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Abstract

The quantum oscillator and Kepler-Coulomb problems in d-dimensional spaces
with constant curvature are analyzed from several viewpoints. In a deformed super-
symmetric framework, the corresponding nonlinear potentials are shown to exhibit
a deformed shape invariance property. By using the point canonical transformation
method, the two deformed Schrédinger equations are mapped onto conventional ones
corresponding to some shape-invariant potentials, whose rational extensions are well
known. The inverse point canonical transformations then provide some rational exten-
sions of the oscillator and Kepler-Coulomb potentials in curved space. The oscillator
on the sphere and the Kepler-Coulomb potential in a hyperbolic space are studied in
detail and their extensions are proved to be consistent with already known ones in
Euclidean space. The partnership between nonextended and extended potentials is
interpreted in a deformed supersymmetric framework. Those extended potentials that
are isospectral to some nonextended ones are shown to display deformed shape in-
variance, which in the Kepler-Coulomb case is enlarged by also translating the degree
of the polynomial arising in the rational part denominator.
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I INTRODUCTION

During the last few years, a lot of research activity has been devoted to the construction
of new exactly solvable rational extensions of well-known quantum potentials, connected
with the novel field of exceptional orthogonal polynomials (EOP) (see, e.g., [1] for a list
of references). The latter are orthogonal and complete polynomial sets, which, in contrast
with classical ones, admit some gaps in the sequence of their degrees. The interest in
this subject started with the introduction of the EOP concept [2], the discovery of their
connection with translationally shape-invariant potentials [3], 4], 5], and the construction of
infinite sets of such potentials [6]. Since then, a lot of progress has been made, including
the appearance of multi-indexed families of EOP [7, 8] and the discovery of a novel enlarged
shape invariance property valid for some rational extensions of shape-invariant conventional
potentials [9] [10] [11].

Another subject that has recently arisen much interest is that of oscillator and Kepler-
Coulomb problems in curved spaces (see, e.g., [12] for a list of references). Although
mostly used in Euclidean spaces, such systems also have a long history in curved spaces,
especially in those with a constant curvature, which we are going to consider here. The
study of the Kepler-Coulomb problem on the sphere actually dates back to Schrodinger [13],
Infeld [I4], and Stevenson [I5], while that of the same in a hyperbolic space was carried
out a few years later by Infeld and Schild [I6]. On the other hand, the oscillator on the
sphere or in a hyperbolic space may be seen as a generalization [I7] of the well-known
Mathews and Lakshmanan one-dimensional classical nonlinear oscillator [18]. Its quantum
description has been studied in one [19, 20], two [21], 22], and three [23] dimensions (see
also [24], 25, 26] 27, 28] for some related works).

The aim of the present paper is to construct rational extensions of the oscillator and
Kepler-Coulomb problems in d-dimensional spaces of constant curvature, connected with
one-indexed families of orthogonal polynomials, and to study their limit when the curvature
goes to zero. For such a purpose, it is worth recalling that problems in curved spaces can
be alternatively seen as problems arising from a deformation of the canonical commuta-

tion relations or from the presence of a position-dependent (effective) mass (PDM) in the
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Schrédinger equation [29, 30]. In view of the utmost relevance of the PDM concept in a
wide variety of physical situations, such as in energy density many-body problems, in elec-
tronic properties of semi-conductors and quantum dots, in quantum liquids, *He clusters,
and metal clusters, such a relationship enhances the physical interest of the extensions to
be derived here. From a mathematical viewpoint, it is also the simplest approach for con-
structing these extensions by using a link [31] between deformed shape invariance (DSI) and
point canonical transformations (PCT) [32] and the fact that the constant-mass problems
resulting from the use of the latter have well-known rational extensions.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, the oscillator and Kepler-Coulomb
systems in d-dimensional spaces with a constant curvature are presented, as well as their
bound-state energies and wavefunctions, together with the equivalent deformed and PDM
problems. In Section 3, the concept of deformed supersymmetry (DSUSY) is reviewed and
the DSI of the two systems is proved. In Section 4, the PCT method is applied and each
system is shown to lead to two different systems in Euclidean space according to the sign of
the curvature. In Section 5, the inverse PCT is used to construct some rational extensions
of the systems in curved space from known ones of the corresponding systems in Euclidean

space. Finally, Section 6 contains the conclusion.

II OSCILLATOR AND KEPLER-COULOMB
PROBLEMS IN CONSTANT-CURVATURE
SPACES

Let us start from d-dimensional classical nonlinear systems described by Hamiltonians of

the type [17]
2
H:Zp?+)\<2$ipi> +V(r) = (L+ X)) pl =AY T2+ V(r (2.1)
7 7 7 1<j
where units are chosen so that 2m = 1, all summations run over ¢,57 = 1,2,...,d, J;; =

x;p; — x;p; denotes an angular momentum component, and r? = 3, 27 with r running on

(0,4+00) or (0,1/4/]|A]) according to whether A > 0 or A < 0. For the potential V(r), we



are going to consider either a nonlinear harmonic oscillator (NLHO),

B(B+ \)r?

V(r; B) = VRt

(2.2)
or a nonlinear Kepler-Coulomb (NLKC) potential,
V(r; Q) = —%\/1 + Ar2. (2.3)

The resulting Hamiltonian may be interpreted as describing an oscillator or a Kepler-
Coulomb problem in a space of constant curvature k = —\ [12] [17].

The quantization of (2]) has been studied in two [21], 22] and three [23] dimensions,
but it can be easily extended to d dimensions. On replacing /1 + A\r2p; and Jij by the
operators —iv/T + Ar2d/dx; and Jy; = —i(x;0/0x; — x;0/0x;), respectively, we arrive at

H=— ((1 + M)A + )xrag + )sz) +V(r)
r

or? or r?

- _ ((1 + )\rz)a—z +(d—1+ d)\rz)g — J—2> +V(r),

where J? = Yoic i jf] and A denotes the Laplacian in a d-dimensional Euclidean space (note
that here h is taken equal to one).
The corresponding Schrodinger equation is separable in hyperspherical coordinates and

gives rise to the radial equation

d? 1d l(l+d-2)
( (14 Ar )dr2 (d—1+dr )rdr + = +V(r) 5) R(r) =0, (2.5)
where J2 has been replaced by its eigenvalues [(I +d —2), 1 =0, 1, 2, .... The differential

operator in (Z.35)) is formally self-adjoint with respect to the measure (1 + Ar?)~1/2pd=1qp,

Schrodinger equation (2.5) can be written in an alternative form as

(~VFT ) g T+ Vi) = B) 6i0) = (2:6)

where
f(r) =vV1+ N2,
E=&-i\d-1) (2.7)
W(r) = DR R R(r),
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and V(r) is either
Cala—1) BB+ N

V(r;l, B) ORI 72(r) (28)
Vi) = 1 Q. (2.9)

with a = [ + %. Equation (2.6]) can be interpreted as a deformed Schrédinger equation
written in terms of a deformed momentum, whose components are &; = \/ f(r)pi\/ f(r), or
as a PDM Schrodinger equation

(_m—1/4(r)%m—l/z(r)%m—lM(T) +V(r) - E) Y(r) =0 (2.10)

with m(r) = 1/f2(r) [29]. Here the ordering of the PDM m(r) and the differential operator
d/dr is that of Mustafa and Mazharimousavi [33]. Note that other orderings are possible
[34] and that their usefulness may depend on the physical problem in hand.

The bound-state solutions of Eq. (2.5) or (2:6]) can be easily found by conventional
methods. Instead of expressing them in terms of the hypergeometric function, as was done
in some previous studies in low-dimensional spaces [15] [16], 22} 23], we prefer to follow an
approach used in some more recent works [25, 28] and to identify the precise nature of the
orthogonal polynomials that are involved.

For the NLHO, the bound-state wavefunctions can be written as

1 B_1

b (131, B) o 1o f= 5 PUTE TR (1o, (2.11)

T

in terms of Jacobi polynomials [35], with corresponding energy eigenvalues

2
E, (I,B)=p02n+d)—\ <n + %) = B(4n, +2a + 1) — M\(2n, + a)?,

n=2n, + 1. (2.12)
The range of n, values in (211 and (2.12) is determined from the normalizability of the
radial wavefunctions R,, (r;1, ) with respect to the measure r¢~!f~1dr or of the functions

. (131, B) with respect to the measure dr, the interval of integration being (0, 1/4/ |>\\)
for A < 0 or (0, +00) for A > 0. The results read

1,2,... if
:{Q” A <0, (2.13)

O>1a2>---a(nr)maxa (nr)max < % - % lf)\ > O
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For the NLKC, the bound-state energy eigenvalues are given by

B ,Q) =L =&

4n? 4(n, +a)? A, +a)?, n=n+a, (2.14)

while the corresponding wavefunctions are either
iQ —n+AJQ43—n—Ajgf 1
b (1:1,Q) VA 1y %A)<_j;>

Al
iQ Q ,—n+1
TN T )< £|>
T

(2.15)

for A <0 or

138, Q) " = p TR (L) o)

for A > 0. In Eq. (215, instead of Jacobi polynomials with complex indices and complex

argument, we have also used the less known Romanovski polynomials with real indices and
real argument [30, B7]. The range of n, values, determined from wavefunction normaliz-

ability, is now

0,1,2,... if A <0,
_ (2.17)

0,1,2, ..., (")maxs (M) max < % —a ifA>0.

IIT DEFORMED SUPERSYMMETRY AND DE-
FORMED SHAPE INVARIANCE

Deformed Schrédinger equations of type (2.6]) can be discussed in terms of DSUSY [30]. In

the simplest one-step version, one considers a pair of first-order differential operators

A (4t) = T ) T + W), (31)

where the superpotential depends on some set of parameters p, such that the starting

Hamiltonian (depending on p) can be factorized as

~ ~

Hy = A" () A~ () + 0. (3:2)



Here ¢y denotes the energy eigenvalue of the chosen seed function ¢q(r; @) of the corre-
sponding Schrodinger equation, which is a function annihilated by A_(u). In terms of such
a seed function, the superpotential can be written as

d
W(rs ) = —f - Togeo(ri ) — £ f" (33

where a prime denotes a derivative with respect to r.

The partner of Hy reads

~

Hy = A~ (A" (1) + (3.4)

and the pair of Hamiltonians intertwine with A*(u) and A~ (u) as
A (w)Hy = FyA™(p), AT (w)H, = HoA" (). (3.5)

The corresponding potentials Vy(r; p) and Vi(r; p) can be written in terms of the superpo-

tential as
Vo(r; ) = W2(r; ) F f(r)W'(r 1) + 0. (3.6)
Let us consider the case where the starting Hamiltonian Hy is that involved in Eq. 29
and the seed function ¢g(r; ) is the corresponding ground-state wavefunction. For the
NLHO, i.e., for p = (1, 8), Vo(r; m) = V(r;1, ), and po(r; ) = o(r; 1, B) (see Egs. (2.8)
and (2.I10)), we obtain

W(r;l,8) = —%f(r) + %, €0 = B(2a+ 1) — \a?, (3.7)

while for the NLKC, i.e., for p = (I,Q), Vo(r;u) = V(r;1,Q), and po(r; u) = vo(r;1, Q)
(see Egs. (2.9), [2.15)), and (2.16])), we get

€ = ——— — A\a’. (3.8)

Q 2
24’ 4q2

W(ril,Q) = —=f(r)+

Furthermore, the partner potential, obtained from B.6) as Vi(r;u) = Vo(r;p) +
2f(r)W'(r; ), is given by

Vst ) = U BT s v+ p-n 428 (9




or

W) = 1D L) = v 4 1,) (3.10)

respectively. This shows that the NLHO and the NLKC exhibit a DSI property: up to
some additive constant, their partner in DSUSY is similar in shape and differs only in the
parameters that appear in them.

Such a property enables us to construct a hierarchy of Hamiltonians

H, = A" () A~ () +Ze], i=0,1,2,..., (3.11)
associated with a set of potentials V;(r; u;), i =0, 1, 2, ..., with g, = p and such that
Hipy = A_(Nz’)AJF(Nz’) + Z € (3.12)
=0

In other words, the first-order operators
A () = FV T T + W ) (313)
fulfil a DSI condition
A7 () AY () = AT (i) A~ (i) + €1, 1=0,1,2,.., (3.14)
or, equivalently,
W2(rs ) + W' (s ) = W2 piga) = FOOW (5 pig) + €4,
i=0,1,2,.... (3.15)
Furthermore, the Hamiltonians (3.11]) satisfy intertwining relations
HA () = AN(p)Hiy,  A™(p)Hy = Hi A (). (3.16)

In the NLHO and NLKC cases, we find

= (41,0 —1i)), 1=0,1,2,...,
(3.17)
e =408 —4Na+2i — 1), i=1,2,...,



and
po=(10+i,Q), i=0,1,2,...,
Q* Q* , :
i = - — \(2a+ 2i — 1), ~1,2,...,
S et dai Mat2i-D,

(3.18)

respectively.

As in standard SI [38] [39], the energy eigenvalues can be found from the ¢;’s as

Ny

En (o) = Y e (3.19)

i=0
This can be directly checked by using Eqs. (3.7), (3.8), (3.17), and (B.1])), and compar-
ing the results with (2.12)) and (2.I4). In addition, on applying a product of operators
At (o)At (py) - - ~fl+(,unr_1) on a partner ground-state wavefunction v(r; p,, ), one can
in principle build the whole set of excited bound-state wavefunctions v, (r; p,) of the initial
Hamiltonian. In practice, however, this method is difficult to work out except for the lowest
n, values, because the polynomials appearing in the wavefunctions satisfy some complicated
differential-difference equations.

A simpler method to get both the spectrum and the wavefunctions without resorting
to the direct resolution of the Schrédinger equation is to consider the PCT method, as we

will proceed to show in Section 4.

IV POINT CANONICAL TRANSFORMATIONS
LEADING TO CONSTANT-MASS PROBLEMS

A deformed (or PDM) Schrédinger equation

(~ VI T T+ V) ) () = B 1) (1)

can be mapped onto a constant-mass Schrodinger one

<_dd_; UG ) 00 (0) = 20, 0 (12)

by some changes of variable and of function [31, 32

T drl
u(r) =&o(r) +n,  o(r) = 70

Pn, (u(r)) o< A/ f (1), (1 (4.4)

(4.3)



while the two potentials and their corresponding energy eigenvalues are related by
V(r)=&U(u(r) +¢, E, =%, +C(. (4.5)

Here &, n, and ¢ denote three arbitrary real constants.

For the choice of f(r) made in (2.7)), we obtain

o(r) = o arcsin(/[\[r) if A <0, (46)

% arcsinh(vAr) — if A > 0.

The potentials U(u; A, B) obtained by the PCT given above are listed in Table 1 for the
two types of potential V' (r) considered here and the two possibilities for the A sign. They
are known in the literature as Poschl-Teller I (or trigonometric Poschl-Teller), Péschl-Teller
IT (or hyperbolic Péschl-Teller), Rosen-Morse I (or trigonometric Rosen-Morse), and Eckart
potentials, respectively [40} 41], 42]. We shall henceforth denote them as PT I, PT II, RM
I, and E. Such potentials are defined on (0, %), (0, +00), (0,), and (0, +-00), respectively.

Table I: Potentials U(u; A, B) obtained for the NLHO and NLKC with both A signs.

Virsp) A £ ¢ U(u; A, B) A, B
NLHO A<0 Al 0 —5BB—-1A)  A(A-1)esc?u+ B(B—1)sec’u  a, %
NLHO A>0 VA 0  L(BB+))  A(A-1)csch’®u— B(B+1)sech’®u a, &
NLKC A<0 +/[\ © 0 A(A —1)esc?u + 2B cotu a =
NLKC A>0 +vA 0 0 A(A — 1) csch? u — 2B coth u a, %

Their bound-state energy eigenvalues and wavefunctions are listed in Tables 2 and 3,
respectively. On using the PCT given in Eqs. (£3)—(Z0), it is straightforward to check that
they directly lead to the results given in Eqs. (2Z11)-(2.17).
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Table II: Bound-state energy eigenvalues of the potentials U(u; A, B) of Table 1.

Uu; A, B) e,

PT I (A+B+2n,)% n,=0,1,2...

PT 1T —(A=B+2n,)%, n,=0,1,2,...,(n)max < 5(B— A)
RM I (A+nr)2—ﬁ, n,=0,1,2,...

E —(A+n,) = g, e =0,1,2, ., () < VB — A

Table III: Bound-state wavefunctions of the potentials U(u; A, B) of Table 1.

U(u; A, B) ¢, (u; A, B)

PTI (sinu)?(cos u)BPygTA_%’B_%)(cos 2u)

PT II (sinh u)“(cosh u)_BPn(:‘_%’_B_%)(cosh 2u)

RM I (sin u)A+”TeB“/(A+"T)P,$T_A_m_#E:“"_A_nﬁAiﬁ“‘)(icot u)
o (sin )4+ eB“/(AJF”T)Rr(L:% A=) (cot u)

E (sinh u)A+7re=Bu/(A+nr) p] (cothu)

T

V.  RATIONAL EXTENSIONS OF THE OSCILLA-
TOR AND KEPLER-COULOMB PROBLEMS IN
CURVED SPACES

Rational extensions of the PT I [3, B, [6], PT II [4, 6l 11}, RM I [43], and E [10, 11]
potentials have been obtained in the literature as partners of conventional potentials in
one-step SUSY. By applying the inverse of the PCT, presented in Section 4, we can build
from them rational extensions of the NLHO and NLKC for both A signs. For illustration’s

sake, we are going to consider here in detail two of the four possible cases.
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A Rational extensions of the NLHO with A < 0
1 Rational extensions of the PT I potential

The rational extensions of the PT I potential belong to three different types I, II, or III,
according to the kind of seed function that is used to construct the partner. Such seed
functions and their corresponding energies can be written as (see, e.g., [5, [44])
or(u; A, B) = ¢p(u; A,1—B), el (A, B)=3(A—B+1+2m)
B>m+ %,
on(u; A, B) = ¢p(u;1— A, B), el (A, B)=1(B—A+1+2m)’
A>m+ %, >
om(u; A, B) = ¢p(u;1 — A, 1— B),  en(A,B)=1(—A—B+2+2m)’
A,B>m+%, m even,
where the ¢,,’s are the functions given in Table 3.
To obtain for the partner some rationally-extended PT I potential with given A and B
parameters, we have to start from a conventional potential with different parameters A’,

B’, which depend on the type considered. The results read
Up(u) = U(u; A, B'),

d?
Ui(u) =U(u; A", B') — Qﬁ log o (u; A', B') (5.2)

= U™ (u; A, B) = U(u; A, B) + UV (u; A, B),

ext rat

where
( GAP) AP GAP) 2
U (u; A, B) = 84 257 (4.B) (1—27) @B (W) ’ @ =cos2u, (5:3)

a dot denotes a derivative with respect to z, and we have for the three different types

A—3
M A=A-1, B =B+1, %&W@:R§2B (2), B>m—4i;

2

1
A =A+1l, B=B-1, ¢ =P " e), Asm—1 o
A, _ pl-A-3-B-3) ‘
() A=A+1, B'=B+1, ¢ =Py 7 (), AB>m-1

m evel.
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For types I and II, the two partners Uy(u) and Uy (u) are strictly isospectral, so that the

spectrum of the latter is given by
ngrxt) = (A+ B +2n,)?, n,=0,1,2,..., for type I or II, (5.5)

whereas, for type III, the inverse of the seed function being normalizable, we get an extra

bound state below the spectrum of Up(u), hence

&Y — (A + B+ 2n, + 2)%, n,=-m-—1,01,2,..., for type III. (5.6)

e

The partner wavefunctions corresponding to n, = 0, 1, 2, ..., are obtained from the

wavefunctions ¢, (u; A’, B') of the starting potential Uy(u) by applying the first-order dif-

ferential operator % — % log wm(u; A, B'). They can be written as
ex (bO(uu A, B) m
619 (u; A, B) o ngg(z A B), (5.7)

where, for type I or II, Q,({:b) (z; A, B) is a (m+n, )th-degree polynomial in z and n, runs over
{0,1,2,...}, whereas, for type III, QSZ.L)(Z; A, B) is a (m+mn, + 1)th-degree polynomial with
n. € {—m—1,0,1,2,...} and Q(_@L_l(z; A, B) = 1. Due to the orthogonality properties
of bound-state wavefunctions, in all three cases the polynomials ng)(z; A, B) constitute
families of orthogonal polynomials on (=1, +1) with respect to the measure (1 — z)4~2 (1 +
z)B‘% (gT(nA ’B)(z)) - dz. From the absence of scattering states, it results that these families

also form complete sets and therefore qualify as EOP families.
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2 Rational extensions of the NLHO with A < 0

On applying Egs. (43)), (£4), and ([.0), as well as data contained in Table 1, the seed

functions (5.1) are transformed into

Xon (131, B) = Y (r; L [N = B),

EL(1,B) =—2p (2m+a+%)+\)\|(2m+a+1)2, m<%—%,
Xg(’l“;l,ﬁ) :wM(T;_l_d_l_Zﬁ)?
EXN1,B) =28 <2m—a+g) +|A|(2m —a+ 1), m<a—%, (5.8)

Xon (131, 8) = Y (15 =1 — d + 2, |A] = B),
EMN1,B) = —28 <2m —a+ g) +Al2m—a+2)*, m<a-— %,
m<%—§, m even,
where the ,,’s are given in Eq. (2.11)).
Furthermore, from Eq. (£I) and Table 1, the partners (Up(u),U(u)), defined in
Egs. (52)-(&.4), give rise to partners

Vo(r) =V (r; 1, B'),

(5.9)
Vi(r) = Vaa (s 1.B) + 7 = V(s 1 B) + Vit (r: 1, B) + 7,
where
.(1,8) (1,5) (1,8)
m Pm Pm Pm
Vit (:1,8) = 8| € 275 — (1= 2%) | 5 = ( (MJ’)) o F=1-200 (5.10)
Pm Pm DPm
and a dot still denotes a derivative with respect to z. Here, for the three different types,
we get
a—3_ B _1
MU=1-1, §=+N, p) =P 30 529
g 1
242,
m i + 5
Ca—l B _3
=141 F=4-A. i) =P e, =8 - ),
1 (5.11)
m<a-+ 57
Ca—l_B 1
W =141, F =8+, ph() =P 303 2 o
1 1
m<a—|—§, m<%+§, m even.
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Note that the presence of the additive constant « in (5.9)) is due to the dependence of ¢ on
B (see Table 1) and the fact that the latter assumes different values for the two partners.
So for type I, for instance, the PCT changes U(u; A —1, B+ 1) into V(r;l — 1,5+ |\]) =
IAMU(u; A—1,B+1) — B(B+|A])/|Al, whereas Ue(u; A, B) is modified into Vi (r; 1, 8) =
AMUext(u; A, B) — B(8 —|A|)/|A|- Since U(u; A—1, B+ 1) and Uy (u; A, B) are isospectral,
to get the same property for the image potentials, we have to consider V(r;l — 1,5 + |A|)
and Vex (151, 8) + B(8 = [A)/[Al = B8 + [AD/IA] = Vexe(r; 1, B) — 26. A similar reasoning
applies to the other two types.

For type I or 11, the spectra of Vy(r) and Vi (r) are given by E, (I',3"), n, =0, 1, 2, ...,
(see Eq. (212)). From this, it results that Vi (r;[, 5) has exactly the same spectrum as
V(r;l,p), i.e

EY(1.8) = B(dn, + 2a+ 1) + |A[(2n, +a)?, n, =0,1,2,..., for type Lor II. (5.12)

Ty

On the other hand, we get

ECY(1,8) = B(4n, +2a+5) + [A(2n, +a+2)%, n,=-m—1,0,1,2,...,
for type III. (5.13)

The corresponding wavefunctions, obtained from Eqs. (4.4) and (5.7)), read

%( L,B)

QM (21, ), (5.14)
pm ( )

P (31, B) o

where the polynomials ng’)(z; [, 3) can be written as

1 a—%ﬂ %
Qi (z;1,8) = (|§| + )pgbﬁ)pfgr S+d)

1 1643
T3t K” e |§\ PPl
a3, B 41

_(mm_l%_l) PP A+2)}= n,=0,1,2,..., (5.15)

1 a §7ﬂ_l
312 (ntas 2 )po Y
2 Al ’
18 _3
_ (m —a+ |/‘%| _ 1)p£711__115+|)\)PTST+2 BY 2):| ’ — 0’ 1’ 2’ ’ (5 16)
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and

Q. (1, 8) = [ﬁ—@—<£+a+1) } g)l@ﬁ)prfr BBt

Al A
1 at3 243
el (oo Bt
41841
< |_f|)pgb 115 I/\\)P,ST 2 A+2):|’ n.=0,1,2,..., (5.17)
Q" _\(%1,5) =1, (5.18)

for types I, II, and III, respectively. They constitute orthogonal and complete fami-
lies of polynomials (i.c., EOP) on (—1,41) with respect to the measure (1 — z)*2(1 4

-2
)m 3 (p(l 5)( )) dz.
In Appendix A, it is shown that for A — 07, the extended NLHO problem reduces to

the well-known extended oscillator one in Euclidean space.

3 Deformed supersymmetry properties

By the inverse of the PCT defined in Section 4, the conventional SUSY relation between
the partners Up(u) and Uy (u) of Eq. (5.2) is converted into a DSUSY relation between the
partners Vy(r) and Vi(r) of Eq. (5.9). The superpotential characterizing the latter is given
by
(m) Y d Y 1 /
W (e U, BY) = = f——log X (r; U, ) — S, (5.19)
dr 2

which yields

a—1 Br pﬁ,{bﬁ)

W (rl—1,84|\) = — f— - — [ (lﬁ for type I,
a r pSn 4
W (41,6 —|)\|) = ;f—i—(ﬁ— W)__f—(lﬁ) for type II, (5.20)
Pm
(1,8)1
W (r 141,68+ |\) = 5f7“ pm for type III,

the corresponding ¢, in (3.2)) being an(l—l,ﬁ+\)\|), EE(HLB— IA]), and EM(I+1, B+])|),

respectively. In the three cases, we can write

VI (150, B) 4y = V(s U, B) + 2f W (s 1) ). (5.21)
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As shown in Section 3, the starting potential V(r;1’, ") in this DSUSY construction
satisfies a DSI property with a partner given by V(r; '+ 1, 8+ |A|) +25’. One may wonder
whether the final potential VC(Xt (r;1, 8) + «v in such a construction has a similar property
too. As we plan to show, the answer is affirmative in the two isospectral cases I and II.

Let us indeed consider now a superpotential

W (1,6) = T logfe™ (5, 0) — 1 f (5.22)
with
w7 (rs1,B) o LD g ) (5.23)
P (2)
and
o (et ) = (15 +3) s = g (mo a5 = 1) W Y6 )
or

00 == (0t ) s - 3 (m -t S 1) =l 9)

for type I or II, respectively. On using the definition of ps,lm’ﬁ )(z) in terms of Jacobi poly-
nomials, given in Eq. (BI1]), and the expansion of these polynomials into powers, it is

straightforward to rewrite Q((]m)(z; [,5) as

1
O (it ) = (545 —m ) M) for e (5.20
and
1
i (21, 8) = (m—a 2) pELAFAD () for type 1L (5.27)
Combining Egs. (522) and (5.23) with (5.26) or (5.27)) yields
(I+1,8+[Al) (L,8)
(m) . 5’/" Pm Pm
W (151, 8) = __f+ 7 —f (p(l+1,ﬁ+)\|) o p(l,ﬁ)) (5.28)

for both types. Hence the partner of ym (7’; [, 3) 4+ v is obtained as

ext

Vi (131, B) + 5 + 2f W (151, B) = Vs (i L+ 1, B+ [A) + 7 + 28, (5.29)
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which proves the DSI property of type I or Il extended potentials.
We may summarize the various DSUSY transformations that we have performed in the
commutation diagrams

W (r;l—1,6+|A])
—

Virsl=1,8+|A]) Vi(r;l, B4 2[A)) +2(8 + [A])

W(’”)(r;l—l,ﬁﬂkl)l lW(m)(r;lﬁJr?MI)
Vi, 8) -2 —— VI (141,84 A
wi (ri1,8)
ext LAl
and
W(r;l+1,8—|X
Vil+1,8—A) ALy 2, 8) 4+ 2(8 — |A))
W(m)(r;l+1,ﬁ—\>\l)l lW(m)(r;l+2,ﬁ)
Ve L B) 428 = A ———— V@ (ril 4+ 1A+ |A]) +2(26 — )
Wt (31,8)

valid for types I and II, respectively. In these diagrams, the horizontal arrows correspond

to DSI transformations.

B Rational extensions of the NLKC with A > 0

1 Rational extensions of the E potential

The rational extensions of the E potential also belong to three different types I, II, or III,

according to the choice of seed function [10],

B2
1, . _ . I _ 2
o (u; A, B) = ¢ (u; A, B), e, (A, B) = —(A+m) 7(A+m)2’
A>1, A? < B < A(A+m),
2
gpg(u;A, B) = ¢n(u;1 — A, B), 6;11(/1, B)=—(A—m— 1)2 — —B ,
(A—m—1)2
: (5.30)
§(m+1)<A<m+1, B > A?,
B2
e A B) = ‘1— A. B WA RY=—(A—-—m-—12 - — —
(pm (u7 ) ) ¢m(u7 9 )7 6m( 9 ) ( m ) (A —m — 1>27

A>m+1, B > A? m even,

where the ¢,,’s are the functions given in Table 3.
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Here the two partners read
Uo(u) = U(u; A, B),
d2
Ui(u) = U(u; A, B) — 2@ log o (u; A', B) (5.31)

= UL (w; A, B) = Ulw; A, B) + U (w; A, B),

ext

where

g(A,B) g.(A,B) (A4,B)\ 2
Ur(:;)(u;A,B):2(1—z2) 22—(A’B) —(1-2% a5 ( (A,B)) -—m g,
z = cothu, (5.32)

and a dot denotes a derivative with respect to z. For the three different types, we get

() A'=A—1, g{AP)(z) = Pleni(z),
o B

") =—A41-m+t ———
A>2 (A-1<B<(A-1)(A-1+m);

() A= A1, gfo(e) = Bloomston(z)
()
B—m—l
1
gm—1) <A<m, B> (A+1)%
() A" = A+1, gtP(z) = Pl fmi(z),
A_m—1
— Atm+
<5—m—1) m A— m7
A>m, B> (A+1)? m even.

—A+m=

(5.33)

A—m’

As before, for type I or II, the two partners are isospectral, whereas for type III, there

appears an extra bound state below the spectrum of Uy(u). For the bound-state spectrum

of Uy (u), we therefore get

B2
5£LOTXt):—(A—1+n7«>2—m, nT:O,l,...,(nr)max<\/E_A+1,
( t) A 2 B2 ' \/_
gnex = - +1+n) = =01, (n)nx <VB—-A—-1,
o=l U o g (nr) (5.34)
B2
(ext):_A 1 2
o S s S L

n,n:—m—l,(),l,...,(n,,)max<\/E—A—l,
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for types I, II, and III, respectively. The corresponding wavefunctions can be written in a
form similar to (5.7)), except that ¢o(u; A, B) is replaced by (sinh u)A=1+mre=Bu/(A=l+nr) for
type I and by (sinh u)A+1+nre=Bw/(A+14n0) for type 1T or 111

2 Rational extensions of the NLKC with A > 0

On proceeding as for the NLHO, we get from (5.30)—(%.33)) the three seed functions

X (111, Q) = ¥ (131, Q),
Q2

I _ _ 2
gm(l>Q) - 4(a+m)2 )‘(a+m) 9
Q
a>1, o< —=<ala+m),
2v/ A ( )
2
11 l — _Q— Y o -1 2
5m( 7Q) 4(@ —m — 1)2 (a m ) ’ (535)
1(m—i—l)<a<m—i—1 i>a2
2 ) 2\/X )
ng,l(/r; l> Q) = wm(rv _l - d+ 27 Q)a
2
III Q 2
-__ 0 @ _ —m—1
a>m-+1, i > a®, m even,
2V
and the sets of partner potentials
Vo(r) =V (r;1',Q),
m) ) (5.36)
‘/1(7”> :‘/ext (TalaQ) :V(T;luQ)+‘/1rat (T;lv )7
where
(1,Q) (1,Q) (1Q)\ 2
m Pm Pm Pm
‘/r(at )(T; la Q) = 2)‘(1 - 22) 2z 1,Q) - (1 - 22) 1,Q) - < (LQ)) -—m,,
1 2
g YIHAT (5.37)
Vr
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and a dot denotes a derivative with respect to z. For the three different types, we get

O 1=1-1, pz) = Pt z)

am\ B Q
(5m)— a+1 mi?ﬁ(a—l%—m)’

a>2, (a—17?<—=—<(a—1)(a—1+m);
\/_
) U =141, pL(z)= pia-mr=fm)(z),
QO_m—1 Q
=—a+m+*t ——"——,
(ﬁmA) 2v/\(a —m) (5.38)
1 Q 9
—(m—-1)<a<m, —>(a+1)5
5m—1) S D)
M) ' =1+1, ph9(z) = Pio-mr=Fm)(z),
QO_m—1 Q
=—a+m+*t ——"—,
(5—m—1) 2\/X(a —m)
Q 2
a>m, —=>(a+1)°, meven.
Vo (a+1)
The spectrum of V;m (r;1, Q) is obtained in the form
2
EC(,Q) = — ¢ - A —1
E0Q) = e~ Al ta =1
Q
n?“:()71727"’7n7“max< —_a+17
(nr) Wil
EEY (1 Q) = — & — An, +a+1)?
e 4(n, +a+1)2 " ’
(5.39)
n,=0,1,2 (N ) max < @ —a—1
T ) Y AR T /max 2\/X )
Q2

(ext . 1 2
(@)= A(n, 4 a+1)? Mar+at1)%

Q
n?“:_m_17071727"'7n7‘max< ——CL—l,
() \/ 2vA

for types I, II, and III, respectively.
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The bound-state wavefunctions can be written as

Pl L2 (f \/XT)Q/[NX(H—U}
x

W (r; 1, Q) Q™ (1, Q),

P (2)
m Q2 - 4)\(n - 1)2(a - 1)2 Anp s Py
Q™ (21,Q) = (=1 plb@ plonsfnr) 510
Q= 4Ma—1+m)’(a =1 141.0) pan o) '
—_ pm—l Pn T r ,
(a—14+m)? "
(O‘“T) 1Y + 0,1,....(n)
=N NN n=n, a, n, =Y, 1,..., (1 )max,
B, 2v/A(n —1)
for type I, or
o ,r,n+1f—1/2 f— \/Xr Q/12VX(n+1)) -
U (11,Q) VAT QM (=:1.Q),
pm(2)
2—4X(n+1)*(a+ 1)
(m) l — Q (Z7Q)P(anr7ﬁnr)
Qnr (Z7 7Q> 4)\(71 + 1)2 D nr—1 (541)
+ (m+1)(2a — m + 1)plHhY plonrhur)
oy Q
"l=—m—-1+—7—— n=n.+a, n.=0,1,...,(%)max,
(67%) 2V (n + 1) (n:)
for type II or III, with the addition of ¥ (r:1, Q) with
0" (%1,Q) =1 (5.42)

in the type III case. It is worth observing here that due to the presence of n, in the n-
dependent function multiplying Qg?)(z; [,Q) in (5.40) and (5.41]), these polynomials satisfy
rather complicated orthogonality relations, so that, strictly speaking, they do not qualify
as EOP.

In Appendix B, it is shown that for A — 07, the extended NLKC problem reduces to

the well-known extended Kepler-Coulomb one in Euclidean space.

3 Deformed supersymmetry properties

As it occurs in the NLHO case, the relation between V;(r) and Vi(r) of Eq. (B.36]) can be
discussed in a DSUSY framework with a superpotential of the type

d
W1, Q) = = f—-log xm(r; I, Q) = %f’. (5.43)
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From Eq. (5.35), we get

€,Q)
_ 1 N
WO —1,0)— 2L Eme @ P for type L.
r 2(a—1+m) k@ (5.44)

for type II or III,

and the corresponding €y in (3.2) is £L,(1 - 1,Q), EX(1+1,Q) = EX(1+ 1, Q), respectively.

In all three cases, we obtain

VI (1, Q) = V(r U, Q) + 2f W (11, Q). (5.45)

ext

In analogy with the DSI property of the potential V' (r; ', Q) relating it with V (r; I'+1, Q)
(see Eq. (BI0)), we may inquire into what happens to its partner Ve():?) (r;1,Q) in the

isospectral cases I and II. Let us therefore consider a superpotential

d 1
W (r1.Q) = —f - log g™ (r:1,Q) = ', (5.46)
where s
o palp=1/2( £ /X @/12VAa-1)]
0 (r31,Q) o« U VA P9 () (5.47)
P~ (2)
or

,r,a+1f—1/2(f - \/X,,,)Q/[%/X(a-l-l)] (141.0) 18
1,Q) Pr+1 (Z) ( : )
Pm (Z)

for type I or II, respectively. In other words,

(+1,Q) (1,Q)
(m),.. _a—1 Q L PmdT pm

(1, Q) o

and

(I+1,Q) LR
(m) .. o a+tl Q L (Pmyl Pm
Wext (T7 l? Q) - r f _l_ 2(@ + 1) f pg:}l@) pgle) fOI' type II (550)

The partner of V(m)(r; [, Q) is obtained in the form

ext
Vi (r51,Q) + 2f Wi (r1,Q) = VT (14 1,Q), (5.51)
where the upper (resp. lower) sign applies to type I (resp. II).
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We conclude that the isospectral rationally-extended potentials satisfy an enlarged and
deformed shape invariance (EDSI) condition. By enlarged we mean that the new rationally-
extended potentials obtained by deletion of their ground state can be obtained by trans-
lating not only the [ parameter (as for conventional potentials), but also the degree m of
the polynomial arising in the denominator. This generalizes to DSUSY a property already
observed in standard SUSY [9] 10 [TT].

The various DSUSY transformations performed here are summarized in the two follow-

ing commutation diagrams

Virl—1,Q) S5y, Q)
W(m)(T?l—lyQ)l lW(77L71)(7‘;lJQ)
Vi (ril, Q) ————— Vi V(1 +1,Q)
Wi (ri1,Q)
and l
Virl+1,Q) YUy 4 2,)
W"")(T;HLQ)l lWWH)(r;zger)
VI, Q) ———— VIl +1,Q)
Wi (ril,Q)

for types I and II, respectively. In these diagrams, the upper (resp. lower) horizontal arrows
correspond to DSI (resp. EDSI) transformations.

It also worth mentioning that type II extended Kepler-Coulomb potentials in Euclidean
space, obtained in the A — 07 limit (see Appendix B), inherit the enlarged shape invari-
ance property of the corresponding extended NLKC ones. In other words, the partner of

limy o+ ym (r;1,Q) in standard SUSYQM is limy_ o+ V(m+1)(r;l + 1,Q). As far as the

ext ext

author knows, this property has not been observed so far.

VI CONCLUSION

In the present paper, we have studied the quantum oscillator and Kepler-Coulomb problems
in d-dimensional spaces with constant curvature x from several viewpoints.

It has proved convenient to consider them as described by deformed Schrodinger equa-

tions with a deforming function f(r) = v/1 4 Ar2, where A = —k. In a DSUSY approach,
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the two nonlinear potentials have been shown to exhibit a DSI property, generalizing the
SI one characterizing the oscillator and Kepler-Coulomb ones in Euclidean space.

By using the PCT method, each of the deformed Schrodinger equations has been mapped
onto two distinct conventional ones according to the sign of the curvature. The potentials
arising in such conventional Schrodinger equations having well-known rational extensions,
the inverse PCT has allowed us to derive some rational extensions of the deformed poten-
tials. Detailed results have been presented for the NLHO on the sphere and for the NLKC
in a hyperbolic space by starting from rationally-extended PT I and E potentials. When-
ever the curvature goes to zero, such results have been proved consistent with well-known
rational extensions of the oscillator and Kepler-Coulomb problems in Euclidean space.

The partnership between nonextended and extended NLHO and NLKC potentials has
been interpreted in a DSUSY framework. In the isospectral cases, the extended NLHO
potentials have been shown to exhibit a DSI property, similar to that characterizing the
nonextended potential, while for the extended NLKC potentials, such a DSI property has
to be enlarged by admitting a change in the degree m of the polynomial arising in the
denominator. This is the first known case where the shape invariance is both deformed and
enlarged.

Considering multi-indexed rational extensions and corresponding orthogonal polynomi-
als would be a very interesting topic for future investigation. Another open question for
future work would be the possibility of transferring to the NLHO the more general one-step

rational extensions of the PT I potential based on the use of para-Jacobi polynomials [44].

APPENDIX A: LIMIT OF THE NLHO PROBLEM
AND OF ITS RATIONAL EXTENSIONS

The purpose of this Appendix is to study the limit of the NLHO problem and of its rational
extensions when the curvature goes to zero.
For A — 0 (and therefore f(r) — 1), it is clear that the quantum NLHO problem,

defined in Eqs. (2.0) and (2.8)), reduces to the conventional harmonic oscillator problem
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in a d-dimensional Euclidean space. It is also obvious that the corresponding bound-
state spectrum, given in (2.I2)) and (ZI3)), is consistent with well-known results in such a
space with n, running now over 0, 1, 2, .... The situation looks more complicated when
wavefunctions and extended potentials are considered.

The case of the NLHO wavefunctions (2.11]) is easily dealt with by using the limit
relation [35]

2

connecting Jacobi with Laguerre polynomials. This yields the usual result

a—l
lim b, (r;1, 3) o r“e_%BTQLSLT 2)(57‘2). (A.2)
A—=0

To compare the extended potentials, defined in Eqs. (5.9)—(5.11]), with known results

in Euclidean space, we have first to convert derivatives with respect to 2 = 1 — 2|\|r? into

derivatives with respect to r, then to use Eq. (A1), leading to

a3
LSn 2)(—iﬁ) for type I
,\lig{ PP (2) = Y (1) = Lf(n_a_ﬂ(t) (m <a-+ %) for type IT »  (A.3)

—a-1
L,(n 2)(—15) (m <a+ 3, meven) for type III

with t = 72, and finally to change derivatives with respect to r into derivatives with respect

to t (denoted by a hat). The result reads

(m) av i) i) i
lim V' (r;, B) = —4p w2l ) (A4)
A—0 qm qm qm

while the additive constant v — —23 for type I or III and v — 25 for type II. This agrees
with a d-dimensional generalization of some results previously obtained for d = 3 [45] 146].

Considering next the extended potential wavefunctions, given in Eqs. (5.14)—(EI8]), we
get from Eq. (A.I) the following results

roe=2hr
hm ’QbileXt) (T, l, ﬁ) [0 ¢ ENYNE
A—0— T )

D A QL) (A5)
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where
Jim QM (z;1,8)
) 25D + LSJZZ?@)} e IO Ay
for tgfpe I )
#0) |- @+ 8V D] - ot Vo

for type II )
#20) | (-a -y +0 L8P0 + 20| + Vsl

for tifpe 11 ,

\

for n, =0, 1, 2, ..., and limy_,o- Q(_T,z_l(z; [,5) = 1 in the type III case. This is again

consistent with results in [45], 46].

APPENDIX B: LIMIT OF THE NLKC PROBLEM
AND OF ITS RATIONAL EXTENSIONS

The purpose of this Appendix is to study the limit of the NLKC problem and of its rational
extensions when the curvature goes to zero.

The limit relation is not directly applicable to the NLKC wavefunctions (2.10)).
To be able to use it, we have first to transform the Jacobi polynomials in (2.16) according

to the relation

—1\"
P(a’ﬁ)(z) _ (_1>n (Z ) P(—2n—a—5—1,ﬁ)(2)7 z = Z T i’ (Bl)
2 —

which is easily proved by combining Egs. (22.5.42) and (22.5.43) of Ref. [35]. The NLKC

wavefunctions can then be rewritten in the alternative form
af—1/2 ne+ (2“ L=n—3 f) 2
U, (13 1,Q) o 1 fV2(f = V) EA Py L (2Af VA1), (B2)
which, in the A — 0% limit, yields

Jim i, (r; 1, Q) o O oy A (Q) , (B.3)

n
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in agreement with known results.
To determine the limit of the extended potentials, given in Eqs. (5.36)-(5.38)), we have
to first apply Eq. (B) again in order to transform pi® (z) into ps® (z), defined by

2a—3,8m) / =
o)y Pt (E(2) for type . B
D, (Z) (—2a—1,—B-m-1) /= ( : )
P (2(z)) for type II or III,

where 3, and _,,_; are given in Eq. (5.38) and z = 2(2) in Eq. (B). After doing this,

the rational part of the extended potentials becomes

-(1,Q) =(1,Q) -1,Q)\ 2
m Pm Pm Pm
VD riLQ) = 2a(1 - ) {2l - (1- ) pmr(ﬁa,@) B

where a dot still denotes a derivative with respect to z and the conditions on parameters
remain the same as in Eq. (5.38). In the A — 07 limit, it is clear that for type I no finite
angular momentum value can fulfil these conditions. Hence, only types II and III extended
potentials do exist in this limit. By performing for them several changes of variable as in

Appendix A, we get

2 0] NONG
V(1 0y = —o @[ dm (G
)\ligh V;at (Tu l7 Q) - 2(m _ a)2 qr(é) (q%)) ) (B6>

where

lim (=) = ¢ (1)

A—0t

nga—n(t)’ t=-"  a<m<2a+1 for type 1II,

m—

B {Lgn_za_l)(—t), t a?:ﬂ, m < a, meven for type IIL.

(B.7)

This agrees with known results in Euclidean space [47].
To get the limit of the corresponding wavefunctions (B.41), it is again convenient to
perform the Jacobi polynomial transformation (B.I). In such a way, these wavefunctions

can be put in the alternative form

af=1/2( £ _ /3y 14Q/2VAMN+1)]
P f TS = V) 0 (2:1,Q),

YD (11, Q) o

P (2)
- 2—dA\(n+1)*(a+1)?
m (41 0y = @ 250.Q) plats,fu,) -
Qnr (Za 7@) (n_'_ 1>2 LA 2 nr—1 (Z(Z)) (BS)
+ (m+1)(2a — m + 1)(f — Vr)2 e i@ PR (2(2)),
B, = —n—l—L n=n.+a, n.=0,1,..., (% )max-

2VA(n+ 1)
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This yields

a,—Qr/[2(n+1)] B
re lim Q™ (z;1,Q),

li (ext) (.. l e
Pt va il Q) o qy(,?(t) A—0+

2.2
o QT 7/ (20+3) Qr
lim O (z;1,Q) g 2 (t) Ly~ 1 (B.9)
(1+1) (2a+1) Qr
1)(2a — 1 L S
+(m—|— )( a m + )Qm—l—l (t) nr <TL+1) ’

n=n.+a, n,=012,....

In the type III case, we also have limy_,y+ w(_e;f)_l(r; [, Q) with limy_,o+ Q(_Tg_l(z; [,Q)=1.
On using several identities satisfied by Laguerre polynomials, it is finally possible to

rewrite

S +a-—m+1 @r
lim O™ (5] W) (¢ 142 L =
A I e VR L P

1
o 1 L(2a+1) QT t (l_§> t L(2a+1) QT
(n +a—+ ) ny—1 n -+ 1 + qm—l ( ) Ny n+ 1 )

n,=0,1,2,..., (B.10)

which coincides with the polynomials directly obtained in Euclidean space.
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