arXiv:2301.10848v1 [gr-qc] 25 Jan 2023

Pauli equation and charged spin-1/2 particle in a weak
gravitational field

Samuel W. P. Oliveira!®®, Guilherme Y. Oyadomari?*®, Ilya L. Shapiro®®®

a. Departamento de Fisica, ICE, Universidade Federal de Juiz de Fora
Juiz de Fora, 36036-900, MG, Brazil
b. PPGCosmo, Universidade Federal do Espiirito Santo, Vitéria, 29075-910, ES, Brazil

Abstract
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1 Introduction

General relativity (GR) is a generalization of Newton’s laws of classical mechanics,
in particular it makes classical law of gravity compatible with the relativistic mechanics
at low energies (in the IR). The main symmetry of GR is the general covariance and, in
particular, the construction of fields in curved spacetime of GR can be achieved on the
basis of this symmetry. E.g., this is the case for the Dirac field describing the spin-1/2
particle. This means, the construction of the action of Dirac field in curved background
is essentially based on covariance (see, e.g., [1, 2, 3, 4, 5]). Thus, the nonrelativistic
approximation, in particular the Pauli equation for the spin-1/2 particle, in curved space
can be constructed only starting from the covariant Dirac equation. When making a
nonrelativistic approximation, the covariance is lost, making direct generalization of the
Pauli equation to the curved spacetime impossible.

The nonrelativistic approximation has great importance in relativistic quantum me-
chanics and quantum field theory (QFT). The main reason is that, from the usual QFT
perspective, many relevant physical applications correspond to the low-energy domain,
where one can meet many high-precision experiments. This statement is valid also for the
gravitational experiments, in the sense that the highest precision measurements are done
in laboratory and for the motions with the nonrelativistic speeds. Clear examples of this
can be found in the kinds of existing and forthcoming experiments (see, e.g., [6, 7]). From
the side of the theory, it looks necessary to have well established gravitational contribu-
tions to the Pauli equations and to its classical counterpart, i.e., the equations describing
the nonrelativistic spin-1/2 charged particle.

Many of the existing literature on relativistic generalizations of the nonrelativistic
Schrodinger equation for spinning particle with gravity discusses the gravitational field
created by the accelerated reference frames, the constant gravitational acceleration g,
usually obtained by the corresponding approximation in the Schwarzschild metric [8] (see
also earlier works [9, 10]), further generalizations, including the rotations [11, 12, 13]
and the motion of spin in different configurations of the gravitational field [14] (see also
[15, 16]). Another type of gravitational field considered in the literature is the one of a flat
gravitational wave [17]. This paper found that this kind of the gravitational field admits
an exact Foldy-Wouthuysen transformation (there were also further developments in [18]).
However, soon after it was noted that the corresponding calculation had a mistake leading
to the discrepancy with the conventional Foldy-Wouthuysen transformation [19].

All of the mentioned works were done using either usual perturbative or exact Foldy-

Wouthuysen transformation. Since the equations in different papers sometimes differ, it



makes sense to verify the results by a qualitatively different and simpler method, such
as the simplest textbook-level one-step derivation of the Pauli equation [20, 21]. In the
rest of this paper we shall present, in many details, of such a simple calculation on an
arbitrary weak gravitational field. The main restrictions on the background are that the

metric can be presented in the form

v = N + h’/JJM (1)

leaving aside the rotational metrics. As it was mentioned above, we assume the weak field
restriction, that means |h,,| < 1 and the same for its partial derivatives.

In what follows, we obtain the gravitational version of the Pauli equation for the
metric (1) and an arbitrary electromagnetic field (E, §) Furthermore, the canonical
quantization of this equation and the subsequent classical limit gives the equations for
a spinning particle. These two main results are applied to the particular background
of a plane gravitational wave and Newtonian gavity, which were worked out in [11] and
[17, 19]. This comparison provides a good portion of control and corrections of coefficients
in some cases.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sec. 2 we briefly review the construction of the
covariant derivative of a Dirac fermion and of the corresponding action and give neces-
sary expressions for its expansion in the weak gravity limit. Sec. 3 presents the detailed
derivation of the Pauli equation. Sec. 4 reports on the calculation of the equations of
motions on a background of weak, but otherwise almost arbitrary, gravitational and elec-
tromagnetic, fields. The restriction is related to the synchronous gauge fixing condition.
Different from cosmology, here this condition makes the results less general,. On the other
hand, it greatly reduce the amount of the (already significant) calculations. In Sec. 5,
there is a comparison of our results with the results of [17, 19] concerning the gravita-
tional waves background. Sec. 6 makes similar comparison with the Newtonian limit of

the Schwarzschild metric [11]. Finally, the Sec. 7, we draw our conclusions.

2 Dirac equation in a gravitational field background

Consider briefly the formulation of the action of Dirac fermion. More details can be
found in [4]. The consideration which is based on a similar approach can be found, e.g.,

in [22, 3] and the treatment based on group theory, e.g., in [5]. The form of the action is

S; = % / d*a/=g(Yy"V b — V0" + 2im) (2)



To make this definition more concrete, we need to construct a covariant version of the
gamma-matrices v* and the covariant derivative of a fermion V,,. We start by introducing

the tetrads e# and €®,

woav o, v,oab
€q€ = C, N =

es = 0. (3)

j2g a _ a M __ Sa
g, eueau = Guv, eueb - 5177 € Iz

a
p
In these and subsequent formulas, Greek letters, e.g., u = 0,1, 2,3 are covariant indices
corresponding to the coordinates of the Riemannian space. Latin letters, such as a =
0,1,2, 3, are Lorentz indices corresponding to the coordinates of the flat Minkowski space
which is a tangent space to the manifold in the given point. For an arbitrary vector V#,
the transformation formulas are V# = efV® and V° = el V",

For the gamma matrices we define 7* = ey and 7, = e,;7°. Under the diffeo-
morphism transformations, v* and ~, are contravariant and covariant components of a

vector. These objects satisfy the covariant version of Clifford algebra,

VYo NV = Guo- (4)

The covariant derivative of a spinor is defined by the relations

i i
Vi = 00+ W, og1p, where o4 = 3 (Yo% — 7a) - (5)

The complex conjugation gives

Vb = 00— %wﬁ Dows - (6)

b

In this expressions, w,%’ are the real-valued coeflicients of the spinor connection, which

have to be found from the requirement of covariance.

The solution for the spinor connection is

a 1 a7 a a
wu? =35 (ebe? N — e @ﬁ?\) = —wub..- (7)

It is sometimes useful to use the explicitly antisymmetric form,

1 1
w,® = 1 (ehe? — eIy, + Z(e’\bﬁﬂei —e,eh). (8)

We need to consider the expansion of the action (2) on the flat background (1). For

the sake of generality, we can work out a more general expansion

Gap — g;ﬁ = Gap + hoz6~ (9)



The first orders of expansions can be easily found in the form

1 v v (& 1 v _c 1
oN—g = 5\/—gh, ogh’ = —h", de;, = §huey, dep = ~3 hep
1 1
0Ty = 5 (Vah + Vahy — Vhag), 69" = —5 M (10)
and
1
&Uuab — 5 (eareb)\ _ ebﬂ—ea)\ )V)\h,” (11)

Here all indices are raised and lowered with the background metrics g*” and g,, and
the covariant derivatives are constructed with the background metric g,, and the corre-
sponding connection. It can be shown that the variation of the spinor connection (11) is
irrelevant, as its contribution vanishes when substituted into the variation of (2).

Using Eqgs. (10), we arrive at the first-order variation of the action (2)
i _ _
58y = [ ey =ghaa {59 (@790 - Vain*0)
T, - - 1 -
= 2 (9979 = V) — S g Pmuy | (12)

where h = hf;. Taking the flat background metric, the last expression is a good starting

point to perform the nonrelativistic expansion in a weak gravitational field.

3 Pauli equation in a weak gravitational field

The standard approach to the nonrelativistic approximation is that it assumes weak
external fields because a strong field can accelerate a particle to become relativistic.
Indeed, the weak gravitational field condition does not reduce to requiring |k, | < 1
but, as we already mentioned above, demands the same from the partial derivatives
of h,,. Following this logic, we come back to the expansion of the metric on a flat
background (1) and arrive at the simplified version of (12), which is the starting action

of the nonrelativistic approximation
S = /d4x{w (17* 00 — m) Y
1 - _ mh -
+ 7 (g™ = h) (§3 0000 — a5 0) — S0}, (13)

where the first term is the basic zeroth-order part. Starting from this point the background

metric is 7%, but we use Greek letters for the relativistic indices, e.g., a = 0,1,2,3,



while the Latin indices are space 3D, e.g., i,7,k,[,.. = 0, 1, 2. The signature is 7,, =
diag (1,—1,—1,—1).
In the given approximation the Dirac equation reads

{waa Y (A AR CH A N B_%h}w —0. (14)

Starting from this point, the parenthesis indicate the limit of the action of derivative, i.e.,
0AB = (0A)B + AOB. The next step is to separate time ¢ from the space coordinates x;
and denote 7° = /3, that gives

{zﬁ— + m’fa,g—m—m?h%( —h)BO, + = (m’fa + W 0y)

+ —hO’w’fat - —hk%@k - Zhﬂ + < ()" Zhooﬁ - Zhow

(akhk°)5+ (akh’”) J}¢ = 0. (15)

Multiplying the last equation by /3, we change the notations according to 7" = o*, and
use the fact that

WE=hp,  hE=—hy, B =K"= —hy,  ho = —h, (16)
to arrive at

1 1 1 1 1 -1
{Z(l -+ ih — —hoo — —hok()ék> g + Z(Ozk -+ —hOék -+ —hkj()é] + §h0k> 8k

815
— Bm( ) —+ 4h — Zhoo + 0khk0 + - (0kh)
- Zh%a + - (a hir) @ }1/1 = 0. (17)

Starting from this point, the Latin indices are raised and lowered using the metric of the
Euclidean space.

The next operation is to “liberate” the time derivative. For this, we remember that
the components of h,, are taken into account only up to the linear approximation and
multiply Eq. (17) by the factor

1 1 1 - 1 1 1
14 —h— ~he — =h k) = 1— h+ =he + =hos a*. 1
<+2 500 = S how 5 +200+20k04 (18)
In this way, after a small algebra, we get
0 1 1 , 1 1]
{z pn + z<ozk + §h00 ok + §h0j adak + §hkj ol + §h0k>8k (19)

. . 1 1
+ i(h — hgo + akhko) - 5771(1 + —hoo + §h0k Oék)
+ i(@kh)o/‘“ — —hOka + - (a i) o }1/1 = 0.
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At this point we recover the powers of ¢ and A, change to the momentum representation

in the space sector, and introduce the electromagnetic potential A* = (¢, A), which means

trading
10y — 1ho; — e, —i0, — —ithd, = pg, pr — clly =c¢ (pk - ZAk> ) (20)
As a result, we get
{ih@t —ep—c (ak + %hooak + %hojajozk + %hkjozj + %h%) I,
+ % (h — h00> — 6mc2(1 + %hoo + %ho,go/“) + i%c (Oxh + 0;hj1.) o
+ % (c@khko + ho,go/“) }w —0. (21)

In the standard representation, one can easily obtain the relation

. . . - 7 0
ot = — 7% 4 Myl where Y= (U ﬁ) . (22)
0 o
As a result, Eq. (19) can be written as
ihdph = Hy,  where  H = H, + Hg (23)

and
. 1 1 ihe ih .
Ha =c (Hk + éhOOHk + éhjkﬂj) Qp — T(akh + @»hjk)o/f + ZhOkak (24)
. 9 1 1 i
Hg = ep + Bmc 1+§h00+§h0ka
5 ' ) ' 5
+ ZZ(hoo —h) + %hoﬁjklzlﬂk - %&khko (25)

Let us impose the gauge fixing condition, which helps to simplify the expressions. The

simplest option is hgr = 0, which gives

o = o+ Hj, (26)
where
1, = o+ Bme (14 Shoo) + oo — ) (27)
g = 500 7 /oo

1 1 1
Hg = C(Hk + §h00Hk + éhjkﬂj)ak - %(@h + 8jhjk)ozk = COsz;C. (28)



In the last formula, we introduced the following notations:
1
Vk = (5jk -+ §ij> Hj -+ U];, (29)
th
U]/€ = —Z<akh + 8jh]’k), Wik = hooéjk + hjk. (30)

As a first step to take the non-relativistic limit, we change the variable

2

W = Y exp ( — iTr;; t). (31)

The new spinor ¢ obeys the equation

h

ko = {e¢+ (8 — Iyme* + —moo + 1 oo — ) +H;}1p’. (32)

In the standard representation

I 0 0 ¢
B = (O I) , a = (_} 0) , and assuming ) = (('O> , (33)
- c 0 X

we meet two equations for the two-components spinors ¢ and Y,

Op 1 ih

zh@ — edp — gmchoop — —(hoo —h)p = i Vx (34)
Ox h %
z’hg — epx + 2mc” (1 . h00>X - Z—(hoo —h)x =i Ve. (35)

In the left hand side of (35), the term 2mc? (14 hoo/4) is dominating in the nonrelativistic
regime. Thus, we can neglect other terms and arrive at the approximate solution for the

“small” component of the Dirac spinor,

-V 1
_ 1- = ) .
X7 e < g0 )@ (36)

Substituting this result in Eq. (34), we get

Do mc? ih . - | R 1
Zha — epp — —hOOSO - z(hoo - h)SO - %(‘7 ’ V)2<1 - Zh00>90- (37)

This is a non-relativistic approximation to the “large” component of the Dirac spinor,
in the presence of electromagnetic and weak gravitational fields. The last enters this

expression in a rather complicated way, as one can see from the expression for V', given

by (29).
The subsequent transformations are pretty much standard, including
. 1 . . 1 . o .
(¢-V)? = §(aﬂa’f + ofe\VIVE 4 5(070"“ — " \VIVE = ViV, +ia'd*V; Vi, (38)



where V;,Vi, = V2. The r.h.s. of Eq. (37) becomes

1 1 1 , 1
g (1= o) + g0, (1 ) o )

Regardless these formulas may be boring, let us elaborate this part in detail. For the first

term, we have
1 1 1 1 - 1 1
—ViVi (1= ~hoo | = =— (1= ~heo ) I* + ——wi I IT; + —v, 11 40
oy kY < 1 oo) o < 1 oo) + Qkal gl + mvk k (40)
and for the second term,

i (1——h00> [V xV] = i&-(ﬁxﬁ)@—lhoo)

m 4 . 2m 4
+ ﬁamemkl (Mg, I, + g IT,10;) (41)
_ _QG—TZC (1 — ihoo>5 B+ ﬁamemkl(—iﬁ) (Opewr,) I1,
+ ﬁg’”emklwzr (ILIL — 1L L)

where B is a magnetic field. In the last equation, we have
eh eh
L — ILI = “—F = —¢;,B;. (42)
c c

Finally, Eq. (37) becomes

0 1 ih 1
ih a(tp = {6¢+ —mc hoo + — 1 (hoo - h) + — om (]_ - ZhOO>H2
eh 1 1
— % (1 — ZhOQ)O' B + 2—wlekHl + 'Uka
h eh
+ Eam Mkl (Opwy) I, — Ramemklejrkwerj}cp. (43)

This is the extended version of the Pauli equation, taking into account the gravitational
field hy,, restricted by the gauge fixing condition hg, = 0. Setting h,, = 0, we arrive at

the usual version of this equation.

4 Equations of motion for a non-relativistic particle

The result of the previous section is Eq. (43), which can be rewritten in the form

Op A
ih — 5% = Hop, (44)



where
H = A= W + Cyll Il + DI, (45)

In the r.h.s. of this formula and below we omit the hats for the sake of brevity. The

elements of (45) are defined as follows

1 1 . .
A= 6¢ + émCQhQO -+ —’ih(hoo — h),

4

- eh 1 -, eh R
W = %(1 — ZhOO)B + memklejrkwerjnm,

1 1 1

— (1 —= ) =

Ch 2m5kl( 4h00 + Qmwku

1 h
Dk = E’U]; + %Umemrl (GTWM) s (46)

where {n,,} form an orthonormal basis in the Cartesian coordinate system. The four
elements (46) depend on time and also on the canonical operators, i.e., coordinates x;,
momenta p; and spin 0. These operators satisfy the canonical commutation relations,

which are all zero except

[Ui7 Uj] = QiEiijk . (48)
By definition, the classical limit is equivalent to the Heisenberg equation for the operator
O(t),

© _ 1
dt ih

in the limit A~ — 0. In what follows, we shall use this scheme to derive the equations of

O, H] (49)

motion for classical canonical variables x;, p; and oy.

Equation of motion for z;

In the case of x;, we need to evaluate the commutator

At this point, things start to simplify. Since Dy = O(h), we have [x;, DiII;] = O(R?). As
we are interested in the limit A — 0, this term is irrelevant. In the remaining term, also

omitting all O(h?)’s, after certain algebra we get

1 1 h 3
[2i, Crall,I1;] = om [(1 - ZhOO)ékl + wkl] [ﬂfz,HkHl} = % [(1 + ZhOO)Hi + hz‘lHl:| (51)

10



In the limit A — 0, the equation of motion for x; becomes

e [(1 + th) I; + hqu] - (52)

Equation of motion for p;

To obtain the equation of motion for p;, we note that W = O(%) and Dy, = O(h). For
this reason, [pi, W} = O(R?) and [p;, Di] = O(h?), Thus, the corresponding terms can be
neglected. as they will not contribute in the limit 7 — 0. The relevant commutator for

pi 18
pi, H] = [pi, Al + [pi, Calli 1] . (53)

For the remaining terms, we get

h
pi, A] = —iehd;é — %mcz (Dshao) + O(R2), (54)
iy CallpIl] = [pi, Cra] eIl + Chy [ps, ) 1 + CraIly [pi, 1L (55)
where
ih 13 ieh
pis Ol = =5 | T0u(@hoo) + @he)]  and [p, L] = (@A), (56)
Substituting the equation (56) in the equation (55) we have
th |3
i, Cll,IL] = 5 Z%(@‘hoo) + (Oihyy) | 1 IL (57)
ieh ieh

+ TCkl(&Ak)Hl + TClek(a,Ak)

Finally, using (54) and (57) in Eq. (53), we obtain

, me? ih [3
pi, H = —ih |:eai¢ + N (aihoo)] ~ 5 [—5kl(3zhoo) + (8ihkl):| 11,11, (58)
m |4
ieh

Next, taking the limit A — 0, we arrive at the classical equation of motion for p;

2 1

dp; 2 3
b e (Oihoo) + ;Ckl(aiAk)Hl ~ 5 {Z%(@hoo) + (@'hkz)] I IL,  (59)

— e, — 2
a € 2

where E; = —0;¢. Now we remember that II; = p; — £A;, thus

dt — dt  cOxp dt ¢ Ot

(60)

11



Substituting Eq. (52) in (60), we get

e 0A;
c Ot

dt dt ' mc oy,

(61)

+ 4

1+ —hoo) I1;, + hklnl}

Finally, substituting (61) into (59), we arrive at the result

dll; mc? 1
dt ¢ 2 (Difoo) 2m

3
e 3
+— <5kl + —Opthoo + hkl) e, B;.
me 4

Equation of motion for o;

For the spin variable o;, the initial commutator has the form
(03, H] = 4 g (D) I1 (63)
O, = |o;, =0 1 OmE win) 1|

Using the commutation relation (48), for the sigma matrices, we have, after some algebra,

, eh 1 eh ..
[O’Z‘, H] = 2Z€ijk0k{_2—m(1 - ZhOO) Bj - 4mc€] lwlrenrmBn
h .
+E€Jml (amWZn) Hn}
zeh 1eh
= e (1 — _hOO) eka o + om Cez]k (wrrB wl]Bl> (64)
ih

In the limit A — 0, we get the equation of motion for o;,

dO’i
dt = _% (1 - Zh00> EZ]]CB o + om CQ]k (wrrB wljBl) (65)
1
" om [(&‘Mm) - (&sz‘n)] II,0%.

5 Gravitational Wave

The equations (52), (62) and (65) obtained in the previous section are not the most
general ones because of the synchronous gauge fixing condition hg, = 0. It is interesting
to discuss the physical origin of this restriction. In gravity, the gauge transformations
are related to the coordinate transformations. Thus, fixing the gauge, we choose the

reference frame, as it happens in cosmology with the synchronous gauge fixing. However,

12



in the present case, we have no right to perform the transformations of coordinates which
violate the form of the expansion (1). In particular, this means that our results do not
admit consideration of the gravitational field of rotating body. Anyway, these results are
sufficient to reconsider the two important examples, namely the plane gravitational wave
and the Schwarzschild metric. Let us start from the first of these two cases.

Consider the metric of the weak plane gravitational wave propagating along the axis

OX. The nonzero components of the gravitational perturbations are
hyy = —h,, = —2v, hy, = hy = 2u, (66)

where v and u are the functions of the light cone coordinate ¢t —x. Each of these functions
describes one possible polarization of the gravitational wave. To compare our results with
some of those available in literature, consider only one polarization state, i.e., set u = 0.

The relevant quantities are
th

wp = 20Ty, and v, = — §Tjk(8jv), (67)
where we introduced notation
0 0
Tir= [0 -1 0 (68)
0 1

Pauli equation in the plane gravitational wave background

Using (67) in Eq. (43), after some algebra, we arrive at the equation

0 1 h -
Zh —SO = 6@5 + —Hka — 6— 7 - B + lTlekHl
ot 2m 2me m
h ikl ehv
+%O_m€ ﬂrHr (8]{0) - % (gmﬂle - UTI—}TBj) "2

1 eh
= qep+ — (O + 20Ty) 1L, — —— (0 + vTk) 0% By
2m 2me

h
+%amemklﬂrnr(akv) }w- (69)

This equation can be compared with the one obtained by Quach in [19] using both pertur-
bative and exact Foldy-Wouthuysen transformations. Using the units with h =c=¢e =1,

our Hamiltonian becomes
1 1
H = m + - (5191 + 2UTkl) HkHl —_ (5kl + UTkl) O'kBl
2m 2m

1
+ %amemlelrﬂr (Okv) . (70)

13



Furthermore, we have to elaborate some expressions used in the work [19] as follows:

%Njejklal(akfli - 82Ak) = —%Elqkﬁkflj - %ElqjkajAk = —%ElBl, (71)
where we used ejklakAl- = 0;B;, and also

b Te S (0" A; — 0,A%) = b YT B 72

1 TeuX (074 = A7) = — o - (72)

Using these relations, taking into account the definition of S in (22) and applying the
Hamiltonian of [19] to the wave function ¢’ in the form (33), the result is identical to
(70), except the factor 2 which multiplies v of the last term in the first line of Eq. (70).
We did not find this factor in our calculation. This difference is likely a misprint, as it
does not affect the equations of motion found in [19].

At this point we conclude that the Pauli equation with the gravitational wave, derived

in [19], got an independent confirmation.

Equation of motion for z;

Starting from Eq. (52), we use the metric of the gravitational wave, as explained above.

The result is

dt = E (521 + 21)7}1) Hl, (73)

that is equivalent to the corresponding equation in [17]. Thus, we confirm this result.

Equation of motion for p;
Using the gravitational wave metric on Eq. (59), we arrive at

dp;
dt

1 e
= eF; — ~ T (0;0) TIIT, + %(5/“ + 20T ) I (9, A)). (74)

The unique difference with the analogous equation in [17] is the term with electric field,

which was not discussed in this reference.

Equation of motion for o;
Using the gravitational wave metric in Eq. (65), we get

do; e ev 1
dt = — % eijchjo'k — % Eijk ﬂj BlO'k — E [ (T;m&v) — (Tmﬁkv) }Hnak (75)

14



This equation is different from the one in [17]. On the other hand, using the relation
(alAn> - (anAl> = En = _Fnl = - 6nerr (76)

it can be shown equivalent to the formula obtained by Quach in [19], except the sign of

the first, non-gravitational term, which is correct in (75).

6 Newtonian limit of the Schwarzschild’s metric

One of the simplest ways to arrive at the constant Newtonian gravitational field is
to consider a weak regime of the spherically symmetric case. The Schwarzschild’s metric

tensor is given by
g = diag (A(fr)7 —A7Yr), —r?, —r?sin® 9), (77)

with the notations

2GM < 2GM

Alr) =1 o A(r) = 1+ ek (78)
In the weak-field (including Newtonian) limit, A~'(r) = A(r) and Eq. (77) becomes
g = diag (A('r’), —A(r), —r?, —r?sin? 9), (79)

Changing to the isotropic coordinates,

GM\?
r=r (1 + 27“’02) (80)

it is easy to verify that Eq. (79) gets the form

g = diag (A(r), —A(r), —r2A(r), —r?sin® 9[1(7’)). (81)

In this formula, we omitted the prime in the new coordinate, ' — r, for simplicity.

Defining the new (quasi-cartesian) coordinates
r=rcos¢sing, y=rsingsinf, z=rcosb, (82)
the metric is cast as

g = diag (A(r), —fl(r), —fl(r), — sin? 921(7“)), (83)

15



that is (1), gu = M + Ay, with

2¢
hyw = — and O = ——— (84)

c2

o O O =
S O = O
S = O O
_ o O O
=

is the Newtonian potential. With this metric, we can write the relevant terms in the

summands of vector Vj, in (30),

49 , 5
Wrr = C—Qdkl, Vp = — @ ih 6k<1> . (85)
Now we are in a position to consider Pauli equation and the equations for the particle.

The comparison will be with the results of Ref. [11].

Pauli equation in the Newtonian limit

Introducing the metric given by Eq. (84) and the terms (85) in Eq. (43), we get, for
the Newtonian limit of the Schwarzschild’s metric,

Dy 1 - eh .
n e o —(1 —>H2——(1——)*.B
ih Y {e¢ +mP + - + 5.2 e o (86)
5ih
2mc?

h

To compare with the equation of [11], we have to take zero electromagnetic field, use the
natural system of units i = ¢ = ¢ = 1 and add the rest energy mc> = m. With these
changes, the Hamiltonian operator in (86) becomes

2 7 1 .. 51
H=m+m®d+ 2p—m(1 + 5@) + EUJEJM(ak(I))pl ~om (Ok®) pr, (87)

The Hamiltonian obtained in [11] has the form

- B (e +p* GM B(2e+m) .o .
Hsp = o= G\ = |~ Ry 25 @< D + VAL 6
where
{A,B} = AB + BA, e =+/m?+ p?, g=—-Vo, (89)

and ¥ has been defined in (22). Looking for the correspondence with (87), let us expand

2 2
/ p p
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Then, in the leading approximation,

2e+m 3
cermo 2 91
ele+m)  2m (91)
and (88) boils down to
Hsr = m+m¢+p—2(1+4©)+ialelkj(8 @)p‘+iv2<1> (92)
5 2m 4m R am ’

that has different numerical coefficients compared to our result (87).

Equation of motion for z;

In the same way as before, we derive the equation for z; in (52) in the case of Newtonian

limit of the Schwarzschild metric,

dx; 1 7P
L= —(1+4+— )11, 3
dt m ( * 202> (93)

In this case, there is no equivalent result in the literature to compare.

Equation of motion for p;

This part may have certain importance related to the experiments devoted to the
high-precision measurement of the small ferromagnetic particles caused by the weak grav-
itational field [7]. Regardless those are macroscopic particles, the model of a massive Dirac
particle with spin may be used as a zero-order approximation. Let us note that the mo-
tion of small macroscopic particles with magnetic moment was not explored theoretically,
until now*

The equation (59) with the metric (84), becomes

dp;
dt

Again, to make a comparison with the result of [11], one has to switch off electromagnetic

7
dmc?

B — m(0.®) — s (14 ) 6
— —cE — m(6,9) (9,@) 1 +mc<1+62>(6,Al)Hl. (94)

field and use the natural units, that transforms (94) into

dpz 7 9
= —m(0,®) — — (9D p*.
P m(0®) — (@) (95)
On the other hand, the equation of [11] is
dp  e€+p*
- = 96
dt € (96)

4Authors are grateful to Yu.N. Obukhov for the discussion of this point.
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where € an g are defined by (89). Using the O(1/m) approximation, we obtain the equation

dp;
dt

2
m

Once again, there is a numerical difference with Eq. (95). Independent on this difference,

we can from both (95) and (97), that an additional acceleration depends on the orientation

and magnitude of the velocity of the particle, but not on the spin variable. This means,

we do not have too much expectation to meet spin-gravity interactions for small magnetic

particles too. Anyway, it would be an interesting issue to check.

Equation of motion for o;

Finally, with the metric given by equation (84), the equation for o; in (65) becomes

dUz‘:_i<

dt me

2 [ (0,8) o — (0,) Ty (98)

P 4e
1+ —)eijkBjak + o €1 Bjoy, + e

2c?
Using the natural system of unit with zero electromagnetic field, we arrive at

do; 2

Taking the equation obtained in [11] (in our notations)

do 2¢ +m

i m&x(ﬁxﬁ). (100)

Performing the O(1/m) expansion, in the first nontrivial order we obtain

dé; 3
d_i =5 (OkP)pior — (0:P)pro|- (101)

Compared to (99), we meet the same structure, but with a different coefficient.

7 Conclusions

We considered the nonrelativistic approximation for the Dirac equation in a combina-
tion of a general weak gravitational field and a general weak electromagnetic field. The
calculations are technically more complex and cumbersome that the ones for particular
metrics, such as plane gravitational wave or the Newton gravity. On the other hand, our
calculations were performed using a more simple and “basic” method, compared to the

exact or perturbative Foldy-Wouthuysen transformations. The main result of our efforts
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are the extended version of the Pauli equation (43) and Egs. (52), (62) and (65) for a
charged spinning particle.

In the particular case of the plane gravitational wave we met a perfect correspondence
with the previous equations of [19], which partially corrected the first derivation of [17].
In another particular case, of the Newtonian gravity, we found the same general structure
which was previously reported in [11], but in many cases, with different coefficients.

From the physical side, an important result is that the relativistic corrections to the
Newton law depends on the velocity of the particles, but does not depend on the spin
of the particles. Thus, the qualitative situation is somehow similar to the one of MOND
[23], which is tested in the experiment [7].
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