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A bstract

Unexpected acceleratorm odeswere recently observed experim entally forcold cesium

atom swhen driven in the presence ofgravity. A detailed theoreticalexplanation ofthis

quantum e�ect is presented here. The theory m akes use ofinvariance properties ofthe

system ,that are sim ilar to the ones ofsolids,leading to a separation into independent

kicked rotor problem s. The analyticalsolution m akes use ofa lim it thatisvery sim ilar

to the sem iclassicallim it,butwith a sm allparam eterthatisnotPlanck’sconstant,but

ratherthe detuning from the frequency thatisresonantin absence ofgravity.

1 Introduction

Thekicked rotorisa standard system used in theinvestigation ofclassicalHam iltonian chaos

and itsm anifestationsin quantum m echanicalsystem s[1,2,3]. The m otion isclassically de-

scribed by theStandard M ap.Thesizeofthechaoticcom ponentin thephasespaceofthism ap

increaseswith thedriving strength,and when thelatterissu�ciently strong unbounded di�u-

sion in action spacetakesplace.Im portantdeviationsarehoweverfound forsom evaluesofthe

driving strength [2,3,4],dueto theonsetofso-called acceleratorm odes,thatproducelinear,

ratherthan di�usive,growth ofm om entum along orbitsin a setofpositive m easure. Quanti-

zation im posesrem arkable m odi�cations. Fortypicalparam etervalues,the classicaldi�usion

isquantally suppressed by a m echanism thatissim ilarto Anderson localization in disordered

solids[1,5].Theacceleratorm odesdecay in tim edueto quantum tunneling [6].Quantum res-

onancesarefound when thenaturalfrequency oftherotoriscom m ensuratewith thefrequency

ofthedriving [7].Thequasienergy statesarethen extended in angularm om entum ,leading to

ballistic(i.e.,linear)growth ofthelatterin tim e.
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Thequantalsuppression ofclassicaldi�usivetransport�rstobserved in thequantum kicked

rotorisactuallyam oregeneralphenom enon,now known asdynam icallocalization.Theoretical

predictions[8]prom pted the�rstexperim entalobservationsofthisphenom enon form icrowave

driven Hydrogen and Hydrogen likeatom s[9].

Them ostdirectexperim entalrealization ofthequantum kicked rotorisachieved in the�eld

ofatom optics,by a technique pioneered by Raizen and coworkers [10]. Laser-cooled Atom s

(�rstSodium and laterCesium )aredriven by application ofa standing electrom agneticwave.

Thefrequency ofthewaveisslightly detuned from resonance,so adipolem om entisinduced in

theatom .Thism om entcoupleswith thedriving �eld,giving riseto a netforceon thecenter

ofm assofthe atom s,proportionalto the square ofthe electric �eld [11,12]. Asthe wave is

periodic in space,the atom isthussubjected to a periodic potential. The wave isturned on

and o� periodically in tim e,and the tim e itis on is m uch shorterthen the tim e itis o�. A

realization ofa periodically kicked particleisthen obtained.In realexperim entsthe duration

ofthekicksisalways�nite,setting a bound on thethem om entum rangewherein the�-kicked

m odelisapplicable.Atvery largem om entum thedriving becom esadiabatic,leading to trivial

classicaland quantum localization in m om entum [13,10].

Thebasicdi�erencebetween thekicked particleand thekicked rotoristhatthem om entum

ofthe particle isnotdiscrete asisthe angularm om entum ofthe rotor.Aswe shallreview in

Sect.(2.2),thisdi�erenceiscircum vented byBlochtheory.Thespatialperiodicityofthedriving

only allowsfortransitionsbetween m om entathatdi�erby integerm ultiplesof~G,with 2�G � 1

thespatialperiod ofthedriving potential.Thisim pliesconservation ofquasi-m om entum .The

particle wavepacket is a continuous superposition ofstates with given quasi-m om enta. The

dynam ics at any one �xed quasi-m om entum is that ofa rotor,which however di�ers from

the standard kicked rotorbecause ofa constant shift in the angularm om entum eigenvalues,

proportionalto thegiven quasi-m om entum .Thism odi�cation ofthekicked rotordynam icsis

form ally thesam easthatproduced by a Aharonov-Bohm ux threading therotor.Itdoesnot

cruciallya�ectdynam icallocalization [14],sothelattercarriesovertotheparticledynam ics.In

experim ents[10]itisfound thatfortypicalvaluesoftheparam eters,an initialnarrow gaussian

distribution around zero m om entum spreadsinto an exponentialdistribution,characteristicof

dynam icalorAnderson localization.

The di�erence between the rotor’s and the particle’s dynam ics due to the presence ofa

continuum ofquasi-m om enta isindeed crucialin whatconcernsquantum resonancesat\com -

m ensurate" valuesofthe kicking period,because these only occuratspecialvaluesofquasi-

m om entum .Therefore,nearlyallquasi-m om entainvolved in aparticle’swavepacketwould not

bein resonance[15].In thispaperwepresentan exactcalculation,showing thatthequadratic

spread in m om entum growsin thiscaselinearly in tim e,in contrastto thesituation found for

thekicked rotor,wherethisspread isquadraticin tim e.A m oredetailed analysisofthekicked

particledynam icsatresonancewillbepresented elsewhere [16].

In the above discussed experim ents,gravity had but negligible e�ects,as driving ofthe

atom stook place in the horizontaldirection. In recentexperim ents [17,18,19],thatprovide

the subjectofthe theoreticalanalysisofthe presentpaper,atom swere driven in the vertical

direction,and gravity wasfound to producerem arkablee�ects.In thevicinity oftheresonant

frequenciesofthekicked rotor,anew typeofballisticspread in m om entum wasexperim entally

observed [17,18,19]. A fraction ofthe atom s are steadily accelerated,at a rate which is

faster orslower than the gravitationalacceleration depending on what side ofthe resonance
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thedriving frequency is.Such atom sareexem ptfrom thedi�usivespread thattakesplacefor

theotheratom s,and theiracceleration dependson thedi�erencebetween thedriving and the

resonantfrequencies. 1 In ref.[18]a physicalexplanation wasgiven,and itwasstressed that

thephenom enon isresem blantoftheacceleratorm odesin theStandard M ap.Theaccelerating

partsofthedistributionswerehenceterm ed \quantum acceleratorm odes",atonceem phasizing

thatresem blance,and theirpurely quantalnature;in fact,they have no classicalcounterpart

in theclassicaldynam icsofthekicked particlesin gravity.2

In this paper we present a theory that explains the experim entalresults in term s ofthe

exact quantum equations ofm otion,and allows for further predictions. The m ain result is

thatthequantum acceleratorm odesin presenceofgravity do indeed correspond to accelerator

m odesofa classicalm ap.Thism ap isnot,however,theonegiven by theproperclassicallim it

(~ ! 0). Item ergesofa quasi-classicalasym ptotics,where the sm allparam eterisnot~ but

ratherthe detuning ofthe kicking frequency from the resonance ofthe kicked rotor. Though

a form ally sim plevariantoftheStandard M ap,itisendowed with a rich supply ofaccelerator

m odesand com plex bifurcation patterns.

Ouranalysisstartsfrom thetim e-dependentSchrodingerequation forthekicked particlein

thelaboratory fram e.A sim plegaugetransform reducesthecorrespondingFloquetoperatorto

thatofa particlekicked by a potential,thatisquasi-periodic (and notjustperiodic)in space

(Sect.(2.1)). The corresponding incom m ensuration param eter adds to the kicking period,in

building aform idablem athem aticalproblem .In particular,quasi-m om entum isnotconserved,

preventing im plem entation ofthe Bloch theory. M oving to a free-falling fram e rem oves this

di�culty and restores decom position into independent rotor problem s,at the price oftim e-

dependentFloquetoperators(Sect.(2.3)).On such operatorswework outthem entioned quasi-

classicalapproxim ation atsm alldetuning from resonance.

Variants ofthe kicked-rotor,in which som e param eter was allowed to change with tim e,

havebeen considered earlier[20],theissuebeing whatdegreeofuncorrelatednessin thetim e-

dependenceissu�cienttodestroylocalization.Forthequasi-periodicdependenceofthepresent

m odel,thisissueisasyetunsolved,and dependson incom m ensuration properties.In a m athe-

m aticalasideofthiswork,weprovethatin thepresenceofgravity and atresonantvaluesofthe

kicking period the particle energy (in the falling fram e)growslinearly in tim e,in su�ciently

incom m ensurate casesatleast.

2 D iscrete-T im e Q uantum D ynam ics

Thedynam icsoftheatom sthatarefallingasa resultofgravity and arekicked by theexternal

�eld ism odeled by thetim e-dependentHam iltonian:

Ĥ (t)=
P̂ 2

2M
� M gX̂ + �cos(G X̂ )

+ 1X

t= � 1

�(t� tT); (1)

where t isthe continuoustim e variable,the integervariable tcountsthe kicks,P̂ ;X̂ are the

m om entum and the position operatorrespectively,M isthe m ass ofthe atom ,2�G � 1 isthe

1The m ain experim entalresultsareclearly presented in Figs4 and 13 ofRef.[18].
2 Forsom eparam etervalues,thelatterdynam icsdoesexhibitacceleratorm odes,which arehoweverunrelated

to the experim entally observed ones.

3



spatialperiod ofthe kicks,� is the kick strength,and T is the kicking period in tim e. The

positive x�direction isthatofthegravitationalacceleration.W ithoutchanging notations,we

rescalem om entum P̂ in unitsof~G,position X̂ in unitsofG � 1,and m assin unitsofM .Then

theenergy E com esin unitsof~2G 2=M ,and tim et in unitsofM =(~G 2).Thereduced Planck

constantisequalto 1,and theHam iltonian takesthefollowing form :

Ĥ (t) =
P̂ 2

2
�
�

�
X̂ + kcos(X̂ )

+ 1X

t= � 1

�(t� t�); (2)

where:

k =
�

~

� =
~TG 2

M
; � =

M gT

~G
; (3)

In theabovede�ned units,�=� isthegravitationalacceleration.Thedynam icsisfully charac-

terized by thedim ensionlessparam etersk;�;�.

In the following Dirac notations willbe used: e.g., (x) = hxj i and  (p) = hpj i will

denotethewave function in theposition and in them om entum representation respectively.

2.1 Floquet operators.

Thequantum evolution overa sequence ofdiscretetim esspaced by oneperiod oftheexternal

periodicdriving isobtained by repeated application oftheFloquetoperator.Thisisthesingle

unitaryoperatorwhich givestheevolutionfrom anyinstanttothenextoneinthegivensequence

oftim es.Ourdiscrete tim eswillbethekicking tim esthem selves 3.Throughoutthe following,

tim e is a discrete variable,given by the kick counter t. Asthe state discontinuously changes

at the kicking tim es,we further specify the state at tim e tto be the one im m ediately after

thet�th kick.TheFloquetoperator Û isthen found by integrating theSchr�odingerequation

(with theHam iltonian (2))from t= 0+ to t= �+ :

Û = K̂ F̂ = e
� ikcos(X̂ )

F̂ ; (4)

where K̂ describesthekick,and F̂ describesfreefallinbetween kicks.W ith thepresentunits,

theenergy eigenfunctionsuE (p)= hpjE ioftheparticlein thegravity �eld read [21]:

uE (p) =

�
�

2��

� 1=2

e
i
�

�
(E p�

p
3

6
)
:

Therefore,apartfrom a constantphasefactor,

hp0ĵFjp00i =

Z

dE e� iE �uE (p
0)u�E (p

00)

= �(p0� p
00� �)e� i

�

2
(p0�

�

2
)2

3O therchoiceslead to di�erentFloquetoperators,which arenonethelessunitarily equivalentto thepresent

one.
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M oreover,

hpje� ikcos(X̂ )jp0i =

1X

n= � 1

K n �(p� p0� n)

where K n = (�i)nJn(k)and Jn(k)are the Besselfunctionsofthe 1-stkind. Replacing in (4)

wegettheexplicitform ofthepropagatorin thelaboratory fram e:

(Û  )(p) =

1X

n= � 1

K n e
� i

�

2
(p� n�

�

2
)2

 (p� n � �): (5)

NotethatK n = K � n.A m oretransparentform ulation isgained by introducing theoperators:

R̂ = e� i�P̂
2=2 ; Ŝ = ei�X̂ =2

Onem ay then write:

Û = ŜK̂ R̂ Ŝ = ŜyÛ 0Ŝ ; Û 0= Ŝ2K̂ R̂ (6)

ThusÛ onlydi�ersbyaunitarytransform ation (in factagaugetransform ation)from Û 0,which

hasthesim pleform :

Û
0 = = e

i(�X̂ � kcos(X̂ ))
e
� i�P̂ 2=2 (7)

Thus form ulated,the problem is that ofa particle freely m oving on a line,except for tim e-

periodickicks.Thespatialdependenceofthekicksisperiodicwhen � isrational,quasi-periodic

otherwise.

2.2 Q uasi-m om entum and K icked R otors.

If� = 0,then (7) is form ally sim ilar to the Kicked Rotor m odel[1],from which it however

di�ersin onecrucialrespect:whereasthelatterhasthekicked particlem oving on a circle,(7)

hastheparticlem oving on a lineinstead.A link between thetwo m odelsisestablished by the

spatialperiodicity ofthekicking potential.W ereview thiswell-known construction,becauseit

playsa fundam entalrolein thispaper.

At� = 0theevolution operatorÛ com m uteswith spatialtranslationsbym ultiplesof2�.As

iswellknown from Bloch theory,thisenforcesconservation ofquasi-m om entum .In ourunits,

thisisgiven by thefractionalpartofm om entum ,and willbedenoted by �.W ethen introduce

afam ily of�ctitiousrotors(particlesm oving on acircle)param etrized by � 2 [0;1),with angle

coordinate � (henceforth nam ed ��rotors),and denote j	�i their states. For integer n we

denotejnitheangularm om entum eigenstatesoftheserotorsso thatin the�� representation

h�jni= (2�)� 1=2exp(in�).Tostatesj ioftheparticleweassociatestatesj	�iofthe��rotors

asfollows:

h�j	�i =
1

p
2�

X

n

hn + �j iein� : (8)

In theangularm om entum representation,

hnj	 �i = hn + �j i (9)

5



Note thatj	 �iisnotnecessarily norm alized to 1,even ifj iis. Conversely,the state ofthe

particleisretrieved from the��rotorstatesvia

hpj i =
1

p
2�

Z
2�

0

d� h�j	�ie
� in� ; n = [p] ;� = fpg: (10)

where[p];fpgdenotetheintegerand thefractionalpartofthem om entum prespectively.Using

(10)and Poisson’ssum m ation form ula,oneobtainsthewavefunction in thex�representation:

hxj i=
1

p
2�

Z

dpeipxhpj i=

Z
1

0

d� ei�xhx m od(2�))j	 �i: (11)

Fixingasharp valueof� yieldsaspatially extended state(aBloch wave)fortheparticle,even

with a norm alizablerotorwavefunction.

Itfollowsfrom (5)and (9)(with � = 0)thatasj ievolvesintoÛ tj i,j	 �iin turn evolves

into Û t
�j	 �i,where:

Û� = (K̂ R̂ �) ; hnĵK jm i= K n� m ; hnjR̂ �jm i= �nm e
� i

�

2
(�+ m )2

: (12)

Eqn.(12)m ay also bewritten asfollows:

Û� = e� ikcos(̂�)e� i
�

2
(N̂ + �)2: (13)

where N̂ =
P

n
njnihnjistheangularm om entum operator:N̂ = �id

d�
in the��representation,

At� = 0,eqn.(13)isthestandard FloquetoperatoroftheKicked Rotor.At� 6= 0oneobtains

avariantoftheKicked Rotor,which hasalso been studied,� beingtypically given thephysical

m eaning ofan externalm agneticux[14].

W ehavethusshown thatin thepresenceofconserved quasi-m om entum theparticledynam -

icscan bedeterm ined asfollows:given an initialparticle(pure)statej (0)ione�rstcom putes

thecorresponding rotorstatesj	 �(0)iasabovedescribed.Theseseparately evolveintoj	 �(t)i

attim et.Theparticlestatej (t)iis�nallyreconstructed using(10).Theprocessofdecom pos-

ing the particle dynam icsin a bundle ofrotorswillhenceforth be nam ed \the Bloch-W annier

�bration". Itisthe quantalcounterpartofthe classicalprocessof\folding back" the particle

trajectory onto a circle,by taking thex�coordinatem od(2�).

Thekineticenergy oftheparticleattim etis:

E(t) =
1

2

Z

dpp2j (p;t)j2 =
1

2

1X

n= � 1

Z
1

0

d� (n + �)2j (n + �;t)j2

=
1

2

Z
1

0

d�

Z
2�

0

d�

( �
�
�
�

d

d�
h�j	�(t)i

�
�
�
�

2

+ �2jh�j	�(t)ij
2+

� 2i�h	 �(t)j�i
d

d�
h�j	�(t)i

�

(14)

In thecaseofunbounded propagation in m om entum space,itisthe1stterm within thecurly

bracketswhich yieldsthedom inantcontribution atlarget(the2-nd isbounded by 1,the3-d

isorderofsquare rootofthe 1-st.). Note thatthe 1-stterm isthe average over� ofthe ��

rotorskineticenergy.
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2.3 M otion in the falling fram e.

In thecaseofnonzero gravity,quasim om entum isnotconserved any m orebecausethekicking

potentialin (7)isnotperiodic(unless� isrational).However,a quasi-m om entum -conserving

evolution isrestored by thesubstitution :

 f(p;t) = hp+ t�ĵU tj );

Since � is the m om entum gained over one period due to gravity,this am ounts to m easuring

m om entum in thefree-fallingfram e(recallthatthepositivex�direction isthatofgravitational

acceleration).

From (5)itfollowsthat

 f(p;t+ 1) =
X

n

K n e
� i

�

2
(p� n+ t�+

�

2
)2 f(p� n;t): (15)

thatm ay berewritten as:

j f(t+ 1)i= Ûf(t)j f(t)i ; Ûf(t)= e� ikcos(X̂ )e� i
�

2
(P̂ + t�+

�

2
)2 : (16)

The operator Ûf(t) describes up to a constant phase the evolution from (continuous) tim e

t = (t�)+ to tim e(t+ �)+ underthetim e-dependentHam iltonian

Ĥ f(t) =
1

2
(P̂ +

�

�
t)2 + kcos(X̂ )

+ 1X

t= � 1

�(t� t�); (17)

thatdescribesthe m otion in the falling fram e. ThisHam iltonian isrelated to thatin eqn.(2)

by thegaugetransform ation ei�X̂ t=�.Theclassicaldynam icscorresponding to (16)isgiven by

thearea-preserving,tim e-dependentm ap in the(x;p)plane:

pt+ 1 = pt+ ksin(xt+ 1) ; xt+ 1 = xt+ �(pt+ t� +
�

2
): (18)

Since~ = 1 in ourunits,theclassicallim itisapproached as

k ! 1 ;� ! 0;� ! 1 ;k� ! const.6= 0;�� ! const.6= 0: (19)

The evolution (15) only m ixes m om enta which di�er by integers: hence, quasi-m om entum

is conserved,so the Bloch-W annier �bration can be fully im plem ented,as described in the

previousSection.Eqn.(12)now becom es:

j	 �(t)i =

t� 1Y

r= 0

Û�(r)j	 �i; Û�(r)= K̂ R̂ �(r) (20)

(alloperatorproductsordered from rightto left),where

hnĵK jm i= K n� m ; hnjR̂ �(r)jm i= �nm e� i
�

2
(�+ m + r�+ �=2)2 : (21)

Consequently,in thefalling fram e,

Û�(t) = e� ikcos(̂�)e� i
�

2
(N̂ + �+ �t+ �=2)2: (22)
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3 Features ofQ uantum D ynam ics in the falling fram e.

The theoreticalim portance ofthe Kicked Rotorm odellies with itsasym ptotic properties in

tim e.Bestknown am ong these are dynam icallocalization,and quantum resonances. Though

notcrucialto currentexperim ents,thelong-tim easym ptoticsisan im portanttheoreticalques-

tion for the present m odels,too. Apart from resonances,we do not attem pt at a thorough

theoreticalanalysis ofthis issue,which is likely to critically depend on the arythm etic type

of�;�;�. Though som e results in this respect willbe presented later,we m ostly focus on

interm ediate-tim e featuresofthequantum dynam ics,directly connected to experim ental�nd-

ings.

In this section the falling fram e is constantly used,without any further reference to the

laboratory fram e.Thesu�x f willbeom itted in orderto sim plify notations.

3.1 R esonances

3.1.1 Zero G ravity

Ifthe kicking period � is com m ensurate to 4�,that is � = 4�p=q with p;q relatively prim e

integers, and in addition � = m =(2p) with m < 2p an integer, then the ��Kicked Rotor

exhibitsthephenom enon ofQuantum Resonance[7].In thatcase,indeed,therotordynam ics

com m utes with translations in m om entum by m ultiples ofq. This typically results in band

(absolutely continuous) quasi-energy spectrum and ballistic spread ofthe rotor wave packet

in the m om entum representation. For specialvalues ofq the bands m ay however be at.

This is the case when q = 2;the ballistic spread is then only observed at � = 1=2,while

at� = 0 the dynam ics is sharply localized in m om entum (\anti-resonance"),ascan be seen

from (13),m aking useofthefactthate� i�ln
2

= e� i�ln holdsforintegerland n.The width of

thequasi-energy bandsrapidly decreasesastheorderq oftheresonanceincreases[7].Ballistic

m otion isthen observed only afterquitelong tim es.Thisplaceshigh-orderresonancesbeyond

experim entalobservation.Ourdiscussion ism ostly focused on them ain resonances(q= 1;2).

Since the quadratic growth ofenergy at resonant values of� requires a sharp value of

quasi-m om entum (hence an extended particle state in position),itcannotbe observed in the

particlewavepacketlong-tim edynam ics,noteven atresonantvaluesof�.Nevertheless,with a

genericchoiceoftheinitialwavepacket,a resonante�ectisstillm anifest,in theform oflinear

asym ptoticgrowth oftheparticleenergy.Thisisqualitatively understood asfollows.Attim e

t,rotors whose quasi-m om enta lie within � 1=tofthe resonant value(s) are stillm im icking

theresonantgrowth ofenergy / t2.Assum ing a sm ooth initialdistribution ofquasi-m om enta,

such rotors enter the average over � (14) with a weight / 1=t. This directly leads to the

lineargrowth ofE(t).Thelattercan also berigorously proven,and theproportionality factor

com puted. Thisisdone in the Appendix,underthe hypothesisthatthe initialwave function

oftheparticleissuch thath jX̂ 2�j i< 1 forsom e� > 1.

3.1.2 N onzero gravity

The��rotordynam icsatresonantvaluesof� in thepresence ofgravity isa nontrivialm ath-

em aticalproblem ,which m ay give rise to di�erenttypesofquantum transportdepending on

thearythm etictypeof�.
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In theAppendix weprovethatfor� = 2l� ,(linteger),and forallirrational� in asetoffull

Lebesguem easure,theenergy E(t)(in thefallingfram e)growslikek2t=4,underthehypothesis

thattheinitialwave function satis�esh jX̂ 2�j i< 1 forsom e� > 1.

3.2 A ccelerator M odes

3.2.1 Q uantum R otor D ynam ics near R esonance.

W e shallnow analyze the quantum dynam ics atvalues of� close to the resonant values 2�l

(l> 0 integer)and forlarge kicking strength k. W e hence assum e � = 2�l+ � with linteger

and j�j<< 1,and rescalek = ~k=j�j.Replacing in (21)and noting e� i�ln
2

= e� i�ln weget:

hm jR̂ �(t)jni = �m n e
� i

�

2
(�+ t�+ �=2)2

e
� i(�

n
2

2
+ n(�l+ ��+ �t�+ �

�

2
))

whenceitfollowsthat(apartfrom an irrelevantphasefactor)

Û�(t) = e
�

i

j�j
~kcos�̂

e
�

i

j�j
Ĥ � (Î;t) (23)

where4

Î = j�ĵN = �ij�j
d

d�
; Ĥ �(̂I;t)=

1

2
sign(�)̂I2 + Î(�l+ �(� + t� +

�

2
)); (24)

Ifj�jisassigned theroleofPlanck’sconstant,then (23),(24)istheform alquantization ofeither

ofthefollowing classical(tim e-dependent)m aps:

It+ 1 = It+ ~ksin(�t+ 1) ; �t+ 1 = �t� It+ �l+ �(� + t� + �=2)m od(2�) (25)

where� hastobechosen accordingtothesign of�.5 Thesm allj�jasym ptoticsofthequantum

�� rotoristhusequivalenttoaquasi-classicalapproxim ation based on the\classical"dynam ics

(25). W e em phasize that \classical" here is not related to the ~ ! 0 lim it but to the lim it

� ! 0 instead.Thetwo lim itsareactually incom patiblewith each otherexceptpossibly when

l= 0 (see(19)).Forthesakeofclarity theterm \��classical" willbeused in thefollowing.

3.2.2 ��C lassicalrotor dynam ics.

Changing variable to Jt = It� �l� �(� + �t+ �=2)rem ovesthe explicittim e dependence of

them aps(25),yielding:

Jt+ 1 = Jt+ ~ksin(�t+ 1)� �� ; �t+ 1 = �t� Jt: (26)

Thesearea-preserving m apsare2�-periodicin J and �,so they de�nesm ooth,area-preserving

m apsofthe2-torusparam etrized by J = J m od(2�),# = � m od(2�).Such \toralm aps" are

conjugated to each otherunderJ ! 2� � J m od(2�),# ! # + � m od(2�).They di�erfrom

theStandard M ap by theconstantdrift��.

4Theintegertim evariabletis�xed on both sides,and the2nd exponentialon therighthand sideisthatof

a constantoperator.
5 Thedoublesign would notappearif�wereused asthe\Planck constant",ratherthan j�j.In thisway the

sign ofI would be reversed with respectto thatofphysicalm om entum whenever�< 0.
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Figure1:Phaseportraitsforthem ap (26)on the2-torus,with � = 5:86;�=� = 0:01579;�= � 0:423.

Herethe torusism apped onto [� �;�)� [� �;�).O nestable �xed pointwith j= 0 existsfor0:542 <
~k < 4:037.Left:~k = 1:329,thestable �xed pointisatJ� = 0,�� = 0:42.Center:~k = 4:232,a stable

period-2,j= 0 orbitisvisible.Right:~k = 4:494,theperiod-2 orbithasleftroom to a stableperiod-6

orbit.Thelowerleftpartism agni�ed in the inset.

LetJ0;#0 bea period-p �xed pointofeithertoralm ap.Iterating (26)with J0 = J0 ;�0 =

#0,att= p oneobtains:

Jp = J0 + 2�j ; �p = �0 + 2�n (27)

for som e integers j; n. The points (Jt;#t) with 0 � t � p � 1 are period-p �xed points

them selves,and de�nea period-p periodicorbitofthetoralm ap,which isprim itiveifallsuch

pointsaredistinct.

Period-1 �xed pointsaregiven on the2-torusby J 0 = 0,#0 = �j,where

sin(�j) =
2�j� ��

~k
(28)

and jisany integersuch that:

� ~k� �� � 2�j� ~k� �� : (29)

No such pointexistsif~k < �� < �;two (atleast)exist(thatis,(28)issolvableforatleastone

value ofthe integerj)whenever ~k � �. Two period-1 �xed pointswith j= 0 existwhenever
~k � ��.In orderfortheperiod-1 �xed points(28)to bestableitisrequired that:

�4 < � ~kcos(#0) < 0 (30)

From (29),(30)itfollowsthatforanyintegerjeach m ap (26)hasexactlyonestableperiod-1

�xed pointon the2-torus,given by (28)if,and only if,

~k
(j;� )

m in < ~k < ~k(j;� )m ax ; ~k
(j;� )

m in = j2�j� ��j;~k(j;� )m ax =
p
16+ (2�j� ��)2 : (31)
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Figure 2: Sam e as Fig.1,for �=� = 0:01579, ~k = 0:8�(4�� �),and di�erent values of�. Left: at

� = 10:996,one stable �xed pointexists with period 1,j= 0. O n decreasing � itturnsunstable at

� � 10:813,generating a period-2 stable orbit.At� � 10:801,one stable orbitwith period 1,j= � 1

appears.Both orbitsare shown in thephaseportraiton the right,drawn at� = 10:744.

At ~k = ~kj;�m ax such �xed points turn unstable and bifurcations occur. This is shown in Fig.1

fora case with j= 0. At~k = ~k0;�m ax = 4:037 a stable period-2 orbitappears. Thisbecom esin

turn unstable at~k � 4:490,and a stableperiod-6 orbitisleft.Thesizeoftheislandsrapidly

decreases through the sequence ofbifurcations. At ~k = 5 no signi�cant stability islands are

any m ore visible;at~k = 5:741 and at~k = 6:825 stable period-1 pointswith j= �1 and j= 1

respectively appear. The rise and fallofthese,and ofsubsequent higher-jperiod-1 pointsas

well,areruled by (31).Furtherexam plesofperiod-1 �xed points,and bifurcationsthereof,are

illustrated in Fig.2.

Exam plesofprim ary (thatis,notborn ofperiod-1pointsby bifurcation)higher-period sta-

bleorbitsareshown in Fig.3.Generally speaking,thepresenceoftwo independentparam eters

(~k and ��)in them apsproducesarem arkablevarietyofstableperiodicorbitsofhigherperiods,

depending on theparam etervaluesin com plicated ways.Figs.1,2 and 3 providebuta partial

view ofsuch com plexity. They were singled outbecause they pertain to experim entally rele-

vantparam eterranges;seethediscussion in sect.(3.2.6).In particular,thevalue�=� = 0:01579

constantly used in thispaperisthatofexperim entsin [17,18,19].

3.2.3 ��C lassicalA ccelerator M odes.

Prim itive periodic orbits ofthe toralm aps yield fam ilies ofaccelerator orbits ofthe original

dynam ics(25),m arked by linearaveragegrowth ofm om entum with tim e:

�pt= �0 = #0 m od(2�) ; Itp = I0 + apt; (32)
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Figure3:Phase portraitsforthe �-classicaldynam icson the torus,showing a (5;� 2)periodic orbit

at � = 12:472, ~k = 0:8�(4� � �), � = 0:01579� (left) and a (10;1) periodic orbit at � = 6:31,
~k = 0:8�(� � 2�),�= 0:01579� (right).

where

I0 = J0 � �l� �(� +
�

2
)+ 2�m ; a =

2�j

p
� �� : (33)

with m any integer,and J0;#0 a period-p �xed point. Ifsuch accelerator orbits are stable,

then they aresurrounded by islandsofpositivem easurein phasespace,also leadingto ballistic

(linear)averagegrowth ofm om entum in tim e.These arenam ed acceleratorm odes.

W e shallclassify acceleratorm odesaccording to theirorder p and jum ping index j. By a

(p;j)-acceleratorm odeweshallm ean a m ode,whoseorderand jum ping index aregiven by the

integersp;jrespectively.

3.2.4 Q uantum A ccelerator M odes in R otor D ynam ics.

Initialphysicalm om enta n0 = j�j� 1I0 for��classicalacceleratorm odesareobtained from (33)

forany 0� � < 1 :

n0 =
2�m + J0

j�j
�
�l

�
�
�

�
(� +

�

2
) (34)

Ifthestableislandsassociated with ��classicalacceleratorm odeshavea largearea com pared

to j�j,then they supporta large num berofquantum states. Thusthey m ay trap som e ofthe

rotor’swavepacketand giverisetoquantum acceleratorm odestravelingin physicalm om entum

space with speed � a=j�j= ���=� + 2�j=(pj�j). In orderthatsuch m odesm ay be observed,

the phase space distribution associated with the initialrotorstate m ust signi�cantly overlap

the islands.Even in thatcase the m odeswilleventually decay due to quantum tunneling out

oftheclassicalislands.
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Figure 4: Q uantum phase space evolution ofthe �� rotor with � = 0:218769, ~k = 1:329,� = 5:86,

� = 0:093 initially prepared in the coherentstate centered atthe �� classical(1;0)accelerator m ode

n0 = � 3:754,�0 = 0:420. Contour plots ofthe Husim ifunctions ofthe rotor are shown at tim es

t= 0,2,4,8,16.Theblack spotsin thecentersofthecontoursarean ensem bleofclassicalphasepoints,

initially distributed in a square ofarea ~ = 1 centered at the m ode. They evolve according to the

�� classicaldynam ics(25).

Thispicture iscon�rm ed by num ericalsim ulations. Fig.4 showsthe quantum phase-space

evolution ofa��rotorstarted in acoherentstatecentered attheposition ofthe(1;0)-acceler-

atorm odegenerated by the�xed pointshown in Fig.1 (left).TheHusim ifunctionscom puted

atsubsequenttim esclosely follow them otion ofthe��classicalm ode.

In Fig.5 we com pare quantum and �-classicalresultsafter30 kicks,and di�erentvaluesof

� at �xed k and �=�. In som e ofthe exam ined � range,two di�erent �-classicalm odes are

sim ultaneously present,with di�erent signsofthe acceleration. In orderto single outone of

them ,wehaveplotted thequantitiesE � ,which,in theclassicalcase,areequalto theaverage

energy after 30 kicks,com puted over those rotors in the ensem ble which,at the given tim e,

havea positive(respectively,negative)m om entum .In thequantum case,they areequalto the

energy,com puted in thestateobtained by projecting therotorstateoverthepositive(respe.,

negative)m om enta.Them ain peak in theleft-hand plotisdueto a (1;0)m odewhoseinterval

ofexistence and stability is,according to (31),1:043 < �=(2�) < 1:261. Both the classical

and the quantum data sharply arise atthe onsetofthe m ode. The rise ofthe quantum data

is actually m ilder,because the �-classicalisland has to grow beyond a size � � in order to

be quantally signi�cant (note that j�jincreases on increasing �). As the stability border is

approached,theisland startsshrinking again,theclassicaland thequantum m odebecom eless

and lesse�ective;the lattersom ewhatfaster,forthe justm entioned reasons. Atthe stability

border,a (2;0)classicalm odeisoriginated by bifurcation,which isin factsignalled by a tiny

peak in theclassicaldata;however,no sim ilarquantum structureisobserved.Thesm allpeak

on theleftm ostpartisan acceleratorm odeitself,seeSect.(3.2.6).
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Figure5:Fulldots:Q uadraticspread E � (t)ofthequantum �-rotoroverpositive(right)and negative

(left)m om enta after30 kicks,vs�,with �=� = 0:01579,k = 0:8�,� = l�=� � �=2,l= 1 (left)and

l= 2 (right). The rotor was started atn = 0. Fulllines: sam e foran ensem ble of5� 106 classical

rotorsevolving according to (25),started with n = 0 and �uniform ly distributed in [0;2�].Theexact

m eaning ofE � (t)isexplained in the text. Atvaluesof�=2� ’ 1:72 the classicalphase portraitsare

asshown in Fig.2.

Atnotreally sm allvaluesofthe \Planck’sconstant" �,strong �-classicalm odesstillleave

quantalsignatures. The quantum -classicalcorrespondence turnshoweverloose,in interesting

ways. Thisisillustrated in the righthand partofFig.5. Now j�jdecreasesfrom leftto right.

The rightm ostpeak correspondsto a (3;�1)m ode (see Sect. 3.2.6),faithfully reproduced by

quantum data.Them ain classicalpeakisthe(1;0)m ode,activefor1:721< �=(2�)< 1:862.A

signi�cantquantum m odeisalsoobserved,with rem arkabledi�erences,however.In particular,

thequantum m ode hasitsm axim um atthe very pointwhere the (1;0)�-classicalm odeturns

unstable,giving birth to a (2;0)m ode,asdem onstrated in Fig.2 (right). Ourexplanation of

thiscuriousbehaviourisasfollows.W hen thestability island neara stable�xed pointsbreaks

ata bifurcation point,som e rem nantsofitsKAM structure neverthelesssurvive,in the form

ofbroken tori(cantori). These provide but a partialbarrier to classicalm otion,and allow

fornonzero phase-area ux. Ifthis ux is sm allcom pared to �,then the cantorus quantally

actsasifitwere unbroken [22].Then itm ay give rise to a quantum acceleratorm ode,m uch

m ore e�ectively than one m ightguesslooking atthe sm allarea ofstability ofthe bifurcated

higher-period orbits.

Though ��classicalm odesexistatany valueof�,theirlocation in the�-rotor’sphase-space

changeswith � .Hencetheirim pacton thequantum evolution ofa rotorstateisenhanced at

thosevaluesof� which a�ord m axim aloverlap ofthem odewith thegiven state.In particular,

if�� < 2�,and the ��rotor is initially set in the n = 0 m om entum eigenstate,then the

quantum (1;0)-acceleratorm odesare especially pronounced when � = l�=� � �=2.Note that

� wasnotsetto thisvaluein thecaseofofFig.4.

In the�� sem iclassicalregim e,acceleratorm odesexponentially decay in tim edueto quan-
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Figure6:Exponentialdecay ofacceleratorm odes.Left:sem ilogarithm icplotoftheprobability P�n(t)

in a m oving m om entum window ofwidth �n = 15 centered atthe�� classical(1;0)m ode,versustim e

t,for k = 2:751,� = 5:8,� = � 0:483,� = 0:092,� = �=� � �=2. The asym ptotic decay ofP �n(t)

is exponentialwith decay rate � � 0:32 � 10� 4. Right: sem ilogarithm ic plot of� vs 1=(j�j). The

�� classicalvariables�I = j�j�n,~k = j�jk wereheld �xed at7:540,1:329 respectively whilechanging �.

The�tting line correspondsto the law � � 135� exp(� 7:35=j�j).

tum tunneling outofthe classicalislands,with decay rate � / exp�(const.=j�j). The decay

ofquantum acceleratorm odesisnum erically dem onstrated in Fig.6.

3.2.5 Q uantum accelerator m odes in Particle D ynam ics.

Quantum Acceleratorm odesarisein theparticledynam icsaswell,justbecausesuch dynam ics

com esofaquantalsuperpositionof��rotors.W eshallpresentlydiscussthesm all-� asym ptotics

ofthe particle dynam ics. Thiswillatonce provide an alternative derivation ofthe �-classical

rotordynam ics,and a m eans oftranslating into particle dynam ics the results established in

theprevioussections.

Let usconsider the propagatorfrom state jpito state jx0i from (discrete) tim e tto tim e

t+ 1,fortheparticledynam ics(16).Letp= n+ � asusual,and x0= 2m 0�+ �0with m 0integer

and 0� �0< 2�.Then

hx0ĵU(t)jpi =
1

p
2�

exp(i�(�;�0;t))

� exp

�

�ikcos(�0)+ in�0+ 2im 0�� �
i

2
�n2 � in�l� in�(� + t� +

�

2
)

�

;(35)

whereei�ln
2

= ei�ln wasused,and

�(�;�0;t)= ��
0�

�

2

�

� + t� +
�

2

�2
: (36)
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Next we introduce �-classicalscaled variables I = nj�j,~k = kj�j,L0 = �2�m 0j�j,to be kept

constantin the�-classicallim it.Then (35)rewritesas:

1
p
2�

e
i�(�;�0;t)

e
i

j�j
F (�0;L0;�;I;t)

; (37)

where:

F (�0;L0;�;I;t)= I�0� L0� � ~kcos(�0)�
1

2
sign(�)I2 � I(�l+ �(� + t� + �=2)): (38)

Consideringj�jasthePlanck’sconstant,andI;L0ascanonicalm om entarespectivelyconjugated

to �;�0,thefunction F isa generating function forthecanonicaltransform ation (�;I;�;L)!

(�0;I0;�0;L0)given by:

�0 = �
@F

@L0
= �

L = �
@F

@�
= L0+ �I

I0 =
@F

@�0
= I+ ~ksin(�0)

� =
@F

@I
= �

0� sign(�)I� �l� �(� + t� + �=2): (39)

The second exponentialin (37) is thus (apart from a constant prefactor) the �-sem iclassical

propagatorassociated with the�-classicalm ap (39).The3d and the4th equation arejustthe

�-classical�-rotordynam ics. The �rstequation saysthatquasi-m om entum isconserved,and

the second yields the com plete revolutions accum ulated by the �-rotorfrom tim e tto t+ 1;

thisquantity isform ally conjugated to quasi-m om entum .

However,(37)hastheadditionalphasefactorei�,which isnot�-sem iclassical,because� is

notscaled by j�j� 1. W hile thisfactorisirrelevantforthe �xed � dynam ics (and wasin fact

disregarded in sect. (3.2.1)),it cannot be neglected when studying the particle wavepacket

dynam ics,which requires integration over allvalues of�. Such integration causes �-classical

trajectories ofdi�erent �-rotors to interfere. This interference is ruled by the true Planck’s

constant~ = 1,and cannotbe suppressed by the � ! 0 lim it. Unlike the �-rotordynam ics,

theparticledynam icsdoesnotbecom e\classical" in the� ! 0 lim it.

Aslong as� is�xed,them aps(39)yield,in thephysicalvariablesp;x and atjpj;jxj>> 1:

pt = j�j� 1It+ � � p0 +

�
2�j

p
� ��

�
t

j�j
;

xt � �j�j� 1Lt� x0 + n0� t+

�
2�j

p
� ��

�
�t(t� 1)

2j�j
(40)

fora (p;j)-acceleratorm ode(32)started atx0,p0.

Fig.7 shows the quantum evolution ofa particle started at t = 0 in the coherent state

centered atthe(1;0)-acceleratorm odep0 = 0,x0 = 0:42.The phase-space distribution splits,

the righm ost part ofit m oving with constant acceleration ���=�. This is the e�ect ofthe

acceleratorm ode.
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Figure 7: Q uantum phase space evolution for a particle initially prepared in the coherent state

centered at p0 = 0,x0 = 0:42,with k = �,� = 5:86,� = 0:093. The com putation im plem ents the

Bloch-W annier �bration discretized over512 valuesofquasi-m om entum . Shades-of-grey plotsofthe

Husim ifunction oftheparticle attim est= 2;8;16 areshown.

A conceptually sim plersituation ism etwhen theinitialstateoftheparticleisan incoherent

m ixtureofplanewaves,forin thatcaseno interferenceoccursbetween di�erent��rotors.Let

theinitialparticlestatebedescribed in thefalling fram eby thestatisticaloperator:

�̂(0) =

Z

dpf(p)jpihpj; f(p)� 0;

Z

dpf(p)= 1: (41)

Each plane wave hasa well-de�ned quasi-m om entum ,so itisequivalentto a unique ��rotor

in the angular m om entum eigenstate speci�ed by the integer part ofthe m om entum ofthe

wave. Therefore, the statisticalensem ble (41) is equivalent to a statisticalensem ble of�-

rotors. Atany given quasi-m om entum �,the state ofthe rotorisdescribed by the statistical

operator �̂� = (P(�))� 1
P

n
f(n + �)jnihnj;thedistribution ofquasi-m om enta isfurthergiven

by P(�)=
P

n
f(n + �).Them om entum distribution fortheparticleisgiven attim etby

f(p;t)= P(�)hnĵ��(t)jni (42)

where � = fpg, n = [p], and �̂�(t) evolves according to the �-rotor dynam ics (20). The

distribution in m om entum is then �-quasiclassically that ofan ensem ble ofclassicalrotors

evolving according to (25).

3.2.6 Spectroscopy ofaccelerator m odes.

In the experim ents described in refs.[17,18,19],the initialstate ofthe falling atom s is sat-

isfactorily described,according to the sam e references,by (41),with f(p)a Gaussian ofrm s

deviation ’ 2:55 (in ourunits)centered atp = 0.In Figs.8 and 9 we show num ericalresults

obtained with the sam e choice ofthe initialstate. Such results provide further evidence of

acceleratorm odes,including higherorderones,which werenotpreviously identi�ed.TheFig-

ureswereproduced by com puting theevolution ofan ensem bleof50rotorswith them entioned

initialdistribution over60 kicks,fordi�erentvaluesoftheperiod � nearthem ain resonances

� = 2�,� = 4�,and k = 0:8�. As�=� was kept �xed atthe physicalvalue 0:01579,� also
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Figure8:M om entum distribution in thefalling fram eafter60 kicksfordi�erentvaluesofthekicking

period � near� = 2�,and fork = 0:8�,� = 0:01579�. Note the negative sign ofp. Darker regions

correspond to higher probability. The initialstate is a m ixture of50 plane waves sam pled from a

gaussian distribution ofm om enta.Fulllinesarethetheoreticalcurves(43);they aredrawn piecewise,

to avoid hiding the actualstructuresto which they correspond. Theirorder and jum ping index are

indicated by the arrows.Theinsetshowsdata att= 400.
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Figure9:Sam easFig.8,for� near4�.Theinsetshowsdata attim e t= 400.

varied with �.Fig.8 isanalogousto the experim entally obtained Fig.2 in ref.[17](with som e

di�erencesin unitsand in param etervalues,though).

The �naldistribution ofm om enta isrepresented by shadesofgrey in the (p;�)plane,darker

zonescorresponding to higherprobability. The hyperbolic-like structuresnear� = 2�;4� are

signatures ofquantum accelerator m odes. At any � where they are visible,they are in fact

locatedatthem om entum valuesreached att= 60bycertain acceleratorm odes,started att= 0

with n0 ’ 0. Such values are theoretically predicted by eqs.(32). The �-classical(p;j)-m ode

started att= 0 with I0 = n0j�jislocated attim etatthem om entum :

n ’ n0 � t
��

�
+ t

2�j

pj�j
: (43)

Replacing � = � � 2�l(l= 1;2forFig.8and Fig.9respectively),and � = 0:01579�,oneobtains

acurven = n(�)foranychosen tim etand foranychosen n0;p;j.Such curveisthen observable,

ifa m ode with the chosen p,jexists,which signi�cantly overlapsthe initialdistribution. The

narrow distribution ofinitialm om enta legitim ates the choice n0 = 0;although other sm all

valuesofn0 areinvolved,they justresultin a thickening ofthecurves.

W ell-m arked (1,0) m odes are observed in both Figures. The intervals ofexistence and

stability ofthe �-classical(1;0) m odes predicted by (31) are 0:745 < �=(2�) < 0:963 and

1:043< �=(2�)< 1:261 forthecaseofFig.8.The(1;0)m odein Fig.9 isthesam easin Fig.5;

in m ostofitsrangethe�-classicalstructureisliketheoneshown in Figs.2 and 5.Ithasboth a

(1;�1)stable orbitand a (2;0)stable orbitoriginated by bifurcation.The(1;�1)theoretical

curvem ostly liesatnegativevaluesofp o� thescaleofthe�gure,and no signi�canttraceofit
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wasdetected in ourquantum com putation,indicating thatthe island wastoo tiny com pared

to therelatively largevaluesofj�j.W ethereforeexplain thelarge(1;0)structureobaserved by

thesam equantalm echanism discussed in sect.(3.2.4),nam ely localization by cantori.

Higher-orderm odes(10;�1)and (5;�2)are observed close to � = 2� and � = 4� respec-

tively. The corresponding �-classicalm odesare shown in Fig.3. The sm all,yet wellm arked,

structureproduced by the(10;1)m odenear2� isalsovisiblein experim entaldatain [17].The

correspondence ofthe (5;2)-and (10;1)-m odeswith the curves(43)isrem arkably evidentat

longertim es,seetheinsetsin Figs.8 and 9.

In Figs.8 and 9 other higher-order m odes are visible,too. These were identi�ed by �rst

�tting the observed structure with a curve (43),and then checking thatthe �-classicalphase

spacereally displays,in therelevant� range,a stableorbitwith thefound p;j.A few ofthese

leftbuta dim trace in Figs.8 and 9. Thism ay be due on one hand to m utualinterference of

di�erent m odes when they coexist in the sam e �-range,and on the other hand to the sm all

num ber ofrotors used in the com putation. For such reasons,Figs.8 and 9 do not probably

accountforalltheacceleratorm odeswhich areexcited in theirrespective param eterranges.

Generally speaking,the fam ily ofhigher-order m odes that are potentially observable in

Figures like 8 and 9 (and in experim ents as well) is probably m uch richer than shown here.

These m ight be exposed by varying param eters,and also by a �ne scan ofsm aller � ranges.

It looks likely that m om entum distributions at relatively short tim es,ofthe type shown in

Figs.8 and 9,can be altogether described by accelerator m ode spectroscopy,i.e identi�cation

ofacceleratorm odesand analysisoftheirm utualinterference. Such a system atic analysisis

beyond thescopeofthiswork.

4 C oncluding rem arks.

1) The above theory ofaccelerator m odes hinges on reduction to independent kicked rotors

m odels,wherein such m odesadm ita naturalinterpretation in term sofclassicaltrajectories.

Itisthe conservation ofquasi-m om entum thatallowsforsuch reduction. Acceleratorm odes

in particle dynam ics are a purely quantale�ect, in fact a rem arkable m anifestation ofthe

conservation ofquasi-m om entum (in thefalling fram e).

2)Thefactthattheinterm ediate-tim edynam icsisdom inated by adiscretesetofm odes,which

exponentially decay in tim e,bearsa distinctresem blance to the W annier-Stark problem ofa

Bloch particle in a constant�eld [23]. How farthisanalogy carriesis,in ouropinion,a very

interesting question.

3)The tim e-dependentvariantsofthe Kicked Rotorm odelexam ined in thispaperalso raise

other im portant theoreticalquestions, which were not addressed in this paper. These are

aboutthe long-tim e asym ptoticsofthe dynam ics,and the localization-delocalization issue in

particular.

4)In theexperim ents[17,18,19]theinitially prepared statesform an incoherentsuperposition

ofm om entum eigenstates,and ofquasim om entum states. Therefore the resultsofthe ofthe

calculations forthe �-rotorsexplain the experim ents. The particle nature (com pared to the

rotor)isim portantonly forinitialcoherentsuperpositionsofm om entum eigenstates.Itwillof

greatinterestifthispointisexplored experim entally.
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5 A ppendix: R esonances in the presence ofG ravity

In thisappendix we assum e � = 2�l,with l6= 0 integer. W e denote  (x)= hxj ithe wave

function oftheparticlein theposition representation,and E(t)thekineticenergy attim et(in

thefalling fram e).

Proposition:Let
R
dx jxj2�j (x)j2 < +1 forsom e � > 1.Then:

(I)If� = 0 :

E(t)= E(0)+
k2D t

4
+ O (t�); � = m axf2� �;

1

2
g

where:

D =
1

l

l� 1X

n= 0

Z
2�

0

d�jh�j	�nij
2 ; �n =

n

l
+
l

2
m od(1): (44)

(II)If� 6= 0 satis�esa Diophantine condition,thatis,there are constantsc; > 0 so thatfor

allintegerp;q :

�
�
�
�� �

p

q

�
�
�
� � cq� 2�  (45)

then:

E(t)= E(0)+
k2t

4
+ O (t�); � = m axf2� � + ;

1

2
) (46)

R em arks:

1. The quasi-m om enta �n’s in part (I) are exactly those yielding quadratic growth ofthe

��rotorenergy.

2. Part(II)ensuresthat,forall� in a setoffullm easure,the energy growsdi�usively with

coe�cientk 2=4.

Proof: Num ericalconstants willshare the com m on notation C whenever theirexactvalue is

irrelevant.From (21),

hnjR̂ �(t)j	 �(t)i = e� i�ln(1+ 2�+ 2t�+ �)ei�(�;�;t)hnj	 �(t)i

Theexplicitform ofthephase� isnotim portantforourpresentpurposes.Further,

h�j	�(t+ 1)i = h�ĵK R̂ �(t)j	 �(t)i = ei�(�;�;t)e� ikcos(�)h� � a� btj	�(t)i;

where:

a = �l(1+ 2� + �) ; b= 2�l� : (47)

Itfollowsthat:

h�j	�(t)i = e� i�(�;�;t)e� ikF (�;�;t)h� � at�
b

2
t(t� 1)j	 �(0)i
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where:

F(�;�;t) =

t� 1X

r= 0

cos(� � ra� rbt+ r2b=2+ rb=2)

W enow useeqn.(14).Asalready rem arked,thedom inantcontribution isgiven by the1stterm

on the rhs,corrections being on the orderofsquare rootofthatterm . W e hence restrict to

thatterm .Aftersubstituting theaboveequations,ittakestheform :

1

2

Z
1

0

d�

Z
2�

0

d�

�
�
�
�

d

d�
h�j	�(t)i

�
�
�
�

2

= E0(t)+ E1(t)+ E2(t); (48)

having denoted

E0(t) = 1

2

R
1

0
d�

R
2�

0
d�jg0(�;t)j2 ;

E1(t) = k2

2

R
1

0
d�

R
2�

0
d�F

02(�;�;t)jg(�;t)j2 ;

E2(t) = k <
R
1

0
d�

R
2�

0
d� iF0(�;�;t)g�(�;t)g0(�;t)

g(�;t) = h� � ta� bt2=2+ bt=2j	 �(0)i

(prim esdenotedi�erentiation with respectto �).An obviousshiftin � showsthat

E0(t)= const= E0(0): (49)

M oreover,from theCauchy-Schwarz inequality itfollowsthat:

jE2(t)j � k

�Z
1

0

d�

Z
2�

0

d�F
02(�;�;t)jg(�;t)j2

� 1=2�Z 1

0

d�

Z
2�

0

d�jg0(�;t)j2
� 1=2

= 2E1(t)
1=2 E0(0)

1=2 (50)

Thedom inantcontribution to E(t)isthusgiven by E1(t),so E0,E2 willnotbeconsidered until

theend oftheproof.Afteran obviouschangeofvariables,

E1(t) =
k2

2

Z
1

0

d�

Z
2�

0

d�

 
tX

r= 1

sin(� + ra+ br2=2� br=2)

! 2

jh�j	�(0)ij
2 : (51)

W erewritethesquareofthesum asadoublesum ,then apply standard trigonom etricform ulae,

and �nally replacea;bby (47),leading to :

E1(t) =
k2

2

Z
1

0

d�

Z
2�

0

d� jh�j	�(0)ij
2 (A 1(�;t)� A2(�;�;t)) (52)

with

A 1(�;t) = 1

2

tP

r;s= 1

(�)(r+ s)lcos(2�l�(r� s)+ �l�(r2 � s2)) ;

A 2(�;�;t) = 1

2

tP

r;s= 1

(�)(r+ s)lcos(2� + 2��(r+ s)+ �l�(r2 + s2)) :

Now weexpand jh�j	�(0)ij
2 in Fourierseries:

jh�j	�(0)ij
2 =

X

M ;N

c(M ;N )e2�iM � eiN � (53)
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Replacing in (52)weobtain

E1(t) =
1

2
�k2<(B 1 � B 2); (54)

where:

B 1 =

tX

r;s= 1

c(l(r� s);0)(�)(r� s)le� i�l�(r
2� s2) (55)

=

t� 1X

j= 1� t

c(lj;0)(�)ljei�l�j
2

m in(t;j+ t)X

r=m ax(1;j+ 1)

e� 2�il�rj;

B 2 =

tX

r;s= 1

c(l(r+ s);2)(�)l(r+ s)e� i�l�(r
2+ s2)

=

2tX

j= 2

c(lj;2)(�)lje� i�l�j
2

m in(t;j� 1)X

r=m ax(1;j� t)

e
� 2�il�r(r� j)

: (56)

W ith thehelp oftheLem m a proven in theend ofthissection,B 2 isbounded by :

1+ tX

j= 2

jc(lj;2)j(j� 1)+

2tX

j= t+ 2

jc(lj;2)j(2t� j+ 1)� C

2tX

j= 2

(j� 1)j� � + Ct

2tX

j= t+ 2

j� � = O (t2� �):

Here and in the following O (tx) has to be read as O (logt),O (1) whenever x = 0,x < 0

respectively.In orderto estim ateB 1 wedistinguish two cases;

Case I:� = 0.

B 1 =

t� 1X

j= 1� t

c(lj;0)(�)lj(t� jjj) = t

1X

j= � 1

(�)ljc(lj;0)+ O (t2� �)

=
D t

2�
+ O (t2� �) (57)

where

D = 2�

1X

j= � 1

(�)ljc(lj;0)

=
2�

l

l� 1X

n= 0

1X

j0= � 1

c(j0;0)e�ij
0(2n=l+ l)

=
1

l

l� 1X

n= 0

Z
2�

0

d�jh�j	�nij
2 ; �n =

n

l
+
l

2
m od (1): (58)

W enextsubstitute(57)and (58)in (54),and then in (48).Recalling (49),(50),and therem ark

preceding (48)leadsto (44).
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Case II:� a Diophantine irrational.Thesum (55)iswritten in theform

B 1 = c(0;0)t+ S

whereS isthecontribution ofallj6= 0 term s.Itcan bebounded as

jSj � 2

t� 1X

j= 1

jc(jl;0)j
2

jsin(�l�j)j

� C

t� 1X

j= 1

jc(jl;0)jj1+  = O (t2� �+ ): (59)

where (45)wasused.The norm alization ofthe wavefunction im pliesc(0;0)= 1=(2�).Substi-

tuting in (54)leadsto (46)afterthesam econcluding stepsasin CaseIabove.Thiscom pletes

theproof.2

Lem m a. Under the hypotheses of the Proposition, and with c(M ;N ) de�ned as in (53),

jc(M ;N )j= O (jM j� �)asM ! 1 .

Proof.From theBloch-W annier�bration (8)itfollowsthat,ifjM j� 1,then:

jc(M ;N )j =
1

2�

�
�
�
�

Z

dx  �(x + M �) (x � M �)e� iN x

�
�
�
�

� CjM j� �
Z

dx j �(x + M �) (x � M �)jQ(x;M ) (60)

where Q(x;M )= (1+ (x + M �)2)�=2(1+ (x � M �)2)�=2 � (4�2M 2)�=2.The Cauchy-Schwarz

inequality then yields:

jc(M ;N )j� CjM j� �
Z

dx j (x)j2 (1+ x2)� < 1 ;

astheconvergence oftheintegralwasassum ed in theProposition.2
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