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Helicity is a fundamental property of Dirac fermions. Yet, the general rule of how it changes in
transport is still lacking. We uncover, theoretically, the universal spinor state transformation and
consequently helicity redistribution rule in two cases of transport through potentials of electrostatic
and mass types, respectively. The former is dictated by Lorentz boost and its complex counterpart
in Klein tunneling regime, which establishes miraculously a unified yet latent connection between
helicity, Klein tunneling, and Lorentz boost. The latter is governed by an abstract rotation group
we construct, which reduces to SO(2) when acting on the plane of effective mass and momentum.
They generate invariant submanifolds, i.e., leaves, that foliate the Hilbert space of Dirac spinors.
Our results provide a basis for unified understanding of helicity transport, and may open a new
window for exotic helicity-based physics and applications in mesoscopic systems.

Introduction.—Helicity, the projection of the spin onto
the direction of momentum, is known as an intrinsic
and measurable property of Dirac fermions in relativis-
tic quantum mechanics, and plays a crucial role in un-
derstanding the nature of fundamental particles. For
instance, the helicity nature of massless Dirac particles
turns out to be responsible for a highly anisotropic tun-
neling, i.e., chiral tunneling, through an electrostatic po-
tential barrier [1–5]. Flip and conservation of helicity has
been recognized as a key issue in addressing scattering of
massive Dirac particles by a magnetic monopole [6, 7] and
an Aharonov-Bohm potential [8–10]. As an independent
and exploitable degree of freedom, it attracts attention
for electronic applications in mesoscopic systems recently
[11, 12]. However, before stepping forward further, it is
crucial to understand the redistribution rules of helicity
in typical scattering, tunneling, and transport processes.

Generally, the transport process can be abstracted as
an operation on the Hilbert space of Dirac spinors map-
ping the initial to the final spinor states characterized by
energy and momentum. Yet, the helicity degree of free-
dom is undetermined as the coefficients of the two helicity
components can still take different values, which typi-
cally depends on the transport details. One fundamental
question is then under commonly encountered transport
situations, how does the helicity change?

By utilizing the (3+1)-D Dirac equation formalism in
the single-particle framework, we consider two typical
transport processes, i.e., through piecewise-constant elec-
trostatic [13–17] or mass potentials [18–24]. For each pro-
cess, as the potential of the concerned region changes,
the final spinor evolves out a curve started from the
given initial state. We find, strikingly, that the final
spinor depends only on the potential height of this re-
gion, i.e., process-independent. Thus the correspond-
ing abstract operation forms a one-parameter transfor-
mation group, whose exertion on any initial state gen-
erates a one-dimensional invariant submanifold, which

forms leaves foliating the Hilbert space of Dirac spinors.

Our main analytical results are shown in Fig. 1. The
left panels plot the schematics of the two processes, where
the potentials are along the x-axis, and the perpendicu-
lar momentum component p⊥ is conserved. The final
state |ψf ⟩ is chosen in the middle region to simply include
the reflected wavefunction. The middle and right panels
show the foliation structures. For transport through an
electrostatic potential with a given initial energy E [Fig.
1(a)], the Hilbert space of spinors can be fully parame-
terized by the effective energy E−V2, momentum px and
p⊥ , and helicity polarization P [25]. As the potential V2
changes, from any initial state |ψi⟩, a one-dimensional
leaf grows out in the Hilbert space, i.e., a curve in the
four dimensional parameter space. Particularly, the pro-
jection of this leaf into the (E − V2, px, p⊥) subspace
is a hyperboloid characterized by E [Fig. 1(b)]. Differ-
ent p⊥ , as determined by the incident angle, corresponds
to different sections, i.e., hyperbolic curves. The pro-
jection onto the (px/p, P ) plane is shown in Fig. 1(c),
where p =

√
p2x + p2

⊥
. Surprisingly, the one-parameter

transformation group for the spinors and consequently
the redistribution of helicity is just the spinor represen-
tation of Lorentz boost Λ(w) along the x-axis. When
V2 is large enough, the branch for negative energy states
(E − V2 < 0) associated with Klein tunneling emerges,
which can be mapped from the original branch by a com-
plex Lorentz boost Λ(iπ). This builds miraculously a la-
tent, unified connection between different essential prop-
erties, i.e., helicity, Klein tunneling, and Lorentz boost, of
Dirac fermions. The universal redistribution rule of the
helicity is corroborated by extensive numerics in more
general cases.

For the mass potential case with initial energy E [Fig.
1(d)], the effective mass m+U2 plays a similar role of the
effective energy. The leaf can then be projected onto the
(px, m + U2) plane, which, in the natural units (c = 1),
is a circle. All these circles for possible p⊥s construct a
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FIG. 1. Schematics of the two transport processes and the rule of spinor state transformations. (a) Transport through a

piecewise-constant electrostatic potential, with momentum pj and relative helicity components |t(±)
j |2 (red for positive, blue

for negative) in each region j demonstrated. |ψi⟩ is the initial (incident) spinor state with completely positive helicity, and |ψf ⟩
is the final state in region 2. (b,c) Visualizing the Lorentz boost Λ(w) dictated transformation rule we uncovered from |ψi⟩
(hollow circle) to |ψf ⟩s. Projection of the leaf consisted of all |ψf ⟩s onto subspaces parameterized by effective energy E − V2,
momentum px and p⊥ (b), and by px/p and helicity polarization P (c). Solid (dashed) curves are for transmitted (reflected)
parts. Red and blue indicate positive and negative effective energy branches, respectively, which are connected by Λ(iπ). (d-f)
Mass potential case. The transformation rule is now governed by an abstract rotation group Γ(µ) we identified. (e) Projection
of the leaf in the (m+U2, px, p⊥) subspace, and (f) on the (px/p, P ) plane. Red and yellow curves are for positive and negative
effective mass m+ U2, respectively.

sphere in the (m + U2, px, p⊥) space [Fig. 1(e)]. The
projection on the (px, P ) plane is shown in Fig. 1(f). As
U2 varies, the one-parameter transformation group Γ(µ)
acting on the (px, m + U2) plane can be conveniently
described by an SO(2) rotation. Its spinor representation
for the abstract spinor state transformation has also been
constructed.

These findings uncover universal redistribution rules
of helicity, dictated by symmetries described by Lorentz
boost and an abstract rotation group, respectively, in
transport processes through electrostatic or mass poten-
tials. Our results provide conveniently a modulation
strategy of the helicity by simply configuring the electro-
static or mass potential profiles, holding great promise to
exploit the new degree of freedom for novel applications.

Model.—The transport problem of the (3+1)-D mas-
sive Dirac fermions can be described by the Dirac Hamil-
tonian in the position representation [26]

Ĥ = α · p̂+ β[m+ U(x)] + V (x), (1)

where α =

(
0 σ
σ 0

)
with Pauli matrices σ = (σx, σy, σz),

p̂ is the 3-momentum operator, β =

(
12 0
0 −12

)
, m is

the Dirac mass, U is the mass potential, and V is the
electrostatic potential. Natural units c = ℏ = e = 1
are employed. For the sake of simplicity, we consider
two typical cases, i) U(x) = 0, and ii) V (x) = 0. We

exploit a piecewise-constant potential with n regions of
width {dj} along the x-axis, where d1 = dn = ∞, and
V1 = U1 = 0, which, in the large n limit, can approach
arbitrary continuous potential profile.
Note that the whole Hamiltonian Ĥ does not commute

with ĥ. Nevertheless, in each region j, the corresponding
Hamiltonian Ĥj commutes with the helicity operator [26]

ĥ =

(
σ 0
0 σ

)
· p̂/pj , (2)

where pj =
√

(E − Vj)2 − (m+ Uj)2, and the incident
energy E > m. The transmitted wavefunctions (chosen

as the common eigenstates of Ĥ, p̂, and ĥ) are plane
wave solutions [27]

ψ
(h)
j =

(
χ
(h)
j

hkjχ
(h)
j

)
ei(pj ·x−Et), (3)

where kj = pj/(E − Vj + m + Uj), h = ±1 is the

eigenvalue of ĥ, and χ
(+)
j = [cos

θj
2 e

−iφj/2, sin
θj
2 e

iφj/2]T ,

χ
(−)
j = [− sin

θj
2 e

−iφj/2, cos
θj
2 e

iφj/2]T [27], with
pj = (pj,x, py, pz) = pj(sin θj cosφj , sin θj sinφj , cos θj)
as py and pz are conserved in different re-
gions [13, 28], θj = cos−1(p1 cos θ1/pj), φj =

cos−1(λj
√
p2j − p2y − p2z

/
pj sin θj), and λj = sgn(E − Vj)

is for positive or negative energy states. Due to the
rotational symmetry with respect to the x-axis, the
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angle (θj , φj) can be characterized by a single angle
ϱj = cos−1(sin θj cosφj) between pj and the positive

x-axis. For the reflected plane wave ψ
(h)

j , one only needs
to change pj,x to −pj,x and φj to π−φj . Without loss of
generality, we assume that the incident Dirac fermions
are completely positively helicity-polarized plane waves.

The wavefunction in each region can be decomposed
into the eigenmodes in terms of Eq. (3) and its reflected

counterpart, i.e., ψj = t
(h)
j ψ

(h)
j + r

(h)
j ψ

(h)

j . For transmit-
ted flow, the helicity polarization is defined as [29, 30]

Pj = (J
(+)
j − J

(−)
j )

/
(J

(+)
j + J

(−)
j ), (4)

where J
(h)
j = |t(h)j |2|ψ(h)†

j αψ
(h)
j | is the magnitude of the

probability current. For reflected flow, J
(h)

j and P j can
be defined similarly. The transmission and reflection co-

efficients (t
(h)
j , r

(h)
j ) are then numerically calculated via

the transfer matrix method by matching them at the
boundary of each region [31–33]. The overall transmis-
sion probability is then

T (h) = |t(h)n |2kn sin θn cosφn

/
k1 sin θ1 cosφ1.

As a test, by approximating a smooth linear potential
with large n, our numerical calculation matches perfectly
with the analytical result [34] [Supplemental Material
(SM) Sec. I].

Theory.—We derive the redistribution rules of helicity
in transport as follows.

Case i), only consider the electrostatic potential, i.e.,
for any j ∈ [1, n], Uj = 0. We have

Ĥjψ
(h)
j = λj |E − Vj |ψ(h)

j , ĥψ
(h)
j = hψ

(h)
j . (5)

For Vj ∈ (V−, V+) with V± = E ±
√
p2y + p2z +m2, the

transmitted part has an imaginary pj,x, which is evanes-
cent and no longer has a well-defined helicity. Therefore
we only consider Vj < V− scattering or Vj > V+ Klein
tunneling.

For n = 3, the normalized transmission and reflection

coefficients t
(h)
j (j = 2, 3) and r

(h)
j (j = 1, 2) can be

obtained analytically (SM Sec. II), e.g.,(
t
(+)
j

t
(−)
j

)
= |M|−1/2

(
M(+,+) M(+,−)

M(−,+) M(−,−)

)
·

(
t
(+)
1

t
(−)
1

)
, (6)

where M(h′,h) ≡ ⟨ψ(h′)
j |αx |ψ(h)

1 ⟩ with normalized ket

|ψ(h)
j ⟩ = ψ

(h)
j /|ψ(h)

j |. For positively helicity-polarized ini-

tial state, t
(+)
1 = 1, t

(−)
1 = 0. Plugging into Eq. (4), the

exact expression of the helicity polarization for the trans-
mitted flow is

Pj = (ηj − 1)
/
(ηj + 1), (7)

where

ηj =
∣∣∣t(+)
j

/
t
(−)
j

∣∣∣2 =

(
k1 + kj
k1 − kj

)2

· 1 + cos(ϱ1 + ϱj)

1− cos(ϱ1 + ϱj)
. (8)

For reflected flow, one only needs to change ϱj to π − ϱj
to get P j .

Remarkably, the spinor state ψ
(h)
j in region j is de-

termined completely by Vj and (E,p1) [Eq. (3)], and is
irrelevant to the potential in other regions. So do the
matrix M and the helicity polarization Pj . Regarding
the transformation from |ψ1⟩ to |ψj⟩ as an abstract op-
eration, it is additive and forms a one-parameter (Vj)
transformation group (SM Sec. III-A), generating leaves
in the spinor Hilbert space.
Alternatively, disregard the actual transport process,

only consider the two sets of energy and momentum of
the initial and final states. Now imagine that they are
for the same state but observed in two different inertial
reference frames, i.e., O and O′ in Fig. 2, and are thus
connected by a Lorentz boost Λ(w) with rapidity w (de-
fined by coshw = (1− v2)−1/2 with v being the relative
velocity of the two frames),(

E − Vj
pj,x

)
=

(
coshw − sinhw
− sinhw coshw

)
·
(
E
p1,x

)
. (9)

In this regard, the spinor state will be transformed to
Ŝ |ψ1⟩ with

Ŝ[Λ(w)] = cosh(w/2)14 − sinh(w/2)αx, (10)

being the spinor representation of the Lorentz boost [26].
Surprisingly, we find Ŝ |ψ1⟩ from the imagined inertial
frame transformation is the same as the final state |ψj⟩
in the actual transport problem. As such, the one-
parameter transformation group characterizing the trans-
port process is just the Lorentz boost. Retrospectively,
as the electrostatic potential only shifts the energy of
the Dirac fermion, the equation structure is preserved,
and the corresponding abstract operation is equivalent to
the inertial frame transformation (Lorentz boost). This
simple, universal behavior unveils yet another concealed
attribute of the miraculous Dirac equation.
For Klein tunneling (Vj > V+), we will take the conven-

tion pj,x < 0, so that the x-component of the group veloc-
ity vx = λjpj,x/|E−Vj | is always positive for transmitted
part [35–37]. Conventional Lorentz boost fails to link the
positive and negative energy states. By replacing w with
iπ, the operation Λ(iπ) flips the sign of effective energy

and px, as from O′ to Õ in Fig. 2. Ŝ[Λ(iπ)] = −iαx

flips the helicity polarization, exactly the same as that
in the actual tunneling process. The combined operation
from O to Õ is then Λ(iπ)Λ(w) (SM Sec. III-B), which is
traceable [38–42]. The complex Lorentz boost Λ(iπ) en-
forces an antisymmetry between the helicity polarization
and the effective energy E − V [Fig. 3(a)].
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FIG. 2. The change of effective energy, momentum, and
helicity from |ψ1⟩ to |ψj⟩ in the actual transport problem can
be described by a Lorentz boost Λ(w) with real rapidity w of
the imagined inertial frame transformation from O to O′. The
Klein tunneling can be described by the combined operation

Λ(iπ)Λ(w), i.e., O
Λ(w)−−−→ O′ Λ(iπ)−−−→ Õ.

Indeed, for Dirac spinors, introducing Ŝ[Λ(iπ)] is re-
quired by the PCT symmetry. The PCT symmetry in-
terchanges the positive and negative energy states, with
P = PxPyPz, C, T being the parity, charge conjugate,
and time-reversal operations. Due to the rotational sym-
metry with respect to the x-axis, PyPz = 1, the PCT
symmetry reduces to PxCT , which equals to Ŝ[Λ(iπ)] dis-
regarding an unobservable phase (SM Sec. III-B).

The above results do not explicitly depend on the fact
of n = 3, and are valid for arbitrary n regions.
Case ii), the mass potential. Requiring pj,x to be real

leads to Uj ∈ (U−, U+) with U± = −m±
√
E2 − p2y − p2z.

Note that the negative mass potential has been widely
used in models of nuclear physics and condensed mat-
ter physics [18–23]. Similarly, Eqs. (6-8) have the same

form except that now ψ
(h)
j , kj , and ϱj are determined

by Uj . The corresponding map from |ψ1⟩ to |ψj⟩ also
forms a one-parameter transformation group, denoted as
Γ(µ) (SM Sec. IV). In the plane of effective mass m+Uj

and x-momentum, the action of Γ(µ) reduces to SO(2)
rotation(

m+ Uj

pj,x

)
=

(
cosµ − sinµ
sinµ cosµ

)
·
(
m
p1,x

)
, (11)

where µ is an angle parameter determined by Uj . The
transformation of the spinor states from |ψ1⟩ to |ψj⟩ in
the actual transport process can be constructed as |ψj⟩ =
Ŝm |ψ1⟩, with

Ŝm[Γ(µ)] = cos(µ/2)14 − sin(µ/2)βαx (12)

being the spinor representation of Γ(µ). Thus the redis-
tribution rule of the helicity is derived, and is completely
different from that due to electrostatic potentials. To
the best of our knowledge, this group Γ(µ) and its spinor
representation are unknown before.

Numerical verification.—To be as general as possible,
we consider a piecewise-constant potential model with

-5 0 5
-1

0

1

-1.4 0 1.4
-1

0

1

FIG. 3. Plots of helicity polarization for transmitted (Pj ,
solid curves) and reflected (P j , dashed) waves. (a) vs effective
energy E − Vj in units of E for electrostatic potential, and
(b) vs effective mass m+Uj in units of m for mass potential.
The incident energy and angle: E = 1.08m, ϱ1 = 2π/5. The
curves are from Eqs. (7-8). The circles are numerical results
from the random piecewise-constant potential model with n =
10 and j a randomly chosen region, e.g., j = 5.

FIG. 4. Density maps for helicity polarization in the output
region (j = n = 2) through step potentials. (a) vs incident
energy E and electrostatic potential V2, and (b) vs E and
mass potential U2, all in units of m. The incident angle ϱ1 =
π/3. The helicity polarization of the incident waves is P = 1

for (a) and P = 0 (t
(+)
1 = 1 and t

(−)
1 = i) for (b).

n = 10 and random widths and potential heights for
each region: dj ∈ (0, 1/m), Vj or Uj ∈ (−10m, 10m).
We then systematically vary the potential value in a ran-
domly chosen region, say, j = 5, and plot the helicity po-
larization of the transmitted and reflected waves in Fig.
3 as symbols. They agree with the theory well for both
of the electrostatic and mass potentials. The numerical
simulation corroborates clearly that the helicity redistri-
bution only depends on the potential in this region, but
is independent of the transport processes before or after
this region.

Potential applications.—Figure 4 demonstrates the
variation of the helicity polarization P vs the key pa-
rameters. For electrostatic potential, P can be reversed
from 1 (incident) to −1 (output). For mass potential,
with a non-polarized incident wave of P = 0, the output
can be modulated to either 1 or −1. That is, complete
polarization of helicity can be generated from completely
non-polarized incident waves by applying a properly ad-
justed mass potential. Due to the inherent connection
to spin polarization, the helicity, with the unveiled re-
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distribution rule, may lead to appealing applications for
spin-based electronics.

Discussion and conclusion.— Another transport setup
is through magnetic barriers. In this case, the helicity is
conserved [43–46] as it commutes with the (3+1)-D Dirac
Hamiltonian in a static magnetic field [8, 47–49]. Thus
the redistribution rule is trivial.

Helicity is one of the most fundamental and intriguing
properties of Dirac fermions. Due to the complexity of
its combined nature of spin and momentum, a unified un-
derstanding of how it changes in transport is still lacking.
We tackle this issue and have uncovered the universal he-
licity redistribution rule, from which process-independent
helicity polarizations arise. The underlying principle of
the universality is unravelled by abstracting the physical
transport of helicity into imagined transforming opera-
tions on the spinor states. In such way, we identify one-
parameter transformation groups as well as their spinor
representations, which are described by the Lorentz boost
Λ(w) for electrostatic potentials, and the abstract rota-
tion group Γ(µ) for mass potentials. This explicitly re-
veals an unknown connection between the physical rule
of helicity in transport that is highly nontrivial and the
underlying symmetries of the Dirac equation. Our re-
sults not only are fundamental to the understanding of
relativistic quantum scattering, tunneling, and transport,
but also offer promises of generating desired helicity po-
larization for exotic applications in mesoscopic systems
[12, 50–52].
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