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C riticalexponents in m etastable decay via quantum activation
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W e consider decay of m etastable states of forced vibrations of a quantum oscillator close to

bifurcation points,where dissipation becom es e�ectively strong. W e show that decay occurs via

quantum activation over an e�ective barrier. The decay probability W scales with the distance �

to the bifurcation pointasjlnW j/ �
�
. The exponent� isfound fora resonantly driven oscillator

and an oscillatorm odulated atnearly twice itseigenfrequency.

PACS num bers:05.70.Ln,74.50.+ r,05.60.G g,03.65.Y z

Decay ofa m etastable state is usually considered as

resulting from tunneling or therm alactivation. In this

paper we study a di�erent decay m echanism ,quantum

activation. It relates to system s far from therm alequi-

librium . As tunneling, quantum activation is due to

quantum uctuations,but as therm alactivation,it in-

volves di�usion over an e�ective barrier separating the

m etastablestate.

M etastable decay in nonequilibrium system s has at-

tracted m uch attention recently in thecontextofswitch-

ing between coexisting statesofforced vibrations. Such

diverse system s as trapped electrons and atom s [1,2],

Josephson junctions[3,4],and nano-and m icrom echani-

caloscillators[5,6]havebeen studied.The experim ents

largely focused on theparam eterrangewherethesystem

wascloseto a bifurcation pointin which the m etastable

state disappears. In this range the decay probability is

com paratively large and displays characteristic scaling

with the distance to the bifurcation point.So farclassi-

calactivation wasstudied,butrecently quantum regim e

hasbeen also reached [7].

For classicalsystem s,scaling ofthe rate ofactivated

decay near a bifurcation point was found theoretically

both in the casesofequilibrium [8,9,10]and nonequi-

librium system s[11,12,13]. In the lattercase a scaling

crossoverm ay occurasthe system goesfrom the under-

dam ped to overdam ped regim ewhileapproachingthebi-

furcation point[14].Such crossoveroccursalso forquan-

tum tunneling in equilibrium dissipativesystem s[15].

In thispaperwestudy decay ofm etastablevibrational

statesin dissipative system sclose to bifurcation points,

where the m otion becom es overdam ped. The analysis

refersto the system sofcurrentinterest,quantum oscil-

latorsdriven by a resonantforceorparam etrically m od-

ulated atnearly twicetheeigenfrequency.W eshow that

at low tem peratures decay occurs via quantum activa-

tion. The decay rate W scaleswith the distance to the

bifurcation point�asjlnW j/ ��.Thescaling exponent

is�= 3=2 forresonantdriving,and �= 2 forparam etric

m odulation;in addition,jlnW jdisplaysa characteristic

tem peraturedependence.

Q uantum activation in periodicallym odulated system s

can be understood by noting thatm etastable statesare

form ed asa resultofthe balance between externaldriv-

ing and dissipation due to coupling to a therm albath.

ForT = 0 dissipation correspondsto transitionsto lower

energy states with em ission ofexcitations ofthe bath.

However, m odulated system s are m ore adequately de-

scribed by the Floquet(quasienergy)statesthan by the

energy eigenstates.Em ission ofbath excitationsm ay re-

sult in transitions to both higher and lower quasiener-

gies, albeit with di�erent probabilities [16, 17]. The

higher-probability transitionslead to relaxation towards

a m etastable state,whereas the lower-probability tran-

sitions lead to e�ective di�usion away from it,a �nite-

width distribution overquasienergy,and m etastable de-

cay. There iscertain sim ilarity here with the Unruh ef-

fect[18]wherea uniform ly accelerated relativisticdetec-

tor coupled to a quantum zero-tem perature �eld is de-

scribed in itspropertim eby theG ibbsdistribution with

the acceleration-dependenttem perature.

W ewillstartwith a resonantly driven nonlinearoscil-

lator.ItsHam iltonian is

H 0(t)=
1

2
p
2
+
1

2
!
2
0q

2
+
1

4
q

4 � qA cos(!F t): (1)

In thepresenceofweak dam ping theoscillatorm ay have

two coexisting stablestatesofclassicalforced vibrations

[19].They em ergealready fora sm allm odulation am pli-

tudeA provided thedetuning �! = !F � !0 ofthem od-

ulation frequency !F from the oscillatoreigenfrequency

!0 issm all,j�!j� !F . W e assum e thatthe nonlinear-

ity is sm all,jjhq2i � !20,and that �! > 0,which is

necessary forthe onsetofbistability.

Itisconvenienttoswitch from q;ptoslowlyvaryingop-

eratorsQ ;P ,usingatransform ationq= Cres(Q cos!F t+

P sin!F t), p = � Cres!F (Q sin!F t� P cos!F t) with

Cres = (8!F �!=3)
1=2.ThevariablesQ ;P arethescaled

coordinateand m om entum in the rotating fram e,

[P;Q ]= � i�; �= 3~=8!
2
F �!: (2)

The param eter � plays the role ofthe e�ective Planck

constant. W e are interested in the sem iclassicalcase;�

isthe sm allparam eterofthe theory,�� 1.

In the rotating wave approxim ation the Ham iltonian

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0606198v1


2

(1)for�! > 0 becom esH 0 = (~=�)�! ĝ,with

ĝ � g(Q ;P ) =
1

4
(Q

2
+ P

2 � 1)
2 � �

1=2
Q ; (3)

� = 3A
2
=32!

3
F (�!)

3
:

(for �! < 0 one should rede�ne g ! � g;H0 !

� (~=�)�! g). The function g playsthe role ofthe oscil-

latorHam iltonian in dim ensionlesstim e � = tj�!j. The

eigenvaluesofg giveoscillatorquasienergies.

Theparam eter�in Eq.(3)isthescaledintensityofthe

driving �eld.Forweak dam ping theoscillatorisbistable

provided 0 < � < 4=27. In this range the function

g(Q ;P )hasa shape ofa tilted M exican hat. The m ax-

im um atthe top ofthe centraldom e and the m inim um

at the lowest point ofthe rim correspond,respectively,

to the sm all-and large-am plitudestatesofforced vibra-

tions.Thesaddlepointofg correspondsto theunstable

periodicstate ofthe oscillator.

W e willconsidertwo m ajorrelaxation m echanism sof

theoscillator:dam pingduetocouplingtoatherm albath

and dephasing dueto oscillatorfrequency m odulation by

an externalnoise.Usually the m ostim portantdam ping

m echanism istransitionsbetween neighboring oscillator

energy levels. They result from the coupling linear in

the oscillator coordinate. Since the energy transfer is

� ~!0,in therotating fram ethe transitionslook instan-

taneous. W e willassum e that the correlation tim e of

the noise thatm odulatesthe oscillatorfrequency isalso

shortcom pared to 1=j�!j,so thatthe noiseise�ectively

�-correlated in slow tim e �. Then the quantum kinetic

equation isM arkovian in the rotating fram e,

_�� @��= i�
� 1
[�;g]� �̂� � �̂

ph
�; (4)

where �̂�describesdam ping

�̂� = �j�!j� 1
�

(�n + 1)(̂a
y
â�� 2â�̂a

y
+ �̂a

y
â)

+ �n(̂aâ
y
�� 2â

y
�̂a+ �̂aâ

y
)
�

; (5)

and �̂ph�describesdephasing,

�̂
ph
�= �

phj�!j� 1
�

â
y
â;
�

â
y
â;�

��

: (6)

Here,� and � ph are the dam ping and dephasing rates,

â = (2�)� 1=2(Q + iP )isthe lowering operator,and �n =

[exp(~!0=kT)� 1]� 1 istheoscillatorPlanck num ber.In

whatfollowsweuse dim ensionlessparam eters


 = j�!j=�; {
ph

= �
ph
=��: (7)

W eassum ethat{ph
. 1.Thism eansthatthedephasing

uctuationsintensity m ay becom parabletotheintensity

ofquantum uctuationsassociated with dam ping,which

is/ ��,seebelow,butthat� ph � �.

M etastable decay ofthe driven oscillatorwasstudied

earlier[16]assum ing thatthedam ping-induced broaden-

ing ofquasienergy levels is sm allcom pared to the typi-

calinterleveldistance.Thiscondition necessarily breaks

neara bifurcation pointwhere localextrem a ofg(Q ;P )

com ecloseto each otherand them otion isslowed down.

Therefore the analysis should be done di�erently. It is

sim pli�ed in the W igner representation of the density

m atrix,

�W (Q ;P )=

Z

d�e
� i�P =�

�

�

Q +
1

2
�;Q �

1

2
�

�

; (8)

where �(Q 1;Q 2) = hQ 1j�jQ 2i is the density m atrix in

the coordinate representation. Using Eqs.(2)-(8) one

can form ally writetheequation for�W asasum ofterm s

proportionalto di�erentpowersof�,

_�W = � r (K �W )+ �L̂
(1)
�W + �

2
L̂
(2)
�W : (9)

Here we introduced vectors K = (K Q ;K P ) and r =

(@Q ;@P ).

Vector K in Eq.(9) determ ines the evolution ofthe

density m atrix in the absence ofquantum and classical

uctuations,

K Q = @P g� 

� 1
Q K P = � @P g� 


� 1
P: (10)

Thisevolution correspondsto classicalm otion

_Q = K Q ; _P = K P : (11)

The condition K = 0 gives the values of Q ;P at the

stationary statesofthe oscillatorin the rotating fram e.

Theterm L̂(1) in Eq.(9)describesclassicaland quan-

tum uctuationsdueto dam ping and dephasing,

L̂
(1)

= 

� 1

��

�n +
1

2

�

r
2
+ {

ph
(Q @P � P @Q )

2

�

: (12)

These uctuations lead to di�usion in (Q ;P )-space,as

seen from the structureofL̂(1).

The term L̂(2) in Eq.(9)describesquantum e�ectsof

m otion ofthe isolated oscillator,

L̂
(2)

= �
1

4
(Q @P � P @Q )r

2
: (13)

In contrast to L̂(1), the operator L̂(2) contains third

derivatives. G enerally the term �2L̂(2)�W is not sm all,

because�W varieson distances� �.However,itbecom es

sm allcloseto bifurcation points,asshown below.

From Eqs.(10),(11),forgiven dam ping 
� 1 theoscil-

latorhastwo stableand oneunstablestationary statein

the rotating fram e (periodic statesofforced vibrations)

in the range�
(1)

B
(
)< � < �

(2)

B
(
)and one stable state

outsidethisrange[19],with

�
(1;2)

B
=

2

27

h

1+ 9

� 2 �

�

1� 3

� 2
�3=2

i

: (14)

At �
(1)

B
and �

(2)

B
the stable states with large and sm all

Q 2 + P 2,respectively (large and sm allvibration am pli-

tudes),m erge with the saddle state (saddle-node bifur-

cation). The valuesofQ ;P atthe bifurcation points 1,
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2 areQ B = �
� 1=2

B
YB (YB � 1),PB = �

� 1=2

B

� 1YB ,where

YB = Q 2
B
+ P 2

B
,

Y
(1;2)

B
=
1

3

h

2� (1� 3

� 2
)
1=2

i

: (15)

In the absence ofuctuations dynam ics ofa classical

system neara saddle-nodebifurcation pointiscontrolled

by oneslow variable[20].In ourcaseitcan befound by

expanding K Q ;P in �Q = Q � QB ;�P = P � PB ,and

the distance to the bifurcation point � = �� �B . The

function K P does not contain linear term s in �Q ;�P .

Then,from Eq.(11),P slowly varies in tim e for sm all

�Q ;�P;�.O n the otherhand

K Q � � 2

� 1

(�Q � aB �P ); aB = 
(2Y B � 1):(16)

Therefore the relaxation tim e ofQ is 
=2,it does not

depend on the distance to the bifurcation point. As a

consequence,Q follows P adiabatically,i.e., over tim e

� 
 itadjuststo the instantaneousvalueofP .

The adiabatic approxim ation can be applied also to

uctuatingsystem s.Theapproach iswellknown forclas-

sicalsystem s described by the Fokker-Planck equation

[21].W e now extend itto the quantum problem .

Form ally wechangein Eq.(9)from Q and P to �~Q =

�Q � aB �P and �P .Fortim es� � 
 � 1 thedistribution

�W hasa narrow peak as a function of�~Q ,whereasits

dependence on �P is m uch m ore sm ooth. W e seek �W

nearitsm axim um over�~Q in the form

�W = (2���
2
)
� 1=2

exp

�

� �~Q
2
=2��

2

�

��W (�P ); (17)

where �2 = 1

2
(1 + a2

B
)
�

�n + 1

2

�

+ 1

8
{ph�B 


2:The �~Q -

dependentfactorin �W ischosen so thatin Eq.(9)the

term @
� ~Q
K Q �W and the term / �@ 2

� ~Q
�W com pensate

each other. Note thatcorrectionsfrom �2L̂(2)�W are of

higherorderin �for� ~Q 2
. �.

Thefunction ��W describesthedistribution over�P .In

the spiritofthe adiabatic approxim ation,itcan be cal-

culated disregarding sm alluctuationsofQ ,i.e.,setting

�~Q = 0 in Eq.(9).Form ally,oneobtainsan equation for

��W by substituting Eq.(17)intothefullkineticequation

(9)and integrating over�~Q .Thisgives

_��W � @P [��W @P U + �D B @P ��W ]; (18)

whereU and D havethe form

U =
1

3
b(�P )

3 �
1

2
�
� 1=2

B
��P; �= �� �B ;

D B = 

� 1

��

�n +
1

2

�

+
1

2
{
ph
(1� YB )

�

(19)

with b= � �
1=2

B
(2YB )

� 1(1� 2
2YB + 
2).In Eqs.(18),

(19)wekeptonly thelowestorderterm sin �P;�� �B ;�.

In particularwedropped theterm � �2Q B @
3
P
��W =4which

com esfrom the operator L̂(2) in Eq.(9). O ne can show

that,fortypicalj�P j� j�j1=2,thisterm leadsto correc-

tions� �;�to ��W .

Eq.(18)hasa standard form ofthe equation forclas-

sicaldi�usion in a potentialU (�P ),with di�usion co-

e�cient �D B . For �b > 0 the potentialU has a m in-

im um and a m axim um . They correspond to the stable

and saddle statesofthe oscillator. The distribution �W

hasa di�usion-broadened peak atthe stable state. Dif-

fusion also leadsto escape from the stable state,i.e.,to

m etastable decay. The decay rate W is given by the

K ram erstheory [22],

W = C e
� R A =�; R A =

21=2j�j3=2

3D B jbj
1=2�

3=4

B

; (20)

with prefactor C = �� 1(b�=2)1=2�
� 1=4

B
j�!j(in unscaled

tim e t).

The rate (20) displays activation dependence on the

e�ectivePlanck constant�.The characteristicquantum

activation energy R A scaleswith the distance to the bi-

furcation point�= �� �B as�3=2.Thisscaling isinde-

pendentoftem perature. However,the factorD B in R A

displays a characteristic T dependence. In the absence

ofdephasing we have D B = 1=2
 for �n � 1,whereas

D B = kT=~!0
 for�n � 1.In thelattercasetheexpres-

sion forW coincideswith the result[11].

In the lim it 
 � 1 the activation energy (20) for

the sm all-am plitude state has the sam e form as in the

range of� stillclose butfurtheraway from the bifurca-

tion point,wherethedistancebetween quasienergylevels

largely exceeds their width [16]. W e note that the rate

oftunneling decay forthisstateisexponentially sm aller;

the tunneling exponent for constant quasienergy scales

as�5=4 [12],which isparam etrically largerthan �3=2 for

sm all�[forcom parison,foraparticlein acubicpotential

(19)thetunneling exponentin thestrong-dam ping lim it

scalesas� [15]].

Forthe large-am plitude state the quantum activation

energy,Eq.(20),displaysdi�erentscaling from thatfur-

theraway from the bifurcation point,where R A / �1=2

for 
 � 1 [16]. For this state we therefore expect a

scaling crossoverto occurwith varying �.

The approach to decay of vibrationalstates can be

extended to a param etrically m odulated oscillator. The

Ham iltonian ofsuch an oscillatoris

H 0(t)=
1

2
p
2
+
1

2
q
2
�

!
2
0 + F cos(!F t)

�

+
1

4
q

4
: (21)

W hen the m odulation frequency !F is close to 2!0,as

a resultofparam etricresonancethe oscillatorm ay have

twostablestatesofvibrationsatfrequency!F =2(period-

two states)shifted in phase by � [19]. ForF � ! 2
0 the

oscillatordynam icsischaracterized by thedim ensionless

frequency detuning �,e�ective Planck constant �,and
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relaxation tim e �,

�=
!F (!F � 2!0)

F
; �=

3jj~

F !F
; � =

F

2!F �
: (22)

Asbefore,�willbe the sm allparam eterofthe theory.

Param etricexcitation requiresthatthem odulation be

su�ciently strong,� > 1. For such � the bifurcation

valuesof�are

�
(1;2)

B
= � (1� �

� 2
)
1=2

; � > 1: (23)

If > 0,as we assum e,for � < �
(1)

B
the oscillator has

onestablestate;thevibration am plitudeiszero.As�in-

creasesand reaches�
(1)

B
thisstatebecom esunstableand

thereem ergetwostableperiod twostates(asupercritical

pitchfork bifurcation). They rem ain stable forlarger�.

In addition,when �reaches�
(2)

B
thezero-am plitudestate

also becom esstable(a subcriticalpitchfork bifurcation).

The case< 0 isdescribed by replacing �! � �.

The classicaluctuation-free dynam ics for � close to

�B iscontrolled by one slow variable [20]. The analysis

analogoustothatfortheresonantcaseshowsthat,in the

W ignerrepresentation,uctuationsaredescribed byone-

dim ensionaldi�usion in a potential,which in thepresent

caseisquarticin theslow variable.Theprobability W of

switchingbetween theperiod-twostatesforsm all�� �
(1)

B

and thedecay probability ofthezero-am plitudestatefor

sm all�� �
(2)

B
havethe form W = C exp(� RA =�)with

R A = j�B j�
2
=2(2�n + 1); �= �� �B (24)

(�B = �
(1;2)

B
). The corresponding prefactorsare C

(2)

B
=

2C
(1)

B
= 21=2�� 1��2j�B jj�� �B j.W enotethatdephasing

doesnota�ectthedecay rate,to zeroth orderin �� �B .

From Eq.(24),atparam etric resonance the quantum

activation energy R A scaleswith the distance to the bi-

furcation point as �2. In the lim it � � 1 the sam e ex-

pression asEq.(24)describesswitching between period-

two statesstillclose butfurtheraway from the bifurca-

tion point,wherethedistancebetween quasienergylevels

largely exceedstheirwidth. The exponentfortunneling

decay in thiscasescalesas� [17].

It follows from the above results that, both for res-

onant and param etric m odulation,close to bifurcation

pointsdecay ofm etastable vibrationalstatesoccursvia

quantum activation.Itresultsfrom di�usion overa bar-

rier.The quantum activation energy issm allerthan the

tunneling exponent.Nearbifurcation pointsthesequan-

titiesbecom eparam etrically di�erentand scaleasdi�er-

entpowersofthe distance to the bifurcation point.

Theexponentofthedecay ratedisplaysa characteris-

ticdependenceontem perature.In theabsenceofdephas-

ing,forkT � ~!0 wehave standard therm alactivation,

R A / 1=T. The low-tem perature lim it is described by

the sam e expression with kT replaced by ~!0=2. Q uan-

tum activation im posesalim iton thesensitivity ofbifur-

cation am pli�ersbased on m odulated Josephson oscilla-

torsused forquantum m easurem ents[3,4].

In conclusion, we have studied decay of m etastable

statesofforced vibrationsofa quantum oscillator.Both

energy dissipation from coupling to a bath and noise-

induced dephasing were taken into account. W e have

found the exponentand the prefactorin the decay rate

nearbifurcation points.The quantum activation energy

for resonantly excited period one states scales with the

distance � to the bifurcation point as �3=2,whereas for

param etrically excited period two statesitscalesas�2.
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