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A bstract. { W e dem onstrate that generalized entanglem ent Bamum et al, Phys. Rev.
A 68, 032308 (2003)] provides a natural and reliable indicator of quantum chaotic behavior.
Since generalized entanglem ent depends directly on a choice of preferred observab les, exploring
how generalized entanglem ent Increases under dynam icalevolution ispossible w thout lnvoking
an auxiliary coupled system or decom posing the system into arbitrary subsystems. W e nd
that, in the chaotic regim e, the long-tin e saturation value of generalized entanglem ent agrees
with random m atrix theory predictions. For our system , we provide physical intuition into
generalized entanglem ent within a single system by invoking the notion of extent of a state.
T he latter, In tum, is related to other signatures of quantum chaos.

Centralto the study ofquantum chaos [L]and broadly signi cant to findam entalquantum
theory R]J, isthe determ hation ofdistinctive signatures that unam biguously identify quantum
system s whose classical lim it exhibits chaotic, versus reqular, dynam ics. Such signatures are
discovered by contrasting quantized versions of classically chaotic and non-chaotic system s.
A wellestablished static signature of quantum chaos is the accurate description of a chaotic
operators’ eigenvalue and eigenvectorelem ent statisticsby random m atrix theory RM T) [L,3].
A dynam ic indicator of quantum chaos is the delity decay behavior 4{10]. W hilk both
approaches have led to deep insights into quantum chaos and its relation to the underlying
classicaldynam ics, they su er from intrinsic weaknesses. E igenvector statistics, for exam ple,
is basisdependent. The e ectiveness of delity decay as an indicator of quantum chaos is
strongly in  uenced by the form ofthe perturbation. Indeed, reqular system sm ay show chaotic

delity decay behavior depending on the type of perturbation B].

A signature of quantum chaos which need not be sub ct to the above weaknesses and
is very natural from a quantum inform ation standpoint is entanglem ent generation. Chaotic
evolution tends to produce states whose statistical properties are sin ilar to those of random
pure states. Because such states tend to be highly entangled [L1], we expect that quantum
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analogs of classically chaotic system s generate greater am ounts of entanglem ent than quan-—
tum analogs of non-chaotic ones. This hasbeen con m ed both statically and dynam ically.
Statically, by directly analyzing the entangling capabilities of the evolution operator, and dy—
nam ically by studying the evolution of speci ¢ initial states [12{19]. However, all of these
studies require a preferred tensor product structure in the am bient H ibert space, In order for

the standard de nition of entanglem ent to be applicabl. Thus, som e of the above studies
arbirarily decom pose the system into subsystem s [18,19], while others couple the system to

be studied to another system [L2{17]. T he Jatter m ethod introduces the coupling strength as

an extra degree of freedom , which can cause strongly chaotic system s to not adhere to the

proposed chaos indicator. U kin ately, both of these m ethods e ectively in pose an extemal
architecture onto the system rather then studying the system on its own temm s.

A notion of generalized entangkem ent (GE) able to overcom e the 1im itations of the usual
subsystem based setting has been proposed n R0]. GE extends the observation that stan—
dard entanglem ent can be de ned in tem s of expectation values of a distinguished set of
observables, rem oving the need for a preferred subsystem decom position. GE m easures con—
structed from algebras of ferm ionic operators have provided new diagnostic tools for probing
m any-body correlations In quantum phase transitions R1], and have contributed to the un—
derstanding of standard m ultipartite entanglem ent in disordered spin lattices R2].

In this Letter, we establish GE production w ith respect to appropriate ocbservable sets as
an indicator of quantum chaoswhich rem oves the above-m entioned weaknesses. In particular,
because the GE fram ework relies only on convex structure of the spaces of quantum states
and observables, GE is abl to be de ned wihin the system alne, wihout resorting to
coupling additional system s or in posing arbirary subsystem s. W e dem onstrate how GE
clearly di erentiates between fully chaotic, partially chaotic, and reqular behavior using the
paradigm atic case of a quantum kicked top QK T) R3]. Furthem ore, we show that the
behavior of the chaotic QKT follows the RM T prediction. Finally, we provide a physical
Justi cation by com paring GE to the notion ofextent ofa state, Introduced by Peres 24], and
recently related to  delity decay [P].

The starting point to de ne GE is to realize that standard entangled pure states of a
com posite quantum system S look m ixed to observers whose m eans to control and m easure
S are constrained to local operations on individual subsystem s: To specify a pure entangled
state requires know ledge ofthe correlations, w hich are expectations ofnon-localoperators. By
thinking of pure states as one-din ensional (extrem al) pro gctors in the set ofdensity operators
for S, entanglem ent In pliesa lossofpurity (extrem ality) upon restricting to localexpectations
only. A sim ilar characterization can be provided w ithout m aking reference to a subsystem
decom position for S. Let S be de ned on a H ibert space H , and ket  denote a generic set
of observables. Then any pure state j 12 H induces a reduced state that determ ines only the
expectationsofoperatorsin . In analogy w ith the standard case, j i is said to be generalized
unentanglkd rehtive to  if its reduced state is pure, generalized entangled otherw ise R0O].

A naturalway to quantify GE isto relate j ito  via the (square) length ofthe profction
j ih jonto 20]. W e shall focus on the case where h is a real Lie algebra faithflly
represented on H , linearly spanned by a set fA g, ‘' = 1;:::;L, of Hem itian operators,
orthogonalw ith respect to the trace nom R1]. The purity of j i relative to h h-purity) is

X X
P,§1=K hAJi=K m.i; @
=1 =1

where the constant K > 0 ensures that the m axinum value of Py, is 1. States of m axin um
purity are generalized unentangled relative to h. Ifthe latter isa sem isin ple Lie algebra acting
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irreducibly on H , then any generalized unentangled state has extrem al length, and belongs to
the fam ily of generalized coherent states (GC Ss) 25].

The quantum chaotic system we explore is the QK 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 of QK T entanglem ent either explored coupled
kicked tops [12,17], or a realization of the QKT In term of soin 1=2 susystem s [18]. The
dynam ical variables ofthe QK T are the three com ponents of the angularm om entum wvector,
J = ([x;Jdy;iJz), with Jj= J constant. The dynam ics of the classical kicked top is a locus
of points on the surface of the unit sphere spanned by J=J, wih the relative size of the
non-chaotic and chaotic regions depending on the kick strength, k. The kicked top is fully
non-chaotic for k . 2:7, has both chaotic and non—chaotic regions for 2:7 . k . 42, and is
fully chaotic fork & 42 [6]. QKT evolution is generated by the F loquet operator 23]

UQKTZeinzzeijjzzJ; ~=1; 2)
In a Hibert space Hy ofdimension N = 2J + 1. Hy fiimishes a spinJ irreducble repre-
sentation of SU (2), thus, it is natural to investigate h = su2) as a preferred algebra for this
system . From Eq. [), the su)-purity is

L., 1 X o
Paupy @ D= Iz h 7.3 i°; 3)

=xiyiz

where K = J ? is chosen so that Psue) = 1 for angular m om entum GCSs, de ned by the
eigenvalie equation m  J)j i=Jji,n= (sh oos ;sh sih ;ocos ), 2 0; I; 2 [ ;
Rl.Thus,GEg ) =1 Pgue-

In the chaotic regin ¢, RM T predicts the asym ptotic state ofthe QK T to be described by
a random pure state uniform Iy drawn according to the Haar m easure on SU (N ). Follow ing
the generalprocedure for estin ating the expected GE in typicalpure states R6], or exploiting
the fact that the above expectation valies have been previously studied wihin RM T [1,17],
the average su 2)-GE is ound to be G_Esu e =1 1=23:

W e begin by exploring a QKT wih a m ixed phase space, k = 3. Fig.[l contrasts the
GEg, ) growth as a function of tim e for G C Ss centered In the chaotic versus regular region
of the classical phase space. States in the chaotic region quickly approach the GE g, o) value
predicted by RM T, whereas states in the regular region generatem uch lessGE .G C Ss at the
\edge of quantum chaos" R7], the borderbetw een the chaotic and reqular phase space regions,
dem onstrate interm ediate behavior.

As k Increases, the chaotic sea covers the whole of phase space. Correspondingly, the
GE gy Of all states quickly approach the RM T estin ation. The inset of Fig.[ll flustrates
this ora QKT ofk = 12. The GEg, ) Ihitially ncreases as a G aussian and then plateaus
at 0:999, as predicted. In contrast, a QKT wih a regular phase space, k = 1:1, displays an
initial linear GE g, (z) grow th that typically plateaus wellbelow one, Fig.A@).

T he above resuls strongly support the use of GE as a signature of quantum chaosbut do
not o er a clear insight into the physicalm eaning of this property in our system . To clarify
this concept we establish a relationship between GE and the extent of a state relative to a
Hem itian observable A [24,28]. The latter isde ned as

-
AGi= m2i mi: @)

T hus, the extent is the squareroot of the variance of A for the state j i. T he connection to
GE is shown by noting that, forh irreducible, the Py -purity is directly related to the invariant
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Fig.1l { GEg4, ) versus tin e for representative initial angular m om entum G C Ss under the evolution
of a m ixed phase space QKT, k = 3, J = 500. The GEg, ) of the GCS centered in a chaotic

region = 3 =5; = =10 ( ), quickly approaches one. T he state centered in the regular region,
= =2; = 0, generates very little GEg, ;) ( ), and the state centered at the edge of chaos =
=2; = =10, exhbits intermm ediate behavior ( ). Inset: A verage su (2)-purity of 90 G C Ss under

. 2
chaoticQK T evolution,k = 12,J = 500. TheGEg, () Increasesasa G aussian, e 0:18t"  (Jashed line),
saturating at  0:999, the RM T estim ation.
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Fig.2 { GEgy ) (@),and z-extent, J. () for representative initial angularm om entum G C Ssunder
reqular QK T evolution, k= 1:1, J = 500. The states (pottom to top) are centered at = 3 =5; =
2 =5; 3 =10; =5; =10;0, which lie on phase space orbits of Increasing size. The 1rst four
states exhbit linear GE and extent increase, until saturation at a levelwhich depends on the size of
theGCS orbit. W hen the orbit is large, the G C S has a larger spread w ith respect to su (2)-observables,
hence a larger GE and J .. A fter saturation, periodic recurrences in both the GE and extent are
seen. The initial extent is a good indicator of reqular regin e delity decay behavior P]. The above
four GC Ssarem ainly com posed of a few low -extent eigenvalues and show a G aussian delity decay.
TheGCS = 3 =5; = 0,doesnotdisplay any recurrences. R ather, both the GE and extent exhiit
wild oscillations and achieve higher valies than the other states. This state is com posed of several
high-extent Q K T eigenvalues and exhibits a power-law delity decay under sm all perturbations P].
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uncertainty functional, ( I)2.W ith regpect to the above operator basis R1],

X
(DG D= M3 M=t Ph(GD; )

where C, is the quadratic C asin ir invardiant ofh, hereC, = J J. Thus, Egs)-[) yield

X J. 2

GEsup) =

=xjyiz

1 6
3" (©)
Eq. @) clard es how GE relative to the angular m om entum observables is directly related
to (denticalto,asJ ! 1 ) the squared extent for rescaled observables J.=J, averaged over
X;V;z. As suggested in 2,24], the extent in each direction contains essentially equivalent
Inform ation fordi erentiating between reqular and chaotic dynam ics. Forthe QK T, thism ay
be seen explicitly: due to the =2 rotation in Ugr, x and z are interchanged at every time
step, leading to equivalent z- and x-extent behavior. T he y-extent is bounded by ( Jy )2
J@+ 1) 2( J,)% caushg large x;z-extents to be correlated w ith sm all y-extent valies.
T hus, the behavior ofGE g, ) asa quantum chaos indicator should be qualitatively sim ilar to
the extent behavior for any observable J.=J.

T he relation between the z-extent and GEg, ) is exhibited graphically in Fig.[d using
IntialGCSsunder reqular QK T evolution, k = 1. The sin ilarity is strdking: B oth increase
linearly asa function oftin e untilsom e saturation level. Upon saturation, both the extent and
GE gy, 2) plateau, except for perdodic recurrences w hich occur at the sam e tim e. An analogous
behavior hasbeen num erically veri ed for extents In the x;y directions.

The relationship between GE 4, ;) and the extent provides the follow ing intuitive, physical
picture for GE and \selfentanglement": GEg, ;) Is analogous to a m easure of the spread of
the system ’s state vector in the phase space associated w ith the dynam ical observables. A s
an nitialG CS evolves to coverm ore and m ore of its orbit, the GE 4, ) grow s. T he Jarger the
phase space orbit ofthe G C S, the Jarger the entanglem ent saturation level Fig.[D). For ally
chaotic system s, any typical orbit covers all of phase space, hence the GE ¢, ) converges to
theRM T estim ation. In this sense, GE , ;) evolution, at Jeast starting from states which have
a good clssical Iim it, directly re ects the underlying classical phase space structure. Sim ilar
connections between the entanglem ent growth and the spread of an iniial GCS have been
m ade for standard bipartite entanglem ent, the rate ofentanglem ent increase being determ ined
by the Lyapunov exponents of the corresponding classicall iouville distribution [14,16,17,29].
A dditional nsight into single-particle entanglem ent has been provided in [30].

A sm entioned, previous studies of QK T entanglem ent relied on decom posing the system
IntoN = 2J soin 1=2 system s and restricting to states sym m etric under soin exchange [18]. Tt
can then be shown that GE 4, () is equivalent to standard globalm ultjpartite entanglem ent as
quanti ed by the M eyerW allach m easure [31] that is, GEy, () is proportionalto the average
linear entropy of entanglem ent between any soin 1=2 subsystem and the rest. Yet, the clas-
sical picture of spread In phase space is still usefiil in show Ing the close relationship between
chaos and entanglem ent generation. Fom ally, the connection between GEg, ;) and other
entanglem ent m easures dem onstrateshow GE uni esdi erent entanglem ent approaches.

T hrough the extent, GEg, () is connected to delity decay { a quantum chaos signature
which provides a ngerprint of the classical Lyapunov exponent for quantized versions of
classically chaotic system s [5,32]. F idelity is a m easure of distance betw een the states reached
from a given initialstate j ;i under slightly di erent evolutions B}, F (t) = h:J “USF ;if,
where Ut = ¢ i ot Ul =-e ot VIt gy the unperturbed and perturbed evolutions, and
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, V are the perturbation strength and Ham iltonian, respectively. At short tinme, F (t) =
1 @W?2i HWi?) 22+ u:; mmediately ddentifying the square of the initial V -extent as the
coe client of the second-order term R4]. W hilke a com plete characterization of the operators
V abl to nduce e ective dynam ical cross-over is lacking B], perturbations com m uting w ith
one ofthe J.make delity a reliable indicator or QK T dynam ics R,6]. T his relation between
the “extent and delity decay further supports the validity of GEy, ;) as a quantum chaos
indicator (see also Fig.[d). W e note that delity decay ofa GCS is also related to the size of
the classicalphase space orbit P]. In general, delity decay is connected to other signatures of
quantum chaos, such asthe shape ofthe localdensity of states [6] and eigenvector statistics B].
M ontangero et al B3] dam onstrate the sin ilarity of behavior between delity decay and the
decay of (pipartite) entanglem ent of an initial Bell pair. Here, it is the generalized purity
w hich decays and, as shown, behaves qualitatively sin ilarly to delity decay { com plem enting
the results obtained for localpurity and delity in 22].

T he fact that a single spatialdirection su ces for ddentifying a valid delity perturbation
and extent variable suggests that we exam ine an observable set consisting ofa singk cbservablke
as another candidate for de ning GE. This is done by restricting to a (€ artan) subalgebra
h= so@) su(2) generated by a single operator J., say J,. Using Eq. [), the so2)-purity
s 1

Poe)G 9= 5h 33 ¥ GEsopy = 1 Peopy : 0

Num erical sin ulations for initially so (2)-unentangled GCSs ( = 0) show that GE4, (p) is also
a valid signature ofquantum chaos forthis system (data not shown). T his indicates the ability
of the hpurity to di erentiate between regular and chaotic dynam ics w ithout a direct link
to variances of observables or invariant uncertainty. Suggestively, the so (2)-puriy has been
shown to characterize quantum criticality in the Lipkin-M eshov-6G lick m odel R1], which m ay
also bem apped into a single (pseudo)spin system w ih su(2) dynam icalalgebra.

T he above discussion show s the utility of expectation values and statistical m om ents of
observables in understanding quantum chaos. Uncertainty-based entanglem ent m easures have
been suggested outside the GE fram ework B4]providing links to in portant quantities such as
the W IgnerYanasiskew Inform ation [B0,35]and a quantum analog of the F isher inform ation
B6]. A dedicated study connectng GE to such m easuresw illbe presented elsew here. A general
characterization of a preferred set of observables which can sharply di erentiate between
chaotic and non-chaotic regim es lkew ise ram ains an area for future in-depth analysis. In
particular, this will require extending the present study to other quantum chaos m odels {
for instance, kicked rotors and the quantum baker’sm aps. W hile fiirther generalizations of
the m athem atical form alisn are lkely to be needed (in order to properly de ne, or exam ple,
G C Ss for discrete groups), we believe that the GE notion has both the exbility and the
potential for identifying quantum chaos signatures in arbitrary physical settings.
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