
Effects of stickiness on the quantum states of strongly chaotic open systems

Miguel A. Prado Reynoso,1 Edson M. Signor,1 Sandra D. Prado,2 and Lea F. Santos1

1Department of Physics, University of Connecticut, Storrs, Connecticut 06269, USA.
2Instituto de F́ısica, Universidade Federal do Rio Grande do Sul, Porto Alegre CP15051, Brazil.

We investigate the effects of classical stickiness (orbits temporarily confined to a region of the
chaotic phase space) to the structures of the quantum states of an open system. We consider the
standard map of the kicked rotor and verify that regions of stickiness survive in the strong chaotic
regime of the closed classical map. By scanning the system’s phase space with a leak, we analyze
how stickiness affects the degree of localization of the states of the quantum system. We find an
excellent correspondence between the classical dwell time and finite-time Lyapunov exponents with
the quantum dwell time and Wehrl entropy of the quantum states. Our approach suggests that
knowledge of the structure of the classically chaotic trajectories can be used to determine where to
place the leak to enhance or decrease the degree of delocalization of the quantum states.

There has been increasing interest in understanding
the role of chaos in open quantum systems. Two direc-
tions often taken by this research are the analysis of dis-
sipative quantum systems coupled to an environment [1–
6] and the study of the quantum counterpart of classical
conservative systems, where the phase-space volume is
preserved and a leak or hole is introduced [7, 8]. The
present work addresses the latter case of a leaking chaotic
system whose dynamics is identical to the closed counter-
part until the particle reaches the leak, where it escapes.

The introduction of an opening to the phase space of a
chaotic system was first done to study open billiards [7].
Experimentally, there have been studies of the decay rate
of ultracold atoms in an optical billiard with a hole in
the boundary [9] and of electrons in a two-lead quan-
tum dot with a stadium billiard shape [10]. But models
for leaking systems have been used in various practical
problems beyond billiards [11], including the loss of parti-
cles in a tokamak [12], chemical reactions [13], planetary
science [14], and the morphology of the eigenstates of
open quantum systems [15]. There has also been stud-
ies of stickiness in leaking systems with a mixed phase
space [8].

Stickiness refers to chaotic orbits that remain in a re-
gion of the phase space for a long time before moving
to large distances [16, 17]. The phenomenon was ini-
tially found around islands of stability [18] and later near
the unstable asymptotic curves of unstable periodic or-
bits [16]. Stickiness finds applications in different fields,
from the description of anomalous diffusion [19, 20] to
the arms of spiral galaxies [21]. It is usually associated
with weakly chaotic systems, where the phase space is
mixed and regions of chaotic motion coexist with regions
of regular motion. When a leak is introduced in the
phase space of these systems, the chaotic components
that reach the leak are affected [8].

In this work, we show that stickiness can persist even
in a strongly chaotic classical system, and its presence
affects the degree of localization of the states of the cor-
responding quantum system. Our analysis is done for the
classical and quantum Chirikov standard map, which is

the discrete map of the kicked rotor [22], but the ap-
proach is general and can be extended to other strongly
chaotic systems.

We introduce a leak on the phase space of the classi-
cal map and investigate how the dwell (or escape) time
of the trajectories depends on the leak’s position. The
overall degree of chaoticity of the system increases when
the leak covers regions of stickiness. This is verified by
computing the dwell time of the trajectories and their
finite-time Lyapunov exponents (FTLEs) [23]. The lat-
ter is used when studying non-stationary flows and tran-
sient dynamics [24–30]. FTLEs provide a local measure
of the exponential divergence of phase-space trajectories
over a finite time interval, thus allowing for detecting
phase-space structures, such as stickiness [31–34].

To explore how the position of the leak affects the prop-
erties of the quantum system, we analyze the lifetime
of the eigenstates of the propagator (which, in leaking
systems, are known as resonances), their Husimi func-
tions (distributions of the quantum states in the phase
space), and their phase-space entropy (Wehrl entropy).
To ensure the orthonormalization of the states, we em-
ploy the Schur decomposition [35, 36]. We find excellent
correspondence between the phase-space distribution of
the classical trajectories and the Husimi functions of the
quantum resonances. Quantitatively, the dependence of
the FTLE and the classical dwell time on the leak’s po-
sition is comparable to that of the Wehrl entropy and
the dwell time of the quantum resonances, respectively.
When the leak covers regions of stickiness, increasing the
level of chaoticity of the system and the values of the
FTLEs, the entropies grow, indicating that the quantum
resonances become more delocalized. Simultaneously, by
reducing the effects of stickiness, the classical and quan-
tum dwell times decrease.

While quantum scars [37, 38] (imprints of classical un-
stable periodic orbits on quantum states), supersharp
resonances [39, 40], and the fractal Weyl law [41] have
been extensively investigated and scars have recently re-
ceived increasing attention in the context of many-body
quantum systems [42], the effects of stickiness to the
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structures of quantum states have hardly been explored.
Our study closes this gap and stimulates further analy-
ses of how phase-space structures can impact both closed
and open quantum systems.

Closed classical and quantum models.– We consider
the paradigmatic standard map for which the classical
dynamics and the quantization via Floquet theory are
well established. This stroboscopic map describes the
Poincaré section of a rotor that is periodically kicked and
moves freely between kicks. It is given by

qn+1 = qn + pn

pn+1 = pn − K

2π
sin (2πqn+1),

(1)

where the canonical conjugated coordinates qn and pn
are taken mod 1. Time is then counted in terms of the
number of iterations of the map. The stochastic param-
eter K in the equation above is chosen as K = 10 to
ensure strong chaos. At this value of K, there are no
visible islands of regularity.

Due to the toroidal phase space T2, the quantization
of the standard map leads to a finite Hilbert space of
dimension N = 2π/ℏ with a discretized position basis
q = k/N and k = 1, . . . , N . In this basis, the time-
evolution operator after one iteration is

Uk,k′ =
1√
N

exp

{
iπ

N
(k − k′)2 +

iNK

2π
cos

(
2π

N
k′
)}

. (2)

Stickiness in the closed chaotic classical system.– In
Fig. 1(a), we show the density plot of the FTLEs com-
puted after n = 10 iterations of the closed classical map
in Eq. (1). Despite being strongly chaotic (K = 10),
the phase space of the map exhibits structures associ-
ated with regions of stickiness, where the values of the
FTLEs are smaller (dark blue) than in the rest of the
plot (green to yellow). The shaded rectangular strips
centered at qL = 0.2 and at qL = 0.5 highlight two very
different parts of the phase space, the first marked by
regions of stickiness and the latter presenting larger and
more homogeneous values of FTLEs.

To quantitatively identify the regions of stickiness, we
compute the average value of the FTLEs within a strip
of length ∆q = 0.2 centered at position xq,

⟨λ10⟩S=
1

µS

∫
S

dµ λ10
x0
, (3)

where x0 = (q0, p0) denotes the initial condition and µS

represents the measure on the region S of the strip. In
Fig. 1(b), we show ⟨λ10⟩S as a function of qL. In agree-
ment with the structures observed in Fig. 1(a), ⟨λ10⟩S
is small around qL = 0.2 (and by symmetry around
qL = 0.8) and large at the vicinity of qL = 0.5.
Leaking classical system.– We now insert a leak in the

phase space of the chaotic classical map. The leak corre-
sponds to a strip parallel to the momentum axis, similar
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FIG. 1. (a) Density plot of the finite-time Lyapunov expo-
nents (FTLEs) for different initial conditions in the phase
space of the closed classical standard map in Eq. (1) after
n = 10 iterations and (b) mean value of the FTLEs for initial
conditions in a strip of width ∆q = 0.2 centered at qL as a
function of qL. In (a): Two strips are illustrated with shaded
areas, one centered at qL = 0.2 and the other at qL = 0.5.

to the strips depicted in Fig. 1(a). The map recursion
remains the same as in the closed system in Eq. (1) until
(qn, pn) eventually falls into the hole, when the trajectory
is halted.

The time that the trajectory for a given initial con-
dition remains in the phase space is the classical dwell
time, τ . The FTLE associated with that initial condi-
tion is determined up to τ and is denoted by λτ

x0
.

In Figs. 2(a)-(b), we show the density plots for the
FTLEs of the open classical map, λτ

x0
, obtained for vari-

ous different initial conditions. Dark blue indicates small
values of λτ

x0
and green to yellow indicates larger val-

ues. White regions correspond to trajectories with small
dwell time. We discard these trajectories, because they
do not follow the universal exponential decay of the sur-
vival probability, that is, for such short times, the ratio
between the number of trajectories that remain in the
phase space and the total number of initial conditions
does not decay exponentially in time [8].

Motivated by the results in Fig. 1, the leak in Fig. 2(a)
is centered at qL = 0.2, so it eliminates a region of the
phase-space with predominance of stickiness, while the
leak at qL = 0.5 in Fig. 2(b) covers a region with almost
no sign of stickiness. As a consequence, the values of the
FTLEs in Fig. 2(a) are larger (green to yellow) than the
FTLEs (dark blue) in Fig. 2(b). The increased degree of
chaoticity for the phase space with the leak at the region
of stickiness (qL = 0.2) can also be seen with Fig. 2(c),
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FIG. 2. Leaking (a)-(e) classical and (f)-(j) quantum system with a leak at (a,d,f,i) qL = 0.2 and (b,e,g,j) qL = 0.5. (a)-(b)
FTLEs, λτ

x0
, for various initial conditions x0. Regions in white correspond to trajectories discarded due to their small dwell

times. (c) Distributions of the FTLEs in (a) and (b). (d)-(e) Average FTLE as a function of the classical dwell time. (f)-(g)
Husimi functions averaged over 20 Schur states with the largest dwell times to avoid leak-correlated states with fluctuating
values of SW . (h) Distributions of the Wehrl entropies SW of the quantum states. (i)-(j) Wehrl entropies of the Schur vectors
as a function of their quantum dwell times. Light circles indicate the values of SW and dark circles indicate the average, ⟨SW ⟩,
over intervals of ∆T = 0.08; N = 104 and Husimi’s resolution of 106.

where the distribution of the values of λτ
x0

for this case is
right-shifted towards larger values than the distribution
of the values of λτ

x0
for qL = 0.5.

To provide more detail on how the degree of chaos
depends on the position of the leak, we define the average
FTLE as

⟨λ⟩τ =
1

µτ

∫
Ωτ

dµ λτ
x0
, (4)

where Ωτ is the set of all initial conditions that give tra-
jectories with dwell time τ and µτ represents the natural
measure on this set. In Fig. 2(d) [Fig. 2(e)], we show the
average FTLE as a function of τ for the leak at qL = 0.2
[qL = 0.5]. The first trajectories to escape are those close
to the leak. When the leak is [not] on the region of stick-
ness, as in Fig. 2(d) [Fig. 2(e)], those trajectories have
low [high] Lyapunov exponent, so ⟨λ⟩τ is small [large]
for small τ . The opposite happens for long dwell times,
where the surviving trajectories in Fig. 2(d) are more
chaotic and have larger average FTLE than in Fig. 2(e),
even though the total number of surviving trajectories in
Fig. 2(d) is smaller than Fig. 2(e).

Leaking quantum system.– The propagator Ũ of the
open quantum map is nonunitary. It is obtained by pro-
jecting the unitary propagator U of the closed system in
Eq. (2) on the complement of the leak, Ũ = ΠU . Since

the leak is a strip parallel to the p axis, the projector Π
is diagonal in the position representation. The eigenval-
ues of Ũ , denoted by zk = exp

{
iθk − Γk/2

}
, contain the

quasiangles θk and an exponential decaying term, where
Γk is the uniform decay rate and Tk = 1/Γk is the dwell
time of each quantum state. The eigenstates of Ũ , known
as resonances, form a nonorthogonal set in which left and
right eigenvectors are different, the former being linked
to the backward propagation and the latter to the for-
ward propagation of the system. To orthonormalize the
states, we use the Schur decomposition [35, 36].

In Figs. 2(f)-(g), we show density plots of the Husimi
functions, Qk(α) = exp

{
−2πN |α|2

}
|⟨α|vk⟩|2, which give

the distribution of a Schur state |vk⟩ in the phase space,
with |α⟩ being a coherent state centered at (q, p) ∈ T2.
As in Fig. 2(a) [Fig. 2(b)], the leak in Fig. 2(f) [Fig. 2(g)]
is at position qL = 0.2 [qL = 0.5]. Similarly to the clas-
sical analysis in Figs. 2(a)-(b), where we consider tra-
jectories with large classical dwell times, Figs. 2(f)-(g)
show the average of the Husimi functions, ⟨Q(α)⟩, over
20 Schur states with the largest quantum dwell times.
There is a clear parallel between the classical results in
Fig. 2(a) [Fig. 2(b)] and the quantum results in Fig. 2(f)
[Fig. 2(g)], with regions of smaller values of the FTLEs
(dark blue) being reflected by regions of more localiza-
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tion, where the values of ⟨Q(α)⟩ are larger (red).

Analogously to the classical study, where each trajec-
tory is associated with a FTLE, we associate with each
Schur state, a measure of delocalization in phase space
given by the Wehrl entropy [43],

S
(k)
W = − 1

N

∫
dα Qk(α) lnQk(α), (5)

where N is a normalization constant and 0 ≤ SW ≤ 1.
A fully delocalized state has SW = 1 and the uttermost
localized state has SW = 0. Similarly to the distributions
of λτ

x0
in Fig. 2(c), we see that the distributions of the

Wehrl entropies in Fig. 2(h) discriminate the position of
the leak. When the leak covers the region of stickiness

centered at qL = 0.2, the distribution of S
(k)
W is right-

shifted if compared to the distribution of S
(k)
W obtained

for qL = 0.5. That is, by eliminating regions of stickiness,
the quantum states become more delocalized.

Figures 2(i)-(j) display theWehrl entropies of the Schur
states with respect to their dwell times T . Light circles
correspond to the entropy for a single state, SW , and dark
circles give the average, ⟨SW ⟩, over states in an interval
∆T = 0.08. In agreement with the classical results in
Figs. 2(d)-(e), when we get rid of stickiness with the leak
at qL = 0.2 in Fig. 2(i), both SW and ⟨SW ⟩ reach larger
values, indicating a greater degree of delocalization, than
in Fig. 2(j), where qL = 0.5.

Classical-quantum correspondence.– Figure 3 provides
a general picture of the correlation between stickiness and
the properties of leaking systems. Exhibiting excellent
classical-quantum correspondence, the average classical
dwell time in Fig. 3(a) and the average quantum dwell
time in Fig. 3(b) decrease when the leak removes a re-
gion of stickiness, that is, ⟨τ⟩ and ⟨T ⟩ reach their smallest
values for strips placed in the vicinity of qL = 0.2 and
qL = 0.8 (cf. Fig. 1). Likewise, the average FTLE in
Fig. 3(c) and the average Wehrl entropy in Fig. 3(d) in-
crease when stickiness is eliminated. In Fig. 3(b), we
display results for different Hilbert space sizes, N . The
dependence on the position of the leak remains the same,
and the values of ⟨T ⟩ converge as N increases.

Conclusions.– Typically, the phase space of hard-
chaotic systems does not present structures. Yet, our
analysis of the finite-time Lyapunov exponents (FTLEs)
of the strongly chaotic classical standard map revealed
persistent regions of stickiness. By introducing a leak in
the phase space of this system, we were able to analyze
the effects of stickiness on both the classical map and its
quantum counterpart.

When the leak is placed on a region of stickiness,
thus removing the influence of this region, the overall
degree of chaoticity of the classical system increases.
The FTLEs grow and the classical dwell times decrease.
These changes are directly manifested in the quantum
system, where the quantum dwell times also decrease and
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FIG. 3. Classical-quantum correspondence and dependence
on the position qL of the leak. (a) Classical dwell time and
(c) FTLE, both averaged over all points of the phase space,
as a function of qL. (b) Quantum dwell time and (d) Wehrl
entropy, both averaged over all N Husimi-Schur vectors, as a
function of qL. In (b): Three different Hilbert space sizes are
considered. In (d): N = 5000 and Husimi’s resolution of 106.

the quantum states become more spread out in phase
space, as quantified with the Wehrl entropy. The dwell
time and entropy work as quantum probes of stickiness
influence. These results imply that by properly choosing
where to place a hole in the classical phase space, one can
control the level of delocalization of a quantum system.

Our method to detect and analyze the effects of stick-
iness can be extended to other strongly chaotic systems.
It would also be interesting to investigate open systems
with mixed phase spaces, where elaborated structures of
stickiness and stability islands should emerge. In short,
we have shown that stickiness is one more element worth
attention in the current studies of chaos and localization
in open systems.
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