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W e investigate coherent and incoherent tunneling phenom ena in conditions ofcrossing diabatic

potentials.W econsideram odeloftwo crossing parabolicdiabaticpotentials(left(L)and right(R))

with an independentofcoordinatesconstantadiabaticcoupling U12.Asa resultofthecoupling and

levelcrossing avoiding,wegettheasym m etricdouble-wellloweradiabatic potentialwith a variable

shape depending on a value ofa continuous param eter b (which describes in the lim it b = 1 two

identicalparabolic diabatic potentialcrossing and in the lim it b! 1 one-welland linear diabatic

potentialscrossing).W eshow thatthedoubletstructureoflevels(genericfordouble-wellpotentials)

is rem ained valid as long as the transition m atrix elem ent H L R (or tunneling splitting) is sm aller

than characteristic inter-levelspacings� R (thelatteronesin own turn decrease upon increasing of

a di�erence between the diabatic potentialm inim a �E L R ). W e calculate the non-adiabatic factor,

i.e.H L R asa function ofU12.In thediabaticlim it(U12 ! 0)H L R goesto zero,and in theadiabatic

lim it(U12 ! 1 )thetunneling transitionsdo notdepend on theupperpotential.In theover-barrier

energy region H L R isan oscillating function ofU12,dueto theresonancesbetween thestatesin the

lower and in the upper adiabatic potentials. In the case H L R > � R ,any levelfrom the shallow

L-wellis coupled by the tunneling to severallevels in the R -well,and the transitions lose their

coherence.A new phenom enom em anated from thisoscillating dependenceofH L R on U12,nam ely,

m ultiplecoherent-incoherentregim etransitionsfortheupperadiabaticpotentialstateevolution,is

ourm ain concern in thispaper.Theproblem isnotonly ofintellectualinterestbutalso ofrelevance

to variousm olecular system sundergoing conversion ofelectronic statesorisom erization reactions.

O urm odelexhaustsallcases practically relevantfor spectroscopy ofnon-rigid m olecules,and can

capture m any ofthe featuresexhibited by experim ent.

PACS num bers:05.45.-a,72.10.-d

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Double-wellpotentials appear in various contexts in physics and chem istry. For exam ple the sim plest pattern

ofalm ostany m olecular reactive system (with two stable con�gurationsidenti�ed as a reactantand as a product)

corresponds to the m odelpotentialenergy form ed by two m ultidim ensionalm ore or less parabolic surfaces shifted

relative to each other. Although the 1D asym m etric double-wellm odelis idealized, it can be very usefulfor a

qualitative discussion to gain m ore insight into com plex m ultidim ensionaldynam ic m olecular properties for which

exactoreven approxim atetheoreticalresultsarenotavailable,thusthroughoutwhatfollowswewillconsider1D case

only.

In theclassicallim itfortheenergy region E < Ub (whereUb isthepotentialbarrier,separatingtheboth,say L and

R wells)which willbe referred furtheron asthe tunneling region,the behaviorin the both wellsarefully decoupled

and therefore one wellisindependentfrom other. Asitisa com m on wisdom nowadaysin quantum m echanicseven

for E < Ub the particle can tunnelbetween the wells. It adm ixes the L and R welllocalized states,thus allowing

an under-barrier tunneling m echanism . The extent ofthis delocalization is larger in the states close to the top

ofthe barrier,and it is m axim alwhen the unperturbed levels on the opposite sides ofthe barrier are degenerate

(the reason isim m ediately clearby looking atthe standard textbook expressionsforthe tunneling probability and

splitting [1]).Forthe sym m etric casethistunneling levelsplitting leadsto coherentquantum oscillationstypicalfor

any two-levelsystem .Forasym m etricdouble wellpotentials,pairsarenotin coincidenceany m ore,the tunneling is

suppressed,exceptforcertain criticalvaluesofm odelparam etersforwhich thelevelsarebroughtin resonanceagain,

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0408239v1
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and the problem becom es m ore tricky. W e have recently shown [2]that one can successfully attack this problem

by a sem iclassicalsolution ofthe Schr�odingerequation for1D asym m etric double wellpotentialwith one-param eter

dependentshape

U1(X )=
1

2
X

2(1� X )

�

1+
1

b2
X

�

: (1.1)

U1 is written in dim ensionless form m easuring energy in the characteristic frequency ofthe oscillationssay around

the left(L)m inim um 
0,and the coordinate X ism easured in the unitsa0 ofthe inter-welldistance (and in "G od

given unit" we put�h = 1,exceptwhere explicitely stated to the contrary when itisnecessary forunderstanding or

estim ations).Thedim ensionlessparam eterballowsusto changetheshapeoftheR welland to considerboth lim iting

cases,nam ely a traditionalsym m etric double-wellpotential(b= 1),and a decay potentialforb! 1 . Behaviorin

the latterlim iting case isalso wellknown,there isa continuum spectrum ofeigenstatesforX ! 1 and incoherent

decay ofquasi-stationary statesfrom the L -well.

Fora sm allasym m etry b’ 1 the ground state doubletE �

0
in the potential(1.1)

E
�

0 = �

�
(b� 1)2

4
+

�

H
(0)

L R

�2
�1=2

; (1.2)

whereH
(0)

L R
isthe ground statesplitting forthe sym m etricaldouble wellpotential.

Itwasshown in [2]thatforany asym m etricdouble-wellpotentialthebehaviordependscrucially on a dim ensionless

param eter � that is,roughly speaking,a ratio ofcharacteristic frequencies for low-energy in-welloscillations and

inter-welltunneling. For � � 1,there are wellde�ned resonance pairsoflevels,and so-called survivalprobability

(i.e. the probability fora particle initially localized in one wellto rem ain there)hascoherentoscillationsrelated to

resonancesplitting.However,for� ! 1 forany �nitetim escale,thereareno oscillationsforthesurvivalprobability,

and thereisalm ostan exponentialdecay with thecharacteristicrelaxation tim e/ H
� 2

L R
determ ined by Ferm igolden

rule.In theNM R languagethisrelaxation tim ecan beassociated totheso-called dephasingT2 tim e.Thusonecan say

thattunneling destroyscoherentbehaviorand itcan beassociated with dephasing processesin thephenom enological

Bloch theory ofquantum relaxation.Explicitely forasym m etricdouble-wellpotentials

T
� 1

2 =
H 2
L R

2�� R

; (1.3)

where � R isa typicallevelspacing forthe �nalstates. In the case � � 1 one m ay notrestricthim selfto the only

resonancepairlevels.The num beroflevelsperturbed by tunneling growsproportionally to
p
�,or,by otherwords,

instead ofisolated pairs there appear the resonance regions containing the sets ofstrongly coupled levels. At the

interm ediate values of� ’ 1 one has a crossoverbetween both lim iting cases,nam ely the exponentialdecay with

subsequentlong period recurrentbehavior(m ore longerthe larger�). In this region,� ’ 1,and in the vicinity of

quasi-stationary statesofthe L-wellthe doublet-likeeigen-spectrum turnsinto the equidistantone.

Itisparticularly instructive to look to thisresultfrom a slightly di�erentpointofview related to a striking and

stillenigm atic phenom enom -quantum chaos.Perhapsthe �rstsuccessfulquantitative criteria relating the classical

ergodictheory to quantum m oleculardynam icswasform ulated long ago by von Neum ann and W igner[3].According

to [3]a system hasthe ergodicbehaviorifithas:

(i)equidistantspectraldistribution (i.e.no degeneratestates);

(ii)tim e decay ofcorrelationsforany observable.

Letusem phasize thatthe criteria claim thatquantum m anifestationsofthe classicalchaosare related to speci�c

spectralfeaturesofa system underconsideration,and notto som ekind ofitsirregulartim eevolution.From the�rst

sightitm ightseem thatergodic behaviorisim possible in one dim ensionalsystem swhich are integrable in classical

m echanics.However,in factourm odelexam plesshould beconsidered astwo classically decoupled system s(L and R

wells)interacting only via quantum tunneling. O ne can callthisphenom enom astunneling induced ergodicity,and

form ore details,see e.g. [2],(and also,[4],[5]). Itturnsoutthatthe tim e evolution ofthe localized initialstate is

governed by the interplay oftwo physicalparam eters,recovering period tim e and decay rate. The both param eters

depend on the spectralrepresentation (ordistribution function)ofthe initialstate. Itisshown in [2]thatthe both

listed abovecriteria aresatis�ed forstrongly asym m etricdouble-wellpotentialswherehighly excited statesin the R

wellarestrongly perturbed by tunneling from theshallow L well.Thecondition to havethisphenom enon (tunneling

induced ergodicity of�nalstates)readsin ournotation as

jH L R j> � R : (1.4)
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In thispaperwewillshow thatsim ilarphenom enacan takeplacealsofordelocalized initialstates,wherenon-adiabatic

couplinggivesrisechaoticbehavior.Itwillbereferred in whatfollowsasnon-adiabatictransitionsinduced ergodicity.

O fcourse an isolated double-wellpotentialisonly an idealization ofany realm olecularsystem . The applicability

ofsuch an idealization m ustbedecided separately foreach system orprocessin question.Howevereven in thecases

where such a m odelis not justi�able the calculations we perform ed are nonetheless instructive. But in this paper

we m ake one step further. In a typicalproblem ofchem icaldynam ics or m olecular spectroscopy,the double-well

potentialscan appearasa resultoflevelcrossing phenom ena,and the consideration ofonly the isolated double-well

potential(loweradiabatic potential)can be justi�ed only ifthe gap occurring in the spectrum atthe avoided level

crossing pointism uch largerthan allothercharacteristicenergy scalesofthe problem .However,evidently itisnot

the case forexam ple ifwe are interested in the calculation ofvibrational-tunneling spectra ofnon-rigid m olecules,

or reactive com plexes with m ore than one stable con�guration. The lowestm ulti-wellpotentialofsuch system s is

form ed from one welldiabatic potentialscrossing corresponding to each stable con�guration.Apartfrom the lowest

potential,theupperadiabaticpotentialwith itsm inim um abovethem axim um ofthelowestpotentialshould bealso

taken into account for these situations (see Fig. 1). In the m ost ofthe calculations oftunneling splittings in the

ground and low excited vibrationalstatesthecoupling to theupperpotentialareneglected,whatiscertainly correct

only forstrong enough adiabatic coupling. The sam e situation takesplace forsystem sundergoing the Jahn -Teller

e�ect,where the interference ofthe diabatic statesoccurs[6].In allthese situationsthe adiabatic coupling rem oves

diabaticlevelcrossing,and thediabaticlevelsarereplaced by theadiabaticones.Letusrepeatthatonly in thecase

ofa largeadiabaticsplitting onecan restrictoneselfto theonly loweradiabaticpotentialand neglectany in
uenceof

the upperadiabatic potential. However,in a generalcase ofarbitrary adiabatic splittings,intra-welland inter-wells

dynam icsdependson the both adiabaticpotentials(i.e.on tunneling splittingsand adiabaticinteractions).

In the fundam entalproblem sofchem icaldynam icsand m olecularspectroscopy,the transitionsfrom the initialto

�nalstatescan betreated asa certain m otion along the potentialenergy surfacesofthesystem underconsideration.

These surfaces in own turn are usually determ ined within the Born -O ppenheim er approxim ation. However,the

approxim ation becom esinadequatefortheexcited vibrationalstates,when theirenergiesareoftheorderofelectronic

inter levelenergy spacing or near the dissociation lim it. In the both cases the non-adiabatic transitions should be

taken into account,and the m ost ofthe non-radiative processes occur owing to this non-adiabaticity. The typical

exam plesinvestigated in them onography[7],areso-called pre-dissociation,singlet-tripletorsinglet-singletconversion,

and vibrationalrelaxation phenom ena.

To treatthiskind oflevelcrossing (Landau -Zener(LZ))problem susualtextbook consideration utilizestheoutset

within a lim ited electronicsubspace which iscom pletely spanned by a �nite setofBorn -O ppenheim eroradiabatic

electronicstates.However,becausethesestatesobey thenoncrossingruleitm ay bedesirabletechnically totransform

thestatesinto thediabaticrepresentation in which thediagonalm atrix elem entsoftheelectronicHam iltonian in the

subspacecan cross,and the o�-diagonalinteractionsappearasscalarcoupling potentials.

Them ajorconcern ofthispaperiswith theconstruction and solution ofa m odelfortwo asym m etricdiabaticlevel

crossing phenom ena.Therestofourpaperbeginsin section IIwith a form ulation ofourm odeland with a discussion

ofbasic m ethodicaldetailsnecessary forourstudy. Section IIIcontainsourm ain results. W e derive the criteria for

reversibility and coherentor incoherenttunneling for crossing diabatic potentials. O ur conclusion section IV deals

with m iscellaneoussubjectsrelated to the diabaticlevelcrossing phenom ena.

II. M O D EL P O T EN T IA L A N D B A SIC R ELA T IO N S

Asa m odelfordiabaticpotentialsin thispaperwechoosetwo non-equivalentparabola

UL =
1

2
(1+ X )

2
;UR =

1

2

�

1� 2X +
X 2

b

�

(2.1)

with a sym m etricalcrossing in the pointX = 0.Upon increasing the wellasym m etry

�EL R = �
b� 1

2
(2.2)

thepotentialUR isconverted from a sim pleparabola atb= 1 to a linearpotentialatb! 1 .O wing to theadiabatic

coupling U12 (which weassum eforsim plicity independentofcoordinates)wegetthelowerdouble-welland theupper

one-welladiabaticpotentials(seeFig.1).

Atarbitrary valuesofthe param etersU12 and b to �nd eigenstatesand eigenfunctionsforourm odelpotentialwe

should solvethe coupled Schr�odingerequations

�
d2� L

dX 2
+ 


2(UL (X )� E )�L = 

2
U12� R ;�

d2� R

dX 2
+ 


2(UR (X )� E )�R = 

2
U12� L ; (2.3)
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which can be written asone fourth orderequation

d4� L

dX 4
� 


2(UL(X )+ UR (X )� 2E )
d2� L

dX 2
� 2
2

dUL

dX

d� L

dX
+ 


4

�

(UL � E )(UR � E )� U
2
12 �

1


2

d2UL

dX 2

�

� L = 0:(2.4)

Here 
 � 1 isthe sem iclassicalparam eterwhich isdeterm ined by the ratio ofthe characteristicpotentialscale over

the zero oscillation energy (i.e.asabove
 � m 
0a
2
0=�h,wherem isa m assofa particle,a0 isa characteristiclength

oftheproblem ,e.g.thetunneling distance,
0 isa characteristicfrequency,e.g.theoscillation frequency around the

potentialm inim um ).

Luckily theequation (2.4)adm itssem iclassicalsolutionsby Fedoryuk m ethod [8]-[10]sincethecoe�cientsatthe

n-th orderderivativesproportionalto 
� n,and thereforearesm all.Besidesin thevicinity ofthecrossingpointX = 0

the diabaticpotentials(2.1)can be replaced by the linearonescounted from the barriertop U #

UL =R (X )= U
# � fX ; (2.5)

and eventually the equation (2.4)can be presented into a m orecom pactand sim ple form

d4� L

dX 4
� 2
2�

d2� L

dX 2
� 2
2f

d� L

dX
+ 


4[�2 � f
2
X

2 � U
2
12]� L = 0; (2.6)

where� = U # � E .

Fourrootsofthe characteristicpolynom ialof(2.4)or(2.6)

F (�;X )= �
4 � 


2(UL + UR � 2E )�2 � 2
2
dUL

dX
� + 


4

�

(UL � E )(UR � E )� U
2
12 �

1


2

d2UL

dX 2

�

(2.7)

determ ine the fourfundam entalsolutionsto (2.6)

yj = (f2X 2 + U
2
12)

� 1=4 exp

�Z

�j(X )dX

�

;j= 1;2;3;4: (2.8)

Thesolutions(2.8)can bevisualized asam otion with im aginary m om entain theupperand loweradiabaticpotentials

U
� =

1

2
(UL + UR )�

1

2
[(UL � UR )

2 + 4U 2
12]

1=2
: (2.9)

Asitwasm entioned abovein thevicinity ofthecrossingpointonecan replace(2.4)by (2.6).In thelatterequation

the coe�cientatthe �rstorderderivativeissm all(/ 
 � 1),and by the substitution

� L = exp(�1;2X )�
1;2

L
; (2.10)

where

�1;2 = � 

p
�

�

1�
�

2

�

; (2.11)

and � isa �rstordercorrection (see[13])� = (
f=4
p
�).Thereforethe equation (2.6)isreduced to two independent

W eberequationswith the known fundam entalsolutions[11]

f� Lg=

(

exp(� 

p
�X )D � �

 

�

�

2f2

�

� 1=4

X

!

;exp(� 

p
�X )D � 1� �

 

�

�

2f2

�

� 1=4

X

! )

; (2.12)

where � � (
U212=4f
p
�)isreferred traditionally asthe M assey param eter,and in factitcontrolsthe m ain features

ofthe behavior. The correctionsto the indicesofthe parabolic cylinderfunctionsD and to the argum entsofthese

functionscan be found from (2.11)and havebeen calculated in [13].

At the next step we should perform the asym ptotically sm ooth m atching ofthe solutions (2.8) and (2.12). The

wholeanalysiscan bebroughtinto a m oreelegantform by introducingconnection m atriceswhich link on thecom plex

planethesem iclassicalsolutionsto theSchr�odingerequation fortheexactpotentialoftheproblem understudy (e.g.

(2.1)forourcase)and theexactsolutionsoftheso-called com parison equation (in ourcase(2.6))which isvalid near

the crossing point. The explicitcalculationsofthe connection m atricesare ratherinvolved since the LZ problem is

characterized by thefourfundam entalsolutionsto theleftand to therightregionswith respectto turning orcrossing
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points.Thereforetheconnection m atrices,wearelooking for,are4� 4 m atrices.Although thegeneralization forour

caseoftheknown already 2� 2connection m atrices(seee.g.,[12],and form orerecentreferencesourpublication [13])

isstraightforward,itdeservessom eprecaution asitim pliesquitedi�erentproceduresfortheenergy,m oreaccurately

forE =
 sm aller(the tunneling region),larger(the over-barrierregion),orofthe order(the interm ediate region)of

the potentialbarrier,i.e.U # � U12.

Indeed,in the case

E



� U

# � U12 ; (2.13)

the region nearthe crossing pointisforbidden forthe both adiabatic potentials. However,fourreal-valued turning

points ofthe lower adiabatic potentialare far enough from the crossing point. The upper adiabatic potentialin

this case isalso higherthan E =
,and therefore forthe instanton approach there are two im aginary turning points

which characterizethe m otion in the inverted upperadiabaticpotential.Thusforthe tunneling region we have four

real-valued and two pureim aginary turning points.

In the over-barrierenergy region,when the energy islargerthan the upperadiabaticpotentialm inim um ,i.e.

E



� U

# + U12 ; (2.14)

the whole region forthe both potentials,is accessible forthe classicalm otion. Therefore there are four real-valued

turning points (two for the lower and two for the upper adiabatic potentials). Besides there are two im aginary

turning pointscorresponding to the quantum over-barrierre
ection forthe loweradiabatic potential.Finally in the

interm ediateenergy region,i.e.for

U
# + U12 �

E



� U

# � U12 ; (2.15)

therearetwo real-valued and fourim aginary turning points.

Thetunneling path isonecentralpointto beconsidered within theinstanton m ethod,and thedeterm ination ofthe

tunneling trajectory (ortrajectories)is,in a generalcase,a nontrivialtask.Howeverforourm odel1D potential(1.1)

in thesym m etricalcasetheextrem alaction trajectory consistsfrom so-called kink and anti-kink pairscorresponding

L ! R and R ! L transitions,and theaction forevery part(i.e.kink oranti-kink)isW �.M oreorlessqualitatively

the sam e is the tunneling path for a sm allpotentialasym m etry. However,when the asym m etry is largerthan the

tunneling splitting in thesym m etricdouble-wellpotential,thereisonly oneclassicaltrajectory starting from theless

deep well(say L)which doesnotreach the m ore deep R m inim um and com esback to L.Thusin thiscase the pair

kink -anti-kink form sa single so-called bounce trajectory with the action 2W �. W e willexplore thisissue in m ore

detailsin whatfollows.

The double-wellshape ofthe loweradiabatic potentialand the in
uence ofthe upper adiabatic potentialrequire

that to �nd the solutions one has to take into accountatleast two instanton trajectorieswith the energies E = 0

and E = 
V# .Following thestrategy,described above,onehasto m atch sm oothly thesem iclassical(e.g.,instanton)

solutionsknown in therem otefrom thecrossingpoint(X = 0)region with thesolutionsofthem oresim plecom parison

equation which isvalid in the vicinity ofthe crossing point. Thism atching should be perform ed asym ptotically,i.e.

atsm alljX jbutforlargeenough
p

jX j.

Now wearein theposition to �nd allneeded connection m atrices.In thetunneling region (2.13)forevery well(L or

R)thereexistincreasingand decreasingexponentiallyreal-valued solutionstotheSchr�odingerequation.Thesolutions

arem atched atthe crossing point,thereforethey arelinked by the real-valued 4� 4 connection m atrix which should

havetwo2� 2blockslinkingtheincreasing(decreasing)diabaticsolution in theL-wellwith thedecreasing(increasing)

diabatic solution in the R-well,in the agreem entwith the standard Landau schem e ofthe tunneling transitions[1].

O m itting a large am ount oftedious algebra we can represent the connection m atrix linking the "asym ptotic" (i.e.

in the left/right(L,R)wellsand forthe upper/lower(+ ,� )adiabatic potentials)solutionsin the tunneling energy

region in the following form

0

B
B
@

��

R

�+

R

�
+

L

�
�

L

1

C
C
A =

�
M̂

(+ )
c L̂

(c)

R
M̂

(� )
c F̂c 0

0 1̂

�

Ûc

�
F̂cM̂

(+ )
c L̂

(c)

L
M̂

(� )
c 0

0 1̂

�

0

B
B
@

�+

L

��

L

�
�

R

�
+

R

1

C
C
A : (2.16)
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Here Ûc isthe 4� 4 connection m atrix atthe crossing point,which in the tunneling region hasthe following form

Ûc =

2

6
6
4

p 0 0 � cos(��)

0 (sin2(��))=p � cos(��) 0

0 cos(��) p 0

cos(��) 0 0 (sin2(��))=p

3

7
7
5 ; (2.17)

wherewedesignated

p =

p
2� exp(� 2�)

�(�)
; (2.18)

and � = (�=2)� (1=2)(� � (1=2))ln�. The m atriceŝM
(+ )
c and M̂

(� )
c are the 2 � 2 connection m atrices at the

corresponding linearturning points,which aredeterm ined by the phaseshiftsatthese points

M̂
(� )
c =

�
1 � i

� (i=2) (1=2)

�

; (2.19)

and M̂
(+ )
c is the m atrix Herm itian conjugated to (2.19). The L̂

(c)

L =R
and F̂c m atrices are called shift m atrices,and

those arerelated to the variationsofthe coe�cientsofincreasing and decaying sem iclassicalsolutionsin the regions

between theturning points(F̂c istheshiftm atrix when onem ovesfrom thecrossingto theturning pointin classically

forbidden region,and L̂
(c)

L =R
arethe shiftm atricesin the classically accessibleregions).Explicitely we get

F̂c =

�
exp(� 
W �

B =2) 0

0 exp(
W �

B =2)

�

: (2.20)

Here 
 is the sem iclassicalparam eter,and W �

B is the action in the lower adiabatic potentialbarrier. Finally the

structureofthe shiftm atrices L̂
(c)

L =R
is

L̂
(c)

L =R
=

�
exp(i
W �

L =R
) 0

0 exp(� i
W �

L =R
)

�

; (2.21)

where W �

L =R
isthe action calculated by the integration between the turning points. W e depicted the corresponding

trajectoriesand m atricesin Fig.2

The sam e m annercan be treated the over-barrierregion (2.14)(see Fig. 3). In thiscase the crossing pointisin

the classically accessible region for the both potentials. The fundam entaldiabatic solutions can be represented as

the waves propagating in the opposite directions,and the com plex-valued connection m atrix has as it was for the

tunneling region 2� 2 block structure,wheretheblockslink thewavesin theL and in theR wellspropagating in the

sam edirection.Speci�cally the corresponding connection m atrix atthe crossing point Û 0

c

Û
0

c =

2

6
4

sexp(� i�) 0 0 � exp(� ��)

0 sexp(i�) � exp(� ��) 0

0 exp(� ��) sexp(� i�) 0

exp(� ��) 0 0 sexp(i�)

3

7
5 ; (2.22)

(wherewedenoted s=
p
1� exp(� 2��),� = arg�(� i�)+ =(2~�),and ~� = � (i=2)((�=4)+ �(1� ln�))+ (1=4)(�� +

ln�)) should be m ultiplied by two blocks: the block from the left gives the contribution at the turning point and

includesthe shiftm atrix to the crossing pointin L and in R wellsofthe loweradiabaticpotential;the rightblock is

related to the turning pointand to the shiftm atrix to the crossing pointin the upperone-welladiabatic potential.

Thus�nally in the over-barrierregion we get
0

B
B
@

��

R

�
+

R

�
+

L

�
�

L

1

C
C
A =

 

M̂
(+ )
c L̂

(c)

R
0

0 M̂ (+ )L̂

!

Û
0

c

 

L̂
(c)

L
M̂

(� )
c 0

0 L̂M̂ (� )

!
0

B
B
@

�+

L

�
�

L

�
�

R

�
+

R

1

C
C
A : (2.23)

Hereweused thesam enotationsasitwasaboveforthetunnelingregion,and besidesthem atricesM̂ (� ) aretransposed

with respectto the m atrices M̂
(� )
c given in (2.19),and the new shiftm atrix L̂ is

�
exp(� i
W �=2) 0

0 exp(i
W �=2)

�

; (2.24)
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(rem ind that W � is the action in the upper adiabatic potential). Com bining altogether (2.23),(2.22),(2.24),and

(2.19)onecan trivially �nd the fullconnection m atrix forthe over-barrierenergy region (2.14).

M ore tricky task isto calculate the connection m atrix in the interm ediate energy region (2.15).In thisregion the

crossing pointiscloseto the internallinearturning pointsofthe diabaticpotentials.Thereforethe two fundam ental

diabatic solutions are in the classically accessible region and two others are in the forbidden region (see Fig. 3 for

theillustration).Neverthelesseven in thiscasetheconnection m atrix hasthe2� 2 block structure,buttheseblocks

determ ine the transitions between the adiabatic states (unlike the tunneling or the over-barrierregions,where the

connection m atrices(2.16),(2.23)link thediabaticstates).To treatthiskind ofproblem swehavedeveloped recently

[13],[14]the sem iclassicalm ethod forlevelquantization in the vicinity ofthe diabatic potentialcrossing point.The

m ethod enables to �nd allfour exponentially increasing or decreasing solutions to the Schr�odingerequation for an

arbitrary shape ofthe crossing diabaticpotentials,i.e.forany com bination ofthe 1-stand 2-d orderturning points,

and ofthe crossing point. In thispaperwe generalize thism ethod [13],[14]to study coherent-incoherenttunneling

regim esin an asym m etricdouble wellpotential.

Following thesam elineasabovewe�rstpresentthegeneralstructureoftheconnection m atrix in theinterm ediate

energy region

0

B
B
@

�
�

R

�
+

R

�+

L

��

L

1

C
C
A =

 

M̂
(+ )
c L̂

(c)

R
M̂

(+ )

�
0

0 M̂
(+ )

+

!

Û
00

c

 

M̂
(� )

�
L̂
(c)

L
M̂

(� )
c 0

0 M̂
(� )

+

!
0

B
B
@

�
+

L

�
�

L

��

R

�+

R

1

C
C
A : (2.25)

The m atrices M̂
(� )

�
,have been introduced in [15]forthe im aginary turning points(in the case underconsideration

the both adiabaticpotentialshavethese turning pointsin the energy window j�j< U12)and they havea form

M̂
(+ )

�
=

�
1 0

(i=2)exp(� 
W
�

i ) 1

�

;

where M̂
(� )

�
isthem atrix Herm itian conjugated to M̂

(+ )

�
,and W �

i
areso-called Euclidean actionsin theturned over

upperand loweradiabaticpotentials

W
�

i ’
�q1;2



;q1;2 = 


U12

4f

p
U12 � �;: (2.26)

Since the m atrices M̂
(� )

�
becom e the unitary onesat� > U12 and at� < � U12,the interm ediate region connection

m atrix (2.25)m atchescontinuously the the connection m atrices(2.16)and (2.23)in the tunneling and over-barrier

regions,respectively.

Theconnection m atrix in theinterm ediateenergy region can becalculated using theknown W eberfunction asym p-

toticexpansionsforlargecom plex indices[16],[17].Com bining togethertheseasym ptoticexpansionsand allm atrices

entering (2.25)de�ned already above,we�nd atthe crossing point,the m atrix Û 00

c is

Û
00

c =

2

6
6
4

(
p
2�=�(q�))exp(� 2�(q�)) 0

0 (�(q)=
p
2�)exp(2�(q))(1� exp(� 2�q2)cos

2(�q1))

0 exp(� 2�q2)cos(�q1)

exp(� 2�q2)cos(�q1) 0

(2.27)

0 � exp(� 2�q2)cos(�q1)

� exp(� 2�q2)cos(�q1) 0

(
p
2�=�(q))exp(2�(q)) 0

0 (�(q�)=
p
2�)exp(2�(q�))(1� exp(� 2�q2)cos

2(�q1))

3

7
7
5 ;

whereasaboveweintroduced the following abridged notations

q= q1 + iq2 ;q1;2 =

u12

p
u12 � �

4f
;q� = q1 � iq2 ; (2.28)

and,besides,

� = �1 + i�2 ;2�1 = q1 �

�

q1 �
1

2

�

lnjqj+ ’q2 ; (2.29)
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and analogously

2�2 = q2 � q2 lnjqj� ’

�

q1 �
1

2

�

: (2.30)

The phasefactor’ isde�ned as

tan’ =

r
U12 � �

U12 + �
: (2.31)

Now thefullconnection m atrix in theinterm ediateenergy region can befound easily sim ply collectingthegiven above

expressions.

III. R ESU LT S A N D D ISC U SSIO N

O ur purpose in this section is to study how found in [2]coherent - incoherent tunneling relationships shortly

described in theintroduction section Iforan isolated double-wellpotential,and in particularly thecriterion (1.4)and

the dephasing tim e T2 (1.3)should be m odi�ed form orerealisticsituationswhen there isa �nite adiabaticcoupling

between thediabaticpotentialsform ing theasym m etricdouble-wellloweradiabaticpotential,and theone-wellupper

adiabaticpotential.

Howevertoinvestigatethisproblem �rstweshould derivethequantization rulesforthecrossingdiabaticpotentials.

It can be done using presented above the connection m atrices. In spite ofthe fact that instanton trajectories are

rathersim ple objects,and can be relatively easy found analytically,calculationsofthe quantization ruleswithin the

instanton approach are ratherintricate and require the knowledge ofallconnection m atrices,we have calculated in

theprevioussection.To apply thism achinery within theinstanton approach,thequantization rulecan beform ulated

as a condition that the am plitudes ofexponentially increasing solutions m ust be vanished. In term s ofthe m atrix

elem entsm ij ofthe connection m atrix thiscondition is

m 22m 33 � m23m 32 = 0: (3.1)

Ifm ade aboveassum ptionsare granted one can easily write down the Bohr-Som m erfeld [1]quantization equations

applying shown in the Figs. 2,3 the connection-and shift m atrices (for the details ofthe calculation m ethod,see

[13],[14]),and we end up with

tan(
W �

L )tan(
W
�

R )=
4

p2
exp(2
W �

b ); (3.2)

whereW �

b istheaction in theclassically forbidden region in between theturning points,and W �

L =R
arethecoordinate

independentactionsinside ofthe L (respectively R)well. Thisequation (3.2)can be solved to �nd energy levelsin

the wells.

Applying the sam eprocedureto the over-barrierregion (2.14)we�nd from (2.26)

(1� exp(� 2��))cos(
(W�L + W
�

R )� �)cos(
W� + �)+ (3.3)

exp(� 2��)cos

�




�

W
�

L +
W �

2

��

cos

�




�

W
�

R +
W �

2

��

= 0:

In the diabaticlim it(� ! 0)onegetfrom (3.3)

cos

�




�

W
�

L +
W �

2

��

cos

�




�

W
�

R +
W �

2

��

= 0; (3.4)

and thereforetwo independentquantization conditions

�




�

W
�

L +
W �

2

��

= �

�

nL +
1

2

�

;

�




�

W
�

R +
W �

2

��

= �

�

nR +
1

2

�

: (3.5)

O n the otherhand in the adiabaticlim it,i.e.at� ! 1 and � ! 0 wehave

cos(
(W �

L + W
�

R ))cos(
W
�)= 0; (3.6)
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and therefore


(W �

L + W
�

R )= �

�

n +
1

2

�

;(
W �)= �

�

n0 +
1

2

�

: (3.7)

And to conclude this partand to span a wide range ofpossibilities,the quantization condition in the interm ediate

energy region derived from the corresponding connection m atrix can be represented in the following form

cos(
(W �

L + W
�

R )� �)=
exp(� �q2)

p
1+ exp(� �q2)

cos(
(W �

L � W
�

R )): (3.8)

Now itseem sappropriateto takea fresh look attheresultspresented above.W hatcan welearn from theperform ed

calculations? First we can go one step further to analyze the phase factors calculated above. In our system (two

crossing diabatic potentials)there are two typesofphases.The �rstphase factoroccurs,since the tunneling results

in the phase shift related to the change ofeigenvalues. In own turn it leads to a certain kind ofone-wellphase

(T2) relaxation. The physicalargum ent leading to T2 relaxation at the tunneling in the asym m etricaldouble well

potentialsm ay be rationalized asfollows.The factisthatre
ected from the barrierwavesacquirenon trivialphase

factor.Thephenom enom isrelated to interferenceofincident,re
ected and transm itted waves.O necan look to this

phasefactorfrom a slightly di�erentpointofview,sincetunneling resultsin the phaseshiftrelated to the changeof

eigenvalues. The quantization rulescan be rewritten in the form which includes som e integernum bersnum erating

and an exponentially sm allphaseshiftdue to the existenceofthe barrierbetween two wells.

The second phase shiftoccursin ourcase due to non-adiabatic behavior. Indeed the LZ case (even forthe sam e

asym m etricdoublewellshapeoftheloweradiabaticpotential)isquitedi�erentnotonlyquantitativelyduetocoupling

with the upper adiabatic potentialbut also qualitatively,since a noveland fundam entalquantum e�ectwilloccur.

Nam ely,in addition to the described above tunneling phase (existing even in an isolated double wellpotential) a

quantum m echanicalwave function acquires upon a cyclic evolution som e geom etricalor Berry phase factor [21]-

[22]. W hatism ostcharacteristicforthe conceptofBerry phase isthe existence ofa continuousparam eterspace in

which the state ofthe system can travelon a closed path.In ourcase the phase isdeterm ined by the non-adiabatic

interaction.Coherentorincoherentkind ofbehaviorforcrossingdiabaticpotentialscruciallydependson aquitetricky

interplay between theboth (i.e.tunneling and Berry)phasefactors.Two new resultswhich haveem anated from our

study ofthese phenom ena,isourm ain m otivation forpresenting thispaper.Thesem iclassicalwavefunctionsofthe

bound statesare linearcom binationsof(2.16),or(2.23),or(2.25)(respectively forthe tunneling,over-barrier,and

interm ediate energy regions),which can be determ ined,provided we know the eigenvalues. The quantization rules

(nam ely,conditionsthatcoe�cientsatexponentially increasingand ingoingfrom theboth in�nitiesjX j! � 1 waves

are zero),and the wave function norm alizations,de�ne uniquely these linearcom binations. The shiftm atriceshave

alwaysthe sam e form as(2.21),whereonehasto insertthe action between a given pointX and the nearestturning

(orcrossing)pointX k.Forthe upperand the loweradiabaticpotentialsthe action readsas

W � (X k;X )=

Z X

X k

dX

s

2

�
�
�
�U

� (X )�
E




�
�
�
�: (3.9)

W e haveillustrated the generalconnection m atrix schem ein the Figs.2 and 3.

Letusconsidera generalexam ple describing two non-sym m etric potentialscrossing atX = 0 point(2.1). W hen

theparam eterbentering thepotential(2.1)isvaried from 1 to 1 ,werecoverthetwo known in theliteraturelim iting

cases,and com e from two identicalparabolic potentialsto the case one-welland lineardiabatic potentialscrossing.

Thiskind ofthediabaticpotentialscrossing leadsto theloweradiabaticpotentialin theform investigated in [2],and

has qualitatively the sam e features asthe m odelpotential(1.1). Ifone neglects fora m om entthe upper adiabatic

potential,aim ing to study crossoverbehaviorfrom coherentto incoherenttunneling upon increase ofthe param eter

b,the largeristhisparam eterb,the largerwillbe the density of�nalstates. The criterion forcoherent-incoherent

crossoverbehavior found in [2]based on com parison ofthe transition m atrix elem ents and the inter levelspacings

in the �nalstate. The analogouscriterion should hold forLZ levelcrossing problem ,howeverin the lattercase the

tunneling transition m atrix elem entshasto bem ultiplied by theadiabaticfactor.Thereforethecoherent-incoherent

tunneling crossoverregion m oves towards the m ore dense density of�nalstates,and the larger U 12 is the sm aller

willbe the region for incoherent tunneling. For the sake ofthe skepticalreader it is worth to em phasize that the

tunneling m atrix elem entdependence on the M assey param eter� found aboveisvalid foran arbitrary m agnitudeof

the adiabatic coupling (cf. the recentpublication [38]where this m atrix elem ent has been calculated in the fram e

work ofthe perturbation theory,and only in the adiabaticand diabatic lim its).

O wing to the non-adiabatic behavior ofthe system the tunneling m atrix elem ent H L R is renorm alized by the

adiabaticfactor.In the tunneling region from (3.2)we �nd thisrenorm alization as

H L R ! H L R p(�); (3.10)
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where the function p(�) (2.18) is associated with the transition am plitudes between the diabatic potentials in the

crossing region.

Thisrenorm alization tunneling factorvariesfrom 0 to 1 upon increasing ofthe M assey param eter�.Again aswe

havefound forthe isolated double-wellpotential,in the lim it

H L R p(�)� �R ; (3.11)

the spectrum consists ofthe set ofthe tunneling doublets and L � R transitions are coherentones. This criterion

(3.11)replaces(1.4)forourcaseofthe �nite adiabaticcoupling U 12.

Q uitedi�erentsituation occursfortheexcited states.In thediabaticlim it,thetransition m atrixelem entisincreased

with the M assey param eter�,and therefore ata given b value,the system m ovesto m ore incoherentbehavior. In

the adiabatic lim it,the transition m atrix elem entisexponentially sm all,and coherence ofthe inter-welltransitions

should be restored.However,since the m atrix elem entsareoscillating functionsofU12 forthe interm ediate rangeof

thiscoupling (U12)coherent-incoherenttunneling ratesare also non-m onotonically varying functions.To illustrate

itletusstudy dynam icsofthe initialstate ofthe system ,prepared som ehow in the ground vibrationalstate ofthe

upperadiabaticpotential

U
(+ ) =

1

2
+
1+ b

4b
X

2 +

"

U
2
12 + X

2

�

1+
b� 1

4
X

�2
#1=2

: (3.12)

Evidently the wave function  (0) ofthis state should be close to the harm onic oscillator function n = 0,with its

m inim um atX = 0,and itseigen-state E 0 dependentofU12. The realpartofthe E 0 givesthe oscillatorvibration

frequency !0,and the im aginary partdeterm inesthe decay rate�0 ofthe state.

The spectralexpansion of (0) overthe diabaticstate eigen-functionsf ng can be found by the m ethod proposed

long ago by Zeldovich [27](see also [2],where the m ethod has been applied to �nd sem iclassicalsolutions ofthe

Schr�odingerequation for1D asym m etricdoublewellpotential)welladapted forquasi-stationary statewavefunction

expansion overcontinuum spectrum functions. Note that for b � 1 allthe states ofthe upper adiabatic potential

(3.12)areplaced in thesam eenergy rangethattheR-wellexcited states.Since,asitiswellknown [1],theharm onic

oscillatorwavefunctionsforn � 1 coincide with the sem iclassicalones,we can representthe R-wellwave functions

in the vicinity ofE 0 in the following form

 n(X )=

(
A(kn) 

(0)
n (X );jX j’ �0q

2

�
sin(knX + ’(kn));X � �0

; (3.13)

where �0 � �h=m !0 isthe de Broglie wave length,corresponding the ground state oscillatorwave function, 
(0)
n are

harm onicoscillatoreigen -functions,kn =
p
2m E n=�h isthe wavevector,and the phasefactor’(kn)isde�ned as

’(kn)=
k000

kn � k00
;k

0

0 =

p
2m E 0

�h
;k

00

0 = k
0

0

�0

4E 0

: (3.14)

Theentering(3.13)am plitudesA(kn)aredeterm ined bythecondition thattheprobabilitydensity
ow from thequasi-

stationary stateto in�nity should beconstant(in factthiscondition playstheroleofthenorm alization condition for

the quasi-stationary states[27]):

A
2(kn)=

2�h

�

r
2E n

m

�0

4(E n � E0)
2 + �20

: (3.15)

W ehaveshown in theFig.4(fora�xed valueofthepotentialshapecontrollingparam eterb� 1and variouscoupling

strengthsU12)the spectraldensity expansion

S(E )=
X

n

j<  j n > j2�(E � En): (3.16)

The spectrum of�nalstates for b � 1 is a discrete one (although dense),and the envelope ofthe spectrum has a

Lorentzian shape with a width �0,which isdeterm ined by the non-adiabatic transition m atrix elem ent. The latter

quantityhasanoscillatingdependenceon U12.Sincethe�nalstatespectrum atb� 1hasonlyweakdependenceon the

non-adiabaticcoupling U12 wehavealm ostconstantspectraldistribution butthenum berofthe�nalstates(relevant

forthetransition)isdeterm ined by �0,and itoscillateswith U12.Analogously to theadiabatictransitionsconsidered
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in [2],onecan form ulatethenon-reversibility criterion fornon-adiabatictransitions.Indeed coherentoscillationsturn

into exponentialdecay when su�ciently largenum berofthe�nalstatesoccurring undertheLorentzian envelope,i.e.,

when

�0 � �E n : (3.17)

Itisworth noting thatunlike the adiabatictransitions[2],when �0 isdeterm ined uniquely by the am plitudesofthe

inter-welltransitions,in ourcaseforthequasi-stationary statesoftheupperadiabaticpotential,�0 dependson the

rateofthe non-adiabatictransitions.To calculatethe rateonehasto solve�rstthe eigenvalueproblem .

The spectraldistribution (3.16)fully characterizesthe state  (t)tim e evolution.In particularly relevantquantity

isso-called survivalprobability P (t)readsas

P (t)=

�
�
�
�

Z + 1

� 1

dE S(E )exp(iE t=�h)

�
�
�
�

2

; (3.18)

and it is presented in the Fig. 5. W e see that there are a num ber ofthe coupling strengths U12 regions with the

non-m onotonousbehavior.Thecoherentdynam icsholdsfortheenergy regionsnottooclosetotheL welllevels,when

only few R statescoupled to thestate (t).In thecasetheenergy ofthestateisin theresonancewith a certain level

ofthe L well,the transition m atrix elem ents are enhanced. In this case the  (t) evolution resem blesdecaysofthe

quasi-stationary states(seee.g.,[13],[14]).Itisconvenientand instructiveto illustratethenon-m onotonousbehavior

by averaging ofthe surviving probability overthe period ofthe initialstate recovering.Evidently thisaveragevalue

< P > T equals 1/2 for the coherent oscillations. The dependence of< P > T on U12 is presented in the Fig. 6.

Note that in the both (adiabatic and diabatic) lim its we have coherentoscillations,as it should be (although over

very di�erenttim escales),whilein theinterm ediateenergy region thecoherentevolution ism ultiply destroyed in the

vicinity ofthe resonances.

IV . C O N C LU SIO N .

To conclude let us com m ent �rst on our m otivation. In principle potentials with two stable equilibrium con�g-

urations are widely used in chem istry and physics,to describe m olecular spectroscopy data. Analyzing these data

one m ustdistinguish two typesofstateswhich require a setofdi�erenttheoreticaland experim entalm ethods,each

one with speci�c strengths and weaknesses on certain scales oflength and tim e. Experim entally low-energy states

localized near the m inim a ofsuch potentials,are studied by vibrationalspectroscopy m ethods. These low-energy

states can be characterized by wellde�ned quantum num bers describing the norm alvibration excitations. Q uite

di�erentapproachesare necessary to use to study highly excited statessituated nearthe potentialbarriertop.Just

these statesdeterm ine the probability oftherm o-activated m oleculartransitions. These phenom ena are intrinsically

statisticalones,and not surprisingly theoreticaldescriptions ofthese states assum e usually their ergodicity. This

ergodicbehaviorcan beeasily understood sincetheexcited statesnearthebarriertop haveso high density thateven

very sm allcoupling to an environm ent (therm alreservoirs)can provide say fast m ixing and therm alization ofthe

states.

However applying these approaches (and the m odel potentials) to real chem ical dynam ic problem s of low-

tem perature reactionsand transitionsofrelatively sm allm oleculesoratom ic clusters(attracting m uch attention in

relationswith chem icalreactionsin upperEarth atm ospherelayers,and high precision laserspectroscopy techniques),

one should take care whether these two relevantregionsofenergy are not overlapped. M easurem ents ofm olecules

with two stablecon�gurationsperform ed in the tem peratureinterval(10� 20K )low enough to providethatforthe

m easurem enttim edephasing orrelaxation processesarenotessential[28],[29],[30],dem onstrated tunneling doublets

dependence on wellde�ned vibrationalexcitations. Thusthislow-tem perature behaviorcan be attributed with the

coherenttunneling,and the adventofultrafastlasershasprovided physicalchem istswith a toolforstudying these

system sundernonequlibrium conditions.

O n the other hand there are also num erous exam ples (see e.g. [31],[32],[33],[34]) clearly showing exponential

(incoherent)decay ofan initially prepared seem ingly equilibrium con�guration.Thusexperim entaldata signalthat

two distinct dynam ic regim es exist in bistable m olecular system s. M oreover, barrier heights and potentialwell

asym m etries in the system s m anifesting di�erent dynam ic behaviors,are quite sim ilar by their m agnitudes (ofthe

sam e order). A question ofprim ary im portance isthe understanding ofhow these two tunneling regim es(coherent

or incoherent) depend on m ore subtle speci�c features ofthe potentialenergy pro�les than m erely energies ofthe

characteristicpoints(like forexam ple,ourm odelpotential(1.1),(2.1)).O ne qualitativeanswerto thisquestion has

been donelong ago by Jortnerand Bixon [35].In thispapertheauthorshaveform ulated theirreversibility criterion.

According to the criterion,coherenttunneling should be destroyed when the density of�nalstates is so high that
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typicalinter-levelspacingsbecom e sm allerthan characteristic transition m atrix elem ents. O uraim in this paperis

to form ulate quantitatively the analogouscriterion.O ne m ethodicalcom m entseem sin orderhere. Usualtechnique

to analyzeradiationlesstransitionsisbased on the perturbation theory in the adiabaticrepresentation,and the non-

adiabaticcoupling operatoristreated asa perturbation (see,e.g.,[41],[42]).Itiseasy to understand,however,that

thiskind oftheadiabaticperturbation theory isequivalentto isolated two levelsystem sapproach,which isvalid only

when the leveldisplacem ents(dueto tunneling ornon-adiabatictransitions)aresm allerthan theinter-levelspacing.

Analogously forquasi-stationary statestheadiabaticperturbation theory workswhen thelevelbroadening (ordecay

rate)issm allerthatthe levelspacing. Clearly itisnotthe case forthe interm ediate energy region we have studied

in ourpaper. Note also thatourconnection m atrix approach can be also form ulated in term softhe Liouville -von

Neum ann equation forthe density m atrix,where so-called relaxationalm atrix should be chosen phenom enologically

to m im ic decay ratedependenceson the energy and on the M assey param eter.Butanyway to �nd those one hasto

solvethe Schr�odingerequation forthe potentialunderconsideration.

O ur m odelappears to be a sim plest one dem onstrating that relatively sm allvariation ofthe adiabatic coupling

(at a levelspacing scale which is sm allin com parison with potentialbarrier heights or wellasym m etries) enables

to change qualitatively dynam ic behavior.Therefore,we conclude thatdynam ic irreversibility in the system sunder

investigationscrucially dependson the�nalstatesdensity (and noton potentialenergy pro�lesdirectly).W ebelieve

wearethe�rsttoexplicitely addressthisissue.Toillustratethesephenom enaweinvestigated coherentand incoherent

tunneling in theconditionsofcrossing diabaticpotentials.Asa resultofthecoupling and levelcrossing avoiding,we

gettheasym m etricdouble-wellloweradiabaticpotentialwith a variableshapedepending on a valueofa continuous

param eterb (which describesin the lim itb = 1 two identicalparabolic diabatic potentialcrossing and in the lim it

b ! 1 one-welland linear diabatic potentials crossing). The doublet structure oflevels (generic for double-well

potentials) is rem ained valid as long as the renorm alized by the adiabatic coupling transition m atrix elem ent H L R

(ortunneling splitting)issm allerthan characteristicinter-levelspacings� R W e calculated the non-adiabaticfactor,

and found in the diabatic lim it (U12 ! 0) H L R goes to zero,and in the adiabatic lim it (U12 ! 1 ) the tunneling

transitions do not depend on the upper potential. In the over-barrierenergy region H L R is an oscillating function

ofU12,due to the resonances between the states in the lower and in the upper adiabatic potentials. In the case

H L R > � R ,any levelfrom the shallow L-wellis coupled by the tunneling to severallevels in the R-well,and the

transitionslosetheircoherence.

In an apparently unrelated developm ent researchesstudying the problem ofinterm olecular energy redistribution

discovered purely quantum energy 
ow between m odeswhich would beotherwiseuncoupled.Them echanism forsuch

classically forbidden energy 
ow between degeneratevibrationalm odesarosefrom non-adiabaticcouplingsinvolving

a sequenceofinterm ediatestates.In thevariousexisting in thenaturem olecularsystem sthenon-adiabaticcoupling

strengths U12 can have fairly di�erent m agnitudes,thus we anticipate realizations ofthe both kinds ofdynam ic

behavior,coherentand incoherentones.O urm odelofthenon-adiabatictransitionsfrom theinitially prepared quasi-

stationarystate (t)can bedirectly confronted toexperim entaldataon superfastnon-linearopticalspectroscopy(see

e.g.,them onographes[39],[40]).Thedeveloped in thisareatechniqueallowstoprepareagiven initialquasi-stationary

stateby a suitableopticalpum ping pulse shape.
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FigureCaptions.

Fig.1

Crossing asym m etric parabolic diabatic potentials (adiabatic potentials for U12 = 0:5) are shown by the dashed

lines):

(a)bound initialand �nalstates(b= 3);

(b)bound initialand decay �nalstates(b= 1 ).

Fig.2

Connection m atricesforthe tunneling energy region:

(a) in the W K B approach,where the trajectory has 4 linear turning points,and one crossing point. M
(� )
c are

the connection m atrices for the isolated linear turning points,L
(c)

L =R
are the shift m atrices (2.21) in the classically

accessibleregions,Fc isthe shiftm atrix (2.20,and Uc isthe connection m atrix atthe crossing point;

(b) in the instanton m ethod,where the trajectory E = 0 passes through the second order turning point (the L

wellpotentialm inim um ). In the L wellthe W K B connection m atrix should be replaced by the energy dependent

connection m atrix M
(2)

L
at the second order turning point [15]),corresponding to kink-anti-kink pair. The sam e

m annerthe connection m atrix forthe R wellM
(2)

R
correspondsto so-called bounce[25].

Fig.3

Connection m atrices for the over-barrier and interm ediate energy regions (in the latter region the connection

m atricesforthe im aginary turning pointsarenotshown).

Fig.4

Spectraldistributionsfortheinitialstatewavefunction (chosen astheground stateoftheupperadiabaticpotential)

overthe eigenfunctionsofthe m odelpotential(1.1):b= 1500,
 = 12,and U12 = 0:09;0:15;0:21;0:28;0:40 for(a)

-(e)�guresrespectively.

Fig.5

Survivalprobability forthe sam easin Fig.4 initialstate.

(a)-solid line correspondsto the Fig.4a;dashed line -to the Fig.4b;

(b)solid linecorrespondsto the Fig.4c,dashed line-to the Fig.4d.

Fig.6

Averaged overthe recovering period survivalprobability shown in Fig.5.
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