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W econsidera quantum m echanicalparticleliving on a graph and discussthe

behaviourofitswavefunction atgraph vertices.In addition tothestandard(or

� type) boundary conditions with continuous wavefunctions,we investigate

two typesofa singularcoupling which areanalogousto the �0interaction and

itssym m etrized version forparticle on a line. W e show thatthese couplings

can beused tom odelgraph superlatticesin which pointjunctionsarereplaced

by com plicated geom etric scatterers. W e also discuss the band spectra for

rectangularlatticeswith them entioned couplings.W eshow thatthey roughly

correspond to their K ronig{Penney analogues: the �
0 lattices have bands

whose widths are asym ptotically bounded and do not approach zero,while

the � lattice gap widthsare bounded. However,ifthe lattice{spacing ratio

isan irrationalnum berbadly approxim ableby rationals,and the � coupling

constantissm allenough,the � latticehasno gapsabovethethreshold ofthe

spectrum . O n the other hand,in�nitely m any gaps em erge above a critical

value ofthecoupling constant;foralm ostallratiosthisvalue iszero.

1 Introduction

Theproblem ofdescribing a quantum particleliving on a graph isnotnew in quan-
tum m echanics;itappeared forthe�rsttim ein early �ftiesin connection with the
free{electron m odeloforganicm olecules[26].W ritingdown aHam iltonian ofsuch a
particlerequiresto check thatthecoupling between thewavefunctionsatbranching
point ofthe graph de�nes a self{adjoint operator,or in physicalterm s,that the
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probability ow ispreserved there. Thisisconventionally achieved by dem anding
thatthewavefunctionsarecontinuousatthejunctionsand satisfy theconditions

X

j

f
0

j(xm ) = cm f(xm ); (1.1)

where m is the vertex num ber,the sum runs over alllinks entering this vertex,
f(xm ) isthecom m on valueofthefunctions fj there,and cm isa realparam eter.

In recentyearsthe interestto quantum m echanicson graphshasbeen revived
| see,e.g.,[1,5,6,8,9,16,19,20]and references therein | in particular,asa
reaction to therapid progressoffabrication techniqueswhich allow usnowadaysto
produceplenty ofgraph{likestructuresofa puresem iconductorm aterial,forwhich
graph Ham iltoniansrepresentanaturalm odel.Thisposed anew thequestion about
physicalplausibility oftheboundary conditions(1.1).

Thisproblem hastwo basic aspects. The �rstofthem concernsthe derivation
ofgraph m odelsfrom a m orerealisticdescription,in which thecon�guration space
consists ofa system ofcoupled tubes. This is stillnot the true system in which
the tubes are com plicated m any{body objects,but the crystallic structure ofthe
sem iconductorm aterialm akesita reasonableapproxim ation.

Replacing a tube system by a graph ofthe sam e geom etry,say,by the tube
axes,m eansasubstantialsim pli�cation.Thereason isthatonecannotassum ethat
the wavefunction in a tube isindependentoftheradiala azim uthalcoordinatesas
the authorsof[19]naively suggest.The tubeLaplacian isspeci�ed by appropriate
boundary conditions,sothereisafully concretesystem oftransverseeigenfunctions;
m ostfrequently thetubeboundary isassum ed to beDirichletin which casenoneof
theseeigenfunctionsisconstant.Thegraph approxim ation isgenerally expected to
work in situation where the tubesunderconsideration are thin enough so thatthe
transverse{m ode eigenstates are wellseparated in energy and their geom etrically
induced coupling com ing from bending and branching isweak.

Theone{m odeapproxim ation forasinglebenttubecan bejusti�ed [12,13]but
theproblem isin no casea sim pleone.Thecaseofa branched tubeiseven harder
becauseatypicalbranchingregion isself{sim ilarwith respecttochangesofthetube
widths,so there isno naturalparam eterto switch o� the interm ode coupling. In
general,weknow neitherthecondition underwhich thegraph approxim ation works
fora branched tube,northe boundary conditionswhich should m odela particular
branching geom etry. However,we are not going to discuss these problem s in the
presentpaper,apartfrom som ecom m entsgiven in theconcluding section.

Thesecond aspectconcernsintrinsicpropertiesofthegraph Ham iltonians:one
m ay ask whatisthe fam ily ofadm issible operatorsand which place isoccupied in
thisclassby thosereferring to theconditions(1.1).Thisproblem wassolved in [16]
whereweshowed how ageneralgraph Ham iltonian can beconstructed usingthevon
Neum ann theory ofself{adjointextensions.However,theoperatorfam ily obtained
in thisway islarge:even ifweexcludenonlocalinteractions,i.e.,weforbid particle
hopping between di�erentbranching points,each vertex ofthe graph isassociated
with n2 realparam eters,where n isthenum beroflinksentering thejunction.
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M otivated by thiswediscussed in [16]in detailseveralsubfam iliesofsuch opera-
tors.Thesim plestsituation occursifthedom ain ofagraph Ham iltonian isrequired
toconsistsoffunctionswhich arecontinuousateach vertex.Then wearriveback at
thesituation westarted with,nam ely attheconditions(1.1)in which every junction
ischaracterized by asingleparam eter.Contrary totheclaim m adein [19],however,
thisparam eterisa realnum berand nota function ofenergy.

Theabovediscussion showsthatuntilderived within a squeezing{tubeapproxi-
m ation,thewavefunction continuity isjustan assum ption which wem ay orm ay not
adopt. Ifwe decide to drop it,the nextm ore generalclassofgraph Ham iltonians
consists ofthose which are locally perm utation invariant at each vertex;we have
shown in [16]that any junction is then described by a pair ofrealparam eters in
such a way that

fj(xm ) = A m f
0

j(xm )+ B m

X

k6= j

f
0

k(xm ); j = 1;:::;nm ; (1.2)

where the indiceshave the sam e m eaning asabove;thiscondition reducesto (1.1)
for A m = B m =:c� 1m . Atthe sam e tim e,a junction can be described also by two
one{param eter fam ilies ofboundary conditions,which represent singular lim its of
(1.2)when A m ;B m ! � 1 while

Cm := B m � Am or D m := nm [A m + (nm � 1)Bm ] (1.3)

is kept preserved;they are described by the boundary conditions (2.5) and (2.6)
below,respectively.

Although thesecouplingsand theirscatteringpropertieswerediscussed in detail
in [16],theirm eaning rem ained som ewhatobscurred. Ouraim in thispaperisto
show that they represent in a sense a counterpart to the coupling given by (1.1),
and thatthey generalizenaturally theconceptof�0interaction which hasattracted
attention recently in connection with spectralpropertiesofW annier{Stark system s
[6,7,23]. This willbe done in the next section;we are also going to show there
thatthe relation between �0 and geom etric scatterers discovered in [6]extends to
verticesofany num beroflinks.

Afterthatwe shalldiscussthespectra ofperiodicrectangularlatticesin which
each junction isdescribed by one ofthe couplingsm entioned above. Forthe sake
ofsim plicity,we restrict ourselves to the planar case,however,the results have a
straightforward extension tohigherdim ensions.W eshalldem onstrate,in particular,
thatthe � lattice spectrum dependssubstantially on the ratio � ofthe rectangle
sides.Itcaneven happen thattherearenogapsabovethethreshold ofthespectrum ;
thisisthecaseif � isbadly approxim able by rationalsand thecoupling is\weak"
enough. On the other hand,in�nitely m any gaps exist for alm ost all � but the
gap pattern,aswellasthe band pattern fora �0s lattice,isagain irregularforan
irrational�.A sum m ary oftheresultshasbeen given in [14].
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2 �0 and �0s interactions

Throughoutthissection wewillconsidera singlebranching,hencewem ay drop the
indexdenotingthejunction.Forsim plicitywewilldealwith thegraph �n consisting
ofn halineswhoseendpointsareconnected ata singlepoint;asexplained in [16],
theboundary conditionsdescribing thecoupling arelocaland m ay beused forany
n{link vertex.

The state Hilbertspace fora spinless particle having �n asthe con�guration
space is H :=

L
n
j= 1L

2(0;1 ) and thefreeHam iltonian actsat f � ffjg as H f =
f� f00jg ; its dom ain consists ofallfunctions whose com ponents are H 2;2 on the
halinesand satisfy appropriateboundary conditionsattheconnection pointwhich
relatetheboundaryvaluesfj(0+)and f0j(0+);j= 1;:::;n.Forthesakeofbrevity
weshalldrop theargum entsaslong asa singleconnection pointisconcerned.

2.1 A warm {up: singular interactions on line

Consider�rstthecaseof�2 which isnaturally isom orphicalinewith asinglepoint
interaction.In general,there isa four{param eterfam ily ofsuch interactions| cf.
[2,10,11,15,29]. The bestknown am ong them are the � interactions forwhich
the wavefunction is continuous at the point supporting the interaction,while its
derivative hasa jum p proportionalto the function value [3,Sec.I.3]. Anotherim -
portantclassarethe �0interactionswheretherolesofthefunctionsand derivatives
arereversed:thewavefunctionsnow satisfy theconditions

f
0

+
= f

0

�
:= f

0
; f+ � f� = �f

0
; �2 IR : (2.1)

The nam e is som ewhat m isleading because in distinction to �,the �0 interaction
cannotbeapproxim ated by Schr�odingeroperatorswith scaled potentials[3,30].In-
stead,onecan useapproxim ationsbyfam iliesofrank{oneoperators[30]orvelocity{
dependentpotentials[10].Anotherway to understand the �0interactionshasbeen
suggested in [6]: replacing the line by a \spiked{onion" graph,i.e.,cutting itinto
two halinesand joining thelooseendsby N linksoflength ‘,onecan reproduce
the high{energy scattering behaviourofthe �0 interaction up to a phase factor in
thelim itwhen N ! 1 ;‘! 0 and �:= N ‘ iskeptpreserved.

In the two{param eter fam ily ofspace{reversalinvariant interactions there is
another subset with a sim ilar property which m ay be regarded as a sym m etrized
version ofthe �0interaction;itischaracterized by theboundary conditions

f
0

+
+ f

0

�
= 0; f+ + f� = D f

0

+
; D 2 IR : (2.2)

Itiseasy to check thatithasa bound stateofenergy � 4D� 2 provided D < 0 and
thereection and transm ission am plitudesfora planewaveofm om entum k are

r(k) =
� ikD

2� ikD
; t(k) =

� 2

2� ikD
; (2.3)

which up tosignscoincideswith both the �0result(for �= D )and thehigh{energy
behaviourofthelim iting geom etricscatterer.
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2.2 Vertices w ith n links

Let us look now how the above results extend to a quantum m otion on �n with
n � 3.Thecoupling with continuouswavefunctionsisa naturalanalogueofthe �

interaction,so we shalluse foritthe sam e nam e. The boundary conditions (1.1)
can berewritten as

f1 = � � � = fn =:f;
nX

j= 1

f
0

j = cf: (2.4)

The �rst ofthe two classes m entioned in the introduction is for a given C 2 IR

characterized by therelations

nX

j= 1

f
0

j = 0 and fj� fk + C(f0j� f
0

k) = 0; j;k = 1;:::;n ; (2.5)

it is clear that just n am ong these conditions are independent. For n = 2 this
coincideswith therequirem ents(2.1)ifweput �= � 2C ;recallthatboth linksare
now positive realhalinesso one ofthe derivativeshasto change sign. In view of
thisanalogy we shallreferto the coupling (2.5)asto �0.Itissu�cientto consider
C 6= 0,because otherwise the conditions(2.5)reduce to (2.4)for c = 0. On the
otherhand,thesecond exceptionalclassisgiven by

f
0

1
= � � � = f

0

n =:f0;
nX

j= 1

fj = D f
0 (2.6)

with D 2 IR .In thetwo{link casethiscorrespond to thecondition (2.2),hencewe
shallspeak aboutthe �0s coupling.

To justify the claim represented by the relation (1.3),let us solve (1.2) with
respectto thederivatives.Thisyields

f
0

j =
D n� 2

(A � B )Dn� 1
fj �

B

(A � B )Dn� 1

X

k6= j

fk ; (2.7)

where D m := A + m B .In the�rstlim itof(1.3)wearrivethen at

Cf
0

j =
1� n

n
fj +

1

n

X

k6= j

fk ;

which isequivalentto (2.5),whiletheotherlim itgives

f
0

j =
1

D

nX

k= 1

fk ; j= 1;:::;n;

i.e.,thecondition (2.6).
Each ofthethreeoperatorson �n described abovecan exhibitboundstateswith

eigenfunctionslocalized around thejunction | thishappensi� the corresponding
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param eter, c;� C or D ,respectively,isnegative (we keep the notation of[16];it
would be m orenaturalin the presentcontextto change thesign of C ).Since any
solution tothefreeSchr�odingerequation isoftheform f�je

� �x jg,itissu�cientto
substitute to the boundary conditions (2.4){(2.6)to check thatthe corresponding
eigenvaluesare

�(c) = �

�
c

n

�2

; �(C) = � C
� 2 and �(D ) = �

�
n

D

�2

in the three cases;the � and �0s eigenvaluesare sim ple,while the �0 bound state
hasm ultiplicity n� 1. Also the scattering propertiesofthese junctionsare easily
found | see[16].

2.3 G eom etric{scatterer junctions

Now we wantto show thatthe \spiked{onion" argum entm entioned in Section 2.1
can benaturally extended to �0and �0s couplingson �n ;n � 3.Letusreplacethe
latterby thegraph �n(N ;‘) sketched on Figure1:every pairofhalineendpoints
isconnected by N linksoflength ‘;thecorresponding variableswillrun through
the interval [� ‘=2;‘=2]. W e shallassum e thatthe coupling ateach graph node is
given by thecondition (2.4)with thesam eparam eter c.

Using the perm utation sym m etry ofthe Ham iltonian,we can write a general
scattering{solution Ansatzin thefollowing form :

(i) e� ikx + reikx ata chosen externallink (haline),

(ii) teikx attheother n� 1 halines,

(iii) �eikx+ �e� ikx atthe 2N connectinglinkscoupled tothe\incident" haline,

(iv) � coskx attherem aining N
h�

n

2

�

� 2
i

connecting links.

Thecondition (2.4)now yieldsthefollowing system ofequations

1+ r = ���+ ��

t = ��+ ��� = �cos
k‘

2
(2.8)

r� 1+ N (n� 1)(���� ��) = (1+ r)

t� N (��� ���)� iN (n� 2)� sin
k‘

2
= t;

wherewehavedenoted
� := e

ik‘=2
;  :=

c

ik
:
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The�rstthreeequationscom ing from thecontinuity requirem entaresolved by

� =
i

2

��(1+ r)� �t

sink‘
; � =

i

2

��t� �(1+ r)

sink‘
; � =

t

cosk‘

2

:

Nextwe substitute these valuesinto the rem aining two ofthe equations(2.8)and
usetheidentity

cot2x� (n� 2)tanx = (n� 1)cot2x� (n� 2)csc2x ;

introducing

P � P(k) := 1� + iN (n� 1)cotk‘; Q � Q(k) :=
iN

sink‘
;

wecan rewritetheresulting system as

rP � (n� 1)Qt = �P ; � rQ + t[P � (n� 2)Q]= Q :

Since ReP = 1,thesoughtreection and transm ission am plitudesaregiven by

r(k) =
jPj2� (n� 2)�PQ + (n� 1)Q2

P 2� (n� 2)PQ + (n� 1)Q2
;

(2.9)

t(k) =
2Q

P 2� (n� 2)PQ + (n� 1)Q2
:

Itisstraightforward to check theidentity

jP 2� (n� 2)PQ + (n� 1)Q2j2 � jjPj2� (n� 2)�PQ + (n� 1)Q2j2 = 4(n� 1)jQj2;

so theS{m atrix isunitary,

jr(k)j2 + (n� 1)jt(k)j2 = 1: (2.10)

Considernow thelim itofincreasingly com plicated scatterers;in otherwords,weput
‘:= �

N
and let N ! 1 .The expressions(2.9)then can beforlarge N rewritten

as

r(k) =
n � 2� nc

ik
�

�
n

2

�

ik�

� n + nc

ik
+

�
n

2

�

ik�
+ O (N � 1);

(2.11)

t(k) =
� 2

� n + nc

ik
+

�
n

2

�

ik�
+ O (N � 1);

from wherethelim itsim m ediately follow.Atlargeenergies,in particular,theterm s
containing c can beneglected and theam plitudes(2.11)behaveas

r(k) �
n � 2�

�
n

2

�

ik�

� n +
�
n

2

�

ik�
; t(k) �

� 2

� n +
�
n

2

�

ik�
; (2.12)
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if c = 0,ofcourse,the rightsidesgive the expressions ofthe lim iting am plitudes
forany k.

Let us now com pare this result to the S{m atrices corresponding to our two
singularcouplingswhich have been com puted in [16]. In the �0 case the reection
and transm ission am plitudesare

r(k) =
2� n + inkC

n + inkC
; t(k) =

2

n + inkC
; (2.13)

choosing � := � 2C

n� 1
,we getathigh energiesthe sam e t(k),while the reection

am plitude di�ers by the phase factor � 2arg(n � 2+ inkC) which goes to � as
k ! 1 .Asforthe �0s coupling,wehave

r(k) =
n � 2� ikD

n � ikD
; t(k) =

� 2

n � ikD
; (2.14)

so onehasto put � := 2D

n(n� 1)
to recovertheS{m atrix elem ents(2.12)up to a sign,

which isswitched forallofthem .
Hence both the singularcouplingsreproduce the high{energy behaviourofthe

lim iting geom etricscattererup to a phasefactor.They aretheonly oneswith this
propertyin theclass(1.2).Toseethis,considerthereection am plitudecorrespond-
ing to (1.2). Leaving aside the case A = B corresponding to (2.4)when we have
lim k! 1 r(k)= 2� n

n
,itshigh{energy behaviouris

r(k) =
n � 2+ ik

�

1� A

B

�

D n� 1

� n + 2
�

1� A

B

�

+ ik
�

1� A

B

�

D n� 1

+ O (k� 2);

which certainly di�ersfrom (2.12)by m orethan a phasefactor.On theotherhand,
allthesecouplings(with exception ofthecase A = B )representthee�ectiveNeu-
m ann decoupling athigh energies, lim k! 1 r(k)= 1,while the geom etric scatterer
m im icksrathertheDirichletdecoupling,lim k! 1 r(k)= � 1.

3 Lattices w ith a singular coupling

Consider now the case which has attracted som e attention recently [5,19]as a
m odelofquantum {wiresuperlattices.W eshallassum ethatthegraph in question is
arectangularlatticewith thespacings ‘1;‘2 in the x and y direction,respectively
(cf. Figure 2). In addition,we suppose that each graph vertex is endowed with
the sam e coupling ofone ofthe above described types. W e restrict ourselves to
the planar situation just for the sake ofsim plicity;the band conditions obtained
below and the m ethod oftheirsolution have a straightforward extension to higher
dim ensions.
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3.1 T he B loch analysis

To �nd theband spectrum ofsuch a lattice,westartfrom a naturalAnsatzforthe
Bloch solutions:wechoose

fm (x) = e
im �2‘2

�

ane
ikx + bne

� ikx
�

::: x 2 (n‘1;(n+ 1)‘1)

(3.1)

gn(y) = e
in�1‘1

�

cm e
iky + dm e

� iky
�

::: y 2 (m ‘2;(m + 1)‘2)

Thecoe�cientson neighbouring linksarerelated by

an+ 1�e
ikx + bn+ 1

��e� ikx = �(ane
ikx + bne

� ikx);

(3.2)

cm + 1�e
iky + dm + 1��e

� iky = �(bm e
iky + dm e

� iky);

wherewehavedenoted forthesakeofbrevity

� := e
i�1‘1 ; � := e

i�2‘2 ; � := e
ik‘1 ; � := e

ik‘2 ;

thisconditionsallow usto com puteeasily theneeded boundary values.
Letusbegin with the � coupling,wheretherelations(2.4)now read

fm (n‘1+ 0) = fm (n‘1� 0) = gn(m ‘2+ 0) = gn(n‘2� 0) =: Fm n ;

(3.3)

f
0

m (n‘1+ 0)� f
0

m (n‘1� 0)+ g
0

n(m ‘2+ 0)� g
0

n(n‘2� 0) = cFm n :

Substituting theboundary values,wegetahom ogeneoussystem afourindependent
equationsforthecoe�cients,which hasa solution provided

� 2ik��(�� ��)[1� ��(�+��)+ ��2]+ c����(�� ��)(�� ��)� 2ik��(����)[1� ��(�+ ��)+ ��2]= 0:

Returning to theoriginalquantities,wecan castitinto theform

cos�1‘1 � cosk‘1
sink‘1

+
cos�2‘2 � cosk‘2

sink‘2
�

c

2k
= 0; (3.4)

thisistheresultobtained in [19],and in [5]fortheparticularcase c= 0.
Ifweassum einstead thatthelatticelinksarecoupled by the �0s interaction,the

requirem ent(3.3)isreplaced by

f
0

m (n‘1+ 0) = � f
0

m (n‘1� 0) = g
0

n(m ‘2+ 0) = � g
0

n(n‘2� 0) =: Gm n ;

(3.5)

fm (n‘1+ 0)+ fm (n‘1� 0)+ gn(m ‘2+ 0)+ gn(n‘2� 0) = D Gm n ;

solving itin thesam eway wearriveatthecondition

cos�1‘1 + cosk‘1
sink‘1

+
cos�2‘2 + cosk‘2

sink‘2
�

D k

2
= 0: (3.6)
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Finally,in the �0casethecoupling conditionsread

f
0

m (n‘1+ 0)� f
0

m (n‘1� 0)+ g
0

n(m ‘2+ 0)� g
0

n(m ‘2� 0) = 0;

fm (n‘1+ 0)� gn(m ‘2+ 0)+ C(f0m (n‘1+ 0)� g
0

n(m ‘2+ 0)) = 0;

(3.7)

gn(m ‘2+ 0)� fm (n‘1� 0)+ C(g0n(m ‘2+ 0)+ f
0

m (n‘1� 0)) = 0;

fm (n‘1� 0)� gn(m ‘2� 0)+ C(� f
0

m (n‘1� 0)+ g
0

n(m ‘2� 0)) = 0:

Thesolvability condition isnow slightly m orecom plicated;itcan bewritten as

2X

j= 1

cos�j‘j � Re((1� ikC)eik‘j)

Im ((1+ ikC)� 2eik‘j)
= 0: (3.8)

Athigh energies,however,thisrelation sim pli�es: up to O (k� 1) term sitacquires
theform

cos�1‘1 � cosk‘1
sink‘1

+
cos�2‘2 � cosk‘2

sink‘2
� 2Ck = 0: (3.9)

Fora single junction considered in Section 2.3,a �0s coupling with the param eter
D has,up to a phasefactor,thesam easym ptoticbehaviouras �0for C = � D =n.
Usingthissubstitution for n = 4 wearriveattherelation (3.6)with theparam eters
�j‘j replaced by �j‘j+ �.Hencetheband spectra ofthe �0and �0s latticesbehave
alikeathigh energies;weshalldiscussbelow only thesecond casewhich issim pler.

3.2 � lattice spectra

Thecondition (3.4)yieldsno restriction on k ifc= 0 astheauthorsof[5]pointed
out;thespectrum coverstheinterval[0;1 ) and in theisotropiccase,‘1 = ‘2,one
can writetheenergy �(k2):= k2 in term softheBloch param eters(quasim om entum
com ponents) �1;�2 explicitly.

Thisisno longertrueifthecoupling constantisnonzero.Nevertheless,onecan
say a lotaboutthe spectrum determ ined by (3.4). To solve thiscondition,letus
rewriteitas

c

2k
= F(k;v1;v2) :=

2X

j= 1

vj � cosk‘j
sink‘j

; (3.10)

where vj := cos�j‘j. Since these param etersrun through the interval [� 1;1],we
�nd easily

� cot
k‘j

2
�

vj � cosk‘j
sink‘j

� tan
k‘j

2
::: sink‘j > 0;

tan
k‘j

2
�

vj � cosk‘j
sink‘j

� � cot
k‘j

2
::: sink‘j > 0:
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From hereweobtain theextrem um valuesof F(k;� ;� ) fora �xed k:

F+ (k) := m ax
vj2[� 1;1]

F(k;v1;v2) =
2X

j= 1

tan

 
k‘j

2
�

�

2

"
k‘j

�

#!

;

(3.11)

F� (k) := m in
vj2[� 1;1]

F(k;v1;v2) = �

2X

j= 1

cot

 
k‘j

2
�

�

2

"
k‘j

�

#!

;

where the sym bol [� ] denotes the integer part;atthe singularpoints the value is
understood asthe lim itfrom the rightorleft,respectively. By de�nition we have
� F� (k)� 0,hencethegap condition can beexpressed as

�
c

2k
> � F� (k) (3.12)

for � c> 0,respectively. Thisappliesto positive enegies,on the negative haline
onecom paresinstead c

2�
,where �:= � ik,with theextrem um values

F+ (�) := �

2X

j= 1

tanh

 
�‘j

2

!

; F� (�) := �

2X

j= 1

coth

 
�‘j

2

!

; (3.13)

sinceboth ofthem arenegative,thereisobviously no negativespectrum for c� 0.
Noticethattheband condition foraone{dim ensionalarray of� interactionscan be
rewritten in thesam eform with asingleterm ontherightsidesoftherelations(3.11)
and (3.13);itis easy to reproduce from here the spectrum ofthe Kronig{Penney
m odel[3,Sec.III.2].

Letuscollect�rstsom esim plepropertiesofthespectrum which follow directly
from thecondition (3.12)and itsnegative{energy counterpart.W eintroduce

‘ :=
q

‘1‘2; � :=
‘2

‘1
and L := m ax(‘1;‘2); (3.14)

so
‘1 = ‘�

� 1=2
; ‘2 = ‘�

1=2
; m in(‘� 1

1
;‘

� 1

2
) = L

� 1
;

and denoteby �(‘;�;c) thespectrum ofthecorresponding � latticeHam iltonian.

Proposition 3.1 (a)Thespectrum hasa band structure, �(‘;�;c)=
S
N
r= 1[�r;�r]

forsom e N � 1,where �r < �r < �r+ 1.

(b) �(‘;�;0)= [0;1 ).

(c) If c> 0,each �r is ofthe form
�
�n

�

�2
for �= ‘1 or ‘2,and som e n 2 ZZ .

Sim ilarly, �r =
�
�m

�

�2
with m 2 ZZ for c< 0 and r� 2.

(d) � �1 > 0 holdsi� � c> 0.
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(e)For c< � 4‘� 1(�1=2+ �� 1=2), �1 < 0 and �2 =
�
�

L

�2
.

(f) �(‘;�;c0)\ IR + � �(‘;�;c)\ IR+ holdsfor jc0j> jcj.

(g)Each gap iscontained in theintersection ofa pairofgapsoftheKronig{Penney
m odelwith the coupling constant c and spacings ‘1 and ‘2.

(h) Allgaps above the threshold are �nite. Ifthere is an in�nite num ber ofthem ,
theirwidthsare asym ptotically bounded,

�r+ 1 � �r < 2jcj(‘1+ ‘2)
� 1 + O (r� 1): (3.15)

The property (g) allows us to localize spectralgaps by those ofthe Kronig{
Penney m odel. By negation,it illustrates that transport properties ofthe lattice
are better than a com bination ofits x and y projections. Ifa given energy is
contained in a band in one ofthe directions,then by (3.4)itis trivially also in a
band ofthelatticeHam iltonian.The converse isnottrue,ofcourse:thecondition
m ay besatis�ed even ifnoneofthefactorscan beannulated separately.Ofcourse,
di�erentsolutionscorrespond to di�erentquasim om enta and di�erentdirectionsin
which theparticleisableto \dribble" through thelattice.

However,the m ostinteresting property ofthe spectrum isitsirregulardepen-
denceon � com ing from theexistenceofcom peting periodsin (3.11).To form ulate
the results,we have to recallsom e notionsfrom the num bertheory [21,27]. Irra-
tionalnum berscanbeclassi�ed with respecttohow \fast"theycanbeapproxim ated
by rationals.In particular,such a num beriscalled badly approxim ableifthereisa
�> 0 such that �

�
�
�
�
� �

p

q

�
�
�
�
�
>

�

q2
: (3.16)

Thisisa non{em pty subsetin thefam ily ofallDiophantinenum bers;forinstance,
itcontainsallalgebraicnum bersofdegree 2,i.e.,irrationalsolutionsofaquadratic
equation with rationalcoe�cients.On theotherhand,theLebesguem easureofthis
setiszero.

One can also write � as a continued fraction [a0;a1;:::] with integer coe�-
cients; such a representation is unique and provides a naturalway to gauge the
approxim ation properties. The fasterthe an’sgrow,the betteris � approxim ated
by thetruncated fractions;theworstirrationalfrom thispointofview isthegolden
m ean 1

2
(1+

p
5)= [1;1;1;:::]. A counterpartto badly approxim able num bersis

theclassofirrationalswith an unbounded sequence ofcoe�cients,

lim sup
n! 1

an = 1 ;

which hasthefollowingproperty:therearesequences fm rg
1

r= 1;fnrg
1

r= 1 ofpairwise
relatively prim eintegerssuch that

lim
r! 1

n
2

r

�
�
�
�� �

m r

nr

�
�
�
� = 0: (3.17)
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These num bers,which m ay be called Lastadm issible [22],have fullLebesgue m ea-
sure. It is som etim es convenient to express these approxim ations using num ber{
theory sym bols:thefractionalpart fxg := x � [x],and kxk := m in(fxg;1� fxg).
Sincethenum berin question m ay beindexed,to distiguish thefractionalpartfrom
a sequence,weshallalwaysspecify therangeofindicesin thelattercase.

T heorem 3.2 (a) If � is rational, �(‘;�;c) has in�nitely m any gaps for any
nonzero coupling constant c.

(b)Forbadly a approxim able � there is c0 > 0 such thatfor jcj< c0 the spectrum
hasno gapsabove the threshold, �1 = 1 .

(c) �(‘;�;c) hasin�nitely m any gapsforany � provided jcjL > 5 � 1=2�2.

(d)If � isLastadm issible,there are in�nitely m any gapsforany c6= 0.

Proof:W eshallsupposethat c> 0;theargum entfora negativecoupling constant
isanalogous.If �= p

q
,the function F+ hasin�nitely m any zerosin IR + without

accum ulation points,so (a)follows.On theotherhand, F+ (k)> 0 forany k > 0
if � isirrational,hence we have to investigate localm inim a ofthisfunction.They
occurat kn :=

�n

‘1
and ~km := �m

‘2
with n;m 2 ZZ+ ,and the corresponding values

are
F+ (kn) = tan

�
�

2
fn�g

�

; F+ (~km ) = tan
�
�

2
fm �� 1g

�

:

If � isbadly approxim able,thecondition (3.16)yields

F+ (kn) >
�

2
fn�g �

�

2
kn�k >

��

2n
:

Since �� 1 isalso badly approxim able,we get F+ (~km )>
��

2m
;ifdi�erentconstants

correspond to �;�� 1,wecall� thesm allerofthetwo.Thisim pliesthatfor c sm all
enough

F+ (kn) >
c

2kn
; F+ (~km ) >

c

2~km
;

holdsforalln;m 2 ZZ+ ,i.e.,theassertion (b).
BytheHurwitzextension ofDirichlet’stheorem [27,Sec.II.1]onecan �nd toany

irrational� sequences fnrg1r= 1;fm rg
1

r= 1 in such away that jnr�� mrj< 5� 1=2n� 1r .
M oreover,theseapproxim ationscan beconstructed explicitly in term softruncated
continued fractions[21,Chap.10].Choosingthetruncationsofeven lengths(without
theintegerpart),weobtain asequence fm r

nr
g1r= 1 approaching � from below.In that

case fnr�g ! 0,and wegettheestim ate

F+ (knr) <
�

2
(1+ ")fnr�g <

�(1+ ")

2
p
5nr
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forany "> 0 and r largeenough.In thesam eway onecan approxim ate �� 1.By
(3.12)we �nd thatthere are in�nitely m any gapsif c> 5� 1=2�2L� 1(1+ ") forany
"> 0,i.e.,theassertion (c).

Let�nally � be a Lastadm issible num ber. W ithoutlossofgenerality we m ay
supposethat

lim sup
n! 1

a2n = 1

holdsforitscontinued{fraction representation;otherwiseweuseinstead

�
� 1 =

8
><

>:

[0;a0;a1;:::] ::: a0 6= 0

[a1;a2;a3;:::] ::: a0 = 0

By (3.17)there isa sequence fnrg
1

r= 1 such that nrfnr�g ! 0+ .Thism eansthat
foralllargeenough r wehave

nrF+ (knr) = nr tan
�
�

2
fnr�g

�

< �nrfnr�g ! 0:

Hence knrF+ (knr)! 0 too,so there arein�nitely m any valuesof k accum ulating
atin�nity forwhich kF+ (k)<

c

2
.

R em ark 3.3 The criticalvalue of �2=
p
5 = 4:414::: in the part (c) cannot be

pushed down | cf. [27,Sec.II.1]. The bound is saturated for the golden m ean,
�= 1

2
(1+

p
5),and m oreover,there areno gapsif jcjL isbelow the criticalvalue

in thiscase.

3.3 �0
s
lattice spectra

Letusturn to latticeswith a �0s coupling.Therelation (3.6)can berewritten as

D k

2
= � F(k;� v1;� v2); (3.18)

so thebandsarenow determ ined by theinequalities

� F� (k) � �
D k

2
; � D > 0: (3.19)

Thisconcernspositiveenergies;on thenegativehalinewehaveinstead thecondi-
tion

F+ (�) �
D �

2
� F� (�) (3.20)

with F� (�) given by (3.13);the change in sign is due to the fact that k is now
in num erator on the left side of(3.18). Replacing F� (k) by sim ilar expressions
containing a single term , we obtain in this way the band spectrum ofthe one{
dim ensionalarray of �0s interactions.
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R em ark 3.4 Noticethatthelattercoincideswith thatofthe �0array ofthesam e
param eters[3,Sec.III.3],because thecorresponding transferm atricesdi�erjustby
sign;in higherdim ensionstherelation between �0and �0s isnotthatsim ple.

W e shalluse again the de�nitions(3.14)and em ploy the sym bol �(‘;�;D ) for
the spectrum ofthe �0s lattice Ham iltonian. The conditions(3.19)and (3.20)have
thefollowing easy consequences:

Proposition 3.5 (a)Thespectrum hasa band structure.Forany nonzero D the
num berofgapsisin�nite, �(‘;�;D )=

S
1

r= 1[�r;�r] with �r < �r < �r+ 1.

(b) �(‘;�;0)= [0;1 ).

(c)If D > 0,each �r equals
�
�n

�

�2
for �= ‘1 or ‘2,and som e n 2 ZZ .On the

otherhand, �r =
�
�m

�

�2
with m 2 ZZ for D < 0 and r� 2.

(d) �1 = 0 for D � 0,while �1 < 0 if D < 0.

(e)For � ‘1� ‘2 < D < 0 we have �1 < 0 and �2 = 0.

(f) �(‘;�;D 0)\ IR + � �(‘;�;D )\ IR+ holdsfor jD 0j> jD j.

(g)Each gap iscontained in theintersection ofa pairof �0 Kronig{Penneygaps|
see Rem ark 3.4 | with the coupling constant D and spacings ‘1 and ‘2.

In distinction tothe � latticetherearethereforealwaysin�nitely m any gapsfor
D 6= 0. Asin the Kronig{Penney case and its �0 analogue,the rolesofbandsand
gapsare,roughly speaking,reversed.Com paring to thepart(h)ofProposition 3.1,
however,theasym ptoticsofband widthsisslightly m orecom plicated.

Itisclearthatifaband [�r;�r]with r� 1 iswellseparated from therestofthe
spectrum ,itswidth hasthesam eleading term asin theKronig{Penney situation,

�r � �r =
8

D ‘j
+ O (r� 1); (3.21)

where ‘j isthelength to which thisband correspondsby Proposition 3.1c.If � is
rationaland thepoints kn and ~km coincide,wegetin thesam eway

�r � �r =
8

D
(‘� 11 + ‘� 12 )+ O (r� 1): (3.22)

Itm ay happen,however,that kn and ~km arenotidenticalbutcloseto each other,
so thatthey stillproducea singleband.Itisobviousfrom (3.19)thatthisleadsto
an enhancem ent ofthe band width above the value given by (3.22). The e�ectis
m ostprofound justbeforetheband splits.Suppose,e.g.,that D > 0 and ~km > kn

with � := ~km � kn � 8=D ‘1. The band width in the m om entum variable is then
�+ � up to errorterm s,where � solvestheequation

�
2 � ��

� 1
�� �

2
�
� 1 = 0:
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Theenhancem entdueto band conspiracy istherefore

�+ �

�(1+ �� 1)
= g(�) :=

2�+ 1+
p
1+ 4�

2(�+ 1)
: (3.23)

Thesam ecan bedoneiftheorderofkn;~km isreversed;in com bination with (3.21)
and (3.22)thisyieldsthefollowing estim ateson theband width,

8

D L
+ O (r� 1) < �r � �r <

8

D
(‘� 1
1
+ ‘� 1

2
)e(�)+ O (r� 1); (3.24)

where
e(�) := m axfg(�);g(�� 1)g:

Itiseasy to see that e(�)> 1 with lim �! 0 e(�)= lim �! 1 e(�)= 1.For �= 1 we
have e(�)= 1

4
(3+

p
5)= 1:309:::,butthestrongestconspiracy occursifthelattice

spacing isclose to two to one,and the widerofthe conspiring bandsisbelow the
otherone(abovefor D < 0),becausetherightsideof(3.24)reachesitsm axim um
at g(2)= 4

3
.Thevalue �= 2 itselfis,ofcourse,integersothereisnoenhancem ent.

Sum m ing thisdiscussion,wehave

Proposition 3.6 Thebandwidthsofa �0s latticewith D 6= 0 satisfytheasym ptotic
bounds(3.24),where e(�)< 4

3
.

4 C onclusions

W e have said in the introduction thata choice ofthecoupling atgraph nodesin a
realisticm odelshould follow from a suitable\zero{diam eter" lim itofatubesystem
ofthe sam e topology. To illustrate som e problem s which m ay arise,recallthata
cross{type region in the plane with the Dirichletboundary exhibitsa bound state
[28].M oreover,using theDirichletbracketing [25,Sec.XIII.15]in com bination with
the resultsof[4],one can check easily thatany branched (star{shaped)system of
in�nitely long tubeswith theDirichletboundary hasatleastonebound state[17];
som etim es the num ber ofbound states m ay be even large,e.g.,for system s ofa
narrow{fork form as can be seen from [4]. This conclusion extends to situations
wheretheconnecting{region boundary is\rounded" (no squeezing allowed)and the
tubesinvolved areonly asym ptotically straight[12,17,18].

The existence ofa single bound state could be preserved in the zero{diam eter
lim itprovided the corresponding \coupling constant" ischosen with a propersign
aswehavepointed outin Section 2.2.However,thecouplingsdiscussed herecannot
accom odate m ultiple bound states. Using the m ore generalboundary conditions
(1.2)doesnothelp: itiseasy to see thatsuch a coupling hasatm osttwo bound
states, �j = � �2j with

�1 := �
1

A � B
; �2 := �

1

A + (n � 1)B
; (4.1)
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thishappensifthedenom inatorsarenegative.In generalthereforea zero{diam eter
lim itshould beexpected to work in an energy intervalaround thecontinuousspec-
trum threshold which iskept�xed,oratm ostitrem ainssm allwith respectto the
interm odedistanceswhen thejunction region isscaled.

The analysis ofboth a single junction and a rectangularlattice shows the ex-
ceptionalroleofthe\free" operators,i.e.,thosehaving the � coupling with c= 0
(which isthesam eas �0with C = 0),or �0s coupling with D = 0.TheirS{m atrix
elem ents,band pro�leon alattice,and otherpropertiesare,ofcourse,nontrivialdue
the branching;however,they arethesim plestpossible.Forinstance,thereection
and transm ission am plitudesthrough an n wirejunction are

r = �
2� n

n
; t = �

2

n
(4.2)

forthe\free" � and �0s coupling,respectively,independently ofenergy.Num erical
calculationsoftransportpropertiesthrough Y{junctions[24]suggestthatatleast
forsom esystem sofn coupled straighttubes,thism ightbethecorrectlow{energy
scattering lim it.

On theotherhand,ajunction of�nite{width tubescan havevariousgeom etries;
in fact,an experim entalistwould hardly guaranteethatthreejoined quantum wires
have a perfect Y shape. M oreover,ifthe connection region supports a potential,
albeita weak one,the low{energy scattering propertieswould be substantially al-
tered. Hence the \non{free" boundary conditionsare also ofphysicalinterest;one
can even conceive easily a tube system in which junction param etersare tuned by
application ofan external�eld.

Up to now wehad in m ind m ostly sim plejunctions.Replacing them by regions
ofa nontrivialtopology wearriveata situation to which theconsiderationsofSec-
tion 2.3 m ightberegarded asa sim pli�ed picture.Since we have shown therethat
the �0and �0s couplingsare,atleastwithin a �xed intervalof\interm ediate" ener-
gies,m odelled by com plicated enough geom etricscatterers,alsotheconditions(2.5)
and (2.6)arelikely tohavesom ethingin com m on with therealworld.M oreover,we
have seen thatthe coupling constantofthe lim iting idealscattererisnonzero and
itisfully determ ined by thegeom etricalpropertiesofitsapproxim ants.

In thisrespect,a com m entisdue. W ithoutgiving any details,the authorsof
[19]suggested thatsuch \com posed" junctionscan be described by the boundary
conditions (1.1) with the \renorm alized" param eter dependent on energy. This
doesnotcontradictourconclusions. Forinstance,in the sim plestcase n = 2 the
corresponding reection and transm ission am plitudes,which di�erjustby the sign
from (2.3),m ay be written form ally as the corresponding � scattering quantities
provided we choose c(k):= � D k2. Hence ifone wantsto describe a \com posed"
junction by m eansofa \dressed" coupling constant| which anyhow m akessense
only when a prescription to com pute the latterisgiven | itm ay happen thatit
di�erssubstantially from the\bare" coupling.

W ith this we leave this subject and turn to latice Ham iltonians ofSection 3.
In addition to their possible use as m odels ofquantum wire superlattices, they
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representan interesting m athem aticalobject,and the observed dependence ofthe
spectraon num ber{theoreticalpropertiesoftheparam eter � raisesm any questions.
One would like to know,forexam ple,how the band and gap patternsdo actually
look,whataretheirfractalpropertieswith respectto �,orwhatisthem easureof
the spectrum relative to a suitable m easure on IR . W e intend to return to these
problem sin a laterpublication.

TheresultsofSections3.2and 3.3show thatdespitethereare\less"gapsin two
dim ensions,and despitethebehaviourofbandsand gapsisin generalirregular| for
an irrational � they exhibitasym ptotically a \squared quasiperiodic" distribution
| it coincides roughly with thatofthe Kronig{Penney analogues to our lattices,
nam ely that for the � coupling the bands dom inate at high energies,while the
converse is true forthe �0s. In analogy with the one{dim ensionalcase [6,7,23],
onecan thereforem akeaconjectureconcerning thesituation when a �0s latticewith
D 6= 0 is placed into an electric �eld. The heuristic tilted{band picture suggests
theexistenceoflocalization;thespectrum willrem ain continuous,ofcourse,butan
unrestricted propagation m ay bepossibleonly in thedirection perpendicularto the
electric�eld.In the � latticecase,wherewehavefortheone{dim ensionalsituation
a guessbutno rigorousresult,theproblem iseven m oreexciting;theresultsofthe
presentpapershow thatatleastforsom e valuesofthe lattice param etersthere is
no localization.
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Figure captions

Figure 1.Scattering on �n(N ;‘) with n = 3 and N = 2.

Figure 2.A rectangularlatice.
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