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"... A boy walks and walking he reaches the wall.

And there, right ahead, the future is waiting for us.

And the future is a spacecraft which we try to fly

It has neither moment, nor compassion, nor time to arrive.

Without asking permission it changes our lives and next it invites us to either

laugh or cry.
In this road, we are not supposed to either know or see what is coming.
Nobody does quite know for sure where it ends. ...”
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Abstract

Macro properties of cold atomic gases are driven by few-body correlations,
even if the gas has thousands of particles. Quantum systems composed of
two and three particles with attractive zero-range pairwise interactions are
considered for general masses and interaction strengths in two and three
dimensions (2D and 3D). The Faddeev decomposition is used to derive the
equations for the bound state, which is the starting point for the inves-
tigation of universal properties of few-body systems, i.e. those that all
potentials with the same physics at low energy are able to describe in a
model-independent form. In 2D, the number of bound states in a three-body
system increases without bound as the mass of one particle becomes much
lighter than the other two. The analytic form of an effective potential be-
tween the heavy particles explains the mass-dependence on the number of
bound energy levels. An exact analytic expression for the large-momentum
asymptotic behavior of the spectator function in the Faddeev equation is
presented. The spectator function and its asymptotic form define the two-
and three-body contact parameters. The two-body parameter is found to
be independent of the quantum state in some specific 2D systems. The 2D
and 3D momentum distributions have a distinct sub-leading form whereas
the 3D term depends on the mass of the particles. A model that interpo-
lates between 2D and 3D is proposed and a sharp transition in the energy

spectrum of three-body systems is found.
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Resumé

Makroskopiske egenskaber af ultrakolde atomare gasser styres af fa-legeme
korrelationer, det pa trods af at gassen har tusindvis af partikler. Vi studerer
kvantesystemer bestaende af to og tre partikler med attraktive to-partikel
vekselvirkninger med nul rackkevidde for generelle partikelmasser og vek-
selvirkningsstyrker i to og tre dimensioner (2D og 3D). Vi benytter Fad-
deev dekomposition til at udlede ligningerne for bundne tilstande, hvilket
er udgangspunktet for studier af universielle egenskaber ved fa-legeme sys-
temer. Dvs. de egenskaber som er uafheengig af den specifikke model for
potentialer der giver samme fysik ved lav energi. I 2D vokser antallet af
bundne tilstande i et tre-partikel system uden graense nar en af de tre masser
er meget lettere end de andre to. Et analytisk udtryk for et effektivt po-
tential mellem de to tunge partikler kan forklare hvorledes antal bundne
energiniveauer afthsenger af massen. Vi udleder et analytisk udtryk for
den sakaldte tilskuer-funktion fra Faddeev dekompositionen i den graense
hvor impulsen bliver stor. Denne tilskuer-funktionen og den asymptotiske
opfersel benyttes til at bestemme to- og tre-partikel kontakt-parameteren.
To-partikel kontakt parameteren viser sig at veere uafheengig af kvantetil-
stand i nogle bestemte 2D systemer. Impulsfordelingen i 2D og 3D har
en karakteristisk opfersel nar man betragter den fgrste korrektion til den
ledende orden og i 3D far man her en korrektion der afhsenger af massen
af partiklerne. Vi foreslar en model der interpolerer mellem 2D og 3D
greenserne og finder en veldefineret og skarp overgang i energispektret for

bundne tilstande af tre partikler.
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CHAPTER 1

Introduction

In the last decade scientists around the world found experimental evi-
dences [Kraemer 2006, Ferlaino 2010] of a remarkable phenomenon in few-
body systems that was predicted long time ago [Efimov 1970] and today is
known as the Efimov effect. It corresponds to an accumulation of three-
boson energy levels when the two-body scattering length tends to infin-
ity. In the exact limit - when the dimer energy is zero - the energies of
successive states are geometrically spaced obeying a universal ratio. Ex-
periments [Kraemer 2006] were able to identify few of these Efimov states,
bringing the attention of the physics community to few-body problems of
short-ranged interactions with large scattering lengths.

The experiments were realized using Feshbach resonances in cold atomic
gases (see, e.g., Ref. [Chin 2010]). Using this technique it is possible to
tune the scattering length to large values bringing the system into a uni-
versal regime, where their properties are essentially model-independent. In
this regime the properties of the system are defined by the knowledge of
only few physical low-energy observables that the short-ranged potentials
should produce. The possibility of manipulating the interaction between
trapped cold atoms also opened new avenues to probe few-body physics
as, for example, by studying systems restricted to two dimensions [Mar-
tiyanov 2010, Fréhlich 2011, Dyke 2011]. Mostly, the theoretical background
in few-body physics was built for systems in three dimensions. However, the
experimental possibility to squeeze one of the dimensions, forming trapped
atomic systems in layers, asks for deeper and larger theoretical investiga-
tions of lower dimensional few-particle systems.

The number of spatial dimensions plays an important role in quantum
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systems. For instance, let us consider the kinetic energy operator written in
angular coordinates. The dependence on the angle variables comes through
the centrifugal barrier operator, that in three dimensions has eigenvalues
always zero or positive, while in two dimensions, for zero angular momen-
tum, it is negative. This means that a minimum amount of attraction
is necessary to bind a three dimensional system, while any infinitesimal
attractive potential produce a s—wave bound state in a two dimensional
system [Nielsen 1997, Nielsen 1999, Nielsen 2001]. In fact this was already
pointed out a long time ago. The Landau criterion says that potentials
with negative volume integral will produce a bound state for any value
of the strength in two-dimensions (see, e.g., Ref. [Landau 1977]). This
topic continues to be of interest and it was found that when the volume
integral is exactly zero a bound state is still present [Simon 1976, Arm-
strong 2010, Volosniev 2011].

All this recent effort towards the two dimensional (2D) physics is sup-
ported by the relevance of the field for several different applications like,
e.g., high-temperature superconductors, localization of atoms on surfaces,
in semi-conducting micro-cavities, for carbon nanotubes and organic in-
terface. There is an interest among the ultracold atomic gas laboratories
to produce quantum degenerate gases in low dimensions, with the aim to
probe the two-dimensional physics of quantum systems. Early experiments
already produced quasi-2D samples of 33Cs [Vuleti¢ 1998, Morinaga 1999,
Hammes 2003], 2Na [Gorlitz 2001], and 87Rb [Burger 2002]. Two-dimen-
sional gases with mixtures of “K and 87Rb have been produced [Mod-
ugno 2003, Giinter 2005] and two-component gases of 6Li [Dyke 2011, Mar-
tiyanov 2010] and “°K [Frohlich 2011 have also been studied. Quasi-2D
pancakes of trapped heteronuclear diatomic molecules of 9°K8”Rb were pro-
duced in stacked layers [de Miranda 2011].

Theoretically one can define precisely the dynamics of quantum systems
in two-dimensions, while in a real experiment the confinement to 2D is
typically done using an optical lattice. This introduces a transverse energy

scale, hwp, and below it the physics is effectively 2D, while it becomes 3D at
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or above Awy. To produce a 2D sample of trapped atoms in an experimental
setup, one starts with a three dimensional system. Therefore, it is important
to find observables that make possible to distinguish experimentally when
the system can be considered really in two dimensions.

The work consists in the study of two- and three- dimensional (2D and
3D) few-body systems close to the universal regime, where the world “uni-
versal”, which is extensively used along the work, means that the discussed
properties of the quantum systems are independent of the model utilized to
describe the interaction between two particles, namely, the weakly bound
system is much larger than the size of the interaction. A natural way to
study such properties is to describe the pairwise interaction with Dirac—d
potentials, since the condition for universality |a|/ry > 1, where a is the
scattering length and rq the range of the potential, is always fulfilled.

The introduction/motivation to the work given in Chapter 1 are followed
by the derivation of the equations that describe the 2D and 3D dynamics
of two- and three-body systems interacting through zero-ranged potentials
in Chapter 2. Notice that the problem consists basically in the solution of
an eigenvalue-eigenvector problem, where the energy and the wave function
of the three-body system must be determined. However, the complexity of
the three-body problem, which does not have a closed solution even at the
classical level, leads the problem to be described for an elaborated set of
homogeneous coupled integral equations.

The behavior of three-boson systems changes remarkably from two to
three dimensions, since the dynamics and properties of quantum systems
drastically change when the system is restricted to different dimensions.
Two important examples illustrating the influence of the spatial dimen-
sion in the three-body sector are the Efimov effect [Efimov 1970] and the
Thomas collapse [Thomas 1935]. The Efimov states (see the beginning of
Chapter 1), which were predicted and observed for three identical bosons in
3D systems [Kraemer 2006, Ferlaino 2010}, are absent in 2D even in the most
favorable scenario of mass-imbalanced systems [Lim 1980, Adhikari 1988].

Similarly, Thomas found in 1935 that the energy of a three identical bosons



system subjected to short-range pairwise interactions in 3D grows without
boundaries (collapses) when the range of the interaction approaches zero
(ro = 0). Nevertheless, this effect was not observed in 2D systems yet. It
is shown in Ref. [Adhikari 1988] that both the Thomas collapse and the
Efimov effect are mathematically related to the same anomaly in the kernel
of the three-body equations and they take place whenever |a|/rg — oo. For
instance, starting with finite and non-null values of |a| and 7, the finite and
well-behaviored three-body spectrum will collapse when rq — 0. On the
other hand, infinitely many weakly bound states will appear for |a] — oo.

Notice that the condition |a|/rg — oo is fulfilled in both cases.

The sparseness of information about 2D three-bosons system has mo-
tivated the systematic investigation of the universal properties of mass-
imbalanced systems using zero-range interactions in momentum space [Bel-
lotti 2011, Bellotti 2012] and the results are shown in Chapter 3. The focus
is particularly on the dependence of the three-body binding energy with
masses and two-body binding energies. The critical values of these param-
eters (masses and two-body binding energies) allowing a given number of
three-particle bound states with zero total angular momentum are deter-
mined in a form of boundaries in the multidimensional parametric space.
Besides the dependence of the three-particle binding energy on the parame-
ters be highly non-trivial, even in the simpler case of two identical particles
and a distinct one, this dependence is parametrized for the ground and first
excited state in terms of supercircles functions in the most general case of

three distinguishable particles, as also presented in Chapter 3.

The study of the universal properties of 2D three-body systems has
shown an increasing number of bound states for the decreasing mass of one
of the particles [Bellotti 2011, Bellotti 2012]. The situation where one par-
ticle is much lighter than the other two is suitably handled in the adiabatic
approximation, namely the Born-Oppenheimer (BO) approximation, which
is presented in Chapter 4. The adiabatic potential between the heavy parti-
cles due to the light one found as the solution of a transcendental equation

is mass-dependent and reveals an increasing number of bound states by
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decreasing the mass of one of the particles [Bellotti 2013b]. Besides, an
asymptotic expression for the adiabatic potential is derived and is shown
that this analytic expression faithfully corresponds to the numerically cal-
culated adiabatic potential, even in the non-asymptotic region. The number
of bound states for a heavy-heavy-light system is estimated as a function of
the light-heavy mass ratio and infinitely many bound states are expected
as this ratio approaches zero. However, for finite masses only finite number

of bound states is always present.

While Chapters 2 and 3 are focused in the eigenvalue of the three-body
Hamiltonian problem, Chapters 5 and 6 are related to the eigenstate in
momentum space, constructed from the spectator function and giving the
momentum density. A key result presented in Chapter 5 is the derivation
of an analytical expression for the asymptotic behavior of the spectator
function large momentum of three-body systems in two dimensions [Bel-
lotti 2013a, Bellotti 2014]. This asymptotic behavior defines the one-body
large momentum density, which is a strong candidate as observable quantity
able to unequivocally determine whether the quantum system is restricted
to two or three dimensions [Bellotti 2013a]. The two- and three-dimensional
one-body momentum densities are discussed respectively in Chapters 5 and
6. Besides, the one-body density defines the two- and three-body contact
parameters, which relate few- and many-body properties of quantum atomic
gases [Tan 2008]. It is shown in Chapter 5 that the two-body contact param-
eter, which is the coefficient in the leading order in the large momentum
expansion of the one-body density, of specific 2D systems is a universal
constant, in the sense that it does not depend on the quantum level con-
sidered [Bellotti 2013a, Bellotti 2014]. The three-body contact parameter,
which is the coefficient in the sub-leading order in the large momentum
expansion of the one-body density is not found to be universal, but the
sub-leading functional form is independent of the mass of the constituents
in 2D. The same does not happen in 3D systems, where the functional form
of the sub-leading term in the one-body momentum density depends on the

mass [Yamashita 2013], as shown in Chapter 6. Furthermore, the discus-



sion of how the one-body momentum density can be used to determine the
dimensionality of the system is also made in Chapter 5.

As current experimental set ups are able to continuously squeeze one di-
mension in order to build 2D experiments (see for instance Ref. [Dyke 2011]),
it is interesting to find theoretical methods which are able to produce a con-
tinuous squeezing of one of the dimensions. In Chapter 7 it is presented
a method that allows to study the dimensional crossover transitions of
strongly interacting two- and three-bosons systems by continuously “squeez-
ing” one of the dimensions [Yamashita 2014]. The particles are placed in
a flat surface plus a transverse direction (compact dimension), which im-
poses the discretization of the momentum accordingly to the chosen type
of boundary conditions. Employing periodic boundary conditions in the
compact dimension, it is shown that a sharp transition occurs in the energy
spectrum of three-body system as the system is squeezed from 3D to 2D.
However, more studies are still necessary in order to relate the parameter
which dials between the different situations to real experiments.

Summary and outlook are presented in Chapter 8. In order to moti-
vate the reading, the beginning of Chapters 2 to 7 brings a brief motiva-
tion/introduction to the topic that will be discussed. Further details are

given in Appendices A to F.



CHAPTER 2

Two- and Three-body

dynamics

The surprisingly fast and ongoing technological advances, which permeate
our daily life, has also given tools for an extraordinary grow on the exper-
imental studies of cold atomic quantum gases. However, the cornerstone
in the study of quantum systems in laboratories is still the same: these
systems are probed through collision experiments.

In this way, the background tools for the theoretical understanding of
such experiments are given by the scattering theory and some concepts of
this theory are presented in the following. While, even for low density gases,
the experiments are taken with several thousands of particles, it turns out
that some macro properties of the systems are driven by two- and three-body
correlations. This work is focused on the universal properties of three-body
quantum systems, i.e., when the size of the system is much larger than the
range of the interaction between the particles. Such problem is already
challenging and interesting in itself, since there is no classical equivalent.

A brief presentation of the quantum theory of scattering for two-body
zero-range potentials is given in Appendix A and the focus here is only
on the concepts and equations that are needed in order to make the read-
ing of this thesis easier. More details are given in Appendices A, B and C.
Complete and formal descriptions of the scattering theory in the three-body
quantum problem are given, for instance, in Refs. [Schmid 1974, Mitra 1969].
The main point here is the derivation of the integral equations for the two-
and three-body transition matrix (7-matrix) when the particles are as-

sumed to interact through zero-range potentials. Although these potentials

7
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are not realistic, their importance in the study of two- and three-body quan-

tum systems is explained in the next section.

2.1 Zero-range model and Renormalization

The s—wave zero-range potentials have a separable operator form (see Eq.
(A.15))

Vo= Ax) (x| (2.1)

and will be used to solve the two-body T'-matrix (see Eq. (A.13))
t=V+ Vg, (2.2)

as shown in Appendix A.2. For a s—wave separable potential, the transition
matrix is (see Egs. (A.19) and (A.21))

t(E) = x)7(E) (x] (2.3)

with

7(E) = ()\1 de p)g ) (2.4)

Despite of the fact that Eq. (A.21) holds for any generic separable potential

that has the operator form given in Eq. (A.15), no local potential has this
form besides the zero-range one.

Zero-range potentials are very interesting. Although they do not corre-
spond any realistic interaction, they allow to study the phenomenology and
to understand the driven physics, which dominates the properties of large
quantum systems, namely systems with size much larger than the range of
the potential. They guide our intuition on the expected behavior of the
quantum few-body systems, since any realistic short-range potential must
reproduce the results obtained with zero-range potential when the system
is very large.

The s—wave zero-range model is introduced through a Dirac—¢ interac-
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tion which is also called contact interaction. This means that the particles
only interact when they touch each other. Besides, the Dirac—0 potential
has the operator form given by Eq. (A.15). In configuration space, the

matrix element of a local potential V' is written as
(RIVIR)=V(R)§(R'-R) . (2.5)
The Dirac—d potential is local and V/(R) = Ad(R). So, Eq. (2.5) becomes
(R|VIR)=X(R)I(R'-R) = (R)I(R) , (2.6)

meaning that this potential is also separable.

In momentum space, the matrix element of the Dirac—d potential for a

n—dimensional system is

A
(2m)P

(0| V[p) = <2A>D J AR [ aPReP TP RRS(R) -
™

(2.7)
. . _ nf2 |~ .

It is possible to redefine |y) = (27)"7|x) so that Eq. (2.7) is equal to

A. In this way, the form factor (x| p) = (p| x) = g(p) is equal to one for the

Dirac-¢ potential, as can be seen below

o) = (el =20 [ PRI =1. 28

The form factor of the Dirac—d potential in Eq. (2.8) introduces a diver-
gence in the momentum integration of Eq. (A.21). In 2D and 3D the diver-
gence can be treated by introducing a physical scale in the problem [Fred-
erico 2012], but another way to render finite the integral could be done by
introducing a cut-off. It was shown in Ref. [Yamashita 2004b] that both

methods are equivalent when the momentum cut-off is let to be infinite.

The scale is introduced by defining a physical value for the two-body
T-matrix , A\, in a subtracted energy point defined by E = —u2. The
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T—-matrix becomes
Tr(—1%) = Ar(—11%) | (2.9)

where the subscript R means renormalized, and Ag(—p?) is given by a phys-
ical condition.

Inserting the condition from Eq. (2.9) in the matrix element given by
Eq. (A.21) gives

Tr(-p*) = (A‘l - depﬁ) = Ar(=1%) | (2.10)

2m7‘ed

which allows to express the bare strength A as

1
)\71 = )\1}1(—/,62) + /deW . (211)

2Miyed

A finite expression for the scattering amplitude is found by replacing A,

as given in Eq. (2.11), into the matrix element in Eq. (A.21). The result is

1 1
m(E) =g (=) + [ dPp —— L (212)
= gi— B gl tae

2.1.1 Two-body T-matrix in 2D

Considering only bound states, i.e., E < 0, the integral on the right-hand-
side of Eq. (2.12) for two-dimensional systems (D = 2) is

2 ! - ! = —4TMpeq I -L
I(E):[dp(_ML R ) A Teq] (‘/xﬁ)’ (2.13)

2Myed 2Miyed

and from Egs. (2.12) and (2.13), the renormalized two-body T-matrix is

given by

TR(E)*l — )\1}1(_“2) — 47Tmred ln( ;—lj) . (214)

For positive energies, i.e., ' > 0 (scattering states), the scattering am-

plitude is obtained from the analytic continuation of Eq. (2.14) in the upper
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complex semi-plane of F, as shown below:

r(E)™ = A\ (—1?) _47rmred111( ;—?) ;

E
= A5 (—1%) = 4T Meq ln( E) + 2712 0 Myeq (2.15)

where the choice =1 = ™" is used due to the analytic continuation in the

upper half semi-plane of the energy.

The matrix elements of the transition operator in Eq. (A.20) are ex-

pressed as
(p'[tr(E)|P) = Tr(E) , (2.16)

and for the sake of notation simplicity, the subscript R will be suppressed
in the equations from now on, i.e., Tr(E) = 7(E), Ag(-p?) = \(-u?) and
tR(E) = t(E)

Looking at the matrix element in Eq. (2.14), it is not straightforward
to identify the s—wave scattering phase-shift and cross-section for the zero-
range model, as they were presented in Ref. [Adhikari 1993]. In units of
h=2m.eq =1, Eq. (2.14) becomes

F(E) = A (—p?) - Wln(;—f) , (2.17)

where the respective analytic continuation for £ > 0 is given in Eq. (2.15).
Using that (p'|t(F) |p) = 27 (p|t(E) |p), the matrix elements in Eq. (2.16)

are written as

27 2

(p'[t(E)|p) = = : (2.18)
)\_1—71'111(“%)4—271'2 m (= cotdy +1)
where the s—wave phase-shift for the zero-range model is defined as
1 1 E
Cot52=—m+;ln(/ﬁ) . (219)
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Then, the two-dimensional scattering length, as, is found to be

a =—m+%ln(u2) =a2+%ln(u2) : (2.20)
Notice that the logarithmic term, which appears in the low energy expan-
sion, leads to an ambiguity in the definition of the scattering length in 2D,
which depends on the scale used to measure the energy. So, the binding
energy of the pair, Eg, is chosen as the physical scale in the problem. The
bound state energy (F <0) is the pole of Eq. (2.18), i.e.,

m(;—f) _ m | (2.21)

which gives
E=-p*e=¢%=Fp. (2.22)

Remember that A\(-p?) is the physical information which was introduced
in the two-body T'-matrix integral equation to handle the ultraviolet diver-
gence. Then, the subtraction point p? can be choose as the physical scale
of the problem, i.e., u? = —Ep, where the binding energy of the pair is the
zero of Eq. (2.14). This choice also fixes the value of A\(-pu?), namely

7(E) ' = AN (ER) - 47myeqIn (\ / Eﬂ) =0, (2.23)

at the bound-state pole and therefore

AMN(ER)=0. (2.24)

Finally, the renormalized 2D two-body T-matrix for the zero-range

7(E)™ = —47mpeq ln(\ / ;?—E) : (2.25)

which will be used in the calculation of the properties of three-body systems
in 2D.

model is
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2.1.2 Two-body T-matrix in 3D

The 3D equivalent of Eq. (2.12) is given by

1 1
(B =X () + [ dp —-————|. (220
P = ge— B gl tae

where, as before, F is the energy, p? the subtraction point, m,..q the reduced
mass and the subscript R means renormalized. For E < 0 (bound states),

the integral on the right-hand-side of Eq. (2.26) is

1 1
](E) = / dgp(_MQ B P2 - E P2 ) = _47T2mred (\/2mred|E| - \/Zmred/ﬂ) .

2mred 2m'red

(2.27)

As in the 2D case, the subtraction point is chosen as the two-body bind-
ing energy, i.e., —u? = Ep and Eq. (2.24) also holds in the 3D case, namely
Mg (Ep) = 0. Then, dropping the subscript R, the two-body T-matrix for
3D systems is given by

7(B)™ = =272 (2myea)’ (VIE] - V1Bs]) | (2.28)

which will be used in the calculation of the properties of three-body systems
in 3D.

2.2 Notation and three-body dynamics

The system consists of three distinguishable particles of masses m,, mo-
menta k, and pairwise interactions v,, where a = a, b, ¢ labels the particles
(a,b,c) and the notation of the potential is such that v, is the interaction

between particles b and c¢. The eigenvalue equation for the Hamiltonian

(Hy+V)VU =EV (2.29)
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is fulfilled by states in the discrete (E < 0) and continuum (F > 0) regions.
The potential given by two-body terms is V' = v, + vy + v, and the free and
full propagators are respectively given by

1 |
d G(Z)=z ——
7-m, M =gy

Go(Z) = (2.30)

with H = Hy+ V. The free Hamiltonian, in frame of the laboratory, is

given by the sum over the individual kinetic energies of the particles and is

written as 2
H, = @ 2.31
0 aZb o (2.31)

A set of Jacobi coordinates and the canonical conjugate momenta, which
are shown in Fig. 2.1, are useful when dealing with three-body problems,
since the CM motion is separated out. In this case the free Hamiltonian
becomes
Hy = P + 4 + * ; (2.32)

2mgy,  2Mpya M+ Mg+ M,y

where Q = Y, k, is the CM momentum. Taking into account the frame of
particle a with respect to the CM of the pair (5,7), q, is the momentum of
particle a with respect to the CM of the pair, p,, is the relative momentum
of the pair, mg, is the reduced mass of the pair and mg, , is the three-body

reduced mass. The relative momenta and reduced masses are given by

mg+m, My
g=—""—"T |k, -——(ks+k , 2.33
4 Mo + Mg+ M, m5+m7( s+ k) (2:33)
ks —-mgk
Do = Latp " Moy (2.34)
mpg + M,
Mgy
=2 7 2.35
Mgy mg +m, ’ ( )

mey (Mg +m

Mgy = e {8 ¥ ) (2.36)
Mo + Mg + My

with (a, 5,7) as cyclic permutations of (a,b,c) (see Appendix B for more

details about Jacobi relative momenta). It is also useful to specify an op-

erator notation, where all two-body operators are represented with small
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Figure 2.1: Jacobi relative momenta

letters, i.e., v,,g0 and three-particle operators are represented by capital
letters, i.e., H, V.

2.2.1 Three-body T-matrix

The three-body transition operator is written as
T(E)=V+VG(E+11€)V, (2.37)

that is the formal analogue of the two-body T-matrix in Eq. (A.11). Besides
that the operator in Eq. (2.37) is not directly related to the scattering cross
section as in the two-body case, the relations in Eqgs. (A.13) and (A.14) also
hold and read

T(E)=V +VGo(E +1€)T(E) =V + T(E)Go(E +1€)V . (2.38)

The Faddeev components of the three-body T-matrix (see Ref. [Fad-
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deev 1965, Schmid 1974]) are given by
To(E) = v, +0,Go(E +1€)T(E) (2.39)

and since that V' = v, + v, + v., the transition operator from Eq. (2.38) can

be written in term of the components given by Eq. (2.39) as

T(E) =T,(E) + T,(E) + T.(E) . (2.40)

Inserting Eq. (2.40) back into Eq. (2.39) results in a system of coupled

equations, which are written in matrix form as

T, Vg Vg Vg Vg T,
Ty 1= v |+ v» vy v Gy Ty . (241)
TC /UC /UC /UC /UC TC

Isolating the component T, in Eq. (2.41) results in
(1= 0aGo) T = va + vaGo (Ty + T0) | (2.42)
which multiplied by (1 -v,Gg)" from the left gives
Ty =ty +t.Go(Ty+T0) (2.43)

where the relation ¢, = [1 - vaGo]_1 v, was used in third line. The renormal-

ized two-body T—matrix ¢, in the abc system is given by

“F
- ) (2.44)

ta = ta(E) = |Xa)Ta(E) (Xa| with Ta(E)_l = _47Tmbc 111(
be

Finally, the set of coupled equations for the Faddeev components of the
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three-body transition operator are written in matrix form as

T, tq 0 ty t, T,
T = ty +1 & 0 1 Go T, . (245)
T. te te t. 0 T

These equations have the advantage to contain the only the two-body
T-matrix, and consequently two-body energies, instead of the potential.
The power of such formulation is better explained and explored in Chapter 3.
Besides, Eq. (2.45) shows how the two-body scattering amplitude connects
with the three-body scattering. In detail, the equation for one Faddeev

component of the transition operator is given by

T.(E3) =t (E3 -5 s ){1 + Go(Bs +@e)[Tb(E3) +TC(E3)]} . (2.46)

be,a

where Fj is the three-body energy and the other components are found by

cyclic permutation of the particle labels.

Notice that the argument of the two-body T-matrix in Eq. (2.15) is the

relative two-body energy, E¥, which was replaced by F3— %iw in Eq. (2.46).
The relative two-body energy connects with the total energy, EI, through
ET = EE+ 2(#-%77%)’ where ¢ is the total momentum of the pair. At the
frame of the CM in a three-body system, i.e., () = 0, the total energy of
the pair is the difference between the three-body energy E3 and the kinetic
energy of the third particle, namely EI = Fj3 - %. Moreover, if @) =0 the
momentum of the pair is exactly the momentum of the third particle. In
other words, |qi| = |-q,| = ¢ and the relative two-body energy as function of

the three-body energy is written as
2 2 2

q q q
ER-p,- 1 . 2.4
2 " om, 2 (my, +m.) s 2Mpeq (2.47)

which is exactly the argument of the two-body T-matrix in Eq. (2.46).
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2.3 Three-body bound state equation in 2D

The three-body T-matrix in Eq. (2.45) describes the three-body scatter-
ing process with pairwise short-range potentials. The transition operator
generally contains all the strong interaction properties of the three-body
system or, in other words, it allows to construct the resolvent of the inter-
acting model. Therefore, the T'-matrix gives information about both bound
(E5 < 0) and scattering (Es5 > 0) states. The focus in the following Chap-
ters is on three-body bound states, then the coupled homogeneous integral
equations for the bound state are derived here, starting from the transition
operator. It is possible to instead use directly the Faddeev decomposition
for the bound-state wave function [Mitra 1969].

The completeness relation is defined as

i=Z@B)(@B\+fd2k‘\lf§+))(\lf£+) , (2.48)
B

where |®g) and |\I/g+)) represent the wave functions of bound and scattering
states, respectively. The T'-matrix (2.37), written in terms of the interacting

resolvent decomposed in eigenstates of H, is written as

‘qfﬁ*)) (wﬁ” 1%
E-E.+w1€

T (By) -+ Y Y122 (@slV fd2

2.49

where the bound-state poles of the transition operator appear explicitly.
When the three-body system is close to a bound state (E3 ~» E), the second
term on the right-hand-side of Eq.(2.49) is dominant, due to the pole, and
the part concerning to the scattering states can be neglected. Defining the
bound state vertex function by |I'g) = V |®p), the three-body T-matrix
(2.49) near the pole becomes

I's) (I'sl ') (s

T(FEs)~ = .
(Es) E;—-Ep  Es+|Eg|

(2.50)

Then, Eq. (2.50) is decomposed in three Faddeev components, as in Eq. (2.39),
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which reads

LTy
E3 + |EB| ’

where |I';) = v, |Pp) and (I'g| = (Pp|V. Inserting the T-matrix (2.51) in

Eq. (2.46) gives

[Ua) (U] ( q )[ ( To) (U ITe) (U] )]
————w~t, | B3 1+Go(E + . (2.52
E3+|EB| 3 be,a 0( 3) E3+|EB| E3+|EB| ( )

1o (E3) (2.51)

When the three-body system is bound, F3 - —|Eg| and in this limit

Eq. (2.52) becomes a homogeneous equation, which reads

) =10 B ) 6o (B ) + ) (253

be,a

Writing the two-body T-matrix for the one term separable potential, as
in Eq. (A.19), gives

0= b (B Ll Go B (i) . 50

be,a
and the projection of Eq. (2.54) in states |p,, q,) results in

<pa> da |Fa> = (pa |Xa> Ta (ES - mqg ) (Xm qa| GO (ES) (|Pb> + |FC>) : (255>

be,a

For Dirac—4 potentials, (Pa,da| I'a) = {Pal Xa) (dal fa) = 9a (Pa) fa (da) =
fa (q) and the i*" Faddeev component of the three-body bound state vertex,

which satisfies an homogeneous integral equation, is given by

2

qg
a a) = Ta Es -
fa(da) T( 5 D

J Gl Ga ) (o + 1), (256)

where f, is the spectator function, which describes the interaction of each
spectator particle with the corresponding two-body subsystem. The specta-
tor functions f, and f. are easily found by cyclic permutation of the labels
(a,b,c) in Eq. (2.56).
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The components f,, f, and f. satisfy a set of three coupled homogeneous
integral equations, in the case where the interaction between particles is
described for zero-range potentials. For three identical bosons, only one
homogeneous integral equation has to be solved, since f, (qa) = f»(qQp) =
fe(q.). In the same way, for two identical bosons plus a distinct particle,
there is a set of two coupled homogeneous integral equations, since f, (q,) =
fo(ap) # fe(ge). In the most general case of three distinguishable particles,

the set of coupled equations reads

fa (qa) =Ta (E3 - 2732 ) (Xaa Qa| GO (E3) <|Xb) |fb> * |XC> |fc>) ) (257>

be,a

2

o) =0 (B 52l o () (b )+ e 1) . 259

2Tn'ab,c

Fo(a) (B 5 ) el Go B0 () 1+ bob ) (259

The matrix elements in Eqgs. (2.57) to (2.59) have the same structure,

namely

(Xa>9al Go (E3) [Xs) | fo) - (2.60)

These matrix elements are derived in detail in Appendix C and the result is
used to finally write the set of three coupled homogeneous integral equations

for the bound state of an abc system as

_ -1
Ma+mp+me 9
My, In \‘ Qma(mb+mc)qa E3

a a) = —4m x
Ja (da) p— .
[ d2k. fb (k)
X E _ Mg+Mme 2 _ MptMe kQ _ Lk .
L 3 2mame da 2mpme Mme Qa

) fe (k)
+ f d kE3 _ Mgtmy 2 mb+mck2 _ mek A qa:I I (261)

2mgemy, 10 2mpme
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- -1

~ MaMme s @ — Es
Jola) = —Am - In E "

T E—
| B3 - ghimeq? — fatie ]2 oK

2myme 1b 2mame

- (k
v [k S—1 ] (2.62)
E3 - Qr;lLamb qb - 27:Lamzk N m_akqb
_ " -1
Mg +Mp+Mc 2 _E
MMy 2me(ma+my) 4. 3
c\Ue) = - 1
I (Q) ﬂ-ma""mb n \l B, ) X
"l [ o (k) +
J R e T,
o (k)
+/d2kE e T | (2.63)
3 2maeme qc 2mqmy Mg Qe

The particles a, b and ¢ have masses m,, my, M., respectively. Also, the
two-body bound state energy of each pair, defined as the scale factor of
the two-body system for Dirac—d potentials (see Eq. (2.22)), is specifically
labeled as Ey, Ep. and E,..

The spectator functions in Eqs. (2.61) to (2.63) compose the three-
body bound-state wave function. Using the vertex function defined before
Eq. (2.50), [I'g) = V|®p) , it is possible to write that (v, + vy +v.) [Vp) =
IT.) +|T%) +|T). Multiplying both sides by the free resolvent results in

(Wape) = [Uo) + [Ty) + |W.) = Go(E3)[|Ta) +Ts) + |Te)] (2.64)

where |¥,) = Go(E3)v, |Up) is one of the so-called Faddeev components of
the wave function. It is possible to choose any one of the set of Jacobi

momenta to project Eq. (2.64). The set (qq,pa) gives

(tas Pal Ware) = (o, Pul Go(Bs)(ITa) + 1) + 1)) - (2.65)
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The matrix elements on the right-hand-side of Eq.(2.65) can be handled in a
similar way as it is done in Appendix C. Finally, the three-body bound-state

wave function is written in term of the spectator functions as

fo(@a) + fo(aw(dar Pa)) + fo( @e(a: P) )

q]abc(Qaapa = Foa — Matmptme oo mp¥me oo
37 2mg (mp+me) Q% 2mpme Pa

: (2.66)

where the Jacobi momenta q, and q. are linearly related to q, and p,

through the relations given in Appendix B.

In a compact notation, («, 3,7) are introduced as cyclic permutations
of the labels (a,b,c) and the wave function is written taking into account
the momentum of particle o with respect to the CM of the g~ subsystem

as

fo (00) + f3 ([po - 5z al) £ ([po + 7 )

2 2
—Fa+ 4o + _Pa_
3 2Mmpya - 2mpy

U (o, Pa) = . (2.67)

where qq,p. are the Jacobi momenta of particle a with the shifted argu-
ments given in Egs. (B.31) and (B.32) and mg, o = ma(mg + m.)/(ma +
mg +my) and mg, = (mg +m,)/(mg+m.,) are the reduced masses. In the
same way, the spectator functions in Eq. (2.67), i.e., fa 5-(q), fulfill the set
of three coupled homogeneous integral equations for the bound state, which

in the compact notation are written as

(2.68)

x/ko 5 > 3 fﬁy(kz
B3+ 53—+ Lk.q -Ej+5—+5-—+-Lk-q
il ol

2mag 2mg. mg

As the interaction between particles is described for s—waves potentials
and the focus is on states with total zero angular momentum, the spectator

functions do not depend on the angle, i.e., fo(q) = fo(q). Then, the angular
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integration in Eq. (2.68) is solved using that

/% o 1 2.69)
0 l-zcosl /1_-2' '

where the constant z satisfies |z| < 1. The result is

fa (q) =27 | 4mmg, In

k fs (k)
(B g+ ) - (L)

+ k1 () ., (2.70)

2 2
_ ¢, k2 " _ (kg
\/( Ey+ mas Qmﬁ‘w) (mﬁ

which together with Eq. (2.67) build the L;u, = 0 bound eigenstate of the

xfodk:\/

Hamiltonian with the zero-range force.

The study of the three-body bound states, in what follows, is based on
the numerical solution of the coupled homogeneous integral equations for
the spectator functions in Eq. (2.70). Details about the numerical methods

are given in Appendix D.

2.4 Three-body bound state equation in 3D

The naive attempt to write the three-body bound state integral equation
in 3D only by changing the phase factor and the two-body T-matrix in
Eq. (2.68) fails, since the kernel of such equation is non-compact when
the interaction between particles is described for Dirac—d potentials [Ad-
hikari 1988]. This means that the three-body equations must be renor-
malized, as it was done for the two-body T-matrix in Sec. 2.1. A com-

plete discussion about the renormalization method is given in Refs. [Ad-
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hikari 1995b, Adhikari 1995a, Frederico 2012], where a discussion of the

equivalent method within effective field theory can be found.

2.4.1 Renormalization of the 3B transition operator

The Lippmann-Schwinger equation for the transition operator is
T(E)=V+VGy(E)T(E)=V +T(E)Gy(E)V , (2.71)

which for the sake of the notation the energy is dropped.
The subtraction point is chosen as —u%g) and the transition matrix in

this point is T’ (—,u%S)). The potential V' can be expressed as

V=14 T (=ii2y)) Go(-uy) )| T () - (2.72)

where T’ (—,u?3)> is defined as the sum over the two-body transition matrices

in the subtraction point [Adhikari 1995b], namely

( M(s)) Z tn ( N%g)) ’ (2.73)

TZ(l ,C

with ¢,(E) given in Eq. (2.44). Inserting the renormalized potential (2.72)
in Eq. (2.71) gives

T(E) = [1+7 (<) Go (~122))] T (i) ) 1+ Go(BYT(B)]
[1+7 (<)) Go (~a2y) )| T(B) = T (=1i2s)) + T (=123 ) Go( BYT(E)
T(B)+ T (~ptyy) Go (-12y) ) T(B) =T (~pi2y) ) + T (=425 ) Go( EYT(E) .

T(E)=T (‘#?3)) +T (‘M%g)) G (E, _M%s)) T(E), (2.74)

where

G (B, -nty) = GolB) = Go (~1ity)) = = (s + B) Go(E)Go (~ty)) -
(2.75)
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Notice that the matrix form of Eq. (2.74) is given in Eq. (2.45), meaning
that each component of the renormalized three-body transition matrix is

given by

2

T,(Es) =tq (Es -5 da ) {1 +Gh (E:s, —#%3)) lTb(Es) + Tc(E3)]} , (2.76)
be,a

which is analogous to Eq. (2.46), where the only difference arises from the

three-body propagator.

2.4.2 Three-body bound state integral equation in 3D

Since Eqs. (2.46) and (2.76) are equivalent, the procedure to obtain the
three-body bound state equation in 3D is exactly the same followed in
Sec. 2.3, only replacing Go(FE3) - Gy (Eg, —/1%3)). Then, the homogeneous
coupled equations for the spectator function to get the bound state energy

are given by

2

fo @) =7 (B 55 vl G Bty () ) + e 1)

27nbc,a

(2.77)

2

o) =0 (B 52 vl G (B ) (B )+ e 1)

ca,b

(2.78)

fota) = (B ) (el G (Bt ) (e 1+ b )

ab,c

(2.79)

Notice that the matrix elements in Eqgs. (2.77) to (2.79) have the same

structure as the ones in Eqs. (2.57) to (2.59) , namely

(Xar el G (B, =123 ) Do) i) (2.80)



26 2.4. THREE-BODY BOUND STATE EQUATION IN 3D

Since the term G (E'3, _“%3)) can be separated in two terms, as in Eq. (2.75),
it turns out that each element in Eqs. (2.77) to (2.79) is identical to the
corresponding one in Eqs. (2.57) to (2.59), which are derived in detail in
Appendix C. The set of three coupled homogeneous integral equations for

the bound state of an abc system is written in a compact form as

-1

fa(aq) = |27 (Qmﬂw)g/z \l ( - _ES) ~V Ly (2.81)

2Mgya
1 1
X[dgk 2 - 2 fﬁ(k)
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2 k2 1 2 k2 1 Fi(
_E3+2”Za5+m+m_ﬁk.q /,l,2+2:t—aﬁ+m+m—ﬁk'q

The solutions of Eq.(2.81) with zero total angular momentum are stud-
ied, and as the interaction between particles is described for s—waves po-
tentials, the spectator functions only depends on the momentum modules,

i.e., fo(q) = fa(q). Then, the angular integration in Eq. (2.81) is solved by

™ dfsinf 1+z2
=1 2.82
[ﬂl—ZCOSQ n(l—z)’ (2.82)

where the constant z satisfies |z| < 1. The result is

using that

-1

fo (@) = |7 (2ms,)*" \J( ’ —E3)—\/E_57

2Mpy o
2 2 2 2
o0 5 —Es+ 2frCrILM + 2:;% + fq_z pe+ 273,(17 + 2257 fn_z
x dk k% || In -1In fs (k)
a2 k2 kq 2 q? k2 kg |75
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Mo~y 2mpg~ My 2man~y 2mpg~ My
2 2 2 2
_ q _k* | kg 2, 4, k| kg
1 E3 + 2meap + 2mpg.y + mg 1 K=+ 2meg + 2mpgy + mg k
i 2 2 ra 2 2 A f’Y( ) : (283)
By 4+ kx4 24 €4 k2 _ X9
3 2magp 2mpg mg H 2mag 2mpgy mg

The 3D wave function is also given by Eq. (2.67) and (o, 3,7) are cyclic

permutations of the labels (a,b,c).



CHAPTER 3

Universal 2D three-body

bound states

The behavior of three-boson systems changes remarkably from two (2D)
to three dimensions (3D), since the dynamics and properties of quantum
systems drastically change when the system is restricted to different dimen-
sions. For example, the scattering-length is defined within a constant for 2D
systems [Adhikari 1986] and, as it was already pointed out in Chapter 1, the
kinetic energy operator gives a negative (attractive) centrifugal barrier for
2D systems with zero total angular momentum, while the centrifugal barrier
is always non-negative (zero or repulsive) for 3D systems. This means that
any infinitesimal amount of attraction produce a bound state in 2D [Lan-
dau 1977], while a finite amount of attraction is necessary for binding a 3D
system.

Another important difference between 2D and 3D systems is the occur-
rence of the Thomas collapse [Thomas 1935] and the Efimov effect [Efi-
mov 1970]. These effects were predicted and measured for three identical
bosons in 3D systems, but are absent in 2D. While in 3D the Efimov effect
produces an infinite sequence of states when the scattering length diverges,
previous studies have shown that the spectrum of three identical bosons in
2D contains exactly one two-body and two three-body bound states in the
limit where the range of the force goes to zero [Bruch 1979, Adhikari 1988].
Furthermore, the ratio between the three and two-body energies and radii
attain universal values, no matter the detail of the short-range potential
used [Nielsen 1997, Nielsen 2001].

Starting from the well-known case of three identical bosons, univer-

27
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sal properties of mass-imbalanced three-body systems in 2D are system-
atically studied using the zero-range interaction in momentum space [Bel-
lotti 2011, Bellotti 2012]. In this Chapter, the focus is particularly on the de-
pendence of the three-body binding energy with masses and two-body bind-
ing energies. The critical values of these parameters (masses and two-body
binding energies) allowing a given number of three-particle bound states
with zero total angular momentum are determined in a form of boundaries
in the multidimensional parametric space. Moreover, it is shown that in ex-
treme asymmetric mass systems, when one of the particles is much lighter
than the other two, no bound in the number of weakly three-body bound
states is found, as the light particle mass goes to zero [Bellotti 2013b]. This
topic is discussed in detail in Chapter 4.

The dependence of the three-particle binding energy on the parameters
is highly non-trivial even in the simpler case of two identical particles and
a distinct one. This dependence is parametrized for the ground and first
excited state in terms of supercicles functions [Lamé 1818], even for the

most general case of three distinguishable particles [Bellotti 2012].

3.1 Symmetry relations

An advantage in the use of two-body energies instead of interaction strengths
in the homogeneous integral coupled equations for the bound state Eq. (2.68)
is that only mass and energy ratios enter these equations. This means that
the three-body energy divided by one of the two-body energies can be ex-

pressed as a function of four dimensionless parameters, i.e.,

Eg, Eoy mg m mg m
P Vﬂ__vzpn( __7) 3.1
€3 (Eaﬁ7 Ea/j, maa My eﬂ’yvea'wmaa My ) ( )

where €5 = E3/E,s is the scaled three-body energy, es, = Eg,/E,z and
€ay = Eary[Eqp are the scaled two-body energies, where (o, 3,7) are cyclic
permutations of the particle labels (a, b, ¢). The universal functions F,, are

labeled with the subscript n to distinguish between ground, n = 0, and
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excited states, n > 0. Interchanging the particle labels, all the universal

functions F,, must obey the symmetry relations

my Me me My
Fn (ebm €ac) 5 ) = Fn (Eam €be, ; =
my My Mg Mg

1 € mg m € 1 my m

Eaan(_aﬁ’ a7_b):6aan(£u_7_b7 a)‘ (32>
6CLC eac mC mC Eac EG,C mC mC

The energy and mass scaling reduces the number of unknown parameters

from six to four. A straightforward advantage is that the symmetry relations

in Eq. (3.2) allow investigations of F}, to be taken in smaller regions of this

four-parameter space, as explained in detail in the following sections.

3.2 Survey of mass dependence

The mass dependence of the number of bound states for a three-body system
where all the two-body subsystems have the same energy of interaction, i.e.,
Ey = Eu = Ep. is shown in Fig. 3.1. In the central region around equal
masses only two three-body bound states are available [Bruch 1979]. This
region, labeled II, extends in three directions corresponding to one heavy
and two rather similar light particles, that is either = > 1 and ;Z—Z >1, or
mg ~ my < m.. Moving away from these regions in Fig. 3.1, the number of
stable bound states increases in all directions. As an example, consider Z—Z =
10 and vary ;¢ from small to large value in Fig. 3.1. Perhaps surprisingly,
along this line the number of bound states decreases to a minimum of two
and subsequently increases again. The reason is that a decreasing mass
asymmetry in the three-body system implies less attraction in the effective
potential experienced for the light particle due to the two heavy ones (see
Chapter 4) and consequently the disappearing states merge into the two-
body continuum. A similar behavior is found in three dimensions when
the attractive strength is increased and happens the disappearance of the

infinitely many Efimov states [Yamashita 2002]. As the mass asymmetry
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m /m

Figure 3.1: Mass diagram of the number of three-body bound states as

functions of two mass ratios, = and <. The three two-body energies are
a

equal, i.e., E = Ep. = E,e. The Roman numerals indicate the number of
bound states in each region. The systems investigated are represented by
square (SLi-*K-87Rb), circular (6Li-!33Cs-133Cs) and diamond (6Li-8"Rb-
87Rb) points. The three sets of points are related by the symmetries in
Eq. (3.2).

increases again, the strength of effective potential also increases giving room

for more bound states.

Variation of the two-body energies from all being equal leads to a dis-
tortion of the boundaries in Fig. 3.1, but the main structure remains. The
central region still has the smallest number of stable bound states and any
variation in the two-body energies expands region II, pushing the other
lines away from the center. This result is illustrated in Figs. 3.2 and 3.3
and indicates that the maximum number of bound states supported for any
three-body system, no matter the masses, is achieved when all the two-
body subsystems interact with the same energy. Therefore, Fig. 3.1 gives

the maximum number of stable bound states for any three-body system



CHAPTER 3. UNIVERSAL 2D THREE-BODY BOUND STATES 31

composed for particles with different masses.

2
10 — — —
- 1
E !

Eab=0 ; Eac= Ebc i L

Figure 3.2: Mass diagram of the number of three-body bound states as
functions of two mass ratios, Z—Z and 72=. The two-body energies are Ey, = 0
and F,. = Ej.. The Roman numerals indicate the number of bound states
in each region. The systems investigated are represented by square (6Li-
40K-87Rb), circular (°Li-1?3Cs-133Cs) and diamond (°Li-8"Rb-87Rb) points.
The numbers 1,2, 3 label three different sectors.

Although presenting the richest energy spectrum, the scenario of three
distinct two-body subsystems interacting with the same energy seems hard
to be implemented experimentally. However, it was recently reported in
Ref. [Repp 2013] that mixtures of ¥3Cs and 9Li were successfully trapped
with a diverging scattering length of the ¥3Cs-133Cs subsystem. A system
composed of two-heavy particles and a light one is described for instance
in the region where m. < m, and m. < m,. Besides, if two particles do not
interact in 2D, their energy can be set null. A mass diagram which includes
such situaion (the 133Cs!33CsC®Li system is represented as circular points in

Figs. 3.1 to 3.3) is constructed taking F,, = 0 and keeping E,. = Fj. and is
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shown in Fig. 3.2. Region I emerges in the middle of the figure, pushing the
other lines away from the center. Excited states are only present in sector
1, where the two non-interacting particles are heavier than the third one

(this configuration is studied in detail in Chapter 4).
The symmetries in Eq. (3.2), which clearly appear in Fig. 3.1, can not

be seen in Fig. 3.2, but this does not mean that symmetry was broken.
This apparent contradiction comes from the way that the mass-diagram
is built. In sector 1 the light particle is m,, i.e., m. < m, and m. < my,
so that E, = 0 means that the two heaviest particles are not interacting.
Starting in sector 1 of Fig. 3.2 and moving towards sector 2, after crossing
the horizontal dashed line E, = 0 does not mean that the two heaviest
particles are not interacting any more, since in this region the particles b and
¢ are the heaviest, i.e., m, < my and m, < m, and the effective interaction
between the heavy particles is mediated by light one, namely particle a.
The same happens in region 3, where particles a and ¢ are the heaviest. In
fact, a mass-diagram for imbalanced two-body energies shows information
for three different systems. Therefore, each sector in Fig. 3.2 obey the
symmetries in Eq. (3.2) itself. For instance, the configuration showed in
Fig. 3.2 is also described for Ej. = 0 with m, < m; and m, < m, or E,. =0
with m; < m, and my < m,.. These choices lead to two other plots, where
the boundary lines in Fig. 3.2 rotates to sector 2 and 3, respectively. Notice
that the symmetries in Eq. (3.2) are not well defined for a non-interacting

two-body subsystem, however, it is not hard to extend them for this case.

What about a system where all two-body energies are different from each
other? This scenario is shown in Fig. 3.3. In sector 1, where the energy
between the two heaviest particles is greater than the other ones, the three
distinct systems which are shown in Figs. 3.1 and 3.2 have only one bound
state each. In this energy-configuration, region 2 should be the most similar
to the previous case, where the heavy-heavy system is not as bound as the
other ones. However, sectors 2 and 3 seems to be almost symmetric in
Fig. 3.3, showing that both 6Li-133Cs-133Cs and 5Li-*"Rb-8"Rb systems have

two bound states each. A small difference is seem for SLi-4°K-8"Rb, which
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mb/ma

Figure 3.3: Mass diagram of the number of three-body bound states as
functions of two mass ratios, ;. and 7'<. The two-body energies are Eq; =
10E,. and Ep. = 0.1F,.. The Roman numerals indicate the number of

bound states in each region. The systems investigated are represented by
square (SLi-*K-8"Rb), circular (SLi-'33Cs-133Cs) and diamond (6Li-8"Rb-
87Rb) points. The numbers 1,2, 3 label three different sectors.

has two bound states in sector 2, but only one in sector 3. The similarity
between sector 1 in Fig. 3.2 and sector 2 in Fig. 3.3 is not clear enough
because the strongly bound heavy-light system changes the threshold of
binding the three-body system, cutting-out the most weakly three-body
bound states. More details about these mass-diagrams and discussion about
bound states are found in [Bellotti 2011, Bellotti 2012, Bellotti 2013b].

3.3 Three-body energies for given masses

Realistic scenarios correspond to given particles (atoms or molecules) with
known masses where in contrast, the interactions are variable through Fes-

hbach resonances [Chin 2010]. Once the constituents are chosen, the di-
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agrams from the last section can be powerful guides in the experimental
search for 2D three-body bound states, as they indicate how many bound
states are expected to exist. However, this number vary for different two-
body energies. The dependence in the number of bound states with the

two-body energies for a specific system is discussed in this section.

Assuming masses corresponding to the alkali atoms 87Rb, 4°K and SLi,
the two ratios of two-body energies are left as variables where each set
uniquely specifies the three-body energies of ground and possibly excited
states. A contour diagram of the scaled three-body energies for the two
lowest stable bound states of the chosen system is shown in Fig. 3.4. The
log-log plot can be deceiving and on a linear scale the curves of equal scaled
three-body energy would be concave for the ground state and almost linear
or slightly convex for the first excited state in contrast to the convex con-
tours in Fig. 3.4. The chosen set of masses only allow one, two, or three
stable bound states, depending on the two-body energies. The correspond-
ing regions are shown by dotted curves in Fig. 3.4. The true extent of the
regions cannot be seen. Both region II and IIT are closed, namely, region 11
continues along region IIT up to energy ratios of about 10*®, and the narrow
region III is entirely embedded in region II. Other sets of mass ratios, as
6Li-133Cs-133Cs or SLi-*"Rb-87Rb, for instance, could open region III and

allow regions inside with more than three stable bound states.

In the log-log plot of Fig. 3.4 the two-body energies vary by five orders
of magnitude, whereas the scaled three-body energies for a stable system
must be larger than all two-body energies. The three-body energy contours
connect minimum and maximum two-body energies, that is zero and max-
imum two-body energies for the ground state and thresholds boundaries
for existence of the excited states [Bellotti 2011]. The contours appear in
regular intervals with larger values for increasing two-body energies. Large
three-body energies reflect small spatial extension and therefore are less
interesting as it presumably is unreachable in the universal limit. The con-
tours pass continuously through the boundaries of the different regions since

the ground state exists without knowledge of the excited states. The con-
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Figure 3.4: Contour diagrams with lines of fixed €3 values as function of the
two-body energies €,. and €,.. The solid and dashed curves are for ground
and excited states, respectively. Here a is 8"Rb, b is 49K, and c is 6Li. The
dotted curves show where the number of stable bound states change from
one (regions most asymmetric for small energies), to two (comparable size
of the two-body energies), and to three (equal and large energies). The
roman labels I, II, and IIT are as in Fig. 3.1.

tours in Fig. 3.4 for the excited state can only appear in the regions with two
or more stable bound states. These contours therefore must connect points
of the boundaries between regions I and II. They may cross continuously
through region III precisely as the ground state would cross through bound-
aries between regions I and II. Similar contours exist within region IIT but
are not exhibited in this narrow strip where they are allowed. The scaled
three-body energies are often substantially larger than the initial two-body

energies, although both arise from the same two-body interactions.
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3.4 Parametrization of three-body energies

The universal functions F,, defined in Eq. (3.1) are not easily found. Their
dependence on masses and two-body energies are highly non-trivial, even in
a simpler scenario of two identical particles and a distinct one [Bellotti 2011].
However, the contour diagrams in Fig. 3.4 suggest a simple implicit depen-
dence in terms of an extended Lamé curves or super ellipses [Lamé 1818].
Note that, despite of the log-log scale in Fig. 3.4, the parametrization in
terms of Lamé curves is done with the energies on a linear scale. The

three-body energies can be written indirectly by super circles, i.e.,
v ep =Rl 33

where the radius, R,, and the power, t,, are functions of e3 and both de-
pend on the two mass ratios. The term super circle has been adopted
since Eq. (3.3) only differs from a circumference of radii R,, and coordinates
(€ac, €pe) in the power ¢, which is not equal two in general. The smallest
value of €3 is unity corresponding to the two-body threshold of the ab system
used as the energy unit.

Two sets of alkali atoms (6Li-*0K-87Rb and 4°K-8"Rb-133Cs) and a system
of three identical particles are used to validate the parameterization. The
fitted radius and exponent functions are respectively shown in Figs. 3.5 and
3.6 for both ground and first excited states.

The radius functions turn out to be surprisingly simple, that is linear
functions of €3, which are essentially independent of the masses. For the
ground state a slight increase of slope with increasing three-body energy is

found. Average estimates are
Ro(e3) »0.74e3-2.5 | Ri(e3) ~e3. (3.4)

The increasing functions reflect how the contours in Fig. 3.4 are moving
to larger two-body energies with increasing e3. This simple linear depen-

dence implies that the three-body energy increases linearly with a kind of
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average of the two two-body energy ratios. Notice that the symmetric sys-
tem, where all particles are identical, has this property where two- and
three-body energies are proportional in the universal limit. To approach
this limit it is assumed firstly that a = b, and Eqgs. (3.3) and (3.4) imply for
the ground states that 0.74e5 ~ 2.5 + €,.2'/%. When a = b = ¢, the known ra-
tios €3 =~ (2.5 + 21/%)/0.74 = 16.52 for the ground state and e3 ~ 21/t = 1.267
for the excited state are recovered. This is achieved with ¢y » 0.30 and
t1 ~2.93 and both t, and t; agree with the ones calculated in Fig. (3.6).
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Figure 3.5: The functions, Ry and R;, of the three-body energy e3 in the
super-ellipse fit for three sets of mass ratios, which are (m,,mg) = (1,1),
(40/87,6/87), (87/133,40/133) corresponding to three identical molecules,
6Li-90K-8"Rb, and “°K-8"Rb-133Cs, respectively. Both axis are scaled up by
a factor of 10 for the excited state, where the maximum energy of e3 = 10
corresponds to Ry ~ 10.

The exponents t,, are crucial to obtain the correct curvature of the energy
contours in Fig. 3.4. In Fig. 3.6 are shown the functions obtained by fitting
results for the same sets of masses as in Fig. 3.5. These exponents increase

monotonously with ez from small values and the curves bend over at some



38 3.4. PARAMETRIZATION OF THREE-BODY ENERGIES

point and continue to increase linearly with a smaller slope. Eventually the
curves would stop when the states reach a two-body threshold and become
unstable. In most cases this only happens for excited states at large energies

where the universal properties are, in practice, probably much more unlikely

to realize.
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Figure 3.6: The exponents, t, and t;, in the super-ellipse fit as func-
tions of the three-body energy e3 for three sets of mass ratios, which are
(Mo, mg) = (1,1), (40/87,6/87) and (87/133,40/133) corresponding to iden-
tical molecules, Li-*0K-8"Rb, and 4°K-8"Rb-133(Cs, respectively.

The absolute sizes increase by about an order of magnitude from ground
to first excited state. As said before, the role of the exponents in Eq. (3.3)
is to adjust to the curvature of the contours in Fig. 3.4. Thus, large ¢ is nec-
essary for strongly bending curves. This immediately explain the difference
between ground and first excited state, but also the overall increase with e.
This is especially pronounced for the excited states which are squeezed in

between boundaries defined by stability towards decay to bound two-body
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subsystems.
The behavior of the exponents is also surprisingly simple for each set

of masses. The relatively fast increase at small energies in Fig. 3.6 slows

down and both ty and t; approach constants at large energy. For the ground

state, this can be accurately captured by

et + By

)
EPO

- (3.5)
3

to(es) ~ ayp
where g is the mass dependent constant approached at large energy (see
Fig. 3.6). The parameters, (pg, ag) ~ (0.04-0.06,0.3—-0.5), exhibits a small
mass dependence, whereas (5o, 7) ~ —(0.93-0.95),-(0.82-0.87) are slightly
negative but almost mass independent. Remember that stability requires
€3 > 1. The value of tg for small €3 ~ 1 is then in the range of {5 ~ 0.2-0.5 as
required to give the limiting value of e3 = 16.52. A similar parametrization
for the exponent corresponding to the excited state can be found.
Combining Egs. (3.3), (3.4) and (3.5), the parameterized results cannot

be distinguished from the computed curves in Fig. 3.4.






CHAPTER 4

Adiabatic approximation

Why does the number of bound states increase as one particle becomes
lighter than the other two? This question arises after looking the mass-
diagrams in Chapter 3, where an increasing number of bound states was
found for decreasing the mass of one of the particles. The situation where
one particle is much lighter than the other two is suitably handled in the
adiabatic approximation, namely the Born-Oppenheimer (BO) approxima-
tion.

The BO approximation considers a system composed of two heavy parti-
cles and a light one, where the terms heavy and light have relative meaning;:
two particles are heavier than the third one. In this approximation the heavy
particles move very slowly while the light particle orbits around them. In
fact, for the BO approximation be valid it is enough to consider the kinetic
energy of the heavy particles is much smaller than the light particle one.

A successful implementation of the BO approximation is presented in
Ref. [Fonseca 1979], where the Efimov problem is solved in an analytic
model. It is shown that the Efimov effect is related to a long-range effective
force and it can occur even when the individual pair forces have zero range.
This is an example of how long-range forces can arise in the three-body prob-
lem in a way unpredictable by two-body intuition. The BO approximation
was also implemented in Ref. [Lim 1980], looking for the Efimov effect in
2D mass-imbalanced three-body systems, however the mass-dependence of
such systems was not addressed.

The BO approximation of 2D three-body systems is re-visited under the
mass-dependence perspective [Bellotti 2013b]. As in the previous Chapter,

a 2D three-body system with short-range interactions for general masses

41
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and interaction strengths is considered. The expressions for the adiabatic
approximation are derived using separable zero-range potentials and yield
a concise adiabatic potential between the two heavy particles in the heavy-
heavy-light system when the light particle coordinate is integrated out.
The adiabatic potential, which is found as the solution of a transcenden-
tal equation, is mass-dependent and reveals an increasing number of bound
states by decreasing the mass of the light. An asymptotic expression for
the adiabatic potential is derived and it is shown that this analytic expres-
sion faithfully corresponds to the numerically calculated adiabatic poten-
tial, even in the non-asymptotic region. The number of bound states for a
heavy-heavy-light system is estimated as a function of the light-heavy mass
ratio. Infinitely many bound states are expected as this ratio approaches
zero. However, for finite masses a finite number of bound states is always

expected.

4.1 Adiabatic potential

An abc system where the two heavy particles have masses m, and m, is
considered. These particles are fixed and their centers are separated out by
a distance R. The light particle has mass m. and coordinate r relative to
the CM of the heavy-heavy subsystem. The interaction between particles
is described by zero-range pairwise potentials. The notation for the poten-
tial is that v. means the interaction between particles a and b, with v,, vy
analogously defined. The configuration of the three-body system is shown
in Fig. 4.1.

The Schrodinger eigenvalue equation of the abe system is HV(r,R) =
EVY(r,R). The Hamiltonian H is written in the relative coordinates R,r
in the three-body CM frame as

he o, h?

V2 + v, (r - %R) + (r + mabR) +v.(R),
m

27nab 27nab,c my a

(4.1)
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Figure 4.1: Three-body relative coordinates used in the adiabatic approxi-
mation.

where the reduced masses are mgy, = memy/(mg +mp) and mep . = me(mg +
my) /(Mg +mp +m.).

The adiabatic approximation says that it is possible to split the three-
body eigenvalue equation into the solution of two two-body problems: the
light particle motion is considered with respect to the heavy-heavy system
and the heavy-heavy system motion is separated out. These eigenvalue
equations are valid whenever the motion of the light particle is rapid com-
pared to the motion of the heavy ones, so that the light particle dynamics
can be solved while the heavy particles are instantaneously at rest. The

wave function is decomposed as
¥(r,R)=9¢(r,R)o(R) , (4.2)

where 1(r, R) is the wave function describing the state of the light particle
for fixed R and ¢(R) is the heavy subsystem wave function. The approx-
imation is valid when the kinetic energy term, —%V%w(r,R), is small

compared to the other terms in Eq.(4.1). Using the wave function from
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Eq. (4.2), the eigenvalue equation becomes

HU R)O(R) = Eé(r R)o(R).
o) (5

Mab Mab
Vf+va(r——aR)+vb(r+ a4
m

my a

R))w(r,R)

U R) (g T+ 0 (R) ) S(R) = U RYO(R).
(-5 V2 + va (r = ZR) 4y (v + Z2R) ) (1, R)
0(e.R)
(-39 + 0 (R) ) 6(R)

+ ) -F . (4.3)

ab,c

The first term on the left-hand-side of Eq. (4.3) is a separation constant,
¢(R), which does not depend on r. Therefore, light particle equation is

A2
e (e 22R) (e + 22R) | R) = (R
2mab,c mp Mg
(4.4)
and the eigenvalue, ¢(R), plays the role of an effective potential in the

equation for the heavy-heavy system. From Eq. (4.3), this equation is

h2
(_ 2mab

2+ 0e(R) + () ) 9(R) = E6(R) (4.5)

Assuming that the potentials in Eq.(4.4) are separable and have the
same strength, i.e., v, = A|xa) (Xa|, the wave function of the light particle

in momentum space reads

ab P

pR _,™ab PR
aTA +e ™ R A_] , (46)

7;(p) =\ g(p) I:ez

«(R) = 5

ab P’R

A= [t (v a2 ) )= [ A ) @)
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and g(p) is the form factor of the potential.

The formulation of Eq. (4.6) in terms of A, leads to the system of equa-

tions

2
A:{: :)\[d2p (R|g(p)| (eﬁ%A;_i_Ai) . (48)
€

2
) h 27’:;Lab,c]r)2

The non-trivial solution of Eq.(4.8), i.e., A, # 0, gives a transcendental

equation for the effective potential, which reads

e (e ) RS

2'rnab,c

Using the binding energy of the heavy-light subsystem, E5, to parameterize
A [Adhikari 1995a], Eq. (4.9) is rewritten as

1+ cos(BR) 1
[ plg)F At |0 (4.10)
E(R) - 2"nab,CZ?2 |E2| + 27nab,0192

Model-independent results are naturally obtained with the use of zero-
range potentials and the form factor of such potential in momentum space is
a constant, i.e., g(p) = 1. In this case, Eq. (4.10) is finite and the integration

of the two terms leads to the transcendental equation for the adiabatic

e(R)] [ 2mapc|e(R))|
1nW _2KO( TR) : (4.11)

where K is the modified Bessel function of second kind of order zero.

potential

The effective potential e( R) is exactly defined as the solution of Eq. (4.11)
and is a powerful tool in understanding mass-imbalanced three-body sys-
tems in two dimensions. However, a transcendental equation involving a
logarithm and a modified Bessel function of second kind is not intuitive at
all. In the next section, two limiting expressions are found by expanding
both sides of Eq. (4.11) for small and large R.
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4.2 Asymptotic expressions

The asymptotic form for [R| - 0 is found inserting the asymptotic form of
K for small arguments [Abramowitz 1965] into Eq. (4.11). The result is a

Coulomb-like potential, which up to 2" order reads

|€asym|%02tic(R)| - (1- S -gm (62—%(}%))])_1 ,
(4.12)

where v is the constant of Euler and s(R) =/ M%QC'M R.

When the distance R between the two heavy particles is large, i.e.,
|R| = o0, the light particle feels only the interaction from one of the heavy
particles. In this limit the three-body problem becomes a two-body problem
and is expected that |E| = |Ey|. Therefore, defining % =1+ V(R), this
condition is fulfilled when V' — 0 for |[R| - oo. Replacing |E|/|Es| by
1+ V(R) in Eq. (4.11) and expanding both sides up to first order in R

results in

2K (s(R))
1+s(R) Ky (s(R))’

The asymptotic expression of the adiabatic potential for large R is then

V(R) = (4.13)

leasymptoric(R) | 2Ko(s(R)) o e
|| TSR K GR) ﬁm-

(4.14)

Notice that the approximation accuracy increases when higher order
terms are included in the expansions. It is possible to go to more pre-
cise adiabatic potential representations taken higher order expansions of
Eq. (4.11). However, the results of the approximations (4.12) and (4.14)
and the adiabatic potential (4.11) are almost indistinguishable in practice.
The largest deviations, shown in Fig. 4.2, are found in the region 0.3 < s < 3,

where the difference between €,symptotic($) and €czqc(s) never exceeds 9%.

In spite of the fact that the asymptotic potential in Eqgs. (4.12) and
(4.14) is valid respectively in the extreme limits R - 0 and R — oo, it

perfectly reproduces the effective potential in almost all the range of the
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Figure 4.2: Ratio €usymptotic(S)/€cxact($) as function of the dimensionless co-
ordinate s, showing the validity of asymptotic expressions in Eqgs. (4.12) and
(4.14). The black-solid and red-dashed curves are the first order expansion
of the adiabatic potential at small and large distances, respectively. The
green-dotted curve is the second order expansion of the adiabatic potential
at small distances.

scaled coordinate s(R), since its difference to the potential numerically
calculated from Eq. (4.11) is almost imperceptible. These features are shown
in Fig.4.3.

For R — 0 the first order expansion of the effective potential in Eq. (4.12)
resembles a hydrogen atom in 2D, where the pre-factor 1/,/m. makes the
energy of the deepest states grow without boundaries when m, - 0. Fur-
thermore, for R — oo, the potential in Eq. (4.14) is long-ranged and screened
by a factor \/m., which becomes less important for m. — 0. Therefore, an
increasing number of bound states is expected when particle ¢ is much lighter
than the other ones, i.e., m. — 0, since the adiabatic potential becomes more

attractive and less screened in this limit. Still, these states will accumulate
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Figure 4.3: Adiabatic potential |€qsymptotic(R)/Es| as function of the dimen-
sionless coordinate s(R). The solid-black line is the numerical solution of
Eq. (4.11) and the dashed-red line is the asymptotic expression in Eqgs. (4.12)
and (4.14). The limiting expression for R - 0 in Eq. (4.12) is plotted in
the interval 0 < s(R) < 0.3 and the expression for R - oo in Eq. (4.14) is
plotted for s(R) > 0.3.

both at R — 0, as the strength of the Coulomb-like potential increases, and
at R — oo, where more states are allowed because the exponential moves to

larger distances. However, for finite m,, still the number of bound states is
finite.

One might argue that the limit |Ey| - 0 must produce the same effect as
m. — 0 in the asymptotic form of the adiabatic potential in Egs. (4.12) and
(4.14). However, the limit where all subsystems interacting through zero-
range interactions are unbound does not support three-body bound states
in 2D [Bruch 1979, Lim 1980, Bellotti 2012].
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4.3 Numerical results

The increasing number of three-body bound states as function of the mass of
the particles, presented in Chapter 3, was qualitatively explained in the last
section with the asymptotic expressions of the adiabatic potential. In this
section, the analytic properties of the asymptotic expressions in Eqs. (4.12)
and (4.14) are used in the numerical survey of bound states in the adiabatic
limit.

In the following, the analysis is done for a system of two identical heavy
particles of masses m, = my = M in units that A2 =M = E,. = Ey. = Ey = 1.
The mass ratio between light and heavy particles is defined m = 7. In this

case, the reduced mass mg; . is written as

2m
m+ 2

Mab.c = and Mg, — m for m -0 . (4.15)

With these units, the asymptotic expression for the effective potential be-

comes
7 -1
e~ -y -y 4
6(R)—>—e— 1-< TR (1-9)-=1In c TR ,
/4_mR 2 m+ 2 2 m+ 2
m+2
(4.16)
for %RS 1.15 and
4mR

e(R) > -1-2r — (4.17)

for %R > 1.15. Notice that this approximation is very accurate even

when 2R ~ 1.151/(1 + 2/m) where the largest deviation of 9% is reached.

The Schrodinger equation for the heavy-heavy system in Eq. (4.5) is

transformed in a Sturm-Liouville eigenvalue equation in a L, = 0 state. The
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wave function ¢(R) is replaced by L\/%) giving

[_(dd_};JF%RQ) +vC(R)+e(R)] X(R) = B3 x(R), (4.18)

where FEj is the three-body energy and e (R) is given in Eqs. (4.16) and
(4.17). Genuinely bound states are present when E3—Es < 0, or equivalently
|E3| > | Es|, since bound states have negative energies.

The differential equation (4.18) is numerically solved to estimate the
number of bound states (Np) for a system with mass ratio m when the heavy
particles do not interact with each other. Due to the attractive centrifugal
barrier in 2D, all the two-body subsystems interact with finite energy. This
means that E,, = 0 implies in a non-interacting ab subsystem. Once the
heavy-heavy is not interacting, E,;, =0 is translated to v, = 0 in Eq. (4.18).
If v, is attractive and able to support bound states, the three-body system
would effectively be reduced to the lightest particle moving around a heavy-
heavy dimer. The corresponding additional much deeper-lying bound states
are, however, not interesting in the present context.

The method to solve Eq. (4.18) numerically consists in writing this eigen-
value equation in matrix form. The operators, potential, wave function and
the radial coordinate in this equation are discretized, which leads to a tridi-
agonal matrix form. This tridiagonal matrix is then diagonalized to give
the eigenvalues of the problem. It is also possible to calculate the number
of bound states (Npg) by solving the set of homogeneous integral equations
(2.68).

Counting the number of bound states, a critical mass ratio (m;) is intro-
duced, above which N bound states are available. These critical values are
shown in Fig. 4.4, where a comparison between the solutions of the differ-
ential equation (4.18) and homogeneous coupled integral equations (2.68) is
made.

The results in Fig. 4.4 show that the adiabatic approximation picks up
the small mass behavior very well, even for mass ratios up towards 1. There

is a small error in the threshold for the number of available bound states
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Figure 4.4: Number of possible bound states (Np) for a system with masses
(1,1,m) and E,, =0. The (black) squares represent the mass ratio m from
where Np states are bound, calculated through the adiabatic approxima-
tion (4.18). The (red) circles represent the solutions of the set of coupled
homogeneous integral equations (2.68).

for 0 < N < 14, but it decreases as m — 0. The adiabatic approximation
has an accuracy better than 10% for m = 0.01, as it can be seen in the
inset of Fig. 4.4. Due to the numerical difficulties, it is very hard to count
the number of bound states for Ng > 14 by solving the set of coupled
homogeneous integral equation (2.68). Fortunately, it is very easy to do it
with the differential equation (4.18). It is clearly possible to see in Fig. 4.4,

that Ng — oo for m — 0 as it was pointed out in the last section.

4.4 Estimate of the number of bound states

A fit to the results presented in Fig. 4.4 shows that the dependence of the

number of bound states, Ng, with the mass ratio, m, is rather well described
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by
0.731

Np ~ .
B \/m

This behavior can be explained by the old quantum mechanics. An usual

(4.19)

way to estimate the number of bound states in a semi-classical approxima-

tion of the one-dimensional quantum problem is

fp dq=N7h . (4.20)

Taking into account the effective potential in Eq.(4.18) and proper units,

the number of bound states with energy up to F5 =0 is estimated as

1 e .
N = f do [ vy = 2T (4.21)
m2m Jo 222 vm

where V() is the adiabatic potential (4.16) and (4.17) with x = \/ 2% R.

m+2

One could argue that the integral in Eq.(4.21) diverges in both limits and
can not be performed. Introducing a lower and an upper cut-off in the
integral, which are the same used in the numerical calculation (1072 and
105 respectively), the result is N = %%6. This result approaches the esti-
mative given in Eq. (4.19) as the diverging term on Eq.(4.21) becomes less
important when m becomes smaller. The integral in Eq.(4.21) is practically
m~—independent for m < 0.001 with the 102 cut-off, implying that the term
m/x? is negligibly small by itself. The apparent divergences are due to the
semi-classical estimate, and accurately removed by cut-off at both small and

large . The true quantum mechanical number of states are then recovered.

The estimate of the number of bound states in (4.19) and (4.21) nicely
agree. Besides that, this estimative is less than the upper limit for a two-
dimensional system with total angular momentum equal to zero, which is
given in [Khuri 2002]. For the adiabatic potential (4.16) and (4.17), this

%. The difference between both estimates is

upper limit is given by N =
shown in Fig. 4.5. It was shown in Chapter 3 that any three-body system in

two dimensions will achieve its maximum number of bound states when all
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Figure 4.5: Number of possible bound states (Np) for a system with masses
(1,1,m) for E,, =0 (red-dashed line) given in Eq. (4.21) and E,, = 1 given
in Ref. [Khuri 2002] (black-full line). The black squares represent some of
the points from Fig. 4.4.

subsystem are bound with the same energy [Bellotti 2012] (notice that the
richest energy spectrum in 2D requires a large mass asymmetry, but on the
other hand the energies have to be symmetric). So, it is expected that the
estimate given by the solid-black curve in Fig. 4.5 will hold for the adiabatic
potential (4.16) and (4.17) when E,, = Es, since this situation gives the
upper limit in the number of bound states of 2D three-body systems. Also,
the number of bound states for a system with 0 < |Ey| < Es is in the window
between the black-solid curve and the red-dashed curve shown in Fig. 4.5.

As expected, the results confirm that the bound states accumulate in
both R - 0 and R - o0 as m — 0. The energy of the lowest states seems
to increase without boundaries in this limit and the wave function vanishes
slower at large distances, allowing more bound states. This can be inter-

preted as an Efimov-like effect for the two dimensional case, however, an
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important distinction between the 2D and 3D case must be done. While
the Efimov effect says that three identical particles can have infinitely many
bound states when Ey — 0, in 2D this limit leads to an unbound three-body
system. Infinitely many bound states are only expected in 2D when m = 0.

Therefore, finite m,. leads to a finite number of bound states.
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Momentum distribution in 2D

Another important theoretical prediction for cold atomic systems, which
was reported in Ref. [Tan 2008, is a parameter that emerges in the study
of two-component Fermi gases. This parameter, which is often called Tan’s
contact or two-body contact parameter and represented by C, connects
universal two-body correlations and many-body properties. For instance,
the variation in the energy of a two-component Fermi gas of momentum kg
with the interaction strength (scattering length a) is directly proportional

to this parameter [Tan 2008], as it can be seen in

dE
2WEFZREEﬁ:CE' (5.1)

Furthermore, the virial theorem for this atomic gas also relates with C5

through
&

E-2V=- .
471']{?}7'@

(5.2)

These relations were confirmed in experiments with two-component Fermi
gases [Kuhnle 2010], where each side of Egs. (5.1) and (5.2) were measured
independently and after compared to each other. A later experiment showed
that these relations also hold for bosons [Wild 2012].

The quantities in the left-hand-side of Eqgs. (5.1) and (5.2) are defined
through the many-body properties of the gas, while the contact parameter
is defined in the few-body sector. A way to determine this parameter is to
find the coefficient in the leading order of the asymptotic one-body large

momentum density (n(q)) of few-body systems, namely
: Cy
ggnW)ﬁgz+CﬂN®- (5.3)

%)
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The next order in this expansion defines the three-body contact parame-
ter, C3, which may be important only for bosonic systems, since the Pauli
principle suppresses the short-range correlations for two-component Fermi
gases. Notice that the momentum dependence of the leading order term
in this expansion is the same for 1D, 2D and 3D systems [Valiente 2012],
but the function F'(q), which is strongly related to the spectator functions,
depends on the the dimensionality of the system [Bellotti 2013a].

The spectator functions are the key ingredients for understanding the
asymptotic one-body momentum densities of few-body systems. While the
large momentum asymptotic behavior of such functions is well-known for
3D systems [Danilov 1961], a striking result presented in this Chapter is the
derivation of asymptotic expressions for the spectator functions of three-
distinguishable bosons in 2D [Bellotti 2013a, Bellotti 2014]. Using the ex-
pression for the large momentum behavior, this asymptotic equation is ex-
tended to the full range of the momentum and used to calculate an analytic

expression for (5 in the ground state.

For three identical bosons, the two-body contact parameter is found to
be a universal constant, in the sense that g—z is the same for both states, each
one described for a three-body energy FEjs [Bellotti 2013a]. Furthermore,
the three-body contact parameter has a very different behavior in 2D, when

compared to 3D systems (the 3D system is discussed in Chapter 6).

It was showed in Chapters 3 and 4 that, in 2D, mixed-species systems
have a richer energy spectrum than symmetric mass systems. So, it is
important to understand how the asymptotic one-body momentum density
changes when dealing with mixed-species systems in 2D. In this case, C5 is
not a universal constant anymore, however the universality is recovered in at
least one special case of a three-body system composed for two identical non-
interacting particles. The sub-leading order in the asymptotic momentum
density presents the same functional form for both equal masses and mixed-

species systems [Bellotti 2014].
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5.1 Asymptotic spectator function

Exhaustive numerical analysis of the spectator function in Eq. (2.70) for
three-identical bosons strongly suggests that the large momentum asymp-

totic behavior of such functions is given by

1
lim f(q) > T —, (5.4)
gq—>0o0 q

where I' is a constant of normalization, as it can be seen in Fig. 5.1.

10 T T oo UL R R | LA R R R | T T ooy LI B B )

f(q)

Figure 5.1: Spectator function, f(q), for the ground state calculated nu-

Ing

merically (black solid line) and using the ansatz f(q) = Ao (red dashed
line). The solid (black) line tends to oscillates around the dashed (red) one
as ¢ — oo due to finite numerical precision.

The ansatz in Eq. (5.4) are, in fact, the exact large momentum asymp-
totic expression of the spectator function, even for mass-imbalanced systems

(within a constant). A system composed of three-distinguishable particles,
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when all pairs are bound, have three distinct spectator functions in the
wave function expressed by Eq. (2.67) . However, their large-momentum
asymptotic behavior all remain identical, except for individual proportion-

ality factors. To prove that, Eq.(2.70) is rewritten as

kfs (k)

(—E3+ @,k ) |- Mamy
2Ma~ 2m5,Y (—E3+ g2 N k2 )

fa () = 2770 (g, E) [0 " dk

2mary QmB’Y

+f0°°dk b, (F) . (5.5)

with
-1

, (5.6)

where mg, o = ma(mg +my)/(Mmy +mg +m,) and mg, = (mg +m,)/(ms +
m.) are reduced masses, Eg, the two-body energy and (a, 3,7) are cyclic
permutations of the particle labels (a,b,c). The two terms on the right-
hand-side of Eq.(5.5) have the same form, and one can be obtained from
the other by interchanging labels g and ~. Therefore it suffices to calculate
the first integral in Eq.(5.5).

The contribution for large ¢ can, in principle, be collected from k-values
ranging from zero to infinity. Separating small and large k-contributions,
the integration is divided into two intervals, that is from zero to a large (g-

independent) momentum A > \/Ej3, and from A to infinity. Thus, Eq. (5.5)
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reads

fo (@) = 7a(g, E3) fo " an ks (k) N

2 2 kQ 2 mQ
(E3 + gl 4k ) 1- / .
Maxy MBy (E3 q?2 k2 )

2many 2mB’Y

+fA°°dk kfa (k) +.. |, (5.7

¢, R 1- k2q2 /m?2
2Man 2mg., (E3+ 72 ) )2

2mary 2771,3,Y

where the dots indicate that the second term in Eq.(5.5) should be added.

For ¢ - oo the first term, f, 1, on the right-hand-side of Eq.(5.7) goes

to zero as
- May[May f kfs (k)
(}Lrglo fa,l (q) 2 ln(q) dk— 2 2/m% ) (58>
(E3+2T22av +2’f‘; )2

where lim, o 74(q, E3) = [2mg,In q]_l, and both F3 and % are much

smaller than 27‘;;. The integral in Eq. (5.8) is finite and only weakly

g—dependent for large ¢ > A.

The asymptotic spectator function in Eq.(5.4) can be inserted in the sec-
ond term on the right-hand-side of Eq.(5.7), fa2, because in the asymptotic

limit £ > A. In the limit of large momentum, i.e., ¢ - oo, f, 2 is

Fﬁ o0 Ink
i - — dk
(}Hglo fo2 (0) 2mgyIng ./A

)
9 9 k2q2/m?2
k(Qq + i ) 1- .
Mary Mgy (E3 a? k2 )

2many 2m3"/

r o0 1 1
21B / d?/—ny+ ~ ’ (5.9)
q*Ing Jasq y(mZ:er)

with & = gy in the last expression. Carrying out the two integrals in Eq. (5.9)
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results in
00 1 1 In? . 1
fdy ny LWy ey, vy
Alq y(Z—Bz+y2) 2(mo¢'y +y ) Ag Alq (mﬁv +y2)
a Moy
N A In?
- g (2) > -l (5.10)
2mg,, q 2m—(’i1
f°° y 1 Iny = L9 °°d ylny
mpa /B’Y m 2
Alq y(mav +y ) ) Alq (mil +y2)
o A |
_>_m Vln(—)emn—;’], (5.11)
My q Moy

where it is assumed that the integrals in the right-hand-side of Egs. (5.10)
and (5.11) are finite and their contributions can be neglected when ¢ - oo

in comparison with the terms carrying the log’s.

Inserting Egs. (5.10) and (5.11) in Eq.(5.9), the asymptotic expression

of fao reads

I's Iny+1Ingq
hm faz2 (q) = TIIQ[A/(] yﬁ7
(] maj+y

I a
21’8 ( Moy In? q+lnq—lnq)
¢*Ing \ 2mg, mgy

> Moy Fﬁln—;’
Mpy 4

(5.12)

The missing term from Eq. (5.5) is recovered by interchanging the labels
~ by in Eq.(5.12). The large-momentum behavior of the spectator function

is therefore

m m Inq
lim f, Sl P 5.13
qg?of (2) ~ (me A meg7 ) ¢ ( )
Replacing f,(q.) in Eq. (5.13) by its conjectured asymptotic form, Eq. (5.4),
results in a system of three linear equations for the three unknown, I', =
Mo~y Mag

ma L8t 3 BwF“” which can be rewritten as mg,['y = maI'g = mapl,.

The large-momentum asymptotic behavior for the three distinct spectator
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functions are then
I' Ing

lim fo(q) > —— . (5.14)
This result relates the asymptotic behavior of the three spectator functions
for any state. The remaining constant I" still depends on which excited state

is considered, and also on two-body masses, energies and normalization.
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Figure 5.2: The difference f, (q) - mLmh;—Qq as a function of the momentum
g. The solid (black) and dash (red) lines are respectively the spectator
function of °Li and '33Cs in a '33Cs-133Cs-SLi system. The dot (green) line
is the spectator function of a system composed for three identical bosons.
Notice that Eq. (5.14) exactly describes the asymptotic spectator function,

up to the numerical accuracy.

The derived large momentum asymptotic expression and the coefficients
in Eq.(5.14) beautifully agree with the numerical calculation. In Fig. 5.2
the difference f, (q) - mLMI;I—Qq is plotted as function of the momentum ¢

for the two different spectator functions in the 133Cs!33CsbLi system. The

same difference for a three-body system composed of identical bosons is also
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shown. The nice agreement between the analytic derivation and the numer-
ical calculation demonstrate that the large momentum asymptotic behavior

is always In¢/q? for any spectator function in 2D three-body systems.
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Figure 5.3: Ratios between the three distinct spectator function for a generic
case of three distinct particles. Discrete points are the ratios between spec-
tator functions numerically calculated from Eq. (2.70) and full lines are
ratios between coefficients in Eq.(5.14).

The general behavior of the large-momentum asymptotic form of the
spectator function is further demonstrated in Fig. 5.3 for a system of three
distinct particles. The numerically calculated points are compared to the
full lines obtained from Eq. (5.14). This comparison is again consistent
with the derived asymptotic behavior, and furthermore exhibit the rate
and accuracy of the convergence. The limit is reached within 10% and 1%

already for ¢ ~ 50 and ¢ ~ 104, respectively.
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5.1.1 Parameterizing from small to large momenta

The asymptotic spectator function in Eq. (5.14) seems to be a good approx-
imation even for moderate values of ¢, e.g., ¢ ~ 3v/E5. Information about
the large-distance behavior for a given binding energy is also available, that
is exp(-kp), where & is related to the binding energy and p is the hyper-
radius. Fourier transformation then relates to the small momentum limit
with an overall behavior of (D +¢?)~!, where D is a constant related to the
energy. This perfectly matches Eq. (2.67) when two Jacobi momenta are
present as in the three-body system. Therefore, a parametrization combin-
ing the expected small momenta with the known large-momentum behavior

is attempted. The result is

E3 In ( quﬁ%a + Eg)

fa(Q) :fa(o) (515)

where f,(0) is a normalization constant of the one-body momentum density,
n(¢a), which satisfies [ d?q, n(ga) = 1.

Notice that excited states with the same angular structure must have a
different number of radial nodes. Therefore the focus here is only on the
ground state. The expression in Eq.(5.15) parametrizes the small momen-
tum behavior of the ground state spectator functions in general cases. As
an example, a system composed of two-identical bosons and a distinct par-
ticle is shown in Fig. 5.4, where the numerical and parametrized solutions
are compared. However, when small momenta are reproduced the large-
momentum limit deviates in overall normalization, although with the same
g-dependence. Surprisingly, the analytic expression is most successful for
the spectator function related to the heaviest particle in the three-body sys-
tem. This large-momentum mismatch is due to the normalization choice in

Eq.(5.15), which is chosen to exactly reproduce the ¢ =0 limit.
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Figure 5.4: Comparison between the analytic spectator function estimated
for the ground state given in Eq. (5.15) and the numeric solution of
Eq. (2.70), for a 133Cs-133Cs-SLi system. The solid (black) and dot (green)
lines are the analytic estimative and the numeric result for the 133Cs spec-
tator function. The dash (red) and dash-dot (blue) lines are the analytic
estimative and the numeric result for the °Li spectator function.

5.2 Asymptotic one-body densities

The one-body density functions are observable quantities and the most di-
rectly measurable part is the limit of large momenta, which has already been
observed in experiments using time- of-flight and the mapping to momen-
tum space [Stewart 2010], Bragg spectroscopy [Kuhnle 2010] or momentum-
resolved photo-emission spectroscopy [Frohlich 2011]. The one-body mo-
mentum density of the particle « is defined as n(q,) = [ d®pal¥(da, Pa)|?,
where ¥ (qq,Pa) is given in Eq. (2.67). From now on, the normaliza-
tion is [ d?¢, n(qs) = 1. The nine terms in [ d?p,|V(qa,Pa)? are then

grouped into four components with distinctly different integrand structure.
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The one-body momentum density is expressed as a sum of four terms, i.e.,
n(qa) = Xy ni(ga) [Bellotti 2013a, Bellotti 2014].

A general system of three distinguishable particles, presents three dis-
tinct one-body momentum density distributions, each one corresponding to

a different particle. The four terms for particle @ are expressed as

2
m(a) =1 (@) [ & 1 - 2 llalao)

2
2 -FE3+
(E3+2m5 + ) 3 gmﬁ.w

(5.16)

ng(qa)=/d2k |fﬂ(k)|

2
_E + qa + k2 + k'Qa
3 oy

2m 2mpg My
G
+fd2k E %7 K kaa)? (5:17)
(_ 3% Imgs T 2ms, T g
fs(k)
na(an) =2f (00)| [ v
( E3 * Qm(zw/ 2mgy mwa)
+fd2k; S (k) . s
_ % k2 kdqa
( Es + B 2mpy mﬂ)

n4(¢a) fd2 f(k) £ ([k +qal)

D)
q2 2 .
E3+ . +k—+k&)

2ma~y 2mpgy My
k k+q.
_k? | kda
( E3+2mﬂ+2mw+ mﬁ)

where the integration variable originating from Eq. (2.67) are properly rede-
fined to simplify the arguments of the spectator functions in the integrands.
Only ny is then left with an angular dependence through the spectator
functions. The distributions for the other particles are obtained by cyclic
permutations of (a, 3,7) in these expressions.

The large-momentum limit of the four terms in Eqgs. (5.16) to (5.19)
is considered separately. In three dimensions (3D), the similar problem is

solved by inserting the correspondent asymptotic spectator function into
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each of the four terms in Egs. (5.16) to (5.19), and evaluating the corre-
sponding integrals [Castin 2011, Yamashita 2013]. This procedure is not
guaranteed to work in 2D because smaller than asymptotic momentum val-
ues may contribute in the integrands. However, for 3D it was shown that
the leading order in the integrands is sufficient to provide both leading and
next to leading order of the one-body momentum distributions. The details
of these calculation in 3D can be found in [Castin 2011] for three identi-
cal bosons and in [Yamashita 2013] for mass-imbalanced systems. The 3D
momentum distributions are discussed in Chapter 6.

The large-momentum behavior of the spectator functions changes a lot
with dimension, going from sin(In(q))/¢? in 3D to In(q)/q¢? in 2D. Naively
proceeding in 2D as successfully done in 3D, the integrals in Egs. (5.16) to
(5.19) diverge. This divergence problem is circumvented by following the
procedure used in the derivation of the asymptotic spectator functions. In
the following, each of the four momentum components defined in Egs. (5.16)
to (5.19) are worked out. In addition, the next-to-leading order term arising
from the dominant no-term must be simultaneously considered, since it has

the same order as the leading order of n3- and ny-terms.

5.2.1 Asymptotic contribution from n(q,)

This term is straightforward to calculate. The argument of the spectator
function in Eq. (5.16) does not depend on the integration variable. The
large-momentum limit is then found by replacing the spectator function by
its asymptotic form and taking the large ¢ limit after a simple integration,

resulting in

2 2
|fa (qa)| _)47Tmﬂ%ar2ln (Q(x)' (5.20)

lim n - 4mm m
om0 1(Q6¥) Bry,allbBy qg Mg, qg

5.2.2 Asymptotic contribution from ns(q,)

Integrating the two terms in Eq. (5.17) over the angle is possible, once

the integrand has a simple structure where the spectator function is angle
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independent. The result

2 2
o k|fa(R)[* (B + gk + i
ng(qa):27rf dk ( ey 2 M)
0

7z 2\ R o
(_E3 + 2Man + Qmﬁw) - m?Y

2 2
o KR (Bs + g + o
vor [ dh—— (B 55+ )
0

3/2
_F. 4 9, _k? B /
3 2mag 2mg~ m2

(5.21)

is then expanded for large ¢. Since [~ dk k|fa(k)[? is finite, the large

momentum expansion becomes

. 8m °° o0
qillnoonz(%)eq—ll(mi,y/; dk k |f5(k)|2+m§ﬂf0 dk k |f7(k)|2)+n5(qa),

C
= % +15(4a) (5.22)

[0}

where Cp, is the so-called two-body contact parameter.

As mentioned before, the second term on the right-hand-side of Eq. (5.22),
n5(qq ), which is sub-leading term in the expansion of ns(q,) has the same
asymptotic behavior as n3(q,) and n4(q,). This term is kept and derived
later.

It is important to emphasize that the one-body large-momentum leading
order term comes only from ns(q,). The spectator function can not be
replaced by its asymptotic expression, because the main contribution to
Jo"dk k| fo(k)|? arises from small k. This replacement would therefore lead
to a completely wrong result. However, this is not always the case, as later

shown for n5(qq.).

5.2.3 Asymptotic contribution from n3(q,)

The structure of n3(q,) in Eq. (5.18) is similar to ny(q,) in Eq. (5.17). The
only difference is that the spectator function under the integration sign is not

squared anymore. This functional difference leads to a completely different
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result. The angular integration, which only involves the denominator, can
still be carried out as in the previous case. Integrating Eq. (5.18) over the

angle gives

kfa(k) (-

> a2 w2 \2 K g2 3/2
<_ 3+2ma7+2m37) T Tm2

o kL) (Bt g 4 )
+f dk .
0 2

2
k2 k242
[( E3+2mﬁ+2mﬁw) m3

nS(qa) :47Tfoc(qoc) fooodk

(5.23)

Here, the difference between ns and nz becomes important. Since the
integral [;~ dk k f(k) is divergent, Eq. (5.23) can not be expanded as done
for Eq. (5.21). Instead, the trick is to proceed as done in obtaining the
asymptotic spectator function. The integration in Eq. (5.23) is separeted a
large, but finite, momentum, A > \/Es, and each term on the right-hand-
side is then split in two others. The two terms only differ by simple factors,
and therefore details are only given for the first term. Changing variables
to k = gy, Eq. (5.23) becomes

2mpg~ E: m
fa(qa) Mae | ?/fﬁ(qay)( & 3+m_z+y2)

2 2 3/2
M L By +y2) _ My 2
qa Mary ’N’L,QY

hm ng(qa) - 16mm3,

5 falqa) T /j‘\‘” d [In(qa) +ln(y)]( By +y2)

+ 16mm
By ny Moy J A qa may )2_ 4m? 5 3/2
Y{\imay 7Y mz Y

where fz(k) is replaced by its asymptotic form and Ej is neglected in the
second term on the right-hand-side, where \/F£3 << A and k > A. In the limit
Jo — o0, the integral in the first term on the right-hand-side of Eq. (5.24)

vanishes and therefore does not contribute to the large-momentum limit.
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The integrals in the second term are

h dyM = %1112(9) h(y)‘;qa —%fAZ dyIn®(y)g(y)

A qa
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9(y) = %, limIn*(y)g(y) >0, limIn*(y)g(y) > 0. (5.28)

The function g(y) and its limits ensure that the integrals on the right-
hand-side of Eqgs. (5.25) and (5.26) are finite and their contributions to the

momentum distribution can be neglected when ¢, — oo.

Finally, inserting the results given in Egs. (5.25) and (5.26) into Eq. (5.24)
and replacing the spectator function f,(q,) by its asymptotic form, the

n3(q.) leading order term is given by

, (5.29)

Mery + Mag ) 2 In*(q.)
qa

lim n3(q) - 87?(

where the second term in the right-hand-side of Eq. (5.23) is recovered and
added by the interchange of mq, - mqg in Eqgs. (5.24) to (5.26).

Although ny(g,) and n3(q, ) have rather similar form, their contributions
to the one-body large momentum density are quite different. The sub-
leading order, ns5(qy), of n2(q.) is comparable to the ns(q,) leading order,
given in Eq. (5.29).
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5.2.4 Asymptotic contribution from n4(q,)

This is the most complicated of the four additive terms in the one-body
momentum density. The angular dependence in both spectator arguments
can not be removed simultaneously by variable change. The formulation
in Eq. (5.19) has the advantage that the argument in f,(Jk+q.|) (or in
fs(Jk +qql)) is never small in the limit of large g,. This is in contrast with
the choice of variables where the numerator in the first term of Eq. (5.19)
would be f, (k) fs(Jk — qa|), and the argument in fg would consequently be
small as soon as k is comparable to q,.

The main contribution to the integrals in Eq. (5.19) arise from small
k. For large ¢, the approximation, f.,(lk+dqal|) » f1(¢a) (or fa(lk+qa|) »
f5(qn)) is used and the integrals are then identical to the terms of ng in
Eq. (5.18). Keeping track of the slightly different mass factors immediately
leads the asymptotic limit to be

3
Moy | maﬂ)ﬂln (2) (5.30)

lim n4(q, 47r(
qo—>00 4(q )_) Map mom/ qg

5.2.5 Asymptotic contribution from n;(q,)

This is the next-to-leading order contribution from the ns(q, ) term. It turns
out that this term has the same large-momentum behavior as the leading

orders of both n3(q,) and n4(q,). By definition

) C
15(da) = n2(da) = M 72(¢a) =12(a) - qi” (5.31)
which can be rewritten in detail as
n5(ge) = lim 27rf dkk|f5(k)
Qo —>00 0
2 2
—Es+ g+ T]:L 4m?
x (Formi o) - — 4, (5.32)
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where the dots denote that the last term in Eq. (5.21) is obtained by in-
terchange of labels § and ~. The tempting procedure is now to expand
the integrand around ¢, = oo assuming that g, overwhelms all terms in
this expression. This immediately leads to integrals corresponding to the
cubic momentum multiplying the spectator function which however is not
converging. On the other hand Eq. (5.32) is perfectly well defined due to
the large-k cut-off from the denominator. In fact, the spectator function is
multiplied by &3 and 1/k3 at small and large k-values, respectively. The in-
tegrand therefore has a maximum where the main contribution to ns arises.

This peak in £ moves towards infinity proportional to q.

Computing n5(q,), the integration is divided into two intervals, that is
from zero to a finite but very large k-value, A, and from A, to infinity. The
small momentum interval, k/q, < 1, allows an expansion in k/q, leading to

the following contribution ns1(¢a):

2

m m2 As
n5.1(qa) = 87 ZV (3 a9 mm) [ dkk? |f5(k;)|2 + % , (5.33)
q m 0 q

2
«@ m’y By «@

where w is constant. Thus, the contribution from this small momentum
integration vanish with the 6’th power of ¢,, which is faster than the sub-

leading orders of the other terms kept.

Choosing Ay sufficiently large such that the spectator function reaches
its asymptotic behavior in Eq. (5.14), the momentum integration over larges
values can now be performed by omitting the small E3-terms and changing

the integration variable to y, i.e., k% = yq¢2, results in

2 e dyp 2/ 2 2
15.2(qa :—[ —|In +1In"(q5) + 2InyIn(q;
salan) =T [ W) + (@) + 2nyin(ed)]
y L +y maq/mp, 1.
37
[(1+yma7/mgy)2—4ym§7/m3]

(5.34)

where the large y-limit behaves like In*y/y* and therefore assuring rapid
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convergence, whereas the integrand for small y behaves like (In®(y)+In*(¢2)+
2InyIn(¢?))/y. Integration from an arbitrary minimum value, y;, (indepen-
dent of q,), of y > A2/¢? gives a q,-independent value except for the loga-
rithmic factors and ¢, in the numerator. Thus the large-q, dependence is
found from very small values of y close to the lower, and vanishing, limit.

Expanding around small y, the limit for large ¢, approach zero as

hrn n572(qa) - 6
qa—>oo pe

16712 (3m3w B mm)

2
m mpy

y
><[ - d—y[ln2(y)+ln2(q3)+21nyln(q§)]. (5.35)
Ailaz Y

Together with the missing term from Eq. (5.34), which comes from the
interchange of labels 4 and « the final result is

2
167 lg (m?m N maﬁ)  May + Mag ] = In*(gq)  (5.36)

2
3 mi  mg Mg~ 6

lim n5(q) =

q

5.3 Contact parameters

The expressions for the asymptotic one-body densities, which were analyt-
ically derived in Eqgs. (5.20), (5.22), (5.29), (5.30) and (5.36) are collected

and then compared to numerical calculations.

5.3.1 Analytic expressions

Two- and three-body contact parameters are defined via the large-momentum
one-body density. The two-body contact parameter, Cj,, is the proportion-
ality constant of the leading order ¢;* term, which arises solely from ns(q,)
in Eq. (5.22). A system of three distinguishable particles have three contact
parameters related to the momentum distribution of each particle. The
two-body contact parameter, Cg,, is defined in Eq. (5.22), where the mo-

mentum distribution of the particle « is considered with respect to the CM
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of the (f,7) subsystem. This parameter reads

Cs, =87rmng/0 dk k |f5(k)|2+87rm36f0 dkk [P, (5.37)

In the same way, the two-body parameters related to the momenta of par-

ticles 8 and v are given by

Co, :87rm%7f0mdk:k: |fa(k:)|2+87rmiﬁfowdk:k: LR, (5.38)

Ca5=87rmfw'/0 dk k |f5(k:)|2+87rm%7f0 dkk |fa(P,  (5.39)

and a relation between the three independent parameters is found, from

Egs. (5.37), (5.38) and (5.39), to be
Coup + Cay = Cpy + 1673, /m dk k |fa(K)[? - (5.40)
0

For a specific system, where two of the particles are non-interacting,
both the corresponding two-body energy and spectator function vanish,
i.e., Bz, =0leads to f,(¢q) =0 in Eq. (2.70) [Bellotti 2011, Bellotti 2012]. In
this case, Eq. (5.40) becomes a simple relation between the three two-body

contact parameters, that is
Cag + Ca'y = Cﬁ,y for E/g,y =0. (541)

Notice that this relation between different two-body parameters does not
depend on the system dimension. Although the calculations in this chapter
are for 2D systems, the relation in Eq. (5.41) applies as well for 3D systems
with a non-interacting subsystem. Note that a non-interacting system and
a vanishing two-body energy is not the same in 3D, where attraction is
required to provide a state with zero binding energy.

The three-body contact parameter expressed by Cg, o, is the coefficient
of the next-to-leading order term in the one-body large-momentum den-
sity distribution given by In®(g.)/q¢ (see Ref. [Bellotti 2012] and references

therein). For distinguishable particles there are again three of these pa-
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rameters, each one related to the momentum distributions of the different
particles. The asymptotic behavior, In®(g,)/qS, receives contributions from
the three terms in Eqs. (5.29), (5.30) and (5.36). In total

2 2
Moy + M m m m m

Clay = 167 [ —2—22 0 o B2 (5.42)
6mg., Ameg  dma, M5 my

It is worth emphasizing that only a logarithmic factor distinguishes the
behavior of the three-body contact term from the next order one, In*(q,)/q8
which arises from the leading order of ny (see Eq. (5.20)), the next-to-next
order of ny (see Eq. (5.22)) as well as from next order of ng, and ny (see
Egs. (5.29) and (5.30)) . In practice, it must be a huge challenge to distin-

guish between terms differing by only one power of In(g,) in experiments.

If one of the two-body subsystems is non-interacting, the three-body

contact parameter in Eq. (5.42) becomes

2 2

Moy +M m m m m
Oy = 167 | ——oa— e ey | o | oy o
’ 3mg, dmeag  4ma, M3 mg

)F2 . (5.43)

which is obtained by collecting contributions only from the non-vanishing
ny and ng terms (since f,(¢) = 0, ny and n3 do not contribute). Cyclic
permutations of the indices in Eqgs. (5.42) and (5.43) show that the three
different three-body contact parameters are related by the mass factors in
Egs. (5.42) and (5.43). This conclusion holds for all excited states.

5.3.2 Identical Bosons

For three-identical bosons, all the two-body contact parameters in Eq. (5.40)
are identical. Introducing the label n to distinguish between ground, n =0

and excited n > 0 states, the parameter reads

cp = 47rf0°°dkk|fn(k)|2 . (5.44)
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The leading order (LO) behavior of the one-body large-momentum density
in Eq. (5.22), which is characterized by Cs, can be seen in Fig. 5.5 for both
ground and first excited states and reads

0.28E5
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Figure 5.5: LO momentum distribution tail, ¢*n(q), for ground (upper solid
black line) and excited (lower dashed red line) three-body states. Note
that the vertical axis is not uniform. The asymptotic dashed lines are the
analytical results given by Eq. (5.45).

Each one of the two states is defined exclusively by its corresponding
three-body energy E3. Scaling Cy with F3 results in 3.71E5/16.52F, = 0.224
and 0.28 £5/1.270F, = 0.219 for ground and excited state respectively. This
striking result demonstrates the state-independence of the LO term in 2D
to within the numerical accuracy of about 2%. The two-body contact for a

bosonic system in 2D with short-range attractive interactions in the limit
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of zero range is
Cy/E3 =0.222 +0.0025 , (5.46)

where Fj is the trimer energy.

The universal behavior of the tail of the momentum distribution is far
from trivial. In 3D and at unitarity, the discrete scale invariance induced by
the ultraviolet sensitivity of the three-body dynamics, implies that the sys-
tem should behave similarly irrespective of which trimer state is considered.
This does not occur in 2D and the universal trimer energies are in some sense
magic numbers multiplying the only scale available, F5. The above result
show that in spite of this major difference, the 2D momentum tail displays
universal behavior, i.e., Cy/FE3 has the same value for both ground and ex-
cited states. This should be compared to the 2D relation for the trimer
energy (ﬁ% = NCy derived on general grounds in Ref. [Werner 2012]. The
factor N appears due a different normalization and this result nicely agrees
with Eq. (5.46).

The same does not happen to the next-to-leading (NLO) order term,
where C{/EY + C3/E}. The three-body contact parameters in Eq. (5.42)

for the two states of a system of identical particles are

C9=52.07 and Cj=1.01. (5.47)

While the (LO) behavior of the momentum distribution exhibits the
same % tail in 1D, 2D, and 3D, since it derives solely from two-body physics
[Valiente 2012], Cy depends on what system is addressed and whether few-
body bound states are present. On the other hand, the functional form
of the NLO term also changes when the system is confined to different
dimensions. Collecting results from Eqs. (5.46) and (5.47), the 2D tail is

In®(k)

1
nQD(k) - FCZ + 703 R (548)
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while for bosons in 3D, the tail reads [Castin 2011, Braaten 2011]

cos[2soln(v/3k/k.) + ¢]
15

1
ngp(k) — FCQ + 03 , (549)

where so = 1.00624 and ¢ = —0.87280 are constants that can be determined
from a full solution of the three-bosons problem in 3D at unitarity (see
Chapter 6) with trimer energy E3 = k2. The log-periodic three-body NLO
term derives from the Efimov effect, whose solution can be used to determine
Cy =53.097/k, and C5 = -89.263/k2 [Castin 2011].

Expressions in Eqs. (5.48) and (5.49) have the same and expect LO
behavior, but vastly different NLO term, as shown in Fig. 5.6. The os-
cillations seen in Eq. (5.49) can be traced directly to the discrete scal-
ing symmetry and are independent of the state considered . It is known
that the condition on the dimension, D, for this behavior is 2.3 < D < 3.8
[Nielsen 1997, Nielsen 2001]. Imagining an interpolation between 2D and
3D [Yamashita 2014], the log-periodic terms would be expected only in this
range of D. The NLO term is therefore a tell-tale sign of effective dimen-

sionality of the system. The dimensional crossover is discussed in Chapter 7.

In experiments that study cold 2D quantum gases, a tight transverse
optical lattice potential is used to reduce the motion in this direction (see
Ref. [Bloch 2008]). The strength of the transverse optical lattice can be used
to interpolate between 2D and 3D behavior of fermionic two-component
systems [Dyke 2011, Sommer 2012].

Results here are for bosonic systems, and demonstrate how the NLO
part of the momentum distribution can be used as a measure of the effective
dimensionality felt by the particles in the system by identifying the presence
of log-periodic behavior. The extreme cases of 2D and 3D are shown in
Fig. 5.6 where the log-periodic oscillations are clearly seen in the latter,
while the former has a smooth behavior. The form of the tail at the crossover

is still unknown.

A measurement of the overall functional form of the NLO term is thus
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q [n(9)-C,/q

q”/In’(q) [n(q)-C,./q"]

Figure 5.6: NLO momentum distribution comparison of 3D (upper panel)
and 2D (lower panel). The 2D momentum distribution is the one of the
ground state, but the result is similar for the excited state.

enough to determine the effective dimensionality of the squeezed bosonic
gas. Since experiments have shown that it is possible to reach both the
extreme 2D and the 3D regime, there must necessarily be a dimensional
crossover that can be seen in the NLO behavior. A theoretical formulation

of how the dimensionality can be smoothly changed is presented in Chapter
7.

5.3.3 Mass-imbalanced systems
Two-body contact parameters

The analytical results in this Chapter hold for any mass-imbalanced three-
body system. Such a system has six independent parameters, which are
reduced to four by choosing one mass and one energy as units [Bellotti 2012]

(shown in Chapter 3, see Eq. (3.2)). This simply implies that all results can
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be expressed as ratios of masses and energies, and in this way provides very
useful scaling relations. However, results depending on four independent
parameters are still hard to display and digest.

A systems composed of two identical particles, a, and a distinct one, ¢,
has from the beginning four independent parameters, which are reduced to
two after the choice of units. From now on, F,. and m, are the energy and
mass units, and to simplify the notation, the mass ratio m = = is defined.

In this case, the two-body contact parameters in Eqs.(5.37) to (5.39) are

given by
Cho = 16 ( m )Qfoodkk|f(k)|2 (5.50)
w= N\ Jo ¢ ’ '
. = 02 +27r/oodkk LR (5.51)
0

As shown in the previous section, for three identical particles where all
masses and interactions are the same, C,, = C,. = C5, and the quantity
% is a universal constant in 2D [Bellotti 2013a], since it does not depend
on the quantum state considered. Maintaining universal conditions for all
excited states in mass-imbalanced systems, which have more excited states
[Bellotti 2012, Bellotti 2013b], must be more demanding.

Detailed investigations reveal that when the mass-energy symmetry is
broken, meaning that particles and two-body energies are not identical, the
universality of % does not hold anymore. The two two-body contact pa-
rameters defined in Eqs. (5.50) and (5.51) divided by the three-body energy
are not the same for all possible bound states in this general case. How-
ever, at least in one special case of two identical non-interacting particles,
E.. =0, the universality is recovered. This condition leads to f. =0 in the
set of coupled homogeneous integrals equations (2.70) and two universal

two-body contact parameters are related by

Caa

Cac =
2

for E,, =0 (5.52)

The effect of the two-body energy on the contact parameter is shown
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in Fig. 5.7 for the 133Cs!33CsbLi system, where a =133Cs and ¢ =5Li. This
system has four excited states in both cases of F,, = F,. and E,, = 0
and the coefficients (two-body contact) of the large-momentum limit reach
constants in all cases. For E,, = 0, universality is observed, since all two-
body contacts ratios, C,./FEs3, are equal in units of the three-body energy.
This case is rather special because two particles do not interact and the
three-body structure is determined by the identical two-body interactions
in the identical subsystems. In other words the large-momentum limit of the
one-body density for particle a is determined universally by the properties
of the ac subsystem. The other contact parameter, C,,/FE3, is also universal

and follows from Eq. (5.52).

This picture changes when FE,, = F,., as seen in Fig. 5.7. Now, in the
large-momentum limit, the coefficients C,, and C,. of the one-body densities
change with the excitation energy. The systematics is that both C,,/E3 and
Cue/E5 as function of excitation energy move towards the corresponding
values for F,, = 0, one from below and the other from above. First the
non-universality of the ratios with the two-body energies is understandable,
since the interaction of the two identical particles now must affect the three-
body structure at small distances, and hence at large momenta. However,
as the three-body binding energy decreases, the size of the system increases

and details of the short-distance structure becomes less important.

The quantities %3“ and ]25—7; Jo dk k| f.(K))? are defined by the limit of
large-q in ny in Eq. (5.22). Plotting the corresponding pieces of ny(q)g* as
function of ¢ lead to figures similar to Fig. 5.7, where the different bound
state excitations show distinct results for E,, = F,., while they all coincide

] 3 Cac Caa us e 2
for Eyq = 0. The ratio of the coefficients Z=, 2+ and ?E—Bfo dk k |f.(k)|
are shown in table 5.1. The results are presented for two different two-body
energies and two different systems represented by ¢ =SLi, a =133Cs or a =K.
These numerical calculations confirm the systematics described above in

complete agreement with Egs. (5.51) and (5.52).
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Figure 5.7: The leading order term of the one-body momentum density
divided by EY for each bound state labeled as n in a system composed of
two identical (a =133Cs) particles and a distinct one (¢ =6Li) as a function
of the momentum q for both F,, = E,. and E,, = 0.

Table 5.1: The coefficients 2=, S and 2 [ dk k |f.(k)[* defined by
3 3 3

Egs. (5.37) to (5.39), are shown for two different interactions and two dif-

ferent systems represented by ¢ =°Li and a ='33Cs or a =°K. Values in the

fiftth column are plotted in Fig. 5.7.

system }é—‘f‘ state CE—“; %—‘1 = [y dk k £ (k)P
Ground 0.02210 0.07625 0.06503
1 First 0.02495 0.04062 0.02812
a =133Cs ¢ =SLi Second 0.02616 0.02612 0.01305
Third  0.02718 0.01837 0.00478
0 all 0.02748 0.01374 0
Ground 0.06337 0.11499 0.08372
oo, 1 Fist 007438 0.08256 0.04727
Second 0.07934 0.05369 0.01840
0 all 0.08304 0.04152 0

Mass-dependence of the two-body contacts

In general, for two identical particles, the two-body contact parameters

divided by the three-body energy depend on the mass ratio m. The de-
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pendence change from universal for F,, = 0 to non-universal for F,, = E,..
The mass dependence for ground states are shown in Fig. 5.8, where the
ratio g—zz =2 in Eq. (5.52) is shown to hold for E,, = 0 in the entire mass
interval investigated. It is also possible to see how the second term on the
right-hand-side of Eq. (5.51) affects the relation between the two two-body
contact parameters. Fig. 5.8 shows that the values rapidly increase from
small m up to 1 and become almost constant above m ~ 5. This behavior

is similar to mass-imbalanced system in 3D [Yamashita 2013].

0
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Figure 5.8: The two-body parameters C,, and C,. defined in Egs. (5.50)
and (5.51) as function of the mass ratio m = 7« for an aac system in both
cases where F,, =0 and E,, = E,..

Estimate of the two-body contact in the ground state

The parametrization of the ground state spectator function in Eq. (5.15) is

used to estimate the dependence of the two-body contact parameter on the
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three-body energy. Inserting it in Eq. (5.50) gives

Coa m2 ) ) 2 . 2
Fg_16ﬂ(1+m)(2+m) a(O)(l In(Es) ln2(E3))' (553)

A comparison between this approximation and the numerical results is
shown in Fig. 5.9. Notice that Eq. (5.53) provides a fairly good esti-
mate, which is accurate within 5% for small m, around 10% for m > 1, and
within about 20% deviation in the worst case of m = 1. The divergence in
Eq. (5.53) for E5 - 1 means that the two-body contact parameters diverge
when the three-body system approaches the threshold of binding. This does
not reveal the full energy dependence since the normalization factor, f2(0),

also is state and energy dependent.
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Figure 5.9: Comparison between the analytic estimative of C,,, given by
Eq. (5.53) and the numerical calculation from Eq. (5.50).
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Three-body contact parameters

The non-universality of the two-body contact parameters, and even of the
three-body one for identical particles (see Eq. (5.47)), does not encour-
age to check the universality of the three-body contact parameter in mass-
asymmetric systems. However, at least the system with two non-interacting
identical particles turned out to be universal and may lead to an interesting
large-momentum three-body structure. As before, inserting F,, = 0 in the
set of coupled integral equations (2.70) gives f.(g.) = 0. Then Egs. (5.16) to
(5.19) show directly that n;(g.) and ns(q.) vanish when f.(q.) =0, leaving
only contributions from n4(q.) and ns(q.).

The sub-leading order of the large-momentum distribution multiplied
by ¢¢/1n®(g.) is shown in Fig. 5.10 , that is Coa,c, as functions of ¢, for the
four bound states of the system a ='33Cs and ¢ =6Li for both E,, = E,.
and F,, = 0. Only one of these three-body contact parameters is shown,
since the other one, Cy.,, is related state-by-state through the mass factors
in Egs. (5.42) and (5.43). The momentum dependence flattens at much
larger q. is not shown in figure. The values are divided by the three-body
energy and no simple energy scaling were obtained. Not surprisingly, a more
complicated and non-universal behavior is present.

However, it is striking to see that this sub-leading order in the large-
momentum limit is negligibly small for E,, = 0 compared to the interacting
case with F,, = F,.. This suggests that a negligible three-body contact
parameter combined with a universal two-body contact parameter can be
taken as a signature of a two-body non-interacting subsystem within a three-

body system in 2D.
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Figure 5.10: The sub-leading order of the one-body momentum density
divided by EY for each bound state labeled as n in a system composed of
two identical particles (a =133Cs) and a distinct one (¢ =6Li) as a function
of the momentum q for both F,, = E,. and E,, = 0.

5.4 Discussion about possible experiments

As demonstrated in Sec. 5.3.3, the NLO term in the momentum distribution
can be used to distinguish whether the two-body subsystems are interacting
when three-body systems are being taken into account. Maybe more impor-
tant, the NLO term also carries a tell-tale signature of the dimensionality
of the quantum system under study. The 2D to 3D crossover was studied
in Ref. [Dyke 2011, Sommer 2012], and it has been shown that both the
3D and the strict 2D limits are accessible in experiments. The crossover
was here discussed by using formalism applicable to either pure 2D or pure
3D without explicit consideration of the external confinement. The results
predict that a proof-of-principle experiment is possible by going to the two
strict limits. However, the full crossover including the intermediate regime
(quasi-2D) where the transverse confinement must be taken explicitly into

account, which is experimentally addressable, should be explored theoreti-
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cally in the future. A first step in this direction is taken in [Yamashita 2014]
and discussed in Chapter 7.

The units (the dimer binding energy Fs) and the effects of the transverse
confinement on this two-body bound state need to be considered when con-
necting the results to the experiments. The interaction is controlled by Fes-
hbach resonances [Chin 2010]. However, under the confinement, the dimer
energy is modified and becomes F, = Bhw, exp(—v/27l./|a|) /7 [Petrov 2001].
Here, w, is the transverse harmonic confinement frequency, [, = \/h/mw, the
trapping length, a the 3D scattering length associated with the Feshbach res-
onance and B = 0.905 is a constant. This formula holds for a < 0 and |a| < I,
while on resonance, |a| - oo and Ey = 0.244hw,. Corrections also arise from
the non-harmonic optical lattice, but they are not essential for the discussion
which follows. The dimer energy scale can be converted into a momentum
scale, ko, through Fy = h2k2/2m. Accessing the tail behavior and the 2D-3D
crossover, the range k ~ 10! = 103kq is enough, as shown in Figs. 5.5 and 5.6.
Some 2D Bose gas experiments [Hung 2011, Yefsah 2011] use I, ~ 3800ay,
where ag is the Bohr radius, which implies that ko ~ 10~*a;! when |a| = oo.
For the momentum distribution measurements [Stewart 2010, Kuhnle 2010],
the maximum momentum reported is about k ~ 1073ag!'. This implies that
an order of magnitude or two beyond the reported capabilities is necessary.
However, if a is tuned away from resonance to the a < 0 side, Ey will de-
crease rapidly according to the formulas above, inducing a corresponding
rapid decrease of kg which should render the physics discussed here within
reach of current experimental setups. Notice that the van der Waals length
scale of about 100aq is in the deep tail, so there is no conflict with the

universal zero-range description employed here.



CHAPTER 6

Momentum distribution in 3D

A key result in the study of the two-dimensional (2D) one-body density is
the analytic expression of the large-momentum asymptotic behavior for the
spectator functions. In Chapter 5, mass-imbalanced systems were addressed
and it was shown that the spectator functions have the same asymptotic
behavior, i.e., In(q)/q?, each one having specific normalization constants,
irrespective of the quantum state considered, with a relation among them.

Three-dimensional (3D) three-body systems have geometric scaling be-
tween consecutive three-body states for |a| > oo, as predicted in the seventies
by V. Efimov [Efimov 1970] and firstly observed in cold atomic gases around
35 years latter [Kraemer 2006]. The experimental verification of the effect
has opened a new research direction dubbed Efimov physics [Ferlaino 2010].
In practice, the Efimov effect occurs when the size of the three-body system,
given for the scattering length |a| is much larger than interaction range ro,
i.e., |a|]/ro = oo. In this limit, a sequence of three-body bound states occurs
wherein two successive states always have the same fixed ratio of their bind-
ing energies. The scaling of the energy levels implies that some of properties
of three-body 3D systems are universal, in the sense that are independent
of the state considered once properly rescaled. The focus here is in the two-
and three- body contact parameters, defined via the one-body momentum
density.

The two- and three-body contact parameters were determined for a 3D
system of three identical bosons in Ref. [Castin 2011] and for mixed-species
systems in Ref. [Yamashita 2013]. Unlike the 2D analogue, the results show
that the influence of non-equal masses in three-body systems goes beyond

changing the contact parameters values, i.e., the sub-leading term in the

87
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one-body momentum distribution, which defines C3, has a different and

mass-dependent functional form in each case.

The study is taken for three-body bound Efimov-like states for systems
that contain two identical bosons and a third distinguishable particle. The
contact parameters of such systems are addressed when the masses are dif-
ferent and for different strengths of the interaction parameters. For that
aim the one-body momentum distributions are computed and its asymp-
totic behavior is studied. Only the universal regime is considered, since all
two-body potentials are described by zero-range interactions. Results are
shown for the experimentally relevant cases 6Li'?3Cs!33Cs and SLi®”Rb®"Rb,

as in Chapter 5.

6.1 Formalism and definitions

The AAB system is constituted by two identical bosons A and a third par-
ticle B of different kind. The universal limit |a| > rq, where the range of the
two-body potentials can be neglected, is naturally achieved by introducing

zero-range interactions between the particles.

The set of 3D homogeneous integral equations are given by Eq. (2.83) for
a general system of three distinguishable particles. For the AAB system, the
s—wave coupled subtracted integral equations for the spectator functions,
X, corresponding to a bound state, where |E3| is the absolute value of the

three-body energy, is written in units of h=m,4 =1 as

Xar(y) = 2raayi Bal) [ G (o, 3 B an() (61)
xas(Y) = Tas(y; |E3|)]; dxg [G1(x,y; | Es]) xaa()

+ AGso(y, z; | Es|)xas(z)] (6.2)
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with
1 A+2 N
Taa(y; | Es|) = - [ |E| + 4;1 Y2 F EAA:| ; (6.3)
L (A+1P A+2 B
Tap(y:|Es|) = ;( oA ) [\/|E3| + 2(A—+1)y F EAB:| , (6.4)

2A(|Es| + 22 + xy) + y2 (A + 1)
2A(Es| + 22 —xy) + y?(A+ 1)
2A(p2 + 22 + xy) +y2(A+ 1)

Gi1(y,r;|Es]) =In

_IHQA(LL2+JJ2—JJy)+y2(A+1)7 (6.5)
‘ L 2(A|Es|+xy) + (2 +a?)(A+ 1)
oo BVl = B ) + (7 + ) (A v 1)
I 2(A +xy) + (2 +22)(A+1) (6.6)

2(Ap2 —ay) + (Y2 +22)(A+ 1)

where 2 and y denote dimensionless momenta and A is the mass ratio
A =mp/my. Notice that a slightly different notation is introduced for the
study of the 3D system, in order to avoid confusion with the previous 2D

case.

The interaction strengths of the AA and AB subsystems are parametrized
by the energies E44 and F4p, and the plus and minus signs in Eqgs. (6.3)
and (6.4) refer to virtual and bound two-body subsystems, respectively [Ya-
mashita 2002, Bringas 2004, Yamashita 2008].

The universal regime of the AB system is studied with |a45| = co and/or
Esp — 0. In light of the fact that experimental information about mixed
systems of the AAB type is still sparse, the two extreme cases of i) Ex4 =0
and ii) a non-interacting AA subsystem are considered. Notice that condi-
tions i) and 7i) are equivalent in 2D systems [Bellotti 2014], while they are
distinct in 3D.

As before, q, is the Jacobi momentum from « particle to the center-of-
mass of the pair (87v) and p, the relative momentum of the pair. The four

terms in the one-body momentum density for each constituent are defined



90 6.2. ASYMPTOTIC SPECTATOR FUNCTION

in the most general case of three distinguishable particles in Eqs. (5.16) to
(5.19). The AAB system has only two distinct distributions, namely of type
a =0 =A and type v = B. Following the notation and units defined in this
Chapter, the wave function in Eq. (2.67) is written in terms of the spectator

functions in the basis |qppg) as

~ Xaa(gB) + xaB(qa) + xaB(qy)

y) =
_ xa4(g8) + xas(lps — %)) + xas(lps + ) (6.7)
|E3| +H0 ’ '
or in the basis |qapa) as
A 1
XAal|PA — 7:794]) t XaB(|Pa + 71,794]) + XaBlqa
<quA|g[> _ (| A+1 |) B(| A+1 |) B( ) (68)

| 5|+ Hy 7

2 2 2 2
where Hy = 28—+ —5_ and H! = 24— + 24 The reduced masses are
2maa  2maa,B 0" 2map  2map,a

: _1 _ 2A __A _ A+l
given by maa =5, maap = Ao MAB = 147 and map 4 = A

The momentum distributions for the particles A and B are

n(az) = [ dpellaspsl®)?. n(aa) = [ Epallama v (69)

and they are normalized such that [ d3qn(g) = 1.

Since the results here are compared to Ref. [Castin 2011], note that the
definition of momentum distributions as well as their normalizations differ
for factor of 1/(27)? multiplying the definition of n(g), which is normalized

to 3, the number of particles, in that reference.

6.2 Asymptotic spectator function

The asymptotic behavior of the spectator function is used in deriving some
analytic formulas and compare to corresponding numerical results. The
large momentum regime \/|F3| < ¢ is accessed by taking the limit u —

oo and |E3| = Fa4 = Eap — 0. The coupled equations for the spectator
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functions in Eqgs. (6.1) and (6.2) consequently simplify and become

XAA(y)——[ \/A+2] f dx—~ Gla(?J,OC)XAB(«’E) (6.10)
A+1\%?2 A+2 ]

XAB(y)‘w( 24 ) l 2(,4+1)]

e e ) xan(@) + AGaa(yrvas(@)] . (6.11)

where

2A(22 + zy) + y2(A+ 1)
2A(22 - zy) + y2(A+1)
(y?+22)(A+1) +2xy
(2 +22)(A+1)-2zy

Gla(y7 $) =In

(6.12)

Goo(y, ) =1In

(6.13)

The coupled equations in Egs. (6.10) and (6.11) are solved by using the

ansatz

—2+18

XAA(y) =CAA Y and XAB(y) =CABY 2”8 (6-14>

where y once again denotes a dimensionless momentum. Inserting the func-
tions (6.14) in the set of coupled equations and performing the scale trans-
formation x =y z in the integrand of Egs. (6.10) and (6.11), it is derived

the set of equations for the constants c44 and cap, given by
2 [ 4A [ 2A(22+2)+(A+1)
_ “ d 2+1+15 1 1
CAAZCAB L A+2./o °F n2«4(zQ—,z)+(A+1) ’ (6.15)
L(A+1\*? [2(A+1) L 2A(L+2)+22(A+1)
CAB z—( ) / dz z s A In
T\ 24 A+2 2A(1-2)+22(A+1)
(1+22)(A+1)+22

+ACAB In (1+22)(A+1)—221 (616)

Returning to Eqgs. (6.10) and (6.11), there are two solutions which are
complex conjugates of each other, i.e., z**s. Apart from an overall nor-
malization, there is still a relative phase between these two independent

solutions, which is determined by requiring the wave function to be zero at
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a certain momentum denoted ¢*. This parameter is known as the three-
body parameter [Nielsen 2001, Braaten 2006]. This is the momentum-space
equivalent of the coordinate-space three-body parameter which is now be-
lieved to be simply related to the van der Waals two-body interaction of the
atoms in question [Berninger 2011a,Schmidt 2012b, Sgrensen 2013]. In this

case the asymptotic form of the spectator functions becomes

Xaa(q) = caa g *sin(s Ing/q")  and  xap(q) = cap ¢ *sin(s Ing/q") ,
(6.17)
where ¢ denotes momentum and the boundary condition x(¢*) = 0 is ful-
filled.

2 T T T T T T T 3 T T T T
Rb-Rb-Li
Sixth excited state

Cs-Cs-Li
Eighth excited state

2
95X aa

[P

=Y

-1

10° 10" 10° 10' 10° 10’ 10 10° 10° 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10°

%, a,'%,
(a) Sixth excited state, E5 = —-8.6724 x (b) Eighth excited state, E3 = —8.9265 x
1072 for a Rb-Rb-Li molecule. 10713 for a Cs-Cs-Li molecule.

Figure 6.1: The spectator function x 44(q) of a high excited state for E44 =
E4p = 0, solution of the coupled equations (6.1) and (6.2) (solid line),
compared with the asymptotic formula (6.14) (dotted line). Ej5 energies are
given in arbitrary units.

The asymptotic form of the spectator function should be compared with
the solutions of the subtracted equations in the limit of large momentum,
constrained by the window kg << qp << p, where kg = \/@ . The spectator
functions xaa(q) for Rb-Rb-Li and Cs-Cs-Li compared to the respective
asymptotic formula are shown in Fig. 6.1. The difference between the nu-

merical calculation and the analytic behavior is easily understood. While
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the limit g — oo in taken in the analytical derivations, p? =1 is used for the
subtraction point in the numerical calculation (see for instance Ref. [Fred-
erico 2012] for a detailed discussion and references therein). Notice that
this subtraction method is basically equivalent to the procedure employed
by Danilov [Danilov 1961] to regularize the original three-body Skorniakov-
Ter-Martirosian equation [Skornyakov 1956]. A very detailed discussion of
these issues is given by Pricoupenko [Pricoupenko 2010, Pricoupenko 2011].
Therefore, the two curves would coincide in the idealized limit where kg = 0
and p — oo and the effect of finite value of these two quantities is seen on
each end of both plots. The window of validity for the use of the asymptotic
formulas, i.e., \/@ << q << p can be clearly seen in these figures.

6.2.1 Scaling parameter

Although the asymptotic expression in Eq. (6.17) is already known, the
procedure of using it to solve the coupled integral equations in Egs. (6.10)
and (6.11) leads to an expression for the scaling parameter s of an AAB
system. Inserting Eq. (6.15) into Eq. (6.16), the set of coupled equations

can be written as a single transcendental equation

(Afl(s)+% jf212(s)13(s)):1, (6.18)

l(A+1)3/2 2(A+1)
2A A+2

™

where

oo ) 2 inh(f,s-Z
]1(3):‘/(; dzz 1t 111|‘('Z +1)(A+1)+2Z:|— 2n sinh(01s - ) , (6.19)

(2+1D)(A+1)-22| s cosh(%s)

% visr |2ARP )+ A+
]2(8)‘[) dzz ln[2A(z2—z)+A+1

~ 2_7rsinh(923 -Zs) (A+ 1
24

is/2
= 6.20
s cosh(5s) )  (6:20)
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_ 7 i 2A(1+2) + (A+1)22
I3($)—A dzz ln[2A(1—z)+(A+1)z2]

~ 2_7rsinh(025 -5s) (A+ 1
2A

—is/2
- . (6.21
s cosh(%s) ) (6:21)
The angles are given by tan?6; = A(A+2) and tan®6@, = (A+2)/A with the
conditions 7/2 < #; and 6y < 7. For the special case of equal masses, i.e.,

./421, 91:92, 11:[2:[3 and

1 /4 1 /4 ’
(;\/;11(8))+2(;\/;11(8)) ~1=0, (6.22)

for which the physically relevant solution is seen to be

1 /4 1
;\/;[1(5) =5 (6.23)

The Efimov equation for the scaling parameter s in a system of iden-
tical bosons is then recovered from Egs. (6.19) and (6.23) [Efimov 1970,
Nielsen 2001]. Another very interesting and relevant case is when there
is no interaction between the two A particles, in which case cy4 = 0 in
Eq. (6.16). The equation for the scale factor, Eq. (6.18), now simplifies and

gives

ALV (6.21)

2A A+2
The scaling factors, exp(7/s), are plotted in Fig. 6.2 for the cases when
all three subsystems have resonant interaction, which is the expression in
Eq. (6.18) valid for E4a = E4p = 0 (solid line) and when there is no inter-

action in the AA subsystem, which is the expression in Eq. (6.24) valid for
E4p =0 (dashed line).

What is important to notice is that for m4 > mp (A < 1), the scaling
factors are very similar, and both are much smaller than the equal mass case
where A = 1. Therefore, it is expected that the AAB system with heavy A

and light B, would have many universal three-body bound states (s large or



CHAPTER 6. MOMENTUM DISTRIBUTION IN 3D 95

25 L] | " LA | LR | rorrrTe
I
I
I

20 |

exp(n/s)

_EAA :O

- — - No A4 interaction -

0.1 1 10 100

A

Figure 6.2: Scaling parameter s as a function of A = mp/my for Eqx =0
and F4p = 0(resonant interactions), solid line, and for the situation where
E 45 =0 but with no interaction between AA, dashed line. The arrows show
the corresponding mass ratios for 133Cs-133Cs-5Li and 8"Rb-8"Rb-5Li.

equivalently e™* small) irrespective of whether the heavy-heavy subsystem
is weakly or strongly interacting. This feature is similar to the 2D case and
recent experiments with mixtures of °Li and 133Cs indicate that there could
be a resonance of the SLi-133Cs subsystem at a point where the scattering
length in the 33Cs-133Cs system is close to zero, i.e., weak interaction in
the AA subsystem [Repp 2013, Tung 2013].

6.3 Asymptotic one-body densities

The large-momentum one-body density n(qg), i.e., the single-particle mo-
mentum distribution for particle B is calculated similarly to the procedure
used for the 2D case. From Egs. (6.7) and (6.9) it is possible to split the
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momentum density into nine terms, which can be reduced to four consid-
ering the symmetry between the two identical particles A. This simplifies

the computation of the momentum density to the form n(gp) = Y, n:(qs),

where
1 2
n1(q5) = heaa(gn)l [ Bps - Ixa4(qs)] |
(|E3|+p3+qB 4A) |E3|+q129"j—j42
(6.25)
2
XAB(|PB - —|)
n2(qp) =2 f dng | 5 A+2‘ (6.26)
|E3‘ +pB +QB AA )
na(a) =2 Xaalas) [ d3pB xas([ps _Q_APQ ree. (6.27)
|E3| +pB+QB A )
QB + aB
na(qp) = f ,Xap(ps - DXAB(JthB 5D 4 e (6.28)
|E3| +pB + %29 4:r4 )

Going to the large momentum domain, ¢ > m, the limit |E3] — 0
is taken, i.e., the three-body energy is assumed to be negligible, since the
focus is the imprint of excited Efimov states on the momentum distribu-
tion. These states are very extended and do not feel any short-range effects

besides those encoded in the three-body parameter, ¢*, discussed above.

The asymptotic forms for the spectator functions are used in the inte-
grals of Egs. (6.25) to (6.28), where the integration is being performed from
0 to oo. This may a priori cause problems at small momenta. However, a
numerical check shows that the different behavior of the spectator functions
at low momenta contributes only at next-to-next-to-leading order (NNLO).

This procedure is the same as the one used in Ref. [Castin 2011].

The large momentum limit of the four terms in Eqgs. (6.25) to (6.28)
is worked out in Appendix E, which is supplemented by Appendix F. The
derivation of the large momentum contributions of the terms n3(gg) (see
Eq. (6.27)) and n4(gp) (see Eq. (6.28)) require several non-trivial mathe-
matical steps, which let them too long and make the presentation lengthly

in the bulk of the Chapter. However, it is worth to emphasize that the equa-
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tions derived in Appendix E are the basis of the following discussion and
their tricky derivation deserves to be looked out. Then, the large momentum
contribution of the four terms in Egs. (6.25) to (6.28) up to next-to-leading
order (NLO) is found to be

2 [ A
(n1(gp)) = 2—% leanl” A+2° (6.29)

8A2 2
<n2(QB)> = mfd3QA |XAB(QA)|
_ 8 leas|” A3(A+3)

0 (A+1)3JA(A+2)
_dmPcppcap | | A A+1 -
(ns(gn)) = q% cosh(%) { 132 cos (sln oA )cosh [s (E —93)]
: A+1Y) |
+sm(sln 2; )smh[s(g—eg)]} , (6.31)

(na(gp)) = ; q%\/%ish(%) {\/A(A+ 2) sinh [s(g - 94)]
—jfl cosh [S (g - 94)]} ., (6.32)

where tanfs = % for 0 <03 < 7/2 and tanf, = \/A(A+2) for 0 <0, <
/2.

(6.30)

6.4 Leading and sub-leading terms

Kol
B
tional form as in 2D and comes only from ns, i.e., the first term on the

right-hand-side of Eq. (6.30). The constant C' is simply given by C =
%fd:‘qfl |XAB(QA)|2, which gives C'/kg = 0.0274 for 133Cs-133Cs-51i and
Cko = 0.0211 for 8"Rb-8"Rb-6Li. For A = 1, the value 3(27)3C/ky = 52.8 is
close to the exact value 53.097, obtained in Ref. [Castin 2011]. The factor

As discussed in Sec. 5.3.2; the leading order term has the same func-

3(27)3 comes from the different choice of normalization.

The small discrepancy from both values of the contact parameter for a



98 6.4. LEADING AND SUB-LEADING TERMS

system composed for identical bosons arises from numerical issues. While
the numerical value obtained here is calculated for the second excited state,
the exact value in Ref. [Castin 2011] is calculated for an arbitrary highly
excited state.

In Fig. 6.3 is shown the value of C'/kq for mass ratios in the range
6/133 < A < 25. The increase is very rapid until A » 5, beyond which an
almost constant value is reached. A similar behavior is found in 2D, as

shown in Fig. 5.8.

0.09 L) I L) l T l T l T

0.08 - -

0.07 - -

0.06 H -

C/KO

0.05 ¢ -

0.04 f -

0.03 | -
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Figure 6.3: C'/k( for mass ratios in the range 6/133 < A < 25.

In Ref. [Castin 2011] it is shown that the non-oscillatory term of order

s

does not hold in the general case A # 1, as demonstrated bellow.

coming from n; to ny exactly cancels for A = 1. However, this conclusion

The four analytic expressions derived for each of the components of the
one-body momentum distribution in Sec. 6.3 are defined apart the coeffi-

cients ¢4, and c,p. The ratio between these coefficients is given by Eq. (6.15),
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which can be used to eliminate one of these factors. The other one can be
determined from the overall normalization of the wave function. As the
study is focused on the general behavior of the momentum distribution, the
normalization is not relevant and the remaining coefficient is set to unit
from now on, i.e., cyp = 1.

The contribution —(n;+ny+n3) and ny are shown in Fig. 6.4 as a function
of mass ratio A (each individual component n; as function of the mass ratio
A is shown in Fig. 6.5). What is immediately seen is that for A =1 the
result of Ref. [Castin 2011] is reproduced, i.e., that the ¢z’ non-oscillatory
term cancels. However, for general A this does not hold and a ¢’ term in
the asymptotic momentum distribution should also be expected for systems

with two identical and a third particle.
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Figure 6.4: Non-oscillatory contributions for ny, no, n3 and n4 as a function

of the mass ratio A. Their sum, showed in the inset, cancels exactly for A =
0.2, 1 and 1.57.

This demonstrates that non-equal masses will generally influence not
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only the value of the contact parameter attributed to three-body bound
states but also the functional form of the asymptotic momentum tail. An-
other important difference between 2D and 3D system arises here. Remem-
ber that systems of non-equal masses have the same functional form of the
next-order contribution to the momentum distribution (see Sec. 5.2). Cu-
riously, there is an oscillatory behavior around A ~ 1 from the sum of all
contributions. This is shown in the inset of Fig. 6.4 where zero-crossings
are seen at A4 =0.2, 1, and 1.57. It seems quite clear that all the oscillatory
terms, which depend on the scale factor s, are the reason for this interesting

behavior, but a physical explanation for it was not found yet.
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Figure 6.5: Individual non-oscillatory contributions for ni, no, nz and ny as
a function of the mass ratio A.

However, what makes this interesting is the fact that if ratios of typical
isotopes of alkali atoms like Li, Na, K, Rb, and Cs are taken, then one can
get rather close to 0.2 or 1.57. For instance, taking one 133Cs and two 8°Rb
yields A = 1.565, while one “Li atom and two 3K atoms yields A = 0.179.

These interesting ratios are thus close to experimentally accessible species.
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6.5 Numerical examples

Some numerical examples of momentum distributions for the experimen-
tally interesting systems with large mass ratios are now provided. Focus
is on 133Cs-133Cs-SLi and 8"Rb-8"Rb-SLi systems, where two extreme pos-
sibilities are investigated: (i) the heavy-heavy subsystems, i.e., 33Cs-133Cs
and 8"Rb-8"Rb, have a two-body bound state at zero energy and (ii) the
opposite limit where they do not interact. In the first case the heavy atoms
are at a Feshbach resonance with infinite scattering length, while in the
second case they are far from resonance and a negligible background scat-
tering length is assumed. As it was recently demonstrated for the 33Cs-SLi
mixture, there are Feshbach resonances in the Li-Cs subsystem at positions
where the Cs-Cs scattering length is non-resonant [Repp 2013, Tung 2013].
While this does not automatically imply that the Cs-Cs channel can be ne-
glected, the assumption (ii) is made here. The formalism can be modified
in a straightforward manner to also include interaction in the heavy-heavy

subsystem.

As before the focus is on the AAB system, where A refers to the identical
(bosonic) atoms, ¥3Cs or 8"Rb, and B to °Li. By solving Eq. (6.18), the
scaling factors are s(6/133) = 2.00588 and s(6/87) = 1.68334 when assuming
that all three subsystems have large scattering lengths (solid line in Fig. 6.2).
The situation where the interaction between the two identical particles is
turned off is shown by the dashed line in Fig. 6.2. In this case, s(A) is
calculated from Eq. (6.16) by setting c44 = 0. This yields s(6/133) = 1.98572
and s(6/87) = 1.63454.

Firstly the binding energies are considered. Assuming that the Cs-Cs
and Rb-Rb two-body energies are zero, a system satisfying the universality
condition |a| > 1o implies that any observable should be a function of the
remaining two- and three-body scales, which can be conveniently chosen as
|E5|Y) and E4p (the Cs-Li or Rb-Li two-body energy). Here N denotes the
Nth consecutive three-body bound state with N = 0 being the lowest one.

Thus, the energy of an N +1 state can be plotted in terms of a scaling func-
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Figure 6.6: Ep is the Cs-Li or Rb-Li two-body energy (Cs-Cs and Rb-
Rb two-body energies are zero). The negative and positive parts refer,
respectively, to virtual and bound AB states, such that eqp = 0 and eyp =
Esp, respectively, on the negative and positive sides. The circles labeled
from 1 to 6 mark the points where the momentum distributions have been
calculated.

tion relating only Ep and the energy of previous state. The limit cycle,
which should be in principle reached for N — oo, is achieved pretty fast such
that the curve in Fig. 6.6 is constructed using N = 2 [Yamashita 2002, Fred-
erico 2012]. In this figure, the negative and positive parts of the horizontal
axis refer, respectively, to virtual and bound two-body AB states. The cir-
cles labeled from 1 to 6 mark the points where the momentum distributions
have been calculated. The points 1 and 4 represent the Borromean case,
the points 2 and 5 are the “Efimov situation” and in points 3 and 6 AB is
bound.

Fig. 6.7(a) and 6.7(b) give the momentum distributions of the second ex-
cited states for the energy ratio \/ Eap/|F3| given by the points labeled from
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Figure 6.7: Momentum distribution for the second excited state as a func-
tion of the relative momentum of one A-particle, g4, or SLi, gp, to the
center-of-mass of the remaining pair A-SLi or A-A. The solid, dashed and
dotted lines were calculated for the two- and three-body energies satisfying
the ratios indicated by the points 1 to 3 (A =133Cs) and 4 to 6 (4 =¥"Rb) in
Fig. 6.6. The circles show the set of curves related to g4 or ¢g.

1 to 6 in Fig. 6.6. According to previous calculations [Yamashita 2004al,
for fixed three-body energy the size of the system increases as the num-
ber of bound two-body subsystems increase. Thus, it seems reasonable
that the Borromean case decreases slower. This behavior is clearly seen in
Figs. 6.7(a) and 6.7(b). The distance of one atom to the center-of-mass
of the other two is much larger for 6Li than for 33Cs or 87Rb, due to the
large difference of the masses. Therefore, the momentum distribution for
the heavier atom, ¢4 set, decreases much slower than that for the lighter
one, qp set.

Figs. 6.8(a) and 6.8(b) show the rescaled momentum distributions for
the ground, first and second excited states. In these figures, the subsystem
energies are chosen to zero, corresponding to the transition point to a Bor-
romean configuration. In this situation, the only low-energy scale is |Es|
(remember that the high-momentum scale is = 1). Therefore, in units in
which |E5] = 1, to achieve a universal regime, in principle, to wash-out the
effect of the subtraction scale, u, it is necessary to go to a highly excited

state. However, a universal low-energy regime of n(gg)/n(gp = 0) is seen
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Figure 6.8: Rescaled momentum distribution for the ground, first and
second excited states as a function of the relative momenta of the A-particle
to the center-of-mass of the pair 6Li-A, g4, and of °Li to the center-of-mass
of the pair A-A, gg. The subsystem binding energies are all set to zero.
Normalization to unity at zero momentum.

for momentum of the order of \/|E3|, even for the ground state which is
smaller than excited states. Then, in practice, the universal behavior of the

momentum distribution is approached rapidly.
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Dimensional crossover

Examples of how the dimensionality affects the properties of physical sys-
tem have been recently attracting great interest, since the possibility of
probing lower dimensional systems has being continuously increasing. One
recent and famous example is graphene, which is itself a effective two-
dimensional (2D) structure with good mechanical and electrical proper-
ties [Novoselov 2004]. Besides that, the experimental study of one-dimensional
(1D) systems, which is an useful theoretical laboratory to study physical
problems, has also been recently reported [Serwane 2011, Ziirn 2012]. Fol-
lowing this line, maybe the most surprisingly achievement is the study of
the so-called quantum dots [Ramos 2011], which are approached as zero-
dimensional systems.

Dimensionality also plays an important role in the behavior of few- and
many-body quantum systems. As it was discussed in Chapters 3 and 6,
the Efimov effect [Efimov 1970], where a geometric series of three-body
bound states of three bosons occurs at the threshold for binding the two-
body subsystems, is present in 3D systems but absent when the dimension is
reduced to two. A straightforward consequence discussed in Chapters 5 and
6 is that systems restricted to different dimensions have very distinct two-
and three-body contact parameters and asymptotic forms of the momentum
distribution at the next-to-leading order. The contact parameters can be
defined via the one-body large momentum density and relate few- and many-
body properties of quantum atomic gases [Tan 2008].

Cold atomic gases have proven their ability to be excellent quantum
simulators due to the tunability of interactions, geometry and inter-particle

statistical properties. At the few-body level, three-body states linked to
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the Efimov effect have been observed in three dimensions (see for example
Ref. [Kraemer 2006, Berninger 2011b]) using a variety of different atomic
species and two-body Feshbach resonances [Chin 2010].

In spite of the tunability of the external trapping geometry of cold atomic
systems, there has been little study of how the three-boson bound state
problem undergoes its dramatic change from displaying the Efimov effect in
three dimensions, yet in two dimensions the systems only holds two bound
states [Bruch 1979]. A key question is whether it is possible to interpolate
these limits in simple theoretical terms and subsequently explore this in
simulations using both more involved numerical methods and experimental
setups.

A model that has the ability to interpolate geometrically between two
and three spatial dimensions and thus study this crossover for both two-
and three-body bound states of identical bosons is proposed. A “squeezed”
dimension whose size can be varied to interpolate the two limits is employed
with periodic boundary conditions (PBC) . This model has the unique fea-
ture that it can be regularized analytically which is a great advantage for
its numerical implementation allowing to go smoothly between both limits.

The theoretical elegance and tractability of calculations in the three-
body system is itself a strong incentive for pursuing this geometry, but in
spite of this elegance, a direct connection between experiments and the pa-
rameter that dials between different dimensions with PBC in this model
was not found yet. On the other hand, it is also possible to formulate the
problem with open boundary conditions (OBC). While for many experi-
mental setups in cold atoms the transverse confining geometry is given by a
harmonic trapping potential and a recent theoretical study [Levinsen 2014]
has considered the properties of three-boson states under strong transverse
confinement, the recent successful production of box potential traps with
bosons [Gaunt 2013, Schmidutz 2014] means that OBC (hard wall) are now
accessible. Besides that, the formulation of the problem with OBC is let for
a future consideration.

The method allows to study the dimensional crossover transitions of
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strongly interacting two- and three-bosons systems by continuously “squeez-
ing” one of the dimensions. The motion of the particles is separated into
two directions, namely a flat surface plus a transverse direction (compact
dimension) which has the position/momentum discretized accordingly to
the chosen type of boundary conditions. Notice that, unless in the pure 2D
limit, the problem is always 3D (Quasi- 2D). In the following, the case of

periodic boundary condition (PBC) is considered.

7.1 Renormalization with a compact dimen-
sion

Effects of a compact dimension are investigated in a system of three-identical
bosons with zero-range pairwise interactions. The formal expression of the
two- and three-body transition operators is the same as the one presented

in Chapter 2, which reads
T(E)=V+VGy(E)T(E) . (7.1)

However, the matrix elements are not the same now, due to the restriction
of the momentum in the transverse direction, that arises from the boundary
condition from which the system is subjected. Being k and k' respectively
the momenta of the incoming and outgoing waves, the matrix elements of

Eq. (7.1) are given by

(K[T(E) k) =K'V [k) + jf dadq’ (K'[V|a) (d| Go(E) |a') (d'| T(£) [k) ,
(7.2)

where the symbol ¥ indicates that all momenta are being taking into ac-
count, i.e., there is an integration over the continuum momentum in the
plane (p,) and a sum over the discrete perpendicular momentum (p.). The
particular form of ¥ depends on the type of boundary conditions that are

being addressed.
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Once more, the interaction between particles is described by Dirac—d
potentials. As it is discussed in Sec. 2.1, the matrix element for this kind
of potential is (k’|V'|q) = V (k/,q) = A and therefore Eq. (7.2) has also
to be renormalized. Following the procedure from Refs. [Adhikari 1995b,
Adhikari 1995a], which is briefly presented in Sec. 2.4.1, the renormalized
transition matrix for two- and three-body systems subjected to a compact

dimension are given by

(K| T(E) k) =T (~4) = T(-*)(1* + E) ¥, daGo(a, E)Gola, ~#*)T (a,k, E) |
(7.3)

where in the two-body sector T'(—u?) is a constant, namely T'(-u?) = A and
in the three-body sector T'(-p?) is the sum over the renormalized two-body

T-matrix given in Eq. (2.73).

In the two-body sector, since the right-hand-side of Eq. (7.3) is inde-
pendent of k’ and k, it is possible to define T'(q,k,E) = (q|T(F) k) =
(K'|T(E) k) =7(E). The two-body T-matrix becomes

7(E) A=A+ E)7(B) ¥ daGo(a, E)Go(a, )
A
1+ A2+ E) ¥ dqGo(q, E)Go(q, —p2)

(7.4)

In the three-body sector, the renormalized T-matrix in Eq. (7.3) is given
by

T(E)=T(-p*) + T(-1*) [Go(E) = Go(=11*) | T(E) , (7.5)

is the sum over the renormalized two-body 7T-matrix given in Eq. (2.73).
Notice that Eq. (7.5) is identical to Eq. (2.74), meaning that the derivation
of the coupled homogeneous integral equations for the three-body bound
state is the same as in Sec. (2.4.2). The only difference now is that the
momentum q and the phase factor dq are restricted by the boundary con-

ditions.
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7.2 3D - 2D transition with PBC

Periodic boundary conditions (PBC) are assumed to be valid for the relative
distance between the particles in the compact dimension, chosen to be z.
Then, the relative momentum is given by p, = (p,,p,) in the flat 2D surface

and by
p,=——=—, n=0,£1,£2, - (7.6)

in the transverse direction, with L = 27 R being the size of the compact
dimension corresponding to a radius R, which is the parameter that dials
between two and three-dimensions. When R — 0 it selects the 2D case and
in the opposite limit, i.e., R — oo, the 3D case is selected. The momentum
q and its corresponding phase factor dq in Eq. (7.4) are, with PBC, given
by
2 1
2_,2 1 _ L2

¢ =Pty and dq——deL. (7.7)
The symbol ¥, which indicates an integration over the continuum momen-
tum in the plane (p,) and a sum over the discrete perpendicular momentum

(p- = %) in this case reads

i dq= nioo / }%(ﬁpl : (7.8)

7.2.1 Two-body scattering amplitude

Replacing ¢ = p? + g—i and dq = £d?p,, Eq. (7.4) becomes

1

(E-pl -z +1e) (12 + 91 + )

R'r(E) = l)\_lR - (> +E) j d’p,
(7.9)

The choice of —p? = Ey leads to A™! = 0 (see Sec. 2.1 ) and the matrix
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elements in Eq. (7.9) are given by
R7'7(E) = [In(E)] (7.10)

where the subscript p distinguish between the matrix elements of systems
restricted purely to 2D or 3D to the compacted dimension (quasi-2D) with
PBC discussed here and the function Ig(FE) is given by

(7.11)

E-FE)
In(E :;fcﬂ E R 7y
r(E) pl(E_p%_ﬁ+ze)(—E2+p%+%)

For E <0 the function in Eq. (7.11) reads

1 1
[ E :_de 5 )
R( ) pll’E2|+p3 n2 ‘E|+pj_ 2]
2 A
=—T Z hm |:1n(|_E2|-‘r-pl ) _]-n(|E|+pl RQ)pEO
E A2 E
=—7 Z lim |In | 2| + | - ’
niTes A—oo |E|+A2 |E2|+
|E]
- I S o LY i o I (7.12)
n_Z: (|E2|+ ; |E2|+ﬁ

On the other hand, for F > 0 the analytic extension of Eq. (7.12) must
be

— ~E+ 1 n?
IR(E)=—7T Z {1H(|E¥2|—+%)@(E—E)
n=—00 R2

Jo
+[In —WQ -
| Es| + 7

The sum over n in Eq. (7.13) can be performed analytically for F < 0,

|

noticing that

Z ln(a2+n2) QIn[M]. (7.14)

b? + n? sinh (7b)
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Then, the function Ix(E) becomes

sinh (WR\/E )

sinh (7 Rv/[ )

Ir(E)=-2mIn (7.15)

and the matrix elements of the transition operator for two-body systems

restricted to a compact dimension with PBC are given by

inh(7R\/|E
(E) ' =R 'R(E) = 2 In o (W \/ﬁ)
R |sinh (7TR |E2|)

(7.16)

Notice that 7,(E) recovers the matrix elements of 3D and 2D systems in
the limits R — oo and R — 0, respectively. The first case is straightforward

an reads

m5h(E) = lim 7' (E) = -27* (VIE| - VIE) | (7.17)
which is identical to Eq. (2.28).

Before going to the 2D limit, it is important to notice that, as it was
said before, a quasi-2D system is in practice a 3D system. Then, the units
of 735(F) and 7,1(E) are exactly the same and reads [E].[L]?, as it can

be easily seen in from Eq. (7.2), where

A3z

e Xk X (1Y Ix) 7.18
)’ (x| V]x) (7.18)

K| T(E) k)= [

On the other hand, the unit of 75}(E) is [E].[L]?, which gives [[E’%((g))]] =

[L]!. Taking into account the correct units, the 2D limit of Eq. (7.15)

reads

2B = lim R (E) = - 1E]
TQD(E)—}%_I%RTP (E)=-2rln 5| (7.19)

which is identical to Eq. (2.25).
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7.2.2 Dimer binding energy

Up to this point, the energy of the dimer, F,, was considered unchanged
during the squeezing of the trap. In this subsection it is shown how FEj
changes as the parameter R, which controls the size of the trap, is contin-
uously tuned from 3D to 2D when the squeezing is performed with PBC.
The analysis starts with the denominator of Eq. (7.9) in the limit of y — oo,

which reads

e -
R'7,(E) = [R)\‘I(M» 00) _yf . pan ] . (7.20)
E-pi -1z +e
Therefore, the ultraviolet divergence has to be removed by A~'(u — o),
which can be can be chosen as
_ d3p

where the limit R - oo leads to the bound-state pole at the dimer energy in
3D, namely 7,1(E) = 0 at £ = E3”. The renormalized scattering amplitude

becomes

d3p d?p -
R E:R/——;f L , 7.22
O L = (1.22)

R2

and to get a finite value for 7,(E) the ultraviolet cutoffs in both divergent
terms have to be chosen consistently to keep the correct 3D limit. It is
enough to regularize the momentum integral in the plane, namely d?p,, in
both terms of Eq. (7.22) with an UV cutoff A and then perform the limit
A — oo. The integration in d?p, in Eq. (7.22) was already done in Eq. (7.12)

and changing variables to y = R p, the renormalized T—matrix is given by

00 _ESDR2 +y2
-1 T 2
fry (E) = ™ im l[oo dyln(—EgDR2 +y2+ (A R)z)

ol —-F R2+n?—qe
- | ) 2
n;oo n(—ER2+n2+(AR)2+ze)] (7.23)
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The sum and the integral of the terms in the right-hand-side of Eq. (7.23)
are respectively given by Eq. (7.14) and by

oo a2+y2) CL2 bQ
dyl =2rl—=-—1. 7.24
Lo yn(62+y2 ”(|a| 1) (7.24)

For negative energies, Eq. (7.23) becomes

Ay (8) =2m fim (R (/137 -7 2

W sinh (WR\/E)
sinh (nRV-E+A?) ||~

-2 {w R\/-E3P -In [smh (wRﬁ)] ‘L (A)} , (7.25)

where

L(A) ~ Al_r}(}o {—77 R\/m+ In [sinh (WR\/ﬂ)]} ,
- In lim 1e_’er —E3D+A (ewR\/m B e_ﬁR\/m)

Y

A—oo
1
- In lim (1- 2 mWVITEIRT) s _ln 2, (7.26)

in the limit A — oo gives a finite result. The two-body T-matrix is finally

written as
R, (E)=(2n)" {’NR -E3P —In [2 sinh (WR\/E)]}_l : (7.27)

The formula in Eq. (7.27) for the 2B scattering amplitude can be generalized
to allow negative scattering lengths by recognizing that \/-F3” — 1/a in
the zero-range limit. Therefore, the energy of the bound dimer in quasi-2D

for positive or negative 3D scattering lengths is the solution of

74 (E) = (27) {ra™ - B In [2sinh (rRVZE) |} = 0. (7.28)



114 7.2. 3D - 2D TRANSITION WITH PBC

and can be written as

e R/a

1
V -F = ﬁ Sinh_l 5 s

(7.29)

For R — 0 it goes to V—=FE ~ (7R)~! sinh™* 5 =0.153174 R~', which does not
depend on the scattering length. Therefore, for any 3D two-body subsystem
- bound or virtual - a strong deformation of the trap towards 2D always
binds the dimer.

7.2.3 Trimer bound state equation

Considering the momentum g and the phase factor dq as given in Eq. (7.7),
where q = q, + q, and dq = %dqu, the three-body free Hamiltonian (see
Eq. (2.32)) becomes

H (q.k) = (q, +a.)” + (k, +k.)* + (a, +q.) - (k, + k) |
n2
=kl qk (7.30)

Considering the proper two-body 7T-matrix and H{ respectively from
Egs. (7.16) and (7.30), the three-body bound state equation for a compact
dimension with PBC is found to be

2 (3, f (k) f (k)
f(q)——ﬁn(;lq —Es)ifdk(_E3+Hg(q,k) ‘u2+H5<q,k)) |
(7.31)

which after introducing the discrete momentum is written as

Flanm =273 (a+ o) - 5

« S [ fem)  f(kim)
m;oo[dkL(—E3+Hg(q,k) u2+H§(q,k))' (7.32)

Note that the subtraction is kept even after the discretization because

the Thomas collapse is always present for any finite compact radius, no
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matter how small.

As the interaction between the particles corresponds to s—waves poten-
tials and the focus is on states with zero angular momentum, the spectator
functions do not depend on the angle, i.e., f(q) = f(¢q) and the angular
integration in Eq. (7.32) is solved using Eq. (2.69). Then, introducing di-
mensionless variables, €3 = Es/u?, €o = Ey/p*, r = R p, y, = q./\/i and
x, = k. /\/I1, the subtracted equation for the three-body bound state with a

compact dimension subjected to PBC is written as

-1
sinh (m“\/% (yf + ’:—j) - 63)
sinh (m’\/@)

f(y,n)=47ln

1

X Z '[0 de, x, f(x,,m)

2 2 , n? m?2 nom\?2 2 ,..2
\/(_€3+yj_+xl+r_2+7~_2+r_2) -y Ty

- ! . (7.33)

2 2,02, m2, nm)? 2,2
\/(]‘+yi+$L+r_2+r_2+r_2) — LYy

It is worthwhile to remind that Eq. (7.33) for R — oo returns precisely
Eq. (6.1) for the spectator function in the 3D case.

7.3 2D - 1D with PBC

Periodic boundary conditions (PBC) are assumed to be valid for the relative

distance between the particles in the compact dimension, chosen to be y.

The relative momentum is given by p = (p,) in the linear dimension and by
™m n

Py=T =g n=0,+1,+2, 43, -, (7.34)

in the transverse direction, with L = 27 R being the size of the compact

dimension corresponding to a radius R, that is again the parameter that

dials between two and three-dimensions. The limit R — 0 selects the 1D
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case and in the opposite limit R — oo, the 2D one is selected.

Now, the momentum q and its corresponding phase factor dq in Eq. (7.4)

are, with PBC, given by

qQ:pQ+n—2 and dqzidp (7.35)
st 7dPs - )

The symbol § indicates that all momenta are being taking into account,
i.e., there is an integration over the continuum momentum in the linear
coordinate (p,) and a sum over the discrete perpendicular momentum (p, =

%). In other words

gf dq = nio f %dpw . (7.36)

7.3.1 Two-body scattering amplitude

Replacing ¢? = p2 + %22 and dq = %dpr, Eq. (7.4) becomes

-1
px—%+ze)(u2+p§+g—i)] '
(7.37)

R7,(E) = [AlR_(uhE)gfdpx(E_ 2 1

which leads to the renormalized scattering amplitude written as

_ d*p dp -
R, (E) = R/——)f i . 7.38
o(E) [ B3P —p? E- 2—%”6] (7.38)

In order to get a finite value for 7,(£) the ultraviolet cutoffs in both di-

vergent terms have to be chosen consistently to keep the correct 2D limit.
Using that

& 1 mcoth(7a)

>

n=—0o

: (7.39)

n? + a2 a
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the T-matrix in Eq. (7.38) is worked for negative energies, which is enough

for bound trimer calculations and reads

1

A
R7,(E) = (Rx)™ lim [ [

-1

coth (ﬂ'R -F +p2)

A
+ dp ,
-[A V-FE +p?

B » o0 COth(’iTR —E+p2) 1 h
N T e o e | IR

(7.40)

The energy of the bound dimer in the quasi 1D situation is given by the
pole of Eq. (7.40) at negative energies and it is found to be

fmdp(coth(ﬂR —E2+p2) 1 )O, (7.41)

which for R — oo gives correctly that Fy — F2P as in this limit coth R — 1.
For R — 0 it should happen that —FEs — oo as given in Ref. [Delfino 2011].

7.3.2 Trimer bound state equation

Considering the momentum q and the phase factor dq as given in Eq. (7.35),
where q = q, +q, and dq = %dqgc7 the three-body free Hamiltonian (see
Eq. (2.32)) becomes

Hy(qk) = (qe +q,)” + (ke + k,)* + (qe +qy) - (ko + k)
2 2
— PRk

Considering the proper two-body T-matrix and H{ respectively from

Egs. (7.40) and (7.42), the three-body bound state equation for a compact
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dimension with PBC is found to be

3 n? & o0 fky,m)
) = R'F [E ——( 2+—)] f dk, 2 . (7.43
f(q ) g ’ 4 E R? m:z—:oo —o0 E3 - ﬁg (q7 k) ( )
In this case of quasi-1D there is no need of UV regularization of the
integral equations as the Thomas collapse of the trimer in quasi-2D is absent

in 2D and, therefore, in quasi-1D.

7.4 Trimer at 3D - 2D crossover with PBC

The results for the trimer binding energy shown in Fig. 7.1 are obtained
from the numerical solution of the integral bound state equation for the
spectator function in quasi-2D (see Eq. (7.33)). In order to explore the
dimensional crossover transition, Fig. 7.1 shows the ratios e3/e; as a function
of the compact dimension radius r, for the ground, first, and second excited
states. Note that the last state goes into the continuum before the 2D limit
is reached.

The computations were performed for two fixed two-body energies €5 =
1076 (empty circles/dashed lines) and 10-7 (full circles/solid lines). In a
pure 3D calculation these parameters are on the a > 0 side of the resonance
and only three three-body bound states are found from the solution of the
integral equation (2.83), such that the well known Efimov ratio between two
consecutive three-body states, ~ 515, is still far if the second and first excited
states are considered. The points at which the energies are calculated are
shown explicitly, while the curves are guides to the eye. For the largest
radius (r = 1000) the energies are obtained from the pure 3D equation given
in Eq. (2.83). The plot shows a very interesting dimensional crossover result,
where only one sharp transition is present for the ground state while there
are two for the first excited state. This behavior can be understood by
considering the size of the trimer given roughly by 7 ~ 1/,/€3.

For €5 = 1077, the ground state plateau for es/es = 93330 is placed at
7 = 10.35 and first excited state plateau for e3/e; = 211.79 at 7 = 217.29.
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Figure 7.1: €3/es as a function of r, for e = 1077 (full circles) and 1076
(empty circles). The solid and dashed lines are guides to the eye. As the
2D limit (r — 0) is approached, higher excited states disappear and only
the ground and first excited states remain.

These 7 values give approximately the region of the jumps signaling that
the 3D limit, represented by the plateau, is reached once the trimer size
matches the size of the squeezed dimension, r. The same analysis can be
made for €5 = 1076 with 7 = 10.27 and 7 = 188.98, respectively, for the ground
and first excited state. Varying r from large to small values, the 3D—-2D
transition occurs for r ~ 10, where it is possible to notice the disappearance
of the higher excited states in order to reproduce the well known 2D results

with two trimer bound state energies proportional to e; with the ratios
€3/€2 = 16.52 and e3/ey = 1.27 [Bruch 1979].

From the experimental point of view it may be difficult to keep the
dimer energy constant. However, the transition observed in Fig. 7.1 will
not disappear due to a variation of €5 with r. The increase of the dimer

energy will merely move the beginning of the jumps towards smaller . The
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optimal way to probe these jumps is to start from a two-body energy in
the unitary limit (a - oo) where the 2D plateaus are fixed. Larger dimer
energies will cause the 3D plateau to move to lower €3/e; ratio and push the
beginning of the transition to smaller r, thus making the transition region
broader.

In the case where the dimer energy is not tuned to be fixed and runs
with r, it is possible to estimate with Eq. (7.29) that for the small values
of r ~ 10 — 20, when compared to the 3D scattering length of a ~ 103,
€5 ~ 0.02346/r? is a reasonable approximation. In the case of €32 = 107, one
has for r = 10, €3 ~ 2.3x107* and e3/e3P = 230. For r = 20, €3 ~ 5.1x107° one
get the ratio eg/esP = 51. The results shown in Figure 7.1 for fixed e, = 1076,
are expected to have some changes, as r = 10, where e3/e3P is comparable to
ex/€e3P =230, while for r = 20, e3/e3P is quite large compared to e/e3” = 51,
Therefore, one expects that while some changes in the above picture will be

expected for small radius, for r > 20 it will be quite unaffected.



CHAPTER 8

Summary and outlook

Quantum few-body systems composed of two and three particles with at-
tractive zero range pairwise interactions for general masses and interaction
strengths were considered in two and three dimensions. In order to have
the methods clearly stated, the Faddeev decomposition was used to write
the set of homogeneous coupled integral equations for the bound state as
well as the momentum-space wave function, which are the starting points
for the analytical and numerical investigations of the universal properties
in few-body systems.

The universal properties are those that any potential with similar con-
straints (observables) are able to describe in a model-independent form.
They occur when the system is large compared to the range of the potential
and in this case the details of the basic two-body ingredients are unim-
portant. Then, zero-range interaction models introduced through Dirac—d
potential are useful, since all properties are determined at distances outside
the potential [Frederico 2012].

A considerable simplification in the 2D three-body problem comes by
defining scaling functions and choosing appropriates energy and mass scales.
This reduces the number of unknown parameters in the set of coupled ho-
mogeneous integral equations for the bound state and simplifies the presen-
tation of the results [Bellotti 2012].

It was shown in Chapter 3 that the number of three-body bound states in
2D varies from one and up depending on mass ratios and two-body subsys-
tem energies, with symmetric mass system having the fewest and the most
for two heavy particles and a light one. An upper limit for the number of

bound states in any abc system was found when all the subsystems interact
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with the same energy, namely F,, = E,. = Ej. [Bellotti 2012]. Since this
configuration seems still hard to be experimentally implemented, a feasible
situation corresponds to three-body systems composed for a heavy-heavy
non-interacting subsystem, i.e. m. << m, =my and Ey, = 0; E,. = Fy., which
has also a rich energy spectrum [Bellotti 2013b].

For example, 2D mixtures of 3"Rb-8"Rb-SLi and 133Cs-133Cs-Li are ex-
pected to have respectively 3 and 4 three-body universal bound states [Bel-
lotti 2013b]. It is very important to note that these numbers do not depend
on the exact two-body energy in the 6Li-133Cs subsystem. These two-body
energies in the 2D setup are functions of the 3D low-energy scattering length
of the particular Feshbach resonance that is used in experiment to tune the
interaction [Bloch 2008]. However, as long as there is such a resonance,
the results should hold when the system is squeezed into a two-dimensional
geometry. The possibility of tunning the binding energy of each pair and
performing experiments mixing molecules and atoms should open new av-
enues for even richer two-dimensional three-body spectra.

One of these promising configurations was recently reported as the ex-
perimental realization of 33Cs-SLi systems [Repp 2013, Tung 2013], where
it even looks as if three-body bound states can be expected when the sub-
system 33Cs-133Cs is almost non-interacting. Therefore, the system 133Cs-
133Cs-SLi seems to be the most promising realistic combination to experi-
mentally achieve a rich three-body energy spectrum in 2D. Some other mix-
tures with large mass imbalances under study at the moment are Lithium-
Ytterbium [Hansen 2013] and Helium-Rubidium [Knoop 2012]. Cases of lay-
ered systems with long-range dipolar interactions are also extremely promis-
ing for finding bound states [Armstrong 2012, Volosniev 2012], since that
some of these are expected to have a universal low-energy character.

The three-body ground and first excited state energies in 2D have been
successfully parameterized by universal functions that are so-called super
circles (powers different from two) where the coordinates are the indepen-
dent two-body energy ratios and the radius parameter is the three-body

energy. The latter is an approximately linear function of the three-body
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energy, independent of masses, while the powers of the coordinates are
functions of both mass and three-body energy. This result can be used
to estimate three-body energies and the number of bound states, and as a
measure of the deviation from the universal zero-range limit [Bellotti 2012].

The interesting scenario in 2D where a particle is much lighter than
the other two (m. << m, » my) presents a rich energy spectrum even for
non-interacting heavy particles (E,, = 0) and was analyzed in the Born-
Oppenheimer (BO) approximation, where the light particle coordinate is
integrated out from the Schrodinger equation leading to an effective adia-
batic potential between the heavy particles in the heavy-heavy-light system,
as presented in Chapter 4.

The adiabatic potential, which was found as the solution of a transcen-
dental equation, is mass-dependent and reveals an increasing number of
bound states for the decreasing mass of one of the particles. An asymptotic
expression for the adiabatic potential was derived and was shown that this
analytic expression faithfully corresponds to the numerically calculated adi-
abatic potential, even in the non-asymptotic region where the biggest devi-
ation is still less than 9% [Bellotti 2013b]. This means that the asymptotic
expression can be directly applied in 2D three-body system calculations,
even in the non-asymptotic regions.

An estimate of the number of bound states as a function of the light-
heavy mass ratio m for a heavy-heavy-light system in 2D was done using
the analytic expression in the JWKB approximation. Infinitely many bound
states are expected as this ratio approaches zero since the number of states
is proportional to 1/y/m [Bellotti 2013b]. However, for finite masses a finite
number of bound states is always expected. The explicitly mass-dependence
of the asymptotic expression shows that the adiabatic potential becomes
more attractive and less screened as one particle is much lighter than the
other two (m — 0). This behavior explains the increasing number of bound
states when the mass of the light particle is decresead. Besides, being R
the distance between the heavy particles, the bound states accumulate both

at R - 0 and R - oco. While particles with finite mass always produce a
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finite number of bound states, an Efimov-like effect is expected only for
m =0 [Bellotti 2013b].

In order to experimentally observe the presence of these three-body
bound states in 2D one should be able to use similar techniques to those
used for the study of Efimov states in 3D, i.e. loss measurements [Krae-
mer 2006] and photo-association [Lompe 2010]. It may also be possible to
use RF techniques as in experiments that studied two-body bound states
and many-body pairing in two-dimensional Fermi gases [Frohlich 2011, Som-
mer 2012]. Another possible experimental signature of 2D three-body sys-
tems is through the momentum distribution and the two- and three-body
contact parameters which appears as coefficients [Werner 2012, Bellotti 2012,
Bellotti 2014]. These coefficients depends sensitively on the presence of
bound two- and three-body states.

Important ingredients in the study of the momentum distribution are
the Faddeev components, also called spectator functions, that compose the
wave-function in momentum space. A key result shown in Chapter 5 was the
finding of an exact analytic expression for the spectator functions in 2D of
any generic abc system in the large momentum regime [Bellotti 2013a, Bel-
lotti 2014], where the normalization of three distinct spectator functions
relates to each other through a constant, properly weighted by reduced
masses. These analytical results are supported by accurate numerical com-
putations, which confirmed both the asymptotic behavior and the relation
between the asymptotic expressions for different spectator functions in a
generic case of three distinguishable particles.

The spectator functions and their asymptotic behavior define both the
two- and the three- body contact parameters, Cy and C3. The parameter Cs
arises from integration of the spectator functions over all momenta, so that
both small and large momenta contribute. The three two-body parameters
in a system of three distinguishable particles in 2D are related by simple
mass scaling, however they are in general not universal in the sense of being
independent of the state when more than one excited state is present, or at

least the energy scaling is more complicated than the corresponding one for
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identical bosons, where the three-body energy was used as the measuring
unit [Bellotti 2014]. This non-universal behavior was expected, since un-
like for 3D systems, 2D three-body states does not present any geometric
scaling. Then, the surprisingly and interesting result also showed in Chap-
ter 5 is that the two-body parameter scales with the three-body energy and
becomes independent of the quantum state considered for three-body sys-
tems composed of one distinguishable and two identical and non-interacting
particles, and also in the case of three-identical bosons [Bellotti 2013a, Bel-
lotti 2014]. In these cases the third particle apparently does not disturb the
short-distance structure arising from the other two particles and therefore
the two-body contact parameter turn out to be universal. This is similar to
the 3D case with three identical bosons where (5 is universal in the scaling

or Efimov limit where the binding energy is negligible.

The three-body contact parameter C's depends only on the large-momen-
tum asymptotic behavior of the spectator function and was fully determined
due to the analytic expression found for the spectator function in 2D for
the large momentum regime [Bellotti 2014]. Unlike Cs, the three-body con-
tact parameters do not turn out to be universal in any of the investigated
cases. This parameter is highly sensitive to the large-momentum asymp-
totic spectator function. Indeed, the proportionality coefficient determined
in the asymptotic region, appears explicitly in the expression for Cj3. It
was found that Cj5 drastically change from the cases of two interacting and
non-interacting identical particles. The values of C5 for any state in the
non-interacting scenario are always less than 10% of the values obtained
for interacting identical particles. The "absence” of a significant C3, com-
bined with universal C; parameters, is then a signature of a non-interacting

subsystem within the three-body system [Bellotti 2014].

It is of interest to know the spectator functions in 2D for all, both small
and large, momenta, since the two-body contact parameters are integral
quantities. The knowledge about the asymptotic spectator functions was
used to guess an analytic structure describing approximately the ground

state. This analytic form of the spectator function was used to derive an
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expression for the two-body contact parameter between the two identical
non-interacting particles in the ground state. The mass ratio, m, and en-
ergy, F3, dependences then appear explicitly in addition to a more hidden,
but much weaker, dependence in a normalization constant. The derived
expression deviates from the exact value of Cy about 10% for m > 1, about
20% when m =1 and less than 5% for m <« 1. Although the exact value is
not fully reproduced, this formula presents a powerful way to determine the
two-body contact parameter as function of m within percents [Bellotti 2014].
The single-particle momentum distribution was also calculated for 3D
systems consisting of two identical bosons and a third particle of a different
kind. Zero-range interaction was considered in the regime of a finite number
of three-body bound states and also in the Efimov limit. Again, the asymp-
totic momentum distribution was analytically calculated as a function of
the mass ratio and it was shown in Chapter 6 that the corresponding func-
tional form is sensitive to this mass ratio [Yamashita 2013]. In the case of
equal masses the results of Ref. [Castin 2011] were reproduced. The leading
term has a ¢* tail while the sub-leading contribution is ¢~® times a log-
periodic function that is a characteristic of the Efimov limit. In particular,
it was shown that for general mass ratios there is a non-oscillatory ¢~® con-
tribution which happens to vanish (and leave the oscillatory contribution
behind) when the mass ratio is 0.2, 1, or 1.57 [Yamashita 2013].
Exemplifying the study above, the coefficient of the ¢=* tail, which is
the two-body contact parameter, was numerically determined for the sys-
tems 133Cs-133Cs-511 and 8"Rb-8"Rb-SLi. For these cases, the momentum
distributions of excited Efimov trimers for both the heavy and light com-
ponents were also calculated. The numerical results demonstrate that the
momentum distributions of ground, first, and second excited Efimov trimers
approach a universal form at large but also at small momentum, indicating
that one does not need to go to highly excited (and numerically challenging)
three-body states in order to study the universal behavior of Efimov states

in momentum space [Yamashita 2013].

As a brief parenthesis, it is worth to highlight that the steps employed
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in the challenging analytical derivation of the sub-leading terms nz and ny
would be used as a complete and exciting example in a course of complex
analysis (see Chapter 6 and Appendix F).

In 3D systems, the two-body contact has been observed in experiments
using time-of-flight and the mapping to momentum space [Stewart 2010],
Bragg spectroscopy [Kuhnle 2010] or momentum-resolved photo-emission
spectroscopy [Frohlich 2011]. Measuring the sub-leading term and thus
accessing (3 requires more precision, which has so far only produced the
upper limits for the particular case of 8"Rb [Wild 2012]. In 2D systems the
functional form of the sub-leading term is different from the 3D case, so it
is difficult to compare with the 3D case. However, given that the precision
improves continuously it should be possible to also probe the 2D case when
tightly squeezing a 3D sample. As it was shown here, the mass ratio can
change the values of the contact parameters significantly. It is thus expected
that mixtures of different atoms is the most promising direction to make a
measurement of a 2D contact parameter.

A first step in the study of higher-order correlations and dimensional
3D - 2D crossover was taken by demonstrating how trimer observables
in strongly-interacting quantum gases can be used to probe dimensional-
ity [Bellotti 2013a]. Specifically, the breakdown of scale-invariance due to
the Efimov effect is directly seen in the functional form of the tail of the
momentum distribution. A clear direction of study is a full inclusion of the
transverse direction and the discrete spectrum that it brings, since it was
shown that a crossover with fundamental influence on the momentum tail
will happen. A first try to mapping the dimensional crossover out in a sys-
tem that would be squeezed by optical lattice(s) is shown in Chapter 7 (see
also Ref. [Yamashita 2014]). For that aim, periodic boundary conditions
were used to change from 3D to quasi-2D the trimer physics.

Squeezing the transverse direction with periodic boundary conditions,
a sharp transition was found in the energy spectrum of the trimer as the
compact dimension changes from a 3D to a 2D situation [Yamashita 2014].

This is an ongoing project and more studies are still necessary in order to
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relate the parameter which dials between the different dimensions to real
experiments. Only the transition in the trimer energy spectrum was still
studied and another interesting topic is to follow the dimensional crossover
transition of the wave function, since it was shown that the spectator func-
tion drastically changes with the dimensionality. An intriguing point is to
identify what is the form of the spectator function in the sharp crossover

region, where the system is clearly neither 2D or 3D.

Another ongoing project is the study of the twodimensional three-body
systems containing one fermion that is identical to the ones of a Fermi sea
background. So far, our studies in 2D have concerned mass-imbalanced
three-body systems of different nature in the vacuum. In the Fermi sea
background, the dynamics of the shallow molecules having in its components
fermions have to also account for the Pauli-blocking effect. Furthermore, the
boson self-energy has to be treated as it has been done for two-body systems
in, for example, Refs. [Meera 2011, Sascha 2011, Schmidt 2012a]. Tt is open
the question on the effects of Pauli-Blocking and self-energies corrections
for the three-body systems. The numerical solution of this problem is much
more time-demanding and more technically challenging, but worth while
to solve in view of the experimental possibility of squeezing systems with

bosons immersed in cold atomic Fermi gases.

Further projects are the study of range-corrections in the universal prop-
erties presented in this thesis and the investigation of four-body systems in
2D. For real applications it is necessary to care about details of the short-
range interaction, as the universal limit in which the range of the interaction
is zero is an idealization. Therefore, it is necessary to study how the intro-
duction of real potentials with a given range make the few-particle proper-
ties deviate from the results obtained in the universal regime. The need for
details of the interaction must be significant when the system is probed at
wavelengths close to the potential range, while for low energies the range
effect can be possibly studied by a systematic expansion, as has been done,
e.g. for three- [Platter 2009] and four-boson [Hadizadeh 2013] systems in

3D. Therefore, the corrections in the binding and structure of three- and
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four-body systems due to a finite interaction range in 2D will be investi-
gated for several different possibilities of constituents, paying attention to
the implications of the four-body scale [Hadizadeh 2011].

The three-particle system for large mass asymmetries can have a large
number of bound states in two-dimensions, as shown in Chapters 3 and 4
(see Ref. [Bellotti 2011, Bellotti 2012, Bellotti 2013b]). It will be interesting
to find how the interwoven three- and four-body spectra come with different
possibilities of particles masses. In such case, it is expected that some of
these four-body states will be resonances in the atom plus triatomic molecule
continuum, as has been seen in 3D calculations in traps [Thogersen 2008]
and without traps [von Stecher 2009, Deltuva 2010]. In the case of the
formulation in momentum space, to obtain the position of the four-body
resonances a rotation to the complex momentum plane of the integral equa-
tion will be required, as has been done in the case of the calculation of

three-boson resonances in 3D [Bringas 2004].






APPENDIX A
Revision of the scattering

theory

A.1 Brief presentation of the quantum scat-

tering

The two-body problem is much simpler than the three-body one, since
there are only two possibilities for the two-body systems: a scattering
state or a bound state with structureless constituents. In the quantum
regime, the particles can be described as waves (see for example Ref. [de
Toledo Piza 2002, Landau 1977]). In this scenario, two colliding particles are
described by an incoming wave and a scattered one as shown in Fig. A.1.

I A =2,

Detector
Figure A.1: Schematic figure showing the quantum scattering process. k

and A\ are respectively the relative momentum and corresponding wave-
length. The subscripts ¢ and f means initial and final.
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The Hamiltonian for two particles that interact through a generic po-

tential V' is written as

2 2
X, K

le 2m2

+V, (A.1)

where k; and m; are respectively the momentum and mass of the particle
¢ in the laboratory frame. If the potential V' is translational invariant, the
Hamiltonian is given by
K2 2
= —+ p
2(m1 + m2) 2TTL12

+V, (A.2)

where k = k; + ky is the total momentum and p = m2ki=mke the relative

mi1+mso
one. The reduced mass of the system is mjs = % As there are no

external forces, the CM motion is free and just the relative motion has to

be considered. The Hamiltonian for the relative motion is

p2
2mqa

H =

+VEHO+V. (AB)

The solution of the Schrodinger equation for the scattered outgoing wave,

(Ho+ V) 4+ = Ei* is formulated as

U =1y + go(E)VT, (A.4)

where 9 is the solution of the homogeneous equation and the free resolvent

go(E) is given by

1
E)yz ———. A5
W) = (4-5)
Analogously, the resolvent (or Green’s function) is defined as
(B) = = (A0
S = EHve '

Relations between the free and full propagators, respectively in Eqgs. (A.5)
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and (A.6), are found by noticing that
V=H-Hy=g;'(E)- g7 (E). (A7)
Multiplying Eq. (A.7) for go from left and g from right gives

96 -9 =V, 1-g9g" =9V, 9-90=9Vg,9=90+0Vg. (ASB)

On the other hand, multiplying Eq. (A.7) for g from left and gy from right

results in

9% -9 =V, 99" -1=9V ., 9-9=9Vg0, 9=90+9V g0 . (A.9)

Then, the two-body transition matrix ¢(£) is found by inserting Eq. (A.8)
into Eq. (A.9). The result is

9=90+9V (90+9V90) =90+ 9V go+9V9gVgo=90+ 90 [V +VgV]go
= Jo + gOth s (AlO)

where the transition matrix (7-matrix), t(E), is defined as
1=V 1VgV . (A.11)

Notice that the T-matrix, as well as the free and full propagators, depends
explicitly on the energy, ie., t = t(F), g = g(E) and g = go(E), however,
this dependence is not shown in Eqs. (A.8) to (A.11) in order to let the

visualization of such equations clearer.

The transition matrix is a key ingredient in the study of quantum sys-
tems, since it relates directly to the main observable in the scattering prob-
lem: the connection between theory and measurable data is made through
the scattering phase-shifts and cross-section. While the study of the scat-
tering phase-shift and cross-section is broadly made for three-dimensional

systems in several text books, the analogous two-dimensional (2D) problem
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is beautifully described in Ref. [Adhikari 1993].

A.2 Scattering equation for the two-body T-

matrix

The T-matrix plays a central role in the scattering problem and, it is the
base of the mathematical framework used to describe quantum few-body
problems. An integral equation for this operator is found by combining the
two expressions for the full propagator in Egs. (A.8) and (A.10). Inserting

the latter in the former one gives:

=30+ 90V (90 + 90tg0) = 9o+ 90V g0 + 9oV gotgo = go + go [V + V got] g0 -
(A.12)

Comparing the two forms of the resolvent as written in Eqs. (A.10) and

(A.12), the scattering integral equation comes as

Alternatively, it is possible to insert the resolvent in Eq. (A.10) into Eq. (A.9),
which results in

The integral equation for the T-matrix, Eq. (A.13), can in principle
be solved for any potential V', however, more complex the potential more
difficult to solve the equation. Hopefully, there is a class of potentials which
allows the algebraic manipulation of Eq. (A.13). These potentials are called

separable and have the operator form
V=) (Xl , (A.15)

where A\ is the potential strength.
Inserting the potential given in Eq. (A.15), in the two-body scattering
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integral equation from Eq. (A.13) leads to

t(E) = Ax) (xI+ Ax) (x| go(EE(E) . (A.16)

In order to find the term (x| go(E)t(E), Eq. (A.16) is multiplied by (x| go(E)
from the left, which gives

(X 90(ENt(E) = AMx|90(E) [x) (x| + X x| 90(£) |x) (x| g0 (E)t(E) ,

(an(E)(E) = MBI (A17)

Inserting Eq. (A.17) back in Eq. (A.16), the two-body T-matrix becomes

1
E) =10 =y ) (A1

which in a compact form becomes
t(E) = x)7(E) (x| , (A.19)
where the matrix element 7(FE) is given by
()= (X = {dgo(B) ) - (A.20)

Introducing the identity 1 = [ dPp|p) (p| in Eq. (A.20), the integral form

of the T'-matrix is
(E)=(x" =[] a?dp () 650 E)P) (B 1)

(A [y S ) , (A.21)

E - + 1€

2mred

where my.q is the two-body reduced mass and g(p) = (p|x) is the form
factor of the potential V.






APPENDIX B

Jacobi1 relative momenta

B.1 Classical three-body problem

The physical attributes of the three particles are labeled as « = 4, 7, k. Their

masses are m,, and their positions and velocities in the laboratory frame

are respectively given by r, and v, = dc’;—g‘. The momentum of each particle

is K, = mgyv,. The total momentum K and the free Hamiltonian H, of the

three-body system are written as

K =MV + 1MV + MgV ZK,'+K]'+K]§ , (Bl)
K2 K2 K2
Hy=—"+ L 4k (B.2)

2m;  2m;  2my

The center-of-mass (CM) position and velocity are found to be

m;r; + M;r; + Mgl

) M !

dRem  MiVi+mM;iv;+myvy
dt M '

Rem (B.3)

Vo = (B.4)

where the total mass is M = m; + m; + my. The relatives coordinate and
velocity between each particle a and the CM of the system are shown in
Fig. B.1 and read

R.,=r,-R.., (B.5)
dR.

V,=—==v,-V_, . B.6

i (B.6)
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R

k
L

Figure B.1: Three-body coordinates in laboratory frame.

In the CM frame, the momentum of particle « is written as
ko =moV,, (B.7)

where V,, is given in Eq. (B.6). Besides, at the CM frame the three momenta
must fulfill

ki+kj+kk =0. (B8)

Inserting the CM velocity from Eq. (B.4) and the relative velocity of
particle a from Eq. (B.6) into Eq. (B.7), the momentum of particle « in the

CM frame becomes

K —m (v _ MaVa + MV + 1MV,
(O « « Y
M
My [
= —————| (Mg + Mg + M) Vo — My Ve + MV +mv]
A — g +1my) 8V + 1MV |

_ M (mg+my) (Va _ mgVs+ mwvw) (B.9)

ma+mﬁ+m7 m5+m7
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Remembering that («, 3,7) represent cyclic permutations of (i, j, k), the

momentum of each particle in the CM frame is

m;(m; +m m;v, + mpv

ki: l( J k) (Vi_ J ) k k) (Bl())
mi+mj+mk mj+mk

k, = m; (m; +my,) (V‘ MV +mka) (B.11)
mi+mj+mk m; +my
mg (Mmy; + 1M, m;v; +1Mm;v;

K, = T ])(V _mavs ) (B.12)
mi+m]~+mk mi+mj

Notice that the momenta given in Egs. (B.10) to (B.12) fulfill the relation
in Eq. (B.8).

B.2 Jacobi relative momenta

As it was stated in Chapter 2, an advantage in the use of the Jacobi momenta
in the study of the three-body problem is that the motion of the CM can
be separated out. The Jacobi momenta are illustrated in Fig. 2.1, where q,
is identified as the momentum of the particle a with respect to ¢m,, the
CM of particles (5,7). Also, p, is the relative momentum of the two-body
system (3,7). In order to identify all these relative momenta, the three-
body motion is split out in the motion of one particle a plus the motion
of the CM of the remaining pair, ¢cm,. Considering cm,, as a particle, the

problem is roughly reduced to a two-body problem, as shown in Fig. B.2.

In Fig. B.2, the relatives coordinate p and velocity o are

Pa =Ta — ]-:{cm<1 ) (B13)
0o =Va— Ve, - (B.14)

The mass of the particle cm,, is given by

M.y, =mg+m., . (B.15)
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a a

0 Q)
=) p =)
9 o \

4 0

Figure B.2: Relation of the new coordinates with the coordinates in frame
of the laboratory for a system composed of an a particle and cm,.

In the same way, its position and velocity in the laboratory frame are

mprp + m~T~

Rep, =——m, (B.16)
mg + 77”L,y

v, - Mevatmiv, (B.17)
mg + My

From the classical two-body problem, it must not be hard to identify

the relative momentum between particles o and cm,, as

Qo = a0« <B18)

where the reduced mass p, reads

Ma M, _ M (mg+m.)

. B.19

# Mo+ Mo, Mo + Mg +my ( )
Inserting the relative velocity from Eq. (B.14) and the reduced mass (B.19)
in Eq. (B.18), the relative momentum between particle a and the CM of

the (53,7) subsystem is found to be

. Mmq (Mg +my) (Va _ mgvg+ mvvv) ' (B.20)

TI”LO£+TTL5+TI%y m5+m7
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Notice the Jacobi momentum in Eq. (B.20) is identical to the momentum

in Eq. (B.9), meaning that
qi =k, q;=k;, qr =k : (B.21)

The relative momentum between particles 8 and v, pa, is

mgm mgm. m~Kkg — mgk
pa:#‘,m:#(vﬂ_vv): M - (B.22)
m/g+m7 77”&/3+77”L,y mrg+m7
and using Eq. (B.21) it becomes

p; = 4 T (B.23)

mj + myg

miqr — M4,

pj=———, (B.24)

m; +my
py = i T i (B.25)

m; +m;

Writing the momentum of each particle as function of the Jacobi mo-
menta (qq, Pa), the free Hamiltonian in Eq. (B.2) becomes

qz +pZ+ Q?

Hy = ,
’ 2Mpy o 2Mpgy Mo+ Mg+ M,

(B.26)

where Q =Y, ks = Y, Qo is the total momentum and the reduced masses

are

mq (Mg +my)

g=—— B.27

ey, My + Mg +m, ( )
mgm,y

= B.28

My = (B.28)

The shifted arguments of the spectator functions in the wave-function
from Eq. (2.66) are found by manipulating Eqs. (B.8), (B.21), (B.23), (B.24)
and (B.25). The momentum q;(q;, p;) reads

m; +myg m; m; +myg m;

(45, pi) = ————pi+—2qp = ————pi + —~ (-q; - qj
q;(q;, pi) e Pt P mk(q q;) .
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m; m; +my, m;
(1 + _J)qj(qiapi) =———pi-—q,
my my my
m;
; iy Pi) = i+— i - B29
q;(qi;pi) =P — (B.29)

In the same way, momentum qx(q;, p;) is found to be

mj + myg mg m; +myg my,
qk(Qiapi) :_—pi+_qj == pz+—(—Qi—Qk) )
m; m; j m;
my m; +my my
(1 + —) aw(9;,p;) = ————p; - —aq;
m; m; m;
my
qi(q;, pi) = - (pi + —qi) . (B.30)
m; + My

The same manipulation can be made for the momenta q;(q;, p;), ax(q;, P;).
q;(ar, pr) and q;(qx, pr). Introducing the variables (o, 5,7) as cyclic per-
mutation of the particle labels (i, j, k), the six combinations needed can be
simply written as

mg

asPa) = Pa — —(qa , B.31
45(9a; Pa) =P mwqu (B.31)

My
aryPa) = — [e o . B32
a4 (Yas Pa) (p +m6+m7q ) (B.32)



APPENDIX C
Matrix elements of the

three-body resolvent

The six matrix elements which appear in Eqs. (2.57) to (2.59) are calculated
in detail in this Appendix. These elements have the same structure as given

in Eq. (2.60), namely

ME = (Xa,dal Go (E) [x5) |f3) - (C.1)

Defining two resolutions of the unit as

i= [ @glas) (el md i= [ dpilpo)ipal . (©2)

the matrix element in Eq. (C.1) becomes

ME = [ @5 (Xas dal Go () |as) (as [xs) | f3)

=fd2%d2pad2pﬁ (Xa» 9ol Pa) (Pl Go (€) [Ps) (P5 |5, a8) f5 (as) .

o (Pa) 95 (P
:fdQQﬁdQPadZPﬁ; ( Q)gﬁ( 62) (o, Pa [Ps,as) f5(ag) . (C.3)

q(! — p&
2Mmpgya  2mpy

where (v, #,7) are cyclic permutations of the particle labels (i, j, k).

The matrix element (qq, Pa |Ps.qs) is written as [Schmid 1974]

(da Po D5, a5) = (Pe ~ Pl (Ps, 45) )6( e — al (P, a5) ) (C4)

The six possibilities in Eqgs. (2.57) to (2.59) come from permutation of
particles label in Eq. (C.1). Handling Eq. (C.4) requires some manipulation
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of the Jacobi relative momenta in Eqgs. (B.21) and (B.22) and pl, is written

as function of the others momenta as

myqp — mgQy

P, (Ps,qp) = —————

m7+m5

TTL,y B mg B B
mﬂ,+mgq6 m7+m5( Qo CLB) ’

mpg

Cqpr— o 5

R CR (C.5)

and the first term on the right-hand-side of Eq.(C.4) is

m
5 (P -D. (p345)) =6 [P — a5 - —2q.,. ). C.6
(Pa — Py (Ps,95)) (p qs mﬁmﬁq ) (C.6)
In the same way, q/, reads
, My + Mg, Ma
=———ps+—
qa, (Ps,9s) o Ps " qy

My + Mg Me
_ 2 g~ ) C.7
o Ps my( do —93) (C.7)

and the second term on the right-hand-side of Eq.(C.4) is

May + My M,

0 (da —d, (Ps.ap)) =0 qa+”—p/3+—(qa+q5)) ,
mv ’ITL,Y
My + Mg, My + Mg,

Ps + Ao t Q,B) )
m., m.,

Il
(o)

m

vy o

1
(o)

The matrix element (qq, pa |Pg,Qs) is written as

mpg mey
———— o |0 P+ Qo+ ————q3
M~ +mg Moy + Mg

(C.9)

and remembering that it was shown in Sec. 2.1 that the form factor of the

(da,Pa |Ps,as) =0 (pa -qp—
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Dirac—d potential is g(p) =1, Eq. (C.3) becomes

0 (pa ok Che %%) 0 (pﬁ + Qo+ mﬁ%qﬁ)

E— qg _ P?x
2mpy,a 2mgy

=fdQQﬂ fﬁ ((qﬁ) - )2 ' (ClO)
2 st +m7q°‘
E 2”?;;@ B anﬁw

ME:fdQ%dQPadzpﬁ fs(ag) ,

Finally, the matrix element which appears in Egs. (2.61) to (2.63) are
given by

f5(ap)

(vl Go (B) ) £} = f s (e

where («, 8,7) are cyclic permutations of the particle labels (i, j, k).






APPENDIX D

Numerical methods

The set of integral homogeneous coupled equations in Eq. (2.70) does not
have analytic solution in general and then, it has to be numerically solved.
There are several well established methods available in the literature to
solve integral equations as given, for example, in Ref. [Press 2007]. Besides,
classical techniques as Gauss-Legendre quadratures are used for the numer-
ical discretization of the integral equations, the Newton-Raphson method is
used to find zeros of functions and the Gauss decomposition method is used
to find the determinant of a matrix. Optimized routines which implement
these techniques are available in the libraries of the programming languages
as C, C++ and Fortran and are also described in Ref. [Press 2007].

The three-body problem studied in this thesis consists, basically, of an
eigenvalue - eigenvector problem, where the determination of the energy
(eigenvalue) leads to the determination of the spectator, and consequently,

the wave function (eigenvector).

D.1 Three-body energy (eigenvalue)

In order to illustrate the methods employed in the numerical solution of
Eq. (2.70), the symmetric mass case is considered, i.e., m, = my = m. =m
and E, = F,. = Ep. = E5. This means that only one integral equation has
to be solved and choosing EFy and m as the energy and mass units, the

three-body energy E3 and the momenta ¢ and k in Eq. (2.70) are rewritten
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as B3 = £ and ¢ = \/_ In units of By =m =1, Eq. (2.70) becomes

fa)-2 lln(\/—q —Eg) "k A . (D)
" B+ k2) - (k)
which in a compact form reads
f@) = [ K(Esa.q)fa)q (D2
where k = q" and the kernel K(FEs,q,q") is defined by
3 B '
K(E37Qaq,) =2 lln( Zqz _E3) d > 2' (D3)
v&—ﬁk+q2+¢% -(d'q)

The Gauss-Legendre mesh-points are used for the discretization of the
kernel in Eq. (D.3), where the discrete momentum ¢ = z; correspond to
one set of points with the respective Gauss-Legendre weights dq = w;. The
Gauss-Legendre mesh points and weights are generated, in general, to cal-
culate integrals in the interval [-1,1]. Since the kernel has to be discretized
in the interval [0,00[, a possible transformation of the set of mesh points

and weights is

B 1+ Z;
G“=1,
2

Therefore, the discretization of the homogeneous integral equation in
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Eq. (D.2) is written as

N

flq) = Z;K(E37qi7Qj)f(qj)wj :
N

(@)=Y K(Es,45,q;) f(g;)w; =0,
i
N

(517'_;K(E3aQi>Qj)wj)f(Qj) =0, (D.5)

where 0;; is the Kronecker’s delta, 1 <i < N and K (Es,¢;,q;) reads

4;

2 -1
K(Es,q,q;5) =2 [111( —q? - Eg):| - . (D.6)
! \/(—Esﬂli2 +¢2) - (6 4;)°

The matrix form of Eq. (D.5) is given by

HF =0 (D.7)
whit
1—K(E3,q1,q1)w1 _K(E3,Q1,Q2)UJ2 —K(E:%,QMQN)UJN
I -K(Es,q2,q1)w1 1= K(Es3,q2,q2)we - —K(Es,¢2,qn)wn
_K(E37qN7ql)w1 _K(E3anaq2)w2 1_K(E37qN7q1V)wN
(D.8)
and
f(Q1)
po| /@ (D.9)
f(QN)

The matrix equation (D.7) only admits non-trivial solution for

N
det H = det (5,~j—ZK(E3,qi,qj)wj) =0. (Dl())

j=1
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The determinant of H is a function of the three-body energy FEs3, namely

N
F(Eg) =det (5ij—ZK(E3,qi,qj)wj) s (Dll)
j=1
and it is calculated, for instance with the Gauss method or the QR-~decom-
position [Press 2007]. When Ej corresponds to a three-body bound state

energy, EY, the determinant of A must be null. In other words,
F(EY) =0, (D.12)

where the superscript n labels the three-body energy for the n* bound
state. which satisfies Egs. (D.1) and (D.10).

The Newton-Raphson method is used in order to find E¥ from Eq. (D.11).
Expanding Eq. (D.12) up to first order around Ej gives

F(E3) = F(EBs) + (B3 - E3)F'(E3) =0,

w_p, F(Es)
By =By~ g (D.13)

where F/(Ej3) = d};%g) | pr-p,- Lhe three-body bound-state energy is found
by successively iterations of Eq. (D.13), where the output of the m® itera-

tion, F,,, is used as thin input of the consecutive one. This means that

F(Em—l)

E,=FE, |-
Y F(En)

for m=1,2,3..., (D.14)
Notice that an appropriate guess is needed for Ey. A good guess can be
found by plotting F'(E) vs. E and taking Ej as the point where F'(Ey) ~ 0.
However, the kernel in Eq. (D.3) presents the so-called well of attraction,
which means that even bad guesses for Fy would lead to the right final

result. The iterative process in Eq. (D.14) must be repeated until

E,-E,_
‘—1 <acc (D.15)

Em—l
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where acc is the desired accuracy.

Unfortunately, the functions F' and F’ in Eq. (D.14) does not have an
analytical form. While F'(E,,) can be easily calculated from Eq. (D.11), its

derivative is found from the definition of derivative

F(E+AE) - F(E)

F'(E) = Alggo AL : (D.16)
where the discrete version reads
F(E,)-F(E,,
F'(E,,) = (Em) = F(Em-1) (D.17)

Em - Em—l 7

Finally, inserting the derivative (D.17) in Eq. (D.14), the iterative equa-

tion for the three-body energy becomes

Em—l - Em—2
F(Ep-1)-F(E,-2)

En=E,1-F(E,1) for m>2, (D.18)

where now F; has also to be guessed. A good try is E; = 1.1F).

It is straight forward to extended the method above for the case of three
distinguishable particles, since only the matrix H in Eq. (D.8) and F in
Eq. (D.9) have to be redefined. The set of coupled integral equations is
given in Eq. (2.70). These equations read
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or in a more compact form

Fo@) = [ Kap(Boa, ) fo(R)dk+ [ Ko (Baa K)F (R)dk . (D.20)

where, writing the labels of each particle explicitly results in three equations,

namely

fol) = [ Kia(Bs k) fu(R)dk+ [ Kig(Bo,q, ) f(k)dk , (D.21)
@) = [ Kn(Boak)fuR)dk+ [ Kan(Boq.k)f(R)ak . (D:22)

fla)= [ " Ky (s q, k) fa(k)dk + A " Kao(Bs q k) fy(R)dk . (D.23)

with the kernels defined as

- -1
(I )
mec,a 3
2mype In ( — 5 ) k

)
2 2
_ q? k2 _(ka
\/( E3 + 2Mae + 2mbc) (mc)
2

2 1 2”?175,0, _E3
mpe N Fpe

K13(E3aQ7k) = ) (D25)

Kl?(E37 q, k) =

(D.24)

K21(E3aQ7k) = 3 ) (D26)
2 2 k
\/(_E3 + 27]:zac 27qnbc) N (mcc])
-1
q2 -E
[Zmacln( %)] k
Ko3(Es,q,k) = (D.27)

)
2 2
_ _® K2 _ (M)
\/( E3 + 2mgp + 2mac) Mg
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-1
> __E
2map e s
2Mmgp In —E ) k

K31(E3aQ7k) = 5 5 ) <D28>
2 k
\/( E3+ 2y 231,,6) - (m_Z)
= -1
-E
2mab In 2magcb ’
K32(E37Q7k) = . (D29>

2 2
o) - ()
\/( E3 * S 2m ab + 2muc) Ma

Therefore, the discretization of the homogeneous integral equation in

Eq. (D.20) is written as

N
fa((.h Z E?anQJ)fB(Q])wj + ZKa'y(ES Qza%)f'y(%)w] s

j=1
N
fola:) Z Kop(Es,qi,45) f5(q5)w; — Z;KO&‘/(E?)ﬂqZ?qJ)fW(qJ)wJ =0,
j=1 J
N N fa(Qi)
(51']' - Z;Kaﬁ(E:s,Qi,%)wj - Z;Kav(E&Qth)wj) fs(q) |=0,
" " fv(%’)

(D.30)

where ¢;; is the Kronecker’s delta, 1 <7< N and K, and K,, are defined
in Egs. (D.24) to (D.29). The matrix equation of the discretized kernel is

in fact a so-called matrix by blocks and reads

1 H12 H13 fa
H21 1 H23 fb =0 5 (D31>
Hy Hsp 1 Je

where 1 is the identity matrix and the matrix blocks H,g and f, are given
by

N
Hop =Y Kas(E3,¢i,q;)w; for 1<i< N, (D.32)
j=1
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fo=fa(g) for 1<i<N. (D.33)

Or, in matrix form

fa(QI)
f=| ! “(_QQ) (D.34)
fa(QN)
and, in the same way, the matrix blocks H,z are
Kap(Es,qi,qi)wr Kap(Es,qi, 12)ws -+ Kap(E3, q1,qy)wy

Ho. = Kop(Es, qo, qi)wr Kap(E3, g2, g2)wa - Kag(E3,q2,qn)wy
of = . . ) .

Kop(Es,qn, q1)wr  Kap(Es, qn, q2)ws - Kaopg(Es, qn, qn)WN
(D.35)

Finally, Eq. (D.31) can be written as Eq. (D.7), i.e., HF = 0 and the
steps between Egs. (D.10) and (D.18) are the same, giving the three-body

energy for a system composed for three-distinguishable particles.

D.2 Spectator functions (eigenvector)

The method is illustrated for the case of identical particles, since it allows a
simpler notation. However, the procedure is general and easily extended to
the case of three-distinguishable particles, as it was done in the calculation
of the three-body energy in Sec. D.1.

Once the three-bode energy Fjs is calculated, it should be inserted again
in Eq. (D.5) in order to once more generate the matrix H, as given in
Eq. (D.8). Now, the matrix equation HF =0 (see Eq. (D.7)) is simply a set
of N equations for N unknown, namely, each value of the spectator function
f(q,) has to be determined in a point ¢,, with 1 <n < N.

The set of N equations is given by

N
j=1
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Notice, however, that the three-body energy calculated in the last section
is the one which fulfills det H = 0. This means that one of the equations
from the set is redundant and that the system in Eq. (D.36) can not be
unequivocally determined. In other words, N — 1 variables will be given in
terms of an arbitrary value. This freedom in the system is utilized to set,
for instance, f(q1) = 1. Then, eliminating a line and a column in Eq.(D.7),

the system of equations becomes

N
Z Hij(E?n qi, Qj)f(%') = _Hilf(Ch) =-H; for 2<i< N, (D-37)
j=2
or in the matrix form
a I 1
f(CIQ)
ﬁ(me(Nq) : =0,
L ) kf(qN)J

where all the unknown f(g,) with 2 < n < N are determined in term of
f(g1) = 1. There is no problem in choosing an arbitrary value for f(q),
since the wave-function is defined unless a normalization constant. The
Gauss-Jordan elimination method in then used to solve the set algebraic
equations in Eq. (D.37). Besides, this method still holds in the case of
three-distinguishable particles, where the only difference arises from the
matrix H and F' which have to be respectively defined as in Eqs. (D.32)
and (D.33), whose matrix form is given in Eq. (D.31).






APPENDIX E
Asymptotic one-body density
in 3D

The large momentum limit of the four terms in Eqgs. (6.25) to (6.28) is
worked out in this Appendix.

E.0.1 Asymptotic contribution from n(¢p)

As in the 2D case, this is also the simplest term. The asymptotic form of the
spectator function from Eq. (6.17) is inserted in Eq. (6.25), the first out of
the four terms of the momentum distribution. Taking the large momentum

limit results in

A |xaalgs)l’ > [ A |sin(s Ings/q")[’
— 272 — 272
ni(gp) - 27 T — 7 |eaal 112 & )
7T2 2 .A
- — —_— E.1
7 lcanl” \/ 15 (E.1)
where the 1/2 came from the average of the oscillating part.
E.0.2 Asymptotic contribution from ns(¢p)
For large ¢p, Eq. (6.26) becomes
2
n2(QB) :2f quA . |XAB(QA)|2 -
(QA+QA'QB+QB ﬁ)
N f dqa [xap(qa) +nas(an) , (E.2)
qp (A+1)?

157
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where a sub-leading part, nss(qp), is retained since it is of the same order
as the leading order of the other terms. It is important to emphasize that
the one-body large-momentum leading order comes only from ny(qg). The
spectator function can not be replaced by its asymptotic expression, because
the main contribution to [, dga ¢4 |xap(qa)l? arises from small g4. This
replacement would therefore lead to a completely wrong result. However,

this is not always the case, as shown below for no4(¢p).

The sub-leading term is

”25(613)=fd3CIA |XAB(QA)|2[ ° 8A2) i]

2 2 1
(A +aa-as+qh 43) (A+]

| |2 / d3QA 1 4A2 1
= |C —_—
AB qj .A+1) (A+ 1)2 qé )

QA+qA qB+QB 2A

_2nleap” [ de

1 1
: E.3

where it was used in the second line the asymptotic form of |xap(ga)l? =
lcasl?q;*/2 obtained after averaging over the oscillatory term in Eq. (6.17).
Next, the angular integral was solved and the variable ¢4 = ¢gx introduced.
Since the integrand is even the integration can be extended to the entire

real axis.

The function under the integral,

1

pha 2o+ (A2 T (A&l |

f(x)——

(E4)

falls off faster than 1/x for |z| - oo. Therefore, it is extended to the complex
domain, where a contour in the upper-half plane that includes the real
axis and a semi-circle of large radius in a counterclockwise orientation is
considered. The poles of f(x) have to be determined in order to use the

Cauchy residue theorem. Since f(z) is regular at x = 0, the four poles are
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out in the complex plane and are given by

T = r6i91/27 Ty = T@i(ﬂ_91/2)7 T3 = Tei(ﬂ+91/2), Ty = Te—i01/2’ (E5)
where r = /4% and tan?6; = A(A+2). Following the convention from

Egs. (6.19) to (6.21), where 7/2 < 01 < 7, then z; and x5 are the poles in

the upper-half plane. The sum of the two residues is

1 A(A+3) cos(%)
ird (A+1)? sin(6;)

Res(f,z1) + Res(f,x2) = - (E.6)

Using the residue theorem, the sub-leading term in Eq. (E.3) becomes

(E.7)

42 2 AA+3) [ 24\
n2s(qB):_ T |CAB| ( i )( ) 5

q%QSin(%) (.A-l— 1)2 A+1

A+l
Finally, the sub-leading term in ns is given by

where, from the definition of 61, cosf; = -5 and [2 s.in(%l)]_1 =\ /2&112).

(o)) :_87r2 lcas| A3(A+3)

0 (A+1)3/A(A+2)

where the special case A = 1 yields (ny(qp)) = 472 |can|” /(V3¢5,). The

sub-index s was dropped, since this term has the same order as the leading-

(E.8)

order of the n3(¢gp) and n4(gp) terms.

E.0.3 Asymptotic contribution from n3(¢p)

The structure of n3(¢p) in Eq. (6.27) is similar to ns(¢p) in Eq. (6.26). The
only difference is that the spectator function under the integration sign is
not squared anymore. This small functional difference leads to a completely

different result. Neglecting the three-body energy and changing variables
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to qa =pp - L in Eq. (6.27) results in
* XAB\GA
n3(g8) = 2x4a(48) f d*qa ; .A+1( ) 3 +HeC,
(3 + 353 +da-ap)
% xa5(qB Y)
=2X44(gB) / d*y qp P 5 +cC.C.
(v2a + a5 + yaj cos0)
2 *
_ XAA(QB) /dgy xaB(qBY) tec
4B

s +cec.,
+ 45+ ycosd)

_ XAA(QB f f dQSIHQXAB(CIB Y)

where in the second line it was defined q4 = ¢y

The angular integral is

[W dfsin 6
o (y?

_fld_x_—_l ABdz -1t
oA yeost) J (A+Ba) B Jas 2B 2l
2 2
2 _ 2 ’

AP B2 (g 4y -y

2
= - (E.10)
vt + (20)

Besides, replacing the spectator functions x4 and x 4g by their asymptotic
form, as given in Eq. (6.17), results in

. Caa . q
Xialgs) = %sm (sln —B) ,

B qr
CAB
XAB(C]B y) =

(E.11)
. aB 'Y
sin|sln (—)] ,
2 q% [ *

q
c
= QAB2 sin(slnq—]f+slny),
Y° qp q
_ G4B
y® a

[sin (sln q—f) cos (slny) +sin (slny) cos (sln q—f)] :
q q

(E.12)

+ce.. (E9)
+ 25 4y cos 6)2
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Inserting Eqs. (E.10) to (E.12) into Eq. (E.9) gives

cos(s Iny) dy

Cha CAB . . o0
n3(qp) =87TAA;]—581112(S Ingp/q )fo

B v+ ot (41)
1 d
+ 87 sm(s Ingp/q*)cos(s Ingp/q* )/ sm(s ny)Ale +c.c. .
QB 0 g+ y +(2:“4)

(E.13)

Averaging out the oscillatory terms, only the first term of Eq. (E.13) gives

a non-vanishing result

CyaCap [ cos(s Iny) dy
(na(ge)) = 4m a8 [T OB MDD
% Oyt gy +(2A)

Expressing cosine in the complex exponential form

18 lny+ —18 Iny Iny*® + Iny™** 1S 4 oqs
cos(s Iny) = ‘ 26 = 26 =7 2y : (E.15)

the integral in Eq. (E.14) becomes

1 d 18 —18
I(s) = cos(s ny) yQ f vy . (E.16)
°y+y+““f41 2 3/+3~/+(313)

In order to extended the integration to the full real axis, the variables are

changed to y = ¥, where dy = e*da and the integral I(s) is expressed as

%) dOé ex (ezsa +e—zsa)

2 0o gla 4 e2a (,321 )

=Re 1,(s), (E.17)

where Re denotes the real part and the integral 1,(s) is explicitly rewritten

in terms of its poles as

ea(1+18) o

L= [ e e e

(E.18)

The integral (E.17) is solved using the residues theorem. The next steps are
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about finding the poles of the integrand f(«) and evaluating the residues
of the poles. In order to simplify the calculation of the roots in the de-
nominator of f(«), the variable z = y? = 2@ is introduced. The zeros of
the denominator in Eq. (E.17) are found from 22 + Lo + (“‘2‘—;)2 =0 and are

given by

1 1 /1 A+1\2 1
wegar Ve (5) s (eAE) e

In the variable y = /7 these roots read

1/2
Y1 :+\/i<—1+2\/¢4(¢4+2)) / =+%+z /21:212 =re'¥s | (E.20)
1 1/2 1 A+2
- _ I _ = _ _ —(m—63) _ _,. 10
Yo = \/2A< 1+7,\/.A(.A+2)) =5 W o =T 3) = —re's |
(E.21)
1 1/2 1 2
Y3 = + Y (—1 -1/ A(A + 2)) =45 ﬁ; =re 0 (E.22)
1 1/2 1 A+2
- _ (1 __ _ W(m=03) — _,.,—0
m \/2./4( 1 Z\/A(A+2)) St T o 3 re .
(E.23)
Finally, the roots in the variable o = Iny are
arp=Iny; =lnr +65, (E.24)
az=Inyy =Ilnr—o(m-0;), (E.25)
ag=Inys=Inr—16;, (E.26)
ag=Iny, =lnr+o(mr-06s), (E.27)

showing that all of them are in the complex plane, out of the real axis. The

quantities » and #5 are defined as

[A+1
r= A (E.28)
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2
tanfs = A—+ for 0<65<

A

AR

. (E.29)

A rectangle of vertices —R, +R, + R+t and —R + 7w molds a closed path in
a complex plane, as shown in Fig. E.1. Due to the restriction of 3, given in
Eq. (E.29), this closed path encompasses the poles a; and ay in the upper-
half plane and then, four integrals have to be worked out, namely J; which
extends along the real axis from —R to +R, J; from +R to + R+, J3 from

+R +m to —R +m and J; from —R +r to —R.

A Im(z) ‘
—R+im J5 : R+im
l | l
| A |
\
J4+ ‘L oy +J2
| |
| Inr 1 |
—~R J | Re(z)
1 F o R
3
\
F O

Figure E.1: A rectangle of vertices —R, +R, +R +m and —R + v7, which
molds the closed path in a complex plane of z. The poles oy and a4 are
encompassed in the upper-half plane. The the direction of integration of
the four integrals J;, J5, J3 and J; are indicated by the arrows.

The residues theorem is used to calculate I,(s). The integral in the

closed path reads

dz e? e*s#
515 ; 2 =J1+J2+J3+J4:2%2[Res(f,a1)+Res(f,a4)] ,
et + e+ (97)

(E.30)
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where changing variables to the z = a+1 0, the integral J; reads

R o 180
Jy = lim dacte S 1.(s) . (E.31)
o oo e (42

Analogously, setting z = R+ 1y gives dz = dy and the integral .J, becomes

R+ dz e* e's*
JQ = lim

S e e (47)

—/-7r dy ety ers(R+wy)
0 ed(R+wy) 4 ZBZ(RHy) + (A;‘l)

R T dy ew 15(R+1y)
= lime—z[ ye © -0. (E.32)
0 €4zy +

2
_ 2wy 1 A+1)\% 1
AT 2R + ( 2A ) et

= lim ¢

Y

The integral J3 is similar to J; and changing variables to z = o + o7 it reads

—-R+am dz e* ers?
Js = élm 1 At1)2
—00 J R+ 4z 1 .2z ( + )
e + Ae + A

-R dov et ers(otar)

B éim A+1)2 7
- JR 4(a+em 1 2(a+er +
eA( ) + Ae ( ) + ( 5t )
) R da e ersxe—sm
= I%lm . - e Jp =eT,(s), (E.33)
=00 J-R pda 2a +
ele + ge2o + (5 )

where e®™'™ = e@e!™ = —e®, Then, performing the same transformation as in

Jo, the last term becomes

) -R da e et
J4 - ]%1;‘[»1;10 4 1 2 A+1)2
—Riwm pdo 4 7‘6 a4 (ﬂ)
) 0 dy eR+wy 613(R+ly)
= lim 1
R—oo Jr  oA(R+wy) +Z€2(R+zy) +(A:r41)
=-lim J, -0, (E.34)
R—oo

Summarizing, in the limit R — oo, the integrals are J; = I,(s), J3 =
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e=*"1,(s) and Jo, Jy = 0. Then, from Eq. (E.30) the integral I,(s) reads

21
1+ems

1,(s) = [Res(f, ap) + Res(f, a4)] : (E.35)

In order to calculate the residues of the poles oy and «ay, it is necessary to

expand the n'" root, in the limit o - «,, as

@ @ o p—a @ (Oén—Oé)2
e —em=e*(l-e""")=e 1—1—(an—a)—T—... :

=e* (a-ay) (1+%—...) : (E.36)

Besides, notice that the exponential of each root «, in Egs. (E.24) to (E.27)
is already given in Egs. (E.20) to (E.23). Taking the first order in the

expansion, the residues are given by

ea(1+1s)
Res(f,aq) = lim (-«
(o0 = I (0= ) e oy (e o) (e — o) (e - o)
eol s
" em (e21 —e22) (621 —e03) (g1 — ga)

ersal

8ur3 sin @5 cos O5e9s

1 A 1
_ = 15(Inr+103)—203 E.37
2V A+200503e ' ( )

and
ea(1+1s)
Res(f.ay) = lim (o -«
(fraa) = Jim (- aa) 22 (o= o) (e*—er) (e —e22) (e* —e23)
e plsay
= 6014 (6064 — 6061) (6044 — 6042) (€a4 — €a3) ’

ersa

8ur3 sin 05 cos Oge0s

1 /A 1
_ ws[Inr+a(m—03)]+203 E.38
20V A+2cosbs ‘ ’ ( )

Inserting the residues of the poles from Egs. (E.37) and (E.38) into
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Eq. (E.35) gives

7 A 1
Ia _ 15(Inr+163)—103 ws[Inr+e(m—03)]+103
(s) L+ems A+200593(€ e )
2re=sm2 [ A1 | m
_ wslnr h _
1+ems A+2(30893e o [S (93 2) +293] ’
T [ A 1
| i |
o (S%) A+ 20030 [cos (slnr) +esin(s nr)]
T . ) T
X {cos 05 cosh [5 (5 - 93)] —18in f3 sinh [5 (5 - 63)]} ,
T /[ A 1
cosh (sg) A+ 2 cosbs
x {cos 05 cos (sInr) cosh [s (g - 93)]
+sinfssin (sInr) sinh [5 (g - 03)]}
. _ T
x —@{sm 05 cos (slnr) sinh [s (5 - «93)]

+ cosfssin (sInr) cosh [s (g - 93)]} :

- coshﬂ(s%){\ / AJiQ cos (slnr) cosh [3 (g —63)]

+sin (s1nr) sinh [8 (g - 93)]}
x —z{cos (slnr)sinh [8 (g - 93)]

+\/Ail281n(slnr) cosh [3(3—93)]} ; (E.39)

where the the real, Re, and imaginary, Im, parts of 1,(s) are explicitly given
by

Re I,(s) = COShW( = { / A‘/jlr 5 cos (sInr) cosh [S (g - 93)]

+sin (slnr)sinh [3(2—93)]} . (E.40)
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Im I,(s) = cosl_17(r%) {\ / Ail 5 sin (sInr) cosh [s (g - 93)]

+Cos (slnr)sinh[s(g—é’g)]} , (E.41)

with 7 and 05 defined respectively in Eqgs. (E.28) and (E.29).

Finally, from equations (E.14), (E.17) and (E.40), the non-oscillating
part of n3(gp) is given by

_AmPcancap | | A A+1 s
(n3(qp)) = ) cosh(%) { 39" (sln oA )cosh [5(5 - 93)]
: A+1) .
+sin (sln 2; )smh [3(%—93)]} , (E.42)

where tan s = % for 0 < 65 < /2. The special case A =1 yields 65 = /3
and (n3(qg)) = 472|caal? cosh(%) / (q%\/gcosh(%)).

E.0.4 Asymptotic contribution from n4(¢p)

As in the 2D case, this is also the most complicated out of the four additive
terms in the one-body momentum density, since the angular dependence in
both spectator arguments of Eq. (6.28) can not be removed simultaneously
by a change in variables. Then, although Eqgs. (6.27) and (6.28) are similar,
it is not possible to extend the results from the previous case, n3(gg), to
obtain the non-oscillating part of n4(¢g). Defining pp = 42y and dropping

the three-body energy, Eq. (6.28) becomes

qB A+2

47T oo 2d +1
ns(qp) = — f _ vy 5 / dr x5g(gr_)xa(qpry) + c.c., (E.A43)
o (r+E)
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where x, = %\ /1+y? + 2yx. The asymptotic spectator function for a shifted

argument is given in Eq. (E.12) and xap(gpz.) reads

XaB(¢p ) = % [sin (sln q—]f) cos (slnz,) +sin(slnz,) cos (Slnq_?)] '
Ty qp q q

(E.44)

The spectator function in Eq. (E.43) are replaced by their asymptotic

form from Eq. (E.44). The integral is then separated in three terms, namely

87|cap|? sin® (sln Z—E‘)

n4(qp) = r
B

00 2 +1
X./o ( yi?iz)Q [1 ;j; cos(slnz,)cos(slnz.)

y? + A *

87|cap|? cos? (s In ‘;—}f)

J’_
5
4B

%) 2d +1 d

x[ vy 2[ 23:2 sin(slnz,)sin(slnz_)
0 (y2+ %) -1 xirs

47r|cAB|2sin(sln‘é—?)cos(sln?}—?)

%

x]:o( y*dy )2 [+1 dr sin[sln(z,xz_)] . (E.45)

2 2
Y2+ AJZZ -1 rias

+

As it was done for n3(qp), averaging out the oscillatory term, only the
two first terms on the right-hand-side of Eq. (E.45) give a non-vanishing

contribution. The angular integration is performed using that

JuZ2) ey ()

Then, the angular part of Eq. (E.45) has to be written as Eq. (E.46). The

denominator in the integrand of the first two terms on the right hand side




APPENDIX E. ASYMPTOTIC ONE-BODY DENSITY IN 3D 169

of Eq. (E.45) is

:—(&—v)(a+v):%(oz2—v2) ; (E.47)

where o = 1 + y? and v = 2yx. In the same notation, the numerator in the
integrand of the first two terms on the right hand side of Eq. (E.45) are
given by

D1 =cos(slnz,)cos(slnz_)
1 (a+v)zs/2 (a+v)zs/2 (a_v)ls/Q (a_v)ls/Q
= — —+ + ,
4 4 4 4 4

1 a2 — 2 15/2 o+ 15/2 a+v —18/2 a2 — 12 —18/2
G () -G G ()
4 16 a—-v a—v 16

and
D2 =sin(slnz,)sin(slnz_)
- -1 (a+v)1s/2 (Oé+’l))ls/2 (&_U)zs/2 (a_v)ls/2
4 4 4 4 4 ’

-1 a2_v2 15/2 a+v 18/2 a+v —15/2 042—’[)2 —-18/2
_Z( 16 ) _(a—v) _(a—v) +( 16 )

(E.49)

Collecting Eqgs. (E.47), (E.48) and (E.49) together and inserting them into
Eq. (E.45), the non-oscillating part of ns(gp) is given by

Artleagl? > y2dy
a3 0 (y2+A2)

n4(qB) = le(y) ) (E5O>
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where the angular integral I,(y) reads

+1
L(y) = [1 giz [cos (slnz,)cos(slnz_) +sin (slnx+)sin(slnx_)] :

x
_/+1d_x (1+y2+2yx)“/2+(1+y2+2ya:)‘“/2 16
Ja 2 [\ 1+y2 -2y 1+y?-2yx (1+y2)2—4x2y27
15/2 —15/2
= — €T - ,
4y? J-1 %—x %—x 2y
(E.51)

which looks like the expression in Eq. (E.46). Then, the result is

18/2 —18/2 1
Lgy=2 2 (x)/ (‘"” |
w\Y)=—5 2 1442 1142 )
y?s(1+y?) e . g .
[ 18/2 —18/2
) 8 %+1 / ) %+1 /
wy(L+y?) | L1 L2 ’
8 1)2 1)?
wsy(L+y?) (y-1)? (y-1)2

Combining the expressions in Eqs. (E.50) and (E.52), the non-oscillating
part of n4(gp) reads

(na ))_327T|CAB|2 ["" y dy y+1 w_ y+1\"
4\d8)7 = 15qy  Jo 2, Ar2)? 2y |\ |y —1] ly - 1] ’
B (y + 4 ) (1+y2)
= M/w y dy Sin(sln(ﬂ)) (E.53)
s 0 (y2+%)2(1+y2) ly -1

however the absolute value complicates the calculation of the integral. Cir-

cumventing this problem, the integral is split in two pieces: y € [0,1] and

ye[1,00[ and a new variable is introduced in each piece, i.e., the variable

transformation y = 2—;} is made in the first piece and y = i—j in the second
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one [Castin 2011]. Notice that in both cases z € [1, co[. In detail

647|cap|? [

(na(qp)) = I(s) + L.(s)] (E.54)

qB

I.(s)= 1 ydy Sln(sln(y+1))
B s v=1))"

[ 2 [ A2 () )
:f‘” 2(x-1)dx sin(slnx) (z+1)8
1 (z+1)? [(%+1)(x2+1)+(%—1)2x]22(x2+1)’
:/Wd$ (z—=1)(z+1)%sin(slnx) |
[2(A+1) (22 + 1)+ 42]" (22 +1)

(E.55)

and

ydy y+1
I(s) = [ A+2 (1 ) sm(sln(|y_ 1|)) :

- l%erlsm(slnx)/{[ x+1) +A;2] [(it1)2+1‘|},

:f” 2(x+1) dx sin(slnx) (z-1)8
(@m0 (A2 ) (2 1) - (A2 - 1) 2] 222+ 1)
:f‘”dx (a:+1)(:c—1)3sin(slna:) .

[Z(A+1) (a2 +1) - L2] (22 +1)

(E.56)

The sum of the two integrals in Eqs. (E.55) and (E.56), I,(s), is found to
be

I.(s) = f dr (r+1)(x-1)sin(slnx)

2+ 1

X{ (z+1)2 . (r-1) }’
[Z(A+1) (22 + 1) +42]" [2(A+1) (a2 +1) - 42T
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16 e ) r?2-1
ﬁ[ dxsin (slnx) o
2(22+1) [—(A21)2x4 + (—(A+1)2 + 1) %+ 1] + 4x[(A+ 1) (23 + x)]
[ (A+1) (22 +1)% - 192]°
-1
—Azf dzx sin ( slnx) o

@x + (B A2+ TA+ L)+ (A+3)2 2242
PR
{(A+ 1) 24 + [2 (A2 +1)% - 4]a2 + (A2 + 1)2}

f dxsm(slnx)
(A1)’ ($6+1)+(3«42—2A—1)($4+$2) .

[ (2‘(,4 1)’ )5’72”]2

X

Y

X

2(A+ 1

(E.57)

From Eq. (E.54), (n4(¢p)) becomes
327lcaplt  A?
sqy  (A+1)"
o0 2 _ 2 6 9 . . )
« [ dwsin(sia) LA+ D)’ @O+ 1)+ (BA2-24-1) (a' +2?)
1

el [ (2_(A1))x2+1]2

(na(qp)) =

(E.58)

The residue theorem is used to calculate the non-oscillating part of

n4(gg). The poles of Eq. (E.58) are given by

2
o ! - (1 +l\/m) _ 12::14%)2“4 ¢t — s (E.59)
To = A+ . ( 1 +z\/m) e!m ) = el (E.60)
v Ai 1 (1 _Z\/m) e (E.61)
Y (E.63)
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Tg=-1=e7'3 (E.64)

with
tanfy =\/A(A+2) for 0<0,< g . (E.65)

Notice that the roots x,, with 1 <n <4 are of order two. Changing variables

to & = e, the domain of integration is now to the entire real axis, namely

_ 32mleaplt  A? o0 o e — 1
(na(gp)) = ) (A+1)4f0 dae®sin (s «) o
(A 1) (5% +1) + (342 - 24 - 1) (el + e2)

[+ (2- Gt ) o 1]2

Y

_ 167T|CAB|2 .A2
sqy  (A+1)

L ImI,(s) (E.66)

where the integral 1,(s) is given by

® no- 2 (gbe 2 _ — do 2a
Io(s) = f daeatns €1 (A+1)*(eb> +1) + (3A2-2A4-1) (26 + e2) |
—o0 e20 4+ 1 [64a n (2_ 4 )62& N 1]
(A+1)?

(E.67)
Writing the integrand f(«) explicitly in terms of its poles gives

e (20 1) [(A+1)% (0 + 1) + (3A” = 24 - 1) (¢2 + ¢*)

fle) =

2

(e = e03) (e = e20) [ (e = e1) (e = e02) (e = e29) (e = e
(E.68)
It is possible to see, from Egs. (E.59) to (E.64) that all of the roots on the

denominator of the integrand f(«) are on the imaginary axis. They are

given by
T T
ag =10y, o =2(m—04), ag=—-10y, ag=-1(m—04), as= 25, = —25 ,
(E.69)

where 64 is given in Eq. (E.65). Notice that a5 and ag are simple poles in

Eq. (E.67), while aq, as, a3, and a4 are poles of second order.
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Evaluating the contour integral, the same closed path used in the calcu-
lation of n3(qp) (see in Fig. E.1) is chosen, namely a rectangle of vertices
-R, +R, +R + 1 and —R + v, which now, due to the restriction of 6, in
Eq. (E.65), encompasses the poles oy, as and as in the upper-half plane.
Once more, four integrals have to worked out, i.e., J; which extends along
the real axis from -R to +R, Jo from +R to +R + 1w, J3 from +R + 7w to

—R+m and Jy from —R + 7 to —R. The integral in the closed path reads

f f()dz=Jdi+ o+ J3+Jy = 27?1[Res(f, ap) + Res(f,az2) + Res(f, a5)] ,
(E.70)

with f(z) defined in Eq. (E.68). The four integrals are worked out as in
Egs. (E.31) to (E.34) and it turns out that J; = I,(s), J3 = e*"1,(s) and
Jo, Jy = 0. In this way, the integral I,(s) from Eq. (E.67) reads

211
1+ems

I,(s) = [Res(f, ap) + Res(f, o) + Res(f, a5)] : (E.71)

Calculating the residues is laborious and the details about the calculation

of I,(s) are given in Appendix F. The real and imaginary part of I,(s) are

given by
~ T(A+1)34 coshls (7 —
Re Io(s) = 2/ A(A+2) cosh () h[ (2 94)] ’ (E72)
Im I, (s) = m(A+1)4

2/ A(A+2) cosh ()

x {Msinh [s (g - 04)] - jfll cosh [s (g - 04)]} . (E.73)

Finally, combining Egs. (E.66) and (E.73), the non-oscillating part of
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n4(gp) reads

(n4(qp)) = 872|cap[2A?
5 q%mcosh (%)
vl (5-a)]- e 50l o

where tan 6y = \/A(A +2) for 0 < 04 < /2. The special case A =1 yields 0, =
m/3 and (n4(qp)) = 872|caal? [sinh (%) - 5/(2\/5) cosh (%)] / [s q% cosh (%)]






APPENDIX F

Detailed calculation of the

residue

It is not expected that the reader try to reproduce the calculation in this
Appendix. The purpose here is just to let registered all the steps made in

some very inspired days of work.
The integral I,(s) in Eq. (E.71) is given by

21

la(s) = 1+es

[Res(f, aq) + Res(f, ) + Res(f, a5)] , (F.1)

where f(«) is given in Eq. (E.68) and a1, as and a5 in Eq. (E.69). Remem-
ber that a5 is a simple pole, while a; and «y are poles of second order.

Starting with the simplest case and using the pole expansion from Eq. (E.36),
the last term on the right-hand-side of Eq. (F.1) reads

ea(1+1s) (62(1 _ 1)
e® (o —a) (e* —e)
(A 1) (5% +1) + (342 - 24 - 1) (el + e2)
2
[(e o) (e = eo2) (e — eo) (e —e24)
~ a5 pSs (e2a5 _ 1) (A+ 1)2 (€6a5 + 1) + (3A2 _ 2A_ 1) (e4a5 4 62a5)
B as a5 _ pQe 2
e (6 € ) |:(e°‘5—60‘1)(60‘5—60‘2)(60‘5—60‘3)(60‘5—60‘4)]
—2e572  (A+1)*(-1+1)+(342-24-1)(1-1)

) 5=0,
[ (e = o) (em = e2) (e — ) (e - e |

Res(f,as5) = lim (o —as)
a—as

Y

177
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where in the first line it was used that

€2 +1=(e*—e) (e - %) = 2@ — % — % + 210

=e? — e+ +1=e*+1. (F.3)

Since a; and ay are poles of second order, the pole expansion of the nt
root, in the limit o - a,,, from Eq. (E.36) is modified to
(an-a)® Y
ay, —
(ea—ea")zzeza (1—6“"’0‘)2=e2°‘(1—1—(an—a)— 5 —) ,
2

_ ¢ (a—an)2(1+¥—...) . (F.4)

Utilizing the pole expansion in Eq. (F.4) and a software of algebraic

computation, the first term on the right-hand-side of Eq. (F.1) is given by

ec(1+1 5) (62a _ 1)

e (a—ay)’ (e +1)

. d
Res(f,on) = C}Lrgl T {(a —ay)?

(A 1)? (b4 1) + (342 —2A - 1) (€% + elo)
[(e o) (e = eo) (e — e

[2A2 (1+ 62104)2 (20+ s +e*is) + (-1 + %)

Y

6194—594
CA(=1 4 e20a) (1 +e204)°
X (2 + 6201 — g5+ 264’043) +2A (—1 + 62’04) (2 + 6201 — g5+ 164’948)] .

(F.5)

In the same way, the second term on the right-hand-side of Eq. (F.1) reads

ea(1+z s) (62(1 _ 1)

20 (a—ay)’ (e20 + 1)

Res(f,az) = lim i{(04—042)2
a—>QQ da

(A D? (P4 1) + (342 ~2A - 1) (€2 + et)
[(eo = 1) (e = e05) (e = e4)

I
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_ea+sO-ms

T A(—1 4 e20n) (1 + e200)?
+ A% (4= 38) +15] =1 (1 +A)° s+ 2046+ A (2 - B15) +15

+ 2A (60 + s)]} . (F.6)

{(1 + A)? % (2~ 1s) + €[4+ A(8 + 2s)

Inserting the residues from Egs. (F.2), (F.5) and (F.6) into Eq. (F.1),

the integral I,(s) becomes
103-5(m+04)
I,(s) :e‘“5/2 (6337/7-22+ 6_7r5/2) = +€€2w4) 0 62194)3
+1(1+A)2 s+ (1+A)2e™ (20 +s) +1(1+A)° 2390 (2 4 )
+e™ 06 -2 (=6 + A) A+ (-1 +A) (1+3A4) 5]+ 2l
x[6-2(=6+A) A+1(-1+A) (1+3A4)s]+1(em0 4 e22rs)0n)
x[42(1+A)? + (-1+A) (1 +3A)s]} , (F.7)

{Z (1 + A)2 €7rs+61948

which no software of algebraic computation is able to simplify. Manually

manipulating Eq. (F.7), I,(s) is found to be

2mems/2 et0a-s(m+04)
2cosh (Z8) 4 (=1 +ex0) (1 + e2i01)?

x {z (1+A)° [semst0fs 4 se20u 4 (75 4 201(379)) (24 4+ 5) |

I.(s) =

+ (emsrhilia 4 200 ) [6 -2 (=6 + A) A+ (-1 +A) (1+3A4) ]
(€m0 g 204 [y (14 A) 4+ (<14 A) (1+34) 5]}, (F.8)

7m€77rs/26194 67594

4COSh (%) 6164 (6194 — 6—7/94) 63264 (6264 + 6_7’94)3

I.(s) =

X {z (1+ .A)2 [36”66194 + 52504 1 2975 + 2051042045 4 56T 4 50 62945]
+ (ereribarnbs y o204(s)) [6 +124-2A% +1s (-1 - 24 + 3A2)]

+o (€m0 200 (s ) [ (—1 - 24+ 34%) +0 (4 +8A + 4A2)]} ,
(F.9)
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7TZ€_7T5/26_894 6—3104
641 cosh (%) sin 64 cos3 6,

2
% {Z(l + A) [8 (ews€6104 + 62504 +e™ + 6610462045) +% (ews + 6629462045)]

I,(s) =

+ e7rs/2€59463u94 (ews/2+u94—594 + e—7rs/2—194+504)
x [6+124-24% +15 (-1 - 24+ 34%)]
+ eﬂs/26594 63194 (6775/271947394 + e*ﬂ8/2+104+894)
x[(~4-84-44%) +25 (-1 -24+34%)]}
(F.10)

T
64 cosh (%) sin 04 cos3 6,

% {l(]. + A)Q [8 (€7FS/2—804+3104 + 6—7T5/2+804—3194 + 671'8/2—894—3204 + e—7rs/2+s€4+3104)

I.(s) =

+% (eﬂs/2—se4—3w4 4 €—7T5/2+894+3194)]

+ (ems/2ebamsta g gms/20avs00) [6 4 124 - 247 +15 (-1 - 24 + 3A?) ]

+ (emslritist g mmsfaetinste) [ - 8 A A4 +0s (-1 - 24+ 34%)]}
(F.11)

Io(s) = -
“ 64 cosh (%) sin 04 cos3 0,

x {Z (1 + A)2 [S (63194 (671’5/2—594 + e—(ﬂs/2—594)) + 6—3194 (671'3/2—594 + e—(ﬂs/2—594)))

+ % (67rs/2—594—3204 + 6—(71'5/2—894—3194))] 18 (_1 —2A + 3A2)

% [616’4 (eﬁs/27304 + ef(ws/27304)) T 6—204 (ews/2—394 n ef(ws/27594)):|

+ (eﬂ5/2+104—804 + e—ws/2—294+594) (6 + 12A _ 2A2)
+ (e

ws[2-104—504 + 6—71’8/2+’L64+864) (_4 _ 8./4— 4./42)} 7 (F]_2)
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™

) 64 cosh (%s) sin 04 cos3 0,

x {z (1+ A)2 {43 cosh [s (g - 94)] cos (304) + 42 cosh [s (g - 04) - 3294]}

I,(s)

+4s (—1 - 24+ 3.»42) cosh [s (g - 94)] cos (04) +2 (6 +12A4 - 2A2)

x cosh [8 (g - 94) + 294] ~8(1+.A)*cosh [s (g - 94) - 284]} ,
(F.13)

™

64 cosh (%) sin 64 cos3 6,

X {z (1+A)° {43 cosh [s (g - 94)] cos (304) + 4Z{COSh [s (g - 94)] cos (30,)

Io(s) =

_ usinh [s (g - 94)] sin (394)}} + 415 (-1 - 24+ 34%) cosh [3 (3- 94)]
x cos (64) +2 (6 + 124 - 24%) {cosh [s (g - 94)] cos (04) +1sinh [s (g - 94)]
xsin (01) } - 8 (1+4)* {cosh [s (g - 94)] cos (64) —sinh [s (g - 04)]

x sin (94)}} , (F.14)

where it was used that

cosh (z +1y) = cosh(x) cosh(wy) + sinh(z) sinh(zy) ,
= cosh(x) cos(y) + sinh(x)sin(y) . (F.15)
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Then, continuing to calculate, 1,(s) reads

™

64 cosh (%) sin 04 cos3 0,
~4(1+A)’cosh [s (g - 94)] cos (364) + 42 sinh [5 (g - 04)] sin (36,)

+ 4s (—1 -2A+ 3.»42) cosh [s (g - «94)] cos (04)

I,(s) =

{415 (1+.A4)% cosh [s (g - 94)] cos (360,)

+4(3+64-A%) cosh [s (g - 94)] cos (04)
+42(3+ 64~ A%)sinh [s (g - 94)] sin (64)

~8(1+.A4)%cosh [s (g - 94)] cos (04)

+81(1+.A4)%sinh [5(5—94)]8111 (94)} : (F.16)

™

64 cosh (%s) sin 04 cos3 0,

I.(s) =

{{ —4(1+A4) cos (304) + [4(3+ 64~ A7)

-8(1+ A)Q] cos (6,) }cosh [s (g - 94)]
+ z{4s (1+.A4)% cosh [s (g - 94)] cos (364) + 4sinh [5 (g - 94)] sin (36,)
+4s(-1-2A+3A4%) cosh [s (g - 94)] cos (04)

+4(3+64-A%)sinh [s (g - 94)] sin (04)

+82(1+A)2sinh[s(g—94)] sin (64) }} , (F.17)
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T
64 cosh ( s ) sin 6, cos3 0,

2

g

+ 1{43 cosh [s (5 - 94)] [ (1+A)*cos (36,) + (3.42 -2A- 1) cos (04)]

In(s) =

bl

- 94)] [ -(1+ .A)2 cos (36,) + (—3.42 +2A+ 1) cos (04) ]

+ 4 sinh [s (g - 84)] [(1 +A)?sin (36,) + (A2 +10A4 + 5) sin (94)]}} :

(F.18)

Using that
sin(3x) =3sin(z) - 4sin®(x) , (F.19)
cos(3x) =4 cos®(x) - 3cos(z) , (F.20)

the integral I,(s) becomes

™

64 cosh (%) sin 04 cos3 0,

I.(s) =

) {16“* [ (5 -00) [ - 1+ Ao (02) + (1 + 24 cos (0

+ 2{163 cosh [s (g - 94)] [ (1+ A)2 cos® (04) — (1 +2.A) cos (94)]

+ 16sinh [s (g - 04)] [ (1+.A)sin® (04) + (A2 + 44+ 2)sin (94)]}} .
(F.21)

It is possible to deduce from Eq. (E.65) that

A(A+2) 1
VTSR and cos(fy) = —— (F.22)

Sin(94) = A1 s
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and [,(s) is

m(A+1)* [ (7r )]( 1 1+2A)
I,(s) = 16cosh|s{=-0,)[(-
) 64c0sh(§)\/¢4(,4+2){ R N ) L G R
T 1 1+2A4
+z{163005h[s(§—04)](1+A— 1+.A)

+16sinh[s(g—94)] . A(A+2)[—A(A+2)+A2+4A+2]}}.

1+A

(F.23)

fals) ZQCosh?;/)l:r/ii:AfZ){l fA cosh [S (g B 94)]
VAT [+ (5 -0 - 2o (5 -0}

(F.24)
Finally, the real and imaginary part of I,(s) are given by
1)3
Re 1,(s) = m(A+1)'A cosh [s (E - 94)] , (F.25)
2/ A(A+2) cosh () 2
m(A+1)4

Im I,(s) =

2/ A(A+2) cosh ()

X {\/mgnh [s (g - 94)] - jfl cosh [s (g - 94)]} . (F.26)
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