arXiv:1510.00199v1 [cond-mat.stat-mech] 1 Oct 2015

Lifetime of the arrow of time inherent in chaotic eigenstates :case of coupled kicked rotors

Fumihiro Matsui,^{1, ∗} Hiroaki S. Yamada,^2 and Kensuke S. Ikeda^{3, †} 1Demartment of Physics, College of Science and Engineering, Ritsumeikan University, Noji-higashi 1-1-1, Kusatsu 525-8577, Japan 2Yamada Physics Research Laboratory, Aoyama 5-7-14-205, Niigata 950-2002, Japan 3College of Science and Engineering, Ritsumeikan University, Noji-higashi 1-1-1, Kusatsu 525-8577, Japan (Dated: March 21, 2018)

A linear oscillator very weakly coupled with the object quantum system is proposed as a detector measuring the lifetime of irreversibility exhibited by the system, and classically chaotic coupled kicked rotors are examined as ideal examples. The lifetime increases drastically in close correlation with the enhancement of entanglement entropy(EE) between the kicked rotors. In the transition regime to the full entanglement, the EE of individual eigenstates fluctuates anomalously, and the lifetime also fluctuates in correlation with the EE. In the fully entangled regime the fluctuation disappear, but the lifetime is not yet unique but increases in proportion to the number of superposed eigenstates and is proportional to the square of Hilbert space dimension in the full superposition.

PACS numbers: 05.45.Mt,05.45.-a,03.65.-w

The classical chaotic system can be the simplest origin of irreversibility and the arrow of time [1]. Its quantum counterpart can also be the minimal unit exhibiting quantum irreversibility. Indeed, normal diffusion [2, 3], energy dissipation [4], energy spreading [5] and many apparently irreversible phenomena can be realized in classically chaotic quantum systems with a small number of degrees of freedom. Appearance of irreversibility in closed quantum system is also a severe problem limiting the performance of quantum computation algorithm [6]. If the chaotic region is bounded in the phase space and thus the effective dimension N_{dim} of the subspace of Hilbert space relevant for the chaotic region is finite, the irreversibility can not be sustained in time infinitely. Even though N_{dim} is infinite and the system is unbounded, the persistent coherence and the localization nature inherent in quantum system prevents the system from the complete manifestation of the irreversibility [2, 3]. However, the multidimensional unbounded quantum chaos systems can recover classical chaotic nature [7] and recover a complete irreversible behavior via the Anderson-transition-like mechanism under appropriate condition [8, 9].

Irreversibility in quantum system has been explored by the time-reversal characteristics [10–12]. In particular, it has been extensively investigated by many investigators in the context of fidelity [13, 14]. The time scale on which quantum chaos can show the exponential sensitivity is quite short and is up to the Ehrenfest time proportional to log(N_{dim}) at the most [15], but the time scale on which the irreversibility is maintained is much longer and is said to be as long as the Heisenberg time, which is proportional to N_{dim} [14].

It seems to be very difficult to give a general definition for the lifetime in which the quantum irreversibility is sustained, but it would be a very important parameter characterizing quantitively the irreversibility, i.e., the time of arrow self-organized in closed quantum systems. The main purpose of the present article is to propose a general method for observing the irreversibility inherent in quantum systems and its associated quantum states and to measure its lifetime, taking typical quantum chaos systems as examples. An important result is that the lifetime measured by the proposed method is in general much longer than the conventional Heisenberg time.

We have the fidelity as a powerful tool extracting the irreversible characteristics of quantum system [14]. However, the fidelity is not convenient for the purpose of observing irreversible characteristics with adequate numerical accuracy over an extremely long time scale without disturbing the examined system.

We introduce a linear oscillator which converts the quantum motion of the object system to a Brownian motion in the infinitely extended linear oscillator’s action space. Let the Hamiltonian of the examined quantum system “S” be Ĥ(p̂, q̂, t) (q̂ and p̂ are coordinate and momentum vector operator, respectively) and it is very weakly coupled with the linear oscillator “L”, which is represented by angle-action canonical pair operators θ̂ and Ĵ = −iℏd/dθ with the Hamiltonian ωĴ of the frequency ω. The total Hamiltonian reads Ĥ_{tot}(t) = Ĥ(p̂, q̂, t) + ηv̂(p̂, q̂)g(θ̂) + ωĴ, (1) where v̂ is a Hermitian operator, and g(θ̂) is 2π-periodic function with null average [16]. By monitoring the fictious diffusion in the J-space we can measure the lifetime of irreversibility without disturbing the object by reducing η as small as possible in accordance with the time of observation.

Ĵ has the eigenvalue J = jℏ (j ∈ Z) for the eigenstate ⟨θ|J⟩ ∝ e^{−iJθ/ℏ} because of the 2π-periodicity in θ-space. We further impose the action periodic boundary condition identifying J = Lℏ with J = −Lℏ, which quantize θ as θ_k = 2πk/(2L) (k ∈ Z), where −L < k ≤ L.

We are interested in the lifetime of irreversibility realized by classically chaotic quantum system defined in a bounded phase space. To be concrete, we hereafter confine ourselves to the particular case that the system Ĥ(p̂, q̂, t) consists of the coupled kicked rotors (CKR) which exhibits ideal chaos. More general properties of the model will be presented in a forthcoming publication [18]. We consider here the coupled kicked rotors (CKR) H(p̂, q̂, t) = ∑_2

i=1[p̂^2_i /2 + V (q̂_i)Δ(t)] + ϵV_{12}(q̂_1, q̂_2)Δ(t), as a sample system S, where Δ(t) = ∑ ℓ δ(t − ℓT ), be- cause the lifetime of irreversibility will vary with the development of entanglement between the two constituent chaotic rotors controlled by the coupling strength ϵ [17].

KR is observed at the integer multiple of the fundamental period T as t = τT + 0 where τ ∈ Z. Then the one step evolution of CKR from t = τT + 0 to t + τ is described by the unitary operator Û = e^{−i[p̂21 +p̂2]/2ℏ}e^{−i[V (q̂1)+V (q̂2 )+ϵV12(q̂1 ,q̂2)]/ℏ}. Each KR, say KR1 and KR2, is defined in the bounded phase space (q_i, p_i) ∈ [0, 2π] × [0, 2π] and ℏ = 2π/N_i, where N_1 = N_2 is a positive integer, and the dimension of the Hilbert space for the CKR is N = N_1N_2 = N^2_1 , which is an important parameter. We take mainly the Arnold’s cat map V (q̂) = −Kq̂^2/2 (and also the standard map V (q̂) = K cos q̂, if necessary) with the interaction V_{12}(q̂_1, q̂_2) = cos(q̂_1 − q̂_2). Hereafter, we couple L with S via only the the first KR (KR1) as v̂(p̂, q̂) = v̂(p̂_1) = sin(p̂_1) so that the entanglement between the KRs may sensitively be reflected in the dynamics of L, and take the initial states of L and S as |J = 0⟩ and |Ψ_0⟩, respectively. We reduce the coupling η weak enough to eliminate the backaction from L to S, then the mean square displacement (MSD) of action of L reads

⟨Ĵ^2(τ)⟩ = τ −1∑

s=0 D(s), D(τ) = D_0 τ∑ s=−τ Cr_τ (s) cos(ωT s)(2)

where ⟨...⟩ means the expectation value with the initial condition |Ψ_0⟩ ⊗ |J = 0⟩, and D_0 = 2η^2 sin^2(ωT/2)/ω^2. Note that ⟨Ĵ(τ)⟩ = 0 thanks to the initial state |J = 0⟩. Cr_τ (s) = (⟨Ψ_0|v̂_τ v̂_{τ −s}|Ψ_0⟩+c.c.)/2, where v̂_τ = Û^{−τ} v̂Û^τ and g(θ̂) = cos(θ̂−ωT/2) , is the autocorrelation function satisfying Cr_τ (−s) = Cr_τ (s) labelled by τ(∈ Z).

For classical KR having the ideally chaotic property such as K- and C-systems, the correlation function decays exponentially, and D(t) coincides with the classical diffusion constant D_{cl}. However, in finitely bounded quantum KR, D(t) tentatively approaches to D_{cl} but finally it goes down to 0 on average, which means ⟨Ĵ^2⟩ saturates at a finite value, say J^2_∞ as τ → ∞.

We define the lifetime τ_L of the irreversibility that is represented as the stationary diffusion of L as follows: decide the diffusion exponent α(τ) defined for s in an appropriate interval [τ − Δτ/2, τ + Δτ/2] around τ such that ⟨Ĵ^2(s)⟩ ∝ s^{α(τ )}, we define τ_L as the first step that

FIG. 1: (a)⟨Ĵ^2⟩ vs τ for various values of ϵ, where N = 32×32 and K=10. (b) The EE S vs ϵ(the right vertical axis) and ⟨⟨τL⟩⟩ vs ϵ(the left vertical axis) for N = 16 × 16, 32 × 32, and 64 × 64, respectively

deviate appreciably from 1 such that |α(τ_L) − 1| > r, where we choose r = 0.5 typically.

The lifetime thus defined in general varies sensitively with the choice of |Ψ_0⟩. In order to eliminate such accidental fluctuations, we add small term such as ξ_{iR} cos(q̂_i − q_{iR}) (ξ_{iR} ∼ O(ℏ)) to the potential V (q̂_i), and take the average of τ_L with respect to the ensemble of the potential parameter q_{iR} (i = 1, 2). We refer it hereafter as the average lifetime ⟨⟨τ_L⟩⟩.

Figure 1(a) shows ⟨Ĵ^2⟩ vs τ at various ϵ for the coupled Arnold’s cats. They all saturate at a finite level, but there seems to be a critical value ϵ_c ∼ ℏ^2 beyond which the saturation level is drastically enhanced. We are interested in how this enhancement is related to the development of entanglement between two KRs. To measure the entanglement degree we introduce the von-Neumann entropy as the entanglement entropy (EE). Let the quasieigenstate of Û be |m⟩, that is, Û|m⟩ = e^{−iγm} |m⟩, where γ_m is the eigenangle, then the EE is given by S^{(1)}_m = −Tr(ρ^{(1)}_m log ρ^{(1)}_m ) for the reduced density operator ρ^{(1)}_m = Tr_2|m⟩⟨m| traced over the second cat.

As shown in Fig.1(b), the average entropy S = ∑_N m=1 S^{(1)}_m /N increases around a threshold value ϵ_c from 0 to a saturated value. This fact means the two systems are entangled beyond ϵ = ϵ_c to form a fully entangled two-degrees of freedom system [17]. A quite important fact is that the average lifetime increases in agreement with the increase of EE, which means that the lifetime of irreversibility grows in a strong correlation with the entanglement on average.

Unlike the unbounded CKR, the above transition is not accompanied by critical phenomena [9], but the entropy of individual eigenstate shows an anomalous fluctuation in the transition regime, as shown in Fig.2(a). Widely distributed EE means a rich variety of the degree of entanglement in eigenstates, which leads us to expect the lifetime τ_L of each eigenstate also fluctuates in a correlation with EE. However, the accidental fluctuation of τ_L is so large that it is very difficult to observe a direct correlation between S^{(1)}_m and τ_L.

Instead, we can show that the lifetime and EE is correlated indirectly. Since v̂(p̂_1) is free of KR2, the connection between eigenstates represented by ⟨m|v̂|n⟩ is enhanced only if KR1 and KR2 become entangled. The transition entropy S^T_m representing the variety of transition by the perturbation v̂ can be defined as S^T_m = − ∑ n t_{mn} log t_{mn}, where t_{mn} = |⟨m|v̂|n⟩|^2/ ∑ n^′ |⟨m|v̂|n ′⟩|^2. It would have a strong correlation with the EE. In Fig.2(a) we the plot (S^{(1)}m , S^T_m) for every |m⟩ , where the wide spread of S^{(1)}_m in the transition region of ϵ indicate the anomalous fluctuation stated above. It is evident that S^{(1)}_m has a strong correlation with S^T_m.

On the other hand, the entropy S^T_m measures the number B_m of the bonds connecting |m⟩ with other states |n⟩ by the relation S^T_m ∼ log(B_m) or B_m ∼ e^{STm} . Here we suppose that the Heisenberg time is the time scale representing the lifetime, then it is proportional to the number of the relevant quantum states contributing to the irreversible behavior, which is nothing more than B_m in the present case. We are thus lead to examine the correlation between lifetime and transition entropy S^T_m ∼ log B_m. Sorting |m⟩ in the order of S^T_m and superposing the same number of |m⟩ with S^T_m around a given S^T , we construct |Ψ_0⟩ and measure the lifetime τ_L of the state. We further take its ensemble average and show ⟨⟨τ_L⟩⟩ as a function of S^T in Fig.2(b). Evidently log(⟨⟨τ_L⟩⟩) increases linearly with S^T .

Figure 2(a) and (b) tell that ⟨⟨τ_L⟩⟩ is correlated with entanglement entropy S^{(1)}_m via the transition entropy. This fact implies a quite interesting fact that at the birth of the irreversibility the degree of entanglement fluctuates anomalously, which is reflected in the broad variety of lifetime of irreversibility realized by each eigenstate.

Beyond the threshold value ϵ(≫ ϵ_c), EE saturates, and B_m becomes the largest value N, and the lifetime τ_L becomes the longest one. Here the classicalization of dynamics of CKR is completed [7], which drives the classical diffusion of L for τ ≤ τ_L. However, a nontrivial problem arises here. See Fig.3: the time evolution pattern of MSD markedly changes with the number M of superposing eigenstates taken as the initial state |Ψ_0⟩ = ∑_M m=1 C_m|m⟩ with the typical weight |C_m|^2 ∼ O(1/M).

The lifetime at which the diffusion terminates increases remarkably with M although the variation is not systematic. To make sure the above observation we show in Fig.3(b) how the average lifetime ⟨⟨τ_L⟩⟩ varies with M. The lifetime ⟨⟨τ_L⟩⟩ is proportional to N if M = 1, and it increases in proportion to M, which means ⟨⟨τ_L⟩⟩ ∝ N^2 in the fully mixed limit M = N. Such a behavior is observed irrespective of the natural frequency ω as long as

FIG. 2: (a) Plots of EE vs the transition entropy (S^{(1)}_m , S^T_m) for every eigenstate |m⟩ of the coupled cat with N = 32 × 32, K = 10. The broadly scattered S^{(1)}m in the transition region (typically ϵ = 0.01 and 0.025) indicate the anomalous fluctuation. Evidently S^{(1)}m is correlated with S^T_m. (b) The average lifetime as a function of the transition entropy S^T .

FIG. 3: (a) ⟨Ĵ^2⟩ vs τ for various M in the fully entangled regime ϵ = 1.0, and K = 10. (b) ⟨⟨τL⟩⟩ vs M for N = 16 × 16, 32 × 32, 64 × 64 denoted by some symbols. Equation (4) are indicated by the broken lines in the regime.

ω ≠ 0.

The above results are hardly expected, and we hereafter consider the reason closely. To this end we evaluate the saturation level J^2_∞ of MSD by averaging Eq.(2) over τ. A straightforward calculation yields

J^2_∞ D_0 = M∑ m=1 |C_m|^2 N∑ n=1 |⟨m|v̂|n⟩|^2 4 [ 1 sin^2(^{δ+mn}_2 ) + 1 sin^2(^{δ−mn}_2 )

],(3)

where δ^±_{mn} = γ_m − γ_n ± ω. Here the interference terms between different ms are neglected (the diagonal approximation) because their contribution is negligibly small in the regime we are concerned.

First we consider the very particular case of ω = 0 in order to compare with general case discussed later. As is well-known in the study of fidelity, if v̂ has diagonal components, it leads to a ballistic diffusion of L beyond the

Heisenberg time [14]. Therefore, we consider the case of null diagonal component. Then the summation over n in the RHS of Eq.(3) is dominated by the component with minimal sin^2(δ^±_{mn}/2) ∼ |γ_m − γ_n|^2/4. It is nothing more than the nearest neighbouring eigenangle distance following the Wigner distribution which have a definite peak around 2π/N. Thus the magnitude of each term is dominated by sin(δ^±_{mn}/2) ∼ (π/N)^2 irrespective of m, while by using the expression for the autocorrelation function at s = 0 it follows that Cr(0) = ∑ m |C_m|^2 ∑ n |⟨m|v̂|n⟩|^2 (the subscript τ of Cr can now be omitted) the representative value ⟨|v^2|⟩ of the matrix element |⟨m|v̂|n⟩|^2 is evaluated as ⟨|v^2|⟩ = Cr(0)/N, because the full mixing in this regime makes the magnitude of matrix elements |⟨m|v̂|n⟩|^2 almost equal. As a result we evaluate the saturation level as J^2_∞ ∼ D_0C(0)N/2π^2. Lifetime is the time at which the classical diffusion D_{cl}τ terminates at the saturation level, namely D_{cl}τ_L = J^2_∞. It leads to τ_L =^{D0 Cr(0)N}

2π^2 D_{cl} independent of M, which is confirmed

numerically [18]. It again coincides with the Heisenberg time.

However, in the general case of ω ≠ 0 the lifetime is enhanced much more than the case of ω = 0. If ω ≠ 0 the statistical distribution of |δ^±_{mn}| = |γ_m −γ_n ±ωT | does not suffer from any restriction like level repulsion in the vicinity of |δ^±_{mn}| ∼ 0. Hence, unlike the case of ω = 0, |δ^±_{mn}| can be arbitrarily small, which will make the term 1/ sin^2(δ^±_{mn}/2) larger. As M increases the chance of encountering smaller |δ^±_{mn}| increases. In the summation over n in the RHS of Eq.(3) the term with the smallest δ^±_{mn} is most dominant. We take here a hypothesis that |δ^±_{mn}| (n = 1, 2...N) are uniformly distributed independent stochastic variables in the range [0, 2π]. This is a rather bold hypothesis that the distribution of chaotic eigenangle is under no restriction except for the repulsion of the nearest neighbouring levels, but this is not correct in a strict sense. It is now easy to show that the probability of the minimal {|δ^±_{mn}|}_n takes a value x_m is given by p(x_m) = N/2πe^{− N2π xm} . Next, we have to take the sum over m. At this second stage it is quite plausible to suppose that x_m is now statistically independent variable, then it is shown that the probability of min{x_1, ....x_M } takes a value x is P (x) =^{MN}_{2π} e^{− M N2π x}, and the average of the minimal |δ^±_{mn}/2| is π/MN. Then the most dominant term of 1/ sin^2(δ^±_{mn}/2) in the RHS is (MN/π)^2. Since |⟨m|v̂|n⟩|^2 ∼ ⟨|v|^2⟩ = Cr(0)/N and |C_m|^2 ∼ 1/M we may evaluate J^2_∞ = D_0Cr(0)MN/2π^2. The τ_L is decided by D_{cl}τ_L = J^2_∞ to yield

τ_L =

D_0Cr(0)MN 2π^2D_{cl} (4) This is our final result and it agrees well with the numerical results except for a numerical factor ∼ 3 as depicted in Fig.3(b). We have confirmed all the results discussed above are valid also for the coupled quantum standard maps. We can expect that it is the general features of ideally chaotic quantum maps.

In conclusion, we proposed a method to observe the irreversibility potential in quantum system and the associated quantum states. Applying it to coupled KRs, the relation of the organization of irreversibility to the development of the entanglement between the constituent systems has been elucidated: the lifetime of irreversibility largely fluctuates in correlation with the anomalous fluctuation of entanglement at the birth of irreversibility, and it further grows up to proportional to square of Hilbert space dimension in the full entanglement regime. We finally comment that the linear oscillator L can be replaced by a two level system without any essential modifications which opens the possibility of experimental implementation on the optical lattice setting [18].

This work is partly supported by Japanese people’s tax via JPSJ KAKENHI 15H03701, and the authors would like to acknowledge them. They are also very grateful to Kankikai, Dr.S.Tsuji, and Koike memorial house for using the facilities during this study.

∗ Electronic address: fumihiro-matsui[at]xnea.net † Electronic address: ahoo[at]ike-dyn.ritsumei.ac.jp [1] I. Prigogine From Being to Becoming: Time and Complexity in the Physical Sciences (Freeman, San Francisco, 1980).

[2] G.Casati et al, in Stochastic Behavior in Classical and Quantum Hamiltonian Systems, edited by G.Casati and J. Ford, Lecture Notes in Physics Vol.93 (Springer- Verlag,Berlin,1979), p. 334.

[3] S. Fishman et al, Phys. Rev. Lett., 49, 509 (1982). [4] K. Ikeda, Ann. Phys. 227, 1 (1993).

[5] D. Cohen, Phys. Rev. Lett., 82, 4951 (1999); D. Cohen Ann. Phys. 283, 175 (2000).

[6] M. A. Nielsen and I. L.Chuang, Quantum Computation and Quantum Information (Cambridge University Press 2001); C. Miquel et al, Phys. Rev. Lett., 78, 3971 (1997); G. Benenti el al, Phys. Rev. Lett., 87, 227901 (2001).

[7] S. Adachi et al, Phys. Rev. Lett. 61, 659 (1988); B. Gadway et al, Phys. Rev. Lett. 110, 190401 (2013).

[8] G. Casati et al, Phys. Rev. Lett, 62, 343 (1989). [9] G. Lemarie et al, Europhys. Lett. 87, 37007 (2009); M.

Lopez et al, Phys. Rev. Lett. 108, 095701 (2012). [10] K. Ikeda, in Quantum Chaos, edited by G. Casati and B.V. Chirikov (Cambridge Univ. Press, 1996), p.145; H. S. Yamada and K. S. Ikeda, Phys. Rev. E 82, 060102(R) (2010).

[11] L.E.Ballentine and J.P.Zibin. Phys. Rev. A54, 3813 (1996).

[12] G. Benenti and G.Casati, Phys. Rev. E79, 025201(R) (2009).

[13] A. Peres, Phys. Rev. A30, 1610 (1984).

[14] T. Gorin et al, Phys. Rep. 435, 33 (2006); Ph. Jacquod and C. Petitjean, Advances in Physics 58, 67 (2009).

[15] G.P.Berman and G.M.Zaslavsky, Physica A91, 450 (1978).

[16] D. L. Shepelyansky, Physica D, 8, 208 (1983). [17] A.Lakshminarayan, Phys. Rev. E64 036207 (2001); H.

Fujisaki et al, Phys. Rev.,E67, 066201 (2003); R. Demkowicz-Dobrzanski, and M. Kus, Phys. Rev. E70,

066216 (2004).

[18] F. Matsui et al, unpublished.