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Abstract

The Rci-Q package is an extension to the Grasp2018 suite, improving the model of estimating the
quantum-electrodynamics (QED) corrections to the energy levels. The Flambaum–Ginges radiative po-
tential method is used to estimate the leading self-energy correction to electron energy in many electron
atoms. The new fitting prefactors to parameterize radiative potential are presented. The correction to
self-energy originating from finite nucleus size is included. The Wichmann-Kroll part of the vacuum
polarization potential is also implemented.

PROGRAM SUMMARY
Program Title: Rci-Q
Developer’s repository link: https://gitlab.com/Koziol/rci-q
Licensing provisions: MIT
Programming language: Fortran 95
Nature of problem: Precision determination of atomic energy levels using a multiconfiguration Dirac–Hartree–
Fock approach.
Solution method: The computational method to estimate the leading self-energy correction to electron energy in
many electron atoms is based on the Flambaum–Ginges radiative potential method [1]. The improved fitting
of prefactors were performed in order to cover wide range of atomic number 𝑍 and quantum numbers 𝑛 and 𝑙
for subshells. The finite nucleus size correction to self-energy is given by fitting the data taken from Yerokhin
work [2]. The Wichmann-Kroll vacuum polarization potential is implemented according to Fainshtein et al.
algorithm [3].
Additional comments: The rci-q program is a replacement for the rci program from the Grasp2018 suite [4].
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1. Introduction

The default model of estimating the self-energy correction implemented in the rci program of
the Grasp2018 package [1] is simple, but not accurate in some cases [2]. The alternative methods
that can be working combined with the Grasp2018 programs, such as the rci4 program [3, 4], based
on the Welton concept, and the Qedmod package [5], based on model Lamb-shift operator, provide
better numbers, but using them requires additional steps. So, there is a need for self-energy correction
implementation in Grasp2018, that is calculated in-fly during regular rci run. The Flambaum–Ginges
radiative potential method [6, 7] were implemented recently in the ambit program [8], the Dirac25
suite [9], and the modified versions of the Grasp [10, 11] and Turbomole [12] packages. In the present
work the Flambaum–Ginges radiative potential method is incorporated into modified version of the
rci program, called rci-q. The updated fitting prefactors to parameterize radiative potential with wide
range of atomic number 𝑍 and quantum numbers 𝑛 and 𝑙 for subshells are presented. These prefactors
may be also used in the other implementations of Flambaum–Ginges potential in atomic and molecular
codes. Moreover, the finite nucleus size correction to self-energy is added. The Wichmann-Kroll part of
the vacuum polarization potential is also implemented. Because the QED effects are more important
for high-𝑍 atoms, it is expected than rci-q program will be more suitable for calculations involving
heavy atoms, that the original rci program.

2. Theoretical background

The Flambaum–Ginges radiative potential method [6, 7] is used to estimate the leading self-energy
correction to electron energy in many electron atoms. The self-energy radiative potential is expressed as

𝑉SE(𝑟) = 𝑉el(𝑟) + 𝑉mag(𝑟) + 𝑉low(𝑟) (1)

where 𝑉el(𝑟) is the high-frequency part of electric contribution (called later as electric part), 𝑉low(𝑟) is
the low-frequency part of electric contribution (called later as low-frequency part), and 𝑉mag(𝑟) is the
magnetic part.

2.1. Point-like nucleus
For point-like nucleus (𝑉nuc(𝑟) = 𝑍∕𝑟) the electric part is expressed as

𝑉el(𝑟) = 𝐴(𝑍, 𝑛, 𝑙, 𝑟) 𝛼𝜋𝑉nuc(𝑟) ∫
∞

1

𝑒−2𝑡𝑟∕𝛼
√
𝑡2 − 1

[(1 − 1
2𝑡2

)

× (ln(𝑡2 − 1) + 4 ln ( 1
𝑍𝛼 + 1

2)) +
1
𝑡2
− 3
2] d𝑡

(2)

This equation may be also written in more convenient form as

𝑉el(𝑟) = 𝐴(𝑍, 𝑛, 𝑙, 𝑟) 𝛼𝜋
𝑍
𝑟 {4 ln (

1
𝑍𝛼 + 1

2) [𝐾𝑖0 (
2𝑟
𝛼 ) −

1
2𝐾𝑖2 (

2𝑟
𝛼 )]

+ [𝐾𝑖ln0 (2𝑟𝛼 ) −
1
2𝐾𝑖

ln
2 (2𝑟𝛼 ) + 𝐾𝑖2 (

2𝑟
𝛼 ) −

3
2𝐾𝑖0 (

2𝑟
𝛼 )]}

(3)
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Table 1: Fitting coefficients for the 𝐴(𝑍, 𝑛, 𝑙) prefactor for 𝑙 = 0 orbitals. The fitting function is 𝑓(𝑍) = 𝑎0 + 𝑎1𝑍 + 𝑎2𝑍2 +
𝑎3𝑍3 + 𝑎4𝑍4.

𝑛 𝑎0 𝑎1 𝑎2 𝑎3 𝑎4
𝑍 ≥ 20

1 7.723 08 × 10−1 −2.409 91 × 10−4 3.488 42 × 10−5 −2.835 16 × 10−7 3.160 93 × 10−10
2 8.078 99 × 10−1 1.290 47 × 10−3 3.944 30 × 10−5 −1.649 04 × 10−7 −1.979 88 × 10−9
3 8.085 05 × 10−1 2.078 48 × 10−3 3.831 22 × 10−5 −1.648 70 × 10−7 −2.266 59 × 10−9
4 8.089 57 × 10−1 2.520 39 × 10−3 3.035 63 × 10−5 −5.245 35 × 10−8 −2.929 95 × 10−9
≥ 5 8.151 99 × 10−1 2.191 64 × 10−3 4.330 51 × 10−5 −2.048 57 × 10−7 −2.397 70 × 10−9

𝑍 < 20
1 8.725 87 × 10−1 −1.441 09 × 10−2 −1.484 36 × 10−3 3.371 61 × 10−4 −1.349 52 × 10−5
2 8.913 52 × 10−1 −1.267 32 × 10−2 −1.298 23 × 10−3 3.244 61 × 10−4 −1.321 55 × 10−5
3 8.813 96 × 10−1 3.143 01 × 10−2 −1.496 89 × 10−2 1.710 96 × 10−3 −5.743 09 × 10−5
4 8.832 34 × 10−1 3.171 02 × 10−2 −1.496 14 × 10−2 1.710 22 × 10−3 −5.742 10 × 10−5
≥ 5 8.841 27 × 10−1 3.187 95 × 10−2 −1.496 49 × 10−2 1.710 50 × 10−3 −5.743 49 × 10−5

Then the magnetic part for point-like nucleus is expressed as

𝑉mag(𝑟) = 𝑖𝛼2

4𝜋 𝛾 ⋅ ∇⃗ [𝑉nuc(𝑟) ∫
∞

1

𝑒−2𝑡𝑟∕𝛼

𝑡2
√
𝑡2 − 1

d𝑡 − 1]

= 𝑖𝛼2

4𝜋 𝛾 ⋅
𝑟
𝑟
𝑍
𝑟2
[∫

∞

1

𝑒−2𝑡𝑟∕𝛼

𝑡2
√
𝑡2 − 1

d𝑡 + 2𝑟
𝛼 ∫

∞

1

𝑒−2𝑡𝑟∕𝛼

𝑡
√
𝑡2 − 1

d𝑡 − 1]

(4)

This equation may be written in more convenient form as

𝑉mag(𝑟) = 𝑖𝛾 ⋅ 𝑟𝑟 𝑉̃mag(𝑟)

𝑉̃mag(𝑟) =
𝛼2

4𝜋
𝑍
𝑟2
[𝐾𝑖2 (

2𝑟
𝛼 ) +

2𝑟
𝛼 𝐾𝑖1 (

2𝑟
𝛼 ) − 1]

(5)

The integrals

𝐾𝑖𝑛(𝑥) = ∫
∞

1

𝑒−𝑥𝑡

𝑡𝑛
√
𝑡2 − 1

d𝑡 (6)

are the Bickley–Naylor functions (note that 𝐾𝑖0(𝑥) is also the modified Bessel function of the second
kind and the zeroth order). The integrals

𝐾𝑖ln𝑛 (𝑥) = ∫
∞

1

𝑒−𝑥𝑡 ln(𝑡2 − 1)

𝑡𝑛
√
𝑡2 − 1

d𝑡 (7)

are similar to 𝐾𝑖𝑛(𝑥) but contain additional logarithmic part. The 𝐾𝑖𝑛(𝑥) and 𝐾𝑖ln𝑛 (𝑥) integrals are
calculated by using closed Newton–Cotes formula of fourth order (Boole’s rule) on the exponential grid
𝑡(𝑖) = 𝑎𝑒𝑖𝑏, 𝑖 = 1, … , 𝑖max, with parameters 𝑎 = 1.0 × 10−10, 𝑏 = 0.15, and 𝑖max = 300.
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Table 2: Fitting coefficients for the 𝐵(𝑍, 𝑛, 𝜅) prefactor for 𝑙 = 1 orbitals. The fitting function is 𝑓(𝑍) = 𝑎0+𝑎1(𝑍𝛼)+𝑎2(𝑍𝛼)2+
𝑎3(𝑍𝛼)3.

𝑛 𝑎0 𝑎1 𝑎2 𝑎3
𝑛p1∕2, 𝜅 = 1, 𝑍 ≥ 25

2 3.000 78 × 10−2 3.108 41 × 10−1 −1.059 01 × 10−1 1.409 65 × 10−1
3 3.561 10 × 10−3 6.472 05 × 10−1 −6.509 79 × 10−1 4.753 13 × 10−1
4 3.250 45 × 10−2 5.330 89 × 10−1 −4.029 12 × 10−1 3.166 55 × 10−1
≥ 5 3.920 48 × 10−2 5.339 16 × 10−1 −3.963 87 × 10−1 3.034 09 × 10−1

𝑛p1∕2, 𝜅 = 1, 𝑍 < 25
2 −1.942 68 × 10−1 4.692 11 −2.784 03 × 101 5.741 80 × 101
3 −2.112 16 × 10−1 6.452 08 −4.618 44 × 101 1.115 80 × 102
4 −2.122 46 × 10−1 7.020 72 −5.261 97 × 101 1.324 14 × 102
≥ 5 −2.115 75 × 10−1 7.272 84 −5.551 93 × 101 1.419 80 × 102

𝑛p3∕2, 𝜅 = −2, 𝑍 ≥ 25
2 6.198 59 × 10−2 1.465 32 × 10−2 6.181 75 × 10−1 −4.266 90 × 10−1
3 7.372 96 × 10−2 1.612 38 × 10−1 3.875 53 × 10−1 −2.569 77 × 10−1
4 1.009 74 × 10−1 3.208 42 × 10−2 7.161 33 × 10−1 −4.703 88 × 10−1
≥ 5 1.048 27 × 10−1 4.389 18 × 10−2 7.076 73 × 10−1 −4.618 89 × 10−1

𝑛p3∕2, 𝜅 = −2, 𝑍 < 25
2 1.857 06 × 10−1 −1.167 36 2.290 89 6.111 43
3 2.403 57 × 10−1 −1.932 70 6.618 15 1.237 95
4 2.619 59 × 10−1 −2.281 89 9.182 72 −3.771 79
≥ 5 2.728 90 × 10−1 −2.459 01 1.057 70 × 101 −6.804 77

Finally, the low frequency part is expressed as

𝑉low(𝑟) = 𝐵(𝑍, 𝑛, 𝜅) 𝑍4𝛼3𝑒−𝑍𝑟 (8)

For one-electronic Dirac bispinor

𝜓𝑛𝜅𝑗𝑚𝑗
(𝑟, 𝜃, 𝜙) = 1

𝑟
⎛
⎜
⎝

𝑃𝑛𝜅(𝑟) ⋅ Ω
𝑚𝑗
𝜅𝑗 (𝜃, 𝜙)

𝑖𝑄𝑛𝜅(𝑟) ⋅ Ω
𝑚𝑗
−𝜅𝑗(𝜃, 𝜙)

⎞
⎟
⎠

(9)

the energy shift arising from the electric parts are [7]

𝛿𝐸SE,el𝑛𝜅 = ∫
∞

0

[
𝑃2𝑛𝜅(𝑟) + 𝑄2

𝑛𝜅(𝑟)
]
𝑉el(𝑟) d𝑟 (10)

and
𝛿𝐸SE,low𝑛𝜅 = ∫

∞

0

[
𝑃2𝑛𝜅(𝑟) + 𝑄2

𝑛𝜅(𝑟)
]
𝑉low(𝑟) d𝑟 (11)

while the energy shift arising from the magnetic part is

𝛿𝐸SE,mag𝑛𝜅 = 2 ∫
∞

0
[𝑃𝑛𝜅(𝑟)𝑄𝑛𝜅(𝑟)] 𝑉̃mag(𝑟) d𝑟 (12)
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Table 3: Fitting coefficients for the 𝐵(𝑍, 𝑛, 𝜅) prefactor for 𝑙 = 2, 3 orbitals. The fitting function is 𝑓(𝑍) = 𝑎0 + 𝑎1(𝑍𝛼) +
𝑎2(𝑍𝛼)2 + 𝑎3(𝑍𝛼)3 + 𝑎4(𝑍𝛼)4.

𝑛 𝑎0 𝑎1 𝑎2 𝑎3 𝑎4
𝑛d3∕2, 𝜅 = 2, 𝑍 ≥ 30

3 −3.816 85 × 10−1 3.294 96 −8.716 08 1.063 72 × 101 −4.670 39
4 1.354 14 × 10−1 −8.793 51 × 10−1 2.893 13 −2.966 66 1.109 94
≥ 5 2.121 21 × 10−1 −1.654 18 5.793 99 −7.418 81 3.484 81

𝑛d3∕2, 𝜅 = 2, 𝑍 < 30
3 −2.646 17 × 10−1 −2.526 18 4.912 92 × 101 −2.051 13 × 102 2.769 93 × 102
4 −1.953 45 × 10−1 −3.210 72 6.379 02 × 101 −2.987 88 × 102 4.457 29 × 102
≥ 5 −1.701 73 × 10−1 −3.536 93 7.106 08 × 101 −3.480 97 × 102 5.429 11 × 102

𝑛d5∕2, 𝜅 = −3, 𝑍 ≥ 30
3 6.102 99 × 10−1 −3.493 92 8.563 84 −8.662 08 3.263 29
4 5.218 36 × 10−1 −3.643 88 1.110 67 × 101 −1.376 27 × 101 6.178 09
≥ 5 3.287 21 × 10−1 −2.092 16 6.743 17 −8.636 12 4.041 92

𝑛d5∕2, 𝜅 = −3, 𝑍 < 30
3 2.802 73 × 10−1 3.810 77 × 10−1 −3.248 81 −1.911 87 × 101 7.077 67 × 101
4 2.462 12 × 10−1 5.194 77 × 10−1 −4.946 80 −1.984 39 × 101 9.319 35 × 101
≥ 5 2.367 08 × 10−1 6.173 87 × 10−1 −6.280 49 −1.687 57 × 101 9.792 83 × 101

𝑛f5∕2, 𝜅 = 3, 𝑍 ≥ 30
4 −5.123 00 2.279 80 × 101 −3.138 54 × 101 1.460 58 × 101
≥ 5 −3.594 84 1.949 22 × 101 −3.335 46 × 101 1.905 86 × 101

𝑛f5∕2, 𝜅 = 3, 𝑍 < 30
4 −2.069 59 −8.367 18 × 10−1 5.993 94 5.486 66 × 101
≥ 5 −1.339 25 −1.456 86 1.225 30 × 101 3.435 23 × 101

𝑛f7∕2, 𝜅 = −4, 𝑍 ≥ 30
4 3.055 44 −5.392 01 5.932 83 × 10−2 3.706 09
≥ 5 3.236 61 −1.225 67 × 101 1.753 65 × 101 −7.870 39

𝑛f7∕2, 𝜅 = −4, 𝑍 < 30
4 1.979 71 −5.341 57 × 10−1 9.030 07 −4.344 23 × 101
≥ 5 1.388 43 −5.305 41 × 10−1 8.951 92 −4.537 94 × 101

Total energy shift arising from self-energy is then

𝛿𝐸SE𝑛𝜅 = 𝛿 𝐸SE,el𝑛𝜅 + 𝛿𝐸SE,mag𝑛𝜅 + 𝛿𝐸SE,low𝑛𝜅 (13)

Conveniently, the self-energy correction to energy levels is presented in the form

𝛿𝐸SE𝑛𝜅 =
𝑍4𝛼3

𝜋𝑛3
𝐹(𝑍𝛼) (14)

where 𝐹(𝑍𝛼) is a function depending slowly on 𝑍.
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Table 4: Fitting coefficients for the FNS correction to the self-energy. The fitting function is 𝑓(𝑍) = 𝑎1𝑒𝑎2𝑍𝛼 + 𝑎3𝑒𝑎4(𝑍𝛼)
2 .

𝐹𝑁𝑆(𝑍, 𝑛, 𝜅) is given in terms of 𝐹(𝑍𝛼).

𝑛 𝑎1 𝑎2 𝑎3 𝑎4
𝑛s1∕2, 𝜅 = −1, 10 ≤ 𝑍 ≤ 30

1 −3.092 77 × 10−5 9.644 16 3.244 43 × 10−5 −1.436 37 × 101
2 −2.796 01 × 10−5 1.017 04 × 101 2.890 87 × 10−5 −1.330 97 × 101
3 −2.745 27 × 10−5 1.017 18 × 101 2.821 09 × 10−5 −1.333 17 × 101
4 −2.727 48 × 10−5 1.014 10 × 101 2.792 95 × 10−5 −1.341 01 × 101
5 −2.704 61 × 10−5 1.014 14 × 101 2.737 06 × 10−5 −1.314 94 × 101

𝑛s1∕2, 𝜅 = −1, 30 < 𝑍 ≤ 120
1 −2.762 56 × 10−5 9.324 79 −1.911 56 × 10−5 1.160 65 × 101
2 −1.869 26 × 10−5 1.045 77 × 101 −3.210 15 × 10−5 1.208 93 × 101
3 −1.831 70 × 10−5 1.044 58 × 101 −3.586 78 × 10−5 1.186 42 × 101
4 −1.855 89 × 10−5 1.036 97 × 101 −3.728 56 × 10−5 1.168 41 × 101
5 −1.871 58 × 10−5 1.030 75 × 101 −3.851 70 × 10−5 1.154 38 × 101

𝑛p1∕2, 𝜅 = 1, 60 ≤ 𝑍 ≤ 90
2 5.263 35 × 10−5 −7.177 50 × 10−1 −6.746 12 × 10−6 1.309 61 × 101
3 5.916 51 × 10−5 −4.969 87 × 10−1 −8.361 93 × 10−6 1.304 31 × 101
4 6.083 34 × 10−5 −4.024 36 × 10−1 −9.109 11 × 10−6 1.292 79 × 101
5p 6.175 36 × 10−5 −3.657 55 × 10−1 −9.533 45 × 10−6 1.283 41 × 101

𝑛p1∕2, 𝜅 = 1, 90 < 𝑍 ≤ 120
2 4.426 40 × 10−11 2.504 60 × 101 −5.878 90 × 10−6 1.406 98 × 101
3 5.501 59 × 10−11 2.479 77 × 101 −7.804 43 × 10−6 1.378 60 × 101
4 6.169 46 × 10−11 2.456 98 × 101 −8.765 97 × 10−6 1.356 49 × 101
5 6.508 37 × 10−11 2.443 69 × 101 −9.274 14 × 10−6 1.342 68 × 101

𝑛p3∕2, 𝜅 = −2
2 −2.417 82 × 10−7 1.075 60 × 101 5.660 75 × 10−9 1.592 79 × 101
3 −2.120 46 × 10−7 1.202 19 × 101 2.541 47 × 10−6 9.822 70
4 −1.993 91 × 10−7 1.221 11 × 101 1.997 92 × 10−6 1.020 62 × 101
5 −1.938 86 × 10−7 1.228 05 × 101 1.622 41 × 10−6 1.047 82 × 101

𝑛d3∕2, 𝜅 = 2
3 −1.161 35 × 10−10 1.710 90 × 101
4 −1.841 56 × 10−10 1.711 29 × 101
5 −2.271 31 × 10−10 1.709 25 × 101

The coefficients 𝐴(𝑍, 𝑛, 𝑙, 𝑟) = 𝐴(𝑍, 𝑛, 𝑙)
[
𝑟∕(𝑟 + 0.07𝑍2𝛼3)

]
and 𝐵(𝑍, 𝑛, 𝜅) are the fitting factors and

they were found by fitting the self-energy shift for hydrogenlike ions. Originally, the 𝐴(𝑍) and 𝐵(𝑍)
coefficients were set to reproduce the self-energy shift for 𝑛 = 5 subshells [6, 7], so they are not fit well for
inner shells. The 𝐴(𝑍) factors for 𝑙 = 0 were improved substantially by Thierfelder and Schwerdtfeger
[10] and then they fit well for 𝑠-subshells for 𝑍 > 20.

In the present work the 𝐴(𝑍, 𝑛, 𝑙) coefficients for 𝑙 = 0 were fitted to reference self-energy shift for
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hydrogenlike ions by fourth order polynomials 𝐴(𝑍) = 𝑎0 + 𝑎1𝑍 + 𝑎2𝑍2 + 𝑎3𝑍3 + 𝑎4𝑍4, separately for
𝑛 = 1, 2, 3, 4, 5. For 𝑛 > 5 it is assumed 𝐴(𝑍, 𝑛 > 5, 𝑙 = 0) = 𝐴(𝑍, 𝑛 = 5, 𝑙 = 0), which is a reasonable
assumption as the 𝐴(𝑍, 𝑛, 𝑙 = 0) factors saturates with 𝑛 increases [10]. The fitting was performed
separately for arbitrary selected 𝑍 ≥ 20 and 𝑍 < 20 ranges, to decrease the number of fitting parameters.
The 𝐵(𝑍) coefficients for 𝑙 = 0 were set to 𝐵(𝑍, 𝑙 = 0) = 0.074 + 0.35𝑍𝛼, as originally suggested in [6],
because in the case of 𝑙 = 0 the electric part of self-energy outranks the low-energy part. The fiting
coefficients for the 𝐴(𝑍) prefactors are stored in the Table 1. For 𝑙 = 1 the 𝐴(𝑍) coefficient is used in
the form 𝐴(𝑍, 𝑛, 𝑙 = 1) = 1.071 − 1.976𝑥2 − 2.128𝑥3 + 0.169𝑥4 (where 𝑥 = (𝑍 − 80)𝛼) and for 𝑙 > 1 the
𝐴(𝑍, 𝑛, 𝑙 > 1) coefficient is set to zero. These values are taken from the original work of Flambaum and
Ginges [6].

The 𝐵(𝑍, 𝑛, 𝜅) coefficients for 𝑙 > 0were fitted by the third order polynomials 𝐵(𝑍) = 𝑎0 +𝑎1(𝑍𝛼) +
𝑎2(𝑍𝛼)2 + 𝑎3(𝑍𝛼)3 for 𝑙 = 1, 3 and by the fourth order polynomials 𝐵(𝑍) = 𝑎0 + 𝑎1(𝑍𝛼) + 𝑎2(𝑍𝛼)2 +
𝑎3(𝑍𝛼)3 + 𝑎4(𝑍𝛼)4 for 𝑙 = 2 subshells, separately for arbitrary selected low-𝑍 and high-𝑍 ranges. For
subshells 𝑙 > 3 the 𝐵(𝑍, 𝑛, 𝜅) prefactor is set to zero. The fiting coefficients for the 𝐵(𝑍) prefactors are
stored in the Tables 2 and 3.

The reference values for the self-energy shift for hydrogenlike ions used in the present work are:
Mohr [13] for 1s, 2s, 2p1∕2, and 2p3∕2 subshells in the range 5 ≤ 𝑍 ≤ 110; Yerokhin et al. [14] for (3–5)s,
(3–5)p1∕2, (3–5)p3∕2, (3–5)d3∕2, (3–5)d5∕2, (4–5)f5∕2, and (4–5)f7∕2 subshells in the range 5 ≤ 𝑍 ≤ 100;
Mohr and Kim [15] for (3–5)s, (3–5)p1∕2, (3–5)p3∕2, (3–5)d3∕2 subshells for 𝑍 = 110; Le Bigot et al. [16]
for (3–5)d5∕2, (4–5)f5∕2, and (4–5)f7∕2 subshells for 𝑍 = 110.

2.2. Finite nucleus size correction
The correction to self-energy originating from finite nucleus size (FNS) is given by fitting the data

taken from Refs. [17, 18]. The fitting was performed by function 𝐹𝑁𝑆(𝑍, 𝑛, 𝜅) = 𝑎1𝑒𝑎2𝑍𝛼 +𝑎3𝑒𝑎4(𝑍𝛼)
2 for

subshells (1–5)s separately for ranges 10 ≤ 𝑍 ≤ 30 and 30 < 𝑍 ≤ 120, for subshells (2–5)p1∕2 separately
for ranges 60 ≤ 𝑍 ≤ 90 and 90 < 𝑍 ≤ 120, for subshells (2–5)p3∕2 in the range 75 ≤ 𝑍 ≤ 120 and by
function 𝐹𝑁𝑆(𝑍, 𝑛, 𝜅) = 𝑎1𝑒𝑎2𝑍𝛼 for subshells (3–5)d3∕2 in the range 100 ≤ 𝑍 ≤ 120. 𝐹𝑁𝑆(𝑍, 𝑛, 𝜅) is
given in terms of 𝐹(𝑍𝛼) in these fitting functions. The fitting coefficients for the FNS correction are
stored in the Table 4.

2.3. Wichmann-Kroll vacuum polarization correction
The Wichmann-Kroll part of the vacuum polarization potential (terms of order higher than 𝛼(𝑍𝛼),

i.e. 𝛼2(𝑍𝛼), 𝛼(𝑍𝛼)3, etc.) has been implemented into the rci-q code according to Fainshtein et al.
algorithm [19].

3. Benchmarking

3.1. H-like systems
In order to check the fitting procedure quality, the calculated self energy correction to particular

subshells of hydrogenlike ions were compared to reference values – see Table 5. One can see that for
the s shells the difference is up to 0.03%. For (2–4)p shells the difference is up to 0.5% and for the other
shells the difference is up to 3% for 𝑍 = 50 and up to 2% for 𝑍 = 90.
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Table 5: Self energy correction to subshells of calculated for 𝑍 = 50 and 𝑍 = 90 hydrogenlike ions with point-like nucleus
model, in terms of 𝐹(𝑍𝛼), compared to reference ones.

𝑍 = 50 𝑍 = 90

Subshell Present Reference difference % Present Reference difference %
1s 1.864 08 1.864 27 −0.01 1.487 44 1.487 54 −0.01
2s 2.224 21 2.224 34 −0.01 2.166 53 2.166 88 −0.02
3s 2.275 10 2.275 72 −0.03 2.193 03 2.193 56 −0.02
4s 2.284 21 2.284 22 0.00 2.157 72 2.158 18 −0.02
5s 2.283 95 2.283 33 0.03 2.122 26 2.122 51 −0.01
2p1∕2 0.008 05 0.008 01 0.45 0.293 50 0.293 07 0.15
3p1∕2 0.041 16 0.041 36 −0.48 0.365 73 0.366 01 −0.08
4p1∕2 0.054 05 0.053 77 0.53 0.381 53 0.381 90 −0.10
5p1∕2 0.060 46 0.059 66 1.35 0.385 11 0.384 87 0.06
2p3∕2 0.199 87 0.200 05 −0.09 0.290 79 0.290 67 0.04
3p3∕2 0.221 09 0.221 45 −0.16 0.334 32 0.334 97 −0.19
4p3∕2 0.230 26 0.229 93 0.14 0.350 44 0.350 71 −0.08
5p3∕2 0.234 77 0.234 13 0.27 0.357 60 0.357 46 0.04
3d3∕2 −0.037 56 −0.037 77 −0.56 −0.022 49 −0.022 48 0.03
4d3∕2 −0.034 41 −0.034 80 −1.11 −0.014 71 −0.014 88 −1.17
5d3∕2 −0.032 66 −0.033 12 −1.41 −0.010 68 −0.010 80 −1.19
3d5∕2 0.047 19 0.047 55 −0.76 0.061 19 0.061 17 0.03
4d5∕2 0.052 25 0.050 73 2.99 0.067 20 0.067 34 −0.20
5d5∕2 0.052 76 0.052 41 0.67 0.070 30 0.070 37 −0.09
4f5∕2 −0.020 02 −0.020 66 −3.09 −0.018 86 −0.019 01 −0.78
5f5∕2 −0.020 05 −0.019 93 0.59 −0.018 30 −0.017 92 2.11
4f7∕2 0.020 89 0.021 61 −3.33 0.023 92 0.024 34 −1.73
5f7∕2 0.021 68 0.022 45 −3.39 0.025 43 0.025 70 −1.07

3.2. He-like systems
Heliumlike atomic systems are used for studying theQED effects frommany years [35]. In Table 6 the

present calculated energies of for the 1s 2p 1P1 → 1s2 1S0 (the ‘w’ or 𝐾𝛼1 line) transition for selected He-
like ions are presented and compared to experimental and other theoretical numbers. In order to account
the electron correlation effects, the Grasp2018 calculations were preformed within configuration-
interaction mode with active space obtained by single and double excitations from the reference 1s 2p
and 1s2 configurations to the virtual orbitals up to 𝑛 = 4 and 𝑙 = 2. One can see the difference between
original Grasp2018 QED model numbers (labeled GO) and the present model ones (labeled TW) is
small for lower 𝑍 atoms but raises to 10 eV for 𝑍 = 92. In all cases the present QED model reproduce
weighted mean of experimental numbers better than original Grasp2018 QED model. For 𝑍 = 92 the
TW number is even closer to experimental one than the Artemyev et al. [20] and Plante et al. [21]
results.

3.3. F-like systems
The 2p3∕2 − 2p1∕2 fine splitting within the F-like isoelectronic sequence (1s2 2s2 2p5) has been

recently suggested to be a highly accurate test of Breit and QED effects [36–38], due to fact that for
8



Table 6: Comparison between experimental and theoretical energies (in eV) for the 1s 2p 1P1 → 1s2 1S0 transition for selected
He-like ions. Present calculations, performed by the original Grasp2018 rci program (labeled GO) and by a new rci-q
program presented in this work (labeled TW), are presented. The weighted mean of experimental results are also calculated.

Z TW GO Artemyev et al. [20] Plante et al. [21] Exp. Ref.
26 6700.432 6700.418 6700.435 6700.423 6700.762(362) [22]

6700.725(201) [23]
6700.441(49) [24]
6700.90(25) [25]
6700.549(70) [26]
6700.499(39) mean

36 13 114.447 13 114.408 13 114.471 13 114.411 13 115.45(30) [27]
13 114.68(36) [28]
13 114.47(14) [29]
13 113.80(120) [30]
13 114.64(12) mean

54 30 630.109 30 629.867 30 630.051 30 629.667 30 629.1(35) [31]
30 631.2(12) [32]
30 631.0(11) mean

92 100 616.968 100 606.244 100 610.89 100 613.924 100 626(35) [33]
100 598(107) [34]
100 623(33) mean

high-𝑍 elements the correlation contribution to the 2p3∕2 − 2p1∕2 fine splitting energy is much smaller
compared to the Breit and QED corrections [36]. The fine splittings for uranium andmolybdenum F-like
ions have been chosen to test QED model in the rci-q program, because for these ions the experimental
data are measured with < 10% accuracy, that gives an opportunity to examine QED models. The data
are stored in Table 7 and compared to other theoretical results. The experimental QED contributions to
the 2p3∕2 − 2p1∕2 fine splitting were estimated by Li et al. [36], by subtracting the non-QED Grasp2k
calculations from experimental measurements. One can see from Table 7 that present calculated QED
contributions are closer to the experimental ones than the original Grasp2k calculations by Li et al.
[36], being also closer to the Volotka et al. [37] and Shabaev et al. [38] results.

4. Installation of Rci-Q program and merging with Grasp2018

The rci-q program supersedes the rci program provided by the Grasp2018 package. The following
files are added/changed:

• qed_slfen_pot.f90 is added as a replacement for qed_slfen.f90,

• vacpol.f90 is changed (vac4 subroutine is commented and vacpol_wk subroutine is used in-
stead),

• se_pot_el.f90, se_pot_el_I.f90, se_pot_int.f90, se_pot_int_I.f90, se_pot_low.f90,
se_pot_low_I.f90, se_pot_mag.f90, se_pot_mag_I.f90, se_fs.f90, se_fs_I.f90,
vacpol_wk.f90, vacpol_wk_I.f90 are added.
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Table 7: QED corrections to the 2p3∕2 − 2p1∕2 fine splitting energy for 𝑍 = 42 and 𝑍 = 92 F-like ions in the units of eV.

𝑍 = 42 𝑍 = 92

Experiment∗, Li et al. [36] 0.220(20) 2.25(16)
Perturbatively calculated:

Grasp2k original model, Li et al. [36] 0.203 1.33
Grasp2k + Qedmod, Li et al. [36] 0.229 1.79
Volotka et al. [37] 0.222 2.47
Shabaev et al. [38] 0.241(1) 2.60(4)
This work 0.232 2.47

Self-consistently calculated:
Shabaev et al. [38] 0.238 2.12
∗ Deduced from experimental fine-structure energies and non-QED calculations preformed by the Grasp2k code

by Li et al. [36].

Assuming that the Grasp2018 package has already been installed in the GRASPDIR directory, the
installation procedure of the Rci-Q package is as follows.

1. Unpack the srcq archive wherever, let us say to the TMPDIR directory.
2. Copy the TMPDIR/rci-q and TMPDIR/rci-q_mpi directories to the GRASPDIR/src/appl/ direc-

tory. For the installation convenience these directories contain also all files from the original
Grasp2018 package necessary to build rci-q and rci-q_mpi executables.

3. Under the bash shell perform the following command sequence, starting from the GRASPDIR
working directory.

• source make-environment_xxx (where xxx is the compiler name, for example gfortran –
see the Grasp2018 package manual [39] for details)

• cd src/appl/rci-q

• make

• cd ../rci-q_mpi

• make

The generated executable program files, rci-q and rci-q_mpi, will be placed in the GRASPDIR/bin
directory.

5. Using Rci-Q program

The rci-q and rci-q_mpi programs do not require additional inputs. Just replace rci by rci-q (or
rci_mpi by rci-q_mpi) in your scripts.
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