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A bstract For the wave representing particle traveling through any layer system we calculate

appropriate phase shiftscom paring two m ethods.O nebaseson the standard scattering theory

and iswellknown anotherusesunim odularbutnotunitary M -m onodrom y m atrix.Both m eth-

odsare notequivalentdue to di�erentboundary condition -in the one barriercase there exist

analyticalexpressions showing di�erence. Authors generalize results to m any barrier (layer)

system . Instead ofspeaking aboutsuperlum inarity we introduce into the quantum m echanics

so called by us"hurdling problem ": can a quantum hurdlerin one dim ension be fasterthen a

sprinter(withoutobstacles) atthe sam e distance. Relations between wavefunction argum ents

and delay oradvance are shown forNim tz system s.

1 T he tunneling tim es de�nitions w ith reference to S (scatter-

ing) and M (m onodrom y transfer) m atrix theories

1.1 Sm ith’s m ethod as S-m atrix m ethod

Before1960 duration ofa collision wasa ratherill-de�ned concept,depending on a m oreorless

arbitrary choice ofa collision distance r. Such a pointofview was represented by F.T.Sm ith

(1960)[1]in hispaper"Lifetim e M atrix in Collision Theory". In thatwork the authortried to

generalizedelay-tim e�t= �h(@�=@E )resulting from analysing thescattering ofthewavepacket

intoaconceptofthegeneralS m atrix theory accordingtopaperswritten by Bohm (1951)[2]and

W igner(1955)[3]. Ifcollision tim e isde�ned asa lim itforr ! 1 ,then the di�erence between

thetim e:

a) in which theinteracting particle stayswithin distance r,

and thetim e:

b)itwould havespenttherein theabsenceoftheinteraction em ergesasa well-de�ned quantity

which is�nite ifthe interaction vanishesrapidly enough atlarge distancesr! 1 .

"In quantum m echanics,using steady-state wave functions,average tim e ofresidence in the

scattering region istheintegrated (excess)density divided by thetotalin-orout(ward)
ux,and

lifetim e (m ore precisely,tim e delay) is de�ned as the di�erence between these residence tim es

with and withoutinteraction."

Q =
lim r! 1

1

r

R2r
r
dr0

Rr0

0
( �(x) (x)� �)dx

f
= averageintegrated density=flux (1.1)

whereaverage density in the absence ofthe potentialis:

�1 = < �(x)> = <  
�
1 (x) 1 (x)> = lim

r! 1

1

r

Z
r

0

( �1 (x) 1 (x))dx = 2AA � (1.2)

�
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and jinw =outw isthe inward oroutward 
ux asde�ned by Sm ith

jinw = AA
��hk

m
= joutw = AA

�
� (1.3)

where,according to the scattering theory,the asym ptotic (one-dim ensional)form of atlarge

x is:

 1 (x)= A(e� ikx � e
i2�
e
ikx) (1.4)

and A isnorm alization whiledensity in thecentralregion is:�(x)=  �(x) (x)

 1 in case of m any channels and separable radialpart ofthe Schr�odinger equation can be

written as

 1 !  = A(�inw
j �

X

i

Sj;i�
outw
i ) (1.5)

Y
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FIG URE 1.Inward,outward,tunnelingetc.wavesin scattering.Duringscatteringonlyonewave

(here)outward orinward ism odi�ed. Thereisno crossterm sbetween inward and outward 
uxes.

	 tun isnotincorporated in 	
outw norin 	 inw.Itisnotclearifthere
ected wave	 refl(:jSj= 1)

isequalto 	 outw .In shadow region thecom pletewave function m ustvanish [16]( = 0),there

isno place for	 tun in  .

Ifthewavefunctionsarenorm alized toinward oroutward unit
ux through aspherewith radius

r ! 1 ,than on the basisofcom plete wave functions(cf.�g 1)we build the lifetim e m atrix Q ,

using the tim e operator(there are no consistenttheory tillnow concerning the tim e operator)

t= � i�h@=@E

Q = (� i�h
@S

@E
)Sy = (tS)Sy (1.6)

whereS isthescattering m atrix.According to Sm ith’spaper,Q and S contain com plem entary

inform ation and afterdiagonalization ofQ itseigenvaluesarethelifetim esofm etastablestates,

while the corresponding eigenfunctions are the proper functions describing these m etastable

states.That’swhy Q iscalled thelifetim em atrix according to theform ula derived by Sm ith as

below:

Q ij = lim
r! 1

1

r

"Z
2r

r

dr
0

Z
r0

0

( �i(x) j(x))dx � r(
1

�i
�ij +

X

k

Sik
1

�k
S
�
jk)

#

A v

(1.7)
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where the average value is taken to elim inate oscillating term s at large r. Q is introduced

corollary using identity Q = �h@�=@E .

O hm ura generalized above consideration on tim e packets:

 (r;t)!

Z

A(!)ei�(!)[eikz � f(!)ei�(!)
eikr

r
]ei!td! =  in +

1

r
 sc (1.8)

In hism ethod A,�,� arerealfunctions,@�=@! givestim edelay ofincom ing tim epacketdueto

reshaping before and during collision while @(�)=@! due to reshaping only during collision (f2

isthe di�erentialcrosssection).Using tim e dependent
ux form ula j(t)averaged overtim e:

j=
�h

2im

Z
+ 1

� 1

(
@ 

@r
 
�
�
@ �

@r
 )dt (1.9)

hegotthem ean tim e delay:

�t=

R
A 2f2(!)

@(�+ �)

@!
�d!

R
A 2f2(!)�d!

�

R
A 2@�

@!
�d!

R
A 2�d!

(1.10)

The above idea has been applied by O lkhovsky-Racam i[4]in investigations ofre
ection and

tunneling tim es. Allthese m ethodsanalyze variations ofthe com plex wave argum ents during

scattering,directly (by O hm ura) indirectly in term s of
uxes in ref.[4]. Below we try to �nd

analogue ofphase functions @�=@! (distributions) as function ofprojectile wave-num ber for

transm ission through system sasin Nim tz superlum inarexperim ents[12].

Depending on the problem under consideration the scattered phase shifts can be de�ned in

referenceto otherknown shifts(asCoulom b phaseshiftsorjustkr theargum entofundistorted

�inw;�outw wavesi.e.-withoutinteraction phaseatr isgiven sim ply by kr ).Now having the

scatterer we replace itby potential(repulsive orattractive) and m atching wave functionsand

theirderivativesoutsidepotentialrange(assolutionsofcorrespondingwaveequation with initial

condition thatthe wave function is equalto zero atorigin as wellwith assum ption thatboth


uxesinward and outward are orthogonal[1],cf.�g1)we calculate scattering am plitudes.The

scatteringdevicetogetherwith incom ing
uxislocated atc.m .and elasticchannelisoneusually

created by the nonresonant "re
ected" wave function with the sam e k vector. The scattering

theory doesn’tm ake di�erence between elastic re
ected and transm itted waves. There isonly

one averaged elastic channelwave function.Such situation istypicalforallS-m atrix problem s

in area ofnuclear reaction,the phase shifts de�ne scattering am plitudes and these quantities

de�ne crosssectionsto be considered. The phase shiftsare notm onotonic functionsofenergy

[5]and such dependence were notinvestigate due to notunique de�nition ofpotential. There

were attem pts to solve the inverse scattering problem (from phase shifts to restore potential)

butwithoutsuccess.

Theincom ing
ux when scattered by thetarget(barrier)isconverted into theoutgoing partsi.e.

re
ected and transm itted.O n theprojectile sidein one dim ension thoughtexperim entthere is

re
ected particle interfering with incidentbeam while on the othertransm itted.Butin reality

it is not easy to say which particle is re
ected or not. In the stationary theory we take into

accountonlyan averaged outgoing
ux(m ixtureofre
ected and transm itted particle;cf.�g1,2.).

From S-m atrix point ofview we have in one dim ension two subchannels (R,T) or as in case

ofthe separable radialpartofthe Schr�odingerequation we m ustrem ove l-wave degeneration.

The l-wave splitsinto two subfunctionscorresponding to the re
ected and transm itted l-wave

functions. In case ofthe radialcoordinate (one dim ension in three dim ensionalspace )we are

unableto de�netheleft-rightsideseven experim entally to distinguish there
ected wave from

the transm itted one (the exception isthe shadow region in �g. 1). Thisdegeneracy cannotbe

describewith traditionalSlelem ents.Thescattering on thesetofm any barrierstreated asone

"black box" should bedescribed by S-m atrix.Butsuch system should becharacterized by one

phase shift � or �l what cannot be true. W e have two functions in output each with its own

phaseshift.To describesuch system we m ustintroduceunim odularM -m atrix.TheM -m atrix

3



conservesthem utualexclusion relation between am plitudesR and T.From thetransferm atrix

point ofview each wave function should receive properphase shift (’R ;’T ) after scattering.

Then wecan �nd S-m atrix am plitudesifM -called transferm atrix isknown.Thereisonem ore

problem Slphaseshiftsarefound from onem atching whilein caseoftransferm atrix,itisbuilt

from m ultim atching conditionsasconsequence ofm any bordersbetween m edia (inside nuclear

structure).Thescatteringsystem isnom orethe"black box"type.Theinternalstructurecauses

m ultiscattering assequence ofsubsequentre
ectionsand refractionswhatrequiresdescription

in term sofnotunitary M -m atrix.The question isifboth descriptionsin term sof(S ifexist

and M )areequivalent.Thereisno paperswhereS-m atrix R,T am plitudescould becalculated

independentofM .(S isdeducted from M notvice versa).

Tillnow thetransm ission (tunneling)wastaken into accountindirectly through reaction chan-

nels.Such treatm entputtunneling outside thescattering theory.Theconsequencesare :

-Non unique solutions atthe origin (from two solutionswe take only regularone into consid-

eration,analysisbelow showsthatin tunneling case the wave function isdi�erentfrom zero at

system origin oratleastunde�ned-notused) 1.

-In nuclearphysicsthere are problem swith hard orsoftcore potentialswhich were nottested

orcom pared with tunneling.

- Validity of tim e reversalinvariance or detailed balance theorem which says that the tim e

reversed incom ing state (under the operator K̂ ) is equalto an outgoing state with the sam e

energy.Thereversed in-stategoesintotheasym ptoticfreetim ereversed state�i0 when t! + 1

i.e. K̂ 	
(+ )

i = 	
(� )

i0
and K̂ 	

(� )

f
= 	

(+ )

f0
. These relations induce Si0f0 = Sfi called detailed

balancing orm icroreversibility.In otherwordsthetransition probability fortheinverseprocess

with tim e-reversed param etersisthesam e asthatofthe directprocess.

Buttunneling isirreversibleprocessand wesuspect-cannotbedescribed by function regularat

origin.

In generalcaseofthereaction a+ A ! b+ B (in thesubbarriercollision)tunneling in out-state

(b+ B )isdi�erentfrom thatin in-state(a+ A)and tunnelingdisturbsscattering states.Clearly

nonunitary condition breaking m icroreversibility relation ,tunneling howevercan beintroduced

asadditionalindeterm inancein scattering theory.

1.2 W eak W igner causality and W igner tim e

The W igner tim e is the sim plest one. According to [3]and form ulated there the principle of

causality,thescattered wavecannotleave thescatterer(ofdiam eterr)beforetheincidentwave

hasreach iti.e. @�=@k > � r. Thisexpression in case ofpositive derivatives gives retardation

whilenegative values advanced in tim esolution,fortheoutgoing wave asde�ned in [3]wecan

write tout=
r

�
+

2@�

�@k
.Experim entally itisnoteasy to �nd from the excitation functions(cross

sections)�(k).(cf.eq. 1.10). In reality in m acro world the scatterer (Coulom b orgravity �eld)

hasin�niteradiuswhatforcestout! 1 .Letd = 2r and tin = � r
�
then

tW igner = tout� tin =
d

�
+
2@�

�@k
(1.11)

Ifwe know �(k)theW ignertim e (the group one)can beeasy derived for�nitesystem s.

1.3 M onodrom y

To introduce M m atrix we need two ingoing in(� ) and two outgoing out(� ) particle wave

functions,(cf.Fig2).

FIG URE 2. The m onodrom y problem as de�ned in [6,10]for one barrier. M utualrelations

between ingoing and outgoing (from left or right side) particle wave functions are displayed.

(In the picture bars m ean com plex conjugations.) The transition from initialstate to �nal

1
Jost functionsstartfrom two irregular solutions butphysicalm eaning hastheirsum equalto zero atorigin

[5,ch.11,eq.(5,26,71,72)]i.e.sum isregular.
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Thetransm ission orre
ection through any periodicoraperiodicalsetofsquarebarriersrewrit-

ten asthe transform ation from (�in;�R )to (�T)(undergoing the m onodrom y m atrix),can be

described in term s ofthe [2� 2]transfer ("m onodrom y") cells given by superposition of[O�i ]

m atrices with [H i]. [O �
i ]represent free wave propagation between barriers which can be in-

terpreted as phase translation to given position (the m iddle and/oredge ofbarriers)or phase

translation aboutrelative distance if[O �

�(i)
]are used .In ref.[7]authorsuse sim ply the nam e

translation operator. [H i]describe particle m otion under any barrier and are responsible for

interactivewavepropagation.Superposition ofboth m atrices[H i][O i]representspropagation in

two opposite directionsinside oroutside m edia.In case ofthe square barriersunim odular[H i]

m atriceshave form

"

a b

c a

#

wherea;b;care real.

M onodrom y (or the transfer m atrix or translation operator unim odular not unitary (as well

notequivalentto unitary)transform stheinitialwavefunction am plitudesA 0;B 0 or(1;R)onto

outgoing oneA n;B n or(T;0).

"

A n

B n

#

= M

"

A 0

B 0

#

The m onodrom y form ofM dependson the basic wave functions to be chosen. M shifts the

solution ofthe Schr�odingerequation from x to x + d i.e. from beginning ofthe barriersystem

to its end. In the tim e depended approach the wave function underlies unitary evolution :

	(t= + 1 )= U (+ 1 ;� 1 )� in(� 1 ).Theinitialand �nalwavefunctionsareseparated in tim e

in S-m atrix treatm entwhilein M m atrix approach aswellin space :farleft,farright.

Forinward,outward [(com plex exponentialfunctions,Hankelfunctionsetc)orrealbasicsolution

like(cos;sin,regularand irregularCoulom b orBesselfunctionsetc.) ,hereboth representation

M and M 0are connected by the unitary transform ation]weget:

"

T

0

#

= M

"

1

R

#

;

"

T

iT

#

= M 0

"

1� R

i(1+ R)

#

(1.12)

M onodrom y M represents propagation ofthe wave functions through system ofm ultiple cells

assequence ofre
ectionsand transm ission (ateach celledge the wave issplitted into re
ected

and refracted (tunneled)) or M can be interpreted as superposition ofcells characterized by

two waves inward and outward. The fourM -m atrix elem entscan be expressed asfunction of

com plex variablesT and R,aboverelationsde�neonly M 21 = R=T ,M 22 = 1=T elem ents.The

rem aining M 12 ,M 11 elem ents,connected by det[M ]= 1 relation,we deduce from m atching

conditions.Them onodrom y isunim odularnotunitary.M � 1 6= M y and herm itian conjugation
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doesnotdescribe inverse m otion. M ultiple re
ectionsand transm issionsare strictly correlated

with m ultiplem atching.Ifsystem isasym m etric(thereexistatleastoneleftand rightm atching

which do notcoincide),equivalentS-m atrix can existifweintroduceadditionalphaseshift�’

between R and T waves. M onodrom y can be periodic butnotnecessary. W ithoutdissipation

(energy loss)system consistofm ultiple superposition ofunim odularm atrices.

Now weconsidertransm ission through certain devicecreated by superposition ofm any barriers.

Such system s can be equivalent any arbitrary shape potentialU (x) de�ned on the intervals

ai� �i � x � ai+ �i with help ofsquare barriers(e.g. barrierson the Cantorsetetc.). There

are barriersasin the�g.3:

ghij kl mn

o p

q r

(0)
kκ

(0)
iκ

stuvwxyz
{|}~���� ����������

���

[ ]
1i

O
−∆

[ ]
i

H
∆

FIG URE 3.Setofbarriersasused in tunneling and transm ission orre
ection.

Thesuperposition ofall"phase translations" describe the fulltransferoperatorM astransfor-

m ation from the initial(spinor)am plitude state to �nalone by m eansofm atching conditions.

By appropriateunitary transform ation wecan chooseconvenientam plituderepresentation.The

choice dependson physicsto beconsidered.

The n-th barriers system can be described by barrier center coordinates (aj) or interbarrier

distances(� j)and barrierwidthsand heights(2�j;�
(0)

j ).Then thesystem width isgiven as

d = "n + an � a1 + "1 or d =
P

j(2"j + � j)

ak+ 1 = �a k + ak =
P

jdj
(1.13)

where ai is the i-barrier center position and 2�i width ofthe i-th barrier,�a k -interbarrier

distance (between barriercenters) and � j free cellwidth (distance between neighbourbarrier

edges.

The M transfer m atrix can be expanded as m ultiplication of[H j]and
h

O
(� )

j

i

m atrices. The

�rstdiscribeparticle m otion underthe barrier(orin m edia)while second free m otion between

barriers.Them atrices[O ]j can bewritten asthefunction of� j i.e.distancesbetween adjacent

barriersgiven by the di�erenceoftheiredge positions:

� j = (aj+ 1 � "j+ 1)� (aj + "j) (1.14)

The transfer m atrix can be expressed in term s ofthe barriers edge i.e. ai� �i or distances

between adjacentbarrierseq.(1.13)then the transferoperatorM 0is

[M 0]= [H n]

n� 1Y

i= 1

[O � i
][H i] (1.15)

In representation such that[O � i
]isdiagonal,wehavethe�nalform oftheposition independent

com plex transferoperator

UM
�
M

0
�
U
y

M
= [M ]

in case ofthecos;sin baseU istheunitary m atrix which m ake diagonal[O � i
]i.e
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h

O
(U )

� j

i

= UM

h

O � j

i

U
y

M
=

"

eik� j 0

0 e� ik� j

#

h

O
(U )

� j

i

isinterpreted asstream oftwo wavespropagating in opposite directions.

Allthatm atrices,denoted by
h

M (U)
i

,like
h

H
(U )
n

i

,[M ],and [O ]after diagonalization,belong

to m onodrom y type[6],(cf�g2.) i.e.

h

M
(U)

i

=

"

X + iY � V � iW

� V + iW X � iY

#

(1.16)

If[M 0]is realand [M ]= UM [M 0]U
y

M
then X = (M 0

11 + M 0
22)=2;W = (M 0

11 � M 0
22)=2;V =

(M 0
12 + M 0

21)=2;Y = (M 0
12 � M 0

21)=2;

V and W givesinform ation aboutasym m etry in tunneling (breakdown ofbalance between two

wavestraveling inside the"black box" in two opposite directions).

Theproductof
h

O
(U )

� i

ih

H
(U )

i

i

= M iisthen theelem entofthebarrierstructurenam ed thesingle

celltransferoperator.Itcan bewritten as:

M i=
h

O
(U )

� i

i

H
(U )

i =

"

eik� i 0

0 e� ik� i

#

"
cosh(2�i"i)+

i
2
(1
�i
� �i)sinh(2�i"i) � 1

2
(1
�i
+ �i)sinh(2�i"i)

� 1

2
(1
�i
+ �i)sinh(2�i"i) cosh(2�i"i)�

i
2
(1
�i
� �i)sinh(2�i"i)

# (1.17)

where �i=
�i
k
and �2i = (�

(0)

j )2 � k2,k isthe projectile m om entum .Transition to � barrierset

isdoneusing eq.(1.17)when in M i we put� = 2�2i� then we get:

M
(�)

j =

"

eik� j 0

0 e� ik� j

#"

1+ i
�j

2k
�

�j

2k

�
�j

2k
1� i

�j

2k

#

using two phase representation (ofre
ection and tunneling )[8]we can rewrite the [M i]m atrix

forsym m etric structurein m orecom pactform :

[M i]=

"

eik� i 0

0 e� ik� i

#2

4

e
i(’ 1;i+ ’ 2;i)

sin(’1;i)
� cot(’1;i)e

i�’ i

� cot(’1;i)e
� i�’ i e

� i(’ 1;i+ ’ 2;i)

sin(’1;i)

3

5 (1.18)

wherewe puton thebase ofthe single barriertransm ission form ula :

’M onodrom y;i= ’1;i+ ’2;i= tan� 1(1
2
(1
�i
� �i)tanh(2�i"i)) (1.19)

reseparation ofboth phasesin generalcase (m any barriersystem )isnoteasy.

This single celloperator can also be written with help of am plitudes (R 1;i;T1;i) and phases

(’2;i;’1;i)as:

M i=
h

O
(U )

� i

i

H
(U )

i =

"

eik� i 0

0 e� ik� i

#
2

6
4

1

T
y

1;i

e(i’2;i+ ’1;i) �
R
y

1;i

T
y

1;i

ei�’ i

�
R 1;i

T1;i
e� i�’ i 1

T1;i
e� i(’2;i+ ’1;i)

3

7
5 (1.18)

W e assum e Ti= T1;ie
i(’2;i+ ’1;i) and R i= R 1;ie

i(’2;i+ ’1;i+ �’ i) 2 So the wave phasein the re
ec-

tion channeldi�ersby �’ i from transm itted one.�’ i can becom puted from the expression

2
D ue to relation jR j

2
+ jTj

2
= 1 allcyclic function can be calculated m odulo � i.e T1;i = jT1;ije

� i�
(real

(cos)sinusoidalam plitude= � m odulus) while the phase between R and T am plitudes due to im aginary factor

i m odulo �=2 (equivalence of tan(nx) and cot(nx) sets, see [2]ch.11, Bohm s ’i are di�erent from ours, his

’refl = ’trns � �=2);we require only sm ooth behaviorofphase function and itsderivative.
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tan(�’)=
W

V
(1.20)

�’ 6= 0 forasym m etric system s,forsym m etric onewe can put�’ = 0

1.4 Phase properties ofM m atrix-one barrier case or the barrier set equiv-

alent to one

Letin the equation (1.17,18) � = const,� i = � and H isthe sam e foralliHi = H �. Then we

callM i= M �;� singlecell"power"(orperiodic)m onodrom y operator.Internalstructureof[M ]

representing certain device causing re
ection and refraction de�nestransm ission ortunnelling

through the barriersaswellasgeneral(aperiodic)m onodrom y.W e m aintain thatm onodrom y

asapplied to two channelelastic scattering isgroup property .

Letwe m ake one m ore com m ent:periodicalstructure em erge with m ultiple application of

[O � ]H � but�nalboundary condition can change periodicity.

W e can solve eq.(1.12)with M asin (1.16,17)to �nd am plitudesR and T

iTe
ik(an + �n)
n = M 11ie

ik(a1� �1)

0 + M 12e
� ik(a1� �1)

0 R

0 = M 21ie
ik(a1� �1)

0 + M 22e
� ik(a1� �1)

0 R

Thegeneralsolution ofthatequation is:

T =
M 11M 22 � M 12M 21

M 22

e
� ikd =

1

X � iY
e
� ik(an + "n � a1+ "1) (1.21)

R =
� W + iV

X � iY
e
2ik(a1� "1) (1.22)

W e can calculate also the am plituderatio

R

T
=
R 1

T1
exp(i(�’ + k(a n + "n + a1 � "1)))

In above form ulasweput

M 22 = X � iY =
exp(� i(’1 + ’2))

T1
=
exp(� i’M onodrom y)

sin(’1)

and system totalwidth d = an + "n � a1 + "1 can be expressed by interbarrier spacing � i

i.e.: d =
P

i(2�i+ � i)=
P

idi. In that way di de�nes the single cellwidth (one barrier plus

one interbarrierwell). Aswe have seen in explicitform ulasforM 11 and M 22 the argum entof

diagonalm atrix elem ents is arg(M 11)= ’1 + ’2 = ’M onodrom y and itdependsthrough ’i on

internalsystem structure.

Usually for sym m etric system s we have W = 0 then V is realand both am plitudes have the

sam e phase.

The expression (1.21,22) foram plitudesR,T depend on the wave function value atthe "black

box" edges.In case ofsym m etricalaperiodicalsystem swe putan + �n = � a1 + �1.

Forone barrierusing unim odularity,in case ofR and T weget:

iT =
i

M 22

e
� ikd = isin(’1)exp

h

i(tan� 1 1

2
(1

�1
� �1)tanh(2�1"1)� kd)

i

= isin(’1)exp(i�’2)

(1.21)

R =
� M 21ie

2ik(a1� "1)

M 22

= cos(’1)exp
h

i(tan� 1 1

2
(1

�1
� �1)tanh(2�1"1)� kd)

i

= cos(’1)exp(i�’2)

(1.22)
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W e can rewrite �’2 asfollows

�’2 = � kd+ 2tan� 1(
1

�1
tanh(�1�1))+ tan� 1

2�1

(1+ �21)sinh(2�1�1)
= 2� + ’1 (1.23)

Here � is as in [9](Aufgabe 57) i.e. � = � kd=2 + tan� 1(1

�1
tanh(�1�1)) , Fl�ugge to solve

problem put (0)= 0,we do notneed thatcondition and "translational" boundary conditions

at r = r0 � d=2 (assum ing r0 = 0) result in additionalphase ’1. Then in our m ethods cross

section isproportionalto sin2(�’2=2)notsin
2(�).

In �g. 4,5 we have shown transm ission ,� argT = �’2(k)and ’2(k)= 2� + kd in single barrier

case.The �’2(k)in allowed k-band isincreasing function ofk and thequantum hurdlerisslower

then particle withoutobstacle;the �(k)function hasnotsuch properties.

Using ’M onodrom y � E t= 0,from position ofthepacketcenterwe�nd thetransm ission tim ein

theNim tz experim ents.

Theheuristictim e calculation ful�llstypicallim its:

�h@(’1;i+ ’2;i)

i@E
)

�"! 1
�

2

��i

Fortypical’2 expressionswegetthesam elim it.Thatexpressionsarenothereim portant.W e

presum ewidesystem sarecom posed from thin elem entary segm ents.

FIG URE 4.Transm ission through onebarrierthreeunits[m m ]wide.�(0) isbarrierheightin k

units[1/m m ].� kdrepresentsm axim alnegativephaseslopeaccordingtoweak W ignercausality.

Slope of �’2 = ’2 + ’1 � kd is connected with the group velocity in transm ission through the

barrier.(@=�@k)(�’2)= �� istim e"delay".Thewavelength � at�(0) issm allerthan thebarrier

width.
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FIG URE 5. Transm ission through one Nim tz barrier 6m m wide. �(0) is barrier height in k

units (here m m � 1). As in �g.4 (� kd) represents m axim alnegative phase slope according to

weak W igner causality. The wave length � at �(0) is bigger than the barrier width so phase

characteristicisdom inated by ’1.Theslopesof’1(k)and � argT phasecurvesarepositiveand

give retardation.However’2 � kd = 2� suggestssm allspeed advance.
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In Fig.4 we have shown the phase characteristicsin tunneling through one (ortwo barrierssee

�g.6).Dueto weak W ignercausality applied to thesum ofboth phases(@=@k)(�’2)> � d.From

m onodrom y � argT = � argR = ’2+ ’1� kd = �’2.Thephase’2� kd aloneistypical2�0 asin

Q .M .-textbooks(see[5,9]).Som etim esfor-oneorfew barriers-when � iscom parablewith the

barrierwidth,the heightofthe barrierscan beeasy deduced from the phasecharacteristics.It

isnota rulecf.�g 5,7 and others.
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FIG URE 6. Transm ission through two equalbarriers each one length unit [m m ]wide. The

cavity diam eterisonem illim eterwidetoo.�(0) isbarrierheightin k units[1/m m ]thesam eas

forone barriertunneling (cf.�g.4).

W e can write generalexpression form onodrom y single celltraces

cos�i=
1

2
Tr[M i]= Re

exp(� i(’
1;i
+ ’

2;i
))

sin(’
1;i
)

=
cos(’

1;i
+ ’

2;i
)

T1;i

= cot(’1;i)cos(’2;i)� sin(’2;i)
(1.24)

For each cellwe can de�ne two internalphases ’1;i,’2;i "Bloch phases" ( in analogy to �i

in [10]) and another one k� i as externaltypicalforthe interbarrier m ovem ent. Such m ethod

can be com pared to the scattering as in [10]. Stability in classicalm echanic is expressed by

inequality TrM � 2,here in quantum m echanicsTrM describesm utualratio ofre
ection and

transm ission (tunnelling)-expressed respectively by �i or’i behavior.High abovethebarriers

’1;i! �=2 so �i! ’2;i! kdi.W eseethatm uch m oreappropriatephasesto benam ed "Bloch

phases" are ’1;i;’2;i which describe internaldevice structure however here we dealwith the

aperiodicalorquasiperiodicalsystem (periodic+ boundary).

Let assum e there exist average transfer operator M equivalent to superposition of equalor

di�erentelem entary m onodrom y cells(assum ing sym m etric case an + �n = � a1 + �1). W e say

there exist an equivalent "black box" barrieroperator M which preserves the single cellform
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(cf.eq.(1.15,17,18)).

h

O
(U )

� n

i� 1
nY

i= 1

h

O
(U )

� i

ih

H
(U )

i

i

= M =

0

B
@

e
i(’

1
+ ’

2
)

sin(’
1
)

� cot(’1)

� cot(’1)
e
� i(’

1
+ ’

2
)

sin(’
1
)

1

C
A =

 

fy(d;�) gy(d;�)

g(d;�) f(d;�)

!

(1.25)

The phases’1;’2 are functionsofdevice internalstructure.W e assum e such phasesexistand

can be com puted while M isfolded from square barriers,Teikd = f� 1(d;�)= sin(’1)e
i(’

1
+ ’

2
)

where � representsallinternalvariablesneeded to com pute ’1;’2 .In m ostcasesthe product

ofthe single cellexpressions (1.18) can be com puted only num erically. The totalphase shift

change isgiven approxim ately by (M transform sinput(1;R)onto (T;0)output):

’
M onodrom y

= (’1 + ’2)= argff(d;�)g = "tan� 1(1
2
(1
�
� �)tanh(2�"))"

Equivalent"black box" width isd = 2� .W ellabovethebarriersi.e.argff(d;�(�))g )
�! i=

p
� 1

kd

there is the transm itted wave running in the initialdirection nearly without distortion. Here

theargum entoftan� 1 hasonly sym bolicm eaning howeverweassum eexistenceof�;�;� forthe

equivalentblack box barrier.

In equations(1.25),forperiodiccase(i.e.M i= M ";� )whereCayley Ham ilton theorem can be

applied,
h

O
(U )

� n

i� 1
justcancelexponentialterm on thediagonalofM im atrix.Thetotaltransfer

periodicm atrix isifcos(�)= 1

2
TrM ";� :

M =
h

O
(U )

�

i� 1
M N

";� =
h

O
(U )

�

i� 1h

M ";�

sin(N �)

sin�
� I

sin((N � 1)�)

sin�

i

=
h

H
(U )
"

i
sin(N �)

sin�
�

h

O
(U )

�

i� 1
sin((N � 1)�)

sin�

itisobviousthatsim ilarity ofM ";� trace with M trace (as in [10])is accidentally. The trace

propertiesare usefulwhen we wantto write any powerofM N
";� in term sofM ";� and the unit

m atrix (see ref[13]). There exists however an additionalm atrix factor
h

O
(U )

�

i

which changes

the�naltracecom pletely.From physicalpointofview weareinterested only in transform ations

which put
h

O
(U )

�

i

into diagonalform m eaning thatbetween interaction areaswe have two free

wavesrunning in opposite directions.In generalcase forthe i-cellwe can de�netwo scattering

orBloch phases’2;i;’1;i(Bloch phasessuggestperiodicity whatisnotherethecase)and phase

displacem entk� i so each cellhasdi�erenttraceproperties.During outofresonancetunneling,

particle seem sto beinsensibleto � i distances.

It is im possible to m ake diagonalboth
h

O
(U )

�

i

i
and

h

H
(U )
"

i

i
. M atching conditions induce the

m onodrom y form of
h

H
(U )
"

i

i
describing particlem ovem entunderthebarrierasin [6].Thetotal

transferm atrix is com posed ofm any m atrices. W e m ustknow its �nalform explicitly to �nd

m utualratio ofre
ection and transm ission.

In aperiodicalsym m etric system (like barriers on the Cantor set) the averaged term ’1 + ’2

is di�erent from the expression valid for the single barrier (1.21,22) . The case sym m etric is

im portant,itis easy to calculate the phases’1;�’2 : in the m onodrom y m atrix (1.16) W = 0

and aswritten already V isrealso from (1.24)V = cot(’
1
)= R=T.From X ;Y we extractthe

second phase.Forasym m etry wegetcot(’
1
)= �

p
V 2 + W 2 = R=T and tan(�’)= W

V
.�’(k)

isphasedi�erence between am plitudesin re
ection and transm ission.

Resum e:

Translation operators suggest "translation in tim e" too. S-m atrix is tim e independentopera-

tor (U (t! � 1 ;+ 1 )) and treats the quantum wire translation device as "black box" which

structure should be �nd outin "phase shifts" experim ents. Unitarity ofS-m atrix suggestsfull

sym m etry of"black box". It is not clear ifS-m atrix phase shifts �l can be used to calculate

tim e delay forparticle traveling through the investigated objectcf.[1].
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O nly the transm itted (tunneling)waves"feel" the objectsize (i.e.itsdepth).Tunneling intro-

ducesasym m etry into experim entaswellinto theory.M ay be m otion em ergesin the quantum

m echanicsasconsequenceofre
ection -transm ission interference(which takesplaceonly under

/ overthe barrierorthe potentialwell). So there existequivalentS-m atrix (SM )related with

M -m onodrom y translation operator ifM is sym m etric. Asym m etry causes problem s and m i-

croreversibility isexactup to tunneling. M -m atrix can be periodic butgenerally itisnot. To

describeproperly tunneling and re
ection weneed m ixtureofinward and outward solutions(or

ateach pointofthe space the true solution ism ixture ofregularand irregularone coupled by

tunneling e�ectatorigin whereintegration ofthewave equation starts).

In tunneling,duetoequivalencebetween thecom plex Schr�odingerand two dim ensionalM axwell

(Helm holtz)equations,we consideraswellphotonsasm assive particles.

1.5 M onodrom y tim e

Two phase shifts suggest that W igner causality should be applied separately to re
ected and

transm itted waves. But if re
ection has nothing com m on with transm ission their coupling

through thejRj2+ jTj2 = 1relation would resultin com pletely di�erentphasesofboth functions.

The above analysis shows that in principle for sym m etric system s both waves have com m on

phase �’2 = ’1 + ’2 � kd [8]and such sum should be used in causality relation. The phase ’2

alone correspondsto � (�l)ifk � �(0) where �(0) isthe barrierheighti.e.

q

2m V=�h2. W e can

generalize the W ignertim e and write

tM onodrom y =
@(�’2+ dk)

�@k
> 0; �’2 = ’1 + 2� (1.26)

Tangentto ’M onodrom y = �’2(k)+ dk cannotbe negative: the scattered wave cannotleave the

barrier ofwidth d before the incom ing wave has entered it -in consequence tM onodrom y > 0.

There is additionalphase ’1 which m odi�es weak causality relation (eq. 1.11). Both phases

resultfrom M -m atrix.

In case of asym m etric barrier system s we can introduce tim es separately for re
ection and

transm ission:

tM onodrom y;refl=
@(�’2+ dk)

�@k
; tM onodrom y;trns =

@(�’2+ dk+ �’)

�@k
(1.27)

2 N im tz experim ents in view ofthe m onodrom y m atrix

The barriersin Nim tz experim ent[12]consistoftwo photonic lattices which are separated by

an airgap.Each lattice consistsbetween one and fourequidistantPerspex layersseparated by

an air.Therefractive index ofPerspex isn= 1.61 in them easured frequency region.In orderto

build a photonic barrierfor the m icrowave signals,the thickness ofthe Perspex b= 6.0(or 5.0)

m m and theairlayersa= 12.0,(8.5)m m presenta quarterofthem icrowavecarrier’swavelength

in barrier�n = c=(nfc)= 22:1;(20:4)m m and in air �0 = c=fc = 35:5;(32:8)m m respectively.

Theairspacedcav = 130;(189)m m between thetwo latticesform sacavity and extendsthetotal

length ofthe barrier. The resonance frequenciesofthe cavity can be calculated on the base of

m onodrom y m atrix and are in case oftwo setups1097.M hz (or764.M Hz);according to Nim tz

fres = c=(2d)is(1153)or(794M Hz).

Thecalculated transm ission and wave function phases(according to m onodrom y forsym m etric

photonic lattices the re
ection phase equals the transm ission phase)are displayed in Fig(7,8).

In Fig 8 wem arked three areaswith anom alousdispersion.

Nim tz assum es that the frequency spectrum of the m icrowave signal lies com pletely in the

nonresonant "forbidden" frequency region between 11fres and 12fres. Using the m onodrom y

calculation m ethod and if�(0) iscorrect,fc should beshifted in com parison to Nim tzdata (see

�gs7,8)i.e.k from the value 0.1769 up to � 0:19 equivalent,fc0 ’ 9G H z .The superlum inal

k-regions weakly depend on sm all�(0) changes. However �(0) should be determ ine from the
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internalPerspex structure. Som etim esforone barrierthere isthe sharp change in both ’1;�’2

phasesbehaviouratk = �(0) ifbarrierwidth iscom parableorbiggerthen particlewavelength .

for
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FIG URE 7.Two barriers(9.15G Hz)experim ent:thicknessofbarrieris5:0m m ,dcav = 189m m .

Thesuperlum inalspeed changesgradually from 6:9c atk = 0:12 to 3:4c nearfc,cf.�g8.Total

width ofthe system is199m m .
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FIG URE 8. Eightbarriers(9.15G Hz) experim entat9:15G H z: thickness ofbarrieris5:0m m ,

ofairlayersis8:5m m ,whiledcav = 189m m .Thesuperlum inalspeed in region I is� 23cwhile

in region II � 14c.Totalwidth ofthe system is280m m .

Itisnoteasy,from the phase curvesto say where �(0) isplaced. �(0) should be found by any

independentm ethod.

Attheend wepresentphaseshiftanalysisin caseoftheK iang m odelwith 10 �-barriers[10,11].

In allowed bandsthe"quantum hurdler" isretarded.Butitisnotso sim plein caseofforbidden

bands.Ifthe particle isre
ected,negative slopecan berelated with penetration depth and for

thetransm itted wave with advance speed.
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FIG URE 9. The K iang m odelwith ten � barriersisa good exam ple of("superlum inal")tim e

advancee�ectin thesuccessivek-forbidden regions.Asin [10],weused forthatm odel
� � = 5,

where
 isbarrierpenetrability and � � istheinterbarrierdistance.Theslopeofthephaseline

characterizesthesuperlum inalspeed i.e.forthedeepestband wehave� 19cforthenextbands

this speed decreases and is adequately: 10c,5.5c,4c and 2.5c in the latest band. In allowed

regions the slopesare positive and give retardations. The group tim e delay is m uch bigger at

resonancesthen between them -thephasecurve oscillatesstrongly.

2.1 Finalrem arks

W e assum e that d is system width and �(0) = d=(c) is the "classical" tim e needed to travel

through barriers.Forsym m etricdeviceboth waves re
ected and transm itted received thesam e

phaseshift �’2 (m odulo�=2).Them onodrom y phaseshiftanalysisofre
ection and transm ission

am plitudesrejectsre
ection from thefrontand treatsboth processesasoccurringafterthetim e

�tun = �(0)+ �(2) where�(2) resultsfrom �’2 .From the M -m atrix pointofview re
ection and

transm ission delay ifde�ned as �tun = (d + @�’2=@k)=� = 2dpen=� is positive and allow us to

interprete dpen aspenetration depth in case ofre
ection.Butwe are unableto say from which

position particle istransm itted. In thatcase interpretation isnoteasy. M ay be the tunneling

wavefunction isstrongly repelled from forbidden bandsresultingin negativephasederivative.It

seem sthatthetunneling particleneedsm uch shortertim eto travelthrough barrierthan in free

space. Num ericalcalculations (with M -m atrix) show that always dpen > 0 according to weak

W igner causality. If2dpen is actualdistance seeing by the tunneling particle then 2dpen=�tun

is typicalspeed (�) in the m atter,but d=�tun gives the advance speed. W e stress once m ore

the transferm atrix enable usto �nd k-dependence ofphases. The phase shift’2 alone isnot

m onotonicand correspondstophaseshiftsfrom S m atrix.Analysisofam plitudesfrom equivalent

S m atrix causeproblem s.W em ustde�nethearrivaltim eforre
ected particleand "departure"

tim e fortransm itted one. The probabilistic interpretation ofR and T suggests thatre
ection

occursat barrierfront[14]and then anom alous dispersion brakes weak W igner causality,�(0)

tim e m ustbe separately de�ned forthe re
ected and transm itted waves,in consequence there

is no interference between these waves. W hen we calculate �’2(k) in allowed bands in sim ple

�-barrier system s we recognize that it is m onotonic function ofk with nontypicalresonance

structure ofanotherorigin. The quantum hurdlerisretarded asitcan be seen from � argT in

theK iangm odel(�g.9)butforbidden bandspush outtheparticle.Thisstructureem ergesfrom

interference e�ectsbetween both (re
ected and transm itted orincom ing and re
ected)elastic

channelsin "continuum " including tunneling.Possiblesuperlum inalarea areseen in Fig.(5-9).

i.e. anom alous dispersion
@ �’2
@k

< 0 butit is questionable if’1 = constor is negligible -’1 is

oscillating function ofwave num berk . W e analyze anom alousdispersion (withoutabsorption

ordissipation)only from two channelinteraction pointofview.In usualpropagation oflightin

refractive m edia werejectin
uenceofre
ected wave.

Brillouin has written in his book [15]"it is im possible to think ofrefractive m edium without
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dispersion" (and energy loss)so the questions -whatvelocity coincides with elastic tunneling

aswellwhatthe natureofanom alousdispersion is-rem ain open.

W e thanksto Nim tz forkind scienti�c cooperation. Forstim ulating discussion we are grateful

to A.Horzela,V.S.O lkhovsky,E.Recam i,S.M aydaniuk.
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Figure descriptions

FIG URE 1.Inward,outward,tunnelingetc.wavesin scattering.Duringscatteringonlyonewave

(here)outward orinward ism odi�ed. Thereisno crossterm sbetween inward and outward 
uxes.

	 tun isnotincorporated in 	
outw norin 	 inw.Itisnotclearifthere
ected wave	 refl(:jSj= 1)

isequalto 	 outw .In shadow region thecom pletewave function m ustvanish [16]( = 0),there

isno place for	 tun in  .

FIG URE 2. The m onodrom y problem as de�ned in [6]for one barrier. M utualrelations be-

tween ingoing and outgoing (from leftorrightside)particle wave functionsare displayed. (In

the picture bars m ean com plex conjugations.) The transition from initialstate to �nalone
 

�(+ )

�(� )

!
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FIG URE 3.Setofbarriersasused in tunneling and transm ission orre
ection.

FIG URE 4.Transm ission through onebarrierthreeunits[m m ]wide.�(0) isbarrierheightin k

units[1/m m ].� kdrepresentsm axim alnegativephaseslopeaccordingtoweak W ignercausality.

Slope of �’2 = ’2 + ’1 � kd is connected with the group velocity in transm ission through the

barrier.(@=�@k)(�’2)= �� istim e"delay".Thewavelength � at�(0) issm allerthan thebarrier

width.

FIG URE 5. Transm ission through one Nim tz barrier 6m m wide. �(0) is barrier height in k

units (here m m � 1). As in �g.4 (� kd) represents m axim alnegative phase slope according to

weak W igner causality. The wave length � at �(0) is bigger than the barrier width so phase

characteristicisdom inated by ’1.Theslopesof’1(k)and � argT phasecurvesarepositiveand

give retardation.However’2 � kd = 2� suggestssm allspeed advance.

FIG URE 6. Transm ission through two equalbarriers each one length unit [m m ]wide. The

cavity diam eterisonem illim eterwidetoo.�(0) isbarrierheightin k units[1/m m ]thesam eas

forone barriertunneling (cf.�g.4).

FIG URE 7.Two barriers(9.15G Hz)experim ent:thicknessofbarrieris5:0m m ,dcav = 189m m .

Thesuperlum inalspeed changesgradually from 6:9c atk = 0:12 to 3:4c nearfc,cf.�g8.Total

width ofthe system is199m m .

FIG URE 8. Eightbarriers(9.15G Hz) experim entat9:15G H z: thickness ofbarrieris5:0m m ,

ofairlayersis8:5m m ,whiledcav = 189m m .Thesuperlum inalspeed in region I is� 23cwhile

in region II � 14c.Totalwidth ofthe system is280m m .

FIG URE 9. The K iang m odelwith ten � barriersisa good exam ple of("superlum inal")tim e

advancee�ectin thesuccessivek-forbidden regions.Asin [10],weused forthatm odel
� � = 5,

where
 isbarrierpenetrability and � � istheinterbarrierdistance.Theslopeofthephaseline

characterizesthesuperlum inalspeed i.e.forthedeepestband wehave� 19cforthenextbands

this speed decreases and is adequately: 10c,5.5c,4c and 2.5c in the latest band. In allowed

regions the slopesare positive and give retardations. The group tim e delay is m uch bigger at

resonancesthen between them -thephasecurve oscillatesstrongly.
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