arXiv:2308.10996v2 [quant-ph] 18 Jul 2024

PERTURBATION-BASED NONPERTURBATIVE METHOD

Chang Liu1, Wen-Du Li2, and Wu-Sheng Dai1

1Department of Physics, Tianjin University, Tianjin 300350, P.R. China 2College of Physics and Materials Science, Tianjin Normal University, Tianjin 300387, PR China

ABSTRACT This paper presents a nonperturbative method for solving eigenproblems. This method applies to almost all potentials and provides nonperturbative approximations for any energy level. The method converts an eigenproblem into a perturbation problem, obtains perturbation solutions through standard perturbation theory, and then analytically continues the perturbative solution into a nonperturbative solution. Concretely, we follow three main steps: (1) Introduce an auxiliary potential that can be solved exactly and treat the potential to be solved as a perturbation on this auxiliary system. (2) Use perturbation theory to obtain an approximate polynomial of the eigenproblem. (3) Use a rational approximation to analytically continue this approximate polynomial into the nonperturbative region.

1. INTRODUCTION

Exact solutions are rare and require approximation methods. In quantum mechanics, approximation methods can be divided into perturbation methods, such as the stationary perturbation theory, and nonperturbation methods, such as the variational method. The advantage of the perturbation method lies in its standardized procedures, but it is limited to perturbative problems. Nonperturbation methods lack universally standardized procedures; for instance, the variational method must choose trial wave functions artificially, relying entirely on guesswork and lacking a systematic construction approach. In this paper, we establish a nonperturbation approximation method to solve the eigenproblem of the Hamiltonian 𝐻 = − ℏ^2 2𝜇 ∇^2 + 𝑉. (1)

This nonperturbation method has a standardized procedure like that in the perturbation theory, which provides an explicit nonperturbation expression of the eigenvalue and eigenfunction.

The basic idea can be briefly divided into two steps: (1) Converting an eigenproblem, a nonperturbation problem, into a perturbation problem and using the standard perturbation theory to calculate the eigenproblem perturbatively.

(2) Analytically continuing the obtained perturbation results into a nonperturbation result.

The technical key is the analytic continuation. Analytic continuation, theoretically, can be done as follows: first, calculate a perturbation series for all orders (which is impractical); then, sum up the perturbation series to obtain a sum function (which is also impractical). This sum function is just the analytic continuation of the perturbative series. For instance, if the perturbation series is a power series,the effective region is a disk with a radius equal to the convergence radius. The analytic region of the sum function has an analytic region encompassing a larger area, including that disk. The circle of convergence of a perturbative power series is where perturbation theory holds. The analytic region of the sum function outside the convergence circle is the nonperturbative region. However, in practice, we can neither obtain every term of a perturbation series nor are we likely to be able to sum the series.

Perturbation theory usually provides a polynomial approximation, the first several terms of a perturbation series, rather than the entire series. Therefore, what we need to do is to analytically continue an approximate polynomial, rather than a perturbation series, to a nonperturbative result. In this paper, we will use rational approximation, which approximates a function by a rational expression, to perform an approximate analytic continuation, analytically continuing the perturbative polynomial to a nonperturbative region.

The idea of rational approximation was mentioned in Euler’s "Introduction to Analysis of the Infinite" [1]. The rational approximation uses a rational expression to approximate a function. As a comparison, power series approximation uses a truncated power series, a polynomial, to approximate a function.

The advantage of power series approximation lies in its operational convenience, as it has a standardized procedure for calculating the coefficients in the power series, such as the Taylor expansion in mathematics and the Feynman diagrammatic expansion and the virial expansion in physics. The disadvantage of power series approximation is that it is valid only in a perturbation region.

The advantage of rational approximation is that besides perturbation regions, it also applies to nonperturbation regions. The disadvantage of rational approximation is the lack of a standardized procedure for obtaining the coefficients in the rational function.

The rational approximation adopted in this paper employs Padé approximation [2, 3, 4], where the coefficients of the rational function approximation are determined by the polynomial approximation given by perturbation theory. Of course, there are other methods for rational approximation besides the Padé approximation, such as determining the coefficients of the rational function through numerical fitting.

Much research has been conducted on solving the Schrödinger equation, including exact solutions, quasi-exact solutions, and approximate methods. For exact solutions, the supersymmetric quantum-mechanical method [5, 6, 7, 8], the Nikiforov-Uvarov method [9, 10], the Laplace transform method [11], the factorization method [12], the symplectic quantum mechanical method [13], and the dual transformation method [14, 15] are developed, and the solutions of, e.g.,

Annals of Physics 468 (2024) 169741 1–7

1∕ √ 𝑟-, 𝑟^{2∕3}-, 𝑟^6-, 1∕𝑟^{2∕3}-, and 𝑟^6-potential are obtained [16, 17, 15]. In addition to exact solutions, research has also been conducted on quasi-exact solutions [18, 19, 20, 21, 22, 23]. For more complex problems, approximate methods have been developed [24, 25].

In section 2, we introduce the nonperturbative method. In section 3, we calculate the nonperturbative eigenproblem. In section 4, We consider the construction of auxiliary potentials. The summary is given in section 5.

2. NONPERTURBATIVE METHOD

The method consists of two steps: (1) converting a nonperturbative problem into a perturbative problem; (2) analytically continuing the obtained perturbative result to a nonperturbative one.

Step 1: Converting nonperturbation to perturbation In this step, we convert the eigenproblem of the Hamiltonian (1), a nonperturbation problem, into a perturbation problem.

By introducing an auxiliary potential 𝑈, we rewrite the Hamiltonian (1) into a perturbative form:

ℋ (𝜆) = (− ℏ^2 2𝜇 ∇^2 + 𝑈) + 𝜆 (𝑉 − 𝑈)

= 𝐻_0 + 𝜆Δ, (2)

where 𝐻_0 = −^{ℏ2}_{2𝜇} ∇^2+𝑈 is exactly solvable. The eigenproblem of the auxiliary Hamiltonian ℋ (𝜆),

ℋ (𝜆) 𝜓_𝑛 (𝜆) = ℰ_𝑛 (𝜆) 𝜓_𝑛 (𝜆) , (3)

recovers the eigenproblem of the Hamiltonian (1) when 𝜆 = 1: 𝐻𝜓_𝑛 = 𝐸_𝑛𝜓_𝑛 (4)

with ℋ (1) = 𝐻, 𝜓_𝑛 (1) = 𝜓_𝑛, and ℰ_𝑛 (1) = 𝐸_𝑛.

The eigenproblem of ℋ (𝜆), when 𝜆 < 1, is a perturbative problem, and, when 𝜆 = 1, is a nonperturbative problem.

We first treat 𝜆 as a small parameter, namely, 𝜆 < 1, allowing us to use perturbation theory to solve the eigenequation (3), which gives a polynomial approximation of the eigenvalue and eigenfunction:

ℰ_𝑛 (𝜆) ≃ ℰ^{(0)}_𝑛 + ℰ^{(1)}_𝑛 𝜆 + ℰ^{(2)}_𝑛 𝜆^2 + ⋯ + ℰ^{(𝑁)}_𝑛 𝜆^𝑁, (5)

𝜓_𝑛 (𝜆) ≃ 𝜓^{(0)}_𝑛 + 𝜓^{(1)}_𝑛 𝜆 + 𝜓^{(2)}_𝑛 𝜆^2 + ⋯ + 𝜓^{(𝑁)}_𝑛 𝜆^𝑁. (6)

This polynomial approximation, a perturbative result, fails at 𝜆 = 1.

Step 2: Analytically continuating perturbation to nonperturbation

In Step 1, perturbation theory yields perturbative polynomial approximations of the eigenvalue and eigenfunction of the auxiliary Hamiltonian ℋ (𝜆). In Step 2, we use rational approximations to approximately analytically continue the perturbative polynomial approximation obtained in Step 1 to a nonperturbative one valid at 𝜆 = 1. The nonperturbative approximation of the eigenvalue and eigenfunction are then 𝐸_𝑛 = ℰ_𝑛 (1) and 𝜓_𝑛 = 𝜓_𝑛 (1).

The exact analytic continuation is unique, but the approximate analytic continuation is not, depending on the chosen approximation method. However, the difference between the approximate analytic continuation obtained from different rational approximations is often insignificant. For instance, two methods can be employed to obtain a rational approximation of a polynomial: one is the Padé approximation, and the other fits the polynomial with a rational expression. If using the Padé approximation, the sum of the number of terms of the numerator and denominator polynomials of the rational expression must equal that of the polynomial. In contrast, using a rational expression to fit the polynomial imposes no restrictions on the number of terms of the rational expression, allowing for rational approximations of various numbers of terms to approximate the polynomial. Direct attempt shows that the results yielded by these two methods exhibit only a small discrepancy.

In this paper, we use the Padé approximation to perform rational approximation, which determines the coefficients in the rational approximation by the perturbative polynomial. The advantage of this method is that both the perturbation theory in Step 1 and the analytic continuation by the Padé approximation in Step 2 have standard procedures.

Mathematical example. The convergence radius of the

power series 𝑓 (𝑥) = √ 1 + 𝑥 = ∑∞ 𝑛=0 (−1)^{𝑛+1}(2𝑛−3)!!

2^𝑛𝑛! 𝑥

𝑛 is 1.

Assuming that, as in perturbation theory, we only obtain a quartic polynomial approximation of this power series:

𝑓^P (𝑥) = 1 + 𝑥 2 − 𝑥^2 8 + 𝑥^3 16 − 5𝑥^4 128 . (7)

This approximation is only valid for 𝑥 < 1 and fails for 𝑥 > 1, as shown in Figure 1.

If we approximate the polynomial 𝑓^P (𝑥) with a rational function 𝑓^R (𝑥) whose numerator and denominator are both quadratic polynomials,

𝑓^R (𝑥) =

1 +^5_4 𝑥 +^5_{16} 𝑥^2

1 +^3_4 𝑥 +^{𝑥2}_{16}

, (8)

then for 𝑥 < 1, we have 𝑓^R (𝑥) ≃ 𝑓^P (𝑥), so 𝑓^R (𝑥) is an approximate analytic continuation of 𝑓^P (𝑥). For 𝑥 > 1, 𝑓^R (𝑥) provides a good approximation, as shown in Figure 1.

This example demonstrates how to use a Padé approximation to perform an approximate analytical continuation of a polynomial approximation.

3. EIGENPROBLEM

3.1. Perturbative approximation

Using the standard stationary perturbation theory to solve the eigenequation (3) gives polynomial approximations of the eigenvalue and eigenfunction of the auxiliary Hamiltonian ℋ (𝜆) of the form (5). The 𝑁th-order eigenfunction and eigenvalue, by the stationary perturbation theory, can be calculated directly:

ℰ^{(𝑁)}_𝑛 = ∑ 𝑚≠𝑛=1

𝐾 (𝑁 − 1,𝑚,𝑛)

ℰ^{(0)}_𝑛 − ℰ^{(0)}_𝑚

Δ_{𝑚𝑛}, (9)

𝜓^{(𝑁)}_𝑛 = ∑ 𝑚≠𝑛=1

𝐾(𝑁,𝑚,𝑛)

ℰ^{(0)}_𝑛 − ℰ^{(0)}_𝑚 𝜓^{(0)}_𝑚 , 𝑁 ≥ 2, (10)

Figure 1. Comparison of polynomial approximation, rational approximation, and exact value of 𝑓 (𝑥) = √ 1 + 𝑥.

where the zero-order eigenfunction and eigenvalue, 𝜓^{(0)}_𝑛 and ℰ^{(0)}_𝑛 , are given by the exact solution of 𝐻_0𝜓^{(0)}_𝑛 = ℰ^{(0)}_𝑛 𝜓^{(0)}_𝑛 and

𝐾 (𝑁,𝑚,𝑛) = ℰ^{(𝑁)}_𝑛 −

𝑁−1∑ 𝑗=1 ℰ^{(𝑗)}_𝑛

𝐾 (𝑁 − 𝑗,𝑚,𝑛)

ℰ^{(0)}_𝑛 − ℰ^{(0)}_𝑚

(11)

with Δ_{𝑚𝑛} = ⟨ 𝜓^{(0)}_𝑚 | | | Δ | | |𝜓 (0) 𝑛 ⟩ and ℰ^{(1)}_𝑛 = Δ_{𝑛𝑛}.

3.2. Nonperturbative approximation

To perform an analytic continuation of the polynomial approximation of the eigenvalue and eigenfunction obtained by perturbation theory, we approximate the polynomial (5) by a rational function:

ℰ^{[𝐿∕𝑀]} 𝑛 (𝜆) =

𝑃^{[𝐿∕𝑀]}

ℰ (𝜆)

𝑄^{[𝐿∕𝑀]}

ℰ (𝜆) ≃ 𝑁∑ 𝑖=0 ℰ^{(𝑖)}_𝑛 𝜆^𝑖, (12)

𝜓^{[𝐿∕𝑀]} 𝑛 (𝜆) =

𝑃^{[𝐿∕𝑀]} 𝜓 (𝜆)

𝑄^{[𝐿∕𝑀]} 𝜓 (𝜆) ≃ 𝑁∑ 𝑖=0 𝜓^{(𝑖)}_𝑛 𝜆^𝑖. (13)

When using the Padé approximation to perform the rational approximation, the coefficient of the rational approximation is determined by the polynomial approximation, in which the numerator

𝑃^{[𝐿∕𝑀]}_𝑎 (𝜆) =

| | | | | | | | | | | | | | | 𝑎^{(𝐿−𝑀+1)} 𝑛 𝑎^{(𝐿−𝑀+2)}_𝑛 ⋯ 𝑎^{(𝐿+1)}_𝑛 𝑎^{(𝐿−𝑀+2)} 𝑛 𝑎^{(𝐿−𝑀+3)}_𝑛 ⋯ 𝑎^{(𝐿+2)}_𝑛 ⋮ ⋮ ⋱ ⋮ 𝑎^{(𝐿−1)}_𝑛 𝑎^{(𝐿)}_𝑛 ⋯ 𝑎^{(𝐿+𝑀−1)}_𝑛 𝑎^{(𝐿)}_𝑛 𝑎^{(𝐿+1)}_𝑛 ⋯ 𝑎^{(𝐿+𝑀)}_𝑛 𝐿−𝑀∑ 𝑖=0 𝑎^{(𝑖)}_𝑛 𝜆^{𝑀+𝑖}

𝐿−𝑀+1∑ 𝑖=0 𝑎^{(𝑖)}_𝑛 𝜆^{𝑀+𝑖−1} ⋯ 𝐿∑ 𝑖=0 𝑎^{(𝑖)}_𝑛 𝜆^𝑖

| | | | | | | | | | | | | | |

(14)

is an 𝐿th-order polynomial and the denominator

𝑄^{[𝐿∕𝑀]}_𝑎 (𝜆) =

| | | | | | | | | | | | 𝑎^{(𝐿−𝑀+1)} 𝑛 𝑎^{(𝐿−𝑀+2)} 𝑛 ⋯ 𝑎^{(𝐿)}_𝑛 𝑎^{(𝐿+1)}_𝑛 𝑎^{(𝐿−𝑀+2)} 𝑛 𝑎^{(𝐿−𝑀+3)} 𝑛 ⋯ 𝑎^{(𝐿+1)}_𝑛 𝑎^{(𝐿+2)}_𝑛 ⋮ ⋮ ⋱ ⋮ ⋮ 𝑎^{(𝐿−1)}_𝑛 𝑎^{(𝐿)}_𝑛 ⋯ 𝑎^{(𝐿+𝑀−2)}_𝑛 𝑎^{(𝐿+𝑀−1)}_𝑛 𝑎^{(𝐿)}_𝑛 𝑎^{(𝐿+1)}_𝑛 ⋯ 𝑎^{(𝐿+𝑀−1)}_𝑛 𝑎^{(𝐿+𝑀)}_𝑛 𝜆^𝑀 𝜆^{𝑀−1} ⋯ 𝜆 1

| | | | | | | | | | | |

, (15)

is an 𝑀th-order polynomial with 𝑁 = 𝐿 + 𝑀 [26], where for the eigenvalue 𝑎^{(𝑖)}_𝑛 = ℰ^{(𝑖)}_𝑛 and for the eigenfunction 𝑎^{(𝑖)}_𝑛 = 𝜓^{(𝑖)}_𝑛 .

The eigenvalue ℰ^{[𝐿∕𝑀]}_𝑛 (𝜆) and the eigenfunction 𝜓^{[𝐿∕𝑀]}_𝑛 (𝜆) obtained in this way are analytically continued results and remain valid at 𝜆 = 1 in the nonperturbative region. ℰ^{[𝐿∕𝑀]}_𝑛 (1) and 𝜓^{[𝐿∕𝑀]}_𝑛 (1) provide nonperturbative approximative eigenvalues and eigenfunctions for the Hamiltonian (1):

𝐸_𝑛 = ℰ^{[𝐿∕𝑀]}_𝑛 (1) =

𝑃^{[𝐿∕𝑀]}

ℰ (1)

𝑄^{[𝐿∕𝑀]}

ℰ (1)

, (16)

𝜓_𝑛 = 𝜓^{[𝐿∕𝑀]}_𝑛 (1) =

𝑃^{[𝐿∕𝑀]} 𝜓 (1)

𝑄^{[𝐿∕𝑀]} 𝜓 (1)

. (17)

It is worth noting that for rational approximations obtained by the same polynomial, in most cases, the closer the orders of the numerator and denominator polynomials are, the better the approximation effect [26].

4. CONSTRUCTION OF AUXILIARY HAMILTONIAN

Converting an eigenproblem into a perturbative problem needs an auxiliary potential 𝑈, as in Eq. (2). The auxiliary potential 𝑈 can be chosen arbitrarily since 𝐻 = ℋ(1) regardless of how 𝑈 is chosen. A good choice of auxiliary potential should improve computational efficiency. This section will provide systematic procedures for constructing auxiliary potentials.

4.1. Auxiliary potential: Taylor expansion

Consider potentials that can be Taylor expanded. (1) Select an energy 𝐸 within the range of interest. The choice of 𝐸 determines which energy levels will have higher precision in the results. If interested in a higher excited state, select a larger value of 𝐸; otherwise, select a smaller one. For example, if choosing 𝐸 = 0, the calculated eigenvalue with high precision will be near the ground state.

(2) Expanding the potential 𝑉 (𝑥) around the chosen energy 𝐸, up to the 2nd-order term,

𝑉 (𝑥) ≃ 𝑉 (𝑥_𝐸) + 𝑉^′ (𝑥_𝐸) 𝑥 + 1 2 𝑉^{′′} (𝑥_𝐸) 𝑥^2 = 1 2 𝑉^{′′} (𝑥_𝐸) (𝑥 +

𝑉^′ (𝑥_𝐸) 𝑉^{′′} (𝑥_𝐸) ) 2 + 𝑉 (𝑥_𝐸) −

𝑉^′ (𝑥_𝐸)^2 2𝑉^{′′} (𝑥_𝐸)

, (18)

where 𝑥_𝐸 is given by 𝑉 (𝑥_𝐸) = 𝐸, as shown in Figure 2a, gives a harmonic oscillator potential with the vertex at

(−^{𝑉′(𝑥𝐸 )}

𝑉^{′′}(𝑥_𝐸 ) ,𝑉 (𝑥𝐸) −

𝑉^′(𝑥_𝐸 )^2 2𝑉^{′′}(𝑥_𝐸 ) ).

(3) Shifting the vertex of the harmonic oscillator potential (18) along the 𝑥-axis to 𝑥 = 0 results in a harmonic oscillator

potential with vertex at (0,𝑉 (𝑥_𝐸) −^{𝑉′(𝑥𝐸 )2}_{2𝑉′′(𝑥𝐸 )} ):^1_2 𝑉^{′′} (𝑥_𝐸) 𝑥^2 +

𝑉 (𝑥_𝐸) −^{𝑉′(𝑥𝐸 )2}

2𝑉^{′′}(𝑥_𝐸 ) . (Note that shifting the harmonic oscillator

potential (18) does not affect the energy level, so it can be performed or omitted at discretion if only care about the eigen-

value.) The constant 𝑉 (𝑥_𝐸) −^{𝑉′(𝑥𝐸 )2}_{2𝑉′′(𝑥𝐸 )} in the potential can be arbitrarily chosen. Taking the zero point of the potential to be 𝑉 (𝑥_𝐸) gives the auxiliary potential:

𝑈 (𝑥) = 1 2 𝑉^{′′} (𝑥_𝐸) 𝑥^2 + 𝑉 (𝑥_𝐸) , (19)

Figure 2. Construction of the auxiliary potential: (a) Expanding the potential 𝑉 (𝑥) around 𝑥 = 𝑥_𝐸 ; (b) Obtaining the auxiliary potential 𝑈 (𝑥) =^1_2 𝑉^{′′} (𝑥_𝐸 ) 𝑥^2 + 𝑉 (𝑥_𝐸 ) by a shifting.

shown in Figure 2b. The auxiliary potential constructed in this way is a harmonic oscillator potential, which has exact solutions and facilitates perturbation theory.

According to Eq. (2), we rewrite the Hamiltonian (1) into a perturbative form:

ℋ (𝜆) = [− ℏ^2 2𝜇 ∇^2 + 1 2 𝑉^{′′} (𝑥_𝐸) 𝑥^2 + 𝑉 (𝑥_𝐸)]

+ 𝜆 [𝑉 − 1 2 𝑉^{′′} (𝑥_𝐸) 𝑥^2 − 𝑉 (𝑥_𝐸)] . (20)

Pöschl-Teller potential. As an example, we illustrate our method using the exactly solvable Pöschl-Teller potential. The Pöschl-Teller potential is (^{ℏ2}_{2𝜇} = 1) [27]

𝑉(𝑥) = −𝛽 (𝛽 + 1) sech^2 𝑥, (21)

whose eigenvalue is 𝐸_𝑛 = −^{ℏ2}_{2𝜇} (𝛽 − 𝑛)^2 with 𝑛 = 0,1, … ,𝛽.

Choose 𝐸 in the region of interest and construct the auxiliary Hamiltonian according to Eq. (20):

ℋ^{PT} (𝜆) = 𝐻_0 + 𝜆Δ. (22)

Here 𝐻_0 = −∇^2 + 𝛽(𝛽 + 1) sech^2 𝑥_𝐸 [( 2 tanh^2 𝑥_𝐸 − 1 ) 𝑥^2 − 1 ] is an exactly solvable harmonic oscillator potential with the eigenvalue 𝐸_𝑛 = 𝜀^2 (2𝑛 + 1) and the eigen-

function 𝜓_𝑛 (𝑥) = (^𝜀_{2𝑛𝑛!}√_𝜋 ) 1∕2 H_𝑛(𝜀𝑥) exp ( −^1_2 𝜀^2𝑥^2 ) , where 𝜀 =

[_1 2 𝑉^{′′} (𝑥_𝐸)

]1∕4 and H_𝑛(𝑥) is the Hermitian polynomial. The perturbative part Δ = −𝛽 (𝛽 + 1) sech^2 𝑥_𝐸 [^{sech2 𝑥}_{sech2 𝑥𝐸} + ( 2 tanh^2 𝑥_𝐸 − 1 ) 𝑥^2 + 1].

We choose three values of energy 𝐸 and obtain the positions of the three expansion points, 𝑥_{𝐸𝑎} = 0, 𝑥_{𝐸𝑏} = 0.3, 𝑥_{𝐸𝑐} = 0.55, according to 𝑉 ( 𝑥_{𝐸𝑖} ) = 𝐸_𝑖. The auxiliary potentials are obtained by expanding and shifting at these three points 𝑥_{𝐸𝑎} , 𝑥_{𝐸𝑏} , and 𝑥_{𝐸𝑐} , as shown in Figure 3.

Eq. (16) is an explicit expression for the eigenvalue. In Fig-

ure 4, we plot 𝐸_𝑛 ≃ ℰ^{[8∕8]}_𝑛 (1) =^𝑃

[8∕8]

ℰ (1)

𝑄^{[8∕8]}_ℰ (1)

with 𝛽 = 20, for

𝐸_𝑎 < 𝐸_𝑏 < 𝐸_𝑐.

It can be seen from Figure 4 that the eigenvalues corresponding to 𝐸 = 0 are highly accurate near the ground state, while those corresponding to larger 𝐸 are highly accurate in

Figure 3. Construction of auxiliary potentials for the Pöschl-Teller potential (𝐸_𝑎 < 𝐸_𝑏 < 𝐸_𝑐 ).

higher excited states. To obtain more eigenvalues, we can construct more auxiliary potentials corresponding to different 𝐸.

Similarly, Eq. (17) is an explicit expression for the eigen-

function. In Figure 5, we plot 𝜓_𝑛 ≃ 𝜓^{[8∕8]}_𝑛 (1) =^𝑃

[8∕8]

𝜓 (1)

𝑄^{[8∕8]}_𝜓 (1)

with

𝛽 = 20, for 𝑛 = 0, 1, 2.

4.2. Auxiliary potential: Laurent expansion

Similar treatment also applies to potentials that can be Laurent expanded. We take the central potential as an example.

Considering that the negative power law potentials −^𝛼_{𝑟𝑛} have bound states only when 𝑛 < 2, here we only consider the case where the leading order of the Laurent expansion is the negative first power, i.e., the Coulomb potential. In this case, Laurent expanding a central potential 𝑉 (𝑟) around 𝑟 = 0 gives 𝑉 (𝑟) = − 𝛼 𝑟 + ⋯ . (23)

We take the exactly solvable Coulomb potential as the auxiliary potential, 𝑈 (𝑟) = − 𝛼 𝑟 . (24)

According to Eq. (2), the auxiliary Hamiltonian reads

ℋ (𝜆) = [− ℏ^2 2𝜇 ∇^2 − 𝛼 𝑟 ] + 𝜆 [ 𝑉 (𝑟) + 𝛼 𝑟 ] , (25)

where 𝐻_0 = −^{ℏ2}_{2𝜇} ∇^2 −^𝛼_𝑟 is the Coulomb potential.

Hulthén potential. As an example, we consider the exactly solvable spherically symmetric Hulthén potential [27],

𝑉 (𝑟) = −𝑉_0 𝑒^{−𝑟∕𝑟0} 1 − 𝑒^{−𝑟∕𝑟0}

, (26)

whose eigenvalue for 𝑙 = 0 is 𝐸_𝑛 = −𝑉_0 (^{𝛽2−𝑛2}_{2𝛽𝑛} ) 2 with 𝛽^2 =

2𝜇𝑉_0 ℏ^2 𝑟 2 0 and 𝛽^2 − 𝑛^2 > 0.

The leading term of the Laurent expansion of the Hulthén potential (26) is −𝑉_0^{𝑟0}_𝑟 . Chosing the Coulomb potential, 𝑈 (𝑟) = −𝑉_0^{𝑟0}_𝑟 , as the auxiliary potential, the auxiliary Hamil-

Figure 4. Comparison of the non-perturbative eigenvalues of the Pöschl-Teller potential given by different auxiliary potentials (𝐸_𝑎 < 𝐸_𝑏 < 𝐸_𝑐) with the exact solution.

Figure 5. Comparison of the non-perturbative eigenfunctions of the Pöschl-Teller potential, 𝜓_0, 𝜓_1, and 𝜓_2, given by the auxiliary potential corresponding to 𝑥_𝐸 = 0 with the exact solution.

tonian for 𝑙 = 0 by Eq. (25) reads (^{ℏ2}_{2𝜇} = 1)

ℋ (𝜆) = (− 1 𝑟 𝑑^2 𝑑𝑟^2 𝑟 − 𝑉_0 𝑟_0 𝑟 )

+ 𝜆 (−𝑉_0 𝑒^{−𝑟∕𝑟0} 1 − 𝑒^{−𝑟∕𝑟0}

+ 𝑉_0 𝑟_0 𝑟 ) . (27)

The eigenvalue and eigenfunction of 𝐻_0 = −^1_𝑟^{𝑑2}_{𝑑𝑟2} 𝑟 − 𝑉_0^{𝑟0}_𝑟 are 𝐸_𝑛 = −^{𝑉20 𝑟20}_{4𝑛2} and 𝜓_𝑛 (𝑟) = √ 2 8𝜋𝑛^2 (𝑟0𝑉0) 3∕2 √_{𝑛!}

(𝑛−1)!

𝑒^{− 𝑟0𝑉02𝑛 𝑟}_1 𝐹_1 ( −𝑛 + 1,2,^{𝑟0𝑉0}_𝑛 𝑟 ) with 1 𝐹_1 (𝑎,𝑏,𝑧) the confluent hypergeometric function.

In Fig. 6, we plot the eigenvalue given by Eq. (16), 𝐸_𝑛 ≃ ℰ^{[8∕8]}_𝑛 (1) =^{𝑃[8∕8](1)}

𝑄^{[8∕8]}(1) with ℏ^2

2𝜇 = 1, 𝑉_0 = 2, and 𝑟_0 = 3.

4.3. Auxiliary potential: numerical fitting

For the potentials that cannot be Taylor or Laurent expanded, we suggest a fitting-based scheme for constructing auxiliary potentials.

Based on the form of the potential 𝑉, we first choose an exactly solvable auxiliary potential 𝑈 which should contain some undetermined parameters 𝑘_1,𝑘_2, ⋯. Then we fit the

Figure 6. Comparison of the non-perturbative result of eigenvalues of the Hulthén potential with the exact solution.

Figure 7. Comparison of the non-perturbative result of eigenvalues of the^2_3 -potential with the asymptotic solution.

auxiliary potential 𝑈 to 𝑉 to determine these parameters. After determining the parameters in the auxiliary potential 𝑈 through fitting, we can calculate the energy levels using the method described above. Here, we consider two examples: one uses a linear potential as the auxiliary potential, and the other uses a quadratic potential as the auxiliary potential.

𝑟^{2∕3}-potential. Consider the exactly solvable 𝑟^{2∕3}- potential 𝑉 (𝑟) = 𝑟^{2∕3}. (28)

For convenience, we only consider the asymptotic solution:

𝐸_𝑛 ≃^4 √ 6 3 ( 𝑛 −^1_8

)1∕2 [17].

Here, we take the exactly solvable linear potential as the auxiliary potential:

𝑈 (𝑟) = 𝑘𝑟 + 𝑟_0, (29)

where 𝑘 and 𝑟_0 are fitting parameters to be determined. The auxiliary Hamiltonian reads (^{ℏ2}_{2𝜇} = 1 and 𝑙 = 0):

ℋ (𝜆) = (− 1 𝑟 𝑑^2 𝑑𝑟^2 𝑟 + 𝑘𝑟 + 𝑟_0) + 𝜆 ( 𝑟^{2∕3} − 𝑘𝑟 − 𝑟_0 ) . (30)

The asymptotic solution of eigenvalue of 𝐻_0 = −^1_𝑟^{𝑑2}_{𝑑𝑟2} 𝑟 + 𝑘𝑟 + 𝑟_0 is 𝐸_𝑛 = (3𝜋𝑘∕2)^{2∕3} [(2𝑛 − 1∕2)]^{2∕3} + 𝑟_0, the eigenfunction is 𝜓_𝑛 (𝑟) = 𝐶_𝑛 Ai (𝜉) with Ai (𝜉) the Airy function, 𝜉 = 2^{1∕3}𝑘^{−2∕3} (𝑘𝑟 − 𝐸_𝑛),

𝐶_𝑛 = (2𝑘)^{1∕6} ∕ √ 𝛼_𝑛 Ai (−𝛼_𝑛)^2 + Ai^′ (−𝛼_𝑛)^2, and

𝛼_𝑛 = 2^{1∕3}𝑟_0𝑘^{−2∕3} +^1_2 [3𝜋 (4𝑛 − 1)]^{2∕3} [27].

Different fitting ranges give different auxiliary potentials with different values of 𝑘 and 𝑟_0. In Figure 7, we plot 𝐸_𝑛 ≃

ℰ^{[8∕8]}_𝑛 (1) =^{𝑃[8∕8](1)}

𝑄^{[8∕8]}(1) corresponding to two auxiliary potentials:

(a) fitting range 0 < 𝑟 < 20 gives the auxiliary potential 𝑈 (𝑟) = 0.331619𝑟+1.10428; (b) fitting range 0 < 𝑟 < 70 gives the auxiliary potential 𝑈 (𝑟) = 𝑈 (𝑟) = 0.2184𝑟 + 2.54714. It can be seen that as the fitting range expands, the region of high precision shifts from low to high excited states.

Figure 8. Comparison of the non-perturbative result of eigenvalues of the flat-bottom potential with the numerical solution.

Flat-bottom potential. For the flat-bottom potential,

𝑉 (𝑥) = ⎧ ⎨ ⎩ (𝑥 − 𝐿)^2 𝑥 > 𝐿 0 |𝑥| < 𝐿 (𝑥 + 𝐿)^2 𝑥 < −𝐿

, (31)

we use an exactly solvable quadratic potential as the auxiliary potential: 𝑈 (𝑥) = 𝑥^2, (32)

whose eigenvalue ℰ^{(0)}_𝑛 = 2 ( 𝑛 +^1_2 ) and eigenfunction 𝜓^{(0)}_𝑛 =

(^1_{2𝑛𝑛!}√_𝜋 ) 1∕2 H_𝑛 (𝑥) exp ( −^1_2 𝑥^2 ) . The flat-bottom potential (31) lacks an exact solution; we compare our non-perturbative result 𝐸_𝑛 ≃ ℰ^{[8∕8]}_𝑛 (1) =

𝑃^{[8∕8]}(1) 𝑄^{[8∕8]}(1) with numerical solutions in Figure 8.

5. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we propose a nonperturbative method for solving the eigenproblem of the Hamiltonian 𝐻 = 𝑇+𝑉. This method, like perturbation theory, has a standardized procedure. The nonperturbative explicit expressions of the eigenvalue and eigenfunction are given.

The basic idea of the method is to first (1) convert a nonperturbative problem into a perturbative one and (2) then analytically continue the perturbative result to the nonperturbative region. We use, but in principle not limited to, the rational approximation to perform approximative analytic continuations. As shown in the examples, this method yields very good results for a general class of potentials.

Compared with another nonperturbative method, the variational method, we can see that (1) the variational method is based on guessing trial wave functions, which cannot be automatically carried out according to a standardized procedure, while our method has a standardized procedure where the calculation proceeds automatically, like in perturbation theory, and (2) the variational method is only effective for the ground and low-excited states, while our method is effective for arbitrary energy levels.

We demonstrate this nonperturbative method using quantum mechanical eigenproblems. The idea of this method can be applied to any field where perturbative treatments are wellestablished, such as quantum field theory and statistical mechanics. In our future work, we will use this method to convert perturbative techniques in quantum field theory, such as thermal field theory and Feynman diagrammatic expansions, into nonperturbative methods.

Perturbation theory is ineffective for strong coupling problems (coupling constants greater than 1). Perturbation theory results in a perturbation series, or more strictly speaking, a truncated series with a finite number of terms. Perturbation theory gives a power series of the coupling constant, and the effective range of the perturbation series is within the convergence circle of the power series. The necessary condition for convergence of the power series is that the coupling constant must be smaller than 1. Thus, (1) perturbation theory is not applicable for coupling constants greater than 1; (2) even if the coupling constant is smaller than 1, the perturbation series may not converge (because the condition that the coupling constant must be smaller than 1 is necessary but not sufficient). In contract, the rational function approximation obtained by analytic continuing perturbation theory not only applies at 𝜆 = 1 but is also valid when 𝜆 > 1. We only use 𝜆 = 1 in the problem under consideration. This method can also be used to deal with nonperturbative strong coupling problems with 𝜆 > 1: first treating a strong coupling problem as a weak coupling problem which can be solved by perturbation theory, and then obtaining the strong coupling result through analytic continuation. In the strong interaction, because the coupling constant’s magnitude is unsuitable for perturbation theory, the calculation of the strong interaction is greatly limited. The nonperturbative method presented in this paper can be directly applied to the strong interaction theory whose coupling constant is near or larger than 1.

Power series approximation often appears as a polynomial approximation, which loses information about singularities for the polynomial has no singularities. The rational approximation can partially recover information about singularities: the poles of the rational function are approximations of singularities in the original function.

Acknowledgments

We are very indebted to Dr G. Zeitrauman for his encouragement. This work is supported in part by Special Funds for theoretical physics Research Program of the NSFC under Grant No. 11947124, and NSFC under Grant Nos. 11575125 and 11675119.

References

[1] L. Euler, Introduction to Analysis of the Infinite: Book I (2012).

[2] G. A. Baker and P. Graves-Morris, Padé Approximants, Vol. vol. 59 (1996).

[3] G. A. Baker and J. L. Gammel, J. Math. Anal. Appl. 2, 21 (1961).

[4] G. A. Baker and G. A. Baker, Essentials of Padé Approximants (1975).

[5] A. Ahmadov, M. Naeem, M. Qocayeva, and V. Tarverdiyeva, Journal of Physics: Conference Series Vol. 965 (2018).

[6] D. Bermudez et al., Ann. Physics 333, 290 (2013).

[7] A. Andrianov and M. Ioffe, J. Phys. A 45 (2012).

[8] D. Bermudez, J. Negro, et al., J. Phys. A 49 (2016).

[9] P. R. Kumar and S.-H. Dong, Phys. Lett. A 417 (2021).

[10] B. Falaye, K. Oyewumi, and M. Abbas, Chi. Phys. B 22 (2013).

[11] A. Arda and R. Sever, Commun. Theor. Phys. 58, 27 (2012).

[12] J. Sanchez-Monroy and C. Quimbay, Ann. Physics 350, 69 (2014).

[13] M. B. de Menezes, M. Fernandes, R. M. Maria das Graças, A. Santana, and J. Vianna, Ann. Physics 389, 111 (2018).

[14] W.-D. Li and W.-S. Dai, Nuclear Phys. B 972 (2021).

[15] S.-L. Li, Y.-J. Chen, Y.-Y. Liu, W.-D. Li, and W.-S. Dai, Ann. Physics 443 (2022).

[16] W.-D. Li and W.-S. Dai, Ann. Physics 373, 207 (2016).

[17] Y.-J. Chen, S.-L. Li, W.-D. Li, and W.-S. Dai, Europhys.

Lett. 138, 38002 (2022).

[18] D. Agboola and Y.-Z. Zhang, J. Math. Phys. 53 (2012).

[19] D. Agboola and Y.-Z. Zhang, Ann. Physics 330, 246 (2013).

[20] A. V. Turbiner, Phys. Rep. 642, 1 (2016).

[21] N. Hatami and M. Setare, Eur. Phys. J. Plus 132, 1 (2017).

[22] D. Agboola, J. Links, I. Marquette, and Y.-Z. Zhang, J.

Phys. A 47 (2014).

[23] Q.-T. Xie, J. Phys. A 44 (2011).

[24] P. Amore, A. Aranda, F. M. Fernández, and H. Jones, Phys. Lett. A 340, 87 (2005).

[25] P. Dorey, A. Millican-Slater, and R. Tateo, J. Phys. A:

Math. Gen. 38, 1305 (2005).

[26] Y.-H. Tian, W.-D. Li, Y. Shen, and W.-S. Dai, Commun.

Theor. Phys. 73 (2021).

[27] S. Flügge, Practical Quantum Mechanics (Springer Berlin Heidelberg, 2012).

� liwendu@tjnu.edu.cn (W-D Li) � daiwusheng@tju.edu.cn (W-S Dai)