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W e discuss di erences between the exact S{m atrix for scat—
tering on serial structures and a known factorized expres—
sion constructed of single{elem ent S{m atrices. A s an illus-
tration, we use an exactly solvablem odelofa quantum w ire
w ith two point in purities.
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T he core ofthe scattering{operator concept isthat it relatesasym p—
totic states far away from the region where the interaction a ects the
m otion substantially. Tt happens often, however, that the interaction
is Jocalized to a certain dom ain  ; since solutions to the free equation
are usually known, we m ay rephrase then the scattering problem asa
m ap between the solutions at the boundary of which can be con—
tinued (in som e direction) into the corresponding asym ptotic states. If
we want to keep a temm inological distinction, it ism ore appropriate to
soeak about the prescattering operator in this case.

Such a \ nite{distance" scattering is particularly usefiil in situa-
tions when the interaction support is a union of a nite number of
dom ains 5 ; it can help to solve the fullproblem by m eans of scatter-
ing on the \com ponents". This sub fct has becom e actual in connec-
tion w ith recent studies of quantum {w ire superlattices [L{13] In which
a num ber of elem ents, usually of the sam e type, is arranged Into a
serial structure. The physically relevant quantity is the conductivity
which is related directly to the electron scattering in the superhttice
by Landauer’s fomula.

There are several ways how to derive the S{m atrix com ponents of
the serial structure, ie., tranan ission and re ection am plitudes from
analogous quantities of a singk elm ent. The above sketched cbser—
vation applies directly if the num ber of Inearly independent solutions
entering and leaving each com ponent scatterer is nite. This is the
case, eg., when the system in question is a graph {3,'4]; it m ay not be
easy to nd the solution interconnecting the scatterers if an extemal

eld isapplied, but the algebraicpart ofthe problem iswellestablished
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However, quantum m echanics lures always around ready to show
who is the m aster of our physical world. In general, diferent com po—
nents ofthewave function, say, di erent transversem odes in a quantum
w ire, do not cease to be correlated even out of the support of the in-—
teraction . H ere the di erence between the scattering and prescattering
operator show s, because the sets of states the latter m aps onto each
other are larger; n addition to true asym ptotic states which live eter-
nally they contain also such that die out when the distance from the
Interaction region Increases.



Figure 1: A pair of scatteres in the strip.

Twould be certainly worth to form ulate properly relationsbetween
this approach, which is inherently tin e{independent, and the rigorous
scattering theory {1§,17]. O urain here, however, ism ore practicaland
connected w ith the m entioned studies of quantum {w ire superlattices.
W ith few exosptionstheir authors inclide the evanescent states into the
ferative procedures of com puting the S{m atrix, so the result su ers
no theoretical defect. The weak point of all num erical calculations
stem s from the necessity to restrict the used fam ily of statestoa nite
num ber; the stability aspect is usually handled by a vague cbservation
that the nvolved serdes converge fast enough. In this ketter we want
to discuss this problem in m ore detail; we are going to derive explicit
error estin ates In a solvable m odel in which the individual scatterers
are point in purities In a straight strip.

1 S{m atrix factorization

E Jam ents of a one{dim ensional superlattice are linearly arranged and
m ost authors use various transfer{m atrix m odi cations connecting so—
Jutionsto the kft and right ofa given scatterer [1,2,5,9{11]; som e adm it
num erical problem s due to a fast grow th of higher evanescent m odes.
Tt has been argued recently {[2] that the approach, which we called
pre{S{m atrix, o ers a m ore stable schem e relating instead the ingoing
and outgoing waves.

C onsider therefore a pair of scatterers S,; S, as sketched on Fig—
ure 1, where A, isthe fam ily of solutions entering S; from the lft
etc.; In particular, if the corresponding extemalm otion is free, A, is
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Figure 2: A pair of polnt scatteres in the strip.

acolmn vector al’e®* with k. being the channelm om enta. The
pre{S{m atrices can be w ritten In tem s ofthe re ection and tranan is—

sion parts,
| | | | | |
B _ Ry Ty A, D _ R, T, C,
B, T, R, A ¢ D, T, R, C
@)
w here the tilded quantities corresoonding to the passage from the right
to the left are obtained from Ry; Ty by m irror transform ation. The
above form is convenient because the num bers of involved m odes at the
two sidesof S5 may be di erent. Let us stress that the pre{S {m atrices
in this setting need not be unitary. T he evanescent m odes | if included
| do not contridbute to the probability current, and the propagating
ones enter with di erent velocities: if the corresponding part of S
should be unitary, we have to multiply the (n;m ){th am plitudes by
(kn =Kn )7
Ouraim istoexpress B ;D., from given A, ;C .The rlations
) yield a set of four operator equation which can be solved if we
dentify the kft and right traveling solutions between the scatterers,
D =A and C,; = B, .Ushg the identity

I+X T YX)y =@ xy)'!

which isvalid whenever the Inversesm ake sense, we nd by a straight—
forward algebra that the com bined pre{S{m atrix is

0
Ri+T1 (I RyR:1) 'RpTy T: (I R,R;) 'T
B C
Si2 = @ X : Q)
T, (I RiR;) 'T; R,+ T, (I RiR;) 'RiT;



T heblocks ofthis operatoracquire an illustrative m eaning ifwe expand
the inverses Into geom etric series [§]. Sometines S, is cbtained by
shifting and/or m irroring another scatterer, then one has to nd the
operator which represents this transform ation. This is equivalent to

nding the general solution In the intemm ediate region between S; and
S, which m ay not be easy if the m otion is not free there [L5].

The operator ) describes the combined scatterer exactly if the
oace into which S; and S, ! map is large enough to accom odate all
generalized eigenvectors of the corregoonding Schrodinger equation. A
truncation induces an error which in general is not easy to estim ate;
we shalldo that below In an explicitly solvalble m odel.

2 Point{interaction scattering in a strip

T hem odeldescribes a nonrelativistic particle con ned to straight strip
ofa width d with the hard{wallboundary sub Ect to point perturoa-
tions sin ulating natural or arti cial in purities. Such a system hasnu-
m erous Interesting features which w illbe described in detail elsew here
[18]; here we restrict ourselves to a basic inform ation.

For sin plicity we set d = and h’=2m = 1, so that in the ab—
sence of the im purties the m otion is govemed by the Ham itonian

Hy = ; the wavefunction is supposed to satisfy the D irichlet
boundary condiions (x;0) = x; ) = 0 forany x. Point in—
teractions situated at a5 = (@y;15) ; J= 1;:::;J can be ntroduced In

the standard way {19, SecI5]: they are detemm ined by the boundary
conditions

Li( ja9)+ 2 SLo( jay) = 0; Jj= 1;:::50;
relating the generalized boundary values

() h i
Li( ;a) = Iim ®) Lo( ;&) hx aj;

Lo( ja) = lim ——;
ol 7o) ® aj 0 In K aj' * aj 0

where 5 are the (rescaled) coupling constants; the free H am iltonian
correspondsto =1 ;= 1;:::5;J .



Solvability ofthe m odel stem s from the fact that one can com pute
the corresponding resolvent kemelby m eans ofthe K rein’s form ula; all
soectral inform ation iscontained then mthe J J matrix (z) given
by

z) = m 5 ®;2) T w)Golsian;z) (3)

. P ikn ()7 %27
. 3 L 1 1 € o }(1 Zj
where Gy &®1;%,;2) = = =1 kn@

G reen’s function, k, (z) = 2z n?, and

sin (ny;) sih (nyz) is the free

. 1., . i® s’ @b 1
@;z) = Im Go@ix;jz) — hx aj = — T
® aj 0 2 1 k, (2) 2n
)
Tl/g e suppose everyw here that the energy stays away of the thresholds,
z 6 1;2;:::. The know ledge of the resolvent allow s us, in particu—

lar, to solve the scattering problem . The re ection and transm ission
am plitudes are expressed through the nverse of (z) as

xJ ; ) e .
nn (z) = _l ) jkl S]I'l([nb]) S]I'l(nb,g) el(km as+ knay) ;
k=1 kn (2)
©)
. XJ . . . |
tnm (Z) = nm + —l (Z) jkl SIlm]}:J)(SZ];lmh()e ikm @3 knag) .

Jk=1
T he m irrored quantities are obtained by changing each perturbation
ongitudinal coordinate a; to  aj ; together they satisfy the unitarity
condition

5‘;2] sz]

kq (tnmEsm-l'rnmfsm) = nskni ko Cn Ten t rnmJ_csm = 0;
m=1 m=1
w here the sum m ation runsoverthe open channels, [ ] being the nteger
part.

3 Com parison of the S{m atrices

From now on we shall consider a pair of point interactions, J = 2,
with a; = 0 and a, = a. For the sake of brevity we denote 4 =



5 f(5z) and G = Gg @ ;az;z) ,0thematrix (z) maybew ritten

as é (25 . For further purposes we introduce also the truncated
resolvent
. % . .
i sin (nloy) sih b :
G° Gyljapiz) = — (o) s € bz)eﬂ‘“a; 6)
n=1 ky (2)

among the M modes involved, N = FE] are propagating whilke
the rest corresoonds to evanescent channels. The one{perturbation
re ection and transanm ission are

r(]) — _i Sjrl(rlbj) Sjrlﬁnb]) ej-(kn"'km )aj .

Lo, dshEb) snEb)
- Kn 3 ; Kn 3

(7)
for j= 1;2. Suppose that we employ an M com ponent Ansatz for
wavefinctions in the intem ediate region, 0 < x < a. Ushg the
de nition (§),we nd

1 D@ = _j'GtSjn(nbl)sjn(me)eikma:

nm Ko 12

This M M matrix is explicitly nvertible,

. e ., i G sn@b)snmb) .,
nm
nm 12 GY? kq

: (8)

The relations 1) and §) allow us to express the com posed transm is-
sion am plitude as the lower left elem ent of the m atrix (2); after a
straightforward com putation using the de nition ), we arrive at the
formula

N

) _
12 GY?

m nm

+ , s (b)) sin mb) + G sh (b)) sh mby) e*°2
©)
+Gtsnmb)shmb)e ¥ %+ | shmb)shmb)e® =2 ;

which di ers from the exact expression ) jast by replacing the \o {
diagonal" coe cients G by thetruncated one G *. A sin ilar conclusion



can bem ade for the other am plitudes in @) . Let us estin ate the error
due to neglecting the rem ainder term

® i i P——
GF = 1 Sm(r%_)bl) SJn(nbz)e S 10)

2
n=M +1 n 4
D enote

q
~ = maxf 1; 29; D = ™M +1)2 N +1)?%;

where them aximum in the rst expression istaken over the nterval of
energies we are interested in. Since N = [ z], we have

C+M +1)% z (M +1)% N +1)> (*+ D)?;

and the relative error of the \diagonal" term s in {9), ie. the mstand
the Jast one, can be estin ated by

P
. 2 G~ R egantz 2 G~ e P
) . G2 ... °m 2z D ., G 1ew
for the o -diagonal ones we have
.1 1 2+ G? e

o) —D 1 2 G t)2 1 e )

T hiserrorbounds show where deviations from the exact expression
are m ost lkely. An obvious requirem ent is that the evanescent states
m ust be given opportunity to decay; as long as the m oduliare of order
of one, it is the exponential tem which govems the estin ates. To get

2

a K digi precision, one roughly nesds ™ +1)° ® +1)°~ =
In general, the problem becom es therefore non{trivial when we glie
scatterers w thout interm ediate regions; then one has to check that the
evanescent states do indeed decay w ithin each S5 when wem ove from
its centre to the boundardies.

T he second source oferrorare the denom inators. T he two{in purty
system hasno em bedded eigenvalues (@part from the trivialonesdue to

symm etry), so theexact ; , G? isnever zero in the cases of interest

’



[L8]. O n the other hand, it has resonances unless the in purity sitsat a
node ofa transverse eigenfuinction; they arenarrow in the case ofa weak
ocoupling, ie. for 5 large positive. The truncated expression m ay
blow up around the resonance energies, and even if it isnot the cass, it
m ay produce shifted resonances. T his is in portant, because resonance
structures such as conductivity m odulations around thresholds are a
prin ary cb fct of interest In quantum {w ire serial scatterers.

To illustrate the di erences due to the cut{o factorization, ket us
com pute the conductivity ofthe quantum w irew ith a pairofim puriies,

= fom ;M) T 1)

262 §E] k-m
gz = T k.

nm=1

where t,, (z;M ) isgiven by @) wih the resolvent {§) which includes
M N evanescent states;thelmit M ! 1 gives the exact answer.
Let us ram ark that the one{point problem ocontains also a sum over
allm odes in the finction @) but this can be controlled {i8]. W e see
that even if the approxin ations w ith low num ber of evanescent m odes
ie.M ° 5 dier considerably only in the vichity of the thresholds,
there are regions like those close to a resonance (cf. the Inset), where
the convergence slow s rapidly down. For instance, in order to get the
correct position of the peak, higher evanescent modes, up toM = 15
In this particular case, m ust be taken into acoount.
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Figure caption:

Figure 1: A pair of scatteres.

Figure 2: A pair of polnt scatteres in the strip.

Figure 3: Conductivity plots for factorized vs. exact scattering m atri-
ces. The positions of scatterers are a; = (0; =3);a, = (005;2 =3)
and the coupling constants are chosen ; = , = 02. The full lne
represents the exact resul, dotted, dash-dotted and dashed lines the
approximnationswith M = 1, M = 2 and M = 4, repectively. In
the inset, however, they represent the approxin ationswih M = 5,
M = 10and M = 15, respectively.
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