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A bstract

W e study the evolution of a wave padket In pinging onto a one din ensional
potential barrer. T he tranam ission and re ection tin es discussed In the lit—
erature for stationary states do not correspond to the tin es required for the
amn ergence of a tranam itted or a re ected padket. W e propose new de nitions
forthe interaction (dwell) tin e and the tranan ission and re ection tin eswhich
are suitabl for packets and t better the actualtin e evolution of the padket.
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I. NTRODUCTION

T he tunneling of a particlke beyond a potential barrier is one of the simplest e ects
predicted by Q uantum M echanics where the con ict between classical and quantum pic-
tures is m ost striking. A lthough it has been studied since the early days of Q uantum
M echanics [l], the debate is still open as to what should be m eant for tunneling tin e (see
refs. P~ @] for extensive review s) .

It ocould be obcted that In a proper quantum fomm ulation of the problem there is
no room for such a concept, all that we can ask being the probability of detecting the
particle beyond the barrier or of having it re ected by the potential. W e feel, however,
that this is an extram e view . It is kgiin ate, for exam pl, to think of an ensambl of
systam sprepared In a given Iniialstate, orwhich the tin esarem easured when a detector
Jocated In front or beyond the barrier reveals the arrival of the particke (in order not to
disturb the state, we think of ssparate experim ents form easuring the arrival and the exit
tin es) . K now ledge of the Initialstate (ie. the wave function at tine t= 0) should enabl
us to detem Ine which is the di erence between the average exit tin e and the average
arrival tin e. This di erence could be regarded as the average tunneling tine. W hik we
do not advocate the above de nition asthe de nition ofthe tunneling tin e, we Insist that
the wave function contains in plicitly the inform ation as to the tim e that in the average
the particke spends In the potentialbarrier. The problem w ith the determm ination of this
average tin e is that, the process being intrinsically non-classical, it isnot possible to look
for a quantum counterpart of a classical cbservable, whose average value on the state of
the particle should be interpreted asthe tunneling tin e. O n the otherhand, a clearer view
about the tunneling tin e is urged also by current experim ents on sam iconductor devices
B] and evanescent waves [§], where observation of superlum inal velocity has som etin es
been claim ed.

M ost of the approaches to the problem of tunneling tin e dealw ith stationary states.
T he partick is In an eigenstate of the H am iltonian, and the tunneling tine ., aswellas
therqe ection tine y and thedwelltine ,, are functions of its energy E , orm om entum
k= 2mE =h. A lso those who envisage wave padkets (see E], ﬂ], H]) use packets which
are so narrow In energy as to allow the m onochrom atic approxin ation to hold. W e have
preferred to investigate the tim e evolution ofa wave packet w ith a soread in energy which
forbids this approxin ation. T he packet In pinges onto the barrier and ispartially re ected
and partially transm itted. Tt is constructed as a G aussian superposition of eigenstates
centered around a value E lower than the height Vy of the barrder. W e observe the
evolution ofthe packet attines 1 &), r E) and p € ) after it has reached the barrier.



A though the tin e t;, when the packet "reaches the barrer" is not sharply de ned, due
to the interference of the higher energy com ponents, which reach the barrier earlier and
are partially re ected, wih the lower energy ncom Ing com ponents, we nd that the
abovem entioned tines ¢ E), r ) and p E ) de nitely do not correspond to the tin es
required for the packet to em erge from the barrier. The uncertainty In t;, is not such as
to alter this conclusion. It can be argued that the tranam itted padket is centered around
an energy E; higher than E , whereas the re ected packet is centered around an energy
Ex lowerthan E ,butalsothetimes ; E;) or g Er) are by nom eans representative of
the tim es required to see the re ected padket or the tranam itted packet. T he conclusion
Seam s to be that the tunneling tim es de ned for stationary states w ith energy E are not
m eaningfl or the evolution of a wave packet having E as average energy.

T his has prom pted us to look for another detem mnation of the tines |, p and x
which take into acoount the actual behaviour of the wave packet. As for , we de ne
it as the tin e integral of the probability P, (t) of nding the particle w ithin the barrer
region,
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b= P, (Dat @)

this de nition being unsensitive to the tim e t;, when the particle begins to interact w ith
the barrier, provided it is earlier than the tin e when the padket im pinges onto the barrer.
Thus, p can be regarded asthetotalinteraction tine. Asfor ;,wede ne itasaweighted
sum of every tin e Interval t, the weight being the fraction of the tranan itted packet
which at tim e t hasnot yet been tranam itted. The de nition for  issin ilar. T he trouble
w ith these de nitions is that there is still a problem w ith the tin e when the integral over
t begins. In principl, the packet is Interacting w ith the barrier sihce tine t= 0, but the
contribbution of the earlier tim es, when the particle has not yet arrived onto the barrer,
to ¢ should be negligble.
W hik there is no ob ective way of determm ining the tim e when the interaction between
the particke and the potential starts, we observe that a shifting of b n eq. ) a ects
p r Whose value decreases w ith increasing t; . O n the other hand any determm nation of
entails a given accuracy . Forthe lower integration lin it In the de nitionsof  and y
we choose thevalue g, such that Rt? P, (t)dtequals . Them eaning ofthischoice isthatwe
have a nite tin e resolution , and we neglect those tin e intervals which contribute to the
Interaction tim e lessthan . W e note however that the tin e dependence of the probability
P, (t) and ofthe analogous probabilities of nding the particle beyond the barrier P; (t))
and in front of £ (P, (t)) when the padcket In pinges onto the barrer is su ciently steep
so that the choice of y, doesnot really a ect ¢ and z In a substantialway. T he values



we nd Wih ' 00l1) for ¢, g and p arede niely di erent from the valuesof  E),
r E)and p E) and are In agreem ent w ith the actual tin e evolution of the packet.

W e have also exam lned the behaviour of the probabilities P; (t) for large t. These
probabilities have an exponential taile © , with the same tine constant  (deplktion
tin e) for each probability. The value of isdetemm ined by the position ofthe poles ofthe
tranan ission coe cient D (k) in the com plex k plane, and is lndependent of the details of
the wave padket.

In conclusion, we nd that the tunneling tim esproposad In the literature for stationary
states are not m eaningful for the actual tim e evolution of a wave packet. The tin e Japse
from the st contact of the packet w ith the barrer to its em ergence beyond the barrier,
although not so sharply de nabl, isde nitely di erent from the tunneling tin esproposed
for stationary states.

In section 2 we de ne the problm and build the padket whose tin e evolution is
discussed in section 3. In section 4 we present the de nitionsof , ¢ and g and In
section 5 we discuss the depletion tin e. Section 6 is devoted to the conclusions.

II.THE WAVE PACKET

W e consider a one din ensional problem , the H am iltonian being
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W e use units such that h = 1. The eigenfunctions y of the Ham iltonian E) are well
known (see Appendix). W e consider the evolution ofa wave packet buil asa G aussian

superposition of the functions 1, In pinging onto the barrer:
z
G = ak) . &)e™ T gk @)

where the coe cients a k) are

22. k k )2 ik
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Kav s the average m om entum , and x( is the coordinate of the peak ofthe packet at t= 0.
W e choose the param eters nvolved in the problem as follow s:



m=1 ky= 99 _P3 xo= 15 d=2 =50 k=100 (6
The packet {@) is G aussian also .n x ( g. 1). The reason why the peak of the packet is
Jocated so far from the kft edge of the barrier at tine t = 0 is to have an identi cation
of ty, as sharp as possbl. W ih a padket starting nearer to the barrier, the G aussian
form ofthe packet would be inm ediately lost, due to the interference of the incom Ing and
re ected com ponents of the packet.

ITT.EVOLUTION OF THE PACKET

W e have studied the evolution of the packet n order to verify to what extent the
de nitions of the tunneling tin e proposed for stationary problm s are m eaningfill for
a wave packet. M ore precisely, we have tested whether the phase tines P* []] or the
tin es proposed by Buttiker ® B] which tum out to be degply connected w ith the tin es
proposed w ithin other approaches, see for B1- ] a review ) do represent the lapse of tim e
which the packet spends in the barrier. To thispurposs, it isnecessary tom ark thetin e ty,
when the padket begins to Interact w ith the barrer, and the tine t , when a tranan itted

(re ected) packet appears. The com parison of t , f with P? and ® calulated for
signi cant values of the energy will show that P" and ® are not signi cant for a wave
packet.

W e observe the shape of the packet as it m oves towards the potential barrer. As
long as it is far enough, its shape is quite sin ilar to the initial shape; when it approaches
the keft edge of the barrer it begins to becom e blurred ( g. 2) due to the Interference
between the incom ing and the re ected com ponents. There is a tim e interval In which
the Interference phenom enon is dom inant, but a re ected packet is still absent. T he peak
of a re ected packet appears a tine t after the blurring of the incom ing packet. A bit
later, we see the em ergence of a tranan itted packet beyond the barrier.

For the tim e t, when the packet begins to Interact w ith the barrer we assum e the
tin e when the blurred shape can be m acroscopically observed. As for the tine t ,, we
have tw o possibilities: the tin e when the re ected packet appears (t , ) orthe tin ewhen
the peak ofthe tranam itted packet appears (t ,,r ). Ik is clear from the above that neither
typ nort g (o) are sharply de ned. In the units we have chosen, each ofthem can be
determ ined only within an ervor t’ 0:l.

By Inspection of the graphs representing the re ected and the tranam itted packet
respectively (see gs. 2a and g2b), we get

tjn " 09 tn;R 19 tn,'T = 27] (7)



Forthetines y and | it follows
" 1; ¢ 18 8)

T he error on the above values can be assessed to be oforder 0 2.

W e com pare the above tin es with the tines P and ®. These are finctions of the
m om entum k, so we m ust decide which m om entum to consider. W e consider the average
mom entum Kk, and the average m om enta kyz and k; of the re ected and tranam itted
com ponents regoectively. These lJatter are calculated to be

kg = 9696; kr = 10327 9)

Incidentally, this show s, as previously noted B, that a potential barrier acts as an acoel-
erator: the tranan itted wave packet has an average m om entum Jlarger than the incom ing
one. T he opposite holds for the re ected packet.

In table 1 we present the dwelltin es " and £ calculated fork = k.., kz and kg,
together w ith the re ection tin e 2 ® calculated fork,, and kg and the tranan ission tin e
7 calculated Prk,, and ky . W e see that the dwell tines 7P and £2® are de nitely
shorter than the tunneling tine ; reported in ). The sam e holds for the re ection
tines €% caloulated Prk,, and kg . A s for the tranan ission tine €7, we see that the
value corresponding to k,, is longer, whereas the value corresponding to ky is shorter. W e
conclude that the tunneling tim es found for stationary problam s are not usefiil to describe
the evolution of a packet.

IV.DEFINITION OF p, r AND j

So farde nitionsofthe tin e that the particle interactsw ith the potential (the so called
dwell tine ) and of the tranan ission (1) and re ection ( z) tin es have been given
manly for stationary problm s. Even the authors who have dealt with wave packets
considered packets which were so narrow In energy that the relevant times could be
considered to be functions (k) of the mom entum , as In the stationary case. In this
Section we propose de nitionsof ,, r and y which are suitablk for a wave padket.

W e rst consider the probability P, () that at tin e t the particle isw ithin the barrier
region,

Z g
Po)=  ox3 (in] (10)

and the analogous probabilities that at tin e t the particle is in front ofthe barrer P, (t))
or beyond the barrier P53 (t)). Obviousk, wehave P, ) + Po(t) + Pyt = 1



ThevaluesofP; (t), P, (t) and P (t) are reported in  g. 4. P; and P ;3 tend to asym ptotic
values which we call regpectively R and T . They represent the probabilities that the
particke is re ected or tranam itted respectively. Obviously, R + T = 1.

Thspection ofP, (t) showsthat fort  0:75 the packet doesnot interact w ith the barrier,
and the interaction reaches tsmaximum att’ 1:5. A fler this tin e the probability of

nding the particle in the barrier region decreases w ith a tail which has an exponential
shape. The interaction time should be the total tin e that the particle spends in the
potential region. W ith this view , we propose the Bllow ing (already deined aseq. (I])) as
a de nition of  (see also ref. [[Q], [[1] where a sin flar de nition is put forth):

Z+1

P, ©dt

D
t

The meaning of eg. f{l]) is clear: every tine interval dt is weighted w ith the proba—
bility P, (t) of nding the particle w ithin the potential barrier. The dwell tin e is to be
Interpreted as the tin e the particke interacts w ith the potential regardless its fate. The
de nition is ndependent of the choice of tine t,, provided it is chosen earlier than the
tin e the padket is signi cantly present in the barrer region. W e can safely take t, = 0.

W ede nethetranam ission tin e ; asthe average tin e that it takes forthe tranan itted
particles to em erge beyond the potential barrier. T his tin e is given by the Integral

1 Ps @)
- 1 3 ()

t3

dt 11)

In the above de nition 1  P; ©)=T is the fraction of the tranam itted packet which has
not yet been tranan ited at tin e t. W e Interpret this fact view ing this fraction as "being
tranam itted" at tin e t, so that any tin e Interval dt contributes to the tranan ission tin e
wih aweight 1 Py ©)=T.

The trouble with this de nition is the lower integration lim it t;, in that eq. ()
gives welght 1 also to the tin e intervals when the packet has not yet arrived In the
potential region . But these tim e intervals are not to be considered as contriouting to the
trangm ission time: what eq. (1) actually gives is the transm ission tim e starting from
tine t3.

T he problem cannot be circum vented by any choice oftin e . In principle, t3 should
be the tin e when the particle begins to interact w ith the potential, but this tim e cannot
be detem Ined in any ob gctive way. However, we can determm ine that tine t such that
the packet has soent In the potential region an am ount oftin e starting from the tine
t= 0. Thisisthetine t such that the integralofP, from t= Otot= t equals .Now,
the tranam ission tine 1 () reckoned from tinet (such that the tin e spent In the barder



by the packet isequalto ) isde ned unam biguously. O n the other hand, the calculation
of the dwelltine , (as well as any possible tin e m easuram ent about the partick) is
a ected by an error. Ifwe choose to be the sam e as this error, the uncertainty on -
due to the choice of the lower Integration lim it can be considered ofthe sam e order as the
tin e resolution we are abl to attain. In conclusion, we put

Z Z " #

t Ps(
()= P, (x)dx 1 3T()

dt 12)

where (x) isthe Heavyside step function. T he lower integration lim it in eq. ([2) can be
taken the sam e as in eq. {I).
A long these lineswe de ne also the re ection tine  ():

n #
Z + infty Z t Pl (t)

r ()= P, x)dx 1 =

dt 13)

The Interpretation of eq. (I3) is straightforward. 1 P, (=R is the fraction of the
re ected padket that at tin e t has not yet been re ected. This fraction is taken as the
weight for any tin e Intervaldt. W e note however that for tin es near the beginning ofthe
Interaction ofthe particle w ith the potentialthis weight can be negative. But the decrease
ofP; (t) isvery sharp (s=e g. 4) and the contrlbution to the integral of the region w here
the weight is negative is an all indeed.

In the case we have nvestigated we have found

p = 0:93 (14)
Inorderto nd ; and g wehave xed = 102  ’ 0:01l. Thisyields
r = 339 r = 055 @5)

Note that wehave T ¥ 0:14,R 7 0:86.W ih this values and the resuls reported in egs.
14 and 15 the conditional probabilty relation ( @], L]

p=T t+Rg 16)

is fairly satis ed. Condition ([4) would be dentically satis ed if the lower lin its where
the integrands 1 egs. (1), {[J) and {13) start to di er from zero were the same. The
fact that eq. (L) holds true with a fair accuracy, to within that valie .01 which can
be assessed as the accuracy of all our calculations, can be regarded as a support to the
correctness of the de nitionsof , ; and g .



By inspecting table 1 we see that  isde nitely largerthan pnp and pp evaluated
fork = kyy. Thedwelltine ; looks a very reliable estin ate of the interaction time. The
discrepancy w ith the value found for stationary states con m s that the extrapolation to
wave packet is untenabl. As for ¢ and g, a com parison with the previously reported
values of the re ection and tranam ission tim es derived by Inspection of the wave padket
evolution showsthat ; and x i eqg. {I§) are respectively Ionger and shorter. T hus, the
discrepancy between the tines in eg. {[J) and the tim es derived w ithin the stationary
approach, for exam ple the Buttiker tim es calculated fork = kg, is even larger.

V.THE DEPLETION RATE

The tailof P, (t) can be described as an exponential curve w ith a tim e constant  gep :
P,(t)= Ae ™ d or lamge t 17)

By considering the values of P, ort > 30, we nd that the exponential t is excellent,
w ith

dep = 16192 18)

and a correlation coe cient R = 0:9999883. The same tine constant 4o rules the
asym ptotic behaviour of P (t) and, due to probability conservation, ofP; :

dep = 16:192 R = 0:9999435

The value of 4o is connected w ith the behaviour of the com plex tranan ission coe cient
D () iIn the complex plane. By explicitly wrting P, (t) (see Appendix) we see that the
only shgularities are in the product u k)u () In the denom inator, w ith

uk)= (? ¥)shh@ d) 2ik cosh(2 d) (19)

It iseasy to seethat ifuk) = 0, thenu k )= 0. Hence, a zero oru n k = x + iy,
togetherw ith the zero In x iy oru, will contrioute to P, (t) w ith a tem exp @xyt=m ).
For large values of t, the term wih Xy negative and m inimum in absolute value will
dom iate. T he behaviour of P, willbe as in eq. {7}, with:

dep = M =2Ky] (20)

The search for the pole with an allest kyjvalue is discussed in the appendix. W e nd
x = 1003,y = 3:0565 19, which yields dep = 163087, In fair agreem ent w ith the
value reported i eq. (19).



VI.CONCLUSION S

W e have studied the evolution of a wave packet which approaches a potential barrier.
The tin e requested for the appearance of a tranan itted (1) or a re ected ( g ) packet,
reckoned from the m om ent the incom ing padcket begins to interact w ith the barrier, are
de nitely di erent from the values of ; and y reported In the literature for m onochro—
m aticpackets. W epropossnew de nitionsof ,, ; and g which are suitabl fora packet
and give resuls that t better the actual tin e evolution of the packet.

T he probability of nding the particle w thin the barrerhas an exponential tailw hose
tin e constant 4o is determ ined by the behaviour of the stationary solutions in the
com plex m om entum plane.

APPEND IX :

T he stationary solutions of the Schroedinger equation w ith the Ham iltonian @) are:

8 .
3 €%+ A ke ™ if x< d
k(X)=3B(k)eX+C(k)eX if ki< d

"D (k)eX* if  x>d

w here ) )
+ k nh 2 d )
u k)
ik ( + ik) ikd . d
Bk)= ———e™%e
u k)
lk( lk) ikd d
Ck)y= ———e e
u k)
2ihk ..
D (k)= o 2ikd
u k)
4 2
k= ki R
uk)= (¢ ¥)snh@d) 2ik cosh@ d)
T he probability P, (t) is given by:
° 2Z Z 2 2 2 2 2 2
Pz(t)= F dk dpe(pkav) e(kkav) el(k p “)t=2m
kpei(Pk)d

(@ PB)shh@ad) 2pgooshRgd)] (2 ¥)shh@ d) 2k cosh @ d)]
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whereg= ki P
The only singularities are in the factorsu k)u () in the denom inator. In orderto nd
the zeroes of u (k) we note that ifu k) = 0, then

2 P 32
sin 2ik, 1 2
4 = 5 =47 A1)
1 2

wih z = k=k,. For an opadque barrier (ie. 2k,d 1) the solution for z has to be near
z = 1. The values of the zeroes have been found by solving for z the relation

O=u@ '’ uk)+ @ 3z)u’(z)

and iterating, choosing di erent values of z; near 1. W e have found as m any di erent
solutions as predicted by the Cemlb routine nzeros for a neighbourhood of z = 1. The
value of 4o is given by that solution for which xy is negative and m inimum in absolute

value.
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FIGURE CAPTIONS
Figure 1
The G aussian shape of the ncom Ing packet ort= 0.

Figure 2a and 2b
In @) thewave packet att= 09 and In () a zoom ofthe blurred region.

Figure 3a and 3b
In (@) the re ected packet that appearsat t= 1:9. In () the rst tranan itted peak that
appears at t= 277.

Figure 4
P lotsofP; (), P, () and Ps (t) as finctions of t.

TABLE CAPTIONS
Tabl 1
T he phase tin e and the Buttiker tin es evaluated In k = E;kR;kT .
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k= kulk= kg

k=kT

0143 | 0.0843

1011

0.140 | 0079

1.008
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1248
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Table 1
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