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A bstract

W e discusssom e ofthepropertiesofthe‘collision’ofa quantum m echanical

wave packetwith an in�nitely high potentialbarrier,focusing on novelaspects

such asthedetailed tim e-dependenceofthem om entum -spaceprobabilitydensity

and thetim evariation oftheuncertainty principleproduct�x t��p t.W em ake

explicituse ofG aussian-like wave packetsin the analysis,butalso com m enton

othergeneralform s.
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I.Introduction

The use ofwave packets to analyze the non-trivialtim e-dependence ofquantum

m echanicalsystem s is one im portant aspect ofthe study of the classical-quantum

interface.Popularsim ulation packages[1]can help studentsvisualizetheevolution of

quantum states(asopposed to tim e-independentstationary statesolutions[2],[3],[4],

[5])by allowing them to continuously changeparam eters(such astheinitialwidth of

a wavepacket)to study whate�ectthey haveon thesystem understudy.

A num berofauthorshaveconsidered variousone-dim ensionalquantum m echanical

problem sin a wavepacketapproach studying transm ission and re
ection from square

barriers[6],[7],[8],[9]orlinearpotentialsteps[10],bound state wave packetsin sin-

glesquare wellsin eitherposition space [11]orm om entum space[12],in double wells

[13],[14],or in system s ofrelevance to solid state physics [15],[16]. Such exam ples

ofwavepacketbehaviorarealso increasingly usefulasteaching toolssincethebehav-

iorofCoulom b wave packetson circular[17]orelliptical[18]orbitsare being tested

experim entally on Rydberg atom system s[19],[20].

Num ericalm ethodsforsolvingthetim e-dependentSchr�odingerequation havebeen

discussed [6],[21]and,in specialcases,closed-form analyticresultscan beobtained by

use ofthe tim e-developm entoperator[22],[23],e� iĤ t=�h (x;0)=  (x;t),to solve the

initialvalue problem . Another approach is to com bine a large num ber ofindividual

stationary state solutions for both unbound [24]and bound state problem s [11]to

obtain wave packets. The m ost fam iliar exam ple is the explicit calculation ofthe

Gaussian free-particlewavepacketwhich istreated in them ajorityofelem entary texts.
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A sim plevariationistoconsideraparticle,subjecttotheone-dim ensional‘in�nitewall’

potential[5]given by

V (x)=

(

0 forx < 0

1 forx � 0
(1)

so that it is free for x < 0,but a wavepacket im pinging on the ‘wall’at the origin

will‘bounce’. Andrews[25]hasshown how som e ofthe m ostobviousaspectsofthe

‘collision’process (nam ely the long-tim e developm ent ofthe re
ected wave packet,

interferencee�ectsduring the‘collision’,etc.) can beunderstood by considering com -

binationsoffree-particle‘m irror’solutions,and wewillusesom eofhisargum ents.

In this note we willexam ine, in som e detail,the ‘bounce’offree-particle wave

packets from the in�nite wallpotentialdescribed by Eqn.(1),focusing on several

otherissues,nam ely the behaviorofthe m om entum -space wave packetsolutions,the

widths ofthe position-and m om entum -space packets during the ‘bounce’,and the

uncertainty principleproduct�x t� �pt asa function oftim e.W ewillm akeextensive

use ofthe free-particle Gaussian wave packet in our discussion,but we also present

resultsforother,m ore generalform s;forcom pletenesssake,however,we very brie
y

review theessentialsoftheGaussian case.

A free-particlewavepacketcan beconstructed,using any initialm om entum -space

weighting function,�(p;0),via

 (x;t)=
1

2��h

Z
+ 1

� 1

e
ipx=�h

e
� ip2t=2m �h

�(p;0)dp (2)

to give a tim e-dependentposition-space wavefunction, (x;t).The m om entum -space

solution itselfhasa trivialtim e-dependence,nam ely

�(p;t)= �(p;0)e
� ip2t=2m �h

(3)
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Forthecaseofa Gaussian m om entum -distribution,herewritten in theform

�1(p;0)=

s
�
p
�
e
� �2(p� p0)

2=2
e
� ipx0=�h (4)

thenecessary integralin Eqn.(2)can bedoneto obtain thewell-known result

 1(x;t)=
1

q

��hF
p
�
e
i[p0(x� x0)� p

2

0
t=2m ]=�h

e
� (x� x0� p0t=m )2=2�2�h2F

(5)

whereF = 1+ it=t0 and t0 � m �h�2.Thissolution describesaGaussian position-space

wavepacketwhosewidth increaseswith tim e,characterized by arbitrary initialvalues

ofx0 and p0.Theresulting position-spaceprobability density is

Pfree(x;t)= j 1(x;t)j
2
=

1

�t
p
�
e
� (x� x0� p0t=m )2=�2

t (6)

where�t � ��h[1+ (t=t0)
2
]1=2 and variousim portantexpectation valuesaregiven by

hxit= x0 +
p0t

m
; �x t =

��h

2

s

1+

�
t

t0

�2

; hpit= p0 ; �p t=
1

p
2�

(7)

Forthe in�nite wallcase,we also can obtain wave packetsolutionsfrom Eqn.(2)

by substituting theappropriateplanewavesolutions

e
ipx=�h

�!

(

eipx=�h � e� ipx=�h forx � 0

0 forx � 0
(8)

in the basic integral. In thisapproach,the integralsm ustbe perform ed num erically.

On theotherhand,we can also m akeuseofthem ethod ofAndrews[25]and useany

free-particlewavepacketsolution  (x;t)via

~ (x;t)=

(

 (x;t)�  (�x;t) forx � 0

0 forx � 0
(9)

which satis�es the Schr�odinger equation for the potentialin Eqn.(1) as wellas the

appropriateboundary condition atthewall.In eithercase,iftheoriginalfree-particle
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wavepacketisproperly norm alized,the‘bouncing’wavepacketswillalso bevery close

to being norm alized,provided they areinitially farenough from the wallso thatany

contribution from the ‘tail’in the x > 0 region is negligible. In either case,how-

ever,in orderto obtain the tim e-dependentm om entum -space wavefunction,we m ust

num erically evaluatetheFouriertransform

�(p;t)=
1

p
2��h

Z
+ 1

� 1

e
� ipx=�h

 (x;t)dx (10)

Toillustratethebehaviorofsuch a‘bouncing’wavepacket,weshow in Fig.1plots

oftheposition-and m om entum -spaceprobability densitiesfora Gaussian wavepacket

for various tim es before and after a collision. W e have used the following values in

num ericalintegrals:

�h = 1 ; m = 1 ; p0 = 10 ; x0 = �10 ; � = 1 (11)

W ith these values,the spreading tim e is t0 = 1 and the tim e it takes the packet to

return to itsinitialstarting pointisT = 2t0 = 2,so thatan appreciable am ountof

spreading isobvious. In orderto see whatfeaturesofsuch ‘collisions’are speci�c to

Gaussian packets,in Fig.2weshow thesam eplots,butforan initialm om entum -space

am plitudegiven by a Lorentzian form ,nam ely

�2(p;0)=

s

2�

�

1

[~�2(p� p0)
2 + 1]

e
� ipx0=�h (12)

Thecorresponding initialposition-spacewavefunction is

 2(x;0)=
1

p
~��h
e
� jx� x0j=~��h (13)

but the further tim e-dependence can only be evaluated num erically using Eqn.(2).

Using thesetwo cases,wecan m akesom egeneralcom m ents:
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(i) The non-Gaussian position-space wave packetcom esto approach the Gaussian

form m ore and m ore closely,as itevolves in tim e. This behavior is seen fora

largenum berofother,single-hum ped initialdistributions[26].

(ii) The m om entum -space probability density wellafter the collision is related to

theinitialdensity by Pafter(p;t)= Pbefore(�p;t)corresponding to thereversalof

each m om entum com ponentduring to thecollision.

(iii) Atthem om entofthecollision,however,them om entum distribution isnotsym -

m etric.Thisisclearly dueto thefactthatthehigh m om entum com ponentsare

preferentially in the leading edge,and are the �rst to be re
ected to negative

values. Thisalso im plies,aswillbe seen later,thatthe expectation value hpit

is slightly negative att= TC ,the collision tim e. W e note thatother‘velocity

e�ects’havebeen discussed [7],[8]forvariouskindsofwavepacketscattering.

To focus on the details ofthe collision event,in Fig.3 we plot the tim e-dependent

j (x;t)j2 and j�(p;t)j2 (for the Gaussian wave packet) for tim es nearer the actual

‘bounce’,bracketing t= TC ,and wenotesom eadditionalaspectsoftheprocess:

(i) The tim e-dependence of�(p;t),which isnon-trivialonly during thecollision,is

m oreclearly visibleasistheeventualreturn to ‘sym m etry’ofj�(p;t)j2.

(ii) The spread in theposition-space probability density atthetim e ofthecollision

issubstantially sm allerthan �x t eitherim m ediately beforeorafterthecollision.

W ewilladdressthispointbelow,using an analyticalevaluation of�x t= TC .

In orderto exam inem oreofthedi�erencesbetween thepurely classicaland quan-

tum approaches to the collision ofa point particle,we plotin Fig.4 calculations of
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the expectation values hxit and hpit,which are easily evaluated num erically. In this

�gure,weshow theexpectation valuesofx and p (solid curves)forthebouncing wave

packet,aswellasthoseforthefree-particle wave packet(dotted curves)forthestan-

dard setofparam etersin Eqn.(11)exceptthatweusethevalueof� = 0:5;thisvalue

ischosen to m ake the spreading ofthe wave packets m ore obvioussince in thiscase

t0 = m �h�2 ism uch sm aller.W ealsoindicatethe‘onesigm a’lim itsgiven by hxit� �x t

and hpit� �p t asdashed curves.

W e�rstnotethattheguaranteed relationship between hxitand hpit,nam ely hpit=

m dhxit=dt,istrivially observed long beforeand long afterthecollision,whilethesam e

qualitative connection between hxit and hpit near t = TC is now also apparent and

di�erentthan a purely classical‘bounce’fora pointparticlewhich would havea cusp

(discontinuity)in x(t)(v(t))atthecollision tim e.Finally,wecan seethattheposition

spread atthe collision tim e,�x t= TC isslightly sm allerforthe ‘bouncing’wavepacket

than forthefree-particlepacketwith thesam einitialparam eters,whilethem om entum

spread ism uch largeratTC than in thefree-particlecase.

In order to exam ine the ‘com pression’of (x;TC ) and related issues,we plot in

Fig.5 thevaluesof�x t,�p t and theuncertainty principleproduct�x t� �pt (in units

of�h)forarangeofvaluesof�,butkeeping theotherparam eters�xed asin Eqn.(11).

In each case we see that�x t= TC isindeed sm allerthan itsvalue forthe free-particle

wave packetand in thecaseswhere� � 1,itiseven sm allerthan it’soriginalspread,

�x t= 0. Thise�ectisperhapsintuitively obviousasthe high m om entum com ponents

arere
ected �rst,whilethelow m om entum pieces‘pileup’,leaving theposition-space

wave packet tem porarily narrower. This is not a violation ofthe x � p uncertainty

principleasm any othercasesofsuch behaviorareknown;forexam ple,sim ilare�ects
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are seen in explicitconstructionsofwave packetsolutions[27]orm ore sim ply in the

directexam ination ofthetim e-dependenceoftheuncertaintiesin x and p in com plete

generality [28],forthe harm onic oscillator potential. In our case,the fact that �p t

does indeed increase during the collision is even m ore obvious,especially from the

tim e-dependence ofj�(p;t)j2 shown in Figs.1 and 2. During the collision,instead of

being dom inated by the intrinsic width ofa single �(p;t)peak,�p isdom inated by

thedistancebetween thepeaks.

>From theexplicitnum ericalcalculationsused to generateFig.5(a),we�nd to an

excellentapproxim ation thattheposition-spacespread atthecollision tim eisgiven by

�x
(w all)

TC

�x
(free)

TC

� 0:60 (14)

and wecan m akeuseofthem oreanalyticapproach followed byAndrews,atleastatt=

TC wheretheexpressionssim plifydram atically,tounderstand thise�ectquantitatively.

Using theexplicit 1(x;t)in Eqn.(5)and theexpression in Eqn.(9),wecan construct

anexcellentapproxim ation tothe‘bouncing’wavepacketfortheGaussiancase,nam ely

j~ (x;TC )j
2
=

4

�TC
p
�
sin

2

�
p0x

�h

�

e
� x2=�2

T
C (15)

which is approxim ately norm alized,and the error is exponentially sm allfor the pa-

ram eters we use,nam ely p0�TC =�h >> 1. Forthese values,the sin2(p0x=�h)variation

can very reasonably bereplaced by itsaveragevalueof1=2 and theresulting integrals

perform ed exactly.W ethen have,to an excellentapproxim ation,

hxiTC = �
�TCp
�

and hx
2
iTC =

�2TC

2
(16)

so that

�x TC = �TC

s

1

2
�
1

�
or

�x
(w all)

TC

�x
(free)

TC

=

s

� � 2

�
� 0:603 (17)
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allofwhich areobserved num erically!

A sim ilar sem i-analytic result can be obtained which describes the expectation

value ofthe m om entum operatoratthe collision tim e,nam ely ĥpiTC . The values of

hpitrequired forFigs.4and 5havebeen obtained num erically,byusingthem om entum

space probability density,butusing the wavefunction representation in Eqn.(9),we

can also obtain an explicit form ula for ĥpit for the specialcase oft= TC using the

representation ofp̂asadi�erentialoperatoractingon theposition-spacewavefunction.

Forthefree-particlewave packetwenaturally have

ĥpit=

Z
+ 1

� 1

 1(x;t)
�
p̂ 1(x;t)dx = p0 (18)

and theevaluation isstraightforward and well-de�ned foralltim es.In contrastto this

case,ifwenaively attem pttoevaluateh~ ĵpj~ iin thisway we�nd thattheexpectation

values are notnecessarily Herm itian due to the ‘asym m etry’caused by the presence

ofthewall.If,however,weinstead adoptthe‘sym m etrized’version (which reducesto

thestandard valueforthefree-particlecase)

ĥpiTC =
1

2

Z
0

� 1

h�

p̂~ (x;TC )
��

~ (x;TC )+
~ 
�
(x;TC )

�

p̂~ (x;TC )
�i

dx (19)

we�nd thatĥpiisguaranteed tobereal.Using thistrick,we�nd thattheexpectation

valueatthecollision tim eis

ĥpiTC = �

 
4�h
p
�

t

t0

!
1

�3TC

�Z
0

� 1

x sin
2

�
p0x

�h

�

e
� x2=�2

T
C dx

�

(20)

� �
1

�
p
�

2

4
TC =t0

q

1+ (TC =t0)
2

3

5

wheresin2(p0x=�h)term isreplaced by itsaveragevalueof1=2.Thisanalyticapproxi-

m ation agreeswith allofournum ericalcalculationsto thedesired accuracy.
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Figure C aptions

Fig.1.Plots ofa Gaussian wave packet striking an in�nite wall(bold verticalline.)

j (x;t)j2 versusx isshown on the left,while the corresponding j�(p;t)j2 versus

p plotisshown on the right. The initialposition x0 isshown on the left,while

the valuesofthe centralm om entum long before(+p0)and long after(�p0)the

collision are indicated on the right. The num ericalvalues used are those in

Eqn.(11).

Fig.2.Sam e asFig.1,butfora wave packetdescribed by an initialLorentzian (given

by Eqns.(12)and (13))which then evolve in tim e.

Fig.3.Sam e asFig.1,butfortim esnearerthe actual‘collision’att� TC . Note that

the m om entum distribution at the m om ent ofcollision is notsym m etric. The

peak near +p0 is skewed towards values with p <
� +p0,while the feature near

�p0 issim ilarly enhanced with valuesjustbelow �p0.

Fig.4.Plot ofhxit (top) and hpit (bottom ) as a function oftim e over the sam e tim e

intervalas shown in Fig.1. In order to em phasize the spreading ofthe wave

packet,we use � = 0:5;otherwise the param etersare asin Eqn.(11). Results

are shown forthe bouncing (solid curves) and the free-particle (dotted curves)

packets. The dashed lines indicate the one standard deviation spreads in each

case,calculated num erically. Note thatthe expectation value ofm om entum at

thecollision tim et= TC isslightly negative.

Fig.5.Plots of(a) �x t,(b) �p t and (c) the uncertainty principle product �x t � �pt

(in units of�h) versus tforvarious ‘bouncing’wavepackets over the sam e tim e
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intervalasin Fig.1.Thevariouscasescorresponding to � = 3;2;1;1=2;1=3 are

given by thedash-dash-dot,dash,solid,dot-dash,and dotted curves.Otherwise,

the standard setofparam etersin Eqn.(11)are used. Allthe Gaussian packets

shown startwith �x t� �pt = �h=2.

13



x0 x = 0 +p0-p0

|ψ(x,t)|2 |φ(p,t)|2

t = 0.0

t = 0.5

t = 1.0

t = 1.5



x0 x = 0 +p0-p0

|ψ(x,t)|2 |φ(p,t)|2

t = 0.0

t = 0.5

t = 1.0

t = 1.5



x0 x = 0 +p0-p0

|ψ(x,t)|2 |φ(p,t)|2

t = 0.8

t = 0.9

t = 1.0

t = 1.1



<
x>

t
<

p>
t

0.0 1.0 2.0

t

x0

+p0

-p0

free particle
bouncing particle



∆xt∆pt

∆xt
.∆pt

(in units of �)

(a)

(b)

(c)

0
1

2

0
1

2

0
1

2

t

0 2 40 5 100 5 10 15


