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Abstract

An exactly-solvable m odelfor the decay ofa m etastable state coupled to a sem i-in�nite tight-

binding lattice,showing large deviationsfrom exponentialdecay in the strong coupling regim e,is

presented.An opticalrealization ofthelatticem odel,based on discretedi�raction in asem i-in�nite

array oftunneling-coupled opticalwaveguides,isproposed to testnon-exponentialdecay and for

the observation ofan opticalanalog ofthequantum Zeno e�ect.

PACS num bers:03.65.Xp,42.82.Et,42.50.Xa
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Theunderstandingandcontrolofthedecayprocessofan unstablequantum statehaslong

been asubjectofdebatein di�erentareasofphysics.Though an exponentiallaw isknown to

beagood phenom enological�ttom any decay phenom ena,quantum m echanicsensuresthat

thesurvivalprobability P(t)isde�nitely notexponentialatshortand long tim es(see,e.g.,

[1,2,3]).In particular,atshorttim esP(t)alwaysshowsa parabolicdecay,i.e.dP=dt! 0

ast! 0.Theseuniversalfeatureshavebeen extensively investigated in som especi�cm odels

describing the tunneling escape ofa particle through a potentialbarrier[1,4,5],orin the

fram ework oftheexactly-solvableFriedrichs-LeeHam iltonian [6,7,8,9,10],which describes

thedecay ofa discrete statecoupled to a continuum .Theshort-tim e featuresofthedecay

processhave attracted m uch attention because they can lead,undercertain conditions,to

either the deceleration (Zeno e�ect)orthe acceleration (anti-Zeno e�ect) ofthe decay by

frequentobservationsofthesystem (see,e.g.,[8,9,11]and referencestherein).Evidencesof

non-exponentialdecay featuresatshorttim esand the observation ofthe related Zeno and

anti-Zenoe�ectshavebeen reported in recentexperim entson quantum tunnelingoftrapped

sodium atom sinacceleratingopticallattices[12].Sim ilare�ectshavebeen proposedtooccur

forquantum tunneling in analogousm acroscopicsystem s,such asJosephson junctions[13].

In thisLettera noveland exactly-solvable m odelofnon-exponentialdecay ofan unstable

statetunneling-coupled to a tight-binding latticeispresented.A sim pleand experim entally

accessible realization ofthe m odel,based on discrete di�raction ofphotonsin an array of

opticalwaveguides[14],isproposed alongwith an opticalanalogofthequantum Zenoe�ect.

To setourm odelin a generalcontext,we considera sem i-in�nite lattice described by the

tight-binding Ham iltonian [Fig.1(a)]:

H TB = ��h

1X

n= 1

� n (jnihn + 1j+ jn + 1ihnj); (1)

wherejni(n � 1)isthestatelocalized atthen-th siteofthelatticeand � n isthehopping

am plitude between adjacent sites jni and jn + 1i. W e assum e that for n � 2 the lattice

is periodic so that,after a rescaling oftim e t,we m ay assum e � n = 1 for n � 2. The

boundary site j1iisthen coupled to the periodic lattice by a hopping am plitude � 1 = �,

which isassum ed to be sm allerthan 1. The tight-binding Ham iltonian (1)hasbeen often

used asa sim plem odelto describecoherenttransportpropertiesand tunneling phenom ena

in di�erentphysicalsystem s,including sem iconductorsuperlattices[15],arraysofcoupled

quantum dots[16],Bose-Einstein condensatesin opticallattices[17],and arraysofoptical

2



FIG .1: (a) The sem i-in�nite tight-binding lattice m odel. (b) O pticalrealization ofthe tight-

bindingm odelbased on an arrayofcoupled opticalwaveguides.(c)Refractiveindexpro�len(x)� ns

of the waveguide array used in the num ericalsim ulations (param eter values are: ns = 2:138,

�= 1:55 �m ,�n = 2:4� 10 �3 ,and a = 12 �m ).

waveguides[14,18].In particular,m odel(1)can bederived from thecontinuousSchr�odinger

equation

i�h
@ 

@t
= �

�h
2

2m

@2 

@x2
+ V (x) ; (2)

withapotentialV (x)=
P

1

n= 0
Vw(x� xn)describingasem i-in�nitechain ofidenticalsym m et-

ric quantum wellsVw(x)[Vw(�x)= Vw(x)and Vw(x)! 0 forx ! 1 ],placed atdistances

xn+ 1 � xn = a forn � 2 and x2 � x1 = a0 > a [seeFig.1(a)].Iftheindividualpotentialwell

Vw(x)supportsa singlebounded m ode’(x)ofenergy E and iftunneling-induced coupling

ofadjacent wells isweak,Eq.(2) can be reduced to the discrete m odel(1)by m eans ofa

tight-binding [17,19]or a variational[20]analysis. After expanding the state j i ofthe

system asj i=
P

n cn(t)exp(�iE t=�h)jni,where jni= ’(x � xn)isthe localized state at

then-th wellin thechain,in thenearest-neighborapproxim ation from Eq.(2)onecan derive

thefollowing equationsofm otion forcn:

i_c1 = ��c 2 ; i_c2 = �c3 � �c 1 ;

i_cn = �(cn+ 1 + cn�1 ) forn � 3; (3)

where � ’ [
R

dx ’(x � a0)Vw(x)’(x)]=[
R

dx ’(x � a)Vw(x)’(x)]isthe norm alized hopping

am plitudebetween statesj1iand j2i.For�= 0,i.e.fora 0=a ! 1 ,thesitej1iisdecoupled

from theotherlatticesitesandifthesystem isinitiallyprepared instatej1iitdoesnotdecay;
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as� isincreased,tunneling escapeisallowed and statej1ibecom esm etastable.Thelim its

� ! 0 and � ! 1 correspond to the weak and strong coupling regim es,respectively. The

occupation probability ofsite j1iattim e tisgiven by P(t)= jc1(t)j
2. Following Gam ow’s

approach to quantum tunneling decay [4],the ’natural’decay rate 
0 ofstate j1i,which

would correspond to an exponentialdecay law P(t)= exp(�
0t),can bereadily calculated

by looking for com plex energy eigenfunctions ofH TB with outgoing boundary conditions

(Gam ow’sstates),yielding:


0 = 2�
2
(1� �

2
)
�1=2

: (4)

However,theexponentialdecay law turnsoutto beincorrect,especially in thestrong cou-

pling regim e � ! 1 where it fails to reproduce the exact decay law at any tim e scale.

According to Ref.[9], one can introduce an e�ective decay rate 
eff(t) by the relation


eff(t) = �(1=t)lnjc1(t)j
2,so that any deviation of
eff(t) from 
0 is a signature ofnon-

exponentialdecay. In addition,the eventualintersection 
eff(t)= 
0 rules the transition

from Zeno to anti-Zeno e�ectsforrepetitive m easurem ents [9]. In orderto determ ine the

exactlaw forthesurvivalprobability P(t),onehastocalculatetheeigenfunctionsof(1)and

constructa suitable superposition ofthem corresponding,att= 0,to a particle localized

in the wellj1i,i.e. to cn(0) = �n;1. The tight-binding Ham iltonian (1) has a continuous

spectrum ofeigenfunctions[21]which can becalculated by separation ofvariablesand cor-

respond to cn(t)= un(Q)exp[i
(Q)t],where 
(Q)= 2cosQ isthe dispersion curve ofthe

tight-binding latticeband,��< Q < � variesin the�rstBrillouin zone,and:

u1 = �(1+ r)=(2cosQ); (5)

un = exp[�iQ(n � 2)]+ rexp[iQ(n � 2)](n � 2):

In Eq.(5),r = r(Q) is the re
ection coe�cient for Bloch waves at the boundary ofthe

sem i-in�nitelatticeand readsexplicitly:

r(Q)= �
� 2 � 2cosQ exp(iQ)

� 2 � 2cosQ exp(�iQ)
: (6)

To study the decay process, we construct a superposition of the eigenstates, cn(t) =

R
�

��
dQ F(Q)un(Q)exp[i
(Q)t],wherethespectrum F(Q)isdeterm ined by theinitialcon-

ditionscn(0)= �n;1.Using an iterativeprocedurethatwillbedescribed in detailelsewhere,

one can show that the searched spectrum is given by F(Q) = �(2��) �1 [� 2exp(iQ)�
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2cosQ]=[� 2 � 1� exp(2iQ)]. Therefore the exactdecay law forthe occupation am plitude

ofsitej1iisgiven by:

c1(t)=
1

2�

Z
�

��

dQ exp(2itcosQ)
1� exp(�2iQ)

1+ �2exp(�2iQ)
; (7)

where�� (1� � 2)1=2.Theshort-tim edecay ofjc1(t)j
2 isobviously parabolic;thelong-tim e

behaviorofc1(t)can be calculated by use ofthe m ethod ofthe stationary phase,yielding

theoscillatory power-law decay

c1(t)�
1
p
�

1� �2

(1+ �2)2

1

t3=2
cos(2t� 3�=4) ast! 1 : (8)

In order to extract the exponentialdecay part from c1(t),after setting z = exp(iQ) it is

worth rewriting Eq.(7)asan integralin thecom plex plane:

c1(t)=
1

2�i

I

�

dz exp

�

it

�

z+
1

z

��
z2 � 1

z(z2 + �2)
; (9)

where the contour� isthe unitcircle jzj= 1. The integral(9)can be evaluated by use of

theresidue theorem .Notethat,for� = 1 there isonly onesingularity atz = 0,and from

residuetheorem oneobtains:

c1(t)= (1=t)J1(2t); (10)

which shows that,in the strong coupling regim e,the decay greatly deviates from an ex-

ponentiallaw at any tim e scale. For � < 1,there are three singularities,at z = 0 and

z= �i�,internaltothecontour�.Theresidueassociated tothesingularity z = �i�yields

an exponentially-decaying term ,whereasthe sum ofresiduesatz = 0 and z = i� yieldsa

bounded function s(t),which can bewritten asa Neum ann series.Precisely,onecan write:

c1(t)=
p
Z exp(�
0t=2)+ s(t); (11)

where
0 isthenaturaldecayrateasgiven byGam ow’stheory[Eq.(4)],
p
Z � (�2+ 1)=(2�2),

and

s(t)= J0(2t)+

�

1+
1

�2

�
2

4
1

2

1X

l= �1

Jl(2t)

�l
�

1X

l= 0

J2l(2t)

�2l

3

5 (12)

isthe correction to the exponentialdecay term . The decom position (11)ism eaningfulin

the weak coupling regim e (� ! 0)since,in thislim it,one can show thatthe contribution

s(t)issm alland oforder� � 2. The appearance ofnon-exponentialfeaturesin the decay

dynam icswhen approaching the strong coupling lim itisclearly shown in Fig.2,where the
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FIG .2: Left:Behaviorofthee�ective decay rate 
eff and am plitudejc1(t)j(insets)versustim e.

Right:G rey-scaleim ageofjcn(t)j.In (a),�= 0:3;in (b),�= 0:5;in (c),�= 0:9.Thehorizontal

dashed curvesare thenaturaldecay rate 
0.

num erically-com puted behaviorofthee�ective decay rate
eff(t)isshown fora few values

of�,togetherwith thetem poralevolution ofam plitudesjc n(t)j.Theappearanceofstrong

oscillations in the 
eff(t) curve when the coupling strength increases is a clear signature

ofan oscillatory decay dynam icswhich setsin even atinterm ediate tim e scales. Consider

now the case ofprojective m easurem ents ofstate j1iattim e intervalst= �. In the weak

coupling lim it,where the decay deviatesfrom an exponentiallaw solely atshortand long

tim es,deceleration ofthe decay (Zeno e�ect) occurs for� < ��,where �� is the sm allest

root ofthe equation 
eff(�
�) = 
0 [9];for instance,for param eter values ofFig.2(a) one

has�� � 85 . In the strong coupling regim e [Fig.2(c)],the decay ishighly oscillatory,and
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FIG .3: Tunneling decay dynam ics in a L = 50-m m -long sem i-in�nite waveguide array (left

colum n)and corresponding discretedi�raction patterns(rightcolum n).(a)W eak coupling regim e

[a = 12 �m and a0 = 16 �m ,corresponding to � � 0:28];(b)strong coupling regim e [a = 12 �m

and a0 = 12:5 �m ,corresponding to �� 0:86].

acceleration ofthe decay (anti-Zeno e�ect) m ay be observed fora value of� close to e.g.

the �rstpeak of
eff,where 
eff(�)islargerthan 
0;forinstance,forparam etervaluesof

Fig.2(c)anti-Zeno e�ectm ay beobserved for� � 2:34.In thiscase,repetitiveobservations

correspond to suppression oftheoscillatory tailsin thedecay process.

Physicalrealizationsofthe tight-binding m odel(1)are provided by electron transportin

a chain oftunneling-coupled sem iconductorquantum wells[15]orby discrete di�raction of

photonsin a sem i-in�nite array oftunneling-coupled opticalwaveguides,where thetem po-

ralvariabletofthequantum problem ism apped into thespatialpropagation coordinatez

alongthearray [Fig.1(b)].Hereweconsiderin detailthelatteropticalsystem sinceitshows

severaladvantages:(i)Visualization ofthetunneling dynam icsisexperim entally accessible

[18,22],and a quantitative m easure oflightdecay can be done by e.g. NSOM techniques

[23];(ii)Preparation ofthesystem on statej1iissim ply realized by initialexcitation ofthe

boundary waveguide by a focused laserbeam ;(iii)Lightdi�raction experim entsin waveg-

uide arrays have successfully con�rm ed the reliability ofthe tight-binding m odel[14,18];

(iv)Transportofphotonsinstead ofcharged particles(e.g.electrons)avoidstheoccurrence
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FIG .4: (a) Schem atic ofa waveguide array for the observation ofthe opticalZeno e�ect. (b)

Num erically-com puted behavior of m ode am plitude jc1jtrapped in waveguide j1i (solid curve)

versuspropagation distancein aL = 20-m m -long array for� = 4m m ,a0 = 16 �m ,and a = 12 �m .

The dashed curve is the behavior corresponding to Fig.3(a). (c) G rey-scale discrete di�raction

pattern along thearray.

ofdephasingorm any-bodye�ects,m akingwaveguide-based opticalstructuresan ideallabo-

ratory fortheobservation ofseveralanalogsofcoherentquantum dynam icale�ects(see,e.g.

[22]). Beautifulopticalanalogs ofBloch oscillations [14,18,22],Landau-Zenertunneling

[22],adiabaticstabilization ofatom sin strong �elds[24],and coherentcontrolofquantum

tunneling [25],havebeen indeed reported in recentopticalexperim ents.

Lightpropagation in thewaveguidearray isdescribed by Eq.(2)in which thetem poralvari-

abletisreplaced by thespatialpropagation coordinatez,�h = �=(2�)isthereduced wave-

length ofphotons,m = ns istherefractiveindex ofthearray substrate,V (x)’ ns � n(x),

and n(x) is the array refractive index pro�le (see,e.g.,[24,25]). As an exam ple,Fig.3

showsthediscretedi�raction patternsand correspondingbehavioroflighttrapped in waveg-

uide j1iasobtained by a num ericalanalysisofEq.(2)using a standard beam propagation

m ethod with absorbing boundary conditions[26];initialcondition correspondstoexcitation

ofwaveguide j1iin itsfundam entalm ode,i.e. (x;0)= ’(x).The refractive index pro�le

ofthesem i-in�nitearray used in thesim ulationsisplotted in Fig.1(c)forparam etervalues
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which typically apply tolithium -niobatewaveguides[24].Notethat,as� isincreased,non-

exponentialfeaturesareclearly visible.However,ascom pared to thetight-binding results,

thepeaked structureof
eff(t)obtained from thecontinuousm odel(2)issm oothed [com pare

e.g. Fig.2(c)and Fig.3(b)]. In orderto reproduce the opticalanalog ofthe quantum Zeno

e�ectin thewaveguide system ,onecan adoptthearray con�guration shown in Fig.4(a),in

which a straightwaveguidej1iisperiodically coupled,atequally-spaced distancesz= �,to

sem i-in�nite arraysof�nitelength � placed on alternating sidesofthewaveguide.Ateach

section wherethelateralarraysend,lighttrapped in theinterrupted waveguidesisscattered

outand solely a negligible fraction ofitwillbe re-coupled into the waveguidesatthe next

section ofthe array. Therefore,atplanesz = �;2�;3�;:::one can assum e,at�rstapprox-

im ation,thata collapse ofthe state  (x;z)into the fundam entalm ode ’(x)ofwaveguide

j1ioccurs,thussim ulating the’wavepacketcollapse’ofan idealquantum m easurem ent.An

exam pleofdeceleration ofthedecay via tunneling in thealternatingarray,analogoustothe

quantum Zeno e�ect,isshown in Figs.4(b)and (c).

In conclusion,an exactly-solvablem odelforthetunneling escapedynam icsofa m etastable

state coupled to a tight-binding lattice has been presented, and its opticalrealization -

including an opticalanalog ofthe quantum Zeno e�ect-hasbeen proposed in an array of

tunneling-coupled opticalwaveguides.
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