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Q uarkonium bound-state problem in

m om entum space revisited

A.Delo�

Institute for NuclearStudies,W arsaw,Poland

A bstract

A sem i-spectralChebyshev m ethod forsolving num erically singularintegralequa-

tionsispresented and applied in thequarkonium bound-stateproblem in m om entum

space.Theintegralscontaining both,logarithm ic and Cauchy singularkernels,can

be evaluated withoutsubtractions by dedicated autom atic quadratures.By intro-

ducing a Chebyshev m esh and using the Nystrom algorithm the singular integral

equation is converted into an algebraic eigenvalue problem that can be solved by

standard m ethods.Theproposed schem e isvery sim pleto use,iseasy in program -

m ing and highly accurate.
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1 Introduction

In a recentwork [1]we have advocated the Chebyshev sem i-spectralm ethod

dem onstrating its e�ciency in solving som e typicaldi�erentialand integral

equationsem erging in quantum m echanics.The presentpaperisin thesam e

vein butherewewish to focusourattention solely on theheavy quarkonium

m om entum space bound-state problem .Adm ittedly,the problem isnotnew

but our incentive here is to exam ine the e�ectiveness ofthe sem i-spectral

approach in solving strongly singularintegralequations.Sincethelattertopic

was beyond the scope of[1],this work m ay be regarded as an im m ediate

continuation ofthepreviouspaper.

W e would like to believe thatthe presented m ethod willbe usefulalso out-

side quantum m echanics,especially thatstrongly singularintegralequations

are encountered in m any areas ofscience and engineering.The wellknown

physicalapplications com prise the quantum m echanicalscattering problem ,

the Om nes form ulation [2]ofthe �nal-state-interaction,radiative transfer,
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neutron transport[3]etc.Thelistofengineering applicationsisby no m eans

restricted to the widely known aerofoilproblem [4]and,indeed,m any im -

portantproblem sofengineering m echanics like elasticity,plasticity,fracture

m echanics,etc.m ay bealso e�ciently expressed in term sofsingularand hy-

persingularintegralequations.Becauseitisnotalwayspossibleto�nd explicit

solutionsto theproblem sposed,m uch attention hasbeen devoted to approx-

im ate m ethods.Itisinteresting to note thateven when an analytic solution

is known,quite often the latter takes the form ofa singular integralwhose

num ericalevaluation m ightbem orecom plicated than a num ericalsolution of

theintegralequation.

A hypersingularintegralequation arisesin quantum m echanics already ata

quite elem entary levelwhen the linearpotentialbound-state problem ,easily

tackled in con�guration space,isapproached in m om entum space.Thisprob-

lem is far from academ ic since the linear potentialplays an im portant role

not only in atom ic physics where it is associated with the hydrogen radial

Stark e�ectbutalso in particlephysicsserving asasim plecon�nem entm odel

ofQCD.Although,in principle,QCD aloneshould describethespectroscopy

ofheavy quarkonia butthe im plem entation ofsuch program isvery di�cult

and instead variousphenom enologicalm odelsincorporating som eQCD prop-

erties have been developed (for a recent review ofquarkonium physics and

referencesto theliteraturecf.[5]).TheQCD m otivated quark potentialm od-

elshave played a prom inentrole in understanding quarkonium spectroscopy

and arecapableofreproducing with surprising accuracy a sizablepartofthe

m eson and baryon properties.Thenon-relativisticpotentialapproach m ay be

justi�ed by the factthatthe bottom quark and,perhapsto a lesser extent,

alsothecharm ed quark havem assesthatarelargein com parison with �{the

typicalQCD hadronic m ass scale.The quark{antiquark potentialhas been

tailored to m ock up the propertiesexpected from QCD and thedi�erentpo-

tentialshapessetup in theearly daysafteryearsofresearch haveevolved to

a com m on form thatone m ight expect from the asym ptotic lim its ofQCD.

The prototype for these potentials is stillthe popular Cornellpotential[6]

including the one-gluon-exchange Coulom b potentialsupplem ented by a lin-

earpotentialsim ulating con�nem ent,asexpected from QCD.Therefore,this

potentialwillbealso considered in thispaper.

Obviously,thenon-relativisticpotentialm odelcan notbepushed beyond cer-

tain lim itsand forsystem scontaining onelightquark a com pletedisregard of

relativistice�ectsm ightbeaseriousom ission.In additiontothat,itwassom e-

what em barrassing when people realized [7]that within the non-relativistic

form alism the m esonscontaining a lightquark m ightbe m ore m assive than

a m eson com posed with heavierquarks.These di�cultiescould be aleviated

at the expense ofa sem irelativistic treatm ent where the relativistic expres-

sion fortheenergy isused.A popularrelativisticextension oftheSchr�odinger
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equation isthespinlessSalpeterequation

�q

p2 + m 2
1 +

q

p2 + m 2
2 + V (r)

�

	(r)= E 	(r) (1)

where m 1;m 2 are the quark m asses,p isthe c.m .m om entum ,V (r)denotes

the quark-antiquark potentialand E is the eigenenergy.Since in such case

the Laplacian operator appears under a square root,the coordinate space

is rather unwieldy for solving the bound state problem and the m om entum

space seem sto be the m ostnaturalalternative.Indeed,in m om entum space

the energy operator is diagonaland the di�erence in com putationale�ort

between non-relativistic and sem i-relativistic treatm ent is m inor.Although

the m om entum space approach solves som e problem s autom atically but at

the sam e tim e it does create another di�culty in that the quark-antiquark

potentialgivesrise to a singularkernelin the appropriate integralequation.

W hilst the Coulom b potentialyields a kernelwith a logarithm ic singularity

that can be rem oved by subtraction [8],the kernelassociated with a linear

potentialexhibitsa double-polesingularity forwhich thesubtraction schem e

is insu�cient.To clarify this im portantpointlet us consider just the linear

potentialforsim plicity restricting ourattention to a zero orbitalm om entum

state.The potentialterm thatentersthe appropriatewave equation involves

theintegralwith a doublepolesingularity

Z
1

0

k2�(k)dk

(k2 � p2)2
=

Z
1

0

(

k
2
�(k)� �(p)

k2 � p2
� 1

2
p�0(p)

)
dk

k2 � p2
; (2)

where �(k)isthe wave function,�0(p)denotesthe derivative and p isa real

param eter.It m ay be easily veri�ed that the two extra term s occurring on

the right hand side of(2) can be supplem ented with im punity because the

integralsm ultiplying,respectively,�(p)and �0(p)are both bound to vanish.

Theintegralon therighthand sideisnon-singularand in thelim itk ! p the

integrand goesto a �nite lim it 1

2
�0(p)=p+ 1

8
�00(p).Thisdem onstratesexplic-

itly that by using a subtraction technique it is perfectly possible to rem ove

the singularity converting the integralto a form am enable forcom putation.

Nevertheless,the subtraction schem e (2)would be insu�cientforsolving an

integralequation asitintroducesunknown �rst� 0(p)and second derivative

�00(p)atthe top ofthe unknown function.This also explains why the Nys-

trom m ethod,which hasbeen rathere�cientin solving the Coulom b bound

stateproblem in m om entum space[8],doesnotwork forthelinearpotential.

(Thecalculation using Nystrom m ethod presented in [9]isincorrectbecause

the in�nite diagonalterm in the potentialm atrix has been sim ply om itted

whereasthe proposed correction,given in theireq.(34),isproportionalto a

logarithm ically diverging integral.)

In theearly attem ptsto overcom e thisdi�culty thesingularity wasrem oved

by hand,by introducing an arbitrary cut-o� [10][11]in thepotential.There-
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sulting non-singularintegralequation involving the m odi�ed potentialcould

be then solved by standard m ethods.The unwelcom e arifacts ofthe cuto�

m ight be eventually disposed ofby perturbative m ethods [11].However,a

m ore prom ising approach isto seek the wave function in the form ofan ex-

pansion in term s ofa com plete set oforthogonalbasis functions.The m ost

com m on choice here hasbeen the oscillatororSturm ian basisboth ofwhich

have analytic Fourier-Besseltransform s m aking them wellsuited in calcula-

tionswhereitisadvantageousto work in con�guration and m om entum space

sim ultaneously.In a variationalRitz-type approach the upperboundsofthe

trueeigenvaluescould becom puted bydiagonalizingthecorrespondingHam il-

tonian m atrix (cf.[12],[13],[14]).Theexpectation valuesoftheenergy can be

evaluated in m om entum space and the potentialexpectation values in con-

�guration space.The expansion m ethod could be used in a sim ilar fashion

to solve the m om entum space integralequation by m eans ofthe Galerkin

m ethod [15],[16].W ith a judicious choice of the basis functions,the sin-

gular integrals can be calculated analytically,or num erically.Note,that in

this case the integrand is a known function and,therefore,the subtraction

technique,liketheoneoutlined in (2),isfully applicable.Therearealso non-

variationalapproaches based on eigenfuction expansion such the collocation

m ethod [15],[17],orthe M ulthopp [4][18]technique.Keeping N term softhe

truncated expansion,theN expansion coe�cientscan bedeterm ined from the

requirem entthattheintegralequation beexactlysatis�ed atN distinctvalues

ofthe m om entum variable.The sem i-spectralChebyshev m ethod developed

in thispaperalso belongsto the lastgroup.However,the Chebyshev series,

after reshu�ing takes the form ofan interpolative form ula.In consequence,

the expansion coe�cients and the function values taken at the m esh-points

are connected by a linearrelation (cf.[1]).Thus,putin a nut-shell,the un-

derlying idea isto solvetheintegralequation exactly on theChebyshev m esh

and,subsequently,interpolate by m eans ofa high degree polynom ial.The

plan ofthe presentation is as follows.In the next section we set the neces-

sary background deriving the hypersigular integralequation associated with

theCoulom b-plus-linearpotentialin m om entum space.Upon introducing the

Chebyshev m esh and using the interpolative form ula for the wave function,

the integralequation isconverted into an algebraic eigenvalue problem .This

isthe ultim ate form because the eigenvalue problem can be solved with the

aid ofstandard library procedures.Section 3 is devoted to a num ericaltest

wherewecom parethem om entum spacecalculationswith theresultsobtained

by solving theSchr�odingerequation in con�guration space.Finally in thelast

section wepresentourconclusions.
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2 Solution ofthe singular integralequation

TheCoulom b-plus-linearpotentialconsidered inthispaperisV (r)= V (C )(r)+

V (L)(r)with

V
(C )
(r)= ��=r; V

(L)
(r)= r=a

2
(3)

where the "coupling" � is dim ensionless and the param eter a has a dim en-

sion oflength (�h = c= 1 unitsare adopted hereafter).Both param etersare

assum ed to be provided.In m om entum space the wave function �‘(k) with

orbitalm om entum ‘obeysthepartialwaveSchr�odingerequation

(E � k
2
=2�)�‘(k)=

Z
1

0

V‘(k;k
0
)�‘(k

0
)k

02
dk0 (4)

where � is the quark-antiquark reduced m ass,E is the binding energy and

V‘(k;k
0)denotesthe‘-th partialwaveprojection ofthelocalpotentialV (r)

V‘(k
0
;k)=

2

�

Z
1

0

j‘(k
0
r)V (r)j‘(kr)r

2
dr; (5)

where j‘(x)is the sphericalBesselfunction [19].Strictly speaking,upon in-

serting (3)in (5),weobtain a divergentintegralbuta custom ary regularizing

procedure to overcom e this di�culty is �rst to m ultiply V (r) by a screen-

ing factor e� �r enforcing convergence and then set � ! 0 in the result.

Applying thisprocedure,the Fouriertransform (5)ofa power{law potential

v(r)= r2n� 1;n = 0;1;2;:::can bee�ected in an analyticform [18]

lim
�! 0

2

�

Z
1

0

j‘(k
0
r)e� �rr2n+ 1j‘(kr)dr=

(2n)!

2n n!�(kk0)n+ 1
Q n
‘(z) (6)

where z = (k2 + k02)=2kk0and theQ n
‘(z)denotesn{th derivative oftheLeg-

endre function ofthe second kind with respect to the argum ent z (form ula

(5)in [18]contains a m isprint).Setting n = 0 and n = 1 in (6)we obtain,

respectively,thekernelsfortheCoulom b (C)and thelinearpotential(L)

V
(C )

‘ (k;k
0
)= �� Q ‘(z)=(�kk

0
); V

(L)

‘ (k;k
0
)= Q

0

‘(z)=[�(akk
0
)
2
]: (7)

The Coulom b partofthe kernelexhibitsa logarithm ic singularity fork0= k

contained in theLegendrefunction.Indeed,thelattercan bewritten as

Q ‘(z)= P‘(z)Q 0(z)� w‘� 1(z) (8)

where

Q 0(z)=
1

2
logj(1+ z)=(1� z)j= logj(k+ k0)=(k� k0)j (9)
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with P‘(z)being a Legendre polynom ial.Itisunderstood thatthe lastterm

in (8)should be absentfor‘= 0 whereasfor‘> 0 itassum esthe form ofa

polynom ialin z (cf.[19])given by theexpression

w‘� 1(z)=

‘X

n= 1

1

n
Pn� 1(z)P‘� n(z): (10)

Thekernelassociated with thelinearpotentialgiven in (7),in addition to the

logarithm ic singularity,exhibitsalso a second orderpole,asm ay be seen by

perform ing explicitly thedi�erentiation in (8)

Q
0

‘(z)= P
0

‘(z)Q 0(z)+ P‘(z)Q
0

0
(z)� w

0

‘� 1(z) (11)

with

Q
0

0(z)=
1

1� z2
= �

 
2kk0

k0+ k

! 2
1

(k0� k)2
: (12)

Thesecond orderpolegiven by (12)can beelim inated from theintegralequa-

tion (4) and to this end integration by parts is applied to this term .Quite

generally,thisproceduregives

Z
1

0

f(k;k0)�‘(k
0)dk0

(k0� k)2
=

Z
1

0

dk0

k0� k

@

@k0
[f(k;k

0
)�‘(k

0
)] (13)

wheretheunspeci�ed function f(k;k0)needsto beintegrable.Theabovefor-

m ula holdsbecausethewavefunction �‘(k
0)vanisheswhen k0tendsto either

ofthe integration end points.The resulting Cauchy principalvalue integral

in (13)can becom puted by using thededicated Chebyshev quadraturegiven

in [1].Nevertheless,the lowering ofthe orderofthe pole outlined above has

its price and in the integralon the right hand side of(13)the derivative of

the unknown wave function willappear.As we shallsee in a m om ent,the

sem i-spectralChebyshev m ethod iswellsuited to handlesuch situation.

It willbe convenient for us using 1=a as the unit ofenergy,passing to di-

m ensionless quantities:� � E a; x � ka; x0 � k0a.The resulting integral

equation

 

� �
x2

2�a

!

�‘(x)=
1

�x2

Z
1

0

(

P
0

‘(z)log

�
�
�
�
�

x0+ x

x0� x

�
�
�
�
�
� w

0

‘� 1(z)

)

�‘(x
0
)dx0

�
4

�

Z
1

0

dx0

x0� x

(

�‘(x
0
)+ �‘(x

0
)
@

@x0

)
x02P‘(z)

(x0+ x)2
�

�
�

�x

Z
1

0

(

P‘(z)log

�
�
�
�
�

x0+ x

x0� x

�
�
�
�
�
� w‘� 1(z)

)

�‘(x
0
)x

0
dx0

(14)
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involvestwo dim ensionless param eters:� and 2�a.Prim e on a function ofz

denotes in (14)the derivative with respect to the argum ent.The derivative

ofthewavefunction appearing in theintegrand ofthesecond integralin (14)

hasbeen regarded asan additionalfunction �‘(x)to bedeterm ined.In order

to com plete ourschem e the integralequation (14)needsto be supplem ented

with a com plem entary equation

d�‘(x)=dx = �‘(x) (15)

and weend up with twoequationsfortwounknown functions:�‘(x)and �‘(x).

The system (14){(15) is am enable for com putation and the integralequa-

tion willbe turned into a �nite m atrix equation.Asa prelim inary step,the

sem i-in�nite dom ain ofthe independentvariable x willbem apped onto a �-

nite interval(�1;1).Am ong endlesspossibilitiesperhapsthe sim plestisthe

rationalm apping

x = �(1+ t)=(1� t); (16)

where t 2 (�1;1) and � is a num eric param eter at our disposalproviding

additional control of the rate of convergence. W e tried som e other m ap-

pings, speci�cally trigonom etric (x = � tan[(�=4)(1 + t)]), or logarithm ic

(x = � log[(3+ t)=(1� t)])butthey did notbring noticible im provem ent in

the problem underconsideration.The sem i-spectralChebyshev m ethod uses

Chebyshev polynom ialsasthebasisfunctions.TheChebyshev polynom ialof

the�rstkind TN (t)oftheorderN isde�ned by theform ula

TN (t)= cos[N arccos(t)] (17)

and hasN zerosin theinterval(�1;1),located atthepoints

ti= cos[�(i� 1

2
)=N ]; i= 1;2;:::;N : (18)

In thefollowing thevariabletwillbediscretized by using theclassicalCheby-

shev m esh (18) in which case N becom es the order ofapproxim ation to be

selected by the user.The sem i-spectralChebyshev m ethod interpolates the

unknown function f(t)on theChebyshev m esh (18)

f(t)=

NX

i= 1

f(ti)G i(t); (19)

whereG i(t)denotesthecardinalfunctionwiththepropertyG i(tj)= �ij.These

functionscan beconstructed assuperpositionsofChebyshev polynom ials

G j(t)=
2

N

NX

i= 1

0
Ti� 1(tj)Ti� 1(t); (20)
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where theprim ed sigm a denotesa sum m ation in which the�rstterm should

be halved.By taking advantage ofthe interpolative form ula (19),the di�er-

entiation orintegration ofa function reducesto di�erentiation orintegration

ofChebyshev polynom ialswhich in m ostcasesiselem entary and can beper-

form ed in an analyticform .In consequence,thearray containing thevaluesof

thederivative com puted atthegrid-pointswillbeconnected to sim ilararray

representing thefunction by a lineartransform ation

(
df(t)

dt

)

t= ti

=

NX

j= 1

D ijf(tj); i= 1;2;:::;N (21)

whereD ij iseasily com puted num ericalm atrix (cf.[1]).Therearealsovarious

integration rulesavailable.Assum ing thatthefunction f(t)isnon-singularin

theintegration dom ain,wehave

Z
1

� 1

f(t)dt=

NX

i= 1

wif(ti); (22)

which isGauss-Chebyshev integration in which theweightingfunction isequal

tounity.Theweightswiareallpositiveand theirsum equalsto2.Sim ilarrules

can be derived forsingularintegrals.The Cauchy principalvalue integration

can beperform ed using theautom ated quadraturerule

Z
1

� 1

f(t)dt

t� �
=

NX

i= 1

!i(�)f(ti); (23)

where it is assum ed that � 2< �1;1 >.W hen � coincides with either of

theintegration end-pointstheintegralisunde�ned.Thededicated weighting

functions !i(�) can be calculated analytically and exhibit logarithm ic end-

pointsingularityfor� = �1.Sim ilarrulecan beobtained foraweaklysingular

integral

Z
1

� 1

f(t)logjt� �jdt=

NX

i= 1


i(�)f(ti); (24)

where it is assum ed that � 2 (�1;1).In contrast with the previous case,

logjt� �jsingularity isintegrableand thededicated weighting functions
i(�)

do existeven when � coincideswith eitherofthe integration end-points.For

explicitanalyticexpressionsforalloftheweightingfunctionsintroduced above

thereaderisreferred to [1].

Toarriveattheultim ate�nitem atrix eigenvalueproblem ,asthe�rststep,we

m ap both,theexternal(x),and theinternal(x0)variableonto the(�1;1)in-

tervalwith theaid of(16).Subsequently,theproblem isdiscretized by putting

theexternalvariableon theChebyshev m esh (18),atthesam etim ereplacing

allintegrationsin (14)by sum m ations,following the appropriate Chebyshev
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ruleslisted above.In practicethisprocedureleadsto a chain ofsubstitutions

to bem adein theintegralsoccurring in (14),viz.

x ! xi= �(1+ ti)=(1� ti); �‘(x)! �‘(xi)� X i;

and

x
0
! xj = �(1+ tj)=(1� tj); �‘(x

0
)! �‘(xj)� X j;

whereX iaretheunknown m esh valuesofthewavefunction tobedeterm ined.

The derivative �‘(xj) is elim inated in favor ofX j with the aid ofthe D ij

m atrix,accounting forthechangeofvariables

�‘(xj)=
(1� tj)

2

2�

NX

k= 1

D jk X k:

Furthersubstitutionsassociated with integration,respectively,are

dx0! 2�wj=(1� tj)
2;

fornon-singularintegrals

dx0

x0� x
! !j(ti)

1� ti

1� tj
;

forprincipalvalueintegral,and

log

�
�
�
�
�

x0+ x

x0� x

�
�
�
�
�
dx0! 2�

wj logj1� titjj� 
j(ti)

(1� tj)
2

forintegralsinvolving logarithm icsingularity.Finally,allintegrationswillbe

e�ected by carrying out a sum m ation over j.It is worth noting that the

diagonalterm si= j arealways�niteand allsingularitiesareundercontrol.

W hen theindicated abovem anipulationshavebeen accom plished,weend up

withahom ogeneoussystem ofN algebraicequationsinwhich theN unknowns

are the m esh-point values of the wave function (X j) and the Schr�odinger

equation takesthedesired �nitem atrix form

NX

j= 1

 

Vij +
x2i

2�a
�ij � �

!

X j = 0: (25)

Thenon-sym m etric m atrix Vij representsherethepotentialand resultsfrom

evaluating theintegralsoccurring on therighthand side of(14)(theexplicit

form ofVij isratherlengthy and willnotbe quoted here).W hen the kinetic

energy term islum ped togetherwith Vij intoasinglem atrix,eq.(25)presents

a standard algebraic eigenvalue problem .Ifneed arises,the non-relativistic

9



Schr�odingerequation (25)can beeasily converted to therelativisticform (1)

in thecenter-of-m assfram eby changing justthekineticenergy term

x
2

i=(2�a)!

q

x2i + (am 1)
2 +

q

x2i + (am 2)
2 � a(m 1 + m 2):

Ourcalculationalschem eisnow com pleteand forassigned valuesof‘and two

dim ensionlessparam eterss� 1=2�a and � specifying thestrength ofthetwo

potentialsin (3),wearein theposition to determ inenum erically thevalueof

thebinding energy �(‘;s;�).In theparticularcase‘= 0 and � = 0 theexact

resultisknown and the binding energy is�(0;s;0)= �s2=3z� where z� with

� = 1;2;3;:::denotesa zero oftheAiry function Ai(z)(cf.[19]).

3 N um ericaltest

W estartthenum ericaltestwith theCoulom b bound stateproblem leavingout

the�rsttwo integralson therighthand sideof(14).Thehydrogen-likebound

state problem in m om entum space hasalready been considered in [1]butto

determ ine the bound stateswe solved the secularequation.Itistherefore of

interest to repeatthe Coulom b bound-state calculation in which the energy

spectrum is obtained by solving the algebraic eigenvalue problem (25).The

latterprocedureism uch sim plerasthereisno need to solvea transcendental

equation.In allour com putations we were using the linear algebra package

LAPACK [20]asoureigenvaluesolver.TheresultsfortheCoulom b potential

aredisplayed in Table1.Sincein thiscasetheexacteigenenergiesareknown

analytically we present the absolute value ofthe relative erroron each level

asa function ofthe m esh size N .The nodalquantum num bern enum erates

the the di�erent bound states for a �xed ‘ with n = 0 corresponding to

the ground state.W e wish to recallthat with non-sym m etric m atrices the

accuracy ofthe standard library proceduresisbelieved to be notasgood as

in the case ofsym m etric m atrices.Nevertheless,as seen from Table 1,the

convergence rateisexponentialand N = 80 issu�cientforsecuring m achine

accuracy.There are notvery m any m ethodsavailable thatwould be capable

ofachieving such a high precision.Forcom parison,in thelastraw (entriesin

parenthesis)wegivetherelativeerrorcorrespondingtothetraditionalm ethod

usingthesubtraction schem e[8]inwhich casetheresultingeigenvalueproblem

issym m etric.Theadvantageofthesem i-spectralm ethod ism anifest.

As our next test we take on the linear potentialsetting � = 0 in (25) and

putting forsim plicity s= 1 in ourcom putations.Theresulting binding ener-

gies� fordi�erent‘valuesaredisplayed in Table2usingthesam econventions

as in Table 1.For ‘ = 0,as the exact values we take the zeros ofthe Airy

function tabulated in [19].For‘ > 0 the values m arked as exact have been

com puted by solving the appropriate Schr�odinger equation in con�guration

10



space.For this purpose we used the ingenious algorithm developed in [21].

The code from [21]hasbeen revam ped forobsolescentfeaturesand the orig-

inalRunge-Kutta driver advancing the solution from x to x + h has been

replaced by a m ore accurate driver based on Chebyshev approxim ation as

described in [1].Aftertheabovechanges,thetypicalrelativeerrorin allcon-

sidered herecaseswasestim ated to beoftheorderof10� 11.Asa cross-check,

wesucceeded in reproducingtheexactresultsfor‘= 0up toeleven signi�cant

digits.To obtain theentriesin table2 foreach ‘valueweneeded to solvethe

algebraic eigenvalue problem (25)and in nearly allconsidered here caseswe

m anaged to get seven signi�cant �gures which is m ore than adequate in all

practicalapplications.Ourresultshavebeen obtained keeping quitem oderate

approxim ation orderN = 100.Only the‘= 0 casewhich wasm orestubborn

forced usto go to largerN .Itisapparentfrom table2 thatthesolutionsare

very stable with respectto increasing N albeitthe rate ofconvergence isno

longerexponential.In fact,itisquiteslow when com pared with theCoulom b

case.M aking such com parison,however,it has to be kept in m ind that in

the linearpotentialcase we need to determ ine two unknown functions(wave

function and itsderivative)ratherthan oneand thereforeN should havebeen

doubled ifwewanted to keep thesam enum berofpointsperfunction.Other

than that,there isprobably a good dealofcancellation acrossthe pole and

thism ightberesponsible forsom elossofaccuracy.

Finally,we are going to considerthe case where both,the Coulom b and the

linearpotentialarepresent.Thequark-antiquark potentialhasbeen adopted

from a realistic study [22]ofcharm onium (c�c) and bottom ium (b�b) V (r) =

��=r+ � r wherewestick to theparam etervaluesprovided in [22],nam ely

� = 0:50667; � = 0:1694GeV
2
; m c = 1:37GeV; m b = 4:79GeV: (26)

The results ofour com putations are presented in Table 3.The quarkonium

m assesM displayed therehavebeen obtained from theexpression M = 2m q+

E where m q isthe quark(antiquark)m ass.To determ ine the binding energy

E the appropriate non-relativistic Schr�odinger equation was solved in both,

the m om entum and the con�guration space.As seen from Table 3 there is

excellentagreem entbetween thesetwo approaches.

4 Sum m ary and C onclusion

The aim ofthispaperwasto dem onstrate the strength ofthe sem i-spectral

Chebyshev m ethod in solving integralequationswhose kernelsexhibitsingu-

larities ofthe Cauchy or the logarithm ic type.Such equations m ay be en-

countered in quantum m echanicsashasbeen exem pli�ed by considering the

Coulom b-plus-linearpotentialbound stateproblem in m om entum space.The

11



latterproblem isconsidered in thisworkforillustrativepurposesand therefore

wehavegonein som edetails.Thesem i-spectralChebyshev m ethod hasm any

advantageousfeatures.First,itisveryeasytousesinceitisbased on apolyno-

m ialinterpolation whereboth,them esh and thepolynom ials,can bereadily

obtained in an analyticform .Second,theprogram m ing isexceedingly sim ple

becausedi�erentiation orintegration ofpolynom ialscan beperform ed analyt-

ically and on am esh theseoperationstaketheform ofm atrix m ultiplications.

The presented m ethod is wellsuited to handle singular integralequations

(with Cauchy orlogarithm icsingularities)becauseautom aticquadraturesare

provided forevaluating singularintegrals.Thisallowsfora quick and seam -

lessdiscretization and sincetheintegralsinvolving singularkernelshave�nite

diagonalelem entstheNystrom m ethod isstillapplicable.Ultim ately,thein-

tegralequation isconverted into an algebraic eigenvalue problem which can

be solved directly by standard library procedures.There isno need to solve

a com plicated transcendentalequation.Third,them ethod ishighly accurate.

Thisisbecausetheapproxim ation isglobalbasing on a polynom ialofa high

degree.The eigenvectors contain the wave function values on the m esh and

can beused tocalculatevariousexpectation values.Ifthisisnotenough,once

theintegralequation hasbeen solved exactly on them esh,thesolution atan

arbitrary pointm ay beim m ediately obtained by interpolation.In conclusion,

with theaid ofthesem i-spectralChebyshev m ethod thesolution ofasingular

integralequation becom esno m ore di�cultthan the solution ofa Fredholm

equation.
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Table 1

Relative errorson the com puted Coulom b binding energies.The corresponding er-

rorsappropriatetotraditionalm ethod based on subtraction aregiven in parenthesis.

‘= 0

N n = 0 n = 1 n = 2 n = 3 n = 4

40 4� 10� 12 3� 10� 10 4� 10� 9 3� 10� 8 2� 10� 7

60 2� 10� 13 1� 10� 11 2� 10� 10 1� 10� 9 6� 10� 9

80 2� 10� 14 1� 10� 12 2� 10� 11 1� 10� 10 6� 10� 10

80 (4� 10� 5) (9� 10� 5) (2� 10� 4) (4� 10� 4) (6� 10� 4)

‘= 1

N n = 0 n = 1 n = 2 n = 3 n = 4

40 8� 10� 13 2� 10� 13 3� 10� 9 6� 10� 8 5� 10� 7

60 2� 10� 14 4� 10� 13 3� 10� 12 1� 10� 11 2� 10� 10

80 2� 10� 15 4� 10� 14 3� 10� 13 1� 10� 12 2� 10� 12

80 (7� 10� 6) (5� 10� 5) (2� 10� 4) (5� 10� 4) (1� 10� 3)

‘= 2

N n = 0 n = 1 n = 2 n = 3 n = 4

40 3� 10� 12 2� 10� 10 2� 10� 7 5� 10� 6 8� 10� 5

60 3� 10� 15 6� 10� 14 1� 10� 12 7� 10� 10 2� 10� 8

80 2� 10� 16 2� 10� 15 4� 10� 14 4� 10� 13 6� 10� 12

80 (1� 10� 5) (6� 10� 5) (3� 10� 4) (7� 10� 4) (2� 10� 3)

‘= 3

N n = 0 n = 1 n = 2 n = 3 n = 4

40 2� 10� 9 2� 10� 7 9� 10� 6 3� 10� 4 3� 10� 3

60 1� 10� 12 3� 10� 12 8� 10� 11 2� 10� 8 6� 10� 7

80 1� 10� 13 2� 10� 12 6� 10� 12 1� 10� 10 5� 10� 10

80 (8� 10� 5) (3� 10� 5) (3� 10� 4) (1� 10� 3) (1� 10� 3)
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Table 2

Binding energy �fora linearpotential.

‘= 0

N n = 0 n = 1 n = 2 n = 3 n = 4

50 2.338034 4.087928 5.520416 6.786654 7.943940

100 2.338099 4.087947 5.520543 6.786702 7.944111

150 2.338105 4.087949 5.520555 6.786706 7.944127

200 2.338106 4.087949 5.520558 6.786707 7.944131

250 2.338107 4.087949 5.520559 6.786708 7.944132

300 2.338107 4.087949 5.520559 6.786708 7.944133

exact 2.338107 4.087949 5.520560 6.786708 7.944134

‘= 1

N n = 0 n = 1 n = 2 n = 3 n = 4

50 3.361254 4.884452 6.207617 7.405649 8.515212

100 3.361255 4.884452 6.207623 7.405665 8.515234

exact 3.361254 4.884452 6.207623 7.405665 8.515234

‘= 2

N n = 0 n = 1 n = 2 n = 3 n = 4

50 4.248183 5.629693 6.868774 8.009828 9.075383

100 4.248182 5.629708 6.868883 8.009703 9.077003

exact 4.248182 5.629708 6.868883 8.009703 9.077003

‘= 3

N n = 0 n = 1 n = 2 n = 3 n = 4

50 5.050918 6.331874 7.504206 8.593338 9.632163

80 5.050926 6.332115 7.504646 8.597127 9.627263

exact 5.050926 6.332115 7.504646 8.597117 9.627267
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Table 3

Charm onium (c�c)and bottom ium (b�b)m asses(allentriesin G eV)com puted from

theCoulom b-plus-linearpotential[22]V (r)= � �=r+ �rwith theparam etersgiven

in (26).Theupper(lower)valuesresultfrom a calculation conducted in m om entum

(con�guration)spaceusing non-relativisticSchr�odingerequation.In allm om entum

space com putationsthe m esh size wasN = 80.

m c = 1.37

n = 0 n = 1 n = 2

‘= 0 3.0869 3.6748 4.1094

3.0869 3.6748 4.1093

‘= 1 3.4988 3.9544 4.3388

3.4987 3.9543 4.3388

‘= 2 3.7868 4.1868 4.5407

3.7868 4.1868 4.5407

m b = 4.79

n = 0 n = 1 n = 2

‘= 0 9.4550 10.0105 10.3423

9.4547 10.0104 10.3422

‘= 1 9.9171 10.2582 10.5318

9.9170 10.2581 10.5318

‘= 2 10.1555 10.4385 10.6838

10.1554 10.4385 10.6410
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