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Quantum to classical transition in the work distribution for chaotic systems
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The work distribution is a fundamental quantity in nonequilibrium thermodynamics mainly due
to its connection with fluctuations theorems. Here we develop a semiclassical approximation to the
work distribution for a quench process in chaotic systems. The approach is based on the dephasing
representation of the quantum Loschmidt echo and on the quantum ergodic conjecture, which states
that the Wigner function of a typical eigenstate of a classically chaotic Hamiltonian is equidistributed
on the energy shell. We show that our semiclassical approximation is accurate in describing the
quantum distribution as we increase the temperature. Moreover, we also show that this semiclassical
approximation provides a link between the quantum and classical work distributions.

During the last years there was an increasing interest in
the field of thermodynamics and statistical physics [1, 2].
This rebirth of the area has been fuelled by the technolog-
ical advances that lead to control with extreme precision
the dynamics of small quantum systems. In the context
of nonequilibrium statistical physics, standard concepts
such as work and heat work are random variables char-
acterised by a distribution, and have been redefined so
as to include quantum effects [3-5]. Notably, fluctuation
theorems such as Jarzynski [6] and Crooks [7] equalities,
have been extended to the quantum regime. Despite the
similarities between standard and quantum fluctuation
theorems, the transition between quantum and classical
descriptions seems to be elusive, and this difference re-
sides in the quantum definition of work.

The accepted definition of quantum work, performed
or extracted after a single realization of a process in an
isolated system, can be formulated in terms of two pro-
jective measurements of the system’s energy or two-point
measurement [3-5]. In this way, the fluctuations in the
value of work have thermal and quantum origins. How-
ever, it could also be argued that this definition is ar-
bitrarily proposed so that the fluctuation relations are
fulfilled. It has been thus suggested [8, 9] that a jus-
tification of this definition would be to test the corre-
spondence principle in the classical limit. Several studies
have considered the quantum and classical distributions
of work in harmonic systems [10-15], where analytical
solutions are available. Interestingly in [8], by employing
a semiclassical method, it has been shown that in one di-
mensional integrable systems (quartic oscillator) there is
a correspondence between classical and quantum transi-
tion probabilities. On the other hand for chaotic systems,
there is numerical evidence showing that the correspon-
dence principle also applies [9] supporting the quantum
definition of work.

Here we go a step further: we present a semiclassical
expression for the distribution of work done on a system
after a quench for fully chaotic system. Moreover, we
show analytically that the correspondence between the
classical an quantum distributions is recovered from the

semiclassical expression in the limit of vanishing Planck
constant. Furthermore we verify the good agreement be-
tween the semiclassical and quantum work distributions,
and the quantum-classical correspondence, using numeri-
cal simulations of a quantum particle inside a stadium bil-
liard that suddenly changes its inner potential. The main
ingredients we used to derive the semiclassical expression
are: the connection of the characteristic function with
the fidelity amplitude or Loschmidt echo [16], the semi-
classical dephasing representation [17-19] of the fidelity
amplitude and the conjecture by Berry and Voros that
the Wigner functions for eigenstates of chaotic systems
are peaked on the corresponding energy shell [20, 21].
We consider the following process applied to a quan-
tum system described by a Hamiltonian H¢ that depends
on a control parameter £. We assume that the system is
in thermal equilibrium with a bath at inverse tempera-
ture proportional to 87! (in the following we will con-
sider kg = 1). The initial state of the system is then
P = exp(—BHgo)/Zg) and Zg = Trlexp(—-f He,)]. Next,
the system is decoupled from the bath, and the control
parameter is suddenly changed from &, to &, taking the
system away from equilibrium. As a result, the work
performed on the system after the quench, is a random
quantity given by the difference of the outcomes of two
energy measurements W = E?f - g, one at the begin-
ning and the other at the end of the process. In this way,
work is characterized by the following distribution [3-5):

PO(W) = ¥ P (m)P?(n|m)S[W - (EE, - E{)], (1)

n,m

where P%(m) = e“BEQfL)/Zg7 P@(n|m) is the quantum
conditional probability to obtain the eigenstate of ng
at the final measurement, given that the initial result
was ng (for a quench this is equal to the squared over-
lap between the corresponding eigenstates), and d is the
Dirac ¢ function. Different strategies that enable the re-
construction of the quantum work distribution have been
put forward [22-25] and also recently measured verifying
fluctuations theorems in the quantum regime [26, 27].
In our approach we consider the characteristic function



[5, 28], that is defined as the Fourier transform of the
work distribution

G(u) = f AW e p(W). 2)

Notably, the characteristic function can be directly mea-
sured using interferometric techniques, as proposed in
[23, 24] and implemented experimentally in [26]. As
it was noticed in [16] the characteristic function for a
quantum system that is subjected to a quench can be
expressed as

GOu) = (¢ Ter e o) = e[ e 0], (3)

where pg is a thermal state of Hg, at temperature 371
In this expression u is a time-like variable so, if it is re-
placed by t/h, Eq. (3) can be regarded as the average
amplitude probability over two different time evolutions,
or simply an averaged Loschmidt echo amplitude [29-
31]. Remarkably, in [17-19] a very efficient semiclassical
method to compute the LE amplitude — called dephasing
representation (DR) — was proposed. It is based on the
initial value representation [32] and its success is partly
due to the validity of the shadowing theorem [18]. More-
over it circumvents some of the problems of the previ-
ous semiclassical techniques, like the need of using two
pairs of classical trajectories, search for periodic orbits,
or other special classical trajectories. The DR has been
successfully used in various areas such as the study of
irreversibility and the Loschmidt echo [17-19, 33, 34] the
local density of states in chaotic systems [35] and molec-
ular dynamics[36]. Bellow, we derive a semiclassical ex-
pression for the characteristic function that is based on
the use of the DR.

Let us start the derivation by considering a quench,
where a parameter of the Hamiltonian Hy = Hy + &£V is
suddenly changed from &y = 7. Then, the characteristic
function for this process can be expressed in the DR as
19]

GPR(y) = f 2P 20 Wi (o) expliAS (zo, ub)/h], (4)

where D is the number of degrees of freedom,
r = (gp) € R* is a collective notation,
AS(xg,t) = fot drAH (z(7)) is an action difference,
AH = He¢, — Hg,, x(7) denotes the phase space co-
ordinates at time 7 of a trajectory generated by the
Hamiltonian H¢, with the initial condition z(, and
Wg(zo) is the Wigner function of the thermal state
ps. Since the thermal state of the Hamiltonian He,
is pg = Zme_'BEg\Eg)(EgVZCi, where |Ef") are the
eigenstates of He,, its Wigner function can be written
as a linear combination of the Wigner functions W, of
each eigenstate, Ws(z) = X, e_Bng;/Zg W (z). Now
comes the key approximation that we use. We consider
a quantum system with fully chaotic classical counter-
part, a system where the quantum ergodic conjecture
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FIG. 1. Schematic depiction of the quench scheme: Hy —
Ho+V (&), where Ho = (p2 +p§). The Gaussians in the quench
potential are centered at (z1,y1) = (0.2,0.4), (z2,y2) =
(0.67,0.5), (z3,y3) = (0.5,0.15) and (z4,y4) = (0.3,0.75).

applies (QEC) [20, 21]. The QEC states that the Wigner
function that represents a typical E-energy eigenstate of
a classically chaotic Hamiltonian can be approximated
by the classical Liouville probability density for the E-
energy shell of the Hamiltonian,

S[EL ~ He, ()]
Win () = [ &Pz 5[EEZ—H§O(9C)]' ®)

In addition,
final expression, we will

in order to simplify even more the
consider that [8, 9]
E;Y(’;‘Fl

e_BEEO/Zg ~ [Eg e PEIZE g(E)dE, where

ZC; = [dx exp[-BH¢,(x)] is the classical parti-
tion function. Applying these approximations to Eq.
(4) we arrive at the main result of the paper, a semi-
classical expression of the characteristic function (see
Supplementary material):

e~ BHeq(20)

G5 (u) = f d*P g —a exp[iAS(xo, uh)/h]. (6)
€o

It is worth pointing out that the classical work distribu-
tion P (W) [8, 37] can be recovered from G (u). This
can be done by taking the limit A - 0 and applying the
inverse Fourier transform to G (u) (see Supplementary
material):

1 —iU
PhS_?O(W):%fdue W GSC (u) = PC(W).  (7)

So far, we have derived semiclassical a expression for the
characteristic function using several approximations. In
principle this approach could be applied to fully chaotic
systems, bellow we test Egs. (6) and (7) numerically for
a specific model.

The system that we consider is a quantum particle of
mass m = 1/2 inside a desymmetrized stadium billiard
with radius » = 1 and straight line of length { = 1. No-
tice that in this case the hard walls of the billiard do not
move in the process. In Refs. [9, 38] it was numerically
observed that for systems with moving hard walls the
quantum-classical correspondence depends strongly on
the adiabaticity of the process. Furthermore, when the
boundary is quenched infinitely fast it is shown that there
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FIG. 2. Quantum (light blue/gray) and semiclassical (black)
work distribution for different temperatures, from (a)—(d):
B8 =27 2892719 9712 Ip the inset we show the character-
istic function for each temperature.

is no connection between quantum and classical distribu-
tions. Here we consider a quench that consists of a sud-
den change of the Hamiltonian parameter, from &, = 0 to
& = 85, with a smooth potential given by four Gaussians:
V(&) = £Xisign; exp(=[( - 2:)* = (y - 5:)*]/(20%)],
o = 0.1 their widths (see Fig. 1), and sign; = (-1)*"'. The
Gaussians are centered at (x1,y1) = (0.2,0.4), (z2,y2) =
(0.67,0.5), (z3,y3) = (0.5,0.15) and (z4,y4) = (0.3,0.75).

In order to obtain the quantum characteristic function
G@(u) and P9 (W), we first compute the eigenstates of
the unperturbed stadium using the scaling method [39],
and then we perform a diagonalization using the eigenba-
sis of the initial Hamiltonian H¢, to obtain the quenched
system eigenstates. We have considered the first 2500
states, but the basis is truncated at 5600 (to ensure the
accuracy of the first 2500). The semiclassical approxima-
tions of G°¢(u) and PSY(W) are computed using Eq.
(6) (and its Fourier Transform) by sampling over a set of
classical trajectories.

In Fig. 2 we show PQ(W) and PS¢ (W), where differ-
ent values of temperature 57! are considered, and & = 1.
In the inset we show the corresponding characteristic
functions. The solid light-blue (gray) lines correspond to
the quantum result and the black curves the semiclassi-
cal one. We remark that the accuracy of the semiclassical
calculations does not depend very much on the number
of trajectories that we use [40]. In particular, the results
shown in Fig. 2 were obtained using only ~ 9 x 10* ran-
domly chosen initial conditions. We can see that the main
features of the work distribution are well reproduced for
all these temperatures. In the case of 8 = 27% we can
see that the semiclassical distribution deviates from the
quantum one. This is due to the fact that the propor-
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FIG. 3. Jarzinsky relation for the quenched described in the
text. The squares correspond to the results obtained using
the quantum work distribution, and the circles have been
computed using the semiclassical approximation of the char-
acteristic function for different temperatures.

tion of low-lying energy eigenstates contributing to the
distribution is significant, making our approximation less
accurate. If AE = (47/h?)/(2mA) is the mean level spac-
ing of a quantum billiard of area A and mass m, then for
B =275 the relevant number of states is ~ 10, so only a
few, low-lying energies contribute. On the other hand,
for smaller values of 8 the agreement very good.

Some of the importance of P(W') comes from the quan-
tum fluctuation relations and the possibility, for example,
to extract thermodynamical information like the change
in free energy, from the quantum Jarzynsky relation
1 In Zg L
B z2 B

in systems out of equilibrium. Here we use Jarzynksy
equality to test the accuracy of the semiclassical approx-
imation. In Fig. 3 we show the evaluation of Jarzynski
equaltity for a larger set of temperatures in the range
Bt € [27,2%] for both the quantum and semiclassical
calculations. As expected, Fig. 2 shows that the agree-
ment achieved by the semiclassical approximation is bet-
ter as temperature increases.

In Figs. 2 and 3 we have demonstrated that our
semiclassical method provides a good approximation of
PQ(W) for a chaotic system as the temperature in-
creases. Now we proceed to show that the quantum-
classical correspondence is achieved by taking the limit
h — 0 and comparing the resulting work distribution with
its classical counterpart (see Supplementary Material ).
For numerics, the classical work distribution is obtained
by randomly sampling initial conditions in phase space,
with the corresponding energies Ey, = P2+ pg. Then,
from He, we evaluate the final energies F¢,, and obtain
the classical transition probabilities [8]. Finally, P¢ (W)
is evaluated by considering a Boltzman distribution of
initial conditions. In the main panel of Fig. 4 we show

AF = - In(e=?") (8)
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FIG. 4. Classical and semiclassical work distributions for
B = 272 and h =0.01,0.1,0.5,1. Semiclassical results were
obtained by the numerical evaluation of Eq. (6).

P3C(W) for h = 0.01,0.1,0.5,1 and PY(W) (obtained
using 4 x 10° initial conditions). In this case it is easy to
see that the classical distribution of work is independent
of the temperature, and as we increase the temperature
and reduce the value of h the semiclassical distribution
approaches the classical one. In the inset of Fig. 4 the cor-

responding characteristic function is shown for different

. h—0
h and as expected it can also be seen that G°¢ — G©.

In summary, we have shown the quantum to classical
correspondence of the work distribution for a sudden
quench applied on a chaotic system. This was done using
a semiclassical approach that provides a bridge between
quantum and classical domains. This approach is based
on the study of the characteristic function that, in the
quantum case, can be expressed as a quantum evolution.
In this way, we developed a semiclassical expression for
the characteristic function that relies on the dephasing
representation and on the quantum ergodic conjecture,
that states that the Wigner function of chaotic eigen-
functions are equidistributed over the corresponding
energy shell. We have shown that the work distribution
obtained from the semiclassical characteristic function
is in good agreement with the quantum one over a wide
range of temperatures, and its accuracy increases with
the temperature. Finally, we showed that this semiclas-
sical expression allows us to test the correspondence
principle for high temperatures by making A — 0. To
conclude, one can notice that in general the charac-
teristic function GP(u) = Tr[e"er Ure ™ e paUl],
where U, is the unitary operation resulting from a
given process, can be also interpreted as a quench
GP(u) = Tr[ei"(UngfU’)e‘i“H€0pg], therefore we
expect that the ideas presented in this work could also
be extended to processes different from quenches [41].
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SUPPLEMENTARY MATERIAL

Classical work distribution

Here we establish the notation and review the definition of the classical work distribution for a quench where
He¢, — He,. The classical work distribution is defined by [8, 37]:

POW) = [ dBe, [ dBe, PO (Ee,|Be,)PS (Ee,)5(W - Ee, - E,) (9)

where Pg (Eg¢,) is the classical distribution of initial energies E¢,, sampled from equilibrium:

_ 1
cho(E) = 5c¢ PE geo (), (10)

where

ch:fdxexp[—ﬁHg(x)], gg(E):fdx(S[E—Hg(x)], (11)

are the classical partition function and the density of states. Note that in these definitions we do not consider the
factor h for simplicity, as it was done in [8]. The conditional energy distribution for a quench is defined as:

PC(E§f|E§0) =

_ J dwo8[Eg, ~ He, (20)] S[ B, ~ He, (20)]

(12)

[ dxo 0[Eg, — He,(20)]

Semiclassical approach to the Characteristic function

Here we sketch the derivation of a semiclassical approximation of the characteristic function. First we will show
some definitions of the dephasing representation, and then we will show the derivation of the semiclassical expression

for the characteristic function.

The Dephasing Representation (DR) is a semiclassical approximation to a general fidelity amplitude:

F(t) = Te[e s themifleot/h o). (13)

Thus, in the DR the fidelity amplitude is:

for()= [ dQDIOWp(xO)eXp[% fo tAH(:c(s))ds], (14)

where D is the number of degrees of freedom, z = (¢,p) € R?? is a collective notation, AH = He, - He,, z(t) denotes
the phase space coordinates at time t of a trajectory governed by the Hamiltonian H¢, and initial condition ¢, and

W, is the Wigner function of p:

W,(e) = o5 [ dnla=nf2lela + nf2)er . (15)



In the quantum case, the characteristic function for a quench can be written as:
GQ(U) _ (eiuHEf e—iquo ) — Tr[eiuHEf 6—1'qu0 PO] . (16)

Considering u as a time-like variable, the characteristic function can be interpreted as an evolution over a time wuh.
Then the characteristic function in the DR representation can easily be written as:

GDR(U) _ fdszO Ws(xo) exp[; /OUh AH (:v(s))ds], (17)

where Wj is the Wigner function of the thermal state. This is equivalent to:

550

GPR () = fdQon Z Wi () eXp[h fom AH (96(5))d5]7 (18)

where W, is the Wigner function of the m-eigenstate of He,. According to the quantum ergodic conjecture (QEC),
for classically chaotic systems,

S[Eg, - H(2)]

W) = 7D 5B - H )]

(19)

Then, using the QEC in the last equation we arrive at:

PEGL SLED - H(xo)] . run
DIO[d?Dma[Eg—H(x)] p[fo AH(z(S))dS]- (20)

GSC(U) Z

Numerically, one can approximate these integrals by sampling points with the same probability for each energy shell
Ry = {zx eR?P : H(z) = B¢}, and evaluate the integral in the exponential using these initial conditions. Finally,
G%%(u) is obtained by averaging all the integrals, each one weighted with the Boltzman factor. Now we will make
another approximation in order to simplify fhe final expression that numerically is still accurate in the appropriate
_BE™ Bt
Z50 h Eri(J
interval is very small, which we expect to be vahd for high energy levels. Replacing the sum over energy levels with
an integral over energies, and performing the integration (notice that g(E) = [ d*Pz §(F - H(x))), we arrive at the
following semiclassical expression for the characteristic function:

Bg' e PE S[EZ - H(xo)] i ruh
G5 (u) » [ d?Px, TZ,L: Lg ng(E)dE I S[EE — H()] exp [h fo AH (Jc(s))ds]

[ e PP S[E - H(xo)] i
Nfd DIOfZTg(E)dEprDx 5[E—H(x)]eXp[hfo AH(x(s))ds]

limit. We will consider that & eiﬁ

g(E)dE, we are also assuming that the width of the mth energy

o
oD e~ BHo(wo) i uh
m/d xng]eXp Efo AH (z(s))ds]|. (21)
Limit A -0

We will show that using this semiclassical approximation one can obtain the classical work distribution in the limit
h — 0. It is easy to check that in this limit the exponential of Eq. (21) tends to:

h—»O(u) f d*Pzg

e BHﬁo(IO) ‘(Hgf(xo)_Héo(IO))u (22)

Now, we can include two integrals in energies:

e BEe ) _ u
GiSo(u) = [ dPay [ dEe, dBe, o[ Ee, - He, (v0)] 6] Eg, — He, (a0)] P~ (23)



Performing the inverse Fourier transform, multiplying and dividing by g(F), and changing the order of the integrals,
it is now easy to check that this is equal to:

€ ﬁEgog(Eéo) 2 Eff - Hff (xO)] 5[E§o - Hfo (‘TO)]
h—»O(W) [dEfo de fd Ve Q(Eio) 5[W_(E§f _Eﬁo)]

- [ az, P§<Ego> [ dBe, PO(Be, |Be,) 6IW - (Be, - F,)]
= PE(W) (24)




