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The electron shell of the daughter atoms often appears excited in the double-β decays, which
causes a change in the energy taken away by β-electrons. The average value and variance of the
excitation energy of the electron shell of the daughter atom are calculated for the double-β decay of
germanium 76

32Ge →76
34 Se∗+2β−(+ 2ν̄e) in both the Thomas–Fermi model and the relativistic Dirac–

Hartree–Fock theory. Using the results obtained, a two-parameter model of the energy spectrum of
β-electrons in the neutrinoless mode is constructed, taking into account energy redistribution in the
decay channels. The shift in total energy of β-electrons is found to be under 50 eV at a confidence
level of 90% . The average excitation energy, on the other hand, is an order of magnitude higher and
equal to ∼ 400 eV, while the square root of the variance is equal to ∼ 2900 eV, which is presumably
explained by the contribution of the core electrons to the energy characteristics of the process. The
probability is nearly saturated with excitations with a small amount of released energy, which is
common for the outermost electrons. The distortion of the peak shape of the neutrinoless double-β
decay should be taken into consideration when analyzing data from detectors with a resolution of
∼ 100 eV or higher.

Neutrinos are one of the most promising tools for inves-
tigating new physics beyond the Standard Model. The
study of β-processes sensitive to neutrino mixing, mass,
and nature (Dirac/Majorana) presents an attractive ap-
proach in the quest for extensions of the Standard Model.

Experimental observation of neutrinoless double-β de-
cay would significantly narrow the range of possibilities
for the generalization. Such an observation would prove
the existence of a Majorana neutrino mass, as well as a
violation of the conservation of the total lepton number
(for a review see, e.g., [1]). The neutrinoless double-β de-
cay is registered by a narrow peak at the kinetic energy
of β-electrons, T , equal to the decay energy, Q. Chan-
nels with the electron shell of the daughter atom in the
ground state do not always dominate in β processes [2, 3],
which leads, in particular, to an increased rate of neu-
trinoless double-electron capture in non-resonant modes
[4–6]. Excitation of electron shells and chemical shifts
of atomic levels, which depend on the aggregate state of
the substance [7], affect the energy spectrum in the neu-
trinoless double-β decay. The energy peak at T = Q is
used as an indicator of the neutrinoless double-β decay,
and the search for it is being carried out by the collabo-
rations CUORE [8], EXO [9], and KamLAND-Zen [10].
The SuperNEMO [11] collaboration can observe multi-
electron modes. The GERDA collaboration [12] deter-
mined an upper limit on the half-life 76

32Ge →76
34 Se∗+2β−

of 5.3× 1025 years with a confidence level of 90%. To in-
terpret the results in terms of the mass of the Majorana
neutrino, the uncertainties in the axial coupling constants
of nucleons and the nuclear matrix elements should be
controlled [13, 14]. In this paper, the effect of electron
shell excitations on the energy spectrum of β-electrons in
the double-β decays is investigated.

The nucleus of a β-decaying atom experiences a charge
change of ∆Z = ±1,±2. The change in charge acts
on the electron shell as a sudden perturbation, causing
the electrons of the daughter atom to move with an ap-
propriate probability to higher discrete levels (shake-up)
or to the continuous spectrum (shake-off). The energy
spectrum of β-electrons is determined by a decay chan-
nel, where all electrons maintain their initial quantum
numbers, and decay channels with electron shell excita-
tion. In the second case, the effective reaction energy
decreases, modifying the energy spectrum of β-electrons.

To calculate the energy spectrum, it is necessary to
sum over all the multiparticle channels with their indi-
vidual amplitudes, taking into account the modified reac-
tion energy. In a configuration corresponding to a specific
excitation of the shell, the wave function of the parent-
atom electrons is projected onto the wave function of the
daughter-atom electrons. As a rule, each such amplitude
needs a complex multiparticle numerical simulation. The
Coulomb problem is also unique in that there are an in-
finite number of decay channels.

The computation of the average excitation energy of
the daughter atomic shell and its variance, however, is
quite straightforward within the Thomas–Fermi model
and the relativistic Dirac–Hartree–Fock (DHF) formal-
ism. The results obtained with these methods can be
used to construct a simple two-parameter probability dis-
tributions of the energy taken away by β-electrons.

The non-relativistic Hamiltonian for an atom with a
nuclear charge of Z and N electrons has the form

ĤZ,N =

N∑
i=1

(
1

2
p2
i −

Z

|ri|

)
+

N∑
i<j

1

|ri − rj |
, (1)

ar
X

iv
:2

30
6.

07
27

0v
1 

 [
he

p-
ph

] 
 1

2 
Ju

n 
20

23



2

where pi are the momenta and ri are the coordinates
of the electrons; hereafter, the system of atomic units is
used: ℏ = m = e = 1, c = 137, where m is the mass of
the electron, e is the charge of the proton, and c is the
speed of light. The ground state is denoted by |Z,N⟩.
The ground-state binding energy of the electrons, EZ,N ,

is the eigenvalue of ĤZ,N .
In neutrinoless double-β decay, the nuclear charge in-

creases by two units, and the parent-atom ground state
becomes a superposition of energy eigenstates of the
daughter-ion Hamiltonian:

ĤZ+2,Z = ĤZ,Z − 2

Z∑
i=1

1

ri
, (2)

where ri = |ri|. The second term acts as a sudden per-
turbation. In the daughter ion, the average energy of the
Z electrons that make up the parent atomic shell is equal
to

⟨Z,Z|ĤZ+2,Z |Z,Z⟩ = EZ,Z + 2Z−1EC
Z,Z ,

where EC
Z,Z is the Coulomb interaction energy of Z elec-

trons with the nucleus:

EC
Z,Z = −Z

Z∑
i=1

⟨Z,Z| 1
ri
|Z,Z⟩. (3)

The average excitation energy of the electron shell be-
comes

M = EZ,Z + 2Z−1EC
Z,Z − EZ+2,Z . (4)

The binding energies of neutral atoms EZ,Z are tabu-
lated in Refs. [15–18] and can be computed with the use
of computer programs that determine the electron shell
structures of atoms (see, e.g., [19]). The value of EZ+2,Z

differs from the total binding energy of electrons in the
neutral atom EZ+2,Z+2 by the ionization energe of two
valence electrons, which does not exceed ∼ 20 eV. The
values of the Coulomb energy EC

Z,Z obtained with the use

of the DHF method are reported in Ref. [18].
The variance of excitation energy reads

D = ⟨Z,Z|Ĥ2
Z+2|Z,Z⟩ − ⟨Z,Z|ĤZ+2|Z,Z⟩2. (5)

Given Eq. (2) and the fact that EZ,N is the eigenvalue

of ĤZ,N , we obtain

1

4
D =

Z∑
i=1

Z∑
j=1

⟨Z,Z| 1
ri

1

rj
|Z,Z⟩ − ⟨Z,Z|

Z∑
i=1

1

ri
|Z,Z⟩2.

In the first term, we neglect the exchange contributions
and factorize the matrix elements for i ̸= j:

⟨Z,Z| 1

rirj
|Z,Z⟩ ≈ ⟨Z,Z| 1

ri
|Z,Z⟩⟨Z,Z| 1

rj
|Z,Z⟩.

The cancellation of non-diagonal terms caused by the
factorization allows to give the variance in the form

1

4
D ≈

Z∑
i=1

⟨Z,Z| 1
r2i

|Z,Z⟩ −
Z∑

i=1

⟨Z,Z| 1
ri
|Z,Z⟩2. (6)

The electron wave functions of the Roothaan-Hartree-
Fock formalism [17] can be used to estimate the exchange
effects and demonstrate that the exchange contribution
to the variance is under 10%.
Equations (2) – (6) are also valid in the relativistic

framework using the Dirac-Coulomb Hamiltonian as a
zero-order approximation and the Breit potential to de-
scribe the electron-electron interaction in the order of
1/c2 [20].
The total binding energy and Coulomb interaction en-

ergy in the Thomas–Fermi model are given by the equa-
tions EZ,Z = −0.764Z7/3 and EC

Z,Z = 7EZ,Z/3, respec-

tively (see, e.g., [21]). The virial theorem establishes the
relationship between EZ,Z and EC

Z,Z . The average exci-
tation energy is equal to

M =

(
1 +

14

3Z

)
EZ,Z − EZ+2,Z . (7)

In the double-β decay of germanium, each of the two
missing 4p electrons of selenium is bound at 9.752 eV,
while the sum of the first two selenium ionization energies
is 30.948 eV [22]. Taking into account the correction, we
find M = 382 eV.
The electron density is expressed in terms of the wave

function of atomic shells according to

n(r) =

Z∑
i=1

⟨Z,Z|δ(r− ri)|Z,Z⟩. (8)

The first term in Eq. (6) can obviously be reduced to
the form

∫
drr−2n(r). The parametrization of shielding

function for neutral atoms of Ref. [23] can be utilized to
calculate the integral. The integral diverges as ∼ dr/r3/2

at short distances. The semi-classical approximation has
a distance restriction 1/Z ≲ r. The electron density is
taken to be constant and equal to n(r = 1/Z) for numer-
ical calculations in the range 0 ≤ r ≤ 1/Z.
To evaluate the second term in Eq. (6), we apply the

well-known inequality, according to which the arithmetic
mean does not exceed the quadratic mean:

1

Z

Z∑
i=1

⟨Z,Z| 1
ri
|Z,Z⟩2 ≥

(
1

Z

Z∑
i=1

⟨Z,Z| 1
ri
|Z,Z⟩

)2

=

(
1

Z

∫
dr

1

r
n(r)

)2

. (9)

The right side equals (Z−2EC
Z,Z)

2. The inequality deter-
mines the upper bound of the variance:

1

4
D ≤ 1

4
D̄ =

∫
dr

1

r2
n(r)− Z−1

(∫
dr

1

r
n(r)

)2

. (10)
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The estimated value for germanium double-β decay is
D̄1/2 = 2160 eV.

The first negative moment in the germanium atom has
a value of ⟨1/r⟩ = 4.99 [15]. The relativistic DHF ap-
proach is also implemented in the RAINE software pack-
age [24, 25], which calculates the position of the sele-
nium ground-state energy with respect to the germa-
nium ground-state energy. The average excitation energy
M = 300 eV is found by substituting the values obtained
into Eq. (6), which is qualitatively compatible with the
Thomas-Fermi result. The values of EZ,Z and EC

Z,Z of

Huang et al. [18] result in M = 400 eV.

The variance (6) is calculated in terms of the first and
second negative moments of the electron distribution in
the germanium atom. Using the values of the second
moments of the electron distribution in atoms given by
Desclaux [16] one finds D1/2 = 2870 eV. A qualitative
consistency is also seen when the Thomas–Fermi value of
2160 eV is compared to the obtained value.

The values of M and D are substantially greater than
expected for channels associated with valence shell exci-
tations. The shake-up contribution of the outer shells to
M and D does not exceed ∼ 10 eV. The binding energy
determines the convergence of the integral over a continu-
ous energy spectrum, so the shake-off contribution to M
andD is comparable to the shake-up contribution. At the
same time, valence shell excitations dominate the prob-
ability, because a change in the nuclear charge ∆Z = 2
results in a considerable, in relative units, change in the
screened potential at the atomic border.

Due to their lower energy, the core electrons have
a small probability of being excited. They may con-
siderably contribute, however, to both the average ex-
citation energy and the variance. The change in the
nuclear charge ∆Z is much less than Z, allowing per-
turbation theory to be used to find the probability of
the K–electron shake-off [26, 27] (see also [21]). In
the leading order, the probability, the average excita-
tion energy, and the average square of excitation energy
are equal ∆P = 0.65∆Z2/Z2, ∆M = 0.66∆Z2 and
∆M2 = 1.87∆Z2Z2, respectively. In the double-β de-
cay of germanium, ∆P = 2.6× 10−3, ∆M = 72 eV and
∆D ≡ ∆M2 − ∆M2 = (2380 eV)2. ∆M and ∆D are
comparable to M and D. The average and variance of
the excitation energy are therefore strongly influenced by
the K-electron shake-off.

In β processes, the parent-atom electron shell evolves
into the daughter-ion electron shell in the ground state
with a finite probability that is not equal to unity
[2, 3, 28]. To determine the overlap amplitude KZ =
⟨Se III|Ge⟩ in germanium double-β decay, the electron
wave functions of the selenium ion |Se III|⟩ in the ground
state and the electron wave functions of the germanium
atom |Ge⟩ in the ground state are constructed using the
Grasp-2018 software package, which implements the rel-
ativistic DHF method [19, 20]. The value of KZ is sen-
sitive to the approximations used due to the noticeable
difference in binding energies of valence electrons with
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FIG. 1: The probability distribution function of the kinetic en-
ergy of β-electrons, T , taking into account the overlap factor, KZ ,
of the electron shells of atoms according to Eq. (13). Lines 1 and
2 correspond to the average excitation energy of the electron shell,
M = 300 eV and 400 eV, respectively, and the square root of the
variance, D1/2 = 2870 eV. Numerical values characterize germa-
nium double-β decay, with Q = 2039.061(7) keV being the reaction
energy [12].

the same quantum numbers in |Ge⟩ and |Se III|⟩. Calcu-
lations based on Grasp-2018 result in KZ = 0.575.
In the neighborhood of T = Q, the kinetic energy of

β-electrons with account of the energy loss for the exci-
tation and ionization of the daughter atom is described
by the probability distribution function

dF (T ) =
(
K2

Zδ(T −Q)

+ (1−K2
Z)w(1− T/Q)/Q)

)
dT, (11)

where K2
Z is the probability of the electron shell of the

parent atom to evolve into the ground state of the daugh-
ter ion, and w(x) is the probability density function of
the excitation energy ϵ = Q−T , measured in units of Q.
The second term leads to a smearing of the peak.

The average value, the variance, and the overlap am-
plitude, KZ , can be used to construct a simple two-
parameter model for the energy spectrum of β-electrons.
A wide range of random processes is well described by
the beta distribution [29]

w(x) =
Γ(α+ β)

Γ(α)Γ(β)
xα−1(1− x)β−1 (12)

for a random variable x taking values on the interval
(0, 1); α, β > 0 are free parameters. In the case under
consideration, x = ϵ/Q. The averages of x and x2 equal
m = α/(α+ β) and m2 = α(α+1)/((α+ β)(α+ β+1)),
respectively. The equations (1 − K2

Z)m = M/Q and
(1−K2

Z)m2 = (D+M2)/Q2 allow to determine the pa-
rameters α and β in terms of M, D, and KZ . As an
example, let us consider the germanium-76 isotope used
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in the GERDA collaboration experiments. For M = 300
eV and 400 eV and the variance D1/2 = 2870 eV we find
α = 0.016, β = 74 and α = 0.029, β = 99, respectively.
The two-parameter gamma distribution [29], describing
random quantities on the half-axis (0,+∞), is also suit-
able for the modeling, since the condition Q ≫ M,D1/2

allows to extend the integration by x = ϵ/Q to the half-
axis (0,+∞). In the physically interesting region T ∼ Q,
the beta and gamma distributions practically coincide
because of β ≫ 1.
The probability density is singular, but integrable at

T = Q. Figure 1 shows the distribution function

F (T ) = K2
Z + (1−K2

Z)

∫ Q

T

w(1− T ′/Q)dT ′/Q, (13)

which determines the probability of β-electrons to have
an energy that differs from Q by no more than Q− T >
0. For M = 300 eV with a probability of 90% , the
energy of β-electrons deviates from Q by no more than
1 eV. For M = 400 eV with the probability of 90%, the
deviation is less than 50 eV. The probability increases
with Q−T roughly logarithmically, i.e., quite slowly. The
modern detectors measure the energy released in double-
β decay with a resolution of ∼ 1 keV, which significantly

complicates the observation of effects associated with the
excitation of electron shells. The processes of shaking K–
electrons are accompanied by the energy release of ∼ 10
keV, however, these processes are rare.

To summarize, the electron shell of the daughter atom
in double-β decay is excited with high probability. In
β processes, transitions of the valence electrons to dis-
crete states or to a continuous spectrum dominate the
probability. The average excitation energy of a daugh-
ter atom’s electron shell, M, and its variance, D, are
estimated for germanium 0ν2β decay using the Thomas–
Fermi model and the relativistic Dirac–Hartree–Fock for-
malism. The reported values M ∼ 400 eV and D1/2 ∼
2900 eV greatly exceed the values typical for valence elec-
tron processes. The analysis of the energy characteristics
reveals that less probable K–electron shake-off processes
contribute significantly to the average excitation energy
and its variance. The distortion of the peak shape in
the neutrinoless double-β decay caused by electron shell
excitations becomes important for the interpretation of
observational data when the resolution of detectors in-
creases to ∼ 100 eV.

The work was supported by the Russian Science Foun-
dation under grant No. 23-22-00307.
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