
ar
X

iv
:q

ua
nt

-p
h/

06
03

20
5v

1 
 2

3 
M

ar
 2

00
6

A perturbative treatm ent for the bound states ofthe H ellm ann

potential

Sam eerM .Ikhdair� and Ram azan Severy

�Departm entofPhysics,Near EastUniversity,Nicosia,North Cyprus,M ersin-10,Turkey

yDepartm entofPhysics,M iddle EastTechnicalUniversity,06531 Ankara,Turkey.

(M arch 29,2024)

Abstract

A new approxim ation form alism is applied to study the bound states of

the Hellm ann potential,which representsthe superposition ofthe attractive

Coulom b potential� a=r and theYukawa potentialbexp(� �r)=r ofarbitrary

strength b and screening param eter�. Although the analytic expressionsfor

the energy eigenvalues E n;l yield quite accurate results for a wide range of

n;‘ in the lim it ofvery weak screening,the results becom e gradually worse

as the strength b and the screening coe�cient � increase. This is because

that the expansion param eter is not su�ciently sm allenough to guarantee

theconvergence oftheexpansion seriesforthe energy levels.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

Adam owski[1]haspresented astudy ofthesystem aticsoftheenergy eigenvaluesofthetwo-

particlesinteracting via thesuperposition oftheCoulom b and Yukawa potential(SCYP):

V (r)= �a=r+ bexp(��r)=r; (1)

where a and b are the strengths ofthe Coulom b and the Yukawa potentials,respectively,

and � isthescreening param eter.Itisassum ed thata and � arepositive whereasbcan be

positiveornegative.Thepotentialin (1)with bpositivewas�rstsuggested byHelm ann [2,3]

m any yearsago and henceforth thispotentialwillbereferred to astheHellm ann potential

irrespectively ofthe sign ofb. The Hellm ann potentialhas been used by various authors

to representtheelectron-core[4,5]ortheelectron-ion [6,7]interaction.Varshniand Shukla

[8]used thism odelpotentialforalkalihydride m olecules. Dasand Chakravarty [9] have

proposed thatsuch a potentialissuitableforthestudy ofinner-shellionization problem s.

Thebound-stateenergiesoftheHellm ann potentialforvarioussetsofvaluesofband �

havebeen studied elaboratelybyAdam owskiin avariationalfram eworkusingten variational

param eters.Theenergyeigenvalueshavebeen predicted veryaccuratelybutthecalculations

involveextensivecom putationaltim eand e�ort.M oreover,com pactanalyticexpressionsfar

theenergy eigenvaluesarenotobtainable.On theotherhand,Duttetal[10]havealso been

investigated the bound-state energies aswellasthe wave functionsofthispotentialusing

thelarge-N expansion technique.

In this paper, we study the bound-state properties by applying a new m ethodology

[11]based on the decom pose ofthe radialSchr�odingerequation into two pieceshaving an

exactly solvablepartand an additionalpieceleadingtoeitheraclosed analyticalsolution or

an approxim ate treatm entdepending on the nature ofthe additionalperturbed potential.

Theapplication [12,13]ofthisnoveltreatm entto thedi�erentproblem sin both,bound and

continuum regions,have been proven the success ofthe form alism . W e dem onstrate here

how such interaction potentialcan be sim ply treated within the fram ework ofthe present

form alism .

2



Oneoftheprim em otivationsofthepresentstudy isto exploretheregionsofvalidity of

thisapproxim ation form alism forthesuperposition ofpotentialssuch astheonein (1)which

m anifestsdi�erentstructuresforvariousrangeofvaluesofband �.Ourcalculationsreveal

thatthedegreeofaccuracy ofthepredicted eigenvaluesvairesappreciably fordi�erentrange

ofvaluesofband � and fordi�erentquantum states.These observationshaverelevance in

the contextofapplicationsofthisnoveltreatm entto realistic problem sofatom ic physics.

Theotherm otivation isthatpotential(1)with a = 0 and b= ��Z can bereduced into the

staticscreened Coulom b potential(SSCP)ofthesim pleform :

V (r)= �(�Z)exp(��r)=r; (2)

where a = (137:037)�1 isthe �ne-structure constantand Z isthe atom ic num ber,isoften

used tocom putebound-statenorm alizationsand energy levelsofneutralatom s[14,15,16,17]

which havebeen studied overthepastyears.Itisknown thatSSCP yieldsreasonableresults

onlyfortheinnerm oststateswhen Z islarge.However,fortheouterm ostand m iddleatom ic

states,itgivesratherpoorresults. Although the bound-state energiesforthe SSCP with

Z = 1 havebeen studied [18]in thelightoftheshifted large-N m ethod.Recently,wehave

also investigated thatthisnoveltreatm entisusefulin predicting bound-stateenergy levels

oflightto heavy neutralatom s[17].

The contents ofthis paper is as follows. In section II we breiy outline the m ethod

with allnecessary form ulae to perform the current calculations. In section III we apply

the approach to the Schr�odingerequation with Hellm ann potentialand presentthe results

obtained analytically forthebound-stateenergy valuesuptothird perturbation energy shift.

Section IV containsthenum ericalresults.Finally,in section V wegiveourconclusions.

II.T H E M ET H O D

Fortheconsideration ofspherically sym m etricpotentials,thecorrespondingSchr�odinger

equation,in thebound statedom ain,fortheradialwave function reads
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�h
2

2m

 00
n(r)

 n (r)
= V (r)� E n; (3)

with

V (r)=

"

V0(r)+
�h2

2m

‘(‘+ 1)

r2

#

+ �V (r); (4)

where�V (r)isa perturbing potentialand  n(r)= �n(r)un(r)isthefullradialwavefunc-

tion,in which �n(r)istheknown norm alized eigenfunction oftheunperturbed Schr�odinger

equation whereasun(r)isa m oderating function corresponding to theperturbing potential.

Following theprescription ofRefs.[11,12,13],wem ay rewrite(3)in theform :

�h
2

2m

 

�00n(r)

�n(r)
+
u00n(r)

un(r)
+ 2

�0n(r)u
0
n(r)

�n(r)un(r)

!

= V (r)� E n: (5)

The logarithm ic derivativesofthe unperturbed �n(r)and perturbed un(r)wave functions

aregiven by

W n(r)= �
�h

p
2m

�0n(r)

�n(r)
and �W n = �

�h
p
2m

u0n(r)

un(r)
; (6)

which leadsto

�h2

2m

�00n(r)

�n(r)
= W

2

n(r)�
�h

p
2m

W
0

n(r)=

"

V0(r)+
�h2

2m

‘(‘+ 1)

r2

#

� "n; (7)

where"n istheeigenvaluefortheexactly solvablepotentialofinterest,and

�h
2

2m

 

u00n(r)

un(r)
+ 2

�0n(r)u
0
n(r)

�n(r)un(r)

!

= �W 2

n(r)�
�h

p
2m

�W 0
n(r)+ 2W n(r)�W n(r)= �V (r)� �" n;

(8)

in which �" n = E (1)
n + E (2)

n + E (3)
n + � � � isthe correction term to the energy due to �V (r)

and E n = "n + �" n:IfEq.(8),which isthem ostsigni�cantpieceofthepresentform alism ,

can besolved analytically asin (7),then thewholeproblem ,in Eq.(3)is

[W n(r)+ �W n(r)]
2
�

�h
p
2m

[W n(r)+ �W n(r)]
0
= V (r)� E n; (9)
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which is a well known treatm ent within the fram e of supersym m etric quantum theory

(SSQT) [19]. Thus, ifthe whole spectrum and corresponding eigenfunctions ofthe un-

perturbed interaction potentialareknown,then onecan easily calculatetherequired super-

potentialW n(r)forany stateofinterestleading to directcom putation ofrelated corrections

to theunperturbed energy and wave function.

Fortheperturbation technique,wecan splitthegiven potential(3)into two parts.The

m ain partcorrespondstoashapeinvariantpotential,Eq.(7),forwhich thesuperpotentialis

known analytically and therem aining partistreated asa perturbation,Eq.(8).Therefore,

itisobviousthatHellm ann potentialcan betreated usingthisprescription.In thiscase,the

zeroth-orderterm correspondsto theCoulom b potentialwhilehigher-orderterm sconsitute

the perturbation. However, the perturbation term in its present form cannot be solved

exactly through Eq.(8).Thus,oneshould expand thefunctionsrelated totheperturbation

in term softheperturbation param eter�,

�V (r;�)=

1X

i= 1

�iVi(r); �W n(r;�)=

1X

i= 1

�iW
(i)

n (r); E n(�)=

1X

i= 1

�iE
(i)

n ; (10)

where idenotesthe perturbation order.Substitution ofthe above expansionsinto Eq. (8)

and equating term swith thesam epowerof� on both sidesup to O (�4)gives

2W n(r)W
(1)

n (r)�
�h

p
2m

dW (1)
n (r)

dr
= V1(r)� E

(1)

n ; (11)

W
(1)

n (r)W (1)

n (r)+ 2W n(r)W
(2)

n (r)�
�h

p
2m

dW (2)
n (r)

dr
= V2(r)� E

(2)

n ; (12)

2
h

W n(r)W
(3)

n (r)+ W
(1)

n (r)W (2)

n (r)
i

�
�h

p
2m

dW (3)
n (r)

dr
= V3(r)� E

(3)

n ; (13)

2
h

W n(r)W
(4)

n (r)+ W
(1)

n (r)W (3)

n (r)
i

+ W
(2)

n (r)W (2)

n (r)�
�h

p
2m

dW (4)
n (r)

dr
= V4(r)� E

(4)

n :

(14)

Hence,unlike the otherperturbation theories,Eq. (8)and its expansion,Eqs. (11)-(14),

give a exibility for the easy calculations ofthe perturbative corrections to energy and
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wave functions for the nth state of interest through an appropriately chosen perturbed

superpotential.

III.A P P LIC AT IO N T O T H E H ELLM A N N P O T EN T IA L

Considering therecentinterestin variouspower-law potentialsin theliterature,wework

through thearticlewithin thefram eoflow screening param eter.In thiscase,theHellm ann

potentialcan beexpanded in powerseriesofthescreening param eter� as[13,17,20]

V (r)= �
a

r
+
b

r
exp(��r)= �

a

r
+
b

r

1X

i= 0

Vi(�r)
i
; (15)

wheretheperturbation coe�cientsV i aregiven by

V1 = +1;V2 = �1=2;V3 = 1=6;V4 = �1=24; � � � : (16)

W enow apply thisapproxim ation m ethod to theHellm ann potentialwith theangularm o-

m entum barrier

V (r)= �
a

r
+
b

r
exp(��r)+

‘(‘+ 1)�h
2

2m r2
=

"

V0(r)+
‘(‘+ 1)�h

2

2m r2

#

+ �V (r); (17)

where the �rstpiece isthe shape invariantzeroth-orderwhich isan exactly solvable piece

correspondingtotheunperturbed Coulom bpotentialwithV0(r)= �(a� b)=rwhile�V (r)=

�b� + (b�2=2)r� (b�3=6)r2+ (b�4=24)r3� � � � istheperturbation term .Theliteratureisrich

with exam ples ofparticular solutions for such power-law potentials em ployed in di�erent

�elds ofphysics,forrecent applications see Refs. [21,22]. At this stage one m ay wonder

why theseriesexpansion istruncated ata lowerorder.Thiscan be understood asfollows.

Itiswidely appreciated thatconvergenceisnotan im portantoreven desirableproperty for

seriesapproxim ationsin physicalproblem s.Speci�cally,a slowly convergentapproxim ation

which requires m any term sto achieve reasonable accuracy ism uch less valuable than the

divergent series which gives accurate answers in a few term s. This is clearly the case for

the Hellm ann problem [23]. However,itisworthwhile to note thatthe m ain contributions

com efrom the�rstthreeterm s.Thereby,thepresentcalculationsareperform ed up to the
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third-orderinvolving only theseadditionalpotentialterm s,which suprisingly providehighly

accurateresultsforsm allscreening param eter�:

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

In the lightofEq. (7),the zeroth-ordercalculationsleading to exactsolutionscan be

carried out readily by setting the ground-state superpotentialand the unperturbed exact

energy as

W n= 0(r)= �
�h

p
2m

‘+ 1

r
+

r
m

2

(a� b)

(‘+ 1)�h
; E

(0)

n = �
m (a� b)2

2�h
2
(n + ‘+ 1)2

; n = 0;1;2;::::

(18)

and from theliterature,thecorresponding norm alized Coulom b bound-statewave function

[13,17,24]

�
(C )

n (r)= N
(C )

n;l r
‘+ 1exp[��r]� L

2‘+ 1

n [2�r]; (19)

in which N
(C )

n;l =
h

2m (a�b)

(n+ ‘+ 1)�h2

i‘+ 1
1

(n+ ‘+ 1)

r

m (a�b)n!

�h2(n+ 2‘+ 1)!
isa norm alized constant, � =

m (a�b)

(n+ ‘+ 1)�h2

and Lk
n (x)=

P
n

m = 0(�1)
m (n+ k)!

(n�m )!(m + k)!m !
xm isan associateLaguarrepolynom ialfunction [25].

Forthecalculation ofcorrectionstothezeroth-orderenergy and wavefunction,oneneeds

to considertheexpressionsleading to the�rstto thethird-orderperturbation given by Eqs.

(11){(14). M ultiplication ofeach term in these equations by �2n(r),and bearing in m ind

thesuperpotentialsgiven in Eq.(6),onecan obtain thestraightforward expressionsforthe

�rst-ordercorrection to theenergy and itssuperpotential:

E
(1)

n =

Z 1

�1

�
2

n(r)

 

b�2

2
r

!

dr;W
(1)

n (r)=

p
2m

�h

1

X 2
n
(r)

Z
r

�
2

n(x)

"

E
(1)

n �
b�2

2
x

#

dx; (20)

and forthesecond-ordercorrection and itssuperpotential:

E
(2)

n =

Z 1

�1

�
2

n(r)

"

�
b�3

6
r
2
� W

(1)

n (r)W (1)

n (r)

#

dr;

W
(2)

n (r)=

p
2m

�h

1

X 2
n
(r)

Z
r

�
2

n(x)

"

E
(2)

n + W
(1)

n (r)W (1)

n (x)+
b�3

6
x
2

#

dx; (21)
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and forthethird-ordercorrection and itssuperpotential:

E
(3)

n =

Z 1

�1

�
2

n(r)

"

b�4

24
r
3
� W

(1)

n (r)W (2)

n (r)

#

dr;

W
(3)

n (r)=

p
2m

�h

1

X 2
n
(r)

Z
r

�
2

n(x)

"

E
(3)

n + W
(1)

n (x)W (2)

n (x)�
b�4

24
x
3

#

dx; (22)

for any state ofinterest. The above expressions calculate W (1)
n (r);W (2)

n (r) and W (3)
n (r)

explicitly from the energy corrections E (1)
n ;E (2)

n and E (3)
n respectively,which are in turn

used to calculatethem oderating wavefunction un(r):

Thus,usingEqs.(20)-(22),one�ndsthezeeroth orderenergy shiftand theirm oderating

superpotentials,fora 6= b;as

E
(1)

0 =
�h
2
b(3N 2

0
� L)

4(a� b)m
�
2
; W

(1)

0 (r)=
�hbN 0�

2

2
p
2m (a� b)

r;

E
(2)

0 = �
�h
4
bN 2

0
(5N 2

0
� 3L + 1)

12(a� b)2m 2
�
3
�
�h
6
b2N 4

0
(5N 2

0
� 3L + 1)

16(a� b)4m 3
�
4
;

W
(2)

0 (r)= �
�hN 0

h

(a� b)m r+ �h
2
N 0N 1

ih

3�h
2
b2N 2

0� + 4m b(a� b)2
i

�3

24
p
2m m 2(a� b)4

r;

E
(3)

0 =
�h6bN 2

0
(5N 2

0
� 3L)(5N 2

0
� 3L + 1)

96(a� b)3m 3
�
4 +

�h8b2N 4
0
(5N 2

0
� 3L + 1)(9N 2

0
� 5L)

48(a� b)5m 4
�
5

+
�h
10
b3N 6

0
(5N 2

0
� 3L + 1)(9N 2

0
� 5L)

64(a� b)7m 5
�
6
; (23)

whereN 0 = (‘+ 1);N 1 = (‘+ 2)and L = ‘(‘+ 1):Therefore,theanalyticalexpressionsfor

thelowestenergy and fullradialwavefunction oftheHellm ann potentialarethen given by

E n= 0;‘ = E
(0)

n= 0 � b� + E
(1)

0 + E
(2)

0 + E
(3)

0 + � � � ; n= 0;‘(r)� �
(C )

n= 0;‘(r)un= 0;‘(r);

un= 0;‘(r)� exp

 

�

p
2m

�h

Z
r �

W
(1)

0 (x)+ W
(2)

0 (x)
�

dx

!

: (24)

Hence,theexplicitform ofthefullwave function in (24)fortheground stateis
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 n= 0;‘(r)=

"

2m (a� b)

(‘+ 1)�h
2

#‘+ 1
1

(‘+ 1)

v
u
u
t

(a� b)m

�h
2
(2‘+ 1)!

r
‘+ 1exp(P(r)); (25)

with P(r)=
P

3

i= 2pir
i isa polynom ialofthird orderhaving thefollowing coe�cients:

p2 =
bN 0�

2

4(a� b)

"

N 1�h
2
c

m
� 1

#

; p3 =
1

6
bc�

2
; (26)

in which

c=
N 0�

12m (a� b)3

h

3�h
2
bN

2

0
� + 4m (a� b)2

i

: (27)

B .Excited state calculations (n � 1)

Theproceduresapplied in thecalculationsoftheground statesbecom esextrem ely cum -

bersom ein thedescription ofradialexcitationswhen nodesofwavefunctionsaretaken into

account,in particularduring thehigherordercalculations.Although severalattem ptshave

been m adeto bypassthisdi�culty and im provecalculationsin dealing with excited states,

(cf. e.g. [26],and the references therein) within the fram e ofsupersym m etric quantum

m echanics.

Using Eqs. (6),(18)and (19),thesuperpotentialW n(r)which isrelated to the excited

statescan bereadily calculated by m eansofEqs.(20)-(22).Therefore,theenergy shiftsin

the�rstexcited state,with a 6= b;are:

E
(1)

1 =
�h
2
b(3N 2

1 � L)

4m (a� b)
�
2
; W

(1)

1 (r)=
�hbN 1�

2

2
p
2m (a� b)

r;

E
(2)

1 = �
�h
4
bN 2

1
(5N 2

1
� 3L + 1)

12(a� b)2m 2
�
3
�
�h
6
b2N 4

1
(5N 2

1
� 3L + 1)

16(a� b)4m 3
�
4
;

W
(2)

1 (r)= �
�hN 1

h

(a� b)m r+ �h
2
N 1N 2

ih

3�h
2
b2N 2

1
� + 4m b(a� b)2

i

�3

24
p
2m m 2(a� b)4

r;

E
(3)

1 =
�h
6
bN 2

1 (5N
2
1 � 3L)(5N 2

1 � 3L + 1)

96(a� b)3m 3
�
4 +

�h
8
b2N 4

1 (5N
2
1 � 3L + 1)(9N 2

1 � 5L)

48(a� b)5m 4
�
5
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+
�h
10
N 6
1 (5N

2
1 � 3L + 1)(9N 2

1 � 5L)

64(a� b)7m 5
�
6
; (28)

Therefore,the approxim ated energy value ofthe Hellm ann potentialcorresponding to the

�rstexcited stateis

E n= 1;‘ = E
(0)

1 � b� + E
(1)

1 + E
(2)

1 + E
(3)

1 + � � � : (29)

The related radialwavefunction can be expressed in an analyticalform in the lightofEqs

(20),(21)and (24),ifrequired. The approm ation used in thiswork would nota�ectcon-

siderably the sensitivity ofthe calculations. On the other hand,it is found analytically

thatourinvestigationsputforward an interesting hierarchy between W (1)
n (r)term sofdif-

ferentquantum statesin the�rstorderwith a 6= baftercircum venting thenodaldi�culties

elegantly,

W
(1)

n (r)=
�hbN n�

2

2
p
2m (a� b)

r; (30)

whereN n = (n+ ‘+ 1):Therefore,forthesecond excited state(n = 2)leadstothe�rst-order

energy shiftand superpotential

E
(1)

2 =
�h2b(3N 2

2
� L)

4m (a� b)
�
2
;W

(1)

2 (r)=
�hbN 2�

2

2
p
2m (a� b)

r; (31)

where N 2 = (‘+ 3):Thus,the use ofW
(1)

2 (r)in Eq.(21)givesthe energy shiftand super-

sym m etric potentialin thesecond-orderwith a 6= bas

E
(2)

2 = �
�h
4
bN 2

2
(5N 2

2
� 3L + 1)

12(a� b)2m 2
�
3
�
�h
6
b2N 4

2
(5N 2

2
� 3L + 1)

16(a� b)4m 3
�
4
;

W
(2)

2 (r)= �
�hN 2

h

(a� b)m r+ �h
2
N 2N 3

ih

3�h
2
b2N 2

2
� + 4m b(a� b)2

i

�3

24
p
2m (a� b)4m 2

r: (32)

Finally,weobtain thethird-orderenergy shiftas

E
(3)

2 =
�h
6
bN 2

2 (5N
2
2 � 3L)(5N 2

2 � 3L + 1)

96(a� b)3m 3
�
4 +

�h
8
b2N 4

2 (5N
2
2 � 3L + 1)(9N 2

2 � 5L)

48(a� b)5m 4
�
5
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+
�h
10
b3N 6

2 (5N
2
2 � 3L + 1)(9N 2

2 � 5L)

64(a� b)7m 5
�
6
: (33)

Therefore,theapproxim ated energy eigenvalue oftheHellm ann potentialcorresponding to

thesecond excited stateis

E n= 2;‘ = E
(0)

2 � b� + E
(1)

2 + E
(2)

2 + E
(3)

2 + � � � : (34)

In general,from the supersym m etry,we �nd outthe nth state energy shiftstogetherwith

theirsupersym m etric potentialswith a 6= bas

E
(1)

n =
�h
2
b[3N 2

n � L]

4(a� b)m
�
2
;W

(1)

n (r)=
�hbN n�

2

2
p
2m (a� b)

r:

E
(2)

n = �
�h
4
bN 2

n [5N
2
n � 3L + 1]

12(a� b)2m 2
�
3
�
�h
6
b2N 4

n [5N
2
n � 3L + 1]

16(a� b)4m 3
�
4
;

W
(2)

n (r)= �
�hN n

h

(a� b)m r+ �h
2
N nN n+ 1

ih

3�h
2
b2N 2

n� + 4m b(a� b)2
i

�3

24
p
2m m 2(a� b)4

r;

E
(3)

n =
�h
6
bN 2

n [5N
2
n � 3L][5N 2

n � 3L + 1]

96(a� b)3m 3
�
4 +

�h
8
b2N 4

n [5N
2
n � 3L + 1][9N 2

n � 5L]

48(a� b)5m 4
�
5

+
�h
10
b3N 6

n (5N
2
n � 3L + 1)(9N 2

n � 5L)

64(a� b)7m 5
�
6
; (35)

whereN n+ 1 = (n + l+ 2):Consequently,thetotalenergy forthenth stateis

E n;‘ = E
(0)

n � b� + E
(1)

n + E
(2)

n + E
(3)

n + � � � : (36)

IV .N U M ER IC A L R ESU LT S

Forthe num ericalwork,we take a = 2 and thusourb isto be identi�ed asthe corre-

sponding rescaled param eterin Adam owski’spaper. Consequently,ourenergy eigenvalues

arelikethoseobtained by Adam owski.In Tables1 and 2,wecom putethebinding energies,

�E n;l;ofthelowest-lying states(from 1sup to4f)forvariousvaluesofb= �1;�2;�4;�10
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asfunctions ofthe screening param eter � obtained from the analytic expressions given in

Eqs.(18),(35)and (36).Thedependanceoftheenergylevelson bisshown in Table3forthe

states1sup to 3d:Theresultsforthehigherexcited states(from 5sup to 7i)arepresented

in Table4.Theenergy eigenvalues1s� 6h fortheattractiveYukawa potentialwith � = 0:1

asfunctionsofb are shown in Table 5. The predicted resultsare then com pared with the

accurate energy eigenvalues [1]obtained by Adam owskiusing a high precision variational

technique.

Therefore,wedisplay ourresultsin Tables1 and 2 only forsom esetsofvaluesofband

�:Although we do not present here allthe energy eigenvalues considered by Adam owski,

ourcalculation revealscertain interesting featuresofthisapproxim ation m ethod.

Thepresentcalculationsshow thatthebindingspectraoftheHellm ann potentialpossess

thefollowing properties.

(i) For low and strong coupling ofb in Yukawa part,the energy eigenvalues obtained

from the perturbation m ethod are in good agreem ent with the variationalresults for low

valuesofthescreening param eter�.Obviously,when � issm alltheCoulom b �eld character

prevailsand the perturbation m ethod hasbeen adjusted,ofcourse,to that. However,the

results becom e gradually worse as the screening param eter � becom es large. Appreciable

discrepancy ofourresultsfrom thevariationalcalculationsoccursalm ostform oststatesif

� > 0:2:W e suspectthatthishappen because the perturbative partsofpotentialbecom es

so shallow and its m inim um shifts appreciably from the m inim um ofthe true potential.

Forcertain valuesof�,theperturbation potentialsforsom estatesbecom esso shallow that

theexpansion forthe energy seiesbecom esdivergentin thesense thathigherperturbation

term sin Eq.(35)dom inateovertheunperturbed term in Eq.(18)and cousequently onegets

anom alousresults.

(ii)Foralm ostm oststronglyattractive(negative)bbutsm all�,itispossibletodeterm ine

thebinding energy eigenvaluesfor1s up to 4f states.

(iii)Fora given n;theresultsoftheenergy eigenvalues,E n‘ increasewith increasing ‘if

theYukawa potentialisattractive(b< 0),and E n‘ decreasewith increasing ‘iftheYukawa

12



potentialisrepulsive (b> 0);i.e.,for‘> ‘
0

;E n‘ � E
n‘

0 > 0 orE n‘� E
n‘

0 < 0 ifb< 0 or

b> 0;respectively.Thisisfound to beconsistentwith thelevelordering theorem ofGrosse

and M artin [27].Thes levelsarem ostly splito� from thehydrogenlike levelsE H
n [Eq.(18)]

(downwardsforb< 0 and upwardsforb> 0):The energy eigenvaluesE n‘ approach E
H
n if

n and ‘increase.Theshiftoftheenergy levelswith respectto E H
n isdueto an inuenceof

the�niterangeYukawa potentialin Eq.(2).

(iv)FortheattractiveYukawa potentialthereexistsom evaluesofband � forwhich the

energy levelswith largern and sm aller‘becom e lowerthan the levelswith sm allern and

larger‘;i.e.,E n‘ � E
n0‘

0 ifn > n
0

� 3 and ‘< ‘
0

:

(v)Forthe repulsive Yukawa potentialthere are som e valuesofthe strength band the

screening param eter� forwhich theenergy eigenvaluesforlargern and ‘becom elowerthan

thoseforsm allern and ‘;i.e.,E n‘ � E
n0‘

0 ifn > n
0

� 2 and ‘> ‘
0

:

On the otherhand,in Tables6 and 7,we presentthe ground and excited energies(in

unitssuch that�h
2
=2m = 1)forseveralstates‘= 0;1;2calculated forthepotentialin Eq.(2)

and com pare them with otherworks[28]. One �ndsthatourresultsare rem arkably good

forthe ‘= 0 ground state. As‘increasesfora given b;the errorincreases. Howeverasb

increases,therelativeerrordecreasesrapidly.Thisisparticularly usefulwhen bislarge.For

largeb;thecalculated energiescom parevery wellwith high precision num ericalcalculation

presented by otherworks[11,12,28].

V .C O N C LU SIO N S

The detailed analysisofthe resultsin term sofvariousdom ainsofparam etersb and �

ofthe Hellm ann potentialreveals a few im portantfactsconcerning the application ofthe

perturbed form alism .In thepresentstudy thediscreteenergy eigenvaluesfortheHellm ann

potentialhave been calculated asfunctionsofthe strength b and the screening param eter

� ofthe Yukawa potential. For b = 0 the spectrum is given by Eq. (18). The energy

eigenvaluesE n‘ forthe Hellm ann potentialare shifted upwardsordownwardswith respect
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to the hydrogenlike levels,Eq. (18),ifb> 0 orb< 0;respectively. The absolute valuesof

deviationsofE n‘ from E H
n decreasewith increasing quantum num ber‘;which resultsin the

corresponding ordering oftheenergy levelsfora given n:Thisisdueto theinuenceofthe

�niterangeYukawa potential(YP),which decreaseswith increasing ‘:

Thepropertiesoftheenergyspectrum fortheHellm ann potentialobtained in thepresent

work havem any analogiesin atom ic,solid-state,and quark physics.Property (i),givingthe

orderoftheenergylevelsE n‘ with thesam en;dependenton ‘and on thesign oftheYP,has

an application to such system sasan exciton and a bound polaron in polarsem iconductors

and ioniccrystals.Thesesystem sconsistoftwooppositelycharged particlesinteractingwith

them selves through a polarizable m edium . The energy levels ofboth the system s exhibit

thiscase,although thetotale�ectivepotentialiseven m orecom plicated than theHellm ann

potential,being a linearcom bination oftheCoulom b potentialand an additionalpotential,

which isa sum oftwo Yukawa potentialswith di�erentstrengthsand screening param eters,

and an exponentialpotential. However,the netcontribution ofthe additionalpotentialis

negativefortheexciton and positiveforthebound polaron and oneoftheYukawapotentials

dom inatesatsm alldistances[29,30,31].

Another system ,having the energy levels ordered sim ilarly to those for the Hellm ann

potentialwith b > 0;isthe quarkonium (the bound state ofheavy quark-antiquark pair).

Foreach n theenergy levelsofthequarkonium system increasewith increasing ‘:Thiscan

be explained in the fram esofthe sim ple m odel,assum ing thatthe quark interactvia the

potentialbeingthesuperposition oftheattractiveCoulom b potentialand thepositivelinear

potential(Cornellpotential)[32].
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TABLES

TABLE I. Energy,� E n‘;ofstates 1s� 4f for Hellm ann potentialas a function ofscreening

param eter �:It is expressed in units of�a2=2�h2 ,length in units ofa0 = �h2/�a;and � is the

reduced m ass.

Staten� 0:001 0:005 0:01 0:05 0:001 0:005 0:01 0:05 0:1

b= + 1 b= � 1

1s 0:250999 0:254963 0:259852 2:24900 2:24501 2:24005 2:20122

2s 0:063494 0:0673535 0:0719279 0:561502 0:55755 0:552697 0:517151

2p 0:063495 0:0673775 0:0720203 0:561502 0:557541 0:552664 0:516412

3s 0:0287644 0:0324574 0:0365575 0:249004 0:245111 0:240435 0:209717

3p 0:0287654 0:0324803 0:0366436 0:249004 0:245103 0:240404 0:209055

3d 0:0287674 0:0325260 0:0368131 0:249003 0:245086 0:240341 0:207756

4s 0:0166014 0:0200766 0:0235509 0:139633 0:135819 0:131381 0:106316

4p 0:0166024 0:0200984 0:0236407 0:139633 0:135811 0:131351 0:105734

4d 0:0166043 0:0201416 0:0238136 0:139632 0:135796 0:131290 0:104603

4f 0:0166072 0:0202058 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 8:80247 8:60979

2s 0:99800 0:990075 0:980297 0:907102 2:24600 2:23010 2:2104 2:05964 1:88728

2p 0:998002 0:990062 0:980248 0:90596 2:24600 2:23008 2:21033 2:05807 1:88135

3s 0:442451 0:434611 0:425103 0:359536 0:996009 0:980220 0:960885 0:820847 0:678082

3p 0:442451 0:434599 0:425055 0:358495 0:996008 0:980207 0:960820 0:819381 0:672826

3d 0:442450 0:434574 0:424959 0:356435 0:996007 0:980174 0:960691 0:816464 0:662442

4s 0:248012 0:240294 0:231150 0:174917 0:558516 0:542894 0:524055 0:397745 0:288281

4p 0:248011 0:240281 0:231103 0:173993 0:558515 0:542878 0:523991 0:396397 0:284004

4d 0:248010 0:240257 0:231011 0:172169 0:558514 0:542845 0:523865 0:393717 0:275519

4f 0:248009 0:240221 0:230872 0:169493 0:558512 0:542797 0:523674 0:389737 0:262966
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TABLE II.Energy eigenvalues,� E n‘;ofstates1s� 4f forHellm ann potentialasa function of

screening param eter�:Energy eigenvaluesare given in unitsofTable 1.

Staten� 0:001 0:005 0:01 0:05 0:1 0:2

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 2:39157

3p 3:99001 3:95026 3:90103 3:52508 3:09701 2:36532

3d 3:99001 3:95022 3:90087 3:52120 3:08240 2:31330

4s 2:24002 2:2005 2:15197 1:79676 1:42667 0:88467

4p 2:24002 2:20048 2:15189 1:79490 1:41993 0:86351

4d 2:24002 2:20043 2:15173 1:79119 1:40652 0:82123

4f 2:24001 2:20037 2:15148 1:78565 1:38656 0:757901
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TABLE III. Energy eigenvalues,� E n‘;ofstates 1s� 3d as function ofthe strength b ofthe

Hellm ann potentialfor� = 0:01:Energy eigenvaluesare given in unitsofTable 1.

bnState 1s 2s 2p 3s 3p 3d

1 0:259852 0:071928 0:0720203 0:036557 0:0366436 0:0368131

0:5 0:567450 0:145431 0:145463 0:067079 0:0671090 0:0671683

0:2 0:811983 0:204435 0:204446 0:091858 0:0918682 0:0918884

0 1 0:25 0:25 0:111 0:111 0:111

� 0:2 1:20801 0:300553 0:300545 0:132562 0:132553 0:132537

� 0:5 1:55753 0:385743 0:385723 0:168871 0:168852 0:168815

� 1 2:24005 0:552697 0:552664 0:240435 0:240404 0:240341

� 2 3:98007 0:980297 0:980248 0:425103 0:425055 0:424959

� 5 12:2 3:01293 3:01286 1:31206 1:31199 1:31185

� 10 35:9 8:9005 8:90042 3:90112 3:90103 3:90087

� 20 120:8 30:051 30:0505 13:2460 13:2456 13:2454

21



TABLE IV. Energy eigenvalues,� E n‘;ofstates 5s� 7ias function ofthe strength b ofthe

Hellm ann potentialfor� = 0:01:Energy eigenvaluesare given in unitsofTable 1.

Statenb + 1 � 1 � 2 � 4 � 8 � 10

5s 0:0165535 0:081148 0:141758 0:322393 0:922921 1:34306

5p 0:0166884 0:0811191 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 0:213386 0:618604 0:904359

6p 0:0103092 0:054072 0:0935360 0:213326 0:618530 0:904281

6d 0:0108763 0:054017 0:0934503 0:213206 0:618380 0:904123

6f 0:011651 0:0539351 0:0933218 0:213027 0:618155 0:903887

6g 0:0125417 0:0538266 0:0931512 0:212787 0:617856 0:903572

6h 0:013427 0:0536924 0:0929390 0:212489 0:617482 0:903178

7s 0:0028019 0:0380167 0:0648977 0:148193 0:435796 0:640565

7p 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

7f 0:0014009 0:0378606 0:0646516 0:147845 0:435356 0:640101

7g 0:0038107 0:0377579 0:0644887 0:147613 0:435064 0:639792

7h 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 eigenvalues,� E n‘;ofstates 1s� 6h for � = 0:1:Energy eigenvalues are

given in unitsofTable 1.

Statenb � 5 � 8 � 10 � 20 � 30 � 50

1s 11:7605 24:2118 35:0124 119:014 253:014 671:014

2s 2:60282 5:49595 8:0482 28:3034 61:0555 164:057

2p 2:59637 5:48852 8:04037 28:2947 61:0463 164:048

3s 0:946371 2:0766 3:10435 11:562 25:5672 70:2385

3p 0:94056 2:06971 3:09701 11:5536 25:5583 70:2292

3d 0:929052 2:05602 3:0824 11:5367 25:5406 70:2106

4s 0:405183 0:92834 1:42667 5:76553 13:2138 37:4734

4p 0:400245 0:922129 1:41993 5:75749 13:2052 37:4643

4d 0:390444 0:909778 1:40652 5.74145 13.188 37.4461

4f 0:37593 0:89143 1:38656 5.71747 13.1624 37.4189

5s 0:185308 0:44099 0:700006 3.14653 7.56577 22.3833

5p 0:181729 0:43572 0:694047 3.13896 7.55755 22.3745

5d 0:174538 0:425204 0:682168 3.12385 7.54112 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 0:213846 0:348659 1.78538 4.56702 14.2628

6p 0:097267 0:209807 0:343761 1.77836 4.5592 14.2543

6d 0:092169 0:201681 0:333949 1.76435 4.54358 14.2372

6f 0:084289 0:189376 0:319193 1.74341 4.5202 14.2116

6g 0:073342 0:172749 0:299444 1.71562 4.48915 14.17775

6h 0:058954 0:151614 0:274642 1.68109 4.45051 14.1351
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TABLE VI. Som ebound state energies,� E n‘;forneutralatom s.

b= � Ze2 State Present Calculated [28] Exact[28]

-4 1s 3.25647 3.219965 3.250536

2p 0.37172

3d 0.003891

-8 1s 14.4581 14.419973 14.457119

2s 2.61756

2p 2.58365 2.433176 2.583677

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 4.39692 4.372037 4.405697

3p 4.36357 4.348041 4.388576

3d 4.29724

-24 1s 139.2590 139.22008 139.259362

2s 31.4314 31.431281 31.43595

2p 31.3938 31.238464 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 4.95352 4.951600 5.00855

5s 2.21653 2.203309 2.22372

5p 2.18793 2.177040 2.241432

5d 2.13080 2.124124 2.24278
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TABLE VII.Som e bound state energies,� E n‘;forneutralatom s.

b= � Ze2 1s 2s 2p 3s 3p 4s 4p

� 13 39:7088 8:18765 8:15172 2:57025 2:53816 0:82329 0:79663

� 36 316:86 74:0341 73:9958 29:3129 29:2763 13:9316 13:897

� 79 1544:51 374:5 374:461 158:088 158:05 82:6361 82:599
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