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Q uarkoniim bound-state problem in
m om entum space revisited
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A bstract

A sam ispectral Chebyshev m ethod for solving num erically singular integral equa—
tions ispresented and applied in the quarkoniim bound-state problem in m om entum
space. T he Integrals containing both, logarithm ic and C auchy singular kemels, can
be evalnated w ithout subtractions 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 eigenvalie problem that can be solved by
standard m ethods. T he proposed schem e is very sin ple to use, is easy in program —
m ing and highly accurate.
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1 Introduction

In a recent work [l] we have advocated the Chebyshev sam ispectralm ethod
dem onstrating its e ciency In solving som e typical di erential and integral

equations em erging in quantum m echanics. T he present paper is in the sam e
veln but here we w ish to focus our attention solely on the heavy quarkoniim

mom entum space bound-state problem . A dm ittedly, the problam is not new

but our incentive here is to exam ine the e ectiveness of the sam Ispectral
approach in solving strongly singular ntegral equations. Since the Jatter topic
was beyond the scope of [1], this work m ay be regarded as an inm ediate
continuation of the previous paper.

W e would like to believe that the presented m ethod w ill be usefiil also out—
side quantum m echanics, especially that strongly singular Integral equations
are encountered in m any areas of science and engineering. The well known
physical applications com prise the quantum m echanical scattering problem ,
the Omnes formulation R] of the nalstatedinteraction, radiative transfer,
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neutron transport B] etc. T he list of engineering applications is by no m eans
restricted to the widely known aerofoil problem [4] and, ndeed, m any in —
portant problem s of engineering m echanics lke elasticity, plasticity, fracture
m echanics, etc.m ay be also e ciently expressed in temn s of singular and hy—

persingular Integralequations.Because it isnot alwayspossbl to nd explicit
solutions to the problem s posed, m uch attention hasbeen devoted to approx-—
In ate m ethods. It is interesting to note that even when an analytic solution
is known, quite often the latter takes the form of a singular ntegral whose
num erical evaluation m ight be m ore com plicated than a num erical solution of
the integral equation.

A hypersingular Integral equation arises iIn quantum m echanics already at a
quite elem entary level when the linear potential bound-state problem , easily
tackled in con guration space, is approached in m om entum space. T his prob—
Im is far from academ ic since the lnear potential plays an in portant rok
not only In atom ic physics where it is associated w ith the hydrogen radial
Stark e ect but also in partick physics serving as a sim ple con nem ent m odel
ofQ CD .A though, in principle, QCD alone should describe the spectroscopy
of heavy quarkonia but the in plem entation of such program is very di cul

and Instead various phenom enologicalm odels ncorporating some Q CD prop—
erties have been developed (for a recent review of quarkoniim physics and
references to the literature cf. B]). The QCD m otivated quark potentialm od—
els have played a prom nent role in understanding quarkonium spectroscopy
and are capabl of reproducing w ith surprising accuracy a sizable part of the
m eson and baryon properties. T he non-relativistic potential approach m ay be
Justi ed by the fact that the bottom quark and, perhaps to a lesser extent,
also the cham ed quark have m asses that are Jarge In com parison wih { the

typical QCD hadronic m ass scale. The quark {antiquark potential has been
tailored to m ock up the properties expected from Q CD and the di erent po—
tential shapes set up In the early days after years of research have evolved to
a common form that one m ight expect from the asym ptotic lim its of QCD .
T he prototype for these potentials is still the popular C omell potential [6]
Including the oneglion-exchange C oulomb potential supplem ented by a lin—
ear potential sin ulating con nem ent, as expected from Q CD . T herefore, this
potentialw illbe also considered in this paper.

O bviously, the non-relativistic potentialm odel can not be pushed beyond cer-
tain lim its and for system s containing one light quark a com plete disregard of
relativistice ectsm ightbe a serious om ission . In addition to that, it was som e-
what embarrassing when people realized [/] that within the non-relativistic
form alisn the m esons containing a light quark m ight be m ore m assive than
a meson com posed w ith heavier quarks. These di culties could be aleviated

at the expense of a sem irelativistic treatm ent where the relativistic expres—
sion for the energy isused.A popular relativistic extension ofthe Schrodinger



equation is the spinless Salpeter equation
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wherem {;m , are the quark m asses, p isthe cm .mom entum , V (r) denotes
the quark-antiquark potential and E is the elgenenergy. Since in such case
the Laplacian operator appears under a square root, the coordinate space
is rather unw eldy for solving the bound state problm and the m om entum
soace seam s to be the m ost natural altemative. Indeed, iIn m om entum space
the energy operator is diagonal and the di erence In com putational e ort
between non-relativistic and sem irelativistic treatm ent is m inor. A lhough
the m om entum space approach solves som e problam s autom atically but at
the sam e tin e i does create another di culy in that the quark-antiquark
potential gives rise to a singular kemel in the appropriate Integral equation.
W hilst the Coulomb potential yields a kemel w ith a logarithm ic singularity
that can be ram oved by subtraction [B], the kemel associated w ith a linear
potential exhibits a doublepolk singularity for which the subtraction schem e
is Insu cient. To clarify this In portant point lt us consider jist the lnear
potential for sin plicity restricting our attention to a zero orbitalm om entum
state. The potential tem that enters the approprate wave equation involves
the integralw ith a doubl pole sihgularity
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where (k) is the wave function, o(p) denotes the derivative and p is a real
param eter. It m ay be easily veri ed that the two extra tem s occurring on
the right hand side of (2) can be supplm ented w ith in puniy because the
integrals m ultiplying, respectively, (o) and ‘() are both bound to vanish.
T he integralon the right hand side isnon-sihgularand n the Im itk ! p the
integrand goesto a nite limit 3 °@E)=p+ ; (). This dem onstrates explic-
itly that by using a subtraction technique it is perfectly possible to rem ove
the singularity converting the integral to a form am enabl for com putation.
N evertheless, the subtraction scheme (2) would be insu cient for solving an
integral equation as it introduces unknown st ‘@) and second derivative

Do) at the top of the unknown fiinction. This also explains why the Nys-
trom m ethod, which has been rather e cient in solving the Coulomb bound
state problem iIn m om entum space B], does not work for the Inear potential.
( The caloulation using N ystrom m ethod presented in P] is Incorrect because
the in nie diagonal termm in the potential m atrix has been sin ply om itted
w hereas the proposed correction, given in their eq. (34), is proportionalto a
logarithm ically diverging Integral.)

In the early attem pts to overcom e this di culty the singularity was rem oved
by hand, by introducing an aroitrary cut-o [L0][l1] in the potential. The r=



sulting non-singular integral equation involring the m odi ed potential could
be then solved by standard m ethods. The unweloom e arifacts of the cuto
m ight be eventually disposed of by perturbative m ethods [l1]. However, a
m ore prom ising approach is to seek the wave function in the form of an ex-—
pansion in tem s of a com plkte st of orthogonal basis functions. The m ost
comm on choice here has been the oscillator or Stumm ian basis both of which
have analytic FourerBessel transform s m aking them well suited in calcula—
tions where it is advantageous to work in con guration and m om entum space
sim ultaneously. In a varationalR itz-type approach the upper bounds of the
true eigenvalues could be com puted by diagonalizing the corresponding H am il
tonian m atrix (cf. [12], [L13],[14]). T he expectation values of the energy can be
evaluated In m om entum space and the potential expectation values In con—

guration space. The expansion m ethod could be used In a sin ilar fashion
to solve the m om entum space Integral equation by m eans of the G alrkin
m ethod [15], [16]. W ith a jidicious choice of the basis functions, the sin—
gular Integrals can be calculated analytically, or num erically. N ote, that In
this case the integrand is a known function and, therefore, the subtraction
technigue, like the one outlned In 2), is fully applicable. T here are also non—
variational approaches based on eigenfliction expansion such the collocation
m ethod [15],[L7], or the M ulthopp [K][L8] technique. Kesping N temm s of the
truncated expansion, the N expansion coe cients can be determ ined from the
requirem ent that the Integralequation be exactly satis ed at N distinct values
of the m om entum variable. T he sam igpectral Chebyshev m ethod developed
in this paper also belongs to the last group. H owever, the Chebyshev series,
after reshu ing takes the form of an Interpolative formula. In consequencs,
the expansion coe cients and the function values taken at the m esh-points
are connected by a linear relation (cf. [1]). Thus, put in a nut=hell, the un—
derlying idea is to solve the Integral equation exactly on the Chebyshev m esh
and, subsequently, interpolate by m eans of a high degree polnom ial. The
plan of the presentation is as follow s. In the next section we set the neces—
sary background deriving the hypersigular Integral equation associated w ih
the C oulom b-plusdinear potential In m om entum space. Upon Introducing the
Chebyshev m esh and using the interpolative formula for the wave function,
the Integral equation is converted into an algebraic eigenvalue problem . This
is the ultin ate form because the eigenvalue problem can be solved w ith the
aid of standard lbrary procedures. Section 3 is devoted to a num erical test
where we com pare them om entum space calculationsw ith the resuls obtained
by solving the Schrodinger equation in con guration space.F hally in the last
section we present our conclisions.



2 Solution of the singular integral equation

T he C oulom b-plus-linearpotential considered in thispaperisV (r) = V ©) )+
vV &) (r) wih

vE© = =r; V% (@) = r=a 3)

where the "coupling"  is dim ensionless and the param eter a has a din en—
sion of length (h = c¢c= 1 units are adopted hereafter) . Both param eters are
assum ed to be provided. In m om entum space the wave function (k) wih
orbitalm om entum * obeys the partial wave Schrodinger equation
2
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where  is the quark-antiquark reduced m ass, E is the binding energy and
V. (k;k% denotes the “-th partial wave projction of the JocalpotentialV (r)
271
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where j\ (x) is the spherical Bessel function [19]. Strictly speaking, upon in-—
serting (3) n (©), we obtaln a divergent Integralbut a custom ary reqularizing
procedure to overcom e this di culty is rst to multiply V (r) by a screen-
Ing factor e * enforcing convergence and then set ' 0 In the resul.
Applying this proocedure, the Fourier transform (5) of a power{law potential
v()=r™ !; n= 0;1;2;:::can be e ected In an analytic om [18]
21 (n)!
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where z = (k? + k%)=2kk®and the Q? (z) denotes n {th derivative of the Leg-
endre function of the seocond kind w ith respect to the argum ent z (omula
(G) In [18] contains a m isprint). Settingn = 0O and n = 1 In (6) we cbtain,
respectively, the kemels for the Coulomb (C) and the linear potential (L)
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The Coulomb part of the kemel exhibits a logarithm ic shqularity fork®= k
contained in the Legendre finction. Indeed, the Jatter can be w ritten as

Q-@2)=P.(2)Qo@2) w-.1(2) 8)
where
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with P.(z) being a Legendre polynom ial. Tt is understood that the last tem
in (8) should be absent for Y= 0 whereas for ' > 0 i assum es the form ofa
polynom ialin z (cf. [19]) given by the expression
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T he kemel associated w ith the linearpotentialgiven In (7), in addition to the
logarithm ic singularity, exhibits also a second order pole, asm ay be ssen by
perform ng explicitly the di erentiation in (8)
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T he second order pol given by (12) can be elim inated from the integralequa-
tion (4) and to this end integration by parts is applied to this tem . Q uite
generally, this procedure gives
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w here the unsoeci ed function £ k;k% needsto be Integrable. T he above for-
mula holds because the wave fiinction (k% vanishes when k° tends to either
of the Integration end points. The resulting Cauchy principal value Integral
In (13) can be com puted by using the dedicated Chebyshev quadrature given
in [l]. Nevertheless, the lIowering of the order of the pol outlined above has
its price and in the integral on the right hand side of (13) the derivative of
the unknown wave function will appear. As we shall see In a m om ent, the
sam ispectral Chebyshev m ethod iswell suited to handle such situation.

Tt will be convenient for us using 1l=a as the unit of energy, passing to di-

m ensionless quantities: Ea; x ka; ¥ k%. The resulting integral
equation
x? | 1 %1 ( x°+ x )
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Involves two din ensionless param eters: and 2 a.Prime on a function of z
denotes in (14) the derivative w ith respect to the argum ent. T he derivative
ofthe wave function appearing in the integrand of the second integralin (14)
hasbeen regarded as an additional function . (x) to be determ ned. In order
to com plete our schem e the integral equation (14) needs to be supplem ented
w ith a com plam entary equation

d K)=dx= .x) 15)
and we end up w ith two equations fortwo unknown finctions: . (x) and ().

The system (14){ (15) is am enabl for com putation and the integral equa—
tion will be tumed into a nite m atrix equation. A s a prelin nary step, the
sem in nite dom ain of the ndependent variabl x willbem apped onto a —
nite nterval ( 1;1).Am ong endlss possibilities perhaps the sin plest is the
rationalm apping

x= @1+ =0 v, 1e)

where t 2 ( 1;1) and is a num eric param eter at our digposal providing
additional control of the rate of convergence. W e tried som e other m ap-—
pings, speci cally trigonom etric X = tan[( =4) 1 + ©)]), or logarithm ic
x= Ilg[@B+ t=@1 1t but they did not bring noticible i provem ent In
the problem under consideration. The sam igpectral C hebyshev m ethod uses
Chebyshev polynom ials as the basis fiinctions. T he Chebyshev polynom ial of
the rstkind Ty (t) ofthe orderN is de ned by the formula

Ty () = cosN arccos(t)] a7)
and hasN zeros in the nterval ( 1;1), located at the points
4= ocos[ @ %)=N 1, i= 1;2; 3N ¢ 18)

In the Pllow Ing the variabl t w illbe discretized by using the classical C heby—
shev mesh (18) in which case N beoom es the order of approxin ation to be
selected by the user. The sam igpectral Chebyshev m ethod interpolates the
unknown function f (t) on the Chebyshev mesh (18)

A
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whereG ; (t) denotesthe cardinal function w ith theproperty G; (t;) = i3.These
finctions can be constructed as superpositions of C hebyshev polynom ials

3

2
Gj()=N_ °T; 16T 1 ©5 (20)

=1



w here the prin ed sigm a denotes a summ ation in which the st tem should
be halved. By taking advantage of the nterpolative formula (19), the di er-
entiation or integration of a function reduces to di erentiation or integration
of Chebyshev polynom ials which in m ost cases is elem entary and can be per-
form ed in an analytic form . In consequence, the array containing the values of
the derivative com puted at the grid-points w ill be connected to sin ilar array
representing the fnction by a linear transform ation

( )
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where D ;5 is easily com puted num ericalm atrix (cf. [L]).There are also various
Integration rules availble. A ssum Ing that the function f (t) is non-sihgular in
the Integration dom ain, we have

Z 1 A
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which isG aussC hebyshev Integration n which the weighting fiinction isequal
touniy.Theweightsw; are allpositive and theirsum equalsto 2.Sin ibrrules

can be derived for singular Integrals. The C auchy principal valie Integration
can be perform ed using the autom ated quadrature rule
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where it is assum ed that 2< 1;1 > .W hen colncides w ith either of
the integration end-points the integral is unde ned. T he dedicated weighting
functions !;( ) can be calculated analytically and exhibit logarithm ic end—
point singularity for = 1.Sin ilar rule can be obtained fora weakly shgular
Integral

24
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where it is assum ed that 2 ( 1;1). In contrast wih the previous case,
log Jjsihgularity is Integrable and the dedicated weighting functions ;( )
do exist even when  oolncides w ith either of the ntegration end-points. For
explicit analytic expressions forall ofthe w eighting functions introduced above
the reader is referred to [1].

To arrive at the ultin ate nitem atrix eigenvalue problem , asthe rststep,we
m ap both, the extemal x), and the iIntemal %" variabl onto the ( 1;1) in—
tervalw ith the aid of (16) . Subsequently, the problem is discretized by putting
the extermal variabl on the Chebyshev m esh (18), at the sam e tin e replacing
all ntegrations In (14) by sum m ations, follow Ing the appropriate C hebyshev



rules listed above. In practice this procedure leads to a chain of substitutions
to be m ade in the integrals occurring in (14), viz.

x! x= (1+8)=0 t; ®) D &) Xy
and

X1 xy= QL+ g)=0 t); &) &) Xy

where X ; are the unknown m esh values ofthe wave fiinction to be detem ined.
The derivative .(x5) is elin nated In favor of X y with the aid of the D ;;
m atrix, acocounting for the change of variables

@ )X

‘(Xj)= >

Dijk:
k=1

Further substitutions associated w ith Integration, respectively, are
dx°! 2 ws=@1 )%

for non-singular integrals

— L -
x0  x j()l tj'

for principal value integral, and

x°+ x d_XO' 5 W 4 ]Ogjl tltjj j(ti)
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for integrals nvolving logarithm ic singularity. F inally, all integrations w illbe
e ected by carrying out a summ ation over j. It is worth noting that the
diagonaltem s i= jare always nite and all shgularities are under control.

W hen the Indicated above m anijpulations have been accom plished, we end up
w ith a hom ogeneous system ofN algebraic equations n which theN unknowns
are the mesh-point values of the wave function X ;) and the Schrodinger
equation takes the desired nite m atrix fom

Vig+ —— 4 X = 0: @5)

The non-sym m etric m atrix V;; represents here the potential and results from
evaluating the integrals occurring on the right hand side of (14) (the explicit
form ofVy5 is rather lengthy and will not be quoted here) . W hen the kinetic
energy term is um ped togetherw ith V;; into a singlem atrix, eq. (25) presents
a standard algebraic eigenvalue problam . If need arises, the non-relativistic



Schrodinger equation (25) can be easily converted to the relativistic form (1)
In the centerofm ass fram e by changing just the kinetic energy tem

q q
xX=@2 a) ! x$+ @m1)?+ %2+ (@amy)? afmi+ my):

O ur calculational schem e isnow com plete and for assigned values of Y and two

dinensionlessparameters s 1=2 a and soecifying the strength ofthe two

potentials In (3), we are In the position to determ ine num erically the value of

the binding energy  (Y;s; ).In theparticularcase Y= 0 and = 0 the exact

resul is known and the binding energy is (0;s;0) = $7°z where z with
= 1;2;3; i denotes a zero of the A iry function Ai(z) (cf. [L9)).

3 N um erical test

W e start the num ericaltest w ith the C oulom b bound state problem leaving out
the rsttwo Integralson the right hand side of (14). T he hydrogen-like bound
state problem in m om entum space has already been considered in [L] but to
determm ine the bound states we solved the secular equation. It is therefore of
Interest to repeat the Coulomb bound-state calculation In which the energy
soectrum is obtained by solving the algebraic eigenvalue problem (25). The
latter procedure ism uch sin plr as there isno need to solve a transcendental
equation. In all our com putations we were using the lnear algebra package
LAPACK RO0]asoureigenvalue solver. T he resuls for the Coulom b potential
are displayed in Tablk 1.Sihce in this case the exact eigenenergies are known
analytically we present the absolute value of the relative error on each level
as a function ofthe m esh size N . The nodal quantum num ber n enum erates
the the di erent bound states ora xed ‘wih n = 0 corresponding to
the ground state. W e wish to recall that with non-sym m etric m atrices the
accuracy of the standard lbrary procedures is believed to be not as good as
In the case of symm etric m atrices. N evertheless, as seen from Tablk 1, the
convergence rate is exponentialand N = 80 is su cient for securing m achine
accuracy. T here are not very m any m ethods availabl that would be capable
of achieving such a high precision. For com parison, in the lJast raw (entries In
parenthesis) we give the relative error corresponding to the traditionalm ethod
using the subtraction schem e B] In w hich case the resulting eigenvalue problem
is sym m etric. T he advantage of the sam Ispectralm ethod ism anifest.

A s our next test we take on the linear potential setting = 0 in (25) and
putting for sim plicity s= 1 In our com putations. T he resulting binding ener-
gles fordi erent ‘valuesare digplayed In Tablk 2 using the sam e conventions
as In Tabk 1.For ‘= 0, as the exact values we take the zeros of the A iry
function tabulated In [19]. For ' > 0 the values m arked as exact have been
com puted by solving the approprate Schrodinger equation In con guration

10



Soace. For this purpose we used the Ingenious algorithm developed in R11].
The code from [R1] has been revam ped for cbsolescent features and the orig-
nal RungeK utta driver advancing the solution from x to x + h has been
replaced by a m ore accurate driver based on Chebyshev approxin ation as
descrbed In [1]. A fter the above changes, the typical relative ervor in all con—
sidered here cases was estin ated to be ofthe order of 10 ''.A s a crosschedk,
we succeeded In reproducing the exact results for Y= 0 up to eleven signi cant
digits. To obtain the entries in tablk 2 for each " valie we needed to solve the
algebraic eigenvalue problem (25) and in nearly all considered here cases we
m anaged to get seven signi cant gures which is m ore than adequate in all
practical applications. O ur results have been obtained kesping quite m oderate
approxin ation order N = 100.0nly the ‘= 0 case which wasm ore stubbom
foroed us to go to larger N . It is apparent from table 2 that the solutions are
very stable w ith respect to increasing N abeit the rate of convergence is no
Ionger exponential. Tn fact, it is quite slow when com pared w ith the Coulomb
case. M aking such com parison, however, it has to be kept in m ind that in
the linear potential case we need to detem ne two unknown functions Wwave
function and its derivative) rather than one and therefore N should have been
doubled if we wanted to keep the sam e num ber of points per function. O ther
than that, there is probably a good deal of cancellation across the pole and
thism ight be responsbl for som e loss of accuracy.

F inally, we are going to consider the case where both, the Coulomb and the

Iinear potential are present. T he quark-antiquark potential has been adopted

from a realistic study R2] of cham oniim (oc) and bottom m (&) V (xr) =
=r+ r where we stick to the param eter values provided iIn 22], nam ely

= 0:50667; = 01694GeV?; m.= 137GeV; my= 4:79GeV: (26)

The resuls of our com putations are presented in Tabl 3. The quarkonium
massesM displayed there have been obtained from the expression M = 2m 4+
E where m 4 is the quark (@ntiquark) m ass. To determ ine the binding energy
E the appropriate non-relativistic Schrodinger equation was soled in both,
the m om entum and the con guration space. As ssen from Tablk 3 there is
excellent agream ent between these two approaches.

4 Summ ary and C onclusion

The ain of this paper was to dem onstrate the strength of the sam iIspectral
Chebyshev m ethod In solving integral equations whose kemels exhib it singu—
larities of the Cauchy or the logarithm ic type. Such equations m ay be en—
countered in quantum m echanics as has been exem pli ed by considering the
C oulom bplus-linear potentialbound state problem In m om entum soace.The

11



latterproblem is considered in thiswork for illustrative purposes and therefore
we have gone in som e details. T he sam ispectral C hebyshev m ethod hasm any
advantageous features. F irst, it is very easy to use since it isbased on a polmno-—
m ial interpolation where both, the m esh and the polynom ials, can be readily
obtained in an analytic form . Second, the program m ing is exceedingly sin ple
because di erentiation or integration ofpolynom ials can be perform ed analyt-
ically and on a m esh these operations take the form ofm atrix m ultiplications.
The presented m ethod is well suited to handlke singular integral equations
(W ith C auchy or logarithm ic singularities) because autom atic quadratures are
provided for evaluating singular integrals. This allow s for a quick and seam —
Jess discretization and since the integrals involring singular kemels have nite
diagonal elem ents the N ystrom m ethod is still applicable. U tim ately, the In—
tegral equation is converted into an algebraic eigenvalue problem which can
be solved directly by standard lbrary procedures. T here is no need to solve
a com plicated transcendental equation . T hird, the m ethod is highly accurate.
T his is because the approxin ation is globalbasing on a polynom ialofa high
degree. T he eigenvectors contain the wave fiinction valies on the mesh and
can be used to caloulate various expectation values. Ifthis is not enough, once
the Integral equation hasbeen solved exactly on the m esh, the solution at an
arbitrary point m ay be in m ediately obtained by interpolation. In conclusion,
w ith the aid ofthe sam ispectral C hebyshev m ethod the solution ofa singular
Integral equation beocom es no m ore di cul than the solution of a Fredholn
equation.
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Tabk 1
R elative errors on the com puted C oulom b binding energies. T he corresponding er—
rors appropriate to traditionalm ethod based on subtraction are given In parenthesis.

40 4 101 3 101 4 10° 3 10°8 2 107
60
80
80 (4 10° (9 10° @ 10*% @ 10% ¢ 107

40 8 10%¥ 2 10¥ 3 10°? 6 10 8 5 107
60 2 100 4 10 3 10 1 101 2 1010
80 2 10 4 10 3 101 1 101 2 101

80 (7 10°% G 10°% ¢ 104% ¢ 10% @ 103

40 3 2
60 3 10 6 10 1 102 7 101 2 10°¢8
80 2 2 10 4 10™ 4 101 6 10 '?

80 @1 10°% 6 10°% @ 104% @7 10% ¢ 1073

40 2 10° 2
60 1 10* 3 10 g8 10 2 108 6 10 7
80 1 101 2
80 (8 10° (3 10° @ 10% @ 103 @a 10?3
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Tablk 2
Binding energy fora linear potential

N n=20 n=1 n= 2 n=3 n=4

50 2338034 4.087928 5.520416 6.786654 7.943940
100 2338099 4.087947 5520543 6.786702 7.944111
150 2338105 4.087949 5520555 6.786706 7.944127
200 2338106 4.087949 5.520558 6.786707 7.944131
250 2338107 4.087949 5520559 6.786708 7.944132
300 2338107 4.087949 5520559 6.786708 7.944133

exact 2338107 4.087949 5520560 6.786708 7.944134

\

=1

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

50 3361254 4.884452 6207617 7.405649 8515212
100 3361255 4.884452 6207623 7.405665 8.515234
exact 3361254 4.884452 6207623 7.405665 8515234

N n=20 n=1 n= 2 n=3 n=4

50 4248183 5.629693 6.868774 8.009828 9.075383
100 4248182 5.629708 6.868883 8.009703 9.077003
exact 4248182 5.629708 6.868883 8.009703 9.077003

=3

N n=20 n=1 n= 2 n=3 n=4

50 5.050918 6331874 7.504206 8.593338 9.632163
80 5.050926 6332115 7.504646 8597127 9.627263
exact 5.050926 6332115 7.504646 8597117 9.627267
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Tablk 3

Cham onium (cc) and bottom um  (do) m asses (@llentries in G &V ) com puted from
the C oulom b-pluslinear potential P21V (r) = =r+ rw ih the param eters given
In 26).Theupper (lower) values result from a calculation conducted in m om entum
(con guration) space using non-reltivistic Schrodinger equation. In allm om entum
space com putations the m esh size wasN = 80.

m.,= 137
n=20 n=1 n=
‘=0 3.0869 3.6748 41094
3.0869 3.6748 41093
‘=1 34988 3.9544 43388
3.4987 3.9543 4.3388
‘=2 3.7868 41868 45407
3.7868 41868 4 .5407
my= 4.79
n=20 n=1 n= 2

‘=0 94550 10.0105 10.3423
94547 10.0104 103422

‘=1 9.9171 102582 10.5318
9.9170 102581 105318

‘=2 10.1555 104385 10.6838
10.1554 104385 10.6410
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