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Abstract

Sem iclassicalapproxim ationsfortunnelingprocessesusuallyinvolvecom plex trajectoriesorcom -

plex tim es.In thispaperweuseapreviously derived approxim ation involving only realtrajectories

propagating in realtim e to describe the scattering ofa G aussian wavepacket by a �nite square

potentialbarrier.W eshow thattheapproxim ation describesboth tunnelingand interferencesvery

accurately in the lim itofsm allPlanck’sconstant. W e use these resultsto estim ate the tunneling

tim eofthewavepacketand �nd that,forhigh energies,thebarrierslowsdown thewavepacketbut

thatitspeedsitup atenergiescom parable to the barrierheight.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Thesuccessofsem iclassicalapproxim ationsin m olecularand atom icphysicsortheoret-

icalchem istry islargely due to itscapacity to reconcile the advantagesofclassicalphysics

and quantum m echanics.Itm anagesto retain im portantfeatureswhich escapetheclassical

m ethods,such asinterferenceand tunneling,whileproviding an intuitiveapproach toquan-

tum m echanicalproblem s whose exact solution could be very di� cult to � nd. M oreover,

thestudy ofsem iclassicallim itofquantum m echanicshasa theoreticalinterestofitsown,

shedding lightinto thefuzzy boundary between theclassicaland quantum perspectives.

In thispaperwe willapply the sem iclassicalform alism to study the scattering ofa one

dim ensionalwavepacketbya� nitepotentialbarrier.Inthecaseofplanewaves,thetunneling

and re ection coe� cientscan beeasily calculated in thesem iclassicallim it,giving thewell

known W KB expressions [1]. Forwavepackets,however,the problem ism ore com plicated

and few workshaveaddressed thequestion from adynam icalpointofview [2,3,4].Thetim e

evolution ofa generalwavefunction with initialcondition  (x;0)=  0(x)can bewritten as

 (x;T)=< xjK (T)j 0 >=
R
< xjK (T)jxi> dxi< xij 0 >; (1)

where K (T)= e� iH T=~ is the evolution operatorand H is the (tim e independent) ham il-

tonian. The extra integration on the second equality reveals the Feynm an propagator

< xjK (T)jxi >, whose sem iclassical lim it is known as the Van-Vleck form ula [5](see

next section). W hen the Van-Vleck propagator is inserted in Eq.(1) we obtain a general

sem iclassicalform ula which involvestheintegration overthe‘initialpoints’xi:

 sc(x;T)=

Z

< xjK (T)jxi> Van V leck dxi< xij 0 > : (2)

Ifthisintegralisperform ed num erically oneobtainsvery good results,specially as~ goes

to zero. However,doing the integralis m ore com plicated than itm ight look,because for

each xi onehasto com putea fullclassicaltrajectory thatstartsatxi and endsatx aftera

tim eT,which m ay notbesim pletask.Alternativem ethodsinvolving integralsoverinitial

conditions(instead ofinitialand � nalcoordinates)in phasespacehavealso been developed

and shown to be very accurate [6,7,8]. Allthese approaches sum an in� nite num ber of

contributionsand hidetheim portantinform ation ofwhatclassicaltrajectoriesreally m atter

fortheprocess.
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In a previous paper [9]several further approxim ations for this integralwere derived

and applied to a num ber ofproblem s such asthe free particle,the hard wall,the quartic

oscillatorandthescatteringbyanattractivepotential.Them ostaccurate(andalsothem ost

com plicated)ofthese approxim ationsinvolves com plex trajectoriesand was� rstobtained

by Heller and collaborators [10,11]. The least accurate (and the sim plest to im plem ent)

isknown asthe Frozen Gaussian Approxim ation (FGA),and wasalso obtained by Heller

[12]. It involves a single classicaltrajectory starting from the center ofthe wavepacket.

However,otherapproxim ationsinvolving realtrajectoriescan beobtained [4,9,13].These

are usually not as accurate as the com plex trajectory form ula,but are m uch better than

the FGA and can bevery good in severalsituations. M oreover,itsinglesoutrealclassical

trajectoriesfrom the in� nite setin Eq.(2)thatcan be directly interpreted ascontributing

to thepropagation.

In thispaperwe apply these realtrajectory approxim ationsto study the tunnele� ect.

Since this is a purely quantum phenom ena,it is a very interesting case to test the sem i-

classicalapproxim ation and to understand what are the realtrajectories that contribute

when the wavepacketism oving ‘inside’the barrier. M ore speci� cally,we willconsiderthe

propagation ofa Gaussian wavepacketthrough a � nitesquarebarrier.W eshallseethatthe

sem iclassicalresultsarevery accurate,although som eim portantfeaturesofthewavepacket

propagation cannotbecom pletely described.

Thispaperisorganized asfollows:in thenextsection wereview thesem iclassicalresults

derived in [9],which arethe starting pointofthiswork.Nextwe describe the evolution of

a Gaussian through a square potentialbarrierin itsthree separate regions: before,inside

and afterthebarrier.Finally in section IV wediscussthecalculation oftunneling tim es,as

proposed in [2]. W e � nd thatthe barrierslowsdown the wavepacketathigh energies,but

thatitspeedsitup atenergiescom parable to the barrierheight. Finally,in section V we

presentourconclusions.

II. A P P R O X IM AT IO N W IT H C O M P LEX A N D R EA L T R A JEC T O R IES

Oneim portantclassofinitialwavefunctionsisthatofcoherentstates,which arem inim um

uncertainty Gaussian wavepackets. In this paperwe shallconsider the initialwavepacket
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j 0 > asthecoherentstateofa harm onicoscillatorofm assm and frequency ! de� ned by

jzi= e
�

1

2
jzj2
e
zây
j0i; (3)

where j0iisthe harm onic oscillatorground state,ây isthe creation operatorand z isthe

com plex eigenvalue ofthe annihilation operator â with respect to the eigenfunction jzi.

Using theposition and m om entum operators,q̂ and p̂ respectively,wecan write

â
y =

1
p
2

�
q̂

b
� i

p̂

c

�

z=
1
p
2

�
q

b
+ i

p

c

�

; (4)

where q and p are realnum bers. The param eters b = (~=m !)
1

2 and c = (~m !)
1

2 are the

position and m om entum scalesrespectively,and theirproductis~.

In ordertowritetheVan Vleck form ulaoftheFeynm an propagator,weneed tointroduce

the tangent m atrix. Let S � S(xf;T;xi;0) be the action ofa classicaltrajectory in the

phasespace(X ;P),with xi= X (0)and xf = X (T).A sm allinitialdisplacem ent(�xi;�pi)

m odi� es the whole trajectory and leads to anotherdisplacem ent (�xf;�pf)attim e T. In

thelinearized approxim ation,thetangentm atrix M connectsthesetwo vectorsofthephase

space

0

B
B
B
B
@

�xf

b

�pf

c

1

C
C
C
C
A
=

0

B
B
B
B
B
@

�
Sii

Sif
�
c

b

1

Sif

b

c

�

Sif � Sff
Sii

Sif

�

�
Sff

Sif

1

C
C
C
C
C
A

0

B
B
B
B
@

�xi

b

�pi

c

1

C
C
C
C
A
�

0

B
B
B
@

m qq m qp

m pq m pp

1

C
C
C
A

0

B
B
B
B
@

�xi

b

�pi

c

1

C
C
C
C
A

(5)

where Sii � @2S=@x2i;Sif � @2S=@xi@xf � Sfi and Sff � @2S=@x2f. In term s ofthe

coe� cientsofthetangentm atrix,theVan Vleck propagatoris[5]

hxfjK (T)jxiiV anV leck =
1

b
p
2�m qp

exp

�
i

~
S(xf;T;xi;0)� i

�

4

�

: (6)

Forshort tim es m qp is positive and the square rootis wellde� ned. Forlongertim es mqp

m ay becom enegativeby going through zero.Atthese‘focalpoints’theVan Vleck form ula

diverges. However,su� ciently away from these points the approxim ation becom es good

again,aslong asonereplacesm qp by itsm odulusand subtractsa phase�=2 forevery focus

encountered alongthetrajectory.W eshallnotwritetheseso-called M orsephasesexplicitly.

Assum ing som e converging conditions,the stationary phase approxim ation allowsusto

perform theintegraloverxi in Eq.(2)(form oredetails,see [9]).W eobtain

 (z;xf;T)sc =
b� 1=2�� 1=4

p
m qq + im qp

exp

�
i

~
S(xf;T;x0;0)+

i

~
p(x0 � q=2)�

(x0 � q)2

2b2

�

; (7)
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where x0 isthe value ofthe initialcoordinate xi when the phase ofthe propagatorissta-

tionary.Itisgiven by therelation

x0

b
+ i

p0

c
=
q

b
+ i

p

c
where p0 = �

�
@S

@xi

�

x0

: (8)

Theend pointofthetrajectory isstillgiven by X (T)= xf.In spiteofqand pbeingreal,x0

and p0 areusually com plex.Thisim pliesthattheclassicaltrajectorieswith initialposition

x0 and m om entum p0 arecom plex aswell,even with xf 2 R.Eq.(7)was� rstobtained by

Heller[10,11]and itisnotan initialvaluerepresentation (IVR).Therearea prioriseveral

com plex trajectories satisfying the boundary conditions. Thanks to the stationary phase

approxim ation,wewereableto replacean integralovera continuum ofrealtrajectories(2)

by a� nitenum berofcom plex ones(7).Theproblem isnow solvable,butstillquitedi� cult

to com pute.However,itturnsoutthat,in m any situations,thesecom plex trajectoriescan

bereplaced by realones,which arem uch easierto calculate[4,9].

Therefore,welook forrealtrajectoriesthatareascloseaspossibleto thecom plex ones.

Let(X (t);P(t))2 C � C bethecoordinatesofa com plex trajectory,and (u(t);v(t))a new

setofvariablesde� ned by

u =
1
p
2

�
X

b
+ i

P

c

�

; v =
1
p
2

�
X

b
� i

P

c

�

: (9)

According to Eq.(8),theboundary conditionsbecom e

u(0)=
1
p
2

�
x0

b
+ i

p0

c

�

=
1
p
2

�
q

b
+ i

p

c

�

= z and X (T)= xf: (10)

Theinitialcondition isthen thecom plex coordinatez and the� nalcondition isthereal

position xf. The realand im aginary parts ofz are related to the centralposition q and

the centralm om entum p ofthe initialwavepacket respectively. This gives us three real

param etersthatwe m ay use asboundary conditionsto determ ine the realtrajectory. But

a particle whose initialconditions are q and p willnot a priori reach xf after a tim e T.

Although it is possible to satisfy such � nalcondition,it willnot usually happen because

X (T)isim posed by q and p. Likewise,� xing the initialand � nalpositionsq and xf will

notgenerally lead to P(0)= p.Thereforeweneed to chooseonly two boundary conditions

am ongthethreeparam eters,and usetheham iltonian ofthesystem tocalculateanalytically

ornum erically thethird one.Thism eansthattherelation (8)willnotbegenerally ful� lled

and thehopeisthatitwillbeful� lled approxim ately.Fora discussion aboutthevalidity of
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thisapproxim ation,seethebeginningofthethird section in [9].Ifwe� x(q;p),weobtain the

Frozen Gaussian Approxim ation ofHeller [12].Thisisan initialvaluerepresentation that

involves a single trajectory and isunable to describe interferences ortunneling,which are

theaim ofthispaper.However,we can � x X (0)= q;X (T)= xf and calculate P(0)= pi.

W hen the com plex quantitiesin Eq.(7)are expanded aboutthisrealtrajectory we obtain

[9]

 (z;xf;T)sc =
b� 1=2�� 1=4

p
m qq + im qp

exp

"

i

~
S(xf;T;q;0)+

i

2~
pq�

1

2

im qp

m qq + im qp

�
p� pi

c

� 2
#

:(11)

Eq. (11)isthe sem iclassicalform ula we are going to use in thispaper. W e shallshow

that,although stillvery sim ple,itcan describetunneling and interferencesquitewell.

III. T H E 1-D SQ U A R E B A R R IER

Considerthe speci� c case ofa particle ofunitm assscattered by the 1-D square barrier

de� ned by (see� g.1)

V (x)=

8
><

>:

V0 ifx 2 [�a;a]wherea 2 R
+

0 otherwise

: (12)

Theinitialstateoftheparticleisacoherentstate (z;x;0)= hxjziwith averageposition

q< �a and average m om entum p > 0,i.e.,the wavepacketisattheleftofthebarrierand

m ovesto theright.In allournum ericalcalculationswehave� xed V0 = 0:5 and de� ned the

criticalm om entum ~p=
p
2V0 = 1.

The application ofthe sem iclassicalform ula Eq.11 requires the calculation ofclassical

trajectoriesfrom q to xf in the tim e T. Forthe case ofa potentialbarrier,the num berof

such trajectoriesdependson the� nalposition xf.Thisdependence,in turn,causescertain

discontinuitiesin thesem iclassicalwavefunction.

Since the initialwavepacketstartsfrom q < �a,itisclearthatforxf > a (atthe right

side ofthe barrier) there isonly one trajectory satisfying x(0) = q and x(T) = xf. This

’directtrajectory’haspi>
p
2V0 and x(t)increasesm onotonically from q to xf.

Forxf < �a,on theotherhand,in addition to thedirecttrajectory therem ightalso be

a re ected trajectory,thatpassesthrough xf,bounceso� the barrierand returnsto xf in
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thetim eT.Theinitialm om entum ofsuch a re ected trajectory m ustbegreaterthan that

ofthedirectone,sinceithastotravela largerdistance.However,ifthisdistanceistoobig,

i.e.,ifxf << �a,the initialm om entum needed to traverse the distance in the � xed tim e

T becom eslargerthan
p
2V0 and there ected trajectory suddenly ceasesto exist(seenext

subsection forexplicitdetailsforthecaseofthesquarebarrierand � gure2 forexam ples).

Thisqualitativediscussion showsthatre ected trajectoriesexistonly ifxf issu� ciently

closetothebarrier.Thepointswherethesetrajectoriessuddenlydisappearrepresentdiscon-

tinuitiesofthe sem iclassicalcalculation. Fortunatelly,thisdrawback ofthe approxim ation

becom eslesscriticalas~ goesto zero,since the contribution ofthe re ected trajectory at

those points becom e exponentially sm allas com pared to the direct one (see for instance

� gure2(g)).

In therem ainingofthispaperwearegoingtoobtain explicitexpressionsfor (z;xf;T)sc

before,insideand afterthebarrier.For� xed qwewillcalculatetheclassicaltrajectoriesfor

each xf,extractingtheinitialm om entum pi,theaction S � S(xf;T;q;0)and itsderivatives

(in orderto obtain m qq and m qp).

A . B efore the barrier: xf < � a

The speci� city ofthisregion isthatthere m ay existtwo di� erentpathsconnecting q to

x during thetim eT:a directtrajectory and a re ected one(� g.1)whoseinitialm om enta,

action and tangentm atrix elem entsaregiven by

pid =
x � q

T
; Sd =

(x� q)2

2T
; m qqd = 1; m qpd =

T

�
; (13)

pir = �
x + q+ 2a

T
; Sr =

(x + q+ 2a)2

2T
; m qqr = �1; m qpr = �

T

�
; (14)

where� = b=c.Thecontribution ofeach trajectory to thewavefunction atxf, d and  r,is

 d = b� 1=2�� 1=4

p
1+ i

T

�

exp

"

i

~

(xf � q)2

2T
+

i

2~
pq�

1

2

iT

� + iT

�
pT � xf + q

cT

� 2
#

;

 r = b� 1=2�� 1=4

p
1+ i

T

�

exp

"

i� +
i

~

(xf + q+ 2a)2

2T
+

i

2~
pq�

1

2

iT

� + iT

�
pT + xf + q+ 2a

cT

� 2
#

:

(15)

Noticethatwehaveadded anextraphase� in  r.W ithoutthisextraphase(thatincludes

them inussign com ing from thetangentm atrix elem entsin Eq.(14)),thewavepacketwould
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notbe continuousasitgoesthrough the barrier. Fora hard wall,forinstance,we im pose

� = � to guarantee that the wavefunction is zero at the wall. For sm ooth barriers this

phasewould com eoutoftheapproxim ation autom atically,butfordiscontinuouspotentials

we need to add itby hand. To calculate � we rewrite the previousexpressionsin com plex

polarrepresentation, d = D (xf)e
i’d(xf), r = R(xf)e

i’r(xf)+ i�,and letW (xf)e
i’w (xf)+ i� be

the wavefunction inside the barrier,where � is the corresponding phase correction. The

continuity ofthewavefunction atxf = �a im poses

D (�a)ei’d(� a)+ R(�a)ei’r(� a)+ i� = W (�a)ei’w (� a)+ i�: (16)

Eqs. (15) show that R(�a) = D (�a) and ’d(�a) = ’r(�a). Denoting ’ = ’w(�a)�

’d(�a),Eq. (16)becom es 1+ ei� = Aei(’+ �) where A = [W (�a)=D (�a)]. This com plex

relationrepresentsinfacttworealequationsfortheunknown variables� and�.Thesolutions

consistentwith the boundary conditionsare cos(�)= A2=2� 1 and cos(� + �)= A=2. In

thelim itwhere p goesto zero (orthepotentialheightV0 goesto in� nity)we obtain � = �

asexpected.Finally,thefullwavefunction beforethebarrieris (z;xf;T)sc =  d +  r and

theprobability density can bewritten as

j (z;xf;T)scj
2 =

1

b
p
�

1
q

1+ T 2

�2

(

exp

"

�
�2

�2 + T2

�
xf � q� pT

b

� 2
#

+ exp

"

�
�2

�2 + T2

�
xf + q+ pT + 2a

b

� 2
#

+ 2cos

�
2(xf + a)

~(�2 + T2)

�
�
2
p� (q+ a)T

�
� �

�

exp

�

�
�2

�2 + T2

(pT + q+ a)2 + (xf + a)2

b2

�)

:

(17)

Thisisthe sam e resultasobtained in [9]fora com pletely repulsive barrier(V0 ! 1 ),

exceptforthephase,becauseofthedi� erentboundarycondition atxf = �a(j (�a)scj
2 = 0

for the hard wall). However,as discussed in the beginning ofthis section,an additional

di� culty appears when the wallis � nite: the re ected trajectory does not always exist.

From theclassicalpointofview,thereisnore ected partiftheenergy E = p2ir=2> V0.The

m axim um initialm om entum allowed isthen
p
2V0 and aparticlewith such m om entum takes

thetim eTc = �
a+ q
p
2V0

to reach thebarrier.Furtherm ore,forT > Tc there ected trajectory

only exists ifpir = �
xf + q+ 2a

T
6

p
2V0 i.e. ifjxfj= �xf 6 xc = q+ 2a +

p
2V0T.
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Therefore,ifT > Tc and jxfj6 xc,theprobability density isgiven by Eq.(17),otherwisewe

only havethecontribution ofthedirect d and

j (z;xf;T)scj
2 =

1

b
p
�

1
q

1+ T 2

�2

exp

"

�
�2

�2 + T2

�
xf � q� pT

b

� 2
#

: (18)

Asa � nalrem ark we note thatthe calculation of� m ightinvolve a technicaldi� culty

dependingon thevaluesof~,pand T.Forsom evaluesoftheseparam etersthecontribution

ofthe directand re ected trajectories m ight becom e very sm allatx=-a (see forinstance

� g.2(f),which shows the re ected wavepacket in a case oflarge transm ission). In these

cases the probability density becom es very sm allatx=-a and the value ofthe phase � is

irrelevant. In som e ofthese situations,where the value of� doesnota� ectthe results,we

actually found thatcos(theta)= A 2=2� 1 > 1,which cannotbe solved forreal�. Forthe

sakeofnum ericalcalculationswehaveset� = 0 in thesecases.

Thesem iclassicalwavepacketisnow com pletely described forxf < �a.Theprobability

density j scj
2 isa function ofq;p;xf;T and dependson severalparam eters,a;b;~ and V0.

In our num ericalcalculations we � xed a = 50. This m akes the barrier large enough so

thatwe study in detailwhatishappening inside (see subsection IIIB). The heightofthe

barrier intervenes only in Tc and xc to establish the lim its ofthe re ected trajectory. Its

num ericalvalue isnotim portant,butitscom parison with p isfundam ental:since we have

� xed V0 = 0:5 thisgivespir 6 ~p =
p
2V0 = 1. Finally,to sim plify m atterswe � xed b= c,

i.e. the sam e scale for position and m om entum . This im poses � = b=c = 1. Quantum

phenom ena such asinterferenceand tunneling should bem oreim portantforhigh valuesof

~.Since ~ = bc= b2,bbecom esin factthe only free param eterofthe approxim ation. W e

havealso � xed q= �60,which guaranteesthattheinitialwavepacketiscom pletely outside

thebarrierforallvaluesofbused.

Fig.2 showssnapshotsofthe wavepacketasa function ofxf attim e T = 50.Consider

� rstthepanels(a)-(c)with ~ = 1.Theagreem entbetween theexactand thesem iclassical

curvesisqualitatively good forp 6
p
2V0 = 1.The interference peaksoccursataboutthe

sam e positions,but the height ofthe peaks are not exactly the sam e. Also the intervals

between peaksarea littlebiggerforthesem iclassicalcurve than fortheexactone.On the

otherhand,when p isincreased,the com parison getsworstand the approxim ation isnot

really accurate forp = 2.However,we see thatthe value ofj scj
2 atp = 2 isonly a tenth

ofitsvalueatp= 0:5:them ostim portantpartofthewavepacketisin factinsideand after
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thebarrier.Itisthen really im portantto considerxf > �a forhigh p and weneed to wait

untilsubsectionsIIIB and IIIC to look atthewholepicture.

W hen ~ = 0:25,Fig. 2(d)-(f)and (h),the approxim ation im provessubstantially,espe-

cially closetothebarrier;thisshowsthattheextraphase� workswell.W hen pisincreased,

thecontribution ofthedirecttrajectory becom esirrelevantand theinterferenceoscillations

are lostin the sem iclassicalcalculation,although itstillshowsgood qualitative agreem ent

in the average. The cut-o� ofthe sem iclassicalcurve at xf = �xc is also clearly visible,

whereas the exact one is decreasing continuously. On the one hand this m eans that the

approxim ation is not perfect but,on the other hand,the sem iclassicalapproxim ation ex-

plainsthatthefastrundown oftheexactquantum wavepacketcom esfrom theprogressive

disappearance ofthe re ected classicaltrajectory due to the � nite size ofthe barrier. Fi-

nally,for~ = 0:1,Fig. 2(g),the approxim ation becom esnearly perfect. Asexpected,the

sem iclassicalapproxim ation works better and better when ~ is decreasing,i.e. when the

quantum rulesgiveway to theclassicalones.

To end thissubsection,wem ention thatthequality oftheapproxim ation isindependent

ofthetim eT,exceptfortim esslightly sm allerthan Tc.In thistim eintervalonly thedirect

trajectory contributesbuttheexactwavepacketalready showsinterferencesthatcan notbe

described by j scj
2 (� g.2,T = 10). W e now enterthe heartofthe m atter,and consider

what’shappening insideand afterthebarrier.

B . Inside the barrier: � a 6 xf 6 a

From theclassicalpointofview thereisonly thedirecttrajectory in thisregion (seeFig.

1),sinceare ection on theothersideofthebarrier(atx = a)can notbeconsidered without

quantum m echanics.Callingp1 = pi>
p
2V0 and p2 them om entum ofthistrajectory before

and inside thebarrierrespectively,energy conservation givesp2
1
=2 = p2

2
=2+ V0.Thisisthe

� rst equation connecting p1 to p2, but we need a second one which is im posed by the

propagation tim eT = t1 + t2 where:

t1 = �
a+ q

p1
isthetim eto go from q to �a with m om entum p1;

t2 =
xf+ a

p2
isthetim eto go from �a to xf with m om entum p2.
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Thecom bination ofthesetwo equationsgives

T = �
a+ q

p1
+

xf + a
p
p2
1
� 2V0

(19)

which can berewritten as

(p21 � 2V0)(p1T + a+ q)2 = (xf + a)2p21: (20)

Thisisa quartic polynom ial,which we solve num erically. W e obtain foursolutions:one is

alwaysnegative,which wediscard sincewe� xed theinitialposition qon theleftsideofthe

barrier;two are som etim es com plex and,when real,have p1 < 1;� nally,one ofthe roots

is always real,larger than 1 and tends to
xf� q

T
when V0 is negligible (the lim it ofa free

particle).W etakethislastrootastheinitialm om entum p1.

Theaction S isalso a function ofp1 given by

S(z;xf;T)=

Z
t1

0

p21

2
dt+

Z
T

t1

�
p22

2
� V0

�

dt

=
p2
1

2
t1 +

�
p2
2

2
� V0

�

t2

= �
1

2
(a+ q)p1 +

1

2
(xf + a)

q

p21 � 2V0 �
V0(xf + a)
p
p2
1
� 2V0

:

(21)

W ecalculatethederivativesofS num ericallybycom putingp1 and S fortheinitialconditions

(q;xf),(q+ dq;xf),(q;xf + dxf)... and approxim ate
@S

@xf
(z;xf;T)by [S(z;xf + dxf;T)�

S(z;xf;T)]=dxf,etc.Finally,thepropagatorinsidethebarrierisgiven by Eq.(11)plusthe

phase correction � calculated in the previoussubsection. The probability density,which in

independentof�,becom es

j (z;xf;T)scj
2 =

1

b
p
�

1
p
m 2

qq + m 2
qp

exp

"

�
m 2

qp

m 2
qq + m 2

qp

�
p� p1

c

� 2
#

: (22)

Figure3 showsj scj
2 asa function ofxf forthesam eparam etersasin subsection IIIA.

Although thesem iclassicalapproxim ation also im provesforsm all~,hereweshall� x ~ = 1.

This is because the behavior ofthe propagator becom es trivialfor sm all~: ifp < 1 the

wavepacket bounceso� the barrieralm ostcom pletely,and otherwise itsim ply passesover

thebarrierbarely noticing thepresence ofthepotential.

The � rst rem ark is that the wavepacket is continuous at xf = �a: the extra phase �

doesplay itsrolecorrectly.Asin thecasebeforethebarrier,thecom parison between exact

11



and sem iclassicalcalculations is always at least qualitatively good,and som etim es even

quantitatively so.However,therearetwo m ain e� ectsthatthesem iclassicalapproxim ation

cannottakeinto account.

1.thereisagapbetween theexactand sem iclassicalcurves,which decreasesprogressively

as xf increases,and is bridged near the localm axim um ofthe probability density.

The reason m ay com e from the factitisnotpossible to im pose thecontinuity ofthe

derivative of sc with respectto xf at�a.

2.there are oscillations on the exact curve (especially forp = 2 and T = 50)close to

the rightside ofthe barrier,thatare notpresentin the sem iclassicalapproxim ation.

This is a purely quantum e� ect,because classicalm echanics can not account for a

re ected trajectory which would interfere with the direct one in this case. j scj
2 is

in factthe m ean-value ofthe oscillations,and thatiswhy there isa discontinuity of

the wavepacket at xf = a,since the exact curve is beginning at the bottom ofan

oscillation.

Ifwewanttostay strictly in thesem iclassicallim it,thereisnothing wecan do aboutthe

lack ofinterferencesin thebarrierregion:thisisthelim itofourapproxim ation.Butifwe

wantto use the sem iclassicalpointofview in orderto provide a m ore intuitive picture of

thequantum world,wecan add a ‘ghost’trajectory thatre ectsatxf = a and seeifitcan

accountfortheinterferences.Sim ilarideashavebeen applied to thefrequency spectrum of

m icrowavecavitieswith sharp dielectricinterfaces[14]and,m orerecently,tothespectrum of

step potentialscon� ned by hard walls[15].Theargum entwillbethesam easin subsection

IIIA,exceptofcoursethatthere ected trajectory willnow bounceon therightsideofthe

barrier.Theequation forpi= p1 isagain a quarticpolynom ialgiven by

(p2
1
� 2V0)(p1T + a+ q)2 = (3a� xf)

2
p
2

1
: (23)

W eknow thatp1direct isthesam easp1reflected atxf = a and wechoosetheonly solution of

(23)which sati� esthiscondition.Theexpression ofthenew action is:

Sr(z;xf;T)= �
1

2
(a+ q)p1 +

�
p2
1

2
� 2V0

�
3a� xf

p
p2
1
� 2V0

: (24)

Theexpressionsof d and  r arethesam easeq.(11)butwith pi;S;m qq and m qp indexed

by d orr.Aftersom ecalculations,thenew expression oftheprobability density insidethe

12



barrierbecom es

j (z;xf;T)scj
2 =

1

b
p
�

1
q

m 2

qqd
+ m 2

qpd

exp

"

�
m 2

qqd

m 2

qqd
+ m 2

qpd

�
p� p1d

c

� 2
#

+
1

b
p
�

1
p
m 2

qqr + m 2
qpr

exp

"

�
m 2

qqr

m 2
qqr + m 2

qpr

�
p� p1r

c

� 2
#

+
2

b
p
�
cos(’r � ’d + �

0)
1

4

q �
m 2

qqr + m 2
qpr

��
m 2

qqd
+ m 2

qpd

�

� exp

"

�
1

2

m 2

qqd

m 2

qqd
+ m 2

qpd

�
p� p1d

c

� 2

�
1

2

m 2
qqr

m 2
qqr + m 2

qpr

�
p� p1r

c

� 2
#

;

(25)

where�0isthenew extra phase(thatabsorbsthepreviously com puted �)and

’r � ’d =
Sr � Sd

~
+
1

2
arctan

�
m qpd

m qqd

�

�
1

2
arctan

�
m qpr

m qqr

�

+
1

2

m qqdm qpd

m 2

qqd
+ m 2

qpd

�
p� p1d

c

� 2

�
1

2

m qqrm qpr

m 2
qqr + m 2

qpr

�
p� p1r

c

� 2

:

(26)

Theresultsofsuch an expression,however,arenotgood:theoscillationsbecom etoobig,

which m eansthatthere ected trajectory needsto beattenuated by a re ection coe� cient

�.To calculate � we use the following reasoning:foreach pointxf inside thebarrierthere

correspondsare ected trajectory from qtoxf with acertain valueofp1 > 1com puted with

Eq. (23). W e take for� the sam e attenuation coe� cienta plane wave with m om entum p1

would have. Let(F ei�xf + G e� i�xf)and C eikxf be such a plane wave inside and afterthe

barrierrespectively,where � =
p
2(E � V0)=~ =

p
p2
1
� ~p2=~ and k =

p
2E =~ = p1=~.The

continuity ofthis function and its derivative at xf = a give us the relative weight ofthe

re ected trajectory with respectto thedirectone:

�(p1;V0)=

�
�
�
�
G

F

�
�
�
�=

1� �=k

1+ �=k
=
1�

p
1� ~p2=p21

1+
p
1� ~p2=p2

1

: (27)

The expression forthe totalpropagatorbecom es
�
 scd + � scre

i�0
�
. W e use the sam e

argum entasin subsection IIIA to com pute the extra phase �0,adding anothercorrection

�0 to the wavefunction on the right side ofthe barrier. Because there is always a single

trajectory on the rightside,�0 doesnota� ectthe probability density there. W e � nd that

cos�0= A 2
+
=2� 1 whereA + = W (a)=D (a).

The new results are displayed in � gure4. The gap is stillpresent,but the agreem ent

between exact and sem iclassicalon the right side is nearly perfect. The interferences are

13



indeed com ing from a real’ghost’trajectory that bounces o� at the end ofthe barrier

like a quantum plane wave. Since the left side ofthe � gure has not changed m uch,the

re ected trajectory has no e� ect on this part of the wavepacket and we don’t need to

consideradditionalre ections.Furtherm ore,wedon’thavetotake� scr intoaccountwhen

we calculate � in subsection IIIA.W e � nish thissubsection with two com m ents:� rst,the

approxim ation with theghosttrajectory isaccurateeven forlargervaluesof~.Second,the

wavepacketbecom escontinuousatxf = a.Thatisveryinterestingbecausecontinuitycom es

only when we include the re ected trajectory,whereas the part ofthe wavepacket which

goesthrough thebarrieriscalculated independently with asingledirecttrajectory (seenext

subsection).Thism eansthatthesem iclassicalpropagatorafterthebarriersom ehow knows

thereisa re ected part.

In the next subsection,we willbrie y present the com putation ofthe wavefunction at

therightsideofthebarrier.

C . A fter the barrier: a < x

Following the sam e argum ents as in subsection IIIB,we use the energy conservation

p21=2 = p22=2+ V0 = p23=2 (the index 3 refersto the rightofthe barrier)and the di� erent

tim es t1 = �
a+ q

p1
,t2 =

2a

p2
and t3 =

x� a

p3
to calculate the initialm om entum ofthe direct

trajectory.W eobtain

(p21 � 2V0)(p1T + 2a+ q� x)2 = (2a)2p21; (28)

whereastheaction becom es

S(z;x;T)=

Z t1

0

p2
1

2
dt+

Z t1+ t2

t1

�
p2
2

2
� V0

�

dt+

Z T

t1+ t2

p2
3

2
dt

=
1

2
(x � q� 2a)p1 + a

q

p2
1
� 2V0 �

2aV0
p
p21 � 2V0

: (29)

In thisregion,no re ection ispossible and theprobability density j scj
2 issim ply given by

Eq. (22). The resultsare presented in � gure5. Forany valuesofp,T or~,there isstill

a very sm alldi� erencebetween theexactand sem iclassicalcurvesfortheascending partof

thewavepacket,whereastheagreem entisperfectwhen thefunction isdecreasing.

Theconclusionofthissection isthatthesem iclassicalapproxim ationwithrealtrajectories

gives very good results and is indeed able to describe som e im portant quantum e� ects.
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Interference on the leftside ofthe barrierappearsnaturally when the wavepackethitsthe

barrierand thecom parison with theexactsolution getsbetteras~ getssm aller.However,

these interferences cannot be obtained in the barrier region,since there are no re ected

trajectoriesin theclassicaldynam ics.W eshowed thattheseinterferencescan berecovered

ifa ‘ghost’trajectory thatre ects atx = a isadded and assum ed to contribute with the

sam ecoe� cientofaplanewaveofinitialm om entum pi.W ith thisaddition thesem iclassical

approxim ation becom esagain very accurateinsidethebarrier.In thenextsection weshall

brie y discussthepossibility ofusing ourresultsto calculatethetunneling tim easde� ned

in [2].

IV . SEM IC LA SSIC A L T U N N ELIN G T IM ES

The question ofhow m uch tim e a particle spends in the classically forbidden region

during thetunneling processhasbeen attracting theattention ofphysicistsfora long tim e

[2,16,17,18,19,20,21,22].Thevery conceptofa ‘tunneling tim e’is,however,debatable

[18].Nevertheless,in a sem iclassicalform ulation whererealtrajectoriesplay crucialrolesin

thetunneling process,thetem ptation to estim atesuch a tim eisirresistible.

Since we are considering a wavepacket,and nota classicalstate localized by a pointin

thephasespace,wecan only de� neam ean valueofthetunneling tim e.Letus� x theinitial

conditionsq;p (such thatp< 1)and xf > a.Theprobability of� nding theinitialGaussian

state at xf after a tim e T is given by j< xfjK (T)jz > j2. Therefore,the particle can

reach xf from (q;p)in severaldi� erenttim eintervalsT.Foreach valueofthetim eT there

correspondsa singlerealtrajectory whoseinitialm om entum p1(T)> ~p=
p
2V0 isgiven by

Eq.(28).Thistrajectory spendsatim e�(T)= 2a

p2(T)
= 2ap

p2
1
(T)� ~p2

in theregion �a < x < a.

Noticethattheaverageenergy ofthe wavepacketisbelow the barrierbutthecontributing

trajectory alwayshasenergy abovethebarrier.Therefore,for� xed q;p;xf,theprobability

thatthewavepacketcrossesthebarrierin atim e�(T)isproportionaltoj< xfjK (T)jz> j2.

Following ref.[2],wecan de� nethem ean valueofthetunneling tim eas

h�i= N
� 1

Z
+ 1

0

�(T)j< xjK (T)jz> j
2
dT (30)

where

N =

Z
+ 1

0

j< xjK (T)jz> j
2
dT (31)
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isthenorm alization factor.Itisnotequalto1becauseonlythepartofthewavepacketwhich

goesthrough thebarrierisconsidered.Thisisim portantin ourcase,sincethesem iclassical

approxim ation isbetterforxf > a.

W ecalculated theseintegralsnum erically,perform ingadiscretesum overTn = n�T,with

n = 1;2;:::;N and �T = Tm ax=N . Ifan observerisplaced ata � xed position xf > a,as

thetim e T slipsby,he/she seesthe wavepacketarriving from the barrier,becom ing bigger

and bigger,reaching a m axim um and then decreasing and disappearing.W eended thesum

atTm ax such thatj< xjK (T)jz> j2 < 10� 4 8 T > Tm ax.

An im portantrem ark isthath�iisindependentoftheobserver’sposition xf (exceptfor

sm all uctuationsdueto thenum ericalcom putation),sinceEq.(30)m easuresonly thetim e

insidethebarrier.Thethreedi� erenttim eswearegoing to useforcom parison are:

� h�barriisthetunneling tim ecom puted according to Eq.(30)

� h�freeiisobtained from thesam ewayash�barri,butin asystem withoutbarrier;h�freei

issim ply thetim efora free wavepacketto go from �a to a.

� �class =
2ap
p2� ~p2

isthetim erequired by a classicalparticleto crossthebarrier.

Fig. 6 shows the dependence ofthese functionswith respectto p. The curves becom e

very sim ilar as p increases,because the barrier becom es m ore and m ore negligible. The

wavepacketspreadsbutstayscentered aroundp,which explainswhyitbehaveslikeaparticle

ofm om entum p.W hen thein uence ofthebarrierism oreim portant,thewavepacketgets

trapped by thebarrierand slowsdown (h�barriisaboveh�freei),butforp< 1:8,h�freeiand

�class start to increase very fast ( �class actually diverges at p = 1),whereas h�barri stays

� niteuntilp isvery closeto 0:thanksto thetunnele� ectthewavepacketisaccelerated by

the barrier,which actslike a � lterforthe wavepacketand cutso� the contributionsofits

slowest com ponents(see Fig. 7.(a)). On the otherhand when p increases,the fraction of

thetrajectorieswith p <
p
2V0 = 1 becom esnegligibleand thebarriersim ply restrainsthe

propagation ofthewavepacket(� g.7.(b)).

V . C O N C LU SIO N

In thispaperwe used the sem iclassicalapproxim ation Eq.(11),derived in [9],to study

thepropagation ofa wavepacketthrough a � nitesquarepotentialbarrier.Oneofthem ain
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purposes ofthis work was to test the validity and accuracy ofthe approxim ation,which

involvesonly realtrajectories,in the description oftunneling.Surprisingly,we have shown

that the approxim ation is very good to describe the wavepacket after the barrier, even

when the average energy ofthe wavepacket isbelow the barrierheight. The region before

thebarrierisalso welldescribed by theapproxim ation,although discontinuitiesarealways

observed becauseofthesudden disappearanceofthere ected trajectory.Thecontinuity of

thewavefunction between thisregion and theregion inside thebarrieralso dependson the

calculation ofan extra phase �. Finally,inside the barrierthe sem iclassicalform ula isnot

able to describe interferences. These,however,can be recovered when a ghosttrajectory,

that re ects on the right side ofthe barrier,is included and attenuated with the proper

coe� cient.In allregionstheapproxim ation becom esm oreaccurateas~ becom essm aller.

The sem iclassical approxim ation (11) is particularly relevant because the propagated

wavepacket is not constrained to rem ain Gaussian at alltim es,as in the case ofHeller’s

Thawed Gaussian Approxim ation [12],and also becauseitusesonly a sm allnum berofreal

trajectories. These are m uch easier to calculate than com plex ones,especially in m ulti-

dim ensionalproblem s. The dem onstration ofitsability to describe tunneling and interfer-

ences is im portant to establish its generality and also to provide a m ore intuitive under-

standing theprocessesthem selves. In particular,using theunderlying classicalpicture,we

have com puted a tunneling tim e which shows that the wavepacket can be accelerated or

restrained by thebarrierdepending on thevalueoftheinitialcentralm om entum p.

Som e interesting perspectivesofthissem iclassicaltheory are the study ofpropagations

through sm ooth potentialbarriers(which arem orerealistand m oreadapted tosem iclassical

calculations), the study oftim e dependent barriers and the extension ofthe m ethod to

higherdim ensionsand to chaoticsystem s.
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FIG .1:Directand reected trajectoriesfrom q to x1 < � a.For� a < x2 < a orx3 > a only the

directtrajectory exists.
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FIG .2: (Color online) Exact (blue thin lines) and sem iclassical(red thick lines) wavepacket at

tim e T = 50,except for panel(h) where T = 10. W e �xed ~ = 1 for (a),(b) and (c),whereas

~ = 1=4 for(d),(e),(f),(h)and ~ = 1=10 for(g).
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FIG .3:(Coloronline)Exact(bluethin lines)and sem iclassical(red thick lines)wavepacketinside

the barrierforvariousvaluesofp and T and ~ = 1.
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FIG .4:(Coloronline)Exact(bluethin lines)and sem iclassicalwith ghostreected trajectory (red

thick lines)wavepacket inside the barrier. The panelson the rightare m agni�cationsofthe left

ones,showing the perfectm atch between the approxim ation and the exactsolution.
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FIG .6: (Coloronline)Tunneling tim e asa function ofp. The red thick line and the green curve

show the sem iclassical result according to Eq.(30) for the square barrier and the free particle

respectively.Thethin black lineistheclassicaltim e forthe squarebarrierpotential.
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FIG .7:(Coloronline)Exact(blue thin lines)and sem iclassical(red thick lines)wavepacketafter

going through the barrier. The green curve (above the other two in both �gures) shows the

corresponding free particle wavepacket. Forp = 0:5 the barrieractslike a �lterand only the fast

com ponentsofthe initialwavepacket go through. For p = 2,on the other hand,the wavepacket

interacting with thebarrierisslightly behind thefreeparticlewavepacket,showingthatthebarrier

slowsthetrajectoriesbecausethem om entum isreduced to p2 =
p
p2
1
� 2V0 < p1 between � a and

a.
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