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Abstract

We introduce a nonperturbative approximation scheme for performing scattering calcu-

lations in two dimensions that involves neglecting the contribution of the evanescent waves

to the scattering amplitude. This corresponds to replacing the interaction potential v with

an associated energy-dependent nonlocal potential Vk that does not couple to the evanescent

waves. The scattering solutions ψ(r) of the Schrödinger equation, (−∇2 + Vk)ψ(r) = k2ψ(r),

has the remarkable property that their Fourier transform ψ̃(p) vanishes unless p corresponds

to the momentum of a classical particle whose magnitude equals k. We construct a trans-

fer matrix for this class of nonlocal potentials and explore its representation in terms of the

evolution operator for an effective non-unitary quantum system. We show that the above

approximation reduces to the first Born approximation for weak potentials, and similarly to

the semiclassical approximation, becomes valid at high energies. Furthermore, we identify an

infinite class of complex potentials for which this approximation scheme is exact. We also

discuss the appealing practical and mathematical aspects of this scheme.

1 Introduction

Evanescent waves are time-harmonic waves, e−iωtψ(r), that undergo exponential damping or growth

in regions of space where the interaction ceases to exist. They arise in space dimensions higher

than one and are responsible for the major differences between the behavior of waves propagating

in one dimension and those propagating in two and higher dimensions. Suppose that ψ solves the

stationary Schrödinger equation,

[−∂2x − ∂2y + v(x, y)]ψ(x, y) = k2ψ(x, y), (x, y) ∈ R
2, (1)
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in two dimensions, where v is a real or complex scattering potential, k is the wavenumber, and

we use units where ~ = 2m = 1. In regions R where the potential vanishes, (1) reduces to the

Helmholtz equation, (∇2+k2)ψ = 0, whose solutions are superpositions of the plane-wave solutions,

e±i
√

k2−p2 xeipy with p ∈ (−k, k), (2)

and the evanescent-wave solutions,

e±
√

p2−k2 xeipy with p /∈ (−k, k). (3)

We can express the plane-wave solutions (2) in the familiar form eip·r, where p is the real wave vector

having the x- and y-components, px := ±
√
k2 − p2 and py := p. Therefore, we can identify p with

the momentum of a classical particle. It is clear that this correspondence does not extend to the

evanescent-wave solutions (3); they do not have a classical counterpart. The purpose of the present

article is to explore the consequences of ignoring the contribution of the evanescent waves (3) to

the scattering features of the potential. This corresponds to a particular “quasi-classical approxi-

mation” scheme which is not to be confused with the standard semiclassical (WKB) approximation

[1, 2, 3, 4]. To avoid possible confusing we call it the “propagating-wave approximation.”

If v is a short-range potential [5], i.e., rv(r) → 0 as r → ∞, the Schrödinger equation (1) admits

scattering solutions satisfying

ψ(r) → 1

2π

[
eik0·r +

√
i

kr
eikrf(θ)

]
for r → ∞, (4)

where r := x ex + y ey, eu is the unit vector along the u-axis for u ∈ {x, y}, k0 ∈ R2 is the incident

wave vector, (r, θ) are the polar coordinates of r, and f(θ) is the scattering amplitude. Note also

that |k0| = k and k0 ·r := kr cos(θ−θ0), where θ0 is the incident angle which specifies the direction

of k0 according to k0/k = cos θ0ex + sin θ0ey.

In a scattering experiment, the source of the incident wave and the detectors measuring the

scattered wave are located at spatial infinities. We choose our coordinate system in such a way

that they lie along the lines x = ±∞. As we illustrate in Fig. 1, the detectors may be put on

both of these lines, but the source of the incident wave is either at x = −∞ or x = +∞.1 These

correspond to left-incident and right-incident waves whose incidence angles θ0 respectively range

over the intervals (−π
2
, π
2
) and (π

2
, 3π

2
). We denote the corresponding scattering amplitudes by fl(θ)

and fr(θ), respectively.

Let F be the space of complex-valued functions of a real variable, F and F−1 denote the Fourier

transformation and its inverse, i.e., for all y, p ∈ R,

(
Ff

)
(p) :=

∫ ∞

−∞

dy e−ipyf(y),
(
F−1f

)
(y) :=

1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dp eipyf(p), (5)

1In Fig. 1 we consider an interaction potential vanishing outside the region bounded by the lines given by x = a±

for some a± ∈ R. This restriction has been enforced for future use and can be lifted for a general short-range

potential by letting a± tend to ±∞. In particular, our choice of coordinates does not restrict the nature of the

interaction potential.
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Figure 1: Schematic view of the scattering setup for a left-incident wave (on the left) and a right-

incident wave (on the right). The interaction potential vanishes outside the blue region. The

orange vertical lines represent the lines given by x = ±∞ on which the detectors (depicted by

orange half-ellipses) are placed. k0 and k are respectively the incident and scattered wave vectors.

For the left- and right-incident waves the incidence angle θ0 takes values in (−π
2
, π
2
) and (π

2
, 3π

2
),

respectively.

f ∈ F is a test function, and a tilde over a function of y stands for its Fourier transform, so that

f̃(p) :=
(
Ff

)
(p). Performing the Fourier transform of both sides of (1) with respect to y, we find

− ψ̃′′(x, p) + v(x, i∂p)ψ̃(x, p) = ̟(p)2ψ̃(x, p), (x, p) ∈ R
2, (6)

where a prime stands for differentiation with respect to x, ψ̃(x, p) marks the Fourier transform of

ψ(x, y) with respect to y evaluated at p, i.e., ψ̃(x, p) :=
(
Fψ(x, ·)

)
(p),

v(x, i∂p)f(p) :=
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dq ṽ(x, p− q)f(q), (7)

and

̟(p) :=

{ √
k2 − p2 for |p| < k,

i
√
p2 − k2 for |p| ≥ k.

(8)

Consider potentials v that vanish outside a region bounded by a pair of lines parallel to the

y-axis, i.e., there is an interval [a−, a+] of real numbers such that v(x, y) = 0 for x /∈ [a−, a+], as

depicted in Fig. 1. Then, ṽ(x, p) = 0 for x /∈ [a−, a+], and (6) gives

[∂2x +̟(p)2]ψ̃(x, p) = 0 for x /∈ [a−, a+].

Solving this equation and performing the inverse Fourier transform with respect to p, we can write

ψ in the form

ψ = ψos + ψev, (9)
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where ψos, ψev : R2 → C are a pair of functions satisfying,

ψos(x, y) =





∫ k

−k

dp

4π2̟(p)
[A−(p)e

i̟(p)x +B−(p)e
−i̟(p)x]eipy for x ≤ a−,

∫ k

−k

dp

4π2̟(p)
[A+(p)e

i̟(p)x +B+(p)e
−i̟(p)x]eipy for x ≥ a+,

(10)

ψev(x, y) =





∫

|p|≥k

dp

4π2̟(p)
C−(p)e

|̟(p)|xeipy for x ≤ a−,

∫

|p|≥k

dp

4π2̟(p)
C+(p)e

−|̟(p)|xeipy for x ≥ a+,

(11)

and A±, B±, C± : R → C are functions such that

A±(p) = B±(p) = 0 for |p| ≥ k, C±(p) = 0 for |p| < k. (12)

In particular, A± and B± belong to

Fk :=
{
φ ∈ F

∣∣ φ(p) = 0 for x /∈ (−k, k)
}
.

According to (9) – (11),

ψ(x, y) →
∫ k

−k

dp

4π2̟(p)

[
A±(p)e

i̟(p)x +B±(p)e
−i̟(p)x

]
eipy for x→ ±∞. (13)

This relation is generally valid for bounded solutions of the Schrödinger equation (1) provided that

v is a short-range potential [5]. It shows that A± and B± determine the asymptotic form of the

solutions ψ of the Schrödinger equation (1). This in turn suggests that they store the information

about the scattering features of the potential. To see this, we use A
l/r
± and B

l/r
± to denote the

coefficient functions A± and B± for the left/right incident waves. Then, as we show in Ref. [6]2, if

we use p0 to label the y-component of the incident wave vector k0, so that p0 := k sin θ0, and notice

that the y-component of the scattered wave vector k := kr/r is given by p = k sin θ, we have

Al
−(p) = Br

+(p) = 2π̟(p0)δ(p− p0) = 2πδ(θ − θ0), Bl
+(p) = Ar

−(p) = 0, (14)

fl(θ) = − i√
2π

×
{
Al

+(k sin θ)− 2πδ(θ − θ0) for θ ∈ (−π
2
, π
2
),

Bl
−(k sin θ) for θ ∈ (π

2
, 3π

2
),

(15)

fr(θ) = − i√
2π

×
{

Ar
+(k sin θ) for θ ∈ (−π

2
, π
2
),

Br
−(k sin θ)− 2πδ(θ − θ0) for θ ∈ (π

2
, 3π

2
).

(16)

In analogy with one dimension [7, 8], we can identify the scattering operator, also known as the

S-matrix, with a 2× 2 matrix satisfying

Ŝ

[
A−

B+

]
=

[
A+

B−

]
. (17)

2Ref. [6] uses Ă
l/r
± and B̆

l/r
± for what we call A

l/r
± and B

l/r
± , respectively.

4



Notice however that unlike its one-dimensional counterpart, the S-matrix Ŝ is not a numerical

matrix; it is a 2 × 2 matrix whose entries Ŝij are linear operators acting in Fk. This makes Ŝ a

linear operator acting in the space of two-component functions,

F
2×1
k :=

{[
φ+

φ−

]∣∣∣∣φ± ∈ Fk

}
.

In view of (14) – (16), we can express the scattering amplitudes fl/r in terms of Ŝ, [9].

The evanescent waves ψev(x, y) decay as x → ±∞, and as a result their Fourier coefficients

C±(p) do not enter the asymptotic expression (13) for ψ and the scattering amplitudes fl/r. This

does not however mean that they do not affect the outcome of the scattering calculations. This is

because C± contribute to the value of the wave function ψ(x, y) on the lines x = a±. This makes

them influence the way A
l/r
± and B

l/r
± relate to one another. Therefore, they do contribute to the S-

matrix and the scattering amplitudes. Ignoring the contribution of C± to the scattering amplitudes

would in general lead to errors which, depending on the behavior of the potential, may or may not

be negligible. We wish to study the (propagating-wave) approximation scheme in which these errors

are ignored. The outcome of this approximation turns out to be equivalent to the solution of the

scattering problem for a certain nonlocal potential that does not couple to evanescent waves. As we

show below, the propagating-wave approximation has certain appealing properties. For example, it

produces reliable results for weak potentials and high energy incident waves. Therefore, its domain

of applicability overlaps those of the first Born approximation and the semiclassical approximation.

An important advantage of the propagating-wave approximation is that it is capable of providing

an exact solution of the scattering problem for certain highly nontrivial complex potentials with

possible optical realizations.

2 Coupling of potentials to evanescent waves

According to (10) and (11), for x /∈ [a−, a+], ψos(x, y) is a superposition of Fourier modes eipy with

|p| < k, while ψev(x, y) is a superposition of Fourier modes eipy with |p| ≥ k. To identify ψos and

ψev as functions defined in R
2, we demand that ψos(x, y) and ψev(x, y) possess the same property

for |x| ≤ a. It proves useful to use Dirac’s bra-ket notation for this purpose.

For each x ∈ R, let |ψ(x)〉 : R → C denote the function that assigns ψ(x, y) to each y ∈ R

according to 〈y|ψ(x)〉 := ψ(x, y). Then we can express (1) as

[−∂2x + p̂ 2 + v(x, ŷ)]|ψ(x)〉 = k2|ψ(x)〉, x ∈ R, (18)

where ŷ and p̂ are the standard position and momentum operators,

〈y|ŷ|φ〉 = y〈y|φ〉, 〈y|p̂|φ〉 := −i∂y〈y|φ〉.

As an operator acting in L2(R), p̂ is self-adjoint and its spectrum coincides with R. We use |p〉 to
denote its generalized eigenfunctions, where p ∈ R, so that 〈y|p〉 = (2π)−1/2eipy. We denote the

orthogonal projection operators associated with p̂ by |p〉〈p|, introduce the projection operator,

Π̂k :=

∫ k

−k

dp |p〉〈p|, (19)
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and use 1̂ and 0̂ to label the identity and zero operator acting in L2(R), respectively.

Recalling that for each |φ〉 ∈ L2(R), φ̃(p) :=
∫∞

−∞
e−ipy〈y|φ〉 is the Fourier transform of 〈y|φ〉,

we can use (19) to infer that

〈y|Π̂k|φ〉 =
1

2π

∫ k

−k

dp eipyφ̃(p). (20)

In view of the completeness of |p〉〈p|, we also have

〈y|(1̂− Π̂k)|φ〉 =
1

2π

∫

|p|≥k

dp eipyφ̃(p). (21)

Furthermore, because Π̂2
k = Π̂k,

Π̂k(1̂− Π̂k) = (1̂− Π̂k)Π̂k = 0̂, (1̂− Π̂k)
2 = 1̂− Π̂k. (22)

Next, we use the projection operator Π̂k to identify the oscillating and evanescent parts, ψos

and ψev, of the solutions of the Schrödinger equation (18) as follows.

|ψos(x)〉 := Π̂k|ψ(x)〉, |ψev(x)〉 := (1̂− Π̂k)|ψ(x)〉. (23)

Clearly,

|ψ(x)〉 = |ψos(x)〉+ |ψev(x)〉. (24)

We also introduce,

V̂k(x) := Π̂kv(x, ŷ)Π̂k, Ŵk(x) := (1̂− Π̂k) v(x, ŷ) (1̂− Π̂k), (25)

V̂−(x) := Π̂k v(x, ŷ) (1̂− Π̂k), V̂+(x) := (1̂− Π̂k) v(x, ŷ) Π̂k. (26)

Applying Π̂k and 1̂− Π̂k to both sides of (18) and using (23) and (24), we find

[
−∂2x + p̂2 + V̂k(x)

]
|ψos(x)〉+ V̂−(x)|ψev(x)〉 = k2|ψos(x)〉, (27)

[
−∂2x + p̂2 + Ŵk(x)

]
|ψev(x)〉+ V̂+(x)|ψos(x)〉 = k2|ψev(x)〉. (28)

As seen from (27) the potential couples to the evanescent part of the wave through the operator

V̂−(x). With the aid of (20), (21), and (26), we can express the action of V̂−(x) on a test function

|φ〉 in the form,

V̂−(x)|φ〉 =

∫ k

−k

dp

∫ −k

−∞

dq ṽ(x, p− q)〈q|φ〉 |p〉+
∫ k

−k

dp

∫ ∞

k

dq ṽ(x, p− q)〈q|φ〉 |p〉. (29)

Suppose that this quantity vanishes for all φ. If φ(q) = 0 for q ≥ k, the second term on the right-

hand side of (29) is zero. This shows that for all such φ, the first integral on the right-hand side of

(29) must also vanish. This happens only if ṽ(x, p− q) = 0 for |p| ≤ k and q ≤ −k.3 It is easy to

see that this condition is equivalent to ṽ(x, p′) = 0 for p′ ≥ 0. Similarly, considering arbitrary test

3Here we make use of the fact that because ṽ(x, p′) is the Fourier transform of v(x, y) with respect to y, it is a

continuous function of p′.
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functions φ such that φ(q) = 0 for q ≤ k, we can use V̂−(x)|φ〉 = 0 to conclude that ṽ(x, p′) = 0

for p′ ≤ 0. This argument shows that the term V̂−(x)|ψev(x)〉 on the left-hand side of (27) vanishes

and the potential does not couple to the evanescent part of the wave provided that ṽ(x, p′) = 0 for

all p′ ∈ R. But this implies that v(x, y) = 0 for all y ∈ R, i.e., the potential vanishes. Therefore, as

far as the solution of the Schrödinger equation (1) is concerned, one can never neglect the coupling

of a (nonzero) potential to the evanescent part of the wave. This no-go argument does not however

imply that neglecting V̂−(x)|ψev(x)〉 will always introduce errors in the solution of the scattering

problem for the potential. This is simply because the scattering amplitudes fl/r are only sensitive

to the asymptotic form of the scattering solutions of the Schrödinger equation, and it is in principle

possible that the contribution of the term V̂−(x)|ψev(x)〉 to these solutions become negligible or

disappear altogether as x→ ±∞.

In the propagating-wave approximation, where V̂−(x)|ψev(x)〉 is neglected, (27) reduces to
[
−∂2x + p̂2 + V̂k(x)

]
|ψos(x)〉 = k2|ψos(x)〉. (30)

This is equivalent to the Schrödineger equation,

(
p̂2 + V̂k

)
|ψ〉 = k2|ψ〉, (31)

for the energy-dependent nonlocal potential,

V̂k := Π̂k v(x̂, ŷ) Π̂k, (32)

because

〈x, y|V̂k|ψ〉 := 〈y|Π̂kv(x, ŷ)Π̂k|ψ(x)〉 = 〈y|V̂k(x)|ψ(x)〉 (33)

=
1

4π2

∫ k

−k

dp

∫ k

−k

dq eiyp ṽ(x, p− q)ψ̃(x, q). (34)

As k → ∞, the right-hand side of (34) tends to v(x, y)〈x, y|ψ〉, V̂k → v(x̂, ŷ), and (31) coincide

with the original Schrödinger equation (1). Therefore, the propagating-wave approximation is valid

at high energies. In this respect it is similar to the semiclassical approximation.

Next, consider a pair of short-range potentials, v1 and v2, and let V̂1,k := Π̂kv1(x̂, ŷ)Π̂k and

V̂2,k := Π̂kv2(x̂, ŷ)Π̂k. Suppose that

ṽ1(x, p) = ṽ2(x, p) for |p| < 2k. (35)

Then, in view of (34), V̂1,k = V̂2,k. This implies that the application of the propagating-wave

approximation for these potentials yields identical results. For example, let

v1(x, y) = g(x)δ(y), v2(x, y) =
g(x) sin(Ky)

πy
,

where g : R → C is a function such that xg(x) → 0 as x→ ±∞, and K ∈ R+. Because

ṽ1(x, p) = g(x), ṽ2(x, p) =

{
g(x) for |p| < K,

0 for |p| > K,

7



v1 and v2 satisfy (35) for K ≥ 2k. Therefore, the propagating-wave approximation does not dis-

tinguish between their scattering properties for wavenumbers k ≤ K/2. This observation becomes

particularly useful, for the case where g(x) = zδ(x) and z is a real or complex coupling constant, i.e.,

when v1 is a delta-function potential in two dimensions, because for this potential the propagating-

wave approximation turns out to give the exact expression for the scattering amplitude. This is

actually not an exclusive feature of the delta-function potential; there is a large class of potentials

for which the propagating-wave approximation is exact. In the remainder of this article we employ

the dynamical formulation of stationary scattering (DFSS) of Ref. [6] to identify these potentials

and arrive at a better understanding of the propagating-wave approximation.

3 Dynamical formulation of stationary scattering

In one dimension, there is an alternative to the S-matrix, called the transfer matrix, which also

stores the information about the scattering properties of the potential [10, 11, 12]. In addition, it

enjoys a useful composition property which allows for the calculation of the scattering properties

of a short-range potential v using the scattering properties of a finite number of its truncations

vi that add up to v and have smaller non-overlapping supports [12].4 This feature of the transfer

matrix is the main reason for its wide range of applications [13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21,

22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 30, 31, 32]. The practical advantages of using the transfer matrix

in one dimensions has motivated the development of its multichannel [34, 35, 36, 37, 38] and

higher-dimensional generalizations [39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45]. The latter involve a discretization of

either the configuration or momentum space variables along the normal directions to the principle

scattering/propagation axis and yield large numerical transfer matrices whose treatment requires

appropriate numerical schemes.

Ref. [6] pursues a different route to obtain a higher-dimensional notion of transfer matrix which

does not require any discretization (and a corresponding approximation) scheme.5 Its point of

departure is a natural higher-dimensional extension of the definition of the transfer matrix in one

dimension. Specifically, in two dimensions, it identifies the transfer matrix with a 2× 2 matrix M̂

with operator entries M̂ij : Fk → Fk such that

M̂

[
A−

B−

]
=

[
A+

B+

]
. (36)

If we insert A
l/r
± and B

l/r
± respectively for A± and B± in this relation and make use of (14), we

arrive at

M̂22B
l
− = −2πM̂21 δp0, M̂22B

r
− = 2πδp0 (37)

Al
+ = 2πM̂11 δp0 + M̂12B

l
−, Ar

+ = M̂12B
r
−, (38)

where δp0 stands for the Dirac delta function centered at p0, i.e., δp0(p) := δ(p − p0). Notice that

being the y-component of the incident wave vector k0, p0 satisfies p0 = k sin θ0. In particular,

|p0| < k.

4For a discussion of the generalization of the transfer matrix for long-range potentials in one dimensions, see [33].
5See also Ref. [46].

8



Eqs. (37) and (38) provide a method for calculating the scattering amplitude of the potential;

solving (37) for B
l/r
− , using the result in (38) to determine A

l/r
+ , and substituting A

l/r
+ and B

l/r
− in

(15) and (16), we can calculate fl/r, [6].

A remarkable property of the transfer matrix M̂ is that, similarly to its well-known one-

dimensional counterpart [47, 48], it can be expressed in terms of the evolution operator for an

effective non-unitary quantum system [6]. This requires the introduction of an auxiliary transfer

matrix M̂ which satisfies,

M̂

[
A−

B−

]
=

[
A+

B+

]
, (39)

where

B−(p) = B−(p) + C−(p) =

{
B−(p) for |p| < k,

C−(p) for |p| ≥ k,
(40)

A+(p) = A+(p) + C+(p) =

{
A+(p) for |p| < k,

C+(p) for |p| ≥ k.
(41)

According to (39), we should view M̂ as a linear operator acting in the space of two-component

functions,

F
2×1 :=

{[
ξ+
ξ−

]∣∣∣∣ ξ± ∈ F

}
.

The auxiliary transfer matrix has two important properties [6]:

1. It admits an expression in terms of the evolution operator Û(x, x0) for the Hamiltonian

operator,

Ĥ(x) :=
1

2
e−i ̟̂xσ3 v(x, ŷ) ̟̂−1

K ei ̟̂xσ3, (42)

where x plays the role of time, ̟̂ := ̟(p̂), p̂ is the y-component of the standard momentum

operator,

K :=

[
1 1

−1 −1

]
= σ3 + iσ2, (43)

and σj denote the Pauli matrices;

σ1 :=

[
0 1

1 0

]
, σ2 :=

[
0 −i
i 0

]
, σ3 :=

[
1 0

0 −1

]
. (44)

The evolution operator Û(x, x0) for the Hamiltonian (42) gives the auxiliary transfer matrix

according to M̂ = Û(a+, a−). In particular, employing the Dyson series expansion of U(x, x0)

and noting that Ĥ(x) = 0 for x /∈ [a−, a+], we have

M̂ = Î+

∞∑

n=1

(−i)n
∫ ∞

−∞

dxn

∫ xn

−∞

dxn−1 · · ·
∫ x2

−∞

dx1 Ĥ(xn)Ĥ(xn−1) · · ·Ĥ(x1). (45)

2. Let Π̂k : F → F be the following extension of the projection operator (19) to F ,

(
Π̂kξ

)
(p) :=

{
ξ(p) for |p| < k,

0 for |p| ≥ k,
(46)
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and Π̂k : F 2×1 → F 2×1 be the projection operator defined by

Π̂k

[
ξ+
ξ−

]
:=

[
Π̂kξ+
Π̂kξ−

]
. (47)

Then, we can express the transfer matrix M̂ in terms of M̂ and Π̂k according to

M̂ = Π̂k M̂ Π̂k. (48)

The presence of the operator v(x, ŷ) on the right-hand side of (42) shows that if we scale the

potential as

v(x, y) → α v(x, y), (49)

for some α ∈ R+, then the effective Hamiltonian also scales by a factor of α. This in turn allows us

to view the Dyson series (45) as a power series in the strength of the potential. Affecting the scaling

transformation (49) in (45), we find a series in powers of α which we can identify as a perturbation

series. Suppose that we neglect all but the first N + 1 terms of the series in (45) and substitute

the result in (48) to determine an approximate expression for the transfer matrix M̂. If we use

this expression to solve (37) and (38) for B
l/r
− and A

l/r
+ and insert the outcome in (15) and (16),

we obtain approximate formulas for the scattering amplitudes fl/r. If we expand these formulas

in powers of α, neglect the terms of order αN+1 and higher, and finally set α = 1, we recover the

result of the N -th Born approximation. In particular, the first Born approximation corresponds to

setting N = 1. In this case, (45) and (48) give

M̂ ≈ Π̂k − i

∫ ∞

−∞

dx Ĥk(x), (50)

where

Ĥk(x) := Π̂kĤ(x)Π̂k. (51)

In view of (25), (42), (46), (47), (51), and the fact that [p̂, Π̂k] = [ ̟̂ , Π̂k] = 0̂,

Ĥk(x) =
1

2
e−i ̟̂xσ3 Π̂k v(x, ŷ) Π̂k ̟̂−1

K ei ̟̂xσ3

=
1

2
e−i ̟̂xσ3 V̂k(x) ̟̂−1

K ei ̟̂xσ3 . (52)

Substituting this relation in the right-hand side of (50) and recalling (33), we can identify the

resulting approximate expression for M̂ as the one we would obtain, if we let the nonlocal potential

V̂k play the role of the original potential v(x̂, ŷ). This argument shows that the propagating-wave

approximation is consistent with the first Born approximation, i.e., it is a valid approximation for

weak potentials.

Next, we examine the utility of DFSS in the study of the scattering properties of the nonlocal

potentials V̂k. Then, in view of (33), Ĥ(x) = Ĥk(x). In particular, Π̂kĤ(x)Π̂k = Ĥ(x). This

equation together with (45) and (48) show that for the nonlocal potentials V̂k, the (fundamental)

transfer matrix M̂ coincides with the auxiliary transfer matrix M̂. Therefore, for these potentials,

M̂ = Î+
∞∑

n=1

(−i)n
∫ ∞

−∞

dxn

∫ xn

−∞

dxn−1 · · ·
∫ x2

−∞

dx1 Ĥk(xn)Ĥk(xn−1) · · ·Ĥk(x1). (53)
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4 Exactness of the propagating-wave approximation

In Ref [6] we show that for potentials of the form v(x, y) = δ(x)g(y) with g ∈ F , (50) holds as an

exact equality.6 Therefore for these potentials the propagating-wave approximation provides the

exact expression for the scattering amplitudes. The following result identifies an infinite class of

complex potentials with this property.

Theorem: Let v : R2 → C be a potential such that its Fourier transform with respect to y vanishes

on one of the half-axes given by ±p ≤ 0, i.e., either

ṽ(x, p) = 0 for p ≤ 0, (54)

or

ṽ(x, p) = 0 for p ≥ 0. (55)

Then the propagating-wave approximation is exact for v.

To prove this theorem, first we use (45) and (48) to express the fundamental transfer matrix in the

form,

M̂ = Î+

∞∑

n=1

(−i)n
∫ ∞

−∞

dxn

∫ xn

−∞

dxn−1 · · ·
∫ x2

−∞

dx1 Π̂kĤ(xn)Ĥ(xn−1) · · ·Ĥ(x1)Π̂k. (56)

According to (42) and (52), the propagating-wave approximation is exact, if we can replace the

Ĥ(xj)’s in this equation with Ĥk(xj). To arrive at a more explicit description of this condition,

we derive an alternative expression for the product of Ĥ(xj)’s.

Consider the operators,

ŝ(x) := ̟̂−1 sin(x ̟̂ ), L̂(x) := e−ix ̟̂σ3

[
0 0

1 1

]
eix ̟̂σ3 =

[
0 0

e2ix ̟̂ 1

]
, (57)

which respectively act in F and F 2×1. Then a straightforward usage of the properties of the Pauli

matrices and Eqs. (42) and (43) allows us to show that

Ĥ(xn)Ĥ(xn−1) · · · Ĥ(x1) =
in

2
e−ixn ̟̂σ3Ĥn(xn, xn−1, · · · , x1)K eix1 ̟̂σ3 ̟̂−1

L̂(x1), (58)

where Ĥ1(x1) := v(x1, ŷ), and for n ≥ 2,

Ĥn(xn, xn−1, · · · , x1) :=v(xn, ŷ) ŝ(xn−xn−1)v(xn−1, ŷ) ŝ(xn−1−xn−2) v(xn−2, ŷ) · · ·
· · · v(x2, ŷ) ŝ(x2−x1) v(x1, ŷ). (59)

Notice that Ĥn(xn, xn−1, · · · , x1)’s act in F and contain all the information about the potential.7

Therefore, in order to establish the exactness of the propagating-wave approximation for potentials

fulfilling (54) or (55), it suffices to show that

Π̂kĤn(xn, xn−1, · · · , x1)Π̂k =V̂k(xn) ŝ(xn−xn−1)V̂k(xn−1) ŝ(xn−1−xn−2) V̂k(xn−2) · · ·
· · · V̂k(x2) ŝ(x2−x1) V̂k(x1). (60)

6A simple example is the delta-function potential v(x, y) = z δ(x)δ(y).
7The presence of L̂(x1) on the right-hand side (58) is necessary for the correct identification of the domain of

definition of Ĥ(xn)Ĥ(xn−1) · · · Ĥ(x1), [53]. It does not however play a role in the proof of the above Theorem.
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This holds trivially for n = 1. We give its proof for n ≥ 2 in the appendix for potentials satisfying

(54). This completes the proof of the exactness of propagating-wave approximation for these

potentials.

Next, suppose that v(x, y) fulfills (55), and let w(x, y) := v(x,−y). Then w̃(x, p) = ṽ(x,−p) = 0

for p ≤ 0. Therefore, propagating-wave approximation is exact for w. Because the solution of

the scattering problem for v can be easily mapped8 to that of w, this implies exactness of the

propagating-wave approximation for v.

In one dimension, short-range potentials whose Fourier transform vanishes on the negative or

positive half-axis have the remarkable property of being unidirectionally invisible for all frequencies

[49, 50, 51, 52]. The above theorem reveals the exactness of propagating-wave approximation for

the treatment of their two-dimensional analogs. Constructing concrete examples of the latter is

quite easy; given u, g ∈ F , the potential defined by v(x, y) := g(x)
∫∞

0
dp eipyu(p) fulfills (54). We

can also select g and u in such a way that v is a short-range potential. For instance, suppose that

g has a compact support, i.e., there are a± ∈ R such that a− < a+, g(x) = 0 for x /∈ [a−, a+], and

u(p) := pℓe−β|p|/ℓ! where ℓ is a positive integer and β is a positive real parameter. Then,

v(x, y) =
g(x)

(β − iy)ℓ+1
, (61)

which is a short-range potential. By construction it satisfies (54) and the propagating-wave ap-

proximation provides an exact description of its scattering properties. Notice also that whenever g

is a real-valued even function, this potential is PT -symmetric.

Next, consider a potential v(x, y) that does not satisfy (54). Then the propagating-wave approx-

imation is not exact, but it may still provide a reliable approximate description of the scattering

features of the potential. For example, consider a potential of the form

v(x, y) = g(x) eiαye−β2y2/2, g(x) :=

{
z for x ∈ (a−, a+),

0 otherwise,
(62)

where α and β are positive real parameters, and z is a real or complex coupling constant. Then

ṽ(x, p) =
√
2π g(x)β−1e−(p−α)2/2β2

. For p ≤ 0, this implies |ṽ(x, p)| ≤ |z| β−1e−α2/2β2

. Therefore,

if α ≫ β ' |z|, ṽ(x, p) ≈ 0 for p ≤ 0, and the propagating-wave approximation is expected to be

reliable.

5 Practical and mathematical aspects of propagating-wave

approximation

At first glance there seems to be no major difference between practical aspects of the dynamical for-

mulation of scattering for a given short-range potential v and the corresponding nonlocal potential

8If f
l/r
v (θ0, θ) and f

l/r
w (θ0, θ) respectively denote the scattering amplitudes of the potentials v and w. Then

f l
v(θ0, θ) =

{
f l
w(−θ0,−θ) for θ ∈ (−π

2
, π
2
),

f l
w(−θ0, 2π − θ) for θ ∈ (π

2
, 3π

2
),

f r
v (θ0, θ) =

{
f r
w(2π − θ0,−θ) for θ ∈ (−π

2
, π
2
),

f r
w(2π − θ0, 2π − θ) for θ ∈ (π

2
, 3π

2
).
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V̂k. The calculation of the transfer matrix M̂ for both of these potentials amounts to summing up

certain Dyson series. But there is a very important difference between the Dyson series expansion

of the transfer matrices for v and V̂k. As we demonstrate in Ref. [53], this has to do with the fact

that we can setup the dynamical formulation of stationary scattering for V̂k in the space L2(−k, k)
of square-integrable complex-valued functions defined on the interval (−k, k). This already implies

that one can develop effective numerical schemes for computing the transfer matrix for V̂k, because

they only need to deal with functions having a finite domain, namely (−k, k).
A more important advantage of dealing with the nonlocal operator V̂k is that it defines a

normal Hilbert-Schmidt (in particular compact) operator acting in L2(−k, k), [53]. This implies

that there is an orthonormal basis of L2(−k, k) consisting of the eigenvectors of V̂k, the spectrum

of V̂k consists only of eigenvalues [54], and the nonzero eigenvalues of V̂k are finitely degenerate and

have 0 as their accumulation point. Another benefit of dealing with V̂k is that the operator ŝ(x)

that enters the calculation of the product of the effective Hamiltonians Ĥk(xj) through (58) and

(59) becomes a bounded self-adjoint operator acting in L2(−k, k). This in turn implies that the

operators Ĥn(xn, xn−1, · · · , x1), which determine the Dyson series expansion of the transfer matrix

for V̂k, are Hilbert-Schmidt and hence compact operators acting in L2(−k, k). A basic result of the

theory of compact operators is that they can be approximated by finite-range operators [55, 56]

which in effect means that we can develop accurate approximate descriptions of these operators

using finite numerical matrices [57, 58]. This observation opens up a new research front for effective

numerical treatments of the scattering problem for V̂k, i.e., the application of the propagating-wave

approximation.

Another implication of the desirable mathematical properties of the operators Ĥk(xj) is the

development of a mathematically rigorous dynamical formulation of stationary scattering for the

nonlocal potentials V̂k, [53]. This means dealing with the notorious domain issues of the related

unbounded operators and proving the existence of the transfer matrix as a densely-defined operator.

6 Concluding Remarks

Evanescent waves are at the heart of the major differences between wave propagation in one and

higher-than-one dimensions. In this article, we have explored the consequences of ignoring the

contribution of the evanescent waves to the scattering properties of a given short-range potential

in two dimensions. This has led us to introduce a nonperturbative approximation scheme in which

the potential is replaced with an energy-dependent nonlocal potential V̂k that does not couple to

the evanescent waves. The scattering solutions of the Schrödinger equation for this potential have

purely oscillating Fourier modes. Therefore they correspond to propagating waves.

The requirement that V̂k is nonlocal stems from the fact that every local potential necessarily

couples to the evanescent waves. This does not however mean that this coupling always affects

the scattering properties of the potential; there are potentials for which the propagating-wave

approximation is exact. Specially, we have shown that whenever the Fourier transform of a potential

v(x, y) with respect to y vanishes on the negative or positive real axis, the propagating-wave

approximation produces the exact expression for its scattering amplitudes. It is quite remarkable

that enforcing the very same condition in one dimension ensures the unidirectional invisibility of
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the potential at all frequencies [49, 50, 51]!

The propagating-wave approximation has important practical advantages, for its numerical im-

plementations can benefit from the fact that the functions entering the propagating-wave scattering

calculations have a common finite domain, namely the interval (−k, k), and the operators appear-

ing in the expression for the transfer matrix can be accurately approximated by matrices. These

observations provide ample motivation for developing effective numerical schemes for performing

propagating-wave approximation.

Finally, we wish to note that the validity of the results we have reported in this article are

not confined to short-range potentials. For example, they apply to potentials whose support lies

between a pair of lines that are parallel to the y-axis, such as those considered in Ref. [9]. We can

also use the machinery of the dynamical formulation of stationary scattering in three dimensions

[6] to arrive at the three-dimensional extensions of these results.
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(TÜBİTAK) in the framework of the project 120F061 and by Turkish Academy of Sciences (TÜBA).

Appendix: Proof of Eq. (60) for n ≥ 2

Suppose that v is a potential satisfying (54). Then to prove (60) for n ≥ 2, we proceed as follows.

1. We use (59) to infer that for every m ≥ 2 and x1, x2, · · · , xm ∈ R,

Π̂kĤm(xm, xm−1, · · · , x1)Π̂k = Π̂kĤm−1(xm, xm−1, · · · , x2)ŝ(x2−x1) v(x1, ŷ)Π̂k. (63)

This relation suggests that if we can verify

Π̂kĤm−1(xm, · · · , x2)ŝ(x2−x1) v(x1, ŷ)Π̂k = Π̂kĤm−1(xm, · · · , x2)Π̂kŝ(x2−x1) v(x1, ŷ)Π̂k, (64)

then by repeated use of this equation and (63) we can prove (60).

2. For each real number α, we introduce Sα := {φ ∈ F | φ(p) = 0 for p ≤ α} and show that

whenever (54) holds, f(p̂)v(x, ŷ) maps Sα to Sα for every f ∈ F . To see this we observe that

for all φ ∈ Sα,

〈p|f(p̂)v(x, ŷ)|φ〉 = f(p)v(x, i∂p)φ(p) =
f(p)

2π

∫ ∞

−∞

dqṽ(x, p−q)φ(q) = f(p)

2π

∫ ∞

α

dqṽ(x, p−q)φ(q),

where we have made use of (7). If p ≤ α, p − q ≤ 0, (54) implies ṽ(x, p − q) = 0, and we

obtain 〈p|f(p̂)v(x, ŷ)|φ〉 = 0. Therefore, f(p̂)v(x, ŷ)φ ∈ Sα.

3. We observe that for all φ ∈ F , Π̂kφ ∈ S−k. Moreover, because ŝ(x) = ̟̂−1 sin(x ̟̂ )
and ̟̂ = ̟(p̂), ŝ(x) is a function of p̂. This implies that for potentials satisfying (54),

ŝ(x2−x1) v(x1, ŷ)Π̂kφ ∈ S−k. By virtue of this relation and the fact that (1̂ − Π̂k)ξ = 0 for

ξ ∈ S−k, we have (1̂− Π̂k)ŝ(x2−x1) v(x1, ŷ)Π̂kφ = 0. Since φ is arbitrary, this is equivalent to

ŝ(x2−x1) v(x1, ŷ)Π̂k = Π̂kŝ(x2−x1) v(x1, ŷ)Π̂k.

This equation clearly implies (64).
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milieux stratifıés Application aux couches minces,” Ann. Phys. (Paris) 12, 596-640 (1950).

[15] W. T. Thompson, “Transmission of elastic waves through a stratified solid medium,” J. Appl.

Phys. 21, 89-93 (1950).

[16] S. Teitler and B. W. Henvis, “Refraction in stratified, anisotropic media,” J. Opt. Soc. Am.

60, 830-834 (1970).

15

http://arxiv.org/abs/1711.05450


[17] D. W. Berreman, “Optics in stratified and anisotropic media: 4 × 4-matrix formulation,” J.

Opt. Soc. Am. 62, 502-510 (1972).

[18] P. Yeh, A. Yariv, A., and C.-S. Hong, “Electromagnetic propagation in periodic stratified

media. I. General theory,” J. Opt. Soc. Am. 67, 423-438 (1977).

[19] E. Abrahams and M. J. Stephen, “Resistance fluctuations in disordered one-dimensional con-

ductors,” J. Phys. C: Solid St. Phys. 13, L377-L381 (1980).

[20] P. Erdös and R. C. ,Herndon, “Theories of electrons in one-dimensional disordered systems,”

Adv. Phys. 31, 65-163 (1982).

[21] J. B. Pendry, “1D localisation and the symmetric group,” J. Phys. C: Solid State Phys. 15

4821-4834 (1982).

[22] D. Levesque and L. Piche, “A robust transfer matrix formulation for the ultrasonic response

of multilayered absorbing media,” J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 92, 452-467 (1992).

[23] B. Hosten and M. Castaings, “Transfer matrix of multilayered absorbing and anisotropic media.

Measurements and simulations of ultrasonic wave propagation through composite materials,”

J. Acoust. Soc. Am. 94, 1488-1495 (1993).

[24] W.-D. Sheng and J.-B. Xia, “A transfer matrix approach to conductance in quantum waveg-

uides,” J. Phys.: Condens. Matter 8 3635-3645 (1996).

[25] M. Schubert, “Polarization-dependent optical parameters of arbitrarily anisotropic homoge-

neous layered systems,” Phys. Rev. B 53, 4265-4274 (1996).

[26] L. Wang and S. I. Rokhlin, “Stable reformulation of transfer matrix method for wave propa-

gation in layered anisotropic media,” Ultansonics 39, 413-424 (2001).
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