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Abstract

Classical chaos arises from the inherent non-linearity of dynamical systems. However, quantum maps are linear;
therefore, the definition of chaos is not straightforward. To address this, we study a quantum system that exhibits
chaotic behavior in its classical limit: the kicked top model, whose classical dynamics are governed by Hamilton’s
equations on phase space, whereas its quantum dynamics are described by the Schrödinger equation in Hilbert space.
We explore the critical degree of non-linearity signifying the onset of chaos in the kicked top by modifying the original
Hamiltonian so that the non-linearity is parametrized by a quantity p. We find two distinct behaviors of the modified
kicked top depending on the value of p. Chaos intensifies as p varies within the range of 1 ≤ p ≤ 2, whereas it
diminishes for p > 2, eventually transitioning to a purely regular oscillating system as p tends to infinity. We also
comment on the complicated phase space structure for non-chaotic dynamics. Our investigation sheds light on the
relationship between non-linearity and chaos in classical systems, offering insights into their dynamic behavior.
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1. Introduction

The discovery of classical chaos marked a significant
milestone that has captured the interest of both physi-
cists and mathematicians ever since. Over the decades,
scientists have endeavoured to understand the underly-
ing properties that are responsible for the chaotic dy-
namics of a system. This led to investigations of many
non-linear systems, and an emerging understanding that
breaking integrability in such systems constitutes a min-
imum criterion for exhibiting chaotic behavior [1].

One approach to study non-integrability in a Hamil-
tonian system with N−degrees of freedom [2, 3], in-
volves introducing non-integrable perturbations, where
H = H0(

−→
I ) + εH1(

−→
I ,
−→
θ ) and

−→
I and

−→
θ are action and

angle variables of the Hamiltonian H. The term H0
governs the motion on the N−torus, with frequencies
ωi = ∂H0/∂Ii. According to KAM theory [4, 5, 6],
the integrability of the Hamiltonian system breaks down
for any ε > 0, although most invariant tori do not van-
ish entirely but rather undergo slight deformations. For
a majority of initial points in phase space, this results
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in quasi-periodic behavior of the resultant trajectories.
As the strength of the perturbation increases, the system
transitions to chaotic dynamics. The degree of chaos in
Hamiltonian systems is determined by the interplay be-
tween the strength of the perturbation and the system’s
non-linearity. A natural question then arises as to what
degree of non-linearity a system must possess in order
to exhibit chaotic dynamics. Our study is motivated by
this query, leading us to explore a classical system that
has a well-defined non-trivial quantum counterpart.

The importance of non-linearity in classical systems
poses an initial challenge when extending the study of
chaos to quantum systems. Unlike classical dynamics,
quantum dynamics are governed by linear Schrödinger
equations, resulting in insensitivity towards the pertur-
bations in the initial state. Moreover, the integrability
of quantum systems is still not fully understood [7]. As
a result, attention has turned to systems such as the cat
map, the kicked rotor, and others that exhibit chaotic
behavior in their classical limits [8, 9]. A study of the
dynamical properties of such systems for the same set
of parameters when quantized, provides insight into the
emergence of chaos (if present) from quantum dynam-
ics. One such model – the kicked top – was introduced
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by Haake, Kuś, and Scharf, and has a chaotic classical
limit [10]. The Hamiltonian

H = ℏ
αJy

τ
+ ℏ
κJ2

z

2 j

( n=∞∑
n=−∞

δ(t − nτ)
)

(1)

describing the kicked top consists of constant preces-
sion by angle α, and a periodic non-linear (quadratic)
pulse of strength κ. The total angular momentum of the
system is constant, and the classical limit is attained by
taking ℏ/ j → 0. Multiple theoretical and experimental
investigations of this model have been carried out for
more than thirty years in an effort to understand both
classical and quantum chaos [10, 11, 12, 13].

Our focus lies in understanding the critical exponent
of the non-linear component of the kicked-top Hamil-
tonian, marking the transition from regular behavior to
chaotic dynamics. We shall restrict ourselves only to
classical dynamics, building upon recent research [14]
that explored the dependence of non-linear exponents
by replacing J2

z with Jp
z , where p is an arbitrary posi-

tive integer. In the original kicked top, p = 1 corre-
sponds to regular dynamics and p = 2 is fully chaotic
for large kicking strength (κ) [10]. Our interest lies in
exploring the behaviour of the kicked top for values of
p , 1, 2. However introducing non-integer values of
p renders the quantum version of the Hamiltonian non-
Hermitian. To address this, we replace Jp

z with |Jz|
p,

thus preserving Hermiticity in the quantum case. This
modification enables us to investigate the kicked top for
non-integer exponents.

We use the largest Lyapunov exponent to quantify
chaos and study its dependence on p. We classify the
modified kicked top into two distinct regimes: 1 ≤ p ≤
2 and p > 2, and analyze their respective behaviors.
Our findings demonstrate that the system loses integra-
bility for any p ≥ 1, leading to the emergence of chaos.
Furthermore, we observe that the degree of chaos in-
tensifies with increasing non-linearity for 1 ≤ p ≤ 2.
As we further increase p (> 2), we observe a suppres-
sion of chaos, with regions of chaotic dynamics con-
fined to increasingly smaller areas of phase space. This
phenomenon give rise to further investigation into the
underlying dynamics governing the system’s behavior.
We explain this behaviour by linearizing the strobo-
scopic map and analyzing it for different strength of
non-linearity (p). For p = 1, our work also relates to
a study of different conservative Hamiltonian models of
fractal dimensions on atorus and on cylindrical phase
space [15, 16, 17].

The outline of our paper is as follows. In section 2,
we introduce the modified kicked top. In section 3, we

discuss the Lyapunov exponent as a quantifier of chaos
in classical system. We present our results in 4. In sec-
tion 5, we discuss the complex structure of the phase
space for the case of p = 1. We conclude our work by
discussing the results and prospects for future work in
6.

2. Modulus p−kicked top model

We study a modified version of Haake’s kicked top
[10] that is a time-dependent, periodically-driven sys-
tem governed by the Hamiltonian

H = ℏ
αJy

τ
+ ℏ
κ|Jz|

p

p jp−1

( n=∞∑
n=−∞

δ(t − nτ)
)
, (2)

where {Jx, Jy, Jz} are the generators of angular momen-
tum, with

[Ji, J j] = iεi jk Jk .

The Hamiltonian (2) describes a spin- j object pre-
cessing about the y-axis together with impulsive state-
dependent twists about the z-axis whose magnitude is
characterized by the chaoticity parameter κ. The period
between kicks is τ, and α is the amount of y-precession
within one period. The parameter p determines the non-
linearity of the system.

The classical kicked top is obtain by computing the
Heisenberg equations for the re-scaled angular momen-
tum generators, Ji/ j, followed by the limit j → ∞.
The resulting stroboscopic map F of the classical co-
ordinates of X = (X,Y,Z) on the unit sphere is given
by

Xn+1 = µn cos
(
κζn|ζn|

p−2
)
− Yn sin

(
κζn|ζn|

p−2
)
,

Yn+1 = Yn cos
(
κζn|ζn|

p−2
)
+ µn sin

(
κζn|ζn|

p−2
)
,

Zn+1 = Zn cos(α) − Xn sin(α), (3)

where

ζn = Zn cos(α) − Xn sin(α),
µn = Xn cos(α) + Zn sin(α).

The derivation of Eq. (3) is given in appendix 6. The
classical dynamics takes place on the unit sphere, and so
can be parameterized using polar and azimuthal angles
(θ, ϕ). For any initial state (θ0, ϕ0), the final state of the
system is determined by applying Fn on the initial state,
where n is the number of kicks applied. For p = 2, the
model reduces to the original well-studied kicked top
(1)[10]. As with the original kicked top, for α = π/2,
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(a) p = 1.0 (b) p=1.5

(c) p=2.0 (d) p = 4

(e) p = 7 (f) p = 10

Figure 1: Stroboscopic map showing the classical time evolution over 400 kicks for 289 initial points uniformly distributed in phase space for κ = 2.5 and α = π/2 and
different values of p.
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the generalized kicked top (2) also has two fixed points
and period-4 points, which are obtained by solving the
equation Fn[X0] = X0, except for p = 1. The fixed
points lie at (0,±1, 0) and the points on the period-4
orbit are X1(1, 0, 0) → X2(0, 0, 1) → X3(−1, 0, 0) →
X4(0, 0,−1). A detailed discussion of the classical dy-
namics of the original p = 2 kicked top can be found in
[10, 12].

3. Lyapunov exponent

Lyapunov exponents (LEs) characterize the rate of
separation of infinitesimally close classical trajectories
[18]. In a Hamiltonian system, these exponents quantify
the rate of divergence or convergence of nearby trajec-
tories within the system’s phase space, offering insights
into its long-term behavior. Since Hamiltonian systems
are area preserving maps, a positive Lyapunov exponent
signifies chaos. Conversely, negative exponents signify
stability, with trajectories converging towards invariant
tori or other regular structures in phase space.

The tangent map corresponding to F in (3) is given
by

δ
−→
X n+1 = M(

−→
X n)δ
−→
X n, (4)

where

M(
−→
X n) =

(
∂
−→
X n+1

∂
−→
X n

)
. (5)

The explicit form of a tangent map for α = π/2 takes
the form

M(
−→
X n) =−Zn C1 sin(C2) + Yn C1 cos(C2) sin(C2) sin(C2)

−Yn C1 sin(C2) − Zn C1 cos(C2) cos(C2) − sin(C2)
−1 0 0

 ,
(6)

where C1 = κ(p − 1)|Xn|
p−2 and C2 = κXn|Xn|

p−2. The
largest LE is given by

λ(κ, α) = ln
[

lim
N→∞
|x+(N)|1/N

]
, (7)

where x+(N) is the largest eigenvalue of the matrix prod-
uct

∏N
n=1 M(

−→
X n). To obtain the LE from our numerical

simulations, we set N = 104. A positive LE character-
izes chaotic dynamics. For strongly chaotic orbits, one
can further simplify (7) [11].

4. Numerical simulations

Our main objective is to explore the critical degree
of non-linearity necessary for the system (2) described
by the equations of motion (3) to exhibit chaotic behav-
ior. Throughout our study we consistently set α = π/2,
while varying κ across various sets of initial conditions.
We use (7) to compute the largest Lyapunov exponent
via numerical simulation. Our approach involved the
initialization of 289 states uniformly distributed across
the phase space. Each such point is evolved for 104

kicks with the LE subsequently calculated. The global
Lyapunov exponent was then determined by averaging
across the entirety of the phase space. A stroboscopic
picture of results across the range of p-values we stud-
ied is shown in figure 1.

Case 1 : 1 ≤ p ≤ 2

The form of the Hamiltonian (2) allows us to con-
sider fractional values of p. We considered 200 distinct
values of κ ranging from 0 to 20. The system loses its
integrability for any non-zero value of κ. Our analysis
indicates that for p = 1, despite being non-linear, the
system fails to exhibit chaos: its largest Lyapunov ex-
ponent remains 0 for all values of κ. This phenomenon
is particularly noteworthy when p = 1 and α = π/2,
for which the argument of trigonometric function in (3),
κζn|ζn|

p−2 → κ Xn
|Xn |

. Consequently the non-linear term
flips sign contingent upon the top’s orientation along
the x-direction, resulting in instantaneous switching of
the sign in the dynamical equations (3). Therefore, the
kicked part of the Hamiltonian is only able to perform
instantaneous switching but not a twist in the traditional
sense. While this action imparts instantaneous switch-
ing, the lack of twisting or mixing, crucial for inducing
chaos in Hamiltonian systems, inhibits the system from
transitioning into chaotic dynamics. For this case, we
also do not have fixed and period-4 points, as mentioned
in section 2. These points are absent for this case as κ Xn

|Xn |

is not defined for X = 0. This situation stands in notable
contrast to three-body one-dimensional self-gravitating
systems [19, 20], which exhibit a mild form of chaos
for a Hamiltonian whose interaction experiences a sim-
ilar sign flip as particles interchange positions.

The behaviour of the p = 1 case can also be under-
stood from a series expansion of (3) in powers of ζ p−1

n :

Xn+1 ≈ µn − Ynχ −
1
2
µnχ

2 +
1
6

Ynχ
3 + O(χ4(p−1)),

Yn+1 ≈ Yn − µnχ −
1
2

Ynχ
2 +

1
6
µnχ

3 + O(χ4(p−1)),

Zn+1 = ζn. (8)
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(a) Classical Lyapunov exponent for 1 ≤ p ≤ 2. The p = 1 curve lies along
the LE = 0 axis.

(b) Classical Lyapunov exponent 1 ≤ p ≤ 2. The p = 1 and p = 2 curves
lie along the LE = 0 axis

(c) Classical Lyapunov exponent for different integer values of p from 1 to
10. The p = 1 curve lies along the LE = 0 axis.

(d) Classical Lyapunov exponent for different integer values of p from 1 to
10.

Figure 2: Classical Lyapunov exponent for different values of p and α = π/2. For a given κ and p, 289 uniformly distributed initial points on the phase space were each
evolved for 104 kicks. The maximum Lyapunov exponent was calculated by taking the average over the whole sphere.
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where χ = κ(ζ)p−1. For p = 1, the dependence on the
non-linear term vanishes, since ζ p−1

n = 1. The switching
of the sign comes from the orientation of ζn ( Xn for
α = π/2). The upper left panel 1a of figure 1 shows a
stroboscopic map of the trajectories for p = 1. Despite
the complex structure of the global phase space (see Fig.
1a), the LE for this case is zero. This case is further
discussed in section 5. The non chaotic behaviour for
p = 1 is explicitly shown in figure 2a, which depicts the
variation in the largest Lyapunov exponent as a function
of κ for different degrees of nonlinearity, 1 ≤ p ≤ 2.

For small values of κ the system exhibits chaos for all
p values except for p = 1 and p = 2. The p = 1 case
remains regular for all values of κ. For p = 2 (the stan-
dard kicked top [10]) global chaos remains absent for
κ < 2.2. The small-κ behaviour is shown in figure 2b.
Except for p = 1, 2, we obtain positive values of largest
LE for all κ > 0. The LE for p = 1.9 lies very close
to the LE = 0 axis, but is nonzero for all values of κ.
It is also interesting to note that, p = 2 demonstrates
saturation of the largest LE for κ ≥ 2. These results
suggest that even for the near-integrable (small κ) case
the system exhibits chaotic behaviour.

Case 2 : p ≥ 2
Non-linearity stands as a fundamental prerequisite for

a system to exhibit chaos. Contrary to the previous case,
for p > 2, as the degree of non-linearity increases, the
chaotic domain on the phase space becomes confined to
an increasingly narrower band. This can be seen in the
global phase space structure of the classical kicked top
in panels 1d, 1e, and 1f of figure 1. These figures reveal
a reduction in the chaotic dynamics with increasing p.

The global phase space structure is constructed using
289 initial points each evolved for 400 kicks (see Fig 1).
To quantify global chaos we used a numerical technique
similar to the previous case. We initialize 289 states and
evolved for 104 kicks and calculate the largest LE using
Eq. (7).

In figure 2c we plot the largest LE against κ for in-
teger values of p ranging from 1 to 10. For κ > 2, the
largest LE decreases with increasing p. For small κ < 2
the situation is notably different: the largest LE is for
p = 5, as seen in figure 2d.

This interesting behaviour can be understood from in-
spection of the series expansion in (8). The system’s
non-linearity stems from the dependence of the system
on ζ(p−1)

n . For α = π/2, ζn is simply Xn. As p increases,
X(p−1)

n (∈ [0, 1]) diminishes, reducing the dependence of
the non-linear component of the nth step on the (n+ 1)th

step. Consequently, the system’s chaotic behaviour de-
creases with increasing p, ultimately transitioning to-

wards a purely regular oscillating system in the limit
p → ∞. For ζn < 0, we obtain a similar expansion but
with the opposite sign for odd powers.

A parallel analysis reveals that for sufficiently large κ
the maximum influence of the non-linear term is man-
ifest for p = 2, such that ζ(p−1)

n reaches its peak value.
Contrastingly, for any other values of p(> 2), the depen-
dence on non-linear term is reduced. This observation
underscores the fact that the kicked top system attains
its highest degree of chaos when p = 2, correspond-
ing to the original kicked top model. In this scenario as
well, the system exhibits chaotic behavior for any κ > 0.
However, the extent of global chaos observed in the sys-
tem is notably reduced compared to the preceding case
of 1 ≤ p ≤ 2 for the same κ value.

5. Fractal-like structures

The p = 1 case presents a particularly intriguing sce-
nario. Despite its non-linear nature, as discussed in
Section 4, the system does not exhibit chaotic behav-
ior. Instead, its dynamics display fractal-like patterns.
However, precisely defining these patterns within con-
servative Hamiltonian systems is challenging due to the
absence of an attractor. This case was previously stud-
ied in the context of understanding circle mappings on
the spherical phase space [15, 21]. To illustrate the
complex structures, we present the long-term dynam-
ics of various initial points for κ = 2.5 in Figure 3.
In certain regions of the overall structure, such as the
one highlighted in Figure 3d around the coordinates
(θ, ϕ = π/2, 0), we observe repeated structures. This
is because, for X = 0, the limit does not exist for the
system. Therefore, the behavior of initial points close
to the X = 0 plane differs due to the presence of this
discontinuity.

Previous studies have aimed to determine whether
fractals can emerge within conservative Hamiltonian
systems. One such example is the piece-wise linear
map known as the sawtooth standard map [16, 22, 17].
The non-linearity stems from the discontinuity along the
dominant symmetry line, x = 0. The sawtooth map on
the cylinder [0, 1) × R is defined by

pn+1 = pn + F(xn)
xn+1 = xn + pn+1 mod1 (9)

where

F(x) =

k(x − 1
2 ) even integer

0 x = 0, 1
. (10)

and k is a positive parameter representing the kick
strength. The function F(x) is discontinuous at x = 0, a

6



(a) (θ, ϕ) = (0.5,−1.5) (b) (θ, ϕ) = (2.2,−1)

(c) (θ, ϕ) = (2.25, 2.0) (d) (θ, ϕ) = (π/2 − δ,−δ)

Figure 3: Classical stroboscopic map for p = 1, κ = 2.5 and different initial points. Each initial point was evolved for 80000 kicks. In (d), δ is taken 10−4 where effects
of X = 0 plane (discontinuity) can be seen on the dynamics on the phase space leading to the complex structure. See text for more discussion.

dominant line. The sawtooth model consists of elliptic
islands around every periodic orbit if it avoids encoun-
tering the discontinuity line x = 0 [17]. However, if
an orbit encounters this discontinuity, it receives a jump
start. This discontinuity leads to sensitive dependence
within the system and one can get complex structures
similar to the model studied here. Nonetheless, for the
sawtooth map as well, the Lyapunov exponent remains
zero.

Another study by Giorgilli [23] examines the µ-
dependent family of mappings of the torus T2 into itself.
The mapping is given by

x′ = x + y
y′ = y − µ sin(2πx′)

}
(mod 1) (11)

where µ is a real parameter. Numerical investigations
indicated non-integral dimensions of these mappings for
µ = 0.12, with the initial points lying close to the unsta-
ble point (0.5, 0) [23]. The box-counting method was
used to calculate the Hausdorff dimension of the sys-
tem. However, theoretically, the Hausdorff dimension
of chaotic orbits in conservative systems should be an
integral number [24]. This inconsistency between the-
oretical and numerical predictions was explained as an
effect of finite observation of scale and time.

6. Discussion

According to Kolmogorov-Arnold-Moser (KAM)
theory[4, 5, 6], any non-linear perturbation of an inte-
grable system breaks its integrability. Non-integrability,
while being a minimum requirement, does not guaran-
tee chaotic behavior. We therefore explored the minimal
level of non-linearity requisite for a system to exhibit
chaos. We have presented a modified version of the
well-established kicked top and its chaotic behaviour,
and obtained the critical exponent necessary to induce
chaotic dynamics for a broad range of parameters.

Our generalization of the kicked top exhibited new
behaviour dependent on the exponent p of the non-
linear part of the Hamiltonian (2). An investigation via
a stroboscopic map indicated that the fixed points and
period-4 points were same for all the values of p except
for p = 1.

A noteworthy aspect of this model pertains to the
p = 1 case. In this scenario, the system becomes in-
herently nonlinear compared to the original kicked top,
leading to a loss of integrability for any positive values
of κ. We explain this behaviour for α = π/2, where per-
turbation effectively acts as switching instead of twist.
Despite the absence of chaotic dynamics in this setting,
the p = 1 top exhibits complex behavior characterized

7



by fractal-like structures. We demonstrated the sensi-
tivity of select initial states on the sphere in section 5,
highlighting the nuanced dynamics of the system. For
any p value greater than 1 and α = π/2, the model ex-
hibits chaotic behavior, with degree of chaos increasing
as p rises until p = 2. Another observation is that the
modified kicked top has a positive Lyapunov exponent
for all positive values of κ within the range 1 < p < 2,
whereas for p = 2, chaos is not manifest until κ ≈ 2.2.

We recover the original kicked top for p = 2. How-
ever, for p > 2, the top exhibits complex behavior.For
smaller κ, as we increase the value of p, the system di-
rectly transits into chaotic dynamics for all p, with the
exception of p = 2. This behavior mirrors that observed
within the range 1 < p ≤ 2. Nevertheless, for p > 2,
the degree of chaos is notably reduced compared to the
aforementioned scenario. With increasing p, the global
chaos in the system diminishes, ultimately leading to a
regular coupled oscillator in the limit p → ∞. This
phenomenon arises because, with increasing p, the im-
pact of the perturbation decreases, as evidenced by lin-
earizing the dynamical map in (8). This characteristic is
unique to the Hamiltonian, as the dynamical variables
(
−→
X ,
−→
Y , and

−→
Z ) are constrained within the range of [0,1].

We have also discussed the impact of the discontinu-
ity for the p = 1 case and its effect on the phase space
structure. Our analysis indicates that any system with
instantaneous switching can create a fractal-like struc-
ture on the phase space.

Whether the discrepancy between theoretical and nu-
merical studies observed in the past persists in this
model is an intriguing question for future research. In-
vestigating whether the modified top exhibits similar
dependence on the exponent p in the quantum realm
would also be particularly interesting. For even inte-
ger values of p, our model converges to the kicked p-
spin model, where investigations were conducted for
p = 2, 3, 4 [14]. Given the importance of the p-spin
model in the field of quantum information [25, 26] and
quantum annealing [2], in conjunction with the richness
of the dynamics of the present model, it is natural to
explore the modified quantum kicked top with modulus
non-linear exponent.
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Appendix : Classical equation of motion

The classical Hamiltonian for the modified kicked top
is

H =
αJy

τ
+
κ|Jz|

p

p jp−1

∞∑
n=−∞

δ(t − nτ). (A 1)

By expressing the classical angular momentum
−→
J as the

cross product
−→
J = −→r × −→p of position (−→r ) and momen-

tum −→p we get

H =
α

τ
(zpx − xpz) +

κ

p jp−1 |(xpy − ypz)|p
∞∑

n=−∞

δ(t − nτ)

(A 2)
Using Hamiltonian’s equations of motion, q̇i = ∂H/∂pi

and ṗi = ∂H/∂qi,

ẋ =
α

τ
z −

κ

jp−1 |Jz|
p−2Jzy

n=∞∑
n=−∞

δ(t − nτ) (A 3a)

ṗx =
α

τ
pz −

κ

jp−1 |Jz|
p−2JzPy

n=∞∑
n=−∞

δ(t − nτ) (A 3b)

ẏ =
κ

jp−1 |Jz|
p−2Jzx

n=∞∑
n=−∞

δ(t − nτ) (A 3c)

ṗy =
κ

jp−1 |Jz|
p−2JzPx

n=∞∑
n=−∞

δ(t − nτ) (A 3d)

ż =
α

τ
x (A 3e)

ṗz =
α

τ
px (A 3f)
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Using the above equations we find

J̇x =
α

τ
Jz −

κ

jp−1 |Jz|
p−2JzJy

n=∞∑
n=−∞

δ(t − nτ) (A 4a)

J̇y =
κ

jp−1 |Jz|
p−2JzJx

n=∞∑
n=−∞

δ(t − nτ) (A 4b)

J̇z = −
α

τ
Jx (A 4c)

for the classical equations of motion of the angular mo-
mentum vector. To obtain the classical equations for the
normalized angular momenta

−→
J i/ j, we divide each of

the preceding equations by j, to get

Ẋ =
α

τ
Z − κ|Z|p−2ZY

n=∞∑
n=−∞

δ(t − nτ) (A 5a)

Ẏ = κ|Z|p−2ZX
n=∞∑

n=−∞

δ(t − nτ) (A 5b)

Ż = −
α

τ
X (A 5c)

where
−→
X i =

−→
J i/ j.

To compute the stroboscopic map with initial condi-
tions [Xn,Yn,Zn], we integrate Eq.(A 5) for one time pe-
riod τ, in the interval of [τ, τ−ε], followed by [τ−ε, τ+ε]
and then taking the limit ε → 0. In the interval of
[τ, τ − ε] Eq.(A 5) reduces to

Ẋ =
α

τ
Z (A 6a)

Ẏ = 0 (A 6b)

Ż = −
α

τ
X (A 6c)

Integrating this with [Xn,Yn,Zn] as the initial state
yields [X̃n, Ỹn, Z̃n] where

X̃n = Xn cosα + Zn sinα (A 7a)
Ỹn = Yn (A 7b)
Z̃n = Zn cosα − Xn sinα (A 7c)

In the subsequent time interval [τ−ε, τ+ε], we integrate
the kicked part of (A 5)

Ẋ = −κ|Z|p−2ZY
n=∞∑

n=−∞

δ(t − nτ) (A 8a)

Ẏ = κ|Z|p−2ZX
n=∞∑

n=−∞

δ(t − nτ) (A 8b)

Ż = 0 (A 8c)

with initial conditions [X̃n, Ỹn, Z̃n]. The solution of
(A 8) is given by

X(t) = X̃n cos(Ω) − Ỹn sin(Ω)

Y(t) = Ỹn cos(Ω) + X̃n sin(Ω)

Z(t) = Z̃n (A 9)

whereΩ = κ|Z̃|p−2Z̃ fH(t−τ) and fH(t−τ) is a Heaviside
function with value 0 for t < τ, and 1 when t > τ.
Writing ζn = Zn cos(α)−Xn sin(α) and µn = Xn cos(α)+
Zn sin(α), substituting [X̃n, Ỹn, Z̃n] from (A 7) into (A 9)
and taking the limit ε→ 0 we get

Xn+1 = µn cos
(
κζn|ζn|

p−2
)
− Yn sin

(
κζn|ζn|

p−2
)
,

Yn+1 = Yn cos
(
κζn|ζn|

p−2
)
+ µn sin

(
κζn|ζn|

p−2
)
,

Zn+1 = Zn cos(α) − Xn sin(α) (A 10a)

for the final stroboscopic map.
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[26] M. H. Muñoz Arias, I. H. Deutsch, P. S. Jessen, P. M.
Poggi, Simulation of the complex dynamics of mean-
field p-spin models using measurement-based quantum
feedback control, Phys. Rev. A 102 (2020) 022610.
doi:10.1103/PhysRevA.102.022610.
URL https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.

102.022610

10

https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.56.5189
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.56.5189
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.56.5189
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.56.5189
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.56.5189
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.56.5189
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.97.052209
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.97.052209
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.97.052209
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.97.052209
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.97.052209
https://www.nature.com/articles/nphys3830#citeas
https://www.nature.com/articles/nphys3830#citeas
https://doi.org/10.1038/nphys3830
https://www.nature.com/articles/nphys3830#citeas
https://www.nature.com/articles/nphys3830#citeas
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.103.052212
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.103.052212
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.103.052212
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevE.103.052212
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.103.052212
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevE.103.052212
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0167-2789(01)00263-9
https://doi.org/10.1088/0951-7715/2/2/009
https://doi.org/10.1088/0951-7715/2/2/009
https://doi.org/10.1088/0951-7715/2/2/009
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0375-9601(97)00455-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0375-9601(97)00455-6
https://doi.org/10.1016/S0375-9601(97)00455-6
https://doi.org/10.1201/9780429492563
https://doi.org/10.1201/9780429492563
https://doi.org/10.1201/9780429492563
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0167278986900801
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0167278986900801
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0167-2789(86)90080-1
https://doi.org/https://doi.org/10.1016/0167-2789(86)90080-1
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0167278986900801
https://www.sciencedirect.com/science/article/pii/0167278986900801
http://arxiv.org/abs/gr-qc/0208044
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.90.134101
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevLett.90.134101
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0167-2789(03)00095-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/s0167-2789(03)00095-2
https://doi.org/10.1016/0167-2789(90)90037-P
https://doi.org/10.1016/0167-2789(90)90037-P
https://doi.org/10.1016/0167-2789(90)90037-P
https://doi.org/10.1016/0167-2789(90)90037-P
https://doi.org/10.1016/0167-2789(90)90037-P
https://doi.org/10.1016/0167-2789(90)90037-P
https://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007/978-1-4613-1017-4_11
https://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007/978-1-4613-1017-4_11
https://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007/978-1-4613-1017-4_11
https://doi.org/10.1007/978-1-4613-1017-4_11
https://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007/978-1-4613-1017-4_11
https://link.springer.com/chapter/10.1007/978-1-4613-1017-4_11
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/RevModPhys.53.655
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/RevModPhys.53.655
https://doi.org/10.1103/RevModPhys.53.655
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/RevModPhys.53.655
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/RevModPhys.53.655
https://doi.org/10.1209/0295-5075/89/40004
https://doi.org/10.1209/0295-5075/89/40004
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.102.022610
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.102.022610
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.102.022610
https://doi.org/10.1103/PhysRevA.102.022610
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.102.022610
https://link.aps.org/doi/10.1103/PhysRevA.102.022610

	Introduction
	Modulus p-kicked top model
	Lyapunov exponent
	Numerical simulations 
	Fractal-like structures
	Discussion

