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A periodically kicked ring ofa B oseE instein condensate is considered as a nonlinear generalization
ofthe quantum kicked rotor. Forweak interactionsbetween atom s, periodicm otion (antiresonance)
becom es quasiperiodic (quantum beating) but rem ains stable. There exists a critical strength of
Interactions beyond which quasiperiodic m otion becom es chaotic, resulting in an instability of the
condensate m anifested by exponentialgrow th in the num ber ofnoncondensed atom s. Sin ilarbehav—
Jor is observed for dynam ically localized states (essentially quasiperiodic m otions), where stability
rem ains for weak interactions but is destroyed by strong interactions.

PACS numbers: 05454, 03.75-, 03.65B z, 42.50Vk

T he classical kicked rotor is a textbook paradigm for
dynam ical chaos rg:]. T he quantum kicked rotor has play
an equally in portant role forthe study ofquantum chaos,
for which a w ide range of e ects have been predicted E_Z]
and observed In experim ents E}’]. In recent years, the
realization of BoseFE Instein condensation BEC) of di-
lute gases [fl] has opened new opportunities for studying
dynam ical system s in the presence of m any-body inter—
actions. A naturalquestion to ask ishow the phy51cs of
the quantum kicked rotor ism odi ed by Interactions [5]

In the classical regin e, chaotic m otion leads to di u-
sive grow th in the kinetic energy. In quantum dynam ics,
w here chaos is no longer possible because of the linearity
ofthe Schrodingerequation, them otion becom esperiodic
(antiresonance), quasiperiodic (dynam ical localization),
or resonant (quantum resonance) rE,:j]. Inthemean eld
approxin ation, m any-body interactions in BEC are rep—
resented by adding a nonlinear tetrm in the Schrodinger
equation ig]. T hisnonlinearity m akes it possible to bring
chaos back into the system , leading to instability (in the
sense of exponential sensitivity to initial conditions) of
the condensate w ave function E_Q]. T he onset of instability
of the condensate can cause rapid proliferation of ther-
m al particles [_l-Q'] that can be observed In experin ents
f_l-]_j]. Tt is therefore in portant to understand the route
to chaos w ith increasing interactions. T his problem has
recently been studied for the kicked BEC in a ham onic
oscillator g-g:]

In this Letter, we investigate the quantum dynam ics
of a BEC w ih repulsive Interaction that is con ned on
a ring and kicked periodically. This system is a nonlin—
ear generalization of the quantum kicked rotor. From
the point of view of dynam ical theory, the kicked rotor
is m ore generic than the kicked hamm onic oscillator, be—
cause i is a typical low dim ensional system that obeys
the KAM theorem f_l-gl] Tt is very interesting to un-—
derstand how both quantum m echanics and mean eld
Interaction a ect the dynam ics of such a generic sys—
tem . W e will ocus m ost of our attention on the case
of anti-resonance because i is the sin plest periodic m o-

tion. Here we nd, wih both analytic and num erical
calculations, that weak interactionsw illm ake them otion

quasiperiodic in the form ofquantum beating. For strong
Interactions, quasiperiodic m otions are destroyed and we
observe a transition to instability ofthe BEC that isalso
characterized by an exponential growth In the num ber
of noncondensed atom s. Universal critical behavior for
the transition is found. W e have also studied nonlin-
ear e ect on dynam ically localized states that may be

regarded as quasiperiodic. Sin ilar results are obtained
In that localization rem ians for su ciently weak interac—

tions but becom e unstable beyond a critical strength of
Interactions.

C onsider condensed atom s con ned in a toroidal trap
of radius R and thickness r, where r R so that lat-
eral m otion is negligble and the systam is essentially
one-din ensional {[4]. The dynam ics of the BEC is de-
scribbed by the din ensionless nonlinear G rossP ftaveskii
GP) equation,
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where g = 8N aR=r’ is the scaled strength of nonlinear

interaction, N is the num ber of atom s, a is the s-wave

Ecatterjng length, K isthekick strength, ¢ (T ) represents
t nT),T isthekick period, and denotesthe az-

n
Inuthalangl. The length and the energy are m easured
In units R and

=7 respec%ve]y. T he wavefunction
( ;1) has the nom alization 02 j jzd = 1 and satis—
es periodic boundary condition ( ;0= ( +2 ;0.

E xperim entally, the ring-shape potentialm ay be realized
using two 2D circular \opticalbilliards" w ith the lateral
din ension being con ned by two plane optical billiards
fi5]. The -kick may be realized by adding potential
points along the ring w ith an o -resonant laser H] The
Interaction strength gm ay be adjlsted using a m agnetic
eld-dependent Feshbach resonance ﬁlG
RThe mean energy of each partice is E (¢) =

e} 1ﬁ4—%gj § . To detem ine the evolu—
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Figure 1: P lots of average energy E (t) versus the num ber of
kicks t for three values of g. The kick strength K = 0:8.

tion ofthe energy, we num erically integrate Eq.(l) overa
tin e span 0f100 kicks, using a split-operatorm ethod f_l-]'],
w ith the erﬁaﬂ avefunction being the ground state

(;0)= 1= 2 . The kick period is chosen as T = 2
to m atch the condition for antiresonance. A fler each
kick, the energy E (t) is calculated and plotted as shown
InFigl.W e see a ram arkable di erence am ong noninter-
action Fig.l (@)), weak Interaction Fig.l (o)), and strong
Interaction Fig.l (c)) cases. For noninteraction, the en—
ergy E (t) oscillates between two values (antiresonance)
and the period is 2T ; W hilke in the weak interaction
case, the am plitude of the oscillation decreases gradu-
ally to zero and then revives, sin ilar to the phenom ena
of beating in classical waves. T he values of the oscilla—
tion and beat frequencies are obtained by Fourier T rans—
form and the results are presented n Fig2. It is shown
that, besides the appearance of the beat frequency, the
Interaction also m odi es the oscillation frequency; For
stronger interaction Figl(c)),ie.g 1:96,we ndthat
the energy’s evolution dem onstrates an irreqularpattem,
clearly Indicating the collapse ofthe quasiperiodicm otion
and the occurrence of instability.

For the case of weak interaction, the system is pre—
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Figure 2: P Iots of beat and oscillation frequencies versus the
interaction strength (a) and kick strength (©), where the scat—
ters are the results from num erical sin ulation using GP equa—
tion and lines from analytic expression Eg.(3).

dom inantly In the two energy lvels. W e can m ap the
system onto a soin m odel w ith a two-m ode approxin a—
tion to the GP equation l_l-g'] By considering the con-—
servation of p%di:y we may write the wavefinction as

= 1912= a+ 2bcos , where the populations a and
b at the ground and excited states satisfy the nom aliza-
tion condition jijz + :bjz = 1: The Ham iltonian in the
spin representation reads

S2 o
+ ) + 2K Sy +(T); @)
where S, corresponds to the population di erence jaj2
jbj2 and arctan (Sy=Sy) gives the relative phase =
arg@) arq(b).ThjsHamjltonjan is sim ilar to a kicked
top m odel i_19'], but here the evolution between two kicks
ism ore com plicated.

W ith the spin m odel, we can readily study the dynam —
ics ofthe system . Forthe case of noninteraction, the evo-
ution betw een tw o consecutive kicks is sin ply an angle
rotation about the z axis. The spin initially directing to
north pole stays there for tin e duration T, then the st
kick rotates the spin by an angle 2K about the x axis.
T he follow ing free evolution rotates the soin by an angle

about the z axis. T hen, the second kick Wjﬂdﬂ/ﬁ Ehe
spin back to north pole through another rotation of 2K
about the x axis. W ith this the spin’sm otion istwo kick
period recurrence and quantum antiresonance occurs.

W ith interaction, the m otion between two consecu-—
tive kicks is approxin ately described by a rotation of

+ gl + 3S,)=4 about the z axis. Com pared w ith the
noninteraction case, the mean eld interaction leads to
an addiional phase shift g(1 + 3S,)=4. T his phase shift
results in a deviation of the spin from Sy = 0 plane at
tine 2T , ie., mom ent jist before the second kick. A's
a resul, the second kick cannot drive the soin back to
is initialposition and quantum antiresonance is absent.
However, the phase shift will be accum ulated In future
evolution and the spin m ay reach Sy = 0 plane at a cer—
tamhtinem T (poeat period) when the totalaccum ulated
phase shift is =2. T hen the next kick w illdrive spin back
north pol by applying an angle 2K rotation about the
X axis.

T he above picture is con m ed by our num erical soli—
tion of the spin Ham iltonian with urth-order Runge-
Kutta method RG]. Th Fig3 we see that, the rela-
tive phase at the moment jist before the even kicks
Increases almost lnearly and reaches 2 in a beat
period. The slope of the increment reads, rp =
( 4T ) (2T ))=2, which can be deduced analyti-
cally. W ith this and through a lengthy deduction, we
obtain an analytic expression for the beat frequency to

rst order in g,

g P
fbeat 4— 1+ 3cos 2K H 3)
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Figure 3: (@) P lots of relative phase versus the num ber of

kicks t, where g = 0:1, K = 0:8. (b) Schem atic plot of the
phase shift. nT ) represents them om ent just before (after)
the nth kick.

T hisexpression asw ellasthe relation betw een the oscilla-
tion frequency and the beat frequency, fose = 7 3 foeats
is In very good agreem ent w ith the num erical results as
shown in Fig2. T herefore the beating provides a m ethod
to m easure Interaction strength In an experin ent.

Tuning the Interaction strength still Jarger m eans en—
hancing further the nonlineariy of the system . From
our general understanding of nonlinear system s, we ex—
pect that the solution will be driven towards chaos, in
the sense of exponential sensitivity to initial condition
and random evolution in the tem poraldom ain. T he lat—
ter character has been clearly displayed by the irreqular
pattem ofthe energy evolution in Figl (c) . O n the other
hand, the onset of nstability (or chaotic m otion) of the
condensate is acoom panied w ith the rapid proliferation
ofthem alparticles. W ithin the form alisn ofC astin and
D um f_l-(_]'], the grow th of the num ber of the noncondensed
atom w ill be exponential, sin ilar to the exponential di-
vergence ofnearby tra fctories in phase space ofclassical
system . The growth rate of the noncondensed atom s is
sin ilar to the Lyapounov exponent, tuming from zero to
nonzero as instability occurs.

In Castin and D um ’s form alisn , the m ean num ber of

nonconden atom s at zero tem perature is described by

hf ©i= .t ©F ©1, where i (©)1 are govemed

by

4w _ H+g03F0 9 *Q ux
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whereH = £ + g3 § ; is the chem ical potential,

is the ground state ofGP equation and the pro fction
operators Q are given by Q = j ih 3¢
W e num erically integrate Eq.(4) for the ux, v pairs
over a time span of 100 kicks, using a split operator
m ethod, parallel to num erical J'ntegratjon 0of GP equa-
tion. The initial conditions jix (0)i, 7 ( 0)i; for nitial
ground state wavefunction ()= 1= 2 ;are obtajned
by diagonalizing the linear operator in Eq.(4 l2].
ter each kick the m ean num ber of nonoondensed atom s
is calculated and plotted versus tine n Figd @). We
nd that there exists a critical value for the Interaction
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Figure 4: (@) Sem ilog plot of the m ean num ber of noncon—
densed atom s versus the num ber of kicks t. T he thicker lines
are tting functions. K = 08, g = 01 (dashed linhe, t-
ting fiunction 0:0003t), g = 15 (dotted line, tting finc—
tion 0:0011t%), g = 20 (dash dotted lihe, tting finction
032exp (0.1t)) . T he inset show s the interaction dependence of
the grow th rate. T he scatters are from num erical sin ulation
and the solid line isthe tting function 0:33(g  1:96)™"%. ®)
Phase diagram of the transition to instability.

strength, ie., g. = 1:96, above which, the m ean num ber
of noncondensed atom s increases exponentially, indicat-
Ing the Instability of BEC . Below the critical point, the
m ean num ber of noncondensed atom s ncreases polyno—
m ially. A s the nonlinear param eter crosses over the crit—
ical point, the growth rate tums from zero to nonzero,
follow Ing a squareroot law (nset n Fig4 @)). Thisscal-
Ing law may be universal for Bogohubov exciation as
con m ed by recent experim ents ﬂllu

T he critical value of the Interaction strength depends
on the kick strength. For very an all kick strength, the
critical interaction is expected to be large, because the
ground state of the ring-shape BEC w ith repulsive inter-
action is dynam ically stable 122] For large kick strength,
to induce chaos, the interaction strength must be large
enough to com pete w ith the extemalkick potential. So,
In the param eter plane of (g;k), the boundary of insta—
bility showsa "U" type curve Fig4 b))

A cross the critical point, the density pro les of both
condensed and noncondensed atom s change dram atically.
In Fig.5, we plot the tem poral evolution of the density
distrbutions of condensed atom saswellasnoncondensed
atom s. In the stable regim e, the condensate density os-
cillates regularly w ith tim e and show s clear beating pat-
tem (Figb @)), whereas the density of the noncondensed
atom sgrow sslow Iy and show sm aln peaksaround =
and 0, besides som e sm all oscillations Fig.5{)). In the
unstable regin e, the tem poral oscillation of the conden—
sate density is irreqular Eig.5(c)), whereas the density
of noncondensed atom s grow s explosively w ith the m ain
concentration peaksat = =2 w here the gradient den-
sity ofthe condensed part ism axinum Fig.5(d)). M ore—
over, our num erical explorations show that the cos
mode Fig5.()) dom inatesthe density distrdbbution ofthe
noncondensed atom s as the interaction strength is less
than 1.8. Thereafter, the sin?> m ode grow s whilke cod



Figure 5: P lots of condensate and noncondensate densities,
whereK = 08. @b) g= 01; (cd) g= 20.

m ode decays, and nally sin? m odebecom e dom nating
In the density distribution of noncondensed atom s above
the transition point Fig5.(d)). Since the density distri-
bution can bem easured in experin ent, thise ect can be
used to ddentify the transition to instability.

F inally, although the above discussions have been fo—
cused on a periodic state ofantiresonance, the transition
to instability due to strong interactionsalso Hllow sa sin -
ilar path for a dynam ically localized state '{_2§'] Theonly
di erence isthat we start out w ith a quasiperiodic rather
than periodic m otion in the absence of Interaction. T his
m eans that it w ill generally be easier to induce instabilk-
iy but still requires a nite strength of interaction. In
Fig.6, we show the nonlinear e ect on a dynam ically lo—
calized stateat K = 5and T = 1. For weak interactions
(= 1) the m otion is quasiperiodic w ith slow growth in
the num ber of noncondensed atom s. Strong interaction
(g = 5) destroys the quasiperiodic m otion and lads to
di usive grow th ofenergy, accom panied w ith exponential
grow th of noncondensed atom s that clearly indicates the
Instability ofthe BEC . N otice that the rate of grow th in
energy is much slower than the classical di usion rate,
w hich m eans that chaos brought back by interaction in
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Figure 6: Nonlinear e ects on dynam ically localized states.
K = 5T = 1. (a) Plots of average energy E (t) versus the
num ber of kicks t, where dash dotted line corresponds to the
classical di usion. g = 0 (dash),g= 1 (dot),g= 5 (sold).
() Sem ilog plot of the m ean num ber of noncondensed atom s
versus the num ber ofkickst. g= 1 (dot),g= 5 (solid).

this quantum system is stillm uch weaker than pure clas—
sical chaos.
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