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Non-adiabatic dynamics in collisions of sodium
and chlorine atoms and their ions

Martina Šimsová née Zámečnı́ková, a Magnus Gustafsson a and
Pavel Soldán *b

Collisions of sodium and chlorine atoms and of their ions are studied within the diabatic two-state

picture at energies below and above the ionic threshold with focus on the processes of radiative

association, chemiionisation, and mutual neutralisation. The radiative-association cross sections as

functions of collision energy are calculated up to 4.6 eV in the case of neutral atoms and up to 3.12 eV

in the case of ions. The non-radiative charge-exchange cross sections as functions of collision energy

are calculated up to 12 eV for chemiionisation and up to 10.52 eV for mutual neutralisation. The

corresponding radiative-association rate coefficients are then determined up to 5300 K for the radiative

association of neutral atoms and non-radiative charge-exchange and up to 3615 K for the radiative

association of ions. Contribution of many Fano–Feshbach-type resonances is included to the rate

coefficient of neutral-atom radiative association. The chemiionisation rate coefficients were calculated

from 1000 K to 5300 K. The process of mutual neutralisation exhibits the largest cross sections and also

the largest rate coefficients with values around 10�9 cm3 s�1 at all calculated temperatures, 120–5300 K.

1 Introduction

The alkali-metal halides are prototype systems for studies of
non-adiabatic dynamics. They were the subject of many
theoretical and experimental studies mainly focusing on non-
radiative charge transfer, i.e. on the chemiionisation and
mutual neutralisation.1–9 Recently, Gustafsson10 and Šimsová-
Zámečnı́ková et al.11 showed that the non-adiabatic dynamics
has a profound effect on the radiative association of sodium
atoms (Na) with chlorine atoms (Cl), where the differences in
the calculated cross section, and consequently also in the
calculated rate coefficient, were in orders of magnitude.

This fully quantum dynamical study is devoted solely to the
collisions between the sodium and chlorine atoms (or their ions)
and has stemmed from astrophysical motivation. Being the first
molecular bearer of a sodium atom detected in space,12,13 the
gas-phase NaCl molecules have been observed in various space
environments. These observations are usually associated with
stars in their final evolution stage (carbon-rich or oxygen-rich
stars), where NaCl molecules briefly exist in the inner layers of
expanding circumstellar shells12,14–18 before being eventually
condensed onto dust grains. Recently, however, the gas-phase
NaCl was also detected above the protostellar oxygen-rich disk

around a massive accreting young star,19 which was its first
observation not related to evolved stars. Charge transfer and
radiative association can play significant roles in the interstellar
medium and related environments; the corresponding
temperature-dependent rate coefficients are part of the input
data for various interstellar-environment models.

Key information about a quantum system is contained in its
wavefunctions. Thus, the goal of fully quantum dynamical
calculations is to determine these wavefunctions as accurately
as possible. When molecular systems exhibit non-adiabatic
couplings between electronic states, then these need to be
taken into account, which leads to sets of coupled Schrödinger
equations. And when the non-adiabatic effects are strong, the
wavefunctions obtained by solving these coupled equations
differ significantly from the wavefunctions calculated just from
uncoupled Born–Oppenheimer curves/surfaces, affecting thus
the calculated quantities even for seemingly ‘uncoupled’ pro-
blems, such as determining the cross sections for radiative
association. On the other hand, the quantum dynamics for-
mulation of non-radiative charge transfer is only possible as a
‘coupled’ problem.

We have decided to revisit the charge transfer between Na
and Cl (or Na+ and Cl�) and radiative association of Na and Cl
making use of the state-of-the-art ab initio results of Giese and
York,20 which provided data for the two-state formulation in
both the adiabatic and diabatic representations. The purpose of
this study is thus twofold: first, to determine the cross sections
for radiative associations
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1S+[Na(2S) + Cl(2P)] - NaCl(1S+) + h�o, (1)

1S+[Na+(1S) + Cl�(1S)] - NaCl(1S+) + h�o, (2)

A1P[Na(2S) + Cl(2P)] - NaCl(X1S+) + h�o (3)

at higher energies so that the temperature range for radiative
association could be extended up to 5300 K (Gustafsson10 and
Šimsová-Zámečnı́ková et al.11 calculated the rate coefficients for
radiative-association processes (1) and (3) up to 750 K). Secondly,
for this temperature range to determine the rate coefficients for
chemiionisation and mutual neutralisation

1S+[Na(2S) + Cl(2P)] - 1S+[Na+(1S) + Cl�(1S)], (4)

1S+[Na+(1S) + Cl�(1S)] - 1S+[Na(2S) + Cl(2P)]. (5)

Within the adiabatic picture NaCl exhibits a long-range
avoided crossing between the lowest two 1S+ adiabatic molecular
states, where the ionic and covalent configurations are inter-
changed. Then the covalent configuration dissociates to Na(2S) +
Cl(2P) and the ionic configuration dissociates to energetically
higher Na+(1S) + Cl�(1S) by 1.4845 eV. Consequently, the corres-
ponding off-diagonal coupling element has a sharp peak in the
vicinity of the avoided crossing. Within the diabatic picture, mostly
used for dynamical calculations, the ionic state crosses the covalent
state and the corresponding coupling element is non-zero.

2 Methods
2.1 Non-adiabatic dynamics

The theory for the non-adiabatic dynamics employed here was
described in detail by Gustafsson10 and Šimsová-Zámečnı́ková
et al.11 and is based on the work of Tchang-Brillet et al.21 and
Cooper et al.9

In this approach, the Schrödinger equation for continuum
states has the form of two coupled differential equations

d2

dR2
� JðJ þ 1Þ

R2
1þ 2m

�h2
E11�UðRÞ½ �

� �
WðR;E1; JÞ ¼ 0; (6)

where J is the total angular quantum momentum, 1 is a two-
dimensional unit matrix, E1 4 0 is the collision energy with
respect to the neutral dissociation limit Na(2S) + Cl(2P).

UðRÞ ¼
U1ðRÞ U12ðRÞ

U21ðRÞ U2ðRÞ

 !
(7)

is a two-dimensional potential matrix, where U1(R) and U2(R)
are potential energy curves of the atomic and ionic electronic
states in the diabatic representation, respectively, and U21(R) =
U12(R) is the diabatic coupling matrix element. The continuum
state is represented by a column vector, W(R,E1,J), with the
components c1(R,E1,J) and c2(R,E1,J).

The Schrödinger eqn (6) is solved with the asymptotic
boundary conditions

c1ðR;E1; JÞ � �i
ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi

m
2p�h2k1

r
e�i k1R�Jp=2ð Þ � SJ

11ðE1Þei k1R�Jp=2ð Þ
h i

(8)

for the first component of the column vector w(R,E1,J), where
k1 ¼

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
2mE1

p
=�h and SJ

11(E1) is a scattering matrix (S-matrix)
element. The boundary condition for the second component
varies depending on which process is studied and will be thus
specified later.

The coupled Schrödinger equations (6) are solved making
use of the close coupling code COUPLE written by Mies,
Julienne and Sando (F. H. Mies et al. 1993, priv. comm.).

2.2 Chemiionisation and mutual neutralisation

Chemiionisation and mutual neutralisation are non-radiative
continuum–continuum processes. For their treatment we
adopted the approach of Cooper et al.9 The spin–orbit splitting
of the chlorine 2P atomic state22,23 (0.10939764 eV) is taken into
account by the corresponding distance-independent splitting of
the diabatic interaction energies U1(R) distinguishing thus the
dissociation limits Na(2S) + Cl(2P3/2) and Na(2S) + Cl(2P1/2).

The initial and final continuum states for the chemiionisation
are supported by U1(R) and U2(R), respectively, and vice versa
for the mutual neutralisation. Let us denote DE = U2(R - N) �
U1(R - N) = 1.4845 eV the energy difference between the ionic
and neutral dissociation limits. Apparently, the chemiionisation
can occur only when E1 4 DE because for E1 o DE the ionic
dissociation channel is closed. It is reasonable to introduce the
collision energy E2 for the reverse process, i.e. for the mutual
neutralisation, relative to the ionic dissociation limit Na+(1S) +
Cl�(1S). Then E1 and E2 are related by

E2 = E1 � DE. (9)

Obviously, the mutual neutralisation is possible for all E2 4 0.
The Schrödinger eqn (6) is solved with the asymptotic boundary
conditions (8) and

c2ðR;E1; JÞ � i

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
m

2p�h2k2

r
SJ
12ðE1Þe

i k2Rþ
me2

4pe0�h2k2
ln 2k2Rð ÞþZJ�Jp=2

� �" #

(10)

for the second component of the column vector W(R,E1, J),
where k2 ¼

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
2mE2

p
=�h, ZJ is the Coulomb phase shift, and SJ

12

(E1) is the S-matrix element.24

The chemiionisation cross section at initial energy E1 is
given by

s12ðE1Þ ¼
p
k12

p1
X
J

2J þ 1ð Þ SJ
12ðE1Þ

�� ��2; (11)

where p1 is the corresponding statistical weight, i.e. the prob-
ability of approach of neutral atoms on the 1S+ manifold.
Because we want to distinguish between the spin–orbit compo-
nents 2P3/2 and 2P1/2 of Cl(2P), the corresponding statistical
weights are p1 = 1/8 and p1 = 1/4, respectively.

The cross section for the mutual neutralisation can be
expressed as

s21ðE2Þ ¼
p2k1

2

p1k22
s12ðE1Þ; (12)

where p2 is the probability of approach of ions on the 1S+
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manifold. Obviously, p2 = 1 because only one molecular state
correlates with the lowest ionic dissociation limit and it
belongs to the 1S+ symmetry.

2.3 Radiative association

Radiative association is a transition process from a continuum
state to a lower lying bound state while emitting a photon. The
radiative association cross sections25 can be expressed as

sðEÞ ¼ 1

4pe0

8

3

X
J;v0 ;J 0

p2

k2
p

o
c

� �3
HJ!J 0 MJ;v0;J 0 ðEÞ

�� ��2; (13)

where e0 denotes the vacuum permittivity, J,J0 denote the
rotational quantum numbers of the initial and final states,
respectively, v0 is the vibrational quantum number of the final
bound state, k ¼

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
2mE
p

=�h, o is the angular frequency of an
emitted photon, c is the speed of light, HJ!J 0 are the Hönl–
London factors, and MJ;v0 ;J 0 ðEÞ is the dipole-moment matrix
element between the wavefunction of the initial continuum
state and the wavefunction of the final bound state. Because in
this case we do not distinguish between the spin–orbit states of
Cl, the statistical weights are p = 1/12 for process (1), p = 1 for
process (2), and p = 1/6 for process (3).

For process (1), E = E1, k = k1 and

MJ;v0;J 0 ðE1Þ ¼
ð1
0

cv0 ;J 0 ðRÞD2ðRÞc2ðR;E1; JÞdR: (14)

For process (2), E = E2, k = k2 and

MJ;v0;J 0 ðE2Þ ¼
ð1
0

cv0 ;J 0 ðRÞD2ðRÞc2ðR;E1; JÞdR: (15)

Eqn (14) and (15) are formulae of the dipole-moment matrix
element between the ionic-channel component c2(R,E1,J) and
the wavefunction of the final rotational–vibrational bound state
cv0;J 0 ðRÞ supported by U2(R). The Schrödinger eqn (6) is solved

with the asymptotic boundary conditions (8) and c2(R -

N,E1,J) - 0 for E1 o DE, while for E1 4 DE it is solved with
the asymptotic boundary condition (10). Target bound states
cv0;J 0 ðRÞ are obtained by standard single-channel calculation

with boundary condition cv0;J 0 ðR!1Þ ! 0. For both the pro-

cesses the only non-zero Hönl–London factors are HJ-J+1 = J + 1
and HJ-J�1 = J.

For process (3), E = E1, k = k1 and

MJ;v0 ;J 0 ðE1Þ ¼
ð1
0

cv0 ;J 0 ðRÞDAXðRÞcAðR;E1; JÞdR; (16)

is the transition dipole-moment matrix element between the
initial, single channel,26 continuum state cA(R,E1,J) supported
by the A1P potential and final rotational–vibrational state
cv0;J 0 ðRÞ supported by the X1S+ potential. The only non-zero

Hönl–London factors for this process are HJ-J+1 = J/2, HJ-J =
(2J + 1)/2, and HJ-J�1 = (J + 1)/2.

2.4 Thermal rate coefficients

Rate coefficients, which are of interest in reaction networks,
can be expressed at temperature T as

aðTÞ ¼

ffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffiffi
8

mp
1

kBT

� 	3
s ð1

0

EsðEÞ exp � E

kBT

� 	
dE; (17)

where E is the corresponding collision energy, m is the reduced
mass of 23Na35Cl, kB is the Boltzmann constant, and s(E) is the
cross section of a specific process. In astrochemical databases,
rate coefficients are presented by the Kooij function

f ðTÞ ¼ A
T

300

� 	B

exp �C
T

� 	
(18)

with the fitting parameters A, B, and C.
In the case of radiative association, one is often interested in

the total rate coefficient for formation of a molecule, given specific
reactants. That can be obtained as a sum of eqn (17) over
individual processes in the corresponding collision channel.

2.5 Ab initio data

The ab initio data are taken from Giese and York20 and Zeiri
and Balint-Kurti.27 The CBS�MIX extrapolated data20 were used
here for the non-adiabatic dynamics calculations.

Diabatic potential energy curves of the two lowest 1S+

electronic states are illustrated in top-left panel of Fig. 1
together with the corresponding diabatic coupling element.
The dipole-moment function D2(R) needed for processes (1)
and (2) is illustrated in the bottom-left panel of Fig. 1. Born–
Oppenheimer potential energy curves of the X1S+ and A1P
electronic states are illustrated in the top-right panel of
Fig. 1. The transition dipole-moment function for process (3)
is depicted in the bottom-right panel.

3 Results and discussion
3.1 Chemiionisation and mutual neutralisation

The chemiionisation and mutual neutralisation cross sections
have been calculated with distinguished spin–orbit states of
Cl(2P), 2P1/2 and 2P3/2.

The cross sections for mutual neutralisation are illustrated
in the top-right panel of Fig. 2. The cross section values are
larger for the target continuum Na(2S) + Cl(2P3/2) states by
around one order of magnitude than the Na(2S) + Cl(2P1/2) cross
sections. Both the cross sections exhibit sharp decrease with
increasing collision energy.

The cross sections for chemiionisation are illustrated in the
bottom-right panel of Fig. 2. Both the chemiionisation cross
sections slowly decrease with increasing collision energy. The
chemiionisation for the initial Na(2S) + Cl(2P3/2) states has
larger values than for the initial Na(2S) + Cl(2P1/2) states: at
collision energy 1.485 eV the difference is 3.37 a0

2 and at
10.52 eV the difference is 1.36 a0

2.
The mutual-neutralisation cross sections are larger than

the chemiionisation cross sections, and both of them show
curly character. This curly character can be seen also in other
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mutual-neutralisation studies.28,29 Mutual neutralisation typically
has considerably larger values at lower energies than chemiioni-
sation. Both of them decrease with increasing energy and tend to
approach each other at larger energies.7

The rate coefficients for chemiionisation and mutual neu-
tralisation are illustrated in Fig. 3. The chemiionisation rate
coefficients were calculated from 1000 K to 5300 K, while the
mutual-neutralisation rate coefficients were calculated from
120 K to 5300 K. The chemiionisation rate coefficients are zero
at low temperatures as the channel stays closed up to 1.4845 eV.
For both the processes, the rate-coefficient values are larger
when starting in the continuum of the P3/2 state. The mutual-
neutralisation rate coefficient slowly decreases with increasing
temperature, while the chemiionisation rate coefficient
increases with increasing temperature.

Wang et al.8 measured one absolute value of the chemiionisa-
tion cross section from the initial continuum Na(2S) + Cl(2P3/2)
state at E1 = 4.4845 eV and obtained sexp(E1) = 1.68+0.57

�0.50 a0
2 (see

bottom-right panel of Fig. 2), which is lower by 44% than our
calculated value scalc(E1) = 3.00 a0

2. Simple scaling of the diabatic
coupling element aU12(R) lead to the reproduction of the experi-
mental value for a = 0.75. Because we could not find any
more experimental chemiionisation data, we have not tried any

more-sophisticated methods of morphing the diabatic-potential
matrix elements.

The rate coefficients for the chemiionisation and mutual
neutralisation with distinguished isotopes Cl(2P3/2) and Cl(2P1/2)
were fitted to the Kooij function, eqn (18). The fitting parameters
are summarised in Table 1. The maximum relative error was
kept below 0.0007.

3.2 Radiative association

The cross section for process (1) is illustrated in the bottom-left
panel of Fig. 2, where the cross section is shown from 0.03 eV to
4.6 eV (up to 0.8 eV, the cross section is taken from ref. 11).
With increasing collision energy, resonances occur on the
cross-section function more frequently until they cease around
the threshold 1.4845 eV where the ionic channel opens. The
background contribution begins to decrease around 0.7 eV
(at E1 = 4.6 eV the cross section is 9.37 � 10�6 a0

2). Because of
huge number of overlapping resonances, it is not possible to use
the approach, where the background and resonance contribu-
tions are calculated separately,30,31 thus it is difficult to see
where precisely the background contribution reaches maximum.

Fig. 4 shows a partial cross section for J = 240 at collision
energies E1 between 1.3 eV and 1.31 eV in the left panel and

Fig. 1 Top-left: The potential energy curves of two lowest 1S+ diabatic electronic states of NaCl and the diabatic coupling between them.20 Bottom-left:
The dipole-moment function for the diabatic ionic state.20 Top-right: The Born–Oppenheimer potential energy curves for the A1P and X1S+ states.20,27

Bottom-right: The transition dipole-moment function for the A1P - X1S+ transitions.27
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1.4 eV and 1.41 eV in the right panel. This partial wave is one of
the most contributing at these collision energies. The number
of resonances per energy unit increases with increasing energy.
The resonances have clearly asymmetrical shapes with the dips
being the evidence of destructive interference, thus they are of
the Fano–Feshbach type.32,33

The cross section of process (2) as a function of collision
energy E = E2 is illustrated in the top-left panel of Fig. 2. At the
beginning of the energy scale, the cross section is roughly equal
to 3.5 � 10�3 a0

2. The cross section decreases with increasing
energy over the entire energy range. At low collision energies, the
cross-section values are larger than for the two studied radiative-
association processes in the collisions of the neutral atoms.

The cross-section values for process (3) are illustrated for
collision energy E = E1 from 0.03 eV to 4.6 eV in the bottom-left
panel of Fig. 2. The continuum of the A1P state does not
support any orbiting resonances. Its background contribution
increases with increasing collision energy up to around E1 =
3.1 eV, after which its values begin to decrease. Around E1 =
3.79 eV, the cross-section values start to be larger than the non-
adiabatically calculated cross sections for the 1S+ - 1S+

process (1) in collisions of the neutral atoms.

Fig. 2 Top row: Cross sections for processes starting in the ionic continuum (collision energy E = E2); left: radiative-association cross sections of
process (2); right: mutual-neutralisation cross sections for both the target continuum Na(2S) + Cl(2P3/2) and Na(2S) + Cl(2P1/2) states. Bottom row: Cross
sections for processes starting in the neutral continuum (collision energy E = E1); left: radiative-association cross sections for processes (1) and (3)
(the cross-section values up to E1 = 0.8 eV for processes (1) and (3) are taken from Šimsová-Zámecnı́ková et al.11); right: chemiionisation cross sections
for both the initial continuum Na(2S) + Cl(2P3/2) and Na(2S) + Cl(2P1/2) states. The only measured cross-section value for chemiionisation is taken from
Wang et al.8

Fig. 3 Rate coefficients for studied processes: for mutual neutralisation
(MN), chemiionisation (ChI), and radiative association (RA). aRA

tot is a total rate
coefficient for formation of NaCl by radiative association of neutral atoms
(by summing over processes (1) and (3)). The results for radiative associa-
tion of the neutral atoms up to 750 K are taken from Šimsová-
Zámecnı́ková et al.11
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The total rate coefficient and the individual radiative-
association rate coefficients for the colliding neutral atoms
were calculated from 750 K to 5300 K and are illustrated in
Fig. 3. For completeness, the results from 80 K to 750 K, taken
from Šimsová-Zámečnı́ková et al.,11 are also shown in the
figure. The values of individual rate coefficients increase with
increasing temperature. Naturally, the total rate coefficient has
the same character. The 1S+ - 1S+ process dominates the
formation of NaCl and contributes to the total rate coefficient
the most. The A1P - X1S+ process’s contribution is negligible
at low temperatures up to around 200 K.

The rate coefficient for radiative association of the ions is
also illustrated in Fig. 3. It was calculated for temperatures
from 80 K to 3615 K, for which it decreases. Up to around 500 K,

the values are larger than those of the total rate coefficient for
radiative association of the neutral atoms.

The total rate coefficient for radiative association of Na(2S) +
Cl(2P) and rate coefficient for radiative association of Na+(1S) +
Cl�(1S) are fitted to the Kooij function, eqn (18). Table 1
summarises the fitting parameters. Similarly as for chemiioni-
sation and mutual neutralisation, the maximum relative error
was kept below 0.0007.

At all studied temperatures, the rate coefficient for the
mutual neutralisation has larger values than the rate coefficient
for the radiative association for ions. This means that the most
of ions ‘prefer’ the non-radiative charge exchange to radiative
association at these temperatures.

4 Conclusions

In this work we have studied how the non-adiabatic coupling
between the ionic and atomic states of Na and Cl in the 1S+

symmetry affects various collisional processes at energies below
and above the ionic threshold. Below the threshold, which is
1.4845 eV above the asymptotic energy of the neutral atoms, the
NaCl formation through radiative association can take place.
Besides radiative association within the 1S+ symmetry, i.e.
according to eqn (1), also uncoupled two-channel radiative
association from neutral atoms approaching in the A1P elec-
tronic state, eqn (3), is accounted for. The latter is the only
process in this work that is not affected by the non-adiabatic
coupling. We have obtained thermal rate coefficients up to a
temperature of 5300 K, and over this temperature interval
reaction (3) has a non-discernible effect on the total rate
coefficient. Thus non-adiabatic dynamics completely domi-
nates all the processes that we have studied in this work.

Above the ionic threshold there are other possible reactions,
besides the radiative association. First, the collisions of neutral
atoms may result in ionic products, which is the process of
chemiionisation. The chemiionisation cross sections are zero

Table 1 Kooij-function fitting parameters are summarised for all calcu-
lated rate coefficients: chemiionisation (ChI), mutual neutralisation (MN),
total radiative association of Na(2S) + Cl(2P), and radiative association of
Na+(1S) + Cl�(1S)

Process T [K] A [cm3 s�1] B C [K]

ChI, P3/2 1000–2700 4.7834(�10) �0.417878 17170.3
2700–5300 3.7720(�10) �0.343242 16969.5

ChI, P1/2 1000–2700 1.4816(�10) �0.414646 15904.3
2700–5300 1.1935(�10) �0.346528 15722.6

MN, P3/2 120–580 4.3751(�9) �0.483320 3.90020
580–1800 4.0955(�9) �0.444913 �20.3502
1800–4400 3.3525(�9) �0.373901 �153.752
4400–5300 2.7182(�9) �0.315094 �383.860

MN, P1/2 120–580 6.8053(�10) �0.482807 8.97396
580–1700 6.3639(�10) �0.443277 �15.4042
1700–4300 5.2931(�10) �0.376769 �134.333
4300–5300 4.3955(�10) �0.324248 �334.240

RA Na + Cl 750–1400 9.9314(�17) 0.818813 199.659
1400–2400 1.8595(�16) 0.572579 548.561
2400–4000 4.4857(�16) 0.287147 1240.66
4000–5300 1.0285(�15) 0.053504 2141.74

RA Na++Cl� 80–500 1.3512(�16) �0.507243 6.56034
500–1600 1.4171(�16) �0.537171 23.2164
1600–3615 1.7526(�16) �0.615503 155.222

x(�y) � x � 10�y.

Fig. 4 Left: Partial cross section for J = 240 is illustrated at collision energies from 1.3 eV to 1.31 eV. Right: Partial cross section for J = 240 is illustrated at
collision energies from 1.4 eV to 1.41 eV.
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up to threshold collision energy, E1 = 1.4845 eV, making the
reaction rather slow compared to the radiative association up to a
temperature of about 1000 K. The rate coefficients increase fast,
however, due to the large cross sections above the threshold.
An experimental value8 of the cross section for the chemiionisa-
tion at one single energy is smaller than our computed value by
44%, and the experimental error bars are not large enough to
account for this discrepancy. Secondly, colliding ionic species can
undergo mutual neutralisation. This process also has a rather
large cross section, and it is the fastest reaction of those studied in
this work over the entire temperature interval, from 120 K to
5300 K. Similarly to Cooper et al.9 we have determined spin–orbit
(Cl(2P1/2) vs. Cl(2P3/2)) resolved cross sections and rate coefficients
for the chemiionisation and mutual neutralisation, but dynamical
spin–orbit couplings are not included in the scattering calcula-
tions. Thirdly, colliding ions may form molecules through radia-
tive association. This process has similar cross section to the
radiative association with colliding neutral atoms at low energies,
but it decreases with increasing energy. The radiative association
from colliding ions is faster than that from colliding neutrals only
at temperatures below about 500 K. It should be noted that the
two latter processes are relevant only if the interstellar environ-
ment of interest has significant concentrations of Na+ and Cl�.

We have encountered one numerical challenge in this work,
which deserves to be mentioned. The interaction between the
ionic fragments, which is Coulomb attraction, is very long
range. As a consequence, when the energy approaches the
threshold from below, the outer classical turning point of the
closed channel rapidly approaches large distances. This makes
the convergence of the calculations challenging since the
coupled Schrödinger equation has to be integrated past the
classical turning point.

Resonances affect the cross sections only in one of all the
processes we have studied, which is the radiative-association
reaction (1). Those resonances are of the Fano–Feshbach type
and interfere with each other. Thus they are not straightforward
to parametrise for the use of a Breit–Wigner style formula,
which is otherwise typically used for evaluation of resonant rate
coefficients.34 Fortunately, in our work the resonances are not
so sharp, but may be resolved on a reasonably dense energy
grid, making the evaluation of thermal rate coefficients
possible.

The thermal rate coefficients for the various processes
we have studied here should be relevant for modelling of
chemistry in interstellar environments.
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