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Abstract
Sem iclassical approxin ations for tunneling processes usually Involre com plex tra fctories or com —
plkx tin es. In thispaperwe use a previously derived approxin ation involving only real tra ctories
propagating In real tin e to describe the scattering of a G aussian wavepadket by a nite square
potentialbarrier. W e show that the approxin ation describbesboth tunneling and interferences very
accurately in the lim it of sm allP lJanck’s constant. W e use these resuls to estim ate the tunneling
tim e of the wavepacket and nd that, for high energies, the barrier slow s dow n the wavepadket but

that it speeds it up at energies com parable to the barrier height.
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I. NTRODUCTION

T he success of sem iclassical approxin ations in m olecular and atom ic physics or theoret—
ical chem istry is largely due to its capacity to reconcik the advantages of classical physics
and quantum m echanics. Tt m anages to retain In portant features which escape the classical
m ethods, such as Interference and tunneling, while providing an intuitive approach to quan—
tum m echanical problm s whose exact solution could be very di cul to nd. M oreover,
the study of sam iclassical 1im it of quantum m echanics has a theoretical interest of its own,
shedding light Into the fuzzy boundary between the classical and quantum perspectives.

In this paper we will apply the sam iclassical form alisn to study the scattering of a one
din ensionalwavepacket by a nitepotentialbarrier. In the case ofplane w aves, the tunneling
and re ection coe cients can be easily caloulated In the sam iclassical lin it, giving the well
known W KB expressions [l]. For wavepadkets, however, the problem ism ore com plicated
and f&w workshave addressed the question from a dynam icalpoint ofview [Z,.3,14]. Thetine

evolution of a generalwavefiinction with initial condition (x;0) =  (x) can be w ritten as

R
&T)=<xK T)jo>= < xK T)Ki> dxi< x;Jo>; @)
where K (T) = e #T™ is the evolution operator and H is the (tin e independent) ham il
tonian. The extra Integration on the second equality reveals the Feynm an propagator
< xK (T)Xk; >, whose samn iclassical Iim it is known as the Van-V leck formula [B] (sse
next section). W hen the Van-V leck propagator is inserted in Eq.[Il) we obtain a general

sam iclassical form ula which nvolves the integration over the ‘nitial points’ x;:
Z
e ®T)= < XK T)Ki>vanviek X3 < X3J 0 > ¢ @)

Ifthis ntegral is perform ed num erically one cbtains very good resuls, specially as ~ goes
to zero. However, doing the integral is m ore com plicated than it m ight look, because for
each x; one has to com pute a fiill classical tra fctory that starts at x; and ends at x aftera
tine T, which m ay not be sim pl task. A temative m ethods nvolving Integrals over nitial
conditions (nstead of initialand nal coordinates) in phase space have also been developed
and shown to be very accurate [6,17,(8]. A1l these approaches sum an in nite number of
contrbutions and hide the in portant infom ation ofw hat classical tra fctories really m atter

for the process.



In a previous paper [O] ssveral further approxin ations for this integral were derived
and applied to a number of problem s such as the free particle, the hard wall, the quartic
oscillatorand the scattering by an attractive potential. T hem ost accurate (@nd also them ost
com plicated) of these approxin ations nvolves com plex tra gctories and was rst obtained
by Heller and ocollaborators [L0, [11]. The least accurate (@nd the sim plest to in plem ent)
is known as the Frozen G aussian Approxin ation FGA), and was also obtained by Heller
[12]. &t involves a single classical tra gctory starting from the center of the wavepacket.
H ow ever, other approxin ations involring real tra gctories can be obtained [4,19,113]. These
are usually not as accurate as the com plex tragctory formula, but are m uch better than
the FGA and can be very good In several situations. M oreover, it singles out real classical
trafctories from the n  nite set in Eql#) that can be directly interpreted as contrbuting
to the propagation.

In this paper we apply these real tra pctory approxin ations to study the tunnele ect.
Since this is a purely quantum phenom ena, it is a very interesting case to test the sam i+
classical approxin ation and to understand what are the real traectories that contribute
when the wavepacket ism oving ‘Inside’ the barrier. M ore speci cally, we w ill consider the
propagation ofa G aussian wavepacket through a nite square barrier. W e shall see that the
sam iclassical resuls are very accurate, although som e in portant features of the wavepadket
propagation cannot be com pletely described.

T his paper is organized as follow s: in the next section we review the sam iclassical results
derived in [@], which are the starting point of this work. N ext we describe the evolution of
a G aussian through a square potential barrier in its three ssparate regions: before, inside
and after the barrier. F inally In section IV we discuss the calculation of tunneling tin es, as
proposed In E]. W e nd that the barrer slow s down the wavepacket at high energies, but
that it speeds it up at energies com parable to the barrier height. Fially, in section V we

present our conclusions.

IT. APPROXIMATION W ITH COMPLEX AND REAL TRAJECTORIES

O ne In portant class of nitialwavefunctions is that of coherent states, which arem inin um

uncertainty G aussian wavepackets. In this paper we shall consider the initial wavepacket



J o > asthe coherent state of a ham onic oscillator ofm assm and frequency ! de ned by
pi= e 127 Py; 3)
where i is the ham onic oscillator ground state, &' is the creation operator and z is the

com plex eigenvalue of the annihilation operator & with respect to the eigenfunction Fi.

U sing the position and m om entum operators, § and P regpectively, we can w rite

1 1
wope 3P 2= p— 3448 ; @)
2 b c 2 b c
where g and p are real num bers. The param etersb = (~=m ! )% and c= (vm ! )% are the

position and m om entum scales respectively, and their product is ~.

In order to w rite the Van V leck fom ula ofthe Feynm an propagator, we need to Introduce
the tangent m atrix. Let S S ®¢;7T ;%:;0) be the action of a classical tra pctory in the
phase space X ;P ), wih x;= X (0) and xs = X (T). A anallnitialdisplacement ( x; )
modi esthe whole traectory and leads to another displacement ( %¥; ) attine T. In

the Inearized approxin ation, the tangent m atrix M connects these two vectors of the phase

space
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where S;;  @%S=@x?; Sy  @?S=@x;@x;  S¢; and Sy @2S=@x%. In tem s of the

coe clents of the tangent m atrix, the Van V leck propagator is [B]
ke K (T) Kidy anv ek = —PljeXp j'_S ®e; T ;x3;0) i~ (6)

b 2 mg ~ 4

For short times m o, is positive and the square root is well de ned. For longer tim es mq
m ay becom e negative by going through zero. At these Yocalpoints’ the Van V leck formula
diverges. However, su ciently away from these points the approxin ation becom es good
again, as long as one replacesm 4, by itsm odulus and subtracts a phase =2 forevery focus
enocountered along the tra gctory. W e shallnot w rite these so—called M orse phases explicithy.
A ssum ing som e converging conditions, the stationary phase approxin ation allow s us to

perform the integralover x; in Eq. [2) (form ore details, s;e [@]). W e cbtain

&y g? .
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where x, is the value of the initial coordinate x; when the phase of the propagator is sta—
tionary. Ik is given by the relation

@s

@Xi

@)

— + i—=g+ iE where pg =
b c

X0
T he end point ofthe tra fctory is stillgiven by X (T) = x¢ . In soite ofgand p being real, xq
and pg are usually com plex. T his in plies that the classical tra fpctories w ith initial position
X and m om entum P, are complkx aswell, even with x; 2 R.Eq. [J) was st cbtained by
Heller [10,[11] and it isnot an nitial value representation (IVR).There are a priori ssveral
com plex tra ectories satisfying the boundary conditions. Thanks to the stationary phase
approxin ation, we were able to replace an Integral over a continuum of real tra fctories [2)
by a nite number of com plex ones[{l) . The problem isnow solvable, but stillquite di cult
to com pute. However, it tums out that, in m any situations, these com plx tra fctories can
be replaced by realones, which are much easier to calculate 4,[9].

T herefore, we look for real tra ctories that are as close as possible to the com plex ones.
Let X ©©);P (t)) 2 C C be the coordinates of a com plex tra Ectory, and (U (t);v () a new

st of varables de ned by

1 X P 1 X P
u=p= —+ i— ; v=p= — I— ©)
2 b c 2 b c
A coording to Eq. [8), the boundary conditions becom e
1 x 1
WO = p= 242 _ g T4 P oy and X ()= xe: (10)
2 b c 2 b c

T he initial condition is then the com plex coordinate z and the naloondition is the real
position xr. The real and im agihary parts of z are related to the central position g and
the central m om entum p of the :niial wavepacket respectively. This gives us three real
param eters that we m ay use as boundary conditions to determm ine the real trafctory. But
a particke whose mnitial conditions are g and p will not a priori reach xs aftera tine T.
A Yhough it is possbl to satisfy such nal condition, it will not usually happen because
X (T) isimposed by g and p. Likewise, xing the initialand nalpositions q and x will
not generally lead to P (0) = p. T herefore we need to choose only two boundary conditions
am ong the three param eters, and use the ham iltonian ofthe system to calculate analytically
or num erically the third one. Thism eans that the relation [8) willnot be generally ful lked
and the hope is that it willbe fiil lled approxin ately. For a discussion about the validity of



this approxin ation, see the beginning ofthe third section in [9]. Ifwe x (;p), we obtaln the
Frozen G aussian A pproxin ation of Heller [L2]. This is an initial value representation that
nvolves a single tra gctory and is unable to describe interferences or tunneling, which are
the ain ofthispaper. However, wecan xX (0)= g;X (T)= % and calculate P (0) = p;.
W hen the com plex quantities n Eq.[7) are expanded about this real tra gctory we cbtain
]

" #

1= 1=4 -

. . 2
i i 1 im P P
;%6 T)se = P=——=exp —S &;T; %0+ —pq % (11)
mg+ Img ~ 2~ 2mgg+ Im o c

Eq. [11)) is the sam iclassical ormula we are going to use in this paper. W e shall show
that, although still very sim ple, it can describe tunneling and Interferences quite well.

ITI. THE 1D SQUARE BARRIER

Consider the speci ¢ case of a particke of unit m ass scattered by the 1-D square barder
de nedby (e §)

8

>
SV, ifx2 [ ajalwherea2 R*

V X)= 5 : 12)
-0 otherw ise

T he Iniial state ofthe partick isa coherent state  (z;x;0) = hx i w ith average position
g< aand averagemomentum p > 0, ie., the wavepacket is at the kft of the barrier and
m oves to the right. Th allour num erical calculationswe have xed \j = 05 and de ned the
criticalm om entum p= p2—VO= 1.

T he application of the sam iclassical form ula Eqlll requires the calculation of classical
tra pctories from g to x¢ In the tine T . For the case of a potential barrier, the num ber of
such tra gctories depends on the nalposition % . T his dependence, In tum, causes certain
discontinuities in the sam iclassical wavefunction.

Since the initial wavepadcket starts from g< a, it is ckar that orxs > a (at the right
side of the barrier) there is only one trafctory satisfying x(0) = gand x(T) = x¢. This
'direct tra fctory’ has p; > P 2V, and x (t) Increases m onotonically from g to X .

Forxs < a, on the other hand, n addition to the direct tra fctory there m ight also be

a re ected trapctory, that passes through %, bounces o the barrier and retums to % In



thetine T . The nitialm om entum of such a re ected trapctory m ust be greater than that
of the direct one, since it has to travel a Jarger distance. H owever, if this distance is too big,
ie, if X << a, the nitialm om entum needed to traverse the distance In the xed time
T beocom es larger than P 2V, and the re ected trafctory suddenly ceases to exist (see next
subsection for explicit details for the case of the square barrer and gure 2 for exam ples).

T his qualitative discussion show s that re ected tra ectordes exist only if % issu ciently
close to thebarrier. T he pointsw here these tra fctories suddenly disappear represent discon—
tinuities of the sem iclassical calculation. Fortunatelly, this drawback of the approxin ation
becom es less critical as ~ goes to zero, since the contribution of the re ected tragctory at
those points becom e exponentially an all as com pared to the direct one (see for nstance

qure 2(@Q)).

In the rem aining of this paper we are going to ocbtain explicit expressions for (z;x¢;7T s
before, nside and after the barrier. For xed qwe w ill calculate the classical tra fctories for
each x¢, extracting the Initialm om entum p;, the action S S x¢;T ;9;0) and isderivatives

(in order to obtain m o and m ) .

A . Before the barrier: x¢ < a

The soeci city of this region is that there m ay exist two di erent paths connecting g to
x during the time T : a direct trapctory and a re  ected one ( gfll) whose nitialm om enta,

action and tangent m atrix elem ents are given by

X g & g? T
Pia = T i Sa= T i Mgga=1; Mge= —; 13)
X+ g+ 2a x+ g+ 2a)?
pir = f; Sr = T; mqqr = 1; mqpr = _; (14)

where = Ib=c. The contrbution ofeach tra fctory to the wavefunction at x¢, 4 and ., is
" #

. . . 2
1 g ike g)? i 1 4T T xXe+ g
=bp- T T — Z .
d L P T o7 I B oT ’
" #
b A=2  1=4 4 1 (xe + g+ 2a)2 1 1 iT PT + X+ g+ 2a 2
r = l - ~ A L]
L oP ~ 2T IR B S T
(15)

N otice that we have added an extraphase 1In .. W ithoutthisextra phase (that includes

them fnus sign com Ing from the tangent m atrix elem ents n Eq.[14)), the wavepacket would



not be continuous as it goes through the barrer. For a hard wall, or lnstance, we In pose

= to guarantee that the wavefunction is zero at the wall. For sm ooth barrers this
phase would com e out of the approxin ation autom atically, but for discontinuous potentials
we need to add it by hand. To calculate we rew rite the previous expressions In com plex
polar representation, 4= D &e)e'a®), =R (xe)ef +®)*1 and Bt W (xe)el' v ¥ be
the wavefunction inside the barrier, where is the corresponding phase correction. The

continuity ofthe wavefunction at x; = a inposes
D(ae ¢ @ty R(ae =3 =y (ae~tat, 16)

Egs. [15) show that R( a) = D ( a)and "4( a) = '.( a). Denotihg’ = ', ( a)
"4( a),Eq. [18) becomes1+ & = Ae'’* )whereA = W ( a)=D ( a)]. This complx
relation represents in fact two realequations fortheunknown variables and . The solutions
consistent w ith the boundary conditions are cos( ) = A?=2 landcos( + )= A=2.Tn
the lin i where p goes to zero (or the potentialheight Vo goesto in niy) we cbtan =
as expected. F inally, the fullwavefiinction before the barrder is  (2;X:;T )se = 4+  and
the probability density can be w ritten as

( " #
. 1 1 2 % g pr °
J @ixeiT)ee] = P=G——= ep —F—
b 14 I2 + T b
" z 2#
N 2 X+ g+ pT + 2a
=P 2+ T2 b
)
2&e+a) 2 T + g+ a)y+ x:+ a)?
+ 2008 —— " + a)T

)]

This is the sam e result as cbtained In [9] for a com pltely repulsive barrder Vo ! 1 ),
except Hrthe phase, because ofthedi erentboundary conditionatx = a (3 ( a)se¥ = 0
for the hard wall). However, as discussed In the beginning of this section, an additional
di culty appears when the wall is nite: the re ected trapctory does not always exist.
From the classical point of view , there isno re ected part iftheenergy E = §,=2> V. The

P
maxinum niialm om entum allowed isthen 2V, and a particke w ith such m om entum takes

a+
thetine T, = pz—vqtoreadlthebaﬂ:ier. Furthem ore, for T > T, the re ected tra fctory
0
. . Xe + g+ 2a p— . P_——
only exists ifp;, = — 6 2Vy ie. if Krj= x¢ 6 X, = g+ 2a+ 2VyT.

T



Therefore, if T > T, and K¢ j6 X, the probability density is given by Eq.[17), otherw iseswe

only have the contribution of the direct 4 and
"

#
. 1 1 z x: q pl °
J @ixeiT)ee = P=g——ep —S——3 : (18)
b 14+ I2 + T b
2

Asa nalremark we note that the calculation of m ight nvolre a technical di culty
depending on the values of ~, p and T . For som e values of these param eters the contriution
of the direct and r= ected tra pctories m ight becom e very an all at x=-a (see for Instance

g2 (f), which shows the re ected wavepacket in a case of large transm ission). In these
cases the probability density becom es very an all at x=-a and the value of the phasse is
irrelevant. In som e of these situations, where the value of doesnot a ect the resuls, we
actually found that cos(theta) = A?=2 1> 1,which cannot be solved for real . For the
sake of num erical calculations we have sest = 0 in these cases.

T he sam iclassical wavepacket is now com plktely described orx: < a. The probability
density j «F is a finction of g;p;x¢;T and depends on several param eters, a;b;~ and V.
In our num erical calculations we xed a = 50. This m akes the barrer large enough so
that we study in detail what is happening inside (see subsection [ITIBl). T he height of the
barrier ntervenes only n T, and x. to establish the lim its of the re ected trafctory. Its
num erical value is not in portant, but its com parison w ith p is fuindam ental: since we have

xed § = 05 thisgivesp;, 6 p= pZ—VO = 1. Fihally, to sinplify matterswe xed b= ¢,
ie. the same scake for position and momentum . This imposes = b=c = 1. Quantum
phenom ena such as interference and tunneling should be m ore In portant for high values of
~. Since ~ = bc= ¥, bbecom es in fact the only free param eter of the approxin ation. W e
have also xed g= 60, which guarantees that the initial wavepacket is com pletely outside
the barrier for all values ofb used.

Fig.[2 show s snapshots of the wavepacket as a function of x¢ at tine T = 50. C onsider

rst the panels (@)—(c) with ~ = 1. The agreem ent between the exact and the sam iclassical
curves is qualitatively good forp 6 P 2V, = 1. The interference peaks occurs at about the
sam e positions, but the height of the peaks are not exactly the same. A lso the intervals
between peaks are a little bigger for the sam iclassical curve than for the exact one. On the
other hand, when p is Increased, the com parison gets worst and the approxin ation is not
really accurate orp = 2. However, we see that the value of j o.f at p= 2 isonly a tenth

ofitsvalue at p= 0:5: them ost in portant part of the wavepacket is in fact inside and after



the barrier. It is then really In portant to consider x; > a for high p and we need to wait

until subsections|IIIB| and [ITIC| to look at the whole picture.

W hen ~ = 025, Fi. [2d)-® and (), the approxin ation im proves substantially, espe—
cially close to the barrier; this show s that the extra phase workswell. W hen p is increased,
the contribution of the direct tra ectory beocom es irrelevant and the interference oscillations
are lost in the sam iclassical calculation, although it still show s good qualitative agreem ent
In the average. The cuto of the sem iclassical curve at % = X, is also clkarly visbl,
whereas the exact one is decreasing continuously. On the one hand this m eans that the
approxin ation is not perfect but, on the other hand, the sam iclassical approxin ation ex—
plains that the fast raundown of the exact quantum wavepadcket com es from the progressive
disappearance of the re ected classical tra fctory due to the nite size of the barrer. Fi-
nally, for ~ = 0:, Fig. [2(g), the approxin ation becom es nearly perfect. A s expected, the
sam iclassical approxin ation works better and better when ~ is decreasing, ie. when the
quantum rules give way to the classical ones.

To end this subsection, we m ention that the quality ofthe approxin ation is independent
ofthetine T, exospt for tin es slightly an aller than T.. In this tin e Interval only the direct
tra fctory contributes but the exact wavepacket already show s Interferences that can not be
described by j o« F ( g.[2, T = 10). W e now enter the heart of the m atter, and consider

what's happening inside and after the barrier.

B . Inside the barrier: a6 xf 6 a

From the classical point of view there is only the direct tra ctory in this region (see Fig.
1), shcea re ection on the other side of the barrier (at x = a) can notbe considered w ithout
quantum m echanics. Callingp; = p; > P 2V, and p, them om entum ofthis tra fctory beore
and inside the barrier respectively, energy conservation gives pj=2 = p5=2+ V,. This is the

rst equation connecting p to p,, but we need a second one which is inposed by the
propagation tine T = 4 + t, where:

4= a;—lq isthetinetogo from gto awihmomentum pi;

Xsta

t2 =

isthetinetogo from a to x¢ with momentum p,.

10



T he com bination of these two equations gives

a+ gq Xe+ a
+
P p% 2Vo

19

which can be rew ritten as
O 2Vo) @iT + a+ @’ = ¢+ a)’pi: 20)

This is a quartic polynom ial, which we solve num erically. W e obtain four solutions: one is
always negative, which we discard sihncewe xed the initial position g on the kft side of the
barrer; two are som etin es com plex and, when real, have p; < 1; nally, one of the roots
is always real, larger than 1 and tends to XfT—q when Vy is negligble (the lin it of a fiee

partick). W e take this last root as the initialm om entum p; .

The action S isalso a function ofp; given by

Z Z
B t pf T pg
S (z;x£;T) = — dt+ = Vy dt
0 2 4 2
2 2
< >
=—=—4H5+ = V, t 21
o b > o & @1)
1 1 T Ve +a)
= — (a + q)pl + — (}(f + a) pl 2V0 pZ: .
2 2 j&] 2V0
W e calculate the derivatives of S num erically by com puting p; and S forthe Iniialconditions
\ @s
@xs), @+ daixs), (@Xe+ dxg) ... and approxin ate@? @ixe;T) by B @Zixe+ dxe;T)
£

S (z;x¢;T ) Edx¢, etc. F inally, the propagator inside the barrier is given by Eq.[11) plus the
phase correction calculated In the previous subsection. T he probability density, which in

Independent of , becom es
" , 2#
: 1 m P P
J @ixeiT)eF = P=p - -

7 ot mZ b 2 2
b mg, +m me,+t me c

22)

Figure[d shows j T as a fiinction of x; r the sam e param eters as in subsection [TITAl.
A Tthough the sam iclassical approxin ation also in proves oranall~, herewe shall x~= 1.
This is because the behavior of the propagator becom es trivial for anall ~: if p < 1 the
wavepadket bounces o the barrier aln ost com pletely, and otherw ise it sin ply passes over
the barrier barely noticing the presence of the potential.

The rst ram ark is that the wavepacket is continuous at % = a: the extra phase

does ply its role correctly. A s in the case before the barrer, the com parison between exact

11



and sam iclassical calculations is always at least qualitatively good, and som etin es even
quantitatively so. H owever, there are twom ain e ects that the sam iclassical approxin ation

cannot take into account.

1. there isa gap between the exact and sam iclassical curves, w hich decreases progressively
as x¢ Increases, and is bridged near the localm axinum of the probability density.
The reason m ay com e from the fact it is not possble to in pose the continuity of the

derivative of . wih respect to x¢ at a.

2. there are oscillations on the exact curve (especially forp= 2 and T = 50) close to
the right side of the barrier, that are not present in the sam iclassical approxin ation.
This is a purely quantum e ect, because classical m echanics can not acocount for a
re ected trafctory which would interfere w ith the direct one in this case. js.F is
In fact the m ean—value of the oscillations, and that is why there is a discontinuiy of
the wavepadket at x; = a, shce the exact curve is beginning at the bottom of an

oscillation .

Ifwe want to stay strictly in the sam iclassical 1im it, there isnothing we can do about the
lack of interferences in the barrier region: this is the 1im it of our approxin ation. But ifwe
want to use the sam iclassical point of view in order to provide a m ore Intuitive picture of
the quantum world, we can add a Yhost’ tra ctory that re ectsat % = a and see if it can
acoount for the Interferences. Sin ilar ideas have been applied to the frequency spectrum of

m icrow ave cavities w ith sharp dielectric interfaces [14] and, m ore recently, to the spectrum of

step potentials con ned by hard walls|I5]. The argum ent w illbe the sam e as In subsection
[ITA], except of course that the re  ected tra fctory w illnow bounce on the right side of the

barrer. The equation for p; = p; is again a quartic polynom ial given by
©f Vo) @T +a+ @’ = Ga  x¢)’pi: (23)

W e know that pigirect 1S the sam e as Pi refiected @t X = a and we choose the only solution of

[23) which sati es this condition. The expression of the new action is:

1 o 3a x¢
Sr (Z,'Xf,'T) = — (a+ q)pl+ — 2V0 P : (24)

The expressions of 4 and , arethe same aseq. [1I) but wih p;;S;m o and m o, indexed
by d orr. A fter som e calculations, the new expression of the probability density inside the

12



barrier becom es

nw #
2 2
1 1 m P P
7 B o qqd 1d
j (z;xf;T)stQ=by—~1ﬁeXp 7 .
mqqd+ moqg aqd apd
nw , 2#
ﬁl - 1 mqqr p plr
+ T e T exp 2 4+ 2
Mggrt Mepr Magr T Mepr c 25)
2 0 1
tp=osl: Tat D4
4 2 2 2 2
. Mt MG, Mot myy ;
2 2 2 2
1 mqqd p Pia 1 mqqr p bir .
2m2  + m? c 2m2 _+m?2 c ’
qad apd aar pr
where 0isthe new extra phase (that absorbs the previously com puted ) and
S Sd 1 m d 1 m
', '4= ——°+4 —arctan —=% Zarctan —=—
~ mqqd 2 mqqr
5 5 (26)
} mqqqupd p P1a } mqqrmqpr p Pir
2 2 2 2
2m gyt Mg c 2mg, tmg c

T he results of such an expression, how ever, are not good: the oscillations becom e too big,
which m eans that the re ected tra fctory needs to be attenuated by a re ection coe cient
. To calculate we use the follow ing reasoning: for each point x inside the barrier there
corresoonds a re  ected tra gctory from gto x with a certain value ofp; > 1 com puted w ith
Eqg. [23). W e take or the sam e attenuation coe cient a plane wave w ith m om entum p,
would have. Let F &' ** + G e * *r) and C €**f be such a plane wave inside and after the

p— p P—
barrier respectively, where = 2E Vg)=~= p; p’=~andk= 2E=~= p=~.The

continuity of this finction and its derivative at x; = a give us the rwlative weight of the

re ected trapctory with respect to the direct one:

| O ——

_1 =k _1 1 P
= = P—: @27)

1+ =% 1+ 1 o=

M| @

Vo) =

The expression for the total propagator becomes g + sor € ° . Weuse the sme
argum ent as in subsection [TIIA] to com pute the extra phase °, adding another correction
% to the wavefiinction on the right side of the barrier. Because there is alwvays a single
trafctory on the right side, °does not a ect the probability density there. W e nd that
cos °= A?=2 1lwhereA, =W @)=D @).
The new results are displayed in  gurdd. The gap is still present, but the agreem ent
between exact and sam iclassical on the right side is nearly perfect. T he interferences are

13



Indeed com ng from a real 'ghost’ trapctory that bounces o  at the end of the barrier
like a quantum plane wave. Since the kft side of the gure has not changed much, the
re ected tractory has no e ect on this part of the wavepacket and we don’t need to
consider additionalre ections. Furthem ore, we don’t have to take .., Into account w hen
we calculate in subsection[ITTIA]l. W e nish this subsection with two comments:  rst, the
approxin ation w ith the ghost tra gctory is accurate even for lJarger values of ~. Second, the
w avepadket becom es continuous at x¢ = a. T hat isvery Interesting because continuity com es
only when we include the re ected tra gctory, whereas the part of the wavepacket which
goes through the barrier is caloulated independently w ith a single direct tra pctory (see next
subsection). Thism eans that the sam iclassical propagator after the barrier som ehow knows
there isa re ected part.

In the next subsection, we willbrie y present the com putation of the wavefinction at

the right side of the barrier.

C . A fter the barrier: a< x

Follow ing the sam e argum ents as in subsection [IIIBl, we use the energy conservation
pi=2 = p5=2+ V, = p3=2 (the index 3 refers to the right of the barrier) and the di erent
tines ty = %I, L = % and t; = % to calculate the nitial m om entum of the direct
tra fpctory. W e cbtain

© 2Vo) T + 2a+ g x)°= (a)’p}; 28)

w hereas the action becom es

z t 2 Z ut+t 2 Z T 2
- _ b1 2 B3
S(z;x;T) = —= dt+ = V, dt+ — dt
0 2 t 2 u+t 2 . (29)
1 d——  2av, °
- & g 2ap+ta P 2 P
2 pr 2V,

In this region, no re  ection is possble and the probability density jo.F is sin ply given by
Eqg. [22). The results are presented in  gurdd. For any values of p, T or ~, there is still
avery snalldi erence between the exact and sam iclassical curves for the ascending part of
the wavepadket, w hereas the agreem ent is perfect when the function is decreasing.

T he conclusion ofthis section isthat the sam iclassical approxin ation w ith realtra ectories
gives very good resuls and is indeed abl to describbe som e in portant quantum e ects.
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Interference on the kft side of the barrier appears naturally when the wavepacket hits the
barrier and the com parison w ith the exact solution gets better as ~ gets an aller. H owever,
these interferences cannot be obtained in the barrier region, since there are no r= ected
tra pctories In the classical dynam ics. W e showed that these Interferences can be recovered
if a Yhost’ tractory that re ects at x = a is added and assum ed to contrlboute w ith the
sam e coe  clent ofa plane wave of initialm om entum p;. W ih thisaddition the sam iclassical
approxin ation becom es again very accurate inside the barrier. In the next section we shall
brie y discuss the possibility of using our results to calculate the tunneling tin e asde ned

n El.

Iv. SEM ICLASSICALTUNNELING TIM ES

The question of how much tine a particke spends In the clhassically forbidden region
during the tunneling process has been attracting the attention of physicists for a long tin e
@,16,17,118,119,120,121,122]. T he very concept of a tunneling tin €’ is, however, debatable
[L8]. N evertheless, In a sam iclassical form ulation where real tra fctories play crucial roles in
the tunneling process, the tam ptation to estin ate such a tin e is irresistble.

Since we are considering a wavepacket, and not a classical state localized by a point In
the phase space, we can only de ne am ean valie ofthe tunneling tine. Let us x the initial
conditions g;p (such thatp < 1) and x¢ > a. The probability of nding the nitialG aussian
state at x; affera tine T is given by j< x:K T)% > F. Therefre, the particke can
reach xr from (g;p) h severaldi erent tin e intervals T . For each value ofthetine T there

P
corresoonds a single real traectory whose Initialmom entum p (T) > p= = 2V, isgiven by

Eqg. [28). Thistrafctory spendsatine (T)= pjg) = Pp;g) = htheregion a< x< a.
N otice that the average energy of the wavepadket is below the barrier but the contrbuting
tra pctory always has energy above the barrer. T herefore, for xed g;p;x%, the probability
that the wavepacket crosses thebarrer in atine (T) isproportionalto i< %K T)% > F.

Follow Ing ref. 2], we can de ne the m ean value of the tunneling tin e as
hi=N" (T)3< xK T)g> JdT (30)

where 7

N = i< xK @)g> fdr (31)
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isthe nom alization factor. It isnot equalto 1 because only the part ofthe wavepadcket which
goes through the barrier is considered. T his is In portant In our case, since the sam iclassical
approxin ation is better for x > a.

W e calculated these integrals num erdcally, perform ing a discrete sum overT, = n T ,wih
n= 1;2;::5N and T = T, =N . Ifan ocbserver isplaced at a xed position % > a, as
the tine T slips by, he/she sees the wavepadcket arriving from the barrier, becom ing bigger
and bigger, reaching a m axin um and then decreasing and disappearing. W e ended the sum
at Tpax such that < xK T)E> F< 10 * 8T > Tpax-

An important ram ark isthath i is ndependent of the cbserver’s position x (except for
snall uctuations due to the num erical com putation), since Eq[80) m easures only the tin e

inside the barrier. The three di erent tim es we are going to use for com parison are:
hparrd is the tunneling tin e com puted according to Eq. [30)

hfreel isobtained from the sam eway ash .01, but In a system w ithoutbarder; h freei

is sin ply the tin e for a firre wavepacket to go from a to a.

class = Pzza—pz is the tin e required by a classical particle to cross the barrier.
p

Fig. [d show s the dependence of these functions w ith respect to p. The curves becom e
very sin ilar as p Increases, because the barrer becom es m ore and m ore negligbble. The
w avepadket spreadsbut stays centered around p, which explainswhy itbehaves like a particle
ofmomentum p.W hen the In uence of the barrer ism ore in portant, the wavepadket gets
trapped by the barrer and slows down (.l isabove h rreel), but orp < 18, h i and

class Start to Increase very fast ( qass actually diverges at p = 1), whereas h .1 stays
nie untilp is very close to 0: thanks to the tunnele ect the wavepadket is acoelerated by
the barrier, which acts lke a Yer for the wavepadket and cuts o the contributions of its
slowest com ponents (see Fig. [1.(@)). On the other hand when p increases, the fraction of

the trafctories w ith p < pZ—VO = 1 becom es negligbk and the barrier sin ply restrains the

propagation of the wavepacket ( gl7.0)).

V. CONCLUSION

In this paper we used the sam iclassical approxin ation Eq. [11]), derived in [@], to study

the propagation of a wavepadket through a nite square potential barrier. O ne ofthe m ain
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purposes of this work was to test the validiy and accuracy of the approxim ation, which
Involves only real tra gctories, In the description of tunneling. Surprisingly, we have shown
that the approxin ation is very good to describbe the wavepacket after the barrer, even
when the average energy of the wavepadket is below the barder height. T he region before
the barrier is also well described by the approxin ation, although discontinuities are always
observed because of the sudden disappearance of the re  ected tra ctory. The continuity of
the wavefunction between this region and the region inside the barrier also depends on the
calculation of an extra phase . Finally, Inside the barrer the sam iclassical form ula is not
abl to descrbe interferences. These, however, can be recovered when a ghost tra ectory,
that re ects on the right side of the barrer, is included and attenuated w ith the proper
coe cient. In all regions the approxin ation becom es m ore accurate as ~ becom es an aller.

The sam iclassical approxim ation [11]) is particularly relevant because the propagated
wavepadket is not constrained to ram ain G aussian at all tines, as In the case of Heller's
Thawed G aussian A pproxin ation [LZ2], and also because it uses only a an allnum ber of real
tra pctories. These are much easier to caloulate than com plex ones, especially in multi-
din ensional problem s. T he dam onstration of its ability to describe tunneling and interfer-
ences is In portant to establish its generality and also to provide a m ore ntuitive under-
standing the processes them selves. In particular, using the underlying classical picture, we
have com puted a tunneling tin e which show s that the wavepacket can be accelerated or
restrained by the barrer depending on the value of the nitial centralm om entum p.

Som e Interesting persoectives of this sam iclassical theory are the study of propagations
through an ooth potentialbarrers which arem ore realist and m ore adapted to sam iclassical
calculations), the study of tim e dependent barriers and the extension of the m ethod to

higher din ensions and to chaotic system s.
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corresponding free particlke wavepacket. For p = 035 the barrier acts lke a IYer and only the fast
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