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P oint scatterers in low num ber of dim ensions
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It is well known that in 1D the cross section of a point scatterer increases along w ith the scatterer’s strength
(potential) . In this paperwe show that this is an exceptional case, and in all the other cases, w here a point defect

has a physicalm eaning, ie.,, 0 < d< land 1< d

2 (d is the dim ensions num ber), the cross section does not

increase m onotonically with the scatterer’s strength. In fact, the cross section exhibits a resonance dependence
on the scatterer’s strength, and in the singular 2D case it gets itsm axim um valie for an in niely weak strength.
W e use this fact to show that two totally di erent generalized functions can describe exactly the sam e physical

entity (the sam e scatterer).
PACS:7210Fk,7155A and 7220Dp

It is well known that in general the cross section of a
scattering process does not have a m onotonic dependence
on scatterers strength (potential). O n the contrary, the
spectral vicinity of resonances causes the m ain in pact
on the scattering process. H owever, when an all scatter-
ers (com pared to the incident scattered particle’s wave—
length) are under consideration, no such resonances can
occur, and the scatterer’s strength has a direct n uence
on the scattering cross section. In 3D this process is
known as Rayligh scattering in O ptics, and Bom ap—
proxin ation In Quantum M echanics Q@M ), and unlke
M Je scattering (in O ptics termm inology) has a very sinple
dependence on the scatterer’s strength : the cross section
is proportional to the square of the scatterer’s strength
(scatterer’s potential n the QM picture), ie., / V2.
Sin ilarly, In 1D the re ection coe cient m onotonically
Increases along w ith the scatterer’s strength:
h i,
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(L isthe scatterer’sw idth, ! isthe incom ing particles’
energy and V is the scatterer’s potential hereinafter we
adopt the unitsh = 2m = 1).

In this paper we show that these cases are the ex—
ceptions: In general, the cross section does not have a
m onotonic dependence on the scatterer’s strength, even
w hen the scatterer ism erely a point defect. In particular
we Investigate w ithout approxin ations the dim ensional-
ity regine 0 < d 2 for a point scatterer, and we show
that the d = 1 is the only case in this regin ¢, In which
the cross section increases m onotonically w ith the scat—
terer strength (potential). In all the other cases (other
din ensions), we prove that beyond a certain potential
("strength") value, the scattering cross section starts to
decrease.

The stationary-state Schrodinger equation in d-
din ensions reads:
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where we adopt again the units h = 2m = 1 @
is the partick’s m ass), p? is the partick’s energy, is
the param eter which characterizes the point scatterer’s
strength, r ? is the d-din ensions Laplacian, and ¢ (r) is
the D irac delta function in d-dim ensions (r is the vector
In d-din ensional space).

Let usdenote by G4 (r) the d-din ensions G reen fiinc-
tion, ie.,
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and by inc (r) the incident wave function. It is then
straightforw ard that the scattered wave fiinction is sin -
ply and exactly
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where the scattering coe cient is equal (exactly) to
(ord< 2)
inc (0)
f= —=": 5
TG 0) ©)
Thus, the problem is reduced to an evaluation of the
G reen function.
The Green function is required in two regines: for
Tj! 1
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exp (ip ¥J ®)
and or ¥ij= 0

(2 d)=2 pd 2 exp ( id :2).
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where @) 2¢ @# %2 tan & ¢ . Weinmedi
ately recognize a resonance pattem in eq.(:_g) .

In general, the physics encapsulated in Eq.@:) can be
divided into Pour categories:

For 0 < d < 1, a resonance occurs only for positive

, le., only barriers (in contrast to wells) dem onstrate
a non-m onotonic dependence on the scaterer’s strength
()

Ford= 1, the scattering coe cient (in this case equiv—
alent to the re ection coe cient) is reduced to the well-
known equation
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and the dependence (on
pendent of the sign of ).

For 1l < d < 2, the non-m onotonic behavior appears
again but this tin e only for negative  (that is, only for
wells).

d= 2 isam ore com plicated case, and w illbe discussed
seperately in this paper, but the sam e generalnonm ono—
tonic dependence stillholds in the 2D case.

To investigate the resonant nature of Eq.(’_d) and the
way it depends on din ensionality, it is m ore convenient
to use, instead of the enrgy p?, the din ensionless energy
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Thus,Eq.('_) becom es
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where 4 isauniversalfiinction, which dependsm erely
on the din ensions num ber, ie.,

2=(2 d)
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T herefore, the m axin um corss section is obtamned for
"= g (11)

for any d, and the scattering coe cient m axinum value
is
. 2 2
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Forthe 2D case, Eq.{_l-g‘) m ay be a bit m islkeading, or
it suggests an In niely strong scattering coe cient, ie.,
¥{.. @ &’ Prd! 2. However, this valie is
obtained, as Eqgs.{0) and {11) mply, only at ™ ! 1 .
Forany nite energy (ie, "< 1 ) ¥7F isi niely small
(ke @ df).

B efore investigating the d = 2 any further, i is Instruc—
tive to Investigate the non-m onotonic dependence of the
scattering coe cient jEj2 on the scatterer’s strength
For convenience, ket us use the follow ing dim ensionless
physical param eters: the scattering coe cient (which is
proportional to the scattering cross section)
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FIG.1l. A pltofthe nom alized scattering coe cientF as
a function of the nom alized "strength" ford= 04;1 and
18. Onl in the d= 1 case there is no localm axim um .

This function ispltted n Figl forthed= 04;1 and
18 cases. It is clear that In general this function is not
m onotonic. Tt gets tsm axinum valie for
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forwhich case
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and therefore,
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Two universal din ensions appear: F, .x receives is
mininum valie ord’ 081 and F j;, receives itsm axi-
mum valie ford= 1:19, howeverthey get the sam e value
w ith the sam e derivative only at d= 1 (see Fig2).
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FIG.2. A pbtofFnax and F ¢ as a function ofd.

Tt is then clear w hy m onotonic dependence is restored
only ord = 1. In all the other cases (pboth d < 1 and
d> 1), Fpne< Fpax (seeFigl); m oreover, the larger the
din ensionality (eyond d > 1), the ower p ,x. There—
fore, to achieve m axin um cross section, the scatterer’s
strength should be decreased.

T hese last two conclusions run contrary to comm on in-—
tuition. O ne would nom ally expect to increase the scat—
tering cross section by increasing the scatterer strength,
not decrease it.

W ith this in m ind, it should not be surprising that in
order to get a m axInum scattering cross section in 2D
the point scatterer’s strength  should be In nitely low,
and for any other nite value of , the cross section w ill
vanish.

The applicability of a point scatterer in 2D is well
known In the literature, and due to the singularity of
the 2D case, there where m any indirect approaches to
modela 2D point scatterer (see, for exam ple, [_3{:_2[(_5]) .In
what follow s we present tw o generalized finction, which
can replace directly the potentialofa 2D point scatterer
w ithout any approxin ations. The st function was al-
ready presented by A zbel r_B] , but the second one isa new
function. D espite the di erent appearance they both de-
scribe the sam e defects.

To create a scatterer with a nite cross section) in 2D
one can choose, instead ofa delta fiinction, a nite width

( ) scatterer (put a very narrow one, ie., p 1) B]. For
exam ple, ket us choose the potential t;\"]
h i
exp =¥
V (x) = - — (14)
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Surely, in the lmi ! 0, eqil4 is sinply the D irac’s

delta function.

Since this potentialhas a nite width, one cannot use
eq.'_7: for the G reen flinction. Instead, the G reen function
near ¥j= 0 should be taken, and in 2D it can be w ritten
as

G @’ @) hpre=2); @5)

where isthe Euler constant f].

M oreover, due to the singularity one cannot use eq.;_ﬂ)
to calculate the scattering coe cient, jnst_ead the follow -
Ing general expression should be taken [_11;]
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Substituting egs. :_I;'n and :_1-4 n eq,'_l-é, the scattering
coe cient willbe

£7 inc (O) (17)

ly 2) ' hpe 2=2 + i=4

This expression again illustrates the non-m onotonic
behavior of if jon the scatterer’s strength : for a very
weak scatterer, f jincreasesw ith the strength, but when

exceedsthevalie @ ) p e 2=2 © ;fijbegins
to decrease. In particular, choosing (ref. g])
= 2 18)
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one obtains (n thelimit ! 0)
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is the point potential resonance energy.

W e therefore see again that in 2D, the point In puriy
potentialm ust be in niely shallower than the 2D dela
function, that is, the strength is In niely (logarithm i-
cally w ith the in purity’s w idth) narrow (eq:_l-é) .

In the last few paragraphswe confronted the problem —
atic (due to the sihgularity) 2D case by starting w ith
a nite () width potential, xing the right potential

strength (eqild) and only then taking the limit ! 0.
M ore form ally, the desired potential can be w ritten
h i
2 exp (= jz
Vg= In—F— 21
(x) o Th (0= ) (1)

Such a generalized point potential m In ics a physical
2D point scatterer with eigen energy expressed by eg.

ed.



This procedure was taken in [_3] by Azbel and was
nam ed In purity D Function (IDF), however, this is not
the only way to attack the singular 2D potential. Our
derivation also suggests that it ispossble to confront the
singularity of the 2D case via the dim ensions’ num ber
(ie., d). Thatis, it isclearthatd= 2and = 0 isa sin—
gular point, but instead of approaching it viathe ! 0
Iim t while xing d = 2), one can approach it via the
d! 2 (from below) lim it while kesping = 0).
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FIG.3. In thed plane, each arrow illustratesa di erent
way of approaching the singular pointd= 2 and = 0 . The
1lst and 2nd regions (incliding the d = 2 line) correspond to
im purities whose cross section does not depend m onotonically
on their potential strength. The d = 1 line is the only case in
which the m onotone dependence occurs. In the 3rd region, a
point iIm purity cannot exist. N otice that the < 0 region has
no physicalm eaning.

In particular, again choosing the potential

V (@ = 4 (x)
w ith the potential "strength"
- 22 q E&Z d)=2

substituting it in Eq.{l3) and then taking the lim it
d! 2 (from below), the sinple expression (19) of F is
retrieved.

W e therefore nd anotherway to construct a 2D point
In puriy, which describes a physical In purity character-
ized by the eigen energy E . This generalized potential
can be w ritten as the follow ing 1im it

d)ESZ d)=2 d

V= 2 Im@ (x) : (22)
dr 2
T he potentials descrlbed by egs. :_Z-Z_L: and 2-2_; describe
exactly the sam e physical entity. D espite their di erent
appearance, they both present a point inpurity in 2D,

w ith the sam e eigen energy E, (see eq 20).

In both cases, these are generalized functions, where
their lim it is presented In Fig3: the Imit ! 0 ofeqg.
:_2-1: ispresented by the "A " arrow In the gure, whik the
Imid! 2 ofeq,'_Z-Z_i isthe "B" arrow .

To sum m arize, In thispaperwe show ed that our every—
day experience that the cross section ofa point scatterer
Increasesw ith the scatterer’s strength fails in low number
ofdin ensions. It was shown that the 1D isthe only case
In which there is a m onotonic dependence of the scatter—
Ing coe cientson the scatterer’s strength, in allthe other
cases (other din ensions) the scattering coe cient show s
a resonance dependence on the scatterer’s strength. W e
use our derivation to construct a new generalized func—
tion, which can describe the potential of a point defect
in2D.
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