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The concept of bend-imitating description as applied to the one-
electron quantum mechanics in sharply-bent ideal electron waveg-
uides and its development into a self-consistent theory are pre-
sented. In general, the theory allows one to model each particular
circular-like bend of a continuous quantum wire as some specific
multichannel scatterer being point-like in the longitudinal direc-
tion. In an equivalent formulation, the theory gives rise to rather
simple matching rules for the electron wave function and its lon-
gitudinal derivative affecting only the straight parts of a wire and
thereby permitting one to bypass a detailed quantum mechani-
cal consideration of elbow domains. The proposed technique is
applicable to the analytical investigation of spectral and transport
properties related to the ideal sharply-bent 3D wire-like structures
of fixed cross-section and is adaptable to the 2D wire-like struc-
tures, as well as to the wire-like structures in the magnetic field
perpendicular to the wire bending plane.

In the framework of bend-imitating approach, the investigation
of the electron scattering in a doubly-bent 2D quantum wire with
S-like bend has been made, and the explicit dependences of the
transmission and reflection coefficients on geometrical parameters
of a structure, as well as on the electron energy, have been ob-
tained.

The total elimination of the mixing between the scattering chan-
nels of a S-like bent quantum wire is predicted.

1. Introduction

The experimental discovery of the conductance quan-
tization exhibited by two-dimensional Sharvin contacts
[1, 2] and two-dimensional nanowires [3] in the ballistic
regime is known to get unleashed a flood of investiga-
tions devoted to the spectral and transport properties
of wire-like nanostructures [4-36]. The term “ballistic
regime” means that the maximal typical size of a nanos-
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tructure must be much smaller than the transport mean
free path of an electron. As long as the condition of bal-
listicity is fulfilled, we may expect that, inside the nanos-
tructure, neither the temperature effects nor the effects
of electron interactions are relevant, and, therefore, the
electron behavior can be treated quantum-mechanically
presumably in the one-electron approximation. How-
ever, in order that the quantum effects be probed both
experimentally and theoretically, the minimal width of
a nanostructure must exceed the de Broglie wavelength
corresponding to the typical Fermi energy of an elec-
tron in macroscopic reservoirs connected to the nanos-
tructure. Here, the reservoirs and the nanostructure are
regarded as having the same operating dimensionality
with respect to the electron degrees of freedom.

Due to its definition, the ballistic regime should pro-
vide the spectral and transport characteristics of a
probed nanostructure with features of the purely geo-
metric origin [4-23, 31-36], thereby prompting the idea
of creating the required nanoscale device through solely
the choice of a proper geometric configuration. There
are numerous attempts to come out beyond the frame-
work of ballistic consideration, e.g., taking the impact
of impurities or other imperfections into account [24-29]
or trying to approximate the charging effects [30], but
we discard such an attitude insofar, as there still exist
many interesting and nontrivial problems attributed to
the ideal (i.e. quantum) nanostructures albeit treatable
within the traditional quantum mechanics.

In this paper, we will deal with the bent quantum
wires of a fixed cross-section, thus relinquishing other
types of nanostructures (i.e. crossed wires [10-14, 27]
and wires of a variable cross-section [15-25, 29]) irre-
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spective to their perfectness. More precisely, by start-
ing from the one-electron quantum mechanics, we will
give a detailed development of the bend-imitating the-
ory [31, 32] allowing one to identify the bent parts of
a sharply-bent quantum wire with some effective scat-
terers, each being shrunken to zero in the longitudinal
direction. We will demonstrate the calculating power of
the bent-imitating technique by an example of the elec-
tron scattering in two-dimensional sharply-bent quan-
tum wires. Early, the advantages of the bent-imitating
approach had been thoroughly examined when studying
the localized electronic states [31, 32] which are certain
to arise as a generic consequence of the wire bending
[5, 33, 34], as well as when proposing the effect of res-
onant electronic transmission in multiple-bent quantum
nanowires of some special configurations [31].

2. Specification of the Wire Bending in Terms
of Orthogonal Curvilinear Coordinates

The first natural step in considering the quantum me-
chanics of an electron in a bent ideal wire with fixed
cross-section is to adapt the orthogonal curvilinear co-
ordinates to the shape of a wire. Having been classical
in the theories of diffraction [37] and guided propagation
of electromagnetic waves [38], as well as in the theory of
guided propagation of light through optical fibers [39],
the idea of curvilinear coordinates lately have been in-
voked by the theory of bent nanowires [31-36].

In our papers on the electron scattering in smoothly-
bent quantum wires [35, 36|, we have proposed a specific
parametrization of the wire bending which turned out to
be essentially more productive when being properly ap-
plied to the one-electron quantum-mechanical problems
in the opposite limit of sharply-bent wires [31, 32].

To make the story shorter, the metric tensor compo-
nents g,,(p, s,2), gss(p,s,2), and g..(p, s, z) in orthog-
onal curvilinear coordinates p, s, z dictated by the wire
bending must be given in the following way:

9oo(ps8,2) =1, (2.1)
9ss(py5,2) = [L+a(s/L)p/L], (2.2)
gz2(p;8,2) = 1. (2.3)

Here, a(s/L) is the so-called bending function [35, 36]
characterizing the wire bending through the bending an-
gle 23 and the typical bending length L of the reference
curve y = f(x) given in terms of orthogonal Cartesian
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coordinates z, y in the plane z = 0. In this context, the
reference function

f(z) = Ltan farsinh[cot 5 cosh(z/L)] (2.4)
leads uniquely to the bending function

: 2
a(s/L) = sin 3 cos” 3 (2.5)

sinh?[(s/L) cos 3] + cos2 3

The above statement can be easily checked excluding
the auxiliary parameter n from the general geometric
relations [35, 36]

Ld® f(n)/dn?

L) = T ) T (26)
5= / AL+ (df (€) /)] V2, (2.7)
0

where the function f(n) is assumed to be concave
d®f(n)/dn* > 0 at all values —oco < 7 < +oo of its
argument 7. Analyzing the asymptotics —ztan( +
Ltan Sln(cot 3) and +xtan 3 + Ltan 81n(cot 3) of the
chosen reference function (2.4) at /L — —oo and
x/L — +oo, we can readily recognize the early an-
nounced bending parameters in 23 and L.

It is worth noting that the simultaneous representabil-
ity of both the reference function f(x) and the corre-
sponding bending function a(s/L) in terms of elemen-
tary functions as it has been displayed by formulas (2.4)
and (2.5) seems to be rather the lucky exception than an
established rule. In the dilemma which function, f(x)
or a(s/L), should be taken as elementary, the preference
casts onto the bending function a(s/L) as that directly
involved into the metric tensor and consequently into the
Laplace operator in the curvilinear coordinates of inter-
est. Evidently, we are able to invent a number of bending
functions whose reference curves manifest the essential
similarity in their asymptotic features and differ only
by minor peculiarities within the bending regions. For
example, instead of the infinity-pole bending function
(2.5), it is possible to rely upon the two-pole bending
function [31, 32]

28/x

L)y=——F"7"—— 2.8
os/0) = T (28)
inasmuch as it preserves the interpretation of the ba-
sic parameters 23 and L as the bending angle and the

bending length, respectively.
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Supposing the central point of each cross-section of
a wire to lie in the plane z = 0 and denoting d to be
a typical width of the wire in this plane, we define the
dimensionless longitudinal coordinate o by the formula
s = od. Then the dimensionless parameter € = d/L will
characterize the sharpness of wire bending with ¢ < 1
and € > 1 corresponding to the smooth and the sharp
bending, respectively. Furthermore at ¢ — oo, we afford
the reference curve to be converted into two straight half-
lines interconnected practically at a single point, while
each particular coordinate line of constant positive p to
be degenerated into two straight lines interconnected by
the circular arc of radius p and angle 25. In this very
limit, the two forms (2.5) and (2.8) of a bending function
a(s/L) become indistinguishable insofar as

lim ea(eo) = 260(o)

E— 00

(2.9)

for both of them. Here, §(o) is the Dirac delta-function.
The latter observation (2.9) turned out to be the main
cornerstone in an upbuilding of the bend-imitating the-
ory [31,32].

Considering that the quantity +/gss(p,s,z) =
a(s/L)p/L determines the whole structure of the Laplace
operator, we must deal with the confining potential,
which totally prohibits the electron penetration into the
region p < —L/a(s/L), where the curvilinear coordi-
nates p, s,z become generically ambiguous. The most
radical way in achieving such a prohibition is to ensure
that the wire edges should be located somewhere in the
region p > 0. For the lucidity, we would like to stress
that the line p = 0, z = 0 is nothing but the reference
curve written in terms of the adopted curvilinear coor-
dinates.

3. Three-dimensional and Two-dimensional
Bend-imitating Models

In the previous sections, we have mentioned all assump-
tions and made the main preparatory steps necessary
to formulate the one-electron quantum mechanics for an
arbitrary bent ideal wire with fixed cross-section. Thus,
relating the curvilinear coordinates p, s, z and time ¢ to
their dimensionless counterparts r, o, {, and 7 by the for-
mulas p = rd, s = od, z = (d, and t = 2m*d*7/h, we
can write down the respective Schrodinger equation as
follows:

.0
ZE‘II(Ta a, Ca T) -
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=—[1 —l—&m(ao)]_l% {[1 + ETG(EU)]%‘IJ(T, U,C,T)} —

1+ gra(so’)]_1% {[1 + sm(sa)]_lg\l’(ﬁ o,¢, T)} -

2

~ 5 V0 G) 4 W (G,
where the early suggested notations (2.1)—(2.3) for the
components of the metric tensor have been taken into
account. In so doing, m* is the effective electron mass,
while the expression (h%/2m*d*)W (p/d,z/d) has the
meaning of lateral confining potential caused by the wire
walls. According to their definitions, the coordinates p
and z vary across the wire, while the coordinate s runs
along the wire. In this respect, the dimensionless coor-
dinates r and ¢ should be referred to as the lateral ones,
while the dimensionless coordinate ¢ as the longitudinal
one.

Until the explicit expression for the bending func-
tion a(eo) was not specified, the Schrodinger equation
(3.1) looks rather general and virtually contains nothing
new as compared with the standard starting position of
other curvilinear coordinate approaches [33, 34]. How-
ever, multiplying the original Schrédinger equation (3.1)
by the Jacobian 1+ era(eo) and rearranging the result
into the form

{ia 2 P

(3.1)

E*‘w‘*‘@ —W(T7C)]‘I’(Ta07C,T)=

W O)| Wi -

—aa(sa)% [raarlll(r, o, ¢, T):| +

ETQ(EU) E\I;(n g, C’ T):| )

0
+87 [1 +era(eo) Oo (3.2)

we can readily reveal the crucial hint on future simplifi-
cations in the limit of sharp bending € — oo, once the
special expression (2.5) or (2.8) for the bending func-
tion a(eo) has been invoked. This hint concerns the
first two terms on the right-hand side of the rearranged
equation (3.2), where the factor ea(eo) should be for-
mally replaced by its limiting value 23§(o) in virtue of
the main limiting property (2.9).

As for the last term on the right-hand side of the rear-
ranged equation (3.2), the direct passage to the limit ¢ —
oo in it appears to be impractical due to the unproper
behavior of the quantity d{era(eo)[l + era(es)]~1}/00
as a function of o (s.s. the extremal values of this
function become unbounded as e — o0). However,
the quantity era(ec)[l + era(eo)]™! as a function of
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o is seen to be bounded at all permissible ¢ including
€ — oo0. Moreover, both d{era(ec)[1 + era(eo)| "1} /00
and era(eo)[l + era(eo)]™! quickly drop to zero, as
|o| grows, what become highly pronounced for the ex-
tremely sharp bending € — oco. In these circumstances,
it is reasonable to abandon the detailed description of the
bent area and to develop the matching procedure for a
wave function directly between the straightened parts of
a wire akin to the well-known matching procedure in
quantum-mechanical problems with delta-function-like
potentials [40].

To  this end, we apply the operation
limy 40 lim, oo fi: do ... to the rearranged equation
(3.2) and obtain

0 0
%\I/(’r,(j - 70767—) - %\II(T,O' - +03C77_) -
2

= ﬂT‘ |:’Laa7_ + 874_2 - W(’f‘, C):| \I/(T',O' = 707<77—) +
e [i o+ = W) Wro = 0.6 +
aor ' a¢? ’ ’ Y
+ﬂ% r%\ll(nU:—O,Q,T) +
0 0
—1—55 raT\Il(nJ:—i—O,C,T)]. (3.3)

Here and later on, any record of the type 9T (o =
A)/Oo serves as a shorthand for the expression
[0Y(0)/D0]s=x. On the other hand, applying the oper-
ation lim.,_, 4o lim._ fi;y doo ... to the same equation
(3.2), we have

U(r,o =—-0,(,7) =V (r,0 =+40,(, 7). (3.4)

In both cases, we assumed that the passage to the limit
€ — oo is performed before that to the limit v — +0.
Thus, we come to the bend-imitating matching rules
(3.3) and (3.4) which should supplement the Schrédinger
equation

2 W(r,0,C,7) =
0? 0? 0?
(0 #0) (35)

given in the straight parts of the wire |o| > 0, thus yield-
ing a closed formulation of the one-electron quantum me-
chanics outside the bending area. This formulation can
be referred to as the bend-imitating model of a quantum
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wire with fixed cross-section of an arbitrary configura-
tion and with the ring arc bend characterized by the
angle 20.

It is remarkable that the last term on the right-hand
side of the rearranged equation (3.2) does not contribute
to either of the matching rules (3.3) and (3.4). As a
consequence, it is possible to give an alternative concise
formulation of the bend-imitating model by means of a
single equation

e, 0? 02 0?
{Z or "o T 90 T o
2

.0 0
ZEJFTCQ*W(T»O

W) (i 07) =

= —Qﬂé(a)’f’ \I/(T', 07C,T) -

7255(0)2

- (3.6)

T%\I/(T’, o,¢, 7‘)‘| .
Irrespective of the model formulation, the values of con-
fining potential taken at r < 0 must be infinite, i.e.
W(r <0,¢) = .

If we intend to consider a wire with circular cross-
section, it is convenient to introduce the polar lateral
coordinates u and 6 instead of the coordinates r and (
by the rules

r=b+ucosyp, (3.7)

¢ =wusing (3.8)

with v > 0 and 0 < ¢ < 27, where b is the dimensionless
distance between the reference curve and the center of a
wire. Then, denoting

U(b+wucosp,o,using,7) = (o, u,p,T) (3.9)
and
W (b+ ucosp,using) = V(u,p), (3.10)

we are able to convert the basic bend-imitating model
(3.6) into the form

992 92 10 1 92

Bt o o Tugu o o) BemeT) =
7 0 singp 0
—*2B5(0') COSQO%f u &0]¢(Uau7@37)
—2B6(0)[b+ ucos ] x

0 092 10 1 02
X 187'+8112+U({9U+U2W_V(u,w)](ﬁ(a,u’@’T).

(3.11)
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In order to guarantee the general demand W (r < 0,(¢) =
00, it is appropriate to assume that V(u > b, ¢) = co.

A generalization of the bend-imitating model as ap-
plied to a multiply-bent multiply-twisted quantum wire
with circular cross-section in the case where V(u,p) =
V(u) had been given elsewhere [31].

Another particular realization of the bend-imitating
theory concerns the so-called two-dimensional quan-
tum wires. The reduced dimensionality is known to
be approximately achieved in an interface of GaAs—
Al,Ga;_,As heterostructure [41, 42] while the 2D wire
itself can be stencilled by applying the negative poten-
tial of a certain configuration, thus expelling electrons
from the prescribed parts of the interface [43-45]. The
approximate two-dimensionality of the electron gas is
caused by a huge separation between the electron energy
levels corresponding to the extremely strong confinement
of electrons within the interface layer, so that only the
lowest of such levels is actually became essential.

In view of the above remark, the derivation of a bend-
imitating model of sharply-bent 2D quantum wire can
be reduced to the formal factorization

U(r,0,¢,7) = ¢(r,o,7)x (¢, 7)

of the wave function ¥(r,o,(,7) involved into the ba-
sic 3D bend-imitating model (3.6) with additive confine-
ment potential

(3.12)

W(r,¢) =U(r)+ V(). (3.13)

These steps ensure that, in a direction perpendicular to
the interface, the Schréodinger equation

- V(O} X(Gy7) =0 (3.14)
can be separated, while the result for the 2D bend-
imitating model of singly-bent quantum wire is as fol-
lows:

(3.15)

We complete this section by presenting the bend-
imitating model of 2D quantum wire in a magnetic field
B perpendicular to the plane of a wire. When develop-
ing such a model, the starting Schrédinger equation must
be properly changed via replacing the Laplace operator
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A = V? by the operator (V —ieA/ch)? and supplement-
ing the lateral confinement potential by the Zeeman term
—ehB/2m*c or +ehB/2m™*c with the sign — or + being
dictated by the sign 4+ or — of the spin projection onto
the vector B. Here, the magnetic field intensity B is
related to the vector potential A by the usual definition
B = rotA, while e = —|e| denotes the electron charge.
Relying upon the curvilinear coordinates p, s, z, as they
have been introduced in Section 2, it is convenient to
select the vector potential

A(p,s,z) = Ap(p,S,Z)Lp(/), 8) +

+As(p7872)bs(p78) +Az(p587z)l’z(pvs) (316)
in the following gauge
Ap(p73az) :Oa (317)
(p =)L+ p*a(s/L)/2
As(p,s,z) =B , 3.18
(p5,2) L+ pa(s/L) (8.18)
A.(p,s,z)=0. (3.19)

Here, ¢ is the gauge parameter measurable in length
units. Although the quantity § could be chosen as any
function of the longitudinal coordinate s, but we shall
identify it with the distance bd between the reference
curve p = 0 and the middle line of a wire p = bd.

Repeating the main steps of the derivation procedure
early approbated for the basic 3D bend-imitating model
(3.6) and considering the standard reduction procedure
from a three-dimensional to a two-dimensional wire, we
come to the following formulation of the bend-imitating
model dealing with a 2D quantum wire in the perpen-
dicular magnetic field:

{ifi+8+ [;U—iw(r — b)} iw—U(?‘)}T/&(ﬂ 0,7) =

w27,.2

or 4

tw-— U(r)} Yi(r,o,T) —

~200(0) - rar (i) (3.20)
Here, the upper and lower signs in 94 (r,0,7) and +w
are used to distinguish two possible electron subsystems
according to the sigh of a spin projection. The quantity
w = ed?B/ch characterizes the strength of the applied
magnetic field given in dimensionless units. The gen-
eralization of the above-presented bend-imitating model
(3.20) to the case of a multiply-bent 2D quantum wire in
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a perpendicular magnetic field can be done in lines with
the results of our previous article [32]. The simplest
way to visualize such a generalization is to take the di-
mensionless Zeeman term Fw into account by adding it
formally to the dimensionless confinement potential on
both sides of Eq. (8) from the cited paper [32]. In doing
so, we must pay an especial attention to that the origin
of the lateral coordinate in the just quoted formula is
fastened to the middle line of a wire in distinction to
formula (3.20) from the present paper, where the origin
of the lateral coordinate lies on the reference curve.

4. Electron Scattering in a Sharply-bend 2D
Quantum Wire. General Setting of the
Problem

Now, let us consider the stationary scattering problem
of electron waves in a sharply-bent 2D quantum wire
starting with the respective concise formulation of one-
electron quantum mechanics (3.15).

We denote the dimensionless distance between the ref-
erence curve r = 0 and the middle line of a wire as b and
assume the lateral confinement to be given by the di-
mensionless hard-wall potential
U(r)—{ 0 if |r—5<1/2

r—b| > 1/2 (4.1)

oo if
with the condition b > 1/2 being imposed. For practi-
cal use, it is convenient to introduce the shifted lateral
coordinate
r=r—>b (4.2)
with 7/ = 0 and 7/ = —b marking the middle line of a wire

and the reference curve, respectively. Simultaneously, we
have to reset the confining potential by the notation

Ulr'+b)=w(r") (4.3)
and make the substitution
P(r' +b,0,7) =(r',0) exp(—i&T) (4.4)

consistent with the nomenclature of stationary scatter-
ing theory. Then, after some manipulations with the
concise form (3.15) of the 2D bend-imitating model, we
obtain

02 02
ot U ) | 6(r,0)=E0(r,0) (9£0), (45)
674

2 plr,0 = 0) ~ 2 oab(r0 = +0) =

=B +b)[& — % )[W(r,oc =—-0)+(r,oc = +0)] +

+ﬁ% [(r + b)%p(m - —0)} +
+ﬂ% [(r n b)%w(r, o= +0)} , (4.6)
Y(r,o = —=0) =¢(r,o = +0), (4.7)

where & serves as the dimensionless electron energy. The
prime / near the shifted lateral coordinate v’ in the last
three formulas (4.5)—(4.7) has been omitted as quite use-
less.

We clearly see that the effect of electron scattering
should be entirely obliged to the bent part of a wire mod-
eled by the matching rules (4.7) and (4.6) for the station-
ary wave function ¢(r, o) and its longitudinal derivative
oY(r,0)/0c. As for the stationary Schrodinger equation
in straight regions (4.5), its role is reduced to the sole
approbation of suitable scattering ansétze for the wave
function outside the bent area |o| > 0.

For our purposes, such ansétze must be given by the
combinations

P(r,o) = Qs(r) exp[+iqf(éa)a]H(q§(éa)) +

+ 3" Qu(r) expl—igm(&)a] Ay (&, 8,b) (4.8)

m=1
and
P(r, U):Z Qm(r) exp[+igm (&)o|Bm (&, 8,D) (4.9)

m=1
at 0 < 0 and o > 0, respectively. Here,
1 if >0
H(x)_{o it <0 (4.10)
is the Heaviside step function,
VE-&L i &>

(&) = m Zm 4.11
on(£) {zm i &<y, (410
while
& = (7mm)? (4.12)
and
Qo () = V2sin[rm(r +1/2)] if |r| <1/2 (4.13)

mT 0 if |r|>1/2 '
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are, respectively, the eigenvalues and the orthonormal
eigenfunctions of the lateral eigenvalue problem

2

a2 @@J'Q(T)-

(r) + 2 (1)Q(r) = (4.14)
The ordinal number m in formulas (4.11)—(4.13) can run
from one to infinity: m =1,2,3,..., cc.

The first term on the right-hand side of the first ansatz
(4.8) describes the ingoing electron wave, while the other
terms in both ansétze (4.8) and (4.9) correspond to out-
going waves if ¢2,(£) > 0 or evanescent solutions if
¢2,(&) < 0. As a matter of fact, the adopted ansiitze
(4.8) and (4.9) manifest an essential similarity with those
typical of multichannel scattering theory [46]. Hence, the
scattering theory in sharply-bent quantum wire must be
treated in the general case as the multichannel one with
the m-th scattering channel being attributed to the m-th
electronic level of lateral quantization. In lines with the
standard terminology [46], the m-th channel should be
referred to as open when ¢2,(&) > 0 and closed otherwise
(i.e., when ¢2,(&) < 0).

By construction, we can understand the first and the
second ansétze (4.8) and (4.9) as the two complemen-
tary pieces of the same wave function ¢ (r, o) satisfying
in the straight parts of a wire to the same stationary
Schrodinger equation (4.5). The only problem which has
to be handled is to find the amplitudes A,,¢(&, 3,b) and
B, s(&,6,b) involved into the above-mentioned ansétze
(4.8) and (4.9). To this end, we insert expressions (4.8)
and (4.9) into the bend-imitating matching rules (4.6)
and (4.7) and obtain

=iBb Y M (&|b)Bmy(&, B,1),

m=1

Qn(g)Anf(éa757 b)

(4.15)

an(éa7ﬁ>b) = §an(q?(£)) + Anf(gaﬁab)7

where the matrix elements M,,,(&|b) are given by the
formula

Mnm(éa‘b) = qi(@@)énm

" dnm(1 — §,m) gin? (TR Tm
b(n +m)2(mn — wm)?2 2 '

Evidently, these elements are symmetric under the index
permutation M, (&|b) =My, (&), simultaneously be-
ing purely real M}, (&)b) = Mum(&|b). Depending on
whether the indices n and m are equal, n = m, or dis-
tinct, n # m, the matrix elements M,,,(&|b) should

(4.16)

= [42(&) + 4 (8)] x

(4.17)
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be qualified as supporting either the self-action within
a particular scattering channel or the channel-channel
mixing between the channels of opposite parities. As for
the distinct channels of the same parity, they are seen
to remain unmixed. The product 24b determines the
length of the mean line within the ring arc sector of a
wire, thus serving as the main governing parameter of
electron scattering on the strength of the first algebraic
bend-imitating matching equation (4.15).

Now it is time to present some rigorous results regard-
ing the bend-imitating theory without any reference to
a particular choice of the scattering length 238b. First
of all, one can readily verify that the bend-imitating
matching conditions written in their original form (4.6)
and (4.7) are compatible with the conservation law of
electronic flux through the bent area

e 0 0
/ dr [1#(7“7 U)a—g " (ryo)—=p*(r, 0)6—0
~1/2

+1/2

- [ [W Vg ¥ ) 5 0 U)} om0

~1/2

vro)| -

o=-—0

(4.18)

i.e. convert the above equality (4.18) into the sheer
identity. In the wake of this important observation,
the inserting of the left-piece (4.8) and right-piece (4.9)
ansétze for the stationary wave function ¢ (r, o) into the
law of flux conservation (4.18) gives rise to the formula

+ qm @(d)] Amf(éavﬂa b)A:nf(gvﬁvb) +

m:l
+ Z [0 (&) + @i (E)] mf(éa f,b) mf(éa B,b) =
m=1
= [a7(8) + 47(&)] H(a3(8)) H* (43(&)) (4.19)
allowing to introduce the transmission
T (.6.0) = ) B (& B0)BE (&6 (4
and reflection
Ry r(6.5.5) = TE) A (0 5 0)A% (£.5.0) (421
f( 757) qf(éo) f( 7/65 ) mf( aﬂ? ) ( )

coefficients for the channels with ¢2,(&) > 0, i.e. for the
open channels. The total number of open channels N (&)
depends on the electron energy & and is determined by
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the formula

(4.22)

[

m=

Thus, definitions (4.20) and (4.21) for the transmission
Tmy(&,0,0) and reflection R, ¢(&,3,b) coefficients are
valid provided m < N(&). On account of the condition
q2,(&) < 0 specifying the closed channels and maintain-
ing the equality ¢, (&) + ¢, (&) = 0, expressions (4.20)
and (4.21) for the transmission and reflection coeflicients
permit us to rewrite constraint (4.19) on the amplitudes
Ap¢(&,6,b) and Bp,¢(&,,b) as the sum rule

2

(&)

[Tns (6, 8,0) + Rinyp(£.5,0)] = H(q7(£))  (4.23)

—

m=

typical of the multichannel scattering theory.

There are at least two approaches to the solution of
the infinite sets of linear algebraic equations (4.15) and
(4.16) serving as the algebraic matching equations for the
amplitudes A, ;(&, 8,b) and By, (&, 8,b) and, hence, to
the calculation of the transmission T, f(&, 3,b) and re-
flection R,,, (&, 3,b) coefficients, being the basic charac-
teristics of electron scattering due to the wire bending.

The first approach can be applied in two extreme
cases of small 8b <« 1 and large b > 1 scatter-
ing distances, when it is possible to seek the solu-
tions to the algebraic matching equations (4.15) and
(4.16) by expanding the amplitudes A,,s(&,8,b) and
Bf(&,5,b) in the appropriate power series. Although
this method gives the explicit dependences of the scat-
tering characteristics T, 7(&, 8,b) and Ry, (&, 3,b) on
the geometric parameters 3, b and the energy &, it
suffers from the irregularity with respect to the en-
ergy & and should be abandoned when the energy &
approaches any energy (mn)? of the lateral quantiza-
tion.

The second approach is capable to cover the entire
feasible energy interval and consists in the so-called N-
channel approximation. The idea of the N-channel ap-
proximation is rather simple and is based upon replac-
ing the infinite sets of linear algebraic equations (4.15)
and (4.16) with n = 1,2,3,...,00 by the respective fi-
nite sets with n = 1,2,3,..., N provided each summa-
tion over m being restricted by first N terms. Here,
the positive integer N must exceed the maximal ad-
missible number of open scattering channels N(&pax)
within the energy interval 72 < & < &nax chosen
for investigation. Once the maximal number of open
channels N(&pnax) has been fixed, the accuracy of the
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N-channel approximation increases, as the number N
grows. In this situation, it looks more reasonable to
invoke the support of computer simulations. How-
ever, we shall postpone a practical realization of this
plan due to the lack of knowledge in computer sci-
ence.

Instead, we would like to pay attention on a broad
class of sharply-bent wire-like structures, where all calcu-
lations in the framework of the bend-imitating approach
can be performed analytically without any further ap-
proximations. The simplest and simultaneously basic
specimen of this class is an S-like sharply-bent 3D quan-
tum wire with rectangular cross-section or equally well
an S-like sharply-bent 2D quantum wire.

The scattering properties of an S-like sharply-bent 2D
quantum wire will be studied in the next section.

5. Electron Scattering in S-like Sharply-bent 2D
Quantum Wire. Suppression of Mixing
between the Scattering Channels

Let us consider the ideal 2D wire-like structure consist-
ing of two half-infinite parts. The left part is supposed to
be a sharply-bent quantum wire possessing the concave
bending. The right part is supposed to be a sharply-
bent quantum wire possessing the convex bending. Then
combining two different bend-imitating schemes, hav-
ing been originated separately from the left and right
parts of a structure, into the single scheme, we are
able to formulate the unified bend-imitating treatment
of one-electron quantum mechanics for the doubly-bent
2D wire-like structure as a whole.

In its stationary version, the unified model looks as
follows:

S w )| w0 =Ev(r0) (o), (5.1)

—01/)(7302—)\—0)—5%1&(7",0: -A40) =

= B (br+7)[E — % (r)] X
x[p(r,o ==A=0)+¢(r,o ==A+0)] +

+,6’L% [(bL + 7‘)21/}(7”, o=—\— 0)} +

or
+ﬁL% [(bL + ) %w(r, o=-\+ 0)} , (5.2)
w(rao— = *)‘*O) :¢(TaU: *)‘+0)a (53)
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0 0
717&(7170- = +A _O) - 7’(/)(7470' = +A+O) =
do do

= Br(br—7)[€ — % (r)] x
x[Y(r,o =4+X=0) +¢(r,c =41+ 0)] +

—l—ﬁR% [(bR - r)%w(r, o=+A— O)} +

+BR§ [(bR -r) %w(r, o=4M+ 0)} , (5.4)

Y(r,o=4X=0)=¢(r,c = +A+0). (5.5)
Here, 23y, and 28R are the bending angles of the left and
right elbow domains, respectively, whereas by, and bg are
their dimensionless mean bending radii. The quantity
2 defines the dimensionless distance between the elbow
domains.

In order to define the S-like sharply-bent structure,
we must equalize the bending angles 0, = a = fr and
assume that the dimensionless distance 2\ is negligibly
small A = +0. Within these assumptions, the previous
model (5.1) — (5.5) is reduced to the Schrédinger equa-
tion

o et U0 Wlr ) =8600) (ol>0) (50)

associated with two half-infinite straight parts of a wire
and to two exceptionally simple matching rules

0 0
90 (r,o=-0)— 8701/)(7“,0— +0) =
82
= ac [éa—&— 52 %(’I‘):| P(r,o = —0) +
82
rac |6+ 5z~ ()| vl = +0) 5.7
¢(Tv o= 70) = 1/}(7"70 = +O) (58)
serving to imitate the S-like bending area. Here, the

notation ¢ = by, + br has been adopted so that the quan-
tity 2ac can be understood as the total dimensionless
scattering length.

It is remarkable that, due to the S-like geometry of
a wire bending, the matching rule (5.7) for the longi-
tudinal derivative of the one-electron wave function has
lost the terms responsible for the mixing of scattering
channels. As a consequence, the scattering problem in
an S-like sharply-bent 2D quantum wire simplifies to the
easy exercise.
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Indeed, seeking the solution in the form
U(r,0) = Qs(r)exp [ +iqs(&)o] H(q5(£)) +

+ Z Qm(r)exp [ — iqm(é’)a] Ay (&, ac)

(o <0), (5.9)
U(r,0) =Y Qum(r)exp [ +igm(&)0] By (&, ac)
(0 >0) ) (5.10)

satisfying to the Schrodinger equation (5.6), we come,
by virtue of the matching rules (5.7) and (5.8), to the
set of only two linear algebraic equations

An¢ (&, ac) = iacgn (&) Brs (&, ac), (5.11)

By (&, ac) = 6an(qJ%(éa)) + A,¢(&, ac), (5.12)
where the ordinal number of the scattering channel n
albeit running from one to infinity appears as the mere
parameter. According to these equations, the solutions
for the amplitudes A,,;(&, ac) and B, (&, ac) read

iacqn(&)onrH(q%(&

Anp(&,ac) = ql(—)iachn((;; @) (5.13)
5o H(3(E

B (&, ac) = W . (5.14)

Then, for the transmission T, (&, ac) and reflection
R, (&, ac) coefficients, we obtain

T, (&, ac) = ngi:; Boj(&,00) Bl (&, ac) =

| SurH(GA(E))

14 a?3gi(&)’ (5.15)

Rop(&, ac) = Z;EZ:; Anp (&, a0) A% (&, ac) =
a?c*d,1q3(E)H(q7(&)) (5.16)

ERErr

where n < N(&). These results are seen to be very
transparent for the analysis and exhibit the strict one-
channel behavior at all physically admissible values of
geometric and energetic parameters 2ac and &.
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6. Conclusion

Summarizing the main results of the paper, we have
made the systematic development of the bend-imitating
theory rendering the one-electron quantum mechanics to
be applied to sharply-bent 2D quantum wires both in the
presence and the absence of a perpendicular magnetic
field, as well as to sharply-bent 3D quantum wires of
any fixed cross-section including the circular one. In the
framework of this theory, each elbow domain of a wire
is modeled by some attractive multichannel scatterer,
being point-like in the longitudinal direction. In an al-
ternative but equivalent formulation, the theory allows
one to consider the Schrodinger equation only within the
straight regions of a wire and to match the respective
solutions directly by means of specific bend-imitating
matching rules, thus canceling the cumbersome match-
ing procedure inherent in the traditional approach [5, 7
9], where the solutions within elbow domains had to be
involved. As a consequence, the proposed matching tech-
nique gives rise to the cardinal simplification of calcula-
tions and can be treated as an effective ruse in bypassing
each bent part of a wire.

In this context, it can be shown that the bend-
imitating matching rules prove to be consistent with the
standard continuity equation, where the density is un-
derstood as the electron density, as well as with the con-
tinuity equation, where the role of density is prescribed
to the density of electron energy. These tests assert to
be the good general indications of the reliability and the
adequacy of the bend-imitating method as such.

Another important general property of the bend-
imitating modeling is its consistency with the additiv-
ity of bending angles when the longitudinal distance be-
tween similarly bent neighboring elbow domains of equal
mean radii tends to zero.

It is worth noting that the factual development of the
bend-imitating theory had not been so straightforward
as it being given in the present article. Thus, the early
version of the theory [47-49], though yielding the correct
results for the energies of true localized states (i.e. states
below the threshold electron energy) suffers to contra-
dict some of the general demands listed in two previous
paragraphes.

We have demonstrated the advantages of the bend-
imitating approach as applied to the one-electron scat-
tering problem in a doubly-bent 2D quantum wire with
S-like bend. The analytical results for the transmission
and reflection coeflicients as functions of the geometric
and energetic parameters have been obtained rigorously,
i.e. without any subsequent approximations.
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In the framework of the bend-imitating theory, we
have shown that, in an S-like bent 2D quantum wire, the
mixing of scattering channels is totally eliminated due
to a specific interplay between the concave and convex
bendings. The same effect is evidently valid for the S-like
bent 3D quantum wire with rectangular cross-section.
We do not know any indications on the similar forecast-
ing in researches of other authors.

We do not see any principal obstacles in applying the
ideas of the bend-imitating theory to the investigation of
nonlinear excitations in curved waveguides early studied
by other methods [50-52], since the incorporation of a
nonlinearity is equivalent to the formal supplement of a
confinement potential by the proper nonlinear term.

The work has been supported by the National
Academy of Sciences of Ukraine within the programs
No. 01100007540 and No. 0107U000396.
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3TUH-IMITAIIITHA TEOPIS TA PO3CIFOBAHHS
EJIEKTPOHHUX XBUJIb B PISKO 3I'HYTUX
KBAHTOBIUX HAHOJPOTAX

0.0. Bazxnewko
Pesmowme

IIpejcraBieHo KOHIEMNINIO 3TUH-IMITAIITHOrO OIMCY CTOCOBHO
O/THOEJIEKTPOHHOI KBAaHTOBOI MEXaHIKH JIJIsI PI3KO 3IrHyTHUX ieasib-
HUX €JIEKTPOHHUX XBUJIEBOJIB Ta PO3BUHYTO 11 O MeEX CaMOIO-
crarHbol Teopil. Ha 3arasn Taka Teopisi 103BOJIsIE TPAKTYBaTU KO-
JKHUI OKpeMUii 3KPYTJIEHU 3TUH HellepePBHOI'O KBAHTOBOI'O JIDOTY
K AesKuil cnenudivHuil 6araToKaHaJIbHANR PO3CiIoBat 3 HEXTOBHO
MaJIIM PO3MipOM y MO3/I0BXKHBOMY HAIIPsIMKY. 7K HACJIiJOK Teo-
pift MOPOIZKY€E NTOCUTH MPOCTI IIpaBUJjIa 3MINBAHHS JJIs €JIEKTPOHHOL
XBUJIBOBOI (DyHKIHT Ta i1 1MO370BKHBOI MMOXiJHOI, THM CaMUM J10-
3BOJISIIOYN YHUKHYTHU JETAJIbHOINO KBAHTOBO-MEXAHIYHOTO PO3IJIsi-
oy objacreil 3ruHy. 3ruH-iMiTAIiiHUI TiIXiT € MOTYKHUM aHaJi-
TUYHUM [IPUAOMOM JJIsI JTOCJII>KEHHSI CIEKTPAJIBHUX 1 TPAHCIOPT-
HUX XapaKTEPUCTHUK SIK TPUBUMIPHUX, TaK i JBOBUMIPDHUX JIPOTO-
MOAIGHUX HAHOCTPYKTYD 3 PI3KMMH 3THHAMU, BKJIOYAIOYU JPOTO-
NOAIOHI CTPYKTYPH, 10 3a3HAIOTH BIIUBY MATHITHOIO TOJISI, TIEP-
MEeHJUKYJISPHOTO N0 IUIOMMHY 3TUHYy. B paMKax 3ruH-iMiTaniitHol
TeOPil JOCi/I?KEHO PO3CiIOBaHHS €JIEKTPOHIB Yy IOJIBIIHO 3irHyTOMY
IOBOBHMIpHOMY KBAaHTOBOMY APOTi 3 S-moxaibuuMm 3rumom. Opeprka-
HO sIBHI aHAJITUYHI 3aJI€2KHOCTI Jjisi KOe@IIIEHTIB MPOXOIXKEHH S
Ta BIAOUTTSI €JIEKTPOHHUX XBUJIb SIK BiJl TEOMETPUYHUX Iapame-
TPiB, Tax i BiJ1 eHeprii esiekTpoHa. TeopeTndHO IepeiOaveHO TOBHY
BIJICYTHICTBH IepeMilllyBaHHS MiXK KaHaJIaMU PO3CIIOBaHHSI B KBaH-
TOBOMY APOTi 3 S-TOAiGHUM 3THHOM.
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