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The second order symmetry operators that commute with the Dirac operator with external vector,
scalar and pseudo-scalar potentials are computed on a general two-dimensional spin-manifold. It
is shown that the operator is defined in terms of Killing vectors, valence two Killing tensors and
scalar fields defined on the background manifold. The commuting operator that arises from a non-
trivial Killing tensor is determined with respect to the associated system of Liouville coordinates
and compared to the the second order operator that arises from that obtained from the unique
separation scheme associated with such operators. It shown by the study of several examples that
the operators arising from these two approaches coincide.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The two-dimensional Dirac equation is currently of great interest due to the connections with graphene’s physics M]
and other experimental studies ﬂﬂ] It is known that the existence of multiplicatively separated solutions of the Dirac
equation Dy = p1 in a given coordinate system and frame implies the additive separability in the same coordinates of
the geodesic Hamilton-Jacobi equation. The logical chain of implications works as follows: if the Dirac equation admits
multiplicatively separated solutions, then so does the squared Dirac equation; the highest-order terms of this equation
coincide with those of the Laplace-Beltrami operator A acting on each component 1); of the solution. Indeed, it can be
shown ﬂﬁ, @] that in this case the Helmholtz equation Ay = 29 must admit separable solutions. The multiplicative
separation of the last equation is possible only if the same coordinates allow the additive separation of the geodesic
Hamilton-Jacobi equation and the Ricci tensor is diagonalized in the same coordinates (Robertson condition)(@] and
references therein). There exists examples of separable Schrodinger equations whose corresponding Dirac equations
are not separable ﬂE, 36]. Among the relevant steps towards a general theory we mention the works by Millerqﬂﬂ] and
Shapovalov and Ekle Nﬁj where a theory of complete separation associated with first-order symmetry operators of the
Dirac operator is developed. Several contributions to the search for exact solutions of the Dirac equation in curved
spaces may be found in Bagrov and Gitman [2] and Cook [1§]. In Shishkin [30, 31] and Shiskin et al. [1, 32, 33] an
algebraic procedure is developed to obtain separation relations for the solution of the Dirac equation. The definition
of separation used therein coincides essentially with our definition of "naive separation” m] in dimension two. It
seems that any definition of separation of variables in two dimensions would yield the same results. In Hﬁ] it is proved
that in Minkowski spaces all second-order symmetry operators of the Dirac operator (without external fields) can be
factorized into products of the first-order operators. It thus seemed that the problem of separation could be reduced
to separation associated only to first-order operators. Howewer, Fels and Kamran showed in ﬂﬁ] that this is not the
case. Indeed, even if a second-order symmetry operator can be factorized into first-order ones, these factors do not
represent all the possible ways to separate the Dirac equation, but only some of them. The existence of second-order
symmetry operators is therefore important. The separation constants that finally appear in the separated spinors
solution must be dynamical constants of the system, as also happens in the classical theory of separation for Hamilton-
Jacobi and Schrodinger equations. It seems that the only way to obtain such dynamical constants is as eigenvalues of
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symmetry operators of the Dirac operator, again in analogy with the separation of Schrédinger equation. In HE] this
ansatz is employed for the separation of the Dirac equation in two-dimensional Riemannian manifolds. The separation
relations are used to build first- and second-order symmetry operators; they arise naturally from the decoupling of
the separation relations. It turns out that not all the separation relations lead to symmetry operators. Some of these
relations are connected only to second-order symmetry operators, in accordance with ﬂﬁ] It also follows that at
least one of the variables is first-class, that is ignorable modulo rescalings. These results are extended and refined in
@] and E], where a complete characterization of first and second-order symmetry operators of the Dirac operator is
achieved in two-dimensional Riemannian and Lorentzian manifolds.
In the present paper we assume, as previously, that the Dirac equation is of eigenvalue-type, that is

Dy = pap.

Consequently, we consider separately the operator I, where the eigenvalue p does not appear, and the above equation.
We make the same distinction between any second-order symmetry operator K and the eigenvalue-type equation

K = vi.

The distinction is mathematically relevant because, otherwise, we characterize D and K as operators depending on p
and v and consequently the eigenvalues are no longer free parameters labelling distinct solutions of the same Dirac
equation but become parameters determining distinct Dirac equations, each one with a family of solutions depending
on less parameters than the free case. The separation of variables that we consider here is called complete in ﬂﬂ, @]
and depends on nm free parameters, where m is the dimension of the space of spinors, which is equal to equal to
two in our case, and n is the dimension of the configuration manifold. The separability property described above
HE] is characterized invariantly in terms of second-order differential operators constructed from valence-two Killing
tensors that commute with the Dirac operator and admit the separable solutions as eigenfunctions with the separable
constants as eigenvalues ﬂg, ] In these works we obtain the most general second-order linear differential operator
that commutes with the Dirac operator on a general two-dimensional pseudo-Riemannian manifold. Further it is
shown that the operator is characterized in terms of Killing vectors and valence-two Killing tensors defined on the
background manifold. The derivation is manifestly covariant: the calculations are done in general orthonormal frame
independent of the choice of Dirac matrices.

The purpose of the present paper is to extend the results to the case when external vector, scalar and pseudo-scalar
potentials are included.

The paper is organized as follows: in Section II we summarize the basic properties of two-dimensional spin manifolds
required for subsequent calculations. Section III is devoted to the derivation of the form of the general second-order
linear differential operator which commutes with the Dirac operator, we show that this operator is characterized by
a valence two Killing tensor field, two Killing vector fields and two scalar fields defined on the background spin mani-
fold. In Sections IV and V we determine the forms of the non-trivial first-order and second-order symmetry operators
and we determine their integrability conditions in general coordinates. The Killing tensor characterizing second-order
symmetry operators implies the existence of a system of canonical orthogonal coordinates called Liouville coordinates,
in which the Killing tensor is diagonal. In Section VI we determine the coefficients of the non-trivial second-order
symmetry operator in this system of coordinates by solving the determining equations and their integrability condi-
tions. Section VII we apply to the present case the separability conditions determined in @] for the uniqge separation
scheme associated with second-order symmetry operators. Several examples are studied and it is shown that the
second-order symmetry operator obtained agrees with that constructed in Section VI. The Conclusion is contained in
Section VIII.

II. SPIN MANIFOLDS

Let us consider a signature n = (r, s) for dimension m = r + s. Let us denote by 74, the corresponding canonical
symmetric tensor. By an abuse of language we shall also denote by 7 the determinant of the bilinear form 7,,. A
representation of the Clifford algebra C(n) is induced by a set of Dirac matrices ~y, such that

Ya Vb + WYa = 2Map] (1)

with a,b,... =0,...,m — 1.

We stress that we shall not fix a particular set of Dirac matrices until Section VII when we consider schemes for
separation of variables. Until then we shall use only the algebraic consequences of ([{l). The even Clifford algebra is
spanned by the following matrices, namely I, ¥4, Yab := V[a), - - - - The corresponding group Spin(n) is a multiplicative



group in C(n). One can define a covering map ¢ : Spin(n) — SO(n) by showing that for any element S of Spin(n) one
has §7,871 = (b, with the matrix % is in SO(n). We stress that until now we are at a purely algebraic level.

Let now M be a connected, paracompact, m dimensional spin manifold . Let P — M be a suitable Spin(n)-principal
bundle, such that it allows global (principal) morphisms e : P — L(M) of the spin bundle P into the general frame
bundle L(M). The local expression of such maps is given by spin frames e!; see M], ﬂ2_1|] Let e}, denote the inverse

matrix of the spin frame ef. A spin frame induces a metric g, = €, Nap b and a spin connection
I = el (I'5,e" + 0,e™) (2)

where I'g, denotes the Levi-Civita connection of the induced metric g,,,. We note that such a connection satisfies
Ve, = 0yey, —l—FKHe{) +T, el = 0, and is antisymmetric in the upper indices [ab]. We also remark that Latin indices
are raised and lowered by the inner product 7, while Greek indices are raised and lowered by the induced metric g, .
For subsequent use we introduce the frame covariant derivative V, := e4V,,.

If an electromagnetic field is allowed then a covariant potential A, (x) is to be considered. The electromagnetic field
A, is a principal connection on a suitable U(1)-bundle Q. In this setting the spinor fields + are sections of a bundle
Y associated to P x s Q. The field strength of the electromagnetic field will be defined as

Fuy = 0,4, — 0,4, Fup = "¢l Fp (3)

If a (matrix) potential is allowed it will be denoted by a function V(x). Of course, the mass is a particular case of
scalar potential and can be merged into the potential function V = m?L.
The Dirac equation then has the form

Dy = iv*Datp — V(z)p = 0, (4)
where the gauge covariant derivative of the spinor ¢ is defined as
Dyth = Butb + 20 %0 v — iq Ayt D, =D, (5)
A gauge transformation is an automorphism of the bundle P X ; @, i.e. locally
a’ = f(x)
g =5)-g (6)

ei@’ _ eiOt(LIJ) . etf

with e’ € U(1) and S(z) € Spin(n).
Gauge transformations form a group denoted by Aut(P X s @) which acts on spinors, frame, spin connection and
electromagnetic field by

U)/ :eia Sd}
el = Juelh(S) = TV = JL0(S) (T(S) + dut5(S) n™) (7)
AL = T (A, + d,0)

leaving the Dirac equation () invariant. Here J¥ is the Jacobian matrix of the spacetime transfomation 2’ = f(z)
onto which the spin transformation projects and J# denotes the anti-Jacobian. The covering map is denoted by ¢ as
above. The potential V transforms under gauge transformations as a scalar field.

Depending on the object on which it acts, the covariant derivative D, may or may not depend on the electromagnetic
potential A,,. If the object on which the covariant derivative acts is insensitive to phase gauge shifts (for example as
spinors if one set the charge g to zero) then we shall denote the covariant derivative as D, = V. In other words V,
will be used to emphasize that covariant derivative does not depend on A,. For example U(1)-gauge transformations
have no effect on the spin frame e}; accordingly, the covariant derivative of the frame is denoted by V ,e’.

For future notational convenience we can also set

V;ﬂ/) = (9#1/) + irzb'}/ab P (8)

so that one has D¢ = V3 —iqA, ). However, this is an abuse of language, since V1) does not transform properly
under U(1)-gauge transformations (unless ¢ = 0). On the other hand, purely spacetime diffeomorphisms (with U(1)-
gauge transformations set to the identity) are not global transformations unless the bundle @ is trivial (and, in any
case, they are gauge dependent) .



Let us show that the Dirac matrices v* are left invariant by spin transformations. For, one has
Dy =V, 7" = 07" + %" + 2050 v — 3160 Yeq = T%,7" = T = 0 9)

where we used the identity [Yeq, 7] = 40(Ye)-
The Dirac equation is left invariant also by change of bases in the space of spinors, namely

Y =Py
{’Y/a — P-’yap_l (10)

for any constant invertible matrix P. If 7, are Dirac matrices then «/ are Dirac matrices as well.
A second order symmetry operator for the Dirac equation is an operator of the form

K =E*®D,, + F*D, + GI (11)

which commutes with the Dirac operator . Here D, = % (DoDy + DyD,) denotes the symmetrized second covariant
derivative (expressed in the frame). The coefficients E*, F?, G are matrix zero-order operators. By expanding the
condition [K, D] = 0 one obtains

E(ab,yc) _ ,.Y(CEab) -0
F(a,yb) _ 7(bIFa) _ ,ycvc]Eab _ i(EabV _ VEab)
GY* =G = 1V F* —i(F*V — VF?) — 1 (E*° +1°E®) 7 s R e + § (B — 2B ) R% 50+
+iq (BE®~¢ + 4°E%) Fy. — 2iE**V,V
VG = i(GV = VG) + 5 Vo R e (2E%4° + v°E*) vep + & (F9° + 7' F) ver R ap+
— % (2E%° 4+ 1°E®) Vo Fye — 4 (F9* +1°F?) Fop + iE® Dy V + iF?V,V,

(12)

Where we have used the results of Appendix A. The conditions (I2]) do not depend on the dimension m or on the
signature 7. To obtain the form of the second order symmetry operator one has first to fix the dimension, use the
Clifford identities, what is known from differential geometry about the curvature tensors, and solve these equations.

IIT. SECOND ORDER SYMMETRY OPERATORS IN DIMENSION 2

In dimension m = 2 the Clifford algebra is spanned by the elements I, v,, 7vy1. The Dirac matrices are linearly
independent and so they provide a basis for 2 x 2 C-matrices. Thus any matrix can be written as a linear combination
of these matrices. Thus we may write

Eab .— eab] + €gb’}/c + éab’y
Fi= foI4 fove + f*y (13)
G :=gl+g°+ 97

where the coefficients are tensors fields on the spin manifold. Also the matrix potential can be expanded in the basis
as

V =VI+ V4" + Vy (14)

The coefficient V' is called a scalar potential, V, a vector potential and V a pseudopotential. The vector potential
contributes to the Dirac operator for a term formally analogous to the electromagnetic field. Thus we can set it to
zero without loss of generality.

In other words if A, is a good potential for an electromagnetic field and V, is a vector potential then one can
define a new potential q[lu =qA, + eV (for a different electromagnetic field) and neglecting the vector potential.
Accordingly, the vector potential can be neglected without loss in generality.

Moreover, in dimension m = 2 the Riemann tensor has the form

R, = %Re“becd (15)
where R is the scalar curvature and e.q denotes the Levi-Civita tensor. Similarly, the field strength of the electro-
magnetic field may be written

F.q = Fecq (16)



for some function F := Fy;.

Any product of Dirac matrices is a 2 x 2 matrix and can hence be expanded as a linear combination of I, 7,, 7. We

collect in Appendix B a number of useful formulae for manipulate products of Dirac matrices.
The first equation of (I2) yields

ab . c [Sinle’ c ab ab_c caa ab . c
E(@by0) _ A(CE) —qdy(ce®) _ o(00 ) d 4 (coab) _ plabac)y —

o 2e(ab c) (c ab),_yd -0

dy — 2me'’y
Since v¢ and v are independent, this implies
{e&abec)d =0
olabeed —
The first condition in ([I8]) implies
e = 20 a5b)
where o is some vector. In fact, by expanding the first condition in (I8)) one finds

[ ab cd+ebcead+eca bd __ 0] ('Ecj)
ab d(b ca)
3e}” = 2e, 5j

ad

From which (I39) follows by setting a® = ze3".

The second condition in ([I8) implies

wl=

et =0
In fact, by expanding the second condition in (IX]) one has
[é@“’ec)d - 0] (eq)) = o@D =0 = [P 4 P50 + st = 0] (-67)
=4¢" =0
Then, as a consequence of first equation of [I2)), we have

Eab _ eabH + 20[(a’}/b)

(20)

(21)

(23)

for some vector a®. As expected, until this point the solution is completely unaffected by the electromagnetic field

and the scalar potentials and reduces to the result found previously in ﬂg]
Let us now focus on the second equation in (I2). By expanding the left hand side one obtains

Fan®) _ A(bRa) — _gp flaghey, _ 9 fach) e
Similarly the first term on the right hand side yields
VB — V6% 4 27T — 2V, (@)
while the second term gives
—i(B"V — VE) = —2i ( (D) y — ooy >) V = —4ia eV,

Thus the second equation in ([I2)) is equivalent to the conditions

viea? =0

—2flaghle = yeeab _ giglaghey = {V(Ceab) —0

fc(aﬁb)c _ Vca(aeb)c

f“ég + fbég = €.qVCe® — 2; (aaég + abég) 1%

(27)



The first condition V(*a?) = 0 implies that the vector o is a Killing vector.
The second condition in (Z7) implies that e’ is a Killling tensor. Moreover, by contracting bye., one obtains

fo=LteqVee™ + 2ia"V (28)

which determines the coefficient f“ in terms of the coefficient e®.
The third condition in ([27) may be expanded to yield
[fgebc + fle™ = V.a%e + Vcabeac] (€ba)
21§ — f205 = 2V4a" — V085 (29)
f& =l + V.

where we set o := %fé’.
Thus, as a consequence of first and second equations of (IZ), we have

(c,ab) _
Eeb — eab] 4 2a(a,yb) V( e ) 0 .
Fo = [T+ (ad2 + Vea) ° + (FeaVoe™ + 200V ) Vita? =0 (30)
a:M—C

When no electromagnetic field and potentials are present we recover the results of E]
The third equation in ([I2]) is equivalent to the conditions

Ve = wg
2g.€%¢ = (Vcoz — %Rac) € + Qineabva
2gec* = Vefe — % (vace“b — Vbee“c) + Re% — %Ren“c — 2iqFecye® — 2i(a®VeV + a’V,Vnae)+ (31)
+2i (Vb(a“V)ebc — a%V,Vebe — abvbffeac) —2i (ae“c + Vba“ebc) 1%
where we set e := eabnba and
Wa = 2igFeqpa’ + 2ie PV, V (32)

When electromagnetic field and potentials vanish then the first of these conditions reduces to @ € C as previously
found in [d].

In general, this condition can be written as da = w,e? := 2i(qFeqpa + €,°V,V)e® which has a (local) solution iff
the integrability condition dw = 0 is satisfied. This integrability condition reads as

V(awa) = 2i [qeb[avd] (Fa®) + V(e " VV) | =0 = qa’VuF = —¥V4(e;°V, V) (33)

This is a condition on the electromagnetic field and scalar potentials for the existence of second order symmetry
operator. If a® or e® vanish the integrability condition simplifies. We shall postpone the analysis of the integrability
conditions until Section IV.

The second condition in ([BI) may be written as

Ga = %Vaa — %Raa — inerVbVeac = iqFepa’ + iedebV — %Raa — inerbefeac (34)

which determines the coefficient g,.
We split the third condition in [BI]) into symmetric and antisymmetric parts to obtain

0=vf) - 1(v,vlemt - v,vbete) 4 Reoe — L Repe — 2iqFe e — 2i(a*VIV 4 abV, Vi) (35)
4G = Ve oq — $VVeWery — 2iqF e pe®ecq — 2ia°VV eeq + 4ia"V,V + diaV
By using identity (I02)) in the second of these conditions, one finds that
§=H(VC" - 2igF e e — 210"V Jewq + iV, V + iaV (36)

where we set (% := f* — V,e®. The first condition in ([@H) can be recasted as

V¢ = 2igFe e’ + 2i(a VIV + PV Vi) =: 1ace (37)



Notice that A := A1, = 4iqFepe® + 12ia*V,V = 12ia°V,V.
When there is no electromagnetic field or potentials, the equation (&) reduces to V(¢¢% = 0 which implies that ¢
is a Killing vector, as found in ﬂg In this more general situation we need to discuss whether it is possible to solve

BD) for ¢
We now consider this issue in greater detail. First we notice that (7)) can be recast in the form £¢:gap = Aag and
that in general one has

£c{g}gu = 59" (= Vadiegan + Vo Legun + ViLegns) = 59° (=Valsu + Ve + Vidip) (38)
where {g}§,, denote the Christoffell symbols of the metric g,,. Then we have
LR = V{93, — VoL c{g}§u = 3 LcRewne® s + Fepe™ Legas (39)
from which one obtains
LR =V VA g, — ZA (40)
Since R is a scalar, so that £.R = (*V,R, and under the assumption that (7)) has a solution then it follows that
("VoR =V (VPA;") €“Peq — BA (41)
which is an integrability condition for equation ([B7). For example, on constant curvature spaces one finds that
Ve (VPA") eeqy = GA (42)

is a necessary condition for (&) to have a solution. We shall continue the study of these integrability conditions in
Section VI.

We now summarize what we have found. As a consequence of first, second and third equations of (I2)), we have
that

Eab — b 4 2a(a b)
= (C* + Ve + (ad? + V.a®)ye + ( e Ve + 2204“V)

43
G:=gl+ (ineaba + ieébeV — ZRaa + merVbqu) v+ (43)
+ (4 (Ve = 2igFee™ = 200V euq + 0"V V +ial )
where the coefficients satisfy the conditions
V(ceab) =0 Ve = wg (44)
V(aab) -0 v(cCa) _ %Aca
where
Aca — 4i(qF6(.cb6a)b +aleyoy + abvbvnac) (45)
W = 21 (quabab + eébeV)
and the following integrability conditions are satisfied
Viewy =0 = g’V F = —e99V 4(e;bV, V) (46)
(*V,R=V, (VbAda) € j€ab — %A

Finally we consider the fourth and last equation in (IZ). It is equivalent to the conditions

*VoV =—n (%Vaebcvbf/e‘%b + bV, Ve, — mava(f/)Q)
(VW = 264 VeV, V + eV 0V + Vo(ePV, V) — 2ia*VV TV (47)
Vg = iqFecal® — 3V, (Re®) — iweV +ia®V Ve, — LRa, Vet +ne Vi (V)? =: A,

where we set ¢’ := g — 3ia®V,V —iaV.



Thus () is a second order symmetry operator iff

Fab — cab] 4+ 90(aq) viceat) =

Fe := (¢ + Vpe®) + (ad? + V.a%)y° + (%Ecbvce“b + 22'04“17) v v =0

G := (¢ + 3ia*V,V +iaV)I + (ineabozb +1ie PV, V — iRaa - inerVbVeac) Y+ V?CO(; Wal " (48)
+ (i (V¢ — 2iqFepe™ — 2ia"VeV ) €cq + iV, V + z‘af/) v gagc, _ AfA

where we set

A — 45 (qu('Cbea)b + a(avc)v 4 OébeV’I]ac)
Ao = iqFeqqC* — iva (Re®.) —iw.V + iaavabf/ebc' - %Raaf/eac' + nec'bvb(V)2 (49)
we = 2i(qFecqa + e,4V V)

and the following integrability conditions are satisfied

e"*Viw, = 0 = qaV .F = —eacvc(eébva)

eV A. =0

(*VoR = V. (VPAY) € heq, — BA (50)
AV, V = - (gvaebcvcve‘%b + eV, Ve, — mava(m?)

(VY = 26 VeV, V + €% eV, V — 2ia%V,VV

IV. FIRST ORDER OPERATORS

Before discussing the existence of second order symmetry operators, we discuss first order (and zero order) symmetry
operators. First order symmetry operators are obtained by setting above a® = 0 and e = 0. For first order operators
K™ one obtains

C
{]F“ =lrar” a<€ ) (51)
. . locea g Vvieer =0
G := (w+iaV)I+ (4V 3 eca—i-mV) y Vo= A,

where we set A, 1= igFe&" and we have the following integrability conditions

£V,R=0 <=Vl =0
€V, =0 = £V, F =0
9V, V =0

£V, V =0

(52)

For zero order operators one obtains K(®) := kI, with k& € C, and no integrability conditions.

Among first order operators one has the product of a zero order operator with the Dirac operator, i.e. HO .=
kD = iky*"V, —kV = iky*V, — kV — kV7y, which are trivially symmetry operators and they correspond to the choice
F* =iky*, G = —kVI — kV, i.e. to the choice £* =0, a = ik, w = 0.

Non-trivial first order symmetry operators then have the form

KW = 6%V, + w) I+ 1V€ey (53)
where €% is a (non-zero) Killing vector, w is a function such that V.w = —igFe..£% and the following integrability
conditions are satisfied:

VL F =0
€,V =0 (54)

€V, V =0
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since, in view of (@0, the condition £*V,R = 0 is a consequence of V(€% = (. The integrability conditions select the
electromagnetic field and the scalar potentials which are compatible with existence of non-trivial first order symmetry
operators. The function w satisfying V.w = iqFe.,£% always exists (in view of £’V F = 0) and it is defined modulo
a constant which corresponds to a zero order symmetry operator K(©).

Thus one has the following:

Theorem: The existence os a non-trivial first order symmetry operator K implies that M admits a non-zero
Killing vector £%.

Analogously, for any first order symmetry operator KM one can define a trivial second order symmetry operator

H® = K® D. This is in the form:
(2) a a . 1y7cea - Y - b ¥ _
HE) = ((€°T+ay")Va + ((w — iaV )T+ (V€ e + V) 7)) (i7"5 = VI = V) =

=i(an™ +€9")Vap + (=€) I+ ((iw = 2aV)07 +§V.€") 7 = (§°V) 7) Vat

(55)
+ (~8R+ LyVFrere, V — wV —iaV? + inaV3)I + (L€ Fear, — 1RE: — aViV — aV, Vel )y +
+ (nagF — %VcﬁaecaV —wV — 2iaVV)7
This operator corresponds to specifying a general second order operator @) by setting e = ian®, a® = %{“,

(*=-VE& a=iw—2aV, ¢ = —LR+iaV?+ inaV? — invkgae,mf/.

Theorem: The existence of a non-trivial second order symmetry operator implies that M admits a Killing tensor
eab ;é )\nab'

V. NON-TRIVIAL SECOND ORDER SYMMETRY OPERATORS

A non-trivial second order symmetry operator has the form:

B = el v(ceab) —
b= (Ca + Vbeab)ﬂ + Ofya + (%Gcbvceab) v Vaa = Wq
G:= (¢ +iaV)I+ (ieébvbv _ iHQCbeVEaC) T viees) = Lpce (56)
. 2
+ (§(Ve¢t = 2igPecse®) eca +iaV ) 4 V. = A,

where we set

Aca = 4igFeled® (=A=0)
Ae = iqFeeaC — 1V, (Re®)) + ¢ 1V, (V2 + nfﬂ) (57)
We = 2iec'dVdV

and where the following integrability conditions are satisfied

€*°Viywe =0 = V. (e,’V,V) =0

VA =0 = iqCOV,F = 2e%e;°V,VV,4V — LedeV, v, (Re?,) + nelev, (ec'bvb(f/)Q)

(*VoR = V. (VPAY) ¢ iea (58)
(V= =1 (3Vae Ve + Vo Vet ) = —n(eqVa(€V.V) = 54 VeV, 1)

COVaV = 26 VoV, V + € eV, V = € VE(e?V, V) — Ley VeV, V = — L, VeeV,V

We may rewrite the right-hand set of equations (B6) in configuration coordinates as

viehr) = g, (59)

Vua = 2ielV4V, (60)

v(ucﬁ) _ 2in(u765)77 (61)
, . 1

Vg = iqFusC” +eVa(V:+nV?) = S Vs(Rel),. (62)
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Some of these equations coincide with the necessary and sufficient conditions for the existence of a constant of
motion K quadratic in the momenta of the gauge invariant Hamiltonian

1 , )
H = 59" (pp — 1qA4u) Py — iqA,) +U. (63)

If we assume that K has the gauge invariant form
1 . . .
K = k" (py — iqAu) (py — iqAv) + B*(pu —iqAu) + W, (64)

we obtain

Proposition 1. {H, K} =0 is equivalent to

Viukvey = 0 (65)
V(#Bl,) = 2in(#U/€,,)g (66)

VW = iqF,,B° —2k,°V,U (67)
B"V,U = 0. (68)

A similar form of the first integral is given by Carter HE], who considered the Hamiltonian for the charged particle
orbit when U = 0 in (63)).

We observe that if we set k#” = e#” and B* = ¢* in ([63]) and (64]) then (G3]) and ([66]) agree with (BI) and (EI)). On
the other hand, if F),, is equal to zero, B* = (* and U = & then again (G3) corresponds to (B9), (G6) to (6I) and
©7) to (G0.

An important issue, not strictly related with separation of variables, is to know if a second-order symmetry operator
is or is not reducible to the first-order ones, i.e. a linear combinations with constant coefficients of products of the
latter. The reducibility happens for example for the Dirac equation on the Minkowski four-dimensional space without
external fields, where all second-order symmetry operators of the Dirac equation are reducible Hﬁ] An obvious
necessary condition for the reducibility is the existence of non-trivial first-order symmetry operators of the Dirac
equation. They are characterized by the existence of a Killing vector £ such that (54 hold and are of the form (B3)).
We know that the non-trivial second-order symmetry operators of the Dirac equation have the pure second-order term

E = eV,

where e are the components of a Killing tensor. The pure second-order term arising from the symmetrized product

of two first-order symmetry operators is
1 a¢b a¢b
5 (57‘ gs + 55 gr)vabu
where &, and &, are Killing vectors. Therefore, in order to be reducible, the components of a second-order symmetry

operator must be the components of a reducible Killing two-tensor. Consequently we have

Proposition 2. A second-order symmetry operator is reducible to a linear combination of products of first-order
symmetry operators only if there exist Killing vectors & such that

e =) (€ +E€),
with the additional conditions (57), in particular, only if the killing tensor e itself is reducible.

We recall that in constant-curvature manifolds all Killing tensors are reducible. In other manifolds, for example
the skew-ellipsoid, there might exist non-reducible Killing two-tensors.

VI. NON-TRIVIAL SECOND-ORDER SYMMETRY OPERATORS IN LIOUVILLE COORDINATES

Our aim is now to obtain the coefficients of the non-trivial second-order symmetry operator (I3]) on spin manifolds
which admit solutions of the Killing tensor equation (B9). It is well known that in two-dimension there exists a system
of canonical coordinates, called Liouville coordinates in which the non-zero covariant components of the metric tensor
g and the Killing tensor e, have the form
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g1 = A(z) + B(y), goo = ng11,

eoo = —gooB(y), e = g1 A(x),

where A and B are arbitrary smooth functions. Liouville coordinates are separable coordinates for the Hamilton-
Jacobi, Helmholtz and Schrodinger equations. We now proceed to solve the equations (B8)-(G2]) for the remaining
coefficient functions a, ¢* and ¢’. The first equation of (G8) is equivalent to d(e dV) = 0 which implies that V" has the
form (Appendix D)

V = g%v(@) + 9" vi(y),
where vg(x) and v1(y) are arbitrary smooth functions. Thus, the solution of (60) is
o = 2ig (" vo(z) + e'Mv1(y)) .

We now turn our attention to (GIl), where we set A = 0 anticipating the separation results exposed in Section VII.
By solving the PDE system (G1I)) we obtain the following solution for ¢?,

_ 2fi(z)
B(y)

where f1(z) is an arbitrary function of integration. Substituting this solution in (GI) and integrating the resulting
sistem yields the solution for ¢°

=

3

1 B /

= faly) = 3 hil@) (B72)
where fo(y) is another arbitrary function and we use the integrability condition

c—5/2 2 ¢l 3 5/2 g1 "2 2 "
qFo =1iB B fi - 1" B2 f; — f1(B') +§Bf13 :
From the third equation of (E8]) we obtain f; = ¢;. By substituting this value into the fifth of (B8] we get
1
fo= _2_7735/23/(27701 + V/1B).

Therefore, the expression of Fj; becomes

7 B"B - DB’ 1B
qFo1 = < ) =

4ym B? N

By taking in account these results, the second and the fourth equations of (B8] gives the partial derivatives of v,
then, from the integrability condition we obtain vy = 0 and, by integrating,

‘ VB — ¢
V="—7F—Fr0
VB

2
g =c3— l E/
8\ B/
We observe that, after all the assumptions made above, @ = ¢! =0 and V = g''v;(y). All the conditions of existence
for non-trivial second-order symmetry operators are now fulfilled. However, we remark that the symmetry operator
obtained in this way is not the most general one, for example, other solutions can be obtained by imposing conditions

on B. Moreover, we see in Section VII how to build symmetry operators with zero force field F' and unrestricted
function B(y) associated with separation of variables.

Similarly, from (62]) we can now integrate ¢’ as
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VII. SEPARATION OF VARIABLES

Following m, @] we assume that a m-component spinor 1 depending on n variables ¢* is, locally, multiplicatively
separated if

o =[] eila")¢
=1

where ¢;(¢") are n diagonal invertible matrices of order m x m and £ a constant m spinor. The separation is complete,
or regular, if the spinor ¢ depends on nm constants ¢ such that

g 207 0)
oc]

(2

#Oa

where ¢ = [}, ¢i(g").

This definition is mutuated from the definition of complete separability for Hamilton-Jacobi and Schrédinger equa-
tions and essentialy means that a biunivocal correspondence exists between the family of the ), parametrized by (¢]),
and the parameters themselves.

In our case, n = m = 2 and the independent parameters must be four. We assume ¢ = z,¢
our coordinates indices run from 0 to 1) and we write a separated spinor as

' = y (from now on

The completeness condition becomes then

dd<amm%ym¢auhwpmw>#0 (69)
oc] Oci

In ﬂﬂ] and ﬂg] it has been proved that second-order symmetry operators of the Dirac equation in two dimensional
Riemannian and pseudo-Riemannian manifolds are strictly associated with second-order Killing tensors. Characteris-
tic Killing tensors (they are KTs with all distinct eigenvalues and orthogonally integrable eigenforms) are associated
with orthogonal separable coordinates for the Helmholtz equation. It is known that orthogonal separability of Dirac
equation is possible only in Helmholtz-separable orthogonal coordinate systems. Given a second-order symmetry
operator, is then natural to work in the separable coordinates determined by the Killing tensor associated to the sym-
metry operator, provided it is a characteristic one. Any symmetric Killing two-tensor is characteristic in Riemannian
manifolds of dimension two, provided the Killing tensor is not proportional to the metric tensor. In two-dimensional
Lorentzian manifolds there exist Killing 2-tensors not proportional to the metric but not characteristic. We assume
here that the Killing tensor associated with the symmetry operator of the Dirac equation is characteristic. We remark
that the requirement of reality often made about the eigenvalues and eigenvectors of the Killing tensor is not assumed
here. In ﬂj and ﬂg] it is shown that the separation of variables in the complex case can be handled essentially in the
same way as in the real case. In dimension two, if the Killing tensor is characteristic and if the Robertson condition is
satisfied (i.e. the Ricci tensor is diagonalizable simultaneously with K or, equivalently, the Killing tensor and the Ricci
tensor commute as endomorphisms on the tangent bundle) then the Laplace-Beltrami operator is completely separable
in those orthogonal coordinate systems that diagonalize K and the differential operator V,(K*V,) commutes with
it (see M, B] and references therein for separation of Helmholtz and Schrodinger equations on n-dimensional Rieman-
nian or pseudo-Riemannian manifolds). When the separation of variables is associated with first-order symmetry
operators ﬂﬂ] we can again relate the separation of variables to second-order symmetry operators, since the square of
a first-order symmetry operator is a second-order one. It follows that separation of variables of the Dirac equation,
at least in dimension two, can always be understood by means of second-order symmetry operators, as is the case for
the separation of the Helmholtz or Schrodinger equation.

We remark that in Liouville manifolds the Ricci tensor is always diagonalized in the separable coordinates, therefore
the Robertson condition always holds. Hence,

Proposition 3. The existence of a characteristic Killing 2-tensor K on a Liouville manifold, implies the complete
(or regular) separation of the Helmholtz equation in the coordinates associated with K .

A detailed discussion of complete, regular, non-regular and constrained separation is given in @, , , @]
For example, in the case of complete or regular separability, the orthogonal separable coordinates for the geodesic
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Hamilton-Jacobi or Schrodinger equations coincide with the Stéckel systems, Killing tensors determine the separable
coordinates and in E? they are the familiar Cartesian, spherical, cylindrical etc coordinates, i.e. confocal quadrics.
When the separation is no longer complete, the type of separable orthogonal systems changes considerably. For
example, in E3 with energy fixed equal to zero, the geodesic Schrédinger equation becomes the Laplace equation, con-
formal Killing tensors determine the separable coordinates and these include toroidal, six-spheres, prolate spheroidal
coordinates etc., i.e. confocal cyclids, that are fourth-degree surfaces ]

In the following we choose the Dirac representation of the Clifford algebra, namely

Y= 0 —-1)" V= k0 y Y =70 = —77/€ 0 .

The most general covariant potential that can be present in the Dirac equation is a combination of an electro-magnetic
term v#*A,, a scalar term VI and a pseudoscalar term V', see for example m] and references therein, responsible for
nuclear and other type of fermion interactions. By using the same notation of E], the Dirac equation becomes, where
we use the form (e#) of the spin-frame components,

-0 7.0 1 1
teg —ikey ieg —tke; = -

[(ike(l) —ie) > O + <ike% ieg ) Oy + O] v =, (70)
where k& = ¢ for Riemannian and k£ = 1 for Lorentzian metrics, i.e. k = /—n, and

C = %eabefl‘l"gl% — el Ayt —VI— V7, (71)

In ﬂg, , ] the multiplicative separation scheme D5 for the general system of first-order partial differential
equations of eigenvalue type in two dimensions

D5 = (st 57 2o () 1ty 2 (G &) (72)

has been identified as the only separation scheme for the Dirac equation in dimension two uniquely associated with
the existence of non-reducible second-order symmetry operators. More precisely, the Dirac equation in dimension two
D is multiplicatively separable in coordinates (x,y) iff there exist non-null functions R; such that

D= <%1 122) Ds. (73)

If we assume that the two-spinor solution of the Dirac equation is multiplicatively separated,

then the separated equations are

X30; + C3)ar = 1aa9
X0, + Co)as = v1aq
Y10, + C1 — w)by = —11by
Y10y + Cy — p)ba = —v2b1,

(
E (74)
(

From @] we know that the symmetry operator K associated with the separation scheme D5 is given by the decoupling
equations

(75)

(Xan + 02)(X38x + Cg)al = ray,
(Xgam + Cg)(Xgam + Cg)ag = vao,

where v = 1119, the product of the separation constants, is the eigenvalue of the symmetry operator. The remaining
decoupling relations

{(Y45y +Cy — p)(Y10y + C1 — p)by = vby (76)

(Y10, + C1 — p)(Ya0y + Cy — p)ba = vbs,
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do not define symmetry operators. Since we are interested in the spinor’s components 11,1 and not on the single
factors a;, b;, the only conditions to be satisfied by the solutions of the decoupled equations are not the separated
equations but

77
vasby = —(Xgall + C3@1)(Y1b/1 + Ciby — /Lbl), ( )

{Valbl == —(X2a/2 + CQCLQ)(Y4b/2 + C4b2 - ‘ubg),
obtained by multiplying together suitable pairs of the separated equations. It is then evident that the spinor, solution
of the Dirac equation, will depend on the parameters p and v, that are the eigenvalues of the Dirac operator and of
its symmetry operator, and not on the v; introduced in the separation procedure, where the primes denote derivatives
with respect to the arguments.

We observe that the four decoupled equations (70 and (76]) in the four unknown (a;), (b;) require, being all second-
order differential equations in normal form, a total of eight arbitrary constants in order to be completely integrable
(complete or regular separation). Moreover, the two equations ({7 are, due to the separation of variables, equivalent
to four first-order equations in (a;), (b;), so that four of the constants in the solutions are determined by them. The
remaining parameters are p, v and two integration constants.

As in ﬂ%], we do not consider here the case p = 0 in full generality. This means that, when g = 0, the conditions
of separability given here are sufficient but not necessary, as it is the case for the Hamilton-Jacobi or Schrédinger
equations with zero energy. From [26] we have R;(y), Ra(y), that we can assume real without restrictions (the dual
possibility Ry (z), Rz(x) is equivalent after the exchange = <+ y). By comparing ([{0) and ([72)) it follows that

i _
68 = e% = 0, 6(1) = ERlXQ, 66 = Rlyl,
being as in m] Y; = iY; where the Y; are real functions. Since the (/) must be real, we remark that k& = i implies
X real, and k£ = 1 implies X5 pure imaginary. Moreover

Ry =Ry, Yi=-Y, X3=-Xo,

and

1 _
goo = U(ERle)ﬁ, g1 = (RiY1) % (78)
We remark that, up to now, the introduction of external fields does not interfere with the results of [26] and [d].

The term term C' = R;C of the Dirac operator (ZI)) becomes

o1 2k TV 2iehTO! V4, —iXpA Vo —nkV
_ 1t o ol . 1A41 A2A40) ) n
¢ 4 (—2iegfgl —2kei T} af iXoAo —Y14 —nkV Vv ’ (79)

We assume that the mass term mc?, where c is the speed of the light and m is the mass of the particle, is absorbed
by the arbitrary constant in the potentials. We know from m] and E] that separation of the Dirac equation in
dimension two is possible only if one of the coordinates is, up to rescaling, geodesically ignorable (¢° is geodesically
ignorable iff 0;g;1 = 0 Vj, k) and it is easy to check that the introduction of the external fields is immaterial in this
respect. Then, from (78) we have that it is not restrictive to assume Xy = —ik, in order to have real spin frame
components for any possible value of k, so that the metric depends on y only. Hence, essentially two coordinate
systems are associated with this type of separation, the Liouville coordinates and the ”polar” coordinates discussed
below.

Liouville coordinates
If we require that the metric is in Liouville form g1 = A(x) + B(y), goo = ng11, it follows that A = 0 and we can
set without restrictions
Rlzﬂ(y)717 X2:_ik7 }/1 :15
so that B(y) = B(y)?. Consequently, the Dirac operator becomes

; ; C I _ kg "
D_@<o _1>az+3<1 01>8y+<2ﬁ2+ﬁ141 |14 ﬁAo+nkV>

g\l 0 B0 MA+nkV L —2A, -V
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and, consequently, we have

qAo = 55 (C3(z) — Ca(2)),

o4 = L -Gl - i), (50)
= —553(C1(y) + Cu(y))
= grz (Co (@) + C3(2)).

From these relations, since g11 = 4% and in these coordinates ¢ = g;; ! we have (see Appendix D)

Proposition 4. In Liouville coordinates the vector potential A, separable in the scheme D5 is necessarily exact and
the force field F),, = 0,A, — 0,A, is equal to zero.

Moreover,

Proposition 5. In Liouville coordinates, the scalar and pseudoscalar potentials are compatible with separation of
variables in the scheme D5 only if V2 and V2 are Stickel multipliers, that is only if

d(e d(V?) =0, d(edV?)=

The computation of (78 provides the operator
n {(—agm + 2iqAg0y +iq0. Ag + ¢* A — 521/2) I+ inBo,V (é Olﬂ v = v, (81)

and the remaining decoupling relations (7€) become

ﬂ/ ﬂ” 1 ﬁ/ 2 ﬁ/
(5 (san) s 53 (5) oo
—igy Ay + B2V + 2uBV + u2) L+ i, (BV) <1 _01)] N— (82)

It is possible to check that the separated decoupling operator given by (BI) commutes with the Dirac operator [26].
Therefore, we have

Proposition 6. In Liouville coordinates, the vector, scalar and pseudoscalar potentials are compatible with separation
of variables in the scheme D5 associated with a symmetry operator if and only if they are of the form (80).

We remark that the first-order terms in (81 and (82]) disappear if

26'
28"

The exactness of (A,) assures that such a term can always be introduced without affecting the physics of the
system, apart from some effect on the phase of the spinors (Aharonov-Bohm effect) and corresponds to the gauge
invariance discussed in Section II. Applications of the freedom of choice of a phase factor for the spinor are made for
example in [18] and [33] in order to simplify the Dirac equation in curvilinear coordinates.

With this choice of (A4,), for any 3(y) the decoupling relations (8Il) and (82)) give respectively

qAO = 07 qu (83)

—n (af(x) + ﬁ(BV2 — 10, V) ap = vay(x),
)+

—n a’z’(:zz (ﬂv2 +ind, V) ) ag = vas(z), (84)
b (y (zay BV—i—u )%) ba( y = vbi(y),
by (y) + (=i + (BV + 1)?) ba(y) = vba(y).

We now substitute the [&0Q), with goo = 78%, 911 = %, go1 = gio = 0, into the equations @S] determining the
covariant second-order symmetry operator obtained in Section V. After some computations we obtain

Proposition 7. The second-order symmetry operator (&1]) associated with the separable Liouville coordinates is de-
termined by the following conditions



16

i) e is the canonical Killing tensor associated with the Liouville coordinates: egy = —nB%, el =ep = e =0.
it) « is zero,
1) ot is the zero vector,

iv) ¢ is the zero vector,

v) the function g’ is given, up to additive constants, by

=3 ((@(z) +Cs(@))” + <%>> |

Remarkably, for v = 0 the equations (&) are in the form 2z — (w? + w')z = 0, with w = +in8V for the a; and
w = +(iV —ip) for the b;. The general solution of these equations is in this case [28]

d
Z(T) = ClZO + CQZO / ﬁ’ S0 — efw(r)dr'
z

In general, for V = V =0 the decoupling equations of above can be easily integrated, giving, after the imposition

of ([T) and (1)

N N

= (cleTz + 026779”) (d1 sin\/pu2 — vy + dg cos /2 — uy) ,
VU v

o = (C3eTm + C4€_TI) (d3 sin /2 — vy + dgcos /2 — Vy) ,

where ¢3 = i(u)’%cl, c4 = —i(u)’%@, ds = dyp +idor/p? — v, dy = dopp — idi\/p? — v.

We remark that the Dirac equation in this case is ”geodesic”, since no external force field is active, even though a
non-null vector potential is present. We remark that, even if four constants ¢; are given in (8H]), what is relevant for
the completeness (@) of the solution are the ratios a}/a; and b}/b;. Therefore, two parameters disappear and we are
left with the ratios, say, ¢1/ca, di/d2 and the dynamical parameters p and v only.

An interesting example of Hamilton-Jacobi and Schréodinger equations with scalar potentials separable in these
coordinates on curved spaces can be found in ﬂﬂ] The classical Hamiltonian given there is considered under different
quantizations and represents a generalization of the harmonic oscillator to conformally flat n-dimensional Riemannian
manifolds. We rewrite it for the two-dimensional Riemannian or pseudo-Riemannian case in Liouville coordinates as

(85)

e~ w?e?
= s~ + 1) + 5
2(1+ Xe2v) 0% TV 2(1 4+ Ne?y)’
where X\ and w are parameters. From the expression of the metric tensor and from (B0) it is evident that in the
corresponding Dirac equation, C, C4 can be chosen so that V' coincides with the scalar potential of H and 4; = —%,

while 02 = Cg =0 give AO =V =0.

”Polar” coordinates

It can be useful for computation to choose coordinates such that the metric is in the form goo = nB(y), g11 = 1.
We call these ”"polar” coordinates. They are related to Liouville coordinates of above by a simple reparametrization.
We remark that in this case also the Robertson condition is satisfied. Then, we can choose

Ri=B(y)~", Xo=—ik, Y1i=75(y).
so that B(y) = B(y)?. Then, the Dirac operator is
ik (0 — : B qA —V =M AG kY
D:@(O 1>am+(l _Oi>ay+<26+q1 g Aot Ry

B 10 0 %AQ—F’I]]{ZV —%—qu—V

Therefore, we have
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Hence,

Proposition 8. In ”"Polar” coordinates the vector potential A, separable in the scheme D5 is necessarily exact and
the force field F,,, = 0,A, — 0,A, is equal to zero.

and, as for the Liouville coordinates, we have

Proposition 9. In ”Polar” coordinates, the scalar and pseudoscalar potentials are compatible with separation of
variables in the scheme D5 only if V2 and V2 are Stickel multipliers. That is, only if

d(e d(V?) =0, d(ed(V?))=0.

The computation of (73] gives the operator

n {(—agm + 2iqAgd, + g0, Ay + 2 A2 — 52172) I+ inBo,V ((1) _Olﬂ —y (87)

and the remaining decoupling relations (Z6) become
(202, + 2005 10400, + 358" + 15" — AT~ 30, Ar+
APV + 2BV + 42) T+ B0, (BV) <é _Olﬂ —, (88)
Again, the ([81) determine a symmetry operator. We observe that the first-order terms in (87) and (88)) disappear if

qAo =0, qA;=—if (89)

With this choice, the decoupled equations become

—n (af(x) + BBV? = ind, V) ) a1 = vas (),
—n (af(x) + B(BV? + ind, V) ) az = vas(x),

N\ 2
B ) + ((Z) +iB0,(8V) + (BV + w)? ) bu(y) = vba (y),

() + ( (%)~ 180,(8V) + (BV + )2 ) baly) = vha(y).

(90)

The second-order operator is determined by the same decoupling relations as for the Liouville coordinates.

Proposition 10. In "Polar” coordinates, the vector, scalar and pseudoscalar potentials are compatible with separation
of variables in the scheme D associated with a symmetry operator if and only if they are of the form (86).

The substitution of these conditions into the into the equations (@8] in the case of ”polar” coordinates gives

Proposition 11. The second-order symmetry operator (87) associated with the separable ”Polar” coordinates is
determined by the following conditions

i) e is the canonical Killing tensor associated with the Polar coordinates (the same as for the Liouville coordinates):
eo0 = —nB*, e10 = eo1 = e = 0.

it) « is zero,

1) ot is the zero vector,
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iv) ¢ is the zero vector,
v) the function ¢’ is given, up to additive constants, by

/

g == ((Ca(z) + Cs(x))* + (8)?) -

1
4

By choosing 8 = y, we get goo = 1ny%, g11 = 1, and we are dealing with the true polar coordinates in Euclidean
or Minkowski plane. The scalar potential V' = % determines the Kepler-Coulomb system. In this case, our Dirac

equation with (8J) and V = 0 yields the solution

N v 1 1_
1 = (cse ™ +cge” R (Cly2+w+c2y2 w)

N2

- , . (91)
o = (’L'C5€Tz _ iCGS_Tw) (h—i—\%zwcly%er + h+\p};zwczy%7w) ,

where w = /v — (h + p)2.
By introducing the functions

sin /rz
snyRE g

r Ccos\/ Kz k>0 S, (2)
Su(z)=1{ % =0 =41 R=0 Tule) = 5y
sinh /| x|z k<0 cosh/|k|z k<0 +(2)

||

the trigonometric and hyperbolic functions can be treated simultaneously. By setting 8(y) = S« (y), the metric g;;
defines the sphere S?, the Euclidean plane E2, the hyperbolic plane H? for x = 1,0, —1 respectively and n = 1, while
the choice n = —1 gives the anti-de Sitter, the Minkowski and the de Sitter two-dimensional spaces for k = 1,0, —1
respectively. An example of a classical Hamiltonian on curved manifolds with associate Dirac equation which is
separable in ”polar” coordinates is

1
H—= 2 2 T2 -1
5 <77pz + Sz(y)py> + a1 T (y) + 2T, (v),
representing (for n = 1) a curved Higgs oscillator (ap = 0) or a curved Kepler-Coulomb system (a; = 0) on S? or
H? according to k = 1 or kK = —1 respectively (see for example ﬂé]) Here, the coordinates (z,y) are geodesic polar

coordinates. Obviously, a rescaling of the coordinates can put the metric tensor in Liouville form, so that H is also
separable in Liouville coordinates, yielding the same expression (8H) for the solutions with V' =V = 0 and (4,)
chosen according to (83). If we choose 8 = S, (y), then T.-! = 5'/B. For V.= T._1(y), the decoupling equations (@0)
can be solved for by, by in term of hypergeometric functions, while a1, as have the same form as in ([@I).

VIII. CONCLUSION

We give several necessary conditions for the separation in Liouville coordinates of the Dirac equation associated
with second-order symmetry operators in an invariant form: the existence of a Killing two-tensor e with a Killing
eigenvector, an exact vector potential, scalar and pseudoscalar potentials V and V satisfying d(e dV') = d(e dV?) =

0, d(e dVQ) = 0. The correspondence between the second-order symmetry operator and the decoupling operator
generated by the separation of variables is made explicit.

Appendix A

Let us here collect identities which are used to expand the symmetry condition [K,D] = 0 to obtain the equations

@.

(92)

[Dua DV]"/J = %Rabw/}/abw - inuuw
[Dua DV]DO/‘/J = %RabuV’YabDaw - inuVDo/‘/J - R)\auuDkw

These are both proven by expanding the covariant derivatives by using (&) and recollecting the curvature tensors.
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We also have some Lemmas to expand the iterated covariant derivatives in the basis of symmetrized covariant
derivatives.

DoDyp = Daptp + R ayyeptp — LF 1)
Doy Detp = Dapetp + %V(aRefb)c%ﬂ/) + 27 D@ R ). — LR 41y Do+

—iqF (o Dyt — 22V ( Fyy ot (93)
DeDaptp = Dapetp — %V(aRefb)c%fiﬂ — 29ef DR e + 2R (apye Detp+

—iqF oo Dpyth + 4V (o Fyy et

Here Doyt = Do Dy Dy denotes the symmetrized triple covariant derivative. These are proven by using commu-
tators of covariant derivatives written in terms of the curvature (See ([@2))).

Appendix B

We shall here collect useful formulae to manipulate products of Dirac matrices in dimension m = 2 in any signature
1. Hereafter n, by abuse of language, denotes also the determinant of 744.

(> =-nl ¥ = VYV =Neca?®  YaVo = Nabl + €ary (94)

[Veds Va] = 4NafaVe) (95)

[Yed> Yab] = 2MebYad + 2MacVdb — 2NdbYac — 2MdaVeb (96)
Appendix C

Le us review some identities about Killing vectors and tensors in dimension 2. Among other things they are used
to simplify equations (BH]).
Let us start by considering a vector (¢ which satisfies an equation of the form
b
Vet = 1pob (97)

for some symmetric tensor A*?. For A®? = 0 this reproduce the Killing equation.
One can easily prove that

2vavb<c _ R(naccb _ nabCC) + vaAbc _ VCAab + vbAac (98)
From this, one obtains by contraction

{Wavagc = —R(C + 2V, A% — VeA (99)

2V, V(¢ = RG, + VA ®
Let us now consider a symmetric tensor e?’. By expanding the commutator €[V, V%]e? one can show that
€acVaVie® = €4, VIV e (100)
Let us now assume that e is a Killing tensor. We have the following identities on second derivatives

€acVaVee =0

(101)
VpVee™ — V, VP = 2V, V™ + V, Ve
This last identity can be split into the symmetric and antisymmetric parts to obtain
vbv(cea)b _ vbvbeac _ 3v(cvbea)b + 3R(e™ — %ebgnzw) (102)

vbv[cea]b _ v[cvbea]b
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Appendix D

We recall here the essentials of the geometric theory of the separation of variables for Hamilton-Jacobi, Helmholtz
and Schrodinger equations. The results exposed here can be found in B, @, ] and references therein. Given a natural
Hamiltonian H = % g9pip; + V(q¢') on a Riemannian or pseudo-Riemannian space of metric (¢%/) and orthogonal
coordinates (¢*), the Hamilton-Jacobi equation associated with H has an additively separable solution in (¢') if and
only if the Levi-Civita equations hold

1 . .
DiDj (551“(9%)]9% + Si‘(V)) =0, i#],

where the so-called Stéckel operator S;; is defined by
Sij(A) = g"g" 054 — g" 0,97 0;A — g7 9;9" 0, A = 0, i # ],
and no sum is made over repeated indices. This is equivalent to
Sii(g"™) =0, Si;(V)=0,

the last equation, sometimes called ” Bertrand-Darboux equation”, is equivalent to V = ¢“¢;(¢"), where each ¢;(q") is
any function of ¢* only, V is then called a ”Stéckel multiplier”. It is possible to prove ﬂé] that Levi-Civita equations
are the integrability conditions of the Eisenhart equations

97 0ip; = (pi — pj)0iIng", i, jn.s.

where (p;) are the pointwise distinct eigenvalues of a symmetric Killing two-tensor e, whose eigenvectors are orthogonal
to the coordinate hypersurfaces, and therefore e”/ = §% p;¢%. This establishes a correspondence between Killing two-
tensors with pointwise distinct eigenvalues and normal (i.e. surface-forming) eigenvectors and orthogonal coordinates
separating additively the integrals of the Hamilton Jacobi equation of H. A symmetric Killing 2-tensor e with distinct
eigenvalues and normal eigenvectors (or eigenforms) characterizes completely an orthogonal separable coordinate
system and is called ”characteristic”. This is true even when some of the eigenvalues of e are complex (and, since e
is real, exist in complex conjugate pairs) ﬂﬁ] The introduction of a characteristic Killing tensor allows one to write
the equations S;;(V') = 0 in the equivalent invariant form

d(e dV) =0,

where d is the exterior derivative.

The same characterization holds for the orthogonal coordinates separating multiplicatively the Helmholtz or
Schrodinger equations determined by the Laplacian of (¢*) and by the scalar potential V' [4]. In this case, the
separation of these equation is possible if and only if the corresponding Hamilton-Jacobi equation is additively sepa-
rable and the additional Robertson condition holds. It is possible to prove that the Robertson condition is equivalent
to the diagonalization of the Ricci tensor in the orthogonal coordinates separating the geodesic Hamilton-Jacobi equa-
tion M] It is easy to show that in two-dimensional Liouville coordinates and in the ”polar” coordinates considered in
the article the Ricci tensor is always diagonalized, then that the Robertson condition holds.
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