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M ultifractaluctuations in the survivalprobability ofan open quantum system

Angelo Facchinia

Center for the Study ofCom plex System s,University ofSiena,Via Tom m aso Pendola 37,I-53100 Siena

Sandro W im berger
CNR-INFM and Dipartim ento di Fisica \Enrico Ferm i",

Universit�a degli Studi di Pisa, Largo Pontecorvo 3, I-56127 Pisa

Andrea Tom adin
Scuola Norm ale Superiore, Piazza dei Cavalieri 7, I-56126 Pisa

W e predict a m ultifractalbehaviour oftransport in the deep quantum regim e for the opened

�� kicked rotor m odel. O ur analysis focuses on interm ediate and large scale correlations in the

transportsignaland generalizespreviously found param etric m ono-fractaluctuationsin thequan-

tum survivalprobability on sm allscales.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

M ultifractalanalysisofuctuating signalsisa widely

applied m ethod to characterize com plexity on m any

scales in classicaldynam ics [1],or in the analysis ofa

given tim eseries(withoutany a prioriknowledgeon the

underlyingdynam icalsystem which generated theseries)

[2].

O n the quantum level, m ultifractal behaviour was

found in thescalingofeigenfunctionsin solid-statetrans-

portproblem s[3]. As faraswe know,there have been,

however,very few attem ptsto use the m ethod ofm ulti-

fractalanalysisto directly characterizetransportproper-

tiessuch asconductance(acrossa solid statesam ple)or

thesurvivalprobability (in open,decaying system s).O f-

ten itisindirectly argued thatthem ultifractalstructure

ofthe wave functionsatcriticalpoints(atthe crossover

between thelocalized and theextended regim e)im prints

itselfon the scaling oftransport coe�cients [4]. O ther

worksfound afractalscalingoflocaltransportquantities,

such ashopping am plitudes[5]ortwo-pointcorrelations

[6].Atcriticality [6]predicts,e.g.,a m ultifractalscaling

ofthetwo-pointconductancebetween two sm allinterior

probeswithin the transporting sam ple.

In thispaper,wedirectly study the uctuationsprop-

erties ofa globalconductance like quantity in a regim e

ofstrong localization (Anderson or dynam icallocaliza-

tion in ourcontextofquantum dynam icalsystem s).The

studied quantity is the survivalprobability ofan open,

classically chaotic system ,which in the deep quantum

realm wasfound to obey a m onofractalscaling ifcertain

conditionson the quantum eigenvalue spectrum are ful-

�lled [7,8].In particular,thedistribution ofdecay rates

ofthe weakly opened system needsto obey a power-law

with an exponent � � 1,which translatesinto an an-
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alytic prediction forthe corresponding box counting di-

m ension (ofthe survivalprobability as a function ofa

properscan param eter):D B C ’ 2� jj=2.

A m ore detailed, yet prelim inary num ericalanalysis

ofthe decay rate distribution for our m odelsystem (to

be introduced below)hasfound thattwo scaling regions

can be identi�ed [9].W hile forsm allratesthe probabil-

ity density function �(�)scalesas� � 1,atlargerscalesit

turnsto �� 3=2 { which isexpected forstrongly transm it-

ting channelsfrom variousm odelsfortransportthrough

disordered system s[10]. Here we ask ourselveswhether

thisprediction ofa sm ooth variation in thescalingofthe

m onofractalbehaviour(induced by the sm oothly chang-

ing exponent ) can be generalized to characterize the

uctuations on m any scales using from the very begin-

ning the technique ofm ultifractalanalysis. Before we

present our �ndings on the m ultifractalscaling of the

param etric uctuations of the survivalprobability, we

introduce the kicked rotorsystem and ournum ericalal-

gorithm for the m ultifractalanalysis in the subsequent

two sections.

II. O U R T R A N SP O R T M O D EL A N D T H E

C EN T R A L O B SERVA B LE

The �� kicked rotorisa widely studied,paradigm atic

toy m odel of classicaland quantum dynam icaltheory

[12, 13]. Using either cold or ultracold atom ic gases,

the kicked rotoris realised experim entally by preparing

a cloud ofatom swith a sm allspread ofinitialm om enta,

which isthen subjected to a one-dim ensionalopticallat-

tice potential,ashed periodically in tim e [14]. In good

approxim ation,theHam iltonian fortheexperim entalre-

alization ofthe rotoron the line (in one spatialdim en-

sion)readsin dim ensionlessunits[14]:

Ĥ (t0)=
p2

2
+ k cosx

1X

t= 1

�(t0� t�): (1)
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The derivation ofthe one-period quantum evolution op-

eratorexploitsthespatialperiodicity ofthepotentialby

Bloch’stheorem [15].Thisde�nesquasim om entum � as

a constantofthe m otion,the value ofwhich isthe frac-

tionalpartofthephysicalm om entum p in dim ensionless

units p = n + � (n 2 N). Since � is a conserved

quantum num ber,p can belabelled using itsintegerpart

n only. The spatialcoordinate is then substituted by

� = x m od(2�) and the quantum m om entum operator

by N̂ = � i@=@�with periodicboundary conditions.The

one-kick quantum propagation operatorfor a �xed � is

thusgiven by [15]

Û� = e
� ik cos(�̂)

e
� i�(N̂ + �)

2
= 2

: (2)

In close analogy to the transport problem across a

solid-state sam ple,we follow [8,11]to de�ne the quan-

tum survivalprobability as the fraction of the atom ic

ensem ble which stays within a speci�ed region of m o-

m enta while applying absorbing boundary conditionsat

the\sam ple" edges.Ifwecall (n)thewavefunction in

m om entum space and n1 < n2 the edgesofthe system ,

absorbing boundary conditionsare im plem ented by set-

ting  (n) � 0 ifn � n1 � � 1 or n � n2 � 251. This

truncation is carried out after each kick,and it m im ics

the escape ofatom soutofthe spatialregion where the

dynam icsinduced by theHam iltonian (1)takesplace.If

we denote by P̂ the projection operator on the interval

]n1;n2[the survivalprobability aftertkicksis:

Psur(t)=



(̂PÛ�)

t
 (n;0)





2

: (3)

The early studiesofthe uctuation propertiesofPsur

focused on its param etric dependence on the quasim o-

m entum � [9,11].W hile� ishard to controlexperim en-

tally on a range ofm any scales (with a typicaluncer-

tainty of0.1 in experim ents with an initialensem ble of

ultra-cold atom s [16]),som e ofus recently proposed to

investigate the param etric uctuations as a function of

the kicking period � (see Eq.(1)),which can be easily

controlled on m any scalesin theexperim entalrealization

ofthe m odeleven with laser-cooled (just\cold")atom s

[8].

In Figure 1 we present the survivalprobability Psur

ofthe opened kicked rotorin the deep quantum regim e

(i.e., at kicking periods � � ~e� > 1 [13]) as a func-

tion ofthe two di�erentscan param eters� and �. The

globaloscillation with aperiod oftheorder1in Fig.1(a)

originatesfrom the �-dependent phase term N � in the

evolution operator (2),and can be understood qualita-

tively by rem em bering the Bloch band structure ofthe

corresponding quasienergy spectrum as a function of�

[13]. No such oscillating trend isfound forthe graph as

a function ofthe kicking period.Nonetheless,in the fol-

lowing,weusea welldeveloped variation ofthestandard

m ultifractalalgorithm ,which intrinsically takesaccount

ofsuch global,yetirrelevanttrendsin thesignalfunction

Psur. The basic feature of the M ultiFractalDetrended

Fluctuation Analysis (M F-DFA) [18]are now explained

before we presentourcentralresultswhich indicate the

m ultifractalscalingofdata setsastheonesshown in Fig.

1.

III. M U LT IFR A C TA L D ET R EN D ED

FLU C T U A T IO N A N A LY SIS

The M F-DFA is a generalization ofthe DFA m ethod

originallyproposedby[17],and itisextensivelydescribed

in [18]. In the recent years it was used, for instance,

to investigate the nonlinear properties ofnonstationary

seriesofwind speed records[19],electro-cardiogram s[20],

and �nancialtim e series[21].

The m ethod consists of �ve steps. First the series

fxig
N
i= 1 isintegrated to givethe pro�lefunction:

y(k)=

kX

i= 1

(xi� �x) (4)

where �x is the average value ofxi. The pro�le can be

considered asa random walk,which m akesa jum p to the

rightifxi � �x is positive or to the left side ifxi � �x is

negative.In orderto analyzetheuctuations,thepro�le

isdivided into N s = int(N =s)non-overlapping segm ents

oflength s,and,sinceusuallyN isnotanintegerm ultiple

ofs,to avoid the cutting ofthe last part ofthe series,

the procedure is repeated backwards starting from the

end to the beginning ofthe data set.In each segm ent�

wesubtractthelocalpolynom ialtrend oforderk and we

com putethe variance:

F
2(�;s)=

1

s

sX

i= 1

�
y[(�� 1)s+ i]� y

k
�(i)

	2
; (5)

for�= 1;:::;N s,and

F
2(�;s)=

1

s

sX

i= 1

�
y[N � (�� N s)s+ i]� y

k
�(i)

	2
; (6)

with � = N s + 1;:::;2N s for the backward direction.

Theorderofthepolynom ialde�nestheorderoftheM F-

DFA too, therefore we m ay speak about M F-DFA(1),

M F-DFA(2),...,M F-DFA(k).

The fourth step consists on the averaging ofallseg-

m ents to obtain the q-th order uctuation function for

segm entsofsizes:

Fq(s)=

(

1

2N s

2N sX

�= 1

[F 2(�;s)]q=2

) 1=q

: (7)

In the laststep we determ ine the scaling behaviourof

theuctuation function by analyzing thelog-log plotsof

Fq(s) versuss for each value ofq. Ifthe series is long-

range correlated Fq(s) increases for large s as a power

law:

Fq(s)� s
h(q)

: (8)
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Sincethenum berofsegm entsbecom estoo sm allforvery

large scales(s > N s=4),we usually exclude these scales

forthe�ttingproceduretodeterm ineh(q).TheM F-DFA

reducesto thestandard DFA forq= 2,whilethescaling

exponenth(q)can berelated tothestandard m ultifractal

analysisconsidering stationary tim eseries,in which h(2)

isidenticalto theHurstexponentH ,therefore,h(q)can

be considered a generalized Hurstexponent. M onofrac-

talseriesindeed show a very weak orno dependence of

h(q) on q. By exam ple,for m onofractalseries as white

noise,the generalized HurstexponentisH = 1=2 forall

q. O n the contrary,for m ultifractaltim e series,h(q) is

a function ofq and thisdependence inuencesthe m ul-

tifractality ofthe process.Referring to the form alism of

the partition function:

Zq(s)=

N sX

�= 1

jy�s � y(�� 1)sj
q
� s

�(q) (9)

where �(q) is the Renyiexponent,to which the h(q) is

related by:

�(q)= 1� qh(q): (10)

Now weareableto usetheform alism ofthem ultifractal

spectrum [22]f(�)to characterizethe data set:

�=
d�(q)

dq
= h(q)+ q

dh(q)

dq

f(�)= q�� �(q)= q[�� h(q)]+ 1 :

(11)

The generalized dim ensions are expressed as a function

of�(q)orh(q)[23]:

D q =
�(q)

q� 1
=
qh(q)� 1

q� 1
; (12)

which cannotbe notstraightforwardly de�ned forq = 0

and q= 1.

Ifthesignalism ultifractal,thespectrum f(�)hasap-

proxim ately the form ofan inverted parabola.Assigni-

�cativeparam etersforitscharacterization weconsidered

the point �M corresponding to the m axim um off(�),

and its width W � considered for a �xed q interval. In

otherwords,�M representsthe �valueatwhich issitu-

ated the \statistically m ostsigni�cantpart" ofthe tim e

series(i.e,the subsetswith m axim um fractaldim ension

am ong allsubsets ofthe series). The width W � is re-

lated to the dependence on h(q) from q. The stronger

this dependence,the wider is the fractalspectrum (cf.,

eq.(11)).

IV . R ESU LT S

W e perform ed a M F-DFA oforderk = 1 on data sets

produced by scanningthe�or� param eter,respectively,

over 105 data points,and considering di�erent interac-

tion tim esfrom t= 250 to t= 10000 kicks.Theanalysis

perform ed with higher order (k = 2 and 3) polynom ial

detrending forsom e ofthe seriesproduced basically the

sam e results. Furtherm ore,we tested our num ericalal-

gorithm on a m onofractaltim e series (white noise)and

a wellknown m ultifractalprocess(binom ialm ultifractal

m odel[24]). For these two testserieswe reproduce the

known analyticalresuls,with a precision betterthan 1% .

A fullanalysisfort= 6000 (see Figure 1)isshown in

Figures2 and 3 for the � and � scanned series,respec-

tively.TablesIand IIcollectthem ultifractalparam eters

�M and W �,which werecom puted fort= 250:::10000.

Analogously to [25],we de�ned W � asthe width ofthe

parabolicform off(�)between thepointscorresponding

to q= � 3 and q= 3.

Figure 2(a)showsthe scaling behaviourofthe uctu-

ation function Fq(s),with q 2 [� 5;5].Here s represents

the index ofthe scanning param eter�,whilethe �twas

perform ed in the zone log(s)2 [1:6;2:7](corresponding

to s 2 [40;500]). In Figure 2(b) we report the depen-

dence ofh(q) on q,revealing the m ultifractalnature of

the data set. In order to better characterize the m ul-

tifractality and to highlight how it changes am ong the

di�erentanalyzed series,wehavecom puted theM F spec-

trum f(�)(c.f.2(c)).Figure2(d)showsthevariation of

the m ultifractalparam etersfor the di�erentinteraction

tim esconsidered.Aftera fastdecrease,both theparam -

eterstend to convergearound the values�M = 1:29 and

W � = 0:2 (see also Tab. I). Very sim ilar results were

obtained forthe� scanned series(cf.,Figure3 and Table

II).Com paring the valuesofTablesIand IIwe can say

thatboth the� and the� scanned serieshaveessentially

the sam em ultifractality.

Even ifwecannota prioripredicttheasym ptoticsim -

ilarity between the two seriesof� and �,we can a pos-

terioriinterpret this result: both param eters enter not

equally yetsim ilarly in thephase ofthesecond factoron

the rightofeq.(2).Asa consequence,the restriction of

� to the unitintervaldoesm ake no di�erence to the,in

principle,unboundednessof� (in fact,to avoid di�erent

dynam icalproperties ofthe system ,� was chosen in a

restricted window too,c.f.[8]).

In general,two types ofm ultifractality can be distin-

guished,and both ofthem require di�erent scaling ex-

ponents for sm alland large uctuations. (I) The m ul-

tifractality can be due to the broad probability density

function for the values,and (II) it can also be due to

di�erentlong rangecorrelationsforsm alland largeuc-

tuations. The sim plest way to distinguish between the

m entioned two casesisto perform theanalysison a ran-

dom ly reshu�ed series. The shu�ing destroys allthe

correlations,and theserieswith m ultifractalsoftype(II)

willexhibita m onofractalbehaviourwith hshuf(q)= 0:5

and W � = 0.O n thecontrary,m ultifractality oftype(I)

isnota�ected by theshu�ing procedure.Ifboth (I)and

(II)are presentthe serieswillshow a weakerm ultifrac-

tality than the originalone.

W eapplied theshu�ingproceduretotheseriesshowed

in Figure1.Theproceduredestroyed them ultifractality
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ofboth series since for both the sequences we obtained

h(q) = 0:51� 0:01 for q 2 [� 5;5]. The dependence on

q was so weak that we were not able to com pute any

reliable f(�)spectrum ,which,in thiscase,can be con-

sidered singular,i.e.,with W � � 0.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

W e studied the quantum kicked rotor,a paradigm atic

m odelofquantum chaos,which describesthe tim e evo-

lution ofcold atom s in periodically ashed opticallat-

tices. Im posing absorbing boundary conditions allows

oneto probethetransportpropertiesofthesystem ,here

expressed by the survivalprobability on a �nite region

in m om entum space. For a �xed interaction tim e,the

quantum survivalprobability dependssensitively on the

param etersofthesystem ,and ourapplication ofthede-

trended m ultifractalm ethod showsthatclear signatures

of a m ultifractal scaling of the survival probability are

found,as either the kicking period or quasim om entum

is scanned. O ur results generalize the previously pre-

dicted m ono-fractalstructure ofthe signal[7,8,11],by

characterizing long-range correlationsin the param etric

uctuations. In agreem entwith the m onotonic increase

ofthebox countingdim ension with theinteraction tim et

and itssaturationaftert >

� 5000observedin [8],wefound

a system atically decreasing value for the m axim um �M
oftheM F spectrum and ofitswidthsW M .Both ofthese

two valuesalso tend to saturatefort >

� 5000.

Future work along the lines of[8]willbe devoted to

check in detailwhethertracesoftheherepredicted m ul-

tifractality could be observed underreal-life experim en-

talconditions(e.g.,forshortinteraction tim esand �nite

resolutionsin the scanning param eter[8]).
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error bars show the uncertainty arising from the �ts to the
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com pute W � . (d) The m ultifractalparam eters �M and W �

as a function ofthe interaction tim e. After a strong,initial

variation,thevalue�M showsa saturation towardsthevalue

�M � 1:3.The width W � showsapproxim ately the sam e be-

haviour,and tendsto saturate towardsthe value W � � 0:2.
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FIG .3: (a)The decim allogarithm ofFq(s) with q 2 [� 5;5]

forthe � scanned serieswith t= 6000.The �tting procedure

was perform ed in the zone log(s) 2 [1:6;2:7](corresponding

to s 2 [40;500]). (b)The spectrum ofthe generalized Hurst

exponentsh(q).(c)The f(�)spectrum with � M = 1:29 and

W � = 0:28. (d)The variation ofthe m ultifractalparam eters

�M and W � with theinteraction tim e.�M showsasaturation

towards the value �M � 1:3, while W � tends to saturate

around the value W � � 0:2.

Tables
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TABLE I:M ultifractalparam etersofthe�-scanned data sets

fordi�erentinteraction tim es.Theestim ated errordueto the

�tting procedure described in section IIIis about � 0:02 for

�M and � 0:05 forW � .

�M W �

t= 250 1.63 1.19

t= 500 1.45 0.85

t= 1000 1.34 0.58

t= 2000 1.32 0.37

t= 4000 1.30 0.46

t= 6000 1.29 0.39

t= 8000 1.29 0.26

t= 10000 1.29 0.20

TABLE II:M ultifractalparam etersofthe�-scanned datasets

for di�erent interaction tim es (error estim ates as stated for

the preceding table).

�M W �

t= 250 1.70 1.13

t= 500 1.48 1.12

t= 1000 1.35 0.9

t= 2000 1.33 0.52

t= 4000 1.30 0.44

t= 6000 1.29 0.28

t= 8000 1.27 0.19

t= 10000 1.27 0.20


