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Evanescent m odes in a m ultiple scattering
factorization
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W ediscussdi�erencesbetween theexactS{m atrix forscat-
tering on serialstructuresand a known factorized expres-
sion constructed ofsingle{elem entS{m atrices.Asan illus-
tration,weusean exactlysolvablem odelofaquantum wire
with two pointim purities.
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Thecoreofthescattering{operatorconceptisthatitrelatesasym p-
totic statesfaraway from the region where the interaction a�ectsthe
m otion substantially. Ithappensoften,however,thatthe interaction
islocalized toa certain dom ain 
;sincesolutionstothefreeequation
are usually known,we m ay rephrase then the scattering problem asa
m ap between the solutions atthe boundary of 
 which can be con-
tinued (in som edirection)into thecorresponding asym ptoticstates.If
wewantto keep a term inologicaldistinction,itism oreappropriateto
speak abouttheprescatteringoperatorin thiscase.

Such a \�nite{distance" scattering is particularly usefulin situa-
tions when the interaction support is a union ofa �nite num ber of
dom ains 
j ;itcan help to solvethefullproblem by m eansofscatter-
ing on the \com ponents". Thissubjecthasbecom e actualin connec-
tion with recentstudiesofquantum {wiresuperlattices[1{13]in which
a num ber ofelem ents, usually ofthe sam e type,is arranged into a
serialstructure. The physically relevant quantity is the conductivity
which isrelated directly to the electron scattering in the superlattice
by Landauer’sform ula.

Thereareseveralwayshow to derive theS{m atrix com ponentsof
the serialstructure,i.e.,transm ission and reection am plitudesfrom
analogous quantities ofa single elem ent. The above sketched obser-
vation appliesdirectly ifthenum beroflinearly independentsolutions
entering and leaving each com ponent scatterer is �nite. This is the
case,e.g.,when thesystem in question isa graph [3,4];itm ay notbe
easy to �nd the solution interconnecting the scatterers ifan external
�eld isapplied,butthealgebraicpartoftheproblem iswellestablished
[14,15].

However,quantum m echanics lures always around ready to show
who isthe m asterofourphysicalworld. In general,diferent com po-
nentsofthewavefunction,say,di�erenttransversem odesinaquantum
wire,do notcease to be correlated even outofthe supportofthe in-
teraction.Herethedi�erencebetween thescatteringand prescattering
operatorshows,because the sets ofstates the latter m aps onto each
otherarelarger;in addition to trueasym ptotic stateswhich liveeter-
nally they contain also such thatdie outwhen the distance from the
interaction region increases.
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Figure1:A pairofscatteresin thestrip.

Itwould becertainlyworth toform ulateproperlyrelationsbetween
thisapproach,which isinherently tim e{independent,and therigorous
scatteringtheory[16,17].Ouraim here,however,ism orepracticaland
connected with the m entioned studiesofquantum {wire superlattices.
W ithfew exceptionstheirauthorsincludetheevanescentstatesintothe
iterative procedures ofcom puting the S{m atrix,so the result su�ers
no theoreticaldefect. The weak point ofallnum ericalcalculations
stem sfrom thenecessity to restricttheused fam ily ofstatestoa �nite
num ber;thestability aspectisusually handled by a vagueobservation
thatthe involved series converge fastenough. In thisletterwe want
to discussthisproblem in m ore detail;we are going to derive explicit
errorestim atesin a solvable m odelin which the individualscatterers
arepointim puritiesin a straightstrip.

1 S{m atrix factorization

Elem entsofa one{dim ensionalsuperlattice are linearly arranged and
m ostauthorsusevarioustransfer{m atrix m odi�cationsconnecting so-
lutionstotheleftand rightofagiven scatterer[1,2,5,9{11];som eadm it
num ericalproblem sdue to a fastgrowth ofhigherevanescentm odes.
It has been argued recently [12]that the approach,which we called
pre{S{m atrix,o�ersa m orestableschem erelating instead theingoing
and outgoing waves.

Considertherefore a pairofscatterers S1;S2 assketched on Fig-
ure 1,where A + isthe fam ily ofsolutionsentering S1 from the left
etc.;in particular,ifthecorresponding externalm otion isfree, A + is
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Figure2:A pairofpointscatteresin thestrip.
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with k‘ being thechannelm om enta.The
pre{S{m atricescan bewritten in term softhereection and transm is-
sion parts,
 

B �

B +

!

=

 

R 1
~T1

T1 ~R 1

!  

A +

A �

!

;

 

D �

D +

!

=

 

R 2
~T2

T2 ~R 2

!  

C+

C�

!

;

(1)
wherethetilded quantitiescorrespondingtothepassagefrom theright
to the left are obtained from R j;Tj by m irror transform ation. The
aboveform isconvenientbecausethenum bersofinvolved m odesatthe
twosidesofSj m ay bedi�erent.Letusstressthatthepre{S{m atrices
in thissettingneed notbeunitary.Theevanescentm odes| ifincluded
| do notcontribute to the probability current,and the propagating
ones enter with di�erent velocities: ifthe corresponding part of Sj

should be unitary,we have to m ultiply the (n;m ){th am plitudes by
(km =kn)1=2.

Ouraim isto express B � ;D + from given A + ;C� .Therelations
(1) yield a set offour operator equation which can be solved ifwe
identify the left and right traveling solutions between the scatterers,
D � = A � and C+ = B + .Using theidentity

I+ X (I� Y X )� 1Y = (I� X Y )� 1

which isvalid whenevertheinversesm akesense,we�nd by a straight-
forward algebra thatthecom bined pre{S{m atrix is

S12 =

0

B
@

R 1+ ~T1(I� R 2
~R 1)� 1R 2T1 ~T1(I� R 2

~R 1)� 1 ~T2

T2(I� ~R 1R 2)� 1T1 ~R 2+ T2(I� ~R 1R 2)� 1 ~R 1
~T2

1

C
A : (2)
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Theblocksofthisoperatoracquirean illustrativem eaningifweexpand
the inverses into geom etric series [6]. Som etim es S2 is obtained by
shifting and/orm irroring anotherscatterer,then one has to �nd the
operator which represents this transform ation. This is equivalent to
�ndingthegeneralsolution in theinterm ediateregion between S1 and
S2 which m ay notbeeasy ifthem otion isnotfreethere[15].

The operator (2) describes the com bined scatterer exactly ifthe
space into which S1 and S

� 1
2 m ap islargeenough to accom odateall

generalized eigenvectorsofthecorresponding Schr�odingerequation.A
truncation induces an errorwhich in generalisnoteasy to estim ate;
weshalldo thatbelow in an explicitly solvablem odel.

2 Point{interaction scattering in a strip

Them odeldescribesanonrelativisticparticlecon�ned tostraightstrip
ofa width d with thehard{wallboundary subjectto pointperturba-
tionssim ulating naturalorarti�cialim purities.Such a system hasnu-
m erousinteresting featureswhich willbedescribed in detailelsewhere
[18];herewerestrictourselvesto a basicinform ation.

Forsim plicity we set d := � and �h2=2m = 1,so thatin the ab-
sence ofthe im purities the m otion is governed by the Ham iltonian
H 0 := �� ; the wavefunction is supposed to satisfy the Dirichlet
boundary conditions  (x;0) =  (x;�) = 0 for any x. Point in-
teractionssituated at ~aj = (aj;bj);j= 1;:::;J can beintroduced in
the standard way [19,Sec.I.5]: they are determ ined by the boundary
conditions

L1( ;~aj)+ 2��jL0( ;~aj) = 0; j= 1;:::;J ;

relating thegeneralized boundary values

L0( ;~a) := lim
j~x�~aj! 0

 (~x)

lnj~x�~aj
; L1( ;~a) := lim

j~x�~aj! 0

h

 (~x)�L0( ;~a)lnj~x�~aj
i

;

where �j are the (rescaled)coupling constants;the free Ham iltonian
correspondsto �j = 1 ;j= 1;:::;J .
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Solvability ofthem odelstem sfrom thefactthatonecan com pute
thecorresponding resolventkernelby m eansoftheKrein’sform ula;all
spectralinform ation iscontained then in the J� J m atrix �(z) given
by

�(z) = �jm

�

�j � �(~aj;z)
�

� (1� �jm )G 0(~aj;~am ;z) (3)

where G 0(~x1;~x2;z):=
i

�

P 1
n= 1

eikn (z)jx1� x2j

kn (z)
sin(ny1)sin(ny2) isthefree

Green’sfunction,kn(z):=
p
z� n2,and

�(~a;z) := lim
j~x�~aj! 0

�

G 0(~a;~x;z)�
1

2�
lnj~x�~aj

�

=
i

�

1X

n= 1

 
sin2(nb)

kn(z)
�

1

2in

!

:

(4)
W e suppose everywhere thatthe energy staysaway ofthe thresholds,
p
z 6= 1;2;:::. The knowledge ofthe resolvent allowsus,in particu-

lar,to solve the scattering problem . The reection and transm ission
am plitudesareexpressed through theinverse of �(z) as

rnm (z) =
i

�

JX

j;k= 1

�(z)� 1jk
sin(m bj)sin(nbk)

km (z)
ei(km aj+ kn ak) ;

(5)

tnm (z) = �nm +
i

�

JX

j;k= 1

�(z)� 1jk
sin(m bj)sin(nbk)

km (z)
e� i(km aj� kn ak):

The m irrored quantities are obtained by changing each perturbation
longitudinalcoordinate aj to �aj ;togetherthey satisfy theunitarity
condition

[
p
z]

X

m = 1

km (tnm tsm +rnm rsm ) = �nskn ;

[
p
z]

X

m = 1

km

�
~tnm rsm + ~rnm tsm

�

= 0;

wherethesum m ation runsovertheopen channels,[�]beingtheinteger
part.

3 C om parison ofthe S{m atrices

From now on we shallconsider a pair ofpoint interactions, J = 2,
with a1 = 0 and a2 = a. Forthe sake ofbrevity we denote j :=
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�j��(~aj;z) and G := G 0(~a1;~a2;z),sothem atrix �(z) m aybewritten
as

�
1 � G

� G 2

�

. Forfurtherpurposeswe introduce also the truncated

resolvent

G
t
� G

t
0
(~a1;~a2;z):=

i

�

MX

n= 1

sin(nb1)sin(nb2)

kn(z)
eikn a ; (6)

am ong the M m odes involved, N := [
p
z] are propagating while

the rest corresponds to evanescent channels. The one{perturbation
reection and transm ission are

r
(j)
nm =

i

�

sin(nbj)sin(m bj)

km j
ei(kn + km )aj ; t

(j)
nm = �nm +

i

�

sin(nbj)sin(m bj)

km j
ei(kn � km )aj

(7)
for j = 1;2. Suppose thatwe em ploy an M com ponentAnsatz for
wavefunctions in the interm ediate region, 0 < x < a. Using the
de�nition (6),we�nd

�

1� ~r(1)r(2)
�

nm
= �nm �

i

�
G
t sin(nb1)sin(m b2)

km 12
eikm a

:

This M � M m atrix isexplicitly invertible,

�

1� ~r(1)r(2)
�� 1

nm
= �nm +

i

�

G t

12� (G t)2
sin(nb1)sin(m b2)

km
eikm a

:(8)

The relations(7)and (8)allow usto expressthe com posed transm is-
sion am plitude as the lower left elem ent ofthe m atrix (2); after a
straightforward com putation using the de�nition (6),we arrive atthe
form ula

t
(12)

nm = �nm +
i

�

k� 1m

12� (G t)2

�

2sin(nb1)sin(m b1)+ G
tsin(nb2)sin(m b1)e

ikna

(9)

+G tsin(nb1)sin(m b2)e
� ikm a + 1sin(nb2)sin(m b2)e

i(kn � km )a

�

;

which di�ersfrom theexactexpression (5)justby replacing the\o�{
diagonal"coe�cients G bythetruncated one G t.A sim ilarconclusion
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can bem adefortheotheram plitudesin (2).Letusestim atetheerror
dueto neglecting therem ainderterm

G
r :=

1

�

1X

n= M + 1

sin(nb1)sin(nb2)
p
n2� z

e� a
p
n2� z

: (10)

Denote

~ := m axf1;2g; D :=
q

(M + 1)2� (N + 1)2;

wherethem axim um in the�rstexpression istaken overtheintervalof
energiesweareinterested in.Since N = [

p
z],wehave

(‘+ M + 1)2� z � (‘+ M + 1)2� (N + 1)2 � (‘+ D )2;

and therelativeerrorofthe\diagonal" term sin (9),i.e.,the�rstand
thelastone,can beestim ated by

j� dj
<
�

2

�

�
�
�
�
�

G ~

12� (G t)2

�
�
�
�
�

1X

n= M + 1

e� a
p
n2� z

p
n2� z

�
2

�D

�
�
�
�
�

G ~

12� (G t)2

�
�
�
�
�

e� aD

1� e� aD
;

fortheo�-diagonaloneswehave

j� o�j
<
�

1

�D

�
�
�
�
�

12+ G 2

12� (G t)2

�
�
�
�
�

e� aD

1� e� aD
:

Thiserrorboundsshow wheredeviationsfrom theexactexpression
are m ostlikely. An obviousrequirem entisthatthe evanescentstates
m ustbegiven opportunity to decay;aslong asthem oduliareoforder
ofone,itistheexponentialterm which governstheestim ates.To get

a K digitprecision,one roughly needs (M + 1)2� (N + 1)2 >
�

�
K

2a

�2
.

In general,the problem becom es therefore non{trivialwhen we glue
scattererswithoutinterm ediateregions;then onehastocheck thatthe
evanescentstatesdo indeed decay within each Sj when wem ovefrom
itscentreto theboundaries.

Thesecond sourceoferrorarethedenom inators.Thetwo{im purity
system hasnoem bedded eigenvalues(apartfrom thetrivialonesdueto
sym m etry),so theexact 12�G 2 isneverzero in thecasesofinterest
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[18].On theotherhand,ithasresonancesunlesstheim purity sitsata
nodeofatransverseeigenfunction;theyarenarrow inthecaseofaweak
coupling,i.e.,for �j large positive. The truncated expression m ay
blow up around theresonanceenergies,and even ifitisnotthecase,it
m ay produceshifted resonances.Thisisim portant,becauseresonance
structures such as conductivity m odulations around thresholds are a
prim ary objectofinterestin quantum {wireserialscatterers.

To illustratethedi�erencesdueto thecut{o� factorization,letus
com putetheconductivityofthequantum wirewithapairofim purities,

g(z) =
2e2

h

[
p
z]

X

n;m = 1

km

kn
jtnm (z;M )j2; (11)

where tnm (z;M ) isgiven by (9)with theresolvent(6)which includes
M � N evanescentstates;the lim it M ! 1 givesthe exactanswer.
Let us rem ark that the one{point problem contains also a sum over
allm odesin the function (4)butthiscan be controlled [18]. W e see
thateven iftheapproxim ationswith low num berofevanescentm odes
i.e.M <

� 5 di�er considerably only in the vicinity ofthe thresholds,
there are regionslike those close to a resonance (cf. the inset),where
the convergence slowsrapidly down.Forinstance,in orderto getthe
correctposition ofthe peak,higherevanescentm odes,up to M = 15
in thisparticularcase,m ustbetaken into account.
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Figure caption:

Figure1:A pairofscatteres.

Figure2:A pairofpointscatteresin thestrip.

Figure3:Conductivity plotsforfactorized vs.exactscattering m atri-
ces. The positions ofscatterers are ~a1 = (0;�=3);~a2 = (0:05;2�=3)
and the coupling constants are chosen �1 = �2 = 0:2. The fullline
represents the exactresult,dotted,dash-dotted and dashed lines the
approxim ations with M = 1,M = 2 and M = 4,respectively. In
the inset,however,they represent the approxim ations with M = 5,
M = 10 and M = 15,respectively.

11



0 5 10 15 20 25
0

0.5

1

1.5

2

2.5

3

3.5

4

z

2.6 2.8 3

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

F
ig

u
re

 3

C
o
n
d
u
c
ta

n
c
e
 (

in
 2

e
2
/h

 u
n
it
s
)


