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PACS.03.65.Ud { Entanglem entand quantum non-locality.

PACS.05.45.Mt { Q uantum chaos;sem iclassicalm ethods.

A bstract. { W e dem onstrate that generalized entanglem ent [Barnum et al., Phys. Rev.

A 68,032308 (2003)]provides a naturaland reliable indicator ofquantum chaotic behavior.

Sincegeneralized entanglem entdependsdirectly on a choiceofpreferred observables,exploring

how generalized entanglem entincreasesunderdynam icalevolution ispossiblewithoutinvoking

an auxiliary coupled system or decom posing the system into arbitrary subsystem s. W e �nd

that,in the chaotic regim e,the long-tim e saturation value ofgeneralized entanglem entagrees

with random m atrix theory predictions. For our system ,we provide physicalintuition into

generalized entanglem ent within a single system by invoking the notion ofextent ofa state.

The latter,in turn,isrelated to othersignaturesofquantum chaos.

Centraltothestudy ofquantum chaos[1]and broadly signi� canttofundam entalquantum

theory [2],isthedeterm ination ofdistinctivesignaturesthatunam biguously identify quantum

system swhose classicallim itexhibitschaotic,versusregular,dynam ics.Such signaturesare

discovered by contrasting quantized versions ofclassically chaotic and non-chaotic system s.

A well-established static signature ofquantum chaosisthe accurate description ofa chaotic

operators’eigenvalueand eigenvectorelem entstatisticsbyrandom m atrixtheory(RM T)[1,3].

A dynam ic indicator ofquantum chaos is the � delity decay behavior [4{10]. W hile both

approacheshave led to deep insights into quantum chaosand its relation to the underlying

classicaldynam ics,they su� erfrom intrinsicweaknesses.Eigenvectorstatistics,forexam ple,

is basis-dependent. The e� ectiveness of� delity decay as an indicator ofquantum chaos is

stronglyin
 uenced by theform oftheperturbation.Indeed,regularsystem sm ayshow chaotic

� delity decay behaviordepending on the type ofperturbation [8].

A signature ofquantum chaos which need not be subject to the above weaknesses and

isvery naturalfrom a quantum inform ation standpointisentanglem entgeneration.Chaotic

evolution tendsto produce stateswhose statisticalpropertiesare sim ilarto those ofrandom

pure states. Because such states tend to be highly entangled [11],we expect thatquantum
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analogsofclassically chaotic system s generate greateram ountsofentanglem entthan quan-

tum analogsofnon-chaotic ones. Thishasbeen con� rm ed both statically and dynam ically.

Statically,by directly analyzing theentangling capabilitiesoftheevolution operator,and dy-

nam ically by studying the evolution ofspeci� c initialstates [12{19]. However,allofthese

studiesrequirea preferred tensorproductstructurein theam bientHilbertspace,in orderfor

the standard de� nition ofentanglem ent to be applicable. Thus,som e ofthe above studies

arbitrarily decom pose the system into subsystem s[18,19],while otherscouple the system to

bestudied to anothersystem [12{17].Thelatterm ethod introducesthecoupling strength as

an extra degree offreedom ,which can cause strongly chaotic system s to notadhere to the

proposed chaosindicator. Ultim ately,both ofthese m ethods e� ectively im pose an external

architectureonto the system ratherthen studying the system on itsown term s.

A notion ofgeneralized entanglem ent(G E)able to overcom e the lim itationsofthe usual

subsystem -based setting has been proposed in [20]. G E extends the observation that stan-

dard entanglem ent can be de� ned in term s ofexpectation values ofa distinguished set of

observables,rem oving the need fora preferred subsystem decom position. G E m easurescon-

structed from algebrasofferm ionic operatorshaveprovided new diagnostictoolsforprobing

m any-body correlationsin quantum phase transitions[21],and have contributed to the un-

derstanding ofstandard m ultipartiteentanglem entin disordered spin lattices[22].

In thisLetter,we establish G E production with respectto appropriateobservablesetsas

an indicatorofquantum chaoswhich rem ovestheabove-m entioned weaknesses.In particular,

because the G E fram ework relies only on convex structure ofthe spaces ofquantum states

and observables, G E is able to be de� ned within the system alone, without resorting to

coupling additionalsystem s or im posing arbitrary subsystem s. W e dem onstrate how G E

clearly di� erentiatesbetween fully chaotic,partially chaotic,and regularbehaviorusing the

paradigm atic case of a quantum kicked top (Q K T) [23]. Furtherm ore, we show that the

behavior ofthe chaotic Q K T follows the RM T prediction. Finally,we provide a physical

justi� cation by com paring G E to thenotion ofextentofa state,introduced by Peres[24],and

recently related to � delity decay [9].

The starting point to de� ne G E is to realize that standard entangled pure states ofa

com posite quantum system S look m ixed to observerswhose m eansto controland m easure

S are constrained to localoperationson individualsubsystem s:To specify a pure entangled

staterequiresknowledgeofthecorrelations,which areexpectationsofnon-localoperators.By

thinkingofpurestatesasone-dim ensional(extrem al)projectorsin thesetofdensity operators

forS,entanglem entim pliesalossofpurity(extrem ality)upon restrictingtolocalexpectations

only. A sim ilar characterization can be provided without m aking reference to a subsystem

decom position forS. LetS be de� ned on a Hilbertspace H ,and let
 denote a generic set

ofobservables.Then any purestatej i2 H inducesa reduced statethatdeterm inesonly the

expectationsofoperatorsin 
 .In analogy with thestandard case,j iissaid tobegeneralized

unentangled relative to 
 ifitsreduced state ispure,generalized entangled otherwise[20].

A naturalway to quantify G E isto relatej ito
 viathe(square)length oftheprojection

j ih jonto 
 [20]. W e shallfocus on the case where 
 � h is a realLie algebra faithfully

represented on H , linearly spanned by a set fA ‘g, ‘ = 1;:::;L, of Herm itian operators,

orthogonalwith respectto the tracenorm [21].The purity ofj irelative to h (h-purity)is

Ph(j i)= K

LX

‘= 1

h jA ‘j i
2 = K

LX

‘= 1

hA ‘i
2
; (1)

where the constant K > 0 ensures that the m axim um value ofPh is 1. States ofm axim um

purity aregeneralized unentangled relativetoh.Ifthelatterisasem isim pleLiealgebraacting
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irreducibly on H ,then any generalized unentangled statehasextrem allength,and belongsto

the fam ily ofgeneralized coherentstates(G CSs)[25].

The quantum chaotic system we explore is the Q K T,used in m any previous studies of

quantum chaos in general[1] and entanglem ent generation in particular. In contrast to

the present work,however,previous studies ofQ K T entanglem ent either explored coupled

kicked tops [12,17],or a realization ofthe Q K T in term ofspin 1=2 susystem s [18]. The

dynam icalvariablesofthe Q K T arethe threecom ponentsofthe angularm om entum vector,

J = (Jx;Jy;Jz),with jJj= J constant. The dynam icsofthe classicalkicked top isa locus

ofpoints on the surface ofthe unit sphere spanned by J=J,with the relative size ofthe

non-chaotic and chaotic regions depending on the kick strength,k. The kicked top is fully

non-chaotic fork . 2:7,hasboth chaotic and non-chaotic regionsfor2:7 . k . 4:2,and is

fully chaoticfork & 4:2 [6].Q K T evolution isgenerated by the Floquetoperator[23]

UQKT = e
�i�J y=2e

�ikJ 2

z
=2J

; ~ = 1; (2)

in a Hilbert space H N ofdim ension N = 2J + 1. H N furnishes a spin-J irreducible repre-

sentation ofSU(2),thus,itisnaturalto investigate h = su(2)asa preferred algebra forthis

system .From Eq.(1),the su(2)-purity is

Psu(2)(j i)=
1

J2

X

‘= x;y;z

h jJ‘j i
2
; (3)

where K = J�2 is chosen so that Psu(2) = 1 for angular m om entum G CSs,de� ned by the

eigenvalue equation (n � J)j i= Jj i,n = (sin� cos�;sin� sin�;cos�),� 2 [0;�];� 2 [� �;�]

[2].Thus,G Esu(2) = 1� Psu(2).

In thechaoticregim e,RM T predictstheasym ptoticstateoftheQ K T to bedescribed by

a random pure state uniform ly drawn according to the Haarm easure on SU(N ). Following

thegeneralprocedureforestim ating theexpected G E in typicalpurestates[26],orexploiting

the factthatthe above expectation valueshave been previously studied within RM T [1,17],

the averagesu(2)-G E isfound to be G Esu(2) = 1� 1=2J:

W e begin by exploring a Q K T with a m ixed phase space,k = 3. Fig.1 contrasts the

G Esu(2) growth asa function oftim e forG CSscentered in the chaotic versusregularregion

ofthe classicalphase space.Statesin the chaotic region quickly approach the G Esu(2) value

predicted by RM T,whereasstatesin the regularregion generatem uch lessG E.G CSsatthe

\edgeofquantum chaos"[27],theborderbetween thechaoticand regularphasespaceregions,

dem onstrateinterm ediatebehavior.

As k increases,the chaotic sea covers the whole ofphase space. Correspondingly,the

G Esu(2) ofallstates quickly approach the RM T estim ation. The inset ofFig.1 illustrates

this for a Q K T ofk = 12. The G Esu(2) initially increasesasa G aussian and then plateaus

at0:999,aspredicted. In contrast,a Q K T with a regularphase space,k = 1:1,displaysan

initiallinearG Esu(2) growth thattypically plateauswellbelow one,Fig.2(a).

Theaboveresultsstrongly supporttheuseofG E asa signatureofquantum chaosbutdo

noto� era clearinsightinto the physicalm eaning ofthisproperty in oursystem . To clarify

this conceptwe establish a relationship between G E and the extent ofa state relative to a

Herm itian observableA [24,28].The latterisde� ned as

� A(j i)=
p
hA 2i� hAi2 : (4)

Thus,the extentisthe square-rootofthe variance ofA forthe state j i.The connection to

G E isshown by notingthat,forh irreducible,thePh-purity isdirectly related to theinvariant
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Fig.1 { G Esu(2) versustim e forrepresentative initialangularm om entum G CSsunderthe evolution

of a m ixed phase space Q K T,k = 3, J = 500. The G Esu(2) of the G CS centered in a chaotic

region � = 3�=5;� = � �=10 (
 ),quickly approachesone. The state centered in the regularregion,

� = �=2;� = 0,generates very little G Esu(2) (� ),and the state centered at the edge ofchaos � =

�=2;� = � �=10,exhibitsinterm ediate behavior(� ). Inset:Average su(2)-purity of90 G CSsunder

chaoticQ K T evolution,k = 12,J = 500.TheG Esu(2) increasesasa G aussian,e
�0:18t 2

(dashed line),

saturating at� 0:999,the RM T estim ation.
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Fig.2 { G Esu(2) (a),and z-extent,�J z (b)forrepresentativeinitialangularm om entum G CSsunder

regularQ K T evolution,k = 1:1,J = 500.The states(bottom to top)are centered at� = 3�=5;� =

� 2�=5;� 3�=10;� �=5;� �=10;0, which lie on phase space orbits ofincreasing size. The �rst four

statesexhibitlinearG E and extentincrease,untilsaturation ata levelwhich dependson the size of

theG CS orbit.W hen theorbitislarge,theG CS hasalargerspread with respecttosu(2)-observables,

hence a larger G E and �J z. After saturation,periodic recurrences in both the G E and extent are

seen. The initialextentis a good indicator ofregular regim e �delity decay behavior[9]. The above

fourG CSsare m ainly com posed ofa few low-extenteigenvaluesand show a G aussian �delity decay.

TheG CS � = 3�=5;� = 0,doesnotdisplay any recurrences.Rather,both theG E and extentexhibit

wild oscillations and achieve higher values than the other states. This state is com posed ofseveral

high-extentQ K T eigenvaluesand exhibitsa power-law �delity decay undersm allperturbations[9].
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uncertainty functional,(� I)2.W ith respectto the aboveoperatorbasis[21],

(� I)2(j i)=
X

‘

[hA 2

‘i� hA ‘i
2]= hC2i� Ph(j i); (5)

where C2 isthe quadraticCasim irinvariantofh,hereC2 = J � J.Thus,Eqs.(4)-(5)yield

G Esu(2) =
X

‘= x;y;z

�

�
J‘

J

�2
�
1

J
: (6)

Eq.(6) clari� es how G E relative to the angular m om entum observables is directly related

to (identicalto,asJ ! 1 )the squared extentforrescaled observablesJ‘=J,averaged over

x;y;z. As suggested in [2,24],the extent in each direction contains essentially equivalent

inform ation fordi� erentiating between regularand chaoticdynam ics.FortheQ K T,thism ay

be seen explicitly: due to the �=2 rotation in UQKT,x and z are interchanged at every tim e

step,leading to equivalentz-and x-extentbehavior. The y-extentisbounded by (� Jy)
2 �

J(J + 1)� 2(� Jz)
2 causing large x;z-extents to be correlated with sm ally-extent values.

Thus,thebehaviorofG Esu(2) asa quantum chaosindicatorshould bequalitatively sim ilarto

the extentbehaviorforany observableJ‘=J.

The relation between the z-extent and G Esu(2) is exhibited graphically in Fig.2 using

initialG CSsunderregularQ K T evolution,k = 1:1.The sim ilarity isstriking:Both increase

linearlyasafunction oftim euntilsom esaturation level.Upon saturation,both theextentand

G Esu(2) plateau,exceptforperiodicrecurrenceswhich occuratthesam etim e.An analogous

behaviorhasbeen num erically veri� ed forextentsin the x;y directions.

Therelationship between G Esu(2) and theextentprovidesthefollowing intuitive,physical

picture forG E and \self-entanglem ent":G Esu(2) isanalogousto a m easure ofthe spread of

the system ’s state vectorin the phase space associated with the dynam icalobservables. As

an initialG CS evolvesto coverm oreand m oreofitsorbit,theG Esu(2) grows.Thelargerthe

phasespaceorbitoftheG CS,thelargertheentanglem entsaturation level(Fig.2).Forfully

chaotic system s,any typicalorbitcoversallofphase space,hence the G Esu(2) convergesto

theRM T estim ation.In thissense,G Esu(2) evolution,atleaststartingfrom stateswhich have

a good classicallim it,directly re
 ectsthe underlying classicalphase space structure.Sim ilar

connections between the entanglem ent growth and the spread ofan initialG CS have been

m adeforstandardbi-partiteentanglem ent,therateofentanglem entincreasebeingdeterm ined

by theLyapunov exponentsofthecorrespondingclassicalLiouvilledistribution [14,16,17,29].

Additionalinsightinto single-particleentanglem enthasbeen provided in [30].

Asm entioned,previousstudiesofQ K T entanglem entrelied on decom posing the system

into N = 2J spin 1=2system sand restrictingto statessym m etricunderspin exchange[18].It

can then beshown thatG Esu(2) isequivalentto standard globalm ultipartiteentanglem entas

quanti� ed by the M eyer-W allach m easure[31]thatis,G Esu(2) isproportionalto the average

linearentropy ofentanglem entbetween any spin 1=2 subsystem and the rest. Yet,the clas-

sicalpicture ofspread in phase space isstillusefulin showing the close relationship between

chaos and entanglem ent generation. Form ally,the connection between G Esu(2) and other

entanglem entm easuresdem onstrateshow G E uni� esdi� erententanglem entapproaches.

Through the extent,G Esu(2) is connected to � delity decay { a quantum chaossignature

which provides a � ngerprint of the classicalLyapunov exponent for quantized versions of

classically chaoticsystem s[5,32].Fidelity isa m easureofdistancebetween thestatesreached

from a given initialstate j iiunderslightly di� erentevolutions[4],F (t)= jh ijU
�tU t

pj iij
2,

where U t = e�iH 0t,U t
p = e�i(H 0+ �V )t are the unperturbed and perturbed evolutions,and
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�,V are the perturbation strength and Ham iltonian,respectively. At short tim e,F (t) =

1� (hV 2i� hV i2)�2t2 + :::;im m ediately identifying the squareofthe initialV -extentasthe

coe� cientofthe second-orderterm [24]. W hile a com plete characterization ofthe operators

V able to induce e� ective dynam icalcross-overislacking [8],perturbationscom m uting with

oneoftheJ‘ m ake� delity a reliableindicatorforQ K T dynam ics[2,6].Thisrelation between

the ‘-extentand � delity decay further supportsthe validity ofG Esu(2) as a quantum chaos

indicator(see also Fig.2).W e note that� delity decay ofa G CS isalso related to the size of

theclassicalphasespaceorbit[9].In general,� delity decay isconnected to othersignaturesof

quantum chaos,such astheshapeofthelocaldensityofstates[6]and eigenvectorstatistics[8].

M ontangero etal[33]dem onstrate the sim ilarity ofbehaviorbetween � delity decay and the

decay of(bi-partite) entanglem ent ofan initialBellpair. Here,it is the generalized purity

which decaysand,asshown,behavesqualitatively sim ilarly to � delity decay { com plem enting

the resultsobtained forlocalpurity and � delity in [22].

Thefactthata singlespatialdirection su� cesforidentifying a valid � delity perturbation

and extentvariablesuggeststhatweexam inean observablesetconsistingofasingleobservable

as another candidate for de� ning G E.This is done by restricting to a (Cartan) subalgebra

h = so(2)� su(2)generated by a single operatorJ‘,say Jz. Using Eq.(1),the so(2)-purity

is

Pso(2)(j i)=
1

J2
h jJzj i

2
; G Eso(2) = 1� Pso(2): (7)

Num ericalsim ulationsforinitially so(2)-unentangled G CSs(� = 0)show thatG Eso(2) isalso

avalid signatureofquantum chaosforthissystem (datanotshown).Thisindicatestheability

ofthe h-purity to di� erentiate between regular and chaotic dynam ics without a direct link

to variancesofobservablesorinvariantuncertainty. Suggestively,the so(2)-purity hasbeen

shown to characterizequantum criticality in the Lipkin-M eshov-G lick m odel[21],which m ay

also be m apped into a single(pseudo)spin system with su(2)dynam icalalgebra.

The above discussion shows the utility ofexpectation values and statisticalm om ents of

observablesin understandingquantum chaos.Uncertainty-based entanglem entm easureshave

been suggested outsidetheG E fram ework [34]providing linksto im portantquantitiessuch as

theW igner-Yanasiskew inform ation [30,35]and a quantum analog oftheFisherinform ation

[36].A dedicated study connectngG E tosuch m easureswillbepresented elsewhere.A general

characterization of a preferred set of observables which can sharply di� erentiate between

chaotic and non-chaotic regim es likewise rem ains an area for future in-depth analysis. In

particular,this willrequire extending the present study to other quantum chaos m odels {

forinstance,kicked rotorsand the quantum baker’sm aps. W hile further generalizationsof

them athem aticalform alism arelikely to beneeded (in orderto properly de� ne,forexam ple,

G CSs for discrete groups),we believe that the G E notion has both the 
 exibility and the

potentialforidentifying quantum chaossignaturesin arbitrary physicalsettings.
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