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Abstract: This paper aims at extending our previous work on the solution of the one-
dimensional Dirac equation using the Tridiagonal Representation Approach (TRA). In the
approach, we expand the spinor wavefunction in terms of suitable square integrable basis
functions that support a tridiagonal matrix representation of the wave operator. This will
transform the problem from solving a system of coupled first order differential equations
to solving an algebraic three-term recursion relation for the expansion coefficients of the
wavefunction. In some cases, solutions to this recursion relation can be related to well-
known classes of orthogonal polynomials whereas in other situations solutions represent
new class of polynomials. In this work, we will discuss various solvable potentials that
obey the tridiagonal representation requirement with special emphasis on simple cases
with spin-symmetric and pseudospin-symmetric potential couplings. We conclude by
mentioning some potential applications in graphene.
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1. Introduction:

The basic equation of relativistic quantum mechanics was formulated by Paul Dirac in
1928 in a way consistent with special relativity [3]. This equation describes the behavior
of weakly coupled electrons at high speeds or strongly coupled electrons such as in the
case of core electron states in heavy atoms. Among the benefits of this relativistic
formulation is the natural emergence of the electron spin and the prediction of the
existence of an antiparticle partner to the electron, the positron, which was discovered
experimentally few years later. The physics and mathematics of the Dirac equation is very
rich, illuminating and provides a theoretical framework for different physical phenomena
that are not present in the nonrelativistic regime such as the Klein paradox [4]. In addition,
Dirac equation emerges in the study of the transport properties in graphene, which makes
it important for future applications [5, 6].

Exact solutions of the Dirac equation with a given potential configuration are limited and
not trivial compared to the nonrelativistic Schrédinger equation. In fact, the Dirac
Hamiltonian being a matrix in the spinor space allows for more structure in the potential
interaction. The terminology given to relativistic problems such as the “Dirac-Coulomb,”
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“Dirac-Oscillator,” “Dirac-Morse,” ...etc. refers to the Dirac equation that reduces to an
effective Schrodinger-like equation with the named potential for the large spinor
component. Different approaches were developed to generate exact solutions to the Dirac
equation such as supersymmetric quantum mechanics and factorization method to
mention only few [7-13].

This paper is an expanded version of our letters [1, 2] with further developments and
applications in which we use the J-matrix inspired Tridiagonal Representation Approach
(TRA). The basic idea of the approach is to write the spinor wavefunction as a bounded
infinite series with respect to a suitably chosen square integrable basis function as

s (X)) =2 f ()| (X)), where { £, (s)} isasetof expansion coefficients that are

functions of the energy and potential parameters and {\¢m (x)>}::0 is a complete set of

spinor basis functions that carry only kinematic information. Using this form of the spinor
wavefunction in the stationary wave equation, (H —¢)|y)=J|y)=0, where H is the

Dirac Hamiltonian and requiring that the matrix representation of the wave operator,
Jom =(¢.|(H —¢)|4,), be tridiagonal and symmetric then this transforms the wave

equation to the following three-term recursion relation for {f, (&)} _ [14]:
Jon Fo(€)+3pns fia(€)+ 3,0 fra(e)=0, (1.1)

n,n nn-1 "n-1

Thus, the problem now reduces to solving this three-term recursion relation which is
equivalent to solving the original wave equation. Of course, this equation can be solved
in different ways in mathematics [15, 32]. Sometimes solutions of Eq. (1.1) can be written
in a closed form by direct comparison to well-known orthogonal polynomials. However,
in other cases this recursion relation does not correspond to any of the known orthogonal
polynomials giving rise to new class of orthogonal polynomials. The challenge will then
be to write these solutions in a closed form and find the properties of the associated
orthogonal polynomials such as the weight function, generating function, spectrum
formula, asymptotics, zeros, etc.

In the following section, we introduce the general formulation of the problem and show
how to calculate the matrix elements of the Dirac wave operator in a general basis. Then
we consider two choices of bases depending on the configuration space of the problem.
One is written in terms of the Jacobi polynomials and the other is written in terms of
Laguerre polynomials. In the third section, we present various examples of exactly
solvable potentials with special focus on possible applications. We give our conclusions
and discuss future work in the last section.

2. Theoretical Modeling:

The most general form of 1D time-independent Dirac equation in the presence of scalar
potential S(x), two-component (time, space) vector potential A(x)=(V(x),U (x)) and
pseudo-scalar potential W (x) can be written in the following form (in the relativistic
units A=c=1):



MeS0HV()  — W (o ](W““j (W(”j @y

Lawx)  -m-sx)+V () Jly (X (x)

where we gauged away U (x) to simplify the problem using a unitary transformation
l//ir (X)> N e—iA(x)

that dA / dx =U (x) . We write ™ ( Zf ), where {g; (x)} is now a two-

8 (x)> provided that the common phase function A(x) is chosen such

component spinor basis. The matrix elements, J.m» associated with (2.1) is written below:

B = (H=2)|dn) = (67]Q. )+ (6, [Q_|da)+ (0 | (- +W )l )+ (& (& +W )|#s) . 2:2)
where Q, =V (X)£S(x)+m—¢.

In the presence of symmetry, we get more solutions to Eq. (2.1). These symmetries
include the spin-symmetric coupling in which V(x)=S(x), the pseudospin symmetric
coupling which requires V(x)= -S(x), and the presence of the scalar potential alone, i.e.
V(X)=W(x)=0. We have discussed all the possible symmetries in section 3. In these
symmetries, the problem reduces to solving an effective 1D Schrddinger-like equation
which has been treated using the TRA in the past [14, 21, 22, 28]. In what follows, we
will discuss the case in which there is no symmetry between the potentials in Eq. (2.1).

We start here by relating the spinor components using Eq. (2.1) as follows:

Wth—éL—{W+i}mn. 2.3)

m+e+S-V dx
We refer sometimes to " (X) as the “larger” component due to the dominator in (2.3).

The general case we refer to holds when we have V(x) alone or V(x) and S(x) together
with or without W(x) with no symmetry between V(x) and S(x). To simplify the problem,
we relate the corresponding basis functions through the kinetic balance relation [20]:

4 (x) = ZJW+%P(M, (2.4)

where 7 is just a real dimensionless constant. Using Eqg. (2.4) in (2.2) with the coordinate
transformation x — y(x), we can write the matrix elements of the wave operator, J, as

follows:
N , d2 " d .
‘]n,m:_ 1 <¢n y2 _2+ 2 4 ¢m>
£+m dy dy
: (2.9)
o] S wew) )
£+m n
where the prime over the variable stands for the derivative with respectto x, i.e. W' = O;ﬂ
X

The coordinate transformation is made such that we make the domain of the Hamiltonian
compatible with the domain of the basis functions, see Table 1. The next step is to use
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basis functions that make (2.5) tridiagonal and symmetric. We usually use two important
bases which are mentioned below:

(1) Laguerre Basis:

& () =Aye”L(y), (2.6)
where Ly (y) is the generalized Laguerre polynomial of order niiny, A = % IS
just a normalization constant, and {a, ﬂ,v} are real parameters.

(2) Jacobi Basis:
g (¥)= A L= y) L+ y) PO (y), 27

where A = (2n+p4v+l) D+ D0+ pav+D) o just a normalization constant,
24 C(n+v+)r(n+u+1)

y e[-1 17 and P“"(y) is Jacobi polynomial of order n. The parameters {a, B, v},

with £, v > -1 are real numbers.

An interesting task for the motivated reader is to use these bases to verify that Eq. (2.3)
leads to Eq. (2.4), i.e. the tridiagonal representation of J = cannot be made unless we use

the kinetic balance relation. In this section, we do the calculations in Laguerre basis, while
the calculations in Jacobi basis can be found in Appendix B. This gives the following
form of the matrix elements:
2
Jo= _M@ﬁ
’ g+m
_nAAX (v

E+m

L)

2
y'e” yd—2+(v +1- y)i
dy dy
: (2.8)

y'e” %G(y)

L)

Where,

G(y)=l[wz—W'+(”m)Q+j‘a(a+ya_l)*2aﬂ+aﬂ—ba—ﬁ(ﬂ—b)y, (2.9)
n

12

y
Using the properties of L, (Al), (A3), and (A4), we impose the following constraints:

(1) We use the coordinate transformation that satisfies y’ = x-'y2e™, for reals {a,b, x} .

This form is compatible with the Laguerre weight function in (2.6) and eases the
measure transformation.
(1) The parameters are constrained to be 2a+a=v+1and 25 —b =1, to ensure the

tridiagonal representation of the first matrix element in (2.8).
(1) G(y)=py+o,forreals pand o, to ensure the tridiagonal representation of the

last matrix element in (2.8).

Thus, the tridiagonal form of J,  becomes:



2
Jon= il 2n+v+l)p+o+n|o, .,
o= 2l vpsonnla, o

_p[ /n(n +V)8, i + I(n +1)(n +V+1)5n,m—1:|}

The potentials that allow (2.10) to hold must be chosen such that:

py+0=%(W2—W’+(g+m)Q+}
y 77

_a(a+a-l)

21D
+2af+af-ba-p(B-b)y

We discuss various examples of solvable potentials for different situations in section 3.
3. Results and Discussions:

This section is divided into three parts organized as follows. In section 3.1, we expose
different results related to graphene. In sections 3.2, we discuss the set of possible
solvable potentials in presence of spin symmetries. Then we move to section 3.3 to expose
some results on the general case.

3.1: Scalar Potential:

In this situation we consider W(x)=V(x)=0. Applying the unitary transformation gy ,

where o is the 2x2 Pauli matrix(io ai) , on Dirac Hamiltonian in Eq. (2.1), this gives the
following form of the wave equation:

0 FHmeS )00 _ (70 GL
4 im+s 0 7 (%) 7 (X)) o

Where|;(>:ei%ay|z//>. The reason behind this transformation is that Eq. (3.1.1) is

equivalent to Dirac-Weyl equation for an electron in graphene moving under the influence
of an external magnetic field acting perpendicular to the plane of the graphene sheet. To
see the correspondence, we write down the Dirac-Weyl equation which reads [26, 27]*:

(= €%
vFa.(p+EAj\\P(x, y))=E|¥(xY)), (3.1.2)
where v, is the Fermi speed, &:(ax,ay )T Is the vector Pauli matrices, ﬁ:—ih(i,ij
oX oy

is the 2D momentum operator, e is the electron’s charge, ¢ is the speed of light, Ais the
two-vector potential, and E is the energy eigenvalue. Now, choosing the z-axis normal
to the graphene sheet, then the magnetic field could be generated from the two-vector

potential in the Landau gauge A:(O, Ay(x),O) as

¥ In the presence of electric fields, we just add the vector potential to the Hamiltonian in (3.1.2).
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=(0,A,(x),0),B=(0,0, B(X)),B(X)zdi, (3.1.3)

This gauge suggests that the spinor is separable as| ¥ (x, y)) =e" |y (x)) (translational
symmetry). This will reduce Eq. (3.1.2) to Eq. (3.1.1) with the following maps:

m—>k,S—>CihAy, e=E/lv.,and | z)>|y)

If we define F(x)=m+S(x), we can now relate the spinor wavefunction components
in Eq. (3.1.1) as follows:

7)== [ E+FM 7™, (3.1.4)

The constraint in Eqg. (3.1.4) allows us to break Dirac equation into two effective
Schradinger equations for each spinor component which we write down in compact form
as follows:

@ - ..

2 +E' _ 2
£F ,and E = % ,with F' = Z—F Consequently, we just need to solve the
X

where U =

effective Schrodinger equation (3.1.5) for any component and find the other spinor
component using the relation in (3.1.4). However, we need to stress that each solution of
(3.1.5) will cover part of the energy space complementary to the other one. Luckily,
Schrodinger equation has been treated in the past, using the TRA, by different authors
including Alhaidari and Bahlouli [14, 21, 22, 28]. We have tabulated few of the solvable
potentials of Eq. (3.1.5), which were treated by the TRA, in Table 3. We should point out
that the situation with S=V=0 is mathematically similar to the previous case which results,
again, in having two Schrddinger equations for each spinor component as in Eq. (3.1.5)

with U =(W2 iW’)/Z and E :(52 —mz)/2. Next, we will discuss different situations
that will be useful for graphene system.

As a first example, we consider the following hyperbolic magnetic field barrier:

B

B(X)=—2%—,
(%) cosh? (ax)

where Byand « are constants. This case corresponds to m=k and S = S tanh (), with

(3.1.6)

S, =eB, / ach . Comparison to Schrodinger equation, this situation is equivalent to the
following potential:

~ 1| Sy(a—S
U(X):E C;S(hz—(czj(;'sz-FSOz'FZkSOtanh(aX) ) (317)



This potential is called the hyperbolic Rosen-Morse potential which was treated using the
TRA in [14]. Using the energy spectrum of this potential (See Table 3), we write the
energy spectrum of an electron in graphene in this hyperbolic barrier as follows:

2 2 -2
g IThVE =k>+S —-a’ l:[n+%—|7/|j +£%) (n+%—|y|} ] (3.1.8)

So(Sp—a) 1 a’

where y* = - +Zand SO(SO—a)>—T. This result agrees with the result
(24

obtained in [25]. The upper component of the spinor wavefunction is now written as [14]:

22 (X%, y)=A, (1+tanh aX)V”IZ (1-tanh o:x)"”’2 plia) (tanhax)e™,  (3.1.9)

n
2

where Hq :l\’_z(‘gn _kSO) J Va :1‘\)_2(‘% _kSO) J l9n ZZ;"#’ and
(24 F

a

is just a normalization constant. The lower
21 Fr(n+v+)IC(n+ u+1)

spinor component can be easily calculated using Eqg. (3.1.4).

A :\/a(2n+,u+\/+1) r(n+)r(n+u+v+1)

Another interesting example we mention here is the case when the magnetic barrier takes
the following exponentially decaying form:

B =Be ™, (3.1.10)
where B,and « are constants with « >0. This case corresponds to a scalar potential of
the form S =S;e™**, where S, =—eB, /cha . Now, using Eq. (3.1.5), we find that the
Schradinger potential reads:

U(x)=%[k2+sje2“ +8, (2k —a)e ™ |, (3.1.11)

This is simply the 1D Morse oscillator potential, up to a constant, which was treated using
the TRA for Schrodinger equation by Alhaidari in [14]. Using the results in [14], we write
the energy eigenvalues for Dirac-Weyl equation as follows:

2

£ | v =k2—a2(l+n+1j , (3.1.12)
Y7, 2

where 7280(2k—a)/a2 and ,u=|280/05|. The upper component of the spinor

wavefunction reads:

—(avx+,ue“”)

2o (% y, )=AeYe 2L (1e™), (3.1.13)

2—7+ 2n +4 . Our results in this example agrees with previous findings [25].
y7,

where v =

One last example we mention in this section is what we call the Hulthén barrier in which
the magnetic field takes the following form:



B(x):%, (3.1.14)

where B, and « > 0 are constants. Following the same procedure, this will be the situation

when the scalar potential is S(x)= S, T The associated supersymmetric potential

eax_
(Schrodinger potential) now reads:
S, (S, — S, (2k —
(x):1 o (5o a2)+ o a)+k2
2| (-1+e*)*  (-1+e™)

, (3.1.15)

The potential in (3.1.15) is the generalized Hulthén potential which was treated in the
TRA in [14]. Based on the results obtained in [14], we write the energy eigenvalue of
Dirac-Weyl equation for this situation as follows:

2

2 _ 2
Pl A P el L I (3.1.16)
4 2 v+1
n+-——
2
S, (S, — 2(y?— S, (2k —
where w:%@:%(v 2 1}, ;/:O(Ta),and v >—1. Now, we write down

the spinor component as follows:

VA, +2

Z; (X, y) _A2 2 (1_ — )(v+1)/2 (e_ax )(#n+1)/2 aiky Pn(yn,v) (1_ 2g X ) (3.1.17)

2

+1Y 1 1 2(r-w)la? .
Hy ) =5 nJrV;r + % i))+la . We leave it to the
n+-— =

2
interested reader to calculate the lower component using Eqg. (3.1.4). Up to our
knowledge, this situation was not treated in the past. Note that for very large values of x
the barrier will behave similarly to the previously mentioned case. It is obvious that all of
the previous systems has finitely many bound states as shown in the spectrum formulas.
We have also solved other interesting situations in which the magnetic field is constant,

where g, >—1and satisfies (

. 1 L
singular —-, and few other cases are summarized in Table 4.
X

3.2: Spin-Symmetry and Pseudo-Spin Symmetry:

Defining =V +Sand A=V —S, we refer to the spin-symmetric coupling the situation
where we have A =0, and the pseudospin symmetric coupling for which > =0.% These

$ Sometimes we use A=C andX=C, where C andC ,are constants for spin symmetry and

pseudospin symmetry, respectively.
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cases are very useful in nuclear physics [16-19]. For the case when A =0, we use Eq.
(2.1) to write an equation for the upper spinor component which reads:

2d2
2 ! 2 2
—+(e+m)V, =& M

2
[ L +Uss}w —Ep, (3:2.1)

where U =

,and W' = ddﬂ Thus, we need to solve
X

Schrodinger equation (3.2.1) for w ™ and then use (2.1) to compute . As discussed in

previous section, we will rely on the obtained solutions of Schrodinger equation using the
TRA, where we tabulated few of these solvable potentials in Table 3, to obtain solvable
potentials in these cases. Similarly, one can follow the same procedure for X =0, which
results in an effective Schrodinger equation for the spinor lower component which is
shown below:

24
where 2U  =W?+W'+2(s—m)V, and 2E =¢*-m?. In what follows, we expose

different examples in which (3.2.1) and (3.2.2) are exactly solvable in the TRA in the
presence of the potentials U and U , respectively.

[ 1d® } _Ey, (3.2.2)

ps !

The first example of solvable potentials we would like to mention here is the case when
V (x) =-S5 (x) =V,x*with W(x)=0. The effective Schrodinger equation in this case reads:

1 2
{—E%wt(g m)V,X }//" =By, (3.2.3)
where 2E =¢®—m?. This is equivalent to Schrodinger equation for the Harmonic
oscillator with “frequency” @ =,/2(e—m)V,. The basis components are written in

Laguerre basis as ¢, (x)= A, (Ax) e "2 (4°x*), which was treated in the TRA,

see [14], with v =+1/2 . Using the energy spectrum for the Harmonic oscillator obtained
in the TRA, we write the bound states spectrum formula for this potential configuration
in Dirac equation as follows:

n+l/4 v=-1/2
Lom? =+4,/2(g, —m)V. ' , 3.2.4
‘i (=) 0{n+3/4,v=+1/2 (3:24)

wheree >0,V, >0 (or ¢ <0,V,<0),and n=0,1,2,.... It is well known that Laguerre and

Hermite polynomials are related whenv =+1/2, see [15, 32]. The spinor wavefunction
lower component for this case reads

v, (X)= A (A%)F e 2L (220, (3.2.5)
where A1:\/M“(n+1)/1“(n+v+l). The spinor upper component can be easily

evaluated using Eq. (2.1). For applications, this situation can be modeled for an electron
in graphene moving under the influence of linear electric and magnetic fields by

considering the following map in Dirac-Weyl equation: m—k ,S — ih A,V >V v
c
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,& =E/hv. . Moreover, this case has also been studied in nuclear physics and our results

match with what other authors obtained, see for example, [29-31]. However, one can
follow a similar procedure for the same oscillator potentials for spin-symmetric

couplings, i.e. forV (x)=S(x)=V,x*, with W(x)=0, and obtain the spectrum to be
similar to (3.2.4) with £ —m — &+ m under the square root.

Another example we would like to mention here is the case when we have spin-symmetric
coupling with V (x) =V, / cosh? (ax), and W =W, tanh(ax). Using Eq. (3.2.1), we write

U, (x)as follows:

2 +m)V, —aW, /2-W?/2
USS(X)=%+(€ Ve i -, (3.2.6)
2 cosh® (arx)
This is a special form of Rosen-Morse potential which was treated in the TRA in [14].
Using the spectrum formula for U (x), we calculate the bound states spectrum formula

of Dirac particle in this potential configuration to be:

2
g =m +w02_,12(n+%—|om|j : (3.2.7)

where D? =W’ +aW, —2(s+m)V, +2° /4, and &+m<(W; +aW, +a’ /4)/ 2V,. The
upper spinor component is written below [14]:

! (X) = A (1-tanh Ax)""* (1+tanh Ax)** P “") (tanh 1) , (3.2.8)

AN+ u+v+1) T(n+D)C(n+ p+v+1) 1 7=
where A, :\/ ( 24 )F(n+v+1)1“(n+,u+1) and p=u, "2 M =& =V
To avoid complex parameters in Jacobi polynomials we require that 0 < x <2m, where
i =Wy’ +aW, +a” 1 4)/ 2V,. Thus, the condition in (3.2.7) requires & <m , which means
that this system has finitely many bound states. We leave it to the interested reader to
calculate y~(x)using (3.2.8) in (2.1).

One last case we would like to discuss in this section is when S(x)=V (x)=V, cos(xx)

,and W (x)=0. The potential function U (x)for this case is U, =(&+m)V, cos(xXx).

The Schrodinger equation in the presence of sinusoidal potential was studied by Alhaidari
and Bahlouli in [28]. The spinor basis component is written in terms of Jacobi basis. By
comparison, we write the J-matrix elements associated with this case as follows:

+Oyma | (32.9)

n,m+1

2
Py | :{82_m2_K2(n+ﬂ+;+1j }@,m—(“m)vo[a

where u* =v?=1/4. Using (3.2.9) in (1.1), we write the three-term recursion relation
as:

~10-



2
{8z_m2_K2(n+ﬂ+;+lj :lfn =(e+m)V,[ o+ f.]. (3.2.10)

Based on (3.2.10), we have exact solution of the expansion coefficients{ fn}:;0 that can be

evaluated exactly at any order n with initial conditions usually taken to be f , =0, f, =1.

Unfortunately, exact solutions of (3.2.10) cannot be written in a closed form as the
recursion relation cannot be compared to any well-known class of orthogonal
polynomials contrary to what we had in the previous examples. In fact, the solutions are
referred to new polynomials which have been called “dipole polynomials” and have been
found in different physical problems like electron in the dipole field and non-central
potential problems [21, 22]. Moreover, the eigenstates can be evaluated at any order and
the energy eigenvalues can be computed numerically with high accuracy. As an
illustration, we have tabulated the lowest ten energy eigenvalues in Table 2. The spinor

upper component for this system is written as w*(x,&,)=>_f(&,)¢; (x), where
i
{f,(e,)}_, are solutions to (3.2.10) and g; (x)is written in terms of Jacobi basis below:
j=0

2v+l 2u+1

¢ (x)=A (1+coskx) ¢ (1-coskx) ¢

]

P (coskx), (3.2.11)

]

2N+ pu+v+1
Where A = k(2n+u 1v JT(N+D)C(N+ g +v+1)
21 F'(n+v+)I(n+ x+1)
procedure to find solutions for the pseudo-spin-symmetric coupling for the same

sinusoidal potentials. For more solvable potentials in the presence of spin symmetries, we
have tabulated more results in Table 5.

. Similarly, we can follow this

3.3. General Case:

An interesting example we mention here is when S=W=0, and V (x)=V,x*, which can
be modeled for an electron in graphene moving under the influence of a parabolic

2
electrostatic barrier. Using the transformationy:(%xxj in (2.11), we obtain

4(ge+m)V, 2_g2
pz(g—él)o—l, and o="""F Yo 1172, The Jmatrix for this
nK 4 nK 2
situation is given below:

2 8(e+m)V, 2 _g?
Jnm:L (n+v+1j (g 4) 0"‘1 +m—2‘9 5nm
’ g+m 2 nK 2 nK ’

_[%_%J[ N(N+v)S, pa + \/(n +1)(n+v +l)5n,m—l:|}

,(3.3.1)

Using Eq. (1.1), we write the three-term recursion relation as follows:

-11-



m*-¢” ¢ :—(n+ V+1J(8(8+m)V0 +EJ f,

7]](2 n 2 77’(_4 2 (332)
+%(8(‘9;+M_%][an_l +\/(n +1)(n+v+1) fm}

by comparison with the three-term recursion relation of Meixner-Pollaczek polynomials
(A13), we find that the solutions to Eg. (3.3.2) are the normalized Meixner-Pollaczek
polynomials. Using the infinite spectrum formula of these polynomials (A13), we obtain
the following bound states spectrum for v=1/2:

[m2—3§]=i44[<gn—m)77vo (n+§] , (3.3.3)

wheree >0,V, >0 (or ¢<0,V,<0), ande>m+nx*/32V,. The upper spinor
wavefunction associated with this case is given below:

v (%8,) =gxe-“*z’sz AT ()L (X214, (3.3.4)
i

3 3
where A =\L(j+1)/T(j+3/2), f,=\w(&)P(£0), where P?(&0) is the
Meixner-Pollaczek polynomial of order n ing,a)(g) is its weight function (Al1), with

2 2
gzm;gand coshez{erl]/(w—lj. The spinor
4 (e +m)nV, nK 2 K 2

wavefunction lower component can be easily obtained using the above result in Eq. (2.1).

We will not be able exhaust all solvable potentials in this section, but one can follow the
same procedure to obtain different solvable potentials like V(x):Voe"“X,

V (x)=V,sin(xx), and others. We should point out here that we have used the kinetic

balance relation [20] in our calculations which allow analytical solutions of the wave
equation in the none simple cases. This relation is based on nonrelativistic approximation
which usually gives one energy solution either the “positive energy sector” or the
“negative energy sector”. The interested reader is advised to refer to [20] and references
therein.

4. Conclusions and Future Recommendations:

We have solved the one dimensional Dirac equation using the Tridiagonal Representation
Approach (TRA). This approach, even limited, provides a very easy and handy approach
to find analytical solutions to a certain class of solvable potentials for the 1D Dirac
equation. In the presence of symmetry between the potential components in Dirac
equation, the problem can be reduced to solving an effective Schrodinger-like equation
which was treated previously using the TRA [14, 21, 22, 28]. The solvable potential
configurations we obtained have been discussed in details in section 3. As a potential
application of our analytical results we have mentioned in section 3 that some of our
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results can be used directly in graphene to treat electrons subject to electrostatic or
magneto static (or both) barriers, a subject of major importance in recent graphene
literature. Finally, we would like to express our interest in extending our approach to
Dirac equation in higher dimensions.
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Appendix A: Orthogonal Polynomials
Al. The Generalized Laguerre Polynomials:
Theses polynomials are solutions of the following second order differential equation:
2
yd—2+(v+1—y)i+n L (y)=0, (A1)
dy dy
where ye[0,00[, v>—1,and neZ*.

These polynomials satisfy the following useful properties:

yj'—yLz(y) AL ()~ (V)L (Y), (A2)
YL (y) = (20 +v 4D (y) (V)L () - (14 DL (), (A3)
TyVeyL;(y)Lm)dy:wan,m, (A4)

A2. The Jacobi Polynomials:

Jacobi polynomials P*"(y) defined on [-1, 1] are solutions to the following ODE:

d? d
{(1_ yZ)d_yz_[(ﬂ+v+2)y+y—v]@+n(n+y+v+1)}Pn(/ )(y)=0, (A5)
Theses polynomials satisfy the following recursion properties:

(A6)

(uv) _
(1—y2)dF:;y —n( O G ]P(”’V)+2—(n+v)(n+ﬂ)P(’”)

2N+v+ u n+u+v "
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P ):( vi-p ple) (y) ¢ —ANENEH) gy

" n+p+v)(2n+ pt+v+2) (2n+p+v)(2n+p+v+l) ™
2(n+1)(n+pu+v+1) ) (A7)
P(”’)(y)
(2n+u+v+)(2n+p+v+2) ™
1 U+l
J'(l_y) (1+y) (yv)dy: 2 F(n+,u+1)F(n+v+1)5n’m, (A8)

% n+u+v+l  T(n+p+v+1)n!

A3. The Meixner-Pollaczek Polynomials:

These polynomials are defined in terms of the hypergeometric function as follows [23,
24]:

M . _ F(n+2,u) |n9 -2i0
P; (y’e)_\/F(Zy) (n+1) F( N, u+iy;2u;1-e ) (A9)

where y € (-0, ©), 4z >0and 0<f< .

These polynomials satisfy the following three-term recursion relation:

[zsin(@)]Pn”(z;H) [n+y cos( ]P”

1 , (A10)
+§[ n(n+2y—1)Pn’jl(z;0)+\/(n+1)(n+Zy)Pnﬁl( 2:0)|
The associated weight function reads as follows:
o(2) :M%(Zﬂ)(zmn )" e* ™ | T (u+iz) P, (A11)

To calculate the bound states we use the infinite spectrum formula associated with these
polynomials which is given below:

22 =—(n+u), (A12)
In some cases we obtain a recursion relation similar to (A10) but we cannot have the sine

and the cosine between -1 and 1. In such circumstances we transform the problem by
making a replacement 6> i0 which makes (A10) reads:

14—



[izsinh(0) [P (2;0)=~[ (n+ u)cosh(0) [P (2;6)

+%[ n(n+ Zy—l)Pnﬁl(z;0)+\/(n +1)(n+2u)Ry, (2:0)

] (A13)

Appendix B: The Jacobi Basis

Jacobi basis functions are defined in terms of Jacobi polynomials as follows:

g (y) = A L= y) L+ y) P (y), (B1)

where A = (2n+p4v+l) D+ D0+ prv+D) o just a normalization constant,
24 C(n+v+)r(n+ u+1)

ye[-1 1] and P“"(y) is Jacobi polynomial of order n. The parameters {a, B v}

will be constrained in order to satisfy the tridiagonal requirements. Following the same
procedure as in the case of Laguerre basis we write the J-matrix as:

= n(n+u+v+1)o
MMe4m ( )% g+m

2 2
;K AR e (y)

L), (B2)

where,
1

6(y) ==Y [W2-W'+2(s+m)V (x)+m? —&? |
’ . @

—{ﬂ(ﬂ+b—1)i;—§+a(a+a—l)i—;/—2aﬁ—ba—aﬁ}

and we used the properties of P““"(y)to impose the following constraints:
() 28+b=v+land 2a+a=pu+1

(11) The coordinate transformation is chosen such that % =x(1-y)" (1+ y)b .**
X

Recall that our main objective is to make (B2) tridiagonal and symmetric which can be
achieved, again, by the linearity of (B3), that is:

2

2
,0y+6:1_y [WZ—W’+2(3+m)V(X)+m2—82]
y : (B4)

_ ﬂ(ﬂ+b—1)1_—y+a(a+a—1)1+—y—2aﬂ—ba—aﬁ}
1+y 1-y

For reals p and &. The condition (B4) is tricky and can only be achieved for certain
coordinate transformations, certain choice of parameters and potential configurations.
Section 3 in this paper discusses few examples of solvable potentials that satisfy (B4).

“* This choice of transformation where Y’ is compatible with the weight function of Pn(”’v) ease the
analytical calculations.
~15—



Once this linearity achieved, we can write the J-matrix in its tridiagonal symmetric form
as follows:
2

K VZ—/,IZ
J, = 1 0,
o g+m{n(n+,u+v+ )+G+p(2n+,u+v)(2n+,u+v+2)} o

4 2p n(n+u)(n+v)(n+u+v)
2n+p+v\(2n+p+v-1)(2n+g+v+1) "

2p (n+1)(n+y+1)(n+v+1)(n+y+v+1)5
2N+ p+v+2 (2n+p+v+1)(2n+ p+v+3) nm-L

. (BY)
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Table Captions:

Table 1: Few interesting coordinate transformations that are very useful in our approach

which will be used to obtain different class of solvable potentials.

Table 2: The first ten positive and negative energy solutions to Eg. (3.23). Here we took

m=1V,=05, u=v=1/2,and x=15,0.1.

Table 3: Some of the solvable potentials for Schrédinger equation which were obtained

in the past using the TRA [14, 22, 28].

Table 4: List of magnetic field configurations in graphene with the energy eigenvalue

and the supersymmetric potential (Schrédinger potentials) of each case [14].

Table 5: Few examples of solvable potentials in the spin-symmetric coupling with the

bound states spectrum formula and spinor wavefunction upper component for
each [14]. One can obtain similar results in the pseudo-spin symmetry.
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Table 1

Transformation Equation | Domain Mapping: x — y Basis
y = AX [0, 00[ = [0, 0]
y=(Ax)’ R — [0, Laguerre
y=pue™ R —[0,00[
y = tanh (Ax) R —[-11]
y=1-2¢" [0,0o[ >[-1,1] Jacobi
y =cos(Ax) [0,7/2]—>[-11]
Table 2
k=15 xk=0.1
n & & g’ &
0 1.36094 -2.36093 0.177463 -1.177460
1 2.70386 -3.70384 0.353700 -1.353680
2 4.13751 -5.13747 0.493753 -1.493710
3 5.60360 -6.60352 0.610999 -1.610920
4 7.08308 -8.08296 0.711619 -1.711500
5 8.56935 -9.56917 0.798889 -1.798710
6 10.05950 -11.05930 0.874517 -1.874280
7 11.55220 -12.55180 0.939061 -1.938750
8 13.04640 -14.04600 0.993513 -1.993110
9 14.54190 -15.54140 1.045450 -2.044960
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Table 3

v (% E,) =2 (E,) ¢ (x)

Constraints

V(x) Domain (X) E,
A Y i v=-1+2,(1+1/2) +28
—MW [0,00] 2(n+v/2+lj ¢, (x)= Ax""%e7L (x)
X X v>-1
1/1“x2+&:1)/2 |00, 00 /12(2n+v+2) ¢, (x)= A]xgge—x/zm () v=—1+2\/(l +1/2)2 +2B
X
v>-1
2 : 2(A 1Y
V(X):_ Ae ™+ : e | o000 | S Th+o AP ne Ainel >0
I S
2 M Wn(x):A—.e o 2 e—/ze /ZL;t 2 (ﬂe—/lx)
A2 (v? -1
= 2 T l):A [0,¢] A v+l 2(A—C)/ﬂ,22 (v+1)12 (44112 o (uv) ©= (8 )
(" 1) & -1 - LNy 00 = A @-y) Y e y) PR () oy o1
n+T yzl_ze—lx
C=(Aul2) —(Avi2)
V (x) =Ctanh(4x) ( )1 ( )
) A ]—oo’oo[ - =_/,L_2|:192 +(£j2 19_2i| l//n(X)= A1(1_ y)vn/2(l+ y)ﬂn/Z R](,Un,"n)(y) 19n :(n+§—|D/l|j
S n n 2 n —
cosh? (2x) 2 A y =tanh(Ax), 1>0 E =—(/1,u/2)2 —(/Iv/2)2
V, cos (kAx) [O,L] See [28] . (X) oc PEY2412) [cos(kix)] . 20:17[2/ %
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Table 4

B(x) U(x) &l
5, %(7x+k)2+§ WVE[ 2y +heo(2n+1)]
2 2
y=¢€B,/ch yo=me
k2 7(r-1) ky 2
—+ +— RVl i R — j
% 2 2x° X VF (n+vl2+1
y =—eB, / ch v=2(y-1)>-1
2,,2 2 2 2 1 ’
hV? {k —-S;2+A (n+5—|D//1|j
B k? -2 Sy (So +4) 2 2
B(x)= 0 0 020 2 kS 1
(X) COSZ(ﬂX) +kSotan(/1X)+ 2 sec (/1X) —ﬂzt/ﬁt—;j (n+5—|DM|] }
where S, =eB, / chAd
o where D* =S (S, +4)+4*/4and
Sy (So+4)>—A214
l 2
hv? [kz—soz—/lz(n+§—|D//1|j
B k?—S So(So—4) _ (ﬁﬂ 1_ j}
B(x)= 0 o 00 A n+=—|D/ 24|
(%) sinh? (x) S, COth(/D()JFZSinhZ(/lx) A 2

where S, =—-€eB, /chl

where D* =S, (S,—4)+4”/4and
Sy (Sy—A)>—A%14
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Table 5

V(x)=S(x) W (x) & T (x)

n Wn
_A‘AWM*A—\EEW 2A (£n+m)+2n+J.‘
2 2 rT X)= e B 2 LnB (ZB £4+m e—lx)
%[Ae1x+82e2)~x] 0 8§—m2=—22|:§ (8n+m)+n+ﬂ 4 ( ) A, ( )

lg]<m,B>0, A = AT(n+1)/T(n+v+1)

2 , 3. A,
2V 3 A (gm)en+ s -Woe P/A | (e+m)+2n+3
v e_/lx W e_lx 8§ —m2 — _12 |:V\T;/(8n + m)+ n+§:| l//: (X) — Ah e WA 0 vaoﬂ (zvvoe—ﬁ,x /l)
i ’ le|<m W, >0, A =JAT(n+1)/T(n+v+1)
e +mY
G {195 o (H’I—Z) 3{2} v, (x)=A, (1+tanh /lx)v"/2 (1—tanh /1x)””/2 Pn(”"”") (tanh Ax)
V=V,tanh(2x) W =W, tanh(Ax) g :(n+1-|D/z|j ty = \[-[8 —m? =2V, (5, +m) ] 12
" 2 2 2
=.-l e —m"+2V +m) (/A
D? =W,* +a W, +4°/4 ¥ \/ I ol(en )]
Wo(Wo+0!)>—/12/4 Hns Vi > =
N v, ()= A L= y)" (L y) R (y)
c A gzzmz_iin+v+1+2@%+mXA—Cﬁl y=1-20
) PR— 0 n 4 2 n+V7+1 /12 (VZ —1)
CRETACHE z U IR
g —m? =-22(u+1) 14
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