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The semiclassical, optical potential, and quantal distorted wave theories of collision-induced radi-
ative quenching are discussed and the relationships between them are presented. The three pro-
cedures are applied to the calculation of the cross sections at thermal collision energies of the pro-
cess He(2'S)+He(1'S)—>He(1'S)+He(1'S)+hv. Several choices of the potential energy curves
of the excited 4 'S} state of the ‘He, molecule are employed. The accuracy of the semiclassical
and optical potential methods is assessed by comparison with the quantum-mechanical theory. It is
shown that the cross sections are sensitive to the barrier in the 4 '3 potential but the major uncer-
tainty in the predicted cross sections lies in the adopted transition dipole moment.

I. INTRODUCTION

The cross section for the quenching of metastable heli-
um by ground-state helium atoms

He(2!S)+He(1!S)—>He(1'S)+He(11S)+hv (1)

was measured at thermal energies by Phelps, by Bartell
Hurst, and Wagner, and by Payne et al.! who obtained a
mean value of 3 1072° cm®. The measured value is con-
sistent with theoretical semiclassical calculations by
Browne, Allison, and Dalgarno? though because of the
sensitivity of the thermal cross sections to the height of
the barrier’ that exists in the potential energy curve of
the 4 'S} state of He, along which the atoms initially
approach the calculations have limited accuracy. Subse-
quently many studies have been carried out of the poten-
tial energy curve of the A '2; state*~® and reliable esti-
mates of the barrier height have been made.
Measurements’ are in progress to determine the
quenching cross sections at energies up to 400 meV. We
report here the calculation of the cross sections using an
improved potential energy curve in a semiclassical
theory, a local optical potential theory and a fully
quantum-mechanical theory of the process. We show
formally the relationships between the three theories.

II. FORMALISM

In the center of mass frame of the nuclei, the Hamil-
tonian for the system is given by

1
H=—’$V§a+He1(R,r)+Hrad+Him , @)

where p is the reduced mass. Vj is the gradient operator
for the relative nuclear motion. H,(R,r) is the fixed-
nuclei Hamiltonian for the electrons, whose coordinates
are collectively labeled by the vector r, H,,4 is the Hamil-
tonian for the radiation field, and H,,, is the radiation-
matter coupling. We approximate H;, by including the
coupling with electrons only, and using the dipole ap-
proximation. In the length gauge we have
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where am,a:a are the destruction and creation operators
for a photon of momentum #ix and polarization a, respec-
tively. €,, is the polarization vector, and V is the normal-
ization volume. We regard the process as a transition in-
duced by the radiation field from the 4 'S} state of the
He, molecule formed by the approaching atoms to the
X ’2; state in which the atoms separate. We write for
the system wave function

| W) =F,(R)X,(R,1) | 0)+ 3 F,(R)X,(R,1) | ka) ,

4)

where X,(R,r) and X,(R,r) are eigenstates of the fixed-
nuclei Hamiltonian H,,;, corresponding to the 4 '=} and
X 12; Born-Oppenheimer states, respectively, in a body-
fixed frame, F,(R) and F,,(R) are the amplitudes for the
relative nuclear motion, and |0) and |ka) are the kets
for the photon vacuum and single-photon states. The an-
satz (4) is valid at low collision velocities where the cou-
pling to other channels is negligible. If nonadiabatic
effects are ignored the amplitudes F,(R) and F,,(R)
obey the coupled equations

1

;—“vﬁ +V,(R)—E |F,(R)=3 F,(R)U(R) ,

Ka

(5a)

F(R)=F,(R)U! (R),

—1
$V§+Vb(R)+ﬁw—E

(5b)
where
5 172
U, (R)=—i ilfﬁ D(R)R-E, (5¢)
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and V,(R),V,(R) are the potential energy curves of the
A'SFand X 12; states respectively. D (R) is the radial
transition dipole moment between them. E is the initial
energy of relative motion, and o is the angular frequency
of the emitted photon. We rewrite (5b) as

Fo(R)= [d’R'GH(R,R)F,(RVUI(R),  (6)

where G T(R,R’) is a retarded Green’s function which
obeys the equation

—v +V,(R)+#wo—E |GT(R,R)=8R—R’) (7)

and satisfies the retarded boundary condition so that F,,
contains only outgoing waves in the limit as R — o0. It is
convenient to express this Green’s function as a sum over
partial waves. Since V, contains no bound states we get

GH+HR,R)=TE 5 2 Y,m 6,4)Y2,(6',4')

b I=0m=—
fl(kb <) 8 (kb >)
RR’ ’
(8)
where Y, (6,¢) are spherical harmonics. f;(kR) is a reg-
ular solution of the homogeneous radial equation

d? _1d+1)
dR? R?

ky=V2ulE —fiv—V,(0)],

—2u[V,(R)—V,()]+k? |f(kR)=0

(9a)

g/ (kR) is the irregular solution with the boundary con-
ditions at large R,

kR — 1T L 5,0b)

5 |1/2
fi(kR)~ l;l sin 5

and §,(b) is the phase shift. The total wave function (4)
must be symmetric under the interchange of the He nu-
clei so that F,(R)=—F,(—R), and F,,(R)=F,,(—R),
where we have used the fact that the 4 'Z; state is an-
tisymmetric and the X 12; symmetric under nuclear in-
terchange. We now recognize that the interaction with
the radiation field is weak and solve equations (5a) and
(5b) in the distorted wave approximation. Then F,(R) is
the solution of (5a) with the coupling term taken equal to
zero and we may express it in the form

F,(R)= i P,(cos6)(2J +1)i'V'w
J=1

. s;(k,R)

Xexp[lﬁj(a)]—m— ,

S — (10a)

k,=V2ulE -V, (x)],

where s;(kR) is the regular solution of the homogeneous
radial equation, with phase shift §,(a), obtained from Eq.
(5a). The summation over the partial waves in (10a) is re-
stricted to odd values of J in order to insure the correct
symmetry for F,(R). The asymptotic form for (10a) is

—ik,z

ik, R

+[f(9,¢)—f(0—1r,¢+1r)]eR .
(10b)

Inserting (10a) and (8) into (6) we get the asymptotic form
for (6)

exp(ik,R)
2 | I o FralR)~ == 1,,(0,6) , (11a)
T(kR)~ | = expi kR—T—i—S,(b) ,
i where
J
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In the summation, m is restricted to the values 0,1 and €,

one, J is restricted to odd integers, and

1 )
M, (k. ky)=———= | dR s;(k,R)D(R)f;(k,R)
L1 b ‘/Z—E; fO 1 fl b

I Y |
m)V (21 +1)4r m

1 ||l J1

o(m) is the mth component of the spherical tensor of rank

(11c)

The cross section for the collision-induced transition He(2'S)+He(1'S)—He(1'S)+He(1'S)+%w is obtained by
summing | f,,(6,4) | ? over all final states that conserve energy with the initial state, and dividing the result by the flux
in the incident channel. The He(2'S)+He(1'S) channel is a linear combination of the 4 '2; and C '2; states; since
the excited gerade state is not allowed ‘o make a radiative transition to the gerade ground state, the flux in the incident
channel is twice the flux in the 4 '=} channel.

We get

f“’maxd do

2_
|fka(9’¢)| - dCL)
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where

do

mu
dw3k

. 32[]M,,ﬁ1(ka,kb) (J+ 1M}, (kg k)], (12)

AE is the energy defect of the transition at R = «, and o, is the maximum angular frequency of the emitted photon.
In deriving (12) we have used the continuum 11m1t for the sum over photon states, 3,,—(V/87°) 3, f d3k. Expres-
sion (12) is identical to that obtained from the Fermi Golden Rule.!® Equation (12) provides the spectrum, do /d w, of
the emitted radiation, in addition to the total transition cross section.

An approximation that does not require an integration over the total spectrum is the optical-potential, or opacity,
method. We derive it by first inserting the expression (6) for the amplitude F,,(R) into Eq. (5a) to get an
integrodifferential eigenvalue equation for the amplitude F,(R)

;—#}V +V,(R)—E 2fd3R G H(RR)U(R)U,,(R)F,(R’) . (13)

The right-hand side of (13) contains a complex, nonlocal potential, ¥ (R,R’)= 3,,G 1 (R,R)U Ia(R')Um(R) that
arises because of the interaction of the electrons with the vacuum. The real part of the potential induces a shift in the
eigenvalue V (R) Since the electron-radiation coupling is weak, this shift is very small and we ignore the real part of
V(R,R’) in ( The imaginary part of ¥V (R,R’) is an absorptive potential, occurring because the excited electronic
state can emlt a photon and decay to the ground state. We call it the optical potential. Its presence introduces a com-
plex phase shift in the elastic scattering solutions of (13) and the quenching cross section can be expressed in terms of
the imaginary part of the complex phase shift. However, the optical potential is nonlocal. In calculations using the op-
tical potential method,!! it has been replaced by a local potential by introducing an approximation which is essentially
classical, as we now demonstrate.

Because the term U z,a(R')UK,a(R) appearing in (13) is real, the optical potential is proportional to the imaginary
part of the retarded Green’s function, which can be expressed as

=1 k SfilkR)f(KR")

ImG *(R,R")=7 2 2 Y, (6,8 Y} (6, f dk & +ﬁw AE |t (14)
[=0m=—1 2 RR

This result is obtained by using a spectral representation for the retarded Green’s function and the identity

1/(x +ie)—P/x —im8(x) as e—0. Using (14) we obtain for the nonlocal optical potential

Vopt(R,R')= fdQ f gk 2 2 Y, (6,8)Y(6',¢")
I1=0m=-—1
y fitkR)f(kR") LA A,
c3 ~H—D(RID(R(R-€ )R "€,0) (15)
-
where w(k)=k2/2u+AE —k?/2u. In order to con- 1, i
struct a local potential we now make the semiclassical ap- Eu_VR+Va(R)—E Fo(R)=— 4(R)F,(R) . (18)

proximation that the values of k that give the largest con-
tribution in (15) are given by k?/2u=~AE +kZ2/2u . o o
4+ V,(r)—V,(r). The frequency term 0 = | AE(R) | 3 The optical .poten_tlal, in .the form.glven in (‘18)_, has been
used extensively in previous studies of radiative charge
transfer processes. '!
The cross section for the radiative quenching is given

can now be taken outside the k integral. Using the com-
pleteness property of the radial function f;(kR) and the

ldentlty by“
o m=/ ’
8(R —R’)
Y, (0,8)Y% (6,6 )———=8R—R’) T &
,§0m§_, ! 9, ¢ RR 0=F§(2J+1)[1——exp(—4171)], (19)
(16) . . . .
where 7, is the imaginary component of the phase shift
we get of the Jth partial wave of the solution to (18). The sum
i over J is restricted to odd integers. Because the right-
Vo (R, R') = 583(R—R’)A (R), hand side of (18) is small, we can use the distorted-wave
, (17) approximation to obtain an expression for the phase shift
AE(R) :
A(R)=§D2(R)—JTL : K
= R |s;(k,R . 20
and Eq. (13) becomes R 2k f dR |5, |74 @0
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Replacing the sum (19) by an integral, s;(k,R) in (20), us-
ing the JWKB approximation to it, and recognizing that
7 is small, we obtain the semiclassical cross section

) 172
o |2
o=2r >
= A(R)
dp [ “dR ,
x[p ”ch [1—-V,(R)/E —p?/R?*]'?

2D

where R, is the classical turning point and E is the kinet-
ic energy. Expression (21) was used in the calculation by
Browne, Allison, and Dalgarno.?

II1. POTENTIAL CURVES AND DIPOLE MOMENT

The calculation for the quenching cross sections re-
quires accurate potential curves of the X '3} and 4 '3}
electronic states of the He, molecule. With the exception
of a shallow van der Waals minimum, the X 12+ ground
state is repulsive. For it we adopt the potent1a1 curve
used by Sando and Dalgarno in their study of the ab-
sorption spectrum for 600-A photons by thermal helium
atoms. The potential curve for the 4 'S} excited state
exhibits a repulsive hump at a nuclear separation of ap-
proximately 3.1 A, and for nuclear separations less than 3
A it contains an attractive well with a depth of =~2.5 eV.
In addition to the bound states supported by the well, the
potential barrier at 3.1 A give rise to numerous quasi-
bound levels. These quasibound levels are responsible for
the rich structure seen in the absorption spectrum of He
gas at thermal temperatures.® This hump was first pre-
dicted, theoretically, by Buckingham and Dalgarno'? and
later, by additional calculatlons carried out by Allison,
Browne, and Dalgarno,? who obtained a barrier height of
0.084 eV at an internuclear separation of 3.17 A. A more
refined ab initio calculation for the 4 '3} state was per-
formed by Guberman and Goddard* who obtained a bar-
rier height of 0.0607 eV at an internuclear separation of
3.09 A. More recently, ab initio calculations using a
multiconfiguration self-consistent central field method
were carried out by Sunil et al.’ for He, potential energy
curves including the 4 '3} state. They obtained a bar-
rier height of 0.058 eV at an internuclear separation of
3.09 A, a value which is consistent with the calculation of
Guberman and Goddard.

In studying the absorption of 600-A photons by a low-
temperature helium gas, Sando and Dalgarno® derived a
semiempirical potential curve of the 4 '3} state valid i in
the range of internuclear separations between 2 and 3 A.
Their absorption data analysis led to a potential barrier
of 0.049 eV which is about 0.011 eV smaller than the ab
initio calculations mentioned above. Semiempirical po-
tential curves of the 4 '3 were derived by Brutschy and
Halberland’ using data from high-resolution differential
cross section measurements of the elastic scattering of He
with He(2!S,23S). Their analysis led to a barrier height
of 0.047 eV with an accuracy of + 0.002 eV, —0.001 eV
at R =3.1120.05 A. Most recently, semiempirical poten-
tial curves of the 4 '3} state were constructed by Jordan
and Siska® based on an analysis combining scattering and
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spectroscopic data with ab initio theory. Their analysis
arrlved at a barrier height of 0.0502+0.001 eV at

=3.132+0.02 A.

Because of the persistent discrepancy of about 0.01 eV
for the barrier height between the ab initio and semi-
empirical calculations, we have calculated the quenching
cross sections of (1) using both ab initio, and semiempiri-
cal potential curves for the 4 'I} state. In Fig. 1 we
compare the various potential curves for the 4 '3} state
in the region of internuclear lay < R < 10a,.

The transition dipole moment connecting the 4 '3
and X !=+ state was calculated by Allison, Browne, and
Dalgarno‘bE using both a length and velocity formulation.
At nuclear separations less than 5a, the two formulations
give different values for the dipole moment and the calcu-
lated dipole moment is unreliable in this region. This un-
certainty in the dipole moment, at small internuclear dis-
tances, translates into uncertain quenching cross sections
of process (1) at higher collision energies. Sando!'® used a
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FIG. 1. (a) Potential energy curves of the 4 'S} and X 'sF
states of the He, molecule. The A4 '=; potential is taken from
Ref. 8 and the X 'S ground state is taken from Ref. 6. (b)
Repulsive hump in the 4 'T} state. Solid circles are ab initio
calculations of Allison, Browne, and Dalgarno (Ref. 2). The
dashed line is the ab initio calculation of Guberman and God-
dard (Ref. 4), and the solid line is the semiempirical result of
Jordan and Siska (Ref. 8).



dipole moment that is an average of the values obtained
from the length and velocity formulations, given in Ref.
4, and adjusted it so that the dipole moment converges to
the united atom value. We use a dipole moment that has
the correct united atom limit, and for distances between
lay and 9a, we use a cubic spline fit to the length formu-
lation values obtained in Ref. 2. For separations greater
than 9a,, we fit the dipole moment to an exponential
form D(R)=11.65exp(—0.639R). However, in order to
assess the effect of the uncertainty of the dipole moment
on the quenching cross sections, we have also carried out
calculations using the values obtained from the hybrid
formulation of Sando.!® We find that the hybrid formula-
tion dipole moment gives a quenching cross section, for
thermal collisions, different from the above form by no
more than 15%.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In Fig. 2(a) we plot the calculated cross sections for
process (1). In this figure the cross sections are obtained
using the optical-potential (OP) model, and are given in
the collision energy range from 20 to 120 meV. At low
collision velocities the He(2'S)+He(1'S) system does
not have enough kinetic energy to penetrate the potential
barrier of the A '3} state, and the quenching transitions
occur in the region of internuclear separation greater
than 3.1 A. Above collision energies of 50 meV the sys-
tem penetrates the potential barrier and samples regions
where the 4 'S} state contains a deep attractive well. In
this region there is a sharp rise in the cross sections and
numerous resonances appear which are due to quasi-
bound rotational-vibrational states of the He, molecule in
the 4 '3} electronic state. In this figure we also plot the
results obtained with the semiclassical approximation.
At collision energies greater than 45 meV the semiclassi-
cal approximation gives somewhat smaller cross sections
than the optical potential model, and it does not provide
an accurate description of the resonances. At collision
energies below 40 meV the semiclassical approximation
agrees well with the cross sections obtained using the
optical-potential (OP) approximation. In this energy
range the transitions occur at nuclear separations greater
than 3.1 A, a region where the energy defect between the

A'=} and X '3} is almost constant, and the semiclassi-
cal method prov1des a good approximation. In Fig. 2(b)
we present the quantum distorted-wave method (QM)
cross sections of (1), and we compare them to the cross
sections obtained using the OP model. In obtaining the
QM cross sections we have integrated, in (12), only over
the part of the photon spectrum near 600 A.

In Fig. 3 we present the calculated spectra, using Eq.
(12), of the photons emitted by process (1) at the relative
collision energies of 51.95 and 90 meV. At a collision en-
ergy of 51.95 meV there is a resonance in the cross sec-
tion due to the presence of the rovibrational (v=16,
J=11) quasibound state in the 4 'S} electronic state.
The spectrum of the J=11 partial wave is compared, in
Fig. 3(a), to the spectrum obtained by summing the con-
tributions coming from all partial waves with J<11. Itis
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clear from this figure that the majority of the emitted
600-A photons, at this collision energy, arise from the
resonance J=11 partial waves. In Fig. 3(b) the total
spectrum of all partial-wave contributions, up to J=23,
for a collision energy of 90 meV is presented. In both
Figs. 3(a) and 3(b) the photon spectrum peaks in the vi-
cinity near 600 A, a property that is consistent with pre-
vious studies of the *He, spectrum.’® Using the semiclas-
sical assumption that the frequency of the emitted photon
is equal to the energy difference between the 4 '3} and
X 12* states at the internuclear distance where the radla-
tive transmon occurs, we conclude that the 600- A photon
peak is due to the large probability for the system to un-
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FIG. 2. (a) Cross sections for process (1). The solid line is the
result using the length formulation radial dipole moment and
the dotted line the result using the hybrid dipole moment. The
cross sections correspond to the optical-potential expression
(19). The triangles are the results obtained using the semiclassi-
cal approximation. The resonances are labeled by the quantum
numbers (v,J), where v is the vibrational quantum number and
J is the rotational quantum number. (b) Comparison between
the total quenching cross sections obtained using the optical po-
tential (solid line) approximation, and the quenching cross sec-
tions with the emission of ~600-A photons obtained using the
quantum-mechanical method (dashed line), given by Eq. (12).
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FIG. 3. (a) The solid points comprise the short-wavelength

spectrum of the radiation emitted by process (1) from the
(v=16, J=11) quasibound state of the 4 'S} electronic state;
the open circles comprise the spectrum contributed by all par-
tial waves up to J=11. The relative collision energy is 51.95
meV. (b) The total spectrum, for short wavelengths up to par-
tial wave J=27, emitted at a collision energy of 90 meV. (c)
The long-wavelength spectrum for the J=1 partial cross sec-
tion.

TABLE 1. Spectral contributions to the partial cross sec-
tions, in units of 102! cm?, for process (1). The first column
tabulates the angular momentum J. The second column con-
tains all contributions o , that result in the emission of photons
with wavelength A <610 A. The third column tabulates the
contribution o of the photons with 610 A <A <1400 A, the
fourth column is the sum of these contributions ¢, and the
fifth column is the cross section oop obtained using the OP
method. The collision energy is 90 meV.

J ) o4 op or Oop
1 0.485 0.248 0.733 0.735

15 6.06 1.98 8.04 8.10

21 4.61 0.002 4.61 4.62

dergo a transition near the region where the 4 'S state
has a maximum, at around 3.13 A. If the system has
enough kinetic energy to penetrate the barrier then there
will also be a finite probability that the transitions can
occur at smaller internuclear distances.

In Fig. 3(c) we present the spectrum for wavelength re-
gion between 700 and 1400 A, emitted by the J=1 partial
wave at a collision velocity of 90 meV. This, longer
wavelength, region corresponds to transitions occurring
near the inner wall of the 4 '3 potential curve. We see
a large, wide, peak in the spectrum at 1050 A and consid-
erable oscillatory structure in the 700-1000- A region.
Although the density, do/dw is orders of magnitudes
less than the corresponding density for the 600- A pho-
tons, these photons contribute significantly to the overall
quenching cross section (1) as is illustrated in Table I, in
which we compare values for the partial cross sections of
(1) at a collision energy of 90 meV. In the second column
we present the contribution to the quenching cross sec-
tion resulting in the emission of photons near 600 A, and
in the third column the contribution resulting in the
emission of all other photons, most of which come from
the 800—1400-A region. Their sum represents the total
quenching cross section and is given in the fourth
column. These cross sections are in very good agreement
with the total cross sections obtained using the OP
method (fifth column). The partial cross sections for the
J=1 and 15 partial waves contain a significant contribu-
tion coming from the region where the longer-wavelength
photons are emitted. However, for the partial wave with
J=21 most of the contribution comes from the 600-A
photons. This is understood by noticing that the classical
turning point for J=21 is near the region where the po-
tential curve for the 4 I3+ state has a maximum at 3.13
A. The incoming He(2 lSH—He(l 1S) system now has a
much smaller probability of reaching the inner region
where the potential curve of the 4 'S} state is repulsive
and where the longer-wavelength photons are emitted.

The disparity between the OP cross section and the
QM cross sections presented in Fig. 2(b) is thus a result of
omitting the 800-1400- A photon contribution when in-
tegrating over the spectrum in (12). From Fig. 2(b) w
observe that as much of 20-25 % of the total quenching
cross sections is due to this contribution at higher col-
lision velocities. In Fig. 4, we present the partial cross
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FIG. 4. Comparison between partial cross sections for the
quenching cross section (1) with the emission of 600-A photons
obtained using the quantum-mechanical expression Eq. (12) (tri-
angles) and the partial cross sections obtained using the
optical-potential approximation (open circles). The collision en-
ergy is 120 meV.

sections of (1) for a collision energy of 120 meV as a func-
tion of the total angular momentum J of the system, and
we compare the partial cross sections obtained by the OP
and QM theories. Again, we have integrated over the
spectrum where it peaks, near 600 A, to obtain the QM
value. The difference between the OP and QM cross sec-
tions, at lower values of J is due to the omission of the
contributions coming from the longer-wavelength pho-
tons. For larger angular momenta the incoming system
cannot penetrate the centrifugal barrier near 3.13 A, and
the integrated spectrum of the 600- A photons then gives
an identical value to the OP method total cross sections.
In Table II we compare the rate coefficients for (1) given
in Ref. 4 to the ones obtained by our calculation.

In a beam-cell experiment,’ the rate coefficient can be
expressed in the form of an effective cross section

(vo)

Up

c

If

(22)

TABLE II. Rate coefficients of process (1), in units of 10~
cm’s™!, for “He in thermal equilibrium at temperature T (K).
In the second column are values obtained in Ref. 4 [Allison,
Browne, and Dalgarno (ABD)], in the third column are the re-
sults obtained using the optical potential (OP) approximation,
and the potential curve for the 4 '3 state, given in Ref. 2. All
results use the length dipole moment.

T ABD opP
250 0.14 0.68
500 0.56 1.59
1000 1.27 2.62
2000 1.99 3.44
4000 2.54 3.96
8000 2.90 4.23
16 000 3.10 4.32
32000 3.20 4.32
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FIG. 5. Thermal-averaged cross sections for process (1) at a
cell temperature of 300 K. The dotted line is the results for the
total effective cross sections. The solid line is the effective cross
sections for (1) with the emission of 600-A photons. Both re-
sults use the semiempirical potential curve for the 4 '3 state
given by Jordan and Siska (Ref. 8). The dashed line is the total
quenching cross sections obtained by using the ab initio poten-
tial given by Guberman and Goddard (Ref. 4).

where v, is the speed of a beam of metastable atoms, and
the target has a Boltzmann distribution of velocities. The
theoretical values of & are plotted in Fig. 5. The dotted
line is the total effective cross section and was obtained
by using the OP approximation. Because the expenmen-
tal setup is designed to measure the emitted 600- A pho-
tons in (1) we included the results for the effective cross
sections with the emission of photons near 600 A using
the QM method given by (12). These results are plotted
by the solid curve, and this effective cross section is about
20% smaller at higher beam velocities than the total
effective cross section. Both results are obtained using
the semiempirical curves of Jordan and Siska® for the
A '3} state. The dashed line represents the OP approxi-
mation results obtained using the ab initio calculation po-
tential curve of the 4 '3} state of Guberman and God-
dard.* The ab initio potential curve has a slightly higher
repulsive hump, by about 0.011 meV, than the semi-
empirical curve of Jordan and Siska. The cross sections
are quite sensitive to the height of this hump, and the
beam-cell averaged cross sections obtained using the ab
initio potential curve of Guberman and Goddard are
about 33% smaller at low beam velocities than the cross
sections obtained using the semiempirical potential of
Jordan and Siska.

The accuracy of the predicted cross sections is limited
by uncertainties in the transition dipole moment. The ac-
curacy is less at higher relative collision velocities for
which the radiative transitions occur at smaller internu-
clear distances. An improved calculation of the dipole
moment function would permit a precise prediction of
the quenching cross sections and rate coefficients.
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