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W eak dynam ical localization in periodically kicked cold atom ic gases

C.Tian', A.Kamenev', and A . Larkin'??

1

D epartm ent of P hysics, University of M innesota, M inneapolis, M N 55455, U SA

2 W iliam I.Fine T heoretical P hysics Institute, University of M innesota, M inneapolis, M N 55455, U SA

3

L.D . Landau Institute for Theoretical P hysics, M oscow, 117940, Russia

D ated: A pril 14, 2024)

Quantum kicked rotor was recently realized In experin ents w ith cold atom ic gases and standing
optical waves. A s predicted, it exhibits dynam ical localization in the m om entum space. Here we
consider the weak localization regin e concentrating on the Ehrenfest tin e scale. T he later accounts
for the soread-tim e of a m Inin al wavepacket and is proportional to the logarithm of the P lanck
constant. W e show that the onset of the dynam ical localization is essentially delayed by four
Ehrenfest tin es and give quantitative predictions suiable for an experin ental veri cation.
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U nprecedented degree of control reached in experi-

m ents w ith ulra-cold atom ic gases i}'] allow s to investi-
gate various findam ental quantum phenom ena. A real-
ization ofquantum kicked rotor (Q KR) is one such possi-
bility that recently attracted a lot ofattention g,d,4, bl.
To this end cold atom s are placed In a spatially pe-
riodic potential Vo cos@ky, x) created by two counter-
propagated opticalbeam s. T he potential is sw itched on
periodically fora short time T ,giving a kick to the
atom s; here T is a period of such kicks. T he evolution of
the atom icm om enta distribbution m ay bem onitored after
a certain num ber of kicks. If the gas is su ciently dilute
i_é], one may model it wih the single{particlke Ham ilto—
nian, that upon the proper rescaling takes the form U] of
the QKR :
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Here 2k, x and tin e ism easured in units ofthe kick
period, T. The momentum operator is de ned as 1=
ik @ , where the dim ensionless P lanck constant is given
by k = 8hTk?!=(m ). Finally, the classical stochastic
param eter isK = kVy ,=h.

The classical kicked rotor is known to have the rich
and com plicated behavior @]. Tn particular, for su —
ciently Jarge K ¢ 5), it exhdbits the chaotic di usion in
the space of angular m om entum E_':"]. T he latter is asso—
ciated w ith the di usive expansion of an nitially sharp
mom enta distrdoution: h? @i h@® 10)ji= 2D ot
(dashed line on Fig.id)). Forsu ciently largeK , the clas-
sical di usion constant m ay be approxin ated by K ?=4
]. The higher order correction is an oscillatory fanc—
tion ofthe stochastic param eter, ie,D 0 K ) 3K 2 (L
30, K ) + 232 ® ) [, 10]. T was realized a whik ago
t_l-]_], :_l-gi] that quantum interference destroys the di u-
sion In the long time lim i and lads to localization:

hi? ()i ! 2att> ty,  De=k? = ?2=D ., where the
lJocalization length isgiven by = D .=k.Fora large lo—
calization length k, there is a long crossover regin e,
1< t< tg,, between the classicaldi usion and quantum
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FIG.1l: Themomentum dispersion forK = 6:1 and k= 0:6
{ full Iine; the classical lm it (k ! 0) { dashed line, standard

weak ]oca]jzat‘jon (= = 0) { dashed-dotted line; the lim it
2! 0,Eq. () { ong-dashed lne.

Jocalization.

Tt was suggested in Ref. f_l-z;], that the QKR may be
m apped onto the one{din ensional A nderson localization
w ith the long range disorder. T he universallong{tin ebe-
havior ofthe latter is described by the non { linear sigm a{
model [14], resulting in the standard weak{locglization
correction [13, 6): WP (i = 2Dat@ 075 t=t,)
(dashed {dotted line on Fig. :}') . N otice, that the correc—
tion is linear n k and non-analytic n tin e. In an appar-
ent contradiction w ith this fact, explict studies l_l-:/z, :_fg]
of the st few kicks show only renom alization of the
di usion constant startihg from tetms K. The ain
of this paper is to develop a quantitative description of
the classical to quantum crossover for the QKR that, in
particular, accounts for these con icting observations.

Tt isknown in various contexts [_igi] that such crossover
involves an additionaltim e scale, iz , called an Ehrenfest
(or breaking) tim e. For a generic quantum m apping, it
was rst shown by Bem an and Zaslavski 'E-(_):, :_2-]_:], that
quantum corrections becom e com parable to the classi-
cal lin it at the tine tz . This is the tim e needed for a
m Inim alquantum wavepacket, ¢ 1’ k,to spread uni-
form Iy overthe angulardirection. D ue to the chaoticm o—
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tion, tra fctoriesdivergeas () = e Y,where isthe

classical Lyapunov exponent. For K 1, = hEK=2)

E]. Estin ating I K ¢ { a typicalm om enta disper-

sion after one kick, one nds for the Ehrenfest tin e:
r__

& K

It is w idely believed [14, 20, 23, 24] that this interm edi-
ate, 1 < g < t, tine scale is indeed relevant for the
quantum evolution of classically chaotic system s. This
observation wasput on the quantitative basis in Ref. [_2-§]
in the context of localization caused by classical scatter-
ers. In this paper we adopt m ethods of R ef. [_23] to the
essentially di erent problem ofthe QKR.

In the leading order n k we found for the m om entum
digpersion:
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where (t) is the step function (long-dashed line on
Fjg.:;l:). At relatively large tine, tg t < t, our
result approaches the standard weak {localization, m en—
tioned above. However, corrections of the order of k
are absent for t 4% . The dely is caused by the in—
terference nature of the localization. Indeed, the xst
correction originates from the interference oftwo closed{
Joop counter{propagating tra gctories, see F jg.:_Z . Ittakes
tin e about ty for classical tra ectories passing through
(@Im ost) the sam e value ofthem om entum to diverge and
take counter{propagating roots. A s a resul, the inter-
ference e ects are practically absent at am aller tin es and
show up only after 4ty .

Onemay show that the tine interval 0 t 4t is
protected from higher orderw eak localization corrections
aswell. For exam ple, in the second ordel.”weak Jocaliza—
tion correction there are two diagram s f_Zl_l'] proportional
tok? & me)t mEg)¥P withm = 6andm = 8 corre-
soondingly. T his fact agrees w ith the perturbative stud-
ies of the QKR dynam ics after a fw kicks @, 11, 12],
where no localization e ects were seen. (Though the
classical di usion coe cient, D .1, is renom alized as an
analytic finction of k?.) Tt is inportant to m ention,
however, that in reality there is no non{analyticity at
the point t = 4z as may seem from Eq. (-'_?'1). The
an all localization corrections, non{analytic in k, do exist
ort < 4ty . They are associated w ith the uctuations
of the Ehrenfest tine. Since in the quantum m echan-
ics the m J'njmﬁlﬂaratjon between the trapctories is
about ¢ k=K , it takes a nie tine ( ) for
them to diverge. This tine may uctuate depending
on Iniial conditions. The uctuations are characterized
by the tine scale t = .ts= 2, where (£ Eq. @)

»=h?% h# 082 for su cintly large K and
the angular brackets denote averaging over the initialan—
glk. T he interference betw een rare tra fctories, diverging

FIG.2: The rstquantum correction to the density {density
correlator: (a) one{loop weak localization diagram ; (o) is
in age In the m om entum space; (c) sem iclassical H jkam ibox.

fasterthan the typicalones, leadsto quantum corrections
att< 4ty ofthe fom :
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1
b 4 1. Localization correction incliding e ect of the

Ehrenfest tine uctuations is depicted on Fig. i by a
fall line. It is rather close to the prediction of Eq. @)
(long-dashed line), however the singularity at t= 4ty is
rounded.

Having outlined our main results, we tum now to
som e details of the calculations. One starts from in—
troducing the exact ong perigd evolutjon operator as:
U = exp i =k) cos” exp iP=@k) . A1l physical
quantities m ay be expressed in tem s of the m atrix el
em ents of UA“, where n stays for the number of kicks
(tin e). W e shall be particularly interested In the four{
point densiy {densiy correlator, de ned as:
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where jl i denotem om entum eigenstates. F irst we note
that averaging over (!, + ! )=2 kadsto n = n® {L4].
Then perform ing the standard W igner transform , one
passesto thevarablesl= (L + 1 )=2and { theFourier
transform of 1, 1 (and sin ilarly for the prin e vari-
ables). Since the m ost unstable direction of the under-
Iying classical dynam ics is along the direction [g], any
Initially sm ooth distrbution quickly relaxes in this direc—
tion. Thus, averaging over and °m ay be perform ed.



T he resulting correlatordepends only on the relativem o—
mentum 1 fand frequency ! ', ! . Introducing

nally angle ’ as the Fourder inage of 1 ¥, one ends
upwihD =D (";!). Isclassicallin i, Dy (" ;! ), may
be found eg. by usihg the diagram m atic technique of
Ref. :_1-§, where In the large K 1lim it it corresponds to the
fam ily of lJadder diagram s. A ematively, one m ay show
from Eq. 6'5) thatD ( satis esclassicalLiouville equation.
Upon the proper regularization E_ﬁ, :_l-g, 2-51, that m ay be
viewed as a coarse graining in the angular direction, one
arrives to the classicaldi usion propagator:
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T hisclassicallin it re ectsthedi usion in them om entum
space: hP® ()1 = 2D oit, with the di usion coe cient,
D o1 K ), studied extensively in the literature @, d,110].
The rst quantum correction to Eqg. ('6) is given by
the one{loop weak{localization diagram , Fjg.:_ia. It de—
scribes the Interference of the two counter{propagating
tra ctordes, passing through (@Im ost) the sam e point In
the m om entum space, F ig. |2b In the W igner represen—
tation such correction takes the fom :
Z 7 n
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where ! argum ent is om itted to shorten notations. The
operator X stays for the H *kam ibox [_26], which is given
by
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where o+ 1 and Iy @ 1)=2. It is

clear from this expression that the quantum correction,
Eqg. {j), isnon{zero as ongas 1L o < k and, there—
fore, it is proportionalto k. T he sam iclassical C ooperon
C(Jy; 0sk; 1) gives the probability of retum to (@lm ost)
the ssmemomentum , I 4, at (@lm ost) the opposie
angl, 1 o . Ifthese conditionswere strict, such m o—
tion would be forbidden by the tin e{reversal sym m etry.
The quantum uncertainty m akes it possble. It takes,
however, a Iong tin e m agnify the initially small an—
gular variation ' k=K (this estin ate as well as
L' kK Plowsdirectly from Eq. §) upto » 1,
when the usualdi usion takes place.
To take this fact into acocount we divide the C ocoperon
tra pctory onto two parts: the Ehrenfest region, where
n 1 and the diusive region with , ~ 1. We
denote the corresponding propagators g W and Cy and
write In the tin e representation C ) = dt®w ) Co (&
2% (cf. Fjg.::Zb), where, aswe show below,t® & .No-
tice that the di usive part of the tra gctory is shortened
by 2t% leading to C(!) = W @!)Co(!). The di usive

C ooperon, Cy (g Jﬁ'!),has the same form as Eq. ('_é)
and thus Cq (0;!) d 0a’? i)t

To evaliate propagator W (2!) In the Ehrenfest
regine, we de ne W (z;n) as a probability to reach the
deviation & during n s, starting from an ini-
tially small varation, o ’ k=K . According to the
classical equations (the standard map) , = , 1+ L
and I, = L 1+ K sn , 1, the varation evolves as

n= =n 11+Kocos, 1)+2 1 (.Shce )’ K o,
in the ]eadmgbordermK 1 the evolution of isgiven
by . =0 K cos 5. Taking the logarithm ofthis
expressjon, one obtains

x* 0 1,
x 1

W @Zn)= @z mj,j nhK cos s$ 5 )

=0
w here the averaging is perform ed over the initial distri-
bution of  Wih the typical scake o k=K , cf.
Eqg. ('g)] aswellas overdynam ics ofthe fast variable, that
is L,= ,.ForK 1, onem ay treat cos ; after succes-
sive kicks as Independent random variables and em ploy
the central lim iting theorem to perform the averaging in
Eqg. 6'_9). Asa resul,
( P )
z T k=K n )

W (z;n) exp o ; 10)
2

w here the Lyapunov exponent [E:] and itsdispersion
are de ned as:

hin K cos i= hK=2); 1)
5 n® K cos j 2= @ 12 082;

the angular brackets inply integration over The
Ehrenfest evolution crosses over to the usualdi usion at
n 1, meaning z p O.Peﬁbmjng nally the Fourier
transorm asW (!) L e""W (0;n) and em ploying the
de nition oftheEhrenfesttine, Eq. (;_2), and the fact that
2 , one nds:
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D ue to the tim e{reversal invariance there is an exact
sym m etry betw een divergence and convergence ofthe two
classical tra pctories Involved in the weak{localization
correction. This symm etry is illustrated on Fig. :_Zc.
T herefore it takes an additional tim e £ for the two
distinct sem iclassical di usons to arrive to the point
b 1 and ¢ 1, bringing, thus, another factor
W @!). In a slightly di erent language, one m ay de ne
the H kam ibox for a classically chaotic system 3, 21]
as2kW ? 2!)D ar %, where one factorW (2! ) com es from
the two lgs of the Cooperon, whilk another originates
from the two di usons. Fially, the quantum correc-
tion, Eq. {7:), reduces to the renom alization of the dif-
fusion coe cient In the classical propagator, Eq. (6:}, as
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E quations C_l-Z_)') and C_l-i_*i) constiute the m ain analytical
results of this work. They descrbe quantitatively dy—
nam icalweak { localization of the Q KR w ith the acocount
for the Ehrenfest tin e phenom ena. Onemay nally ex—
press the tim e evolution of the m om entum dispersion in
tem s of the frequency{dependent di usion coe cient.
T he exact relation reads as:

5 . ZL_| ei!t
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Neglecting uctuations of the Ehrenfest tine ( 2 ! 0
n Eq. {14)) and perform ing frequency and angle inte-
grations i Egs. {_lé), {_12_;), one cbtahs Eq. ('_j) for the
m om enta dispersion. Notice that In this approxin ation
the evolution is purely classicalat t 4% . To acoount
for the quantum corrections att< 4tz oneneedsto keep
the , term in Eq. ({13). T he straightforward integration
kadsto Eq. ).

Ourresulks, Egs. (3), @), are expected to be quantita—
tively accurate if sgparations between the relevant tim e
scales: 1 < g < g are large enough. This is the case
when the two dim ensionless constants satisfy inequali-
ties: k < 1 < K. (In the experiments, we are aware
of 8,d], k> 2,and thusty < 1. Another restriction
has to do with the dephasing tine, [_i@‘] The Jater
m ay origihate from non{perfect periodicity of the kicks

the nature of the dephasing tin e, one needs to ensure
< to observe the weak localization.
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