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W e consider energy absorption in an extemally driven com plex system of noninteracting fem ions w ith
the chaotic underlying dynam ics described by the uniary random m atrices. In the absence of quantum inter—
ference the energy absorption rate W (t) can be calculated w ith the help of the linearresponse K ubo form ula.
W e calculate the leading two—loop interference correction to the sem iclassical absorption rate for an aroitrary
tin e dependence of the extemalperturbation. Based on the resuls for periodic perturbations, we m ake a con—
“Bcture that the dynam ics of the periodically-driven random m atrices can bem apped onto the one-din ensional
Anderson m odel. W e predict that in the regin e of strong dynam ic localization W (t) / In (t)=t* rather than

decays exponentially.
PACS:7323-, 72.10Bg, 03.65-w

1. Introduction. Last years had revealed an in—
creasing interest i_]:,-'_j, -'3, :ff] to the tin e-dependent ran-—
dom m atrices, arising from the eld ofcondensedm atter
physics. The naturalway to study a com plex quantum
system isto couple it to an external eld ’ which enters
the Ham itonian H [ 1= Ho + V'’ as a param eter and
can be controlled at will. Applying a tin edependent
perturbation ’ (t) gives access to quantum dynam ics
of the m any-electron wave finction govemed by the
Schrodinger equation i@ ¢)=@t= H [ ()] ). Ifthe
perturbation frequency and the relevant energies 9.,
the electron tem perature) are am aller than the T hou-
Jess energy in the sam pl then i is possble to apply
a universal description in tem s of the random -m atrix
theory RM T) ofan appropriate symm etry [5']. The re—
sulting tin e-dependent theory is speci ed by twom odel-
dependent quantities, which should be detem ined m -
croscopically i_é]: them ean level spacing and the sen—
sitivity of the param etric spectrum h(@E ;=@’ )21 to the
variation of the controlparam eter ’ .

The crucial quantity characterizing quantum dy-
nam ics of the system is the energy absorption rate

drE ()i

"o dt

@)
and its dependence on the form of the extemal pertur-
bation ’ (). M Eq. {), IE ©)1 is the expectation valie
of the total energy of the systam .] The standard ap-
proach to calculation ofW isbased on the K ubo linear
response theory which expresses the energy absorption
rate n tem s of the m atrix elem ents of @H =@t. For the

D em ail: skvor@ itp ac.u

standard W ignerD yson random m atrix ensem bles one
nds Ej., §']:

Wo= —C Q); @)

2
where v = d’ =dt is the perturbation velociy,
1 QE; ° 1 @Hicy °
_2 @I 2 @/

c O 3)
is the levelvelocity autocorrelation function, with E; [ ]
being the adiabatic levels of an instantaneous H am iltto—
nian, and = 1 or 2 for the orthogonal (GOE) or uni-
tary GUE) symm etry classes, respectively. T he K ubo
dissipation rate @) is ohm ic as it scales / v? regardless
ofthe system ’s sym m etry.

The sem iclssical resut @) was obtained neglect—
Ing quantum phenom ena in dynam ics. There are two
types of interference e ects which m ay invalidate the
sem iclassicaldescription. The rst one is related to the
condition of continuous spectrum in plicitly assum ed in
evaluating the K ubo com m utator. For a closed system
the K ubo form ula @) be applied only at su ciently
large v (0) when the spectrum is
an eared by nonstationary e ects. For smallv VK
the dynam ics is adiabatic and dissipation is due to rare
Landau-Zener transitions betw een the neighboring lev—
els. In this case the energy absorption rate becom es
statisticsdependent [{]with W v=2*1 . The second
Interference e ect com es into play for re-entrant per-
turbations when the system isbeing swept through the
sam e realization of disorder m any tim es. For a certain
type oftin e-dependent perturbations, destructive inter—
ference In the energy space m ay lad to dynam ic local-

VK 2= C
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ization E_ﬁ] and hence to the vanishing of the absorption
rate.

R ecently the rstquantum interference correction to
the K ubo dissipation rate ('Q:) forthe orthogonalsym m e-
try class was considered, taking into account both the
original discreteness of the spectrum [_3] and the e ect
of weak dynam ic localization iff]. The oneloop rela—
tive correction to W ¢ contains a dynam ic cooperon and
evaluates efther to a positive number  (v=¢ )°~° bra
Inear bias ' = vt Blorto a negative and grow ing in
tin e correction / t for a m onochrom atic perturba-
tion swiched on att= 0 EI] (in this case the dynam ic
Jocalization e ect is the m ost pronounced).

T he purpose of the this Letter is to study the quan—
tum interference correction to W ¢ for the uniary sym —
m etry class, that lnvolves evaluation ofthe two—-Joop di-
agram sm ade of dynam ic di usons. W e w ill derive the
general expression for W (t) Eqg. C_Z-]_;)] valid for an ar-
birary tim e dependence of ’ (t) and then discuss the
lim its of linear and (m uli) periodic perturbations.

2. D escription of the form alism . Quantum dy-
nam ics of tim e-dependent unitary random m atrices can
be conveniently described by the nonlinear K eldysh -
m odelderived In Ref. E_i{]. The e ective action W ith the
weighte 5)

2y 0)

i
SRI= —TrEQ Trl ;QF @)

isa functionaloftheQ eld acting in theKeldysh Pauli
m atrices ;) and tin e spaces. In Eq. (:ﬁf) the operators
E and ’ have the m atrix elm ents EAtto = 1@ and
o = o %), and Cy (0) is the levelvelociy autocor—
relation finction de ned by Eq. @ with = 2.

T he saddle point of the action ('_4) is given by
|

o) "
tt0 2F +£0

o = 7 ©)
0 tt0

w ith the distroution fiilnction F ©) satisfying the kinetic
equation
)R )

@+ Co)F = [ ®

wherewedenoted = C 4 (0)
The whole manifbld of the Q matrices can be
param etrized as

Q=U, 'PUs; p=uU ! ,U; @)

w here them atricesU are unitary, so thatP isa Hem i-
tian eld, whereas all non-H emm iticity is located in the
m atrices |

0
o0 F()

Up o = & 8)
0

tt0

(a) (b) E ; (c) @

Fjg.:_]:. T wo—Joop diagram s for the distrdbution fiinction
F, corresponding to the term s ofEq. @3). Solid lines
denote the di usons.

[in particular, the standard saddle point 6'5) corresponds
toP = 3].

Forperturbative calculationsw e choose the standard
rational param eterization ofthe P m atrix,

P= 501+VvV=2)Q1 VvV=)1%; 9)

which has the unit Jacobian @P=0@V = 1. The m atrix
V anticomm uting wih 3 is given explicitly by
|
0 d

e i
a 0

10)

w ith them atrix d acting in the tim e space only. ksbare
correlator nferred from the G aussian part of the action
has the fomm :

. 2 0 0
l’dt* t dtg 1o = — ( )D (GY); (11)

wherewehavedenotedt =t

Zt
" ()Fd
az)

D )= ¢ O exp r(+)

tO

P hyﬁjcal quantities are contained in the average
i Qe SBIDQ. Due to causality, IQ i shares
the structure of the Eq. (3) but with the saddle-point
distribution F © substituted by the exact distribution
F . The energy absorption rate can be calculated as i_4]

i
wo= — JJ!'mO @@ Fry i =2t 13)

3. Perturbation theory. Expanding the K eldysh
(upperright) block ofthe m atrix Q in tem s ofthe dif-
fusons d w ith the help ofEgs. ('j){ C_l-(_i) one obtains the
perturbative series:

Mi W Odvd+ ddvF @1 hddydi+

F=r" +
2 4 8

14)

T he two—-Joop correction to the distrdbution function is
given by three pairings:
hdS‘5’io l’ds(4)s(3)io I"dddeB)io
+
2 2

F =

i (@15)
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shown diagramm atically in Fig. -'_]: The other possi-
bl pairings vanish due to causality of the theory. In
Eq. C_l-ﬁ), the vertices S ® ) com e from expansion of the
action (:ff) totheorderW ™ . In the rationalparam etriza—
tion (_S’.) they are given by the follow ing expressions:

Z
)
s = 7 "12" 34F 1, d3,d34d, 47 (16)
Z
S® = —— Tt T se)F Y dyycasdysdesdyy +oiii
3 12 34 56 12 Y23 3Uys5U6e5Ug 1 ceey
a7
Z
s@= @s + @)dsed;sArsdsg
Z
;2 ;2 ;2 ;2
16 56t "5t "ert Tag
12, % dsedyedigdsg + i:: (18)

T he the term s not included in Egs. C_l-]') and C_l-§') do not
contrbute to the pairings shown In FJgg,' In writing
Egs. C_l-g'){ C_l-é) weused the concisenotationsFiy  Fyy,,
di4 dt,,and ’ g5 ") ' (), wih integration be-
ing perform ed over all tim e argum ents involved.

The diagram s (@) and (o) shown in Fjg.:]: contain a
Jose di uson [] which couple d to the rest of the dia—
gram . A s a resul, the corresponding correction to the
distrdoution function Fy, -3+ -2 can be written as

(ab)

Ft+ =2;t =2
Z

=  dfdt”p @) €%t )Py o0 i (19)
where t¥ is the \center of m ass" tin e at the right end
of the loose diuson, and «%tY; ) is a com plicated
expression denoting the rest of the diagram . T he corre—
sponding correction to the energy absorption rate given
by Eqg. C_1-§') sinpli es to

Z

1 1

W @ = lim @E a® t%; ); 20)

ro

where we em ployed Eq. d_l-_') and used the asym ptotics
Fe ¢ 1=@ )at ! O.

Contrary, thediagram () m F Jgg: does not contain
a loose di uson and cannot be represented In the form
C_Z-Q) w ith already taken derivative w ith respect to the
extemaltin e t.

Finally, it is worth m entioning that the diagram (@)
is com plktely canceled against the part of the diagram
(o) which contains the tin e derivative originating from
the rsttem i Eq. {§).

A sa result of straightforw ard but rather lengthy cal-
culation one ends up wih the general expression for
the tw o-loop correction to the K ubo dissipation rate (:_2)
valid for an arbitrary ' (t):

@12t
W ()= — lin —— dx dy d:
©= gz W g y dz
@
_ 27 l4 l4 I4
at 56 78 12 34
X Yy X Yy
Prxey &5 it 3 3 7
b ‘ X z-t X z
X Z 2 2’ 2 2 y
Yy <2 Yy 2
D t = =t = = X ; (1
+y oz > 3 > 3 (21)
wheretg, = t X y z,3t= & z, 5=t Y,
t = t X zZ, &=t ,and g =t X y. In

Eqg. ('_2-14') the tem w ith @=@t describes the contrdbution
of the diagram (c) while the rest is the contribution of
the diagram s (@) and (). T hought the derivatives w ith
respect to and t can be easily calculated w ith the help
ofEqg. C_l-Zj) we leave them unevaluated in order to keep
the sim plest form of the expression.

4. Linear case. W e start the analysis of the
general formula C_2-]_:) wih the case of a linear bias
' (t) = vt. Then the dynam ic diuson (12) is given
by D (i) = @ ®lexpf ° %@ §)g where

= (v ?)'"3 is the dephasing rate due to the tin e~
dependent perturbation g]. SincethediusonD (g;t)
dependsonly onty  §, the Integrand in Eq. C_Z-l:) does
not depend on t and the corresponding tin e derivative
describing the contrbution ofthe diagram (c) vanishes.

T he product ofthree di usons in Eq. (?:-1_‘-) is an even
function of , hence -dependence should be taken into
account only in the tem s’ ;5. T he resulting expression
becom es
Z

dxdydz ( ¥+ 5xy)

0
ep Ryt z)e+x) ;@2

where we an ployed the symm etry between the integra—
tion variables to sin plify the nalexpression.
The integrals in Eq. @Zj) are given by

Z 4 2 5

dx dy dz x e ®TY)tz) E+x)
0 Xy 1 28

21=3) .

14

@3)

Jleading to a surprising cancelation ofthe tw o-Joop quan-—
tum correction in the uniary casem entioned in Ref. [_3].

Tt is also Instructive to consider the case ofthe linear
perturbation swiched on att= 0:’ (t) = (t)vt. Here
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the termm wih @=Q@t i Eqg. Cf:]_;) is generally nonzero but
i is anall n the most interesting Im it t 1. The
tin edependent W (t) is then given by Eq. 3) where
the region of Integration isnow bounded from above by
the condition x+ y+ z < t. The correction to the total
absorbed energy becom es

Z

dxdydzmihx+ y+ z;t)
0

( %2+ 5xy)e

P x+y) (vt 2) (24 %) 24)
The integrals w ith x?y and xyz converge while the in—
tegral w ith x> diverges logarithm ically. T herefore, at
t 1
E®’ —Sh(D: (25)

T hus, the two—-Jdoop quantum correction, though vanish-
Ing for a linear perturbation, leadsto a long-timem em —
ory e ects near the points of discontinuiy of @’ =@t.

5. Periodic case. Now we tum to the case ofperi-
odicperturbations sw itched on att= 0. To sin plify cal-
culationswew illconsider rst the sin plest exam ple ofa
m onochrom atic perturbation, ’ ) = ()sih!t. Then
the dynam ic di uson (L2) acquires the fom :

|
2 s —
2
o) 1

cos! ¢+ t9)

D )= ¢t Oexp

h
t 2+

sih! (&

| 26)

Tt is convenient to calculate the two contributions to
Eq. £1), W @ () and W © (), separately. M aking
use of Eq. {6) we get:

2 '2Zx+y+z<t
W e ) = 2' dxdydzCSD; (27)
0
w here
C I yoostt = L
= cos! X Z) COSs . - -
y 2 2
X z Yy z
cos! t - =< cos! t = = ;
2 2 2 2
# # # #
s=3sn? ™ gy g’z 4 ogn™=
2 2 2 2
#
m%mé xsih#, + ysin#, + zsin#,);

D isthe product ofthree di usons in Eq. (1) evaliated
at = 0, and we introduced #, = y
and #, = x+ y.

The long-tin e behavior of Eq. {_2-]') is determm ined
by the vicinities of the no-dephasing points [_l-(_i] w here

z, %= x z

each of the three di usons entering D is equalto 1.
An analogous situation arises in the calculation of the
one-loop quantum correction for the periodically driven
orthogonalm atrices @], which is dom inated by the no—
dephasing points of a single dynam ic cooperon. In
the present case, the no-dephasing points are given by

x;v;z) = ;2 m=! xX;2 n=! xX) with arbitrary x
and integerm and n.
Inthelmit (! !, !)theno-dephasingpoints

wih di erent m and n do not overlap and the triple
Integralin Eq. C_Z-j) can be evaluated as
Z Z Z
dxdydz !

X
dx

mn

dyd z; 28)

where we introduced y = 2 m=! x+ yand z =
2 n=! x+ z.Atthenodephasing point the factorC
is nonzero w hereas the factor S vanishes and should be
expanded in the deviations y and z:

C=cof 'tood ! (t+ x); ©29)
12
S= — 3(y zf #Z ¢
!4
+7y2(y z) [xk+z)y &+y)z]l: (30)

Though the last term of Eq. C_B-(_)') is proportional to
the fourth power of y and z, their an allness is com —
pensated by an extra factor x;y;z t. In the lim it
t (!, 1) wecan integrate near the no-dephasing
points In the Gaussian approxim ation retaining only
quadratic in the deviationsterm sin InD :

1 2

D = exp '—2x(y z)2+y22+zy2 (31)
The weight @]_:) detem ines the correlators:
!
h i hyzi
M Yy y
hy zi hzzi
!
1 1 X+ be
= - Y (32)
12xy+ yz+ zx X X+ z

Substituting Egs. {28){ 33) into Eq. £7) and inte-
grating over y and z one gets

2 ) 2

o 1t
Z  x
dx 2

mn

W (ab) t) =

2

p
detM hsi; (33)
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wherewe replaced cog® ! (t+ x) by its average value 1/2.
T he average hS1i is calculated w ith the help oftheW ick’s
theorem using the pair correlators C_Szj) :

3xyz

hSi= : (34)
2 xy+ yz+ zx)?

Finally, shcethesummand n Eqg. ('_3-;’:) isa sm ooth func—
tion of m and n it is possible to pass from sum m ation
overm and n back to integration overy and z:

X 1 2Z
1 — dydz: (35)
m n
Asa result we obtain
R I 2
W ) = e cos 't
Z
x+y+z<t xyzdxdydz (36)
0 &y + yz+ zx)52 "
This integralisequalto @2 =27)tand we get
W @ ) e gt 37)
= cos” !t
18 2

T he contrbution of the diagram (), W ©, can be
calculated analogously. Due to the sam e structure of
the di usons, its no-dephasing points coincide w ith the
no-dephasing points for W @ . Tnstead of Eq. 33) one
hasnow :

z
12 X _P—
WO = = 2 detM 1s%; (38)
4 2 @t
mn
where
%=1 Ph(y 2)k+2z)y &+y) zi
- yz 39)

Xy + yz+ zx

Passing from summ ation to integration according to
Eqg. (_35:) and utilizing the symm etry properties of the
iIntegrand we obtain:

! 2 @ Z x+y+z<t

© dx dy dz
24 3@t Xy + yz+ zx
The integralis equalto ( =6)t? yielding
1 2¢
Wwo9m= —: 41
(t) 75 2 (41)

Note a peculiar property of Egs. ('_3-2:) and Cfl-]_;):
W @) / t@d =dt)? and vanishes at the tuming
points of the perturbation, whereas W © (t) is aways
posiive, even when d’ =dt = 0. This m eans that they

descrbe di erent m echanisn s of absorption, with dif-
ferent m em ordes on the past.

Combining Egs. $7) and {41) we get the total two-
loop correction to the quasiclassical absorption rate In
the hamm onic case:

[

% 4o 1t+ 1 ; @2)

W )=

valdatt (¢ %, ).
T he tin e-averaged correction grow s linearly w ith the
duration of the perturbation:

[

W (t)= m.

43)

Rem arkably, EqQ. ('_4-;)") holds not only for a ham onic
perturbation but for an arbitrary periodic perturoation
w ith the period 2 =! . Fom ally this follow s from the
fact that the level sensitivity to the extemalperturba—
tion drops from Eqg. @j) . Then, according to Eq. 65),
the factor ! ? in Eq. {43) m easures the inverse tin e sep—
aration between the no-dephasing points which is the
sam e for all periodic perturbations of a given period.

6. D ynam ic vs. Anderson localization. It is
usefiil to com pare the two—Zloop resul @-Zj‘) for a har-
m onic perturbation w ith the analogous one—loop expres—
sion for the GOE obtained in Ref. §]:

8r __
3 L. cor
W (t) € ’ ’
= . 44)
0 §_, GUE;
24t

where W, = ! ?=2 is the perivd-averaged absorp—
tion rate,and t = ° =2 2 isthe localization tim e.

In Ref. [_4] we pointed out that the weak dynam ic
Jocalization correction to the energy absorption rate of
a periodically driven G O E hasthe sam e squareroot be—
havior as the weak Anderson localization correction to
the conductivity of a quasione-din ensional (1D ) disor-
dered wire. Now we see that the sam e is true for the
case ofthe GUE aswell: in both cases the correction is
linear In tin e and dephasing tin e, respectively. T here-
fore it is tem pting to suggest that this analogy is not a
coincidence but has its roots in equivalence betw een the
dynam ic localization fortheRM T driven by a ham onic
perturbation and 1D A nderson localization.

Such an equivalence is known for the case of kicked
quantum rotor KQR):in the long tim e lim i, the KQR
problem can be m apped Iil:] onto the 1D -model. On
the other hand, the problem s ofthe -kicked KQR and
of the periodically driven RM T are, to som e extent,
com plem entary. Both of them can be mapped on a
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tightbinding 1D m odel, but w ith very di erent struc-
ture of couplings between the sites and auxiliary or-
bials El]. In particular, the \kicked RM T " m odelw ith
" (t) being a periodic -function does not exhibi dy—
nam ic localization whatsoever fff].

In order to check the assum ption about the equiv—
alence of the driven RM T to the quasilD disordered
w ire we use the sin ple relationship between the tim e-
dependent energy absorption rate W (t) in the dynam ic
problem and the fnequency—depende_nt di usion coe —

cient D (!) in the A nderson m odel [14]:
Z +1 il t
W © d! e * D (!)
= o ; 45)
W L, 2 il+0 D,

where W ( and D 3 are the classical period-averaged ab—

sorption rate and di usion coe cient. D (!) is known
from the theory of weak A nderson localization:
8
3 p—' _; GOE
< —_— 7
D () _ il e 46)
D 1
0 3 : ; GUE:
61! tioe
Here tye = (@ 1)?Dy, and ; is the 1D density of

states. T hen Egs. 646) C45 ) give two expressions sin ilar
toEqg. C_44 w ith only one tting param etert =t,.. O ne
can easily see that wih the choice t =ty = =4 both
num erical coe clentsm atch exactly.

W e believe that there are deep reasons for this
colncidence and m ake a congcture that the (period-
averaged) dynam ics ofthe ham onically-driven RM T at
time scales t (', 1) is equivalent to the den-
sity propagation in a quasilD disordered wire. Em —
plying this equivalence, we can easily calculate the en—
ergy absorption rate In the regin e ofwelldeveloped dy—
nam ic localization att t using the M ottB erezjnsky
asym ptoticsofthe AC conductivity, (1) / !2n? (1=!
f3,114]. substitutingD (1) / (1) intoEq. ¢5) we nd
that In the localized regine W (t) decays as

ht
?r

T his dependence is not directly related to the spa-
tial dependence of the localized wave finctions which
is exponential n the Anderson model. It can be
seen if one considers the density-density correlator
disorderaveraged product of the retarded and ad-
vanced G reen’s fiinctions G’ (x;xo; + 1)c? (xo;x; )]
whose Fourier transform can be conveniently repre—
sented as 2 1A k;!)=( 1i!'). According to G orkov's
criterion of localization 5], A (;0) is nite and its
Fourder transform detem ines the spatial decay of lo—

W )/ t t: 47)

calized wavefiinctions. O n the otherhand, D (! ) can be
extracted from the density-density correlator as
. il e?

D ()= P (1<,-)k:0, 48)
and, according to our con gcture, should be substituted
nEqg. C45) to give the absorption rate. T hus, instead of
A k;! = 0), usually studied in the Anderson localiza-
tion problem , W (t) is determ ined by the ! dependence
of @°A ;!)=@k? at k = 0, which to the best of our
know ledge evaded investigation in the fram ew ork ofthe
quasi-1lD nonlinear sigm a m odel.

7. Conclusion. W e derived the general expression
for the Iowest order (two—-Joop) interference correction
to the energy absorption rate ofa param etrically-driven
GUE. If an extemal perturbation grow s linearly with
tim e the rst correction vanishes. For a periodic pertur-
bation the averaged correction W (t) / t. W em ake a
oon gcture that the dynam ics ofthe ham onically-driven
RM T at the tine scales t 1=!;1= is equivalent to
the 1D A nderson m odel. Based on this equivalence we
predict that in the regin e of strong dynam ic localization
W/ ho=t.
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