
Dynamics of a quantum wave emitted by a decaying and evanescent point source

F. Delgadoa,b,c,, J. G. Mugad,e

aCentro de Fı́sica de Materiales, Centro Mixto CSIC-UPV/EHU, Paseo Manuel de Lardizabal 5, E-20018 Donostia-San Sebastián, Spain
bDonostia International Physics Center (DIPC), Paseo Manuel de Lardizabal 4, E-20018 Donostia-San Sebastián, Spain

cIKERBASQUE, Basque Foundation for Science, E-48013 Bilbao, Spain
dDepartamento de Quı́mica-Fı́sica, UPV/EHU, Apartado 644, 48080 Bilbao, Spain

eDepartment of Physics, Shanghai University, 200444 Shanghai, People’s Republic of China

Abstract

We put forward a model that describes a decaying and evanescent point source of non-interacting quantum waves in 1D. This
point-source assumption allows for a simple description that captures the essential aspects of the dynamics of a wave traveling
through a classically forbidden region without the need to specify the details of the inner region. The dynamics of the resulting
wave is examined and several characteristic times are identified. One of them generalizes the tunneling time-scale introduced by
Büttiker and Landauer and it characterizes the arrival of the the maximum of the wave function. Diffraction in time and deviations
from exponential decay are also studied. Here we show that there exists an optimal injection frequency and detection point for the
observation of these two quantum phenomena.

Keywords: point source, diffraction in time, non-exponential decay
PACS: 03.65.Xp

1. Introduction

Since the pioneering work of Büttiker and Landauer (BL)
[1, 2], much effort has been devoted to understand and charac-
terize the dynamics of wave functions representing the state of
a quantum particle propagating through a tunneling region. At
first the research was oriented to define a “tunnelling time” for
the particle. Several candidates were put forward, apart from
the BL time, and an intense debate followed [3, 4]. It was later
understood that since the projectors for locating the particle at
the barrier and for finding the particle eventually transmitted
do not commute, many possible quantizations of the classical
concept of a traversal time through the barrier region are pos-
sible, and that several of them may be relevant depending on
the experimental setting and/or quantity observed [4, 5]. Thus,
rather than seeking “the tunneling time”, a research line aimed
at describing the wave dynamics with a minimal number of el-
ements emerged, which could include characteristic times for
forerunners, main peaks, or transitions among different regimes
[6–11].

Simplified models are instrumental in identifying the main
phenomena and develop the necessary conceptual frame as well
as a general theory. Among the different analytical models
used to study transient phenomena in quantum mechanics [12],
the “source models”, where the wave function is given at a
fixed position for all times, play a key role. They have been
used to study diffraction in time [13–18], tunneling dynam-
ics [7, 9, 10, 19–23], dynamics on absorbing media [24, 25],
atom lasers [26], deviations from exponential decay [27], and
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the time of arrival [28–30]. The physical meaning of the source
boundary conditions was clarified in [17, 30] by finding the con-
nection between source boundary conditions and the more stan-
dard initial value problem.

In most applications of the point-source model, the emission
(carrier) frequency was real, for either traveling or evanescent
conditions (with real or imaginary wavenumber, respectively).
An imaginary part was added to the carrier frequency in [27]
to study deviations from exponential decay and their enhance-
ment, and also in [18] to find a simple explanation of diffraction
in time (DIT). In this work we consider a case so far overlooked,
namely, a negative real part of the frequency corresponding to
evanescent conditions and an imaginary part that produces de-
cay. This completes the work of one of us with M. Büttiker in
[7], which dealt with a purely evanescent source, without decay,
and also fills the gap between this work and the decaying source
considered in [27]. The physical setting corresponds to the 1D
wave dynamics in an evanescent region (positions x > 0) for
a decaying resonance which is depleted exponentially through
some escape channel (say to the left) which is not represented
explicitly in the model, see Fig. 1(a).

A surprising result for the purely evanescent source [7, 32],
was that a direct generalization of the BL time set a time scale
for the wave density maximum in opaque (semiclassical) con-
ditions, i.e., beyond the penetration length. This “forerunner”,
paradoxically, was not at all dominated by evanescent compo-
nents but by a saddle point contribution above threshold. This
finding provided a role for the BL timescale different from the
ones that had been attributed so far to it (as a scale that deter-
mines the transition from sudden to adiabatic regimes for an
oscillating barrier [1], and the rotation of the spin in a weak
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magnetic field in opaque conditions [2]). Here we shall gener-
alize the BL time scale further for the decaying and evanescent
source and specify its relation to the saddle-point dominated
peak. Unlike [7], the decaying evanescent source allows for a
power-law decay following the commonly observed exponen-
tial one (post-exponential regime), which we analyze in this
work. As well, the modifications on DIT with respect to the
decaying above-threshold source in [27] are examined.

2. Point source model

Let a source at the origin x̃ = 0, be switched on suddenly
at time t̃ = 0. (Dimensional quantities wear a tilde here to
distinguish them from dimensionless ones, without tilde.) The
source boundary condition is

ψ̃(x̃ = 0, t̃) = Θ(t̃)e−iω̃0 t̃, (1)

with complex (carrier) frequency ω̃0 = ω̃R
0 + iω̃I

0. The parti-
cle is assumed to move in one dimension and we consider the
emission into x̃ ≥ 0. The initial wave function is 0 everywhere
except at x̃ = 0. This setting was studied in Ref. [18, 27] as-
suming the propagating condition ω̃R

0 > 0 and ω̃I
0 < 0. This cor-

responds to a simplified model to account for the propagation
into the x̃ ≥ 0 region of an initially prepared resonant state with
frequency ω̃R

0 above the cut-off frequency ω̃c = 0 and lifetime
−1/ω̃I

0. Notice that, without loss of generality, we fix the con-
stant potential V0 in which the quantum particle moves as zero,
and hence, frequencies bellow 0 lead to imaginary wavenum-
bers (evanescent waves).

By contrast, here we consider the evanescent injection below
the media cut-off, i.e., ω̃R

0 ≤ 0. In addition, since |ψ̃(0, t̃)|2 =

e2ω̃I
0t, we impose that ω̃I

0 ≤ 0 to model an exponentially decay-
ing source.

The dispersion relation corresponding to the free particle (un-
like [7], we set the constant potential level as V = 0) is

ω̃(k̃) =
~k̃2

2m
. (2)

We define k̃ =
√

2mω̃/~ with a branch cut slightly below the
real axis. For k̃0 =

√
2mω̃0/~ its real part is negative or zero

and the imaginary part is zero or positive.

2.1. Dimensionless Schrödinger equation

We introduce dimensionless quantities in terms of a charac-
teristic length L,

x = x̃/L,

t = t̃
~

2mL2 ,

ψ(x, t) =
√

Lψ̃(x̃, t̃), (3)

so that the Schrödinger equation takes the form

i
∂ψ(x, t)
∂t

= −
∂2ψ(x, t)
∂x2 . (4)

Figure 1: Scheme of the model and details of the complex plane analysis. (a)
The model accounts for the wave dynamics of a decaying resonance, with cen-
tral frequency ω̃0,R < 0, into a tunnel region (x > 0) that induces an exponential
depletion, with a characteristic lifetime 1/(2ω̃0,I ), of the initial state. (b) Orig-
inal integration path γ in the complex k-space (red arrows) and contour Γk of
integration for the w function crossing the ks = x/2t saddle point and passing
above all possible poles (in our case, only the pole at k0 may be crossed).

If we define the dimensionless wavenumber k = k̃L and fre-
quency ω(k) = k2, we have that

ω0 = k2
0 =

(
k2

0,R − k2
0,I

)
+ 2ik0,Ik0,R (5)

where k0,R = Re[k0] and k0,I = Im[k0]. The conditions of below
cut-off injection and decay will translate into

k2
0,R − k2

0,I ≤ 0,
k0,Ik0,R ≤ 0. (6)

Here we choose the characteristic length L as

L = 1/|k̃0,I |. (7)

In accordance with our branch-cut criterion, we take k̃0,I > 0
and k̃0,R ≤ 0. For convenience, we introduce the (positive) di-
mensionless velocity v0 = −k0,R. Thus, k0 = −v0 + i and we can
write

ω0 =
(
v2

0 − 1
)
− 2iv0, 0 ≤ v0 ≤ 1. (8)

The dimensionless velocity v0 is bounded by two limits. The
v0 = 0 limit corresponds to the non-decaying source, i.e., parti-
cles are continuously injected into the system at all times with
the same intensity. The v0 = 1 limit, on the other hand, cor-
responds to the injection at the exact cut-off frequency of the
media, i.e., a finite lifetime resonance centered at zero.

2.2. Exact solution

The bounded solution of the Schrödinger equation consistent
with the source boundary condition may be written in the form
[27]

ψ(x, t) =

∫ ∞

−∞

dωA(ω)eiω1/2 xe−iωt, (9)

where

A(ω) =
i

2π(ω − ω0)
. (10)

The integral in Eq. (9) is easier to handle in the complex
k =

√
ω plane. The branch cut for the square root is chosen
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as before, just below the positive real axis, which ensures a de-
caying solution for x→ ∞. Hence, we get

ψ(x, t) =

∫
γ

dk
ik

π(k2 − k2
0)

eikx−ik2t, (11)

where the path γ goes from k = i∞ to the origin and from there
to k = ∞ along the real axis, see Fig. 1(b). Using the identity

1
k − k0

+
1

k + k0
=

2k
k2 − k2

0

, (12)

we can write

ψ(x, t) =
i

2π

∫
γ

dk
(

1
k − k0

+
1

k + k0

)
eikx−ik2t. (13)

This integral can be done by deforming the integration contour
as shown in Fig. 1(b),∫

γ

dk (. . . ) =

∫
Γk

dk (. . . ) , (14)

where the contour Γk goes along the steepest descent path, a
straight line kI = −kR + ks, with the saddle point at ks = x/(2t),
and passes above all poles. In particular Γk encircles the pole at
k0 after the steepest descent path crosses it at the critical time
tc = x/[2(1 − v0)].

Now we use the following analytical result [31]

I(kp) =

∫
Γk

dk
e−i(tk2−xk)

k − kp
= −iπe−ix2/(4t)w(−up),

(15)

where w(z) = e−z2
Erfc(−iz) is the Faddeyeva function and

up =

√
t
2

(1 + i)(kp − x/2t). (16)

Identifying kp with the poles at k0 and −k0 in Eq. (13), the wave
function can be written as

ψ(x, t) =
eik2

s t

2
[w(−u−) + w(−u+)] , (17)

where

u± = ±

√
t
2

(1 + i)k0(1 ± τ/t), (18)

and we have defined the complex time τ = −x/(2k0). The mod-
ulus of τ generalizes the traversal time of Büttiker and Landauer
[1, 2], and tends to that time if decay is suppressed. Its real and
imaginary parts are

τR = Re[τ] =
xv0

2
(
v2

0 + 1
) ,

τI = Im[τ] =
x

2
(
v2

0 + 1
) , (19)

and its modulus is

|τ| =
x

2|k0|
=

x

2
√

v2
0 + 1

. (20)

We will see in the next section that the maximum of the saddle
point contribution, which is responsible for deviations from the
pure exponential decay, arrives at t ∼ |τ| (notice that τI = |τ| for
v0 = 0). Furthermore, since τR = v0τI ≤ τI , all relevant time
scales for the long-time behavior can be described in terms of a
single time parameter τI ∼ |τ|.

3. Asymptotic behavior

The saddle contribution can be calculated by setting k = ks

in the denominators of Eq. (13) and performing the remaining
integration (alternatively, retain the dominant non-exponential-
term in the large |z| expansion of w(z), see, e.g. [7]). In so doing,
one gets

ψS (x, t) =
eiπ/4

2
√
π

eik2
S tt−1/2

(
1

ks − k0
+

1
ks + k0

)
= −

√
2t
π

eik2
S t

(i − 1)k0

τ

t2 − τ2 . (21)

The associated probability density

|ψS |
2 =

t|τ|2

π|k0|
2[t4 + |τ|4 − 2t2Re(τ2)]

(22)

has a maximum with respect to t, for fixed x, at

tMax =
1
√

3

[
τ2

R − τ
2
I + 2

√
τ4

R + τ4
I + τ2

Rτ
2
I

]1/2
. (23)

Note that tMax depends linearly on x. It tends to |τ|/
√

3 in the
purely evanescent limit (v0 = 0), and to |τ|/31/4 in the opposite
emission-at-threshold limit (v0 = 1). The picture is somewhat
simpler if instead of taking the derivative with respect to t to
get the maximum, we take the derivative with respect to x for a
given t in Eq. (22), as in [32]. Then the maximum of a snapshot
of the density at a given time is at

xMax = 2t
√

v2
0 + 1. (24)

In other words, the so defined peak of the density arrives at a
given point x at exactly |τ|.

For the pole contribution at k = k0, we get

ψ0(x, t) = e−i(v2
0−1)t−iv0 xe−2v0t−xΘ (t − tc) , (25)

where tc = x/[2(1−v0)]. Contrary to the case of injection above
the threshold frequency (ω0 > 0) studied in Refs. [18, 27], the
wave associated with the pole contribution (25) propagates left-
wards (with a negative wavenumber) and it decays for increas-
ing x. At a given time the positions where the pole contribute
are to the left of the critical value xc = 2t(1 − v0). This point
moves rightwards with increasing time. Incidentally, a footnote
in [27] claiming the contrary was in error.

Whenever the distance between the two singular points, pole
and saddle, is large, we can approximate

ψ(x, t) ≈ ψ0(x, t) + ψS (x, t). (26)
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This approximation is found from the asymptotic expansion of
the w(z) function to dominant order in 1/z for large |z| [31]. The
required condition for such an expansion to hold is

|u±| = |k0|
√

x
(

t
2|τ|
±
τR

|τ|
+
|τ|

2t

)1/2

� 1, (27)

which may occur for values of t much smaller or larger than |τ|.
The actual maximum of the probability density |ψ(x, t)|2 occurs
at times that can differ slightly from the the maximum of the
saddle contribution tMax, as observed for instance in Fig. 2b),
revealing again that the approximation provided by Eq. (26) is
not accurate for t ∼ τ.

3.1. Flux normalization
In order to compare the results corresponding to different in-

jection frequencies, we normalize the wave functions to have
the same number of emitted particles (one) in all cases. This is
done introducing the normalized function

ψN(x, t) =

[∫ ∞

0
dtJ(x = 0, t)

]−1/2

× ψ(x, t), (28)

where the flux of particles J(x, t) is defined as

J(x, t) = 2Im
[
ψ∗(x, t)

∂ψ(x, t)
∂x

]
. (29)

The flux at the origin decays on a typical time scale t ∼ 2v0 but
it can oscillate around zero reaching negative values for some
time intervals, see Fig. 2(a). However, the time integral in Eq.
(28) is always positive. The inset of Fig. 2(a) shows the mo-
mentum dependence of the normalization factor in Eq. (28).

4. Results

A typical temporal dependence of the probability density
|ψ(x, t)|2 at short distances (x = 0.1) for the pure evanescent
wave injection (v0 = 0) is shown in Fig. 2(b), together with
the saddle and pole contributions. As observed, the short time
behavior t � |τ| (if v0 = 0, |τ| = τI) is reproduced solely
by the non-exponential saddle contribution |ψS |

2. We may
view this regime as a short-time deviation from exponential de-
cay [33, 34].

The maximum of the saddle contribution |ψS |
2 occurs at

tMax ∼ |τ|. At the critical time tc, the pole contribution enters,
although the approximation (26) may not provide a satisfac-
tory description for t ∼ tc close to the source. In the limiting
case Im(ω0) = 0, the pole contribution |ψ0|

2 remains constant
at t > tc. Thus, as |ψS |

2 decays, no extra features appear in the
dynamics of the probability density.

For v0 > 0, however, the pole contribution decays exponen-
tially with a characteristic lifetime τ0 = 1/(2v0) whereas the
saddle contribution decays as a power law, so there may be a
transition to a post-exponential regime dominated by the saddle
contribution. This is analyzed in Sec. 4.1. Furthermore, when
pole and saddle contributions coexist and are of similar magni-
tude, interferences between these two terms occur. This will be
discussed in Sec. 4.2.
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Figure 2: Temporal dependence of the wave function. (a) Temporal dependence
of the flux at x = 0 for four different values of v0: 10−3 (black), 0.25 (red), 0.5
(blue) and 0.999 (green). Notice that, as the flux J scales with the velocity,
the ratio J/v0 is nearly independent of v0 for v0 ∼ 1. The inset shows the
normalization factor introduced in Eq. (28). b) Temporal dependence of the
normalized probability density at x = 1 for v0 = 0 (black-solid line), saddle
contribution (green-dashed line), pole (blue circles) and approximate solution,
Eq. (26), (red dotted-dashed line).

4.1. Long times deviations from exponential decay

Figure 3(a) shows a typical evolution in a regime of parame-
ters where the transition to a post-exponential regime is appar-
ent. Contrary to the case depicted in Fig. 2(b), now the expo-
nential decay given by the pole contribution is followed by a
post-exponential one, where the saddle contribution dominates
again giving place to the long-time deviations from the exponen-
tial decay [35, 36]. Notice that the transition can be observed
only at short distances from the source (x . 1) since at larger
distances the pole contribution is always much smaller than the
saddle one.

We center our attention in the longest time crossing be-
tween the pole and saddle contributions. If we define the ra-
tio R = |ψ0/ψS |

2, the transition time tp to the post-exponential
regime will be the longest time where R = 1, such that the
saddle contribution, leading to a power law decay, dominates
for t > tp. The characteristic time tp is thus defined by the
transcendental equation R(x, tp; v0) = 1. Figure 3(b) shows the
temporal dependence of R for different values of v0. Due to the
different scaling of the pole and saddle contributions, the prod-
uct v0x does not uniquely determine the transition, and both, v0
and x are needed to specify tp.

According to the number of crossings with the R = 1 line,
one can find three different scenarios: i) no crossing (domi-
nance of the saddle contribution for all times), ii) a single cross-
ing corresponding to long times deviations, and iii) two cross-
ings, one for short times and the other one for long times. When
the injection frequency is close to the the cut-off (v0 ≈ 1), the
pole contribution enters at tc ∼ x/2(1 − v0) → ∞. Thus, in this
limit there is in general no crossing with the R = 1 line except

4



10
-1

10
0

10
1

10
2

10
3

t/τ
I

10
-8

10
-6

10
-4

10
-2

10
0

P
ro

b
ab

il
it

y
 D

en
si

ty

1 10 100 1000

t/τ
I

10
-3

10
-2

10
-1

10
0

10
1

10
2

10
3

R

a) b)

Figure 3: Comparison between saddle and pole contributions. (a) Time evolu-
tion of the normalized probability density for v0 = 0.1 at x = 0.1 (black-solid
line), x = 1 (red -solid line), x = 10 (blue), and x = 50 (green). The dashed
lines correspond to the pole contribution at x = 0.1 (black) and x = 1 (red),
while for x > 10, the pole contribution is out of scale. (b) Ratio R = |ψ0/ψS |

2

vs. time for v0 = 0.1 at x = 0.1 (black), x = 1 (red), x = 2.5 (blue) and x = 4
(green). The horizontal line at R = 1 is shown as a reference.

when x → 0. By contrast, close to the non-decaying injection
(v0 = 0), one can easily find the two aforementioned scenarios
as observed in Fig. 3(b). For v0x ∼ 1 and v0 . 0.4, there is not
any crossing (blue and green lines), while in the opposite case,
there are two crossings (red and black lines).

Figure 4(a) shows the dependence of tp with the position. tp

can be only defined for small values of v0x and it approximately
scales as 1/v0. This would correspond to the propagation of a
classical free particle with velocity proportional to v0. In ad-
dition, the further we are from the source, the more it deviates
from this simple law.

An even more relevant quantity from the experimental point
of view is the decay of the probability density at the transition
time. As mentioned in the introduction, the main problem for
the observation of long time deviations is the strong suppression
of the signal. Figure 4(b) shows the spatial dependence of the
probability density at the transition time tp. Interestingly, the
further from the source, the larger the probability density is,
but bounded by the entrance of the pole contribution, i.e., tp >

x
2(1−v0) .

4.2. Diffraction in time (DIT)

In this section we tackle the appearance of temporal inter-
ference patterns [37]. This peculiar behavior appears only in
a particular regime of parameters, as seen for instance in Fig.
3(a). The origin for diffraction in time (DIT) can be traced back
to the interference between saddle and pole contributions [18].
If the exact wave function can be approximated by Eq. (26) we
have that

|ψ|2 ≈ |ψS |
2 + |ψ0|

2 + 2Re
[
ψ0ψS

]
. (30)

0 0,1 0,2 0,3
v
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v
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v
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3
|ψ

N
(t

p
)|

2

a) b)

Figure 4: Transition to the post-exponential regime. (a) Spatial variation of the
characteristic time tp defining the transition to the post-exponential decay with
position for v0 = 0.1 (black), 0.25 (red), 0.5 (blue), and 0.9 (green). (b) Spatial
dependence of the normalized probability density at t = tp for the same values
of v0.

As already shown in Fig. 3(a), the first two terms in Eq. (30)
do not show oscillations in time, so DIT is associated with the
cross term ψInt(x, t) = 2Re

[
ψ0ψS

]
. The visibility of the interfer-

ence pattern is maximum when the amplitude of the two waves
is equal. As discussed in Sec. 4.1, the condition of |ψ0/ψS |

2 = 1
can in general occur at two different times and hence, we can
find oscillations for both, at short times, soon after the maxi-
mum of the saddle contribution, and at long times, for t ∼ tp,
although, of course, the short time is more relevant as the signal
is stronger. The appearance of DIT oscillations is illustrated in
Fig. 5(a).

Let us now analyze the interference term ψInt, which can be
written as

ψInt(x, t) =
x

t3/2∆

√
1

2π
e−Γt(F+ cos(Ωt) + F− sin(Ωt))

×Θ (1 − v0 − kS ) (31)

where Γ = 2(v0 + kS ),

Ω = 1 + k2
S − v2

0 − 2kS v0, (32)
F± = ±1 − v0(2 ± v0) ± k2

S , (33)

and

∆ = v4
0 − 2v2

0

(
k2

S − 1
)

+
(
k2

S + 1
)2
. (34)

Due to the exponential decay e−Γt, it is clear that v0 → 0 en-
hances the visibility of the DIT. Thus, DIT is easier to observe
close to the first crossing with the R = 1 line than to the second
crossing at tp. At the same time, due to the term kS t = x/2 in
Γt, the interference term also decays exponentially with x even
for v0 = 0. This is in clear contrast to the case of a propa-
gating wave (ω0 > 0), where DIT is better observed far from
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the source since the signal is not exponentially suppressed with
distance [18].

Although Eq. (31) demonstrates the presence of an oscilla-
tory term and an exponential decay, both frequency and decay
rates are rather complex, depending on the position x and time
t thought kS . To get some further insight into the oscillation
frequency and amplitude, since DIT occurs after the maximum
of the saddle contribution at tMax, we can use the asymptotic
expression for t � |τ|. In addition, as the visibility of the DIT
oscillations is enhanced for small values of v0, we can make use
of a series expansion around v0 = 0. Therefore, to order v2

0 and
(τI/t)2,

− Γt ≈ −x (1 + v0θ) , (35)

and
Ω ≈ 1 − v0

(
v0 +

v0

θ

)
, (36)

where we have defined θ = t/τI ≈ 2t(1 + v2
0/2)/x � 1. Thus,

neglecting higher order terms in 1/θ and v0, the amplitude of
the oscillation is

A ≈
e−Γt

√
2πxθ3/2

[
1 + 2v0

(
1 −

9
8

v0

)]
. (37)

From Eqs. (36) and (37) we see that the visibility of the DIT
requires two conditions: first, the amplitude A should be large
enough, which will occur only if the exponent in Eq. (37) is
small, i.e., x(1 + 2v0θ) . 1; second, the oscillation period T =

2π/Ω should be short enough compared to the decay time 1/Γ.
The interplay between these two different tendencies pro-

duces a non-trivial behavior of the DIT amplitude. This is illus-
trated in Fig. 5(b), where we show the momentum and spatial
dependence of the amplitude of ψInt at the first temporal minima
of the DIT, which occurs when Ωt = 3π/2 [the probability den-
sity is normalized as given by Eq. (28)]. Importantly, DIT can
not be observed for very short distances x from the source, and
there exists a nearly v0-independent optimal detection point. In-
terestingly, although the decaying factor e−Γt appearing in the
interference term ψInt(x, t) is minimized for v0 = 0, the ampli-
tude of the first DIT oscillation is maximized at a non-zero v0.

5. Discussion and Conclusions

In this work we have analyzed the model of an evanescent
and decaying point source, completing the gap between the two
opposite limits studied before, the purely evanescent (non de-
caying) source [7], and the source of a propagating and decay-
ing wave [27]. This model simulates the dynamics of a one-
dimensional evanescent wave that originates from the decay of
a finite lifetime resonance. The advantage is then that it does
not depend on the specifics of the resonance region or the asso-
ciated depletion channels.

A generalized Büttiker-Landauer time scale plays a major
role as it determines the arrival of the maximum of the fore-
runner. We have demonstrated that the evanescent and decay-
ing scenario also displays two of the main (and experimen-
tally elusive) features of quantum decaying systems: deviations
from the pure exponential decay at both short an long times
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Figure 5: Diffraction in time. a) Time evolution of the exact probability density
|ψN |

2 (black-solid line), saddle contribution (green dashed line), pole contribu-
tion (maroon dots), and approximate solution based on Eq. (26), (red dotted-
dashed line). In all cases, x = 1.5 and v0 = 0.05. (b) Normalized amplitude of
ψInt at the first minimum (Ωt = 3π/2), see Eq. (31).

6



and diffraction in time. Specifically, we notice that contrary to
the ubiquitous short-time deviations, the appearance of a post-
exponential regime requires a finite decay time of the source,
given by 1/

∣∣∣2ω̃I
0

∣∣∣, with ω̃I
0 < 0 the imaginary part of the injec-

tion frequency. Moreover, the amplitude of the wave function
at the characteristic time t̃p defining the transition from the ex-
ponential decay to a long-time power-law decay is maximized
for injection at the exact cut-off frequency, with a maximum
visibility reached for x̃ ≈ 0.3Im

[ √
2m|ω̃0,I |/~

]
. The small am-

plitude of the probability density at the transition time t̃p, which
reaches 10−2m(̃|ω̃0|−ω̃

R
0 )/~ at most, makes the experimental de-

tection of this regime quite challenging.
Diffraction in time [37] can also appear in the case of the de-

caying and evanescent point source. Notably, by looking at the
amplitude of the probability density at the first minimum in the
DIT patterns, we have discovered that there exists an optimal
region of detection points for x̃ ∼ 0.14

√
2m|ω̃0|/~ and injection

frequencies ω̃0 ≈ |ω̃0| (−1 − 0.02i) that maximizes the ampli-
tude of the DIT oscillations.

Finally we point out that in many experimental setups, in par-
ticular in solid state devices, current instead of probability den-
sity is detected. Therefore, instead of looking at the probability
density, a measurement based on current detection will probe
the flux at a given position and averaged over a detection time.
Hence, both long time deviations and DIT may be also observed
in the current density.
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[23] M. Büttiker, H. Thomas, Front propagation in evanescent media, Super-
lattices and Microstructures 23 (1998) 781.

[24] F. Delgado, J. G. Muga, A. Ruschhaupt, Ultrafast propagation of
Schrödinger waves in absorbing media, Phys. Rev. A 69 (2004) 022106.

[25] A. Ruschhaupt, J. G. Muga, Simultaneous arrival of information in ab-
sorbing waveguides, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93 (2004) 020403.

[26] A. del Campo, J. G. Muga, M. Moshinsky, Time modulation of atom
sources, Journal of Physics B: Atomic, Molecular and Optical Physics 40
(2007) 975.

[27] E. Torrontegui, J. G. Muga, J. Martorell, D. W. L. Sprung, Enhanced
observability of quantum postexponential decay using distant detectors,
Phys. Rev. A 80 (2009) 012703.

[28] G. Allcock, The time of arrival in quantum mechanics i. formal consider-
ations, Annals of Physics 53 (1969) 253.

[29] J. Muga, C. Leavens, Arrival time in quantum mechanics, Physics Reports
338 (2000) 353.

[30] A. D. Baute, I. L. Egusquiza, J. G. Muga, Sources of quantum waves,
Journal of Physics A: Mathematical and General 34 (2001) 4289.

[31] M. Abramowitz, I. A. Stegun, et al., Handbook of mathematical functions,
Dover New York, 1972.

[32] J. Villavicencio, R. Romo, S. S. Silva, Quantum-wave evolution in a step
potential barrier, Phys. Rev. A 66 (2002) 042110.

[33] S. Khalfin, Contribution to the decay theory of a quasi-stationary state,
Soviet Journal of Experimental and Theoretical Physics 6 (1958) 1053.

[34] L. Khalfin, The theory of the decay at quasi-stationary state, in: Doklady
Akad. Nauk SSSR, Vol. 115, All-Union Research Inst. of Geophysical
Prospecting, 1957.

[35] L. Fonda, G. C. Ghirardi, A. Rimini, Decay theory of unstable quantum
systems, Reports on Progress in Physics 41 (1978) 587.

[36] N. Nikolaev, Verification of exponential decay law, Physics-Uspekhi 11
(1969) 522.

[37] M. Moshinsky, Diffraction in time, Phys. Rev. 88 (1952) 625.

7


	1 Introduction
	2 Point source model
	2.1 Dimensionless Schrödinger equation
	2.2 Exact solution

	3 Asymptotic behavior
	3.1 Flux normalization

	4 Results
	4.1 Long times deviations from exponential decay
	4.2 Diffraction in time (DIT)

	5 Discussion and Conclusions

