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Abstract

This work analyzes monolayer graphene in external electromagnetic fields, which is described
by the Dirac equation with minimal coupling. Supersymmetric quantum mechanics allows building
new Dirac equations with modified magnetic fields. Here, we will use complex factorization energies
and iterate the method in order to arrive at Hermitian graphene Hamiltonians. Finally, we compare
these results with the matrix supersymmetric quantum mechanics approach.

1 Introduction

In solid-state physics, graphene is the most recent discovery of allotropes of carbon. Despite its recent
finding in lab, its band structure is known since 1947 [1]. When it is studied at low energies, the
dispersion relation is linear in the momentum, thus the corresponding Hamiltonian becomes the one
for a massless Dirac electron. For years this material was considered unrealistic, because previous
theoretical works suggested the instability of 2D crystals at finite temperature [2–4], but its existence
was confirmed in 2004 [5, 6]. Since then, there have been a huge amount of research on the topic
from both, theoretical and experimental viewpoints. Moreover, since charge carriers in graphene can
be modeled by the Dirac equation, it has allowed us to explore with tabletop experiments interesting
phenomena of (2 + 1)-dimensional quantum electrodynamics, as the Klein tunneling or the quantum
Hall effect [7–10].

To confine or control the charge carriers in a graphene sample, electromagnetic fields have to
be applied [11–14]; it has been shown that mechanical deformations can be used as well for that
purpose [15–19]. To explore and enrich the configurations where the Dirac equation can be solved
exactly (or quasiexactly), supersymmetric quantum mechanics have been used from different ap-
proaches [20–32]. From a mathematical perspective, a charge carrier in a graphene layer under an
external magnetic field obeys simply a Dirac equation of the form HΦ = EΦ, where H is a 2 × 2
matrix Hamiltonian and Φ is a two-entry spinor. By writing the eigenvalue equation in components
and decoupling the resulting system of differential equations, it is found that each component must
fulfill a Schrödinger equation, where the potentials are supersymmetric partners from each other [21].
Supersymmetry allows, in general, to modify the spectra of the Dirac Hamiltonians through a set of
parameters εi, called factorization energies, that are closely related with the spectral modifications.
The case where εi are real has been widely studied in the above cited references. In this work, we will
focus in the case where the εi are complex parameters, but the Hermiticity of the Dirac Hamiltonians
produced by the supersymmetric technique is not completely lost, thus producing Hamiltonians hav-
ing real energy spectra [33, 34]. We will study two different approaches, the first one where we take
advantage of the Schrödinger equations satisfied by each component of the eigenspinor, and the second
approach where the matrix nature of the Hamiltonian is used and exploited. This article is organized
as follows: first we present details of the complex supersymmetric quantum mechanics applied to the
Schrödinger equation as an introduction (see Section 2); in Section 3 we give a general framework to
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use the complex supersymmetry for the Dirac equation, and we illustrate this procedure with an in-
teresting example; Section 4 introduces a matrix approach to supersymmetry, which is a more general
framework containing the treatment of Section 3, and it is also illustrated with an example; finally,
we summarize our conclusions in the last section.

2 Complex supersymmetric quantum mechanics

Supersymmetric Quantum Mechanics (SUSY) is a technique that allows us to find solutions of a
new Schrödinger equation given that we know the solution of an initial Schrödinger equation [35–40].
The simplest SUSY transformation involves a first-order differential operator that intertwines two
Schrödinger Hamiltonians. The technique can add a new energy level below the ground state, delete
the initial ground state, or produce isospectral Hamiltonians. Those modifications of the spectrum
depend on the value of so called factorization energy ε and the election of an auxiliary function u(x).
Note that the value of ε becomes the position of the ground state in the generated Hamiltonian. On the
other hand, through a second-order differential intertwining operator it is possible to build isospectral
Hermitian Hamiltonians using a complex factorization energy ε. Although, the goal of this work is to
study the Dirac equation, for the sake of completeness let us give a brief review of the complex case
of SUSY; more details can be found in [37].

2.1 First-order complex supersymmetry

We start by considering the Schrödinger equation for a Hermitian Hamiltonian h0 with a time-
independent potential v0:

h0φ = εφ, h0 = − d2

dx2
+ v0(x). (1)

As a first step, we propose the intertwining relation [35–38]

h1l
+
1 = l+1 h0, (2)

where

h1 = − d2

dx2
+ v1(x), l+1 = − d

dx
+
u′1
u1
, (3)

with u1 = u1(x) being an arbitrary function called seed solution or transformation function. By
substituting Eq. (3) into the intertwining relation (2) we find that u1 and v1 must fulfill

−u′′1 + v0u1 = ε1u1, v1(x) = v0(x)− 2
d2

dx2
lnu1, (4)

where ε1 is an integration constant called factorization energy. Notice that u1 satisfies the initial
Schrödinger equation for the factorization energy ε1, but we will not impose any physical boundary
condition on this solution. It is important to remark also that if h0 is Hermitian v0 must be a real
function, thus a natural assumption is that both u1 and ε1 should be real. This will not be the case
in this work, and we will refer to this case as complex supersymmetry.

By applying the operator l+1 onto the solutions φ of Eq. (1) we obtain solutions φ̂ ∝ l+1 φ of the

new Schrödinger equation h1φ̂ = εφ̂. This is guaranteed by the intertwining relation (2): the operator
l+1 maps the space of solutions of h0φ = εφ onto the space of solutions of h1φ̂ = εφ̂. In general,

the mapped functions φ̂ do not satisfy the boundary conditions and the potential v1 is not regular.
These conditions are strongly related with the election of the transformation function u1. In first-order
SUSY, u1 must be nodeless in the domain of v0 in order to produce a regular potential v1.

There is an intertwining relation making the opposite map, h0l1 = l1h1, where l1 = d/dx+ u′1/u1.
If u1 is a real function, this intertwining relation arises by taking formally the adjoint of Eq. (2). In
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complex supersymmetry, this relation remains valid, although for this case l1 6= (l+1 )†. The operators
l1 and l+1 factorize the Hamiltonians h0 and h1 as follows:

l1l
+
1 = h0 − ε1, l+1 l1 = h1 − ε1. (5)

Once we know that l1l
+
1 = h0 − ε1 and assuming that ||φ||2 = 1, in the real case it turns out that the

normalized eigenfunctions of h1 are given by

φ̂ =
1√
ε− ε1

l+1 φ. (6)

From now on we assume valid this expression for complex supersymmetry.
The operator l1 is useful as well to find the so called missing state, which is annihilated by l1 and

could be an eigenfunction of h1. From the factorization l+1 l1 = h1 − ε1, we identify the missing state

as the wave function such that l1φ̂ε1 = 0 and h1φ̂ε1 = ε1φ̂ε1 . By solving the first-order differential
equation, it is found that

φ̂ε1 ∝
1

u1
. (7)

Let us stress that in complex supersymmetry ε1 ∈ C and u1 is a complex function, as a result the
Hermiticity of h1 is not guaranteed.

2.2 Second-order complex supersymmetry

We perform now a second step of the SUSY algorithm, using an intertwining operator l+2 which
intertwines h1 with a Hamiltonian h2 as follows:

h2l
+
2 = l+2 h1, (8)

where

h2 = − d2

dx2
+ v2(x), l+2 = − d

dx
+
ϑ′

ϑ
, (9)

and the seed solution ϑ satisfies −ϑ′′+ v1ϑ = ε2ϑ. Since ϑ obeys h1ϑ = ε2ϑ, for ε2 6= ε1 there must be
a preimage u2 such that ϑ = l+1 u2 fulfilling −u′′2 + v0u2 = ε2u2. The potential v2 thus takes the form

v2 = v1 − 2
d2

dx2
lnϑ = v0 − 2

d2

dx2
(lnu1ϑ) = v0 − 2

d2

dx2
lnW (u1, u2), (10)

where W (f, g) = fg′− f ′g is the Wronskian of f and g. Moreover, combining Eqs. (2) and (8) we can
see that the second-order differential operator l+ = l+2 l

+
1 intertwines h0 and h2 in the way:

h2l
+ = l+h0. (11)

Let us study the case where ε2 6= ε1 and v0 is a real potential. We would like to construct a
Hermitian Hamiltonian h2, thus v2 has to be real. This can be accomplished by asking W (u1, u2) to be
either real or a pure imaginary function. The first case has been extensively studied elsewhere [41,42].
The second condition can be fulfilled by asking that u2 = u∗1 = u∗ and ε2 = ε∗1 = ε∗ ∈ C. Therefore,
we can see that W (u1, u2)

∗ = (uu∗′ − u′u∗)∗ = −W (u, u∗). Thus, by applying the first-order complex
supersymmetry twice we can obtain a real potential v2 and a Hermitian Hamiltonian h2, even though
the intermediate potential v1 is complex. The second-order operator l+ maps solutions of h0φ = εφ
into solutions of h2φ̃ = εφ̃, where

φ̃ =
1√

(ε− ε)(ε− ε∗)
l+φ. (12)

The coefficient before l+φ has been included for normalization. There are now formally two missing
states, one for each first-order transformation. To calculate the first one we map the missing state
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(7) of the first SUSY step using the second intertwining operator, φ̃ε ∝ l+2 (1/u1). The second missing

state is analogous to (7), φ̃ε∗ ∝ 1/ϑ. Both can be expressed in terms of the seed solution u as follows:

φ̃ε ∝
u∗

W (u, u∗)
, φ̃ε∗ ∝

u

W (u, u∗)
. (13)

Since we are looking for Hermitian Hamiltonians, the missing states φ̃ε, φ̃ε∗ must not be eigenfuntions
of h2, i.e. they cannot be square integrable. We can accomplish this by choosing a transformation
function u vanishing at one end of the domain of the initial potential v0. Thus, the Hamiltonian h2 is
isospectral to h0.

3 Complex supersymmetry in graphene: Schrödinger
equation approach

In this section we introduce step by step the notion of complex supersymmetry applied to the Dirac
equation. First we note that each component of the eigenspinor of the stationary Dirac equation fulfills
a Schrödinger equation. Then, we implement the algorithm of first-order complex supersymmetry to
the Dirac Hamiltonians, where the obtained Hamiltonian is not Hermitian. It is seen that the algorithm
must be iterated two more times to arrive at Hermitian Hamiltonians. We exemplify the procedure
using as initial system a graphene layer in the x − y plane placed in an orthogonal magnetic field of
the form ~B =

(
0, 0, νk2 sech2(kx)

)
.

3.1 Dirac equation and its supersymmetric transformation

Let us first consider the following two-dimensional stationary Dirac equation in a magnetic field
perpendicular to the x− y plane:

H0Φ = [σ1 (−i∂x +Ax) + σ2 (−i∂y +Ay) +mσ3] Φ = EΦ, (14)

where m defines a mass term, σi, i = 1, 2, 3 are the Pauli matrices, Ax, Ay are the components

of the vector potential such that the magnetic field is ~B = B0(x)k̂ = ∇ × ~A0, and Φ is a two-
entry spinor [24, 43, 44]. Suppose also that we know the solution of (14) for a certain magnetic
field, thus our goal is to generate the SUSY partner H1 of H0 using complex supersymmetry. To
simplify the problem, we can use the so-called Landau gauge where ~A = (0, A0(x), 0). Since, the
Hamiltonian possesses translational symmetry along y-direction, it is natural to express our spinor as

Φ = exp(iky)Ψ0 = exp(iky)
(
ψ+
0 (x), ψ−0 (x)

)T
, where k is the wavenumber in y direction. Thus, Eq.

(14) simplifies to:

H0Ψ0 = [−iσ1∂x + σ2 (k +Ay) +mσ3] Ψ0 = EΨ0, (15)

which is equivalent to the following linear system of coupled equations:

− i∂xψ−0 − i(k +A0)ψ
−
0 +mψ+

0 = Eψ+
0 , (16)

− i∂xψ+
0 + i(k +A0)ψ

+
0 −mψ

−
0 = Eψ−0 . (17)

Solving Eq. (17) for ψ−0 and substituting the result in Eq. (16) we arrive to[
− d2

dx2
+A′0 + (k +A0)

2

]
ψ+
0 = (E2 −m2)ψ+

0 , (18)

ψ−0 =
i

E +m

[
− d

dx
+ (k +A0)

]
ψ+
0 . (19)

As we can see, the upper component ψ+
0 fulfills the Schrödinger equation:

H+
0 ψ

+
0 =

(
− d2

dx2
+ V +

0

)
ψ+
0 = εψ+

0 , ε = E2 −m2, (20)
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where V +
0 = A′0 + (k + A0)

2. The lower component ψ−0 can be calculated using Eq. (19), once ψ+
0 is

known. Alternatively, we could also solve Eq. (16) for ψ+
0 and substitute it in Eq. (17), then the lower

component must satisfy the Schrödinger equation

H−0 ψ
−
0 =

(
− d2

dx2
+ V −0

)
ψ−0 = εψ−0 , (21)

where V −0 = −A′0 + (k+A0)
2. By comparing Eqs. (20) and (21), we can see that V ±0 are natural first-

order SUSY partner potentials. If we define k+A0 = u′0/u0 and substitute it in V +
0 = A′0 + (k+A0)

2,
we can see that u0 is in fact the seed solution of the SUSY transformation, which fulfills −u′′0 +V +

0 u0 =

ε0u0.
1 The operator L+

0 = − d
dx +

u′0
u0

intertwines H± as H−0 L
+
0 = L+

0 H
+
0 .

3.2 First-order complex supersymmetry

Let us start from equation (21) by defining

H+
1 = − d2

dx2
+ V +

1 = H−0 , (22)

where we are calling V +
1 ≡ V

−
0 , H+

1 ≡ H
−
0 . The eigenfunctions of the initial Schrödinger Hamiltonian

H−0 are denoted as ψ−0,n, while the eigenfunctions to the new Hamiltonian H−1 as ψ−1,n. To build a

new Dirac Hamiltonian we need H−1 , ψ
−
1,n, A1 and B1. First we select a seed solution u1 fulfilling

−u′′1 + V +
1 u1 = ε1u1, or equivalently −u′′1 + V −0 u1 = ε1u1. Since we will focus on the complex SUSY

algorithm, u1 must be a complex function vanishing at one end of the x-domain of V ±0 and ε1 ∈ C.
Then, the intertwining operator L+

1 and the SUSY partner potential V −1 become

L+
1 = − d

dx
+
u′1
u1
, V −1 = V +

1 − 2
d2

dx2
lnu1 = V −0 − 2

d2

dx2
lnu1, (23)

and H−1 = − d2

dx2
+ V −1 . The solutions of H−1 ψ

−
1,n = εnψ

−
1,n can be found through

ψ−1,n =
i

En +m
L+
1 ψ
−
0,n, (24)

where E2
n = εn +m2; notice that the spectrum of H−1 is the same as Sp(H+

1 ) = Sp(H−0 ) [45,46]. The

y component of the vector potential and the magnetic field amplitude of ~B1 = B1k̂ are

A1 =
u′1
u1
− k, B1 =

d

dx
A1 =

d2

dx2
lnu1. (25)

Finally, taking into account that ψ+
1,n ≡ ψ

−
0,n the spinor Ψ1,n = (ψ+

1,n, ψ
−
1,n)T fulfills the Dirac equation

H1Ψ1,n = [−iσ1∂x + σ2 (k +A1) +mσ3] Ψ1,n = EnΨ1,n. (26)

It is important to remark that, in general, neither of H±1 are Hermitian operators because ε1 is complex,
and thus u1 is a complex function. Only when ε1, u1 become real H1, could be Hermitian.

3.3 Second-order complex supersymmetry

Let us take now H1Ψ1,n = EnΨ1,n as the starting problem and repeat the complex supersymmetric
algorithm. We define

H+
2 = − d2

dx2
+ V +

2 = H−1 = − d2

dx2
+ V −0 − 2

d2

dx2
lnu1, (27)

1Typically ε0 is made equal to zero, since in case that ε0 6= 0 it is always possible to absorb it in the potential V +
0 by

defining Ṽ +
0 = V +

0 − ε0.
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where the eigenfunctions ψ+
2,n = ψ−1,n solve the equation H+

2 ψ
+
2,n = εnψ

+
2,n. The next step is to choose a

seed solution fulfilling −u(1)
′′

2 +V +
2 u

(1)
2 = ε2u

(1)
2 . To obtain u

(1)
2 we use the solution −u′′2 +V −0 u2 = ε2u2

and map it using the operator L+
1 in the way

u
(1)
2 = L+

1 u2 =
W (u1, u2)

u1
. (28)

Then

V −2 = V +
2 − 2

d2

dx2
lnu

(1)
2 = V −0 − 2

d2

dx2
lnW (u1, u2). (29)

Here we will choose ε = ε1, u = u1 and fix ε2 = ε∗, u2 = u∗. With this selection, the potential V −2
becomes real. Moreover, the intertwining operator L+

2 and the solutions ψ−2,n of H−2 ψ
−
2,n = εnψ

−
2,n will

be given by

L+
2 = − d

dx
+
u
(1)′

2

u
(1)
2

, ψ−2,n =
i

En +m
L+
2 ψ

+
2,n = − 1

(En +m)2
L+
2 L

+
1 ψ
−
0,n, (30)

where En = εn +m2. The vector potential A2 and the magnetic field amplitude B2 will be analogue
expression to (25),

A2 = −k +
d

dx
ln
W (u1, u2)

u1
, B2 =

d

dx
A2 =

d2

dx2
ln
W (u1, u2)

u1
. (31)

Since they are still complex, it will be needed a third transformation to obtain a Hermitian Dirac
Hamiltonian.

3.4 Third-order complex supersymmetry

For the third SUSY step let us select ε3 to be a real constant. Then

V +
3 = V −2 − ε3 = V −0 − 2

d2

dx2
lnW (u1, u2)− ε3. (32)

Note that H+
3 is already Hermitian. The solutions of H+

3 ψ
+
3,n = (εn − ε3)ψ+

3,n are the eigenfunctions

ψ+
3,n = ψ−2,n given in Eq. (30). The seed solution fulfilling −u(2)

′′

3 +V +
3 u

(2)
3 = 0, or equivalent −u(2)

′′

3 +

V −2 u
(2)
3 = ε3u

(2)
3 , can be obtained via the intertwining operators as u

(2)
3 = L+

2 L
+
1 u3, where u3 fulfills

−u′′3 + V −0 u3 = ε3u3. The seed solution u
(2)
3 must be a nodeless function, then ε3 ≤ ε0. The potential

associated to H−3 reads:

V −3 = V −0 − 2
d2

dx2
lnW (u1, u2, u3)− ε3. (33)

The intertwining operator L+
3 and the solutions of equation H−3 ψ

(3)−
n = (εn − ε3)ψ(3)−

n become

L+
3 = − d

dx
+
u
(2)′

3

u
(2)
3

, (34)

ψ−3,n =
i

Ēn +m
L+
3 ψ

+
3,n = − i

(Ēn +m)(En +m)2
L+
3 L

+
2 L

+
1 ψ
−
0,n (35)

where Ē2
n = εn− ε3 +m2 = E2

n− ε3. In this case the SUSY algorithm could erase the ground state or
add a new level at ε3. The former happens if we take ε3 = ε0 and the latter when the missing state

1/u
(2)
3 is square integrable. The magnetic field for this step is then characterized by

A3 =
u
(2)′

3

u
(2)
3

− k, B3 =
d

dx
A3 =

d2

dx2
lnu

(2)
3 , (36)
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or, when expressed in terms of the seed solutions u1, u2, u3, by:

A3 = −k +
d

dx
ln
W (u1, u2, u3)

W (u1, u2)
, B3 =

d

dx
A3 =

d2

dx2
ln
W (u1, u2, u3)

W (u1, u2)
. (37)

The spinor Ψ3,n = (ψ+
3,n, ψ

−
3,n)T will solve the Dirac equation

H3Ψ3,n = [−iσ1∂x + σ2 (k +A3) +mσ3] Ψ3,n = ĒnΨ3,n. (38)

If in the last SUSY step we create a level in Sp(H−3 ), then the spinor Ψ
(3)
m ∝ (0, 1/u

(2)
3 )T is also a

solution of the Eq. (38) associated to Ē = ±m.

3.5 Example: Graphene in a hyperbolic magnetic barrier

Let us consider a vector potential ~A = (0, A0(x), 0) where k + A0 = kν tanh(kx) and ν > 0. Such
potential produces the magnetic field ~B =

(
0, 0, νk2 sech2(kx)

)
, thus B0(x) = νk2 sech2(kx). To

solve the Dirac equation (15) for a massless particle, we first decouple the system of equations that
the components of Ψ0,n = (ψ+

0,n, ψ
−
0,n)T fulfill, see Eqs. (18) and (19). Both components satisfy the

Schrödinger Eqs. (20) and (21) with the hyperbolic Pöschl-Teller potentials [45,46]

V ±0 = k2ν2 − k2ν(ν ∓ 1) sech2(kx). (39)

The general solution ψ−0 of Eq. (21) can be built as a superposition of the two linearly independent
even and odd solutions:

ψe = coshν+1(kx) 2F1

(
a, b,

1

2
,− sinh2(kx)

)
, (40)

ψo = coshν+1(kx) sinh(kx) 2F1

(
a+

1

2
, b+

1

2
,
3

2
,− sinh2(kx)

)
, (41)

where

a =
1

2

(
ν + 1− η

k

)
, b =

1

2

(
ν + 1 +

η

k

)
, η =

√
k2ν2 − ε. (42)

The well known bound state energies are given by εn = k2ν2−k2(ν−n)2, with n being a non-negative
integer such that n < ν. Thus, the square integrable solutions ψ−0,n are

ψ−0,n =

{
ψe, n even,

ψo, n odd.
(43)

The upper component ψ+
0,n can be calculated using Eq. (16). Since m = 0, the energies of the Dirac

Hamiltonian become En = ±
√
k2ν2 − k2(ν − n)2 . Figure 1 shows plots of the potentials V ±0 and

the probability densities ||Ψ0,0||2, ||Ψ0,1||2, ||Ψ0,2||2 (left); the corresponding vector potential and
magnetic field amplitudes are shown to the right.

To apply the SUSY technique, we are going to choose as transformation functions uj(x, εj) =
ψe + Cj±ψo, satisfying the equation H−0 uj = εjuj . The constants Cj± read

Cj± = ±Γ (1/2) Γ (1− bj) Γ (aj + 1/2)

Γ (3/2) Γ (1/2− bj) Γ(aj)
, (44)

where the subscript j = 1, 2, 3 depends on the SUSY step and the factorization energies ε1, ε2, ε3.
They were carefully chosen so that uj(x, εj , C+) → 0 when x → −∞ and uj(x, εj , C−) → 0 when
x→∞. For the first SUSY step a1, b1 take the form of Eq. (42) with ε→ ε1 ∈ C. Then we build the
second SUSY step using the complex conjugate seed solution u2 = u∗1. The SUSY partner potentials
V ±3 , obtained after the three iterations of the complex SUSY technique read:

V +
3 = V −2 − ε3 = k2ν2 − k2ν(ν − 1) sech2(kx)− 2

d2

dx2
ln W[F1(x),F∗1 (x)]− ε3. (45)
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Figure 1: Graphene in a hyperbolic magnetic barrier. (Left) Shape invariant potentials V − (blue line)
and V + (dashed line). (Right) Vector potential A0(x) (blue line) and magnetic field amplitude B0(x)
(red line).

Figure 2: Complex supersymmetry of a hyperbolic magnetic barrier. (Left) Third-order SUSY partner
potentials V −3 (blue line) and V +

3 (dashed line), as well as the probability densities of the first three
bound states with positive energies (gray lines). (Right) Vector potential (blue line) and magnetic
field amplitude (red line). The factorization energies taken are ε1 = k2ν2 − k2(ν + 2i)2, ε2 = ε∗1 and
ε3 = k2ν2 − k2(ν + 2/3)2 with k = 1, ν = 6.

V −3 = k2ν2 − k2ν(ν − 1) sech2(kx)− 2
d2

dx2
ln W[F1(x),F∗1 (x), F̃3(x)]− ε3. (46)

with

Fj(x) = 2F1[aj , bj ,
1

2
,−z2] + Cj±z2F1[aj +

1

2
, bj +

1

2
,
3

2
,−z2], j = 1, 2, 3, (47)

and we have chosen F̃3 = F3(x,C3+)+F3(x,C3−). As a result, there is a normalizable “missing state”
and the energy spectrum is modified. This system is governed by the vector potential

A3 =
d

dx
ln

W[F1(x),F∗1 (x), F̃3(x)]

W[F1(x),F∗1 (x)]
. (48)

Once the vector potential is calculated, the magnetic field can be straightforwardly obtained; unfor-
tunately its explicit expression is too long to be presented in this article. As an alternative, Figure 2
(left) shows the transformed system arising after the three complex supersymmetry steps. The plot
shows the Schrödinger potentials V ±3 and the probability density of the first three eigenspinors of the
corresponding Dirac Hamiltonian. The potential V −3 shows a clear modification as compared with V −0 ,
meanwhile V +

3 lost the parity symmetry x → −x of V +
0 (compare with Figure 1). Figure 2 (right)

shows the profiles of the vector potential and the magnetic field amplitude.

4 Matrix complex supersymmetry

Up to here, the SUSY method has been applied to the Dirac equation starting from Schrödinger
equations. Next, we will implement an alternative SUSY technique to the Dirac equation, as it was
done by Nieto, Pecheritsin and Samsonov some years ago [20], but such method will be generalized
by considering complex factorization energies. Moreover, it will be shown that this matrix approach
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contains the algorithm exposed in Section 3, again through three iteration steps of the formalism.
Finally, a first-order matrix SUSY will be used to construct Hermitian Hamiltonians but only the zero
energy modes will be found.

4.1 First-order matrix complex supersymmetry

Let us consider a one-dimensional Dirac Hamiltonian of the form:

H0 = −iσ2∂y + V0, (49)

where σ2 is the standard Pauli matrix, V0 is an arbitrary 2 × 2 symmetric matrix that may contain
a mass term and whose entries are not necessarily real. In this section, the Dirac Hamiltonian will
depend of the y variable, to be consistent with [20]. However, it is possible to recover a Hamiltonian
similar to Eq. (15) through a unitary rotation R = exp(iπσ3/4) and a variable change y → x in the
way

H(x) = RH(y)R−1|y→x, Ψ(x) = RΨ(y)|y→x. (50)

The matrix SUSY approach aims to generate a new potential V1 starting from V0. The eigenfunctions
of both Hamiltonians will be connected by the matrix intertwining operator L+, except by two extra
states in the new Hamiltonian H1 [20]. Thus, the supersymmetric Dirac Hamiltonians H0 and H1

fulfill the intertwining relation:
H1L+ = L+H0, (51)

where H1 = −iσ2∂y + V1. The matrix intertwining operator is similar to the conventional operator in
the Schrödinger approach, see Eq. (23),

L+ = −∂y + UyU
−1, (52)

with the subscript y representing the derivative with respect to y. We assume that U−1 exists, thus the
relation L+U = 0 is fulfilled. Moreover, the auxiliary matrix U , which will be called transformation
matrix or matrix seed solution, must fulfill the matrix Dirac equation

H0U = −iσ2Uy + V0U = UΛ, (53)

where

U =

(
u11 u12
u21 u22

)
, Λ =

(
λ1 0
0 λ2

)
. (54)

Here, we will focus on the case λ1, λ2 ∈ C, which will be called matrix complex supersymmetry. The
intertwining relation (51) leads to the new potential,

V1 = V0 + i[UyU
−1, σ2] = σ2V0σ2 + UΛU−1 − σ2UΛU−1σ2, (55)

which is also symmetric. The intertwining operator L fulfilling the intertwining relation H0L = LH1,
taking back eigenspinors of H1 to eigenspinors of H0, is defined as follows

L = ∂y + (UyU
−1)T , (56)

and fulfills L(UT )
−1

= 0. It is worth to note that the Hamiltonian H1 has two extra bound states,
also called missing states, corresponding to each column of the matrix (UT )−1.

In the Schrödinger approach, the intertwining operators factorize H−0 and H−1 . There are also two
factorizations in the matrix approach: the operators L+ and L factorize the Hamiltonians H0 and H1

as follows:

LL+ = (H0 − λ11)(H0 − λ21), (57)

L+L = (H1 − λ11)(H1 − λ21). (58)
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This property was proven in [20] for λ1, λ2 being real numbers. For the sake of completeness, we
will show that such factorizations are still valid for λ1, λ2 ∈ C. In order to prove Eqs. (57-58) we use
the explicit expressions for L+ and L to obtain

LL+ = −∂2y + UyyU
−1 + Ω(∂y − UyU−1), (59)

where Ω = UyU
−1 − (UyU

−1)T . Making use of Eq. (53) we calculate an alternative expression for Ω:

Ω = −i(σ2V0 − (σ2V0)
T ) + i(σ2UΛU−1 − (σ2UΛU−1)T ). (60)

If we consider now the symmetry of the initial potential, V0 = V T
0 , it is found that σ2V0−(σ2V0)

T = 0,
which leads to a simple expression for Ω in terms of the eigenvalues λ1 and λ2:

Ω = (λ1 + λ2)iσ2. (61)

Now we derive Eq. (53) with respect to y and then solve for UyyU
−1:

UyyU
−1 = V 2

0 − iσ2V0y − UΛ2U−1. (62)

We substitute then this expressions in the factorization formula (59) to obtain

LL+ = −∂2y + V 2
0 − iσ2V0y − (λ1 + λ2)(−iσ2∂y + V0)− U

(
Λ2 − (λ1 + λ2)1

)
U−1. (63)

Since the last term is equal to −λ1λ21, it turns out that

LL+ = −∂2y + V 2
0 − iσ2V0y − (λ1 + λ2)(−iσ2∂y + V0) + λ1λ21, (64)

which coincides with the expression we were looking for:

LL+ = H2
0 − (λ1 + λ2)H0 + λ1λ2. (65)

For the second factorization (58) let us calculate L+LL+ and use then the intertwining relation
H1L+ = L+H0 to obtain

(L+L)L+Ψ = (H1 − λ11)(H1 − λ21)L+Ψ. (66)

Then, the intertwining operators L+ and L supply us the simplest factorization for the partner Dirac
Hamiltonians H0 and H1.

4.2 Second-order matrix complex supersymmetry

The second-order matrix supersymmetry can be reached by iterating the first-order method, thus
the second intertwining relation H2L+2 = L+2 H1 looks similar to its predecessor. To determine the
transformation matrix U2 of the second SUSY step it is used the matrix U2 that solves the equation
H0U2 = U2Λ2, with Λ2 being a diagonal matrix whose elements λ̃1, λ̃2 fulfill (λ̃1, λ̃2) 6= (λ1, λ2). The
second transformation matrix that replaces the first transformation matrix (U → U2) is built through
U2 = L+U2. Therefore, the second order potential is given by the expression

V2 = V1 + i
[
U2yU−12 , σ2

]
. (67)

The second-order matrix SUSY method generates, in principle, four new eigenspinors, as compared
with the original Dirac Hamiltonian H0. They are given by the columns of the matrices (UT2 )−1 and
L+[(UT )−1].
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4.3 The matrix SUSY method contains the Schrödinger SUSY method

We will show that the matrix SUSY method reduces to the Schrödinger SUSY approach, exposed in
Section 3, for an appropriate choice of transformation matrix. Let us consider the following potential
with a Dirac mass term

V0 = q0σ1 +mσ3. (68)

where q0 = q0(y). The eigenfunctions Ψ0 = (ψ+
0 , ψ

−
0 )T must satisfy the eigenvalue equation,

H0Ψ0 = EΨ0, (69)

thus, the corresponding components ψ±0 fulfill:

(±∂y + q0)ψ
±
0 = (E ±m)ψ∓0 ⇒ (−∂2y + q20 ∓ q′0)ψ±0 = (E2 −m2)ψ±0 . (70)

Moreover, since the transformation matrix U fulfills Eq. (53) its components uij must obey a similar
system of equations:

u′1j + q0 u1j = (λj +m)u2j , (71)

−u′2j + q0 u2j = (λj −m)u1j , j = 1, 2. (72)

These equations relate the four components of U by pairs: the two equations with j = 1 couple u11
and u21, while the ones with j = 2 relate u12 and u22. Hence, if we supply just two components, let
us say u21 and u22, then the other two are found through

u1j = (−u′2j + q0 u2j)/(λj −m), j = 1, 2. (73)

Moreover, the free components u21 and u22 fulfill the following Schrödinger equations,

− u′′2j + (q20 + q′0)u2j = (λ2j −m2)u2j , j = 1, 2, (74)

while u11 and u12 obey the complementary Schrödinger equations:

− u′′1j + (q20 − q′0)u1j = (λ2j −m2)u1j , j = 1, 2. (75)

We will consider several steps of the matrix SUSY method, thus we will pick out different matrix
seed solutions, which are denoted as Ui, associated to the matrix eigenvalues Λi (we add the same
superindex to the corresponding components). To apply the first SUSY step, let us choose Λ1 =

diag(m,−m1), m1 ∈ C. As we want to avoid the trivial solution we must take u
(1)
21 = 0 so that the

transformation matrix U1 reads

U1 =

(
u
(1)
11 u

(1)
12

0 u
(1)
22

)
. (76)

A straightforward calculation leads to

U1yU
−1
1 =

[ln(u
(1)
11 )]′

(u
(1)
12 )′u

(1)
11 −(u

(1)
11 )′u

(1)
12

u
(1)
11 u

(1)
22

0 [ln(u
(1)
22 )]′

 . (77)

Since u
(1)
11 , u

(1)
12 , u

(1)
22 fulfill Eqs. (71-72) with λ̃1 = m and λ̃2 = −m1, it is obtained that

U1yU
−1
1 =

(
−q0 m−m1

0 −q1

)
, (78)

where q1 ≡ −[ln(u
(1)
22 )]′. The expression (55) for the potential V1 leads to

V1 = q1σ1 +m1σ3. (79)
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The components ψ±1 of the eigenfunction Ψ1 = (ψ+
1 , ψ

−
1 )T , such that H1Ψ1 = EΨ1, fulfill the new

pair of Schrödinger equations

(−∂2y + q21 ∓ q′1)ψ±1 = (E2 −m2
1)ψ
±
1 . (80)

Since Ψ1 = L+1 Ψ0, where Ψ0 satisfies Eq. (69), ψ±1 can be expressed in terms of the corresponding
components of Ψ0:

L+1 Ψ0 = (−∂y + U1yU
−1
1 )Ψ0 = −

(
(E +m1)ψ

−
0

(ψ−0 )′ + q1ψ
−
0

)
. (81)

This spinor is the analogue to the transformed eigenvector in the Schrödinger SUSY approach.
Let us note that the effect of the matrix SUSY transformation is to change q0 by q1 and m by

m1 in V0 to obtain V1. This offers a clue on how to select the next matrix seed solution U2 and
the associated matrix eigenvalue Λ2. In order to implement the second SUSY step, suppose that V1
is the initial potential, the transformed matrix seed solution is U2 = L1U2, where U2 is a solution
of Eq. (53) for Λ2 = diag(m1,−m2), m2 ∈ C. As it was discussed previously, the transformed
matrix seed solution U2 has two free components, one of which will be chosen null, (U2)21 = 0. Since

(U2)21 = W (u
(1)
22 , u

(2)
21 )/u

(1)
22 , in order to fulfill this condition we must take u

(2)
21 = u

(1)
22 . Thus, an explicit

calculation leads to

U2 =

(
2m1u

(1)
22 (m1 −m2)u

(2)
22

0 W (u
(1)
22 , u

(2)
22 )/u

(1)
22

)
, (82)

which involves the two free seed solutions u
(1)
22 and u

(2)
22 used in the first and second SUSY steps

respectively. Since U2 has the structure given in Eq. (76), the matrix (U2)yU−12 looks similar to the
one of Eq. (77). By using now that H1U2 = U2Λ2, it turns out that

U2yU−12 =

(
−q1 m1 −m2

0 −q2

)
, (83)

where q2 = −∂y ln[W (u
(1)
22 , u

(2)
22 )/u

(1)
22 ]. A straightforward calculation leads to the new potential V2,

which looks similar to V0 and V1:
V2 = q2σ1 +m2σ3. (84)

The components ψ±2 of the eigenfunction of H2, such that H2Ψ2 = EΨ2, fulfill the Schrödinger
equations

(−∂2y + q22 ∓ q′2)ψ±2 = (E2 −m2
2)ψ
±
2 . (85)

Let us note that although u
(2)
22 = (u

(1)
22 )∗ and m2 = m∗1, q2 is still complex. Thus, it is required an

extra SUSY step to obtain a Hermitian potential. Therefore, let us take as transformation matrix
U3 = L2L1U3, where U3 fulfills Eq. (53) with Λ3 = diag(m2,−m3), m3 ∈ R, and the intertwining
operator reads L+3 = −∂y + U3yU

−1
3 . This time the mass parameter m3 has to be real. Similarly as in

the previous steps, the component (U3)21 must be zero. Since (U3)21 = W (u
(1)
22 , u

(2)
22 , u

(3)
21 )/W (u

(1)
22 , u

(2)
22 ),

we must take u
(3)
21 = u

(2)
22 in order to fulfill this requirement. An explicit calculation leads to

U3 =

2m2W (u
(1)
22 ,u

(2)
22 )

u
(1)
22

(m2−m3)W (u
(1)
22 ,u

(3)
22 )

u
(1)
22

0
W (u

(1)
22 ,u

(2)
22 ,u

(3)
22 )

W (u
(1)
22 ,u

(2)
22 )

 , (86)

U3yU
−1
3 =

(
−q2 m2 −m3

0 −q3

)
, (87)

where q3 = −∂y ln[W (u
(1)
22 , u

(2)
22 , u

(3)
22 )/W (u

(1)
22 , u

(2)
22 )]. Finally, the new Hermitian potential reads

V3 = q3σ1 −m3σ3. (88)

We can compare this potential with the one in Eq. (38), recall that the notation in this section is
slightly different from Section 3.
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4.4 Zero energy modes of graphene in electromagnetic fields via matrix complex
supersymmetry

The zero energy-modes of graphene have been studied for different settings [27, 30, 47, 48]. As final
application, we will use the matrix SUSY approach with imaginary components of Λ to find such
modes. Let us start out from a Dirac Hamiltonian of the form:

H0 = −iσ2∂y + q0σ1 +mσ3, (89)

where q0 = q0(y) and m is a constant mass. In order to implement the SUSY transformation, let us
consider the following matrices U and Λ:

U =

(
u11 u12
u21 u22

)
, Λ =

(
λ1 0
0 λ2

)
. (90)

Since U and Λ satisfy Eq. (53), then the components uij fulfill the coupled system of Eqs. (71-72).
The matrix UyU

−1 needed to perform the SUSY transformation (see Eqs. (52),(55)) acquire the form:

UyU
−1 =

1

|U |

(
u′11 u′12
u′21 u′22

)(
u22 −u12
−u21 u11

)
. (91)

Replacing the derivatives of uij using Eqs. (71-72), we can simplify the previous expression

UyU
−1 =

1

|U |
(f0σ0 + f1σ1 + f2σ2 + f3σ3) , (92)

where

f0 =
1

2
(λ1 − λ2)(u11u12 + u21u22),

f1 =
1

2
[(λ2 − λ1 − 2m)u12u21 + (λ2 − λ1 + 2m)u11u22] ,

f2 =
1

2i
(λ1 + λ2) (u12u21 − u11u22) =

i

2
(λ1 + λ2) |U |,

f3 =
1

2
{u21 [2q0u12 + (λ1 − λ2)u22]− u11 [2q0u22 + (λ1 − λ2)u22]} . (93)

The expression (55) for the new potential V1 becomes now

V1 = V0 + i
[
UyU

−1, σ2
]

= q0σ1 +mσ3 +
2f3
|U |

σ1 −
2f1
|U |

σ3 = q1σ1 +m1σ3, (94)

with q1 = q0 + 2f3/|U | and m1 = m− 2f1/|U |.
Let us restrict ourselves to the case where λ1, λ2 are pure imaginary numbers, m = 0 and the

function q0 is real. Under these conditions, and selecting u21, u22 to be real functions (we can
always choose the functions u21, u22 to be real, since they are solutions of the Schrödinger equation
−u′′2j + (q20 + q′0)u2j = λ2ju2j with real potential and factorization energies), the functions q1 and
m1 become real and pure imaginary, respectively. To make sense of H1 we perform the following
transformation of the eigenvalue equation for the zero-energy modes, H1Ψ1,0 = 0. Consider first the
unitary operator R = exp(iπσ3/4), then apply the following chain of operations:

− iRσ3H1R−1RΨ1,0(y) = H̃1Ψ̃1,0(y) = (−iσ2∂y + q1σ1 − im1σ0) Ψ̃1,0(y) = 0, (95)

where H̃1 = −iRσ3H1R−1, Ṽ1 = q1σ1 − im1σ0 and Ψ̃1,0(y) = RΨ1,0(y). Since q1 and −im1 are real

functions, the Hamiltonian H̃1 is Hermitian, the function q1 can be associated to a magnetic field
while −im1 plays the role of an electric potential. The spinor Ψ̃1,0 = RΨ1,0 = RL+Ψ0,0 corresponds
to the zero-energy mode of this system.
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Figure 3: Zero-energy mode of the Hamiltonian H̃1. (Left) The magnetic terms q1 in blue and q0 = r

in black dashed. (Center) The electric potential −im1 and (Right) the zero energy mode ||Ψ̃(1)
0 ||2.

The parameters used in the transformation are λ1 = i
√

2, λ1 = i
√

6, C1 = 2, C2 = −1.

4.5 Example: Zero energy-mode of a asymtotically constant electromagnetic field

Our starting point in this example is the graphene layer in a constant magnetic field ~A = (−B0y, 0, 0).
This system can be modeled through the minimal coupling rule applied to the Dirac equation, which
leads to the following Hamiltonian

H0 = −iσ2∂y + (−i∂x +
α

2
y)σ1, (96)

where α = 2eB0/~. The eigenspinors take the form

Ψ0,n = eikxx
(
ψ+
0,n(y)

ψ−0,n−1(y)

)
, Ψ0,0 = eikxx

(
ψ+
0,0(y)

0

)
n = 1, 2, . . . , (97)

with ψ±0,n being given by

ψ±0,n =
1√

2nπ1/2n!
e−

1
2
r(y)2Hn(r(y)), (98)

r(y) =
√
α/2(y + 2kx/α), and Hn(·) are the Hermite polynomials. The Landau levels are given by

En =
√
αn. Using now the variable r, the Hamiltonian (96) reads

H0 =

√
α

2
(−iσ2∂r + rσ1) =

√
α

2
H0,r. (99)

Let us apply a first-order SUSY transformation to H0,r using pure imaginary constants λ1, λ2. The
entries u21 and u22 of the transformation matrix U are general solutions for the harmonic oscillator
potential

u2j(r) = exp

(
−r

2

2

)(
H 1

2(λ2j−2)
(y) + CjH 1

2(λ2j−2)
(−y)

)
, j = 1, 2, (100)

where C1 and C2 are real constants. The other two components of U can be obtained from Eqs. (71-72):

u1j =
1

λj
(−u′2j + ru2j). (101)

To produce a regular transformation, we need to fix C1 and C2 such that det U 6= 0. For this example
we have used the parameters λ1 = i

√
2, λ2 = i

√
6, C1 = 2, C2 = −1. After u11, u12 are calculated

through Eq. (101), the direct substitution in Eqs. (93) and (94) provides the explicit expressions for
q1, m1 and Ψ̃1,0 which, unfortunately, are lengthy. To find the zero energy mode of H1 it is necessary
to apply the operator L+ = −∂y + UyU

−1 onto the zero energy mode Ψ0,0 of H0 and then apply the
unitary transformation R. Plots of the functions q0, q1,−im1 and the normalized probability density
||Ψ̃1,0||2 are shown in Figure 3.
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5 Summary

We analyzed the behavior of charge carriers in a graphene layer under external electromagnetic fields by
introducing the concept of complex supersymmetry applied to the Dirac equation using two different
approaches. First, we implemented the Schrödinger complex SUSY approach to generate exactly
solvable systems. We realized that the first SUSY step produces a non-Hermitian Dirac Hamiltonian,
since the considered external magnetic field has non-trivial imaginary part. To cancel such imaginary
part, it is needed to iterate the method until a third step to obtain a Hermitian Dirac Hamiltonian
with a real external magnetic field B3. This magnetic field shows small finite deformation with
respect to the initial one, and both have the same asymptotic behavior. Secondly, we extended the
matrix supersymmetry approach proposed by Nieto, Pecheritsin, and Samsonov [20], by including
factorization energies in the complex plane. Then, we proved that the Schrödinger SUSY method is
a particular case of the matrix complex supersymmetry. Once again, three matrix SUSY steps are
needed to recover the results of the Schrödinger SUSY method. As final application of the matrix
SUSY method, we showed that a single matrix SUSY step plus an unitary transformation are needed
to generate quasi-exactly solvable Dirac Hamiltonians for a charge carrier in graphene placed in an
external electromagnetic field where its zero-energy modes are going to be calculated [25,42].
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[18] A. Contreras-Astorga, V. Jakubský, and A. Raya. On the propagation of Dirac fermions in
graphene with strain-induced inhomogeneous Fermi velocity. J. Phys. Condens. Matter 32, 295301
(2020).
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[22] V. Jakubský, L.M. Nieto, and M.S. Plyushchay, Klein tunneling in carbon nanostructures: A
free-particle dynamics in disguise. Phys. Rev. D 83, 047702 (2011).

[23] B. Midya and D.J. Fernández C. Dirac electron in graphene under supersymmetry generated
magnetic fields. J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 47, 285302 (2014).

[24] A. Schulze-Halberg and B. Roy. Darboux partners of pseudoscalar Dirac potentials associated
with exceptional orthogonal polynomials. Ann. Phys. 349, 159-170 (2014).

[25] A. Contreras-Astorga and A. Schulze-Halberg. The confluent supersymmetry algorithm for Dirac
equations with pseudoscalar potentials. J. Math. Phys. 55, 103506 (2014).

[26] F. Correa and V. Jakubský. Confluent Crum-Darboux transformations in Dirac Hamiltonians
with PT -symmetric Bragg gratings. Phys. Rev. A 95, 033807 (2017).

[27] M.V. Ioffe, D.N. Nishnianidze and E. V. Prokhvatilov. New solutions for graphene with scalar
potentials by means of generalized intertwining, Eur. Phys. J. Plus 134, 450 (2019).

[28] G. Junker. Supersymmetric Dirac Hamiltonians in (1+1) dimensions revisited. Eur. Phys. J. Plus
135 464 (2020).

[29] M. Castillo-Celeita and D.J. Fernandez C. Dirac electron in graphene with magnetic fields arising
from first-order intertwining operators. J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 53, 035302 (2020).

[30] A. Contreras-Astorga, F. Correa and V. Jakubský. Super-Klein tunneling of Dirac fermions
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