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Abstract

The generalized Lévy-Leblond equation (GLL) is used to study the bound
state problem for a non-relativistic Fermi field in pseudoscalar external poten-
tials. Two spherically symmetrical external potentials, a pseudoscalar spherical
well of finite depth and a pseudoscalar Coulomb potential, are considered. It
is shown that the rest energy of the Fermi field affects non-trivially the bound
state spectrum. The existence of bound states, their number and energies all
depend on the value of the rest energy.

1
fuads@athabascau.ca

http://arxiv.org/abs/2201.06688v1


1 Introduction

Non-relativistic particles (fields), defined through the theory of representations of the
Galilei group, are known to acquire spin and magnetic moment [1], the properties
which were originally believed to be purely relativistic. The dynamics of the spin 1/2
particles is governed by the Lévy-Leblond (LL) equation, the non-relativistic version
of the Dirac equation. In [1], it was derived in the Dirac way by linearization of the
Schrödinger equation.

Another way of deriving the LL equation is by making use of a (4+1)-dimensional
covariant formulation of Galilean covariance [2] based on an extended space-time ap-
proach [3],[4]. A formulation of Galilean covariance in one higher dimension allows us
to incorporate into the theory the notion of rest (internal) energy: one of the Casimir
invariants of the Galilei group in (4+1)-dimensions includes the rest energy operator.
Reduction to (3+1)-dimensions by eliminating the additional, fifth coordinate results
in the generalized LL equation with a rest energy contribution [5]. A generalized LL
equation was also discussed in [6].

It is often stated that the rest energy is a reference point for the energy of non-
relativistic systems and the only effect of taking the rest energy into account is a
shift of all energy levels by its value. This is equivalent to a change in a phase of
wave function. In this paper, we aim to show that the rest energy of non-relativistic
Fermi particles can have a non-trivial impact on their dynamics. We study the GLL
equation in external, pseudoscalar potentials to determine how the rest energy affects
the bound state spectrum.

Our paper is organized as follows. In Sect.2, we consider a free non-relativistic
Fermi field. We start with the Schrödinger equation with the rest energy term, and
we show that its linearization leads to the GLL equation. This provides an alternative
derivation of the GLL equation in the same way as the LL equation was derived. A
rest mass associated with the rest energy is introduced, and the component form of
the GLL equation is given.

The covariance of the LL equation under reflection of space coordinates was proven
in [7]. We construct a representation of the parity transformation, and we demonstrate
that the rest energy term violates the covariance of the GLL equation. Only one
component of the non-relativistic Fermi field can be characterized by a definite parity,
while the Fermi field itself does not have it.

We establish a two-step transition from the Dirac equation to the GLL equation.
Taking the non-relativistic limit of the Dirac equation yields the LL equation [1], and
an additional transformation is required to get its generalized version.

In Sect.3, we consider a non-relativistic Fermi field in external potentials. We
find that if the potentials are pseudoscalar, then the rest energy cannot be removed
from the GLL equation. We derive a Schrödinger type equation for the indepen-
dent component of the Fermi field, its effective potential exhibiting the rest energy
contributions and the parity violation.
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We study in details two spherically symmetric external potentials: a pseudoscalar
spherical well of finite depth and a pseudoscalar Coulomb potential. In the first case,
the effective potential is also a well which depth depends on the value of the rest
mass. We determine the spectrum of the bound S-states, and we find the minimum
value of the rest energy below which no bound states exist.

In the case of pseudoscalar Coulomb potential created by an external charge, the
effective potential includes an interaction with a background field which magnitude is
determined by the rest mass. We construct an additional constant of motion with the
rest mass contribution, and we determine how it changes the structure of angular parts
of eigenfunctions. We find the energy spectrum of the system in the approximation
when the external charge is very large. We show that the spectrum is affected by the
orientation of the particle’s spin with respect to the direction of the background field.

We conclude with Discussion in Sect.4.

2 GLL equation for a free non-relativistic Fermi

field

The Schrödinger equation for a free non-relativistic Fermi field ψ+(r, t) with inertial
mass m and rest energy E0 reads

ih̄
∂ψ+(r, t)

∂t
=
(

−h̄2 ∆

2m
+ E0

)

ψ+(r, t), (1)

where r = (x1 = x, x2 = y, x3 = z), ∆ ≡ ∂2a, ∂a ≡ ∂
∂xa , a = 1, 2, 3, and the subscript

”+” indicates that we restrict ourselves to the positive inertial mass sector.
By re-defining the wave function ψ+(r, t) as

ψ+(r, t) → ψ̃+(r, t) ≡ e
i

h̄
E0tψ+(r, t), (2)

we can remove the rest energy term from the Schrödinger equation:

ih̄
∂ψ̃+(r, t)

∂t
= −h̄2 ∆

2m
ψ̃+(r, t). (3)

The LL equation is a non-relativistic equation obtained as a result of linearization
of the Schrödinger equation (3) without the rest energy term. Let us follow the similar
procedure to get a linearized version of Eq.(1) with the rest energy term included.
We represent the linearized equation as

(

Γ1
∂

∂t
+ Γa∂a + Γ2

)

ψ+(r, t) = 0, (4)

where Γ1,Γ
a, and Γ2 are (4×4)-matrices to be determined from the requirement that

the solutions of Eq.(4) should obey Eq.(1) as well. This means that there should exist
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some operator Γ′
1
∂
∂t
+ Γ′a∂a + Γ′

2, such that

(

Γ′
1

∂

∂t
+ Γ′a∂a + Γ′

2

)(

Γ1
∂

∂t
+ Γb∂b + Γ2

)

= S, (5)

where

S ≡ ih̄
∂

∂t
+ h̄2

∆

2m
− E0 (6)

is the Schrödinger operator. This yields the set of conditions

Γ′
1Γ1 = 0, Γ′

1Γ2 + Γ′
2Γ1 = ih̄,

Γ′
1Γ

a + Γ′aΓ1 = 0, Γ′aΓ2 + Γ′
2Γ

a = 0, (7)

Γ′aΓb + Γ′bΓa =
h̄2

m
δab, Γ′

2Γ2 = −E0.

These conditions differ from the ones given by Lévy-Leblond only in the last equation
in (7) where we can see the rest energy contribution. To bring them to the form given
in [1], we replace Γ2 and Γ′

2 by

Γ̃2 = Γ2 + i
√

E0I,

Γ̃′
2 = Γ′

2 + i
√

E0I,

where I is the identity matrix. Then

Γ̃′
2Γ̃2 = i

√

E0

(

Γ̃′
2 + Γ̃2

)

,

so the product Γ̃′
2Γ̃2 becomes independent of the rest energy if we take Γ̃′

2 = −Γ̃2.
To avoid the appearance of the rest energy terms in other equations of (7), we

also take Γ′
1 = −Γ1 and Γ′a = −Γa. This brings Eq.(7) to the form

Γ2
1 = 0, Γ1Γ̃2 + Γ̃2Γ1 = −ih̄,

Γ1Γ
a + ΓaΓ1 = 0, ΓaΓ̃2 + Γ̃2Γ

a = 0, (8)

ΓaΓb + ΓbΓa = − h̄
2

m
δab, Γ̃2

2 = 0.

Representing Γ1, Γ
a and Γ̃2 as

Γ1 = − h̄

c
√
2m

γ4, Γa = − h̄√
2m

γa, Γ̃2 = ic

√

m

2
γ5,

where c is the speed of light, we rewrite these conditions as the algebra

γµγν + γνγµ = 2gµν, (9)
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where µ, ν = 1, ..., 5 and

gµν =







−13×3 0 0
0 0 1
0 1 0





 .

In what follows, we will use the following representation for the γ-matrices [8]:

γa =

(

0 iσa

iσa 0

)

, γ4 =
1√
2

(

1 1
−1 −1

)

, γ5 =
1√
2

(

1 −1
1 −1

)

. (10)

The linearized Eq.(4) becomes
(

ih̄γµ̄∂µ̄ +mcγ5 −
√

2mE0I
)

ψ+(r, t) = 0, (11)

where µ̄ runs from 1 to 4, and ∂4 ≡ 1
c
∂
∂t
. Herein,

√
2mE0 can be interpreted as a

momentum k corresponding to the rest energy, so that E0 = k2/(2m). We can also
introduce a rest mass m0 associated with the rest energy E0 as m0 ≡ E0/c

2. This
gives us the following relation between the parameters k and c:

k =
√
2mm0c.

Eqs.(11) takes the compact form

(ih̄γµ̄∂µ̄ − kI+)ψ+(r, t) = 0, (12)

where
I+ ≡ I − mc

k
γ5.

We will refer to this equation as the generalized LL (GLL) equation for a free non-
relativistic Fermi field. For k = 0, it reduces to the LL equation.

The representation (10) is not unique. There are infinitely many representations
of the algebra (9) which are equivalent to each other. Indeed, Eq.(12) is invariant
with respect to unitary transformations

γµ̄ → Uγµ̄U−1, γ5 → Uγ5U−1, ψ+ → Uψ+, (13)

where U is a unitary (4 × 4)-matrix. The standard Dirac representation of the γ-
matrices used in [1] can be obtained from Eq.(10) by making use of the transformation
(13) with

U =
1√
2

(

1 1
1 −1

)

.

As in the case of the Schrödinger equation, the rest energy term can be removed
from the GLL equation as well. To show this, let us introduce the new field

ψ+(r, t) → ψ̃+(r, t) ≡
(

I − µ√
2
γ4
)

e
i

h̄
E0tψ+(r, t),

4



where µ is a parameter to be determined. The GLL equation given by Eq.(12) becomes

[

ih̄γ4∂4 + ih̄

(

I − µ√
2
γ4
)

γa∂a − kI+

(

I +
µ√
2
γ4
)

+
1

c
E0γ

4

]

ψ̃+(r, t) = 0.

Multiplying both sides of this equation from the left by
(

I + µ√
2
γ4
)

, we bring it to
the form

[

ih̄γµ̄∂µ̄ +mcγ5 +
(

µmc
√
2− k

)

I +
1

2mc

(

µmc
√
2− k

)2
γ4
]

ψ̃+(r, t) = 0. (14)

If we take

µ =
k

mc
√
2
=

√

m0

m
, (15)

then the last two terms in Eq.(14) vanish, so the field

ψ̃+(r, t) =
(

I −
√

m0

2m
γ4
)

e
i

h̄
E0tψ+(r, t), (16)

obeys the original LL equation without the rest energy term:
(

ih̄γµ̄∂µ̄ +mcγ5
)

ψ̃+(r, t) = 0. (17)

In addition to the factor exp{ i
h̄
E0t} which we had before in Eq.(2), we get here the

factor (1 −
√

m0

2m
γ4) that depends on the ratio of the rest and inertial masses and

mixes the components of the original field ψ+(r, t).
Representing the field ψ+(r, t) as

ψ+(r, t) =

(

ψ1,+(r, t)
ψ2,+(r, t)

)

,

where ψ1,+(r, t), ψ2,+(r, t) are 2-component fields, and introducing their linear com-
binations

η1,+(r, t) ≡ ψ1,+(r, t) + ψ2,+(r, t)

η2,+(r, t) ≡ ψ1,+(r, t)− ψ2,+(r, t)

we can rewrite the GLL equation as a system of two equations:

ih̄∂4η1,+ + p−η2,+ = 0,

p+η1,+ −mcη2,+ = 0. (18)

where

p± ≡ 1√
2
(h̄σa∂a ± k),

5



Only one of the components is dynamically independent. Its time evolution de-
termines the time evolution of another component as well. Eliminating, for instance,
η2,+(r, t) in favor of η1,+(r, t), this brings us back to the Schrödinger equation (1):

ih̄∂4η1,+ +
p−p+
mc

η1,+ = 0 (19)

with p−p+ = 1
2
(h̄2∆ − k2). The GLL equation for a free non-relativistic Fermi field

can be therefore reduced to the Schrödinger equation for its independent component.
In this sense, the GLL equation and the Schrödinger equation are equivalent to each
other, and we can use any of these two equations as a starting point in the study of
free non-relativistic Fermi fields.

2.1 Parity

Let us determine if the GLL equation is covariant under reflection of space coordi-
nates:

r′ = −r, t′ = t. (20)

The covariance means that in the primed frame the GLL equation has the same form
as in the unprimed one,

(ih̄γµ̄∂µ̄
′ − kI+)ψ

′
+(r

′, t) = 0, (21)

where
ψ′
+(r

′, t) = S(P )ψ+(r, t) (22)

and S(P ) is a representation of the parity transformation (20). It is assumed that
(S(P ))2 = 1.

To find S(P ), we substitute (22) into the GLL equation in the primed frame and
multiply it by S−1(P ). Since

∂′a = −∂a, ∂′4 = ∂4,

this gives us

{−ih̄S−1(P )γaS(P )∂a + ih̄S−1(P )γ4S(P )∂4

− kI +mcS−1(P )γ5S(P )}ψ+(x, t) = 0. (23)

Let us consider first the case when k is equal to zero. Then Eq.(23) coincides with
the corresponding equation in the unprimed frame if

S−1(P )γaS(P ) = γa, S−1(P )γ4S(P ) = −γ4, S−1(P )γ5S(P ) = −γ5 (24)

(see Appendix A). This is satisfied by

S(P ) = eiδ
1

2

(

γ5γ4 − γ4γ5
)

, (25)
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where eiδ = ±1. This phase is related to the intrinsic parity of the field.
In the component form, the relation (22) between the primed and unprimed fields

becomes

ψ′
1,+(r, t) = eiδψ2,+(−r, t),

ψ′
2,+(r, t) = eiδψ1,+(−r, t).

If the field ψ+(r, t) has a definite parity, then

ψ′
1,+(r, t) = ψ1,+(r, t), ψ′

2,+(r, t) = ψ2,+(r, t). (26)

This yields

η1,+(r, t) = eiδη1,+(−r, t), (27)

η2,+(r, t) = −eiδη2,+(−r, t), (28)

i.e. the spatial parity of the dependent component is opposite to the spatial parity of
the independent one.

For a non-zero k, the equation (23) with S(P ) given by Eq.(25) takes the form

(ih̄γµ̄∂µ̄ − kI+ + 2kI)ψ+(r, t) = 0.

The additional term 2kI related to the rest energy violates the covariance of the
GLL equation under the parity transformation. In this case, the relations (26) are no
longer valid.

However, the independent component η1,+(r, t) can still be characterized by a
definite parity, positive or negative, while it is not true for η2,+(r, t) (and for the
overall field ψ1,+(r, t)). The component η1,+(r, t) satisfies the Schrödinger equa-
tion (19) which obviously remains invariant in form under the parity transformation.
So, Eq.(27) is still valid. Using the relation between the components η1,+(r, t) and
η2,+(r, t) (see the second equation in (18)), we get

η2,+(r, t) = eiδ
[

− η2,+(−r, t) + 2µη1,+(−r, t)
]

which is a generalization of equation (28) for the case of non-zero k. It shows that
η2,+(r, t) is not invariant under parity. The parity transformation changes the depen-
dent component into a combination of the dependent and independent ones.

2.2 Connection with the Dirac equation

The rest energy of a free relativistic Fermi field is incorporated nontrivially in its total
or relativistic energy. Its rest mass m0 is at the same time a measure of its inertia,
i.e. of the tendency of the field to resist changes in velocity. Thus, m0 is its inertial
mass as well [9].
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Dirac equation

for ψD(r, t)

✓
✓

✓
✓✴

LL equation

for ψ̃+(r, t)

GLL equation

for ψ+(r, t)
✲✛

(a)

(b)

Figure 1: A schematic illustration of the connection between the relativistic Dirac
equation and two non-relativistic equations, LL and GLL: (a) represents the non-
relativistic limit c→ ∞; (b) stands for a two-way transformation between the LL and
GLL equations.

For non-relativistic Fermi fields, the rest energy contribution decouples from the
kinetic energy and becomes an additive factor. In this case, the rest energy is inde-
pendent from inertia, and the rest mass m0 is not in general the same as the inertial
mass m [10]. The masses m0 and m are equal to each other only if the theory of
non-relativistic Fermi fields is considered to be the limit of the relativistic one when
velocities are much smaller than the speed of light.

In the limit c→ ∞, the rest energy becomes infinitely large in value and should be
subtracted from the total energy before the non-relativistic limit of the Dirac equation
is taken. This is achieved by re-defining the Dirac wave function ψD(r, t) in the way
similar to Eq.(2):

ψD(r, t) → ψ̃D(r, t) ≡ e
i

h̄
m0c2tψD(r, t). (29)

As a result, the non-relativistic limit of the Dirac equation is the LL equation without
any rest energy contribution. It is sometimes stated that the rest energy is a purely
relativistic effect and has no non-relativistic limit [11].

The transition from the Dirac equation to the GLL equation requires two steps
(see Figure 1). First, the non-relativistic limit of the Dirac equation is taken (step
(a)). Then, within the non-relativistic formulation, a final amount of rest energy E0

is introduced by transforming the Fermi fields (step (b)) as

ψ̃+(r, t) → ψ+(r, t) =
(

I +

√

m0

2m
γ4
)

e−
i

h̄
E0tψ̃+(r, t). (30)

This transformation is the inverse of the transformation given by Eq.(16).
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3 GLL equation with external potentials

A general form of the external potential can be represented by a 4× 4 matrix-valued
function V (r, t), so that the GLL equation becomes

(ih̄γµ̄∂µ̄ − kI+ − V )ψ+(r, t) = 0. (31)

Using again the field ψ̃+(r, t) given by Eq.(16), we convert Eq.(31) into

(

ih̄γµ̄∂µ̄ +mcγ5 − Ṽ
)

ψ̃+(r, t) = 0, (32)

where

Ṽ ≡ V +
1√
2
µ
{

γ4, V
}

+
1

2
µ2γ4

{

γ4, V
}

(33)

and {A,B} = AB +BA is the anticommutator of two operators A and B.
If the external potential obeys the condition

{

γ4, V
}

= 0, (34)

then Ṽ = V and the rest energy term is removed from the GLL equation in the way
similar to the case of free non-relativistic Fermi fields.

An example of such external potentials is a potential produced by an electromag-
netic field Aµ̄. It can be introduced by replacing ∂µ̄ with Dµ̄ ≡ ∂µ̄ − i

h̄
e
c
Aµ̄, where e

is the charge of the Fermi field. This yields

V = −e
c
γµ̄Aµ̄.

Since the matrices γµ̄ anti-commute with γ4, the condition (34) is satisfied and the
rest energy E0 does not show itself in the solutions of Eq.(32).

The external potentials that include the matrix γ5 do not obey the condition (34).
The simplest example is the potential of the form

V =
1

c
γ5ϕ, (35)

where ϕ(r, t) is a single-valued function that does not have a matrix structure and
behaves like a scalar under the Galilean transformations. The transformed potential

Ṽ = V +
√
2
µ

c
ϕ+

µ2

c
γ4ϕ

exhibits the rest energy contribution in its last two terms. It means that for this type
of potentials the rest energy will contribute non-trivially to the bound state spectrum
of the GLL equation.

9



Applying the parity transformation to the GLL equation with the external poten-
tial given by Eq.(35) in the same way as we did it above to the free GLL equation,
we get the following transformation for the function ϕ(r, t):

ϕ(r, t) → ϕ′(r, t) = ϕ(−r, t), (36)

i.e. ϕ(r, t) behaves like a scalar under space reflection as well, while V is a pseu-
doscalar. As before in the case without external potentials, the covariance of the
GLL equation is violated for non-zero values of k.

In the component form, Eq.(31) becomes

ih̄∂4η1,+ + p−η2,+ = 0,

cp+η1,+ − (mc2 − ϕ)η2,+ = 0. (37)

Assuming that ϕ is a smooth function and eliminating η2,+(r, t), this yields for the in-
dependent component η1,+(r, t) a Schrödinger-type equation with contributions from
the external potential:

ih̄∂4η1,+ +

[

c

2(mc2 − ϕ)
(h̄2∆− k2) +

1

2

ch̄2σa∂aϕ

(mc2 − ϕ)2
σb∂b

+
k

2

ch̄σa∂aϕ

(mc2 − ϕ)2

]

η1,+ = 0. (38)

This equation is not invariant under the parity transformation unless the potential ϕ
is constant in space. The last term in Eq.(38) changes its sign under r → −r, while
other terms remain unchanged. This means that in smooth pseudoscalar potentials
of the form given by Eq.(35) even the independent component η1,+(r, t) cannot be
characterized by a definite parity.

3.1 Spherically symmetric pseudoscalar potential

Let us assume that the potential (35) is time-independent and spherically symmetric,
i.e. ϕ = ϕ(r), where r = |r|. Representing η1,+(r, t) as

η1,+(r, t) = η1,+(r)e
− i

h̄
Et

and introducing the dimensionless variables

ξ ≡ mc

h̄
r, E ≡ E

mc2
, ϕ̄ ≡ ϕ

mc2
,

we rewrite Eq.(38) as the eigenvalue equation

Hχ(r) = Eχ(r) (39)

10



with

χ(r) ≡ 1√
1− ϕ̄

η1,+(r),

and the Hamiltonian density H given by

H ≡ 1

2

1

1− ϕ̄

(

p2

ξ + 2µ2
)

+
3

8

1

(1− ϕ̄)3
(∇ξϕ̄)

2 +
1

4

1

(1− ϕ̄)2
∇ξ

2ϕ̄

+
1

2

1

(1− ϕ̄)2
σ [∇ξϕ̄× pξ]−

µ√
2

(σ∇ξϕ̄)

(1− ϕ̄)2
, (40)

where ∇ξ ≡ (h̄/mc)∇ = (h̄/mc)(∂1, ∂2, ∂3), and pξ = −i∇ξ is the momentum opera-
tor.

We observe here two well-known terms: a Darwin type term (1/4(1 − ϕ̄)2)∇ξ
2ϕ̄

and the spin-orbit coupling,

1

2

1

(1− ϕ̄)2
σ [∇ξϕ̄× pξ] =

1

(1− ϕ̄)2
1

ξ

dϕ̄

dξ
(SLξ),

where Lξ = [ξ × pξ] and S = (1/2)σ are the angular momentum and spin operators,
respectively.

We also see terms representing the rest energy contribution. The term µ2/(1− ϕ̄)
is present for all types of the potential ϕ̄ and reduces to a shift of the energy spectrum
as a whole by µ2 if the potential is taken equal to zero. The term

− µ√
2

σ∇ξϕ̄

(1− ϕ̄)2
= σBeff (41)

describes the interaction of the non-relativistic Fermi field with an effective back-
ground field

Beff ≡ − µ√
2

1

(1− ϕ̄)2
dϕ̄

dξ
n (42)

where n ≡ ξ/ξ, and results, as we mentioned above, in the violation of parity. This
interaction introduces non-central forces, i.e. forces depending on the direction of ξ
with respect to S. The term (41) depends linearly on (σn) and violates the time
reversal symmetry as well.

As in the case of the Dirac equation, the angular momentum and spin are not
constants of motion, and it is the total angular momentum J = Lξ + S that is
conserved, i.e. [J,H]− = 0. For the Dirac equation with spherically symmetric
potentials, there is another constant of motion which in the non-relativistic limit
takes the form [12]

K = 1 + σLξ. (43)

Evaluating its commutator with the Hamiltonian H, we obtain

[K,H]− = −2 (σBeff )K. (44)

This is another effect of rest energy: due to the presence of the background field, K
is not conserved in the case of the GLL equation.
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3.2 Pseudoscalar spherical well of finite depth

For the spherical well potential

ϕ̄(ξ) =

{

−ϕ̄0 for ξ < ξ0
0 for ξ > ξ0,

(45)

where ϕ̄0 > 0, the parity violating term (41) as well as the spin-orbit coupling and
Darwin type terms vanish both inside and outside the well.

The Hamiltonian density given by Eq.(40) becomes

H =







1
2

1
1+ϕ̄0

(

p2

ξ + 2µ2
)

for ξ < ξ0
1
2

(

p2

ξ + 2µ2
)

for ξ > ξ0.
(46)

The set of operators commuting with H is then L2,L3, so the solutions of the eigen-
value equation (39) have the form

χlM =
1

ξ
RlY

M
l , (47)

where (1/ξ)Rl and Y M
l are their radial and angular parts, respectively, Y M

l being
spherical harmonics.

The quantum numbers l,M are defined as

L2χlM = l(l + 1)χlM ,

L3χlM = MχlM .

Substituting the ansatz (47) into the eigenvalue equation (39) and using the expression
for p2

ξ in spher ical polar coordinates,

p2

ξ = − ∂2

∂ξ2
− 2

ξ

∂

∂ξ
+

1

ξ2
L2

ξ,

we bring the radial part of the eigenvalue equation to the form

d2Rl

dξ2
+

(

a2 − l(l + 1)

ξ2

)

Rl = 0 for ξ < ξ0 (48)

and
d2Rl

dξ2
+

(

−b2 − l(l + 1)

ξ2

)

Rl = 0 for ξ > ξ0, (49)

where we have introduced the abbreviations

a2 ≡ 2(1 + ϕ̄0)

[

µ2ϕ̄0

1 + ϕ̄0

− |Ē|
]

, b2 ≡ 2|Ē |, Ē ≡ E − µ2. (50)
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✲

0 ξ0

− µ2ϕ̄0

1+ϕ̄0

ξ

Figure 2: The effective potential well of the radial Schrödinger equation derived from
the GLL equation with the spherical well potential.

We recognize in Eqs.(48) and (49) the radial part of the Schrödinger equation with
the potential illustrated in Figure 2.

We are interested in the bound state solutions for which |Ē | < µ2ϕ̄0/(1+ ϕ̄0). The
solutions are [15],[16]

Rl(ξ) =

{

N−jl(aξ) for ξ < ξ0
N+h

(1)
l (ibξ) for ξ > ξ0,

(51)

where N−,N+ are normalization constants, while jl and h
(1)
l are spherical Bessel and

Hankel functions, respectively. At ξ = ξ0, both Rl(ξ) and its first derivative should
be continuous. The normalization constants can be eliminated from the continuity
relation of the logarithmic derivative. This yields the condition

ib
h
(1)′
l (ibξ0)

h
(1)
l (ibξ0)

= a
j′l(aξ0)

jl(aξ0)
, (52)

where the primes denote differentiations to the respective arguments. This is the
transcendental equation for the eigenvalue Ē . The quantum number M does not
affect the eigenvalues, so each energy level is (2l + 1)-fold degenerate.

For l = 0, i.e. for S-states, the condition (52) reduces to

ρcot(ξ̄0ρ) = −
√

1− ρ2

1 + ϕ̄0

, (53)

where

ρ ≡
√

1− 1 + ϕ̄0

µ2ϕ̄0

|Ē |, ξ̄0 ≡
√

2µ2ϕ̄0ξ0.

The bound states spectrum is given by

|Ē | = µ2ϕ̄0

1 + ϕ̄0

(1− ρ2), 0 < ρ ≤ 1. (54)
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1 2 3 4

0.0089 0.0133 0.0089 0.0094µ2ϕ̄0

1+ϕ̄0

ρ 0.9768 0.6370 0.8843

0.5184 0.4420 0.2985 0.3853

0.9882

Figure 3: The values of depth of the effective potential well and the solutions for ρ
for various sets of parameters (ϕ̄0, ξ0, µ

2): (1) ϕ̄0 = 8, ξ0 = 10, µ2 = 0.01; (2) ϕ̄0 = 8,
ξ0 = 10, µ2 = 0.015; (3) ϕ̄0 = 8, ξ0 = 20, µ2 = 0.01; (4) ϕ̄0 = 15, ξ0 = 10, µ2 = 0.01.

(1) (2) (3) (4)

-0.0065

-0.0006

-0.0107

-0.0002

-0.0053

-0.0081

-0.002

-0.008

Figure 4: A sketch of the effective potential well with its respective S-states energy
levels for the sets of parameters from Figure 3.
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The values of ρ satisfying Eq.(53) can be found graphically [15]. The number of
bound states depends on the depth and width of the original well potential given by
Eq.(45), i.e. on ϕ̄0 and ξ0, as well as on the rest energy represented by the parameter
µ2. As we can see from Figures 3 and 4, the larger µ2, the deeper the effective
potential well and the more energy levels in it. The number of energy levels also
increases with increasing either ϕ̄0 or ξ0 or both of them.

It can been seen graphically that only when

(a2 + b2)ξ̄20 =
2µ2ξ̄20ϕ̄0

1 + ϕ̄0

(1 + ϕ̄0ρ
2) ≥ π2

4
,

or
µ2 ≥ µ2

min ≡
π

4ϕ̄0ξ0
,

can Eq.(53) have a solution. For given values of ϕ̄0 and ξ0, µ
2
min is the minimum

non-zero value of µ2 to achieve the bound S-states. In dimensional variables, this
corresponds to the following minimum value of the rest energy:

E0,min ≡ πmc3h̄

4ϕ0r0
,

where r0 = (h̄/mc)ξ0.
For µ2 = 0, the effective potential well and bound states disappear. Let us

demonstrate this for S-states. In this case, the radial part of the eigenvalue equation
becomes

d2R0

dξ2
+ 2E(1 + ϕ̄0)R0 = 0 for ξ < ξ0

and
d2R0

dξ2
+ 2ER0 = 0 for ξ > ξ0,

where E < 0. The solution satisfying the boundary condition R0(0) = 0 and decreas-
ing exponentially for large values of ξ is

R0(ξ) =







N−(e
−
√

2(1+ϕ̄0)|E|ξ − e
√

2(1+ϕ̄0)|E|ξ) for ξ < ξ0

N+e
−
√

2|E|ξ for ξ > ξ0.

Imposing the condition of continuity of R0 and its derivative at ξ = ξ0 and eliminating
the normalization constants we get the equation for the bound state eigenvalues:

e2
√

2(1+ϕ̄0)|E|ξ0 =
1−√

1 + ϕ̄0

1 +
√
1 + ϕ̄0

.

Since its right-hand side is negative, the equation has no solution.
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3.3 Pseudoscalar Coulomb potential

The non-central forces mix the radial and angular parts of eigenfunctions and make
explicit calculations for a general form of spherically symmetric pseudoscalar potential
rather complicated. In analyzing the effects of the spin orientation it is convenient to
use the helicity operator Sn.

The helicity is rotational invariant and commutes with total angular momentum,
[Sn,J]− = 0. Its commutator with the Hamiltonian H is

[Sn,H]− =
1

1− ϕ̄

1

ξ

[

1

(1− ϕ̄)

dϕ̄

dξ
− 1

ξ

]

(Sn)K. (55)

Let us define the operator
K̃ ≡ K + τ(Sn), (56)

where τ is a constant. If we impose the condition

[K̃,H]− = 0, (57)

then K̃ becomes an additional constant of motion. Using the commutators (44) and
(55), we rewrite this condition as

1

1− ϕ̄

[

2µ
√
2 +

τ

ξ

]

dϕ̄

dξ
− τ

ξ2
= 0.

It is solved by

ϕ̄(ξ) = − q̄
2

ξ
, (58)

provided τ = 2µq̄2
√
2, where

q̄2 ≡ Z
e2

ch̄
is a dimensionless parameter, and Ze is the magnitude of the external charge creating
the potential.

The operator K̃ is similar to the Biedenharn-Temple operator for the Dirac-
Coulomb problem [17],[18]; see also [19]. It can be brought to the original form

K̃ = 1 + σL̃ξ

(compare to Eq.(43)), if a ”non-integer” orbital angular momentum is introduced as

L̃ξ ≡ Lξ + µq̄2
√
2n.

With the potential (58), the Hamiltonian density H given by Eq.(40) takes the
form

H ≡ −1

2

1

ξ + q̄2

(

ξ
∂2

∂ξ2
+ 2

∂

∂ξ

)

+
1

2

1

ξ(ξ + q̄2)

(

K̃2 − K̃ − 2q̄4µ2
)

+
ξ

ξ + q̄2
µ2 +

3

8

q̄4

ξ(ξ + q̄2)3
+

1

2

q̄2

ξ(ξ + q̄2)2

(

K̃ − 1
)

. (59)
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Its angular dependence is expressed in terms of K̃, and this means that the separation
of the radial and angular parts of eigenfunctions is still possible.

3.3.1 Angular eigenfunctions

Let us first discuss the structure of eigenfunctions in the case µ = 0. Then the set of
operators commuting with H is J2,J3,K, so the solutions of the eigenvalue equation
(39) have the form

χκ
jM =

1

ξ
RκYκ

jM , (60)

(1/ξ)Rκ and Yκ
jM being their radial and angular parts, respectively. The quantum

numbers j,M, κ are defined as

J2χκ
jM = j(j + 1)χκ

jM ,

J3χ
κ
jM = Mχκ

jM ,

Kχκ
jM = −κχκ

jM .

Furthermore, S2 and L2
ξ are also constants of motion but they are not reflected in the

ansatz (60) since S2 always has eigenvalue 3/4, while L2
ξ is expressed in terms of K:

L2
ξ = K2 − K. In particular, the eigenfunctions (60) have a definite value of orbital

angular momentum quantum number l as well, and this value is fixed uniquely by
the parity.

The minimum value of |κ| is 1, so the eigenfunctions are divided into two sets
corresponding to positive and negative values of κ [13],[14]. For κ < 0, κ = −(l + 1),
and for odd values of |κ| the eigenfunctions have positive parity, while for even values
of |κ| the parity is negative. For κ > 0, κ = l, and the situation with the parity is
opposite: the parity of the eigenfunctions is positive for even values of |κ| and negative
for odd ones. For both sets, |κ| = j + 1/2. The sign of κ determines whether the
orthogonal projection of σ on J is parallel (κ < 0) or antiparallel (κ > 0) to J.

The normalized angular parts of the eigenfunctions are

Y−|κ|
jM =

√

j +M

2j

(

1
0

)

Y
M− 1

2

j− 1

2

+

√

j −M

2j

(

0
1

)

Y
M+ 1

2

j− 1

2

(61)

for κ < 0 and

Y |κ|
jM = −

√

j −M + 1

2j + 2

(

1
0

)

Y
M− 1

2

j+ 1

2

+

√

j +M + 1

2j + 2

(

0
1

)

Y
M+ 1

2

j+ 1

2

(62)

for κ > 0, where

(

1
0

)

and

(

0
1

)

are ”spin-up” and ”spin-down” column matrices,

and Y M
j are spherical harmonics.

The angular parts are related as follows

(σn)Y±|κ|
jM = −Y∓|κ|

jM , (63)
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i.e. the eigenfunctions of opposite parities are connected by the helicity operator.
For non-zero values of µ, the set of operators commuting with H becomes J2,J3,K̃,

and we use the following ansatz for eigenfunctions:

χκ̃
jM =

1

ξ
Rκ̃Y κ̃

jM , (64)

where the quantum numbers j,M, κ̃ are defined as

J2χκ̃
jM = j(j + 1)χκ̃

jM ,

J3χ
κ̃
jM = Mχκ̃

jM ,

K̃χκ̃
jM = −κ̃χκ̃

jM .

Since the parity is violated, L2
ξ is not a constant of motion, and the eigenfunctions

(64) are not characterized by a definite value of l.
The helicity operator anti-commutes with K, (Sn)K +K(Sn) = 0. This leads us

to the following expression for K̃2:

K̃2 = K2 + 2µ2q̄4.

As before in the case of µ = 0, the eigenfunctions are divided into two sets corre-
sponding to positive and negative (irrational) values of κ̃:

κ̃ = ±
√

κ2 + 2µ2q̄4 = ±
√

(

j +
1

2

)2

+ 2µ2q̄4.

The minimum value of |κ̃| is
√
1 + 2µ2q̄4. The sign of κ̃ is determined by the spin

orientation with respect to both J and n: κ̃ > 0 if (σJ̃) < 1/2 and κ̃ < 0 if
(σJ̃) > 1/2, where

J̃ ≡ J+ µq̄2
√
2n

is the irrational total angular momentum.
The angular parts of the eigenfunctions are constructed as linear combinations of

the ones for µ = 0:

Y−|κ̃|
jM = αjY−|κ|

jM − βjY |κ|
jM for κ̃ < 0 (65)

and
Y |κ̃|

jM = αjY |κ|
jM + βjY−|κ|

jM for κ̃ > 0, (66)

where the coefficients αj and βj obey the conditions

(|κ̃| − |κ|)αj − µq̄2
√
2βj = 0,

(|κ̃|+ |κ|)βj − µq̄2
√
2αj = 0, (67)

and Y−|κ|
jM and Y |κ|

jM are given by Eqs.(61) and (62).
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The normalization conditions for the eigenfunctions (65) and (66) yield

α2
j + β2

j = 1. (68)

Solving Eqs.(67) and (68), we get

αj ≡
1√
2

(

1 +
|κ|
|κ̃|

)1/2

, βj ≡
1√
2

(

1− |κ|
|κ̃|

)1/2

.

The angular parts of the eigenfunctions from the two sets are related as

(σn)Y±|κ̃|
jM = ∓ 1

|κ̃|µq̄
2
√
2Y±|κ̃|

jM − |κ|
|κ̃|Y

∓|κ̃|
jM .

These relations reduce to those in Eq.(63) when either µ or the external charge vanish.
The angular dependence of wave functions determines the conditions when the

transitions between given states are possible. For the case µ = 0, these conditions
are parity selection rules which forbid transitions between any two states of opposite
parities. The violation of parity for non-zero values of µ enlarges the number of
possible transitions.

This has an immediate impact on the properties of the system. If the transitions
are caused by a rotation, then the allowed ones are those for which the matrix elements
of the components of the total angular momentum are non-zero (see Appendix B). In
the representation in which J2 and J3 are diagonal, the matrix elements of J3 do not
depend on our choice of µ. All matrix elements for transitions between the states of
different j and M vanish

For the matrix elements of J1 and J2, the situation is different. For µ = 0,the
transitions between two states within the set of positive (or negative) κ states are
allowed if the states have the same value of j, while the values of M differ by one
unit:

∆j = 0, ∆M = ±1.

The transitions between the sets are allowed if both j and M change by one unit:

∆j = ±1, ∆M = ±1.

The effects of non-zero values of µ are two-fold. The selection rules for both type of
transitions become

∆j = 0,±1, ∆M = ±1,

i.e. the transitions, which were forbidden in the case µ = 0, are now allowed. In
addition, the matrix elements become µ-dependent.
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3.3.2 Radial eigenfunctions

Substituting the ansatz (64) into the eigenvalue equation (39), we get its radial part
in the form of the Schrödinger equation

d2Rκ̃

dξ2
+ 2

(

Ē − V ±
eff

)

Rκ̃ = 0 (69)

with the energy-dependent effective potentials

V ±
eff =

[

−E q̄2 ± 1

2q̄2

(

|κ̃| ∓ 1

2

)

]

1

ξ
+
j(j + 1)

2ξ2

+
3

8

1

(ξ + q̄2)2
∓ 1

2

1

q̄2(ξ + q̄2)

(

|κ̃| ∓ 1

2

)

,

the upper signs referring to the case κ̃ > 0 and the lower ones to the case κ̃ < 0.
The energy-dependent effective potential appears here in the same way as in the

case of the Dirac equation reduced to the Pauli-Schrödinger one [20],[21]. Relativistic
wave equations with energy-dependent potential were studied in [22]-[27].

Let us assume that the external charge is very large, q̄2 ≫ 1/µ. Then, expanding
|κ̃| in powers of 1/q̄2, we can represent it as

|κ̃| = µ
√
2q̄2 +

[

√

κ2 + 2µ2q̄4 − µ
√
2q̄2

]

,

where the expression in the square brackets only includes terms of the power 1/q̄2

and higher. This allows us to rewrite the potentials V ±
eff as

V ±
eff = V ±

0 + V ±
pert,

where

V ±
0 ≡ C±

1

ξ
+
j(j + 1)

2ξ2

with
C±

1 ≡ −E q̄2 ± µ√
2
,

and

V ±
pert = ±

[

1

2q̄2

(

|κ̃| ∓ 1

2

)

− µ√
2

]

1

ξ
+

3

8

1

(ξ + q̄2)2
∓ 1

2

1

q̄2(ξ + q̄2)

(

|κ̃| ∓ 1

2

)

are perturbations.
With V ±

pert neglected, Eq.(69) becomes exactly solvable. In this approximation,
the solution in arbitrary normalization is

Rκ̃ = e−b±ξξλ1F1

(

λ+
C1

±

b±
, 2λ; 2b±ξ

)

, (70)
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where λ ≡ |κ|+1/2, while b± for the positive and negative κ̃ bound states are defined
in the same way as b in Eq.(50).The function Rκ̃ vanishes for ξ → ∞ and becomes
normalizable if the confluent series 1F1 breaks off. This happens when

λ+
C1

±

b±
= −n, n = 0, 1, 2, .... (71)

This relation indicates that C±
1 should be negative. The condition C1

± < 0, in turn,
yields energy intervals where bound states exist:

|Ē | < Ē− ≡ µ2 +
µ

q̄2
√
2

(72)

for the negative κ̃ bound states, and

|Ē | < Ē+ ≡ µ2 − µ

q̄2
√
2

(73)

for the positive κ̃ bound states.
Eq.(71) leads to the energy levels

Ē±
n,j ≡ −(λ+ n)2

2q̄4





√

√

√

√1 +
2q̄4Ē±

(λ+ n)2
− 1





2

, (74)

the subscripts indicating that the energy levels depend on two quantum numbers, n
and j. The energy dependence of the effective potential modifies the scalar product
[26]. For a given value of κ̃, the orthonormality condition for the radial parts of
eigenfunctions reads (see Appendix C)

(

R⋆
n,κ̃, Rn′,κ̃

)

≡
∫ ∞

0
dξR⋆

n,κ̃

(

1− ∂Veff
∂E

)

Rn′,κ̃

=
∫ ∞

0
dξR⋆

n,κ̃

(

1 +
q̄2

ξ

)

Rn′,κ̃ = δnn′. (75)

For the energy levels with n = 0 and j = 1/2, the normalized radial parts of their
eigenfunctions are (see Figure 5)

R±
0, 1

2

= 4
√
2|Ē±

0,1/2|
(

3 + 2q̄2
√

2|Ē±
0,1/2|

)−1/2
exp{−

√

2|Ē±
0,1/2|ξ}ξ3/2.

The values of |Ē±
0,1/2| represent the energies required to destroy the bond between the

Fermi field and the charge q. We have used here a slightly different notation for the
radial parts of eigenfunctions: R+

n,j and R−
n,j for positive and negative values of κ̃,

respectively, instead of Rn,κ̃ for all possible values of κ̃.
The potentials V ±

0 (see Figure 6) have the form of Kratzer’s diatomic molecule
potential. They are made up of the Coulomb potential, which varies as (−1/ξ), and
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Figure 5: The radial part of eigenfunction for the positive κ̃ bound states with n = 0,
j = 1

2
and q̄2 = 100. The larger µ, the closer the Fermi particle to the location of

the charge q. The radial part of eigenfunction for the negative κ̃ bound states has a
similar shape.
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V
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Figure 6: The potential V +
0 for the positive κ̃ bound states with n = 0, j = 1

2
and

q̄2 = 100. The larger µ, the deeper the minimum. The potential V −
0 for the negative

κ̃ bound states has a similar shape.
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the centripetal one, which varies as 1/ξ2. The centripetal potential dominates at
small values of ξ. As a result, the potentials V ±

0 are repulsive at short distances for
j ≥ 1/2 and are more repulsive the greater the value of j.

Figure 6 shows that the Fermi field and the charge q attract each other at large
values of ξ, pass through a state of minimum energy and begin to repel at small
distances. The minima are

V ±
0 (ξ0,±) = −1

2

q̄4(Ē± − |Ē|)2
j(j + 1)

at

ξ0,± =
j(j + 1)

q̄2(Ē± − |Ē|) .

For the same value of Ē and the same parameter set (µ2, q̄2), the minima of the
potentials for j > 1/2 are farther from the location of the charge q than the ones for
j = 1/2. In dimensional variables, the location of the minima is at

r0,± = rb
j(j + 1)

Z(Ē± − |Ē|) ,

where rb ≡ h̄2

me2
. In the case of electron, rb is the Bohr radius, rb = 5.29× 10−9cm.

If we expand the potentials about their minima as

V ±
0 (ξ) = V ±

0 (ξ0,±) +
1

2
ω2
±(ξ − ξ0,±)

2 + ...,

this yields the classical frequencies for small harmonic vibrations of the Fermi field

ω± =
q̄4(Ē± − |Ē|)2
[j(j + 1)]3/2

. (76)

The dimensional frequencies are

w± ≡ mc2

h̄
ω± = ν0Z

2 (Ē± − |Ē|)2
[j(j + 1)]3/2

,

where ν0 ≡ me4

h̄3 is the Coulomb units for frequency [28]. For electron, ν0 = 4.13 ×
1016Hz.

For the bound states corresponding to the energy levels given by Eq.(74), the
frequencies take the form

w±
n,j = ν0

Z2

q̄4
2(λ+ n)2

[j(j + 1)]3/2
|Ē±

n,j|. (77)

For q̄2 = 100, the values of w+
0, 1

2

are 1.64ν0Z
2 × 10−4 for µ = 0.5 and 6.73ν0Z

2 × 10−4

for µ = 1.
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For µ2 = 0, K̃ reduces to K, and we still get two sets of eigenfunctions corre-
sponding now to positive and negative values of κ. Their radial parts are still given
by Eq.(70) if we take µ2 = 0 in it. However, there are no bound states in this case.
The bound states do not exist because the parameters C±

1 in Eq.(70) become positive.
The first order corrections to the energies |Ē±

0,1/2| are
(

R⋆,±
0, 1

2

, V ±
pertR

±
0, 1

2

)

=
∫ ∞

0
dξR⋆,±

0, 1
2

V ±
pertR

±
0, 1

2

(

1 +
q̄2

ξ

)

.

Performing the integration, we get

(

R⋆,±
0, 1

2

, V ±
pertR

±
0, 1

2

)

=
2b0,±

3 + 2q̄2b0,±

{

∓ µ√
2
(1 + q̄2b0,±)±

1

2
|κ̃|b0,± +

1

8
b0,±

+
3

4
b20,±

[

2q̄4b0,±e
2b0,± q̄2E1(2b0,±q̄

2)− q̄2
]

}

, (78)

where b0,± =
√

2|Ē±
0,1/2|, and E1 is the exponential integral

E1(z) ≡
∫ ∞

1
dt
e−zt

t
.

For q̄2 ≫ 1, E1(2b0,±q̄
2) can be approximated as

E1(2b0,±q̄
2) ≈ 1

2b0,±q̄2
e−2b0,± q̄2 .

This brings Eq.(78) into the form

(

R⋆,±
0, 1

2

, V ±
pertR

±
0, 1

2

)

=
4|Ē±

0,1/2|
b0,±(3 + 2q̄2b0,±)

[

∓ µ√
2
(1 + q̄2b0,±)±

1

2
|κ̃|b0,± +

1

8
b0,±

]

. (79)

For q̄2 = 100 and µ = 0.5, the first order correction to |Ē+
0,1/2| is 1.1% of its value. For

µ = 1, it is even smaller: 0.54%. For the first order correction to |Ē−
0,1/2|, we get 1.75%

and 0.90%, respectively. This confirms the validity of the large q̄2 approximation for
the j = 1

2
ground states. The larger q̄2 or µ2, the more exact the approximation is.
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4 Discussion

The non-relativistic counterpart of the Dirac equation should not be considered nec-
essarily as its non-relativistic limit. With the rest energy included, the GLL equation
leads to a different physical picture some elements of which cannot be seen in the
framework of the LL equation. We demonstrated this for a non-relativistic Fermi
field in pseudoscalar external potentials.

One of the new elements is the fact that the existence of bound states depends on
the rest energy of the Fermi particle. The particle entering the region of a pseudoscalar
spherical potential well is confined to this well if the rest energy differs from zero and
exceeds a minimum value. This minimum is determined by the depth and width of
the well. The larger the rest energy, the more bound states we get. Otherwise, the
particle is not ”captured” by the well. If it is in a bound state and its rest energy
goes below the minimum value, this destroys the bound state, and the particle leaves
the well.

The picture becomes richer and includes more new elements if we consider the
motion of the Fermi particle in a pseudoscalar Coulomb potential. The particle ex-
periences a rest energy dependent background field. This violates the parity and
modifies the symmetry of the system which in turn results in restructuring of eigen-
functions. The bound state spectrum depends on the orientation of spin with respect
to both the background field and the total angular momentum and consists of two
sets corresponding to positive and negative values of the modified constant of motion.
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Appendix A. Parity transformation
As we can see from Eq.(23), for the case k = 0, there are in general two ways to

make the GLL equation in the primed frame the same as the one in the unprimed
frame. The first way is to choose the parity transformation to satisfy the conditions

S−1(P )γaS(P ) = −γa, S−1(P )γ4S(P ) = γ4, S−1(P )γ5S(P ) = γ5.

These are equivalent to

{γa, S(P )} = 0, [γ4, S(P )]− = 0, [γ5, S(P )]− = 0.

However, these conditions only have the trivial solution S(P ) = 0. Indeed, a general
form of S(P ) anti-commuting with γa and commuting with γ4 and γ5 is a linear
combination of all possible products of odd numbers of γ4 and γ5. Such products are
either equal to zero like

γ4γ5γ5 = 0, γ5γ4γ4 = 0,

or reduce to γ4 or γ5 like

γ4γ5γ4 = 2γ4, γ5γ4γ5 = 2γ5.

So, a general form of S(P ) is

S(P ) = d1γ
4 + d2γ

5.

It anti-commutes with γa for any values of d1 and d2. Its commutators with γ4 and
γ5 become

[γ4, S(P )]− = d2(γ
4γ5 − γ5γ4), [γ5, S(P )]− = −d1(γ4γ5 − γ5γ4).

This yields d1 = d2 = 0, so no parity transformation can be found in this way.
The second way is to choose the conditions given by Eq.(24). Their equivalent

form is
[γa, S(P )]− = 0, {γ4, S(P )} = 0, {γ5, S(P )} = 0.

A general form of S(P ) commuting with γa and anti-commuting with γ4 and γ5 is
a linear combination of all possible products of even numbers of γ4 and γ5. Such
products are either equal to zero or reduce to γ4γ5 or γ5γ4. Representing S(P ) as

S(P ) = d1γ
5γ4 + d2γ

4γ5,

we find that S(P ) commutes with γa for any values of d1 and d2, while its anti-
commutators with γ4 and γ5 become

{γ4, S(P )} = 2(d1 + d2)γ
4, {γ5, S(P )} = 2(d1 + d2)γ

5.

This yields d2 = −d1. From the condition (S(P ))2 = 1 we then find (up to the
intrinsic parity) that d1 = 1/2.
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Appendix B. Matrix elements of J1, J2 and J3
Let us determine the matrix elements for the components of the total angular

momentum in the case of pseudoscalar Coulomb potential. The spin operator com-
ponents act on ”spin-up” and ”spin-down” columns, while the angular momentum
components act on spherical harmonics as follows

L3Y
M
j = MY M

j ,

L±Y
M
j = −Pj,±MY

M±1
j ,

where
Pj,M ≡

√

j(j + 1)−M(M + 1)

and
L± = L1±iL2.

Using the angular parts of the eigenfunctions given by Eqs.(61) and (62), we get
the angular parts of the matrix elements for J3 in the case µ = 0:

(

Y⋆,−|κ′|
j′M ′ , J3Y−|κ|

jM

)

=
(

Y⋆,|κ′|
j′M ′ , J3Y |κ|

jM

)

=Mδj′jδM ′M ,
(

Y⋆,−|κ′|
j′M ′ , J3Y |κ|

jM

)

=
(

Y⋆,|κ′|
j′M ′ , J3Y−|κ|

jM

)

= 0,

where the products (Y⋆,κ′

j′M ′ , JaYκ
jM) are defined as

(Y⋆,κ′

j′M ′ , JaYκ
jM) ≡

∫ 2π

0
dφ
∫ π

0
dθsinθ Y⋆,κ′

j′M ′JaYκ
jM ,

so the matrix elements of J3 which correspond to transitions between states of different
j or M as well as states with opposite parities are zero.

The corresponding matrix elements for J1 and J2 are
(

Y⋆,−|κ′|
j′M ′ , J1Y−|κ|

jM

)

= −j − 1

2j
δj′j

(

Pj,MδM ′,M+1 + Pj,−MδM ′,M−1

)

,

(

Y⋆,|κ′|
j′M ′ , J1Y |κ|

jM

)

= − j + 2

2j + 2
δj′j

(

Pj,MδM ′,M+1 + Pj,−MδM ′,M−1

)

,

(

Y⋆,−|κ′|
j′M ′ , J1Y |κ|

jM

)

=
1

2j + 2
δj′,j+1

(

Qj+1,MδM ′,M+1 −Qj+1,−MδM ′,M−1

)

,

(

Y⋆,|κ′|
j′M ′ , J1Y−|κ|

jM

)

= − 1

2j
δj′,j−1

(

Qj−1,−MδM ′,M+1 −Qj−1,MδM ′,M−1

)

.

and
(

Y⋆,−|κ′|
j′M ′ , J2Y−|κ|

jM

)

= i
j − 1

2j
δj′j

(

Pj,MδM ′,M+1 − Pj,−MδM ′,M−1

)

,

(

Y⋆,|κ′|
j′M ′ , J2Y |κ|

jM

)

= i
j + 2

2j + 2
δj′j

(

Pj,MδM ′,M+1 − Pj,−MδM ′,M−1

)

,

(

Y⋆,−|κ′|
j′M ′ , J2Y |κ|

jM

)

= −i 1

2j + 2
δj′,j+1

(

Qj+1,MδM ′,M+1 +Qj+1,−MδM ′,M−1

)

,

(

Y⋆,|κ′|
j′M ′ , J2Y−|κ|

jM

)

= i
1

2j
δj′,j−1

(

Qj−1,−MδM ′,M+1 +Qj−1,MδM ′,M−1

)

,
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respectively, where

Qj,M ≡
√

j +M

j −M
Pj,M .

Using next the relations given by Eqs.(65) and (66), we evaluate the angular parts
of the matrix elements for the total angular momentum components in the case of
non-zero values of µ. The matrix elements for J3 have the same structure as in the
case µ = 0:

(

Y⋆,−
j′M ′ , J3Y−

jM

)

=
(

Y⋆,+
j′M ′, J3Y+

jM

)

=Mδj′jδM ′M ,
(

Y⋆,−
j′M ′ , J3Y+

jM

)

=
(

Y⋆,+
j′M ′, J3Y−

jM

)

= 0,

while the matrix elements for J1 and J2 become
(

Y⋆,s′

j′M ′ , J1Ys
jM

)

= As′s
j δj′j

(

Pj,MδM ′,M+1 + Pj,−MδM ′,M−1

)

+ Bs′s
j δj′,j+1

(

Qj+1,MδM ′,M+1 −Qj+1,−MδM ′,M−1

)

+ Cs′s
j δj′,j−1

(

Qj−1,−MδM ′,M+1 −Qj−1,MδM ′,M−1

)

and
(

Y⋆,s′

j′M ′ , J2Ys
jM

)

= −iAs′s
j δj′j

(

Pj,MδM ′,M+1 − Pj,−MδM ′,M−1

)

− iBs′s
j δj′,j+1

(

Qj+1,MδM ′,M+1 +Qj+1,−MδM ′,M−1

)

− iCs′s
j δj′,j−1

(

Qj−1,−MδM ′,M+1 +Qj−1,MδM ′,M−1

)

,

where s′, s = (+,−),

A−−
j ≡ −1

2

(

α2
j

j − 1

j
+ β2

j

j + 2

j + 1

)

,

A++
j ≡ −1

2

(

α2
j

j + 2

j + 1
+ β2

j

j − 1

j

)

,

A−+
j = A+−

j ≡ 1

2
αjβj

2j + 1

j(j + 1)
,

and

B−−
j ≡ −αj+1βj

1

2j + 2
, C−−

j ≡ βj−1αj
1

2j
,

B++
j ≡ βj+1αj

1

2j + 2
, C++

j ≡ −αj−1βj
1

2j
,

B−+
j ≡ αj+1αj

1

2j + 2
, C−+

j ≡ βj−1βj
1

2j
,

B+−
j ≡ −βj+1βj

1

2j + 2
, C+−

j ≡ −αj−1αj
1

2j
.
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Appendix C. Proof of orthonormality condition
Let us first show that, for a given value of j, the radial parts of eigenfunctions

corresponding to different values of quantum number n,

R±
n,j(ξ) = N±

n,je
−bn,±ξξλ1F1 (−n, 2λ; 2bn,±ξ) ,

with bn,± ≡
√

2|Ē±
n,j|, and N±

n,j being the normalization constants, are orthogonal.

Introducing the integral [28]

Jsp
p′ (f, f

′; g, g′) ≡
∫ ∞

0
dze−

1

2
(g+g′)zzp

′−1+s
1F1 (f, p

′; gz) 1F1 (f
′, p′ − p; g′z) ,

we can rewrite the matrix elements
(

R⋆,±
n,j , R

±
n′,j

)

as

(

R⋆,±
n,j , R

±
n′,j

)

= N±
n,jN

±
n′,j

[

J10
2λ(−n,−n′; 2bn,±, 2bn′,±) + q̄2J00

2λ(−n,−n′; 2bn,±, 2bn′,±)
]

,

where n 6= n′.
The integrals J10

p′ and J00
p′ are related as follows:

J10
p′ (f, f

′; g, g′) =
4

g2 − g′2

[

1

2
p′(g − g′)− fg + f ′g′

]

J00
p′ (f, f

′; g, g′).

In our case, the relation takes the form

J10
2λ(−n,−n′; 2bn,±, 2bn′,±) =

2

b2n,± − b2n′,±
[(λ+ n)bn,± − (λ+ n′)bn′,±]

× J00
2λ(−n,−n′; 2bn,±, 2bn′,±).

The combination (λ + n)bn,± − (λ + n′)bn′,± is determined by the energy spectrum.
Using Eqs.(71) and (74), we get

(λ+ n)bn,± − (λ+ n′)bn′,± = − q̄
2

2

(

b2n,± − b2n′,±
)

.

This gives us

J10
2λ(−n,−n′; 2bn,±, 2bn′,±) + q̄2J00

2λ(−n,−n′; 2bn,±, 2bn′,±) = 0,

so that
(

R⋆,±
n,j , R

±
n′,j

)

vanish.

Next, to find the normalization constants, we consider the case n = n′. For the
ground states n = n′ = 0, 1F1 (0, 2λ; 2b0,±ξ) = 1, and the orthonormality condition
(75) becomes

(N±
0,j)

2
∫ ∞

0
dξe−2b0,±ξξ2λ

(

1 +
q̄2

ξ

)

= 1.
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This yields

N±
0,j = (2b0,±)

j+1

[

1

(2j + 1)!

b0,±
j + 1 + b0,±q̄2

]1/2

.

For n = n′ ≥ 1, we use the integral

Jn(ν, p, g) ≡
∫ ∞

0
dze−gzzν−1[1F1 (−n, p; gz)]2

which can be evaluated as [28]

Jn(ν, p, g) =
Γ(ν)n!

gνp(p+ 1)·...·(p+ n− 1)

×
{

1 +
n−1
∑

s=0

n(n− 1)·...·(n− s)(p− ν − s− 1)(p− ν − s)·...·(p− ν + s)

[(s+ 1)!]2p(p+ 1)·...·(p+ s)

}

.

We are interested in two particular cases: p = ν and p = ν − 1. The values of the
integral in these two cases are

Jn(ν, ν, g) =
Γ(ν)n!

gνν(ν + 1)·...·(ν + n− 1)

and

Jn(ν, ν − 1, g) =
Γ(ν)n!

gν(ν − 1)ν·...·(ν + n− 2)

[

1 +
2n

ν − 1

]

,

respectively. Then the orthonormality condition

(N±
n,j)

2
[

Jn(2λ+ 1, 2λ, 2bn,±) + q̄2Jn(2λ, 2λ, 2bn,±)
]

= 1

gives us

N±
n,j =

(2bn,±)
j+ 3

2

Γ(2j + 2)

[

Γ(2j + n + 2)

2n!(j + n+ 1 + q̄2bn,±)

]1/2

, n ≥ 1.
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