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Integrability of Dirac equations in static spherical space-times
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We consider the Dirac equations in static spherically-symmetric space-times, and we present a
type of spinor field whose structure allows the separation of elevation angle and radial coordinate in
very general situations. We demonstrate that after such a separation of variables the Dirac equations
reduce to two equations that can always be integrated, at least in principle. To prove that ours is a
fully-working method, we find an explicit exact solution in the special case of the de Sitter universe.
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I. INTRODUCTION

The Dirac theory is arguably one of the most far-reaching physical theory, both for its role in the standard model of
high-energy particles and for modelling low-energy systems [1–8]. Yet, finding exact solutions to the Dirac equations
is still a rather complicated problem, at least in general (3 + 1)-dimensional space-times.

One feature that seems to be particularly problematic is the fact that the Dirac spinor, being characterized by an
intrinsic spin axial-vector, naturally selects a specific spatial direction, so that the consequent lack of isotropy seems to
be compatible only with axially-symmetric metrics [9–11]. Just the same, the quest for exact solutions with spherical
symmetry retains a certain appeal due to the simplicity of such material distributions.

Correspondingly, in the past there have been several attempts at finding spinor fields that are compatible with
a spherically-symmetric background. Because the presence of the spin axial-vector breaks the rotational invariance
of the spinor system, any attempt at finding spinor fields that are compatible with spherical symmetry must limit
the impact of the spin structures on the background. There are two ways in which this can be done, the first
consisting in the inclusion of self-interactions of specific structure that can cancel all spin contributions [12–15]. The
second consists in considering multi-particle situations so that the spins cancel, either by averaging out in random
configurations [16–20] or because two spinors are taken as a singlet state where the spins are opposite [21–24].

Recently, an interesting application to Dirac particles in materials having non-trivial curvature was discussed [25].
In the special de Sitter case, exact solutions are discussed for example in [26–31]. The approach followed in these

references, however, is heavily dependent on the fact that the underlying metric be de Sitter in strict sense.
In the present work we wish to present a procedure that would ensure the Dirac spinor field equation to be integrated

in static and spherically-symmetric space-times, without any further assumptions whether they are on interactions or
on spin configurations. By extrapolating the general structure of the spinor field that is compatible with Schwarzschild-
like metrics, we will see that the corresponding Dirac equations will split, reducing to an angular part that can always
be integrated, and a radial part that can always be converted to a Riccati equation, and so always integrable.

We show the viability of our method with a specific example, given by the de Sitter case. The fact that in the
specific de Sitter case our method gives results that are similar to those obtained in the literature under more restrictive
conditions is to be seen as a sign of consistency of our approach.

II. DIRAC EQUATIONS WITH STATIC SPHERICAL SYMMETRY

The initial step of our construction is that of writing the Dirac spinor field equations in static and spherically-
symmetric space-time metrics. In spherical coordinates these are given by

g = −e2B dr ⊗ dr − r2 dθ ⊗ dθ − r2 sin2 θ dϕ⊗ dϕ+ e2A dt⊗ dt (1)

where B(r) and A(r) are functions of the radial variable r alone. A basic argument on the Killing structure of this
space-time suggests that the temporal/azimuthal dependence be split from the elevation/radial dependence, but we
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still retain the right to have some freedom in choosing the frame in the (t− ϕ) and the (θ − r) plane. Consequently
we pick the dual sets of frame and coframe given by

e1 := sin ρ(r, θ)eB dr − r cos ρ(r, θ) dθ, e2 := sinhα(r, θ)eA dt+ r sin θ coshα(r, θ) dϕ

e3 := − cosρ(r, θ)eB dr − r sin ρ(r, θ) dθ, e4 := coshα(r, θ)eA dt+ r sin θ sinhα(r, θ), dϕ (2)

and

e1 := sin ρ(r, θ)e−B ∂

∂r
− cos ρ(r, θ)

r

∂

∂θ
, e2 :=

coshα(r, θ)

r sin θ

∂

∂ϕ
− sinhα(r, θ)e−A ∂

∂t

e3 := − cos ρ(r, θ)e−B ∂

∂r
− sin ρ(r, θ)

r

∂

∂θ
, e4 := − sinhα(r, θ)

r sin θ

∂

∂ϕ
+ coshα(r, θ)e−A ∂

∂t
(3)

where ρ(r, θ) and α(r, θ) are suitable functions of the coordinates r and θ only. Of course ηµνe
µ ⊗ eν = g with

µ, ν = 1, . . . , 4 and ηµν = diag(−1,−1,−1, 1) setting our convention on the signature of the Minkowski metric.
We recall that, given a space-time M endowed with a metric tensor gij and a linear connection Γ h

ij , the covariant
derivative of a spinor field ψ is defined as

Diψ =
∂ψ

∂xi
− Ωiψ (4)

where

Ωi = −1

4
gjh

(

Γ j
ik − ejµ

∂eµk
∂xi

)

Y hY k (5)

are the coefficients of the spin derivative associated with the metric tensor gij and a linear connection Γ h
ij with

Y i := γµeiµ (in standard notation we would have Y i := γi but we prefer to keep these two matrices distinguished for
clarity). The Clifford matrices γµ are of course those belonging to the Clifford algebra (see [32] for general identities
holding among them). For brevity, hereafter we adopt the notation fx := ∂f/∂x to indicate the partial derivative of
the function f with respect to the x variable. Then, the metric (1), its Levi–Civita connection and the tetrad fields
(2) and (3) induce coefficients of the spinorial derivative expressed as

Ω1 = −αr

2
γ2γ4 +

ρr
2
γ1γ3 (6a)

Ω2 = −αθ

2
γ2γ4 +

(

ρθ + e−B
)

2
γ1γ3 (6b)

Ω3 =

(

−
(

e−B − 1
)

cos(−ρ+ θ) +
(

e−B + 1
)

cos(ρ+ θ)

4

)

coshα γ1γ2

+

(

(

e−B − 1
)

cos(−ρ+ θ)−
(

e−B + 1
)

cos(ρ+ θ)

4

)

sinhαγ1γ4

+

(

−
(

e−B − 1
)

sin(−ρ+ θ)−
(

e−B + 1
)

sin(ρ+ θ)

4

)

coshαγ2γ3

+

(

−
(

e−B − 1
)

sin(−ρ+ θ)−
(

e−B + 1
)

sin(ρ+ θ)

4

)

sinhαγ3γ4 (6c)

Ω4 = −Are
(−B+A) sin ρ sinhα

2
γ1γ2 − Are

(−B+A) cos ρ sinhα

2
γ2γ3

+
Are

(−B+A) sin ρ coshα

2
γ1γ4 − Are

(−B+A) cos ρ coshα

2
γ3γ4 (6d)

as those that will be used in the spinorial covariant derivative Djψ in the Dirac equations. As for the Dirac equations
themselves, they will be taken as

iY jDjψ −mψ = 0 (7)
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in which the tetrad fields (3) define the soldering and at the same time encode all information about the background
gravitational field. These are the field equations of which we are going to look for solutions next. It is important to
specify that our candidate solution will not be a solution of the fully-coupled system of field equations. It will be the
exact solution of the Dirac spinorial field equation in a given space-time without backreaction of the spinor on the
metric itself. Hence our aim will be focused on the Dirac equations alone, and not on the Einstein equations.

III. INTEGRABILITY OF A SPECIAL SPINOR FIELD

We set ourselves the task of finding a suitable structure for the spinor field compatible with the above Dirac
equations. To guide our intuition, let us have a look at standard solutions of the Dirac equations, that is in the
two known integrable cases, given by the Coulomb and elastic potentials [32]. Both have the same static spherical
symmetry, so our hope is that, albeit different, these two exact solutions might still share some general features that
can be taken as basis to constitute a tentative solution also in the case considered in the previous section.

While this hope is justified (and we will in fact find similarities), it is nevertheless very difficult to infer analogous
characters between different spinor fields when these spinor fields are compared in different situations. In other
words, if we compare spinor fields some of their similar properties might appear different in different frames, and as
a consequence we would not see them. Therefore our first step will be that of bringing these two exact solutions in
the same frame. This frame will be that in which the spinor field is (locally) at rest and with spin aligned along the
third axis. In this circumstance (and only in this circumstance) every difference between the two cases is in fact a
real difference. And consequently all analogous characters will be very easily recognized.

When a spinor field is brought into the frame in which it is at rest and with spin aligned along the third axis, it is
possible to demonstrate that its general structure is given (in chiral representation) by

ψ=φ eiα









e
i

2
b

0

e−
i

2
b

0









(8)

with α a phase and φ and b being the module and chiral angle given by ψ̄ψ=2φ2 cos b and iψ̄γ5ψ=2φ2 sin b [33].
The exact solution for the hydrogen atom is given (for the 1S orbital) by a spinor field that, in this frame, has

tan b=−α
Γ
cos θ (9)

with tetrads

et0=∆ et2=α sin θ∆ (10)

er1=Γ sin θ∆ er3=cos θ∆ (11)

eθ1=
1
r cos θ∆ eθ3=−Γ

r sin θ∆ (12)

eϕ0 =
α
r∆ eϕ2 =

1
r sin θ∆ (13)

in which we have introduced

∆=[1−(α sin θ)2]−1/2 (14)

and Γ=
√
1− α2 as usual [32]. The exact solution for the harmonic oscillator is given (in ground state) by a spinor

field that, in the very same frame, has

tan b=− 2ar

a2 − r2
cos θ (15)

with tetrads

et0=∆ et2=2ar|r2+a2|−1 sin θ∆ (16)

er1=(a2−r2)|r2+a2|−1 sin θ∆ er3=cos θ∆ (17)

eθ1=
1
r cos θ∆ eθ3=− 1

r (a
2−r2)|r2+a2|−1 sin θ∆ (18)

eϕ0 =
1
r2ar|r2+a2|−1∆ eϕ2 =

1
r sin θ∆ (19)
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where now we have defined

∆=

[

1−
(

2ra

r2+a2
sin θ

)2
]−1/2

(20)

and a=(E−m)/2ω with E2 =m2+6ω [32]. As is clear to a visual comparison, the two types of potentials give rise
to two types of solutions that are in fact different, but the spherical symmetry also restricts them to have remarkable
analogies. It is indeed obvious that both chiral angles can be written as

tan b=− 1

X
cos θ (21)

with

XA =
Γ

α
(22)

for the hydrogen atom and

XO =
a2 − r2

2ar
(23)

for the harmonic oscillator. Notice that the same (22-23) also make the two sets of tetrads coincide. So the hydrogen
atom and the harmonic oscillator are two structurally-analogous solutions, the difference being given by the different
functional dependence of the function X in the two cases. We can therefore guess that the different form of X is due
to the different potentials, but the similar structure of the spinor is due to the spherical symmetry [34, 35].

Hence, we may extrapolate that such a structure might be a candidate spinor also for other situations of spherical
symmetry such as Schwarzschild-like metrics. We thus assume that, in rest-frame and spin-eigenstate, the spinor be

ψ =
e

ν

2

r
√
sin θ

e−i(mt−Lϕ)









eib/2

0
e−ib/2

0









(24)

where the phase has been written in the usual form in terms of the energy m and the angular momentum L for now
not better specified. The module has also been written in terms of a function ν(r, θ) for easier manipulation of the
formulas later on. The chiral angle b(r, θ) will be chosen according to the above (21) and so such that

b(r, θ) = arcsin

(

cos θ
√

cos2 θ + sinh2 ζ

)

(25)

in terms of a function ζ(r, θ) unspecified for the moment. As for the tetrads we assume the functions ρ and α to be

ρ(r, θ) = arcsin

(

sin θ sinh ζ
√

cos2 θ + sinh2 ζ

)

(26a)

α(r, θ) = −arcsinh

(

sin θ
√

cos2 θ + sinh2 ζ

)

(26b)

in terms of the same ζ function. This specifies the full structure of the candidate solution.
When the spinor field (24) is substituted into the Dirac equations (7) these reduce to the four real equations

νr = eB
(

2me−A sin ρ sinhα− 2m cos ρ sin b+
2L sin ρ coshα

r sin θ
− ρθ

r
−Are

−B

)

(27a)

νθ = −2me−Ar cos ρ sinhα− 2mr sin ρ sin b− 2L cosρ coshα

sin θ
+ e−Brρr (27b)
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br = eB
(

2me−A cos ρ coshα− 2m cosρ cos b+
2L cosρ sinhα

r sin θ
− αθ

r

)

(27c)

bθ = 2me−Ar sin ρ coshα− 2mr sin ρ cos b+
2L sinρ sinhα

sin θ
+ re−Bαr (27d)

and when also the chiral angle (25) together with the functions (26) in the tetrads (2) and (3) are all plugged in we
further obtain that ζθ = 0 so that ζ = ζ(r) verifying

ζr = eB
(

−2me−A cosh ζ + 2m sinh ζ +
2L

r
− 1

r

)

(28)

as well as

νr = −Ar +

(

(2L− 1) sinh ζ − 2mr cos2 θ
)

cosh ζ − 2me−Ar sinh ζ sin2 θ

r
(

cos2 θ + sinh2 ζ
)

e−B
(29a)

νθ = −
(

− (2L− 1) sin2 θ + 2L cosh2 ζ
)

cos θ
(

cos2 θ + sinh2 ζ
)

sin θ
(29b)

for which the conditions of the Schwarz theorem are met, as a direct check would easily show.
It is convenient to express ζ(r) in terms of another function Z(r) as

ζ(r) = lnZ(r) (30)

in terms of which now (28), (29a) and (29b) become respectively

Zr = eB
(

m−me−A
)

Z2 +
eB

r
(2L− 1)Z − eB

(

m+me−A
)

(31)

νr =

(

−rAre
−B + 2L− 1

)

Z4 +
(

−4mr sin2 θe−A − 4mr cos2 θ
)

Z3 − rAr

(

4 cos2 θ − 2
)

e−BZ2

r (1 + Z4 + (4 cos2 θ − 2)Z2) e−B

+

(

+4mr sin2 θe−A − 4mr cos2 θ
)

Z − rAre
−B − 2L+ 1

r (1 + Z4 + (4 cos2 θ − 2)Z2) e−B
(32)

νθ = −2 cos θ
(

LZ4 +
(

(4L− 2) cos2 θ − 2L+ 2
)

Z2 + L
)

sin θ (1 + Z4 + (4 cos2 θ − 2)Z2)
(33)

resulting in what does not seem much of a simplification. However, the last two equations can be integrated giving

ν = 2 lnN(r) +
1

2
ln
(

Z4 + 2Z2 cos 2θ + 1
)

− 2L ln (sin θ) (34)

in terms of a function N(r) that has to verify

Nr

N
=

2mZe(B−A)r − rAr − 2eB
(

Zmr + L− 1
2

)

2r
(35)

yielding the function N(r) once Z(r) is known and with Z(r) being obtained from (31). Equation (31) itself is a
Riccati equation which can always be reduced to a linear equation through the Cole–Hopf transformation

Z(r) =
eA(r)−B(r)

m−meA(r)

z′(r)

z(r)
(36)

in terms of yet another function z(r) which is the final step of the solutive process. The knowledge of z(r) would
entail, via the inverse Cole–Hopf, that of Z(r) which, in turn, gives the N(r) function after integration of (35). Then,
functions ν(r) and ζ(r) are determined by (34) and (30), and eventually (25) and (26) furnish b(r, θ), ρ(r, θ) and α(r, θ)
so that the spinor field (24) and tetrads (2) are fully determined. In doing so, the full set of Dirac equations has been
effectively reduced to only two equations: one is equation (35), in terms of which we can get N after integration once
Z is given; and the other is equation (31), giving Z as solution of a differential equation of Riccati type.

As is clear, then, all angular dependence has been separated, leaving only two equations for the radial dependence
of the only two functions to be determined. The candidate solution of the form given above, in rest-frame and spin-
eigenstate, with a chiral angle (25), together with (26), has in fact a structure that allows for a complete separation
of angular and radial parts, and henceforth for the whole integration of the Dirac equations.

The problem of finding a way to obtain exact solutions for the spinor equations is now solved completely.
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IV. EXACT SOLUTIONS IN THE DE SITTER SPACE–TIME

In the previous section we have provided a structure for the spinor field that allows the Dirac spinor field equations
written in static and spherical metrics to be always separated, and hence integrated at least in general circumstances.

In the present section we will show the general outlines to actually carry on the procedure till the end, finding
the explicit solution for one explicit case. As an example of explicit case, we will choose the specific metric given by
the de Sitter space–time, for two reasons. One is that the de Sitter metric is sufficiently symmetric to ensure that
no unnecessary complications will arise (thus keeping the example at its simplest). The other is that the de Sitter
universe is what best approximates the behaviour of cosmological observations soon after the initial singularity and
in recent epochs (the two times in which the universe was dominated by a form of cosmological constant).

The de Sitter metric is given by

g =
(

1−Kr2
)

dt⊗ dt− 1

(1−Kr2)
dr ⊗ dr − r2 dθ ⊗ dθ − r2 sin2 θ dϕ⊗ dϕ (37)

defined in the domain 0≤r≤1/
√
K for the chosen coordinates. We also take L = −1/2 because the spinor in which

we are interested is just the spin-1/2 spinor after all. Anyway, this choice will be better motivated later.
Now, in this circumstance, equation (31) assumes the expression

Zr = −mr
(

Z2 + 1
)√

−kr2 + 1 +
(

mrZ2 −mr − 2Z
) (

Kr2 − 1
)

r(−Kr2 + 1)3/2
(38)

so that after performing the Cole–Hopf transformation

Z(r) =

(

Kr2 − 1
)

m
(√

−Kr2 + 1− 1
)

zr(r)

z(r)
(39)

we get that (38) is linearized into

zrr = −
(

K2r4 +Kr2 + 2
√
−Kr2 + 1− 2

)

zr

(Kr2 − 1)
(

Kr2 +
√
−Kr2 + 1− 1

)

r
− Km2r2z

(Kr2 − 1)
2 (40)

which can always be solved. It is convenient to change the variable according to

p :=
√

−Kr2 + 1, p ∈ [0, 1] (41)

and express the mass of the spinor field as

m = −α
√
K with α < 0 (42)

for the sake of simplicity. In terms of the new variable and constant, (40) acquires the form

zpp =
[1− p (p+ 1)] zp

p (p2 − 1)
− α2z

p2
(43)

which admits the exact solution

z(p) = C1p
iαQ1(p) + C2p

−iαQ2(p) (44)

where

Q1(p) =

√−p+ 1
[

α
(

4α2 + 1
)

F
(

− 1
4 ,

1
4 + iα; 1

2 + iα; p2
)

+
((

4α2 + 1
2

)

+ iα
)

p (p+ 1)F
(

3
4 ,

5
4 + iα; 3

2 + iα; p2
)

α
]

4α3 + α
(45a)

Q2(p) = −9
√−p+ 1

(

1
2 + iα

)

16α5 + 40α3 + 9α

[

1

9
(− (2 + p) + i4α (p+ 1))

(

4α2 + 9
)

F

(

3

4
,
1

4
− iα;

3

2
− iα; p2

)

α

−5

3

(

1

5

(

4α2 +
3

2

)

− iα

)

p2 (p+ 1)F

(

7

4
,
5

4
− iα;

5

2
− iα; p2

)

α

]

(45b)
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and with C1 and C2 two complex integration constants. In (45), F (a, b; c; z) is the Gauss hypergeometric function
(see for instance the general reference [36]). By expansions to arbitrary orders, we can prove that (45a) and (45b) are
complex conjugates of each other. Therefore, the conditions C2 = C̄1 ensures that (44) is real as it actually has to be.

The Cole–Hopf transformation (39), in terms of the variable p, is

Z(p) =
p
√
p+ 1

α
√−p+ 1

zp
z

(46)

whereas the analogous (35), always in terms of p, is

Np

N
=
zp
z

+
−p2 + 2p+ 1

2p (p2 − 1)
(47)

which can be integrated as

N(p) =
Q
√
K
√−p+ 1

√

p2 + p
z (48)

with Q an integration constant. As it stands, the problem is now fully solved, up to variable changes and substitutions.
Once the function z(p) (or z(r)) is known, so are the functions Z(p) and N(p) (respectively Z(r) and N(r)) from

(46) and (48), and therefore all the remaining functions are determined. Just the same, one must verify that the two
integrals given by

∫

ψ†ψ dV and

∫

ψ̄ψ dV (49)

converge to ensure the well–posedness of all quantities of physical meaning. In this regard it should be noted that we
could have solved the problem by choosing L with an arbitrary value. But at this point, the integrals (49) would be
seen to converge only for L < 1/2 strictly. This justifies the choice L = −1/2 we made above. The convergence of
(49) is in turn ensured by that of

I =

∫

eν

r2 sin θ
dV = 2π

∫ π

0

sin θ

∫ 1
√

K

0

N2(r)
√

1 + Z4(r) + (4 cos2 θ − 2)Z2(r)drdθ (50)

and because

|I| ≤ 4π

∫ 1
√

K

0

N2(r)
(

Z2(r) + 1
)

dr =
4π√
K

∫ 1

0

N2(p)
(

Z2(p) + 1
)

p
√

−p2 + 1
dp (51)

we only need to prove the convergence of the last integral, which is much easier. By employing (46) and (48), we get
the further relation

|I| ≤ 4π
√
KQ2

α2

∫ 1

0

p2z2p
√

−p2 + 1
dp+ 4π

√
KQ2

∫ 1

0

√−p+ 1z2

(p+ 1)
3/2

dp (52)

and in view of (44), we also derive

|z(p)| ≤ 2|Q1(p)||C1| and pzp =

(

iαQ1(p) + p
dQ1

dp

)

piαC1 +

(

−iαQ2(p) + p
dQ2

dp

)

p−iαC2 (53)

which, together with the regularity of the functions Q1(p) and Q2(p) and their derivatives, prove the convergence of
both integrals in (52) in a neighborhood of p = 0. To discuss instead the convergence in a neighborhood of p = 1, it
is more convenient to perform another change of variable as

p = −v2 + 1 v ∈ [0, 1] (54)

leading to

|I| ≤ 4π
√
KQ2

α2

∫ 1

0

(

v6 − 4v4 + 5v2 − 2
)

z2v − 4z2(v)v4α2

2
√

v2 (2− v2)v (v2 − 2)
dv (55)
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where now the convergence has to be proved in a neighborhood of v = 0. By developing z(v) in series at v = 0
according to

z(v) =
∑

n

Tnv
n (56)

one finds that the first three coefficients are given by

T0 =

√
2π
[

C1(iα+ 4α2 + 1/2)Γ2(iα+ 3/2)Γ(5/4− iα)− πC̄1(iα− 4α2 − 1/2)(α2 + 1/4)Γ(iα+ 5/4)sech(απ)
]

(4α2 + 1)Γ(3/4)Γ(5/4− iα)Γ(iα+ 3/2)Γ(iα+ 5/4)
(57a)

T1 =
2iα

√
2Γ(3/4)

[

−C1Γ
2(iα+ 1/2)Γ(3/4− iα) + πC̄1Γ(iα+ 3/4)sech(απ)

]

Γ(3/4− iα)Γ(iα+ 1/2)Γ(iα+ 3/4)
√
π

(57b)

T2 = 0 (57c)

and the convergence condition is granted by requiring that T1 = 0 identically. Explicitly this is

f(α) =
Im(C1)

Re(C1)
=
ad− bc

ac+ bd
(58)

with

a = Re(Γ(iα+ 1/2)), b = Im(Γ(iα+ 1/2)), c = Re(Γ(iα+ 3/4)), d = Im(Γ(iα+ 3/4)) (59)

and because this condition can always be obtained the convergence is finally established. The solution (44), (46) and
(48) is physically acceptable, and as a consequence the found spinor field represents a meaningful material distribution.

We notice two things about the above coefficients. One is that from a purely numerical perspective, we can write
relation (42) as α ≈ −lUniverse/lCompton where lUniverse is the radius of the observable Universe and lCompton the
Compton length of the particle. This means that α is negative and with an absolute value that is impressively large,
so that it makes sense to take the limit α→−∞. When this is done (58) tends to

lim
α→−∞

f(α)=1−
√
2 (60)

which is a remarkably simple value. The second thing is that the vanishing of the coefficient of the quadratic term is
granted by the validity of the field equation

zvv = − zvv(v
2 − 3)

(v + 1)(v − 1)(v2 − 2)
− 4α2zv2

(v − 1)2(v + 1)2
(61)

in the limit for v that goes to zero. Notice also that with (61) one can also establish the relations tying all other
coefficients of the expansion (in this way one can prove for example that T3 = T1/4→0 and that T4 = −T0α2/3).

As a conclusive remark, we point out that the problem would have a similar solution in terms of Gauss hypergeo-
metric functions also in the case of an anti–de Sitter space–time. More in detail, in this case the problem is solved by
matching two distinct solutions, one defined in a neighborhood of r = 0 and the other defined in a neighborhood of
r = ∞, again ensuring the convergence of (49). The full procedure is perfectly analogous to the one we that have pre-
sented here above. We are not going to deepen the discussion on anti–de Sitter metrics, however, since the treatment
is more involuted from a purely mathematical perspective without really bringing any new element of clarity.

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper, we have considered the Dirac equation on a background metric of Schwarzschild type, that is static
and with spherical symmetry, tackling the problem of finding a special spinor field that could split the Dirac equations
in angular and radial parts, so to have them integrated. We have found such a Dirac spinor, given by (24) with a
chiral angle (25), which was defined for a background described by the tetrads (3) with ρ and α given by (26), and
we have proved that the separability was obtained. We also proved that after separation, the full set of equations
reduced to only two equations, and we discussed how they could always be integrated, at least in principle.

8



In practice, we have specialized to the de Sitter universe and, in this case, we have carried on all computations.
The same form (25-26) can also be used, by construction, to find more general solutions of hydrogen-like atoms.
Quite generally, the procedure we outlined is useful in any case where static/spherical backgrounds are considered.
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