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Pseudo-H erm itian version ofthe charged

harm onic oscillator and its \forgotten" exact

solutions

M iloslav Znojil

NuclearPhysicsInstituteofAcadem y ofSciencesoftheCzech Republic,

250 68 �Re�z,Czech Republic

e-m ail:znojil@ujf.cas.cz

A bstract

An unusualtypeoftheexactsolvability isreported.Itisexem pli�ed bytheCoulom b

plusharm onicoscillatorin D dim ensionsaftera com plexi�cation ofitsHam iltonian

which keepstheenergiesreal.In�nitely m any bound statesarefound in closed form

which generalizes the popular harm onic-oscillator states at zero charge and even

parity.Apparently,them odelishalfway between exactand quasi-exact.
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1 Introduction

Schr�odingerequation fortheshifted and charged harm onicoscillatorin D dim ensions

reads

"

�
d2

dr2
+
‘(‘+ 1)

r2
+
f

r
+ 2gr+ r

2

#

’(r)= E ’(r); r2 (0;1 ): (1)

Thirty yearsago,Andr�e Hautot[1]noticed thatatcertain non-vanishing couplings

f and/org itm ay posseselem entary solutionsforthe equidistantsetofthe energy

levels

E = E
(H autot)

n;‘ = 2n + 2+ L � g
2
; (2)

n = 0;1;:::; L = L(‘)= 2‘+ 1= D � 2;D ;D + 2;:::

which do not depend on the charge f. The charge itselfis not arbitrary (forthis

reason,the m odelsofthistype are called quasi-exactly solvable,QES).One hasto

evaluate the adm issible valuesoff = fn asrealrootsofcertain polynom ialsofthe

(n � 1)�stdegree(seebelow).

The undeniable m athem aticalas wellas physicalappealofQES solutions has

been revealed by m any independent authorswhose work was sum m arized by Alex

Ushveridze[2].Veryrecently,theQES m odelshelped toclarifysom ecounterintuitive

form alfeaturesofthe so called PT sym m etric quantum m echanicsofBenderetal

[3]who replaced the usualHerm iticity H = H y by the m ere com m utativity ofthe

Ham iltonian with theproductofparity P and tim ereversalT .In theearly stagesof

developm ent,thestudiesofthisform alism werestronglym otivated byitsrelevancein

�eld theory [4].In such asetting,itwasvery im pressivewhen Benderand Boettcher

[5]dem onstrated thatin contrastto thecurrentHerm itian case,quarticpolynom ial

oscillatorsbelong to the QES classaftertheirappropriate PT sym m etrization (cf.

also ref.[6]form oredetails).

Thecharged harm onicoscillator(1)doesnotpossesssim ilarappealin �eld theory

butitwasstillam using to revealin paper[7]thatitsSchr�odingerequation doesnot

lose its partialelem entary solvability even after the weakening ofthe Herm iticity

to the m ere PT sym m etry ofits Ham iltonian. In accord with the Buslaev’s and

Grecchi’s recipe [8]we used the shifted coordinatesx 2 (�1 ;1 )on com plex line
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r(x)= x � i" ata constantdistance"> 0 from therealaxis,

"

�
d2

dx2
+
‘(‘+ 1)

r2(x)
+ i

Fn

r(x)
+ 2ibr(x)+ r

2(x)

#

 n(x)= E n  n(x): (3)

Unfortunately,we only analyzed the ‘= 0 solutionsin the quasi-odd regim e (cf. a

m oredetailed explanation below).

Sincethepublication ofpaper[7]a signi�cantprogresshasbeen achieved in the

interpretation ofthe non-Herm itian equations.Severalauthors[9]em phasized that

within the dom ain ofquantum m echanics,the PT sym m etry ofeq.(3)should be

replaced by the(form ally equivalentbutm athem atically m orenatural)requirem ent

ofthepseudo-Herm iticity oftheHam iltonian,

H = �
� 1
H

y
�; � = �

y
: (4)

One ofthe oldest illustrations ofthe e�ciency ofthe use ofthe pseudo-Herm itian

Ham iltonians (4) with an auxiliary inde�nite m etric � appears in the relativistic

quantum m echanicswhereitvery naturally originatesfrom theFeshbach’sand Vil-

lars’Ham iltonian form ulation ofthe Klein Gordon equation forthe particles with

zero spin [10].The sam e choice ofa suitable invertible � helpsto clarify som e con-

tem porary problem sin thecosm ologicalm odelsbased on theequationsofBrycede

W itt[11].

Inthelightofeq.(4),physicalinterpretation ofthenon-Herm itianboundstatesis

m oretransparentand doesnotdepend toom uch on thespeci�cation oftheoperator

� itself.Thisoperatoronly playstheroleofacertain auxiliary transform ation ofthe

dualHilbertspace.Fora detailed explanation ofthisidea werecom m end theolder

review [12]where the physicalm eaning ofthe nontrivial\m etric" � wasillustrated

by itsem ergencein them any-ferm ion m odelswhere� 6= I characterizesthesocalled

Dyson’s m apping ofthe \physical" (and Herm itian) ferm ionic Ham iltonians onto

their\m oreeasily solvable" ��Herm itian bosonicequivalents[13].

Onem ustkeep in m ind thenon-uniquenessofthem etric� which belongsto the

given H . According to A.M ostafazadeh [14]one can replace the initialinde�nite

(and,in particular,PT �sym m etric) m etric �1 by an alternative �2 which is posi-

tive de�nite.In the otherwords,the puzzling quasi-unitary evolution generated by
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the inde�nite �1 [15]m ay be declared an artifactofourconstructions. Vice versa,

allthephenom enologicalconsiderationsshould necessarily berelated to thepositive

de�nite version �2 > 0 ofthe m etric (one can show thatisexistsforallthe diago-

nalizable Ham iltonians[9,14]). Then,the tim e evolution rem ainscom patible with

theprobabilisticinterpretation ofthenorm in theHilbertspaceofstates.

In the lightofthe possible peacefulcoexistence of�1 = P with som e �2 > 0 in

eq.(4),ourattention hasbeen re-directed tothesolutionsofeq.(3)which divergein

thesim ple-m inded Herm itian lim it"! 0 and which wereom itted from thescopeof

ourpreceding study [7].W e aregoing to correctthe om ission now.Ourexpository

section 2 willoutline an im provem ent ofthe m ethod which generatesthe old QES

solutions ofref. [7]. Section 3 willthen m odify the basic ansatz which opens the

way towardsthenew (or,in thewording ofourtitle,\forgotten")QES solutionsof

eq.(3). Som e oftheirpropertiesand possible applicationswillbe �nally discussed

in section 4.

2 T he standard quasi-exact solutions

As long as the di�erentialeq.(3) is ofthe second order,its generalsolution is a

superposition ofsom e two linearly independent solutions. This independence m ay

bededuced from theiravailableleading-orderform neartheorigin,

 n(r)= c�  
(� )
n (r)+ c+  

(+ )

n (r);  
(� )
n (r)= O

�

r
1=2� (‘+ 1=2)

�

: (5)

In thespiritofref.[7]oneusually searchesforthepolynom ialsolutionscom patible

with thecorrectphysicalboundary conditionsin theorigin (i.e.,c+ = 0 [16])aswell

aswith theirasym ptoticnorm alizability.In thespiritofthegeneralQES philosophy

one m ay m eetboth these requirem entsby em ploying the specialelem entary ansatz

ofthevery com m on harm onic-oscillator-likeform

 (x)=  
(� )
n (x)= e

� r2=2� ibr

NX

n= 0

h
(� )
n (ir)n+ ‘+ 1 ; r= r(x)= x� i": (6)

Theconstruction ofthesolutionsofthistypedegeneratesto theinsertion ofeq.(6)

intothedi�erentialeq.(3)which givesthehom ogeneoussetofN + 2linearalgebraic
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equationsforthe N + 1 coe�cientsh
(� )

j .W e m ay drop thesuperscriptand turn to

theexplicitnon-squarem atrix form ofthelatterequations,
0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

B 0 C0

A 1 B 1 C1

...
...

...

A N � 1 B N � 1 CN � 1

A N B N

A N + 1

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

h0

h2
...

hN

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

= 0 (7)

with elem ents

A n = A (� )
n = b2 + 2n + L � E ; B n = B (� )

n = �(2n + 1+ L)b� F;

Cn = C (� )
n = (n + 1)(n + 1+ L); L = 2‘+ 1; n = 0;1;::::

This is a �nite-dim ensionaland over-determ ined linear algebraic re-incarnation of

the originaldi�erentialequation (3). Its m atrix structure enables usto de�ne the

wavefunction (i.e.,allitsenergy-dependentcoe�cients)asdeterm inants,

hj� 1 =
hN

(�A j)(�A j+ 1):::(�A N )
� det

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

B j Cj

A j+ 1 B j+ 1 Cj+ 1

...
...

...

A N � 1 B N � 1 CN � 1

A N B N

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

(8)

with j= N ;N � 1;:::;1 and underany choiceofthenorm alization hN 6= 0.

Thelatternorm alization convention convertsthelastrow A N + 1hN = 0 ofeq.(7)

into theconstraint

E = E
(� ) = 2N + 2+ L + b

2
: (9)

In the otherwords,the condition ofthe m utualcom patibility ofthe originalover-

determ ined linearsystem (7)�xestheenergy which coincideswith theold Hautot’s

form ula (2).Atany N = 0;1;:::theenergy isan increasing function oftheangular

m om entum ‘orL and ofthe size oftheshiftb.The QES construction iscom plete

and

� sim pli�es the prescription ofref. [7](where the specialcasesofeqs. (7)and

(8)contained thelesscom pactm atrix with fourdiagonals),
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� leadsto thepolynom ialwavefunctions(with theclosed form (8)ofthecoe�-

cients),

� preservestheHautot’sexplicitform (14)oftheenergies,

� reduces the di�erentialSchr�odinger equation to its n� dim ensionalsquare-

m atrix form .

The �rstobservation (sim pli�cation)isa m arginaltechnicalm eritdue to ourtran-

sition to a betteransatz.In contrast,thelastfeatureoftheQES solutionsrem ains

highly unpleasantasitforcesusto guarantee thatthe related seculardeterm inant

vanishes,

det

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

B
(� )

0 C
(� )

0

A
(� )

1 B
(� )

1 C
(� )

1

...
...

...

A
(+ )

N � 1 B
(� )

N � 1 C
(� )

N � 1

A
(� )

N B
(� )

N

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

= 0 : (10)

Such a constraintdeterm inesthesetoftheN + 1 adm issiblecouplingsF = F
(� )

k (N )

[1]and itspurely num ericalnatureisan exam pleofthem ostseriouspracticalshort-

com ing ofthe m ajority ofthe QES m odels [2]. W e are now going to describe a

rem arkableexception from thisdiscouraging rule.

3 N onstandard,quasi-even Q ES states

3.1 T he concept ofquasi-parity

Aboveweem phasized thatata �xed,non-vanishing shift"> 0 theam biguity ofthe

m etric� opensthepossibility ofusingthe\sim pler"conjugation (4)with � = �1 = P

during theexplicitconstructionsofthesolutionswhileswitching to their\physical"

re-interpretation based on an alternative scalar product with the positive de�nite

m etric �2 > 0. In such an approach both com ponentsc� 6= 0 and c+ 6= 0 ofwave

functionsin eq.(5)m ay beequally useful.

Once we relax the redundant boundary conditions in the origin we get m ore

solutions ofcourse. One ofthe m ost transparent illustrations ofthe em ergence of
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theadditional\quasi-even" c+ 6= 0 solutionswasdescribed in ref.[17]whereeq.(3)

has been solved at the vanishing b = Fn = 0. The superscripts in the resulting

states (+ )
n (r)and  (� )

n (r)have been interpreted asthe so called quasi-parity. The

introduction ofthisconceptwasm otivated by theobservation thatthequasi-parity

degenerated to thecurrentparity atb= Fn = ‘= 0 (cf.eq.(5)).

Itsindependentadditionalsupportappeared in ref.[18]revealing itsconnection

with the PT parity and with the pseudo-norm using � = �1 = P. Iteven playsits

rolein thesupersym m etric quantum m echanics(cf.ref.[19]form oredetails)butis

m issing from ouransatz(6)inherited from ref.[7].Asweunderstand itnow,ansatz

(6)isunnecessarily restrictive asitrepresentsm erely quasi-odd solutions.From its

generalization

 n(r)= e
� r2=2� ibr

NX

n= 0

hn(ir)
n� ‘ (11)

(wherewedropped allthesuperscriptsforthetim ebeing)onecan alwaysreturn to

theold quasi-odd option via theadditional(� )�superscripted constraint

h
(� )

0 = h
(� )

1 = :::= h
(� )

L� 1 = 0 : (12)

W henevernecessary,the(+ )�superscripted \quasi-even"QES solutionsm aybechar-

acterized by thealternativecriterion

jh
(+ )

0 j+ jh
(+ )

1 j+ :::+ jh
(+ )

L� 1j> 0: (13)

W earenow closetoourkey claim thatthestructureofthequasi-even QES solutions

isexceptionally sim ple.

3.2 Q ES states having the even quasi-parity

The source ofthe latter claim lies in the im proved ansatz (11)which leads to the

sam eequation (7)with thenew m atrix elem ents

A n = A (+ )
n = b2 + 2n � L � E ; B n = B (+ )

n = �(2n + 1� L)b� F;

Cn = C (+ )
n = (n + 1)(n + 1� L); L = 2‘+ 1; n = 0;1;::::

Theenergy form ula (9)isonly m arginally m odi�ed,

E = E
(+ ) = 2N + 2� L + b

2
: (14)
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Still,weim m ediately noticethem uch m oreim portantdi�erenceconnected with the

presenceofthevanishing m atrix elem entC
(+ )

L� 1 = 0 in theupperdiagonalofournew

form ofthe QES secular equation. This m eans thatthe (+ )�superscripted secular

determ inantm ay bere-written astheproductofa \sm all",L�dim ensional

S
(S) = det

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

B
(+ )

0 C
(+ )

0

A
(+ )

1 B
(+ )

1 C
(+ )

1

...
...

...

A
(+ )

L� 2 B
(+ )

L� 2 C
(+ )

L� 2

A
(+ )

L� 1 B
(+ )

L� 1

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

with anotherdeterm inantS(L) ofa\large",(N � L)�dim ensionalm atrix.Thelatter

factor

S
(L) = det

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

B
(+ )

L C
(+ )

L

A
(+ )

L+ 1 B
(+ )

L+ 1 C
(+ )

L+ 1

...
...

...

A
(+ )

N � 1 B
(+ )

N � 1 C
(+ )

N � 1

A
(+ )

N B
(+ )

N

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

precisely coincideswith the left-hand side expression in eq. (10)which guarantees,

in itsturn,theexistenceoftheQES solutionswith theproperty (12).Theuseofthe

condition S(L) = 0would return usback totheold quasi-odd ansatzsofsection 2.In

whatfollowsweshallignorethesesolutionsasstandard and assum e thatS(L) 6= 0.

3.3 Facilitated Q ES constructions

Afteroneconcentratesattention solelytothequasi-even states,theQES construction

degenerates,basically,to the secular equation S(S) = 0. One veri�es easily that

the acceptance ofthiscondition isconsistentwith the quasi-parity (13). The wave

function coe�cientsthem selvesrem ain form allydeterm ined bythe (+ )�superscripted

version ofthe determ inants(8)whose dim ension growswith N .Forthisreason we

recom m end a re-interpretation ofthese coe�cients as quantities evaluated by the
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recurrencesinitiated atan initialh
(+ )

N 6= 0 and de�ning h
(+ )

N � 1,h
(+ )

N � 2::::step by step,

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

�2N �1 � F 4� 2L

...
...

...

�4 �N � 1 � F N 2 � N L

�2 �N � F

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

h
(+ )

0

...

h
(+ )

N � 1

h
(+ )

N

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

= 0 : (15)

W e abbreviated here �n � �(2n + 1� L)b and note thatin the laststep ofthese

recurrences,the secular equation S(S) = 0 replaces the redundant de�nition ofa

ghostcoe�cienth
(+ )

� 1 = 0.Finally,theexplicitform ofoursecularequation

det

0

B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
B
@

�0 � F 1� L

�2N �1 � F 4� 2L

...
...

...

�2(N + 3� L) �L� 2 � F 1� L

�2(N + 2� L) �L� 1 � F

1

C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
C
A

= 0 (16)

speci�esthefam ily oftheadm issiblechargesFN = F
(+ )

k (N )in a way which rem ains

virtually purely non-num ericalforthe�rstfew dim ensionsL.

3.3.1 L = 2

Oneofthekey reasonswhy both theform alappealand practicalim portanceofthe

quasi-even spectrum (14)rem ained unnoticed in ref. [7]was purely psychological.

Indeed,atthesim plestchoiceofL = 1in eq.(16)(which m aym ean boththes�wave

in threedim ensionsand an even stateatD = 0)onedoesnotobtain anything new.

Equation (16) provides the single root F
(+ )

0 (N ) = 0 and one just reveals the well

known fact that at the vanishing eigencharge our m odeldegenerates to the linear

harm onicoscillatorde�ned on thewholeline.

Letusm ove,therefore,to the �rstnontrivialchoice ofL = 2 corresponding to

thep�wave in two dim ensionsorto the s�wave in fourdim ensions.Thisgivesthe

following two seriesofthefully non-num ericaleigencharges,

F[1;2](N )= �

q

(b2 + 2N ): (17)
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Thewavefunctionsretain theeven quasi-parity in a way com patiblewith eq.(13),

h
(+ )

0[1;2]
(N )= �

1

2N

h

b+ F[1;2](N )
i

h
(+ )

1[1;2]
(N ):

Boththeeigenchargesgrow with theincreasingsizeoftheshiftband withthenum ber

N ofnodes(i.e.,with theenergy E N ).In thecoupling-energy planeourQES states

m ay be visualized asfam ilieslocated along certain curved lineswhich,in a way,lie

som ewherein between theharm onic-oscillatorF = 0 straightlineand thenum erous

Hautot’ssetsofrootsFk(N )each ofwhich isde�ned ata �xed energy orintegerN .

Som etim es,the sim ilar fam ilies ofthe bound states with the \energy = constant"

property are being called Sturm ians. In this sense one could speak here about a

certain furthergeneralization ofthelatterconcept.

3.3.2 L = 3

A m ild form alshortcom ing ofthe present Coulom b + harm onic oscillators lies in

a quick growth ofcom plexity ofeq. (16) for the larger L. At any L � 3 one

should notbetem pted to generatetheform ulaeverifying,say,thesm ooth N � and

b�dependence oftheeigencharges.In practice,theotherapproachesm ay de�nitely

provepreferable.

Even atthevery �rstL = 3 thecom paratively com pactform ofoureq.(16),

det

0

B
B
B
@

2b� F �2 0

�2N �F �2

0 �2N + 2 �2b� F

1

C
C
C
A
= 0; (18)

should notinspirea search forthetripletofchargesfF0;F1;F2g via theclosed (i.e.,

Cardano) form ulae (the reader is recom m ended to try to generate them using the

com puter sym bolic m anipulations in order to see that they really are enorm ously

clum sy). A signi�cantly better strategy consists in an elim ination ofthe (unique)

valueofN from theaboveseculardeterm inant(18)giving

N = N (F;b)= �
1

8F

�

4Fb2 + 8b� F
3
� 4F

�

:

Afterwe�x any left-hand-sideintegerN wem ay pick up thetwo eigenshiftsb[1;2]as

elem entary functionsoftheindeterm inatevariableF (weskip thedetailswhich are

trivial).
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3.3.3 L > 3

Them ain advantageofthesem i-im plicittechniquesofthesolution ofeq.(16)isthat

they m ay work ata few largerintegersL > 3.Forillustration,the choice ofL = 5

(which correspondsto the d�wave in three dim ensions)leadsalready to the purely

num ericaldeterm ination ofeigenchargesF.In an alternativeapproach weelim inate

N
� =

1

512F

�

�768b� 256Fb2 + 768F + 40F 3
� 24

q

(1024b2 + 192bF 3 + 512F 2 + F 6)

�

and recom m end the graphicaldeterm ination ofthe eigenvalues F = F(b) and/or

b= b(F)afterwards.

The m ostpracticalpossibility consists in a directselection ofa suitable shiftb

followed by the subsequent diagonalization ofthe purely num ericalm atrix. In an

illustration using L = 3 and b= 5 onegetsthethreeeigencharges

F = f10:757;�10:400;�0:35755g

atthesm allestpossibleN = 2.Inanopposite-extrem eusingN = 1000thecom puted

values

F = f89:98;�89:975;�0:0049407g

already lievery closeto theirlarge�N estim ateobtainablein closed form ,

F � f
p
8N ;�

p
8N ;�b=N g � f89:44;�89:44;�0:005g:

This sim pli�es the veri�cation ofthe reality ofthe eigencharges and con�rm s the

sm oothness oftheir N �dependence. Such a type ofcalculation is very quick and

givesresultssam pled atL = 4 and b= 5 in Table1.

4 D iscussion

The m ain m erit ofour key eq. (16) (which de�nes the eigencharges) is that its

dim ension is independent ofthe quantum num ber N . Equation (17) is the best

illustration oftherelated new form ofthesolvability which we intended to describe

here. Still,the principle ofthe whole construction is m ore generaland one m ight

try to apply the sim ilarrecipe to the quartic oscillatorofrefs. [5,6],to the sextic
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oscillatorsstudied by m any authors[20],to thedecadicoscillatorofref.[21]and to

thenum erousexistingm odi�cations[2]ofthesem ostpopularor\canonical"m odels.

4.1 N on-orthogonalQ ES states as a basis?

In ourparticularexam ple,the strength ofthe Coulom bic interaction appearsto be

an energy-or N �dependent quantity. One deals with an L � 2 generalization of

thecom m on L = 1harm onicoscillator.Itsm ostim portantfeaturesarean apparent

com pleteness\in arelevantsubspace"(aguessinspired by theirin�nitenum ber)and

a com pact form (re
ecting the N �independent evaluation ofthe eligible charges,

each ofwhich isselected asa function ofthe m ain quantum num berN = 0;1;:::).

Both these featuresm ake ourin�nite set(s)ofthe quasi-even statesvery sim ilarto

theordinary harm onic oscillatorbasis.In thecontextofconcluding rem arks,letus

pay som eattention to thepossibleanalogiesofthelattertype.

Firstly,due to the non-Herm iticity oftheHam iltonian H (F)= H (0)+ F W we

have to distinguish between the left (= double-ket) and right (= single-ket) QES

eigenstates,

[H (0)+ FN W ]jN i= E N jN i; (19)

hhN j[H (0)+ FN W ]= E N hhN j: (20)

The integer N num bers the energies E N as well as the selected charges FN =

F[k]
(+ )(N )so thatthe leftand righteigenstatesexistatthe com m on energies(14)

and charges[say,(17)].Thewavefunctionsarede�ned in closed form ,aspolynom i-

alsin thecoordinates(cf.(11))and in thecouplingsand quantum num bers(cf.(8)).

Thisisofparam ountim portance,m aking ourquasi-even QES solutionsextrem ely

sim ilarto the even bound statesofthe exactly solvable chargelessoscillatorswhich

form oneofthem ostpopularcom pletebasesin L2(0;1 ).

In a tentativeparallelonecould search fortheappropriately weakened biorthog-

onality relations.Thisisa realm athem aticalchallenge sinceourQES solutionsare

only de�ned at the exceptionaland ‘� and N �dependent charges. Still,one can

easily verify them anifestnon-orthogonality ofthepairsofm any random ly selected

QES states.Ofcourse,theclosed form aswellasthein�nitenum berofthesestates

inspirestheirusein a perturbativeorvariationalcontext.
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Forthesim ilarpurposesonehastotruncatetheirsettoa�nitesubset(N < 1 ),

assum ing thatthem atrix oftheiroverlaps

Q m ;n = hhm jni; m ;n = 0;1;:::N

is invertible. W e m ay then proceed,say,in the variationalspirit and reduce our

Hilbertspaceand itsdualtothe�nite-dim ensionalsubspacesspanned by oursubset

oftheselected QESeigenvectors.Theapproxim ateidentityoperatorbecom esde�ned

by theusualseries

I =

NX

m ;n= 0

jm iR m ;n hhnj

whereR = Q � 1 is,in general,fully non-diagonal.Also theHam iltonian H (F)itself

becom es approxim ated by a non-diagonalm atrix. At alm ost allF,the search for

theenergiesE = E (F)becom es,therefore,a num ericaltask.

4.2 Speculations about applicability

In spiteoftheunpleasantcharacterofthelatterconclusion,oneshould stillfeelthe

di�erencebetween a fully generalm atrix diagonalization and our\next-to-solvable"

Coulom b + harm onicproblem considered atany charge F,

[H (0)+ F W ]j	i= E (F)j	i: (21)

In particular,ourSchr�odinger equation m ay be (e.g.,perturbatively)connected to

itsspecialcaseswith QES character. In an attem pted step towardsm aking such a

connection explicit,letusim aginethatequations(19)and (20)sharetheenergy and

charge(though nottheeigevectors)atevery given N .Thism eansthat,respectively,

wehavetherelations

hhN j[H (0)+ FM W ]jM i= E M hhN jM i; (22)

hhN j[H (0)+ FN W ]jM i= E N hhN jM i (23)

thesubtraction ofwhich givesthestrongestconstraint

(FM � FN )hhN jW jM i= (E M � E N )Q N ;M : (24)
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This relation is an im m ediate generalization ofthe bi-orthogonality ofthe states

which would result from it in the hypotheticalcase ofthe subscript-independent

chargesFM = FN .

Letusnow return to the relations(22)and (23)and deduce the m atrix form of

theCoulom b + harm onicHam iltonian H (F)atany valueofthecharge,

hhN jH (F)jM i= (F � FM )hhN jW jM i+ E M Q N ;M : (25)

This form ula willhelp us to avoid the tedious and m ost tim e consum ing part of

thediagonalization ofH (F),viz,theevaluation oftheinputm atrix elem entswhich

precedesthe solution ofthe problem (21)studied in itsexplicitm atrix form which

de�nes,in principle,allthenecessary com ponentspN = hhN j	iofthewavefunctions

j	i=

NX

m ;n= 0

jm iR m ;n pn:

At this m om ent we have to re-em phasize that we do not intend to perform any

num ericalcalculations.W eratherwish tostressthehelpfulrolewhich can beplayed

by the QES states. In such a context,the num ber ofthe necessary input m atrix

elem ents encounters the m ost drastic reduction after the insertion ofeq. (25) in

eq.(21),
X

K ;J

(F � FN )hhN jW jK iR K ;J pJ = (E � E N ) pN : (26)

Next,thenecessary inputinform ation isfurtherreduced by thegeneralized biorthog-

onality relations(24)which express allthe o�-diagonalelem entsofthe (in ourex-

am ple,Coulom bic)operatorW in term softheknown overlap m atrix Q.In thisway

thenum ericalorperturbativediagonalization ofthem atrix Schr�odingereq.(26),

(F � FN )
X

J

2

4TN R N ;J +
X

K 6= N

E N � E K

FN � FK
Q N ;K R K ;J

3

5 pJ = (E � E N ) pN ; (27)

N = 0;1;:::;N

willrequire the independentinputevaluation ofthem ere diagonalm atrix elem ents

TN = hhN jW jN iassum ing ofcoursethatwealwayshaveFM 6= FN forM 6= N .W e

m ay sum m arizethatthem ain m eritoftheuseoftheQES statesliesin thecom pact

and easily generated m atrix form ofourCoulom b + harm onic m atrix Schr�odinger

equation atany non-QES chargeF.
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4.3 O utlook

W e have seen that our system (3) m ay quite e�ciently be treated by the non-

num ericalas wellas alm ost purely num ericalm eans. In the form er sense it has

been shown to liesom ewherein between theQES and exactly solvablecategory (cf.

Table 2). In com parison with its com pletely solvable neighbor (i.e.,with its own

harm onicoscillatorspecialcaseofref.[17]),itsnontrivialb6= 0 and F 6= 0 versions

do notgenerate alltheirbound statesin the elem entary form . Still,in contrastto

thequasi-odd QES m odel[7]in Table2,itspresentquasi-even partnersupportsan

in�nite num berofbound statesin the closed,elem entary form .Thus,ourexam ple

(aswellasany oneofitsm any analogs)could beassigned a\m idway"statusin som e

ofitsapplicationsand interpretations.
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Table1.N �dependence ofeigenchargesatL = 4 and b= 5.

N FN

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

Table2.Solvablepseudo-Herm itian potentials:Tentative classi�cation.

class quasi� exact interm ediate exact

solutionsavailable ata �nitesetofN atin�nitely m any N atallN

rangeofcouplings restricted restricted any

illustrativeexam ple [7] here [17]
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