Analysis of quantum decay law: Is quantum tunneling really exponential?
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Abstract: The exponential decay law is well established since its first derivation in 1928;
however, it is not exact but only an approximate description. In recent years some experimental
and theoretical indications for non-exponential decay have been documented. First we solve
analytically the time-dependent Schrodinger equation in one dimension for a potential consisting
of an infinite wall plus a rectangular barrier with finite width and also a cut harmonic oscillator
potential by considering it as a sequence of square potentials. Then using the staggered Leap-
Frog method, we solve the time-dependent Schrédinger equation for the cut harmonic oscillator
potential. In both methods, time dependence of the survival probability of the particle and the
decay parameter A are analyzed. The results exhibit non-exponential behavior for survival

probability at short and intermediate times.

1. Introduction

Tunneling through potential barriers that classically cannot be overcome is at the heart of quantum mechanics and
plays an essential role in fundamental dynamical phenomena like Josephson oscillations, tunnel diode quantum
computing and the scanning tunneling microscope. It turns up in the description of disordered one-dimensional
lattices and realistic one-dimensional solid-state systems, such as quantum wells, junctions and super lattices. It
has a significant function in many branches of science from alpha decay, fusion and fission in nuclear physics to
photo association and photo dissociation in biology and chemistry. This problem also plays a key role in the study
of electronic transport in polymers and the effects of intermolecular potential barriers in chemical reactions.
Moreover, tunneling is one of the major mechanisms that stimulate the loss of particles from quantum systems
which occurs whenever a quantum system is coupled via a potential barrier to a continuum, i.e., to a set of
asymptotically free states. Such particle loss is widely encountered in nature, e.g., in radioactive decay or in the

auto ionization of excited atomic states. In nuclear physics many types of heavy atomic nucleus spontaneously
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decay to produce daughter nuclei via the emission of particles of some characteristic energy. Nuclear fusion occurs
in main sequence stars like the Sun. The tunneling process is also of crucial importance in many body systems.

It is also a well-known fact that decay of unstable states is described by the exponential decay law. The
exponential law in alpha decay was first explained by Gamow in 1928 [1]. The decay law of unstable systems
plays a crucial role in different area of physics: the electromagnetic decays of atoms, the decays of radioactive
nuclei, decays of hadronic resonances like top quarks and Higgs bosons and the Standard Model particles. Most
of the unstable physical systems such as electromagnetic decay of atoms and nuclei, beta and alpha decay of
radioactive nuclei are all described by the exponential decay law. Understanding the decay dynamics of unstable
isolated systems is of relevance to a wide variety of fields ranging from guantum science to statistical mechanics
and cosmology.

Although the exponential decay law provides a good description for quasi-stationary states and decay phenomena,
it is only an approximate solution. Recently some experimental and theoretical evidences for non-exponential
decay have been reported. Non-exponential decays and relaxations have been observed and studied extensively
in physics, from the viewpoint of condensed matter to atomic and nuclear physics, see e.g., [2-36]. A recent and
really challengeable observation of non-exponential decay in nuclear physics is GSI anomaly. That is the periodic
modulation of the expected exponential law in the EC-decays of different highly charged ions, stored at GSI,
observed by the FRS/ESR Collaboration [19,20]. Many attempts have been made to explain this observation since
2008, which some of them are provided in the references [21-35]. It is worth mentioning that, the relation between
the quantum mechanical survival probability of an unstable system in motion and that of the system at rest has
been investigated in [37].

The structure of the paper is as follows: In section 2, we solve analytically the time-dependent Schrodinger
equation for a potential consisting of an infinite wall plus a rectangular barrier with finite width. Analytical
solutions of the Schrédinger equation for a cut harmonic oscillator potential are presented in Section 3. The same
problem is studied using Staggered Leap-Frog Method, in section 4. Finally the effects of increasing the width of

the cut harmonic oscillator barrier on the survival probability are investigated in section 5.

2. Analytical solution of time-dependent Schrédinger equation with a potential consisting of an infinite wall

plus a rectangular barrier with finite width

The general form of the one-dimensional Schrédinger equation is

2 0Yxt) k% 22P(xD)
ih ot~ zm oz T v(x, )p(x,t). 1)



We set A = m = 1, for the numerical reasons. In this case, the time-independent one-dimensional Schrodinger

equation takes the following form:
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We define the one-dimensional rectangular barrier as follows:
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with a,b > 0 and v, > 0. Atx = 0, V is assumed to be infinite, S0 Y (x = 0,t) = 0. For x=a and x=b, we have

the following boundary conditions:
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The solution of the time-dependent Schrédinger equation (1) could be written as the energy-convolution integral,
Y, t) = [ p(E) Pp(x)e EdE (6)

where ¢ (E) is a spectral function such that the integral is convergent for all values of x, t and the resulting wave
function is square-integrable. Note that square-integrability of ¥ (x, t) also requires E to be real. The overall

normalization constant is, then, calculated from

fom Y (x, t) Plx, t)dx =1 @

The solutions of the time-independent Schrddinger equation (2), for E = 0 are

YL(x) = ASin(k,x), 0<x<a (8)
I(x) = Bye*2* + Bye~k2¥, a<x<bh (9)
U (x) = C,Cos[k,x] + C,Sin[k,x], x>b (10)



where k; = /2E,, k, = /—2(E, —vy) and A4,B;,,C,, are constants. These constants are obtained from
boundary conditions (4) and (5). By selecting A as the overall normalization constant, the boundary conditions

yield:
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The spectral function is calculated as:
¢(En) = A%/(C,°Ci + C7Cy) (15)

The overall normalization constant is finally calculated from (7). Fig. 1 shows the wave functions versus x for
three different energies E= 1.5, 2.5, 3.0. Fig. 2 illustrates the spectral function which is calculated using Eq. (15)

for the infinite wall plus repulsive rectangular potential function for a=1.5, b=2.25 and vo=3.
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Fig.1. The wave functions for a potential consisting of an infinite wall and a repulsive rectangular potential for three different
energies E= 1.5, 2.5, 3.0. In this plot a=1.5, b=2.25 and v,=3.
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Fig.2. Spectral function for the infinite wall plus repulsive rectangular potential function for a=1.5, b=2.25 and v,=3.

The survival probability is, then, defined as:

Py () = [ (6, ) Y (x, t)dx (16)

which will be calculated numerically. In order to investigate the effects of increasing the width of the barrier on
the survival probability and the decay parameter, we have solved the time-independent Schrédinger equation in
one dimension for different widths b — a = 0.2,0.75, 1.0, and 1.5.

Logarithmic plots of the survival probabilities (the lack of tunneling through potential barrier) for an infinite wall
plus repulsive rectangular potential with different widths versus time are shown in Fig. 3. It can be seen that by
increasing the width of the rectangular potential the survival probabilities decreases. The logarithm of the survival
probabilities for widths 0.75, 1.0, and 1.5 tend to the straight lines. This behavior is consistent with WKB
approximation. For a width with value 0.2, the logarithm of survival probability deviates from the straight line,
which means that, the exponential decay law is not valid for small widths. One successful experimental
observation of violation of the exponential decay law was made by Rothe et.al., [38], in measurement of the
luminescent decay of dissolved organic materials.
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Fig.3. Logarithmic plot of the survival probability for a potential consisting of an infinite wall and a repulsive rectangular
potential versus time. In this plot a=1.5, vpg=3 and b — a = 0.2,0.75, 1.0, and 1.5.

The decay parameter A could be defined by:

At) = — == = — 2 {in(Ppu(D)] (17)

Pin dt

The decay parameters for widths b — a = 0.75,1.0 and 1.5 are plotted versus time in Fig. 4. They increase very fast
in time and reach to their maximal values Amax. It could be seen that by increasing the width of the rectangular
potential the decay parameter decreases and the amplitude of its oscillation decreases as well. The oscillation in

the amplitude is obviously observed for smaller widths.
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Fig.4. The decay parameter A for a potential consisting of an infinite wall and a rectangular potential with width = b —a =
0.75,1.0, and 1.5. The oscillations in the amplitudes is obviously observed for smaller widths.



It is important to note that, decay is exponential when the integration interval is from negative infinity to
infinity. Considering the finite interval for the energy states i.e., having a cut-off leads to deviation from the
exponential decay [24]. In other words, the non-exponential behavior is related to the cut-off in the energy interval.
If the energy is to vary over the entire real axis, then the residue theorem will yield exponential decay [36]. The
integral in Eq. (6) is from zero to infinity not from minus infinity to plus infinity. It is because, the peak of the
spectral function in Fig. 2 is located in the positive part of the horizontal axis, so only the positive energies are

contributed in the problem (integral).

3. Numerical solution of the Schrddinger equation for a cut harmonic oscillator potential

It is well-known in quantum mechanics that, the Schrédinger equation could be solved for a potential barrier
with an arbitrary shape, by approximating it with a juxtaposition of square potential barriers as shown in Fig. 5.
To generalize our calculations in previous section to more than one rectangular barrier, we consider a cut harmonic
oscillator potential as follows:

V(x) = {% ax’ 0sx<h (18)
0 other
where we take a« = 0.28 and § = 6.0.

Now we approximate this potential by one, two, three, four, five and six square barriers and for each one,
solutions of the time-independent Schrodinger equation are obtained by applying the boundary conditions of the
problem i.e., Egs. (4) and (5). Due to the large amount of the wave functions coefficients, we have not presented
them in the manuscript. The approximation of the cut harmonic oscillator potential with various numbers of square

barriers along with the corresponding wave functions for energies 0.08, 0.4 and 1.4, are shown in Fig 6.
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Fig. 5. Approximation of smooth barrier potential by juxtaposition of square potential barriers.



The survival probabilities are calculated numerically using Eq. (16) and presented in Fig. 7. The decay parameters
A are calculated using Eq. (17) and are plotted in Fig. 8. It is observed that, the decay parameter A is not constant
and has an oscillatory behavior, so the tunneling (decay probability) is not exponential. Furthermore, as we
increase the number of barriers, the decay parameters converge to the same value which means that, more increase

in the number of barriers does not have significantly more accurate result, so the 5 or 6 square barriers lead to
sufficiently accurate results.
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Fig.6. Wave functions for a cut harmonic oscillator potential approximated by one up to six rectangular barriers.
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Fig.7. The survival probabilities for a cut harmonic oscillator potential approximated by one (Black), two (Purple), three
(Blue), four (Gray), five (Red), and six rectangular barrier potentials (Pink), respectively.
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Fig.8. The decay parameter A for approximating a cut harmonic oscillator potential by one to six rectangular barrier
potentials.

4. Staggered Leap-Frog Method

The second method to solve the time-dependent Schrodinger equation is Staggered Leap-Frog method. In this
section we apply this method to the cut harmonic oscillator potential.
It is noteworthy to mention, we have used as an initial condition a localized Gaussian distribution wave packet of
width o centered at x=xo. This initial condition does not exactly satisfy the boundary conditions, but it is very

close to the exact one. We also use boundary condition as, ¥(x,t) = 0 at x = 0 and infinity.

The initial probability density, the probability density at time 30 and the survival probability for a cut harmonic

oscillator potential computed using Staggered Leap-Frog method are presented in Figs. 9-11 respectively. The



decay parameter A is avalable in Fig. 12, which shows that, it is not constant so the decay is not exponential. The

results of Staggered Leap-Frog method are in good agreement with the results of our first method.
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Fig.9. The initial probability density for a cut harmonic oscillator potential.
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Fig.10. The probability density at ¢ = 30 for a cut harmonic oscillator potential employing Staggered Leap-Frog method.
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Fig.11. The survival probabilities for a cut harmonic oscillator potential using Staggered Leap-Frog method.
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Fig.12. The decay parameter A for a cut harmonic oscillator potential computed by Staggered Leap-Frog method.

5. The effects of increasing the width of the cut harmonic oscillator barrier

In order to investigate the effects of increasing the width of the barrier on the survival probability and on the
decay parameter, we employ again the two methods we have used so far, as follows: a). We approximate
the cut harmonic oscillator barrier by six square barriers and solve analytically the time-dependent Schrédinger
equation. b). We Use the Staggered Leap-Frog method. In both cases, we increase the width of the barrier as g =
5, 5.5 and 6.0 and compare the results.

The survival probabilities and the decay parameters for methods (a) and (b) are shown in Figs. 13-16,
respectively. As it is observed, Pin falls faster to zero as the width of the barrier decreases. It is also shown that
the decay parameter A is not constant for any value of £, so the tunneling(decay) is not exponential. Furthermore,
as we increase the values of g, the amplitude of oscillations of the decay parameter and the average of the decay
parameter decrease. Also as the value of £ is increased the amplitude of oscillations of the decay parameter tend
to a common constant value, which means that as the width of barrier is increased, the decay turns to exponential

form for intermediate times.
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Fig.13. The survival probabilities computed using approximating a cut harmonic oscillator potential by six rectangular
potential barriers, for g = 5.0,5.5 and, 6.0.
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Fig.14. The decay parameter A, obtained using approximating a cut harmonic oscillator potential by six rectangular potential
barriers, for § = 5.0, 5.5 and, 6.0.
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Fig.15. The survival probabilities for a cut harmonic oscillator potential with § = 5.0, 5.5 and, 6.0, making use of Staggered
Leap-Frog method.
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Fig.16. The decay parameters for a cut harmonic oscillator potential with § = 5.0,5.5 and, 6.0, obtained by Staggered
Leap-Frog method.

6. DISCUSSION
Let |a) be an unstable state at t = 0. For t > 0, the amplitude of survival probability is given by:
a(t) = (a|e”™t[s), hr=1 (19)
So, for the survival probability we have P(t) = |a(t)|?. The Taylor expansion of the amplitude is as follows:
a(®) = 1 - i alHla) — = (alH|a) + -~ (20)
So:
P(®) = la(OF = a'(®) a(t) =1 -5+ (21)

where t, is the Zeno time and t,”2 = (a|H?|a) — (a|H|a)?. The total Hamiltonian H can be decomposed
into two parts [39]: H = Hy + His, Hy = PHP + QHQ, H;,s = PHQ + QHP where P = |a){a|and Q = 1 — P.

The initial state is an eigenstate of the free Hamiltonian H,, which is off-diagonal with respect to the interaction
Hamiltonian:
Hola) = ala), (a|lHpyla) =0 (22)

So the Zeno time depends only on the square of the interaction Hamiltonian:

t,”? = (alHint2|a> (23)

In order to observe a delay of the tunneling time i.e. a decrease of the decay constant A as a consequence of

frequent consecutive measurements, the time interval At between two consecutive measurements should be

13



smaller compared to the Zeno time t,. Now, let us estimate the Zeno time in our study. We consider a constant

rectangular barrier with the value in MeV range e.g., 4MeV, so from Eq. (23), we have:

t,=17x10"%5s (24)
For a barrier with the value 4eV we get the following result:

t,=17x10"1s (25)

The values of Zeno times are too short (even unreal), so the influence of frequent consecutive measurements on
the value of decay parameter A could be neglected. It should be mentioned, although the influence of Zeno
effect on the value of A could be neglected, but it may has influence on the amplitude of time modulation of A.
It is also worth noting that, in [26], it is shown that the influence of Zeno effect on the decay constant Ag. of

GSI anomaly can be neglected.

7. CONCLUSION

Analytical solution of time-dependent Schrédinger equation with a potential consisting of an infinite wall plus a
rectangular barrier with finite width, is presented. The probability for the particle to be found inside the potential
well as a function of time is calculated. Then numerical solution of the Schrédinger equation for a cut harmonic
oscillator potential is done. The solutions of the time-dependent Schrddinger equation with a cut harmonic
potential using the staggered Leap-Frog method are also obtained. In both approaches, the decay parameter for
short times increases from zero to a maximum, and for intermediate times has an oscillatory behavior around a
constant value. Furthermore, for both methods it was shown that with increasing the width of the barrier the
amplitude of oscillations of the decay parameter decrease.
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