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D-dimensional three-body bound-state problem with zero range interactions
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We solved analytically the three-body mass-imbalanced problem embedded in D dimensions for
zero-range resonantly interacting particles. We derived the negative energy eigenstates of the three-
body Schrédinger equation by imposing the Bethe-Peierls boundary conditions in D-dimensions for
zero-energy two-body bound states. The solution retrieves the Efimov-like discrete scaling factor
dependence with dimension. The analytical form of the mass-imbalanced three-body bound state
wave function can be used to probe the effective dimension of asymmetric cold atomic traps for
Feshbach resonances tuned close to the Efimov limit.

I. INTRODUCTION

Magnetically tunable Feshbach resonances in ultracold
atomic gases open up several possibilities to explore few-
and many-body physics [1I]. The access to the universal
regime, therein the scattering length exceeds in magni-
tude all other length scales of the system, was a signifi-
cant breakthrough in cold atom physics [2H4]. Not only
the interactions and energies can be freely tuned in ultra-
cold atomic traps, but also the geometry of the system.
The ability of squeezing the shape of the atomic cloud
opens new opportunities for studies of few-body effects
in such engineered systems.

In the context of few-body problems, one intriguing
phenomenon is the Efimov effect [5H7]. It consists of
an infinite series of weakly bound three-body states fol-
lowing a universal geometrical scaling law close to the
two or three-body threshold. Several ultracold atomic
experiments have by now observed the Efimov effect in
homo [8HIT] and heteronuclear systems [I2HI4]. In dilute
gases, weakly bound Efimov trimer states mediate inelas-
tic collisions giving rise to a rich spectrum of atom loss
resonances as a function of the tunable scattering length.
The universal aspects of Efimov physics, first proposed
in the nuclear physics context, appear over an incredi-
ble variety of systems covering a wide range of physical
scales: atomic gases [I5], Bose polarons [16, [I7], dipolar
molecules [I8] and strongly interacting photons [I9], to
name a few examples.

Despite of many advances in theory and experiments,
which allow the continuous changing of the geometry of
the system and the effective dimension of the trap, asso-
ciating the Efimov geometrical scaling with the squeezed
system remain an important property yet to be observed.
Historically, it is known theoretically the determinant
role of the dimension to establish the Efimov effect -
as predicted in the early 1980’s [20)] 21I], the Efimov ef-
fect exists in three dimensions but is absent in two. The
possibility to experimentally observe this prediction only
appeared after the construction of Bose-Einstein conden-
sates in traps with one [22] and two [23] dimensions.
This experimental advance brought together technologies
which allowed modifying continuously the geometry of

the cloud.

The independent and continuous change of one spa-
tial dimension of the trap, allied to the careful control
of the scattering length, could potentially lead to the
observation of a change in the Efimov geometrical ra-
tio associated with an effective dimension. The separa-
tion of successive peaks in the three-body recombination
loss [11]], or even by measuring directly the binding ener-
gies of the trimers [24] are one of the possible observables
to probe and study the vicinity of vanishing the Efimov
effect. However, in a trapped system the successive ratios
between trimer states may not be necessarily the same,
but could depend non-trivially on the properties of Fesh-
bach resonances [25]. Therefore, one should be cautious
when associating the separation between recombination
peaks or Efimov states to the non-integer dimension in
squeezed traps.

Even still lacking clear experimental evidence, stud-
ies of three-body systems in reduced geometries have
been the subject of interest in recent years. Different
approaches were employed to study dimensional effects
in three-body systems close to the Efimov limit. This
limit is achieved when the dimer binding energy vanishes
or, equivalently, the scattering length is driven to infin-
ity, which is also known as unitary limit. In such studies,
the system is embedded in fractional dimension D [2] 26
30], in mixed dimensions [3TH33], in which atoms move
in different spatial dimensions, or it is squeezed to lower
dimensions by changing the shape of an external poten-
tial [34H39]. An approximate relation between the non-
integer dimension D used in this work to the squeezing
in one direction by an external potential was already de-
rived in [40] b3, /r3, = 3(D—2)/(3—D)(D—1), where by,
is the harmonic oscillator parameter and is represented
in units of the rms radius of the three-body system in
two dimensions rop.

In this work, we provide the first analytical solution for
the bound-state wave function with finite binding energy
for the resonant three-body mass-imbalanced problem in
D-dimensions. The calculation uses the Bethe-Peierls
(BP) boundary condition approach [41], for each pair of
resonant particles in the three-body system, extended to
arbitrary dimensions. For D = 3, this was the method
originally used by Efimov to solve the three-boson prob-



lem leading to the discovery of the geometrical ratio of
the binding energies [5] [7].

The method adopted here follows closely Efimov’s so-
lution in coordinate-space using hyperspherical coordi-
nates, which is now applied to three-distinct particles
in D dimensions. In this case of a zero-range interac-
tion, each Faddeev component of the wave function is
an eigenstate of the free Schrodinger eigenvalue equation
for a given binding energy. The BP boundary conditions
are imposed on the full wave function, obtained by sum-
ming the three Faddeev components, to account for the
zero-range interaction.

The Efimov scaling parameter is obtained from the
solution of a transcendental equation in D dimensions,
which comes from the Faddeev components of the wave
function for three different particles. The Efimov pa-
rameter appears naturally in each Faddeev component
as a direct consequence of a system of homogeneous lin-
ear equations. For the particular case of two identical
bosonic particles and a distinct one, we reproduce the
previous results of Ref. [27] obtained with the momen-
tum space representation.

The analytical solution of the eigenvalue equation for
the three-body bound state wave function opens the pos-
sibility of future explorations of different observables,
such as, the three-body radius [42] and the momentum
densities [43], 44], uncovering analytically the scaling laws
of these quantities with the binding energy and dimen-
sion. Such scaling laws, in correspondence with limit
cycles, evidences the crucial importance of the effective
dimension on the Efimov physics and points out the di-
rection for experimental investigations.

II. BETHE-PEIERLS BOUNDARY CONDITION
IN D-DIMENSIONS

We derive the BP boundary condition considering a
system of two non-relativistic spinless particles in D-
dimensions with a short-range s-wave interaction. For
relative distances beyond a finite range, two particles are
non interacting and the radial wave function of the pair,
working in units of & = 1, is known to be [45]:
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where p is the relative momentum, Jp /o1 and Yp/o_;
are the Bessel functions of the first and second kind, and
the s-wave phase-shift dp(p) is given in terms of the scat-
tering length a as:
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The Bethe-Peierls boundary condition at zero-energy for
the contact interaction can now be obtained by taking
the limit to the origin of the logarithmic derivative of the

reduced wave function u(r) = r(P=1/2 R(r):
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which reproduces the well known results:
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We use Eq. to obtain the solution of the three-body
Schrédinger equation in the unitary limit.

III. THREE-BODY MASS IMBALANCED
PROBLEM

We consider three different bosons with masses m;, m;,
my, and coordinates x;, x; and x;. One can eliminate
the center of mass coordinate and describe the system
in terms of two relative Jacobi coordinates. One can
identify three sets of such coordinates:

m;iX; + MpXg

r; =%X; —X; and p;,=Xx; — . (5)

m; + my

where (4, j, k) are taken cyclically among (1,2,3). One
can choose any of such sets of coordinates to solve the
three-body Schrodinger equation. The Faddeev decom-
position of the three-body wave function ¥(x1,x2,X3)
amounts to writing it as a sum of three two-body wave
functions: W(x1,X2,%3) = ¥ (ry, py) + 0 (ra, py) +
) (r3, ps), where we omitted the center of mass plane
wave. FEach component satisfies the free Schrédinger
eigenvalue equation:

I R e ) =0, (6)
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where FE is the system energy and the reduced masses
are given by n, = mjymg/(m; + my) and p; =
m;(m; + my)/(m; +m; + mg). The BP boundary con-
dition applies to the total wave function; when applied
to the chosen coordinates pair (r;, p;), it reads, in the
unitary limit ¢ — oo:
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This solution strategy was applied to different particles
and spins in Ref. [46] and we adapt it to D-dimensions
following closely Efimov’s original derivation [B] [7].

For convenience, we can simplify the form of the kinetic
energies by introducing the new coordinates:

o= i and pl = \hip;. (8)

The three sets of primed coordinates are related to each
other by the orthogonal transformations

), = =1}, cosO; + pj, sinb;,

p; = —rsinb; — pj, cosb;, (9)



where tan 6, = [m;M/(m; mk)]l/z, with M = mj+mao+
mg. For bosons in the partial-wave channel with vanish-
ing total angular momentum, one can define the reduced
Faddeev component as

D—1

&) = (1) T 0. (1)

The corresponding Schrodinger equation for X(()i) is sepa-

rable in the hyper-spherical coordinates r; = Rsin «; and
pi = Rcos ay, so that one can write:

(R, 05) = COF(R) GO (ay), (11)

where R? = r? + p/? and «o; = arctan(r}/p}), with F(R)
|

Therefore, the solution for 1) (r!, p}) is given by:
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and G (a;) satisfying the following equations:
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where —x2 = 2E, and s,, is the Efimov parameter, to be
determined by the BP boundary condition.

The definitions z = cos 2a; and G = (1 — 22)1/4g(®)
turn Eq. into the form of the associated Legendre
differential equation [47] with the known analytical solu-
tions:

G (ar) = V/sin2ai [ P37, (cos 201)
2 D/2-1
- tan (W(Sn — 1)/2) Qs“//2_1/2 (cos2a;)|,(14)

where P™(z) and Q7' (z) are the associated Legendre
functions. We have imposed the boundary condition
that guarantees a finite value for the Faddeev component
¥ at p; = 0, which leads the reduced wave function
to satisfy xgl)(rg,pg = 0) = 0. In terms of the hyper-
spherical coordinates, it leads to G (a; = 7/2) = 0,
since p; = Rcos ;.
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where K, is the modified Bessel function of the second kind.

One obtains the Efimov parameter s, by considering that all three pairs of particles are resonant. Then, the BP
boundary condition, Eq. , should be satisfied by the three-body wave function when each relative distance between
two of the particles tends to zero, namely r; = Rsina; — 0, implying that a; — 0 for finite hyper-radius R. The
hyper-radial part of the wave function factorizes in the BP boundary condition for each r;, which depends only on the
hyper-angular part of each Faddeev component . The resulting homogeneous linear system for the coefficients C'*)
reads:
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for i # j # k. Taking the three cyclic permutations of {7, j, k} one has a homogeneous system of three linear equations,
from which one obtains the Efimov parameter s, by solving the characteristic transcendental equation.

(

We remark that the key point of this work is the ana-
lytical solution, for finite energies, of each Faddeev com-
ponent for bound-state systems of the three-distinct par-
ticles - this situation is more complex than our previous
work given in Ref. [27]. The use of the BP boundary con-
dition results in Eq. (15)) and, in order to fully define the
wave function, Eq. (16) should be solved to determine
the Efimov parameter s,, and the relative weights C*) of

the Faddeev components of the wave function.

In the case of a purely imaginary value for the s, pa-
rameter, the effective potential in Eq. is attractive,
giving rise to the well known pathological 1/R? interac-
tion. This potential admits a solution at any energy with
a spectrum “unbounded from below” - a phenomenon
discovered long ago by Thomas [48] and referred to as
the “Thomas collapse”. In particular, the transcenden-



tal equation in three-dimensions reduces to the Efimov’s
one for identical bosons [6], and in the general case of
different particles to the one derived by Bulgac and Efi-
mov [7, 46], when the spin is neglected. In these cases
the wave function presents the characteristic log-
periodicity.

The most favourable conditions for the existence of
Efimov-like log-periodic solutions happen for spinless
particles with zero-energy two-body bound state with
zero angular momentum. The particular case where only
two pairs interact resonantly is easily implemented, being
necessary only to drop one of the equations in Eq.
and set to zero the Faddeev component corresponding to
the non-resonant pair. This method may be used also for
particles with spin.

IV. RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

The present method applies to the bound state of three
distinct particles for dimensions D > 2, where the homo-
geneous linear system in Eq. admits nontrivial solu-
tions with purely imaginary values s,, — isg, i.e. in the
Efimov region. That happens only for a given range of
dimensions 2 < D < 4 constrained by the condition that
s0(D) — 0, which also depends on the mass imbalance in
the system. Here we discuss some novel examples of tri-
atomic systems composed by 6Li, 2*Na, 8"Rb and '?3Cs
in D-dimensions from the solution of Eq. , which be-
sides s,, provides the relative weights C') of the Faddeev
components, Eq. , and allows to obtain the configu-
ration space wave function that will be explored in one
example in what follows.

In Table[l]for some choices of mass imbalanced systems,
we show the range of D values, DS < D < D_, and the
critical value of the trap parameter for which the Efimov
effect is present. The results in the table reveal that as
the mass imbalance increases to heavy-heavy-light, the
range of D values for the existence of the Efimov effect
widens. For two infinitely heavy masses, the lowest criti-
cal dimension tends to D = 2 from above, i.e. DT — 2,
while the trap parameter tends to zero. The maximum
critical dimension in that case tends to D = 4 from be-
low, i.e. D7 — 4_, and the trap length parameter to
infinity. Such subtle behaviour is clearly seen in Table [l
following the pattern from %Li-23Nay to °Li-'?3Cs, pass-
ing through a fully mass imbalanced system. When one
of the 133Cs is substituted by a lighter atom, as in ®Li-
23Na-133Cs, the region for Efimov states shrinks. We
observe that among the examples we have discussed, the
smallest range of dimensions for the existence of the Efi-
mov effect is found for three identical atoms. In this
case the squeezing length in units of the rms radius in
two dimensions is given by bp,/rep = 0.988, in this trap
configuration the Efimov effect vanish for three identical
atoms.

Figure. |1 displays the geometrical ratio between two
successive Efimov states as a function of D for the sys-

TABLE 1. Range of D, DS < D < D7, and critical values of
the trap parameter allowing Efimov states for some examples
of mass imbalanced systems.

System by, /T2D Dg DZ

SLis 0.988 2.297 3.755
SLi - 2Nag 0.959 2.282 3.814
SLi- ?3Na - 33Cs 0.896 2.251 3.852
SLi - 8"Rby 0.882 2.244 3.929
5Li-®Rb - 133Cs 0.864 2.235 3.938
OLi - 133Csy 0.856 2.231 3.954

tems given in Table [} Noteworthy in the figure, the ratio
of the energies of two successive Efimov states varies up
to +00, while large mass asymmetries favor ratios smaller
than those for D = 3.
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FIG. 1. Efimov scale parameter as a function of the effective
dimension for several mass imbalanced system’s configuration.

Figure [2| displays the radial distribution of the SLi-
133Cs-8"Rb molecule for D = 2.5 and D = 3.0, repre-
sented respectively by the blue and green surfaces. The
physical realization of D = 2.5 corresponds to a squeezed
trap with bpo/rep = \/§7 having ratio between energies
of successive shallowest states at unitarity given by 302.5
(so = 1.1). We recall that for D = 3, sg = 1.818 and
31.7 for the energy ratio. It is possible to observe the
log-periodic behavior, fingerprint of an Efimov-like state.
The nodes of the wave function in the p coordinate are
located at pp4+1 ~ e™/%0p, and, as expected, the loca-
tion depends on D [27]. The oscillations in the r di-
rection, although not visible in the figure, are present
due to the log-periodicity of the Faddeev component of
the wave function coming from K,s,(ko+/7/? + p/?) when

HOW attains small enough values.
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FIG. 2. Dimensionless radial distribution as a function of
dimensionless quantities r = kors (***Cs-8"Rb relative dis-
tance) and p = Kops (6Li relative distance to the 3Cs-8"Rb
system). We consider the three-body system °Li-**3Cs-3"Rb
for D = 2.5 (blue) with by, /r2p = v/2, and D = 3.0 (green).
The angle between 7 and p'is fixed to 7/3.

V. SUMMARY

We presented an analytical solution of the mass-
imbalanced three-body problem in D dimensions in the
Efimov limit. Use of the Bethe-Peierls boundary con-
dition allowed us to formulate this problem and in par-
ticular show how to compute the Efimov parameter for
a wide range of mass ratios and dimensions. The im-
portance to have a relatively simple, analytical way to
compute the wave function for a finite three-body energy
opens up the possibility to probe the Efimov physics in
ultracold atomic systems through radiofrequency spec-
troscopy [43]. Such a technique has been used in Ref. [49)

to measure Tan’s contact parameters [50], which can be
associated with thermodynamic properties of the sys-
tem. Quite recently, the two-body contact was measured
across the superfluid transition of a planar Bose gas [51].

Within the perspective of our work, two and three-
body contacts can be computed for mass-imbalanced
systems in D-dimensions using Eq. by generalizing
other known techniques [44], which were applied to three
identical bosons in three dimensions. The contacts will
also allow to address the intriguing phenomenon present
in the crossover of the discrete and continuum scale sym-
metry by decreasing the effective dimension. Then, the
system evolves from D = 3 to D = 2, for which the Efi-
mov effect disappears - in this transition, the log-periodic
wave function gives place to a power-law behavior. Such
an exciting possibility suggests that the realization of
an atomic analogous of unnuclear systems [52], namely
unatomic states, may occur in cold traps squeezed from
three to two dimensions. We leave the study of such a
possibility for a future work.

VI. ACKNOWLEDGMENTS

This work was partially supported by: Fundagao de
Amparo & Pesquisa do Estado de Sdo Paulo (FAPESP)
(grant mnos.  2019/00153-8 (M.T.Y.), 2017/05660-0
(T.F.), 2020/00560-0 (D.S.R.), 2018/25225-9 (G.K.));
Conselho Nacional de Desenvolvimento Cientifico e Tec-
noldgico (CNPq) (grant nos. 308486/2015-3 (T.F.),
303579/2019-6 (M.T.Y.), and 309262/2019-4 (G.K.)).

[1] C. Chin, R. Grimm, P. Julienne and E. Tiesinga, Rev.
Mod. Phys. 82, 1225 (2010).

[2] E. Nielsen, D. V. Fedorov, A. S. Jensen and E. Garrido,
Physics Reports 347, 373 (2001).

[3] E. Braaten and H. -W. Hammer, Phys. Rep. 428, 259
(2006).

[4] P. Naidon and S. Endo, Rep. Prog. Phys. 80, 056001
(2017).

[5] V. Efimov, Phys. Lett. B 33, 563 (1970).

[6] V. N. Efimov, Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 12, 589 (1971).

[7] V. Efimov, Nucl. Phys. A210, 157 (1973).

[8] M. Zaccanti, B. Deissler, C. D’Errico, M. Fattori, M.
Jona-Lasinio, S. Miiller, G. Roati, M. Inguscio and G.
Modugno, Nature 5, 586 (2009).

[9] B. Huang, L. A. Sidorenkov, R. Grimm and J. M. Hutson,
Phys. Rev. Lett. 112, 190401 (2014).

[10] J. R. Williams, E. L. Hazlett, J. H. Huckans, R. W.
Stites, Y. Zhang, and K. M. O’Hara, Phys. Rev. Lett.
103, 130404 (2009).

[11] T. Kraemer, M. Mark, P. Waldburger, J. G. Danzl, C.
Chin, B. Engeser, A. D. Lange, K. Pilch, A. Jaakkola,
H.-C. Négerl, and R. Grimm, Nature 440, 315 (2006).

[12] R. Pires, J. Ulmanis, S. Hafner, M. Repp, A. Arias, E.
D. Kuhnle, and M. Weidemiiller, Phys. Rev. Lett. 112,
250404 (2014).

[13] S.-K. Tung, K. Jiménez-Garcfa, J. Johansen, C. V.
Parker and C. Chin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 113, 240402 (2014).

[14] Ruth S. Bloom, Ming-Guang Hu, Tyler D. Cumby and
D. S. Jin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 111, 105301 (2013).

[15] E. Braaten, and H. W. Hammer, Annals Phys. 322, 120
(2007).

[16] J. Levinsen, M. M. Parish, and G. M. Bruun, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 115, 125302 (2015).

[17] M. Sun, H. Zhai and X. Cui, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119,
013401 (2017).

[18] S. Moroz, J. P. D’'Incao and Dmitry S. Petrov, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 115, 180406 (2015).

[19] M. J. Gullans, S. Diehl, S. T. Rittenhouse, B. P. Ruuic,
J. P. D’Incao, P. Julienne, A. V. Gorshkov and J. M.
Taylor, Phys. Rev. Lett. 119, 233601 (2017).

[20] T. K. Lim and P. A. Maurone, Phys. Rev. B 22, 1467
(1980).

[21] T. K. Lim and B. Shimer, Z. Physik A 297, 185 (1980).

[22] M. Greiner, I. Bloch, O. Mandel, T. W. Héansch and T.
Esslinger, Appl. Phys. B 73, 769 (2001).

[23] D. S. Petrov, M. Holzmann and G. V. Shlyapnikov, Phys.
Rev. Lett. 84, 2551 (2000).

[24] M. Kunitski, S. Zeller, J. Voigtsberger, A. Kalinin, L. P.
H. Schmidt, M. Schoffler, A. Czasch, W. Schollkopf, R.
E. Grisenti, T. Jahnke, D. Blume and R. Dorner, Science



348, 551 (2015).

[25] J. Johansen, B. J. DeSalvo, K. Patel, C. Chin, Nat. Phys.
13, 731 (2017).

[26] A. Mohapatra and E. Braaten, Phys. Rev. A 98, 013633
(2018).

[27] D. S. Rosa, T. Frederico, G. Krein and M. T. Yamashita,
Phys. Rev. A 97, 050701(R) (2018). Erratum, Phys. Rev.
A 104, 029901 (2021).

[28] E. Garrido, A. S. Jensen and R. Alvarez-Rodriguez, Phys.
Lett. A 383, 2021 (2019).

[29] E. Garrido and A. S. Jensen, Phys. Lett. A 385, 126982
(2021).

[30] D. S. Rosa, T. Frederico, G. Krein and M. T. Yamashita,
J. Phys. B: At. Mol. Opt. Phys. 52, 025101 (2019).

[31] P. Zhang and Z. Yu, Phys. Rev. A 96, 030702(R) (2017).

[32] Y. Nishida and S. Tan, Few-Body Syst 51, 191 (2011).

[33] Y. Nishida and S. Tan, Phys. Rev. Lett. 101, 170401
(2008).

[34] J. Portegies and S. Kokkelmans, Few-Body Syst. 51, 219
(2011).

[35] M. T. Yamashita, F. F. Bellotti, T. Frederico, D. V. Fe-
dorov, A. S. Jensen and N. T. Zinner, J. Phys. B 48,
025302 (2014); erratum 49, 119501 (2016).

[36] M. T. Yamashita, F. F. Bellotti, T. Frederico, D. V. Fe-
dorov, A. S. Jensen and N. T. Zinner, Few-Body Syst.
48, 025302 (2015).

[37] J. Levinsen, P. Massignan and M. M. Parish, Phys. Rev.
X 4, 031020 (2014).

[38] J. H. Sandoval, F. F. Bellotti, M. T. Yamashita, T. Fred-
erico, D. V. Fedorov, A. S. Jensen and N. T. Zinner, J.
Phys. B: At. Mol. Opt. Phys. 51, 065004 (2018).

[39] S. Jonsell, H. Heiselberg and C. J. Pethick, Phys. Rev.
Lett. 89, 250401 (2002).

[40] E. Garrido and A.S. Jensen, Phys. Rev. Res. 2, 033261
(2020).

[41] H. Bethe and R. Peierls, Proc. R. Soc. A 148, 146 (1935).

[42] J. H. Sandoval, F. F. Bellotti, A. S. Jensen and M. T.
Yamashita, Phys. Rev. A 94, 022514 (2016).

[43] E. Braaten, D. Kang and L. Platter, Phys. Rev. Lett.
106, 153005 (2011).

[44] Y. Castin and F. Werner, Phys. Rev. A 83, 063614

(2011).

[45] H.-W. Hammer and D. Lee, Physics Letters B 681, 500
(2009).

[46] A. Bulgac and V. Efimov, Sov. J. Nucl. Phys. 22, 296
(1975).

[47] W. Magnus, F. Oberhettinger and R. P. Soni, Formulas
and Theorems for the Special Functions of Mathematical
Physics (Springer, New York, 1966).

[48] L. H. Thomas, Phys. Rev. 47, 903 (1935).

[49] R. J. Wild, P. Makotyn, J. M. Pino, E. A. Cornell and
D. S. Jin, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 145305 (2012).

[50] S. Tan, Ann. Phys. 323, 2971 (2008).

[61] Y.-Q. Zou, B. Bakkali-Hassani, C. Maury, E. Le Cerf, S.
Nascimbene, J. Dalibard and J. Beugnon, Nat. Comm.
12, 760 (2021).

[52] H. W. Hammer and D. T. Son, Proc. Nat. Acad. Sci.
118, 2108716118 (2021).



	 D-dimensional three-body bound-state problem with zero range interactions
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	II  Bethe-Peierls boundary condition in D-dimensions
	III  Three-body mass imbalanced problem
	IV  Results and Discussions
	V  Summary
	VI  ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
	 References


