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Abstract

In this letter we study a class of symmetries of the new tedimsial extended
shape invariant potentials. It is proved that a generatinabf a compatibility
condition introduced in a previous article is equivalentite usual shape invari-
ance condition. We focus on the recent examples of Odake asak&(infinitely
many polynomial, continuousand multi-index rational extensions). As a byprod-
uct, we obtain new relations, to the best of our knowledgel&guerre, Jacobi
polynomials and (confluent) hypergeometric functions.
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1. Introduction

The list of shape invariant potentials has remained quéestime until 2008.
Then, key contributions of Gomez-Ullate et al. led to a §w@nd strong develop-
ment of the subject in recent years. The first steps were thalmbty of rationally
extend shape-invariant potentials (to obtain non shaeiemt ones) [1,/2]. Then,
the introduction of the so called; exceptional Laguerre and Jacobi polynomials
[3, 4] fostered all subsequent works. By the one hand, Quésrek coworkers)
[5,6, 7] introduced the first examples of rationally exteshdrape invariant poten-
tials. This idea has been greatly developed by Odake andig8s8, 10, 11| 12]
to infinitely many families of rationally extended shapegarnant potentials, even
with functions depending on continuous indeand multi-indexed polynomials.
They have also extended these ideas to the context of disuantum mechanics
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(see, e.g., [13] and references therein). Other works bpdata 14/ 15, 16] have
a close relation with the ones cited.

On the other hand, the works [5, 17| 18] inspired our recard@fl19], where
a compatibility condition has been found that is satisfiedh®/ new examples.
Even we have shown that such a condition forces the shapeanea of the
examples treated there. It is worth mentioning that [17,&t8]preceded by [20].
This paper continues on the same line of study and showshbagxamples of
[8,19,110, 11] fit perfectly in our framework, satisfying thentioned compatibility
condition.

The letter is organized as follows. In the second sectiorewallthe equations
which satisfy the new translational shape invariant paéshof [5,/6, 7) 18, 19].
We prove the equivalence between a generalization of ted ciimpatibility con-
dition and the usual shape invariance condition. Aftensavee comment on the
isospectrality properties of the potentials involved.He third section we describe
how the examples of [8, 9, 10,/11] fit into our framework. Weaibias a byprod-
uct new relations, to the best of our knowledge, for Lagyelaeobi polynomials
and (confluent) hypergeometric functions. In the fourth kst section we offer
some conclusions.

2. Symmetries and therelation of the compatibility condition with the shape
invariance condition

For a brief account of shape invariance, see, e.d., [19] efedances therein.
In the examples of [5, 6, 7, 8,9,/10,/11, 18, 19] the superpiaicnunction takes
the form of

W(z,a) = Wy(z,a) + Wiy (x,a) — Wi_(z,a), (1)

wherea denotes the set of parameters under transformatifix, a) is the su-
perpotential of a pair of shape invariant partner potesitidithe classical type.
Wiy (z,a), Wi_(z,a) are logarithmic derivatives which moreover satisfy

Wl—(x7 a’) = Wl-i-(x? f(CL)) ) (2)

wheref(a) in those cases is a translationaof
The corresponding partner potentials fdr (1) are

V(.T,CL> = W()2<x7a)_Wé(x7a)
+W12+(x, a)+ Wi, (z,a) + W2 (z,a) +W|_(z,a)
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—2Wo(z, a)Wi_(z,a) + 2Wo(x, a) W1 (z, a)

—2Wi_(z,a)Wit(z,a) — 2W]_ (2, a) (3)
V(z,a) = Wy(z,a)+ Wi(z,a)

+WE (2, a) + Wi (x,a) + Wi (z,a) + W|_(z,a)

—2Wo(z, a)Wi_(z,a) + 2Wo(x, a) W1y (z, a)

—2W1_(z,a)Wiy(z,a) —2W] (x,a) 4)

However, for the examples ofl [5, 6,17,/ 18] such partner paaénteduce to

V(z,a) = ‘:E](:c, a) —2W1i, (z,a), (5)
V(z,a) = Vo(z,a) —2W] (x,a), (6)

whereVy(z, a), Vo(z,a) conform the pair of shape invariant partner potentials
associated tdV(z, a). Thus, it is in principle necessary that the followiogm-
patibility conditionholds:

W2+ W+ WP+ W = 2WoWi_ + 2W Wiy —2W Wi =0 (7)

(the dependence on the arguments has been omitted fory)reSitch compati-
bility condition is the main object of our interest here.gkwe will discuss a kind
of symmetries of the problems of tydd (1)} (2)} (8), (4). Aftards we establish
the relation between a generalized compatibility conditiad the ordinary shape
invariance condition.

2.1. Symmetries of the new translational shape invariatemoals

There exist a class of symmetries of superpotentials of pahich satisfy
the condition[(R) given by the transformations

Wiy (r,a) = Uy(z,a) —g() (8)
Wl—(x>a) = Ul—(x>a)_g<x) (9)

whereg(z) is a functiondepending only on:. The functiong(x) must be differ-
entiable in the domain of interest but otherwise arbitr&r. exampleg(x) could
be any polynomiale®, etc. Thus we have

W(zx,a) =Wy(x,a)+Wii(x,a)—Wi_(z,a) = Wy(x,a)+Ui(z,a)—U;_(z,a)



The corresponding partner potentials (8), (4) are likewisariant under(8) and
(@). However, their different terms do vary, in such a wayt tieir variations
cancel out. Firstly, we have

W2+ W+ W2 + W —2WoW,_ + 2W Wiy — 2W Wi
= UL, + Ul + UL +Uj_ —2WoU,— + 2WoU; — 2U, U4
—24/ ()

and moreover

AW (5,0) = —2UL(z,0) +20/(0)
_2W1,—<'T7a) = —2U{_(x,a)+2g'(x)

Therefore, if[7) holds, we have
Ut (x,a) + Uy, (z,a) + Uf_(z,a) + Uj_(z,a)
—2Wo(z,a)Ur_(z,a) + 2Wy(x,a)Ury (z,a) — 2U;_(x,a)Ury (z,a) = 24'(x)

This means that by virtue of a symmetry of the problem, the marility con-
dition (@) should be generalized in such a way that its rigirichside could be
a function ofz not necessarily equal to zero. This observation leads tonaim
result in the following subsection.

2.2. Compatibility and shape invariance conditions

For the class of problems described in this letter, thereisquivalence be-
tween the mentioned generalized compatibility conditind the usual shape in-
variance condition, as described in the next Theorem.

Theorem 1. Assume we have a superpotential of the type
W(x,a) = WO('I70’)+W1+('T7Q) —W1_<.T,CL>, (10)

where
Wl_(l', CL) = Wl—i—(xv f(a)) ’

f(a) being the transformation on the parametetrsand W, (z,a) satisfies the
shape invariance condition

Wi (x,a) = Wiz, f(a)) + Woz, f(a)) + Wiz, a) = R(f(a)). (11)
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Then, the shape invariant condition far (z, a)
W2(x,a) = W(z, f(a)) + W'(z, f(a)) + W'(z,a) = R(f(a))  (12)
holds if and only if

W (z,a) + Wi, (2,a) + WE_(z,a) + W_(z,a)
—2Wo(z, a)Wi_(z,a) + 2Wo(x, a)Wiy(x,a) — 2W_(x,a)Wii(x, a)
- () (13

for some non-singular functios{z) of = only.

Proof
The condition of shape invariande {12) reads in this case

W?(x,a) = W?(x, f(a)) + W'(a, f(a)) + W'(z,a) — R(f(a)) =
W (2, a) — W5 (z, f(a)) + Wy(z, f(a)) + Wy(z, a) — R(f(a))
+W2 (z,a) + Wi (x,a) + Wi_(z,a) + W{_(z,a)
—2Wo(x, a)Wi_(z,a) + 2Wo(x, a) Wiy (z,a) — 2Wi_(x,a) Wiy (z, a)

—[Wi(z, f(a)) + Wi, (z, f(a)) + Wi(z, f(a)) + Wi_(z, f(a))
—2Wo(z, f(a))Wi-(z, f(a)) + 2Wo(z, f(a)) Wi (z, f(a))
—2Wi_(z, f(a ))W1+( ,f(a)] —2W{_(z,a) +2W (2, f(a)) =0
(14)

With the hypothesis thal/y(z, a) satisfies[(I1), also th&t _(z,a) = Wi, (z, f(a))
and that

Wi (z,a) + Wi, (z,a) + W (z,a) + W_(x,a)
—2Wo(z, a)Wi_(x,a) + 2Wo(z, a)Wiy(x,a) — 2W1_(z, a)Wi, (2, a)
= €(x)
W (, f(a)) + Wi (z, f(a) + Wi(z, f(a)) + W{_(z, f(a))
W

—2Wo(z, f(a))Wi_(x, f(a)) + 2Wo(x, f(a)) Wiy (z, f(a))
—2W;_(, f(a>>W1+( f(a))
= ¢(x)

the shape invariance condition is readily satisfied.
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Conversely, with the above hypothesis we assume that thgeghaariance
condition [12) is satisfied, thereforie {14) is also satisfiddking into account
@1) andW;_(x,a) = Wi, (x, f(a)) and rearrangingl(14) becomes

Wi (z,a) + Wi, (z,a) + Wi (z,a) + W_(z,a)

—2Wy(z, a)Wi_(z,a) + 2Wo(x, a) Wiy (2, a)
—2W1_(z,a)Wii(x,a) =

W2 (2, f(a) + Wi, (2, f(a) + Wi (x, f(a) + W]_(z, f(a))
—2Wo(z, f(a))Wi-(z, f(a)) + 2Wo(z, f(a)) Wi (z, f(a))
—2Wh_(, fa)) Wiy (z, f(a))

that is, the expression evaluated ata) equals the expression itself evaluated at
(z, f(a)), thus both expressions must be equal to a functiom ofly, namely,
¢(x). This ends the proof of the Theorem.

Remarks

1. In actual examples it is observed thatl(13) is satisfied wjit) = 0, which
is a slightly stronger condition that in particular impl&sape invariance.

2. Note that Ho proposes in [21,/22] a similar form to the spptntial
(@), but that approach is different: other relations, défe from [7) or [1B) are
satisfied. As an example of this, in [19] it is shown that ther@nic oscillator
and the Morse potential admit no non-trivial extensions byrmeans. However
with the technique of Ho they do. See alsa [23,124) 25, 26].

3. We observe that the potentials [d (5) ahd (6) are relateddmgtruction
by a first order intertwining relation as described in Setfamf [19] with super-
potential [(1). The fulfillment of conditiori{7) provides anczlation of some of
their terms (it is the same condition fof(x, ) in B) andV (z, a) in (@)). Thus
the isospectrality (maybe up to the ground state of one ohjted the potentials
@®) and [[6) is ensured. See [27, 28] for a group theoreticplagation of the
intertwining technique.

4. Another question is the isospectrality of the mentione@mptials with the
ordinary shape invariant potentials(x,a) and Vy(z,a). This is also easy to
justify: with the conditions[(2) and_(13) the shape invatiesation [12) for the
potentials of[(b) and (6) becomes identical to that of théngapotentiald/;(x, a)
andVy(z, a). In particular, the quantityz(f(a)), from which the spectrum of the
potentials is calculated, is identical in both cases, shgwhe mentioned isospec-
trality (maybe up to the ground state of one of them). See [@s@1] for an
approximation to such an isospectrality based on the imieirig technique.



5. We have established that the generalized compatibitindition [13) is
equivalent to the ordinary shape invariance condition {i2he mentioned cir-
cumstances. However, the former condition is simpler tckwath than the latter
for the cases studied inl/[5,16,.7, 18] 19] and in this letter.

6. The condition[(J7) has been shown, bt s satisfying the Bernoulli equation
W'+ W? — ki(x)W = 0 (wherek,(z) = ccoth(cz), etc.), in the examples of
[19], to imply (2) in particular. This means that such coiudis are not really
independent in specific examples.

The compatibility conditiori (13) admits another, even dengorm. Denoting

_ ¢i+($a a’) o ¢1—<x7 CL)
W1+($aa) = m, Wl—(xaa) = m
it becomes
1 /i / 1 /i / 1 ,—
w—H( Vo 2Wh L) + E( " 2W ) — QZiZi- —e(z)  (15)

where the dependence on the arguménts) has been dropped for simplicity.
For the case of(x) = 0 it follows

(V14 + 2Wohy )i + (Y1 = 2Worhy )b — 20y 91— =0 (16)

In terms of the functions),(x,a),¢1_(x,a), the symmetries of Subsec-
tion[2.1 are expressed in the following way. The functiorsnge as

sntea) = e (= [o0) ) vt

ba) = e (- [o0a)n

/ /
Xl-l—(x?a) andU1_<.T,CL) — Xl (x,a)

(. a)
Yie (@ a) (@ a)

whereU, (z,a) =

3. Examples

In this section we study the fulfillment of the compatibildgndition [16) for
the examples ot [8, 9, 10, 11]. These cases are speciallyswigddid for our pur-
poses, since they take the form of Sectibn 2 and are known shédyee invariant.
By the symmetry property of these problems, it suffices toythe compatibil-
ity condition (16), which will be obtained directly in all sas. We will obtain
as a byproduct new relations, to the best of our knowledgéagtierre, Jacobi
polynomials and (confluent) hypergeometric functions.
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3.1. Polynomial shape invariant extensions of the radialltzgor and Darboux—
Poschl-Teller potentials
3.1.1. Radial oscillator

According to [8/ 9, 10], the extended partner potential$efriadial oscillator
have a superpotential of the form

N §a*g+1) gl g)
Wileg) =W gt 0% g2 g4 1) ~ atg)

wherez > 0,
o g
WO('ILQ) = —Tr+ =
l_
a(r,g) = L7772 (a)

and L") (x) are Laguerre polynomials.
We will try to check [(16) directly choosing (with a slight a®iof notation)

Wo(w,a) = Wo(z,g+1)
Uiy(z,a) = &% g+1)
?/)1—( = &([L’Z,g)

and by writing it in another way, using the relation (2.41]1], namely (depen-
dence on arguments dropped)

S|

&
Q
~—

Y

oy = ave -2 (E o) u, )
= Al —2 (g—i—ii—l + x) (L (18)

Thus the relation (16) becomes
St + 222 e, — 200 0, =0 (19)

This last relation can be proved using the equations (3.6)a®) of [10]. That
implies, in particular, the fulfilment of(12) for this casie [10] it is proved [12)
directly for the current case.

The relations[(16) and (19) are new, and equivalent to edwdr,dbr Laguerre
polynomials.



3.1.2. Trigonometric Darboux&#schl-Teller potential
According to [8, 9, 10], the extended partner potentialshef trigopnometric
Darboux-Poschl-Teller potential have a superpotenfigi®form

{(cos(2z),g+1,h+1)  &(cos(2z),g,h)
&(cos(2z),g+ 1,h+1)  &(cos(2x), g, h)

wherez € (0, %),
Wo(z,g,h) = gcot(z) — htan(x)
Glw,g.h) = PO
and P\ (x) are Jacobi polynomials.
We will try to check [16) by choosing (with a slight abuse o tibtation)
Wo(z,a) = Woy(z,g+1,h+1)
Uri(@,a) = Glcos(2x),g+ 1, h+1)
?/)1— (l’, CL) = &(COS(Q[E), g, h)
Moreover, we transforni_(16) by using the relation (2.41)1df][ namely

Ui, = dllg—h—14+1) +2((g+1+1)cotz + (h+ 1) tanz) ],
o= 4dlg—h—1+1¢_+2((g+Dcotx+ (h+1—1)tanz) )]

Thus, the relatior (16) becomes

—8l(h—g—+1— 1)1 +2(2h + 21 — 1) tan z 1y Y] _
+2(29 + 21+ 1) cot zpy by — 241 1, =0 (20)

Such relation can be proved directly using (3.12) and (3af31Q]. In such a
paper, it has been proved the shape invariance conditigndfdextly. We have
proved it checking that the stronger (and simpler) condi{f®@) or [20) holds.

For this case,[(16) and _(R0) are new relations, equivaleetitd other, for
Jacobi polynomials.

3.1.3. Hyperbolic Darboux-&schl-Teller potential
According to [8,/9, 10], the extended partner potentialshe& hyperbolic
Darboux-Poschl-Teller potential have a superpotenfigi®form

§i(cosh(2z),g+1,h—1) &(cosh(2z),g,h)

Wi, g.h) = Wolw, g1 h=D+ ¢ e S T 1 h= 1) &(cosh(22), g, 1)
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wherez > 0,

Wo(z,g,h) = gcoth(z) — htanh(z)
—g—1—L —p41-2
Gle.g.h) = BT ()

andPé“’b)(x) are again Jacobi polynomials.
We will try to check [16) by choosing

W()(l‘,a,) = Wo(l‘,g+l,h—l)
'l/)l-l-(xv CL) = &(COSh(Z’L’),g +1, h — 1)
_(x,a) = &/(cosh(2x),g,h)

and transforming the cited condition by using the relat@d 1) of [10], namely

. = 4dA(l—g—h—1)¢1 +2((g+1+1)cothe + (h— 1) tanhx) ],
= 4dll—g—h—1t1_+2((g+1)cothz + (h— 1+ 1) tanhx) ¢} _

Thus the relatior (16) becomes

—8l(h+g—1+ 1)1 01— + 2(1 + 2h — 21) tanh z ¢y (] _
+2(1 + 29 + 21) cothx ¢y 11, — 247 1, =0 (21)

This last relation can be proved by using equations (3.1@Yari3) of [10], as in
the previous case. Therefore, the shape invariance focalkes holds in particular.
In [10], the relation[(IR) has been proved directly.

For this case,[(16) and (R1) are new relations, equivaleetitd other, for
Jacobi polynomials.

3.2. Continuous shape invariant extensions of the radial oscillator and¢mo-
metric Darboux—Bschl-Teller potentials
3.2.1. Radial oscillator

According to [11], the extended partner potentials of tlteateoscillator with
continuoud > 0 have a superpotential of the form

B §*g+1) &% g)
Wilz,9) = Wolw, g + 0+ 2 om0y ~ 2. 9)
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wherezx > 0,

WO(xvg) = —x+ g
B ['(g+ 20— %) —1
&@”)"ra+nr@+z-@rﬂ<g+Z—;}ﬁ0

and, F; ( Z } 9:) , I'(x) are the confluent hypergeometric and Gamma functions,

respectively.
We choose (with a slight abuse of notation)

Wo(z,a) = Wo(z,g+1)
Uiy (z,a) = &Ga?,g+1)
?/)1—(%@) = &([L’Z,g)

in order to check whethel_(116) is satisfied. We first transfdarioy using the
relation (3.9) of [11], namel_(17) and_(18). Therefofe,)(Ibtransformed into
(@9) again. Such relation can be proved again for the cukfent:,_ by using
properties (3.10) and (3.11) of [11]. Thus the compat¥piibndition holds and as
aresult also the shape invariance condition does. Thisdasltt has been obtained
directly in [11].

For this case,[(16) and ({19) are new relations, equivaleetitd other, for
confluent hypergeometric functions.

3.2.2. Trigonometric Darboux&#schl-Teller potential
According to [11], the extended partner potentials of tlgotmometric Darboux-
Poschl-Teller potential with continuodis> 0 have a superpotential of the form

§(cos(2z),g+1,h+1)  &(cos(2z),g,h)
&(cos(2z),g+ 1,h+1)  &(cos(2x), g, h)

Wiz, g,h) = Wo(x,g+1,h+1) +

wherez € (0,5),

Wo(z,g,h) = gcot(z) — htan(x)
)

 T(g+2-9%) (—%g—h+l—1‘1—x)
i+ 1(g+1-H*" g+1—1 2

gl(xag7

and, F ( a’cb } x) is the hypergeometric function.
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We denote again

z,a) = Wo(z,g+1,h+1)
¢1+($aa) = gl(COS(Q.I'),g—Fl,h—Fl)
Yi-(z,a) = &(cos(2z),g,h)

in order to check thaf (16) holds. We transform it first usihg tesult (3.9) of
[11], namely

W, = —4l(g—h+1—1)pyy
—2((g+h+20+1)csc(22) + (g — h — 1) cot(22)) ¥y,
"= —dl(g—h+1—1)Y

—2((g+h+20—1)csc(2z) + (g — h — 1) cot(2x)) Y| _
Thus the relatior (16) becomes

—8l(g —h+1— 1)1 —2(2g 4+ 21 — 1) cot w1 Y] _
—2(2h + 2l + 1) tanz ¢y, — 29 ¢, =0 (22)

This last equation can be proved directly using the equat{BriLl0) and (3.11)
of [11], thus fulfilling the compatibility condition. As a esequence[ (12) holds
(something which has been checked directly in [11]).

For this case[(16) and_(22) are new relations amongst hgpergtric func-
tions equivalent to each other.

4. Conclusions and outlook

We have studied the fulfillment of the compatibility conditiintroduced in
[19] in the cases of the extended shape invariant poteiwii§®s/9, 10, 11]. Firstly,
we have proved that for the form of the superpotentibl (1)enshiy(x, a) gen-
erates a pair of shape invariant potentials of the classipaland the extra terms
satisfy [2), the compatibility conditior_(13) is equivalen the ordinary shape
invariance condition for the full superpotential (12). Thehe cited examples
are exactly of the form described in Sectidn 2. We check tyechether the
compatibility condition[(16) holds and indeed we prove itlhcases, using pre-
vious results of [10, 11]. Thus, for the cases studied weigeoan alternative and
simpler way of proving shape invariance.

The multi-index polynomial extensions to the radial ostdr and trigono-
metric Darboux-Poschl-Teller potentials introducedliél][are shown to be shape
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invariant and they are of the form described in Secfion 2s tine compatibility
condition [13) must hold in that cases as well.

It would be interesting to see whether there exists nomatrisational ex-
tensions to other shape invariant potentials of the Infeld lull classification
[29,130,31, 32] (with superpotential of the typg(z) + mk;(z)) to infinitely
many polynomial and continuodgunctions analogous to that of [§,19, 10, 11]. If
these examples do exist, the relatibnl (13) must hold again.

Acknowledgements

We acknowledge correspondence with R. Sasaki, where henegldais the
fulfillment of relation [7) for some of their cases and madipfud remarks in a
previous version of this paper. This work is supported byn&aMinistry of
Economy and Competitiveness, project ECO2009-09332 amddnyon Govern-
ment, ADETRE Consolidated Group.

References

[1] Gbmez-Ullate D, Kamran N and Milson R 204 Phys. A: Math.
Theor.37 1780-804

[2] Gomez-Ullate D, Kamran N and Milson R 204 Phys. A: Math.
Theor.37 10065—-78

[3] Gomez-Ullate D, Kamran N and Milson R 2010 Approx. Theory
162 987-1006

[4] GOmez-Ullate D, Kamran N and Milson R 2009Math. Anal. Appl.
359 35267

[5] Quesne C 2008. Phys. A: Math. Theodl 392001
[6] Quesne C 2003IGMA5 084

[7] Bagchi B, Quesne C and Roychoudhury R 2G0@mana J. Physi3
337-47

[8] Odake S and Sasaki R 200%ys. Lett. B579 4147
[9] Odake S and Sasaki R 20Bbys. Lett. B584 173—6

13



[10] Odake S and Sasaki R 20d10Math. Phys51 053513

[11] Odake S and Sasaki R 2011Phys. A: Math. Theod4 195203
[12] Odake S and Sasaki R 20Phys. Lett. B702 164-70

[13] Odake S and Sasaki R 2010Phys. A: Math. Theod3 335201
[14] Grandati Y 2011Ann. Phys. NY326 2074-90

[15] Grandati Y 2012). Phys.: Conf. SeB43 012041

[16] Grandati Y 2012Disconjugacy of the Schdinger equation for the
trigonometric Darboux—Bschl-Teller potential and exceptional Ja-
cobi polynomialsJ. Eng. Mathln press

[17] Bougie J, Gangopadhyaya A and Mallow J V 2(Rlys. Rev. Lett.
105210402

[18] Bougie J, Gangopadhyaya A and Mallow J V 2QLPhys. A: Math.
Theor.44 275307

[19] Ramos A 2011. Phys. A: Math. Theo#d4 342001

[20] Gangopadhyaya A and Mallow JV 200&. J. Mod. Phys. 23 4959
[21] Ho C-L 2011Prog. Theor. Physl26 185-201

[22] Ho C-L 2011J. Math. Phys52 122107

[23] Cariflena J F, Perelomov A M, Rahada M F and Santanded08 2.
Phys. A: Math. Theo#1 085301

[24] Fellows J M and Smith R A 2009. Phys. A: Math. Theod2 335303
[25] Grandati Y 2011). Math. Phys52 103505
[26] Quesne C 201mt. J. Mod. Phys. 27 1250073

[27] Carifiena J F, Fernandez D J and Ramos A 2804. Phys. NY292
42-66

[28] Cariflena J F and Ramos A 200&. J. Geom. Meth. Mod. Phys.
605-40

14



[29] Infeld L and Hull T E 1951Rev. Mod. Phy23 21-68
[30] Carifiena J F and Ramos A 20B@v. Math. Physl2 1279-304

[31] Cooper F, Khare A and Sukhatme U 208dpersymmetry in Quantum
MechanicqSingapore: World Scientific)

[32] Gangopadhyaya A, Mallow J V and Rasinaru C 2&Lipersymmetric
Quantum Mechanics: an introductig8ingapore: World Scientific)

15



	1 Introduction
	2 Symmetries and the relation of the compatibility condition with the shape invariance condition
	2.1 Symmetries of the new translational shape invariant potentials
	2.2 Compatibility and shape invariance conditions

	3 Examples 
	3.1 Polynomial shape invariant extensions of the radial oscillator and Darboux–Pöschl–Teller potentials
	3.1.1 Radial oscillator
	3.1.2 Trigonometric Darboux-Pöschl-Teller potential
	3.1.3 Hyperbolic Darboux-Pöschl-Teller potential

	3.2 Continuous l shape invariant extensions of the radial oscillator and trigonometric Darboux–Pöschl–Teller potentials
	3.2.1 Radial oscillator
	3.2.2 Trigonometric Darboux-Pöschl-Teller potential


	4 Conclusions and outlook

