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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.
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1 Introduction

Non-relativistic particles (fields), defined through the theory of representations of the
Galilei group, are known to acquire spin and magnetic moment [I], 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 [I], it was derived in the Dirac way by linearization of the
Schrodinger 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 Schrodinger 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 [I}, 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 Schrodinger type equation for the indepen-
dent component of the Fermi field, its effective potential exhibiting the rest energy
contributions and the parity violation.



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 Schrédinger equation for a free non-relativistic Fermi field v, (r, t) with inertial
mass m and rest energy FEj reads

Oy (r, 1) _ ( 2 A )
in o —h o + Ey ) 4 (r,t), (1)
where r = (2! = 7,22 = y,2% = 2), A= 0?2, 9, = 5%, a = 1,2,3, and the subscript

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

Y (rt) = (1) = en ™y (1), (2)
we can remove the rest energy term from the Schrodinger equation:
. a@EJr(rat) 32 A -
ih T =—h 2m¢+(r,t). (3)

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

(FI% + F“@a + FQ) Ip+ (I', t) = 0, (4)

where I';, I'*, and I'y are (4 x 4)-matrices to be determined from the requirement that
the solutions of Eq.(d]) should obey Eq.(]) as well. This means that there should exist
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some operator I'1 & + I"*0, + I'y, such that

(F}Q“%F%L+Jg>(FYQ~+F%%+IQ>::&

ot ot
where 5 A
p— 3 R 2— R

is the Schrodinger operator. This yields the set of conditions

[l = 0, DTy + 0 = ih,
D +TT;, = 0, DTy + Iy =0,

2
Pttt = Lo opir,— g,
m

(7)

These conditions differ from the ones given by Lévy-Leblond only in the last equation
in () where we can see the rest energy contribution. To bring them to the form given

in [I], we replace I's and T, by

Iy = Ty+iyEol,
I, = T,+iy/FEl,

where [ is the identity matrix. Then

0y = i/ By (T + 1) |

so the product I',I"; becomes independent of the rest energy if we take I, = —T'.
To avoid the appearance of the rest energy terms in other equations of ([7), we

also take Iy = —T'y and IT"" = —I"®. This brings Eq.(7) to the form

r = o, [Ty 4 Toly = —ih,
e +raTo, = 0, Ty + Dol = 0,
K2 .
rre + 11 = ——5%, I3 =0.
m

Representing I'y, T'* and Ty as

h h ~ m
= 4, "= ——=9% Ty=icy/—= 5,
1 P /—2m7 /—2m7 2 27

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

YA 4yt = 29",

(8)



where i, v =1, ...,5 and

—13.3 0 0
Juv = 0 01
0 1 0

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

. (0 io® L 1 (1 1 S 1 (1 -1
7_<io.a O)’ fy_ﬁ(_l _1>7 V—E 1 —1 : (10)
The linearized Eq.(d]) becomes
(i?’w”@u + mey® — 2mE0]> Yy (r,t) =0, (11)

where i runs from 1 to 4, and 0, = %%. Herein, v/2mFE, can be interpreted as a
momentum k& corresponding to the rest energy, so that Ey = k*/(2m). We can also
introduce a rest mass mg associated with the rest energy Fy as mg = Fy/c®>. This

gives us the following relation between the parameters k£ and c:

k = 2mmgc.
Eqgs.(IT) takes the compact form
(ih"Op — kIy) 4 (r,t) = 0, (12)
where e
I,=1- ?75.

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 (I0) is not unique. There are infinitely many representations
of the algebra (@) which are equivalent to each other. Indeed, Eq.([2]) is invariant
with respect to unitary transformations

f}/ﬁ - UfyﬁU_lu 75 - UfysU_lu ¢+ - Uw-l-v (13)

where U is a unitary (4 x 4)-matrix. The standard Dirac representation of the ~-
matrices used in [I] can be obtained from Eq.(I0) by making use of the transformation

(I3) with
(1 1

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

b (r,8) = B, ) = (1 - %v) Bty (1, 1),
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where p is a parameter to be determined. The GLL equation given by Eq.(I2]) becomes

1 ~
[1717484 +ih <I — %%) Y0, — kI, (I + %%) + ;Eov‘l] Yy (r,t) = 0.

Multiplying both sides of this equation from the left by (I + %74), we bring it to
the form

Yo(r,t)=0. (14)

= mckﬂ B \/%’ (15)

then the last two terms in Eq.(I4]) vanish, so the field

{i?’w“&u +mey’ + (,W'”LC\/§ - k‘) I+ i (umC\f - k:) 274

If we take

Dalet) = (1= 5" ) eF i (v,0), (16)

2m

obeys the original LL equation without the rest energy term:
(ifwﬁ@ﬂ + mcv‘r’) ’(/~1+(I', t)=0. (17)

In addition to the factor exp{3 Eot} which we had before in Eq.(&), we get here the
factor (1 — (/32~?) that depends on the ratio of the rest and inertial masses and

mixes the components of the original field ¢ (r, ).
Representing the field 1, (r,t) as

et = (1100,

where ¢y 4 (r, 1), ¥24(r,t) are 2-component fields, and introducing their linear com-
binations

Ma+(r,t) = Yry(rt) + vy (r,1)
7727_’_([', t) = ¢1,+ (I‘, t) - 1/127_,_(1‘, t)

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

1howm + +p-m,+ = 0,

P+ —menp e = 0. (18)
where

1
= —(ho"0, £ k),
b+ \/5(0- )



Only one of the components is dynamically independent. Its time evolution de-
termines the time evolution of another component as well. Eliminating, for instance,
ne+(r,t) in favor of 7 4 (r,t), this brings us back to the Schrodinger equation ([I):

+7717+ =0 (19)

1hoim, + +
me

with p_p, = %(7’12A — k?). The GLL equation for a free non-relativistic Fermi field
can be therefore reduced to the Schrodinger equation for its independent component.
In this sense, the GLL equation and the Schrodinger 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,

("0 — kL) ¢l (r',t) =0, (21)
where
(1) = S(P)(r, 1) (22)
and S(P) is a representation of the parity transformation (20). It is assumed that
(S(P))* = 1.

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

0 = —0,, 0y = Oy,
this gives us

{—inS Y P)y*S(P)d, + ihS~HP)y*S(P)o,
— kI +meS Y (P)Y’S(P)}y (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

STHPWS(P) =7,  STUPW'S(P)=—",  STUP)YS(P)=—" (24)

(see Appendix A). This is satisfied by

51
S(P) = 6‘55(7574 —7'7?), (25)
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where ¢ = +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

'lvbi,-i-(rat) = eiéwl-i-(_r?t)a
'lvbé,-i-(rat) = 616¢1,+(—1“>t)~

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

¢17+(r7 t) = ¢1,+(ra t)? ¢é,+(r7 t) = ¢2,+(ra t) (26)

This yields
7]1’_’_(1', t) = 6157}1,4—(_1'7 t)v (27)
7727_’_([', t) = _616772,+(—1“> t)a (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

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 (20) are no
longer valid.

However, the independent component n; 4(r,?) can still be characterized by a
definite parity, positive or negative, while it is not true for 7y 4 (r,t) (and for the
overall field ¢4 4(r,t)). The component 7 ;(r,t) satisfies the Schrodinger equa-
tion (I9) which obviously remains invariant in form under the parity transformation.
So, Eq.([27) is still valid. Using the relation between the components 7, 4 (r,t) and
n2,+(r,t) (see the second equation in (I8)), we get

Mot (x,8) = € = o (=1, ) + 2umy 4 (—1, 1)]

which is a generalization of equation (28] for the case of non-zero k. It shows that
2.+ (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 myg is at the same time a measure of its inertia,
i.e. of the tendency of the field to resist changes in velocity. Thus, my is its inertial
mass as well [9].



Dirac equation

for ¢p(r,?)
(a)
LL equation (b) GLL equation
for 1;+(r, t) for 1 (r,?)

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 ¢ — o0o; (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 my is not in general the same as the inertial
mass m [I0]. The masses my 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 ¢ — oo, 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 ¢p(r,t) in the way
similar to Eq.(2):

Up(r, 1) = Pp(r,t) = ™y (r, 1) (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 [IT].

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

QZ+(I'7 t) - ¢+(I', t) = (I + %74) 6_%E0t¢+(rvt)' (30)

This transformation is the inverse of the transformation given by Eq.(I€]).



3 GLL equation with external potentials

A general form of the external potential can be represented by a 4 x 4 matrix-valued
function V'(r,t), so that the GLL equation becomes

(i7" — kL. — V) by (r,t) = 0. (31)

Using again the field ¢ (r,t) given by Eq.(I6), we convert Eq.(ZI) into

(ihv’]@ﬂ +mey® — f/) U, (r,t) =0, (32)
where ) )
V=V Vgt Y (33)

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

(. v}=o (34)

then V =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 A;. It can be introduced by replacing d; with Dy = 05 — %%Aﬁ, where e
is the charge of the Fermi field. This yields

e -
| ——
c7 a

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

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

1
V= _75()07 (35)
c
where ¢(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

2
V:V+\/§%<p+%v4g0

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.



Applying the parity transformation to the GLL equation with the external poten-
tial given by Eq.(33) in the same way as we did it above to the free GLL equation,
we get the following transformation for the function ¢(r,t):

90(r>t) - Qpl(ra t) = (p(—[‘,t), (36)

i.e. (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.(BIl) becomes

ihosm + +p-m+ = 0,
P+ + — (m02 — @)+ = 0. (37)
Assuming that ¢ is a smooth function and eliminating 7 4 (r, ), this yields for the in-

dependent component 7, 4 (r,t) a Schrodinger-type equation with contributions from
the external potential:

, c 9 9 1 ch’0%yp
—  (R2A — s
171847717.:,_ + 2(m02 _ (,0) (h k ) 9 (m02 _ S0)20' 8b
k cho®0,p B
§W M+ = 0. (38)

This equation is not invariant under the parity transformation unless the potential ¢
is constant in space. The last term in Eq.(B8]) changes its sign under r — —r, while
other terms remain unchanged. This means that in smooth pseudoscalar potentials
of the form given by Eq.(353]) even the independent component 7, o (r,?) 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. ¢ = ¢(r), where r = |r|. Representing n; 4(r,t) as

i

7717+(1", t) = 7717+(r)‘3_ﬁEt

and introducing the dimensionless variables

mc E %
= — E=— = ——
£ FL r7 mc2 Y SO mc2 Y
we rewrite Eq.(38]) as the eigenvalue equation
Hx(r) = Ex(r) (39)
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with )
x(r) = ﬁﬁl&(ﬁ

and the Hamiltonian density H given by

U S S SRRV S Gy
H = 21_S0(p§+2,u)+8(1_(p)3(V580) +4(1_@2V5
11 _ p (eVep)
4+ ———0 |V X pe| — =725, 40
2(1— @) [Vep % pe] V3 (1= ) (40)

where V¢ = (h/mc)V = (h/mc)(0;, 02, 05), and pg = —iV, is the momentum opera-
tor.

We observe here two well-known terms: a Darwin type term (1/4(1 — ¢)?)V2p
and the spin-orbit coupling,

1 1 _ 1 1dg
21— g7 Ve P = T g a Bt
where L¢ = [§ X p¢] and S = (1/2)0 are the angular momentum and spin operators,
respectively.

We also see terms representing the rest energy contribution. The term p?/(1— @)
is present for all types of the potential ¢ and reduces to a shift of the energy spectrum
as a whole by 2 if the potential is taken equal to zero. The term

M IV 5B (41)

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

et =" )
where n = £/, 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 &
with respect to S. The term (4Il) depends linearly on (on) 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 = L + 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]

Evaluating its commutator with the Hamiltonian H, we obtain
I, H]- = —2(oBeg) K. (44)

This is another effect of rest energy: due to the presence of the background field, IC
is not conserved in the case of the GLL equation.

11



3.2 Pseudoscalar spherical well of finite depth
For the spherical well potential

o -{ o (55

where ¢y > 0, the parity violating term (Il) 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

b _ | s (2 +2) for &< (46)
L (p? +212) for  £>&.

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

1
X = ERleMa (47)

where (1/€)R; and Y™ are their radial and angular parts, respectively, ¥;* being
spherical harmonics.
The quantum numbers [, M are defined as

Ly = L+ 1)xum,
Lsxiv = Mxim-

Substituting the ansatz (47) into the eigenvalue equation (89) and using the expression
for p? in spher ical polar coordinates,

2__8_2_g£_‘_i 2
Pe = 8{2 f@f 5'2 &

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

d’R I(l+1
d€2l+<a2— (52 )>Rl:O for E< & (48)
and PR 1(+1)
1 2 +
d§2 + <_b - T) R[ =0 for 5 > 50, (49)
where we have introduced the abbreviations
2 —
2=9(1+¢ 'LMOO—E ) vt =2|&|, E=E— 12 50
=214 n) |22 g 5 o0

12



_ #*%o
1+o0

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

We recognize in Eqgs.(@8) and ([@9) the radial part of the Schrédinger equation with
the potential illustrated in Figure 2.

We are interested in the bound state solutions for which |€| < p%@/(14 o). The
solutions are [15],[16]

N_jl(af) for € < fo

k(€)= { N bE)  for € &, (51)

where N_ N, are normalization constants, while j; and hl(l) are spherical Bessel and
Hankel functions, respectively. At & = &, both R;(§) 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

1) /. .
iV (ib&) _jilago)
RGN )
nV(ibey)  Jilado)
where the primes denote differentiations to the respective arguments. This is the
transcendental equation for the eigenvalue £. The quantum number M does not

affect the eigenvalues, so each energy level is (2] 4 1)-fold degenerate.
For [ =0, i.e. for S-states, the condition (52]) reduces to

(52)

Ew) = — 12 (53)
o = — :
p 0P 1+ 2
where

14+ 9o, 5 = -

p= 1= lEl G=Vare

The bound states spectrum is given by

2 —

€= 07, o<p<i. (54)

_1+@0
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ﬁ% 0.0089 | 0.0133 | 0.0089 | 0.0094

0.5184 | 0.4420 | 0.2985 | 0.3853
p 0.9768 | 0.6370 | 0.8843
0.9882

Figure 3: The values of depth of the effective potential well and the solutions for p
for various sets of parameters (@g, &, 12): (1) go = 8, & = 10, u? = 0.01; (2) @y = 8,
& = 10, u? = 0.015; (3) @y = 8, & = 20, u? = 0.01; (4) @y = 15, & = 10, p? = 0.01.

-0.0006 -0.0002
-0.002
-0.0053
-0.0065
-0.0081 -0.008
-0.0107
(1) (2) (3) (4)

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 p satisfying Eq.(B3) can be found graphically [15]. The number of
bound states depends on the depth and width of the original well potential given by
Eq.( %), i.e. on ¢¢ and &y, as well as on the rest energy represented by the parameter
2. As we can see from Figures 3 and 4, the larger u?, the deeper the effective
potential well and the more energy levels in it. The number of energy levels also
increases with increasing either @, or &, or both of them.

It can been seen graphically that only when

= 2u2E2 @0 _ w2
2, 12\ 22 0 2
a2 4 e = 00 g gy s T
@+ )6 = 20014 gy > T
or -
2 2 _
W2 Pin = T
4p0&o

can Eq.([53) have a solution. For given values of @y and &y, p2;, is the minimum
non-zero value of u? to achieve the bound S-states. In dimensional variables, this
corresponds to the following minimum value of the rest energy:

Tmc3h
dporo ’

EO,min =

where ro = (h/mc)&.

For u? = 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

d’Ry B
+2E(1+@o)Ro =0 for £ <&
dg?
and PR
0
i +2ERy =0 for £ > &,

where € < 0. The solution satisfying the boundary condition Ry(0) = 0 and decreas-
ing exponentially for large values of ¢ is

N_(e_\/W§ _ e\/mf) for § <&o
Ro(§) = —V/2I€l¢
NyeV for &> &.

Imposing the condition of continuity of Ry and its derivative at £ = &, and eliminating
the normalization constants we get the equation for the bound state eigenvalues:

Vargoigs _ L= v+ g
VIt o

Since its right-hand side is negative, the equation has no solution.

62
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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
1 1] 1 dp 1]
Sn, H|_ = —— —— — —| (Sn)K. 55
| | 1—¢€l(1—¢)d€ 6( ) (55)
Let us define the operator )
K=K+71(Sn), (56)
where 7 is a constant. If we impose the condition
K, H]- =0, (57)

then K becomes an additional constant of motion. Using the commutators (@) and
(BH), we rewrite this condition as

leﬁjtﬂd—‘p—izo.

1-¢ s &
It is solved by
-2
_ q
o(§) = e (58)
provided 7 = 21G%V/2, where
2
=z
¢ ch

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

The operator K 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

K; =1+ 0']35
(compare to Eq.(@3]), if a "non-integer” orbital angular momentum is introduced as
I~J§ =L¢+ gV 2n.

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

_ 11 0? ) 11 o4
§ 5,3 @ 1 3 s
i e+ §£(§+q2)3+§§(§+q2)2 (’C_l)- (59)
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Its angular dependence is expressed in terms of IC, 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 = 0. Then the set of
operators commuting with H is J2,J5,KC, so the solutions of the eigenvalue equation

39) have the form

K 1 K
Xjm = ERH M (60)

(1/§) R, and Yj, being their radial and angular parts, respectively. The quantum
numbers j, M, k are defined as

J2X?M = jj+ 1)X;M,

J 3X;M = M X;Ma

KXju = —KXju-
Furthermore, S? and Lg are also constants of motion but they are not reflected in the
ansatz (60) since S? always has eigenvalue 3/4, while Lg is expressed in terms of K:

L? = K? — K. In particular, the eigenfunctions (60) have a definite value of orbital
angular momentum quantum number [ as well, and this value is fixed uniquely by

the parity.
The minimum value of |k| is 1, so the eigenfunctions are divided into two sets
corresponding to positive and negative values of x [13],[14]. For k < 0, k = —(I + 1),

and for odd values of || the eigenfunctions have positive parity, while for even values
of |k| the parity is negative. For k > 0, k = [, and the situation with the parity is
opposite: the parity of the eigenfunctions is positive for even values of |x| and negative
for odd ones. For both sets, |k| = j+ 1/2. The sign of x determines whether the
orthogonal projection of o on J is parallel (k < 0) or antiparallel (x > 0) to J.

The normalized angular parts of the eigenfunctions are

el M (1 M-1 j—M (0 M+1
Y = 2j <0 Yt 2j \ 1 Yi-4 (61)

for kK < 0 and

W o Jg-M+1/[1 M-1 J+EM+1/[0 M+3
=\ e Lo ) e T T L ) i (62)

1 0 . . .
for k > 0, where ( 0 ) and ( 1 ) are ”spin-up” and ”spin-down” column matrices,

and Y}M are spherical harmonics.
The angular parts are related as follows

(en) Vi = Vi, (63)
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i.e. the eigenfunctions of opposite parities are connected by the helicity operator.

For non-zero values of j, the set of operators commuting with H becomes J?2,J3,K,
and we use the following ansatz for eigenfunctions:

i 1 i
Xim = ERF@ GMs (64)

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

J2X§?M = j(] + 1)X?M7

J3X;M = M X;Mu

]CX;M = _’%X;M’
Since the parity is violated, Lg is not a constant of motion, and the eigenfunctions
(64)) are not characterized by a definite value of [.

The helicity operator anti-commutes with K, (Sn)KC + K(Sn) = 0. This leads us
to the following expression for K

K2 =K%+ 202G

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

1 2
R =4\/K2+2u%q :i\/<j+§> + 202

The minimum value of |&[ is /1 + 2u?¢*. The sign of & is determined by the spin
orientation with respect to both J and n: & > 0 if (¢J) < 1/2 and & < 0 if
(oJ) > 1/2, where

J= J+ ugi*V2n

is the irrational total angular momentum.
The angular parts of the eigenfunctions are constructed as linear combinations of
the ones for p = 0:

yj—lfil = o ﬁd/f‘ — ﬁjyj";/‘[ for k<0 (65)

and N
yjl_ﬁ\ _ ajy]l’zz + ﬁjyj_ﬂ‘;' for k>0, (66)

where the coefficients «; and 3; obey the conditions

(1] = [shay — ng®v28; = 0,
(1&] +[#1)8; — pa*V2a; = 0, (67)

and yﬁdf‘ and yﬁ} are given by Eqgs.(61I]) and (G2).
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The normalization conditions for the eigenfunctions (65]) and (66]) yield
af + 67 =1. (68)

Solving Egs.([67) and (63), we get

1/2 1/2
V2 K} V2 kl)

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

(o3l = 3t VaV - Sl
These relations reduce to those in Eq.(63]) when either u 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 p = 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 p 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 J? and Js are diagonal, the matrix elements of J; do not
depend on our choice of u. All matrix elements for transitions between the states of
different j and M vanish

For the matrix elements of J; and .J5, the situation is different. For p = 0,the
transitions between two states within the set of positive (or negative) k states are
allowed if the states have the same value of j, while the values of M differ by one
unit:

Aj =0, AM = +1.
The transitions between the sets are allowed if both 7 and M change by one unit:
Aj = =1, AM = +1.

The effects of non-zero values of u are two-fold. The selection rules for both type of
transitions become
Aj=0,%£1, AM =41,

i.e. the transitions, which were forbidden in the case p = 0, are now allowed. In
addition, the matrix elements become p-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 Schrodinger equation

d*R; .
o +2(E-VE) Rz =0 (69)

with the energy-dependent effective potentials

1 jj+1
Vie = [&Ii (I%I¢ >]§+%
31 11

(171 3)
SEr)r 2@+ M T2

the upper signs referring to the case & > 0 and the lower ones to the case & < 0.
The energy-dependent effective potential appears here in the same way as in the
case of the Dirac equation reduced to the Pauli-Schrodinger 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, g > 1/u. Then, expanding
|%| in powers of 1/¢%, we can represent it as

7| = uv2g” + {\/ K2+ 20%q" — uﬂcﬂ :

where the expression in the square brackets only includes terms of the power 1/
and higher. This allows us to rewrite the potentials V.3 as

V;aff - VE)i + Vp:grta
where ok ( )
+_ Y IV +
W=t e
with I
Ct=-E3+ 1=,
1 q \/§
and

SO iy (T ) BESUCH [ S S S R (T
Ve i[2q2(|f€|¢2> ﬁ]€+8(§+q2)ﬁ2q2(f+qz) (MJF?)

are perturbations
With VOrt neglected, Eq.(69) becomes exactly solvable. In this approximation,
the solution in arbitrary normalization is

+
Ry = e 5N P <A+(Z 2 Qbi§> (70)
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where A = |k|+1/2, while by for the positive and negative £ bound states are defined
in the same way as b in Eq.(50).The function R; vanishes for £ — oo and becomes
normalizable if the confluent series 1 I} breaks off. This happens when
C +
A+ =—n,  n=0,1,2,.. (71)
bs
This relation indicates that C{ should be negative. The condition C;* < 0, in turn,
yields energy intervals where bound states exist:
& 5 _— 2 H
€l <& =p "+ (72)

72

S

=)

for the negative £ bound states, and

& <& =p2— L (73)

LY
no
5

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

2
_ A +n)? 244E,
Si,z—(i 1+4—=-11, 74
™I 2q* (A +n)? (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 &, the orthonormality condition for the radial parts of
eigenfunctions reads (see Appendix C)

() = [ e (1= G s
b 0 b

o0 qQ

0 b

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

_ . = -1/2 =
Ry = 4V21E5, | (3+28/2165 l)  exp{—y/2IEF, plE3E%2.

The values of |g(fl /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:{J and R, ; for positive and negative values of %,
respectively, instead of R, ; for all possible values of k.

The potentials V= (see Figure 6) have the form of Kratzer’s diatomic molecule
potential. They are made up of the Coulomb potential, which varies as (—1/¢), and
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Figure 5: The radial part of eigenfunction for the positive k& bound states with n = 0,
J = % and @@ = 100. The larger p, the closer the Fermi particle to the location of

the charge q. The radial part of eigenfunction for the negative k bound states has a

similar shape.

and

[N

Figure 6: The potential V™ for the positive & bound states with n = 0, j =
q* = 100. The larger p, the deeper the minimum. The potential Vy~ for the negative

K bound states has a similar shape.
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the centripetal one, which varies as 1/£2. The centripetal potential dominates at
small values of €. As a result, the potentials Vi© 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 ¢ attract each other at large
values of &, pass through a state of minimum energy and begin to repel at small
distances. The minima are

134 (& — |E))?
Vit (box) = —5%
at o
jG+1)

Sk = BE I8

For the same value of £ and the same parameter set (u?,g?), the minima of the
potentials for j > 1/2 are farther from the location of the charge ¢ than the ones for
j =1/2. In dimensional variables, the location of the minima is at

TO:I: :TbM
’ Z(Ex —|E])’

where r, = mh—; In the case of electron, 73 is the Bohr radius, 7, = 5.29 x 10~ %m.

If we expand the potentials about their minima as

Vi) = Vit (6o) + 3k€ — o) + o

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

A(E 51\2
q'(Ex —|€])
Wy = —— (76)
(G + D2
The dimensional frequencies are
mc? (& — 1E])°
=00 o =z el
W4 h W+ 140 [](] —I— 1)]3/2?
where 1y = mh—§4 is the Coulomb units for frequency [28]. For electron, vy = 4.13 x

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

Z? 2N +n)?*
+ _ +
W = GG P et T

For > = 100, the values of w, are 1.641,2% x 107* for y = 0.5 and 6.731Z* x 10~*
'3
for p=1.
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For p2 = 0, K reduces to K, and we still get two sets of eigenfunctions corre-
sponding now to positive and negative values of k. Their radial parts are still given
by Eq.(70) if we take u? = 0 in it. However, there are no bound states in this case.
The bound states do not exist because the parameters C5 in Eq.(0) become positive.

The first order corrections to the energies \g(fl sl are

=2
ot Tt pEt N [ ety pt q
(Rys. Vi, ) = [ demyivi e, (1 + ?) .

Performing the integration, we get

2b 1 1
*,+ + + _ 0,+ i ~2 I —
(Roé ’ vpcrtRQ%) - 3+ 2q2b0,i {:F\/?(l +q bO,:I:) + 92 ‘H‘bo,ﬂ: + 8b0,:|:
3 _ . _ _
-+ Zbg’i [2q4b07i62b0’iq2E1(Qbo’iq2) — qﬂ }, (78)
where by . = ,/2|5§1 sol, and Ey is the exponential integral
0o —zt
Ei(z) = / s
1 t
For ¢* > 1, E1(2by +3*) can be approximated as
By (2b0,+7%) =~ L e ot
’ 200 +G? .
This brings Eq.(78) into the form
41EE, .| 1 1
*Et 1t pE 0,1/2 H 2 ~
’ = —(1 bo+) £+ =|k|b —bo.|.
(RoévvportROé) bO,:I:(B + 2(72bo¢) :F\/é( +q 0,:|:) 2|"€‘ 0, + 8 0,+ (79)

For ¢* = 100 and i = 0.5, the first order correction to |5_0Jf1/2| is 1.1% of its value. For
p =1, it is even smaller: 0.54%. For the first order correction to |5(;1/2‘, we get 1.75%

and 0.90%, respectively. This confirms the validity of the large g* approximation for
the j = % ground states. The larger ¢* or p2, 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

STHPW*S(P) ==,  STUP)Y'S(P)=+"  STHP)Y’S(P)=~".
These are equivalent to

{(v*,S(P)}=0, [,S(P)]-=0, [*S(P).=0.

However, these conditions only have the trivial solution S(P) = 0. Indeed, a general
form of S(P) anti-commuting with 7* and commuting with v* and +° is a linear
combination of all possible products of odd numbers of ¥* and ~°. Such products are
either equal to zero like

77 =0, 9"yt =0,
or reduce to v* or 7% like
Yt =29 P =290
So, a general form of S(P) is
S(P) = diy* + dyry.

It anti-commutes with v for any values of d; and dy. Its commutators with v* and
~® become

[, S(P)- = do(v'7° =2, [, 8(P)- = —di(v"Y° — 7).

This yields d; = ds = 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

e, S(P)-=0, {y,S(P)}=0, {¥,S(P)}=0
A general form of S(P) commuting with 4* and anti-commuting with 4% and ~° is

a linear combination of all possible products of even numbers of 4* and v°. Such
products are either equal to zero or reduce to v*y° or v°y%. Representing S(P) as

S(P) = diy’y* + doy'y,

we find that S(P) commutes with +* for any values of d; and ds, while its anti-
commutators with v* and 7% become

(VL8P =2(di+do)y, {9, S(P)} = 2(dy + da)y”.

This yields d; = —d;. From the condition (S(P))?> = 1 we then find (up to the
intrinsic parity) that d, = 1/2.
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Appendix B. Matrix elements of J;, J> and J;

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
Ly = My},
L:I:}/;'M - _ j,:I:M}/;'M:tla

where

P =1/j(j +1) — M(M +1)
and
Ly =Li+il,.

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 p = 0:

(Vi BYAT) = (Ve JaVar) = Mojs6anns,
(y;;ﬂ—/[\,n \’ ng\/;\l[) _ (y ’M" ng] In\) =0,
where the products (y arrs Jaf ") are defined as

Vi, o )E/ d¢/ dosing Vi J Vo

so the matrix elements of J3 which correspond to transitions between states of different
7 or M as well as states with opposite parities are zero.
The corresponding matrix elements for J; and J, are

(Vi ) = —%%(PLM(SM@MH+Pj,_M5M,,M_1),

(Vi ) = —%5j,j(Pj,M5MI7MH+P-,_M5M,7M_1),

i B = 5o Qb = Qreraduwar).
(Vs LY a) = —%5j,,j_1(Qj_L_M5M,,MH—Qj_LMéM,,M_l).

and

(Vi V) = z'%aj,j(Pj,MaM,vMH—Pjv_MaM,,M_l),

(Vi Y) = i%aj,j(zaj,M(sM,,M+l—Pj,_M(sM,,M_I),

it IV = =igmrgtrn (Qerardararss + Qoo -sibr i),
(Vi By = izijaj,,j_l(Qj_l,_MaM,,MH+Qj_17M5M,,M_1),
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respectively, where
j+M
- M

Using next the relations given by Egs.(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 . The matrix elements for J; have the same structure as in the
case (1 = 0:

Q]M— f)j,M-

(Vi BsVine) = (Ve s V) = Mjionm,
(xmn@xm)::(ymﬁ&%M)z,
while the matrix elements for J; and J, become
(y ,M,,le;M) = A;,s@q(P mOnmr v+ Py nonr v— 1)
+ B§,S5j’,j+1(Qj+1,M5M',M+1 - Qj+1,—M5M’,M—1>
+ lesfsj’,j—l(Qj—l,—MaM’,M—i-l - Qj—l,M5M/,M—1)
and
(y e J2y]M) = A%, (Pj,M5M',M+1 - Pj,—M5M',M—1)
— iB;,s(Sj/’j+1(Qj-i—l,M(SM’,M-i-l + Qj+1,—M5M',M_1)
iC5* 851 (Qyor-adrr it + Quoraidarr i),

where §', s = (+, —),

- L[ ,j—1 J+2
A- = —— 2 2
J 2 (a’ J +5; Ti+ 1)
1 J+2 jg—1
++ = 2 2
1 27 +1
AT = AT = —q,p,
) R T(E)
and
__ 1 o 1
BJ = —j1105; 212 Cj = f; 10@2
1
B;_ _Bj+1a]2j+2’ C;_—l—:_aj_lB]Q
_ 1 _
Bj + = aj+1ajm, C] + = ﬂj_lﬁjQ—j,
_ 1 _ 1
B E—ﬁjﬂﬁjm, cf E—aj_lajz—j.
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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,

Ry (&) = Nifje s Fy (—n, 2 20, 4.€)

with b, + = 4/ Q\é?rfj , and N,fj being the normalization constants, are orthogonal.
Introducing the integral [2§]

S e 1 Noy pl—14s
Jp’p(fa f/;gmg,) E/O dze 2(9+9) 2P - 1F1 (.faplvgz) 1F1 (.f,>p,_p;glz)>

. : +
we can rewrite the matrix elements (R;j , RS j) as

(R R ) = NNy [T, = 200, 2000,2) + P (=, =3 20, 2000.2)]

n?j )

where n # n'.
The integrals J)? and J are related as follows:

1

/ 4 / !/ /
T (f 159,9) = e bp’(g—g) —fg+ g1 I [ 9.9)

In our case, the relation takes the form

2
2 2
bTL,:l: - bnlvi

X Jgg(_nv _n/; 2bn,:|:7 an’,:t)-

T (=1, =5 26 <, 2by +) [N+ 12)bp s — (A + 1)y 2]

The combination (A + n)b, + — (A + n')b,y + is determined by the energy spectrum.
Using Eqs. (1) and (74)), we get

=2
A+ 0)bps — A+ 0oy 1 = —% (B2 02 ).

This gives us
Jon(=n, —n';2b, 4, 2byr 1) + G55 (—n, —n'; 2b,, 1, 2b, 4 ) = 0,

so that (R:L’Ji»,Rf,J) vanish.

Next, to find the normalization constants, we consider the case n = n’. For the
ground states n = n’ = 0, 1 F (0,2X;2by+&) = 1, and the orthonormality condition
(73) becomes

(NE)? /0 " dgeoeen (1 + q;) —1
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This yields
1 bo.+ 12

Noj = (Qbo,i)jﬂl
For n =n’ > 1, we use the integral
Jn(l/7pa g) = ‘/0 dze_gzzu_l[lFl (_n>p7 gZ)]2

which can be evaluated as [2§]

[(v)n!
g’p(p+1)...(p+n—1)
y {1 _l_"z_:l nn—1y..(n—s)(p—v—s—1)(p—-v—5)..p—v+ 8)} .

=0 (s +D!2p(p+1)-...-(p + 5)

Jo(V,D, )

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

B I'(v)n!
n(v,v:9) = gv(v+1)...(v+n—1)
and F( ) | 2
Jn(v,v—1,9) = g'(v —Dv-..-(v+n—2) [ + ﬁ] ’

respectively. Then the orthonormality condition
(NE)? [Ja2A+ 1,22, 25, 1) + G2Ja(22, 2,26, 2)] = 1

gives us
b (@bau) T [ T2j+n+2)
" T(25+2) (2005 +n+ 1+ @by s

1/2
, n > 1.
]
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