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On the use of Slater-type spinor orbitals in Dirac-Hartree-Fock method.

Results for hydrogen-like atoms with super−critical nuclear charge.

A. Bağcı∗

Department of Physics, Faculty of Arts and Sciences, Pamukkale University 20017 Denizli, Turkey

This work presents the formalism for evaluating molecular SCF equations, as adapted to
four−component Dirac spinors, which in turn reduce to Slater−type orbitals with non−integer prin-
cipal quantum numbers in the non−relativistic limit. The ”catastrophe” which emerges for a charge
numbers Z > 137, in solving the Dirac equation with a potential corresponding to a point−charge
is avoided through using Slater−type spinor orbitals in the algebraic approximation. It is observed
that, ground−state energy of hydrogen−like atoms reaches the negative−energy continuum

(

−mc2
)

while critical nuclear charge Zc, about Zc = 160. The difficulty associated with finding relations
for molecular integrals over Slater−type spinors which are not−analytic in the sense of complex
analysis at r = 0, is eliminated. Unique numerical accuracy is provided by solving the molecular in-
tegrals through Laplace expansion of Coulomb interaction and prolate spheroidal coordinates. New
convergent series representation formulae are derived. The technique draws on previous work by the
author and the general formalism is presented in this paper.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Methods developed on electronic structure calculations
through the Schrödinger equation have an almost defini-
tive framework from the theoretical point of view. It is
thus easy and advantageous to exactly specify the prob-
lem to be studied. For the Dirac equation on the other
hand, no matter how specific the problem, a comprehen-
sive approximation is absolutely necessary. This is such
that a small improvement on that given problem may
lead to a significant effect on whole theory.
This article is organised as follows: in the present intro-
ductory section the Dirac−Fock method and problems
arising in relativistic calculations are defined, in gen-
eral. The subjects of interest are introduced. In section
II the Slater−type spinor orbitals are described, suit-
able for solving the Dirac equation of hydrogen-like ultra-
heavy atoms. Section III gives algebraic Dirac−Fock for-
malism, which is general for atoms and molecules. Sec-
tion IV gives the non-relativistic limit of overlap and
two−electron integrals in molecules. Section V describes
relativistic molecular auxiliary integrals useful in the
Poisson equation solution of the Coulomb potential, con-
tributing to Fock−Dirac matrix elements.
The problem of accounting for relativistic effects on

molecules including heavy atoms is studied by analo-
gous generalization of the independent particle model
(Hartree−Fock approximation) [1–3]. The Schrödinger
Hamiltonian is replaced by the Dirac Hamiltonian and
the formalism is adapted to Quantum Electrodynamics
(QED) [4, 5]. The resulting equations are solved itera-
tively by writing them in form of generalized eigenvalue
problem [6] via the linear combination of atomic spinors
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(LCAS) method [7–19] as follows:

HDCB =
∑

i

hD(i) +
∑

i<j

VCB (ij) . (1)

HDCB is the no−pair relativistic Dirac−Coulomb−Breit
many electron Hamiltonian [20] in Born−Oppenheimer
approximation and atomic units (a. u.). hD (i) is the
one−electron Dirac operator for ith electron in a system,

ĤD = c(~α.~̂p) + (β − 1) c2 − ZA

rAi
, (2)

~α =

(

0 ~σ
~σ 0

)

β =

(

I 0
0 −I

)

, (3)

where ~σ stands for Pauli spin matrices, ~̂p is the momen-
tum operator, I is the 2×2 unit matrix and c is the speed
of light. ZA is the nuclear charge of nucleus A, rAi is the
distance between nucleus A and electron i. The second
components in the Dirac−Coulomb−Breit Hamiltonian
are the inter−electron Coulomb repulsion operator and
frequency dependent Breit interaction, respectively.
Consider the Rayleigh quotient of the Dirac−Coulomb

Hamilton
(

ĤDC

)

operator for a closed−shell system.

The wave−functions Ψ is a single anti-symmetrized prod-
uct of molecular spinors ψ,

Ψ =
1√
N !

∑

p

(−1)
p
P [ψ1 (~r1)ψ2 (~r2) ...ψN (~rN )] , (4)

here, P permutation operator. The ψ are expanded by
the LCAS method in terms of atomic spinors,

ψp =

N
∑

q

XqCpq , (5)
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in matrix form is,

R (Ψ) =

〈

Ψ
∣

∣

∣ ĤDC

∣

∣

∣Ψ
〉

〈Ψ |Ψ〉 . (6)

The ψp are taken to be orthonormal; that is,

∫

ψ†
pψqdV = δpq, (7)

where summation runs over the molecular spinors. The
matrix form of the Hartree−Fock self−consistent field
equations is given in Eqs. (4-7), [7, 10, 21],

FC = SCE (8)

in terms of matrix elements, we obtain:

N
∑

q=1

FpqCiq = ǫi

N
∑

q=1

SpqCiq , (9)

with, ǫi is the orbital energy of the ith molecular spinor,
Fpq represent the elements of the relativistic Dirac−Fock
matrix.
The atomic spinors are the four−component vectors [21,
22] whose components are the scalar wave−functions,

X =















χβ
1

χβ
2

χ−β
3

χ−β
4















, (10)

with β = ±1. The preferred nomenclature for the posi-
tive energy solutions, for the upper two− and the lower
two−components of atomic spinors are large (L) and
small (S) components, respectively [23]. The lower com-
ponents go to zero in the non−relativistic limit and the
upper components thus become a solution of the corre-
sponding non−relativistic equation, i.e. the Schrödinger
equation. The spectrum obtained from the solution is
the complete set of positive− and negative−energy con-
tinuum states together with the discrete spectrum of
bound states [21, 22, 24]. Note that, representation of
the whole spectrum is needed. The contribution of neg-
ative energy continuum states can significantly improve
accuracy of solutions [25]. This makes the Hartree−Fock
approximation suitable not only for studying the rela-
tivistic many−body perturbation theory via the linear
combination of atomic spinor (LCAS) method [8–19, 26–
41] but also the quantum electrodynamics (QED) effects
[10, 13, 14, 25, 32–34, 37, 40, 42, 43].
The LCAS method, however, is based on minimiza-

tion (according to the variation principle). It only works
rigorously if the spectrum has a lower bound. The un-
bounded property of the spectrum obtained from the
solution of the Eq. (9) on the other hand, may cause
variational collapse [44, 45] or appearance of spurious

un−physical states, between the lowest bound state and
negative energy continuum [46, 47]. It is overcome by
choosing atomic spinors satisfying the kinetic−balance
condition [48–50],

lim
c→∞

cχ|β| =
1

2m0
~σ.~̂p lim

c→∞
χ|β|, (11)

which also ensures that the non−relativistic limit is cor-
rect and the spectrum is separated into positive and neg-
ative energy parts.
The aim of this research in general, is to investi-

gate limits of the solution for the Dirac equation while
the point−like model is considered for nucleus. It is
obvious from exact solution of the Dirac equation for
the Coulomb potential [22] that for atoms with nuclear
charge larger than Z = 137 the electron collapses to
the center, i.e., an atomic nucleus with charge Z > 137
does not exist in nature. This inference for the Coulomb
potential seems to be void in the algebraic solution if
Slater−type spinor orbitals [51] as basis sets are used.
These basis functions also pave a way to overcome diffi-
culties arise in evaluation of molecular integrals, consti-
tute the matrix elements Dirac−Fock equations.
The four−component formalism for relativistic SCF

equations will now be revisited, accordingly.

y

z

x

O

a

b

c d

1

2

~Ra ~Rb

~Rc

~Rd

~r12

FIG. 1: Depiction of the coordinates for motion of
electrons in the field of four stationary Coulomb
centers, namely a, b, c, d, where a = {za, ya, xa},
b = {zb, yb, xb}, c = {zc, yc, xc}, d = {zd, yd, xd},
{z, y, x} are the axes of Cartesian coordinates.
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II. SLATER−TYPE ATOMIC SPINORS FOR

RELATIVISTIC CALCULATIONS OF HEAVY

AND SUPER−HEAVY ELEMENTS

The Slater−type spinor orbitals (STSOs) as atomic
spinors have the functional form of node−less L−spinors
[21], or those with the fewest nodes, characterized by
minimum values of radial quantum numbers. They are
are advantageous to use in the LCAS method. The
STSOs can be considered as relativistic analogues of
Slater−type functions with non−integer principal quan-
tum numbers. The STSOs are given as:

Xnljm (ζ, ~r) =















χβ0
nljm (ζ, ~r)

χβ1
nljm (ζ, ~r)

χ−β0
nljm (ζ, ~r)

χ−β1
nljm (ζ, ~r)















, (12)

here:

χβε
nljm (ζ, ~r) = fβ

nlj(ζ, r)Ω
βε
ljm (θ, ϑ) , (13)

fβ
nlj(ζ, r) =

{

Aβ
nljr

n + ζBβ
nljr

n+1
}

e−ζr, (14)

here, β represents large− and small−components of
STSOs, {n, l, j,m} are the principal, angular, total an-
gular and secondary total angular momentum quantum
numbers with n ∈ R

+, 0 ≤ l ≤ ⌊n⌋ − 1, j = l ∓ 1/2,
−j ≤ m ≤ j and ⌊n⌋ stands for the integer part of n
respectively. ζ are orbital parameters. Note that formal-
ism symmetry, with two−radial components is provided
by this representation.

The Ωβε
ljm are the spin 1

2 spinor spherical harmonics [52],

Ωβε
ljm (θ, ϑ) = alβjm(ε)ηm(ε)Ylβm(ε) (θ, ϑ) , (15)

where, the values of lβ are determined by lβ = j + β
2 ,

ε stands to represent spherical part of each compo-
nent of STSOs and ηm(ε) = i

|m(ε)|−m(ε). The quantities
a are the Clebsch−Gordan coefficients. They are given
through Wigner−3j symbols [53–55] as,

aljm(ε) =

(

l
1

2
m (ε)

1

2
− ε

∣

∣

∣

∣

l
1

2
jm

)

=
(−1)

1
2
−l−m

√
2j + 1

(

l 1
2 j

m (ε) 1
2 − ε −m

)

. (16)

Ylml
are the complex spherical harmonics (Y ∗

lml
=

Yl−ml
),

Yl|ml|(θ, ϑ) =
1

2π
Pl|ml| (cosθ) e

imlϑ. (17)

It differs from the Condon−Shortley phase by a sign fac-
tor (−1)ml [56]. Plml

(x) is the associated Legendre func-
tion, ml ≡ m (ε) are the magnetic quantum numbers,

respectively.
Radial parts of STSOs satisfy the proper symme-
try and functional relationship between large− and
small−components for any values of n as follows:

∂

∂r
fβ
nκ (ζ, r) = −βκ

r
fβ
nκ (ζ, r)

+

(

βNnκ − n− δ|κ|κ

r
+ ζ

)

f−β
nκ (ζ, r) . (18)

They also obey both the cusp condition at the nucleus
[57] and exponential decay at long range [58]. The asser-
tion that, using point−like nucleus model causes a weak

singulariy at the origin [59] i.e., the pair of radial func-
tions do not fulfill the conditions,

(

fβ
nlj (ζ, 0)

f−β
nlj (ζ, 0)

)

=

(

0
0

)

, lim
r→∞

(

fβ
nlj (ζ, r)

f−β
nlj (ζ, r)

)

=

(

0
0

)

(19)

is, therefore refuted and disadvantages of using
Slater−type radial in atomic spinors may be overcome
since, γ ≡ n and n can have values that n = |κ| which
is also independent from speed of light. The STSOs are
also of the same form as S−spinors [21] if

n = γ =

√

κ2 − (αZ)
2

except that their radial parts are coupled for large− and
small−components. They satisfy the criteria summarized
by Grant [21] for constructing a relativistic basis set for
radial amplitudes:

1. The Dirac Hamiltonian imposes functional rela-
tions between the upper and lower components
which must be respected.

2. Care must be taken to ensure functions have the
correct asymptotic form near the nuclear Coulomb
singularity.

3. The relativistic equations must reproduce the
non−relativistic equivalents asymptotically as c→
∞.

4. If possible, the basis sets should be complete in a
suitable Hilbert space so that (theoretical) conver-
gence as the basis set enlarge can be guaranteed.

The restriction αZ < 1 in the point-like model of nu-
cleus [59] (see also references therein) therefore no longer
applies. Here, α is the fine structure constant. As it is
stated in our previous work [51], this facilitates studying
new advances in atomic, molecular, and nuclear physics
such as laser−matter interaction [60], electrons have been
subjected to a very intense magnetic field [61] also the
also exotic atoms which are very sensitive to quantum
electrodynamic effects [62]. The hydrogen−like muonium
atom (µ+e−), which consists of two point−like leptons of
different types. It is obtained by replacing the hadronic
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nucleus (proton) in a hydrogen atom with the positive
muon (µ+). Absence of any hadronic constituent leads to
energy levels to be calculated in fine. It is an ideal object
for testing quantum electrodynamics and the behavior of
the muon as a point−like heavy leptonic particle [63].
The primary objective of the present paper is to study

the usefulness of STSOs. Accordingly:

• The results obtained for hydrogen−like atoms in
previous paper are improved through increasing the
value of upper milit of summation in LCAS.

One of the important features of the hydrogen atom
Dirac−Hamiltonian is that the bound state energy lev-
els form a super−symmetric pattern. They appear as
functions of κ2 and the radial quantum number nr,
nr = n− |κ|. They are separated according to the value
of |κ| = j + 1

2 . And the degeneracy of an energy level is
2j + 1 [24].

• Convergence of the degenerate excited states of
hydrogen−like atoms for a specific value of or-
bital parameter are investigated additionally, where
the principal quantum numbers are chosen such
that n = γ− =

√

κ2 − Z2/c2, n ∈ Z
+ (n = |κ|),

n = γ+ =
√

κ2 + Z2/c2.

• The ground and some excited state energy eigen-
values are presented depending on the values of nu-
clear charge, where 110 ≤ Z ≤ 160 a.u..

A power function such as za = ea log z is analytic at
z0 = 0 if a ∈ Z is an integer [64]. This implies that,
expanding the power function near the origin by a power
series only converges if a is non−negative integer.

fp(z) =

∞
∑

i=0

wi(z − z0)
i, (20)

where, z0 is a constant, and z varies around z0, wi rep-
resents the coefficient of the ith term; they essentially
correspond to the derivatives of fp at z0. The exponent
n of power function rn occurring in Eq. (14), on the other
hand, is in set of positive real numbers (n ∈ R

+). Power
series representation of rn for finite values of upper limit
of summation is semi−convergent [65, 66].
One of the main advantages of using Slater−type spinors
in relativistic molecular electronic structure calculations
is they avoid the above difficulty. The author in his previ-
ous papers [67–69] avoided such difficulty through using
numerical methods, namely, global adaptive method with
Gauss−Kronrod numerical integration extension. Evalu-
ation of the relativistic molecular integrals problem was
solved regarding accuracy via the Mathematica program-
ming language [70]. The Mathematica programming lan-
guage is, however, suitable only for bench−marking in
the view of calculation times. Necessity of deriving an-
alytical relations thus, obvious not only for mathemati-
cal consistency but also applications. This task has been

accomplished by the author [71, 72] using the formu-
lae given in previous unpublished versions of the present
paper [73]. The analytical formulae given here, through
series representation of incomplete beta functions and
in terms of integrals involving Appell functions also re-
duced to series representation formulae for incomplete
beta functions.
The second objective of the present work is to derive

analytical formulae for calculating the relativistic molec-
ular integrals. Here, the sub−functions at the summa-
tions are calculated numerically in order to prove con-
vergence of series representation.

• Convergent series representation formulae, which
are suitable to be written in in any high−level pro-
gramming language such as FORTRAN or C++,
for two-center two-electron molecular integrals are
derived. The results obtained are compared with
the given benchmark values in the previous papers.

III. THE DIRAC−HARTREE−FOCK

EQUATIONS IN ALGEBRAIC APPROXIMATION

Solution of the Dirac equation for many−electron
systems via the algebraic approximation through Eq.
(9) are mainly based on two approaches. These ap-
proaches are classified by representation of spinors in
which direct use of the Eq. (10) in explicit form of
Dirac-Fock equations is referred to as four−component

spinor approach (Dirac picture) [22]. Representing the
Dirac equation in two−component form utilizing from
Foldy-Wouthuysen transformation [23] and extending
the problem to many−particle case is referred to as
two−component spinor approach (Newton-Wigner pic-
ture) [74, 75]. Current studies require representation of
both positive and negative energy branches of spec-
trum since two−component calculations are beyond rel-
ativistic treatment of the atomic or molecular elec-
tronic structure but required in capturing most electron
correlation at the relativistic level [25, 76]. The com-
plete picture of the spectrum is obtained from solu-
tion of four−component form of the Dirac equation and
clear separation between positive and negative energy
branches is seen as essential prerequisite [34]. In addi-
tion to proper choice of basis function this require avoid-
ing continuum dissolution [77] arising from construct-
ing the many−electron Hamiltonian with a relativis-
tic one−electron part and non−relativistic two−electron
term. The bound state and the continuum spectra are
coupled by electron−electron interaction. By following
the steps clearly outlined in [20, 50] this difficulty is elim-
inated.
Several four−component ab−initio atomic and molec-

ular programs such as GRASP [78], MOLFDIR [79],
DIRAC [80], BERTA [33, 81] and quite recently BAGEL
[82] have been developed. GRASP uses point nuclei and
is coded for atomic calculations. All the other software
considers finite−sized nuclei. This results from the ab-
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sence of methods to calculate the constituent matrix ele-
ments in the algebraic approximation for the point−like
model of nucleus. It is imperative in this case to use the
exponential−type spinor orbitals and was previously as-
sumed that they do not fulfill the conditions required
for relativistic calculations of transactinide elements
(super−heavy elements). The relativistic effect for these

elements are approximately ∼ (Zα)
2
or larger. They are

not naturally found on Earth. They have to be synthe-
sized by nuclear fusion reaction with heavy ion particles
[83, 84]. Possibility for synthesis of super−heavy nuclei
up to a nuclear charge Z = 122 has been revealed in
recent studies [85, 86] and the discussion on feasibility
of such chemical experiments for higher nuclear charges
is continuing intensively. The main difficulty experimen-
tally results from short half-life of heavy nuclei. All be-
yond nuclear charge Z = 82 are radioactive. Beyond nu-
clear charge Z = 104, the half-life is too short that prac-
tical difficulty of collecting a sample is critical. Design of
such difficult experiments relies on predetermined knowl-
edge of the electronic structure and chemical behavior of
the these super−heavy elements. For this, one requires
accurate relativistic electronic structure calculations [76].
Continuing to discuss the point−like model of nucleus

in this context, it may be said that the mathematical dif-
ficulties mentioned above may no longer valid. The first
point to highlight is that the exponent of radial ampli-
tudes of the STSOs can have values such that n = |κ|
and the relativistic molecular integrals are easily be rep-
resented in terms of known non−relativsitic molecular
integrals over Slater−type orbitals with integer principal

quantum numbers [87],

χnlml
(ζ, ~r) =

(2ζ)n+1/2

√

((2n)!
rn−1e−ζrYlml

(θ, ϑ), (21)

here, ml is the magnetic quantum number. Consider the
three− and four−center integrals. They must be repre-
sented in terms of the analytically expressed two−center
molecular integrals. The translation methods which are
used to express a single Slater−type orbital placed at
a certain point of space as a series expansion involving
quantities located at a different center [88] are still avail-
able.

χnlml
(ζ, ~ra)

=
∑

n′l′m′

Vnlml,n′l′m′
l

(

ζ, ~Rab

)

χn′l′m′
l
(ζ, ~rb) (22)

where, V are the expansion coefficients. The expan-
sion coefficients are usually represented in terms of
two−center overlap integrals, are defined in the follow-
ing section.
The second is that, while n = γ methods for evalua-
tion of molecular integrals up to a three−center have al-
ready been developed in both numerical and analytical
approaches.
By Briefly revisiting explicit form of four−component

Dirac−Fock formalism of the Dirac−Coulomb Hamilto-
nian regarding the constitute matrix elements and con-
sidering the relativistic spinors basis, the notation used
in this paper the Eq. (9) is written as,

















fβεβε
pq f

βεβ(ε+1)
pq fβε−βε

pq f
βε−β(ε+1)
pq

f
β(ε+1)βε
pq f

β(ε+1)β(ε+1)
pq f

β(ε+1)−βε
pq f

β(ε+1)−β(ε+1)
pq

f−βεβε
pq f

−βεβ(ε+1)
pq f−βε−βε

pq f
−βε−β(ε+1)
pq

f
−β(ε+1)βε
pq f

−β(ε+1)β(ε+1)
pq f

−β(ε+1)−βε
pq f

−β(ε+1)−β(ε+1)
pq

































cβεpq

c
β(ε+1)
pq

c−βε
pq

c
−β(ε+1)
pq

















=

ǫp















Sβεβε
pq 0 0 0

0 S
β(ε+1)β(ε+1)
pq 0 0

0 0 S−βε−βε
pq 0

0 0 0 S
−β(ε+1)−β(ε+1)
pq































cβεpq

c
β(ε+1)
pq

c−βε
pq

c
−β(ε+1)
pq

















. (23)

The matrix elements in Eq. (23) are denoted by,

fβεβ′ε′

pq =



















































V βεβ′ε′

pq − 2c2Sβεβ′ε′

pq δββ′ + Jβεβ′ε′

pq −Kβεβ′ε′

pq β = β′ ∨ ε = ε′

−Kβεβ′ε′

pq β = β′ ∨ ε 6= ε′

(−1)ε c 0T βεβ′ε′

pq −Kβεβ′ε′

pq β 6= β′ ∨ ε = ε′

c −1T βεβ′ε′

pq −Kβεβ′ε′

pq β 6= β′ ∨ ε < ε′

c 1T βεβ′ε′

pq −Kβεβ′ε′

pq β 6= β′ ∨ ε > ε′

(24)

where, Sβεβ′ε′

pq , T βεβ′ε′

pq are overlap and kinetic energy matrices,

Jβεβε
pq =

∑

µrs

dβεµβεµrs Jβεβεβεµβεµ
pqrs , (25)
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are two−electron Coulomb interaction matrices,

Kβεβ′ε′

pq =
∑

rs

dβεβ
′ε′

rs Kβεβ′ε′βεβ′ε′

pqrs , (26)

are two−electron exchange interaction matrices, and,

dβεβ
′ε′

rs =
∑

i

cβε
†

ip cβ
′ε

iq (27)

are density matrices, cβε
†

ip is the complex conjugte of cβεip ,

µ = {0, 1}, {ε, ε′} = {0, 1}.
Once the matrix elements given above are evaluated with
an initially chosen basis−set the methods employed for
solution of Eq. (9) in non−relativistic calculations can
readily be adapted to relativistic calculations. The pro-
cedures for transformation to an ortho-normal space and
computing the eigenvalues such as Löwdin orthogonal-
ization [89], Cholesky decomposition [90] or Schur de-
composition [91] varies according to the size of matrix,
programming language to be used which is also a matter
for computer science.
All above matrix elements involve one− and

two−electron operators up to a maximum three− and
four−center integrals, respectively. In the Fig. 1 depic-
tion of coordinates are given for motion of two−electron
in a field of four stationary Coulomb centers, where a, b,

c, d arbitrary four−points of Euclidian space, ~Rab = ~ab,
~Rac = ~ac, ~r1 = ~O1, ~r2 = ~O2, ~r12 = ~r1−~r2, ~ra1 = ~r1− ~Ra,

~ra2 = ~r2 − ~Ra, and so on. The matrix elements given in
Eq. (24) appear in four general forms: overlap integrals
(S), nuclear attraction integrals (V ), kinetic energy inte-
grals (T ), and repulsion integrals, namely Coulomb (J),
exchange (K) integrals. These integrals can be expressed
in terms of non−relativistic−type molecular integrals as
follows [51],
the overlap and kinetic energy integrals, which are one−
or two−center integrals,

Sβεβ′ε′

nljm,n′l′j′m′

(

ζa, ζb, ~Rab

)

=

∫

χβε∗
nljm (ζ, ~ra)χ

β′ε′

n′l′j′m′ (ζ
′, ~rb) dV

= N β
nj (ζa)N β′

n′j′ (ζb)alβjm(ε)ηm(ε)al′
β′jm

′(ε′)ηm′(ε′)

×Xββ′†Sεε′ , (28)

i
T̂ βεβ′ε′

nljm,n′l′j′m′

(

ζa, ζb, ~Rab

)

=

∫

χβε∗
nljm (ζ, ~ra)

i
T̂ χβ′ε′

n′l′j′m′ (ζ
′, ~rb) dV. (29)

The kinetic energy integrals can easily be expressed in
terms of the overlap and following nuclear attraction in-

tegrals i.e., up to a maximum three−center integrals,

abcV βεβ′ε′

nljm,n′l′j′m′

(

ζa, ζb, ~Rab, ~Rac

)

=

∫

χβε∗
nljm (ζ, ~ra)

1

rc
χβ′ε′

n′l′j′m′ (ζ
′, ~rb) dV

= N β
nj (ζa)N β′

n′j′ (ζb)alβjm(ε)ηm(ε)al′
β′ jm

′(ε′)ηm′(ε′)

×Xββ′† Vεε′ , (30)

where,

Sεε′ =

















Snlmε,n′l′m′
ε′

(

ζa, ζb, ~Rab

)

Sn+1lmε,n′l′m′
ε′

(

ζa, ζb, ~Rab

)

Snlmε,n′+1l′m′
ε′

(

ζa, ζb, ~Rab

)

Sn+1lmε,n′+1l′m′
ε′

(

ζa, ζb, ~Rab

)

















, (31)

Vεε′ =

















Vnlmε,n′l′m′
ε′

(

ζa, ζb, ~Rab, ~Rac

)

Vn+1lmε,n′l′m′
ε′

(

ζa, ζb, ~Rab, ~Rac

)

Vnlmε,n′+1l′m′
ε′

(

ζa, ζb, ~Rab, ~Rac

)

Vn+1lmε,n′+1l′m′
ε′

(

ζa, ζb, ~Rab, ~Rac

)

















, (32)

Xββ′

=













Aβ
nljA

β′

n′l′j′

ζBB
β
nljA

β′

n′l′j′

ζBA
β
nljB

β′

n′l′j′

ζ2BB
β
nljB

β′

n′l′j′













, (33)

are the matrices corresponding to the non−relativistic
two−center overlap and nuclear attraction integrals over
Slater−type orbitals, coefficients of Slater−type spinor

orbitals Aβ
nlj and Bβ

nlj , respectively.
The Coulomb and exchange matrix elements to be eval-
uated is, hence of the general form,

Jβεβεβ′ε′β′ε′

pqrs

=

∫∫

χβε∗
p (~ra1)

(

χβ′ε′∗
r (~rb2)f̂12χ

β′ε′

s (~rd2)
)

χβε
p (~rc1)dV12

= N β
naja

(ζa)N β
ncjc

(ζc)N β′

nbjb
(ζb)N β′

ndjd
(ζd)

× ηma(ε)
ηmb(ε)

ηm′
c(ε

′)ηm′
d(ε

′)

× alaβ
jama(ε)alcβ jcmc(ε)al′

bβ′
j′
b
m′

b
(ε′)al′

dβ′
j′
d
m′

d
(ε′)

×Xββ†
pq Xβ′β′†

rs Jεε′ (34)
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Kβεβ′ε′βεβ′ε′

pqrs

=

∫∫

χβε∗
p (~ra1)

(

χβε∗
r (~rb2)f̂12χ

β′ε′

s (~rd1)
)

χβ′ε′

p (~rc2)dV12

= N β
naja

(ζa)N β′

ncjc
(ζc)N β

nbjb
(ζb)N β′

ndjd
(ζd)

× ηma(ε)
ηmb(ε′)

ηm′
c(ε)

ηm′
d(ε

′)

× alaβ
jama(ε)alc

β′ jcmc(ε′)al′bβ
j′bm

′
b(ε)

al′d
β′

j′dm
′
d(ε

′)

×Xββ′†
pq Xββ′†

rs Kεε′ (35)

here, p = {nalajama}, q = {nclcjcmc}, r = {nblbjbmb},
s = {ndldjdmd}, dV12 = dV1dV2. The Jεε′ and Kεε′ ma-
trices are [1× 16] column matrices whose component are
the integrals over non−relativistic Slater−type orbitals
and they are obtained similarly to Eq. (31) and Eq. (32).

IV. ANALYTICAL EVALUATION FOR

NON−RELATIVISTIC MOLECULAR

INTEGRALS

The corresponding non−relativistic matrix elements
of (Sεε′ , Vεε′ , Jεε′ ,Kεε′) through Laplace expansion of
Coulomb interaction and prolate spheroidal coordinates
explicitly are given in lined−up coordinate system by the
following formulas [51, 67–69],
for two−center overlap,

Snlλ,n′l′λ (ζa, ζb, Rab) =

l
∑

α=0

l′
∑

β=λ

a+b
∑

q=0

gqαβ (lλ, l
′λ)

× P0,q
n−aα,n′−β,0

(

0,
Rab

2
(ζa + ζb) ,

Rab

2
(ζa − ζb)

)

,

(36)

and nuclear attraction integrals,

Vnlλ,n′l′λ (ζa, ζ
′
a, Rab)

=
∑

L

√

4π

2L+ 1
CL0(lλ, l′λ)

×RL
nn′ (ζa, ζ

′
a, Rab) Y

∗
L0 (0, 0) , (37)

where, λ = |ml| = |m′
l|, RL

n,n′ is the single-center poten-
tial,

RL
n,n′ (ζa, ζ

′
a, Rab)

=
(

2ζa
)

Γ (n+ n′ + L+ 1)
1

(

2ζaRab

)L+1

×
{

P
[

n+ n′ + L+ 1, 2ζaRab

]

+

(

2ζaRab

)2L+1

(n+ n′ − L)2L+1

Q
[

n+ n′ − L, 2ζaRab

]

}

, (38)

gqαβ coefficients arise from product of two spherical har-

monics with different centers [92],

gqαβ(lλ, l
′λ) = g0αβ(lλ, l

′λ)Fq(α + λ, β − λ) (39)

g0αβ(lλ, l
′λ) =

ν
∑

s=0

(−1)sFs(λ)D
lλ
α+2λ−2sD

l′λ
β , (40)

Dlλ
b =

1

2l
(−1)(l−b)/2

[

2l + 1

2

Fl(l + λ)

Fλ(l)

]1/2

× F(l−β)/2(l)Fβ−λ(l + β), (41)

with, the quantities Fs(n, n
′) are the generalized binomial

coefficients and they are given as,

Fs(n, n
′) =

∑

s′

(−1)s
′

Fs−s′ (n)Fs′ (n
′) (42)

and, {n, n′} ∈ Z
+, 1

2 [(s− n) + |s− n|] ≤ s′ ≤ min(s, n)
Q [α, x], Γ [α, x] is the normalized complementary incom-
plete gamma, complementary incomplete gamma func-
tions,

Q [α, x] =
Γ(α, x)

Γ(α)
, (43)

Γ (α, x) =

∫ ∞

x

tα−1e−tdt. (44)

Due to wide range of use in applied science accurate cal-
culation of incomplete gamma functions is one of the
most important topic in modern analysis. [93–95]. An ef-
ficient approach for computing the incomplete gamma
functions without erroneous last digits is still being stud-
ied in the literature [93, 96–98]. Several methods are
available. Four domains of computation for the incom-
plete gamma functions ratios corresponding to these
methods were indicated in [96, 99]. The domains were
established as a compromise between efficiency and ac-
curacy.
Convergence behavior of the incomplete gamma func-
tions may be predicted by a method given in [99]. To
estimate the number of terms that are needed to achieve
a certain accuracy after truncating the series,
it is written,

∞
∑

s=0

xs

(a+ 1)s
= Ss0 (a, x) +Rs0 (a, x) , (45)

where,

Ss0 (a, x) =

s0−1
∑

s=0

xs

(a+ 1)s
, Rs0 (a, x) =

∞
∑

s=s0

xs

(a+ 1)s
,

(46)
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TABLE I: Results of computation for some electronic energy states of H−like ions depending on nuclear charge Z.

Radial exponent Z 1s1/2 2s1/2 2p1/2 2p3/2 3s1/2

n = |κ| + 0.0

110
120
130
136
137
138
139
140
150
160

204.90 204.87
260.00 259.60
332.66 330.43
390.01
401.04
412.60
424.74
437.52 425.89

54.561 54.150
70.629 69.780
93.266 90.790
112.78
116.75
121.01
125.60
130.55 120.11

54.228 54.400
70.160 70.640
92.569 93.840
111.81
115.72
119.89
124.37
129.18 131.4

42.963 42.970
51.584 51.590
61.142 69.150
67.351
68.422
69.503
70.595
71.698 71.700
83.236 83.330
96.116 96.120

22.679 23.700
28.520 28.740
35.817 36.490
41.126
42.093
43.086
44.105
45.153 46.760
57.405 60.450
73.814 78.090

n = |κ| + 0.3
150
160

559.84 559.76 192.97 161.58 187.56 201.63 83.236 83.330
96.116 96.120

52.800 60.450
65.714 78.090

n = |κ| + 0.6
150
160

514.25 559.76 170.31 161.58 167.65 201.63 83.236 83.330
96.116 96.120

49.364 60.450
60.256 78.090

n = |κ| + 0.9
150
160

481.45 559.76 156.67 161.58 154.93 201.63 83.236 83.330
96.116 96.120

46.594 60.450
56.152 78.090

n = 2|κ|
150
160

439.32 559.76
560.32 749.68

141.56 161.58
202.74 217.54

140.35 201.63
202.37 336.25

83.236 83.330
96.116 96.120

43.810 60.450
52.126 78.090

a The values on second row indicates results obtained via numerical solution [113]. There the nucleus radii were determined from the
relationship rN = 1.2X10−3A1/3cm

b Absolute value of the electronic energy states are given in KeV.

and it is computed the smallest s = s0 that satisfies,

xs

(a+ 1)s
≤ ǫ. (47)

Compact expressions for the two−center two−electron
Coulomb and hybrid integrals are obtained by general-
izing the solution of the Poisson equation as a partial
differential equation in spherical coordinates by expand-

ing the potential the set of functions referred to as spec-
tral forms (SFs) [100, 101]. Through Laplace expansion
of Coulomb interaction and prolate−spheroidal coordi-
nates the radial parts of these integrals are expressed in
terms of upper (P)− and lower (Q)−components of rel-
ativistic molecular auxiliary functions as follows [68],
The two−center Coulomb integrals,

J aa,bb
n1l1m1,n′

1
l′
1
m′

1
;n1l2m2,n′

2
l′
2
m′

2

(ζ1, ζ
′
1; ζ2, ζ

′
2)

=
2

R
Nn1n′

1
(1, t1)Nn2n′

2
(p2, t2)×

∑

L1L2M

(

2L2 + 1

2L1 + 1

)

AM
m1m′

1
AM

m2m′
2
CL1M (l1m1; l

′
1m

′
1)C

L2M (l2m2; l
′
2m

′
2)

× Γ(n1 + n′
1 + L1 + 1)

1

pL1

1

∑

αβq

gqαβ(L1λ, L2λ)

×
{

P0,q
L1+α,n2+n′

2
−β−1,n1+n′

1
+L1+1 (p1, p2,−p2) +Q2L1+1,q

α−(L1+1),n2+n′
2
−β−1,n1+n′

1
+L1+1 (p1, p2,−p2)

}

, (48)

max [|−L1,−L2|] ≤ M ≤ min[L1 + L2], |l1 − l′1| ≤ L1 ≤ l1 + l′1, |l2 − l′2| ≤ L2 ≤ l2 + l′2. And, the two−center hybrid
integrals,

Haa,ab
n1l1m1,n′

1
l′
1
m′

1
;n1l2m2,n′

2
l′
2
m′

2

(ζ1, ζ
′
1; ζ2, ζ

′
2)

=
2

R
Nn1n′

1
(1, t1)Nn2n′

2
(p2, t2)×

∑

L1M1L2

(

2L2 + 1

2L1 + 1

)

AM
m1m′

1
A

m′
2

M1m′
2

CL1M (l1m1; l
′
1m

′
1)C

L2m
′
2(L1M1; l2m2)

× Γ(n1 + n′
1 + L1 + 1)

1

pL1

1

∑

αβq

gqαβ(L1λ, L2λ)

×
{

P0,q
L1+α+1−n2,n′

2
−β,n1+n′

1
+L1+1 (p1, p2, p2t2) +Q2L1+1,q

α−L1−n2,n′
2
−β−1,n1+n′

1
+L1+1 (p1, p2, p2t2)

}

, (49)



9

|l1 − l′1| ≤ L1 ≤ l1 + l′1 −L1 ≤M1 ≤ L1, |L1 − l2| ≤ L2 ≤ L1 + l2.
The auxiliary functions occurring in analytically closed form expressions given in Eqs.(48, 49) given as,

{

Pn1,q
n2n3n4

(p123)
Qn1,q

n2n3n4
(p123)

}

=
pn1

1

(n4 − n1)n1

∫ ∞

1

∫ 1

−1

(ξν)
q
(ξ + ν)

n2 (ξ − ν)
n3

×
{

P
[

n4 − n1, p1f
k
ij(µ, ν)

]

Q
[

n4 − n1, p1f
k
ij(µ, ν)

]

}

ep2ξ−p3νdξdν (50)

with f0
10(ξ, ν) = ξ + ν, (a)n is the Pochhammer symbol, {q, n1} ∈ Z

+
0 , {n2, n3, n4} ∈ R, p123 = {p1, p2, p3} (and in

subsequent notations).

The functions P [a, x],

P [α, x] =
γ(α, x)

Γ(α)
, (51)

γ (α, x) =

∫ x

0

tα−1e−tdt. (52)

yet to be defined are the normalized incomplete gamma
functions and incomplete gamma functions, respectively.
Note that, P and Q satisfy the identity P +Q = 1.
Free Boost C++ special functions and multi-precision

libraries [102], together for instance can be used alter-
natively to Mathematica programming language in order
to calculate these functions with high numerical accu-
racy. Another and more favorable method is to use Ju-

lia [103] programming language. Julia programming lan-
guage allow easy use of this existing code written in C or
Fortran programming languages. This programming lan-
guage has a ”no boilerplate” philosophy: functions can be
called directly from it without any ”glue” code, code gen-
eration, or compilation even from the interactive prompt.
This is accomplished by making an appropriate call with
ccall, which looks like an ordinary function call.
The most common syntax for ccall is as follow,

ccall((symbol, library),

RetT ype, (ArgType1, ...), Arg1, ...).

For accuracy only an additional computer algebra pack-
age so called Nemo [104] is required. This package is
based on C libraries such as FLINT,ANTIC,Arb, Pari
and Singular. It has a module system which is use to
provide access to Nemo. It is imported and used all ex-
ported functionality by simply type using Nemo.

V. EVALUATION OF RELATIVISTIC

MOLECULAR AUXILIARY INTEGRALS

Molecular auxiliary functions given in Eq. (50) are
among the most challenging integrals in the literature
since they involve power functions with non−integer ex-
ponents, incomplete gamma functions and their prod-
ucts have no explicit closed−form relations. The incom-
plete gamma functions in Eq. (50) arise as a result of

two−electron interactions. The general form of fk
ij(ξ, ν)

represents the interaction potentials which can be gen-
eralized to whole set of physical potentials operators as
follows:

fk
ij(ξ, ν) = (ξν)k (ξ + ν)i (ξ − ν)j . (53)

The elements in fk
ij are irreducible representations re-

quired to generate the potential and include the Coulomb
potential as a special case when i = 1, j = k =
0 (f0

10(ξ, ν) = ξ + ν), where {i, j, k} ∈ Z
+
0 [68].

The sum of Pn1,q, Qn1,q auxiliary functions in Eq.
(50) becomes independent from electron−electron inter-
actions and reduces to well known auxiliary functions
that represent the electron−nucleus interaction [92, 105],

Gn1,q
n2n3n4

(p123) =
pn1

1

(n4 − n1)n1

∫ ∞

1

∫ 1

−1

(ξν)
q
(ξ + ν)

n2 (ξ − ν)
n3ep2ξ−p3νdξdν. (54)

This property is quite important since forms of Pn1,q,
Qn1,q arising in the Eq. (48) and Eq. (49) are available to
reduce to Gn1,q given in Eq. (54). Hence, avoiding direct
calculation of Pn1,q, Qn1,q (and the incomplete gamma
functions, consequently).
Considering together Eqs. (48, 49) with Eq. (50) and a
simple change in Eq. (50) expressing the variable as:

{

PN1,q
N2N3N4

(p123)

QN1,q
N2N3N4

(p123)

}

≡
{

Pn1,q
n2n3n4

(p123)
Qn1,q

n2n3n4
(p123)

}

,

it is easy to see that,

N1 = 0, N4 = n1 + n′
1 + L1 + 1 for P

N1 = 2L1 + 1, N4 = n1 + n′
1 + L1 + 1 for Q

and,

N4 −N1 = n1 + n′
1 + L1 + 1 for P

N4 −N1 = n1 + n′
1 − L1 for Q

In order to take advantage of sum (P +Q = 1), N4 −
N1 for both PN1,q, QN1,q should have same value. Since
total angular momentum quantum numbers L1 are in set
of positive integer numbers

(

L1 ∈ Z
+
0

)

, it is possible to
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FIG. 2: Difference between energy eigenvalues ∆E = E2s1/2 − E2p1/2
(left), ∆E = E3s1/2 − E3p1/2

(right) of the
Dirac equation solution, via LCSO method, where the principal quantum numbers are taken to be

n = γ− =
√

κ2 − Z2/c2 (red line), n ∈ Z
+ (n = |κ|) (blue line), n = γ+ =

√

κ2 + Z2/c2 (green line) and orbital
parameters ζ = Z (for left), ζ = Z/2 (for right) for hydrogen−like atom with nuclear charge Z = 50 in atomic units

(a.u.). The results are multiplied by 103.

synchronize N4 −N1 to the value N4 −N1 = n1 + n′
1 +

L1 or to that where N4 − N1 = n1 + n′
1 + L1 + 1 by

the following upward and downward distant recurrence
relations of PN1,q and QN1,q,

{

P [a, bz]
Q [a, bz]

}

=

{

P [a+ n, bz] + e−bz
∑n

s=1
(bz)a+s−1

Γ(a+s)

Q [a+ n, bz]− e−bz
∑n

s=1
(bz)a+s−1

Γ(a+s)

}

, (55)

{

P [a, bz]
Q [a, bz]

}

=

{

P [a− n, bz]− e−bz
∑n−1

s=0
(bz)a−s−1

Γ(a+s)

Q [a− n, bz] + e−bz
∑n−1

s=0
(bz)a−s−1

Γ(a−s)

}

. (56)

The Gn1,q auxiliary functions are in fac the representation
of two−center overlap integrals in prolate−spheroidal co-
ordinates. Instead of using the ill−conditioned series rep-
resentation [106] for analytically evaluation them, here

series representation of incomplete beta functions are
used,
if the parameter p3 = 0;
Starting by lowering the indices q for Gn1,q auxiliary func-
tions,

(ξν) =
1

4

{

(ξ + ν)
2 − (ξ − ν)

2
}

, (57)

we have,

Gn1,q
n2n3

(p120) =
1

4

{

Gn1,q−1
n2+2n3

(p120)− Gn1,q−1
n2n3+2(p120)

}

,

(58)

for q = 0 the expression become,

Gn1,0
n2n3

(p120) = hn1,0
n2n3

(p12) + hn1,0
n3n2

(p12)

− kn1,0
n2n3

(p12)− kn1,0
n3n2

(p12) , (59)
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here,

hn1,q
n2n3

(p12) =
pn1

1

Γ (n1 + 1)
2n2+n3+1B (n2 + 1, n3 + 1)

E−(n2+n3+q+1) (p2)− ln1,q
n2n3

(p12) , (60)

ln1,q
n2n3

(p12)

=
pn1

1

Γ (n1 + 1)

∞
∑

s=0

(−n2)s
(n3 + s+ 1)!

mn2+q−s
n3+s+1 (p2) , (61)

mn1

n2
(p)

= 2n1U (n2 + 1, n1 + n2 + 2, p) Γ (n2 + 1) e−p, (62)

and,

kn1,q
n2,n3

(p12)

=
pn1

1

Γ (n1 + 1)
2n2+n3+1B

(

n2 + 1, n3 + 1,
1

2

)

× E−(n2+n3+q+1) (p2) , (63)

with,

U (a, b; z) =
Γ (b− 1)

Γ (a)
1F1 (a− b+ 1, 2− b; z)

+
Γ (1− b)

Γ (a− b+ 1)
1F1 (a; b; z) , (64)

are the tricomi confluent hyper−geometric functions
with 1F1 are the Kummer confluent hypergeometric
function [107, 108] and B (a, b), B (a, b, z) are the beta
functions and incomplete beta functions, respectively
[109].
if the parameter p3 6= 0;

Gn1,q
n2n3

(p123) =
pn1

1

Γ (n1 + 1)

∞
∑

s=0

ps3
Γ (s+ 1)

1

s+ q + 1

×
{

(−1)
s
Js+q,q
n2n3

(p2) + (−1)
q
Js+q,q
n3n2

(p2)
}

, (65)

where,

Js,q
n1n2

(p) =

(

s+ 1

s

)

×
{

Js−1,q+1
n1n2

(p)− Js−1,q
n1+1n2

(p)
}

(66)

J0,q
n1n2

(p01) = k1,qn1n2
(p01)−

1

2
l1,qn1n2

(p01) , (67)

with, p01 = {1, p}.
Explicit form of the Js,q functions involve Appell
hyper−geometric function [110] and their are given as,

Js,q
n1n2

(p)

=

∫ ∞

1

F1

(

s+ 1;−n1,−n2; s+ 2;
1

ξ
,−1

ξ

)

× ξn1+n2+qe−pξ. (68)

where, F1 are the Appell functions,

F1 (a; b1, b2; c; z1, z2) =
Γ (c)

Γ (a) Γ (a− c)

×
∫ 1

0

ua−1 (1− u)
c−a−1

(1− uz1)
−b1 (1− uz2)

−b2 du.

(69)

VI. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

The difficulties associated with using the point−like
model of nucleus in the four−component relativistic
method is discussed. The results presented are obtained
from solution of a generalized eigenvalue equation (Eq.
(8)). The single−ζ basis set approximation is used in
a linear combination of Slater−type spinor orbital ba-
sis. Calculations are performed using a computer pro-
gram written in the Mathematica programming lan-
guage. Schur decomposition [111] and Powel optimiza-
tion method [112] enabled us to obtain variationally op-
timum values for energy eigenvalues.
As a continuation to our previous results [51] given

for the hydrogen−like tin atom that prove clear separa-
tion between positive− and negative−energy spectrum,
in this study, the upper limit of summation in LCAS is in-
creased while investigating the degenerate excited energy
states. Fixed values for exponent n in radial functions
are defined. The difference (∆E) between E2s1/2 , E2p1/2

and E3s1/2 , E3p1/2
energy states are plotted in Figure2.

It can be seen from this figure that the smallest value

for ∆E is found when n = γ− =

√

κ2 − (αZ)
2
and the

largest one when n = γ+ =

√

κ2 + (αZ)
2
. This figure

presents results multiplied by E+03, There is almost no
difference between the results obtained for n = γ− and
n = |κ| while upper limit of summation N , N = 25. Any
value for n thereof can be used to correctly represent a
physical system. The exponent n may even be used as a
variational parameter. The choice however, depends on
characteristics of a system. This becomes more apparent
when calculating atoms with nuclear charge Z, Z > 137.
In this case variational stability is not guaranteed for all
values of n. The most conspicuous example is to consider
the radial exponent n as n = γ−. The energy eigenvalues
obtained from the Dirac equation solution become imag-
inary. Real eigenvalues for any value of nuclear charge
are obtained by considering n independent from speed
of light, or n ≥ |κ|. The relationship between variational
stability, determination of critical nuclear charge Zc and
set of values for radial exponent n in a basis are con-
served.
This is shown in Table I for nuclear charge Z, 110 ≤

Z ≤ 160. Two sets of values with n = |κ|+ ǫ, 0 < ǫ < 1
and n = 2|κ| are defined for n. The upper limit of sum-
mation N in linear combination of atomic spinors is de-
termined as N = 64 which is mean highest limit principal
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TABLE II: Convergence behavior of the analytical solution of two−center overlap integrals via Eqs. (59, 65).

n l n′ l′ λ ζ ζ′ R Results

5.1 4 5.1 4 0 2.5 2.5 2.0

3.68837 33855 08336 58641 31918 22868 35839 E-01a

3.68837 33855 08336 58641 31918 22868 35839 E-01 (0100)b

3.68837 33855 08336 58641 31918 22868 35839 E-01 (0075)b

3.68837 33855 08336 58641 31918 23395 14728 E-01 (0050)b

3.68837 33855 08337 99988 61283 29326 92589 E-01 (0025)b

3.68837 33855 05726 37942 01568 75075 77285 E-01 (1500)c

3.68837 33855 02829 31225 21439 34449 97437 E-01 (1250)c

3.68837 33854 94605 78092 61548 46231 82180 E-01 (1000)c

3.68837 33854 63771 70501 74331 34118 31567 E-01 (0750)c

3.68837 33852 74417 43376 93079 44890 38419 E-01 (0500)c

3.68837 33815 49121 07703 85081 75542 56719 E-01 (0250)c

3.68837 32224 55592 65438 31561 52778 02193 E-01 (0100)c

3.68837 07606 36279 99583 24709 21920 68306 E-01 (0050)c

3.8 0 5.5 0 0 2.31 0.77 2.0

2.90802 04650 66341 47700 88166 91317 05703 E-01a

2.90802 04650 66341 47700 88166 91317 05703 E-01 (0030)d

2.90802 04650 66341 47700 88166 91316 83635 E-01 (0025)d

2.90802 04650 66341 47700 88135 45107 55970 E-01 (0020)d

2.90802 04650 66341 38346 37860 92398 59679 E-01 (0015)d

2.90802 04649 60401 30605 90542 27209 54872 E-01 (0010)d

2.90792 57796 56773 38639 56179 86886 71667 E-01 (0005)d

2.90802 04650 66341 47698 70929 79988 77235 E-01 (1500)c

2.90802 04650 66341 47677 90448 35045 93450 E-01 (1000)c

2.90802 04650 66341 47578 14270 34479 60056 E-01 (0750)c

2.90802 04650 66341 46393 45932 16932 70044 E-01 (0500)c

2.90802 04650 66341 45280 68510 67242 29880 E-01 (0450)c

2.90802 04650 66340 71689 25970 04673 72415 E-01 (0250)c

2.90802 04650 66165 26767 66810 48702 51777 E-01 (0100)c

2.90802 04650 53956 39922 07646 27387 87619 E-01 (0050)c

a Ref. [67], benchmark result obtained via global-adaptive method with Gauss-Kronrod extension.
b Results obtained via Eq. (59).
c Ref. [67], results obtained via binomial expansion method.
d Results obtained via Eq. (65).
The values in parenthesis are upper limit of summations.

quantum number is n = 8. Note that this differs from
the radial exponent n. The principal quantum numbers
represent a sequence of electron configurations to be in-
cluded to the linear combination. The ground and some
excited states of hydrogen−like atoms depending on nu-
clear charge are given. It can be seen from this table that
unlike considering the nucleus as finite−sized, the differ-
ence between degenerate energy states increases much
more slowly. Some results obtained are consistent with
those found in [113] even when Z = 150 or Z = 160.
Among other things, this table gives benchmark values
which certainly need to be dealt with thoroughly. In-
creasing the upper limit of summation in LCAS, further
investigation on electronic energy states, clarification of
dependence between nuclear charge and radial exponent
will be considered in future work.
A test calculation is performed for upper limit of sum-
mation N , N = 256 (here, the highest limit of prin-

cipal quantum number n is n = 16 and radial expo-
nent n is n = |κ|.) for nuclear charge Z, Z = 136, 137
and Z = 138. The ground state energies are obtained
as 408.46 KeV , 422.17 KeV , 436.86 KeV , respectively.
Variational stability is maintained even while such a quite
large basis set is used. Another test calculation is per-
formed for nuclear charge Z, Z = 140 with upper limit of
summation N , N = 100. The radial exponent are taken
to be n = |κ| and n = γ+. The ground state energies are
found as 448.48 KeV , 425.40 KeV (this value is com-
patible to that found in [113].), respectively. Note that
absolute values for eigenvalues obtained from solution
are given in this study. Finally, it is possible to conclude
with the results presented in this study for hydrogen−like
atoms that the so called ”catastrophe” that previously
emerged for a charge numbers Z with Z > 137, in solv-
ing the Dirac equation with a potential corresponding to
a point−charge no longer applies.
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Additional mathematical difficulties arise in relativistic
calculations of more complex systems such as molecules.
One of the most challenging among them is pointed out
in the above section II and its solution given in section V.
Results for two−center overlap integrals are presented in
Table II, accordingly. An infinite series expansion occurs
in Eq. (65) while p3 6= 0. This results from series ex-
pansion of exponential functions ez, z = −p3ν. The ex-
ponential function is uniformly convergent for the entire
complex plane for any z with z < ∞. Convergence be-

havior of relativistic molecular auxiliary functions given
Eq. (54) through Eq. (50) and Eq. (65) are tested in this
table. From the earlier version [73] of the present paper
were used by the author to derive fully analytical formu-
lae [71, 72] for Eq. (66). Here, this equation is numeri-
cally calculated since the convergence properties of Eq.
(65) should be investigated initially. The results in Table
II (dotted lines) for some values of principal quantum
numbers and orbital parameters shows that this task has
been accomplished.
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