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We show how a potential that is well-defined everywhere on the positive half-line, but diverges
to —oo as & — 0T, may still be able to dynamically confine a particle to the (positive) half-line.
We shall call this effect quantum bungee jumping: in the familiar quantum tunneling scenario one
heading towards a wall is expected to bounce off it but instead passes through, while in the present
scenario one jumping off a cliff is expected to fall but instead is pulled back. We discuss a particular
example of a potential displaying this property, and study its energy eigenstates and spectrum.

Introduction. Despite more than a century having
passed since its inception, quantum mechanics has still
not ceased to surprise and impress us with new phenom-
ena that defy our most basic intuitions. Here we show
how a potential that is well-defined everywhere on the
positive half-line, but diverges to —co as x — 07, may
still be able to dynamically confine a particle to the (pos-
itive) half-line. This is highly non-intuitive from a clas-
sical perspective since such a potential would attract the
particle to = 0, in an accelerated fashion, thus pushing
it towards the “negative half” of the line in finite time (in
fact, it is clear that the half-line is only classically closed
if the potential diverges to +oo as x — 07). We shall
call this effect quantum bungee jumping: in the familiar
quantum tunneling scenario one heading towards a wall
is expected to bounce off it but instead passes through,
while in the present scenario one jumping off a cliff is
expected to fall but instead is pulled back.

We wish to think of the problem as being defined in-
trinsically on the half-line, RT, so that the “bungee” po-
tential V(z) does all its job of confining the particle in-
dependently of how it would be specified on R™. In this
manner, from the perspective of the particle, the negative
half of the line does not even exist. There are many sit-
uations of interest in which the configuration variable is
fundamentally positive, such as in mini-superspace mod-
els of cosmology [1-4] (where the configuration variable is
the volume of the universe) or in (141)-dimensional grav-
ity [5] (for the only gauge-invariant property of a metric
on a 1-dimensional space is the total proper length). We
thus emphasize, in our construction, the proper posed-
ness of the theory on R*, with a well-defined potential
V : RT — R leading to a well-defined dynamics on the
Hilbert space H = L%(R™).

This paper is organized in three parts. In “The bungee
potential” we construct a (nowhere positive) potential
V (z) diverging to —oo as z — 0T and converging to zero
as x — +o0o, with the desired “confining” property. In
“Energy eigenstates” we analyze the energy eigenstates
and compute the phase shift for a particle reflecting by
the cliff. In “Spectrum” we study the energy eigenval-
ues, showing that positive energies are continuous but
negative ones are discrete (and unbounded from below).

The bungee potential. The Hamiltonian H is taken to
act on wavefunctions ¢ € L?(RT) as

h? d%

Hy(e) =~ 0@ +Vue) ()
where m is the mass of the particle. Essentially, we wish
to ensure that H is self-adjoint, since this would imply
that the time evolution is generated by a unitary opera-
tor e"** and thus the probability of the particle being
on RT is preserved in time. Some general theorems on
self-adjointness can be found in [6, 7]. In fact, the case
of second-order differential operators on real intervals is
well-understood in the mathematical literature, partic-
ularly due to the limit-point/limit-circle theory of Weyl
[8, 9], but surprisingly the physical implications have not
been widely appreciated by physicists. Here we will fol-
low a straightforward, self-contained approach: simply
studying the asymptotic behavior of energy eigenfunc-
tions

B2 d%
Eijp(z) = —%ﬁ(ﬂ”) + V(z)y(x) (2)
as x — 0.

Since V' — —oo as & — 07, for any finite energy F
there is a neighborhood of z = 0 such that |V| > |E|,

and therefore (2) can be approximated by
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where k(xz) := /—2mV(z)/h. Thus the asymptotic,
near-zero behavior of the eigenfunctions is independent
of E. The goal is to engineer a k(z) such that the so-
lution space of (3) is spanned by a function ((x) that
has infinite near-zero norm (footnote [10]), and another
function ¢(z) that has finite near-zero norm and whose
probability current
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dx
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vanishes as # — 0. In this case, as any function with
near-zero behavior ¢ would not belong to the Hilbert



space, the generic wavefunction in the domain of H would
behave like ¢ near zero and thus not “leak” through
x = 0. (footnote [11])

Our strategy is to construct a k(x) that oscillates as
x — 0% in such a way as to create a “resonance”, driving
¢ to infinity in finite distance. We would then expect that
there is another solution, ¢, which is completely “out of
phase” with the oscillations of the potential, and thus
would be driven to zero. Next we provide an explicit
example of such a construction.

Say that we start at © = z¢ with ((z9) = 0 and
¢'(z0) =: ¢, > 0, and we wish to integrate (3) backwards.
For concreteness, let us say that V(z) = 0 for > x¢, so
x corresponds to the edge of the “cliff”. Suppose that,
in this cliff region, (0, ), the potential is piecewise con-
stant, so that in each interval where k(z) = k is constant,
¢ is a harmonic wave with period [ = 2?” The struc-
ture of k(z) will follow a sequence of self-similar blocks,
where the overall strength doubles and the period halves
from block to block. Moreover, each block consists of
two stages, which we will describe using as an example
the first block, occupying the region (%2, ). Starting at
xo, let k(x) = ko for 3/4 of its period, i.e., in the region
(zo — %%,xo); then the strength is quadrupled so that
k(xz) = 4k for 1/4 of this new period, i.e., in the region
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this block ends at %2, xg —
guarantees that the sequence of blocks will terminate at
x = 0. It follows that
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At the end of the first stage of this block, x = x¢— %i—”, ¢
(0]

will be at a local peak with value (p := %; and at the end
of the second stage (i.e., r1 := %), it will have returned
to zero value and with velocity (f := (4kg)¢o = 4¢},- The
second block, in the region (%, %), with duplicated fre-
quencies 2ky and 4(2kg) for its two stages, thus starts
with similar conditions as the previous block, but now
with a quadrupled initial velocity ] (see figure 1). It is
clear, by induction, that at the end of the n-th block, we

will be sitting at

T

n = — 6

= 5 (6)

with ¢(z,,) = 0 and ¢, := ¢'(z,,) = 4"(}. Moreover, the

peak value of ¢ up to this point, which is attained in the
n-th block, is

/

C@)] = 20

@ Thy) 2" ¢ (7)
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Since from one block to the next the peak amplitude
doubles, while the width of the block is halved, the norm
within the block doubles; hence the norm accumulated
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Figure 1. The bungee potential V' : Rt — R, with edge at
xzo = 1, so the cliff is in the region (0,1). Only the first two
blocks are shown entirely: the first is in (%, 1) and the second

is in (3, 3). The first stage of the first block is in ({5,1) and
2.2
the second stage is in (3, 15). Here Vg := — hQ:LO .

up to this point is
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which diverges as n — oo (i.e., , — 0).
Consider now another solution, ¢(x), obtained with

initial values ¢(xg) = @o and ¢'(zg) = 0. At zg— %i—:, @
will be at zero value with velocity ¢f = kogpo. Then,

after the opposing work of 4ky, ¢ will attain a peak

(fk%) = £ =: ¢y at ;. Note that, after each
block, the peak value of ¢ decreases by a factor of 4, so
lim, o ¢(z) = 0. Consequently the norm [ dx|p(x)|?
of this solution is finite. Note also that, after each block,
the maximum value of ¢’ decreases by a factor of 2, so
lim, o+ ¢'(x) = 0. Since this solution ¢(z) is real, the
probability current is automatically zero, concluding the
proof that V(z) is confining to R™.

value

Energy eigenstates. We wish to study the energy
eigenstates beyond their asymptotic form. If we start
at some point z > 0 with generic initial conditions, ¥ (z)
and v’ (z), and integrate (2) towards z = 0, the solution
will generally converge to a superposition of ¢ and ¢. As
¢ is not in the Hilbert space, we wish to restrict the initial
conditions so that it converges exclusively to something
proportional to .

Tt is useful to convert (2) to a system of first-order
differential equations,

% (5’((?)) B <—k(a§2—z§ é) (f&?)) (9)

&= —5— (10)

where



The solution, integrating down to € > 0, is

(v) =W (53) ()

with

Wz, e &) = Pexp U;dx' (—k(x9)2—£’ é)} (12)

where Pexp denotes the path-ordered exponential (in
which greater 2’ appears to the right). To obtain a solu-
tion behaving like ¢ near zero, we must impose that the
left-hand side of (11) vanishes in the limit e — 0.
However, we cannot simply set ¢ = 0 above since
lime_,o W(x, ¢; &) is ill-defined. Rather, taking € = x,,, in
the limit where the integer n — oo, we can impose that
the left-hand side of (11) is proportional to (3), since
@ is precisely defined by having zero derivative at the
beginning of each block. The condition is thus,

Wor(z, Tn; )b () + Woa(z, xp; E)Y' (x) =0 (13)

as n goes to infinity. If n > 1, the energy can be ne-
glected in the n-th block, sitting between x,,_; and z,,
whose contribution to the path-ordered exponential is

therefore
™ 0 N| (a0
Pexp [/x dx <—k;(x’)2—<5‘) 0> ~ (0 4 (14)
Consequently, as n grows large, Wai(z,z,;&) and

n—1
Wai(x, zp; &) will grow as 4". We can thus properly
define the vector

. T —n W22 (I7 Tns g)
W(z; &) := nh—>n<;lo4 <W21($7 Tn; éa)> 1)

and valid initial data at x for an eigenfunction with en-
ergy E = h*&/2m will satisfy

(5((”;))) o W(a; &) (16)

Note that 2(zo; &) encodes the information about the
phase shift in the reflection of a wave packet coming from
x = 4o00. For z > x( the eigenfunctions have the form

Y(x) = Wi (z0; &) cos (\/g(x — o)) +
Wy (zo; &) .
+ =220 % sin (VE(x — o 17
T sin (VE@ —x0) (1)
Any wave packet (in the domain of H) can be expanded
as a superposition of these eigenfunctions, and their time
evolution straightforwardly evaluated.

Spectrum. 1t is clear that any £ > 0 belongs to the
spectrum of the Hamiltonian. In fact, while the eigen-
functions do not have finite norm due to their behavior
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Figure 2. The eigenfunctions 9 (x), for 0 < z < 2, for energies
E =10 (blue) and E = 20 (orange). Here 29 =1, m =1 and
h = 1. Note that as * — 0" they converge to ¢(z), and for
x > xo they behave as in (17).

for x > g, and thus do not belong to the Hilbert space,
they can still be used as “generalized basis elements” for
the domain of H. (footnote [12])

Since the potential is negative, and in fact unbounded
from below, it is not surprising that there are also neg-
ative energies. The negative portion of the spectrum is,
however, discrete. The reason is that the (negative en-
ergy) solutions given in (17) will generally consist of one
diverging and one converging exponential for z > xq, and
only the latter is allowed. We need some “fine-tuning” of
E so that, starting from 1z, the solution of (2) converges
to~@asx — 07 and to ~ e V=¢® for & > . The
condition is thus that v’(x¢) = —v/—&(x¢), which from
(16) corresponds to

m2($0;£)+w1(xo;éa)\/¥:0 (].8)

Many interesting properties about the negative spec-
trum can be studied analytically. First, note that by
defining a dimensionless position variable o := x/x, we
can rewrite equation (2) as

%(O’) =— (/@(0)2 + )\) U(o) (19)
where U(0) := ¥(zg0), k(o) := xok(zo0) and

_ 2mEx?

A =

= & (20)

In this new form, the equation is completely dimension-
less and, due to relation (5), k(o) is independent of the
physical parameters (i.e., m, z¢ and £), implying that
the spectrum in terms of A is completely invariant. From
a numerical computation we find that the first few ele-
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Figure 3. The (normalized) eigenfunctions i (z), for 0 < z <
1.5, for energies E = —72.6416 (blue) and E = —841.391
(orange). Here 2o = 1, m = 1/2 and i = 1 (so that F = \).
Note how the eigenstate with large negative energy (fourth
root in (21)) is localized deeply within the cliff, with only
3.174 x 10715 probability lying outside (z > o).

ments of the (negative part of the) spectrum are

52
72{ —72.6416, —210.342, —715.831,
2mag

Spec” (H) =

— 841.391, —2863.33, —3365.56,
— 11453.3, —13462.3, —45813.2,
— 53849.,—183253., ...} (21)

Let us show that if E < 0 is large and belongs to
the spectrum of H, then there is another eigenvalue very
close to E/4. First, note that for large negative E the
eigenfunction is concentrated deeply inside the cliff, near
x = 0, as expected for bound states (see figure 3). So
the wavefunction would barely “feel” if the first block
of the potential were deleted. Consequently, if F is an
eigenvalue for a cliff with edge at xg, then there should

exist an eigenvalue E’ ~ E for a cliff with edge at /2.
2mE’ (z0/2)?

It follows that ' = 2 belongs to the invariant
spectrum, and consequently 277;2 N = % ~ % is in the
0

spectrum for a cliff with edge at xg.

This argument can be formalized using perturbation
theory, in which we express the Hamiltonian for a cliff
with edge at x¢/2 as H' = H — A, with

Vo ,@<x<xo

13
Alz)=4¢ 16Vp , L <z < (22)
0 , otherwise

where Vj was defined in figure 1. We can estimate, to first
order, the effect of A on eigenvalues and eigenvectors.
For z > ., where z, is the point at which k(x,)? ~ —&,
the (normalized) eigenfunction behaves roughly like an
exponential,

h(@) ~ (=&) /e V@) (23)
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When —F > —Vj, we have z, < g, vV—&x¢ > 1, and
we can show that

|E' — E| ~ |(|Al)] S |BlemY % (24)

confirming that E’ is indeed very close to E. Moreover,
the size of the eigenfunction perturbation dv := ¢’ — 1)
is bounded by, roughly,

(69]69p) < eV =E0 (25)

which is again very small for large negative E.

A consequence of this is that for any large £ < 0 in the
spectrum, E can be divided by 4 repeatedly until even-
tually it will come very close to one of the values in (21).
In fact, the agreement is already good from the fourth
root, (—841.391)/4 = —210.348 ~ —210.342. A similar
argument also holds in the other direction, i.e., if E is
a large negative eigenvalue, then there is another eigen-
value near 4E (which is derived by inserting a “zeroth
block” in between zy and 2xg). It follows that the first
few eigenvalues (given in (21)) determine all others, and
that the spectrum is unbounded from below.

Conclusion. We have constructed a potential that is
well-defined everywhere on Rt and, despite diverging to
—o00 as ¢ — 07, effectively prevents the particle from
escaping through x = 0. It should be noted that there
are simpler, known examples of negative potentials that,
in a limit where they diverge, become “opaque” to par-
ticles [13, 14]. For example, if V(z) = 0 for x > 0
and V(z) = —Vp for x < 0, the transmission coeffi-
cient for a wave packet coming from the right, computed
at x < 0, goes to zero in the limit V5 — +oco. An-
other example is a square well where V(z) = —V; for
—a/2 < x < a/2, and zero elsewhere, which also becomes
opaque when Vy — +oo provided v/2mVya ~ (n+1/2)m,
with n € N. In either of these cases, the potential does
not converge to a limiting function (or even distribution),
so the Schrodinger equation is not well-defined after the
limit is taken. Moreover, the confining mechanism is tak-
ing place beyond the region accessible to the particle, i.e.,
it is caused by the effect of the potential on z < 0. In
fact, we can think of our potential as a series of such
square wells, where a — 0 with Vj ~ 1/a?, in a way that
the desired limit is implemented dynamically. This is a
crucial distinction, as in our case the particle evolves reg-
ularly on RT and, as it “bungees back” when falling over
the cliff, it never reaches “the bottom”, z = 0 (where
V is ill-defined), or the “other side”, z < 0 (where V is
not-defined).

While we have treated the theory as if it were describ-
ing a particle intrinsically living on the half-line, the fact
that both ¢ and ¢’ converge to zero at x = 0 means
that the theory on RT can be regularly embedded into
a theory on R. That is, 9 € L?(R*) can be extended
to a wavefunction ¥ € L?*(R) which agrees with t(x)



for x > 0 and vanishes for x = 0. If H is an exten-
sion of H to R, where V : R — R is defined arbitrarily
for < 0, then any ¢ in the domain of H is also in
the domain of H. If not for the regularity condition at
x = 0, there would be subtle differences between the the-
ory intrinsically on R™ and its extension to R. Namely,
some 1 € Dom(H) C L*(R*) would be extended to a
U € L2(R) that has a discontinuity and/or kink at z = 0
and, because of the second derivative in the Hamilto-
nian, it would not be in Dom(H). As mentioned, this
issue does not occur in the present case, for the potential
dynamically forces the appropriate boundary conditions.
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is a sequence of (normalizable) states 1, such that
limy o0 ||(H — E)Ynll/||¢n]] = 0. Or, in the language
of rigged Hilbert spaces [15, 16], these “generalized eigen-
states” can be interpreted as antilinear functionals on
some dense subspace of the Hilbert space (on which a
class of physical observables are all well-defined). Con-
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