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Abstract: The open relativistic two-body problem, when two interacting particles also are
in external potentials, is considered in terms of the principle of the least action. Based on
the consistent modification of the relativistic version Newton’s third law in external fields,
the exact covariant operator equations, which govern dynamics of either a scalar particle
or each of the components of the 16 component spinor of spin-1/2 fermions, depending on
the particle type, are derived in the center-mass and relative motion variables, beyond the
consideration in the Breit frame only. The class of external fields and interaction potentials,
when the two-body problem can be covariantly reformulated in (3+1) phase space of relative
motion variables, uncoupled from the center-mass motion of such a system, is outlined. In
the case of fermions the new γ-matrix basis generating the Dirac-like equation for the
16 component spinors in the (3+1) phase space is found. The chosen basis allows us to
decouple the derived Dirac-like equation into four independent equations governing the
dynamics of the four-component spinors. The developed approach is examined in studying
the low-energy positronium states in magnetic fields.
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1 Introduction

The relativistic two-body problem, which has actively studied for more than forty years, be-
ginning from 80th [3–12, 16–29], is of great interest now in connection primarily with the in-
direct searches of the dark matter[30–34]. It also concerns researches when strong magnetic
fields play an important role in forming signals from both the astrophysics objects[35–
38] and the strong interacting matter, arising in non-central collisions of high energy
particles[39–41]. The value of the magnetic field strength in the latter case is estimated to
be about B ∼ 1018 − 1019G at RHIC and LHC energies[39–41] what is of the order and
more than the squared pion mass. Besides that, magnetic fields play a key role in forming
signals from the interior area of neutron stars[37, 38] where the magnetic field strength
turns out to be of the same order of magnitude.

The first attempt to describe the relativistic two-body system was made by summing
two free Dirac equations, adding to them interaction potential [1, 2], that resulted in the
relativistic non-invariant Breit equation. On other hand, the manifestly covariant Bethe-
Salpeter equation[42], which is suitable for solving such kind problems, was found to have[43]
the negative normalized solutions in the case of two one half spin particles. The lack of
the approaches mentioned above can be eliminated with Dirac’s Hamiltonian constraint
technique[33, 44], decreasing a number of the Hamiltonian variables by means of establishing
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relations between them. It is achieved due to the Poincare invariant functions containing
interaction terms Φi(p1,m1; p2,m2, q12...)

p2i −m2
i = Φi(p1,m1; p2,m2, q12, ...), (1.1)

where i = 1, 2 numerates particles, whereas the functions Φi depends on the particle mo-
menta pi and on the parameters q12 characterizing interaction between particles.

On the other hand, in non-relativistic physics the III-rd Newton law restricts a set of
the interaction and external fields which allow to reduce the two-body problem to the single
particle dynamics. The similar restrictions dictated by the relativistic version of the III-rd
Newton law to external and interaction fields should obviously take place in the relativistic
case. The relativistic version of this law is given by a formula[20–23]

Pp = 0, (1.2)

whereP and p are the total and relative momenta of particles. Such a restriction turns out
to b the necessary condition of the compatibility of equation in studying of the two-body
problem in the constraint dynamics approach[33, 44].

Based on the constraint dynamics ideas[33, 44] the classical relativistic two-particle
system has been studied [5–8] for the first time, where a consistent and covariant approach
has been developed for the relativistic canonical Hamiltonian mechanics. For more than
forty years, beginning from 80th, the constraint dynamic approach have been actively and
successfully developed in studying the quantum two-body systems, and applied for describ-
ing real compound systems in QED and QCD [16, 17, 19–24, 26]. Following the constraint
dynamics the two interacting particle systems, involving spin-0 bosons and/or spin-(1/2)
fermions, is studied [16, 17]. The obtained results and is applied to the description of the
quarkonium states [17]. In the framework of the constraint dynamics approach the 4×4 ma-
trix wave function satisfying an equation of the Pauli-Schrodinger type is constructed[18].
Later, the developed approach was generalized to the case of the N interaction particle[19].

Along with researches[16, 17, 19], by developing previous results[4, 7], the quantum
consideration of two spinless[20] and spin-1/2[20] particles under vector and scalar interac-
tion, have been developed, using the constraint mechanics for the two-body Klein-Gordon
and Dirac equations. The hyperbolic interaction structure of these equations, established
earlier[20, 21], allows[22] us to include the pseudoscalar, pseudovector, and tensor inter-
actions in the co responding motion equations. The Hamiltonian formulation of the rel-
ativistic N-body problem in a separable two-body basis, in which the particles interact
pair-wise through scalar and vector interactions, is developed in Ref.[23]. The worked out
approaches[20–23] have been further applied to researches in a meson spectroscopy [25, 26],
and in nuclear-nuclear collisions[24]. The two-body states in the case of QED interaction[27]
and when the interaction is realized due to a neutral boson[28], has been studied in terms of
the action integral in the coordinate representation that leads to the non-covariant Breit-like
equation in the coordinate space-time.
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The dynamics of the two-body systems is studied in the Lagrange formalism in the
case when such a system consists of two classical relativistic particles[11, 12]. The singular-
Lagrangian approach to the two-body problem is derived therein[11, 12].

The relativistic two-particle systems in external fields which consist of scalar[13, 15]
and fermion[14] particles are considered in the context of the covariant separation of the
relative and mutual motion such systems. Having been mainly concentrated on the mutual
motion and on constraint relations concerning external field[13–15], the reconstruction of the
relative motion spectrum as well as the spin mixing effect turn out beyond the consideration
mentioned above[13–15].

Despite the active use of the relativistic version of the third Newton law[20–23], the
requirements for the interaction potentials that allow to say about the two-body prob-
lem in the relativistic case, as well as the modification of the third Newton law in exter-
nal field potentials, have still remained to be undiscussable. The same concerns arising
the special phase space for the two-body system evolution as well as relations between
the seed constituent and effective phenomenological potential what are beyond previous
considerations[16, 17, 19–24, 26]. Besides that, even in the absence of external field, the
Dirac equation derived in earlier[16, 17, 19–24, 26] turn out to be very complicate for an-
alyzing the dynamics of fields in real physical situations. Therefore, the question whether
it is possible to find some new relevant γ-matrix basis which allows to simplify the Dirac
equation structure in the two-body problem, has remained unsolved.

In the present paper the two-body problem in the external vector fields is studied in
the Lagrange formalism beyond the constraint Hamiltonian dynamics. The exact covariant
operator equations governing scalar particles and spin-1/2 fermions have been derived. The
obtained equation are formulated in the standard space-time variables of the relative and
center mass motion of the two-body system, beyond the consideration in the Breit frame of
reference only[16, 17, 19–24, 26]. The class of interaction and external field potentials when
the two-body problem can be covariantly reformulated in (3+1) phase space of the relative
motion variables, which are uncoupled from the center mass variables, is pointed out.

Provided that Newton’s third law occurs, the Klein-Gordon equation, which governs
either dynamics of a scalar particle or describes each of a single component of the 16
components spinor of the spin-1/2 fermion, depending on the particle type, has been derived
in the (3+1) phase space. In the case of 1/2-spin particles we find a new γ-matrix basis
which allows us to go to the Dirac-like equation which is decoupled in four independent
equations for four different components of the initial 16 component spinor. In terms of
the derived Dirac-like equations the Lagrangian governing the dynamics of two spin-1/2
fermions in an external field has been found. This Lagrangian generates the conservative
fermion current.

In the case of pure QED the developed approach is applied to studying the low energy
states of a positronium in a magnetic field, taking into account spin-mixing effect. It
is shown that strong magnetic fields result in essentially reconstructing the spectrum of
positronium states and decreasing the life-time of the positronium ground state.

The paper is organized as follows. The system consisting of two interacting scalar
particles in external fields is studied in Section 2. Two interacting particles with spin-1/2
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in external fields are considered in Section 3. Section 4 is devoted to studying the low
energy states of a positronium in a strong uniform magnetic field. The last section is the
conclusion. The details of some calculations are given in an appendix.

2 Two interacting spinless particles in external fields

We consider two scalar particles with masses m1 and m2 which interact by means of vector
Aν

int(x) and scalar Sint(x) potentials, and which also are in an external vector Aν
ext(x) and

scalar Sext(x) potentials. Such external potentials transform the standard confined two-
body problem into the open one. The action integral of such a system of particles consists
of two terms

A =
2∑

i=1

λi
2

∫
dxi

(
|πµi Φi(xi)|2 − Φ∗

i (xi)(mi + Si(xi))2Φi(xi)
)

(2.1a)

πνi ≡ pνi +Aν
i (xi) = i∂νi +Aν

i (xi), (2.1b)

where i = 1, 2 enumerates particles, Φi(xi) denotes a scalar field, , pνi = i∂νi = (i∂0, −i∇)
is a particle momentum; gνµ is the metric tensor which diagonal is diag = (1,−1,−1,−1),
whereas x = (x0,x). The parameters λi are the Lagrange multipliers; Aν

i (xi) and Si(xi)
are the vector and scalar potentials acting on the field Φi(xi), respectively. These potentials
consist of two terms which describe interaction between particles inside the two-body and
an external fields acting on each particle independently. For brevity, the coupling constants
are not written explicitly, and are included into the potential Aν

i (xi) and Si(xi).
Further consideration requires to discuss the structure of the interaction terms in

Eq.(2.1a). The fields governing interaction inside the confined two-body problem have
to obviously take into account the states of both interaction particle, whereas any external
field acting on the each of the considered particles is the same, differing by the coupling
constant in the interaction term. Then, we write the interaction potentials as follows

Aν
i (xi) = Aν

i (xi) +

∫
dxjΦ

∗
j (xj)A

ν
ij(xi − xj)Φj(xj)∫

dxjΦ∗
j (xj)Φj(xj)

,

(2.2a)

Si(xi) = Si(xi) +

∫
dxjΦ

∗
j (xj)Sij(xi − xj)Φj(x)∫
dxjΦ∗

j (xj)Φj(xj)
. (2.2b)

Here Aν
i and Sj denote the potentials affecting the i-th particle by an external field,

whereas Aν
ij and Sij supplied by a double subscribe notate the potentials acting by the j-th

particle on the i-the one, inside the two-body system ( i, j = 1, 2, i ̸= j). All of Aν
ij depends

, in general, on the fields Φj(xj). However, we ignore such a dependence, restricting by
consideration of the so-called mean field approximation for the two-particle interaction.

As for the external potentials, to eliminate interaction between external and interaction
potential we demand them orthogonality which means the following in the case of the vector
potentials
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Aν
ij(Aν)k = 0, i, j, k = 1, 2. (2.3)

The restrictions to the external scalar potentials will be discussed below in Sec.2.4.

2.1 Free particles

Let us consider the two-body problem in case of free particle to clarify selection of the
Lagrange multiplier λ1,2.

We firstly take the Lagrange multipliers to be

λ1 =
(∫

dx2Φ
∗
2(x2)Φ2(x2)

)
, λ2 =

(∫
dx1Φ

∗
1(x1)Φ1(x1)

)
.

(2.4)

Then, we introduce the canonically conjugation variables1

P = p1 + p2, p = µ1p2 − µ2p1, (2.5a)

p1 = µ1P − p, p2 = µ2P + p, (2.5b)

X =
1

2
(x1 + x2), x = x2 − x1. (2.5c)

where

µ1 =
1

2

(
1 +

m2
1 −m2

2

M2

)
, µ2 =

1

2

(
1− m2

1 −m2
2

M2

)
,

(2.6a)

µ1 + µ2 = 1, M = |p1 + p2| = |P |. (2.6b)

In Eq. (2.5a) P and p are the total and relative momentum of the two-body system,
respectively, while M = |P | = |p1 + p2| is its invariant mass. The momenta P, p, and
coordinates X,x satisfy the following commutative relations

[Pj , xk] = [pj , Xk] = 0,

[Pj , Xk] = −iδjk, [pj , xk] = −iδjk, j, k = 1, 2, 3. (2.7)

In terms of such new variables the action integral becomes to be equal to

A+ =

∫
dXdx

∫
dXdxΦ∗(X,x)

(
p2 + E2

w −m2
w −

m2
1 −m2

2

M2
Pp
)
Φ(X,x), (2.8)

where we introduce an effective energy and an effective mass of the two-body system[4, 7,
20, 21] ,

1The same momenta are used earlier[3, 4]
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Ew =
1

2M
(M2 − (m2

1 +m2
2)), mw =

m1m2

M
, (2.9)

and the two-body field Φ(X,x)

Φ(X,x) = Φ1(X − x/2)Φ2(X + x/2). (2.10)

Varying with respect to the field Φ∗(X,x) we obtain the motion equation

(
E2

w + p2 −m2
w −

(
µ1 − µ2

)
Pp

)
Φ(X,x) = 0. (2.11)

Let us take the Lagrange multiplier as follows

λ1 =
(∫

dxΦ∗
2(x)Φ2(x)

)
, λ2 = −

(∫
dxΦ∗

1(x)Φ1(x)
)
.

(2.12)

Then, we get the action integral A−

A− =

∫
dXdx

∫
dXdxΦ∗(X,x)

(
Pp
)
Φ(X,x). (2.13)

Such an action integral generates the motion equation

(Pp) Φ(X,x) = 0. (2.14)

This motion equation corresponds to the relativistic version of the third Newton’s
law[20, 21] and is in entire relation to Eq.(19)[21]. Such a results is physically under-
standable since the Lagrange multipliers selection dictated by Eq.(2.12) keeps the particle
interaction only, eliminating their kinematics.

Provided that Eq.(2.14) the motion equation takes a form

(
E2

w + p2 −m2
w

)
Φ(X,x) = 0. (2.15)

This equation is covariant in R3
1(X) ⊗R3

1(x) space corresponding to the both center-
mass and relative motion. Such types of motion can be obviously decoupled looking for the
solution of Eq.(2.15) as

Φ(X,x) = χ(X)φ(x), (2.16)
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where χ(X) is the eigenfuncion of an equation

E2
wχ(X) = E2

w(P )χ(X). (2.17)

As a result, we go to the Eq.(2.18) for the function ϕ(x) where E2
w(P ) has already been

a C-function.

(
E2

w(P ) + p2 −m2
w

)
φ(x) = 0. (2.18)

Although this equation is covariant in the R3
1(x) but it cannot be reduced to the standard

Klein-Gordon equation.
We look for the solution of Eq.(2.18) as follows

φ(x) = φ(x) exp(−iτp0). (2.19)

We breaking the R3
1(x) covariance in favor of keeping the Klein-Gordon form of the

motion equation, that turns out to be reasonable under studying two interaction particles,
and introduce εw and θw

Ew(P ) = εw cos θw (2.20a)

p0 = εw sin θw. (2.20b)

As a result, we get

(
ε2w + p2 −m2

w

)
φ(x) = 0, (2.21)

the obtained equation is the Klein-Gordon equation which is covariant in the R3
1(εw,x)

phase space[3–12, 16–26] rather than the standard coordinate R3
1(x) space-time.

2.2 Interacting particles

In the case of interacting particles we construct the action integrals A+ and A− by taking
the Lagrange multipliers λ1,2 according to Eqs.(2.4), (2.12) as it has been done above for
the free particles. Such action integrals generate the motion equations after going to the
center mass and relative motion variables (see Eq.(2.5)).

{
2(p2 + E2

w −m2
w − (µ1 − µ2)Pp) +A2

1(X − x/2) + 2A1(X − x/2)(µ2P − p) +

[(µ2P − p);A1(X − x/2)] +A2
2(X + x/2) + 2A2(X + x/2)(µ1P + p) +

[(µ1P + p);A2(X + x/2)]− 2m1S1(X − x/2)− S21 (X − x/2) +

−2m2S2(X + x/2)− S22 (X + x/2)

}
Φ(X,x) = 0, (2.22)
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−2Pp Φ(X,x) =

{
A2

1(X − x/2) + 2A1(X − x/2)(µ2P − p) + [(µ2P − p);A1(X − x/2)]−

A2
2(X + x/2)− 2A2(X + x/2)(µ1P + p) + [(µ1P + p);A2(X + x/2)]−

2m1S1(X − x/2)− S21 (X − x/2)− 2m2S2(X + x/2)− S22 (X + x/2)

}
Φ(X,x), (2.23)

where the square brackets denote, as usual, a commutator.
Obtained above Eq.(2.23) governs breaking the 3-rd Newton law which naturally takes

place when there is no restriction to interaction potentials.
Substitution Eq.(2.22) into Eq.(2.23) leads to

{
(E2

w + p2 −m2
w) +A2

1(X − x/2)µ1 + 2A1(X − x/2)(µ2P − p)µ1 +

[(µ2P − p);A1(X − x/2)]µ1 +A2
2(X + x/2)µ2 + 2A2(X + x/2)(µ1P + p)µ2 +

[(µ1P + p);A2(X + x/2)]µ2 − 2m1S1(X − x/2)µ1 − S21 (X − x/2)µ1 +

−2m2S2(X + x/2)µ2 − S22 (X + x/2)µ2

}
Φ(X,x) = 0. (2.24)

Note, that Eq.(2.24) can be also derived by summing and subtracting the motion
equation for each of the particles consisting of the two-body system.

2.3 The two-body problem in the absence of external fields

The center-mass and relative motion variables turn out to be uncoupled in Eq.(2.24) due
external potentials since these potentials depend on the coordinate each a particle inde-
pendently (see Eqs.(2.2a), (2.2a)). We firstly consider the situation when there is no
external potentials acting on the two-body system. We also assume that the potentials
Aµ

i = (A0
1,Ai) = Aµ

i (x) and Si = Si(x) , where i = 1, 2 numerates particles, depend only
on the spatial relative coordinate x. Moreover, let the following symmetry relation be

Aµ
1 (x) = Aµ

2 (x) ≡ Aµ(x), (2.25a)

A0
i (x) = A0

i (−x), A(x) = −A(−x) (2.25b)

Si(x) = Si(−x). (2.25c)

Then, we separate the center-mass and relative motion variables, following Eqs.(2.16),
(2.17). As a result, in terms of εw and θw given by Eq.(2.20) we obtain from Eq.(2.24)

{
(ε2w + (p+A(x))2 −m2

w) + µ1(A0
1)

2(x) + µ2(A0
2)

2(x) + 2µ1µ2P
0(A0

1(x) +A0
2(x))

+2p0(µ2A0
2(x)− µ1A0

1(x))− µ1S21 −−µ2S22 (x)− 2(m1µ1S1(x) +m2µ2S2(x))
}
φ(x) = 0.

(2.26)
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We write the potentials A0
i (x) and S1(x) as follows

A0
1(x) =

1
√
µ
1

A0(x) cos θA, A0
2(x) =

1
√
µ
2

A0(x) sin θA, (2.27a)

S1(x) =
1
√
µ
1

S0(x) cos θS , S2(x) =
1
√
µ
2

S0(x) sin θS . (2.27b)

Substituting Eq.(2.27) into Eq.(2.26) we derive

{
ε2w + (p+A(x))2 −m2

w + (A0)2(x) + 2A0(x)P 0 cos(θA − ψA)− 2A0(x)p0 cos(θA + ψA)

−S2(x)− 2S(x)(m1
√
µ1 cos θS +m2

√
µ2 sin θS)

}
φ(x) = 0, (2.28)

where tanψA =
√
µ2/µ1.

We take θA and θS so that the following equations takes place

P 0 cos(θA − ψA)− p0 cos(θA + ψA) = εw (2.29)

m1
√
µ1 cos θS +m2

√
µ2 sin θS = mw. (2.30)

Then, the motion equation takes a form

{
(εw +A0(x))2 + (p+A(x))2 − (mw + S(x))2

}
φ(x) = 0. (2.31)

If the solution of Eq.(2.31) is known the general solution of the problem can be written
using Eqs.(2.17), (2.19), provided that Eq.(2.25) also takes place.

In the Breit frame, when p1 + p2 = 0 the obtained equation Eq.(2.31) coincides with
the motion equations have derived earlier[20, 21].

2.4 The two-body problem in external fields

We consider the open two-body problem when the two-particle interaction system is also in
external fields. The possibility to factorize the center-mass and relative motion variables,
as it has been done above in the absence of external potentials, is entirely determined on
the structure of the first terms in Eq.(2.2a), (2.2b).

In order to the center-mass and relative motion variables could be separated the sums of
external potentials Aν

1(X−x/2)+Aν
2(X+x/2) and S1(X−x/2)+S2(X+x/2) should depend

only on either X or x. Since such a demand is impossible for the scalar field we exclude the
external scalar field from our consideration below , setting S1(X−x/2) = S2(X+x/2) = 0.
As for the external vector fields the center-mass and relative motion variables are decoupled
when the vector potentials are a linear function of coordinates
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Aν
1(X − x/2) +Aν

2(X + x/2) = eνµαβFµα(x1 ± x2)β, (2.32)

where Fµα is some 4-tensor being independent on coordinates. When the plus sign occurs
the external potential affects the center mass motion, while in the opposite case the external
fields influence on the relative motion.

We note that the demand given by Eq.(2.32) takes place particularly provided that Fµα

is the tensor of homogeneous electromagnetic fields.

3 Two spin-1
2

particles in external fields

We consider spin-12 particles with masses m1 and m2 which interact each other by means of
vector and scalar fields , which are Aν

int(x) and Sint(x), respectively. These particles also are
in the external vector Aν

ext(x). Such a two-body system is described by the 16-component
spinor which each component φi(εw, r) is governed by the Klein-Gordon equation (2.24).
Provided that the interaction and external potentials satisfy Eqs.(2.25) (2.32), respectively,
these equation is simlified, and φi(εw, r) are governed by Eq.(2.31)

{
(εw +A0(x))2 + (p+A(x))2 − (mw + S(x))2

}
φi(εw,x) = 0. (3.1)

Following the standard way we rewrite this equation in a form

p̂νg
νµp̂µφi(x) = 0, (3.2)

where we introduce p̂ν =
(√

(εw +A0(x))2 − (mw + S(x))2,−(p+A(x))
)
; and the metric

tensor gνµ which non-equal to zeroth diagonal componenets are diag = (1,−1.− 1.− 1).
To obtain the motion equation in the Dirac-like form we express the metric tensor in

terms of the γ-matrices of the (16 × 16) dimension. The relations (2.5) which introduce
new variables imply going to a new basis in the γ-matrix space so that the new and old
γ-matrices are related to each other by means of equations

Γ̂ = µ1
(1)
γ ⊗

(2)

I +µ2
(2)
γ ⊗

(1)

I ,

γ̂ =
(2)
γ ⊗

(1)

I −
(1)
γ ⊗

(2)

I (3.3)

where the hatted γ̂-matrices form a new basis, the numbers in brackets which are over a

symbol means that this matrix acts on the variables of the corresponding particle,
(1,2)

I is
the unit matrix in the space of the first or second particle, respectively. These matrices
satisfy the following transformation relations (see Appendix B)

– 10 –



Γ̂0Γ̂0 + Γ̂0Γ̂0 = 2
(1+2)

I ; (3.4)

Γ̂0γ̂a + γ̂aΓ̂0 = 0, a = 1, 2, 3; (3.5)

γ̂aγ̂b + γ̂bγ̂a = −4δab
(1+2)

I +

(σa1σ
b
2 + σb2σ

a
1 + σa2σ

b
1 + σb1σ

a
2)

(1+2)

I , (3.6)

where s1 and s2 denote particle spins, δab is the Kronecker symbol,
(1+2)

I is the 16×16 unit
matrix. Such transformation relations allow us to write down the metric tensor in terms of
new γ- matrices as follows

ΓνΓµ + ΓνΓµ = 2gνµ +

(σa1σ
b
2 + σb2σ

a
1 + σa2σ

b
1 + σb1σ

a
2 + 4δab)

(1+2)/2

I , (3.7)

Γν =
(
Γ̂0,

γ̂a

2

)
≡ (Γ0,Γ) (3.8)

Taking gνµ from Eq.(3.7) and substituting it into Eq.(3.2), we obtain the equation

(
Γ0[(εw +A0(x))2 − (mw + S(x))2]1/2

)2
−

(Γp̂)2
)
Ψ(Ew, r) = [

1

2
(σ1 + σ2)p̂]

2Ψ(εw,x), (3.9)

where Ψ(εw, r) is the 16-component spinor mentioned above in the current section. Eq.(3.9)
leads to the Dirac-like form of the motion equations for this spinor

Γ0[(εw +A0(x))2 − (mw + S(x))2]1/2Ψ(εw,x) =

(Γ+ S)p̂Ψ(εw,x), (3.10)

Γ0[(εw +A0(x))2 − (mw + S(x))2]1/2Ψ(εw,x) =

(Γ− S)p̂Ψ(εw,x), (3.11)

where p = −i∇; p̂ = p +A(x) , S = (σ1 + σ2)/2 in Eqs.(3.10), (3.11) is assumed to be

multiplied by
(1+2)

I . It is very important to mention that such a structure of the γµ matrices
defined by Eq.(3.3) leads to decoupling (see, also Appendix B) the motion equation (3.9)
in four independent equation as compared with the previous researches[16, 17, 19–24, 26].

Assuming the Eq.(3.10) is the leading, let us establish the physical sense of Eqs.(3.11).
To clarify it we change the numbers of particles in the two-body system. According to Eq.
(3.3) this procedure consists in changing p→ −p, Γ→ −Γ. Making the changes mentioned
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above in Eq.(3.10), we obtain the equation which coincides with Eq.(3.11). Thus, choosing
the leading equation among Eqs.(3.10) and Eq.(3.11) means fixation of particle numbering.

Provided that Ψ(εw,x) is governed by Eq.(3.10), the direct calculations give that the
Dirac conjugated field Ψ̄(εw,x) = Ψ†(εw,x)Γ

0 satisfies an equation

Ψ̄(εw,x)Γ0[(εw +A0(x))2 − (mw + S(x))2]1/2 =
−Ψ̄(εw,x)(Γ+ S)←̂−p . (3.12)

3.1 Lagrangian and current of fermions in the center-mass and relative motion
variables

Eqs.(3.10), (3.12) allow us to derive the Lagrangian governing the dynamics of the two-body
system in an external field which is

L =
1

2
Ψ̄(εw,x)

{(
Γ0[(εw +A0(x))2 − (mw + S(x))2]1/2 −

(Γ+ S)p̂
)
+
(
Γ0[(εw +A0(x))2 − (mw + S(x))2]1/2 +

(Γ+ S)←̂−p
)}

Ψ(εw,x) (3.13)

Such a Lagrangian generates the current

J(Ew, r) = Ψ̄(εw,x)(Γ+ S)Ψ(εw,x), (3.14)

whose conservation can be expressed in terms of the continuity equation.

∇ J(εw,x) = 0. (3.15)

4 A positronium in a strong magnetic field

We apply the obtained result to a study of observable physical phenomena, by considering
a positronium in a strong uniform magnetic field. Such a problem is important in the
astrophysics when the electromagnetic signals coming from the astrophysical objects such
as pulsars or neutron stars[35, 36], whose energy is about 0.511MeV , likely correspond to
the electromagnetic decay of the positronium ground state into two photons.

We study positronium states in a magnetic field in the Breit frame. Then, εw = Ew

in left-hand side of Eq.(3.10). After that we take the scalar potential S(r) = 0 therein,
and direct the magnetic field B along the OZ axis. Further, we go to the second order
equitation, by acting on Eq.(3.10) with the left-hand side operator of Eq.(3.11). As a result,
we get
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(
△+

2(4πα)Ew

r
+

(4πα)2

r2
+ i
√
πα∇(B × ρ)−

4παB2ρ2 −m2
w + E2

w

)(1 0

0 1

)
Ψ(Ew, r)

= −
√
πα

(
σz,1 + σz,2 0

0 σz,1 + σz,2

)
Ψ(Ew, r), (4.1)

where α = e2/4π is the fine structure constant; σz(1,2) are the Pauli matrices acting on the
spin variables of the first (an electron) and the second (a positron) particle. In obtaining
the latest equation we have taken

Aµ
int = (A0

int, 0) = (−4πα

r
, 0); Aext =

1

2
(B × r). (4.2)

Eq.(4.1) contains two diagonal matrices that allows us to go to two-component functions
Ψ(Ew, r)

(
△+

2(4πα)Ew

r
+

(4πα)2

r2
+ i
√
πα∇(B × r)−

4παB2ρ2 −m2
w + E2

w

)
Ψ(Ew, r)

= −
√
πα(σz,1 + σz,2)Ψ(Ew, r). (4.3)

We study the low energy states (S = Sz = 0) of a positronium, which are differed by the
spin number S, in a strong magnetic field B when the magnetic length a = (2

√
παB)−1/2

is much smaller than the positronium Bohr radius aB = 1/2παme

a≪ aB, (4.4)

where me is the electron mass.
However, the ground state (S = Sz = 0) turn out to be mixed[46] with the triplet spin

state (S = 1, Sz = 0) due to the right-hand side terms in Eq.(4.3). Therefore, we look for
solution of this equation as follows

Ψ(Ew, r) =
ψm=0,n=0(ρ)√

2

1∑
S=0

((
1

0

)
1

(
0

1

)
2

+ (−1)S+1

(
0

1

)
1

(
1

0

)
2

)
ψS(z), (4.5)

where the indexes mean the number of a particle; ψm=0,n=0(ρ) is the wave function gov-
erning the transverse motion of a particle in the ground state in a magnetic field[47], which
is equal to
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ψm=0,n=0(ρ) =
1

a
√
2π

exp

(
− ρ2

4a2

)
. (4.6)

Here the cylindrical coordinates r = ρ + ezz are introduced, m is the projection of an
angular momentum along the B direction, n is a radial quantum number. Substituting
Ψ(Ew, r) given by Eq.(4.5) into Eq.(4.3), we derive

( d2
dξ2

+ 21/2
√
π(4πα)Ewa e

ξ2/2erfc(|ξ|/
√
2) +

(4πα)2eξ
2/2

2
E1(ξ

2/2)− ε2S
)
ψS(ξ) = −2

√
παψ1−S(ξ),

(4.7)

where the introduced erfc(x) is the complementary error function, E1(x) is the integral
exponent[48]. We have also denoted in Eq.(4.7)

z/a ≡ ξ, (m2
w − E2

w)a
2 + 1 + (−1)S+1 ≡ ε2S . (4.8)

Since the magnetic field is strong the particle2 is weakly bound with respect to a motion
along the OZ axis as compared with the transverse motion. Besides that, the term

−U(ξ) ≡

(
21/2
√
π(4πα)Ewae

ξ2/2erfc(|ξ|/
√
2) +

(4πα)2eξ
2/2

2
E1(ξ

2/2)

)
(4.9)

is weakly singular since U(ξ) ∝ −1/
√
ξ at small ξ → 0. Therefore, we change the exact

potential U(ξ) by its approximate form

U(ξ) ≃ δ(ξ)
+∞∫

−∞

ψ∗
S(ξ)U(ξ)ψS(ξ)dξ, (4.10)

where ψS(ξ) satisfies an equation

( d2
dξ2
− δ(ξ)(

+∞∫
−∞

ψ∗
S(ξ

′)U(ξ′)ψS(ξ
′)dξ′)− ε2S

)
ψS(ξ) =

−2
√
παψ1−S(ξ),

(4.11)
2The compound particle - a positronium - is meant here.
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We substitute ψS(ξ), given by the formula

ψS(ξ) =
√
kS exp(−kS |ξ|), (4.12)

into Eq.(4.11), where kS =
√
εS is a positive constant. As a result, we derive the equation

to obtain kS

kS = (4πα)2
∞∫
0

dξ exp (ξ2/2− 2kSξ)E1(ξ
2/2) +

23/2
√
π(4πα)Ewa

∞∫
0

dξ exp (ξ2/2− 2kSξ)erfc(ξ/
√
2)

(4.13)

The validity limit of the derived equation is kS ≪ 1. At such kS the second integral is
approximately π3/2/

√
2 [48], whereas the first integral can be approximately taken to be

equal to ln(aB/a)/
√
π[47] after the dimensional regularization.

As a result, we find

kS = 23/2(4πα)Ewa ln(aB/a) + (4πα)2
π3/2√

2
. (4.14)

In the non-relativistic case mea≫ α we obtain kS = 23/2(4πα/3)mea ln(aB/a). Taking
into account of Eq.(4.14), we derive

Ew =
me

2

(
1 +

2(1 + (−1)S+1)

(mea)2
−

2(4πα/3)2 ln2(aB/a)
)
, (4.15)

that relates to the results obtained earlier[49].
In the opposite limiting situation mea≪ α, but provided that the vacuum polarization

effects in a strong magnetic field are absent[46], we get kS = 9(2π)7/2α2, that gives

Ew ≃
1

a2
((1 + (−1)S+1)− (2π)7α4/162). (4.16)

The obtained Ew sufficiently differs from the results has been derived above in the non-
relativistic case. Eqs.(4.15), (4.16) show the stronger a magnetic field , the less the positro-
nium level depth under the bottom of the main Landau zone.

4.1 Decay of the positronium ground state in a strong magnetic field

The decay width Γ of a particle is proportional to[51]

Γ ≃ |ψ(0)|
2

M2
, (4.17)
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where ψ(0) and M are the wave function and mass of the decaying particle, respectively.
According to Eqs.(4.6), (4.12) the squared wave function module |ψ(0)|2, depending on

the absence or presence of a magnetic field, is of the order of

|ψB=0(0)|2 ∼ a−3
B |ψB ̸=0(0)|2 ∼

1

aBa2
. (4.18)

The estimations given by Eq.(4.18) show that a strong magnetic field leads to sufficient
increasing, in (aB/a)

2 ≫ 1 times, the decay width as compared with the case B = 0. Such
a behavior of the decay width in a magnetic field is a result of the additional compressing
the electron-positron bound state by a magnetic field in the plane which is perpendicular
to the B-direction.

5 Conclusion

In terms of the principle of least action we study the open relativistic two-body problem,
when two interacting particles also undergo effects of external potentials. Starting from the
single particle action integral for a spinless particle we derive the Lagrangian governing the
dynamics of both the two-body system of scalar particles and each of the 16 components of
a spinor determoning the two-fermion system in external fields, beyond the consideration in
the Breit frame. The motion equations, generated such a Lagrangian, take into account the
modification of Newton’s third law due to in external fields, and have, in the general case,
the operator structure in the variables of the relative momentum and the momentum of
the center mass of the two-body system. Provided that Newton’s third law takes place the
derived equations are simplified, and turn out in a good relation to the equations have been
obtained earlier in the constraint dynamic approach [20–24, 26] in the absence of external
fields. Following the standard way, based on using the γ-matrix basis, the Klein-Gordon
equation governing the evolution of each of the 16 components of the relativistic spinor is
reduced to the Dirac-like equations. The new γ-matrix basis, when the derived Dirac-like
equations turn out to be decoupled in four independent coupled equations which determine
the dynamics of four-component spinors, is found . Based on the derived Dirac-like equa-
tions we obtain the Lagrangian which generates the conserving fermion current. In the
case of the pure QED the developed approach has been applied to studying a positronium
in a strong magnetic field. The positronium low energy states are studied, taking into
account spin-mixing effect[46]. It is shown that strong magnetic fields result in essentially
reconstructing the spectrum of the positronium states and decreasing the life-time of the
positronium ground state.

A The transformation relation for Γ- matrices

According to Eqs.(3.3) we have

Γ̂ = µ1
(1)
γ ⊗

(2)

I +µ2
(2)
γ ⊗

(1)

I ,

γ̂ =
(2)
γ ⊗

(1)

I −
(1)
γ ⊗

(2)

I . (A.1)
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The matrices Γ̂ and γ̂ are explicitly given by formulas

Γ̂0 = (µ1

(1)

γ0 ⊗
(2)

I +µ2

(2)

γ0 ⊗
(1)

I ) = µ1



(1)

γ0 0 0 0

0
(1)

γ0 0 0

0 0
(1)

γ0 0

0 0 0
(1)

γ0


+ µ2



(2)

γ0 0 0 0

0
(2)

γ0 0 0

0 0
(2)

γ0 0

0 0 0
(2)

γ0


(A.2)

γ̂ =



(2)
γ 0 0 0

0
(2)
γ 0 0

0 0
(2)
γ 0

0 0 0
(2)
γ

−


(1)
γ 0 0 0

0
(1)
γ 0 0

0 0
(1)
γ 0

0 0 0
(1)
γ

 , (A.3)

where a number in the brackets which is over γ means that this matrix acts on the variable

of the corresponding particle,
(a)

I is the unit matrix in the space of the a particle. Then, we
obtain

(Γ̂0Γ̂0 + Γ̂0Γ̂0) = 2Γ̂0Γ̂0 = 2(µ1

(1)

γ0 ⊗
(2)

I +µ2

(2)

γ0 ⊗
(1)

I )×

(µ1

(1)

γ0 ⊗
(2)

I +µ2

(2)

γ0 ⊗
(1)

I ) = 2(µ21
(1+2)

I +µ22
(1+2)

I +

µ1µ2(
(2)

γ0 ⊗
(1)

I ·
(1)

γ0 ⊗
(2)

I +
(1)

γ0 ⊗
(2)

I ·
(2)

γ0 ⊗
(1)

I ))

= 2(µ21
(1+2)

I +µ22
(1+2)

I +2µ1µ2(
(1+2)

γ0 ·
(1+2)

γ0 )) = 2
(1+2)

I ,

(A.4)

where
(1+2)

I is the (16× 16) unit matrix.

Calculation of the anti-commutator [Γ̂0, γ̂]+ leads to the following results
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Γ̂0γ̂ + γ̂Γ̂0 = (µ1



(1)

γ0 0 0 0

0
(1)

γ0 0 0

0 0
(1)

γ0 0

0 0 0
(1)

γ0


+ µ2



(2)

γ0 0 0 0

0
(2)

γ0 0 0

0 0
(2)

γ0 0

0 0 0
(2)

γ0


)×

(



(2)
γ 0 0 0

0
(2)
γ 0 0

0 0
(2)
γ 0

0 0 0
(2)
γ

−


(1)
γ 0 0 0

0
(1)
γ 0 0

0 0
(1)
γ 0

0 0 0
(1)
γ

) + (



(2)
γ 0 0 0

0
(2)
γ 0 0

0 0
(2)
γ 0

0 0 0
(2)
γ

−


(1)
γ 0 0 0

0
(1)
γ 0 0

0 0
(1)
γ 0

0 0 0
(1)
γ

)×

(µ1



(1)

γ0 0 0 0

0
(1)

γ0 0 0

0 0
(1)

γ0 0

0 0 0
(1)

γ0


+ µ2



(2)

γ0 0 0 0

0
(2)

γ0 0 0

0 0
(2)

γ0 0

0 0 0
(2)

γ0


) (A.5)
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Γ̂0γ̂ + γ̂Γ̂0 =

µ1(



(1)

γ0
(2)
γ 0 0 0

0
(1)

γ0
(2)
γ 0 0

0 0
(1)

γ0
(2)
γ 0

0 0 0
(1)

γ0
(2)
γ


−



(1)

γ0
(1)
γ 0 0 0

0
(1)

γ0
(1)
γ 0 0

0 0
(1)

γ0
(1)
γ 0

0 0 0
(1)

γ0
(1
γ


+



(2)
γ

(1)

γ0 0 0 0

0
(2)
γ

(1)

γ0 0 0

0 0
(2)
γ

(1)

γ0 0

0 0 0
(2)
γ

(1)

γ0


)

−



(1)
γ

(1)

γ0 0 0 0

0
(1)
γ

(1)

γ0 0 0

0 0
(1)
γ

(1)

γ0 0

0 0 0
(1)
γ

(1)

γ0


) + µ2(



(2)

γ0
(2)
γ 0 0 0

0
(2)

γ0
(2)
γ 0 0

0 0
(2)

γ0
(2)
γ 0

0 0 0
(2)

γ0
(2)
γ


−



(2)

γ0
(1)
γ 0 0 0

0
(2)

γ0
(1)
γ 0 0

0 0
(2)

γ0
(1)
γ 0

0 0 0
(2)

γ0
(1
γ



+



(2)
γ

(2)

γ0 0 0 0

0
(2)
γ

(2)

γ0 0 0

0 0
(2)
γ

(2)

γ0 0

0 0 0
(2)
γ

(2)

γ0


)−



(1)
γ

(2)

γ0 0 0 0

0
(1)
γ

(2)

γ0 0 0

0 0
(1)
γ

2)

γ0 0

0 0 0
(1)
γ

(2)

γ0


).

(A.6)

Then, we finally derive

Γ̂0γ̂ + γ̂Γ̂0 = 0. (A.7)

Let us go to the anti-commutator [γ̂a,γ̂b]+

(γ̂aγ̂b + γ̂bγ̂a) = (
(2)

γa ⊗
(1)

I −
(1)

γa ⊗
(2)

I )(
(2)

γb ⊗
(1)

I −
(1)

γb ⊗
(2)

I )

+ (
(2)

γb ⊗
(1)

I −
(1)

γb ⊗
(2)

I )(
(2)

γa ⊗
(1)

I −
(1)

γa ⊗
(2)

I ). (A.8)
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Substituting the explicit form of γ̂a we get

(γ̂aγ̂b + γ̂bγ̂a) = (



(2)

γa 0 0 0

0
(2)

γa 0 0

0 0
(2)

γa 0

0 0 0
(2)

γa


−



(1)

γa 0 0 0

0
(1)

γa 0 0

0 0
(1)

γa 0

0 0 0
(1)

γa


)× (



(2)

γb 0 0 0

0
(2)

γb 0 0

0 0
(2)

γb 0

0 0 0
(2)

γb


−



(1)

γb 0 0 0

0
(1)

γb 0 0

0 0
(1)

γb 0

0 0 0
(1)

γb


)

+(



(2)

γb 0 0 0

0
(2)

γb 0 0

0 0
(2)

γb 0

0 0 0
(2)

γb


−



(1)

γb 0 0 0

0
(1)

γb 0 0

0 0
(1)

γb 0

0 0 0
(1)

γb


)× (



(2)

γa 0 0 0

0
(2)

γa 0 0

0 0
(2)

γa 0

0 0 0
(2)

γa


−



(1)

γa 0 0 0

0
(1)

γa 0 0

0 0
(1)

γa 0

0 0 0
(1)

γa


).

(A.9)

Making obvious transformation we derive

(γ̂aγ̂b + γ̂bγ̂a) = 4gab
(1+2)/2

I +(σa1σ
b
2 + σb2σ

a
1 + σa2σ

b
1 + σb1σ

a
2)

(1+2)/2

I

= −4δab
(1+2)

I +(σa1σ
b
2 + σb2σ

a
1 + σa2σ

b
1 + σb1σ

a
2)

(1+2)/2

I .

(A.10)
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