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W e investigate coherent and incoherent tunneling phenom ena in conditions of crossing diabatic
potentials. W e consider a m odeloftw o crossing parabolic diabatic potentials (left (L) and right R))
w ith an independent of coordinates constant adiabatic coupling Ui, . A s a resul ofthe coupling and
Jevel crossing avoiding, we get the asym m etric double-well low er adiabatic potentialw ith a variable
shape depending on a value of a continuous param eter b which descrbbes in the Imit b= 1 two
dentical parabolic diabatic potential crossing and in the limit b ! 1 onewelland linear diabatic
potentials crossing) . W e show that the doublet structure of levels (generic or double-w ellpotentials)
is rem alned valid as long as the transition m atrix elem ent H 1z (or tunneling splitting) is sm aller
than characteristic interJevel spacings r (the latter ones in own tum decrease upon increasing of
a di erence between the diabatic potentialm inina Err ). W e calculate the non-adiabatic factor,
ie.Hr asa function ofUi, . In thediabatic Iim it Ui, ! 0) H 1 r goes to zero, and in the adiabatic
lim it Uiz ! 1 ) thetunneling transitions do not depend on the upperpotential. In the overbarrier
energy region H 1z is an oscillating fiunction ofUi,, due to the resonances between the states in the
Iower and in the upper adiabatic potentials. In the case Hryg > r, any level from the shallow
L-well is coupled by the tunneling to several levels in the R-well, and the transitions lose their
coherence. A new phenom enom em anated from this oscillating dependence of H 1,z on Ui,, nam ely,
m ultiple coherent —incoherent regin e transitions for the upper adiabatic potential state evolution, is
ourm ain concem In thispaper. The problem isnot only of intellectual Interest but also of relevance
to various m olecular system s undergoing conversion of electronic states or isom erization reactions.
Ourm odel exhausts all cases practically relevant for spectroscopy of non-rigid m olecules, and can
capture m any of the features exhibited by experin ent.

PACS numbers: 05454, 72.10.d

I. NTRODUCTION

D oublewell potentials appear in various contexts in physics and chem istry. For exam ple the sin plest pattem
of alm ost any m olecular reactive system (with two stable con gurations identi ed as a reactant and as a product)
corresponds to the m odel potential energy form ed by two m ultidin ensionalm ore or lss parabolic surfaces shifted
relative to each other. A Ythough the 1D asymm etric doublewell m odel is idealized, it can be very useful for a
qualitative discussion to gain m ore insight into com plex m ultidin ensional dynam ic m olecular properties for which
exact or even approxin ate theoretical results are not available, thus throughout w hat ©ollow swe w illconsider 1D case
only.

In the classical lin it for the energy region E < U, Where Uy, is the potentialbarrier, ssparating the both, say L and
R wells) which willbe referred further on as the tunneling region, the behavior in the both wells are fully decoupled
and therefore one well is Independent from other. As it isa comm on w isdom nowadays In quantum m echanics even
for E < Uy the particle can tunnel between the wells. It adm ixes the L and R well localized states, thus allow ing
an underbarrier tunneling m echanisn . The extent of this delocalization is larger in the states close to the top
of the barrier, and i is m axin al when the unperturbed levels on the opposie sides of the barrier are degenerate
(the reason is inm ediately clear by looking at the standard textbook expressions for the tunneling probability and
splitting [1]). For the sym m etric case this tunneling level splitting leads to coherent quantum oscillations typical for
any two-level system . For asym m etric double well potentials, pairs are not in coincidence any m ore, the tunneling is
suppressed, except or certain critical valies ofm odel param eters for w hich the levels are brought in resonance again,
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and the problem becom es m ore tricky. W e have recently shown [R] that one can successfully attack this problem
by a sam iclassical solution of the Schrodinger equation for 1D asym m etric double well potential w ith one-param eter
dependent shape
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U, iswritten in din ensionless form m easuring energy in the characteristic frequency of the oscillations say around
the left (L) m Inimum (, and the coordinate X ism easured in the units ag of the interwell distance (@nd in "G od
given unit" we put h = 1, except where explicitely stated to the contrary when it is necessary for understanding or
estin ations). T he din ensionless param eter b allow s us to change the shape ofthe R welland to considerboth lin iting
cases, nam ely a traditional sym m etric doublewell potential o= 1), and a decay potential orb ! 1 . Behavior in
the latter lim iting case is also well known, there is a continuum spectrum ofeigenstates forX ! 1 and incoherent
decay of quasistationary states from the L —well
Fora smallasymmetry b’ 1 the ground state doublkt E, in the potential (1.1)
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where H L((;) is the ground state splitting for the sym m etrical double well potential.

Ttwasshown in R]that for any asym m etric double-wellpotential the behavior depends crucially on a din ensionless
param eter that is, roughly speaking, a ratio of characteristic frequencies for low -energy in-well oscillations and
Interwell tunneling. For 1, there are well de ned resonance pairs of levels, and so-called survival probability

(ie. the probability for a particle initially localized in one well to rem ain there) has coherent oscillations related to
resonance splitting. However, for ! 1 forany nitetin e scale, there are no oscillations for the survivalprobability,
and there is alm ost an exponential decay w ith the characteristic relaxation tine / H LRZ determ ined by Fem igolden
rule. In theNM R language this relaxation tin e can be associated to the so-called dephasing T, tin e. T husone can say
that tunneling destroys coherent behavior and it can be associated w ith dephasing processes in the phenom enological
B loch theory of quantum relaxation. Explicitely for asym m etric double-well potentials

H
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where g is a typical kevel spacing for the nal states. In the case 1 one m ay not restlg_igt hin self to the only

resonance pair levels. T he num ber of levels perturbed by tunneling grow s proportionally to , or, by other words,
Instead of isolated pairs there appear the resonance regions containing the sets of strongly coupled levels. At the
Interm ediate valnies of ’ 1 one has a crossover between both lim iting cases, nam ely the exponential decay w ith
subsequent long period recurrent behavior (m ore longer the larger ). In this region, ' 1, and in the vicinity of
quasistationary states of the L —well the doublet-like eigen-spectrum tums into the equidistant one.

Tt is particularly instructive to look to this result from a slightly di erent point of view related to a strdking and
still enigm atic phenom enom —quantum chaos. Perhaps the rst successfil quantitative criteria relating the classical
ergodic theory to quantum m olecular dynam ics was form ulated long ago by von Neum ann and W igner [3]. A ccording
to [B] a system has the ergodic behavior if it has:

() equidistant spectraldistrbution (ie. no degenerate states);

(ii) tin e decay of correlations for any ocbservable.

Let us em phasize that the criteria clain that quantum m anifestations of the classical chaos are related to speci ¢
spectral features of a system under consideration, and not to som e kind of its irreqular tim e evolution. From the st
sight it m ight seem that ergodic behavior is In possible in one din ensional system s which are integrable in classical
m echanics. However, In fact ourm odel exam ples should be considered as tw o classically decoupled system s (L and R
wells) interacting only via quantum tunneling. O ne can call this phenom enom as tunneling induced ergodiciy, and
for m ore details, see eg. 2], (@nd also, 4], B]). &k tums out that the tin e evolution of the localized initial state is
govemed by the interplay of two physical param eters, recovering period tim e and decay rate. T he both param eters
depend on the spectral representation (or distrbution function) of the iniial state. It is shown In ] that the both
listed above criteria are satis ed for strongly asym m etric double-well potentials where highly excited states in the R
well are strongly perturbed by tunneling from the shallow L well. T he condition to have this phenom enon (tunneling
induced ergodicity of nalstates) reads in our notation as

HirJ> r: 1.4)



In thispaperwew illshow that sin ilarphenom ena can take place also for delocalized initial states, w here non-adiabatic
coupling gives rise chaotic behavior. It w illbe referred in w hat f©ollow s as non-adiabatic transitions induced ergodicity.

O foourse an isolated double-well potential is only an idealization of any realm olecular system . T he applicability
of such an idealization m ust be decided separately for each system orprocess in question. H owever even in the cases
where such a m odel is not justi able the calculations we perform ed are nonetheless instructive. But in this paper
we m ake one step further. In a typical problem of chem ical dynam ics or m olecular spectroscopy, the double-well
potentials can appear as a result of level crossing phenom ena, and the consideration of only the isolated double-well
potential (lower adiabatic potential) can be justi ed only if the gap occurring in the spectrum at the avoided level
crossing point ismuch larger than all other characteristic energy scales of the problem . H owever, evidently it is not
the case for exam ple if we are Interested in the calculation of vibrational —tunneling spectra of non-rigid m olecules,
or reactive com plexes w ith m ore than one stable con guration. The lowest m ultiwell potential of such system s is
form ed from one well diabatic potentials crossing corresponding to each stable con guration. Apart from the lowest
potential, the upper adiabatic potentialw ith itsm inimum above the m axin um ofthe lowest potential should be also
taken into account for these situations (see Fig. 1). In the m ost of the calculations of tunneling splittings In the
ground and low excited vibrational states the coupling to the upper potential are neglected, what is certainly correct
only for strong enough adiabatic coupling. T he sam e situation takes place for system s undergoing the Jahn — Teller
e ect, where the Interference of the diabatic states occurs [6]. In all these situations the adiabatic coupling rem oves
diabatic level crossing, and the diabatic levels are replaced by the adiabatic ones. Let us repeat that only in the case
of a Jarge adiabatic splitting one can restrict oneselfto the only lower adiabatic potential and neglect any in uence of
the upper adiabatic potential. However, in a general case of arbitrary adiabatic splittings, intra-well and interwells
dynam ics depends on the both adiabatic potentials (ie. on tunneling splittings and adiabatic interactions).

In the findam ental problem s of chem ical dynam ics and m olecular spectroscopy, the transitions from the niialto

nal states can be treated as a certain m otion along the potential energy surfaces of the system under consideration.
These surfaces in own tum are usually determ ined w ithin the Bom - O ppenhein er approxin ation. However, the
approxin ation becom es inadequate for the excited vibrational states, w hen their energies are ofthe order ofelectronic
Inter level energy spacing or near the dissociation lim it. In the both cases the non-adiabatic transitions should be
taken into acoount, and the m ost of the non-radiative processes occur ow ing to this non-adiabaticity. The typical
exam ples Investigated in them onography [7], are so-called pre-dissociation, sihglet-triplet or singlkt-singlet conversion,
and vibrational relaxation phenom ena.

To treat this kind of level crossing (Landau —Zener (LZ)) problem susual textbook consideration utilizes the outset
w ithin a lin ited electronic subspace which is com pletely spanned by a nite set of Bom —O ppenhein er or adiabatic
electronic states. H ow ever, because these states obey the noncrossing rule it m ay be desirable technically to transform
the states Into the diabatic representation in which the diagonalm atrix elem ents of the electronic H am iltonian in the
subspace can cross, and the o -diagonal interactions appear as scalar coupling potentials.

Them apr concem ofthis paper isw ith the construction and solution ofa m odel for tw o asym m etric diabatic level
crossing phenom ena. T he rest of our paper begins In section ITw ith a form ulation ofourm odeland w ith a discussion
of basic m ethodical details necessary for our study. Section ITT contains ourm ain results. W e derive the criteria for
reversbility and coherent or incoherent tunneling for crossing diabatic potentials. O ur conclision section IV deals
w ith m iscellaneous sub Fcts related to the diabatic level crossing phenom ena.

II. MODEL POTENTIAL AND BASIC RELATIONS

A s a m odel for diabatic potentials In this paper we choose tw o non-equivalent parabola
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w ith a symm etrical crossing in the point X = 0. Upon increasing the wellasym m etry
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the potentialUyr is converted from a sin ple parabola atb= 1 to a linearpotentialatb! 1 .Ow ing to the adiabatic
coupling U, Which we assum e for sin plicity independent of coordinates) we get the lower double-welland the upper
one-well adiabatic potentials (see Fig. 1).

At arbitrary values of the param eters U3, and b to nd eigenstates and eigenfunctions for our m odel potentialwe
should solve the coupled Schrodinger equations
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w hich can be w ritten as one fourth order equation
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Here 1 is the sam iclassical param eter w hich is determm ined by the ratio of the characteristic potential scale over
the zero oscillation energy (ie. as above m oaf):h,wherem is a m ass of a particle, a; is a characteristic length

of the problem , eg. the tunneling distance, ( is a characteristic frequency, eg. the oscillation frequency around the
potentialm inimum ).

Luckily the equation (2.4) adm its sam iclassical solutions by Fedoryuk m ethod B] — [L0] since the coe cients at the
n-th order derivatives proportionalto ", and therefore are am all. Besides in the vicinity ofthe crossing point X = 0
the diabatic potentials (2.1) can be replaced by the Iinear ones counted from the barrier top U *

U X)=U*  £x; @ 5)

and eventually the equation (2.4) can be presented Into a m ore com pact and sin ple fom
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where =U* E.
Four roots of the characteristic polynom ialof 2 .4) or 2.6)
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determ ine the four fuindam ental solutionsto (2.6)
Z
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T he solutions (2.8) can be visualized asam otion w ith In agihary m om enta in the upper and low er adiabatic potentials
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A s twasm entioned above in the vicinity ofthe crossing point one can replace (2 4) by (2.6). In the latter equation
the coe cient at the rst order derivative is am all (/ 1y, and by the substiution
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and isa st order correction (see [13]) = ( f=g_). T herefore the equation (2.6) is reduced to two independent

W eber equations w ith the known fiindam ental solutions [11]
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where ( [f2=4fp ) is referred traditionally as the M assey param eter, and in fact i controls the m ain features
of the behavior. T he corrections to the indices of the parabolic cylinder functions D and to the argum ents of these
functions can be found from 2 .11) and have been calculated In [13].

At the next step we should perform the asym ptotically an ooth m atching of the solutions 2.8) and 2.12). The
w hole analysis can be brought into a m ore elegant form by introducing connection m atrices w hich link on the com plex
plane the sem iclassical solutions to the Schrodinger equation for the exact potential of the problem under study (9.
(2.1) for our case) and the exact solutions of the so-called com parison equation (in our case (2.6)) which is valid near
the crossing point. T he explicit calculations of the connection m atrices are rather involved since the LZ problem is
characterized by the four fuindam ental solutions to the keft and to the right regionsw ith respect to tuming or crossing



points. T herefore the connection m atrices, we are looking for, are4 4 m atrices. A Ithough the generalization for our
case ofthe known already 2 2 connection m atrices (see eg., [L2], and orm ore recent references our publication [13])
is straightforw ard, it deserves som e precaution as it in plies quite di erent procedures for the energy, m ore accurately
forE= ganaller (the tunneling region), larger (the overbarrier region), or of the order (the interm ediate region) of
the potential barrier, ie. U¥  Uy,.
Indeed, In the case
E #
— U U2 ; (2.13)

the region near the crossing point is forbidden for the both adiabatic potentials. H owever, four realvaluied tuming
points of the lower adiabatic potential are far enough from the crossing point. The upper adiabatic potential n
this case is also higher than E= , and therefore for the Instanton approach there are two in agihary tuming points
w hich characterize the m otion in the inverted upper adiabatic potential. T hus for the tunneling region we have four
realvalued and two pure in agihary tuming points.
In the overbarrier energy region, when the energy is larger than the upper adiabatic potentialm ininum , ie.
E #
—  U" +Ujy; (2.14)

the whole region for the both potentials, is accessible for the classicalm otion. T herefore there are four realvalied
tuming points (wo for the lower and two for the upper adiabatic potentials). Besides there are two in aghary
tuming points corresponding to the quantum overbarrier re ection for the lower adiabatic potential. Finally in the
Interm ediate energy region, ie. or

ut +uU E vt U, 2 15)
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there are two realvalued and four im aghary tuming points.

T he tunneling path is one centralpoint to be considered w ithin the instanton m ethod, and the determm ination ofthe
tunneling tra gctory (or tra fctories) is, In a generalcase, a nontrivialtask. H owever for ourm odel 1D potential (1.1)
in the sym m etrical case the extrem alaction tra fctory consists from so-called kink and antikink pairs corresponding
L ! R andR ! L transitions, and the action for every part (ie. kink or antikink) isW .M ore or less qualitatively
the sam e is the tunneling path for a an all potential asymm etry. However, when the asymm etry is larger than the
tunneling splitting in the sym m etric double-w ell potential, there is only one classical tra fctory starting from the less
deep well (say L) which does not reach them ore deep R m ininum and com es back to L . Thus in this case the pair
kink —antikink form s a single so-called bounce tra gctory w ith the action 2W . W e w ill explore this issue in m ore
details In what follow s.

T he double-well shape of the lower adiabatic potential and the in uence of the upper adiabatic potential require
that to nd the solutions one has to take into account at least two Instanton tra gctories w ith the energiesE = 0
andE = Vvt .Follow ing the strategy, described above, one has to m atch an oothly the sem iclassical (eg., Instanton)
solutionsknown in the ram ote from the crossingpoint X = 0) region w ith the solutionsofthem ore sin ple com parison
equation which is valid in the vicihity of the crossing point. Thism atching should be perform ed asym ptotically, ie.
at am all X jbut for large enough P- X 3

Now we are in the position to nd allneeded connection m atrices. In the tunneling region (2.13) forevery well (L or
R ) there exist increasing and decreasing exponentially realvalied solutionsto the Schrodingerequation. T he solutions
are m atched at the crossing point, therefore they are linked by the realvalied 4 4 connection m atrix which should
havetwo 2 2Dblockslinking the increasing (decreasing) diabatic solution in the L -wellw ith the decreasing (increasing)
diabatic solution In the R -well, in the agreem ent w ith the standard Landau schem e of the tunneling transitions [1].
Om iting a large am ount of tedious algebra we can represent the connection m atrix linking the "asym ptotic" (ie.
n the keft/right (L, R) wells and for the upper/lower (+, ) adiabatic potentials) solutions in the tunneling energy
region In the follow ing fom
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Here Ifc isthe 4 4 connection m atrix at the crossing point, which In the tunneling region has the follow ing form
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()
and = ( =2) 1=2) ( 1=2))In . The matt:loeMAc(H and MAC( ) are the 2 2 connection m atrices at the
corresponding linear tuming points, which are determ ined by the phase shifts at these points
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and M . ' is the m atrix Hem iian conjugated to (2.19). The Lo and FAc m atrices are called shift m atrices, and
those are related to the variations of the coe cients of ncreasing and decaying sam iclassical solutions in the regions
betw een the tuming points CFAC isthe shift m atrix when onem oves from the crossing to the tuming point in classically

forbidden region, and ﬁIiC:)R are the shift m atrices in the classically accessible regions). E xplicitely we get

A exp ( Wy =2) 0
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Here is the sam iclassical param eter, and W, is the action in the lower adiabatic potential barrier. F nally the
structure of the shift m atrices ﬁéC:)R is
exp(d W, _ 0

)
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where W | is the action calculated by the integration between the tuming points. W e depicted the corresponding
tra fctories and m atrices in Fig. 2

T he sam e m anner can be treated the overbarrier region (2.14) (see Fig. 3). In this case the crossing point is in
the classically accessbl region for the both potentials. The fundam ental diabatic 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, w here the blocks link the waves In the L and in the R wells propagating in the

sam e direction. Speci cally the corresponding connection m atrix at the crossing point Ifco
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In )) should be multiplied by two blocks: the block from the lft gives the contribution at the tuming point and
Includes the shift m atrix to the crossing point In L and in R wells of the low er adiabatic potential; the right block is
related to the tuming point and to the shift m atrix to the crossing point In the upper one-well adiabatic potential.
Thus nally in the overbarrier region we get
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Hereweused the sam e notationsas it was above forthe tunneling region, and besidesthem atricesM ¢ ) are transposed
w ith respect to thematrjoesMAc( ) given in (2.19), and the new shift m atrix T is
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(rem ind that W  is the action In the upper adiabatic potential). Combining altogether (2.23), 222), 224), and
(219) one can trivially nd the full connection m atrix for the overbarrier energy region 2.14).

M ore tricky task is to calculate the connection m atrix in the interm ediate energy region (2.15). In this region the
crossing point is close to the Intemal linear tuming points of the diabatic potentials. T herefore the two fundam ental
diabatic solutions are in the classically accessble region and two others are in the forbidden region (see Fig. 3 for
the illustration) . N evertheless even in this case the connection m atrix hasthe 2 2 block structure, but these blocks
determ ine the transitions between the adiabatic states (unlke the tunneling or the overbarrier regions, where the
connection m atrices (2.16), (223) link the diabatic states). To treat this kind of problem s we have developed recently
[13], [L4] the sem iclassicalm ethod for level quantization in the vicinity of the diabatic potential crossing point. T he
m ethod enabls to nd all our exponentially Increasing or decreasing solutions to the Schrodinger equation for an
arbitrary shape of the crossing diabatic potentials, ie. for any com bination of the 1-st and 2-d order tuming points,
and of the crossing point. In this paper we generalize this m ethod [13], [L14] to study coherent-incoherent tunneling
regin es in an asymm etric doubl well potential.

Follow ing the sam e line asabove we rst present the general structure of the connection m atrix in the interm ediate

energy region
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The m atrices M ¢ ), have been Introduced in [15] for the in aghhary tuming points (In the case under consideration
the both adiabatic potentials have these tuming points in the energy window j j< Ujz) and they have a form

M ¢ = 1 0o
(=2)exp( wW;) 1 '

( (+)

whereM ' isthe m atrix Hem itian con jugated toM
upper and low er adiabatic potentials

;and W ; are socalled Euclidean actions in the tumed over
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Since the m atrices M ' ' becom e the unitary onesat > Ui, and at < U2, the Interm ediate region connection

m atrix (225) m atches continuously the the connection m atrices (2.16) and (223) in the tunneling and overbarrier
regions, regoectively.

T he connection m atrix in the interm ediate energy region can be calculated using the known W eber function asym p—
totic expansions for Jarge com plex indices [16], [L7]. Com bining together these asym ptotic expansions and allm atrices
entering (225) de ned already above, we nd at the crossing point, the m atrix UASO is
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w here as above we Introduced the follow Ing abridged notations
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and analogously
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The phase factor’ isde ned as
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Now the full connection m atrix In the Interm ediate energy region can be found easily sin ply collecting the given above
expressions.

III. RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Our purpose In this section is to study how found In R] coherent — incoherent tunneling relationships shortly
described in the Introduction section I for an isolated double-wellpotential, and in particularly the criterion (1.4) and
the dephasing time T, (1.3) should bem odi ed form ore realistic situations when there isa nite adiabatic coupling
betw een the diabatic potentials form ing the asym m etric double-w ell Iow er adiabatic potential, and the one-wellupper
adiabatic potential.

H ow ever to Investigate thisproblem rst we should derive the quantization rules for the crossing diabatic potentials.
Tt can be done using presented above the connection m atrices. In spite of the fact that instanton tra fctories are
rather sim ple ob Ects, and can be relatively easy found analytically, calculations of the quantization rules w thin the
Instanton approach are rather intricate and require the know ledge of all connection m atrices, we have calculated in
the previous section. To apply thism achinery w ithin the instanton approach, the quantization rule can be form ulated
as a condition that the am plitudes of exponentially increasing solutions m ust be vanished. In tem s of the m atrix
elem entsm ;5 of the connection m atrix this condition is

moem33 Mpzmsz = 0: (3.1)

Ifm ade above assum ptions are granted one can easily w rite down the Bohr —Somm erfeld [1] quantization equations
applying shown in the Figs. 2, 3 the connection— and shift m atrices (for the details of the calculation m ethod, see
[13], 4], and we end up w ith

4
tan(WL)tan(WR)=?exp(2 Wy)i 32)

whereW , isthe action in the classically forbidden region in between the tuming points, and W | _; are the coordinate
Independent actions Inside of the I (respectively R ) well. This equation (32) can be solved to nd energy levels In
the wells.

Applying the sam e procedure to the overbarrier region (214) we nd from (226)

1 exp( 2 ))cos( W +Wg) )cos( W + )+ (3.3)
W W
exp( 2 ) cos WL+7 cos WR+T =0:
In the diabatic Im it ( ! O) one get from (3.3)
W W
COoSs WL+7 COSs WR+T :O; (3.4)

and therefore two independent quantization conditions

W 1

W
W,+— =  np+—- ; We+ —
L 2 Ehoo ot R 2

ng + - 35)

On the other hand in the adiabatic 1im it, ie.at ! 1 and ! 0 wehave

cos( Wy +Wg))cos( W )= 0; (3.6)



and therefore

1 1
W,+Wg)= n+—- ; (W )= ng+ — = 3.7)
2 2
And to conclude this part and to span a w ide range of possbilities, the quantization condition in the intem ediate
energy region derived from the corresponding connection m atrix can be represented in the ©llow Ing form

ws( 0, + W) =2l D o w, W) (38)

1+ exp(  q)

Now it seem s appropriate to take a fresh look at the results presented above. W hat can we leam from the perform ed
calculations? First we can go one step further to analyze the phase factors calculated above. In our system (wo
crossing diabatic potentials) there are two types of phases. The rst phase factor occurs, since the tunneling results
In the phase shift related to the change of eigenvalies. In own tum it leads to a certain kind of onewell phase
(T,) relaxation. The physical argum ent lading to T, relaxation at the tunneling in the asym m etrical doubl well
potentialsm ay be rationalized as follow s. T he fact is that re ected from the barrier w aves acquire non trivial phase
factor. T he phenom enom is related to interference of lncident, re ected and tranam itted waves. O ne can look to this
phase factor from a slightly di erent point of view , since tunneling results in the phase shift related to the change of
eilgenvalues. T he quantization rules can be rew ritten in the form which Inclides som e integer num bers num erating
and an exponentially an all phase shift due to the existence of the barrier between two wells.

T he second phase shift occurs in our case due to non-adiabatic behavior. Indeed the LZ case (even for the same
asym m etric doubl well shape ofthe low eradiabatic potential) is quite di erent not only quantitatively due to coupling
w ith the upper adiabatic potential but also qualitatively, since a novel and fundam ental quantum e ect w ill occur.
Nam ely, In addition to the described above tunneling phase (existing even In an isolated double well potential) a
quantum m echanical wave fiinction acquires upon a cyclic evolution som e geom etrical or Berry phase factor R1] —
R2]. W hat ism ost characteristic for the conocept of B erry phase is the existence of a continuous param eter space in
w hich the state of the system can travelon a closed path. In our case the phase is determ ined by the non-adiabatic
Interaction. C oherent or ncoherent kind ofbehavior for crossing diabatic potentials crucially dependson a quite tricky
Interplay between the both (ie. tunneling and Berry) phase factors. Two new resultswhich have em anated from our
study of these phenom ena, is ourm ain m otivation for presenting this paper. T he sam iclassical wave functions of the
bound states are linear com binations of 2.16), or 223), or 225) (respectively for the tunneling, overbarrier, and
Interm ediate energy regions), which can be detemm ined, provided we know the eigenvalues. The quantization rules
(nam ely, conditions that coe cients at exponentially Increasing and ingoing from theboth in nities ¥ j! 1 waves
are zero), and the wave function nom alizations, de ne uniquely these linear com binations. T he shift m atrices have
always the sam e form as (2 21), where one has to insert the action between a given point X and the nearest tuming
(or crossing) point X ¢ . For the upper and the low er adiabatic potentials the action reads as

z, S -
W Ky;X)= X 2U0 ®K) — : (3.9)

X x

W e have illustrated the general connection m atrix schem e in the Figs. 2 and 3.

Let us consider a general exam ple describing two non-sym m etric potentials crossing at X = 0 point (2.1). W hen
the param eter b entering the potential 2.1) isvaried from 1 to 1l , we recover the two known in the literature lin iting
cases, and com e from two identical parabolic potentials to the case onewell and linear diabatic potentials crossing.
T his kind ofthe diabatic potentials crossing leads to the lower adiabatic potential in the form investigated in R], and
has qualitatively the sam e features as the m odel potential (1.1). If one neglects for a m om ent the upper adiabatic
potential, ain ing to study crossover behavior from coherent to incoherent tunneling upon increase of the param eter
b, the larger is this param eter b, the larger w ill be the density of nal states. The criterion for coherent-incoherent
crossover behavior found in R] based on com parison of the transition m atrix elem ents and the inter level spacings
In the nalstate. The analogous criterion should hold for LZ level crossing problem , however in the latter case the
tunneling transition m atrix elem ents has to bem ultiplied by the adiabatic factor. T herefore the coherent — incoherent
tunneling crossover region m oves tow ards the m ore dense density of nal states, and the larger U, is the smaller
w ill be the region for lncoherent tunneling. For the sake of the skeptical reader it is worth to em phasize that the
tunneling m atrix elem ent dependence on the M assey param eter found above is valid for an arbitrary m agniude of
the adiabatic coupling (cf. the recent publication [38] where this m atrix elem ent has been calculated in the frame
work of the perturbation theory, and only in the adiabatic and diabatic lim its).

OwIng to the non-adiabatic behavior of the system the tunneling m atrix elem ent H g is renom alized by the
adiabatic factor. In the tunneling region from (32) we nd this renom alization as

Hyrg ! Horp( ) (3.10)



10

w here the function p( ) (2.18) is associated w ith the transition am plitudes between the diabatic potentials in the
crossing region.

T his renom alization tunneling factor varies from 0 to 1 upon increasing ofthe M assey parameter .Agahn aswe
have found for the isolated doublewell potential, in the lim it

Hirp( ) R 7 (311)

the spectrum consists of the set of the tunneling doublets and L R transitions are coherent ones. T his criterion
(311) replaces (1 4) rour case ofthe nite adiabatic coupling Ui, .

Q uite di erent situation occurs forthe excited states. In the diabatic lim it, the transition m atrix elem ent is increased
w ith the M assey param eter , and therefore at a given b value, the system m oves to m ore Incoherent behavior. In
the adiabatic lin i, the transition m atrix elem ent is exponentially sn all, and coherence of the Interwell transitions
should be restored. H ow ever, since the m atrix elem ents are oscillating finctions 0f U, for the Intermm ediate range of
this coupling U;,) coherent — Incoherent tunneling rates are also non-m onotonically varying functions. To ilustrate
it let us study dynam ics of the initial state of the system , prepared som ehow in the ground vibrational state of the
upper adiabatic potential

" #1-2
1 1+Db b 1

U‘*>=5+4—bx2+ UZ,+x% 1+ X : 312)

Evidently the wave function © of this state should be close to the ham onic oscillator finction n = 0, with its
mimum at X = 0, and its elgen-state E g dependent 0of U1, . The realpart of the E (; gives the oscillator vibration
frequency !, and the In aginary part determ ines the decay rate  ofthe state.

The spectralexpansion of © over the diabatic state eigen-fiinctions £ ,, g can be fund by the m ethod proposed
long ago by Zeldovich R7] (see also R], where the m ethod has been applied to nd sam iclassical solutions of the
Schrodinger equation for 1D asymm etric double well potential) well adapted for quasistationary state wave function
expansion over continuum spectrum functions. Note that orb 1 all the states of the upper adiabatic potential
(3.12) are placed in the sam e energy range that the R -wellexcited states. Since, as it iswellknown [L], the ham onic
oscillator w ave functions for n 1 coincide w ith the sam iclassical ones, we can represent the R -wellwave functions
In the vicinity ofE in the ©llow Ing form

( 0) .
AKn) n K)iK3J oo

nx)= 9 ; (3.13)
“snknX + " ky)); X 0

where | h=m !y is the de B roglie wave Ileng“ch, corresponding the ground state oscillator wave finction, rEO) are

ham onic oscillator eigen — functions, k, = 2m E ,=h is the wave vector, and the phase factor’ (k,) isde ned as
P—
kg’ 0 2mEo . o_ ,0_0
’ = ———;ki= — ;ky = kg— : 314
kn) PR 0 o 0 B, ( )

The entering (3.13) am plitudesA (k, ) are determ ined by the condition that the probability density ow from the quasi-
stationary state to in nity should be constant (In fact this condition plays the role of the nom alization condition for
the quasistationary states R7]):

r
2h 2E, 0

A (ky) = — :
" m 4@, E)?+ 2

(3.15)

W ehave shown in theF ig. 4 (fora xed value ofthe potentialshape controlling param eterb 1 and various coupling
strengths U;,) the spectral density expansion
X
SE)=  3< J.>F & E): (3.16)

n

The spectrum of nal states forb 1 is a discrete one (@lthough dense), and the envelope of the spectrum has a
Lorentzian shape wih a width (, which is detem ined by the non-adiabatic transition m atrix elem ent. T he latter
quantity hasan oscillating dependence on U, . Sincethe nalstate spectrum atb 1 hasonly weak dependence on the
non-adiabatic coupling Ui, we have aln ost constant spectral distribution but the num ber ofthe nalstates (relevant
for the transition) is detem ined by ¢, and it oscillatesw ith U, . Analogously to the adiabatic transitions considered
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In 2], one can form ulate the non-reversibility criterion for non-adiabatic transitions. Indeed coherent oscillations tum
Into exponentialdecay when su clently large num ber ofthe nalstates occurring under the Lorentzian envelope, ie.,
when

0 En: (3.17)

Tt is worth noting that unlike the adiabatic transitions R], when ¢ is detem Ined uniguely by the am plitudes of the
Inter —welltransitions, In our case for the quasistationary states of the upper adiabatic potential, ( dependson the
rate of the non-adiabatic transitions. To calculate the rate one has to solve rst the eigenvalue problem .

T he spectral distribution (3.16) fully characterizes the state (t) tin e evolution. In particularly relevant quantity
is socalled survivalprobability P (t) reads as

Z+1 2

P ()= dE S E )exp (iE t=h) ; (3.18)
1

and i is presented in the Fig. 5. W e see that there are a num ber of the coupling strengths U, regions w ith the
non-m onotonousbehavior. T he coherent dynam ics holds for the energy regionsnot too close to the L well levels, when
only few R states coupled to the state (t) . In the case the energy ofthe state is in the resonance w ith a certain level
of the L well, the transition m atrix elem ents are enhanced. In this case the (t) evolution resem bles decays of the
quasi-stationary states (see eg., [L3], [L4]). It is convenient and nstructive to illustrate the non-m onotonousbehavior
by averaging of the surviving probability over the period of the iniial state recovering. Evidently this average value
< P >1 equals 1/2 for the coherent oscillations. The dependence of < P > on U, is presented in the Fig. 6.
N ote that In the both (adiabatic and diabatic) lin its we have coherent oscillations, as i should be @lIhough over
very di erent tim e scales), while in the interm ediate energy region the coherent evolution ism ultiply destroyed in the
viciniy of the resonances.

Iv. CONCLUSION .

To conclude ket us comment rst on our m otivation. In principle potentials with two stable equilbriim con g-—
urations are w idely used In chem istry and physics, to describe m olecular spectroscopy data. Analyzing these data
one m ust distinguish two types of states which require a set of di erent theoretical and experin entalm ethods, each
one w ith speci ¢ strengths and weaknesses on certain scales of length and tin e. E xperin entally low -energy states
Jocalized near the m inin a of such potentials, are studied by vbrational spectroscopy m ethods. These low -energy
states can be characterized by well de ned quantum numbers describing the nom al vbration excitations. Quie
di erent approaches are necessary to use to study highly excited states situated near the potential barrier top. Just
these states determ ine the probability of them o-activated m olecular transitions. T hese phenom ena are intrinsically
statistical ones, and not surprisingly theoretical descriptions of these states assum e usually their ergodiciy. This
ergodic behavior can be easily understood since the excited states near the barrier top have so high density that even
very an all coupling to an environm ent (them al reservoirs) can provide say fast m ixing and them alization of the
states.

However applying these approaches f(@nd the m odel potentials) to real chem ical dynam ic problem s of low—
tem perature reactions and transitions of relatively an allm olecules or atom ic clisters (attracting m uch attention in
relationsw ith chem icalreactions in upper E arth atm osphere layers, and high precision laser spectroscopy techniques),
one should take care whether these two relevant regions of energy are not overlapped. M easurem ents of m olecules
w ith two stable con gurations perform ed In the tem perature Interval (10 20K ) low enough to provide that for the
m easurem ent tin e dephasing or relaxation processes are not essential P8], R9], 30], dem onstrated tunneling doublets
dependence on well de ned vibrational excitations. T hus this low -tem perature behavior can be attributed w ith the
coherent tunneling, and the advent of ultrafast lJasers has provided physical chem ists w ith a tool for studying these
system s under nonequlbriim conditions.

On the other hand there are also num erous exam pls (see eg. [B1l], B2], B3], B4]) clarly show Ing exponential
(iIncoherent) decay of an nitially prepared seem ngly equilbrium con guration. T hus experin ental data signal that
two distinct dynam ic regim es exist in bistable m olecular system s. M oreover, barrier heights and potential well
asymm etries in the system s m anifesting di erent dynam ic behaviors, are quite sin ilar by their m agniudes (of the
sam e order). A question of prin ary in portance is the understanding of how these two tunneling regin es (coherent
or Incoherent) depend on m ore subtle speci ¢ features of the potential energy pro ls than m erely energies of the
characteristic points (lke for exam ple, ourm odel potential (1.1), (2.1)). O ne qualitative answer to this question has
been done long ago by Jortner and B ixon [35]. In this paper the authors have form ulated the irreversibility criterion.
A coording to the criterion, coherent tunneling should be destroyed when the density of nal states is so high that
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typical InterJevel spacings becom e am aller than characteristic transition m atrix elem ents. O ur ain in this paper is
to form ulate quantitatively the analogous criterion. O ne m ethodical com m ent seem s in order here. U sual technique
to analyze radiationless transitions is based on the perturbation theory in the adiabatic representation, and the non—
adiabatic coupling operator is treated as a perturbation (see, eg., B1], B2]). Ik is easy to understand, how ever, that
this kind ofthe adiabatic perturbation theory is equivalent to isolated two level system s approach, which isvalid only
when the leveldisplacem ents (due to tunneling or non-adiabatic transitions) are am aller than the inter-level spacing.
Analogously for quasistationary states the adiabatic perturbation theory works when the levelbroadening (or decay
rate) is an aller that the level spacing. C learly it is not the case for the interm ediate energy region we have studied
In our paper. Note also that our connection m atrix approach can be also form ulated in tem s of the Liouville —von
Neum ann equation for the density m atrix, where so-called relaxationalm atrix should be chosen phenom enologically
to m In ic decay rate dependences on the energy and on the M assey param eter. But anyway to nd those one has to
solve the Schrodinger equation for the potential under consideration.

Our m odel appears to be a sin plest one dem onstrating that relatively am all variation of the adiabatic coupling

(at a level spacing scale which is an all In com parison w ith potential barrier heights or well asym m etries) enables
to change qualitatively dynam ic behavior. T herefore, we conclude that dynam ic irreversibility in the system s under
Investigations crucially depends on the nalstates density (and not on potentialenergy pro les directly). W e believe
wearethe rstto explicitely addressthis issue. To illustrate these phenom ena w e Investigated coherent and incoherent
tunneling In the conditions of crossing diabatic potentials. A s a result of the coupling and level crossing avoiding, we
get the asym m etric double-well low er adiabatic potentialw ith a variable shape depending on a valie of a continuous
param eter b (which describes In the lm it b= 1 two identical parabolic diabatic potential crossing and in the lim it
b! 1 onewell and linear diabatic potentials crossing). The doublet structure of levels (generic for double-well
potentials) is rem ained valid as long as the renom alized by the adiabatic coupling transition m atrix elem ent H 15
(or tunneling splitting) is sm aller than characteristic interJdevel spacings r W e calculated the non-adiabatic factor,
and found in the diabatic Im it U,, ! 0) Hyr goes to zero, and in the adiabatic Iim it {U;, ! 1 ) the tunneling
transitions do not depend on the upper potential. In the overbarrier energy region H pr is an oscillating fiinction
0f Uj,, due to the resonances between the states In the lower and In the upper adiabatic potentials. In the case
Hpig > r,any kvel from the shallow L-well is coupld by the tunneling to several kevels in the R -well, and the
transitions lose their coherence.

In an apparently unrelated developm ent researches studying the problem of interm olecular energy redistribution
discovered purely quantum energy ow between m odesw hich would be otherw ise uncoupled. Them echanian for such
classically forbidden energy ow between degenerate vibrationalm odes arose from non-adiabatic couplings involring
a sequence of Interm ediate states. In the various existing in the nature m olecular system s the non-adiabatic coupling
strengths Ui, can have fairly di erent m agniudes, thus we anticipate realizations of the both kinds of dynam ic
behavior, coherent and incoherent ones. O urm odel of the non-adiabatic transitions from the initially prepared quasi-
stationary state (t) can be directly confronted to experim entaldata on super fast non-linear optical spectroscopy (see
eg., them onographes [39], 40]). T he developed in this area technique allow sto prepare a given Initialquasistationary
state by a suitable optical pum ping pulse shape.
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F igure C aptions.

Fig.1

C rossing asym m etric parabolic diabatic potentials (adiabatic potentials for U, = 05) are shown by the dashed
Iines):

(@) bound mnitialand nalstates o= 3);

) bound initialand decay nalstates o= 1 ).

Fig.2

C onnection m atrices for the tunneling energy region:

(@) In the W KB approach, where the tra ctory has 4 linear tuming points, and one crossing point. M c( " are

the connection m atrices for the isolated linear tuming points, LéC:)R are the shift m atrices (2.21) in the classically

accessble regions, F. is the shift m atrix (220, and U, is the connection m atrix at the crossing point;
() In the Instanton m ethod, where the trafctory E = 0 passes through the second order tuming point (the L
well potentialm nimum ). In the L well the W KB oconnection m atrix should be replaced by the energy dependent

connection m atrix M L(Z) at the second order tuming point [15]), corresponding to kink-antikink pair. The sam e

m anner the connection m atrix orthe R wellM R(Z) corresponds to so-called bounce R25].

Fig. 3

Connection m atrices for the overbarrier and intem ediate energy regions (in the latter region the connection
m atrices for the In agihary tuming points are not shown).

Fig. 4

Spectraldistributions for the initial state w ave fiinction (chosen asthe ground state ofthe upper adiabatic potential)
over the eigenfunctions of the m odelpotential (1.1): b= 1500, = 12,and U;, = 0:09;0:15;021;028; 040 for @)
- () gures respectively.

Fig. 5

Survival probability for the sam e as in Fig. 4 iniial state.

(@) —solid line corresponds to the F ig. 4a; dashed line —to the Fig. 4b;

(o) solid line corresoonds to the F ig. 4c, dashed line —to the Fig. 4d.

Fig. 6

A veraged over the recovering period survival probability shown in Fig. 5.



b)

Fig. 1







Fig. 2







Fig. 3






0.8

0.4

00 |IIIIIIIII|IIIIIIIII'|'IIIIIIIII|IIIIIIIII|
-10.0 -5.0 0.0 5.0 10.0

b)

0.8

0.4

0.0
-10.0 -5.0 0.0 5.0 10.0

0.8

0.4

OO |IIIIIIIII|IIIIIlIII[l'IIIIlIIIII|IIIIIIIII|

-10.0 -5.0 0.0 5.0 10.0
c)
0.8
0.4
0.0
-10.0 -5.0 0.0 5.0 10.0
d)
0.8
0.4

OO |IIIIIIIII|IIIIIIIIII'|'IIIIIIIIII|IIIIIIIII|

-10.0 -5.0 0.0 5.0 10.0




Fig. 4






S @ © < N o
— o o o o o

al

100.0 200.0 300.0 400.0 500.0

0.0

100.0 200.0 300.0 400.0 500.0

0.0

Fig. 5






<P>

© ©
N o
IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII

©
w

o
N

0.0

0.0

0.1

Fig. 6

0.2

0.3

U

0.4






