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Universal scattering with general dispersion relations
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Many synthetic quantum systems allow particles to have dispersion relations that are neither linear
nor quadratic functions. Here, we explore single-particle scattering in general spatial dimension
D > 1 when the density of states diverges at a specific energy. To illustrate the underlying principles
in an experimentally relevant setting, we focus on waveguide quantum electrodynamics (QED)
problems (i.e. D = 1) with dispersion relation e(k) = %|d|k™, where m > 2 is an integer. For a
large class of these problems for any positive integer m, we rigorously prove that when there are no
bright zero-energy eigenstates, the S-matrix evaluated at an energy E — 0 converges to a universal
limit that is only dependent on m. We also give a generalization of a key index theorem in quantum
scattering theory known as Levinson’s theorem—which relates the scattering phases to the number
of bound states—to waveguide QED scattering for these more general dispersion relations. We then
extend these results to general integer dimensions D > 1, dispersion relations e(k) = |k|* for a
D-dimensional momentum vector k with any real positive a, and separable potential scattering.

The quantum mechanical scattering of few-body sys-
tems remains a challenging theoretical problem. Even at
low incoming energies, nonperturbative effects render a
general solution out of reach. A common workaround is
based on effective field theory whereby low-energy scat-
tering is described in terms of a few parameters such as
the scattering length ag and the effective range ro [1-
3]. When ag > rg, the system is in the unitarity limit
where the universal physics of Efimov states [2-4] and
unitary Fermi gases [5—7] can emerge. Another approach
where general results can be obtained is by studying the
analytic structure of the S-matrix at low energies. One
striking result in this context is the simple effect of di-
mensionality on scattering theory. Two particles with
short-range interactions perfectly reflect off each other at
the threshold in one dimension (1D), while they transmit
without seeing each other in higher dimensions. This ef-
fect arises because the density of states diverges at the
threshold as 1/ VE in 1D, but stays finite in higher di-

mensions.

Recent experimental progress in synthetic quantum
matter allows for broad control of dispersion relations.
One class of such systems consists of tunable periodic
structures, including photonic crystal waveguides [8-14],
twisted bilayer graphene [15, 16], superconducting qubit
arrays [17-19], atomic arrays [20-22], and trapped-ion
spin chains [23, 24]. Another class is polaritonic [25, 26]
or spin-orbit coupled [27, 28] systems, where the disper-
sion relation can be tuned in situ by external fields [29-
32]. In principle, the density of states at the scattering
threshold can be tuned to diverge faster than it does for
quadratic dispersion relations. This opens up the door
to studying the implications of a more general density
of states without changing the dimension of the system.
Recently, there is a growing interest in the study of gen-
eral dispersion relations in condensed matter systems,

where divergent electronic density of states is referred to
as a high-order Van Hove singularity [33-35]. In particu-
lar, power-law-divergent density of states near the Fermi
level leads to nontrivial metallic states termed superme-
tals [34].

In this Letter, we explore the physics of divergent den-
sity of states from the perspective of scattering theory.
We illustrate that, when a particle has a divergent den-
sity of states at a certain energy, its scattering matrix has
a nontrivial universal limit that depends on the rate of
the divergence. In the main text of this Letter, we study
single-particle scattering of photon-emitter models in 1D
(D = 1) with a dispersion relation e(k) = %|d|k™, where
m is a positive integer. Notably, when m is even, these
emitter scattering models describe scattering for incom-
ing frequencies near the band edge of photonic crystal
waveguides coupled to atoms [10] or quantum dots [8].

We discover that the S-matrix can take different uni-
versal limits limpg_,o S(FE) for different values of m. The
total reflection at the threshold for a quadratic dispersion
relation is an example of such universal behavior corre-
sponding to m = 2. In general, there may be multiple
classes of universal behaviors in the S-matrix correspond-
ing to each m, depending on the properties of interactions
at k = 0. In this Letter, we consider a physically natural
class of interactions and characterize the universal behav-
ior for each m. We also extend a key index theorem in
scattering theory known as Levinson’s theorem—which
relates the scattering phases to the number of bound
states [36-46]—to the class of models considered in this
Letter with these more general dispersion relations. To
demonstrate the generality of our methodology, in the
Supplemental Material [47], we extend our discussions to
separable potential scattering, general integer dimensions
D > 1 and dispersion relations e(k) = |k|?, where k is a
D—dimensional momentum vector and a is any positive



real number. The extension of our single-emitter results
to spin-boson models is given in an upcoming work [48].
These spin-boson models generalize the waveguide quan-
tum electrodynamics (QED) models introduced below
by including emitter-photon interaction terms beyond
the rotating wave approximation—thereby, illustrating
the relevance of our results in the many-body regime of
waveguide QED.

Waveguide QFED.—In many synthetic quantum sys-
tems, particles propagating in a 1D channel are scattered
by emitters such as atoms, quantum dots, or supercon-
ducting qubits. The emitters are often coupled to the
environment, which adds dissipation to the system com-
posed of the emitters and the 1D channel. Such models
are broadly referred to as waveguide QED models. Since
we are interested in the scattering processes with a sin-
gle photon coming in and a single photon going out, it
suffices to use a non-Hermitian effective quadratic Hamil-
tonian

H=Hy+YV, (1)
o0 N
Hy = / dk e(k)CT(k)C (k) + Y Kfblb;,  (2)
- i,j=1
+o0 N
1% :/ dk | Y " Vi(k)C(k)b + hec| (3)
> i=1

where the bare Hamiltonian Hy consists of the freely
propagating particles, while the interacting emitters are
indexed by ¢ = 1,2,...N. V describes the quadratic
interaction between the particles and the emitters.
Through controlling the lattice structures of the pho-
tonic crystal waveguide, the rate at which the density
of states diverges at a particular energy can be fine-
tuned. Since we are discussing single-particle scattering
with bounded-strength interactions, only local spectral
properties of the dispersion relation matter, and our re-
sults are insensitive to the detailed behavior of the dis-
persion far away from the threshold energy. In this Let-
ter, we focus on the dispersion relation e(k) = o|d|k™,
where ¢ = %1, |d| is a positive constant, and m is a
positive integer. The case of m = 1 corresponds to a
linear dispersion relation and has a non-universal scat-
tering matrix in the limit of zero energy [49]. For this
reason, we assume m > 2 in the discussion below.

When o = +1 and m is even, €(k) can be understood as
the lowest-order approximation of a dispersion relation
around its local minima/maxima, after a change of ref-
erence points for both energy and momentum. Depend-
ing on whether we are considering bosons scattered by
bosonic emitters or fermions scattered by fermionic emit-
ters, we have either commutation or anti-commutation
relations: [C'(k), CT(k')]x = 6(k — k'), [b;, bl]x = 0. KJ}
represents the matrix element of the N x N matrix KT,
KT is the only non-Hermitian term in the Hamiltonian:
the Hermitian A and anti-Hermitian 1B components of

KT = A + iB represent, respectively, the coherent and
incoherent interactions among the emitters. K7 is dissi-
pative when B is non-positive and nonzero.

For convenience, we introduce a vector function |vy) =
[Vi(k),...,Vn(k)]T, with corresponding basis states
given by the emitter excitations {b! |0, ¢),... ,b}r\, [0,9)},
where |0, g) is the ground state with zero excitation. In
the most generic scenario, V;(k) for different emitters are
independent of each other. Here, we consider the case
where |vi) can be written as |vg) = V (k) |u). We further
assume V (k) is continuous at 0 and V' (0) # 0. Under this
constraint, the only relevant vector around k = 0 is |u),
and effectively, there is only a single relevant “degree of
freedom” in the emitter vector space at k = 0. We then
show that the zero-energy scattering behavior for multi-
ple emitters can be reduced to the behavior for N = 1.
As aresult, we are able to obtain a complete classification
of the universal low-energy scattering behavior in these
models.

Universal scattering.—We start with a discussion that
applies to the case of general |vg). The S-matrix for a
single particle is defined through the incoming and outgo-
ing scattering eigenstates |1/)ki>, where the superscript +
specifies the boundary conditions of the scattering states.
The S-matrix element from one single-particle scattering
state k to another k' is S(k, k") = (¢, [¢;). To explain
the universal behavior of the S-matrix, it is useful to
write down its relation to the on-shell T-matrix:

Sk, k') = 5(k—k') — 2mid[e(k) —e(k)|T(E+i0T, k, k),
(4)

where 0%/0~  represents an infinitesimal posi-
tive/negative real number and E = €(k). For dispersion
relation e€(k) = o|d|k™ with even m, there are two
degenerate momenta k1 (E), k2(E) corresponding to any
energy E > 0 (E < 0) for 0 = +1 (0 = —1). We can
define a 2 x 2 matrix S(E) by picking out the scattering
amplitudes between degenerate momenta:

T[E+i0", ko(E), kg(E)] (5)
‘ )

Sosg(E) = 005 — 2mi

) = e A R B ()
where «,f € {1,2} and the prefactor
|€'[ka(E)]€'[kg(E)]|~Y? comes from §[e(k) — (k)]
in Eq. (4). When m is odd, we can define S(E) = S(E)
as a single complex number, given by Eq. (5) when
ko(E) = kg(E) = k(F) is the momentum corresponding
to energy E. If the Hamiltonian is Hermitian, S(F) is
unitary.

In 1D scattering, the matrix S(FE) directly describes
the transmission and reflection between degenerate mo-
menta and is often used instead of the function S(k, k).
When E — 0, |€[ka(E)]€ [ks(E)]|/? diverges. Since
|Sas(E)| < 1, T(E+10, kq, kg) in Eq. (5) must approach
zero to cancel the divergence, which is the key behind
the universal behavior of S(E).



To proceed further, we note that the Lippmann-
Schwinger equations for this emitter scattering model
have a simple analytic structure. As a result, we can
write down the single-particle T-matrix T(w,k,k’) in
terms of the Green’s function of the emitters G(w), which
is a finite-dimensional matrix [50]:

T(w, k. k') = (op |G (w) |vR), (6)

1
+oo v (v
K(w) :/_ dku%, (8)

where 1y is an N x N identity matrix. Equations (6)-
(8) hold for general photon-emitter couplings where V; (k)
are independent functions for different emitters. There
are two mathematical conditions on V;(k) that are nec-
essary for the integral in Eq. (8) to be well-defined at
any complex w # 0 outside the continuum spectrum
[51]. First, we require that V;(k) is a locally square-
integrable complex function on the real line. Second,
to ensure that no ultraviolet divergences are present in
the model, we impose a restriction on the large-k be-
havior of V;(k): when k¥ — Zoo, there exist v > 1
such that |V;(k)|? = o(|k|™~7). Each element of the
N x N matrix K(w) is an analytic function on the com-
plex plane with a branch cut along the continuum spec-
trum. K(w = E +1i0") can be understood as describing
effective interactions between emitters induced by the 1D
channel.

To understand the properties of T'(E + i0) close to
E = 0, we need to understand the behavior of K(w)
around w = 0. We can show that the value of K (w)
around w = 0 is decided by the dispersion relation and
V(0) |u). Define L(w) as the integral over the free-particle

propagator:
+oo 1
o= o Y

We see that, when w — 0, L(w)*lw%e(k)
tion of k diverges at & = 0 and vanishes everywhere
else. In addition, [*7dk L(w)™'5=tgs = 1 by defi-
nition of L(w). Hence, it follows from a standard re-
sult in functional analysis attributed to Toeplitz [52] that
limg, 0 L(w)_lw%e(k) = J(k). Using the condition that
|vg) = V (k) |u) is continuous at k = 0 and the definition
of K(w) in Eq. (8), we have

lim L7 (w) K (w) = [V(0)[* [u) (u] (10)

as a func-

When the emitter region consists of a single site,
K? = K% is a complex number and Eq. (10) becomes
lim,, 0 L™} (w)K (w) = |V(0)|2. Using Eqgs. (6) and (7),
we then have

: N VI(K)V(E)
i%L(w)T(w’k’k )= VR (11)

which is no longer dependent on K because
lim,, o L™} (w)K® = 0. Although Eq. (11) is derived
for the case of N = 1, we show through a rigorous math-
ematical analysis in the Supplemental Material [47] that
Eq. (11) holds as long as the Hamiltonian does not sup-
port a “bright” zero-energy eigenstate, defined as a zero-
energy eigenstate that has a non-zero emitter and pho-
tonic amplitude. These bright states are distinguished
from “dark” states that have only a nonzero photonic
amplitude and rather generically arise at zero-energy in
these models. The proof of Eq. (11) for N > 1 is the
main technical result of this Letter as it underlies both
the universal scattering results and our proof of Levin-
son’s theorem.

When we evaluate the S-matrix in the limit £ — 0
using Eq. (5), ko(E), ks(E) in the T-matrix are both
sent to 0. Using Eq. (11) and the condition that V' (k) is
continuous at k = 0, we have

éiLnOL(E +i0)T[E +i07, ko (E), ks(E)] = -1, (12)
which shows that the on-shell T-matrix in the zero-energy
limit is independent of the details of the interaction and
fully determined by the dispersion relation; this is the
reason behind the universal limit of the S-matrix when
E — 0. In the Supplemental Material [47], we evaluate
Eq. (9) and obtain the m-dependent value of L(w):

L(w) = —miimp(J]) exp (—wmn; 1) )

where the complex frequency w is parameterized in
polar coordinates as w = oexp(if)|w|, and p(lw]) =

Whﬂrl“/m corresponds to the density of states

at energy £ = |w|. For even m, K,, = —= with

1— 2

u = exp(im/m), while L(w) has a branch cut allgng the
continuum spectrum (0, +00) for o = 41 or (—o0,0) for
o = —1. For odd m, k,, = —ﬁ for 6 € (0,7) and
Km = —m for 6 € (m,2m), while L(w) has a branch
cut along the real line. For both even and odd m, L(w)
diverges at the rate of density of states p(|w|) when w
approaches 0.

Now, we are ready to evaluate the limit of the S-matrix
at zero energy. When m is odd, energy F can approach 0
from both above and below: E — 0F. When m is even,
E can only approach 0 from one side: E — 0% when
0 =+1or E —- 0 when 0 = —1. Taking the limit
E — 0T in Eq. (5) for the respective cases properly, we
have

lim S,5(F) = 0.5+ lim 2mwip(|E L YE +i0"
Eloi s(E) i Eloi ip(|El) ( i07),
(14)

where we have used Eq. (12) and the observation that
limg o |€ (ka(E))e (ks(E))|Y/?p(E) = 1. Using Egs.
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FIG. 1. Tllustration of 1D scattering (z is a spatial coordinate)
near zero energy for dispersion relation e(E) = o|d|k™ with
o = £1. Panel (a) is for odd m, where the scattering matrix
is a single transmission coefficient dependent on m and the
sign of energy is E/ = 0%. Panel (b) is for even m, where the
scattering matrix is a 2 X2 matrix. The eigenstates of the scat-
tering matrix are the symmetric and antisymmetric incoming
states, with eigenphases exp(27io/m) and 1, respectively.

(13) and (14), we find for odd m

Eh—>noli S(E) = exp(£mi/m), (15)

as illustrated in Fig. 1(a). For even m, we find that the
S-matrix

oisin(mw/m)
cos(m/m)

(16)

is symmetric in the basis of degenerate momenta {|k; =
0%),]ke = 07)}. The symmetric eigenstate |¢) =
%(1, 1)T has an eigenphase exp(imo/m), while the an-

tisymmetric eigenstate [i,) = %(1, —1)T has a trivial

cos(m/m)

lim S(E) = exp(oir/m) aisin(r/m)

E—o0t

eigenphase 1. The scattering of the symmetric and anti-
symmetric incoming states near zero energy is illustrated
in Fig. 1(b). For quadratic dispersion e(k) = |d|k?, we
recover the well-known total reflection:

. 0 -1
Ehj%+ S(E) = {_1 0 } . (17)

The relation between the universal behavior of the S-
matrix and the dispersion relation also applies to other
types of interactions. In the Supplemental Material, we
show that Egs. (15) and (16) also hold for separable po-
tential scattering. In addition, we generalize our results
to arbitrary integer dimension D > 1 and dispersion re-
lations (k) = |k|*, where a > 0 is not required to be an
integer. In these cases, we demonstrate that the determi-
nant of the S-matrix reaches a universal limit dependent
only on a/D.

Im[det(S)] Im[det(S)]
‘ 1. e ‘J ,,,,,
— ol > = — —0'—»
‘Re[det(S) E =0 ;(}’{(&[(let(s)]
Lo T do
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Im{det(S)] Im(det(S)]
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el E=0 A
o e
1 0 =1 > -1. / 0 ‘1 >
Reldet(8)] % \ /i Re[det(S)]
(O __..i-~‘ s ._:l.n-
() € = |d|KS (d) e = £[d|k®

FIG. 2. Illustrations of the trajectories of det[S(F)] of a dis-
sipative system in the complex plane when FE is increased
from Emin t0 Emas for (a) e(k) = +£|d|k, where the trajec-
tory starts and ends at 1. (b) € = |d|k?, where the trajectory
starts at —1 and ends at 1. (c) € = |d|k®, where the trajectory
starts at exp(in/3) and ends at 1. (d) e = %|d|k®, where the
trajectory for E € (—o0,0) (solid yellow) starts at 1 and ends
at S(07) = exp(in/5) , while the trajectory for E € (0, +00)
(solid black) starts at S(0%) = exp(ir/5) and ends at 1.

Levinson’s theorem.—Levinson’s theorem relates the
quantized scattering phase to the number of bound states
in the system. In the literature, the theorem has been dis-
cussed in various Hermitian systems and various dimen-
sions [36-46], where the dispersion relation close to the
scattering threshold is always quadratic. In our recent
work, we generalized Levinson’s theorem to 1D emitter
scattering, where dissipation is present and the disper-
sion relation is linear at all k [53]. In that case, there
is no well-defined scattering threshold. When we con-
sider dispersion relations e(k) = o|d|k™ with the class of
photon-emitter couplings |vg) = V(k)|u), the S-matrix
can take different universal limits at zero energy, depen-
dent on the value of the integer m > 2 [see Egs. (15) and
(16)]. This leads to a modification to Levinson’s theorem,
as we illustrate in the remainder of this Letter.

For simplicity, we assume that there are no bright zero-
energy eigenstates and no bound states in the continuum
in the system. Before discussing general m, we sum-
marize the theorem for quadratic (m = 2) and linear
(m = 1) dispersion relations. When energy F is in-
creased from the lower end of the continuum spectrum
E,in, (which can be —o0) to the upper end E,;,q, (which
can be +00), det[S(E)] traces a trajectory in the com-
plex plane. In the case of e(k) = k, the S-matrix is



an identity matrix at both ends of the continuum spec-
trum. The trajectory of det[S(F)] in these cases forms
a closed loop starting and ending at 1, as illustrated in
Fig. 2(a). For illustration purposes, we assume that the
system is dissipative, so the trajectory is not confined to
the unit circle. Levinson’s theorem states that the wind-
ing number of this loop around the origin is equal to
the decrease in the number of bound states ANpg after
the interaction is turned on [38, 40]. For emitter scat-
tering, the number of bound states for the bare Hamil-
tonian Hj is equal to the number of emitters N; hence,
ANp = N—Npg, where Ng is the number of bound states
for the full Hamiltonian [53]. If we define the scatter-
ing phase 6(E) of det[S(E)] = | det[S(E)]| exp(2i5(E))
as a continuous function of E [54], the theorem can be
stated as Ad = 0(Emaz) — 6(Emin) = TANpg. For a
quadratic dispersion relation e(k) = k2, the trajectory of
det[S(E)] starts at limg_,o det[S(F)] = —1 and ends at
limp_, 400 det[S(E)] = 1, as illustrated in Fig. 2(b). As
compared to the closed-loop case of Fig. 2(a), Levinson’s
theorem is modified to Ad = TANp + 7/2 [55].

Next, we give our results on Levinson’s theorem
for emitter scattering with dispersion relation e(k) =
o|ld|k™ with ¢ = =41 and photon-emitter couplings
|vgy = V(k)|u). First, consider the case of even m.
When ¢ = +1, the trajectory of det[S(E)] starts at
limg o+ det[S(E)] = exp(2mi/m) [see Eq. (16)] and
ends at limp_, o det[S(F)] = 1, as illustrated in Fig.
2(c) for m = 6. When o = —1, the trajectory of
det[S(E)] starts at limp_, o det[S(E)] = 1 and ends
at limg .- det[S(E)] = exp(—2mi/m). In the Supple-
mental Material [47], we prove that, for both cases,

-1
A6 = (N — Np) + 7rmm . (18)

When m is odd, the continuum spectrum is (—oo,0) U
(0,+00), and the trajectory of S(F) is discontinuous
across 0, as illustrated in Fig. 2(d). When FE increases
from —oo to 0, the trajectory starts from 1 and ends at
exp(—im/m) [see Eq. (15)]. When FE increases from 0 to
+00, the trajectory starts at exp(+im/m) and ends at 1.
If we define A¢ as the sum of the winding phases of the
two continuous trajectories, Ad satisfies Eq. (18), as we
show in the Supplemental Material [47].

Outlook.— In this Letter, we have illustrated how a
divergent density of states results in a wide variety of
universal scattering behaviors. An immediate next step
is to generalize our results to arbitrary photon-emitter in-
teractions and non-separable short-range potentials. Al-
though our results rigorously apply only in the zero-
energy limit, our work establishes the foundation for the
development of a universal low-energy theory for gen-
eral dispersion relations. Similar to the case of quadratic
dispersion relations, we expect the scattering to be pri-
marily determined by the scattering length when the de
Broglie wavelengths of the particles are large compared

to the range of the interaction. It will be interesting
to explore how other well-studied problems for massive
particles—such as Efimov physics [2-4], renormalization
for the effective field theory [56, 57], and the N-body
scale [58]—are modified in the presence of these more
general dispersion relations.

Our work also motivates new directions in many-body
physics. The fact that bosons with quadratic dispersion
relations form a Tonks—Girardeau gas at low-temperature
in 1D and a Bose-Einstein condensate in 3D is closely re-
lated to the different behaviors of two-body scattering
at the scattering threshold (total reflection vs. no inter-
action). Our discovery of new nontrivial universal be-
haviors of the S-matrix may lead to predictions of new
phases of dilute gases for systems with a divergent den-
sity of states. Furthermore, it remains an outstanding
challenge to describe emitter scattering when both dissi-
pation and coherent driving are present.
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Supplemental Material

OVERVIEW

In this Supplemental Material, we present details omitted in the main text and generalize the results to higher
dimensions, certain non-analytic dispersion relations and delta-function potential scattering. In Sec. I, we derive the
expression for L(w) in Eq. (13) in the main text. In Sec. II, we prove Eq. (11) in the main text for the case of N > 2
and define bright zero-energy eigenstates. In Sec. III, we prove Levinson’s theorem [Egs. (18) in the main text]. In
Sec. IV, we generalize our results to higher dimensions and dispersion relations ¢(k) = |k|* with non-integer values of
a > 0. In Sec. V, we generalize our results to separable potential scattering.

I. CALCULATION OF L(w)

In this section, we derive the expression for L(w) in Eq. (13) in the main text. We start with the definition of L(w)
in Eq. (9) in the main text:

“+o0
L(w) = /_ dk%ﬁ(k). (S1)

The dispersion relation is given by e(k) = o|d|k™, where 0 = £1 and m > 2 is a positive integer. To compute the
integral, we close the integration contour in the upper half [59] of the complex plane and apply the residue theorem:

L(w) = —2mi Z €(y;) ", (S2)

Im[y;]>0

where the complex numbers y; satisfy e(y;) = o|d|y]” = w and Im[y;] > 0. Given the parametrization of w in polar

coordinates as w = o exp(if)|d[p™, we have y; = exp(i#/m)pu®’, where p = exp(im/m) and j € {0,1,...,m — 1}.
Define A as the set of j for which y; is above the real line. Equation (S2) can then be expressed as

Lw)=—-2my — (53)

, m|d\y}"71’

. 2 om—1 Y
—WZW exp <—Z€ m > Z(—’u) J’ (84)
JEA
where the set A and the value of x,, = 3¢ 4(—p)% are given in Table I for both odd and even m. Note that the
prefactor W in Eq. (S4) is equal to the density of states p(|w|) =
that L(w) is given by Eq. (13) in the main text.

w|~1*1/™ Hence, we have proved

2
mld[1/m

TABLE I. The set A and the value of K,, = ZjGA(—M)Qj for both odd and even m.

A Rm = EjEA(_IJ’)ZJ
m—1 __1
Oddmge(o,ﬂ') (071727"’ 273) p,;l
0 € (m,2m)|(0,1,2,... m2 ) TS
Even m 9 S (07271—) (07 1727 e mT%) 172;142

II. EMITTER SCATTERING

In this section, we prove that if there exists no bright zero-energy eigenstate, Eq. (11) in the main text holds for
the class of models where |v;) = V (k) |u), even when N > 2. Before diving into the proof, we give the definition of
bright zero-energy eigenstates and give a physical explanation as to why our universality results require their absence.



Due to the multi-component nature of our emitter scattering problems, we find it necessary to categorize all
eigenstates of the Hamiltonian into bright, dark, and emitter eigenstates. Bright eigenstates have a nonzero photon
and emitter wavefunction, while dark eigenstates have only a nonzero photonic amplitude, and emitter eigenstates
have only a nonzero emitter amplitude. With this terminology established, we now give an overview of the properties
of the different types of eigenstates at zero energy. The zero-energy emitter states correspond to the null vectors of
K that are orthogonal to |vy) = V (k) |u). They are decoupled from the photon channel, hence their existence has
no impact on the universal behavior of the S-matrix. For V (k) with nonzero derivatives at k = 0, there generally
exist uncountably many zero-energy dark states independent of K, which are polynomial functions with degree less
than m — 1. Bright states at zero-energy are fine-tuned and have a constant photon wavefunction in space. As we
show below, these states come into existence precisely when the universal scattering behavior fails.

To give a heuristic explanation for why universal scattering at zero energy fails at these fine-tuned parameters, we
consider the classic model of 1D potential scattering with quadratic dispersion relation (m = 2), i.e., a 1D quantum
mechanical problem described by the Schréodinger equation

()

dz?

+V(2)Y(2) = Ey(2), (S5)

where we set the mass equal to 1/2. A particle being scattered off a generic, short-range potential V(z) would
experience a total reflection in the limit £ — 0, similarly to what happens in our 1D emitter scattering models.
Another feature of these 1D potential scattering problems is that there exists a fine-tuned, critical regime when the
scattering in the limit £ — 0 becomes total transmission instead of total reflection. This occurs when there is a
zero-energy eigenstate and there is no energy scale to compare with when the limit £ — 0 is taken. The zero-energy
eigenstate can be understood as the effective “transition state” when a new bound state emerges or disappears upon
the continuous tuning of parameters.

Similarly, in our emitter scattering models, the universal scattering behavior that takes place for generic parameters
would fail at certain fine-tuned parameters. An important difference to note is that, unlike in potential scattering, not
all zero-energy eigenstates in emitter scattering are associated with the critical regime where the universal scattering
behavior fails. For the particular type of interactions |vg) being considered in this Letter, we discover that the critical
regime can be associated with the existence of a particular type of eigenstates at zero energy, which we call bright
zero-energy states (defined above).

In order to state our goal more explicitly, we rewrite the Hamiltonian given by Egs. (1)-(3) in the main text in the
single-excitation manifold:

+0o0 +oo
HW :/ dk e(k)CT(k)C(k)+/ dk [CT(k)V* (k) (u| + C(k)V (k) [u)] + K&, (S6)

— 00 — 00
where we have used the matrix representation K% to replace Zf\;zl Kgb;r b; and the vector |vi) = V (k) |u) to replace
the emitter creation operators Zf;l Vl(k)b;r
Our goal in this section is to prove the following theorem:

Theorem 1. Suppose V (k) is a locally square-integrable function continuous at k = 0 and V(k = 0) # 0. When
k — +oo, [V(K)|? = o(k™™7) for some v > 1. Consider the class of emitter interactions |vi) = V (k) |u), where |u) is
a unit vector. The single-particle T-matriz given by Egs. (6)- (8) in the main text reads:

1

T(w, k, k') = V*(k')v(k)<u|wlN KA K@W) |u), (S7)
+o0 2
K@) = [W{ulKw), Kw)= /_ dkm. (38)

When HY in Eq. (S6) has no bright zero-energy eigenstates, Eq. (12) in the main text holds, namely,

lim L(w)T(w, b, &) = — LIV ()

w0 V(0)2 (S9)

Note that T'(w, k, k') and K(w) are defined for w outside the continuum spectrum, hence the limit w — 0 is taken in
any direction except from within the continuum spectrum.
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Proof. Our proof consists of two lemmas linked by a condition on K. The idea of the proof is that the absence
of bright zero-energy eigenstates can be translated into a condition on K’ which turns out to be necessary for the
proof of Eq. (S9).

Choose an orthonormal basis {|u1), |ug), ... |un)} for the single-emitter Hilbert space, where |u1) = |u) is the first
vector in this new basis. The link between the two lemmas is the submatrix K fr constructed from deleting the first
row and first column of K; K% can be considered as an operator on the emitter-excitation subspace {|us), ... |un)}
orthogonal to |u). In Lemma 2, we prove that Eq. (S9) holds if any null vector of K also corresponds to the null

vector of K®. In Lemma 3, we prove that the condition Lemma 2 relies on is guaranteed by the absence of bright
zero-energy eigenstates. Combining the two lemmas completes the proof of Theorem 1.

Lemma 2. If any null vector of Kff also corresponds to the null vector of K%, Eq. (S9) follows.
Proof. Using Eq. (S7), the Lh.s of Eq. (S9) can be written as

limy L(w)T (e, b, k) = V*(K)V (k) lim L(w) (u] H(w) ™" u), (S10)

where H(w) = wly — K — K(w). Hence, our goal, Eq. (S9), is equivalent to

1

GO (S11)

lim 1) (u] H(w) ™" Ju) = -

In the new basis where |u;) = |u) is the first basis vector, (u| H (w)~!|u) is the (1,1) matrix element of the inverse
of H(w), and can be computed from the (N — 1) x (N — 1) submatrix H,y(w) constructed from deleting the first row
and first column of H (w):

(ol () ) = i), (s12)

Using K (w) = |u)(u|K (w), we have
det(Hyp(w)) = det(wly—1 — K}, (S13)
det(H(w)) = —K (w) det(wly-1 — Kj¥) + det(wly — K*). (S14)

Combining Egs. (512), (S13) and (S14), the Lh.s of Eq. (S11) becomes

(S15)

et(wly — KB B
iig%)L(W) (u| H(w) ™ |u) :iiE%)L(w) (K(w)+ det(wly — K )))

det(wlN,l — K,lljl/

Let us label the N roots of the characteristic polynomial of K& by E; for i =1,...N, and the N — 1 roots of the
characteristic polynomial of K2 by E; fori =1,... N — 1. E; and E; correspond to the eigenvalues of K% and K fr,
respectively, where any eigenvalue with multiplicity n > 2 is assigned to n different indices. We have

o det(wly — K®) i Y, (w— Ey)
w—0 det(W1N—1 — K)}Er) ;) Hiizl(w —7E2)

(S16)

Since any null vector of K2 corresponds to a null vector of K% by the assumption of the Lemma, if K has null
vectors, its zero-eigenvalue multiplicity must be greater or equal to that of K,r. Hence, the limit in Eq. (S16) is finite.
In the main text, we have introduced the identity lim,_o L_l(w)w%e(k) = 6(k); hence lim, 0 L™ (w)K (w) =

[V(0)|* # 0 and Eq. (S15) leads to Eq. (S11). The proof of Lemma 2 is complete.
O

If we can prove that the absence of bright zero-energy eigenstates of Eq. (S6) guarantees that any null vector of
K also corresponds to the null vector of K| Eq. (S9) would immediately follow from Lemma 2. To do this, we
prove the contrapositive statement in the following lemma;:

Lemma 3. When there ezists a vector |eg) = Zi\iz e; |u;) orthogonal to |u), such that KT |eg) # 0 and Kfr|eo> =0,
then there exists a bright zero-energy eigenstate of the Hamiltonian in Eq. (S6).



Proof. We plan to write down an ansatz with a nonzero photon and emitter wavefunction and verify that it is a
zero-energy eigenstate of the Hamiltonian in Eq. (S6). The ansatz we propose is the following:

+oo
o) = / dz o(2)CT(2) [0.9) + leo) . (817)
Go(2) = ~V(0) ™ (ul K Rleg) (S18)

where the photon wavefunction ¥y(z) in the coordinate space is a constant function. By definition, |eg) is orthogonal
to |u). Because Kt |eg) # 0 and Kﬁ/|eo> =0, K |eq) is a nonzero vector proportional to |u). Hence, ¢(2) # 0.

Our goal is to prove that the ansatz given by Eqs. (S17) and (S18) is the zero-energy eigenstate of the Hamiltonian
in Eq. (S6). Applying H") in Eq. (S6) to the Fourier transform of the ansatz in Eq. (S17), we get

+oo
H® [gho) = / dk [e(k)go(k)CT ()10, g) + V* (k) {uleo) CT (k) 0, 9) + Lo (k)V (R) [u)] + K |eo),  (S19)
where the momentum-space photon wavefunction ¥g(k) = —V(0)~! (u|K%|eo) d(k) is the Fourier transform of

Eq. (S18). Since the dispersion relation satisfies €(0) = 0, the first term on the r.h.s of Eq. (S19) is zero:
fj;o dk e(k)vo(k)CT(k)|0,g) = 0. Because (uleg) = 0, the second term on the r.h.s of Eq. (S19) is also equal to
0. The third term

+oo
/ dk Po(k)V (k) [u) = — [u) (u] K [eo) (820)

— 00

cancels with the fourth term K% |eg) on the r.h.s of Eq. (S19) because K |eg) is proportional to |u). Therefore,
H® |3hg) = 0, and this is the end of the proof for Lemma 3.
O

Combining Lemmas 2 and 3, we can obtain Theorem 1.
O

III. LEVINSON’S THEOREM

In this section, we prove Levinson’s theorem for the class of emitter scattering models with |v,) = V (k) |u), i.e. Eq.
(18) in the main text. Let us restate the objective of our proof in the following theorem:

Theorem 4. Denote the continuum spectrum by R.. We assume that there are no bound states in the continuum or
bright zero-enerqgy eigenstates in the system. For dissipative systems, we assume that det[S(E)] # 0 for E € R.. The
winding phase A§ of det[S(F)| around the origin is defined as

o O det[S(E)]
206 = —Z/RC dEzet[SW. (s21)

Suppose |vi) = V (k) |u) satisfies the properties listed in Theorem 1 and the dispersion relation is given by e(k) =
o|d|k™, where 0 = £1 and m > 2 is an integer. We have

A(S:w(N—NB)—Hrmn; 1, (S22)

where N is the number of emitters and Np is the number of bound states.

The main idea of the proof is to define an analytic continuation of det[S(F)] to the complex plane and observe the
fact that the bound state energies are the poles of this function. The proof is similar to our previous work [53], where
we proved Levinson’s theorem for photon-emitter models with linear dispersion relations.

In preparation for the proof of Theorem 4, we introduce Theorem 5, where we propose an analytic function s(w)
that is equal to the analytic continuation of det[S(F)] to the complex plane. Though introduced here as a tool for
proving Theorem 4, Theorem 5 provides a quick method to compute det[S(E)] using K and K(E +i0%) and is
an important theorem itself. We comment that the range of application of Theorem 5 is well beyond the class of
photon-emitter models discussed in this letter: it can be applied to general photon-emitter interactions |vx) and other
dispersion relations beyond e(k) = +|d|k™.
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Theorem 5. Define J(w) = detlwly — K% — K(w)] as a function on the complement of the continuum spectrum

R. in the complex plane. For the values of w s.t. J(w) # 0, we can define s(w) = ‘{,((“:)). When E is not equal to the

energy of a bound state in the continuum,
s(E +1i0") = det[S(E)]. (S23)

We comment that the bound state energies Ep correspond to the poles of the emitter propagator G(w) = [wly —
KT — K(w)]7!, hence they satisfy J(Eg) = 0.

Proof. Let n(E) denote the momentum degeneracy at energy E and ki, ...k,(g) the degenerate momenta at energy
E. When ¢(k) = £|d|k™ and FE € R., n(E) = 1 for odd m and n(E) = 2 for even m. According to Egs. (5)-(8) in
the main text, the S-matrix S(F) is a n(F) x n(E) matrix, whose matrix elements are given by

211

€ ka(B))e (ks (B))]

Saﬁ(E) = (5a5 <Ukﬁ(E)|G(E + i0+)|vka(E)> , (324)

where o, 8 € (1,2,...,n(F)).

Note that in writing down Eq. (524), we have implicitly assumed that the limit G(E + i0") = lim,_,o+ G(E + in)
exists. However, if E.1y — KT — K(E, +40%) has a zero eigenvalue for some energy E. € R., G(E. + in) does not
have a limit when 7 — 07 and E. corresponds to the energy of a bound state in the continuum. This is why the
theorem only applies to E # E..

Construct A as a N x n(E) matrix and A" its Hermitian conjugate:

1 -1
A:( YIRS |e'<kn<E>>\|v’“"<E’>>’ )

then the n(E) x n(E) matrix S(F) for E # E. can be written as
S(E) =1, — 2miATG(E +i0T)A, (S26)

where 1, (g) is an identity matrix of dimension n(E).
Using the definitions of s(w), J(w) and the properties of determinant, we have,

s(E+1i0") = det(1ly + (K(E +1i0") — K(E +i07))G(E +1i0™)), (S27)

where K(E +i0") — K(E 4 i07) can be re-written as

oo 1 1
KE+i0") -~ K(E+i07) = dk -
(B +i07) = K(E+i07) /,OO for) (vl <E+i0+ —e(k) E—i0- —e(k)) ’
+oo
= —/ dk |vg){vg|2mid (E — e(k)),
= —2mi Z vk, ) (g, | = —2miAAT, (S28)
2 1)
Inserting Eq. (528) into Eq. (527), we get
s(E +i0") = det [1y — 2miAATG(E +i01)]. (S29)

According to a standard result in linear algebra known as the extension of the matrix determinant lemma, given an
invertible N x N matrix —27iG(E + i0) and a N x n(F) matrix A,

det[ly — 2miAATG(E +i0")] = det[1,(g) — 2miATG(E +i0T)A]. (S30)

Using Egs. (526) and (S29), we see that the Lh.s and r.h.s of Eq. (S30) are equal to s(E + i0") and det[S(F)],
respectively. This is the end of the proof for Theorem 5.
O

We proceed to prove Theorem 4 with the help of Theorem 5.



Alm [w] AIm[w ]

(a) e(k) = |d|k™, odd m (b) e(k) = |d|k™, even m

FIG. S1. Illustration of the integration contours for the calculation of the winding phase of det[S(FE)]. (a) Contours for a
dispersion relation e(k) = |d|k™ with odd m. (b) Contours for a dispersion relation e(k) = |d|k™ with even m. The density of
states diverges at the origin ¥ = 0, marked by the red dot. The black lines represent the continuum spectrum, while the yellow
stars represent bound-state energies. The dashed lines with arrows are the integration paths for the evaluation of the winding
number of det[S(F)]. The semicircles (circles) are added to form closed integration contours so that the residue theorem can
be invoked. The red semicircles (circle) go around the origin with an infinitesimal radius, while the black semicircles (circle)
have an infinite radius.

Proof. (Theorem 4)

First consider e(k) = |d|k™ with odd m, in which case the continuum spectrum is R, = (—o0, 0)U(0, +00). Since we
have assumed that there is no bound state in the continuum, using Theorem 5, we can replace det[S(E)] by %

for E € R. and rewrite Eq. (S21) in terms of a contour integral in the complex plane:

| OpJ(E+i07)  OwJ(E+ i0+)] | / 0T (w)
2A0 = — dE — = — d
Z/‘R { J(E+1i07) J(E +i0T) ' RY+R]+RF+R5 TIw)

(S31)

where F is a real coordinate, w is a complex coordinate, and the integration contours Rli and ’R;E are illustrated by
the dashed lines in Fig. Sla.

R;t and Rli represent the contours just above/below the real line for E' < 0 and E > 0, respectively. We can obtain
two closed integration contours by adding a pair of semicircles C* with an infinitesimal radius around 0 and a pair of
semicircles ST with radius |w| — co. Equation (S31) can then be rewritten as

_ w&uJ(w) ; wan(w) ; wawj(w)
280 7{ e * /s++s—d Jw) /c++c—d Tw) (532)

where § represents the sum of integrals over the two closed contours. For odd m, J(w) is analytic in the complement
of the real line in the complex plane. The poles of J~!(w) correspond to the bound state energies; they can only be
located below the real line given our assumption that there is no bound state in the continuum. This also implies
that when K® is Hermitian, Np = 0. Applying the residue theorem, the closed contours in the upper and lower half
planes yield 0 and —27¢Np, respectively. Hence,

, OuJ(w)
—zj{dw Tw —27Np. (S33)

Next, we evaluate the integrals along the small semicircles. J(w) is equal to det[H (w)] in Eq. (S14), which shows
that J(w) ~ K(w) ~ L(w) when w — 0. Intuitively, the winding phases of J(w) along C* are equal to the winding
phases of L(w) along C*, which contribute to the term 7”1 in Eq. (S22). To demonstrate it rigorously, we write
J(w) as the product of L(w) and another function g(w):

g(w) = —L Hw)K (w) det(wly_1 — Kff) + LY (w) det(wly — K7). (S34)
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This way the winding phases of J(w) along C* can be evaluated as the sum of the winding phases of g(w) and L(w):

; wan(w):i w&uL(w) ; w&‘wg(w)
K () /. Iw) K o) (835)

Using Egs. (S4), the winding number of L(w) can be evaluated explicitly in polar coordinates:

O,L(w) .. T OgL(r,0)
= 1 ——
Ve ®Towy T I
=4 lim dd —i(m—1)/m,
r—0 o+
=x(m—1)/m, (S36)

where fof df = limg, 0+ g,—sn— 0012 df. The integral along C~ can be evaluated similarly; and it has the same value

as the integral along C™.

Next, we argue that the winding phases of g(w) along C* are equal to 0. Note that the contour C*/C~ is defined
through two limiting processes taken consecutively on an arc centered at the origin of the complex plane. In the first
limit, we fix the radius of the arc and send both endpoints of the arc to infinitesimal distances above/below the real
line, so the arc almost becomes a semicircle. In the second limit, the radius of the arc is sent to 0. Because of this,
we need to first examine g(F + in) when n — 0%, and then send E — 0.

Using Eq. (S34), we see that g(w) is an analytic function in the complement of the real line on the complex plane
for odd m. Since lim,_,o+ L™'(E + in) K (E + in) and lim,_,o+ L' (E + in) exist for E anywhere on the real line R,
lim, o+ g(E + in) = g(E + i0%) exist for E € R. Furthermore, since lim,,_,o L™ (w) K (w) = [V (0)|?, g(E + i0%) as
functions of £ € R are continuous at E = 0.

The winding phase of g(w) along C* is equal to the phase difference between g(—|E| 4 i0") and g(|E| +i07") in
the limit £ — 0. Similarly, the winding phase of g(w) along C~ is equal to the phase difference between g(|E|+i07)

and g(—|E| 4+ i07) in the limit £ — 0. Because of the continuity of g(F + i0%) at E = 0, i Jos - dwa“;ﬁi“;) =0.

Therefore,

. 0uJ(w) _ . SOl
Z/c++cdw Jw) /c++cd L) —2rm=1)/m. (S37)

At last, we evaluate the integral along the large semicircles, which can be written in polar coordinates as

, Oud(w) . . 0 e d(r,0) [T 9y J(r,0)
d =il dpe Dy [ gt ) S38
oo 50 n;&( B () B S [(X) (5%

Using Eq. (S14), J(w) can be written as
J(w) = —K(w)Py-1(w) + Py (w), (S39)

where Py_;1(w) = det(wly_ 1 — K) and Py(w) = det(wly — K*) are polynomial functions of w with degrees

N — 1 and N, respectively. From the definition of K(w) in Eq. (S8), we can see that lim,|_. K(w) = 0, hence

J(w) ~ Py(w) ~ w™ when |w| — oo; and we expect that the sum of the winding phases of J(w) around the large

semicircles is equal to 2w N. In the following, we provide a careful mathematical analysis to verify this intuitive result.
Taking the derivative of Eq. (S39) w.r.t 6, we have

0pJ (1, 0) = iwd,J(w) = —iwd, K (w)Py_1(w) — iwK (w)0,Pn_1(w) + iwd, Py (w). (S40)

We can observe from Eq. (S8) that lim,|e 0K (w) = limpooo K(w) = 0. In addition, lim,| PI’\D’;(IS;) =
limy, 00 %@M = 0, hence

lim M = lim M =N (S41)

T—+00 J(T‘, 9) |w|—00 PN(LL))



uniformly in 6 € (0,7) U (7, 27). Applying the dominated convergence theorem, we can evaluate the r — oo limit of
the following definite integral as a function of the integration end points 61,605 € (0,7) (or 01,605 € (m,27)):

i lim d0 0oJ (r,9)

Jim [ o S5 = — (6, — 0)N. (S42)

The limit in Eq. (S42) is uniform in 61, 05 because the limit in Eq. (S41) is uniform in 6. This implies that, when we
evaluate Eq. (S38), we can exchange the limit in 7 and the limits in the integration end points:

i / L C N AR I GLL]

S+ J(w) 7001 7~ §2—0+ 91 “J(r,0)
—i Tim Gim tim [ dp 2709 TN, (S43)

01—~ 02—0t r—0 01 (7“7 9)

where we have used Eq. (S42) in evaluating Eq. (S43). The integration along S~ can be evaluated similarly, and it
has the same value as Eq. (S43); hence we get

O
i / w227 o (S44)
strs-  J(w)
Combining Eqs. (S32), (S33), (S37) and (S44), we obtain Eq. (522) for the dispersion relation e(k) = |d|k™ with odd
m. The case of e(k) = —|d|k™ with odd m can be proved identically once we replace F with —FE.

Next, we discuss the case of e(k) = |d|k™ with even m. Similarly as in the case of odd m, the winding phase of
det[S(E)] can be evaluated as

ZO B an(E—i-’LO) B w&JJ(W)
2A(5— [ (E —i0) J(E +i0) :|_/R++Rd J(w)

B (w) wan(w) B wan(w)
‘7{‘1 ol R e R e (845)

where the integration contours are illustrated in Fig. S1b. R* represent the contours just above and below the real
line along the continuum spectrum. f represents the integration over the closed contour. Following a procedure
similar to the case of odd m, it is easy to show that the result of this integral is also given by Eq. (522). The case of
e(k) = —|d|k™ with even m can be proved similarly.

This is the end of the proof for Theorem 4. O

IV. GENERALIZATION TO SPATIAL DIMENSION D AND NON-INTEGER m

Angular momentum eigenstates in D dimension

In the main text and Sec. V of the Supplement, we have focused on 1D systems with dispersion relations e(k) =
+|d|k™, where m is a positive integer. To demonstrate the generality of the principle that divergent density of states
leads to a nontrivial universal limit of the S-matrix, we extend the discussion to all dimensions D > 1 and non-integer
values of m. Let k denote the momentum vector in integer spatial dimension D > 1. For simplicity, we assume
a dispersion relation with rotational symmetry: e(k) = |k|*, where a > 0 does not have to be an integer. These
dispersion relations are natural extensions of the even integer m case of e(k) = o|d|k™ in the one-dimensional models.
The odd integer extensions of this analytic dispersion relation do not have natural analogs for D > 1. The density of
states is defined as

+oo
p(E) = /de §(E — |k|*) = b(D)/ dk kP18(B — k%) = b(D)kP e (k)71 (S46)
0
where the constant b(D) = &”TD//;) comes from the integration over the solid angle of a (D — 1)-sphere. T'(2) is the
gamma function. Evaluating Eq. (S46), we have
1 b(D)

kDfa, (=
a a

(S47)

SIE



where k = E'/¢. When D = 1, we have b(D) = 2 and ¢ = a, so that Eq. (S47) agrees with the value of p(E) in the
main text for a = m for positive even integer m. For general values of D, p(F) diverges when m > D; we will show
that the S-matrix goes to a nontrivial limit dependent on a/D at zero energy. p(E) has a finite limit at £ = 0 when
a < D; we will show that the S-matrix goes to the identity matrix at zero energy.

Let us first study the S-matrix in D dimensions. The momentum-space representation of the scattering operator
is given by

S(k,k") = 6(k—K') — 2mid[e(k)—e(k")|T(E+i0", k, k), (948)

where T'(E+i0", k, k') is the momentum-space representation of the T-operator T (w) which we specify later. Energy
is preserved in the scattering process, hence we can define an operator S(F) that describes the scattering process
at energy F. In 1D, the momentum degeneracy is 2 at any energy; S(E) is a 2 x 2 matrix the same as in the case
of positive even integer m discussed in the main text. In 3D and higher dimensions, there are uncountably many
momentum eigenstates at the same energy E > 0; S(F) is an integral operator in the momentum basis instead of a
discrete, finite matrix.

In the familiar cases of quadratic dispersion relation a = 2 and D = 2,3, it is a common practice to choose the
common eigenstates of the angular momentum operator and the kinetic energy operator as the basis states for the
representation of the S-matrix. For example, when D = 3, the angular momentum eigenbasis can be labelled by two
integers, | and m;, where [ = 0,1,2,... is called the angular momentum quantum number and m; = —I, -l +1,...,1
the magnetic quantum number. In the angular momentum eigenbasis, the scattering operator at energy F can be
represented as a matrix, describing the transmission coefficients between different angular momentum eigenstates at
energy E. Note that the dispersion relation |k|® shares the same eigenbasis as the quadratic dispersion relation |k|?,
hence we can use the same angular momentum eigenbasis for the representation of the S-matrix. In the following, we
give an overview of the angular momentum eigenstates in arbitrary dimensions.

In D > 2 dimensional space with Cartesian coordinates {z1,...zp}, we can introduce generalized polar coordinates
{r,61,...0p_1} such that r = Zi’;l 22 is the radial distance to the origin of the coordinate frame. The set 6 =
{61,...0p_1} specifies coordinates on the surface of a (D — 1)-sphere [60, 61]. The D-dimensional total orbital
angular-momentum operator is given by L? = —Vg, where Vz is the Laplacian operator on the unit (D — 1)-sphere—
a partial differential operator defined purely in terms of 8. The eigenvalues and eigenvectors of L? are given by

L2Yl7f11 (0) = l(l +D — Z)YMH (0)’ (849)

where [ = 0,1,2,... is the generalization of the angular momentum quantum number to D dimensions and ¢ =
1,2,... N, labels the degenerate eigenstates. Y 4, (0) is the generalization of spherical harmonics to D dimensions [62].
When | = 0, N; = 1, i.e. the eigenstate is non-degenerate. When [ > 1, N; = %Cff{l_; For example, when
D=2 N =2forl>1;Y,=1(0) = (2m)" /2 exp(ilf) and Y] ,,—2(0) = (27)~'/? exp(—ilf), where 6 = arctan(za/z1).
When D = 3, N; = 2l + 1 for I > 1; ¢; has a one-to-one correspondence with the magnetic quantum number
my=—l,—l+1,...1

The orthogonality relations of the spherical harmonics are given by

[ 49 Y7, (617,00, (6) = i, (550)

where [ df2 is the integration over the solid angle of the (D — 1)-sphere.

In scattering theory with D > 2, states with [ = 0,1,2... are often referred to as s-waves, p-waves, d-waves...,
respectively. When D = 1, the dispersion relation is symmetric about k& = 0; the s-wave and p-wave refer to the
symmetric and antisymmetric combinations of the degenerate momentum eigenstates at a given energy, respectively.
In the main-text discussion of 1D systems, we have shown that the scattering of the s-wave is decoupled from the p-
wave when E — 0; the s-wave transmission coefficient has a nontrivial limit exp(in/a), while the p-wave transmission
coefficient is 1. The goal of this section is to generalize the zero-energy scattering behavior in 1D to higher dimensions.
Specifically, in systems with nonvanishing interactions at zero energy, s-wave scattering is decoupled from all other
channels in the zero-energy limit in any dimension; the s-wave transmission coefficient goes to a universal limit
exp(2miD/a) when a > D, while the scattering in other channels [ > 1 goes to a trivial limit—the identity matrix.

The different zero-energy behaviors for [ = 0 and [ > 1 are due to the different behaviors of the radial wavefunctions
Ri(r) ~ (kr)! at small r. The main idea is that, when E — 0, R;(r) goes to a constant at any finite r for [ = 0 and
vanishes for [ > 1. Therefore, the s-wave experiences interactions at zero energy while the higher channels do not see
the interactions. To substantiate the argument, let us compute R;(r) below.
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The eigenvalue equation for the kinetic energy operator at positive energy F is given by
V3¢(r) = k*¢(r), (S51)

where k = E'/® and V? is the Laplacian operator in D dimension. In the spherical coordinate system (r,0), we have

9] 9] L?
2 = ,1-D D-1
=T o (r 81") r2’ (852)

Inserting the separable ansatz ¢; 4, g(r) = Ry (r)Y14(0) into Eq. (S51) and using Eq. (S52), we obtain the radial
equation

{dQ D—-1d l(l+D—2
1.2 2

) + kz] Ry (r) = 0. (S53)

dr? r o dr r

D—1

Defining Ry x(r) =r~ "2

y(r), Eq. (S53) can be written as

2T+, D-3
— - ———+k = '=l+—— 4
Lﬁz SR ] y(r) =0, s (S54)
where I” > 0 for D > 2. When D = 1, the centrifugal term WTH) vanishes and R;(r) = y(r); when D = 3, we have
I"=1, R(r) = y(r)/r. When D > 2, as r — 0, the centrifugal term l/(l%l) dominates the energy term k2, and the

solutions behave like solutions of the corresponding equation with E' = 0; namely, like combinations of P+ and r—
Thus, the physically acceptable wave function behaves like 71— the Riccati-Bessel function j; (kr)[63]:

u(2) = i (2) = \/HJH;(z) (555)

2 2)
\/72 n'2”+l'+1/2F g/ tn+3/2) (S56)

where ji/(z) is the spherical Bessel function, and Jy(z) the ordinary Bessel function. The Riccati-Bessel functions
satisfy the following orthogonality relations

/ = () () = gé(k —K). (S57)
0

Hence we obtain Ry (r) and ¢ q, g(r,0):

Ry(r) = \/zrlgz’ljl/(kr), (S58)
(bl,qz,E:k“ (’I“, 0) = [p(E)el(k')}_1/2Rl,k(T)Y2,ql (0)7
= \/zb(D)—l/Q(kr)—Dzlj'l,(kr)yl,ql(e). (S59)

Here, we have chosen normalization constants such that the following orthogonality and completeness relations are
satisfied:

<¢l,qz7 (bn,an’):p( )_16(E_E/)5l7n6qz7qnv (860)
/0 4B 3 p(E) 610.2) (5] = (s61)

La

where 1 is the identity operator in the Hilbert space of a particle in D dimensions.
Using Egs. (S56), (S58) and (S59), we have, for kr < 1,

(kr)!

9U+D/2-1T(] 1 %){1 +O[(kr)?]}. (S62)

(bl,quE(r? 0) :b(D)_l/QY—l,qz (0)
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Hence, using Y51(0) = b(D)_%7 we can derive the point-wise convergence

D
-1 1 _(_1 _
lim ¢4, 68(r)= b(D) 2P/2-11(3) (ﬁ) = O, (563)
E—0*t 0 1>1
which confirms our earlier claim that the s-wave has a constant wavefunction at zero energy.
Eq. (S63) is all we need to know about the angular momentum wavefunctions to derive the S-matrix universal
limits. Eq. (S63) implies that the S-matrix universal limit is only nontrivial for [ = 0; the quantum number ¢; plays
no role in the discussions. For simplicity and uniformity of notation with the 1D case, we will use a single variable

a=1,2,... to denote the pair of quantum numbers (I, ¢;). In particular, &« = 1 corresponds to! =0 and o = 2,3, ...
correspond to states with [ > 1. The orthogonality relation in Eq. (S60) can be rewritten as
(ba,5lp,5/) = p(E)H6(E — E')dap. (S64)

Finally, we are ready to define the S-matrix in the angular momentum basis in arbitrary dimension. In the basis
{|¢w,E)}, the scattering operator at energy E can be represented by a matrix S(E):
p(E) (05,5|S|¢a,p) = 0(E — E')Sa5(E),
Sap(E) = 8as — 2mip(EYT(E+i0*, a, E, 8, E), (365)

where S, g(E) is the matrix element of S(E) and
T(w, o, E,B,E) = (¢p,p| T(W)|da.E) - (566)
Eq. (5) can be compared to Eq. (5) in the main text for 1D systems.

Universal scattering

In this subsection, we consider emitter scattering for arbitrary integer spatial dimension D > 1 and dispersion
relation e(k) = |k|*, where a > 0 is not required to be an integer. The Hamiltonian is given by

H=H,+V,
N

Hy = /de e(k)CT(k)C(k) + > K[blb;,

i,j=1
V= /de

where we have either commutation or anti-commutation relations: [C(k), CT(k")]+ = §(k — k'), [bi, b}]i = 0;;. We
assume that the emitter-photon interaction has the form |vg) = (Vi(k),...Vn (k)T = V(k) |u), where |u) is a unit
vector. Let 0 be the null vector in dimension D. We require that V' (k) is locally square-integrable and continuous at
k = 0 and that V(0) is nonzero.

Similarly to the main text, we can define a N x N matrix K (w) describing the effective interactions between

emitters:

: (S67)

N
> Vi(k)C(k)b] + h.c
=1

Vi(k)V; (k)
. _ D J _
Kij(w) —/d k o Tk (S68)
The momentum-space representation of the T-operator 7 (w) is given by

1
oIy —K(w) — KR

T(wv k, k/) = <Uk" (869)

. D
Since V' (k) is square-integrable, its Fourier transform V(z) = (\/%) [ dPkexp(ikz)V (k) exists. To find the

representation of the T-operator in the basis {|¢a.g)}, define vector vy, g) = Va g |u), where

Var = /dDz V(z)gi)ZE(z) (S70)
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The vector elements of |v, ) represent the interaction coefficients between the emitters and the angular momentum
mode « at energy E.
The representation of the T-operator in the angular momentum basis is given by

1
oIy — K@) K&

T((.L),O[,E,ﬂ,El) = V[;:E’VOL,E <U| (871)
The S-matrix in the angular momentum basis is related to T(w,«, E, 3, E’) by Eq. (5). The generalization of 1D
universal scattering to arbitrary dimension D and to all (including non-integer) m > 0 is given in the following
theorem:

Theorem 6. Suppose V (k) is a locally square-integrable function continuous at k = 0 and suppose V(k =0) £ 0. In
the absence of bright zero-energy eigenstates, when a < D, limp_,o+ Sa,g(E) = 04,5, when a > D,

lim S, (F)=
pgs S (E)

{exp(Qm'D/a) a=p=1, (S72)

0o, Otherwise.

Proof. In the orthonormal basis where |u) is the first basis vector, the only nonzero matrix element of K(w) is
K11 (w) = K(w):

K(w) = / dPk W (S73)
K (w) = [u) (u] K(w). (S74)

Using Eq. (S71), we have

(S75)

m det(wly — KB) \
lim T(w, o, B, 8, E') = lim V} g Vo (_ K(w) + et(wly ) )
w—0 w—0 ’ ’ )

det(wly—1 — Kﬁ,

It is easy to show that Lemma 3 applies to general dispersion relations and any dimension. Hence, the absence of
bright zero-energy eigenstates implies that any null vector of K ﬁ, corresponds to the null vector of K. Using a

R
similar argument as in Eq. (S16), lim,,_q %

exists in the absence of bright zero-energy eigenstates.

We first prove the theorem for cases when the S-matrix has a trivial zero-energy limit. When a < D, limg_,o+ p(E) =
0 from Eq. (S47); lim,_0 K(w) is a constant. Hence, lim, 0 T(w, o, E, 3, E') exists from Eq. (S75). Using Eq. (5),
we can conclude that limpg_,g+ S g(E) = da,3 when a < D.

When a = D, limg_,g p(E) is finite from Eq. (547); K (w) diverges logarithmically in the limit of w — 0. Hence, we
have limy,_,o T(w, o, E, 8, E’') = 0 from Eq. (S75). Using Eq. (5), we see that limg_,o+ Sa,g(E) = 0q,35 when a = D.

We continue with the proof of nontrivial universal limit of S(E) when a > D. Similarly, as in the 1D case, define

L(w):/de ! b(D)/()+Oodk L m/0+oodp — (S76)

w—|k:|a: w— ke D w—pS

where, in the last equality, ¢ = 4 and we have changed the integration variable from k to p = k”. The integral

D
converges for ¢ > 1, and the value of L(w) is given by
P (-1
—_— —1i0 ST7
e () 5T

which diverges at the same rate as the density of states p(|w|) when |w| — 0. Eq. (S77) agrees with Eq. (13) in the
main text for even m =a and D = 1.
When ¢ > 1, following a standard relation in functional analysis, lim,,_o L(w)ﬁ = 0(k). We have

L(w) = —mip(|w])

lim K (w)L ™ (w) = |V(0)|* # 0. (S78)

w—0
Using Egs. (S75) and (S78), we have, in the absence of bright zero-energy eigenstates,

VELV
. n_ _ _'BETaE
i%L(w)T(w,a,E,ﬂ,E )= Vik=0 (S79)
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which can be compared to Eq. (S9) for the case of D = 1. Using Egs. (S63) and (S70), we have

D ~
B D o B
éimOV“’E: (\/ﬂ) JdPz2V(z)=V(k=0) a=1,
-

(S80)
0 a> 2,
where ae = 1 corresponds to [ = 0 and « > 2 corresponds to [ > 1. Using Eq. (S80), Eq. (S79) becomes
-1 a=p=1
lim L(w)T(w, o, E,3,E') = ’ S81
w0 WT(w o BB E) {0 Otherwise. (881)

Using Egs. (5), (S77), and (S81), we obtain Eq. (S72). We are done with the proof of Theorem 6 for all values of
a> 0. O

Levinson’s theorem

Levinson’s theorem can also be generalized to D > 2. We define the determinant of the infinite-dimensional matrix
S(E) through the n — oo limit of the series det[S,,(E)], where S,,(E) is the n x n submatrix of S(FE) in the subspace
ofa=0,1,...n—1:

det[S(E)] = lim det[S,(E)]. (582)
n—oo
As [ increases, ¢4, z(r,0) ~ (rk)! vanishes increasingly fast close to the scattering center because of the centrifugal
barrier. This implies that modes with high angular momentum (« — 0o0) have trivial scattering amplitudes and the
limit in Eq. (S82) exists.

Theorem 7. Define the winding phase Ad of det[S(FE)] similarly to the 1D case in Theorem J. Suppose |vg) =
V (k) |u) satisfies the properties listed in Theorem 6, and the dispersion relation is given by e(k) = |k|*, where m > 0.
We have, in the absence of bright zero-energy eigenstates and bound states in the continuum,

_ a=D
A5:{77(N Np)+7%== a>D,

7T(N — NB) a < D, (883)

where N is the number of emitters and Np is the number of bound states.

Theorem 7 can be proven through a procedure similar to the one used in Theorem 4 for 1D systems. Below, we
provide the extension of Theorem 5 to arbitrary dimension D. The rest of the proof is quite straightforward and we
omit it here.

Theorem 8. Define J(w) = detfwly — KT — K(w)], where K(w) is defined in Eq. (S68). When E is not equal to
the energy of a bound state in the continuum, we have
J(E —10)

det[S(E)] = JE i)

(S84)

Proof. The proof follows the same procedure as the proof for Theorem 5. Construct A,, as a N x n matrix and A,
its Hermitian conjugate:

A= () (vazo.6). - [vazn1.5)) - (885)
Then the n x n matrix S, (E) for E # E. can be written as
S.(E) =1, —2miAl G(E +i0")A,, (S86)

where 1,, is the identity matrix of dimension n and G(w) = (1y — K (w)— K)~!. Using the properties of determinant,
the definition of J(w), and the identity

. e 1 1
K(E+ZO+) E+ZO Z/ anE’><vaE|(E+ZO+_E/_E_ZO__E/>7

_ _ R +
27TzZp NVa.E) (Va,E| = —2mi nh_)rrolo A, Al (S87)




14

the r.h.s of Eq. (S84) can be written as

J(E — i0)

_ o . g 1— -N+
T i) ~ et [n — 20 lim A, ALG(E + 10 )] - (S88)

According to the matrix determinant lemma, given an invertible N x N matrix —2miG(E +i0) and a N x n(E) matrix
Ap,

det[1y — 27iA, Al G(F +i07)] = det[1,, — 2mi Al G(E +i07)A,,]. (S89)

Using Egs. (S82), (526) and (S88), we see that the L.h.s and r.h.s of Eq. (S89) are equal, respectively, to det[S(FE)]

ﬁg;igg in the limit of m — oo. This is the end of the proof of Theorem 8.

and
O

V. SEPARABLE POTENTIAL SCATTERING

The purpose of this Letter is to demonstrate the principle that divergent density of states leads to nontrivial
universal behavior of the S-matrix. To demonstrate that this principle is not limited to emitter-photon interactions,
in this section, we show that the S-matrix has the same universal limit in a particular class of potential scattering. To
be specific, we study separable potential scattering. Seperable potentials generalize delta-function potential scattering
and serve as an important effective model to describe the long-distance behavior in many scattering systems.

Assume any integer spatial dimension D > 1. The time-independent Schrodinger equation in momentum space is
given by

e(k)y(k) + /de’ V(K k)p(k') = Ev(k), (S90)

where the dispersion relation ¢(k) is any of those being considered for emitter scattering in 1D in the main text
or for arbitrary D in Sec. IV. For local potentials, V(k’, k) = V(k’ — k) depend only on the momentum difference
kK’ — k, where k (k') is the incoming (outgoing) momentum of the incident particle. For scattering with a separable
potential, the potential is non-local in real space and takes the form V(2’,2) = gi(z")0(z), where z (2’) is the

incoming (outgoing) position of the incident particle and ©(z) is normalized such that (\/#27) [dPz0(z) = 1. Let

v(k) be the Fourier transform of ©(z); it is clear that v(k) is uniformly continuous and v(k = 0) = 1. The separable
potential in momentum space takes the form V(k’, k) = go(k’)0(k); the time-independent Schrodinger equation can
then be written as

e(k)u(k) + gulk) [ AP oK (K = EV(R). (s91)

In potential scattering, the T-matrix can be solved from the Lippmann-Schwinger equation:

U(k/,)
Tsep(wv k7 k,) = gU(k)U(k,) + gU(k/) / dellstep(w, k, k/,). (892)
Solving Eq. (592), we obtain the solution for the T-matrix:
k)u(k')
Tee k. k" = 7)(7
P(w7 ’ ) g_1 _ K(OJ)’ (893)
— p, v(k)?
Keep(w) = /d k) Tk (S94)

where the momentum dependence is simply captured by the momentum dependence of the potential. The scattering
operator is related to the T-matrix through Eq. (S48). Let us compare the T-matrix for separable potential scattering
to single-particle emitter scattering with K% = 0 and Vi (k) = v(k):

o ) - LK) (%)
v 2
K(w) = / deoJ—(ke)('m' (S96)
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The similarity between Tyep(w, k, k') and T(w,k,k’) allows the S-matrix universal limits to be similarly derived
for separable potential scattering. To be specific, the zero-energy limit of the S-matrix behaves identically to the
single-emitter scattering for any dispersion relation studied in earlier sections of the paper.

The Levinson’s theorem can also be generalized to separable potential scattering. Defining the S-matrix Sgep(E)
similarly to S(E) in the case of emitter scattering, it is easy to derive a generalization of Theorems 5 and 8 to separable
potential scattering. In any dimension, we have

g7 — Ksep(E —i0)

det[ssep(E)] = g1 = Ksep(E T iO). (S97)

The solutions of g~ — Kep(w) = 0 correspond to bound state energies. Define Adgep, as the difference of the scattering
phase of det[Ssep (E)] between the two ends of the continuum spectrum similarly to Eq. (S21). Following a proof similar
to that of Theorem 4, we have, for dispersion relation e(k) = £|d|k™ in 1D,

-1
Abyep = —7Np + 1~ (S98)
m

where Np is the number of bound states. For dispersion relation e(k) = |k|* in integer dimension D > 1,

a

—7wN a—D D
Aoy = TN+ a>D, (S99)
—7mNp O0<a<D.
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