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A periodically kicked ringofaBose-Einstein condensateisconsidered asanonlineargeneralization

ofthequantum kicked rotor.Forweak interactionsbetween atom s,periodicm otion (anti-resonance)

becom es quasiperiodic (quantum beating) but rem ains stable. There exists a criticalstrength of

interactions beyond which quasiperiodic m otion becom es chaotic,resulting in an instability ofthe

condensatem anifested by exponentialgrowth in thenum berofnoncondensed atom s.Sim ilarbehav-

ior isobserved for dynam ically localized states (essentially quasiperiodic m otions),where stability

rem ainsforweak interactionsbutisdestroyed by strong interactions.

PACS num bers:05.45.-a,03.75.-b,03.65.Bz,42.50.V k

The classicalkicked rotoris a textbook paradigm for

dynam icalchaos[1].Thequantum kicked rotorhasplay

an equallyim portantroleforthestudyofquantum chaos,

forwhich a wide rangeofe�ectshavebeen predicted [2]

and observed in experim ents [3]. In recent years, the

realization ofBose-Einstein condensation (BEC) ofdi-

lute gases[4]hasopened new opportunitiesforstudying

dynam icalsystem s in the presence ofm any-body inter-

actions.A naturalquestion to ask ishow the physicsof

thequantum kicked rotorism odi�ed by interactions[5].

In the classicalregim e,chaotic m otion leadsto di�u-

sivegrowth in thekineticenergy.In quantum dynam ics,

wherechaosisno longerpossiblebecauseofthelinearity

oftheSchr�odingerequation,them otion becom esperiodic

(anti-resonance),quasiperiodic(dynam icallocalization),

orresonant(quantum resonance)[6,7].In them ean �eld

approxim ation,m any-body interactionsin BEC arerep-

resented by adding a nonlinearterm in the Schr�odinger

equation [8].Thisnonlinearity m akesitpossibleto bring

chaosback into thesystem ,leading to instability (in the

sense ofexponentialsensitivity to initialconditions) of

thecondensatewavefunction [9].Theonsetofinstability

ofthe condensate can cause rapid proliferation ofther-

m alparticles [10]that can be observed in experim ents

[11]. It is therefore im portant to understand the route

to chaoswith increasing interactions. Thisproblem has

recently been studied forthe kicked BEC in a harm onic

oscillator[12].

In this Letter,we investigate the quantum dynam ics

ofa BEC with repulsive interaction that is con�ned on

a ring and kicked periodically. This system isa nonlin-

ear generalization ofthe quantum kicked rotor. From

the point ofview ofdynam icaltheory,the kicked rotor

ism ore generic than the kicked harm onic oscillator,be-

cause it is a typicallow dim ensionalsystem that obeys

the K AM theorem [13]. It is very interesting to un-

derstand how both quantum m echanics and m ean �eld

interaction a�ect the dynam ics of such a generic sys-

tem . W e willfocus m ost ofour attention on the case

ofanti-resonancebecauseitisthe sim plestperiodic m o-

tion. Here we �nd, with both analytic and num erical

calculations,thatweak interactionswillm akethem otion

quasiperiodicin theform ofquantum beating.Forstrong

interactions,quasiperiodicm otionsaredestroyed and we

observea transition to instability oftheBEC thatisalso

characterized by an exponentialgrowth in the num ber

ofnoncondensed atom s. Universalcriticalbehavior for

the transition is found. W e have also studied nonlin-

ear e�ect on dynam ically localized states that m ay be

regarded as quasiperiodic. Sim ilar results are obtained

in thatlocalization rem iansforsu�ciently weak interac-

tionsbutbecom e unstable beyond a criticalstrength of

interactions.

Considercondensed atom scon�ned in a toroidaltrap

ofradius R and thickness r,where r � R so that lat-

eralm otion is negligible and the system is essentially

one-dim ensional[14]. The dynam ics ofthe BEC is de-

scribed by the dim ensionless nonlinear G ross-Pitaveskii

(G P)equation,
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where g = 8N aR=r2 is the scaled strength ofnonlinear

interaction,N is the num ber ofatom s,a is the s-wave

scatteringlength,K isthekickstrength,�t(T)represents
P

n

�(t� nT),T isthekick period,and � denotestheaz-

im uthalangle.The length and the energy are m easured

in units R and ~
2

m R 2 , respectively. The wavefunction

 (�;t)hasthe norm alization
R
2�

0
j j

2
d� = 1 and satis-

�esperiodic boundary condition  (�;t)=  (� + 2�;t).

Experim entally,thering-shapepotentialm ay berealized

using two 2D circular\opticalbilliards" with the lateral

dim ension being con�ned by two plane opticalbilliards

[15]. The �-kick m ay be realized by adding potential

pointsalong the ring with an o�-resonantlaser[3].The

interaction strength g m ay beadjusted using a m agnetic

�eld-dependentFeshbach resonance[16].

The m ean energy of each particle is E (t) =
R
2�
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 .To determ ine the evolu-
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Figure 1: Plots ofaverage energy E (t)versusthe num berof

kickstforthree valuesofg.The kick strength K = 0:8.

tion oftheenergy,wenum erically integrateEq.(1)overa

tim espan of100kicks,usingasplit-operatorm ethod [17],

with the initialwavefunction  being the ground state

 (�;0)= 1=
p
2�. The kick period ischosen asT = 2�

to m atch the condition for anti-resonance. After each

kick,the energy E (t)iscalculated and plotted asshown

in Fig.1.W eseearem arkabledi�erenceam ongnoninter-

action (Fig.1(a)),weakinteraction (Fig.1(b)),and strong

interaction (Fig.1(c))cases. Fornoninteraction,the en-

ergy E (t)oscillatesbetween two values(anti-resonance)

and the period is 2T; W hile in the weak interaction

case,the am plitude ofthe oscillation decreases gradu-

ally to zero and then revives,sim ilarto the phenom ena

ofbeating in classicalwaves. The values ofthe oscilla-

tion and beatfrequenciesareobtained by FourierTrans-

form and the resultsare presented in Fig.2. Itisshown

that,besides the appearance ofthe beat frequency,the

interaction also m odi�es the oscillation frequency; For

strongerinteraction (Fig.1(c)),i.e.g � 1:96,we�nd that

theenergy’sevolution dem onstratesan irregularpattern,

clearlyindicatingthecollapseofthequasiperiodicm otion

and the occurrenceofinstability.

For the case ofweak interaction,the system is pre-
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Figure 2:Plotsofbeatand oscillation frequenciesversusthe

interaction strength (a)and kick strength (b),wherethescat-

tersaretheresultsfrom num ericalsim ulation using G P equa-

tion and linesfrom analytic expression Eq.(3).

dom inantly in the two energy levels. W e can m ap the

system onto a spin m odelwith a two-m ode approxim a-

tion to the G P equation [18]. By considering the con-

servation of parity we m ay write the wavefunction as

 = 1
p
2�

�

a+
p
2bcos�

�

,where the populations a and

battheground and excited statessatisfy thenorm aliza-

tion condition jaj
2
+ jbj

2
= 1:The Ham iltonian in the

spin representation reads

H = �
Sz

2
+

g

2�

�

S
2

x �
Sz

4
+
S2z

8

�

+
p
2K Sx�t(T); (2)

whereSz correspondsto thepopulation di�erencejaj
2
�

jbj
2
and arctan(Sy=Sx) gives the relative phase � =

arg(a)� arg(b). ThisHam iltonian issim ilarto a kicked

top m odel[19],butheretheevolution between two kicks

ism orecom plicated.

W ith thespin m odel,wecan readily study thedynam -

icsofthesystem .Forthecaseofnoninteraction,theevo-

lution between twoconsecutivekicksissim ply an angle�

rotation aboutthe z axis.The spin initially directing to

north polestaystherefortim eduration T,then the�rst

kick rotatesthespin by an angle
p
2K aboutthe x axis.

Thefollowing freeevolution rotatesthespin by an angle

� aboutthe z axis.Then,the second kick willdrive the

spin back tonorth polethrough anotherrotation of
p
2K

aboutthex axis.W ith thisthespin’sm otion istwo kick

period recurrenceand quantum anti-resonanceoccurs.

W ith interaction, the m otion between two consecu-

tive kicks is approxim ately described by a rotation of

� + g(1+ 3Sz)=4 aboutthe z axis. Com pared with the

noninteraction case,the m ean �eld interaction leads to

an additionalphase shiftg(1+ 3Sz)=4.Thisphase shift

results in a deviation ofthe spin from Sx = 0 plane at

tim e 2T � ,i.e.,m om entjustbefore the second kick. As

a result,the second kick cannot drive the spin back to

itsinitialposition and quantum anti-resonanceisabsent.

However,the phase shift willbe accum ulated in future

evolution and the spin m ay reach Sx = 0 plane ata cer-

tain tim em T � (beatperiod)when thetotalaccum ulated

phaseshiftis�=2.Then thenextkickwilldrivespin back

north poleby applying an angle
p
2K rotation aboutthe

x axis.

Theabovepictureiscon�rm ed by ournum ericalsolu-

tion ofthe spin Ham iltonian with fourth-order Runge-

K utta m ethod [20]. In Fig.3 we see that, the rela-

tive phase at the m om ent just before the even kicks

increases alm ost linearly and reaches 2� in a beat

period. The slope of the increm ent reads, R P =

(�(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

�rstorderin g,

fbeat �
g

4�

�

1+ 3cos

�p
2K

��

: (3)
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Figure 3: (a) Plots of relative phase versus the num ber of

kicks t,where g = 0:1,K = 0:8. (b) Schem atic plot ofthe

phaseshift.nT
� (+ )

representsthem om entjustbefore(after)

the nth kick.

Thisexpressionaswellastherelationbetween theoscilla-

tion frequency and thebeatfrequency,fosc =
1

2
� 1

2
fbeat,

isin very good agreem entwith the num ericalresultsas

shown in Fig.2.Thereforethebeatingprovidesam ethod

to m easureinteraction strength in an experim ent.

Tuning the interaction strength stilllargerm eansen-

hancing further the nonlinearity of the system . From

our generalunderstanding ofnonlinear system s,we ex-

pect that the solution willbe driven towards chaos,in

the sense ofexponentialsensitivity to initialcondition

and random evolution in the tem poraldom ain.The lat-

tercharacterhasbeen clearly displayed by the irregular

pattern oftheenergy evolution in Fig.1(c).O n theother

hand,the onsetofinstability (orchaotic m otion)ofthe

condensate is accom panied with the rapid proliferation

oftherm alparticles.W ithin theform alism ofCastin and

Dum [10],thegrowth ofthenum berofthenoncondensed

atom willbe exponential,sim ilarto the exponentialdi-

vergenceofnearby trajectoriesin phasespaceofclassical

system . The growth rate ofthe noncondensed atom s is

sim ilarto theLyapounov exponent,turning from zero to

nonzero asinstability occurs.

In Castin and Dum ’sform alism ,the m ean num berof

noncondensed atom satzero tem peratureisdescribed by

h�N̂ (t)i=
P 1

k= 1
hvk(t)jvk(t)i,wherejvk(t)iaregoverned

by

i
d

dt

�

uk

vk

�

=

�

H + gQ j j2Q gQ  2Q �

� gQ� �2Q � H � gQ�j j2Q �

��

uk

vk

�

;

(4)

where H =
p̂
2

2
+ gj j2 � �;� is the chem icalpotential,

 istheground stateofG P equation and theprojection

operatorsQ aregiven by Q = 1� j ih j:

W e num erically integrate Eq.(4) for the uk,vk pairs

over a tim e span of 100 kicks, using a split operator

m ethod, parallelto num ericalintegration ofG P equa-

tion. The initialconditions juk(0)i,jvk(0)i;for initial

ground state wavefunction  (�)= 1=
p
2�;are obtained

by diagonalizing the linear operatorin Eq.(4) [21]. Af-

ter each kick the m ean num ber ofnoncondensed atom s

is calculated and plotted versus tim e in Fig.4(a). W e

�nd thatthere existsa criticalvalue forthe interaction
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Figure 4: (a) Sem ilog plot ofthe m ean num ber ofnoncon-

densed atom sversusthe num berofkickst.The thickerlines

are �tting functions. K = 0:8, g = 0:1 (dashed line, �t-

ting function 0:0003t
1:3
),g = 1:5 (dotted line,�tting func-

tion 0:0011t
2
), g = 2:0 (dash dotted line, �tting function

0.32exp(0.1t)).Theinsetshowstheinteraction dependenceof

the growth rate. The scattersare from num ericalsim ulation

and thesolid lineisthe�tting function 0:33(g� 1:96)
1=2

.(b)

Phase diagram ofthe transition to instability.

strength,i.e.,gc = 1:96,above which,the m ean num ber

ofnoncondensed atom sincreasesexponentially,indicat-

ing the instability ofBEC.Below the criticalpoint,the

m ean num ber ofnoncondensed atom s increasespolyno-

m ially.Asthenonlinearparam etercrossesoverthecrit-

icalpoint,the growth rate turns from zero to nonzero,

following a square-rootlaw (insetin Fig.4(a)).Thisscal-

ing law m ay be universalfor Bogoliubov excitation as

con�rm ed by recentexperim ents[11].

The criticalvalue ofthe interaction strength depends

on the kick strength. For very sm allkick strength,the

criticalinteraction is expected to be large,because the

ground stateofthering-shapeBEC with repulsiveinter-

action isdynam ically stable[22].Forlargekick strength,

to induce chaos,the interaction strength m ust be large

enough to com pete with the externalkick potential.So,

in the param eterplane of(g;k),the boundary ofinsta-

bility showsa "U" type curve(Fig.4(b)).

Across the criticalpoint,the density pro�les ofboth

condensed and noncondensed atom schangedram atically.

In Fig.5,we plot the tem poralevolution ofthe density

distributionsofcondensed atom saswellasnoncondensed

atom s. In the stable regim e,the condensate density os-

cillatesregularly with tim eand showsclearbeating pat-

tern (Fig.5(a)),whereasthedensity ofthenoncondensed

atom sgrowsslowlyandshowsm ain peaksaround� = � �

and 0,besidessom e sm alloscillations(Fig.5(b)). In the

unstable regim e,the tem poraloscillation ofthe conden-

sate density is irregular (Fig.5(c)),whereas the density

ofnoncondensed atom sgrowsexplosively with the m ain

concentrationpeaksat� = � �=2wherethegradientden-

sity ofthecondensed partism axim um (Fig.5(d)).M ore-

over, our num erical explorations show that the cos2 �

m ode(Fig5.(b))dom inatesthedensitydistribution ofthe

noncondensed atom s as the interaction strength is less

than 1.8.Thereafter,the sin2 � m ode growswhile cos2 �
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Figure 5: Plots ofcondensate and noncondensate densities,

where K = 0:8.(a,b)g = 0:1;(c,d)g = 2:0.

m odedecays,and �nally sin2 � m odebecom edom inating

in thedensity distribution ofnoncondensed atom sabove

the transition point(Fig5.(d)). Since the density distri-

bution can bem easured in experim ent,thise�ectcan be

used to identify the transition to instability.

Finally,although the above discussionshave been fo-

cused on aperiodicstateofanti-resonance,thetransition

toinstabilityduetostronginteractionsalsofollowsasim -

ilarpath fora dynam ically localized state[23].Theonly

di�erenceisthatwestartoutwith aquasiperiodicrather

than periodic m otion in the absenceofinteraction.This

m eansthatitwillgenerally be easierto induce instabil-

ity but stillrequires a �nite strength ofinteraction. In

Fig.6,we show the nonlineare�ecton a dynam ically lo-

calized stateatK = 5 and T = 1.Forweak interactions

(g = 1)the m otion isquasiperiodic with slow growth in

the num berofnoncondensed atom s. Strong interaction

(g = 5) destroys the quasiperiodic m otion and leads to

di�usivegrowth ofenergy,accom panied with exponential

growth ofnoncondensed atom sthatclearly indicatesthe

instability oftheBEC.Noticethattherateofgrowth in

energy is m uch slower than the classicaldi�usion rate,

which m eans that chaosbroughtback by interaction in
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Figure 6: Nonlinear e�ects on dynam ically localized states.

K = 5,T = 1. (a) Plots ofaverage energy E (t) versus the

num berofkickst,where dash dotted line correspondsto the

classicaldi�usion. g = 0 (dash),g = 1 (dot),g = 5 (solid).

(b)Sem ilog plotofthem ean num berofnoncondensed atom s

versusthe num berofkickst.g = 1 (dot),g = 5 (solid).

thisquantum system isstillm uch weakerthan pureclas-

sicalchaos.
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