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We consider a self-consistent axially symmetric system supported by a classical nonlinear spinor
field minimally coupled to electric and magnetic Maxwell fields. The presence of the nonlinearity
of the spinor field ensures the existence of a minimum positive energy of the system (a mass gap),
of a minimum charge (a charge gap), and of a minimum magnetic moment. In turn, the presence
of the electric charge results in qualitative changes in the behavior of physical characteristics of the
systems under consideration as compared with the case of an electrically neutral spinor field. It is
shown that, with a suitable choice of free system parameters, there exists a regular finite-energy
particlelike solution describing a localized spinning object whose physical parameters correspond
to the main characteristics of an electron/positron (including the spin equal to 1/2), but with the
characteristic size comparable to the corresponding Compton wavelength. Also, we show that four
local Dirac equations are equivalent to two nonlocal equations.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Nonlinear equations describing various physical systems have been the object of numerous investigations in different
aspects. The bulk of such studies have been mainly focused on a consideration of the nonlinear Shrödinger and
Klein-Gordon equations involving different potentials. The first of these equations permits one to describe various
phenomena and processes within condensed matter physics, nonlinear optics, atomic and mathematical physics. In
turn, the Klein-Gordon equation is widely used in modeling various particlelike objects in condensed matter and
mathematical physics, including strongly gravitating systems.

Much less attention was paid to investigations of the nonlinear Dirac equation. Such an equation was initially
introduced by D. Ivanenko [1]. Subsequently, it was analyzed in the works [2, 3], where possible forms of nonlinear
terms were suggested. Following these ideas, W. Heisenberg tried to employ this equation as a fundamental equation
suitable for describing the properties of an electron [4]. Later, one of forms of the nonlinear Dirac equation was
employed for an approximate description of the properties of hadrons (this approach is called the Nambu-Jona-
Lasinio model [5]; for a review, see Ref. [6]). In turn, bearing in mind that the systems with a nonlinear spinor field
contain a mass gap [2, 3, 7, 8], in Ref. [9], the authors tried to describe extended particles (hadrons) possessing the
smallest possible energy. On the other hand, in the case of fermions with zero bare mass, Ref. [10] suggests a toy
model of quark confinement in quantum chromodynamics. In addition, the nonlinear Dirac equations may be used as
effective theories in various fields of atomic, nuclear, particle, and gravitational physics [11–23].

In quantum chromodynamics, there is a well-known problem to prove the existence of a minimum value of the mass,
i.e., of a mass gap, in non-Abelian quantum Yang-Mills theory. This problem is very nontrivial and has not been
solved yet. One of possible approaches towards solving this problem might be a consideration of simpler problems
when quantum systems are replaced by some approximate classical systems. In this case, if one could show that for
such classical configurations a mass gap might occur, this could be treated as a possible indication for the existence
of the mass gap in quantum systems. As shown in our previous investigations [24–27], in the systems supported by
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classical non-Abelian fields coupled to nonlinear spinor fields, there is the possibility of obtaining a mass gap. From
this point of view, such classical systems may be thought of as approximately describing realistic quantum systems.

The systems considered by us earlier in Refs. [24–27] are spherically symmetric. Obviously, in the more general case
the spherical symmetry can already be violated, for example, because of the presence of magnetic Maxwell and/or
color fields. Correspondingly, this requires a generalization of the above models. As a first step in this direction,
one can consider a simplified situation where the system with a nonlinear spinor field contains only Abelian fields.
Consistent with this, the present paper studies a system supported by a classical nonlinear spinor field minimally
coupled to Maxwell electric and magnetic (dipole) fields. Due to the presence of the dipole magnetic field, the system
is inevitably axisymmetric, and therefore a consideration will be carried out in a general form without any simplifying
assumptions as to the smallness of the electromagnetic fields, as was done earlier, for example, in Refs. [8, 9]. This will
enable us to study the cases where the contribution to the energy-momentum tensor coming from the electromagnetic
fields can be comparable to that of the spinor field. It will be shown that such a contribution results in qualitative
changes in the physical characteristics of the systems under consideration.

Notice here that in the present paper we consider a system supported by a classical spinor field. Following Ref. [28],
such a field is meant to be a set of four complex-valued spacetime functions transforming according to the spinor
representation of the Lorentz group. In turn, realistic spin-1/2 particles must evidently be described by quantum
spinor fields, and it is furthermore believed that there is no classical limit for quantum spinor fields. However, classical
spinors can be thought of as arising from some effective description of more complex quantum systems (for arguments
in favor of the possibility of the existence of classical spinors, see Ref. [28]).

II. THE MODEL

We consider localized configurations consisting of a spinor field ψ minimally coupled to Maxwell fields. The
corresponding total Lagrangian for such a system can be represented in the form (we use natural units with c = ℏ = 1
throughout)

Ltot =
ı

2

(
ψ̄γµψ;µ − ψ̄;µγ

µψ
)
−mψ̄ψ − F (S)− 1

4
FµνF

µν , (1)

where m is a bare mass of the fermion, F (S) is in general an arbitrary nonlinear term with the invariant S (see below),
and the electromagnetic field tensor Fµν = ∂µAν − ∂νAµ. The semicolon denotes the covariant derivative defined
as ψ;µ = [∂µ + 1/8ωabµ

(
γaγb − γbγa

)
+ ı QAµ]ψ with γa being the Dirac matrices in flat space; the term ı QAµψ

describes the interaction between the spinor and Maxwell fields with the coupling constant Q. In turn, the Dirac
matrices in curvilinear coordinates, γµ = e µ

a γa, are obtained using the tetrad e µ
a , and ωabµ is the spin connection

[for its definition, see Ref. [29], Eq. (7.135)]. In the above expressions, µ, ν = 0, 1, 2, 3 are spacetime indices and
a, b = 0, 1, 2, 3 are tetrad indices. In what follows, we use the Weyl representation of the Dirac matrices,

γ0 =

(
0 1
1 0

)
, γk =

(
0 σk

−σk 0

)
,

where k = 1, 2, 3 and σk are the Pauli matrices.
Varying the action with the Lagrangian (1) with respect to the spinor field and to the vector potential Aµ, we

derive the corresponding Dirac and Maxwell field equations

ıγµψ;µ −mψ − ∂F

∂ψ̄
= 0, (2)

1√
−g

∂

∂xν
(√

−gFµν
)

= −Qψ̄γµψ. (3)

In the present paper, we take the following simplest self-interaction term

F (S) = −λ
2

(
ψ̄ψ

)2
,

where λ is some free nonlinearity parameter. Classical spinor fields with such a nonlinearity have been considered,
for instance, in Refs. [2, 3, 7–9, 20–22].

From the Lagrangian (1), one can also obtain the corresponding energy-momentum tensor of the system under
consideration (already in a symmetric form)

T ν
µ =

ı

4
gνρ

[
ψ̄γµψ;ρ + ψ̄γρψ;µ − ψ̄;µγρψ − ψ̄;ργµψ

]
− δνµLsp − F νρFµρ +

1

4
δνµFαβF

αβ . (4)
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Taking into account the Dirac equation (2) and the corresponding adjoint equation for ψ̄, the Lagrangian for the
spinor field appearing in Eq. (4) becomes

Lsp = −F (S) + 1

2

(
ψ̄
∂F

∂ψ̄
+
∂F

∂ψ
ψ

)
.

In the present paper, we take the stationary Ansatz for the spinor field in the form similar to that of Ref. [30],

ψ = eı(Mφ−Ωt)

ψ1

ψ2

ψ∗
2

ψ∗
1

 , (5)

where Ω is the spinor frequency, M is a half-integer parameter (the azimuthal number). For our purposes, it is
convenient to represent the components of the spinor appearing in (5) in the following form:

ψ1 =
1

2
[X + Y + ı (V +W )] , ψ2 =

1

2
[X − Y + ı (V −W )] ,

where the functions X,Y, V , and W depend only on the spherical coordinates r and θ, and the line element is

ds2 = dt2 − dr2 − r2
(
dθ2 + sin2 θdφ2

)
.

The Ansatz for the Maxwell field is taken to be

Aµ = {ϕ(r, θ), 0, 0, σ(r, θ)}, (6)

i.e., it contains an electric and a magnetic potentials. This Ansatz implies the presence of the following nonzero
components of the electric and magnetic fields:

Er = −∂ϕ
∂r
, Eθ = −∂ϕ

∂θ
, Hr = −csc θ

r2
∂σ

∂θ
, Hθ = csc θ

∂σ

∂r
. (7)

III. EQUATIONS AND SOLUTIONS

Substituting the Ansätze (5) and (6) in the field equations (2) and (3), one can obtain the following set of six partial
differential equations:

X̃,x +
X̃

x
− W̃,θ

x
−

cot θ
2

2x
W̃ + Q̃

(
−csc θ

x
W̃ σ̃ + Ṽ ϕ̃

)
−
(
1 + Ω̃

)
Ṽ + U2Ṽ = 0, (8)

Ỹ,x +
Ỹ

x
− Ṽ,θ

x
+

tan θ
2

2x
Ṽ + Q̃

(
csc θ

x
Ṽ σ̃ − W̃ ϕ̃

)
−

(
1− Ω̃

)
W̃ + U2W̃ = 0, (9)

Ṽ,x +
Ṽ

x
+
Ỹ,θ
x

+
cot θ

2

2x
Ỹ + Q̃

(
csc θ

x
Ỹ σ̃ − X̃ϕ̃

)
−
(
1− Ω̃

)
X̃ + U2X̃ = 0, (10)

W̃,x +
W̃

x
+
X̃,θ

x
−

tan θ
2

2x
X̃ + Q̃

(
−csc θ

x
X̃σ̃ + Ỹ ϕ̃

)
−

(
1 + Ω̃

)
Ỹ + U2Ỹ = 0, (11)

ϕ̃,xx +
2

x
ϕ̃,x +

1

x2
ϕ̃,θθ +

cot θ

x2
ϕ̃,θ + Q̃ U1 = 0, (12)

σ̃,xx +
1

x2
σ̃,θθ −

cot θ

x2
σ̃,θ + 2 Q̃ x sin θ U3 = 0, (13)

where

U1 = X̃2 + Ỹ 2 + Ṽ 2 + W̃ 2, U2 = X̃2 − Ỹ 2 − Ṽ 2 + W̃ 2, U3 = X̃Ỹ + Ṽ W̃

and the azimuthal number is taken to be M = 1/2 throughout the paper. These equations are written in terms of the

following dimensionless variables: x = mr, Ω̃ = Ω/m, Q̃ = Q/
(
m
√
λ
)
, X̃, Ỹ , Ṽ , W̃ =

√
λ/mX, Y, V,W , ϕ̃ =

√
λϕ,

σ̃ = m
√
λσ. The lower indices denote differentiation with respect to the corresponding coordinate. Notice that these

equations do not explicitly contain the nonlinearity parameter λ and are invariant with respect to multiplying the
spinor functions by −1. That is, the system contains only two free parameters, Ω̃ and Q̃, whose values will be varied
to obtain solutions describing configurations with different physical characteristics.
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A. Physical quantities

Let us now write down expressions for some physically interesting parameters of the systems under consideration.
The total dimensionless mass of the system can be found in the form

M̃tot ≡ mλMtot = 2π

∫ ∞

0

dx

∫ π

0

dθ T̃ t
t x

2 sin θ, (14)

where the dimensionless (tt)-component of the energy-momentum tensor (4) is

T̃ t
t =

1

2

[
ϕ̃2,x +

csc2 θ

x2
σ̃2
,x +

1

x2
ϕ̃2,θ +

csc2 θ

x4
σ̃2
,θ + 2

(
Ω̃− Q̃ϕ̃

)
U1 + U2

2

]
. (15)

The total dimensionless angular momentum

J̃tot ≡ m2λJtot = −2π

∫ ∞

0

dx

∫ π

0

dθ T̃ t
φx

2 sin θ, (16)

where the dimensionless (tφ)-component of the energy-momentum tensor (4) is

T̃ t
φ =ϕ̃,xσ̃,x +

1

x2
ϕ̃,θσ̃,θ −

1

4

(
1 + 2 Q̃ σ̃

)
U1 + x sin θ

(
Ω̃− Q̃ϕ̃

)
U3

+
1

2
sin θ

(
W̃ X̃ − Ṽ Ỹ

)
+

1

4
cos θ

(
X̃2 − Ỹ 2 + Ṽ 2 − W̃ 2

)
.

(17)

The occurrence of a nonzero angular momentum is due to the presence in the system of (i) a single fermion possessing
an intrinsic angular momentum; and (ii) the crossed electric and magnetic fields. For this reason, in analogy to
quantum particles possessing the quantum-mechanical spin, such configurations can be treated as spinning ones.

The total dimensionless Noether charge

Q̃tot ≡ m2λQtot = 2π

∫ ∞

0

dx

∫ π

0

dθ j̃tx2 sin θ, (18)

where the dimensionless temporal component of the current density j̃t = U1. Note here that the normalization
condition Qtot = 1 corresponds to one-particle solutions; in this case the coupling constant Q will correspond to an
electric charge of the system, and below we will be interested mostly in such configurations.

Magnetic moment of the system under investigation can be calculated in a standard way by considering the electric
current flowing perpendicular to a meridional plane (see, e.g., the textbook [31]). As a result, one can obtain the
following expression for the dimensionless magnetic dipole moment:

µ̃m ≡ m2
√
λµm = −2πQ̃

∫ ∞

0

dx

∫ π

0

dθ U3x
3 sin2 θ. (19)

Finally, the dimensionless gyromagnetic ratio g, expressed in units of qe/ (2Mtot) [where qe is the electric charge,
see Eq. (22) below], is defined from the relation

µm = g
qe
2

Jtot
Mtot

⇒ g = 2
µ̃mM̃tot

q̃eJ̃tot
, (20)

where q̃e ≡ m
√
λ qe is the dimensionless electric charge.

B. Boundary conditions and a numerical approach

We will seek globally regular finite-energy nodeless solutions of the set of six partial differential equations (8)-(13).
To do this, it is necessary to impose appropriate boundary conditions for the spinor and Maxwell fields. The behavior
of solutions of Eqs. (8)-(13) in the vicinity of the boundaries of the domain of integration implies the following
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FIG. 1: The total mass of the system M̃tot as a function of the spinor frequency Ω̃ for different values of the coupling constant
Q̃. The inset shows the dependence of the total mass on Q̃ for different values of Ω̃ (shown by the numbers near the points)
corresponding to the location of the mass gap.

boundary conditions:

∂X̃

∂x

∣∣∣∣∣
x=0

=
∂W̃

∂x

∣∣∣∣∣
x=0

=
∂ϕ̃

∂x

∣∣∣∣∣
x=0

= 0, Ỹ
∣∣∣
x=0

= Ṽ
∣∣∣
x=0

= σ̃|x=0 = 0;

X̃
∣∣∣
x=∞

= Ỹ
∣∣∣
x=∞

= Ṽ
∣∣∣
x=∞

= W̃
∣∣∣
x=∞

= ϕ̃
∣∣∣
x=∞

= σ̃|x=∞ = 0;

∂X̃

∂θ

∣∣∣∣∣
θ=0

=
∂Ṽ

∂θ

∣∣∣∣∣
θ=0

=
∂ϕ̃

∂θ

∣∣∣∣∣
θ=0

= 0, Ỹ
∣∣∣
θ=0

= W̃
∣∣∣
θ=0

= σ̃|θ=0 = 0;

∂Ỹ

∂θ

∣∣∣∣∣
θ=π

=
∂W̃

∂θ

∣∣∣∣∣
θ=π

=
∂ϕ̃

∂θ

∣∣∣∣∣
θ=π

= 0, X̃
∣∣∣
θ=π

= Ṽ
∣∣∣
θ=π

= σ̃|θ=π = 0.

For numerical computations, it is convenient to introduce the compactified radial coordinate

x̄ =
x

1 + x
(21)

in order to map the infinite interval [0,∞) to the finite region [0, 1]. The results of numerical computations for
axisymmetric systems presented below have been obtained using the Intel MKL PARDISO sparse direct solver and
the CESDSOL library, and also verified for some particular cases using the package FIDISOL [32]. These packages
provide an iterative procedure for obtaining an exact solution starting from some approximate solution (an initial
guess). As the initial guess, it is possible to use the solutions describing configurations in the absence of electric and
magnetic fields [7]. The equations (8)-(13) have been solved on a grid of 200×100 points which covers the integration
region 0 ≤ x̄ ≤ 1 [given by the compactified radial coordinate (21)] and 0 ≤ θ ≤ π.

C. Numerical solutions

In contrast to the case of a linear spinor field, in the nonlinear case, there is a family of solutions, depending
continuously on two parameters – the frequency Ω̃ and the coupling constant Q̃, whose values completely determine
all physical characteristics of the configurations under consideration. To illustrate this, Fig. 1 shows the spectrum
of the total mass (14) of the systems under investigation as a function of Ω̃ for some fixed values of Q̃. It is seen

from these graphs that the behavior of the dependence M̃tot(Ω̃) is largely determined by the value of the coupling

constant Q̃. Namely, the numerical calculations indicate that:
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(i) When Q̃ = 0, the total mass diverges as Ω̃ → 1. In turn, for small Ω̃, a rapid increase of M̃tot also occurs, and

one may expect that in the limit Ω̃ → 0 the total mass will tend to infinity as well. But in this limit a calculation
of the mass using the integral (14) is a difficult technical problem, and we cannot verify this assumption by
direct calculation.

(ii) When Q̃ ̸= 0, the total mass in the limit Ω̃ → 1 is already finite. In turn, there is some nonzero value Ω̃ < 1 for
which one can still perform numerical calculations. In doing so, one can observe that the mass demonstrates a
rapid increase (|∂M̃tot/∂Ω̃| ≫ 1); this can be regarded as an indication that there is some critical value Ω̃crit for
which the mass will eventually tend to infinity.

(iii) A distinctive feature of the configurations from (i) and (ii) is the presence of a minimum of the mass for all

values of Q̃ lying in the interval −0.27 ≲ Q̃ ≤ 0. This minimum corresponds to the presence in the system of

a mass gap where ∂M̃tot/∂Ω̃ = 0. In turn, for Q̃ ≲ −0.27, such a mass gap is already absent: the total mass

demonstrates a gradual decrease as Ω̃ increases, and eventually M̃tot reaches some minimum value as Ω̃ → 1.

(iv) The dependence of the total mass on the coupling constant Q̃ for different values of Ω̃ corresponding to the
location of the mass gap is shown in the inset of Fig. 1. It is seen from this inset that for the system with
Q̃ = 0 (and correspondingly without the magnetic field), Ω̃ ≈ 0.936 (cf. Ref. [8]). On the other hand, there

exists a maximum possible value of the coupling constant |Q̃| ≈ 0.27 for which the frequency Ω̃ → 1. For larger

(modulus) values of Q̃ the curve M̃tot(Ω̃) has no minimum already, that is, the derivative ∂M̃tot/∂Ω̃ is nowhere
equal to zero, and correspondingly the mass gap is absent.

(v) There is some critical value of the coupling constant Q̃crit approaching that the interval Ω̃crit ≤ Ω̃ ≤ 1 (where the

solutions do exist) becomes narrower, and eventually Ω̃crit → 1 and the complete set of solutions with different

Ω̃ degenerates to the only solution with Ω̃ = 1. Numerical calculations show that Q̃crit ≈ −0.3119, and in this
limit the total mass M̃tot ≈ 97.13.

(vi) For all these spinning systems, a straightforward computation shows that the total angular momentum Jtot from
Eq. (16) and the total Noether charge Qtot from Eq. (18) are related by Jtot = 1

2Qtot, although the angular
momentum density and the Noether charge density are not proportional.

(vii) From the form of Eqs. (8)-(13), it is evident that the solutions under consideration are invariant with respect to

a change in the sign Q̃→ −Q̃, ϕ̃→ −ϕ̃, σ̃ → −σ̃, that is, they may describe systems with the coupling constant
opposite in sign and the same physical characteristics.

Note here that, in order to apply the results obtained above for a description of one particle, it is necessary to
normalize the solutions so that the Noether charge Qtot from Eq. (18) would be equal to 1. In this case the coupling
constant Q will correspond to an electric charge, i.e., Q = qe. This one-particle condition can be fulfilled by a suitable
choice of the free system parameters λ and m. However, in doing so, one should bear in mind that in this case there

will be its own particular set of the parameters λ and m for every point in the
[
M̃tot − Ω̃

]
-plane, i.e., different points

of the plane will correspond to different models.
We conclude this subsection with the expression for the effective radial pressure pr ≡ −T r

r . Using the energy-
momentum tensor (4) and the Dirac equations (8)-(11), it can be shown that the radial pressure contains the terms

pr ∼ λ

2

(
X2 − Y 2 − V 2 +W 2

)2 −Qϕ
(
X2 + Y 2 + V 2 +W 2

)
. . .

This implies the following physical meaning of the nonlinearity parameter: the case of λ > 0 corresponds to the
attraction and the case of λ < 0 to the repulsion. Correspondingly, for the configurations considered above, the
attraction of the spinor field related to the choice of positive values of the nonlinearity parameter provides a counter-
balance to the effective repulsion due to the presence of the electric charge.

D. Asymptotic behavior

For completeness of analysis of the numerical solutions obtained above, let us write down analytical expressions for
asymptotic solutions. The Maxwell equations (12) and (13) have the following asymptotic (x → ∞) behavior of the
electric and magnetic fields:

ϕ̃ ≈ 1

4π

q̃e
x
, σ̃ ≈ − 1

4π

µ̃m

x
sin2 θ. (22)
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FIG. 2: The dependence of the physical quantities on the spinor frequency Ω for a fixed Q̃ = −0.04452. Left panel: the graphs
for the total mass M̃tot from Eq. (14), for the angular momentum J̃tot from Eq. (16), and for the charge q̃e from Eq. (23).
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Ω̃ ≈ 0.937.

Using these expressions, the numerical values of the electric charge q̃e and of the magnetic moment µ̃m can be found
in the form

q̃e = −4π lim
x→∞

x2
∂ϕ̃

∂x
= −4π lim

x̄→1
x̄2
∂ϕ̃

∂x̄
, µ̃m = 4π lim

x→∞

x2

sin2 θ

∂σ̃

∂x
= 4π lim

x̄→1

x̄2

sin2 θ

∂σ̃

∂x̄
. (23)

Note that the value of µ̃m calculated using the above formula coincides with that of obtained using Eq. (19).
In turn, the asymptotic behavior of the spinor fields follows from the Dirac equations (8)-(11),

X̃ ≈ −2 cos
θ

2
g(x), Ỹ ≈ 2 sin

θ

2
f(x), Ṽ ≈ 2 cos

θ

2
f(x), W̃ ≈ −2 sin

θ

2
g(x).

The form of the functions f(x) and g(x) appearing here depends on the value of Ω̃. Namely, for 0 < Ω̃ < 1, we have

f(x) ≈ f∞
e−

√
1−Ω̃2 x

x
x
− 1√

1−Ω̃2

Q̃q̃e
4π , g(x) ≈ f∞

√
1 + Ω̃

1− Ω̃

e−
√

1−Ω̃2 x

x
x
− 1√

1−Ω̃2

Q̃q̃e
4π , (24)

where f∞ is an integration constant. In the case of Ω̃ = 1, we have

f(x) ≈ f∞
e−

√
2
π Q̃q̃e x

x5/4
, g(x) ≈ f∞

√
8π

Q̃q̃e

e−
√

2
π Q̃q̃e x

x3/4
.

Notice here that regular solutions with Ω̃ = 1 are only possible in the presence of the charge.

E. Particular example: an “electron”

The freedom in the choice of values of the parameters λ and m enables us to model various objects. In doing so, a
choice of a specific value of Ω̃ can be made on the basis of a physically reasonable assumption that an energetically
stable system must possess a minimum energy (or, equivalently, a minimum mass M̃tot). Consistent with this,

consider, for example, the case where the coupling constant Q̃ is understood to be so chosen that at a minimum of
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FIG. 3: The dimensionless spinor functions P+ and P− from (A8) and (A9), energy density (15), angular momentum

density (17), charge density j̃t = U1, physical component of the current density j̃φ = −2 Q̃ U3, electric,
˜⃗
E ≡

√
λ/mE⃗, and

magnetic,
˜⃗
H ≡

√
λ/mH⃗, field strengths for the system with Q̃ = −0.04452 located at the mass gap (cf. Fig. 2). The plots are

made in a meridional plane φ = const. spanned by the coordinates ρ = x sin θ and z = x cos θ. Since the system is Z2-symmetric
with respect to the equatorial plane z = 0, the electromagnetic field strength distributions are shown only for z > 0.
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the curve M̃tot(Ω̃) the electric charge of the system qe would be equal to the charge of an electron. The corresponding

dependencies M̃tot(Ω̃) and q̃e(Ω̃) are shown in the left panel of Fig. 2. It is seen that the minimum of the mass curve

(the maximum of the charge curve) is located at Ω̃ ≈ 0.937, and the total mass and Noether charge are

Mtot =
47.512

mλ
, Qtot =

46.255

m2λ
.

This yields the dimensional mass Mtot = 1.027mQtot (see the middle panel of Fig. 2). For a normalized solution,
Qtot = 1; correspondingly, there is a mass renormalization of 2.7%. Then, in order to make the total mass of the system
Mtot equal to the electron mass me, it is necessary to take m = me/1.027. This in turn leads to the corresponding
renormalization of the magnetic moment and change in the value of the gyromagnetic ratio g, whose graph is shown
in the right panel of Fig. 2. For the case under consideration, g ≈ 2.083. Thus we have a configuration with the mass
Mtot = 0.511MeV and charge qe = −0.3028 equal to the mass and charge of an electron, but with g > 2.

Also, for a normalized solution, i.e., when Qtot = 1, the quantum-mechanical angular momentum, which is deter-
mined using the operator of the total angular momentum,

M̂z = L̂z + Ŝz, (25)

(here L̂z = −ı∂φ is the operator which projects the orbital angular momentum on the z-axis and Ŝz is the operator
which projects the spin on the z-axis), defines the value of the total angular momentum as an eigenvalue Mz,

M̂zψ =Mzψ.

For the spinor (5), this eigenvalue is Mz = 1/2, and it coincides with that calculated using the integral formula (16)
(cf. the value of Jtot from the middle panel of Fig. 2). It is worth noting that for the solutions that are not normalized
to unity this coincidence no longer occurs.

The characteristic size of such a charged configuration supported by the spinor field can be estimated from the
asymptotic behavior of the field (24) as

rch ∼ 1√
1− Ω̃2me

.

For Ω̃ ≈ 0.937, this yields rch ∼ 10−10 cm, a value that is comparable in order of magnitude to the electron Compton
wavelength.

Note that the spinor functions X̃, Ỹ , Ṽ , and W̃ appearing in the Dirac equations (8)-(11) are neither even nor
odd functions with respect to the equatorial plane θ = π/2. Nevertheless, the system possesses a Z2 symmetry with
respect to this plane; this can be shown by considering the corresponding combinations of the spinor functions (see
Appendix A). To demonstrate this fact in a pictorial way, the upper row of Fig. 3 shows the graphs of the functions P+

and P− from Eqs. (A8) and (A9), respectively. Also, this figure shows the corresponding Z2-symmetric distributions
of the components of the energy-momentum tensor (4) and current density, as well as the electric and magnetic
field strengths defined by the expressions (7). The structure of the magnetic field strength corresponds to an axially
symmetric dipole field sourced by the current associated with the spinor field given on the right-hand side of Eq. (3).
The radial distribution of the current and the magnitude of the magnetic field are determined by the value of the
coupling constant Q. In turn, the structure of the electric field strength corresponds to a negative charge with force
lines directed toward the center of the configuration.

In conclusion, note that by choosing m = mµ/1.027, where mµ is the muon mass, we get characteristics typical for
a muon/antimuon.

IV. CONCLUSIONS

The main purpose of the present paper is to study self-consistently the influence that an electromagnetic field has on
a system supported by a nonlinear spinor field. To this end, we generalized the configurations considered in Refs. [7, 8]
by including nonperturbatively electric and magnetic (dipole) Maxwell fields to take account of their backreaction
on the physical characteristics of the system. In such a generalized case, the presence in the system of the dipole
magnetic field requires a consideration of an axisymmetric problem.

In the absence of electromagnetic fields, an important distinctive feature of the systems supported by nonlinear
spinor fields is the presence of a mass gap. For such systems, all solutions are parameterized by one parameter – the
spinor frequency Ω̃, and regular stationary solutions describing configurations with finite values of various physical
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parameters (for instance, of a total mass) do exist only for the values of Ω̃ lying in the range 0 < Ω̃ < 1, whereas

for Ω̃ → 0 and Ω̃ → 1 the total mass diverges. The inclusion of the Maxwell fields results in the appearance of one
more free parameter – the coupling constant Q̃. For such a two-parametric system, we have considered all permissible
values of the parameters Ω̃ and Q̃ for which regular spinning solutions do exist. The studies of the present work
indicate that there are the following qualitative changes in the characteristics of the configurations as compared with
the electrically neutral (Q̃ = 0) case:

• Apart from the mass and angular momentum gaps, the system also contains the charge and magnetic moment
gaps located at the same values of Ω̃ as the mass gap (see Fig. 2 and cf. Ref. [27]).

• For a nonzero coupling constant Q̃, there is some critical value of the spinor frequency Ω̃crit > 0 that restricts
the range of permissible values of Ω̃ from the left. As in the case without Maxwell fields, at this boundary, the
total masses of the system diverge for all permissible values of Q̃. As Q̃ increases (modulus), the value of Ω̃crit

increases as well, and there is a finite critical value |Q̃crit| ≈ 0.3119 for which Ω̃crit → 1, i.e., the set of solutions

with different Ω̃ degenerates to the only solution with Ω̃ = 1.

• For 0 < |Q̃| < |Q̃crit| and as Ω̃ → 1, the total mass of the system, in contrast to the case without Maxwell

fields, remains always finite. That is, regular solutions exist in the frequency range of Ω̃crit < Ω̃ ≤ 1, and the
magnitude of Ω̃crit is completely determined only by the value of the coupling constant Q̃.

• There is a maximum possible value of |Q̃| ≈ 0.27 above which the aforementioned gaps are already absent in
the system.

As a possible application of the above results, we have considered the case where the coupling constant Q̃ is to be
so chosen that the electric charge of the system located at the mass/charge gap would be equal to the charge of an

electron (or of a positron when −Q̃ is changed into Q̃) (see Sec. III E). Then, by choosing an appropriate value of
the bare mass m in the Dirac equation (2), one can also get the total mass of the system, equal to the mass of an
electron. In turn, the total angular momentum Jtot and the total Noether charge Qtot are related by Jtot =

1
2Qtot (as

it also takes place for all other spinning systems with permissible values of Q̃ and Ω̃ considered in the present paper),
and when Qtot = 1 (i.e., for a normalized solution), Jtot coincides with the eigenvalue Mz = 1/2 of the operator of
the total angular momentum (25). Also, the gyromagnetic ratio for such configuration is g ≈ 2.083 (cf. the electron
for which g ≈ 2) and the characteristic size is rch ∼ 10−10 cm.
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Appendix A: Symmetry of the field equations

When θ is replaced by π − θ, the equations (8)-(13) take the form

X̃,x +
X̃

x
+
W̃,θ

x
−

tan θ
2

2x
W̃ + Q̃

(
−csc θ

x
W̃ σ̃ + Ṽ ϕ̃

)
−

(
1 + Ω̃

)
Ṽ + U2Ṽ =0, (A1)

Ỹ,x +
Ỹ

x
+
Ṽ,θ
x

+
cot θ

2

2x
Ṽ + Q̃

(
csc θ

x
Ṽ σ̃ − W̃ ϕ̃

)
−

(
1− Ω̃

)
W̃ + U2W̃ =0, (A2)

Ṽ,x +
Ṽ

x
− Ỹ,θ

x
+

tan θ
2

2x
Ỹ + Q̃

(
csc θ

x
Ỹ σ̃ − X̃ϕ̃

)
−
(
1− Ω̃

)
X̃ + U2X̃ =0, (A3)

W̃,x +
W̃

x
− X̃,θ

x
−

cot θ
2

2x
X̃ + Q̃

(
−csc θ

x
X̃σ̃ + Ỹ ϕ̃

)
−

(
1 + Ω̃

)
Ỹ + U2Ỹ =0, (A4)

ϕ̃,xx +
2

x
ϕ̃,x +

1

x2
ϕ̃,θθ +

cot θ

x2
ϕ̃,θ + Q̃ U1 =0, (A5)

σ̃,xx +
1

x2
σ̃,θθ −

cot θ

x2
σ̃,θ + 2 Q̃ x sin θ U3 =0. (A6)
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All the functions appearing here depend on π−θ: X̃(x, π−θ), Ỹ (x, π−θ), Ṽ (x, π−θ), W̃ (x, π−θ), ϕ(x, π−θ), σ(x, π−θ),
while the combinations U1, U2, and U3 remain unchanged. A comparison of the equations (A1) and (11) enables one

to conclude that W̃ (x, θ) = X̃(x, π − θ). Similarly, one can show that such a symmetry is valid for all functions:

X̃(x, θ) = W̃ (x, π − θ), Ỹ (x, θ) = Ṽ (x, π − θ), Ṽ (x, θ) = Ỹ (x, π − θ), W̃ (x, θ) = X̃(x, π − θ). (A7)

This enables us to rewrite four local Dirac equations (8)-(11) in the form of two nonlocal equations

X̃(x, θ),x +
X̃(x, θ)

x
− X̃(x, π − θ),θ

x
−

cot θ
2

2x
X̃(x, π − θ) + Q̃

[
−csc θ

x
X̃(x, π − θ)σ̃ + Ỹ (x, π − θ)ϕ̃

]
−
(
1 + Ω̃

)
Ỹ (x, π − θ) + U2Ỹ (x, π − θ) =0,

Ỹ (x, θ),x +
Ỹ (x, θ)

x
− Ỹ (x, π − θ),θ

x
+

tan θ
2

2x
Ỹ (x, π − θ) + Q̃

[
csc θ

x
Ỹ (x, π − θ)σ̃ − X̃(x, π − θ)ϕ̃

]
−
(
1− Ω̃

)
X̃(x, π − θ) + U2X̃(x, π − θ) =0.

In turn, taking into account the properties of the functions X̃, Ỹ , Ṽ , and W̃ given in Eq. (A7), one can see that
there are the following symmetric and antisymmetric functions:

P+(x, θ) =X̃(x, θ) + W̃ (x, θ) = X̃(x, θ) + X̃(x, π − θ) = W̃ (x, θ) + W̃ (x, π − θ) = P+(x, π − θ), (A8)

P−(x, θ) =X̃(x, θ)− W̃ (x, θ) = X̃(x, θ)− X̃(x, π − θ) = W̃ (x, π − θ)− W̃ (x, θ) = −P−(x, π − θ), (A9)

Q+(x, θ) =Ỹ (x, θ) + Ṽ (x, θ) = Ỹ (x, θ) + Ỹ (x, π − θ) = Ṽ (x, θ) + Ṽ (x, π − θ) = Q+(x, π − θ), (A10)

Q−(x, θ) =Ỹ (x, θ)− Ṽ (x, θ) = Ỹ (x, θ)− Ỹ (x, π − θ) = Ṽ (x, π − θ)− Ṽ (x, θ) = −Q−(x, π − θ). (A11)
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