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A bstract

A n unusualtype ofthe exact solvability is reported. Tt isexem pli ed by the Coulomb
plus ham onic oscilator In D din ensions after a com plexi cation of its H am iltonian
which keeps the energies real. In nitely m any bound states are found in closed form
which generalizes the popular ham onicoscillator states at zero charge and even
party. A pparently, the m odel is halfway between exact and quasiexact.
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1 Introduction

Schrodinger equation forthe shifted and charged ham onic oscillatorin D dim ensions

reads
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Thirty years ago, Andre Hautot [Ii] noticed that at certain non-vanishing couplings
f and/or g it m ay posses elem entary solutions for the equidistant set of the energy
Tevels

(H autot) _
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which do not depend on the charge £. The charge itself is not arbitrary (for this
reason, the m odels of this type are called quasiexactly solvable, QES).One has to
evaluate the adm issble values of £ = f, as real roots of certain polynom ials of the
1) stdegree (seebelow).

T he undeniable m athem atical as well as physical appeal of QES solutions has
been revealed by m any independent authors whose work was summ arized by A lex
U shveridze @]. Very recently, the Q ES m odels helped to clarify som e counterintuitive
form al features of the so called P T symm etric quantum m echanics of Bender et al
B3] who replaced the usualHem iticiy H = H Y by the m ere comm utativity of the
Ham ilttonian w ith the product ofparity P and tim e reversal T . In the early stages of
developm ent, the studies ofthis form alisn were strongly m otivated by its relevance in
eld theory f]. In such a setting, it was very in pressive when Bender and B oettcher
1 dem onstrated that in contrast to the current H emm itian case, quartic polynom ial
oscillators belong to the QES class after their appropriate P T symm etrization (cf.

also ref. {§] form ore details).

T he charged ham onic oscillator (@) doesnot possess sin ilarappealin el theory
but it was still am using to reveal in paper [}] that its Schrodinger equation does not
lose its partial elem entary solvability even after the weakening of the Hem iticity
to themere PT symmetry of its Ham iltonian. In accord w ith the Bushev’s and

G recchi’s recipe E}] we used the shifted coordinatesx 2 ( 1 ;1 ) on complex lne



rx)= x 1" at a constant distance " > 0 from the real axis,
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Unfortunately, we only analyzed the ‘= 0 solutions in the quasitodd regine (cf. a
m ore detailed explanation below).

Since the publication of paper [7] a signi cant progress has been achieved in the
interpretation of the non-H em itian equations. Several authors ] em phasized that
within the dom ain of quantum m echanics, the PT symmetry of eq. ) should be
replaced by the (fom ally equivalent but m athem atically m ore natural) requirem ent
of the pseudo-H em iicity of the H am ittonian,

H = gy ; = Y. @)

O ne of the oldest illustrations of the e ciency of the use of the pssudo-H em itian
Ham itonians () wih an auxiliary inde nite metric  appears in the relativistic
quantum m echanics where it very naturally originates from the Feshbach’s and V ik~
lars’ Ham iltonian formulation of the K lein G ordon equation for the particles w ith
zero spin 1Q]. The sam e choice of a suitable nvertble helps to clarify som e con-
tem porary problem s in the cosm ologicalm odels based on the equations of B ryce de
Wit 3]

In the light ofeq. ), physical interpretation ofthe non-H em itian bound states is

m ore transparent and does not depend too m uch on the speci cation ofthe operator

itself. T his operatoronly plays the role ofa certain auxiliary transform ation ofthe
dualH ibert space. For a detailed explanation of this idea we recom m end the older
review {12]where the physicalm eaning of the nontrivial \m etric" was illustrated
by itsem ergence In them any—ferm ion m odelswhere € I characterizesthe so called
D yson’s m apping of the \physical" (@nd Hem itian) ferm ionic Ham itonians onto
their \m ore easily solvabke"  Hem itian bosonic equivalents [13].

Onemust keep In m Ind the non-unigqueness of them etric which belongs to the
given H . According to A .M ostafazadeh [14] one can replace the initial inde nie
(@nd, In particular, PT symmetric) metric ; by an altemative , which is posi-
tive de nie. In the other words, the puzzling quasiunitary evolition generated by



the nde nite ; [l8]m ay be declared an artifact of our constructions. V ice versa,
all the phenom enological considerations should necessarily be related to the positive
de nie version , > 0 ofthe metric (one can show that is exists for all the diago—
nalizable H am iltonians [, 14]). Then, the tin e evolution rem ains com pativle w ith
the probabilistic interpretation of the nom in the H ibert space of states.

In the light of the possiblk peacefull coexistence of ; = P wih some , > 0 in
eq. {4), our attention hasbeen re-directed to the solutionsofeq. ) which diverge in
the simnplem Inded Hemm itian Im it " ! 0 and which were om itted from the scope of
our preceding study []. W e are going to correct the om ission now . O ur expository
section 2 w ill outline an in provem ent of the m ethod which generates the old QES
solutions of ref. f4]. Section 3 will then m odify the basic ansatz which opens the
way towards the new (or, in the wording of our title, \forgotten") QES solutions of
eq. (3). Som e of their properties and possble applications willbe nally discussed
in section 4.

2 The standard quasiexact solutions

As Iong as the di erential eq. ) is of the second order, its general solution is a
superposition of som e two linearly ndependent solutions. This independence m ay
be deduced from their available leading-order form near the origin,

W=c o+ra Po; O@py=0 =2 =2 )

In the spirit of ref. [}] one usually searches for the polynom ial solutions com patible
w ith the correct physicalboundary conditions in the origh (ie., ¢ = 0 {l§]) aswell
asw ih their asym ptotic nom alizability. In the soirit ofthe generalQ E S philosophy
one m ay m est both these requirem ents by em ploying the special elem entary ansatz
of the very com m on ham onic-oscillator-like form

oW ‘
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T he construction of the solutions of this type degenerates to the insertion ofeq. (@)
into the di erentialeq. (8) which gives the hom ogeneous set ofN + 2 linear algebraic



equations forthe N + 1 coe cients h j( ‘oW em ay drop the superscript and tum to
the explicit non-square m atrix form of the latter equations,
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This is a niedin ensional and overdeterm ined lnear algebraic re-incamation of
the orighal di erential equation 3). Ftsm atrix structure enables us to de ne the

wave finction (ie., all its energy-dependent coe cients) as determm nants,
0
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wih j= N ;N 1;:::;1 and under any choice of the nom alization hy € 0.
T he Jatter nom alization convention converts the last row Ay 4 1hy = 0 ofeq. {7:)
Into the constraint
E=E'’=2N+2+L+P: ©)

In the other words, the condition of the mutual com patibility of the origihal over—
determ ined linear system §1) xes the energy which coincides w ith the old H autot’s
formula @).Atany N = 0;1;:::the energy is an increasing fiinction of the angular
momentum ‘orL and ofthe size of the shift b. The QE S construction is com plete

and

sin pli es the prescription of ref. 7] (where the special cases of egs. {7) and
@) contained the less com pact m atrix w ith four diagonals),



Jeads to the polynom ialwave functions @ ith the closed form (B) of the coe —

cients),
preserves the H autot’s explicit form (14) of the energies,

reduces the di erential Schrodinger equation to itsn din ensional square—
m atrix fom .

The 1rst observation (sinpli cation) is a m arghal technicalm erit due to our tran-
sition to a better ansatz. In contrast, the last feature ofthe QE S solutions ram ains
highly unpleasant as it forces us to guarantee that the relted secular determ inant

vanishes, 0 1
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Such a constraint detem nes the sst ofthe N + 1 adm issble couplingsF = Fk( )(N )

[ll7and is purely num erical nature is an exam ple of the m ost serious practical short—
com ing of the m ajprity of the QES models B]. W e are now going to descrbe a
ram arkable exosption from this discouraging rule.

3 N onstandard, quasieven QES states

3.1 The concept of quasiparity

Above we em phasized that at a xed, non-vanishing shift " > 0 the am biguity ofthe
metric opensthe possbility ofusing the \sin pler" conjigation @) with = ;=P
during the explicit constructions of the solutions whilke sw itching to their \physical"
re-interpretation based on an altemative scalar product w ith the positive de nite
metric , > 0. In such an approach both componentsc & 0 and ¢¢ 6 0 of wave
functions n eq. @) m ay be equally useful.

Once we relax the redundant boundary conditions in the origin we get m ore
solutions of course. O ne of the m ost transparent illustrations of the em ergence of



the additional \quasteven" ¢, 6 0 solutions was descrbed in ref. [/l where eq. @)
has been solved at the vanishing b = F, = 0. The superscrpts in the resulting
states ) () and !’ (r) have been interpreted as the o called quastparity. The
Introduction of this concept was m otivated by the cbservation that the quasiparity
degenerated to the current parity atb= F, = ‘= 0 (cf. eq. §)).

Tts independent additional support appeared in ref. [[§] revealing its connection
wih the P T parity and with the pssudonom ushg = ;= P . It even plys is
role in the supersym m etric quantum m echanics (cf. ref. (9] form ore details) but is
m issing from our ansatz (§) nherited from ref. []]. A swe understand it now , ansatz
@) is unnecessarily restrictive as it represents m erely quastodd solutions. From its
generalization

oy ¥ ‘
nm)=e "7 h ) a1

n=0
(W here we dropped all the superscripts for the tin e being) one can always retum to

the old quasiodd option via the additional ¢ ’  superscripted constraint
hi'=nh{'=::=n'"=0: 12)

W henever necessary, the ) superscripted \quasieven" QES solutionsm ay be char-
acterized by the altemative criterion

he 3+ 5 sk 19> o: (13)

W earenow close to ourkey clain that the structure ofthe quasteven Q ES solutions
is exceptionally sinple.

32 QES states having the even quasiparity

The source of the Jatter clain lies In the inproved ansatz (]) which leads to the
sam e equation ) with the new m atrix elem ents

A, =Aa"=F+2n L E; B,=BY'= @n+1 L) F;
Ch=CH'=m+1) +1 L) L=2+1; n= 0;1;::::

The energy omula @) is only m arginally m odi ed,

E=E®=2N+2 L+Y: (14)



Still, we in m ediately notice the m uch m ore In portant di erence connected w ith the
presence of the vanishing m atrix elem ent C L(+ )1 = 0 in the upper diagonalofour new
form of the QES secular equation. This m eans that the ) superscripted secular

determ inant m ay be rew ritten as the product ofa \an all", . dim ensional
1
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w ith anotherdetemm inant S &’ ofa \large", N L) dinensionalm atrix. T he latter
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precisely coincides w ith the kft-hand side expression in eq. (10) which guarantees,
in itstum, the existence ofthe QES solutions w ith the property (I4). The use ofthe
condition S *) = 0 would retum usback to the old quasi-odd ansatzs of section 4. Th
what follow s we shall ignore these solutions as standard and assum e that S’ 6 0.

3.3 Facilitated QE S constructions

A fter one concentrates attention solely to the quasi-even states, the Q E S construction
degenerates, basically, to the secular equation S©’ = 0. One veri es easily that
the acoeptance of this condition is consistent w ith the quasiparity (13). The wave
fiinction coe cients them selves rem ain form ally determ ined by the ¢’ superscripted
version of the determ inants (§) whose din ension grows with N . For this reason we

recomm end a re-interpretation of these coe cients as quantities evaluated by the



recurrences initiated at an jnitjalhb(,“ 6 0and de njnghh(:)l,hlgﬂzzzz:stepby step,
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W e abbreviated here , 2n+ 1 L)band note that in the Jast step of these

recurrences, the secular equation S ®) = 0 replaces the redundant de nition of a
ghost coe cient h (+1) = 0. Finally, the explicit orm of our secular equation
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soeci es the fam ily of the adm issble chargesFy = Fk(+) N ) in a way which rem ains
virtually purely non-num erical for the st few dimensions L.

331 L=2

O ne ofthe key reasons why both the form al appeal and practical im portance of the
quasteven spectrum {14) rem ained unnoticed In ref. []] was purely psychological.
Indeed, at the sin plest choice of L = 1 neq. {1§) whichm aymean both thes wave
In three din ensions and an even state at D = 0) one does not cbtain anything new .
Equation fl§) provides the single root F,'' (N ) = 0 and one jist reveals the well
known fact that at the vanishing eigencharge our m odel degenerates to the lnear
ham onic oscillator de ned on the whol lne.

Let us m ove, therefore, to the st nontrivial choice of L = 2 corresponding to
thep wave In two din ensions or to the s wave In our dim ensions. T his gives the
follow Ing two serdes of the fully non-num erical eigencharges,

qg -
F[]_;Z]CN): (b2+ 2N): (17)



The wave functions retain the even quasitparity in a way com patbl wih eq. {3),
N .

l 1
+)
hou;z](N): E b"'F[l;Z](N) hl[l;2]cN):

B oth the eigencharges grow w ith the increasing size ofthe shift band w ith the num ber
N ofnodes (ie. wih the energy Ey ). In the coupling-energy plane our QES states
m ay be visualized as fam ilies located along certain curved lnes which, n a way, lie
som ew here In between the ham onicoscillator F = 0 straight line and the num erous
Hautot’s sets of roots Fy N ) each ofwhich isde ned ata xed energy or IntegerN .
Som etin es, the sin ilar fam ilies of the bound states w ith the \energy = constant"
property are being called Stum ians. In this sense one could speak here about a
certain further generalization of the latter concept.

332 L=3

A mid form al shortcom ng of the present Coulomb + ham onic oscillators lies in
a quick growth of complexiy of eg. f1§) for the larger L. At any L 3 one
should not be tem pted to generate the form ulae verifying, say, the snooth N  and
b dependence of the eigencharges. In practice, the other approachesm ay de nitely

prove preferable.
Even at the very rstL = 3 the com paratively com pact form ofouregq. @§),
0 1
2b F 2 0
B &
detg 2N F 2 g = 0; 18)
0 2N + 2 2o F

should not inspire a search for the triplet of charges fFy;F1;F,g via the closed (ie.,
Cardano) formulae (the reader is recomm ended to try to generate them using the
com puter sym bolic m anjpulations In order to see that they really are enomm ously
clum sy). A signi cantly better strategy consists in an elin ination of the (unique)
value of N from the above secular determ inant (18) giving

1
N =N F;b) = & AFK + 8 F° 4F

Afterwe x any left-hand-side integer N wem ay pick up the two eigenshiftsby ;,; as
elem entary functions of the indetemm inate variable F Wwe skip the details which are
trivial) .



333 L >3

Them ain advantage of the sem i-im plicit techniques ofthe solution ofeq. (1§) isthat
they m ay work at a few larger Integers L > 3. For illustration, the choice of L = 5
(which corresponds to the d wave In three din ensions) leads already to the purely
num erical detem ination ofeigenchargesF . In an altermative approach we elin inate

1 a
= S1oF 768b 256F b2 + 768F + 4OF3 24 (1024b2 + 192F' 3+ 512F 2+ F 6)

and recomm end the graphical determ ination of the eigenvalues F = F (o) and/or
b= bF ) afterwards.

T he m ost practical possibility consists in a direct selection of a suitable shift b
ollowed by the subsequent diagonalization of the purely num erical m atrix. In an
fllustration using L = 3 and b= 5 one gets the three eigencharges

F = £10:757; 10:400; 0357559

atthe an allest possbleN = 2. In an oppositeextram eusingN = 1000 the com puted
values

F = £89:98; 89:975; 0:0049407g

already lie very close to their large N estin ate cbtannabl In closed fom ,

F f 8N; 8N; bNg f£89:44; 8944; 0005g:
This sin pli es the verdi cation of the reality of the eigencharges and con m s the
an oothness of their N dependence. Such a type of calculation is very quick and
gives results sampled at L = 4 and b= 5 in Tabk 1.

4 D iscussion

The main merit of our key eq. @6) which de nes the eigencharges) is that its
dim ension is independent of the quantum number N . Equation (17) is the best
ustration of the related new formm of the solvability which we intended to describe
here. Still, the principle of the whole construction is m ore general and one m ight
try to apply the sin ilar recipe to the quartic oscillator of refs. [, §], to the sextic

10



oscillators studied by m any authors 0], to the decadic oscillator of ref. P11] and to

the num erous existing m odi cations B] ofthese m ost popular or \canonical" m odels.

4.1 Non-orthogonalQES states as a basis?

In our particular exam ple, the strength of the C oulom bic interaction appears to be
an energy—or N dependent quantity. One dealswith an L 2 generalization of
thecommon L = 1 ham onic oscillator. Ttsm ost in portant features are an apparent
com pleteness \in a relevant subspace" (a guess nspired by their n nite num ber) and
a compact form (e ecting the N Independent evaluation of the eligble charges,
each of which is selected as a function of the m ain quantum numberN = 0;1;::3).
Both these featuresm ake our In nite set(s) of the quasteven states very sim ilar to
the ordinary ham onic oscillator basis. In the context of concluding rem arks, ket us
pay som e attention to the possibl analogies of the Jatter type.

F irstly, due to the non-H em iticity of the Ham itonian H F)=H O)+ F W we
have to distinguish between the kft = doublkket) and right = singlkeket) QES
eigenstates,

HO+FyW]Ni=Ey N 19)

HN § H )+ Fy W 1= Ey BN 20)

The integer N numbers the energies Ey as well as the sslected charges Fy =

F k1) N ) so that the keft and right eigenstates exist at the comm on energies (14)
and charges [sy, (17)]. The wave functions are de ned in closed form , as polynom i-
als in the coordinates (cf. (1)) and in the couplings and quantum numbers (cf. @)).
T his is of param ount In portance, m aking our quasteven Q ES solutions extrem ely
sim ilar to the even bound states of the exactly solvable chargeless oscillators which
form one of the m ost popular com plete bases in L, (0;1 ).

In a tentative parallel one could search for the approprately weakened biorthog—
onality relations. This is a realm athem atical challenge since our QE S solutions are
only de ned at the exceptionaland ¥ and N dependent charges. Still, one can
easily verify the m anifest non-orthogonality of the pairs of m any random Iy selected
QES states. O foourse, the closed form aswell as the in nite num ber of these states

Ihgoires their use in a perturbative or variational context.

11



Forthe sin ilar purposes one hasto truncate theirsst toa nitesubsst W < 1 ),
assum ing that the m atrix of their overlaps

Qnn = Hm ni; m;n= 0;1;:::N

is nvertble. W e may then proceed, say, In the varational spirit and reduce our
H ibert space and itsdualto the nite-din ensional subspaces spanned by our subsst
ofthe selected Q E S eigenvectors. T he approxin ate identity operatorbecom esde ned

by the usual series

R
I= niRy ,, Hnj

m ;n=0
whereR = Q ! is, .n general, fiully non-diagonal. A lso the Ham iltonian H ) itself
becom es approxin ated by a non-diagonalm atrix. At alnost allF , the ssarch for

the energies E = E ) becom es, therefore, a num erical task.

4.2 Speculations about app licability

In spite of the unplasant character of the latter conclusion, one should still feel the
di erence between a fiilly generalm atrix diagonalization and our \next-to-solvable"
Coulomb + ham onic problem considered at any charge F,

HO+FW]Jji=EF)ji: 1)

In particular, our Schrodinger equation m ay be (eg. perturbatively) connected to
its special cases with QES character. In an attem pted step towards m aking such a
connection explicit, ket us in agine that equations 9) and @0) share the energy and
charge (though not the eigevectors) at every given N . Thism eans that, respectively,
we have the relations

INJHO+Fy W] Mi=Ey HN M i 22)

INJHQO+FyW]Mi=Ey INM1 23)

the subtraction of which gives the strongest constraint

E'm Fy)HN jWw M i= Ey EN)QN;M: 24)

12



This relation is an inm ediate generalization of the biorthogonality of the states
which would result from it In the hypothetical case of the subscript-ndependent
chargesFy = Fy .

Let usnow retum to the relations ©2) and @3) and deduce the m atrix form of
the Coulomb + ham onic Ham ittonian H F ) at any value of the charge,

HNJH ) M i= @ Fy) HN W M i+ Ey Quu : (25)

This formula will help us to avoid the tedious and m ost tin e consum Ing part of
the diagonalization of H ), viz, the evaluation of the input m atrix elem ents which
precedes the solution of the problem £1) studied In its explicit m atrix form which
de nes, in principl, allthe necessary com ponentspy = N j i ofthe wave functions
Ji= MiRy nPn:
m mn=0

At this m om ent we have to reem phasize that we do not Intend to perform any
num erical calculations. W e ratherw ish to stress the helpfiil role which can be played
by the QES states. In such a context, the number of the necessary input m atrix
elem ents encounters the m ost drastic reduction after the insertion of eg. @5) i

eq. 1), X
® Fy) BN jWw K iRgxgps= € Exy) py: (26)

K ;J
N ext, the necessary Input inform ation is further reduced by the generalized biorthog-
onaltty relations £4) which express all the o -diagonal elem ents of the (in our ex-
am ple, Coulombic) operatorW In tem softhe known overlap m atrix Q . In thisway

the num erical or perturbative diagonalization of the m atrix Schrodinger eq. 28),
2 3

X 4 X EN EK 5
E Fy) Ty Ryo t ——— Qnx Rxkw> o= € Ey)p; @7)
Fn  Fx

J K 6N

w ill require the independent input evaluation of the m ere diagonalm atrix elem ents
Ty = BN jW N iassum ing of course that we alwayshaveFy € Fy forM € N .We
m ay sum m arize that them ain m erit ofthe use ofthe QE S states lies in the com pact
and easily generated m atrix form of our Coulomb + ham onic m atrix Schrodinger
equation at any nonQES charge F .

13



4.3 Outlook

W e have seen that our system (3) may quite e ciently be treated by the non-
num erical as well as aln ost purely num erical means. In the fom er sense it has
been shown to lie som ewhere n between the QE S and exactly solvable category (cf.
Tabk 2). In com parison with its com pltely solvable neighbor (ie. with is own
ham onic oscillator special case of ref. [1'7]), its nontrivialb$ 0 and F 6 0 versions
do not generate all their bound states in the elem entary form . Still, ln contrast to
the quastodd QES model |11 in Tabl 2, its present quasteven partner supports an
in nite num ber of bound states in the closed, elem entary form . T hus, our exam ple
(aswellas any one of tsm any analogs) could be assigned a \m idway" status in som e
of is applications and Interpretations.
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Tabk 1.N dependence of eigenchargesat L = 4 and b= 5.

N Fy
3 15:611  5:9279 4:8887 16:651
30 27:149 9:2909 8:9294 27:511

100 44:732 15  14:865 44:867
200 61:665 20:602 20:531 61:736
300 74:856 24:984 24:936 74:904

1000 134:93 44:985 44:970 134:94

3000 || 232:82  77:610 77:605 232:83

30000 || 734:99  245:00 245:00 734:99

Tablk 2. Solvabl psesudo-H emm itian potentials: Tentative classi cation.

class quasi exact Interm ediate exact

solutions available | ata nite sst of N |at In nitely many N | at allN
range of couplings restricted restricted any
ilustrative exam ple [ here A7
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