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The Dirac equation with the hyperbolic Manning—Rosen potential including the combined
Coulomb-like and Hulthén-type tensor interactions is investigated. The approximate analytical
bound state solutions of the Dirac equation with the hyperbolic Manning—Rosen potential, en-
ergy equations and the corresponding unnormalized wave functions are obtained in a closed form
using the Nikiforov—Uvarov method. We have also reported the numerical results to show the effect

of tensor interaction.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The Manning-Rosen potential [1, 2] is an important
diatomic molecular potential model. Recently a number
of researchers have worked on the actual form of this po-
tential [3-7]. For instance, Taskin solved approximately
the Dirac equation with the form Manning—Rosen actual-
ly potential in Ref. [4]. Wei and Dong applied a Pekeris-
type approximation to the pseudo-centrifugal term the
pseudospin symmetry of a Dirac nucleon subjected to
scalar and vector Manning-Rosen potentials including
the spin-orbit coupling term in Ref. [5]. Chen et al. in
Ref. [7] solved approximately the Dirac equation with the
Manning—Rosen potential and calculated the bound state
energy eigenvalues and the associated two-component
spinors of the Dirac particle.

A number of other closely related potentials are al-
so of some interest though most often one is simply
revisiting the Eckart potential in disguise. Note that
the Manning—Rosen potential can be obtained from the
Eckart potential. In particular, Manning—Rosen can be
written the Eckart potential by appropriately choosing
the parameters. The search for the solutions of Dirac
equation with physically motivated potential models will
lead to the discovery of a new phenomena in addition
to the spin and pseudospin symmetry discovered many
years ago in the nuclei of atom in the Dirac theory [8—
10], in nuclear physics to explain the an experimental
observation of quasi-degeneracy in single-nucleon dou-
blets between normal parity orbitals (n, lLj=1+ %) and
(n -1LI+2,5=101+ %), where n,l and j represent the
radial, orbital and total angular momentum quantum
numbers, respectively. These symmetries have been used
to form an effective nuclear shell model [11] and to elu-
cidate other different physical phenomena in the nu-
clear structure such as deformation, super-deformation,

magnetic moment and identical bands [12]. Pseudospin
and spin symmetries concept on a number of potentials
have been investigated by many researchers in the field.
These potentials include Woods—Saxon [13], Manning—
Rosen [1], Eckart potential [14], harmonic oscillator [15],
Hyllerass potential [16], Deng-Fan [17] and others [18].
The spin and pseudospin symmetries under various phe-
nomenological potentials have been investigated using
various methods such as asymptotic iteration method
(AIM) [19], Nikiforov-Uvarov (NU) method [20], su-
persymmetric quantum mechanics (SUSYQM) [21], and
others [22]. The spin and pseudospin symmetries of Dirac
equation have a significant role in nuclear and harmon-
ic spectroscopy [23-26]. In this formulation, the tensor
interaction has attracted a great attention as it removes
degeneracy between the doublets [27]. In most studies,
due to the mathematical structure of the problem, the
tensor interaction is considered as Coulomb-like 28] or
Cornell interaction. Hassanabadi et al. introduced the
Yukawa tensor interaction [29] in the Dirac theory. Re-
cently, Ikot et al. [30] introduced the generalized tensor
interaction in the Dirac theory and as a matter of fact re-
moved degeneracy from the spin and pseudospin doublet
as should be expected.

The Manning-Rosen potential has been one of the
most useful and elegant potential models for studying en-
ergy eigenvalues of diatomic molecules [31]. As an empir-
ical potential, the Manning—Rosen potential gives an ex-
cellent description of the interaction between two atoms
in a diatomic molecule, and it is very good for describing
such interactions close to the surface [32].

In the present paper, we consider hyperbolic Manning—
Rosen potentials including a novel Coulomb—Hulthén like
tensor interaction terms and proceed on an approximate
analytical manner. In the next section, we will introduce
the Nikiforov—Uvarov (NU) technique we will use to solve
our obtained differential equation.
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II. THE NIKIFOROV-UVAROV METHOD

The NU method can solve a second-order differential
equation of the form [20]

G+ S =0

" T
Wi () +

where o (s) and & (s) are polynomials, at most the second
degree, and 7 (s) is a first-degree polynomial. To make
the application of the NU method simpler and more di-
rect, we introduce a more compact presentation of the
idea. In order to do this, we rewrite Eq. (1) as follows [32]

o)+ (222 v

n <—§182 + 825 — &3

s2 (1 — c3s)°

) ¥n (s) =0, (2)

in which

Un(s) = &(s)yn(s)- 3)

Comparing Eq. (1) with Eq. (2), we obtain the following
identifications:

(1 —css), (4)
G (s) = =618+ &as — &,
Using the NU method [27, 28], we obtain the following

required parameters:
(I) the relevant constant:

1 1
6415(1701), 0515(627263), (5)
ce = C2 + &1, cr = 2¢465 — &,
cg = CZ + &3, cg = czc7 + c%cS + cg.
cl0 =c¢1+2ca +2\/cs, 11 = ca— 2¢5+ 2(/co+ c31/C8)

c12 = ¢4 + /s, c13 = 5 — (/o + c34/cs)
(IT) the essential polynomial functions:
m(s) = ca+ c55 — [(/eo + c3+/cs) s — \/cs], (6)
k= —(c7 + 2c3cs) — 24/cs09, (7)
T7(s) =c1+2¢c4 — (c2 — 2¢5) s
—2[(v/eg + c3v/es) s — Ves], (8)
7' (s) = —2c3 — 2(y/co + c34/cs) < 0. (9)

(III) The energy equation:

con— (2n+1)cs + (2n+ 1) (y/cg + c34/Cs)
+n(n—1)c3+ 7+ 2c3cs + 24/cgcg = 0. (10)

(IV) The wave functions

p(s) =8 (1 —czs)", (11)

d(5) =5 (1—c38)™, ¢c12>0, c13>0, (12)
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Yn(s) = P10 (1 = 2¢35), 19 > —1, e11 > —1, (13)

€13

Ynw (8) = Npps™ (1 —cgs)” 2 es

(61071"’17‘1701071)
x Py 3

(1 —2¢3s) (14)

where P,(L”’V)(x), > -1, v>—1,and z € [—1,1] are
Jacobi polynomials with

P{A)(1-25) =

a+1),
(T)zFl(—n, I+atf+n; a-tl; s), (15)

and N, is a normalization constant. Where c15 > 0,
c13 > 0 and s € [0,1/¢3], ¢z # 0. This method has been
extensively used to solve various second-order differen-
tial equations in quantum mechanics such as Schredinger,
Klein—Gordon, Duffin-Kemmer—Petiau (DKP), spinless-
Salpeter and Dirac equations [16-18].

III. THEORY OF DIRAC EQUATION

The Dirac equation for spin—% particles moving in an
attractive scalar potential S(r), a repulsive vector poten-
tial V(r) and a tensor potential U(r) in the relativistic

unit (h=c=1) is [8-11]

[aep + B(M + 5(r)) —if e U(r)] 9(r)
= [E-V(r)](r), (16)

where F is the relativistic energy of the system, p = —iV
is the three dimensional momentum operator and M is
the mass of the fermionic particle. a, 8 are the 4 x 4
Dirac matrices given as

ae(2%) 5=(2%).

where I is a 2 x 2 unit matrix and o; are the Pauli three-
vector matrices:

(1) () e () o

The eigenvalues of the spin-orbit coupling operator are
K = (j—l— %) >0,k = — (j—l— %) < 0 for the unaligned
j=1- % and aligned spin j = [+ %, respectively. The set
(H,K,J?, J.) forms a complete set of conserved quanti-
ties. Thus, we can write the spinors as [8],

1 < Frp(r) lemw’ ©) )

el =5 i) Y (0.9)

. (19)
where F,,,;(r), Gpnx(r) represent the upper and lower com-
ponents of the Dirac spinors and s pseudo-orbital an-
gular momentum, which is defined as ¢ = £ + 1 for the
aligned spin j = ¢ —1/2 and ¢ = ¢ — 1 for the unaligned
spin j = £+ 1/2. }f}lm(G,cp),}f}lm(H,go) are the spin and
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pseudospin spherical harmonics and m is the projection
on the z-axis. Using well-known identities [10],

(0-A)(0-B)=A-B+ioc-(AxB),

a;dL) 20)

op=o0-T (f~p+i

as well as the relations

L) = (k= 1Y}, (0, 9)

(0-L) Y}, (8¢
(c-L)Y},(0,¢) = —(k+ DY},.(0,9) 1)
(o) Y], (0.0) = =Y}, (0.0)
(7)Y (0, 0) = =Y},.(0,0)

we find the following two coupled first-order Dirac equa-
tion [8-11],

Li+fvvﬂﬂmv>MHEMA&»GMW%<”>

Eliminating F,,.(r) and G, (r) in Egs. (22) and (23), we obtain the second-order Schrodinger-like equation

de _k(k+1) N 26U(r)  dU(r)

dr? r2 r dr
dA(r K

I d7(~ : (% T U(T))

(M + Eni — A(r))

d?>  k(k—1) 2&U(r) dU(7)
a2 2 + r + dr
o (d = 5+ U)

(M — By 4 2(r))

where k(k — 1) =I([+ 1), k(k+1) = I(I 4+ 1).

IV. PSEUDOSPIN AND SPIN SYMMETRY
LIMITS UNDER COULOMB-LIKE TENSOR
INTERACTION

In this section, we intend to investigate the Dirac equa-
tion with Manning-Rosen potential in the presence of
Coulomb—Hulthén tensor interactions.

A. Pseudospin symmetry in the Dirac equation with
Coulomb—Hulthén-like tensor interaction

The pseudospin symmetry occurs in the Dirac equa-
tion when =) = 0 or equivalently Y(r) = Cps = const
[8-11]. To investigate the approximate analytical solu-
tion of the Manning—Rosen potential, we consider the

sum of the scalar and vector potential as [33-34],
cosh(gy)

cosh?( 55)
ar + T . + T
sinhQ(ﬁ) p smh(%) v

14e797 2 1+4e0"
() (2 o

1—e9r

Ar) =

—U%(r) = (M 4+ Epp —

- UZ(T) - (M + Enn -

A(r)) (M — Epe + X(r))
F,.(r)=0, (26)

A(’I‘)) (M - Erm + E(T))

1 _ala—1)
5_b7 ar— 4b2 )
1
- lala—1)—A4
e = gy fala—1) — 4],
o A
Yr = Qp 2()27

where the parameters «, A and b are independent poten-
tial parameters and in addition to our newly proposed
novel Coulomb-Hulthén tensor interactions term defined
as,

Hc e—ér
S — >
U(r) < . + VH1 — e_5r> r>R., (29)
with
o Za2bE> (30)
° 47‘(60 ’

where R, is the Coulomb radius, z, and z, denote the
charges of the projectile and target nuclei b and Vg is
the Hulthén parameter respectively [35,36].
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Substituting the above equations into Eq. (27) yields

d? k(k—1) 2xH. H? H, 2k Ve 0"
—_— - - -2+ = - (M+E”®)(M—-E* +Ch) — —m——
{dTQ 2 2 2 + ) ( + n,fc) ( nx T Cp ) r(1—e o)
2
2H Vige™ 0" V}%e’mr SVige 0" 140"
- - M—EP +Co)an |
r(l—e™) (1 —e0r)? i (1—e=0r)? * A L—eor

1 + 6—57'

0= BB+ ) B (15 )+ (O = B2+ G} OBu(r) =0,

It is well known that the above equation cannot be solved exactly due to the centrifugal term r—2. In order to get

rid of the centrifugal term, we make use of the Greene—Aldrich [37] conventional approximation

6—67'

MOy

S|

Substituting Eq. (32) into Eq. (31) and applying the transformation, s = e =" yields

PR, 1dGE, 1

_[PSg2 4 KPSg_ OQPS| GPS — ()
ds? s ds 52(1—3)2[ T s - Q7] R ’

where,

2 2H. W Ma, EPla, Chsa,  MB. EP2S.  Cusfr
L"S—nn(ml)+<;+ ‘+H>VH Or | Bixor  Cpsor | MPy Binfr | Cpsl

0 02 02 02 02 62 02 02
M~y  ERye  Cpsye | M? (ERS)?  MCh | CpERS
2 + 52 52 + 52 52 + 52 + 52
o Vit 2MP (BB 2MCy | 20BR | 2Mo,  2BRa, | 2Cmar  2My,
0 02 02 02 02 02 02 02 02
2ER Y 2
e T e
M? (ngq)z MCys | CusER, Mo,  EXia,  Cpsar  MB.  ERB.  CusBr
stz(;T_ 52 + 52 + 5252 + 52 52 52 + 52 52
M~y ERyr Cpsr
T T T e

where 1, = k + H,.

B. Spin symmetry in the Dirac equation with Coulomb—Hulthén tensor interaction

In the spin symmetry limit case, we use the following scalar, vector and tensor potentials:

cosh?(Z cosh( = 1+4+e 0" 2 14 e 0"
E(T) = (QTb) + 6’,~ (%b) + ,-YT = q, (657«) + ﬁ’l‘ (eér> _|_ 77‘7 A(’r) = 057
= 55) —e —e

" sinh?(Z) sinh( 1 1

Substituting Eqs. (37-38) into Eq. (26) yields

{ d? k(k+1) 2kH. 2kVire™o" H, Vigde 0" H? 2H. Ve "

a2 2 r2 r(l—e%) 72 (1—e%)2 2 p(1—e %)
V§6—26T s . . 1 + 6—67" 2
- (1 — 6_6T)2 - (M - En,k) (M + En,k - CS) - (M + EE/{ - Cps)a'r' 1_eor

S 1 + 6767’ S S
—(M + E}Y, — Cps)Br (1_6_5) — (M + EY, — Cps)%}Fn,k(r) =0

1003-4

(34)

(35)



HYPERBOLIC MANNING-ROSEN POTENTIAL UNDER SPIN AND PSEUDOSPIN SYMMETRIES ...

using the approximation of Eq. (32) for the centrifugal term in Eq. (39), then Eq. (39) leads to the following second
order differential equation in view of the change of a variable similar with that in the previous section

¢F .  1dFy, 1

ds? s ds $2(1—s

)2 [7p552 +¢°s — fs] nk(s) =0, (40)

where

s M?  (E:.)? MC; n ErCs Mo, E.a Cson n M~  ES v  Cyy  Mp,
p prg —_ e _

52 52 52 52 52 52 52 52 52 52 52
E; By CsBy 26  2H. Vu
L A(A. —1 — — 41
52 + 52 + A (Ag )+<5+ 5 +52>VH, (41)
o Va oM?  2(E5,)?  2MC, N 28, Cs  2Mo, 25,00 2050, | 2My,
ST T 52 52 52 52 52 52 52
2B, 20
+ = - s (42)
o= %2 B (E:,.)? MG | E;Cs Mo, | EjLor Ciar n M~ | Ejor Cswr
T2 52 52 52 52 52 52 52 52 52
Mp. = E;.Br  Cbr
ot T - (43)

where A, =k + H. + 1.

C. Pseudospin and spin symmetry solutions with Coulomb interaction

In this section, we will solve the solutions of Eqs. (33) and (40) by using the parametric generalization of the NU
method [20, 32].

1. Pseudospin symmetry solution with Coulomb interaction

Now comparing Eq. (2) with Eq. (34),we obtain

c =1, c =1, c3 =1,
S =L, &L=K &=Q (44)
Other parameters can be obtained from Eq. (5) as
cs =0, C5=—%, c6:i+LpS, cr = —KP% g = QP c;;zi—i—LpS—Fst—KpS,

1
010:1+2\/st7 011:2+2 \/4+LPS+QPSKpS+ st‘|a

1 1
c12 =/ QP €3 = —5 (\/4 + LPs + QP — KPS + st> (45)

Substituting Eqgs. (44) and (45) into Eq.(10) yields

n2+(n+1)+(2n+1)

1
2 ¢4+LPS+QPS—KPS+ st]

1
~ KPS 4205 + 2\/st <4 + Lps + Qps — Kps) =0. (46)

From Egs. (14) and (15) the lower component of the wave functions are abtained as,

. ] - _sm A/ IIr Qe —Kre _(2VQF5 2 L+Lps4QPs—Kps B
G2 (1) = N V@ (1 = o=ory iV EFEF@ET p 4 Jazzem w)
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and the other component of the wave function can be obtained as,

1 d kK H e "
FPS (1) — — (4 V——) ) G (), 48
nr(7) M — EX% + Cps (dr r ( r + H1 —e—‘”)) nor(r) (48)
where NJ% is the normalization constant and EL® # M + Cps
[
2. Spin symmetry solution FS (r)= N;Re—\/ffsér (1 . 6757«)%+\/ Ltpstfe—gs

. ) ) s, /1 s s_cs _5r
Again comparing Eqgs. (40) and (2) we obtained X P,(LQ\/T2 A )(1 —2¢7m) (52)
01:17 02:1, C3:].7
1
G=p" &=, §&=f° 49 G? = 53
( ) TL,H(T) M + Efl’n _ Cs ( )
From Eq. (5) other parameters are obtained as follows: d & H o
x(++(C+VH (r)
1 1 dr 1-—
C4:O7 652_57 CGZZ‘FPSa C7:_§Sa
1
g =[% 9= ZJFPSJFfS —¢%ci0=14+2v/f%,
V. NUMERICAL RESULTS
1
011:2+2 \/4+ps+fs_<s_’_vfs 9 ClZZstv
We have obtained the energy eigenvalues and corre-
1 sponding lower and upper wave functions in terms of
clg = —— — \/ +p5+ -+ f5. (50) the Jacobi polynomials. Moreover, the results obtained
2 4 in this work are comparable with the previous work. If

o ) ) we set a,. = H. = 0, we can exactly obtain the results of
Substltu_tlng Egs. (49) and (50) into Eq. (10) gives the  t}e solution of the Dirac equation under the Manning—
energy eigenvalues as Rosen potential with considering value of C' =0 [38]. In

Tables 1 and 2, we have shown the effect of tensor in-

n2 +n+ 1 +(2n+1) \/1 L fe st \/F ter.actions on energy eig.envalues under pseudospin and
2 4 spin symmetry limits. Fig. 1 shows energy versus ¢ for

pseudospin and spin symmetry limits. Figures 2, 3 and

and ~, for pseudospin and spin symmetry limits, respec-

1 .
—G+2f° + 2\/f5 (4 s fe — gs> 0. (51) 4 represent energy versus potential parameters of «,., [,

tively. Figs. 5 represent the energy for different the values

Finally, we obtain the upper and lower wave function as  of C,s and C; for both symmetry limits.
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Fig. 1. PSS: Energy vs. ¢ for the pseudospin symmetry limit for Viz = 0.5, H. = 0.5, M = 5fm™!, o, = 0.6, 3, = 0.5,
vr = 0.4, Cps = —5. SS: Energy vs. § for the spin symmetry limit for Viy = 0.5, H. = 0.5, M = 5fm™!, o, = —0.6, 8, = —0.5,

¥ = —0.4, Cs = 5.
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Fig. 2. PSS: Energy vs. a, for the pseudospin symmetry limit for Vi = 0.5, H. = 0.5, § = 0.01, M = 5fm™!, 8, = 0.5,
~r = 0.4, Cps = —5. SS: Energy vs. o, for spin symmetry limit for Vi = 0.5, H. = 0.5, § = 0.01, M = 5fm™*, 8, = —0.5,
¥ = —04, Cs = 5.
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Fig. 3. PSS: Energy vs. 8, for the pseudospin symmetry limit for Vif = 0.5, H. = 0.5, § = 0.01, M = 5fm™!, a,. = 0.6,
~r = 0.4, Cps = —5. SS: Energy vs. 3, for the spin symmetry limit for Vig = 0.5, H. = 0.5, § = 0.01, M = 5fm™ !, o, = —0.6,
¥ = —0.4, Cs = 5.
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Fig. 4. PSS: Energy vs. 7, for the pseudospin symmetry limit for Vi = 0.5, H. = 0.5, § = 0.01, M = 5fm™ ', o, = 0.6,
Br = 0.5, Cps = —5. SS: Energy vs. .. for the spin symmetry limit for Vg = 0.5, H. = 0.5, § = 0.01, M = 5fm™*, a,, = —0.6,
Br =—0.5, Cs = 5.
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Table 1. Energies in the pseudospin symmetry limit for § = 0.01, M = 5fm™*, o, = 0.6, B = 0.5, v, = 0.4, Cps = —
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Eps(fm™) ER(fm™) | ERS(fm™") | ER(fm™Y)
Clne| (6| Via=05 Vi =05 Vi =1 Vi =0.5

H.=1 H.=05 H.=0 H.=0
1| 1,2 | 0ds | —0.087755186 | —0.086121054 | —0.317143611 | —0.08450185
21,3 | 0fs | —0.09106819 | —0.089404235 | —0.323220125 | —0.087755186
3] 1,4 | 0gz || —0.094440765 | —0.092747037 | —0.329348801 | —0.09106819
41,5 | 0hy | —0.097872814 | —0.096149362 | —0.335529423 | —0.094440765
1[2,2 | 1ds || —0.090014085 | —0.088356754 | —0.321749995 | —0.086714365
22,3 | 1ds | —0.093373527 | —0.091686347 | —0.327874664 | —0.090014085
3124 | 1gz || —0.096792593 | —0.095075613 | —0.334051527 | —0.093373527
4125 | thy | —0.100271184 | —0.098524454 | —0.340280369 | —0.096792593

B (fm™) | E; (fm™) | E; (fm™) | Ej (fm™)
¢ nk | (4,5) || Va=05 Vi =1 Vi =05 Vit = 0.5

H.=0 H.=0 H.=0.5 H.=1
1 0,1 OP% 0.083647822 | 0.315514212 | 0.085244597 | 0.086856283
2 0,2 Od% 0.086856283 0.321545567 0.088482868 0.090124340
3 0,3 Ofg 0.090124340 0.327629060 0.091780689 0.093451901
4 | 0,4 Og% 0.093451901 0.333764479 | 0.095137965 | 0.096838869
1 1,1 1P% 0.085893701 0.320150103 | 0.087514446 | 0.089150100
2 1,2 ld% 0.089150100 | 0.326230398 | 0.090800653 | 0.092466093
3 1,3 1fg 0.092466093 | 0.332362848 | 0.094146410 | 0.095841590
4 1,4 19% 0.095841590 0.338547239 0.097551623 0.099276497
1 2,1 ZP% 0.088025193 0.324670403 0.089669820 0.091329359
2 2,2 2d% 0.091329359 | 0.330799675 | 0.093003799 | 0.094693129
3 2,3 Zf% 0.094693129 | 0.336981121 0.096397336 | 0.098116410
4 | 2,4 Qg% 0.098116410 | 0.343214526 | 0.099850339 | 0.101599111

Table 2. Energies in the spin symmetry limit for § = 0.01, M = 5fm~*, a,, = —0.6, 8, = —0.5, 7» = —0.4, C; = 5.

In Fig. 6, the wave functions are plotted for pseudospin
and spin symmetry limits in presence of tensor interac-
tion. It is seen in Fig. 6 that tensor interaction affects

only the shape of the wave functions and does not change
the node structures of the radial upper and lower com-
ponents of the Dirac spinors.
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VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper,we investigated the Dirac equation with
a hyperbolic Manning-Rosen potential under spin and
pseudospin symmetry limits. We have calculated the
expressions for the energy eigenvalues and unnormal-
ized wave functions by using the parametric Nikiforov—
Uvarov method. The motivation of the present work was
to investigate the spin and pseudospin symmetry limits

of the relativistic Dirac equation which play significant
roles in Hadron and nuclear spectroscopy. We obtained
the approximate bound states of the Dirac particles for
the hyperbolic potential in the presence of spin and pseu-
dospin symmetries including combined Coulomb-like and
Hulthen-like tensor interactions using the parametric
generalization of the NU method. Our results is a general
case of other potential models [39-40].
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T'IIIEPBOJITYHUM IIOTEHIIIAJI MEHHIHI'A-PO3EHA 31 CIIIHOBOIO
I IICEBAJOCIITHOBOKO CMMETPISAMMU PIBHAHHA JIPAKA 3 TEH3OPHUMMUA
B3AEMOAIAMMU TUITY KYJIOHA-TIOJIBTEHA

Axman H. Ixor', E. Marcyzi?, C. Bappiaxamap®, I. I'accana6ai?
! Vuisepcumem Iopm-Tapxopma, Hopm-Tapkopm, Hisepia
2 Jenamevruti ynisepcumem Azad, Hlazpyd, Ipan
3 Jenameowuts yrwisepcumem Azad, Tapmcap, Ipan

Pozrnsauyro piBuaunsa Hipaka 3 rinep6osiivaum norenmiajgom Menninra—Pozena, sikuit BKjoYae KOMOiHOBaHI

TeH30pHi B3aeMozil Tumy KysoHa ta ['ronprena. 3a gomomororo merony HikidopoBa—YBapoBa B 3aMKHeHiN dhopmi

OTpUMaHO HAOJMXKEHI PO3B’sI3KU JJIsI €Hepriil 3B’si3aHuX CcTaHiB piBHsAHHS lipaka 3 rimepOOJiIHIM TOTEHIAIOM

Menninra—Pozena Ta Biamosimgui HeHOpMOBaHI XBUJILOBI dyHKINI. HaBemeno pesyiabraru 4ncebHUX PO3PAXYHKIB

JUIST IEMOHCTPAIlIil BIJIMBY TEH30PHOI B3A€MOJIII.
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