) as

1

(VZ4KPG (P =2p; [ ¢*(X) |———— |#(X)G (p)dX
r

+2uy [ $*(XNH —EW(TF (F)dX .

)]

Equation (7) gets further simplified if one neglects the
self-coupling altogether. In such a case G (p) satisfies the
equation

(V2+KDG (p)=2u; [ ¢*(XNH —EW(T,)F(T))dX .
(8)

Using Green’s-function technique the transition amplitude
is then obtained as

Hr =R -
g(9)=—; fexp(—sz'p)dz*(X)

X(H —EX(T))F(r)dXdp , 9)

where 6 [=cos"’(f,~ K )] is the scattering angle. Since
in the above expression F () is not known exactly, some
suitable approximate form for F(T) is chosen for the cal-
culation of the scattering section.

The differential cross section (DCS) is obtained from
the relation

do

dQ_K |g(0)]?%. (10)
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The total cross section (TCS) is evaluated by integrating
the above expression over the entire solid angle. The
momentum-transfer: cross section (MTCS) may be calcu-
lated from the differential cross section by the relation

do

Y
24dQ

oM(i—f)= ~ X cosf |dQ . (11)

Several approximation methods have been developed in
order to calculate g(60) in Eq. (9), the simplest of which
results from the first Born approximation.

A. FBA

In the FBA, F(T)) is approximated by the plane wave
exp(iK;T,). Equation (9) thus takes the form

gFBA(6)= _ _';_{'_ﬁ f CXp( _lﬁfﬁ—{-lﬁ,-?l)(ﬁ*(i)
X Vi T)dX dpp , (12

where the interaction potential V', may be taken either as
Vi, the prior interaction or as ¥y, the post interaction:

i=‘1———1‘ ’ (13a)
r X

Ve= 1 —l— (13b)
r r

In the present case the bound-state wave functions being
exact there is, however, no “post-prior” discrepancy. Sub-
stituting (13a) into Eq. (12) we get

A0 =—EL 140, (14)
2

where
I= [ x~lexp[i(@T,— B-X)]¢* R WYT,)dX d T, (15)
and

— [ ri'expli(@ T, — B-X)HXYTAR AT, (16)
with

55:#;'1—{1' _Kf, Ezﬁi —,ufﬁf .
It may be noted that the initial- and the final-state wave
functions, ¥(1,) and ¢(X), occurring in Eq. (12) are not
orthogonal. Consequently, a constant term when added to
the interaction potential Vj,; gives a nonvanishing contri-
bution to the scattering amplitude which is rather unphys-

ical. This undesirable feature of the FBA is rectified in
the first-order exchange approximation (FOEA).

B. FOEA

The FOEA is an attempt to improve upon the FBA by
retaining terms of the first order in the interaction poten-
tial occurring in the two-state coupled equations. It is
clearly seen from the Eq. (9) that if we substitute
F(r,)—exp(tK -T1) in the right-hand side of Eq. (9) then
(Vfl—f—K ?)F(¥;) has a vanishing contribution to g(6).
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However, from Eq. (6) it is evident that this term should
contribute to the scattering amplitude. To take account of
the contribution of ( Vfl +K}F(T;) to the scattering am-
plitude we use, in the FOEA, Eq. (6) retaining only terms
up to the first order in the interaction potential. Thus we
use

(V2 +KAOF(T)=2; [ dT*(T)Vip(Ty)expliK; 7)) .

(17
The FOEA amplitude takes the form
Hr I O R -
gFOEA(9)=—; J exp(—iKp5+iK; T)$*(X)
X VpY(Ty)dXdp , (18)

where the distorting potential ¥V}, is given by
Vp=V;—U; .

U; is the average of the interaction potential V; over the
initial bound state, i.e.,

U= [ ¢*@Wigl(r)ds" . (19)
The scattering amplitude in this case reads as

gFOEA(6)=——li(I +J+,%‘)=gFBA(6)+‘u—fﬁf , (20
2 27

where the new integral %" takes form
= [ exp(—iK; p+iK; T XU UTIARdp . 21

In order to evaluate the Ps-formation cross section in the
FOEA we use Eq. (20) which is similar to that first de-
rived by Feenberg® in the case of e ~-H collision. The ex-
pression of the e ~-H scattering amplitude as obtained by
Bell and Moiseiwitsch® using a variational principle con-
tains some additional terms; their contribution is, howev-
er, negligible.’

III. REDUCTION OF THE AMPLITUDE

The initial and the final bound-state wave functions are
given by

172 :

W) =1100(T) = ll;i exp(—7y#), Yi1=1 (22a)
and

(X)) =@ nim (X)=Npim Rt (x) Y} (X) , (22b)
where

Ry(x)=x'exp(—y,x)LEH 2y, %), vn=ps/n .
The normalization constant N, is given by

Qy )t [ yun—1—1) vz
S T Y PR @39

Y (0,¢) represents the spherical harmonics, and L2(x) is
the associated Laguerre polynomial. Instead of using the
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series representation of the L’(x) we used a contour-
integral representation which reads as

_(n+I! dtexp[th/(l——t)]

A1y
Ly (x)= Y r (1— )2 +2n—1

(24)

The contour I' includes the origin but does not enclose the
point t=1. The integration over T, and X in the integral
I can be carried out analytically. The final result, apart
from some constant factors, reads as

I~ DBy B Y (—BICI T ()

(25)
where C2(x) represents the Gegenbaur polynomials and
7'=(F—v) B+

The results for the integrals J and %" may be obtained
from the auxiliary integral M defined by

M= [ ri'expli(@—BX)—yyin 16" (RY(F)d% T,

(26)
with the help of the relation
J=M|, (27a)
and
d
K= |1—-——IM . (27b)
dy y=2

In the integral %" we use the expression for U;, the static
potential of the hydrogen atom, given by
Up=ri ' (1+yiri)exp(—2yr:) .

In order to evaluate the integral M given.by Eq. (26),
we, however, use the technique outlined by Roy et al.® to
obtain

d (l'dz Iy* (2
M~ ar, fo w(zfmm(f)
dA
X —dwc,{i}.q(?’])
FAQI+DC P | 28
dow
where

F—dll—2—F,
o*=(yi+a’2)(1—2)+y%z,
A2:(f2+a%)n—l—l('yz_{__a%)—n—l—l ,
A =Yp—0, A=Y+ o,

N =(F2 40—y (S +a ) F?+ad)] .

IV. ASYMPTOTIC (n >>1) CASE

It has been observed that the Ps-formation cross sec-
tions into different angular momentum (I,m) states obey
the same scaling law as proposed by Roy et al.® in case of



p-H collision. The scaling law enables one to estimate the
various cross sections with a knowledge of the asymptotic
n3 cross section for Ps formation.

These asymptotic n> cross sections may be found from
the limiting values of the integrals when 7 — o

[S Uy =2C(yi+a>) "B~ *)i(2)) Y} (=) ,

(29a)
(7'Ml
d ldz 1L —Iy* [ &
=‘Cd_yl fo =S le V(P
dA,
® —a‘w—jl(zz)
e |, o
— z) |,
(.5”24—0)2)22 J1+1122
where
1 .
St=n3[[ 1—n"%?, (30)
r=0
o2 V3| F|
1= — = )
1B]” 7 (P +ed)
2y,
- —+1) _cr
Ay =(ab)~"*Vexp |
a=S*+(y,—w)?,
b=S2+(y,+0)?,
C=8m"Hips) 2!+ .
It may be noted that as n— o0, ¥,—0and § "' —n3/2 It

is seen that the asymptotic [n°0™*],_,, for a particular
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angular momentum state if multiplied with
Hi=0(l~n—2a2) gives a good estimate of the n* cross
section of the corresponding n,/,m states when the value
of the principle quantum numbers # is not too small.

V. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

We have computed results for the differential, total,
and momentum-transfer cross sections for the Ps forma-
tion into an arbitrary n,l/,m state from the ground state of
atomic hydrogen. The energy range considered is
E =20-1000 eV. ,

For the evaluation of the M integral numerically we use
Gaussian quadrature method. Convergence of the result
is tested by increasing the mesh points and finally we use
32 quadrature points. The integrated cross sections have
also been obtained using the Gaussian quadrature method.
We use cos, € being the scattering angle, as integration
variable. As the main contribution to the integrated cross

~sections comes from the forward direction, we employ a

sufficient number of mesh points to get convergent re-
sults. We keep 40 quadrature points throughout our cal-
culation. As a check on our general program the FBA
values obtained earlier by Sil et al.® and the ground-state
Ps-formation cross sections in the FOEA of Mandal and
Guha!® have been reproduced.

A. Differential cross sections

Even though the ground-state Ps-formation calculation
of Mandal and Guha!® in the FOEA exists, there is, how-
ever, no such calculation on the excited-state Ps forma-
tion. The FOEA corrects the problem of nonorthogonali-
ty between the initial and final bound state wave functions
and it seems to represent an improvement over the FBA.
In their study Sil er al.® discussed the behavior of the
FBA DCS for excited ns and np states while Mandal and
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Guha'® using FOEA showed the formation cross section
only in 1s state. Since this is the first application of the
FOEA for calculating the excited-state Ps-formation cross
sections, it will be useful to compare FBA DCS with their
FOEA counterpart for the asymptotic (n— ) states.
These are, however, typical results—the DCS for any ex-
cited discrete state is qualitatively similar.

In Fig. 1(a) we plot the asymptotic n® DCS
[n3do/dQ],_,, for Ps formation into the s state at
E=100 and 500 eV. From Fig. 1(a) it is evident that the
FBA DCS exhibits a zero at the scattering angle around
26° for an incident energy of E=100 eV. The angular po-
sition of the zero moves towards the forward direction as
E increases; at E=500 eV it is around 22°. It has been
observed that the zero position of the angular distribution
in the FBA for discrete states remains nearly constant ir-
respective of the value of the principal quantum number
n. On the other hand in the FOEA, the DCS for E > 200
eV does not predict any such zero. The same feature has
also been earlier noted by Mandal and Guha'® in their
study of Ps formation into the 1s state. The origin of this
zero in the DCS is due to the mutual cancellation of the
contribution of the attractive and repulsive part of the in-
teraction potential. But for /=1, as shown in Fig. 1(b),
the sum of the contributions of all m-degenerate states
produces a kink instead of a zero. This occurs due to the
fact that the different m-valued amplitudes show zeros at
different scattering angles and their accumulated results
yield this kink. This feature is also true for the />1
states DCS [see Fig. 1(c)] in both the FBA and FOEA.
With the increase in positron impact energy the DCS
curves fall steadily from a forward peak. Inspection of
Fig. 1 reveals that the FBA results, except near the for-
ward direction, lie well above their FOEA counterpart.
The large-angle behavior is quite different in that the
FOEA results drop off more rapidly than their FBA
counterparts. It is interesting to note that the magnitude
of the cross section decreases rapidly with increasing /.
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- E=25, 50, and 100 eV.

Figure 2 represents the DCS for the Ps formation into
all bound states of the positronium atom at E=25, 50,
and 100 eV. In obtaining these results we use the follow-
ing relation:

do.
dQ

(31)

n;— o

TABLE L. The total Ps-formation cross sections (7a3) into different angular momentum states. Exponents of multiplication fac-

tors of 10 are indicated by superscripts.

E (eV)
20 40 100 200 300
n N a b a b a b a b a b
1 0 3342 3.384 0.847 0.959 0.4581 0.611-! 02512  0.383"2  0.36873 0.605~3
2 0 0228 0.243 0.112 0.127 0.687-2  0.905-2 036173 0547 0.513~* 0.840~*
1 0.222 0.113 0.570~! 0.401-! 0.186"2  0.185~2  0.526=*  0.6517*  0.5053 0.712-3
3 0 0.549-! 0.593~! 0.331°! 0.377°! 021172 02772 0.11073 0.166—3 0.155—* 0.254—*
1 0.660~!  0.324°! 0.191-! 0.131! 0.662=%  0.657"%  0.188=*  0.233~*  0.1807° 0.2543
2 0.562~2 0.44372 0.1242 0.95573 0.262~* 0.241* 0.422-°¢ 0.451°¢ 0.279~7 0.33477
4 0 02137! 0.231~! 0.139-! 0.159! 0.899-3%  0.11872  0.468~*  0.707"*  0.659°° 0.108~*
1 0.276~! 0.134! 0.83872 0.5682 0.2963 02933 0.842° 0.104—* 0.806~¢ 0.113°3
2 0.31372 0.2482 0.727-3 0.53373 0.157—* 0.144—* 0.254-° 0.271-¢ 0.169°7 0.201~7
3 0.704—*  0.659~* 0.1417* 0.1257*  0205"¢®  0.194=% 0.194=%  0.197"%  0.895°° 0.973°1°

*First Born approximation.
YFirst-order exchange approximation.
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We have restricted the value of [ such that / <4 since the
contributions of the higher angular momentum states to
the sum are negligible. It is evident from the figure that
the contributions from the higher excited states strikingly
improve the shape of the curve (see also Fig. 1), particu-
larly near the cross-section minima. A similar prescrip-
tion for the p-H system!! yield results which are in good
‘agreement with the available experimental findings.

B. Total cross sections

Our computed results for the integrated Ps-formation
cross sections into different angular momentum states for
some low-lying discrete states (n =1—4) at various in-
cident positron energies are shown in Table I. For /=0
states FOEA results are always greater than those of the
FBA. As E increases the percentage difference between
these two sets of results increases. It is to be mentioned
that at E=25 eV the contribution from the amplitude
g™~ and (#'us/2m) for the s state are nearly equal at
large angles whereas at 6=0° the magnitude of the gF®*
is 13% larger than that of (¥ uy/2); both having the
same sign. The FOEA amplitude being the sum of these
two terms gets more contribution in the forward direction
and consequently it enhances the DCS in the forward
direction. This may be due to the fact that in the FOEA
the contribution of the additional term U;, an average in-
teracting potential that mimics the short-range forces,
dominates the s wave considerably. As E increases the
percentage difference between the FBA and FOEA results
for excited state Ps formation increases. As an example,
for 8s states at E=20 eV their difference is ~8%
whereas at E=300 eV it is almost 39%.

For the /=1 state except at low energies (E <100 eV)
the FOEA results overestimate their FBA counterparts.
At low energies for the /=1 and m=0 state we noticed
that the gFP* amplitude changes sign twice while
(X s /2m) changes sign only once throughout the energy
range considered. The angular position (6,) at which this
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change occurs is quite different in both the amplitudes.
As a result this minimum shifts considerably in the
FOEA amplitude. It is interesting to note that the max-
imum contribution to the integrated cross sections come
from the range 0—6, of the scattering angle. The contri-
butions from the /=1 and m = *1 states’ amplitudes are
very small, in that in the forward direction they have zero
contributions, compared to the /=1 and m=0 states; the
contribution of both the g¥™* and (#us/2m) are oppo-
site in sign and consequently the FOEA amplitude be-
comes much smaller compared to the FBA amplitude.

In Table II we show the sum of the contributions from
different angular momentum (/,m) states to the total Ps-
formation cross sections into higher excited states at

- E =20—1000 eV. As the formation cross sections drop

off rapidly with the rise of / values, we retain the value of
! up to 4 throughout our discussion. The discrete-state
(n =1—16) results in both the approximations being cal-
culated using relations (14) and (20) whereas the asymp-
totic results as n— oo are obtained employing the limiting
expression given by Eq. (29).

As mentioned already, we have noted that at moderate
or hlgh incident energies, apart from a factor

n [ I} _o(1—7r?n~2)] the cross section remains more
or less unchanged with the increase of n. As a conse-
quence, the asymptotic n> cross section [n 30mln o fora
partlcular angular momentum state if multiplied by the
factor [J'_o(1—r%n~2) gives a good estimate of the n’
cross sections for Ps formation into the corresponding n,!
state provided the value of the principal quantum number
n is not too small. The scaling law reads as

n onl— H (1— 2 _2) nla‘nlllnl—no . (32)
In order to use the above relation a knowledge of the
asymptotic n3 cross section is essential. We tabulate
[7n30p]a—s . in Table III at various incident positron ener-
gies ranging from E=20 to 1000 eV.

TABLE II. Total n3 Ps-formation cross sections (ma3).

E (eV) n 1 2 3 4 8 10 12 14 16 o0 Exp.°
20.0 a 3.342 3.602 3.417 3.334 3.252 3.241 3.235 3.232 3.229 3.222
b 3.385 2.843 2.595 2.502 2412 2.401 2.395 2.391 2.388 2.381
30.0 a 1.648 2.389 2.471 2.493 2.510 2.512 2.513 2.514 2.514 2.516
b 1.781 2.178 2.188 2.185 2.179 2.178 2.177 2177 2.177 2.176
50.0 a 0.464 0.759 - 0.823 0.845 0.867 0.870 0.872 0.872 0.873 0.875
b 0.545 0.797 0.847 0.865 0.882 0.884 0.885 0.885 0.886 0.887
100.0 a 0.458 0.698 0.754 0.775 0.796 0.798 0.800 0.800 0.801 0.803 1
b 0.611 0.872 0.931 0.952 0.974 0.976 0.978 - 0.978 0.979 0.981 1
200.0 a 0.251 0.331 0.348 0.355 0.361 0.362 0.362 0.363 0.363 0.363 2
b 0.383 0.489 0.512 0.521 0.529 0.530 0.530 0.531 0.531 0.532 2
500.0 a 0.275 0.314 0.322 0.325 0.328 0.328 0.328 0.328 0.328 0.329 4
b 0.491 0.557 0.571 0.575 0.580 0.581 0.581 0.581 0.581 0.582 4
1000.0 a 0.317 0.347 0.353 0.356 0.358 0.358 0.358 0.358  0.358 0.358 5
b 0.591 0.648 0.659 0.663 0.667 0.668 0.668 0.668 0.668 0.668 -5

2First Born approximation.
YFirst-order exchange approximation.

°The integer in this column is the inverse power of 10 to be multiplied with the numbers in the corresponding row.
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TABLE III. n? times the asymptotic (n— o ) Ps-formation cross sections (in a3). Exponents of multiplication factors of 10 are indicated by superscripts.

E (eV)

1000.0

0.6923°

500.0

400.0
0.3042~*

300.0

0.4259-3

200.0

0.303172

100.0

0.5844!

50.0
0.5417
0.6340
0.3005
0.2272

40.0
0.8904
1.0168
0.5591
0.3742

25.0
1.4739
1.6311
1.3624
0.6717
0.1871
0.1369

20.0

0.9823~*

1.2181
1.3257
1.7319
0.8379

a
b
a
b
a
b
a
b

0.457572 0.69673 0.16903 0.5416* 0.1322-3

0.7661!

0.57973 0.5542* 0.96443 0.23937° 0.2710~7

0.2036!

020111

0.7796—* 0.1484—* 0.393273 0.52437

0.7158 3

0.63767! 0.3138! 0.143072 0.23287* 0.15393 0.2039—* 0.407777 0.2328~°

0.2587
0.2052

0.2488! 0.131072 0.2480~* 0.18383 0.2676~° 0.578077 0.4152~°

0.4793~!

0.884372 0275672 0.1295~2 0.4227~* 0.4040~° 0.1865~7 0.189278 0.3062~° 0.8907-12

0.1299~!

0.794272 0.243172 0.116272 0.3997~4 0.4088 ¢ 0.20277 0.221078 0.3830°° 0.1431~1
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FIG. 3. Momentum-transfer cross sections in units of 7ag for

the Ps formation in the ground state.

C. Momentum-transfer cross sections

The MTCS provides an even more stringent test of the
models. Since the MTCS is a weighted integral of the
DCS which deemphasizes small-angle scattering, it is ex-
pected that the cross section would be much more sensi-
tive to the short-range interaction. Figure 3 represents the
ground-state MTCS as a function of the incident positron
energy in the FBA and the FOEA. Throughout the ener-
gy range considered the FBA values remain much higher
than their FOEA counterpart. This may be attributed to
the fact that the elastic MTCS are very sensitive to the
large-angle scattering; the FBA amplitudes in that region
are much higher than those of the FOEA. We notice that
the same feature is shown by the result for Ps formation
into n=2 states.

VI. CONCLUSION

In the present study we employed a class of first-order
approximation theory, namely the FBA and the FOEA, to
investigate the Ps formation into arbitrary excited states
in e~ + H(1,0,0) scattering. Previously, the Ps-formation
cross sections in the FOEA were available only for the 1s
state. We have compared the results as obtained in the
FBA and FOEA for Ps formation into various excited
levels.

The angular distributions in the FBA for s states (/=0)
show a zero at some scattering angle and it moves towards
the forward direction as the value of E increases. The
zero position of the angular distribution does not, howev-
er, depend on the value of » in that for any excited states
it remains almost the same. At E <200 eV the FOEA re-
sults exhibit a zero in the DCS for s-state Ps formation,
but from our observations at E=200, 500, and 1000 eV
we find no such zero or minimum in the angular distribu-
tions. For higher angular momentum states (/>1) the
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angular distributions do not predict the existence of such
a zero either in the FBA or in the FOEA.

We have also presented the results for DCS for Ps for-
mation into all possible bound states using the scaling law.
However, as of now there are no experimental results for a
comparison. As already mentioned, we have reproduced
the results previously reported in Refs. 9 and 10. In the
present study the minimum projectile energy considered is
20 eV. However, the earlier observation of Mandal and
Guha has shown that at low energies the FOEA results
for the ground-state Ps formation are lower than the cor-
responding FBA values. This is in agreement with the
rigorous results on the Ps formation obtained by the low
energy s- and p-wave calculations!? for Ps formation in
the 1s state. These calculations predict that at low ener-
gies the Ps-formation cross sections are considerably
lower than the FBA results. The FOEA is expected to
yield results much better than their FBA counterpart
since the FOEA rectifies some of the inadequacies en-
countered in the FBA and, moreover, the FOEA accounts

for a certain amount of distortion owing to the presence
of the distorting potential ¥V}, in the interaction.

The formation cross sections into highly excited states
do satisfy the n ~3 law irrespective of the incident energy.
At high incident energies the Ps-formation cross sections
are larger than the FBA results. Even at E=1 keV the
ground-state Ps-formation cross sections in the FOEA do
not agree with the FBA results; their difference is ~5%.
The use of the asymptotic (n >>1) cross sections in es-
timating the discrete-state results with the help of the
“scaling law” [see Eq. (32)] is discussed. The
momentum-transfer cross sections that are essential for
the analysis of the results of the swarm experiments are
also presented.
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