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The tunneling probability for a system m odelling m acroscopic quantum tunneling is com puted.

W e consider an open quantum system with one degree offreedom consisting ofa particle trapped

in a cubic potentialinteracting with an environm entcharacterized by a dissipative and a di�usion

param eter. A representation based on the energy eigenfunctions ofthe isolated system ,i.e. the

system uncoupled to the environm ent,is used to write the dynam icalm aster equation for the re-

duced W igner function ofthe open quantum system . This equation becom es very sim ple in that

representation.The use ofthe W K B approxim ation forthe eigenfunctionssuggestsan approxim a-

tion which allowsan analytic com putation ofthe tunneling rate,in thisrealtim e form alism ,when

the system is initially trapped in the false ground state. W e �nd that the decoherence produced

by the environm entsuppresses tunneling in agreem ent with resultsin otherm acroscopic quantum

system swith di�erentpotentials.W econfrontouranalyticalpredictionswith an experim entwhere

the escape rate from the zero voltage state was m easured for a current-biased Josephson junction

shunted with a resistor.

PACS num bers:03.65.Y z,03.75.Lm ,74.50.+ r

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

M acroscopicquantum tunneling isatopicofinterestthatpertainstotheboundariesbetween quantum and classical

physics. This �eld has undergone extensive research in recent years as experim entaladvances have m ade possible

the observation of quantum tunneling e�ects in som e m acroscopic quantum variables such as the ux quantum

transitionsin a superconducting quantum interferencedevice,orthedecay ofa zero-voltagestatein a current-biased

Josephson junction [1,2,3,4,5]. M acroscopicquantum system sm ay be m odelled by open quantum system swhich

arecharacterized by adistinguished subsystem ,described by suitabledegreesoffreedom which aresubjectto physical

experim entation,within a largerclosed quantum system . The degrees offreedom ofthe rem aining system are not

subject to experim entalobservation and act as an environm ent or bath for the distinguished subsystem ,which is

usually referred to asthe\system "forshort.Theenvironm entactsasa sourceofdissipation and noiseforthesystem

and produces quantum decoherence. Caldeira and Leggett in two inuentialpapers [1,6]considered the e�ect of

dissipation on thetunneling rateand noted thatdissipation alwayssuppressestunneling;seealso Ref.[7].Thiswork

wasthen extended to m any otheropen quantum system swith di�erentsystem -environm entcouplings,and di�erent

potentialsforthe �eld [8,9,10,11,12,13,14,15];see Refs.[16,17]forcom prehensivereviews.

M ostwork on m acroscopicquantum tunneling isbased on im aginary tim e form alism ssuch asthe Euclidean func-

tionaltechniqueswhich havebeen introduced in the classical�eld ofnoise-activated escapefrom a m etaestablestate

[18],or the instanton approach introduced for quantum m echanicaltunneling or for vacuum decay in �eld theory

[19,20,21,22,23,24].These techniquesarespecially suited forequilibrium ornearequilibrium situations,butcan-

notbe generalized to truly non equilibrium situations.To be ableto dealwith outofequilibrium situationsweneed

a realtim e form alism which describesthe evolution ofthe quantum system by m eansoftrue dynam icalequations.

Therearetheoreticaland practicalreasonsfora form alism ofnonequilibrium m acroscopicquantum tunneling.O n

the theoreticalside dissipation,for instance,is only truly understood in a dynam icalrealtim e form alism . In the

classicalcontext therm alactivation from m etaestable states is wellunderstood since K ram ers [25]in term s ofthe

dynam icalFokker-Planck transport equation,where the roles ofdissipation and noise and their inter-relations are

known. O n the other hand,an open quantum system m ay be described by a dynam icalequation for the reduced

density m atrix,the so-called m asterequation,orthe equivalentequation forthe reduced W ignerfunction which has

m any sim ilaritiesto the Fokker-Planck equation.However,atpresentno com pelling derivation ofthe tunneling rate

isavailablein thisdynam icalfram ework,thatm ightbecom pared to theinstanton approach forequilibrium system s.

Consequently,the e�ect ofdissipation,noise and decoherence on tunneling and their inter-connections is not yet

fully understood. O n the practicalside out ofequilibrium m acroscopic quantum tunneling is becom ing necessary

to understand arraysofJosephson junctions,ortim e-dependenttrapsforcold atom swhich are proposed forstoring

quantum inform ation in future quantum com puters[26,27,28,29],orto understand �rstorderphase transitionsin

http://arxiv.org/abs/quant-ph/0407185v2
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cosm ology [30,31].

In thispaperwe propose a form ulation ofm acroscopicquantum tunneling based on the reduced W ignerfunction.

In recentyearswe have considered di�erent scenariosin which m etaestable quantum system s are described by the

m asterequation forthe reduced W ignerfunction. By using techniquessim ilarto those used fortherm alactivation

processeson m etastable states[25,32]we were able to com pute the contribution to the quantum decay probability

due to the environm ent. Thiswasused in som e sem iclassicalcosm ologicalscenariosfornoise induced ination [33]

dueto theback reaction oftheinaton �eld,in thecontextofstochasticsem iclassicalgravity [34,35,36,37,38];see

Refs. [39,40]forreviewson thissubject. Itwasalso used forbubble nucleation in quantum �eld theory,where the

system wasdescribed by the hom ogeneousm ode ofthe �eld ofbubble size and the environm entwasplayed by the

inhom ogeneousm odesofthe�eld [41,42],and on som esim pleopen quantum system scoupled linearly toacontinuum

ofharm onicoscillatorsatzero tem perature [43].Butin allthese problem sonly the contribution to tunneling due to

activation wasconsidered.Thereason isthatthenon harm onicterm softhepotentialthatinducethepurequantum

tunneling ofthe system lead to third and higherorderm om entum derivativesofthe reduced W ignerfunction in the

m asterequation.O nehasto resortto num ericalm ethodssuch asthosebased on m atrix continued fractionsin order

to com pute decay ratesfrom m asterequationsin thiscase[44,45,46,47].

In this paper we are able to dealsim ultaneously with both contributions,nam ely pure quantum tunneling and

therm alactivation,to the vacuum decay process using the m aster equation for the reduced W igner function. The

com putationalinnovation that m akes this possible is the introduction ofa representation ofthe reduced W igner

function based on theenergy wavefunctionsoftheisolated system ,i.e.thesystem notcoupled to theenvironm ent.

This representation is usefulin a way som ewhat analogous to the way the energy representation is usefulin the

Schr�odingerequation.Itisquiterem arkablethatin thisrepresentation them asterequation can besolved analytically

undercertain approxim ations.Thekey to thisresultisthatquantum tunneling isalready encoded in theenergy wave

functions,which wecan com pute in a W K B approxim ation.

In ordertohaveaworkingm odelin aform assim pleaspossible,butthatcapturesthem ain physicsoftheproblem ,

weputby hand thee�ectoftheenvironm entwith som ephenom enologicalterm sthatdescribenoiseand dissipation in

a sim pleform .Itturnsoutthattheseterm scan bededuced from m icroscopicphysics,when theenvironm entism ade

by an O hm ic distribution ofharm onic oscillatorsweakly coupled in therm alequilibrium athigh tem perature. Thus

the m odelis notstrictly suited to describe tunneling from the false vacuum ,or zero tem perature transitions. The

appropriate equationsare known in thiscase [43,48]and include tim e dependentnoise and dissipation coe�cients,

and anom alousdi�usion.Thusthem odelstudied hereisa toy m odelatlow tem perature.W em ay expectqualitative

agreem entwith relevantexperim entsatvery low tem perature,butno precision com parableto theinstanton approach

in thiscase. W e illustrate thisby com paring the analyticalpredictionsofourm odelwith an experim entwhere the

escaperatefrom thezero voltagestatewasm easured fora current-biased Josephson junction shunted with a resistor

[4]. Since our m ain purpose here is the introduction ofa working form alism for out ofequilibrium m acroscopic

quantum tunneling weleavethe m orerealisticand involved com putation forfuture work.

M asterequationsplayalsoan im portantrolein elucidatingtheem ergenceofclassicalityin open quantum system sas

aresultoftheirinteraction with an environm ent.In fact,asthem asterequation givesthequantum evolution ofinitial

states,de�ned by the reduced W ignerfunction atsom e initialtim e,ithasbeen ofgreathelp to study decoherence.

In particular,ithasbeen used to clarify the decoherence tim e scales,orthe way in which the environm entselectsa

sm allsetofstatesofthe system which are relatively stable by thisinteraction,the so-called pointerstates,whereas

thecoherentsuperposition oftherem aining statesarerapidly destroyed by decoherence[49,50,51,52,53].Recently

the e�ectofthe interaction with the environm enton coherenttunneling hasbeen analyzed in the fram ework ofan

open quantum system thatisclassically chaotic:a harm onically driven quarticdoublewell[54,55].Itturnsoutthat

in thisproblem ,which requiresa num ericalanalysis,tunneling issuppressed asa consequenceoftheinteraction with

the environm ent. The dissipation and di�usion term s in the m aster equation have been derived assum ing a high-

tem peraturelim itofan O hm icenvironm ent,asin them odeldiscussed in thepresentwork.Thus,ourcalculation can

also be understood in the contextofthe study ofdecoherenceon quantum tunneling.In fact,weareableto identify

the term sresponsiblefordecoherenceand theire�ecton tunneling in ourm odel.

Thispaperisorganized asfollows.In the nexttwo sectionsIIand IIIwe review the theory oftunneling in closed

system s and introduce the energy representation for W igner functions. This extended review is necessary both to

establish our conventions and to recallspeci�c results which are centralto the m ain argum ent. In section IV we

introduce the environm entand com pute the dynam icalequation forthe reduced W ignerfunction ofthe system . In

section V we introduce the so-called quantum K ram ers equation,which is a localapproxim ation to the transport

equation which capturesthe essentialphysics.Forthe purpose ofcom puting tunneling from the false vacuum state,

the quantum K ram ersequation can be sim pli�ed further underthe so-called phase shift approxim ation. In section

VIwe apply the foregoing to the actualestim ate ofthe tunneling am plitude forthe open system .In section VIIwe

com paretheanalyticalpredictionsofourm odelwith an experim enton a current-biased Josephson junction.Finally,

in Section VIIIwebriey sum m arizeourresults.In the Appendixesweprovideadditionaltechnicaldetails.



3

xL xR xout
x

E

V

FIG .1:A schem atic plotofthe potential. Foran energy E below the barrierthere willbe three classicalturning points,also

shown.

II. T U N N ELIN G IN Q U A N T U M M EC H A N IC S

In thissection we review the W K B m ethod to tunneling in quantum m echanics.The energy eigenfunctionsin the

W K B approxim ation we obtain willplay an im portantrolein the energy representation ofthe W ignerfunction that

willbe introduced latter.

A . T he system

W e begin with the sim ple closed quantum m echanicalsystem form ed by a particle ofm ass M in one dim ension

described by a Ham iltonian

H =
p2

2M
+ U (x); (1)

with a potentialU given by

U (x)=
1

2
M 
2

0x
2
�
�

6
x
3
; (2)

forsm allvaluesofthe coordinate x. Thisisa fairly generalpotentialfora tunneling system ,itisthe basic elem ent

in thedashboard potential,which isa very good m odelfora ux trapped in a superconducting quantum interference

device(SQ UID),ora singleJosephson junction biased by a �xed externalcurrent[1,3,16,56].Fortechnicalreasons,

itisconvenientto assum ethatforlargex thepotentialattensoutand takesthevalueU (x)= � U1 ;both negative

and constant. The tunneling process ought to be independent ofthe form ofthe potentialthis far away from the

potentialbarrier.W e presenta sketch ofthispotentialin Fig.1.

There is one classically stable point at x = 0,and one unstable point x = xs = 2M 
2
0=�; corresponding to an

energy "s = 2M 3
6
0=(3�

2).The curvature ofthe potentialisU 00(0)= M 
2
0 atx = 0;and � U00(0) atxs:The other

pointatwhich U (x)= 0 isx = xexit = (3=2)xs:Forx � xexit the potentialattensoutand isconstant.

B . T he W K B approxim ation

Ifwe assum e that the particle is trapped in the potentialwell,that is in its false ground state or false vacuum ,

the tunneling probability can be com puted in this sim ple problem in m any ways. O ne ofthe m ost e�cient is the
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instanton m ethod which reduces to the com putation ofthe \bounce solution". The m ost attractive aspect ofthis

com putation isthatitcan be easily extended to �eld theory where the tunneling probability isthen interpreted as

the probability per unit tim e and volum e to nucleate a bubble ofthe true vacuum phase. The rate for quantum

tunneling is �closed = (
0=2�)aq exp(� SB =~),where SB is the action for the \bounce" (or instanton),nam ely the

solution to the classicalequations ofm otion which interpolates between x = 0 and x = xexit in im aginary tim e

SB = 2
Rxex it
0

dx
p
2M U (x);and the prefactoraq = (120�SB =~)

1=2. O ur expression for the potentialis so sim ple

thattheaboveintegralcan be com puted explicitly:SB =~ = 18"s=(5"0),where"0 =
1

2
~
0 isthe zero pointenergy of

a harm onicoscillatorwith frequency 
0:

Here, however, we willconcentrate on a realtim e approach by expanding the false vacuum state as a linear

com bination oftrue eigenstatesofthe Ham iltonian. To the required accuracy,itisenough to work with the W K B

approxim ations to the true eigenfunctions;see for instance Refs. [57,58]. The instanton m ethod reviewed in the

previous paragraph can,in fact,be easily justi�ed by this sem iclassicalapproxim ation. Here we explain in som e

detailthisstandard procedure to obtain the eigenfunctionsby m atching the W K B solutionsin the di�erentregions

ofthe potential. These solutionswillplay a crucialrole in the energy representation forthe W ignerfunctionsto be

introduced latter.

Let0 < E < "s be the energy ofthe particle in the potentialwell,and  E the corresponding eigenfunction. The

Schr�odingerequation is

� ~
2

2M

@2

@x2
 E + U (x) E = E  E : (3)

Letusde�ne

p(x)=
p
2M jU (x)� E j; (4)

and the integralS(x;y)(note theorderin the integration lim its)

S (x;y)=

Z x

y

dx
0
p(x0): (5)

The W K B solutions are obtained from these elem ents. W e have to m atch the W K B solutions in the di�erent

regions acrossthe potentialfunction. The details ofthis calculation are given in Appendix A.The W K B solution

 E for energies in the range 0 < E < "s is given by Eq. (A14),where xL < xR < xout are the three classical

turning pointsforthe cubic potential(2);see Fig.1. The norm alization constantK E in Eq. (A14)is obtained by

im posing the continuous norm alization ofthe eigenfunctions given in Eq. (A16) and it is given in Eq. (A23). O f

particularrelevance isthe value ofthe eigenfunction  E (x)atvaluesx � xout.Thisgivesthe m ain contribution to

the continuousnorm alization integral.The valueofthe eigenfunction atx � xout,ascom puted in Appendix A,is

 E (x)�

s

2M

~�p1
sin

�
p1 x

~

+ �E

�

; (6)

wherethephase�E isintroduced in Eqs.(A24)and p1 (E )isde�ned by Eq.(4)when x � xout;seealso Eq.(A17).

W e are interested in the details ofthe eigenfunctions near the false vacuum state,since we willbe dealing with

tunneling from vacuum .Thus,in therem aining ofthissection wegiveexplicitly thevaluesofthenorm alization con-

stantK E and thephaseshifts�E nearthisvacuum state.Thereforeletusim posetheBohr-Som m erfeld quantization

condition (A15)and letE 0 be the corresponding lowestenergy,thatis,n = 0 in Eq. (A15). As we willsee in the

nextsubsection thisde�nesthefalsevacuum energy.Expanding theintegralin Eq.(5)around E 0 we�nd thatclose

to the lowestenergy value

S (xR ;xL )�
�~

2
� � (E � E0); (7)

where� isde�ned by

� =

Z xR

xL

dx

s

2M

U (x)� E0
: (8)

Thuscos2 (S (xR ;xL )=~)� (�2=~2)(E � E0)
2
,and evaluating the righthand side of(A26)atE 0;we conclude that

K 2
E haspolesatthe com plex energies

E � = E 0 � i"; "�
~

4�
e
� 2S0(xou t;xR )=~; (9)
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which is in agreem ent with the standard result [58]. To sim plify the notation let us callS0 = S0 (xout;xR ) and

f0 = f(E 0)+ �=4,then we have from Eqs. (A21) and (A22) that the functions A(E ) and B (E ) for E near E 0

are: A (E ) = (�=~)exp(S0=~)[F� (E )+ F+ (E )]and B (E ) = (� i�=~)exp(S0=~)[F� (E )� F+ (E )],where F� (E ) =

exp(if0=~)(E � E� )and F+ (E )= exp(� if0=~)(E � E+ ). Notice thatneitherA norB vanish atE � . Finally from

Eq.(A23)wecan write the norm alization constantnearthe falsevacuum energy,as

K
2

E =
M

�~�

"

(E � E0)
2
+ "2

=
4M "2

�~2

e2S0=~

(E � E� )(E � E+ )
; (10)

and from Eqs.(A24)the phaseshiftsare

e
i�E = 2

s

"2e2S0=~

(E � E0)
2
+ "2

(A + iB )= e
if0=~

s

E � E�

E � E+
: (11)

Equations(6),(10)and (11)are the m ain resultsofthissection. W e notice,in particular,the polesofthe norm

and the phase shifts atE � nearthe false vacuum energy. The strong dependence on the energy ofthese functions

nearthe falseground energy willplay an im portantrolein the nextsections.

1. The false vacuum

Beforewestartwith thecom putation ofthetunneling ratewehaveto de�newhatwem ean by thedecaying state,

allthe wavefunctionswe considered so fararetrue stationary statesand,obviously,show no decay whatsoever.W e

need to con�neinitially theparticleinto thepotentialwellin itslowestenergy.To thisend,weintroducean auxiliary

potentialUaux which agrees with U up to xs (where the true potentialreaches its m axim um value) and increases

thereafter. W e m ay assum e thatthe growth ofUaux isasfastasnecessary to justify the approxim ationsbelow;the

tunneling rate is insensitive to the details ofUaux beyond xs:Thus,we de�ne the decaying state  0 as the ground

stateofa particlecon�ned by U aux [59].

It is obvious from the form ofthe W K B solutions that  0 agrees with  E 0
up to xs,i.e.  0(x) =  E 0

(x) for

x � xs,whereE 0 istheBohr-Som m erfeld ground stateenergy fortheauxiliary potentialUaux,which correspondsto

n = 0 in thecondition (A15).Beyond xs, 0 willdecay rapidly to zero,unlike E 0
:Likeany otherwavefunction, 0

adm itsa developm entin the com pletebaseofenergy eigenfunctions E ,as

 0 (x)=

Z

dE CE  E (x); (12)

wheredue to ournorm alization the Fouriercoe�cientsaregiven by

CE =

Z

dx  E (x) 0 (x): (13)

To�nd thesecoe�cients,weobservethat 0 (x)isasolution totheSchr�odingerequation with theauxiliarypotential

Uaux

� ~
2

2M

@2

@x2
 0 + Uaux (x) 0 = E 0 0: (14)

Letusadd to both sidesofthisequation the term [U (x)� Uaux (x)] 0 and then m ultiply both sidesby  E (x)and

integrateto obtain

(E � E0)CE = �

Z
1

xs

dx  E (x)[Uaux (x)� U (x)] 0 (x): (15)

An im portantconsideration isthat 0 (x)isa sm ooth function (asopposed to a distribution),and,unlike  E 0
itis

norm alizable,so CE m ustalso be sm ooth. Thism eansthatitisallowable to assum e E 6= E 0 in Eq. (15);CE 0
can

then be found by analyticalcontinuation.To estim ate the righthand side ofEq.(15),letusintroduce;cf.Eq.(4),

paux (x)=
p
2M jUaux (x)� E0j: (16)
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To therightofxs wem ay usetheW K B approxim ation with thedecaying solution into theforbidden region to write

 0 (x)=  0 (xs)e
�

1

~

R
x

x s
paux(y)dy: (17)

O n the otherhand, E (x)isgiven by Eq.(A12)in Appendix A.IfE iscloseto E 0,then Eq.(7)applies,and we

m ay write

 E (x)� 2KE

�
�

~

(E � E0)F+ (xs;xR )e
1

~

R
x

x s
p(y)dy

+
1

2
F� (xs;xR )e

�
1

~

R
x

x s
p(y)dy

�

: (18)

Substituting the two previousexpressionsinto the righthand side ofEq. (15)we see thatwe have to com pute the

two following integrals,

J� =

Z
1

xs

dx [Uaux (x)� U (x)]e
�

1

~

R
x

x s
[paux(y)� p(y)]dy: (19)

The integral,J� ,isdom inated by the region nearthe lowerlim it,wherepaux (x)iscloseto p(x)and wecan write

paux (x)� p(x)�

�
p2aux (x)� p2 (x)

�

2
p
2M U (xs)

=

s

M

2U (xs)
[Uaux (x)� U (x)+ E � E0];

from wherewe obtain

J� = ~

r
2U (xs)

M
� (E � E0)

Z
1

xs

dx e
�

1

~

R
x

x s
[paux(y)� p(y)]dy; (20)

where the rem aining integralism ade negligible by an appropriatechoice ofUaux.Forthe otherintegral,J+ ,we see

that the corresponding exponentialfactor in Eq. (19) decays faster than the exponentialfactor ofJ� ,so that the

region which e�ectively contributesto theintegralisnarrower.Sincethepre-exponentialfactorvanishesatthelower

lim it,we�nd J+ � 0.Finally,putting allthesepiecestogetherinto therighthand sideofEq.(15)wegetto leading

order,

(E � E0)

"

CE + 2K E  0 (xs)�

r
2U (xs)

M
F+ (xs;xR )

#

= 0;

whosesolution,assum ed sm ooth,is

CE = � 2KE  0 (xs)�

r
2U (xs)

M
F+ (xs;xR ): (21)

W e notethatCE isindependentofthe choiceofUaux beyond xs,asitshould.

Thus,wehavefound thefalsevacuum wavefunction in term softheenergy wavefunctionsoftheoriginalproblem .

The false ground state is a superposition ofenergy eigenstates which are �ne tuned in such a way as to produce

destructiveinterferenceoutsidethepotentialwell.NoticethatCE ,becauseofthefactorK E in Eq.(21),peaksnear

the energy ofthe falseground state,and hasa strong dependence on the energy nearthisground state energy.

2. Tunneling from the false vacuum

Letusnow com pute the tunneling rate assum ing thatthe particle isdescribed initially by the false ground state

 0.Attim e t,wehave

 (x;t)=

Z

dE e
� iE t=~

CE  E (x); (22)

The persistenceam plitude is

�(t)=

Z

dx  
�

0 (x) (x;t)=

Z

dE e
� iE t=~

C
2

E : (23)
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To perform the integration we can closethe contourofintegration in the com plex E plane adding an arcatin�nity,

whereby wepick up the pole E � in K 2
E ;cf.Eq.(21).Therefore�(t)goeslike

�(t)� exp

�
� t

4�
exp

�

�
2

~

S0 (xout;xR )

��

; (24)

provided tisnottoo large. The tunneling rate forthisclosed system ,�closed,m ay be de�ned from the persistence

probability �2(t)� exp(� �closedt),so that�closed = (1=2�)exp(� 2S0=~),which agreeswith the resultofthe bounce

solution.NotethatifwetaketheclassicallowestenergyE = 0,then xR = xL = 0,xout = xexit,and SB = 2S(xexit;0),

butS0 hereistheaction correspondingtoaparticlewith falsevacuum energyE 0,which di�ersfrom zero,consequently

itdi�ersfrom SB =2.Thisdi�erence isaccounted forby the prefactoraq in the instanton result.

An equivalentway ofderiving thisresultisto estim ate the integralby a stationary phase approxim ation.W e can

writethe integralofEq.(23)as

�(t)=

Z

dE e
F [E ]

G [E ]

where F [E ]= � iE t=~+ ln(K2
E )with K 2

E given by (10). W e considereverything else going into G [E ]asrelatively

slowly varying. The stationary phase pointsare the rootsofF 0 = 0:W hen t! 1 ,these rootsm ustapproach E � :

W rite e.g.E = E � + "r.Ifjrj< 1,then r = (i~="t)[1� (~=2"t)+ :::];thisapproxim ation isconsistentif"t=~ > 1:

Atthe stationary point

F [E ]= � i
E � t

~

+ ln[t]+ constant:

The �rstterm accountsforthe exponentialdecay,asE � = E 0 � i" where " isgiven by Eq. (9),in agreem entwith

the previousresult(24).O n the otherhand,F 00� t2,so the G aussian integraloverenergiescontributesa prefactor

ofordert� 1:

III. W IG N ER FU N C T IO N A N D EN ER G Y R EP R ESEN TA T IO N

A very usefuldescription ofa quantum system isthatgiven by theW ignerfunction in phasespace,which isde�ned

by an integraltransform ofthedensity m atrix [60,61].TheW ignerfunction forasystem described by awavefunction

 (x)is

W (x;p)=

Z
dy

2�~
e
ipy=~

 

�

x �
y

2

�

 
�

�

x +
y

2

�

; (25)

where the sign convention is chosen so that a m om entum eigenstate  p0 (x)� eip0x=~=
p
2�~ becom es W p0 (x;p)=

(1=2�~)� (p� p0).M oreover,itsatis�es

Z

dp W (x;p)= j (x)j
2
;

Z

dx W (x;p)=

�
�
�
�

Z

dx
e� ipx=~

p
2�~

 (x)

�
�
�
�

2

; (26)

and itisnorm alized so that
R R

dx dp W (x;p)= 1.ThustheW ignerfunction issim ilarin som ewaysto adistribution

function in phase space,itisrealbut,unlike a true distribution function,itisnotpositive de�ned;thisisa feature

connected to the quantum nature ofthe system itdescribes.

The Schr�odingerequation forthe wavefunction  ,

� ~
2

2M

@2

@x2
 + U (x) = i~

@

@t
 ; (27)

translates into a dynam icalequation for the W igner function,which is easily derived. In fact,by taking the tim e

derivativeof(25),using the Schr�odingerequation (27),and integrating by partswehave

@

@t
W (x;p) = �

i

~

Z
dy

2�~
e
ipy=~

��
� i~p

M

�
@

@x

h

 

�

x �
y

2

�

 
�

�

x +
y

2

�i

+  

�

x �
y

2

� h

U

�

x �
y

2

�

� U

�

x +
y

2

�i

 
�

�

x +
y

2

�o

:
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Forthe cubic potential(2)we have U (x � y=2)� U (x + y=2)= � M 
20xy + (�=2)x2y + (�=24)y3 and,noting that

yeipy=~ = � i~@pe
ipy=~ and y3eipy=~ = i~3@3pe

ipy=~,wegetthe equation forthe W ignerfunction

@

@t
W (x;p)=

�

U
0(x)

@

@p
�

p

M

@

@x
+

�

24
~
2 @

3

@p3

�

W (x;p); (28)

which m ay be interpreted asa quantum transportequation.The �rsttwo term son the righthand side are justthe

classicalLiouvilleterm sfora distribution function,the term with the threem om entum derivativesisresponsiblefor

the quantum tunneling behavior ofthe W igner function in our problem . A theorem by Pawula [44]states that a

transportequation should haveup to second orderderivativesatm ost,orelse an in�nite K ram ers-M oyalexpansion,

fornon-negativesolutionsW (x;p;t)toexist.Theaboveequation fortheW ignerfunction circum ventstheim plications

ofthe theorem since it need notbe everywhere-positive. Even ifwe have an everywhere-positive G aussian W igner

function at the initialtim e,the evolution generated by an equation such as Eq. (28) willnot keep it everywhere-

positive. Thus,here we see the essentialrole played by the non-positivity ofthe W igner function in a genuinely

quantum aspectsuch astunneling.

A . T he energy representation

G iven thata wavefunction  can be represented in term softheenergy eigenfunctions E ,de�ned by Eq.(3),as

 (x)=

Z

dE CE  E (x); (29)

we can introduce a corresponding representation for W (x;p) in term s ofa base offunctions W E 1E 2
(x;p) in phase

spacede�ned by

W E 1E 2
(x;p)=

Z
dy

2�~
e
ipy=~

 E 1

�

x �
y

2

�

 
�

E 2

�

x +
y

2

�

: (30)

Then W (x;p)can be written as

W (x;p)=

Z

dE 1dE 2 CE 1E 2
W E 1E 2

(x;p); (31)

where,in thiscase,wehaveCE 1E 2
= CE 1

C �

E 2
.O n the otherhand from the de�nition ofW E 1E 2

(x;p)wecan write

Z
dxdp

~

W
�

E 1E 2
(x;p)W E 0

1
E 0

2

(x;p)=

Z
dxdy

2�~2

n

 E 1

�

x �
y

2

�

 E 2

�

x +
y

2

�

 E 0

1

�

x �
y

2

�

 E 0

2

�

x +
y

2

�o

;

wherethe p integration hasbeen perform ed.Ifwenow callz = x � y=2,z0= x + y=2;then dxdy = dzdz0,and

Z
dxdp

~

W
�

E 1E 2
(x;p)W E 0

1
E 0

2

(x;p)=
1

2�~2
� (E1 � E

0

1)� (E2 � E
0

2); (32)

which gives the orthogonality properties ofthe functions W E 1E 2
. This suggests that any W igner function m ay be

written in thisbasisas

W (x;p;t)=

Z

dE 1dE 2 CE 1E 2
(t)W E 1E 2

(x;p): (33)

W e callthisthe energy representation ofthe W ignerfunction. In thisrepresentation,the m asterequation orthe

quantum transportequation (28)isvery sim ple

@

@t
CE 1E 2

(t)=
� i

~

(E 1 � E2)CE 1E 2
(t); (34)

asonecan easily verify.O nem ightgivean alternativederivation ofthe tunneling ratefrom thisequation,by taking

the initialcondition forthe W ignerfunction which correspondsto the false vacuum . In fact,in the nextsection we

willuse the energy representation ofthe W ignerfunction to com pute thisratein a m orecom plex problem involving

coupling to an environm ent.Notethatthedynam icsofthetransportequation in theenergy representation istrivial

and theinitialcondition isgiven in term softhecoe�cients(21)which wehavealready com puted.Thetask would be



9

m ore di�cultstarting from the transportequation in phase space,such asEq. (28),since the third derivative term

m akesthe solution ofthe equation very com plicated. O ne hasto resortto m ethods such asthose based on m atrix

continued fractionsin orderto com putedecay ratesfrom m asterequationsforopen quantum system swith third order

derivativeterm s[44,45,46,47].W ecalltheattention to thesim ilarity ofthisrepresentation to thatbased in Floquet

statesthatone can use when the Ham iltonian is periodic [62,63,64,65]. The powerofthis representation willbe

seen in the following sectionswhen we considerourquantum system coupled to an environm ent.

IV . T H E O P EN Q U A N T U M SY ST EM

So farwehaveconsidered a sim pleclosed quantum system .From now on wewillconsideran open quantum system

by assum ing thatoursystem ofinterestiscoupled to an environm ent.Asem phasized by Caldeiraand Leggett[1]any

quantum m acroscopicsystem can bem odelled byan open quantum system byadjustingthecouplingofthesystem and

environm entvariablesand by choosingappropriatepotentials.O neofthem ain e�ectsoftheenvironm entisto induce

decoherenceinto thesystem which isa basicingredientinto thequantum to classicaltransition [1,49,50,51,52,53].

The standard way in which the environm ent is introduced is to assum e that the system is weakly coupled to a

continuum setofharm onic oscillators,with a certain frequency distribution. These oscillatorsrepresentdegreesof

freedom to which som e suitable variable ofthe quantum system is coupled. O ne usually further assum es that the

environm entisin therm alequilibrium and thatthe whole system -environm entisdescribed by the directproductof

thedensity m atricesofthesystem and theenvironm entattheinitialtim e.Them acroscopicquantum system isthen

described by thereduced density m atrix,orequivalently,by thereduced W ignerfunction oftheopen quantum system .

This latter function is de�ned from the system -environm ent W igner function after integration ofthe environm ent

variables.

In ordertohaveaworkingm odelin aform assim pleaspossible,butthatcapturesthem ain e�ectoftheenvironm ent,

wewillassum ethatthereducedW ignerfunction,which westillcallW (x;p),satis�esthefollowingdynam icalequation,

@

@t
W (x;p)=

�

U
0(x)

@

@p
�

p

M

@

@x
+

�

24
~
2
@3

@p3
+ 

@

@p

�

p+ M �
2
@

@p

��

W (x;p); (35)

where  which hasunitsofinverse tim e isthe dissipation param eter,and �2 the di�usion coe�cient. The lasttwo

term softhis equation representthe e�ectofthe environm ent: the �rstdescribesthe dissipation produced into the

system and the second is the di�usion or noise term . An interesting lim it,the so-called weak dissipation lim it,is

obtained when  ! 0,so thatthereisno dissipation,butthedi�usion coe�cient� 2 iskept�xed.W ewillgenerally

referto equation (35)asthe quantum K ram ersequation,oralternatively,asthe quantum transportequation. Itis

worth to notice thatthis equation reducesto a classicalFokker-Planck transportequation when ~ = 0: itbecom es

K ram er’sequation [25,32]fora statisticalsystem coupled to a therm albath and hasthe rightstationary solutions.

This equation can be derived in the high tem perature lim it [48,66,67,68,69,70]. In fact,assum ing the so-

called O hm ic distribution for the frequenciesofthe harm onic oscillatorsone obtains that,in this lim it,�2 = kB T,

where kB isBoltzm ann’sconstantand T the bath tem perature. In the low tem perature lim it,however,the m aster

equation for the reduced W ignerfunction is m ore involved [43,48]. Itcontainstim e dependentcoe�cients and an

anom alousdi�usion term ofthe type �@x@p W (x;p),where � isthe anom alousdi�usion coe�cient. Nevertheless,a

good approxim ation to the � coe�cientisgiven atzero tem perature by � 2 � 1

2
~
0.Forsim plicity we willbase our

analysisin that equation even though we are interested in quantum tunneling from vacuum which m eans that our

quantum system isatzero tem perature.

Equation (35)isoften used to describe the e�ectofdecoherenceproduced by the di�usion coe�cientto study the

em ergence ofclassicalbehaviorin quantum system s;thisisa topic ofrecentinterest;see Ref. [53]fora review. O f

particularrelevance to ourproblem isthe study ofdecoherence in quenched phase transitions[71],and the e�ectof

decoherencein quantum tunneling in quantum chaoticsystem s[54,55].

The reduced W igner function W (x;p) describes the quantum state ofthe open quantum system ,and given a

dynam icalvariableA(x;p)associated to the system itsexpectation value in thatquantum state isde�ned by,

hA (x;p)i=

Z

dxdp A (x;p) W (x;p): (36)

Then onecan easily provefrom Eq.(35)thatde�ning,

N =

Z

dxdp W (x;p); hE i=

Z

dxdp

�
p2

2M
+ U (x)

�

W (x;p); (37)

wehave _N = 0 and h_E i= � (hp2=M i� N �2).
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A . Energy representation ofthe reduced W igner function

Letusnow use the base offunctionsin phase spaceW E 1E 2
(x;p),introduced in Eq.(30),to representthe reduced

W igner function W (x;p;t) as in Eq. (33). The previous N and hE i have very sim ple expressions in the energy

representation:

N =

Z

dE CE E (t); hE i=

Z

dE E CE E (t): (38)

To check thelastequation wenotethat
R
dxdp

�
(p2=2M )+ U (x)

�
W E 1E 2

(x;p)= E 1� (E1 � E2);which can beeasily

proved by explicitsubstitution ofthe de�nition ofW E 1E 2
,and trading powersofp by derivativeswith respectto y

into expressions(30),and partialintegrations.

The quantum transportequation (35)in the energy representation becom es,

@

@t
CE 1E 2

(t)=
� i

~

(E 1 � E2)CE 1E 2
(t)+ 

Z

dE
0

1dE
0

2 Q E 1E 2;E
0

1
E 0

2

CE 0

1
E 0

2

(t); (39)

where,afterone integration by parts,

Q E 1E 2;E
0

1
E 0

2

= � 2�~2
Z

dxdp

~

�
@

@p
W

�

E 1E 2
(x;p)

� �
p

M
+ kB T

@

@p

�

W E 0

1
E 0

2

(x;p); (40)

which hasthe contributionsfrom the dissipativeand the di�usion ornoiseparts,respectively,as

Q E 1E 2;E
0

1
E 0

2
= Q

(D )

E 1E 2;E
0

1
E 0

2

+ Q
(N )

E 1E 2;E
0

1
E 0

2

: (41)

From Eq.(30)itiseasy to see thatthese coe�cientscan allbe written in term softhe following m atrix elem ents:

X E 1E 2
=

Z

dx x  E 1
(x) E 2

(x); (42)

PE 1E 2
=

~

i

Z

dx  E 1
(x)

@

@x
 E 2

(x); (43)

(X P )
E 1E 2

=
~

i

Z

dx x E 1
(x)

@

@x
 E 2

(x); (44)

X
2

E 1E 2
=

Z

dx x
2
 E 1

(x) E 2
(x): (45)

Explicitly,wehavethat

Q
(D )

E 1E 2;E
0

1
E 0

2

=
� i

2M ~

h

(X P )
E 1E

0

1

� (E2 � E
0

2)� PE 1E
0

1
X E 2E

0

2
� XE 1E

0

1
PE 2E

0

2
+ (X P )

E 2E
0

2

� (E1 � E
0

1)

i

; (46)

Q
(N )

E 1E 2;E
0

1
E 0

2

=
kB T

~
2

h

2X E 1E
0

1
X E 2E

0

2
� X

2

E 1E
0

1

� (E2 � E
0

2)� X
2

E 2E
0

2

� (E1 � E
0

1)

i

: (47)

Thus,in term s ofthe coe�cients C E 1E 2
the dynam ics ofthe quantum transport equation is very sim ple. This

equation,in fact,resem blesa sim ilarequation when a Floquetbasisofstatesareused [62,63,64,65],which arevery

usefulwhen the Ham iltonian ofthe system is periodic in tim e. The Floquet basis is discrete in such a case and a

num ericalevaluation ofthe corresponding m atrix elem ents(42)-(45)can be perform ed;seeforinstance[54,55]fora

recentapplication.Itisrem arkablethatin ourcaseapproxim ated analyticexpressionsforthesem atrix elem entscan

be found.

B . Som e properties ofthe m atrix elem ents

The m atrix elem ents (42)-(45) have a clear physicalinterpretation and severalrelations can be derived am ong

them . Note that X E 1E 2
is the m atrix elem ent of the position operator X in the energy representation. Since

X  E (x)= x E (x);wem usthave
R
dE 1 X E E 1

 E 1
(x)= x E (x):
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O n theotherhand,PE 1E 2
isthem atrix elem entforthem om entum operator.Thecanonicalcom m utation relation

[P;X ]= � i~,im plies[H ;X ]= (� i~=M )P ,and taking m atrix elem entson both sideswehave

(E 1 � E2)X E 1E 2
= �

i~

M
PE 1E 2

: (48)

Also,X 2
E 1E 2

isthe m atrix elem entofX 2,therefore

X
2

E 1E 2
=

Z

dE X E 1E X E E 2
: (49)

O n the other hand, (X P )
E 1E 2

is the m atrix elem ent of X P , consequently
�
(X P )

E 2E 1

��
= � (X P )

E 2E 1

cor-

responds to P X , and (X P )
E 1E 2

+ (X P )
E 2E 1

= [X ;P ]
E 1E 2

= i~� (E1 � E2). Also (X P )
E 1E 2

� (X P )
E 2E 1

=

(iM =~)(E 1 � E2)X
2
E 1E 2

,wherethe com m utator[H ;X 2]hasbeen used in the laststep,therefore

(X P )
E 1E 2

=
iM

2~
(E 1 � E2)X

2

E 1E 2
+
i~

2
� (E1 � E2): (50)

W ehave,also,that(X P )
E 1E 2

=
R
dE X E 1E PE E 2

.O nem ay check,forconsistency,thattheserelationsim ply _N = 0:

In Appendix B atestofthequantum transportequation in theenergyrepresentation (and oftheabovem atrixelem ent

properties)isgiven by checking thata stationary solution with a therm alspectrum is,indeed,a solution in the high

tem peraturelim it.

C . C om puting the m atrix elem ents

The m atrix elem entscontain singularpartscom ing from the integralsoverthe unbound region beyond xs:These

singularpartsareeasy to com pute,sincefarenough thewavefunctionsassum ethesim pleform (6).W hen perform ing

the calculation ofthe singularpartsofthe m atrix elem entswe willusethatwhen �x ! 1 ,wehavethe identities

sin(p�x=~)

�p
! � (p);

cos(p�x=~)

p
! 0; (51)

which can be easily checked by taking the Fouriertransform softhesefunctionswith respectto p.

The com putation ofthe singularpartsofthe m atrix elem ents(42)-(45)m ay be reduced to the evaluation ofthree

basicintegrals.These integralsare

A A ;S (p1;p2)=

Z

dx sin[(p1 � p2)x=~+ �1 � �2]; (52)

and

B (p1;p2)=

Z

dx sin(p1x=~+ �1)sin(p2x=~+ �2); (53)

where,forsim plicity,wehavewritten pi � p1 (E i)and �i � � (Ei)(i= 1;2).The m atrix elem entX E 1E 2
is

X E 1E 2
�

2M

~�
p
p1p2

Z

dx x sin(p1x=~+ �1)sin(p2x=~+ �2)

=
M

�
p
p1p2

"

�
@A

@p1
�

@ ~A

@p2
�

�
@�1

@p1
+
@�2

@p2

�

B

#

; (54)

whereA � (AS � AA )=2 and ~A � (AS + A A )=2.Them atrix elem entX
2
E 1E 2

is

X
2

E 1E 2
�

2M

~�
p
p1p2

Z

dx x
2 sin(p1x=~+ �1)sin(p2x=~+ �2)

=
2M

�
p
p1p2

�

�
@C

@p1
�

�
@�1

@p1

�

D

�

; (55)
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where,itis easy to show thatC = (@B =@p1)� (@�1=@p1)A,and that D = � (@A=@p1)� (@�1=@p1)B . The m atrix

elem entPE 1E 2
is

PE 1E 2
�

� iM

~�
p
p1p2

(p1 + p2) ~A; (56)

which according to the relationsam ong m atrix elem ents derived in the previous subsection is related to X E 1E 2
by

Eq. (48). The rem aining m atrix elem ent(X P )E 1E 2
,on the otherhand,can be com puted from the elem entX 2

E 1E 2

according to Eq.(50)

1. The integrals A(p1;p2)and B (p1;p2)

Thus,we are�nally leftwith the com putation ofthe integrals(52)and (53).The integralB (p1;p2)ofEq.(53)is

dom inated by itsupperlim it �x

B (p1;p2) �
1

2

Z �x

dx cos[(p1 � p2)x=~+ �1 � �2]

�
1

2(p1 � p2)
sin[(p1 � p2)�x=~+ �1 � �2]

!
�~

2
� (p1 � p2); (57)

TheintegralsA A ;S (p1;p2)arem oresubtle.TheintegralA S isclearly regularon thediagonal.Sinceweareinterested

m ostly on the singular behavior ofthe m atrix elem ents,we can approxim ate A S � 0:O n the other hand AA is

exactly zero on the diagonal. Close to the diagonal,the integralisdom inated by the region where the argum entof

the trigonom etric function issm all,and thereby the integrand isnon oscillatory. Estim ating the upperlim itofthis

region as �x � ~(p1 � p2)
� 1
,weget

A A � ~
� 1 (p1 � p2)�x

2 + (�1 � �2)�x = ~P V

�
1

p1 � p2

�

+ :::; (58)

where the dots stand for regular term s. Actually, this argum ent would allow us to introduce an undeterm ined

coe�cient in front ofthe principalvalue P V ,but in the next section we show that ~ is the correct coe�cient,as

followsfrom the canonicalcom m utation relations.

Thus,we arenow in the position to give the explicitexpressionsforthe singularpartsofthe m atrix elem entsand

write,�nally,thequantum transportequation in itsexplicitform .Thisisdonein detailin thenextsection.However,

there is an approxim ation we can use that drastically sim pli�es the com putations,and is discussed afterwards,in

subsection V C.

V . T H E Q U A N T U M K R A M ER S EQ U A T IO N

In thisSection weexplicitly com putethequantum transportequation (35)satis�ed by thereduced W ignerfunction

in the energy representation.

A . M atrix elem ents

First,weneed to com putethem atrix elem entsdescribed in section IV C.W ebegin with them atrix elem entX E 1E 2

which according to (54)and (57)-(58)can be written as:

X E 1E 2
=

M ~

p
p1p2

�
1

�

@

@p1
P V

�
1

p1 � p2

�

�
@�1

@p1
� (p1 � p2)+ :::

�

: (59)

W e go nextto the m atrix elem entPE 1E 2
,which from (56)and (58)can be written as,

PE 1E 2
=

� iM
p
p1p2

1

2�
(p1 + p2)P V

1

p1 � p2
: (60)



13

Thesetwo operatorsX and P areconnected through Eq.(48).Itiseasy to check thatthetwopreviousresultssatisfy

thisrelation.Justnotice thatfrom Eq. (A17)we can write E 1 � E2 = (p21 � p22)=2M which togetherwith Eq. (59)

forX E 1E 2
lead to � i~=M tim esthe righthand side ofEq.(60),thatis

(E 1 � E2)X E 1E 2
= �

i~

M
PE 1E 2

:

Anothercheck ofthe previousresultsisthe consistency with the canonicalcom m utation relations
Z

dE (PE 1E X E E 2
� XE 1E PE E 2

)= � i~�(E1 � E2): (61)

Thischeckrequiresalittlem orework.Firstitisconvenienttochangetom om entum variablesand write,� (E1 � E2)=

(M =
p
p1p2)� (p1 � p2):Then oneneedsto com putethe integral

I � ~

Z
1

� 1

dp P V

�
1

p1 � p

�

P V

�
1

p� p2

�

= � ~�
2
� (p1 � p2); (62)

The evaluation ofthisintegraliseasily perform ed using the following representation ofthe principalvalue

P V

�
1

p

�

=

Z
d�

2�~
e
ip�=~(� i� sign[�]);

which iseasily proved by taking theFouriertransform ofP V (1=p).W ith theresultofEq.(62)itisstraightforward to

check thatthecom m utation relation (61)isan identity within ourapproxim ation.Thisconsistencycheck isim portant

becauseitcan be used to �x to ~ the coe�cientin frontofthe principalvalueofA A in the argum entleading to Eq.

(58).

W ecan now m oveto them atrix elem entsforX 2.Having an expression forX E 1E 2
in Eq.(59)itisbestto com pute

X 2
E 1E 2

directly from the relation (49)which leadsto

X
2

E 1E 2
=

M ~
2

p
p1p2

�
@2

@p1@p2
� (p1 � p2)+

1

�

�
@�1

@p1
+
@�2

@p2

�
@

@p2
P V

�
1

p1 � p2

�

+

�
@�1

@p1

� 2

� (p1 � p2)+ :::

#

; (63)

wherewehaveused the result(62)and perform ed the E integration or,m oreprecisely,the p integration.

Them atrix elem ent(X P )E 1E 2
=
R
dE X E 1E PE E 2

can beanalogously obtained from theexpressions(59)and (60).

The resultis

(X P )
E 1E 2

=
iM ~

2
p
p1p2

�

2p2
@

@p1
� (p1 � p2)+

1

�

@�1

@p1
(p1 + p2)P V

�
1

p1 � p2

�

+ :::

�

: (64)

A furtherconsistency check ofthese expressionscom esfrom the property (50),which issatis�ed within ourapproxi-

m ation.

B . T he quantum transport equation

Finally,wecan writethequantum transportequation in theenergy representation (39)with thecoe�cientQ given

by (41).Thevaluesofthe dissipativeand noisepartsaregiven,respectively,by (46)and (47),which can bedirectly

com puted using the m atrix elem entsdeduced in the previoussubsection.Itisconvenientto de�ne,

CE 1E 2
(t)=

1
p
p1p2

Cp1p2 (t); (65)

and theresultisthe rathercum bersom eexpression (C1)given in Appendix C.Asexplained therewecan geta local

approxim ation ofthe quantum transportequation (C1),nam ely

@Cp1p2

@t
=

� i

2M ~

(p21 � p
2

2)Cp1p2 +


2

�
@

@p1
+

@

@p2

�

[(p1 + p2)Cp1p2]

+ M �
2

"�
@

@p1
+

@

@p2

� 2

�

�
@�1

@p1
�
@�2

@p2

� 2
#

Cp1p2: (66)
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It is suggestive to give interpretations to the last three term s in this quantum K ram ers equation. The �rst,of

course,is the dissipation term ,whereasthe second and third are di�usion term s. The �rstinvolvesthe dissipation

coe�cient,thatde�nesa tim e scale� R � � 1,which isthe relaxation tim e.

Beforewegoon with theinterpretation ofthedi�erentterm s,itisim portanttorecallthem eaningofthecoe�cients

Cp1p2,orCE 1E 2
.First,wenotethatthesecoe�cientsaredirectlyrelated tothecoe�cientsC E oftheenergyeigenfunc-

tionswhich m akethetunnelingstatefrom thefalsevacuum in theisolated system ,i.e.when thereisnointeraction to

theenvironm ent.Thus,thecoe�cientsC E 1E 2
clearly givethequantum correlationsbetween wavefunctionsofdi�er-

entenergiesthatm akethe tunneling system .Thesecoe�cientsareinitially separableC E 1E 2
(0)= CE 1

(0)C �

E 2
(0).In

theisolated closed system itstim eevolution,asgiven by Eq.(34),issim ply CE 1E 2
(t)= CE 1E 2

(0)exp[� i(E1� E2)t=~],

which m eansthatthesecorrelationskeep theiram plitude in itsdynam icalevolution.

Thisisvery di�erentin theopen quantum system .Thenegativelastterm in Eq.(66)hasno e�ectwhen E 1 = E 2,

i.e.forthediagonalcoe�cients,butitse�ectisveryim portantfortheo�-diagonalcoe�cients.In fact,theam plitude

ofthe o�-diagonalcoe�cientsexponentially decaysin tim e,on a tim e scaleofthe orderof

�D � �R

�
�B

lD

� 2

; (67)

where �R isthe relaxation tim e,�B = ~=(2�
p
M )isa characteristic de Brolie wavelength (in the high tem perature

case when �2 = kB T it corresponds to the therm alde Broglie wavelength),and lD � �2~
p
E 0 + U1 =("

p
M ) is a

characteristiclength oftheproblem with � adim ensionlessparam eterthatm easuresthescaleoftheenergy di�erences

ofthe o�-diagonalcoe�cient,E 1 � E2 � �";so itisoforder1 when the energy di�erencesareoforder".The tim e

scale (67) can be estim ated by taking the derivativesofthe phase shifts �i (i= 1;2)nearthe false vacuum energy

E 0,which is where the energy wavefunctions pile up. Thus,the last term ofequation (66) destroys the quantum

correlationsofthe energy eigenfunctions.The tim e scale�D m ay be considered asa decoherencetim e [49],and thus

the e�ecton tunneling ofthisterm m ay be associated to the e�ectofdecoherence.

Another tim e scale in the problem is,ofcourse,the tuneling tim e which according to (24) and (9) is given by

�tunn � ~=".Itsrelation to �D isgiven by �D � �tunn=(�
4D ),wherethedim ensionlessparam eterD isde�ned in (77).

The lastofthe di�usion term sisthe only one thatsurvivesin the phase shiftapproxim ation which we introduce

in the nextsubsection.Thisisjusti�ed by thestrong dependence ofthephaseshifts�i,(i= 1;2)on theenergy near

the vacuum energy,see Eq. (11),which m ake the derivativesofthese functions very large nearE 0. Note also that

the range ofenergies(and m om enta)in Eq. (66)isalso lim ited to nearE 0 asthe coe�cientsC E thatdescribe the

tunneling statearepeaked there;cf.Eq.(21).

C . T he phase shift approxim ation

Thephaseshiftapproxim ation isbased on theobservation m adein Section IIB thatthephaseshiftsarefastvarying

functionsofenergy nearresonance.Thissuggests:(a)we only keep the singularterm s,and ofthese,(b)only those

which contain derivativesofthe phase shifts.Underthisapproxim ation wecan go back to Eqs.(54)-(56)to write,

X E 1E 2
�
� ~M

p1

�
@�1

@p1

�

� (p1 � p2); (68)

X
2

E 1E 2
�

~
2M

p
p1p2

�
@�1

@p1

� 2

� (p1 � p2); (69)

m oreoverPE 1E 2
� 0,and (X P )E 1E 2

� 0. Now we see from (46) that Q
(D )

E 1E 2;E
0

1
E 0

2

� 0,so that only the di�usion

term Q
(N )

E 1E 2;E
0

1
E 0

2

m atters,and this term is proportionalto � (E1 � E01)� (E2 � E02)(we change from variablespi to

E i according to pidpi = M dE i). Thism eansthatwe are working in a weak dissipation lim it. Finally,the quantum

transportequation (39)can be written as

@

@t
CE 1E 2

(t)= � L [E1;E 2]CE 1E 2
(t); (70)

where

L [E 1;E 2]=
i

~

(E 1 � E2)+
�2

M

�

p1
@�1

@E 1

� p2
@�2

@E 2

� 2

:



15

Thisequation,ofcourse,can also be obtained from Eq. (66)in the lim itwhere only the phase shiftterm softhe

environm entarekeptand wereturn totheE ivariablesinstead ofthepi.In thespiritofthephaseshiftapproxim ation,

weshallreplacepi (i= 1;2)by theirvaluesatresonance,whereby

L [E 1;E 2]=
i

~

(E 1 � E2)+ 2�2(E 0 + U1 )

�
@�1

@E 1

�
@�2

@E 2

� 2

; (71)

where,from Eq.(11),the phaseshiftsderivativesare

@�

@E
=
� i

2

�
1

E � E�
�

1

E � E+

�

: (72)

V I. T U N N ELIN G IN T H E O P EN Q U A N T U M SY ST EM

W ecan now com putethetunneling ratefrom thefalsevacuum forouropen quantum system .Thus,letusassum e

thatourparticle att= 0 istrapped into the wellofthe potential(2)in the false ground state with the energy E 0,

i.e.theground stateoftheauxiliary potentialUaux introduced in Section IIB 1.W eknow from thatsection thatthe

wave function  0 ofthisstate can be expressed in term softhe eigenfunctions E by Eq. (12)with the coe�cients

CE given by Eq. (21). In term s ofthe reduced W igner function,which we m ay callW 0(x;p),this state is easily

described in the energy representation (33)by the coe�cientsC E 1E 2
(0)= CE 1

(0)C �

E 2
(0),where CE (0)isjustgiven

by Eq.(21).Becausethedynam icsofthequantum transportequation istrivialin theenergy representation (70)the

tim e dependence ofthe coe�cientsC E 1E 2
(t)issim ply

CE 1E 2
(t)= exp(� L [E1;E 2]t)CE 1E 2

(0); (73)

so that,according to Eq.(33),the W ignerfunction atany tim e is

W (x;p;t)=

Z

dE 1dE 2 exp(� L [E1;E 2]t)CE 1
(0)CE 2

(0)W E 1E 2
(x;p): (74)

From thiswe can com pute,in particular,the probability of�nding the particle atthe false vacuum atany tim e.

In term softhe false vacuum W ignerfunction and the W ignerfunction ofthe tunneling system we m ay de�ne that

probability as

�
2(t)= 2�~

Z

dxdpW 0(x;p)W (x;p;t): (75)

This equation is justi�ed by observing that in the closed system ofSection II where the state is described by the

wavefunction  ofEq.(22)and thefalsevacuum isdescribed by thewavefunction  0 ofEq.(12),thesquareofthe

persistenceam plitude(23)isgiven,in fact,by Eq.(75)when thede�nition oftheW ignerfunction ,i.e.Eq.(25),is

used. Forthe open system the quantum state isnotdescribed by a pure state and,in general,the W ignerfunction

W (x;p;t)can bewritten asW =
P

i
piW i wherepi istheprobability of�nding the system in the state�i and W i is

theW ignerfunction forthestate�i.Thede�nition (75)leadsin thiscaseto �
2(t)=

P

i
pijh 0j�iij

2,which isindeed

the probability of�nding the system in the state 0.Eq.(75)when the energy representation (33)isused becom es

�
2 (t)=

Z

dE 1dE 2 exp(� L [E1;E 2]t)C
2

E 1
(0)C 2

E 2
(0): (76)

To com pute �2 (t)we shalluse the stationary phase approxim ation.The idea isthatthe integration pathsforE 1

and E 2 m ay bedeform ed sim ultaneously in such a way thattheintegrand com esto bedom inated by G aussian peaks.

Forlatetim esitisenough to seek thestationary pointsofL [E 1;E 2]:In principle,wecould includeK
2
E 1

and K 2
E 2

as

fastvarying com ponentsofthe integrand,butthese functionsare really fastvarying in the vicinity ofE � and E + ;

which,when  6= 0,are essentialsingularitiesofthe integrand and m ustbe avoided. Note thatwhen deform ing the

path ofintegration,weshould avoid regionswhereRe L < 0.Then,calling

E i = E 0 + "ri (i= 1;2); D = ~�
2
(E 0 + U1 )

"3
; (77)

where" wasintroduced in Eq.(9),and using Eq.(72)forthe phaseshiftderivativeswe �nd that

L [E 1;E 2]t=
t"

~

"

i(r1 � r2)+ 2D

�
1

1+ r2
1

�
1

1+ r2
2

� 2
#

: (78)
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The stationary phasecondition,dL=dE 1 = 0 and dL=dE 2 = 0,reads

f1 [r1;r2]� i� 8D

�
1

1+ r2
1

�
1

1+ r2
2

�
r1

(1+ r2
1
)
2
= 0; (79)

and there is a sim ilar equation f2 [r1;r2] = 0, where f2 [r1;r2]is obtained from f1 [r1;r2], with the substitution

ofthe m ultiplying factor r1=
�
1+ r21

�2
by r2=

�
1+ r22

�2
. O bserve that f2 [r1;r2]= � (f1 [r

�

2;r
�

1])
�
,so a solution of

Eq. (79) with r2 = r�1 is autom atically also a solution off2 [r1;r2]= 0. W e shallseek stationary points ofthis

kind. Itisclearthatfora solution ofthis kind,r1=
�
1+ r21

�2
m ustbe real. So,writing r1 = � � i�,we m usthave

4�2
�
1+ �2

�
=
�
1+ �2 � �2

�2
,and solving for�2 we �nd

3�2 =

h�
2� �

2
�2
+ 3�4

i1=2
� 1� �

2
: (80)

W enoticethatforeach valueof� therewillbetwo possiblesolutionsfor�.Thepath ofintegration m ustgo through

both ofthem .Substituting,r1 = � � i�,into thecom plex stationary phaseequation (79)weobtain two equationsfor

� and �.TherealpartofEq.(79)leadsto thepreviousEq.(80),which isindependentofD ,and theim aginary part

leadsto

32D �2�

h�
1+ �

2
� �

2
�2
+ 4�2

�
1� �

2
�i

=

h�
1+ �

2
� �

2
�2
+ 4�2�2

i3
: (81)

Foreach valueofD ,weareinterested in the solutionswith the lowestpossiblepositivevalue of�.

Finally,the contribution ofeach saddlepointto the integralwillbe

�
2

�
(t)= � � e

� tL [� �;�]
; (82)

where

L [� �;�]=
2"�

~

�

1� 16D �2�

h�
1+ �

2
� �

2
�2
+ 4�2�2

i� 2
�

;

and where the prefactor � � depends on the second derivatives ofL. Com paring to the persistence probability

�2
closed

� exp(� 2t"=~)fortheisolated closed quantum system ,which followsfrom thepersistenceam plitudeEq.(24)

and the de�nition of" given in Eq.(9),we concludethatthe ratio R = �open=�closed ofthe tunneling ratesbetween

the open,�open = L,and closed,�closed = 2"=~,system sis

R = �

�

1� 16D �2�

h�
1+ �

2
� �

2
�2
+ 4�2�2

i� 2
�

; (83)

wheretheparam etres� and � aresolutionsofthealgebraicequations(80)and (81)with thelowestpossiblepositive

valueof�.

In Fig.2 weplotR asa function ofD from a num ericalsolution ofEqs.(81)and (80)(fullline);weseethatR < 1

forallvaluesofD ;with tunneling being strongly suppressed when D islarge. In the asym ptotic lim itsD ! 0 and

D ! 1 itispossible to obtain analyticalapproxim ations.In the form er,� = 1� �;� = � �;where� = (D =2)
1=3

:In

thislim it

R D ! 0 � 1�
3

2

�
D

2

� 1=3

; (84)

which isalso plotted in Fig.2 (dashed line).In the oppositelim it,D ! 1 ;we have� = 8=(27D );� = � 1=
p
3 and

R D ! 1 �
4

27D
; (85)

which isplotted in Fig.2 (dotted line).

O bservethatifwe included the factorsofK 2
E i

(i= 1;2)into the fastvarying partofthe integral,then the saddle

points shift by an am ount � ~=("t);therefore these results are reliable when ("t=~)D1=3 � 1:O n the other hand,

when "t=~ isextrem ely large,the energy integralsare dom inated by the contribution from the lowerlim it� U1 and

the decay rateturnsto a powerlaw.
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FIG .2:The ratio R between thetunneling ratesforthe open system and theclosed system asa function ofthe dim ensionless

param eter D (fullline). W e also plot the analytic approxim ations for low and large values ofD (dashed and dotted lines,

respectively).

V II. C O M PA R IN G W IT H EX P ER IM EN T

In this section we confront with experim entalresults. O ne ofthe experim ents in which m acroscopic quantum

tunneling has been observed in m ore detailis a single Josephson junction between two superconducting electrodes

biased by an externalcurrent.Them acroscopicvariablein thiscaseisthephasedi�erence’ oftheCooperpairwave

function acrossthejunction [1].A m acroscopicsystem alwaysinteractswith an environm entand aphysicalJosephson

junction isgenerally described by an idealone shunted by a resistance and a capacitance which phenom enologically

accountforthe e�ectsofthe environm ent.

The basic equations relate the (gauge invariant) phase di�erence ’;the current I and the voltage V across an

idealjunction [3,56]. A zero voltage supercurrentI = Icsin’;should ow between two superconducting electrodes

separated by a thin insulating barrier, where Ic is the criticalcurrent, the m axim um supercurrent the junction

can support. Ifa voltage di�erence V is m aintained across the junction the phase di�erence evolves according to

2eV = ~d’=dt,where2eisthechargeofa Cooperpair,and ~=(2e)istheux quantum .Itisconvenientto introduce

the characteristic energy scale E J = ~Ic=2e;note that the work necessary to raise the phase di�erence across the

idealjunction from 0 to ’ is (� EJ)cos’. A realjunction is m odelled as an idealone in parallelwith an ordinary

resistance R 
 ,which build in dissipation in the �nite voltageregim e,and an ordinary capacitance C ,which reects

the geom etric shunting capacitance between the two superconducting electrodes. The so-called biascurrentowing

through thedeviceisI = Icsin’ + V=R 
 + C dV=dt,and substituting thepreviousrelationship between V and d’=dt,

thisequation becom esa di�erentialequation forthe phasedi�erenceofthe Cooperpair’:

M

�
d2’

dt2
+ 

d’

dt

�

+ ~U 0(’)= 0; (86)

which has the form ofthe equation ofm otion for a particle in a one-dim ensionalpotentialwith friction. W e have

introduced the \m ass" M = ~
2C=(2e)2,the friction coe�cient = 1=(R 
 C ),and the \potential"

~U (’)= (� EJ)(cos’ + s’); (87)

wheres� I=Ic.Thisisthe so-called \tilted washboard" m odel.Notethatwhen s= 1 the localm inim a ofthetilted

cosinebecom einection points,and thatno classicalstableequilibrium pointsexistwhen s� 1.W ewillbeinterested

in the case in which s is sm aller butclose to 1,that is when the externalbiased currentI isslightly less than the

criticalcurrentIc.

In thiscase,the potentialm ay be approxim ated by a cubicpotentialin the neighborhood ofany stable stationary

point. Letusconsiderthe stable stationary pointclosestto ’ = 0:The stationarity condition is sin’ = s and the
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stability condition iscos’ > 0.W e see thatthere m ustbe a solution ’0 � �=2,thusletuswrite ’0 =
�

2
� �,where

� �
p
2(1� s)�

p
1� s2.W e henceforth introducea new variablex = ’ � ’0 and the shifted potential

U (x)= ~U (’0 + x)� ~U (’0); (88)

which leadsto the sam e equation (86)than the potential(87). In the new variable,the stable stationary pointlies

at x = 0:The closest unstable stationary point,the m axim um ofthe potentiallies at xs = 2�,and following the

notation ofSec.II,wehavethatthe heightofthe potentialbarrierhasan energy "s � U (xs),given by

"s �
2

3
E J [2(1� s)]

3=2
�
2

3
E J

�
1� s

2
�3=2

: (89)

Finally,the nextrootofthe potentialis xexit;where ~U (’0 + xexit)= ~U (’0),which can be approxim ately written

assxexit � sin(xexit � �)� �:O bserve thatxexit � 3� � (3=2)xs;which issim ilarto whathappenswith the cubic

potentialofSec.II.Notethatwhen sisnearly 1 theheightofthepotentialbarrier"s ism uch lessthan thepotential

di�erence between adjacent wells and the potentialcan be approxim ated by a cubic potential. For jxjno m uch

largerthan xexit;we m ay approxim ateU (x)� "s(x=xs)
2(1� x=xexit)=(1� xs=xexit),from wherewem ay de�ne the

frequency 
0 ofsm alloscillationsaround x = 0:M 
2
0 = U 00(0),which gives


2

0 �
3"s

2(1� s2)M
�
4e2E J

~
2C

�
1� s

2
�1=2

� !
2

p; (90)

where!p isthe \plasm a frequency" ofthe junction.W e m ay introduce!p0 � (4e2E J=~
2C )1=2 = (2eIc=~C )

1=2:

In theliteraturethereareseveralreported observationsoftunneling in thisorm orecom plex set-ups[2,3,4,5,72,

73,74,75,76,77,78,79].From thiswealth ofdata we have chosen to focuson com parison againstthe experim ents

reported in Ref.[4].In thatpaper,tunneling wasobserved undera�xed biascurrent,asopposed to atim e-dependent

one[72].The �xed currentenvironm entisclosestto the idealsituation to which ourm odelapplies.

A criticalinput in com paring theory to observationsis the value ofthe criticalcurrentfor the junction. In Ref.

[4]the criticalcurrentisnotderived from the tunneling rate itself,asadvocated in Ref.[80],butextracted from an

independentsetofm easurem entsathigh tem perature.W etherefore�nd thatthecom parisonoftheoryand experim ent

m ay be done in two ways: itispossible to derive the escape tem perature from the independently m easured critical

current,asit is done in Ref. [4],orelse it is possible to induce the value ofthe criticalcurrentfrom the observed

rate.Thisvaluem ay then becom pared to theoneobtained in high tem peraturedeterm inations.In thefollowing we

presentboth analysis.

A . Tunneling rates for the open system

Letus�rstcom pare ourtheoreticalm odelagainstthe value forthe tunneling am plitude (extrapolated up to)at

T = 0;as reported in Ref. [4]. The relevant values for the bias current I,the criticalcurrent Ic,its ratio s,the

self-capacitanceC ,and shuntresistanceR 
 are:

I � 24:710�A; Ic � 24:873�A; s� 0:9934;C � 4:28pF;R
 � 9:3
: (91)

These param eterswere m easured in the classicallim it. In previoussim ilarexperim entson current-biased junctions

butwith low dissipation [2,3]itwasshown thatatlow tem perature the tunneling rate becam e alm ostindependent

oftem perature.

Since~ = 1:054572� 10� 34 Jsande= 1:602176� 10� 19 C wehave,in theconditionsofRef.[4],E J � 8:185� 10� 21 J,

which using Boltzm ann’s constant kB = 1:380650� 10� 23 JK
� 1
;m ay be converted into a tem perature E J=kB �

592:9K :Thereforethe heightofthe barrier"s,!p0,the plasm a frequency 
0,the zero pointenergy "0 =
1

2
~
0,and

the friction coe�cient in ourm odelare:

"s=kB � 589:74m K ; !p0 � 132:88� 109 s� 1;
0 � 44:918� 109 s� 1;

"0=kB � 171:55m K ; � 25:123� 109 s� 1: (92)

W e observethatthe zero pointenergy islowerthan the barrier,although notm uch lower.In fact,there isonly one

trapped excited state.

Itisoften convenientto givetunneling ratesin term sofan e�ectiveescapetem peratureTesc.Thisescapetem per-

atureisde�ned [3]from a given tunneling rate,�,by the equation

� �
1

2�
e
� "s=kB Tesc: (93)
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Forthe closed system ,eitherthe W K B approxim ation orthe instanton m ethod yield Tesc � 71 m K ;with a barrier

penetrability �,de�ned by � closed = (1=2�)exp(� �) (which gives � = (2=~)S0 in the W K B approxim ation),of

� = 8:459;seeEq.(D7)in Appendix D.

Forthe open system ,the tunneling rate in ourm odelm ay be expressed in term sofR,introduced in Eq. (83)as

the ratio between the open and closed system srates,nam ely

�open = R �closed =
R

2�
e
� �

: (94)

Therelevantparam eterin R isD which wasintroduced in (77),whereatzero tem perature�2 � "0 and also "0 � E0.

ThuswehaveD = 16�3(=
0)(1+ U1 =E 0)exp(3�).W ith thenum ericalvaluesgiven in (91)-(92),D isvery largeand

wearein thelim itofEq.(85),nam ely R � 4=(27D ).Com paring Eq.(94)with Eq.(93),and assum ing U1 =E 0 < 1,

wem ay �nd ourpredicted e�ectiveescapetem peraturefrom "s=(kB Tesc)� �+ ln(27D =4)� 4�+ 8:827,which leads

to Tesc � 14:255m K :

The experim entalresult [4]when extrapolated to the zero tem perature lim it is,in term s ofthe e�ective escape

tem perature,Tesc;exp � 45 m K . The experim entalresult is in good agreem ent with the instanton prediction of

Caldeira and Leggettforweak dissipation atzero tem perature [1];see also [15,16,17]. O urprediction goesin the

sense thatdissipation also suppressestunneling butthe predicted value forthe e�ective escape tem perature islower

than theobserved result.W erecallthatourprediction isbased on Eq.(70)which wasderived underan approxim ation

thatfully neglectsany activation thatwould increasethee�ectiveescapetem perature.A betterapproxim ation based

on Eq. (66) would require a num ericalsolution,but our starting phenom enologicalequation (35) is too crude to

expecta quantitativeagreem entwith theexperim entalresultatvery low tem peraturesatthelevelofaccuracy ofthe

experim ent.

B . T he criticalcurrent

The value ofthe criticalcurrentisa crucialinputin the calculation ofthe tunneling rate [80]. W e are prim arily

interested in thetunneling rateunder�xed biascurrent.However,thecriticalcurrentwasnotdeterm ined underthese

conditions,butextracted from theaverageofm easurem entsoftunneling ratesunderaram ped biascurrentperform ed

atseveraldi�erenttem peratures. Forthisreason,itism eaningfulto contrasttheory and experim entin a di�erent

way than in the previoussubsection,nam ely,instead ofcom puting the tunneling rate from the given values ofthe

criticaland biascurrents,wem ay instead com putethecriticalcurrentfrom thegiven biascurrentand tunneling rate.

W e m ay then see ifthe criticalcurrentobtained thisway isconsistentfrom thatobtained from the ram ped current

m easurem entsalso reported in Ref.[4].

Recalling thatthe relation between the criticaland biascurrentsisIc = I=s,where we willnow assum e thats is

so far unknown but close to unity,we m ay write E J = ~I=(2es). Then,from (89) we have that the height ofthe

potentialbarrierin term s ofthe param eters is,"s � (~I=3e)s� 1(1� s2)3=2,and from (90) the frequency ofsm all

oscillationsis
0 � (2eI=~C )1=2s� 1=2(1� s2)1=4:W e shallassum e thatthe ground state energy isclose to the zero

pointenergy E 0 � "0 = ~
0=2.The ratio ofthe ground state energy to the heightofthe barrieristhus,in term sof

s,

E 0

"s
�

��s1=2

(1� s2)5=4
; (95)

where �� � (9e3=2~C I)1=2 � 1:288� 10� 3:

As we discussin Appendix D,due to the form ofthe potentialthe action under the barrier,S(xout;xR ),forthe

energy E isequalto the action inside the barrier,S(xR ;xL ),foran energy E ref = "s � E :W riting asin Eq. (D4)

E ref = 2"s� (kref),where �(k)isde�ned in Eq. (D5),we get(1� s2)5=4s� 1=2 = ��[1� 2� (kref)]
� 1=2;which relates

the param eters with kref.The corresponding penetrability,de�ned hereas� = (2=~)S(x out;xR ),is

� =
27

8

F (kref)

1� 2� (kref)
; (96)

whereF (kref)isde�ned in Eq.(D6).The tunneling rateaccording to Eq.(94)isthen

�open =

2
0

2�

4

27� 16� �3
e
� 4�

: (97)
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W em ustcom parethiswith theexperim entaltunneling ratewhich m ay becom puted from Eq.(93)with thee�ective

escapetem peratureTesc;exp � 45m K ,and with thebarrierhight"s com puted with a criticalcurrentIc � 24:873�A.

Finally,equating the tunneling rate(97)with the experim entalone,using the relevantnum ericalvaluesgiven previ-

ously,weget

4F (kref)

1� 2� (kref)
�
2

5
ln

�
1

1� 2� (kref)

�

= 5:075+
4

5
ln

�
1

s

�

: (98)

Thisequation m ustbe solved sim ultaneously with the previousequation relating s with kref.Thesolution iskref �

0:1162 and s� 0:9968:Thusthe criticalcurrentis

Ic � 24:789�A: (99)

O bservethatourm odelneglectsany contribution thatleadsto activation,and thereforeunderestim atesthetunneling

rate [14]. In m atching against experim ent, this e�ect is com pensated by lowering the predicted criticalcurrent.

Therefore this result m ust be regarded as a lower bound. W ith this in m ind, the agreem ent with the value of

Ic � 24:873�A extracted from the ram ped currentm easurem ents[4]issatisfactory.

V III. C O N C LU SIO N S

To conclude,let us briey sum m arize our �ndings. W e have com puted analytically the e�ect ofdecoherence on

quantum tunneling in a m odelrepresenting a quantum particle,trapped in a localm inim um ofa potential,which

is coupled to an environm ent characterized by a dissipative and a di�usion param eter. W e have used the m aster

equation forthereduced W ignerfunction,orquantum transportequation,thatdescribesthisopen quantum system .

O urcom putationalm ethod involvesthe introduction ofan energy representation ofthe reduced W ignerfunction

which isbased on theenergy eigenfunctionsoftheisolated system .Thedynam icalequation in thisrepresentation,Eq.

(39),isan equation forsom e coe�cientsthatdescribe the quantum correlationsbetween eigenfunctionsofdi�erent

energies.Theequation can beexplicitly written in a localapproxim ation,thequantum transportequation (66),that

capturesthe essentialphysicsofthe problem .

In our problem ,where the particle is initially trapped in the false vacuum ,the transportequation is dom inated

by a term that destroys the quantum correlations ofthe eigenfunctions and is,thus,responsible for decoherence.

The strength ofthisterm ischaracterized by the dim ensionlessparam eterD ,de�ned in Eq. (77),which isdirectly

proportionalto theenergy di�erencebetween thefalseand truevacuum .Itdoesnotseem surprisingthatdecoherence

suppressestunneling,asit destroysthe �ne tuning am ong the energy eigenfunctions thatm akestunneling possible

in the isolated closed system . The analytic resultforthe ratio ofthe tunneling ratesbetween the open and isolated

closed system sisgiven by Eq.(83).Thisratio decreases,im plying m oresuppression,with increasing D .

O urm odelisbased in thephenom enologicaltransportequation (35)forthereduced W ignerfunction,which isatoy

m odelatzero tem perature. Besidesthisassum ption,in the paperwe work attwo di�erentlevelsofapproxim ation.

W e �rstderive Eq. (66),which stillretainsthe leading e�ectsofnoise,dissipation and decoherence. To be able to

isolatethee�ectsofdecoherence,wethen proceed to derivethesim plerEq.(70).Theactualpredictionsfortunneling

ratesareobtained from thislaterequation,which in practicem eansto pick up the environm entterm sthatgive the

m ost decoherence,and presum ably the m ost tunneling suppression. This m eans that we have neglected from the

rem aining term sany activation thatwould increasethe e�ectiveescape tem perature.Thereforethe resultsfrom our

m odel,derived from Eq. (70),m ustbe regarded asa lowerbound on the actualrates. This isconsistentwith our

goal,which is not to provide an alternative to the instanton calculations in equilibrium ,but to propose a starting

pointfora realtim eform ulation ofnonequilibrium m acroscopicquantum tunneling.W hen seen underthislight,itis

encouragingthatthedetailed m atching againstexperim entalresultsshowsthatourm odelnotonly capturesthem ain

e�ect,since indeed the m easured rate issubstantially lowerthan the quantum prediction forthe closed system ,but

also yieldsa suitableestim ateofthecriticalcurrentfrom thegiven tunneling rate.O nem ighttry to im proveon this

prediction by num erically solving the quantum K ram ersequation (66),on which we expectto reportin a separate

publication.Theextentofthediscrepancy can beseen also asa check on thevalidity ofthephenom enologicalterm s

introduced into the m asterequation forthe reduced W ignerfunction atlow tem perature.

O ne should note thatourapproxim ationsare valid when the initialstate isthe false vacuum . The resultsm ight

di�er,even qualitatively,when m oregeneralinitialconditionsareassum ed and theterm sthatwehaveneglected in the

quantum transportequation becom erelevant.Itm ay notbepossiblein such a caseto solveanalytically thequantum

transportequation. Yet,we should em phasize thatthisequation in the energy representation ism uch sim plerthan

in the standard phase spacerepresentation.
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A P P EN D IX A :W K B SO LU T IO N

In this Appendix we solve the W K B problem posed in section IIB. The starting pointare Eqs. (3),(4)and (5)

with thecubicpotentialofEq.(2),wehaveto m atch theW K B solutionsin thedi�erentregionsacrossthepotential

function.

1. M atching from forbidden to allow ed regions

Let x0 be a classicalturning point U (x0)= E ;and let U 0(x0)< 0:Then to the left ofx0 we have a forbidden

region,the two corresponding independentW K B solutionsofthe Schr�odingerequation (3)are

F� (x0;x)=
e� S(x0;x)=~

p
2p(x)=~

; (A1)

whereasto the rightofx0 the two independentsolutionsare

G � (x;x0)=
e� iS(x;x0)=~

p
2p(x)=~

; (A2)

and wewish to �nd thecorresponding m atching conditions.Forx ! x
�

0
;wecan Taylorexpand thepotentialaround

x0 and write p(x) = �(x0 � x)
1=2

and S (x0;x) =
2

3
�(x0 � x)

3=2
,where we have introduced � =

p
2M jU 0(x0)j.

Sim ilarly forx ! x
+

0
;wehavep(x)= �(x � x0)

1=2
and S (x;x0)=

2

3
�(x � x0)

3=2
:

Ifwe write x � x0 = ei� (x0 � x)then iS (x;x0)= S (x0;x)and itwould seem thatsim ple analyticalcontinuation

yieldsG + (x;x0)! e� i�=4F+ (x0;x). However,thisisim possible,recallthatifwe de�ne the ux J = � i( �@x �

 @x 
�)then the Schr�odingerequation im pliesux conservation @xJ = 0.Now G + (x;x0)hasJ = 1 and thereforeit

cannotturn into F+ (x0;x);which isreal,and hasJ = 0.Thus,wetry instead

G + (x;x0)! e
� i�=4

F+ (x0;x)+ �F� (x0;x); (A3)

and im posing ux conservation weobtain � = (1=2)exp(i�=4).W e therefore�nd the m atching conditions

e
� i�=4

F+ (x0;x)+
1

2
e
� i�=4

F� (x0;x)! G � (x;x0); (A4)

from werewe�nally obtain,using Eq.(A2),

F+ (x0;x)!
1

p
2p(x)=~

cos

�
1

~

S (x;x0)+
�

4

�

; (A5)

and

F� (x0;x)!
2

p
2p(x)=~

sin

�
1

~

S (x;x0)+
�

4

�

: (A6)

2. M atching from allow ed to forbidden regions

Now considerthecasewhen U 0(x0)> 0:Totheleftofx0;wehavean allowed region and thesolutionsareoscillatory

G � (x0;x),to therightoftheturning pointwehavea forbidden region and thesolutionsarea linearcom bination of

(A1).By exactly the sam eprocedureofthe previoussection,afterim posing ux conservation acrossx0 weobtain:

G � (x0;x)! e
� i�=4

F+ (x;x0)+
1

2
e
� i�=4

F� (x;x0): (A7)
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Note from these equationsthatthe solution thatm atchesa decreasing exponentialis

1
p
2p(x)=~

sin

�
1

~

S (x0;x)+
�

4

�

!
1

2
F� (x;x0): (A8)

3. W K B solution for 0 < E < "s

W e can now putallthistogetherto write the energy eigenfunctionsforourcubic potential(2)forenergiesin the

range 0 < E < "s.There are three classicalturning pointsin thiscase xL < xR < xout:To the leftofxL we have a

forbidden zoneextending to � 1 ;so wehave

 E (x)� KE F� (xL ;x); x < xL ; (A9)

whereK E isa norm alization constantto be determ ined latter.To the rightofxL wehavefrom (A6)

 E (x)�
2K E

p
2p(x)=~

sin

�
1

~

S (x;xL )+
�

4

�

; (A10)

which afterusing the de�nition (5)can be rewritten in the region xL < x < xR as

 E (x)� KE

�

e
i(S(xR ;xL )=~� �=4)G � (xR ;x)+ e

� i(S(xR ;xL )=~� �=4)G + (xR ;x)

�

: (A11)

This expression is in the form suitable for extension to the forbidden region,that is,to the rightofxR . Thus,by

using (A7)wehaveto the rightofxR

 E (x)� 2KE

�

cos

�
1

~

S (xR ;xL )

�

F+ (x;xR )+
1

2
sin

�
1

~

S (xR ;xL )

�

F� (x;xR )

�

; (A12)

which can be rewritten again as

 E (x)� 2KE

�

cos

�
1

~

S (xR ;xL )

�

e
S(xou t;xR )=~F� (xout;x)+

1

2
sin

�
1

~

S (xR ;xL )

�

e
� S(xou t;xR )=~F+ (xout;x)

�

;

(A13)

which isin a form suitable forextension to the rightofxout:

 E (x) �
2K E

p
2p(x)=~

�

2cos

�
1

~

S (xR ;xL )

�

e
S(xou t;xR )=~ sin

�
1

~

S (x;xout)+
�

4

�

+
1

2
sin

�
1

~

S (xR ;xL )

�

e
� S(xou t;xR )=~ cos

�
1

~

S (x;xout)+
�

4

��

: (A14)

Note thatifweim posethe Bohr-Som m erfeld quantization rule

S (xR ;xL )=
�

2
(1+ 2n)~; (A15)

only the subdom inant,exponentialdecreasing partsurvives. This would correspond to the case when the farright

region isforbidden and m ay be used to de�ne energiesforfalse statestrapped into the potentialwell,in particular

n = 0 willcorrespond to the falseground state.

4. N orm alization

Allthatrem ainsnow isthe determ ination ofthe norm alization constantK E which can be done from the norm al-

ization ofthe wavefunctions.Theeigenfunctionsaresubjectto continuousnorm alization

Z

dx  E 1
(x) E 2

(x)= � (E1 � E2): (A16)
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Since the functions them selves are regular,the singular behaviorm ust com e from the upper lim it,see for instance

[57].Forlargeenough x;we havefrom Eq.(5)

p ! p1 =
p
2M (E + U1 ): (A17)

Letuswrite from Eq.(A1),

S (x;xout)= p1 (x � xout)+

Z x

xou t

dx
0

hp
2M (E � U (x0))�

p
2M (E + U1 )

i

; (A18)

ifthisintegralconverges,we m ay takethe upperlim itofintegration to 1 ;whereby

S (x;xout)= p1 x + f(E ); (A19)

wheref(E )standsforthe second term of(A18).Then,forx � xout,wecan writefrom (A14)and (A19)

 E (x)�

p
2~K E
p
p1

h

A (E )sin

�
p1 x

~

�

+ B (E )cos

�
p1 x

~

�i

; (A20)

whereA(E )and B (E )aregiven by

A (E ) = 2cos

�
1

~

S (xR ;xL )

�

e
S(xou t;xR )=~ cos

�

f(E )+
�

4

�

�
1

2
sin

�
1

~

S (xR ;xL )

�

e
� S(xou t;xR )=~ sin

�

f(E )+
�

4

�

; (A21)

B (E ) = 2cos

�
1

~

S (xR ;xL )

�

e
S(xou t;xR )=~ sin

�

f(E )+
�

4

�

+
1

2
sin

�
1

~

S (xR ;xL )

�

e
� S(xou t;xR )=~ cos

�

f(E )+
�

4

�

: (A22)

Substituting Eq.(A20)into (A16),the singularterm sin the norm alization integralare

Z

dx  E 1
(x) E 2

(x)� ~
2
�
K 2

E 1

p1

�
A
2 (E 1)+ B

2 (E 1)
�
�
dp1

dE 1

�� 1

� (E1 � E2);

wherethedelta function com esfrom thex integration which brings�(p1� p2)and wherewehavede�ned pi � p1 (E i)

(i = 1;2) and changed from m om entum to energy variables according to pidpi = M dE i; see Eq. (A17). The

norm alization condition reducesto 1 the coe�cientofthe delta function above

~
2
�
K 2

E 1

M

�
A
2 (E 1)+ B

2 (E 1)
�
= 1: (A23)

Thissuggeststhe introduction ofthe phase�E asfollows,

K E A (E )=

r
M

~
2�

cos�E ; K E B (E )=

r
M

~
2�

sin�E : (A24)

Thus,the eigenfunction atx � xout isEq.(6),thatis

 E (x)�

s

2M

~�p1
sin

�
p1 x

~

+ �E

�

:

To work outthe constantK E in greaterdetailwe notethatform Eqs.(A21)and (A22)wehave

A
2 + B

2 = 4cos2
�
1

~

S (xR ;xL )

�

e
2S(xou t;xR )=~ +

1

4
sin2

�
1

~

S (xR ;xL )

�

e
� 2S(xou t;xR )=~; (A25)

which isnon vanishing aslong asE isreal.However,ifweallow forcom plex energies,asistypicalofunstablestates,

itm ay be zero provided

cos2
�
1

~

S (xR ;xL )

�

=
� 1

16
sin2

�
1

~

S (xR ;xL )

�

e
� 4S(xou t;xR )=~: (A26)

The lefthand sideiszero wheneverthe energy satis�esthe Bohr-Som m erfeld condition (A15).
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A P P EN D IX B :T H ER M A L SP EC T R U M

In thisAppendix we check thatthe quantum transportequation (39)adm itsa stationary solution with a therm al

spectrum .Thiscan be seen asa teston the restrictionssatis�ed by the m atrix elem ents(42)-(45)with �2 = kB T.

An unnorm alized therm aldensity m atrix in the position representation reads,

�(x;x0)=

Z

dE e
� �E

 E (x) E (x
0); (B1)

where� = (kB T)
� 1 and itsassociated W ignerfunction is

W � (x;p)=

Z

dE e
� �E

W E E (x;p); (B2)

which in the energy representation in the base W E 1E 2
of Eq. (33) corresponds to the coe�cients C E 1E 2

=

e� �E 1� (E1 � E2).Inserting thisinto the transportequation weget

Z

dE e
� �E

Q E 1E 2;E E = 0; (B3)

which afterusing Eqs.(41),(46)and (47)can be written in operatorlanguageas

0 =
1

2M

i

~

�
X P e

� �H
� e

� �H
P X � P e

� �H
X + X e

� �H
P
�

+
1

�~2

�
X

2
e
� �H + e

� �H
X

2
� 2X e

� �H
X
�
:

Atthe in�nite tem perature lim it,� = 0;thisis

0=
1

M

i

~

(X P � P X )�
1

~
2

�
X

2
H + H X

2
� 2X H X

�
: (B4)

The �rstterm isthe com m utatorwhich gives� M � 1,and the second term can be written as� 1

~
2 [X ;[X ;H ]],which

using [H ;X ]= (~=i)(P=M )iseasily seen to cancelthe �rstterm .

A P P EN D IX C :Q U A N T U M T R A N SP O R T EQ U A T IO N

Here we write explicitly the quantum transportequation (39) in the energy representation. The coe�cientQ in

Eq. (39)isgiven by (41),and the valuesofthe dissipative and noise partsofthiscoe�cientare given,respectively,

by Eqs. (46)and (47). These partscan be directly written using the m atrix elem entsdeduced in Section V. W hen

the coe�cientsC p1p2 de�ned in Eq.(65)areintroduced the transportequation becom es,

@Cp1p2

@t
=

� i

2M ~

(p21 � p
2

2)Cp1p2 +


2

�
@

@p1
+

@

@p2

�

[(p1 + p2)Cp1p2]

+


4�2

@

@p1

Z

dp
0

1dp
0

2 (p2 + p
0

2)P (p2 � p
0

2)P (p1 � p
0

1)Cp0
1
p0
2

+


4�2

@

@p2

Z

dp
0

1dp
0

2 (p1 + p
0

1)P (p2 � p
0

2)P (p1 � p
0

1)Cp0
1
p0
2

+


4�

�
@�1

@p1
�
@�2

@p2

� Z

dp [(p1 + p)P (p1 � p)Cpp2 � (p2 + p)P (p2 � p)Cp1p]

+ M �
2

"

@2

@p2
1

+
@2

@p2
2

�

�
@�1

@p1
�
@�2

@p2

� 2
#

Cp1p2

+ M �
2

Z

dp
0

1dp
0

2

2

�2

@P (p1 � p01)

@p1

@P (p2 � p02)

@p2
Cp0

1
p0
2

+ M �
2

Z
dp02

�

�
@�2

@p2
+
@�20

@p0
2

� 2
@�1

@p1

�
@P (p2 � p02)

@p2
Cp1p

0

2

+ M �
2

Z
dp01

�

�
@�1

@p1
+
@�10

@p0
1

� 2
@�2

@p2

�
@P (p1 � p01)

@p1
Cp0

1
p2; (C1)
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wherewehaveused the shorthand notation P (x)� P V (1=x).

Thisequation sim pli�esconsiderably ifweassum ethatC p1p2 � C (p1)� (p1 � p2),with C (p)slowly varying.This

is justi�ed by noticing the e�ect ofthe second local�2 term which is negative. This term has no e�ect on the

diagonalterm s,when p1 = p2,butitse�ecton theo�-diagonalcoe�cientsisvery im portant.In fact,itexponentially

reducesthecoe�cientsC p1p2 on a tim escaleofthedecoherencetim e,asdiscussed in Section V.O nem ay arguethat

since tunneling isa long tim e processwith a typicalscale oftim e �tunn � ~=" the localapproxim ation should give a

reasonableapproxim ation to the transportequation (66)whenever�D � �tunn.

Now,from Eq.(62)and the diagonality assum ption forthe Cp1p2 coe�cientswehavethat

Z

dp
0

1dp
0

2

1

�2

@P (p1 � p01)

@p1

@P (p2 � p02)

@p2
Cp0

1
p0
2

=
@2

@p1@p2
Cp1p2:

Thisterm togetherwith the two localterm sinvolving second orderderivativesofthe m om enta in Eq.(C1)becom e

M �
2

�
@

@p1
+

@

@p2

� 2

Cp1p2;

from whereEq.(66)followsasthe localapproxim ation ofthe quantum transportequation (C1).

A P P EN D IX D :T U N N ELIN G R A T ES FO R T H E C LO SED SY ST EM

In thisAppendix we review the calculation ofthe quantum m echanicaltunneling rate forthe closed system ,that

is,ignoring the interaction with the environm ent.Thequantum tunneling rateasgiven by the instanton calculation

[1,3,15]is

�
(inst)

closed
=

aq

2�
e
� � 0; (D1)

where � = �=
0,�0 = SB =~ = 18"s=(5"0) � 12:376,and the prefactor aq = (120��0)
1=2 � 68:306 . W ith these

values,the escapetem perature de�ned in Eq.(93)is

T
(inst)
esc =

"0=kB

3:6� ("0="s)lnaq
� 72:345m K : (D2)

Itisinteresting to check thatthisresultagreeswith the resultweobtain when the dissipation iszero.W e can use

ourW K B resultasobtained in Sec.II,seeEq.(24),to write

�
(W K B )

closed
=

1

2�
e
� �

; (D3)

where� = (2=~)S 0(xout;xR ),with S0 de�ned in Eqs.(4)-(5),wherethe potentialU (x)isgiven by Eq.(88).

Fora cubicpotential,therelationship am ong theenergy E ;thefrequency 
 and theaction S (x R ;xL )isbestgiven

in param etricform ,

E = 2"s� (k); 
 = 
 0f(k); S (xR ;xL )=
"s


0

F (k); (D4)

with 0 < k < 1,and

� (k)=
1

8

(

2+ 3

�
1+ k2

�

[Q (k)]
1=2

�

�
1+ k2

�3

[Q (k)]
3=2

)

; (D5)

f(k)=

�
2

�
[4Q (k)]

1=4
K
�
k
2
�
� � 1

;

F (k)=
27

8

�
4

Q (k)

�5=4 �
a(k)E

�
k
2
�
�
�
1� k

2
�
b(k)K

�
k
2
�	
; (D6)

where E
�
k2
�
and K

�
k2
�
are the com plete elliptic integrals, and we have introduced the functions Q (k) =

(1=4)
�
1+ 14k2 + k4

�
;a(k)= (16=15)

�
2� k2

�2
� (1=5)

�
1� k2

� �
21� 5k2

�
and b(k)= (8=15)

�
2� k2

�
�
�
1� k2

�
:
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The Bohr-Som m erfeld condition Eq. (A15)forthe ground state (n = 0),correspondsto the param eterkG S such

thatF (kG S)= �"0="s which im pliesthatkG S � 0:1152.Thiscorrespondsto � (kG S)� 0:1423and f(kG S)� 0:9550;

while the harm onicapproxim ation forthe potentialyields0:1454 and 1,respectively.

To com pute the barrierpenetrability,� = (2=~)S 0(xout;xR ),we observe thatS (xout;xR )atenergy E isequalto

S (xR ;xL )atenergy E ref = "s � E :The exchange ofE by Eref isequivalentto the exchange ofk by kref;where

� (kref)= 1=2� � (k):ForkG S weobtain kref � 0:2433 and F (kref)� 2:4073.Therefore

�=
"s

"0
F (kref)� 8:459: (D7)

Thisisto be com pared againstthe instanton exponent�0 � lnaq � 8:152:In term softhe escape tem perature,the

W K B approxim ation yields

T
(W K B )

esc =
"0=kB

F (kref)� ("0="s)ln(
G S=
0)
� 70:869m K ; (D8)

which isin good agreem entwith theinstanton result.This,ofcourse,should notbesurprisingsinceforaclosed system

ourm ethod reducesto thestandard W K B calculation.Thepurposeofthisexerciseisjustto check theconsistency of

ourcalculation and to illustratehow theinstanton and W K B m ethodscom pare.Thatthedi�erencebetween exp(� 0)

and exp(�)isaccounted forby the prefactoraq ofEq.(D1)can be seen analytically by a perturbativecalculation.
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