arXiv:2204.05702v1 [physics.atom-ph] 12 Apr 2022

High-precision solution of the Dirac Equation for the hydrogen molecular ion by an iterative method

Hugo D. Nogueira^1, Vladimir I. Korobov^2, and Jean-Philippe Karr^{1,3} 1Laboratoire Kastler Brossel, Sorbonne Université, CNRS, ENS-Université PSL, Collège de France, 4 place Jussieu, F-75005 Paris, France 2Bogoliubov Laboratory of Theoretical Physics, Joint Institute for Nuclear Research, Dubna 141980, Russia and 2Université d’Evry-Val d’Essonne, Université Paris-Saclay, Boulevard François Mitterrand, F-91000 Evry, France

The Dirac equation for H^+_2 is solved numerically using an iterative method proposed by Kutzelnigg [Z. Phys. D 11, 15 (1989)]. The four-component wavefunction is expanded in a newly introduced kinetically balanced exponential basis set. The ground-state relativistic energy is obtained with an accuracy of 10^{−20} , which represents an improvement by several orders of magnitude, and is shown to be in good agreement with results obtained from perturbation theory. Highly accurate relativistic wavefunctions are obtained, which is a first step towards nonperturbative calculations of the one-loop self-energy correction in hydrogen molecular ions.

The determination of quantum states of an electron in the field of two charged nuclei is one of the most fundamental problems of quantum chemistry. At the nonrelativistic level, the two-center Schrödinger equation has been known for a long time to lend itself to separation of variables using spheroidal (elliptic) coordinates, and can be solved with essentially arbitrary accuracy (see, e.g., [1, 2]). However, the relativistic Dirac equation in a two-center potential [3] poses more serious difficulties. For example, the best accuracy reported so far for the ground-state energy of the H^+_2 molecular ion is about 10^{−13} [4, 5].

Interest in this problem has been fueled by the perspective of testing molecular QED effects in the strong-field regime through collisions between highly charged ions, which are planned to be studied in new-generation experiments at future heavy-ion research facilities [6, 7]. Of special interest is the phenomenon of spontaneous positron emission predicted to occur when the total charge of the nuclei is larger than the critical value Z_{cr} ≈ 173 [8], experimental signatures of which are being actively sought [9].

Another field of applications has recently emerged in connection with the precision spectroscopy of hydrogen molecular ions. Three rovibrational transitions in HD^+ have been measured with relative uncertainties in the 10^{−11}-10^{−12} range [10–12], approaching or exceeding the current precision of theoretical predictions [13, 14]. Comparison between theory and experiment has led to an improved determination of the proton-electron mass ratio [14] and improved constraints on a “fifth force” between hadrons [15]. These results, and the fact that the experimental precision may be pushed further in the future [16, 17], strongly motivate further improvement of the theoretical precision. The latter is currently limited to 7-8 10^{−12} by the one-loop self-energy of the bound electron, which has been calculated in the non-relativistic QED approach up to the mα(Zα)^6 order. One way to overcome this limit would be to perform a full relativistic calculation of the one-loop self-energy, i.e. without performing the expansion in Zα, as done for the hydrogen atom [18, 19]. A 7-8 digit precision for this quantity would improve theoretical rovibrational transition frequencies by about a factor of 2. To achieve this, the required precision in the relativistic wavefunctions is actually much higher than the aforementioned 7-8 digits, because the self-energy is a residual effect obtained after subtraction of renormalization counterterms, leading to a serious loss of precision [19]. This brings an important motivation to solve Dirac’s equation with the highest possible accuracy.

This problem may be approached in two different ways. One can attempt a direct resolution of the two-center Dirac equation, for which the most accurate results so far have been obtained by the finite-element method [4, 20] and by the Dirac-Fock-Sturm method [5]. Alternatively, one can use a perturbative approach where the energy and wavefunction are expanded in powers of c^{−2}. The first-order correction for H^+_2 has been obtained with high numerical accuracy using the Breit-Pauli effective Hamiltonian [21]. Higher-order effective Hamiltonians can also be derived using Foldy-Wouthuysen transformations [22, 23] or in the NRQED framework [24]. This has allowed the second-order (c^{−4}) correction to be evaluated [25]. However, it would be difficult to extend this method to higher orders, in particular due to the increasingly singular behavior of the effective operators. The direct perturbation theory (DPT) [26–28], expressed in terms of 4-component spinors, has been shown to avoid this problem and does not require a controlled cancellation of divergences. This method has been used to calculate the third-order (c^{−6}) correction in H^+_2 [26, 29]. An iterative method based on the principles of DPT was also derived in [27] and later applied to high-Z hydrogenlike ions [30].

A perturbative approach such as DPT is especially well suited for weakly relativistic systems such as H^+_2 ; moreover, the zero-order wavefunction, which is a solution of the two-center Schrödinger equation, can be obtained with extremely high accuracy. For the aim of extending calculations to higher orders, the iterative method of Ref. [27] is especially attractive because no tedious algebraic manipulations are required to express relativistic corrections at any order. Previous applications of this method have been performed using Gaussian basis sets [29, 30]. In this work, we introduce a basis set of pure two-center exponentials, which have so far only been used in nonrelativistic calculations [21]. A key advantage of exponential functions is that they allow to better represent the singular behaviour of the solutions in the vicinity of the nuclei. This allows us to improve the accuracy of the relativistic energy and wavefunction of H^+_2 by several orders of magnitude.

The atomic unit system (h̄ = m = e = 1) is used throughout. In these units, the velocity of light is c regarded as dimensionless and has the value α^{−1} ≈ 137. The Dirac equation can be written as: H_Dψ = Eψ, ψ = ( φ χ ) , (1a)

H_D = (β−I_4)c^2 + cαp + V = ( V cσp cσp V −2c^2 ) , (1b)

where ψ is a Dirac spinor, and φ, χ are two-components objects representing respectively the large and small components. β and α are Dirac matrices, σ the Pauli matrices, and I_4 the 4×4 identity matrix. The rest mass energy c^2 has been subtracted from the energy. Finally, V is the two-center Coulomb potential given by V = − Z_1 r_1 − Z_2 r_2

, (2)

where Z_1 and Z_2 are the charges of the nuclei, and r_1, r_2 the distances from the electron to both nuclei. The starting idea of DPT is to perform the following metric transformation in order to obtain the nonrelativistic limit of the Dirac equation [27]: ( φ χ ) = ( I_2 0 0 c^{−1}I_2 ) ( φ χ̃ ) (3) The Dirac equation can then be rewritten as ( V σp σp −2 +^V_{c2} ) ( φ χ̃ ) = E ( I_2 0 0 c^{−2}I_2 ) ( φ χ̃ ) (4) Solving the second line for χ̃, one obtains

χ̃ = σp 2 φ + V − E 2c^2 χ̃ , (5)

and injecting this result into the first line yields

(E − H_0)φ = σp 2c^2 (V − E)χ̃ , (6) where H_0 = p^2/2 + V is the Schrödinger Hamiltonian. Kutzelnigg [27] proposed an iterative solution based on

Eqs. (5-6). The first iteration step is the solution of the Schrödinger equation

H_0φ^{(1)}_0 = E_0φ^{(1)}_0 , (7)

where φ^{(1)}_0 represents the first component of φ_0. The second component φ^{(2)}_0 is set to zero, which corresponds to taking the zero-order solution in a spin state S_z = 1/2. The small components are given by χ̃_0 =^{σp}_2 φ_0. One then iterates over Eqs. (8a-8c):

E_{i+1} = E_0 + 1 c^2

⟨χ̃_0|(V − E_i)|χ̃_i⟩ , (8a)

(E_{i+1} −H_0)Δφ_{i+1} = 1 2c^2

Q σp(V −E_{i+1})χ̃_i , (8b)

χ̃_{i+1} = σp 2 φ_{i+1} + 1 2c^2

(V − E_{i+1})χ̃_i , (8c)

where the subscript i refers to the iteration step, φ_i = φ_0 + Δφ_i, and Q = 1 − |φ_0⟩⟨φ_0| is a projector onto a subspace orthogonal to |φ_0⟩. Note that Eq. (8a) can be obtained by multiplying Eq. (6) on the left by φ^∗_0 followed by space integration. This method converges faster than the perturbative expansion in powers of c^{−2}, especially in highly relativistic (high-Z) systems [30].

Let us now describe our implementation of the iterative method. The large components of the wavefunction are expanded in an exponential basis set [21, 25]:

φ^{(j)} = N∑ i=1 c^{(j)}_i f^{(j)}_i , (9a)

f^{(j)}_i (r) = e^{im(j) ϕ}r^{|m(j) |} ( e^{−αir1−βir2} ± e^{−βir1 −αir2} ) (9b)

where j = 1, 2 indicates the component, ϕ is the angle around the internuclear axis z, and r the distance from the electron to the internuclear axis. m^{(j)} is an eigenvalue of L_z, the projection of the orbital angular momentum on the z axis. The sign in Eq. (9b) is equal to (−1)^{m(j)} for gerade states and −(−1)^{m(j)} for ungerade states. Since the total angular momentum projection J_z = L_z +S_z is a good quantum number, for the ground (1sσ_g ) electronic state and J_z = 1/2 one has m^{(1)} = 0 and m^{(2)} = 1; this also applies to the small components χ̃^{(j)} [31].

The small components of the wavefunction are expanded in the kinetically balanced basis [32]

χ̃^{(j)} = N∑ i=1 d^{(j)}_i g^{(j)}_i , (10a) ( g^{(1)}_i g^{(2)}_i ) = σp 2 ( f^{(1)}_i f^{(2)}_i ) (10b)

Kinetic balance is a key ingredient for the numerical calculations, as discussed in [30]. In particular, it allows for efficient cancellation of singularities in the right-hand side of Eq. (8c) [27].

The matrix elements appearing in Eqs. (8a-8c) are calculated analytically using the methods described in [21, 25]. In particular, those of^{σp}_2 (V − E)^{σp}_2 , which are needed in all three equations, can be obtained from the identity σp 2 (V − E) σp 2 = 1 8 (p^2V + V p^2) − 1 4 Ep^2 + π 2 [Z_1δ(r_1) + Z_2δ(r_2)] + H^{SO} ,

H^{SO} = ( Z_1

[r_1 ×p]

4r^3_1

+ Z_2

[r_2 ×p] 4r^3_2 ) · σ , (11)

where δ is the Dirac delta function, and H^{SO} the spinorbit Hamiltonian.

The basis set is constructed in the following way. It consists of several subsets, each subset being defined by a pair of intervals in which the exponents α_i, β_i in Eq. (9b) are generated in a pseudorandom way [21, 25]. The subsets are separated into two groups, see Table I for an illustrative example: a “regular” part made of two or three intervals (depending on the internuclear distance R) containing small exponents (typically α_i, β_i < 10), and a “singular” part made of five or six intervals (also depending on R) containing large exponents (up to 10^7). The latter part is required to accurately represent the singular behavior of the Dirac wavefunction in the vicinity of the Coulomb centers. The parameters of the basis (the interval bounds for each subset, and the relative sizes of the subsets) can be optimized by varying each parameter and selecting the values that provide the fastest convergence as a function of the basis size. In view of the large number of parameters, only a coarse optimization has been performed.

Numerical calculations are performed in octuple precision arithmetic. Unless otherwise noted, the CODATA- 2018 value of the fine-structure constant, i.e. c = 137.035 999 084, is used [33]. The convergence of our results for the equilibrium internuclear distance R = 2 a.u. is shown in Table II, and in more detail in Table III where energies obtained after the first four iterations are shown. Results are much more sensitive to the size of the regular basis, whereas adding more functions the singular basis results in negligibly small changes in the energy; this is why the convergence is analyzed by varying the size of the regular basis, N_{reg}, while leaving the singular basis unchanged. Inspection of Table III shows that the precision is progressively degraded as the iteration order increases. Results of the fifth iteration (and beyond) are not converged; the corresponding energy correction is smaller than 10^{−22} a.u. and thus insignificant with respect to the achieved precision of 1 × 10^{−20} a.u on the Dirac energy. The precision is mainly limited by the second iteration and to a lesser extent by the third iteration. It could in principle be improved by increasing the basis size beyond N_{reg} = 300, but this results in numerical instabilities in the resolution of the linear system in Eq. (8c). These

A1 A2 B1 B2 ni 0.0 1.5 0.0 0.4 100 1.0 6.0 0.2 2.0 100 2.0 10.0 0.0 2.0 100 1.0×10^1 3.0×10^1 0.0 2.0 41 3.0×10^1 3.0×10^2 0.0 2.0 38 3.0×10^2 4.0×10^3 0.0 2.0 34 4.0×10^3 6.0×10^4 0.0 2.0 31 6.0×10^4 8.0×10^5 0.0 2.0 28 8.0×10^5 1.0×10^7 0.0 2.0 26

TABLE I: Basis set used in numerical calculations for R = 2.0. [A1, A2] ([B1, B2]) are intervals in which the exponents αi (βi) are generated. ni is the number of basis functions in each subset. The total basis size is N = 498.

Nreg E 225 −1.102 641 581 032 577 164 139 937 240 −1.102 641 581 032 577 164 133 856 255 −1.102 641 581 032 577 164 132 196 270 −1.102 641 581 032 577 164 131 380 285 −1.102 641 581 032 577 164 127 416 300 −1.102 641 581 032 577 164 126 607 extrap. −1.102 641 581 032 577 164 12(1)

TABLE II: Energy of the 1sσg ground state for R = 2.0 obtained using the iterative method, as a function of total size Nreg = n1 + n2 + n3 of the regular basis (i.e. the first three subsets in Table I). The sizes of the regular subsets are n1 = n2 = n3 = Nreg /3. The singular part of the basis is the same as shown in Table I. Bold figures are converged.

instabilities are likely to be linked to the improper behavior of basis functions in the vicinity of the nuclei in the case of the function χ̃^{(2)}. Indeed, the kinetic balance relationship, Eq. (10), yields basis functions that have a finite value at the nuclei, whereas Dirac solutions for m = 1 (π) components tend to zero.

As a cross-check of our results, we have also implemented DPT up to third order in the same basis set. To the best of our knowledge, no finite expression for the fourth-order correction has been obtained so far. Energy corrections at successive orders in c^{−2} are expressed as [26, 27]

E^p_1 = ⟨χ̃_0|(V − E_0)|χ̃_0⟩ , E^p_2 = ⟨χ̃_0|(V − E_0)|χ̃^p_1⟩ − E^p_1 ⟨χ̃_0|χ̃_0⟩ , E^p_3 = ⟨χ̃^p_1|(V − E_0)|χ̃^p_1⟩ − E^p_1 {⟨χ̃_0|χ̃^p_1⟩ + ⟨χ̃^p_1|χ̃_0⟩ + ⟨φ^p_1|φ^p_1⟩} − E^p_2 ⟨χ̃_0|χ̃_0⟩ ,

(12)

where the first-order perturbation wavefunctions φ^p_1 and

Nreg (E1 −E0)×10^6 (E2 −E1)×10^{10} (E3 −E2)×10^{15} (E4 −E3)×10^{19} 225 −7.366 419 298 336 650 496 815 914 28 −1.183 246 223 379 −7.743 321 61 −3.208 476 240 −7.366 419 298 336 650 496 815 908 66 −1.183 246 223 317 −7.743 321 72 −3.208 461 255 −7.366 419 298 336 650 496 815 908 88 −1.183 246 223 299 −7.743 321 90 −3.208 436 270 −7.366 419 298 336 650 496 815 908 64 −1.183 246 223 290 −7.743 321 94 −3.208 431 285 −7.366 419 298 336 650 496 815 908 56 −1.183 246 223 249 −7.743 322 13 −3.208 404 300 −7.366 419 298 336 650 496 815 908 58 −1.183 246 223 242 −7.743 321 97 −3.208 424

TABLE III: Corrections to the ground-state energy during the first four iterations for the results shown in Table II. Bold figures are converged. The zero-order (nonrelativistic) energy E0 (not shown here) is converged to more than thirty digits, and its value can be found in Table IV.

Dirac energy Ref.

E −1.102 641 581 033 607 580 05(1) this work −1.102 641 581 033 58 [4] −1.102 641 581 033 0 [5]

Direct Perturbation Theory Ref. E0 −1.102 634 214 494 946 461 508 968 945 318 this work −1.102 634 214 494 946 461 50 [25] −1.102 634 214 494 946 462 [2] E^p_1 −0.138 332 993 867 979 584 653 9 this work

−0.138 332 993 9 [25] −0.138 332 984 8 [29] E^p_2 −0.041 727 900 54(1) this work

−0.041 711 [25] −0.041 727 79 [29] E^p_3 −0.028 318 426 48 this work

−0.028 32 [29] −0.028(2) [26] E^p −1.102 641 581 033 607 579 88 this work

TABLE IV: Comparison of the Dirac energy obtained in this work for the ground state at R = 2.0 with previous results, and with results from DPT. The same value of c as in earlier works [4, 5], c = 137.035 989 5, has been used. Energy corrections E^p_i are given in units of c^{−2i}E_h, where E_h is the Hartree energy. An estimate of the Dirac energy from DPT is obtained as E^p = E0 +

∑_3 i=1 c^{−2i}E^p_i . In the results of ’this work’, all digits are converged unless otherwise noted.

χ̃^p_1 are given by

(H_0 −E_0)φ^p_1 = − σp 2 (V −E_0)χ̃_0 , (13a)

χ̃^p_1 = σp 2 φ^p_1 + 1 2 (V − E_0)χ̃_0 . (13b)

For DPT calculations, we varied the basis size up to N_{reg} = 240; it was not useful to increase it further because the precision of the Dirac energy value obtained from DPT is limited by the unevaluated fourth-order correction. Table IV shows a summary of our results and comparison with previous works. Satisfactory agreement is obtained [34], and the precision is improved by several orders of magnitude both for the Dirac energy and for DPT results. The difference between results obtained from the iterative method and from DPT amounts to 1.6 × 10^{−19} a.u., which is consistent with the expected magnitude of the fourth-order correction. From this difference one may deduce the estimate E^p_4 ∼ −0.020 c^{−8}E_h.

Finally, we have applied the iterative method for other values of the internuclear distance R. Results are shown in Table V. The general behavior of the method is similar, with the first four iterations being well-converged, but the achieved precision is higher at small (R ≤ 1 a.u.) and large (R ≥ 5 a.u.) internuclear distances. This observation supports the hypothesis that the precision is limited by imperfect representation of the component χ^{(2)}. Indeed, the m = 1 (π) components appear as a result of the spin-orbit coupling between m = 0 (σ) and m = 1 (π) states, which vanishes in the atomic limit, both at small and large R.

In conclusion, we have introduced a pure exponential basis set, in conjunction with restricted kinetic balance conditions, and shown that it allows for efficient iterative resolution of the Dirac equation for the hydrogen molecular ion. The accuracy of the ground-state energy is improved by about 7 orders of magnitude with respect to previous works. The iterative method furthermore avoids cumbersome algebraic manipulations that are typically required in perturbation theory to regularize divergent expressions. The fact that the energy correction at the fourth iteration is well converged implies that the relativistic wavefunction is accurate up to the third iteration, i.e. at least up to an order of c^{−6}. This is an important step towards nonperturbative calculations of the one-loop self-energy correction in hydrogen molecular ions.

Acknowledgements. H.D.N. and J.P.K. acknowledge support of the French Agence Nationale de la Recherche (ANR) under Grant No. ANR-19-CE30-0029. V.I.K. acknowledges support of the Russian Foundation for Basic Research under Grant No. 19-02-00058-a.

[1] J. M. Peek, Eigenparameters for the 1sσg and 2pσu orbitals of H^+_2 , J. Chem. Phys. 43, 3004 (1965).

R E 0.2 −1.928 696 929 923 044 907 800(3) 0.5 −1.735 028 271 055 552 023 828 5(9) 1.0 −1.451 804 005 087 137 677 811(2) 2.0 −1.102 641 581 032 577 164 12(1) 3.0 −0.910 901 679 231 133 022 10(2) 5.0 −0.724 425 920 325 466 271 964(3) 7.0 −0.648 457 452 933 341 174 206 2(2)

TABLE V: Ground-state energies for different values of R obtained using the iterative method.

[2] A. Ishikawa, H. Nakashima, and H. Nakatsuji, Accurate solutions of the Schrödinger and Dirac equations of H^+_2 , HD^+, and HT^+: With and without Born–Oppenheimer approximation and under magnetic field, Chem. Phys. 401, 62 (2012).

[3] B. Müller, J. Rafelski, and W. Greiner, Solution of the Dirac Equation with Two Coulomb Centers, Phys. Lett. B 47, 5 (1973).

[4] O. Kullie and D. Kolb, High accuracy Dirac-finite-element (FEM) calculations for H^+_2 and Th^{179+}_2 , Eur. Phys. J. D 17, 167 (2001).

[5] I. I. Tupitsyn and D. V. Mironova, Relativistic Calculations of Ground States of Single-Electron Diatomic Molecular Ions, Opt. Spectrosc. 117, 351 (2014).

[6] A. Gumberidze et al., X-ray spectroscopy of highlycharged heavy ions at FAIR, Nucl. Instrum. Methods Phys. Res. B 267, 248 (2009).

[7] X. Ma et al., HIAF: New opportunities for atomic physics with highly charged heavy ions, Nucl. Instrum. Methods Phys. Res. B 408, 169 (2017).

[8] W. Greiner, B. Müller, and J. Rafelski, Quantum Electrodynamics of Strong Fields (Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1985).

[9] I. A. Maltsev, V. M. Shabaev, R. V. Popov, Y. S.

Kozhedub, G. Plunien, X. Ma, Th. Stöhlker, and D. A. Tumakov, How to Observe the Vacuum Decay in Low-Energy Heavy-Ion Collisions, Phys. Rev. Lett. 123, 113401 (2019).

[10] S. Alighanbari, G. S. Giri, F. L. Constantin, V. I. Korobov, and S. Schiller, Precise test of quantum electrodynamics and determination of fundamental constants with HD^+ ions, Nature 581, 152 (2020).

[11] S. Patra, M. Germann, J.-Ph. Karr, M. Haidar, L. Hilico, V. I. Korobov, F. M. J. Cozijn, K. S. E. Eikema, W. Ubachs, and J. C. J. Koelemeij, Proton-electron mass ratio from laser spectroscopy of HD^+ at the part-per-trillion level, Science 369, 1238 (2020).

[12] I. Kortunov, S. Alighanbari, M. G. Hansen, G. S. Giri, S.

Schiller, and V. I. Korobov, Proton-electron mass ratio by high-resolution optical spectroscopy of ion ensemble in the resolved-carrier regime, Nature Phys. 17, 569 (2021).

[13] V. I. Korobov, L. Hilico, and J.-Ph. Karr, Fundamental transitions and ionization energies of the hydrogen molecular ions with few ppt uncertainty, Phys. Rev. Lett. 118, 233001 (2017).

[14] V. I. Korobov and J.-Ph. Karr, Rovibrational spinaveraged transitions in the hydrogen molecular ions, Phys. Rev. A 104, 032806 (2021).

[15] M. Germann, S. Patra, J.-Ph. Karr, L. Hilico, V. I. Korobov, E. J. Salumbides, K. S. E. Eikema, W. Ubachs, and J.C.J. Koelemeij, Three-body QED test and fifthforce constraint from vibrations and rotations of HD^+, Phys. Rev. Research 3, L022028 (2021).

[16] S. Schiller, D. Bakalov, and V. I. Korobov, Simplest Molecules as Candidates for Precise Optical Clocks, Phys. Rev. Lett. 113, 023004 (2014).

[17] J.-Ph. Karr, H^+_2 and HD^+: Candidates for a molecular clock, J. Mol. Spectrosc. 300, 37 (2014).

[18] U. D. Jentschura, P. J. Mohr, and G. Soff, Calculation of the Electron Self-Energy for Low Nuclear Charge, Phys. Rev. Lett. 82, 53 (1999).

[19] U. D. Jentschura, P. J. Mohr, and G. Soff, Electron selfenergy for the K and L shells at low nuclear charge, Phys. Rev. A 63, 042512 (2001).

[20] L. Yang, D. Heinemann, and D. Kolb, An accurate solution of the two-centre Dirac equation for H^+_2 by the finiteelement method, Chem. Phys. Lett. 178, 213 (1991).

[21] Ts. Tsogbayar and V. I. Korobov, Relativistic correction to the 1sσ and 2pσ electronic states of the H^+_2 molecular ion and the moleculelike states of the antiprotonic helium He^+p̄, J. Chem. Phys. 125, 024308 (2006).

[22] M. Douglas and N. M. Kroll, Quantum Electrodynamical Corrections to the Fine Structure of Helium, Ann. Phys. 82, 89 (1974).

[23] K. Pachucki, Higher-order effective Hamiltonian for light atomic systems, Phys. Rev. A 71, 012503 (2005).

[24] M. Haidar, Z.-X. Zhong, V. I. Korobov, and J.-Ph. Karr, Nonrelativistic QED approach to the fine- and hyperfinestructure corrections of order mα^6 and mα^6(m/M): Application to the hydrogen atom, Phys. Rev. A 101, 022501 (2020).

[25] V. I. Korobov and Ts. Tsogbayar, Relativistic corrections of order mα^6 to the two-centre problem, J. Phys. B: At. Mol. Opt. Phys. 4, 2661 (2007).

[26] A. Rutkowski and D. Rutkowska, Relativistic perturbation theory. Third order variational perturbation calculations for H^+_2 , Phys. Script. 36, 397 (1987).

[27] W. Kutzelnigg, Perturbation theory of relativistic corrections 1. The non-relativistic limit of the Dirac equation and a direct perturbation expansion, Z. Phys. D 11, 15 (1989).

[28] W. Kutzelnigg, Stationary direct perturbation theory of relativistic corrections, Phys. Rev. A 54, 1183 (1996).

[29] R. Franke and W. Kutzelnigg, Perturbative relativistic calculations for one-electron systems in a Gaussian basis, Chem. Phys. Lett. 199, 561 (1992).

[30] R. Franke, Numerical study of the iterative solution of the one-electron Dirac equation based on ‘direct perturbation theory’, Chem. Phys. Lett 264, 495 (1997).

[31] B. Müller and W. Greiner, The Two Centre Dirac Equation, Z. Naturforsch. A 31, 1 (1976).

[32] R. E. Stanton and S. Havriliak, Kinetic balance: A partial solution to the problem of variational safety in Dirac calculations, J. Chem. Phys. 81, 1910 (1984).

[33] E. Tiesinga, P. J. Mohr, D. B. Newell, and B. N. Taylor, CODATA recommended values of the fundamental physical constants: 2018, Rev. Mod. Phys. 93, 025010 (2021).

[34] The discrepancy in E^p_2 with Ref. [25] has been traced back to a slight error in the numerical integration of one of the contributions in that reference.