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R ecovery of classical chaotic—like behaviour in a conservative quantum three body
problem

M J. Even'tt[l
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R ecovering tra ectories ofquantum system sw hose classical counterparts digplay chaotic behaviour
has been a sub fct that has received a lot of interest over the last decade. H owever, m ost of these
studies have focused on driven and dissipative system s. The relevance and Im pact of chaotic-like
phenom ena to quantum system s has been highlighted In recent studies which have shown that
quantum chaos is signi cant in som e aspects of quantum com putation and inform ation processing.
In this paper we study a three body system com prising of identical particles arranged so that
the system ’s classical tra pctories exhibit H am ittonian chaos. Here we show that it is possble to
recover very nearly classical-like, conservative, chaotic tra ctories from such a system through an
unravelling of the m aster equation. Firstly, this is done through continuous m easurem ent of the
position ofeach system . Secondly, and perhaps som ew hat surprisingly, we dem onstrate that we still
obtain a very good m atch between the classical and quantum dynam ics by weakly m easuring the

position of only one of the oscillators.

PACS numbers: 0545M t 03.65-w 0545Pqg

I. NTRODUCTION

Quantum m echanics is perhaps the m ost powerfiiland
usefiil theory of physics to date. Indeed, w ith the pos—
sble em ergence of m any new quantum technologies in
areas such as com putation, com m unication, cryptogra—
phy and m etrology this trend looks set to continue well
nto the future. W ih such strong Interest in applica—
tions of quantum m echanics com es a concom itant inter—
est In the m easurem ent process and the interaction be-
tween \classical" and quantum system s. Indeed, aswe
w ish to understand and apply quantum m echanicsw ithin
the context ofm odem technology we w illneed to develop
our understanding ofw hat actually constitutes a classical
device and how such ob Fcts Interact w th quantum sys—
tem s. H ow ever, the recovery of classicalm echanics isnot
alwaysas sin ple asa In plied by a na vete interpretation
of the correspondence principle. This essential require-
m ent ofany physicaltheory can, for quantum m echanical
system s, be stated as:

\If a quantum system has a clssical ana-
Iogue, expectation values of operators behave,
in the Imit ~ ! 0O, like the corresponding
clhssical quantities" ]

W e observe that Interpretation of this statem ent can be
problem atic if, for exam ple, we consider quantum sys—
tem s that lack a speci ¢ dependence on P lanks con-
stant E]. Further di culties arise when attem pting

to recover the classical trafctories of classically non—
linear and chaotic system s as the Schrodinger equation
is strictly linear.
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W e note that these concems are no longer Jjust of in—
terest to those studying either the m easurem ent prob—
lem or the correspondence principle and the em ergence
of the classicalworld. Indeed this area has a direct in -
pact on quantum technologies. In order to fiillly leverage
the power a orded by these em erging eldswem ust not
only understand in depth the m easurem ent process but
also m any body quantum system s coupled to real envi-
ronm ents. T his is highlighted by the recent observation
of chaos In the spectrum of Shor’s algorithm E] aswell
as In other studies involving quantum inform ation pro—
cessing and quantum chaos E,E,E].

A solution to the correspondence problem for chaotic
system s which has been em ployed w ith great success is
found by utilisihg quantum tra gctoriesm ethods ﬂ,@,@,
(1d,[11,[12,[13, (14, 18,16, 171. Here, ntroduction of en—
vironm entaldegrees of freedom and unravelling the m as—
ter equation yield stochastic Schrodinger equations from
w hich chaoticlike tra fgctories m ay be recovered. This
process can be considered as com prising of several steps.
Firstly, we m ake the quantum system of an open one.
This is archived by coupling the quantum ob fct to an
environm ent which m ay take the form ofa m easurem ent
device. Once the environm ent has been Introduced we
m odel the evolution of the system ’s density operator (in
the presence of the environm ent) using a linear m aster
equation. However, m aster equations are sin ilar to the
Langevin equation insofar as they only predict a set of
probable outcom es over an ensam ble of system s or ex—
perin ents. Therefore, iIn order to get som e idea of the
possible behaviour of an individual experin ent we next
unravel the m aster equation. In essence, this process in—
volves nding a stochastic di erential equation for the
system ’s state vector w ith the proviso that the dynam ics
given by the m aster equation are retumed in the ensem —
bl average overm any solitions. There are an In niely
m any ways to do this each representing a di erent phys—
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icalprocess. In this work we em ploy the quantum state
di usion @ SD ) unravelling w hich corresponds to a uni—
e clency heterodyne m easurem ent (or am biquadrature

hom odyne detection) on the environm ental degrees of
freedom [16] (Br an detailed introduction to this ap-
proach plase see @]) . Here the evolution of the state
vector j i is given by the 6 increm ent equation E,]

i
di= <—HJidt
X D E D ED E
Yy 1 y 1 y L]
+ Lj Ly ELij E Lj Ly Jj idt
Xj
+ L MLsilj id @)

3

where the Lindblad operators L; represent coupling to
environm ental degrees of freedom , dt is the tim e Incre—
ment, and d are complx W einer increm ents de ned
such that d2 = d = 0 and dd = dt 03, [141
T hroughout this work a bar over a quantity denotes the
average over stochastic processes w hilst the notation h i
isused for quantum m echanical expectation values. T he

rst temm on the right hand side of this equation is the
Schrodinger evolution of the system while the second
(drift) and third ( uctuation) temm s describe the deco—
hering e ects of the environm ent on the evolution of the
system s state vector.

However, to date the body of work which uses quan—
tum tra fctories to recover classically chaotic-like tra fc—
tories has focused on those system s that are dissipative.
There are several notable exceptions that dem onstrate
that continuous m easurem ent of both driven and un-
driven conservative system sthat can recover classicallke
behaviour E,,,]. H ow ever, these w orks consider
system s w ith only a single degree of freedom . Recently
w e becam e Interested in whether it was possibl, using a
sin ilar analysis, to recover chaotic tra fctories of classi-
cal, m ulticom ponent, system s undergoing Ham ilttonian
chaos. Iniially we wished to consider the traditional
three body problem of classical m echanics for particles
with sin ilar m asses 30]. This problm , although his-
torically very signi cant, is non-trivial to solve. Conse—
quently, in this work we consider a som ew hat sin pli ed
system com prising of three coupled one-dim ensional an—
ham onic oscillators.

II. BACKGROUND

The Ham ittonian for our chosen three body system,
com prising of one-din ensional anham onic oscillators
w ith a quartic potential and unit m ass, is given by
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T he classicaldynam ics associated w ith this H am ittonian
can be chaotic and are known to have positive Lyapunov

exponents E]. W hen we consider classical m echanics
a; and p; are taken to represent the classical values of
position and m om entum . H ow ever, w hen we consider the
quantum m echanics they are replaced by their operator
counterparts. A s we shall aways be clear as to which
description we are considering at any one tim e this does
not lead to any am biguity.

W e have already stated one expression of the corre-
soondence principal In quantum m echanics. An altema-
tive de nition, which we nd preferable, isto

\consider ~ xed (it is) and scale the H am ilto—
nian so that the relative m otion of the expec—
tation values of the observabl becom e harge
when com pared with the m Inim um area (~=2)
in the phase space".

In either case this is the vk ofthe temm in the Ham i~
tonian, ie. ~ ! ~ 50 that the smaller the larger the
dynam ics when com pared to a plank cell.

III. RESULTS

From the Ham iltonian [J) we nd the three classical
equations ofm otion are

8 9

< q3 X =
z= ad = 0; where §;j= 1;2;3: (3)
6 3 !

W hen we solve these coupled equations of m otion w ith
the niial conditions g = 02=; g = 005=; g3 =
0415= and p; = 0 bralliwe nd that the dynam ics
are chaotic. W e show the phase portrait forthe solutions
to these equations in gqure [[@) where, w ithout loss of
generality, we have set = 1. W e note as an interesting
aside, one feature of this system isthat ifg = p; = 0 for
any ithen g = p; = 0 always.

W e now proceed to discuss the quantum m echanical
description of these coupled oscillators. U nlike the classi-
calequationsofm otion the Schrodingerequation forthis,
or any other, system is strictly linear. W e nd that so—
Jutions to the Schrodinger equation for this system , even
for m oderate values of , delocalise so rapidly that ob—
taining accurate solutions is not possble for us. This
does, however, renforce the lack of correspondence be-
tween classical dynam ics and Schrodinger evolution for
this system .

Follow ing past work ﬂ, E, E, , , , , , ,
[1d,[17] on recovering classically chaotic like orbits from
a system ’s quantum counterpart we solve the unravelling
of the m aster equation [I) with Ham ittonian [2). For
this exam ple there are three points of note w ith regard
to possible choices of the environm ental degrees of free—
dom . Firstly, coupling to an environm ent helps localise
the system ’s state vector and hence produce a well de—

ned, classicallike, trafctory. Secondly, as the classi-
calsystem isHam iltonian and therefore conservative, we
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FIG.1: (colour on-line) An exam ple chaotic trapctory (a)
solutions to the classical equations of m otion [J) for the ini-
tialconditions g = 02, = 005, g = 0:15 for our chosen
system and (b) scaled quantum expectation valies hgiand

hp;i versus tin e for an unravelling of the m aster equation
with initial state D; ( 02= )D, (005= )Ds3 ( 0:5= ) P0O0i
and = 1=2000. Tractories for oscillator one are shown
in magenta (medium grey), for two in blue (dark grey) and
three In green (light grey). Note, all quantities are dim en—
sion less.
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FIG. 2: (colour on-line) A com parison between the classi-
cal position g (dashed grey) and hgi for three di erent
couplings ( ) to the environm ent. Note, all quantities are
din ension less.

m ust chose the environm ent ofeach oscillator so that en—
ergy exchange ism inin ised between any part of the sys—
tem and the environm ental degrees of freedom . T hirdly,
we should specify a physically reasonable environm ent.
In this work we have chosen Iniially one of the m ost
obvious candidates for the environm ent which satis esall

these conditions. Explicitly we have set each Lindblad
L; = dqgi; 1= 1;2;3 corresponding to the continuous
m easurem ent of position. This unravelling also corre-
soonds to that of the M aster equation for a weakly cou—
pled, high tem perature, them al environm ent @]. Here

represents the m agniude of the coupling betw een each
com ponent ofthe system and is respective environm ent.
Tn this work we use severalvalues of . In qure [D()
we use an Intem ediate coupling ( = 0:d) whilst in

gures [2, 3, [4 and [§ we also present results for weak
( = 0:01) and strong ( = 0:5) couplings.

A s our Initial state, and for the best possble m atch
w ith the classical initial conditions, we chose a tensor
product of coherent states for which the quantum ex-—
pectation values In position and m om entum are centred
Ing pphassphlhneatg = 02= ;9, = 005= ;93 =
0:15= andp;= Owherei= 1;2;3. A ltematively, we can
express this initial condition explicitly as translated vac—
uum statesby D3 ( 02= )D , (0:05= )D 3( 0:15= ) P00i
where D ; (:) is the digplacem ent operator In position for
each com ponent of the system . Here we have chosen

= 1=2000 as this is the an allest value for which we can
solve [I) both accurately and within a reasonable tine
frame. In order to help the reader quantify the tine
scale over which our resuls are presented we note that
the log tin e associated w ith our chosen value ofbeta is
log(1=) 33 @,@]. T his ism uch shorterthan the pe—
riod over which we present the evolution of the system ’s
tra fctordes.

In gure[l{) we show the dynam ics of the quantum
expectation values of the position and m om entum op—
erators for each oscillator. These have been scaled by
a factor of so that they may be compared wih g-—
ure[ll@). H ere we see very good agreem ent initially, and
sim ilar characteristics throughout, the displayed dynam —
ics. Indeed the tra fctories are sin ilar enough that it is
In possible to determm ine from the graph alone which plot
show sthe classicaland w hich the quantum evolution. W e
note that these curves begin to di er after a short period
of tim e. However, this is not unexpected as the system
we are analysing is chaotic. In order to m ake the rea—
sonable com parison of these results readily available we
also nclude a graph of the evolution of g and hopi asa
fiinction of tim e in Fig.[2 for three di erent couplings to
the environm ent. It is apparent that there is a very good
m atch between the quantum expectation values and the
classicaltra fctory for = 0:01.

W e note that sin ply by lncluding an environm ent our
system no longer undergoes H am ittonian evolution. In
other words, In order to be able to recover classical like
tra ctories of quantum system s w hose classical counter—
parts exhbi Ham ittonian chaoswe Inclide environm en—
taldegrees of freedom that In ply non-H am ilftonian evolui—
tion ofthe quantum system . However, usinga su ciently
low coupling strength to the environm ent results in a con—
com itant reduction both in energy exchange between the
system and it's environm ent and the localisation of the
state vector. W e now verify that the solutions to equa-
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FIG. 3: (colour on-line) Total system energy, with m agni-

ed section inset, com puted by substituting hg; i and hp;i into
the Ham iltonian [@) for three di erent couplings ( ) to the
environm ent. N ote, all quantities are din ensionless.

tion [I) are to, good approxin ation, conservative. T his
does Indeed appear to be the case for both Interm ediate
and weak couplings ( = 0:1 and 0:01) but not for the
stronger coupling ( = 0:5). Thiscan be seen in gqure [3
where we show the total energy found by substituting
hgpi and hpsi ©r gy and p; into the Ham iltonian ), ie.

X1 0, : 4 X 2, .2
Eh‘oil + ﬁhqil + Py hoypi” hogyi™ (4)

i 6 J

Energy =

where ;7 = 1;2;3. W e note that we do not com pute
M i aswe wish to com pare directly w ith the equivalent
classical calculation.

N ext we verify localisation ofthe state vectorby com —
puting the uncertainty in position and m om entum for
the rst oscillator for three di erentqooupljngs to the

hfi hgi® and

pi:= Ipii p;i° between com ponents behave 1n a
sin ilar fashion, we do not show resuls for the other two
oscillators here. A s is evident from  qure[4 the interac—
tion with the environm ent causes system ’s state vector
to localise within each of the com ponent spaces. It is
also apparent from this gure that the level of localisa—
tion is dependent of the coupling between each of the
system ’s com ponents and their respective environm ents.
W e also note that asthe systam evolves it's statesbecom e
squeezed In each ofthem om entum variables. Unlke the
results presented n  gure[llb) we have not scaled these
uncertainty valuesby = 1=2000. C onsequently, for di-
rect com parison w ith the rsttwo guresthe resultspre—
sented in  gure[d should be divided by 2000. Hence, the
uncertainty in either position orm om entum can be seen
to be quite negliglble w hen com pared w ith the tra fctory
of quantum expectation values plotted n gqure[d ().

W e can extract further nform ation on the dynam ics of
this system sin ply by borrow Ing a technigue from quan-—
tum optics. N am ely through analysing the photon statis—

environm ent. Because both g; =
q_—
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FIG. 4: (colbbur on-line) Uncertainty in position (light

grey/m agenta) and m om entum (dark grey/blue) asa function
of tim e for the st com ponent for three di erent couplings
() to the environm ent. Valies beneath the dashed (green)
line indicate squeezing. N ote, allquantities are din ension less.

tics bunching ofphotons) described by the second order
correlations 24,271

2 .
@) _ ni hnj_l- .
gj_ - 2 7 1=
hrlil

1;2;3 5)

W here n is the num ber operator. Values of g©?’ greater
than 1 indicate photon bunching where photons arrive
in groups while valies of g an aller than one indicate
antibunching, a purely quantum m echanical phenom ena
representing precisely reqular arrival of photons. How—
@) = 1 corresponds to Poissonian statistics and
which iswhat we would expect from the state ofour sys—
tem should it be undergoing a classical like evolution. A s
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FIG.5: gi(Z) (i= 1) coe cient, with m agni ed section inset,
as a function of tim e for three di erent couplings ( ) to the
environm ent. C lassical-like m otion yields gi(Z) = 1 as this
in plies a Poissonian statistics for the state of the system .
N ote, all quantities are din ensionless.

we can see from gure[d this is indeed the case (where,
again, we have only shown data for the rst com ponent).
In the discussion above we have considered what hap—
pens when we perform sin ultaneous, continuous, m ea—
surem ents of the position of each of the com ponents
of the system . As the weak measurem ent Iim it is ap—
proached we nd good agreem ent between classical and
quantum dynam ics and the system becom es, to good ap—
proxin ation, conservative. W e now dem onstrate that
there exists a weaker condition under which we can pro—
duce the sam e outcom e. That is, we show that weak
m easurem ent of only one of the position variables is suf-
cient produce, to very good approxin ation, classical-
like trafctories. A s no one oscillator has a privileged
status over the others we set, without loss of gener-
a]ji:y, L, = ql;LZ = L3 = 0 with = 001 and
= 1=2000. Agaln we solve the unravelling of the
m aster equation [I) with Ham iltonian [2) and the ini
tialstate D; ( 02= )D , (0:05= )D 53( 0:{5= ) P0O0i. As
we can see from gure[d even under these conditions we
recover quantum traectories whose expectation valies
m atch very well indeed w ith those of the equivalent clas-
sical system .

Iv. CONCLUSION

For any given and an initially localised state there
w illbe som e agreem ent betw een the dynam ics ofthe clas-
sical system and the evolution of the quantum expec—
tation values of the corresponding quantum operators.
However, after a short period of tim e the quantum state
vector w ill begin to delocalise and di erences between
the predictions of each theory becom e apparent. W e
have dem onstrated, by localising the state vectorthrough
m easurem ent of the position of one or all com ponents of
the system , that near classical like dynam ics can be re—
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FIG. 6: (colour on-line) An exam pl chaoticlke tragctory
for the scaled quantum expectation values hgiand 1hpsii,
for weak m easurem ent of the rst oscillator only. Here L1 =

a;L, = L3 = 0for = 001 and = 1=2000. Quantum
tra pctories for oscillator one are shown in m agenta (m edium
grey), for two In blue (dark grey) and three n green (light
grey). The corresponding classical dynam ics are shown w ith
a dashed grey line. N ote, all quantities are dim ensionless.

covered through an unravelling the m aster equation. For
this work we have chosen quantum state di usion. How —
ever, it is lkely that any other unravelling w ill produce
sim flar results. Such detailed analysis isbeyond the scope
ofthis work and would belong in a m ore in depth study.
W e also note, as a sub gct or future study, that it would
be interesting to detem ine the conditions under which
m easurem ent of a subset of the degrees of freedom of
an N -body system results in the localisation ofthe state
vector.

Finally we would ke to cbserve that ©low ng R€] i
would be interesting to characterise the entanglem ent be—
tween the com ponents of this system . As itmay wellbe
the case that for this exam ple, aswell as the one studied
n @], that the entanglem ent does not necessarily vanish
In the classical Iim it. Unfortunately current restrictions
on com putationalpower prevent us from conducting this
study at the present tine. However, from the last re—
sult presented here we ntuitively feel that there must
persistently exist at least a an all degree of entanglem ent
between the rst com ponent and each of the other two.
In order to jastify this statem ent we propose the follow —
ing argum ent. F irst, consider the extension to the tensor
product space ofthe Lindblad operator, explicitly this is

q1 1, 13. Now, by exam ining equation [I) we see
that ifthe state ofthe system was separable, the last two
tem s (those responsble forthe localisation ofj i) would
not a ect the com ponents of the state vector for the sec—
ond and third degrees of freedom . A s introduction of
this environm ental degree of freedom localises the state
vector and result in the recovery of a classical like tra—
“ectory, we therefore propose that the state vectorm ust
PoOsses som e non-zero entanglem ent.
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