Symmetry, Integrability and Geometry: Methods and Applications SIGMA 5 (2009), 046, 17 pages

Point Canonical Transformation versus Deformed Shape Invariance for Position-Dependent Mass Schrödinger Equations

Christiane QUESNE

Physique Nucléaire Théorique et Physique Mathématique, Université Libre de Bruxelles, Campus de la Plaine CP229, Boulevard du Triomphe, B-1050 Brussels, Belgium E-mail: cquesne@ulb.ac.be Received February 09, 2009, in final form March 19, 2009; Published online April 15, 2009 doi:10.3842/SIGMA.2009.046

Abstract. On using the known equivalence between the presence of a position-dependent mass (PDM) in the Schrödinger equation and a deformation of the canonical commutation relations, a method based on deformed shape invariance has recently been devised for generating pairs of potential and PDM for which the Schrödinger equation is exactly solvable. This approach has provided the bound-state energy spectrum, as well as the ground-state and the first few excited-state wavefunctions. The general wavefunctions have however remained unknown in explicit form because for their determination one would need the solutions of a rather tricky differential-difference equation. Here we show that solving this equation may be avoided by combining the deformed shape invariance technique with the point canonical transformation method in a novel way. It consists in employing our previous knowledge of the PDM problem energy spectrum to construct a constant-mass Schrödinger equation with similar characteristics and in deducing the PDM wavefunctions from the known constantmass ones. Finally, the equivalence of the wavefunctions coming from both approaches is checked.

Key words: Schrödinger equation; position-dependent mass; shape invariance; point canonical transformations 2000 Mathematics Subject Classification: 81Q05; 81Q60

1 Introduction

There exists a wide variety of physical problems in which an effective mass depending on the position is of utmost relevance, such as effective interactions in nuclear physics [1], carriers and impurities in crystals [2], quantum dots [3], quantum liquids [4], semiconductor heterostructures [5], and physics in neutron stars [6]. Position-dependent masses (PDM) also hold out to deformation in the quantum canonical commutation relations or curvature of the underlying space [7, 8, 9]. Furthermore, they may also appear in Hermitian Hamiltonians equivalent to PT -symmetric or pseudo-Hermitian ones [10, 11], whose study is a topic of current considerable interest [12].

It is worth stressing that in addition to their position dependence responsible for noncommutativity with the momentum [13], some PDM may present unusual characteristics, such as discontinuities, singularities or vanishing at one or both end points of the interval. These properties may create some problems, which are not present in the constant-mass case, but are dealt with in the literature. For instance, a vanishing of the PDM, which often occurs in curved spaces [7, 8, 9] with applications to quantum dots [14], imposes some supplementary condition on bound-state wavefunctions [15].

Much attention has recently been devoted to finding exact solutions to Schrödinger equations in a PDM context due to their usefulness in physical applications. Such studies use all kinds of methods known for solving constant-mass Schrödinger equations or an extension of them. References on the subject can be traced, for example, through [16]. In the present paper, we quote only the ones that are directly relevant to what we are going to deal with.

On building on the previously noted equivalence between the presence of a PDM and a deformation of the commutation relations [7], we have recently devised a method for generating pairs of potential and mass for which the Schrödinger equation is exactly solvable [15]. For such a purpose, we have used an approach inspired by a branch of supersymmetric quantum mechanics [17, 18, 19], whose development dates back to that of quantum groups and q-algebras [20, 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26]. It consists in considering those one-dimensional potentials that are translationally shape invariant for a constant mass and in deforming the corresponding shape invariance condition in such a way that it remains solvable.

This type of method has easily provided us with exact results for the bound-state energy spectrum and for the ground-state wavefunction. However the derivation of the excited-state wavefunctions in explicit form has turned out to be far more tricky because they are expressed in terms of polynomials satisfying some differential-difference equation, whose solution is rather difficult in general form. Up to now we have only been able to directly solve it in the case of the d-dimensional radial oscillator [27]. This result has then been extended to the Morse and the D-dimensional Coulomb potentials [16] by using a point canonical transformation (PCT) analogous to that relating the constant-mass problems [28, 29, 30]. In doing so, we have taken advantage of the fact that the three potentials belong to the so-called Natanzon confluent potential class [31, 32].

The remaining point at issue is therefore the explicit form of the excited-state wavefunctions for those potentials of [15] that do not belong to this class. It is the purpose of the present paper to answer such a question. To this end, it will prove expedient to combine the deformed shape invariance (DSI) technique with the PCT method in a novel way. Since we already know the energy spectrum of each PDM problem, we may try to find a constant-mass Schrödinger equation giving rise to a similar type of spectrum and to devise a PCT mapping the former problem onto the latter. It will then be a simple task to employ the reciprocal PCT to derive the PDM Schrödinger equation wavefunctions from the knowledge of the constant-mass ones. As we plan to show, this combined method works for all pairs of potential and mass considered in [15], including those already solved in [16, 27].

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, the application of the DSI method to PDM Schrödinger equations is reviewed and the previously obtained results summarized. In Section 3, the use of the PCT method is explained by means of two detailed examples and the wavefunctions are listed for all the potential and PDM pairs. Finally, Section 4 contains the conclusion.

2 Deformed shape invariance method

In one-dimensional nonrelativistic quantum mechanics, one may deform the conventional canonical commutation relation [x, p] = i, where p = −id/dx and ℏ = 1, into [7]

[x, π] = if(α; x), π = −i √ f(α; x) d dx √ f(α; x). (2.1)

Here we assume that the deforming function f(α; x) is real, positive, and depends on a set of real parameters α, in such a way that f(α; x) → 1 in the α → 0 limit. In the following, it proves convenient to write f(α; x) = 1 + g(α; x). Note that from (2.1), it results that both x and π are Hermitian operators.

By substituting π^2 for p^2 in the conventional Schrödinger equation

Hψ_n(x) ≡ [p^2 + V (x)]ψ_n(x) = E_nψ_n(x), (2.2) we arrive at a deformed equation

H^{(α)}ψ^{(α)}_n (x) ≡ [π^2 + V (x)]ψ^{(α)}_n (x) = E^{(α)}_n ψ^{(α)}_n (x). (2.3)

The latter may be re-interpreted as a PDM one, ( − d dx 1 M(α; x) d dx + V_{eff} (α; x) ) ψ^{(α)}_n (x) = E^{(α)}_n ψ^{(α)}_n (x), (2.4)

with a mass and an effective potential given by

M(α; x) = 1 f^2(α; x)

, V_{eff} (α; x) = V (x) − 1 2 f(α; x)f^{′′}(α; x) − 1 4 f^{′2}(α; x), (2.5)

respectively [7, 15, 16]. Here a prime stands for derivative with respect to x. In (2.2), we have taken units wherein the constant mass m_0 = 1/2, while in (2.4), M(α; x) denotes the dimensionless part of the mass function m(α; x) = m_0M(α; x).

It should be noted that the ordering chosen for the noncommuting momentum and mass operators in the PDM Schrödinger equation (2.4) is that of BenDaniel and Duke [33], for which some physical arguments have been put forward [34]. Other choices maintaining Hermiticity of the kinetic energy operator may be taken care of by adopting the von Roos ansatz, depending on two independent ambiguity parameters [13]. In such a case, the effective potential, defined in (2.5), contains an additional contribution coming from those parameters (see, e.g., [35] for a discussion of this topic).

The DSI method [15] considers the Hamiltonian H^{(α)}, defined in equation (2.3), as the first member H^{(α)}_0 = H^{(α)} of a hierarchy of Hamiltonians

H^{(α)}_i = A^+(α, λ_i)A^−(α, λ_i) + i∑ j=0 ϵ_j , i = 0, 1, 2, . . . ,

where the first-order differential operators

A^±(α, λ_i) = ∓ √ f(α; x) d dx √ f(α; x) + W (λ_i; x)

satisfy a DSI condition

A^−(α, λ_i)A^+(α, λ_i) = A^+(α, λ_{i+1})A^−(α, λ_{i+1}) + ϵ_{i+1}, i = 0, 1, 2, . . . , (2.6)

and ϵ_i, i = 0, 1, 2, . . ., are some real constants. Solving equation (2.6) means finding a superpotential W (λ; x) (depending on some set of real parameters λ), a deforming function f(α; x) and some constants λ_i, ϵ_i, i = 0, 1, 2, . . ., with λ_0 = λ, such that

V (x) = W^2(λ; x) − f(α; x)W^′(λ; x) + ϵ_0 (2.7) and W^2(λ_i; x) + f(α; x)W^′(λ_i; x)

= W^2(λ_{i+1}; x) − f(α; x)W^′(λ_{i+1}; x) + ϵ_{i+1}, i = 0, 1, 2, . . . . (2.8)

On starting from the known superpotentials of translationally shape-invariant potentials [17], we have been able in most cases to maintain the solvability of equations (2.7) and (2.8) for f ≠ 1 by a procedure detailed in [15]. The resulting deforming functions and deformed superpotentials are listed in Tables 1 and 2 for the shifted harmonic oscillator (SHO), radial harmonic oscillator

Table 1. Potentials, deforming functions f(α; x) = 1 + g(α; x) and effective potentials.

Type V (x) g(α; x) V_{eff} (α; x) − V (x)

SHO_a^1_4 ω^2 ( x −^{2d}_ω

)_2 αx^2 + 2βx −2(αx + β)^2 − δ^2 −∞ < x < ∞ α > β^2 ≥ 0, β ≠ −^{2αd}_ω δ = √ α − β^2 SHO_b^1_4 ω^2 ( x −^{2d}_ω

)_2 αx^2 + 2βx −2α^2 ( x −^{2d}_ω

)_2 − δ^2

−∞ < x < ∞ α > β^2 ≥ 0, β = −^{2αd}_ω δ = √ α ( 1 −^{4αd2}_{ω2} ) RHO^1_4 ω^2x^2 +^{L(L+1)}_{x2} αx^2 −2α^2x^2 − α 0 < x < ∞ α > 0 C −^{2Z}_x +^{L(L+1)}_{x2} αx −^{α2}_4

0 < x < ∞ α > 0 M B^2e^{−2x} − B(2A + 1)e^{−x} αe^{−x} −^3_4 α^2e^{−2x} −^1_2 αe^{−x} −∞ < x < ∞, A, B > 0 α > 0 E_a A(A − 1) csch^2 x − 2B coth x αe^{−x} sinh x αe^{−2x} ( δ −^3_4 αe^{−2x} ) 0 < x < ∞, A ≥^3_2 , B > A^2 −2 < α ≠ 0 δ = 1 +^α_2 E_b A(A − 1) csch^2 x − 2B coth x αe^{−x} sinh x −3e^{−4x} 0 < x < ∞, A ≥^3_2 , B > A^2 α = −2 PT A(A − 1) sec^2 x α sin^2 x −α − 2α(α − 1) sin^2 x −^π_2 < x <^π_2 , A > 1 −1 < α ≠ 0 + 3α^2 sin^4 x S [A(A − 1) + B^2] sec^2 x α sin x^α_2 sin x −^{α2}_4 (1 − 3 sin^2 x) − B(2A − 1) sec x tan x 0 < |α| < 1 −^π_2 < x <^π_2 , A − 1 > B > 0 RM A(A − 1) csc^2 x + 2B cot x sin x(α cos x + β sin x) ( 1 +^β_2 ) (α sin 2x 0 < x < π, A ≥^3_2 √ 1 + β >^{|α|}_2 , β > −1 − β cos 2x) −^3_8 (α^2 − β^2) cos 4x −^3_4 αβ sin 4x +^1_8 (α^2 + β^2)

(RHO), radial Coulomb (C), Morse (M), Eckart (E), Pöschl–Teller (PT), Scarf I (S) and Rosen– Morse I (RM) potentials, respectively. It is worth noting that the sets of parameters α and λ contain either one element (denoted by α and λ) or two elements (denoted by λ, μ and α, β) and that the radial harmonic oscillator and Coulomb potentials actually act in a D-dimensional space, where the angular momentum quantum number l is related to the parameter L through the equation L = l +^{D−3}_2 . Furthermore, the Scarf II potential is missing from the lists because no positive function f on the whole real line has been found. In contrast, the Rosen–Morse II and generalized Pöschl–Teller potentials give rise to some acceptable functions f, but are omitted from Tables 1 and 2 for a reason explained below.

Table 2. Superpotentials and corresponding parameters.

Type W (λ, x) λ λ_n

SHO_{a,b} λx + μ λ =^1_2 (α + Δ), Δ = √ ω^2 + α^2 λ_n = λ + nα μ = β −^{dω}_{2λ} μ_n =^{λμ+2nβλ+n2αβ}_{λ+nα} RHO^λ_x + μx λ = −L − 1 λ_n = λ − n μ =^1_2 (α + Δ), Δ = √ ω^2 + α^2 μ_n = μ + nα C^λ_x + μ λ = −L − 1 λ_n = λ − n μ = −^{2Z+αλ}_{2λ} μ_n = −^{2Z+αλ(2n+1)−αn2}_{2(λ−n)} M λe^{−x} + μ λ = −^1_2 (α + Δ), Δ = √ 4B^2 + α^2 λ_n = λ − nα μ = −^1_2

(_{B(2A+1)}

λ + 1 ) μ_n =^{2λ(μ−n)+n2 α}

2(λ−nα)

E_{a,b} λ coth x + μ λ = −A λ_n = λ − n μ =^B_A −^1_2 α μ_n =^{λμ− 12 αn(2λ−n)}_{λ−n} PT λ tan x λ =^1_2 (1 + α + Δ) λ_n = λ + n(1 + α) Δ = √ (1 + α)^2 + 4A(A − 1) S λ tan x + μ sec x λ =^1_2 (1 + Δ_+ + Δ_−) λ_n = λ + n μ =^1_2 (α − Δ_+ + Δ_−) μ_n = μ + nα Δ_± =

√_1

4 (1 ∓ α)^2 + C_±(C_± − 1) C_± = A ± B RM λ cot x + μ λ = −A λ_n = λ − n μ = −^B_A −^1_2 α μ_n =^{λμ− 12 αn(2λ−n)}_{λ−n}

From the constants ϵ_i, the energy eigenvalues are determined through the relation

E^{(α)}_n = n∑ i=0 ϵ_i. (2.9)

The ground-state wavefunction, annihilated by A^−(α, λ), can be written as

ψ^{(α)}_0 (x) = ψ^{(α)}_0 (λ; x) ∝ 1 √ f(α; x) exp ( − ∫_x W (λ; x^′) f(α; x^′) dx^′ ) (2.10)

and the excited-state wavefunctions can in principle be obtained recursively by acting with A^+(α, λ),

ψ^{(α)}_{n+1}(x) = ψ^{(α)}_{n+1}(λ; x) ∝ A^+(α, λ)ψ^{(α)}_n (λ_1; x). (2.11)

Equation (2.9) only provides solutions to the bound-state energies of H^{(α)} if the corresponding wavefunctions (2.10) and (2.11) are physically acceptable. As stressed in [15], this imposes not only that they are square integrable on the (finite or infinite) interval of definition (x_1, x_2) of V (x), as for the conventional Schrödinger equation, but also that they ensure the Hermiticity of H^{(α)} (or that of π). The latter condition translates into | |ψ^{(α)}_n (λ; x) | |^2f(α; x) = | |ψ^{(α)}_n (λ; x) | |^2 √ M(α; x)

→ 0 for x → x_1 and x → x_2,

which imposes an additional restriction whenever f(α; x) → ∞ (or M(α; x) → 0) for x → x_1 and/or x → x_2. It is actually this condition that is not satisfied by the square-integrable wavefunctions obtained for the Rosen–Morse II and generalized Pöschl–Teller potentials and explains their absence from Tables 1 and 2.

The resulting bound-state energies E^{(α)}_n , corresponding to the potentials and deforming functions of Table 1, are listed in Table 3. This table illustrates the strong influence that the deformation or mass parameters may have on the spectrum. This is particularly striking for the Coulomb potential, whose infinite number of bound states for a constant mass is converted into a finite one, and for the Eckart potential, for which a finite number of bound states becomes infinite in the case α = −2. We plan to come back to these features in Section 3 and to provide there a simple derivation of the bound-state number.

Table 3. Bound-state energy spectra.

Type E^{(α)}_n n

SHO_{a,b} (2n + 1)λ + n^2α + d^2 −

(_{λμ+2nβλ+n2αβ}

λ+nα

)_2 0, 1, 2, . . .

RHO −2λμ − αλ + μ − 4(αλ − μ)n + 4αn^2 0, 1, 2, . . . C −^1_4

(_{2Z+αλ(2n+1)−αn2} λ−n )_2 0, 1, . . . , n_{max} n^2_{max} + |λ|(2n_{max} + 1) <^{2Z}_α ≤ (n_{max} + 1)^2 + |λ|(2n_{max} + 3) M −^1_4

(_{2λ(μ−n)+n2 α}

λ−nα

)_2 0, 1, . . . , n_{max} n_{max}(2|λ| + n_{max}α) < 2|λ|μ ≤ (n_{max} + 1)[2|λ| + (n_{max} + 1)α] E_a −(λ − n)^2 −

(_{2λμ−αn(2λ−n)}

2(λ−n)

)_2 0, 1, . . . , n_{max} + α[(2n + 1)λ − n^2] (|λ| + n_{max})^2 <^{|λ|(2μ+α|λ|)}_{2δ} ≤ (|λ| + n_{max} + 1)^2 E_b −(λ − n)^2 −

(_{λμ+n(2λ−n)} λ−n )_2 0, 1, 2, . . .

− 2[(2n + 1)λ − n^2] PT (λ + n)^2 − α(λ − n^2) 0, 1, 2, . . . S^a (λ + n)^2 − α(2n + 1)μ − α^2n^2 0, 1, 2, . . . RM (λ − n)^2 −

(_{2λμ−αn(2λ−n)}

2(λ−n)

)_2 0, 1, 2, . . .

− β(2n + 1)λ + βn^2 a A misprint has been corrected in the Appendix of [15].

The corresponding wavefunctions are listed in Table 4, where they are given in terms of nthdegree polynomials P_n(λ; y) in some new variable y, such that P_0(λ; y) ≡ 1. As a consequence of the recursion relation (2.11), those polynomials satisfy differential-difference equations, given in Table 5. From such equations, it is clear that if the ground-state and first few excited-state wavefunctions are easy to obtain, the same is not true for the remaining ones.

Table 4. Bound-state wavefunctions resulting from the DSI approach.

Type ψ^{(α)}_n (λ; x) y

SHO_{a,b} f^{− (λn+α)}2α exp ( −^{βλn−αμn}_{αδ} arccot^{αx+β}_δ ) P_n(λ, μ; y) x

RHO x^{|λ|}f^{− μn+(|λn|+1)α}2α P_n(λ, μ; y) x^2

C x^{|λn|}f^{− 2μn+(2|λn|+1)α}2α P_n(λ, μ; y) x^{−1}

M f^{2λn−(2μn+1)α}2α e^{−μnx}P_n(λ, μ; y) e^{−x}

E_a (coth x + 1)^12 (coth x + 1 + α)^{(1+α)λn−μn}2δ^{− 1}2 (coth x − 1)^{λn+μn}2δ P_n(λ, μ; y) coth x

E_b (coth x − 1)^{λn −1} csch x exp ( −^{λn+μn}

coth x−1 ) P_n(λ, μ; y) coth x

PT (cos x)^{λn1+α} f^{− λn+1+α2(1+α)} P_n(λ; y) tan x

S f^{− λn−αμn1−α2 − 12} (1 − sin x)^{λ+μ2(1+α)} (1 + sin x)^{λ−μ2(1−α)} P_n(λ, μ; y) sin x

RM f^{− 1}2^{(|λn|+1)}(sin x)^{|λn|} exp ( −^{2μn+α|λn|}_{2δ} arccot^{cot x+ α2}_δ ) P_n(λ, μ; y) cot x δ = √ 1 + β −^{α2}_4

Table 5. Differential-difference equations satisfied by the polynomials.

Type Equation for P_n(λ; y)

SHO_{a,b} P_{n+1}(λ, μ; y) = ( −(1 + 2βy + αy^2)^d_{dy} + (λ_{n+1} + λ)y + μ_{n+1} + μ ) P_n(λ_1, μ_1; y)

RHO P_{n+1}(λ, μ; y) = ( −2y(1 + αy)^d_{dy} + λ_{n+1} + λ + n + (μ_{n+1} + μ + nα)y ) × P_n(λ_1, μ_1; y)

C P_{n+1}(λ, μ; y) = ( y(y + α)^d_{dy} + (λ_{n+1} + λ)y + μ_{n+1} + μ ) P_n(λ_1, μ_1; y)

M P_{n+1}(λ, μ; y) = ( y(1 + αy)^d_{dy} + (λ_{n+1} + λ)y + μ_{n+1} + μ ) P_n(λ_1, μ_1; y)

E_{a,b} P_{n+1}(λ, μ; y) = ( (y^2 + αy − 1 − α)^d_{dy} + (λ_{n+1} + λ)y + μ_{n+1} + μ ) P_n(λ_1, μ_1; y)

PT P_{n+1}(λ; y) = ( −[1 + (1 + α)y^2]^d_{dy} + (λ_{n+1} + λ)y ) P_n(λ_1; y)

S P_{n+1}(λ, μ; y) = ( −(1 + αy)(1 − y^2)^d_{dy} − ny(1 + αy) + (λ_{n+1} + λ)y + μ_{n+1} + μ ) × P_n(λ_1, μ_1; y)

RM P_{n+1}(λ, μ; y) = ( (y^2 + αy + 1 + β)^d_{dy} + (λ_{n+1} + λ)y + μ_{n+1} + μ ) P_n(λ_1, μ_1; y)

To obtain all the bound-state wavefunctions in explicit form, we shall proceed in Section 3 to combine the DSI approach with the PCT method.

3 Point canonical transformation method

3.1 General method As shown in [35], a constant-mass Schrödinger equation ( − d^2 du^2

+ U(u) ) ϕ_n(u) = ε_nϕ_n(u), (3.1)

for some potential U(u) defined on a finite or infinite interval, can be transformed into a PDM one, given in equation (2.4), via a change of variable

u(α; x) = av(α; x) + b, v(α; x) =

∫_x √ M(α; x^′) dx^′, (3.2)

and a change of function

ϕ_n(u(α; x)) ∝ [M(α; x)]^{−1/4}ψ^{(α)}_n (x). (3.3)

In (3.2), a and b are assumed real. The effective potential, defined on a possibly different interval, and the energy eigenvalues of the PDM Schrödinger equation are given in terms of the potential and the energy eigenvalues of the constant-mass one by

V_{eff} (α; x) = a^2U(av(α; x) + b) +

M^{′′} 4M^2 − 7M^{′2} 16M^3

+ c (3.4) and E^{(α)}_n = a^2ε_n + c, (3.5)

where, as before, a prime denotes derivative with respect to x and we have introduced an additive real constant c, not present in [35].

We can reformulate the PCT, defined in (3.2) and (3.3), in terms of the deforming function f(α; x) as

u(α; x) = av(α; x) + b, v(α; x) =

∫_x

dx^′ f(α; x^′)

, (3.6)

ϕ_n(u(α; x)) ∝ √ f(α; x) ψ^{(α)}_n (x). (3.7)

Then, on taking (2.5) into account, equation (3.4) is replaced by

V (x) = a^2U(av(α; x) + b) + c. (3.8)

In most applications, this PCT is used in the following way (see, e.g., [36]). One starts from a given exactly solvable constant-mass Schrödinger equation, hence from some known U(u), ε_n, and ϕ_n(u). One chooses a PDM and some parameters a, b, which means some change of variable (3.2). As a result, one obtains an exactly solvable PDM Schrödinger equation, containing an effective potential given by (3.4), and whose eigenvalues and eigenfunctions can be directly derived from equations (3.5) and (3.3), respectively. There are variants of this approach, wherein the dependence of the variable u on the PDM is different from that given in (3.2), but otherwise the method remains the same (for some examples see, e.g., [37]).

Here, in contrast, we are going to make use of our acquaintance with M(α; x) (or f(α; x)), V_{eff} (α; x) (or V (x)), and E^{(α)}_n , coming from the DSI method, to determine ψ^{(α)}_n (x). From the dependence of E^{(α)}_n on n, we first guess which type of potential U(u) in the constantmass Schrödinger equation (3.1) may give rise to such a dependence through equation (3.5).

Furthermore, from the latter equation, we determine the values of the constants a^2 and c, as well as all or only some parameters of U(u).^1 In a second step, we obtain the change of variable (3.6) from our knowledge of f(α; x) and |a|, the sign of a and the value of b being determined from the known domain of definition of U(u). The third step then consists in checking equation (3.8) and calculating the remaining unknown parameters of U(u), whenever there are some. Finally, since the wavefunctions ϕ_n(u) of equation (3.1) are explicitly known, we deduce ψ^{(α)}_n (x) from equation (3.7).

Before listing the results for ψ^{(α)}_n (x), we shall proceed to illustrate our method with two examples: a simple one (corresponding to the Pöschl–Teller potential), wherein the PCT does not change the nature of the potential, and a more complicated one (corresponding to the Morse potential), wherein the PCT deeply modifies the potential and the number of bound states acquires an intricate dependence on the parameters.

3.2 Pöschl–Teller potential

From Tables 1 and 3, we observe that for the deforming function f(α; x) = 1 + α sin^2 x (−1 < α ≠ 0), the Pöschl–Teller potential V (x) = A(A − 1) sec^2 x, defined on (−^π_2 ,^π_2 ), has a quadratic bound-state energy spectrum made of an infinite number of levels,

E^{(α)}_n = (λ + n)^2 − α ( λ − n^2 ) , n = 0, 1, 2, . . . . (3.9)

On the other hand, it is well known [38] that the same type of potential

U(u) = A^′(A^′ − 1) sec^2 u, (3.10)

defined on (−^π_2 ,^π_2 ) and used with a constant mass, has a spectrum

ε_n = (A^′ + n)^2, n = 0, 1, 2, . . . , (3.11)

with essentially the same characteristics. Equations (3.5), (3.9), and (3.11) then lead to the relations

a^2 = 1 + α, A^′ = λ 1 + α

, c = α 1 + α λ(λ − 1 − α) = α 1 + α

A(A − 1), (3.12)

where in the last step we used the expression of λ given in Table 2.

The second equation in (3.6) now yields^2

v(α; x) = 1 √ 1 + α arctan (√ 1 + α tan x ) . Furthermore, it is obvious that if we assume a = √ 1 + α and b = 0 in the first one, the variable

u(α; x) = arctan (√ 1 + α tan x ) (3.13)

is defined on (−^π_2 ,^π_2 ), as it should be. From the inverse transformation, we get

tan x = tan u 1 + α

. (3.14)

1It may happen for some potentials U(u) that not all their parameters appear in their eigenvalues εn. For the Scarf I potential, for instance, εn only depends on A, but not on B. In such cases, equation (3.5) is not enough to entirely determine U(u).

2Here and in other cases, we use the principal value of all inverse trigonometric functions.

On inserting (3.14) in the definition of the starting Pöschl–Teller potential, we arrive at the expression

V (x) =

A(A − 1)

1 + α ( sec^2 u + α ) , which agrees with equation (3.8) when we take equations (3.10) and (3.12) into account.

Since, for constant mass, the bound-state Pöschl–Teller wavefunctions can be expressed in terms of Gegenbauer polynomials as [38]

ϕ_n(u) ∝ (cos u)^{A′} C^{(A′)}_n (sin u), n = 0, 1, 2, . . . ,

the use of equations (3.7) and (3.13) leads to the searched for wavefunctions

ψ^{(α)}_n (x) ∝ [f(α; x)]^{− 12 (A′+1)}(cos x)^{A′} C^{(A′)}_n (t), n = 0, 1, 2, . . . , t = √ 1 + α f(α; x)

, f(α; x) = 1 + α sin^2 x,

for the Pöschl–Teller potential and the present PDM. Here A^′ should be replaced by its expression in terms of A and α, given in equation (3.12) and in Table 2.

As a final check, we may compare the obtained wavefunctions with those coming from the DSI method and given in Tables 4 and 5. Knowing the former indeed provides us with a hint for solving the differential-difference equation satisfied by the polynomials P_n(λ; y). The changes of variable

t = y √ 1 + α 1 + (1 + α)y^2 or y = t √ (1 + α)(1 − t^2)

and of function

P_n(λ; y) = γ^{(A′)}_n ( 1 − t^2

)_{−n/2}

C^{(A′)}_n (t), (3.15)

where γ^{(A′)}_n is some constant, transform the equation fulfilled by P_n into the backward shift operator relation for Gegenbauer polynomials [39], − (n + 1)(2α + n − 1) 2(α − 1)

C^{(α−1)} n+1 (t) = (( 1 − t^2 ) d dt + (1 − 2α)t ) C^{(α)}_n (t), (3.16)

where α is replaced by A^′. In (3.15), we have to choose

γ^{(A′)}_n = (1 + α)^{n/2} n! Γ(2A^′ + 2n)Γ(A^′) 2^nΓ(2A^′ + n)Γ(A^′ + n) . This completes the derivation of wavefunctions for the Pöschl–Teller potential.

3.3 Morse potential From Tables 1, 2, and 3, we observe that for the Morse potential V (x) = B^2e^{−2x} −B(2A+1)e^{−x} (A, B > 0) and the deforming function f(α; x) = 1 + αe^{−x} (α > 0), defined on the real line −∞ < x < ∞, the bound-state energy spectrum is made of a finite number of levels, whose energies can be written as

E^{(α)}_n = −μ^2_n = − 1 4α^2 ( λ_n −

B[B + α(2A + 1)]

λ_n

)_2 , n = 0, 1, . . . , n_{max}, (3.17) where λ_n = λ − nα and n_{max} is such that

n_{max}(2|λ| + n_{max}α) < 2|λ|μ ≤ (n_{max} + 1)[2|λ| + (n_{max} + 1)α]. (3.18)

Such an energy spectrum looks like that of an Eckart potential

U(u) = A^′(A^′ − 1) csch^2 u − 2B^′ coth u, 0 < u < ∞,

for a constant mass, which is given by [17]

ε_n = −(A^′ + n)^2 − ( B^′ A^′ + n

)_2 , n = 0, 1, . . . , n^′_{max}, (3.19)

(A^′ + n^′_{max})^2 < B^′ ≤ (A^′ + n^′_{max} + 1)^2. (3.20)

By comparing (3.17) and (3.19) with (3.5), it is indeed straightforward to obtain

a^2 = 1 4 , A^′ = |λ| α , B^′ = 1 α^2

B[B + α(2A + 1)], c = 1 2 B^′. (3.21)

Furthermore, with such parameters A^′ and B^′, condition (3.20) directly leads to restriction (3.18) if we set n^′_{max} = n_{max}. Hence, the latter, whose origin in [15] was based on the behaviour of the wavefunctions ψ^{(α)}_n (x) for x → ±∞, gets here a very simple derivation in terms of the PCT.

The remaining steps of the procedure work as for the Pöschl–Teller potential. We successively obtain

v(α; x) = ln(e^x + α), a =^1_2 , b = −^1_2 ln α,

leading to

0 < u(α; x) = 1 2 ln e^x + α α < ∞, and ψ^{(α)}_n (x) ∝ f^{− 12} ( A^′+n+1+^{B′}_{A′+n} ) exp [ 1 2 ( A^′ + n −

B^′ A^′ + n ) x ]

× P ( −A^′−n+^{B′}_{A′+n} ,−A^′−n−^{B′}_{A′+n} ) n (t), t = 1 + 2αe^{−x}, (3.22)

where in the last step we used the known wavefunctions ϕ_n(u) of the Eckart potential for constant mass in terms of Jacobi polynomials [17]. In (3.22), A^′ and B^′ should be expressed in terms of A, B, and α, as shown in (3.21) and Table 2.

In the present case, the differential-difference equation for P_n(λ, μ; y), given in Table 5, amounts to a combination of the recursion and differential relations for Jacobi polynomials (see equations (22.7.1) and (22.8.1) of [40]),

2(n + 1)(n + α + β + 1)

2n + α + β + 2

P^{(α,β)}_{n+1} (t) = [ −(1 − t^2) d dt + (n + α + β + 1) ( t + α − β 2n + α + β + 2 )] P^{(α,β)}_n (t), (3.23)

with α and β replaced by −A^′ − n − 1 +^{B′}_{A′+n+1} and −A^′ − n − 1 −^{B′}_{A′+n+1} , respectively. The relation between both approaches is obtained through the transformation

P_n(λ, μ; y) = γ^{(A′)}_n P ( −A^′−n+^{B′}_{A′+n} ,−A^′−n−^{B′}_{A′+n} ) n (t), t = 1 + 2αy, γ^{(A′)}_n = n! Γ(2A^′ + 2n)Γ(A^′) 2^nΓ(2A^′ + n)Γ(A^′ + n) . It is worth observing that the expression (3.22), obtained here for the bound-state wavefunctions ψ^{(α)}_n (x), differs from equation (3.16) of [16], which is the result of a PCT starting from the PDM radial oscillator Schrödinger equation. In our previous result, the Jacobi polynomials indeed depend on the variable (−1 + αe^{−x})/(1 + αe^{−x}) instead of t = 1 + 2αe^{−x}, while the other factors are also slightly modified. On writing the Jacobi polynomials in terms of hypergeometric functions and using a linear transformation formula for the latter (see equations (15.4.6) and (15.3.4) of [40]), it is however straightforward to check that both results are in fact equivalent, as it should be.

3.4 Results For the potentials and deforming functions of Table 1, we list the changes of variable (3.6), the potentials U(u) used in (3.1), and the resulting PDM wavefunctions ψ^{(α)}_n (x) in Tables 6, 7, and 8, respectively.

Table 6. Variables u(α; x) = av(α; x) + b and their domain of definition.

Type v(α; x) a b Domain

SHO_a −^1_δ arccot^{αx+β}_δ −δ 0 0 < u < π

SHO_b −^1_δ arccot

[_α δ ( x −^{2d}_ω )] δ^π_2 −^π_2 < u <^π_2 RHO^{1√}_α arctan( √ αx) 2 √ α −^π_2 −^π_2 < u <^π_2 C^1_α ln(1 + αx)^α_2 0 0 < u < ∞ M ln(e^x + α)^1_2 −^1_2 ln α 0 < u < ∞

E_a^1_δ arccoth^{coth x+ α2}_δ δ 0 0 < u < ∞ E_b (coth x − 1)^{−1} 1 0 0 < u < ∞ PT^{1√}_{1+α} arctan (√ 1 + α tan x ) √ 1 + α 0 −^π_2 < u <^π_2

S^{2√}_{1−α2} arctan^{tan x2 +α√}_{1−α2} √ 1 − α^2 −^π_2 + 2 arctan

√_{1−α} 1+α −^π_2 < u <^π_2

RM^1_δ arccot^{cot x+ α2}_δ δ 0 0 < u < π

In Table 8, we remark that in addition to Laguerre, Gegenbauer, and Jacobi polynomials, there appear the less known Romanovski polynomials R^{(α,β)}_n (t) [41] for the shifted harmonic oscillator and the Rosen–Morse I potentials. We indeed follow here a recent approach to the wavefunctions of the latter potential for constant mass [42], which has stressed the interest of employing such polynomials, solutions of the second-order differential equation ( ( 1 + t^2

) d^2

dt^2

+ (2βt + α) d dt − n(n − 1 + 2β) ) R^{(α,β)}_n (t) = 0,

instead of Jacobi polynomials with complex indices and complex arguments, as is usual [17]. For more details on the properties of Romanovski polynomials, we refer the reader to [43].

Finally, in Table 9, we provide the connections between the wavefunctions listed in Tables 4 and 8. To establish those results, we have used not only equations (3.16) and (3.23), but also

Table 7. Potentials U(u) and additive constants c.

Type U(u) c

SHO_a A(A − 1) csc^2 u + 2B cot u (α − 2δ^2)^{ω2}_{4α2} +^β_α dω + d^2 A =^λ_α , B = −^ω_{2αδ} ( d +^{βω}_{2α} ) SHO_b A(A − 1) sec^2 u −^{ω2−4αd2}_{4α}

A =^λ_α RHO [A(A − 1) + B^2] sec^2 u − B(2A − 1) sec u tan u −α ( L(L + 1) +^{ω2}_{4α2} ) A =^1_2 ( L + 1 +^μ_α ) , B =^1_2 ( L + 1 −^μ_α ) C A(A − 1) csch^2 u − 2B coth u^α_2 [2Z + αL(L + 1)] A = L + 1, B =^{2Z}_α + L(L + 1) M A^′(A^′ − 1) csch^2 u − 2B^′ coth u^1_{2α2} B[B + α(2A + 1)] A^′ = −^λ_α , B^′ =^1_{α2} B[B + α(2A + 1)] E_a A(A − 1) csch^2 u − 2B^′ coth u α[B + δA(A − 1)] B^′ =^1_δ ( B +^1_2 αA(A − 1) ) E_b −^{2Z}_u +^{L(L+1)}_{u2} −2B

Z = B − A(A − 1), L = A − 1 PT A^′(A^′ − 1) sec^2 u^{αA(A−1)}_{1+α}

A^′ =^λ_{1+α} S [A^′(A^′ − 1) + B^{′2}] sec^2 u − B^′(2A^′ − 1) sec u tan u −^α_{1−α2} {α[A(A − 1) + B^2] A^′ =^1_2 (1 + Δ_1 + Δ_2), B^′ =^1_2 (Δ_2 − Δ_1) + B(2A − 1)} Δ_1 =^{Δ−}_{1+α} , Δ_2 =^{Δ+}_{1−α} RM A(A − 1) csc^2 u + 2B^′ cot u

(_{α2}

2 − β ) A(A − 1) − αB B^′ =^1_δ [ B −^1_2 αA(A − 1) ]

a combination

(n + 1)(α + n)L^{α−2}_{n+1}(t) = ( (α − 1)t d dt + α(α − 1) − (α + n)t ) L^{(α)}_n (t) (3.24)

of the recursion and differential relations of Laguerre polynomials (see equations (8.971.5) and (8.971.3) of [44]), the backward shift operator relation for Jacobi polynomials (see equation (1.8.7) of [39]),

2(n + 1)P^{(α,β)}_{n+1} (t) = ( − ( 1 − t^2 ) d dt + α − β + (α + β + 2)t ) P^{(α+1,β+1)} n (t), (3.25)

and the differential relation of Romanovski polynomials (see equation (41) of [43]), n + 2β − 1 2(n + β)

R^{(α,β)}_{n+1} (t) = [ ( 1 + t^2 ) d dt + (n + 2β − 1) ( t + α 2(n + β) )] R^{(α,β)}_n (t). (3.26)

Table 8. Bound-state wavefunctions resulting from the PCT approach.

Type ψ^{(α)}_n (x) t

SHO_a f^{− 1}2^{(A+n+1)} exp ( −^{|B|}_{A+n} arccot^{αx+β}_δ ) R (_{2|B|}

A+n ,−A−n+1 ) n (t)^{αx+β}_δ

SHO_b f^{− 1}2^{(A+1)}C^{(A)}_n (t)

√_α f ( x −^{2d}_ω ) RHO x^{A+B}f^{−A− 1}2 P (^{A−B− 12 ,A+B− 12} ) n (t)^{−1+αx2}_{1+αx2}

C x^{A+n}f^{− 12} (^{A+n+1+ BA+n} )P

(−A−n+^B_{A+n} ,−A−n−^B_{A+n} ) n (t)^{2+αx}_{αx}

M f^{− 12} ( A^′+n+1+^{B′}_{A′+n} ) exp [_1 2 ( A^′ + n −^{B′}_{A′+n} ) x ] 1 + 2αe^{−x} × P ( −A^′−n+^{B′}_{A′+n} ,−A^′−n−^{B′}_{A′+n} ) n (t)

E_a (coth x + 1)^12 (coth x + 1 + α)^{− 12} ( A+n+1+^{B′}_{A+n} ) 2 coth x+α 2δ × (coth x − 1)^{− 12} ( A+n−^{B′}_{A+n} ) P ( −A−n+^{B′}_{A+n} ,−A−n−^{B′}_{A+n} ) n (t)

E_b (coth x + 1)^12 (coth x − 1)^{−L− 3}2 exp ( −^Z

(n+L+1)(coth x−1)

)_{2Z}

(n+L+1)(coth x−1)

× L^{(2L+1)} n (t)

PT f^{− 1}2^{(A′+1)}(cos x)^{A′} C^{(A′)}_n (t)

√_{1+α}

f sin x

S f^{− 1}2^{(Δ1+Δ2+2)}(1 − sin x)^{12} (^{Δ1+ 12} )(1 + sin x)^{12} (^{Δ2+ 12} )^{sin x+α}_{1+α sin x}

× P^{(Δ1,Δ2)} n (t)

RM f^{− 1}2^{(A+n+1)}(sin x)^{A+n} exp

(_{B′}

A+n arccot^{cot x+ α2}_δ

)_{2 cot x+α} 2δ × R ( −^{2B′}_{A+n} ,−A−n+1 ) n (t)

4 Conclusion

In the present paper, we have completed the study of a class of exactly solvable PDM Schrödinger equations, undertaken in [15] and pursued in [16, 27], by constructing their bound-state wavefunctions in general form. This has been made possible by combining the previously used DSI method with PCT connecting the PDM Schrödinger equations with constant-mass ones with similar spectra.

It should be stressed that it is only the association of both approaches that has allowed us to build and to fully solve the former equations. As shown in Table 6, the complexity of the changes of variable involved in the PCT would indeed make it rather unlikely to guess them in order to directly construct the PDM equations from the constant-mass ones. The previous determination of the PDM and of the corresponding spectra by DSI techniques has therefore played an essential role.

Position-Dependent Mass Schrödinger Equations 15

Table 9. Changes of variable and of function relating the wavefunctions arising from the DSI and PCT approaches and equations used in the comparison.

Type t P_n(λ; y) Equation

SHO_a^{αy+β}_δ γ^{(A)}_n R

(_{2|B|} A+n ,−A−n+1 ) n (t) (3.26) SHO_b

√_α f ( y −^{2d}_ω ) γ^{(A)}_n f^n2 C^{(A)}_n (t) (3.16) RHO^{−1+αy}_{1+αy} γ_nf^nP (^{A−B− 12 ,A+B− 12} ) n (t) (3.25) C^{2y+α}_α γ^{(A)}_n P

(−A−n+^B_{A+n} ,−A−n−^B_{A+n} ) n (t) (3.23)

M 1 + 2αy γ^{(A′)}_n P ( −A^′−n+^{B′}_{A′+n} ,−A^′−n−^{B′}_{A′+n} ) n (t) (3.23)

E_a^{2y+α}_{2δ} γ^{(A)}_n P ( −A−n+^{B′}_{A+n} ,−A−n−^{B′}_{A+n} ) n (t) (3.23) E_b −^{2Z}

(n+L+1)(1−y) γ (L) n t^{−n}L^{(2L+1)} n (t) (3.24) PT y

√_{1+α}

1+(1+α)y^2 γ

(A^′)

n (1 − t^2)^{− n}2 C^{(A′)}_n (t) (3.16) S^{y+α}_{1+αy} γ_nf^nP^{(Δ1,Δ2)}_n (t) (3.25)

RM^{2y+α}_{2δ} γ^{(A)}_n R

(_{−2B′} A+n ,−A−n+1 ) n (t) (3.26)

References

[1] Ring P., Schuck P., The nuclear many-body problem, Texts and Monographs in Physics, Springer-Verlag, New York – Berlin, 1980.

[2] Luttinger J.M., Kohn W., Motion of electrons and holes in perturbed periodic fields, Phys. Rev. 97 (1955), 869–883.

[3] Harrison P., Quantum wells, wires and dots, Wiley, Chichester, 1999.

[4] Arias de Saavedra F., Boronat J., Polls A., Fabrocini A., Effective mass of one^4He atom in liquid^3He, Phys. Rev. B 50 (1994), 4248–4251, cond-mat/9403075.

[5] Weisbuch C., Vinter B., Quantum semiconductor heterostructures, Academic, New York, 1997. [6] Chamel N., Effective mass of free neutrons in neutron star crust, Nuclear Phys. A 773 (2006), 263–278, nucl-th/0512034.

[7] Quesne C., Tkachuk V.M., Deformed algebras, position-dependent effective masses and curved spaces: an exactly solvable Coulomb problem, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 37 (2004), 4267–4281, math-ph/0403047.

[8] Infeld I., Schild A., A note on the Kepler problem in a space of constant negative curvature, Phys. Rev. 67 (1945), 121–122.

[9] Cariñena J.F., Rañada M.F., Santander M., A quantum exactly solvable non-linear oscillator with quasiharmonic behaviour, Ann. Physics 322 (2007), 434–459, math-ph/0604008.

[10] Bagchi B., Quesne C., Roychoudhury R., Pseudo-Hermitian versus Hermitian position-dependent-mass Hamiltonians in a perturbative framework, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 39 (2006), L127–L134, quant-ph/0511182.

[11] Bagchi B., Banerjee A., Quesne C., PT -symmetric quartic anharmonic oscillator and position-dependent mass in a perturbative approach, Czech. J. Phys. 56 (2006), 893–898, quant-ph/0606012.

[12] Bender C.M., Making sense of non-Hermitian Hamiltonians, Rep. Progr. Phys. 70 (2007), 947–1018, hep-th/0703096.

16 C. Quesne

[13] von Roos O., Position-dependent effective masses in semiconductor theory, Phys. Rev. B 27 (1983), 7547– 7552.

[14] Gritsev V.V., Kurochkin Yu.A., Model of excitations in quantum dots based on quantum mechanics in spaces of constant curvature, Phys. Rev. B 64 (2001), 035308, 9 pages.

[15] Bagchi B., Banerjee A., Quesne C., Tkachuk V.M., Deformed shape invariance and exactly solvable Hamiltonians with position-dependent effective mass, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 38 (2005), 2929–2945, quant-ph/0412016.

[16] Quesne C., Oscillator–Morse–Coulomb mappings and algebras for constant or position-dependent mass, J. Math. Phys. 49 (2008), 022106, 15 pages, arXiv:0712.1965.

[17] Cooper F., Khare A., Sukhatme U., Supersymmetry and quantum mechanics, Phys. Rep. 251 (1995), 267– 385, hep-th/9405029.

[18] Junker G., Supersymmetric methods in quantum and statistical physics, Texts and Monographs in Physics, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1996.

[19] Bagchi B., Supersymmetry in quantum and classical physics, Chapman and Hall/CRC, Boca Raton, FL, 2000.

[20] Spiridonov V., Exactly solvable potentials and quantum algebras, Phys. Rev. Lett. 69 (1992), 398–401, hep-th/9112075.

[21] Spiridonov V., Deformed conformal and supersymmetric quantum mechanics, Modern Phys. Lett. A 7 (1992), 1241–1251, hep-th/9202013.

[22] Khare A., Sukhatme U.P., New shape-invariant potentials in supersymmetric quantum mechanics, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 26 (1993), L901–L904, hep-th/9212147.

[23] Barclay D.T., Dutt R., Gangopadhyaya A., Khare A., Pagnamenta A., Sukhatme U., New exactly solvable Hamiltonians: shape invariance and self-similarity, Phys. Rev. A 48 (1993), 2786–2797, hep-ph/9304313.

[24] Sukhatme U.P., Rasinariu C., Khare A., Cyclic shape invariant potentials, Phys. Lett. A 234 (1997), 401– 409, hep-ph/9706282.

[25] Gangopadhyaya A., Mallow J.V., Rasinariu C., Sukhatme U.P., Exactly solvable models in supersymmetric quantum mechanics and connection with spectrum-generating algebras, Theoret. and Math. Phys. 118 (1999), 285–294, hep-th/9810074.

[26] Loutsenko I., Spiridonov V., Vinet L., Zhedanov A., Spectral analysis of q-oscillator with general bilinear interaction, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 31 (1998), 9081–9094.

[27] Quesne C., Spectrum generating algebras for position-dependent mass oscillator Schrödinger equations, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 40 (2007), 13107–13120, arXiv:0705.0862.

[28] Bhattacharjie A., Sudarshan E.C.G., A class of solvable potentials, Nuovo Cimento 25 (1962), 864–879.

[29] Lévai G., A search for shape-invariant solvable potentials, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 22 (1989), 689–702.

[30] De R., Dutt R., Sukhatme U., Mapping of shape invariant potentials under point canonical transformations, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 25 (1992), L843–L850.

[31] Natanzon G.A., General properties of potentials for which the Schrödinger equation can be solved by means of hypergeometric functions, Theoret. and Math. Phys. 38 (1979), 146–153.

[32] Cordero P., Salamó S., Algebraic solution for the Natanzon confluent potentials, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen.

24 (1991), 5299–5306.

[33] BenDaniel D.J., Duke C.B., Space-charge effects on electron tunneling, Phys. Rev. 152 (1966), 683–692.

[34] Lévy-Leblond J.-M., Position-dependent effective mass and Galilean invariance, Phys. Rev. A 52 (1995), 1845–1849.

[35] Bagchi B., Gorain P., Quesne C., Roychoudhury R., A general scheme for the effective-mass Schrödinger equation and the generation of the associated potentials, Modern Phys. Lett. A 19 (2004), 2765–2775, quant-ph/0405193.

[36] Alhaidari A.D., Solutions of the nonrelativistic wave equation with position-dependent effective mass, Phys.

Rev. A 66 (2002), 042116, 7 pages, quant-ph/0207061.

[37] Bagchi B., Gorain P., Quesne C., Roychoudhury R., New approach to (quasi-)exactly solvable Schrödinger equations with a position-dependent effective mass, Europhys. Lett. 72 (2005), 155–161, quant-ph/0505171.

[38] Quesne C., Application of nonlinear deformation algebra to a physical system with Pöschl–Teller potential, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 32 (1999), 6705–6710, math-ph/9911004.

Position-Dependent Mass Schrödinger Equations 17

[39] Koekoek R., Swarttouw R.F., The Askey-scheme of hypergeometric orthogonal polynomials and its qanalogue, math.CA/9602214.

[40] Abramowitz M., Stegun I.A., Handbook of mathematical functions with formulas, graphs, and mathematical tables, National Bureau of Standards Applied Mathematics Series, Vol. 55, Washington, D.C., 1964.

[41] Romanovski V., Sur quelques classes nouvelles de polynômes orthogonaux, C. R. Acad. Sci. Paris 188 (1929), 1023–1025.

[42] Compean C.B., Kirchbach M., The trigonometric Rosen–Morse potential in the supersymmetric quantum mechanics and its exact solutions, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 39 (2006), 547–558, quant-ph/0509055.

[43] Raposo A.P., Weber H.J., Alvarez-Castillo D., Kirchbach M., Romanovski polynomials in selected physics problems, Cent. Eur. J. Phys. 5 (2007), 253–284, arXiv:0706.3897.

[44] Gradshteyn I.S., Ryzhik I.M., Table of integrals, series, and products, Academic Press, New York, 1980.