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Q uantum kicked rotorwasrecently realized in experim entswith cold atom ic gasesand standing

opticalwaves. As predicted,it exhibits dynam icallocalization in the m om entum space. Here we

considertheweak localization regim econcentrating on theEhrenfesttim escale.Thelateraccounts

for the spread-tim e ofa m inim alwavepacket and is proportionalto the logarithm ofthe Planck

constant. W e show that the onset of the dynam ical localization is essentially delayed by four

Ehrenfesttim esand give quantitative predictionssuitable foran experim entalveri�cation.

PACS num bers:05.45.-a,42.50.V k,72.15. R n

Unprecedented degree of control reached in experi-

m entswith ultra-cold atom ic gases[1]allowsto investi-

gate variousfundam entalquantum phenom ena. A real-

ization ofquantum kicked rotor(Q K R)isonesuch possi-

bility thatrecently attracted alotofattention [2,3,4,5].

To this end cold atom s are placed in a spatially pe-

riodic potential V0 cos(2kL x) created by two counter-

propagated opticalbeam s. The potentialisswitched on

periodically fora shorttim e�p � T,giving a kick to the

atom s;hereT isa period ofsuch kicks.Theevolution of

theatom icm om entadistribution m aybem onitored after

a certain num berofkicks.Ifthegasissu�ciently dilute

[6],one m ay m odelit with the single{particle Ham ilto-

nian,thatupon theproperrescalingtakestheform [7]of

the Q K R:

Ĥ =
1

2
l̂
2
+ K cos�

X

n

�(t� n): (1)

Here�� 2kLx and tim e ism easured in unitsofthekick

period,T. The m om entum operator is de�ned as l̂ =

i�k@�,where the dim ensionless Planck constantis given

by �k = 8�hTk2L=(2m ). Finally, the classicalstochastic

param eterisK = �kV0�p=�h.

The classicalkicked rotor is known to have the rich

and com plicated behavior [8]. In particular, for su�-

ciently largeK (>� 5),itexhibitsthe chaoticdi�usion in

the space ofangularm om entum [8]. The latterisasso-

ciated with the di�usive expansion ofan initially sharp

m om enta distribution:�hl2(t)i� h(l(t)� l(0))
2
i= 2D clt

(dashed lineon Fig.1).Forsu�ciently largeK ,theclas-

sicaldi�usion constant m ay be approxim ated by K 2=4

[8]. The higher order correction is an oscillatory func-

tion ofthestochasticparam eter,i.e.,D cl(K )� 1

4
K 2(1�

3J2(K )+ 2J2
2
(K )) [9,10]. It was realized a while ago

[11, 12] that quantum interference destroys the di�u-

sion in the long tim e lim it and leads to localization:

�hl2(t)i! � �2 att>� tL � Dcl=�k
2 = �2=D cl,where the

localization length isgiven by �= D cl=�k.Fora largelo-

calization length �� �k,thereisa long crossoverregim e,

1 < t< tL,between the classicaldi�usion and quantum
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FIG .1: The m om entum dispersion forK = 6:1 and �k = 0:6

{ fullline;the classicallim it(�k ! 0){ dashed line,standard

weak localization (tE = 0) { dashed-dotted line; the lim it

�2 ! 0,Eq.(3){ long-dashed line.

localization.

It was suggested in Ref.[13],that the Q K R m ay be

m apped onto theone{dim ensionalAnderson localization

with thelongrangedisorder.Theuniversallong{tim ebe-

haviorofthelatterisdescribed by thenon{linearsigm a{

m odel[14],resulting in the standard weak{localization

correction [15, 16]: �hl2(t)i = 2D clt(1 � 0:75
p
t=tL )

(dashed{dotted line on Fig.1). Notice,thatthe correc-

tion islinearin �k and non-analyticin tim e.In an appar-

entcontradiction with thisfact,explicitstudies[17,18]

ofthe �rst few kicks show only renorm alization ofthe

di�usion constant starting from term s � �k2. The aim

ofthis paper is to develop a quantitative description of

the classicalto quantum crossoverforthe Q K R that,in

particular,accountsforthesecon
icting observations.

Itisknown in variouscontexts[19]thatsuch crossover

involvesan additionaltim escale,tE ,called an Ehrenfest

(orbreaking)tim e. Fora generic quantum m apping,it

was�rstshown by Berm an and Zaslavski[20,21],that

quantum corrections becom e com parable to the classi-

callim it at the tim e tE . This is the tim e needed for a

m inim alquantum wavepacket,��0�l0 ’ �k,to spread uni-

form lyovertheangulardirection.Duetothechaoticm o-
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tion,trajectoriesdivergeas��(t)= ��0e
�t,where�isthe

classicalLyapunov exponent. ForK � 1,� = ln(K =2)

[8].Estim ating �l0 � K ��0 { a typicalm om enta disper-

sion afterone kick,one�ndsforthe Ehrenfesttim e:

tE =
1

�
ln

r
K

�k
: (2)

Itiswidely believed [12,20,21,22]thatthisinterm edi-

ate,1 < tE < tL ,tim e scale is indeed relevant for the

quantum evolution ofclassically chaotic system s. This

observation wasputon thequantitativebasisin Ref.[23]

in the contextoflocalization caused by classicalscatter-

ers. In this paperwe adoptm ethods ofRef.[23]to the

essentially di�erentproblem ofthe Q K R.

In the leading orderin �k wefound forthe m om entum

dispersion:

�hl
2
(t)i= 2D clt�

8�k
p
D cl

3
p
�

�(t� 4tE )(t� 4tE )
3=2

; (3)

where �(t) is the step function (long-dashed line on

Fig. 1). At relatively large tim e, tE � t < tL our

result approachesthe standard weak{localization,m en-

tioned above. However, corrections of the order of �k

are absent for t� 4tE . The delay is caused by the in-

terference nature ofthe localization. Indeed, the �rst

correction originatesfrom theinterferenceoftwo closed{

loop counter{propagatingtrajectories,seeFig.2.Ittakes

tim e about tE for classicaltrajectories passing through

(alm ost)thesam evalueofthem om entum todivergeand

take counter{propagating roots. As a result,the inter-

ferencee�ectsarepractically absentatsm allertim esand

show up only after4tE .

O ne m ay show that the tim e interval0 � t� 4tE is

protected from higherorderweak localization corrections

aswell.Forexam ple,in the second orderweak localiza-

tion correction there are two diagram s[24]proportional

to �k2 �(t� m tE )(t� m tE )
2 with m = 6 and m = 8 corre-

spondingly.Thisfactagreeswith the perturbativestud-

ies ofthe Q K R dynam ics after a few kicks [2,11,12],

where no localization e�ects were seen. (Though the

classicaldi�usion coe�cient,D cl,is renorm alized as an

analytic function of �k2.) It is im portant to m ention,

however,that in reality there is no non{analyticity at

the point t = 4tE as m ay seem from Eq. (3). The

sm alllocalization corrections,non{analyticin �k,do exist

for t<� 4tE . They are associated with the 
uctuations

ofthe Ehrenfest tim e. Since in the quantum m echan-

ics the m inim al separation between the trajectories is

about ��0 �
p
�k=K , it takes a �nite tim e (� tE ) for

them to diverge. This tim e m ay 
uctuate depending

on initialconditions. The 
uctuationsare characterized

by the tim e scale �tE = �2tE =�
2,where (cf. Eq.(2))

�2 = h�2i� h�i2 � 0:82 for su�ciently large K and

theangularbracketsdenoteaveragingovertheinitialan-

gle.Theinterferencebetween raretrajectories,diverging
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FIG .2: The �rstquantum correction to thedensity{density

correlator: (a) one{loop weak localization diagram ; (b) its

im age in the m om entum space;(c)sem iclassicalHikam ibox.

fasterthan thetypicalones,leadstoquantum corrections

att<� 4tE ofthe form :

�hl
2
(t)i= 2D clt�

�
�
5

4

�
�k

3�=256

p
D cl(�tE )

3=2
f

�
4tE � t
p
�tE

�

;

(4)

wheref(0)= 1 and f(x)= 6
p
2�=�

�
5

4

�
x� 5=2e� x

2
=16 for

x � 1. Localization correction including e�ect ofthe

Ehrenfest tim e 
uctuations is depicted on Fig.1 by a

fullline. It is rather close to the prediction ofEq.(3)

(long-dashed line),howeverthe singularity att= 4tE is

rounded.

Having outlined our m ain results, we turn now to

som e details of the calculations. O ne starts from in-

troducing the exact one period evolution operator as:

Û = exp

n

i(K =�k)cos�̂

o

exp

n

îl2=(2�k)

o

. All physical

quantities m ay be expressed in term s ofthe m atrix el-

em ents of Û n, where n stays for the num ber of kicks

(tim e). W e shallbe particularly interested in the four{

pointdensity{density correlator,de�ned as:

D (l+ ;l� ;l
0

+
;l
0

�
;!+ ;!� ) (5)

�

1X

n;n0= 0

hl+ je
i!+ ne

il̂
2

2�k Û
n
jl
0

+
ihl0

�
jei!� n

0

e
il̂2

2�k Û n0

jl� i;

wherejl� idenotem om entum eigenstates.Firstwenote

that averaging over (!+ + !� )=2 leads to n = n0 [14].

Then perform ing the standard W igner transform , one

passestothevariablesl= (l+ + l� )=2and �{theFourier

transform ofl+ � l� (and sim ilarly for the prim e vari-

ables). Since the m ostunstable direction ofthe under-

lying classicaldynam icsisalong the � direction [8],any

initially sm ooth distribution quickly relaxesin thisdirec-

tion. Thus,averaging over� and �0 m ay be perform ed.



3

Theresultingcorrelatordependsonly on therelativem o-

m entum l� l0 and frequency ! � !+ � !� .Introducing

�nally angle ’ as the Fourier im age ofl� l0,one ends

up with D = D (’;!). Itsclassicallim it,D 0(’;!),m ay

be found e.g. by using the diagram m atic technique of

Ref.15,wherein the largeK lim ititcorrespondsto the

fam ily ofladderdiagram s. Alternatively,one m ay show

from Eq.(5)thatD 0 satis�esclassicalLiouvilleequation.

Upon the properregularization [9,10,25],thatm ay be

viewed asa coarsegraining in theangulardirection,one

arrivesto the classicaldi�usion propagator:

D 0(’;!)=
�
� i! + Dcl’

2
�� 1

: (6)

Thisclassicallim itre
ectsthedi�usionin them om entum

space: �hl2(t)i = 2D clt, with the di�usion coe�cient,

D cl(K ),studied extensively in the literature[8,9,10].

The �rst quantum correction to Eq.(6) is given by

the one{loop weak{localization diagram ,Fig.2a. Itde-

scribes the interference ofthe two counter{propagating

trajectories,passing through (alm ost)the sam e pointin

the m om entum space,Fig.2b. In the W ignerrepresen-

tation such correction takesthe form :

�D (l;�;l
0
;�

0
)=

Z Z
dl0d�0

2�

dl1d�1

2�

n

C(l1;�0;l0;�1)

� X̂ (l0;�0;l1;�1)
�
D 0(l;�;l0;�0)D 0(l1;�1;l

0
;�

0
)
�o

; (7)

where ! argum entisom itted to shorten notations.The

operator X̂ staysforthe Hikam ibox [26],which isgiven

by

X̂ = � exp

�

�
K 2(��0)

4

4�k2
+ 4i

�l0��0

�k

�

D cl

�
r

2

l0
+ r

2

l1

�
;

(8)

where ��0 � �0 + �1 and �l0 � (l0 � l1)=2. It is

clearfrom this expression thatthe quantum correction,

Eq.(7),is non{zero as long as �l0��0
<
� �k and,there-

fore,itisproportionalto �k.Thesem iclassicalCooperon

C(l0;�0;l1;�1)givestheprobability ofreturn to (alm ost)

the sam e m om entum ,l1 � l0,at (alm ost) the opposite

angle,�1 � � �0.Iftheseconditionswerestrict,such m o-

tion would be forbidden by the tim e{reversalsym m etry.

The quantum uncertainty m akes it possible. It takes,

however,a long tim e to m agnify the initially sm allan-

gular variation ��0 ’
p
�k=K (this estim ate as wellas

�l0 ’
p
�kK followsdirectly from Eq.(8))up to ��n � 1,

when the usualdi�usion takesplace.

To takethisfactinto accountwedividethe Cooperon

trajectory onto two parts: the Ehrenfest region,where

��n � 1 and the di�usive region with ��n
>
� 1. W e

denote the corresponding propagatorsasW and C0 and

writein thetim erepresentation C(t)=
R
dt0W (t0)C0(t�

2t0)(cf.Fig.2b),where,asweshow below,t0� tE .No-

ticethatthe di�usivepartofthetrajectory isshortened

by 2t0,leading to C(!) = W (2!)C0(!). The di�usive

Cooperon,C0(l0 � l1;!),has the sam e form as Eq.(6)

and thusC0(0;!)�
R
d’(D cl’

2 � i!)� 1.

To evaluate propagator W (2!) in the Ehrenfest

regim e,we de�ne W (z;n) as a probability to reach the

deviation ��n � ez during n kicks,starting from an ini-

tially sm allvariation,��0 ’
p
�k=K . According to the

classicalequations (the standard m ap) �n = �n� 1 + ln

and ln = ln� 1 + K sin�n� 1 , the variation evolves as

��n = ��n� 1(1+ K cos�n� 1)+ 2�ln� 1.Since�l0 ’ K ��0,

in theleading orderin K � 1 theevolution of��isgiven

by��n � ��0
Q n� 1

j= 0
K cos�j.Takingthelogarithm ofthis

expression,oneobtains

W (z;n)=

*

�

0

@ z� lnj��0j�

n� 1X

j= 0

lnjK cos�jj

1

A

+

; (9)

where the averaging isperform ed overthe initialdistri-

bution of��0 [with the typicalscale ��0 �
p
�k=K ,cf.

Eq.(8)]aswellasoverdynam icsofthefastvariable,that

is�ln=��n.ForK � 1,onem ay treatcos�j aftersucces-

sive kicks as independent random variables and em ploy

thecentrallim iting theorem to perform theaveraging in

Eq.(9).Asa result,

W (z;n)� exp

(

�
(z� ln

p
�k=K � n�)2

2n�2

)

; (10)

wheretheLyapunov exponent�[8]and itsdispersion �2

arede�ned as:

� � hlnjK cos�ji= ln(K =2); (11)

�2 �


ln
2
jK cos�j

�
� �

2
= �(3)� ln

2
2 � 0:82;

the angular brackets im ply integration over �. The

Ehrenfestevolution crossesoverto theusualdi�usion at

��n � 1,m eaning z � 0. Perform ing �nally the Fourier

transform asW (!)�
P

n
ei!nW (0;n)and em ployingthe

de�nition oftheEhrenfesttim e,Eq.(2),and thefactthat

�2 � �,one�nds:

W (2!)= exp

�

2i!tE �
2!2�2tE

�2

�

: (12)

Due to the tim e{reversalinvariance there is an exact

sym m etrybetween divergenceand convergenceofthetwo

classical trajectories involved in the weak{localization

correction. This sym m etry is illustrated on Fig. 2c.

Therefore it takes an additionaltim e � tE for the two

distinct sem iclassical di�usons to arrive to the point

l0 � l1 and �0 � � �1, bringing, thus, another factor

W (2!). In a slightly di�erentlanguage,one m ay de�ne

the Hikam ibox for a classically chaotic system [23,27]

as2�kW 2(2!)D clr
2

l,whereonefactorW (2!)com esfrom

the two legs ofthe Cooperon,while another originates

from the two di�usons. Finally, the quantum correc-

tion,Eq.(7),reduces to the renorm alization ofthe dif-

fusion coe�cientin the classicalpropagator,Eq.(6),as
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D (!)= D cl+ �D (!)with

�D (!)= �
�kD cl

�
W

2
(2!)

Z
d’

� i! + Dcl’
2
: (13)

Equations (12) and (13) constitute the m ain analytical

results ofthis work. They describe quantitatively dy-

nam icalweak{localization ofthe Q K R with the account

forthe Ehrenfesttim e phenom ena. O ne m ay �nally ex-

pressthe tim e evolution ofthe m om entum dispersion in

term s of the frequency{dependent di�usion coe�cient.

The exactrelation readsas:

�hl
2
(t)i=

1Z

� 1

d!

�

1� e� i!t

!2
D (!): (14)

Neglecting 
uctuations ofthe Ehrenfest tim e (�2 ! 0

in Eq.(12)) and perform ing frequency and angle inte-

grations in Eqs.(14),(13),one obtains Eq.(3) for the

m om enta dispersion. Notice thatin this approxim ation

the evolution ispurely classicalatt� 4tE . To account

forthequantum correctionsatt<� 4tE oneneedsto keep

the�2 term in Eq.(12).Thestraightforward integration

leadsto Eq.(4).

O urresults,Eqs.(3),(4),areexpected to bequantita-

tively accurate ifseparationsbetween the relevanttim e

scales: 1 < tE < tL are large enough. This is the case

when the two dim ensionless constants satisfy inequali-

ties: �k < 1 < K . (In the experim ents,we are aware

of[2,3],�k >
� 2,and thus tE <

� 1.) Another restriction

has to do with the dephasing tim e,�� [28]. The later

m ay originate from non{perfect periodicity ofthe kicks

(noise) [29], spontaneous em ission [3], as wellas from

m any{body collisionsbetween the atom s[6]. W hatever

the nature ofthe dephasing tim e,one needs to ensure

tE < �� to observethe weak localization.
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