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Abstract

T he classical equation ofm otion ofa charged point particle, including is ra—
diation reaction, in plies tunneling. For nonrelativistic electrons and a square
barrier, the solution is elem entary and explicit. W e show the persistance of
the solution for an oother potentials. For a large range of iniial velocities,
nitial conditions m ay leave a (discrete) am biguiy on the resulting m otion.
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In classical relativistic electrodynam ics the m otion of an electrically charged point par—
ticle (w ithout further structure; we willcall it an ‘electron’ for breviyy.) is govemed by the
LorentzD irac (LD ) equation [L]. Forgeneral reference, see ], and especially B]. T includes
the e ect of the back-reaction of the (wrtarded) eld generated by the electron during its
past on itsown motion. The radiation reaction is taken into account through a renom ali-
sation procedure n which the bare m ass of the electron and the electrom agnetic selfenergy
com bine to the physical nertialm ass. W e will show that this classical equation exhibits
tunneling.

T here exists a variety ofm ethods {1;,3{§] to derive this equation, the m ost com prehensive
ones being based on energy and m om entum conservation. The LD equation em erges as
the unigue resul, if one assum es that, except its charge, the electron possesses no other
attributes like djpole or higher m ultipole m om ents. Ik reads
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where z is the position of the electron (and the singularity of its electrom agnetic eld),
dots denote derivatives w ith respect to proper tine, and = % iﬂé ' 0%62 10 ¥ sis
the preaccelkration tine’. The Lorentz force tertm ' only includes the electrom agnetic
eld generated by extermnal sources. The last two tem s In eqi(l) are due to the radiation
reaction. The 1stis m inus) the derivative ofthe radiated fourm om entum , and the second,
the Schott tem , can be combined wih the lft hand side into the tin e rate of change
ofp = m (z: z ), the "bound momentum ". That momentum can consistently be
interpreted as the totalm om entum of the electron togetherw ith itsbound eld B]l. W e will
sin ply call it them om entum in the sequel. A sym ptotically, when the acceleration ceases, it
is equalto the usualm om entum .
To set In perspective the ram arkable fact that this classical equation allow s the electron
to tunnel through potential barriers that are narrow enough to be crossed In a proper tim e
, we rst discuss som e general features of eqi(l). A lthough the Lorentz-D irac equation
describes the radiation reaction in a satisfactory way, and has been used in a variety of
circum stances { the m ost extrem e ones being the astrophysical applications [{] { it also
exhlits som e features that have raised eyebrow s. For this third order equation, the niial
valie problem dem ands a speci cation of initial position, velocity and accekeration. The so—
Jution is then unigue, but in general unphysical, describbing a 'runaway’, ie. a m otion w ith
an exponentially increasing velocity, even In a forcefree sgoatial region. The speci cation
of initial acceleration has therefore traditionally been replaced by an asym ptotic conditio :i:
stating that the (Uncbserved) runaways are reected. From the m athem atical point of view,
the st question to be answered is then, whether a satisfactory solution still exists for
reasonabl initial data, and whether it is unigque. This last point is "one of the m ost in —
portant unsolved problem s of the theory" [L0], and rem ained unresolved, even though som e
isolated cases have been found {11 ]of initialdata (for position and velocity) that allow m ore
than one solution. The LD -equation also gives rise to a new physical phenom enon: pre—
accekeration. Indeed, the e ect of the asym ptotic boundary condition in the future m akes

Lor, perhapsm ore physically, by fom ulating the LD equation as an integro-di erential equation .



itself felt at early tin es, In plying that an electron approaching a sharly delneated region
In space where a force  eld is present, actually starts accelerating before it reaches the oroe

eld. This is som etin es viewed upon as an undesirabl feature. A num ber of altematives to
the LD equation have been (re-)proposed over the years [12], but etther run into di culties
fm ainly with energy conservation), or necessitate additional structure. A fhough som e of
them may be valid as m odels for an electron that has an extended structure, we will not
consider these altematives further.

In view of the considerabl attention that the LD equation, and its solutions, have
generated, it is rem arkable that the class of solutions that we are about to describe, w ith
surprising physical in plications, hasgone unnoticed so far. T hey describe tunneling. E xplicit
exam ples can be found by considering the fam iliar setting from quantum m echanics: a one
din ensional problem , where an electron in pinges on a region w ith a rectangular potential
energy barrier. For our purposes the nonrelativistic approxin ation WRA ) willbe su cient.
Let us denote the electrostatic eld asF = dV=dx. Choosing units such that the elctron
m ass, the velocity of light, and the characteristic tine are equal to unity, the equation
becom es, w ith v=>:<,

P=v v=F: )

T he electron only experiences a force when crossing the boundaries of the regions of constant
potential. The solutions in the separate Poroe-firee regions, which are easy to write down
explicitly, are connected using the follow ing m atching oonditjorhf: on the m om entum , or the
acceleration, the position and the velocity being continuous:

p= v= V=v : 3)

T he asym ptotic condition is m ost easily in plem ented by solving the m atching conditions
backward In tin e, putting \}f= 0 (@ procedure that is also expedient when num erically
integrating the equation). In the non-relativistic approxin ation eq.@), this results in the
follow ing set of equations relating the Initialand nalvelocities to thetine T spent in the
barrier region ofwidth w and height V :

Y
w = veT V—(eT 1+ T);
£
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A Though the analysis of these equations in general is not very di cult, it becom es partic—
ularly sinple when the nalelctron energy is equal to half the barrier height, V = . An
explicit exam ple is, forV = 144;w = 3:

x= T 1)+ 16t t<0;
9¢€* 1) 0< t<T; ©)
3+ 12¢€ T) T< t ;

2This can be checked usig the fom al equation p= Vv x). The validity of the rectangular
barrier idealization w illbe discussed shortly.



wih T = log4=3. The m atching condition eq.@3) inplies jmpsof16 and 12 units in the
aceleration at t = 0 and t = T . Tunnelihg occurs, the iniial energy is equal to 128, a
fraction 1/9 below the barrier height.

W hereasthe details ofthe exam ple above are of course special, the tunneling phenom enon
is actually quite generic. A decisive param eter is the w idth of the potential. If the electron
can cross the barrer within a tine of order 1, ie. the preacceleration tine , tunneling
occurs. To understand this it su ces to follow the bound m om entum whilke the electron
crosses the barrer. Tts value is piecew ise constant, and in the regions outside the barrer
equal to is asym ptotic value. Under the barder iself the value isve V=v¢, which m ay
be In the sam e direction or opposite to the velocity. T he exam ple above is special, in that
the interm ediate m om entum vanishes. W ithout extemal foroe, if the velocity is directed
oppposiely, it willquickly tum in a tine oforder 1n the sam e direction as the (conserved)
mom entum . If the width is an all enough, the electron has in the m eantin e reached the
opposite side of the barrier. T he an aller the w idth, the w ider the range of initial velocities
forwhich the electron w ill tunnel through.

T he explictt solution given above can be used to illustrate another rem arkable property
ofthe LD equation (together with the asym ptotic condition), viz. the ailure of initialdata
to detem Ine the solution uniquely. If we take a barrer extending from x = 3 to some
value x < 9, and specify x = 9 and zero velocity In the In nite past, the second line of
eq.@), extended to negative tin es, together w ith the last line, constitute a solution that is
an alremative to the trivial one w ith constant x. T his nonuniqueness is also m entioned In
fi1]. W edo not regard thisasa su cient answer to the initial condition question ofR ohrlich
[1Q] cited above. It is analogous to the ambiguity present already in N ew tonian m echanics,
when specifying, In the n nite past, a zero velocity at the top of a mountain: it is an
isolated special case, and an In nitesin ally an all niial velocity elin inates the stationary
solution. O foonsiderably m ore Interest is the fact that rectangular barrer crossing, w hether
by tunneling through or by passing over i, very often exhibits a much m ore generic non—
unigueness’. For values of the nitial velocity su ciently large to cross the barrier, there is
in generalm ore than one distinct solution, typically one where alm ost all energy is radiated
away and up to ve (see Jater) where a an aller radiation loss occurs. This show s that the
non-uniqueness isa comm on feature ofthe LD equation: given the no—runaway condition, it
is generically still nsu cient to specify position and m om entum at som e niialtime. This
is true not only for asym ptotic initial values, but also for mitial values at nite tim es.

Tt is in portant to realize that the features discussed above do not depend on the non-
relativistic approxin ation Involved. There is a sin pl scaling property of the NRA that
leaves this equation nvariant, viz. rescaling all lengths, velocities and acoelerations w ith
a comm on factor, and the barrier height w ith its square. This In plies that we can always
rescale such that only an allvelocities are Involved, and our discussion applies. T he existence
of the tunneling solutions is therefore beyond doubt.

W hat is less clear, is the possbl rol played by the sharpness of the potential step.
Indeed, for the discontinuous potential step, it tums out that the problem as form ulated

3A sin ilar phenom enon has been noticed also in [__'I.-g’.] H owever, that study has som e problm s,
see below .
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FIG .1l. P ot of the initial velocity vs. the nalvelocity for the solution of the Lorentz-D irac
equation in a lnearly rising step potential (note the di erence In scale). T he dotted lines leave out
the radiation reaction. The inset show s the potential and the kinetic energy. The four types of

m otion are discussed in the text. For the plots, a step height V = 9 was used, and a slope w idth
= 05.

above has no solution for an all incident velocities. T his was noticed, for a single potential
step, n [13]. Tt was stated there that no m athem atical di culties are associated w ith the
dealization ofa sharp step. Physically, however, this absence of solutions for a given initial
velocity range is probably unacosptable. To nnvestigate this point, and to ascertain at the
sam e tin e that the tunneling feature is not correlated to this unphysical behavior, we have
repeated the analysiswhen the electron clinbsa ramp with a nite slope. W e take the force
F to be a constant over a region of width , wjth:f: V = F . At the moment we consider
only a sihglk ramp, we will com e back to the tunneling situation later. Again, In each of
the regions of constant foroe, the LD equation can be solved exactly NRA) In tem s of
elem entary flnctions, for instance in the sloping region x = F (€& 1 t t£=2)+ vt.
T hen we again nvestigate and the m atching conditions. W e use the sam e backward-in-tin e
m ethod as before.

In gure]l (seethe inset), we have plotted the kinetic energy as a function ofthe position
for typical cases. The fourdi erent possibilities that arise are listed in tabll.

Figure J also show s a plot of the initial versus the nalvelbcity. The follow ing rem arks

‘W ewillalwvays considera xed height V when we consider the small lin it.



TABLE I. Overwiew ofthe four di erent types ofm otion, describbed in the text.

case Vi Tuming point Ve
I Inside sloping region +
II under plateau +
11T + +
v

can bem ade.

Case III: T hism otion agrees fillly w ith Intuition. Fora gentle slope ( ! pZL_)the radiation
energy loss is negligble, so that the nalvelbciy is always larger than 2V ; for a stesp
slope ( ! 0) with the sam e height, and an all initial velociyy, half t]ig)e_energy is radiated
away due to the lJarger acceleration, and the nalvelocity approaches V .

Case IV : Here it is of course necessary that the electron has enough energy (> V) to
overcom e the barrier, and if the slope is gentle this is su cient. For a stesp slope the
minimum initial energy is 2V . Note however the surprising feature that the solution is not

xed by the niial velocity alone: for a range of initial velocities lJarger than the m inin um
required to overcom e the barrier, there are actually two di erent solutions. This range
becom es larger as the barrier gets steeper, as 6!°V?> 172 point A in the gure). So we
see now that nonuniqueness of solutions indeed persists when the potential step is replaced
w ith a slope, and In fact we have also checked it num erically for a com pletely sm ooth ram p

(@ hyperbolic tangent).
Cases Tand IT:Both represent re ections. The branch starting at the origih corresponds
to case I, with ! 0 liniting behavior vi  vi =6V . The point B where case II takes

over is Iocated at v;  3°°°v#3 1=, This shows that the behavior for a steep ramp is
quite subtle. Ifone investigates only the (fom al) lim iting equation w ithout taking this nto

acoount, one is likely to m iss branch IE’.although it is clearly a physically correct possibility,

and In fact, for am all velocities, this solution is unique. In the snall I i, this branch

tends to the vertical axis. T he type IT branch on the other hand has a an octher lim i, and

reduces to the straightforward solution for In nite slope, as obtained from the m atching
condition eq.@). There is no type II solution beyond point C in the gure: electrons w ith
a brger nalvelocity necessarily origihate from the plateau, and are shown on branch ITT.
For a very gentle slope, the whole com pound curve I and II, w ill approach the JB@E@ = Vv

representing no radiation loss, whilke both pointsB and C convergetoD (v = 2V ).Fora
very steep slope, Both points B and C move towards in  nite niriglvelocities as 1= with

a xed ratio 3="12),and limiting nalvelocities equalto 0 and V respectively.

Thus, when a high velocity electron m eets a very steep well, there is an am azing variety
ofdi erentpossble outcom es. Itm ay lose som e energy and travelon (curve IV, keft branch),
Just barely m ake it up the hill (curve IV, right branch) having lost m ost of its energy In
radiation, orbe re ected w ith a choice ofthree di erent velocities!

Tt is clear that analogous results hold for a barrder with nite width, and that tunnelk

5T he num erical study in t_f_é] exhibits this problem . W e therefore reect the conclusion reached
there, that for an all nitial velocities no solutions would exist at all.



Ing solutions will persist for € 0. Furthem ore, we have checked num erically that the
qualitative behavior discussed above is unaltered when using relativistic kinem atics W ith

v instead of the velocity as a param eter), and also In the case of an analytic (put rapidly
varying) potential. T he tunneling solutions cbtained for the rectangular barrier are Ilin it—
Ing solutions of those for a an oothened barrier (eg. the potential of clossly packed point
charges). Thus we conclude that both the tunneling phenom enon and the nonuniqueness
of physical solutions are general properties of the LD equation, and not artefacts due to
unphysical properties of the potential or the non-relativistic approxin ation.

The key to the physical understanding of these phenom ena is the use of the bound
momentum p introduced In B]. Apart from the radiation loss (the second tem on the
rhs. ofeq.fl)), its rate of change is given by the extemnal force exerted on the electron. If
the acceleration is not too large the di erence w ith the "bare" m om entum is just a m ass
renom alization, but when the electron velocity changes rapidly the acoom panying sslf- eld
needs som e tim e to adjust to the new velocity (the updating is lin ited by the nite light
soeed), and p is no longer sin ply proportional to z .

W hen the electron attacks a stesp slope, the bound m om entum has to decrease very
rapidly. T he electron can sin ply decelerate and bounce badk, but if the potential is narrow
enough there is a second possibility : the electron can m ake a \jJum p", ie. a short accelera—
tion, during which the bound m om entum decreases. Because of its negative bare m ass, the
bare electron gives a negative contribution to the bound m om entum , which cannot inm edi-
ately be com pensated entirely by the accom panying Coulomb eld. W hen the acceleration
ceases, theCoulomb eld catchesup and the bound m om entum increases again, as it should
once it reaches the downward slope at the other side of the barrer. In this way tunneling
can take place. Note that the kinetic energy py m becom es negative in the classically
forbidden region.

T he essential feature of tunneling is that the crossing has to take place In proper tin es
of the order of the preacceleration tim e. For larger w idths this could be obtained by con-
sidering very high speed electrons, which would e ectively see a Lorentz-contracted barrier.
Tt is theoretically not di cul to construct arrangem ents of individual charges that m ight
show the tunneling phenom enon for very fast eJectrons'f’. . W hereas In som e astrophysical
applications (for exam ple the m otion of charged particles in  elds produced by pulsars [P])
there is a combination of fast electron m otion w ith strong elds that necessitates the use of
the LorentzD irac equation, it is not clear whether they would provide a testing ground for
the tunneling phenom enon described In this paper.

A rough estin ate Indicates that forphenom ena taking place In tim esoforder quantum
considerations should enter. Since quantum electrodynam ics is arguably the m ost sucoessfiil
physical theory known, i would be interesting to investigate its relation to the tunneling
phenom enon discussed In the present paper, and m ore generally to the Lorentz-D irac equa—
tion. T his is outside the scope of the present letter.

®Tn such cases one should also expect to have to take into account quantum e ects.
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