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Abstract

Here we review the many aspects and distinct phenomenaatszbim quantum dynamics on general graph structures.
For so, we discuss such class of systems under the energyrd@meen’s functionG) framework. This approach

is particularly interesting becausecan be written as a sum over classical-like paths, wherd gpantum &ects

are taking into account through the scattering matrix atugéis (basically, transmission and reflection amplitudes)
defined on each one of the graph vertices. Hencegxhet Ghas the functional form of a generalized semiclassical
formula, which through dierent calculation techniques (addressed in details héways can be cast into a closed
analytic expression. It allows to solve exactly arbitraaygle (although finite) graphs in a recursive and fast way.
Using the Green’s function method, we survey many propeftie open and closed quantum graphs as scattering
solutions for the former and eigenspectrum and eigendtatéee latter, also considering quasi-bound states. Gteacr
examples, like cube, binary trees and Sierpinhski-likeotogies are presented. Along the work, possible distinct
applications using the Green'’s function methods for quarduaphs are outlined.

Keywords: quantum graphs, Green’s function, scattering, boundsstgteasi-bound state

Contents
1 Introduction 2
2 Quantum mechanics on graphs: general aspects 5
2.1 Graphs . . . . e e 5
2.2 Thetime-independent Schrodinger equationongraphs. .. . . . .. . . ... ... ... ... 6
2.3 Thevertices as zero-range potentials . . . . . . . . .. .. L. 8
3 Energy domain Green’s functions for quantum graphs 9
3.1 The basic Green's function definitionin 1D . . . . . . . . . . ... .. oo 9
3.2 The exact Green’s function written as a generalizeddessical expression . . . . . . . ... .. .. 9
4 Obtaining the Green'’s function for quantum graphs: generd procedures 10
4.1 Constructing the Green’s function: asimpleexample ...... . . . .. .. ... ... ... .... 10
4.2 Simplification procedures: furtherdetails . . . . . . . . ... .o Lo 12
4.2.1 Regrouping the sp into families: a cross shaped grapdstudy . . . . . . .. ... ... .. 12
4.2.2 Treating a graph in terms of blocks: atree-likecasayst . . . . . . .. ... ... ..... 14
4.3 The Green'’s function solutions by eliminating, redeifinor regrouping scattering amplitudes . . . 15

Email addressest . andrade@ucl.ac.uk,fmandrade@uepg.br (Fabiano M. Andrade}luz@fisica.ufpr.br (M. G. E. da Luz)

Preprint submitted to Physics Reports March 6, 2022


http://arxiv.org/abs/1601.01018v2

5 Eigenstates and scattering states in quantum graphs 18

5.1 Eigenstates . . . . . . . e e 18
5.2 Scattering . . . . . o e 19
6 Representative quantum graphs 20
6.1 Cube . . . . . e e 20
6.1.1 Closed cube eigenenergies . . . . . . . . . . e e 24
6.1.2 Scattering by attaching leads to the quantumcubégrap . . . . . . .. .. ... ... .. 25
6.2 Binarytree . . . . . . e e 25
6.3 Sierpifiski-likegraphs . . . . . . . . 28
7 Quasi-bound states in quantum graphs 30
7.1 BasiCaspecCtS . . . . . . . o e e e 30
7.2 Recurrence formulas for the reflection and transmissiefiicients . . . . . ... .. ... ... .. 34
7.3 Green's function as a transition probability amplitael the determination of quasi-bound states .36
7.4 Quasi-bound state inarbitrarygraphs . . . . . . . .. 39
8 Conclusion 41
9 Acknowledgments 41
A The most general point interaction conserving probability flux as a quantum graph vertex 41
A.l Theusualcase:theline . . . . . . . . . . . e 41
A.2 A pointinteractionin 1D for multiple directions: a stgwraph topology . . . . . . . . . . ... .. 43
A3 Ageneralgraph . . . . .. e e 44
B The exact Green’s function for quantum graphs: the generaked semiclassical formula 44
B.1  Reviewing a simple case, the Green’s function for a poietractionontheline . . . . .. .. .. 44
B.2 Green'sfunctionforastargraph . . . . .. . ... ... La 44
B.3  The Green’s function for an arbitrary graph . . . . . . . . ... oo Lo 46

C Certain common boundary conditions for quantum graphs andthe wave function solution for the
example of Sec5 46
C.1  Few usual boundary conditions for quantumgraphs . . . . .. .. ... ... ... ... .. 46
C.2  The wave function solution for the graph of Sbcthe bound statecase . . . . . ... ... .. 47
D References 48

1. Introduction

A graph can be understood intuitively as a set of elements \(ditices), attached ones to the others through
connections (the edges). The topological arrangement ahphgis thus completely determined by the way the
vertices are joined by the edges. The more general concapietivork — essentially a graph — has found applications
in many branches of science and engineering. Some repagisergxamples include: the analysis of electrical ciguit
verification (in diferent contexts) of the shortest paths in grid structuraidplanning, charge transport in complex
chemical compounds, ecological webs, cybernetics aithites, linguistic families, and social connection relas,
to cite just a few. In fact, given that as diverse as the stgstem of a city, the web of neurons in the human brain,
and the organization of digital database in distinct sterdgyices, can all be described as ‘graphs’, we might be lead
to conclude that such idea is one of the most useful and braes#id abstract mathematical notion in our everyday
lives.



Less familiar is which we call quantum graphsr more precisely quantum metric graphs (by associatimgthes
to the edges), basically comprising the study of the Heltzhmpperatorv? + k? — when the external potentials for
the underlying Hamiltonian along the edges are null, se® laion these topological structures. Nevertheless, they
still attract a lot of attention in the physics and mathensasipecialized literature because their rich behavior and
potential applicationsl] 2], for instance, regarding wave propagation andiudive properties (actually, this latter
aspect allowing a possible formal association between ¢hed@inger and the ffusion equations]).

Historically, Linus Pauling seems to be the first to foreseeusefulness of considering quantum dynamics on
graph structures, e.g., to model free electrons in orgamiecules #-10]. Indeed, in a first approximation the
molecules can be viewed as a set of fixed atoms (vertices)ecteoh by chemical bonds (edges), along which the
electrons obey a 1D Schrodinger equation with fiaative potential. Moreover, quantum transport in multipbn-
nected systemd.[l], like electron transport in organic moleculd<] as proteins and polymers, may be described by
one-dimensional pathways (trajectories through the §dgkanging from one path to another due to scattering at the
vertices centers. More recently, quantum graphs have also bised to characterize molecular connectivigy 14].

In the realm of condensed matter physics, under certainittonsl [15, 16] charge transport in solids is likewise
well described by one-dimensional dynamics in branchedhétaork-like) structures, as in polymer films7, 18].
Quantum graphs have also been applied in the analysis afdéisa superconductorgq], Anderson transition in
disordered wires40, 21], quantum Hall system=p], superlatticesZ3], quantum wires 24], mesoscopic quantum
systems25-28], and in connection with laser tomography technologis. [

To understand fundamental aspects of quantum mecharégg)gare idealized exactly soluble models to address,
e.g., band spectrum properties of latticé@ B1], the relation between periodic-orbit theory and Andetsegalization
[32), general scatteringf], chaotic and diusive scatteringd4-36], and quantum chao87]. In particular, quantum
graphs relevance in grasping distinct features of quantumotic dynamics have been demonstrated in two pioneer
papers 88, 39. Through elucidating examples, such works show that tlreesponding spectral statistics follow
very closely the predictions of the random-matrix thecdg][ They also present an alternative derivation of the
trace formul3, highlighting the similarities with the famous Gutzwilleexpression for chaotic Hamiltonian systems
[41, 42]. Actually, a very welcome fact in the area is the possipliit obtain exact analytic results for quantum graphs
even when they present chaotic behavit846]. Important advances and distinct approaches to spectratistes
analysis in quantum graphs, as well as the relation with gunaichaos, can be found in a nice review4||

As a final illustration of the vast applicability of graphs weention two issues in the important fields of quantum
information and quantum computingg]. First, for the metric case (the focus in this review), istmeen proposed
that the logic gates necessary to process and operate qobitsbe implemented by tailoring the scattering propsrtie
of the vertices along a quantum gra@®[50]. However, much more common in quantum information is tostder
only the topological features of the graplad], hence not ascribing lengths to the edges. Such strucmeassually
referred as discrete or combinatorial graphs (for a pdra#ieveen metric and combinatorial see, e.§2]J. They
are the basis to construct the so called graph-st&@%5y], in which the vertices are the states themselves (e.g.,
spins 12 constituting the qubits) and the edges represent the jsaimteractions (for instance, an Ising-like coupling
[58]) between two vertices state§9. Graph-states are very powerful tools to unveifelient aspects of quantum
computation. For instance, to establish relations betva#@erent computational methods scheme&g p0] and to
demonstrate that entanglement can help to outperform thierteim limit capacity (of the classical case) in transnttin
a message with zero probability of error throughout a chigonesenting noisedl, 62].

Second, also relevant in quantum information processirtdsconcept of quantum walks, loosely speaking,
the quantum version of classical random wal&85]. Quantum walks are extremely useful either theoretically
as primitives of universal quantum compute8${68], or operationally, as building blocks to quantum algarith
[65, 69-71]. Thus, since there is a close connection between quantuks @ad quantum graph32-75], this might
open the possibility of extendingftirent techniques to treat quantum graphs to the study otgpmanalks [76-79],
therefore helping in the development of quantum algorithms

The physical construction of quantum graphs is obviouslgssential matter. In such regard, an important result

1 Depending on the particular aspect to be studied, quantaphgrare also named quantum networks or quantum wires.

2ForG(r”,r’; E) the energy dependent Green’s function of a quantum syssem 8), the trace of3, or g(E) = fdr G(r,r; E), is important
because it leads to the problem density of stat€y = —(1/x) lim._,o Im[g(E + i€)]. The Gutzwiller trace formula41] is an elegant semiclassical
approximation fop(E), in whichg(E) is given in terms of sums over classical periodic orbits.
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is that in Ref. BQ]. It shows that quantum graphs can be implemented througtomiave networks due to the formal
equivalence between the Schrodinger equation (desgrithi@ former) and the telegraph equation (describing the
latter) [80]. Currently, these kind of systems are among the most presmhiexperimental realizations of quantum
graphs — as demonstrated by the vast literature on the t8pid01]. Nonetheless, microwave networks are not the
only possibility. In particular, optical latticed02-104 and quasi-1D structures of large donor-acceptor molacule
(with quasi-linear optical response&H might also constitute very appropriate setups for bugdijnantum graphs.

The implementation of quantum graphs — of course, alonggitethe concrete applications — can also be quite
helpful in settling relevant theoretical questions. Aslarstrative example, consider the famous query posed bkMar
Kac in 1966: ‘can one hear the shape of a drunt®{. Its modified version in the present context 19[]: ‘can
one hear the shape of a graph?’. It has been proved that fpiesgmaphs (see next Sec.) whose all edges lengths
are incommensurable, the spectrum is uniquely determib@d.[In other words, in this case one should be able to
reconstruct the graph just from its eigenmodes. But if tleEsseimptions are not verified, then distinct graphs can be
isospectral 108 109. An interesting perspective to the problem arises by agldifinity leads to originally closed
graphs 110 111]. So, we have scattering system which can be analyzed irstefiimeir scattering matrices. Two
metric graphsl"a andl'g, are said isoscattering eitheSh andSg share the same set of poles or the phases afdet[
and detBg] are equal 117. Hence, the question is now: can the polesSaéind phases of de§] alonedefine the
graph’s shape? The answer is again nega88e11Q, as nicely confirmed through microwave networks experitsen
[89] (see also82]). However, by analyzing in more details actual scattedata (e.g., in the time instead of frequency
domain B4]) it does become possible to distinguish isoscatteringlysavhich are topologically fferent.

Quantum graphs as a well posed general mathematical prabbtpnres the establishment of the underlying self-
adjoint operator, i.e., the proper definition of the waveagun with its correct boundary conditions. Probably, the
first important step along this direction was taken in 1958éf. [7]. There, graphs were thought of as idealized
web of wires or wave guides, but for the widths being much mahan any other spatial scale. Assuming the
lateral size of the wire small enough, any propagating waweains in a single transverse mode. Therefore, instead
of the corresponding partialfiierential Schrodinger equation, one can deal with ordidéfgrential operators. If no
external field is applied or no potentil for the wires is assumed, the one dimensional motion aloegtiges is
free and anywhere in the graph the wave number rkads,/2uE /A2, with the energyE a constant. Concerning the
nodes, they either can be faced as scattering centers¢tineeivably described by loc&lmatrices) or théoci where
consistent matching conditions for the partial wave funtdi(i.e., they’s in the distinct edges) must be imposed (Sec.
2).

In contrast, graphs with non-vanishing potentials — somesireferred to as ‘dressed4, 113 — lead to solutions
with spatially dependetts along the edges. Animportant subset of dressed are gaplantum grapRg43, 44, 114-
117, whose mathematical foundations are discussetlig[ They are particularly interesting because althoughrthei
classical limit is chaotic, the quantum spectrum is exaati{ained through analytic periodic orbit expansiofd] [
Another very relevant class of dressed quantum graphstislésaribed by magnetic Schrodinger operatais). In
this case one assumes arbitrary inhomogeneous magnetiifishe network12(, such that for each edgethere
is a corresponding vector potentisl. So, formally we have to make the traditional momentum adpeubstitution
in the Schrodinger equatiodydx — d/dx — iAe. Recently, quantum graphs with magnetic flux have attrazted
of attention due to the many distinct phenomena emerginggse systemd p1-12§.

Given the discussion so far, it is already clear that a quargtaph is, after all, just an usual quantum problem.
As such, its solution basically means to determine progeiike wave packets propagatidi?p, 130, eigenstates
(either bound and scattering statek3}], 132, eigenenergiesl33, etc. This can be accomplished from, say, a suitable
Schroddinger equation and appropriate boundary condifimneach specific graph topology, S@cBut operationally
there are many ways to mathematically deal with these systsmtfferent techniques can be employed. For instance,
we can cite self-adjoint extension approache®], and the previously mentioned scatteriSgnatrix methods38|
and the trace formula based on classical periodic orbitaesipns 89.

It is well known that the energy Green'’s functi@is a very powerful tool in quantum mechanids3p 136.

Its knowledge allows to determine essentially any relegamntity for the problem (e.g., the time evolution can be

SBriefly, to each edge of a scaling quantum graph one can associate a numericatooms. Then, alonge the wave number i& = yeko,

with ko = +/2uE/R? a constant.



calculated from the time-dependent propagator, whichad=turier transform o&). So, it should be quite natural to
consider Green'’s function approaches in the study of grapbtsres. In fact, one of the first works in this direction
[35 has employeds to describe transport in open graphs. Later, the many pbssgin utilizing Green’s functions
techniques for arbitrary quantum graphs have been disdussa exemplified inJ37), with general and rigorous
results further obtained from such a method1B88 139. Recently, Green’s functions have been used to investigat
(always in the context of quantum graphs): searching alyms for shortest pathd4(, Casimir gfects [L41],
vacuum energy in quantum field theoridgl], and resonances on unbounded star-shaped netwbtid [Lastly,

but not the least important, the special topological fezgwof networks make it possible (at least in the undressed
casé) to obtain the exad® in a closed analytic form for any finite (i.e., a large althblighited number of nodes and
edges) arbitrary graph. Certainly, this contrasts withtposblems in quantum mechanics, for which exact analytic
solutions are very hard to find 44, 145.

Therefore, regarding the purpose of this review, we staseolbing there is a huge literature discussing general
features and applications of classical graphs. To citegnst more physics-oriented, we mention communicability —
S0, signal transport — in classical networkd. In the quantum case comprehensive overviews are not salaht
notwithstanding particular relevant aspects can be foultdessed in details in some very interesting wok<3p,
47,52, 147, 148 (with also a good source of a formal and rigorous treatmeiridp[149). In this way, our first goal
is to survey graphs as ordinary quantum mechanics problemdiighlighting that their special characteristics can
give rise to rich quantum phenomena.

The second is to do so by specifically considering one of thetpowerful methods to treat quantum graphs,
namely, the Green’s function approach. For arbitrary gsaple discuss in an unified manner how to obtain the exact
energy domaii® as a general sum over pattasla Feynmah[ 150-152. These paths must be weighted by the proper
guantum amplitudes, given by energy-dependent scatteraigces elements associated to the vertices. We examine
a schematic way to regroup the multi-scattering contringi(essentially a factorization methdBf, 153-155),
leading to a final closed analytic expression@®r This particular procedure to construct the exads very useful
to interpret many results concerning quantum graphs, titerfierence in transport processas, [L56, 157]. With the
help of illustrative examples, we elaborate on how to exfirmen G the graphs quantum properties.

The work is organized as the following. In Secti®mwe define and discuss general quantum graphs. In Sextion
we consider in great detail the Green’s function approachktch systems. In Sectighwe present (with examples)
the factorization protocols which allow to cdStas a closed analytic formula. Distinct applications areresised
in the next three Sections. More specifically, the gener@rd@nation of bound and scattering states, analysis of
representative graphs (cube, binary trees, and Sieiigifkslgraphs), and quasi-bound states in open structaires,
considered, respectively, in Se& 6, and7. Finally, we drawn our final remarks and conclusion in Sec8io

2. Quantum mechanics on graphs: general aspects

2.1. Graphs

A finite graph XV, E) is a pair consisting of two sets, of vertices (or nodé€X) = {1,2,...,n} and of edges
(or bonds)E(X) = {er, ey, ...,en} [158 159. Thus, the total number of vertices and edges is given gasgely, by
n = |[V(X)| andm = |E(X)|. If the verticed and| are linked by the edges, thenes = {i, j} (hereaftei, j = 1,...,n
andr,s = 1,...,m). For an undirected graph, any edgg} has the same propertiesd( in bothi — jandj — i
‘directions’: {i, j} = {],i}. For simple graphss # {], j} ande. = esonly if r = s. Hence, in this case there are no
loops or pair of vertices multiple-connected. Finally, tmmnected graphs the vertices cannot be divided into two
non-empty subsets such that there is no edge joining theutbsess.

The graph topology, i.e., the way the vertices and edgessarzimted, can be described in terms of the adjacency
matrix A(X) of dimensiom x n. For simple undirected graphs, thjeth entry of A(X) reads

1, if {i,]} e E(X),
0, otherwise

Aj(X) = { (1)

4The Green’s function for scaling quantum graphs can alsateiated exactly. This will be briefly discussed in Sec. 3.
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Two vertices are said neighbors whenever they are connbgtad edge. Thus, the set
Ei(X)={j:{i, ]} € E(X)} )

is the neighborhood of the vertéx V(X) and the degree (or valence)iaé

vi = [E(X)] = )" Aj(X). (3)
j=1
Note that N
ECOI= 5 D 1B @
i=1

So far, the above definitions refer déscreteor combinatorialgraphs. To discuss quantum graphs it is necessary
to equip the graphs with a metric. Thereforanatric graphl'(V, E) is a graphX(V, E) for which it is also assigned
a lengthfe, € (0, +o0) to each edge. If all edges have finite length the metric gigphlledcompactotherwise it is
non-compact In this latter casé& has one ore more ‘leads’. A lead is a single ended edgehich leaves from a
vertex and extends to the semi-infinite (go= +o).

In the quantum description, for each edgdwith e either joining two vertices and j or leaving from verte
to the infinite) we assume a coordinatg indicating the position along the edge. Bar= {i, j}, to choose at which
vertex { or j) xe, = 0 andxe, = ¢¢.° is just a matter of convention, and can be set according todheenience in each
specific system. Of course, feg a lead attached tp a natural choice ige, = 0 at]j.

In the remaining of this review we will (mainly but not onlygdus on simple connected graphs, the most studied
situation in quantum mechanicgd. But we stress that the Green’s function discussed herksdsvalid for non-
simple graphs, i.e., for many edges joining the same twdcesrtand for the existence of loops: one just need to
consider the proper reflections and transmissions quantuplitades (Sec3) for the propagation along these extra
edges. This will be illustrated with certain examples in.Sec

2.2. The time-independent Schrodinger equation on graphs

A quantum graphs a metric graph structudgV, E), on which we can define aftierential operatoH (usually
the Schrodinger Hamiltonian) together with proper vediboundary condition89, 47]. In others words, a quantum
graph problem is a triple

{I'(V, E), Hamiltonian operatoH on E(T"), boundary conditions fov'(')}.

A quantum graph is calledosedif the respective metric graph is compact, otherwise it Iledaopen A schematic
representation of quantum grapi$( is depicted in Figurd.
The total wave functiol is a vector withm components, written as

Ve, (Xe)
Ye,(Xe,)

: (5)
Yen(Xe,)

The Hamiltonian operator oB(I") consists of the following unidimensionalftirential operators defined on each
edgee; [19, 167] (the dressed case)

2 A2
2udx,

S

He,(Xe,) = - + Ve, (Xe,)- (6)

SIt is an usual practice in the study of quantum graphs, agfhauot strictly necessary, to assumg > 0 (even at the leads, when then
0 < Xes < +0). We follow this convention throughout the present review.
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Figure 1: (Color online). Examples of (a) open and (b) clogegntum graphs. (c) A open star graph with a single vevi@) = {1} connected to
EM) ={ey,..., en) leads.

Here, Ve (Xe.) is the potential (usually assumed to be non-negative amb8in the interval G xe, < le,. Different
works have considered the above Hamiltonian for non-vémigbotentials (for instance, se¢3 44, 116 137, 162-
165). However, in the literature, even in papers discussingngum chaos37-39, 47, 164, it is usual to have for
anyes thatVe, = 0 (the case we assume in this review). Then, the compangpt,) of the total wave functior¥ is

the solution of k = /2uE/h)

d?ye,

dx,
with thec’s constants. All these wave functions must satisfy appat@boundary conditions at the vertices, ensuring
continuity, global probability current conservation, eligence freg’s and uniqueness. Technically, the match of the
boundary conditions in each vertex is the most cumbersoepaisbbtaining the final ful (in Figure2 we illustrate
which components must be matched in which vertices for dquédat example of a graph witkl(T') = {1, 2, 3,4, 5}
andE(I) = {{1, 2}, {2, 3},{3,4},{3,5}}).

Furthermore, the imposition of these boundary conditi®® 47, 167 renders the Hamiltonian operator to be
self-adjoint®. In fact, the most general boundary conditions at a vertex qiantum graph (consistent with flux
conservation3(]) can be determined through self-adjoint extension tepines L68 169. Let us denote byl34, 153
Vi = (e, Ve, - - -"/’ejvj )T and ¥ = (zﬁ’eil,(//gjz, .. .,(//gjvj )T, respectively, the wave functions and their derivatives
associated to the; edges attached to the vertgx Then, the boundary conditions can be specified throyghyv;
matricesA; andB;j, with A;¥; = Bj‘}"j at j. One ensures self-adjointeness of the Hamiltonian opebgtonposing

current conservatioH’JT‘P} = ‘P’JT‘Pj. As shown in L34, 153, the general solution for this problem implies that

ﬂjBJT = Bjﬂ}, resulting in a set of/J? independent real parameters to characterize the boundadjtions at;j.
More on this is discussed in the Appendi but here we comment that in physical terms, the self-atijess of the
Hamiltonian implies that the dynamics does not allow theiges to behave as sinks or sources.

= kzlpes()(es) = lpes(xes) = C+,es eXp[+| k XES] + C—,es exp[_l k Xes]7 (7)

6Consider a continuous linear (so bounded) oper@tof domainD(0) in a Hilbert spaceH. The adjointO’ (also bounded) of the operator
is such thatOy/|¢) = (W|0"¢) for y € D(O0) andy € H. O is self-adjoint if and only i©0 = O andD(0) = D(OT) [167].
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Figure 2: (Color online). A quantum gragtfV, E) — with V(I') = {1,2,3,4,5} andE(I') = {{1,2},{2, 3},{3,4},{3,5}} — and the indication of the
Wes cOmponents of in each one of th& edges. The wave functions must be matched through the bouodadition at each vertexe V(I').
Specifically: ati = 1: yre;; ati = 2: e, Ye,; Ai = 3. Yy, Yy, Yey; ALI = 4 g, ati = 5: e,.

2.3. The vertices as zero-range potentials

From the previous discussion, in an undressed quantum ¢napdge®s can be viewed as free unidimensional
spatial directions of lengtfy, and the vertices as point structures (0D), whose actioniisose the proper boundary
conditions on thes’s. In the usual 1D quantum mechanics, arbitrary zero-rgyajentials, also known as point
interactions, have exactly sucffect [170, 171] (see AppendixA.1). A textbook example is the Dirac delta-function
potential that simply determines, at its location, a spetiiundary condition to the wave functich72.

Hence, to describe the quantum dynamics along a graph wekarittej’s as arbitrary zero-range interactions,
an approach fully consistent with the general boundary itimmd treatment described in Sez2 (Appendix A). To
assume the vertices as potentials brings up two importamirdages. (a) Th@s become point scatterers, which are
completely characterized by their reflections and transiomisamplitudes (recall this is exactly the case for a delta-
function, for whichys can be obtained without considering any boundary condijioBo, a purely scattering treatment
solves the problem — see, e.g., the pedagogical discuss[d@§. (b) General point interactions are very diverse in
their scattering properties. For instance, the intrigudagects of transmission and reflection from point inteoasti
have been discussed in distinct situations, such as, tapertient potentiald 4, nonlinear Schrodinger equation
[175 and shredding by sparse barrietg . So, the mentioned procedure allows to have all the featofarbitrary
zero-range potentials also in the context of quantum graphs

As demonstrated in the Appendi&.1, to determine the boundary conditions that a point intéwadh the line
(say, atxp = 0) imposes on the the wave functionxa& 0O is entirely equivalent to specify the potential scattgith
matrix elements. This also holds true when the vertex, a-zange potential, instead of being attached to two edges
(the ‘left’ (-0 < x < 0) and ‘right’ (0 < x < +o0) semi-infinite leads for the 1D line case), is connected tedges,
representing; 1D “directions”, see Figurd (c). From the AppendixA.2, we then can define for each vertga
matrix Sj, of eIementsS(js’s)(k) = rgs)(k) andsgsr)(k) = tgsr)(k) (from now on, we will label edges;, andej, simply
assandr), such that

o tgsr)(k) is the quantum amplitude for a plane wave, of wave nunkbé@rcoming from the edge towards the
vertexj to be transmitted to the edgeutgoing fromj.

o rgs)(k) is the quantum amplitude for a plane wave, of wave nunkbé@rcoming from the edgs towards the
vertexj to be reflected to the edgoutgoing fromj.

The required conditions for self-adjointeness (i.e., piality flux conservation) along the whole graph (Appendix
A.3), demands thas(k)S' (k) = S*(k)S(k) = 1 andS(k) = S(-k), so yielding

Vj Vi
2SS R = ) SR ST = s, STV = ST (). ®)

1=1 =1

Summarizing, for quantum graphs it is complete equivalesét either the boundary conditions for this at each
vertex, as mentioned in Se2.2, or to specify the scattering properties of th&elientj's through theS(j“S) matrices
obeying to Eq. §). We also observe that eventually one could have boundsd@ta given point interaction potential
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j depending on the particular BC imposedytaat the vertex location. In the scattering description, thargum
codficientsRandT have poles at the upper-half of the complex pleneorresponding to the possible eigenenergies.
The eigenfunctions can then be obtained from an appropeitsion of the scattering states to th&'sevalues
[177. This will be exemplified in Sectiof.

3. Energy domain Green’s functions for quantum graphs

3.1. The basic Green’s function definition in 1D

The Green'’s functio®(E) is an important tool in quantum mechanid@8§. In the usual 1D case, it is defined by
the inhomogeneousfiiérential equationH (x) = —(#2/(2u)) d?/dx% + V(X))

[E = H(X)IG(xt, %i; E) = 6(x¢ — %), (9)

whereG(Xs, X;; E) is also subjected to proper boundary conditions.
Suppose we have a complete set of normalized eigengtgtdgs = 0, 1, ..., discrete spectrum) ang, (x) (- > 0,
continuum spectrum), with
h20?
Hys = Esys, Hyy = T Yo (10)

Then, the solution of Eq.9] is formally

sl ¥ ) o 60) 0 ()
R R M e o .

From Eq. (1) we can identify the poles of the Green’s function with theibd states eigenenergiés and the
residues at each pole with a tensorial product of the cooredipg bound state eigenfunction. The continuous part of
the spectrum corresponds to a branch cu®Ef;, x;; E) [178 179. Given Eq. (1), the limit

Jim (E - E9) G(xr, X; E) = ys(xr) 5" (%) (12)
can be used to extract the discrete bound states@om

3.2. The exact Green'’s function written as a generalizeddassical expression

There are basically three methods for calculating the Gsdanction [L35: solving the diferential equation
in (9); summing up the spectral representationlit){ or performing the Feynman path integral expansion for the
propagator in the energy representatid®Q, 181]. In particular, for contexts similar to the present worgg€sext), the
latter approach has been used to study scattering by neuftgikentials in 1D150, 151, to calculate the eigenvalues
of multiple well potentials 152, to study scattering quantum walké7, 78], and to construct exact Green'’s function
for piecewise constant potentials32, 183.

The exact Green’s function for an arbitrary finite array ofguials of compact suppdrhas been obtained in
[150, with an extension for more general cases presentethfi.[ For the derivations in150, it is necessary for the
r's andt’s of each localized potential to satisfy to certain corudtiti, which indeed are the ones in the AppenflipEq.
(A.14) (note that point interactions constitute a particulasslaf potentials of compact suppoiBf]). Thus, based
on [150 we can calculate the Green'’s function for general poirgrattions by using the corresponding reflection
and transmission céigcients, which are quantities with a very clear physicalrimtetation and conceivably amenable
to experimental determinatioa$5 184.

So, for these general array of potentials, according to.R@fS0-157 the exact(hence in contrast with usual

semiclassical approximations, see footnote 2) Greenttimmfor a fixed energ¥ (and end points; andxs) is given
by
G(xt,Xi; E) =

i
%( Z Wspexp [i_.LSsp(Xf, Xi; K)]. (13)
sp

“Vn(X) is said to have compact support in the interal= {x|a, < x < by} if V,(X) identically vanishes fok ¢ I',. An arbitrary array oiN
potentials of compact support is given Y¢x) = Zﬁ‘:lvn(x), for all 7,'s disjoint.

9



The above sum is performed over all scattering paths (sgirsan x; and ending irx;. A ‘scattering path’ represents
a trajectory in which the particle leaves from sufers multiple scattering, and finally arrivesxat For each spSsp

is the classical-like action, i.eSsp = K Lsp, with Lsp the trajectory length. The teris, is the sp quantum amplitude
(or weight), constructed as the following: each time thetipler hits a localized potentialy,, quantically it can be
reflected or transmitted by the potential. In the first c&¥g,gets a factor, and in the secondiVs, gets a factot,.
The totalWs, is then the product of all quantum diieientsr,’s andt,’s acquired along the sp.

The direct extension of Eq.18) — often called generalized semiclassical Green’s fundiimmula because its
functional form — to quantum graphs is natural. In fact, the main ingredients necessary in the rigorous derivation
[150 157 of Eq. (13), namely, unidimensionality and localized potentialg ky construction present in quantum
graphs. First, since the quantum evolution takes placegaibe graph edges, regardless the graph topology, the
dynamics is essentially 1D. Second, the potentials (3sdithee the vertices, which as we have seen, can be treated as
point interactions, so a particular class of compact supggmentials 184, 187.

In the Appendix B we outline the main steps necessary to prove that the exagnGrfunction for arbitrary
guantum graphs has the very same form of E43).( Moreover, as we are going to discuss in length in Sec. 4,
different techniques can be used to identify and sum up all théesog paths. So, for general finite (i.¢v,(I')|
and|E(T)| both finite) connected undirected simple metric quantunplgg®, in principle one always can obtain a
closed analytical expression fG. Therefore, given that any information about a quantumesystan be extracted
directly from the corresponding Green'’s function, the hesshere constitute a very powerful tool in the analysis of
many distinct aspects of quantum graphs.

As a final observation, we recall that for scaling quantunphs11g, for each edges we haveke, = e, ko (Se€
footnote 3). But this behavior for the wave number also waekllt from constant potential4, along the distinct
es’s. Moreover, as discussed ih§3, the correciG for these kind of piecewise constant potential systemsaaibe
cast as above. Therefore, the exact Green’s function ftingoguantum graphs are likewise given by Ej3).

4. Obtaining the Green’s function for quantum graphs: geneal procedures

The formula in Eq. 13) gives the correct Green'’s function for arbitrary conndatedirected simple quantum
graphs. However, it has no universal practical utility wsleve are able to generally identify all the possible saatier
paths and to sum up the resulting infinite series regardhessgecific system. So, here we shall descrilfieint
protocols to handle Eq1p), allowing to write the exadB as a closed analytic expression. To keep the discussion as
accessible as possible, we start with few straightforwlarstrative examples. In the sequence we extend the asalysi
to more complex situations.

We adopt the following notation:

. rgs) andt(js“r) are the reflection and transmission amplitudes for the xgrtas described in the end of Sec. 2.

¢ P, represents the contribution from an entire infinite farhibf sp to Eq. 13), so thatG = u/(ih%k) 3, P.

o Gg(Xf, X; K) is the Green’s function for a particle with enerBy= /2k?/2u, whose initial pointx; lies in the
edgee; and the final poink; in the edgess.

Also, whenever there is no room for doubt, for simplicity vepresent edges bg/(instead ofes) and vertices by
capital lettersA, B, etc.

4.1. Constructing the Green'’s function: a simple example

Consider the open graph shown in FRy(a). It has two verticesh andB, one finite edge (of lengty), labeled
1, and two semi-infinite edges (leads), labdlatd f. By assuming & x < +oo (X; = 0 atA) ini and 0< X; < +o0
(xf = 0 atB) in f, the Green'’s functior+(Xs, X;; k) essentially describes the transmission across the faptgr
structure, i.e., from the left to the right leads. To obtaiwe need to sum up all the possible sp for a quantum particle
starting atx;, in i, going through multiple reflections between the vertidesnd B, and finally ending up axs, in
f. As we shall demonstrate, Eql3) then yields a convergent geometric series, which theeefan be calculated
exactly [L150-152 188-193.
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Figure 3: (Color online). A simple graph with two verticésandB, a finite edge labeled 1 (of length), and left,i, and right,f, leads. (a) The
starting positions of two familie®?1 andP,, of sp. (b)-(d) Schematic examples of individual sp.

In Fig. 3 (b)—(d) it is depicted three examples of sp. Consider théestag path in Fig.3 (b), representing the
‘direct’ propagation fromx; to x;. The particle starts by leaving towardsA. From this first stretch of the trajectory,
one gets a factor exjifx] to G. Upon hitting the vertex, the particle is then transmittecbughA. This process
yields a factortg") to G. Next, the particle goes to the vert&location, leading to a factor exgf1]. Once inB,
the particle is then transmitted throu8hthus resulting ing’l). Finally, from the final trajectory stretctB(to Xt),
one gets exgkx:]. Putting all this together, the sp of Fi@ (b) contributes to Eq. 13) with Wsp, = tg") t(Bf'l) and
Lsp = (Xf + X)) + ¢1 (hence the length of this sp).

Following the same type of analysis, for the other two exaspi Fig.3 we have:

(c) expikx] t& expliker] r$Y expliker] rd expliken] t) explikxq] :
Wsp = rf) rg) tgl’i) tg’l), Lsp= (X + %) + 3(1;
(d) explikx] t(Al’i) explikéy] rg) explikq] rgl) explikfq] rg) expﬂkfl]rgl) explikly] t(Bf’l) explikx] :
Wap = (ri)2 (rih2 ¢ 00, Lsp = (Xt + %) + 5(1.
Thus, the full Green’s function is written as a sum over a éxisting terms of the above form, or

Gri(xt, %; k) = %( explikx] tgm(z[rg)]n[rg)]n explik(2n + 1)2]) 5 explikx¢]. (14)
n=0

Equation (4) is in fact a geometric series and since for the quantum anags we have thi{i‘[(js)|2 <1 and|t§s”r)|2 <1,
the sum in Eq. 14) always converges. So, the Green'’s function reads

Gri(xs, X, K) = %(Tfi explik(xs + X + £1)], (15)

with Wy (1)
Nl s
tA l:B

Thi = (16)

1- rfj)rg) exp [2ké1]
Note that Eq. 16) can be recognized as the transmission amplitude for théaglystem 150. This illustrates the
fact that by properly regrouping several vertices, theylmaitreated as a ‘single’ vertexfectively contributing with
overall reflection and transmission amplitude$3toAs we discuss in details in Sed.2, such an approach strongly
simplifies the calculation of the Green’s function for mocenplicated systems.
For the present example, to identify all the infinite possibp is relatively direct. But when the number of
vertices and edges increases, this can become a very tegidusimbersome enterprise. Fortunately, the task can be
accomplished by means of a simple diagrammatic classgitattheme, separating the sp into families.
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To exemplify it, consider agai6;; for the graph of Fig.3. For any sp, necessarily at the beginning the particle
leavesx;, goes toA, and then is transmitted through Once tunneling tog = 0" (always with positive velocity),
there are infinite possibilities to follow (some displayedrig. 3 (b)—(d)). So, schematically we represent all the
trajectories headed to the right, departing frem= 0%, as the familyP;, Fig. 3 (a). Now, a sp irP; initiates traveling
from A to B. Then, inB it may either cross the verteX finally arriving at the final poink;, or be reflected fronB,
reversing its movement direction (at = £7). For this latter situation, all the subsequent trajee®fiomx; = £; can
be represented as the famy, Fig. 3 (a). But exactly the same reasoning shows that for any §p,itthe particle
leavesB towardsA, it is reflected fromA®, and then becomes one of the path®in

Hence, the above prescription yields for the Green'’s famncti

Gri(Xs, Xi; K) = é explikx ]t Py, (17)
where
P ke | B }
1= expl 1]{ t§’l) explikx:], .
and
P2 = explik(d] r Py o

In Eq. (18), ‘{’ represents the possible splitting for the sp in the far®ly The algebraic equation equivalent to Eq.
(18)is

Py = explikéy] (r§) P2+ t5 explikxy]). (20)
Thus, solving Egs.19) and @0) for P;, one obtains
(f.1) :
ty ' expliké1] explikx
p 8 plikfs] explikxq] 21)

1- rf) rg) exp[dkér] '

which by direct substitution into Eq17), leads to the exa& in Eq. (15).

In this way, the identification and summation of an infiniterber of sp is reduced to the solution of a simple
system of linear algebraic equations. Such strong reairsiture of the scattering paths in quantum graphs corestitut
a key procedure to solve more complicated problems.

4.2. Simplification procedures: further details

From the previous example, it is clear that two protocolsohldrastically simplify the calculations f@ are: (a)
to regroup infinite many scattering paths into finite numbdamilies of trajectories; and (b) to divide a large graph
into smaller blocks, to solve the individual blocks, andtih@ connect the pieces altogether.

Thus, given their importance, here we further elaborateadpmaid (b), unveiling certain technical aspects which
do not arise from a so simple graph as that in S&4&. Hence, we explicit address twofidirent systems below: a
cross shaped structure, useful to illustrate details afauand a tree-like quantum graph, a system whose solgion i
considerably facilitated by the block separation techaitp).

4.2.1. Regrouping the sp into families: a cross shaped gcase study

The cross-shaped graph is shown in Hg.lt is composed by three vertices, two edges and two leadsei®@é
that the vertexO is the origin (end) of the leadl (i). Let us first discuss the Green’s function for the partieleving
xi, along the lead, and getting toks, along the lead . In the sum Eq.X3), the sp are all the trajectories starting from
i, sufering multiple transmissions and reflections between tigeed and 2 (of lengthg and¢,), and arriving atf.
In Fig. 4 (b) we show schematic examples of possible sp: (i) direnstrassion froni to f through the central vertex
O, so thatWs, = tg") andLsp = X¢ + X;; (i) transmission fromi to the edge 1, a reflection at vertéxand a final

transmission from the central vertex to the ldathenWs, = t5 r 0 andLs, = x; +x; +2¢4; (i) transmission to

8To be transmitted througA would lead the particle to travel towards — +co, with no returning (there are no vertices fgr> 0). So,
obviously this sp cannot contribute @;.
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Figure 4: (Color online). The cross shaped graph, with tveal$ei and f (left and right), two finite edges, 1 and 2 (up and down), amdeth
vertices,A, O, B. (a) ThePs's represent all the trajectories starting at ver@glong an edge and finally tunnelingO, to get to the lead. (b)
Four schematic examples of possible sp.

edge 1, areflection fror, then a transmission to edge 2, a new reflection, this tinma frertexB, and finally atO a
transmission to lead, in this wayWsp = t& 10 (&0 102 andLg, = x; + % +2(61 + £); (iv) transmission to edge
1, a double bouncing within edge 1, then transmission to @dgereflection from verteB, a transmission to edge
1, areflection from verteR, another transmission to edge 2, a reflection from veBieand finally a transmission to
lead f from edge 2 (through verte®), thusWs, = t5 [r()]3rQ) [(&)2 [r @212 tg’z) andLsp = Xt + X + 601 + 4(5.

Such infinite large proliferation of paths can be factorizeé simple way. Indeed, since for any sp we have
initially a propagation fromx; to O alongi and finally a propagation fro® to x; alongf, we can write

Gri(xr. 1K) = i T expik(x + %)), (22)

HereT;; comprises all the contributions resulting from sp in théoagh—O—B of the graph, or

(D
Thi = t&P Pr . (23)
'[OZ’I) P,

As before, the symbol* represents the trajectories splitting, which reads
Tri =4 +13 P+ 120 P, (24)

The first term is just the amplitude for the direct path, eesimple tunneling fromto f throughO. The second (third)
term represents the tunneling from ldad edge 1 (2) and all the subsequent possible trajectoré it particle can
follow until reaching lead, represented b, andP,, Fig. 4 (a).

The reasoning to obtain the two families of infinite trajetts, P, andP,, is quite simple. Take, for instancie;:
all such paths start ag = 0*, travel along edge 1 towards vertxsufer a reflection af\, and then return to vertex
O. This part of the trajectories results in the tetrfﬁ exp[dk¢1]. Once reaching back verte they can either, be
reflected from it, then going into the set of pafisagain, or to tunnel to edge 2, so going into the family of p&hs
or yet to tunnel to lead, thus terminating th&—O—B part of the sp. The same type of analysis followsRgy so

rél)Pl
P; = riD exp[ake] { DR,

&
%)Pz : (25)
P, = r) exp[2ke,] t(?’z)Pl

f.2)
o
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leading to the algebraic equations

P = rgl) exp[2kéq] (rg)Pl + tg’l)Pz + tg’l)) (26)
P, = rg) exp[2ké) (rg)Pz + tg’Z)Pl + tg'z)),
whose solution reads
1
P, = é{rgptg Y exp[akes] + rPr@ (&S — rOED) explak(e, + £2)])
1
P2 =5 = {r&S? explakez] + rPr@(t5 A5 - 1S ?) explak(ey + )],
(27)
for
g=(1-rPrd explaka])(1 - rrd explakez]) - riPrEHE G2 explak(ty + )] (28)

Similarly, we can consider both the initial and end pointthatedge (0 < x;, X; < 4+ € i), for whichG;; is given
by

Gii (x1. %; K) = ———{ explikix; — x[] + Ri explk(xs + x)]}. (29)

e
In this case, it is not diicult to see that ‘ ‘ '
Ri = rQ +137p; + &P, (30)

The expressions leading to the corrB& are those in47) where, however, we must make the obvious substitution
of t09 by t89 (s=1,2).

Flnally, we consider the end poirt in one of the edges, say edge 1. We assume that the origin tifithedge is
at vertexO, so 0< X; < £1. Then, we have that

Gai(Xt, Xi; K) = 2k explikxi] (t(ll)P +20p ) (31)

in

Of course here we should not take into account any sp for wthielparticle tunnels to the eddeor comes back to
the edge (for a reason similar to that explained in footnote 7). Thus have for theP's:

Py = explikx;] + r{) exp[akér] ((expl-ikxi] + 18 Py + 59 P,) (32)
P, = rg) exp[2kés) (rg) P, + tg’z) Pl).
By solving the above system and substituting into the exgiwag31), we get
1) | @40 @i
Gai(Xs, Xi; K) = |h2k J S + 1P (NG — 1O explakes])
x { explik(xs + x)] + 1 explk(21 - x; + )]}, (33)

with g given by Eq. 28).

4.2.2. Treating a graph in terms of blocks: a tree-like casely

Next we discuss how to shorten the calculations for a largatyum graph by decomposing it in blocks. For so,
we consider the example shown in Fig(a), a relatively simple tree-like graph: a leais attached to a verte®,
from which emerges three edges 1, 2 and 3, ending, resplgctiveverticesA, B, andC. Each of these vertices, by
their turn, are connected to three leads.

Here we just analyze the Green'’s function for the initialipos x in leadi and the end positior; in lead f (this
latter lead,f, connected to verteX, see Fig5 (a)). Observe that in this particular situation we do nothieeconsider
any sp that goes into another lead besiti¢isecause then, it would be impossible for the particle toeback tof).

The first step to simplify the problem is to treat the wholecklindicated in Fig.5 (a) as a single verteb.
Any information about the inner structure of such regior tné contained in the vertex quantum amplltutﬂa% and
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Figure 5: (Color online). A tree-like quantum graph. (a) Bgarding the whole regioB—O—-B (including the leads) as an ‘uniqueffective
vertex D, the original graph is reduced as illustrated. (b) In theuced graphP; represents the family of trajectories whichffen multiple

reflections betwee® andA, and finally tunnel the verteA to the leadf. (c) The auxiliary graph (and the corresponding sp fanjilieessary to

calculater(Dl) andtg’l).

rg). Thus, we reduce the original graph to the simpler one degict Fig. 5 (b). From Fig.5 (b), we have that the
Green’s function can be written &s; (X, X;; K) = u/(i72K) T explik(xs +x)], with Ty = t(Dl’i) eXpﬂkfl](rg)Pﬁtg’l))_
Then, based on our previous discussions, one quickly esattzat the infinite family of trajectorie; is given by
P1= r(Dl) exp[Zkfl](rf)Pl + tg’l)), or

rOtD explakes]

1- rg)r(Al) exp[dkéq] '

P1 = (34)
It remains to determine the cieientsty™) andrf’. We can do so with the help of the auxiliary quantum graph
of Fig. 5 (c). We first recall thatg") (rg)) represents the sp contribution for the particle to go freaui (edge
1) to edge 1 through the regid—O—C. Inspecting Fig.5 (c), we see thaI(Dl") = tg") + t(o3")P3 + tg")Pz and
r$) =10 4 EYp; 4 t2Yp,, where for theP's
P3 = rg‘) exp[Zk{’g] (rg’) Ps + tg’s) Py + t(ol’s)) (35)
P, = 1y exp[2keo] (r P, + t§2Ps +152).

The solution of Eq. 35) is given by Eq. 27) with the appropriate labels substitutions v} A - C, 1 — 3 and
f - 1.

4.3. The Green’s function solutions by eliminating, redefjror regrouping scattering amplitudes

A great advantage in writing the Green'’s function in termshef general scattering amplitudes of each vertex is
that by setting appropriate values for or regrouping thestjties, we can obtai@ for some graphs based on the
solutions for other topologies.

Indeed, for a vertey attached to two edges;( andey,), to setr® = 0 andt{*” = 1 (sr = 1,2) is equivalent
to remove the vertex from the graph. On the other hand, if for al| we settgs’r) = 0 for the two (one) vertice§
attached to the finite (semi-infinite) edgg, then we eliminate;, from the structure. For instance, consider the graph
in Fig. 6 (a). We obtain its exads¢;, Gj andGy; just by assumingg") = t(oz'l) = 0 for the solutions of the cross
shaped graph of Figl.

As for regrouping, th&'’s for the graph in Fig6 (b) — if x; andx; are not in the edges 2 and 3 — follow from the
exact Green’s functions for the graph of F&)(a) by just supposing the whole regiér—B—A as a single vertex, say
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Figure 6: (Color online). Several graphs wh@se can be obtained from the solutions of other topologieslioyieating, redefining or regrouping
the vertices reflections and transmissions quantum ardpbtu (a) The cross shaped graph, Fig. 4, but with both therbatidge and vertex
removed. (b) The same as in (a), but with the simple veftexibstituted by a circle-like structure. (c) A circle-likeagh attached to two leads.
(d) Triangle (e) and rectangle graphs attached to semitiafieads.

C, and making the substitutimjl) - rg). From the Fig6 (b) we see that(cl) is given byrg) = rgl) +t(AZ’1)P2 +tf’1)P3,
with the P’s obtained from

P, = rg) exp[Zkﬁg](rf)Pz + tf’Z)Pg + tgl’z))
+52) explk(tz + £2)])(rPs + 2P, + 1Y)

Ps; = rg) exp[Zkfg](rf)Pg + tf’g)Pg + t(Al’S))
+5%) explk(Lz + £3))(rPP, + t0PPs + 157,

(36)

Consider now the more involving example in Fi§.(c) andG;; for which both end points are in edge 1, i.e.,
0< x,X; < 1. We defina(cl) (tg’l)) as the resulting quantum amplitude for the particle toHgtvertexA from edge
1, to sufer all the multiple scattering in edges 2 and 3 and finally tmedack to edge 1 from the vertéxB). We
likewise define; andt" for the particle initially hitting the verteB. So, we have that (dropping the superscripts
(1) and (11) for simplicity)

Gua(xr, %i; K) = Nisz{ explikix; — ] + explik(tr = X)](roPyg + toP1a) + explkx](rcPia + tcPig)},  (37)
where
P]_’A = expﬂkxf] + expﬂkfl](rD Pl,B +1tp P]_’A) (38)
P1g = explik(fy — x1)] + expﬂkfl](rc Pia+ tCPl,B)~
Solving the above system, the Green’s functi®n) feads
1
Gua(x1, %K) = 17 5 {9€XPIKIX = X + f explik(xs + X)) + o expk(2%: ~ xi + )]
+ re rp explik(261 + X — X)] + re rp explik(261 — X; + X)]
+ (1~ to explk(a] ) explk(£y + X1 — x)]
+ (1 ~ 1o expﬂkfl]) exp[-ik(f1 — x; + Xa)]}, (39)

with g = (1 —tc expﬂkfl])(l -tp expﬂkfl]) — rc rp exp[2kéq].

16



(@)

Above, the cofficientrc (see Fig.6 (c)) is given byrc =r;” + tf’l)Pz + t(As’l)Pg, with P, andP3 obeying to

Py = rg) exp[2kéo] (rf) P, + t(A3,2) P + tg,z)

+32 explik(6, + £3)] (rf) Py +t2I P, + tg,s))
P3 = r(s) exp[akés] (rf‘) Ps+ t(AZ,s) P, + t'(A1,3)

+¥ explik(62 + £3)] (rf) P+ 182 Py 4 tg'z))

(40)

By its turntc = t&YP, + t31P;, where instead of Eq40) this timeP, andP; satisfy to

P = 1) exp[ake] (1) P2 + 32 Py)

+t(53’2) explik(z + £3)] (rf) Py + tf’3) Pz) + explik 52]"(31’2)
Ps = 1Y) exp[ake] (r§) Ps + 29 P,

+tg,3) explik(z + £3)] (Ff) P, + t(Ae.,z) Ps) + explik fg]t(Bl’S)

(41)

The amplitudesp andtp are obtained from the expression fgrandtc by just exchanging the indicés« B.
Finally, if for both graphs of Fig6 (d) and (e), th& initial and final points are, respectively, in the edgasd f,
the Green’s function is simply

Gri(xs, Xi; K) = ihLZan explik(xs + x)]. (42)

For the case of Figs (d), T = tg’i) Py + tg’i) P, with P; andP, obtained from the following

Py = r{) exp[akes] (r§Py + t39P,) + expliker] (t5Ps + tY)
P2 = r(BZ) eXp[Zkfz](rg)Pz + tg_,Z)Pl)

+&2 explik (£, + 53)](rf’)p3 . t(Af,a))

+t(53’2)t5;1’3) explik(fy + 62 + 53)](r8) P, + tg’l) Pz) ”
Ps = rg’) exp[2ik€3](r(A3)|:>3 + tg,s))

+%¥ explik(£, + 53)](r(02) P, + (02 Pl)

+r(33)t21»3) explik(f1 + 253)](r8) P, + '[(02’1) Pz),

with Pz an auxiliary family of infinite trajectories, introducedsjuto help in the recursive definitions Bf andP; (see
Fig. 6 (d)). The solution of the above system put into the expressioT;; yields the final exact Green’s function.
For Gy; for the graph of Fig6 (e) we can use the above same set of equations if we treatdgtmn @omprising
verticesA andC of Fig. 6 (e) as a singleféective vertex, corresponding #in Fig. 6 (d). Thus, by using the previous
analysis, we find that we need only to make the following stligins in the Green’s function expression for the
graph of Fig.6 (d) so to get that for Fig6 (e):
rgl) - rgl) + tf’l) rg‘) t(Al’4) exp[2kéa] /9,
t{Y — D10 explikal /9.
3 5 (D8 explikes] /g,
r® — r@ 4+ (83039 explakeq] /g,
tg’?’) - tg's) + tg"s) rff)tg 4 exp[2kéal/g,
9 — (@391 expliksa] /g,

whereg =1- rf) rg‘) exp[aké,).
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5. Eigenstates and scattering states in quantum graphs

From the previous Sec. we have seen thiiedent techniques enable one to obtaiim a relatively straightforward
way. Moreover, we also have mentioned that the calculatitimeowave function in certain contexts might be lengthy.
Therefore, a natural question is how easily one can extraot & the system eigenvalues, eigenstates and scattering
states, thus allowing to bypass the more traditional agrad directly solving the Schrodinger equation. Next we
give some examples along this line. For definiteness, weastrate on the graph of Fig.(a).

5.1. Eigenstates
The explicit expression for the Green'’s function wihin leadi andx; in lead f is (Fig. 6 (a))

Gri(x1. %K) = 5 T explk(x; +%)].

() tg’i) r(Al) tg’l) exp[2kéq]
T =ty + 0.0 . (44)

1-rg’r,’ exp[akey]

For bothx; andxs (0 < X, X < €1, X¢ > X;) in the edge 1, we get
i 1
Gra(xs, %i;K) = —-
I in?k (1 - rg) r(Al) exp[Zkfl])

X (exp[—ik>q] + rg) expﬁkxi]) ( explikx;] + rgl) exp[2kéq] exp[—ikxf]). (45)

For open graphs, like that in Fig (a), depending on the characteristics of the vertices,ties may support
bound statés In these cases, the eigenstates are calculated from tlaes®fG(x, X;; k) at the polek = k, [135,
which give the problem eigenenergies throdgh= h2k2/(2u).

By inspecting the above Green'’s functions, we see that taeyliverge (consequently presenting po&) only
if gtk = k,) = 0, with

9(K) = 1 - r&K) rO(k) exp[ake4]. (46)

As a concrete example, consider the ve@eleing a generalized interaction (here attached td = 3 edges, Fig6
(a)) of strengthy [30]. Then, for simplicity setting: = u = 1, the reflection cd&cients for the vertex are given by

(see AppendixC)
2y-(N-2)k 2y-ik

6/ =180 = 15’09 = ro(l) = “ == = Zr—5- (47)
and the transmission cfiients by
; ; 2ik 2ik
009 = 1009 = (k) = to(K) = —— : (48)

Nik—2y 3k-2y

For the verteXA, as discussed in the Appendx we take the boundary conditie’ (A) = Ay/(A), which is equivalent
to the following reflection co@cient "
K+ 4
rak) = 5 (49)

It is a well-known fact that any pole of the scattering amyals in the upper half of compléxplane along the
imaginary axis represents a bound enefdd4. For example, for the usual (1D) Dir@efunction with intensityy < 0
(attractives), the transmission cdigcient ists = ik/(ik — ). In this case, the unique negative energy of the system
readsE; = k¥/2 = —y?/2, wherek; = ily| is the only pole of;(k) [195 196].

So, for our graph the eigenvalues are obtained from theviiolig transcendental equation (with Rg[= 0 and
Im[kq] > 0)

olks) = 1_( 2y ik )(iknu

3ikn — 2y ) \ikn — A)eXpHanfl] =0. (50)

9A trivial textbook example is the usuéifunction potential in the line. If its strengthis negative, it has exactly one bound state.
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Further, using the formulay((k,) = dg(k)/dkj_,)

O (E-E) 1. (-kD) ko
Aol 20 gl gtk 1)
the residues of Eq4#) are obtained from
U000 (%) = 3 fim (€ - ) G (xr, %: )
= {Na(kn) to(kn) explikaxi]} {Na (k) to(kn) expliknx]}, (52)

and of Eq. 45) from
U 06) = 5 fim (€ - K) Gt ;K9
= {No(kn) (expEiknx] + 1§ (kn) expliknxi])}

x {Na(ka) (expl-ikax] + r§(ke) expliknx])}. (53)

Observe that in the above Egs., because after the sulmstikyti= ix, all the terms become real-valued functions, the
complex conjugation, in this particular case, makes notaldifference. Finally

1

Jig () O

Note that for the polek, = ix,, with x, > 0, the wave functions in both leads have the general fgg(n) =
N expl-knX] (recall thatx > 0). Hence, they decay away from the origin (ver@xexponentially, as it should be.
The N’s also lead to the correct normalization for the eigenstali@portant to mention that the same results follow
from the direct solution of the Schrodinger equation witke aippropriate boundary conditions (which is done in the
Appendix C).

As a numerical example, consider —3/2,1 = -2, andf;, = 1. Then, the system has two bound eigenstates,
1,2. In Fig. 7 we show the correspondimg,(xX)|>. The first (second) eigenstate, with= 0.463618 k, = 2.022448),
is mainly due to the attractivé potential (to the boundary condition at the ver#&!®). This can verified in Fig.7:
112 (I2?) is much more concentrated around the ve@e(d).

Ne(kn) = (54)

5.2. Scattering

Consider again the Green functi@y;, Eq. @4), for the open graph of Fig6 (a). As already discussed, the
quantity|T+i|? (in G;) can be interpreted as the total probability for a parti¢leave numbek incident from the lead
i to be transmitted to the lead Similarly, supposing; andx; in leadi, we have

Gi(xr, 1K) = o { explikixs - xil] + R expli(x; + )]},
(L) (D) 40D
Nt te T expl[dke)
R=18+ "% (53)

1-rg’ry’ exp[dksy] '

Then,|R|? represents the total probability for a particle of wave nembincident from the lead to be reflected to
the leadi. By choosing diferent quantum amplitudes for the vertices, we naturallydiféérent scattering patterns
fromR, andTy;.

To illustrate possible dierent scattering behavior for this graph, we assume the eaofKirchhdf boundary
conditions (AppendixC) at the vertexA, so we setd = 0 in Eq. @9). For O, we consider three values for the
parametey: (a)y = 0 (so, also Neumann-Kirchffiy; and the generalizeflof strengths (by = 1 and (c)y = -3/2.
The resultingR|? and|T;|? as function ok are shown in Fig8, where distinctions in the scattering probabilities are
clearly observed. In all caségs = 1.

1%positive values for cannot give rise to eigenstates “associated” to the vetex
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(a) (b)

Figure 7: (Color online). The bound eigenstates probghdistribution along the quantum graph of Fi§.(a), here with/; = 1. The vertexO
is aé interaction of strengtly = —3/2. The boundary condition at the vertéxs given by—y’(A) = Ay (A), with 1 = =2. (@) [y 1(x)? for which
k1 = 0.463618 and (b[)//g(x)l2 for which ko = 2.022448.

6. Representative quantum graphs

So far we have discussed the general ideas of how to use thgyett@main Green’s function method to study
guantum graphs through the explicit calculation of arbjtiaases. But in the literature one can find certain topokbgie
which are particularly convenient and flexible to model mdisyinct quantum phenomena. For instance, the examples
already addressed in Sed, Fig. 6, are indeed proper structures to construct logic gatesdanmm information
processing 66, 68]. In special, the graph in Figé (b) can act as a phase shifter, whereas that in Bi¢g) could
functioning as a basis-changing gate.

Other very important examples include:

e The widely analyzed (with the most distinct purposés [L97-200, like to investigate scattering features of
3D graphs 201]) hypercube;

e The binary tree202-204, e.g., useful to highlight dierences between classical and quantum w&lk$§][as
well as to test the speed up gain — which is actually expoakntin searching algorithms based on quantum
dynamics P06. We should observe that the graph of Fig(a) is in fact an extension of a binary tree, being a
fragment of a large-scale ternary tree netw@®&{;

e Triangular Sierpihski-like structure(g, a nice illustration of graphs which in the limit of infiniteertices
would be fractal. It has been considered in connection wittheoular assembling?D9 and with the mathe-
matics of logical games like the Hanoi towe1[0, 211].

Given the relevance of the above mentioned three graphrsgste the present section we show in details how to
calculate the exact Green’s function for each one of thesiel@ms.

6.1. Cube

The Green'’s function for closed quantum graphs can be dadaiy the regrouping technique discussed in the
previous sections. Thus, we will use this procedure to getteen’s function for the cube quantum graph of Bg.
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Figure 8: (Color online). The transmissiéFy;|? (solid line) and reflectionR;|> (dashed) probabilities as function lofor the quantum graph of
Fig. 6 (a). In all case¢; = 1 andA = 0 (Neumann-Kirchhfi boundary conditions &&). The values ofy atO are: (a) 0, (b) 1, and (c) /3.

(a) (where all edges have length In Fig. 9 (b) we show a planar representation of the cube graph. Faretamess,
let us suppose both the initial and final positions in the ed@gee Fig9 (a)). The first step to simplify the calculations
is to view the two regions marked by dashed lines in Fgc) as two vertice$ andJ, Fig. 9 (d). The second is a

further regrouping, in which we represdraindJ as a single vertek, Fig. 9 (e). Therefore, we end up reducing the
original cube to a simple circular graph.

Now, consider Fig9 (e), withx; > % (x € (0, ¢) increases anti-clockwise from vert&y. We then define foK
the total reflection and transmission amplitud&3 andT®) (where the superscript (-) indicates that the scattering
process takes place®{0)). In this way, all the information about the internalstiure of the cube graph are contained
in theseK vertex codicients. Thus, for the circular graph of Fig(e), the Green'’s function can be written as

Gua(xs, %i; K) = %( {explik(xs — x)] + explikx] (R7 P + TO Py)
+ explk(¢ = %)] (R Pa + T Py}, (56)
with P1x andPyk given by
{ Pk = explikx¢] + explik(] (R<+) P + T PlK), 57)
Pax = explik(¢ — x1)] + explike] (RO Py + TO) Pa).
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Figure 9: (Color online). A cube quantum graph. (a) The tsttepresent the vertices indices and the integers the @uijess. (b) A cube graph

planar representation. (c)-(e) Regrouping procedures tfee main text). (f) Auxiliary graph to determine the toRd andT’s. (g) The inner
structure of vertex. ThePy’s indicate the sp families.

Solving the above system, the Green’s functidé) feads

Gua(xr, xi:K) = - 1{(1 -TG) expﬂkf])expﬂk(xf - )]

in?kg
+ RO explik(xs + x)] + R explik(2¢ - x; — x)]
+(TO + (RO RO = TO TO) explike] ) explk(£ — x¢ + x)]}. (58)
with
g=(1- T explike]) (1 — TO expliké]) - R RO exp[2k]. (59)

Next, we must determine the déieientsR's andT’s. We do so with help of the auxiliary quantum graph in Fig.
9 (f). We recall thaff®) (R®)) represents the paths contribution for the particle goingfedge 1 to edge 1 by means
of a transmission through (reflection from) the verkexInspecting Fig.9 (e) and (f), we see that the transmission
from 1 (J) to J (1) yieldsTC) (TM). Similarly, the reflection from (J) leads toR™) (R™)). We start withT ), then

T(f) = t|(3,l) expﬂkf] (rgs) Ps + tSQ,B) Py + tgll's) Pi1+ tgl’s))
5D explie] (19 Py + 199 Py + 119y, 1 (39)

PO expfie] (12 Py + (31 Py 1 (819 Py 4 (119), (60)
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where theP'’s are
P3 = r|(3) exp[Zk{’] (rgs) P3 + tSQ,S) Pg + tgll's) Pll + tgl’s))

+ 1 exp[ake] (1 Po + 5 Py + 1§+ Pyy + 1§+
+ 02 explake] (1§ Py + 10 Ps + 1P Pg + 11V
Py = rl(g) exp[Zk{’] (rgg) Pg + tg3,9) Ps + tSlLQ) P11 + tgl’g))
+ 39 exp[ake] (1§ Ps + 12 Pg + 119 Pyy + 19 (61)
+ 102 explake] (1§ Pyy + 101 Ps + 131 Py + 1Y)
P1 = 1"V exp[akd] (1§ Puy + 1§ Py 4+t Py + 1§-1Y)
+ 1O explake] (1) Ps + 10 Pg + 1§19 Pyy + §+9)
+ 10 exp[ake] (1) Po + 139 Py + 1§+ Pyy +1§9).

r
r
ForR®) we have

R(Jr) = rgl) + tSS,l) P3 + tgg’l) Pg + tgll'l) Pll» (62)

where theP’s are those in Eq.§1). We obtainT ) andR™) from T) andR™) by the simple substitutioh < J.

Finally, we shall obtaim, 3y andt, (5 in terms of the original vertices cicients. As one might expect, because
the cube symmetry the quantum amplitudeslfandJ can be derived from each other by a direct indices relabeling
11 S0, we just discuss in details the vertexMoreover, such type of procedure is also possible for tbérrditrfs)’s

andt®”'s in Eq. (61): we can calculate, sagt", t*?, {1, and then to infer the expressions for the othgsand
t's by proper exchanges of vertices and edges labels.
From Fig.9 (g), depicting the inner structure bfwe can write

(O =0 (@Dp, , (GUp
t|(1,11) _ tﬁa,ll)PS + tSZM)PlZ,

t9 =15 explike] (rl) Pa + 5 Ps + t5Y) + 152 explike] (1) Pe + t§>¥ Pya). (63)

where

Py =15 exp[ake] () Py + Y Ps + 15Y)
+t(§’4) exp[2k¢] (r,‘f) Pg + tSZS) P12

Ps = r(Es) exp[2k{] (rff) Ps + tff’s) Py + tgl’s)
+t(E125) exp[2k{] (rﬁz) P12+ tf_?’lz) Ps

Pg = t4¥ exp[2k(] gr@ Py + 15V Ps +15Y)
+r(D8) exp[2dk{] (r,f) Pg + tﬁzg) Plz)

P12 = t&1? exp[ak(] (1) Ps + 5% Py + %)
+r(E12) exp[2ak¢{] (rﬁz) P12+ tﬁ’lz) Pg).

(64)

Fortfl’g) we take the final expression ftfil’e‘) and perform the interchang& < E, 4 « 5 and 8« 12. Note
this is exactly the fect of a specular reflection across the diag@walH of Fig. 9 (g). Actually, we can obtain all
other scattering amplitudes by using this artifact of spacteflections of indices about a proper symmetry axis of
the square in Fig9 (g). For instance, fo'lfs'“), rl(g) andtf“’l), the indices exchanges applied, respectivel;fl,lt%, rl(l)
andt™?, would be those resulting from reflections by an axis perjzesar to edges 4 and 12(< D, E < H and
5 « 8), perpendicular to edges 5 andB< E, D « H and 4 12), and in the diagon&—D (A < H, 4 « 8 and
5 12).

11we obtain the ca@cients forJ by considering the corresponding formulas f@nd performing the indices changés:» B,D — C, E — F,
H—-G4-25-6,8-7,12- 10.
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6.1.1. Closed cube eigenenergies

Now, let us examine the closed cube graph eigenstates dngpasthe vertices having the same properties.
Hence, for the cube eight vertices we assume the previoisslyssed generalizédnteraction. Since the coordination
number for this topology itN = 3, for any vertex we set (see EqsA7) and @8)) r = (2y — ik)/(3ik — 2y) and
t = 2ik/(3ik — 2y). The eigenenergies come from the poles of Green'’s fungtien the roots of Eq.59): g = (1 —
T (k) expliké])? — R(K)? exp[2k{] = O (observe that in this very symmetric ca$é;) = T) = T andR*) = RO = R,
with RandT obtained from the calculations described in the previows)Sk the Tablel we show the resulting first
ten eigenvalues foy = O andy = 1 (withu = i = 1).

State 0 1

1.230959 1.094322
1.919633 1.642395
3.141593 2.190764
4.372552 3.141593
5.052226 3.516328
6.283185 5.177393
7.514145 6.283185
8.193819 7.602957
9.424778 8.273085
10.65574 9.424778

Boow~v~ouorwnrk

Table 1: The first ten numerically calculatég values (fromg = 0, see Eq. §9)) for the cube quantum graph. All the vertices are assumed
generalized interactions of strength = 0 (so, Neumann-Kirchi® andy = 1.

In order to check the eigenvalues found through the Greanttion approach, one can directly solve the Schrodinger
equation. Along the edg®(= 1, ...,12), the componenkg(xs) of the total wave functio¥’ is the solution of (where
for simplicity we drop the subscript notation fgy

d2
- o) = Kus(x). (65)
with k = /2uE/h and the origin for the edges taken in the vertiée€, F andH. Thus, the)’s have the form
Us(X) = Asexplikx] + Bsexp[-ikx]. (66)

The codficientsAs and B are determined by the boundary conditions, correspondiraydelta potential on the
vertices (see the discussion in the AppendiXl). Therefore

¥1(0) = ¢4(0) = ¢5(0) = ¢(A) ¥1(0) + ¥5(0) + ¢5(0) = 2y y(A)
¥2(0) = ¢3(0) = ¢7(0) = ¢/(C), ¥5(0) + ¥5(0) + y7(0) = 2y y(C),
¥6(0) = ¢o(0) = ¢10(0) = y(F), ¥6(0) + ¥5(0) + ¥10(0) = 2y y(F),
¥8(0) = ¥11(0) = ¥12(0) = ¥(H), Yg(0) + ¥15(0) + ¥15(0) = 2y y(H),
¥1(0) = ¢2(0) = ¢6(0) = ¥(B), ¥1(0) + ¥5(0) + y5(0) = -2y y(B),
¥3(0) = ¢4(0) = ¢8(0) = y(D), ¥3(0) + ¢4(0) + ¥5(0) = - 2yy(D),
¥5(0) = ¥o(0) = ¢112(0) = Y(E), ¥5(0) + o(0) + ¥15(0) = — 2y yY(E),
¥7(0) = ¥10(0) = ¥11(0) = ¥(G), ¢7(0) + ¥10(0) + ¥12(0) = = 2y y(G). (67)

From the above system of equations — plus the normalizatinditjonzii2 f(f dx|ys(X)|? = 1 — one gets the eigen-

functions and eigenvalues. By solving E§.7(— e.g, numerically — one finds that the eigenvalues from thee®s
functions are exactly those from the Schrodinger equasisiit should be.
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Figure 10: (Color online). The original quantum closed cghaph is attached to two leads (at the vertiéeandG), thus becoming an open graph
structure.

6.1.2. Scattering by attaching leads to the quantum cubplgra

One also can study transmission through (as well as reftefrtion) the original closed cube by attaching leads to
it. In Fig. 10we display a possible configuration for the system, wheréd@ae added to the verticAsandG of our
previous very symmetric graph. For the now modified verti@®ndG, we also assumedinteraction of strengtly,
only recalling that in this case these two vertices have adination numbelN = 4 (instead ofN = 3). Just as an
illustration, forx; in leadi andx; in lead f (see Fig.10), the Green’s function reads

Gri(xr, %; K) = msz Tei explk(xs + %)]. (68)
CalculatingT; (and alsdR;) using the discussed techniques, we show in Eigthe transmission and reflection

probabilities as function ok for y = 0 andy = 1. Since for the former the individual edges transmissioth an

reflections cofficients are not function df, we do not seéTy;|? tending to 1 fork increasing (as slowly seen for

y=1).
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Figure 11: (Color online). The transmissifify; |2 (solid line) and reflectiofR |2 (dashed) probabilities for the open cube graph of Eily.All the
vertices are generalizetlinteractions of strength (g)= 0 and (b)y = 1. Hereu = i = 1.

6.2. Binary tree

As previously emphasized, the general way the Green’s iamcian be written in terms of arbitrary quantum
codficients — encompassing ‘blocks’ of vertices and edges — allome to use a recursive procedure to obtain the
system full solution. This is a particularly useful protbfar graphs displaying a hierarchical structure, as the cds
the binary tree depicted in Fidg2 (which illustrates three ‘levelsl & 1, 2, 3) of the graph construction by insertions).
In the following we assume all the edges having the sameheh@o, Fig.12is not shown in scale).

Using the Green'’s function method, let us derive the trassion and reflection quantum amplitudes for the basic
structure (so level = 0) of Fig. 12 (a). In fact, such calculation is similar to thatft andt{*** for the graph of
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Figure 12: (Color online). Binary tree quantum graphs ¢ttal to leads and f) with different number of recursive compositionsThe way a
single composition (by insertion) is performed is illusédin (a). By using the regrouping procedure to calculageGheen’s function, one can
reduce the original structure to a simple graph comprisingraque &ective vertex linked to two leads (depicted in the right psneAt each level
|, the rescaled system has the same global transmi$siand reflectionR amplitudes of the corresponding original graph. Here itisven, (a)
the initial basic topologyl(= 0), and (b)l = 1, (c)| = 2, and (d)l = 3, insertions.
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= 1. Here alsqu = h = 1. The quantum

0 and (e)-(h)y = 1. All the edges have length

probabilities for the graphs of Fig.2 (a), (b), (c) and (d) are shown, respectively, in (a) and(@)and (f), (c) and (g) and (d) and (h).

Figure 13: (Color online). The transmissifi|? (solid line) and reflectioiiR||? (dashed) probabilities for the binary trees of Fig. The vertices

are generalized interactions of strength (a)-(d)



Fig. 9 (g). By grouping the four vertice&, B, C e D in a single vertex = 0 (right panel of Fig.12 (a)), the global
reflection coéicientRy, fromi toi, is given by (see the left panel of Fif2 (a))

Ro=r{ +t Py + (&) P, (69)

where ,
P, = rg) exp[2k{] (rgl) Py + t(AZ’l) Py + t(A"l))

+ tS’l) exp[2k(] (r(Ds) Ps + tg"s) P4) _

P, =& exp[2k] (1P P, + 2 Py +t?)
+ tg’z) exp[2ak¢{] (r(é) P+ tg”“) P3) '
Ps = tg,s) exp[2k{] (rgl) Py + tf’l) P2 + tg'l))
+ rg) exp[2ak{] (r(D3) P3 + tg"e‘) Pa)
Py = tg"‘) exp[2ak{] (rf) P, + tgl’z) P1+ tg'z))

+ r(C“) exp[2ak{] (r(D“) P4+ t(DsA) Pg).

(70)

The transmission cdicientTy (fromi to f) follows from
To = t0 Py + (&) Py, (72)

where theP’s are given by Eq.70), but for which we exchange all the indices (including thofthe P's) as: 1< 3,
2o 4,A o Dandi & f. Solving the system/(Q) we getR, andTy. We observe that the reflection (for— f) and
transmission (forf — i) are acquired, respectively, from the expressignandTg by just applying the above same
exchange of indices.

Then, we can substitute the vertid@andC by our basic graph structure, as schematically represémted. 12
(a). This leads to the graph of Fig.2 (b) (levell = 1) of quantum amplitudeR; (i — i) andT; (i — f). These
latter codficients are exactly those f& andTy, but where in the place at, rc, tg andtc we use the corresponding
Ro andTy. Such process can be repeated any number of timesRyithd T, always directly obtained froR,_; and
Ti-1.

As a numerical example, consider the edges with the saméhlérgl and Diracs interactions of intensity (for
v = 0 andy = 1) as the boundary conditions (see Appen@ix) at all the vertices. For the vertices with= 2 edges
(sayBandC) we have = y/(ik—y) andt = ik/(ik—2y) and for those witiN = 3 (sayAandD) r = (2y—ik)/(3ik—2y)
andt = 2ik/(3ik — 2y). In Fig. 13we show the reflectio[R|? (i — i) and transmissioff||?> (i — f) probabilities for
the basic structure (Fid.2 (a)) and for the three levels of insertions for the binare tfieig. 12 (b)—(d)). As it should
be expected, for highéis the patterns of reflection and transmission, as functfdg become much more complex.
Also, we do not observe any systematic increasind ¢f ask increases because the rich interference behavior — due
to the wave propagation along the distinct edges — takeg ite@ny value ok.

6.3. Sierpinski-like graphs

One of the many reasons for the interest in self-similaickastis their utility to model systems which are self-
assembled from an original backbone (the motif of the rafilim), the case of certain complex molecul28g.
Sierpifiski graphs are very nice examples of structureshvban be recursively generated from a basic building
block. They originate from the Sierpihski gasket, a welbtvn fractal object introduced by Sierpinski in 1923 ().

Sierpinski graphs have been studied in relation to smatdnetworks 12. Also, Sierpinski gaskets have been
analyzed in213 214, where Neumann-Kirchhifbboundary conditions were considered. However, the mostrgén
case of arbitrary reflection and transmission amplitudethie vertices are still not well explored in the literature.

Here we shall address procedures similar to those of thequ®gection, allowing one to derive the scattering
Green’s function for the Sierpihski graph. We present @stdtic method to regroup the multiple stages of the graph
(up to stagen), leading to the totaR and T amplitudes for the whole composition in terms of the basiticesA,
B, C (Fig. 14) scattering coicients. But the construction next is not a simple repetitbthe binary tree graph
calculation. One must take into account that part of the sdinge their lengths from one Sierpihski stage to
another. This means that in fagt and T, are not trivial functions of the actual edges lengths at etagen.
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Figure 14: (Color online). Finite Sierpinski graphs witifterent numben of recursive stages: (@)= 1 (the initial Aagc Structure, main text), (b)
n=2,and (c)h = 3. TheP's in (a) represent proper infinite families of scatteringhgauseful to calculate the Green'’s function. The generaifo
new vertices from (a) to (b) illustrates the elementarygfarmation toAagc, the basic step leading to the successive graph stages.

In Fig. 14 we show three dierent stages(= 1, 2, 3) of a Sierpinski graph. The basic step to go froto n + 1
involves a transformation in all the fundamental equilaté&ianglesAagc of the grapm. For instance, starting from
n = 1 (the basic configuration of Figl4 (a), with all the three edges of length = ¢), n = 2 is created by adding
two extra vertices to each side &fgc, as illustrated in Figl4 (b). To obtainn = 3, the procedure is repeated for the
threeAagc in Fig. 14 (b), leading thus to the 9 trianglés,gc of Fig. 14 (c), and so on and so forth. Note that at the
stagen (= 1,2,...), all the sides of the triangleSagc have a same lengity = /301,

Since at any stagethe graph always has exactly three semi-infinite leads,dhgesing matrix is of order 3 and
given by (see AppendipA)

ORI (CE (CR)
So=| TV RD T | (72
TEY TE2 RO

Above,R® andT®? are the resulting reflection (from lead= 1, 2, 3)) and transmission (from leadto leadb, with
a+ banda b = 1,2,3) amplitudes for the group of'3ertices constituting the Sierpinhski graph at stagsee Fig.
14).
The Green’s function for the transmission case of the Siskpigraph of staga is given by (forx; in leadb and
X in leada)
Goa(x1. % K) = 2 T explk(x; + X)) (73)
For the reflection case the Green’s function readsxfandx; in leada)

Gaaxr, 1K) = - ((explikix =] + RY explik(x; +x)]). (74)
For simplicity, we next assume that all the elementary weslV = A, B, C (Fig. 14 (a)) have the same scattering
properties along any edge, thlt.j;l,0 =r andts”a) = t. Hence, for alh it holds thatR® = R, andT®? = T,. Because
so, the specific leads we choose to calcuRt@ndT, will not alter the final expression. In this way, for= 1, Fig.
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14 (a), we consider the reflection from lead 2 and the transonidsom lead 1 to lead 2, or (recalling th@tis just?)
T]_(f]_) = t(PAB + PAC)’ Rl(fl) =r+t (PCA + PCB)’ (75)

where (see Figl4 (a))
Pag = expﬂkfl] (r Pga+t PB(_:)
Pac = expliké1] (r Pca+ t Pcg + 1)
Pec = expliké1] (r Pcg + tPea + 1)
Pga = expik{1] (r Pag + t Pac)
Pca = explikés] (r Pac + t Pap)
Pcg = expﬂkfl] (r Pgc +t PBA)

(76)

Solving the system of equations ing), we get the transmission and reflection f@éents of the Sierpihski graph
stagen = 1, Fig.14(a), as

2t2(r + (2 - r?) exp [ikt1]) exp [2kq]

Ri(fa) =1+ (1= (r + ty exp [Ke1])(1 + texp [ikéa] + (2 — r2) exp [Ak{a])

(77)

and
t2(1 + (t — r) exp [ik¢1]) exp [ikéq]

(1-(r +t)exp[ikéa])(1 + texp[ikée] + (12 — r2) exp [Akéq])
Finally, given the system hierarchical character, thetedag codficients for the staga + 1 can be recursively

obtained from those of stage Indeed, from the geometry of the graph formation procesgiatied in Fig.14, and
from Egs. {7) and (78), one concludes after some straightforward reasoning that

Ti(6) = (78)

2[Tn(ln/3)P(Ra(£n/3) + ([Tn(¢n/3)]? — [Ru(¢n/3)%) exp [ik¢/3]) exp [2ke/3]

Rn+1(fn+l) = Rn(fn/3) + Dn(gn/?’) (79)
and
_ [Tolla/3)P(L + (Ta(£n/3) ~ Rultn/3)) expike/3] exp ike/3] (80)
n+l = Dn(gn/?’) ’
for
Dn(L) = (1= (Ro(L) + To(L) €XpIKLI) (1 + To(L) explkL] + (Tn(L)]? - [Ru(L)1?) exp[2kL]).  (81)

Observe that the above equations correctly account foretiection by a factor three in the fundamental triangles
Apgc edges length of the successive stages of the Sierpingiigra

Setting? = ¢, = 1 and the same delta point interaction of streng#t all the elementary verticés B, andC, we
show in Fig.15 (y = 0) and Fig.16 (y = 1), the behavior of the reflection and transmissionflecients as function
of k for the Sierpinski graph stage up ton = 5. We notice that as increases, the system becomes more and more
selective to whictk’s (or equivalently, energies) can be transmitted throunghstructure. Thisféect is stronger for
v = 1 (Fig. 16) since then the elementaris andt’s are alsdk-dependent. So, in this respect the Sierpifski graph at
the diferent stages contrasts with the binary tree fiedént levels, Fig13, for which there is not a such filter-like
phenomenon.

7. Quasi-bound states in quantum graphs

7.1. Basic aspects

As a last application for the Green’s function approacheweid so far, we finally consider a context not usually
addressed for the present quantum systems (butl88):[ quasi-bound states. For a general treatment of such
problems usings — however not discussing quantum graphs — we @ité][

In quantum mechanics, a quasi-bound state is a type of resenassociated to the geometry and (local) features
of the system potential. Suppose a quantum particle of total eneEyy: #2k?/(2u), whose value is assumed in a
certain rang&g. Also suppose a regio of the space in whicN is attractive or has the generic shape of a well. It
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Figure 15: (Color online). The transmissifin|? (solid line) and reflectiofR,[? (dashed) probabilities for the stagef the Sierpinski graph, Fig.

0. The cases = 1,

1 and at any elementary verté B, andC, we assume a same generalizeithiteraction of strengthy

2,n=3,n=4, andn = 5, are displayed, respectively, in (a), (b), (c), (d) and (e)

14. Herel = {1

n
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Figure 17: (Color online). Typical profile of the transmasiprobability as function of energy for a system displayiwg quasi-bound states at
energiesqub) and qub). The quasi-bound states widths, hEjeandl',, are usually defined as the half height widths of the cornedipg peaks.

might be that the potential cannot confine infinitely theipbeto V. In other words, for energids € Xg the potential
V does not support true bound states localize@irHowever, for specifi€ = E@) € X, V may be able to trap the
particle inV during a very long time [216. Suchr is called the lifetime of the quasi-bound state of endey).

The concept of quasi-bound states is ubiquitous, and hasuseel to explain a large number of phenomena. For
instance, tunneling ionization rate®1[7, diffraction in time P18, decay of cold atoms in quasi-one-dimensional
traps P19, and certain condensed-matter experime22f)], just to mention few examples.

We begin our analysis with the simple linear quantum graphi@f 3 (a), Sec.4.1 It is formed by two vertices,

A and B, joined together by an edge of length Each vertex is also attached to a semi-infinite lead. Now, we
take for the vertices delta interactions of a same strepgthf y — +co, thenry = rg = -1 andta = tg = 0
(see Sec.5), which is equivalent to Dirichlet boundary conditions/Atnd B. Then, the graph system becomes
equivalent to an infinite square well. In fact, foe k, = nr/¢1 withn=1,2,3,... (so, for well determined energies
En = n?x?h?/(2ut?)), an acceptable standing solution/igx) = C sin[k,x] along the edge and vanishigcs at the
leads. This is a proper stationary wave function of infinifietime'?, hence a genuine bound state (in the sense that
thesey’s are (not-scattering) eigenstates of the problem Hamigiw).

Further, if for this same graph we set arbitrary boundaryd@@ns resulting in non-zero transmission amplitude
at least for one of the two vertices, the quantum particlkgsily localized in the edge cannot remain there, evenyuall
it will escape due to tunneling. But as explained above, eldbé in the continuous spectrumlothere may exist

a discrete set of valugd™ corresponding to the quasi—energlégb) = hzkﬁqb)z/(z,u) of widthsT', = /i/7, [229. A
direct way to determine theskéqb)’s is through a scattering approach. Defining transmisSigg and reflectiorR(k)
amplitudes for the relevari’ region (for contexts where onR is defined, see below), it is a well known fa22[1]
that|T(k)|> exhibits a pronounced peak fbraroundk,ﬂqb). Moreover, thd™s are given by the half height width of
the corresponding peaks. Such behavior is schematiclibfribtted in Fig17 (and also concretely observed in some
examples in the previous Secs.).

Finally, to frame the problem in terms of the Green'’s functiormalism, we address for the graph of Fig3 (a)
with bothx; andx; in leadi. Also, to illustrate the situation one can define only a reifeccoeficient for the region
V (see next), we assume for vert®boundary conditions leading to a zero transmission antg#itie., the reflection
probability from vertexB is exactly 1. In this way we can generally writg = expli¢g], for ¢g(k) a wavenumber
dependent phaséT4. For A, we consider arbitrary boundary condition correspondimggneria o andta. Note then
that the global transmission amplitude> f (crossingA-B) must be zero becausg = 0. Hence, any manifestation
of a quasi-bound state should be identified in the phasg @) = expligr(K)].

12Note that due to the Heisenberg uncertainty principlE,At ~ 7, if the energy is exactly determined, thaf = 0 and the state lifetime is
infinite onceAt — +co [221].
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Following the convention that 8 x < +co in leadi (with the origin atA), we have

Gii(Xr. % k) = = (explikix; — x[] + Ri(K) exp [k(xs +x)]). (82)

hzk

whereR; is easily derived from the previous sums over paths consbrnyor (already settings = expligs])

t“”(k)ﬁ“”ao exp [i (2k(1 + ¢p(K))]
1-10(K) expli 2kt + ¢s()]

Using the relations in EqA(14) for the vertexA quantum amplitudes, andta, it is a little tedious but straightforward
to prove thaR; Rj* = 1. So, as previously mentioned we can wRgk) = expligr(K)], with ¢r(k) coming from Eq.
(83).

The natural question now is how to characterize a quasi-thastate from the functiopr(k). This is a textbook
analysis 27, but answered next by means of a very simple heuristic aeguinThe system wave function, wikin
leadi, is (for N a proper normalization constant)

Ri() =YK + 2

(83)

U(X) = N{exp [Fikx] + Ri(k) exp [+ikx] } = N{exp [Fikx] + exp [+i (kx+ ¢r(K))] } (84)

It represents the scattering process of plane wave incofrongleadi, being scattered at the graph regisHB, and
then being reflected back to leadObserve that if for & = k(@)

Pr(KP) = 2m+ 1), (85)

withm=0,1,..., Eq. 84) yieldsy(x) « sin[k@) x]. Although here not a real bound state, this is exactly the-$ype

of solution for the edge region — thus similar to a statiorsianding wave — in the already discussed case the graph
is equivalent to an infinite square well. Therefore, the gbasind wavenumber must be thdse k(@) verifying Eq.

(85). The quasi-bound state width is related takearoundk@ for which ¢g mod 2r is close enough to.

At this point, it should be clear the benefits of the Greenfectfion method to treat quantum graphs quasi-bound
states. On the one hand, the behavior of transmission amttiefi probabilities is a direct route to determine the
guasi-bound energies. On the other hand, the Green'’s fumistia very appropriate tool to calculate such quantities,
especially for involving topologies. Furthermof&can be used to obtain transition amplitudesndfrom specific
parts of a graph, allowing a precise selection of the regfanterestV. In the following we will discuss recurrence
protocols to calculate glob& andT for different quantum graphs, also illustrating how to identify do@si-bound
states from such expressions. We should mention that makegirocedures explained in details below have been
developed with distinct purposes infidirent previous works7[7, 137, 150 183 192 and are somehow related to the
general idea of the transfer matrix meth@@§.

7.2. Recurrence formulas for the reflection and transmissimgficients

Next we discuss the derivation of recurrence formulas ferghantum graphs global transmission and reflection
amplitudes by means of the present sum over scattering feathisique. For convenience, in the following we address
only linear graphs (for the more general case, see B4r.

So, consider the linear open quantum graph in E&.composed by a left semi-infinite leadnd vertices named
I (=1,2,...,N). Along the lead, the spatial coordinateanges from+oco to O (with the origin at the vertex 1). For
the edgey (between verticesandl + 1), x goes from O (at vertel to ¢ (at vertext + 1).

From the simplification procedures of Séc2, we can get the Green'’s function for the case whergin the lead
i andx; is in the edgey (see Fig.18) as

Gi (X, %1 K) = — (explik (xr +x)] + Ry, ) explk (26 = X +X)]).  (86)

1+1,N
Ihzk(l R(lI)R(I+1N) exp[Zk{,]) (+1.N)

In the above, fol, > |;, the subscriptlg, lp) indicating the full bIock of vertices and edges frdmto |, and
the superscript«4/—) meaning incoming from the Il¢ftght, thenT(I o) ( Ei?lb)) represents the global transmission
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Figure 18: (Color online). A linear graph composed by a siiiite leadi (at the left) attached to a seriesMfsimply connected vertices. This
structure allows quasi-bound states.

@ (b)
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/

Figure 19: (Color online). Linear graphs with (a) two andttbke simply connected vertices attached to left and regds. In (b) itis exemplified
the construction process of a block structure.

(reflection) coéicient across (from) such—I, graph block. Note thaf(; = t*) andR} = r*), for t; andr, the
guantum amplitudes of the individual vertex

TheseT((IjI ) and Rgi),lb) are recursively obtained in terms of the reflection and trassion coéicients of each
individual vertex. To see how, consider the graph compos$édmvertices| andl + 1, an edge, and two, left and
right, leads. We also assume bothx; in the left lead, Fig19 (a). Performing the sum over all scattering paths, the
Green'’s function for the graph in Fig9 (a) reads

Gi (xf, Xi; K) = hzk(expmxf xil] + (" explik(x + x)]
t(*) ) t‘ ) exp [2ké
'(”) e pl2kd] xpﬁk(xf+xi)]). (87)
11771 exp[2ka]

From the above expression it is easy to identify a globalctfia codficient from the left of blockl(l + 1), Fig.
19(b), or

™, 1) exp[2ka]

=T
Lt rOr() expl2ka]

Similarly, calculatingG for x;, X; in the right lead, we also can identify a global reflectionfie&nt from the right of
this same block, given by

(+)
1I+1)

(88)

) () (H)
() O, ta i 4 explaka] (89)
e = Mt 1 ( ) () :
r., exp[aka]

Now, considering the case in which(xs) is in the left (right) lead, then

u 1) explika]

Gri(Xr, %; K) = —- explik(xr + )], (90)
| % (1= 67 expakei)
naturally yielding
+) ()
t exp [ike
T((fl)u) - rC )I+%+) . (91)
1-r7r ] exp [Akea]
Finally, fromG for x; (x¢) in the right (left) lead, one finds
(=) +(-)
t7 ), explikd]
) 1+1
T(' I+1) = 1_ ( ) () exp [Zkf] (92)
I+l I

With proper substitutions, the above Eg38) (89), (91), and ©2) constitute then the basic generating expressions
to obtainR andT for an arbitrary number of vertices in a linear graph. To epkinthis, let us assume a third vertex
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Figure 20: (Color online). The graph of Fig8for N = 6 and all edges of the same lendth= ¢. The vertex 6 is the system ‘dead end’, for which
is assumed either Dirichlet or Neumann boundary conditidine other vertices are delta interactions of strepgth

| + 2, as shown in Fig19 (b). Forx;, X; in the left lead, we can suppoke-(l + 1) forming a block of cofficients

(ﬁ)ﬂ) andT((Ij)ﬂ) (see Fig.19(b)). Hence, by mapping the vertexhe verteX + 1 and the edge of Fig. 19(a) into,

respectively, thé&—(I + 1) block, the vertex+ 2, and the edge.1 of Fig. 19 (b), we can directly infer from Eq.8@)
that

() 010

R0 e T M2 Ty ©XPIAKG] 03

12 = Ridy O ) ' (93)
1- R(|,|+1) M. exp[ake ]

To close, based on the previous examples, one can readéyalize the above results for a blodkl ¢ n) of n+1
vertices, obtaining the following recursive relations

(+) +) 706)
RH _R® Titenen Min Tgen-1) €XPI2KLn-1] o1
(i+n) = Njen-2) + 0 ™ (94)
1-Riiin1)en €XP[AKE 0]
(=) p(=) (+)
() O tn Riiinog tien €XPIAKEn-1] o5
e = T . ,
" T Rgl,I)Jrn—l) rI(JJrrr)1 exp[Akéin-1]
() ()
) _ T(I,I+n—1) tn explikéiin-1] )
Li+n) = — i
e 1- REI,I)+n—1) rl(:r)w eXp[Zkfhn—:L]

7.3. Green’s function as a transition probability amplieidnd the determination of quasi-bound states

Once we now know the recurrence formulas for the scatterogfficients of a linear quantum graph, we can
return to the Green'’s function in E¢86). But first we shall recall tha®(xs, X;; k) can be generally interpreted as the
transition probability amplitude for a particle (of fixedeagy E = #2k?/(2u)) initially in x; to get tox; [181]. Thus,
the overall multiplicative term in Eq86), namely,

TH®)
1-ROM R ((K) exp[ake)]”

represents the probability amplitude for a particle (of armvmbek) to leave the left semi-infinite leddand to tunnel
to the edge.

So, if the graph supports a quasi-bound state totally oigtigriocalized ing, an incident wave (from leaidl with
k close to the corresponding quasi-bound ské#8 value should have a very high probability to be transmittethe
edges region. In this way, the plot dfA; |? as function ok (or likewise ofE) should display peakdcentered at the
correctE@)’s  as schematically depicted in Fij7. Moreover, such peaks widths at half height would corredgon
thelIs.

As an example, consider the linear open graph with six \estf Fig. 20, where the last vertex 6 is a ‘dead
end’. We suppose for all edgés= ¢ = 1 and for the vertices 1 to 5 generaliz&éhteractions of a same strength
v. However, for vertex 6 we assume either Dirichlet (g()) = —1) or Neumann (Stnf;) = +1) boundary conditions.
For two values of the delta intensity,= 1 andy = 2, and forl varying from 1 to 5, we plot in Figs21 and22 the
quantity|.A;,|? as function ok for, respectively, the Dirichlet and Neumann boundary émas at vertex 6.

Ai(K) =

(97)

13Here we mention a minor technical point. flzirently from|R12 and|T|?, the quantity|A|? is not normalized to one. However, this is not a
problem since we are only concerned with the quasi-enefgéegions and their widths. So, the peaks actual heighte@reelevant (unless for
comparative purposes between distigt?’s).
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Figure 23: (Color online). Example of an open quantum gragtgse a modified version has been studiedLBi7.

From the plots in Figs.21 and 22 we see that the analysis of t# ’s for distinct!’s renders a much more
detailed information than just to examine the system glodiéction coéficientR; = expligr(K)]. For instance, for
therg') = —1 case, Fig21, and wheny = 2, it is clear the existence ofkf’® ~ 4.2. Indeed, we see peaks around this
wavenumber value for fairly all thEs. Nevertheless, they are much higher and narrowel fod, 5. Hence, such
guasi-bound state must be much more localized in these tgesednother observed feature is that the quasi-bound
states are longer-lived for = 2 than fory = 1 (compare the heights and widths of the peaks in the twotgng).
This is simple to understand: a delta interaction of gresttength is morefécient in trapping an initially localized
state. Finally, from the general trends in Fig&l and 22 we also can conclude that it is the Neumann boundary
condition (at the ‘dead end’ vertex 6) which is able to creptasi-bound states of longes.

7.4. Quasi-bound state in arbitrary graphs

Inspecting the expression fof in Eq. Q7) (as well as other similar formulas along this review), wadade
that typical transitions amplitudes between parts of a ramgraph — in whickhy is in a lead andx; is in an edgey
— are given by
3 Til

1 - Right Rert exp[2ka]’

The numerator is a transmission @dgent, corresponding to the graph region betwggim the lead) andx; (in the
edgel). In the denominatoRign: (Ret) is the global reflection cdkcient for a part of the graph, so to speak, to the
‘right’ of edgel + 1 (to the ‘left’ of vertex], betweenk; and the verteX). Note also that the term in the denominator is
associated with eventual energy eigenvald&®[224], and in general can be derived from a sum over periodic ®rbit
in the graph (i.e., scattering paths leaving and arrivinatsame edgi [38, 39, 137).

Therefore, Eq. 48) is not restricted to a linear graph, and in fact should wankany topology (provided one
properly defines and constructs tRis andT). As an example, consider the structidraa Fig 23. Such graph can
display interesting features if one assume®edént boundary conditions at each vertex and distinct kenfgir each
edge (seel37). But here we restrict the discussion to generalized gwitat interactions of a same strengtlat the
verticesA, B, C, D, and either Dirichlet or Neumann boundary conditions (segipus section) at the vert& Also,
we suppose all the edges with the lengte 1. So, due to symmetry, the edges 1 and 4 and 2 and 3 must present
similar scattering properties and we can focus just on thguivalent amplitudest; 1 (k), Ai 2(k), andA; 5(k). Using
Eq. 98) and the appropriate corresponding reflection and trassomgjuantum amplitudes for the graph of Fa8,
we show in Fig.24 the behavior of the modulus square of these three quardgiésnction ok for the Dirichlet and
Neumann boundary conditions&tand the delta interactions strength vajue 0.5 andy = 1.

Because the graph distinct geometric characteristicsnwbenpared to the simpler linear case (F2§), we do
observe here a richer profile of quasi-bound states. Alsoditinct boundary conditions & considerably change
the positions and sizes of i) peaks (this is a same sort of sensibility also found for thegmission probabilities
for the related graph studied it 37)). Finally, in general the peaks are higher and narrowelpsger-lived, for the
greater value of (y = 1).

A

(98)

14 We should mention that a modified version of this graph, witieeleads aB, C, andD, has been studied il 7] in the context of quantum
protocols for transmission of information.
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Figure 24: (Color online). Behavior ¢f4;,|* as function ok (calculate from Eq.48)) for the graph of Fig23and| = 1,2,5. The verticesA, B,
C, andD, are generalized delta interactions of strengthvith y = 0.5 (solid) andy = 1 (dashed) lines. The boundary conditions at veEexe
Dirichlet’s (so,rg = —1) in (a)—(c) and Neumann'’s (si; = 1) in (d)—(f). All edges have the same lendtk 1.
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8. Conclusion

The discussions throughout this article have highlightezl usefulness of graphs to study some fundamental
theoretical aspects of quantum mechanics as well as to nddtilent phenomena associated to quantum wave-like
behavior. But despite the conceptual simplicity of thessteays, the calculation of their quantum properties might
demand sophisticated and involving methoti3g. Further, certain standard mathematical procedures eqyire
modifications when applied to a graph structure, as to oiaiGreen’s function from the Krein’s resolvent formula
[139.

Since the Green’s function is one of the most powerful tegh@s to solve quantum systeni8§, in this review
we have specifically considered such approach to address dipen and closed undressed quantum graphs of any
topology. We have so discussed a physically appealing guoeeto construcG, summarized in the Eq.18)%:
the exact Green'’s function given as a sum over all the passitdttering “classical” paths (sp) along the edges, for
which local quantumfects are taking into account through reflections and tressons amplitudes defined at the
vertices (constituting thus the scatterers centers). Ttherpresent Green’s function method somehow generaliees t
Kirchhoff’'s quantum rules134 by ascribing a general scattering matrix to each vertekeffuantum graph.

In particular, we have described in details recursive waysim up all the sp’s contributions@ Basically, they
rely on two simplification schemes: (a) to regroup infinitenyaaths into a single trajectory family; and (b) to divide
a larger graph into smaller pieces, to derive for each pieglelaal scattering matrix, and finally to compose all the
pieces back together. As concrete examples, certain egegive quantum graphs commonly found in the literature
have been considered, as the cube, binary tree and SierpifEsstructures.

The protocols outlined here could likewise be applied tesee quantum graphs if the potentials along the edges
decay at least exponentiall225. In fact, in this case very good analytical approximatiémrsthe Green’s function
can be derived]5], 157. But then, besides the vertices quantum amplitudes, itsis mecessary to consider the
potentials reflection and transmission ffoments and to compute the classical actions for a particteeuthese po-
tentials. Furthermore, a close related class of systemsglyascattering quantum walks, can be treated exactlyein th
same fashion. As shown 77, 78], the exact Green'’s function — written as a sum over sp’sewalto identify the
precise paths responsible for distinffieets, like the ones resulting in the supeffiiion observed in quantum walks.

Finally, a very interesting application for Green'’s fuoets (and in the context of open quantum graphs, eventually
difficult by other means) is to search for possible quasi-bowatdsst\We have illustrated how to do, moreover analyz-
ing the influence of few dierent boundary conditions at the vertices in setting theigeaergies and corresponding
widths.

We hope that this review, discussing exact closed analypicassions for the Green’s functions of quantum graphs,
can become a helpful guide to all those interested in thisrderand conceptually and phenomenologically so rich
class of systems.
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A. The most general point interaction conserving probabilty flux as a quantum graph vertex
A.1. The usual case: the line

The probability density flux in the usual 1D quantum mechanéads (here fat = u = 1)

i) = %[w*(x)w’(x) =y (¥)y" (X)) (A1)

15We should observe that EdL3) is ultimately akin to the type of calculations proposechia very interesting work ind5], but which is devoted
only to open quantum graphs.
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Thus, if we definey’(x) = dy(x)/dx)

() = ( g((f) ) (A2)
and
Jz(_ol é) (A.3)

j(X) can be written in a complex symplectic-like form as
j(X) = —d)*(x) J (). (A.4)

Now, suppose a free particle of energy= k?/2 on the line {co < X < +o0), obeying to—d%y(x)/dx% = k2y(X)
for x # 0. At x = 0 we assume a point interaction. Since, by definition, thgeanf action of such kind of potential is
zero, its only #ect is to set a specific BC for the wave functigfx) at x = 0. Thus, the most general point potential
corresponds to the most general linear boundary conditapmesented by

D(0%) = T B(0"), (A.5)
with
F:w(? 3) (A.6)

For example, for the common delta function potentia(x) (so, withy being the strength), the parameters are
d=w=1,b=0,andc=vy
Using the Egs.A.4) and @A.5), we have

j(0") = <I) (0)TTIT (0. (A7)

If we imposej(0*) = j(07), it follows thatI'" JT = J, yielding
ad-bc=1, a, b,c,dreal numbers and)| = 1. (A.8)

Therefore, the most general point interaction consistétht flux conservation is characterized by E4\..§), with T’
given by Eqgs. A.6) and A.8).

Next, to consider & matrix formalism 194, suppose typical plane wave scattering solutions (of waugberk).
The incoming and outgoing parts of the state should thenlbteckthrough

(out)(o ) ) ( (m)(o ) )
out) /At = S(K i) 7 A+ A.9
(u/“’(m ® yino) (A-9)
Probability conservation at the origin,
W (O + P (O%)P = w0 + 0", (A.10)

inserted into Eq. A.9) leads taS(k)S'(k) = ST(K)S(k) = 1, i.e.,S is unitary. Furthermore, making in EcA.Q) the
substitutiork — —k, we can write - o
yiR(0") ; ()
= —K A1l
( w(ll"% (O+) S ( ) w(ou[)(0+) ( )

But k — —k inverts the flux direction, physically implying in™ « y©. So, given such in-out exchange in Eq.
(A.11) and once the relation between incoming and outgoing wavetiion components is always set in the form of
Eqg. (A.9), we must haveS(k) = S'(-k).
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For any arbitrary point interaction, we can write the scaite solutionsw(ki)(x) assuming a plane wave, of
wavenumbek, incident either from the lefty) or right (-), so that (v = 1/ V2x)
) ron exp [xikx] + R® (k) exp [Fikx], x<0
vic () = N'x { TE(K) exp [£ikx], x>0,
Observing that expiikx] are the incoming and the terms involvifRgand T are the outgoing parts of the above
full scattering states, one gets that arbitrary linear doations oflp(k*) andzpf(’) results, from Eq.A.9), in

R“)(k) T(,)(k)
st0=( T w@ )
Now, imposingS S™ = S"S = 1 andS(k) = ST(-K) to Eq. (A.13), ones finds that
RZ+[TP=1 ~ ROTH L TER =0,
RO*(K) = RO(=k),  TO'(K) = TO (K. (A.14)
These are the basic conditions to assure proper featurtigsfscattering solutions in quantum mechani®, e.g.,
orthonormalization, flux conservation, and the existerfdb@ scattering inverse problem. If, furthermore, one also
requires time-reverse invariance — what we are not impdsitigs work — therlr ) = T,
Finally, to establish a full correspondence between theapmroaches, the boundary condition treatment and the
S matrix formalism, let us assume Ed\.B) (with Eq. (A.8)) for the states in EqA.12). Thus [L92
c+ik(d — a) + bk 2ikw*t
—c+ik(d + a) + bk’ —c+ik(d +a) + bk
It is easy to verify that the quantum amplitudes in E4.16) satisfiesall the fundamental requirements in E&..14)
[197. Hence, up to a global phase the problem is likewise specified from the paramegels c andd or from the

codficientsR®) andT®). Thus, the two approaches are completely equivalent aritlaagbpoint interactions can be
defined entirely in terms of the matrix (for a more detailed analysis, see, e.§87).

(A.12)

(A.13)

R®)(K) = TEK) = (A.15)

A.2. A pointinteraction in 1D for multiple directions: a stgraph topology

The above prescription for the line is directly extended®rnore general case. To see how, first note that in the
1D case, a zero-range potential at the origin divides thervat—co < X < +oo0 into two semi-infinite lines. Thus,
from the identificationx; = —x andx; = +X, the left oo < x < 0) and right (0O< X < +o0) regions could be
represented by 8 x; < +o0 and 0< x; < +00. Hence, in a quantum graph framework, the system topolotiaisof
a single vertex joining two leads. Also, the original nomatae 0 (07) now becomes, = 0 (x; = 0), indicating
that we are considering the vertex but from the right (léftgsi.e., at the beginning of lead 2 (1).

A zero-range potential located at O and attachedtlite: |[E(I)] semi-infinite lines constitutes a star graph-like
topology, depicted in Figguré(c). Along each lead (with s = 1,2,..., N) the spatial coordinatg; ranges from 0
to +o0 andy (™ (xs) andzpk"”"(xs) denote, respectively, incoming and outgoknglane wave states. In this case, the

k
equivalent of Eqs.A.9) and @A.11) read

¥(0) = S(k) ¥ (0) and ¥} (0) = S'(-k) ¥(0). (A.16)

with ¥ aN-components column vector (naturally extending the 2-comepts for the line) an8(k) aNx N scattering
matrix, whose elemerg" (k) yield the quantum transition amplitude to go from legaw leads for a state of wave
numberk. Probability conservation and moment inversion reciggociamely,

w0(0)" w(0) = wiM(0) wiM(0) andk o —k = WO o W), (A.17)

demandS(K) to be unitary and(k) = ST(-K), exactly as in SecA.1. Therefore, anN x N matrix satisfying these
two conditions will represent a proper zero-range intéoactresulting in a well-behaved quantum dynamics dv a
star graph. Furthermore, the scattering states follow faadirect generalization of EqA(12), where the amplitudes
are given by the corresponding matrix element§$) (cf., Sec. 2).

Finally, the BC approach in134 153 can be put in a direct relation with the abo$eformalism through an
one-to-one correspondence betweenNRéndependent real parameters defining the BC at the vertex3se. 2.1)
and the matrix elements o, likewise parameterizable By? independent real constan22f.
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A.3. A general graph

To conclude the analysis, we note that in an arbitrary ursgigtgraph, the region around each vejjtexbasically
a star structure. Thefilerence is that instead of going from O+oo, some (or all) edges can be finite, ending up in
another vertexn. Due to the superposition principle — which holds true foy bimear wave-like diferential equation
(here Helmholtz) — the global state for an spatially extehateblem can be construct in terms of a multiple scattering
process227. In other words, a proper sum of the locally scattered wdeesrely determined bys;(k)) results in
the full exact solution. This is the case even if the systeoiosed (the graph has no leatfs)

In this way, a legitimate and univocal quantum dynamics foy apen or closed graph is utterly obtained by
associating to each vertgya corresponding scattering matSx(k) (for Sj(k) as described in SedA.2). Then, it also
directly follows that the BC prescription and tifescheme are totally equivalent regardless the graph topolog

B. The exact Green'’s function for quantum graphs: the generbized semiclassical formula

Here we shall outline only the main steps necessary to damad@shat the exact Green’s function for quantum
graphs can be written in the same functional form of H),(i.e., as generalized semiclassical formula.

B.1. Reviewing a simple case, the Green'’s function for atpofaraction on the line

Suppose the usual infinite line and an arbitrary point irttoa at the origin X = 0), for which the reflection and
transmission ca@icients areR®) andT®) (see AppendixA.1). It is worth recalling that this example corresponds to
a quantum graph with one vertex and two leads. Frb&f)Jf we can readily write down its exact Green'’s function.
DefiningG, _ for x > 0> x;, G_, for x; > 0> X¢, G, for x¢, X > 0 andG__ for x;, X < 0, one finds

Gur (X1 %: K) = o/ T explkixs - xi.

Gua(xe, ;K = o [xplikix = x 1]+ R explk(xi| + 1x)]]. (8.1)
which have the structure of Eql3). In fact, for+ + there is only one sp leaving, crossing the origin, and finally
arriving atx;. In this case, the classical-like action re&lg = pLsp// = kIxf — x|, whereas the quantum weight is
given byWs, = T® (just the amplitude gained in this scattering process, restrassion). Fok +, both end points
are at the same side of the zero range potential. Thereferbawe (i) a direct sp, going straight frogto X, so with
Wsp = 1 andSsp = Kixt — x|, and (ii) an indirect sp, along which there is a single reftecatx = 0), thuswWs, = R®
andSsp = K(Ix¢| + [x).

B.2. Green’s function for a star graph

Similarly to which has been done in the Append2, to see whyG for quantum graphs can be written in the
general form of Eq. X3), we can start considering the basic (building block) steape depicted in Figurgc). The
sole vertex (assumed to be at the origin of all leads, in & tdt&) is interpreted as an arbitrary scattering center, so
a general point interaction.

Supposd¥®, ¥(@)(k)} to represent the complete full set of solutions for the 8dhmjer equation for this graph,
where?@ (k) = ({7 (x¢; K), ..., ¢ (xn; k)T and¥® = (y¥(xy), ..., u"(x))T are, respectively, the scattering and
bound states with enerdy = hk?/2u andE,. We also observe that for each wavenumkene have a scattering
stateo (here,o labels through which initial lead the plane wave is incident to the vertex). This is equivalertihe
1D problem where one has two leads and so two solutions &), one incoming from the left and other from the
right of the origin 150-152 (cf, Eq. (A.12) in Appendix A.1).

16 A trivial example is that of an infinite square well (a graphwiwo vertices and one edge), whose typical boungga) o sin[k,x] (with
kn = nz/L) is given as the linear combination of the plane waves Jeattef by each wall (vertex), at = 0 andx = L.
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From the Green'’s function spectral decomposition propameycan write 135 (for x; andx; in the edge$ andn,
respectively)

Gin(xs, X; E) = (bs)(Xf X E)+G(SS)(X]‘,Xi;E), (B.2)
K) (K)* (.
G % E) = 3 (’é)_"”E ) (B.3)
(o) K (0)* K
GESAxt, x; E) = fo de id éxf hzlf?/(z;(j)(' ) (B.4)

The scattering solution for a plane wave of eneEgy 12k?/2u, incoming from leadr towards the vertex, is given
by (with xin I, forl =1,...,N)

a, . 1 1 o,
v (xK) = \/_Z(é"’ exp-ikx] + S17) (k) expfikx]), (B.5)

By inserting B.5) into (B.4), then € = h24?/(2u))

21 [~ _dk_

Ror ), 2-k

x {on expl-ik(x; — x)] + s<'“>(k) explk(x; + )]
+ S (k) exp[-ik(xs + %]

Gin(Xf, Xi; 2) = G.(SS)(X X;E)+ =

N
+ Z S (k) S (k) explik(x; — >q)]}. (B.6)

o=1
Using the relations in Eq8]f, the above equation can be written as
1 k
A [ slowexpliktx )
+ SN (K) explik(x; + >q)]}. (B.7)

Gin(x1, %; 4) = GAxs, %; E) +

Above, the integral involving explik(x; — X;)] leads to the free particle Green’s function. For the otheggral,
we consider a contour integration along the real axis clbsea infinite semicircle in the upper half of the complex
plane. The pole contributions are due the denomingteik? and possible singularities 8" (k). If the single vertex
(a zero range potential) does not allow bounded st&®s; = 0 andS (k) does not have poles. On the other hand,
for a very large number of situations the terms in the integnaesulting from the bound energy poles exactly cancel
out with GPs)[196 228 229. This is precisely which takes place for general pointriat¢ions [L87). Putting all
this together, the remaining steps in evaluating BEq) are straightforward. Thus, reverting to the notatkdior the
wave number variable, we finally get

Gin(xr. %i; K) = {6 explkixs — ] + S (k) explk(xs + x)]}. (B.8)

ih2k

Now, notice that Eq. §.8) would readily follow from the sum over scattering pathssorétion. In fact, for a
particle withx; in leadn, arriving atx; in leadl, we have two possibilities. (i) The leadsandl are the same, so
there are two scattering paths: straight propagation fxota x;, corresponding to exii{/x; — xi|] andW = 1; and
propagation fronx; to the vertex, reflection (gaining a fact®” (k)) and then propagation tq, in this case yielding
explik(xs + x)] and an amplitud&™ (k) (i.e., the reflection cdcient fromn to n). These contributions result in
Giem ey xi:K) = (u/(i72K)| expl=ikix; — x[] + S (K) explik(x; + x)]}. (ii) The leads are distinct, thus there is
only one scattering path: propagation froqito the vertex, a transmission through it (gaining a fa@®P (k)), and
finally propagation tox;. So,GI(rfe”"CI %M xr, %K) = (u/(i72K){SIM(K) explik(x; + x)]}. These two possibilities are
exactly summarized by EqB(8).
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B.3. The Green’s function for an arbitrary graph

Last, for an arbitrary case the reasoning resembles thaeidppendix A.3. For the star graph, the exastis
written in terms of a (finite) sum of scattering paths. Exiagdor any topology (as considered in this work), the
local scattering — around each vertex, so in a star-like gardition — can be associated to a stretch of a much larger
sp, leaving fromyx;, traveling across the totality or parts of the whole graptd finally arriving atx;. This is just
the usual multiple scattering process, valid to descrilyeveave propagation in the linear context. Along the way,
the Ws,, are built from the quantum amplitudes gained through theessive scattering at the vertices. On its turn
Ssp = KLsp, for Lsp the sp total classical distance traveled between the emtsp@f course, generally the number of
sp can be infinite (thus demanding the techniques of Sec. dxfaicit calculations). But the main point is that Eq.
(13) represents the exact construction for the Green’s funaf@ny quantum graph.

C. Certain common boundary conditions for quantum graphs am the wave function solution for the example
of Sec.5

The purpose here is twofold. To discuss some of the more conbmondary conditions (BCs) for quantum graphs
and to illustrate their usage considering the Schrodiegeation solution for the example of Séc.

C.1. Few usual boundary conditions for quantum graphs

Consider the set of edges attached to a certain v&ttekan arbitrary quantum graph. Locally (i.e., arowid
the topology is that seen in Fid.(c). So, to define the BCs and the scattering amplitudes fdr particular vertex,
without loss of generality we always can tr&aand its edges as a star graph.

Now, let us depart a little bit from the previous notation dodsimplicity to label the unique vertex in Fid.(c)
by V and the leads by = 1,2,...,N. To each lead we can associate the coordimgtevhose originis a¥ = 0
and prolongs ter, X co. As already mentioned (see footnote 5), usually one takes +1 for anyn. But here we
shall discuss the most general case, since it is just a nwdttenvenience (according to each specific situation) to set
on = =1. Further, we denote the wave function at leslly v (X,). Usually, the spatial derivatives ¢f along any
edge or lead (with respect to a reference vextgare taken in the outgoing direction frovh Hence, a simple way to
assure that for the star graph is to defdfy/(x) = o dy(x)/dx. Hereafter we seft = u = 1.

First, assume the following BCs ¥t(with yy any real number)

n=N n=N
paV) = go(V) = .. =gn(V) = 9(V), > D], Ly = D o din()/dxl, , = 2w (V). (C.2)
n=1 n=1

These BCs correspond to the generaligedteraction of strengthy (see, e.g.,30]). To understand why, suppose
an initial plane wave (of wave numbky incoming from leadm and then being scatteredf@t V. The system full
scattering state (satisfying to the Schrodinger equatieads

Ym(Xm) = C (expl-iomkxn] + 1 expiicmkxn] ).
Un(%) = CtI™ exprionkx,], n#m (C.2)
Applying the BCs in Eq. €.1) to the above expressions, we get (recalling tthat= 0)
=™ vnzm 141 =ik (=14 1) ik (N = 1)t = 29t (C.3)
Solving forr andt (where we can drop the superscript indices), we find

2w - (N-2)ik 2ik

V= TNik=2yy V= Nik=2yy (€4

Note that wherN = 2, such expressions do reduce to the usual reflection ansintiasion cofficients for thes
function potential on the line, explaining the nomenclatigeneralized delta” foN > 2.
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Second, it is very common to sgi = 0 in Eqg. (C.1), resulting in the so called Neumann-KircHhBCs [2, 230.
One of their notable characteristics is that the corresipgréflection and transmission d@eients aré&-independent,
since in this case, = 2/N-1 andty = 2/N. Moreover, these's andt’s displays another interesting feature, but which
is barely explored in the literature. Although trivial whih= 2 (for whichry = 0 andty = 1, i.e., the verte¥ is
eliminate with the two edges becoming merged) the NeumanthKof quantum amplitudes are exactly the matrix
elements of &\ > 2 dimensional Grover operato8, 231, 237, an essential gate in quantum computation. So,
quantum graphs with generalizédunctions of vanishing strengths at the vertices have adlelation with quantum
walks driving by Grover ‘coins’§7].

Lastly, assume that the verteixis a ‘dead end’, witiN = 1. This mean¥ is joined only to one leadn. Defining
A = 2yv, we have from the wave function in the leadhnd from the delta BC thatik + ikry = A (1 + ry), so

3 ik+ A
k=

v (C.5)

This corresponds to the most general possible BC (consistémflux conservation) for a quantum particle interacting
with an infinite wall in the half-line174, 233.

C.2. The wave function solution for the graph of Sedhe bound state case

Now, consider the system of Fig (a). Denotingyo = y and Za = 4, with at least one of these parameters
negative, we can have bound state. kot ix with « > 0, and once for the leadsand f and the edge 1 it holds,
respectively, that & X, X; < +co (S0, in bothi and f casesr = +1), and 0< x; < {1, we can write (dropping the
subscript forx)

vi() =Cexplrd,  wi(¥) =Cexplrd,  vi(X) = C(A expl-x + B expl+rx). (C.6)
Applying the BCs in Eq. €.1) to the above wave functions, namely,

dyi(¥)  dye(X)  dya(X)

dy1(X)
B dx T dx T dx

dx Ix=t,

=a(t), 0= =10, | )| _ =210 (©7)
we get fork (with ro(k) andra(k) the codficients given in Sed)
o(ix) = 1 —ro(ix) ra(ix) exp[-2«¢£1] = 0. (C.8)

Note that Eq. C.8) is the same than Eq.46) with k = ix. Hence, the eigenvalues derived from the Schrodinger
equation are exactly those calculated from the Green'silemapproach in Sed. We also obtain (using EqC(8)
as well as the fact that for arky 1 + ro(k) = to(k))

1 _ 1o(ix) B ra(ix) expl=2«t1] 1

A=T3 ra(ic) exp[-2«t1]  to(ix)’ T 1+ ra(ic) expl2xt1]  to(ix) (C.9)

In this way (also redefining = to(ix) Ns(ix))

Yi(¥) = Ns(iK) to(ix) expl-«kxl,  vs(x) = Ns(ix) to(ix) expd,  wa(x) = Ns(ix) (@xpl+xx] + ro(ix) expl-xx),

(C.10)
which agree with the wave functions in Eq52( and 63) in Sec.5.
Finally, the normalization constais(ix) follows from
- 0 ) Y2
Ns(ik) = {ZIO(iK)Z f dx exp[-2«x] + f dx( explrx + ro(ix) expf-«x]) }
0 0
= V2¢ {2 (1+ 1o(iK))? + (explAxta] - 1) + Aklarofix) + ro(ik)2(L - expl-2«ta))} . (C.11)

Although a somehow trick exercise, one should be able to shatWs yields N of Eq. (4).
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