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W econsidertunneling processesin Q FT induced by collisionsofelem entary particles.W eproposea sem i-

classicalm ethod for estim ating the probability ofthese processes in the lim it ofvery high collision energy.

As an illustration,we evaluate the m axim um probability ofinduced tunneling between di�erent vacua in a

(1+ 1){dim ensionalscalarm odelwith boundary interaction.

PACS:11.15K c,03.70+ k,03.65Sq

In m any m odelsof�eld theory one encounterstun-

neling transitions between states separated by an en-

ergybarrierof�niteheightE S,thefam ousexam plesare

false vacuum decay in scalartheories[1]and topology{

changing transitions in gauge{Higgs theory [2,3]. In

the weak coupling regim e,the rateoftunneling atzero

energy isexponentially sm all[1,2],butonesuspectsthe

suppression to vanish onceenergy exceeding the height

ofthe barrierisinjected into the system . A particular

way ofinducing the tunneling process is a collision of

two highly energeticparticles.Itwasconjectured som e

tim e ago [4]that the collision{induced tunneling pro-

cesses m ay becom e unsuppressed at high collision en-

ergies. Sem iclassicalstudy ofscalar and gauge{Higgs

theories [5, 6] showed, however, that this is not the

case: the tunneling probability rem ains exponentially

sm alleven ifthe collision energy E exceeds consider-

ably the barrier height E S. Furtherm ore,analyses of

toy m odels [7,8]and unitarity argum ents [9]suggest

thatthecollision{induced transitionsshould rem ain ex-

ponentially suppressed even ifE tends to in�nity. In

otherwords,itwasproposed that,contrary to the ini-

tialconjecture,the probability ofthe process has the

form ,

P (E )/ e�F (E )=g
2

; (1)

where g2 is a sm all coupling constant, and the sup-

pression exponent F (E ) rem ains positive at allener-

gies. This has been con�rm ed recently by direct cal-

culation [10]ofthe suppression exponent in the whole

range ofenergies in a toy two{dim ensionalm odel. In

addition,itwasfound in [10]thatthesuppression expo-

nentreachesitsm inim um Fm atcertain optim alenergy

E o and rem ainsconstantabovethisenergy,

F (E )= Fm ; E > E o : (2)
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O ne m ay ask whether ornot the form ulas (1),(2) are

valid forotherm odels,with m odel{dependentvaluesof

Fm ,E o.

In thisletterwegivea generalsem iclassicalm ethod

forevaluatingthem inim um valueFm ofthesuppression

exponentand the energy E o atwhich thism inim um is

achieved.O urprocedureisessentially an adaptation of

the m ethod ofRef.[11],butitism ore straightforward

and technically sim pler.W econsiderthecasein which,

afterthe appropriate rescaling ofthe �elds,the action

S takestheform S = ~S=g2,where ~S doesnotexplicitly

depend on thesm allcoupling constantg.O neobserves

thatg2 playse�ectively theroleofthePlanck constant,

and the lim it g ! 0 which we consider below,corre-

spondsto a sem iclassicalsituation.

O urstartingpointistheinclusiveprobabilityoftun-

nelingfrom stateswith agiven num berofincom ingpar-

ticlesand any energy,

Pm (N )=
X

i;f

jhfĵU(Tf;Ti)P̂N jiij
2
: (3)

Here Û(Tf;Ti) is the evolution operator,and P̂N de-

notes the projector onto states with N particles. The

initialand �nalstates,jii and jfi,respectively,are at

the di�erent sides ofthe potentialbarrier. Here and

below the lim it Tf ! + 1 ,Ti ! � 1 is assum ed. As

we willshortly see,the quantity (3) can be evaluated

sem iclassically provided the initialnum ber ofparticles

isparam etrically large,N = ~N =g2.W ewillseethatthe

resulthasa typicalexponentialform ,

Pm (N )/ e�F m (~N )=g
2

: (4)

W e use the result(4)asa sourceofinform ation on the

probability of collision{induced tunneling. It is clear

thatthe inclusive m ultiparticle probability Pm (N )sets

an upperbound on thetwo-particleprobability ofinter-

est,P (E ),at arbitrarily high energies E . Indeed,the
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energy oftheinitialstatein (3)can bearbitrarily high,

while any initialtwo{particlestate can be prom oted to

the m ultiparticle one by adding a num ber of\specta-

tor" particleswhich do notinterferewith thetunneling

process. Hence,the exponentialsuppression ofPm (N )

entails the exponentialsuppression of P (E ), and the

inequality

Fm (~N )� Fm (5)

holds.Following Ref.[11],we conjecturethat

lim
~N ! 0

Fm (~N )= Fm : (6)

The conjecture (6)isbased on the observation thatin

the leading sem iclassicalapproxim ation theprobability

oftunneling doesnotdepend on thedetailsoftheinitial

state provided the initialnum ber ofparticles is m uch

sm allerthan 1=g2.Theanalogsoftheform ula (6)have

been checked in varioussituations[12,13,14].

Now,we proceed to the sem iclassicalevaluation of

the m ultiparticle exponentFm (~N ). O ur strategy is to

represent the inclusive probability Pm (N ) in the form

ofpath integraland evaluate the latter m aking use of

the saddle{point technique. Taking into account that

P̂N �P̂N = P̂N ,onerecastsEq.(3)in the form ,

Pm (N )=
X

i0;i00;f

hfĵUji0ihi0ĵPN ji
00ihi00ĵUjfi

=

Z

D [�f;a;a
�
;b;b

�]e
�

1

g2

R
dk[ak a

�

k
+ bk b

�

k
]

� h�f ĵUjaihaĵPN jbi[h�f ĵUjbi]
�
;

(7)

where j�fiare eigenstatesofthe �eld operatorswhich

wedenotecollectively by �̂,whilejai,jbiarethecoher-

entstates,

�̂(x)j�i=
�(x)

g
j�i; âkjai=

ak

g
jai:

Hereafterweusetheshorthand notation Û � Û(Tf;Ti).

M aking use ofthe standard path integralforthe tran-

sition am plitude in �-representation,onewrites

h�f ĵUjai=

Z

�(Tf )= �f

D �exp

�
1

g2

�
i~S[�]+ B i(�i;a)

�
�

;

(8)

wheretheboundary term B i com esfrom theinitialm a-

trix elem enth�jai,

B i(�i;a)=

Z

dk

�

�
1

2
aka�k

�
!k

2
�i(k)�i(� k)+

p
2!kak�i(k)

o

:

In this expression �i(k) stands for the spatialFourier

transform ofthe �elds at t = Ti. For the m atrix ele-

m entofthe projector P̂N oneobtains(seee.g.[15,16])

haĵPN jbi=

i1Z

�i1

d� exp

�
1

g2

�

~N � +

Z

dka
�

k
bke

��

��

:

(9)

Substituting Eqs.(8),(9) into the expression (7) and

perform ing integration overthe variablesb,b�,one ob-

tainsthe desired path integralrepresentation,

Pm (N )=

Z

�(Tf )= �
0(Tf )

D [�;�0;a;a�]d� e�F =g
2

; (10)

where

F = � ~N � � i~S[�]+ i~S[�0]

� B i(�i;a)� B
�

i(�
0

i;a)+

Z

dk a
�

k
ake

�
: (11)

Notethattheintegration over�0in (10)com esfrom the

path integralrepresentation forthe com plex conjugate

am plitude [h�f ĵUjbi]
�.

ThefunctionalF de�ned in Eq.(11)isindependent

ofthe coupling constant g. Hence,at weak coupling

the integral(10)is saturated by its saddle point. The

saddle{point equations are as follows. Extrem ization

with respectto � and �0 givesthe classical�eld equa-

tions
�~S

��
=

�~S

��0
= 0: (12a)

Boundary conditions for these equations are obtained

by varying the expression (11)with respectto the ini-

tialand �nalvalues ofthe �elds. Using the relation

�S=��(Tf;x) = _�(Tf;x) and taking into account the

constraint(see.Eq.(10))

�(Tf;x)= �
0(Tf;x); (12b)

oneobtains,

_�(Tf;x)= _�0(Tf;x): (12c)

In theinitialasym ptoticregion Ti ! � 1 theevolution

ofthe �elds�,�0 islinear,and one writes2)

�i =

Z
dk

(2�)1=2
p
2!k

�
fke

�i! k Ti + g
�

�k
ei!k Ti

�
eikx ;

2)For concreteness we assum e that the initialstate is an exci-

tation above the vacuum � = 0.
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�
0

i =

Z
dk

(2�)1=2
p
2!k

�
f
0

k
e�i! k Ti + g

0�

�k
ei!k Ti

�
eikx :

The variation ofthe functionalF with respect to �i,

�0i,a,a
� yieldsthe following relationsbetween the fre-

quency com ponents,

f
0

k
= fke

�
; g

0�

k
= g

�

k
e�� : (12d)

Thesetofsaddle{pointequations(12)can besim pli�ed

ifwerecallthatthecon�gurations� and �0saturatethe

am plitudeand itscom plex conjugate,respectively.This

suggeststhe Ansatz �0(t;x)= [�(t;x)]�;which iscom -

patiblewith theboundary valueproblem (12)provided

the saddle{point value of� is real. Then,the bound-

ary valueproblem isform ulated in term sofa singleset

of�elds�(t;x). The conditions(12b),(12c)im ply the

reality ofthe�eldsin the asym ptoticfuture,

Im �(t;x)! 0; Im _�(t;x)! 0 as t! + 1 ; (13a)

while Eqs.(12d)read

fk = e�� gk : (13b)

The boundary condition in the asym ptotic past,

Eq.(13b),can be understood as follows. In the lim it

� ! + 1 it coincides with the Feynm an boundary

condition and thuscorrespondsto theinitialstatewith

sem iclassically sm allnum berofparticles, ~N ! 0;�nite

� picksup the m ostfavourablestate with non{zero ~N .

The num ber of equations in the boundary value

problem (12a),(13)isequaltothenum berofunknowns.

G enerically,for a given value of� this problem has a

unique solution �rt(t;x). W e callthis solution \real{

tim e instanton", as it lives on the realtim e axis, in

contrast to the ordinary instanton which is de�ned in

Euclidean tim e. Note that the boundary condition

(13b)im pliesthatthe real{tim e instanton iscom plex{

valued. O n the other hand,its im aginary part should

vanish in the asym ptotic future due to the condition

(13a). Let us discuss the consequences of this prop-

erty. Assum e thatatlarge (but �nite)tim es the solu-

tion getslinearized aboutsom erealstaticcon�guration,

�rt(t;x)= �s(x)+ ��(t;x).Then Eq.(12a)im pliesthat

Im �� ! 0 ast! + 1 .Thisam ountsto requiring that

the con�guration �s is unstable,so thatIm �� evolves

along itsnegativem ode,Im �� / e�const�t.Thenatural

candidatefor�s(x)isthestaticsolution \sitting"on top

ofthe potentialbarrierseparating the sectorsofinitial

and �nalstates. Accepting the term inology ofgauge-

Higgs theories [3]we callthis solution \sphaleron"3).

3)In case ofscalar theories such solution is known as \critical

bubble" [1].

W e arrive at the conclusion thatthe real{tim e instan-

tonsdescribeform ation of the sphaleron as t! + 1 .

Thisisin facta com m on property ofsolutionsrelevant

for collision{induced tunneling atenergieshigherthan

E S [14,6,10]. The transition is com pleted by the de-

cay ofthe sphaleron into the states ofinterest,which

proceedswith probability oforderone.

The lastsaddle{pointequation obtained by varying

thefunctional(11)with respectto theparam eter�,re-

lates the value of� to the initialnum ber ofparticles,

~N =

Z

dkfkg
�

k
: (14)

Substituting thesolution into Eq.(11),oneobtainsthe

form ula (4),with the suppression exponent

Fm (~N )= � ~N � + 2Im

(

~S[�rt]+
1

2

Z

dx�rt
_�rt

�
�
�
�
t= Ti

)

:

(15)

Note thatthe term in bracesisthe action ofthe real{

tim einstanton integrated by partswith respectto tim e.

At �nite value ofthe param eter � (non-zero value

of ~N ) the real{tim e instanton is, by construction, a

sm ooth solution to the equations ofm otion and has a

well{de�ned classicalenergy E o(~N ). At t ! + 1 the

real{tim e instanton describessem iclassicalevolution in

the �nalstate. Thus,E o(~N )coincideswith the energy

ofthe �nalstate saturating the probability (3). This

m eans that ifwe restrict the sum in (3) to the states

with the �xed energy E = E o(~N )(cf.Ref.[11])we ob-

tain the sam e result(4). O ne concludesthatE o(~N )is

the optim alenergy for tunneling from the states with

given num berofparticlesN = ~N =g2.Thelim it

E o = lim
~N ! 0

E o(~N ) (16)

determ inestheoptim alenergyforcollision{inducedtun-

neling4). It is easy to understand the m ost favourable

transition at higher energies. The system releases the

energy excess(E � E o)by a perturbativeem ission ofa

few particles (which costsonly a powersuppression in

g2)and tunnelsatthe optim alenergy E o [7,10]. Due

to thisprocessF (E )staysconstantatE > E o,i.e.the

form ula (2)holds.

Letusillustrateourm ethod by considering a sim ple

exam ple. W e consider free m asslessscalar�eld �(t;x)

living in (1+ 1) dim ensions on a half{line x > 0,with

4)In general,wecannotexcludethesituation when E o(~N )! 1

as ~N ! 0.In the exam ple below,E o is�nite.
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self{interaction localized atthe boundary pointx = 0.

The action ofthe m odelis5)

S =
1

g2

Z

dt

8
<

:

1

2

1Z

0

dx(@��)
2 � �[1� cos(�(t;0))]

9
=

;
;

(17)

where the param eter � sets the characteristic energy

scale ofthe boundary interaction. The m odel(17) is

used in solid state physics to describe the transport

in quantum wires [17]and Josephson chains with de-

fects [18]. A detailed sem iclassical treatm ent of the

m odel(17)isgiven in [10].

The m odel(17) has a num ber ofvacua �n = 2�n,

n = 0;� 1;:::, which are separated by the potential

barriers ofthe height E S = 2�=g2 determ ined by the

m axim um ofthe boundary potential. O ne also �nds

an unstable static solution �s = �, sphaleron,which

\sits" on the top ofthe \�rst" potentialbarrier. The

process we are interested in is tunneling between the

vacua � = 0 and � = 2� induced by a highly energetic

particle scattering o� the boundary. To calculate the

m inim um suppression exponentand theoptim alenergy

ofthiscollision{induced tunnelingprocess,one�ndsthe

fam ily ofreal{tim einstantonsby solving the boundary

value problem (12a),(13).

Since the bulk evolution of �(t;x) is that of free

m assless scalar�eld,we representthe generalsolution

in the form

�(t;x)= ’in(t+ x)+ ’out(t� x); (18)

where ’in and ’out are the incom ing and outgoing

waves. The boundary interaction leads to non{linear

equation atx = 0,

@x� = �sin�; x = 0: (19)

Due to the condition (13a),the outgoing wave ’out is

real.Introducingtherealand im aginarypartsofthein-

com ingwave,’in(�)= a(�)+ ib(�),onerewritesEq.(19)

asa setoftwo realequations,

b
0= �shbcosu ; (20)

u
0= 2a0� �chbsinu ; (21)

where u(�)= a(�)+ ’out(�).The rem aining conditions

in the asym ptotic past,Eq.(13b),should be im posed

5)N orm ally,one should use som e infrared regularization forthe

m asslessscalarm odelin (1+ 1)dim ensions.H owever,thespeci�cs

ofregularization turn outto be irrellevantforourpurposes.

on thefrequency com ponentsoftheincom ing wave’in.

To thisend,oneperform sFourierexpansion of’in,

’in(t+ x)=

Z

dk ’in(k)e
ik(t+ x)

; (22)

and �ndsthatthepositiveand negativefrequency com -

ponentsofthe solution,f�k and g�
�k
,are proportional

to ’in(� k) and ’in(k), k > 0, respectively. Thus,

Eq.(13b)takestheform ’in(� k)= e�� [’in(k)]
�,where

k > 0.Itisstraigforwardtocheck usingtheCauchyfor-

m ula thatthe lattercondition is equivalentin itsturn

tothefollowingrelation between therealand im aginary

partsofthe initialwave(seeRef.[10]),

a
0(�)=

1+ e��

1� e��
�
1

��
V:P:

Z

d�1
�1b

0(�1)

�1 � �
; (23)

where the integralisunderstood in the sense ofprinci-

palvalue.W euseEq.(23)asan alternativeform ulation

ofthe condition (13b)in ourm odel.

O ne also requiresthatthe functions ’in,’out have

appropriate asym ptotics. To ensure the �nite num ber

ofparticles in the initialstate we require the incom -

ing wave to be welllocalized,’in(�)! 0 as� ! � 1 .

Besides,as the initialstate is an excitation above the

vacuum � = 0,we write ’out(�)! 0 at� ! � 1 . O n

the otherhand,aswe have already discussed,the rele-

vantsolution containsthesphaleron att! + 1 .Thus,

’out(�)! � as� ! + 1 .

The problem (20),(21),(23)can be solved num eri-

cally by the following iterative m ethod. At each cycle

ofiterationsone startsfrom the function6) u = u(0)(�)

and solvesEq.(20)explicitly,

b(�)= lnth

 

�
�

2

Z �

0

cosu(0)(�1)d�1 + {

!

; (24)

where { is an integration constant. Then,integrating

num erically Eqs.(23),(21),one �ndsa(�)and u(�)for

given value of{. Finally,one picks up the value of{

such thatthe function u(�)hascorrectasym ptoticsas

� ! � 1 . In thisway the im proved approxim ation for

u(�) is obtained,and a new cycle ofiterations begins.

After30 cyclesone obtainsthe solution with precision

oforder10�6 .

G iven thefam ily ofreal{tim einstantons,onecalcu-

lates num erically the suppression exponent Fm (�) via

Eq.(15),and also the energy E o(�). To calculate the

6)At the very �rst cycle one takes, e.g., u
(0)(�) = �=2 +

arctan(��).
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FIG .1.Suppression exponent(left)and energy ofreal{

tim e instantons(right)versusthe num berofincom ing

particlesin the m odel(17).

num ber ofparticles it is convenientto recast Eq.(14)

in the form

~N � g
2
N = �

2

sh�

Z

d� a
0(�)b(�): (25)

FunctionsFm (�),Eo(�)and ~N (�)determ inethedepen-

dence ofthe suppression exponent and the energy on
~N .Theseareplotted in Fig.1.Taking thelim it ~N ! 0

one obtainsFm = 10:27,E o = 2:65E S.Thus,the sem i-

classicalsuppression factorisexp(� 10:27=g2)atallen-

ergies exceeding E o = 2:65E S,and the suppression is

even strongeratlowerenergies.

In conclusion we sum m arize our m ethod. To cal-

culate the m inim um suppression exponentFm and the

optim alenergy E o ofa collision{induced tunneling pro-

cess, one �nds the fam ily of com plex classical solu-

tions,real{tim einstantons,satisfyingtheboundarycon-

ditions(13).G iven thereal{tim einstantons,onecalcu-

latesthe num berofparticles ~N ,the suppression expo-

nentFm (~N ),Eqs.(14),(15),and theenergy E o(~N ).By

itself,thequantity Fm (~N )providesthelowerbound on

Fm ,Eq.(5);thelim it ~N ! 0 yieldsFm and E o accord-

ing to Eqs.(6),(16).
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