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Q uantum chaos and uctuations in isolated nuclear spin system s

J. A. Ludlow and O . P. Sushkov
Schoolof Physics, University of New South W ales, Sydney 2052, Australia

Using num ericalsim ulations we investigate dynam icalquantum chaos in isolated nuclear spin

system s. W e determ ine the structure ofquantum states,investigate the validity ofthe Curie law

for m agnetic susceptibility and �nd the spectrum ofm agnetic noise. The spectrum is the sam e

for positive and negative tem peratures. The study is m otivated by recent interest in condensed-

m atterexperim entsforsearches offundam entalparity-and tim e-reversal-invariance violations. In

these experim ents nuclear spins are cooled down to m icrokelvin tem peratures and are com pletely

decoupled from theirsurroundings. A lim itation on statisticalsensitivity ofthe experim entsarises

from the m agnetic noise.

PACS num bers:05.50.+ q,05.45.Pq

Introduction. M uch ofthe present knowledge about

violationsofthe fundam entalsym m etries P (invariance

underspatialinversion)and T (invariancewith respectto

tim ereversal)com esfrom experim entsm easuringP-and

T-violating perm anentelectricdipolem om ents(EDM ’s)

ofatom s,m olecules and the neutron,see,for exam ple,

Ref. [1]. M ost EDM experim ents m easure precession

ofthe angular m om entum ofthe system in an applied

electric �eld analogous to the Larm or precession in an

applied m agnetic�eld.

In addition to such precession experim ents,there are

EDM searchesofanotherkind [2,3],which have drawn

recentrenewed attention [4,5,6,7,8,9,10]. The idea

ofthese experim ents is the following. Suppose that we

havesom econdensedm attersam plewith uncom pensated

spins. Ifan electric �eld isapplied to the sam ple,itin-

teractswith the associated (P-and T-violating)EDM ’s,

leading to a slight orientation of the spins in the di-

rection ofthe electric �eld. This orientation,in turn,

ism easured by m easuring the induced m agnetization of

the sam ple. In this work we concentrate on e�ects re-

lated to nuclear spins in insulators with fully com pen-

sated electron spins[7,9].The EDM energy shiftunder

discussion is about 10� 24 � 10� 28eV per nuclear spin.

Forcom parison a sim ilarshift is created by a m agnetic

�eld B � 10� 16 � 10� 20T.So the e�ectistiny and lim -

itation to statisticalsensitivity com esfrom the factthat

the num ber ofspins,n � 1023,inspite ofbeing large is

still�nite[9].Basically thelim itation com esfrom a kind

ofm agneticshotnoise.In theEDM experim entsthenu-

clearspins m ustbe cooled down atleastto 100�K and

optim ally down to 10� 100nK .Atlow tem peraturesthe

spinsarecom pletelydecoupled from thecrystallattice,so

there is no contactwith any heatbath. This m otivates

the problem considered in the present work: m agnetic

noise ofan isolated nuclearspin system . An im portant

pointisthatthe totalspin ofallnucleiisnotconserved

because m agnetic dipole-dipole interaction depends on

relativeorientation ofnuclei.

Concerning previous work we �rst ofallrefer to the

1959 paperby Hebeland Slichter[11]wherethephysical

m eaning oftem perature foran isolated spin system has

been discussed.Thiswork assum ed thevalidity ofa sta-

tisticalapproach forthe isolated quantum system . This

is what nowadays is called dynam icalquantum chaos.

The problem ofthe onset ofdynam icalquantum chaos

hasbeen addressed m uch later.Levelstatisticsin a spin

system with a m obile ferm ion has been investigated by

M ontam baux et alin 1993 [12]. The criterion for on-

set ofquantum chaos in spin glass shards with Heisen-

berg interaction in a random externalm agnetic�eld has

been derived by G eorgeotand Shepelyansky in 1998[13].

Therehavebeen also num ericalstudiesoflevelstatistics

in XYZ spin chainswith and withoutarandom m agnetic

�eld thatdem onstrated non-W ignerbehaviorin the ab-

senceofm agnetic�eld [14].

M odel. To be speci�c,we considerthe Lead Titanate

ferroelectric suggested for EDM experim ents in Refs.

[7,15]. The interaction between the nucleiis governed

by the m agnetic dipole-dipole interaction,the strength

ofwhich fallso� as1=r3,J�� = 2(��� � 3n�n�)=r
3 .

Therefore in the param agnetic phase that we are inter-

ested in itissu�cientto only include nearest-neighbour

interactions.Thedom inating contribution to thedipole-

dipole interaction is from the 207Pb isotope which has

a naturalabundance of22.1% and are distributed ran-

dom ly through the lattice. As a consequence the inter-

action isanisotropic and random in strength.Therefore

weadopta m odelHam iltonian ofthe form ,

H =
X

hkli

X

��

J
kl
�� Sk�Sl� � B

X

k

Skz (1)

where Jkl
��

is the interaction between spins S = 1=2 on

nearestsitesk and lon a lattice and B isa uniform ex-

ternalm agnetic�eld.Theinteraction Jkl
��

isrepresented

byrandom num bersuniform lydistributed between [-J,J].

The typicalvalue ofJ isJ � 10� 12eV � 10nK [7]. For

the sake ofsim plicity unlessotherwise isstated we take

ausualsquarelatticewith periodicboundary conditions.

W e willconsiderthe case when the tensorJ�� hasonly

diagonalcom ponents,� = �,and the case when it has

both diagonaland o� diagonalcom ponents. The latter
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case corresponds to realdipole-dipole interaction. W e

diagonalizetheHam iltonian (1)num erically exactly and

weneed to know alleigenstatesand alleigenenergies,so

thesizeofthem atrixis2n wheren isthenum berofspins.

Therefore,practically we are able to consideronly rela-

tively sm allclusters with n= 8,10,12. For a su�ciently

large lattice allresultsare expected to be self-averaged.

However,weconsiderrelatively sm allclusters,therefore,

to im provestatisticsweaverageresultsover100 random

realizationsofJkl�� .W edonotconsideran odd num berof

spinstoavoid K ram ersdegeneracyofspectrathatcannot

be im portantin the therm odynam iclim it.

Structure ofchaotic eigenstates.Sm allm agnetic�eld.

At zero m agnetic �eld the Ham iltonian (1) is invariant

under tim e reversal(T-reversal). This im plies that the

eigenfunctionsoftheHam iltonian aresplitin twosectors

ofdi�erenttim e-parity:in the �rstsectorthey stay the

sam e(+ )and in thesecond onethey changesign (-)un-

der the action ofallthe spins being ipped. Therefore

the expectation value ofm agnetization that is a T-odd

operator vanishes for any state,hijSzjii = 0. Because

ofrandom J,chaos is established in each ofthese two

sectorsbutthe sectorsdo notinteract. Anderson local-

ization ofsingle particle statesin a random potentialis

a wellknown e�ect. In principle a spatiallocalization

ofm any-body quantum states is also possible,while it

isknown thatinteraction tendsto destroy Anderson lo-

calization [16].Spatiallocalization would im ply Poisson

levelstatistics(the distribution oflevelspacing between

closest levels),PP (s) = exp(� s),within a sector with

a given T-parity in a su�ciently large system . O n the

other hand the W igner-Dyson distribution PW D (s) =
�s

2
exp(� �s2=4) within a given sector indicates a full

chaotization including delocalization. To characterise

to what degree the statistics of levels are W igner

or Poisson, following Ref. [13] we use the param eter

� =
Rs0
0
[P (s)� PW D (s)]ds

�Rs0
0
[PP (s)� PW D (s)]ds ,

whereP (s)arethestatisticsm easured in num ericalsim u-

lationsand s0 = 0:4729istheintersection pointofPP (s)

and PW D . Localization e�ects are always enhanced in

the1D case.Thereforetoinvestigatethelocalization sce-

nario we studied levelstatistics within a given T-parity

sector for the Ham iltonian (1) on a 1D ring at B = 0.

W e found that� = 0:18;0:051;0:035 forn= 8,10 and 12

respectively. So,we do not observe any deviation from

theW igner-Dyson distribution within theaccessablesys-

tem size.Thus,wecom eto a conclusion thatthereisno

spatiallocalization ofquantum statesin therandom spin

system .Thisconclusion issim ilarto thatofRef.[16]for

m obile interacting particles.

Thecom bined statisticsoflevelsincludingboth sectors

atB = 0isgiven by thesum oftwoW ignerdistributions,

giving an interm ediate statisticswith � � 0:5,see Fig.1.

A very sm allcriticalm agnetic�eld isneeded to m ix the

sectorsand henceto lead to a singleW ignerdistribution.

The criticalm agnetic �eld B c1 isgiven by the condition

that m ixing oftwo neareststates from di�erent sectors

isofthe orderofunity

B c1hj� jSzji+ i

�E
� 1 : (2)

Here ji+ i and jj� i are opposite T-parity eigenstates

of the Ham iltonian (1) at zero m agnetic �eld. The

levelspacing is roughly equalto �E � J
p
n=2n,where

the factor
p
n com es from the totalwidth ofthe spec-

trum that is discussed below. To estim ate a typi-

calm ixing m atrix elem ent in (2) we use the sum rule
P

j
hi+ jSzjj� ihj� jSzji+ i= hi+ jS

2

zji+ i= hi+ j
P

m
S2zm +

P

m 6= k
Sz;m Sz;kji+ i�

n

4
:Herewetakeintoaccountthat

P

m
S2zm = n=4 and that

P

m 6= k
! 0 because itisinco-

herent.Thereare2n� 1 term sin
P

j
.Thereforethe typ-

icalm ixing m atrix elem ent is jhj� jSzji+ ij�
p
n=2n+ 1.

Hence substitution in (2)givesthe following estim ate

B c1 �
J

p
2n� 1

: (3)

To con�rm thisanalyticalestim ate we presentin Fig. 1

the value of� calculated num erically for di�erent m ag-

netic �elds. As we already m entioned atzero m agnetic

�eld � � 0:5 indicating interm ediate statistics,and at

large �eld � ! 0 indicating the W igner-Dyson distribu-

tion. Taking the value � = 0:25 asa crossoverpointwe

�nd B c(n + 2)=B c(n)� 0:5 in good agreem entwith Eq.

(3). Thus the value ofthe �rst critical�eld B c1 drops

0 0.05 0.1
B/J

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

0.5

η

FIG .1:� asa function ofthem agnetic�eld:solid linen = 8,

dashed line n = 10,dotted line n = 12.

down exponentially with num berofspins.FortheEDM

experim entwe areinterested in largesystem s,n � 1023.

So in thissituation B c1 = 0:Note thatEq. (3)isnota

criterion for onset ofquantum chaos. This is the crite-

rion for a crossoverfrom a two com ponent chaotic dis-

tribution to a single com ponent chaotic distribution or

in other wordsthe criterion for destruction ofT-parity.

This is quite sim ilar to the dynam icalenhancem ent of

spatialparity violation in nuclei[17].

\Strong" m agnetic�eld. In a strong uniform m ag-

netic �eld stationary states can be classi�ed by total

spin projection on the direction ofthe �eld,Sz. This

regim e is realized when the level spacing B is larger

than them atrix elem entbetween directly coupled states

that is of the order of J, see e. g. [13]. Thus the
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crossover to the strong m agnetic �eld regim e happens

when B > B c2 � J � 10� 7T (the num ericalvalue cor-

responds to Lead Titanate). In the strong �eld regim e

due to random exchange interaction J the stateswith a

given valueofSz arecom pletely m ixed up and theirener-

gies,according to ourcalculations,arespread within the

band ofwidth � 0:3
p
nJ. Note that \conservation" of

totalSz doesnotm ean thatthez-projection ofa partic-

ular spin is conserved. Every particular spin uctuates

very strongly.Thustheenergy spectrum consistsofsuc-

cessive bands,separated by B ,the width ofthe band is

about� 0:3
p
nJ. There is the W igner-Dyson statistics

oflevels within a given band. W hen n � (B =J)2 the

bandsoverlap and thisleadsto Poisson levelstatistics.

The above discussion of the structure of quantum

statesisvalid in thecasewhen thetensorJ�� in Ham ilto-

nian (1)hasboth diagonaland o� diagonalcom ponents.

In the case without o� diagonalcom ponents there is a

hidden integralofm otion.The Ham iltonian acting on a

basisstatewith aparticularSz only changesSz by 0;� 2,

thereforeSz(m od2)isconserved.Thism eansthateigen-

functions can be expanded in a basis with either even

or odd Sz com ponents. Then the above considerations

are valid separately for Sz-even and forSz-odd sectors.

Itispossiblethatthenon-W ignerbehaviourobserved in

Ref.[14]isdue to the hidden integralofm otion.

Tem perature,average energy and m agnetic susceptibil-

ity.Thetextbook analysisofa spin system based on as-

sum ing the validity ofthe Boltzm ann distribution gives

the following wellknown relations[18]

� =
n

4T
; E (T)= E i�

1

T

�

E 2

i � E
2

i

�

: (4)

Here � is the m agnetic susceptibility,E (T)is the aver-

ageenergyatagiven tem perature(wesettheBoltzm ann

constantequalto unity),E i istheaverageenergy ofsta-

tionary statesand E 2

i isthe averageenergy squared.E i

and E 2

i are independent oftem perature. Firstwe want

to check the validity ofEq.(4) for the isolated dynam -

icalsystem (1). In this case Eq.(4) in essence de�nes

an e�ective tem perature,see the discussion in Ref.[11].

To give a precise m eaning to Eq. (4) one has to con-

siderm any energy levelsinside a bin around som egiven

energy E . Then,according to (4)the susceptibility av-

eraged overthese levels is related to the energy E . W e

have checked num erically that for the Ham iltonian (1)

E i � 0 and E
2

i � 0:13J2n. Hence, according to (4)

� � � 1:94E =J2.Thisagreeswellwith resultsofnum er-

icalsim ulationswith Ham iltonian (1)shown in Fig. 2a.

This �gure represents values ofthe levelm agnetization

hijSzjii calculated in the �eld B = 0:1J,averaged over

bins ofwidth �E = 0:5J,and averaged over random

J�� .Deviation from lineardependence atlarge positive

and negativeenergyisthe�nitesizee�ect:Eqs.(4)m ake

senseonly iftheaverageenergyissm allerthan the\band

width",jE j<�
p
nJ.Itisinstructive to considerinstead

-4 -2 0 2 4
E/J

-0.8

-0.4

0

0.4

0.8

<n
|S

Z
|n

> av

(a)

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
B/J

1.5

2

2.5

3

3.5

T
M

/B

(b)

FIG .2: a. M agnetization hijSzjii averaged overenergy bins

�E = 0:5J. The m agnetic �eld B = 0:1J. Solid,dashed,

and dotted lines correspond to clusters ofsize n = 8;10;12

respectively.

b. The value TM =B versus m agnetic �eld for tem peratures

T= -3J (solid), -J (dashed), J (chain), 3J (dotted) and for

cluster sizes n = 8;12. The lower group oflines correspond

to n = 8 and the uppergroup to n = 12.

of\rectangularbinning" anotherway ofsam pling ofen-

ergylevels.In particulartheBoltzm annsam plingde�ned

asM = 1

Z

P

i
hijSzjiie

� E i=T ,where Z =
P

i
e� E i=T .Let

usstressthattem perature here isjusta param eterthat

sam ples a set of energy levels around the average en-

ergy thataccording to (4)isE = � 0:13nJ2=T.O necan

also check that the energy \window" around the aver-

age energy is �Erm s =
p
0:13nJ. Note that the Boltz-

m ann sam pling does not im ply a validity of the equi-

librium Boltzm ann distribution.Forexam plewecan use

Boltzm ann sam plingin asystem withoutinteraction that

nevercom esto an equilibrium .ThevalueofTM =B cal-

culated fordi�erentclustersizes,tem peratures(positive

and negative)and m agnetic�eldsand averaged overran-

dom J�� ispresented in Fig.2b.Forhigh tem peratures,

jTj= 3J,the resultsagreeperfectly with the Curie law.

Unexceptedly itagreeseven atB <
� B c1.Forlowertem -

peratures,jTj� J theresultsdeviatefrom Curie’slaw as

oneshould expect.Tocom pletetheanalysiswehavealso

calculated the dispersion ofthe susceptibility and found

that�� =
p
h�2i� h�i2 � 0:01

p
n=T.

M agnetic susceptibility atnonzero frequency,uctua-

tions. There are no tem poraluctuationsin an isolated

system in a given quantum state.Theuctuationscom e

from the factthata large system cannotbe prepared in

a �xed quantum state. W e always dealwith a density

m atrix thatrepresentsa com bination ofa large num ber

ofquantum states around som e average energy. In this

section we consider only the Boltzm ann sam pling: the

averageenergy isE = � 0:13nJ2=T and theenergy \win-

dow" is�Erm s =
p
0:13nJ. In thiscase we can use the

standard form ula fortheim aginary partofthem agnetic

susceptibility [18]

Im [�(!)] =
�

�h

�

1� e
� �h!=T

�
1

Z

X

i;j

e
� E i=T

� jhijSzjjij
2
�(! + !ij): (5)

Here!ij = (E i� Ej)=�h.Firstweperform directnum er-
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icalsim ulations using this form ula and quantum states

generated by the Ham iltonian (1) at B = 0:1J [19]

Forsim plicity we considerthe case when the tensorJ��
has only diagonalcom ponents. Results ofsim ulations

for cluster n = 12 are shown in Fig.3. The plots for

n = 8;10 arevery sim ilar.Theresultunam biguously in-

−4 −2 0 2 4
ω

-0.2

-0.1

0

0.1

0.2

T
Im

χ/
n

FIG .3: TIm �=n versus !. Solid line,analytic. Num erical

resultsfor n = 12 atT = 3 and T = 1 are shown by dashed

and dotted linesrespectively.

dicatesa G aussian lineshape,Im [�]� n

4T

p
�!�e� !

2
�
2

;

with � � 0:85=J. Assum ing the G aussian shape we

can also calculate � analytically using a m ethod usually

applied in NM R studies [20]. At a large tem perature,

E i � T,and hence we can represent(5)asIm [�(!)]=
�!

T
f(!) where the lineshape f(!) is given by,f(!) =

P

i;j
jhijSzjjij

2�(! + !ij). Let us calculate the second

m om ent of f(!), M 2 =
R
1

� 1
!2f(!)d!

. R
1

� 1
f(!)d!.

Using thecom pletenessrelation and thespin decoupling

S2z =
P

kl
SzkSzl ! 1=4

P

kl
�kl (the indexes k,lenu-

m erate sites) we �nd the denom inator
R
1

� 1
f(!)d! =

n2n� 2. To calculate the num eratorone representsit in

term s ofthe com m utator ofspin with the Ham iltonian
R
1

� 1
!2f(!)d! =

P

i
hij[H ;Sz]

2jii. Then calculating the

com m utatorand using the spin decoupling we�nd

Z
1

� 1

!
2
f(!)d! =

2n

12

X

hkli

�
(J2xx + J

2

yy + J
2

zz) (6)

� (JxxJyy + JyyJzz + JxxJzz)+ 3(J2xy + J
2

zy + J
2

xz)
�
:

Here hkli represents a pair of nearest sites. Since we

haveperform ed num ericalsim ulationswithouto� diago-

nalcom ponentsofJ�� ,the righthand side ofEq.(6)is

n2n� 1J2=3 and hence M 2 = 2=3J2. O n the otherhand

for the G aussian line shape M 2 = 1=(2�2). Hence the

analyticalcalculation givesthe� =
p
3=4=J.TheG aus-

sian curvewith thisvalueoftherelaxation tim eisshown

in Fig.3 by solid line. Itisin good agreem entwith re-

sultsofdirectnum ericalsim ulations.Therealpartofthe

susceptibility can be easily found using K ram ers-K ronig

relations(see,forexam ple,Ref.[18])

Assoon asIm [�]isknown then using the uctuation

dissipation theorem one can �nd m agnetic noise, i.e.

the spectraldensity (M 2)! of the square of the devi-

ation of the m agnetization from its average value [9],

V 2(M 2)! = �hcoth(�h!=2T)Im [�(!)].V isvolum eofthe

sam ple. A very interesting point is that at ! � T the

noise is independent oftem perature and m oreoverit is

thesam eforpositiveand negativetem perature.W hatis

usually called the uctuation dissipation theorem in the

caseofnegativetem peraturebecom estheuctuation ra-

diation theorem becauseIm [�(!)]changessign.

W ehaveinvestigated thestructureofchaoticquantum

statesin a spin latticesystem with random interactions.

W ealsochecked thevalidityoftheCurielaw form agnetic

susceptibility and �nd the spectrum ofm agnetic noise.

Thetem peratureindependentnoiselim itsthestatistical

sensitivity of experim ents on parity and tim e-reversal-

invarianceviolations.
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