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Positron creation probabilities as well as energy and angular distributions of outgoing positrons in
slow collisions of two identical heavy nuclei are obtained within the two-center approach beyond the
monopole approximation. The time-dependent Dirac equation for positron wave functions is solved
with the help of the generalized pseudospectral method in modified prolate spheroidal coordinates
adapted for variable internuclear separation. Depending on the nuclear charge, the results are
obtained for both subcritical and supercritical regimes of the positron creation. The signatures of
transition to the supercritical regime in the total positron creation probabilities and energy spectra
are discussed. The angular distributions of emitted positrons demonstrate a high degree of isotropy.

I. INTRODUCTION

The electron-positron pair creation in the nonpertur-
bative regime of quantum electrodynamics (QED) in the
presence of strong electromagnetic fields is a subject of
intense theoretical studies (see, e.g., reviews [1–4]). The
experimental verification of existence of such processes is
of great difficulty since the required critical field strength
is extremely high — at the level of 1016 V/cm. Although
the peak field strength achieved with laser technologies
has ever increased over the past decades, it is still impos-
sible to obtain supercritical values. Another possibility to
achieve supercritical fields arises in the physics of heavy
nuclei and heavy-ion collisions.

In a pioneering paper [5] it was shown that the 1s level
of a hydrogenlike ion with an extended nucleus gradually
decreases with increasing Z and at a certain critical Z,
Z = Zcr, reaches the negative-energy continuum. In pa-
pers of Soviet and German physicists [6–17] it was shown
that the diving of an initially empty 1s state into the
negative-energy electron continuum can result in sponta-
neous emission of positrons. In this process the originally
neutral vacuum decays into the charged vacuum and two
positrons. For the 1s state Zcr ≈ 173, and since there is
no experimental means to produce such a heavy nucleus
in the near future, low-energy heavy ion collisions got ma-
jor attention. If during the collision process two heavy
nuclei with the charge numbers Z1 + Z2 > Zcr get suffi-
ciently close to each other, for a short period of time the
quasimolecular 1sσg state dives into the negative-energy
continuum as a resonance, resulting in the creation of
electron-positron pairs, and the positrons can escape the
nuclei as free particles.

The first calculations of spontaneous vacuum decay
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were carried out in the static approximation [18–20],
which does not take into account the dynamical pair pro-
duction mechanism, arising from the variation of the po-
tential due to the nuclei motion. The spontaneous and
dynamical pair creation channels were examined in pa-
pers by the Frankfurt group (see, e.g., [16, 17, 21–27]).
However, the experiments performed many years ago at
GSI (Darmstadt) did now show any signature of the
spontaneous pair production (see, e.g., Refs. [17, 25–27]
and references therein). This was mainly due to a strong
masking of the spontaneous pair-creation channel by the
dynamical one. As a result, the Frankfurt group con-
cluded that experimental verification of the spontaneous
positron creation is only possible if the nuclei “stick” to
each other during the collision process due to nuclear
forces, enhancing the spontaneous channel [26]. How-
ever, since there is no experimental evidence of the nu-
clear “sticking” to date, other approaches need to be con-
sidered.

In the last two decades, theoretical interest in the spon-
taneous pair creation has risen again. The superctritical
resonance was studied in Refs. [28–32]. In Refs. [33, 34],
the effects of the QED-vacuum polarization in the super-
critical Coulomb field have been evaluated. Pair creation
in heavy-ion collisions in dynamic framework was tar-
geted in the monopole [35–37] and beyond the monopole
approximation [38–40]. In Ref. [41], the instability of
electron-positron vacuum in the relativistic semiclassical
approach was examined.

In Refs. [42, 43], a new method to study supercriti-
cal regime signatures was proposed. The approach is to
examine collisions with nuclei moving along trajectories
with a fixed minimal internuclear distance Rmin and dif-
ferent energy parameter ε = E/E0, ε ≥ 1, where E is
the collision energy and E0 is the head-on collision en-
ergy. Moving along these trajectories, the nuclei with
charges Z1 + Z2 > Zcr produce the same field strength
but spend different time in the supercritical regime de-
pending on ε. With increasing ε, the time of the super-
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critical regime and the contribution of the spontaneous
pair creation channel decrease. On the contrary, the dy-
namical channel contribution increases for greater colli-
sion energies E. Thus, the increase in the pair creation
probability with decreasing ε should be referred to the
spontaneous regime. In Refs. [42, 43], the signatures of
the transition to the supercritical regime were found in
the monopole approximation, and in Ref. [44] the analo-
gous results were obtained in the calculations beyond the
monopole-approximation framework.

With the new possibilities, which are anticipated
at the upcoming experimental facilities in Germany
(GSI/FAIR) [45, 46], China (HIAF) [47], and Russia
[48], further theoretical investigations of the pair cre-
ation in low-energy heavy nuclei collisions are needed.
Among other characteristics, the energy spectra of out-
going positrons with angular resolution are of great in-
terest. The pair-production differential probability with
respect to the energy and angles would provide valuable
information for possible experimental setup construction.
If the positron angular distributions have a high degree
of isotropy, fewer detectors would be needed to conduct
the experiment. Previously, the problem of the angular
distributions was targeted in Refs. [18, 20] in the frame-
work of static approximation.

The present work aims to study the angular-energy
spectra of positrons in low-energy heavy-ion collisions.
The generalized pseudospectral method is used to solve
the time-dependent Dirac equation in modified prolate
spheroidal coordinates. The rotational term in the
time-dependent Dirac equation appearing in the rotat-
ing molecular reference frame (see, e.g., Ref. [49]) as well
as the magnetic field of the nuclei are omitted. In Refs.
[50–53] it was argued that the contribution of these ef-
fects to the total pair creation probability and the energy
distributions is negligible. The plane wave decomposi-
tion approach is applied to obtain the energy spectra of
positrons with angular resolution. The supercritical sig-
natures in the angle-integrated as well as angle-resolved
energy distributions are studied. The angular anisotropy
of the positron distributions is examined.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. II, the
theoretical methods applied to solve the time-dependent
Dirac equation and calculate the positron spectra are de-
scribed. In Sec. III, the results for the angle-integrated
and angle-resolved energy spectra of outgoing positrons
are presented and discussed.

Atomic units (ℏ = |e| = me = 1) are used throughout
the paper unless specified otherwise.

II. METHODS

A. Time-dependent Dirac equation for a
one-positron diatomic quasimolecular system

We study a collision of two identical bare nuclei and
use Dirac’s hole picture based on the Dirac equation for

z’

x’

χ

z

x

Figure 1. The principal scheme of the nuclei collision. Here,
z − x axes correspond to the fixed initial large internuclear
separation frame of reference, z′ − x′ axes correspond to the
rotating molecular frame of reference, filled black circles and
dotted lines depict the nuclei and their trajectories, respec-
tively, and χ is the internuclear axis rotation angle. The blue
circle is the closest nuclei approach distance.

positrons [17, 29]. In this approach, the lower Dirac con-
tinuum states as well as discrete states, detached from the
lower continuum to the gap between the lower and upper
continua, are considered occupied by positrons and form
the Dirac vacuum. It should be emphasized that the dis-
crete states in the gap between the lower and upper con-
tinua are not the states of a real positron, which cannot
be bound in a repulsive nuclear potential. A positron be-
comes observable if a transition is made from such states
to the upper continuum. At the same time, a hole in the
lower continuum or in the discrete state is created, which
is described as an electron in a continuum or bound state,
respectively. The electron-positron pair creation can be
caused by absorption of the energy from external time-
dependent fields or may occur spontaneously if the pa-
rameters of the nuclear system, such as internuclear sepa-
ration, make it possible that the energy of some positron
vacuum state get in the upper continuum.
In the center-of-mass frame of reference, the time-

dependent Dirac equation (TDDE) for a positron subject
to the static electric field of the nuclei reads as

i
∂

∂t
Ψ(r, t) = HΨ(r, t), (1)

where Ψ(r, t) is a four-component wave function of the
positron, and the Hamiltonian H takes the form

H = c(α · p) + c2β

+ Un(|r − a(t)|) + Un(|r + a(t)|). (2)

Here, c is the speed of light, p is the momentum operator,
α and β are the Dirac matrices, and the vector a(t) is
directed along the instantaneous internuclear axis with
its length equal to one half of the internuclear distance
R(t):

a = a(t)A(t)ez, a(t) =
1

2
R(t). (3)

Here, ez is the unit vector along the z axis, A(t) is an
orthogonal 3 × 3 matrix describing the rotation of the
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internuclear axis during the collision. Assuming the ro-
tation of the internuclear axis in the z − x plane (the
collision process scheme is depicted in Fig. 1), one can
write the matrix A(t) as

A(t) =

 cosχ 0 sinχ
0 1 0

− sinχ 0 cosχ

 . (4)

The rotation angle χ depends on time, with the original
direction of the internuclear axis along the z axis (χ→ 0
as t→ −∞).

The potential Un(r) in Eq. (2) is spherically symmetric
and represents the static electric potential of the nucleus
within the extended nucleus model:

Un(r) =

∫
d3r′

ρn(r
′)

|r − r′| , (5)

where ρn(r) is the nuclear charge distribution function.
With the help of the following unitary transformation:

Ψ(r, t) = exp [−iχJy]Ψ(r)(r, t). (6)

we make a transition to the rotated frame of reference.
Here Jy is the operator representing the total angular
momentum projection onto the y axis:

Jy = Ly + Sy, (7)

where Ly is the orbital angular momentum projection op-
erator and Sy is the spin angular momentum projection
operator. Upon substitution of the wave function (6) in
the equation (1) one obtains:

i
∂Ψ(r)(r, t)

∂t
=

[
c(α · p) + c2β − χ̇Jy

+ Un(|r − a(t)ez|) + Un(|r + a(t)ez|)
]
Ψ(r)(r, t).

(8)

We note that Ψ(r)(r, t) is just an auxiliary wave function
defined by Eq. (6), and Eq. (8) differs from the equa-
tion for the true wave function in the relativistic rotating
frame of reference; for the details, see Ref. [49].

In Eq. (8) the nuclei are always on the Cartesian z axis
but the rotational coupling operator −χ̇Jy appears as an
additional term in the Hamiltonian. The next unitary
transformation,

Ψ(r) =

1 0 0 0
0 exp(iφ) 0 0
0 0 i
0 0 0 i exp(iφ)

ψ, (9)

where the angle φ describes the rotation about the in-
ternuclear axis, results in a time-dependent equation for
the wave function ψ(t),

i
∂

∂t
ψ(t) = [H− χ̇Jy]ψ(t). (10)

where the new Hamiltonian H reads as:

H = c2
∥∥∥∥12 02
02 −12

∥∥∥∥+ c

∥∥∥∥02 B
B† 02

∥∥∥∥+ c

∥∥∥∥ 02 D
D† 02

∥∥∥∥
+
[
Un(|r − a(t)ez|) + Un(|r + a(t)ez|)

] ∥∥∥∥12 02
02 12

∥∥∥∥ , (11)

and notations 02 and 12 stand for the zero and unit 2×2
matrices, respectively. Using the cylindrical coordinates
ρ, z, and φ as generic coordinates to represent the differ-
ential operators, the 2× 2 matrices B and D in Eq. (11)
can be written as follows:

B =


∂

∂z

∂

∂ρ
+

1

ρ
∂

∂ρ
− ∂

∂z

 , D =

 0 − i

ρ

∂

∂φ
i

ρ

∂

∂φ
0

 . (12)

These matrices are anti-Hermitian:

B† = −B, D† = −D. (13)

The Hamiltonian H in Eq. (11) is real-valued except for
the term with the matrix D. The transformed angular
momentum operator Jy is defined as:

Jy = Ly + Sy, (14)

Ly = Ly −
z

ρ
sinφ

0 0 0 0
0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1

 , (15)

Sy =
i

2
exp(−iφ)

0 0 0 0
1 0 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 1 0



− i

2
exp(iφ)

0 1 0 0
0 0 0 0
0 0 0 1
0 0 0 0

 .

(16)

B. Modified prolate spheroidal coordinates and
time propagation

Prolate spheroidal coordinates are a natural choice
for description of two-center quantum systems. Conven-
tional prolate spheroidal coordinates ξ and η [54] are re-
lated to cylindrical coordinates as follows:

ρ = a
√
(ξ2 − 1)(1− η2), z = aξη

(1 ≤ ξ <∞,−1 ≤ η ≤ 1).
(17)

The angle φ has the same definition in both coordinate
systems. However, conventional prolate spheroidal co-
ordinates are not well suited for numerical calculations
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of close collisions, when the parameter a(t) may become
very small, because the physical volume is determined
by the product aξ, and not by ξ alone. That is why we
use modified prolate spheroidal coordinates for solving
the time-dependent equation (10). Instead of the coor-
dinate ξ, we introduce a new coordinate λ according to
the following definition:

λ = a(ξ − 1), (18)

so the relations between the cylindrical coordinates and
modified prolate spheroidal coordinates read as

ρ =
√
[(λ+ a)2 − a2] [1− η2],

z = (λ+ a)η

(0 ≤ λ <∞,−1 ≤ η ≤ 1).

(19)

In the limit a→ 0, the modified prolate spheroidal coor-
dinates are smoothly transformed into the spherical co-
ordinates r and ϑ: λ→ r, η → cosϑ.
The operators H in Eq. (11) and Jy in Eq. (14) must

be expressed in the modified prolate spheroidal coordi-
nates before solving Eq. (10). Besides that, an additional
scaling term is introduced in the equation since the trans-
formation to the modified prolate spheroidal coordinates
(19) is time-dependent through the parameter a(t):

i
∂ψ(λ, η, φ, t)

∂t
=

[
H− χ̇Jy −

ȧ

a
Sa

]
ψ(λ, η, φ, t). (20)

Expressions of the operators H, Jy, and Sa in the mod-
ified prolate spheroidal coordinates are rather cumber-
some; they are not reproduced here and will be published
elsewhere.

As was argued in Refs. [50–53], the influence of the ro-
tational coupling term −χ̇Jy in TDDE (20) on the total
production of positrons in slow collisions of heavy nu-
clei is negligible. A question if the rotational coupling
and magnetic field of the nuclei have a noticeable effect
on the energy and angular distributions of the positrons
needs further investigation involving large-scale compu-
tations. It may be a subject of future research. In the
present work, we adopt an approximation that neglects
the rotational coupling term −χ̇Jy in TDDE (20), so the
positron angular momentum projection on the internu-
clear axis is conserved.

To solve the TDDE (20), we employ the generalized
pseudospectral (GPS) method in prolate spheroidal coor-
dinates, which was extensively used and discussed previ-
ously [55–57]. Here, we adapt the method for usage with
the modified prolate spheroidal coordinates. To perform
time propagation in Eq. (20), we apply a scheme based
on the Crank–Nicolson algorithm [58],[

1 +
i∆t

2
H̃(t+

1

2
∆t)

]
ψ(t+∆t) =

=

[
1− i∆t

2
H̃(t+

1

2
∆t)

]
ψ(t), (21)

where H̃(t) = H(t) − (ȧ/a)Sa − c2. With the energy
shift of −c2, the onset of the upper positron continuum
is placed at zero energy, thus improving the accuracy of
the Crank–Nicolson scheme for propagation of the free-
positron wave packet. At the end of the propagation pro-
cess, the positron wave function Ψ(r) is projected onto the
upper positron continuum, so the resulting wave packet
Ψ(c) represents only free positrons. This wave packet is
then used to extract the energy and angular distribution
of outgoing positrons.

C. Calculation of positron spectra

To obtain angular-energy distributions of outgoing
positrons after the collision process, we project the free-
positron wave packet Ψ(c) onto the plane waves with the
momentum k. Two such wave functions can be con-
structed, which differ by the spin state of the positron.
We make use of the functions with the fixed spin projec-
tion on the z axis when the positron is at rest [59]:

Ψ(1) =


√
Ek + 2c2

0√
Ek cosϑk√

Ek sinϑk exp(iφk)

 exp [i(k · r)− iEkt]

(2π)3/2
√
2Ek + 2c2

,

(22)

Ψ(2) =


0√

Ek + 2c2 exp(iφk)√
Ek sinϑk

−√
Ek cosϑk exp(iφk)

 exp [i(k · r)− iEkt]

(2π)3/2
√
2Ek + 2c2

.

(23)
Here ϑk, φk are the polar and azimuthal angles of the
momentum k, respectively, and Ek is the kinetic energy
related to the absolute value of the momentum k as

k =
1

c

√
Ek(Ek + 2c2). (24)

The plane waves Ψ(1) and Ψ(2) are normalized to the
delta function in the momentum space, therefore, the
differential pair-production probabilities can be written
as

dP (1)

dEkdΩ
=

1

c3

√
Ek(Ek + 2c2)(Ek + c2)| ⟨Ψ(1)|Ψ(c)⟩ |2,

(25)

dP (2)

dEkdΩ
=

1

c3

√
Ek(Ek + 2c2)(Ek + c2)| ⟨Ψ(2)|Ψ(c)⟩ |2.

(26)
The positron spin projection on the z axis is conserved
in the rest frame of reference but does not have much
sense in the laboratory frame where the positron moves.
Thus only the sum of the differential probabilities (25)
and (26) is meaningful:

dP

dEkdΩ
=

dP (1)

dEkdΩ
+

dP (2)

dEkdΩ
. (27)
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It provides a distribution of outgoing positrons over en-
ergies and angles.

The distribution given by Eq. (27) is approximate.
Strictly speaking, not plane waves but continuum states
of the positron in the Coulomb field of the two nuclei
should be used to calculate the energy and angular dis-
tributions. Construction of such functions with correct
asymptotic behavior at large distances is a tough prob-
lem. On the other hand, the distribution is calculated
after the collision, when the outgoing wave packet Ψ(c)

is already far away from the nuclei. In this situation,
the differential probability (27) is expected to be a good
approximation. We estimate an inaccuracy in the en-
ergy distributions at the level of 10 keV. This is well ac-
ceptable since the scale of the energy spectrum is about
500 keV.

III. RESULTS

The calculations have been performed for slow colli-
sions of two identical bare nuclei with the charge numbers
Z = 83, Z = 87, Z = 92, and Z = 96 (Z = Z1 = Z2).
The motion of the nuclei is described within the classical
mechanics; the law of motion and trajectories are given
by the well-known solutions of the Rutherford scatter-
ing problem. The positron wave functions are obtained
by solving TDDE as described in Sec. II. For the nu-
clear charge distribution, we employ the Fermi model
[60], which is widely used and considered reliable [61–
63]; the root-mean-square radii of the nuclei are taken
from the tables [64].

The main contribution to the positron production is
expected from those discrete vacuum positron states,
whose energy levels are shifted close to the onset of the
upper positron continuum as the nuclei approach each
other (or even enter this continuum, thus becoming su-
percritical resonances). Therefore we propagate the dis-
crete quasimolecular states, which can be labeled 1s1/2,
2p1/2, 2s1/2, 3p1/2, 3s1/2 in the united atom limit, when
the internuclear separation vanishes. In Fig. 2, we show
the energies of these states vs the internuclear distance
for Z = 92; for the other nuclear charge numbers used in
the calculations, the pattern of the energy levels is sim-
ilar. As one can see, transitions to the upper positron
continuum must be dominated by the 1s1/2, 2p1/2, and
2s1/2 states, which come most closely to the onset of the
upper continuum at small internuclear separations (the
1s1/2 energy level eventually crosses into the upper con-
tinuum at R ≈ 35 fm). However, there is an avoided
crossing between the 2s1/2 and 3s1/2 adiabatic curves at
R = 3.2/Z a.u., and the adiabatic quasimolecular state
labeled as 3s1/2 may have a significant contribution to
the positron production as well. Therefore all five dis-
crete positron quasimolecular states mentioned above are
included in the time propagation.

The initial and finial internuclear separations in the
time propagation are taken at Rmax = 5.5/Z a.u. At

0 1 2 3 4 5 6
Scaled internuclear distance ZR (a.u.)

−3.6
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Figure 2. Energies of positron quasimolecular discrete vac-
uum states for Z = 92 lying most closely to the upper positron
continuum vs internuclear distance. Zero energy is at the on-
set of the upper positron continuum. The states are labeled
by quantum numbers in the united atom limit.

such large internuclear distances, the quasimolecular
states under consideration are already close to the sep-
arate atoms limit. Avoided crossings between the cor-
responding adiabatic curves are located at smaller in-
ternuclear separations, so possible nonadiabatic transi-
tions, which may affect the positron creation process, are
taken into account during the time propagation. Follow-
ing Refs. [43, 44], we consider nuclear trajectories cor-
responding to the same smallest internuclear separation
Rmin, which is set to 17.5 fm in all cases. At this Rmin,
the 1s1/2 positron energy level is deeply in the supercrit-
ical regime for Z = 96 and Z = 92 while it remains in
the subcritical regime for Z = 87 and Z = 83. The 2p1/2
level briefly enters the upper positron continuum in the
vicinity of Rmin for Z = 96. The other energy levels do
not reach the onset of the upper positron continuum for
all Z used in the calculations. The numerical parameters
of the calculations are as follows. The number of time-
propagation steps is 4096; the spatial grid has 384 points
for the pseudoradial coordinate λ and 16 points for the
pseudoangular coordinate η. The radial box size is equal
to 60/Z a.u.

A. Total positron creation probabilities

The nuclear trajectories corresponding to different im-
pact parameters differ by the scaled collision energy ε.
The latter is defined as a ratio of the projectile energy E
in the frame where the target is initially at rest, for the
trajectory under consideration, and the energy E0 corre-
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Figure 3. Energy spectra of positrons for symmetric collisions of nuclei with Z = 83, 87, 92, 96 and ε = 1.0, 1.1, 1.2, 1.3 at
Rmin = 17.5 fm.

Table I. Total positron creation probabilities in collisions of
two identical nuclei with Rmin = 17.5 fm; a – present results,
b – Ref. [44].

Nucleus Scaled collision energy

charge ε = 1.0 ε = 1.1 ε = 1.2 ε = 1.3

Z = 83a 3.88× 10−4 4.39× 10−4 4.83× 10−4 5.24× 10−4

Z = 87a 1.88× 10−3 1.99× 10−3 2.08× 10−3 2.16× 10−3

Z = 92a 1.13× 10−2 1.12× 10−2 1.11× 10−2 1.10× 10−2

Z = 92b 1.20× 10−2 1.20× 10−2 1.20× 10−2 1.20× 10−2

Z = 96a 4.12× 10−2 3.90× 10−2 3.73× 10−2 3.59× 10−2

Z = 96b 4.26× 10−2 4.07× 10−2 3.93× 10−2 3.81× 10−2

sponding to the head-on collision with the same Rmin:

ε =
E

E0
. (28)

Since the projectile energies E for collisions with fixed
Rmin and non-zero impact parameters are greater than
E0, the scaled collision energy ε satisfies the inequality

ε ≥ 1. (29)

In Table I, we list the total positron creation probabili-
ties in collisions with various nuclear charges and scaled

collision energies. The total probabilities are calculated
as a sum of contributions from the discrete quasimolec-
ular states 1s1/2, 2p1/2, 2s1/2, 3p1/2, and 3s1/2. As one
can see, our results are in good agreement with those of
Popov et al. [44] for Z = 92 and Z = 96, where the data
for comparison are available. The data of Ref. [44] were
obtained beyond the monopole approximation using a
one-center expansion of the nuclear potential over spher-
ical harmonics. Generally, the positron creation proba-
bilities in Ref. [44] are slightly larger than the present
results, because they include transitions to the upper
positron continuum from a larger number of positron vac-
uum discrete states as well as from the lower continuum.
As one can see in Table I, for subcritical systems with
Z = 83 and Z = 87, the total positron creation prob-
abilities increase with increasing the scaled collision en-
ergy ε. This is well understood since the mechanism of
positron creation in these systems is dynamical. A higher
collision energy, hence a higher projectile velocity, favors
transitions when an energy gap exists between the ini-
tial and final states. For the supercritical system with
Z = 96, the picture is totally different. In the super-
critical regime, there is no energy gap between the initial
and final positron states; transitions may occur with non-
zero rate even at zero projectile velocity, and actually a
lower collision energy favors positron creation, since the
smaller the projectile velocity, the larger the time spent
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by the system in the supercritical regime, which results in
a larger positron creation probability. The system with
Z = 92 thus represents an intermediate case: the total
positron creation probabilities change only slightly with
increasing the scaled collision energy ε. Our data indicate
a weak increase of the total positron-creation probabil-
ity at ε → 1 while in Ref. [44] it is close to a constant.
The explanation can be as follows. For the collisions un-
der consideration in the system with Z = 92, the positron
creation from the 1s1/2 state definitely has a large contri-
bution from the spontaneous mechanism, since this quasi-
molecular state enters the upper positron continuum at
R ≈ 35 fm. Positron creation from the other vacuum
positron states, however, is due to the dynamical mecha-
nism. We retain only five positron vacuum states in the
calculations, and the total probability is still dominated
by the spontaneous contribution from the 1s1/2 state.
Adding more vacuum states with the dynamical positron
creation mechanism may slightly change the situation, as
can be seen in the data of Ref. [44].

B. Angle-integrated energy distributions of
outgoing positrons

The energy spectra of outgoing positrons are obtained
by integration of Eq. (27) over the emission angles. The
energy spectra can be a more sensitive tool in detect-
ing the spontaneous mechanism of the positron creation,
compared with the total positron creation probabilities.
A signature of the transition to the supercritical regime
revealed in Refs. [43, 44] concerns the maximum in the
energy distribution of emitted positrons. It was shown
within the monopole approximation [43] and beyond [44]
that in the subcritical regime (2Z < Zcr) the maximum
in the energy distribution increases with increasing ε,
whereas in the supercritical regime (2Z > Zcr) the ten-
dency is reversed, and the maximum in the energy dis-
tribution decreases with increasing ε. Both the methods
[43] and [44] are based on a one-center representation
of the positron wave functions, however. In the present
work we examine the positron energy spectra obtained
within a more realistic two-center description of the sys-
tems under consideration.

In Fig. 3, the positron energy spectra are presented for
collisions of two identical nuclei with the charge numbers
Z = 83, 87, 92, 96 and scaled energies ε = 1.0, 1.1, 1.2,
1.3. In the subcritical system, Z = 83, the largest differ-
ential probability at the maximum of the distribution cor-
responds to ε = 1.3; it gradually decreases as the scaled
collision energy changes from 1.3 to 1.0. For Z = 87, the
differential probability at the maximum of the distribu-
tion does not change as the scaled collision energy varies.
Finally, in the supercritical systems with Z = 92 and
Z = 96, where the total charge of the nuclei exceeds the
critical value Zcr ≈ 175 for Rmin = 17.5 fm, the largest
differential probability at the maximum of the distribu-
tion corresponds to ε = 1.0 and gradually decreases as

Figure 4. Pseudocolor plot of differential probabilities (27)
corresponding to the emitted positron momentum projections
kz and kx in the collision plane. Symmetric collision with
Z = 83, Rmin = 17.5 fm, and ε = 1.0, 1.1, 1.2, 1.3. The color
scale is linear.

Figure 5. Pseudocolor plot of differential probabilities (27)
corresponding to the emitted positron momentum projections
kz and kx in the collision plane. Symmetric collision with
Z = 92, Rmin = 17.5 fm, and ε = 1.0, 1.1, 1.2, 1.3. The color
scale is linear.

ε varies from 1.0 to 1.3. These observations agree well
with the previous results [43, 44] obtained within the
one-center approach. They also follow the trend seen
in Table I for the total positron creation probabilities.
A criterion based on the analysis of the positron energy
spectra in the vicinity of the maximum of the energy dis-
tribution, however, seems to be more obvious. This can
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be explained as follows. Positrons created by the sponta-
neous mechanism cannot have their energies larger than
the highest position of the supercritical resonance in the
upper positron continuum during the collision. For the
parameters used in the present calculations, this value
does not exceed 550 keV for Z = 96 and 300 keV for
Z = 92 but should be increased due to the resonance
width. Therefore a broad tail of the positron energy spec-
trum is almost entirely due to the dynamical mechanism.
For Z = 92, the share of dynamically created positrons
is large and masks the spontaneously created positrons
in the total probabilities. On the other hand, when an
analysis is performed on the differential probabilities in
the vicinity of the maximum only, where the contribution
of spontaneously created positrons is considerable, it re-
veals the supercritical regime of the positron production.
For Z = 96, the spontaneous mechanism dominates both
the differential probability near the maximum and the
total probability.

C. Energy and angular distributions of outgoing
positrons

Energy–angle distributions of outgoing positrons are
presented in Figs. 4 and 5 for collisions in the systems
with Z = 83 and Z = 92, respectively, for the scaled
collision energies ε equal to 1.0, 1.1, 1.2, and 1.3. Shown
are the differential probabilities (27) in the collision plane
z − x corresponding to the positron momentum projec-
tions kz and kx, which are related to the positron kinetic
energy and emission angles as follows:

Ek = c2

[√
1 +

k2z + k2x
c2

− 1

]
,

ϑk = arccos

(
kz

k2z + k2x

)
,

φk = 0 (kx > 0) or φk = π (kx < 0).

(30)

Two main observations can be drawn from Figs. 4 and
5. First, clearly the distributions do not exhibit any con-
siderable anisotropy in both subcritical and supercritical
regimes. Actually, they are nearly spherically symmetric
for all the nuclear charges Z and scaled energies ε used in
the calculations. This is understandable since creation of
the electron-positron pairs mainly occurs on very short
internuclear separations where the shape of the quasi-
molecule is close to the united atom with the spherical
symmetry. Second, the same signature of transition from
the subcritical regime to the supercritical regime as in
the energy spectra can be seen in the energy–angle dis-
tributions. For Z = 83 (Fig. 4), with increasing ε, the
bright ring corresponding to the maximum in the energy
spectrum becomes even brighter, that is the differential
probability at the maximum increases with increasing ε.
On the contrary, for Z = 92 (Fig. 5), the bright ring
corresponding to the maximum in the energy spectrum
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Figure 6. Energy spectra of emitted positrons for head-on
symmetric collisions of nuclei with Z = 83 at Rmin = 17.5 fm
for the angle θ = 0◦, 45◦ and 90◦ between the z-axis in the
initial reference frame and the observation direction.
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Figure 7. Energy spectra of emitted positrons for head-on
symmetric collisions of nuclei with Z = 96 at Rmin = 17.5 fm
for the angle θ = 0◦, 45◦ and 90◦ between the z-axis in the
initial reference frame and the observation direction.

becomes dimmer as ε increases, that is the differential
probability at the maximum decreases.
An anisotropy in the distributions of outgoing

positrons, although very small, still can be detected in
our calculations. It is better seen in the angle-resolved
energy spectra, presented for the positron emission an-
gles θk = 0◦, θk = 45◦, and θk = 90◦ in Figs. 6 and 7
for symmetric head-on collisions (ε = 1) with Z = 83
and Z = 96, respectively. It appears that the distribu-
tions are more anisotropic in the subcritical regime. For
Z = 83, the maximum of the distribution in Fig. 6 is
highest at θ = 0◦ and lowest at θ = 90◦. The relative
anisotropy parameter can be defined as a difference of
these two values divided by the value at θ = 0◦. For
Z = 83, it is equal to 0.02. The anisotropy is much less
pronounced for Z = 96 in Fig. 7, the relative anisotropy
parameter in this case is equal to 0.005. A possible cause
for this difference can be as follows. For collisions with
2Z < Zcr in the subcritical regime, the spontaneous chan-
nel is closed and all positrons are created through the
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dynamic mechanism. Dynamic pair creation occurs on
larger internuclear distances as well, where the two-center
geometry of the quasimolecule is well shaped and can af-
fect the angular distributions of outgoing positrons. In
contrast, for collisions with 2Z > Zcr, the spontaneous
channel is open if the internuclear distance is less than
the critical value. The larger the nuclear charge Z in the
supercritical regime, the more significant the contribu-
tion of the spontaneous mechanism. Since the sponta-
neous vacuum decay occurs when the nuclei are in close
proximity to each other (for Z = 96, the critical internu-
clear distance is 52 fm), the quasimolecule is close to the
united atom limit, and angular distributions of outgoing
positrons are almost isotropic. In this respect, we should
note that our calculations do not confirm a prediction
of considerable anisotropy in the angular distributions of
positrons [20], which was based on an analytical semi-
classical approach.

IV. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have studied electron-positron pair
production in slow collisions of two identical heavy nuclei.
Our theoretical approach is based on the time-dependent
Dirac equation for a positron moving in the field of two
nuclei. This approach is essentially two-center and be-
yond the monopole approximation. The computations
are done with the help of the generalized pseudospec-
tral method in modified prolate spheroidal coordinates,
which provides an accurate and reliable treatment of two-
center quantum systems up to very small distances be-
tween the centers. We have calculated the total positron

creation probabilities as well as distributions of the out-
going positrons with respect to the energy and emission
angles. The distributions are calculated by projecting
the wave packet of outgoing positrons onto the plane
waves in the spatial region far from the nuclei, so the
influence of the Coulomb field from the nuclei is negligi-
ble, and plane-wave approximation for the final positron
states is well justified. The results are obtained for both
subcritical and supercritical collisions, when a channel
of spontaneous positron creation opens. The signatures
of transition to the supercritical regime, which were pre-
viously revealed in the angle-integrated energy spectra
of positrons [43, 44], have been confirmed in the angle-
resolved distributions. The angular distributions of out-
going positrons appear almost isotropic, and this is not
surprising since the positron creation occurs mostly at
very short internuclear distances where the quasimolecule
is close to the united atom limit with the spherical sym-
metry. We should note, however, that when solving the
time-dependent Dirac equation in the rotating frame of
reference, we have neglected the rotational coupling term.
Previously it was discussed in the literature that the in-
fluence of this term on the total probabilities of positron
creation in slow collisions is negligible. A question how
the rotational coupling affects the energy and angular
distributions of outgoing positrons remains open and re-
quires further research.
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