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A bstract

It is wellkknown that a delta potential well In 1D has only one bound state but that n 3D it
supports an in nite num ber of bound states w ith in nite binding energy for the lowest level. W e
show how this also holds for the less fam iliar 2D case, and then discuss why this m akes 3D delta
potential wells unphysical as m odels of interparticle interactions for condensed-m atter m any-body
system s. H owever, both 2D and 3D delta wells can be \regularized" to support a single bound level
which in tum renders them conveniently sim ple single-param eter interactions, eg., or m odeling the
pairform ing dynam ics of quasi?2D superconductors such as the cuprates, or In 3D of other supercon-—

ductors and of neutralfermm ion super uids such as ultra-cold trapped Fem igases.

PACS numbers: 03.75Ss; 03.65.w; 03.65Ge; 74.78 ~w
K ey words: delta potentialwells, bound states, regularization, condensed-m atter physics.

R esum en

E s bien sabido que un pozo de potencial delta en 1D tiene un solo estado ligado pero que en 3D
tiene un num ero in nito de estos estados con una energ a de \am arre" In nita para elnivelm as bap.
Agqu m ostram os com o esto tam bien ocurre para el caso bidin ensional que esm enos fam iliar, para luego
discutir por que los pozos de potencial delta en 3D no son f sicos com o m odelos de interacciones entre
part culaspara sistem as de m uchos cuerpos en m ateria condensada. N o obstante, am bos pozos delta en

2D y 3D pueden ser regularizadospara soportarun solo nivel ligado lo cuallos convierte convenientem ente
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en Interacciones de un solo param etro, por efgm plo, para m odelar la dinam ica de form acion de pares en
superconductores casibidin ensionales tales com o los cupratos, o en 3D la form acion de pares en otros

superconductoresy en super uidos ferm ionicosneutrostales com o losgasesde Ferm iatrapadosultrafr os.



I.INTRODUCTION

T he study ofphysical system s in din ensions lower than three has recently shed its purely academ ic
character and becom e a real necessity to describe the properties of novel system s such as nanotubes [1l],
quantum wells, wires and dots [2,13], the Luttinger liquid [3,14l], etc. Reduced din ensionality describes
superconducting phenom ena In quasi2D cuprates w here pairing between electrons (or holes) is essential
[O]. W hatever the actual Interaction between two electrons (or holes) in a cuprate m ight ultim ately tum
out to be, the attractive delta potential is a conveniently sin ple m odel to visualize and to account for
pairing, an indispensable elem ent oor superconductivity and neutral-ferm ion super uidity. Tt enom ously
sim pli es calculations. Bound states n a delta potentialwell n 1D and 3D are usually discussed in
textbooks, but not in 2D . Refs. [0] and [/] discuss this from a m ore rigorous m athem atical view point
w ithout explicitly solving the Schrodinger equation, eg., for the bound energy levels. Here, this gap
is lled by analyzing the 2D tin e-independent Schrodinger equation w ith a delta potential well that is
then \regularized" [8] to reduce its in nite bound Jevels to only one. T he singlebound-level case su ces
for now since, eg., the wellkknown sin ple C ooper/BC S m odel nteraction [@] m in icking the attractive
electron-phonon pair-form ingm echanisn , but requiring two param eters (@ strength and a cuto ) Instead
of the reqularized -potential’sonly one (a strength), can also be shown to support a single bound state
[LO] n the vacuum or twobody lin it. W ere i not for the (m om entum -space) cuto param eter, the
C ooper/BC S interaction in coordinate space would also be a -potential, and indeed becom es such as the
cuto is properly taken to In nity.

From elem entary quantum m echanics we rst recall the bound-state energies E < 0 In a potential
\square" well of depth Vy and range a, a comm on textbook exam ple studied in 1D [11]] and 3D [12]. In
1D the ground-state energy E o of a particle ofm assm can be expanded for sm allVjpa as

Eo_ Y mfijvoz +0 a’vy : @)

Thus, in 1D there is always at least one bound state nom atterhow shallow and/or short—ranged the well.

Sin ilarly, in 3D for a sphericalwell, an expansion ofE( i powers of ¥a® 4 ?%=8m 0 gives
E y o @)
O o 2~2a2

Thus, In contrast to 1D, a m ininum critical or threshod value for Vga® of ~* ?=8m is needed in 3D
for the rst bound state to appear. Clearly, both 1D and 3D cases are perturoative expansions in an
appropriate \sm allness" param eter, Voa or .Asin 1D, a 2D circularly sym m etric well of depth Vp and
radius a aways supports a bound state, no m atter how shallow and/or short-ranged the well. H ow ever,
this instance is non-perturative as i gives [L3] for the lowest bound-state energy

2 2~2
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w hich cannotbe expanded in pow ers of an a]J.Voa2 since it isofthe form £ ( )= e 0; ie., hasan
0

essential singularity at = 0.



In this paper we discuss how, just as in the better known 3D case, the 2D potentialwell vy (¥);
vp > 0; also supports an in nite num ber of bound states w ith the lIowest bound level being In nitely
bound forany xed vp.Foran N ! 1 many-form ion system interacting pairw ise via a delta potential,
argum ents based on the Rayligh-R itz variational principle show that the entire system n 3D would
collapse to In nite binding energy per partice E =N ! 1 and In nite numberdensiy n N=V ! 1 .
T his occurs since the lowest two-particle bound level in each -well between pairs is In nitely bound,
for any xed vp:To avoi this unphysical collapse one generally in agines square wells In 3D (and also
In 2D ) \regularized" B] into wells v (r) that support a singk bound-state, a procedure leaving an
In nitesinm ally sn allvp :The rem aining -potentialwell isparticularly usefiil in condensed-m atter theordes,
eg., of superconductivity [L4] or neutral-ferm ion super uidiy [19,/16], where the required C ooper pairing
can arise [17] from an arbitrarily weak attractive interaction between the particles (or holks).

A fter beginning w ith a d-din ensionalexpression for the delta potential in Sec. II, we sum m arize how
bound statesem erge In 1D and 3D by recalling textbook results. In Sec. III we analyze In greater detail
the less common 2D problem . In Sec. IV we sketch the use of \regularized" 2D potential wells for
electron (or hole) pairing In quasi?2D cuprates and in Sec. V we give details for the 2D case. Sec. VI

o ers conclusions.

II.REVIEW OF DELTA POTENTIAL W ELLS IN 1D AND 3D

T he attractive square potentialwell in d din ensions
V= Ww @ 1; )

w here the Heaviside step function (x) % [l + sgn (x)], a is the well range, and V| 0 its depth. An
attractive delta potential v (r) (p > 0) can then be constructed from the double lin i

Ww @ 1) ¥ (@©); ©)
Vo! 1 ;at! 0

3 a%vy = const.

wherevy, @a®Vy is a positive constant, w ith ¢4 4=2= @=2+ 1) as low s on integrating both sides
R
of [@) over the entire d-din ensional \volum e" and recalling that d%r (r) = 1:W e seck the bound-state
elgenenergieskE < 0 from the tim e-independent Schrodinger equation for a particle ofm assm in potential
[@), nam ely
2m
r° @ —ZVoO+FEI]O=0 ©)

where E £ J:

Tn 1D the solutionsof [@) with r 0 taken as k) orx 6 0 are (x) = e P*:These fiinctions have

a discontinuous derivative at x = a in the delta potential lin it [§) where

Iim 2aVy w < 1; 7

Vo! 1 ;al 0



and there isalvaysa (sihgk) bound-stateenergy E = m¢=2~? (7 6 0) [[1]. Note that in the integral
m ethod ofRef. [L3] applicable to shallow wellswhere £ j maxyV x)j;E for 1D would be given as

Z 4 2

which forv x) = y (x) becom es

m
E= 5% B ©)

which agreesw ith Ref. [11]and is consistent with [I). The 1D -potentialwellhasproved very convenient
In m odeling [L8,[19] selfbound m any—-ferm ion system s in 1D, and In understanding C ooper pairing [R0[]
aswellas the BC S theory of superconductivity [211].

Forthepotential [4) in 3D the particlew ave fiinction in sphericalcoordinates R2]is () = R 1(0)Y¥m ( ; );
where Ref. R3], p. 722) Y, ( ; ) are the spherical ham onics and R; (r) the radialwavefunctions. For
0 r a the nie (or regular) radial solutions are spherical Bessel functions of the st kind jK r)
oforder Lwith K2 2m (p F£I)=%;shce1®r)< 1 atr= 0:Forr a the linearly-independent
radial solutions are the so-called m odi ed spherical Bessel fiinctions kj kr), with k2 2m £ 5=%; where
k1 (kr) decays exponentially asr ! 1 :The boundary conditions at r = a expressing the continuity of
the radialwave function R; (r) and of s rst derivative can be com bined into the single relation

dj K r)=dr dk; kr)=dr

- = — : 10)
1K r) kpkr) ..

r=a

Taking 1= 0 and recalling Ref. 23], pp. 730, 733) that j (x) = sih x)=x; and kg (x) = e *=x; [L0) gives
K cotK a) = k; 1= 0): (11)

W ecan writethe 1= Obound-stateenergiesE, = “=2ma®? 2=4+ "> ;where", arethedin ensionlss
roots of [[l), with n = 1;2;:::: The standard graphical solution [[2]] of condition [[Il) show s that there
are precisely n bound 1= 0 states whenever the well param eters are such that [24]]

1=2
2m Vya?

n 1=2) = n+ 1=2) ; mh= 1;2;:u51 ): 12)

Thus, the rst bound state (0 = 1) appears when Vya? 2~2=8m ; as was m entioned below [J), and

n = 2 requires a deeper well depth Vo and/or larger well range, etc.

The 3D delta potentialwell v (r);asde ned in B, Integrated over all space gives
Z Z

o Ervy, @)= Tin Ervy @ 1)
Vo! 1 ;at!t o0

4
- Tm ~vea® < 1 : 13)
Vo! 1 ;al 0 3

Hence,asVy ! 1 ;a! Othemiddetem i [I2) @m voa?=~?)1"2 Bmwg=2 ~*a)l™® | 1 ,sothatthe

num ber ofbound-statesn In the 3D delta potentialwell v (r) isin nite forany nite xed strength vp:



ITI.2D DELTA POTENTIAL W ELL

This sam e result hods in 2D but is not as apparent. Here the solutions of [@) are () = f et ;

w ith = 0;1;2;:: and the angular variable :For 0O r a the radial solutions which

are nie at r= 0 are cylindrical Bessel functions J (K r) P 2Kr= 7 1K 1r) Ref. R3], p. 669) of
integer order ;with K? 2m ( T )=%:Forr > a; as linearly-independent solutions one has the
modi ed Bessel finctions K kr) with k2 2m £ 3=%;which are reqularasr ! 1 . The two boundary
conditions at r = a can again be w ritten as a single relation

dJ K r)=dr dK (kr)=dr

= — =7 = : (14)
J K r) K (kr)

r=a r=a*
A swe want to ensure against collapse in our m any-body system interacting pairw ise w ith the poten—
tial, i is enough to show this for the lowest bound level w ith = 0:In this case [[4) becom es, since

dJg K r)=dr= KJ Kr)and dK o (kr)=dr= kK, kr) Ref. 25], p. 361 and 376, resgpoectively),

aJl K a) _ kaK 1 ka) . 15)

Jo K a) Ko ka)

K

Since K1 (x) > Ko ®) > 0 for all x, the rhs of [I3) is always a positive and increasing filnction of ka;
it ispbtted n Fig. 1 PrVy=FE j= 300 (dashed curve). As for the hs, Jy; x) oscillates for all x so
that it diverges positively whenever Jy (x) = 0, then changes sign and thus drives the hsto 1 (see
full curve n  gure). Clearly, there is always an intersection (bound state, m arked by dots in gure)

betw een two consecutive zeros of Jy x): For a given interval in ka; the closer these poles are, the m ore
bound-states there w illbe. T hus, for any given square well, all of the allow ed bound-states lie nside an
intervalbetween 0 and ky, axa; where ky ax em %=~2)"?. In such an interval the number n of bound
states (zeros) willben = INT ( ky axa= ),with WB=E7 1)1=2 wherethe INT (x) function roundsa
num ber x down to the nearest integer. O f course, the expression forn is only valid after the appearance
ofthe rstpol. Then forVoy=F j= 300 asn Fig. 1, n = 3 In the intervalbetween 0 and ky ;xa = 0:5:
In Fig. 2 are shown the bounds for Vop=E = 2700 where there are n = 7 bound states In the Interval

between 0 and ky .xa = 04 as it should be.

To construct a delta potentialwell v (r) n 2D from the niteranged well @), and through [3)
R
ensure that FPr () = 1, requires that

Vo & v < 1: 16)

Vol! 1 ;al 0

o S
Thus, as Iong as ¥ jis nie ka ( 2m £ 57=2%)a ! 0 and we can use Ref. [17], p. 612)

Vo! 1 jal 0
xK 1 ®x)=K ¢ x) !1 l=Inx for the rhs of [[3). In this case the number n of bound states or -well
corresponds again to the number of zeros of the s of [I13) but in the delta lim it. Here, from [18)

- p—
Ka kaMW=£7j 1} ! 2mvo= ~2 < 1 (notnecessarily 1). W e will see below that the
Vo! 1 ;a! 0

caseK a 1 corresponds to the shallow 2D potentialwellofRef. [L3]. But even ifK a isnot 1;Bessel

functions oscillate for large argum ent although their period is not constant. In this latter case Ref. 5],



p. 364) J; (x) !1 2= X cos(x 3 =4) allow s locating the zeros of the hs of[[8) which as Vo=F jis

Increased approach each otheron the ka axis, so that in thedeltawelllin tasVo=% j ! 1 thenumber

n ofbound-states increases inde nitely. M oreover, rew riting (I3) as
XnJ1 ( Xn)K o &n) %K1&n)Jo ( x5) = 05 a7

o S
bound states are easily identi ed from Fig. 3, where the roots of {17), say x, ka= 2m £, 3=2 a;
are seen to orm an in nie set as ! 1 . Therefore the 2D delta potential well supports an in nite

num ber of states, orany xed vy, precisely asin the 3D case, thisbeing them ain conclusion ofthe paper.

Tablk 1 showsthe rst w (um erical) x, roots where E , Zx2=0m a?; for three extrem e values of
Vo=1% J:
Applying the ntegralm ethod of Ref. [L3] or = 0 for a shallow potentialwell, ie, V; ! 0 and

£ Vg;onecan takeboth K a and ka ! 0:Thus, we can use xK 1 X)=K ( (x) !l l1=Inx in the rhs
X
of [[3), and in the hs of [I[5) we note that Ref. 25], p. 360) J (x) !1 x =2 Lwih = 0and]l;so

X

that xJ; (x)=J; &) !1 x°=2 .Hence we write [15) as

X

1 , hka 18
K a)> 2’
so that on putting Vj £3 ¥ [8) becomes precisely [B). T fact, or any shallow 2D circularly—

sym m etric potentialwellV (r) ; the st bound state in Ref. [13] is given by
Z
2 1

E ’ exp  ~F=m drrv (@) 19)
2m a? 0

which for potential [) reducesto [3)). This result in the delta lim it of [[d) nally becom es

2

E er:az exp 2-2 =mvy ; (20)

wherevyg < 1 :

IV.NEED TO REGULARIZE IN CONDENSED M ATTER SYSTEM S

Real condensed m atter system s are m ade of m any particles (posons and/or ferm ions) interacting via
attractive and/or repulsive forces. A ttractive forces between femm ions can form pairs needed for m any
properties such as superconductivity in solidsor super uidity in ferm ion liquids or trapped atom ic ferm ion
gases. However, addressing these problem s w th a physically realistic interaction is oftentin es di cult.
Asin 1D wih a \bare" -potentialwell, a reqularized attractive -wellprevents collapse in 3D, provides
the required pairs n either 2D or 3D and, of course, sin pli es calculations.

Tt is easy to In agine a trialwave fiinction whereby, w ith an attractive bare -fiinction interferm ionic
Interaction (ie., before reqularization), a 3D N —farm ion system would have In nitely negative energy—
perparticle @swellas in nite num berdensity). T his is because the lowest bound lvel of the two-body

well is In nitely desp in 3D, and indeed also In 2D, as was shown in the preceding sections. By the



R aylkigh-R itz variational principle the expectation energy associated w ith the trial wave function is a
rigorous upper bound to the exact N -ferm jon ground-state energy, and hence produces collapse of the
true 3D ground state of the system asN ! 1 . In this picture, each particle \m akes its own well" but
w il attract to itself every other particle, two for each level, to m inin ize the trial expectation energy. W e
thus get an N —farm ion system as schem atically sketched in Fig. 4 Where the Pauli exclusion principle
is explicitly being applied) that collbpses asN ! 1 : To avoid this unphysical collapse n 3D, and at
the sam e tim e ensure pair fom ation in either 2D or 3D, one can \regularize" [8] the 2D and 3D nite
Interparticle potential wells so that in the lin it the corresponding -well possesses only one (s-wave)
bound state. This also occurs w ith the C ooper/BC S m odel interaction [L0] de nable in any d and w ith
thebare -wellin 1D .The singlkebound-state -wellthen ensuresthat only pair \clusters" form , in agree-
m ent w ith quantized m agnetic ux experim ents In either elem ental 26]27] or cuprate superconductors
28] n rings where the an allest ux trapped is found to be h=2e W ith h being P lanck’s constant and
e the electron charge). This contrasts w ith h=e as London confctured jist on din ensional grounds, as
wellaswih h=ne (nh = 3;4;:::) which is not observed In superconductors, as one would expect in vacuo
In other m any-particle system s w ith attractions that produce clusters of any size. The fact that only
pairclusters occurw ith electrons (or \holes") in superconductors is likely associated w ith clusters form ing.

V.REGULARIZED 2D DELTA W ELL

Regularization In either 2D or 3D starts from a niterange square well and yields -wellwih an
In nitesin ally sm allstrength vy, aswenow illustrate. To be speci ¢, we concentrate on the regularization
of the 2D nite potential wells needed to m In ic, In a sinple way, the presence of Cooper pairs in
superconductors. W e thus seek a two-body square well interaction such that, In the Iim i, i possesses
only one (s-wave) bound state. Follow ing Ref. [B], ord = 2 we substitute [@) by an e ective twobody
squarewell interaction V, (r) which n the limit a ! 0" becomes + () with w > 0, and is given by
~2 2
Va (k) = EMJ' @ n); @>a>0) @1)
wherem = m =2 isthe reduced m assofthepair, a is stillthe well range, and ag is an arbitrary param eter
that m easures the actual strength of the interaction. Potential 2Il) in the delta lim it [§) givesa -well
strength v, @) RdzrVa @) = 2=m Inp=agj> 0, and is thus n nitesinally snallasa ! 0.
H ow ever, thisparam eter can be elin inated In favor ofthe binding energy B, 0 ofthe singke level, which
now serves as coupling param eter. Thdeed, using vy (@) in equation [20) for a shallow wellas in Ref. [13]

butwih m instead of m , we obtain for the lowest energy

2

E= ——  Bj 22)
mag

where 0 B, < 1 isthe m agnitude of the pair binding energy. This straightforw ard procedure then
guarantees a sin ple nite-lowestenergy ]evelwe]l| asin 1D, see (9). Once we set the reqularized two-
body interaction m odel, result [22) can be varied as the coupling describing our superconductor m odel.



O ne possbility we have now isto x B,;which xesthe value of ag; the second possibility isto set B,
by xing the param eter ap; which can represent the range of the wave fuinction of the particles. O ne can
also reduce the In nite num ber ofbound states to only one by shifting the center of the 2D  -potential
from the origin along the radial axis [29]; however the topology of this new -potential is unsuiable to
sin ulate real Interactions between electrons.

Tn 3D regularization proceeds sin ilarly [8] as in 2D except that there is no log term in [21), and
instead ofthe binding energy [22)) as coupling param eter one em ploys the s-w ave scattering length which
is welkde ned even if, unlke 2D , the well is too shallow to support a bound state.

In an N —ferm ion system Interacting pairw ise via a regularized -potential, ferm ions In the Ferm isea
bind each other by pairs only, as required by m agnetic ux quantization experin ents [26]27]28], see
Fig. 5. The -potentialhas been used extensively In the literature (B0, [31] to m in ic the pair-form ing
Interferm ion interaction in, eg., quasi2D cuprate aswellas in otherw ise 3D superconductors [31,132] and
neutralferm ion super uids [15,[16].

VI.CONCLUSIONS

A graphical proofwas provided ofhow a 2D -potentialwell supports an In nie num ber of bound-
states as does the m ore fam iliar 3D -potential well. Using Rayleigh-R iz variationalprinciple upper—
bound argum ents, we then illustrated how in 3D the binding energy-perparticle ofan N —ferm ion system
must grow Inde niely as the number of ferm ions Increases. In order to prevent this unphysical collapse
In m odeling such a system one can use regularized -potentialsin 3D aswellasin 2D that by construction
support a singlke bound state. This provides usefiil interferm ion interaction m odels to study 2D and 3D
condensed-m atter problem s. An appealing m otivation for reqularized -potentials is that they t easily
w ithin the fram ework of the tim e-independent Schrodinger equation in either coordinate or m om entum
space. Indeed, solving the twobody problem in the Fem i sea allow s one already to exhdbit C ooper
pairing phenom ena which is the starting point for any treatm ent of superconductivity or neutral-ferm ion

super uidity.
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Tabls

Vo=E ] X1 X X3 Xy

10 0:3738 | 14216 | 2:4674 | 3:5137

10° 0:0218 | 0:1248 | 022245 | 0:3240

10° 0:0123 | 00223 | 00323 | 00422

o S
Table 1: First faw roots x, = ( 2m £, J=2)a of [[7) for bound-states E, of 2D potential well
according to [[9), for di erent values of Vo= $ j:
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Figure 1: Rhs (dashed curve) and s (fullcurve) of [I5) orthe 2D wellw ith Vo= % j= 300. Intersections
of both curves m arked by dots signalbound states. There is always a bound state between every two

consecutive zeros of Jy (x), or poles of the Ths of [15).
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lhs

rhs

Figure 2: Same asFig. 1 but or Vo=F j= 2700 suggesting that the num ber ofbound states increases

inde nitely as the potential well approaches the D irac -well lin it [@).

14



lhs

Figure 3: The bound states for the 2D  -well are associated w ith the zeros of the Ths of equation [[7),
plotted on the vertical axis. For Vo=F j= 1000, this graph illustrates the roots (pound states) of [17)

which becom e an In nie set aswe approch to the -well lim it.
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2D or 3D delta
potential
(schematic)

5

Figure 4: An N —ferm ion system w ith the -wellpairw ise nteractionsproduces collapseasN ! 1 in 3D

since both the binding energy per particke and the particle density diverge.



JAvE

dimer gas - C

(schematic)

N -1 N

Figure 5: A dim er gas form ed by single-bound-state reqularized -wells, schem atically depicted. In this
case, the 3D m any—ferm ion system w illnot collapse since the P auliexclision principle preventsm ore than

tw o particles from being bound in a given well.
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