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A bstract

W e discuss som e of the properties of the bollision’ of a quantum m echanical
wave packet w ith an In nitely high potential barrier, focusing on novel aspects
such asthe detailed tin edependence ofthem om entum -space probability density
and the tin e variation of the uncertainty principle product x¢ pt.W em ake
explict use of G aussian-like wave padkets In the analysis, but also com m ent on
other general fom s.
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I. Introduction

The use of wave packets to analyze the non-trivial tin e-dependence of quantum
m echanical systam s is one in portant aspect of the study of the classicalquantum
Interface. Popular sin ulation padkages [L] can help students visualize the evolution of
quantum states (as opposed to tin e-independent stationary state solutions RI1, Bl, 4],
5] by allow ing them to continuously change param eters (such as the nitialw idth of
a wave padket) to study what e ect they have on the system under study.

A num ber of authors have considered various one-din ensionalquantum m echanical
problam s In a wave padket approach studying transm ission and re ection from square
barriers 6], [7], B]l, O] or linear potential steps [10], bound state wave packets in sin-—
gl square wells In either position space [L1] orm om entum space [12], In doublk wells
[13], [L4], or In system s of relevance to solid state physics [L5], [16]. Such exam ples
ofwave packet behavior are also Increasingly usefiil as teaching tools since the behav—
jor of Coulomb wave packets on circular [L7] or elljptical [18] orbits are being tested
experin entally on Rydberg atom system s [L9], RO].

N um ericalm ethods for solving the tim e-dependent Schrodinger equation have been
discussed [6], R1]and, In special cases, closed-form analytic results can be obtained by
use of the tin e-developm ent operator 2], R3], e ¥ ™ (x;0) = (x;1), to solve the
niial value problem . Another approach is to combine a large num ber of individual
stationary state solutions for both unbound R4] and bound state problm s [11] to
cbtain wave padkets. The most fam iliar exam ple is the explicit calculation of the

G aussian freeparticle wave packet which is treated In them a prity ofelem entary texts.



A sin ple varation isto consider a particle, sub gct to the one-din ensional ‘n nitewall’

potential B] given by (
0 Prx< 0

V&= grx o0 @)

so that it is free for x < 0, but a wavepacket in pinging on the Wall’ at the origin
will bounce’. Andrew s R5] has shown how som e of the m ost cbvious aspects of the
tollision’ process (ham ely the long-tim e developm ent of the re ected wave padket,
Interference e ects during the bollision’, etc.) can be understood by considering com —
binations of freeparticle h irror’ solutions, and we w ill use som e of his argum ents.

In this note we will exam lne, in som e detail, the bounce’ of freeparticle wave
packets from the In nite wall potential described by Egn. (1), focusing on several
other issues, nam ely the behavior of the m om entum -space wave packet solutions, the
w idths of the position— and m om entum -space packets during the bounce’, and the
uncertainty principle product x ¢ r as a function oftime. W e w illm ake extensive
use of the freeparticle G aussian wave padket in our discussion, but we also present
resuls for other, m ore general form s; for com pleteness sake, however, we very brie y
review the essentials of the G aussian case.

A freeparticle wave packet can be constructed, using any initialm om entum -soace
weighting function, (o;0), via

1 %21,
xit) = —— eP*he PEEMR 5:0) dp @)
1

to give a tin edependent position-space wavefunction, (x;t). The m om entum -soace

solution itself has a trivial tin e-dependence, nam ely

i) = (p;0)e TN 3)



For the case of a G aussian m om entum -distribution, here w ritten in the form

S

L;0)= p—e @ P’2g dpxoch o

the necessary Integralin Egn. (2) can be done to cbtain the welkknown resul

1 i 2 = 2_5 21,2
1 (X,'t) = %eﬂpo x o) pyt=2m ]—he (x xo pot=m )2=2 2h?’F (5)
hF

whereF = 1+ it=ty andty, mh 2. This solution describes a G aussian position-space
w ave padket whose w idth Increases w ith tim e, characterized by aroitrary initial values

ofxqg and pg . T he resulting position-space probability density is
: 1 ® Xo pot=m )%= 2
Prree i) = J1 &;0F = —p=e ¢ (6)
t

where hil+ =t )2 T2 and various in portant expectation valies are given by

S

, ot h t 2 , 1
hie= %o+ — ; xX¢=— 1+ — i k=P ;i Pt= P= (7)
m 2 % 2

For the In nie wall case, we also can obtain wave packet solutions from Eqn. (2)

by substituting the appropriate plane wave solutions

ipox=h ipx=h
oipxh | e e forx O @)
0 forx O

in the basic integral. In this approach, the integrals m ust be perform ed num erically.
On the other hand, we can also m ake use of the m ethod of Andrew s P5] and use any

freeparticle wave packet solution (x;t) via

(
~ ey x;0) ( x;5) forx O
Git) = 0 orx 0 ®)

which satis es the Schrodinger equation for the potential In Egn. (1) as well as the

approprate boundary condition at the wall. In either case, if the original free-particle



w ave padket is properly nom alized, the bouncing’ wavepackets w ill also be very close
to being nom alized, provided they are niially far enough from the wall so that any
contrbution from the taill n the x > 0 region is negligble. In either cass, how—
ever, In order to obtain the tin edependent m om entum -space wavefunction, we m ust
num erically evaluate the Fourier transfom

Z+1

1 ipx=h
Eit) = P=— e ¥ (1) dx 10)
2h 1

To illustrate the behavior of such a bouncing’ wave padket, we show In Fig.1 plots
of the position—and m om entum —space probability densities for a G aussian wavepadket
for various tim es before and after a collision. W e have used the follow ing values In

num erical integrals:
h=1 ; m=1 ; p=10 ; x9= 10 ; =1 11)

W ith these values, the spreading tine is g = 1 and the tim e it takes the padket to
retum to is Iniial starting point isT = 2ty = 2, o that an appreciable am ount of
soreading is obvious. In order to see what features of such tollisions’ are speci ¢ to
G aussian padkets, In F ig.2 we show the sam e plots, but foran initialm om entum -space
am plitude given by a Lorentzian fomm , nam ely
s
2 1

. = ipxo=h
2 ©;0) 2o po)i+ 1]e 12)

T he corresponding initial position-space wavefinction is
1 KX Xo¥F~h
2 (%;0) = PThe s 13)

but the further tin edependence can only be evaluated num erically using Egn. ().

U sing these two cases, we can m ake som e general com m ents:



(1) The non-G aussian position-goace wave padket com es to approach the G aussian
form m ore and m ore closely, as it evolves in tine. This behavior is seen for a

large num ber of other, single-hum ped initial distribbutions R6].

(i) The m om entum -space probability density well affer the collision is related to
the initial density by Pafter ;1) = Prefore ( P;t) corresponding to the reversal of

each m om entum com ponent during to the collision.

(iil) At them om ent ofthe collision, however, them om entum distrioution is not sym —
m etric. This is clearly due to the fact that the high m om entum com ponents are
preferentially in the leading edge, and are the rst to be re ected to negative
valies. This also inplies, as will be seen later, that the expectation value hoi.
is slightly negative at t = T, the ocollision tine. W e note that other Velocityy

e ects’ have been discussed [7], B] for varous kinds of wave padket scattering.

To focus on the details of the collision event, In Fig. 3 we plot the tin edependent
j &;0)F and j E;H)F r the G aussian wave packet) r tin es nearer the actual

bounce’, bracketing t= T¢, and we note som e additional aspects of the process:

(1) The tin edependence of (p;t), which is non-trivial only during the collision, is

m ore clearly visble as is the eventual retum to Symm etry’ of j (o;t) F.

(i) The sporead in the position-space probability density at the tin e of the collision
is substantially am allerthan x . either inm ediately before or after the collision.

W e w ill address this point below , using an analytical evaluation of X 1, .

In order to exam ine m ore of the di erences between the purely classical and quan-—

tum approaches to the collision of a poInt partick, we plot in Fig. 4 calculations of



the expectation values hxi. and hpi;, which are easily evaluated num erically. In this

gure, we show the expectation values of x and p (solid curves) for the bouncing wave
packet, as well as those for the freeparticle wave packet (dotted curves) for the stan—
dard set of param eters in Egn. (11) except that we use the value of = 0:5; thisvalue
is chosen to m ake the spreading of the wave packets m ore cbvious since in this case
to=mh 2 ismuch smaller. W e also indicate the bne sigm a’ lim its given by hxi, X ¢
and hoi. P + as dashed curves.

W e rstnote that the guaranteed relationship between hxi, and hoiy, nam ely hoi; =
m dhxi=dt, is trivially ocbserved long before and long after the collision, while the sam e
qualitative connection between hxi, and hpi, near t = T. is now also apparent and
di erent than a purely classical bounce’ for a point particle which would have a cusp
(discontinuity) In x (£) v (t)) at the collision tin e. F inally, we can see that the position
spread at the collision tine, X 1. is slightly sn aller for the bouncing’ wavepacket
than forthe freeparticle packet w ith the sam e initialparam eters, w hile them om entum
Foread ismuch hrger at Tc than In the freeparticle case.

In order to exam Ine the tom pression’ of (X;Tc) and related issues, we plot In
Fig.5thevaluesof x ., piand theuncertainty principkeproduct x: g (i units
ofh) Pora range ofvalues of , but kesping the other param eters xed asin Egn. (11).
In each case we see that x 7. is ndeed an aller than its value for the freeparticle
wave packet and In the cases where 1, it iseven an aller than it's original soread,

X = o. This e ect is perhaps Intuitively obvious as the high m om entum com ponents
are re ected rst, whik the low m om entum pieces bik up’, kraving the position-space
wave packet tem porarily narrower. This is not a violation of the x  p uncertainty

principle asm any other cases of such behavior are known; or exam ple, sin ilar e ects



are ssen In explicit constructions of wave packet solutions R7] orm ore sin ply in the
direct exam ination ofthe tin edependence of the uncertainties in x and p in com plete
generality 28], for the ham onic oscillator potential. In our case, the fact that p+
does ndeed Increase during the collision is even m ore cbvious, especially from the
tin edependence of § ;t)F shown in Figs. 1 and 2. D uring the collision, instead of
being dom inated by the Intrinsic width of a shgle (o;t) peak, p is dom inated by

the distance between the peaks.

>From the explicit num erical calculations used to generate Fig. 5(@), we nd to an

excellent approxin ation that the position-space spread at the collision tin e is given by

(w all)
I 0%0 14)

(free)
Tc

and we can m ake use ofthem ore analytic approach followed by Andrew s, at leastat t=
T where the expressions sim plify dram atically, to understand thise ect quantitatively.
U sing the explicit ; (x;t) In Egn. (5) and the expression n Eqn. (9), we can construct

an excellent approxin ation to the bouncing’ wave packet forthe G aussian cass, nam ely

. 4 . PoX x2= 2
3V (x;Tc ) f = —p— sin? % e ¥ (15)

Tc
which is approxim ately nom alized, and the error is exponentially sm all for the pa-
ram eters we use, namely py r. =h >> 1. For these values, the sin® (Pox=h) varation
can very reasonably be replaced by its average value of 1=2 and the resulting integrals

perfom ed exactly. W e then have, to an excellent approxin ation,

2

iz, = p= and hx?ip, = ; (16)
so that
S S
11 x g 2
Xee = 1 5 = or e = 0603 a7

Tc



allofwhich are observed num erically!

A sin ilar sem ianalytic result can be obtained which describes the expectation
value of the m om entum operator at the collision tin e, nam ely hir. . The values of
hoi; required forF igs. 4 and 5 have been obtained num erically, by using them om entum
oace probability density, but using the wavefunction representation in Eqn. (9), we
can also obtain an explicit formula for Wi, or the special case of t = T usihg the
representation ofP asa di erential operator acting on the position-space w avefiinction .
For the freeparticle wave packet we naturally have

Z 41
hoi, = ! ;0 P 1 &iHdx= po (18)
and the evaluation is straightforw ard and well-de ned foralltin es. In contrast to this
case, ifwe naively attem pt to evaluate h™ 771 in thisway we nd that the expectation
values are not necessarily Hem itian due to the asymm etry’ caused by the presence
ofthe wall. If, however, we Instead adopt the Ssym m etrized’ version Which reduces to
the standard value for the freeparticle case)

Z o nh i

Wiz, = P& Te) "X Te)+ T XTe) PTXTe)  dx 9)

NI

we nd that i is guaranteed to be real. U sing this trick, we nd that the expectation

value at the ocollision tim e is

, 4ht 1 %0 px e
}pch = ?:E BEE . X sm T e Te dx (20)
Tc
2 3
1 Tc =ty
p—4dg c 5
1+ (Tc=t)?

where sih? foyx=h) tem is replaced by its average value of 1=2. T his analytic approxi-

m ation agreesw ith all of our num erical calculations to the desired accuracy.
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F igure C aptions

Fig.l.

Fig.2.

Fig.3.

Fig.4.

Fi.5.

P Iots of a G aussian wave padket strking an In nite wall pold vertical line.)
j ;1) F versus x is shown on the left, while the corresponding j (o;t) ¥ versus
p plot is shown on the right. The initial position xq is shown on the lkft, whik
the values of the centralm cm entum long before (+ py) and long after ( py) the

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

Eqn. (11).

Sam e asFig. 1, but for a wave packet described by an initial Lorentzian (given

by Egns. (12) and (13) ) which then evolve In tin e.

Sam e asFig. 1, but for tin es nearer the actual tollision’ att T, . Note that
the m om entum distribution at the m om ent of collision is not symm etric. The
peak near +p is skewed towards values with p < +py, whilke the feature near

Po is sin ilarly enhanced w ith values jastbelow pg.

P ot of hxi. (top) and hpir (pottom ) as a function of tin e over the sam e tim e
Interval as shown In Fig. 1. In order to emn phasize the soreading of the wave
packet, we use = 0:5; otherw ise the param eters are as in Eqn. (11). Results
are shown for the bouncing (solid curves) and the freeparticle (dotted curves)
packets. The dashed lines Indicate the one standard deviation spreads in each
case, calculated num erically. Note that the expectation value of m om entum at

the collision tine t= T, is slightly negative.

Pbtsof @) x4 ©) p:and (c) the uncertainty principle product X ¢ r

(In units of h) versus t for various bouncing’ wavepadckets over the sam e tin e
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Intervalas In Fig. 1. The varous cases corresoonding to = 3;2;1;1=2;1=3 are
given by the dash-dash-dot, dash, solid, dot-dash, and dotted curves. O therw ise,
the standard st of param eters In Egn. (11) are used. A 1l the G aussian packets

shown start with x ¢ r = h=2.
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