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Abstract
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I. INTRODUCTION

In recent years, following work done by von Roos, and Levy-Leblond [1, 2] on relativistic
and non-relativistic motion, the position-dependent mass (PDM) formalism has recieved
attention in quantum physics. The solution of the Schrodinger equation with effective mass
is a useful starting-point for the investigation of some physical systems, such as the electric
properties of quantum wells and quantum dots [3], impurities in crystals [4-6], and semi-
conductor heterostructures [7]. In general, for both relativistic and non-relativistic cases,
the energy spectra and corresponding eigenfunctions have been studied by many authors
using different methods and potentials: deformed algebras applied to a Coulomb problem
8], analysis within supersymmetric quantum mechanics [9-11], point canonical transforma-
tion to study different classes of potentials [12], non-relativistic Green’s functions applied to
the harmonic oscillator [13], the Dirac equation in the Coulomb field [14], hyperbolic-type
potentials [15], the Morse potential[16], and the Scarf II potential [17].

Another interesting area that has received a lot of attention is the investigation of so-
lutions to the Dirac equation when the Dirac Hamiltonian has either spin or pseudospin
symmetry [18]. The Dirac Hamiltonian of a particle with mass p moving in scalar, Vi(r),
and vector, V,(r), potentials is invariant for two cases: the sum or the difference of the
potentials is nearly zero. Important features of these symmetries provide an understanding
of the structure of deformed nuclei, including deformation and superdeformation [19, 20],
and enable construction of an effective shell-model coupling scheme [21-28].

Recently, pseudospin and spin symmetry have been studied for various potentials, such
as the Morse potential [29-31], the Woods-Saxon potential [32], the Coulomb potential [33],
and the harmonic potential [34-36]. Some authors have also solved the Dirac equation in the
context of pseudospin symmetry under the effect of the Eckart potential [37, 38], and the
Poschl-Teller potential [39, 40], for spin-orbit quantum number x = 1 and/or any s-value.
In Ref. [41], the bound states of both the Klein-Gordon and Dirac equations for the Hulthén
potential are studied by writing these equations as a Riemann-type equation. In Ref. [42],
the energy spectra of the Dirac equation for equal scalar and vector parts of the Hulthén
potential is studied using a perturbative approach. In addition, the Dirac equation is solved
for the Hulthén potential, for both spin and pseudospin cases, using the asymptotic iteration

method [43].



In the present work, we solve the effective mass Dirac equation for the generalized Hulthén
potential within the framework of an approximation to the x(k — 1)/r? term. We give the
energy eigenvalue equation and the corresponding eigenfunctions for any spin-orbit quantum
number x. We also obtain the energy eigenvalue equation in the case of constant mass. We
give separately the Dirac solutions for the cases where spin and pseudospin symmetries are
taken into account. We apply the parametric generalization of the Nikiforov-Uvarov (NU)
method to obtain the energy eigenvalue equations and the eigenfunctions of the generalized
Hulthén potential. The NU method is a powerful method for solving second order differential
equations [44], like methods based on Lie algebras [45]. In Ref. [46], this approach was
generalized to a theory based on spectrum generating algebras including relativistic effects.
The NU method can be used, for both non-relativistic and relativistic cases, as a tool to

find the energy spectrum and corresponding wave functions.

II. DIRAC EQUATION

The Dirac equation for a spin—% particle with mass x4 moving in scalar V(r), and vector

V,(r) potentials is written as

[.P + B+ Vi(r)] + Vi (r) — E]¥(r) =0, (1)

where F is the relativistic energy of the particle, P is three-momentum, and a and 3 are

4 x 4 Dirac matrices [47] defined, respectively as,

(00 ()

Here, o is a three-vector whose components are Pauli matrices, and I denotes the 2 x 2
unit matrix. For a spherically symmetric potential, the total angular momentum J, and
spin-orbit operator & = —3(0.L + 1) commute with the Dirac Hamiltonian, where L is the
orbital angular momentum operator. The eigenvalues of the operator K are k = %(j +1/2);
k = —(7 +1/2) < 0 stands for the aligned spin j = £+ 1/2, and k = (j + 1/2) > 0
stands for the unaligned spin j = ¢ — 1/2. On the other hand, the total angular quantum

number can be written in terms of the pseudo-orbital angular momentum { =0+1 and the



pseudospin angular momentum § = 1/2 as j = { + 5. The spin-orbit quantum number & is
related to the orbital angular quantum number by the expressions x(k + 1) = £(¢ + 1), and
k(k —1) = {({+1) for a given k = £1,+2, . ... The spherically symmetric Dirac spinor can

be written in terms of upper and lower components,

U,k (r) =

%<ZEM(MY%A,¢)>7 (3)

J
Gn/i (T)Y;m(9> ¢)
where Y} (6, ¢), and Y;{n(ﬁ, ¢) are spherical harmonics, and F,, (r)/r, and G, (r)/r are the
radial parts of the upper and lower components. Substituting Eq. (3) into Eq. (1) one can

write the Dirac equation as a set of two coupled differential equations in terms of F, (1)

and G (1)

<£,+§>Em@>:[M+Em—vuﬂK%Aﬂa (4)
(di _ ;) G () = [t = o+ Vi ()] Fos (1) (5)

where V_(r) = V, (r) = Vi (r), and Vi (r) = V, (r) + V5 (r). Using Eq. (4) for the upper
component, and substituting into Eq. (5), we obtain generalized differential equations for

the position-dependent mass case,

<j_; _ w — [+ Enw = Vo(r)llp — B+ Vi(1)]
(G — T (@ + %) _
_ du+ﬂi—fr) )mAM—O,@
(% S B Vo) — Bt Vi)

(dl:l—(rr) + chJlrr(r)> (d% - f) Gu(r) =0. (7)
= Ene + V+ (T) "

Here, the energy eigenvalues depend on the quantum numbers n, and k, and also on the
quantum number ¢ according to the relation x(k — 1) = (£ 4 1). To solve these equations,
we approximate the centrifugal term. Thus, the energy spectra and the corresponding

eigenfunctions can be obtained analytically by using the NU method.
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III. PARAMETRIC FORMULATION OF NIKIFOROV-UVAROV METHOD

We briefly give the mathematical background required for the parametric NU method

[48], where the general form of the Schrédinger-like equation for any potential is written as

d? ap—aps d =682+ 65— & _
@ 75(1 — Oégs) % + [S(l — OégS)P ¢(5) =0. (8)

Comparing Eq. (8) with the general form of the basic equation of the method, we obtain

F(s) =a; —agzs ;0(s) =s(1 —azs) ;5(s) = —&15° +Eas — &3 9)

s N2
Substituting Eq. (9) into the polynomial 7(s) = & ;T) + \/(" 2_7) — 0 + ko, we obtain

7(s) = aq + ass £ 1/ (ag — kay)s? + (a7 + k)s + ag (10)

where ay = % (1—ay), as = % (g — 203), ag = a2 + &, ar = 20405 — &, and ag = a + &s.

In the NU-method, the function under the square root in Eq. (10) must be the square of

a polynomial [48]. This condition gives the roots of the parameter k,

k12 = —(a7 4+ 2a3as) £+ 2y/asay, (11)

with ag = gy + a2ag + ag. For k= —(ar + 2azag) — 24/agag, 7(s) becomes

7(s) = au + ags — (VA + asy/as )s — Vs | (12)

and also

7(s) = aq + 204 — (g — 2a5)s — 2 [(/ag + azy/ag )s — J/as] . (13)

To satisfy the condition that the derivative of the function 7(s) should be negative, we

impose



7'(s) = —(az —2a5) — 2(\/ay + az\/ag)
= —2a3 — 2(y/as + asy/as) < O0. (14)

The energy eigenvalue equation is written as [48]

asmn — (2n+ Las + (2n+1)(y/ag + aszy/ag ) +n(n — 1)as
+ ar + 2030 + 2y/agag = 0. (15)

and the equality o/(s)p(s) + o (s)p'(s) = 7(s)p(s) gives

Q11

p(s) = 50711 — azs)@s ato=1 (16)

This equation together with y,(s) ~ ﬁjg; [0"(s) p(s)] gives

(10—1,7 L —ay9—1)

Yn(s) = Pa 3 (1 —2a3s), (17)
where a9 = a1 + 204 + 2,/a5, a1 = g — 205 + 2(\/ag + azy/ag) and P2 (1 — 2a3s) are

#(s) _ m(s)
o) — o(s)

the Jacobi polynomials. The equality [48] gives

d(s) = s412(1 — qzs) 20 (18)

and the general solution ¥(s) = ¢(s)y(s) becomes

13 (a10—17m—a10—1)

B(s) = s412(1 — ags) 2w Py (1 - 2ass), (19)

where oo = ay + J/as and ag3 = a5 — (Vg + az/as) [48].

IV. BOUND-STATE SOLUTIONS

In order to solve the Dirac equation, including the term proportional to 1/r?, we set the

vector and scalar potentials as the generalized Hulthén potential [31, 49] of the forms
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e—2o¢7’

Vi(r) = Vom Vo>0, (20)
e—2o¢7’
Vi(r) = _S%—zm — .Sy >0, (21)

where « is the screening parameter (positive), the constant parameter Sy denotes the scalar
and Vj denotes the vector part of the potential, respectively. Using the last two equations,

we obtain

—2ar

V() = (Vo+ So) s (22)
€—2ar

Vilr) = (Vo = S0) =77 - (23)

where the “effective” potential V_(r) is a repulsive one in the relativistic region [18, 26-28,
35, 50, 51]. It is well known that the Hulthén potential gives bound states in the non-
relativistic region only if the potential parameters satisfy the condition that 62 < V < 462,
where 62 = 4a?, in the absence of the scalar part [41].

We use the equality du(r)/dr = —dV,(r)/dr to eliminate the last term in Eq. (7), and

obtain the mass function which can be written as

H1
pr) = po = T oo - (24)

The mass function has the same form as the Hulthén potential, where py denotes the
integral constant, and p; = Vo — Sp. Thus, the parameter p; contains contributions coming
from the scalar, as well as the vector part of the potential. The parameter py corresponds

to the rest mass of the Dirac particle. Substituting Egs. (22), (23) and (24) into Eq. (7),

we get
d2 H(H _ 1) €—2ar e—2o¢7’
{ﬁ I e (Mo—ulm—(%+50)m+Enk)
€—2ar e—2o¢7’
X (MO I + (Vo — So)m - Enk)}Gm(T) = 0,(25)

The following approximation is used for 1/7? term [31, 52]
1 N 4a2e—2ar
r2 (1 —e—20m)2°
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We compute 1/r? expanding into series. This will provide a physical result for a = 0.

Defining a new variable s = ¢ 729", we have
d? 1—s d 1 N
R _ E2 2
{ ds? * s(1—s)ds * [s(1 —s)]? [77 (Eu = o)

— 20°[10(So — o) — EnkVo + B2, + 20°k(k — 1) + puapuo) s
— 0?[py — B2y + 2B Vo — 2Sop0 + pa (1 + 250 — 2410)

- Vi+ Sg]sﬂ }Gm(s) =0, (27)
where 7?2 = 1/4a?. Comparing Eq. (27) with Eq. (8), we get the parameter set given in
Section II:
ar =1, & = n?[ug — B2y + 2B, Vo — 2Sop0 + pa (i + 280 — 2p0) — Vi + SG]
az =1, o = =20 [p0(So — po) — EnuVo + B2 4 20°k(k — 1) + piafio]
az =1, &3 =0 (B — N(z))
oy =0, as=—1

4 1 5 2 (28)
ag =8+ 7, ar = —§
ag = &3, ag =& — &+ &+ 3

a0 = 14 2V/&3, 0411=2+2(\/§1—§2+§3+% +V&)
g = V&3, 0413:—%—(\/51—52+§3+i+\/g)

We can easily obtain the energy eigenvalue equation of the generalized Hulthén potential

for any  value from Eq. (15)

2
2/ pd — B2, = %(2EMVO + (i1 + 250 — 2p0) = Vi' + 53 — 2050) — N,
(29)
where
1 2 2 2 2 1
N = 5(2n+ 1) 4+ /[ (i +250) — Vi + 5§ + 4a?k(k — 1)) + 1 (30)

The numerical results for different quantum numbers (n, k) are listed in Table 1. We list

the eigenvalues F,, for constant mass (p; = 0) and for two different values of p; to see the
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effect of the spatially dependent mass. The results given for constant mass are compared
with results reported in the literature. For the constant mass case, we see good agreement
with the results given in Ref. [42], where the relativistic energy W is stated as W = E +m.

The lower spinor component can be obtained from Eq. (19)

Grr(s) = s (1 — 8)1/2+6P,§26’26)(1 —2s), (31)

where €,, = \/n?(uo — E2?) , and § = \/n2[u1(u1 +250) — V@ + S} + 40?k(k — 1) + 1 .

From the last equation, and using Eq. (5), the upper spinor component can be expressed

as

2avser (1 — 5)3 s 1 K .
1(5) = B + 5(5) UT=5 G0 —emet o P21 - 29)

Fanls) = T—5 2
1
— 5+ 26, +20+ P20 (1 — 24) (32)

We consider the case of constant mass to discuss the compatibility of our results. Setting

i1 = 0in Eq. (24) while keeping in mind that V, (r) = C' = const. for pseudospin symmetry,

—2ar)

and following the same procedure (s = e , we obtain the energy eigenvalue equation from

Eq. (7)

1 1
(116 + Ene) (16 — B +C) = 4—7]2[5 @n+ 1)+ [mlx = 1)+

_'lynﬁ *_(j 2
4 n2L/1 Ho 1] ’
5@2n+ 1)+ /k(k—1)+ 7

where V' =V + Sy. The result in the case of constant mass is Eq. (47) of Ref. [43] for

(33)

So — 0 under the exact pseudospin symmetry.
We now briefly give the bound state solutions for the constant mass case under spin
symmetry. Setting V_(r) = C' = const., and p; = 0, we get the bound state solutions under

the exact spin symmetry for the case of constant mass from Eq. (6) as (s = e=27)

171 1
(110 — Ene) (110 + B — C) = 4—7]2[5 @n+ 1)+ [nlx+ 1)+
l;nﬁ'_ 2
+ vV’ Ho + ¢ ] : (34)

1@n+ 1)+ Jr(k+1)+1
where V' = 55 — Vj.



V. CONCLUSION

We approximately solved the Dirac equation, with position-dependent mass, for the gen-
eralized Hulthén potential with arbitrary spin-orbit quantum number. We found the eigen-
value equation, and corresponding two-component spinors in terms of Jacobi polynomials by
using the parametric generalization of the NU-method within the framework of an approx-
imation to the x(x — 1)/r? term. We compared the numerical results with those obtained
in the literature and given in Table I. We showed results for the case of constant mass, and
summarized the results for two different position-dependent mass values, obtained when
1 = 0.005 and gy = 0.0001. We also obtained the energy eigenvalue equation for the con-
stant mass case with spin and pseudospin symmetries, separately. These analytical results

are in agreement with results reported in the literature.
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TABLE I: Energy eigenvalues for different values of n and x (ug = Vp = 1).

11 « n K state E,.<0 Ref.[47]
0 0.025 1-1 Ls1/o 0.998068 -1.993900
0.01 0.999691 -1.999000
0.05 0.992258 -1.975800
0.1 0.968772 -1.905700
0.005 0.025 1-1 sy /o - -
1-2 1p3/2 0.998068 —
1-3 1d5. 0.995895 —
1-4 17/ 0.993424 —
0.05 1-1 sy /o 0.994106 —
1-2 1p3/2 0.987615 —
1-3 1d5. 0.979641 —
1-4 Lf7/2 0.969946 —
0.1 1-1 11 /2 0.970550 —
1-2 1p3/2 0.945421 —
1-3 Lds o 0.912747 —
1-4 1f7/2 0.871793 —
0.0001 0.025 1-1 Ls1/o 0.998103 —
1-2 1ps /s 0.996592 —
1-3 1ds o 0.994653 —
1-4 1772 0.992281 —
0.05 1-1 Is1/o 0.992293 —
1-2 1ps)s 0.986235 —
1-3 1ds o 0.978413 —
1-4 Lf7/2 0.968795 —
0.1 1-1 sy /o 0.968807 —
1-2 1ps s 0.944015 —
1-3 1ds 2 0.911464 —
1-4 Lf7/2 0.870558 —
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