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A bstract For the wave representing particle traveling through any layer system we calculate
appropriate phase shifts com paring two m ethods. O ne bases on the standard scattering theory
and iswellknow n another uses unin odularbut not unitary M -m onodrom y m atrix. Both m eth—
ods are not equivalent due to di erent boundary condition —in the one barrier case there exist
analytical expressions show ng di erence. Authors generalize results to m any barrier (layer)

systam . Instead of speaking about superlum narity we introduce Into the quantum m echanics
s0 called by us "hurdling problem ": can a quantum hurdler in one din ension be faster then a
sorinter (W ithout obstacles) at the sam e distance. Relations between wavefunction argum ents
and delay or advance are shown for N in tz system s.

1 The tunneling tim es de nitions w ith reference to S (scatter—
ing) and M (m onodrom y transfer) m atrix theories

11 Sm ith’sm ethod as S-m atrix m ethod

Before 1960 duration of a collision was a rather ilkde ned concept, dgoending on a m ore or lss
arbirary choice of a collision distance r. Such a point of view was represented by F.T Sm ith
(1960) L] in his paper "Lifetin e M atrix In Collision T heory". In that work the author tried to
generalize delay-tine t= h (@ =(QE ) resulting from analysing the scattering of the wave packet
Into a conoept ofthe general S m atrix theory according to papersw ritten by Bohm (1951) R] and
W igner (1955) B]. If collision tine isde ned asa lin i orr ! 1 , then the di erence between
the tim e:
a) in which the interacting particle stays w ithin distance r,
and the tin e:
b) i would have spent there In the absence of the interaction em erges as a wellde ned quantity
which is nite if the Interaction vanishes rapidly enough at large distancesr ! 1
"In quantum m echanics, using steady-state wave functions, average tim e of residence in the
scattering region is the Integrated (excess) density divided by the total n-orout ward) ux, and
lifetin e (M ore precisely, tin e delay) is de ned as the di erence between these residence tin es
w ith and w ithout Interaction.”
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w here average density in the absence of the potential is:
Z

r

1
1 =< & >=< ) &)1 &) >= Im . (1 ®) 1 &))dx= 2AA 12)
r. 0

em ail: pcek . pkiell ifjedu pl


http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0312019v1

and Jinw—outw 1S the mward or outward ux as de ned by Sm ih

. hk |
Jinw = AA o Joutw = ARA 13)
w here, according to the scattering theory, the asym ptotic (one-din ensional) form of at large
X is:
1 &) =2 ¥ &M 1.4)
and A is nom alization while density in the central region is: ) = x) &)
1 In case of many channels and separabl radial part of the Schrodinger equation can be
w ritten as

! o =A(R Sin 5°°) (15)
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FIGURE 1. Inward,outw ard, tunneling etc. waves In scattering. D uring scattering only one w ave

(here) outw ard or inward ism odi ed. There isno cross tem sbetween nward and outward uxes.
tin ISnot ncorporated n - " norin Y. T isnot clear ifthe re ected wave yoe1(: 3= 1)

isequalto out T shadow region the com plete wave function m ust vanish [16] ( = 0), there

isnoplce for oy In

Ifthe wave functions are nom alized to nward oroutward unit ux through a spherew ith radiis

r ! 1 ,than on the basis of com plte wave functions (cf. g 1) we build the lifetine m atrix Q,

using the tin e operator (there are no consistent theory tillnow conceming the tin e operator )

t=  ih@=QE

S
Q= ( 1 ((:E )s¥ = (tS)s? (1.6)

where S is the scattering m atrix. A coording to Sm ith’spaper, Q and S contain com plem entary
Inform ation and after diagonalization ofQ is eigenvalues are the lifetin es ofm etastable states,
whilke the corresponding eigenfiinctions are the proper functions describing these m etastable
states. That’swhy Q is called the lifetin e m atrix according to the form ula derived by Sm ith as

below : " 7 #
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where the average value is taken to elim nate oscillating termm s at lJarge r. Q is introduced
corollary using identity Q = h@ =QE .
O hm ura generalized above consideration on tin e packets :
2 i (! i i (! eikr il
@t ! A DR f)d DTt = 4
r

B

sc 1.8)

In hismethod A, , are realfunctions, @ =@! gives tin e delay of lncom ing tin e packet due to
reshaping before and during collision whilk @ ( )=@! due to reshaping only during collision (£2
is the di erential cross section). U sing tin e dependent ux formula j(t) averaged over tim e:

z
h 1@ @
j= —— — — )dt 1.9
17 2m 1 er or 2
he got them ean tim e delay:
fazez () )&t ) g RA2@—, d
A2f2 (1) 4! A2 d!

T he above idea has been applied by O khovsky-Racam i 4] In investigations of re ection and
tunneling tin es. A 11 these m ethods analyze variations of the com plex wave argum ents during
scattering, directly oy O hmura) indirectly in term s of uxes in ref.]. Below we try to nd
analogue of phase functions @ =Q@! (distrbutions) as function of projctile wavenum ber for
tranam ission through system s as in N in tz superlum inar experin ents [12].
D epending on the problem under consideration the scattered phase shifts can be de ned in
reference to other known shifts (as C oulom b phase shifts or jist kr the argum ent of undistorted
nw . out y aves ie. —w ithout Interaction phase at r is given sinply by kr ). Now having the
scatterer we replace it by potential (repulsive or attractive) and m atching wave functions and
their derivatives outside potential range (@s solutions of corresponding w ave equation w ith initial
condiion that the wave fiinction is equalto zero at origin as well w ith assum ption that both
uxes Inward and outward are orthogonal [1], cf. gl) we calculate scattering am plitudes. The
scattering device together w ith incom Ing ux is ocated at cm . and elastic channel is one usually
created by the nonresonant "re ected" wave function w ith the sam e k vector. T he scattering
theory doesn’t m ake di erence between elastic re ected and tranam itted waves. There is only
one averaged elastic channel wave function. Such situation is typical for all S-m atrix problem s
In area of nuclkar reaction, the phase shifts de ne scattering am plitudes and these quantities
de ne cross sections to be considered. T he phase shifts are not m onotonic functions of energy
B] and such dependence were not investigate due to not unique de nition of potential. T here
were attem pts to solve the nverse scattering problm (from phase shifts to restore potential)
but w thout success.
The incom Ing ux when scattered by the target (parrier) is converted into the outgoing parts ie.
re ected and tranam itted. O n the progctike side in one dim ension thought experim ent there is
re ected particle nterfering w ith incident beam whilke on the other tranan ited. But in reality
it is not easy to say which particle is re ected or not. In the stationary theory we take into
acoount only an averaged outgoing ux (m xture ofre ected and tranam itted particle; cf. gl,2.).
From S—-m atrix point of view we have in one din ension two subchannels R,T) or as In case
of the separable radial part of the Schrodinger equation we m ust rem ove kwave degeneration.
The Iwave solits into two subfunctions corresponding to the re ected and tranam itted Iwave
finctions. In case of the radial coordinate (one din ension in three din ensional space ) we are
unable to de ne the left —right sides even experim entally to distinguish the re ected wave from
the tranan itted one (the exosption is the shadow region in g. 1). This degeneracy cannot be
describe w ith traditional S; elem ents. T he scattering on the set ofm any barriers treated as one
"black box" should be describbed by S-m atrix. But such system should be characterized by one
phase shift or ; what cannot be true. W e have two finctions in output each w ith is own
phase shift. To describe such systeam we must Introduce unin odularM —m atrix. The M -m atrix



conserves the m utual exclusion relation between am plitudesR and T .From the transfer m atrix
point of view each wave function should receive proper phase shift (g ;" r ) after scattering.
Then wecan nd S-m atrix am plitudes ifM —called transferm atrix isknown. T here isonem ore
problem S; phase shifts are found from onem atching whilk In case of transferm atrix, it is built
from multim atching conditions as consequence of m any borders between m edia (inside nuclar
structure) . T he scattering system isnom ore the "black box" type. T he Intemal structure causes
m ultiscattering as sequence of subsequent re ections and refractions what requires description
In tem s of not unitary M —m atrix. T he question is ifboth descriptions In term s of (S ifexist
and M ) are equivalent. T here isno paperswhere S—m atrix R ,I am plitudes could be calculated
Independent ofM . (S isdeducted from M not vice versa).

T illnow the tranam ission (tunneling) was taken into account ndirectly through reaction chan-
nels. Sudh treatm ent put tunneling outside the scattering theory. T he consequences are :
—Non unique solutions at the origin (from two solutions we take only regular one Into consid-
eration, analysis below show s that in tunneling case the wave function is di erent from zero at
system origin or at Jeast unde ned-not used) 1.

—In nuclkar physics there are problm s w ith hard or soft core potentials w hich were not tested
or com pared w ith tunneling.

—Validity of tim e reversal Invariance or detailed balance theorem which says that the tine
reversed inocom Ing state (under the operator K) is equal to an outgoing state with the same
energy. T he reversed in-state goes into the asym ptotic free tin e reversed state pwhent! +1
ie. K i(+) = i(O " and ¥ f( ) = f(z) These relations induce Sypro = Sg; called detailed
balancing or m icroreversibility. In other words the transition probability for the inverse proocess
w ith tin e-reversed param eters is the sam e as that of the direct process.

But tunneling is irreversible process and we suspect—cannot be described by function regular at
origin.

In general case ofthe reaction a+ A ! b+ B (in the subbarrier collision) tunneling in out-state
o+ B ) isdi erent from that In in-state @+ A ) and tunneling disturbs scattering states. C learly
nonunitary condition breaking m icroreversibility relation , tunneling how ever can be Introduced
as additional indeterm inance in scattering theory.

12 W eak W igner causality and W igner tim e

The W igner tim e is the sin plest one. A cocording to B] and form ulated there the principle of
causality, the scattered wave cannot leave the scatterer (of diam eter r) before the incident wave
has reach it ie. @ =@k > r. This expression In case of positive derivatives gives retardation
w hile negative values advanced in tim e solution, for the outgoing wave asde ned in 3]we can

write togue = £ + % . Experim entally i isnot easy to nd from the excitation finctions (cross
sections) (k).(cfeqg. 110). In reality In m acro world the scatterer Coulomb or graviy eld)
has in nite radiuswhat oroesty, ! 1 .Letd= 2rand ty, = £ then
d 2a
Gy igner = Tout th= —+ ak 1a11)

Ifweknow (k) theW igner time (the group one) can be easy derived for nite system s.

1.3 M onodromy

To introduce M m atrix we need two ingoing in( ) and two outgoing out( ) particke wave
functions, (cfF ig2).

FIGURE 2. The monodromy problm as de ned In [6,10] for one barrier. M utual relations
between Ingoing and outgoing (from left or right side) particke wave functions are digplayed.
(In the picture bars mean com plex conjuigations.) The transition from initial state to nal

! Jost finctions start from two irreqular solitions but physicalm eaning has their sum equalto zero at origin
B, ch 11, eq.(5,26,71,72)] ie. sum is reqular .
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one ! is given by the unin odular M m atrix easy
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deducted from transitions as drawn in picture.
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T he tranam ission or re ection through any periodic or aperiodical set of square barriers rew rit—
ten as the transform ation from ( 1; r) O ( ) (Undergoing the m onodrom y m atrix), can be
descrbbed In tetm s of the 2 2Jtransfer ("m onodrom y") cells given by superposition of O, ]
matrices with H;] . 0, ] represent free wave propagation between barriers which can be in—
terpreted as phase translation to given position (the m iddle and/or edge of barriers) or phase
transhtion about relative distance if O @ Jareused . In ref. [7] authors use sin ply the nam e
translation operator. H ;] describe particle m otion under any barrier and are responsibl for
Interactive w ave propagation. Superposition ofboth m atrices H ;]P0 ;] represents propagation in
tw 0 opposite directigns jnsi#e or outside m edia. In case of the square barriers unin odular H ;]

a b
m atrices have fom c a where a;b;c are real.

M onodromy (or the transfer m atrix or translation operator unim odular not uniary (@s well
not equivalent to unitary) transform sthe niialwave fiinction am plitudes A ¢;B o or (1;R) onto
outgoing one A, ;B, or (T;0).

Aq Ay
Bn BO

Themonodromy form of M depends on the basic wave functions to be chosen. M shifts the
solution of the Schrodinger equation from x to x + d ie. from begihning of the barrier system
to its end. In the tim e depended approach the wave function underlies unitary evolution :

t=+1)=U@+1; 1) n( 1).Theiniialand nalwave functions are separated In tine
In S-m atrix treatment while n M m atrix approach aswell In space : far ¥eft, ar right.
For inward, outward [(com plex exponential finctions, H ankel fuinctions etc) or realbasic solution
like (ocos;sin, regular and irreqular C oulom b or Bessel fiinctions etc.) , here both representation
M and M °are connected by the unitary transfom ation] we get:

" # " # 0" # " #
T 1T v 1 R

iT M il+ R) 412)

M onodromy M represents propagation of the wave functions through system ofmultiple cells
as sequence of re ections and tranam ission (at each cell edge the wave is splitted Into re ected
and refracted (tunneled)) or M can be Interpreted as superposition of cells characterized by
two waves nward and outward. The four M —m atrix elem ents can be expressed as function of
com plex variables T and R, above relhtionsde neonly M 51 = R=T ,M 5,5, = 1=T elem ents. The
rem aining M 15, , M 117 elem ents, connected by detM ] = 1 relation, we deduce from m atching
conditions. The m onodrom v is unin odular not unitary. M * 6 M Y and hem itian conjigation



does not describe Inverse m otion. M ultiple re ections and tranam issions are strictly correlated
wih muliplem atching. If system isasymm etric (there exist at least one keft and right m atching
w hich do not coincide), equivalent S-m atrix can exist if we introduce additionalphase shift '
between R and T waves. M onodromy can be periodic but not necessary. W ithout dissipation
(energy loss) system oonsist ofm ultiple superposition of unim odular m atrices.

Now we consider tranan ission through certain device created by superposition ofm any barriers.
Such system s can be equivalent any arbitrary shape potential U (x) de ned on the Intervals
aj i b:4 a+ ; wih help of square barriers (eg. barriers on the Cantor set etc.). There
are barriers as In the gJ3:

X©
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FIGURE 3. Set ofbarriers as used in tunneling and transm ission or re ection.

T he superposition of all "phase translations" describe the full transfer operator M  as transfor-
m ation from the initial (spinor) am plitude state to nalone by m eans of m atching condiions.
By approprate unitary transform ation we can choose convenient am plitude representation. T he
choice depends on physics to be considered.

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

distances ( 5) and barrier w idths and heights 2 5; ]go>). T hen the system width is given as

P
=""ta at+" or d= j(2"j-IE-> 3)

ax+1 = axt ax = ]dj

1.13)

where a; is the i-barrier center position and 2 ; width of the i-th barrer, a , - interbarrier
distance (petween barrier centers) and ; free cellwidth (distance between neighbour barrier
edges. h i
The M transfer m atrix can be expanded as multjplication of H jland Oj( ) m atrices. The

rst discribe particle m otion under the barrier (or In m edia) while second free m otion between
barriers. Them atrices 0 J5 can be w ritten as the function of j ie. distancesbetween ad pcent

barriers given by the di erence of their edge positions:

3= @y Be1) @t ") 1.14)

The transfer m atrix can be expressed In temm s of the barriers edge ie. aj ; or distances
between ad-poent barriers eq.(1.13) then the transfer operator M © is

M= H, D ,JHj (1.15)
=1
In representation such that P
com plex transfer operator

] isdiagonal, we have the nalform ofthe position independent

i

Uy M°U) = M ]

in case of the cos;sin base U is the unitary m atrix which m ake diagonal 0 ] ie



u) _ v _ e™ 3 0
0 , = Uy O , Uy = 0 o & s
h (U)i
o) ; is Interpreted as streamhofmq waveshpropagatingjnopposjte directions.
1 1

Allthat m atrices, denoted by M ©) |, ke H,'' , M ], and D ] after diagonalization, belong
to m onodrom y type [6] ,(cf g2.) ie.

" . l #

My © - Xt v m 1.16)

V + W X iy

IfM%isrealand M 1= U, MAUJ thenX = ML +MO)=2; W = MY MH=2;V =
ML+MI)=2;Y = M, MJ)=2;

V and W gives Inform ation about asymm etry in tunneling (poreakdown ofbalance between two
w aves trave]jngﬁinsjdq fhe "black box" in tw o opposite directions).

Theproductof O (Ui) Hi(U) = M ; isthen the elem ent of the barrier structure nam ed the single

cell transfer operator. It can be w ritten as:

" #
h ik
e™ 1 0
M= O(U,)H.(U)— o
" - * O e B
i1 . 1,1 . # 117)
cosh@ ")+ 3 1)snh@ ;" 35+ 1)snh@ 4"
3+ Dshh@ ™) cosh 2 ") F(  )shh@ ")
where i=?iand f= (jfo))2 ]@,kjstheprojecl:ﬂemomentum.Transjtjonto barrier st
isdoneusing eq.(1.17) when n M ; weput = 2 f then we get:
" lk #" #
Mo &7 0 1+ in =
A

using two phase representation (of re ection and tunneling ) B] we can rew rite the M ;] m atrix
for sym m etric structure in m ore com pact fom :

" #2 P14t 0u0) ., 3
ik s e 1i i ro\al’ i

S 0 o oot ("1;1)e
Mi]l= o 4 sinCa0) e (118)

O e i t(’ -)e iy e 1;1i 2;1

o 1i sin ( l;i)
w here we put on the base of the singlke barrier tranam ission formula :

"M onodromyi = "1+ T2i=tan TG (£ )tanh@ ™)) (L19)

reseparation of both phases in general case (m any barrier system ) is not easy.
This single cell operator can also be written with help of am plitudes R1;;T1;:) and phases
(" 2;47" 1;1) ase

h n #2 L @ . ) Ri’ o 3
ik = a2 14 Y2 |
e 1 0 6 e € 7
M;= 09w’ = o . 4 T T 5 (1.18)
! 0 e ™= Riji i’ ; 1 o iC o+ 7150
e i e i i
Ti;a Ti;i

Weassume T; = Tyet’ 28714 and Ry = Ryt 2et 15" 7 1) 2 50 the wave phase In the re ec—
tion channeldi ersby ’ ; from transm itted one. ’ ; can be com puted from the expression

2D ue to relation ;Rj2 + jsz = 1 all cyclic function can be calculated modulo ie Ti;: = 1,8 P (real
(cos)sinusoidal am plitude= m odulus) whilke the phase between R and T am plitudes due to in aghhary factor
imodulo =2 (equivalence of tan (nx) and cot(nx) sets, see R] chll, Bohms ’; are di erent from ours, his
" ref1= " trns =2) ; we require only sm ooth behavior of phase fiinction and is derivative.



tan(’)= — (1 20)

" § 0 for asym m etric system s, for sym m etric onewe can put ’ = 0

14 Phase properties ofM m atrix-one barrier case or the barrier set equiv—
alent to one

Let In the equation (1.17,18) = oonst, ;= and H isthesame oralliH;= H . Then we
callM ;= M ,; sihglk cell "power" (or perdodic) m onodrom y operator. Intemal structure of M ]
representing certain device causing re ection and refraction de nes trangm ission or tunnelling
through the barriers as well as general (@periodic) m onodrom y. W e m aintain that m onodrom y
as applied to two channel elastic scattering is group property .

Let we m ake one m ore com m ent: periodical structure em erge w ith m ultiple application of
O JH but nalboundary condition can change periodiciy.
Wecan solveeq.(112) with M asin (1.16,17) to nd amplitudesR and T

ik (@1 ik @

e @™ )= My, e DM e VR
0= M Zlieék(al 1) + M ZZerk(al 1)R
T he general solution of that equation is:
M M M,,M : 1 ; " "
_ 11+ 22 12 21e ikd _ —e ik@n+"n ait+"1) 121)
M, X iy
W + iV . "
R=———¢&™&a ") 122)

X iy
W e can calculate also the am plitude ratio

R R

1 .
— = —exp@(’"+k@nt+ "+ a ")
T Tl P (@( n n 1 )

In above form ulas we put

M22= X v o= exp( i(’l+ ’2)) _ eXp( jT’M Onodromy)
T sin (1)

and systeEr} total w idth dP= ap + ", a + "1 can be expressed by interbarrier spacing  ;
ie: d= @i+ 4) = ;di. In that way d; de nes the single cell width (one barrier plus
one interbarrier well). A s we have seen in explicit formulas orM ;; and M ,, the argum ent of
diagonalm atrix elements isargM™ ;) = "1+ "2 = ' 4 onodrom y @nd it depends through " ; on
Intemal system structure.

Usually for symm etric system s we have W = 0 then V is real and both am plitudes have the
sam e phase.

The expression (121,22) for am plitudes R ,T depend on the wave function value at the "black
box" edges. In case of sym m etrical aperiodical system sweputas + o= a+ 1.

For one barrier using unin odularity, in case ofR and T we get:

: h i
1 .
T =——e *=dsn(i)exp ifan '3  Dtanh@ 1")  kd) = ish(1)expd o)
22
121)
M. je2k @ ") h i
- 21 — r : 11,1 n - ’ sy
R = v = cos(’1)exp iftan ~ 3 (- 1)tanh 2 ") kd) = cos(’ 1)exp { 2)
22

122)



Wecan rewrite ’ , as follow s

1 2
r,= kd+ 2tan ' (—tanh(; 1))+ tan © — =2 + 7, (123)
1 I+ f)shh@ 1 1)
Here isas in P] Aufyabe 57) ie. = kd=2 + tan'! (iltanh( 1 1)) , Flugge to solve

problem put (0) = 0, we do not need that condiion and "translational" boundary conditions
atr= rj d=2 (assum ng p = 0) result in additionalphase ’ 1. Then in our m ethods cross
section is proportional to sin? ( »=2) not sin? ( ) .

In g.4,5wehave shown transm ission , argT = ', (k) and ', k) = 2 + kd in singl barrier
case. The’ 5 (k) n allowed k-band is Increasing function ofk and the quantum hurdler is slower
then particle w ithout obstacle; the (k) function has not such properties.

Using ' v onodromy Et= 0, from position ofthe packet centerwe nd the transm ission tin e in
the N in tz experin ents.

T he heuristic tin e calculation ful s typical lim its :

h@ (" 1;1+ 7 2;) ) 2
iGE " .

For typical’ , expressions we get the sam e lin i. T hat expressions are not here in portant. W e
presum e w ide systam s are com posed from thin elem entary segm ents.

FIGURE 4. Tranan ission through one barrier three unis nm ] w ide. O isbarrier height in k
unis [I/mm ]. kd representsm axin alnegative phase slope according to weak W igner causality.
Slopeof’, = ",+ "4 kd is connected w ith the group velocity in tranam ission through the

barrier. @= Qk) (" ,) = istin e "delay". Thewave kength at @ isam aller than the barrier
w idth.
~ Onebarrier
M 9,
% 0 j T2
= | 2n
% 5
[ '.'
_%_10 darg T=¢,+¢,-kd
5-15
|_
-20
0 5 15 20

10
k[1/mm]

FIGURE 5. Transm ission through one Nimtz barrier émm wide. @ is barrier height in k
units heremm !). Asih g4 ( kd) represents m axin al negative phase slope according to
weak W igner causality. The wave kngth at © is bigger than the barrier w idth so phase
characteristic isdom lnated by ’ 1. The slopesof’ 1 k) and argT phase curves are positive and
give retardation. However /' , kd= 2 suggests am all speed advance.
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In Fig4 we have shown the phase characteristics in tunneling through one (or two barriers see

g.6). Duetoweak W igner causality applied to the sum ofboth phases (@=@k) (" ;) > d.From
monodromy argT = argR = '3+'7 kd= ',.Thephase’, kdabneistypical2, asin
Q M ~textbooks (see [B,9]). Som etim es for -one or few barriers —~-when  is com parable w ith the
barrier w idth, the height of the barriers can be easy deduced from the phase characteristics. It
isnot a rule cf. g5, 7 and others.
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FIGURE 6. Tranan ission through two equal barriers each one length unit mm ] wide. The
cavity diam eter is one m illin eter w ide too. @ is barrier height in k units [l/mm ] the sam e as
for one barrier tunneling (cf. gd).
W e can w rite general expression form onodrom y single cell traces

_ 1 _ exp (10 ,5% 750 cosCy 5t )
cos = 2TrM1]— Re Sjn(,l;i) - Ti;s (124)
= oot )08 o)  sin(yy)

For each cell we can de ne two intemal phases ’ 1;i, / 2;; "Bloch phases" (in analogy to ;
in [L0]) and another one k ; as extemal typical for the interbarrier m ovem ent. Such m ethod
can be com pared to the scattering as in [L0]. Stability in classical m echanic is expressed by
nequality T rM 2, here In quantum m echanics TrM describesm utual ratio of re ection and
tranan ission (tunnelling) —expressed respectively by ; or’ ; behavior. H igh above the barriers
"14! =250 ;! "4 ! kdi.W eseethatmuch m ore appropriate phases to be nam ed "B loch
phases" are ’ 1;;;' 2;; which descrdbe Intemal device structure however here we deal w ith the
aperiodical or quasiperiodical systam (periodic + boundary).

Let assum e there exist average transfer operator M equivalent to superposition of equal or
di erent elem entary m onodrom y cells (@ssum ing symm etric case ap + , = at 1). Wesay
there exist an equivalent "black box" barrier operator M which preserves the single cell form



(cf. eg. (1.15,17,18)).

0 e ur, 1
i i i e £ 2 ’ !
byt 1 ¥ B ih gt s Tamey oot(y) o Y@ ) d@ )
(0] N 0] B Hi =M =@ — i+ ) A = gd; ) fd; )
) e — —= 7 ’
=1 oot(y) )

(1 25)
The phases ’ ;;’ ; are functions of device intemal structure. W e assum e such phases exist and
can be com puted while M is Hlded from square barriers, Te*d = £ 1(; )= sjn(’_l)ei(’—lJr’—Z)
where represents all intemal variables needed to compute ’;;’ , . In m ost cases the product
of the single cell expressions (1.18) can be com puted only num erically. T he total phase shift

change is given approxin ately by M transform s input (1;R) onto (T ;0) output):

7t onodromy = (1% 72)= amgffd; )g= "an TG _)tanh@ ")
Equivalent "black box" width isd= 2 .W ellabove thebarriersie. argff d; ( ))g )p kd

[
there is the transm itted wave running in the iniial direction nearly w ithout distortion. Here
the argum ent of tan ! hasonly sym bolicm eaning however we assum e existence of _; ; frthe
equivalent black box barrier.

In equau'}gl)ns (1 25), orperiodiccase (ie.M ;= M », ) whereCayly Ham ilton theorem can be
11
applied, O (Un) Jast cancel exponential term on the diagonalofM ; m atrix. T he total transfer
periodic m atrix is if cos( ) = %TJ:M ",
h i, h i,h , , i
M= 0@ Ty Z o® M, SRO ) En@ 1)
h i hl i 1 sm Sin
U) sn®N ) ) sn(M 1) )
Heoh =5 — O — s

it is obvious that sim ilarity of M " tracewith M trace (@s in [L0]) is accidentally. T he trace
properties are usefulwhen we want to w rite any power of M N In tem shofM 5 and the unit
m atrix (see ref [13]). There exists however an additional m atrix factor O ©) which changes
the naltrgee cop plktely. From physicalpoint of view we are interested only in transform ations
which put O @) into diagonal form m eaning that between interaction areas we have two free
waves running in opposite directions. In general case for the i~cellwe can de ne two scattering
orBloch phases’ »;4;" 1;; B loch phases suggest periodicity what is not here the case) and phase
displacem ent k ; so each cellhas di erent trace properties. D uring out of resonance tunneling,

particle seem s to be nsensble to  ; disganoces; h i
It is mpossbl to mhake diagonalboth O ©) ~and H ) . M atching conditions induce the
i i i

©)

monodromy form of Hn ~describing particle m ovem ent under the barrier as In [6]. T he total
1

transfer m atrix is com posed of m any m atrices. W e must know is nal form explicitly to nd
mutual ratio of re ection and tranam ission.

In aperiodical symm etric system (Ike barriers on the Cantor set) the averaged tem ' 1 + '
is di erent from the expression valid for the singke barrier (121,22) . The case symm etric is
In portant, it is easy to calculate the phases’ 1;’, : In themonodromy matrix (1.16) W = 0
and as w ritten already V isrealso from (124) V = cot(’ )= R=T.From X ;Y we extract the
second phase. Forasymm etry we get cot () = VZ2+ W 2=R=T andtan(’)= Wv . k)
is phase di erence between am plitudes In re ection and tranam ission.

Resum e:

T ranslation operators suggest "translation In tim e" too. S-m atrix is tim e independent opera-
tor U k! 1 ;+1)) and treats the quantum w ire translation device as "black box" which
structure should be nd out in "phase shifts" experin ents. Unitarity of S-m atrix suggests fi1ll
symm etry of "black box". It is not clar if S-m atrix phase shifts ; can be used to calculate
tin e delay for particle traveling through the investigated ob ct cf.[1].



O nly the tranam itted (tunneling) waves "feel" the ob gct size (ie. its depth). Tunneling Intro—
duces asym m etry into experin ent as well into theory. M ay be m otion em erges in the quantum
m echanics as consequence of re ection —tranam ission interference (Wwhich takes place only under
/ over the barrier or the potential well). So there exist equivalent S-m atrix Sy ) related w ith
M -m onodrom y translation operator if M is symm etric. A symm etry causes problm s and m i-
croreversbility is exact up to tunneling. M -m atrix can be periodic but generally it isnot. To
describe properly tunneling and re ection we need m ixture of inward and outw ard solutions (or
at each point of the space the true solution ism ixture of regular and irregqular one coupled by
tunneling e ect at origin where integration of the wave equation starts).

In tunneling, due to equivalence betw een the com plex Schrodinger and two din ensionalM axwell
(H elm holz) equations, we consider as well photons as m assive particles.

1.5 M onodromy tine

Two phase shifts suggest that W igner causality should be applied ssparately to re ected and
tranan ited waves. But if re ection has nothing comm on with tranam ission their coupling
through the R ¥+ I ¥ = 1 relation would resul in com plktely di erent phases ofboth finctions.
The above analysis show s that in principle for symm etric system s both waves have com m on
phass ;= "1+ ", kd B] and such sum should be used in causality relaqtion. The phase /,

alone corresponds to () ifk © where © isthe barrier height ie. 2mV=h?. W e can
generalize the W igner tim e and w rite
"o+ dk

tMonodromy=%>O; To="1+2 1.26)
Tangent to "y onodramy = ' 2 k) + dk cannot be negative: the scattered wave cannot leave the
barrier of width d before the Incom ing wave has entered it — in consequence t onodromy > O-
T here is additional phase ' ; which m odi es weak causality relation (eg. 1.11). Both phases
result from M -m atrix.
In case of asymm etric barrier system s we can introduce tin es separately for re ection and
trangn ission:

_ Q(o+dk), _ Q@ t+dk+ )
B onodrom yirtefl= — a@x 7 B onodrom yitms = T @k @x27)

2 N Intz experim ents in view of the m onodrom y m atrix

T he barriers In N in tz experin ent [12] consist of two photonic Jattices which are separated by
an air gap. Each Jattice consists between one and four equidistant Perspex layers separated by
an air. T he refractive Index of Perspex isn=1.61 In the m easured frequency region. In order to
build a photonic barrier for the m icrow ave signals, the thickness of the Perspex b= 6.0 (or 5.0)
mm and the air layersa=12.0, (8.5) mm present a quarter ofthem icrow ave carrier’'s w avelength
In barrder , = c=nf.) = 221; 204)mm and in air ¢ = cf. = 355; B28)mm resgoectively.
T he air space desy = 130; (189)m m betw een the two Jattices form sa caviy and extends the total
length of the barrier. T he resonance frequencies of the cavity can be calculated on the base of
m onodrom y m atrix and are in case of two setups 1097M hz (or 764 M H z); according to N In tz
fres = c=(@2d) is (1153) or (794M H z).
T he calculated transm ission and wave fiinction phases (@ccording to m onodrom y for sym m etric
photonic lattices the re ection phase equals the transm ission phase) are digplayed n Fig (7,8).
In Fig 8 wem arked three areas w ith anom alous dispersion.
N in tz assum es that the frequency spectrum of the m icrowave signal lies com pltely In the
nonresonant "forbidden" frequency region between 11f,.s and 12f,.5. U sing the m onodromy
calculation m ethod and if © is correct, f. should be shifted in com parison to N in tz data (see
gs 7,8) ie. k from the valie 0.1769 up to 0419 equivalent , fo’ 9GH z . The superlum inal
k-regions weakly depend on small © changes. However © should be detemm ine from the



Intemal Perspex structure. Som etin es for one barrier there is the sharp change in both ’ 1; 2
phasesbehaviouratk = @ ifbarrierw idth is com parable or bigger then particle wave length .
for

Two barriers Nimtz experiment (9.15GHz)
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FIGURE 7. Two barriers (915G H z) experin ent: thickness ofbarrier is50mm , dezy = 18%mm .
T he superlum inal speed changes gradually from 6:9c atk = 0:12 to 34cnear f,, cf. g8. Total
w idth of the system is199mm .

Eight barriers (9.15GHz)
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FIGURE 8. Eight barriers (9.15GH z) experin ent at 9:15GH z: thickness of barrier is 50mm ,
ofair layers is 855m m , whilke desy = 189mm . The superim inalspeed In region I is 23cwhike
In region II l4c. Totalw idth ofthe system is 280mm .

It is not easy, from the phase curves to say where © isplced. © should be found by any
Independent m ethod.

At the end we present phase shift analysis in case ofthe K iangm odelw ith 10 -barriers [10,11].
In allowed bands the "quantum hurdler" is retarded. But it isnot so sin ple In case of forbidden
bands. If the particle is re ected, negative slope can be related w ith penetration depth and for
the tranam itted wave w th advance speed.



Kiang model with 10 barriers
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FIGURE 9. TheKiangmodelwih ten barriers is a good exam pl of ("superlum nal") tine
advance e ect In the successive k-forbidden regions. Asin [10], we used for that m odel =5,

where isbarrier penetrability and is the Interbarrier distance. T he slope of the phase line
characterizes the superlim nal speed ie. for the degpest band wehave  19c for the next bands
this speed decreases and is adequately: 10c, 55¢, 4c and 2.5c in the latest band. In allowed
regions the slopes are positive and give retardations. T he group tim e delay is m uch bigger at
resonances then between them -the phase curve oscillates strongly.

2.1 Final rem arks

W e assum e that d is system width and © = g=(c) is the "classical" tin e needed to travel
through barriers. For sym m etric device both waves re ected and tranan itted received the sam e
phase shift ' , m odulo =2). Them onodrom y phase shift analysis of re ection and transm ission
am plitudes reects re ection from the front and treats both processes as occurring after the tim e
an= 9+ @ ywhere @ resultsfrom ', .From theM -m atrix point of view re ection and
trangm ission delay ifde ned as iy = @A+ @7 2=@k)= = 2dyen= is positive and allow us to
interprete dpen as penetration depth In case of re ection. But we are unable to say from which
position particle is tranam itted. In that case interpretation is not easy. M ay be the tunneling
w ave function is strongly repelled from forbidden bands resulting in negative phase derivative. Tt
seam s that the tunneling particle needsm uch shorter tim e to travel through barrier than in free
space. Num erical calculations (with M -m atrix) show that always dpen > 0 according to weak
W igner causality. If 2d,e, is actual distance seeing by the tunneling particle then 2deen= tun
is typical speed ( ) In the m atter, but d= v, gives the advance speed. W e stress once m ore
the transfer m atrix enable us to nd k-dependence of phases. T he phase shift ’ , alone is not
m onotonic and correspondsto phase shifts from Sm atrix. A nalysisofam plitudes from equivalent
S m atrix cause problem s. W em ust de ne the arrivaltin e for re ected particle and "departure"
tin e for tranam itted one. T he probabilistic interpretation of R and T suggests that re ection
occurs at barrier front [14] and then anom alous dispersion brakes weak W igner causality, ©
tin e m ust be separately de ned for the re ected and tranam itted waves, In consequence there
is no Interference between these waves. W hen we calculate ’ , k) In allowed bands in smplk
Dbarrier systam s we recognize that it is m onotonic function of k with nontypical resonance
structure of another origin. T he quantum hurdler is retarded as it can be seen from argT in
theK iangm odel ( g. 9) but orbidden bandspush out the particle. T his structure em erges from
Interference e ects between both ( re ected and tranam itted or incom Ing and re ected) elastic
channels in "continuum " including tunneling. Possbl superlum nalarea are seen in Fig.(5-9).
ie. anom alous dispersion @@'—kz < 0 but it is questionable if ' 1 = const or is negligble -’ 1 is
oscillating function of wave number k . W e analyze anom alous dispersion W ithout absorption
or dissipation) only from two channel interaction point of view . In usualpropagation of light in
refractive m edia we reect in uence of re ected wave.
Brillouin has written in his book [15] "it is In possible to think of refractive m edium w ithout



dispersion" (and energy loss) so the questions —what velocity coincides w ith elastic tunneling
as well what the nature of anom alous dispersion is —rem ain open.

W e thanks to N In tz for kind scienti ¢ cooperation. For stin ulating discussion we are grateful
to A Horzela, V.S O khovsky, E Recam i, SM aydaniik.
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F igure descriptions
FIGURE 1. Inward,outw ard, tunneling etc. waves In scattering. D uring scattering only one w ave
(here) outw ard or inward ism odi ed. There isno cross temm sbetween nward and outward uxes.
tin ISnot ncorporated n - " norin Y. T isnot clear ifthe re ected wave yor1(: 3= 1)
isequalto Ut T shadow region the com plete wave function m ust vanish [16] ( = 0), there
isnoplce for oy In
FIGURE 2. The monodromy problm as de ned In [6] for one barrier. M utual relations be-
tween ingoing and outgoing (from left or right side) particle wave fuinctions are digplayed. (In
the pictL!u:e bars mean com plex conjugations.) The transition from initial state tp nalone
) ! *) is given by the unim odular M m atrix =T RAT
- ) e R=T 1=T
ducted from transitions asdrawn in picture.
FIGURE 3. Set ofbarriers as used In tunneling and transm ission or re ection.
FIGURE 4. Tranan ission through one barrier three unis nm ] w ide. O isbarrier height in k
units [I/mm ]. kd representsm axin alnegative phase slope according to weak W igner causality.
Slopeof’,=",+ "4 kd is connected w ith the group velocity in tranam ission through the
barrier. @= @Qk) (' ,) = istin e "delay". Thewave kength at @ isam aller than the barrier
width.
FIGURE 5. Transm ission through one Nimtz barrier émm wide. @ is barrier height in k
units heremm ). Asih g4 ( kd) represents m axin al negative phase slope according to
weak W igner causality. The wave kength at © is bigger than the barrier w idth so phase
characteristic isdom lnated by ’ ;. The slopesof’ ; k) and argT phase curves are positive and
give retardation. However ’ , kd= 2 suggests an all soeed advance.
FIGURE 6. Transam ission through two equal barriers each one length uni mm ] wide. The
cavity diam eter is one m illin eter w ide too. O is barrier height in k units [l/mm ] the sam e as
for one barrier tunneling (cf. gd).
FIGURE 7. Two barriers (9.15G H z) experim ent: thickness ofbarrier is50mm , dezy = 189mm .
T he superlum inal speed changes gradually from 6:9c at k = 0:12 to 34cnear £, cf. g8. Total
w idth of the system is199mm .
FIGURE 8. Eight barriers (9.15GH z) experin ent at 9:15GH z: thickness of barrier is 50mm ,
ofair layers is 855m m , whilke degy = 189mm . The superim nalspeed In region I is 23cwhike
In region II l4c. Totalw idth ofthe system is 280mm .
FIGURE 9. TheKiangmodelwih ten barrers is a good exam ple of ("superlum inal") tin e
advance e ect In the successive k-forbidden regions. Asin [L0], we used for that m odel =5,
where isbarrier penetrability and is the interbarrier distance. T he slope of the phase lne
characterizes the superlim Inal speed ie. for the degpest band wehave  19c for the next bands
this speed decreases and is adequately: 10c, 5.5¢, 4c and 2.5c in the latest band. In allowed
regions the slopes are positive and give retardations. T he group tim e delay is m uch bigger at
resonances then between them -the phase curve oscillates strongly.
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