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Chaotic eigenstates of quantum systems are known to leaatieither side of a classical partial transport bar-
rier if the flux connecting the two sides is quantum mechalyicent resolved due to Heisenberg's uncertainty.
Surprisingly, in open systems with escape chaotic res@natates can localize even if the flux is quantum
mechanically resolved. We explain this using the conceptooiitionally invariant measures from classical
dynamical systems by introducing a new quantum mechapicalévant class of such fractal measures. We
numerically find quantum-to-classical correspondencéoftalization transitions depending on the openness of
the system and on the decay rate of resonance states.

PACS numbers: 05.45.Mt, 03.65.Sq, 05.45.Df

Localization of quantum eigenstates and wave packets is of 1, 14
fundamental importance for the physics of transport and ap- baf '\%\%A\ { ﬁ I
pears for a variety of reasons, e.g., strong localizatiaatdu SR gt ‘1: oh
disorder [1], weak localization due to time-reversal symme ‘Aﬁf ‘.‘,%‘, \f‘aﬂ'ﬁ Wi
try [2], localized edge states due to topological protec|], 0 T 4 N

or localization due to classically restrictive phase-gpstouc- AJu ¢

tures [4]. In the latter case, the localization can origgrfedm LO l'

impenetrable barriers of regular motion or partial tramspo | Py, |2

barriers with a small transmission given by a flxxwithin fimae (AD)[ 7
a chaotic region [4—=11]. Such partial barriers are ubigisto

in the chaotic region of generic two degree-of-freedom Hami 0.5 PXx—%x—x_y T
tonian systems [%, 6] 9] and a universal localization tit#osi % SRR I A
was found|[12]. Chaotic eigenstates of the system typically i % 01 ]
localize on either side of a partial barrier if the transnoiss . . "I x XA:H. 2
region is quantum mechanically not resolved, i.e., if thesel 020_2' ot 100 100 \Q|/Y<I>l 0

sical flux® across the partial barrier is much smaller than the
size h of Planck’s cell ¢ < h). If the transmission region

IS ql.'lantl.J.m me(_:hanlcally rgsolveﬂ (@), elgensf[ates_are states in regiom; vs ratio of sizg2| of opening and fluxp across a
equipartitioned in the chaotic component, thereby igrifie  artia) parrier for different parameters of the partiatte standard
presence of the partial barrier. map (16 < ®/h, |Q|/h < 2048; |A;| = 0.5; h = 1/6000). Weight

In contrast, in open Hamiltonian systems which allow forof state withy closest toynat (red points) and averaged over states
escapel [13-23], chaotic resonance states exhibit logaliza With decay rates € [yna/1.1, 1.1 ynal (black crosses). This is com-
in the presence of a partial barrier surprisingly even in the?@red to the natural Clina(A:) [Eq. (), solid green line]. Inset:

. . . . . hase space of the partial-barrier map, illustrating regit,, A2 on
semiclassical regiméy(< @) [24]. Such a localized state is either side of the partial barrier (solid magenta line) veiichanging

shown in Fig[lL, upper right, by its Husimi phase-space repregions®,, ®., and opening. Upper panels: Husimi represen-
resentation. This demonstrates that in open systems thie infltation of typical resonance states witha yna for h = 1/1000,
ence of partial barriers on localization and transport prop ®/h = 20, and two value$2|/® indicated by arrows.

ties is even more substantial than in closed systems. A thor-

ough understanding of this localization phenomenon resnain

open, so far. A prominent application are optical microeavi

ties, where the emission patterns are governed by theaeali needs the classical counterpart of a quantum resonanee stat
tion of eigenmodes [25-33]. For their design, itis paréelyl  This is given in the field of open dynamical systems [13, 37—
important to know whether a partial barrier is desired to en44] by a conditionally invariant measure (CIM). It is invant
hance localization or whether it should be avoided. Thelfoca under time evolution up to an exponential decay with rate
ization phenomenon may also have relevance in many otherhe asymptotic decay of generic initial phase-space Histri
areas of physics, such as transport through quantumiddts [34ions leads to the so-calleatural CIM pna: With decay rate
ionization of driven Rydberg atoms [35], and microwave Cav-~,.. The quantum-mechanical relevancegf; is shown in
ities [36]. [13-+15, 27| 41]. Note that the steady probability distribat
Since the localization appears in a semiclassical regimatroduced in the context of optical microcavities|[27] eBr
(h < @), one may wonder if it has a classical origin. Thus onesponds tQuna. The natural CIMuna: for the single decay rate

FIG. 1.  (color online) Weight|Pyv,||? (symbols) of resonance
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induces a fluxp betweenA; and A; by exchanging regions
®y, C Ap with |@| = ®. The mapO opens the system by the
absorbing regioff?, which is contained in regiod; .

We introduce two different dynamics fde/. For the nu-
merical analysis, we use the generic standard map [45] on
the torus in symmetrized formy.+1 = ¢ + p}, pry1 =

1o P + 0(ai1) with p; = pe + v(qe) for v(q) = 4= sin(2mq)
| Propy |2 acting individually on each of the regiouts; after appropriate
py(Ar) i ' T rescaling. We fixc = 10 where the standard map displays a

fully chaotic phase space. For analytical consideratiores,
use the ternary Baker map in each regibn as illustrated in
Fig.[3(a), which allows for the derivation of E@J (4). We nefe
to the corresponding mafisaspartial-barrier standard map
andpatrtial-barrier Baker maprespectively.
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FIG. 2. (color online) Weight| P+, ||? (red points) of resonance
stateg)., in region A, vs decay rate for the partial-barrier stand_ard Utp, = e~/ 2ei9¢7’ 1)
map @/h = 64; |Q|/h = 1024; |A1| = 0.5; h = 1/6000). This
is compared to the-natural CIMp., (A1) [Eq. (4), solid green line].  we numerically compute the decay ratgslescribing the tem-
Upper panels: Husimi representation of typical long-liedt) and  poral decay of the norm|Uy.,||2 = e, and the corre-
§hqrt-l|ved (right) resonance state fbr= 1/1000 with ~ values sponding resonance statgs (the phasé is not relevant in
indicated by arrows. the following). The absolute weight af., in region A, is
given by|| P14, ||?, whereP; denotes the projection onto the
subspace associated #3. We observe (i) a transition from
. equipartition to localization oml, for increasing sizéf?| of
~nat hOWever, cannot be the classical counterpart for all quang,o opening, see Fif] 1, and (ii) a transition from localezat
tum resonance states as t.hey have a wide range of (_jecay raEﬁ?Ag to localization onA; for increasingy, see Figl R. Tran-
(see, e.g., Fid.12). Excep_tlonal CIMs with decay raiffer- sition (i) is surprising as localization occurs fors @, where
ent from+yng; have been discussad [40] 41). In fact, for eqch in the closed system all eigenstates are equipartitiongd [1

one can construct infinitely many CIMs. Itis an open questionTransition (i) shows that in open systems the localizatien
which of these CIMs correspond to quantum resonance stat nds on the decay rate

for qrbitraryy. To answer this questipn one has to go beypn In Fig.[I, we focus on resonances with decay rate Yo
the important resuits of Ret. [18] which relatg thetotalgvm which describes the decay of typical long-lived resonance
of a resonance state on each forward escaping set 1o its dec@t\étes in the semiclassical limit. We find transition (i)rfro

rate. equipartition,|| P1¢, || = |A4], for |Q| < @ to localization
In this Letter, we introduce the quantum mechanically rel-on A, for |2 > @ for various values ofb /A and || /h.
evant class of CIMs. Their localization eXplainS the lozali The transition is universal with the Sca”ng param@[/(l)_
tion of chaotic resonance states in the presence of a partighoreover, this even holds for individual states withoutrave
barrier. In particular, we find (i) a transition from equifiar  aging (red dots). We stress that this localization tramsitn
tion to localization when opening the system, Eig. 1, and (i the open system occurs even thouigh: > 10, where in the
a transition from localization on one side of the partial-bar ¢|gsed system all eigenstates are equipartitioned [12].
rier to localization on the other side for resonance staiés W | Fig.[2, we fix the parameters such tHe§ > @, for
increasing decay rate, Figl 2. We numerically demonstratghich the long-lived resonance states localize 45 and
quantum-to-classical correspondence for a designedaparti show they dependence of the weighis”, - ||2 for all res-
barrier map and the generic standard map. onance states. We find transition (i) from resonance states
Partial-barrier map—We design a chaotic model map with which localize on4, for small~y to resonance states which lo-
a single partial barrier (similar to Ref. [24]), which alleior ~ calize onA; for large~, including equipartitioned resonance
numerically varying the flux across the partial barrier aod f states in between.
deriving the classical localization, Eq] (4). The parbakrier The fact that both transitions (i) and (ii) occur for< @
mapT = M o E o O is a composition of three maps: the map suggests that the localization transitions could be ofsitas
M describes the unconnected chaotic dynamics within twarigin. Furthermore, from the point of view of decaying elas
regions,A;. They decompose the phase spice [0,1) x sical distributions the observed transitions qualitdgiveeem
[0,1) into A; = [0,|A1]) x [0,1) and its complementi; =  to be rather intuitive: in Fid.]1, for a larger size of the ojmen
I'\ A;; see the inset in Figl1, whetd,| denotes the area one has less weight in regiofy. In Fig.[2, a larger weight
of A; and by normalization,A2| = 1 — |A;1]. The mapE  in A; corresponds to a larger decay rate. For a quantitative
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v aA4l6e specting the decay ratg Eq. [2)] one obtains a CIM. Here,
356 ,_> = we choose the simplest measure @m I'y, given by pinat
3

This choice of a measure, which is constant on its support, is
guantum mechanically motivated in analogy to quantum er-
(b) g © godicity for closed fully chaotic systems, where eigerestat

Y = Ynat the semiclassical limit approach the constant invariard-me
sure [46, 4/7]. This choice leads to thenatural CIM

ey (X) =N Z e(’y"at_V)nMnat(X N T_n(Q))v (3)

n=0

with normalizationV' = (1 — e™7)/(1 — e~ "), This se-
ries multipliesuna: in each forward escaping sét " (2) by
an appropriate factor which imposes the overall decayyate
according to EqL{2). Two examplespfnatural CIMs for the
partial-barrier Baker map are shown in Figs. 3(d) ahd 3(e).
The measure is constant @ " (£2) N T', for eachn € Ny.
With increasingn, this constant is decreasing (increasing) for
7 > mat (v < may; in particular, short-lived measures,
have more weight in the opening. Note that the idea underly-
FIG. 3. (color online) (a) lllustration of the partial-ber Baker  ing EQ. [3) was used without the notion of CIMs in Ref./[18]
mapT = M o E o O. Magenta line indicates partial barrier and for setsX = T—"(Q) for systems without a partial barrier.
gray shaded region marks the opening (left and central)randé of ~ Moreover, note that the-natural CIMs are solutions of the
opening (right). (b) Backward trapped set (dark horizostabes)  exact Perron—Frobenius operator (which is not availabla),
and forward escaping sets(gray), T~ (€2) (yellow), () (01- cannot pe obtained from finite-dimensional approximations
ange), and’~°(Q) (red). (c) Natural CIM integrated over boxes of . -
size3 ™2 in thep direction. (d), (e) Approximation of-natural CIMs Theref(_)re, they have .to be constructed dlrgctly In ph_asegspa
by truncation of Eq.(B) te < 2 for 7 # Ynae We find as our main result on the classical localization of
1~ due to a partial barrier that the weight @f on each side
of the partial barrier is given by [48]

description, however, one needs to find the quantum mechan- A) = pinal(A1) — ¢y 4
. :LL'Y( 1) 3 ( )
ically relevant class of CIMs. 1—c,

Classical localization—A conditionally invariant measure - .
(CIM) 1., is defined by andu,(Az) =1 — py(As), with

Al |A
i (T71(X)) = €0y (X), @ 6= (1) (1-em) bl )

for each measu_rabl_e sub_slétof phas_e space. lItis invariant The values fopina
under the classical iterative dynami€sof the open system
up to an exponential decay with rate Equation[(R2) states
that the measurg.,(7-1(X)) of the set7~!(X) that will F pra A1)\ o ((Hna A1) ©)
be mapped taX is smaller tharyu,(X) by the factore=7. Nt ina(A2) ) ¢ tnat(A2) )7

These measures must be zero on the iterates of the opening - )

Thus, the support ofi., is the fractal backward trapped set Wherefna denotes the transition matrix betwedn and A,
Ty [horizontal black stripes in Figd 3(b)], that is the set of for the one-step propagation pfa (see Ref.|[49] for approx-

points in phase space which do not escape under backwal@ations of the Perron—Frobenius operator). In genéfal,
time evolution. Particularly important is the natural CjMy, ~ May be obtained numerically or it may be approximated by

see Fig[B(c), which is constant on its support [because-of in@SSUMINg a uniform distribution Qi
tegration over boxes in Figl 3(c) one finds two nonzero box n (1 (0 +®) /|4 B/ 4| ) | -

(A7) andynat follow from the longest-lived
eigenstate of the eigenvalue problem

measures]. . . O/|A,| 1— ®/|As|
We now generalizgna to a CIM 1, of arbitrary decay rate

~, which we cally-natural CIM. To this end, we use a con- This turns out to be quite a good approximation even for frac-
struction of CIMs [[40| 41] where one starts with an arbitrarytal una: and it is exact for the partial-barrier Baker map.
probability measure on the intersectionn I', of the open- Quantum-to-classical correspondenedigure[1 (green
ing © with the backward trapped sEf. By propagating this line) shows the classical localizatign,(A:), Eq. [4), for
measure backwards to all forward escaping $et8(Q2) [ver- v = ~pa (i.€., ¢4 = 0 andp, = punay, USIng the approxi-
tical colored stripes in Fid.13(b)] and appropriate scafiteg ~ mation Eq.[[¥). When increasing the sifg of the opening,
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itatively, we find the same localization behavior as for the
partial-barrier standard map in Figl 2. Quantitativelyjsit
well described by the classical localization @f, which is
determined numerically [48]. Also the analytical predicti
Eq. (4), works reasonably well. Overall, Figs.[1, 2, &nd 4
demonstrate quantum-to-classical correspondence fdothe

].0 T T T T T T

calization of chaotic resonance states in open systemsodue t
(| Prapy ||? a partial barrier.
py (A1) - Outlook—We see the following future challenges:
(&) While in this work we concentrate on the weights
05 on either side of a partial barrier one should verify the
guantum-to-classical correspondence for the fine-stractu
B of chaotic resonance states 4enatural CIMs. (b) Which
7‘1‘“ deviations arise when approaching the quantum regime
0.01072 — "1‘(')'71 of h = @, |Q|? (c) Is the new class of-natural CIMs,

which is quantum mechanically motivated, of relevance
. . . also in classical dynamical systems? (d) Is it possible to
FIG. 4. (color online) Weight| P11, |* (red points) of resonance  preict which quantum mechanical decay ratescur in the
;tgte;ﬁg ;glrfior(')‘égéf ?jjﬁy%reg%g gar;daé%ggpg' ~ presence of a partial barrier including their distributias
0:1: andh = 1/10600. ’This is corﬁparéd to tha;-natu’ral civ  itis known for fully _chaotic syste_ms;_ [20.50.151]? (e) The
11 (A1), either by direct numerical computation [48] (solid green Present work explains the localization of resonance states
line), using Eq.[() and computingh. numerically (dashed green Wwhich have been used to derive the hierarchical fractal Weyl

line), or by using approximation Ed.I(7) (dotted green lingjset:  laws [24] for a hierarchy of partial barriers. Now it is pdslsi
Phase space of the standard map with regular and chaotangsgi to discuss whether these laws survive in the semiclassical
illustrating regionsi, (medium gray shaded)i; (light gray shaded) |t (f) We see direct applications to mode coupling in
on either side of the main partial barrier (thick solid mageline) optical microcavities [52] and in recently studied parttyre

with exchanging region®, ®», and openind? (dark gray shaded). . Ok . . .
Upper panels: Husimi representation of typical long-liedt) and symmetric systems [58, 54], where instead of a partial barri

short-lived (right) resonance states for= 1/1000 with v values ~ ©ne has coupled symmetry-related subspaces.
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SUPPLEMENTAL MATERIAL is indicated by the numerical findings for the partial-berri
standard map, Fig. 2, as well as the standard map, Fig. 4, com-
Classical derivation—In order to derive Eq[{4), we focus Paredto Eq. (4). The main reason for the deviations of Eq. (4)
on the localization properties @f, with respect to the partial for a generic system is that E4. {S1) is not valid in general.
barrier, restricting ourselves to the partial-barrier 8afnap  For its generalization, one has to revise the argument in the
in the fo”owing_ The genera”zation to other Systems wél b natural coordinates of the stable and unstable manifolds.
discussed at the end. Standard map—In the following, we explain how to de-
The localization ofu., is described by its weightg, (A;)  terminey., for a generic system like the standard map nu-
on either side of the partial barrier. In virtue of Eq. (3), merically. First, one has to approximate (the chaotic pgrt o
we only have to studyuna(Ax N T-™(2)) in more detail the backward trapped s&}. To this end, one may define a
to computeyu,(Ax). We find that the natural measure of uniform grid of Ngiq points in phase space of which one has
A N T~™(Q) is proportional to its relative area insidg,, to discard points which leave the system withif, itera-
tions of the mag” in backward time direction. For Fig. 4, we
el Ax O T"()) = e Ar) - |Ax N T_"(Q)|. (S1) chooseNgig = 1Q6 and Nier = 50. Points within a regular
|Ak] phase-space region should be omitted manually. The remain-
ing points provide the finite-time approximatidi"™ of I'y

This follows from the fact that the forward escaping SetSand need to be classified by their forward escaping times. Fol

T-"(9) de.compose. the_backward .trapp.ed Egu’n the UN- |owing Ref. [18], we associate the, measure (1 —e~7)
st_able (ho_rlz_ontal) d|rect_|on_, on Whighhat |s_un|formly dis- to set?’~™(Q2) N I'P“™. Finally, assuming equidistribution for
tributed within A; and A, individually, see Fig. 3(c). the points in"~"(22) N T™ ‘we find

The distribution of the openinf over phase space under b
backward time evolution, which enters EQ.S1) in terms of

|A, N T7"(Q)], follows from py (X NT(Q)) = fu(X) e (1 —e77), (S4)
[AynT~™(Q)\ _ o 1] (S2) for each (measurable) subseétof phase space and
|A2 n T*n(Q)| — “ nat 0 )

#F X NT7"(Q)NTEM)
here F,,.; denotes the transiti trix bet dA n(X) = - (S5)
whnere Fnat denotes tne transition matrix ne WEHEJ an 2 ( ) # (T n(Q) N Fgum)

for the one-step propagation pf,. Note that the transition
matrix for the backward time evolution 6f is given by Fpy
itself. This relation can be interpreted using Fig. 3(b)tHa
beginning 2 (gray vertical stripe) is supported ofy. In the
next step’~1(Q) (yellow) splits into equal parts od; and
As. Afterwards,T—2(Q) (orange) contributes two stripes to
A; and three tod,.

Inserting the relationg ($1) anld {S2) in Eqg. (3), and usin
Neumann’s series, we obtain

where# denotes the cardinality of a set. Usipg(X) =
Yoo o iy (X NT~(Q)) we have a numerical estimate for the
~-natural CIMy.,. As the sampl&}"™ is only finite the series
will terminate and the numerically approximated measure is
not perfectly normalized. This method is not appropriate fo
exceedingly small since the weight on forward escaping sets
gT*”(Q) NP with large escape timesincreases while they
are approximated by a few points only. Hence, we restrict the
N B
o (A4) = NEAD (1 oy ('“')] . methodioy > yuinFig. 4. |
| Ak 0], Quantum mechanically, owing to the mixed phase space of
(S3) ageneric system, we discard all regular and deeper hiérarch
Our result on the classical localization, Eq. (4), followsrmi  cal states having less than 50% of their weight withinand
Eq. (S3) after some algebra. As. As some of the remaining chaotic resonance states still
We believe that this derivation for the partial-barrier Bak have a significant contribution outside 4f U A, we renor-
map can be generalized to generic dynamical systems. Thisalize them such thatP, ¢, ||> + || P2, ||? = 1.



