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A bstract

W edescribesem iclassically theprocessofchaoticdynam icaltunnelingin aquantum

m echanicalm odelwith two degrees offreedom . A developm ent ofthe sem iclassical

m ethod ofcom plex trajectoriesisproposed.First,we suggesta system atic num erical

technique for obtaining com plex tunneling trajectories by the gradual deform ation

of the classical ones. This provides a naturalclassi�cation of tunneling solutions.

Second,wepresentaheuristicprocedureforsortingouttheleastsuppressed trajectory.

O uranalysis reveals rich dynam ics ofthe system . At the classicallevel,there exists

an in�nite set of unstable solutions form ing a fractal structure. This structure is

inherited by thecom plex tunnelingpathsand playsthecentralrolein thesem iclassical

study. The process we consider exhibits the phenom enon ofoptim altunneling: the

suppression exponent ofthe tunneling probability has a localm inim um at a certain

energy which isthus(locally)the optim alenergy fortunneling.W e testthe proposed

m ethod bycom parison ofthesem iclassicalresultswith theresultsoftheexactquantum

com putationsand �nd a good agreem ent.Thissupportsthesem iclassicalapproach to

thedescription ofchaotic tunneling.
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1 Introduction

An intrinsic feature ofquantum physics is the existence ofprocesses which are forbidden

at the classicallevel. The text{book exam ples ofsuch processes are tunneling and over{

barrierre
ection in one{dim ensionalquantum m echanics;m oreinvolved topicsincludeatom

ionization processes[1],chem icalreactions[2],falsevacuum decay in scalar�eld theory [3],

etc.Generically,oneintroducesa certain param eterg2 (the Planck constant~ in quantum

m echanics,coupling constant in �eld theory,etc.) m easuring the m agnitude ofquantum


uctuations, and �nds that the probabilities P ofclassically forbidden processes behave

exponentially asg2 ! 0,

P ’ g


Ae� F=g

2

: (1)

HereF > 0 isthesuppression exponentand theexplicitdependence ofthepre-exponential

factor on g is indicated explicitly. In this paper we adopt the term \tunneling" for any

processforbidden atthe classicallevel.Thisincludes,in particular,thecasesofdynam ical

tunneling[2,4],whentheexponentialsuppression oftheprocessisnotrelatedtotheexistence

ofa potentialbarrier.

A powerfultoolforthe study oftunneling atsm allg2 isprovided by the sem iclassical

m ethods. Exploiting the sem iclassicalapproach, one reduces the problem ofcom puting

the tunneling probability to the problem of�nding the relevant solution to the classical

equations ofm otion in the com plex dom ain [1,2,5],where both the tim e variable tand

dynam icalcoordinatesaretaken tobecom plex.Thesuppression exponentF isthen related

to theclassicalaction S calculated along an appropriatecontourin thecom plex tim eplane.

The shape ofthiscontour,aswellasthe boundary conditions im posed on the solution at

t! � 1 ,aredictated by thequantum num bersoftheinitialand �nalstates.In thesim plest

casesofunder{barrierm otion (one-dim ensionaltunneling,falsevacuum decay)thecontour

runsalong the im aginary tim e axis4,and the relevantsolution isrealalong thisaxis. Such

a trajectory m ay be identi�ed with the \m ost probable escape path" in the con�guration

space[6,3],which givessom eunderstanding oftheclassically forbidden dynam ics.In other

cases,however,thepassageofthesystem throughtheclassicallyforbidden regionofthephase

space cannot be treated separately from the preceding and following real{tim e evolution,

and the analysis ofcom plex tunneling solutions in the com plex tim e dom ain is needed.

Thishappens,e.g.,in thestudy ofchem icalreactionswith de�nite initialquantum stateof

reactants[2]orin the investigation ofthe induced tunneling processesin �eld theory [7,8,

4In thatcaseoneusually introducesthe realvariable� = it,which iscalled Euclidean tim e.
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9,10].Thesem iclassicaltechniquesbased on genuinely com plex classicalsolutionsreceived

thecom m on nam eofthem ethod ofcom plex trajectories.

Itshould bepointed outthattheapplication oftheabovem ethod toa particularsystem

m ight be highly non{trivial. M ajor com plications are related to the issues ofexistence

and uniqueness oftunneling trajectories, which are basically the com plex solutions to a

certain boundary value problem . First, it m ay occur that the boundary value problem

at hand does not have any solutions at all(see,e.g.,Ref.[11]). Second,there m ay exist

m any (som etim es an in�nite num ber of)solutions. Som e ofthem m ay wellbe unphysical

and should be rejected. The identi�cation ofphysicalsolutions relies very m uch on the

particularpropertiesofthe system underconsideration;presently there areno trustworthy

criteria applicable in general(see Refs.[12,13,14]forthe attem ptsto �nd such criteria).

Even after the unphysicalsolutions are elim inated, the problem rem ains to identify the

solution(s)which yield the m inim alsuppression exponentand therefore correspond to the

dom inant contribution into the tunneling am plitude. Again,a way to solve this problem

dependson thepropertiesofa particularsystem .

In thispaperwem akeastep towardsresolvingthedi�cultiesofthesem iclassicalm ethod.

W econsidertheprocesseswhich proceed classically atsom evaluesoftheinitial-statequan-

tum num bers,andbecom eexponentiallysuppressed atothervalues.Thetechniquepresented

below enablesone to obtain com plex trajectoriesdescribing tunneling by starting from the

realclassicalsolutionsand changinggraduallythequantum num bersoftheinitialstate.Our

procedure hastwo advantages.First,itisgeneric and num erically im plem entable. Second,

it provides a naturalclassi�cation oftunneling trajectories based on the analysis oftheir

classicalprogenitors.Thelatterclassi�cation suggestsaheuristicm ethod forsortingoutthe

leastsuppressed tunneling path.

Asan illustration we apply the above m ethod to the problem ofscattering in quantum

m echanicalm odelwith two degrees offreedom . The process we study is a particular ex-

em ple ofover-barrier re
ection. W e calculate the suppression exponent for the re
ection

probability. Asthe testofthe m ethod we com pare the sem iclassicalresults with the \ex-

act" suppression exponent. The latterisextracted from the exactwave function obtained

by solving num erically the Schr�odingerequation.The resultsofthe two calculationsarein

good agreem ent.

The system underconsideration hastwo distinctive features,which are inherentin two

wide (intersecting butnotnecessarily identical) classes oftunneling problem s. W e believe

thatourm odelisa genericrepresentative ofboth oftheseclasses.
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The �rst feature is chaoticity. Appearance ofchaos is generic for non{linear system s

with m any degreesoffreedom . Quantum propertiesofchaotic system shave been actively

discussed in literatureduring thelastdecades.In particular,thetopicsrelated to tunneling

in thepresence ofchaoswereaddressed in Refs.[13,15,16,17,18,14,19].

Letuscom m enton the relation ofchaotic dynam icsto the non{perturbative re
ection

process we study. First ofall,there is a num ber ofrigorous m athem aticalde�nitions of

classicalchaos,see,e.g.[20].Allofthem ,however,areapplicableto system swhosem otion

atgiven energy iscon�ned to a com pactregion ofthe phase space. In ourcase (scattering

problem )them otion ofthesystem isunbounded,and itisunclearwhetherthesede�nitions

m akeany senseatall.Forexam ple,awidely used de�nition ofchaosistherequirem entthat

the trajectories with m axim alLyapunov exponent form a set ofnon{zero m easure in the

phase space. In com m on words,thism eansthata substantialpartofclassicaltrajectories

areunstable.Theanalysisoftheclassicaldynam icsin oursystem reveals,however,thatthe

m easureofthesetofunstabletrajectoriesisvanishingly sm all.Therefore,onecannotclaim

form ally thatchaoticity ispresentin ourm odelattheclassicallevel:starting from a generic

pointofthe phase space,the system undergoesclassicaltransition (orre
ection)governed

by a stabletrajectory.

Theabovesituation changesasoneturnstothecom plextrajectoriesdescribingclassically

forbidden re
ections. The m ajor di�erence between the cases ofclassically allowed and

classically forbidden processesisasfollows.Allrealclassicaltrajectoriescontribute alm ost

equally into the am plitude ofthe classically allowed re
ection (with di�erentphase factors

eiS=g
2

) im plying that the contribution ofthe vanishingly sm allset ofunstable trajectories

is zero. This is no longer valid forthe com plex trajectories,whose contributions into the

am plitude are exponentially di�erent (they are,again,proportionalto eiS=g
2

,butnow the

actions S are com plex). Therefore,only one distinguished trajectory (or,rather,a sm all

vicinity ofthistrajectory)contributes into the am plitude. Here lies the rootofourclaim

thatthetunnelingdynam icsofoursystem ischaotic:theleastsuppressed com plextrajectory

describing theprocessofover{barrierre
ection in oursystem isunstable.M oreover,we�nd

thattheunstabletrajectoriesaccum ulatein a sm allvicinity ofthisdistinguished trajectory,

so thatatany sm all(butstill�nite)valueofthesem iclassicalparam eterg2 thereexistsan

in�nite num ber ofunstable com plex trajectories which contribute alm ost equally into the

re
ection am plitude.Oneexpectsto encounterm ostofthefeaturesofchaotictunneling in

thecaseunderstudy,in spiteoftheabsenceofchaosattheclassicallevel.

One ofthe relevantpropertieswe observe isasfollows. Considerthe setofinitialdata
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givingrisetotheclassicalre
ected trajectories.W ewillseethatthissetfallsintoan in�nite

num berofdisconnected dom ains,with unstabletrajectoriescorrespondingtotheboundaries

ofthese dom ains. In fact,the above \re
ection" dom ainsdevelop in�nitely �ne structures

attheirboundariesasoneincreasestheresolution oftheinitialdata,so thatthesetoftheir

boundary points(corresponding to the unstable classicalsolutions)form sa fractalsim ilar

to theCantorset.Theabovestructuresareinherited by thecom plex tunneling trajectories,

whosenum beristhusin�nite.In particular,wewillshow thattheleastsuppressed tunneling

trajectory isa descendantofa certain unstable classicalsolution lying on the boundary of

theabovefractalset.

Thechaoticity oftheprocessm anifestsitselfin theexactquantum com putationsaswell.

W e �nd that the quantum probability oftunneling,instead ofbeing sm ooth function of

energy,exhibitslargeirregularoscillations.Sim ilardependenceofthetunnelingam plitudeon

theparam etersofchaoticsystem swasreportedpreviouslyinRefs.[15,16,18].At�rstglance,

thisbehaviorcontradictsto the sem iclassicalform ula (1). One observes,however,thatthe

oscillation period scaleslike g2 when g2 ! 0,so thatthe oscillationsbecom e indiscernible

in the sem iclassicallim it. In order to extract the sem iclassicalsuppression exponent,one

sm earsthe tunneling probability overseveralperiods. The sm eared probability doesobey

thescaling law (1).

The second feature ofoursystem isasfollows.W e observe thatthe processundercon-

sideration is classically forbidden,and hence exponentially suppressed, at arbitrary high

energies. Our interest in this property is m otivated by the studies ofsim ilar processes in

quantum �eld theory. As a m atter offact,the exponentialsuppression at allenergies is

generic for the �eld theoreticalprocesses involving creation ofsom e classicalobject (soli-

ton,bubble ofnew phase orvacuum con�guration with di�erenttopology)in a collision of

two highly energetic quantum particles [21,22,23,24,10]. M oreover,it has been shown

recently [10]that the m ethod ofcom plex trajectories predicts the suppression exponent

F ofthe above processes to attain its m inim um at a certain \optim al" energy E o,above

which F staysconstant(thisbehaviorofthe suppression exponentwasconjectured earlier

in Refs.[22,23]). The optim alvalue F(E o) is determ ined by the com plex{valued classi-

calsolutionswith particularproperties,see Refs[10];these solutionsare called \real{tim e

instantons".

One m ightquestion the applicability ofthe m ethod ofcom plex trajectoriesforthe de-

scription oftheabovephenom enon ofoptim altunneling.Indeed,thepropertiesofprocesses

at E � Eo are in m any respects di�erent from the well{known case oftunneling through
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a potentialbarrier. In thispaperwe provide the evidence thatthe sem iclassicalm ethod is

applicableforthedescription ofdynam icaltunneling independently ofhow high theenergy

oftheprocessis,orwhetherthereexistsa potentialbarrieratall.

The m odelofthis paperprovides a particularexam ple ofquantum m echanicalsystem

exhibiting the phenom enon ofoptim altunneling. Nam ely,the suppression exponentF(E )

depends on energy E in non-m onotonic way,attaining a localm inim um at som e energy

E o.W ewill�nd thatthem inim alvalueofthesuppression exponentisindeed given by the

m ethod ofreal-tim einstantons.Athigherenergiesthefunction F(E )growsto in�nity5.

The paperisorganized asfollows. In Sec.2 we describe the m odelunderconsideration

and introduce notations. In Sec.3 the classicaldynam ics ofthe system is analyzed. The

sem iclassicalstudy ofthe classically forbidden re
ectionsisperform ed in Sec.4. In Sec.5

we presentthe resultsofthe num ericalintegration ofthe Schr�odingerequation and discuss

theircom parison with thesem iclassicalresults.Sec.6 containssum m ary and conclusions.

2 Setup

W e study the evolution of a quantum particle in two-dim ensional harm onic waveguide.

Nam ely,we consider the case when the m otion ofthe particle is con�ned to the vicinity

ofa certain line Y = 1

g
a(gX )by the quadratic potential(X and Y stand forthe Cartesian

coordinatesoftheparticle).TheequipotentialcontourU(X ;Y )= E isshown in Fig.1;the

Ham iltonian is

H =
P 2
X + P 2

Y

2m
+ U(X ;Y ); (2)

where

U(X ;Y )=
m !2

2

�

Y �
1

g
a(gX )

�2

; a(x)= a0e
� x2=2

: (3)

In the asym ptotic regions X ! � 1 , the variables ofthe m odel(2) separate, and the

m otion ofthe particle becom es trivial: oscillations in the Y -direction are accom panied by

the translatory m otion along the X -axis. The wriggle around the pointX � 0 introduces

nonlinearcoupling between thedegreesoffreedom ;wereferto thispartofthecon�guration

5This is di�erent from the case of collision{induced tunneling in �eld theory, where the suppression

exponentstaysconstantatenergieshigherthan E o.Thereason isthatin thelattercaseatE > E o another

tunneling m echanism ,which isspeci�c for the �eld theoreticalsetup,com es into play. Nam ely,above the

optim alpoint the energy excess (E � E o) is released by the em ission ofa few hard quantum particles,so

thatthe tunneling transition e�ectively occursatthe optim alenergy [23,10].
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Y

reflected

transmitted incoming 

X

Figure 1: The equipotentialcontour U(X ;Y ) = E for the waveguide m odel(2) and the

directionsoftheincom ing,re
ected and transm itted 
uxesofparticles.

spaceastheinteraction region.W earenotawareofany concreteexperim entalsetup which

would bedescribed bytheHam iltonian(2);ourm odelischosen prim arilyforsim plicitywhich

m akesittractable both sem iclassically and by the exactquantum m echanicalm ethods. A

system sim ilarto (2)wasconsidered in Ref.[25].

In whatfollowsweusethesystem ofunitswhere

~ = ! = m = 1: (4)

Therescaling

X = x=g ; P = pg (5)

bringstheHam iltonian (2)into theform

H =
g2(p2x + p2y)

2
+

1

2g2
(y� a(x))2 : (6)

Equation (6)im pliesthatthe sem iclassicalregim e in ourm odeloccursforg2 � 1. Apart

from g2,theonly freeparam eterofthem odel(6)isa0,which weset

a0 = 0:8: (7)

This choice willbe explained in Sec. 3. To avoid confusion,we rem ark thatthe rescaled

coordinatesx,y willbeused forthesem iclassicalanalysisofSecs.3,4and App.A,whilethe

originalones(X and Y )areexploited in thequantum com putationsofSec.5 and App.B.

The processwe wantto investigate isthe backward re
ection ofa particle com ing from

theright,seeFig.1.Notethatthough wewillreferto thisprocessasover-barrierre
ection,
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thereisactually no potentialbarrierin oursystem :them inim um ofthepotentialiszero in

any transverse section ofthe waveguide.The incom ing quantum state jE;N iiscom pletely

determ ined bythetotalenergyE and occupationnum berN oftheY -oscillator.Thequantity

ofinterestisthetotalre
ection coe�cientforthisstate,

P(E;N )= lim
tf� ti! + 1

1

tf � ti

X

f

�
�hfje� iH (tf� ti)jE;N i

�
�2 ; (8)

wherejfistandsforthebasisofre
ected waves(Pf > 0)supported in therightasym ptotic

region,and thepropernorm alization oftheincom ing statehasbeen chosen,

hE;N jE0;N 0i= 2��(E � E0)�N N
0 : (9)

At som e values ofthe initial{state param eters E, N the re
ection process is classically

forbidden. [In particular,one expects a particle with high enough translatory m om entum

jPijto passclassically to theothersideofthewaveguideending up in theasym ptoticregion

X ! � 1 .] In thiscase the re
ection coe�cient (8)isexpected to obey the sem iclassical

scalinglaw (1)atg2 ! 0.Below weconcentrateon thecalculation oftheleadingsuppression

exponentF asfunction ofE,N .

3 C lassicalre
ections

Letusstartby considering the classicaldynam icsofthe re
ection process. Aswe willsee

in Sec.4,the analysisofthe classicaldynam icsiscrucialforunderstanding the classically

forbidden re
ections.TheresultsofthepresentSection willenableusto identify thesetsof

theinitialdata (E;N )which correspond to theclassically allowed/forbidden re
ections;for

brevity we referto these setsasclassically allowed/classically forbidden regions.Note that

thesearetheregionsin theinitialdata plane(E;N );they should notbeconfused with the

classically allowed/forbidden regionsin thecon�guration space.Thelatterterm isnotused

in thispaper.

Onenotesthattheaction functionalofthem odel(6)hastheform

S = S=g
2
; (10)

where

S =

Z �
_x2 + _y2

2
�
1

2
(y� a(x))2

�

dt (11)
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does not contain the param eter g at all. Hence,g drops out ofthe classicalequations of

m otion.W hilestudyingtheclassicaldynam icsitisconvenienttoforgetaboutgand consider

theclassicalsystem de�ned by therescaled action (11).

In contrast to quantum m echanics,where two quantum num bers E,N determ ine the

initialstatecom pletely,theclassicalevolution isspeci�ed by fourinitialconditions.Oneof

theseisphysically irrelevant.Itcorrespondstothex coordinateattheinitialm om entt= ti,

and can be absorbed by the appropriate shiftofti. Note that,still,one should be careful

to choose x(ti)farfrom theinteraction region;in num ericalcalculationsofthisSection the

value

x(ti)= 10 (12a)

is used. To keep contact with the quantum m echanicalform ulation we choose the other

two initialdata to bethetotalclassicalenergy E and the\classicaloccupation num ber" N ,

which isequal6 to theinitialclassicalenergy ofthetransverse oscillations.Thisdeterm ines

theinitialvelocity oftheparticlealong thewaveguide,

_x(ti)= �
p
2(E � N ): (12b)

ItisworthnotingthatEq.(10)im pliesthefollowingrelationbetween theclassicalparam eters

and theirquantum counterparts,

E = g
2E ; N = g

2N : (13)

The last initialcondition is the initialphase �0 ofy-oscillator. Itparam etrizes the initial

position and velocity oftheparticlein thetransverse section ofthewaveguide:

y(ti)=
p
2N cos�0 ; (14a)

_y(ti)= �
p
2N sin�0 : (14b)

Clearly,agiven pointoftheplane(E ;N )belongstotheclassically allowed region ifclassical

re
ection ispossible forsom e value(s)of�0. Otherwise,we say thatthispointliesin the

classically forbidden region.

At�rstglance itm ay seem thatclassicalre
ectionsare im possible forany valuesofE ,

N asthere isno potentialbarrierto prevent the classicalparticle from going into the left

asym ptoticregion.Letusm akesurethatthisisnotthecaseby considering theevolution at

sm allE .In thisregim ethe particlem ovesslowly along theaxisx = a(y)ofthewaveguide

6Recallthatin ourunits! = 1.
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perform ing sm alland (relatively) rapid oscillations in the orthogonaldirection. The fre-

quency !? ofthelatteroscillationsisdeterm ined by thecurvatureofthetransversesection

ofthepotentialand thusdependson theposition x oftheparticle.Itisstraightforward to

�nd that!? (x)=
p
1+ (a0(x))2. The energy ofthe orthogonaloscillationsE ? divided by

theirfrequency isan adiabaticinvariant,

E ?

!? (x)
= const= N : (15)

On theotherhand,theconservation oftotalenergy yields,

E =
v2
k

2
+ E ? =

v2
k

2
+ N

p
1+ (a0(x))2 ; (16)

wherevk istheprojection oftheparticlevelocity onto theaxisofthewaveguide.Thus,the

adiabaticm otion in ourwaveguideisgoverned by one{dim ensionaldynam icsin thee�ective

potential

U(x)= N

q

1+ a20x
2e� x

2

: (17)

where the explicitexpression (3)forthe function a(x)hasbeen used. Thispicture isvalid

aslong as _!? =!
2
?
� 1,which issatis�ed forE ;N � 1.

The potential(17) has the form oftwo sym m etric hum ps with the m axim a Um ax =

N
p
1+ a20e

� 1 situated at x = � 1,see Fig2. Any particle com ing from the right with

−1 1 x

Umax

U

a

b

Figure 2: The e�ective potentialfor the m otion in the adiabatic regim e. The particle is

re
ected atE < Um ax (casea),and istransm itted through thewaveguideatE > Um ax (case

b).
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E < Um ax gets re
ected back;so,these values ofE ,N belong to the classically allowed

region. In the opposite case E > Um ax the particle overcom esthe e�ective potentialwhich

m eansthatthere
ection processisclassically forbidden.Thus,thelineE = N
p
1+ a20e

� 1

istheboundary oftheclassically allowed region atE ;N � 1.

W hen thevaluesoftheparam etersE ,N approach theboundaryoftheclassically allowed

region theparticlespendsm oreand m oretim earound thetopsofthee�ectivebarrierU(x).

For the values precisely at this boundary there are two unstable solutions x = � 1. In

the two-dim ensionalpicture these solutions correspond to periodic oscillations around the

�xed points (x = � 1;y = a0e
� 1=2) on the axis ofthe waveguide. W e willsee that such

unstableperiodicsolutionsexistbeyond theadiabaticapproxim ation and play a key rolein

the sem iclassicalanalysis. Borrowing the term inology from gauge theories[26,27]we call

them excited sphalerons7.Thesphaleron living atx � 1 (x � � 1)willbereferred to asnear

(far)sphaleron according to itsposition relativeto therightend ofthewaveguide.

To identify the boundary ofthe classically allowed region beyond the adiabatic regim e

oneresortsto num ericalm ethods.W escan through therangeofinitialphases0� �0 � 2�

at�xed E ,N and look forthe re
ected trajectories. Ifsuch a trajectory isfound atsom e

�0,the point(E ;N )isidenti�ed asbelonging to the classically allowed region. Otherwise

thepointisattributed to theclassically forbidden dom ain.Theresultsofthesecalculations

arepresented in Fig.3.TheboundariesN b(E )oftheclassically allowed region areobtained

forthree di�erentvaluesofthe param etera0. The classicalre
ections are allowed forthe

initialdata above the boundaries,N > N b(E ),and forbidden below them ,N < N b(E ).

One observes that beyond the adiabatic regim e the form ofthe boundary N b(E )depends

qualitatively on thevalueofa0.Atsm alla0 itm onotonically increases.Ata0 � 0:5 a dip in

thecurveN b(E )developsaround E � 0:6.Asa0 growsfurther,thisdip becom eslowerand

m orepronounced,untilittouchesthelineN = 0 ata0 � 1.Ateven largervaluesofa0 the

boundary oftheclassically allowed region splitsinto two disconnected partsand a rangeof

energiesaround E = 0:6 appears,wheretheclassicalre
ectionsareallowed even forN = 0.

Heuristically,onem ay envision thattheform ofthecurveN b(E )re
ectsthebehaviorof

thesuppression exponentF(E ;N )intheclassicallyforbiddenregion.Indeed,thesuppression

exponentiszeroabovethelineN = N b(E ).AsthevalueofN getsdecreased at�xed energy

E ,thefunction F(E ;N )startsgrowing atN = N b(E ).Thus,thedeeperthepointisin the

classically forbidden dom ain,the larger is F,and vice versa. According to this reasoning

thedip in thecurve N b(E )ata0 > 0:5 im pliesthatclassically forbidden re
ection areleast

7The word sphaleron isform ed from the G reek adjective�’����os m eaning \ready to fall".
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Figure 3: The boundaries N b(E ) of the classically allowed regions plotted for a0 =

0:5;0:8;1:0. The classicalre
ections are forbidden at N < N b(E ). The points to the

leftofthedashed lineE = N correspond to thekinem atically forbidden initialconditions.

suppressed atenergiesE � 0:6. M oreover,ata0 < 1 there isa �nite range ofoccupation

num bers,0 < N < N b(E = 0:6),where the re
ection processissuppressed atallenergies

(exceptforthenarrow band N < E < N
p
1+ a20e

� 1 correspondingtotheadiabaticregim e).

ForthesevaluesofN ,thesuppression exponentF considered asfunction ofE isexpected8

to have a (local)m inim um in the vicinity ofE = 0:6.One ofthe purposesofthispaperis

to testthem ethod ofcom plex trajectoriesin theregim ewhen them inim um ofF(E )exists;

so,weconcentrateon thecasea0 = 0:8.

Now,we are in a position to investigate the classicaldynam ics ofthe system (11) in

detail.Theobservationswem akebelow arecrucialforthesubsequentstudyoftheclassically

forbidden re
ections. One asks the following question. At given E ;N belonging to the

classically allowed region,there is a non-em pty set R E ;N ofinitialphases �0,which give

rise to classicalre
ections. W hatisthe structure ofthisset? To answerthisquestion,we

�x the initialconditions (12),(14) at ti = 0 and integrate the equations ofm otion until

8W estressthattheheuristicargum entsaboutthebehaviorofthesuppression exponentwillbecon�rm ed

by the explicitsem iclassicaland quantum m echanicalcalculationsin the subsequentsections.
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Figure 4: The dependence ofthe �nalparticle position on the value ofthe initialphase

�0 for E = 0:6,N = 0:1. From top left to bottom : scaling ofthe �ne structures ofthe

function xf(�0)revealsself-sim ilarbehavior. The corresponding regionsin di�erentgraphs

are m arked by the boxesofthe sam e color. The trajectoriescorresponding to the m arked

pointsareshown in Fig.5.

tf = 200 starting from di�erentvaluesofthe initialphase �0. In thisway,the dependence

ofxf � x(tf) on �0 is obtained,see Fig.4. The negative values ofxf correspond to the

classicaltransm issionsthrough thewaveguide,whilexf > 0 representre
ections.Thus,

R E ;N = f�0jxf(�0)> 0g: (18)

Figure 4 shows thatthe set R E ;N is notconnected: the intervals ofphases corresponding

to there
ected trajectoriesareinterm ixed with thoserepresenting transm issions.M oreover,

the scaling ofthe �ne structures ofthe function xf(�0)reveals self-sim ilar behavior. One

concludesthatthesetR E ;N consistsofan in�nitenum berofdisconnected dom ainsform ing

a fractalstructure. Such a com plexity is a m anifestation ofirregular dynam ics inherent
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in ourm odel;thisfeature isin sharp contrastto the situation one observes in com pletely

regularsystem s(see,e.g.,them odelofRef.[28]wheretheanalogoussetconsistsofa single

interval[27]).

To analyze the nature ofirregulardynam ics,we consider the trajectoriesgenerated by

the initialphaseswhich span variousconnected intervalsR �;E ;N � RE ;N . Allthe classical

trajectories from a given intervalofphases display the sam e qualitative properties;som e

featureschangediscontinuously,however,asonegoestoanotherinterval.Letuscharacterize

each trajectory by itsbehaviorin theinteraction region.To startwith,onecan distinguish

a subset ofintervalsR j;E ;N � RE ;N corresponding to the trajectories which reach the far

sphaleron,perform severaloscillations there,and go out ofthe interaction region back to

x ! +1 .W e callthissubset\the m ain sequence". The x(t)-dependence forthe �rstfour

trajectoriesfrom them ain sequence isplotted in Fig.5a,while thecorresponding valuesof

the initialphase are m arked in Fig.4a by num bers (1 to 4). Let us m ake the im portant
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Figure 5: The m ain (a)and secondary (b)sequences oftrajectoriesforE = 0:6,N = 0:1.

Thetrajectoriescorrespond to initialphaseswith thesam em arksasin Fig.4.

observation: allthe plotted solutionsleave the farsphaleron with approxim ately the sam e

oscillatory phase.In fact,wehave found thatthisistrue forany re
ected trajectory.Here

liestherootofthedisconnectednessofR E ;N :onecannottransform onere
ected trajectory

into another with a di�erent num ber ofoscillations at the far sphaleron by continuously

changing theinitialphase.Fora solution from them ain sequencetheindex jisequalto the

num berofoscillationsatx � � 1.

The trajectoriescorresponding to theintervalsofR E ;N otherthan thosefrom the m ain
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sequence display m ore involved behavior. Afteroscillating atthe farsphaleron they m ove

to the nearsphaleron,oscillate an integernum berofperiodson top ofit,return to the far

sphaleron,oscillate there once again,etc. As an exam ple we present severaltrajectories

from the next-to-the-m ain sequence (with only one return to the farsphaleron)in Fig.5b.

W e observed that the m otion back and forth between the sphalerons can be arbitrarily

com plicated giving riseto theaforem entioned fractalstructureofR E ;N .

Forthesem iclassicalanalysisofthenextSection itisim portantto know whathappens

with the classical re
ected solution when the initialphase �0 approaches the end-point

�end ofan intervalR �;E ;N � RE ;N . Figure 4 im plies that at the ends ofthe intervalthe

corresponding trajectory getsstuck in the interaction region. M ore precisely,one observes

thatasthevalueof�0 approaches�end,theclassicalsolution spendsm oreand m oretim eat

x � 1beforegoingaway toin�nity (seeFig.6),sothattheinitialdatum �0 = �end givesrise
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Figure 6: The classicaltrajectory with the value ofthe initialphase �0 = � 0:414 close to

theend{point,�0� �end � 10� 3,ofthe�rstintervalofthem ain sequence;E = 0:6,N = 0:1.

Before leaving the interaction region the trajectory gets stuck atthe nearsphaleron fora

long tim e.

toatrajectory which isneitherre
ected,nortransm itted,butendsup atthenearsphaleron.

Such a trajectory isunstable:there existarbitrarily sm allperturbationswhich push itout

ofthe interaction region to either end ofthe waveguide. As the num ber ofintervals (and
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Figure7:ThesetR E ofinitialdataleadingtore
ectionsatE = 0:6(painted in green).The

inset shows the �ne structure nearthe boundary ofR E . Three �rstdom ains ofthe m ain

sequence arem arked by num bers.

hence oftheirend-points)constituting R E ;N isin�nite,the num berofthe above unstable

trajectoriesisin�nite,too.The m easure ofthe setofend{pointsis,however,zero. Thisis

theconsequenceoftheunboundednessofm otion.Indeed,alm ostevery trajectory leavesthe

interaction region in a �niteperiod oftim eand goesto in�nity,wherethem otion isstable.

Becauseoftheabovepropertywecannotlegitim atelypretend thatourm odelisreallychaotic

attheclassicallevel.However,aswewillseein thenextSection,theaboveunstablesolutions

giverisetothetunneling trajectories;thus,theclassically forbidden re
ection processofthe

nextSection providesa particularexam pleofchaotictunneling.

M oreinsightinto theclassicaldynam icsisgained by extending thepreviousanalysisto

include the variation oftwo initialconditions,�0 and N ,at�xed energy E . One isagain

interested in thestructureofthesetR E ofinitialdata (�0;N )which correspond to classical

re
ections.Thissetisshown in Fig.7(E = 0:6).Asbefore,itconsistsofan in�nitenum ber

ofdisconnected dom ainsR �;E .Each ofthesedom ainsischaracterized by theway in which
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the corresponding trajectoriestravelback and forth between the sphalerons. The dom ains

ofthe m ain sequence with j = 1;2;3 are clearly visible in Fig.7 along with the secondary

oneswhich accom pany them . Figure 7 enables one to understand whathappenswith the

classicalre
ected trajectorieswhen the occupation num berN approachesthe boundary of

the classically allowed region from above,N ! N b(E );thiscorresponds to m oving to the

lowerboundary ofthesetR E ,

N b(E )= inf
(�0;N )2R E

N :

Onenoticesthatno m atterhow closeN isto thisboundary,thelineN = constalwayshas

intersectionswithsom edom ainsfrom them ainsequence.Inotherwords,theboundaryofthe

classically allowed region istheaccum ulation pointofthem ain sequenceofdom ains.On the

otherhand,asN tendstoN b(E ),theintersection ofthelineN = constwith certain dom ains

ofR E disappears.Thism eansdisappearanceofcertain typesoftrajectoriesatN ! N b(E ).

Concentrating on them ain sequence,oneobservesthattherem aining trajectoriesarethose

with largeindicesj.Asthelatterareequaltothenum berofoscillationsatthefarsphaleron,

oneconcludesthatthe closerthepoint(E ;N )isto theboundary oftheclassically allowed

region,thelongerthecorresponding trajectoriesgetstuck atthefarsphaleron9.

W econcludethissection with rem arkson theim plicationsoftheaboveclassicalpicture

forthe sem iclassicaldescription oftunneling. Itwillbe shown in Sec.4 thateach isolated

dom ain ofthesetR E continuesintoa branch oftunneling trajectories.Thus,thenum berof

tunneling solutionsatgiven E ,N < N b(E )isin�nite;each ofthese solutionsisassociated

with a certain dom ain R �;E . In particular,the fractalstructure ofR E isinherited by the

collection oftunneling paths.The above property isvery di�erentfrom thatofthe m odels

with com pletely regularclassicaldynam ics[27]where the tunneling solution isunique. On

theotherhand,an in�nitenum beroftunneling trajectoriesseem sto begenerically inherent

in chaoticsystem s[18].Accordingtothegeneralrules,thesuppression exponentF in Eq.(1)

isequalto thelowerbound ofthesuppressionscalculated on allthetunneling solutions,

F(E ;N )= inf
�
F�(E ;N ); (19)

where the index � m arksthe solutions. At�rstglance itisnotclearhow the lowerbound

(19)can befound:oneisunableto com putethesuppression exponentsofan in�nitesetof

9Thisproperty should notbe confused with the property described in the previousparagraph,where it

was pointed out that the trajectories get stuck at the near sphaleron when the initialdata approach the

boundary ofa single dom ain R �;E ofR E .
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trajectories. Two observationswhich greatly sim plify the problem are asfollows. First,it

willbe shown below thatthe nearerthe dom ain R �;E isto the boundary ofthe classically

allowed region,thesm alleristhesuppression exponentofthetunneling solution associated

with it. Second,the dom ains ofthe m ain sequence accum ulate near the boundary ofthe

classically allowed region. Thisim pliesthatthe suppression exponentsFj ofthe tunneling

trajectoriesfrom them ain sequence10 decreasewith theindex j.M oreover,forany tunneling

path thereexisttunnelingsolutionsfrom them ain sequencewith thesam eE ,N and sm aller

value ofthe suppression exponent. Thus,in order to calculate the lower bound (19)it is

su�cient to consider the trajectories from the m ain sequence,com pute their suppression

exponentsFj,and takethelim it,

F(E ;N )= lim
j! 1

Fj(E ;N ): (20)

Thistacticsisim plem ented in thenextsection.

4 Sem iclassicalstudy

W e now form ulate the boundary value problem forthe tunneling trajectories. The proba-

bility (8)ofover-barrierre
ection isdescribed by the com plexi�ed solution to the classical

equationsofm otion
�S

�x(t)
=

�S

�y(t)
= 0 (21a)

obeying thefollowing boundary conditions,

_x2

2
+ N = E ;

_y2

2
+
y2

2
= N ; at t! � 1 ; (21b)

Im x ; Im y ! 0; at t! +1 : (21c)

Here E ,N stand forthe (rescaled,see Eqs. (13))energy and initialoccupation num ber.11

Theinitialconditions(21b)att! � 1 canbecastintotheform (12b),(14),wheretheinitial

phase�0 isnow allowed to takecom plex values.Sim ilarly,x(ti)isalso com plex,in general.

Theboundary conditions(21b),(21c)haveclearphysicalinterpretation.Equations(21b)�x

thequantum num bersE,N oftheinitialquantum state.Duetotheuncertaintyprinciplethis

10These arethe onesoriginated from the m ain sequenceR j;E ofdom ains.
11Note thatthe boundary value problem (21)isinvariantwith respectto tim e translations:ifx(t),y(t)

isa solution to Eqs. (21),then x(t+ �),y(t+ �)isalso solution forany � 2 R. W e �x thisam biguity by

requiring Rex(ti)= 10 (cf.Eq.(12a)).
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m akesthe two conjugate coordinates,�0 and x(ti),m axim ally indeterm inate. Accordingly,

in thesem iclassicalpicturethey becom ecom plex{valued.On theotherhand,thequantum

num bersofthe �nalstatesare not�xed,and Eqs.(21c)im ply thatthe particle com esout

in a classicalstatewith realcoordinatesand m om enta.

Note that,generically,the tunneling solution is de�ned along a certain contour in the

com plex tim e plane. In our case,however,the contour is trivial: it runs along the real

tim e-axis.

Itisusefulto param etrizetheim aginary partsofx(ti)and �0 asfollows,

2Im x(ti)= � _x(ti)T ; (22)

2Im �0 = � T � � ; (23)

where T and � are realparam eters. Then the suppression exponent ofa given com plex

trajectory is

F� = 2Im ~S� � E T� � N �� ; (24)

wherethetwo lastterm sresultfrom thenon{trivialinitialstateoftheprocess,while

~S� =
1

2

Z

dt
�
� x�x � y�y� (y� a(x))2

�
(25)

is the classicalaction integrated by parts. The subscript � is introduced to rem ind that

therem ay existseveraltunneling solutionswith given E ,N .

W e do not present the derivation ofthe above boundary value problem . The logic is

com pletely analogousto thatofRefs.[28,27,29,30],and an interested readerisreferred to

thesepapers.The�eld theory analog oftheproblem (21)was�rstintroduced in Ref.[7].

It is im portant to rem ark that the problem (21) does not guarantee per se that its

solutions describe re
ections. To ensure that this is the case,one supplem ents Eqs. (21)

with thecondition

Rex ! +1 at t! +1 : (26)

Below we�nd solutionswhich satisfy thisrequirem entby using the�{regularization m ethod

ofRefs.[27].

Letusexplain thephysicalm eaning oftheinitial-stateparam etersT,�.Onecan prove

therelations(see,e.g.,Refs.[27,30])

T = �
@

@E
F(E ;N ); � = �

@

@N
F(E ;N ); (27)
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which im ply thatT and � are the derivatives ofthe suppression exponentwith respectto

energy and initialoscillatorexcitation num ber. One noticesthatT,� can be used instead

ofE ,N to param etrize thetunneling paths.Then,thesolutionswith T = 0 correspond to

theextrem a ofthesuppression exponentwith respectto energy.These solutionsarecalled

\real{tim einstantons",theycan befound directly usingthem ethod ofRef.[10].Calculating

thevalueofthefunctional(24)on them ,oneobtainstheextrem al(notably,m inim al)values

ofthesuppression exponentatN = const.Them ethod ofreal{tim einstantonsisim portant

in �eld theory[10],whereitenablesonetocalculatethem inim alsuppression ofthecollision{

induced tunneling. One ofthe purposesofthispaperisto check the above m ethod by the

explicitcom parison with theexactquantum m echanicalresults.Accordingly,wepay speci�c

attention to theregion around them inim um ofthesuppression exponentF(E ).

W esolvetheboundary valueproblem (21)num erically with thedeform ation procedure.

Nam ely,the solution with energy E + �E and oscillator excitation num ber N + �N is

found by the iterative Newton{Raphson m ethod [31]starting from the solution at E ,N ,

which servesasthezeroth{orderapproxim ation.In thisway,an entire branch oftunneling

trajectoriescan beobtained starting from a singlesolution and walking in sm allstepsin E ,

N .Thedetailsofournum ericaltechniquecan befound in Refs.[28],seeRefs.[8,9]forthe

applicationsin �eld theory.

The only non-trivialtask ofthe above approach isto �nd the inputforthe �rstdefor-

m ation.Theidea weputforward in thispaperisto starttheprocedurefrom theclassically

allowed region and arriveatthetunneling solutionsby changing thevaluesofE ,N in sm all

steps.Onebeginswith theobservation thattherealclassicaltrajectoriessatisfy12 Eqs.(21).

Naively,onetakesa trajectory with E ,N from theclassically allowed region,and decreases

thevalueofN with thehopeto getthecorrecttunneling solution atN < N b(E ).However,

seriousobstaclesariseon theway.First,theclassicalsolution isnotunique atgiven E ,N ;

the degeneracy isparam etrized by the initialphase �0 2 R E ;N . Thism akesthe num erical

im plem entation ofthe deform ation procedure problem atic. Second,suppose one takes the

initialdata (N ;�0)belonging to som e connected dom ain R �;E � RE and decreasesN . It

was observed in Sec.3 that,as the value ofN approaches the boundary N = N b;�(E )of

R �;E from above,the re
ected classicalsolution spends m ore and m ore tim e in the inter-

action region. AtN = N b;�(E )itgetsstuck atx � 1 forever,m erging atthispointwith

theclassicalsolutions,which representthetransm issionsoftheparticlethrough thewaveg-

uideatN < N b;�(E ).Hereliestheworstobstruction:thetransm itted classicaltrajectories

12Theirsuppression isobviously zero.
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obviously solve theboundary value problem (21),so thatthe deform ation procedurewhich

startsfrom theclassically allowed region willproducethem atN < N b;�,instead ofthecor-

rectcom plex re
ected solutions.Oneconcludesthatthecondition (26)should besom ehow

incorporated explicitly into theboundary valueproblem .

A m ethod which autom atically �xesthe asym ptotic (26)ofthe solution isproposed in

Refs.[27,29].Itiscalled�{regularization.Herewebrie
ydescribethism ethodconcentrating

on itsapplication to theproblem athand.A m oredetailed description ofthetechniquecan

befound in Refs.[27,29].Onereplacestheaction ofthesystem in Eqs.(21),(24)with the

m odi�ed action

S�[x]= S[x]+ i�Tint[x]: (28)

Here� issm alland positive,whilethefunctionalTint m easuresthetim etheparticlespends

in theinteraction region.Thesim plestchoiceis

Tint=

Z

dtf(x(t);y(t)); (29)

where the function f is realand positive at x;y 2 R,and is localized in the interaction

region. Otherwise the choice off is arbitrary: the �nalresult is recovered in the lim it

� ! +0 and doesnotdepend on theparticularform ofthisfunction.W euse

f = ~�(1� x)~�(x� 1); (30)

where

~�(x)=
1

1+ e� 2x� x
3

(31)

is the sm eared �{function. Note that f peaks at the near sphaleron;this choice willbe

explained shortly.

One noticestwo im portantchangesthatthe substitution (28)bringsinto the boundary

value problem (21). First,the degeneracy ofthe classicalsolutions is rem oved at � 6= 0.

Indeed,any unperturbed classicaltrajectory extrem izestheoriginalaction functionalS[x],

so that at �xed E , N and � = 0 there exists a valley ofextrem a param etrized by �0.

The functionalTint[x],however,discrim inatesam ong allthese extrem a and liftsthe valley.

Correspondingly,atsm all� > 0 theextrem a oftheregularized action S�[x]areclose to the

classicalre
ected solutionswith @Tint=@�0 = 0 (see Refs.[27]forthe detailed discussion).

From the physicalviewpoint this can be understood as follows. In the �{regularized case

thesuppression,Eq.(24),ofthetrajectoriesin theclassically allowed region isnotprecisely

zero because ofthe com plex term i�Tint in Eq. (28). The suppression ism inim ized on the
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realclassicaltrajectoriescorrespondingtothem inim aofTint;therefore,thesolutionstoEqs.

(21),(28),which by construction correspond to theleastsuppressed re
ections,arecloseto

theaboveclassicaltrajectories.

In practice,one startswith the function Tint(�0)representing the valuesofTint on the

classicaltrajectorieswith �xed E ,N and � = 0,�ndstheextrem a ofthisfunction,and uses

the corresponding trajectories as the zeroth{order approxim ation to the solutions ofEqs.

(21),(28)with sm all,butnon-zero �.

The second usefulproperty ofthe�{regularization com esaboutasone triesto decrease

the value ofthe initialoscillatorexcitation num ber,and crossthe boundary N = N b;�(E )

ofa given classically allowed dom ain.One discoversthatat� 6= 0 each re
ected trajectory

atN > N b;�(E )issm oothly connected with thecom plex re
ected solution atN < N b;�(E ).

The reason,again,lies in the additionalsuppression caused by the term i�Tint in the ac-

tion.Although there
ected trajectoriesgetonly slightly perturbed atsm all�,thesolutions

ending up in the interaction region att! +1 change drastically. Indeed,the functional

Tint[x]divergeson the lattertrajectoriesgiving rise to thein�nite suppression.The im m e-

diate consequence isthatthe pathswhich getstuck in the interaction region are excluded

from the setofsolutionsto the boundary value problem (21),(28). Now,the solutionsto

Eqs.(21),(28)cannotchangetheirasym ptotic(26):starting from theclassicalre
ected so-

lution and decreasing thevalueoftheinitialexcitation num berN in sm allsteps,oneleaves

theclassically allowed region and obtainsthecorrectcom plex re
ected trajectories.

Let us brie
y com m ent on the choice ofthe contour in the com plex tim e plane which

carriesthe tunneling solutions. Obviously,the classicaltrajectories,which are the starting

pointofourdeform ation procedure,run along therealtim eaxis.Generically,whilem oving

into the classically forbidden region,one m ay need to deform the tim e contourin orderto

avoid thesingularitiesofthesolution,seeRefs.[27].In theactualcalculationsofthispaper

we did notencounter such a necessity. The tim e contourwasalwayskeptcoincidentwith

therealaxis.

An exam pleofaregularized tunnelingsolution deep insidetheclassicallyforbidden region

(E = 0:6,N = 0)isshown in Fig.8b. The depicted solution descends from the classical

re
ected trajectory with E = 0:6,N = 0:1,�0 = � 0:366 (see Fig.8a),which (locally)

m inim izes the function Tint(�0);the regularization � = 10� 6 was switched on and N was

gradually decreased by sm allsteps. Note thatthe solution in Fig.8b isgenuinely com plex

and satis�estherequirem ent(26).

Thesolutionsto theoriginalboundary valueproblem arerecovered in thelim it� ! +0;
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Figure8:(a)The re
ected classicaltrajectory from the �rstdom ain ofthem ain sequence,

corresponding to the m inim um ofTint(�0) (E = 0:6;N = 0:1; �0 = � 0:366). (b) The

regularized tunneling solution (E = 0:6, N = 0, � = 10� 6) descended from the above

classicaltrajectory.(c)Thelim it� ! 0 ofthetunneling solution.

thesuppression exponentsoftheunperturbed trajectoriesare

F�(E ;N )= lim
�! + 0

F�;�(E ;N ): (32)

Practically,therem ovaloftheregularization iscarried outby taking � to besm allenough,

�<� 10� 6. Atthese �,the valuesofthe suppression exponentsF�;� stabilize atthe levelof

accuracy O (10� 5)which issu�cientforourpurposes.
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Asonetriesto takethelim it� ! +0 ofthetunneling trajectory itself,a surprisecom es

about. Nam ely,as � getsdecreased,the regularized tunneling trajectories deep inside the

classically forbidden region stay longerand longerat�nite x,so thatthe trajectorieswith

� = 0 do notescape to in�nity,butend up on an unstable solution { the nearsphaleron {

living atx � 1.[An exam ple ofunperturbed tunneling trajectory (E = 0:6,N = 0,� = 0)

is shown in Fig. 8c.] Strictly speaking,the solutions at � = 0 do not describe re
ection,

but rather creation ofthe unstable state,the sphaleron. Nevertheless, their suppression

exponentsare relevantfortunneling asthe latterstate decays13 into the asym ptotic region

x ! +1 withoutexponentialsuppression. Sim ilar behavioroftunneling trajectories was

reported previously in Refs.[27].

W erem ark thatallunregularized tunnelingtrajectoriesin them odelunderconsideration

tend to theunstablesphaleron solution att! +1 ,and thusturn outto beunstablethem -

selves. Straightforward num ericalm ethods are inappropriate for �nding such trajectories

[28],while�{regularization providesa universalm ethod fortreating such instabilities14.

Let us now discuss the structure oftunneling solutions. Following the above strategy,

onestartswith theclassicalre
ected solutions.Itisstraightforward to seethatthefunction

Tint(�0)hasatleastoneextrem um in every connected intervalR �;E ;N in thesetofre
ection

phasesR E ;N .Indeed,theclassicalre
ected trajectorieswith �0 2 R �;E ;N spend �nitetim e

in the interaction region and sm oothly depend on the initialdata,producing the sm ooth

function Tint(�0). On the otherhand,the classicaltrajectoriesspend m ore and m ore tim e

atthenearsphaleron as�0 approachestheend-pointsofR �;E ;N (seeSec.3).Thus,Tint(�0)

tendstoin�nityattheendpointsofthisinterval,necessarilyattainingam inim um som ewhere

in between15.[Notethatthespeci�cform ofthefunctionalTint(function f in Eq.(29)peaks

atx � 1)hasbeen chosen in accordance with the tendency ofclassicaltrajectoriesto get

stuck at the near sphaleron.] Thus,starting from each intervalR �;E ;N ,one obtains one

branch ofsolutionsto the �-regularized problem . Note that,asRE ;N isthe section ofthe

set R E by the line N = const,the dom ains ofR E m ay correspond to two disconnected

intervals ofR E ;N ,see Fig.7. W hen N gets decreased,these intervals m erge. Below we

assum e that the starting classicalsolution ofthe type � has been taken at sm allenough

13Classically,theparticlesitsatthesphaleronforan in�niteperiod oftim e.However,quantum 
uctuations

lead to the decay ofthisstatewith the carachteristictim e oforder logg.
14An alternativewould be to changethe boundary conditions(21c),seeApp.A.
15In general,therem ightbeseveralextrem aofTint insideeach connected intervalR �;E ;N ,and oneshould

considersolutionscorresponding to each ofthese extrem a.In ourcasethe m inim um isunique.
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N ,such thatthedom ain R �;E givesriseto a single intervalofphases16 R �;E ;N .Then,the

fractalstructureofR E isinherited by thecom plex tunneling paths:thedistinctbranchesof

com plex trajectoriesare in one{to{one correspondence with the connected dom ainsofthe

setR E .

Now,we can give a heuristic justi�cation ofthe claim m ade in the end ofSec.3: the

nearerthe dom ain R �;E � RE liesto the boundary ofthe classically forbidden region,the

lesssuppressed isthe corresponding tunneling trajectory. Letusconsider two branchesof

solutionsstem m ing from the dom ains1 and 2 in Fig.7. The line N = 0:07 intersectswith

thedom ain 2,so thatthepointE = 0:6,N = 0:07 belongsto theclassically allowed region,

and the suppression ofthe solution 2 vanishesin the lim it� ! 0. On the otherhand,the

line N = 0:07 doesnotcrossthe dom ain 1.Thus,atE = 0:6,N = 0:07 the corresponding

solution toEqs.(21),(28)isgenuinely com plex and hasnon-zerosuppression even at� ! 0.

Suppose that one decreases N and enters the classically forbidden region. At som e point

the solution ofthe type 2 also becom es classically forbidden. It is clear that at least for

som erangeofN ,itssuppression rem ainsweakerthan thatofthesolution 1.Thissuggests,

though doesnotguarantee,the sam e hierarchy ofsuppressionsinside the entire classically

forbidden region.Below,wecheck theconjectured hierarchy explicitly.

Let us discuss in detailthe case N = 0 (no transverse oscillations in the initialstate)

corresponding to theextrem evaluesofparam etersinsidetheforbidden region;allthequal-

itativefeaturesarethesam eforothervaluesofN aswell.Ourstrategy isto �nd thelim it

(20)ofthem ain sequence ofsuppressionsFj,and check thatthislim itrepresentsthelower

bound ofthesuppression exponentsofallthetunneling solutions.

Figure 9 shows several�rstrepresentatives ofthe m ain sequence oftunneling pathsat

E = 0:5,N = 0,� = 10� 6. Sim ilarto theirclassicalprogenitors,the branchesoftunneling

trajectories m ay be classi�ed according to the num ber ofoscillations they perform at the

farsphaleron. On the contrary,the num berofoscillationsatthe nearsphaleron isnotan

invariantofthebranch:asdiscussed above,itgrowsasthe regularization param eter� gets

decreased,sothatthetunnelingtrajectoriesgetstuckatthenearsphaleron at� = 0.Another

im portantobservation abouttheplotsin Fig.9 isthattheim aginary partsofthesolutions

16O ne legitim ately askswhathappensifthe starting classicalsolution istaken atlargeenough N ,where

twodi�erentintervalsofphasescorrespondtooneand thesam edom ain ofR E .Clearly,in thiscasetheabove

deform ation procedure willproduce two di�erentsolutionsto Eqs. (21),(28). W e have observed,however,

that as the value ofN gets decreased below the point where the two intervals m erge,the corresponding

solutionsbecom eidentical.
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Figure9:Fourtunneling solutionsfrom them ain sequence;E = 0:5,N = 0,� = 10� 6.

aresizeableonlyin thebeginningoftheevolution.Theyfallo�rapidlyduringtheoscillations

atthe farsphaleron and becom e sm allatlate tim es. Thisqualitative feature holdsforthe

trajectoriesatotherenergiesaswell17.Thus,the suppression exponentsofthe trajectories

aresaturated duringthe�rstfew oscillationsatthefarsphaleron,and depend weakly on the

subsequentevolution.In addition,thetrajectoriesfrom them ain sequence alm ostcoincide

in thebeginning oftheprocess.Thisim pliesfastconvergence ofthesuppression exponents

Fj to thelim iting valueF according to theform ula (20).

17O n the contrary,the sm allnessofIm x att! � 1 observed in Fig.9 ispeculiarto the trajectoriesat

E = 0:5.Itim pliesthatthecorresponding valuesofT aresm all,seeEq.(22),so theplotted trajectoriesare

closeto the real-tim einstantons.
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j� E 0.1 0.3 0.5 0.7 0.9

1 0.3188 0.1625 0.1098 0.1398 0.2259

2 0.2586 0.1380 0.0991 0.1341 0.2221

3 0.2373 0.1340 0.0979 0.1336 0.2219

4 0.2307 0.1333 0.0978 0.1336 0.2219

5 0.2285 0.1331 0.0978 0.1336 0.2219

1 0.2272 0.1331 0.0978 0.1336 0.2219

Table 1:The suppression exponentsofthe com plex trajectoriesfrom the m ain sequence at

N = 0. The rowsrepresentthe indicesj ofthe trajectories,while the colum nscorrespond

to thevaluesofenergy E .Thelastrow refersto thelim iting solution.

The above convergence is dem onstrated in Table 1,where the suppression exponents

Fj(E )arepresented forseveralvaluesofenergy E atN = 0.Asexpected from theheuris-

tic argum ent, the value ofFj decreases as j gets larger. The lim iting values F(E ) are

also included into Table 1. They can be obtained by extrapolating the dependencesofthe

suppression exponentsFj on j,which arewell�tted by theform ula

Fj = F + ae� bj ;

where a,b are realpositive coe�cients. A betterway,which isexploited in thispaper,is

to �nd the lim itj ! +1 ofthe tunneling solution itself,and then calculate the lim iting

valueofthesuppression exponentusing Eq.(24).Thelim iting solution perform san in�nite

num berofoscillationson the farsphaleron;itcan be obtained num erically by the m ethod

described in App.A.Thelim iting solution atE = 0:5,N = 0 isshown in Fig.10.

So farwe have considered only the tunneling trajectories from the m ain sequence and

dem onstrated that Eq.(20) reproduces the lower bound oftheir suppressions. W e have

checked thatthelim iting valueF(E )islowerthan thesuppression exponentsofothertun-

neling trajectoriesaswell. Asan illustration,considerthe tunneling trajectoriesshown in

Fig.11.Thedi�erencesbetween theirsuppression exponentsandthatofthelim itingsolution

areplotted in Fig.12.Thelim iting solution isevidently theleastsuppressed one.

Letusdiscussthephysicalinterpretation oftheobtained results.Theform ofthelim iting

solution im pliesthatthe re
ection processin ourm odelproceedsin two stages. First,the

farsphaleron stategetscreated.Thisstageisexponentially suppressed dueto theessential

m odi�cation ofthe particle state needed forthe sphaleron creation. Second,the sphaleron
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Figure10:Thelim itofthem ain sequenceoftunneling trajectories:thesolution which gets

stuck atthefarsphaleron;E = 0:5,N = 0.

statedecaysintotheasym ptoticregion x ! +1 with probability oforder1.Thistwo-stage

processisa m anifestation ofthephenom enon of\tunneling on top ofthebarrier" [27];the

phenom enon isgeneric forthe inclusive tunneling processes,see Refs. [9,10]forthe �eld

theoreticalexam ples.

Rem arkably,though wecam etothelim iting solution considering theaccum ulation point

ofan in�nite num berofcom plicated tunneling paths,the solution itselfisunique and very

sim ple.Allthechaoticfeaturesofm otion,likegoingback and forth between thesphalerons,

arerelated to thesecond stageofthere
ection process:the decay ofthe farsphaleron.As

the second stage is unsuppressed,one m ight conclude that,after all,the chaotic m otions

are irrelevant for the calculation ofthe m ain suppression exponent. Note,however,that

oneisnotbeableto guessfrom thebeginning,which tunneling solution correspondsto the

sm allestsuppression;therefore,the system atic analysisofthe chaotic m otionsisessential.

Besides,the sub-dom inantcontributionsofthe chaotic trajectoriesm ightbe im portantfor
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Figure11:Theexam plesofsecondary tunneling trajectories;E = 0:5,N = 0,� = 10� 6.

theanalysisoftheprocessat�nitevaluesofthesem iclassicalparam eterg [13,14].

The �nalsem iclassical results for the dependence ofthe suppression exponent F on

energy E forN = 0;0:02;0:04arepresented in Fig.13.Notethatthesuppression exponent

isnon-m onotonicfunction ofenergy with them inim um nearE = 0:5.18 W erem ind thatthe

m inim a ofF(E )correspond to theparticularly interesting solutions,real{tim einstantons.

18 In the range E < 0:1,which isnotshown in Fig.13,the suppression attainsthe localm axim um and

goesdown to zero asE decreasestoward the boundary ofthe classically allowed region.
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5 Exact quantum com putations

In thisSection weextractthesuppression exponentF from theexactre
ection probability

(8).Onebeginsby solving num erically theSchr�odingerequation

H j i= Ej i: (33)

Itisconvenienttowork in theoriginalvariablesX ,Y ,PX ,PY ,seeEq.(5),in ordertobring

thekineticterm oftheHam iltonian into thecanonicalform .OnerewritesEqs.(2),(3)as

H =
P 2
X + P 2

Y

2
+
1

2
(Y � ~a(X ))2 ; (34)

where

~a(X )=
1

g
a(gX ): (35)

Basically, our num ericaltechnique follows the lines ofRefs.[28,32]. One works in the

asym ptotic basis form ed by a direct product ofthe translatory coordinate eigenfunctions
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pression exponentF(E )atthreedi�erentvaluesofN .Theerrorsofthequantum m echanical
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jX iand eigenfunctionsjniofthey{oscillatorwith the�xed frequency ! = 1,

 n(X )= hX ;nj i:

Thestationary Schr�odingerequation (33)reads,

d2

dX 2
 n(X )=

X

n0

A nn0(X ) n0(X ); (36)

where

A nn0(X )= hnĵP 2

Y + (Ŷ � ~a(X ))2 � 2Ejn0i

= �n;n0(2n + 1+ ~a2(X )� 2E)� ~a(X )(�n;n0� 1
p
2n + 2+ �n;n0+ 1

p
2n)

isan in�nitethree{diagonalm atrix.

31



In theasym ptotic regionsX ! � 1 ,~a(X )! 0 theinteraction term sbecom enegligibly

sm all,and thesolution takestheform ,

 n(X )! r
�

n e
iPn X + t

�

n e
� iPn X ; (37)

where

Pn =
p
2E � (2n + 1) (38)

standsfortheasym ptotictranslatorym om entum ofthen-th m ode.Theboundaryconditions

forthe stationary wave function  n(X )are constructed in the standard way. The particle

com esfrom theright,X ! +1 ,in theN {th oscillatorstate;hence,we�x

t
+

n = �n;N : (39)

On theotherhand,only theoutgoing wave should rem ain atX ! � 1 ,

r
�

n = 0: (40)

Note thatwhile the low{lying m odesare oscillatory atthe asym ptotic,the oneswith n >

E � 1=2 grow (decay)exponentially,see Eq. (38). Physically,the lattercorrespond to the

kinetically inaccessible region,where the energy ofthe transverse oscillations exceeds E.

W e�x theboundary conditionsforthem by killing thepartsgrowing exponentially toward

in�nities.Onenotesthatafterthepropercontinuation ofEq.(38),

Pn = i
p
(2n + 1)� 2E ; n > E � 1=2; (41)

theaforem entioned conditionscoincidewith Eqs.(39),(40).

Equations (36),(39),(40)constitute the boundary value problem to be solved num er-

ically. After the stationary wave function  n(X ) is found,one calculates the probability

current

J = Im
X

n

 
�

n(X )
d

dX
 n(X ); (42)

and hencethere
ection probability

P =
jJ(out)j

jJ(in)j
=

X

n< E� 1=2

Pn

PN
jr+n j

2
; (43)

where the currents J(in) and J(out) are com puted with the incom ing and outgoing partsof

thewavefunction atX ! +1 ,respectively.
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sm oothened result,Eq.(45).

The details ofthe num ericalform ulation ofthe problem (36),(39),(40)are presented

in App.B. Letusdiscussthe results. The typicaldependence ofthe re
ection probability

P on energy E = g2E is shown in Fig.14,solid line (the values ofthe other param eters

are N � g2N = 0,g = 0:2). The striking feature isthatthe graph ism odulated by sharp

oscillations.At�rstglance,thispictureisincom patiblewith theresultsofthesem iclassical

analysis,where we obtained,at least in the leading order,that the tunneling probability,

P / e� F (E )=g
2

,isa sm ooth function ofenergy. W e are going to dem onstrate the opposite:

thequantum m echanicalresultsreconcilenicely with thesem iclassicalones.

Bycom putingthere
ection probabilityatdi�erentg,onenoticesthefollowingim portant

properties.First,theperiod ofoscillationsscaleslike�E / g2.So,in thesem iclassicallim it

g ! 0 theoscillationsbecom em oreand m orefrequent.Second,oneconsidersFg � g2logP

and asks whether the am plitude ofoscillations ofthis quantity goes to zero in the lim it

g ! 0.W e certainly observed thatitdropsdown asg decreasesthough we were unable to
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�gure out19 whetheritindeed vanishesatg ! 0. The propertiesm entioned above suggest

the interpretation ofthe oscillationsasthe resultofthe quantum interference between the

contributionsofvarioustunneling trajectoriesfound in Sec.4. Suppose forsim plicity that

thereareonlytwosuch trajectories.Letusdenotetheircom plex actionsbyS1(E )and S2(E )

(weom itthedependence on N ).Then,thetotalre
ection am plitudereads,

r� A1e
iS1(E )=g

2

+ A 2e
iS2(E )=g

2

:

Forthesakeofargum entwesuppresstheindexn anddisregardtheinitial{statecontributions

into theexponents.In theaboveform ula A 1 and A 2 stand forthepre-exponentialfactorsof

thepartialprocesses.Forthere
ection probability onewrites,

P / jrj2 � jA1j
2e� 2Im S1(E )=g

2

+ jA 2j
2e� 2Im S2(E )=g

2

+ 2jA 1A 2je
� Im (S1(E )+ S2(E ))=g

2

cos
�
Re(S1(E )� S2(E ))=g

2 + arg(A 1=A 2)
�
: (44)

Alongwith theterm scorrespondingtotheprobabilitiesofthepartialprocesses,onegetsthe

interferenceterm ,which resultsin oscillationswith period �E oforderg2.Ofcourse,ifoneof

thesolutions,say,the�rstone,isdom inant,Im S1 < Im S2,therelativecontributionsofthe

two lastterm sin Eq. (44)vanish exponentially fastatg ! 0. In ourcase the situation is

m oresubtle,however.Asthesem iclassicalanalysisreveals,in them odelunderconsideration

thereexistsan in�nitenum beroftunneling paths,which pileup nearthedom inantlim iting

solution.So,ateach �nitevalueofg therearesolutionswhich satisfy Im (S2� S1). g2 (the

index \1" stillm arksthe dom inantsolution here). Thus,the sum (44)alwayscontainsan

in�nite num berofoscillating term sproducing a com plicated interference pattern;itisnot

clearwhethertheoscillationsdisappearatsm allg.

W hatsaves the day isthe aforem entioned scaling ofthe oscillation period. Indeed,�E

vanishes atg ! 0 im plying thatthe oscillations becom e indiscernible in the sem iclassical

lim it. One obtains a quantity which is well-behaved in this lim it by averaging the re
ec-

tion probability over severalperiods ofoscillations. To be m ore precise,we consider the

sm oothened probability

P (s)(E ;N )=

Z

dE
0D �(E � E

0)P(E 0
;N ); (45)

whereD � isthebell-shaped function,

D �(E )=
e� E

2=�2

�
p
�

;

Z

dE D �(E )= 1:

19Thisisdueto thelim itationsofthenum ericalapproach:onecannotobtain solutionsto theSchr�odinger

equation atarbitrarily sm allg,seeApp.B.
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If� = g2�,where� isa �xed num ber,thesm oothening ( 45)doesnotspoilthevalueofthe

dom inantsuppression exponent.Indeed,forthe�rstterm in Eq.(44)onewrites,

P (s;dom ) /

Z

dE
0jA 1j

2e� F1(E
0)=g2D �(E

0� E )� jA1j
2eF

0

1

2
(E )� 2=4 � e� F1(E )=g

2

; (46)

where20 F1 = 2Im S1,F
0

1 = dF1=dE ,and we m ade use ofthe Taylorseriesexpansion in the

second equality.Itisclearthatonly thepre-exponentialfactorisa�ected by theintegration

(45),while the exponentF1(E )isleftintact.On theotherhand,atlargeenough valuesof

thecoe�cient� theform ula ( 45)representsaveraging overm any oscillatory periods,which

killsalltheoscillating contributions.Indeed,considerthetypicalinterference term ,

P (osc) / C(E )e� F0(E )=g
2

cos
�
�S(E )=g 2 � ��(E )

�
; (47)

where F0 = Im (S1 + S2),�S = Re(S 1 � S2),C = 2jA 1A 2j,�� = arg(A 1=A 2). Perform ing

integration,oneobtains,

P (s;osc)(E )/ Ce� F0=g
2

cos
�
�S=g 2 + �� � F

0

0�S
0�2

=2
�
exp

�
�2

4
(F 02

0 � �S 02)

�

:

Taking into account that F 0

0 � F01 we see that the interference term is suppressed by the

additionalfactorexpf� �2�S 02=4g with respectto the dom inantcontribution (46). Below

we�x �= 1.W eobserved thattheinterferencepatternsgetm ultiplied by 10 � 3 in thiscase;

thelatternum berisaccepted astheprecision ofthesm oothening.Thegraph ofthefunction

P (s)(E )isshown in Fig.14,dashed line.

Our �nalrem ark concerns the physicalm eaning ofthe sm oothening procedure. In a

realistic experim ent one cannot�x the energy E ofthe incom ing particles exactly;rather,

one works with som e sharply peaked energy distribution D ofa width �E � �. Form ula

(45)representsaveraging oversuch distribution.

Now,we are ready to consider the lim it g2 ! 0. Our aim is to check the following

asym ptoticform ula,cf.Eq.(1),

P (s)(E ;N )! g


A(E ;N )e� F (E ;N )=g2 as g

2 ! 0: (48)

W ecom putethevalueofthequantity � g2logP (s) atseveralg2 � 1,keeping E and N �xed,

and �tthegraph with theexpression

� g
2logP (s) = F � 
g

2logg� g
2logA : (49)
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Figure15:Thequantity � g2logP (s) viewed asa function ofg2 at�xed N and E = 0:5.

Itisim portanttopointoutthatwedonotconsider
 asafreeparam eterofthe�t.Rather,

weusethefollowing resultofRef.[29]:forthesphaleron{m ediated processes,such asours,


 = 1 at N = 0 (vacuum initialstate),and 
 = 2 at N 6= 0. Som e ofthe num erical

results(points)togetherwith their�tsby theform ula (49)(lines)areshown in Fig.15.The

graphs are drawn for three di�erent values ofN and E = 0:5. Apparently,our data are

wellapproxim ated by theasym ptotic(49).To getthevalueofthesuppression exponentF,

one extrapolatesthe curvesin Fig.15 to the pointg2 = 0,where the quantum m echanical

results should coincide with the sem iclassicalones. The error ofthe extrapolation arises

m ainly from the disregarded term s proportionalto the higher powers ofg2. One reduces

such errorsby com puting the re
ection probability atthe sm allestpossible g2. In practice

weused twovaluesofthesem iclassicalparam eterin each �t,nam ely,g = 0:1;0:07atN = 0,

and g = 0:1;0:08atN = 0:02;0:04.Theextrapolation errorisdeterm ined by pouringsom e

additionalpointsintothe�t;itvariesfrom �F � 10� 2 atsm allE to�F � 10� 4 atE � 1.It

m atcheswith theestim ateO (g4)� 10� 4 ofhigher{orderterm softhesem iclassicalexpansion

which areneglected in Eq.(49).

20For the sake ofargum ent we,again,disregard the boundary term s in the suppression exponent,c.f.

Eqs.(24).
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Our�nalresultsforthesuppression exponentF(E ;N )extracted from thenum ericalso-

lution oftheSchr�dingerequation arepresented in Fig.13(pointswith errorbarsstandingfor

theaccuracy oftheextrapolation).Thequantum m echanicalresultsarein very good agree-

m entwith thesem iclassicalones(lines).Thisjusti�esthesem iclassicalapproach presented

in thispaper.

6 Sum m ary and discussion

In this paper we tested the sem iclassicalm ethod ofcom plex trajectories in the regim e of

chaoticdynam icaltunneling.W estudied a particularexam ple,over-barrierre
ection in the

two-dim ensionalwaveguidem odel(2).Theinitialstateoftheprocesswas�xed by thetotal

energy E and occupation num ber N ofthe transverse oscillatory m otion. W e calculated

thesuppression exponentoftheprocessboth sem iclassically and by solving exactly thefull

Schr�odingerequation.Thetwo approachesshow very good agreem ent.

Thetunneling trajectoriesin oursem iclassicalapproach areobtained assolutionsto the

boundary valueproblem (21).W eadvocated aparticularm ethod for�ndingthesesolutions.

Itconsistsoftwo im portantingredients:

(i)determ ination ofthesolution atsom evaluesoftheinitial{stateparam etersE ,N ;

(ii)gradualdeform ation ofthesolution to otherE ,N .

The deform ation procedure (ii)wasdeveloped in Refs. [8,28]. The advantagesofthis

procedure arethe sim plicity ofnum ericalim plem entation and generality.Itcan beapplied

e�ciently to system s with m any degrees offreedom ,including non{trivialm odels of�eld

theory,seeRef.[9].

On theotherhand,a genericapproach forperform ing thestep (i)wasm issing so far.In

thispaperweproposed thesystem aticprocedurewhich �llsthisgap.Theprocedureenables

oneto obtain thecom plex tunneling trajectoriesstarting from therealclassicalsolutions.It

isbased on the�{regularization m ethod ofRefs.[27].Ourprocedureappearsto begeneric.

Itcan beapplied toany processwhich proceedsclassically atsom evaluesoftheinitial{state

param eters(atlargeN in ourcase)and becom esexponentially suppressed atothervalues.

The process we studied is a particular exam ple ofchaotic tunneling. The chaoticity

m anifestsitselfin thein�nitenum beroftunneling solutions.Ourprocedure,which connects

the tunneling solutions to the classicalones,turns to be highly e�cient in this situation.

Nam ely,itenablesone to classify the tunneling trajectorieson the basisofthe analysisof

theclassicaldynam ics.Thiswasdem onstrated explicitly in thepresentpaper.
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In addition,we proposed a heuristic criterion forsorting outthe least suppressed tun-

neling trajectoriesbasing on the classi�cation oftheirclassicalprogenitors. Hopefully,this

criterion willbeusefulfortheprocessesin otherdynam icalsystem saswell.

Anotherinterestingfeatureofoursetup isthephenom enon ofoptim altunneling.Nam ely,

thesuppression exponentF considered asafunction ofenergyE at�xedN isnon-m onotonic.

It attains the localm inim um at E � 0:5 which is thus (locally) the optim alenergy for

tunneling.Itisworth stressingthatthisbehaviorofthesuppression exponentisunrelated to

the quantum interference,which wasneglected in the sem iclassicalanalysisand elim inated

from the exact quantum com putations. Another exam ple oftunneling process with non-

m onotonicdependence ofthesuppression exponenton energy isconsidered in Ref.[30].

Letusm ention som eopen issues.Them ethod ofcom plex trajectoriesisknown tosu�er,

in general,from the di�culties related to the Stokesphenom enon [12,13]. The essence of

thisphenom enon isthatthesolutionsto thetunneling problem m ay beunphysicalin som e

regionsoftheparam eterspace.Accordingly,theircontributionstothetunneling probability

should be dropped out. Presently,there are no generic criteria fordistinguishing between

physicaland unphysicalsolutions.Them ethod weputforward in thispaperdoesnotprovide

such criteriaeither.Notethatwedid notseeanym anifestationsoftheStokesphenom enon in

thesem iclassicalcalculationsreported in thispaper.In othercases,however,accounting for

thisphenom enon m ay becrucialforunderstanding thetunneling processes,seee.g.[14,30].

The approach adopted in this paper was to perform the evaluation ofthe tunneling

probability asthesystem aticsem iclassicalexpansion in term sofg2.W ehavecalculated the

leading term (suppression exponent). Itisofinterest to develop a m ethod forcalculating

thesub-leading term s,in particular,thepre-exponentialfactorA,seeEq.(1).Presum ably,

thiscan bedonealong thelinesofRef.[29].An im portantproblem which should besolved

here is how to cope with the in�nite num ber oftunneling paths,whose suppressions can

be arbitrarily close to the lim iting value.In particular,one hasto understand whetherthe

contributions ofallthe paths should be sum m ed up or the correct value ofthe prefactor

is determ ined by a sort oflim iting procedure sim ilar to the one we used to obtain the

suppression exponent.

Another question is the following one. W hile solving the Schr�odinger equation we ob-

served that at �nite g2 the dependence of the exact tunneling probability on energy is

m odulated by oscillations. W e conjectured thatthey resultfrom the quantum interference

ofdi�erent tunneling trajectories. In the true sem iclassicallim it g2 ! 0 the above oscil-

lationsbecom e in�nitely frequentand should be averaged over. In realphysicalsituations
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onedeals,however,with sm allbut�nitevaluesofthesem iclassicalparam eterg2.Thusitis

worth understanding whetherthe interference pattern m entioned above can be reproduced

in the sem iclassicalapproach. Can itbe done by sum m ing up the contributionsofvarious

tunneling trajectories at �nite g2 ? To what accuracy can that be done? W e leave these

questionsforthefuturework.
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A A m ethod to obtain the unstable solutions

In thisAppendix we describe the num ericalm ethod used to obtain the lim iting tunneling

trajectories considered in Sec.4,nam ely,the ones ending up at the far sphaleron at late

tim es.Them ain problem hereistheinstability ofthetrajectoriesin question.

Ourm ain idea isto add thefollowing term to theaction functional,

S[x]7! S[x]+ iM (x(tf)� x
0

f)
2
; (50)

wherex(tf)standsforthe�nalvalueofthecoordinatex,whileM > 0,x0f arerealparam e-

ters.Foragiven trajectory theterm (50)leadstoadditionalcontribution tothesuppression

exponent,

�F = 2M (x(tf)� x
0

f)
2
: (51)

The introduction ofthe above term induces the following m odi�cation ofthe boundary

conditions(21c),

Im x(tf)= 0; (52a)

Im _x(tf)= � 2M (x(tf)� x
0

f): (52b)
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Thiscan beshown using thesystem atic approach ofRefs.[27,29,30].AtlargepositiveM

theterm (51)�xesthevalueofthe�nalx-coordinateofthesolutionsto becloseto x0
f.For

ourpurposes we choose x0f to be in the vicinity ofthe farsphaleron,x0f = � 1. Solutions

which approach thefarsphaleron atlatetim esareobtained in thefollowing way.One�nds

a solution to theoriginalequationsofm otion which spends�nitetim eon thefarsphaleron,

and cutsitatthe m om entt= tf when itisstillatx � � 1. Using thistrajectory asthe

zeroth{order approxim ation,one applies the Newton{Raphson algorithm and obtains the

solution satisfying the boundary conditions (52). The latter solution is de�ned inside the

intervalt2 [ti;tf]. The next step is to continue the solution to a larger tim e intervalby

gradually increasing the value oftf and deform ing the tunneling solution. Asa result,one

obtainsthesolution living atthefarsphaleron foran arbitrarily long tim e.

Thesolution obtained in thisway doesnot,strictly speaking,satisfy theboundary con-

ditions(21c)ofthetunneling problem .In orderto restoretheoriginalboundary conditions

(21c)one should,in principle,investigate the dependence xf(x
0
f)and �nd the value ofx0f

which solves the equations xf(x
0
f)= x0f. However,itis notnecessary in ourcase: atlate

tim esthelim iting solution isalm ostreal,so oneobtainsIm _xf � 0 autom atically.

B N um ericalsolution ofthe Schr�odinger equation

Here we present the num ericalform ulation ofthe problem (36),(39),(40). First ofall,

the range ofthe translatory coordinate should be bounded,� L � X � L,as wellas the

oscillatorexcitation num ber,n < N y.Besides,weintroducetheuniform latticewith spacing

�,

X k = � L + (k+ 1)�; k = � 1;:::;Nx + 1;

whereN x = � 2+ 2L=�.TheTaylorseriesexpansion gives,

1

� 2
[ k+ 1 � 2 k +  k� 1]=  

00

k +
� 2

12
 
(IV )

k
+ O (� 4): (53)

By  00

k and  
(IV )

k
wedenotethesecond and fourth derivativesof atX = X k.Notethatthe

index n issuppressed:hereafterweusethem atrix notations.From Eq.(36) 00

k = A k k;for

thefourth derivativeonewrites,

 
(IV )

k
=

1

� 2

�
 
00

k+ 1 � 2 00k +  
00

k� 1

�
+ O (� 2)=

1

� 2
[A k+ 1 k+ 1 � 2Ak k + A k� 1 k� 1]+ O (� 2):
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SubstitutingtheaboveexpressionsintoEq.(53),onegetstheforth{orderNum erov{Cowling

approxim ation forEq.(36),

�

1�
� 2

12
A k+ 1

�

 k+ 1 �

�

2+
5� 2

6
A k

�

 k +

�

1�
� 2

12
A k� 1

�

 k� 1 = 0; k = 0;:::;N x :

(54)

Itisworth notingthatEq.(54)supportsthediscreteprobability current,which isconserved

exactly,

J
(d) =

1

�
Im  

+

k

�

1�
� 2

12
A k

� �

1�
� 2

12
A k+ 1

�

 k+ 1 : (55)

Thisconservation law wasused to estim atetheround{o� errors.

Theboundaryconditions(39),(40)areim posed attheverylastand �rstsites,k = N x+ 1

and � 1 respectively.Onenotesthattheasym ptotic form ula (37)holdsin thediscrete case

aswell,provided thecontinuum dispersion relation (38)isreplaced with thediscreteone21,

Pn ! P
(d)

n =
2

�
arcsin

Pn�

2
p
1+ P 2

n�
2=12

:

Consequently,onerewritesEqs.(39),(40)as

 n;N x+ 1 � eiP
(d)

n �
 n;N x

= �n;N e
� iP

(d)

n L(1� e2iP
(d)

n � ); (56)

 n;0 � e� iP
(d)

n �
 n;� 1 = 0:

Theserelationstogetherwith Eq.(54)form a system ofN y(N x + 3)linearequationsforthe

sam enum berofunknowns n;k.Aftersolving them ,onecalculatesthere
ection probability

by m aking useofthediscretecurrent,

P =
jJ(d;out)j

jJ(d;in)j
;

whereJ(d;in) and J(d;out) aretheincom ing and outgoing currentsatk = N x + 1,

J
(d;out) =

1

�

X

n< E� 1=2

sin(P
(d)
n �)jr +

n j
2

�

1� 1

3
sin2 P

(d)
n �

2

�2 ; J
(d;in) = �

1

�

sin(P
(d)

N
�)

�

1� 1

3
sin2

P
(d)

N
�

2

� 2
;

whilethere
ection am plitudesr+n areextracted from thewavefunction,

r
+

n =
 n;N x+ 1 � e� iP

(d)
n �  n;N x

1� e� 2iP
(d)

n �
� e� iP

(d)

n L
:

21Forn > E � 1=2 onehasP
(d)
n = 2i

�
arcsh

jPn j�

2

p
1� jPn j

2� 2=12
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W ewillseeshortlythatthe�nitedi�erenceapproxim ation workswellonlyifthenum bers

ofthe lattice points and oscillator levels are large. Typically, N x � 10000,Ny � 500,

and the system (56),(54) contains N y(N x + 3) � 5 � 106 equations. Such an enorm ous

system ofequationscannotbe solved with the generalalgorithm soflinearalgebra.So,we

took advantage ofthe specialform ofEqs. (54). Nam ely,the k-th m atrix equation relates

the vector  k to the unknowns at the adjacent sites  k� 1 and  k+ 1 only;by perform ing

num erically them atrix inversion itcan berecastin theform

 k = Lk k� 1 + R k k+ 1 ;

whereLk an R k aretheN y � Ny m atrices.Onesubstitutestheaboveform ula into theother

equationsofthe system (54),thusexcluding  k,aswellasthe k{th m atrix equation. Per-

form ing thisoperation repeatedly,one endsup with a few m atrix equations,which can be

solved in a straightforward m annerby theLU decom position m ethod.Itisworth pointing

outthatthevariables k and  q which arenotneighborsto each other,can beexcluded in

parallel,sothattheabovealgorithm issuitableforthem ultiprocessorm achinesorcom puta-

tionalclusters.Thereaderinterested in thedetailsofthealgorithm should addressRefs.[28],

[32],orourFortran 90 code[33],which hopefully can beexecuted on otherm achines.

Beforeproceeding to theactualcalculations,onem akessurethattheparam etersofthe

lattice are chosen properly,so thatthe truncation and discretization errorsare keptunder

control. Ourpurpose isto getthe quantum m echanicalresults in the sem iclassicalregion

g2 ! 0. Therefore,itisconvenient to accountexplicitly forthe dependence ofthe lattice

param eterson g. The truncation L ofthe translatory coordinate is�xed by the condition

thatthe interaction represented by the function ~a(X )is sm allenough atX = L. Taking

into accountthescaling (35)of~a(X )with g,oneobtainstheform ula

L = ~L=g ;

where ~L is�xed and large.In thepracticalcalculationsweused thevalue ~L = 12,which is

large enough asa(~L)� 10� 31:atg > 0:07 thisnum berissm allerthan the absolute values

ofthe re
ection am plitudes,the latter exceeding 10� 8. W e have chosen the truncation of

theoscillatorlevelsin accordancewith thecondition thattheoccupation num berofthelast

m odeisnegligible,
X

k

j N y� 1;kj< 10� 30 ;

this inequality was satis�ed with N y typically ranging in between 200 and 500. The last

param eter, the lattice spacing �, should be severaltim es sm aller than the m inim alDe
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Brogliewavelength;wehavefound thattheform ula

�= 0:3� m in
n

1

jPnj

workswellenough producing relativeerrorsoforder10� 4.

The factthatthe discretization correspondsto the relative ratherthan absolute errors

can be understood as follows. The equations (54) and (56) m ay be regarded as the ones

describing re
ection ofa quantum particle in a kind ofcrystal22. The probability ofthis

processisexponentially sm alldueto thesam edynam icalreasonsasin thecontinuum case.

One concludes thatthe �nite value of� givesrise to correctionsto the suppression expo-

nent,ratherthan to the re
ection probability itself,i.e. itproducesrelative discretization

errors.W ehavechecked theabovephysicalconsiderationsby perform ingcalculationson the

lattices with di�erent cuto�s and lattice spacings. The overallconclusion is that,indeed,

the discretization e�ectsresultin relative errorsoforder10� 4,while the truncation errors

arealwaysnegligible.W e kepttheround{o� errorsundercontrolby exploiting the current

conservation law (55),which waschecked to hold with precision betterthan 10� 12.
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