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Recently, large-scale trapped ion systems have been realized in experiments for quantum sim-
ulation and quantum computation. They are the simplest systems for dynamical stability and
parametric resonance. In this model, the Mathieu equation plays the most fundamental role for us
to understand the stability and instability of a single ion. In this work, we investigate the dynamics
of trapped ions with the Coulomb interaction based on the Hamiltonian equation. We show that
the many-body interaction will not influence the phase diagram for instability. Then, the dynamics
of this model in the large damping limit will also be analytically calculated using few trapped ions.
Furthermore, we find that in the presence of modulation, synchronization dynamics can be observed,
showing an exchange of velocities between distant ions on the left side and on the right side of the
trap. These dynamics resemble to that of the exchange of velocities in Newton’s cradle for the
collision of balls at the same time. These dynamics are independent of their initial conditions and
the number of ions. As a unique feature of the interacting Mathieu equation, we hope this behavior,
which leads to a quasi-periodic solution, can be measured in current experimental systems. Finally,
we have also discussed the effect of anharmonic trapping potential, showing the desynchronization
during the collision process. It is hopped that the dynamics in this many-body Mathieu equation
with damping may find applications in quantum simulations. This model may also find interesting
applications in dynamics systems as a pure mathematical problem, which may be beyond the results
in the Floquet theorem.

I. INTRODUCTION

Mathieu’s equation, which holds a prominent place in
mathematical physics, has a fascinating historical origin
dating back to the 19th century. Emile Mathieu con-
ducted research on the vibrations of elliptical drums. His
work was motivated by the broader scientific context of
understanding the wave phenomena, particularly in the
study of acoustics and vibrations. In 1868, Mathieu pub-
lished his seminal work and his investigations are rooted
in the Helmholtz equation [1, 2]

∇2W + k2W = 0, (1)

in which the solutions are defined as W (u, v, z) =
f(u)g(v)ϕ(z). In the elliptic cylinder coordinates x =
ρ cosh(u) cos(v), y = ρ sinh(u) sin(v), and z = z. In the
above equation, the curve by u = constant gives the con-
focal ellipses and the curve by v = constant gives the
orthogonal hyperbolas. If we define Y = f and t = u,
or Y = g and t = v, then we will obtain the same or-
dinary differential equation, now known as the Mathieu
equation, which emerged as a solution to describe the
complex oscillatory patterns observed in elliptical hoops
[3]. For this reason, the Mathieu and the modified Math-
ieu equation can emerge from any differential equations
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involving the Helmholtz equations expressed in the ellip-
tic cylinder coordinates. It has been discussed in details
by Paul in 1953 - 1958; see Ref. [4] and references therein.
For a long time, the Mathieu equation has been one of
the most important linear differential equations studied
in mathematics and physics [5, 6], and can be written
as the following second-order linear ordinary differential
equation [4, 7]

d2Y

dt2
+ (a− 2q cos(2t))Y = 0. (2)

Here t is the time, Y is the vibration amplitude, and
the coefficients a and q known as the Mathieu parame-
ters, completely determine the stability of the dynamics.
Obviously, the differential operator itself is a periodic
function, with period T = π, however the solution is not
necessarily periodic, but instead, a quasi-periodic solu-
tion is allowed. This kind of quasi-periodicity is a typical
feature of differential equations in dynamical systems [8].
The above Mathieu equation is a special condition of

the Hill equation, which can be written as

d2Y

dt2
+ (a+ 2

∞∑
j=1

qj cos(2jt))Y = 0, (3)

where qj are constants. The solution is related to a de-
terminant of an infinite matrix. When only q1 and q2 are
involved and qj = 0 for all j > 2, it will be reduced to
the Whittaker-Hill equation [9–11].
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In Ref. [1], a lot of important applications have been
summarized, including elliptic drums, inverted pendu-
lum, radio frequency quadrupole, modulated LC circuit,
floating body etc... In recent years, some major attention
have been payed to the Paul trap for charged particles
and mirror trap for neutral particles. In Refs. [12–15],
applications of the Mathieu equation in wave propagation
in pips, electromagnetic wave guides and oscillations of
water in a lake have also been presented. In these applica-
tions, the physics in the Paul trap is the major concern in
this work for its potential applications in quantum com-
putation, following the scheme by Cirac and Zoller [16].

The Mathieu model provides a mathematical frame-
work to understand the behavior of charged particles in
various types of traps. Trapped ions are confined spa-
tially by electric or magnetic fields, and their motion
within these traps is described by the Mathieu equation
[4, 17]. In this case, the dynamics are fully determined
by several parameters: a, q and the damping rate γ (see
below). Moreover, the trap geometry and field strength
are also determined from the values of these parameters
[4, 18, 19]. Motivated by these researches, in this work,
we extended the single particle Mathieu equation to the
many-body Mathieu equation, and study its dynamics
based on classical equations. This work is organized in
the following way. The dynamics in the quantum regime
need to be considered elsewhere. We first start by pre-
senting the criterion for stability and instability based on
Floquet theorem in Sec. II. Then, in Sec. III, we study
the dynamics with two to four trapped ions, in which in
the large damping limit, the dynamics can be solved an-
alytically. In this case, we show how the damping rate
influences the relative phase and the vibration amplitude
around their equilibrium positions. In Sec. IV, we study
the dynamics with N trapped ions with a finite damp-
ing rate. In Sec. V, we examine the stability and the
phase chart in the many-body Mathieu equation, which
has been argued in the previous section. We show that
the phase chart is independent of the many-body inter-
action. In Sec. VI, the fate of the phase chart and the
stability is examined in the presence of anharmonic non-
linear potential, showing that the parametric resonance
is absent in the presence of a cubic nonlinear coefficient.
Finally, we discuss the experimental relevance of our re-
sults in Sec. VII. We conclude this work and discuss the
unique feature of this many-body Mathieu model and its
potential applications in Sec. VIII.

II. STABILITY OF THE MATHIEU EQUATION
AND THE PHASE CHART

The Mathieu equation is the simplest equation to study
the stability and instability of a system with a periodic
driving force, which is known as parametric resonance.
This behavior is totally different from the forced reso-
nance in the linear differential equation. In the forced
resonance, the resonance can only happen when the driv-

ing frequency is the same as the intrinsic vibrational fre-
quency of the system, in which the vibrational amplitude
increases linearly with time t. However, in the parametric
resonance, the resonance can be found in a wide range
of parameters, with a vibrational amplitude increasing
exponentially with time t [5, 6, 20]. In the following, we
discuss the phase chart of the Mathieu equation with and
without damping [21].

FIG. 1: Stability chart with stable and unstable regions
(tongues). The shadowed regimes correspond to the con-
dition |β| > 1 in Eq. 9 without damping.

FIG. 2: Comparative analysis of stable and unstable re-
gions of the damped and undamped Mathieu equations.

We can use the Floquet theory to understand the sta-
bility of this model. Let us consider the following equa-
tion with periodic coefficients [22–24]

d2Y

dt2
+ 2γ

dY

dt
+ (a− 2q cos(2t))Y = 0, (4)
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where γ is the damping rate [25, 26]. This equation can
be defined as [27][

Ẏ

Ÿ

]
=

[
0 1

−(a− 2q cos(2t)) −2γ

] [
Y

Ẏ

]
= A

[
Y

Ẏ

]
. (5)

We will obtain two independent solutions, that can be
denoted as (Y1(t), Ẏ1(t))

T , and (Y2(t), Ẏ2(t))
T , with the

initial conditions[
Y1(0)

Ẏ1(0)

]
=

[
1
0

]
,

[
Y2(0)

Ẏ2(0)

]
=

[
0
1

]
. (6)

Furthermore, we can construct the solutions as

Ψ =

[
Y1(t) Y2(t)

Ẏ1(t) Ẏ2(t)

]
, (7)

with Ψ̇ = AΨ, which based on the Floquet theory, its
solution should be Ψ(t+T ) = Ψ(t)C. One can check this

solution Ψ̇(t+T ) = AΨ(t+T ) = AΨ(t)C = Ψ̇(t)C. Using
the initial condition that Ψ(0) = 1, we can immediately
obtain

C =

[
Y1(T ) Y2(T )

Ẏ1(T ) Ẏ2(T )

]
. (8)

In this way, we expect Ψ(nT ) = Ψ(0)Cn. Thus, the
system is stable when and only when the eigenvalues of
C, which are assumed by β, satisfy |β| ≤ 1. We can
obtain the eigenvalues of the C matrix using

β2 − Tr(C)β + det(C) = 0. (9)

The above equation is used to determine the phase
boundary. In the above solution, we have Yi ∈ R and
Ẏi ∈ R, thus C is a real matrix; yet non-Hermite. (I)
When the solution is real, we should have a phase bound-
ary at 1 ± Tr(C) + det(C) = 0; (II) When β is a com-
plex, the two solutions are complex valued, and we expect
det(C) = 1. The second condition will corresponds to the
condition without damping γ = 0 [28, 29].

The phase boundary is fully determined by the two
parameters Tr(C) and det(C). We find that the phase
boundaries are determined by the regime enclosed by the
following condition

1 ≥ det(C)2 ≥ |1± Tr(C)|2. (10)

With this theory, we can determine the phase boundary
as a function of a and q. In Fig. 1, we present the
phase chart without damping [30, 31], and in Fig. 2, we
present the results with damping [32, 33]. The roots of
the equation without damping are given by

β =
Tr(C)±

√
Tr(C)2 − 4

2
, (11)

and the stable phase is given by |Tr(C)| ≤ 2 [34, 35].
In this condition, β is a complex number, and we can

prove exactly that |β| = 1, in this condition we can define
β = exp(iθ).
We see that the damping has the effect of reducing

the unstable regions of the system, which is consistent
with our intuition; see [22, 36] and Ref. [5]. Whenever
there is a dissipation of energy, the system goes to rest,
which naturally means that it becomes stable. However,
in the following section, we will present a different role
played by the dissipative term on the relation between
the vibration amplitude and the equilibrium position in
the strong damping limit.

III. DIMENSIONLESS AND LARGE DAMPING
LIMITS

Now, we turn to the major results that will be pre-
sented in this work. Our aim is to study the dynamics
of trapped ions in the presence of a strong Coulomb in-
teraction. The Hamiltonian for N trapped ions can be
written as

H = H0 + U, (12)

where

H0 =

N∑
i=1

p2i
2m

+
1

2
mω2(a− 2q cos(Ωτ))qi, (13)

U =
e2

4πϵ0

∑
i<j

1

|qi − qj |
. (14)

In the above model, m is the mass of the trapped ions,
ϵ0 is the vacuum permittivity, Ω is the modulation fre-
quency, and ω is the system’s frequency. The equation
of motion of this model can then be written as

mq̈i = −2αq̇i −mω2(a− 2q cos(Ωτ))qi

− 2e2

4πϵ0

∑
j ̸=i

1

(qi − qj)2
. (15)

Here α is introduced for the damping effect.
Now, we use the following transformation to make the

equation dimensionless

τ =
2t

Ω
, qi = ω2

√
Qyi, γ =

α

mω
,

ω =
Ω

2
, Q =

2e2

4πϵ0mω3
. (16)

Substituting the new variables and parameters into the
original equation results in the following interacting
Mathieu equation

ÿi = −L̂(yi)−
∑
j ̸=i

1

(yi − yj)2
. (17)

Hereafter, we have defined a differential operator as

L̂(y) = 2γẏ + (a− 2q cos(2t))y. (18)
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Now all the quantities became dimensionless, and their
values are of the order of unity. In the last term, the mi-
nus sign represents the repulsive interaction between the
charged ions. Obviously, when 2q > a and γ is very small,
the trapping potential may become unbounded from be-
low, which may lead to instability.

A. The case of two ions N = 2

The dynamics of a system of two ions can be effectively
analyzed through the decomposition of the system into
two components: the motion of the center of mass and
the motion of the relative position of the ions. This de-
composition simplifies the analysis by reducing the prob-
lem from a complex two-body interaction to two inde-
pendent single-body equations. To this end, we define
2R = y1 + y2, and r = y1 − y2. The system yields two
equations

R̈± r̈

2
+ L̂(R± r

2
)− 1

r2
= 0. (19)

These two equations lead to two independent equations
as following

R̈+ L̂(R) = 0, r̈ + L̂(r)− 2

r2
= 0. (20)

FIG. 3: Evolution of a system of 2 ions for a fixed pair
of a = 1, q = 0.3. (a) - (d) represent the evolution with
γ = 0, 0.1, 0.2 and 0.7, respectively. Since r(0) = 1,
during the evolution, r(t) > 0 from the non-penetration
effect of the charged ions. (a) and (b) are the dynamics
in the unstable phase; and (c) and (d) are the results in
the stable phase due to the damping. In the large γ limit,
the solution of r can be described by Eq. 26.

Here the first equation (the motion of the relative posi-
tion) corresponds to the damped Mathieu equation, and
the second one (the motion of the center of mass) corre-
sponds to the same damped Mathieu equation but with a
Coulomb interaction term. In the instability phase when
r → ∞, the center of mass will be reduced to the linear
Mathieu equation. For this reason, these two equations
have the same phase boundary for stability-instability
transitions. However, in the stable phase, their dynam-
ics will be totally different. We find that R = 0 is the
solution of the center of mass, but r = constant is not
the solution of the relative position. For this reason,
even in the presence of damping, the motion of the rela-
tive position will always oscillate in some way. Moreover,
due to the non-penetration effect of the trapped ions, the
motion of r will be restricted to r < 0 or r > 0, depend-
ing on its initial value. The results for various damping
rates are presented in Fig. 3, showing that in the stable
phase when R → 0, r will always oscillate periodically
around its equilibrium position with the same period of
the Mathieu equation.
In the case of strong damping (see Fig. 3 (d)), we may

assume r = re + δr, where re is the equilibrium position,
one may find that δr oscillates in the way of the driving
dynamics. When γ → ∞, we expect are − 2/r2e = 0,
yielding re = (2/a)1/3 = (2)1/3 for a = 1 used in Fig. 3.
Thus, we assume that the dynamics are the following

r =

(
2

a

)1/3

+A sin(2t+ θ) + · · · , (21)

where θ is a phase introduced by the damping effect.
Inserting this solution into the above equation, and to
the leading term, we get

4
(a
2

)1/3

Aγ − 2q cos (θ) = 0, (22)

3a− 4

(2/a)
1/3

A+ 2q sin (θ) = 0. (23)

These two terms correspond to the coefficients of cos(2t)
and sin(2t), which should be equal to zero. The higher-
order terms such as cos(4t) and sin(4t) are neglected.
The solutions of A and θ can be written as

A =
q

2γ(a/2)1/3
cos(θ), (24)

and

(3a− 4)q

2γ
cos(θ) + 2q sin(θ) = 0. (25)

In the large γ limit, we expect θ ∼ 0, or sin(θ) =
(4− 3a)/4γ. In this limit, we expect the solution to be

r =

(
2

a

)1/3

+
q

22/3a1/3γ
sin(2t). (26)

This solution can be understood by assuming r =
(2/a)1/3 + y, where for small y and |(2/a)1/3| ≫ |y|, we
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have

−2q cos(2t)

(a/2)1/3
+ (ay + ÿ + 2γẏ − 2qy cos(2t)) = 0. (27)

For the four terms between the brackets, the term 2γẏ
dominates and we have

−2q cos(2t)

(a/2)1/3
+ 2γẏ = 0, (28)

yielding the following solution

y =
qre
2γ

sin(2t) =
q

2(a/2)1/3γ
sin(2t), (29)

in Eq. 26. For this reason, the effect of damping in-
fluences the vibration amplitude, instead of driving the
ions to rest. This picture applies to the conditions of
more trapped ions.

The above results can also be understood from the
balance between the energy Edriving introduced by the
driving force and the energy Edamped dissipated by the
damping force. We have

Edriving =

∫ π

0

−2q cos(2t)xẋdt = −2πAqre, (30)

Edamped =

∫ π

0

2γẋ2dt = 4πA2γ. (31)

A direct calculation using Edriving + Edamped = 0 will
yield the above relation, with (see Eq. 29)

A =
qre
2γ

. (32)

This method has been used in Ref. [5] in the determi-
nation of the vibration amplitude of the damped oscil-
lator, and the same idea can be used to understand the
vibration amplitude in our model. As a result, when
Edriving + Edamped > 0 the vibration amplitude will in-
crease due to the absorption of the energy from the
driving field; otherwise, it will decrease. This picture
can be used to understand the quasi-periodic motion of
the trapped ions, as discussed below. Thus, the quasi-
periodic solution can also be found in nonlinear driven
equations.

B. The case of three ions N = 3

The same method can be applied to three trapped ions,
by defining r1 = y1−R, r2 = y3−R, and 3R = y1+y2+y3.

This results in a system of three coupled equations

R̈− r̈1 − r̈2 + L̂(R− r1 − r2)

− 1

(−r1 − 2r2)2
+

1

(2r1 + r2)2
= 0, (33)

R̈+ r̈1 + L̂(R+ r1)

− 1

(r1 − r2)2
− 1

(2r1 + r2)2
= 0, (34)

R̈+ r̈2 + L̂(R+ r2)

+
1

(−r1 − 2r2)2
+

1

(r1 + r2)2
= 0. (35)

With this definition, we can obtain the equation of the
center of mass as R̈ + L̂(R) = 0, which is exactly the
same as the driving Mathieu equation. This conclusion
can be extended to arbitrary N ≥ 2 ions. The equations
of motion for r1 and r2 can be written as

r̈1 + L̂(r1) =
1

(r1 − r2)2
+

1

(2r1 + r2)2
, (36)

r̈2 + L̂(r2) = − 1

(r1 − r2)2
− 1

(r1 + 2r2)2
. (37)

FIG. 4: Evolution of a system of 3 ions for a fixed pair
of a = 1, q = 0.3. (a) - (d) represent the evolution with
γ = 0, 0.1, 0.2 and 0.7, respectively.

We first start by defining the equilibrium position
equations for a strong damping r1 = re + δr, and
r2 = −re − δr. In the large γ limit, we neglect δr, and
would obtain

−are =
1

4r2e
+

1

r2e
→ re =

51/3

22/3a1/3
. (38)
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Therefore, the solutions would be

r1 = −r2 =
51/3

22/3a1/3
+A sin(2t+ θ). (39)

Using the perturbation theory, and assuming A to be
small, we obtain from its equation of motion that

4Aγ − 2q
51/3

22/3a1/3
cos(θ) = 0, (40)

(5a− 4)q cos(θ)

2γ
+ 2q sin(θ) = 0. (41)

The solutions of A and sin(θ) can be written as

A =
51/3q cos(θ)

2a1/322/3γ
, sin(θ) =

(4− 5a)

4γ
cos(θ). (42)

In the large γ limit, θ ∼ 0, expecting the solution to be

r =
51/3

22/3a1/3
+

51/3q

2a1/322/3γ
sin(2t). (43)

Obviously, the vibration amplitude in this solution also
satisfies the energy balance condition of Eq. 32. This
solution has been verified using numerical data. In Fig.
4, we present the results for three trapped ions, showing
that in the large γ limit, indeed, when R → 0, r1 and
r2 will vibrate around their equilibrium positions, which
can be well described by the above analytical solution

2γẏ − 51/32q

22/3a1/3
cos(2t) = 0, (44)

which yields y = 51/3q
22/32a1/3γ

sin(2t); see Eq. 43.

C. The case of four ions N = 4

This method can be extended to any arbitrary number
of trapped ions, and here we will only present results for
N = 4. In a similar way, for i = 1, 4 and j = 2, 3 we can
define

yi = ±r1e ±A1 sin(2t), yj = ±r2e ±A2 sin(2t). (45)

This result is based on numerical simulation, showing
that in the large γ limit, the trapped ions 1 and 4 (and
2 and 3) can have almost opposite dynamics. From the
equation of motion and assuming Ai to be small in com-
parison to rie, we obtain

r1e =
1.4368

a1/3
, r2e =

0.454379

a1/3
, (46)

which can not be solved analytically. We also find using
numerical fitting that

A1 = 1.4368
q

2γa1/3
, A2 = 0.454379

q

2γa1/3
, (47)

which can be understood using Eq. 32. From these re-
sults, we expect that in the condition ofN ≥ 4, we should
have rie ∝ 1/a1/3 and Ai ∝ q/a1/3γ, up to some universal
constants to be determined numerically.
So far, we focused on studying systems in the strong

damping limit, and what we noticed is that it have barely
any influence on the total energy of the ions. This means
that despite the presence of damping from the environ-
ment or the laser field, the total energy of the system
remains relatively conserved. The damping does not ex-
tract a significant large energy from the system, that is
why it remains stable over time; see discussion in the
next section. As a result, in this regime, the strong
damping only influences the oscillation amplitudes of the
ions around their equilibrium positions. In the following,
we will only focus on the dynamics with finite damping,
which will yield some new interesting features.

D. Anharmonic effect

FIG. 5: Evolution of a system of 3 ions for a = 1, q = 0.3,
η = 0.01. (a) - (d) represent the evolution with γ = 0,
0.1, 0.5 and 1, respectively.

The above analysis — based on the center of mass
and the relative coordinates — depends strongly on the
linearity of the equation of motion. In the presence of
anharmonic effects in the trapping potential, the calcula-
tion is much more complicated. It has some profound im-
pact on the dynamics of the system. Firstly, the method
of the center of mass and the relative positions can not
be applied anymore; and secondly, the phase chart and
stability can be changed even in the nonlinear Mathieu
equation; and thirdly, the criterion for stability based on
the Floquet theorem will no longer be valid. For these
reasons, the quasi-periodic solution may not be observed.
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FIG. 6: The dynamics evolution of a system of 2 ions with asymmetric initial conditions, with a = 5, q = 1.7 and
without damping. (a) and (b) depict a detailed view of the ions’ positions and velocities over a duration of t = 100.
(c) and (d) represent the evolution of the force and the energy over a period of time of t = 100. Meanwhile, (e), (f),
(g) and (h) depict the positions, the velocities, the forces and the energy of the ions over a shorter period of time
t = [20−30], respectively. In (g), the force diverges when the distance between the ions approach zero simultaneously
from the synchronization dynamics.

To this end, let us consider the following model with
N = 3 with strong damping. The equation of motion can
be written as

ÿi + L̂(yi) + ηy3i −
∑
j ̸=i

1

(yi − yj)2
= 0, i = 1− 3. (48)

Let us assume that y1,3 = ±re ± A1,3 sin(2t), and y2 =
0, where by symmetry the equilibrium position of the
first and third ions should be at ±re and the equilibrium
position of the second ion should be at zero. This solution
is supported by numerical evidences in Fig. 5. In the case
of strong damping γ, |A1,3| ≪ |re|, thus we have

are + ηr3e =
5

4r2e
. (49)

This equation is the same as Eq. 38 when η = 0, and
will be solved using numerical methods. Using perturba-
tion theory again, we will find the leading terms of the
equations (with A1 = −A3)

4γA1 − 2qre = 0, (50)

for the coefficient of cos(2t), allowing us to obtain the
expressions of

A1 = −qre
2γ

, A3 =
qre
2γ

. (51)

The coefficient of sin(2t) is neglected. A much better
approximation of the solutions is using Eq. 39, with a

finite relative phase. These solutions are the same as
Eq. 32. The equilibrium position re can be numerically
determined using Eq. 49. Obviously, with the increasing
of η (assuming η > 0), re will decrease monotonically. In
the large η limit, we should have re ∼ (5/4η)1/5 ≃ 1/η1/5.
We see that in the condition of anharmonic effects in

the trapping potential, we still have the relation in Eq.
32 for the balance between the driving force and the
damping force averaged in one full period. Therefore,
the anharmonic effects, η, in the trapping potential only
influences the vibration amplitude in a way of Eq. 49. A
simple and straightforward argument will show that this
conclusion to be correct even with many trapped ions.

IV. EXCHANGE OF VELOCITIES AND
NEWTON’S CRADLE

A. Without damping

Then, what will happen in the presence of finite damp-
ing? Generally speaking, the dynamics and vibration am-
plitudes depend on the competition of the driving forces,
which may introduce some energy to the system, and the
damping force, which can extract energy from the sys-
tem. In the large γ limit, these two forces are balanced,
leading to periodic vibrations. In the long time limit, we
find that the dynamics of the trapped ions are indepen-
dent of their initial positions and velocities (see Eq. 45).
In the weak damping limit, the physics will be totally
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FIG. 7: Newton’s cradle and the sudden exchange of ve-
locities between distant balls during collisions when all
of them have the same mass and geometry.

changed. For example, in the model without damping,
this system should support a quasi-periodic solution, in-
stead of a periodic solution, and large vibrations of the
amplitude of the ions will be possible, in which the dis-
tance between the ions may become very small, leading
to large forces from the repulsive Coulomb interaction.
In this way, the dynamics will exhibit some new features,
which resembles to the dynamics of Newton’s cradle; see
Fig. 7. This motivate our following investigations.

We will focus on the following quantities: the positions
yi, the velocities vi = ẏi, the forces fi = −∇iU , and the
energy E = T + U . Here, E is the total energy of the
system defined by the kinetic energy, the trapping energy
and the Coulomb energy. When two ions approach each
other, the force may diverge, leading to dramatic changes
of velocities — exchange of velocities — [37], which is the
same as the dynamics in Newton’s cradle. Furthermore,
when the total energy E increases, the system absorbs
energy from the driving force; otherwise, the driving force
will extract energy from the system.

The results for yi, vi, fi and E for two trapped ions are
presented in Fig. 6 without damping. We focus on the
stable regime. The dynamics of y1 and y2 exhibit some
interesting features not presented in the strong damp-
ing limit. Firstly, it presents some kind of micromotion
with period π from the driving field; and secondly, the
system shows some global structure with much larger pe-
riod, not necessary to the commensurate with the period
of the driving field. In this way, the system displays some
quasi-periodic dynamics. The velocity also exhibits sim-
ilar dynamics in Fig. 6 (b). We find that the vibration
amplitude and the velocity are greatly enhanced, indicat-
ing that the system continuously absorbing and releasing
energy from the driving field. In Fig. 6 (f), we plot the
detailed dynamics of the velocity, showing that when two
ions are approaching each other (see Fig. 6 (e)), there
is a sudden exchange of velocities, which is the same as
that in Newton’s cradle (Fig. 7). Our model may be
the smallest system for the realization of Newton’s cra-
dle. At this point, the force will become divergent or

significantly large; see Fig. 6 (c) and (g). In Fig. 6 (d),
we calculate the total energy of this model, showing that
the total energy has the same quasi-periodic structure
for the motion and the velocity. These results represent
some unique features of the interacting Mathieu equation
with the many-body Coulomb force.
Next, we are in a position to understand what will hap-

pen in the presence of many trapped ions. In Newton’s
cradle, the exchange of velocities happens between two
colliding balls; and the more number of balls involved the
more complicated the dynamics become. To this end, we
present the results for three trapped ions in Fig. 8 and for
five trapped ions in Fig. 9 without damping. In these two
figures, we always find the sudden exchange of velocities
when all the ions are colliding with each other. The most
striking feature is that in the presence of many trapped
ions (N ≥ 3), the motion of the ions will be synchronized
in such a way that they will collide to each other almost at
the same time. We have verified that similar features can
be found for much larger systems (for example, N ≥ 10),
and these synchronization dynamics are independent of
their initial positions and initial velocities. As a result,
for three trapped ions, the exchange of velocities happens
between y1 and y3 (assuming y1 < y2 < y3); and for five
trapped ions, the exchange of velocities happen between
y1 and y5, and y2 and y4. The synchronization dynamics
are a unique feature in our model.
These results should not be mixed up with the melting

of ions, in which the structure is totally destroyed [37].
In this case, the distance between the ions will increase,
leading to the destruction of the crystal structures. In
our model, we indeed found the dramatic increase of the
distance between the ions, however, these ions are still
trapped in the potential, and their distances will be de-
creased after some proper time, leading to coherent quasi-
periodic dynamics. In this way, the structure of the ions
will not be destroyed.

B. Effect of damping

With the above dynamics, we need to understand the
role of the damping in the many-body Mathieu equa-
tion, in which we expect a transition from the undamped
physics discussed in the above subsection to the strong
damping physics discussed in the large γ limit. These
physics are intriguing not only because of the effect of
damping on the exchange of velocities, but also from the
transition from a quasi-periodic solution to a periodic
vibrational solution.
By focusing on the dynamics of a system of five ions,

we can observe much more the ion-ion interactions and
highlight the unique features of damping. In the stable
regime, the results for yi, vi, fi and E for five trapped
ions with a weak damping and a strong one are presented
in Fig. 10 and Fig. 11, respectively. In the case of weak
damping, the system behaves almost exactly the same as
without damping. This is seen in Fig. 10 (a) and (e), the
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FIG. 8: The dynamics of a system of 3 ions with asymmetric initial conditions with a = 5, q = 1.7 and without
damping. The meanings of the sub-figures are the same as that in Fig. 6.

FIG. 9: The dynamics of a system of 5 ions with asymmetric initial conditions with a = 5, q = 1.7 and without
damping. The meanings of the sub-figures are the same as that in Fig. 6.

ions oscillate in a quasi-periodic way where they approach
each other, the Coulomb force becomes strong in Fig. 10
(c) and (g), leading to a sudden exchange of velocities ,
as observed before. In this condition, each ion will mirror
the furthest ion in the system, thus we observe that ion
y1 exchanges its velocity with ion y5, and y2 exchanges
its velocity with ion y4, leaving ion y3 to be almost un-
changed. This is a unique feature from Newton’s cradle,
in which the kinetic energy is transferred from the left
furthest ball to the right furthest ball through collisions,

and everything in between stays stable. This feature is
not changed significantly by the weak damping.

However, with the increasing of the damping rate, say
γ = 0.4, as shown in Fig. 11, we will notice some total
different dynamics. We find that the previous structure
of the motion of ions is destroyed; see Fig. 11 (a) and
(b). Ions will no longer oscillate quasi-periodically, be-
cause the damping will introduce some stability to the
system, and each ion now tends to oscillate around its
equilibrium position. This will cause the amplitude of
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FIG. 10: The dynamics of a system of 5 ions with asymmetric initial conditions with a = 5, q = 1.7, and weak
damping γ = 0.05. The meanings of the sub-figures are the same as that in Fig. 6.

each ion to be small in the large γ limit. As a result, we
will no longer have any exchange of velocities, as demon-
strated in Fig. 11 (b) and (c). Now the dynamics of
the system become more stable, and in this case, the dis-
tance between the trapped ions is large enough for the
Coulomb force to be insignificant. The exchange of ve-
locities will be observed only when the distance between
the ions is approaching zero. In the strong γ limit, their
dynamics will be reduced to that discussed in Sec. III,
showing that the anharmonic effect term η only influ-
ences the equilibrium position re, with relation between
vibrational amplitude and equilibrium position given by
Eq. 32. In this work, the validity of this relation is found
in many different conditions.

V. MANY-BODY PHYSICS STABILITY CHART

Finally, we are in a position to understand the role
of Coulomb interaction on the stability and the phase
chart in this model using the following argument. Let
us assume that the system is unstable. In this case,
yi approaches infinity, as observed in the single particle
Mathieu equation. When the distance between the ions
is sufficiently large, the Coulomb interaction is negligible,
thus the instability of this model should be fully deter-
mined by the phase chart of the single particle Mathieu
model. Thus, we have sufficient reasons to believe that
the phase chart in this interacting Mathieu model should
be the same as the single particle Mathieu equation. This
is shown in Fig. 12, however, the dynamics can still be
fundamentally different. In Fig. 12, we focus on the mo-
tion and the velocity in the unstable region for two groups
of ions. The first group is composed of 5 ions in Fig. 12

(a) and (c), and the second group is composed of single
ion in Fig. 12 (b) and (d). Both systems will oscillate
exponentially, but have different magnitudes. The differ-
ence between the amplitude of the motion of the first ion
and the fifth ion is around 102, however, the difference
between their velocities is around the order of 103. The
vibration magnitude of the position and the velocity are
much smaller in a single particle model. Despite of this
difference, both systems display similar patterns of oscil-
lations. When a group of ions are sufficiently far from
each other, the Coulomb forces decrease rapidly to zero,
resulting in no influence on their motion. In such cases,
the ions act like independent particles, which gives rise to
a collective behavior similar to that of a single particle.

Next, we study the motion and the velocity of 5 ions
and of 1 ion in the stable region, which are presented in
Fig. 13, with a = 15 and qc ≃ 9.1473. Similar features
have also been observed. We find that these two condi-
tions have the same parameters and they have the same
stability. However, in the many-body model, the vibra-
tion amplitude is greatly enhanced by about two orders
of magnitude, as compared with the single particle one.
This result also means that in the many-body model the
larger N is, the larger the vibration amplitude will be.
For this reason, the trapping of N particles (where N
is large) without damping will become a significant is-
sue. However, in the presence of damping, the enhanced
vibration amplitude will be greatly suppressed.

This observed phenomenon is fascinating in physics,
because of the fact that the collective interactions of
multiple particles give rise to behaviors similar to those
of individual particles. This parallelism highlights not
only the fundamental principles regarding the behavior
of trapped ion systems, but also the interconnections of
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FIG. 11: The dynamics evolution of a system of 5 ions with asymmetric initial conditions with a = 5, q = 1.7, and a
strong damping γ = 0.4. The meanings of the sub-figures are the same as that in Fig. 6.

FIG. 12: Evolution of the system over a long period of
time for a fixed pair of a = 15, q = 9.148 in the unstable
region, without damping (γ = 0). (a) and (c) are the
results for 5 ions, and (b) and (d) are the results for 1
ion, respectively.

their dynamics. We hope these physics can be observed
in experiments [37]. In the case of strong damping, the
single particle will cease to oscillate, yet the many-body
one will oscillate around its equilibrium position, with
position and amplitude satisfying Eq. 32.

FIG. 13: Evolution of the system over a long period of
time for a fixed pair of a = 15, q = 9.146 in the stable
region without damping (γ = 0). The sub-figures depict
the same information as Fig. 12.

VI. MATHIEU EQUATION WITH CUBIC
ANHARMONIC TERM

The Mathieu equation with a cubic nonlinear term,
in the presence of many trapped ions can be written as
[38, 39]

ÿi + L̂(yi) + ηy3i −
∑
j ̸=i

1

(yi − yj)2
= 0, (52)
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FIG. 14: Dynamics evolution of a system of 5 ions with
asymmetric initial conditions in the stable region, with
a = 5, q = 1.7, γ = 0.0 and η = 0.01.

where η is the anharmonic coefficient. The cubic nonlin-
ear coefficient introduces a nonlinearity to the equation.
Therefore, the response of the system will no longer be di-
rectly proportional to the applied force, which naturally
will make the system exhibit much more complicated be-
haviors. The cubic nonlinear coefficient in the Mathieu
equation for trapped ions typically originates from the
anharmonicity in the trapping potential that is responsi-
ble of the interaction between the ion’s motion and the
trapping field [40, 41]. Numerical calculations show that
in the presence of a weak η, the vibration amplitude is

A ∝ 1
√
η
, (53)

thus for all a and q the system is always stable. This
relation can be determined by the minimal of a/2A2 +
η/4A4, with a < 0, yielding A2 = −a/η. Hence the
cubic nonlinear term can fundamentally change the fate
of the phase chart discussed before. In the following,
we are interested in the effect of this nonlinear term on
the vibration amplitude with strong damping. In this
section, we will explore the effect of the nonlinear term
on the collisions of ions. Assume A to be the vibration
amplitude, then we require

ηA2 ∼ a ∼ O(1), (54)

in which condition the nonlinear term is important. By
solving Eq. 52, with η = 0.01, we present the dynam-
ics of 5 trapped ions in Fig. 14. While the pattern of
the ions looks organized, the pattern of the velocities is

not. As compared with Fig. 9, we find that the quasi-
periodic dynamics no longer exists. Moreover, the ex-
change of velocities between the first and the last ion
will not be observed; instead, the collision of ions will
happen at different times (see Fig. 14 (c) and (d)), lead-
ing to an exchange of velocities between adjacent ions.
For this reason, the synchronization dynamics are not
observed anymore. This is a typical feature in a non-
linear trap [39], in which the ions in different positions
may feel some slightly different trapping frequency, there-
fore their dynamics and period will be different. We find
that when η ∼ 0.001, the synchronization and the asso-
ciated exchange of velocities can still be observed. How-
ever, in the much stronger nonlinear trap, the dynamics
will become much more complicated. Furthermore, in
the case of strong damping, the ions will vibrate around
their equilibrium positions, leading to periodic dynam-
ics, as observed in Sec. III. In this case, the positions of
ions may appear to have different vibration amplitudes
and different effective periods. Thus, the synchronization
comes from the parametric driving field and the harmonic
potential, in which all ions tend to have the same be-
havior, including the same relative phase, which maybe
measured in the future experiments.

VII. EXPERIMENTS AND POSSIBLE
SIGNATURES

When working with numerical simulations, it is neces-
sary to use dimensionless variables to simplify the equa-
tions and reducing the complexity of the problem. How-
ever, to interpret these numerical results in real life, it is
crucial to convert these dimensionless variables back into
dimensional terms, and estimate their values. Therefore,
we will have to estimate the values of a, q and γ possibly
to be used in experiments.
In a Paul trap, there is typically both a dc and an RF

voltages applied to the electrode. Therefore, the total
voltage should be V (t) = Vdc + VRF cos(Ωt). Created by
this total voltage is the electric potential, which in one
dimension reads as [42–46]

Φ(y, t) =
Vdc

2R2
dc

y2 +
VRF

2R2
dc

y2 cos(Ωt), (55)

then, the electric field can be defined as E = −∇Φ, which
will allow us to find the equation of motion of the ions
using F = eE, yielding [4, 47–51].

mÿ = −2αẏ − e

R2
dc

(Vdc + VRF cos(Ωτ))y. (56)

Therefore, the expression of the parameters in the dimen-
sional system [17, 49, 52–55]

a =
4eVdc

mΩ2R2
dc

, |q| = 2eVRF

mΩ2R2
dc

,

γ =
α

mω
, t =

Ωτ

2
, Ω = 2ω. (57)
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Here, e is the charge of the ions, Vdc is the applied dc
voltage, VRF is the applied radio-frequency voltage, m
is the mass of the ions, ω is the system frequency, Ω
is the driving force frequency and Rdc is a parameter
that defines the geometry of the trap and represents the
distance from the trap center to the electrode.

In an experimental setup for the trapped ions, the sys-
tem is bound to experience some heating effect due to
many reason, like collisions between the ions, exchange of
energy with the environment, and fluctuations of the ap-
plied electric fields. Therefore, the trapped ions need to
be cooled down, in order to maintain its stability. Many
techniques can be used for this. In Refs. [37, 56, 57],
two different mechanisms for the damping force were dis-
cussed, the first one is the drag force due to residual
rarefied gas, and the other one is the interaction with
the blue-detuned laser beams. In both cases, the damp-
ing rate γ can be tuned in a wide range and in general
the damping from the laser field dominates by Doppler
effect. Especially, this damping force is essential for the
cooling of trapped ions. That is why a damping term
was introduced in Eq. 56. Furthermore, a and q can be
estimated knowing the values of experimental variables
Vdc, VRF, e, m and Rdc. Using the above relations, we
get

a

|q|
=

Vdc

VRF
, (58)

which can be tuned in a wide range of experiments. Fur-
thermore, using Eq. 32, the strong damping regime can
be achieved when |A| ≪ re, yielding

| q
2γ

| ≪ 1. (59)

Thus, we expect the physics discussed in this work to be
researched using trapped ions. For example, in experi-
ment with trapped 171Yb+ ions with Ω = 2π × 5 kHz
[42, 58], with Vdc = 100 V, Rdc = 5 mm, hc = 1.24
eV·µm, and mc2 = 171 × 1860 × 0.511 MeV, and Ω =
2π × 0.25 MHz, we can obtain

a = 3.5886. (60)

The similar magnitude of q can be obtained using Eq. 58
by changing of VRF. Much more details can be found in
Ref. [42]. Obviously, these values can be tuned in a wide
range in experiments, thus the phase chart can be studied
using this platform. From Eq. 59, we require |γ| ≫ 1,
assuming |q| ∼ O(1), and from α ∼ ω, we expect that
the cooling of the trapped ions can be reached in the time
scale of O(1/ω) in the strong damping limit; see Fig. 5
and Fig. 11.

VIII. CONCLUSIONS

To summarize, we present a complete analysis of the
interacting Mathieu equation with the Coulomb interac-
tion, which can be realized using trapped ions. We in-
vestigate the physics in various conditions. In the strong

damping limit, the dynamics can be solved using pertur-
bation theory, showing that the damping coefficient can
play the role of reducing the vibration amplitude about
their equilibrium positions. In the weak damping limit,
we observe the synchronization dynamics and the associ-
ated exchange of velocities between distant trapped ions,
which resembles to the dynamics of Newton’s cradle. In
this case, the phase chart for the stability and instabil-
ity dynamics is independent of the Coulomb interaction,
thus, it is the same as the single particle Mathieu equa-
tion. Finally, we study the effect of the nonlinear an-
harmonic term in the trapping potential, in which the
system will always be stable for all the parameters. In
this case, the desynchronization prohibits the exchange of
velocities between distant ions. We estimated that these
results are within the reach of the current experiments
with trapped ions and expect these interesting dynamics
to be observed.

During the preparing of this work, we were constantly
asking the fundamental question of what are the most
unique features in this many-body classical model? The
generalization of the exact solvable single particle Math-
ieu equation to the many-body models and even to the
quantum realms are quite obviously important and nec-
essary [17, 59], which should exhibit some interesting
physics. In most of cases, the quasi-periodic solutions
are the major concern in these investigations. From
these investigations with the Coulomb interaction in this
work, it was quite possible to provide some concrete an-
swers to our previous question, which are, synchroniza-
tion dynamics with coherent phases, collision-induced ex-
change of velocity, desynchronization dynamics from the
anharmonic effect, and periodic oscillations in the strong
damping limits. These results are not limited to small
amplitude vibrations. Some of these results may be be-
yond the scope of the Mathieu equation (thus without
the Floquet theorem), indicating the necessary investiga-
tion of the interacting Mathieu equation in future. These
results can be found for other types of inter-particle in-
teractions (including Van der Waals interactions) [42], in
which when r → ∞, V (r) = 0. It is important that
some of these predictions can be immediately verified in
experiments.

Finally, this work contribute to the study of the dy-
namics of trapped ions, which can be generalized to
higher dimensions [60–63], due to the current research of
trapped ions for quantum computations. The interacting
Mathieu equation is probably much more important due
to the wide range study of this model in dynamical sys-
tems in terms of the Floquet theorem in mathematics. It
is to be hoped that the experimental progresses for the
realization of this model can stimulate the investigation
of this interacting Mathieu model from a pure mathe-
matical perspective beyond the quasi-periodic solutions
[64, 65]. Meanwhile, this model is also interesting in the
presence of noise at finite temperature with both dissipa-
tion and fluctuation, which is connected by the Einstein
relation in the Brownian motion between the tempera-
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ture, damping rate and diffusion constant, which is al-
ways presented in experiments when the temperature is
not sufficiently low [66–68].
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