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Abstract

We study the hybrid type of delta potentials in R? and R3, where the delta potentials supported
by a circle/sphere are considered together with the delta potentials supported by a point outside of
the circle/sphere. The construction of the self-adjoint Hamiltonian operator associated with the formal
expressions for the circle and point delta potentials is explicitly given. The bound state energies and
scattering properties for each problem are also studied. Finally, we consider the delta potentials supported
by deformed circle/sphere and show that the first order change in the bound state energies under small
deformations of circle/sphere has a simple geometric interpretation.

Keywords: Delta potentials supported by curves and surfaces, resolvent, Krein’s resolvent formula, bound
states, scattering.

1 Introduction

Dirac delta potentials, also known as point interactions in general, are among the exactly solvable classes
of potentials studied from both physical and mathematical point of views. A detailed review of the subject
together with their mathematically rigorous constructions as well as spectral properties are given in the
monographs [11 2].

Extension of such singular class of delta potentials to the ones supported by a sphere is formally studied
in several quantum mechanics textbooks [3, [, B]. However, a precise mathematical treatment of the so-
called delta shell potentials is first given in [6]. In this work, an additional delta potential supported by a
point at the center of the sphere is also discussed in the zero angular momentum sector [ = 0. Actually,
more general and systematic studies are later developed, where the support of the delta potentials are
considered to be a curve or surface [7, [8 9 [10]. The generalizations to delta functions supported on curves
and surfaces embedded in manifolds are presented in the works [I1], [12]. Such circular/spherical singular
interactions, considered to be models for circular/spherical quantum billiards are studied analytically and
numerically recently [I3] 14]. Higher dimensional delta shell type of interactions have been also worked out
in the literature from the point of view of differential equations [15] using the partial wave analysis. Small
geometric deformations of the support of the delta potentials recently attract some attention [16], where
the area preserving small deformations can give rise to the isolated eigenvalues. Furthermore, the scattering
theory for delta-potentials supported by locally deformed planes is constructed in [17].

In this paper, we consider the Schrodinger operators with the following type of interactions:

(i) Delta potential supported by a circle and delta potential supported by a point outside of the circle,
(ii) Delta potential supported by a sphere and delta potential supported by a point outside of the sphere,
(iii) Delta potential supported by a small deformation in the normal direction of a circle,

)

(iv) Delta potential supported by a small deformation in the normal direction of a sphere,
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and study their bound state and scattering spectrum.

It is well known that the resolvent of such singular interactions (delta potential supported by a point,
a curve, or a surface) can be expressed by some explicit formulae involving the resolvent of the free Hamil-
tonian. These expressions are commonly known as Krein’s formula in the literature [} [2], [10]. To find the
resolvent of the above hybrid type of potentials, we first regularize the ill-defined interaction terms by finite
rank projections acting on Hilbert space and then find the regularized resolvent associated with these reg-
ularized Hamiltonians. Then, considering the strong limit of these regularized resolvents, as we remove the
regularization parameter, allows us to define a self-adjoint operator corresponding to their limits thanks to
the Trotter-Kato theorem. If the support of the interaction is codimension two or three, then it is well-known
that we need to renormalize the problem (see e.g., [18, [I9] for the point interactions in two and three di-
mensions). In this case, we need to choose the coupling constants or strengths as functions of regularization
parameter such that the limit converges. For an alternative treatment of scattering applied to coexisting
point and line defects see the recent work [20].

For the sake of brevity, we only present the construction of the self-adjoint operator associated with the
first system (i) and skip the technical details of the construction of the self-adjoint Hamiltonian associated
with the other systems (ii)-(iv) since the idea of construction is essentially the same. The main results of
the paper are to give explicitly the bound state energies and differential cross sections for systems (i)-(ii).
Moreover, we show that the change in the bound state energies under small deformations in the normal
directions of the circle/sphere can be similarly studied to first order in the deformation. An interesting
observation here is that the first order perturbative calculation of the bound state energy gives the same result
as the delta potential supported by a circle/sphere with radius increased by the average of the deformation.
The method developed in this paper is in fact rather general and can be applied also to delta potentials
supported by curves and surfaces in principle.

The paper is organized as follows. In Section[2] we explicitly show that there exists a self-adjoint operator
associated with the initial formal Hamiltonian where the interaction contains a delta potential supported
by a circle centered at the origin and a point outside of this circle (point being inside does not present
any difficulties, it can equally be considered). Then, we briefly discuss the bound state analysis as well
as scattering solutions. Section [J] deals with the bound state spectrum and scattering states for the delta
potential supported by a sphere centered at the origin and a point outside of the sphere. Moreover, we
study how the small deformations of the circle and sphere in the normal directions change the bound state
spectrum and scattering properties in Sections @ and Bl Finally, Appendix A is devoted to the Trotter-Kato
theorem, which is needed to prove the self-adjointness of the Hamiltonian.

Notation. In our formulae we often use the Dirac notation for the inner products, however this notation is
particularly designed for self-adjoint operators (often the distinction between symmetric and self-adjoint is
ignored in physics literature), here we need to keep in mind that the operators appearing in our erpressions
always act on the right, unless specified otherwise. We shall also use the notation * and t for the complex
conjugation of a complex number and adjoint of an operator, respectively.

Dirac delta function supported by a point a is defined on the test functions 1 by (da|t0) = (alp) := ¥(a).
Similarly, the Dirac delta function ér supported by the curve I' and the Dirac delta function dsx, supported by
the surface ¥ are defined by their action on 1 [21)]

(or[) = (Tl4)

1
1

where ds is the integration element over the curve I' and dA is the integration element over the surface. For
the circle ' = S, ds = Rdf and L(T') = 2nR. For the sphere ¥ = S?, dA = R?sinfd0d¢ and A(X) = 4w R2.

(Osl) = (Xly)

2 Delta Potential Supported by a Circle and a Point
We first consider the delta potential supported by a circle and a point, given formally in Dirac notation by
H = Ho — MJa){al = AolD)(T] . (2.1)

where I' is the circle centered at the origin with radius R. We shall use units such that 7 = 2m = 1 for
simplicity. In order to make sense of the above expression, we first regularize the Hamiltonian H by heat
kernel K/ in the following way:

H, = Hy — M (6)]a) (@] — A1), (2.2)



where
Gl = [ Koty (23)
) = g [ ([ Eptrani @) ds. (2.4

Here € > 0 is the regularization parameter or cut-off and «(s) = (R cos(s/R), Rsin(s/R)) is the parametriza-
tion of the circle S1. The explicit form of the heat kernel in R" is given by [22]

1

e /2e 2.5
(2me)n/2 ¢ (2:5)

K6/2(r7 I‘/) =
The strength or coupling constant of the point Dirac delta interaction, denoted by A1, is considered to be
a function of € > 0, whose explicit form will be determined later. In this way, H. becomes a finite rank
perturbation of the free Hamiltonian so that it is self-adjoint on the domain of Hy thanks to the Kato-Rellich
theorem [23]. This choice of the regularization is based on the fact that the heat kernel converges to the
Dirac delta function as ¢ — 07 in the distributional sense. This is an especially natural choice if we consider
delta potentials in manifolds [24] 25] and here it is not only useful for the regularization but also allows us
to approximate a singular interaction supported by a circle with a more regular one.
Next, we find the resolvent of the regularized Hamiltonian (Z2]). For this, we need to solve the following
inhomogenous Schrédinger equation

(He = E)¢) = [p) , (2.6)

for a given function (r|p) = p(r) € L?(R?). The existence of the solution is guaranteed by the basic self-
adjointness criteria Ran(H, — E) = L?(R?) for at least one E in the upper half-plane and one in the lower
half-plane [23]. By defining |a) = |f1(¢)) and ') = |f2(¢)), we can express the interaction as the sum of
the rescaled projection operators:

2
He=Ho— Y _|fj()(fi(e), (2.7)
j=1
where |fi(e)) = /i(€)] fi )> in L2(R?). Then, applying the free resolvent Ro(E) = (Ho — E)~! defined on

the resolvent set p(HO) C\ [0, 00) to the equation (Z6]), we find
[) = Ro(E)lp) + Ro(E Z HIONSAGIDR (28)

The right hand side of this expression involves unknown complex numbers (f;(€)[«). In order to find them,
we project this equation onto the (f;(e)| and isolating the j = ith term in the summation to get the following
matrix equation

D~ i, E)F5(€)10) = (Fi(e)| Ro(E)]o) (2.9)
where

5. (c E):{1—~<ﬂ<e>|Ro<Eg|ﬁ<e>> i=j 210)

~(fiQ)Ro(B)fi())  i#]-

As emphasized in the introduction, here the Dirac’s notation ( fi(6)|Ro(E)| fi(€)) should be interpreted as
(fi(e)|Ro(E) fi(e)). Assume that the matrix ® is invertible for some subset of the free resolvent set to be
determined below. Then, the solution of (29) exists and unique. Substituting this solution into (28], we
get

) = Ro(E)|p) + Ro(E Zm( Yo B)) (FBo(E)lp) (2.11)

3,7=1

The resolvent of the regularized Hamiltonian can be directly read from the above result

Rle B) = Ro(E) + o) 3 0 ) (274 e B)), {i(OIR(B) (2.12)

1,5=1



It is convenient to express the above sum in the following way

S 1766 (27 eB) (i@l = T (FOP(eB) . (2.13)

4,J=1

where we have defined the matrix Ey; := [f;)(f;]. If we define the diagonal matrix Dyj(e) == +/\i(€)di;
we can decompose F' = DFD, where Fj; = |f;)(f;|. This helps us to write the summatmn term m
as Tr (Firl) = Te(DFD&1) = Tr(FD&1D) = Tr (F&~!), where ® is related to & by a similarity
transformation ® = D~'®D~! and given by

o,(c, B) = {T ~ (FiOIR(B)fi(e)) i= (2.14)
o —(fi(e)|Ro(E)| f;(€)) i#j.
Hence, we explicitly find the resolvent formula for the regularized Hamiltonian
R(e, E) = Ro(E) + Ro(E Z |fie) &, B)),; (fi(€)|Ro(E) . (2.15)

7,j=1

We now claim that E € p(Hy) lies in the resolvent set for H.— F if and only if the matrix ®(e, E) is invertible.
To prove this, we first assume that ®(e, E) is invertible for some values of E € p(Hy). From the triangle
inequality, we have

[15(e, )| < 1 Ro(E)|¥)]] + 4 max | (@7 (e. ) ;| fi(e|Ro(B))] [|Ro(B)| fi(e)]] . (2.16)
We need to show that the right hand side of this inequality is a bounded function of F where E must lie in
p(Hp) and satisfy det ®(e, F) # 0. Moreover, this bound must also be a regular function of € since we will
consider the limiting case as ¢ — 0 by appropriately choosing A1 (€), as we will show later on.

A direct application of Cauchy-Schwarz inequality to the inner product in the right hand side of the
above inequality does not yield a regular estimate in € since the norm of the function f;(¢) is not regular.
For this reason, we may think that the adjoint of the bounded free resolvent operator acts on the first entry
in the inner product and then apply the Cauchy-Schwarz inequality

[(fi()|Ro(E)[¢)] < [[Ro(E™)| file)[[¥]] < o0, (2.17)

where we have used the fact that R} (E) = Ro(E*). Since E is inside the resolvent set of Hy, the expression
[|Ro(E)|fi(€))|] and the inner product in the right hand side of the inequality (ZI8]) is finite as long as | f;(€))
lies in L?(R?). However, we must also show that their bounds must be regular in € as ¢ — 07. It is easy to
see that

IRo(E)) P = [ B ot (2.18)

Using (Z4) and the explicit form of the heat kernel (Z3]), we find

—ip-a , lr—al
(plac) = / e
R

2me

d*r . (2.19)

By writing the integral in polar coordinates and using the integral representation of the Bessel function of
the first kind Jo(x)

1 2T . o
= — Trreost 4o 2.2

)= 5= [ e (220)

and the formula [26]

> v+1 —ax? _ ﬁy _82
/O X (& Jy(ﬁfﬂ) dr = W e da (221)
we get

(pla‘) = e~ P2 P2 (2.22)



Substituting this result into (ZI8) yields the following bound

= o [p* — 202 Re(E) + (Re(E)? + m(E)?)| -

Except for the positive real E axis, the above integral converges and one can estimate its upper bound if
Re(E) < 0 by

|[Ro(E*)|a)[|* < (2.23)

[ Ro(E%)]a) P < / Ty, (2.24)
2 Jy p*+A T

where A = Re(E)? + Im(E)2. Thanks to the result (3.354) given in [26], we can evaluate the above integral
so that

I|Ro(E*)|a)||? < (ci(e\/Z) sin(ev/A) — si(eV/A) cos(G\/Z)) , (2.25)

1
47r\/Z

where si(z) = — [ #2Ldt is the sine integral function, and ci(z) = — [° %dt is the cosine integral
function. It is easy to see that this bound is a regular function of € for all A # 0
If Re(E) > 0,
1 oo e—eu
Ro(E")[a%)[]* = — d
1o (B2l ir J, (u—Re(E))2 + Im(E)2 ™"
1 0 e—e(v—i—Re(E)) 1 0 e—e(v—i—Re(E))
= - ST Wt / ST W
41 J_Re(p) v? + Im(E) dr Jo  v?2 4+ Im(E)
10 1 S
< — - dv+ — - d 2.26
T AT J_Re(m) v? + Im(E)? + 4 02 4+ Im(FE)? v (2:26)

which are finite and regular in € by the same reason given above. We can similarly show that the following
norm

IR EENE = [ B (2.27)

is a bounded function of E on p(Hp) and regular in €. For this, we need to find

(p|T¢) = / (/ K jo(r,y(s ds) d?r . (2.28)

Using the explicit expression of the heat kernel (Z3]) and the integral representation of the modified Bessel
function of the first kind [27]

1 2m
In(z) = o veosfdp 2.2
o) =5 [ e, (229)
we get
R o2 (R
K o(r,v(s)) ds = — e Iy (—r) . (2.30)
S1 € €
Then, from the result (6.633) in [26]
e 1 2 > By
—oa® I, de = — Jy 2.31
| e L e o = 5w (5) (2.31)
we obtain
(pIT°) = = Jo(pR) . (2.32)

Combining all these results yield

pe=" J3(pR)
p? — E)(p* — E*)

IRa(ETNE = 5= [ ¢

dp . (2.33)



Since JZ(pR) < 1, we obtain the same form of the estimate (225) and (Z26) as above. All these establish
that R(e, F) is bounded if E € p(Hp) and satisfies det(® (e, E)) # 0, then F € p(H,).

Conversely, if E € p(H,), then det(®(e, E)) # 0. For this, suppose that E € C\ [0,00) satisfies
det(®(e, E)) = 0. We need to show that E ¢ p(H.) or E lies in the spectrum of H, or in particular
E is an eigenvalue of H.:

Helyp) = El) (2.34)

for some non-zero [¢) € L?(R?). The above eigenvalue problem for the regularized Hamiltonian is equivalent
to the problem of finding non-trivial solution (f;(€)|) of the equation (Z9)) with |p) = |0):

> (e, E){fi(e)l) =0. (2.35)

j=1

Since the equation ([237) is derived from the eigenvalue equation ([Z34) of the regularized Hamiltonian, the
set of F in (234) must also satisfy the equation (Z38]). To prove the converse, we first need to show that
(fi(e)|Ro(E)|fj(€)) # 0 for all 4,j. Otherwise, ® would be an identity matrix, which is clearly invertible.
Then, the equation (2:35) implies that (f;(e)[y)) = 0 for all j. Expanding explicitly the form of the matrix ®
in (238) and using the above fact, it follows that F must satisfy the eigenvalue equation for the regularized
Hamiltonian. Hence, we have a non-trivial solution of the above linear equation ([Z38) for (f;j(e)y)) with
some |¢) € L?(R?) if and only if det ®(e, E) = det ®(e, E) = 0. Let us summarize this short result as the
following lemma:

Lemma 1. Let \i(€) be a continuous function of €, which converges to zero as € — 07 and Ay > 0 be an
arbitrary positive real number. The resolvent of the reqularized Hamiltonian

H = HO—ZA ) fi(){fi(e)]

is given by

R( ) RO + RO Z |fl ))” <f](6)|RO(E) )
where
By, E) = 325 ~ (OIRE)S) (2.36)

and its resolvent set is given by p(H.) = {E € p(Hp) : det(® (¢, E)) # 0 for all e > 0}.

Now, we consider the limiting case as ¢ — 0 to properly define the initial formal Hamiltonian. For this
reason, we choose A1 (€) in such a way that the regularized Hamiltonian has a reasonable and non-trivial limit
as we remove the cut-off parameter, that is, as € — 0. The off-diagonal elements of the matrix ®(e, E) for
E = —1? in the limit € — 0" can be directly calculated using the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem
and the integral [20]

o K I: (b 0<b
/ Je(ax)Je(ba) —— du = (@9 e(be) 0 <b<a (2.37)
0 T? +c Ke(be)Ig(ac) 0<a<b

for Re(§) > —1, so that

. 2 _ . 2y — _ i € .2 €
6l_1>1%1+ Do(e, —v7) €l_1>1%1+ Doy (e, —v7) Eg%l+<a |Ro(—v7)|T°)
1
= —%KO (av) Iy (Rv) . (2.38)

The limit of the second diagonal term of the matrix ®(e¢, —1?) as ¢ — 07 can be evaluated easily thanks to
the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem so we have

1 1 [(pIT)|* d?p
lim ® %) = — —(T°Ro(e, 12| = — — 1 /7—
lim @oa(e, =) " (T|Ro (e, —v7)|I) o e e P2 (2n)
1 1
= — — ——I(vR)K 2.
o~ s WRIKWR) (2.39)



where we have used the result (Z32) and the continuity of the integral (Z37) in the limiting case a — b.
The € — 0% limit of the first diagonal element of the matrix ®(¢, E) in ([2.I4)) includes the following term

lim (a“| Ro( ¥ )|a€>/000 Ki(a,a)e ™ dt | (2.40)

However, this is divergent due to the singular behaviour of the heat kernel around ¢ = 0. To obtain a well-
defined expression, we apply a renormalization process, an idea that is well-known in field theory models.
In line with this idea, we introduce a new parameter u > 0 and make the following choice of the coupling
constant A1 as a function of the regularization parameter e:

1 e 2
= K (a,a)e”™ ™ dt . 2.41
o Fedaw (2.41)

Applying the method of renormalization to find well-defined results for point Dirac delta potentials in two
and three dimensions is actually not new, see e.g. [I8, [19]. After substituting (ZZ41]) for the first diagonal
element of the matrix (ZI4) for E = —? and then taking the limit as ¢ — 07, we get

1
lim @y (e, —1%) = e log(v?/p?) . (2.42)

e—0t

Hence, we denote the limit of the matrix ®(e, —1?) as ®(—v?), it is given by

ﬁ log (Z_Z) _%KO (va)Io (VR)
d(—v?) = . (2.43)

—5=Ko (va) Iy (vR) )\—2 — =Ko(vR)Io(vR)

The formal limit of the resolvent ([2.I5) of the regularized Hamiltonian as we take ¢ — 07, is given by

R(E) := Ro(E) + Ro(E Zlfz E)),; (f;1Ro(E) , (2.44)

7,j=1

for E = —1?, which satisfies det ®(F) # 0 and the matrix ® is given by [Z43)). Here |f1) = |a) and | f2) = |T).
Actually, one can show that the above regularized resolvent (ZI3]) converges strongly to the expression ([2.44)
as € — 0T for real negative values of E that satisfy det ®(E) # 0, that is,

lim || (R(e, B) = R(E)) [f)]| = (2.45)

e—0t

for any |f) € L?*(R?) and E € p(H.). Since E is assumed to satisfy det ®(E) # 0, we conclude that
det ®(e, E) # 0 for sufficiently small € > 0. Then, if we show

Jim [[Ro(E)]fi(€)) — Ro(E)Ifi)l[ =0, (2.46)

then the strong convergence of the resolvent easily follows. The above condition is easy to check once we
write it explicitly

2 2 2 R
fRZ 1 + e P — Qe €P /2 (p2_1E)2 (3771)7_2 forz =1

f]RZ 1+ e—E;DZ B 26—5p2/2 (;(EEPER))Q (3?3)72 for i — 2 ;

Tim [ Ro(E)Ifi(e)) — Ro(E)|f3)* = (2.47)

where we have used the equations ([2.22)) and (2Z32]). Then, the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem
implies that this limit is zero. Hence, we prove that

Lemma 2. Let E be a real negative number that satisfies det ®(E) # 0. Then, the resolvent R(e, E) of the
reqularized Hamiltonian H, converges strongly to the expression R(E), given by ([2Z4) as e — 0T

However, it is now natural to ask whether the above limiting expression is the resolvent of some self-
adjoint operator. This can be answered affirmatively by following the ideas given in [I] or in [28]. Here we
essentially follow a similar argument presented in [29] developed for the point interactions in the plane.

To establish this claim, we first show that the limit operator R(E) for the real negative values of E that
satisfies det ®(F) # 0 is invertible (equivalently, Ker(R(E)) = {|0)}). Suppose that R(E)|f) = |0) for some



|f) € L3(R?). From the explicit expression of the operator R(E) given by ([Z.44)) and writing the equation
in momentum representation, we find

2

o ==32 P o m), [ hiRo(E)la) el 5 - (2.48)
By Cauchy-Schwarz inequality, we have
| aro@aan gt = [ —pragh
s q @ 1/2 .
< ([ wimma) WM< (2.49)
and
P?q Jo(qR) d*q
[mm@laan gt = [ 2@t
> q dg\'*
< ([Tt ) <. (2.50)

With the above bounds (2.49) and (Z50), we show that
f(p) = - [ PR [eTH(E)],, Cr e PR [07H(E)] |, Oy

+ Jo(pR) [07(E)], Ca + Jo(pR) [071(E)],, C1 | | (2.51)

22

where Cy, Cs are finite real numbers and F is a negative real number that satisfies det ®(F) # 0. However,
this solution f(p) can not be in L?(R?) unless |f) = |0). This allows us to define an operator H depending
on the parameter u via

R(E) = (H(u) - B)™" (2.52)

for the above values of E. From now on we suppress the dependence of the Hamiltonian on the parameter
w for simplicity. Hence, we have

Lemma 3. Let E be a real negative number that satisfies det ®(E) # 0. Then, R(E) is invertible.

After all these preliminary steps together with a version of Trotter-Kato theorem, quoted in Appendix
A (see also [29]), it follows that the limit R(e, E) converges strongly to R(E) as € — 07 for all complex
numbers E except for the interval [0, 00) and for the values satisfying det ®(FE) # 0. Moreover, there exists
a self-adjoint operator H such that R(E) = (H — z)~! and the matrix ® for complex values are defined
through its analytic continuation, given by

Llog ({j—) — L Ko (—ika) I (—ikR)
d(k?) = : (2.53)

— - Ko (—ika) Io (—ikR) & — s-Ko(—ikR)Io(—ikR)

where we parametrize E = k? with unambiguous square root k with Im(k) > 0 for convenience. We shall
call this matrix as principal matrix from now on. Let us summarize the last result as the following:

Theorem 1. For complex E not in det ®(E) = 0 and [0, 00), the resolvent R(e, E) of reqularized Hamiltonian
H. converges strongly to R(E). Furthermore, there exists a self-adjoint operator H such that R(E) =
(H—E)~L.

Suppose E = k? with unambiguous square root k& where Im(k) > 0 and ¢x(r) € D(Hy) = H?(R?).
Thanks to the self-adjointness of H, we have

D(H) = (H — k*)"'L*(R?) = (H — k*)"'(Hy — k*)D(H,) . (2.54)



Then, using the explicit form of the resolvent formula (ZZ44]), we have the following characterization of the
domain of H:

2
D(H) = 1+ Y Ro(k*)|f;) [®7(K*)],; (3] | D(Ho) - (2.55)
i,j=1
This means that the domain of H consists of all functions of the following form

2

W(r) = di(r) + Y (rlRo(k%)|fi) [T (K], (f51on) - (2.56)

ij=1
where (a|¢r) = ¢r(a), (T¢r) = 1 [51 dr(v(s)) ds, and

eip~(r7a) d2p i
R @ d

eip~r d2p
L e a5
< pJo(pr)Jo(pR) dp

0 p? — k2 (2”)

(r|Ro(k*)|f1) = (x| Ro(k*)]a) = /R H{V (klr - al) , (2.57)

(r|Ro(k*)|f2) = (x| Ro(k*)|T)

= i (Ho(l)(k:r)Jo(kR)H(R —r)+ Hél)(kR)Jo(k:T)H(r — R)) . (2.58)

We have evaluated the last integral by the analytic continuation of the result ([2.37) and used the fact that
Ko(z) = %Hél)(e”pz) and Io(z) = e7"/2Jy(e™/22) for —m < arg(z) < 7/2 [27], where Hél) is the zeroth
order Hankel function of the first kind. Hence, we obtain

0(r) = bu(r) + L HE (ke - a|>( 0] onta) + [0, ([ onlr(o) d))

+ 1 (H" (k) Jo (RR)O(R — ) + HE (kR) Jo(kr)o(r — R) )
1

X <[q>1(k;2)}21 or(a) + [@*1(/@)]22 (L ; or(y(s)) ds)) . (2.59)

Indeed, this decomposition ([2.59) is unique. For this, let us set 1(r) = 0 identically. Then, it follows from
the above decomposition that

or(r) = —igél)(;dr — a|)< [qu(kz)}u or(a) + [@*1(;{2)]12 <% . o1(v(s)) ds))

= (HEY (er)Jo(RR)O(R = 7) + H{D (kR)Jo(kr)0(r — R))

X <[<1>—1(/<;2)}21 or(a) + [@—1(k;2)]22 (% . or(y(s)) ds)) . (2.60)

Since the functions Hél)(k:|r —a|) and Hél)(kr)Jo(kR)H(R —r)+ Hél)(k:R)Jo (kr)0(r — R) in each term are
discontinuous at r = a and r = R, the function ¢x(r) can only be continuous if

2702 anta) + [0 020, (7 [ onaton as) = o, (2:61)
[(I)—l(k2)]21¢k(a)+[@—1(/@:2)}22 (% Slm(»y(s)) ds) = 0. (2.62)

Therefore, these conditions imply that the decomposition ([2Z.59)) is unique. It is also straightforward to show
that (H — k?)~1(Hy — k?)|¢x) = [1b), which is equivalent to (H — k?)[v)) = (Ho — k?)|¢x)-

After showing the existence of a self-adjoint operator H associated with the resolvent R(E), we may not
guarantee that H must be of the form Hy + V with some operator V. Nevertheless, we can show that H
is a local operator in the sense that ¢ (r) = 0 in an open set U C R? implies that Hiy(r) = (r|H|¢) = 0.
For this, let ¢(r) = 0 for all r € U. Then, the function ¢x(r) for r € U is given by equation (2.60).



If Un{aUT} = (), the action of Hy — k? onto the function ¢y (r) vanishes. Since H((,l) is the Green’s
function of Helmholtz equation in two dimensions and Jo(kr) satisfies Helmholtz equation we get Hi)(r) =
k2 (r) + (Ho — k?)¢r(r) = 0 in U. For the case a € U, the continuity of the function ¢ at r = a from the

equation (Z.60) implies that [®~1(k?)] | dr(a) + [~ (k?)], (% Js1 Or((s)) ds) = 0. Similarly, if ' € U,

the term [®~*(k?)],, dx(a) + [~ (K?)],, <% Js1 Or((5)) ds) must vanish. Hence, we obtain Hiy(r) = 0

in U. Let us collect the above results in the following theorem:

Theorem 2. The domain of the self-adjoint operator H defined by its resolvent R(E) = (H — E)~! consists
of all functions 1 (r) in the following form for r € R\ {aUT}

2

D) = d(r) + Y Fi(r) [0 (*)]; (filew) (2.63)

ij=1

where F;(r) = (r|Ro(k?)|f;), given explicitly by the equations (2.57) and (Z58). Here ¢, € D(Hp) = H*(R?)
and k* € p(H) with Im(k) > 0. The above decomposition is unique and (H — k?)|¢) = (Ho — k?)|¢x).
Moreover, suppose that D(H) > 1 (r) = 0 in an open set U C R?. Then, H1)(r) =0 for allr € U.

2.1 Bound State Analysis

As it is well-known that the point spectrum o, of an operator H consists of the set of complex numbers
E such that Ker(H — E) # {|0)}. From the explicit expression of the resolvent R(k?) given by (Z.44) for
E = k2, the poles of the resolvent for k2 < 0 can only appear if the matrix ®(k?) is singular, that is, if

det ®(k?) =0. (2.64)
Let |1)¢y) be an eigenvector of H with corresponding eigenvalue E., = k2, i.e.,

H|wev> = Eeijev) 5 (265)

where [¢)ey) € D(H). Since any function in the domain of H can be decomposed according to Theorem [2]
we have

2

[Yeo) = 0k) + D Ro(k)|fi) [ (R)], (flew) (2.66)

i,j=1

for some k% € p(H) with Im(k) > 0 and |¢y) € D(Hyp). Actually, Theorem ] provides us an another relation
between |1)e,) and |@g):

|61) = (k2, — k%) Ro(k?)[eu) - (2.67)

Substituting equation (2:66) into (267, we find

2
lox) = (k2, — k%) (RO(k2)|¢k> + 3 Ro(k*)Ro(K?)|£:) (271 (k%] <fj|¢k>> : (2.68)

i,j=1
By acting Hy — k2 on this vector, it yields

2
(Ho — k2)lon) = (K2, = k%) Y Ro(k*)|f;) [@7 (k)] (filon) - (2.69)
i,j=1
The solution of this in momentum representation is given by

2

ou(p) = Lo =KD 5~ LB 12y (1, (2.70)

p2 - kev

If E., = k2, > 0, then this equation has no nontrivial solution since ¢y, (p) cannot lie in L?(R?) unless it is
identically zero. This implies that |¢r) ¢ L?(R?) thanks to the Plancherel theorem. Hence, te,(r) = 0 for
all r € R?, which proves that there is no nonnegative eigenvalue of H.

10



However, if F., = k?, = —v2 < 0 with v > 0, it is legitimate to apply Ro(—v?) on each side of the
equation ([2.69) and get

l6r) = (Ro(—v2) — Ro(k?)) Zm )], (filow) - (2.71)

1,7=1
Inserting this solution into (2.66), we formally find the eigenfunctions of H

2

Yeo(r) = D (x[Ro(=D)| fi) [@7(K%)], (filew) - (2.72)

ij=1

This formal solution includes unknown factors (f;|@x). In order to find them, we first note that the principal
matrix ® can also be expressed purely in terms of the free resolvent kernels, that is,

(fil (Ro(—p2) — Ro(k?)) | f1) —(f1|Ro(E?)] f2)
d(k?) = . (2.73)
—(f2|Ro(k*)|f1) 35 — (f2|Ro (k)| f2)
Then, it is easy to check that
(fil (Ro(=v%) = Ro(k?)) | fj) = @i (k*) — @45 (=v) . (2.74)

Using this result in (2Z71)) after taking the projection onto (f;/|, we obtain
S (-2 A; =0, (2.75)

=1
with a zero eigenvalue.
Conversely, let us suppose that

where A; =577 [(I)_l(kQ)L.Z_ (fil¢r). This equation tells us that A; is an eigenvector of the matrix ®(—v2)

|’l/)671 Z RO |fz 79 (276)
where A; = 25:1 [ (k?)] i (fi|dk) is an eigenvector of ®(—v?2) with eigenvalue zero. We will show that
[Yhev) € D(H) and H [tpey) = —V2[1hey ). First, we need to show that [t.,) € D(H). For this, we define

|6n) = (k2y — k*)Ro(k?)[tben) . (2.77)

for some k? € p(H) with Im(k) > 0. Then, it follows easily that |¢r) € D(Hp) and inserting ([270) into
@7T) and using the first resolvent identity for the free resolvent we obtain

|¢k) = (Ro(—v2) — Ro(K?)) Z | fi)Ai (2.78)
[08) + Ro(k*) D_1fi) A = [per) - (2.79)

Moreover, by taking the projection of (Z.77) onto (f;| and using the above result (Z74), |¢cv) € D(H) by
the Theorem Bl Finally, using the result (Ho — k?)|¢r) = (H — k?)|tbe) in Theorem [ for the eigenstate
|thew), and the equation (Z71) we deduce that

Hl"/’@l}) = (HO - k2)|¢k> + k2|wev> = _Vfl"/]ev> : (2-80)
It is useful to express the condition ([2:64)) in terms of a real positive parameter v, defined by v = —ik > 0.

Then, the solutions of the equation det ®(—v?) = 0 determine the point spectrum of H or bound state
spectrum of H. However, finding the roots of the equation (2.64) is analytically not possible. Nevertheless,

11



we may obtain some information about the bound states as follows. First, suppose that the principal matrix
® has an eigenvector A associated with the eigenvalue w,

DA =wA. (2.81)

The eigenvalues can be explicitly calculated

wi (V) L{zw + Alog (%) — Mo(vR)Ko(vR) —

= NI3(vR) (4K{(va) + K§(VR)) (2.82)
+ ()\ log (g) - 27r)2 + 20\, (vR)Ko(vR) ()\log (g) - 27r)

1/2
} , (2.83)

and

wa (V) = ﬁ {27r + Alog (g) — Mo(VR)Ko(vR) + | NI (vR) (4K§(va) + K{(VR)) (2.84)

+ (A log (%) - 27r>2 + 2\ (VR)Ko(vR) </\log (%) - 27r> 1/2} . (2.85)

Finding zeroes of the determinant of the matrix ® is equivalent to finding the zeroes of its eigenvalues. We
will show that these are increasing functions of v by expressing the principal matrix ® in its closed form.
Suppose for simplicity that the eigenvectors A are normalized. Then we can determine how the eigenvalues
change with respect to v according to the Feynman-Hellman theorem [30]

Ow o

—=A4T—Aa, 2.86

v ov ( )
where * and T" denote the complex conjugation and transpose, respectively. Here, it is convenient to express
the derivative of the principal matrix in the following form,

0% 1
o  2mv’ (2.87)
0P, 095, / cipa dp
ov B ov - (QV) R2 (p2 + 1/2)2 JO(pR) (271')2 ) (288)
02 _ Ji(pR) _d?p
ov 2 )/R2 (p?2 +1v2)2 (2m)2 (2.89)

by taking the derivative of ® under the integral sign thanks to the Lebesgue dominated convergence theorem.
Then, one can show that

for all v > 0, that is, all the eigenvalues w of the principal matrix ® are strictly increasing functions of v.
Fig. [ below shows how the eigenvalues change with respect to v for the particular values of parameters.
The solutions of ([Z64) can also be considered as the zeroes of the eigenvalues of the principal matrix ® so
all the bound state energies can be found from the zeroes of the eigenvalues, say v,, for which

2 1 d*p

(p? +v2)2 (2m)?

A1e™®® 4 Ay Jo(pR) >0, (2.90)

E=-v2. (2.91)
The positivity condition (290) implies that there are at most two bound state energies since each eigenvalue
can cross the v axis only once. In Fig. [, the zeroes of the eigenvalue w; corresponds to the ground state
energy. This bound state always exists for all values of the parameter since lim,_,q+ w3 = —oo and it is an
increasing function of v and positive for sufficiently large values of v. However, the second eigenvalue we may
not have any zeroes if it is not negative around v = 0. One can also numerically calculate the bound state
energies and plot them as a function of a and R, respectively for the fixed given values of the parameters,
as shown in Fig. @ and Fig. B

It follows from Weyl’s theorem [31] that the essential spectra of H and Hy coincide, that is, oess(H) =
Oess(Ho) = [0, 00) if we show that R(E) — Ro(E) is compact for some E € p(H) N p(Hy). Note that we have
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Figure 1: Eigenvalues of the principal matrix ® for A =10, =1, R = 1,a = 2 units.

100l 25 30 35 40 45 5.0
-1.05F
-1.10

-1.151

-1.20

(a) Ground state energy versus a (b) Excited state energy versus a

Figure 2: Bound state energies versus a for A = 10, R = 1, p = 1 units.

R

~1.000f1 2 3 4 5

-1.005

-1.010

-1.015

-1.020

-1.025

-1.030

(a) Ground state energy versus R. (b) Excited state energy versus R.

Figure 3: Bound state energies E'g versus R for A = 10,a = 5.1, 4 = 1 units.

R(E) — Ro(FE) given by an explicit formula (Z44), here ®;; is invertible for a sufficiently negative E, on the
real axis and all its eigenvalues become positive. Therefore

R(E\) — Ro(E.) = Ro(E\) Z [f)®; (fi| Ro(EL) (2.92)

ij=1

indeed becomes a finite rank operator. For this note that the principal matrix has a spectral decomposition
dYE,) =3, w H(E)AW(E)AR*(E,) with A®) representing the kth eigenvector of ®(E) and wy, is the
corresponding eigenvalue. All the eigenvalues become positive for E,. We therefore need to observe that all
the vectors

2
S w B AP BB fi) (2.93)
=1
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for kK = 1,2 have a finite norm, as can be seen as follows;

2

||Zw*”2 EJ)f)| Z (B AP Ry (B )l - (2.94)

Hence, we have shown that R(E) — Ro(F) is a trace class operator, which is sufficient for compactness.
To summarize the above results, we have

Theorem 3. Let a € R? and I be the circle centered at the origin with radius R < a. Then, the essential
spectrum of H associated with the point delta and delta potential supported by I' coincides with the essential
spectrum of the free Hamiltonian, i.e., 0ess(H) = 0ess(Ho) = [0,00). Furthermore, the point spectrum o,(H)
of H lies in the negative real axis and H has at least one and at most two negative eigenvalues (counting
multiplicity). Let Re(k) = 0 and Im(k) > 0, then k* € o,(H) if and only if det ®(k?*) = 0 and multiplicity
(degeneracy) of the eigenvalue k?* is the same as the multiplicity of the zero eigenvalue of the matriz ®(k?).
Moreover, let E = —v? < 0 be an eigenvalue of H, then the eigenfunction |1).,) associated with this eigenvalue
s given by

2

eu(r) =D (x| Ro(—v2)| fi)Ai ,

=1

where (A1, A) are eigenvectors with zero eigenvalue of ®(—v?2).

2.2 Stationary Scattering Problem

Stationary scattering problem for such singular potentials is well-defined, that is, the wave operators 2.
exist and are complete thanks to Birman-Kuroda theorem [32]. This theorem states that if the difference
between the resolvent (H — E)~! of the self-adjoint operator H and the resolvent of the free self-adjoint
Hamiltonian (Hy — E)~!, this difference being defined on their common resolvent set, is trace class, then
wave operators exist and are complete. We have already shown above that R(E) — Ro(E) is trace class.
Therefore, the wave operators for defining scattering phenomena exist. Once we have well-defined wave
operators, we can study physically measurable quantities (e.g., cross section) about a scattering experiment
by finding the scattering amplitudes. For this reason, we first need to determine the boundary values of the
operator T'(F) as F approaches to the positive real axis from above. This is accomplished from the explicit
formula of the resolvent written on the complex plane. For convenience, let E = Ej, + ie where E), = k? with
k > 0. The relation between the resolvent and operator T is given by [33]

R(E) = Ro(E) — Ro(E)T(E)Ro(E) - (2.95)

Since we have the explicit expression for the resolvent (2.44]) extended onto the complex plane, we can read
off the boundary values of operator T'(E) on the positive real axis:

T(E) +i0) Z [fi) (@71 (Ey, +i0)) ;{51 (2.96)
3,7=1
where
| £ (g rou(5))  —1H (ka)Jo (kR)
O(Ey, +1i0) = . (2.97)

~1HY (ka) Jo (kR) & — 1HY (kR) Jo (KR)
Here we have used Ko(z) = %Hél)(e”/Qz) and In(z) = e~ /2. Jy(e"™/22) for —7 < arg(z) < /2 [27]. The
scattering amplitude denoted by f and the boundary values of the operator T in two dimensions is related

by

i /4 2
flk = k) = -\ [ = (K|T(E} +i0)[K) , (2.98)
4 mk
where |k) is the generalized Dirac ket vector and |k'| = |k|. (We note that, there is another choice for

the scattering amplitude by ignoring the factor 1/i/k to get some desirable properties [34], here we use the
conventional version). Substituting the result (298] into

(K'|T(Ey, +i0)|k) = / 2 / 2 X=X (B, +i0)|x) dPa da’ (2.99)
R R
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and using the integral representation of the Bessel function Jy(x) given in ([Z20) we find

(K| T(By, + i0)[k) = =KD 2 (&=1(E, +i0)), | + Jo(kR) (e*ik"a + eik'a) (d=1(Ex +10))
+ J3(kR) (71 (Ex +i0)),, . (2.100)

where (@71 (Ej, + iO))ij is the ijth element of the inverse of the matrix ®(E}, +i0) given in equation ([2:97).

Theorem 4. The differential cross section for the delta potential supported by a circle of radius R centered
at the origin and by the point at a outside of the circle is given by

do N
%~ Ik WP =

7 ei(k*k’}a (@71(Ek +ZO))11 +J0(kR) (efik’.a+eik-a> (@71(Ek +ZO))12

2

+ J§(kR) (21 (B, +10)),, (2.101)

The differential cross section is plotted as a function of 6 in Fig. @l Here we assume that the support of
the point defect is at © = a without loss of generality and 6 is the angle between k’ and k chosen to be along
the positive z axis. One can also plot the differential cross section as a function of k for different choice of

do

de

. - ; ; : ;
Figure 4: Differential Cross Section versus 6 for k =2, Ao =20, a =5, R=1, 4 =1 units.

parameters, as shown in Fig. Bal and Fig. The behaviour near £ = 0 of the differential cross section is
consistent with the fact that the differential cross section for two dimensional low energy scatterings blows
up with decreasing energy, as emphasized in [35].

3 Delta Potential Supported by a Sphere and a Point
In this section, we will consider the spherical shell delta potential perturbed by point like delta potential
in three dimensions. Since all the techniques and results are similar to the case discussed in the previous

section, we will summarize some results without giving detailed proofs.
The regularized Hamiltonian for this model is given by

He = Ho — Ai(e)|a®)(a’] — Ao Z) (X , (3.1)

where 3 is the sphere centered at the origin with radius R and
@l = [ Koyt . (32)
1

& = s [ ([ Keatro.ou @) a. (3.3
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do do

de do

. . . n T k . . . n n
0.5 1.0 15 20 25 3.0 0.5 1.0 1.5 2.0 25 3.0

(a) Differential Cross Section versus k for § = 0, A2 = (b) Differential Cross Section versus k for 6 = 0,
20, a =2, R=1, p = 10 units. A2 =20,a=20, R=1, = 10 units.

Figure 5: Differential Cross Section versus k

Here o : (0,27) x (0,7) — S? is the local parametrization given by
o(0,¢) ;== (Rsinf cos ¢, Rsinfsin ¢, Rcosb) . (3.4)

Proceeding analogously to the previous construction of the resolvent for the circular defect accompanied by
a point defect problem, we obtain the resolvent essentially in the same form (2.44]). In this case, the first

diagonal element of the matrix ® for £ = —v? can be calculated similarly:
2 —t? (V - ,U,)

by choosing the bare coupling constant A; (€) of the point interaction to be of the same type as (2.41]) except
the heat kernel here is written in three dimensions. Choosing the support of the point defect along the z
axis, we find the off-diagaonal matrix elements of ® by going to spherical coordinates and evaluating the
radial part of the integral by the residue theorem:

P2 sin(pR) d3p
B1p(—1?) = By (<) = — RfQE:f/ -
12( V) 21( V) <a| 0( v )| > - (p2+V2) pR (27’(’)3
1
= — ~Y%ginh .
TR € sin (vR) , (3.6)
where we have used
sin(pR)
W=7 3.7
(el = 222 (37)
Similarly,
1 1 1 sin?(pR) d°p
Poo(—1?) = — — (IR )
22(—v7) Ao (E|Ro(—v )| )= )\2 /]Rsp2+l/2 (pR)2 (2ﬂ)3
1 1 —VvR _:
= )\—2 — We Slnh(l/R) . (38)

The resolvent of the model is formally given by the same equation ([2.44]), where |f2) = |X) and the matrix
® can be defined on the complex plane by an analytic continuation of the above expressions. It is easy to
see that the matrix elements of above matrix looks similar to our two dimensional version if we express its

entries in terms of the Bessel functions using Iy /»(2z) = /= sinhz and K;5(2) = /32 *:
= —p) *—47“1/@ Kija(va) I 2(vR)

_4m1/ﬁ K 2(va) I j2(vR) /\% =rK12(VR) I 2 (VR)

3.1 Bound State Problem

Bound state analysis of this problem is performed exactly in the same manner as in the case of delta potential
supported by a circle and a point. For this reason, we are not going to derive the analogous expressions for
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the flow of the eigenvalues with respect to v. Positivity of the flow of eigenvalues equally holds in this case
so we conclude that there are at most two bound states (and at least one bound state).

One can plot the eigenvalues as a function of v for particular values of the parameters. As shown in
the previous section, zeroes v, of the eigenvalues correspond to the bound state energies £ = —v2. It is
interesting to notice that there is only one bound state if we choose the same values of the parameters for
the circular defect perturbed by a point defect problem, as shown in Fig. [Gal The reason for this may be
based on the fact that particle has more freedom to escape from the spherical defect compared to the circular

defect. If we increase the strength of the spherical defect potential, the second bound state appears as shown

031 0.15F
w2
t 0.10F
O'Zf [ w2
0.05F w1
w1 [
01
/ 15 20 25 50 ¥
-0 -0.10f
(a) Eigenvalues of the principal matrix ® versus v for (b) Eigenvalues of the principal matrix ® versus v
A2 =10, a =2, R=1, and g = 1 units. for A2 =20, a =2, R=1, and g = 1 units.

Figure 6: Eigenvalues of ® versus v

in Fig.
One can find how the bound state energies change with respect to the parameters R and a by numerically
solving the zeroes of the eigenvalues wy and wy. They are plotted in Figs. [l and B By following the same

S S T T T ST S BN ST S Wt TR T S| a 1 1 1 1 1 1 a
1000 25 30 3.5 0 . 25 3.0 35 4.0 45 50
-1.005F 005}

1010} ;
010
-1.015F b
-1.020 F -0.151
-1.025F b
-0.20F
-1.030} Es Eg
-025F
-1.035 L
(a) Ground state energy versus a (b) Excited state energy versus a
Figure 7: Bound state energies Ep versus a for Ao = 20, R =1, u = 1 units.
‘ . — R
T T ST 7
~1.00000 |3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 [ 9 10
-0.05F
~1.00005 F “o10f
I -015F
-1.00010 | ,
-020F
L Eg [ Es
-1.00015 o5l
(a) Ground state energy versus R (b) Excited state energy versus R

Figure 8: Bound state energies versus a for Ao = 150, a = 10.1, x = 1 units.

line of arguments, we have the following theorem:

Theorem 5. Let a € R3 and ¥ be the sphere centered at the origin with radius R < a. Then, the essential
spectrum of H associated with the point delta and delta potential supported by X coincides with the essential
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spectrum of the free Hamiltonian, i.e., 0ess(H) = 0ess(Ho) = [0,00). Furthermore, the point spectrum
op(H) of H lies in the negative real axis and H has at most two negative eigenvalues (counting multiplicity)
and always has one. Let Re(k) = 0 and Im(k) > 0, then k* € o,(H) if and only if det ®(k?*) = 0 and
multiplicity (degeneracy) of the eigenvalue k? is the same as the multiplicity of the zero eigenvalue of the
matriz ®(k?). Moreover, let E = —v? < 0 be an eigenvalue of H, then the eigenfunction |tbe,) associated
with this eigenvalue is given by

2

Yeu(r) = Z<r|R0(_V»2<)|fi>Ai )

i=1

where (A1, A) are eigenvectors with zero eigenvalue of ®(—v2) and |f1) = |a), |f2) = ).

3.2 Stationary Scattering Problem

For the scattering problem, we similarly find the boundary values of the principal operator by analytical
continuation

ﬁ (—ik — p) 747“11% e’ sin(kR)
O(E) +i0) = _ , (3.10)
1 ika o 1 kR .
Py aY sin(kR) N T LR sin(kR)

and

(KT(E + i0)]k) = = > (K'|5) (7" (B +140)),; (1K)
e—ik’-a + e*a) gin(kR
( ) (k) (@~ (Ex +10)),,

= — <ei<k—k/>'a (@~ (Ek +10)),, +

kR
.2

sin®(kR) ,. _4 )
t—apr (® (Ek+20))22> : (3.11)
Hence, we find the scattering amplitude from the formula f(k — k') = — 7= (K'|T(E} +i0)|k), and the graph
of the differential cross section j—g = |f(k = K)|? as a function of 6 is given in Fig. Let us summarize

do

do

0.35+

-3 -2 -1 0.10

Figure 9: Differential cross section versus 0 for k =2, A\a =10, a =5, R =1, p = 1 units.

the result:

Theorem 6. The differential cross section for the delta potential supported by a sphere of radius R centered
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at the origin and by the point at a outside of the sphere is given by

do
a0

(eﬂ'k/'a + eik'a) sin(kR)
kR

1| i e , _ .
|f(k—>k)|2=@ e'* )2 (o7 (B +i0)),, + (@71 (B) +1i0)),,

sin?(kR) 2

L2 R2 ((Irl(Ek + Z.0>)22

(3.12)

For the forward scattering, the differential cross section is plotted as a function of k for the below values
of the parameters, as shown in Figs. [[0al and [[OHl

do do

dQ dQ

S S S S S E S S SR Ry 7““““““““““““‘k

1 2 3 4 5 — 1 2 3 4 5
(a) Differential cross section versus k for 8 = 0, A2 = (b) Differential cross section versus k for § = 0, A2 =
5, a=2, R=1, p =1 units. 20, a =2, R=1, p =1 units.

Figure 10: Differential cross section versus k.

4 Small Deformations of a Circle

It would be interesting to ask how the bound state spectrum and scattering cross section for above (or
similar) potentials change under small deformation of the support of the potentials. Let us first briefly
define the normal deformations of a general curve in two dimensions. We consider a regular planar curve I'
parametrized with its arc length s with finite length. The Serret-Frenet equations for this curve are given

by t = d—7, % = kn, and fl—‘; = —kt, where t, n are the tangent and normal vectors and x is the curvature
of the curve I' [36]. The small deformation along a normal direction of the curve I is defined by
¥(s) =(s) + eh(s)n(s) , (4.1)

where h is assumed to be a smooth function of s. It is worth pointing out that € here is a small deformation
parameter, not the same parameter us~ed for regularization.
The length of the deformed curve I' up to order € is given by

) = [ T [ (BB a0 [ (1o« (20))
' (1 —er(s)h(s) + O(e*)) ds = L(T') — € ’ K(s)h(s)ds + O(€?) . (4.2)
J J

If T is a circle of radius R, k = 1/R so that

L) 7%37_/ s)ds + O(e?) . (4.3)

4.1 Perturbative First Order Calculation of the Bound State Energy

Since the support of the defect has codimension one, the renormalization is not required for this model and
the resolvent of the Hamiltonian H associated with deformed circular defect potential can be found by using
similar arguments summarized previously, as a result we find

R(E) = Ro(E) + RO(E)|1~“>;E)(1~“|RO(E) , (4.4)

iy
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where we denote the deformation of the circle S! by T for notational simplicity. For bound state, we need
to calculate

B-?) = 5 - (FiRa(-oiE) = 5 - [ IERE S8 (45)
Using
oy — [ ) 15 s
o) = 755 ) 7 Gl (4.6

and expanding the exponential e**(®)P2() in ¢ and the fact [§'(s)| = 1 — gh(s) + O(€?), it is easy to show

that
% ) 1 27 6)d6 2m 27 Lip-(y(61)—v(62))
(_V)_X_(QTF ( R/ ) /Rz(/ / p+1/2

X (1 — %(h(@l) + h(92)) + ie((p . n(91))h(91) — (p . n(ﬁb))h(@z)))d@ldé’g)] (27T1))2

+0(e?) . (4.7)

Let us consider the first integral in the square bracket above:

2m  p2m zp (v(61)—~(62)) eP TR - o d2p 4
_ .8
/m (/ / p? + 12 ' 2) (2m)? Y

The uniformly convergent plane wave expansion in two dimensions [34]

Z Emt™ I (pr) cos(mB) | (4.9)

with eg = 1, &, = 2 if m > 0, and 0 being the angle between p and r helps us to compute the above integral
with respect to the angle variables easily and left with the integration over the variable p only:

(2m) /O T LR g (4.10)

p2+1/2

where we have used f02 " cos(m(0 — 01,))d0 = 275,n0. Thanks to the integral representation [26]

/O %W%?(w)dw = Io(a)Ko(a) , (4.11)
we find
2m 2w Gip-(v(61)—(62)) d%p
/]R2 (/ / pE d91d92) W = (2m)IH(vR)Ko(VR) . (4.12)
For the second integral in equation (@7, it is sufficient to consider
2m 2w ip-(7(01)—v(62)) d’p
/R2 (/ / i (91)d91d92) e (4.13)

With the help of the plane wave expansion (£9) and the formula (ZI1]), the above integral becomes

Io(vR)Ko(vR) < /S 1 h(@)d@) . (4.14)

The last integral in ([@7) can be computed similarly by first rewriting the expression i(p - n())e® () =

= (e®7(@) and d‘]"(m) —J1(z) we find

2m 27 Lip-(v(01)—v(02)) 0. V(61 )dB: dB d*p
/(/ / o i(p (O (o)) 2)(2@2

= ([ woao) [~ nwr)1nGR) E— . (4.15)
st 0 p

+ v?
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2

Rewriting 1% as 1 — -7z, and using the formula (6.512) in [26]
/OOJ( o1 (a)de = - (4.16)
; v(az)dy—1(az)de = o, .
and the formula (6.577) in [26]),
> JO(pR)Jl (pR) 1
————2dp=-1L(vR)Ko(VR 4.17
/0 poE SL(vR)Ko(vR) (4.17)

it follows that

2m e2m Lip-(y(61)—¥(62)) 01)h(01)d6: 0 ) L7
/]R(/o /0 e e n(@)h(e:)don Q)W

1 2
=—|=—=—-vL(¥R)Ko(vR) / h(0)do | . (4.18)
2R )
After combining all the above results (£12), (£14), and (£I8), we finally obtain

2w
d(—1?) = % - %I@(VR)KO(VR) + 2—; (% + I/IO(I/R>K1(Z/R)) (/0 h(o)do) +0(e%),  (4.19)
where we have used I (x) Ko (z) 4+ Io(z) K1 (x) = 1/x.

When there is no deformation (e = 0), we have only one bound state. This can be seen by simply

expressing the second term Io(vR)Ko(vR) using its integral representation ([@IT)):

1 1 1 e T

Then, by taking the derivative of the right hand side with respect to v under the integral sign, it is easy to
see that the right hand side of the above equation is a decreasing function of v for given parameters A and
R. Therefore, there is a unique solution, say vy, to the above equation.

It is important to notice that deformations satisfying f02 "h(#)d9 = 0 do not change the bound state
energies up to first order in e. Since we evaluate the deformation to order ¢ we can actually solve the
bound state energy for the deformed curve to the same order. In [25] [37] we derived a general formula for
perturbations of eigenvalues for small perturbations of the principal matrix ®, here we have a one-dimensional
version of this formula so we can use directly the expansion above. Let v = vg+evy +O(€2), where vy denotes
the solution to the original unperturbed circle case. Then, the bound state energy Ep = — (v + €vq)? for the
deformed circular defect can be found by the zeroes of ®. This is achieved up to order € by simply expanding
its first term around vy

1 1 €

X %IO((VO + er1)R)Ko((vo + ev1)R) + 3.2 (% + VOIO(VOR)Kl(VOR)) (/0 ’ h(&)d@) =0, (421)

and using the fact that the zeroth order term cancels out % above to get the solution 1. Hence, we obtain
an explicit formula for the bound state energy up to order €

— 12 _¢ 21 (2L - Z/QI()(Z/OR)Kl(VOR)) 2m P
P =" TR <11(V0R§2KO(VOR) - Io(uoR)Kl(uoR)> (/0 h<9)d9> +0(€), (4.22)

which can be further simplified into

Ep— 12— % (/0% h(e)de) +O() . (4.23)

The simplicity of the first order result is remarkable, and hints at a geometric interpretation. Suppose that
instead of the original circle with radius R we replace the circle with a circle of radius R — eR; where

eR = ﬁ OQW eh(8)Rdf (note that the normal in the curvature description is inward). Because we are now
using a delta function supported by a circle, we do have the same eigenvalue equation,

1 1

X - %Io((llo + €V1)(R — GRl))Ko((VQ + €V1)(R - eRl)) =0. (424)
If we expand all the terms to order €, we find the relation Rvy = vgR;. By using Eg = —(vo + e1q)? =

—yg — 2eryr; we find exactly the above result. So we state this observation as,
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Lemma 4. A small deformation in the normal direction of a given circle, which supports an attractive delta
function, leads to a perturbation of the original bound state energy, to first order the resulting change can be
obtained as follows: increase the initial radius by an amount equal to the average of the deformation over the
given circle, then compute the first order perturbation of the bound state energy corresponding to this new
circle with the same coupling constant.

Remark 1. [t is tempting to push this to the second order and search for, if there is any, a geometric
interpretation of the result. But the calculations are rather involved so we postpone it for future work. Note
that the circle problem per se can be solved by elementary methods, that is by choosing polar coordinates at the
center and writing the delta function along the radial direction. However, a general curve cannot be solved
by this approach as there is no natural coordinate system to choose. In the case of a small deformation, one
can think of delta potential supported on this curve as a delta function supported on the original circle plus
a series of perturbations. This idea leads to, even to first order, a term of the form of eg—f_(r —R) 027r h(6)do
and some additional ones coming from the change of arc-length as well as the change of total length. Here
the derivative of delta function term is important since the wave function is of the form (disregarding the
normalization)

Io(rvo) Ko(Rvg)0(R — 1) + In(Rvo) Ko (rv)0(r — R),

and the usual first order perturbation of energy, which is found by evaluating the expectation value in the
state of interest, leads to a divergence (here we need to use the symmetric choice for the theta function as
often used in distribution theory).

The single bound state energy Ep for the original circular defect can numerically be plotted as a function
of R with fixed values of A. For a particular deformation h(#) = sin? @, we can plot how the bound state
energy Ep changes with respect to R numerically with the help of Mathematica, as shown in Fig. [l For

1 1 1 1 1 1 R
25 3.0 3.5 4.0 4.5 5.0

-0.05

Eg for deformed circle

-0.10

Eg forcircle

-0.15

Figure 11: Bound state energy for the circular defect and for the deformed circular defect versus R with
e = 0.1, A = 10 units.

a given R, it is easy to see that the function Pisa decreasing function of A for all v > 0. This implies that
the bound state energies decrease with increasing strength A, as expected.

4.2 Perturbative First Order Stationary Scattering Problem

The function ® can be analytically continued onto the complex plane using [EIJ) and ®(Ej + i0) can be
evaluated in terms of the variable £ > 0

. 1
B(By +i0) = 5 - i]o(kR)Hél)(sz)

+ 2_; (_ﬁ + %Jo(sz)Hfl)(kR)) (/027r h(e)de) +O() . (4.25)

Let ¢’ be the angle between k’ and k, which is the momentum of the incoming particle chosen to be parallel
to the z axis for simplicity. Then, we get

27 2
(K'|T) = <1+ﬁ i h(o)do) <J0(k:R) Q;R /O e~ kR eos(0=0), (g) g
. 27
- 12’“—6 e~ kI eos(0-0") (o5(0 — 9’)h(9)d9> +0(e?) . (4.26)
T Jo

22



do

— k
0.5 1.0 1.5 20 25 3.0

Figure 12: Differential cross sections as a function of k£ from a circular defect and deformed circular defect
(red curve) for h(f) = sin?6, and R =5, A = 40, and ¢ = 0.1 units.

Hence, using the above results (5:22)), (£.28) and (£20), the scattering amplitude is given by

. T [9 L. N

Flk = &) = | = (D) (B (B, +i0)) ™ (ko)
1 2 € 2m € 27 ] ,

N 1 _ —ikR cos(6—6")
iV ( +t5 % i h(e)de) (JO(kR) oE ), © h(6)d6

ike [

IRe o kR cos(0—0") COS(Q _ 9')h(9)d9) + 0(52)
2T 0

y E LR H (kR) + 5 (—% + ?JO(kR)HﬁkR)) ( /5 1 h(e)de) +0(e)

€ 2w € 2m
1 _ ik R cos(0)
x ( 55 ), h(9)d9) (JO(kR) i) ¢ h(0)do
% o ik R cos(0) 2
+ > e cos(0)h(0)dl | +O(e”)| . (4.27)
T Jo

The differential cross sections as a function of k for the circular defect and deformed circular defect for a
particular deformation h(f) = sin” 6 is plotted in Fig.

5 Small Deformations of a Sphere

We consider a particular regular surface, a sphere S? centered at the origin with radius R. Let o : (0,7) x
(0,27) — S? be a local chart, given by ([3.4). Suppose that X is the small deformation of the sphere along
its normal direction, defined by

6(0,9) :=0a(0,¢) +ch(0,p)N(0, ) , (5.1)

where € is a small deformation parameter, N is the normal vector field on the sphere, and h is a smooth
function on the sphere. If |e| is sufficiently small, it is well-known that the deformed sphere % is a regular
surface [38] and its surface area up to order € is given by

A(X) = A(D) 26/0 7r/07r H(0,9)h(0, $)R? sin dOde + O(e?) , (5.2)

where H = 1/R is the mean curvature of the sphere. To simplify the notation, we will write d§2 instead of
sin 8dfd¢, and 2 as the argument of the functions on the sphere.

The resolvent can be similarly constructed for the deformed spherical defect by following the same line
of arguments discussed above. The explicit form of the resolvent operator is given by

R(E) = Ro(E) + Ro(E)|£)® " (E)(S| Ro(E) (5.3)
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where

B(E) = + — (S|Ro(E)[S) . (5.4)

>

5.1 Perturbative First Order Calculation of the Bound State Energy

For this part, we assume that the sphere problem has a bound state solution. We will choose E = —12, as

we will be interested in a bound state to begin with. If we use the realization in the Fourier domain, the
resolvent kernel is given by

ip-(r—r’) 43
Ro(r,v'| — 1 :/ S 5.5
O(I‘,I‘| V) RS p2+V2 (271')3 ( )

Our aim is to calculate the function <i>(—1/2) up to order e. Using (5.2)) and expanding the terms up to order
€, we have

b(—1?) = % S <1 +— h(Q)dQ)
o (<) % / / 2
X /52st Ry (6(),6() —v?) <1 - 5 (M) +h(Q ))) dQdQY + O(€?) . (5.6)

The resolvent kernel up to order € can be calculated using (5.5

Ro (5(2),5(2)] - )
, e(ip - _ / / 3
_ / )i (LD (h(ﬂ;ljingg hQN()) (;fﬂz;sw(ez)_

(5.7)

Substituting this into (5.6]), and keeping the first order terms in € for the surface integrals of the resolvent

kernel, we obtain
~ 1 1 € ; ’
(1) =~ ——=(1+— [ hO)dQ (o) =) g0aq’
=3 (o L) | [, e

9 P (a(Q) = () (j5 . N(Q)) h(Q2) dQdY
“ P+ 02 2n)° +€< /]Rd (/S2><526 (ip - N(2)) h(®) p® +v? (2m)3

3
_ 4 / P (@@= (@) () dQdY _ 1 dp
R R3 52 % §2 p2 + V2 (271')3

We have already computed the above first integral in evaluating the second diagonal element of the matrix
® in equation (3.9) and the result can be expressed as

3
<E|RO(*V2)|E> = L/ / P (a(Q)—a () 1O a0 1 d’p
(47‘-)2 R3 S2%x 52 p2—|—y2 (277‘)3

= 41RK1/2(1/R)11/2(1/R) (59)

+O(€?) . (5.8)

For the second integral, we will use the identity (ip - N(Q2)) . The exponential factors
can be expressed in terms of the spherical Bessel functions of first kind and spherical harmonics using the
well-known expansion of the plane waves into spherical harmonics [39):

ip-o(Q) — 0 ,ip-a(Q)
e = 7p¢

Pl WZ Z i Ji(pR)Y ;) () Y1 () . (5.10)

=0 m=—1

Here Q,, and € are the polar angles of the vector p and o, respectively. Hence, we obtain

. , 1 dp
P (@@= @)) (jp . N(Q)) h(Q) dQdY P
/]Rs (/S2><S2 ‘ (ip - N(@) A(Q) p*+v?(2m)3

l

=2 [T (L2 3t o)

m=—1

l
/8sz pR) . dQpp*dp
X Z > (i) S Y () Vi, ()dQdQ | —2 (5.11)

=0m/=-I
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By the orthonormality of the spherical harmonics f g2 Yim () Yy (Q2)dY = 811/ 0rmmy, integrations over 2,
and Q' lead to

ip-(o(Q)—a () (s / 1 &P
e'P (ip - N(Q)) h(Q) dQUQ | 5—— —=
rs \ Js2x52

P22 )P

_ (4m)” /Oo o (R (1 (0R)) 7 / h(©)d (5.12)
- (277)3 0 .]0 p .]1 p 2 + 2 p g2 ? :
where we have used Yy (£2) = 1/+v4m and the relation djl“ic(f) = —j1(z). We now use ji(x Vazdir12(x

and decompose p2]fu2 as 1— pZ’fVZ together with the formulas (6.512) and (6.577) in [26] for the integrals of
the Bessel functions

> 1
/ Ji/2(pR)Js)2(pR)dp = SR’ (5.13)
0
o dp 1
Jg/g(pR)Jl/Q(pR)ﬁ = —Ig/Q(VR)Kl/Q(Z/R) 5 (514)
0 pc+v v

to get

ip(a()=o() (5 . N(Q)) h(Q) dQdY | —— 2P
/Rs (/S2><SZ ‘ (ip- N() (D) p*+v? (2m)?

- 7% (/S h(Q)dQ) (% - VKl/Q(l/R)I3/2(l/R)) . (5.15)

By applying similar arguments, we can find easily for the last integral

. 1 &k
ezk (D'(Q) D'(Q ))h(Q) deQ/
R3 S2x% 52 2 + v? (271‘)3
2

Combining all these results (59), (E15) and (EI6), we obtain

(i)(*l/Q) = % — 4 1R11/2(1/R)K1/2(1/R)
+oog ( T l/]l/Q(VR)Kg/Q(VR)) (/S h(Q)dQ) : (5.17)

where we have used Iy /() Ks3/2(x) 4+ I3/2(x) Ky jo(x) = 1/2.
It is important to notice that the formula for the function ® is very similar to the one obtained for the

deformed circular defect case, however there is a difference. The eigenvalue flow can be obtained again by
writing I /o(VR) K1 /2(vR) as (from the formula (6.577) in [26]):

1 1 1 [ T
e Rll/Q(VR)Kl/Q(Z/R) 47rR/O $2+V2R2J12/2(x)dx. (5.18)

As one can see, the right hand side of the above equation is a decreasing function of v for given parameters
A and R. Yet the product Il/g(uR)Kl/g (vR) is finite as v — 0T, so there may not always be a solution if
is small enough. If there is a solution then it is unique, say vg, to the above equation. We assume that this
is the case.

Let v = vy + evy + O(e?), then the bound state energy up to order € can be found by solving the zeroes
of ® by expanding terms around v = 1. Hence, we find

s — 11720 R) K3 /2(10 R)
I3/5(l0R) K1 j2(voR) — T2 (Vo R) K3 /2 (10 R) + ;a5 [1/2(Mo R) K1 2 (1o R)

y (% [S h(Q)dQ) +0(e) . (5.19)

Not surprisingly, this result has the same geometric interpretation as in the case of circle, we replace the
original sphere with another sphere of slightly different radius R — Ry, with Ry = 1= [q» h(Q)R?dQ and
then look for the small change in the energy because of this alteration, as a result of this computation, we
recover the above expression. Hence,

Ep = —Vg—eug
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Lemma 5. A small deformation in the normal direction of a given sphere, which supports an attractive
delta function, leads to a perturbation of the original bound state energy, to first order the resulting change
can be obtained as follows: increase the initial radius by an amount equal to the average of the deformation
over the given sphere, then compute the first order perturbation of the bound state energy corresponding to
this new sphere with the same coupling constant.

For a particular deformation h(6) = sin 6, one can numerically plot how the bound state energies change
with respect to R for a given A, as shown in Fig.

P S S S S S S S S B -
25 3.0 35 4.0 4.5 0

-0.10
-0.12

-0.14

-0.16

Figure 13: Bound state energy for the spherical defect and for the deformed spherical defect (red curve)
versus R with e = 0.1, A = 10 units.

5.2 Perturbative First Order Stationary Scattering Problem

For the deformed spherical defect, the function ® can be analytically continued onto the complex plane using
(EI7) and ®(E) + i0) can then be evaluated in terms of the variable k > 0

O(Ey, +i0) = ’

1 (1
3~ zplie(RR)H; (kR)
€ 1 ik (1) 9
T <—2R + Jl/g(kR)H3/2(kR)) (/5 h(Q)dQ) LOE@).  (5.20)

For the scattering amplitude, we need to find the expression (X[k) in terms of the deformation function
h(Q):

1

S ik-5(Q) p2 2e
(X|k) = ﬁ/f R (1—§h(9)) s . (5.21)

By expanding the exponential e?*(kN) i ¢ and expanding A(X) in e from the formula (5.2)), it is easy
to show that

- € sin(kR) € Ko (9
k)= (1+— [ h(Q)dQ - k(@) (0)d)
(Elte) <+2w M) >< kR 27TR[526 @)

LI [ ko). N(Q))h(Q)dQ) +0(e?). (5.22)

47 S2

For simplicity, we consider a particular class of deformations, where h(Q) = h(f). In this case, let §' be the
angle between k' and k, which is the momentum of the incoming particle chosen to be parallel to the z axis.
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Figure 14: Differential cross sections as a function of k from a spherical defect and deformed spherical defect
(red curve) for h(0) =sind, and R =1, A = 100, and ¢ = 0.1 units.

Then, we get the explicit expression for the scattering amplitude for a given deformation h, given by

Fli = 1) =~ (KI8)@(B +0) 1K)

1 m in kR T /
- (1+%/0 h(9)sin9d9) (S”ZR 71%/0 e~ kR eos0=0) b (9) sin gdf
7Z.k_€ " —ikRcos(6—0") Y : 2
5 e cos(f — 0")h(0) sin6db | + O(e”)
0
|2 = g kR HEY (RR) + — ( L kR H Y (k:R)) (/ﬂ h(0) si 9d9)
- — == — | ==+ = in
X 8R"V? 1/2 xR\ 2R " 2 7V? 3/2 o
-1 ™ : kR ™
+0()|  x (1+%/ h(ﬁ’)sin@d@) (SIZR —%/ R s (9) sin 6df
0 0
ike

. (5.23)

- / ikR cos(6) COS(Q) sin 9h(9)d9> + 0(62)
0

The differential cross sections as a function of k for the spherical defect and deformed spherical defect for a
particular deformation ¥ (6) = siné is plotted in Fig. [[4

Appendix A: Trotter-Kato Theorem

This is a slightly different version of Trotter-Kato theorem than typically found in the literature[40], as
stated also in [29]:

Theorem 7. Suppose that H, be a sequence of self-adjoint operators with resolvents R, (E) = (H, — E)~!
defined for all complex numbers E except a closed proper subset U of R. Furthermore, assume that R, (E)
converges strongly for some E ¢ U and this limit is invertible. Then, there exists a self-adjoint operator H
with resolvents R(E) = (H — E)~! such that R,(E) converges strongly to R(E) for all complex numbers
E¢U.

The idea of the proof is essentially the same as the original Trotter-Kato theorem. In our problem, we
choose a sequence ¢, = 1/n. If n is sufficiently large det ®(e, E) # 0 if E satisfies det ®(EF) # 0. Then,
R(en, E) is defined for all complex E except a closed proper subset U of R, namely U = {E € [0,00) :
det ®(F) = 0}. Since we have shown that R(e,, E) converges strongly for some E ¢ U (e.g., choose F to be
sufficiently large negative real number) and the limit is invertible, we conclude that there exists a self-adjoint
operator H with resolvents R(E) = (H — E)~! such that R(e,, E) converges strongly to R(E) for all complex
numbers E ¢ U thanks to the above theorem.
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