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A bstract

It is well-known that a delta potentialwellin 1D has only one bound state but that in 3D it

supports an in�nite num ber ofbound states with 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

potentialwells unphysicalas m odels ofinterparticle interactions for condensed-m atter m any-body

system s.However,both 2D and 3D delta wellscan be \regularized" to supporta single bound level

which in turn rendersthem conveniently sim ple single-param eterinteractions,e.g.,form odeling the

pair-form ing dynam icsofquasi-2D superconductorssuch asthecuprates,orin 3D ofothersupercon-

ductorsand ofneutral-ferm ion super
uidssuch asultra-cold trapped Ferm igases.

PACS num bers:03.75.Ss;03.65.-w;03.65.G e;74.78.-w

K ey words:delta potentialwells,bound states,regularization,condensed-m atterphysics.

R esum en

Es bien sabido que un pozo de potencialdelta en 1D tiene un solo estado ligado pero que en 3D

tiene un n�um ero in�nito de estosestadoscon una energ��a de \am arre" in�nita para elnivelm �asbajo.

Aqu�� m ostram osc�om o esto tam bi�en ocurrepara elcaso bidim ensionalqueesm enosfam iliar,para luego

discutir porque lospozosde potencialdelta en 3D no son f��sicoscom o m odelosde interaccionesentre

part��culaspara sistem asde m uchoscuerposen m ateria condensada.No obstante,am bospozosdelta en

2D y3D pueden serregularizadosparasoportarun solonivelligadolocuallosconvierteconvenientem ente
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en interaccionesde un solo par�am etro,porejem plo,para m odelarla din�am ica de form aci�on de paresen

superconductorescasi-bidim ensionalestalescom o los cupratos,o en 3D la form aci�on de paresen otros

superconductoresy en super
uidosferm i�onicosneutrostalescom olosgasesdeFerm iatrapadosultrafr��os.
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I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

The study ofphysicalsystem sin dim ensionslowerthan three hasrecently shed itspurely academ ic

characterand becom e a realnecessity to describe the propertiesofnovelsystem ssuch asnanotubes[1],

quantum wells,wires and dots [2,3],the Luttingerliquid [3,4],etc. Reduced dim ensionality describes

superconducting phenom ena in quasi-2D cuprateswherepairing between electrons(orholes)isessential

[5].W hatevertheactualinteraction between two electrons(orholes)in a cupratem ightultim ately turn

outto be,the attractive delta potentialis a conveniently sim ple m odelto visualize and to accountfor

pairing,an indispensableelem entforsuperconductivity and neutral-ferm ion super
uidity.Itenorm ously

sim pli�es calculations. Bound states in a delta potentialwellin 1D and 3D are usually discussed in

textbooks,but not in 2D. Refs. [6]and [7]discuss this from a m ore rigorousm athem aticalviewpoint

without explicitly solving the Schr�odinger equation,e.g.,for the bound energy levels. Here,this gap

is�lled by analyzing the 2D tim e-independentSchr�odingerequation with a delta potentialwellthatis

then \regularized" [8]to reduceitsin�nitebound levelsto only one.Thesingle-bound-levelcasesu�ces

for now since,e.g.,the well-known sim ple Cooper/BCS m odelinteraction [9]m im icking the attractive

electron-phonon pair-form ingm echanism ,butrequiring two param eters(a strength and a cuto�)instead

oftheregularized �-potential’sonly one (a strength),can also be shown to supporta singlebound state

[10]in the vacuum or two-body lim it. W ere it not for the (m om entum -space) cuto� param eter,the

Cooper/BCS interaction in coordinatespacewould also bea �-potential,and indeed becom essuch asthe

cuto� isproperly taken to in�nity.

From elem entary quantum m echanics we �rst recallthe bound-state energies E < 0 in a potential

\square" wellofdepth V0 and range a,a com m on textbook exam ple studied in 1D [11]and 3D [12].In

1D the ground-stateenergy E 0 ofa particleofm assm can be expanded forsm allV0a as

E 0 � � !
V0a! 0

�
2m a2V 2

0

~
2

+ O
�
a
3
V
3

0

�
: (1)

Thus,in 1D thereisalwaysatleastonebound stateno m atterhow shallow and/orshort-ranged thewell.

Sim ilarly,in 3D fora sphericalwell,an expansion ofE 0 in powersof� � V0a
2 � ~

2�2=8m � 0 gives

E 0 � � !
�! 0+

m �2

2~2a2
+ O

�
�
3
�
: (2)

Thus,in contrast to 1D,a m inim um criticalor threshold value for V0a2 of~2�2=8m is needed in 3D

for the �rst bound state to appear. Clearly,both 1D and 3D cases are perturbative expansions in an

appropriate\sm allness" param eter,V0a or�.Asin 1D,a 2D circularly sym m etricwellofdepth V0 and

radiusa alwayssupportsa bound state,no m atterhow shallow and/orshort-ranged the well.However,

thisinstanceisnon-perturbative asitgives[13]forthe lowestbound-stateenergy

E 0 � � !
V0a

2! 0

~
2

2m a2
exp

�

�
2~2

m V0a
2

�

(3)

which cannotbeexpanded in powersofsm allV0a2 sinceitisoftheform f(�)= e� 1=� � !
�! 0

0;i.e.,hasan

essentialsingularity at� = 0.
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In this paper we discuss how,just asin the better known 3D case,the 2D potentialwell� v0� (r);

v0 > 0;also supports an in�nite num ber ofbound states with the lowest bound levelbeing in�nitely

bound forany �xed v0.Foran N ! 1 m any-ferm ion system interacting pairwisevia a delta potential,

argum ents based on the Rayleigh-Ritz variationalprinciple show that the entire system in 3D would

collapseto in�nite binding energy perparticleE =N ! � 1 and in�nite num berdensity n � N =V ! 1 .

This occurs since the lowest two-particle bound levelin each �-wellbetween pairs is in�nitely bound,

forany �xed v0:To avoid this unphysicalcollapse one generally im aginessquare wellsin 3D (and also

in 2D)\regularized" [8]into � wells� v0� (r)thatsupporta single bound-state,a procedure leaving an

in�nitesim allysm allv0:Therem aining�-potentialwellisparticularlyusefulin condensed-m attertheories,

e.g.,ofsuperconductivity [14]orneutral-ferm ion super
uidity [15,16],wheretherequired Cooperpairing

can arise[17]from an arbitrarily weak attractiveinteraction between the particles(orholes).

Afterbeginning with a d-dim ensionalexpression forthedelta potentialin Sec.II,wesum m arizehow

bound statesem ergein 1D and 3D by recalling textbook results.In Sec.IIIweanalyzein greaterdetail

the less com m on 2D problem . In Sec. IV we sketch the use of\regularized" 2D � potentialwells for

electron (orhole)pairing in quasi-2D cupratesand in Sec. V we give detailsforthe 2D case. Sec. VI

o�ersconclusions.

II.R EV IEW O F D ELTA P O T EN T IA L W ELLS IN 1D A N D 3D

Theattractivesquarepotentialwellin d dim ensions

V (r)= � V0�(a� r); (4)

where the Heaviside step function �(x)� 1

2
[1+ sgn(x)],a is the wellrange,and V0 � 0 its depth. An

attractivedelta potential� v0�(r)(v0 > 0)can then be constructed from the doublelim it

� V0�(a� r) �� �������� ��!

V0 ! 1 ;a ! 0

3 adV0 = const.

� v0�(r); (5)

wherev0 � cda
dV0 isa positiveconstant,with cd � �d=2=�(d=2+ 1)asfollowson integrating both sides

of(5)overtheentired-dim ensional\volum e" and recalling that
R
ddr�(r)= 1:W e seek the bound-state

eigenenergiesE < 0from thetim e-independentSchr�odingerequation foraparticleofm assm in potential

(4),nam ely

r
2	(r)�

2m

~
2
[V (r)+ jE j]	(r)= 0; (6)

whereE � � jE j:

In 1D the solutionsof(6)(with r� 0 taken asjxj)forx 6= 0 are 	(x)= e� px:These functionshave

a discontinuousderivativeatx = a in the delta potentiallim it(5)where

lim
V0! 1 ;a! 0

2aV0 � v0 < 1 ; (7)
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and thereisalwaysa (single)bound-stateenergy E = � m v2
0
=2~2 (v0 6= 0)[11].Notethatin theintegral

m ethod ofRef.[13]applicableto shallow wellswherejE j� m axjV (x)j;E for1D would be given as

E = �
m

2~2

�Z
1

� 1

dxV (x)

�2

; (8)

which forV (x)= � v0�(x)becom es

E = �
m

2~2
v
2

0

�Z
1

� 1

dx�(x)

�2

= �
m v2

0

2~2
; (9)

which agreeswith Ref.[11]and isconsistentwith (1).The1D �-potentialwellhasproved veryconvenient

in m odeling [18,19]self-bound m any-ferm ion system sin 1D,and in understanding Cooperpairing [20]

aswellasthe BCS theory ofsuperconductivity [21].

Forthepotential(4)in 3D theparticlewavefunction in sphericalcoordinates[22]is	(r)= R l(r)Ylm (�;�);

where (Ref.[23],p.722)Ylm (�;�)are the sphericalharm onicsand Rl(r)the radialwavefunctions.For

0 � r � a the �nite (or regular)radialsolutionsare sphericalBesselfunctions ofthe �rstkind jl(K r)

oforderl,with K 2 � 2m (V0 � jE j)=~2;since jl(K r)< 1 atr = 0:Forr � a the linearly-independent

radialsolutionsaretheso-called m odi�ed sphericalBesselfunctionskl(kr),with k2 � 2m jE j=~2;where

kl(kr) decaysexponentially asr ! 1 :The boundary conditions atr = a expressing the continuity of

the radialwavefunction R l(r)and ofits�rstderivativecan be com bined into the singlerelation

djl(K r)=dr

jl(K r)

�
�
�
�
r= a�

=
dkl(kr)=dr

kl(kr)

�
�
�
�
r= a+

: (10)

Taking l= 0 and recalling (Ref.[23],pp.730,733)thatj0(x)= sin(x)=x;and k0(x)= e� x=x;(10)gives

K cot(K a)= � k; (l= 0): (11)

W ecan writethel= 0bound-stateenergiesE n = � ~
2=2m a2

�
�2=4+ "2n

�
;where"n arethedim ensionless

rootsof(11),with n = 1;2;::::The standard graphicalsolution [12]ofcondition (11)showsthatthere

areprecisely n bound l= 0 stateswheneverthe wellparam etersaresuch that[24]

(n � 1=2)� �

�
2m V0a2

~
2

� 1=2

� (n + 1=2)�; (n = 1;2;:::;1 ): (12)

Thus,the �rst bound state (n = 1) appears when V0a
2 � �2~2=8m ;as wasm entioned below (2),and

n = 2 requiresa deeperwelldepth V0 and/orlargerwellrange,etc.

The3D delta potentialwell� v0� (r);asde�ned in (5),integrated overallspacegives

v0 �

Z

d
3
rv0�(r)= lim

V0! 1 ;a! 0

Z

d
3
rV0� (a� r)

= lim
V0! 1 ;a! 0

4�

3
V0a

3
< 1 : (13)

Hence,asV0 ! 1 ;a ! 0them iddleterm in (12)(2m V0a2=~2)1=2 � (3m v0=2�~2a)1=2 � ! 1 ,sothatthe

num berofbound-statesn in the3D deltapotentialwell� v0�(r)isin�niteforany �nite�xed strength v0:
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III.2D D ELTA P O T EN T IA L W ELL

Thissam e resultholdsin 2D butisnotasapparent. Here the solutionsof(6)are 	(r)= f(r)e i� �;

with � = 0;1;2;:::and the angular variable � � � � � �:For 0 � r � a the radialsolutions which

are �nite atr = 0 are cylindricalBesselfunctionsJ�(K r)�
p
2K r=�j�� 1=2(K r)(Ref. [23],p. 669)of

integer order�;with K 2 � 2m (V0 � jE j)=~2:For r > a;as linearly-independentsolutions one has the

m odi�ed BesselfunctionsK �(kr)with k2 � 2m jE j=~2;which areregularasr! 1 .Thetwo boundary

conditionsatr= a can again be written asa singlerelation

dJ�(K r)=dr

J�(K r)

�
�
�
�
r= a�

=
dK �(kr)=dr

K �(kr)

�
�
�
�
r= a+

: (14)

Aswe wantto ensure againstcollapse in ourm any-body system interacting pairwise with the � poten-

tial,it is enough to show this for the lowestbound levelwith � = 0:In this case (14) becom es,since

dJ0 (K r)=dr= � K J1 (K r)and dK 0 (kr)=dr= � kK1 (kr)(Ref.[25],p.361 and 376,respectively),

K a
J1(K a)

J0(K a)
= ka

K 1(ka)

K 0(ka)
: (15)

Since K 1(x) > K 0(x) > 0 for allx,the rhs of(15) is alwaysa positive and increasing function ofka;

it is plotted in Fig. 1 for V0=jE j= 300 (dashed curve). As for the lhs,J0 (x) oscillates for allx so

that it diverges positively whenever J0(x) = 0,then changes sign and thus drives the lhs to � 1 (see

fullcurve in �gure). Clearly,there is always an intersection (bound state,m arked by dots in �gure)

between two consecutive zerosofJ0(x):Fora given intervalin ka;the closerthese polesare,the m ore

bound-statesthere willbe.Thus,forany given squarewell,allofthe allowed bound-stateslie inside an

intervalbetween 0 and km axa;where km ax � (2m V0=~2)1=2. In such an intervalthe num bern ofbound

states(zeros)willben = INT(�km axa=�),with � � (V0=jE j� 1)1=2 wheretheINT(x)function roundsa

num berx down to the nearestinteger.O fcourse,theexpression forn isonly valid aftertheappearance

ofthe �rstpole. Then forV0=jE j= 300 asin Fig. 1,n = 3 in the intervalbetween 0 and km axa = 0:5:

In Fig. 2 are shown the bounds for V0=E = 2700 where there are n = 7 bound states in the interval

between 0 and km axa = 0:4 asitshould be.

To constructa delta potentialwell� v0� (r) in 2D from the �nite-ranged well(4),and through (5)

ensurethat
R
d2r� (r)= 1,requiresthat

lim
V0! 1 ;a! 0

V0�a
2
� v0 < 1 : (16)

Thus,as long as jE jis �nite ka � (
p
2m jE j=~2)a � !

V0! 1 ;a! 0

0 and we can use (Ref. [17],p. 612)

xK 1(x)=K 0(x) � !
x� 1

� 1=lnx for the rhs of(15). In this case the num ber n ofbound states for �-well

corresponds again to the num ber ofzeros ofthe lhs of(15) but in the delta lim it. Here,from (16)

K a � ka(V0=jE j� 1)1=2 � � !
V0! 1 ;a! 0

p
2m v0=�~2 < 1 (notnecessarily � 1).W e willsee below thatthe

caseK a � 1 correspondsto theshallow 2D potentialwellofRef.[13].Buteven ifK a isnot� 1;Bessel

functionsoscillateforlargeargum entalthough theirperiod isnotconstant.In thislattercase(Ref.[25],
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p. 364)J1(x)� !
x� 1

p
2=�xcos(x � 3�=4)allowslocating the zerosofthe lhsof(15)which asV0=jE jis

increased approach each otheron theka axis,so thatin thedelta welllim itasV0=jE j� ! 1 thenum ber

n ofbound-statesincreasesinde�nitely.M oreover,rewriting (15)as

�xnJ1(�xn)K 0(xn)� xnK 1(xn)J0(�xn)= 0; (17)

bound statesareeasily identi�ed from Fig.3,wheretherootsof(17),say xn � kna =
�p

2m jE nj=~
2

�

a;

are seen to form an in�nite setas� � ! 1 . Therefore the 2D delta potentialwellsupportsan in�nite

num berofstates,forany �xed v0,precisely asin the3D case,thisbeing them ain conclusion ofthepaper.

Table 1 showsthe �rstfew (num erical)xn rootswhere E n � � ~
2x2n=2m a

2;forthree extrem e valuesof

V0=jE j:

Applying the integralm ethod ofRef. [13]for � = 0 for a shallow potentialwell,i.e.,V0 ! 0 and

jE j� V0;one can take both K a and ka ! 0:Thus,we can use xK 1(x)=K 0(x)� !
x� 1

� 1=lnx in the rhs

of(15),and in the lhsof(15)we note that(Ref. [25],p. 360)J�(x)� !
x� 1

x�=2��!,with � = 0 and 1;so

thatxJ1(x)=J0(x)� !
x� 1

x2=2 .Hencewe write(15)as

�
1

(K a)2
’
lnka

2
; (18)

so that on putting V0 � jE j� V0 (18) becom es precisely (3). In fact,for any shallow 2D circularly-

sym m etricpotentialwellV (r);the �rstbound state in Ref.[13]isgiven by

E ’ �
~
2

2m a2
exp

�

� ~
2
=m

�
�
�
�

Z
1

0

drrV (r)

�
�
�
�

�

; (19)

which forpotential(4)reducesto (3).Thisresultin the delta lim itof(16)�nally becom es

E ’ �
~
2

2m a2
exp

�
� 2~2�=m v0

�
; (20)

wherev0 < 1 :

IV .N EED T O R EG U LA R IZE IN C O N D EN SED -M AT T ER SY ST EM S

Realcondensed m attersystem sarem ade ofm any particles(bosonsand/orferm ions)interacting via

attractive and/orrepulsive forces. Attractive forces between ferm ions can form pairsneeded for m any

propertiessuch assuperconductivityin solidsorsuper
uidityin ferm ion liquidsortrapped atom icferm ion

gases. However,addressing these problem swith a physically realistic interaction isoftentim esdi�cult.

Asin 1D with a \bare" �-potentialwell,a regularized attractive�-wellpreventscollapsein 3D,provides

the required pairsin either2D or3D and,ofcourse,sim pli�escalculations.

Itiseasy to im aginea trialwavefunction whereby,with an attractivebare�-function interferm ionic

interaction (i.e.,before regularization),a 3D N -ferm ion system would have in�nitely negative energy-

per-particle(aswellasin�nite num ber-density).Thisisbecausethe lowestbound levelofthe two-body

�-wellis in�nitely deep in 3D,and indeed also in 2D,as was shown in the preceding sections. By the

7



Rayleigh-Ritz variationalprinciple the expectation energy associated with the trialwave function is a

rigorousupper bound to the exactN -ferm ion ground-state energy,and hence producescollapse ofthe

true 3D ground state ofthe system asN ! 1 . In thispicture,each particle \m akesitsown well" but

willattractto itselfevery otherparticle,two foreach level,to m inim izethetrialexpectation energy.W e

thus getan N -ferm ion system asschem atically sketched in Fig. 4 (where the Pauliexclusion principle

is explicitly being applied) that collapses as N ! 1 :To avoid this unphysicalcollapse in 3D,and at

the sam e tim e ensure pairform ation in either2D or3D,one can \regularize" [8]the 2D and 3D �nite

interparticle potentialwells so that in the lim it the corresponding �-wellpossesses only one (s-wave)

bound state.Thisalso occurswith the Cooper/BCS m odelinteraction [10]de�nable in any d and with

thebare�-wellin 1D.Thesingle-bound-state�-wellthen ensuresthatonly pair\clusters"form ,in agree-

m entwith quantized m agnetic 
ux experim entsin eitherelem ental[26][27]orcuprate superconductors

[28]in rings where the sm allest
ux trapped is found to be h=2e (with h being Planck’s constantand

e the electron charge). Thiscontrastswith h=e asLondon conjectured juston dim ensionalgrounds,as

wellaswith h=ne (n = 3;4;:::)which isnotobserved in superconductors,asone would expectin vacuo

in other m any-particle system s with attractions that produce clusters ofany size. The fact that only

pairclustersoccurwith electrons(or\holes")in superconductorsislikelyassociatedwith clustersform ing.

V .R EG U LA R IZED 2D D ELTA W ELL

Regularization in either 2D or 3D starts from a �nite-range square welland yields �-wellwith an

in�nitesim ally sm allstrength v0,aswenow illustrate.Tobespeci�c,weconcentrateon theregularization

of the 2D �nite potentialwells needed to m im ic, in a sim ple way, the presence of Cooper pairs in

superconductors.W e thusseek a two-body squarewellinteraction such that,in the � lim it,itpossesses

only one (s-wave)bound state. Following Ref. [8],ford = 2 we substitute (4)by an e�ective two-body

square-wellinteraction Va(r)which in the lim ita ! 0+ becom es� v0�(r)with v0 > 0,and isgiven by

Va(r)=
~
2

2m �

2

a2 lnja=a0j
�(a� r); (a0 > a > 0) (21)

wherem � = m =2isthereduced m assofthepair,a isstillthewellrange,and a0 isan arbitraryparam eter

thatm easuresthe actualstrength ofthe interaction. Potential(21)in the delta lim it(5)givesa �-well

strength v0 (a)� �
R
d2rVa (r) = � �~2=m � lnja=a0j> 0,and is thus in�nitesim ally sm allas a ! 0+ .

However,thisparam etercan beelim inated in favorofthebinding energy B 2 � 0ofthesinglelevel,which

now servesascoupling param eter.Indeed,using v0 (a)in equation (20)fora shallow-wellasin Ref.[13]

butwith m � instead ofm ,weobtain forthe lowestenergy

E = �
~
2

m a2
0

� � B2; (22)

where 0 � B2 < 1 is the m agnitude ofthe pair binding energy. This straightforward procedure then

guaranteesa sim ple �nite-lowest-energy levelwell| asin 1D,see (9). O nce we setthe regularized two-

body interaction m odel,result(22)can be varied asthe coupling describing oursuperconductorm odel.
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O ne possibility we have now isto �x B 2;which �xesthe value ofa0;the second possibility isto setB 2

by �xing theparam etera0;which can representtherangeofthewavefunction oftheparticles.O necan

also reduce the in�nite num berofbound statesto only one by shifting the centerofthe 2D �-potential

from the origin along the radialaxis[29];howeverthe topology ofthisnew �-potentialisunsuitable to

sim ulaterealinteractionsbetween electrons.

In 3D regularization proceeds sim ilarly [8]as in 2D except that there is no log term in (21),and

instead ofthebinding energy (22)ascoupling param eteroneem ploysthes-wavescattering length which

iswell-de�ned even if,unlike 2D,the wellistoo shallow to supporta bound state.

In an N -ferm ion system interacting pairwise via a regularized �-potential,ferm ionsin the Ferm isea

bind each other by pairs only,as required by m agnetic 
ux quantization experim ents [26][27][28],see

Fig. 5. The �-potentialhas been used extensively in the literature [30,31]to m im ic the pair-form ing

interferm ion interaction in,e.g.,quasi-2D cuprateaswellasin otherwise3D superconductors[31,32]and

neutral-ferm ion super
uids[15,16].

V I.C O N C LU SIO N S

A graphicalproofwasprovided ofhow a 2D �-potentialwellsupportsan in�nite num berofbound-

states as does the m ore fam iliar 3D �-potentialwell. Using Rayleigh-Ritz variational-principle upper-

bound argum ents,wethen illustrated how in 3D thebinding energy-per-particleofan N -ferm ion system

m ustgrow inde�nitely asthe num berofferm ionsincreases.In orderto preventthisunphysicalcollapse

in m odeling such asystem onecan useregularized �-potentialsin 3D aswellasin 2D thatby construction

supporta single bound state. Thisprovidesusefulinterferm ion interaction m odelsto study 2D and 3D

condensed-m atterproblem s. An appealing m otivation forregularized �-potentialsisthatthey �teasily

within the fram ework ofthe tim e-independentSchr�odingerequation in eithercoordinate orm om entum

space. Indeed,solving the two-body problem in the Ferm isea allows one already to exhibit Cooper

pairing phenom ena which isthestarting pointforany treatm entofsuperconductivity orneutral-ferm ion

super
uidity.
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Tables

V0=jE j x1 x2 x3 x4

10 0:3738 1:4216 2:4674 3:5137

103 0:0218 0:1248 0:2245 0:3240

105 0:0123 0:0223 0:0323 0:0422

Table 1: First few roots xn = (
p
2m jE nj=~

2)a of(17) for bound-states E n of2D potentialwell

according to (15),fordi�erentvaluesofV0=jE j:
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Figure1:Rhs(dashed curve)and lhs(fullcurve)of(15)forthe2D wellwith V0=jE j= 300.Intersections

ofboth curvesm arked by dots signalbound states. There is alwaysa bound state between every two

consecutivezerosofJ0(x),orpolesofthe lhsof(15).
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Figure 2: Sam e asFig. 1 butforV0=jE j= 2700 suggesting thatthe num berofbound statesincreases

inde�nitely asthe potentialwellapproachestheDirac �-welllim it(5).
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Figure 3: The bound statesforthe 2D �-wellare associated with the zerosofthe lhs ofequation (17),

plotted on the verticalaxis. ForV0=jE j= 1000,thisgraph illustratesthe roots(bound states)of(17)

which becom ean in�nite setaswe approch to the �-welllim it.
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Figure4:An N -ferm ion system with the�-wellpairwiseinteractionsproducescollapseasN ! 1 in 3D

since both the binding energy perparticleand the particledensity diverge.
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Figure 5:A dim ergasform ed by single-bound-state regularized �-wells,schem atically depicted. In this

case,the3D m any-ferm ion system willnotcollapsesincethePauliexclusion principlepreventsm orethan

two particlesfrom being bound in a given well.
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