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Abstract

The general Dirac equation in-1 dimensions with a potential with a completely general btrestructure is studied.
Considering mixed vector-scalar-pseudoscalar squaenpals, the states of relativistic fermions are inveséda
This relativistic problem can be mapped intoféeetive Schrodinger equation for a square potential wigulgve
and attractive delta-functions situated at the borders.ogaillatory transmission cdiécient is found and resonant
state energies are obtained. In a special case, the samd boargy spectrum for spinless particles is obtained,
confirming the predictions of literature. We showed thastetice of bound-state solutions are conditioned by the
intensity of the pseudoscalar potential, which possediaairizalue.
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1. Introduction

Since its formulation in 19281], the Dirac equation has been widely investigated in variphysical systems.
Among the applications, we can highlight the Klein’s parafl&-4], the description of electrons in graphe®§ the
influence of the nuclear medium on the nucledjshd the relativistic hydrogen ator][

The pseudospin symmetry (PSS) is a topic of intense dismusactivities and recent progress in the last decades.
PSS was introduced in nuclear physics for explain the degeies of orbitals in single particle spect&9]. In order
to understand the origin of PSS, we need to take into acchamhbtion of the nucleons in a relativistic mean field and
thus consider the Dirac equatiob0-12]. The case in which the mean field is composed by a ve®tdrand a scalar
(Vs) potential, withE = V; + V5 = 0 (V; = —Vs) is usually pointed out as a necessary condition for ocoge®f PSS
in nuclei [10-12]. The study of symmetries in resonant states is certainlgt@nesting topic. The authors of RelLd
showed that the PSS in single particle resonant states Ininsiexactly conserved, i.e., the pseudospin doublets wit
different quantum numbeks —« + 1 have the same resonant state with en&gyand widthl',es. That novel result
were illustrated for single particle resonances in splaésguare-well and Woods—Saxon potentials. Additiontily,
Dirac equation exhibit spin symmetry (SS) when the vectal scalar potentials have the same magnitude and was
used for explain the small spin-orbit splitting in hadroh4][ Recently, a comprehensive review of the progress on the
PSS and SS in various systems and potentials have beene@poft5], including extensions of the PSS study from
stable to exotic nuclei, from non-confining to confining pdieals, from local to non-local potentials, from central
to tensor potentials, from bound to resonant states, froofepn to anti-nucleon spectra, from nucleon to hyperon
spectra, and from spherical to deformed nuclei.

The four-dimensional Dirac equation with a mixture of sptedty symmetric scalar, vector and tensor interactions
can be reduced to the two-dimensional Dirac equation withxaume of scalar, vector and pseudoscalar couplings
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when the fermion is limited to move in just one directigyy € p, = 0) [16]. In this restricted motion the scalar and
vector interactions preserve their Lorentz structuresleathe tensor interaction becomes a pseudoscalar. Thik kin
of dimensional reduction is very useful because the twoedisional version of the Dirac equation can be thought
as that one describing a fermion embedded in a four-dimeak&pace-time with either spin up or spin dow. [
Furthermore, the absence of angular momentum and spihiatdriaction as well as the use ok2 matrices, instead

of 4 x 4 matrices, allow us to explore the physical consequencésofegative-energy states in a mathematically
simpler and more physically transparent way. Thereforecar take advantage of the simplicity of the lowest
dimensionality of the space-time.

Considering mixed scalar-vector potentials the Dirac &quan (1+1) dimensions have been investigated for
a sign potential I7] and smooth step potential]. In the context of mixed scalar-vector-pseudoscalar miceks
(the most general Lorentz structure), the bound-statdisokifor fermions and antifermions in{1) dimensions
have been studied for harmonic oscillator potentid],| Poschl-Teller potentialZ0], Cornell potential 21, 22|
and Coulomb potential?@]. In those works, the relation between spin and pseudogpmreetries using charge-
conjugation and chiral transformation was illustrated.

The square potentials, wells and barriers, are models wighedd in low-dimensional systems such as the quantum
dots 4], Dirac fermions in graphen&§], electrons in semiconductor heterostructui28} pnd theoretical studies
[27, 28]. Besides these applications, the well and barrier paitnére extremely examples used as toy-models in
textbooks (for example, sed||), further increasing its importance in quantum mechanics

The main motivation of this paper is the approach of the De&guation (%1) dimensional in the framework
of mixed vector-scalar-pseudoscalar square potentiah& sEattering solutions furnish an oscillatory transmissi
codficient, which does not present a total reflection. The presehdound-state solutions are conditioned by the
intensity of the pseudoscalar potential, which possesgieativalue, compared to the mixed vector-scalar poténtia
Those interesting results are obtained as solutions offactwe Schrodinger equation for a square potential with
repulsive and attractive delta-functions situated at tn@érs. The results can give us support for study PSS and SS
in high dimensionality of the space-time.

2. The Dirac equationin (1+1) D

The time-independent Dirac equation for a fermion of resssmain the background of vectol), scalar {s)

and pseudoscalayf) potentials can written as (with units in whigh=c=1)

+ 03 1- 03

> 2+ > A+ 02Vp (1)
whereo 1, o, ando are the Pauli matrices ai= V; + Vs, A = V; — V.

The Dirac equation is covariant under— —xif V, changes sign where&s andV; remain the same. This is
because the parity operat®r= exp(ic) Poo3, wheree is a constant phase afg changes into —x, changes the sign
of o1 ando but not ofos.

The charge-conjugation operation is accomplished by #resformationy. = o1¢* and the Dirac equation be-
comesHgy. = —Ey, with

1
Hy =Ey¢y, H=01p+osm+

| + o3 | — 03
2 A 2
One see that the charge-conjugation operation changegthefshe energy and of the potentidlsandVp,. In turn,
this means thaX turns into—A andA into —X. Therefore, to be invariant under charge conjugation, tamionian

must contain only a scalar potential.
The chiral operator for a Dirac spinor is the matyix= o1. Under thediscrete chiral transformatiothe spinor
is transformed ag, = y°y and the transformed Hamiltonia#, = y°Hy® is

HC=O'1p+O'3m—

2+O’2Vp. (2)

+ 03 |—O’3
A
> T

This means that the chiral transformation changes the gigreanass and of the scalar and pseudoscalar potentials,
thus turningXZ into A and vice versa. A chiral invariant Hamiltonian needs to hze® mass anlfs andV, zero
everywhere.

I
HX=o-1p—o-3m+ 2+O’2Vp. (3)



The equation (1) decomposes into two first-order equationthe uppery ., and the lowery,_, components of
the spinor:

_io'di); My, + S — oy = By, )
—i d(;”)(* —my_ + A + Vs = By (5)

The components of four-current are given 8y = ¢y andJ* = ¢y oy, If we use the spinow in terms of its
components the four-current is expressedby: [, |* + [y_|? andJ* = 2Re(* y_) which are conserved quantities
for stationary states. Then, the Dirac spinor is normal'tz:reﬁf;c dxX = 1, so thaty, andy_ are square integrable
functions. It is clear from the pair of coupled first-ordeffeliential equationglj and 6) thaty,, andy_ have opposite
parities if the Dirac equation is covariant under —x.

ForA = 0 andE # —m, using the expression fay_ obtained from §) and inserting it into eq.4) the Dirac
equation fory, becomes

i d

b= - v ©)
d?y,
dx?

Therefore, the solution of the relativistic problem is megjnto a Sturm-Liouville problem for the upper component

of the Dirac spinor. As discussed in the re20], we can take advantage of the discrete chiral transfoomaji®)

and we can obtain the solutions fbr= 0 from theA = 0 case. This means that the chiral symmetry is invoked to

obtain the equations obeyed by andy_, for ¥ = 0 andE # m. They are obtained from the previous ones by doing

Yy oy, m— -mE — AandVp, - -V,. The solutions foA = 0 with E = —-mandX = 0 with E = m, called

isolated solutionsZ2, 29, 30], are obtained directly from the original first-order edoas @) and 6). ForA = 0 and

E = —m, we obtain

2, Vo
+ (E+m)2+Vp+W

I/ =(E2_mz)lﬁ+ (7)

v,

dx - Vp'p+ =0 (8)
dy_ .
% F Ve = —i (S + 2m)y, )
whose solution is
v, = N,e™™ (10)
yo = [N-—iNL (9] e (11)
whereN,; andN_ are normalization constants, and
X
v = [ dyvh0) (12)
X
1(X) = f dy[=(y) + 2m] eV, (13)

Note that this sort of isolated solution cannot describéadag states and inasmuch@s andy_ are normalizable
functions, the possible isolated solution implies tgt= 0, therefore the presence of a pseudoscalar potensiaiés
gua nonfor provide isolated solution2p].



3. The Square Potentials

Lets us consider

20 = Cxa(), (14

A=0, (15)

Vp(X) = Cpg(x) (16)

009 = 5 [sank—a) ~ sgne+ ] an

where sgrf) = x/|x (x # 0) is the sign functionCs andC, are constants with dimensions of energy. Due to the
chiral symmetry we can focus the discussion ondluase A = 0). The results for the cage# 0, X = 0 andV,, still
given by (L6), can be easily obtained by just changing the signs ahdC, in the relevant expressions.

For the potentialsl4), (15) and (L6) we have not found a normalizable isolated solution Vit —m, i.e., the
absence of isolated solution is becaWgéx) = 0 for|x| > aand thereforey. is a constant. For the cage# —mthe
Eq. (7) takes the form

2
R T 18)
where c
Ver(¥) = [Cs(E + m) - C3| g(x) + 7" [6(x - a) — 6(x + a)], (19)

§(x) is the Dirac delta function and th&ective energy particle is given lif/2m, with k? = E2—m?. We note that the
effective potential distinguishes particles and anti-plasid Cy, # 0, and so we can not expect a symmetric spectrum
with respect tcE.

Let us introduce the parametee Vg(|X| < @), where

Ver(IX| < @) = C5 — Cx(E +m). (20)

The parameter characterizes threeftierent profiles for theféective potential as illustrated in figurel). If r < O,
the dfective potential consists in a finite square well potentistha region-a < x < +a with attractive and repulsive
delta function situated at = —a andx = +a, respectively. Ifr = 0, the dfective potential consists in a double delta
function potential with attractive and repulsive deltadtion situated ak = —a andx = +a, respectively. Finally, if

r > 0, the dfective potential consists in a finite square barrier pot¢atithe region-a < x < +a with attractive and
repulsive delta function situated at —a andx = +a, respectively.

3.1. Scattering States

We focused our attention to the scattering states solutlmatsdescribes a fermion moving from left to right. In
this way,¥(x — —oo) describes an incident wave moving to the right and a reflieateve moving to the left, and
Y(X — —o0) describes a transmitted wave moving to the right or an es@er@ wave. The upper components for
scattering states are written as

A, exp(kx) + A_exp(-ikx) forx< -a
U (X) ={ B,explinx) + B_expinx) for|x<a (22)
D. exp(kx) for x> +a
where
n=ie_r (22)
The group velocity of the waves described above is given by
dE k
Vg= 7 = t—— 23
9 dk (—kz e ( )
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Figure 1: Profiles for #ective potentiaVgz(x) for r > 0 (pointed line)y = 0 (thin line) andr < 0 (dashed line).

where the double signal is related to propagation directi@m both range the probability current densities are given
by

2k
1 _ — 2 _ 2 > _ 24
JH (X —> —c0) =" m(lAil |A<]) for Ez-m (24)
and ok
1 — 2 >
JH (X —> +0) iE+m|Di| for  EZ-m (25)

Note that)}(—co) = Jinc—Jret @andJI(+00) = Jyrans, Wheredine, Jret andJyans are nonnegative quantities characterizing
the incident, reflected and transmitted waves, respegtielE + m > 0, thenA, e (A_e ") will describe the
incident (reflected) wave, and_ = 0. On the other hand, & + m < 0, thenA_e™** (A,e"™) will describe the
incident (reflected) wave, aridl, = 0.

To determinate the reflection and transmissiorfitcients, we use the probability current densities givenZay (
and @5). Thex-independent probability current allow us to define the otite and transmission ciients as

Ro=lr.f , Te=[tf with R.+T.=1 (26)
where the quantities
As D.
r.=— and t.=— 27
£ = £= A (27)

are called reflection and transmission amplitudes, resedget
We demand thaf, be continuous at = +a, that is

im (%) [£5277= 0. (28)

Moreover, the ffect due to the delta function potential dui, /dxin the neighborhood of = +a can be evaluated by
integrating (8) from +a — o to +a + o and taking the limit- — 0. Thereby, we obtain

lim
-0 dX

d‘/’Jr(X) X=ta+o _ i%l/hr(x = ia) A (29)

X=t+a-o =



With . (X) given by @1), conditions 28) and @9) imply that

B.e 1+ B P =AM Ad (30)
D.e*=B,é"™+B e (31)

' . ' C : :
kD@~ in(B.€" - B.e™) = =% (B,€"™ + B.e") (32)

i (B.e™ — B_™) —ik (A, 67k — A_gk?) =

C . . (33)
- 7" (B, +B€™)
Omiting the algebraic details, we obtain the relative atgks
B, ink(n+k+iCp/2)eitema
= > (34)
B. K (77 - k- iCp/Z) gm-ka
A 2d (35)
A K [nz ~ (ke icp/z)z] sin(4ya)e-2ka
A 2d (36)
D 872ika
A d 37)
where
d = cos(za) — sin(2a) f(K) (38)
and 4 C2 )
ke+C5/4+7n
f(k) = |+ . (39)
The equation37) given us the transmission déieient
: (40)

T 1+ sinf(2na) [| (W2 - 1| - 2 sin(@a)Re] f(K)] '

The scattering process is only possible with localized giesrin the rang¢E| > m and therk € R. We see that
both the &ective potential as the transmission ffa@ent depends on the energy and then the transmissidhaieet
is not symmetric with respect 6. We can see that the transmission increases with energgindf) — co T — 1.
The transmission cdigcient provides us the necessary condition to obtain theneegcstates

N+1
7= % where N = 0,1,2, 3.. (41)
Therefore, the energies of resonant states can be writen as
N + 1) 2 C3
E=i\/%+(m—cz)2+7p—cz (42)
and in the limitN — oo, we obtain N
E= iz—; . (43)



For this case = 0 the energy is fixed = C,ZJ/CZ —m) and we can see that the pseudoscalar potential influence to
transmission ca@cient as showed in figur2 From figure2, we note an oscillatory behavior and no full reflection, as
expected. AJ does not depend on the sing®f the transmission cdkcient have the same values from both barrier
and well pseudoscalar potentials.
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Figure 2: Transmission céiicient forr =0,Cy =2,m=a= 1.

Some profiles for transmission dieient are show in the figur@ for differents values of, andCsz. We can
see that there is not full reflection for all cases. Furthemffigure3 we can note that curves of the transmission
codficient for negative energy are closer between them in corsjmaréo curves for positive energy. As expected, for
very high energy] — 1 and also observe that the pseudoscalar potential madriteroscillatory behavior df.

Also, we can observe that the energies from resonant statesdh similar to bound state energies for an infinity
double-step potential

—00 X< -—-a
Vpz(X) =1 Cps X< |al (44)
400 X>a
inthe limitN — oo
(N + 1)271'2 CZ 2 CZ
E:J_r\/4—az+(m+?) +C,2)+?. (45)

The similarity is because the bound state energies comelsppproximately to real part of the resonant energies
obtained from the poles of the transmission amplitude fogwase well B1]. A study on correspondence between
behavior ofT and the bound-state energies for nonrelativistic squats wed barriers was done by Maheswari and
collaborators32). But the authors make some mistakes, corrected by AhB@awhich also discusses some criteria
to find oscillatoryT for a potential class.

3.2. Bound States

The bound-states solution&[ < m) can be obtained fron2Q) using the prescriptiokh = +i |kl andA, =D_ =0
ork = —ilk andA_ = D, =0, i.e., the bound-states solutions correspond to the pol#wdfansmission amplitude
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Figure 3: Transmission céiicient form = a = 1;Cp = 0, Cz = 1 (solid line);Cp = 1, Cs = 0 (solid-dot line);Cp = 1, Cs = 0.5 (long dashed
line); Cp = 1,Cx = -0.5 (pointed line).

The conditions28) and @9) providing the following quantization condition

2n ||
n? +Cj/4 - kP
We note that the above condition does not depend on the si@p (farrier or square well pseudoscalar potential),

and hence the energies does not depend on the localizatitwe alfelta function. Using the trigonometric relation
cot@) = —tan@/2) + /1 + cot(6), the quantization condition can be rewrite as

tan@a) = + 1+ [fK)]> - f(K) (47)

We can see that in the absence of pseudoscalar potedgia (0), the quantization condition is the same obtained
for spin-0 bosons34]. This equivalence confirm the results obtained by P. Atbarid collaborators3p], which
show that the spin and pseudospin symmetries in Dirac exjuptbduce an equivalent energy espectra for relativistic
spin-1/2 and spin-0 particles in the presence of vector and scatanpals.

= tan(2;a) (46)

3.2.1. Case 0.
Forr = 0 we have; = +i |k|, therefore 46) can be writen as

2|k

————— =tanh(2k| a). 4
Soja- o - Bk (48)

The above condition has just one solutiorjkin= 0, therefore we do not have bound-states solutiong fer0.
The case > 0 has a repulsive barrier between the two delta functions daes not contain bound-states solutions
too. The equation?0) and the conditiofE| < mallows us to conclude that only have bound state€for O.

3.2.2. Case k0.

Forr < 0 we have the condition 8 C,ZJ < 2mG and the quantization conditions provides the figutasnd5.

The dfective potential given by equatiod9) has not defined parity, and therefore do not know the pafity o
the solutions. Obviously, the ca€g = 0 show energy levels with parity defined, even (odd) solstitinnegative
(positive) sign in 47), the same behavior is found in referen8d][ The ground state energ¥(s), in the figure4
(5), is given byEgs ~ m— Cs (Egs = m— CpsgnCp)). Therefore we obtain the constrdiy + C,sgnCp) = 2mfor
the low-energy state. As we already know, there are alwaysadatates solutions (at least one) if the intensity of the
pseudoscalar barrier or well not exceeds the critical v@@ﬁiéc = V2mG;, forCs # 0.
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Figure 4: Bound-states espectrum@y =0,m=a= 1.
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Figure 5: Bound-states espectrum@r=2, m=a= 1.

4. Conclusions

The states of fermions in the framework of mixed vector&ecpkeudoscalar square potentials was investigated.
The condition for spin symmetnA(= 0) enables to decouple the Dirac equation in fieative Schrodinger equation
with a square potential with repulsive and attractive deltections situated at the borders for the upper component;
and the lower component was expressed in term of the uppgraoent in a simple way. An oscillatory transmission
codficient and resonant states energy were obtained. We shoaeexilstence of bound-state solutions are condi-
tioned by the intensity of the pseudoscalar potential, tvipiasses a critical valuég”“c = 42mG; for Cy # 0. In the
absence of pseudoscalar potential, we obtain the samewspeor spinless particle8f], confirming the predictions

9



of Ref. [35].

This work can illustrate some general conclusions drawmemipus works about spin and pseudospin symmetries,
we can obtain the solutions far= 0 from theA = 0 case, using the chiral transformation (changing the sijins
andC,, in the relevant expressions). Finally, it is well known tegtiare potentials, wells and barriers are of certain
interest in solid state physics, therefore our resultsatbalapplied to refine one-dimensional potential modelsathus
by ions in a periodic crystal lattice, as the Kronig—Penneylei [36]. Other possible application of our results could
be in the neutron scattering on nucleus, where bound-sifteriations are extract for many isotopes in w8l
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