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Abstract

We study the spectral properties of a Schrodinger operator Ho modified by delta interactions and
show explicitly how the poles of the new Green’s function are rearranged relative to the poles of original
Green’s function of Hy. We prove that the new bound state energies are interlaced between the old
ones, and the ground state energy is always lowered if the delta interaction is attractive. We also derive
an alternative perturbative method of finding the bound state energies and wave functions under the
assumption of a small coupling constant in a somewhat heuristic manner. We further show that these
results can be extended to cases in which a renormalization process is required. We consider the possible
extensions of our results to the multi center case, to delta interaction supported on curves, and to the
case, where the particle is moving in a compact two-dimensional manifold under the influence of delta
interaction. Finally, the semi-relativistic extension of the last problem has been studied explicitly.

Keywords: Dirac delta interactions, point interactions, Green’s function, renormalization, Schrédinger
operators, spectrum, resolvent.

1 Introduction

We consider a self-adjoint Schrodinger operator or Hamiltonian Hy = —%A + V defined on some dense
domain D(Hy) and assume that Hy admits a discrete or point spectrum oq4(H) and a (purely absolutely)
continuous real spectrum o.(H), which does not overlap with the discrete spectrum (no embedded eigenval-
ues). We further assume that the discrete spectrum has no condensation point and the spectrum is bounded
below. These conditions put some restrictions on the regularity properties of the potentials, but this is the
typical situation in most of the quantum mechanical problems with physically reasonable potentials. The

spectrum consists of eigenvalues E,, of Hy with finite multiplicities,

H0¢n = n¢n ) (1-1)

where ¢,, € L? are the eigenvectors (or eigenfunctions) corresponding to the eigenvalues E,,, and the values A
in the continuous spectrum are the “generalized eigenvalues” corresponding to the “generalized eigenvectors”
xx (or generalized eigenfunctions), which is outside of L2. Here we omit the degeneracy/multiplicity labels
for simplicity. Although we are not aiming for a completely rigorous presentation in this work, we point out
that the proper meaning of the generalized eigenfunctions has been understood in the context of so-called
Rigged Hilbert spaces [I} [2, B] and the equation for the generalized eigenvalues are given by Hoxx = Axa
in the sense of distributions. One may think of a non-zero tempered distribution x, as a generalized
eigenfunction associated with the eigenvalue A for Hp if and only if (Hox,¥) = (xx, Hot) = A(xx, ¥)
for any infinitely differentiable rapidly decaying functions ¢ (Schwartz functions), see e.g., [4] for a more
elementary discussion. The function y,(x) = %ei”/ "'is the well-known generalized eigenfunction of the
momentum operator (Py)(z) = —ih-ti(z) in L*(R). Under relatively mild assumptions on the potential
V for dimensions d < 3 case, it is known that the generalized eigenfunctions actually can be selected as
continuous functions [5, [6]. This is extremely valuable for our computations as we either evaluate them at
a point or integrate them over a curve in this work.
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According to one of the fundamental assumptions of quantum mechanics, we can formally expand any
function ¢ € L?(R) as (see e.g., page 48 in [7]):

P(z) = Zanqbn(x) —i—/a . a(A)xa(x) du(N) , (1.2)

where
ap, = /}Rqﬁn—(m)w(ac)dac, a(\) = /Rx,\—(ac)z/}(x)dx. (1.3)
The expression du(A) in the above expansion is indeed a kind of spectral measure associated with the self-
adjoint operator Hy. If there is a degeneracy, we need to sum over those indices as well. Fourier transform

is actually a formal eigenfunction expansion of a function 1 in terms of the generalized eigenfunctions y of
the momentum operator P and the action of P on the function ¢ is given by:

(Po)a) = [ O; A < / O; 1/}(5))0(5)615) ya(@)dr (1.4)

The theory of such eigenfunction expansions was first described by Weyl [§] for ordinary differential
equations, and then developed partly by Titchmarsh [9] and by Kodaira [10]. This is extended to the
multidimensional case for elliptic self-adjoint differential operators in [5]. In particular, such expansions in
terms of generalized eigenfunctions are rigorously constructed, if we impose the uniformly locally square
integrability condition on the potential energy in the Schrodinger operator Hy = — %A +V, which is stated
as Theorem 3 in [II]. In this paper, we tacitly assume that these mild conditions for the eigenfunction
expansions hold.

Our main interest here is to consider such Schrodinger operators Hy modified by a § interaction and
show explicitly how the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions change using the eigenfunction expansions of the
Green’s function for such generic Hy. The modification of the bound state spectrum in one dimension and
d dimensional radial case, have been studied in the framework of path integrals in an influential work of
Grosche [12] for some exactly solvable potentials V. One of the simplest choices for Hy is the well-known
harmonic oscillator problem in one dimension (as well as the radially symmetric extension of it) and the effect
of adding a delta interaction to harmonic oscillator Hamiltonians has been studied by many authors [13], [14]
and the statistical properties of this system have been worked out in [I5] and the application of the problem
to Bose-Einstein condensation has been investigated in [I6]. It is well-known that the description of point
like delta interactions in two and three dimensions requires renormalization and they have been studied in
[I'7, 18] in a mathematically rigorous way and in [19] 20} 21| 22] 23] as toy models in understanding of some
quantum field theoretical concepts. The higher dimensional version of the harmonic oscillator Hamiltionian
with delta potential requires renormalization as well and has been discussed in [24] and more recently in
[25] 26] 27]. A more interesting exactly solvable example, having both discrete and continuous spectrum, is
the so-called reflectionless potential [12] 28], and we wish to show how its spectral properties change under
the influence of delta interaction as a case study.

It turns out that eigenvalues of Hy modified by ¢§ interactions change according to some algebraic or
transcendental equation and all the eigenvalues of Hy disappear unless some set of wave functions vanish
at the support of the ¢ interaction or if the support of Dirac delta function is chosen to be at the nodes
of the wave function of the initial Hamiltonian Hy. This result was not completely illustrated for a generic
Hamiltonian Hy, but only shown for particular exactly solvable cases [12], 24]. In all these cases, the full
Green’s function G of the modified system contains the Green’s function Gy of Hy added to another term
constructed again from Gy. It is not at all obvious that the poles of GGy cancel with the poles of this
additional term (which has G appearing in its expression in a nontrivial combination). This cancellation
has only been pointed out for Hy being the one dimensional harmonic oscillator Hamiltonian in [13] and for
higher dimensional harmonic and linear potentials in [27]. In this paper, we prove this explicitly by using
the eigenfunction expansion of the full Green’s function by taking the generalized eigenfunction expansion
into account and studying its pole structure for a general class of potentials. Moreover, we prove that if the
support of the delta interaction is not at the node of the bound state eigenfunction of Hy, then the new
eigenvalues I are interlaced between Ej_; and Ej for an attractive delta interaction. We then develop
a perturbative method from a different perspective to compute order by order the new eigenvalues and
wave functions (in a somewhat heuristic way) under the assumption of small coupling, then compare the
results with the standard approach. All the results that we have found can easily be extended to the multi
center case, and to the case where we need to apply renormalization. Our perturbation method applied
to the problems which require renormalization yields different results from the standard approach obtained
by replacing the bare coupling constant « with the renormalized one aog. We further show that similar



conclusions can be drawn for the deformations by delta interactions supported on curves in the plane and
for the problem, for which the particle is intrinsically moving in a compact manifold under the influence of
a d interaction.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section ] using the eigenfunction expansion of the Green’s function
we have explicitly shown that the poles of the Green’s function of Hy modified by delta interaction in one
dimension cancels out the poles of the Green’s function of Hy under some mild conditions and prove that
the new bound state energies are interlaced between the old ones and discuss the results with an explicit
exactly solvable reflectionless potential. Then, we develop a new perturbative way of finding the bound state
energies and the bound state wavefunctions up to the second order and compare them with the classical
known results. Section[Bldeals with the extension of the results to the singular case, where the renormalization
of the problem is required. Finally, Section Ml is devoted to the possible extensions of the results, e.g., N
center case, delta interaction supported on a curve in the plane, and the case where a particle is moving on
a compact manifold interacting with a point center and its semi-relativistic extension.

2 DModifications by 0 Interactions in Regular Cases

Throughout the paper, we use some well-known properties of Green’s function. For convenience of the reader,
we state them here with our choice of notation For instance, the integral kernel of the resolvent Ry, (z) for

the Schrodinger operator Hy = 2m d £ + V(x) or simply Green’s function defined by

(Riy (BYS) (2) = (Ro(E)) (&) = ((Ho 2 = [ Golasl Bty (2.1)

can be expressed as the following bilinear expansion

(2,y|E) = Z on(@ ‘f’" / " @A) g5 (2.2)

The Green’s function Gy(z, y|E) is a square integrable function of = for almost all y and vice versa [29]. The
above formulas still hold in higher dimensions as well.

Suppose that we first consider one dimensional problems in which Hy is modified by a ¢ function inter-
action supported at the origin

H=H,—ad, (2.3)

where o € R. There are several ways to make sense of the above formal expression H. One way is to consider
the § interaction as a self-adjoint extension of Hy. A modern introduction to this subject is the recent book
by Gallone and Michelangeli [30] and the classic reference elaborating this point of view is the monograph
by Albeverio et all [I7]. Delta interactions can also be defined through the strong limit of the resolvent
of Hamiltonians with delta interaction replaced by some scaled function, see [I8], [3T] for the details. The
formulation of the problem in this section can be extended to higher dimensions as long as the co-dimension
(dimension of the space - dimension of the support of the § interaction) is one. We will come back to this
issue for possible generalizations of the problem later on.
It is well-known that Green’s function for the Hamiltonian (Z3]) is given by Krein’s type of formula

Go(,0[E)Go(0, y| E)

G(x,y|F) = Go(z,y|E) + , 2.4
(z,y|E) = Go(z,y|E) = Go(0,0/E) (2.4)
where Go(z,y|E) is the Green’s function for Hy. It is useful to define

1

®(E) = — — Go(0,0|E) . (2.5)

@
Some of the books in the context of point interactions use the notation I' for the function ® here. Here
and subsequently, as emphasized in the introduction, we assume that Hy = 2m dz + V(z) satisfies some
conditions:

e Hy is self-adjoint on some dense domain D(Hy) C L?(R),

e Spectrum of Hy is a disjoint union of discrete o4(Hy) (set of eigenvalues) and (absolutely) continuous
spectrum o.(Hy),

e The discrete spectrum has no accumulation point,



e For stability, we assume Hy has spectrum bounded below,

and these assumptions are assumed to hold in higher dimensions as well. These conditions on the spectrum
put some mild restrictions on the potential V. Some of the possible choices are stated in the classical work
of Reed and Simon [32].

Then, we claim our first result about the spectral properties of the Hamiltonian (Z.3):

Proposition 2.1. Let ¢y () be the bound state wave function of Hy associated with the bound state energy
E). Then, the bound state energy E}, when Ho is modified (perturbed) with a delta function interaction
(—ad(x)), satisfies the equation

B(E) = é — Gy(0,0]E) =0, (2.6)

if ¢1(0) # 0 for this particular k. If for this choice of k we have ¢(0) = 0, the bound state energy does not
change, E}, = Ey. Moreover, the continuous spectrum of the Hamiltonian modified with delta interaction is
the same as that of Hy.

Proof. We first explicitly show how the pole structure of the full Green’s function G(z,y|E) is rearranged
and the poles of Go(z, y|E), which explicitly appears as an additive factor in G(z, y|E) actually are cancelled
and new poles appear. Note that from the explicit expression of the full Green’s function (24l), one may
expect that the poles of the full Green’s function may contain the poles of Gy as well as the zeroes of the
function ®(F). Using the eigenfunction expansion of the Green’s function ([2:2) and splitting the term in the
summation associated with the isolated simple eigenvalue Ej of Hy, we obtain

On(2) 1 (y) (Ex — E) o
G(x,y|E) = BB (1 - (1 PROIE D(a,E)) ) + g(z,y|E) + h(z,y|E)
(Bx — E)

+ (Ex — E)D(a, E) — |6 (0)]2 (9($70|E)9(0ay|E) + g(x,0|E)h(z,0|E)

+ g(x,0|E)h(0,y|E) + h(z, 0| E)h(0, y|E))

1
O EDE B o (9 e 0 + (01100
T h(, 0| B84 (0)e(3) + h(0, y|E)de(a >¢‘k<o>) , (27)
where we have defined the following functions, which are regular near Ej, for simplicity
g(z,ylE) = ) ¢E - E : (2.8)
n#k
L X (@) xa(y)
i) = [ S, (29)
1 [6a(0) a0
= =5 e DT qun) .
DlaE) = o3 P /O_C(HO) OO g (2.10)

The functions g, h at = 0 and y = 0, and the function D are well-defined thanks to the fact that the
generalized eigenfunctions x» in here have continuous representatives [0, [6]. Except for the first term in
equation ([2.7)), it is easy to see that all terms are analytic in a sufficiently small disk around E = Ej. If we

choose E sufficiently close to F, i.e., if \‘f:(oﬁ’l |D(c, E)| < 1, the first term in the above equation becomes
or(@)on(y) [ 1 |60 (0 / A (0)?

—— | — - S du(N) | +0(1), 2.11

|¢k( ” ZE,,—E i A ey (1) (2.11)

so that G(z,y|FE) is regular near E = Ej; as long as ¢5(0) # 0. Hence, the pole E = Ej of Go(z,y|E) is
not a pole of G(z,y|E) if ¢1(0) # 0. Then, the only poles of G(x,y|F) must come from the zeroes of the
function ®(E).

Finally, it follows from Weyl’s theorem [32] that the continuous spectrum of the problem coincides with
the initial Hamiltonian since the difference between the resolvent of the Hamiltonian and the resolvent of
the initial Hamiltonian is of finite rank thanks to the explicit formula

R(E) = Ro(E) + (®(E))"YG(-,0|E,-)G(-,0|E) , (2.12)



defined on its resolvent set, or as can be seen more naturally in Dirac’s bra-ket notation,
R(E) = Ro(E) + +(®(E)) ™" Ro(E)[0){0| Ro(E) - (2.13)
O

Lemma 2.1. If a > 0 (attractive case) and ¢r(0) # O for some k > 1, then the new bound state energies
E} are interlaced between the eigenvalues of Hy:

FEr 1< EZ < FEf . (2.14)
For the ground state (k =0), we always have E§ < Ejy.

Proof. Since the Green’s function GGy has poles at the eigenvalues £ = E,, of Hy in the complex E plane
and has a branch cut along the generalized eigenvalues of Hy, it is differentiable everywhere except at its
poles and along the branch cut. Then, by taking the derivative of Go(0,0|F) with respect to E under the
summation and integral sign, we formally obtain

dGo(0,0[E) _ <~ |¢n(0)f? xa(0)?
o(0008) _ ,;) A + /UC(HO) Oy ) > 0. (2.15)

This implies that G (0, 0|E) is a monotonically increasing function of E between its poles as well as between
the largest eigenvalue below the continuum branch cut and the infimum of the branch cut (which is typically
zero). Moreover, by isolating n = k th term in the sum, it is easy to see that

: |6 (0)[? / xa(0)?

lim + S du(A) = oo, 2.16

EHE*ZE “E )y AoE W (2.16)
|¢n (0 XA (0)?

= dpu(N) = -—o0, 2.17

EWZ 0O+ B L) (2.17)

(2.18)

for all k =0,1,2,---, and by taking the limit under the summation and integral we have
o [9a(0) / xx(0)?
1 —_— Sl du(\) = 0t 2.1
E_I*IP"O;EH*E " oo(Ho) A~ E 2% 0 (2.19)

Then, if a > 0 it follows from the above results that the roots, say E}, of the equation (2.6]) must be located
at the points of intersection of 1/« and G(0,0|F), as shown in Figure[[l This shows that the new bound
state energies ) are shifted downwards and interlaced between Ey_; and Ej. Let Ey be the ground state
energy of Hy. In contrast to excited states, the new ground state energy can be as small as possible by
choosing « sufficiently large. By the positivity of the ground state wave functions of Schrodinger operators
(thanks to Kato’s inequality [32]), having no nodes ¢o(0) # 0, it follows from Proposition 1] that new
ground state energy Ej is always less than the older one.

O

Remark 2.2. If a < 0 (repulsive case), then the bound state energies of Hy are shifted upward and interlaced
as By, < Ef < Epyq1 if ¢1(0) # 0. Otherwise, bound state energies of Hy do not change.

Remark 2.3. The above statements are still true if we consider the support of delta potential at x = a. In

this case, we have

GO(:L'a a|E)GO(aa y|E)
— Go(a,alE) ’

G(z,y|E) = Go(z,y|E) + (2.20)
and the bound state energies under the addition of delta interaction do not change if a is at one of the nodes

of the bound state wave function of Hy, that is, ¢r(a) = 0. Otherwise, the bound state energies are obtained
from ®(E) = L — Go(a,alE) = 0.

Remark 2.4. [t is easy to see from Figure [l that the number of bound states increases by one if we add §
interaction to Hy. An extra pole is created below the ground state energy of Hy and all the other eigenvalues
are interlaced. Moreover, the bound state energy of Hy is invariant under a particular configuration of delta
interaction added to Hg, that is, if the support of the delta function is chosen to be at one of the nodes of
the bound state wave function associated with the bound state energy Fy of Hy, then this bound state energy
Ey. does not change under the addition (perturbation) of delta interaction to Hy.



Figure 1: 1/avand Y7 ‘%"(O)é + fac(Ho) ‘X;(OEZ‘ du(X) versus E for a > 0.

Example 2.5. We can illustrate what we have stated above by working out an exactly solvable case for Hy,
whose spectrum includes both discrete and continuous parts. Consider the Schrodinger operator associated
with the reflectionless interaction V' given by

K Q2 1 ,N(N+1)

H, __r % _ i L ets 2.21
( Od’)(x) 2m de (CE) 2mH COSh2(KZ') w(‘r) 9 ( )

where N € N. In this case, the discrete spectrum is given by the set of eigenvalues E, = —h;f (N - n)2,

wheren = 0,1,2,... N—1. The number of bound states is finite and equal to N, corresponding eigenfunctions

are given by

AN +1—n)l\"/?
oa) = i (7 =) B P ) (2.22)
n!
1/2
where P}/(z) is Legendre function, defined by P} (z) = ﬁ (if—i) o (—v, v+ 151 — p 1_TI) in terms

of hypergeometric functions oFy. In this example, the continuous spectrum is the positive real axis, i.e,

1/2
oc.(Ho) = [0,00) and the generalized eigenfunctions are given by xéN) () = (m) Plk/ (tanh(kx))

with the generalized eigenvalues Ey, = %, with k € R.
For simplicity, we choose N = 1. In this case, there is a single bound state and the associated normalized
eigenfunction, given by
h252
Ey = -— 2.23
0 om ) ( )

bo(z) = \/gicoshl(nx)' (2.24)

Its generalized eigenfunction for this case (N = 1) is given by

K ke [tk — ktanh(kz)
) 2.2
XE(2) 27Te ( K+ 1k ’ (2.25)

with the generalized eigenvalues E = —h;:j

been discussed in [12] and it is given as

1/2 . —
GotenlE) = 1 (g5 ) oo (~I2E Y :

h\ —2E 2 cosh(kx) cosh(ky)(E + 2£2)

2m
hr vV=2mE
1—(1- —2_ ) cosh oyl (1 X
X ( ——QmE) cos (H|.T Y| ( + e ))

. The Green’s function of this potential problem in appropriate has

: (2.26)




in accordance with the conventions and units that we use here. Since ¢g has no node, it follows from
Proposition [2.1] that the new eigenvalue due to the addition of ¢ interaction to Hy must satisfy the following
equation

m

1/2 K hx
—> + _ — < > ~0. (2.27)
—2E 2 cosh®(ka)(E 4+ 2£55) \V—-2mE

It is easy to see from Figure[Q that as long as a # 0, we have always two bound state energies, one above

1 1 1
- - E)==—=
~ —G(0,01B) = = h<

| VAN
.,

2
Rk’

" 2m

1 <7ﬁ)1/27 W22 ( 1 )
h\ 2B 2 cosh?(ka)(E + %) V—2mE

1/2
Figure 2: Graphical solution of the equation é = % (l) + = ey ( hre ) Here we have

2cosh2(l<aa)(E+ﬁ227" —2mE
chosen « =1/2, hi=2m=1,k=1,and a = 1.

r
m

and one below —h;f , as expected by our analysis. It is important to notice that the Green function
Go(0,0|E) blows up near its branch point at E = 0, which ensures the existence of two new bound states

under the addition of § interaction to the original problem. However, if a = 0, then Go(0,0|E) vanishes
h2k2
—he

h2k?

at E = 0. This implies that we have only one root and we have a single bound state energy below
This is not a generic case and can be explained by the following symmetry argument. Initially, we have a
reflectionless potential having Zs symmetry, and it has a single bound state with even parity. If we include
delta interaction to this potential, we still keep Zo symmetry if a = 0. Then, the excited state must have an
odd parity since the systems having such symmetries must have a definite symmetry and the excited state
must be orthogonal to the ground state having even parity by the positivity [32]. This implies that the excited
state wave function must vanish at x = 0, which removes the ¢ interaction term in the formal Hamiltonian.
However, the initial system Hy has only a single bound state, namely the ground state, so the new system
modified by § interaction must have a single bound state energy level if a = 0.

When a # 0, the bound state energies can be found explicitly and given by

2

. h?2k2  ma? ma?
Bo = - <\/ om | 8hE 8h2> ’ (2.28)
2
. h2k2 ma? mao?
Bo= - <\/ om | 8 8712) ‘ (2.29)
2.1 A Different Perspective for the Perturbative Estimates on the Bound State

Energies

We now develop a perturbative approximation in finding the eigenvalues of Hy — ad with a different perspec-
tive. In the standard perturbation theory [28] [33], we basically start with the so-called Rayleigh-Schrédinger
series expansion for the bound state energies and wave functions and then substitute these into Schrodinger
equation and solve each expansion term recursively (which has been discussed more rigorously in [32] [34]).



Here, we will follow a somewhat more heuristic approach and assume that o << 1 and ¢(0) # 0.
According to the previous analysis, new bound state energies will shift due to the addition of § interaction
to Hy. Let E = E} = Ey, + §E), where Ej, are the bound state energies of Hy and 6 E}, is the change in the
bound state energy Ej. Then, according to Proposition 2.1l the new bound state energies E} are given by
the solutions of

LR < S A (U i/ aOF o
a = E, — (Ek + 5Ek) Uc(Ho) A — (Ek + 5Ek)
0)|2

_ 1 ¢ (0 los(0)]* X2 (0)
a Z En — Ek + 5Ek) 0E} /Uc(Ho) A — (Ek + (SEk)

du(\) =0. (2.30)

This is an exact equation determmmg the bound state energies but it involves the eigenfunctions at = = 0.
If we expand the terms in the summation and integral in the powers of ), and multiply the equation by
adEy, we get

|¢n d B, 2
aéEkZ B 7Ek I+ 5 — 5 +OGE)

2 SE
faéEk/ |;“(E)| <1+ 5 ’jE +0(5E,§)) du(\) + aléR(0))2 + O(FES) =0.  (2.31)
oc(Ho) - Lk — L

Let us assume that JEy has a power series in «, that is, dE, = E,(Cl) + E,(f) + -+, where E,(Cn) corresponds

to the change in the bound state energy of order a™. Then, solving E](Cl) and E](f) term by term, we obtain
1

EY = —aler(0)?, (2.32)

@ _ |6 (0)[? X2 (0)
B = —olg(O)F ZE —EkJr/ac(Ho) Aogy V) (2:33)

which are consistent with classical first and second order formulas in non-degenerate perturbation theory
[7, 28], given by

EY = (fr, —adoy) (2.34)
@ [{¢r, —adgn)|* (X2, —adop)|?
EY = g;c 55, / P du(N) . (2.35)

The important point to note here is that we are looking for the solution §Fj of [231)) as the formal power
series in « by assuming both a and dE), are small so that it is sufficient to use regular perturbation theory
[35]. Let us summarize what we have found as the following Proposition:

Proposition 2.6. Let ¢ be the eigenfunctions associated with the eigenvalues Ey of Hy and x be the
generalized eigenfunctions of Hy. Then, under the addition of 6 interaction with the coupling constant —
the change in the bound state energies up to the first and second order in o are formally given by the equations

(2:32) and (233).

2.2 A Different Perspective for the Perturbative Estimates on the Bound State
Wave Function

The contour integral of the resolvent R(FE) = (H — E)~! around each simple eigenvalue E;, we can find the
projection operator onto the eigenspace associated with the eigenvalue E7,
1

P, = —— R(F) dE 2.36
where I'y, is the closed contour around each simple pole Ej};, or equivalently

_— 1

Ui (z)Yr(y) = 50 G(z,y|E) dE . (2.37)
™ Tk

From the explicit expression of the Green’s function (24 and residue theorem, we obtain

Go(l', O|E;)

/2 -
dGo(0,0|E)
dE
E=E;

Yr(r) = (2.38)




Using the eigenfunction expansion of G, and E} = Ej, + 0E}, we get
o0 ¢n(x)¢n(0) (x)xx(0)
(ano En—(Ex+0Er) + fUc(HO) A{A(Ekﬁ}Ek)du()\))

Yi(x) = o o 75 -
o n X
(S0 e Semy + o) oot By de()

(2.39)

If we split the n = k th term in the sums and integrals, and then expand the above terms in powers of  F,
then the wave function becomes

k

~1/2
o) (@) 9k (0) 5E,C | (0 SE? 2 (0)2 .
Yr(z) = |6k (0)] { |61 (0 Z (B, — Ek |¢k( B /UC(HU) =B _Ek)QdM()\) +O(5Ek)]

-1/2

0B} |6 (0 SE2 a0 \
) { O 2 B, B Tl . 1y 0 Bop ) 007
Pn ()P (0) 6B} .
g (% (En — Ex)|¢x(0)] (6Ek + (E, — E) + O((SEk)))
—1/2
5E2 |0 (0 SE? O ,
i [ |1 (0 Z (B, — Ek |¢k(0)|2 /GC(HO) - Ek)QdM(A) +O(5Ek)]

" </O—C<Ho> (h — B0 (0) (M’“ o E " O(5E’“)> o W) +O0E) . (2.40)

where we have assumed |
we obtain

(E | < 1 and |( 6E’“ | < 1. Keeping the terms in 0 E), up to the second order,

e~ ik +im bn () Pn ) El(cl) xa(@)xa(0) El(cl)
Yi(z) = Pz +z m En—Eﬁ/(HO) PNTTTI wy o0

(1) 2 2 (1)y2
__¢k R (Z ||¢n E( ;k) +/ X2 (0)] (Ek ) dﬂ()‘))

10y 10RO (N — B )2
6 (2) 90 (0) @ . (B
+nz¢,€ (E,, — Ey)|ox(0)] (Ek N (En — Ek))

z)x(0) ) (1)\2
" </‘76(H0) % (E’g & %) dMA)) +O(E}) , (2.41)

where ¢5(0) = |¢x(0)]e?? . Using the first order and second order results ([2.34) and ([2.35) for the bound
state energies, we finally obtain the bound state wave function for each order:

o (x) = e I () (2.42)

(1) _ —l@k (% ¢ —i0 +im X/\(w)XA(O)
Y () = agr(0 e % . 7E + a ¢p(0)e kT /GC(HO) N_b du(N) (2.43)

2

(2) _ il tim 2 ¢ (0)[? XA (0)?
po(@) = ——dnlz)e ST 61 (0)) (Zm+/ac(Ho)()‘iTk)2d‘u()\))

n#k
o iO-tim </5 |¢m |XA( )P B |¢k( )
I — xXa(@)xa(0) |¢m( ) v )12, 1ok (0)?
+a2¢k(0)€ + /UC(HO) W <mz7£k m + /UC(HO) mdu()\ ) T By )d,u()\) (244)

Remark 2.7. According to standard regular perturbation theory results, the normalized wave functions for



the bound states up to second order in o are given by

V@) = @) (2.45)
(1) _ (P, —adr) (X, —a0Pr)
Yy (z) = éﬂ%(m) +/UC(HU) WX/\@)CZN(A) (2.46)
(2) T — ¢n7 Oé5¢m <¢m; 70[5¢k> ) — <¢n7 7Q5¢k><¢k7 7Q5¢k> 1,
k ( ) T;cmz#k Ek_ (Ek—E ) d)n( ) T;c (Ek_En)2 ¢n( )
, — 0P )Py, —00
S P o e
n#k
(Pn, —adxx) (Xr, —addr)
i /UC(HO) = (B Ea)(Br =) Pl | A
(X2, =00 ) (Pm, —ad¢y)
i /ac<Ho> = (B = En)(Bx =) xale) | dulX)
(s —adxa) (o, —adgy) ,
+ /GC(HO) (/UC(HO) (Ek — )\)(Ek 7 )\/) X)\(-T)dﬂ()\ )) dﬂ()\)
{(Xx, —a6P)(Pr, —abr) 1 (Pr, —adxx) (X2, 0 ) -
/UC<H0> (Br — 12 dp(A) xa(z) — 2/ - RESE du(N) o () .(2.47)

These are completely consistent with our results up to a phase factor e+ (Second order perturbation
result for the normalized wave function only in the discrete case has been given in [36]], but clearly it can be

generalized as we have stated here).
Let us summarize our findings as

Proposition 2.8. The bound state wave functions ¥y (z) for the Hamiltonian Hy modified by the § interaction
are given by (Z38) in terms of the associated bound state energies Ej, which are the solutions of é —
Go(0,0|E) = 0. The expansion of the bound state wave function ¥i(x) in terms of the coupling constants o

up to second order are given by (2.42), (243), and (2.24).

3 Singular Modifications by 6 Interactions

When the co-dimension (dimension of the space - dimension of the support of the ¢ interaction) is greater
than one (e.g., point delta interaction in two and three dimensions, delta interaction supported by a surface
in three dimensions), we need to define delta function interaction by a renormalization procedure. The
reason for this is essentially based on the singularity of the Green’s function for free Hamiltonians Hy in two
and three dimensions. The history of the subject is rather rich and there has been a vast amount of material
in the physics literature, see e.g., [19 20] 211, 22, 23]. The subject has been also discussed thoroughly from a
more mathematical point of view in classic monographs [I7, [I8] as well as in a more recent work [30]. Here
we now consider the Schrodinger operators Hy with the same assumption discussed before and we study the
spectrum of Hy modified by delta interactions.

It is useful to express the Green’s function Gy in terms of the heat kernel Ky(z,y) associated with the

operator Hy = — ;L;A + V, given by

GO(:Cay'E) = / Kt(‘ray)etEdt ) (31)
0

where Re(E) < 0 and HoKy(z,y) = i%Kt(z, y) and defined for other values of E in the complex E plane
through analytical continuation. We note that the first term in the short time asymptotic expansion of the
diagonal heat kernel for any self-adjoint elliptic second order differential operator [38] in d dimensions, is
given by

Ki(z,x) ~t~2. (3.2)

This gives rise to the divergence near ¢ = 0 in the integral representation of the Green’s function (3.1J). In
order to make sense of such singular interactions, one must first introduce a cut-off ¢ > 0 and regularize
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the Hamiltonian. This could be done by replacing the delta interaction by the heat kernel K 5(x,0), which
converges to d(x) as € — 0 in the distributional sense. Then, we make the coupling constant « dependent
on the cut-off in such a way that the regularized Hamiltonian has a non-trivial limit (in the norm resolvent
sense) as we remove the cut-off. A natural choice for the coupling constant is given by

where M is the renormalization scale and could be eliminated in favor of a physical parameter by imposing
the renormalization condition. For instance, M, and therefore ag, can be related to the bound state energy
of the particle moving under the addition of § interaction to Ho, say —u? (this requirement, in general, leads
to a flow in the space of coupling constants ar [39]). A special choice is to set ﬁ = 0 while demanding
M = —p?, which is particularly convenient for bound state calculations.

Then, taking the formal limit as € — 0, we obtain the integral kernel of the resolvent or Green’s function,
given by Krein’s type of formula

Go(, 0| E)Go(0, y| E)

1 0o |on(0)|2(E+p?) Ixx(0)|2(E+p?)
an = om0 BN E ) — o) OBy AN

: (3.4)

where we have used the eigenfunction expansion of the heat kernel. The convergence of the sum in the
denominator has been shown in the Appendix. Such specific examples are examined in [24] in the context
of path integrals in two and three dimensions. However, there is no explicit derivation in this work, showing
that the poles of the free resolvent are cancelled in the final expression.

By following the same line of argument developed for the one-dimensional case, we can now explicitly
show how the poles of the Hamiltonian Hy disappear with the addition of § interaction under the same
assumptions about the spectrum of Hy as in the one dimensional case.

Tom simplify our arguments, we assume a purely discrete spectrum, the generalization to include a con-
tinuum with generalized eigenfunctions is fairly straightforward. We again split the term in the eigenfunction
expansion of the Green’s function associated with the isolated simple eigenvalue Ej of Hy:

— Gn(x)6n(0) b (0)én (v)
Gla,ylB) =3 dn( ¢k( )Pk (y) n (Zn?ﬁk En—FE ) (Z"# n B )
Y E — E E,—-F L _¥ |6n (0)2(E4p?) |¢k(0)\ (E+p?)
n#k ar n#k (Ep,—FE)(En+up?) (Ex—E)(Er+p?)

(Zn# mm@) ( m(ogfk(y))

E,

L3 [$n (0)]2 (E+#2) _ 16k (0)2(E+p?)
ar n#k (En—E)(Ent+p?)  (Ex—E)(Ext+p?)

(m%)is%(m) (Zn# %(@%y))

Ly OPE  16OFE)
or n#k (Bu—B)(Bnti®) ~ (Bu—B)(Boti?)

<¢k<m>¢k<0>) (m(@W)

FEo—F Ex—F

+

+

T (2227 N PN O 2275 (3:5)
oR n#k (En—E)(Ent+p?)  (Ex—E)(Ex+p?)
If we combine the second and the last term in the above expression, we obtain
L -1
Pr(2)Pr (y) (Er — |¢n (0 |61(0)]
GlxylF)=——"—|1-|[1-—=—FF | — -
(@.ylB) = =5 —F |¢k( ZE,L—E Eg + p?
Pn(x)Pn (0 Pn(0)
T (zn# BB (5, 8056
|$5 (0)|2(E+u?) 61 (0)[2(E+42)
75 (Ek_E)(i_Znyﬁk( ( ‘ E+M'u, ) ‘ kE)ki'u, E
. (i 222250 (66(0)00))
1 |65 (0)|2 (E+p?) |65 (0) |2 (E+p?)
(Ex — E) (a—R = Dtk <EnfE><En+u2>) = BB Bt i)
(0r@)28(0)) (S 225020
4 (3.6)

1 6w O (E+s?) ) _ lonO)E(E+?)
(E — E) (@ = Lonth <En—E><En+u2>) — B
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Except for the first term, it is easy to see that all terms are regular near £ = Fj. For the first term, if

we choose F sufficiently close to Ey, i.e., if \|Ek(oﬁ2| E =Dtk ‘d];"(_o)g + lg’“f;‘ < 1, the first term in the
above equation becomes
N 2

so that G(z,y|F) is regular near E = Ej, as long as ¢5(0) # 0. If we assume the presence of a continuous
spectrum, this part of the spectrum does not change by the same reasoning as given before. Hence we have

Proposition 3.1. Let ¢y () be the bound state wave function of Hy associated with the bound state energy
Ey. Then, the bound state energies E;; for Hy modified (perturbed) with attractive delta interactions satisfy
the equation

[6n (O (E + %) DAOPE+p2)
7ZE —E (En +M)/UC<H0> O E)(n g @) N =0, (3.8)

if ¢(0) # 0 for some this particular k. If for this choice of k we have ¢i(0) = 0, the bound state energies do
not change, B}, = Ey. Moreover, the continuous spectrum of the Hamiltonian modified with delta interaction
is the same as that of Hy.

In the renormalized case, the interlacing of the energy eigenvalues is exactly the same as the one in
Lemma [2.J] where renormalization is not required, and if ag < 0, then all the bound state energies are
shifted upward and we have B < Ef < Ej41.

Remark 3.2. Note that these results can be interpreted as a generalization of the well-known Sturm com-
parison theorems to the singular delta interactions, it is remarkable that even the renormalized case has this

property.
By following the same line of arguments as in the regular problem, we now develop a perturbative
approximation to the eigenvalues for Hy by the addition of the singular ¢ interaction. We assume that

arp << 1. Let B = E = Ej, + §E), where E}, are the bound state energies of Hy. Then, the poles of the
Green’s function G(z,y|E) are given by the solutions of

72 |6(0)2(Ey, + 0B + 1) 7/ IXA(0)[2(Ey, + 0Bk + 1) ()
— (En +M J(En = (Be +0Ek))  Jo () A+ 12)(A = (Ex + 0E}))
_ L*Z |9 (0)* (Ex + 0By + 1) ¢ (0)]*(Bx + 0By + p?)
ar o (Bn+ p?)(By — (B + 0Ey)) (Ek + 1?)(3E)
A (0)*(Ex + 0By, + 1?)
- du(X) =0. 3.9
Ly G a1 = B £ o (39
If we expand above expressions in the powers of § E; and multiply the equation by ardE), we get
n 2(E +,U/2) OB}
6By + arlon(0)? + 7EH "5k~ and k,; =, 7Ek)(En+u2) t g T OGEY)
|9 (0)[* E}, OBy 2
aRaEkZ E BB ) I+ 5 +O(BE?)
XA (0)[ (B + p2) < SEp, > >
—agdFE 1+ + O(6F du(X
f k/ac(Hg (A= Ep)(A +p?) A — By, OFy) | du(y)
|X>\(O)|25Ek ( d B, 2 ) 3
—aRrdE 1+ +O(0E du(A\) + O(BE.) =0. 3.10
" k/O_C(HO)(A B0 (L 3 HOGED) dn(y) + OGED) (3.10)
Let us assume that d Fx, can be expandable in the power series of ag, that is, d Ey = E,(Cl) + E,(f) +---, where

E,(c") corresponds to the change in the bound state energy of order a;. Then, solving E,(cl) and El(f) term by
term, we obtain

EM = —aglgr(0)?, (3.11)

1ok (0 )|2 |n (0)1*(Ek + 112) DA (0)1(Ek + 112)
By + p? Zk (En — Bi)(Bn +4?) / (o) (A= Er)(A + p?) ) ) - (312)

EP = alen(0)
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It is important to notice that the first order result in the bound state energy is the same as the case where
the renormalization is not required, except that « is replaced by the renormalized coupling constant ag.
However, the above second order result in the bound state energy is completely different from the case where
the renormalization is not required. For the wave function, we formally obtain the same formula (Z41]) for
the wave function expansion in §Fj. Substituting the results for first and second order eigenvalues given
above, we find

P (@) = e 70T (o (3.13)
R O R R - 0] IS
and
(2) _ 7% —i0,+im |¢n |X)\(O)|2
@) == Fa@e oo | 3o el [ e

|m (0)|*(Ex + p*) IX2(0)?(Ex 4 p?)
> +f " ey

2 (B~ Be) (B + 127) =B+ 42)

|9(0)|*(En 4 p*)
(En — Ey)(Ex + M2)

xa(z)xa(0) 0yt 1om (0)* v (O,
+0<?z/ AL 6 (0)e T T E PANEIT dp(N)
oe(Ho) By — Ek oe(Hy) N — E

B |¢k(0)| ()\Jru)
(A = Ex)(Eg + p?)

du(N) - (3.15)

4 Possible Generalizations

4.1 N Center Case

It is possible to generalize our approach to N-point delta interaction case. When there is no need for renor-
malization, we will assume that all the couplings are actually positive (hence corresponds to the attractive
case). Let us enumerate these points as a1, as, ...,ay with a; # a; whenever ¢ # j and the associated cou-
plings with aq, as, ...an. We will proceed recursively, and suppose that Hy has the same spectral properties
discussed in Section[2l If some set of eigenfunctions satisfies ¢ (a1) # 0 then they lead to a shift of this eigen-
value to a new value ;' in between Ej_; and Ej. For these, the eigenfunctions change to NoGo(x, a1|E}*)
where N is the normalization constant. So, we have a new Hamiltonian H; with a new set of discrete states

](61) (and possibly a new set of continuum states as found before by the formula (??), that we represent by

77&1) here). We now are back to the initial case, if we add the point interaction at as, the same construction
is repeated, and new eigenvalues E;? for ¢§Cl)((12) # 0 fall in between E;', and E;'. The poles associated
with the old eigenvalues are removed, and there are new wave functions given by N1G1(, az|E}?) (similarly
we can talk about the continuum, yet it is more natural to write a direct formula for the continuum case).
We can now proceed recursively, and define Hy = Hy_1 — ayd(x,ay) and thus find the Green’s function
[0, 41

Gn(z,y|E) = Gn_1(,y|E) + Gn_1(z,an|E)®  (E)GNn_1(an, y|E), (4.1)
with ®(F) = ﬁ —Gn-1(an,an|E). By this recursive argument, the new eigenvalues E,~ are in between the
eigenvalues £, ;" and E,"". The resulting eigenfunction qﬁkN (z) is given by Ny_1Gn—1(z, an|E;Y), note
that GN_l(ac,aN|E,:N) G0($ aNlE*N)-i-ZZJ 1G0($ al|E*N) (E,:N)Go(aj,aME,:N), where (I)ij(E) =
%5@‘ — Go(a;,a;|E) is the matrix formed by the point centers as, ...aN_l.

Incidentally, the above derivation does mot make use of the finiteness of the matrix ®, even in case the
matrix ®(F) requires a renormalization, our derivation remains valid.

4.2 Delta Interaction Supported on Curves in Plane

Note that none of the derivations actually rely on the interaction being concentrated at a point, we can
generalize to the curve case easily. In fact, by extending the above discussion, we can accommodate multiple
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non-intersecting curves and points cases easily. To make the discussion simpler we consider a single rectifiable
curve I' in the plane first, and assume that the spectrum of Hy consists of only a discrete part. The
Hamiltonian is formally written as

H=Hy—as(-—T). (4.2)

There are various ways to define the above Hamiltonian in a mathematically rigorous way. One way is to
interpret the above formal interaction by the quadratic form [p, [Vi)|*d?z— X [ [¢|*ds , and then prove that
there is an associated self-adjoint Hamiltonian [42, 43| 44]. Other ways are to impose the continuity and the
jump discontinuity conditions at I', (see Remark 4.1 in [42] and [45]) or use scaled potentials [46], or direct
construction of the resolvent operator [42],[47]. The physical motivation for studying such Hamiltonians is to
give a realistic model for trapped electrons due to interfaces between two different semiconductor materials,
which are known as leaky graphs, curves or surfaces in the literature [48].

In this section, we consider rank one modification (perturbations) of Hy in the sense described in [I§]
and the Hamiltonian is formally given by

Hy —all)(I'], (4.3)

where Hy = —%A + V and we have used the Dirac notation for the inner products, and the Dirac delta

function or supported by the curve I' with length L is defined by their action on test functions v [4]

el = (Tly) = ﬁ / b ds, (4.4)

where ds is the integration element over the curve I' and |T")(I'| written in Dirac’s bra-ket notation is {(dr, -)dr.

It is well known that the resolvent of free Hamiltonians modified by delta interaction supported on a
curve can be expressed by some explicit formulae involving the resolvent of the free Hamiltonian, and they
are known as Krein’s formula in the literature [I7, [I8, 48]. Instead of free Hamiltonian we have here a
general Schrodinger operator but the formula for the resolvent would be exactly the same as before. Hence,
we obtain

R(E) = Ro(E) + Ro(E)[T)(T'[Ro(E) (4.5)

L
o(E)
where ®(E) = L — Go(I,T|E) and Go(I',T|E) = 75 [[r.p Go(7(s),7(s"))ds ds’. This can be expressed in
terms of the Green’s functions as

1
G(z,y|E) = Go(z,y|E) + @Go(%ﬂE)GO(F,mE) : (4.6)
Here Go(z,T'|E) = 1 [ Go(z,7(s))ds. A generalization of such delta interactions supported on curves

embedded in manifolds is studied in [49].

Let us define g(z,y|E) = 3_,, . ¢n(2)dn (y)(E—E,)~! as well as projections onto the curve as (z|g(E)|T) =
>k On (@) (T r) (B — E,)~L. For clarity we only assume a discrete spectrum, since generalizing to contin-
uous spectrum is not difficult. These are holomorphic functions of E in a sufficiently small neighborhood of
E}. By following the same steps as we have done before, and using the expansion of the Green’s function
we find

Sk (2) (kL) (T|dk)dr(y)

on(x)Pr(y)

Gl = el g T BT TR P By
s (xlg(E)|r) Heeew) . el eIl (Dg(B)y)
T (MBI — on)P(E =B L= (TgB)IT) — [TIon)P(E — Br) T
(elg(E)TYTlg(E)ly)
T @) — |Clen P(E BT it

Here we have assumed that there is a continuous representative for each eigenvector, so that the expression
(T|¢r) = 1 [p dr(v(s))ds is well defined, this is true even for the generalized eigenvectors of a Laplacian
modified by some potential which satisfies some conditions [6] (indeed for the free Hamiltonian, the domain
of Hy is the Sobolev space and these expressions for arbitrary vectors in the domain are always well-defined
by the Sobolev embedding theorem [50]). Just as before, multiplying by (F — Ej) the numerators and
denominators, and expanding around Ej, we see the cancellation of the pole at Ey, as long as (TI'|¢x) # 0.
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In this case we have the new wave functions given by
ale) = NGola T|ED) = A7 [ Golar 2 ()| E)ds (18)
r
Eigenvalues and eigenvectors, for multiple curves and points are now constructed by iterating the above set

of arguments for each additional rank one perturbation.

Remark 4.1. In all our discussions, it is essential to have elliptic operators with some special proper-
ties (typically a summability condition on the potentials) to allow for generalized eigenvectors with certain
regularity properties, as we evaluate them at a point or integrate them over a curve.

4.3 A Particle in a Compact Manifold under the Influence of a § Interaction

Another possibility for Hg could correspond to a system where a particle is intrinsically moving on a two or
three dimensional compact and connected manifold M with the metric structure g:

2 d 2
(o)) = 5 | —7= X e (Va5 ) | (4.9

where x = (2!,...,2%) are the local coordinates, and g/ are the components of inverse of the metric g. Then

it is well known [51] [52]) that there exists a complete orthonormal system of C*° eigenfunctions {¢,}22, in
L?(M) and the spectrum o(Hy) = {E,} = {0 = Eg < By < E; < ...}, with E, tending to infinity as n — oo
and each eigenvalue has finite multiplicity: Ho¢, = F,¢,. Some eigenvalues are repeated according to their
multiplicity. The multiplicity of the first eigenvalue Ey = 0 is one and the corresponding eigenfunction is
constant. This result is also valid for Neumann, Dirichlet and mixed eigenvalue problems except for Ey > 0,
provided that the appropriate boundary condition is imposed.

When we add a point like delta interaction on such Schrodinger operator Hy, we have physically a particle
moving intrinsically in a two dimensional compact manifold M and interacting with delta interaction located
at some point ¢ in M. This problem requires renormalization due to the short distance singular behaviour
of the free Green’s function on a manifold, which can be similarly seen from the short time expansion of the
heat kernel K;(a,a) ~ 1/t as t — 0T and the formula (3.1 for Riemannian manifolds [53]. This has been
discussed in our previous works [54] [55] 56, [57] for finitely many delta centers. Then, the Green’s function
can be similarly expressed as

GO(:L'a a|E)GO(aa y|E)

1 5o oa(a)2(B4pu?)
aR Zn:O (En_E)(EnJFNZ)

G(z,y|E) = Go(z,y|E) + : (4.10)

for any points z,y and a in M. Then, all the results that we have obtained for previous problems follow
easily.

4.4 A Semirelativistic Model on a Two Dimensional Compact Manifold

In our previous work [58], a possible relativistic model of delta interactions on a two dimensional compact
Riemannian manifold (M, g) is proposed, in a second quantized language the model Hamiltonian is written
as

"= /M @2z ' (~V2+m2p+ 72 —a ¢ (@)™ (), (4.11)

where dgx = /det g dx1 dxo and (x1,x2) is the local coordinates. The positive and the negative frequency

part of the bosonic field ¢ is denoted by ¢(~) and ¢(t), respectively. They can be expanded in terms of the
creation and annihilation operators indexed by o, that is,

o) = zg: ﬁ’_\/gam (4.12)

6O@) = 20: %a; (4.13)

where f,(x) are the eigenfunctions of the Laplace Beltrami operator —V; = ﬁ Ef =1 % (gij det g%):
~Vifa(@) = Ao) fo(2) , (4.14)
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and w, = y/A(0) + m2. Here the index o plays the same role as momentum in flat spaces. If we restrict our

model to a one particle sector
a,
=2 Vo=
w,
g

and following the same steps as in [58] we will find the Green’s function restricted to one-particle sector. To
find the Green’s function, we need to solve in the eigenfunction basis,

(H = E)lY) =, (4.16)

for a given state |x). As a result, the one-particle sector Green’s function can be found by solving,

(4.15)

f5(a) fu(a)
( o2 4+ m? E)i/fa « EV \/_1/ \/—V Yy = Xo - (417)
The solution 9, of this equation is given by

SRS S Sy i I o I M
%(on)XaJr(%E)fg()[a Zwr(wTE)] Z R (4.18)

To read the Green’s function, notice that
Yo _ _ 2, Jo(2)f5(y)
zg:fa(x)\/w—a =(z) = ;/M dgy m)((y)
folx) fzla)[1 [f-@f 1 [ ()
+zdj Cr—F) v [a ZwT(wT EJ Z/ 7E)x(y) . (4.19)

where we have used x, = \/Wo [ Y dgx x(x) fx(x) and orthogonality of eigenfunctions f,. We can then write
this as an equation,

(z) = /M a2y Go(z, y| E)x(y) + Golx, a| E)B(E)~! / dy Gola, y|E)x(y) | (4.20)

where
Golw,y|E) = Z% (4.21)
Go(z,y|E) = Z%% (4.22)

®(E) = L > wjfﬂ . (4.23)

Then we can find the Green’s function as
G(z,y|E) = Go(x,y) + Go(z, a|E)2~ " (E)Go(a, y| E). (4.24)

Note that to demonstrate the cancellation of original poles, we need to carefully look at the analytic structure

of G(x,y). flo - L) £
Gz, y) zaj ”WFE +zgj o 7E Z wa Tuny) (4.25)

Indeed, the sum in the definition of ® is divergent. This can be seen by following the same line of arguments
discussed in [58]. We will summarize it for the sake of completeness. First we rewrite the expression
as

1
wr(wr—FE)

1 1 1 1 1 [
_— = —— - _ —SWwr 1 _ sk d 42
wr(w, — E) E <wT w, — E) E/o e (1—e*)ds, (4.26)

where Re (w, — F) > 0 and the result is assumed to be analytically continued onto the complex plane. Using
the subordination identity

_ 5 T 2/uy—uaz _du 49
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and the eigenfunction expansion of the heat kernel defined on Riemannian manifolds [51]
y) = e N o) f2y) (4.28)

we obtain

. 2 1 o0 o0 22 d 1—esF
Z - |{w(az| 7 _ 75/0 </O Ku(a,a)e™m +s"/(4w) u;/g) ( 2;% )s ds . (4.29)

Using integration by parts and scaling the integration variable, we find

Z% v (/ Halea) “m“”dU> s (430)

Due to the short “time” asymptotic behavior of the diagonal heat kernel K, (a,a) ~ % for two dimensional
Riemannian manifolds, the integral over u is divergent. For this reason, we apply the idea of renormalization
and introduce a short “time” cut off € in the lower limit of u integral. This corresponds to the sum over 7
up to a cut off N. Then we choose the coupling constant depending on this cut off in such a way that

N

1 1 fr(a)]?
) =t L e ) (431

QR

where —p2 is the experimentially measured bound state energy of the particle in the presence of single Dirac
delta center. To this end we remove the cut off by sending N — oo in ® and get the renormalized ®

_ |f'r |f'r(a)|2
®r = +Z[w7 wT—i—u ) wr(w, — E)

1 (—E —p?)

_ aR+Z|fT PR

1 |f+(a)”

B R N (E T )Z Wr(w‘r + ,U/2)(W7— — E) ’ (432)

We take E around E, and isolate this particular pole in our expressions,

fa R ACHME) fo(x) f5(a) v f2(a)
Z fE (wl,fE) +(Z(wUE)\/w_g+( )
)

g 3%

9 ! a@) i), fla) Si)
B+ AT A O3 }(c;r( BT )

aR TH#V wr(wr+p?)(wr— wy (wy+p?)(wy, —E)
(4.33)
Note that here the singular part comes from,
* 2 *
fl,(z)fl,E(y) - fva) f‘yf(iz;% ) + regular terms . (4.34)
(wy — E) wy(w, — F)? [(E + M%m + regular terms]
We now use E + pu? = E — w, +w, + p? in the numerator and reduce this to
* 2 *
f@fr W) [fua)] ful(f 0 v () + regular terms . (4.35)
(W, — E) wy(w, — E)2 [7% (Z)f > m + reg|

Following our previous arguments, it is seen that the pole at w, is now cancelled.

Final Remarks

In this work, we have studied the spectral properties of the Schrodinger operators Hy with ¢ interactions,
where Hy satisfies some mild conditions, which are usually assumed to hold in most of the quantum systems.
In contrast to the typical works in the literature, we work out the pole structure of G and explicitly show
that poles of the initial Green function Gy are removed (as long as the original eigenfunction does not vanish
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at the location of the delta function) from G, through the use of eigenfunction expansions. We show that
new bound state energies can be found by solving equation ®(E) = 0, where ® is explicitly defined in terms
of the diagonal Green’s function if the center of the delta function is not located at one of the nodes of
the initial eigenfunction ¢y). These results are established in one dimension for point like delta interactions
and the reflectionless potential for Hy is studied as an example. A different kind of perturbative approach
in finding eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of the full system is presented up to second order in a heuristic
way. These ideas are then extended to the case, where the renormalization procedure is needed. In that
case, we obtained similar results, except that the perturbative calculations differ at the second order of the
coupling constant of delta interaction. Finally, we summarize some possible further extensions of our results
to the more general delta interactions (supported on curve) and multi-center case, and to the case in which
a particle is moving on a compact two dimensional manifold, and to a semi-relativistic model on a compact
manifold.
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Appendix

We verify that Green’s function is finite apart from the obvious poles we claim, that is, we would like to
prove that

N
[¢n(a)]?
leloo (B, — E)(En +12) (4.36)

On a compact manifold, the Laplace-Beltrami operator —Vé has a discrete spectrum 0 < Fy < E; < Fs... <
E, — oo. For simplicity, let us first consider the case where £ € RT. We then choose M sufficiently large

that Epr > 2 (E + %2) and assume that E,, > Ap;. Then, it is easy to see that for n > M we have

|6n(a)]” |6n ()]
Bn = B)(En+ 1)~ 2(En 122 (4.37)
This implies that
N
,;w (En —E)( ) = 22 (B +u (4.38)

The right hand side can be expressed as

o~ _|ou(a
n 27E+ Y
Z(E +u Z/ dt t |pn(a)["e™ T, (4.39)

and using the eigenfunction expansion of the heat kernel (28] we obtain in the limit N — oo

(@ [ Y
;(Ewr;ﬂ)? /0 dt t Ki(a,a)e ™™t . (4.40)

The upper bounds of the diagonal part of the heat kernel on compact manifolds is given by (see [39])

Ki(a,a) < <m + %) : (4.41)
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where V(M) is the volume of M and C is a constant depending only on the geometric properties of M.

This upper bound shows that ZZOZO % is convergent.

En—E)(Ey+u?
For the complex values of E = Er+iFE; with E; # 0, we can also show that the above series is absolutely

convergent since

nz% r [#n(a)] _ [#n(a)l

cho

B, — Ep —iED|(Ent12) 2= (B — B+ BUEn + 1)

IN

3 |6 ()
\/57;0 (|Ew — Er| + |E1])(En, + p2) (4.42)

c- V2|pn(a)|? V2 |6 (a)]”
2 (En + p?

)(En — Erl T1E7)  1Ef] 2 (Bt 12) =

n<M

n>M

osing an M such that for n > M we have E,, > 2|ERr| we see that all the terms become finite. Hence in

all possible cases we have finite expressions.
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