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Abstract

A new approxin ation form alisn is applied to study the bound states of
the Hellm ann potential, which represents the superposition of the attractive
Coulomb potential a=r and the Yukawa potentialbexp ( r)=r ofarbirary
strength b and screening param eter . A lthough the analytic expressions for
the energy eigenvalues E ,; yield quite accurate results for a w ide range of
n; " In the lim it of very weak screening, the resuls becom e gradually worse
as the strength b and the screening coe cient  ncrease. This is because
that the expansion param eter is not su ciently an all enough to guarantee
the convergence of the expansion series for the energy levels.

K eywords: Hellm ann potential, P erturbation theory

PACS No: 03.65W ; 03.65Ge; 03.65 Sg

sikhdair@ neu edu tr

Ysever@ m etu edu tr


http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0603205v1

I. NTRODUCTION

A dam ow ki [L]haspresented a study ofthe systam atics ofthe energy eigenvalues ofthe two—

particles interacting via the superposition ofthe Coulomb and Yukawa potential (SCYP):
V )= a=r+ bexp( 1r)=x; @)

where a and b are the strengths of the Coulomb and the Yukawa potentials, respectively,

and is the screening param eter. It is assum ed that a and are positive whereas b can be
positive ornegative. Thepotentialin (1) with bpositive was rst suggested by Helm ann 2,3]

m any years ago and henceforth this potential w illbe referred to as the Helim ann potential
irrespectively of the sign ofb. The Helln ann potential has been used by various authors

to represent the electron-core §4,5] or the electron-ion [6,7] interaction. Varshniand Shukla

B] usaed this m odel potential for akali hydride m olecules. D as and Chakravarty P] have

proposed that such a potential is suitable for the study of inner<hell ionization problem s.

T he bound-state energies of the Hellm ann potential for various sets of values ofb and
have been studied elaborately by A dam ow skiin a variational fram ew ork using ten variational
param eters. T he energy eigenvalues have been predicted very accurately but the calculations
Involve extensive com putationaltin e and e ort. M oreover, com pact analytic expressions far
the energy eigenvalues are not obtamnable. O n the otherhand, D utt et al [L0] have also been
Investigated the bound-state energies as well as the wave functions of this potential using
the largeN expansion technique.

In this paper, we study the bound-state properties by applying a new m ethodology
[11] basad on the decom pose of the radial Schrodinger equation into two pieces having an
exactly solvable part and an additionalpiece leading to either a closed analytical solution or
an approxin ate treatm ent depending on the nature of the additional perturbed potential.
T he application [12,13] ofthis novel treatm ent to the di erent procblem s In both, bound and
continuum regions, have been proven the success of the form alisn . W e dem onstrate here
how such interaction potential can be sin ply treated w ithin the fram ework of the present

form align .



O ne of the prin e m otivations of the present study is to explore the regions of validity of
this approxin ation form alisn forthe superposition ofpotentials such astheone in (1) which
m anifests di erent structures for various range of values ofband . Our calculations reveal
that the degree of accuracy ofthe predicted eigenvalues vaires appreciably fordi erent range
ofvalues ofband and fordi erent quantum states. T hese observations have relevance in
the context of applications of this novel treatm ent to realistic problem s of atom ic physics.
T he otherm otivation isthat potential (1) with a= 0and b= Z can be reduced into the

static screened Coulom b potential (SSCP ) ofthe sin ple fom :

V )= (Z)exp( r)=r; @)

where a = (137:037) ! isthe nestructure constant and Z is the atom ic num ber, is often
usad to com pute bound-state nom alizations and energy levels ofneutralatom s [14,15,16,17]
w hich have been studied over the past years. It isknown that SSCP yields reasonable resuls
only forthe innem ost stateswhen Z is large. H owever, forthe outem ost and m iddle atom ic
states, it gives rather poor resuls. A though the bound- state energies for the SSCP w ih
Z = 1 have been studied [18] in the light of the shifted JargeN m ethod. Recently, we have
also investigated that this novel treatm ent is usefiil In predicting bound-state energy levels
of Iight to heavy neutralatom s [L7].

The contents of this paper is as llows. Th section ] we brei y outline the m ethod
w ith all necessary formulae to perform the current calculations. In section [IIT we apply
the approach to the Schrodinger equation w ith H elln ann potential and present the resuls
obtained analytically forthebound-state energy values upto third perturbation energy shift.

Section {IV! contains the num erical results. Finally, n section V1 we give our conclusions.

II.THE METHOD

Forthe consideration of spherically sym m etric potentials, the corresponding Schrodinger

equation, in the bound state dom ain, for the radialwave function reads



w ith
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where V (r) is a perturbing potentialand , () = , ©)u, () is the full radialwave func—
tion, n which , (r) is the known nom alized eigenfinction of the unperturbed Schrodinger
equation whereas u, (r) is a m oderating function corresponding to the perturing potential.

Follow ing the prescription of Refs. [11,12,13], wem ay rew rite (3) In the om :
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T he logarthm ic derivatives of the unperturbed , (r) and perturoed u, (r) wave functions

are given by
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where ", is the eigenvalue for the exactly solvable potential of Interest, and
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hwhih ", =EV+EP+E7+ is the correction term to the energy due to V (r)

andE, =", + ",:IfEqg. (8),whih isthem ost signi cant piece of the present form aliam,

can be solved analytically as in (7), then the whol prcblem , In Egq. (3) is

h
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which is a well known treatm ent within the fram e of supersymm etric quantum theory
(SSQT) [9]. Thus, if the whole spectrum and corresponding eigenfunctions of the un-
perturbed Interaction potential are known, then one can easily calculate the required super—
potentialW , (r) orany state of Interest leading to direct com putation of related corrections
to the unperturbed energy and wave function.
For the perturbation technique, we can split the given potential (3) Into two parts. The
m ain part corresponds to a shape Invariant potential, Eq. (7), forwhich the superpotential is
known analytically and the ram aining part is treated as a perturbation, Eq. 8). T herefore,
it is obvious that H ellm ann potential can be treated using this prescription. In this case, the
zeroth-order term ocorresponds to the Coulom b potentialw hile higher-order tem s consitute
the perturbation. However, the perturbation term in is present form cannot be solved
exactly through Eqg. (8). T hus, one should expand the functions related to the perturbation
in tem s of the perturbation param eter ,
® R , ® .
V)= Vi W@ )= W@ E.()=  E (10)
=1 =1 =1
w here i denotes the perturbation order. Substitution of the above expansions into Eq. (8)

and equating tem s w ith the sam e power of on both sidesup to 0 ( *) gives

h dav ® @)

2w , @)W Y () Py ~ @ E&; 1)
a) @) @) h di ® (@ @)
W 7"@oW Yo+ 2W, 0OW ) p— =V, (@) E; 12)
2m dr
h i h dw 3) r
2W, oW P o+w P ow P pe—=—=> © Vi) E; 13)
2m dr
h i h dw 4)
2W, oW o+ w VoW P rw P eow P e pe—=—" L2 E®

2m  dr

14)

Hence, unlke the other perturbation theories, Eq. (8) and is expansion, Egs. (11)-(14),

give a exbilty for the easy calculations of the perturbative corrections to energy and



wave functions for the nth state of interest through an appropriately chosen perturbed

superpotential.

III.APPLICATION TO THE HELLM ANN POTENTIAL

C onsidering the recent interest In various powerdaw potentials In the literature, we work
through the article w ithin the fram e of low screening param eter. In this case, the H elln ann

potential can be expanded In power series of the screening param eter as [13,17,20]

a b a b¥% .
V= —+-exp( 1= —+- Vi(1) 5)
r r r r,
w here the perturbation coe cientsV ; are given by
Vi=+1;Vy,= 1=2; V3= 1=6; V, = 1=24; : (16)

W e now apply this approxin ation m ethod to the Hellm ann potentialw ith the angularm o—

m entum barrier
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where the rst piece is the shape invarant zeroth-order which is an exactly solvable piece
corresoonding to the unperturbed Coulom b potentialwith Vo (r) = (@ b)=rwhik V (r) =
b + ©*=2)r ©°>=6)r*+ [ ‘=24)r is the perturbation tem . The literature is rich
w ith exam ples of particular solutions for such power-aw potentials em ployed in di erent
elds of physics, for recent applications see Refs. R1,22]. At this stage one m ay wonder
why the series expansion is truncated at a lower order. T his can be understood as follow s.
Tt isw idely appreciated that convergence is not an in portant or even desirabl property for
series approxin ations in physical problem s. Speci cally, a slow Iy convergent approxin ation
which requires m any temm s to achieve reasonable accuracy is much less valuable than the
divergent series which gives accurate answers in a few temm s. This is clearly the case for
the Hellm ann problem R3]. However, it is worthw hilke to note that the m ain contridbutions

com e from the st three tem s. T hereby, the present calculations are perfom ed up to the



third-order nvolving only these additional potential term s, which suprisingly provide highly

accurate results for am all screening param eter

A .G round State C alculations (n = 0)

In the light ofEqg. (7), the zeroth-order calculations leading to exact solutions can be

carried out readily by setting the ground-state superpotential and the unperturoed exact

energy as
. o h ‘+1+rﬁ(a ) o m@ b? 1m0
n= r)= p—— i ——— n = M n= yLy 4y ceee
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and from the literature, the corresoonding nom alized C oulom b bound-state wave function

13,17,24]
C C)_+1 2+ 1
o =N r'texp [ r] LITTR rl; (19)
) _ Poman W1 e @ b)
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nwhich N ;" = o D)n? 679D Zmizv 1) 15anom alized constant, YRR

n+k)!

P
andLf ®)= o_o( 1" T msonTX Isan associate Laguarre polynom ialfinction R5].

Forthe calculation of corrections to the zeroth-order energy and w avefiinction, one needs
to consider the expressions kading to the st to the third-order perturbation given by Egs.

2 (r), and bearing in m ind

n

(11){ @4). M ultiplication of each tetm in these equations by
the superpotentials given in Eq. (6), one can obtain the straightforward expressions for the

rst-order correction to the energy and its superpotential:

Z , ! p__ 2 " ,
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and for the sscond-order correction and its superpotential:
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and for the third-order correction and its superpotential:
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for any state of interest. The above expressions calculate W .V (r); W @ (r) and W .© (r)

n
explicitly from the energy corrections E V; E @ and E ® respectively, which are in tum
used to calculate the m oderating wave function u, (r):
Thus, usihg Egs. (20)—(22), one nds the zeeroth order energy shift and theirm oderating

superpotentials, fora € b; as

h’b(3NZ L WEN .« 2
g - BN g )Z;Wo(l)(r)= hilN -
4@ bm 2 2m @ b
po_ hENGENG 3L+ 1), hBNGENG 3L+ 1),
° 12@ b)’m? 16@ b)'m? ’
h ih i
o hNo (@ bmr+ h®N¢N; 3h°KNZ + 4mb@ bf °
Wy ()= L

24 2mm2@ b)*

E(3)=h6kN§(5N§ 3L) BN 2 3L+1)4+h8b2N§<5N§ 3L+ 1) ONZ 5L) .
0 %@ b)’m3 48(@ b)’m*

hYPNE GN2 3L+ 1) N2 5L) ,
64@ Db'm?>

+ ; 23)

whereNg= (*+ 1);N; = (*+ 2)and L = ‘(*+ 1):Therefore, the analytical expressions for

the Iowest energy and full radialwave function of the Helln ann potential are then given by

©)
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Hence, the explicit form of the Millwave function in (24) for the ground state is
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B . E xcited state calculations (n 1)

T he procedures applied in the calculations of the ground states becom es extrem ely cum —
bersom e in the description of radial excitations w hen nodes of wavefunctions are taken into
acoount, in particular during the higher order calculations. A lthough several attem pts have
been m ade to bypass this di culy and in prove calculations in dealing w ith excited states,

(cf. eg. PR6], and the references therein) w ithin the fram e of supersym m etric quantum
m echanics.

Using Egs. (6), (18) and (19), the superpotential W ,, (r) which is related to the excited

states can be readily calculated by m eans of Egs. (20)—(@22). T herefore, the energy shifts in

the rst excited state, with a 6 b; are:
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T herefore, the approxin ated energy value of the Hellm ann potential corresgoonding to the

rst excited state is

©)

1
E, 1)

Ep_ 1= b +EV+EX+EY+ : 29)

’

T he related radial wavefunction can be expressed In an analytical orm in the light ofEgs
(20), 1) and (24), if required. T he approm ation used in this work would not a ect con-
siderably the sensitivity of the calculations. On the other hand, it is found analytically
that our fvestigations put orward an interesting hierarchy between W ) (r) tem s of dif-
ferent quantum states In the st orderw ith a & b after circum venting the nodaldi culies

elegantly,

hiN, 2

13 (30)
2 2m @ b

W n(l) (r) =

whereN, = (n+ ‘+ 1):Therefore, forthe second excited state (n = 2) kradsto the rst-order

energy shift and superpotential

h’b@EN 2 L hiN , 2
o BBEN; L)oo g gy N2 T (31)
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where N, = (*+ 3) : Thus, the use of W 2(1) (r) In Eqg.@1l) gives the energy shift and super-
sym m etric potential in the sscond-orderwith a € b as
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F inally, we obtain the third-order energy shift as
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T herefore, the approxin ated energy eigenvalue of the H elln ann potential corresponding to

the second excited state is

Enn=E b +E+EP+EY+ : (34)

’

In general, from the supersymm etry, we nd out the nth state energy shifts together w ith

their supersym m etric potentialswith a € b as

2 2 2
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whereN .1 = 0+ 1+ 2):Consequently, the totalenergy for the nth state is
En,=EY b +EP+EP+EY+ : (36)

IV.NUMERICAL RESULTS

For the num erical work, we take a = 2 and thus our b is to be identi ed as the corre—
soonding rescaled param eter in A dam ow ski’s paper. Consequently, our energy eigenvalues
are like those obtained by Adam ow ski. In Tabls 1 and 2, we com pute the binding energies,

E ;7 ofthe owestying states (from 1ls up to 4f) Porvariousvaluesofb= 1; 2; 4; 10

11



as functions of the screening param eter  obtained from the analytic expressions given in
Egs. (18), 35) and (36). T he dependance ofthe energy levelson b isshown In Tablk 3 forthe
states 1s up to 3d: T he resuls for the higher excited states (from 5s up to 7i) are presented
In Tabk 4. The energy eigenvalies 1s  6h for the attractive Yukawa potentialwih = 0:d
as functions of b are shown in Tablk 5. The predicted resuls are then com pared w ith the
accurate energy eigenvalues [L] obtained by A dam ow ski using a high precision variational
technique.

T herefore, we display our results In Tables 1 and 2 only for som e sets of values ofb and

: A though we do not present here all the energy eigenvalues considered by A dam ow ki,
our calculation reveals certain interesting features of this approxin ation m ethod.

T he present caloulations show that the binding spectra ofthe H elin ann potentialpossess
the follow ing properties.

(i) For Jow and strong coupling of b in Yukawa part, the energy eigenvalues cbtained
from the perturbation m ethod are n good agreem ent w ith the variational resuls for low
values of the screening param eter . Obviously, when isanalltheCoulomb eld character
prevails and the perturbation m ethod has been adjisted, of course, to that. However, the
resuls becom e gradually worse as the screening param eter becom es large. Appreciable
discrepancy of our results from the variational calculations occurs aln ost for m ost states if

> 02:W e sugpect that this happen because the perturbative parts of potential becom es
50 shallow and s m nimum shifts appreciably from the m nimum of the true potential.
For certain values of , the perturbation potentials for som e states becom es so shallow that
the expansion for the energy seies becom es divergent In the sense that higher perturbation
termm s in Eq.(35) dom inate over the unperturoed term in Eg.(18) and cousequently one gets
anom alous results.

(i) Foraln ostm ost strongly attractive (negative) bbutan all , it ispossible to determ ine
the binding energy eigenvalues for 1s up to 4f states.

(iil) For a given n; the resuls of the energy eigenvalues, E ,,« increase w ith increasing “ if

the Yukaw a potential is attractive (o< 0), and E ,,« decrease w ith increasing ‘ ifthe Yukawa

12



potential is repulsive > 0); ie., or * > ‘O;En\ E o> 0orE,s E_v< 0ifb< Oor
b> 0; respectively. This is found to be consistent w ith the level ordering theorem of G rosse
and M artin R7]. The s kevels arem ostly split o from the hydrogenlke kevelsE ! [EQ.(18)]
downwards rb< 0 and upwards orb> 0):The energy elgenvaluesE ,« approach Ef if
n and " Increase. The shift of the energy levels w ith respect to Ef isdue to an In uence of
the nite range Yukawa potentialin Eq.(2).

(i) For the attractive Yukaw a potential there exist som e valuesofband forwhich the
energy levels with larger n and an aller * becom e Iower than the levels w ith sn aller n and
lrger Y ie,E,. E_ o0 ifn> n’ 3and ‘< V:

(v) For the repulsive Yukawa potential there are som e values of the strength b and the
screening param eter  forwhich the energy eigenvalues for largern and " becom e lower than
those oramallern and Y ie,E,. E oo ifn> n’ 2and ‘> V:

On the other hand, In Tables 6 and 7, we present the ground and excited energies (In
units such that h°=2m = 1) for ssveralstates ‘= 0;1;2 caloulated forthe potentialin Eq.(2)
and com pare them w ih other works R8]. One nds that our results are rem arkably good
for the Y= 0 ground state. As " Increases for a given b; the error increases. However as b
Increases, the relative ervor decreases rapidly. T his isparticularly ussefilwhen b is large. For
large b; the caloulated energies com pare very wellw ith high precision num erical calculation

presented by other works [11,12,28].

V.CONCLUSIONS

T he detailed analysis of the results in tem s of various dom ains of param eters b and
of the Hellm ann potential reveals a few in portant facts conceming the application of the
perturbed fom align . In the present study the discrete energy eigenvalues for the H elln ann
potential have been calculated as finctions of the strength b and the screening param eter

of the Yukawa potential. For b = 0 the spectrum is given by Eqg. (18). The energy

eigenvalues E ,+« for the Helln ann potential are shifted upwards or dow nw ards w ith respect

13



to the hydrogenlke kevels, Eq. (18), ifb> 0 orb < 0; regpectively. T he absolute values of

deviations ofE ,« from E decrease w ith increasing quantum num ber ‘; which results in the

corresoonding ordering of the energy levels for a given n: T his is due to the In uence of the
nie range Yukawa potential (Y P ), which decreases w ith increasing *:

T he properties of the energy spectrum for the H elln ann potentialobtained in the present
work have m any analogies In atom ic, solid-state, and quark physics. P roperty (i), giving the
order ofthe energy levelsE , « w ith the sam e n; dependent on ‘and on the sign ofthe Y P, has
an application to such system s as an exciton and a bound polaron in polar sam iconductors
and ionic crystals. These system s consist oftw o oppositely charged particles interacting w ith
them selves through a polarizabl m edium . The energy levels of both the system s exhbit
this case, although the totale ective potential is even m ore com plicated than the H elin ann
potential, being a linear com bination ofthe Coulomb potential and an additional potential,
which isa sum oftwo Yukawa potentials w ith di erent strengths and screening param eters,
and an exponential potential. H owever, the net contribution of the additional potential is
negative forthe exciton and positive for the bound polaron and one ofthe Y ukaw a potentials
dom inates at an all distances 29,30,311.

Another system , having the energy lvels ordered sim ilarly to those for the Helln ann
potentialw ith b > 0; is the quarkonium (the bound state of heavy quark-antiquark pair).
For each n the energy levels of the quarkoniim system increase w ith Increasing ‘: This can
be explained in the fram es of the sin ple m odel, assum Ing that the quark interact via the
potentialbeing the superposition of the attractive C oulom b potentialand the positive linear

potential (C omell potential) B2].
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TABLES

TABLE I. Energy, E,.;ofstatesls 4f for Helln ann potential as a function of screening

param eter : It is expressed In units of £=2h? , length In unis of g = h?/ a; and is the

reduced m ass.
Staten 0:001 0:005 001 0:05 0:001 0:005 001 0:05 01

b= +1 b= 1
1s 0250999 0254963 0259852 224900 224501 224005 220122
2s 0:063494 00673535 0:0719279 0:561502 0:55755 0:552697 0:517151
2p 0:063495 00673775 0:0720203 0:561502 0:557541 0:552664 0:516412
3s 0:0287644 00324574 0:0365575 0249004 0245111 02240435 0209717
3p 0:0287654 0:0324803 0:0366436 0249004 0245103 02240404 0209055
3d 0:0287674 00325260 0:0368131 0249003 02245086 02240341 0207756
4s 0:0166014 0:0200766 0:0235509 0:139633 0:135819 0:131381 0:106316
4p 0:0166024 00200984 0:0236407 0:139633 0:135811 0:131351 0:105734
4d 0:0166043 00201416 0:0238136 0:139632 0:135796 0:131290 0:104603
4f 0:0166072 00202058 0:0240562 0:139631 0:135772 0:131200 0:102988

b= 2 b= 4
1s 3:99800 3:99002  3:98007 3:90184 8:99600 8:98002 8:96010 880247 860979
2s 0:99800  0:990075 0:980297 0:007102 224600 223010 22104 205964 1:88728
2p 0:998002 0:990062 0:980248 0:90596 224600 223008 221033 205807 1:88135
3s 0:442451 0434611 0:425103 0:359536 0:996009 0:980220 0:960885 0:820847 0678082
3p 0:442451 0434599 0425055 0:358495 0:996008 0:980207 0:960820 0:819381 0672826
3d 0:442450 0434574 0:424959 0:356435 0:996007 0:980174 0:960691 0816464 0:662442
4s 0248012 0240294 0231150 0:174917 0:558516 0:542894 0:524055 0397745 0288281
4p 0248011 0240281 0231103 0:173993 0:558515 0:542878 0:523991 0396397 0284004
4d 0248010 0240257 0231011 0:172169 0:558514 0:542845 0:523865 0:393717 0275519
4f 0248009 0240221 0230872 0:169493 0:558512 0:542797 0:523674 0389737 0262966
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TABLE II. Energy elgenvalues, E,.;ofstatesls 4f forHelim ann potentialasa function of

screening param eter : Energy eigenvalues are given In units of Table 1.

Staten 0:001 0:005 0:01 0:05 01 02

b= 10

1s 35:99 35:95 35:9001 35:5031 35:0124 34:0489
2s 8:99 8:95012 8:90050 8:51527 8:0482 7:18656
2p 8:99 8:95010 8:90042 8:51025 8:04037 7:15688
3s 3:99001 3:95028 3:90112 3:52703 3:10435 239157
3p 3:99001 3:95026 3:90103 3:52508 3:09701 236532
3d 3:99001 3:95022 3:90087 3:52120 3:08240 231330
4s 224002 22005 215197 1:79676 1:42667 0:88467
4p 224002 220048 2:15189 1:79490 1:41993 0:86351
4d 224002 220043 215173 1:79119 1:40652 0:82123
4f 224001 220037 2:15148 1:78565 1:38656 0:757901
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TABLE IIT. Energy eigenvalies, E,.; of states 1s 3d as function of the strength b of the

Hellm ann potential for = 001:Energy eigenvalues are given In units of Tabl 1.

InState 1s 2s 2p 3s 3p 3d

1 0259852 0:071928 0:0720203 0:036557 0:0366436 0:0368131

05 0567450 0:145431 0:145463 0:067079 0:0671090 0:0671683

02 0:811983 0204435 0204446 0:091858 0:0918682 0:0918884

0 1 025 025 0111 0111 0:111
02 120801 0:300553 0:300545 0:132562 0:132553 0:132537
05 155753 0:385743 0:385723 0:168871 0:168852 0:168815
1 224005 0:552697 0:552664 0240435 0240404 0240341
2 3:98007 0:980297 0:980248 0:425103 0:425055 0:424959
5 122 3:01293 3:01286 1:31206 1:31199 1:31185
10 359 8:9005 8:90042 3:90112 3:90103 3:90087
20 1208 30:051 30:0505 132460 132456 132454
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TABLE IV. Energy eigenvalies, E,.; of states 5s 71 as function of the strength b of the

Hellm ann potential for = 001:Energy eigenvalues are given In units of Tabl 1.

Statenb +1 1 2 4 8 10

5s 0:0165535 0:081148 0:141758 0:322393 0:922921 1:34306
5p 0:0166884 0:081119°1 0:141713 0:322331 0:922844 1:34298
5d 0:0169435 0:0810614 0:141624 0:322208 0:922692 1:34282
5f 0:017289 0:0809751 0:141490 0:322023 0:922463 1:34258
5g 0:0176805 0:0808607 0:141312 0:321776 0:922158 1:34225
6s 0:0100105 0:0540995 0:093579 02213386 0:618604 0:904359
6p 0:0103092 0:054072 0:0935360 0213326 0:618530 0:904281
6d 0:0108763 0:054017 0:0934503 0213206 0:618380 0:904123
6f 0:011651 0:0539351 0:0933218 0213027 0:618155 0:903887
69 0:0125417 0:0538266 0:0931512 0212787 0:617856 0:903572
6h 0:013427 0:0536924 0:0929390 02212489 0:617482 0:903178
s 0:0028019 0:0380167 0:0648977 0:148193 0:435796 0:640565
Tp 0:0020524 0:0379905 0:0648565 0:148135 0:435723 0:640488
7d 0:0006123 0:0379383 0:0647744 0:148018 0:435576 0:640333
£ 0:0014009 0:0378606 0:0646516 0:147845 0:435356 0:640101
g 0:0038107 0:0377579 0:0644887 0:147613 0:435064 0:639792
Th 0:0063819 0:0376312 0:0642864 0:147325 0:434698 0:639405
7i 0:0088204 0:0374816 0:0640455 0:146980 0:434260 0:638942
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TABLE V. Energy eigenvalies, E,.; ofstates 1s ©6h for = 0::Energy eigenvalies are

given In unisofTabk 1.

Statenb 5 8 10 20 30 50

1s 11:7605 242118 35:0124 119014 253014 671:014
2s 2:60282 5:49595 8:0482 2833034 61:0555 164057
2p 2:59637 5:48852 8:04037 282947 61:0463 164048
3s 0:946371 2:0766 3:10435 11562 255672 702385
3p 0:94056 2:06971 3:09701 11:5536 25:5583 702292
3d 0:929052 2:05602 3:0824 11:5367 25:5406 702106
4s 0:405183 0:92834 1:42667 5:76553 132138 374734
4p 0:400245 0:922129 1:41993 5:75749 132052 37:4643
4d 0:390444 0:909778 1:40652 5.74145 13.188 374461
4f 0:37593 0:89143 1:38656 5.71747 13.1624 37.4189
5s 0:185308 0:44099 0:700006 3.14653 756577 22 3833
5p 0:181729 043572 0:694047 3.13896 7.55755 223745
5d 0:174538 0:425204 0:682168 3.12385 754112 22 3568
5f 0:16367 0:40949 0:664442 3.10128 7.51654 22 3304
5g 0:149027 0:38865 0:640982 3.07135 7.48388 22 2952
6s 0:099768 02213846 0:348659 1.78538 456702 142628
6p 0:097267 02209807 0:343761 1.77836 45592 142543
6d 0:092169 0201681 0:333949 1.76435 454358 142372
6f 0:084289 0:189376 0:319193 1.74341 45202 142116
69 0:073342 0:172749 0299444 1.71562 448915 1417775
6h 0:058954 0:151614 0274642 1.68109 445051 141351
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TABLE VI. Somebound state energies,

E,+v; or neutral atom s.

b= z¢&? State P resent Calculated 28] Exact 8]

-4 1s 325647 3219965 3250536
2p 037172
3d 0.003891

-8 1s 14.4581 14.419973 14457119
2s 261756
2p 258365 2433176 2583677
3d 0.54034

-16 1s 60.8590 60.819285 60.859039
2s 13.0276 13.027315 13.03259
2p 12.9910 12.837459 12.991055
3s 439692 4372037 4 405697
3p 436357 4348041 4388576
3d 429724

24 1s 1392590 13922008 139259362
2s 314314 31.431281 31.43595
2p 31.3938 31238464 31.393815
3s 11.7014 11.699808 11.70926
3p 11.6662 11.665284 11.683877
3d 11.5959 11 245640 11.595949
4s 5.05037 5.044185 5.0590
4p 5.01801 5.013466 5.05410
4d 495352 4951600 5.00855
5s 221653 2203309 222372
5p 218793 2177040 2241432
5d 213080 2124124 224278
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TABLE V II. Som e bound state energies,

E v or neutral atom s.

13

36

79

1s

39:7088

31686

154451

2s 2p 3s

8:18765 8:15172 257025
740341 73:9958 293129
3745 374461 158:088

3p 4s

2:53816 0:82329
292763 13:9316
158:05 826361

4p
0:79663
13:897

82:599
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