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Angular part of trial wavefunction for solving helium Schrödinger equation
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In this article, the form of basis set for solving helium Schrödinger equation is reinvestigated in
perspective of geometry. With the help of theorem proved by Gu et al., we construct a convenient
variational basis set, which emphasizes the geometric characteristics of trial wavefuncions. The main
advantage of this basis is that the angular part is complete for natural L states with L + 1 terms
and for unnatural L states with L terms, where L is the total angular quantum number. Compared
with basis sets which contain three Euler angles, this basis is very simple to use. More importantly,
this basis is quite easy to be generalized to more particle systems.

I. INTRODUCTION

Helium as one of the simplest three-particle systems
always be seen as an ideal model for testing methods to
solve Schrödinger equations of few-particle systems, e.g.
[1–3]. In variational scheme, since helium consisted of
one nucleus and two electrons, after removing the motion
of center of mass and separating spin parts, it’s quite
natural to use the following basis set to search the bound
energy levels of system,

{|φij〉 = a†ia
†
j |0〉, i, j ≤ Ω}. (1)

Where a†i is the creation operator generating a hydrogen-
like state |i〉, Ω indicates a restriction on space of trial
states. For the states of a given total angular quan-
tum number L and total magnetic M , the coupled basis

(a†i ⊗ a†j)
L
M is more appropriate to use. Noticing that for

different configurations, matrix elements of Hamiltonian

〈φLM
ij |H |φLM

kl 〉 (2)

could be non-zero, “interaction” between configurations
should be considered carefully in calculations. For more
particle systems, the angular coupling scheme is quite
complex to build a |LM〉 trial basis set. Just only for
helium, the huge expansion of angular parts makes it
difficult to get accurate results for the strong correlated
states, e.g. lower lying S states.

For three- or four- particle systems, Hylleraas-type ba-
sis sets (HBS) stand out for their high convergence rates
[4–11]. HBS are capable of describing the two-electron
coalescences, and the contained Hylleraas factors, rcij ,
could generate further configurations for basis sets. For
helium, Schwartz points out that since angular terms

ΛLM
l1+1,l2+1, Λ

LM
l1+1,l2−1, Λ

LM
l1−1,l2+1, Λ

LM
l1−1,l2−1 (3)

could be generated by

~r1 · ~r2Λ
LM
l1,l2

, (4)
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where ΛLM
l1,l2

is the vector coupled product of angular mo-
mentum l1, l2 for two electrons, the following terms

(l1, l2) = (1, 0), (0, 1),

(l1, l2) = (1, 1)
(5)

are enough to calculations on natural or unnatural P
states of helium with adequate Hylleraas factors, respec-
tively. Similarly for natural or unnatural D states, the
calculations need only three or two terms for angular
parts respectively. For general angular momentum case,
Schwartz symbolically presented an expression in Carte-
sian vector form [12]. However, this form is inconvenient
to use in calculations, especially for unnatural parity
states. A standard strategy for choosing angular parts
of Hyllerass basis could be found in review [13]. This
strategy advises the terms

(0, L;LM), (1, L− 1;LM), . . . ([L/2], L− [L/2];LM)
(6)

should be included in calculations on natural parity
states. Where [ ] denotes “greatest integer in”. It’s
quite interesting that this strategy contains no angular
parts for S states. Actually this reflects Hylleraas’ origi-
nal insight [14, 15], that is, for S states the wavefuncions
of system contain no information of angles, and only de-
pend on distances between particles. This insight is par-
ticularly suitable to be expressed in perspective of geom-
etry, i.e., the positions of particles could be determined
by a simple rigid body, triangular, with three Euler an-
gles α, β and γ. Thus the wavefunctions of helium could
be described in the following form

ψ(α, β, γ, r1, r2, r12). (7)

Here r12 could be equivalently replaced with the angle
between ~r1 and ~r2, θ. Breit derived radial equations of
helium for P states using the latter form [16]. According
to Wigner [17], the wavefuncions of helium could be la-
belled by L and M , and these states of given L and M
satisfied

D(α, β, γ)ψLM =
∑

M ′

ψLM ′DL
M ′M (α, β, γ). (8)
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Here we use the convention

D(α, β, γ) = e−
i
~
αLze−

i
~
βLye−

i
~
γLz . (9)

It implies that

ψE,L,M(α, β, γ,R) =
∑

M ′

ψE,L,M ′(0, 0, 0, R)DL∗
M,M ′(α, β, γ). (10)

Where R denotes the internal variables which could de-
scribe the rigid body made up with ~rs of particles. For
helium, R could be chosen as r1, r2 and r12. This for-
mula indicates the calculation needs only 2L+1 angular
terms for arbitrary LM state. Containing Euler angles
makes basis sets a bit complex in calculations [18, 19].
According to the theorem proved by Gu et al., Wigner
D-function DL∗

LM could be expanded by the so called gen-
eralized harmonic polynomials QLλ

q (~r1, ~r2) [20]. For a

given L, QLλ
q (~r1, ~r2) contains only 2L + 1 terms, and

these terms could be further classified by parity oper-
ator. Using QLλ

q (~r1, ~r2), Gu et al. derived 2L + 1 cou-
pled generalized radial equations for N-body systems [21].
However, the generalized radial equations are not so easy
to solve, and the exchange property between identical
particles makes generalized radial equations quite com-
plex. In this article, we will use QLλ

q (~r1, ~r2) to construct
a variational basis, called geometric basis set (GBS). In
calculations on natural parity states of helium, this ba-
sis is coincide with Hylleraas basis. For unnatural parity
states, angular part of this basis is quite simple to use.

In next section II, we will briefly construct GBS using
QLλ

q (~r1, ~r2). The exchange property between identical
particles is easy to deal with since every basis function is
definite. A discussion of relations between GBS and HBS
is contained in this section as well. Numerical results of
energy levels for n 1,3P e and n 1,3Do states, with n up
to 5, of helium and discussions are presented in Sec. III,
together with comparison with other precise results. Fi-
nally, a summary is given in Sec. IV. Atomic units are
used throughout.

II. GEOMETRIC BASIS SET

The Schrödinger Hamiltonian of helium under assump-
tion of infinitely nucleus mass is

H =

2
∑

i=1

(

−
1

2m
~∇2

i −
Z

ri

)

+
1

r12
. (11)

Where m is the electron mass, Z is the nuclear charge,
ri is the distance between the i-th electron and nucleus,
r12 is the distance between two electrons. As introduced

in Sec. I, we expand trial wavefunctions into GBS,

φLλ
i,j,c,q(~r1, ~r2) = ri1r

j
2r

c
12e

−αkr1−βkr2−γkr12×

QLλ
q (~r1, ~r2)± (1 ↔ 2) .

(12)

Where

QLλ
q (~r1, ~r2) = Xq−λY L−qZλ ,

λ ≤ q ≤ L , λ = 0, 1 ,
(13)

and

X = x1 + iy1 ,

Y = x2 + iy2 ,

Z = z2X − z1Y .

(14)

i, j and c are positive integers, restricted by condition

i+ j + c ≤ Ω . (15)

αk, βk and γk are non-linear optimization parameters.
k indicates different sectors. +/− is determined by the
total spin state of two electrons. The number of angular
parts of this basis for a given total angular momentum L
and total magnetic M = L is 2L + 1. The further clas-
sification given by parity makes calculations on natural
states need only L + 1 angular terms and on unnatural
states only L tems. The others M states could be ob-
tained by the lower operator L−.
Notice that X , Y and Z are identical to r1Y11(~r1),

r2Y11(~r2) and r1r2Y11(~r1)Y10(~r2)−r1r2Y11(~r2)Y10(~r1), re-
spectively. And that M equals to its highest value L
makes only rl1r

L−l
2 Yl,l(~r1)YL−l,L−l(~r2) remains from the

angular terms contained byX lY L−l. This is same to that
ΛLM
l,L−l(~r1, ~r2) contains only one term Yl,l(~r1)YL−l,L−l(~r2)

if we set M = L. Thus, actually, for |LL〉 with natural
parity states of helium, GBS is coincide with HBS. For
unnatural states, GBS provides a clear complete expan-
sion for angular parts,

QL,1
q (~r1, ~r2) = ZQL−1,0

q−1 (~r1, ~r2) . (16)

III. NUMERICAL RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

In our calculations two sectors are used. α1 and β1
of the first sector are arranged to describe the asymp-
totic behaviour of wavefunctions. α2 and β2 to describe
the complex inner correlation effects. Containing of γs
makes GBS more flexible, and these parameters could be
negative in calculations. These six parameters are opti-
mized using Nelder-Mead method [22], with initial points
around (1.0, 0.3, 0, 2.5, 2.5, 0) for P states and around
(1.0, 0.2, 0, 1.5, 1.5, 0) for D states respectively. Un-
der 569 terms parameters of 2 3P e state are optimized to
around (1.0650, 1.2681, 0.0546, 3.9895, 2.8728, 0.4738).
Corresponding result is E = −0.7105001556783312,more
precise than result of Eiglsperger et al. E = −0.7104998
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[23], of Kar et al. E = −0.7105001556783 [24], and of
Hilger et al. E = −0.710500155678331 [25]. The more
detailed parameters values, including of other states, are
tabulated in Table I. These parameters are truncated to
16 digits. As can be seen in this table, the first two
parameters α1 and β1 for 2 3P e state approach to un-
screened hydrogenic values (1.0, 1.0). Except for this
state, the first two parameters of the rest states approach
to screened hydrogenic values (Z/2, (Z − 1)/n), respec-
tively.
Table II presents the convergence study of energy level

for 2 3P e state as scale of basis set N increase. The sec-
ond column displays energy levels calculated under dif-
ferent N . And the third column shows the convergence
rates defined as

R(Ni) =
E(Ni−1)− E(Ni−2)

E(Ni)− E(Ni−1)
. (17)

It can be seen that the changes of energy level results are
quite slow when N greater than 1837. The extrapolated
result is obtained at Nmax = 4584, using the following
formular

E = E(Nmax) +
E(Nmax)− E(Nmax − 1)

R(Nmax)− 1
. (18)

The extrapolated value for 2 3P e state is E =
−0.71050015567833143120(1), which has 5 significant
digits more precise than E = −0.710500155678331 ob-
tained by Hilger et al. [25]. Our calculations provide the
most precise nonrelativistic energy level for 2 3P e state
of helium at present.
The extrapolated values of energy levels for n 1,3P e

and n 1,3Do states, with n up to 5, of helium are tabu-
lated in Table III, together with comparison with other
available data. Our results are listed in the second col-
umn, and consist with other precise values. Except for
5 3P e state our results are the most accurate in these cal-
culations. Especially for 2 3P e, 3 1P e and 3 1,3Do states,
our results are accurate to at least 18 significant digits.

In our calculations the convergence rates decrease with
the principle number increasing. We think it caused by
that the relative small scale of basis set limits optimiza-
tion on non-linear parameters α2, β2 and γs of basis. The
style of restriction on i, j and c, formular (15), contains
some redundancy when i, j or c needs to take a larger
number. In calculations on higher exited states, more
sophisticated strategy to select i, j and c is suggested.

IV. SUMMARY

In this article we reinvestigated the form of basis set
for solving helium Schrödinger equation and constructed
GBS. The angular part of this basis is complete for nat-
ural L states with L+1 terms and for unnatural L states
with L terms. This basis is quite simple to use. For nat-
ural states GBS is coincide with HBS, and for unnatural
states this basis provides a clear complete expansion for
angular part. Using this basis, we calculated the energy
levels for unnatural n 1,3P e and n 1,3Do states, with n
up to 5, of helium. Our results are accurate to at least
14 significant digits. Except for 5 3P e state our results
provide the most precise values of nonrelativistic energy
levels for 3 1P e−5 1P e, 2 3P e−4 3P e and n 1,3Do states,
with n up to 5, of helium up to date. This work shed a
light on the reduction of angular parts for more particle
systems in variational scheme. The application of GBS
to more particle systems is very appealing.
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TABLE II: Convergence study of energy level for 2 3
P

e state
of helium as scale of basis set N increase. Number in paren-
theses is computational uncertainty. Units are a.u.

N E R

322 –0.7105001556782

403 –0.71050015567832

497 –0.710500155678330 9.78763

605 –0.7105001556783313 18.1934

728 –0.71050015567833141 5.51508

867 –0.710500155678331425 7.19591

1023 –0.710500155678331429 3.21773

1197 –0.7105001556783314302 3.41477

1390 –0.7105001556783314307 2.28333

1603 –0.7105001556783314309 2.22359

1837 –0.71050015567833143106 1.98654

2093 –0.71050015567833143112 1.88253

2372 –0.71050015567833143115 1.81380

2675 –0.71050015567833143117 1.78975

3003 –0.71050015567833143118 1.73167

3357 –0.710500155678331431190 1.66699

3738 –0.710500155678331431194 1.63022

4147 –0.710500155678331431197 1.62221

4585 –0.710500155678331431198 1.60408

Extrap. –0.71050015567833143120(1)
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TABLE III: Comparison of nonrelativistic energy levels for n
1,3

P
e and n

1,3
D

o states, with n up to 5, of helium. Numbers in
parentheses are computational uncertainties. Units are a.u.

States This work Ref. [23] Ref. [26] References

3 1P e –0.5802464725943857731(1) –0.5802464715 –0.580246472594 –0.580246472594385b

4 1P e –0.540041590938513429(1) –0.5400415905 –0.54004159009 –0.540041590938513b

5 1P e –0.5241789818114119(1) –0.5241789816 –0.5241790 –0.524178981811411b

2 3P e –0.71050015567833143120(1) –0.7104998 –0.7105001556783a –0.710500155678331b

3 3P e –0.5678128987251561(1) –0.56781281 –0.567812898724 –0.567812898725152b

4 3P e –0.535867188768223(2) –0.53586715 –0.5358671887 –0.535867188768211b

5 3P e –0.52225457570724(2) –0.52225456 –0.52225457 –0.522254575707233b

3 1Do –0.563800420462367542(2) –0.563800418 –0.563800420462 –0.56380042c

4 1Do –0.5345763855561833(1) –0.5345763848 –0.534576385556 –0.53457638c

5 1Do –0.521659015466304(2) –0.5216590151 –0.521659015466 –0.52165901c

3 3Do –0.559328263097247843(1) –0.55932824 –0.559328263096 –0.55932826c

4 3Do –0.532678601895944(1) –0.55932824 –0.532678601895 –0.53267860c

5 3Do –0.52070346202795(1) –0.520703455 –0.520703462028 –0.52070345c

a Referece [24]
b Referece [25]
c Referece [27]


