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Abstract We consider the problem of defining the Schrodinger equation for a hydro-
gen atom on R3 x M where M denotes an m dimensional compact manifold. In the
present study, we discuss a method of taking non-separable potentials into account,
so that both the non-compact standard dimensions and the compact extra dimensions
contribute to the potential energy analogously to the radial dependence in the case of
only non-compact standard dimensions. While the hydrogen atom in a space of the
form R3 x M, where M may be a generalized manifold obeying certain properties,
was studied by Van Gorder (J Math Phys 51:122104, 2010), that study was restricted
to cases in which the potential taken permitted a clean separation between the vari-
ables over R3 and M. Furthermore, though there have been studies on the Coulomb
problems over various manifolds, such studies do not consider the case where some
of the dimensions are non-compact and others are compact. In the presence of non-
separable potential energy, and unlike the case of completely separable potential, a
complete knowledge of the former case does not imply a knowledge of the latter.

Keywords Hydrogen atom - Schrodinger equation - Eigen value problem -
Non-separable potential - Compact extra dimensions

1 Introduction

While there has been much interest concerning extra dimensions in theoretical phys-
ics, relatively little literature exists regarding atoms in higher spatial dimensions than
three, particularly in the case in which the extra dimensions are compact. We should
mention that some results for the higher dimensional Kepler problem do exist; see, e.g.,
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Mladenov and Tsanov [1]. Naturally, the case of non-compact extra dimensions have
been more amenable to mathematical analysis. Some studies on the hydrogen-like
atom over higher dimensional Euclidean space include [2—7], whereas studies of more
complicated atomic structures appear in [8] and [9] for higher dimensional Euclid-
ean space. Nouri describes coherent states for the d-dimensional Coulomb problem in
[10], and problems in maintaining regularity of the wave functions for hydrogen atoms
defined over higher dimensional Euclidean space are discussed in [11-13] whereas
Burgbachera, Limmerzahlb and Maciasc discuss a possible mathematical fix for this
problem of regularity in [14].

Although more complicated, quantum mechanical problems can be considered on
non-Euclidean space; indeed, “small” compact extra dimensions are a much more
likely candidate for higher spatial dimensions than the full hyperspace R". One physi-
cally realistic example of a candidate for any compact extra dimension would be Kih-
ler manifolds. Examples of studies on mathematical physics problems taking Kéhler
manifolds or conifolds as the underlying space include [15-18]. Recently, Bellucci,
Nersessian and Yeranyan [19] address a quantum mechanics model on a Kéhler con-
ifold, whereas Nersessian and Yeranyan [20] discuss the three-dimensional oscillator
and Coulomb systems reduced from Kihler spaces, which is quite relevant to the
hydrogen atom over Kéhler spaces. In Van Gorder [21], a method of solving the
Schrodinger equation for a hydrogen-like atom over a space R? x M was discussed,
where M is a manifold or conifold which permits separability (that is, the Coulomb
potential is taken to only depend on the radial coordinate in the R3 part of the space,
which allows for separability).

We shall review the method discussed in Van Gorder [21] for obtaining solutions
for wave functions governing a hydrogen-like atom over a space R? x M in the case
of completely separable variable cases in Sect. 2. In such cases, the Coulomb potential
depends only on the radial coordinate in R>, as was outlined in [21]. However, such
an assumption of separability is unsatisfying, as it restricts the physical scenario too
greatly. It is reasonable to consider cases in which the potential is influenced by the
compact extra dimensions; indeed, it should be desirable to consider cases where the
compact extra dimensions influence the potential in some manner, as this appears to
be more physically plausible and may even lead to a detectability of extra dimensions
through minute changes in expected values taken by the wave functions (although any
such mechanism for this is beyond the scope of the present paper). Hence, in Sect. 3 we
consider a potential depending on both the radial coordinate in R? and on the position
on the compact manifold, M.

For illustrative purposes, in Sect. 4 we set M = S™, the m-sphere. Separating
the Schrodinger equation as far as is possible, we obtain a partial differential equa-
tion in two variables, which is in analogy to the standard radial Schrodinger equation
obtained in [21]. Relevant boundary conditions are also discussed, as is the normaliza-
tion requirement. We introduce a coupling parameter, y, which relates the strength of
the contributions of both the radial coordinate and the coordinate on S™ to the potential.
For small y, we can discuss the first order perturbation theory for the model. We estab-
lish the dependence of the normalization coefficient on the coupling parameter, to first
order.
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We summarize the results in Sect. 5, and discuss how the method can be applied to
more general situations where the Hydrogen-like atom is defined over spaces of the
form R" x M for well-behaved compact manifolds M.

2 Review of the general solution method for the hydrogen atom
on R? x M for separable potentials

Here we review the procedure givenin [21]; while this material is covered in [21], it will
be useful the review this material in order to contrast the solution method with that of the
non-separable case considered in the next section. In order to find the wave function W
and associated energy spectrum E for the hydrogenic atom in higher dimensions than
three, we consider the eigenvalue problem (a time-independent Schrodinger equation)

N N K2
HY = EV, where H=—2—A+U, 2.1
m

over R3 x M, where Hisan elliptic operator, A is the Laplacian over R3 x M, U is the
potential energy (we will, in general, assume a potential U = U (r) for mathematical
simplicity), and M is a generalized manifold over which we may perform separation
of variables so that A = Aps + A g with Ags and Ay denoting Laplacians over R?
and M, respectively. (More accurately, A4 denotes the Laplace-Beltrami operator
over M.) Then, assuming a separable solution to (2.1) of the form ¥ = W W,, where
U, :R3 - Cand ¥, : M — C, we have that AWV = Wy A3V 4+ W A Wa, which
allows us to write (2.1) as a system of coupled linear eigenvalue problems, to wit:

hZ

—ZARﬂIJl—i-(U—E—FM)\I/l:O, 2.2)
hz

_EAM"IJZ"'FM\IQ =0, (2.3)

where the spectrum I" o for W, is obtained by the solution of the latter problem (2.3)
over M and then placed into (2.2) in order to obtain W; and hence the full wave
function, W. In principle, I" o provides us with the corrections to the standard energy
spectra, Ey (for a hydrogen atom in R3), that are needed due to the assumption of
extra dimensions which enter due to M. Naturally, the spectrum I" x4 will depend
strongly on the choice of M. For now, we shall keep M arbitrary, and assume that a
non-trivial solution W3 to the eigenvalue problem (2.3) exists and admits non-trivial
spectrum { r M)k} rex (Where K is an index set). We then solve (2.2) subject to such
an assumption, and obtain both the wave function and energy spectrum for a hydro-
genic atom, in terms of W5 and the spectrum I" z4. Later, in Sect.3, we fix M so that
we may obtain explicit expressions for the wave function W, and spectrum I" 5 in
some interesting cases.
Under such assumptions, (2.2) becomes

h2
— EARs% +(U—E—Tr)p) W1 =0. (2.4)
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Assuming that W separates as (W1);(r, 0, ¢) = R(r)Y;(0, ¢) where R(r) is the radial
component and Y; (6, ¢) is a spherical harmonic (here, the index £ runs as £ € N). Tak-
ing the Laplacian Aps to spherical coordinates, (2.4) results in the coupled eigenvalue
problems

P (Ld (4R +r2(U—E—Tmy) = hz}\ (2.5)

2u \ R dr " dr " Mok} = 2u ’
n? 1 9 (. Y 1 3%y n?
—(——(sino—= )+ ———= ) = ——, (2.6)
2u \ Ysin6 06 06 Y sin 0 3¢ 21

where A is a constant. It is well known that a solution Y, (0, ¢) to (2.6) results in
eigenvalues A, = £(£ + 1) (the square of the angular momentum) where ¢ € N. Then,
placing this expression into (2.5), we obtain the radial equation

hzld 24R 00+ 1 2(U—-E— (T =0 2.7
(Rdr<r5)_(+))+r( —E—Tp) =0 27

Setting U to the Coulomb potential (thatis, U = U (r) = —Z e2/r), defining constants
ar =L+ 1),b=—-2uZe?/h?, c; = —u/h*)(E + (I'pq)x) we obtain (making
use of generalized Laguerre polynomials)

—1 20+1 2 € ,—Jer
= q(;(\/cf_k;) . L?H(Z«/ar)Yz(@,(ﬁ)‘lJz,k(w), (2.8)
\20+1

W r(r,0,¢,w)=

wherew € Mandg = ¢ — f Now, as we require ¥ € L*(R3), the quantization

condition £ + 1 + %CT —m,, where m, € N is referred to as the radial quantum
number, must hold (and hence g = 2¢ + 1 4+ m, € N*). Then, deﬁning N=m, +1¢,
we have that the condition —(2u/h2)(E + TAp) = ck = 4(N+1)2 holds and, in

fact, yields the ‘closed-form’ expression for the energy spectrum for the hydrogenic
atom over R3 x M, viz.,

w(Ze?)?

E=FEyg=——2¢0
NEZ RN 12

— (T M)k - 2.9

Clearly, for (I'aq)g = 0, En .o from (2.9) gives the standard energy spectrum for the
hydrogen atom over R, Thus, the term (I" ), appears as a correction to the standard
energy spectrum, to account for the additional dimensions inherent in the model due
to the assumption of an underlying space of the form R® x M. For precision, note
that the indices in the above formulas run as £ € N, m, € N and hence N € N.

3 The hydrogen atom on R” x M for non-separable potentials

While the above analysis is useful when the potential U does not depend on M in
any way, the above method of separation fails for reasonable choices of U which do
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depend on M. However, such situations may be more physically reasonable. This
leads us to consider the case in which U depends on both the radial variable r and the
position on M.

Let us define a function g : M — [0, 1], which we take to be some form of normal-
ized distance on the compact manifold M. For instance, taking M to be a sphere, we
can take g = 0 at one pole, g = 1 at the other pole, and 0 < g < 1 for all other points.
We shall require that g be continuous. We then assume a potential which depends on
g; thatis, U = U(r, g(w)), where w = (w1, w2, ..., wy,) € M. With such a choice
of potential, we may still separate the ¢ and 6 coordinates in R3, leaving a function
which depends on r € [0, 00) and w € M; we denote this effective wave function as
X(r, w), where ¥ = X (r, )Y (¢, 0). Under such an assumption, the function X is
governed by an equation of the form

2 U(r, E
X,r+—X,+“—§X+AMX+MX=—X, 3.1

r r K K
where k = — 5’—2 is defined for brevity and 11 is an eigenvalue of the spectral problem

A g2 Yy = i Yi for the spherical harmonics Y. Note that

ag \° 29
ApmX = Xgq Z(@) + X, 2—3 : (3.2)
Picking g (which, recall, we are free to define in a convenient matter) to satisfy

m 2
Z( s ) = F(g) (33)
dw wj

and

noa2

oo

—G(g), (3.4)

Ba)
j=1

~. N

we have that A\ X = F(g)Xge + G(g) X, and hence Eq. (3.1) becomes

vy _Ey a5
K

2 Mk
X+ ;Xr + r_2X + F(g)Xge + G(g) X, +

Then, provided such a g = g(w) exists, the spectral problem becomes effectively
two-dimensional. While any specific choice of U (, g) could be contested due to lack
of explicit experimental support thus far for extra dimensions, we should note that
there are certain requirements which must be met. For g = 0, we should recover
the standard radial Schrédinger equation, and hence U (r, 0) = —ZTEZ. Therefore, as
r — 0, we expect the potential to be singular. Potentials of this form would be, for
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example, U (r, g) = - (1 + ;- Here we have introduced a cou-
pling parameter with whlcfl to scale the contrlbutlon of the manifold on the potential.
Of course, far more complicated potentials are possible which satisfy the requirement
Ur,0) = -2

For sake of demonstration, let us consider the latter example potential, U (r, g) =
r(ﬁ%’ where Uy = —Z e2. More generally, such potentials take the form U (r, g) =
%H (g). Under such an assumption, (3.5) takes the form

2 Uo
Xr + =X, + EEX 4 F(9)Xgg + G(9)Xg + —H(g)X EX. (3.6

where Uy = Uy/k and E = E /k. We thus have a coupled non-separable (due to the
fact that the potential U depends on both » and g) linear partial differential equation
for X (r, g).

In principle, solving Eq. (3.6) is challenging due to the non-separability and the
singular nature of the equation. Hence, in order to obtain any type of solution, further
assumptions must be made. Making the reasonable assumption that g is normalized
so that g : M — [0, 1) and that g € C2(M) (i.e., that g is twice continuously
differentiable in all of it’s variables), it makes sense to expand

(0.¢] (0.¢] o0
F(@ =Y Fig! G@=).Gjg/ H@=1+Y Hig/. (37
— — =
Note that such representations are reasonable given the properties of g, assuming that
such F and G exist. In fact, the series for F' and G will terminate for most practical
applications. To illustrate this, we consider two examples.
Example 1 Let g(w) = Z;’Ll |w;|. Here, g is just the L'-norm. Let us assume that the

manifold M is defined so that w; > Oforall j = 1,2, ...m. Then, g(w) = Z?’=1 wj.
From the definition of F and G we find that F(g) = m while G(g) = 0.

Example 2 Let g(w) = exp (27:1 |wj|) — 1. Assuming again that w; > 0 for
all j = 1,2,...m, we have g(w) = exp (Z;’;l a)j). We then find that F(g) =
m exp (2 pIy a)j) =m(g+1)* = mg?+2mg+m. Likewise, G(g) = m(g+1) =
mg + m.

Assuming that the compact manifold M is small, the we take the scaled quantity
y to be small (we can scale g to be on the order of the diameter of M). Alternately,
we can keep g € [0, 1], and introduce coupling parameter y > 0. We then replace
F(g) > F(yg), G(g) —> G(yg) and H(g) — H(yg) in (3.7) so that we obtain
series in y. Then, for the sake of preforming computations, we assume a solution of
the form

X(r, ) = Xo(r, &) + >_X;(r, 2y’ . (3.8)
j=1
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Under such an assumption, we iteratively obtain the partial differential equations

L[Xo] =0, 3.9)
j

LIX;j1 =D ulX;] for j>1, (3.10)
i=1

where we define the operators

Lo P20 gt 0 (e Do 3.11)
T 9r2 o ror 08g2 Oag r2 r ’
a2 a U
i=-F— —Gi— -2y, (3.12)
ag? g r

In order to determine the order zero term, Xy, let us note that L[Xo] = 0 is a sep-
arable PDE. Hence, we assume Xo(r, g) = R(r)S(g), obtaining, through separation
of variables,

3.13
2 . (3.13)

R') 280 (e, Oy 2\_ o_ FoS"®) +GoS'(e)
R(r) 7 R() S(2)

Note that A pqu(w) = Au(w) is a spectral problem on M, admitting eigenfunctions
uj and corresponding spectrum A ; for j € J where J is an index set. Transform-
ing u(w) — u(g), note that A pqii(g) = F(g)u"(g) + G(g)i'(g) = Aii(g). If we
replace F(g) and G(g) with F(0) = Fpand G(0) = Gy, respectively, then we modify
the spectral problem, obtaining modified spectra A(}. For each such j € J, we thus

have an eigenfunction §;(g) and associated eigenvalue AO such that ApnS;(g) =

FOS” (g) + GOS’ (g) = AOS (g). With such choice of e1genfunct1on and eigenvalue,
the rlght hand equatlon in (3 13) is identically satisfied. Hence, the appropriate choice
of the §;’s will lie in the structure of the compact manifold M. What remains is to
solve for R(r). Note that R(r) will depend on the index k (due to the hyperspherical
harmonics Yg and associated spectral parameter 1y) and on the index j (due to the
eigenfunctions S; on the manifold M and associated spectral parameter A(j).). Hence,
we consider Ry ;(r) satisfying the spectral problem

2 0
R,/(”j(r)—l—;R,’(,j(r)vL(%wL 0 A% )Rk,(r) —0. (3.14)

The solution to this equation is essentially that given for the radial factor in (2.8),
replacing the energy spectra given in (2.9) with

n(ze?)? 0
Eyi=——F"————A}. 3.15
NIT TN w2 G-19)
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From here, we sum over all possible eigenstates j € J, obtaining for each k the
function

Xo(r.g) = D> Rej(r)S;(g) . (3.16)
jeJ

the zeroth order term in the perturbation solution for (3.6). Effectively, we have recov-
ered the solution of Sect. 2 (for the completely separable case where U depends on r,
alone) as the zeroth-order approximation to the solution to the problem in which the
potential depends on both r and the position on the compact manifold M.

We may continue in this manner, iteratively obtaining the higher order terms X ;.
Upon attempting such calculations, one sees that the computations quickly become
lengthy and complicated, with closed-form solutions either impossible or at the very
least impractical. However, for sufficiently small g, a first order approximation will
suffice. The equation governing X(r, g) is

LIXi]=ulXol =t | D Rej()Sj(9) | = D Rej(ulS;()].  (3.17)

jelJ jelJ

as (1 is a differential operator in g alone (although r does make an appearance in ¢ as
a coefficient). Let us denote

/" / UO
D Ri j(ulS;j (@)1 == Ri;(r) (Fl S7(8) + GiS() + —S; (g))
jeJ jelJ r

=Ei(rg). (3.18)

We may solve (3.17) by obtaining a Green’s function G so that

00 gmax
Xi(r, 8) =/ / Gor—r,g—g)e', ghdgdr . (3.19)
0 0

As M is compact, gmax, the maximum value of g, is taken to be finite. For the “small”
compact manifolds we are interested in, gmax < 1.

In order to obtain such a Green’s function, we refer to the Fredholm theory. For the
basis of eigenfunctions {Rk, j(@)S; (g)}je 7 with associated eigenvalues E k,j Which L
admits, the Green’s function for L may be constructed as

R} ()R (ST (9)S,(8)

Gor—rg—gh=2, =
k’j

jeJ

, (3.20)
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where 1 denotes complex conjugation. Using (3.20) in Eq. (3.19), we obtain

Xi(r,g) = VR (st (3.21)
jelJ

where we define the coefficients C 5.1] by
00 &max

cl = / / Ry j(r)S;(g)E1(r, g'dg'dr' . (3.22)
0 0

More generally, employing the same process, we find that for integer p > 1

Xp(r.8) = CYIR] .(nSi(g). (3.23)
jed
where
OO gmax
cll = / / R j(r)S;j(g)E (', ghdg'dr, (3.24)
0 0
and
P
Ep(r, ) = D _ulXpi(r, @] (3.25)

i=1

4 The hydrogen atom on R” x S§™: an illustrative case

The case of U depending on M and r is far more complicated than that addressed in
[21]. To permit some tractability, we consider the special case M = S§™ for illustra-
tive purposes. Here we take the non-compact dimensions R”; when n = 3, we obtain
the most physically relevant solutions, though we shall keep n arbitrary for greater
generality.

Let us define the Laplacians

2 n—129 1

Apn = —+ ———+ —Agu1, 4.1
R ar? i roor + P2 s @D
A i +( 1) cot(wy) 0 + : A 4.2)
m = — + (m — 1) cot(wy) — + —5——Agm-1. .
T e, " o sin(wm) ©
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Then, for manifold M, = R" x & with m-sphere of radius ¢ > 0, the Laplacian
over M, reads

ppg = 2l L s “3)
Mo = 5,2 r or 2ot pesm '

Defining the Hamiltonian

A

H=xAp, +U, (4.4)
the Schrodinger equation for the wave function, W, becomes
HV = EV. 4.5)

Here the potential function U is in general a function of the n + m variables. In Van
Gorder [21], the case in which U = U(r) was considered, as this case permits sep-
arability in the variables. However, under such an assumption, the potential is not
influenced at all by the extra compact dimensions. In the present study, we will con-
sider the case in which the potential is influenced by the compact extra dimensions.
Along these lines, let us take U = U (r, w;,;), so that U depends on the space R”
radially (as is standard) while U depends on &™ azimuthally. Again, this is still a
simplifying assumption, and we do not claim that this is the most physically relevant
scenario. That said, this assumption does permit us to consider a non-separable case
which is analytically tractable.

4.1 Separation of variables

Let us separate variables into three groups: those influencing the potential, those in R”
and not influencing the potential, and those in S™ and not influencing the potential.
We then make the assumption

V=X w)Y(,01,...,0h-2)Z(w1,...,0m-1). (4.6)
To Y and Z we have the associated spectral problems
Agn1Y =Y and AgnZ =v;Z 4.7
with respective spectra {jtx };cx and {vj }j ¢y- Here K and J are the appropriate index
sets.

Substituting (4.6) into (4.5), and applying (4.7) to remove the Y and Z terms, we
find that

k(n—1) K K(m—1)
Ker + —Xr + _ZXa)mwm + - 2 COt(wm)me
r o o
K KV;
+[#+++U(r,wm)—E]X=0. (4.8)
r o2 sin’(wp,)
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In analogy to the standard potential over R? we shall consider a potential of the form

Uy

- Uy=-2Zé 4.9)
r+yog(wn)

U(r, a)m) =

where g(w,) is a non-decreasing scaling function satisfying g(0) = 0 and g(w;,) > 0
for all w,, € [0, w]. The parameter y > 0 determines the strength of the contribution
of w,, relative to r. When y = 0, we recover the standard potential discussed in Van
Gorder [21].

4.2 Boundary conditions and normalization
Relevant boundary conditions for the partial differential equation (4.8) include
X(r,0)=R(r), (4.10)
(at w,, = 0 we recover the solution for the radial Schrodinger equation on R")
X0, wn) =0, (4.11)
(the change in probability is zero at r = 0)
X (400, wy) =0, (4.12)
(the probability is zero “at infinite radius™)
X, (r,m) =0, (4.13)
(the change in probability is zero at “the top” of the sphere).
In addition to boundary conditions, one must be mindful of the normalization con-
dition

/ XdA =1 (4.14)
A
due to conservation of probability, where A = R" x $™. Assuming that the eigen-
functions Y (¢, 61, ..., 60,-2) and Z(wy, . .., w,—1) are appropriately normalized, the

above implies that

T

o
//demdr =1. (4.15)
0

0
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4.3 PDE for g(wy,) = sin®(wy, /2)

Let us consider a potential U of the form

Uo

U(r, w,) = )
. om) r + yo sin(wp/2)

(4.16)

and let us make the change of variable x = sin’(w,,/2) along with the change of
function

X(r, o) = mi(n X). 4.17)

Upon placing the transformed quantities into (4.8), we obtain

% +/<(n—1))~(+/<)~( +K(m—4) 1—2)(5(
K — —
" r g2 202 (1—y)x *
K Lk Kk [8(m —4) V; Uy ~
+i1—+-— + + —E} X =
< r2 " 4o? [ X (I=x)2x*]  r+yox

(4.18)

4.4 Perturbation expansion in y
The partial differential equation (4.18) is non-separable, due to the form of the potential
taken. However, small values of y are physically reasonable, hence we shall discuss
a perturbation solution which gives the first order perturbation for the solution X to
(4.18). To this end, consider

X0 = X000 +y X0 + 007, (4.19)

Note that we shall make use of the expansion

Uo U oUox
U(r, om) = =—-y— o?, (4.20)

r+yoyx Ty

for small y. Separating the O (1) and O (y) terms, we find that (4.18) yields

ext9 4 SO Doy £yt 4 KO (11 = ifx X
+[Kr#+4,j7[8(mx_4) - (1—v;)2x2}+%_E]X[O]=O’ 20
MIRETIIE: O I
+[Kr#+ﬁ [S(mx_ 24 a —‘;cj)zxz}r%_E] XU]ZU(’J—;)XX[O]' 22
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4.5 Zeroth-order perturbation theory

Let us deal with X% first. Note that Eq. (4.21) is separable in r and y, so let us assume
a solution of the form X% = Cp(r)n(x). Placing this into (4.21) we find that

92 k(n—1)0 K U
Erp:K—';)—l—(—)—p—}- L2 Elp=—ap (423
ar r or

r r

and

Kk 3*n k(m—4) 1-2x an

L= o
xh o2 9x? 202 (1 —yx)x dx
Kk [ 8(m —4) vj
. 424
402[ X (l—x)zxz]’7 ! @2

where A is a constant and £, £, denote differential operators for future reference.
Note that solutions to (4.23) are of the form p(r) = R (r), where R is the radial
function described in [21] (in the three-dimensional n = 3 case; for n > 3 we lose
regularity) which, as demonstrated in (2.8), may be written in terms of generalized
Laguerre polynomials. Solutions to (4.24) must satisfy the boundary conditions n(0) =
0 and n’(1) = 0 (which follow from the change of variables w,, — x) and must be
regular. There are two independent HeunC type solutions (confluent hypergeometric
functions), one of which fails regularity. The remaining solution is of the form

n(x) = Constant x exp(a\/gx)[x(l _ x)]%[\/m-(m—ﬁ)]

[0 J(m—6)2—4v; [(m—6)>—4v;
xHeunC | 20 —,\/ 5 J,\/ 7 l,
K

s (e o 2 (4.25)
- 9 - A I m - A 9 9 .
2 "8 2 )

which always satisfies n(0) = 0. Furthermore, this solution has a regular deriva-
tive at x = 1 (and hence permits the boundary condition 1’(1) = 0) provided that

2m

J(m —6)2 — 4v; — (m—6) > 1,i.e.as v; > 0, we must have m is an integer satisfy-
ing 0 < m < 6. Which this restriction on m is limiting, this is likely more due to the
form of the toy model taken, than any physically meaningful bound on the dimension
of the compact extra dimensions. The constant coefficient can be ignored, as we have
already introduced a normalizing constant C.

With solutions to p(r) and n(x) we have now determined the order-zero pertur-
bation contributions, which basically gives the wave function for the case where the
potential is influenced only by the radial variable, , and not by any variables in the
space 8" . The first order perturbation will then give an approximation to the depen-
dence of the wave function on a potential which takes into account both r and w,.
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4.6 First-order perturbation theory

In order to simplify the inhomogeneity present in (4.22), observe that we can write
this equation as

oUpx
(Lr + L)X = =32 p(I 0. (4.26)
Making the substitution

XM (r, x) = CoUp&(r, x)p(rIn(x) (4.27)
we find that using (4.23) and (4.24)) (4.26) reduces to

X
(Lr + L&, x) = ok (4.28)
While this equation is still inhomogeneous and non-separable, at least we have
removed the dependence on X! from the right hand side. Inverting the linear operators
subject to homogeneous boundary data, we would obtain

1 [ X
g0 =&+ L7 [ 5] (4.29)
This solution, while difficult to write explicitly, can be determined numerically for
fixed values of the physical parameters. In particular, let G(r, 7, x, x) be the Green’s
function for the linear differential operator £, + £, . Such a function G(r, 7, x, X)
can be found via eigenfunction expansion in the standard way; this is messy, and we

omit the specifics, however this method allows a constructive proof of the existence
of such a function G(r, 7, x, x). We will then obtain

oo 1
E(r ) = / / Gr. 7, 1. 2) Sy d. (430)
0 0

The first order perturbation theory is then given by

X0 = € (14 voUeg(r. 0 + 04D pIn o). (4.31)
Hence, the separable solution Cp(r)n(x) is perturbed by a variable coefficient

&(r, x) for positive values of the coupling parameter y when we move to the non-
separable case.

4.7 y-dependent normalization

One now sees that the normalization coefficient should depend on the value of y taken;
i.e., C = C(y). When y = 0, we obtain the normalization for the case discussed in
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[21], whereas for y > O the value of the normalization coefficient should change.
Placing (4.31) into the normalization requirement (4.15), we obtain

p(rn(x)dxdr

—(x(l —o (4.32)

o
co [ [ a+yotieeonm
It is then clear to see that C(y) scales as

oo 1
E(r, x)p(r)n(x) 2
C(y) =Cy oUoCOO/O/ (x(l—x))3/2 —————5—dxdr |y +0O(y°), (4.33)

where Cy is the normalization for the case in which the potential depends only on r
(i.e., Up/r) and is given by
c 1
0= .
p(n(x)
fO fO (x(1— Z))3/2 dydr

(4.34)

5 Conclusions

What we have done here was derive a non-separable PDE describing the eigenvalue
problem for a hydrogen-like atom over a space of the form R” x M. This serves as an
extension of the methods and results discussed in Van Gorder [21], as we considered a
case where the potential energy depends not only on r (which was the case considered
in Van Gorder [21], as it permitted separability of the radial variable from all other
variables) but also on the compact extra dimensions. In particular, when the depen-
dence of the Coulomb potential on the compact extra dimensions is small (relative to
the dependence of the Coulomb potential on r), a perturbation expansion and related
first order perturbation solution shows that the qualitative form of the separable and
non-separable solutions for the hydrogen wave functions agree up to a scale factor.
In the case of the non-separable potential, this scale factor is variable; in particular, it
depends on both the radial coordinate r and the coordinates considered from M. For
the special case M = S™ considered in Sect. 4, the coordinate taken corresponded to
wpm, although if other variables, or more than one variable, were taken from S™, it is
clear to see that the obtained scale factor would depend on any such variables which
enter into the Coulomb potential.

Symbolically, when W, — denotes the wave function for a hydrogen atom over
R" x §™ with Coulomb potential which scales as only a function of r (i.e., U =
U(r) ~ 1/r), the wave function ¥, for a hydrogen atom over R" x §™ with a
potential depending on r and one or more of the coordinates wi, wo, ..., o, (i.e.,
U=U(,yoi,..., yoy)) will take the form ¥, = (1 + y F1 + el S Wy —o
where the F’s are higher order corrections which account for any dependence of U
on the coordinates for §. We may view 1 4 y Fj 4+ y>F> 4 - - - as the Taylor expan-
sion of a function F(y,r, w1, ..., wy) about y = 0. Then, we have ¥, = FW¥, .
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As contributions of the compact extra dimensions in the potential are likely small
(though doubtfully negligible), the perturbation expansion in the coupling parameter
y seems reasonable, and thus the first order perturbation theory is expected to be
qualitatively realistic for the model considered.

Furthermore, for sufficiently well-behaved manifolds (i.e., the so-called “tame man-
ifolds™) describing the compact extra dimensions, we expect similar methods and
derivations to hold. In other words, for a Hydrogen atom over R"” x M (M is a well-
behaved manifold with dim(M) = m), if the Coulomb potential’s dependence is U =
Ur, @)=U, [r+ve (@ )] ~!(where @ € M) thenwe may always (after separating
the angular variables from R"*) write the remaining parts of the Schrodinger operator as

. Uo

Lr+Les+— (5.1)
C r+yg(@))

where £, and LEZ; are linear second order differential operators in the variables indi-
cated by subscripts. Expanding X (r, @ ), the multiplicative factor of the wave function
governed by the variables (r, ?5), inay-seriesas X = x4 yX[l] + - .- we see that
the Schrédinger operator (5.1) leads to a system of PDEs from which the X¥’s may
be obtained. The order zero term corresponds to a solution of

. .U
(ﬁr L=+ —0) X — 0, (5.2)
r

which is exactly separable, and, thus, admits closed-form solutions. Note that such
solutions correspond to the type of solution discussed in [21]. The solution for
the next term, X!, is in general non-separable and gives the first order perturba-
tion theory, which may be found in a manner similar to the methods discussed in
Sect. 3. By such methods, one may construct the first order perturbation theory for
Hyderogen-like atoms over R” x M governed by Coulomb potentials of the form

U=U [r + )/g(?)))]_1 orU = U [r(l + yg(Z))))]_l.
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