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Abstract: We solve the one-dimensional Dirac equation by taking into account
the possibility of position-dependence in the mass function. We also take the Fermi
velocity to act as a local variable and examine the combined effects of the two on the
solvability of the Dirac equation with respect to the Morse potential. Our results for
the wave functions and the energy levels corresponding to such an extended scheme
are furnished in closed forms.
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1 Introduction

Dirac equation is a relativistic equation that is relevant to the dynamics of spin one-
half particles [1]. Solving its non-relativistic version with different variants of governing
potential has been actively pursued in the literature for long. In recent times, hyperbolic
graphene surface under perpendicular magnetic fields [2] has received attention not only
from the perspective of the confinement of nonuniform magnetic fields of massless fermions
[3] but also from the point of view of the production of graphene crystals in the context of
two-dimensional, single carbon atom sheets (see, for instance, [4]). This has enhanced our
understanding of the electronic properties of the charge carriers [5,6]. On the other hand,
from a theoretical side, the techniques of supersymmetric quantum mechanics SUSYQM
have been exploited by setting up first-order intertwining operators [7]. studying the
influence of scalar and pseudoscalar potentials [8, 9] and looking at the general solution
against spin invariant eigenstates [10].

In another major development of quantum mechanics, significant analysis has been car-
ried out over the past few years on the one-dimensional position-dependent mass (PDM)
problems [11] including adaptation of elaborate spatial structures [12]. In a PDM sce-
nario, an extended Schrödinger equation operates that depends on a generalized class of
potentials possessing a set of ambiguity parameters [13–15]. In particular, shape invari-
ance relation in the framework of SUSYQM has been examined and a deformed version
of it within PDM was set up [16,17]. Further, invariants were found embracing spectrum
generating algebras [18] and consistency of indefinite effective mass was shown to exist [19].

In the light of PDM the kinetic energy operator T̂ acquires the form
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T̂ = −1

4
(mη(x)pmβ(x)pmγ(x) +mγ(x)pmβ(x)pmη(x)) (1.1)

where because of the hermiticity requirement the ambiguity parameters η, β and γ have
to satisfy the constraint

η + β + γ = −1 (1.2)

Other forms of T̂ inevitably show mutual equivalence [20].
Corresponding to (1.1) the time-independent Schrödinger equation can be cast as

Hφ(x) =
[

− 1

2

d

dx

1

m(x)

d

dx
+ Veff (x)

]

φ(x) = ǫφ(x) (assuming ~ = 1) (1.3)

where the effective potential Veff (x) depends on m(x) and its spatial derivatives denoted
by primes

Veff (x) = V(x) + 1

4
(β + 1)

m′′(x)

m(x)2
− 1

2
(η(η + β + 1) + β + 1)

m′2(x)

m3(x)
(1.4)

Among various types of T̂ we focus on the Ben Daniel-Duke model involving as the choice
of the ambiguity parameters, α = γ = 0, β = −1 [21]. An advantage of it is that in such
a scheme the effective potential Veff (x) is the same as the system potential V(x).

Apart from the PDM, one can consider treating the Fermi velocity as a local variable
(PDFV). Such a possibility was first proposed in [22] to ascertain how localization ef-
fects affect graphene-like Dirac materials. Indeed, nonuniform strain in graphene suggests
position-dependence could be present in the Fermi velocity. This was also revealed from
scanning tunneling spectroscopy experiments [23–25]. The idea of PDFV got further im-
petus when gap-formation was noticed in graphene [26]. Subsequently, several interesting
theoretical works have appeared where the role of PDFV was looked into [27–29] including
the study on the electronic transport in two-dimensional strained Dirac materials [30].

The intention of the present work is to give a comprehensive solution of the Dirac
equation in the presence of the Morse potential by incorporating position-dependence of
the mass as well taking into consideration the local behaviour of the Fermi velocity. As is
well known Morse potential occupies an important place in quantum mechanics in that is
of much use in spectroscopic applications [31]. Moreover, it could be connected with the
Coulomb potential under a coordinate transformation [32–34].

The paper is organised as follows:
The next section summarizes the basic ingredients of SUSYQM. In section 3 we write

the Dirac equation in full in the presence of PDM and PDFV and describe the mathe-
matical formulation our model in terms of a pair of coupled differential equations for the
two-component wavefunctions. In section 4, we give the complete solution of the Morse
problem. Finally, in section 5, a summary of our work is presented.
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2 Aspects of SUSYQM

The basic formalism [35–39] of SUSYQM involves the supercharges Q,Q† that depict
fermionic-like properties. The governing Hamiltonian can be expressed in the manner

H = {Q,Q†} (2.1)

The basic properties of Q,Q† are

(Q)2 = 0 = (Q†)2 (2.2)

[Q,H] = 0 = [Q†,H] (2.3)

To represent them, we introduce the corresponding operators O and O† and write

Q = O ⊗ σ−, Q† = O† ⊗ σ+ (2.4)

where the quantities σ± denote σ± = 1
2(σ1 ± iσ2), σ1 and σ2 are the usual Pauli matrices.

Taking a first-order differential realization of O,O†

O =
~√
2m

∂ +W(x), O† = − ~√
2m

∂ +W(x) (2.5)

where m is the mass, and W(x) is the superpotential of the system, we can project Q and
Q† in the matrix forms

Q =

(

0 0
~√
2m
∂ +W(x) 0

)

, Q† =

(

0 − ~√
2m
∂ +W(x)

0 0

)

(2.6)

where ∂ ≡ d
dx
. The Hamiltonian H is thus rendered diagonal

H =

(

H+ 0
0 H−

)

(2.7)

with the components H± given by the factorization [40]

H+ = O†O = − ~
2

2m
∂2 + U (+)(x)− Λ (2.8)

H− = OO† = − ~
2

2m
∂2 + U (−)(x)− Λ (2.9)

These are in typical Schr̈odinger form defined at some cut-off energy value Λ.
The SUSY partner potentials U (+) and U (−) can be projected as

U±(x) = W2(x)∓ ~√
2m

W ′(x) + Λ (2.10)

where the prime represents a derivative with respect to x. For unbroken SUSY the ground
state wavefunction ψ+

0 (x) is non-degenerate which we can associate with the component
H+. This has the implication

Oψ+
0 (x) = 0 (2.11)

=⇒ ψ+
0 (x) ∝ exp

(

−
√
2m

~

∫ x

W(t)dt

)

(2.12)
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reflecting that the normalizability of ψ+
0 (x) restricts the superpotential to obey

∫ x
W (t)dt >

0 as x→ ∞.
The double-degeneracy of the spectrum is guided by the following intertwining rela-

tionships of H

OH+ = H−O, H+O† = O†H− (2.13)

and furnishes the isospectral connections between H(+) and H(−). These are of course
consistent with the projections (2.8) and (2.9).

3 PDM and PDFV

In the standard constant massm0 and constant Fermi velocity vF case the one-dimensional
Dirac Hamiltonian is given by [8] (see also [41])

HD = vfσxpx + σyW (x) + σzm0v
2
f + 1V (x) (3.1)

where V (x) is the electrostatic potential, W (x) is the pseudoscalar potential and 1 is the
block-diagonal unit matrix. In [9], W (x) was interpreted to behave like the superpotential
of the system. The Pauli matrices are known to be

σx =

(

0 1
1 0

)

, σy =

(

0 −i
i 0

)

, σz =

(

1 0
0 −1

)

(3.2)

The material properties of the Dirac particle are carried by the combined effects of the
Fermi velocity and the mass function that produce a heterostructure [42]. The possibility of
the Fermi velocity varying from material to material is quite comprehensible in condensed
matter physics [43]. This motivates us to look into a situation when both the mass function
and Fermi velocity become local function of position. In setting up of our scheme we ignore
the effects of the electrostatic potential V as is suggested by the analysis of the intertwining
relations [8, 44].

We therefore consider PDM as well as PDFV to rewrite (3.1) as follows

HD =
√

vf (x)σxpx

√

vf (x) + σyW (x) + σzm(x)v2f (x) (3.3)

In the two-dimensional matrix form HD becomes

HD =

(

mv2f −i~√vf∂√vf − iW

−i~√vf∂√vf + iW −mv2f

)

(3.4)

where note that m = m(x) and vf = vf (x). Further, V and W are arbitrary function of
x.

Operating on a spinor with components (ψ+ ψ−)
T emerges the coupled pair of equa-

tions

(−i~√vf∂
√
vf − iW )ψ− = D−ψ+ (3.5)

(−i~√vf∂
√
vf + iW )ψ+ = D+ψ− (3.6)
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where E is the energy eigenvalue and we have chosen to work with natural units ~ = 1. In
the above the quantities D± stand for D± = E ±mv2f . Specifically the equation for the
upper component reads

−
v2f

D+

d2ψ+

dx2
− d

dx

( v2f

D+

)dψ+

dx
+
[ 1

D+

(

W 2 − 1

4
v′f

2 − 1

2
vfv

′′
f

)

+ vf
d

dx

( W

D+

)

−1

2
vfv

′
f

d

dx

( 1

D+

)]

ψ+ = D−ψ+ (3.7)

while for the lower component we have

−
v2f

D−

d2ψ−
dx2

− d

dx

( v2f

D−

)dψ−
dx

+
[ 1

D−

(

W 2 − 1

4
v′f

2 − 1

2
vfv

′′
f

)

− vf
d

dx

( W

D−

)

−1

2
vfv

′
f

d

dx

( 1

D−

)]

ψ− = D+ψ− (3.8)

To proceed further we employ the constancy condition [27]

m(x)v2f (x) = constant = m0v
2
0 (3.9)

where m0 and v0 are both constants. This helps greatly in the reduction of (3.7) and (3.8).
In particular both D± are rendered constant. As a result the coupled equations (3.7) and
(3.8) are disentangled leaving us with two separate equations, one for ψ+ and another for
ψ−

−v2f
d2ψ+

dx2
− d

dx
(v2f )

dψ+

dx
+
[(

W 2 − 1

4
v′f

2 − 1

2
vfv

′′
f

)

+ vfW
′)
]

ψ+ = (E2 −m2
0v

4
0)ψ+

(3.10)

−v2f
d2ψ−
dx2

− d

dx
(v2f )

dψ−
dx

+
[(

W 2 − 1

4
v′f

2 − 1

2
vfv

′′
f

)

− vfW
′)
]

ψ− = (E2 −m2
0v

4
0)ψ−

(3.11)

Making a change of variable through defining

ψ±(x) =
1

√

vf (x)
Φ±(y(x)) (3.12)

where the new quantity y(x) stands for the integral

y(x) =

∫ x dz

vf (z)
+ constant (3.13)

results in the set of differential equations

−d
2Φ±(y)

dy2
+
[

W 2(x(y)) ± vf (x(y))W
′(x(y))

]

Φ±(y) = (E2 −m2
0v

4
0)Φ±(y) (3.14)

We thus have the SUSY form for the partner potentials as defined below albeit in terms
of the variable y

V±(x(y)) =W 2(x(y))∓ vf (x(y))W
′(x(y)) (3.15)
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These match with U± in (2.10) for Λ = 0.
An interesting off-soot is that if we compare the basic PDM guided Schödinger equation

(1.3) with either (3.10) or (3.11) the mass function m(x) coincides with the inverse square
of the Fermi velocity [29]

m(x) =
1

2v2f (x)
(3.16)

This result has a significance in the context of deformed shape-invariance within SUSYQM.
In fact, if we look at the equation for the positive-definite deforming function f introduced
in [16] namely

Hφ(x) =

[

−
(

√

f(x)
d

dx

√

f(x)

)2

+ Veff (x)

]

φ(x) = Eφ(x) (3.17)

(which follows as a consequence of (1.3) by implementing a deformed shape-invariance
relation), then such a function f is easily recognized to play the role of PDFV.

With this background we now turn to the Morse potential.

4 Morse potential

We assume for W (x) the following choice

W (x) =

{

ω0 − ω1x x > 0

0 x ≤ 0
(4.1)

where ω0 and ω1 are positive constants, and take for the PDFV the representation

vf (x) =

{

αx x > 0

0 x ≤ 0
(4.2)

where α is a positive constant. From (3.10) the mass function (3.16) turns out to be

m(x) =
1

2α2x2
x > 0 (4.3)

As a result, from (3.15), the extended SUSY partner potentials read

V±(x) =

{

ω2
0 + ω2

1x
2 − 2ω1(ω0 ± α

2 )x for x > 0

0 for x ≤ 0
(4.4)

which correspond to shifted harmonic oscillator potentials.
If we now make a change of variable to t = 1

α
lnx ∈ (−∞,∞), the partner potentials

get transformed to the forms

V±(t) = ω2
0 + ω2

1e
2αt − 2ω1(ω0 ±

α

2
)eαt, t ∈ (−∞,∞) (4.5)

Clearly, the two cases in (4.5) correspond to the potentials of the one-dimensional Morse
potential.
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The accompanying Schrödinger equation in the t-variable for Φ+(t) reads

d2Φ+(t)

dt2
+
[

k2 − ω2
0 + ω2

1e
2αt − 2ω1(ω0 −

α

2
)eαt

]

Φ+(t) = 0 (4.6)

where k2 = E2− 1
4 . Its solution in terms of associated Laguerre polynomials Lκ

n(ξ) is [37,48]

Φ+(ξ) ∝ ξ
κ
2 e−

ξ

2Lκ
n (ξ) (4.7)

where κ = 2ω0

α
− 2n ∈ ℜ and ξ = 2ω1

α
eαt ∈ (0,∞), along with the eigenvalues

E2
n =

1

4
+ ω2

0 − (ω0 − αn)2 (4.8)

The allowed values for n are n = 0, 1, ..., nmax(nmax <
ω0

α
).

Reverting to x-coordinate, (4.7) moves over to the representation

ψ+(x) = Ne−
ω1x

α x
κ−1

2 Lκ
n

(

2ω1x

α

)

(4.9)

where N is the normalization constant. As a check, note that if we take the Fermi velocity
to be constant scaled to unity, ψ+(x) will be same as furnished in [49]. For completeness
we also provide the solution for ψ−(x)

ψ−(x) =
Nie−

ω1x

α x
κ−2

2

2
√
αD

[

4ω1xL
κ+1
n−1

(

2ω1x

α

)

+ (α+ 2nα+ 4ω1x)L
κ
n

(

2ω1x

α

)

]

(4.10)

where the quantity D is given by D =
√

1
4 + ω2

0 − (ω0 − αn)2 + 1
4 . (4.9) and (4.10) give

the complete closed-form solutions of the Morse partner wavefunctions in the presence of
PDM and PDFV along with energy levels (4.8).

5 Summary

To summarize, we have shown in this paper that the Dirac equation in the presence of
the PDM and PDFV admits of an exact solution for the Morse potential. Employing the
factorization method and using von Roos prescription of the modified kinetic energy term
for the PDM, and further observing that the underlying pseudoscalar potential acts as
the superpotential of the system in the setup of SUSYQM, we solved a pair of coupled
equations containing the components of the Dirac spinor. In this regard we utilized the
result that the mass function behaves like the inverse square of the Fermi velocity. Through
disentanglement we derived the complete solution of the Morse-like partner potentials.
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