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W e establish an explicit correspondence between ergodicity breaking in a system described by

power{law taildistributionsand the divergence ofthe m om entsofthese distributions.

PACS num bers:05.40.Fb,05.40-a

Statisticalm echanics is a com bination of the law of
largenum bersand thelawsofm echanics.Sinceitsfoun-
dation in the late19th century,thistheory hasbeen ex-
trem ely successfulin describingequilibrium and nonequi-
librium propertiesofa very largenum berofm acroscopic
system s [1]. In the last decade, however,a new class
ofsystem s that do not obey the law oflarge num bers
hasem erged [2,3,4]. The behaviorofthese system s is
dom inated by largeand rare
uctuationsthatarecharac-
terized by broad distributionswith power{law tails.The
hallm ark ofthese statisticaldistributions,com m only re-
ferred to asL�evy statistics[5],isthe divergence oftheir
�rstand/orsecond m om ent.
Thequestion weaddressin thispaperishow ergodicity

isa�ected in system sdescribed by power{law taildistri-
butions with diverging m om ents. Ergodicity is a cen-
tralconcept in statisticalphysics and is usually stated
by saying that ensem ble average and tim e average of
observables are equal in the in�nite{tim e lim it [6, 7].
Theergodichypothesishasrecentlybeen investigated ex-
perim entally in two di�erentsystem sgoverned by L�evy
statisticsin tim e:
uorescenceinterm ittencyofnanocrys-
talquantum dots[8]and subrecoillasercooling ofatom s
[9]. Both experim ents have found that L�evy statistics
induces ergodicity breaking. A precise understanding
ofthe connection between divergentm om ents and non-
ergodicity is thus ofhigh interest. A com m on feature
ofthe system s in the above experim ents is their non{
stationarity.Thisin in contrasttothesystem wepropose
to study,nam ely atom ic transportin an opticallattice,
where a steady state does exist. Nonetheless, we will
show thatthissystem can exhibitnonergodicbehavior.
An opticallatticeisa standing wavelight�eld form ed

atthe intersection oftwo orm orelaserbeam s[10].Due
to thespatialperiodicity ofthepotential,an opticallat-
tice is sim ilar in m any respects to a solid state crystal.
The m ain advantageofan opticallattice,however,isits
high tunability: both the period and the am plitude of
theopticalpotentialcan bem odi�ed in a controlled way.
Thishasthe interesting consequencethatthe exponents
ofthe power{law distributionsappearing in thissystem
arenot�xed,asin m ostsystem s,butcan bevaried con-
tinuously,allowing the exploration ofdi�erentregim es.
Them otion ofatom sin a one-dim ensionalopticallat-

ticeform ed by two counterpropagating laserbeam swith
linearperpendicularpolarization can be described,after
spatialaveraging,by a Fokker{Planck equation for the

sem iclassicalW ignerfunction W (p;t)[11,12,13],

@W

@t
= �

@

@p
[K (p)W ]+

@

@p

�

D (p)
@W

@p

�

: (1)

The m om entum {dependent drift and di�usion coe�-
cientsarerespectively given by,

K (p)= �
�p

1+ (p=pc)2
; D (p)= D 0 +

D 1

1+ (p=pc)2
: (2)

The driftK (p)correspondsto a cooling force with fric-
tion coe�cient�,whilethedi�usion coe�cientD (p)rep-
resentsstochastic m om entum 
uctuationsand describes
heating processes.Itisworth noticing thatforlargem o-
m entum ,the rangeofthe driftislim ited by the capture
m om entum pc,whiletherangeofthe
uctuationsisnot.
The kinetic equation (1) is valid in a regim e where (i)
the atom ic m om entum is large,p � �hk,where k is the
wavenum berofthelaser�eld (thisde�nesthesem iclas-
sicallim it),(ii)thesaturation param eterissm all,s� 1
(thiscorrespondsto low laserintensity)and (iii)the ki-
netic energy ofthe atom s is large,p2=2m � U0,where
U0 isthe depth ofthe opticalpotential(thislastcondi-
tion allowsspatialaveraging).Thestationary solution of
theatom ictransportequation (1)which satis�esnatural
boundary conditions,W s(p ! � 1 )! 0,isofthe form ,

W s(p)=
1

Z

h

1+
D 0

D 0 + D 1

p2

p2c

i� (�p 2

c
)=(2D 0)

; (3)

where Z is a norm alization constant. The m om en-
tum distribution (3) has an asym ptotic power{law tail,
W s(p)� jpj� (�p

2

c
)=D 0,with an exponentthatcan be ex-

pressed in term softhepotentialdepth U0 and therecoil
energy E R as (�p2

c)=D 0 = U0=(22E R ) [11]. The statis-
ticalproperties ofthe distribution (3) can therefore be
easily changed from norm alstatisticsforU0 � 66ER ,to
L�evy statisticsforU0 < 66E R ,by sim ply m odifying the
depth ofthe opticalpotential. In particular,one should
note thatthe second m om ent,hp2i=

R
dpp2W s(p),be-

com esin�nitewhen U 0< 66E R .In thisregim ethem ean
kinetic energy ofthe system ,E K = hp2i=2m ,diverges,
clearly signaling unusualtherm odynam icbehavior.
Transportin an opticallatticehasa num berofattrac-

tivefeaturesthatm akeitan idealcasestudy ofthether-
m odynam icalpropertiesofsystem sdescribed by power{
law distributions. O n the one hand,the atom ic trans-
portequation (1)hasbeen derived from them icroscopic
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Ham iltonian thatdescribestheinteraction with thelaser
�eldsand thequantitiesthatappearin thisequation can
be expressed in term s ofthe m icroscopic param etersof
thequantum {opticalproblem [11].M oreover,theregim e
de�ned by conditions (i) to (iii) has been im plem ented
experim entally and the divergence ofthe kinetic energy
below a given potentialthreshold hasbeen observed [14].
Finally,Eq.(1)isan ordinarylinearFokker{Planckequa-
tion,m eaning that standard m ethods ofstochastic cal-
culus can be used to analyse the problem . This is in
contrast to m ost system s with power{law distributions
that are often described by nonlinear or fractionalki-
netic equations [15]. In particular,for the case ofvan-
ishing D 1 (which we shallconsider in the sequel[16]),
Eq.(1) correspondsto a random process driven by ad-

ditive G aussian white noise. The fact that power{law

uctuations with in�nite variance occur here in a sys-
tem subjected solely to additive noise is worth em pha-
sizing. The physicalm echanism which gives rise to di-
vergent
uctuationsin system swith m ultiplicativenoise,
where the noise strength isproportionalto the stochas-
tic variable,iswell{known [17]:itisbased on a positive
feedback loop thatleadsto theam pli�cation ofthenoise
as the value ofthe random variable increases. O n the
otherhand,in the presentsituation,where the noisein-
tensity isindependentoftherandom variable,a di�erent
positive feedback m echanism is at work,based on the
steady decrease to zero ofthe friction force asthe value
ofthe m om entum increases. The appearance ofin�nite
m om entum 
uctuationsin thissystem isthusa striking
illustration ofthecom plex behaviorthatcan resultfrom
the subtle interplay ofthe noise and the nonlinearity of
thedrift.In thefollowing,weestablish a correspondence
between the divergentm om entsofthe power{law distri-
butionsofthe system and nonergodicbehavior.
W ebegin by transform ingtheFokker{Planckequation

(1)intoaSchr�odinger{likeequation by writingW (p;t)=
W s(p)1=2 �  (p;t)[18].Thefunction  (p;t)satis�esthe
im aginary{tim eSchr�odingerequation,

�
@ 

@t
= � D0

@2 

@p2
+ V (p) = H  ; (4)

with the potentialV (p)= K 0(p)=2+ K (p)2=(4D 0). For
the driftcoe�cient(2),thispotentialreads

V (p)=
�p2

c

4D 0

p2 (�p2
c + 2D 0)� 2D0 p2c
(p2 + p2c)

2
: (5)

This transform ation reveals the fundam entaldi�erence
between the case of�nite pc and the case ofin�nite pc,
whereEq.(1)reducestothefam iliarO rnstein-Uhlenbeck
processwith lineardrift.Forin�nitepc,theSchr�odinger
potentialV (p)asym ptoticallyincreasesasp2,whereasfor
�nitepc,itasym ptoticallydecreasesas1=p2.Bycontrast,
the Fokker{Planck potential, �(p) = �

Rp
0
dp0K (p0),

is con�ning for any value of the capture m om entum .
As a consequence, the spectrum of the Ham iltonian,
H  k(p)= E k k(p),isdiscretein theform ercase,whileit

iscontinuous,exceptforthediscreteground state 0(p),
in the latter. In both cases,the stationary m om entum
distribution is given by the square ofthe ground state
eigenfunction,W s(p) =  0(p)2. Interestingly,we note
thatareal{tim eSchr�odingerequation with apotentialof
theform (5)hasrecently been considered in Ref.[19].To
sim plify the discussion,we now adoptrescaled variables
forwhich �= pc = 1 and D 0 = D ;thenoiseintensity D
being then theonly rem ainingparam eterin theproblem .
Itwillalsobeconvenientto dividem om entum spaceinto
a low{m om entum region jpj< 1,where the drift is ap-
proxim ately linear,K 1(p)’ � p,and a high{m om entum
region jpj> 1,with a driftK 2(p)’ � 1=p. The anom a-
lousdynam icsofthesystem iscom pletely determ ined by
the high{m om entum region.The eigenvaluesand eigen-
functionsoftheHam iltonian H in thisregionaregivenby
E k = D k2 and  k(p)=

p
p[c1J�(kp)+ c2Y�(kp)],where

J�(p)and Y�(p)arethe Besselfunctionsofthe �rstand
second kind oforder�= (D + 1)=2D .Theconstantsc1;2
are�xed by the boundary conditions.
W hen discussingtheergodicity ofasystem ,oneistyp-

ically not interested in the trajectory in the fullspace{
space,butoften in the projection ofthe trajectory onto
som e subspace ofrelevant variables [1], in the present
casem om entum .A criterion fortheequality ofensem ble
average and tim e average ofa dynam icalquantity A is
then provided by the condition [20]

�
2

A (t)= h

�

A � hA i

�2
i� ! 0 when t� ! 1 : (6)

Here A = t� 1
Rt
0
d�A(p(�)) is the tim e average ofthe

observable A and hAi =
R
dpA(p)W (p;t) denotes its

ensem ble average. In the in�nite{tim e lim it, the lat-
ter tends to the stationary ensem ble average hAis =R
dpA(p)W s(p). A system that obeys (6) is said to be

ergodicin the m ean squaresense.In orderto determ ine
the ergodicity ofour system ,we thus need to com pute
the long{tim ebehaviorofthe covariance,

�
2

A (t)=
1

t2

Z t

0

dt1

Z t

0

dt2

h

hA(p(t1))A(p(t2))i�

hA(p(t1))ihA(p(t2))i
i

:(7)

Thiscan bedonebyapplyingtheusualtheoryofstochas-
tic processes [18]. The two{tim e correlation function
hA(p(t1))A(p(t2))iisde�ned by the integral

hA(p(t1))A(p(t2))i=
Z Z

dp1dp2 A(p1)A(p2)W 2(p1;t1;p2;t2);(8)

where W 2(p1;t1;p2;t2) is the two{point joint probabil-
ity density function. Since the Fokker{Planck equation
(1)describesa stationary M arkov process(forany value
ofpc),the probability distribution W 2(p1;t1;p2;t2) de-
pends only on the tim e di�erence jt1 � t2jand can be
expressed in term softhe eigenvaluesand eigenfunctions
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ofthe Schr�odingerequation (4)in the form ,

W 2(p1;t1;p2;t2)=  0(p1) 0(p2)�
�

 0(p1) 0(p2)+

Z 1

0

dk  k(p1) k(p2)e
� E k jt1� t2j

�

:(9)

Com biningEqs.(7),(8)and (9)and introducingthevari-
able� = t2 � t1,we arriveat

�
2

A (t)=
2

t2

Z t

0

d�(t� �)CA (�); (10)

wherethe function CA (�)isgiven by

CA (�)=

Z 1

0

dk

hZ

dpA(p) 0(p) k(p)
i2
e
� E k � : (11)

Thein�nite{tim elim itofthecovariance�2
A
(t)isentirely

determ ined by the asym ptotic behaviorofCA (�). This
function depends explicitely on the observable A(p). It
is worthwhile to notice that ergodicity willtherefore in
generaldepend on the dynam icalvariable A(p) under
consideration. In the following, we take A(p) = pn

and evaluate the long-tim e behavior of CA (�) follow-
ing Ref. [13]. W e �nd C A (�) � �� � with an expo-
nent � = (1 � (2n + 1)D )=2D . As a result, the co-
variance (10) willconverge to zero as t ! 1 , only if
D < D n = 1=(2n + 1). W e thus obtain the im portant
resultthatthereisa noisethreshold D n abovewhich er-
godicity isbroken.Asalready m entioned,thisthreshold
depends explicitely on the param etern,that is,on the
quantity A(p): the sm aller the power n,the larger the
valueofD n.O n theotherhand,them om entsofthesta-
tionary m om entum distribution,hpm i =

R
dppm W s(p),

are�niteforD < D 0
m = 1=(m + 1).W ecan thereforecon-

clude thatthere existsa directrelationship between the
lossofergodicityin thesystem forthevariableA(p)= pn

and thedivergenceofthe2nth m om entofthestationary
m om entum distribution.
Let us look in m ore detailat the value n = 0,which

correspondsto thelargestnoisethreshold D n= 0 = 1.W e
�rstm ention thatforD > D n= 0,theFokker{Planckequa-
tion doesn’thaveanorm alizablestationary solution any-
m ore and the system is obviously nonergodic. Further,
forn = 0,the function CA (�)can be rewritten in term s
ofthe conditionalprobability density P2(p2;�jp1;0)as

CA (�)=

Z

dp1 W s(p1)�
Z

dp2

�

P2(p2;�jp1;0)� Ws(p2)
�

: (12)

This result is ofspecialinterest. Equation (12) shows
that, unlike for the O rnstein{Uhlenbeck process, the
steady state is here reached in a nonexponentialway.
Such an asym ptotic power{law decay is usually associ-
ated with non{M arkovian processes and is rather sur-
prising fora stationary M arkov processasdescribed by
Eq.(1).Theorigin ofthisalgebraicbehaviorisofcourse
rooted in the nonlineardriftcoe�cient(2).
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FIG .1:Probability to bein thelow{m om entum region (con-

tinuousline)and in thehigh{m om entum region (dashed line),

in the long{tim e lim it,asa function ofthe noise strength D .

A closely related quantity isthe�rst{passagetim edis-
tribution. The �rst{passage tim e isde�ned asthe tim e
atwhich the m om entum ofthe system �rstexits a cer-
tain m om entum interval,given that itwasoriginally in
that interval. The �rst{passage tim e problem for the
Fokker{Planck equation (1) can again be treated using
standard techniques of stochastic calculus (see for ex-
am ple Ref. [21]). In the high{m om entum region, the
Laplace transform g2(s)ofthe �rst{passagetim e distri-
bution obeysthe following backward equation,

D
@2g2

@p2
�
1

p

@g2

@p
� sg2 = 0 : (13)

Solving Eq.(13)with the boundary conditionsg(1)= 1
and g(1 )= 0,we obtain

g2(s)=
K �(p

p
s=D )

K �(
p
s=D )

p
�
; (14)

where K �(p) is the m odi�ed Besselfunction ofthe sec-
ond kind of order �. It follows from Eq. (14), that
to leading order, g2(s) � s� as s ! 0. The �rst{
passagetim edistribution in region 2isthusalsoapower{
law tail distribution and it asym ptotically behaves as
g2(t)� t� 
 with an exponent
 = (3D + 1)=(2D ). The
corresponding m om ents htni =

R
dttng2(t) converge if

D < D 00
n = 1=(2n � 1). The �rst{passage tim e distri-

bution g1(t) in region 1 can be com puted along sim ilar
linesand theassociated m om entscan beshown to beall
�nite. Figure (1) shows the probability to be in region
1 and 2,in the lim it oflong tim es,as a function ofthe
noise intensity D . W e observe that for sm allD ,atom s
are m ostly located in the low{m om entum region,where
they experiencethelinearpartofthedrift.O n theother
hand,for D close to D n= 0,atom s get localized in the
high{m om entum region,where the drift asym ptotically
decaysas� 1=p.Rem arquably,atom sin thissystem can
thusbe broughtin a high{energy state through the sole
action ofthe noise. W e note thatthisproblem exhibits
an interestinganalogywith subrecoillasercooling,where
atom s accum ulate in a low{energy state (in a so{called
darkstate),with in�nitem ean trappingtim e[22].Toour
knowledge,loss ofergodicity in system s with divergent
trapping tim eshasbeen �rstdiscussed in the contextof
spin{glasses[23].
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W e can now form ulate the m ain result ofthe paper:
Ensem ble average and tim e average of the dynam ical
variable A(p)= pn stop being equalin the in�nite{tim e
lim it| ergodicity ofthesystem isaccordingly broken|
when the2nth m om entofthestationary m om entum dis-
tribution and the (n + 1)th m om entofthe �rstpassage
tim e distribution in the high{m om entum region becom e
in�nite. An unam biguous correspondence between the
nonergodic properties ofa system described power{law
distributions and the divergence oftheir respective m o-
m entsistherefore dem onstrated. Thiscon�rm sand ex-
tends the �ndings reported in Refs.[8,9,22,23]. W e
stressthattheaboveresultisnotrestricted to transport
in an opticallattice and that our analysis applies to a
whole class ofsystem s described by an equation ofthe
form (1)with a driftcoe�cientdecaying asym ptotically
as � 1=p. M ore generally,we conjecture that the result
also holdstrueforotherpower{law system s,even ifthey
are not described by a sim ple kinetic equation like the
ordinary Fokker{Planck equation (1)[8,9,22,23].
Further insight can be gained by considering a dis-

cretized form ofthe Fokker{Planck equation (1). In do-
ing so,we shallobtain a generalization ofthe Ehrenfest
urn m odel,which has played an im portantrole in clar-
ifying the foundations ofstatisticalm echanics [24]. W e
write p= j�p and t= l�tand �nd thatthe probability
!(j;l)= W (j�p;l�t)satis�esthe di�erenceequation,

!(j;l+ 1)= a(j� 1)!(j� 1;l)+ b(j+ 1)!(j+ 1;l): (15)

In thelim it(�p;�t)! 0,Eq.(15)reducesto thecontin-

uousequation (1)with K (p)= �p=�t[a(p)� b(p)]and
D = (�p)2=(2�t)[a(p)+ b(p)].The transition probabil-
itiesa(j)and b(j)in (15)areexplicitely given by

a(j)=
R(1+ j2)� j

2R(1+ j2)
; b(j)=

R(1+ j2)+ j

2R(1+ j2)
: (16)

W e recallthatthe Ehrenfestm odelconsistsoftwo urns
containing a totalof2R balls.Atregulartim e intervals,
�t,a ballis random ly chosen and m oved to the other
urn;w(j;l)isthen the probability ofhaving R + j balls
in the �rsturn attim e l.In the standard version ofthe
m odel,the j2 term s in Eq.(16)are absentand Eq.(1)
reduces to the O rnstein{Uhlenbeck process with linear
drift. W e note that in the continuous description,the
m om entum p correspondsto the num berofexcessballs
j in the �rst urn. So,for exam ple,ergodicity breaking
forn = 1 (D > 1=3)occurswhen the 
uctuations ofthe
num berofballsin each urn diverge,theaveragenum ber
ofballs being still�nite and equal. M oreover,when D

approaches one, allthe balls preferentially occupy the
sam eurn,thereforeacting asM axwell’sdem on.
In conclusion,we have investigated anom aloustrans-

portin an opticallattice from the pointofview ofsta-
tisticalm echanicsand established an explicitcorrespon-
dencebetween ergodicity breaking and thedivergenceof
them om entsofthepower{law taildistributionsdescrib-
ing thebehaviorofthesystem ,both in m om entum space
and in tim e.
W ewould liketo thank F.Bardou forstim ulating dis-
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