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Abstract

It is shown that a non-relativistic Fermi particle with a non-zero rest energy

moving in pseudoscalar δ-function potential in one dimension can be confined

for both signs of the coupling constant. The binding energies depend on the

value of the particle’s rest energy, and in the limit of vanishing rest energy only

one of the bound states survives. The coefficients of reflection and transmission

are determined, and the conditions for complete reflection and transmission are

discussed.
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1 Introduction

The dynamics of non-relativistic Fermi particles moving in pseudoscalar external po-
tentials is affected by their rest energies. This was shown in [1] for a pseudoscalar
spherical well of finite depth and a pseudoscalar Coulomb potential. The Fermi par-
ticles with non-zero rest energies have a set of bound states which does not exist for
the ones with vanishing rest energies.

The rest energy effects show themselves in the framework of the Lévy-Leblond
(LL) equation [2] generalized to include a rest energy term. The generalized Lévy-
Leblond (GLL) equation [3] can be reduced to a Schrödinger type equation with a
rest energy dependent effective potential. This allows us to find the impact of rest
energy on the bound state spectrum.

In this work, we study the motion of a non-relativistic Fermi particle in pseu-
doscalar δ-function potential in one dimension. For δ-function potentials in the one-
dimensional Schrödinger equation, both the bound and scattering states are well
known [4] . A single bound state exists in the attractive δ-function potential only.
For scattering at δ-function potentials, complete reflection is observed when the en-
ergy of the incident particle approaches zero, E → 0, and complete transmission
occurs when the energy is infinitely large, E → ∞. We aim to determine if this
picture is valid for pseudoscalar δ-function potentials as well and how it changes if
the rest energy is taken into account.

Our paper is organized as follows. In Sect. 2, we introduce the one-dimensional
GLL equation with a pseudoscalar δ-function potential and give its equivalent form
with the rest energy dependent effective potential. We find the bound state spectrum
in Sect. 3 and the scattering amplitudes in Sect. 4. We conclude with discussion in
Sect. 5.

2 GLL equation

The GLL equation for a 4-component non-relativistic Fermi field ψ(r, t) with inertial
mass m and rest energy E0 reads [3]

(ih̄γµ̄∂µ̄ − kI+ − V (r, t))ψ(r, t) = 0, (1)

where µ̄ runs from 1 to 4, r = (x1 = x, x2 = y, x3 = z), ∆ ≡ ∂2a, ∂a ≡ ∂
∂xa , a = 1, 2, 3,

∂4 ≡ 1

c
∂
∂t

and

I+ ≡ I − mc

k
γ5,

I being the identity matrix.
A 4 × 4 matrix-valued function V (r, t) represents an external potential, and k is

the momentum corresponding to the rest energy, E0 = k2/(2m). The γ-matrices

γa =

(

0 iσa

iσa 0

)

, γ4 =
1√
2

(

1 1
−1 −1

)

, γ5 =
1√
2

(

1 −1
1 −1

)
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fulfil the algebra
γµγν + γνγµ = 2gµν,

with µ, ν = 1, ..., 5 and

gµν =







−13×3 0 0
0 0 1
0 1 0





 .

For k = 0, Eq.(1) reduces to the LL equation [2]:

(

ih̄γµ̄∂µ̄ +mcγ5 − V (r, t)
)

ψ(r, t) = 0.

Let us assume that the field ψ only depends on one spatial coordinate z, and let
us consider the motion of this field in the time-independent pseudoscalar potential

V = −1

c
gγ5δ(z), (2)

where g is a coupling constant. Then the one-dimensional version of the GLL equation
is

(

i

c
γ4
∂

∂t
+ iγ3

∂

∂z
− k

h̄
I+ + ḡγ5δ(z)

)

ψ(z, t) = 0, (3)

ḡ = g/(ch̄) being the dimensionless coupling constant.
Performing the transformation

ψ(z, t) → ψ̃(z, t) ≡
(

I − µ√
2
γ4
)

e
i

h̄
E0tψ(z, t), (4)

where µ =
√

m0/m, and m0 = E0/c
2 is the rest mass associated with the rest energy,

we can bring Eq.(3) into the form

(

i

c
γ4
∂

∂t
+ iγ3

∂

∂z
+
mc

h̄
γ5 + ḡΓ5δ(z)

)

ψ̃(z, t) = 0, (5)

which is the LL equation with the rest energy dependent effective potential, with

Γ5 ≡ γ5 + µ
√
2I + µ2γ4.

For a free non-relativistic Fermi field (g = 0), the transformation given by Eq.(4)
removes the rest energy term from the GLL equation. However, in the case of pseu-
doscalar potentials, the rest energy contributes non-trivially to the external potential
term, and this affects the energy spectrum and the scattering amplitudes.
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3 Bound States

Representing the field ψ̃(z, t) as

ψ̃(z, t) =

(

ψ̃1(z, t)

ψ̃2(z, t)

)

,

where ψ̃1(z, t), ψ̃2(z, t) are 2-component fields, and introducing their linear combina-
tions

η̃1(z, t) ≡ ψ̃1(z, t) + ψ̃2(z, t)

η̃2(z, t) ≡ (µ+ 1)ψ̃1(z, t) + (µ− 1)ψ̃2(z, t)

we can rewrite Eq.(5) in the component form as a system of two equations:
(

i
h̄

c

∂

∂t
+

µ√
2
k

)

η̃1(z, t) + p−η̃2(z, t) = 0,

p+η̃1(z, t)− (mc+ ḡh̄δ(z)) η̃2(z, t) = 0. (6)

where

p± ≡ 1√
2

(

h̄σ3
∂

∂z
± k

)

,

Only one of the components is dynamically independent. Its time evolution deter-
mines the time evolution of another component as well.

For stationary states corresponding to energy E,

η̃1(z, t) = η̃1(z)e
− i

h̄
Et,

η̃2(z, t) = η̃2(z)e
− i

h̄
Et.

Substituting this into Eq.(6) and eliminating η̃1(z) in favor of η̃2(z), we get

(

− h̄2

2m

d2

dz2
− Λδ(z)

)

η̃2(z) = Eη̃2(z), (7)

i.e. the one-dimensional Schrodinger equation with δ-function potential and the en-
ergy dependent coupling constant

Λ ≡ ḡh̄

mc
(E + E0). (8)

For bound states, E < 0, and such bound state exists if the δ-function potential is
attractive, Λ > 0 [4]. This gives us two options: |E| < E0, g > 0 and |E| > E0, g < 0.

The bound state energy is given by

E = −mΛ2

2h̄2
. (9)
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Figure 1: Schematic representation of bound states:(a) µ2 = 1; E+ = −E0

2
, ḡ = 2;

E− = −2E0, ḡ = −2,(b) µ2 = 0; E− = −1

2
mc2; ḡ = −2.

Solving it for E, we get

E+ =
E0

µ2ḡ2

(
√

1 + 2µ2ḡ2 − 1
)

− E0 for g > 0 (10)

and

E− = − E0

µ2ḡ2

(
√

1 + 2µ2ḡ2 + 1
)

−E0 for g < 0, (11)

so, for non-zero values of µ2, the bound state exists for both signs of the original
coupling constant g. As µ2 → 0 (or m0 → 0), E+ → 0, and the g > 0 bound state
merges with the continuum (see Figure 1).

The normalized bound state wavefunctions are

η̃2,±(z) = η0,±

(

2m|E±|
h̄2

)1/4

exp







−
√

2m|E±|
h̄

|z|






, (12)

where the subscripts ”+” and ”-” correspond to the g > 0 and g < 0 bound states,
respectively (see Figure 2). The column matrices η0,± obey the condition

η†0,±η0,± = 1

and can be taken as either ”spin-up”

(

1
0

)

or ”spin-down”

(

0
1

)

columns.

Since Eq.(7) is covariant under the reflection z → −z, the component η̃2,±(z) has
positive parity. The dependent component

η̃1,±(z) =
c√

2(E± + E0)

(

k +
√

2m|E±|ǫ(z)σ3

)

η̃2,±(z),
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Figure 2: The probability density of bound states for ḡ = −2 (the solid line) and
ḡ = 2 (the dashed line): (a) µ2 = 1, (b) µ2 = 3

8
. The dimensionless variables are

used, z0 ≡ h̄
mc

√
2
.

where ǫ(z) = θ(z)− θ(−z), and θ(z) is the Heaviside step function, is not continuous
at z = 0. It cannot be characterized by a definite parity. This is the result of rest
energy contribution. In the limit µ2 → 0, when the rest energy effects disappear,
η̃1,−(z) has the parity opposite to the parity of η̃2,−(z).

4 Scattering States

For scattering states, E > 0. Assuming that the Fermi particles are incident from
the left, we represent the solution of Eq.(7) as

η̃2(z) = η0

{

e
i

h̄
pz +Re−

i

h̄
pz for z < 0,

Se
i

h̄
pz for z > 0,

(13)

where p ≡
√
2mE, and R and S are the amplitudes of the reflected and transmit-

ted waves, respectively. As before, η0 specifies the orientation of spin of incoming
particles, and η†0η0 = 1.

The condition of continuity of η̃2(z) at z = 0 gives

1 +R = S. (14)

The derivative η̃′2 ≡ dη̃2/dz is discontinuous at z = 0. Substituting the ansatz (13)
into Eq.(7), integrating the equation from −ε to ε and taking the limit ε → 0+, this
yields

η̃′2(0
+)− η̃′2(0

−) = −2mΛ

h̄2
η̃2(0)
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✻
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Figure 3: The physical sheet of the Riemann surface of the analytic functions R(E)
and S(E): (a) g < 0, (b) g > 0. The exact location of the poles depends on the value
of µ2. Both poles move to the right with µ2 decreasing. In the limit µ2 → 0, E− stops
at −2mc2/ḡ2, while E+ reaches the branch point E = 0 and disappears.

or

ip(S − 1 +R) = −2mΛ

h̄
S. (15)

Solving equations (14) and (15), we get

R = − mΛ

mΛ + iph̄
, S =

iph̄

mΛ + iph̄
. (16)

Extending both amplitudes to the complex domain, we can consider them as
analytic functions of the complex variable E:

R(E) = − ḡh̄

2mc

E + E0
(√

E − iǫ(g)
√

|E+|
) (√

E + iǫ(g)
√

|E−|
) ,

S(E) =
ih̄√
2m

√
E

(√
E − iǫ(g)

√

|E+|
) (√

E + iǫ(g)
√

|E−|
) ,

where E+ and E− are given by Eqs.(10) and (11). The functions R(E) and S(E)
are multi-valued, E = 0 and E = ∞ being the branch points. If we cut the complex
E-plane along the right half of the real axis E > 0, then on the physical sheet for
the points on the upper edge of the cut the phase of E is equal to zero. In these
points, the values of R(E) and S(E) coincide with those of the physical reflection
and transmission amplitudes.

Both functions have two poles determined by the conditions

√
E = iǫ(g)

√

|E+|

and √
E = −iǫ(g)

√

|E−|
The pole E = −|E+| is located on the physical sheet for g > 0 (the phase is π) and
on the non-physical one for g < 0 (the phase is 3π). The situation with the pole
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E = −|E−| is opposite: it is on the physical sheet for g < 0, and it moves to the
non-physical sheet, i.e. becomes virtual, for g > 0 (see Figure 3).

The coefficients of reflection and transmission are

|R(E)|2 = (E + E0)
2

(E + |E+|)(E + |E−|)
and

|S(E)|2 = 2mc2

ḡ2
E

(E + |E+|)(E + |E−|)
.

In the limit µ2 → 0, they take the form

|R(E)|2 =
E

E + 2mc2

ḡ2

,

|S(E)|2 =
2mc2

ḡ2
1

E + 2mc2

ḡ2

.

As E → 0, |R(E)|2 approaches 1 for non-zero values of µ2 and 0 for µ2 = 0.
The reason of such behavior is in the energy dependence of the effective coupling
constant Λ. Without the rest energy contribution, Λ vanishes as E → 0. The δ-
function potential disappears, and this results in complete transmission. With the
rest energy taken into account, there is a non-zero coupling for E → 0 as well, and it
yields complete reflection. This is in agreement with the theorem on low momentum
scattering in the one-dimensional Schrödinger equation by an even potential well [5].

As E → ∞, the magnitude of Λ becomes infinitely large, and |R(E)|2 → 1 in
both cases, µ2 6= 0 and µ2 = 0. This is valid for both signs of the original coupling
constant g.

5 Discussion

1. The one-dimensional GLL equation with pseudoscalar δ-function potential is re-
duced to the Schrödinger equation with an effective δ-function potential the coupling
constant of which depends on both the energy of the Fermi particle and its rest en-
ergy. The energy dependence of the effective potential appears here in the same way
as in the case of the Dirac equation reduced to the Pauli-Schrödinger one [6],[7].

For the vanishing rest energy E0 = 0, the transition from the negative (g < 0)
to positive (g > 0) value of the original coupling constant reverses the sign of the
effective coupling constant as well. Being attractive for g < 0, E < 0, and able to
bind the Fermi particle, the effective potential becomes repulsive for g > 0, E < 0,
and fails to confine it. There is a single bound state in this case, and this is similar
to the case of one-dimensional Schrödinger equation with δ-function potential.

For non-zero values of rest energy, the picture changes. The value of energy at
which the effective coupling constant vanishes is shifted from E = 0 to E = −E0.
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This divides the negative energies into two intervals: E < −E0 and −E0 < E < 0.
For energies below (−E0), the effective potential is attractive for g < 0 and repulsive
for g > 0. For energies above (−E0), the situation is opposite, and the effective
potential becomes attractive for g > 0. This provides us with two binding energies,
one below (−E0) and another one above (−E0). In the limit E0 → 0, the bound state
below (−E0) reduces to the one we had before in the case of vanishing rest energy,
while the bound state above (−E0) disappears. The existence of an additional bound
state for non-zero values of rest energy agrees with the statements done in [1].

2. For scattering states, if the energy of the Fermi particle is infinitely large
(E → ∞), the effective δ-function potential becomes very opaque (Λ → ∞), and
we approach complete reflection. This is opposite to the case of one-dimensional
Schrödinger equation with δ-function potential where complete transmission is ob-
served for E → ∞ and a finite value of the coupling constant. On the contrary, if the
energy of the Fermi particle is infinitely small (E → 0) and its rest energy is non-zero,
we approach complete reflection for both equations.
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