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We consider the motion of a quantum particle placed in a metastable minima of a potential well
and examine the effect of interactions with the thermal reservoir at temperature 7. We use the di-
lute, bounce approximation for the Green’s function. We find a particular value of the dissipative
coupling strength for which we can solve the Euler-Lagrange equations exactly, in the range of tem-
peratures between zero and the crossover to the regime where thermal hopping dominates. We ob-
tain analytic expressions for the tunneling rate in this temperature regime.

I. INTRODUCTION

There has been a recent resurgence of interest in the ef-
fects that a thermodynamic heat bath has on the motion
of a quantum-mechanical particle.!~® The effects of the
coupling to the heat bath are most dramatic on particles
which undergo quantum-mechanical tunneling. This
phenomenon has long been recognized as playing an im-
portant role in many areas of physics.”~!2 It has been
found that the coupling to the heat bath can exponentially
suppress the rate at which particles tunnel out of a meta-
stable state. Most of the recent investigations have uti-
lized Feynman’s functional-integral formulation of quan-
tum mechanics,'>!* as applied by Langer!® and Coleman'®
to the decay of metastable states. Caldeira and Leggett!?
have extended this approach to tunneling in the presence
of a thermodynamic heat bath. After integrating out the
normal modes of the heat bath, the motion of the quan-
tum particle is governed by an effective Lagrangian with a
nonlocal term. They then apply the “bounce method” to
calculate the tunneling rate, at zero temperature. The
bounce trajectories are saddle points of the action which
start in the local mininum of the potential at time
t=—T/2 and return there at a later time t=7/2. The
particle’s Green’s function can then be written as the sum
of these trajectories together with small quantum fluctua-
tions around these trajectories. Caldeira and Leggett!?
have shown that the multibounce interactions are small at
low temperatures, which enabled them to derive a decay
rate of the form

C=A4exp(—Sp/#),

where Sp is the action evaluated along a single bounce
trajectory. The prefactor contains the effects of quantum
fluctuations about the bounce trajectory. Caldeira and
Leggett!?2 have obtained the bounce action Sy only in the
limit of weak damping (7—0) and asymptotically strong
damping (n— ). This is possible since one can obtain
exact analytic solutions of the Euler-Lagrange equations
in these limits. Thus far, there have been no exact analyt-
ic solution for the bounce trajectories at intermediate
damping strengths. In this note, we present an analytic
solution for the bounce for a particular value of the heat-
bath coupling 7. We calculate the tunneling rate (1.1) at
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the temperature T, where the rate crosses over from
thermal hopping to quantum tunneling.”~® We shall also
present the zero-temperature rate. In Sec. II we outline
the model problem and the formalism we shall utilize.
We follow the method of Caldeira and Leggett very close-
ly. In Sec. III we calculate the bounce trajectory. Due to
the separation of the tunneling rate (1.1) into Sz and 4,
we also calculate Sp in Sec. ITII. The effect of quantum
fluctuations about the bounce trajectory and their effect
on the prefactor A is relegated to Sec. IV. In Sec. V we
summarize our findings.

II. FORMULATION

The system under investigation consists of a quantum-
mechanical particle which moves in a one-dimensional po-
tential and is coupled to the normal modes of the heat
bath. The particle is described by the variable g, has mass
M, and moves in the potential V' (g). The particle is cou-
pled to the heat bath through a bilinear interaction. The
heat bath has degrees of freedom described by the set ¢,
N>n>1. This set of variables describes the normal
modes of the heat bath, which we also assume are har-
monic oscillators. This model system was first introduced
by Ullersma!” and is exactly soluble for a quadratic poten-
tial ¥V (q). The properties of this type of heat bath are
quite well known.!® 1

Thus the system studied by us is governed by the La-
grangian

M .2 N |m, 2 m
L="74"—V(@+ 3 |5 b= wﬁqﬁ]
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The last term in (2.1), the counterterm, can be incorporat-
ed into the potential V(q). The merits and demerits of
this particular choice of definition for V'(g) have been dis-
cussed extensively by Caldeira and Leggett"? as well as by
Widom and Clark.”’ In order to maintain close
correspondence with the work of Caldeira and Leggett!?
we shall use a cubic expression for the potential, sketched
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in Fig. 1,
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(2.2)

All the properties of the coupling of the heat bath to the
particle is contained in the spectral density J(w) given by
|
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1 Mpy
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J(w)=

2 2

n=

o—aw,) . (2.3)

The normal modes of the heat bath can be integrated
over in the functional-integral expression for the particle’s
Green’s function.?! The Green’s function is given in
terms of an effective action

T2 M .2 1 T T2, ) s |
S[q(t)]= f_mdt T4 V@ |+3 f_mdt f_mdt K(t—t)g(t)—q(], (2.4)
i
where q(z) is the particles trajectory and the function » do
K(t —t') represents the coupling to the environment. k(r)= fo E;T‘J (w)exp(—ew|T]) . (2.6)

This function is given in terms of J(w) by

Kt 1= [ 22 7(@)([1+N (@)~

+N(w)¥iw(t—t')} (2.5)

in which N (w) is the Bose-Einstein distribution function.
Here, and throughout the text, we shall set 7= 1.

The Lagrangian can be simplified by analytically con-
tinuing T to imaginary times i6. Since the resulting K (1)
is periodic with period 6=y3, one can continue the imagi-
nary time 7 outside the range 6/2> 7> —60/2 if one uses
the periodic boundary conditions

q(0+T1)=q(7) .
This allows one to write

M2 v

6/2
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FIG. 1. The metastable potential well V(g)=M [(w}/2)q?
—(u/3)¢%]. The top of the potential barrier is located at
q=co(2,/u.

In the following text we shall use 6 as the inverse tem-
perature, and BB will be reserved for a different parametri-
zation. .

As Caldeira and Leggett'’? have shown, the extremal
path which satisfies the equation of motion

sz=9a;”+z [7 arkir—mlgn—q] @)
exhibits a similarity to the classically damped particle if
J(w)=Mno .
With this choice Eq. (2.6) yields
My 1
k(r)= 2w 2 2.8

The decay rate is given by the imaginary part of the
space diagonal Green’s function. In the dilute bounce gas
approximation'>!® the Green’s function is given by the ex-
tremal paths which start from the metastable minimum
near ¢ =0, and return there at a later time, together with
the quantum fluctuations about these trajectories. In the
dilute-gas approximation these trajectories give an ex-
ponential contribution to the Green’s function, which only
depends on a single bounce trajectory. In the next section
we shall evaluate the bounce trajectory.

III. EXACT SOLUTION FOR THE BOUNCE

We shall present an exact solution for the Euler-
Lagrange equation for a bounce trajectory

d%g 2
- —u
o T
N[ gr9 1 1
27 Y- or' | 7'—7+if  T'—7—I€
(3.1a)

that satisfies the finite temperature periodic boundary

conditions
q(+0)=q(—50). (3.1b)

To date, the only known solutions of this equation are for

the limiting case =0 and 7— . In the nondissipative
case, the bounce has the form
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The other analytic solution corresponds to asymptotically
large damping 17— oo,
_ﬂé 2w m _ sinh(B/2)cosh(3/2)

u Bwg wo [sinh*(B/2)+sin*(77/0)]’

where the bounce-width parameter sinh?(3/2) is found
from

q(7T)=

For low temperatures 6— o, the bounce takes the form
]

oy {27 |*[ 76 _ sinh(B/2)cosh(B/2)

1 sinh?(3/2) —sin?(7r/0)coshB
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of a Lorentzian of width 75=7/wj. At the crossover
from thermally activation to quantum tunneling”® T, is
given by

@b _ 1

= N 7]——>00 .
21 Wy

At T,, the bounce trajectory collapses to a constant
q(7)=wy/u which corresponds to the top of the potential
barrier. We note that the region where quantum tunnel-
ing is important becomes asymptotic small as 77— oo.
Clearly, it would be more advantageous to have an analyt-
ic solution which corresponds to a finite portion of phase
space in which the particles decay predominantly by
quantum-mechanical tunneling.

We find that

q(1)=6—
u

6wq 107 sinh*(B/2)+sin®(77/6)

is a solution of the bounce equation if the bounce-width
parameter sinh?f satisfies the simultaneous equations

2 2

9 6 g1 | @0 | _
107 +6 107 cothfB+3 csch”B—1 2 =0,
(3.3)
o |’ 0 1 [ |’
_ne _ne. 2p_ 1 |20
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+

+cothB csch?3=0 .

These coupled equations possess a solution over the entire
temperature range Ty > 7 >0 in which the quantum tun-
neling dominates the dynamics. However, the solution
only exists for a particular value of the coupling strength
(n/wg). The crossover temperature T is defined by

Mo
107

and in complete analogy with the overdamped limit the
bounce trajectory becomes a constant.

The constant value, again, just corresponds to the posi-
tion of the top of the potential barrier. At the crossover
temperature, the coupling strength is given by

a5
COO—\/S :

As the temperature is lowered the coupled equations still
possess solutions. In Fig. 2 we show typical graphical
solutions of the equations (3.3) for a sequence of decreas-
ing temperatures. The corresponding bounce trajectories
are shown in Fig. 3. As the temperature is lowered S rap-
idly decreases. The bounce trajectory no longer remains a
constant but sharpens up. The bounce trajectories start
closer to the minimum of the potential well and extend
further than the maximum of the potential barrier.

3.2
[sinh*(B/2)+sin¥(w7/6)]? G

f

At zero temperature the bounce width 75 =(86/27) is
given by the unique solution of the equation

— 35 (@075 )0+ S (@orp)* + 3 (worp )+ 2 =0, T=0.

The corresponding value of the coupling strength is

. 5 (worp)?— 3
= 2 Ky T=O .
Wy woTp | (woTp)
6

This value is only about 10% different from the coupling
strength at T3. The bounce trajectory starts out at the lo-
cal minimum of the potential well [ g(—6/2)=0] and has
its maximum excursion from the minimum given by

2
o 12 7 .
O)=——|1 ( )|, T—0.
q ” (onB)Z | + S0 WoTp

This bounce point is intermediate between the zero damp-
ing and the infinite damping value

2 2

(0] [0
122 (g(0)<2—2, T—0.

u u

This has the consequence that the energy loss over the in-
stanton trajectory is less than that associated with the
strong damping limit discussed in Ref. 6, as is to be ex-
pected. In Fig. 4 we depict the temperature dependence of
the extrema of the bounce trajectories. We note that at
finite temperatures, the extrema of the bounce trajectory
cannot, simply, be related to the energy loss during the
tunneling process.

We shall utilize these bounce trajectories to calculate
the decay rates. In order to calculate this we require the
action corresponding to these trajectories. The action is
evaluated as
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FIG. 2. The graphical solutions of the two coupled quadratic equations (3.3) for a sequence of decreasing temperatures. The inter-

section of the two curves defines (96/10m) and .
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The bounce action takes the value
2
n
5 ’

2
(20

Sp(To)=27M T=T,,

at the crossover temperature, and it increases at lower
temperatures to the zero-temperature value

&

u

2
Sp(0)=27M —75L(1.42), T—0.

The zero-temperature value is intermediate between the
undamped and overdamped values of the bounce action.
We also note the temperature variation of the bounce ac-
tion suggests that the decay rate will be lowest at zero
temperature, as has been previously suggested.’>?* The
total decay rate is, of course, given by the product of the

f
prefactor as well as the exponential term. We shall calcu-
late the prefactor in the next section.

IV. QUANTUM FLUCTUATIONS

The decay rate, evaluated in the bounce approximation,
is given by the ratio of the contributions to the Green’s
function from the paths close to the bounce trajectory rel-
ative to the paths which always remain close to the meta-
stable minima. Since these contributions are dominated
by the extrema of the action, the decay rate is dominated
by the exponential of the bounce action relative to the ac-
tion of the path ¢(7)=0. The prefactor can be written as
the ratio of the small fluctuations about these extremal
paths. Thus the decay rate may be written as

I'=[2(ImZg)/(Z,0)]exp(—Sz) . 4.1)
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FIG. 3. The bounce trajectories corresponding to the same sequence of decreasing temperatures depicted in Fig. 2.

The factor Z, can be approximated by quadratic fluc-
tuations about ¢=0. This factor is most easily evaluated
if one expresses the paths as

gN=04 3 Cugu(n),

n=—o

(4.2)

where the g,(7) are eigenfunctions of the second function-
al derivative of the action

ann 2 © aq
_n y —an
o Tl —or [ dvl

1 1
T —74+i§ + T—7—Ii§ ’
A

= qn >

o7 (4.3)

where ¢,(+60)=g,(—36).

We note that there are, currently, two different forms
of boundary conditions being used in the literature. The
other form is that g¢,(56)=g,(—56)=0. We choose
periodic boundary conditions since in that case the calcu-
lated rate smoothly continues onto the classical rate at the
crossover temperature T, as discussed in the Appendix.
The other choice would lead to a breakdown of the instan-
ton method before T, is reached.

Due to the orthonormality properties of the eigenfunc-
tion, we may write

2D ‘ ' '
(b)
- (%2)=4
<) | -
(o] ! 1 1
2 (ff,‘j)
(d) .
(732)=40
(=5 ;
(] 1 1 1
) 0 9
2 T 2
3 » dC, Ay
ZO:,,_H f_w -———(217_)”2 exp —TC,,
® —~172
=| JI As (4.4)
n=—o0

This is simply related to the partition function of the
damped harmonic oscillator, and can be written as

T T T T T

VAq)
(dw0). 6

1 1 1 1

° (%) 4
FIG. 4. The variation of the extrema of the bounce trajec-
tories as the temperature is decreased. At T, the crossover
temperature, the bounce trajectory remains at the top of the po-

tential barrier. As T is decreased the bounce exists over a finite
spatial region. The spatial extent saturates at 7 =0.
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in which y is Euler’s constant.

(4.5)

The calculation of Zz would follow much the same lines, if it were not for the fact that the second functional deriva-

tive of the action possesses zero eigenvalues

dr94

1

1 Ay

2
872n+w0q" —2uqg(t)q, — Jl_f

87"

where ¢,(+0)=g,(—+6)

The zero eigenvalue, which is always present, is a
Goldstone-like mode that restores the continuous-time
translational invariance broken by the choice of the
bounce phase at 7=0 to be zero. The eigenfunction corre-
sponds to phase functions about the bounce, and is thus
proportional to gg(7). The method of handling such zero
eigenvalues is well known?* and we shall closely follow
the logic of Larkin and Ovchinnikov, which we shall re-
peat below.

The zero eigenvalue can be replaced by the normaliza-
tion of the corresponding eigenfunction by the following
trick. First, we introduce a functional that describes the
fluctuations about the bounce

D(7' | q(m)= f'”

G/ZdT[q('T)——qB(T )]? (4.7)

and define a time 7 through the relation

oD

LA p— a.
W 0 (4.8)

7=1

The factor Zp can be simply written as
Zp=exp(Sp) f dr’ fDq(T)exp{—S[q,(T)]}
X 87 —1o[q(T)]) . (4.9)
]

6/2

21172

dc,

alJB
f_w (2,".)1/2

672
f dr or

Z —
B —022

T—7+i&

exp | —

qn > (4.6)

T —7—I0§ =—1\4_

T

The zeros of the Dirac delta function are defined through
(4.8). A simple substitution yields

o2

Zp=exp(Sp) f—e/sz f Dq(7)exp(—S[q(7)])

ap

)

)
a(r')?

(4.10)
We shall use the expansion of g(7) about the bounce in
terms of the eigenfunctions of (4.6)

g(1)=qgp(7)+ 3, Cuq,(7) .

As gp(7) is proportional to the n = —1 eigenfunction
of (4.6) we find :
aD(r g(r) o [9gs |° ]
9D(r'|g(7) _ 945
=20 | [, |5 [dr| , @D

where we have used the brthonormality properties of the

g,(7). Likewise the Jacobian can be written in terms of
the zero-mode normalization
2

3D 6/2 an

P 2 [, pdr |5 (4.12)
Thus Zjp can be written as

A,C2

8(C_y). (4.13)

This takes care of the Goldstone mode. The negative eigenvalue must be analytically continued to obtain a finite result.

This analytic continuation introduces a factor of +

and turns Zp into an imaginary quantity. This derivation is present-

ed to emphasize that the correct normalization of the Goldstone mode involves the quantity

2
aQB ]

f 6/2
6/2
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and not Sp /M as has often been assumed. We evaluate this quantity as

2 2

2
N=2mw, | 22| |2 (18 csch?B) —%% cothB+ T”— (2+3 csch?B) +cothB(1 4 3 csch?B) (4.14)
wob
The eigenvalues of (4.6) can be found exactly, at the crossover temperature T. They are simply expressed as
o |’ AR 6
=M | £ 2 ne 0 _== (1Y 4
A, =M ) |n|*+|n| 277-]+ - s |3 (4.15)

We see that in addition to the negative eigenvalue A, there are two zero eigenvalues Aj=A_;=0. The new zero mode
corresponds to amplitude fluctuations about the bounce solution.”® Following this earlier work we eliminate both zero

modes by considering the effect that the cubic interaction has. This yields

/2
i 1 dCdC_, Ay M?>u? 1 2

= — —_— ci+cr —_— — Cc 2. .

Zy A7 1"1 A I S exp 2( O+ T At 3 (ci+ciy) 4.16)
ns£0,+1
Since 1/A¢ + 1/2A; <0, the integral converges and Zjp is found as
172

z _ i I°-°I 1 1 70| Ao | Ay 6'72| A| '?A\A} 6| Ao| AlA, ot T<T
BT 2 A0 V2 35 | An | | 2Mu || 2A04 A 2Mu (2A,+ Ag)' 2 4M2u2(2A5+ Ag) 0>
(4.17)

: l

where erfc(x)=1—erf(x). This yields the tunneling rate  value A;. Although the eigenvalues given in (4.15) are not

T, as
172
exp

4\/3 max

2Bl
10 @9 m

@o

F=35a)0 N T=T0

in which V,,, is the potential barrier height
2
M ol
6 ©0
We note that the exponential term in the rate matches
smoothly onto the Arrehenius factor. The authors of Ref.
8 use an expression similar to Eq. (4.17) for temperatures
T <Ty. They use a negative value for the argument of
the error function, which would imply that A;=A_; and
that both are negative. The discrepancy arises from
neglecting some nonlinear terms of order (T —T) in the
action, while retaining other terms of this order. Such an
approximation is not consistent for T, > 7. In the bounce
method, if one includes the fluctuations about the bounce
consistently to order (Ty—T), one finds the degeneracy
between A; and A_,; is broken, and that A;>0 while
A_1=0. At T =T,, these differences vanish and all the
expressions become identical.

Below T, the amplitude mode acquires a finite eigen-

Vmax =

aZ
T3

i aG

— +w— 37

2qu(1') ]G(T T') +—71— f

The unperturbed Green’s function G%(r—1') is defined by

62+w_A
T T M

ar"’

— (7 7)

exact, they still represent a reasonable approximation to
the solutions of (4.6) near T~T,,. The corrections to the
eigenvalues given in (4.15) can be estimated from pertur-
bation theory as

2
a2 |14 |28 | |.-8
107
SA, ~ 5 , |n|21
[ 2n + o ——1]
21

(4.18)

This tends to increase the eigenvalues A,. We note that at
T, the eigenvalues corresponding to g, and q._, are de-
generate. The coupling to this order (T — T), lifts the de-
generacy between g, and g _, at temperatures below T,.

At zero temperature, the expression for Zz can be
found with the aid of scattering theory,? since the bounce
extends over a finite time ~73=/6/2% while the boun-
daries (— +6,+6) are removed to infinity.

We define the Green’s function for the full scattering
problem through the equation

1 - 1
—1"+ie

=8(r—7') . (4.19)

T—1"—I€

1 1

0 o m *® naGO "
G®(r T)+27-,- f_wd‘r - (=7

T—71"4i€

=8(r—7') . (4.20)

T—7"—i€

This last equation has a simple solution. Henceforth, we shall use the A/M — A substitution of A. If A > w3, G%~) has
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a continuous spectrum. We find

ReGO(T):?IJ 1 177 Re Si(a)ﬁfr)_f— sin(wgr) — Si(coa*r)-i-% sin(w,)
A—od+ [T } ]
2
+ Ci(wgr) cos(wgr) — Cilw,T) cos(w,T) ] ,
where
21172
a)a:———;L—{— A—wd+ —;L
and
r 271/2
co,s=+—727-+ A—wp+ 127-
The imaginary part is given by
cos(wyT)
ImGO(T)"—‘% e 37172 (4.21)
A—od+ | L
a)0+ 2
In the range where w3 > A > w3—(7/2)? the imaginary part of G%r) is zero, we find
ReGO(T)zzl; L > Re| [Si(opr)— Z |sin(wgr)— [Siwer)— T [sin(w,r)
A—aof+ X
2
+ Ci(wgr)cos(wgr) — Ci(w,r)cos(w,T)
and geously.
The full Green’s function of the scattering problem
ImG%+)=0. (4.22) G(7;7') can be written in terms of the unperturbed

Here, we have used the notation

21172

waz—"zl— A—w§+ —727-] ,
21172

a)ﬂ=—;]-+ A—of+ —721-

The last regime, w3—(1/2)*> A gives results similar to
(4.22) if we analytically continue w, and wg to complex
values. Thus we find that the unperturbed density of
eigenvalues, given by 1/7 ImG(r=0) forms a continuum
with A>co(2,. This continuum starts at the same point as
the nondissipative density, merely because of our inclusion
of the counter term (2.1) in the Lagrangian. However, the
dissipation has the effect of suppressing the square-root
singularity of the one-dimensional density of states to a
finite value of 1/7n. The dissipation shifts the spectral
density to higher eigenvalues, as can be seen by inspecting
the finite temperature version of ImG%r=0). The
suppression of the singularity in the one-dimensional den-
sity of states allows us to use perturbation theory advanta-

Green’s function, through the Lippmann-Schwinger equa-
tion

G(r;7)=G%r—7")
4 fdT”GO(T—T”)2uq3(T")G(T”;T’).
(4.23)

Upon Fourier transforming, we obtain the equation

Glo;w,)=6%w 2780, —w,)
+6%w1) [ 22 2ug5(0)G (@ —w50,) -
27
(4.24)

Thus we may express G(w;®,) in terms of the T matrix
T(w;;0,) as

G(ml;w2)=G°((01)217'8(w1 —&)2)

+G %) T(w;0,)G%w,)

and T (w;w,) is given by the usual expression
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do do' ' ,
T(w;0,)=2uqp(o;—w,)+ f Ey f —gZqu(w)G(ml—m,w2+w V2uqp(0’) . (4.25)
The prefactor of the decay rate can be expressed in terms of the density of eigenvalues through the relation

o0

ﬁ A, =exp > InA,

n=—o0

n=—o0
(n51,0,—1) (n#1,0,—1)

which for the continuum portion of the spectrum, can be written as

e o 1 dA
IT1 A= dA—ImG(r=0)InA |= ~——ImG%7=0)InA
1 A exp fwg ,m (7=0)1n exp f - mG"(7=0)In
dA 3G%w) do
X exp f - Im f 3A T(w,0) . InA | . (4.26)

The first term can be related to the product of the eigenvalues

in the absence of the bounce, and thus they cancel in the expression for the decay rate. After considerable manipulation,
we can rewrite the last factor in the form used by Chang and Chakravarty?

® 1 38(A)
da L
exp +fmg ~ A

InA (4.27)

in which 8(A) is the phase shift. Levinson’s theorem takes on the form
93(A)
0A
and can be used to demonstrate that (4.27) has the dimensions associated with A~3. This is expected since the ratios of

the determinants, including n =0, +1, are dimensionless. Thus (4.27) should be of the same dimensions as (A _;AqA;) "L
An expansion of the T matrix yields the result

S(A)=8V(A)+8PA)+ -+,

1
3=—;fdA

where
127
8'(A)= 5 271172
A—cu(z)-f— [—7]- ’
2
and
271172
83(A)= (127) 7 |2— - — wa——(oﬂ+—:;]— e_ZTB(w"_wB)Ei[ZTB(coa-—a)B)]
B
A—wp+ [1}
2
2
+ wﬁ—wa-i—lsl e_ZTB(wB_w“)EI(ZTB(wa—wB))
2 4 2
2 . -2
+ wa—w3+—;L e+TBwBE1(—2¢Bw3)— Tn e TBwBEl(——Z'rBwﬁ)

2
+21h0, —
— e B e “1, A>w

aEl(ZTB(Oa)

2
Zwa+151J e‘ZTBw"EiQTBwa)-f- (—;L
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etc. In these expressions we have used

27172
Pa|_ 7 P
wﬁ]———zi A a)o“‘(z J
and
TB=EQ' (4.28)
27
as before.

As previously noted by Chang and Chakravarty,?® the
series rapidly converges for large A or . We find that, in

to the expression (4.27) similar to the expression derived
in Ref. 2. The accuracy of this expression can be checked
indirectly, by comparison with the numerical work of

. Chang and Chakravarty.25 From this comparison, we es-

timate the error in (4.29) to be of order 2.

Even though the perturbation series for the phase shift
8(A) is rapidly varying for eigenvalues A close to the edge
of the continuum w3, the corresponding series for the pre-
factor expression

the lowest-order (Born) approximation, the continuum 2y-3 — [T dA S8(A)

contributes a factor of (@p)"exp f w} TA (4.30)
4
+ 5 | 2w is well behaved. The integral is dominated by the region
exp 5 T of large A >>wj. In this region the first Born approxima-
7 1 tion dominates the phase shift and thus (4.29) is the larg-
2wq est contribution to the prefactor. For values of A close to
w}, we may perform a partial summation of an infinite
subseries for 8(A) to obtain the approximation
m
200 (+) (—)
X coth™! — 173 (4.29) 8(A)=8"(A)+87(A) 5
L/ }
2
@0 where
!
tand'(A) = | —2%— |[g5(0)+qp( —2w,)]
a)a—wﬁ
2
u doblw) . 2 1 1
—w,)F -

+ Wq—wp ] f . [qB(m ma)——qB(w‘f'wa)] [a)_wa o+wg (4.31)

We believe that this represents a reasonable approxima-
tion since 8(A) does closely approach the correct value (as
defined by Levinson’s theorem) at the edge of continuum.
The integration over A is performed numerically to find
the expression for the tunneling rate as

172
5.18 Vinax

I'=88w, exp
Wo

— 8

Vmax }

@9
when T=0.

This prefactor is slightly higher than that given in Chang
and Chakravarty,”® but is less then the first Born-
approximation-estimate.

V. CONCLUSIONS

We have addressed the problem of quantum tunneling
out of a metastable state, in the presence of coupling to a
heat bath. We have used the dilute bounce gas approxi-
mation. The main result of this work is that we have
found an exact solution of the Euler-Lagrange equations
for a specific value of the ratio (9 /wo) which characterizes
the strength of the heat-bath coupling. The instanton tra-
jectory exists for the entire temperature range 75> T > 0.
At T, the instanton trajectory tends to a constant value
gs(7)=w}/u, which corresponds to the maximum of the
potential barrier. This has been previously identified”® as

T
the temperature at which the crossover from quantum
tunneling to thermal activation occurs. We have obtained
the exponential factor in the tunneling rate for this entire
range of temperatures. The prefactor is given by the
quantum fluctuations about the extrema of the action.
We have obtained analytic expression for the prefactor at
T=T, at T=0 assuming periodic boundary conditions
for the fluctuations about the extremal trajectories. We
note that the change in the prefactor between T =T, and
T =0 indicates a sizable temperature variation of the pre-
factor.
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APPENDIX

The choice of boundary conditions g,(56)=g,(—+6)
can be rationalized as follows. The small quantum fluc-

_tuations about the trajectory g(7)=0, should resemble the

quantum fluctuations around the minima of a simple har-
monic oscillator. Using the periodic boundary conditions

. we have
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- —172 ,
Zo=| TI AS (A1)
n=—o
From this we find this result
5 2] 2
w0
Zoo D114 |29 | 4| 22| _ |28 (A2)
41 2 47

which expresses Z; as being proportional to the partition
function of the damped harmonic oscillator.!® The limit
n—0, yields the familiar expression

Zy « [sinh(Bwy/2)] 7! . (A3)

Thus the periodic boundary conditions yields the propor-
tionality to the partition function as expected. The use of
the other boundary condition, g,(+6)=gq,(—+56)=0,
yields

- —1,2

I AS

n=0

Z():

which results in the proportionality to the square root of
the partition function. Thus, based on this physical con-
sideration we choose the periodic boundary condition for
the fluctuations about q(7)=0.

We insist on using the boundary conditions for the fluc-
tuations about any other path [i.e., g(7)= gg(7)] since the
corresponding measures for the path integrals will cancel
in a trivial manner.
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