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Abstract

This work aims to reproduce a quantum system composed of a charged spin - 1/2 fermion

interacting with a dyon with an opposite electrical charge (charge-dyon system), utilizing a position-

dependent effective mass (PDM) background in the non-relativistic regime via the PDM free Pauli

equation. To investigate whether there is a PDM quantum system with the same physics (analogous

model) that a charge-dyon system (target system), we resort to the PDM free Pauli equation itself.

We proceed with replacing the exact bi-spinor of the target system into this equation, obtaining

an uncoupled system of non-linear partial differential equations for the mass distribution M . We

were able to solve them numerically for M considering a radial dependence only, i.e., M = M(r),

fixing θ0, and considering specific values of µ and m satisfying a certain condition. We present

the solutions graphically, and from them, we determine the respective effective potentials, which

actually represent our analogous models. We study the mapping for eigenvalues starting from the

minimal value j = µ− 1/2.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The study of magnetic monopoles is an interesting and active area of physics. Despite

its non-experimental verification, the magnetic monopole is still a subject of investigation

by several authors; Dirac in the 1930s explained electric charge quantization due to the

presence of magnetic monopoles and his paper [1] was probably one of the works that mo-

tivated several researchers for the investigation of the theoretical aspects of the physics of

the magnetic monopoles. As well as the magnetic monopole — used here as a synonym of

a particle having a magnetic charge —, dyon is also a hypothetical particle having electric

and magnetic charges simultaneously. Such particle was proposed by Schwinger in 1969

as a phenomenological alternative to quark model [2]. In his article, Schwinger speculates

that hadrons can be composed of these dual particles, having fractional electric and mag-

netic charges and considering the idea of electroweak interaction with its vectorial bosons

exchanging electric charge, he postulated the existence of a new vectorial boson S (strong)

of unit magnetic charge intermediating charge-exchange process for the dyon. The study of

dyons and isolated magnetic monopoles has received some attention over the latest years,

and several works on this topic are available in the literature [3–8]. Recently, A. Eriksson

and E. Sjöqvist carried out a research about monopole field textures in interacting spin

systems [16].

On the other hand, quantum systems with position-dependent effective mass (PDM quan-

tum systems) have been studied and used in a great number of works and a considerable

interest in this subject has also grown up over the latest years. PDM quantum systems

arose initially in the study of transport phenomena in semiconductors of variable, position-

dependent chemical composition. The Hamiltonian for PDM quantum systems in its more

general form and the ordering problem that it carries were studied by von Roos in 1980s [17].

Zhu and Kroemer studied in 1983 an abrupt heterojunction between two different semicon-

ductors, proposing in this work a given ordering [18]. Mustafa and Mazharimousavi carried

out in 2007 an important work about ordering ambiguity via PDM pseudo-momentum oper-

ators, proposing a different ordering [19]. Both Mustafa-Mazharimousavi and Zhu-Kroemer

ordering are physically allowed by the Dutra and Almeida Test [20]. PDM quantum sys-

tems have been investigated por Mustafa and Algadhi, resulting in recent works, such as:

Position-dependent mass charged particles in magnetic and Aharonov–Bohm flux fields: sep-
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arability, exact and conditionally exact solvability [21]; Landau quantization for an electric

quadrupole moment of position-dependent mass quantum particles interacting with electro-

magnetic fields [22]; Position-dependent mass momentum operator and minimal coupling:

point canonical transformation and isospectrality [23].

PDM quantum systems were also investigated by Yu, Dong and co-authors, resulting in a

series of works, such as: solutions of the PDM Schrödinger equation for the Morse potential

[24]; exactly solvable potentials for the Schrödinger equation with spatially dependent mass

[25]; exact solutions of the PDM Schrödinger equation for a hard-core potential [26]; algebraic

approach to the position-dependent mass Schrödinger equation for a singular oscillator [27];

solution of the Dirac equation with position-dependent mass in a Coulomb and scalar fields

in a conical space-time [28]. Such systems can also be used to model scattering in abrupt

heterostructures [29], quantum dots [30] and in mapping conical spaces [31].

1. Analogous models

Analogous models for systems including magnetic monopoles have already been inves-

tigated over the last years by several other authors and some of these models were even

obtained experimentally. Thus, in the theoretical and experimental aspect there is also

plenty of research and the physics of magnetic monopoles was reproduced in spin ice system

[9–11], as well as, more recently, in quantum fields [12]; synthetic magnetic fields [13]; cre-

ation of a Dirac monopole-antimonopole pair in a spin-1 Bose-Einstein condensate [14] and

by the use of metamaterials [15]. We will list some of these recent works in the table I.

Considering magnetic monopoles and dyons, the investigation about analogous models for

charge-monopole and charge-dyon systems using PDM quantum systems (PDM Schrödinger

equation) was initially carried out by the authors in [32, 33] where an exact mapping was

constructed for both cases. Later the authors carried out an investigation about the mapping

between a charged spin- 1/2 fermion interacting with a monopole and PDM quantum systems

via PDM free Pauli equation [34]. We summarize in Table II the analogous models already

built and investigated by the authors using PDM quantum systems.

3



Target systems Analogous models Authors / year

Dirac monopole-antimonopole Spin-1 Bose–Einstein condensate Tiurev et al./2019 [14]

Dirac monopole-antimonopole Spin ice Castelnovo et al./2018 [9]

Dirac monopole Spin ice Revell et al./2013 [11]

Isolated monopole Metamaterials Wang et al./2014 [15]

Isolated monopole Spin-1 Bose–Einstein condensate Ray et al./2014 [12]

Isolated Dirac monopole Nanoscopic magnetized needle Béché et al./ 2013 [6]

Monopole and Dirac strings Spin ice Morris et al./ 2009 [10]

TABLE I: Selection of some recent works on analogous models, which reproduce the physics of

the magnetic monopole (antimonopole). Their respective authors and year of publication are also

presented.

Target systems Analogous model Authors / year

Charge-monopole system PDM quantum systems A. Schmidt, A. de Jesus / 2018 [32]

Charge-dyon system PDM quantum systems A. de Jesus, A. Schmidt / 2019 [33]

Relativistic charge-dyon system PDM quantum systems A. de Jesus, A. Schmidt / 2019 [33]

Spin - 1/2 charge-monopole system PDM quantum systems A. de Jesus, A. Schmidt / 2019 [34]

Conical space PDM quantum systems A. de Jesus, A. Schmidt / 2019 [31]

TABLE II: Summary of the target systems and the analogous model using PDM quantum systems,

which were already built and investigated by the authors. The year of publication is also presented.

It is useful to comment that PDM quantum systems using the Pauli equation are still

little explored in the literature. However, a few years ago, the authors investigated quantum

systems with spin-orbit interaction via Rashba and Dresselhaus terms utilizing the usual

and PDM Pauli equation [39].

In the present work our goal is to make another contribution to this subject, setting up

a map between the charge-dyon and a PDM quantum system via PDM free Pauli equation,

i.e., we intend to reproduce, utilizing a PDM background, the physics of a constant mass,

charged spin-1/2 fermion interacting with a dyon, with an opposite electrical charge, at

origin (the charge-dyon system is a bound system which was not observed in nature yet).
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It is important to comment that there are some similarities between the mappings utilizing

charge - monopole and charge - dyon systems, the difference is that the latter involves

confluent hypergeometric functions 1F1, as well as the product eQ, where e is the electric

charge of the spin-1/2 fermion and Q is the electrical charge of the dyon (with eQ < 0). Both

the models will match considering Q = 0. In this sense, the present work is a continuation

of the previous work developed in reference [34]

The outline for our paper is the following: in section II, we present the PDM free Pauli

equation and derive the effective potential in the Zhu-Kroemer parametrization. In section

III we build the uncoupled system of mapping equations for charge-dyon system, satisfied

by a mass distribution M(r) in the non-relativistic case, and solve them numerically for the

case where the eigenvalues start from the minimal value j = µ − 1/2. The solutions are

presented graphically. Finally, in section IV, we conclude the work.

II. PAULI FREE EQUATION IN POSITION-DEPENDENT EFFECTIVE MASS

BACKGROUND

In this section we present the basic structure of PDM quantum systems, starting from

the Hamiltonian for these systems, known as von Roos Hamiltonian Hroos. We can build

the PDM Pauli equation for the free case, i.e., in the absence of electromagnetic fields, as

we will see. In this work we will use natural units where ~ = me = c = k0 = 1, e =
√
α

(here α is the so-called fine-structure constant, namely α ≈ 1/137) and we will choose

M(xi) = 2m(xi), where xi is a spatial coordinate. We sometimes will omit the function

arguments for simplicity. The von Roos Hamiltonian Hroos for position-dependent effective

mass is given by the following expression,

Hroos = −1

2

[
Mα~∇Mβ ~∇Mγ +Mγ ~∇Mβ ~∇Mα

]
+ Vext, (1)

where α, β and γ are the von Roos ambiguity parameters and they obey the constraint

α + β + γ = −1. Let us consider here the external potential Vext = 0, it makes (1) be

a purely kinetic Hamiltonian H0. This Hamiltonian may be written in a form where the

ambiguity parameters lie inside an effective potential Ueff [40]. After some algebra, we can

write (1) as,

H0 = − 1

M
∇2 +

1

M2
~∇M · ~∇+ Ueff , (2)
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this expression will be utilized throughout our work. After eliminating γ, Ueff has the

following form in terms of α and β parameters,

Ueff =
(β + 1)

2

∇2M

M2
− [α(α + β + 1) + β + 1]

(~∇M)2

M3
. (3)

The free Pauli equation can be obtained from the usual Pauli equation [46], that is,

1

2m
(~σ · [~P − e ~A])2ψ + eV ψ = Eψ, (4)

where ~P = −i~~∇ is the momentum operator, ~A is the vector potential, V is the scalar electric

potential and ~σ = σxî+ σy ĵ + σzk̂ is the Pauli vector (σx, σy, σz are the Pauli matrices). In

the case where ~A = V = 0, the equation (4) becomes,

− 1

2m
(~σ · ~∇)2ψ = Eψ (5)

An important relation involving the Pauli vector, dot and cross product is [44–46],

(~σ · ~a)(~σ ·~b) = I2(~a ·~b) + i(~a×~b) · ~σ, (6)

where I2 is the 2× 2 identity matrix. Replacing ~a = ~b = ~∇ in the previous relation, we have

(
~

σ · ~∇)2ψ = I2(~∇ · ~∇ψ) + i(~∇× ~∇ψ) · ~σ = I2∇2ψ and the equation (5) becomes,

I2(−
1

2m
∇2)ψ = I2H0ψ = Eψ (7)

The equation (7) is the so-called free Pauli equation (note that the Pauli matrices σi drop

out in free case). Taking ψ as a bi-spinor (Pauli bi-spinor), the free Pauli equation in matrix

form simply reads,  H0 0

0 H0

 ψ+

ψ−

 = E

 ψ+

ψ−

 . (8)

The component ψ+ is related to spin up and ψ−, to spin down. The equation (7) becomes the

PDM free Pauli equation if we replace the kinetic operator H0 by the von Roos Hamiltonian

(2).

To determine the effective potential Ueff for a particular system, we need to know the

mass distribution M and also to select a given ordering that must obey some physical

considerations. In this work we will use the Zhu-Kroemer ordering [18] where,

α = γ = −1/2, β = 0, (9)
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that is, a parametrization which fulfills the Dutra and Almeida test [20]. This choice implies

an effective potential Ueff , given by the following expression,

Ueff =
1

2

∇2M

M2
− 3

4

(~∇M)2

M3
. (10)

In the next section we will utilize this effective potential in the construction of our analogous

model.

III. MAPPING A NON-RELATIVISTIC CHARGE-DYON SYSTEM INTO POSI-

TION DEPENDENT EFFECTIVE MASS BACKGROUND BY THE PDM FREE

PAULI EQUATION

In the present section we will build the exact mapping between charge-dyon and PDM

quantum systems via PDM free Pauli equation, that is, we will perform a map between a

system composed of a charged fermion of constant mass m0 = 1 and spin - 1/2 — up or down

— interacting with a dyon located at the origin into a charged spin - 1/2 fermion interacting

with an effective potential Ueff . In order to obtain such a mapping we replace the exact

wavefunction (Pauli bi-spinor) of the charge-dyon system into the PDM free Pauli equation

(8) and solve it for the mass M . The analogous model — a charged spin - 1/2 fermion with

position-dependent effective mass, which is equivalent to a charged spin - 1/2 fermion with

constant mass interacting with the effective potential (10) — reproduces exactly the behavior

of the original charge-dyon system (target system). From now on in our calculations we will

utilize spherical coordinates (r, θ, φ). Using the Laplacian in spherical coordinates and the

effective potential (10), the equation (7) yields,

− I2
M

{
1

r2
∂

∂r

(
r2
∂ψ

∂r

)
+

1

r2 sin θ

∂

∂θ

(
sin θ

∂ψ

∂θ

)
+

1

r2 sin2 θ

∂2ψ

∂φ2

}
+

I2
M2

~∇M · ~∇ψ

+I2

(
1

2M2
∇2M − 3

4M3
~∇M · ~∇M

)
ψ = ENψ. (11)

In the charge-dyon system, because of the electric charge Q of the dyon, the energy spectrum

is discrete, labelled by a quantum number N = 0, 1, 2, 3.... The operator K = ~σ · (~L − µr̂)

[3] will be very important to deal with the angular part. The operator L2 reads,

L2 = − 1

sin θ

∂

∂θ

(
sin θ

∂

∂θ

)
− 1

sin2 θ

∂2

∂φ2
+

2iµ(1− cos θ)

sin2 θ

∂

∂φ
+
µ2(1− cos θ)2

sin2 θ
+ µ2, (12)

7



where µ = eg, being e the electric charge and g the magnetic charge. The Dirac quantization

condition implies that µ = eg = n/2, with n being an integer. An important relation

involving K, K2 and L2 [3, 5] is,

µ2 − L2 = µ(~σ · r̂)−K2 −K, (13)

this relation will be useful to lead with the angular part of our mapping equations. Let

us point out an important class of functions occurring frequently in magnetic monopole

quantum theory: such class of functions is composed by the eigenfunctions of the operator

L2 and they appear in the angular part of the exact wavefunctions of charged particles

interacting with monopoles. These functions are called generalized spherical harmonics or

monopole harmonics, [3],

Yµlm(θ, φ) = 2m

√
(2l + 1)(l −m)!(l +m)!

4π(l − µ)!(l + µ)!

P
(−µ−m,−µ+m)
l+m (cos θ) exp[i(m+ µ)φ]

(1− cos θ)(µ+m)/2(1 + cos θ)(µ−m)/2
, (14)

where P
(a,b)
n (cos θ) are the so-called Jacobi polynomials [42, 43]. In the particular case where

µ = 0, these functions reduce to standard spherical harmonics [45].

The dyon charge Q will be a multiple of the elementary electric charge e =
√
α, that

is, Q = ne = n
√
α with n ∈ Z, so we can write eQ = nα, however we will consider only

non-positive values for n (bound state). The operator of generalized angular momentum

~J = ~L + 1
2
~σ has eigenvalues j. The spectrum of eigenvalues of the operator of angular

momentum ~L of a spinless charge-monopole system starts from the minimal value l = µ,

being l = µ, µ + 1, µ + 2... and −l ≤ m ≤ l. Introducing the angular momentum according

to the standard rule of angular momenta means that the total angular momentum ~J has

eigenvalues j = l ± 1/2. Thus, the spectrum of eigenvalues j can start either from the

minimal value j = µ − 1/2 or from the minimal value j = µ + 1/2, being −j ≤ m ≤ j.

These situations have to be considered separately. However in this paper we will only build

the mapping for the case j = µ− 1/2, named type 3 [3].

A. Exact mapping for j = µ− 1/2

The wavefunctions for the charge-dyon system, which correspond to the eigenvalues of

operator J starting from j = µ− 1/2 are,

ψ(3)(r, θ, φ) = F
(3)
k` (r)Ω

(3)
µ,j,m(θ, φ), (15)
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as mentioned before, sometimes we will omit the function arguments for simplicity. The

index (3) indicates ”type 3”. The radial part is given by the following expression [3],

F
(3)
k` (r) = 2

(
nα

N + 1

)3/2

e−kr 1F1(−N ; 2; 2kr), (16)

where k =

√
−2m0E

(3)
N > 0, being m0 the constant mass of the charged fermion to be

mapped (we will choose m0 = me = 1). The function 1F1 is the so-called confluent hyperge-

ometric function and is defined as solution of confluent hypergeometric equation, which can

be obtained by singularities from a Funchsian equation with three singular points (for more

details, see reference [42], chapter 7), N is a radial quantum number N = 0, 1, 2, ... and ` is

related to the angular quantum number j via,

` =

√(
j +

1

2

)2

− µ2, (17)

the radial solution satisfies the following radial equation [3],[
d2

dr2
+

2

r

d

dr
+

2m0eQ

r

]
F

(3)
k` (r) = −2m0E

(3)
N F

(3)
k` (r), (18)

The angular part is given by the following bi-spinor,

Ω
(3)
µ,j,m(θ, φ) =

 −√µ−m+1/2
2µ+1

Yµµm−1/2(θ, φ)√
µ+m+1/2

2µ+1
Yµµm+1/2(θ, φ)

 , (19)

which is an eigenspinor of the operators K and (~σ · r̂) [3], that is,

KΩ
(3)
µ,j,m(θ, φ) = −Ω

(3)
µ,j,m(θ, φ), (~σ · r̂)Ω(3)

µ,j,m(θ, φ) = Ω
(3)
µ,j,m(θ, φ), (20)

We will rewrite, for sake of simplicity, the radial function F
(3)
k` (r) as F (3), the spinor

Ω
(3)
µ,j,m(θ, φ) as Ω(3) and its up and down components as Ω

(3)
+ and Ω

(3)
− respectively.

Let us begin by isolating in operator (12) the angular terms, which appear in the Laplacian

of equation (11). Thus, isolating these two terms and utilizing the relation (13) to eliminate

µ2 − L2, we have,

1

sin θ

∂

∂θ

(
sin θ

∂

∂θ

)
+

1

sin2 θ

∂2

∂φ2
=

2iµ(1− cos θ)

sin2 θ

∂

∂φ
+
µ2(1− cos θ)2

sin2 θ
+µ(~σ·r̂)−K2−K, (21)

using the equations (20), we can check the action of the operator (21) on the spinor Ω(3).

The result of this action is,

1

sin θ

∂

∂θ

(
sin θ

∂Ω(3)

∂θ

)
+

1

sin2 θ

∂2Ω(3)

∂φ2
=

2iµ(1− cos θ)

sin2 θ

∂Ω(3)

∂φ
+
µ2(1− cos θ)2

sin2 θ
Ω(3) + µΩ(3),

(22)
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Replacing (22) in equation (11) and utilizing the matrix form, we obtain a system of uncou-

pled equations for each spinor component ψ±. It reads,

− Ω
(3)
±

Mr2
∂

∂r

(
r2
∂F (3)

∂r

)
+
F (3)

Mr2

(
−µ− 2iµ(1− cos θ)

sin2 θ

∂

∂φ
− µ2(1− cos θ)2

sin2 θ

)
Ω

(3)
±

+
1

M2
~∇M · ~∇ψ(3)

± +

(
1

2M2
∇2M − 3

4M3
~∇M · ~∇M

)
F (3)Ω

(3)
± = ENF

(3)Ω
(3)
± , (23)

We can eliminate the radial part in (23) isolating the radial derivatives in equation (18) and

exchanging for this radial part. This operation yields,

−Ω
(3)
±

M

(
−2m0eQF

(3)

r
− 2m0E

(3)
N F (3)

)
+
F (3)

Mr2

(
−µ− 2iµ(1− cos θ)

sin2 θ

∂

∂φ
− µ2(1− cos θ)2

sin2 θ

)
Ω

(3)
±

+
1

M2
~∇M · ~∇ψ(3)

± +

(
1

2M2
∇2M − 3

4M3
~∇M · ~∇M

)
F (3)Ω

(3)
± = ENF

(3)Ω
(3)
± , (24)

the angular term containing the first derivative of Ω(3) in φ, which can be simply obtained

from (14), namely,

∂Ω
(3)
±

∂φ
= i(µ+m∓ 1/2)Ω

(3)
± , (25)

cannot be dropped out because the coefficients (µ+m+ 1/2) and (µ+m− 1/2) cannot be

simultaneously null, that is, we could not consider an azimuthal symmetry in such system.

Thus, replacing the result of this derivative in equation (24) and putting the product F (3)Ω
(3)
±

in evidence, we obtain,(
2m0eQ

Mr
+

2m0E
(3)
N

M
− µ

Mr2
+

2µ(1− cos θ)(µ+m∓ 1/2)

Mr2 sin2 θ
− µ2(1− cos θ)2

Mr2 sin2 θ

+
1

M2ψ
(3)
±

~∇M · ~∇ψ(3)
± +

1

2M2
∇2M − 3

4M3
~∇M · ~∇M

)
F (3)Ω

(3)
± = ENF

(3)Ω
(3)
± , (26)

eliminating F (3)Ω
(3)
± , multiplying both the sides for 2M2, regrouping the terms and im-

plementing the necessary simplifications, we get the following uncoupled system of Partial

Differential Equations (PDE) [43],

∇2M − 3

2

(~∇M)2

M
+

4m0eQM

r
+

2

ψ
(3)
±

~∇M · ~∇ψ(3)
± −

2Mµ

r2
+

4µ(µ+m∓ 1/2)(1− cos θ)M

r2sin2θ

−2µ2(1− cos θ)2M

r2sin2θ
= 2M(M − 2m0)E

(3)
N . (27)

Each PDE of the uncoupled system (27) can be considered as our mapping equation. Let

us consider, for sake of simplicity, that the mass distribution M depends only on the radial
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coordinate, namely M = M(r), we need also to fix a particular value of θ, say θ0. Thus,

replacing eQ by nα and considering that the charged spin-1/2 fermion to be mapped has

constant mass m0 = me = 1, the two equations (27) become Ordinary Differential Equations

(ODE) [43]. These equations take the following form,

d2M

dr2
+

2

r

dM

dr
− 3

2M

(
dM

dr

)2

+
2

F
(3)
k`

dF
(3)
k`

dr

dM

dr
+

4µ(µ+m∓ 1/2)(1− cos θ)M

r2sin2θ

+
4nαM

r
− 2Mµ

r2
− 2µ2(1− cos θ)2M

r2sin2θ
= 2M(M − 2)E

(3)
N , (28)

where the term 4nαM/r is related to the Coulomb electric potential .The system composed

of a charged particle and a dyon has a discrete spectrum of energy, because of the electric

charge Q of dyon. Thus, the energy eigenvalues are obtained from,

E
(3)
N = − (nα)2

2(N + 1)2
, (29)

where n is an integer and the quantum number N = 0, 1, 2, 3, .... The equations (28) are a

generalization of the equations (20) in reference [34].

1. Numerical Solutions

Considering that the mass depends only on the radial coordinate, namely M = M(r), we

need to choose a particular value for θ0, in order to solve the equations (28) numerically. Let

us consider a standard initial value problem (IVP), namely, M(ri) = 1 and M ′(ri) = 0 for

ri = 0.20 and let us fix θ0 = 30º. Due to the term containing the factor (µ+m±1/2) — one

for each equation, only differing in the signal of 1/2 — both equations of the system may

have different solutions, which is not physically acceptable in the present situation, however

we verify that both equations have approximately the same solution M(r) in the interval

0.20 < r < 0.50 if the following condition approximately holds,

10 ≤ |µ+m| ≤ 20, (30)

that is, for values of µ+m out of (30) there is no mapping between the charge-dyon system

— considering low energy regime — and some PDM quantum system. The equation (28) will

be numerically solved by the Mathematica software considering µ = 7, m = 13/2, the ground

state N = 0 and n = −1800 (bound state). The solutions for the two equations (28) are
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presented in Fig. 1. We can note that both solutions match in the interval 0.20 < r < 0.50

and tend to infinity near ri. The effective potential corresponding to this solution is given

by expression (10) and its curve is plotted in Fig. 2.

In Fig. 3 we present eigenvalues of energy E
(3)
N for some values of N . We can observe

that the curve moves to the origin when the eigenvalues of energy increase, overlapping for

great values of N . The results obtained for the mass distribution in [34] and those obtained

here are compared in Fig. 4. It is important to comment that it has been verified that there

is no solutions of the equations (28) for n < −3000.
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M
(r
)

FIG. 1: Plot of numerical solutions of equation (28), the dyon charge Q was fixed in −1800
√
α.

Initial conditions are M(r) using M(ri) = 1 and M ′(ri) = 0 for ri = 0.20, here we fix θ0 = 30º. As

close as one approaches the origin, where the dyon is located, the solution diverges. We use µ = 7,

j = m = 13/2, N = 0 and units where ~ = me = c = 1.

Utilizing the Mustafa-Mazharimousavi ordering [19], where α = γ = −1/4, and β =

−1/2, the effective potential (3) is written as,

Ueff =
1

4

∇2M

M2
− 7

16

(~∇M)2

M3
, (31)

however, replacing this expression in the equation (11) and developing the calculations, the

results are practically the same as those presented for the Zhu-Kroemer ordering .
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FIG. 2: Effective potential calculated using the solution of the system (28). Boundary conditions

are M(r) using M(ri) = 1 and M ′(ri) = 0 for ri = 0.20, here we fix θ0 = 30º. As close as

one approaches the origin, where the dyon is located, the solution diverges. We use µ = 7,

j = m = 13/2, N = 0 and units where ~ = me = c = 1.
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FIG. 3: Plot of numerical radial solutions related to some energy eigenvalues given by N . The

curve moves to the origin when the eigenvalues increase. Boundary conditions are M(r) using

M(ri) = 1 and M ′(ri) = 0 for ri = 0.20, here we fix θ0 = 30º and n = −2800. We use µ = 7,

j = m = 13/2 and units where ~ = me = c = 1.
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FIG. 4: Plot of numerical solutions for type 3. We compare the mass distribution considering two

values of n. For n = 0 we have a monopole at the origin. Boundary conditions are M(r) using

M(ri) = 1 and M ′(ri) = 0 for ri = 0.20, here we fix θ0 = 30º. As close as n increase from −1800

to 0, the curve approaches the origin. We use µ = 7, j = m = 13/2, N = 0 and units where

~ = me = c = 1.

IV. CONCLUSION

We studied the non-relativistic charge-dyon system in a position-dependent mass back-

ground via the Pauli equation and introduced a mapping between the former and a PDM

quantum system. We derived the PDM free Pauli equation and replaced an exact solu-

tion (Pauli bi-spinor) for the charge-dyon system into this equation to obtain an uncoupled

system with two non-linear partial differential equations (27) for the mass distribution.

We dealt with the case concerning the eigenvalues of the operator ~J starting from the

minimal value j = µ − 1/2 (named type 3). We considered a radial dependence only, as

well as the approximate condition (30), which is necessary for the solution of both equations

of the system (28) to be approximately the same. We solved the equations numerically

and plotted the results, as well as the graphics of the effective potentials associated (which

represent our analogous models).

Thus we illustrate our results in figures 1-4. In Fig. 4 we compare the mass distribution

for the charge-monopole system (n = 0) and the charge-dyon system (n = −1800). Finally,

14



it is useful to remark that this approach can lead to a simulation of a charge-dyon system

with spin 1/2 in a non-relativistic case; in other words, to simulate a physical system not

observed in nature yet.

Concluding, the technique developed throughout this work could serve as a basis to lead

to an experimental model, maybe using a controlled system in condensed matter, which

could be used to simulate some physical systems in the laboratory. Thus we can state that

the effective potential, which was determined for each non-relativistic mapping, provides

a way to carry out the analogous models of the target systems presented in our

work. A possible suggestion for an experimental implementation could be the technique

known as Molecular Beam Epitaxy (MBE) [35, 36], a powerful experimental technique used

mainly for the growth of high quality semiconductor layers and film deposition thin and

ultrafine [37, 38]. This technique is used basically in the construction of devices and in

basic research. The theoretical technique developed in this work could even lead to possible

applications in the electronic device and data storage industry in the future.
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