arXiv:1310.8473v1 [hep-th] 31 Oct 2013

Stationary states of fermions in a sign potential with a mixed vector-scalar coupling^1

W.M. Castilho^2 and A.S. de Castro^3

UNESP - Campus de Guaratinguetá Departamento de Física e Química 12516-410 Guaratinguetá SP - Brasil

1Annals of Physics 340/1 (2014), pp. 1-12 DOI: 10.1016/j.aop.2013.10.008 2E-mail address: castilho.w@gmail.com (W.M. Castilho) 3E-mail address: castro@pq.cnpq.br (A.S. de Castro)

Abstract

The scattering of a fermion in the background of a sign potential is considered with a general mixing of vector and scalar Lorentz structures with the scalar coupling stronger than or equal to the vector coupling under the Sturm-Liouville perspective. When the vector coupling and the scalar coupling have different magnitudes, an isolated solution shows that the fermion under a strong potential can be trapped in a highly localized region without manifestation of Klein’s paradox. It is also shown that the lonely boundstate solution disappears asymptotically as one approaches the conditions for the realization of spin and pseudospin symmetries.

1 Introduction

Over the years, relativistic potentials involving mixtures of vector and scalar couplings has received attention in the literature. Heavy meson spectra can be explained by solutions of the Dirac equation with a convenient mixture of vector and scalar potentials (see, e.g., [1]). The same can be said about the treatment of the nuclear phenomena describing the influence of the nuclear medium on the nucleons [2]. Spin and pseudospin symmetries are SU(2) symmetries of a Dirac equation with vector and scalar potentials realized when the difference between the potentials, or their sum, is a constant. The near realization of these symmetries may explain degeneracies in some heavy meson spectra (spin symmetry) [3]-[4] or in single-particle energy levels in nuclei (pseudospin symmetry) [4]-[5], when these physical systems are described by relativistic mean-field theories with scalar and vector potentials. When these symmetries are realized, they decouple the upper and lower components of the Dirac equation, so the energy spectrum does not depend on the spinorial structure, being identical to the spectrum of a spinless particle [6]. Although the scalar potential finds many of their applications in nuclear and particle physics, it could also simulate an effective mass in solid state physics and so it could be useful for modelling transitions between structures such a Josephson junctions [7]. In fact, there has been a continuous interest for solving the Dirac equations in the four-dimensional space-time as well as in lower dimensions for a variety of potentials and couplings. A few recent works have been devoted to the investigation of the solutions of the Dirac equation by assuming that the vector potential has the same magnitude as the scalar potential [8] whereas other works take a more general mixing [9]. The one-dimensional step potential is of certain interest to model the transition between two structures. In solid state physics, for example, a step-like potential which changes continuously over an interval whose dimensions are of the order of the interatomic distances can be used to model the average potential which holds the conduction electrons in metals. Due to weak potentials, relativistic effects are considered to be small in solid state physics, but the Dirac equation can give relativistic corrections to the results obtained from the nonrelativistic equation. In the presence of strong potentials, though, the Schrödinger equation must be replaced by their relativistic counterparts. The background of the kink configuration of the ϕ^4 model [10] is of interest in quantum field theory where topological classical backgrounds are responsible for inducing a fractional fermion number on the vacuum. Models of these kinds, known as kink models are obtained in quantum field theory as the continuum limit of linear polymer models [11]. In a recent paper the complete set of bound states of fermions in the presence of this sort of kink-like smooth step potential has been addressed by considering a pseudoscalar coupling in the Dirac equation [12].

In the present work the scattering a fermion in the background of a sign potential is considered with a general mixing of vector and scalar Lorentz structures with the scalar coupling stronger than or equal to the vector coupling. It is shown that a special unitary transformation preserving the form of the current decouples the upper and lower components of the Dirac spinor. Then the scattering problem is assessed under a Sturm-Liouville perspective. The unique pole in the transmission amplitude is not related to a proper bound state. Nevertheless, an isolated solution from the Sturm-Liouville perspective is present. It is shown that, when the magnitude of the scalar coupling exceeds the vector coupling, the fermion under a strong potential can be trapped in a highly localized region without manifestation of Klein’s paradox. It is also shown that this curious lonely bound-state solution disappears asymptotically as one approaches the conditions for the realization of spin and pseudospin symmetries.

2 Scalar and vector potentials in the Dirac equation

The Dirac equation for a free fermion of rest mass m reads

(γ^μp_μ − Imc) Ψ = 0 (1)

where p_μ = iℏ∂_μ is the momentum operator, c is the velocity of light, I is the unit matrix and the square matrices γ^μ satisfy the algebra {γ^μ, γ^ν } = 2Ig^{μν} in order to all the components of the spinor Ψ satisfy the Klein-Gordon equation. In 1+1 dimensions Ψ is a 2×1 matrix and the metric tensor is g^{μν} = diag(1, −1). Eq. (1) can be written in the form iℏ ∂Ψ ∂t = H_0Ψ (2)

with the Hamiltonian given as H_0 = −iγ^5cp_1 + γ^0mc^2, where γ^5 = iγ^0γ^1. It is worthwhile to note that the matrices γ^μ and γ^5 are traceless, and the set {I, γ^0, γ^1, γ^5}, where now I is the 2×2 unit matrix, is a complete set of linearly independent 2×2 matrices. Requiring (γ^μ)^† = γ^0γ^μγ^0 and defining the adjoint spinor Ψ̄ = Ψ^†γ^0, one finds the continuity equation ∂_μJ^μ = 0, where the conserved current is J^μ = cΨ̄γ^μΨ. The positive-definite function J^0/c = |Ψ|^2, is interpreted as a position probability density and its norm is a constant of motion. This interpretation is completely satisfactory for single-particle states [13].

With the introduction of interactions, the Dirac equation can be written as (γ^μp_μ − Imc − V/c) Ψ = 0 (3) and the current obeys the equation

∂_μJ^μ = i ℏ Ψ̄ (γ^0V^†γ^0 − V ) Ψ (4)

The current J^μ is still conserved provided V^† = γ^0V γ^0. The most general matrix potential preserving the current conservation can be written in terms of well-defined Lorentz structures as V = γ^μA_μ + IV_s + γ^5V_p (5)

We say that A_μ, V_s and V_p are the vector, scalar and pseudoscalar potentials, respectively, because the bilinear forms Ψ̄γ^μΨ, Ψ̄IΨ and Ψ̄γ^5Ψ behave like vector, scalar and pseudoscalar quantities under a Lorentz transformation, respectively. In this case the Hamiltonian can be written as H = −iγ^5c ( p_1 +

A_1 c ) + IA_0 + γ^0 ( mc^2 + V_s ) + iγ^1V_p (6)

If the potentials are time independent one can write Ψ (x, t) = ψ (x) exp (−iEt/ℏ) in such a way that the time-independent Dirac equation becomes Hψ = Eψ. Meanwhile J^μ is time independent and J^1 is uniform. The space component of the vector potential can be gauged away by defining a new spinor just differing from the old by a phase factor so that we can consider A_1 = 0 without loss of generality.

Introducing the unitary operator

U(θ) = exp ( − θ 2 γ^5 ) (7) where θ is a real quantity such that 0 ≤ θ ≤ π, one can write hϕ = Eϕ (8) where ϕ = Uψ, and h = UHU^{−1} takes the form

h = −iγ^5cp_1 +IA_0 +γ^0 [( mc^2 + V_s ) cos θ − V_p sin θ ] +iγ^1 [( mc^2 + V_s ) sin θ + V_p cos θ ] (9) It is instructive to note that the transformation preserves the form of the current in such a way that J^μ = cΦ̄γ^μΦ.

From now on, we do V_p = 0 and use the representation γ^0 = σ_3 and γ^1 = iσ_2 in such a way that γ^5 = iσ_1. Here, σ_1, σ_2 and σ_3 stand for the Pauli matrices.

The charge-conjugation operation is accomplished by the transformation ψ_c = σ_1ψ^∗ followed by A_0 → −A_0, V_s → V_s and E → −E. One sees that the charge conjugation interchanges the roles of the upper and lower components of the Dirac spinor. As a matter of fact, A_0 distinguishes fermions from antifermions but V_s does not, and so the spectrum is symmetrical about E = 0 in the case of a pure scalar potential.

The two-component spinor ψ can be written as ψ^T = (ψ_+ ψ_−), and if the potentials are small compared to mc^2 and E ≈ ±mc^2 one can write ψ_∓ ≈ ± p_1 2mc ψ_± (10)

− ℏ^2 2m d^2ψ_± dx^2 + (V_s ± A_0) ψ_± = ( E ∓ mc^2 ) ψ_± (11)

Equation (10) shows that ψ_∓ is of order v/c ≪ 1 relative to ψ_±, and equation (11) shows that ψ_± obeys the Schrödinger equation with the effective potential V_s ± A_0 and energy equal to E ∓mc^2. This means that fermions (antifermions), for weak potentials, are subject to the effective potential V_s + A_0 (V_s − A_0) with energy E ≈ ±mc^2. Therefore, a mixed potential with A_0 = −V_s (A_0 = +V_s) is associated with free fermions (antifermions) in a nonrelativistic regime.

In terms of the upper and the lower components of the spinor ϕ, the Dirac equation decomposes into: ℏc dϕ_± dx ± ( mc^2 + V_s ) sin θ ϕ_± = i [ E ± ( mc^2 + V_s ) cos θ − A_0 ] ϕ_∓ (12)

Furthermore, J^0 c = |ϕ_+|^2 + |ϕ_−|^2,

J^1 c = 2Re ( ϕ^∗_+ϕ_− ) (13)

Choosing A_0 = V_s cos θ (14) i.e., |V_s| ≥ |A_0|, one has ℏc dϕ_+ dx + ( mc^2 + V_s ) sin θ ϕ_+ = i ( E + mc^2 cos θ ) ϕ_− (15) ℏc dϕ_− dx − ( mc^2 + V_s ) sin θ ϕ_− = i [ E − ( mc^2 + 2V_s ) cos θ ] ϕ_+ (16)

Note that A_0 changes its sign when the mixing angle θ goes from π/2 − ε to π/2 + ε. We now split two classes of solutions depending on whether E is different of or equal to −mc^2 cos θ:

2.1 The class E ≠ −mc^2 cos θ

Using the expression for ϕ_− obtained from (15), viz.

ϕ_− = −i E + mc^2 cos θ [ ℏc dϕ_+ dx + ( mc^2 + V_s ) sin θ ϕ_+ ] (17)

one finds J^1 = 2ℏc^2 E + mc^2 cos θ Im ( ϕ^∗_+ dϕ_+ dx ) (18)

Inserting (17) in (16) one arrives at the following second-order differential equation for ϕ_+: − ℏ^2 2 d^2ϕ_+ dx^2 + V_{eff} ϕ_+ = E_{eff} ϕ_+ (19)

where V_{eff} = sin^2 θ 2c^2

V^2_s + mc^2 + E cos θ c^2 V_s − ℏ sin θ 2c dV_s dx (20) and E_{eff} =

E^2 − m^2c^4 2c^2

(21)

Therefore, the solution of the relativistic problem for this class is mapped into a Sturm- Liouville problem for the upper component of the Dirac spinor. In this way one can solve the Dirac problem for determining the possible discrete or continuous eigenvalues of the system by recurring to the solution of a Schrödinger-like problem. For the case of a pure scalar coupling (E ≠ 0), it is also possible to write a second-order differential equation for ϕ_− just differing from the equation for ϕ_+ in the sign of the term involving dV_s/dx, namely, − ℏ^2 2 d^2ϕ_± dx^2 + ( V^2_s 2c^2 + mV_s ∓ ℏ 2c dV_s dx ) ϕ_± = E_{eff} ϕ_± (22)

This supersymmetric structure of the two-dimensional Dirac equation with a pure scalar coupling has already been appreciated in the literature [14].

2.2 The class E = −mc^2 cos θ

Defining v (x) = ∫_x dy V_s (y), the solutions for (15)-(16) are

ϕ_+ = N_+ (23)

ϕ_− = N_− − 2 i ℏc N_+ [ mc^2x + v (x) ] cos θ

for sin θ = 0, and

ϕ_+ = N_+ exp { − sin θ ℏc [ mc^2x + v (x) ] }

(24)

ϕ_− = N_− exp { + sin θ ℏc [ mc^2x + v (x) ] } + iϕ_+ cot θ

for sin θ ≠ 0. N_+ and N_− are normalization constants. It is instructive to note that there is no solution for scattering states. Both set of solutions present a space component for the current equal to J^1 = 2cRe ( N^∗_+N_− ) and a bound-state solution demands N_+ = 0 or N_− = 0, because ϕ_+ and ϕ_− are square-integrable functions vanishing as |x| → ∞. There is no bound-state solution for sin θ = 0, and for sin θ ≠ 0 the existence of a bound state solution is possible only if v(x) has a distinctive leading asymptotic behaviour [15]. Note also that ϕ_± = N_± exp { ∓ 1 ℏc [ mc^2x + v (x) ] } (25)

in the case of a pure scalar coupling (E = 0), so that either ϕ_+ = 0 or ϕ_− = 0.

3 The sign potential

Consider now the potential V_s = v_0 sgn (x) (26) where sgn(x) = x/|x| (x ≠ 0) is the sign function, so that v (x) = v_0|x|. Our problem is to solve the set of equations (15)-(16) for ϕ and to determine the allowed energies.

3.1 The case E ≠ −mc^2 cos θ

For our model, recalling (17) and (20), one finds

ϕ_− = −i E + mc^2 cos θ { ℏc dϕ_+ dx + [ mc^2 + v_0 sgn (x) ] sin θ ϕ_+ } (27)

V_{eff} = v^2_0 sin^2 θ

2c^2 + mc^2 + E cos θ c^2 v_0 sgn (x) − ℏv_0 sin θ c δ (x) (28)

For sin θ = 0, the “effective potential” is an ascendant (a descendant) step if (mc^2 + E cos θ)v_0 > 0 ((mc^2 + E cos θ)v_0 < 0). For sin θ ≠ 0, the “effective potential” includes an attractive (a repulsive) delta function at the origin if v_0 > 0 (v_0 < 0). Therefore, we expect scattering states in all the circumstances. Nevertheless, bound-state solutions should not be expected for sin θ ≠ 0 and v_0 < 0.

We demand that ϕ_+ be continuous at x = 0, that is

ϕ_+|_{x=0+} − ϕ_+|_{x=0−} = 0 (29)

Otherwise, the differential equation for ϕ_+ would contain the derivative of a δ-function. Effects on dϕ_+/dx in the neighbourhood of x = 0 can be evaluated by integrating the differential equation for ϕ_+ from −ε to +ε and taking the limit ε → 0. The connection formula between dϕ_+/dx at the right and dϕ_+/dx at the left can be summarized as dϕ_+ dx | | | |_{x=0+} − dϕ_+ dx | | | |_{x=0−} = −

2v_0 sin θ ℏc ϕ_+ (0) (30)

One can also see that, despite the discontinuity of dϕ_+/dx for sin θ ≠ 0, J^μ is a continuous function.

3.1.1 Scattering states

We turn our attention to scattering states for fermions coming from the left. Then, ϕ for x < 0 describes an incident wave moving to the right and a reflected wave moving to the left, and ϕ for x > 0 describes a transmitted wave moving to the right or an evanescent wave. The upper components for scattering states are written as

ϕ_+ = Ae^{+ik−x} + Be^{−ik−x} for x < 0 C_±e^{±ik+x} for x > 0 (31)

where ℏck_± = √ (E ∓ v_0 cos θ)^2 − (mc^2 ± v_0)^2 (32) Note that k_+ is a real number for a progressive wave and an imaginary number an evanescent wave (k_− is a real number). Therefore,

J^1 (x < 0) = 2ℏc^2k_− E + mc^2 cos θ ( |A|^2 − |B|^2 ) (33) and J^1 (x > 0) = ±

2ℏc^2Re k_+ E + mc^2 cos θ

|C_±|^2 (34)

In fact, if E > −mc^2 cos θ, then Ae^{+ik−x} (Be^{−ik−x}) will describe the incident (reflected) wave, and C_− = 0. On the other hand, if E < −mc^2 cos θ, then Be^{−ik−x} (Ae^{+ik−x}) will describe the incident (reflected) wave, and C_+ = 0.

With the connection formulas (29) and (30), and omitting the algebraic details, we state the solution for the transmission amplitudes C_+ A = 2k_− k_− + k_+ − i2v_0 sin θ/ (ℏc) (35) C_− B = 2k_− k_− + k_+ + i2v_0 sin θ/ (ℏc)

To determine the transmission coefficient we use the current densities J^1 (x < 0) and J^1 (x > 0). The x-independent space component of the current allows us to define the transmission coefficient as T = Re k_+ k_− |C_+|^2 |A|^2 = Re k_+ k_− |C_−|^2 |B|^2 (36)

so that T = 4k_−Re k_+ (k_− + k_+)^2 +

(_{2v0 sin θ} ℏc )_2 (37)

taking no regard if E > −mc^2 cos θ or E < −mc^2 cos θ. Nevertheless, scattering states are possible only if |E + v_0 cos θ| > |mc^2 − v_0| because k_− is a real number, and there is a transmitted wave only if |E − v_0 cos θ| > |mc^2 + v_0|. For θ = 0 and v_0 = mc^2, the transmission coefficient as a function of E is illustrated in Figure 1. As |E| → ∞, T → 1 as it should. For E > −mc^2 cos θ, this is a profile typical for the nonrelativistic scattering in a step potential or in a delta potential. The same profile is observed for other values of θ and v_0. Figure 2 shows the transmission coefficient as a function of the mixing angle. Those intriguing results are readily explained by observing that the effective potential presents an ascendant (descendant) step for small (large) values of θ. The transmission coefficient vanishes for enough small mixing angles and energies because the effective energy is smaller than the height of the effective step potential. For |v_0| > mc^2, the absence of scattering for enough large mixing angles and enough small energies occurs because the effective energy is smaller than the effective step potential in the region of incidence (x < 0).

3.1.2 Bound states

The possibility of bound states requires a solution given by (31) with k_± = i|k_±| and A = 0, or k_± = −i|k_±| and B = 0, to obtain a square-integrable ϕ_+. This means that |E ± v_0 cos θ| < |mc^2 ∓ v_0|. On the other hand, if one considers the transmission amplitude as a function of the complex variables k_± one sees that for k_± > 0 one obtains the scattering states whereas the bound states would be obtained by the poles lying along the imaginary axis of the complex k-plane. These poles are given by the equation |k_−| + |k_+| = 2v_0 sin θ ℏc (38)

Equation (38) is the quantization condition. Because |k_−| + |k_+| is a positive quantity, one concludes the bound states are impossible for v_0 < 0 or sin θ = 0, as has been anticipated from the qualitative discussions. In fact, squaring (38) results in the form of a second-degree algebraic equation E^2 + 2mc^2 cos θ E + m^2c^4 cos^2 θ = 0 (39) which presents just one solution: E = −mc^2 cos θ. Evidently, it is not a proper solution of the problem.

3.2 The case E = −mc^2 cos θ

As commented before, there is no solution for sin θ = 0, and the normalizable solution for sin θ ≠ 0 requires |v_0| > mc^2: ϕ = ( 1 i cot θ ) N_> exp { − sin θ ℏc [ |v_0| + mc^2sgn (x) ] |x| } (40) for v_0 > mc^2, and ϕ = ( 0 1 ) N_< exp { − sin θ ℏc [ |v_0| − mc^2sgn (x) ] |x| } (41)

for v_0 < mc^2. Here,

N_> = N_< sin θ = sin θ √ sin θ ℏc v^2_0 − m^2c^4 |v_0| (42)

From (40) and (41), one readily finds the position probability density to be

|ϕ|^2 = sin θ ℏc v^2_0 − m^2c^4 |v_0| exp { − 2 sin θ ℏc [ |v_0| + mc^2sgn (v_0) sgn (x) ] |x| } (43)

The position probability density is graphed in Fig. 3 for two different signs of v_0. The expectation value of x given by

< x >= −sgn (v_0) ℏc sin θ mc^2 v^2_0 − m^2c^4

(44)

Therefore, the fermion tends to concentrate at the left (right) region when v_0 > 0 (v_0 < 0), and tends to avoid the origin more and more as sin θ decreases. The fermion is confined within an interval Δx = √ < x^2 > − < x >^2 given by

Δx = ℏc √ 2 sin θ √ v^2_0 + m^2c^4 v^2_0 − m^2c^4

(45)

One can see that the best localization occurs for a pure scalar coupling. In fact, the fermion becomes delocalized as sin θ decreases. If Δx shrinks with rising |v_0| or sin θ then Δp (uncertainty in the momentum) will swell, in consonance with the Heisenberg uncertainty relation. Nevertheless, the maximum uncertainty in the momentum is given by mc requiring that is impossible to localize a fermion in a region of space less than half of its Compton wavelength (see, for example, [16]). Nevertheless, if one defines an effective mass as m_{eff} = m √ 1 + (v_0/mc^2)^2 and an effective Compton wavelength λ_{eff} = ℏ/ (m_{eff}c), one will find Δx = λ_{eff} √ 2 sin θ v^2_0 + m^2c^4 v^2_0 − m^2c^4

(46)

It follows that the high localization of fermions, related to high values of v_0, never menaces the single-particle interpretation of the Dirac theory even if the fermion is massless. This fact is convincing because the scalar coupling exceeds the vector coupling, and so the conditions for Klein’s paradox are never reached.

4 Final remarks

We have assessed the stationary states of a fermion under the influence of a sign potential for a special mixing of scalar and vector couplings. A special unitary transformation allowed to decouple the upper and lower components of the Dirac spinor and to assess the scattering problem under a Sturm-Liouville perspective. An isolated solution appears when the vector coupling and the scalar coupling have different magnitudes showing that the fermion under a strong potential can be trapped in a highly localized region without the possibility of pair production. It was also shown that this curious lonely bound-state solution disappears asymptotically as one approaches the conditions for the realization of spin and pseudospin symmetries.

Acknowledgments

This work was supported in part by means of funds provided by CNPq.

References

[1] W. Lucha et al, Phys. Rep. 200 (1991) 127 and references therein.

[2] B.D. Serot, J.D. Walecka, in: Advances in Nuclear Physics, Vol. 16, edited by J.W.

Negele and E. Vogt, Plenum, New York, 1986.

[3] P.R. Page et al, Phys. Rev. Lett. 86 (2001) 204.

[4] J.N. Ginocchio, Phys. Rep. 414 (2005) 165.

[5] J.N. Ginocchio, Phys. Rev. Lett. 78 (1997) 436;

J.N. Ginocchio, A. Leviatan, Phys. Lett. B 425 (1998) 1; G.A. Lalazissis et al, Phys. Rev. C 58 (1998) R45; J. Meng et al, Phys. Rev. C 58 (1998) R628;

K. Sugawara-Tanabe, A. Arima, Phys. Rev. C 58 (1998) R3065; J.N. Ginocchio, Phys. Rep. 315 (1999) 231; S. Marcos et al, Phys. Rev. C 62 (2000) 054309; P. Alberto et al, Phys. Rev. Lett. 86 (2001) 5015; S. Marcos et al, Phys. Lett. B 513 (2001) 36;

J.N. Ginocchio, A. Leviatan, Phys. Rev. Lett. 87 (2001) 072502; P. Alberto et al, Phys. Rev. C 65 (2002) 034307; J.N. Ginocchio, Phys. Rev. C 66 (2002) 064312; T.-S. Chen et al, Chin. Phys. Lett. 20 (2003) 358; S.-G. Zhou et al, Phys. Rev. Lett. 91 (2003) 262501; G. Mao, Phys. Rev. C 67 (2003) 044318; R. Lisboa et al, Phys. Rev. C 69 (2004) 024319; A. Leviatan, Phys. Rev. Lett. 92 (2004) 202501; J.-Y. Guo, Phys. Lett. A 338 (2005) 90; P. Alberto et al, Phys. Rev. C 71 (2005) 034313; J.-Y. Guo et al, Nucl. Phys. A 757 (2005) 411; C. Berkdemir, Nucl. Phys. A 770 (2006) 32; Q. Xu, S.-J. Zhu, Nucl. Phys. A 768 (2006) 161; X.T. He et al, Eur. Phys. J. A 28 (2006) 265; C.-Y. Song et al, Chin. Phys. Lett. 26 (2009) 122102; H. Liang et al, Eur. Phys. J. A 44 (2010) 119; R. Lisboa et al, Phys. Rev. C 81 (2010) 064324; C.-Y. Song, J.-M. Yao, Chin. Phys. C. 34 (2010) 1425; H. Liang et al, Phys. Rev. C 83 (2011) 041301(R); C.-Y. Song et al, Chin. Phys. Lett. 28 (2011) 092101; B.-N. Lu et al, Phys. Rev. Lett. 109 (2012) 072501; A.S. de Castro, P. Alberto, Phys. Rev. A 86 (2012) 032122; P. Alberto et al, Phys. Rev C 87 (2013) 031301(R).

[6] P. Alberto et al, Phys. Rev. C 75 (2007) 047303.

[7] See, e.g., O.M. Braun, Y.S. Kivshar, The Frenkel-Kontorova Model: Concepts, Methods, and Applications, Springer, Berlin, 2004.

[8] G. Gumbs, D. Kiang, Am. J. Phys. 54 (1986) 462;

F. Domínguez-Adame, Am. J. Phys. 58 (1990) 886; A.S. de Castro, Phys. Lett. A 305 (2002) 100; Y. Nogami et al, Am. J. Phys. 71 (2003) 950; Y. Gou, Z.Q. Sheng, Phys. Lett. A 338 (2005) 90; A.S. de Castro et al, Phys. Rev. C 73 (2006) 054309; C.-S. Jia et al, J. Phys. A 39 (2006) 7737; A.S. de Castro, Int. J. Mod. Phys. A 22 (2007) 2609; L.B. Castro et al, Int. J. Mod. Phys. E 16 (2007) 3002; C.-S. Jia et al, Eur. Phys. J. A 34 (2007) 41; L.B. Castro et al, EPL 77 (2007) 20009; W.C. Qiang et al, J. Phys. A 40 (2007) 1677; O. Bayrak, I. Boztosun, J. Phys. A 40 (2007) 11119; A. Soylu et al, J. Math. Phys. 48 (2007) 082302; A. Soylu et al, J. Phys. A 41 (2008) 065308; L.H. Zhang et al, Phys. Lett. A 372 (2008) 2201; F.-L. Zhang et al, Phys. Rev. A 78 (2008) 040101(R); S.M. Ikhdair, J. Math. Phys. 51 (2010) 023525; O. Aydogdu, R. Sever, Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 325 (2010) 373; S. Zarrinkamar et al, Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 325 (2010) 2522; K.J. Oyewumi et al, Eur. Phys. J. A 45 (2010) 311; M. Hamzavi et al, Phys. Lett. A 374 (2010) 4303; M. Hamzavi et al, Few-Body Syst. 48 (2010) 171; S.M. Ikhdair, R. Sever, Appl. Math. Comput. 216 (2010) 545; N. Candemir, Int. J. Mod. Phys. E 21 (2012) 1250060; M.-C. Zhang, G.-Q. Huang-Fu, Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 327 (2012) 841; L.B. Castro, Phys. Rev. C 86 (2012) 052201(R); H. Liang et al, Phys. Rev. C 87 (2013) 014334; K.-E. Thylwe, M. Hamzavi, Phys. Scr. 87 (2013) 025004; M. Hamzavi, A.A. Rajabi, Eur. Phys. J. Plus 128 (2013) 20; M. Hamzavi, A.A. Rajabi, Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 334 (2013) 316.

[9] G. Soff et al, Z. Naturforsch. 28a (1973) 1389;

A.S. de Castro, Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 316 (2005) 414; L.B. Castro, A.S. de Castro, Int. J. Mod. Phys. E 16 (2007) 2998; L.B. Castro, A.S. de Castro, Phys. Scr. 75 (2007) 170; L.B. Castro, A.S. de Castro, Phys. Scr. 77 (2007) 045007.

[10] See, e.g., R. Rajaraman, Solitons and Instantons, New-Holland, Amsterdan, 1982.

[11] J. Goldstone, F. Wilczek, Phys. Rev. Lett. 47 (1981) 986;

R. Jackiw, G. Semenoff, Phys. Rev. Lett. 50 (1983) 439; For a review see: A.J. Niemi, G. Semenoff, Phys. Rep. 135 (1986) 99.

[12] A.S. de Castro, M. Hott, Phys. Lett. A 351 (2006) 379.

[13] B. Thaller, The Dirac Equation, Springer-Verlag, Berlin, 1992.

[14] F. Cooper et al, Ann. Phys. (N.Y.) 187 (1988) 1;

Y. Nogami, F.M. Toyama, Phys. Rev. A 47 (1993) 1708.

[15] A.S. de Castro, M. Hott, Phys. Lett. A 342 (2005) 53.

[16] W. Greiner, Relativistic Quantum Mechanics, Wave Equations, Springer, Berlin, 1990;

P. Strange, Relativistic Quantum Mechanics with Applications in Condensed Matter and Atomic Physics, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, 1998.

Figure 1: Transmission coefficient as a function of energy for θ = 0 and v_0 = 1 (ℏ = m = c = 1).

(a) v_0 = 0.9

(b) v_0 = 1.1

Figure 2: Transmission coefficient as a function of θ . Higher coefficients correspond to higher energies. The most inferior curve corresponds to E=1.1 in (a) and to 1.15 in (b) (ℏ = m = c = 1). A more detailed description is given in the text.

Figure 3: Probability density for θ = π/8. The continuous (dashed) line for v_0 = +5 (−5) (ℏ = m = c = 1).