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We study the scattering of edge states of 2D topological insulator (TI) in the uniform external
magnetic field due to edge imperfections, common in realistic 2D TI samples. The external magnetic
field breaks time reversal (TR) symmetry, opening the possibility of the scattering of otherwise
topologically protected fermionic edge states. The scattering happens to be always an over-barrier
event, irrespective of the shape of the edge deformation and magnitude of the magnetic field. We use
the advanced Pokrovsky-Khalatnikov semiclassical approach, which allows us to obtain analytically
both the main exponential and pre-exponential factors of the scattering amplitude for wide classes
of analytic deformation profiles.

I. INTRODUCTION

Topological insulators (TI) are new states of quantum
matter which cannot be adiabatically transformed into
conventional insulators and semiconductors. They are
characterized by a full insulating gap in the bulk and
gapless edge or surface states which are protected by
time-reversal symmetry. The possible applications of TI
include low-power electronics[1] and error-tolerant quan-
tum computing[2, 3]. The properties of TI motivated
considerable interest of scientific community since the
transport by edge states in HgTe quantum wells (QW)[4]
and surface states [5] in Bi2Se3 crystals had been exper-
imentally observed. The edge states are either 1D states
on the boundaries of 2D TI (e.g. HgTe quamtum well)
or 2D states on the boundaries of 3D TI (e.g. Bi2Se3
[6]). In most cases 2D and 3D TI samples are made from
different compounds, the only exception being HgTe [7].
Other realizations of 1D topologically protected states
include those on the edges between surfaces of 3D TI [8]
and states that occur on step edges [9, 10].

A multitude of theoretical explanations [11, 12] for the
scattering mechanism of chiral edge (and surface) states
have been developed in the last decade. They include the
scattering from random fluctuations of the band gap [13],
the elastic scattering in charge puddles close to the edges
[14–17], the scattering from edge irregularities described
by a certain coupling function [18] and the scattering of
counter-propagating states [19]. The works studying the
influence on conductance of the defects of certain kinds
include precise analytical calculation [9, 20], calculation
of the reflectance from a single point-defect[21].

The main peculiarity of edge states in 2D TI is that due
to spin-momentum locking, the scattering event (which
is always a back-scattering in case of the edge of 2D TI)
always entails the flip of spin of a quasiparticle. There-
fore, in the absence of magnetic impurities, the elastic

scattering of the edge states is strictly forbidden. This
is the celebrated manifestation of TR symmetry of such
systems [22]. The important distinction of all TIs is their
pronounced spin-orbit interaction (SOI), [23, 24]. In this
paper we propose the model edge Hamiltonian describing
the influence of SOI on edge imperfections. The edge im-
perfection is controlled by the deformation angle profile
(see Fig. 1). The elastic scattering becomes possible in
the presence of the uniform magnetic field orthogonal to
the edge.

We build a comprehensive theory of scattering in such
a system for wide classes of edge deformation profiles. A
particular focus is put on the analytical structure of the
solutions of the respective Dirac equation. We study the
scattering in two complementary limits: the semiclassi-
cal limit of smooth edge deformation and perturbative
limit corresponding to a small external magnetic field.
The two limits are matched at the intersection of control
parameters.

Our study allows to shed some light on how the in-
trinsic TR symmetry dictates the analytic properties of
a scattering amplitude of the problem. In the absence of
magnetic field we managed to find the exact solution for
any profile of the deformation potential. For the smooth
deformation profiles the poweful Pokrovsky-Khalatnikov
method [25] is used to obtain the analytic reflection am-
plitude with pre-exponential accuracy.

The paper is organized as follows. Section II is ded-
icated to the initial model and main approximations of
the problem, Section III explains the main points of semi-
classical Pokrovsky-Khalatnikov procedure and its appli-
cation to the two main classes of scattering potentials,
Section IV discusses the exact solution of the magnetic-
field-free problem and presents the perturbation (in mag-
netic field) theory, Section V discusses the matching of
perturbative and semiclassical limit, we summarize the
results in Section VI.
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Figure 1: A schematic illustration of a geometric
imperfection on the edge of a 2D topological insulator

sample

II. MODEL

We assume the following form of Hamiltonian for the
electrons in a 2D TI:

Ĥ = h(p⃗) + ασ⃗ × p⃗ · ν⃗ (1)

where h(p) is the part of Hamiltonian defined by partic-
ular energy band structure, that is independent of spin-
orbit interaction, and the spin-orbital interaction part is
written in the same way as for 2D electron gas[26]; p⃗
is the momentum of electrons, ν is a unit vector per-
pendicular to the surface (or to an interface in a het-
erostructure), and α is Rashba parameter, which depends
on the material and the external electric field (the gate
voltage)[23, 24]. The latter causes the splitting in energy
bands due to electron’s spin (Rashba splitting), which is
vivid in energy band structure of TI materials [24 and
27].

Here, it is important to mention how the direction of
the normal vector ν in Eq. 1 should be chosen. In princi-
ple, the correct direction can be deduced from the initial
TI Hamiltonian which we does not present here. How-
ever, we rely on the results of paper [27] where it is shown
that the Fermi velocity of a TI grows as Rashba’s coef-
ficient α is reduced. As we are going to see below, the
correct direction of ν corresponds to the one presented in
Fig. 1. The energy bands of topological insulator materi-
als have a linear part - Dirac cone, which is referred to as
massless edge states. The expansion of the Hamiltonian
near the Dirac point p = p0 up to the first order in mo-
mentum gives: ±v0(p−p0)±α(p−p0) = ±(v0−α)|p−p0|,
where the sign in front of α depends on spin polariza-
tion, the sign in front of v0 corresponds to the branches
of energy bands; the parameter v0 is interpreted as ‘bare’
Fermi velocity. The momentum in (1) has single compo-
nent only (x in our case) due to 1D nature of the edge
electron transport. The effective Hamiltonian of edge
states moving along x-axis (y=0) is [28]

Ĥ0 = vF p̂xσ̂y. (2)

Here, vF = v0 − α is Fermi velocity of the edge fermions
renormalized by the spin-orbit interaction, p⃗ = (px, 0, 0)

is the momentum of the fermions and σy is the Pauli ma-
trix acting in the spin 1/2 basis. For the edge states in
an ideal sample Hso = ασypx ≡ ∆soσy, ∆so is Rashba
splitting, and there are no fluctuations of spin-orbit in-
teraction.
Now consider a deformation located on the edge, like

shown in Fig. 1. The edge tangent profile of the sample
bend in yz plane is defined by the function ϕ(x). This
defect leads to a new term of spin-orbit interaction:

ασ⃗ × p⃗ · ν⃗ = −αp̂xσ̂y + αp̂xσ̂z sinϕ(x) (3)

For smooth and shallow deformations it approximately
equals −αp̂xσ̂y + αp̂xϕ(x)σ̂z. The first term, −αp̂xσ̂y
simply renormalizes Fermi velocity. The latter term,
αpxϕ(x)σ̂z, is supposed to be treated as a perturbation,
however it is not Hermitian. We consider the following
symmetrization as perturbation:

Û(x) =
1

2
α(p̂xϕ(x) + ϕ(x)p̂x)σ̂z (4)

In the following it would be convenient to include the
parameter α in the profile function: φ = αϕ.
The perturbation Û alone will not disrupt ballistic

transport of the edge states, since it does not break time-
reversal symmetry. However, that is not the case in the
presence of magnetic field, as we shall see. Let us apply
magnetic field in the direction of z-axis (perpendicular to
the plane of the topological insulator sample). We choose

the following gauge of vector-potential: A⃗ = (Hy, 0, 0).
The y coordinate remains constant in our case y = const
which can be safely put equal to zero (alternatively, for
constant y the vector potential can be gauged out from
Dirac’s equation with trivial gauge transformation). This
way, the only change of the effective Hamiltonian is the
addition of the interaction of the spin with the magnetic
field (Zeeman term):

Ĥ1D(x) = vF p̂xσy + µσz + Û(x), (5)

where µ = µBgH, g is g-factor for edge electrons [29].
We applied transverse magnetic field because in-plane
magnetic field has no effect on edge states, since the cor-
responding term in the Hamiltonian can be eliminated
by a gauge transformation of the electron field operators
[30].
Therefore, we need to solve the scattering problem for

the following Dirac equation:[
vF p̂xσy + µσz + Û(x)

]
ψ(x) = εψ(x) (6)

It is easy to see, that even in the absence of deformation
potential Û(x) the Zeeman term µσz opens a gap in the
spectrum of edge state of the width µ. Therefore, the
propagated states always have the energy greater than µ
and the condition:

ε > µ. (7)

is always satisfied.
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III. METHODS

The Dirac equation (6) represents the system of two
first order differential equations on the doublet ψ =
(ψ1, ψ2). The most straightforward and (unexpectedly)
convenient approach to its analysis happens to be the re-
duction of system (6) to a 2nd order differential equation

on a single function ψ1.

Despite a seemingly innocent look of Hamiltonian (5),
the resultant equation has quite a beastly appearance.
Since it is the central pillar of our work, we present it
in the main body of the paper (this way the reader may
also appreciate the magnitude of the disaster).

2ℏ2
(
φ2 + 1

)
αψ′′1 + 2iℏ

[
ℏ2
(
φ2 + 1

)
φ′′ + φα (2µ− 3iℏφ′)

]
ψ′1 +

[
1

2
αβ(α− 2iℏφ′) + 4εℏ2φφ′′

]
ψ1 = 0, (8)

ψ2 =
2ℏ
(
φ2 + 1

)
ψ′1 − iψ1φβ(x)

α(x)
, (9)

where α(x) = 2(µ+ ε)− iℏφ′, β(x) = 2(µ− ε) + iℏφ′.
The derivation of (8) is straightforward, we present in-

termediate formulae for the reader’s convenience in Ap-
pendix A. We will call this equation Dirac equation in
what follows. For obvious reasons, differential equa-
tion (8) cannot be solved exactly. We will approach it
from two distinct limits:
(i) semiclassical treatment, corresponding to the smooth
deformation φ(x) of the edge;
(ii) perturbation theory in magnetic field strength (Zee-
man energy) µ.
Then we will show how these two approaches beautifully
match.

A. Semiclassical approximation

The study of Eq. 6 in the semiclassical paradigm re-
quires the stipulation of the small parameter of the anal-
ysis. In terms of physics, the semiclassical approach im-
plies the smoothness of the system potential.

In our case, the role of the potential is assumed by the
edge deformation profile φ(x). The corresponding scale
at which the potential changes is denoted as a. Therefore,
the smoothness of the potential means the de Broglie
wavelength ℏvF /ε is much smaller than a:

λ

a
≡ ℏvF

εa
≪ 1 (semiclassical approximation) (10)

As we will see in the following analysis, the structure of
the semiclassical scattering in the problem is such that in
view of condition (7) the semiclassical momentum never
vanishes on the real axis, making the scattering an over
barrier event. As is known from quantum mechanics,
the latter entails the validity of semiclassical approxima-
tion on the entire real axis [31]. One thus cannot recover
the reflected wave in the WKB approximation in terms
of perturbative correction to the main semiclassical inci-
dent wave, due to the non perturbative (in small param-
eter (10)) nature of the scattering amplitude [32] (The

Figure 2: Towards Pokrovsky-Khalatnikov method. The
vicinity of the turning point z0 with a customary branch
cut extending upward. The gray area denotes the range
of validity of the semiclassical approximation (extending
to infinity in the complex plane). The circle of radius a
denotes the range of applicability of the exact solution
near the turning point. The two solid curves sprawling
from the turning point to ±∞ are the anti-Stokes lines.
The dashed line is the Stokes line. The striped region is
the region where both the semiclassical and exact
solutions are valid and can be matched.

reflected wave ∼ e−#a/λ). In what follows we put mostly
ℏ = vF = 1 for convenience, restoring them wherever
necessary.

B. Pokrovsky-Khalatnikov procedure

The most powerful method to catch the reflected wave
with pre-exponential accuracy in the over barrier scatter-
ing case is the Pokrovsky-Khalatnikov [25] (P-Kh) tech-
nique (see also an elegant work by M. Berry [33]). The
idea can be summarized in the following steps:

(i) Perform the analytical continuation of the semiclas-
sical solution into the complex plane along a so called
anti-Stokes line, Im

∫ z

z0
k(z) dz = 0 where k(z) is the

semiclassical momentum and z0 is the turning point in
the complex plane. The continuation along the anti-
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Stokes lines is vital, since both solutions exp(±i
∫
kdz)

have constant modulus on this line and can be easily dis-
tinguished from one another (see Fig. 2, anti-Stokes lines
go to the left and right from point z0).
(ii) Build the exact solution of the Schroedinger equa-

tion in the vicinity of the turning point z0 (where the
momentum k(z) can be Taylor-expanded and the equa-
tion drastically simplifies).

(iii) Find the asymptotics of the exact solution on the
anti Stokes lines going to the right and to the left from
the turning point.

(iv) Assuming, there is a non-empty intersection of the
range of validity of the asymptotics of exact solution and
semiclassical solution (the striped region in Fig. 2) match
the semiclassical and exact solutions in the mentioned
range on anti-Stokes lines. (The problem can be solved
in the semiclassical approach if and only if such an inter-
section exists)

(v) Build an analytic continuation from the anti-Stokes
line going to −∞ on the real axis ψ(z) → ψ(x).
To understand the last line of point (i) better, one is

advised to think of the behavior of both solutions on the
Stokes line Re

∫ z

z0
k(z) dz = 0 (dashed line in Fig. 2),

which is the steepest descent line for the real part of the
exponent of both solutions. The Stokes line is, there-
fore, the line of maximal domination of the one solution
over the other, where the suppressed solution gets smaller
than the error of the dominating solution.

In what follows we are going to implement the outlined
program step by step explaining all the nuances.

C. Semiclassical solution

We introduce the exponential substitute ψ → eiS/ℏ for
the wave function and employ the standard semiclassical
machinery adapted to the stationary Dirac equation:

ψ =

(
ψ1

ψ2

)
, ψ1,2 = exp

(
iS0

ℏ
+ iS1,2 + ...

)
, (11)

where the semiclassical action is expanded as series with
respect to ℏ → 0 (in powers of ℏvF /(εa) to be precise). In
the zeroth order in ℏ (or discarding all terms with deriva-
tives of φ in Eq. 8) we obtain the following expression for
S0 (Appendix A):

S0(x) =

x∫
q±(x

′) dx′, (12)

q± =
−µφ± p

φ2 + 1
, p =

√
ε2(φ2 + 1)− µ2 (13)

where q± is interpreted as semiclassical momentum. The
regular branch of p is chosen in such a way that p →

x→+∞√
ε2 − µ2. Then, retaining the next terms of order ℏ

(S1,2 in the substitute (11)), and plugging it back in (8)
we obtain the pre-exponential semiclassical terms for the

wave function ψ:

ψ1,±(x) = ξ1,±(x) exp

(
i

ℏ

∫
q± dx

)
ξ1,± =

√
±q±

[
1± φε

p

]
ψ2,±(x) = −iψ1,±

εφ∓ p

ε+ µ

(14)

Again, the external square roots entering the definition
of ξ1,± are assumed to be positive at x→ +∞. To clear
out which of the solutions corresponds to the right (left)
moving carriers we need semiclassical currents:

j± ≡ ψ†±σyψ± =
2q±
p

(ε− µ) (15)

At x→ ±∞ the profile function φ(x) → 0. Therefore,

j± =
x→∞

±2(ε− µ) (16)

D. The study of the turning points

Now we need to address the points where the semi-
classical approach breaks down. Those are usually the
branch points of the semiclassical momentum q± (13).
These points hint at the possible singular points [34] of
the differential equation, where semiclassical approach
fails.

1. The branch points of p.

These are simultaneously the branch points of q±:

φ(z±) ≡ φ± = ±i
√

1− µ2

ε2
(17)

φ(z) = φ± + (z − z±)/a+ ... (18)

and semiclassical momenta corresponding to different lin-
ear independent solutions cannot be distinguished. We
assume that the branch points are of the simplest struc-
ture, meaning they are the first order roots of p2(z). The
corresponding branch point is always complex due to con-
dition ε > µ (see expression (10)).
Expanding the potential φ(z) in the vicinity of the

points z±, (Eq.18), we immediately arrive at the semi-
classical condition (10) (after some simple but cumber-
some algebra, see A 2) in the form:

εℏ2v2F
(ε2 − µ2)3/2|a||z − z±|

≪ 1 (19)

which breaks at z → z±. Therefore, points z± should be
included into the implementation of P-Kh method.
Here, we notice that parameter a in the expansion (18)

is, in principle, complex. However, its modulus |a| corre-
sponds to the characteristic length scale of the potential
φ(x).
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2. The zeroes of q±.

These points, if they exist, are the most natural can-
didates for the breakdown of the semiclassical approach.
They obviously correspond to the singularity of the edge
profile φ(z). We assume the simplest, yet the most com-
mon type of singularity, namely, a simple pole:

φ(z) =
ia

z − zp
+ ... (20)

Here, as before |a| corresponds to the characteristic
length of the potential. The imaginary unity i is in-
troduced for convenience. In the same manner as was
obtained condition (19) we procure the semiclassical con-
dition in the vicinity of the turning point zp, q±(zp) = 0:

ℏvFaε
(ε2 − µ2)|z − zp|2

≪ 1 (21)

As expected, condition (68) is also broken as z → z0.
Therefore, zp should also be included in the P-Kh proce-
dure.

3. The relative location of zp and z±.

In general situation, when the amplitude of the poten-
tial on the real axis is ∼ 1, the only parameter of the
potential is its length scale a. Therefore, we conclude
that |zp| ∼ |a| in (20). Then, the convergence radius of
the Laurent series (20) is again of the order of a. At
|z − zp| ∼ a the potential has the value φ ∼ 1. On the
other hand, at points z± the potential has the values φ±
(see Eq. 17) which are also ∼ 1 (unless ε− µ ≪ ε which
is not considered in this paper).

Therefore, qualitatively, we expect that the branch
points z± belong to the convergence circle of the Lau-
rent expansion (20). Thus we can approximately locate
the branch points z± via the equation:

ia

z − zp
≈ ±i

√
1− µ2

ε2
(22)

As a result, we have the approximate typical relative
position of the branch points of the semiclassical momen-
tum q and the poles of the deformation field φ.

z± = zp ±
a√

1− µ2

ε2

. (23)

Therefore, the branch points z± and the pole zp are al-
ways separated by the distance of the order of the length
scale |a| of the potential.

4. On the analytical structure of φ(z).

Here, we should recall the following fact from com-
plex analysis. If the deformation profile φ(z) is not a

constant function, it must have singularities in the ex-
tended complex plane. Therefore, function φ(z) is split
into general two classes: the one which possess singu-
larities at finite points (the typical example would be
the Lorentzian potentials), and the one which has no
singularities at any finite point (e.g. the Gauss-type-
potentials). In the latter case, the following remark is
in order. Since φ(x) → 0, x → ±∞ the latter class
corresponds to the situation where φ(z) has an essential
singularity at z → ∞. The typical example would be

φ(z) = Pn(z/a)e
−z2/a2

, where Pn(z/a) is a polynomial
of the order of n. Our treatment of the problem is thus
split into two cases:
(i) The case of regular at any finite point potential.
(ii) The case of potential with singularities at finite

points, where the type of singularities is restricted to sim-
ple poles.

E. Regular potential

This case corresponds to the classic P-Kh treatment
adapted to a more complicated Dirac equation.

1. Transformation from Dirac to Schroedinger equation

To make the analogy between Dirac equation Eq. 8 and
Schrödinger equation more pronounced, we get rid of the
first derivative in (8) via a standard substitute [34]. The
equation is transformed as follows:

ψ′′(x) + η(x)ψ′(x) + κ(x)ψ(x) = 0 ⇒
θ′′(x) + π2(x)θ(x) = 0 (Schroedinger equation) (24)

θ(x) = exp

(
1

2

∫ x

η(t)dt

)
ψ(x), (25)

π2(x) = κ(x)− 1

2
η′(x)− 1

4
η2(x). (26)

The expression for π2(x) is quite cumbersome. However,
it is instructive to write down η(x) and π2(x) discarding
all the derivatives of the potential field φ(x) (zeroth semi-
classical approximation) as well as semiclassical solution.
This way the connection with the initial semiclassical re-
lations (12), (13) becomes transparent:

η(x) =
2i

ℏ
µφ(x)

φ2(x) + 1
, π2(x) =

ε2(φ2 + 1)− µ2

(φ2 + 1)2
(27)

θ±(x) =
1√
π(x)

exp

(
±i
∫ x

x0

π(t)dt

)
. (28)

In the last equation point x0 needs to be chosen on the
real axis. This way both functions θ± have the same
modulus. Apart from this x0 is quite arbitrary and is
picked from convenience considerations. To be on the
safe side, we show in Appendix A3 how (27)- (28) ex-
actly reproduce full semiclassical expressions (12)-(14)
following from the Dirac equation.
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2. Exact solution near the turning point of p

The exposition now follows the celebrated work [25].
Still, we would like to present some details here, so the
reader understands the machinery of the method to be
able to follow the next sections which are more involved.

It is time to implement step (ii) of the P-Kh method.
For concreteness (and to make notation more concise), we
need to make a choice which point is going to have the
dominant contribution to the reflection coefficient. As
usual (and it will be clearly seen later), it is the closest
to the real axis point. We assume it is the point z+.
In the situation with model potentials, several branch
points can be equidistant from the real axis (e.g. φ(z) =
[cosh(z/a)]−1). In this situation, all the points contribute
equally to the reflection amplitude. Though attractive
from the aesthetic viewpoint and resulting in beautiful
answers with quantum oscillations, these situations are
unrealistic and will not be discussed here.

With the help of (18) we expand the semiclassical mo-
mentum near the branch point:

π2(ζ) =
1

ℏ2
2iζ

a

ϵ5
√
ε2 − µ2

µ4
+ ..., ζ = z − z+ (29)

so that equation (24) is reduced in the vicinity of the
branch point z+ to the classical Airy equation:

θ′′(s) + sθ(s) = 0, s = γ1/3ζ, γ =
2iε5

aℏ2µ4

√
ε2 − µ2.

(30)

See the details and the subtleties of the derivation of (30)
in Appendix A 4. The asymptotics of the Airy function at
large value of the argument are well-known and should be
matched with semiclassical expansion. Before proceeding
any further, we determine the position of the anti-Stokes
lines using the semiclassical analysis of Eq. (30) at large

values of ζ: θ(ζ) ∝ exp[i
∫ ζ
π(t)dt],

∫ ζ
π(t)dt≫ 1:

Im

s∫
0

π(t) dt = 0 ⇒ Ims3/2 = 0 ⇒

args =
2πn

3
, n ∈ Z

(31)

As we see from (31), the anti-Stokes lines are separated
by angle 2π/3. The pattern of anti-Stokes lines for the

typical profile function φ(z) = ze−z
2/2 is presented in

Fig. 3, where the anti-Stokes lines are drawn as level
lines of the surface of semiclassical action with exact mo-
mentum Im

∫ ζ

0
π(t)dt. The anti-Stokes lines in Fig. 3 are

drawn for non-rescaled coordinate z.
As a result, the semiclassical wave functions (28) in

the vicinity of z± on the anti-Stokes line n = 0 (the
one going to the right and corresponding to the outgoing
wave) assume the following form:

θapp± (s) =
1

s1/4γ1/6
exp

(
±2i

3
s3/2

)
, s≫ 1 (32)

Figure 3: Exact anti-Stokes lines for the deformation

profile φ(z) = ze−z
2/2 presented as a cross-section of

the integral h(z) = Im
∫ z

0
π(t) dt and the level plane

h = h(z+). (a) The top view. The anti-Stokes line
marked as a green line. The Stokes line is presented as
a black dashed line. (b) Axonometric view. One clearly
sees, how the anti-Stokes line becomes horizontal far
from the turning point. The hole in the center is the
circular vicinity of the singularity z0 of π(z), where
φ(z0) = i.

The exact solution of the Airy equation (30) which has
the asymptotics (32) has the following integral represen-
tation:

θ(s) =
e−iπ/4√
πγ1/6

∫
C

est+t3/3 dt, (33)

where contour C is presented in Fig 4(a). To make our
presentation self-contained, we derive integral represen-
tation (33) in Appendix B. The contour is placed in such
a manner that only saddle t1 = i

√
s contributes to the

asymptotics. The constant in front of the integral (33)
is chosen in such a way that the asymptotics of (33) at
s → ∞ coincides with semiclassical expression (32) for
θapp+ (s) exactly. As we turn from right anti-Stokes line to
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Figure 4: (a) The placement of the contour C defining
solution Eq. 33 for args = 0. The asymptotic gray areas
are the regions which should contain the contour end
points. (for the integral to converge). t1, t2 are the
saddles of the integrand. The contour drawn via exact
steepest descent path passing through saddle t1, the
orange line is the second steepest descent path passing
through saddle t2. (b) The steepest descent paths and
the saddles for the args = −2π/3 (left anti-Stokes line
in Fig. 3).

the other (going to the left at angle −2π/3) the saddle
points of the integrand in (33) rotate in the complex
plane of t. Once we cross the Stokes line (see Fig. 3) the
topology of the steepest descent paths changes and both
saddles start to contribute to the asymptotics of (33) (see
Appendix for details). This way we have the solution for
the anti-Stokes line sprawling to the left:

θ<(s) =
1

γ1/6

(
exp

[
2i
3 s

3/2
]

s1/4
− i

exp
[
− 2i

3 s
3/2
]

s1/4

)
. (34)

3. Matching exact and semiclassical solutions

We need to make sure that the region of validity of
semiclassical expansion and exact solution have nonzero
intersection. The validity of the semiclassical expansion
(32) is s≫ 1 ⇒

|z − z+| ≫ (aℏ2/ε2)1/3. (35)

On the other hand, the validity of the Taylor expansion
of potential profile is |z − z+| ≪ a. The equation of
coexistence of the last two conditions is the smallness of
parameter εa/ℏ, which is precisely the principal semiclas-
sical expansion parameter of the problem (Eq. 10).

We see that the solution to the left of the barrier is split
into two waves and perfectly matches with semiclassical
expressions (32) in the same region. Thus, we substitute
both waves in (34) with semiclassical waves (28):

θ<(z) = θ+(z)
∣∣∣
z+

− iθ−(z)
∣∣∣
z+
. (36)

In the last equation, we return from s to z. The integral
defining the exponent in functions θ± in (28) is assumed

to have the lower integration limit changed from x0 to
z+.
Finally, we make an analytical continuation of the wave

function (36) on the real axis z → x. The structure of the
equation becomes especially transparent with the help of
the relation:

θ±(x)
∣∣∣
z+

= exp

±i
x0∫

z+

π(z) dz

 θ±(x), (37)

where θ± are defined in Eq. (28). Then we obtain the
reflection amplitude:

r = exp

−2i

x0∫
z+

π(z) dz

 (38)

and the reflection coefficient:

R ≡ |r2| = exp

− 4

ℏvF
Im

z+∫
x0

√
ε2(φ2 + 1)− µ2

φ2 + 1
dz

 ,

(39)

where we restored the Fermi velocity vF for convenience.
The reflection coefficient (39) is the first main result of
our paper. It has a typical semiclassical appearance. The
exponent of the exponential function can be estimated
as #εa/ℏ ≫ 1 making the reflection coefficient exponen-
tially small.
Despite its simplicity, result (39) has some peculiarity.

Namely, it is by no means obvious how to make a tran-
sition from arbitrary µ < ε to µ→ 0 (vanishing external
magnetic field) in formula (39). The point is, at vanish-
ing µ the TR symmetry of the problem is restored, and
the reflection coefficient ought to vanish exactly. The
modification of result (39) reflecting this fundamental
symmetry of our problem is going to be by far the most
nontrivial part of the paper, which will be discussed in
the section after the study of Born approximation.

F. The potential with a pole

1. The exact solution in the vicinity of the turning point

The equation for anti-Stokes lines is easily obtained in
the vicinity of point zp along the lines outlined in Sec-
tion (III E 2) (see Eq. 31). With the help of potential
expansion (20) we obtain:

Im

∫ ζ

0

π(t) dt = Im

[
− iε
a

∫ ζ

0

tdt

]
= 0 ⇒

argζ =
arga

2
+
π

4
+
πn

2
, n ∈ Z. (40)

Here, as before ζ ≡ z − zp. We see that anti-Stokes lines
form π/4 directions (up to the rotation by arga) with the
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real axis. As an example we draw the portrait of the lines
for a Lorentzian type profile φ(z) = (z2 +1)−1 in Fig. 5.
The details of analytical continuation of the semiclassi-

cal wave functions (14) in the vicinity of a simple pole zp
along the anti-Stokes lines (40) are given in Appendix D.
We get the following asymptotics:

ψ1+,≷(ζ) =
ε+ µ

ε

√
ε− µ

2

(
ζ

a

) 3
2

e−
ε+µ
2a ζ2+ 3πi

4

ψ1−,≷(ζ) =
√

2(ε− µ)

(
ζ

a

) 1
2

e
ε−µ
2a ζ2+ iπ

4 ,

(41)

where, as before, symbol > (<) corresponds to the semi-
classical solution on the right (left) anti-Stokes line in the
vicinity of the turning point zp. The relations (41) are

written in the semiclassical limit ζ ≫
√
|a|/ε.

Now we need to get an exact solution of Dirac equa-
tion (6) in the vicinity of the turning point zp. However,
the expansion of equation (6) at zp is rather cumbersome
and we relegate the reader to Appendix E 1. Fortunately,
the educated substitute ψ1(ζ) = exp(ζ2/2a[ε−µ])

√
ζψ(ζ)

leads to a disappearance (!) of the term without deriva-
tive in (6), giving rise to a much simpler differential equa-
tion:

aψ′′
[
2ζ2(µ+ε)−a

]
+ψ′

[
4ζ3ε(µ+ε)−2aζ(2µ+ 3ε)

]
=0

(42)

which is trivially integrated in quadratures:

ψ1(ζ) =

√
ζ

a

(
c1 − c2

√
πµ

2ε3/2
√
a
erf
[√

εa
ζ

a

])
e

ε−µ
2a ζ2

+ c2
ε+ µ

ε

(
ζ

a

)3/2

e−
ε+µ
2a ζ2

(43)

where erf is the error function, erf(z) = 2√
π

z∫
0

e−t
2

dt. Now

we have all the ingredients to match exact solution (43)
with semiclassical wave functions (41).

2. Matching semiclassical and exact solution

To get the reflection coefficient, we require that at the
right anti-Stokes line there is only a transmitted semi-
classical wave, meaning the asymptotics of solution (43)
coincides with function ψ1+,> in (41). This immediately
yields the condition (see Appendix C 2 for the asymp-
totics of erf function):

c1 =

√
πµ

2ε3/2
√
a
c2, c2 =

√
ε− µ

2
e3πi/4. (44)

The expression for c2 follows from the requirement of
exact match with ψ1+,> in (41). This way, we have for
the solution on the left anti-Stokes line:

ψ1(ζ)
∣∣∣
left

= ψ1+,<(ζ) +
i
√
πµ

2ε3/2
√
a
ψ1−,<(ζ). (45)

Figure 5: Exact anti-Stokes lines for the deformation
profile φ(z) = (z2 + 1)−1 presented as a cross-section of
the integral h(z) = Im

∫ z

0
π(t) dt and the level planr

h = h(z+) (glass surface). (a) Te top view. The
anti-Stokes line marked as a green lines. We see that
only lower anti-Stokes lines sprawl to ±∞ and become
eventually parallel to the real axis. Upper anti-Stokes

lines end at branch cuts origination from singular points
ε2(z) = −1. (b) Axonometric view of the cross section

of the surface with a level glass plane.

Changing semiclassical expressions ψ1±,< to general ex-
pressions (14), we are able to perform the analytical con-
tinuation from the anti-Stokes line to the real axis x.
Noticing that ξ1,+ = ξ1,− at x→ −∞ in (14) we obtain:

ψ1(x) = ξ1,+e
i
∫ x0
zp

q+dx
(
e
i
∫ x
x0

q+dx

+
i
√
πµ

2ε3/2
√
a
e
−i

∫ x0
zp

q+dx
e
+i

∫ x0
zp

q−dx
e
+i

∫ x
x0

q−dx
)
(46)

where x0 is an arbitrary point on the real axis. This way
we obtain the reflection amplitude

r =

√
π

a

µ

2ε3/2
exp

[
i

∫ x0

zp

(q− − q+) dx

]
. (47)
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And for the reflection coefficient, R = |r|2, we finally
have the following expression:

R =
πℏvF
|a|

µ2

4ε3
exp

− 4

ℏvF
Im

zp∫
x0

√
ε2 − µ2 + ε2φ2(z)

1 + φ2(z)
dz


(48)

Here we have restored ℏ and Fermi velocity. Result (48)
complements result (39) obtained for a regular defor-
mation function φ(z). We see that the two relations
share the same semiclassical exponent, as should be ex-
pected from the semiclassical analysis. The difference
between different potential classes is pronounced in the
pre-exponential factor. And here is where the first inter-
esting feature of the problem comes on stage.

Comparing reflection coefficients (39) and (48), we see
that, unlike the former, the latter explicitly respects the
TR symmetry of the TI. Namely, the reflection coefficient
vanishes in the case of vanishing magnetic field µ → 0,
when the TR symmetry of quasiparticle excitations of TI
is restored.

IV. BORN APPROXIMATION

The aim of this part of the paper is to resolve the
paradox of non-vanishing at zero magnetic field reflection
coefficient, outlined in the previous section. As a starting
point, we need to analyze the scattering problem in the
weak magnetic field limit µ ≪ ε, restricting ourselves to
the first Born approximation.

TR symmetry of the problem gives us a nice present
here. Remarkably, we managed to find an exact solution
of the Dirac equation (6) in the absence of the magnetic
field µ = 0 for any deformation potential. Naturally, due
to TR symmetry, the exact solution is reflectionless. Now
we are going to see, how even the slightest magnetic field
affects the analytical structure of the solution and leads
to non-zero reflection in the problem.

1. Exact solution

Let us rewrite the initial Hamiltonian in the absence
of magnetic field:

H = vFσyp̂+
σz
2
(φp̂+ p̂φ) (49)

It happens one can contrive a unitary transformation

ψ(x) = Û(x)ψ̃(x), (50)

Û(x) = exp[iθ(x)σx], (51)

tan 2θ(x) = φ−1(x), (52)

turning Hamiltonian (49) to much simpler form (see Ap-
pendix E 1):

H̃ =
1

2
(vp̂+ p̂v)σz, (53)

where v(x) = vF
√
φ2(x) + 1. Hamiltonian (53) has the

following exact eigenfunctions (see the derivation in E 2):

ψε
→
(x) =

eiετ(x)√
v(x)

(
1
0

)
, ψε
←
(x) =

e−iετ(x)√
v(x)

(
0
1

)
, (54)

τ(x) =

x∫
0

dx′

v(x′)
≡

x∫
0

dx′√
φ2(x′) + 1

. (55)

And one clearly sees that the forward moving exact so-
lution in (54) remains such in the entire real axis and we
have the reflectionless situation expected from the TR
symmetry of the system.

2. Perturbation theory in µ.

To build the perturbation theory, we need the Green’s
function for the transformed Hamiltonian (53) (see Ap-
pendix E 3):

G(ϵ;x, x′) = − i

2
(1 + sign[τ(x)− τ(x′)]σz)

eiϵ|τ(x)−τ(x
′)|√

v(x)v(x′)
,

(56)

where sign (x) is a sign function. Then we consider the
perturbation created by magnetic field; in the initial basis
it is V = µσz. Under the unitary transformation Û it
becomes:

Ṽ (x) =
µ

φ2(x) + 1
[φ(x)σz − σy] (57)

Then, the reflected wave is given by the perturbation
theory:

ψref(x) = −
∞∫
−∞

G(ϵ;x, x′)Ṽ (x′)ψε
→
(x′) dx′ (58)

Plugging the transformed scattering potential (57), the
Green’s function (56) into (58), we obtain (after some
simple algebra) the reflected wave in the first order per-
turbation theory:

ψref = rψε
←
(x), r = µ

∞∫
−∞

e2iετ(x
′)

1 + φ2(x′)
dx′ (59)

where r is the final reflection amplitude in Born approx-
imation. A shrewd reader is going to immediately notice
that the integral defining r is divergent. As argued in
Appendix E 2, one should understand this integral as a
taken along the inclined directions −∞ → ∞eiπ−δ and
∞ → ∞eiδ where δ is an arbitrarily small positive angle.

V. MATCHING BORN APPROXIMATION
WITH SEMICLASSICS

Part (IV) was dedicated to the derivation of the reflec-
tion amplitude in the first Born approximation. However,
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Born reflection amplitude (59) ought to be valid even in
the semiclassical limit provided the semiclassical condi-
tion (10) is satisfied.

As it is easy to see, condition (10) implies the evalu-
ation of Born amplitude (59) with the steepest descent
technique. Therefore, we expect the reflection given by
the steepest descent integration in the Born approxima-
tion and semiclassical answers should match. Following
the general structure of our semiclassical exposition, we
need to address two substantially different cases: the case
of regular profile potential φ(z) (Sec. III E) and the po-
tential with a pole (Sec. III F).

A. Regular potential

1. Semiclassical limit of the Born approximation

As in Sec. III E, function φ(z) is assumed to be an
entire function in the complex plane. Therefore, function
τ(z) (Eq. 55) has no singularities apart from the square-
root-type branch points where function φ2 + 1 has roots
(which are assumed to be of the first order in a general
situation).

The steepest descent technique implies the deforma-
tion of the contour in integral (59) along the steepest
descent paths of the real part of the exponential func-
tion: Re iτ(z). Therefore, we need to know the structure
of the stationary curves of the function τ(z), i.e., the level
lines of Re[τ(z)]. The detailed analysis is a little involved
but reveals a sight to behold. The resulting contour cir-
cumvents each of the branch points of τ(z) twice round
infinitesimal circles. The global placement of the contour
along the steepest descent paths spans infinite amount of
Riemann sheets of τ(z). The details are presented in
Appendix F. Here, we present the summary of our obser-
vations. For exposition’s clarity, we start with addressing
the case of a single branch point z0 (in the upper complex
half-plane).

The branch cut should be drawn in the upward direc-
tion Re[φ(z)2] → −∞. (See Fig. 6(a)). There is always
the steepest descent path starting at the real axis and
ending at branch point z0. There are also two steepest de-
scent paths to the left and to the right, stretching all the
way to +i∞. The simplified deformation of the contour
spans two Riemann sheets of function τ(z) and is pre-
sented in Fig. 6(d). Despite the fact that this placement
leads to the correct asymptotic of the integral (59) it is
slightly inaccurate. It contains two horizontal segments
on the real axis, which corresponds to the level lines of
Re [iτ(z)] rather than its steepest descent lines (i.e. the
lines of maximal oscillation of exp[2iετ(z)]). Fortunately,
these segments are positioned on the Riemann sheets of
function τ(z) with smaller values of Re iτ(z) leading to
an exponentially small correction to the estimate of the
integral (59). The inquisitive reader may ask what would
be the correct placement of the contour going exclusively
along the steepest descent paths? The answer is: the

Figure 6: (a-d) The steepest descent paths (black
dashed lines) and the deformation of the contour along
the steepest descent paths of function Reiτ(z). Color
code of the contour means its placement on a different

Riemann sheet of τ(z).

Figure 7: (a-d) The iterative deformation of the contour
along the steepest descent paths of function τ(z). The
steepest descent paths are denoted as black dashed

lines. The color code of the contour denote its
belonging to a respective Riemann sheet. One notices
that at the end of the procedure the deformation again
has horizontal segments. But they are positioned on the
Riemann sheet with even lower values of Re iτ(z) than

the segments in the previous figure 6. Therefore,
repeating this step iteratively, the contribution from the
horizontal paths becomes exponentially smaller and

smaller until it becomes e−∞ = 0.

correct contour placement spans an infinite amount of
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Figure 8: The 3D visualization of the Reiτ(z) with the

profile function φ(z) = ze−z
2/2. To make things more

readable, we draw a small circular region of the upper
Riemann sheet (the red one), which supports the
placement of the contour (the infinitesimal circle)

Riemann sheets. It is easy to understand the position of
the contour as an iterative procedure (see the explanation
and 3D visualization in Figs. 7, 8).

What we discussed so far was the unrealistic case of the
of τ(z) having a single branch point. Simple arguments
(Appendix F) show that τ(z) always has an infinite num-
ber of branch points. Therefore, the deformation of the
contour for a typical τ(z) is presented in Fig. 9. The prin-
cipal contribution comes from the closest to the real axis
branch point. Only three branch points happen to be in-
side the captured area of the Riemann surface of τ(z) in
Fig. 9. However, we hope the reader grasps the general
idea of the contour deformation from the illustration.

As we see from Fig. 9 the integral along the steep-
est descent contours sprawling from the branch points
cancel each other. The contributions from other steepest
descent lines are exponentially suppressed, since they are
positioned on the lower Riemann sheets. As a result, the
leading contribution to the integral is given by the sum
of the residues of the integrand in (59) multiplied by 4πi
(double circumvention).

r −→
εa→∞

4πiµ
∑

all branch points

res
zn

e2iετ(z)

φ2(z) + 1

≈ 2πaµe2iετ(z0).

(60)

where a is defined as the characteristic potential length
via the Taylor expansion

φ(z) = i+ (z − z0)/a. (61)

As a result, the reflection coefficient in the Born approx-

imation in the semiclassical limit:

R ≡ |r|2 =
4π2µ2|a|2

v2Fℏ2
exp

− 4ε

ℏvF
Im

z0∫
0

dz√
φ2(z) + 1

 .

(62)

2. Born Approximation from the semiclassical analysis

Comparing formula for the reflection coefficient pre-
sented by P-Kh analysis (39) and the answer (62) given
by the semiclassical limit of perturbation theory, one im-
mediately sees there is no way semiclassical result (39)
can match the perturbative expression (62). This can
be vividly seen from the fact that, unlike (62), expres-
sion (39) has nonzero limit at µ→ 0.
The problem is, the type of semiclassical analysis un-

dertaken in Sec. III E 2 breaks down when µ → 0. The
reason for this is that at µ≪ ε the pole of the semiclas-
sical momentum (13) at φ = ±i approaches the branch
points of p: φ± (see Eq. 17).
This means, the exact solution near the turning

point (33) can’t be continued to the asymptotic re-
gion (35) because the Taylor expansion of function φ(z)
near the turning point stops being valid due to the pres-
ence of the pole z0 : φ = i. The necessary estimate is
easy to make. When µ ≪ ε the distance z0 − z± ≪ a,
Therefore:

φ(z0)− φ(z±) ∼
µ2

ε2
∼ z0 − z±

a
⇒ (63)

|z0 − z±| ∼
µ2

ε2
a (64)

The crucial asymptotic expansion (33) becomes invalid
if the distance s ∼ 1 in(33) (equivalently, |z − z±| ∼
a1/3/ε−2/3 is of the same order as distance (64). That
means

µ

ε
∼ 1

(aε)1/3
. (65)

Therefore, at µ ≲ ε2/3/a1/3 the regular P-Kh method
breaks down. The possible modification of the method,
when the branch point and the pole start to coalesce,
is also outlined (for the Schrödinger equation) in [25].
First, we point the reader’s attention to the structure
of the perturbative result (62). It shows that the main
contribution to the scattering amplitude is given by the
semiclassical action S =

∫ z0
x0
π(x) dx (see expression for

π in Eq.10 at µ = 0), hinting that the over barrier scat-
tering happens at branch point φ = i (i.e. z0). In fact,
as we are going to see, the Stokes lines still sprawl out
of the branch points z± but get strongly distorted by the
presence of the pole z0.
a. Anti-Stokes lines at the branch point of p at µ ≪

ε We implement step (ii) of P-Kh method. As before,
we choose point z+. However, this time one should use
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Figure 9: (a-f) The deformation of the contour for the function τ(z) for the profile deformation φ(z) = ze−z
2/2. The

final placement of the contour (f) corresponds to circumventing each branch point twice. (g) the 3D visualization of
the three Riemann sheets of the surface of the function τ(z) (the real part of τ(z)). Each sheet is drawn

semitransparent to reveal the whole placement of the contour. (h) The green surface is presented with solid color.
To avoid ambiguity with the placement of the contour, the part of the upper sheet supporting the contour is drawn
as a circular inset at the central branch point z0. It is the Riemann sheet connected to the upper sheet (the red one)
via the central branch cut (along the imaginary axis). (i) The lowest Riemann sheet is depicted. It is connected to
the upper sheet via side branch cuts. The inset from the Green sheet supporting the contour as well as circular

insets from the upper sheet are also present.

Laurent expansion of the semiclassical momentum (27)
near the pole z0 rather than Taylor expansion near the
branch point z+. Plugging in expansion (61), we obtain:

π(ζ) =
aε

2iζ

√
2iζ

a
− µ2

ε2
+ ...→ e−iπ/4ε

√
a

2ζ
. (66)

The last transition in (66) is made under assumption
|ζ/a| ≫ (µ2/ε2). The semiclassical action becomes:

ζ∫
0

π(t) dt = e−iπ/4ε
√
2aζ. (67)

Therefore, the semiclassical approximation in this case
corresponds to the limit:

|ζ| ≫ 1

|a|ε2
, (68)

and the condition for the anti-Stokes line becomes now

Re i

ζ∫
0

π(t) dt = 0 ⇒ arg(aζ) =
π

2
+ 2πn, n ∈ Z. (69)

Eq. (69) together with (31) presents a rather peculiar
pattern of anti-Stokes contours. In the close vicinity of
branch point z+ (where the Taylor expansion of semiclas-
sical momentum (B11) is valid) the anti-Stokes lines form
a triplet sprawling out at 2π/3 angles from each other.
On the other hand, Eq. 69 tells us that they merge into a
doublet, passing along the banks of the branch cut defin-
ing a single valued branch of π(ζ). Finally, we expect
the anti-Stokes lines shape into a doublet consisting of
two horizontal lines when far enough from z0, z±. These
general considerations are illustrated in Fig. 10(a) for the
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case when the expansion parameter a in (18) and in (61)
is real (for concreteness).

For concreteness from now on, we will assume that
parameter a in expansion (61) is real. For the general
situation of non-zero arga, the only difference would be
the inclination of all the graphics by the necessary angle.

The pattern looks rather unusual (and, to some ex-
tent, even improbable). To illustrate its correctness, we
present the drawing of exact anti-Stokes lines (as a level
line of the relief of Rei

∫ z

z+
π(t) dt in Fig. 10(b-c) for a

specific potential function φ(z) = z exp(−z2/2). We
are interested in asymptotics of solutions on anti-Stokes
lines. However, as one looks at the structure of exact
anti-Stokes lines presented in Fig.10 and its approximate
direction given by analytical relation (69), one inevitably
notices an obvious discrepancy (due to non-zero µ dis-
carded in Eq. 69). How then can one be sure in the
validity of our treatment if the found solution would cor-
respond to the anti-Stokes line, which only approximately
resembles the exact one?

Figure 10: (a) The structure of the anti-Stokes line from
the general considerations. (b-c) The anti-Stokes lines

are depicted as level lines of function iIm
∫ ζ

0
π(t)dt with

profile function φ(z) = ze−z
2/2 for the µ/ε = 0.15.

To address this concern, a short comment on asymp-
totic analysis seems appropriate and is presented in Ap-
pendix G. The short answer is, we don’t necessarily need
to consider the solution exactly on the anti-Stokes line,
since the asymptotics of the solution remains valid also
in the vicinity of the anti-Stokes line due to the principle

of analytic continuation (as long as this vicinity doesn’t
touch the Stokes-line).
Semiclassical solutions (14) now are easy to obtain

taking the starting point z = z0 − aiµ2/(2ε2) (see Ap-
pendix H).

ψ+,> =
√
ε
(µ
ε

)iaµ( a

2y

) iaµ
2 + 1

2

eiε
√
2ay−iπ

4 +πµa
2 (70)

ψ−,< =
√
ε
(µ
ε

)iaµ( a

2y

) iaµ
2 + 1

2

eiε
√
2ay+ iπ

4 −
πµa
2 (71)

ψ+,< =
√
ε
(µ
ε

)iaµ( a

2y

) iaµ
2 + 1

2

e−iε
√
2ay+ 3iπ

4 −
πµa
2 .

(72)

Here, notation index ± correspond to (14).
b. Exact solution near the branch point p at µ ≪ ε

Expanding the Dirac equation (8) near z0 we obtain:

2iζψ′′1 + (3i− 2aµ)ψ′1 + ε2aψ1 = 0. (73)

Eq. 73 is the Bessel type equation. In principle, one may
look up its analytic properties and the structure of its
asymptotics at different arguments. However, to study
the analytical continuation of its solutions it is instruc-
tive to present its exact solution via Laplace method (see
Appendix)

ψ1(ζ) = −iε
√
εa

2π

(µ
ε

)iaµ
e

πaµ
2

∫
C

eζεs+
εai
2s siaµ−

1
2 ds.

(74)

Here, the constant in front of the integral is tuned in
such a way that the asymptotics of ψ(iy) in (74) on the
right anti-Stokes line matches the respective semiclassical
solution (70).
The contour which gives the correct asymptotics at the

right anti-Stokes line ζ = iy is presented in Fig. 11(a).
The placement of the contour is dictated by the possi-
bility to draw the steepest descent line of the exponent
function in (74):

f(s, ζ) = ζs+
ai

2s
(75)

through the saddle s1 =
√
a/2y (ζ = iy) of function

f(s, ζ). This way, exact solution (74) gives the correct
main exponential (see the semiclassical expression (70)).
After one rotates complex number ζ from the right to

the left anti-Stokes line in the clockwise direction, the
contour C defining an exact solution (74) has to rotate
by the same angle in the counterclockwise direction to
guarantee the convergence of the integral (see Fig. 11(b)).
At the same time, the starting direction of the contour
(s = 0) has to be kept downwards (again, for the integral
to converge). As a result, contour C is swirled into a
spiral (see Fig. 11(c)) after ζ arrives at the left anti-Stokes
line.
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Figure 11: (a) Right: anti-Stokes lines near the point
z+. Point ζ on the right anti-Stokes line is such that
the wave function at this point represents the outgoing
wave and should match (70). The dashed lines are the
approximate directions of anti-Stokes lines. Left: the ini-
tial placement of the contour C for solution (74). s1 and
s2 are the saddle points of function f(s, ζ) in (75). The
dashed lines are the steepest descent lines of f(s, ζ). (b)
Right: Argument ζ of the wave function is in transition
from the right anti-Stokes line to the left one. It is ro-
tated by angle β. Left: The red dashed line denotes the
placement of the contour on a different Riemann sheet
of multivalued integrand in (74). The steepest descent
direction of f(s, ζ) at s → ∞ is now inclined by angle
−β. (c) Right: Argument ζ is on the left anti-Stokes line
(is rotated by 2π). Left: The contour C is deformed into
a spiral.

As argued in Appendix G, for the procedure of asymp-
totics computation to be flawless, the integration con-
tour C has to be drawn along the global steepest de-
scent paths of f(s, ζ). The respective deformation is pre-

Figure 12: (a) The steepest descent contour, giving the
asymptotics of the exact solution (74) on the left

anti-Stokes line. The cyan color means the placement of
the contour on a different Riemann sheet of the

multivalued function siaµ−1/2 from the integrand (74).
(b) Up: The placement of the contour on the relief of

function Ref(s, ζ). Down: The placement of the
contour on the Riemann surface of the function

siaµ−1/2. The red sheet corresponds to the regular
branch siaµ−1/2 ≡ exp((iaµ− 1/2) ln |s|) for s > 0 while

the green sheet corresponds to
siaµ−1/2 ≡ exp([iaµ− 1/2][ln |s|+ 2πi]) for s > 0.

sented in Fig. 12(a-b). As we see, the right saddle s1 con-
tributes twice, while integration contour C passes it on
different Riemann sheets of the integrand. The contribu-
tion from this saddle, therefore, gets multiplied by factor
1+ e2πi(iaµ−1/2) ≡ e−πµa2 sinhπµa. As a result (see Ap-
pendix I for simple details), the asymptotics of (74) on
the left anti-Stokes line can be expressed via semiclassical
functions (71), (72) at the same line as follows.

ψ(iy)
∣∣∣
left

= ψ+,<(iy)− 2i sinhπµaψ−,<(iy) (76)

Eq. 76 gives the ability to match exact solution (74) in
the vicinity of the branch point with the semiclassical so-
lutions in the entire complex upper half-plane, including
the real axis.

c. Matching semiclassical and exact solutions Pro-
ceeding along step (v) of the P-Kh method we obtain:

ψ(x) =
x→−∞

ξ1+ exp

i x∫
z+

q+dz


− 2i sinhπµaξ1− exp

i x∫
z+

q−dz

 (77)

Finally, restoring the Planck’s constant and Fermi veloc-
ity and changing a → |a|, we obtain for the reflection
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coefficient:

R=4 sinh2
πµ|a|
ℏvF

exp

− 4

ℏvF
Im

z+∫
x0

√
ε2(φ2 + 1)− µ2

φ2 + 1
dz


(78)

Reflection coefficient (78) represents the generalization
of result (39) on the case µa ∼ 1. Result (78) beauti-
fully matches the Born approximation result (62) in the
limit µa→ 0. Eq. (78) also resolves the paradox of non-
vanishing at µ→ 0 reflection coefficient (39).

B. Potential with a pole

Now we implement the same program for much simpler
case of potential with a pole. The reflection amplitude
obtained in (59) should be matched with the one obtained
from the semiclassical approximation (48) in the limit
εa/(ℏvF) ≫ 1. As before, this corresponds to the saddle
point evaluation of the integral entering (59):

∞∫
−∞

e2iετ(x
′)

1 + φ2(x′)
dx′ ≈ eiπ/4

√
π

εa

e2iετ(zp)

2ε
(79)

where zp: φ(zp) = ∞ is the saddle point of the function
τ(z) (which also is the turning point for the semiclassical
momentum). This way we get for the reflection coeffi-
cient:

R =
πµ2

4|a|ε3
exp

[
− 4ε Im

z0∫
0

dx√
1 + φ2(x)

]
(80)

This result coincides with the semiclassical reflection co-
efficient (48) in the limit µ ≪ ε. This match provides
an additional convincing proof of the correctness of the
semiclassical result (48)

Reflection coefficients (39) and (48) obtained in
the semiclassical approximation for two wide classes of
general type deformations, complemented by refined re-
sult (78) conclude our study of the scattering phenomena
in the problem. They are the main results of this paper.

VI. DISCUSSION

To conclude, we studied analytically the scattering of
the quasiparticles on edge imperfections of 2D TI in the
uniform magnetic field. We used two complementing
each other approaches: Pokrovsky-Khalatnikov method
and perturbation theory in magnetic field. We obtained
the reflection coefficients for two most important wide
classes of deformation potentials and made sure they
match in the shared domain of validity of both treat-
ments. The study reveals the nontrivial interconnection
between TR symmetry and the analytical properties of
the reflection amplitude.

Our results allow for a direct experimental check. The
perturbation theory results are obviously valid for suffi-
ciently small external magnetic field. The semiclassical
parameter λ/a = ℏvF /(εa) is easy to estimate from typ-
ical experimental data. For 2D TI formed in gated HgTe
quantum well, the Rahsba splitting parameter α ∼ 10
eVÅ, [35], the Fermi velocity vF ≈ 2 eVÅ, [36]. We see
that Rashba parameter α is approximately of the same
order as Fermi velocity α ∼ vR. Therefore, for the typi-
cal experiment, the 1µ size edge defect exceeds by far the
quasiparticle wave length λ ∼ 100Å, [37] which justifies
the use of semiclassical approximation.
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Appendix A: Semiclassical equation

1. Derivation of the main semiclassical exponential
and pre-exponential term

We plug in (11) into the main differential equation (8)
and perform the formal expansion in powers of ℏ. Ne-
glecting the terms of order ℏ (the zeroth order semiclassi-
cal expansion) results in the following quadratic equation
on S′0(x):

4(ε+ µ)[(1 + φ2)(S′0)
2 + 2µφS′0] = 4(ε+ µ)(ε2 − µ2)

(A1)

which solution is written in the main text (13). Next,
keeping the next terms (of the order of ℏ) we get a linear
equation on S1(x):

S1,± = i

∫ (
∓ ε

2p
+
φε2

p2
+
µq±
2p2

)
dφ, (A2)

where p is defined in Eq. 13. The integration gives
S1(x) = −i ln(ξ1), ξ1 is written in the main text (14).

2. Validity of semiclassical expansion near the
branch point of p.

The validity of the semiclassical approach is checked
as follows [31]. We need to make sure that the 1st order
correction (in ℏ) to the l.h.s. of (A1) is much smaller
then the zeroth order expression.
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The first order in ℏ term then reads:

l.h.s. of (A1)
∣∣∣
1st order in ℏ

= −4i(ε+ µ)ℏφ′

× p[ε(φ2 + 1)− µ] + 2ε2φ(φ2 + 1)− µ2φ

p(φ2 + 1)

(A3)

Now expand momentum p near the branch point p = 0
using the expansion of the field φ: φ(z) = i

√
1− (µ/ε)2+

iδz/a. We see from the start that, unlike the denomina-
tor, the nominator of (A3) does not vanish as p → 0.
That means the first order semiclassical correction di-
verges at the branch point p = 0. Plugging in p = 0
in the nominator of (A3) while keeping it finite in the
denominator and setting φ2 + 1 = (µ/ε)2 we obtain the
following:

l.h.s. of (A1)
∣∣∣
1st order in ℏ

=

= 23/2ℏ(ε+ µ)(ε2 − µ2)1/4
√

ε

aδz

(A4)

Dividing it by the r.h.s. of (A1) (and squaring it for the
sake of beauty) we obtain condition (19) of applicability
of the semiclassical expansion near the branch point of p
in the main body of the paper.

3. The correspondence between Schrödinger and
Dirac equation

The goal of this paragraph is to show the full
equivalence of semiclassical solutions following from the
Schroedinger equation (24) and the main Dirac equa-
tion (8). Expanding π2(x) formally in powers of ℏ and
keeping the first in ℏ terms only we obtain:

π(x) =
1

ℏ
p

φ2 + 1
− i

2p

ε− µ+ εφ2

(φ2 + 1)
φ′ + ... (A5)

Next we write down the semiclassical solution in the stan-
dard way:

θ±(x) =
1√
π(x)

exp

(
±i
∫ x

π(x) dx

)
(A6)

Finally, we perform the integration and express the semi-
classical action in two convenient ways:∫ x

π(x) dx = − i

2
ln

(p+ φε)q+
√
φ2 + 1

ε2 − µ2

≡ − i

2
ln

ε2 − µ2

(p− φε)q−
√
φ2 + 1

(A7)

Now, we make the expansion of η(x) function up to the
first in ℏ terms:

η(x)

2
=
i

ℏ
µφ

φ2 + 1
+

3

2

φφ′

φ2 + 1
(A8)

and perform integration (in view of formula (25)):∫ x η(x) dx

2
=
i

ℏ

∫
µφdx

φ2 + 1
+

3

4
ln(φ2 + 1) (A9)

Combining two variants of action A7, the integral (A9)
and solution (A6) and plugging the latter into wave func-
tion (25) we obtain the exact correspondance with semi-
classical expressions (13)-(14).

4. The expansion of the Schroedinger equation
near the branch point

In the vicinity of the branch point z± we have:

η(ζ) = −2

ℏ
ε
√
ε2 − µ2

µ
+ ... (A10)

Now, the question is the expansion of π2(z) near z±. It
has the following shape:

π2(ζ) = i
(ε− µ)ε3

µ3

1

ℏa︸ ︷︷ ︸
I

+
1

ℏ2
2iζ

a

ϵ5
√
ε2 − µ2

µ4︸ ︷︷ ︸
II

+... (A11)

Interestingly, once we take into account z dependence
of the potential φ(z) the potential stops vanishing at
z = z±. Let us prove that this is consistent with our
analysis and this term can be discarded in comparison to
the second one. We are interested in estimates, therefore
we put ε ∼ µ everywhere in our arguments. Suppose ζ is
chosen in such a way that the first terms dominates over
the second one:

II

I
∼ zε

ℏ
≪ 1 (A12)

Then we have for the solution of (24) in the main body:

θ(ζ) ∼ exp

(
#

√
ε

ℏa
ζ

)
. (A13)

From the exponent of the (A13) we conclude that the

characteristic scale of the wave function is
√
ℏa/ε.

II

I
=

√
aε

ℏ
≫ 1 (see Eq. 10) (A14)

Therefore, in the region of interest (on the scale of a
supposed semiclassical wave length) term I can be safely
discarded comparing to II.
Let us check that retaining just term II in (A11) is

consistent with the analysis. If only term II is retained,
the solution of (24) in the semiclassical regime reads:

θ(ζ) ∝ exp

(
i

∫ ζ

π(ζ)dζ

)
∼ exp

(
#
ζ3/2√
a

ε

ℏ

)
. (A15)
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As a result, the characteristic scale of the wave function
is (aℏ2/ε)1/3. Therefore, we have for the ratio:

II

I
=
(aε
ℏ

)1/3
≫ 1 (A16)

And indeed, this coincides with our initial statement.
This way, term I in (A11) can be safely discarded, which
concludes the validity of the semiclassical equation (30)
in the main body of the paper.

Appendix B: Analytic properties of Airy function
asymptotics

To solve (30) we use the Laplace method of solution of
differential equation with linear coefficients [38]. We use
a concise exposition and notation from [31]. To find the
exact solution of the equation of the type:

n∑
m=0

(am + bms)
dmθ

dsm
= 0 (B1)

we compose the polynomials:

P (t) =

n∑
m=0

amt
m, Q(t) =

n∑
m=0

bmt
m, (B2)

And define the function:

Z(t) =
1

Q
exp

∫
P

Q
dt (B3)

determined up to a multiplicative factor. Then the ex-
act solution of (30) can be found in terms of a contour
integral:

θ(s) =

∫
C

estZ(t) dt (B4)

where contour C is chosen in such a way that function

V = estQZ (B5)

assumes identical values at its ends. The V function con-
trols the placement of the integration contour C in the
exact solution (B4).

For the case of Airy equation:

θ′′(s) + sθ(s) = 0 (B6)

the P and Q polynomials:

P = t2, Q = 1 ⇒ Z(t) = e
t3

3 (B7)

Combining (B7) and (B4) we obtain the integral repre-
sentation

θ(s) = const

∫
C

est+
t3

3 dt (B8)

Figure 13: The relief of the real part of function
f(t) = st+ t3/3 as a function of t. The grid is

composed of the stationary lines of f(t). The thin green
contours are the steepest descent and ascent lines. They

cross at two saddles (little yellow spheres). We also
draw the horizontal plane for demonstrative purpose.
The plane outlines the regions (I, II, III) where the
value of Re f(t) tends to −∞. These are the allowed

regions for the end points of the placement of contour C
(function V (s) → 0 in these regions). These regions are
also shown with gray color in Fig. 4. (a) corresponds to

arg s = 0, (b) corresponds to arg s = −2π/3.

coinciding up to normalization constant with (33). Func-
tion V is defined as:

V (t, s) = est+
t3

3 (B9)

Now we need to choose the contour. Usually, the easiest
points where V assumes identical values to locate are the
points where V vanishes. In case of a function as simple
as (B9) it is enough to look at the large t behavior of
the exponent: st+ t3/3 →

t→∞
t3/3. We see, that at large

t V vanishes as long as

cos(3arg t) < 0, |t| → ∞ ⇒

argt ∈
(
π

6
+

2πn

3
,
π

2
+

2πn

3

)
(B10)

Equation B10 outlines the whole regions in the complex
plane t where contour C should start and end. These
regions are painted with gray color in Fig. 4 in the main
part. They are also presented in Fig. 13 with inter-
secting horizontal plane and denoted I, II and III for
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n = 1, 2 and 3 in Eq. B10 respectively. It is impor-
tant to note that regions (B10) are independent of the
arguments of complex variable s.

1. Asymptotics at s → +∞

We need to place the contour in such a way that solu-
tion θ(s) has correct asymptotics at large positive value
of s. That means, the integral (B8) should be computed
with the steepest descent method. To this end, we need
to know possible stationary points of the exponent func-
tion of solution (B8):

f(t) = st+
t3

3
(B11)

These are the saddle points:

t1 = i
√
s, t2 = −i

√
s (B12)

The second derivatives of function f(t) at saddle points:

f ′′(t1) = 2i
√
s, f ′′(t2) = −2i

√
s (B13)

And the steepest descent directions at the saddles are
given by the following relations:

arg t =
π

2
− argf ′′

2
+ πn, n ∈ Z ⇒ (B14)

α1 =
π

4
+ πn, α = −π

4
+ πn (B15)

The value of f(t) at t1 gives the main exponential value
of solution (B8) in the saddle point approximation: θ ∝
exp(2is3/2/3) which matches the outgoing wave semiclas-
sical asymptotics θapp+ from (32). Therefore, contour C
in (B8) should be placed in such a way that it may be
deformed into the steepest descent path going through
saddle t1. This placement is depicted in Fig. 13(a) and
the saddle point approximation yields:

θ(s) = const

√
2π

|f ′′(t1)|
ef(t1)+iα1 = const

√
π

s1/4
e

2i
3 s3/2+ iπ

4

(B16)

Comparing asymptotics (B16) and semiclassical expres-
sion for θapp+ in (32) we easily fixate the constant in front
of the integral:

const =
e−iπ/4√
πγ1/6

, (B17)

arriving at normalized solution (33).

2. Asymptotics at s → ∞e−2πi/3

After we rotate the argument of s by −2π/3 to transfer
to the respective anti-Stokes line the topography of the

relief of Re f(t) changes. The relief Ref(t) and its steep-
est descent paths at s = |s| exp(−2πi/3) are presented
in Fig. 13(b). As we see, it is now possible to deform
the initial contour C in such a way that it still begins
in region II and ends in region I, yet it is split into two
steepest descent paths C1 and C2 each of which passes
via the respective saddle. The steepest descent directions
at saddles follow from condition (B14).

α1 =
5π

12
, α1 = − π

12
(B18)

And the contribution from two saddles reads:

θ(s) = const

√
π

|s|1/4
(
e

2i
3 s3/2+ 5πi

12 + e−
2i
3 s3/2−πi

12

)
(B19)

Asymptotics (B19) together with (B17) gives for-
mula (34) in the main part of the paper.

Appendix C: Exact equation

1. Transformation of the Dirac equation

Equation (8) in the vicinity of the turning point zp:
φ(z) ≈ ia/(z − zp) and in the limit |ζ| = |z − zp| ≪ |a|
becomes (ℏ = 1):

4aζ
[
aζψ′′1

(
2ζ2[µ+ ε]− a

)
+ ψ′1

(
a2 + 4µζ4[µ+ ε]− 2aζ2[4µ+ 3ε]

)]
+ ψ1

[
− 3a3 + 2a2(7µ+ 9ε)ζ2 + 4a(µ+ ε)(3ε− 5µ)ζ4

− 8(ε− µ)(µ+ ε)2ζ6
]
= 0

(C1)

Surprisingly, Eq. C1 can be solved in quadratures for
µ ̸= 0 and in elementary functions for µ = 0. Let us first
study its asymptotics at ζ → ∞ and ζ → 0. Retaining
only the highest powers of ζ at ζ → ∞ we obtain the
following equation:

a2ψ′′1 + 2ζµaψ′1 − ζ2(ε2 − µ2)ψ1 = 0 =⇒

ψ1 = e
ζ2

2a (ε±µ), ζ → ∞ (C2)

At ζ → 0 we retain the lowest powers of ζ to obtain:

4u2ψ′′1 − 4ζψ′1 + 3ψ1 = 0, =⇒ ψ1 =
√
ζ (C3)

Finally, making a substitution ψ1 = e
ζ2

2a (ε−µ)√ζψ(ζ) we
obtain a much simpler differential equation (42) in the
main body.

2. Asymptotics of the erf function

The erf (z) function has the Stokes line on the imag-
inary axis. That means, its asymptotic changes as the



19

argument of z crosses −π/2 direction. Starting from the
very definition of the erf function one easily derives the
following asymptotics in the neightborhood of directions
−π/4 and −3π/4:

erf(ζ)
∣∣∣
ζ=|ζ|e−iπ/4

= 1− 1√
π

e−ζ
2

ζ

erf(ζ)
∣∣∣
ζ=|ζ|e−3iπ/4

= −1− 1√
π

e−ζ
2

ζ

(C4)

Plugging in these asymptotics in to exact solution (43) we
immediately obtain relations (44) and (45) in the main
body.

Appendix D: Semiclassical functions in the vicinity
of the turning point zp

First, it is logical to compute the main exponential

factors (12), S± =
∫ ζ

0
q±(t) dt. Here, the surprise awaits

us, due to the subtlety of the work with a regular branch
of momentum p entering the definition of q±.
To understand the behavior of p, we need to track the

behavior of function φ2(z). It has the second order pole
at z = zp:

φ2(z) = − a2

(z − zp)2
, z → zp. (D1)

Looking at (D1) we see that there are two lines origi-
nating at the pole, along which φ2(z) stays negative and
real. Those are the lines with directions arga and arga+π
going to the right and left respectively (for concreteness,
we assume that |arga| < π/2):

ζright = |ζ| a
|a|

ζleft = −|ζ| a
|a|
, (D2)

φ(ζright) = i|φ(ζright)| φ(ζleft) = −i|φ(ζleft)| (D3)

By the very definition of these lines they are the steepest
ascent paths of function Reφ2. Reφ2(z) changes from
−∞ to 0 as Rez → ±∞. To make things more trans-
parent, we draw these lines for the Lorentzian function
φ(z) = (z2 + 1)−1 in Fig. 14 (They flow below both
branch cuts starting at z±).
As point z moves from the pole zp to the right along the

steepest ascent line, it inevitably hits the branch point
of p, z+, which should be then circumvented from below.
The same happens as the point moves to the left (point
z− is hit). The importance of these lines, therefore, rest
in the fact that squared momentum p2 stays real and
positive to the right of z+ and negative to the left (and
vice versa for z−). Therefore, the regular branch of p
changes its sign as x moves from +∞ to −∞.
The definition of the regular branch of p, presented

right after Eq. 13 in the main body, dictates its value
once point z+ is passed from right to left along the lower
semicircle:

p(ζright) = −i|p| ≡ e−iπ/2
√
ε2|φ2| − ε2 + µ2 (D4)

Now we Taylor-expand the last equation in the vicinity
of zp while sticking to the right steepest ascent line:

p(ζright) = e−iπ/2
(
ε|φ| − ε2 − µ2

2ε|φ|

)
+ ... (D5)

q+(ζright) = eiπ/2
ε+ µ

|φ|
(D6)

Using (D6) we are ready to compute the main exponen-
tial factor S+:

S+(ζright) = eiπ/2
∫ ζright

0

ε+ µ

|φ|
dζright, (D7)

where the integration is assumed to be done along the
right steepest ascent line. Next, we change according to
(D2):

|φ| = |a|
|ζ|

=
a

ζright
→ a

ζ
. (D8)

The last equality in (D8) is the analytical continuation
from the right steepest ascent line to its neighborhood.
We obtain:

S+,> = i

∫ ζ

0

ζ
ε+ µ

a
dζ = i(ε+ µ)

ζ2

2
. (D9)

Now we need to compute pre-exponential factors ξ1,±
(Eq. 14). In fact, we are almost ready to extract the
correct regular branch of the square root ξ1,+.
Surprisingly, function p+φε entering the nominator of

the expression under the square root of ξ1,+ never van-
ishes in the complex plane. We assume its argument to
be zero at x→ +∞. One easily convinces oneself that as
we arrive in the neighborhood of zp along the right steep-
est ascent line, the argument of p+φε becomes π/2. This
is also clearly seen from eq. D5:

εφ+ p
∣∣∣
right

= eiπ/2
ε2 − µ2

2ε|φ|
(D10)

Collecting (D5), (D6) and (D10) we obtain for ξ1,+:

ξ1,+

∣∣∣
right

= e3πi/4
ε+ µ

ε

√
ε− µ

2|φ|3
+ ... (D11)

Making, as before, the analytical continuation ζright = ζ
we obtain:

ξ1+,> = e3πi/4
ε+ µ

ε

√
ε− µ

2

(
a

ζ

)3/2

(D12)

Collecting (D12) and (D9) we obtain relation for ψ1+,>

in (41) in the main body.
In the same manner we obtain relation for S− and the

rest of ξ1:

ξ1+,<(x) = e−3πi/4
ε+ µ

ε

[
ε− µ

2

]1/2
1

|φ|3/2
,

ξ1−,≷(x) = e±iπ/4
[
2(ε− µ)

|φ|

]1/2 (D13)

Performing analytical continuation in (D13) we get the
rest of the asymptotic formula (41).
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Figure 14: The curves Imφ2(z) = 0 for the Lorentzian
function φ(z) = (z2 + 1)−1. The curves form hyperbola

y =
√
x2 + 1.

Appendix E: Hamiltonian transformation and Born
scattering

1. Derivation of the unitary transform Û(x).

In the absence of magnetic field Hamiltonian reads:

H = vFσyp̂+
σz
2
(φp̂+ p̂φ) (E1)

We introduce the following unitary transformation:
Û(x) = exp(iθ(x)σx), where θ(x) is real for real x. The
next step is to apply this transformation toH. The trans-
formed Hamiltonian H̃ = Û†HÛ can be expressed as

H̃=vF (Û
†σyÛ)(Û†p̂Û)+

1

2
(φÛ†p̂Û + Û†p̂Ûφ)(Û†σ̂zÛ).

(E2)

Let us write down the transformations of the individual
terms: Û†p̂Û = p̂+θ′σx, Û

†σyÛ = (σy cos 2θ+σz sin 2θ),

Û†σzÛ = (σz cos 2θ − σy sin 2θ). One plugs in these ex-
pressions into (E2).

Our goal is to find such function θ(x) that the term
proportional to σy in the transformed Hamiltonian van-
ishes. We immediately obtain two consistent equations:

sin 2θ − φ cos 2θ = 0

1

2

d

dx
[sin 2θ − φ cos 2θ] = 0

(E3)

This way we recover identity (52) and Hamiltonian (53)
as well as (57) in the main body of the paper.

2. Exact eigenfunctions of the unperturbed
Hamiltonian

The eigenfunctions of Hamiltonian (53) are needed for
further perturbative analysis and can be easily found.
The corresponding equation reads:

−i
[
v(x)ψ′1,2(x) +

1

2
ψ1,2(x)v

′(x)

]
= ±εψ1,2(x) (E4)

The l.h.s can be simplified with integrating factor as fol-
lows:

−i
√
v

[√
vψ′1,2 +

v′

2
√
v
ψ1,2

]
= −i

√
v[
√
vψ1,2]

′ (E5)

And we trivially obtain eigenfunctions (54) in the main
body. The important property of the eigenfunctions is
the correct completeness relation. We obtain:

∑
σ

∞∫
−∞

ψε
σ
(x)ψε

σ

†(x)
dε

2π
= 1δ(x− x′) (E6)

where σ =⇆ and 1 is the 2D unit matrix. Therefore,
the correct measure counting the quantum eigenstates
is dε/(2π). Also, of note, the normalization condition
imposed on eigenfunctions. We need to make sure that
condition

Figure 15: Deformation of the contour of the
integral (E7)

∞∫
−∞

ψε
σ

†(x)ψε′
σ
(x) dx =

∞∫
−∞

e±i(ε−ε
′)τ(x) dx

v(x)
∝ δ(ε− ε′)

(E7)

is satisfied. Making a change x → τ(x) we arrive at the
integral

∞∫
−∞

e±i(ε−ε
′)τdτ = 2πδ(ε− ε′) (E8)

Strictly speaking at ε ̸= ε′, the integral (E7) converges
only in the case when the contour is bent upward (or
downward depending on the sign of coefficient in front of
τ(x) in the exponent) in the complex plane, as shown in
Fig. 15.

3. The Green’s function

To build the perturbation theory we need a system’s
Green’s function. We define the retarded Green’s func-
tion as inverse Schrodinger operator, Ĝ = (ϵ−Ĥ+ i0)−1.
In the basis of the eigenfunctions it is expressed as

G(ϵ;x, x′) =
∑
α

ψα(x)ψ
†
α(x
′)

ϵ− εα + i0
(E9)
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Figure 16: The schematic behavior of the potential
function φ(z) and τ(z). The dashed radian lines denote

the boundaries of the change of the limit of φ(∞).

Substituting eigenfunctions (54) and using the resolution
of unity (E6), we get

G(ε;x, x′) =

∫
dε′

2π

ε+ ε′σz√
v(x)v(x′)

eiε
′(τ(x)−τ(x′))

(ε+ i0)2 − ε′2
(E10)

Integrating the last expression with the help of residue
theorem we obtain the Green’s function (E 3) in the main
text.

Appendix F: The analytical properties of τ(z)

We are going to argue that in general situation, there
is a stationary Re τ(z) = const path connecting the real
axis and the branch point z0 of function τ(z).

Before proceeding further, let us make the following
comment. The stationary path of a function of complex
variable stemming from a particular point has 3 possible
placements: i) it forms a closed contour returning to the
starting point. ii) it ends in the singularity of the function
(a pole, an essential singularity) iii) it has a corner at a
branch point or at the stationary point. In particular, it
turns by π and returns to the initial point in the case of
the branch point of the second order (square root).

a. The behavior of function φ(z) at z → ∞

Since φ(±∞) = 0 the function φ(z) can’t have a poly-
nomial behavior at z → ∞. Therefore, its Laurent series
in the vicinity of ∞ has infinite amount of terms with
positive powers of z and z = ∞ is an essential singular-
ity.

According to Casorati-Weierstrass theorem, function
φ(z) can have any limiting value depending on the direc-
tion at which z → ∞. We understand that due to the
continuity of φ(z), there is a sector (denoted by dash-
dotted lines in Fig. 16) where φ(∞) = 0. On the other
hand, we may always find the direction argz > 0, |z| →
∞ such that directional limit of φ(|z|eiarg z) → i∞ (dot-
ted line in Fig. 16).

b. On the placement of the branch cut

Next, let us draw a branch cut of function τ(z) stem-
ming from point z0 upwards (away from the real axis)
in the direction, where Imφ2(z) = 0. It is the steepest
descent direction of Reφ2(z) and precisely the direction
of the dashed line in Fig. 16 discussed before. There-
fore, φ2(z) + 1 is real and negative and the square root√
φ2(z) + 1 is purely imaginary. That entails, in partic-

ular, that on both sides of the branch cut:

τ(∞± δ) = τ(z0)±
1

i

∞±δ∫
z0

dx+ idy√
|φ2(z)− 1|

. (F1)

where ∞±δ denotes the infinite points below (above) the
branch cut. It is important to note that the direction of
the branch cut is chosen in such a way that φ2(z) →
∞. Therefore, the branch cut at z → ∞ lies above the
limiting separatrix (see Fig. 16). Reading formula (F1)
we point out that in the general situation

dy√
|φ2(z)− 1|

̸= 0. (F2)

The last expression then entails:

Re τ(∞± δ) ̸= Re τ(z0) (F3)

It is also important to note that the integral entering (F1)
can in principle be convergent.

c. The stationary path Re τ(z) = Re τ(z0)

We notice that the real axis is the stationary path for
Im τ : Im τ = 0. Therefore, all the stationary paths of
Re τ(z) stems vertically upwards and downwards from
the real axis. One immediately convinces oneself that
the upward direction is the steepest descent path for
Im[τ(z)]. As was argued before, function φ(z) ought to
have an essential singularity at infinity, therefore, func-
tion τ(z) also has an essential singularity at z → ∞.
Since φ(z) has no poles, function τ(z) has no stationary
points.
That means, the stationary paths of Re τ(z) stemming

upwards from the real axis have only two options: they
go to infinity, or they end at the second order branch
point z0 (and return back) to the starting point on the
real axis.
Now we are going to argue that there always exists a

point on a real axis with the value of τ(x) equal to the
real part of τ(z0) at the branch point. Indeed, the right
real semi line is the line of the steepest ascent of func-
tion τ(z) (In fact, τ(±∞) = ±∞). Therefore, it contains
all possible values Re[τ(z)] may assume in the complex
plane. Consequently, there is a point x0 on the real axis
where τ(x0) = Re[τ(z0)]. On the other hand, if the steep-
est descent curve stemming from x0 doesn’t enter z0, it
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should go to infinity. The latter means that points with
identical values of Re τ(∞) = Re τ(z0). However, this is
not possible, due to relation (F3). This way, we argued
that there is always the steepest descent path stemming
from some point x0 on the real axis and ending at point
z0.

d. Other stationary paths

As was pointed out in the previous paragraph, func-
tion τ(z) has different limits at z = ∞ below and above
branch cut: Reτ∞↓, Reτ∞↑. Finding the points on the
real axis with the same values of τ (the latter are real) we
can draw the steepest descent lines, as shown in Fig. 6.

Appendix G: On the meaning of anti-Stokes and
Stokes lines

The importance of anti-Stokes lines lies in the fact that
these are the lines along which both linear independent
solutions of the differential equation neither grow nor get
suppressed exponentially. The exact solution in our case
is always represented by some contour integral ψ(ζ) ∝∫
eζf(t)g(t) dt, i.e. Airy or erf integral in previous sections

or a Bessel integral (see below). The asymptotics of the
solution is then given by the steepest descent paths going
through the stationary point (or round singular points)
of Re f(t) in terms of the asymptotic expansion near the
latter point.

As one changes the argument ζ, the relief of exponen-
tial function Re [ζf(t)] gets deformed. The deformation
of the mentioned relief changes the steepest descent path,
bringing addition saddles (or singularities) of f(t) into
its vicinity. The scattered wave appears as an additional
asymptotic series at the new saddle (or singularity) in
the steepest descent path.

If ζ belongs to the anti-Stokes line, neither of con-
tributions (yielding incident and scattered waves) ex-
ponentially dominate. Once we deviate from the anti-
Stokes line, the additional contribution giving the scat-
tered wave becomes exponentially suppressed comparing
to the leading contribution. The main contribution, how-
ever, has an inherent error built in any asymptotic series.
The question one asks: what if the error of the leading
asymptotic series is actually larger than the exponentially
small contribution yielding the scattered wave?

Fortunately, the asymptotic analysis has an answer to
this concern. The statement is as follows: the error in
the optimally summed dominant asymptotic series is al-
ways smaller than the subdominant series, except for so-
called Stokes lines (the lines in the complex plane where
the leading contribution maximally dominates over the
subleading one). To perform the optimal summation of
the asymptotic series one needs to deform the integra-
tion contour representing the solution along the global
steepest descent path of the function Re ζf(t) [39].

Figure 17: The integration contours (red curves) along
the (a) right anti-Stokes line, (b) left anti-Stokes line.
The green dashed lines represents the path along which
the argument of p follows as point ζ travels from the

real axis, where p is real and positive, upward along the
right(a) and left (b) anti-Stokes lines

Appendix H: Semiclassical functions near the branch
point p at µ ≪ ε

We start from the computation of q+. Plugging in
expansion (61) into expression (14) and retaining the two
leading terms we have:

q±(ζ) =
−µi+ ε

√
2iζ
a

2iζ
a

+ ... (H1)

Next, we integrate in the direction ζ = iy from the point
z+ along the right bank of the branch cut starting at
point z+ (the right anti-Stokes line, see Fig. 17(a)). The
relative (with respect to z0) coordinate of z+ is found via
the Taylor expansion:

φ(z) = i+
ζ

a
+ ... = i

√
1− µ2

ε2
= i− iµ2

2ε2
+ ...

⇒ ζ ≡ ζ+ = − ia
2

µ2

ε2
+ ... (H2)

Now it is time to compute the regular branch of the
square root (which is nothing but momentum p =

ε
√

2iζ/a) entering q+ in (H1). As seen from Fig. 17(a)
(green dashed line), the argument of p rotates by π as ζ
travels from real axis to the right anti-Stokes line. There-
fore, p = i|p| and the square root in (H1) is expended as:√
2iζ/a ≡

√
−2y/a = i

√
2y/a. Consequently, the semi-

classical action reads:

S+ = −µa
2

iy∫
ζ+

dζ

ζ
+ ε

∫ y

0

√
a

2y
dy (H3)

where we changed the lower integration limit in the sec-
ond integral from y = −iζ+ to zero, since the upper in-
tegration limit obeys the condition |y| ≫ |ζ+| according
to (68). This approximation, however, cannot be done
with the first integral, since it becomes log divergent at
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ζ → 0. The first integral in (H3) is logarithmic, and we
need to track correctly the change of the argument of ζ.
It is easily red from Fig. 17(a): ∆argζ = π. Finally, we
obtain

S+ = −µa
2

ln
2yε2

aµ2
− iπµa

2
+ ε
√

2ay (H4)

Now we are ready to tackle the pre-exponential factors
ξ1,± in (14). It is understood that |φε/p| ∼

√
|aζ| ≫ 1.

Therefore, one can discard 1 under the square root in
the definition of q±. We already argued above in this
section that the argument of p is π/2. The same is true
for φ = i in the vicinity of z0. As a result arg[εφ/p] = 0.
On the other hand we can discard term with µ in the
zeroth order approximation in (H1). Therefore, argq+ =
argp− arg(φ2 + 1) = π/2− π = −π/2. Finally, we have

ξ1,+ = |ξ1,+|e−
iπ
2 =

εa

y
e−

iπ
2 . (H5)

Combining (H5), (H4) and plugging them into semiclas-
sical wave function (14) we obtain ψ+,> (Eq. 70) in the
main part of the paper. In complete analogy, one obtains
relations (71) and (72) as well.

Appendix I: Exact solution near the branch point p
at µ ≪ ε

To solve (73) we use the Laplace method of solution of
differential equation with linear coefficients outlined in
Appendix B. Polynomials P and Q are red from equa-
tion (73):

P = (3i− 2aµ)t+ ε2a, Q = 2it2. (I1)

Performing integration
∫
(P/Q) dt and changing t = εs

we obtain the solution in the form (74) (up to a con-
tant in front of the integral). Function V (ζ, t) from (B5)
becomes:

V (ζ, s) = exp

(
ζεs+

εai

2s

)
siaµ+

3
2 . (I2)

To define the regular branches of the multivalued func-
tion siaµ entering the exact solution and function V , a
branch cut should be drawn from the point s = 0. The
most suitable direction is upward.

1. The placement of the contour

We are looking for points in the complex plane s where
function V (ζ, s) assumes identical values. The points
which are the easiest to identify are the ones where V
vanishes.

Suppose ζ is initially placed on the right anti-Stokes
line (Fig. 11(a) right). As in the main body, let us assume
without loss of generality a to be real. We see that if s→

+i∞ function V (ζ, s) → 0. On the other hand, if s → 0
in vertical direction (see Fig 11(a) left) V vanishes as well.
Therefore, contour C depicted in Fig. 11(a) satisfies the
principal condition of the placement.

2. Saddle point approximation, right anti-Stokes
line

To match the exact solution with semiclassical expres-
sions, we need to find the asymptotics of (74) at large ζ.
As pointed out in the main body of the paper, the expo-
nent function (75) has two saddles s1,2, the right being
the one giving the correct semiclassical exponential (70).
The steepest descent directions at the saddles are given
by Eq. B14 and read:

α(s1,2) = ±π
4
+ πn, n ∈ Z (I3)

Computing the integral in the saddle point approxima-
tion and taking into account that the steepest descent
direction at s1 is π/4 and comparing the result with (70)
we are able to fixate the constant in front of the integral
in (74).

3. Saddle point approximation, left anti-Stokes line

Now we need to build an analytical continuation of the
exact solution given by integral (74) once ζ goes from the
right to the left anti-Stokes line and rotates by 2π in the
clockwise direction.
Contour C should guarantee the vanishing of V (ζ, s)

at s → ∞ during all the transformation of ζ. To com-
pensate for the change of argument of ζ by −2π, the end
point of the contour should rotate by 2π in the complex
plane of s (as depicted in Fig. 11(c)) turning it into a
spiral. Since the branch cut obstructs the rotation of the
contour, the latter should cross the branch cut and con-
tinue on the second Riemann sheet of multivalued func-
tion siaµ−1/2. All the arguments of s on the second Rie-
mann sheet are related to the ones on the first one by 2π
rotation: s|second = s|firste2πi.
The steepest descent paths of function f (75) are the

same on both Riemann sheets. Therefore, to find the
asymptotics of the integral after the transformation ζ →
ζe2πi, the contour is deformed along the steepest descent
curves on both Riemann sheets, as shown in Fig. 12. The
arc of the contour at ∞ (Fig. 12(a)) does not contribute
to the integral, since the integrand vanishes at all points
of the arc.
From the structure of the contour in Fig. (12) we see

that both saddles now contribute to the integral. Sad-
dle s2 is passed in −π/4 direction, while saddle s1 is
passed twice. The contribution of the saddle from the
second Riemann sheet is identical to the one from the
first Riemann sheet up to a constant factor coming from
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the different value of the multivalued function at saddle
s1:

s
iµa−1/2
1 → s

iµa−1/2
1 e2πi(iµa−1/2). (I4)

The last equation leads directly to (77) after simple al-
gebra.
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