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We study the zero-energy collision of three identical spin-polarized fermions with short-range
interactions in one dimension. We derive the asymptotic expansions of the three-body wave function
when the three fermions are far apart or one pair and the third fermion are far apart, and the three-
body scattering hypervolume Dp appears in the coefficients of such expansions. If the two-body
interaction is attractive and supports two-body bound states, D acquires a negative imaginary part
related to the amplitudes of the outgoing waves describing the departure of the resultant bound
pair and the remaining free fermion. For weak interaction potentials, we derive an approximate
formula of the hypervolume by using the Born expansion. For the square-barrier and the square-well
potentials and the Gaussian potential, we solve the three-body Schrédinger equation to compute D
numerically. We also calculate the shifts of energy and of pressure of spin-polarized one-dimensional
Fermi gases due to a nonzero Dr and the three-body recombination rate in one dimension.

I. INTRODUCTION

One-dimensional (1D) quantum gases can be experi-
mentally realized by applying strong confinement in two
transverse directions and allow free motion along the lon-
gitudinal direction [1-10]. 1D quantum gases are very
different from the ordinary three-dimensional (3D) quan-
tum gases [11, 12].

The three-body problem in 1D has been studied for
many years [13-20]. In this paper, we define and study
the three-body scattering hypervolume of identical spin-
polarized fermions in 1D. The scattering hypervolume is
a three-body analog of the two-body scattering length
[21], which can be extracted from the wave function of
two particles colliding at zero energy. If the interaction is
short ranged, ie the interaction potential vanishes beyond
a finite pairwise distance r., the wave function of two
particles colliding at zero energy in 1D is

$u(s) = (Is| — ar)Yi(s) (1)

at |s| > r. in the center-of-mass frame, where q; is the
two-body scattering length in 1D, s is the difference of
the coordinates of the two particles, and [ can be 0 or
1 for s-wave collisions or p-wave collisions respectively.
Yo(s) = 1, and Yi(s) = sgn(s). Here sgn(s) is the sign
function. sgn(s) =1 for s > 0, sgn(s) = 0 for s =0, and
sgn(s) = —1 for s < 0.

For particles in higher dimensional spaces, people have
defined and studied the three-body scattering hypervol-
ume in various systems [21-29]. The three-body scat-
tering hypervolumes have been defined and studied for
identical bosons in 3D [21-24, 27], distinguishable parti-
cles in 3D [25, 26], identical spin-polarized fermions in 3D
[28] or in 2D [29]. In this paper, we define the scattering
hypervolume Dp of identical spin-polarized fermions in
1D, by studying the wave function of three such fermions
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colliding at zero energy, and study its analytical and nu-
merical calculations and its physical implications. Our
results may be applicable to ultracold atomic Fermi gases
confined in one dimension.

This paper is organized as follows. In Sec. Il we de-
fine the two-body p-wave special functions. In Sec. III
we derive the asymptotic expansions of the three-body
wave function for zero energy collision. The scattering
hypervolume Dp appears in the coefficients in these ex-
pansions. In Sec. IV, we derive an approximate formula
of D for weak interaction potentials by using the Born
expansion. For the square-barrier and the square-well po-
tentials and the Gaussian potential we numerically com-
pute D for various interaction strengths. In Sec. V we
consider the dilute spin-polarized Fermi gas in 1D and de-
rive the shifts of its energy and pressure due to a nonzero
Dp. In Sec. VI, we derive the formula for the three-body
recombination rate of the dilute spin-polarized Fermi gas
in 1D in terms of the imaginary part of Dp.

II. TWO-BODY SPECIAL FUNCTIONS

For identical spin-polarized fermions in 1D, the s-wave
two-body scattering is forbidden due to Fermi statistics,
and only the p-wave scattering is permitted. The two-
fermion scattering wave function ® in the center-of-mass
frame with collision energy E = h?k?/m, where m is the
mass of each fermion and & is Planck’s constant over 27,
satisfies the following Schriédinger equation:

d*®(s)
ds?

mV(s)
72

+ [k2 = } P(s) =0, (2)

where V(s) is the two-body interaction potential. We
assume that V(s) is an even function of s, namely V(s) =
V(|s]), and that it vanishes at |s| > 7.. At |s| > re,
ks

e k2® = 0, and its solution is

Eq. (2) is simplified as

O (s) = Asin (k|s| + Jp) sgn(s), (3)
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where d,, is the p-wave scattering phase shift which obeys
the effective range expansion in 1D [30, 31]:

1
kcow:——+ k2+—’k4+0(k6) (4)

'

Here a, is the p-wave scattering length in 1D, r}, is the
p-wave effective range, and r; is the p-wave shape param-
eter.

If the collision energy is small, namely |k| < 1/, the
wave function can be expanded in powers of k2:

") (s) = ¢(s) + k2 f(s) + K'g(s) + O(K®),  (5)
where ¢, f,g,... are called the two-body special func-
tions, and they satisfy the equations [25, 28]:

Ho=0, Hf =¢, Hg=f, ..., (6)
where H is defined as
~ d? m

The two-body special functions at |s| > r. can be ex-
tracted from Eq. (3). By choosing the coefficient A =
—ap/ sind,, we get

¢(s) = (|s] — ap) sgn(s), (8a)
3 1
f(s) = (—86 + %\3\2 - 2aprp|s|> sgn(s), (8b)
o(6) = (L5 = 4 2 = 2] sl
(8¢)
for |s| > re.

III. ASYMPTOTICS OF THE THREE-BODY
WAVE FUNCTION

We consider the collision of three fermions with finite
range interactions at zero energy in the center-of-mass
frame. The three-body wave function ¥(zq,zo,z3) sat-
isfies the following Schrodinger equation:

72 K2 020
2m 895

where x; is the coordinate of the ith fermion, and s; =
xj — x. The indices (4,75,k) = (1,2,3), (2,3,1), or
(3,1,2). U is the three-body potential. We assume that
the interactions among these fermions depend only on the
interparticle distances. The total momentum of the three
fermions is zero such that the wave function is transla-
tionally invariant. We assume that V' (s;) = 0 if |s;| > re,
and that U(sy, s2,s3) = 0 if |s1], |s2], or |sg| is greater
than r,.

3
+ ) V()W 4 U(sy, 52,85)% =0, (9
=1

~—

To uniquely determine the wave function for the zero
energy collision, we need to also specify the asymptotic
behavior of ¥ when the three particles are far apart. Sup-
pose that the leading-order term ¥q in the wave function
scales as BP at large B, where B = \/(s} + s3 + s3)/2
is the hyperradius. Wy should also satisfy the free
Schrédinger equation (97 + 93 + 93)¥g = 0. The most
important channel for zero-energy collisions, for purposes
of understanding ultracold collisions, should be the one
with the minimum value of p [28]. We find that the min-
imum value of p for three identical fermions in 1D is
Pmin = 3, and the leading order term ¥y is

\I/() — 818283 = (.’EQ - (Eg)((L’g - .’El)(l'l - 1’2). (10)
One can check that ¥y in Eq. (10) is translationally in-
variant and it obeys the Fermi statistics.

Like what we did in previous works [21, 25, 28, 29],
we derive the corresponding 111 expansion and 21 ex-
pansion for the three-body wave function ¥. When the
three particles are all far apart from each other, such that
the pairwise distances |s1[, |s2|, |s3] go to infinity simul-
taneously for any fixed ratio s : s : s3, we expand ¥ in
powers of 1/B and this expansion is called the 111 expan-
sion. When one fermion is far away from the other two,
but the two fermions are held at a fixed distance s;, we
expand ¥ in powers of 1/R;, where R; = z; — (z;+xx)/2
is a Jacobi coordinate, and this is called the 21 expansion.
These expansions can be written as

U — i 7(=P)

p=-3

v = Z S(_q)(R, ),

q=-—2

(11a)

(Ila ZL'Q,(E:}),
(11b)

where T(=P) scales like B~7, S(-9) scales like R~7, and
R = R; and s = s; for any 1. T(=P) gatisfies the free
Schrédinger equation outside of the interaction range:

9% 3 0° _
(82+48RQ>T( ) = 0. (12)

If one fermion is far away from the other two, Eq. (9)
becomes

~ 3 0

where H is defined in Eq. (7), but the di should be re-
placed by 2 55 here. Therefore, S satisfies the following

equations,
HS® =0, HSW =0,
~ 3 02
HSD = 2 _~Z_g5(-a+2) >0). 14
o (@20.  (14)
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. We then first derive S®), and then derive 7(®, and then
A RN derive S, and then derive 7", and so on, all the way

N until S(=8). At every step, we require the 111 expan-
sion and the 21 expansion to be consistent in the region
re < |8| < |R], in which the wave function has a double
expansion:
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FIG. 1: Diagram of the points representing ¢("7) on the
(i,7) plane. Each point with coordinates (i, j)
represents t(“7) which scales like R*s7. Thick dots

£ here t(59) 1 Rigi d
represent those points at which ¢(*9) # 0. The term where SeAZes as fi'e, an

7(=P) in the 111 expansion is represented by a red T(=p) _ Zt(i7,p,i) (17)
dashed line satisfying the equation i + 7 = —p. The ’
term S(-9) in the 21 expansion is represented by a blue )
dashed line satisfying the equation i = —q. SE9 = Zt(*qa). (18)

In Fig. 1 we show the points on the (4, j) plane for which
To derive the two expansions, we start from the t(7) is nonzero. Our resultant 111 expansion is

J

3v3Dp > ) 6 3,4 o
U = 515983 [ 1 — T Z — a,B? cos(20;)sgn(s;) — —a, 2B0; sin 0;sgn(s;) + 1 (2a; + azrp) sgn(s;)

i=1
3v3a,Dp 18V3a2Dp 45v3Dp 5
- 5B 0s(40;)sgn(s;) — Wé& sin(56;)sgn(s;) + Py T (243 4 aZry) cos(60;)sgn(s;)
405v/3 , 945v/3Dp -
Py f’,rpDFOZ- sin(76;)sgn(s;) — Bt (6 r + a r )cos(8®i)sgn(si) +0(B™), (19)

where Dy is the three-body scattering hypervolume. The coefficient in 7(=) is chosen such that (92 + %312%)7'(’3) =
3Dp[6'(s)8"(R) — 26" (s)0(R)], and this coefficient will simplify the expression for the shift of the energy of three
fermions along a periodic line; see Eq. (61). O, is called the hyperangle and is defined via the following equations:

gsi = Bcos®;, R, = Bsin©;. (20)

One can verify that the three hyperangles satisfy ©; = Oy — <F + 2n7, O3 = O3 + 2" + 2n'w, where n and n’ are

integers. We also define the reduced hyperangle 6; = arctan \2/%]?;“7 6; € [0, 5]. Three fermlons in 1D have 6 different

sorting orders. If 1 < x5 < x3, the 111 expansion is simplified as

2 3
U =——B%cos(302) — 2a,B% cos(202) + 2\/§a§B cos Oy — 1 (Qa;’ + airp)

3v3

3v3Dra, 18Dpa? 45V3Dp . 5 o
33 (392) W COS(402) — W COS(502) — W (20’;0 + (Ip’)"p) COS(602)
405D pa’r 945v/3Dp
— W,rpp 05(792) — W (6 7’ + CL T ) COS(892) + O( ) (21)



Our resultant 21 expansion is

3 3v3Dr  9V3a,Dr  45v3Dp
—R?*4 3ap|R| — (Qa + apr p) + omRA 7T|R75 IR (2@?, + aprp)
405v/3Dp 2 945v3Dp , 2
“IRE T g Gars ) |6(9)
3  45V3Dp  405v3a,Dp  2835\3Dp , , 2835v/3Dp L
2 2 — S22
+ [ 2 + 2m RS 2m|R|7 STRS ( ap"'aprp) f(s)+ ey g(s) + O(R™?) (22)

We need to emphasize that Eq. (22) is applicable when
the interaction does not support any two-body bound
states. If the interaction supports n;, two-body bound
states, three fermions may form such a two-body bound
state and a free fermion, which fly apart with total kinetic
energy equal to the released two-body binding energy. In
this case, the 21 expansion is modified as [22]

L AES SO (z'jgmm) L)

where Wy, is defined as the right-hand side of Eq. (22).
The second term on the right-hand side of Eq. (23) is the
outgoing wave with wave number 2k,/v3 > 0. Here
¢, is the wave function of the nth two-body p-wave
bound state with energy E, = —h?k2/m, and satisfies
the Schrodinger equation and the normalization condi-

tion:
2 mV(s) 9
(_ P TR ﬁ”) #n(s) =0,

/fo ds |gn(s)? = 1

The coefficients ¢, are in general non-universal param-
eters that depend on the details of the interaction po-
tentials. ¢, determines the probability amplitude of pro-
ducing the nth bound state which fly apart from the re-
maining fermion after the three-body zero-energy colli-
sion. But using probability conservation, one can show
that these coefficients are related to the imaginary part of
the three-body scattering hypervolume. As the outgoing
wave contributes a positive probability flux towards the
outside of a large circle centered at the origin in the plane

(24)

(25)

of coordinates (@s, R), D gains a negative imaginary
part to make the total flux through the circle vanish and
conserve the probability. From this conservation of prob-
ability we derive the relation between the imaginary part
of D and the norm-squares of the coefficients c¢,:

ImDp = ——Znn\cnP (26)

Even if n, = 1, one can not determine ¢; completely
from Im Dp, because the phase of ¢; can not be deter-
mined from Im Dgr. To determine ¢,,, one need to solve

(

the three-body Schrédinger equation using the actual in-
teraction potentials between the fermions.

In Sec. VI we will study the relation between
Im Dy and the three-body recombination rates of one-
dimensional ultracold spin-polarized Fermi gases.

IV. EVALUATION OF THE SCATTERING
HYPERVOLUME FOR SEVERAL INTERACTION
POTENTIALS

In this section, we first derive an approximate formula
for the hypervolume Dy for weak potentials by using the
Born expansion. We then numerically compute Dp for
the square-barrier and the square-well pairwise poten-
tials and the Gaussian pairwise potentials having various
strengths.

A. Weak interaction potentials

If the potentials V(s) and U(s, s2, s3) are waek, we
can express the wave function as a Born expansion [22,
29]:

U=Uy4+T; +Ty+---, (27)

where Wy = 518953 = s3/4 — sR? is the wave function of
(GV)"¥,, G = —H;' is the
Green’s operator, f]o is the three-body kinetic-energy op-
erator, and V = U(sy, s2,s3)+ >, V(s;) is the interaction
potential.

We derive the first-order and the second-order correc-
tions at |s;| > re:

3[818283
47 BS
+O(UB™),

3

6 2
U, = Z [ﬂle cos20; — %Rﬂi + 53} sgn(s;)
i=1
3v3
- % (2503 — Toyas) + O(VZB™?)

+0O(UV) +0(U?),

three free fermions, ¥, =

3
Uy = 220 Z (alB2 cos 20; + %) sgn(s; )

i=1
(28a)

(28b)



where
m oo
Qp = ﬁ/ ds s" TV (s), (292)
0
m2 o0 S , 9 ,
Bi=T ), 45 ), 27VEVIS), (29b)

b= / s [ as <ss’4 F2PVV(),  (290)

2
A= ﬁ ds / dR’ s — s’R/2) U(s', R). (29d)
See Appendix A for details of the derivation.

By comparing the results in Eqs. (28) with the 111
expansion in Eq. (19), we find the expansions of a, and
Dp in powers of the interaction potential:

ap = Q1 — /81 + O(V3)7 (30)
Dp = ﬁ + 15 (25043 Tayas) + O(V?)
+ O(UV) +O(U?). (31)

For any particular two-body potential V(s), e.g., the
square-well potential or the Gaussian potential, one can
calculate a, by solving the two-body Schrédinger equa-
tion and verify that the result is consistent with Eq. (30)
if V' is weak. Equation (31) shows that Dp is quadrati-
cally dependent on the two-body potential V if V' is weak
and the three-body potential U is absent. On the other
hand, Dp is linearly dependent on U if U is weak.

If the interactions are not weak, one can solve the
three-body Schrodinger equation numerically at zero en-
ergy and match the resultant wave function with the
asymptotic expansions in Eq. (19) and Eq. (23) to nu-
merically extract the value of Dp.

B. Numerical computations

The three-body problem in 1D for zero total momen-
tum is equivalent to a one-body problem on a 2D plane.
The three-body wave function ¥ here depends only on
(s,R) or (B,0©), where s = s3, R = Ry, and O = O,.
We define the two-dimensional vector B = (@s, R), and
¥ = ¥(B). The zero energy Schrodinger equation is

2 _
—V2U + ﬁv\p 0, (32)

where V2 is the Laplace operator in 2D:

10 0 1 02
2
=——|B=— ——. 33
v B8B< aB>+B2a@2 (33)
Because the interaction potential conserves parity and

U, has odd parity, we can assume that ¥ has odd parity,
namely

\I/(—l‘l,—l'g,—l'g) = —\IJ(ZE1,$2,$3). (34)

From the above equation and the Fermi statistics we can
show that

U(B,—0) = U(B,0) (35)

and

v (B,0+ g) — _U(B,0O). (36)
We can divide the 2D plane into six regions; see Fig. 2.
Each region corresponds to a specific order of the coor-
dinates of the three fermions, and we only need to solve
Eq. (32) in one of the six regions. In the remainder of
this section, we always choose to solve the problem in the
region —7/6 < © < 7/6 which corresponds to the order
of the coordinates x1 < zo9 < x3.

Ry
ro
6

1-3-2

2-3-1

FIG. 2: The possible configurations of three particles
in one dimension. The potential vanishes outside of the
colored belts. The whole plane can be divided into six
regions corresponding to six different orders of the
coordinates of the three particles. The corresponding
order of the three particles is labeled in each region in
the figure.

According to Eq. (35) and Eq. (36), the wave function
can be expanded as the following Fourier series:

= 1
U (B,O) = — fi(B) cos(6i — 3)O. 37
(B.0)= 3 = h(B)eos(si~3)0.  (7)
The potential V can also be expanded as

+ZV62

The Schrodinger equation (32) can be written as coupled
ordinary differential equations:

my(B,0)

2 cos 6iO. (38)

—f"+Uf =0, (39)



where f = (f1, fa, f3...)T is a column vector, f” means

d’f/dB?, and U = U(B) is a symmetric matrix depen-

dent on B. The matrix elements of U are
(6i—3)2—1/4 2

Ui = ——55—— + 5 (Vo + V12i-6)

4
[ 3 (40a)

2
Uj =3 (
Given the wave function on a circle with radius B cen-
tered at the origin in the (?sz, R5) plane, one can use
the Schrodinger equation to uniquely determine the wave
function inside such a circle, and therefore can determine
the partial derivative of the wave function with respect
to B on the circle. Therefore the partial derivative of the
wave function with respect to B on such a circle depends
linearly on the wave function on such a circle. So there
is a matrix F' such that

f=rf. (41)

Substituting the above equation into Eq. (39), and re-
quiring that Eq. (39) be satisfied for all f, we find that
F satisfies a first-order differential equation:

Veli—j| + Vo(ivj—1), ifi7# ] (40b)

F'=U— F? (42)

At small B, we can solve Eq. (39) to find the analytical
solution to f; (for square well potentials) or find an ex-
pansion of f; in powers of B (for other potentials); from
these we can analytically determine F' at infinitesimal
B, and see that it is diagonal. Using the result of F
at infinitesimal B as our initial condition, we then solve
Eq. (42) numerically and determine F at B = By for
some large By. Matching Eq. (41) at B = By with the
111 and the 21 expansions of ¥, we can approximately
determine Dp. We then compare the approximate values
of D determined in this way, using various large values
of By. We approximately extrapolate to the By — oo
limit to find the value of D with some numerical uncer-
tainty.

1. Square-barrier and square-well potentials

For the square-barrier or square-well potential with
strength Vj (Vp can be positive or negative),

h? 1, |s| <o,

43
0 0, |[s]>ro. (43)

We can analytically calculate all the Fourier components
of V,

Vo 6, 0< B < %r,
= — 44
70 ’]"3 . {173907 \/§T0<B7 ( )

2

0< B < o,

Vo )0,
Voi = 5 i 12 sin 60 V3
oo (GO P < B,

(45)

for i > 1, where 6y = arcsin(v/3r¢/2B).

In the region B < +/3rp/2, the potential V =
3V0h2/mr8 is a constant, and vy = GVO/rg7 veg; = 0 for
i =2 1. So U is diagonal in this region and f can be
analytically determined:

f = ¢iVBIsi—3(2VVoB/ro), Vo >0, (46)
’ cNBJsi—3(2/=VoB/rg), Vo <0,
where I; is the modified Bessel function of the first kind,

and J; is the Bessel function of the first kind.

At 0 < B </3rg/2, F is diagonal and its elements can
be easily calculated by using Eq. (46). Equation (42) is a
first-order ordinary differential equation, and the initial
value of F at B = v/3r /2 is known, so we can compute
F numerically at any B > /3rg /2. At large B, we use
the 111 and the 21 expansions of the wave function in
Eq. (19) and Eq. (23) to determine f1, fo, f3,... approxi-
mately. By solving Eq. (41), we get the numerical value
of the scattering hypervolume Dp.

Delr®

—=— D¢ - numerical
= == =D - Born approximation

4x107
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-0.03 -0.02 -0.01 0.00 0.01 0.02 0.03
Vo

FIG. 3: Dp for weak square-barrier or square-well
potentials. The blue solid line shows the numerical
results and the red dashed line shows the Born
approximation.

Fig. 3 shows our results of Dg at small V. According
to Eq. (292) we have

Vo n
oy = n+2r0. (47)

If Vp is small, by using Eq. (31) we get

Dr 570+ O0V). (48)

15
The blue solid line in Fig. 3 shows the numerical results
and the red dashed line corresponds to the Born approxi-
mation Dp ~ 7 VFr§. The numerical results agree quite
well with the Born approximation for small values of V.

Fig. 4 shows the full curve of Dp for repulsive V. Dp
increases at 0 < Vg < V. where V. ~ 1.325. At V; =V,
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FIG. 4: The value of Dg for the repulsive
square-barrier potential defined in Eq. (43).

Dp has a maximum of about 0.0099r§. Dp decreases
at Vp > V.. In the following we will prove that Dp
approaches zero as Vy — +oo and scales as 1/V at large
Vo for the square-barrier potentials.

If V) = 400, the square-barrier potential becomes the
hard-core potential. In this case, the wave function goes
to zero in the blue banded region in Fig. 2. We use

the new coordinates B’ = (@(s —2r9),R). ¥(B) =
U (B’) satisfies the Laplace equation in the sector area,

J

~ 2 2 2
U(B') = 3—\/§B’3 cos 30" + ﬁB’z cos 20 + f

B’ cosb’ +
4

and U (B') satisfies the following boundary conditions:

m s

U (B’,@’ - —g) . (B’, o = g) —0. (49

where B’, © are defined via ?(3—27“0) =B'cos®’, R=
B’sin ©’. In the domain —7/6 < ©' < 7/6, one can easily
find the analytical solution:

~ 2
U(B') = —=B"cos 30’ (50)

3V3

If we change back to the coordinates B = (@& R), we
get

2
= = B3cos30y—2B?ry cos 205+2V3Br? cos 0y —213.
3\/3 2 0 2 0 2 0
(51)

Note that at Vj = 400 Eq. (51) is the exact solution
and is not just the asymptotic expansion of ¥. On the
other hand, the 111 expansion in this area is simplified
as Eq. (21). For the hard-core potential with ro = 1, we
have a, = rg, r, = 2r9/3. One can check that Eq. (51)
agrees with Eq. (21) if Dp = 0. So Dp = 0 for the
hard-core potential, and this is consistent with our nu-
merical results for the values of D for the square-barrier
potential at Vo — oo.

If V4 is large but finite, we also get an expansion in
powers of 1/Vp:

v

9

V03 72

+O(B'73)

1 6 6 9

2 1 2
= —_B3cos 365 — 2B?% cos 20 (1— > +2v/3Bcosf (1— ) —l2- —+—=——-—— | +0O(B™?.
3V3 ’ U V% R VW ) T

If 1/\/Vo < B' < g, the wave function W(B’) satis-
fies a scaling law: if U(B') is the solution at interaction

strength Vj, then W(v/AB') is the solution at interaction
strength AVj. According to this we know the next term
in the first line of Eq. (52) should take the form 1/VB'3,
which implies that Dp scales as V0_3 at large Vp:

Fig. 5 shows that our numerical results agree with this.
From the numerical results we get C ~ 0.79.

(52)

2.  Gaussian potential

In this subsection we consider the Gaussian potential

h2 2 2
Vi(s) =V EACH 54
(5) = Vo e (54)
where the strength V) can be positive or negative. Ac-
cording to Eq. (29a) we get

1 n n
o = 5T (1 n 5) Vork. (55)
If Vp is small, by using Eq. (31) we get the Born approx-
imation of Dp:
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Vi + O(Vy). (56)
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FIG. 5: (a) D vs 1/V{ for the repulsive square-barrier
potentials. (b) DrVg vs Vp for these potentials. The
subfigures (a) and (b) both show that Dp is
proportional to 1/V§ if Vj is large.

To numerically compute the value of Dp, we also
Fourier-expand the wave function and the potential func-
tion. The Fourier components of V for the Gaussian po-
tential can be calculated analytically:

6Vo 2B\ _opes
il B) = (-1 P s (G ) P,
0

To

where ¢ = 0,1,2,.... At small B, unlike the case of
square-well potential, we can not get an analytical ex-
pression for the matrix F' for the Gaussian potential.
However we can solve Eq. (39) to find an expansion of
fi in powers of B, and get an approximate expression
for the matrix F' at small B. The remaining algorithm
is similar to the case of square-well potential, and we
get the numerical values of Dg for the repulsive and the
attractive Gaussian potentials.

Fig. 6 shows our numerical results of Dp at small Vj.
We see that the results are consistent with the Born ap-
proximation.

(57)

Delr® :
—=— D - numerical
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FIG. 6: The values of Dg for weak Gaussian potentials.
The blue solid line shows the numerical results and the
red dashed line shows the Born approximation.

Fig. 7 shows the values of Dp for repulsive Gaussian

potentials. Dg/r§ has a maximum of about 0.144 at
Vo ~ 1.91. Dp/rgj decreases at Vo > 1.91. The rate
of the decrease is slower than in the case of square-well
potentials.
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FIG. 7: The values of D for repulsive Gaussian
potentials.

Fig. 8 shows our results of Dp for attractive Gaussian
potentials. If the potential strength is weak, there is no
two-body bound state. As the depth of the potential
increases, two-body bound states appear one by one. At
Vo = Vi1 ~ —2.684 the first p-wave resonance occurs,
and the first two-body bound state appears. When Vj is
close to V1 we find an approximate formula for a,/ro:

ap/ro ~ —3.007/(Vo — Ver) + 1.041. (58)
At Vo = Vo ~ —17.796, the second p-wave resonance
occurs, and the second two-body bound state appears.
These resonances are indicated by the vertical black dot-
dashed lines in Fig. 8. At V.; < Vj < 0 there is no two-
body bound state and Dy is real. When Vj approaches
V.1 from above, Dp diverges. To understand the behav-
ior of Dr when Vj is close to V.1, we plot In(Dg/r§)
vs. In(Vp — V1) when Vj is slightly greater than Vi,
in Fig. 9a. It seems that there is a linear relationship.
Doing a linear fit, we find that Dpg is proportional to
(Vo — Ve1)78, and we derive an approximate formula:
Dp ~ 0.74a$ when Vj is slightly greater than Ve;.

At Vo < Vy < V1 there is one two-body p-wave bound
state, and in this case Dr gains a negative imaginary
part, Dr = ReDp + ilmDp. The absolute value of
ImDp is smaller than the absolute value of Re Dp for
most values of Vj in this range. When V| approaches
V.1 from below, Re Dp and Im Dp both diverge. We
plot In[Re(Dg/r§)] and In[— Im(Dg/r)] vs. In(Vey — V)
when Vj is slightly less than V1, in Fig. 9b. We again see
approximately linear relationships. Doing linear fits, we
find that Re D seems to be proportional to (Ve —Vp) ™3
but Im D is perhaps proportional to (Ve — Vo) ™%, and
we get an approximate formula: Im Dp ~ 70.46(11@ when
Vi is slightly less than V,;. According to the results in
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formula Eq. (58).

formula:

dimensional spin-polarized Fermi gas will suffer strong

three-body recombination losses near such resonances.

If Vy is slightly less than Vi1, a, is positive and very
large, and the two-body bound state is very shallow. The
energy of the shallow bound state satisfies the universal

Ey ~ —h?/ma.

—O.46ag , where we have used the approximate

(59)

According to the Bose-Fermi duality [32, 33], the prop-

erties of the one-dimensional Fermi system with large
and positive scattering length are similar to those of a
weakly attractive bosonic system, which can be described



by using the Lieb-Liniger model [34] with the repulsive
contact interaction replaced by attractive contact inter-
action, and this model can be exactly solved by using the
Bethe ansatz [35]. Ref [36] shows that such a bosonic sys-
tem has a three-body bound state with energy E3 = 4E5.
Mapping this bosonic system to the fermionic system
with two-body p-wave scattering length a,, > rg, we infer
a three-body bound state with energy

Ej ~ —4h2/mag. (60)

When V} is slightly less than V., we indeed find that
a three-body bound state appears. We have numerically
solved the Schrodinger equation to find the energies of the
two-body and the three-body bound states with Gaus-
sian pairwise interactions. These energies are plotted in
Fig. 10. We find that when V} is less than but close to
V1, these bound state energies are indeed close to the
predictions of the aforementioned universal formulas.

mr3E/R?
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FIG. 10: The energies of bound states with Gaussian
pairwise interactions vs. the interaction strength V;.
The blue solid line shows the two-body bound state
energy, and the red solid line shows the three-body
bound state energy. The dashed lines correspond to the
universal formulas in Eqgs. (59) and (60).

The one-dimensional square-barrier and square-well
potentials and the Gaussian potential we have studied
above are different from the true interactions of ultra-
cold atoms in quasi-one-dimensional (quasi-1D) optical
wave guides in which the transverse motion of the atoms
is frozen to a length scale a; that is usually much larger
than the characteristic range of the van der Waals po-
tential between the atoms. The 1D effective range r,
of ultracold atoms in quasi-1D is much larger than the
range of atomic interaction [37], but the model poten-
tials we have studied above have r, ~ 9. In Ref. [38] it
is shown that the large 1D effective range has important
consequences for the three-body states, and in particular
the ratio between the energies of the three-body shallow
bound state and the two-body shallow bound state devi-
ates significantly from four at large and positive a, [38],
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in contrast to Egs. (59) and (60) in our paper. Therefore
the effect of the large 1D effective range on the three-
body scattering hypervolume Dy may also be large for
real ultracold atoms. The numerical calculation of Dp
for real ultracold atoms is expected to be much more dif-
ficult than the numerical calculations in this paper: one
would need to solve the three-body Schrodinger equation
in three dimensions. We leave this as an open question.

V. ENERGY SHIFTS DUE TO Dr

We consider three identical spin-polarized fermions on
a line with length L, and impose the periodic bound-
ary condition on the wave function: ¥(zq + L, z9,x3) =
U(x1,x2,23). Consider an energy eigenstate in which the
momenta of the fermions are ki, ko and k3 in the absence
of interactions. When we introduce interactions that give
rise to a nonzero D, the shift of the energy eigenvalue
due to a nonzero D is

h?Dp

o5 (k1 = ko) (ks — ka)?(ks — k)%, (61)

Ekikoks =
See Appendix. B for the details of the derivation of this
formula.

In addition, if there are two-body interactions, in gen-
eral the shift of the energy of the three fermions will also
contain terms due to the two-body parameters including
ap, Tp, etc.; nevertheless, the shift due to Dp in Eq. (61) is
still valid. We can also calculate the leading-order shift
of the three-body energy due to a, by using a method
similar to the one used in Appendix. B:

2
oty = IO (k2 (hy ks (ks — )2 (62)

We then generalize the energy shift to N fermions
in the periodic length L. The number density of the
fermions is n = N/L. We define the Fermi wave num-
ber kr = mn, the Fermi energy ep = h%k%/2m, and the
Fermi temperature Tp = ep/kp, where kg is the Boltz-
mann constant.

A. Adiabatic shifts of energy and pressure in the
thermodynamic limit due to D

Starting from a many-body state at a finite tempera-
ture T, if we introduce a nonzero D adiabatically, the
energy shift at first order in Dy is equal to the sum of
the contributions from all the triples of fermions, namely

1
AE = 6 Z gk]kzkg Ty Ny Mgy (63)

k1kaks

where ny = (e#(¢+=#) 4-1)~1 is the Fermi-Dirac distribu-
tion function, 8 = 1/kgT, e = h?k?/2m is the kinetic
energy of a fermion, and p is the chemical potential. The



summation over k£ can be replaced by a continuous in-
tegral >, = L [dk/(27) in the thermodynamic limit.
Carrying out the integral, we get

N 2Dp 4

T 768 mm

x T/ [3f1/2(z)f3/2(z)f5/2(z) —fip(2)] s (64)

AB(T)

where T = T/Tr, z = €P#, and the function f,(z) is
defined as

fol2) = ~Lis(~2) = % /Ooodx ﬁ (65)

where Li, is the polylogarithm function. The number of
fermions satisfies N = 3, —r 257, and this leads to
the equation of the chemical potential pu:

2 \/? ~
—=VT AT 66
I fi2(e"7), (66)
where i = u/ep.
In the low temperature limit, namely T" < T,

_ Nm2Dy

AE(T) = 40572m

kS, {1 + SWQTQ + O(T“)} . (67)

In an intermediate temperature regime, Tp < T < Ty,

NR2D ~ ~
AE(T) = — L3713 |14 % +O0(T™h],
48m>m a2rT
(68)
where T, = % If T is comparable to or higher than

T., the de Brogelie wave lengths of the fermions will be
comparable to or shorter than the range r. of interparti-
cle interaction potentials, and we can no longer use the
effective parameter Dp to describe the system. See Fig.
11a for AE as a function of the initial temperature.
The pressure of the spin-polarized Fermi gas changes
by the following amount due to the adiabatic introduc-

tion of Dg:
OAE SAE
e (B80) sE
oL )¢ N L

where the subscripts S, IV prescribe that we keep the en-
tropy S and the particle number N fixed when taking
the partial derivative. See Fig. 11b for Ap as a function
of the initial temperature.

B. Isothermal shifts of energy and pressure in the
thermodynamic limit due to Dp

If the interaction is introduced adiabaticly, the temper-
ature will increase (if Dp > 0) or decrease (if Dp < 0).
The change of temperature is

ar— (2AEY (70)
95 ) s
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So if we introduce Dy isothermally, the energy shift AE’
should be

AE' = AE — CAT = (1 - Té?f) AE, (71)

where C' is the heat capacity of the noninteracting Fermi
gas at constant volume. In the low temperature limit,
T Ty,

 NRDpk,

AE(T) = =y [1 - %2?2 + O(T“)} . (72)

In an intermediate temperature regime, Tp < T K T,

_ NR2Dp

27
AE(T) =
() 4872m

8V 2rT

kST | =2 — +O(T™)

(73)
According to Egs. (72) and (73), AE’ changes sign as we
increase the temperature. Therefore, there is a critical
temperature T, at which AE’ = 0. We find

T, ~ 0.2268T. (74)

The pressure of the spin-polarized Fermi gas changes
by the following amount due to the isothermal introduc-
tion of Dp:

2CAT 10
Ap' = Ap — 7= (1 - 4T8T> Ap. (75)

In the low temperature limit, T < Tr,

o 8nh2DF

Ap = VLR
P = 405m2m

3 o~ -
3 {1 + Z7r2T2 + O(T4)} : (76)
In an intermediate temperature regime, Tpr < T < T,

1 27 ~
—r—_to(T

4 39v/onT

The shifts of energy and pressure are plotted as func-
tions of temperature in Fig. 11a and Fig. 11b respectively.

(77)

VI. THE THREE-BODY RECOMBINATION
RATE

If the collision of the three particles is purely elastic,
Dp is a real number. But if the two-body interaction
supports bound states, then the three-body collisions are
usually not purely elastic, and the three-body recombi-
nation may occur. In this case Dr becomes complex,
and the three-body recombination rate constant is pro-
portional to the imaginary part of Dp [22, 39].

Within a short time At, the probability that no
recombination occurs is exp(—2|ImE|At/h) ~ 1 —
2|ImE|At/h. Then the probability for one recombination
is 2|ImFE|At/h. Since each recombination event causes
the loss of three low-energy fermions, the change of the
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number of remaining low-energy fermions in the short
time dt is

1 2dt
dN = —6 Z 37|Im5k1k2k3|nklnk2nk3. (78)
klkgkg

This leads to
dn
2 Lan3
dt 3n-, (79)
and the coefficient Lj is
732 hImDp| 4
g = ot
128 m
X T2 [3110() foa( foa(2) — fia(2)] . (80)
L3 depends on the density n and the temperature 7.
In the low temperature limit, T < Tp,

2 372 ~,\ AlImDp|
Ly~ — (14 =—T%) —%S. 1
7135 ( T ) mF (81)
In particular, at T'= 0,
2R ImDp| 4
Ly=—— 2
3 135m F> (8 )

and Ls is proportional to nS.
In an intermediate temperature regime, Tp < T < T¢,
we find that

m2 3
Ly = == [mDr|(ksT)?, (83)

and L3 is approximately proportional to T2, which is
consistent with the prediction in Ref. [14].

VII. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

We derived the asymptotic expansions of the three-
body wave function ¥ for identical spin-polarized
fermions colliding at zero energy in one dimension, and
defined the three-body scattering hypervolume Dp. Now
the scattering hypervolumes of spin-polarized fermions
have been defined in 3D [28], 2D [29] and 1D. For weak in-
teraction potentials, we derived an approximate formula
for Dp by using the Born expansion. For stronger inter-
actions, one can solve the three-body Schrodinger equa-
tion numerically at zero energy and match the resultant
wave function with the asymptotic expansion formulas
we have derived in this paper to numerically compute
the values of Dr. We did such numerical calculations for
the square-barrier, square-well, and Gaussian potentials.

We considered three fermions along a line with periodic
boundary condition and derived the shifts of their energy
eigenvalues due to a nonzero Dy, and then considered
the dilute spin-polarized Fermi gas in 1D and derived
the shifts of its energy and pressure due to a nonzero
Dp.

Finally, we studied the dilute spin-polarized atomic
Fermi gas in 1D with interaction potentials that support
two-body bound states, for which we have three-body
recombination processes and Dy has nonzero imaginary
part, and we derived formulas for the three-body recom-
bination rate constant L3 in terms of the imaginary part
of Dg and the temperature and density of the Fermi gas.

One can similarly define the three-body scattering hy-
pervolumes for identical bosons or for distinguishable
particles in 1D and study their physical implications.

For ultracold atoms, one can use the optical lattice to



confine them in quasi-1D, and the van der Waals range
of the interatomic potential is usually much shorter than
the radial confinement length. One can solve the three-
body problem in three dimensional space to numerically
determine the one-dimensional scattering hypervolume of
the three atoms.
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Appendix A: Born Series for weak interactions

For weak-interaction potentials, we can expand the
wave function as a Born series:

U =Ty + GV, + (GV) T + -+, (A1)

where Wg = s1s9s3 = s3/4 — sR? is the wave func-
tion of three free fermions, G = fHO_1 is the Green’s

operator, f]o is the three-body kinetic-energy operator.
V = U(s1,52,53) + >, V(s;), where V(s;) and U are
two-body and three-body finite-range potentials whose
characteristic range is 7.

1. The first-order term

The first order term Wi in the Born series is

U, =GV, = GUT, + > GV,

— | PEGE-EIUENT0(&)

+ Y [egoe-emiErne). (42

where & = (s,2R/v/3) and & = (s',2R'/\/3) are two-
dimensional vectors, and V;(&") = V(s}). Without losing
generality, we set sh = s/, s} = -1/ + R/, s = —15/ —
R’. G is the Green’s function [22, 29] in two-dimensional

space which satisfies VZG(§ — ¢') = (£ — &), and its

expression is

G¢—¢) = 5-llg—¢]. (43)
We define

Uy, = GV, (A4)
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For ¢ = 2, we have V;(¢') = V(s') and

=1 [ e e - viie)nle)
ﬁ dx/ dy’ —ln ( x’)2+(yify')2]
X V(x )(2" — 32’ ’2) (Ab)

Here and in the following, we define z; = s;, 2’ = s,
yi = 2R;//3 and 3 = 2R’/\/3 for simplicity. We first
integrate over 3’ in Eq. (A5). To avoid the divergence
in the integral, we integrate over y’ from —A\ to \ firstly
and then take the limit A — oco. Then we integrate over
7' and take the sum over ¢ to get

Z Uy = Z {—103( i)+ Zal(%‘) (v7 —=7)
(A6)

1, .
1 (2 = 3a:y7) aols) |

—x;00(x;) —

where the functions «, (z) and &, (z) at z > 0 are defined
as

an(z) = % ; da’ 2"V (2), (A7a)
&n(z)::%% o'z 1V (). (A7h)

At z > r., ay(x) becomes a constant «a,, and @,(xz) =0
because the potential V(z’) vanishes at 2’ > r.. We also
require «,(z) to be odd functions and &, (z) to be even
functions of x, namely

(A8)

an(—z) = —an(x), an(—z) = a,(z).

If |x1|, |x2|, and |z3| are all greater than r., Eq. (A6) is
simplified as

1 3
RS [_20@, + on (57— ) | sem().

%

(A9)

For any values of z;,

Ukllo—ﬁ/ dw/ dy —ln

x Uz’ y")(z" — 32"y?).

Since U is a finite-range potential, the integral on the
right-hand side of Eq. (A10) may be expanded when x;
and y; go to infinity simultaneously. Expanding this in-
tegral at large B, we get

(EI)Q + (yz o y/)Q}

(A10)

GU,

m x—3xy /1272
~ d dy' U( -3

7 2An (2 1 420 / x/ y' U, y) (2" — 32"y?)

h? 4w BS

. 3\[313253

— m3f515253/ / dR U(s', R')(s}shsh)?



2. The second-order term
uate the integral to obtain

The second-order term W5 in the Born series is
=GV,
=Y GViGV; U, + ZGVGU\I/O + ZGUGV\IIO

ij

(GU) \IIOa

3
Wo i = B3 — 1 (%2
(A12)
We define

Wy, — @V@V\I/O where (31 and B3 are defined as

hz//dxdy—ln =)+ (g — o)

\111](93 Y.

In particular, if j = i,

(A13)

1
Wy i :/ dx'dy'a In [(J:z — )2 4 (yi — y’)2] V(')
% _1 / § ’ 202
2a3(x)+4a1(x)(y T )

—ap (2 ) — i (2 — 32'y?) ao(x/)} . (Al4) It

Z\IIQZJ: //dxdy In [(z; x’)2+(yi—y’)2]V(x’)

VB
oy

)

J#i
71 / § / 2 /= /71 3 _ /12 /
X 20‘3@2)Jr 4043(%)@2 Ty ) — o02(T5) 4(I2 3ways ) Ao ()
1 3 _ 1
— Saal(eh) + Jas(E) W — o) — aha(ah) — 3 (oF — 3akyP)ao(ah)],
where o = 32’ + Py, yh = P2’ — . af=—j2' - Py, yh =+~ Gy
V3 V3 V3 V3
! g0 A Voo v 2 2 VO s (VO
Sy = [[rayvie) (a5 - (SR - 5 + i e - G
J#i L
X {ln [(w 2+ (yi—y + 1$/)2:| —1In {(x —2+ (yi—y — 1:1:’)2}}
K3 3 3 1 \/g
1 ! ! ! \/g .7 \/g / 3 1,12 = \/g /
i [ ve) | Sy a (R + T e Ty)
X {ln [(xi 2+ (yi—y + i:zc) } +1In {(xi —2?+ (yi—y — 195/)2} }
V3 V3
We define
1 \/g/ \/g//2 \[/_\/3/ \/3/2/—\/3/
5043(721)*011(721)(5” *Sy )+7 (73/)*71 yao(Ty
1
=503 sgn(y’) — (2 = 2y?) sen(y') + fi(«',y)
where

fil@, ) = fuy) + 22 f2(y),

- :E?) Bl Sgn(xi)a

2

V3

Y
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If |z1], |x2|, and |x3| are all greater than r., we can eval-

(A15)

(A16a)

(A16b)

(A7)
>l

(A18)

(A19)

(A20)
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and
Fnlw) = 3s(L2) — Lo smniy) + 22an (D) - Byt sty + DPyaa Dy (o)
Falw) = ~on (50 + o snly') — Lyo( Ly, (a22)

fi1 and fio are odd functions of y. They are short-range functions, namely they vanish at v/3|y’[/2 > r..
We also define

Pty (L) + 2ran L) = Loy’ sen) + o). (a23)
fy) = \Qf (\gy)+ 1Y (\f ) - £y ai, (A24)

f2 is an even function of y'. It vanishes at v/3|y’|/2 > r.. Then

//da? dy'V (z [ az sgn(y’) — o (2 — gylz) sen(y’) + fu(y') + $/2f12(?/)}
3751
1

x {111 [(xi — )+ (i =y + \}gﬂf’)z} —In [(Ii — ) (- - ﬁxl)ﬂ }
+3r Jf v

x {m [(wi Y \}gx’)ﬂ +ln [(xi Yt (i — \}gx’)ﬂ } . (A25)

£ozlx y' sgn(y') +:r’fz(y’)1

For large x; and y;, we get

3{ (23 — 3zy?) (20 , 28 >
Uy i = — ——a2y;0; sen(z; —— =t | —aF — —a
2" il en) = e (99 T M

+ (terms which will be canceled after summation over i) + O(B™%). (A26)
We have not evaluated the terms @V;(A?U\Ilo, @U@W\Ilg and ((A?U)2\I/0 in the Born series. The full expression of ¥y is

28

3 _ 2
\IIQZZ 53_*( —x)51—¥a1y101 sgn(xz)_(x'?’xy)<20a§_l5

Tirar s (3 a1a5> +O(V2B™%)  (A27)

1

+O0(UV) +0(U?),

as is shown in the main text.

(

Comparing the resultant Born series and the 111 expan- For the square well potential with strength Vj and range
sion of the wave function, we get re =1,
1 1 1
ap = o — ,81 + O(Vs) (A28a) 3V0a Q3 = gVOa Q5 = ?Vo, (A30a)
2 4 2 13
2. _ 3
apTp = 7323 + §ﬁ3 +0O(V?). (A28b) B = I 5, Bs= ﬁvoz. (A30b)
and Substituting these results, we get
A 5 7 1V V +O(V3), (A3la)
ap, = =
Dr =5 + 305 = ggaas + O(V?) RN Eh ’
52

+OUV) + OU?). (A29) ayrp = —EVO 315 Vo + OV, (A31D)



which are consistent with the direct calculation of a, and
rp. For the scattering hypervolume, we have

Dr = L2 4 0V, (A32)
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which is consistent with the result of numerical compu-
tations for small Vj.

Appendix B: Shifts of the energy of three fermions
in one dimension with periodic boundary conditions
due to Dr

The normalized wave function of three free fermions
with momenta hky, hko, hks in a large periodic line with
length L is

eiklajl 6ik1$2 eiklmg
‘I’klkzkg — ezkgacl ezkzxg ezkgxg . (Bl)

1
\/ELS/Q

eikgml eikgxz eikga:g

We define the Jacobi momenta hq, ip, hk. such that

1 1

k1:3k +2q+p, (B2a)
1 1

ko = =k, + B2b

2= ghet 54— p, (B2b)
1

ks = 3k —q. (B2¢)

hk, is the total momentum of three fermions. We extract
the motion of the center of mass R, = (z1 + 2 + x3)/3,

1 .
ezkc~Rc®

\Dklkzkz = \/E D,q- (B3)

Suppose that the typical momentum of each fermion is ~
27h/A. For small hyperradii, B < A, we Taylor expand
®, , and get

) (o)

®,, , is the wave function of the relative motion of three
free fermions. If we introduce a small three-body Dp
adiabatically, ®, , is changed to

o= = ) (=) (o

for ro < B < A. The wave function satisfies the free
Schrodinger equation outside of the range of interaction,

3v3Dp
27 B >
(B5)

h2
fgvgfbm =E%,,, (B6)

where & = (s,2R//3) is a two-dimensional vector, E is
the energy of the relative motion, and B = v/3¢/2.
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For large values of L, we may compute the energy E
approximately. We rewrite Eq. (B06) as
= Elq)h

n_,

2
- %vg@; = E,d3, (B7b)
for two slightly different interactions that yield two
slightly different scattering hypervolumes, Dpy and Dgo
respectively. Here we omit the subscript p, ¢ for simplic-
ity. Multiplying both sides of Eq. (B7a) by &5, multiply-
ing both sides of Eq. (B7b) by ®;, subtracting the two
resultant equations, and taking two-dimensional integral
over & for £ > &, (where & is any length scale satisfying

re K & K A), we get

h? , %
- — d*¢ Ve - (P3VeDy — & VD)
§>&o0
= (B — Ez)/ d*¢ 193, (B8)
§>&o0

In the bulk part of the configuration space, ®; ~ ®.
Note also that the wave function for the relative motion
is normalized, and that the volume of the region & < & is
small and may be omitted in the normalization integral.
So the right hand side of Eq. (B8) is

2 2
—(E; — EQ)/ ds dR |®]? ~ —(E; — F»). (B9)
\/§ £>¢€0 \/g
Applying Gauss’s theorem to the left hand side of
Eq. (BR), we get
- dS - (D5V P — D1V, D) 2 (E1 — E»)
- : £®1 — @1 Vg = —=(L£1 — £2),
£=8o ? ? \/g
(B10)

where S is the surface of the circle with radius & = &
centered at the origin, and dS points toward the center
of the circle.

To evaluate the integral on the circle £ = &, we
parametrize &€ = (£, £(2)) as

¢ = geosg, (Blla)

¢® = ¢sing, (B11b)

where 0 < ¢ < 2m. Here ¢€1) = s and ¢ = 2R/V/3.
The burface element dS is

S = — &d.

The minus sign in the above equation means that the
direction of dS is towards the origin. Assuming that ®4
and @4 satisfy Eq. (B5) with Dp = Dy and Dp = Dpo
respectively, and evaluating the integral in Eq. (B10) on
the circle with radius £ = &y, we get

(B12)

2 9 2
E, - E; = L2 (Dr1— Dr2) <p3 - 4pq2>
Dy — Do)y — k)2 (ks — )2 (s — k)
- 12mL2 F1 F2 1 2 2 3 3 1 .

(B13)
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This result agrees with Eq. (61) in the main text.
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