arXiv:2304.01326v4 [math-ph] 30 Sep 2023

On Schrödinger Operators Modified by δ Interactions

Kaya Güven Akbaş^1, Fatih Erman^2, and O. Teoman Turgut^3

1, 3Department of Physics, Boğaziçi University, Bebek, 34342, İstanbul, Turkey

2Department of Mathematics, İzmir Institute of Technology, Urla, 35430, İzmir, Turkey 1haci.akbas1989@gmail.com 2fatih.erman@gmail.com 3turgutte@boun.edu.tr

October 4, 2023

Abstract

We study the spectral properties of a Schrödinger operator H0 modified by δ interactions and show explicitly how the poles of the new Green’s function are rearranged relative to the poles of original Green’s function of H0. We prove that the new bound state energies are interlaced between the old ones, and the ground state energy is always lowered if the δ interaction is attractive. We also derive an alternative perturbative method of finding the bound state energies and wave functions under the assumption of a small coupling constant in a somewhat heuristic manner. We further show that these results can be extended to cases in which a renormalization process is required. We consider the possible extensions of our results to the multi center case, to δ interaction supported on curves, and to the case, where the particle is moving in a compact two-dimensional manifold under the influence of δ interaction. Finally, the semi-relativistic extension of the last problem has been studied explicitly.

Keywords: Dirac δ interactions, point interactions, Green’s function, renormalization, Schrödinger operators, spectrum, resolvent.

1 Introduction

We consider a self-adjoint Schrödinger operator or Hamiltonian H_0 = −^{ℏ2}_{2m} Δ + V defined on some dense domain D(H_0) and assume that H_0 admits a discrete or point spectrum σ_d(H) and a (purely absolutely) continuous real spectrum σ_c(H), which does not overlap with the discrete spectrum (no embedded eigenvalues). We further assume that the discrete spectrum has no condensation point and the spectrum is bounded below. These conditions put some restrictions on the regularity properties of the potentials, but this is the typical situation in most of the quantum mechanical problems with physically reasonable potentials. The spectrum consists of eigenvalues E_n of H_0 with finite multiplicities,

H_0ϕ_n = E_nϕ_n , (1.1)

where ϕ_n ∈ L^2 are the eigenvectors (or eigenfunctions) corresponding to the eigenvalues E_n, and the values λ in the continuous spectrum are the “generalized eigenvalues” corresponding to the “generalized eigenvectors” χ_λ (or generalized eigenfunctions), which is outside of L^2. Here we omit the degeneracy/multiplicity labels for simplicity. Although we are not aiming for a completely rigorous presentation in this work, we point out that the proper meaning of the generalized eigenfunctions has been understood in the context of so-called Rigged Hilbert spaces [1, 2, 3] and the equation for the generalized eigenvalues are given by H_0χ_λ = λχ_λ in the sense of distributions. One may think of a non-zero tempered distribution χ_λ as a generalized eigenfunction associated with the eigenvalue λ for H_0 if and only if ⟨H_0χ, ψ⟩ = ⟨χ_λ, H_0ψ⟩ = λ⟨χ_λ, ψ⟩ for any infinitely differentiable rapidly decaying functions ψ (Schwartz functions), see e.g., [4] for a more elementary discussion. The function χ_λ(x) =^{1√}_{2π} e^{iλx/ℏ} is the well-known generalized eigenfunction of the momentum operator (P ψ)(x) = −iℏ^d_{dx} ψ(x) in L^2(R). Under relatively mild assumptions on the potential V for dimensions d ≤ 3 case, it is known that the generalized eigenfunctions (of a Schrödinger operator) can actually be selected as continuous functions [5, 6]. This is extremely valuable for our computations as we either evaluate them at a point or integrate them over a curve in this work.

According to one of the fundamental assumptions of quantum mechanics, we can formally expand any function ψ ∈ L^2(R) as (see e.g., page 48 in [7]): ψ(x) = ∑ n a_nϕ_n(x) + ∫ Λ a(λ)χ_λ(x) dμ(λ) , (1.2) where

a_n = ∫ R ϕ_n(x)ψ(x)dx , a(λ) = ∫ R χ_λ(x)ψ(x)dx . (1.3) The domain of integration in equation (1.2) is represented by Λ, which is a parameter space, a subset of R or in general of R^n , constructed from the absolutely continuous spectrum σ_c(H_0), see [8] and the relatively recent work [9]. The expression dμ(λ) in the above expansion is indeed a kind of spectral measure associated with the self-adjoint operator H_0. Typically, for most quantum mechanical problems, there is no singular continuous spectrum, which allows us to write the above measure as dμ(λ) = dλ (by absorbing a possible positive measurable function into the definition of eigenfunctions), instead of a more general one, if we interpret the integration as a direct integral [7]. If there is a degeneracy, we need to sum over those indices as well. Fourier transform is actually a formal eigenfunction expansion of a function ψ in terms of the generalized eigenfunctions χ_λ of the momentum operator P and the action of P on the function ψ is given by: (P ψ)(x) = ∫_∞ −∞ λ (∫_∞ −∞ ψ(ξ)χ_λ(ξ)dξ ) χ_λ(x)dλ . (1.4)

The theory of such eigenfunction expansions was first described by Weyl [10] for ordinary differential equations, and then developed partly by Titchmarsh [11] and by Kodaira [12]. This is extended to the multidimensional case for elliptic self-adjoint differential operators in [5]. In particular, such expansions in terms of generalized eigenfunctions are rigorously constructed, if we impose the uniformly locally square integrability condition on the potential energy in the Schrödinger operator H_0 = −^{ℏ2}_{2m} Δ + V , which is stated as Theorem 3 in [13]. In this paper, we tacitly assume that these mild conditions for the eigenfunction expansions hold.

Our main interest here is to consider such Schrödinger operators H_0 modified by a δ interaction and show explicitly how the eigenvalues and eigenfunctions change using the eigenfunction expansions of the Green’s function for such generic H_0. The modification of the bound state spectrum in one dimension and d dimensional radial case, have been studied in the framework of path integrals in an influential work of Grosche [14] for some exactly solvable potentials V . One of the simplest choices for H_0 is the well-known harmonic oscillator problem in one dimension (as well as the radially symmetric extension of it) and the effect of adding a δ interaction to harmonic oscillator Hamiltonians has been studied by many authors [15, 16, 17] and the statistical properties of this system have been worked out in [18]. Moreover, its application to Bose-Einstein condensation has been investigated in [19]. Another simple example is an infinite square well potential modified by δ interactions in one dimension and studied in [20]. A more sophisticated model is a one dimensional V -shaped quantum well modified by a point potential centered at the origin has been considered in [21].

It is well-known that the description of point like δ interactions in two and three dimensions requires renormalization and they have been studied in [22, 23] in a mathematically rigorous way and in [24, 25, 26, 27, 28] as toy models in understanding of some quantum field theoretical concepts. The higher dimensional version of the harmonic oscillator Hamiltonian with δ potential requires renormalization as well and has been discussed in [29] and more recently in [30, 31, 32]. A more interesting exactly solvable example, having both discrete and continuous spectrum, is the so-called reflectionless potential [14, 33], and we wish to show how its spectral properties change under the influence of δ interaction as a case study.

It turns out that eigenvalues of H_0 modified by δ interactions change according to some algebraic or transcendental equation and all the eigenvalues of H_0 disappear unless some set of wave functions vanish at the support of the δ interaction or if the support of Dirac delta function is chosen to be at the nodes of the wave function of the initial Hamiltonian H_0. This result was not completely illustrated for a generic Hamiltonian H_0, but only shown for particular exactly solvable cases [14, 29]. In all these cases, the full Green’s function G of the modified system contains the Green’s function G_0 of H_0 added to another term constructed again from G_0. It is not at all obvious that the poles of G_0 cancel with the poles of this additional term (which has G_0 appearing in its expression in a nontrivial combination). This cancellation has only been pointed out for H_0 being the one dimensional harmonic oscillator Hamiltonian in [15] and for higher dimensional harmonic and linear potentials in [32]. In this paper, we prove this explicitly by using the eigenfunction expansion of the full Green’s function by taking the generalized eigenfunction expansion into account and studying its pole structure for a general class of potentials. Moreover, we prove that if the support of the δ interaction is not at the node of the bound state eigenfunction of H_0, then the new eigenvalues E^∗_k are interlaced between E_{k−1} and E_k for an attractive δ interaction. We then develop a perturbative method from a different perspective to compute order by order the new eigenvalues and wave functions (in a somewhat heuristic way) under the assumption of small coupling, then compare the results with the standard approach. All the results that we have found can easily be extended to the multi center case, and to the case where we need to apply renormalization. Our perturbation method applied to the problems which require renormalization yields different results from the standard approach obtained by replacing the bare coupling constant α with the renormalized one α_R, as expected. We further show that similar conclusions can be drawn for the modification by δ interactions supported on curves in the plane and for the problem, for which the particle is intrinsically moving in a compact manifold under the influence of a δ interaction.

This paper is organized as follows. In Section 2, using the eigenfunction expansion of the Green’s function we have explicitly shown that the poles of the Green’s function of H_0 modified by δ interaction in one dimension cancels out the poles of the Green’s function of H_0 under some mild conditions and prove that the new bound state energies are interlaced between the old ones and discuss the results with an explicit exactly solvable reflectionless potential. Then, we develop a new perturbative way of finding the bound state energies and the bound state wavefunctions up to the second order and compare them with the classical known results. Section 3 deals with the extension of the results to the singular case, where the renormalization of the problem is required. Finally, Section 4 is devoted to the possible extensions of the results, e.g., N center case, δ interaction supported on a curve in the plane, and the case where a particle is moving on a compact manifold interacting with a point center. We generalize our arguments to a (possible) semi-relativistic version of singular interaction. In Appendix A, we prove the sum ∑_∞ n=0 |ϕ_n(a)|^2(E+μ^2 ) (E_n−E)(E_n+μ^2 ) is convergent for particular

class of Schrödinger operators and for free Schrödinger operators on two dimensional compact manifolds. In Appendix B, we prove that there is indeed one single parameter in the renormalized theory. In Appendix C, we prove that the sum ∑_∞ n=0 (E+μ^2)|ϕ_n(a)|^2 (E_n−E)(E_n+μ^2 ) is going to −∞ as E → −∞ for particular class of Schrödinger

operators and for free Schrödinger operators on two dimensional compact manifolds. In Appendix D, we study our main problem here when there is degeneracy.

2 Modifications by δ Interactions in Regular Cases

Throughout the paper, we use some well-known properties of Green’s function. For convenience of the reader, we state them here with our choice of notation. For instance, the integral kernel of the resolvent R_{H0} (z) for the Schrödinger operator H_0 = −^{ℏ2}_{2m}^{d2}_{dx2} + V (x) or simply Green’s function defined by

(R_{H0} (E)ψ) (x) = (R_0(E)ψ) (x) = ( (H_0 − E)^{−1}ψ ) (x) = ∫ R G_0(x, y|E)ψ(y)dy , (2.1) can be expressed as the following bilinear expansion G_0(x, y|E) = ∞∑ n=0 ϕ_n(x)ϕ_n(y) E_n − E + ∫ Λ χ_λ(x)χ_λ(y) λ − E dμ(λ) . (2.2)

The Green’s function G_0(x, y|E) is a square integrable function of x for almost all y and vice versa [34]. The above formulas still hold in higher dimensions as well.

Suppose that we first consider one dimensional problems in which H_0 is modified by a δ function interaction supported at the origin

H = H_0 − αδ , (2.3)

where α ∈ R. There are different ways to make sense of the above formal expression of H. One way is to consider the δ interaction as a self-adjoint extension of H_0. A modern introduction to this subject is the recent book by Gallone and Michelangeli [35] and the classic reference elaborating this point of view is the monograph by Albeverio et all [22]. δ interactions can also be defined through the strong limit of the resolvent of Hamiltonians with δ interaction replaced by some scaled function, see [23, 36] for the details. The formulation of the problem in this section can be extended to higher dimensions as long as the co-dimension (dimension of the space - dimension of the support of the δ interaction) is one. We will come back to this issue for possible generalizations of the problem later on.

It is well-known that Green’s function for the Hamiltonian (2.3) is given by Krein’s type of formula G(x, y|E) = G_0(x, y|E) + G_0(x, 0|E)G_0(0, y|E) Φ(E)

, (2.4) where G_0(x, y|E) is the Green’s function for H_0 and

Φ(E) := 1 α − G_0(0, 0|E) . (2.5)

Some of the books in the context of point interactions use the notation Γ for our choice Φ. Here and subsequently, as emphasized in the introduction, we assume that H_0 = −^{ℏ2}_{2m}^{d2}_{dx2} + V (x) satisfies some conditions:

• H_0 is self-adjoint on some dense domain D(H_0) ⊂ L^2(R),

• Spectrum of H_0 is a disjoint union of discrete σ_d(H_0) (set of eigenvalues) and (absolutely) continuous spectrum σ_c(H_0),

• The discrete spectrum has no accumulation point,

• For stability, we assume H_0 has spectrum bounded below,

and these assumptions are assumed to hold in higher dimensions as well. These conditions on the spectrum put some mild restrictions on the potential V . Some of the possible classes of potentials are listed in the classical work of Reed and Simon [37].

Then, we claim our first result about the spectral properties of the Hamiltonian (2.3):

Proposition 2.1. Let ϕ_k (x) be the bound state wave function of H_0 associated with the bound state energy E_k. Then, the bound state energy E^∗_k , when H_0 is modified (perturbed) with a δ function interaction (−αδ(x)), satisfies the equation

Φ(E) = 1 α − G_0(0, 0|E) = 0 , (2.6)

if ϕ_k(0) ≠ 0 for this particular k. If for this choice of k we have ϕ_k(0) = 0, the bound state energy does not change, E^∗_k = E_k . Moreover, the continuous spectrum of the Hamiltonian modified with δ interaction is the same as that of H_0.

Proof. We first explicitly show how the pole structure of the full Green’s function G(x, y|E) is rearranged and the poles of G_0(x, y|E), which explicitly appears as an additive factor in G(x, y|E) actually are cancelled and new poles appear. Note that from the explicit expression of the full Green’s function (2.4), one may expect that the poles of the full Green’s function may contain the poles of G_0 as well as the zeroes of the function Φ(E). Using the eigenfunction expansion of the Green’s function (2.2) and splitting the term in the summation associated with the isolated simple eigenvalue E_k of H_0, we obtain G(x, y|E) = ϕ_k (x)ϕ_k (y) E_k − E ( 1 − ( 1 − (E_k − E) |ϕ_k(0)|^2 D(α, E) )_{−1}) + g(x, y|E) + h(x, y|E) + (E_k − E) (E_k − E)D(α, E) − |ϕ_k(0)|^2 ( g(x, 0|E)g(0, y|E) + g(x, 0|E)h(x, 0|E) + g(x, 0|E)h(0, y|E) + h(x, 0|E)h(0, y|E) )

+ 1 (E_k − E)D(α, E) − |ϕ_k(0)|^2 ( g(x, 0|E)ϕ_k(0)ϕ_k (y) + g(0, y|E)ϕ_k(x)ϕ_k (0) + h(x, 0|E)ϕ_k (0)ϕ_k(y) + h(0, y|E)ϕ_k(x)ϕ_k (0) ) , (2.7)

where we have defined the following functions, which are regular near E_k, for simplicity g(x, y|E) := ∑ n≠k ϕ_n(x)ϕ_n(y) E_n − E , (2.8)

h(x, y|E) := ∫ Λ χ_λ(x)χ_λ(y) λ − E dμ(λ) , (2.9) D(α, E) := 1 α − ∑ n≠k |ϕ_n(0)|^2 E_n − E − ∫ Λ |χ_λ(0)|^2 λ − E dμ(λ) . (2.10)

The functions g, h at x = 0 and y = 0, and the function D are well-defined thanks to the fact that the generalized eigenfunctions χ_λ in here have continuous representatives [5, 6]. Except for the first term in equation (2.7), it is easy to see that all terms are analytic in a sufficiently small disk around E = E_k. If we choose E sufficiently close to E_k, i.e., if^{|Ek −E|}_{|ϕk (0)|2} |D(α, E)| < 1, the first term in the above equation becomes

− ϕ_k(x)ϕ_k (y) |ϕ_k (0)|^2 1 α − ∑ n≠k |ϕ_n(0)|^2 E_n − E − ∫ Λ |χ_λ(0)|^2 λ − E dμ(λ) + O(1) , (2.11)

so that G(x, y|E) is regular near E = E_k as long as ϕ_k(0) ≠ 0. Hence, the pole E = E_k of G_0(x, y|E) is not a pole of G(x, y|E) if ϕ_k(0) ≠ 0. Then, the only poles of G(x, y|E) must come from the zeroes of the function Φ(E).

Finally, it follows from Weyl’s theorem [37] that the continuous spectrum of the problem coincides with the initial Hamiltonian since the difference between the resolvent of the Hamiltonian and the resolvent of the initial Hamiltonian is of finite rank thanks to the explicit formula R(E) = R_0(E) + (Φ(E))^{−1}⟨G(·, 0|E), ·⟩G(·, 0|E) , (2.12) defined on its resolvent set. This formula should be understood by its action on a vector ψ, i.e.,

(R(E)ψ)(x) = (R_0(E)ψ)(x) + (Φ(E))^{−1} (∫_∞ −∞ G(y, 0|E)ψ(y) dy ) G(x, 0|E) . (2.13) The formula (2.12) can be seen more naturally in Dirac’s bra-ket notation,

R(E) = R_0(E) + (Φ(E))^{−1}R_0(E)|0⟩⟨0|R_0(E) . (2.14)

Lemma 2.1. If α > 0 (attractive case) and ϕ_k(0) ≠ 0 for some k ≥ 1, then the new bound state energies E^∗_k are interlaced between the eigenvalues of H_0:

E_{k−1} < E^∗_k < E_k . (2.15)

For the ground state (k = 0), we always have E^∗_0 < E_0.

Proof. Since the Green’s function G_0 has poles at the eigenvalues E = E_n of H_0 in the complex E plane and has a branch cut along the generalized eigenvalues of H_0, it is differentiable everywhere except at its poles and along the branch cut. Then, by taking the derivative of G_0(0, 0|E) with respect to E under the summation and integral sign, we formally obtain dG_0(0, 0|E) dE = ∞∑ n=0 |ϕ_n(0)|^2 (E_n − E)^2 + ∫ Λ |χ_λ(0)|^2 (λ − E)^2 dμ(λ) > 0 . (2.16)

This implies that G_0(0, 0|E) is a monotonically increasing function of E between its poles as well as between the largest eigenvalue below the continuum branch cut and the infimum of the branch cut (which is typically zero). Moreover, by isolating the n = k term in the sum, it is easy to see that lim E→E^−_k ∞∑ n=0 |ϕ_n(0)|^2 E_n − E + ∫ Λ |χ_λ(0)|^2 λ − E dμ(λ) = ∞ , (2.17)

lim E→E^+_k ∞∑ n=0 |ϕ_n(0)|^2 E_n − E + ∫ Λ |χ_λ(0)|^2 λ − E dμ(λ) = −∞ , (2.18)

for all k = 0, 1, 2, · · · , and by taking the limit under the summation and integral we have lim E→−∞ ∞∑ n=0 |ϕ_n(0)|^2 E_n − E + ∫ Λ |χ_λ(0)|^2 λ − E dμ(λ) = 0^+ . (2.19)

Then, if α > 0 it follows from the above results that the roots, say E^∗_k , of the equation (2.6) must be located at the points of intersection of 1/α and G_0(0, 0|E), as shown in Figure 1. This shows that the new bound state energies E^∗_k are shifted downwards and interlaced between E_{k−1} and E_k. Let E_0 be the ground state energy of H_0. In contrast to excited states, the new ground state energy can be as small as possible by choosing α sufficiently large. By the positivity of the ground state wave functions of Schrödinger operators (thanks to Kato’s inequality [37]), having no nodes ϕ_0(0) ≠ 0, it follows from Proposition 2.1 that new ground state energy E^∗_0 is always less than the original one.

Figure 1: The graph of 1/α and a typical behavior of the term ∑_∞ n=0 |ϕ_n(0)|^2 E_n−E + ∫ Λ |χ_λ(0)|^2 λ−E dμ(λ) versus E for α > 0. The intersection points give the bound state energies. Here E_0, E_1, E_2, . . . represents the bound state energies of H_0 and E^∗_0 , E^∗_1 , E^∗_2 , . . . represents the bound state energies of the Hamiltonian modified by δ interaction.

Remark 2.2. If α < 0 (repulsive case), then the bound state energies of H_0 are shifted upward and interlaced as E_k < E^∗_k < E_{k+1} if ϕ_k(0) ≠ 0. This can be easily seen by moving the line 1/α below the E axis in Figure 1. Otherwise, bound state energies of H_0 do not change.

Remark 2.3. The above statements are still true if we consider the support of δ potential at x = a. In this case, we have G(x, y|E) = G_0(x, y|E) + G_0(x, a|E)G_0(a, y|E) 1 α − G_0(a, a|E) , (2.20)

and the bound state energies under the addition of δ interaction do not change if a is at one of the nodes of the bound state wave function of H_0, that is, ϕ_k (a) = 0. Otherwise, the bound state energies are obtained from Φ(E) =^1_α − G_0(a, a|E) = 0.

Remark 2.4. It is easy to see from Figure 1 that the number of bound states increases by one if we add δ interaction to H_0. An extra pole is created below the ground state energy of H_0 and all the other eigenvalues are interlaced. Moreover, the bound state energy of H_0 is invariant under a particular configuration of δ interaction added to H_0, that is, if the support of the δ function is chosen to be at one of the nodes of the bound state wave function associated with the bound state energy E_k of H_0, then this bound state energy E_k does not change under the addition (perturbation) of δ interaction to H_0.

Example 2.5. We can illustrate what we have stated above by working out an exactly solvable case for H_0, whose spectrum includes both discrete and continuous parts. Consider the Schrödinger operator associated with the reflectionless interaction V given by

(H_0ψ)(x) = − ℏ^2 2m d^2 dx^2 ψ(x) − ℏ^2 2m κ^2

N(N + 1) cosh^2(κx) ψ(x) , (2.21)

where N ∈ N. In this case, the discrete spectrum is given by the set of eigenvalues E_n = −^{ℏ2κ2}_{2m} (N − n)^2, where n = 0, 1, 2, . . . N −1. The number of bound states is finite and equal to N, corresponding eigenfunctions are given by

ϕ^{(N)}_n (x) = √ κ ( (N − n) (2N + 1 − n)! n! )_{1/2} P^{n−N}_N (tanh(κx)) , (2.22)

where P^ν_μ (x) is Legendre function, defined by P^μ_ν (x) =^1_{Γ(1−μ)}

(_{1+x} 1−x )_{1/2} 2F_1(−ν, ν + 1; 1 − μ;^{1−x}_2 ) in terms of hypergeometric functions_2F_1. In this example, the continuous spectrum is the positive real axis, i.e, σ_c(H_0) = [0, ∞) and the generalized eigenfunctions are given by χ^{(N)}_k (x) = (_k 2 sinh(πk/κ) )_{1/2} P^{ik/κ}_N (tanh(κx)) with the generalized eigenvalues E_k =^{ℏ2 k2}_{2m} , with k ∈ R.

For simplicity, we choose N = 1. In this case, there is a single bound state and the associated normalized eigenfunction, given by

E_0 = − ℏ^2κ^2 2m , (2.23)

ϕ_0(x) = √ κ 2 1 cosh(κx)

. (2.24)

Its generalized eigenfunction for this case (N = 1) is given by

χ_E (x) = √ κ 2π e^{ikx} ( ik − κ tanh(κx) κ + ik ) , (2.25)

with the generalized eigenvalues E =^{ℏ2k2}_{2m} . The Green’s function of this potential problem in appropriate units has been found in [14] and its explicit formula in accordance with the conventions and units that we use here is given as G_0(x, y|E) = 1 ℏ ( m −2E )_{1/2} exp ( − |x − y| √ −2mE ℏ ) − κ 2 cosh(κx) cosh(κy)(E +^{ℏ2κ2}_{2m} ) × [ 1 − ( 1 − ℏκ √ −2mE ) cosh ( κ|x − y| ( 1 + √ −2mE κℏ )) ] . (2.26)

There is an extra ℏ factor between our convention for the Green’s function and the one introduced in [14].

Since ϕ_0 has no node, it follows from Proposition 2.1 that the new eigenvalue due to the addition of δ interaction at the point a to H_0 must satisfy the following equation 1 α − G(a, a|E) = 1 α − 1 ℏ ( m −2E )_{1/2} + κ 2 cosh^2(κa)(E +^{ℏ2κ2}_{2m} ) ( ℏκ √ −2mE ) = 0 . (2.27)

From this, one can see that G_0 has a simple pole at E = −^{ℏ2κ2}_{2m} and it is singular near the point E = 0, where the continuous spectrum begins.

It is easy to see from Figure 2 that as long as a ≠ 0, we have always two bound state energies, one above −^{ℏ2κ2}_{2m} and one below −^{ℏ2κ2}_{2m} , as expected by our above analysis. It is important to notice that the Green function G_0(a, a|E) blows up near its branch point at E = 0 (where the continuous spectrum begins), which ensures the existence of two new bound states under the addition of δ interaction to the original problem. However, if a = 0, then G_0(0, 0|E) vanishes at E = 0. This implies that we have only one root and we have a single bound state energy below −^{ℏ2κ2}_{2m} . This is not a generic case as explained above and shown in Figure 1. This case can be explained by the following symmetry argument. Initially, we have a reflectionless potential having Z_2 symmetry, and it has a single bound state with even parity. If we include δ interaction to this potential, we still keep Z_2 symmetry if a = 0. Then, the excited state must have an odd parity since the systems having such symmetries must have a definite symmetry and the excited state must be orthogonal to the ground state having even parity by the positivity [37]. This implies that the excited state wave function must vanish at x = 0, which removes the δ interaction term in the formal Hamiltonian. However, the initial system H_0 has only a single bound state, namely the ground state, so the new system modified by δ interaction must have a single bound state energy level if a = 0.

When a ≠ 0, the bound state energies can be found explicitly and given by

E^∗_0 = − (√ ℏ^2κ^2 2m + mα^2 8ℏ^2 + √ mα^2 8ℏ^2

)_2

, (2.28)

E^∗_1 = − (√ ℏ^2κ^2 2m + mα^2 8ℏ^2 − √ mα^2 8ℏ^2

)_2

. (2.29)

2.1 A Different Perspective for the Perturbative Estimates on the Bound State Energies

We now develop a perturbative approximation in finding the eigenvalues of H_0 − αδ with a different perspective. In the standard perturbation theory [33, 38], we basically start with the so-called Rayleigh-Schrödinger

Figure 2: Graphical solution E of the equation^1_α = G_0(a, a|E), where G_0(a, a|E) =^1_ℏ (_m −2E )_{1/2} − κ 2 cosh^2 (κa)(E+^{ℏ2 κ2}_{2m} ) (_{ℏκ√} −2mE ) . Here we have chosen α = 1/2, ℏ = 2m = 1, κ = 1, and a = 1. Here the vertical asymptotes correspond to the bound state energies of the initial Hamiltonian H_0 or the point where the continuous spectrum of H_0 begins.

series expansion for the bound state energies and wave functions and then substitute these into Schrödinger equation and solve each expansion term recursively (which has been discussed more rigorously in [37, 39]).

Here, we follow a somewhat more heuristic approach and assume that α << 1 and ϕ_k(0) ≠ 0. According to the previous analysis, new bound state energies will shift due to the addition of δ interaction to H_0. Let E = E^∗_k = E_k + δE_k, where E_k are the bound state energies of H_0 and δE_k is the change in the bound state energy E_k. Then, according to Proposition 2.1 the new bound state energies E^∗_k are given by the solutions of 1 α − ∞∑ n=0 |ϕ_n(0)|^2 E_n − (E_k + δE_k) − ∫ Λ |χ_λ(0)|^2 λ − (E_k + δE_k ) dμ(λ) = 1 α − ∑ n≠k |ϕ_n(0)|^2 E_n − (E_k + δE_k) + |ϕ_k (0)|^2 δE_k − ∫ Λ |χ_λ(0)|^2 λ − (E_k + δE_k) dμ(λ) = 0 . (2.30)

This is an exact equation determining the bound state energies but it involves the eigenfunctions at x = 0. If we expand the terms in the summation and integral in the powers of δE_k and multiply the equation by α δE_k, we get δE_k − α δE_k ∑ n≠k |ϕ_n(0)|^2 E_n − E_k ( 1 + δE_k E_n − E_k + O(δE^2_k ) )

−α δE_k ∫ Λ |χ_λ(0)|^2 λ − E_k ( 1 + δE_k λ − E_k + O(δE^2_k ) ) dμ(λ) + α|ϕ_k(0)|^2 + O(δE^3_k ) = 0 . (2.31)

Let us assume that δE_k has a power series in α, that is, δE_k = E^{(1)}_k + E^{(2)}_k + · · · , where E^{(n)}_k corresponds to the change in the bound state energy of order α^n. Then, solving E^{(1)}_k and E^{(2)}_k term by term, we obtain

E^{(1)}_k = −α|ϕ_k(0)|^2 , (2.32)

E^{(2)}_k = −α^2|ϕ_k(0)|^2 ∑ n≠k |ϕ_n(0)|^2 E_n − E_k + ∫ Λ |χ_λ(0)|^2 λ − E_k dμ(λ) , (2.33)

which are consistent with classical first and second order formulas in non-degenerate perturbation theory [7, 33], given by

E^{(1)}_k = ⟨ϕ_k, −αδϕ_k ⟩ (2.34)

E^{(2)}_k = − ∑ n≠k |⟨ϕ_k, −αδϕ_n⟩|^2 E_n − E_k − ∫ Λ |⟨χ_λ, −αδϕ_k ⟩|^2 λ − E_k dμ(λ) . (2.35)

The important point to note here is that we are looking for the solution δE_k of (2.31) as the formal power series in α by assuming both α and δE_k are small so that it is sufficient to use regular perturbation theory [40]. Let us summarize what we have found as the following Proposition:

Proposition 2.6. Let ϕ_k be the eigenfunctions associated with the eigenvalues E_k of H_0 and χ_λ be the generalized eigenfunctions of H_0. Then, under the addition of δ interaction with the coupling constant −α, the change in the bound state energies up to the first and second order in α are formally given by the equations (2.32) and (2.33).

2.2 A Different Perspective for the Perturbative Estimates on the Bound State Wave Function

Using a contour integral of the resolvent R(E) = (H − E)^{−1} around each simple eigenvalue E^∗_k , we can find the projection operator onto the eigenspace associated with the eigenvalue E^∗_k ,

P_k = − 1 2πi ∮ Γ_k

R(E) dE , (2.36)

where Γ_k is the closed contour around each simple pole E^∗_k , or equivalently

ψ_k(x)ψ_k (y) = − 1 2πi ∮ Γ_k G(x, y|E) dE . (2.37) From the explicit expression of the Green’s function (2.4) and residue theorem, we obtain

ψ_k(x) =

G_0(x, 0|E^∗_k ) ( dG_0(0,0|E) dE | | | |_{E=E∗k} )_{1/2} . (2.38)

Using the eigenfunction expansion of G_0, and E^∗_k = E_k + δE_k, we get

ψ_k(x) = (∑_∞ n=0 ϕ_n(x)ϕ_n(0) E_n−(E_k +δE_k ) + ∫ Λ χ_λ(x)χ_λ(0) λ−(E_k +δE_k ) dμ(λ) ) (∑_∞ n=0 |ϕ_n(0)|^2 (E_n−(E_k +δE_k ))^2 + ∫ Λ |χ_λ(0)|^2 (λ−(E_k +δE_k ))^2 dμ(λ)

)_{1/2} . (2.39)

If we split the n = k term in the sums and integrals, and then expand the above terms in powers of δE_k, then the wave function becomes

ψ_k(x) = 1 + δE^{2k} |ϕ_k(0)|^2 ∑ n≠k |ϕ_n(0)|^2 (E_n − E_k)^2 + δE^2_k |ϕ_k (0)|^2 ∫ Λ |χ_λ(0)|^2 (λ − E_k )^2 dμ(λ) + O(δE^3_k ) −1/2

× ( − ϕ_k (x)ϕ_k (0) |ϕ_k (0)| + ∑ n≠k ϕ_n(x)ϕ_n(0) (E_n − E_k)|ϕ_k (0)| ( δE_k + δE^2_k (E_n − E_k)

+ O(δE^3_k ) )

+ (∫ Λ χ_λ(x)χ_λ(0) (λ − E_k)|ϕ_k (0)| ( δE_k + δE^2_k (λ − E_k) + O(δE^3_k ) ) dμ(λ) ) + O(δE^3_k ) , (2.40) where we have assumed |^{δEk}_{(En−Ek )} | < 1 and |^{δEk}_{(λ−Ek )} | < 1. Keeping the terms in δE_k up to the second order, we obtain ψ_k(x) = ϕ_k(x)e^{−iθk +iπ} + ∑ n≠k ϕ_n(x)ϕ_n(0) |ϕ_k (0)| E^{(1)}_k E_n − E_k + ∫ Λ χ_λ(x)χ_λ(0) |ϕ_k (0)| E^{(1)}_k λ − E_k dμ(λ)

− 1 2 ϕ_k(x)e^{−iθk +iπ} ∑ n≠k |ϕ_n(0)|^2 |ϕ_k(0)|)^2

(E^{(1)}_k )^2 (E_n − E_k)^2 + ∫ Λ |χ_λ(0)|^2 |ϕ_k(0)|^2

(E^{(1)}_k )^2 (λ − E_k)^2 dμ(λ)

+ ∑ n≠k ϕ_n(x)ϕ_n(0) (E_n − E_k)|ϕ_k (0)| ( E^{(2)}_k +

(E^{(1)}_k )^2 (E_n − E_k) )

+ (∫ Λ χ_λ(x)χ_λ(0) (λ − E_k)|ϕ_k (0)| ( E^{(2)}_k +

(E^{(1)}_k )^2 (λ − E_k) ) dμ(λ) ) + O(δE^3_k ) , (2.41)

where ϕ_k (0) = |ϕ_k(0)|e^{iθk} . Using the first order and second order results (2.34) and (2.35) for the bound state energies, we finally obtain the bound state wave function for each order:

ψ^{(0)}_k (x) = e^{−iθk +iπ}ϕ_k(x) (2.42)

ψ^{(1)}_k (x) = α ϕ_k(0)e^{−iθk +iπ} ∑ n≠k ϕ_n(x)ϕ_n(0) E_n − E_k + α ϕ_k(0)e^{−iθk +iπ} ∫ Λ χ_λ(x)χ_λ(0) λ − E_k dμ(λ) (2.43)

ψ^{(2)}_k (x) = − α^2 2 ϕ_k(x)e^{−iθk +iπ} |ϕ_k(0)|^2 ∑ n≠k |ϕ_n(0)|^2 (E_n − E_k)^2 + ∫ Λ |χ_λ(0)|^2 (λ − E_k)^2 dμ(λ)

+α^2ϕ_k(0)e^{−iθk +iπ} ∑ n≠k ϕ_n(x)ϕ_n(0) (E_n − E_k ) ( ∑ m≠k |ϕ_m(0)|^2 E_m − E_k + ∫ Λ |χ_λ(0)|^2 λ − E_k dμ(λ) − |ϕ_k(0)|^2 (E_n − E_k) )

+α^2ϕ_k (0)e^{−iθk +iπ} ∫ Λ χ_λ(x)χ_λ(0) (λ − E_k) ( ∑ m≠k |ϕ_m(0)|^2 E_m − E_k + ∫ Λ |χ_λ′ (0)|^2 λ^′ − E_k dμ(λ^′) − |ϕ_k(0)|^2 λ − E_k ) dμ(λ) . (2.44)

Remark 2.7. According to standard regular perturbation theory results, the normalized wave functions for the bound states up to second order in α are given by

ψ^{(0)}_k (x) = ϕ_k(x) (2.45)

ψ^{(1)}_k (x) = ∑ n≠k ⟨ϕ_n, −αδϕ_k ⟩ E_k − E_n ϕ_n(x) + ∫ Λ ⟨χ_λ, −αδϕ_k⟩ λ − E_k χ_λ(x)dμ(λ) (2.46)

ψ^{(2)}_k (x) = ∑ n≠k ∑ m≠k ⟨ϕ_n, −αδϕ_m⟩⟨ϕ_m, −αδϕ_k⟩ (E_k − E_n)(E_k − E_m) ϕ_n(x) − ∑ n≠k ⟨ϕ_n, −αδϕ_k ⟩⟨ϕ_k, −αδϕ_k ⟩ (E_k − E_n)^2 ϕ_n(x)

− 1 2 ∑ n≠k ⟨ϕ_k, −αδϕ_n⟩⟨ϕ_n, −αδϕ_k⟩ (E_k − E_n)^2 ϕ_k(x)

+ ∫ Λ ∑ n≠k ⟨ϕ_n, −αδχ_λ⟩⟨χ_λ, −αδϕ_k⟩ (E_k − E_n)(E_k − λ) ϕ_n(x) dμ(λ)

+ ∫ Λ ∑ m≠k ⟨χ_λ, −αδϕ_m⟩⟨ϕ_m, −αδϕ_k⟩ (E_k − E_m)(E_k − λ) χ_λ(x) dμ(λ)

+ ∫ Λ (∫ Λ ⟨χ_λ, −αδχ_λ′ ⟩⟨χ_λ′ , −αδϕ_k⟩ (E_k − λ)(E_k − λ^′) χ_λ(x)dμ(λ^′) ) dμ(λ) − ∫ Λ ⟨χ_λ, −αδϕ_k⟩⟨ϕ_k , −αδϕ_k ⟩ (E_k − λ)^2 dμ(λ) χ_λ(x) − 1 2 ∫ Λ ⟨ϕ_k, −αδχ_λ⟩⟨χ_λ, −αδϕ_k⟩ (E_k − λ)^2 dμ(λ) ϕ_k(x) . (2.47)

These are completely consistent with our results up to a phase factor e^{−iθk +iπ} . (Second order perturbation result for the normalized wave function only in the discrete case has been given in [41], but clearly it can be generalized as we have stated here).

Let us summarize our findings as

Proposition 2.8. The bound state wave functions ψ_k(x) for the Hamiltonian H_0 modified by the δ interaction are given by (2.38) in terms of the associated bound state energies E^∗_k , which are the solutions of^1_α − G_0(0, 0|E) = 0. The expansion of the bound state wave function ψ_k(x) in terms of the coupling constants α up to second order are given by (2.42), (2.43), and (2.44).

3 Singular Modifications by δ Interactions

When the co-dimension (dimension of the space - dimension of the support of the δ interaction) is greater than one (e.g., point δ interaction in two and three dimensions, δ interaction supported by a curve in three dimensions), we need to define δ interaction by a renormalization procedure. The reason for this is essentially based on the singularity of the Green’s function for free Hamiltonians H_0 in two and three dimensions. The history of the subject is rather rich and there has been a vast amount of material in the physics literature, see e.g., [24, 25, 26, 27, 28]. The subject has been also discussed thoroughly from a more mathematical point of view in classic monographs [22, 23] as well as in a more recent work [35]. Here we now consider the Schrödinger operators H_0 with the same assumption discussed before and we study the spectrum of H_0 modified by δ interactions.

It is useful to express the Green’s function G_0 in terms of the heat kernel K_t(x, y) associated with the operator H_0 = −^{ℏ2}_{2m} Δ + V , given by G_0(x, y|E) = ∫_∞ 0 K_t(x, y)e^{tE} dt , (3.1) where Re(E) < 0 and H_0K_t(x, y) =^∂_{∂t} K_t(x, y) and defined for other values of E in the complex E plane through analytical continuation. We note that the first term in the short time asymptotic expansion of the diagonal heat kernel for any self-adjoint elliptic second order differential operator [42] in d dimensions, is given by K_t(x, x) ∼ t^{−d/2} . (3.2) This gives rise to the divergence near t = 0 in the diagonal part G_0(x, x|E): ∫_∞ 0 e^{−t|E|} t^{d/2} dt , (3.3)

for d = 2, 3. In order to make sense of such singular interactions, one must first introduce a cut-off ϵ > 0 and regularize the Hamiltonian. This could be done replacing the δ interaction by the heat kernel K_{ϵ/2}(x, 0), which converges to δ(x) as ϵ → 0 in the distributional sense. Then, we make the coupling constant α dependent on the cut-off in such a way that the regularized Hamiltonian has a non-trivial limit (in the norm resolvent sense) as we remove the cut-off. A natural choice for the coupling constant is given by 1 α(ϵ) = 1 α_R(M) + ∫_∞ ϵ K_t(0, 0)e^{tM} dt , (3.4)

where M is the renormalization scale and could be eliminated in favor of a physical parameter by imposing the renormalization condition. For instance, M, and therefore α_R, can be related to the bound state energy of the particle moving under the addition of δ interaction to H_0, say −μ^2 (this requirement, in general, leads to a flow in the space of coupling constants α_R [43]). A special choice is to set^1_{αR} = 0 while demanding M = −μ^2, which is particularly convenient for bound state calculations. For our purposes, we use α_R and moreover set M = −μ^2 (thinking of a bound state below E_0) for clarity of notation (The single parameter dependence of the model has been explicitly shown in Appendix B).

Then, taking the formal limit as ϵ → 0, we obtain the integral kernel of the resolvent or Green’s function, given by G(x, y|E) = G_0(x, y|E) + G_0(x, 0|E)G_0(0, y|E) 1 α_R − ∑_∞ n=0 |ϕ_n(0)|^2(E+μ^2 ) (E_n−E)(E_n+μ^2 ) − ∫ Λ |χ_λ(0)|^2(E+μ^2 ) (λ+μ^2 )(λ−E) dμ(λ) . (3.5)

This is exactly in the same form as the Krein’s formula given by (2.4), where the form of the function Φ here is given by

Φ(E) = 1 α_R + ∫_∞ 0 K_t(0, 0) ( e^{−tμ2} − e^{tE} ) dt = 1 α_R − ∞∑ n=0 |ϕ_n(0)|^2(E + μ^2) (E_n − E)(E_n + μ^2) − ∫ Λ |χ_λ(0)|^2(E + μ^2) (λ + μ^2)(λ − E) dμ(λ) . (3.6)

Here we have used the eigenfunction expansion of the heat kernel. Such specific examples are examined in [29] in the context of path integrals in two and three dimensions. However, there is no explicit derivation in this work, showing that the poles of the free resolvent are cancelled in the final expression.

Following the same line of argument developed for the one-dimensional case, we can now explicitly show how the poles of the Hamiltonian H_0 disappear with the addition of δ interaction under the same assumptions about the spectrum of H_0 as in the one dimensional case.

To simplify our arguments, we assume a purely discrete spectrum, the generalization to include a continuum with generalized eigenfunctions is fairly straightforward. We again split the term in the eigenfunction expansion of the Green’s function associated with the isolated simple eigenvalue E_k of H_0:

G(x, y|E) = ∑ n≠k ϕ_n(x)ϕ_n(y) E_n − E + ϕ_k (x)ϕ_k (y) E_k − E + (∑ n≠k ϕ_n(x)ϕ_n(0) E_n−E ) (∑ n≠k ϕ_n(0)ϕ_n(y) E_n−E ) 1 α_R − ∑ n≠k |ϕ_n(0)|^2(E+μ^2 ) (E_n−E)(E_n+μ^2 ) −

|ϕ_k (0)|^2(E+μ^2 ) (E_k −E)(E_k +μ^2 ) + (∑ n≠k ϕ_n(x)ϕ_n(0) E_n−E ) (_{ϕk (0)ϕk (y)} E_k −E ) 1 α_R − ∑ n≠k |ϕ_n(0)|^2(E+μ^2 ) (E_n−E)(E_n+μ^2 ) −

|ϕ_k (0)|^2(E+μ^2 ) (E_k−E)(E_k +μ^2 ) + (_{ϕk (x)ϕk (0)} E_k −E ) (∑ n≠k ϕ_n(0)ϕ_n(y) E_n−E ) 1 α_R − ∑ n≠k |ϕ_n(0)|^2(E+μ^2 ) (E_n−E)(E_n+μ^2) −

|ϕ_k (0)|^2(E+μ^2 ) (E_k −E)(E_k+μ^2 ) + (_{ϕk (x)ϕk(0)} E_k −E ) (_{ϕk (0)ϕk (y)} E_k −E ) 1 α_R − ∑ n≠k |ϕ_n(0)|^2(E+μ^2 ) (E_n−E)(E_n+μ^2 ) −

|ϕ_k (0)|^2(E+μ^2 ) (E_k −E)(E_k +μ^2)

. (3.7)

If we combine the second and the last term in the above expression, we obtain

G(x, y|E) = ϕ_k(x)ϕ_k (y) E_k − E 1 − 1 − (E^k − E) |ϕ_k (0)|^2 1 α_R − ∑ n≠k |ϕ_n(0)|^2 E_n − E + |ϕ_k (0)|^2 E_k + μ^2 −1

+ ∑ n≠k ϕ_n(x)ϕ_n(y) E_n − E + (E_k − E) (∑ n≠k ϕ_n(x)ϕ_n(0) E_n−E ) (∑ n≠k ϕ_n(0)ϕ_n(y) E_n−E ) (E_k − E) (_1 α_R − ∑ n≠k |ϕ_n(0)|^2(E+μ^2 ) (E_n−E)(E_n+μ^2 ) ) −^{|ϕk (0)|2(E+μ2)} (E_k +μ^2) + (∑ n≠k ϕ_n(x)ϕ_n(0) E_n−E ) ( ϕ_k(0)ϕ_k(y) ) (E_k − E) (_1 α_R − ∑ n≠k |ϕ_n(0)|^2(E+μ^2 ) (E_n−E)(E_n+μ^2) ) −^{|ϕk (0)|2(E+μ2)} (E_k −E)(E_k +μ^2 ) + ( ϕ_k (x)ϕ_k (0) ) (∑ n≠k ϕ_n(0)ϕ_n(y) E_n−E ) (E_k − E) (_1 α_R − ∑ n≠k |ϕ_n(0)|^2(E+μ^2 ) (E_n−E)(E_n+μ^2 ) ) −^{|ϕk (0)|2(E+μ2 )} (E_k +μ^2 )

. (3.8)

Except for the first term, it is easy to see that all terms are regular near E = E_k . For the first term, if we choose E sufficiently close to E_k, i.e., if^{|Ek−E|}_{|ϕk (0)|2} | |_{1αR} − ∑_{n≠k} |ϕ_n(0)|^2_{En−E} + |ϕ_k (0)|^2_{Ek +μ2} | | < 1, the first term in the

above equation becomes

− ϕ_k(x)ϕ_k (y) |ϕ_k(0)|^2 1 α_R − ∑ n≠k |ϕ_n(0)|^2 E_n − E + |ϕ_k (0)|^2 E_k + μ^2

+ O(|E_k − E|^2) (3.9)

so that G(x, y|E) is regular near E = E_k as long as ϕ_k(0) ≠ 0. If we assume the presence of a continuous spectrum, this part of the spectrum does not change by the same reasoning as given before. Hence we have

Proposition 3.1. Let ϕ_k (x) be the bound state wave function of H_0 associated with the bound state energy E_k. Then, the bound state energies E^∗_k for H_0 modified (perturbed) with attractive δ interactions satisfy the equation 1 α_R − ∞∑ n=0 |ϕ_n(0)|^2(E + μ^2) (E_n − E)(E_n + μ^2) − ∫ Λ |χ_λ(0)|^2(E + μ^2) (λ − E)(λ + μ^2) dμ(λ) = 0 , (3.10)

if ϕ_k(0) ≠ 0 for some this particular k. If for this choice of k we have ϕ_k(0) = 0, the bound state energies do not change, E^∗_k = E_k. Moreover, the continuous spectrum of the Hamiltonian modified with δ interaction is the same as that of H_0.

In the renormalized case, the interlacing of the energy eigenvalues is exactly the same as the one in Lemma 2.1, where renormalization is not required, and if α_R < 0, then all the bound state energies are shifted downward even further, which is not something obvious. Moreover α_R → 0^− corresponds to infinitely strong coupling case, so in a sense^1_{αR} is the true coupling constant. This is due to the fact that the Green’s function is an increasing function of E and for E → −∞ we find that the renormalized sum goes to −∞, as we let E → −∞, hence there is always a solution below −μ^2 (this is where the sum vanishes). We will illustrate this for a manifold in an Appendix C.

Remark 3.2. Note that these results can be interpreted as a generalization of the well-known Sturm comparison theorems to the singular δ interactions, it is remarkable that even the renormalized case has this property.

Following the same line of arguments as in the regular problem, we now develop a perturbative approximation to the eigenvalues for H_0 by the addition of the singular δ interaction. We assume that α_R << 1. Let E = E^∗_k = E_k + δE_k, where E_k are the bound state energies of H_0. Then, the poles of the Green’s function G(x, y|E) are given by the solutions of 1 α_R − ∞∑ n=0 |ϕ_n(0)|^2(E_k + δE_k + μ^2) (E_n + μ^2)(E_n − (E_k + δE_k)) − ∫ Λ |χ_λ(0)|^2(E_k + δE_k + μ^2) (λ + μ^2)(λ − (E_k + δE_k )) dμ(λ) = 1 α_R − ∑ n≠k |ϕ_n(0)|^2(E_k + δE_k + μ^2) (E_n + μ^2)(E_n − (E_k + δE_k)) + |ϕ_k(0)|^2(E_k + δE_k + μ^2) (E_k + μ^2)(δE_k ) − ∫ Λ |χ_λ(0)|^2(E_k + δE_k + μ^2) (λ + μ^2)(λ − (E_k + δE_k)) dμ(λ) = 0 . (3.11)

If we expand above expressions in the powers of δE_k and multiply the equation by α_RδE_k, we get

δE_k + α_R|ϕ_k(0)|^2 + α_R|ϕ_k (0)|^2 E_k + μ^2 δE_k − α_RδE_k ∑ n≠k |ϕ_n(0)|^2(E_k + μ^2) (E_n − E_k)(E_n + μ^2) ( 1 + δE_k E_n − E_k + O(δE^2_k ) )

−α_RδE_k ∑ n≠k |ϕ_n(0)|^2δE_k (E_n − E_k)(E_n + μ^2) ( 1 + δE_k E_n − E_k + O(δE^2_k ) )

−α_RδE_k ∫ Λ |χ_λ(0)|^2(E_k + μ^2) (λ − E_k)(λ + μ^2) ( 1 + δE_k λ − E_k + O(δE^2_k ) ) dμ(λ) −α_RδE_k ∫ Λ |χ_λ(0)|^2δE_k (λ − E_k)(λ + μ^2) ( 1 + δE_k λ − E_k + O(δE^2_k ) ) dμ(λ) + O(δE^3_k ) = 0 . (3.12)

Let us assume that δE_k can be expandable in the power series of α_R, that is, δE_k = E^{(1)}_k + E^{(2)}_k + · · · , where E^{(n)}_k corresponds to the change in the bound state energy of order α^n_R. Then, solving E^{(1)}_k and E^{(2)}_k term by term, we obtain

E^{(1)}_k = −α_R|ϕ_k(0)|^2 , (3.13)

E^{(2)}_k = α^2_R|ϕ_k(0)|^2 |ϕ^k(0)|^2 E_k + μ^2 − ∑ n≠k |ϕ_n(0)|^2(E_k + μ^2) (E_n − E_k)(E_n + μ^2) − ∫ Λ |χ_λ(0)|^2(E_k + μ^2) (λ − E_k)(λ + μ^2) dμ(λ) . (3.14)

It is important to notice that the first order result in the bound state energy is the same as the case where the renormalization is not required, except that α is replaced by the renormalized coupling constant α_R. However, the above second order result in the bound state energy is completely different from the case where the renormalization is not required. For the wave function, we formally obtain the same formula (2.41) for the wave function expansion in δE_k. Substituting the results for first and second order eigenvalues given above, we find

ψ^{(0)}_k (x) = e^{−iθk +iπ} ϕ_k(x) , (3.15)

ψ^{(1)}_k (x) = α_Rϕ_k(0)e^{−iθk +iπ} ∑ n≠k ϕ_n(x)ϕ_n(0) E_n − E_k + ∫ Λ χ_λ(x)χ_λ(0) λ − E_k dμ(λ) , (3.16) and ψ^{(2)}_k (x) = − α^2_R 2 ϕ_k(x)e^{−iθk +iπ} |ϕ_k(0)|^2 ∑ n≠k |ϕ_n(0)|^2 (E_n − E_k)^2 + ∫ Λ |χ_λ(0)|^2 (λ − E_k )^2 dμ(λ)

+ α^2_R ∑ n≠k ϕ_n(x)ϕ_n(0) (E_n − E_k) ϕ_k(0)e^{−iθk +iπ} [ ∑ m≠k |ϕ_m(0)|^2(E_k + μ^2) (E_m − E_k)(E_m + μ^2) + ∫ Λ |χ_λ(0)|^2(E_k + μ^2) (λ − E_k )(λ + μ^2) dμ(λ)

− |ϕ_k(0)|^2(E_n + μ^2) (E_n − E_k)(E_k + μ^2) ]

+ α^2_R ∫ Λ χ_λ(x)χ_λ(0) (λ − E_k) ϕ_k (0)e^{−iθk +iπ} [ ∑ m≠k |ϕ_m(0)|^2 E_m − E_k + ∫ Λ |χ_λ′ (0)|^2 λ^′ − E_k dμ(λ^′)

− |ϕ_k(0)|^2(λ + μ^2) (λ − E_k)(E_k + μ^2) ] dμ(λ) . (3.17)

Remark 3.3. We note that the perturbation theory results for the renormalized problem can be recovered from an approach inspired by field theory. For simplicity, we discuss a Hamiltonian H_0 with purely discrete spectrum, that could be for example a free particle moving on a manifold or a harmonic oscillator perturbed by a delta interaction. All the other cases discussed in this paper can similarly be shown.

We introduce a cut-off in the eigenvalues of H_0, N and define δ_N (x, a) as our regularized delta-interaction on a manifold. Here δ_N (x, a) = ∑ n e^{−n/N} ϕ_n(x)ϕ_n(a) . (3.18)

Clearly as N → ∞ we get δ_N (x, a) → δ(x, a) (in the weak sense). Let us define 1 α = 1 α_R + G_0(a, a| − μ^2; N) , (3.19)

where

G_0(a, a| − μ^2; N) = ∑ n e^{−n/N} |ϕ_n(a)|^2 E_n + μ^2

, (3.20)

or equivalently, α = α_R 1 + α_RG_0(a, a| − μ^2; N)

. (3.21)

Now, within the usual perturbative approach, we assume α_R is a formal parameter, that can be made arbitrarily small so as to organize our expansions accordingly. This means we should order everything according to powers of α_R and formally expand, which gives

α = α_R − α^2_RG_0(a, a| − μ^2; N) + O(α^3_R) . (3.22)

The formal δ-interaction term in the Hamiltonian now becomes, − [ α_R − α^2_RG_0(a, a| − μ^2; N) + O(α^3_R) ] δ_N (x, a) . (3.23)

Hence, a standard perturbative expansion, organized according to the powers of α_R will have mixed terms as the interaction term now is a power series in the small parameter α_R. (there is a sense in which we can imagine α_R as much smaller than any other quantity and then use some analytic continuation arguments to take the limit N → ∞ while keeping the formulae intact). First order perturbation now keeps only the first term of the interaction,

E^{(1)}_{N;k} = −α_R ∫ R^d d^dx ϕ_k (x)δ_N (x, a)ϕ_k (x) , (3.24)

where d = 2 or d = 3. The limit N → ∞ reproduces the answer (3.13). The second order term has two parts, one is from the interaction that should be treated at first order as it has α^2_R and then the leading term that should be treated at second order:

E^{(2)}_k = α^2_R ∑ m≠k ∫ R^d d dxϕ_k (x)δ_N (x, a)ϕ_m(x) ∫ R^d d dx^′ϕ_m(x^′)δ_N (x^′, a)ϕ_k (x^′) E_k − E_m +α^2_R ∑ m e^{−m/N} |ϕ_m(a)|^2 E_m + μ^2 ∫ R^d d^dx ϕ_k(x)δ_N (x, a)ϕ_k (x) . (3.25)

In the limit N → ∞ leaving aside the convergence issues, we see that one gets,

E^{(2)}_k = α^2_R ∑ m≠k ϕ_k (a)ϕ_m(a)ϕ_m(a)ϕ_k (a) E_k − E_m + α^2_R ∑ m |ϕ_m(a)|^2 E_m + μ^2 ϕ_k(a)ϕ_k (a)

= α^2_R ( |ϕ_k (a)|^2(E_k + μ^2) ∑ m≠k |ϕ_m(a)|^2 (E_k − E_m)(E_m + μ^2) + |ϕ_k(a)|^2|ϕ_k(a)|^2 E_k + μ^2 ) ,

where the last term comes from isolating the m = k term from the G_N (a, a|−μ^2) part. So our direct approach essentially provides a sound basis for this regularized perturbation theory cancellations and expansions.

4 Possible Generalizations

4.1 N Center Case

It is possible to generalize our approach to N-pointlike δ interaction case. When there is no need for renormalization, we will assume that all the couplings are actually positive (hence corresponds to the attractive case). Let us enumerate these points as a_1, a_2, ..., a_N with a_i ≠ a_j whenever i ≠ j and the associated couplings with α_1, α_2, ...α_N . We will proceed recursively, and suppose that H_0 has the same spectral properties discussed in Section 2. If some set of eigenfunctions satisfies ϕ_k(a_1) ≠ 0 then they lead to a shift of this eigenvalue to a new value E^{∗1}_k in between E_{k−1} and E_k. For these, the eigenfunctions change to N_0G_0(x, a_1|E^{∗1}_k ) where N_0 is the normalization constant. So, we have a new Hamiltonian H_1 with a new set of discrete states ϕ^{(1)}_k (and possibly a new set of continuum states that we do not venture into calculating). We now are back to the initial case, if we add the δ interaction at a_2, the same construction is repeated, and new eigenvalues E^{∗2}_k for ϕ^{(1)}_k (a_2) ≠ 0 fall in between E^{∗1}_{k−1} and E^{∗1}_k . The poles associated with the old eigenvalues are removed, and there are new wave functions given by N_1G_1(x, a_2|E^{∗2}_k ). We can now proceed recursively, and define H_N = H_{N−1} − α_N δ(x, a_N ) and thus find the Green’s function [44, 45] G_N (x, y|E) = G_{N−1}(x, y|E) + G_{N−1}(x, a_N |E)Φ^{−1}(E)G_{N−1}(a_N , y|E), (4.1) with Φ(E) =^1_{αN} −G_{N−1}(a_N , a_N |E). By this recursive argument, the new eigenvalues E^{∗N}_k are in between the eigenvalues E^{∗N −1}_{k−1} and E^{∗N −1}_k . The resulting eigenfunction ϕ^{(N)}_k (x) is given by N_{N−1}G_{N−1}(x, a_N |E^{∗N}_k ), note that G_{N−1}(x, a_N |E^{∗N}_k ) = G_0(x, a_N |E^{∗N}_k ) + ∑_{N−1} i,j=1 G0(x, ai|E ∗_N k )Φ^{−1}_{ij} (E^{∗N}_k )G_0(a_j , a_N |E^{∗N}_k ), where Φ_{ij} (E) = 1 α_i δij − G0(ai, aj |E) is the matrix formed by the point centers a1, ...aN−1.

Incidentally, the above derivation does not make use of the finiteness of the matrix Φ, even in case the matrix Φ(E) requires a renormalization, our derivation remains valid.

4.2 δ Interaction Supported on Curves in Plane

Note that none of the derivations actually rely on the interaction being concentrated at a point, we can generalize to the curve case easily. In fact, by extending the above discussion, we can accommodate multiple non-intersecting curves and points cases easily. To make the discussion simpler we consider a single rectifiable curve Γ in the plane first, and assume that the spectrum of H_0 consists of only a discrete part. There are various ways to define the above Hamiltonian in a mathematically rigorous way. One way is to interpret the above formal interaction by the quadratic form ∫ R^2 |∇ψ|^2d^2x − α ∫ Γ |ψ|^2ds , (4.2) in the case where H_0 is the Laplacian. Then, one can prove that there is a self-adjoint Hamiltonian associated with this quadratic form [46, 47, 48]. The other way is to impose the continuity and the jump discontinuity conditions of the normal derivatives at Γ, (see Remark 4.1 in [46] and [49]). The other methods are based on using scaled potentials [50], or direct construction of the resolvent operator [46, 51]. The physical motivation for studying such Hamiltonians is to give a realistic model for trapped electrons due to interfaces between two different semiconductor materials, which are known as leaky graphs, curves or surfaces in the literature [52].

In this section, we consider rank one modification (perturbations) of H_0 in the sense described in [23] and the Hamiltonian is formally given by H_0 − α|Γ⟩⟨Γ| , (4.3) where H_0 = −^{ℏ2}_{2m} Δ + V and we have used the Dirac notation for the inner products, and the Dirac delta function δ_Γ supported by the curve Γ with length L is defined by their action on test functions ψ [4] ⟨δ_Γ|ψ⟩ = ⟨Γ|ψ⟩ := 1 L(Γ) ∫ Γ ψ ds , (4.4) where ds is the integration element over the curve Γ and |Γ⟩⟨Γ| written in Dirac’s bra-ket notation is ⟨δ_Γ, ·⟩δ_Γ.

It is well known that the resolvent of free Hamiltonians modified by δ interaction supported on a curve can be expressed by some explicit formulae involving the resolvent of the free Hamiltonian, and they are known as Krein’s formula in the literature [22, 23, 52]. Instead of free Hamiltonian we have here a general Schrödinger operator but the formula for the resolvent would be exactly the same as before. Hence, we obtain

R(E) = R_0(E) + 1 Φ(E)

R_0(E)|Γ⟩⟨Γ|R_0(E) , (4.5)

where Φ(E) =^1_α − G_0(Γ, Γ|E) and G_0(Γ, Γ|E) =^1_{L2} ∫∫ Γ×Γ G_0(γ(s), γ(s^′))ds ds^′. This can be expressed in terms of the Green’s functions as G(x, y|E) = G_0(x, y|E) + 1 Φ(E)

G_0(x, Γ|E)G_0(Γ, y|E) . (4.6)

Here G_0(x, Γ|E) =^1_L ∫ Γ G_0(x, γ(s))ds. A generalization of such δ interactions supported on curves embedded in manifolds is studied in [53].

Let us define g(x, y|E) = ∑ n≠k ϕn(x)ϕn(y)(E−En) −1 as well as projections onto the curve as ⟨x|g(E)|Γ⟩ = ∑ n≠k ϕn(x)⟨Γ|ϕk ⟩(E − En) −1. For clarity we only assume a discrete spectrum, since generalizing to continuous spectrum is not difficult. These are holomorphic functions of E in a sufficiently small neighborhood of E_k. By following the same steps as we have done before, and using the expansion of the Green’s function we find G(x, y|E) = g(x, y|E) + ϕ_k(x)ϕ_k (y) E − E_k + ϕ_k (x)⟨ϕ_k|Γ⟩ E−E_k ⟨Γ|ϕ_k ⟩ϕ_k (y) E−E_k 1 α − ⟨Γ|g(E)|Γ⟩ − |⟨Γ|ϕ_k⟩|^2(E − E_k)^{−1} + ⟨x|g(E)|Γ⟩^{⟨Γ|ϕk ⟩ϕk (y)} E−E_k 1 α − ⟨Γ|g(E)|Γ⟩ − |⟨Γ|ϕ_k ⟩|^2(E − E_k)^{−1} + ϕ_k (x)⟨ϕ_k|Γ⟩ E−E_k ⟨Γ|g(E)|y⟩ 1 α − ⟨Γ|g(E)|Γ⟩ − |⟨Γ|ϕ_k⟩|^2(E − E_k)^{−1} + ⟨x|g(E)|Γ⟩⟨Γ|g(E)|y⟩ 1 α − ⟨Γ|g(E)|Γ⟩ − |⟨Γ|ϕ_k ⟩|^2(E − E_k)^{−1} . (4.7)

Here we have assumed that there is a continuous representative for each eigenvector, so that the expression ⟨Γ|ϕ_k ⟩ =^1_L ∫ Γ ϕ_k (γ(s))ds is well defined, this is true even for the generalized eigenvectors of a Laplacian modified by some potential which satisfies some conditions [6] (indeed for the free Hamiltonian, the domain of H_0 is the Sobolev space and these expressions for arbitrary vectors in the domain are always well-defined by the Sobolev embedding theorem [54]). Just as before, multiplying by (E − E_k) the numerators and denominators, and expanding around E_k, we see the cancellation of the pole at E_k, as long as ⟨Γ|ϕ_k⟩ ≠ 0.

In this case we have the new wave functions given by

ψ_k(x) = N G_0(x, Γ|E^∗_k ) = N ∫ Γ G_0(x, γ(s)|E^∗_k )ds . (4.8) Eigenvalues and eigenvectors, for multiple curves and points are now constructed by iterating the above set of arguments for each additional rank one perturbation.

Remark 4.1. In all our discussions, it is essential to have elliptic operators with some special properties (typically a summability condition on the potentials) to allow for generalized eigenvectors with certain regularity properties, as we evaluate them at a point or integrate them over a curve.

4.3 A Particle in a Compact Manifold under the Influence of a δ Interaction

Another possibility for H_0 could correspond to a system where a particle is intrinsically moving on a two or three dimensional compact and connected manifold M with the metric structure g:

(H_0ψ)(x) = − ℏ^2 2m 1√ det g d∑ i,j=1 ∂ ∂x^i (√ det gg^{ij} ∂ψ(x) ∂x^j ) , (4.9)

where x = (x^1, . . . , x^d) are the local coordinates, and g^{ij} are the components of inverse of the metric g. Then it is well known [55, 56] that there exists a complete orthonormal system of C^∞ eigenfunctions {ϕ_n}^∞_{n=0} in L^2(M) and the spectrum σ(H_0) = {E_n} = {0 = E_0 ≤ E_1 ≤ E_2 ≤ . . . }, with E_n tending to infinity as n → ∞ and each eigenvalue has finite multiplicity: H_0ϕ_n = E_nϕ_n. Some eigenvalues are repeated according to their multiplicity. The multiplicity of the first eigenvalue E_0 = 0 is one and the corresponding eigenfunction is constant.

When we add a point like δ interaction on such Schrödinger operator H_0, physically we model a particle moving intrinsically in a two dimensional compact manifold M (without boundary) and interacting with a δ source located at some point a in M. This problem requires renormalization due to the short distance singular behavior of the free Green’s function on a manifold, which can be similarly seen from the short time expansion of the heat kernel K_t(a, a) ∼ 1/t as t → 0^+ and the formula (3.1) for Riemannian manifolds [57]. This is the same singular structure of the diagonal free Green’s function and the reason for this is based on the fact that the divergence here appears due to the short time behavior of the heat kernel and the manifold M locally looks like a flat space around the point where the δ interaction is located. This has been discussed in our previous works [58, 59, 60, 61] for finitely many δ centers. Then, the Green’s function can be similarly expressed as G(x, y|E) = G_0(x, y|E) + G_0(x, a|E)G_0(a, y|E) 1 α_R − ∑_∞ n=0 |ϕ_n(a)|^2(E+μ^2 ) (E_n−E)(E_n+μ^2)

, (4.10)

for any points x, y and a in M. Note that this expression is formally the same as our previous formula for a two dimensional problem without the need for a continuous spectrum. Then, all the results that we have obtained for previous problems follow easily in this case as well. Consequently, we do not repeat our arguments, instead in the next section we concentrate on a slightly different model on a compact manifold, and there we provide some more details. The convergence of the series ∑_∞ n=0 |ϕ_n(a)|^2(E+μ^2) (E_n−E)(E_n+μ^2) will be shown

in Appendix A.

4.4 A Semirelativistic Model on a Two Dimensional Compact Manifold

In our previous work [62], a possible relativistic model of δ interactions on a two dimensional compact Riemannian manifold (M, g) is proposed, in a second quantized language the model Hamiltonian is written as H = 1 2 ∫ M d^2_g x : ϕ^†(−∇^2_g + m^2)ϕ + π^2 : − α ϕ^{(−)}(a)ϕ^{(+)}(a) , (4.11)

where d^2_gx = √ det g dx_1 dx_2 and (x_1, x_2) is the local coordinates. The positive and the negative frequency part of the bosonic field ϕ is denoted by ϕ^{(−)} and ϕ^{(+)}, respectively. They can be expanded in terms of the creation and annihilation operators indexed by n, that is,

ϕ^{(+)}(x) = ∞∑ n=0 f_n(x) √ 2ω_n a_n, (4.12)

ϕ^{(−)}(x) = ∞∑ n=0 f_n(x) √ 2ω_n a^†_n (4.13)

where f_n(x) are the eigenfunctions of the Laplace Beltrami operator ∇^2_g =^{1√}_{det g}

∑_2 i,j=1 ∂ ∂x^i ( g^{ij} √ det g^∂_{∂xj} ) : −∇^2_gf_n(x) = e^2_nf_n(x) , (4.14)

and ω_n = √ e^2_n + m^2, note that we use units where ℏ = 1 and c = 1. Therefore ω_n and energy has the same units. We remark that the index n plays the same role as momentum k in flat space, although there is no relation with a (possible) translation symmetry in general. If we restrict our model to a one particle sector |ψ⟩ = ∞∑ n=0 ψ_n a^†_n √ 2ω_n |0⟩, (4.15) and following the same steps as in [62] we will find the Green’s function restricted to one-particle sector. To find the Green’s function, we need to solve in the eigenfunction basis, (H − E)|ψ⟩ = |χ⟩ , (4.16) for a given state |χ⟩. As a result, the one-particle sector Green’s function can be found by solving, (√ e^2_n + m^2 − E ) ψ_n − α ∞∑ l=0 f_n(a) √ ω_l f_l(a) √ ω_l ψ_l = χ_n . (4.17)

The solution ψ_n of this equation is given by

ψ_n = 1 (ω_n − E) χ_n + 1 (ω_n − E) f_n(a) [ 1 α − ∞∑ l=0 |f_l(a)|^2 ω_l(ω_l − E) ]_{−1 ∞}∑ r=0 f_r(a) ω_r 1 (ω_r − E) χ_r . (4.18)

To read the Green’s function, notice that ∞∑ n=0 f_n(x) ψ_n √ ω_n = ψ(x) = ∞∑ n=0 ∫ M d^2_g y f_n(x)f_n(y) (ω_n − E) χ(y)

+ ∞∑ n=0 f_n(x) (ω_n − E) f_n(a) √ ω_n [ 1 α − ∑ l |f_l(a)|^2 ω_l(ω_l − E) ]_{−1} ∑ r ∫ M d^2_g y f_r(a) √ ω_r f_r(y) (ω_r − E) χ(y) , (4.19)

where we have used χ_n = √ ω_n ∫ M d^2_g x χ(x)f_n(x) and orthogonality of eigenfunctions f_n. We can then write this as an equation, ψ(x) = ∫ M d^2_g y G_0(x, y|E)χ(y) + G̃_0(x, a|E)Φ(E)^{−1} ∫ dy G̃_0(a, y|E)χ(y) , (4.20) where G_0(x, y|E) = ∞∑ n=0 f_n(x)f_n(y) (ω_n − E) (4.21) G̃_0(x, y|E) =^∞ ∑ n=0 f_n(x) (ω_n − E) f_n(y) √ ω_n (4.22)

Φ(E) = 1 α − ∞∑ n=0 |f_n(a)|^2 ω_n(ω_n − E) . (4.23)

Then we can find the Green’s function as G(x, y|E) = G_0(x, y) + G̃_0(x, a|E)Φ^{−1}(E)G̃_0(a, y|E). (4.24) Note that to demonstrate the cancellation of original poles, we need to carefully look at the analytic structure of G(x, y). G(x, y) = ∞∑ n=0 f_n(x)f_n(y) (ω_n − E) + ∞∑ n=0 f_n(x) (ω_n − E) f_n(a) √ ω_n Φ^{−1}(E) ∞∑ r=0 f_r(a) √ ω_r f_r(y) (ω_r − E) (4.25)

Indeed, the sum in the definition of Φ is divergent. This can be seen by following the same line of arguments discussed in [62]. We will summarize it for the sake of completeness. First we rewrite the expression^1_{ωn(ωn−E)} as 1 ω_n(ω_n − E) = − 1 E ( 1 ω_n − 1 ω_n − E ) = − 1 E ∫_∞ 0 e^{−sωn} (1 − e^{sE} ) ds , (4.26) where we assume that Re (ω_n − E) > 0. The later formulae defining the resolvent in terms of the heat kernel is often assumed to be analytically continued onto the complex plane. Using the subordination identity e^{−sA} = s 2 √ π ∫_∞ 0 e^{−s2/(4u)−uA2} du u^{3/2} , (4.27)

and the eigenfunction expansion of the heat kernel associated with the Laplace-Beltrami operator on Riemannian manifolds [55] K_u(x, y) = ∞∑ n=0 e^{−ue2n} f_n(x)f_n(y) , (4.28) we obtain ∞∑ n=0 |f_n(a)|^2 ω_n(ω_n − E) = − 1 E ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫_∞ 0 K_u(a, a)e^{−um2 +s2/(4u)} du u^{3/2} ) (1 − e^{sE} )s 2 √ π ds . (4.29)

Using integration by parts and scaling the integration variable, we find ∞∑ n=0 |f_n(a)|^2 ω_n(ω_n − E) = 1 √ π ∫_∞ 0 ( ∫_∞ 0 K_u(a, a)e^{−um2+sE√u} du ) e^{−s2/4} ds . (4.30)

Due to the short “time” asymptotic behavior of the diagonal heat kernel K_u(a, a) ∼^1_u for two dimensional Riemannian manifolds, the integral over u is divergent. For this reason, we apply the idea of renormalization and introduce a short “time” cut off ϵ in the lower limit of u integral. This corresponds to the sum over τ up to a cut off N. Then we choose the coupling constant depending on this cut off in such a way that 1 α(N) = 1 α_R + N∑ n=0 |f_n(a)|^2 ω_n(ω_n + μ^2)

, (4.31)

where −μ^2 can be related to the experimentally measured bound state energy of the particle below the lowest eigenvalue ω_0 (in the presence of single Dirac δ center) as we will see. To this end we remove the cut off by sending N → ∞ in Φ and get the renormalized Φ

Φ_R = 1 α_R + ∞∑ n=0 [ |f_n(a)|^2 ω_n(ω_n + μ^2) − |f_n(a)|^2 ω_n(ω_n − E) ]

= 1 α_R + ∞∑ n=0 |f_n(a)|^2 (−E − μ^2) ω_n(ω_n + μ^2)(ω_n − E) = 1 α_R − (E + μ^2) ∞∑ n=0 |f_n(a)|^2 ω_n(ω_n + μ^2)(ω_n − E)

. (4.32)

This expression when the real part of ω_0 − E is positive can be shown to be finite by using heat kernel estimates (which is done in [62]), one can furthermore show than as long as E ≠ ω_n this expression is well-defined and analytic. We take E around E_k and isolate this particular pole in our expressions, ∑ n≠k f_n(x)f_n(y) (ω_n − E) + f_k(x)f_k(y) (ω_k − E) + ( ∑ n≠k f_n(x) (ω_n − E) f_n(a) √ ω_n + f_k(x) (ω_k − E) f_k(a) √ ω_k )

× 1 1 α_R − (E + μ 2) [ ∑ r≠k |f_r (a)|^2 ω_r (ω_r +μ^2 )(ω_r −E) + |f_k (a)|^2 ω_k (ω_k +μ^2)(ω_k −E) ]

× ( ∑ l≠k f_l(a) √ ω_l f_l(y) (ω_l − E) + f_k(a) √ ω_k f_k(y) (ω_k − E) ) . (4.33)

Note that here the singular part comes from,

f_k(x)f_k (y) (ω_k − E) − |f_k(a)|^2f_k(x)f_k(y) ω_k(ω_k − E)^2 [ (E + μ^2)^{|fk (a)|2}

ω_k (ω_k −E)(ω_k +μ^2) + regular terms

] + regular terms . (4.34)

We now use E + μ^2 = E − ω_k + ω_k + μ^2 in the numerator and reduce this to

f_k(x)f_k (y) (ω_k − E) − |f_k(a)|^2f_k(x)f_k(y) ω_k(ω_k − E)^2 (_{|fk (a)|2} ω_k (ω_k −E) + regular terms

) + regular terms . (4.35)

Following our previous arguments, it is seen that the pole at ω_k is now cancelled. As a result, we see that the interaction we propose has the same property as in the Sturm-Liouville interlacing theorem, the picture we have for the two dimensional non-relativistic problem applies equally well here. In Appendix C, we prove that there is always a bound state below ω_0 for all choices of α_R, albeit one should be cautious not to push the bound state below −m for internal consistency of the model.

Final Remarks

In this work, we have studied the spectral properties of the Schrödinger operators H_0 with δ interactions, where H_0 satisfies some mild conditions, which are usually assumed to hold in most of the quantum systems. In contrast to the typical works in the literature, we work out the pole structure of G and explicitly show that poles of the initial Green function G_0 are removed (as long as the original eigenfunction does not vanish at the location of the δ function) from G, through the use of eigenfunction expansions. We show that new bound state energies can be found by solving equation Φ(E) = 0, where Φ is explicitly defined in terms of the diagonal Green’s function if the center of the δ function is not located at one of the nodes of the initial eigenfunction ϕ_k. These results are established in one dimension for point like δ interactions and the reflectionless potential for H_0 is studied as an example. A different kind of perturbative approach in finding eigenvalues and eigenfunctions of the full system is presented up to second order in a heuristic way. These ideas are then extended to the case, where the renormalization procedure is needed. In that case, we obtained similar results, except that the perturbative calculations differ at the second order of the coupling constant of δ interaction. Finally, we summarize some possible further extensions of our results to the more general δ interactions (supported on curve) and multi-center case, and to the case in which a particle is moving on a compact two dimensional manifold, and to a semi-relativistic model on a compact manifold.

Data availability statement

No new data were created or analysed in this study.

Acknowledgments

F. Erman would like to thank H. Uncu for useful discussions on the spectrum of harmonic oscillator modified by δ interaction, and A. Bohm and M. Gadella for giving helpful insights on the Rigged Hilbert spaces and eigenfunction expansions. O. T. Turgut would like to thank A. Michelangeli for various discussions on singular interactions and J. Hoppe for discussions and encouragement on this project. Moreover, O. T. Turgut thanks M. Deserno for the kind invitation to Carnegie-Mellon University where this work has come to completion.

Appendix A: Convergence of the series ∑_∞ n=0 |ϕ_n(a)|^2(E+μ^2) (E_n−E)(E_n+μ^2)

We verify that Green’s function is finite apart from the obvious poles we claim, that is, we would like to prove that lim N→∞ N∑ n=0 |ϕ_n(a)|^2 (E_n − E)(E_n + μ^2)

< ∞ . (4.36)

On a compact manifold, the Laplace-Beltrami operator −∇^2_g has a discrete spectrum 0 ≤ E_0 ≤ E_1 ≤ E_2... ≤ E_n → ∞, and with finite multiplicity. For simplicity, let us first consider the case where E ∈ R^+ . We then choose a finite M sufficiently large that E_M > 2 ( E +^{μ2}_2 ) and note that E_n ≥ E_M for n > M. Then, it is easy to see that for n ≥ M, (with obvious requirement N > M as N → ∞ eventually), we have |ϕ_n(a)|^2 (E_n − E)(E_n + μ^2) < 2 |ϕ_n(a)|^2 (E_n + μ^2)^2

. (4.37)

This implies that N∑ n≥M |ϕ_n(a)|^2 (E_n − E)(E_n + μ^2) < 2 N∑ n=0 |ϕ_n(a)|^2 (E_n + μ^2)^2

. (4.38)

The right hand side can be expressed as N∑ n=0 |ϕ_n(a)|^2 (E_n + μ^2)^2 = N∑ n=0 ∫_∞ 0 dt t |ϕ_n(a)|^2e^{−(En+μ2 )t} , (4.39) and using the eigenfunction expansion of the heat kernel (4.28) we obtain in the limit N → ∞ ∞∑ n=0 |ϕ_n(a)|^2 (E_n + μ^2)^2 = ∫_∞ 0 dt t K_t(a, a)e^{−μ2t} . (4.40)

The upper bounds of the diagonal part of the heat kernel on compact manifolds is given by (see [43]) K_t(a, a) < ( 1 V (M) + C t ) , (4.41)

where V (M) is the volume of M and C is a constant depending only on the geometric properties of M. This upper bound shows that ∑_∞ n=0 |ϕ_n(a)|^2 (E_n−E)(E_n+μ^2 ) is convergent.

For the complex values of E = E_R +iE_I with E_I ≠ 0, we can also show that the above series is absolutely convergent since ∞∑ n=0 |ϕ_n(a)|^2 |(E_n − E_R − iE_I )|(E_n + μ^2) = ∞∑ n=0 |ϕ_n(a)|^2 √ (E_n − E_R)^2 + E^2_I (E_n + μ^2) ≤ √ 2 ∞∑ n=0 |ϕ_n(a)|^2 (|E_n − E_R| + |E_I |)(E_n + μ^2)

(4.42)

≤ ∞∑ n>M √ 2|ϕ_n(a)|^2 (E_n + μ^2)(|E_n − E_R| + |E_I |) + √ 2 |E_I | ∑ n≤M |ϕ_n(a)|^2 (E_n + μ^2) < ∞

choosing an M such that for n > M we have E_n > 2|E_R| we see that all the terms become finite. Hence in all possible cases we have finite expressions.

One can similarly show that the same sum is convergent for Schrödinger operators with locally integrable potentials using the upper bound for the heat kernel K_t(a, a) ≤^1_{4πt} , given in example 2.1.9 in [66].

Appendix B: A Single Parameter Dependence for the Renormalized Theory

It is interesting to note that the renormalized theory, actually have a single parameter dependence even though it seems to allow for two parameters α_R and μ^2 in our formulae. This is of course well-known from the theory of self-adjoint extensions, yet we would like to verify explicitly that the zeros of Φ(E) will not change if we allow for a special dependence of α_R on μ. Let us consider a compact two dimensional manifold, and demand the function Φ(E) to be invariant under the change of μ by adjusting α_R accordingly (we can also demand the zeros of Φ to remain invariant as we change μ, being a meromorphic function with fixed pole structure, we can then see that the function Φ remains invariant). This will lead to a differential equation; μ ∂ ∂μ 1 α_R = 2μ^2 ∞∑ n=0 |ϕ_n(a)|^2 (E_n − E)(E_n + μ^2)

− (E + μ^2) ∞∑ n=0 2μ^2|ϕ_n(a)|^2 (E_n − E)(E_n + μ^2)^2

= 2μ^2 ∞∑ n=0 |ϕ_n(a)|^2 (E_n + μ^2)^2

= 2μ^2 ∫_∞ 0 dt t K_t(a, a)e^{−μ2 t} (4.43) which clearly shows that the left side has no dependence on E and a well-defined function of μ^2, hence can be integrated to find α_R as a function of μ, it is a kind of flow equation. Incidentally, this flow equation for the beta function was previously observed in [59] for a restricted region of E values. In the same way, our relativistic model similarly depends on a single parameter, if we adjust the flow of α_R accordingly. Indeed if we compute ∂ ∂μ 1 α_R = ∞∑ n=0 |f_n(a)|^2 ω_n(ω_n + μ)^2

. (4.44)

The expression on the right is a positive finite quantity and we observe a similar flow expression, demonstrating single parameter dependence of the theory. (Its relation to the heat kernel can be found if desired using the method in Appendix C)

Appendix C: The Behavior of the Sum ∑_∞ n=0 (E+μ^2)|ϕ_n(a)|^2 (E_n−E)(E_n+μ^2) as E → −∞

In order to show that_∞ ∑ n=0 (E + μ^2)|ϕ_n(a)|^2 (E_n − E)(E_n + μ^2) → −∞ as E → −∞ (4.45) on a compact manifold, we resort to a well known inequality for the heat kernel due to Cheeger and Yau [63]

K_t(x, y) ≥ K^κ_t (d_g (x, y)) , (4.46)

under the assumption that the Ricci curvature as a 2-form is bounded from below by −κg(., .), which is often a reasonable condition. Here K^κ_t is the heat kernel of the simply connected complete two dimensional manifold of constant sectional curvature and d_g(x, y) is the geodesic distance between x and y on the manifold. In particular, we can choose K^κ_t (x, y) as the heat kernel of the two dimensional hyperbolic manifold. Thanks to the work of Davis-Moundavalis [64], there is a lower bound on the hyperbolic two dimensional manifold for the diagonal heat kernel, C_{DM}^{e−κt/4}_{t(1+κt)1/2} where C_{DM} is a constant, depending on dimension. This bound can even be simplified to (see [65]) K_t(a, a) ≥ C_{DM} e^{−3κt/4} t . (4.47)

Using the Feynman parametrization for the term 1/(E_n − E)(E_n + μ^2) 1 AB = ∫_1 0 du (Au + (1 − u)B)^2

, (4.48)

and exponentiating the denominator via 1 (Au + (1 − u)B)^2 = ∫_∞ 0 e^{−t(Au+(1−u)B)} t dt (4.49) and then using the eigenfunction expansion of the heat kernel (4.28), we can find the following upper bound for the sum ∞∑ n=0 (|E| − μ^2)|ϕ_n(a)|^2 (E_n + |E|)(E_n + μ^2) = ∞∑ n=0 (|E| − μ^2) ∫_1 0 |ϕ_n(a)|^2du [E_n + u|E| + (1 − u)μ^2]^2

= (|E| − μ^2)

∫_1 0 du ∫_∞ 0 dt t K_t(a, a)e^{−(t(1−u)μ2+u|E|)} ≥ C_{DM} (|E| − μ^2) ∫_1 0 du 3κ/4 + (1 − u)μ^2 + u|E| = C_{DM} ln ( |E| + 3κ/4 μ^2 + 3κ/4 ) , (4.50)

which demonstrates that the limit goes to ∞, hence there is always a solution for 1/α_R < 0. There are other bounds with less restrictive conditions but they are more technical, the result does not change. In a similar spirit, we can use lower bounds for the heat kernel associated with the uniformly elliptic Schrödinger operators on R^2 (see, e.g., theorem 3.3.4 in [66]). If we have a nonsingular potential (strictly speaking V belongs to Kato class, which also guarantees the self-adjointness of the Schrödinger operator), there is a natural lower bound for the diagonal heat kernel given by C/t, so we get the same result.

For our semirelativistic model, we can show again that the expression for Φ(E) when we choose E < ω_0 always has a root between −μ^2 and ω_0 for positive α_R. For internal consistency we do not want our model to develop zeroes below −m, yet, in any case we should show that for α_R < 0 there are solutions. To achieve this, we should verify that Φ(E) is monotonically increasing from −∞ to ∞ as we change E from −∞ to ω^−_0 . It is easy to see that Φ(E) is monotone increasing in E as before, in between the poles, however it takes some work to show that it goes to −∞ as E → −∞.

To this aim, we estimate the sum from below assuming E < 0, ∞∑ n=0 |f_n(a)|^2 ω_n(ω_n + μ^2)(ω_n + |E|) > ∞∑ n=0 |f_n(a)|^2 (ω_n + μ^2)^2(ω_n + |E|)

. (4.51)

Using the Feynman parametrization 1 (ω_n + μ^2)^2(ω_n + |E|) = 2 ∫_1 0 u [ ω_n + uμ^2 + (1 − u)|E|

]_3 du , (4.52)

and exponentiating the denominator 1 [ ω_n + uμ^2 + (1 − u)|E|

]_3 = ∫_∞ 0 s^2 e^{−s} [_{ωn+uμ2 +(1−u)|E|}] ds, (4.53) and then using the subordination identity (4.27), we can express the sum in terms of the heat kernel thanks to the eigenfunction expansion of the heat kernel (4.28). Then again applying the Cheeger-Yau bound for the heat kernel, assuming R(., .) > −κg(., .), we finally get an lower bound for the sum ∞∑ n=0 e^{−ω2nt}|f_n(a)|^2 = e^{−m2t}K_t(a, a) > C_{DM} e^{−(m2+3κ/4)t} t . (4.54)

Plugging these results back into the original expressions, we find ∞∑ n=0 |f_n(a)|^2 ω_n(ω_n + μ^2)(ω_n + |E|) > 1 √ π ∫_1 0 u [ ∫_∞ 0 s^3 ( ∫_∞ 0 e^{−(m2+3κ/4)t−s2/4t} t^{5/2} dt ) e^{−s} (_{uμ2 +(1−u)|E|}) ds ] du . (4.55)

We recognize that the integral with respect to t is the integral representation of the modified Bessel function [67]

K_{3/2}(z) = 1 2 ( z 2 )_{3/2} ∫ ∞ 0 e^{−t−z2/4t} t^{3/2+1} dt , (4.56)

and the modified Bessel function of order half-integer can be further simplified to the function

K_{3/2}(z) = √ 2 πz e^{−z} + √ 2 π e^{−z} z^{3/2} . (4.57)

It would be sufficient to concentrate on the second term in equation (4.57) for our purpose. Here z = s √ m^2 +^{3κ}_4 . This term after the integration with respect to s in (4.55) becomes

(|E| − μ^2) ∞∑ n=0 |f_n(a)|^2 ω_n(ω_n + μ^2)(ω_n + |E|)

> Cst (|E| − μ^2)

∫_1 0 u ((m^2 + 3κ/4)^{1/2} + uμ^2 + (1 − u)|E|) du > Cst (|E| − μ^2)

∫_1 0 u ((m^2 + 3κ/4)^{1/2} + μ^2 + (1 − u)|E|) du = Cst (|E| − μ^2)

∫_1 0 (1 − u) ((m^2 + 3κ/4)^{1/2} + μ^2 + u|E|) du = Cst |E| − μ^2 |E| ( |E| + (m^2 + 3κ/4)^{1/2} + μ^2 |E| ln |E| + [m^2 + 3κ/4]^{1/2} + μ^2 μ^2 + [m^2 + 3κ/4]^{1/2} − 1 ) , (4.58)

hence proving again that the sum goes to ∞ as |E| → ∞. Here the first term in (4.57) gives positive and regular contribution to the sum, which do not change our conclusion.

Appendix D: Degenerate Case

Here we consider the possibility of degeneracy in the eigenstates, for clarity of our presentation, we only look into the two-dimensional compact manifold case. More general cases can be done using exactly the same idea. In this case assume that there is an eigenvalue E_k which is d-fold degenerate (for a manifold it is known to be finite for every state, and for its generalization to other cases, it is always assumed to be a finite degeneracy). We choose a set of orthonormal vectors ϕ^α_k to span this space. In our Green’s function formula, assuming E is around E_k, we can explicitly write the leading terms with E_k poles; G(x, y|E) = g(x, y|E) + d∑ α=1 ϕ^α_k (x)ϕ^α_k (y) E_k − E + [ g(x, a|E)

+ d∑ α=1 ϕ^α_k (x)ϕ^α_k (a) (E_k − E) ] 1 1 α_R − k(a, a|E) − ∑_d α=1 ϕ^α_k (a)ϕ^α_k (a)(E+μ) (E_k −E)(E_k +μ) [ g(a, y|E) + d∑ β=1 ϕ^β_k (a)ϕ^β_k (y) E_k − E ] , (4.59) here α_R refers to the renormalized coupling constant and g(x, y|E) := ∞∑ n≠k ϕ_n(x)ϕ_n(y) E_n − E k(x, y|E) := ∞∑ n≠k ϕ_n(x)ϕ_n(y)(E + μ) (E_n − E)(E_n + μ)

. (4.60)

We now massage the pole term in the denominator,

ϕ^α_k (a)ϕ^α_k (a)(E + μ) (E_k − E)(E_k + μ) = ϕ^α_k (a)ϕ^α_k (a)(E + μ − E_k + E_k ) (E_k − E)(E_k + μ) = ϕ^α_k (a)ϕ^α_k (a) (E_k − E) − ϕ^α_k (a)ϕ^α_k (a) (E_k + μ)

, (4.61)

where the pole term is isolated with other part being regular. In our expression, the crucial part is the product of the two poles terms and then we move one of E_k − E terms into the denominator to get a leading order term plus a power series in E_k − E: G(x, y|E) = f(x, y|E) + d∑ α=1 ϕ^α_k (x)ϕ^α_k (y) E_k − E + 1 E_k − E d∑ α=1 ϕ^α_k (x)ϕ^α_k (a) 1 − ∑ γ ϕ^γ_k (a)ϕ^γ_k (a) + (E − E_k)h(a, a|E) d∑ β=1 ϕ^β_k (a)ϕ^β_k (y) , (4.62)

where f(x, y|E) = g(x, y|E) + g(x, a|E)g(a, y|E) 1 α_R − k(a, a|E) − ∑_d α=1 ϕ^α_k (a)ϕ^α_k (a)(E+μ) (E_k −E)(E_k+μ) + g(x, a|E) (E_k − E) (_1 α_R − k(a, a|E) ) − ∑_d α=1 ϕ^α_k (a)ϕ^α_k (a)(E+μ) (E_k +μ) d∑ β=1 ϕ^β_k (a)ϕ^β_k (y)

+ g(a, y|E) (E_k − E) (_1 α_R − k(a, a|E) ) − ∑_d α=1 ϕ^α_k (a)ϕ^α_k (a)(E+μ) (E_k +μ) d∑ β=1 ϕ^β_k (x)ϕ^β_k (a) , (4.63)

and h(a, a|E) = k(a, a|E) − 1 α_R − d∑ α=1 |ϕ^α_k (a)|^2 E_k + μ^2

. (4.64)

Note that here, f(x, y|E) is regular around E_k and in the denominator, we have a leading finite term and then a regular function multiplied with E −E_k , which can be made sufficiently small. We now assume that at least one of the wave functions ϕ^α_k (a) is nonzero. Then, we can expand this combination in the denominator and combine them with the regular function f and call it new regular function by l. Hence, we find G(x, y|E) = l(x, y|E) + d∑ α=1 ϕ^α_k (x)ϕ^α_k (y) E_k − E − 1 E_k − E d∑ α=1 ϕ^α_k (x)ϕ^α_k (a) 1 ∑_d γ=1 ϕ^γ_k (a)ϕ^γ_k (a) d∑ β=1 ϕ^β_k (a)ϕ^β_k (y) . (4.65)

Let us define A_{αβ} = ϕ^α_k (a)ϕ^β_k (a), which is a manifestly Hermitian matrix, with trace TrA = ∑_d α=1 ϕ^α_k (a)ϕ^α_k (a) = ∑_d α=1 |ϕ^α_k (a)|^2 Moreover, if we think of ϕ^α_k (a) as components of a vector in d dimensions, A has only one non-zero eigenvalue, which is TrA, with eigenvector ϕ^γ_k (a). As A_{αβ} v_β = 0 for all the vectors v orthogonal to single vector ϕ^β_k (a), we have d − 1 zero eigenvalues. A_{αβ} being a Hermitian matrix, can be diagonalized by a unitary U_{αβ} matrix:

U^†AU = diag(0, 0, · · · , Tr(A)) . (4.66) Consider ∑_d β=1 U_{αβ}ϕ^β_k (x) = ψ^α_k (x), U being unitary in the d dimensional subspace, we get orthogonal vectors again in E_k subspace. Note that the combination with the pole structure goes over to d∑ α=1 ϕ^α_k (x)ϕ^α_k (y) E_k − E = d∑ α=1 ψ^α_k (x)ψ^α_k (y) E_k − E . (4.67)

The other part instead − 1 E_k − E d∑ α=1 ϕ^α_k (x)ϕ^α_k (a) 1 ∑_d γ=1 ϕ^γ_k (a)ϕ^γ_k (a) d∑ β=1 ϕ^β_k (a)ϕ^β_k (y) =

= − 1 E_k − E 1 Tr(A) d∑ α=1 ϕ^α_k (x)A_{αβ} ϕ^β_k (y) = = − 1 E_k − E 1 Tr(A) [ ψ^1_k(x) · 0 · ψ^1_k(y) + ... + ψ^{d−1}_k (x) · 0 · ψ^{d−1}_k (y) + ψ^d_k (x)Tr(A)ψ^d_k (y) ]

= − 1 E_k − E ψ^d_k (x)ψ^d_k (y) . (4.68)

Thus we see that there is a single cancellation, the wave function that corresponds to TrA, ψ^d_k(x) terms cancel, and we end up with a d − 1 dimensional subspace with a pole E_k. Degeneracy is lifted by removing one of the properly chosen eigenstates. As one can see, the crux of the argument is this diagonalization process, and it applies equally well in all other cases when there is degeneracy.

References

[1] A. Bohm, The Rigged Hilbert Space and Quantum Mechanics, Lecture Notes in Physics, Springer (1978).

[2] A. Bohm, M. Gadella, Dirac Kets, Gamow Vectors and Gel’fand Triplets, Lecture Notes in Physics;

Springer 348 (1989).

[3] F. A. Berezin, and M. Shubin, The Schrödinger Equation, 66 Springer (2012).

[4] W. Appel, Mathematics for Physics and Physicists, Princeton University Press (2007).

[5] I. M. Berezanskii, Expansions in Eigenfunctions of Selfadjoint Operators, American Mathematical Society (1968).

[6] A. G. Beliy, V. F. Kovalenko, and Y. A. Semenov, On the continuity of generalized eigenfunctions of the Schrödinger operator, Reports on Mathematical Physics, 12 3, 307-310 (1977).

[7] A. Galindo, and P. Pascual, Quantum Mechanics I, Springer (2012).

[8] K. Maurin, General Eigenfunction Expansions and Unitary Representations of Topological Groups, Polish Scientific Publishers (1968).

[9] M. Gadella and F. Gómez, On the mathematical basis of the Dirac formulation of Quantum Mechanics, International Journal of Theoretical Physics 42 10, 2225-2254 (2003).

[10] H. Weyl, Über gewöhnliche Differentialgleichungen mit Singularitäten und die zugehörigen Entwicklungen willkürlicher Funktionen, Math. Ann. 68 220-269 (1910).

[11] E. C. Titchmarsh, Eigenfunction Expansions Associated with Second-order Differential Equations, Part I, Oxford (1946).

[12] K. Kodaira, The Eigenvalue Problem for Ordinary Differential Equations of the Second Order and Heisenberg’s Theory of S-Matrices, Amer. J. Math. 71 4, 921–945 (1949).

[13] T. Poerschke, G. Stolz, and J. Weidmann, Expansions in Generalized Eigenfunctions of Selfadjoint Operators, Mathematische Zeitschrift, 202 397-408 (1989).

[14] C. Grosche, Path integrals for potential problems with δ-function perturbation, Journal of Physics A:

Mathematical and General 23 22 5205 (1990).

[15] S. Fassari, G. Inglese, Helv. Phys. Acta 67 6, 650-659 (1994).

[16] S. Fassari, G. Inglese, Spectroscopy of a three dimensional isotropic harmonic oscillator with a δ type perturbation, Helvetica Physica Acta, 69 (1996).

[17] E. Demiralp, Bound states of n-dimensional harmonic oscillator decorated with Dirac delta functions, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 38 4783 (2005).

[18] W. Janke, and B. K. Cheng, Statistical properties of a harmonic plus a delta-potential, Physics Letters A 129 3, 140-144 (1988).

[19] H. Uncu, D. Tarhan, E. Demiralp, Ö. E. Müstecaplıoğlu, Bose-Einstein condensate in a harmonic trap decorated with Dirac δ functions, Physical Review A, 76 1, 013618 (2007).

[20] M. Gadella, M. A. García-Ferrero, S. González-Martín, and F. H. Maldonado-Villamizar, The infinite square well with a point interaction: A discussion on the different parameterizations, International Journal of Theoretical Physics 53 5, 1614–1627 (2014).

[21] S. Fassari, M. Gadella, M. L. Glasser, and L. M. Nieto, Spectroscopy of a one-dimensional V-shaped quantum well with a point impurity, Annals of Physics 389 48-62 (2018).

[22] S. Albeverio, F. Gesztesy, and R. Hoegh-Krohn, and H. Holden, Solvable Models in Quantum Mechanics, 2nd ed. American Mathematical Society, Chelsea, RI, with appendix by P. Exner (2005).

[23] S. Albeverio, P. Kurasov, Singular Perturbation of Differential Operators, Cambridge University Press (2000).

[24] K. Huang, Quarks, Leptons and Gauge Fields, World Scientific, Singapore (1982).

[25] R. Jackiw, Delta-Function Potentials in Two- and Three-Dimensional Quantum Mechanics, M. A. B.

Bég Memorial Volume, World Scientific, Singapore (1991).

[26] P. Gosdzinsky, and R. Tarrach, Learning quantum field theory from elementary quantum mechanics, Am. J. Phys., 59 70 (1991).

[27] L. R. Mead, J. Godines, An analytical example of renormalization in two-dimensional quantum mechanics, Am. J. Phys., 59 935 (1991).

[28] C. Manuel, R. Tarrach, Perturbative renormalization in quantum mechanics, Phys. Lett. B, 328 113 (1994).

[29] C. Grosche, Path integrals for two-and three-dimensional δ-function perturbations, Annalen der Physik, 506 4, 283-312 (1994).

[30] S. Albeverio, S. Fassari, and F. Rinaldi, Spectral properties of a symmetric three-dimensional quantum dot with a pair of identical attractive δ impurities symmetrically situated around the origin, Nanosystems: Physics, Chemistry, Mathematics, 7 2 268-289 (2016).

[31] S. Albeverio, S. Fassari, and F. Rinaldi, Spectral properties of a symmetric three-dimensional quantum dot with a pair of identical attractive δ impurities symmetrically situated around the origin II, Nanosytems: Physics, Chemistry, Mathematics, 5 5, 803–815 (2016).

[32] S. Fassari, M. Gadella, M. L. Glasser, L. M. Nieto, F. Rinaldi, Spectral properties of the two-dimensional Schrödinger Hamiltonian with various solvable confinements in the presence of a central point perturbation, Physica Scripta, 94 5, 055202 (2019).

[33] L. D. Landau, and E. M. Lifshitz, Quantum Mechanics: Non-Relativistic Theory, 3rd ed., Butterworth- Heinemann, 3 (1981).

[34] M. Reed, and B. Simon, Methods of Modern Mathematical Physics III: Scattering Theory, Academic Press, New York (1979).

[35] M. Gallone, and A. Michelangeli, Self-adjoint Extension Schemes and Modern Applications to Quantum Hamiltonians, Springer International Publishing, 1st ed. (2023)

[36] J. Dimock, S. G. Rajeev, Multiparticle Schrödinger operators with point interactions in the plane, J.

Phys. A: Math. Gen., 37 9157 (2004).

[37] M. Reed, and B. Simon, Methods of Modern Mathematical Physics, Volume IV, Analysis of Operators, Academic Press, New York (1978).

[38] A. Galindo, and P. Pascual, Quantum Mechanics II, Springer (2012).

[39] T. Kato, Perturbation Theory for Linear Operators, 132 Springer (2013).

[40] J. A. Murdock, Perturbations, Theory and Applications, John Wiley and Sons (1991).

[41] J. Sólyom, Fundamentals of the Physics of Solids: Volume II: Electronic Properties 2 Appendix G, Springer (2008).

[42] P. B. Gilkey, Invariance Theory, the Heat Equation, and the Atiyah-Singer Index Theorem, 2nd edition, CRC Press, Boca Raton (1995).

[43] F. Erman, and O. T. Turgut, Point Interactions in two and three dimensional Riemannian Manifolds, Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical, 43 33, 335204 (2010).

[44] J. Besprosvany, Phys. Rev. B, 63 233108 (2001).

[45] F. Erman, Recursion formula for the Green’s function of a Hamiltonian for several types of Dirac delta-function potentials in curved spaces, Turkish Journal of Physics 40 3 316-323 (2016).

[46] J. F. Brasche, P. Exner, Yu. A. Kuperin, and P. Seba, Schrödinger operators with singular interactions, Journal of mathematical analysis and applications, 184 1, 112-139 (1994).

[47] P. Exner and K. Yoshitomi, Asymptotics of eigenvalues of the Schrödinger operator with a strong δ interaction on a loop, Journal of Geometry and Physics, 41 4 344-358 (2002).

[48] S. Kondej, Spectral asymptotics induced by approaching and diverging planar circles, Functional Analysis and Operator Theory for Quantum Physics: The Pavel Exner Anniversary Volume edited by J. Dittrich, H. Kovarik, A. Laptev, European Mathematical Society, (2017).

[49] P. Exner and M. Tater, Spectra of soft ring graphs, Waves in Random Media, 14 1, S47, (2003). [50] P. Exner and T. Ichinose, Geometrically induced spectrum in curved leaky wires, Journal of Physics A:

Mathematical and General, 34 7, 1439 (2001).

[51] A. Posilicano, A Krein-like formula for singular perturbations of self-adjoint operators and applications, Journal of Functional Analysis, 183 1, 109-147 (2001).

[52] P. Exner and H. Kovarik, Quantum Waveguides, Springer (2015).

[53] B. T. Kaynak, and O. T. Turgut, Singular interactions supported by embedded curves, J. Phys. A:

Math. Theor. 45 265202 (2012).

[54] D. Haroske, and H. Triebel, Distributions, Sobolev Spaces, Elliptic Equations, European Mathematical Society, 4 (2007).

[55] S. Rosenberg, The Laplacian on Riemannian Manifold, Cambridge University Press, Cambridge (1998). [56] I. Chavel, Eigenvalues in Riemannian Geometry, Pure and Applied Mathematics 115 Academic Press, Orlando (1984).

[57] A. Grigoryan, Heat Kernel and Analysis on Manifolds, AMS/IP Studies in Advanced Mathematics, ed.

S.-T. Yau, 47 (American Mathematical Society, Rhode Island, (2009).

[58] B. İ. Altunkaynak, F. Erman F, and O. T. Turgut, Finitely Many Dirac-Delta Interactions on Riemannian Manifolds, Journal of Mathematical Physics, 47 8, 082110-1-082110-23 (2006).

[59] F. Erman, and O. T. Turgut, Point interactions in two-and three-dimensional Riemannian manifolds, Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and Theoretical 43 33, 335204 (2010).

[60] F. Erman, On the number of bound states of point interactions on hyperbolic manifolds, International Journal of Geometric Methods in Modern Physics, 14 01, 1750011, (2017).

[61] Ç. Doğan, F. Erman, and O. T. Turgut, Existence of Hamiltonians for some singular interactions on manifolds, J. Math. Phys., 53 4, 043511 (2012).

[62] Ç. Doğan and O. T. Turgut, Renormalized interaction of relativistic bosons with delta function potentials, J. Math. Phys., 51, 082305 (2010).

[63] J. Cheeger and S.-T. Yau, Commun. Pure Appl. Math. 34, 465 (1981). [64] E. B. Davies and N. Mandouvalos, Proc. London Math. Soc., 3-57, 182–208 (1988). [65] F. Erman, B. Malkoç, O. T. Turgut, Journal of Mathematical Physics 55, 083522 (2014). [66] E. B. Davies, Heat kernels and spectral theory. No. 92. Cambridge University Press, 1989. [67] I. S. Gradshteyn and I. M. Ryzhik, Table of integrals, series, and products, Academic press, 2014.