arXiv:1403.7651v1 [nucl-th] 29 Mar 2014

An efficient method for evaluating energy-dependent sum rules

N. Nevo Dinur^∗ and N. Barnea^† Racah Institute of Physics, The Hebrew University, Jerusalem 91904, Israel

C. Ji^‡ TRIUMF, 4004 Wesbrook Mall, Vancouver, BC V6T 2A3, Canada

S. Bacca^§ TRIUMF, 4004 Wesbrook Mall, Vancouver, BC V6T 2A3, Canada and Department of Physics and Astronomy, University of Manitoba, Winnipeg, MB, R3T 2N2, Canada (Dated: April 1, 2014)

Energy-dependent sum rules are useful tools in many fields of physics. In nuclear physics, they typically involve an integration of the response function over the nuclear spectrum with a weight function composed of integer powers of the energy. More complicated weight functions are also encountered, e.g., in nuclear polarization corrections of atomic spectra. Using the Lorentz integral transform method and the Lanczos algorithm, we derive a computationally efficient technique for evaluating such sum rules that avoids the explicit calculation of both the continuum states and the response function itself. Our numerical results for electric dipole sum rules of the^4He nucleus with various energy-dependent weights show rapid convergence with respect to the number of Lanczos steps. This demonstrates the usefulness of the method in a variety of electroweak reactions.

PACS numbers: 36.10.Ee, 21.60.De, 25.30.-c

I. INTRODUCTION

Since the introduction of the Thomas-Reiche-Kuhn [1] and the Bethe [2] sum rules, quantum mechanical sum rules have been widely applied to many fields of physics, including fundamental particles [3, 4], atomic nuclei [5–7] and nuclear matter [8–10]. The definition of the term “sum rule” (SR) may vary in different physical problems. In the studies of atomic nuclei, energy-dependent sum rules are often referred to the spectral integration over a nuclear response function with an energy-dependent weight function. The response function is associated with transitions between the ground and excited states of a nucleus due to an external probe. The SRs reflect important information about the structure and properties of nuclei. They are also key ingredients in calculating nuclear polarization effects on the spectrum of muonic atoms, which have recently drawn renewed interest [11–15].

Since the response function is related to the reaction cross section through kinematic factors, the corresponding SR can be evaluated through an integration over the appropriate cross section obtained from experiments. However, when there are no available data, or when the measurements are either limited in energy range or too scattered for a reliable estimation of the response function, one must rely on theory for evaluating the SRs. In many cases SRs can be directly obtained from groundstate expectation values of operators, and in some special

∗ nir.nevo@mail.huji.ac.il † nir@phys.huji.ac.il ‡ jichen@triumf.ca § bacca@triumf.ca

cases they can even be evaluated in a model independent or quasi-independent way [16, 17]. Best known examples are the Thomas-Reiche-Kuhn sum rule [1] and the bremsstrahlung sum rule [18–21]. They are associated with the first two spectral moments of the unretarded electric dipole response function, which corresponds to the dominant contribution in nuclear photoabsorption reactions.

In general, a sum rule may contain a weight function in a rather complex form (see, e.g., [11, 13, 15]) and cannot simply be written as a ground-state expectation value. In such cases, a theoretical evaluation of the SR requires a calculation of the response function, followed by an explicit integration over all the relevant excitation spectrum. An ab-initio solution of all the continuum states is a rather challenging task, often out of reach. Therefore, using indirect methods, such as the Lorentz integral transform (LIT) [22, 23], is presently the only viable way for calculating the response functions in an ab-initio approach (c.f. [24] for a recent update), and consequently the SR. Even then, obtaining accurate results from an explicit integration of the response function may be a rather demanding task, especially when the SR is relatively sensitive to the high-energy part of the response function.

Here, we use the Lanczos algorithm [25] to derive a generalized numerical technique for evaluating SRs, dubbed ‘the Laczos sum rule (LSR) method’, which avoids the complications associated with explicitly calculating the continuum states or even the response function. Similar LSR methods have been applied to study sum rules associated with Gamow-Teller and electromagnetic transitions (see, e.g., [7, 26–28]), whose spectral weights only included integer powers of the energy.

In essence, in this paper we extend the sum rule method applied in Ref. [7] for evaluating the electric polarizability [29] to SRs with energy-dependent weight function of a more general form.

We define a general SR I = ∫_∞ 0 dω S (ω) g (ω) , (1) where g (ω) is the energy-dependent weight function, and S(ω) is the response function describing the excitation probabilities of a nucleus due to some external probe. The response function is given by S(ω) = ∑∫ f |⟨f|Ô|i⟩|^2δ (E_f − E_i − ω) , (2)

where Ô is the transition operator (e.g., an electric dipole or quadrupole operator). |i⟩ and |f⟩ are the initial and final eigenstates of the Hamiltonian H with eigenvalues E_i and E_f , respectively. The^∑ ∫ symbol in Eq. (2) indicates a sum over the discrete part of the spectrum and an integral over the continuum states. Throughout our discussion, the weight function g (ω) can have an arbitrary analytical form, restricted to only two conditions: (i) the integrand S(ω)g(ω) in Eq. (1) is regular, and (ii) the integral (1) exists and is finite.

The lower bound of the integral (1) is the lowest excitation energy of the system, ω_{th} ≥0. The upper bound is unlimited, however, for a given desired accuracy it can be regarded finite, since S(ω) vanishes for ω → ∞.

To calculate |i⟩ and |f⟩ one often expands them on a complete discrete set of localized basis states, effectively truncated at some finite basis size M, and then diagonalizes the Hamiltonian H, obtaining a set of eigenstates |μ⟩ and corresponding eigenvalues E_μ. The states |μ⟩ are not real eigenstates of the physical Hamiltonian, but can be regarded as the discrete set of eigenstates that emerge when the system is confined in a finite volume. For energies below the continuum threshold E_μ < E_{th}, the states {|μ⟩} are controlled approximations of the true bound states that improve by increasing the basis size M. For E_μ > E_{th}, these states are viewed as a discretized approximation of the continuum that gradually fills in the continuum as the basis size is increased. In terms of this discrete basis, the SR of Eq. (1) becomes a sum over the transition probabilities from the ground state to the discretized excited states, weighted by the function g(ω):

I_M = M∑ μ |⟨μ|Ô|i⟩|^2g(ω_μ) , (3) where ω_μ = E_μ − E_i is the excitation energy and the sum runs over all states but the ground state. Here, the index M denotes the fact that we are working with discrete states in a finite model space of size M. Naively, I_M may be expected to converge to the SR’s physical value, I, as M increases. However, the verity and rate of the convergence I_M → I require further investigation.

Additionally, in many calculations a complete diagonalization of the Hamiltonian is computationally impractical. The Lanczos algorithm [25] can be introduced to handle the problem of large-model-space diagonalization. Based on a recursive mapping of the full M ×M Hamiltonian matrix into a tridiagonal matrix Ĥ_N whose dimension N is much smaller than M, the Lanczos algorithm effectively preserves information on the low-lying eigenstates and spectral moments [26, 27]. Using the Lanczos algorithm, the SR in Eq. (3) becomes I_N = ⟨i|Ô^†Ô|i⟩ N−1∑ ν=0 |Q_{ν0}|^2g(ω_ν ) . (4)

Here the index N denotes the number of Lanczos iterations, Q is the unitary transformation matrix that diagonalizes Ĥ_N , and ω_ν ≡ E^{(N)}_ν − E_i, where E^{(N)}_ν is the ν-th eigenvalue of Ĥ_N .

Due to the advantage of the Lanczos algorithm [30–32], I_N converges rapidly to I_M , i.e., |I_N − I_M | → 0 for a sufficiently large N, which turns out to be much smaller than the size of the discretized basis M. Therefore, when I_M → I is established, we obtain that I_N → I, where N can be kept relatively small. Thus, Eq. (4), as the main point of this paper, provides an efficient way to calculate SRs using the Lanczos algorithm, where the weight functions are more generalized than just integer powers of ω as in the traditional first moments of a distribution [26].

In the rest of the paper we will present a theoretical derivation of Eq. (4). Using the properties of Lorentz integral transform (LIT), we will discuss the conditions for which I_M , and therefore also I_N , converge to I. In particular, in Sec. II we will prove that (i) Eq. (3) is exact if the inverse LIT of the weight function g(ω) exists, and (ii) I_M converges to I at the same rate as the LIT does. In Sec. III, we obtain the constraints required for the existence of the inverse LIT of g(ω), which follow from the properties of the response function and the analytic form of g. In Sec. IV we illustrate the technical details behind the derivation of Eq. (4), based on the Lanczos algorithm. In Sec. V we show the practical convergence rate of the LSR method with respect to the Lanczos step N for sum rules associated with the electric dipole transition, emphasizing that a rapid convergence in N can be reached for a variety of weight functions.

II. DERIVATION

As detailed in Refs. [22, 23], the response function can be obtained from a numerical calculation using its Lorentz integral transform (LIT) L(σ, Γ) = Γ π ∫ dω S(ω) (ω − σ)^2 + Γ^2

, (5)

which is an integral transform of the response function with a Lorentzian kernel. In order to prove the validity of evaluating the SR of Eq. (1) using the square-integrable basis represented by Eq. (3), we assume that there exists a function h(σ, Γ) such that the weight function g(ω) in Eq. (1) can be presented in the form g(ω) = Γ π ∫ dσ h(σ, Γ) (ω − σ)^2 + Γ^2

. (6)

Comparing Eqs. (5) and (6) we find that the relation between g(ω) and h(σ, Γ) is similar to the relation between L(σ, Γ) and S(ω). There is, however, one important difference: for any physical response function, the LIT integral L(σ, Γ) is well defined. In contrast, the existence of h(σ, Γ) is not self evident, and the conditions under which h(σ, Γ) exists will be discussed in the next section. At this moment we shall carry out our arguments assuming that (6) holds.

Inserting the LIT representation of the weight function (6) into the SR of Eq. (1) and changing the order of integration, we rewrite the SR in terms of the LIT function L(σ, Γ) instead of S(ω) I = ∫ dω ∫ dσ S (ω) Γ π h(σ, Γ) (ω − σ)^2 + Γ^2 = ∫ dσ L(σ, Γ)h(σ, Γ) . (7) Similar to Eq. (1), also here the integration limits can be regarded as effectively finite, due to the properties of L.

The advantage of introducing the LIT function L(σ, Γ) stems from the fact that it can be calculated numerically using a set of localized basis functions with boundstate-like boundary conditions [22, 23]. Consequently, it is much simpler to calculate L(σ, Γ) than the response function itself. We expand L(σ, Γ) over the set of squareintegrable basis functions {|μ⟩} that diagonalizes the Hamiltonian, obtaining

L_M (σ, Γ) = Γ π M∑ μ≠i |⟨μ|Ô|i⟩|^2 (ω_μ − σ)^2 + Γ^2

. (8)

Substituting the calculated L_M (σ, Γ) of Eq. (8) into (7) we recover Eq. (3) for I_M , which is to some extent an intuitive discrete representation of the SR. Nevertheless, with this derivation we have further justified the use of a localized basis.

If we consider an expansion on a basis of size M, such that the accuracy of the calculated function L_M (σ, Γ) is within ε_M , |L(σ, Γ) − L_M (σ, Γ)| ≤ ε_M , (9) then the accuracy of I_M calculated using the same basis can be bounded by |I − I_M | ≤ ∫ dσ |L(σ, Γ) − L_M (σ, Γ)| |h(σ, Γ)| ≤ ε_M ∫ dσ |h(σ, Γ)| . (10)

Therefore, if the function h(σ, Γ) exists and the integral ∫ dσ|h(σ, Γ)| on the right-hand-side of Eq. (10) is finite, then the discretized SR in Eq. (3) converges to the exact sum rule I at the same rate as L_M (σ, Γ) converges to L(σ, Γ). In other words, the discrete representation becomes exact when the LIT function converges to its exact value without any need to recover the continuum limit. In the following we will present a more rigorous discussion on the conditions for which h(σ, Γ) exists and on the convergence properties of I_M constrained by Eq. (10).

III. EXISTENCE AND CONVERGENCE

In this section we will explore the conditions for which we can locate such a function h(σ, Γ), which satisfies that ∫ dσ|h(σ, Γ)| is finite, and the implications on the convergence of the calculated SR.

To this end, we use the Fourier transform and utilize the Fourier representation of the Lorentzian kernel [33] 1 x^2 + α^2 = 1 2α ∫ dke^{−α|k|+ikx} , (11) so that we can rewrite Eq. (6) in the following form g(ω) = 1 2π ∫ dσ dk h(σ, Γ)e^{−Γ|k|+ik(σ−ω)} . (12) We define the Fourier transforms of g and h, respectively, as g̃(k) = ∫ dω g(ω)e^{ikω} , h̃(k, Γ) = ∫ dσ h(σ, Γ)e^{ikσ} , (13) and obtain from Eq. (12) a simple relation between them

h̃(k, Γ) = e^{Γ|k|}g̃(k) . (14)

Performing the inverse Fourier transform on Eq. (14) we obtain the function h(σ, Γ) as [33] h(σ, Γ) = 1 2π ∫ dk e^{Γ|k|}g̃(k)e^{−ikσ} . (15) This relation provides us with a necessary and sufficient condition for the existence of h(σ, Γ): If the integral on the right hand side of Eq. (15) converges, h(σ, Γ) is well defined; Otherwise we cannot find h(σ, Γ) that fulfills Eq. (6) exactly.

We first provide an extreme example, where g(ω) is a Dirac delta function g(ω) = δ(ω − ω_0), whose Fourier transform is g̃(k) = exp(ikω_0). It is straightforward to obtain that the integral in Eq. (15) diverges in this case.

However, in many cases the weight function g(ω) will be a continuous function, which can be expanded using a complete set of square-integrable basis functions. In practice, in bound nuclear systems the response function S(ω) provides a lower bound for the integral in Eq. (1) at the lowest excitation energy ω_{th} ≥ 0, and vanishes for ω → ∞. Therefore, the weight function g(ω) only needs to be known over a finite range of ω. Consequently, the weight function g(ω) may be approximated by a finite number of basis functions, i.e., g(ω) ∼= ∑_k 1 c_ig_i(ω), as long as the Müntz-Szász condition [34] is fulfilled.

Here, we provide two common choices of complete basis sets, Lorentzians and Gaussians integral bases, respectively. In the Lorentzian basis, represented by

g_i(ω) = β_i π 1 (ω − ω_i)^2 + β^2_i

, (16)

the Fourier transform of the basis function g_i(ω) yields g̃_i(k) = exp (−β_i|k| + ikω_i). By substituting it in Eq. (15), we obtain the inverse transform

h_i(σ, Γ) = β_i − Γ π 1 (σ − ω_i)^2 + (β_i − Γ)^2

, (17)

only for β_i > Γ > 0. Under this condition, ∫ dσ|h_i(σ, Γ)| = 1 is finite and thus fulfills the requirement from Eq. (10). However, when the weight function is narrowly peaked at a particular value of ω, then in order for it to be adequately described, the expansion must include a Lorentzian function g_i that has a similar narrow width, i.e., a small value of β_i. In this case, the condition β_i > Γ can become prohibitively difficult to satisfy, due to the numerical properties of the LIT method: the convergence rate of L_M (σ, Γ) to L(σ, Γ) worsens as Γ → 0.

For the Gaussian basis, expressed as

g_i(ω) = 1 √ πβ_i e^{−(ω−ωi)2/β2i} , (18) the Fourier transform of the basis function g_i(ω) leads to g̃_i(k) = exp(−^{β2i k2}_4 + ikω_i). Similarly, we substitute it into Eq. (15), and find the inverse transform in this case to be

h_i(σ, Γ) = 1 √ πβ_i Re [F(z)] , (19)

with

F(z) ≡ [1 + Erf (z)] exp (z^2) (20)

and z ≡^{Γ+i(σ−ωi)}_{βi} . The function Erf(z) is the error function defined by

Erf(z) = 2 √ π z∫ 0 e^{−t2} dt . (21)

As shown numerically in Fig. 1, h_i(σ, Γ) is symmetric around its peak value at σ = ω_i, i.e., |h_i(σ, Γ)| ≤ h_i(ω_i, Γ) = F(Γ/β_i)/ √ πβ_i^2, and vanishes rapidly as the value of |σ − ω_i| increases. Therefore, one can demonstrate that the integral ∫ dσ|h_i(ω_i, Γ)| will be finite, provided that h_i’s peak value, h_i(ω_i, Γ), is finite. However, h_i(ω_i, Γ) grows extremely fast with increasing Γ/β_i, because of its exp(Γ^2/β^2_i ) component, and so does the integral ∫ dσ|h_i(ω_i, Γ)|. Consequently, if g(ω) can be adequately described by a set of Gaussian basis functions, then the corresponding function h(σ, Γ) = ∑_k 1 c_ih_i(σ, Γ) can be constructed, and the convergence condition required by Eq. (10) holds if Γ/β_i is kept small. However, again it is evident that calculation of SRs associated with narrowly peaked weight functions may become prohibitively difficult. This situation, manifested in the Gaussian basis by the presence of a g_i(ω) with small β_i, makes it challenging to find an appropriate Γ that is large enough to make L_M converge at a reasonable rate, and small enough to keep exp(Γ^2/β^2_i ) small.

FIG. 1. (Color online) The Gaussian-basis-related function hi(σ, Γ) of Eq. (19) is plotted as a function of the argument (σ − ωi)/βi for various values of Γ/βi. hi(σ, Γ) is rescaled by division with its peak value at σ = ωi.

These examples indicate the robustness of the LSR method in the general case. However, the short coming of the method is to resolve SRs whose energy weight contain very narrow features or discontinuities. In practice, the convergence of the results need to be verified numerically for each case individually.

IV. THE LANCZOS ALGORITHM

The calculation of the SR in Eq. (3), as well as the calculation of the LIT of Eq. (8), involves a summation over the entire spectrum of H using a discretized complete basis expansion. However, the basis size M required to obtain converged results is usually too large to allow a direct diagonalization of H. To overcome this problem in the LIT method, the use of the Lanczos algorithm was introduced [35]. This practice has been successfully applied to many electroweak processes of light nuclei [23]. In these cases, it was found that with sufficiently large number of Lanczos steps, which is still much smaller than the basis size, L_M can converge to the exact value L within a sub-percentage accuracy.

Following this example, we seek an equivalent formalism for calculating the SR using the eigenstates of the Hamiltonian in the Krilov subspace [36] {|φ_0⟩, H|φ_0⟩, H^2|φ_0⟩, . . . H^{N−1}|φ_0⟩}. The appropriate choice of the starting vector |φ_0⟩ is the normalized transition vector |φ_0⟩ = Ô|i⟩/ √ ⟨i|Ô^†Ô|i⟩ . (22) Using the Lanczos algorithm [25] one can straightforwardly construct an orthonormal basis {|φ_0⟩, |φ_1⟩, |φ_2⟩, . . . |φ_{N−1}⟩} to the Krilov subspace. In the Lanczos algorithm one represents H, which is an M × M matrix, by the tridiagonal N × N matrix

Ĥ_N = a_0 b_1 0 · · · 0

b_1 a_1 b_2 .. . 0 b_2 a_2 .. . . . . . . .. . .. . b_{N−1} 0 b_{N−1} a_{N−1}

, (23)

where N ≤ M. Ĥ_N and {|φ_i⟩} are constructed through the Lanczos iterations, b_{i+1}|φ_{i+1}⟩ = H|φ_i⟩ − a_i|φ_i⟩ − b_i|φ_{i−1}⟩ , (24) where the coefficients a_i and b_i are obtained as a_i = ⟨φ_i|H|φ_i⟩ ; b_i = ‖b_i|φ_i⟩‖ . (25) This representation effectively provides the distribution of the starting vector |φ_0⟩ on the low-lying spectrum of H [26].

The tridiagonal matrix Ĥ_N can be easily diagonalized through unitary transformation

Ĥ_N = QDQ^† , (26) where D ≡ diag ( E^{(N)}_0 , E^{(N)}_1 , . . . , E^{(N)}_{N−1} ) . The first N eigenstates of H approximated by the Lanczos algorithm are therefore given by |ν̃⟩ = N−1∑ j=0 Q_{jν} |φ_j ⟩ , (27)

where |ν̃⟩ satisfies H|ν̃⟩ ∼= Ĥ_N |ν̃⟩ = E^{(N)}_ν |ν̃⟩. If we now substitute the discrete sum over the states |μ⟩ in Eq. (3) with a sum over the N approximated eigenstates |ν̃⟩, we obtain I_N ≡ N−1∑ ν=0 |⟨ν̃|Ô|i⟩|^2g(ω_ν )

= ⟨i|Ô^†Ô|i⟩ N−1∑ ν=0

| | | | | N−1∑ j=0 Q^†_{jν} ⟨φ_j |φ_0⟩ | | | | | 2 g(ω_ν )

= ⟨i|Ô^†Ô|i⟩ N−1∑ ν=0 |Q_{ν0}|^2g(ω_ν ) , (28)

which yields Eq. (4) given in the Introduction. In this form, the calculated SR depends only on the norm of the transition vector and on the eigenstates and eigenvalues of the Lanczos matrix Ĥ_N . Furthermore, this sum converges very rapidly with increasing N, due to the excellent convergence properties of the Lanczos algorithm [30–32]. In practice we have found that a few hundred Lanczos steps N, which is much less than the basis size M, are sufficient for convergence of the most commonly used SRs.

We would like to add two comments regarding the application of Eq. (28): (i) If one is only interested in the inelastic response, then the initial state should be excluded from the sum in Eq. (28). (ii) The SR defined in Eq. (28) is equivalent to the ground state expectation value ⟨i|Ô^†g ( Ĥ_N − E_i ) Ô|i⟩, which is finite even with

functions g(ω) for which the integral (1) does not exist.

V. RESULTS

As an example for the application of the proposed LSR method, we consider the unretarded dipole response function of the^4He nucleus, calculated using the effective interaction hyperspherical harmonics (EIHH) method [37, 38]. This response function was first calculated for^4He using a modern nuclear Hamiltonian in Ref. [39]. More recently, it was used in Ref. [13] to estimate nuclear polarizability effects in muonic^4He. Here we use the same model space as in [13]. In the Hamiltonian H we adopt the chiral effective field theory potential, including two-nucleon interactions up to next-to-next-to-next-to-leading order, and three-nucleon interactions up to next-to-next-to-leading order [40], with parametrization from Ref. [41]. The dipole response function S_{D1} is defined as in Eq. (2) where the operator Ô is the unretarded dipole operator

D̂_1 ≡ 1 Z Z∑ i R_iY_1(R̂_i) . (29)

Here, (R_i, R̂_i) denotes the position of the i-th proton in the center-of-mass frame, and Y_1 denotes the rank-one spherical harmonics.

In Fig. 2 we demonstrate the convergence of the LSR method for dipole sum rules with weight functions g(ω) = ω^{−3/2}, ω^{−1}, . . . , ω^{3/2} defined as

I^{(n)}_{D1} = ∫_∞ ω_{th} dω ω^n S_{D1} (ω) . (30)

It can be seen that when calculating these SRs as in Eq. (28), N ≈ 200 Lanczos steps are sufficient for convergence. This should be compared with M ≈ 10^5, the size of the model space used in this calculation. Indeed, a slightly slower convergence is obtained for more negative powers of ω, since g(ω) becomes relatively narrower at the origin. However, this does not create practical difficulties to obtain convergence. These examples demonstrate the accuracy and efficiency of the LSR method.

We would like to add that the dipole SR with g(ω) = ω^{−1} is related to the electric dipole polarizability α_E through α_E = (8πZ^2α/9)I^{(−1)}_{D1} . Our result for α_E of^4He is 0.0694 fm^3, which is in agreement with a previous calculation [42], considering the accuracy estimated there.

FIG. 2. (Color online) Convergence of various energydependent sum rules with increasing number of Lanczos steps. The calculations are done using the unretarded dipole response of^4He. The sum rules are normalized to their converged values.

TABLE I. Energy-dependent SRs of the unretarded dipole response of^4He. A comparison between the Lanczos sumrule method (LSR) and an explicit integration of the response function (ESR). Both calculations are made with the same model space as in [13].

Weight Units LSR ESR Relative Difference ω^{−3/2} fm^{7/2} 8.414 8.434 ∼ 10^{−3} ω^{−1} fm^3 3.405 3.409 ∼ 10^{−3} ω^{−1/2} fm^{5/2} 1.431 1.431 ∼ 10^{−4} 1 fm^2 0.637 0.636 ∼ 10^{−3} ω^{1/2} fm^{3/2} 0.312 0.309 ∼ 10^{−2} ω fm^1 0.178 0.173 ∼ 10^{−2} ω^{3/2} fm^{1/2} 0.133 0.117 ∼ 10^{−1}

In Table I we compare the energy-dependent SRs calculated using the LSR method with SRs obtained from an explicit integration of the response function (ESR) as in Eq. (30), for various weight functions g(ω). It can be seen that there is an excellent agreement between the two methods. One should keep in mind that when the manybody Hamiltonian needs to be solved, as in this example, the calculation of the response function is always limited in accuracy. Therefore, it is remarkable that the relative difference between the results of the two methods is rather small for most SRs. In this example, the response function used for explicit integration was only calculated up to ω_{max} = 518 MeV. This leads to a varying error in the ESR results. Obviously, this error is larger for weight functions with higher powers of ω, as can be seen from the difference between the ESR and LSR results for g(ω) = ω^{3/2} in Table I. We note that the numerical accuracy of the LIT method, and therefore also of the LSR, is at the sub-percentage level (see Ref. [13]).

VI. SUMMARY

We have presented an efficient algorithm for evaluating a generalized energy-dependent sum rule and discussed its properties and applicability. With the proposed method one can calculate sum rules without explicitly calculating the continuum states or the response function, thus achieving better accuracy. We have shown that the convergence rate of the calculated sum rule is bounded by the convergence rate of the LIT function times a factor, whose magnitude depends on the structure of the weight function. A set of localized basis functions can be used to calculate the sum rule, and using the Lanczos algorithm we have demonstrated that a few hundred steps of Lanczos iterations are sufficient to achieve a reasonable accuracy. In fact, this is an order of magnitude lower than the number of Lanczos steps needed to calculate the corresponding response function using the LIT method. This suggests that the proposed method can be valuable also in other cases, for example to calculate polarization corrections in other muonic atoms, as well as any energy-dependent sum rule that is of relevance in electro-weak reactions of nuclei.

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

We are indebted to Giuseppina Orlandini and Victor D. Efros for useful conversations and valuable comments on the manuscript. This work was supported in parts by the Natural Sciences and Engineering Research Council (NSERC), the National Research Council of Canada, the Israel Science Foundation (Grant number 954/09), and the Pazi foundation.

[1] R. Landenburg and F. Reiche, Naturwiss 11, 873 (1923);

W. Kuhn, Z. Phys. 33, 408 (1923); L.H. Thomas, Naturwiss 13, 627 (1925).

[2] H. Bethe, Annalen Phys. 5, 325 (1930). [3] S. Weinberg, Phys. Rev. Lett. 18, 507 (1967). [4] M. Shifman, Prog. Theor. Phys. Supplement 131, 1 (1998).

[5] E. Lipparini, and S. Stringari, Phys. Rep. 175, 103 (1989).

[6] G. Orlandini, and M. Traini, Rep. Prog. Phys. 54, 257 (1991).

[7] D. Gazit, N. Barnea, S. Bacca, W. Leidemann, and G.

Orlandini, Phys. Rev. C 74, 061001 (2006).

[8] A. Polls, A. Ramos, J. Ventura, S. Amari and W. H. Dickhoff, Phys. Rev. C 49, 3050 (1994).

[9] S. Mallik and S. Sarkar, Eur. Phys. J. C 65, 247 (2010). [10] E. G. Drukarev, M. G. Ryskin and V. A. Sadovnikova, Phys. Atom. Nucl. 75, 334 (2012).

[11] K. Pachucki, Phys. Rev. Lett. 106, 193007 (2011). [12] A. Antognini et al., Can. J. Phys. 89, 47 (2011). [13] C. Ji, N. Nevo-Dinur, S. Bacca, and N. Barnea, Phys.

Rev. Lett. 111, 143402 (2013).

[14] C. Ji, N. N. Dinur, S. Bacca and N. Barnea, Few-Body Syst. doi:10.1007/s00601-014-0809-3, arXiv:1311.0938.

[15] J. L. Friar, Phys. Rev. C 88, 034003 (2013). [16] M. W. Kirson, Nucl. Phys. A 301, 93 (1978). [17] Y. Li, G. I. Martone, and S. Stringari, Euro. Phys. Lett.

99, 56008 (2012).

[18] J.S. Levinger and H. A. Bethe, Phys. Rev. 78, 115 (1950). [19] D.M. Brink, Nucl. Phys. 4, 215 (1957). [20] L.L. Foldy, Phys. Rev. 107, 1303 (1957).

[21] A. Dellafiore and D.M. Brink, Nucl. Phys. A286, 474, (1977).

[22] V. D. Efros, W. Leidemann, and G. Orlandini, Phys.

Lett. B 338, 130 (1994).

[23] V. D. Efros, W. Leidemann, G. Orlandini, and N. Barnea, J. Phys. G: Nucl. Part. Phys. 34, R459 (2007).

[24] S. Bacca, N. Barnea, G. Hagen, G. Orlandini and T. Papenbrock, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111, 122502 (2013).

[25] C. Lanczos, J. Res. Nat. Bur. Stand. 45, 255 (1950);

J. H. Wilkinson, The Algebraic Eigenvalue Problem (Clarendon, Oxford, 1965).

[26] W.C. Haxton, K.M. Nollett, K.M. Zurek, Phys. Rev. C 72, 065501 (2005).

[27] E. Caurier, A. Poves and A. P. Zuker, Phys. Rev. Lett.

74, 1517 (1995).

[28] E. Caurier, G. Martinez-Pinedo, F. Nowacki, A. Poves, J. Retamosa and A. P. Zuker, Phys. Rev. C 59, 2033 (1999).

[29] L. Friar, Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 95, 170 (1975). [30] S. Kaniel, Math. Comp. 20, 369 (1966). [31] C. C. Paige, Ph.D. thesis, London University (1971). [32] Y. Saad, SIAM J. Num. Anal. 17, 687 (1980). [33] V. Efros, Phys. At. Nucl. 62, 1833 (1999). [34] Ch. H. Müntz, Festschrift H. A. Schwarz, Berlin (1914);

O. Szász, Math. Ann. 77, 482 (1916).

[35] M. A. Marchisio, N. Barnea, W. Leidemann, and G. Orlandini, Few-Body Syst. 33, 259 (2003).

[36] Y. Saad, ‘ ‘Iterative methods for sparse linear systems,” Philadelphia, SIAM (2003).

[37] N. Barnea, W. Leidemann, and G. Orlandini, Phys. Rev.

C 61, 054001 (2000); Nucl. Phys. A 693, 565 (2001). [38] N. Barnea, V.D. Efros, W. Leidemann, and G. Orlandini, Few-Body Syst. 35, 155 (2004).

[39] D. Gazit, S. Bacca, N. Barnea, W. Leidemann, and G.

Orlandini, Phys. Rev. Lett. 96, 112301 (2006). [40] R. Machleidt and D. R. Entem, Phys. Rept. 503, 1 (2011).

[41] P. Navrátil, Few Body Syst., 41, 117 (2007). [42] I. Stetcu, S. Quaglioni, J. L. Friar, A. C. Hayes and P. Navratil, Phys. Rev. C 79, 064001 (2009).