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Using the model as Standard Map,I study the decay laws of quantum Loschimedt Echo(LE) with
the classical limit as edge of chaos and chaotic sea which all belong to mixed-type phase space.Here

I propose there is the existence of common decay law as M(t) ≈ e−c0(t)σ
ν(t)tα(σ,t)

for typical decay
process of LE which is testified by numerical study,and α only can be the indicator to characterize
the decay law if c0, ν fixed.Then the variations of related parameters to describe the decay of LE are
heavily studied and the statistical semi-classical method is developed to understand the results with
the probability of P (s) evolved with time as the essential variable,where s is classical action.From
the study of process of LE,there are typical three decay processes as the initial decay with same
decay law,transitive decay,and followed decay.Although there is some different expressions for edge
of chaos and chaotic sea,but the basic decay features are all hold.For chaotic sea,variation of α
with σ can taken as logarithm law if Levy distribution for describing P (s) can be found in a high-

level approximation.Applying the decay law as M(t) ≈ e−c0(t)σ
ν(t)tα(σ,t)

,the critical perturbation
for comparing the decay extent can be found commonly with the referent decay of LE as the
strong chaos.Further more,time scale is studied and find there is the rule commonly existing as
τ ∝ σ−γ ,where γ generally is not 1 or 2 corresponding to rule of time scale of stable classical
dynamics or strong chaos in the classical limit.To understand the accuracy of semi-classical method
in terms of Levy distribution,carefully mathematical analysis is carried out although it has not very
tight connection with study of decay law as the focus in this research.

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

1. INTRODUCTION

Reversibility and sensibility to perturbations of quantum systems are at the heart of fields of research as vast as
quantum phase transition(such as BEC),quantum information processing and coherent transport[5–8, 11].The interest
in these subjects has greatly increased due to the development of experimental techniques that enable the manipulation
of a great number of quantum systems from photons to mesoscopic devices[9, 10].
The suitable magnitude for measuring the stability of the quantum motion,as well as its irreversibility,is the

Loschmidt echo(LE)or fidelity which put forward originally by Peres[12]to investigate the so called sensitivity in
the quantum systems corresponding to the dynamical chaos in the classical system.The LE is explicitly expressed us-
ing M(t) = |m(t)|2, measures the overlap of two states started from the same initial state and evolved under slightly
different Hamiltonians in the classic limit,H0 and H = H0 + ǫV ,

m(t) = 〈Ψ0|exp(iHt/~)exp(−iH0t/~)|Ψ0〉 (1)

.The key point here is the perturbation for the Hamiltonian rather than the initial condition as the Hamiltonian
evolution is unitary for quantum systems,ie,the scalar product of any two states is invariant,therefore two initially
neighboring states will always remain neighbors in Hilbert space.
Although the importance of measurement to the stability of quantum systems with LE,but taken little attention

for the decay behavior of LE for a long time.Only recently,joined with the application in the quantum computa-
tion(especially after the paper[13]using semiclassical method to obtain the relationship between the Lyapunov expo-
nent and the decay of LE) and the likely characterizing of critical points for quantum phase transitions[4, 15, 16],the LE
has been extensively studied.The different time and perturbation strength regimes were shown to exist[7, 8, 17, 18].As
a function of time,this magnitude has three well-known regimes.For very short times,it is parabolic or Gaussian,as
the perturbation theory is valid to first order[19].This transient regime is followed by a decay exponential in chaotic
systems[17].Finally,the LE finds a long-time saturation at values inversely proportional to the effective size of effective
size of the Hilbert space[8, 20].
As a function of the strength of the perturbation,the decay of the LE has mainly three different behaviors[13,

17].When the perturbation is very small,in which a typical matrix element W of the perturbation is smaller than
the mean level spacing △ ,the decay is Gaussian until M reaches its asymptotic values.If W > △ ,this regime
has an exponential decay,with decay rate given by the width σ of the local density of states(LDOS).This is usually
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called Fermi golden rule regime(FGR).Finally,when σ > λ,with λ the mean Lyapunov exponent of the classical
system,the regime becomes independent of the perturbation and the decay rate is given by λ.Although this Lyapunov
regimes seems to be universal as the intensive numerical studies have shown in the literature[7, 8],recent works
have found a nonuniform behaviors of the decay rate as a function of the perturbation strength.This was observed
in an echo spectroscopy experiment on ultracold atoms in optical billiards and in theoretical studies of the kicked
rotator,the sawtooth map,and Josephson flux qubits[3, 21–23].Similar qualitative behavior was shown in Ref.[24]for
local perturbations.In this case the authors found an oscillating regime of the decay of the LE around the value of
the classical escape rate.
Now the above picture for the fidelity decay is far from satisfaction,and the paper[22]gave a explicit description of

the abnormal expression of the fidelity decay to the common understanding.Our work here has its focus on the two
question,the one is the decay laws of LE for the systems with classical counterpart as chaotic sea but also having
regular torus which is quite different from those in systems with strong chaos or with regular motion[3, 4, 22, 25].The
stretched exponential decay are obtained but the condition for emerging the decay behavior is not clear.Another
interesting subject is the decay behavior with classical counterpart as edge of chaos.As we know,the edge of chaos is
an important issue in the study of quantum chaos.In classical chaos,the edge of chaos is fractal boundary separating
the regular and chaotic regions.The behavior of LE in the border region between regular and chaotic components
might be particularly tricky,the decay law in such region has been numerically studied in Ref.[32],where we can see
a universal situation for decay behavior for LE,ie,a initial power law decay is followed by an exponential decay but
only showed from naked eyes although the paper used the non-extensive statistical mechanics to give an theoretical
fit for the numerical results.
The motivation of this paper here is to investigate the LE decay of these two regions discussed above to a classical

counterpart with mixed phase space,as these situations are very common but having very few careful study.We want to
give explicit observation of the LE decay for the two regions,and make an contrast with the decay laws for them.Beside
to the extensive and careful numerical study,we also want to find likely analytical understanding from semi-classical
method from the angle of the correspondence between the classical and quantum expression.Further more,we try
to find some connection of our study with the previous work,in particular for the likely differences as the main
consideration.
The paper is organized as follows.In Sec.2,we study the LE decay corresponding to the chaotic sea and edge of

chaos,directly using the numerical technique with the focus in the decay laws.In this section,we try to find the
differences from the previous study for the decay laws in particular for the established exponential decay in strong
chaos. In the Sec.3,we want to develop the statistical-type semi-classical analytical method [22] combined with
related numerical technique to treat the numerical study above and try to find some central causes for the new decay
laws.In this study,we want to seriously consider the comparison of the evaluation of semi-classical method approaching
Loschimidt echo in a very careful way,surely including the comparison of direct decay process.Meanwhile we also want
to study some dynamics process with the correspondence of decay features of Loschimidt echo.In the Sec.4,we will
summarize the study results in a clear logic way and try to consider the likely new research direction.In the Sec.5,we
will give some appendix for some theoretical analysis in detail.For simplicity,we call Loschmidt echo as LE.

2.STUDY MODEL AND RESEARCH METHOD

In this paper, we take the both condition of the edge of chaos and weak chaos into our consideration.The model we
study is a very famous model-standard Map(or Chirikov-Taylor Model)[32, 36],the Hamiltonian of this model

H =
1

2
p2 + V (r)

∑

n

δ(t− nT ) (2)

with V (r) = Kcos r.For simplicity,the period T is set to be unit,T = 1.Kicks are switched on at t = n, n = 0, 1, 2, 3....
So we have the map,

rn+1 = rn + pn, pn+1 = pn +Ksin(rn+1) (3)

The r and p are all take the up bound as 2π and this model is described very clearly by Ott in the book[33] and we
recommend it to anyone who have a interest in the model in detail.Actually the map we use is the same style for the
seminar paper by the authors J.Vańıček and Eric J. Heller[48] to treat the fidelity decay with dephasing representation
firstly which is our starting point here for the semi-classical analysis described latter and there is another equivalent
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style[22] with the map as:

pn+1 = pn +Ksin(rn), rn+1 = rn + pn+1 (4)

We notice that the seeming two different kind of formulations for Standard Map actually show the same dynamics for
a initial condition of (r, p) if we just do a transformation to r → 2π− r as well as changing the order of sequence for r
and p.For convenience,we use the latter form for computation in terms of quantum part.Based on the requirement of
making an classical contrast,we choose the coherent state for the initial state.We fixed the r and changed the p as the
variation of the position of wave packet we use. Now we firstly give the direct numerical simulation.The arrangement
of the numerical simulation is to probe into the decay of LE with the perturbation of typical strength to different
regions corresponding to the classical limitation.
Then we can consider the numerical method for calculating LE and the classical system is quantized on a torus[28–

31].As to have a good corresponding for the wave packet with the classical phase space’s point,we take the large
Hilbert space with 221 so the edge of chaos for the quantum can be studied[32] as the very thin layer existing between
the chaotic and regular regions.The quantum computation for the algorithm is as follows:to 1D finite configuration
space for 0 < r < rm,and 1D finite momentum space for 0 < p < pm,the effective Planck constant heff and the
dimension N of Hilbert space has the relationship Nheff = rmpm. rm = pm = 2π and hence heff = 2π/N .Floquet
operators in the quantized systems have the form U = exp[−ip̂2/(2~)]exp[−iV (r̂)/~].Eigenstates of r̂ are denoted by
|j〉,r̂|j〉 = j~|j〉,with j = 0, 1, 2, ..., N − 1.The same formulation for eigenstates of p̂. The evolution of states,ψ(t) =
U tψ0,is calculated numerically by the fast Fourier transform(FFT)method.For the perturbation of system,we take
K = K0 + ǫ and k = k0 + σ.where σ = ǫ/~ and ǫ << K0.Actually this is the very basic numerical method,we can use
alternative one FFT method[22] to increase the computational speed when we can take into the matrix representation
of Floquet operator in a analytical way.
Now we want to choose the specific cases for edge of chaos and chaotic sea as our research objective and try to find

more decay features as possible as we could.For edge of chaos,we consider a specific line as r = 2.2 with corresponding
system parameter as K = 3.Alongside with this line,we can observe a typical edge of chaos for the transition from
stable field to chaotic sea.To clearly determine this field of edge of chaos is the first thing we should consider,and we
can track the evolution of related ensemble to find whether there is the typical situation of edge of chaos for sticking
in the stable field for a limited time scale.The simplest method to construct a classical ensemble is to choose samples
uniformed from a little circle using Monte Carlo technique(united probability distribution).The method is the same
to the work by G.Casati et al[34] with a ensemble with fixed in a very little place and track the evolution of the whole
phase points of the ensemble.But here we do a some change inspired directly from the correspondence between the
classical ensemble and quantum state and the the center of ensemble rcenter is the quantum average for r = 2.2 we fix
and the variation of pcenter is to find the edge of chaos.Thus we use the symbol as rcenter and pcenter to point out the
location of classical ensemble precisely and the extending field of classical ensemble is set by the uncertainty relation
of quantum Gaussian wave-packet we use.To probe into the edge of chaos from the viewpoint of quantum world,Large
Hilbert space should be used as the field is very thin.For chaotic sea,we fix the location of quantum wave-packet as
r = 2.2, p = 3 but with the variation of K from K = 1.5 to K = 3 in terms of the mixed phase space.The study of
edge of chaos strongly depends on the fine structure of phase space and we depict it in the Figure 1.

Now we should precisely show the field of edge of chaos and tracking process can be quantified to consider time
scale for sticking in the stale field.Further more,we also can use the Lyapunov exponent which is the indicator of chaos
to express the variation of dynamical feature in terms of the field of edge of chaos.The sticking situation is commonly
understood as the initial point of phase space can not escape the stable field or at least for some limited time,then for
the purpose to have the correspondence for the classical ensemble and quantum state,here we also consider the sticking
situation for the classical ensemble with quite a lot points of phase space included,we hope this study can help to
distinguish the likely different decay features for LE.Based on this consideration,we consider three cases respectively
as the single initial condition,classical ensemble with the points of phase space distributed evenly in a little circle with
the radius as 10−3 and the classical ensemble based on the quantum Gaussian wave-packet with the extending field
from quantum uncertainty relation.We set a sufficient large number as 105 for time evolution and the sticking time
smaller than this number means the escaping situation just do happen.The classical ensemble is constructed with the
statistical sampling as the Monte Carlo method,and we take the number of points of phase space as 104 which is
enough to do the numerical work.For calculating the sticking time,firstly we should set a feasible procedure to catch
the time beginning to enter the chaotic sea in terms of mixed phase space.As what we want to investigate is around
the edge between the chaotic sea and stable field illustrated in the figure 1,it is reasonable to set a condition that we
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FIG. 1: Illustration of mixed phase space for Standard Map with K = 3,the red line in the figure shows the constant of
rcentre = 2.2,the local enlargement is to show the edge of chaos.

can consider the escaping situation to chaotic sea do happen if |r − rcenter | < 0.1 as well as p > 2.We want to observe
the time to enter the chaotic sea without caring about what is the specific point of phase space to escape and also
have a large points to use,thus the sticking time we obtain is reliable.For a more convincing evidence to find the fine
structure of phase space of edge of chaos,we also calculate the Lyapunov exponents using the technique of tangent
space,and the variations of largest exponent and second exponent are symmetric as it is the feature of Hamitonian
map[33].
In the figure 2,we illustrate numerical result for the variation of sticking time and Lyapunov exponents with

pcenter which is taken as the center of p for a classical ensemble and also can be represented as the initial value
of p for a given single initial condition.we can find the variation of sticking time is not a monotonic process and
can be stuck in the stable field again,it is reflected as the multi-fractal structure of edge of chaos[33] numerically
verified here.With the size of classical system increasing,we can find the re-sticky situation is weakened conforming
to our expectation because there is the situation for sticking location and non-sticking location closing to each
other.If the size is increased to across the sticking location and non-sticking location,the original sticking situation
can be changed to the non-sticking situation.There is a very good correspondence between the sticking time of
single initial condition and Lyapunov exponents as the value around zero is the manifestation of stable field and
we also can find the escaping situation with the Largest Lyapunov exponent changed to far larger than zero in
terms of increasing time steps for calculating the exponent.Quantitatively to describe,we can find there is a first
escaping situation with the center close to 1.86 and then undergoes some kind of process for going back to the
sticking location.The second escaping situation appears in different pcenter based on the different initial ensemble
or condition,but we can find it do happen with pcenter > 1.872 except the isolated pcenter = 1.882 of single initial
condition with corresponding Lyapunov exponents as zero.The expression of classical ensemble constructed with
quantum Gaussian wave-packet actually is our main consideration,and then we can select the represented pcenter as
the quantum average of p to study the decay of LE with the connection of classical expression have been showed
here.As the second escaping situation can be taken as the main part of edge of chaos,we choose the typical cases
as p = 1.86, 1.868, 1.872, 1.874, 1.876, 1.878, 1.880, 1.882, 1.884, 1.886, 1.888, 1.89 to study LE carefully.To testify the
previous study of LE in stable field,we also consider the case as p = 1.8 for a small regular torus encircled by a much
larger torus which has not been studied before yet.
To study LE with the classical limit for chaotic sea of mixed phase space,we let r = 2.2 and p = 3 fixed together

and change the system parameter K.The selection of the field of K should guarantee the dynamics property is not
strong chaos,then we choose the field from K = 1.5 to K = 3 with the corresponding largest Lyapunov exponent
below 1.We use the figure 3 to illustrate the numerical result with 500 time steps to calculate the exponents which is
enough to get the stable value with the accuracy more than 10−2.
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FIG. 2: Illustration of feature of edge of chaos with variables as sticking time and Lyapunov exponents depicted respectively in
the figure(a)and(b),here K = 3 and rcenter = 2.2 fixed.In the figure(a),the mark of single initial condition means to change p
of initial condition corresponding to one point in the phase space,and so-called classical ensemble 1 is realized from statistical
uniform sampling taken from a little circle with the radius as 10−3.The classical ensemble 2 is constructed with quantum
Gaussian wave-packet with uncertainty relation for the extending field slightly larger than the size of classical ensemble 1.The
symbol pcenter in the figure(a) also represents the location of p for single initial condition.105 is the largest time for evolution
of ensemble and we concentrate on the field around the edge of chaos,and set a feasible procedure to judge the time beginning
to escape to the chaotic sea if p > 2 as well as the discrepancy between r and rcenter = 2.2 smaller than 0.1.The points
of phase space in the classical ensemble is taken as 104 which is enough.The sticking time shows a non-monotonic variation
although has a whole tendency to decrease which reflects the complicated structure of the edge of chaos.With the size of classical
ensemble increasing,the re-bonding situation to the stable field with the sticking time again for 105 becomes less appear as the
manifestation of fine structure of phase space using sticking time should be blurred.In the figure(b),we can find the expression
of Lyapunov exponents has a good correspondence for the variation of sticking time of single initial condition,further more,the
enlargement of time for calculating Lyapunov exponents shows clearly the escaping situation as the largest Lyapunov exponent
can be changed to be far larger than zero.

Then we want to show our semi-classical method to treat LE,and it has a direct connection with classical ensemble
which can not clearly be point out in previous work.In this paper, we want to develop the basic method with semi-
classical treatment, and unify as possible as we could the decay expressions in our numerical study.Here we should
make something clear for using uniform semi-classical approach to address the fidelity decay,that is the affect of width
of Gaussian wave-packet[22]. For the quantum Gaussian wave-packet centered at r̃0,with dispersion ξ and mean
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FIG. 3: Variation of Lyapunov exponents with K,the initial condition is taken as r = 2.2 and p = 3.It is reasonable to choose
the field of K = 1.5 to K = 3 to study LE for the chaotic sea of mixed phase space as the Largest Lyapunov exponent for them
are all well below 1 which do not show strong chaos.

momentum p̃0,

ψ0(r0) =

(

1

πξ2

)d/4

exp

[

i

~
p̃0 · r0 −

(r0 − r̃0)
2

2ξ2

]

(5)

If the variable as k = ~/ξ2 >> 1,then we can have the first order formula obtained in the seminal paper[48]as

msc1(t) =

(

ξ2

π~2

)d/2 ∫

dp0exp

[

i

~
∆S(p0, r̃0; t)−

(p0 − p̃0)
2

(~/ξ)2

]

(6)

where ∆S(p0, r̃0; t) is the action difference alongside one trajectory based on the shadowing argument that there
is always a perturbed trajectory very closer to the original trajectory.To have a good semi-classical approximation
for k = ~/ξ2 ∼ 1 of one dimensional kicked system,using the trick of shadowing theory described above and initial
momentum representation[22],we obtain the second formula as

msc2(t) =

∫

dp0
ξ√
π~D

exp

[

i

~
∆S(p0, r̃0; t)−

(p0 − p̃0)
2

(~D/ξ)2

]

(7)

where

D =

√

1 +
1

k2

(

∂ps
∂r̃0

)2

(8)

Note D as the function of p0,r̃0,and t,further more,ps come from the second order expansion as:

Ss(r, r0; t) ≃ Ss(r, r̃0; t)− (r0 − r̃0)ps −
1

2

∂ps
∂r̃0

(r0 − r̃0)
2 (9)

If the width is sufficient small with the requirement of k = ~/ξ2 >> 1,D is changed to be 1,but the focus we
study in this paper is k = 1 with the same widths of wave-packet in terms of position representation and momentum
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representation for the best contrast to the classical point particle.The paper[22] shows that the difference between
the first order and second order could just in the short time and have the similar decay behaviors in terms of long
time.From the previous study,it seems that we could use the first order semi-classical approximation to the LE with
k = 1[4],and here we give a argument like this:The different effect should be related to the function of D. When the
value of D change very little in terms of different p0 for some given time,the function of D just change the integral
window with Gaussian weight,collaborated with the factor 1/D to give the basic same result for the situation without
D.But this condition can be changed and if D is changed sharply in terms of the variation of p0 for some given time,we
can not reasonably expect the same result.So in this paper,we use the first order to treat LE and also consider the
likely effect from the second order.
From the application of probability idea,it is seen that Msc(t) can be expressed in terms of the distribution P (∆S)

of the action difference ∆S,

Msc(t) ≃
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

d∆Sei∆S/~P (∆S)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

, (10)

for point sources

P (∆S) =
1

∫

dr0dp0

∫

dr0dp0δ [∆S −∆S(p0, r0; t)] , (11)

and for the Gaussian wave-packet

P (∆S) =

∫

dp0

(π(~/ξ)2)−1/2
e−(p0−p̃0)

2/(~/ξ)2δ [∆S −∆Sp0 ] . (12)

Here p̃0 is the mean momentum for a Gaussian wave-packet and the factor 1/(π(~/ξ)2)−1/2 is the integral factor
with the requirement of normalization for probability theoretically,but we can ignore it in the numerical simulation just
because this relationship can be satisfied spontaneously with integral of the density of probability for one.Now it is the
time we should point out something easy to misunderstand in the previous work. In the previous work of J.Vańıček
and Eric J. Heller,the one of key points to get the celebrated semi-classical formula Eq. (6)is the argument with
shadowing theorem,which means action difference ∆S(p0, r0; t) is not the general on the two different trajectories but

a same trajectory.So we should consider the action along the one trajectory,for action definition as S =
∫ t

0
dt(T − Vp)

with Vp as the potential for a given system and here ∆S(p0, r0; t) = S0(p0, r0; t) − SV (p0, r0; t),S0(p0, r0; t) for the
original systems and SV (p0, r0; t) for the perturbed one. Therefore it is very easy to see

∆S(p0, r0; t) = ǫ

∫ t

0

dt′V [r(t′)] (13)

with V is not the potential but the potential Vp divided by K in terms of the perturbation K = K0 + ǫ. Generally to
say,the V is different based on the perturbation in detail,so one should be very careful for the expression of V .
The key point of our interpretation is to use the statistical formula Eq. (10) and we want to use this formula as

our theory to explain the result.The behavior of fidelity in the border between regular and chaotic components might
be particularly tricky,it is far from clear understanding to these fields[32, 36, 38].Although we pay attention to the
very recent work related to non-Markovian behavior of the chaos border using some measure means with information
flow[49],but systematical investigation of fidelity decay laws is the first time in our work.On the other side,from the
previous work on the P (∆S) related specific models[22], the Levy distribution[53] can be used as an approximation to
P (∆S) with the classical limit of weak chaos.The formula Eq. (10)is the starting point for us to make the semi-classical
approximation,and we show the technique here.
The strategy to consider the fidelity decay theoretically in detail can be separated into two procedures,the first one

is taken as the so called ”seed”.For it seems a totally new name here,We want to describe this idea in some detail,in
terms of the part of probability formula Eq. (10),P (∆S)d∆S can be written also as P (s)ds,hence s =

∫ t

0 dt
′V [r(t′),and

pay attention s itself is not the action.So what we really care about is the information of P (s) or even further more to
consider the assumption of Levy distribution for P (s). Once we obtain the information of P (s),the quantum fidelity
of different perturbation can be evaluated just like a seed.Hence the second procedure is to evaluate the fidelity decay
using the seed P (s) for all different perturbations within effective field,therefore what we use actually is the revised
formula Eq. (10)as:

Msc(t) ≃
∣

∣

∣

∣

∫

dseiǫs/~P (s)

∣

∣

∣

∣

2

, (14)
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obviously ǫ/~ gives the strength of perturbation σ.If Eq. (14)give the decay process reconciled with quantum fi-
delity,then our theory is valid which means the fluctuation term can be neglected and it is also important to observe
what kind of situation can lead to the fluctuation term giving significant contribution.
In terms of Levy distribution for the consideration,the Levy distribution can be written as:

L(x, η, β) =
1

2π

∫ ∞

−∞
FL(z)e

izxdz. (15)

Here the Fourier transform of the Levy distribution is

FL(z) = exp{−igz −DL|z|η [1 + iβsgn(z)ω(z, η)]} (16)

Where

ω(z, η) = tan(πη/2) for η 6= 1, (17)

ω(z, η) = (2/π)ln|z| for η = 1. (18)

The parameter η, with 0 < η < 2,determines the decay of long tails,ie., L(x) ∼ |x|−(1+η) for large |x|;the parameter
β has the domain [−1, 1],with β = 0 giving the symmetric distribution;the parameter g gives a shift along the x
direction; and DL is related to the width of the distribution.What we need really here is the Fourier transform of
P (s),denoted by F (z).If the Levy distribution can be used to as an approximation of P (s),with s = ∆S/ǫ,we can get
the formulation by Fourier transform

Msc(t) = exp(−2(ǫ/~)ηDL). (19)

Joined the force with the direct numerical integral of Eq. (14),they constitute the basic theoretical tool to evaluate
the quantum fidelity decay in this paper.
To give the direct illustration for the assumption of Levy distribution to P (s), we need to do a numerical integral of

characteristic function to give the contrast between the Levy distribution and the probability density of P (s) from the
map.Obviously the parameter g can be deleted only by re-arranging the distribution for the variable s to s− 〈s〉,and
〈s〉 is the statistical average value for s.Then we can unify the formula Eq. (15)and Eq. (16)together with the different
expressions for η,hence we can make a transform from the original integral to entirely real variable integral.For η 6= 1
and g = 0,

L(x, η, β) =
1

π

∫ ∞

0

e−DLzη

cos[DLz
ηβtan(πη/2)− zx]dz. (20)

For η = 1 and g = 0,

L(x, η, β) =
1

π

∫ ∞

0

e−DLzη

cos[DLz
ηβ(2/π)lnz − zx]dz. (21)

Actually the original integral can surely be used numerically and give the exact same result with our revised
real integral.From general viewpoint,η and DL are all changed with time from the semiclassical viewpoint with the
Levy distribution assumption applied.As the general stochastic process,there exists a gradual attractor for a specific
probability density distribution as the limit mathematically.A fixed η used in physical system may be taken as some
approximation under the condition for the variation of η in terms of time quite slowly,so it also help to understand
the paper[4]just considering the linear relation of lnt via ln(−lnDL) for explaining some stretched exponential fidelity
decay in a specific atom system.But we will show it is not a general situation studied in this paper.
Now one can find the P (s) can be generated by the classical ensemble based on the Quantum initial state,and

we can track the evolution of the classical ensemble to get a useful information to understand the quantum decay
of LE.Further more,the evolution of classical ensemble can be characterized with abnormal diffusion.The expression
of the abnormal diffusion should have some connection with dynamical properties we observe before.What we care
about is the relationship for ln(〈s2〉) versus lnt and the normal diffusion we learn from standard statistical physics
have the simplest formula as 〈s2〉t = Dt1,D is called the coefficient of normal diffusion.Thus we want to study the
slope by fitting ln(〈s2〉) versus lnt.For a general situation,we can write the formula as 〈s2〉t ∼ Dtα and α characterize
the feature of diffusion,for α < 1 corresponding to sub-diffusion and α > 1 corresponding to super-diffusion with the
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limitation α = 2 taken as ballistic diffusion.We also fit the diffusion exponents to show the diffusion type really as
super-diffusion in the figure 4.
We use the relation for ln〈s2〉 versus lnt to get the fitted slope and also fitted intercept numerically using different

fitting time to obtain more information about the variation of diffusion process although actually we just want to
study the asymptotic stable process.From the figure 5(a),we can find the dropping situation of the fitted slope in
the edge of chaos happened repeatedly,it is easy to understand for the first two dropping situations as there are two
separated escaping processes from the stable field to chaotic sea for the time evolution of initial classical ensemble
described previously.It is non-trivial for the third dropping situation as the escaping process is gradually strengthened
but the fitted slope still undergo a non-monotonic variation which could be attributed to the different dynamic process
in term of different pcenter of the initial ensemble.It also can be observed from the corresponding expression of fitted
intercept in the figure(b)and one can find there is entirely the opposite variation for the fitted slope and intercept
until pcenter = 1.88 illustrated in the figure(a)and(b).For the figure(c)and(d)with the initial ensemble set into the
chaotic sea,the fitted slope in (c) and corresponding fitted intercept in (d) still have the non-monotonic variations
which show opposite tendency basically except the case of K = 2.4 with fitting initial time as 3001 and the case of
K = 2.9 with the fitting initial time as 6001. A big drop around the parameter K = 2.4 for the fitted slope deserves
much attention as the slope actually represent the diffusion exponent which shows the classical dynamic undergoes
a sudden change.Therefore,we try to find out some important expression of the classical ensemble and want to make
some connection with quantum LE to help us to understand some decay processes.

3. STUDY OF LE FOR THE EDGE OF CHAOS BETWEEN THE CHAOTIC SEA AND REGULAR

TORUS

By checking the variation ln(−ln|F (z)|) with lnz in terms of Fourier transform of P (s),we can find it is not the
Levy distribution but generally is a localized-type distribution without a obvious long tail as a typical feature of
Levy distribution.Thus the main research method here is the direct numerical study with the comparison of the semi-

classical approximation forMsc(t) ≃
∣

∣

∫

dseiσsP (s)
∣

∣

2
that is given the name as semi-classical integral for simplicity.The

study procedure in detail is firstly to use some typical perturbations to directly observe the decay processes with the
comparison of the semi-classical approximation to see the effectiveness of our semi-classical theory.Then we want to
find some decay features as a whole in the edge of chaos with different perturbation,during this study,we want to
obtain some variables to characterize the decay features which is the focus in the study such as the decay rate in the
strong chaos in the previous work.Here we will consider the connection for different location of quantum wave-packet
as well the likely variation of decay laws with perturbation increasing.Further more,we want to consider the likely
regular for the time scale and concentrate the relation for the time scale and perturbation in terms of different location
of quantum state.Based on this study procedure,we want to figure out the decay laws in the edge of chaos.
Then we show our numerical results in the very first time to see the typical distributions and find the variations of

the contribution from the long tail of P (s) show the transition of the situation gradually escaping to chaotic sea from
the edge of chaos,meanwhile maybe the most important feature here is the peak-like shape of P (s) for the typical
distribution for the edge of chaos clearly depicted in the figure 6.

Then we want to study the effectiveness of our semi-classical approximation in the edge of chaos and respectively
use the two figures as figure 7 and 8 to illustrate the comparison between the direct numerical computation and
semi-classical integral with perturbations selected as σ = 0.01, 0.05, 0.1, 1.5, 10.The variation of the accuracy of semi-
classical approximation is strongly depend on the location of quantum state,specifically pcenter from the corresponding
classical ensemble which is the base to do the semi-classical approximation.Our finding is that the accuracy is good
for the stable field that can be seen from the case of pcenter = 1.5 and pcenter = 1.8,and then it can be some kind
of complicated for the edge of chaos.For the perturbation is not large,one can find the accuracy is not good for the
value of pcenter initially set in the field corresponding to have the escaping situation and then gradually it can become
better with increasing pcenter without the sticking situation strengthened as the case of penter = 1.868 having a large
fluctuation.For the perturbation is sufficient large,we can find the accuracy can be good universally for the edge of
chaos.Further more,we can find a quite unusual expression for the revival of semi-classical evaluation of LE,numerically
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FIG. 4: Classical diffusion behaviors of s for the situations of edge of chaos and chaotic sea are showed with the relation as
ln〈s2〉 versus lnt.Using the same classical ensemble applied to the semi-classical analysis,we show the changing pattern with
the variations of pcenter for the edge of chaos and system parameter K for the chaotic sea.For figure(a),we can find the cases
of pcenter = 1.86 and pcenter = 1.872 share basically the same line with the situation of obviously escaping to the chaotic sea
with evolution time increased.For(b),we show the diffusion process which actually can enter a final process with a straight line
although there is not the common converging gradual straight line.For figure(c),basically after the case of pcenter = 1.886,we
can find there have a common tendency to enter a common straight line with the slope smaller than 2.To show the main
variation clearly,we omit the initial very short transitive process with some fluctuation in the figure(a)and(b)which can be seen
in the figure(c).For the figure(d),(e)and(f),we show the similar diffusion process mainly as super-diffusion for the chaotic sea
until actually to the case of K = 2.3 which is showed in the figure(g),(h)and(i)to strengthen the comparison.Further more,one
can find there is a transitive pattern.
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FIG. 5: Fitted slope and intercept for the relation as ln〈s2〉 versus lnt corresponding to the edge of chaos and chaotic
sea.(a)and(b)correspond to the variations of fitted slope and fitted intercept accordingly with the different pcenter we se-
lect in terms of the edge of chaos for the system parameter K fixed as 3.(c)and(d)correspond to the variations of fitted slope
and fitted intercept accordingly with the different system parameter K we select in terms of the chaotic sea for the pcenter fixed
as 3.

find that the revival to the maximum value is basically insensitive for specific pcenter emergent for σ > 4 within the
time scale as 104 which is universal for the edge of chaos.The revival is periodic and the period can be changed to
smaller with the perturbation increasing to some extent.This universal expression shall has the root in the common
feature of P (s, t) although we can not give a analytical formula accounting for it.Qualitative argument is the revival
is happened for the large perturbation as well as the long time with the order as 103 and the reason for it is that
the large value of σs gives a very big fluctuation for eiσs joined with some specific P (s) which leads to the numerical
calculation abnormal.More careful study could be required in the future.

Now we want to directly observe the decay features as a whole for different location as pcenter,for clarity,we just use
the direct numerical computation to illustrate the decay features and then we obtain some variables to characterize the
decay features with the semi-classical approximation to see the effectiveness of the theory.Thus there are two factors
as pcenter and σ that should be considered together to give a whole likely regular governing the decay process.As the
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FIG. 6: The typical evolution of the probability density distribution P (s) are showed for the different Pcenter as
1.5, 1.8, 1.868.1.872, 1.880, 1.888, 1.89 and we find there have obvious basic laws for the evolution.For the entirely regular field
in phase space as pcenter = 1.5,the distribution is very extended although it is not a common Gaussian or Levy shape from
checking the frequency relation.For pcenter = 1.8 with the situation of meeting the regular ellipse insulaire and we can find
the distribution shape finally turn to be similar to fractal type distribution which is highly non-trivial.For the initial region
to escaping to chaotic sea in terms of the cases for pcenter = 1.86 and pcenter = 1.872,we can find similar expressions in the
figure(c)and (d),the distributions basically show peak shape and there gradually have a small but increased contribution from
the long tail with time increased.From the case of pcenter = 1.868 to prevent from escaping to the chaotic sea again,the dis-
tributions always show peak shape more localised than before and the contribution from the long tail is extreamly small that
can be ignored.From the cases of pcenter = 1.880, 1.888, 1.89,the contribution of the long tail increases gradually with the time
increased and it is harder to hold the peak shape gradually replaced by the similar Levy shape corresponding to the original
long tail part as the process of leaving the edge.
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FIG. 7: The contrast of Loschmidt echo between the direct numerical computation and corresponding semi-integral one is
showed for typical positions of initial quantum wave-packet in the edge chaos in terms of three typical weak perturbations
σ = 0.01, 0.05, 0.1.Here we can find there have obvious correspondence for the accuracy of our semi-classical theory to evaluate
Loschmidt echo from the dynamics of classical ensemble.For inside of regular field,we can find basically good agreement with
numerical result illustrated with the case of pcenter = 1.5,and then enter a small regular ellipse insulaire the agreement seems
still good but find larger fluctuation from our semi-classical evaluation with the illustration about pcenter = 1.8.For the first
situation of escaping to the chaotic sea with the case of pcenter = 1.86,the agreement can not hold for a long time but can
be better for the escaping situation ceased afterwards illustrated with the case of pcenter = 1.868 that yet have a very large
fluctuation in terms of the perturbation and time increased.Then we can find the second time for escaping situation illustrated
with the case of pcenter = 1.872 sharing the similarity with the case of pcenter = 1.868,and afterwards the agreement tend to
be better basically during the process of quantum wave-packet leaving the edge of chaos and finally we can find a very good
agreement for the case of pcenter = 1.89 corresponding to the critical field of going out the edge of chaos.
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FIG. 8: The same consideration of comparison of Loschmidt echo for large perturbation σ = 1, 5, 10 in terms of edge of chaos in
the classical limit.For large perturbation,the accuracy for the comparison show better than the small perturbation in the same
time scale and the case of pcenter = 1.868 still have the larger fluctuation with the semi-integral than the numerical result.One
can find there is a very particular expression for the revival of semi-classical evaluation after sufficient decay process and repeat
again and again,the field of range of this kind of revival process show the periodicity universally insensitive about the location
of pcenter seen clearly for the cases of pcenter = 1.86 and pcenter = 1.872 and this situation is actually emergent for all classical
ensemble for semi-classical calculation escaping to chaotic sea in terms of time increasing.
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previous study of edge of chaos in the Kicked top,it claims that a initial power decay is the signature of the edge
of chaos,but in our study we find the universally initial decay in the edge of chaos is the Cubic-exponential decay
theoretically proposed by J.Vańıček [1] in quasi-integrable field.Thus in this paper,we give a typical case of edge of
chaos from the quasi-integrable field to chaotic sea.To enhance the convincingness,we take the decay expression of
different pcenter corresponding typical perturbations together to show the decay features.On the one hand,we could
fix the pcenter to observe the decay features in terms of different perturbation,and on the other hand,we could fix
the perturbation σ to observe the decay features in terms of different pcenter .As LE is a slow variable compared to
variation of time except the very large perturbation,thus we should pay attention to the illusory decay law illustrated
with the so-called linear relation for sufficient limited time steps,such as the variation of lnM with lnt for assumed
power law decay but actually is not the case.
From our previous study[4, 22, 25],it seems the stretched exponential decay can be expected as a important decay

for the field out of strong chaos,thus we assume the likely decay with the formula as M(t) ∼ e−ctα and c is the
decay rate in the study of strong chaos[51],thus we also name α as decay exponent which is 1 for exact exponential
decay,2 for Gaussian decay and 3 for Cubic-exponential decay.Based on this idea,we numerically study the decay
features in the edge of chaos.Now we select the pcenter = 1.5, 1.8, 1.86, 1.868, 1.872, 1.876, 1.880, 1.884, 1.888, 1.89 fixed
respectfully to study the decay features of LE in terms of different perturbations as σ = 0.01, 0.1, 1, 10 using the
relation as the variation of ln[−ln(M(t))] with ln(t) which can be called as the decay relation for simplicity in this
paper.As there are two escaping parts separated by a sticking part that can be measured by the sticking time of
corresponding classical ensemble studied above,thus we can use two groups with the pcenter = 1.5, 1.8, 1.86, 1.868 and
pcenter = 1.872, 1.876, 1.880, 1.884, 1.888, 1.89 to study the likely decay features and show the results respectfully in
the figure 9 and 10.
we can find there is basically Gaussian decay for the cases of pcenter = 1.5, 1.8 which are set in the stable field of phase

space using the reference line as the slope for 2.As the initial quantum wave-packet for pcenter = 1.8 actually reaches
out to the small regular torus,so we can find there is some difference illustrated in the figure 9(a)and(b).For the case of
pcenter = 1.86 belonging to the first escaping situation happened for the corresponding classical ensemble illustrated
in the figure 2,the initial decay can be seen basically as the Cubic-exponential decay showed with the straight line as 3
and then later continued decay undergo some obvious deviation from Cubic-exponential decay for small perturbation
illustrated with σ = 0.01 in the figure 9(c) and then afterwards we can find two decay processes typically for the
small perturbation with the averaged slope of decay relation larger than 3 and smaller than 3 accordingly.With the
perturbation increasing,the decay process with the average slope of decay relation larger than 3 can be smoothed
out and finally the whole decay process can be divided into two decay processes as the first Cubic-exponential decay
and then approximately stretched exponential decay with averaged α < 1 having some large fluctuation.The initial
Cubic-exponential decay can become important with the perturbation increasing and it is a fast decay compared with
the much slower decay afterwards which have been described as the approximately stretched exponential decay.For
simplicity,we call the whole decay processes can be mainly divided into three likely decay processes as the first decay
as Cubic-exponential decay,the second decay as the transitive decay depending on the perturbation,and the third
decay approximately as the stretched exponential decay at least for the large perturbation which can be observed in
the figure 9(c) for σ = 1, 10.Actually the comparison of the fast or slow extent for two given decay process is simple
if we can consider the difference between the beginning time and ending time of LE divided by all the decay time
for a given decay process,thus we can quantify it just like the average velocity.Based on this very simple method,we
can find the second decay is faster than the third decay for the small perturbation σ = 0.01.We also can study the
time scale to decide the degree of decline and will be studied in detail later.For the case of pcenter = 1.868 as the
escaping situation has been heavily hindered again,thus LE decay shows the mixed type sharing the decay feature of
pcenter = 1.86 for σ = 0.01 as well as the decay feature of pcenter = 1.8 for σ = 0.1, 1, 10.This expression has a good
correspondence for the sticking time we illustrate in the figure 2,and the corresponding classical ensemble can finally
has the escaping situation but for a long time with the order as 103,so we can observe the mixed features.
The decay features for the case of pcenter = 1.86 is the basic pattern for the different pcenter of edge of chaos which

has a obvious escaping situation for the corresponding classical ensemble illustrated in the figure 10.Although the
basic decay pattern is similar for each other but the variation of the second decay as the transitive decay is deserved
us to notice.The slope of this decay process becomes smaller monotonically with pcenter increasing and this pattern
of variation can be seen very clearly compared with the reference line as the slope for 3 used in the figure 10,thus
the difference for the slope between second decay and the third decay tends to decrease.Meanwhile we also find the
degree of decline of transitive decay undergoes non-monotonous variation with pcener ,it can become to decay to the
small value that can be taken as the main decay process for pcenter = 1.878, 1.880, 1.882, 1.884 and then begin to
degrade for pcenter = 1.886, 1.888, 1.89 illustrated in the figure 10(d),(e),(f),(g),(h),(i),(j).It implicates that even a
small perturbation still can make LE decreasing heavily in a limited time scale for some selection of pcenter,and this
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FIG. 9: Variation of ln[−ln(M(t))] with ln(t) for typical perturbation σ = 0.01, 0.1, 1, 10 with different pcenter respectfully
as 1.5, 1.8, 1.86, 1.868.The reference lines used as the slopes for 1,2 and 3 are to show the likely exponential decay,Gaussian
decay and Cubic-exponential decay in terms of guiding eyes.In the figure(a)for pcenter = 1.5,Gaussian decay can be found for
all the perturbations illustrated with the slope as 2.In the figure(b)for pcenter = 1.8,the Gaussian decay for LE as a whole
also can be found illustrated with the slope as 2 but there is some large oscillation which is quite different from the case of
pcenter = 1.5 as the corresponding initial classical ensemble actually reaches out to the small regular torus.In the figure(c)for
pcenter = 1.86 having the escaping situation happened,there are typical three decay processes of LE for small perturbation
σ = 0.01 which can be transformed to two main decay processes as the second transitive decay is gradually smoothed out with
the perturbation increasing.In the figure(d)for pcenter = 1.868,the escaping situation to chaotic sea for corresponding classical
ensemble is hindered heavily,thus LE decay shows the mixed type sharing the decay feature of pcenter = 1.86 for σ = 0.01 as
well as the decay feature of pcenter = 1.8 for σ = 0.1, 1, 10.

feature is quite counter-intuitive as the assumption of positive correlation between the perturbation and degree of
decline particularly taken it as ground in the study of LE for strong chaos.The decay relation of transitive decay
process can not show a good straight line basically which means it is not a strict stretched exponential decay but
we can loosely accept it from the average viewpoint,so-called slope can be seen as the numerical fitting of the decay
process.The initial decay can be seen approximately as the Cubic-exponential decay with the duration of time having
a good correspondence for the sticking time of corresponding classical ensemble although the decay become less alike
for Cubic-exponential decay gradually with the enlargement of penter .Meanwhile the time of duration of the transitive
decay for small perturbation is also deserved us to notice,and one can carefully find the time scale of transitive decay
for σ = 0.01 is similar around 6.5 with the logarithm scale for most pcenter in the edge of chaos,therefore the study
for the comparison of the dependence of time scale on pcenter is the essential point in this paper.

With a clear understanding about the decay law in the stable field above,now what we concentrate is the
edge of chaos having the obvious escaping situation which means the corresponding classical ensemble just can
be stuck for a limited time scale within order as 102 in our numerical study.So we put together pcenter =
1.86, 1.872, 1.876, 1.880, 1.884, 1.888, 1.89 to show the comparison for the decay processes in terms of the typical pertur-
bation as σ = 0.01, 0.1, 1, 10.We depict our numerical result in the figure 11 and there are some important properties
we find.For small perturbation as σ = 0.01,after the initial non-observed decay,there is a transitive fast decay followed
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FIG. 10: The same consideration to figure 9 with different pcenter respectfully from 1.872 to 1.89 taking the interval as
0.002.The decay features as a whole for different pcenter are similar for each other,the initial decay can be seen approximately
as the Cubic-exponential decay with the duration of time having a good correspondence for the sticking time of corresponding
classical ensemble although the decay become less alike for Cubic-exponential decay gradually with the enlargement of penter.The
second transitive decay can become dropping to the minimum value observed in the figure(d)for pcenter = 1.878 taken as the
leading decay process which is quite similar to the cases of pcenter = 1.880, 1.882, 1.884 and afterwards LE shows some oscillation
having the decreasing tendency or not for the case of pcenter = 1.882.The slope of second transitive decay tends to decrease
with the enlargement of penter compared clearly with the reference line for exact slope as 3.With perturbation increasing,two
main decay processes can be observed as the first initial decay dominate more and more.
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by a slow decay easily observed except the cases of pcenter = 1.86, 1.872 which actually is but just for the small
decay.Further more,we can find the time scales for the transitive decay are close to each other and the basically same
frequency of oscillation after the transitive decay can be found for the cases of pcenter = 1.876, 1.880, 1.884 which
is much faster than the decay of the cases of pcenter = 1.888, 1.89 very close to entering the chaotic sea.The degree
of decline as a whole actually undergoes a non-monotonous variation from a increasing tendency to a decreasing
tendency with the enlargement of pcenter for perturbation as σ = 0.01.With the perturbation increasing,the pattern
of the variation can hold except the cases of pcenter = 1.888, 1.89.For σ = 0.1,we can find the decay of pcenter = 1.888
is the fast,but the status is changed for σ = 1 as the decay of pcenter = 1.89 is the fast remaining for the perturba-
tion as σ = 10.Our finding here shows there is some critical perturbation determining the slower decay to the faster
decay for the comparison of degree of decline,this similar situation was firstly discovered by Prosen[7] in the study
of comparison of time scales for LE in the stable field and strong chaos.In terms of time scale as a whole for the
decay,we can find there are three groups as pcenter = 1.86, 1.872,pcenter = 1.876, 1.880, 1.884 and pcenter = 1.888, 1.89
respectfully having the close time scale although the decay process is different for each other.The short-term fluc-
tuation before a relatively smoothed decay is deserved to notice clearly observed in the figure 11(c)for the cases of
pcenter = 1.880, 1.884, 1.888, 1.89 with σ = 1 which also can be illustrated by corresponding Variation of ln[−ln(M(t))]
with ln(t) in the figure 10 and the decay of LE for pcenter = 1.886 also typically has this kind of process as well.For a
very careful check,we can find this process just happen between the initial decay and second relative smoothed decay
for the revival of LE emergent following a considerable but not too heavy initial decay in a observable way.As the
big fluctuation,it make us some kind of hard to observe that short process in the figure 11(d) with these decays put
together but it does exist for pcenter = 1.878, 1.880, 1.884, 1.886 with a single check.

To explicitly determine the time scale and decay law in detail,we need to extract some variables to characterize the
basic feature we directly observe,meanwhile we also want to do some comparison for our effectiveness of semi-classical
method.Firstly,we want to get the variation c and α with time t in terms of different pcenter and σ.Then we can fix
the typical time to study the variation of c and α with pcenter and σ respectfully.At last,we want to study the time
scale based on the information we get from the variation of c and α.As the decay law is expected as:

ln(− lnM(t)) ≈ ln c0 + νlnσ + α ln t (22)

, then we want to directly check the expected linear relation as ln(−ln(M(σ))) versus ln(σ) for a given time t with
numerical observation.To show the decay law we find in terms of edge of chaos is common,we study the center of
wave-packet spanning from pcenter = 1.85 to pcenter = 1.89 with actually two escaping situation happened for a
corresponding classical ensemble.
From the direct numerical observation,we can find the expected linear relation ln(−ln(M(σ))) versus ln(σ) does

exist for all the field of perturbation σ within the order of time as 101 independent of different pcenter ,and the process
of distortion of this linear relationship deserve us attention,thus the typical cases as pcenter = 1.85, 1.86, 1.87, 1.88, 1.89
are used to illustrate it in terms of different time for t = 10, 50, 100, 200, 400, 600, 800, 1000.We can find the linear
dependence of ln(−ln(M)) on ln(σ) for the direct quantum computation in the figure 12(a) as t = 10,and the
comparison of the numerical results with semi-classical method show the obvious deviation just happen in the initial
small field of perturbation σ.With time increasing,we can find the destructions of linear relationship begin for most
cases of pc except the case of pc = 1.85 from the near field of largest perturbation and then extend gradually to
the smaller field of perturbation.Linear relationship for the case of pc = 1.85 can hold until the field of perturbation
with saturation happened for a given time and this expression is due to the Gaussian decay for the case of pc = 1.85
inside the regular region without the escaping situation happened in terms of classical correspondence.For the cases of
pc = 1.88, 1.89 in terms of some given time with clear observation,after approximately foregoing linear relationship,a
quite slow variation for ln(−ln(M)) can be typically found in the figure 12(b),(c)and(d).Further more this field of
perturbation with a slow variation of ln(−ln(M)) do not simply correspond to saturation by checking different time
together in a given pc and we can find this expression is similar to fidelity decay in strong chaos having the independent
decay without much effect from the perturbation beyond a threshold.We also can find the linear increasing relationship
can not be hold even for the very initial field of perturbation in terms of the case of pc = 1.88 with t = 600 depicted in
the figure 12(f) and it means this kind of process of decay have the fluctuated feature after some monotonic decay with
the evidence clearly seen in the figure 11(a).The change of relative distance of values of ln(−ln(M)) among different
pc during time increasing deservers attention and a typical and noticeable change exists for the pairs of pc = 1.88, 1.89
as the value of ln(−ln(M)) for the case of pc = 1.88 can become smaller than the corresponding value of the case of
pc = 1.89 below almost a common threshold of perturbation as σ = 0.06 with time increasing.Actually we also find
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FIG. 11: Variation of M(t) with t for different pcenter with typical perturbation fixed respectfully as 0.01, 0.1, 1, 10.The pcenter

as 1.86, 1.872, 1.876, 1.880, 1.884, 1.888, 1.89 are selected as the corresponding classical ensembles all have the escaping situation
within the order of sticking time for 102.In the figure(a)for small perturbation as σ = 0.01,there is a fast decay followed by a
slow decay clearly observed for most pcenter except for the cases of pcenter = 1.86, 1.872 as the degree of decline is small.There is
also a common feature for the cases of pcenter = 1.876, 1.880, 1.884 that LE can decay to some value followed by the oscillation
with frequencies very close to each other as well as the tendency to decline quite slowly.The degree of decline for LE with the
enlargement of pcenter undergoes non-monotonous variation,it is monotonically enhanced by increasing pcenter to 1.884,and
then monotonically retrieved afterwards.In the figures(b)and(c),the variation of degree of decline changes the order for the
cases of pcenter = 1.888, 1.89 as the fast decay of LE is for pcenter = 1.888 with σ = 0.1 but for pcenter = 1.89 with σ = 1.In
the figure(d),the fluctuations of LE have been changed to be quite large but the order of variation of degree of decline remain
the same to the situation of σ = 1.In terms of logarithm scale for describing the variation of t,we can find there are three
groups as pcenter = 1.86, 1.872,pcenter = 1.876, 1.880, 1.884 and pcenter = 1.888, 1.89 respectfully have the similar time scale
although actually the considerable differences exist from the common scale of t.The processes without obvious decline for LE
can be observed clearly in the figure(c)for pcenter = 1.880, 1.882, 1.884, 1.888, 1.89 before a continued decay that also can be
illustrated by variation of ln[−ln(M(t))] with ln(t) as the intermediate process between initial decay and the second decay for
large perturbation.
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the similar expression for the pairs as pc = 1.85, 1.86 and pc = 1.85, 1.87 and the key point here is the emergence of of
intersection of perturbation that can be taken as the indicator for the comparison of faster or slower of fidelity decay
related to existence of critical perturbation directly observed for the decay process in the figure 11.

To get a whole understanding about the rule of variation of the dependence of ln(−ln(M)) on ln(σ) with different
time,we have to put some selected time as t = 50, 100, 200, 500, 1000, 2000, 5000 together to study the dependent
relationship carefully for every pc illustrated in the figure 13.For the very initial time such as t = 10,we can observe
the universal linear relationship and also illustrate typically in the figure 12 which do not deliberately show it for
every pc here.The distinction of the variation of ln(−ln(M)) versus ln(σ) for different pc in terms of some given time
we study can be understood well from the classical correspondence using the relation between the classical ensemble
and quantum wave-packet illustrated in the figure 2.To make our work more convincing,we choose pc from 1.85 to 1.89
evenly selected by the interval as 0.02,thus we can get enough information to support our basic research idea for the
classical correspondence.For the sticking situation happened as pc = 1.85, 1.852, 1.866,we can find the obvious linear
relationship in the corresponding figure(a),(b)and(i) almost for all the time with the field of perturbation from σ = 0.01
to σ = 10.For a carefully observation for pc = 1.866 in the figure(i),the whole linear relationship have some deviation
for a long time as t = 5000 originating from the field of large perturbation.We fit the slopes of the linear dependence
about the variations in terms of pc = 1.85, 1.852, 1.866 for different time and they are all very close to 2 which means
the corresponding quantum decay can be seen as Gaussian conforming to the classical correspondence.Further more
we can find the proximate values to pc = 1.852, 1.866 as pc = 1.854, 1.864, 1.868 can hold the basic linear relationship
except the field of small perturbation and it is a quite non-trivial also supported by the relationship as ln(−ln(M))
versus ln(t) for different typical perturbations in the figure 9 for pc = 1.868.Thus we can not call this kind of situation
as the common distortion of linear relationship pointed out above for the distortion initially happened in the field
near largest perturbation.For the variations of ln(−ln(M)) with ln(σ) in terms of pc = 1.856, 1.868, 1.86, 1.862,they
basically share the similar distortion of linear relationship for a given time with the value of ln(−ln(M)) continuously
increasing to the likely saturation.For the pc we choose from 1.87 to 1.89 which is our main consideration in the study
of edge of chaos,we can find a pattern of the variations for different given time is formed gradually with pc increasing
as the initial parts corresponding to different time all show the approximately linear relationship and then a quite slow
variation can be found that could be called the platform but not just as saturation and can be obtained after some
threshold of perturbation for a given time.During the process of forming this pattern which becomes notably after the
variations for pc = 1.878,we can find a common tendency that ln(−ln(M)) versus ln(σ) still can increase more or less
after some slow variation for a given time even that is quite long obviously seen in the figure(q)and(r)corresponding
to pc = 1.882, 1.884.In terms of a given time,we can find the slow variation gradually comes into being with the pc
increasing and gradually become notably and finally extends to all the field of perturbation above the threshold.As
the perturbation we choose have a large span,thus what we find here is a basic rule.Further more the threshold of
perturbation can not be necessarily same for different time in terms of a fixed pc which is different from the feature of
fidelity decay of strong chaos to differentiate the FGR decay and independent exponential decay with a explicit and
universal threshold of perturbation independent of a given time.[51].

Based on the numerical study of the variations of ln(−ln(M)) with ln(σ),it is not reasonable to fit all the field of
perturbation to get ν as a important variable to characterize the decay law.So we can consider two ways to fit,one
way is to fit with just initial three perturbations as σ = 0.01, 0.02, 0.03 for finding the local variation of relationship as
ln(−ln(M)) versus ln(σ) and the other way is to fit with the perturbations corresponding to the increasing value of
ln(−ln(M)) which can be taken as the averaged effect.For simplicity,the methods to get the values of ν can be called
as Num1, Semi1, Num2, Semi2 corresponding to two different fitting procedures in terms of respectfully the direct
computation and semi-classical integral.To clearly show the variation,here we depict them separately with two figures
as figure 14 and 15 although combined to show the typical features of variation of ν.Meanwhile we also show the
fitted value from semi-classical integral for the comparison,and here we mainly show the feature of variations of fitted
ν from Num1 and Num2 and then the comparisons with the fitted ν from Semi1 and Semi2 are also investigated.
The first notable expression is that the common value as 2 of ν fitted from Num1 and Num2 is for initial time at

least for the order 101 independent of different pc,which is illustrated clearly in the figure 14 and 15 with logarithmic
coordinate.For the variation of value of ν fitted from Num1 besides pc = 1.852, 1.866 with the classical correspondence
as sticking situation,we can find there is always some obvious decreasing process after the initial time for the frozen
value as 2 and then it has the rising tendency with some fluctuation weakened to the very small value close to zero
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FIG. 12: Variation of ln(−ln(M)) with ln(σ) for different pcenter = 1.85, 1.86, 1.87, 1.88, 1.89 evenly selected from 1.85 to 1.89
corresponding to fixed different time as t = 10, 50, 100, 200, 400, 600.To simplify the expression,the symbol pcenter is substituted
by pc.The numerical results are calculated by the direct quantum computation and semi-classical method for comparison
respectfully illustrated with the solid and hollow interior.For the very initial time as t = 10 in the figure(a),the expected linear
relationship can be hold independent of different pc.With time increasing,the distortion of linear relationship happens initially in
the field of large perturbation and gradually extends to the small perturbation field except the expression of pc = 1.85.In terms
of the cases of pc = 1.88, 1.89,after approximately linear part,a quite slow variation for ln(−ln(M)) typically is found in the
figure(b),(c)and(d).It deserves us to notice that the linear increasing relationship can be basically effaced for the case of pc = 1.88
seen clearly in the figure(f).Further more,one also can notice the change of relative distance of values of ln(−ln(M)) among
different pc during time increasing,which typically can be seen for the pairs of pc = 1.88, 1.89 and pc = 1.85, 1.87.Therefore the
intersection of perturbation implicates the change of relative decay speed related to time scale.
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FIG. 13: Variation of ln(−ln(M)) with ln(σ) for a given pc with different time as t = 50, 100, 200, 500, 1000, 2000, 5000.The solid
and open shapes still show respectively the results from direct numerical computation and semi-classical method.The obvious lin-
ear relationships can be found in the figure(a),(b)and(i)corresponding to pc = 1.85, 1.852, 1.866 for almost all the time we study
without the saturation happened.Further more,we can find the proximate values to pc = 1.852, 1.866 as pc = 1.854, 1.864, 1.868
can hold the basic linear relationship except the field of small perturbation.For the figure(d),(e),(f),and(g)corresponding to
pc = 1.856, 1.868, 1.86, 1.862,the variations share the similar distortion of linear relationship with the value of ln(−ln(M))
basically increasing to the likely saturation if applied for some given time.From the figure(k)to(u),a patter of the variation can
be formed gradually as the initial parts corresponding to different times all show the approximately linear relationship and then
a platform can be found but not for saturation obtained after some threshold of perturbation for a given time.Actually the
universal linear relationship can exist in the very initial time selected to be illustrated in the figure 12 and do not deliberately
show it in this figure.
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clearly seen for pc = 1.87, 1.872 in the figure 14(j)and the figure 15(a).The situation about the quite small value of ν is
highly non-trivial,it means that approximately independent decay can exist in the field of small perturbation which is
out of previous study in the strong chaos that considers this kind of decay only can exist for large perturbation.Thus we
can divided the variation of ν fitted from Num1 with time increasing as three basic parts illustrated with logarithmic
expression,the value of ν for third part still can undergo some complicated change with notable oscillation as pc is
increased from 1.874 to 1.884 with interval as 0.02,and then it shows the increasing tendency again for pc = 1.886,and
finally the increasing tendency can be ceased to show some asymptotically stability for pc = 1.89.For the corresponding
value of fitted ν from Num2,we still can find some clear decreasing process after the initial frozen value as 2,and
then gradually the value of ν can vary small which also can be called some stable field commonly found for pc from
1.85 to 1.87 but except pc = 1.85, 1.866 close to 2 belonging to classical sticking situation,this kind of variations have
been illustrated in the figure 14.In terms of the variation of ν for pc = 1.872,we can find a quite special expression
that its value can decrease again before a quite slow variation and then the typical three parts for the variation
pointed out above can be seen for pc = 1.874, 1.876.For pc from 1.878 to 1.884,the variations of ν fitted by Num1
and Num2 are quite similar with some notably large oscillation and then they also share the common tendencies for
pc = 1.886, 1.888, 1.89 but there are some large fluctuation for the value of ν from Num2.These features of variation
can be seen clearly in the figure 15.
For the comparison between ν from Num1 and Semi1 as well as from Num2 and Semi2 besides pc = 1.85, 1.866

corresponding to classical sticking situation,the degree of consistency for the initial time is not good independent of
different pc at least corresponding to ν = 2 and the degrees of consistency after the initial stage can be much better
at least for the decreasing process as a common feature.For pc from 1.86 to 1.868 except pc = 1.866,we can find
the occupancy of the part of good consistency for the decreasing process is gradually reduced as well as degree of
consistency for the part of rebounding process is increased although the fluctuation becomes notably larger seen in
the figure 14(g)and(i)as pc = 1.864 and pc = 1.868.The occupancy of the part of good consistency for the decreasing
process is gradually increased for pc from 1.87 to 1.878,and degree of consistency can be seen as good without initial
stage after pc = 1.878.The degree of consistency after some threshold become poor for pc = 1.85 that can be directly
connected with the relationship as ln(−ln(M)) versus ln(σ) for quite a long time that is not showed yet in the
figure 13(b),and they are all poor for pc = 1.866 as the large difference of evaluation of fidelity between the direct
computation and semi-integral for small perturbation.It is easy to find these expressions in the figure 14 and 15.

Actually we still want to find the variations of ν with different pc for different time,and the study results are
illustrated in the figure 16.For the very initial time,we can find the values of fitted ν from Num1, Num2 are seen
as 2 with high precision independent of different pc,and this expression is conformed to the previous study in short
time with the relationship as the variation of ln(−ln(M)) versus ln(σ) in the figure 14 and 15 and here we use the
time as t = 10 to show it in the figure 16(a).Then we can find some deviations from 2 do happen firstly in the latter
part of pc with time increasing,and gradually this kind of deviations can continue to extend to adjacently smaller pc
which can be seen in the figure(b),(c),(d).But then we can observe the new deviation can bypass the intermediate
part of pc to the initial part for the time increasing further more clearly seen in the figure 16(e),(f),(g).In terms of
this kind deviations,we can find the values of ν fitted by Num1 are more robust than corresponding values by Num2
and these expressions implicate that the linear relationship for ln(−ln(M)) versus ln(σ) can be expected in the field
of small perturbation within short time as 102 independent of different pc.For the time scale spanning from 102 to
103,we can find the variations of ν with different pc can evolve into a pattern with the values of ν corresponding to
pc = 1.85, 1.852, 1.866, 1.89 as the backbones to form a non-monotonic variation similar to W shape which can be
seen clearly in the figure 16(h),(i),(j),(k).Then we can find this basic pattern for the variation can hold without much
change in terms of time scales from 103 to 104 illustrated by the figure 16(l)to(p).For the comparisons between ν from
Num1 and Semi1 as well as from Num2 and Semi2,we can find the degrees of consistency are not good for the very
initial time illustrated in the figure 16(a) for t = 10,and then they tend to be better for the field of later part of pc
with time initially increasing that can be clearly seen from the figure 16(b)to(e),meanwhile we also can find this kind
of better consistencies can gradually move to the field of initial part of pc but not for the field of intermediate part
which can be seen clearly in the figure 16(f),(g).With time increasing more with the time scale from 102 to 103,we
can find some good degrees of consistency are obtained gradually for the field of intermediate part of pc distributed
around pc = 1.866 which can be seen clearly in the figure(h),(i),(j),(k).For the time scale from 103 to 104,the basic
good degrees of consistency for most pc can hold which can be seen for the figure 16 from(l)to(p)although the field of
intermediate part pointed out before can not have a good consistency for a long time.
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FIG. 14: Variation of fitted ν with time t for pc from 1.85 to 1.87.Num1, Semi1, Num2, Semi2 are the methods for fitting
ν through the relationship as ln(−ln(M)) versus ln(σ) by the selecting perturbations as 0.01, 0.02, 0.03 and the restriction
of increasing function in terms of the value of ln(−ln(M)) calculated from direct computation and semi-classical integral
respectfully.There are obviously three basic processes for the variation of fitted ν from Num1, Num2 as the initial frozen value
for 2,decreasing process and rebounding process besides for pc = 1.85, 1.866 with the values of ν all close to 2 with some large
fluctuation for pc = 1.85.The variation of ν from Num2 for so-called rebounding process is some different from corresponding
expression from Num1 as some quite slow variation can be commonly found.Meanwhile,we can find the quite small value of
ν from Num1 in the figure(j) for pc = 1.87 which means independent decay can exist approximately for the field of small
perturbation.For the comparison between ν from Num1 and Semi1 as well as from Num2 and Semi2,the degree of consistency
for the initial time is not good at least corresponding to ν = 2 and the following degrees of consistency for different pc are all
much better.For pc from 1.86 to 1.868 except pc = 1.866,we can find the occupancy of the part of good consistency for the
decreasing process is gradually reduced as well as degree of consistency for the part of rebounding process is increased although
the fluctuation becomes notably larger for these two parts clearly seen in the figure(g)and(i)as pc = 1.864 and pc = 1.868.The
degrees of consistency after some threshold become obviously worse for pc = 1.85,and they are not good for pc = 1.886 as the
large difference of evaluation of fidelity between the direct computation and semi-integral for small perturbation seen clearly
in the figure 13(i).
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FIG. 15: Variation of fitted ν with time t for pc from 1.872 to 1.89.The basic three parts of variation can be found similar
to the expression in the figure 14 and we also can find the situation of quite small value of ν from Num1 in the figure(a)
for pc = 1.872 is similar to pc = 1.87 in the figure 14(j).For pc from 1.878 to 1.884,the variations of ν fitted by Num1 and
Num2 are quite similar for each other with some notably large oscillation and then they also share the common tendencies
for pc = 1.886, 1.888, 1.89 but there are some large fluctuations for the values of ν from Num2.The rebounding process can
undergo some non-monotonic change for overall trend with notable oscillation as pc is increased from 1.874 to 1.884 with the
interval as 0.02,and then it shows the increasing tendency again for pc = 1.886,and finally the increasing tendency can be
ceased to show some asymptotically stability for pc = 1.89.In terms of the variation of ν from Num2 for pc = 1.872,its value
can decrease again before a quite slow variation.For the comparisons between ν from Num1 and Semi1 as well as from Num2
and Semi2,the degree of consistency is not good still at least corresponding to ν = 2,and the following degrees of consistency
can be seen as good after pc = 1.878,further more,the occupancy of the part of good consistency for the decreasing process is
notably increased more and more for pc from 1.872 to 1.878 corresponding to the figure(a),(b),(c),(d).
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FIG. 16: Variation of ν fitted from Num1, Semi1, Num2, Semi2 with pc for different given time t.For the very initial time,the
values of fitted ν fromNum1, Num2 are seen for 2 with high precision independent of different pc seen clearly in the figure(a).The
deviations from 2 can be seen firstly for the field between 1.88 and 1.89 found in the figure(b),and gradually the deviations can
extend to adjacently smaller pc as well as the field of initial part of pc we consider leaving the intermediate field untouched
which can be seen clearly from the figure(c)to(g).In terms of this kind deviations,we can find the values of ν fitted by Num1 are
more robust than corresponding values by Num2 and these expressions implicate that the linear relationship for ln(−ln(M))
versus ln(σ) can be expected in the field of small perturbation within short time as 102 independent of different pc.From the
figure(h)to(k),the variation of ν with pc evolves a pattern with the values of ν corresponding to pc = 1.85, 1.852, 1.866, 1.89
as the backbone to form a non-monotonic variation similar to W shape.From the figure(l)to(p),the basic pattern of variation
can hold without much change.For the comparisons between ν from Num1 and Semi1 as well as from Num2 and Semi2,we
can find the degrees of consistency are not good for the very initial time clearly seen in the figure(a),and then they tend to
be better firstly for the field of later part of pc typically seen in the figure(e) and this kind of better consistencies move on for
the field of initial part of pc typically seen in the figure(h),and the field of intermediate part of pc can also obtain some good
degrees of consistency afterwards in a gradual process until for t = 1000 corresponding to figure(k).For the figure(l)to(p),the
basic good degrees of consistency for most pc can hold as a whole although the field of intermediate part pointed out before
can not have a good consistency for a long time.
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Then we want to study the variation of α with time as t which is a key point to differentiate the decay laws.Through
the carefully numerical investigation,50 can be taken as the time step to do the fitting to show the basic variation of
α.The fidelity decay can be taken as exponential decay for α = 1,Gaussian decay for α = 2,cubic-exponential decay for
α = 3,and stretched exponential decay for α between 0 and 2 but not for 1.Now we need to show the variation versus
time in terms of some typical perturbations,and choose σ = 0.01, 0.1, 1, 10 to observe the decay laws and the time
used to show the variation is not necessarily same as the consideration here is the basic pattern for the variation.As
the span for studying pc is wide from 1.85 to 1.89 including the edge of chaos,it is reasonable in practice to use three
figures as figure 17,18,19 to show the variation versus time clearly but we should take them as a whole to understand
likely rules for the variation in the field of edge of chaos.In practice,We can recognize the expected decay laws if the
values of fitted α can approximately dwell on or oscillate unattenuated around some fixed value for some time and
thus we use some reference lines likely as 0, 1, 2, 3 to guide the eyes.Here we can judge the ending of effective fidelity
decay by finding the value of α beginning to below 0 and fluctuating evenly around 0 afterwards.
Firstly we consider the variation of α for pc with span from 1.85 to 1.868 as there are related to stable dynamics

in terms of classical ensemble for pc = 1.85 and pc = 1.866.For pc = 1.85, 1.852, 1.866 corresponding to classical
stable field,α can almost fix or oscillate unattenuated around the value as 2 even for very large perturbation as
σ = 10 without consideration of the saturation leading to its value dropping to zero seen clearly in the figure
17(a),(b),(c),(d) and 18(c),(d)which is reconciled with previous study of fidelity for stable dynamics as Gaussian
decay[7],then we just study the variation of α for the rest of pc.For perturbation as σ = 0.01,the common variation
of α for pc = 1.854, 1.864, 1.868 seen in the figure 17(e),18(a),(e)can show chronologically as the very initial non-
monotonic variation,gradually increasing process,and then decreasing process evolving into the stable variation with
its value between 0 and 2.For pc = 1.856, 1.858, 1.86, 1.862 in terms of σ = 0.01,the variations of α are quite similar
to the situations of pc = 1.854, 1.864, 1.868 but the obvious differences consist in that the increasing processes after
very initial non-monotonic variation are more steep and emergent stable oscillation after the transient decreasing
process seen clearly in the figure 17(g),(i),(k),(m).For perturbation as 0.1,there are some oscillations around 2 for
pc = 1.864, 1.868 or at least close to 2 for pc = 1.854 besides the considerable decreasing process within initial
non-monotonic variation.There is a change for σ = 0.1 from parabola-like process for pc = 1.856, 1.858 to gradual
decreasing process as the typical feature for pc = 1.86, 1.862 although the common expression for the initial non-
monotonic variation.For σ = 1,α in terms of pc = 1.856, 1.86 can undergo some non-monotonic variations going
through some ups and downs with the gradual process to below 0 or enter the field basically between 0 and 2
respectfully seen in the figure 17(h),(l),and some minor variation of α in terms of pc = 1.858 basically between 2 and
3 can be seen in the figure 17(j),basic unattenuated oscillation balanced below 2 in terms of pc = 1.862 can be seen
in the figure 17(n),α in terms of pc = 1.854 can show the initial non-monotonic variation and afterwards decreasing
process gradually crossing 2 to the field below 0 seen in the figure 17(f),and there are the similar oscillations for
α in terms of pc = 1.864, 1.868 around the value near 2 seen in the figure 18(b),(f).For σ = 10,α in terms of
pc = 1.854, 1.856, 1.858 can show quickly drops to negative values and some fluctuations around 0 can be followed
and α in terms of pc = 1.86 can also show some quickly drop but the irregular fluctuation afterwards with net
fluctuation range above 0 can be found as a whole,and α in terms of pc = 1.862, 1.864, 1.868 can oscillate with the
balanced values almost around 2 from direct observation.For comparison with the fitted α in terms of semi-classical
method,the consistency can be seen as good for pc = 1.85 and tends to be better with perturbation increased for
pc = 1.852,and the consistencies show the large deviations for pc = 1.854, 1.862 in terms of σ = 0.01, 0.1 and can be
seen as basic good for pc = 1.856, 1.858, 1.86,tend to be better with perturbation increased in the initial time scale
around 103 for pc = 1.864, 1.866, 1.868.Combining the study results,variations of α for pc = 1.854, 1.864, 1.868 closest
to pc = 1.852, 1.866 respectfully can show the obvious deviations from 2 for σ = 0.01 but are more close to 2 at least
for balanced values in terms of σ = 0.1, 1, 10.For pc = 1.856, 1.858, 1.86, 1.862,the variations of α can show obvious
deviations from 2,it could be seen to be more vulnerable for smaller perturbation from the effect of change of pc.We
also notice the very first values of α in terms of pc = 1.85, 1.852, 1.854, 1.856, 1.858, 1.86 are between 2 and 3,and the
very first values of α in terms of pc = 1.862, 1.864, 1.866, 1.868 are between 0 and 2.
Then we can move to the study the variation of α for pc from 1.87 to 1.89 corresponding to different typical

perturbations,and also want to find the basic rules.For perturbation as σ = 0.01,we can find the variations of α seen
in the figure 18(g),(i),(k),(m) can show the initial steep climbing processes after the very first drops and afterwards
decreasing processes until some emergent large oscillations unattenuated for pc = 1.87, 1.872 and gradually increased
for pc = 1.874, 1.876 during time going.For more careful observation,we can find the time for ending the decreasing
process tends to be shorter with pc increased from 1.87 to 1.876,and the balanced values for these oscillations can
be seen between 0 and 1 corresponding to stretched exponential decay actually.Then the variations of α for pc =
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1.878, 1.88, 1.882, 1.884 can become to dwell on the values around 3 at least larger than 2 continuing for some time
towards basically beyond t = 500 after the very initial alternations seen in the figure 19(a),(c),(e),(g)and then they
express large oscillations with the amplitudes increasing more and more that can be found with the balanced values
near to 0 which implicate quite slow stretched exponential decay.For pc increased as 1.886, 1.888 in terms of σ =
0.01,the variation of α can change again to have the transition from a continuously decreasing process to progressively
stable oscillation with the balanced values between 0 and 1 as stretched exponential decay seen clearly in the figure
19(i),(k),and finally the value of α for pc = 1.89 in terms of σ = 0.01 can vary closely around 1 as approximately
exponential decay seen in the figure 19(m).For perturbation as σ = 0.1 with pc increased,variations of α can show the
main slowly deceasing processes crossing the value 1 for pc = 1.87, 1.872, 1.874 seen in the figure 18(g),(i),(k)and then
α for pc = 1.876 can dwell on the value obviously around 1 for quite a long time with the order as 103 seen in the
figure 18(m),afterwards the values of α can quickly enter the field between 0 and 1 for pc = 1.878, 1.88, 1.882, 1.884
seen in the figure 19(a),(c),(e),(g)and then the variation of α can be divided into two basic parts with the fluctuation
of first part much larger seen in the figure 19(i),(k),finally α can basically vary around 1 without the very first sharp
drop showing the exponential decay seen in the figure 19(m) which is similar to the situation about σ = 0.01.For
variation of α for σ = 0.1 in terms of initial time,we can find the variation as the initial raise after the very first
drop can still exist for pc = 1.87, 1.872, 1.874 and then the purely initial raise can be found for pc = 1.876, 1.878, 1.88
also for σ = 0.01,and then the very initial raise can disappear to let the very initial dramatic drop emergent firstly
happened for pc = 1.882 and hold afterwards for pc = 1.884, 1.886, 1.888, 1.89.Actually the first emergence of initial
dramatic drop is postpone for pc = 1.884 in terms of σ = 0.01,thus the very initial dramatic drops for σ = 0.01 are
related to pc = 1.884, 1.886, 1.888, 1.89.Meanwhile we also notice the very first values of α are very close each other
for σ = 0.01, 0.1 corresponding to pc from 1.87 to 1.886 and these values which can be near to 3 are very common for
pc from 1.872 to 1.88.
For perturbations as σ = 1 with pc increased,the variation of α can undergo some quite different change.Firstly we

can find some continues oscillation for pc = 1.87 with gradually balanced value between 0 and 2 seen in the figure 18(h)
and it can change to be similar variation for pc = 1.1.872, 1.874 seen in the figure 18 (h),(j),(l)respectfully as there
are three parts for the initial values basically varying around 2 or even dwelling close to 2,the transitive decreasing
process and the stable variation slightly above than 0 or obviously oscillating around the value larger than 0.Then the
situation of variation of α as sticking around 2 can not be maintained for pc = 1.876 but instead initially continuous
decreasing process which can be ceased to rebound crossing 1 and then the decreasing process can be found again until
the emergent fluctuation around 0 seen clearly in the figure 18(n).In terms of pc = 1.878, 1.88,the similar pattern of
variations of α to the situation of pc = 1.876 can be found but the bottoms of rebound are quite different smaller than 1
seen in the figure 19(b),(d).In terms of pc = 1.882,there is basically the smooth decreasing process which can gradually
enter into the field slightly above 0 without rebounding process seen clearly in the figure 19(f).Then we can find a
very first steep drop to the values around 1 before the later decreasing process to the values around 0 for pc = 1.884
seen in the figure 19(h) and the variations of α for pc = 1.886, 1.888, 1.89 are similar as the very first steep drops
to the values showing some rebounding zigzag-like variations until the field fluctuating around 0.For perturbation as
σ = 10,the tendency of variations of α is similar to the situation of σ = 1,but there are more likely abrupt drops in
the initial time and also some large fluctuations happened which can be seen obviously in the figure 18(j),(l),(n),and
figure 19(b),(d)corresponding to pc = 1.872, 1.874, 1.876, 1.878, 1.88.For pc = 1.884 particularly,the dwelling situation
for σ = 1 can still remain for σ = 10 although weakened with the sticking value obviously smaller than 1,and we even
particularly find two dwelling situations for σ = 2 not depicted yet as it is not a common situation.For the consistency
of comparison with the fitted α in terms of semi-classical method,it can be taken as basic good except for the time
scale basically above 103 for σ = 10 in terms of pc = 1.87, 1.872, 1.874, 1.882, 1.884,here the large deviation from the
satiation of fidelity decay arrived do not take into account.Meanwhile we also notice the very first values of α are very
close each other for σ = 1, 10 corresponding to pc = 1.87, 1.872, 1.874,and these values which can vary around 3 at
least larger than 2 are very common for pc from 1.872 to 1.88.

From the study of variations of α versus time t for different pc,we can find the typical three decay processes for small
perturbation as the initial same decay,transitive fast decay and afterwards slow decay,then the transitive fast decay
can be gradually shortened to neglect with the perturbation increased.Originally for the small perturbation,we can
define three characteristic time as t1, t2, t3 according to the ending time of typical three decay processes pointed above
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FIG. 17: Variations of α fitted by numerical computation and semi-classical method with time t for σ = 0.01, 0.1, 1, 10 in terms
of pc from 1.85 to 1.862 with the interval as 0.002.In the figure(a),(b),(c),(d)for pc = 1.85, 1.852,we can find α can dwell on the
value as 2 or around in some oscillated way except the gradual transitions to 0 for σ = 1 as well as some quickly drops to 0 for
σ = 10.In the figure(e),(f)for pc = 1.854,the variation of α is similar to the situations of pc = 1.85, 1.852 except obvious deviation
from 2 for σ = 0.01 as the initial increasing process before the very beginning non-monotonic variation and then decreasing
process evolving into oscillation finally increasing but bounded with 2.In the figure(g),(i),(k),(m)for pc = 1.856, 1.858, 1.86, 1.862
in terms of σ = 0.01, 0.1,we can find the variations of α for σ = 0.01 are all quite similar to the corresponding expression of same
perturbation for pc = 1.854,and actually the differences are the more steep increasing process for initial time and more stable
oscillation after a transient decreasing process.There is a change for σ = 0.1 from parabola-like process for pc = 1.856, 1.858
to gradual decreasing process as the typical feature for pc = 1.86, 1.862 although the common expression for the initial non-
monotonic variation.For σ = 1,the values of α in terms of pc = 1.856, 1.86 can undergo some non-monotonic variations going
through some ups and downs with the gradual process to below 0 or enter the field basically between 0 and 2 respectfully seen
in the figure(h),(l),and some minor variation of α in terms of pc = 1.858 basically between 2 and 3 can be seen in the figure(j)as
well as basic unattenuated oscillation balanced near 2 in terms of pc = 1.862 can be seen in the figure(n).For σ = 10,some
similar expressions in terms of pc = 1.856, 1.858 can be found as quickly drops to negative values and some fluctuations around
0 followed in the figure(h),(j),and also a quickly drop for pc = 1.86 but the irregular fluctuation afterwards with net fluctuation
range above 0 as a whole can be seen in the figure(l),and the unattenuated oscillation for pc = 1.862 balanced near 2 can be
found in the figure(n).For the comparison with the fitted α in terms of semi-classical method,the consistency can be seen as
good for pc = 1.85 and tends to be better with perturbation increased for pc = 1.852,the consistencies can show some similar
large deviations for pc = 1.854, 1.862 in terms of σ = 0.01, 0.1,and can be seen as basic good for pc = 1.856, 1.858, 1.86.
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FIG. 18: The same consideration to the figure 17 for pc from 1.864 to 1.876 with the interval as 0.002.The variations of α
are similar for pc = 1.864, 1.868 showed specifically in the figure(a),(b),(e),(f)as they can gradually evolve into some values
between 0 and 2 for σ = 0.01 and can have basic stable oscillations with the balanced values at least larger than 0 for
σ = 0.1, 1, 10.For pc = 1.866 corresponding to the figure(c)and(d),we can find the variations of α are just around 2 with
some unattenuated oscillation which means mainly for Gaussian decay.In the figure(g),(i),(k),(m),we can find variations of α
for σ = 0.01 can mainly show the initial steep climbing process and afterwards decreasing process until some emergent large
oscillations unattenuated for pc = 1.87, 1.872 and increased for pc = 1.874, 1.876 as time goes and actually there are the very
first drops for pc = 1.87, 1.872, 1.874.For more carefully observation,we can find the time for ending the decreasing process
becomes shorter with pc increased from 1.87 to 1.876,and the balanced values for these oscillations can be seen between 0 and
1.Meanwhile slowly decreasing processes as the main variation of α in terms of σ = 0.1 tend to be ceased to dwell on the value
as 1 with pc increased from 1.87 to 1.876.In the figure(h),(j),(l),(n),we can find the variations of α for σ = 1 can undergo some
change from single continues oscillation for pc = 1.87 to mainly two parts for pc = 1.872, 1.874, 1.876 expressed specifically as
the basically initial decreasing process with the very first value around 3 and then gradually stable field obtained with some
oscillation more clear but the balanced value tending to be ceased to around 0 for pc increased.Meanwhile the peculiarities of
variation of α for σ = 10 which are different from the corresponding expression for σ = 1 are the initial abrupt drops and
large fluctuations.The consistencies for the comparison with the fitted α in terms of semi-classical method tend to be better
with perturbation increased in the order of initial time scale as 103 for pc = 1.864, 1.866, 1.868,and this kind of consistency
can quickly become basic good as a whole with pc increased from 1.87 to 1.876 except for the time after entering satiation of
fidelity decay.
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FIG. 19: The same consideration to the figures 17,18 for pc from 1.878 to 1.89 with the interval as 0.002.There are similar
expressions for pc = 1.878, 1.88, 1.882, 1.884 in the figure(a),(c),(e),(g) as α for σ = 0.01 can dwell on the values typically around
3 as basically cubic-exponential decay with the time scale as 102 after initially short non-monotonic variation and then large
oscillation with the amplitude increasing more and more can be found with the balanced values near to 0 which implicate quite
slow stretched exponential decay.Meanwhile the values of α for σ = 0.1 in terms of pc = 1.878, 1.88, 1.882, 1.884 can decrease as
a whole with two parts as the initial non-monotonic variations with the basic same first values to the corresponding values for
σ = 0.01 and gradually slow variations between 0 and 1.In the figure(b),(d),(f)as σ = 1, 10,the values of α can also decrease as
a whole to the field as some obvious fluctuations around 0 for pc = 1.878, 1.88,basically as 0 for pc = 1.882.In the figure(h) as
σ = 1, 10 in terms of pc = 1.884,there is a first large drop to the platform around 1 or smaller corresponding to σ = 1 or σ = 10
before the last variation slightly larger than 0.In the figure(i),(k),the values of α for σ = 0.01 in terms of pc = 1.886, 1.888 can
continuously decrease until some unattenuated oscillation with balanced values between 0 and 1 showing stretched exponential
decay and meanwhile the expressions for σ = 0.1 can be basically divided into two parts with the fluctuation of first part much
larger.For large perturbations as σ = 1, 10 in terms of pc = 1.886, 1.888 in the figure(j)and(l),α can show zigzag-like variations
in the efficient time without the very first much larger values.The values of α without its first large values as well for pc = 1.89
can basically vary around 1 taken as approximately exponential decay for σ = 0.01, 0.1 and also can show zigzag-like variations
for σ = 1, 10.The comparison with the fitted α from semi-classical method here can show some good consistency except mainly
for the time for entering the satiation of decay reflected as the fluctuation around 0 basically evenly.
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and then t2, t3 can alternately be considered as the ending time of the second decay process and the maximum time we
consider here for 104 with perturbation increased to some extent.Based on our assumed decay law asM(t) ≈ e−ctα ,we
can get the fitted α with the time interval as ∆t1,∆t2,∆t3 corresponding to the length of time respectively for
t1, t2 − t1, t3 − t2.Therefore we need to investigate the variations of α versus σ for different pc and it seems easy to
treat but here how to get the time for fitting is a essential point.
Firstly the initial time is related to the same decay law expressed with the similar relation for ln(−ln(M)) versus

ln(σ) pointed it out clearly in the previous study.But we can find the initial time can be shortened gradually after
perturbation is sufficiently increased for some pc which have been found numerically.Here we define the original initial
time t0 corresponding the measurement from the smallest perturbation we choose as σ = 0.01 and thus the diminishing
situation for original initial time can be understood by two elements,one is the basic linear relation as ln(−ln(M))
versus ln(t) and the other is the saturation.As the perturbation is increased,the basic linear line can be considered for
shifting with the same slope,and there will be a intersection point emergent as the saturation value of ln(−ln(M))
can be seen as a horizontal line in terms of independent variable ln(σ).The intersection point determines the largest
perturbation σh that can hold t0 as the initial time and we can get the analytical formula to describe initial time for
perturbation larger than σh

t1 = t0(
σh
σ
)

2
α0 . (23)

Here the number 2 comes from the value of ν that is set as 2 for t0 supported by our previous numerical study in
terms of the assumed decay law as ln(− lnM(t)) ≈ ln c0+νlnσ+α ln t,and α0 is the value of α fitted with t0.Once the
values of t0,α0,σh are set,we can get the corresponding initial time diminished as power law with the characteristic
exponent 2/α0 if the perturbation surpasses σh.
Then secondly we use a flexible method to get t2 and t3 and the key point is to use fitted local α in terms of some

fixed time interval to find typical transitive time,here we use the name as local α to distinguish it from the α fitted with
the time that is not fixed as well as can change a lot.As the variations of local α for small perturbation can typically
undergo the processes from rise to decline which have been illustrated in our previous study for the variation of α
with time,and the ending time of this decreasing process related to the local minimum value of α could be obtained as
the transitive value of time.This transitive time can be set as t2 if it can be found,afterwards we can consider the time
corresponding local α closed to zero which means saturation just comes,so we can set this time as t3.But we should
include all the perturbation put into consideration for different pc and also there are some very large fluctuation for
the local α with perturbation increased to some extent,thus the technique in detail is more complicated.The priority
for us is to do the smoothing procedure for the variation of local α,and we select the fixed time to get the local α as 20
for keeping it small enough to express sufficient continuity with time as well as reducing too much fluctuations.Then
there still exists fluctuation need to be smoothed out for getting the transitive time as accurate as possible and we
use the moving average method with the span as 5 for smoothing.Further more,based on a lot of comparisons between
the smoothing curves and the original variations of local α,we use moving average repeatedly for 20 times to get the
sufficient smooth curve but also to hold the basic feature of the original variation.Actually this method is quite effective
which also have been found in the study of eigenstate thermalization and quantum chaos very recently[56].Now we use
the smooth curve stemmed from original α to get t2, t3 for all the pc we consider,the procedure actually is separately
treated with the condition as whether there is any value can surpass the value of smooth α corresponding to t1 in a
given sufficient time,here we take the time as 2000.If this condition can be satisfied,the minimum point need to be
found after a maximum point,otherwise directly find the minimum point along the decline.For simplicity,we use the
procedure one and procedure two to describe them when we need to point them out.The minimum point is related
to the transitive time but we also consider the situation as saturation emergent or revival happened,here we can set
a small value as 0.2 for judging saturation or likely revival,then we give the name respectively as ttr and ts,and if
ttr > ts we set t2 = ttr,t3 = ts,otherwise we set t2 = ts,t3 = 10000,the number 10000 is the largest scale of time for
studying fidelity.Through very careful observation,we can find the condition as minimum point can be softened to be
the inflection point for getting the transitive time as accurate as possible if they are quite similar.Thus we can get a
value from fitting with two values of smooth α,then continue to do this fitting and a new curve can be obtained.Along
this new curve but without consideration of t1,we can count it saved as the likely transitive time if the corresponding
value of the new curve also is the minimum value for procedure one or the maximum value for procedure two and
meanwhile it is quite small but positive or the absolute value is also quite small but negative,here we set the value
for judgement as 0.0005 based on a lot of numerical observations for whether this setting is effective to catch the
transitive time.
Now we show the study result of t1 in the figure 20 and want to give a comprehensive explanation.Firstly we should

find the seed of t1 as t0 which is the original initial time we have described above.Based on the very similar expression
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for the relation as ln(−ln(M)) via ln(t) corresponding to all the perturbation not too large,we can make a comparison
for local α between σ = 0.01 and σ = 0.1 alongside with time increasing,then we can consider the absolute difference
and set a small value to judge whether they are still very close,so basically we can count the time as t0 corresponding
to breakdown happened.Here we set the value for judging as 0.05 supported by the direct observation of the similarity
for the relation as ln(−ln(M)) via ln(t) and actually we use the condition with the threshold as 0.05 twice to double
check that it is indeed a real time for breakdown.To obtain the power law of the variation of t1 with perturbation
σ,we have assumed ν = 2 valid for the original initial time and actually we also can use the condition as absolute
difference between ν and 2 not more than 0.1 to get the corresponding time if breakdown happens,here we just use
the first three perturbations to get the ν and we still can give the name as original initial time to make a comparison
with the time obtained from local α.In the figure 20(a),we can find the time obtained from ν is always larger than
the original initial time we actually use obtained from α,so the comparisons also support to use ν = 2 to get the
Eq. (23).In the figure 20(b),we show the variation of σh for different pc and there is not decline for some pc as the
value of σh larger than 10 which has already been the largest perturbation we use.Further more,as the fixed time
for fitting is 20,then the decline only can be observed for pc below 1.86.So in the figure 20(c),we show the variation
of t1 with perturbation σ obtained from the formula Eq. (23) for pc = 1.85 to pc = 1.86 with interval as 0.002 and
corresponding characteristic exponents γ = 2/α0 for the power-law decline are showed in the figure 20(d).As we use
the discrete time with the base as 20,thus there is some differences between the analytical evaluation as 2/α0 and
direct fitting result from the variation of t1 which has been showed in the figure 20(e).Further more,we need to know
the values of α0 for different pc which is very important for showing the decay laws and the direct numerical result as
well as semi-classical evaluation are illustrated in the figure 20(f),the comparison shows the poor agreement with each
other not surprised as the poor agreement for M(t),and we can find the variations of γ and α0 are opposite for each
other as γ ∝ 1/α0.Here we can find the variation of α0 with different pc undergoes a non-monotonic process from the
value close to 2 to the value around 3 and afterwards the steep rise comes.The value for 2 represents the Gaussian
decay and 3 means the Cubic-exponential decay theoretically predicted by J.Vańıček applying to quasi-integrable field
in short time studied by the correlation of action differences in terms of dephasing representation[1].Obviously the
decay laws we find here is quite novel but also have a tight connection with the previous research.

Now we show the variations of t2 and t3 with σ in the figure 21 with log-log scale as we have found the power-law
decline is quite common.As we know,the time scale for stable field in terms of quantum fidelity is τ ∝ σ−1 in the
previous research,the characteristic exponent is −1 which can be taken as a important reference for our study here.For
simplicity,we will elaborate the variation of t2 and t3 for different pc in the related sub-figure without referring to the
name as figure 21 and try to connect with the feature of decay ofM(t).To get the characteristic exponent γ technically
for a part showing basic power-law decline in terms of τ ∝ σ−γ ,we can use the initial point and end point to decide a
line and get the slope of this line neglecting interior points.
For the variation of t2 for pc = 1.85 illustrated in the (a),a initial unchanged part exists until σ = 0.1,and then

a basic power-law decline can be found until σ = 2,and then another approximated power-law decline follows until
σ = 8 and afterwards rising situation is happened for σ = 9, 10.There is the similar qualitative expression of variation
of t2 for pc = 1.852 illustrated in the (b)and the obvious difference here is the value of σ to end the unchanged part
is 0.2.t3 for pc = 1.85 is unchanged and t3 for pc = 1.852 can decline from σ = 0.3 to σ = 1 and a power-law decline
can be found clearly although there is a exceptional case as σ = 0.7 accidentally jumping back to 10000.The reason
for the transition for t2 commonly for pc = 1.85, 1.852 from unchanged part to decline is that the saturation appears
with perturbation increasing to some extent and the unchanged part obviously is related to the so called transitive
time we define but not typical that can be hold same.If t1 is more than the time corresponding to the value of smooth
α as 0.2,then the value of t2 is only over 20 than t1 based on our procedure,such as the part of t2 that begins at
σ = 0.4 and ends at σ = 2 for pc = 1.85.Here we can find γ for the first power-law of t2 is closed to 1 for pc = 1.85
or just can be seen as 1 for pc = 1.852,γ for second power-law of t2 are all obviously larger than 1 respectively as
1.77311, 1.63011,further more,γ of the part of t3 having the power-law decline for pc = 1.852 can also be found as 1
with high accuracy.To set the value as 0.2 of smooth α to judge the saturation or likely revival is basically reasonable
but also leads to some likely oscillation for t3 connected directly with the changeable role of t2 as the ending time
of transitive process or main decay process,this kind of situation just happens for the closeness for ttr and ts with
perturbation relatively large and then this function of t3 is basically trivial that does not affect the validity of study
results.
For simplicity,we give the name for the largest time 104 as T ,and basic straight line with log-log scale means power

law variation,thus we also simply point it out below the likely power law without pointing out corresponding straight
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FIG. 20: (a)variations of t0 and tν with pc,t0 and tν are obtained respectively from α and ν.tν shows larger than t0,and the
variations are non-monotonic with 1.866 corresponding to common local maximum points.(b)variation of σh with pc,σh is the
perturbation as up bound for holding t0 as the initial time t1.The line is to guide the eyes as σ = 10 is the largest perturbation
we consider.(c)variation of t1 with perturbation σ in terms of pc from 1.85 to 1.86 with interval as 0.002,the log-log plot is to
show the power-law decline somewhat not very accurate as the discrete time with the base for 20.(d)variation of γ with pc,and γ
is the characteristic exponent as γ = 2/α0 for the variation of t1 with σ.(e)comparison of γ for analytical evaluation as γ = 2/α0

and direct fitting result as the slope of variation of t1 with σ without the unchanged part in the log-log scale illustrated in the
(c).As the expression of σh,we only have the comparison for pc from 1.85 to 1.86 with interval as 0.002.(f)variations of α0 with
pc obtained from direct numerical computation and semi-classical evaluation,there is some large difference between them.

line.There are two basic patterns for the variations of t2 and t3,the first one is that that t2 can change but t3 can
hold for T and the second one is that t2 and t3 all can change,we give the names as type 1 and type 2.For the
investigation further more,we can find there is the difference for the type 1 existing before type 2 or after with the
new names respectively as patter 1 and patter 3,and the original type 2 can be called patter 2.Then the explicit
patterns for the variations of t2 and t3 as a whole respectively mean the transitive decay process and afterwards
continual decay process without emergent saturation,still the transitive decay process and afterwards decay process
ceased by emergent saturation,and the decay process after initial decay process determined by t1.We can find there
are not all the variations of t2 and t3 showing the clearly patterns we described above,but have the function to
remind the corresponding decay features of LE,and below we concentrate on the elaboration of variations of t2 and
t3 supplemented by the corresponding expressions of LE if needed.
For pc = 1.854 related to graph(c),t2 can show initial twisted variation,and then enter stable field with little

change,and afterwards has a steep rise and then show some decline but with twisted situation around σ = 3.Meanwhile
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t3 for pc = 1.854 can hold the value as T until for σ = 0.2,and then show a power law decline until for σ = 0.6,afterwards
rebound to T although the occasional drop for σ = 3.Actually we notice the variations of t2 and t3 can link together
to form a obvious common power law decline with the joined perturbation as σ = 0.6 corresponding to the transition
from t2 = ttr to t2 = ts and then we specifically call it as linked power law decline once meeting this situation again.In
terms of graph(d),t2 for pc = 1.856 can show initial twisted rise and then have two parts showing the basic same
power law declines,afterwards enter the field belonging to the linked power law decline from σ = 0.8 to σ = 4 and
then variate irregularly.Meanwhile there is the similarity for variations of t3 between pc = 1.854 and pc = 1.856 all
having three parts as unchanged part,power law decline and unchanged part again as the rebound but with some drops
happened.In terms of graph(e),t2 for pc = 1.858 can show initial twisted variation and then enter the field belonging
to the linked power law decline from σ = 0.2 to σ = 1 and then variate with some fluctuation.t3 for pc = 1.858 share
the similar variation as typical three parts compared with the variations of t3 for pc = 1.854 and pc = 1.856.For
pc = 1.854, 1.856, 1.858 taking a whole,we can easily find the three patterns for the variations of t2 and t3 can be
observed.
For pc = 1.86, 1.862, 1.864 related to the graphs (f, g, h),there are only pattern 1,and patter 2 and the variation of t2

in terms of patter 1 can have approximately piecewise power laws for the rising part and declining part that are quite
clearly for pc = 1.86,less clearly for pc = 1.862,and entirely can not be applied for pc = 1.862.It is noteworthy that the
variation of t3 of the part as patters 2 shows the opposite tendency compared with variation of t2 of the part as pattern
1 for the degree of accepting power law in terms of the increasing order of pc as 1.86, 1.862, 1.864 and accordingly the
power law can not be applied for pc = 1.86,roughly can be applied for pc = 1.862,and then can be well applied for
pc = 1.864.Meanwhile we notice the part of pattern 2 for pc = 1.86, 1.862, 1.864 gradually decrease and this tendency
has the tight connection with approaching pc = 1.866 belonging to classically stable dynamics.For pc = 1.866, 1.868
related to the graphs (i, j),there just exists pattern 1 and t3 for pc = 1.866 and pc = 1.868 all are T and t2 for
pc = 1.866 basically do not change,then t2 for pc = 1.868 can show initial part having some tiny decline and then have
a roughly power law decline from σ = 0.06 to σ = 0.2 and afterwards have the part with small variation,lastly show
a sudden drop happened for σ = 8 and hold the closed value afterwards.Then we move on to pc = 1.87, 1.872 related
to the graphs (k, l) showing the patter 1 and patter 2,approximately piecewise power laws are also found similar
to the variation of t2 for pc = 1.86, 1.862,and the variation of t3 in terms of patters 2 can show power law decline
that is basically suitable for pc = 1.872 and particularly well for pc = 1.87.There is the similarity for the variations
of t2 and t3 between pc = 1.874 and pc = 1.858 illustrated in the graphs (m, e) all having the integrated patterns
and particularly a clear linked power law decline can be found with the same starting perturbation as σ = 0.05 in
terms of t3 and ending perturbation as σ = 1 in terms of t2.Further more,it is the same distance from pc = 1.866 for
pc = 1.858 and pc = 1.874,and the similar variations then are observed.It is not a coincidence and someone want to
observe the variations of t2 and t3 in the figure 21 very carefully,thus this similarity also can be found in the pairs
for (pc = 1.864, pc = 1.868),(pc = 1.862, pc = 1.87),and (pc = 1.86, pc = 1.872) and there is the same distance for two
pc belonging to every single pair taking pc = 1.866 as the common reference.Here we also notice the twisted rise for
the variation of t2 from decline to rise corresponding to σ = 0.01, 0.02, 0.03,this kind of variation is common since
pc = 1.874.
The similarity that is based on the same distance from the common reference as pc = 1.866 even can be roughly

suitable for the pair of pc as (1.856, 1.876) illustrated in the graphs (d, n),and the common feature is that there
is the existence of power law declines for the variations of t2 and t3 happened together corresponding to related
perturbations.We also notice the initial twisted variation of t3 for pc = 1.876 which makes the part of pattern 1 quite
short seriously just for σ = 0.01.Although we can not find a clear pattern 3 in the graph (n) but we can expand this
characterization to include the field of fluctuation of t3 after σ = 4 for the first rebound to t3 = T as afterwards the
main decay time without saturation then can be represented by t2.For pc = 1.878 related to (o),power law declines
for the variations of t2 and t3 also can happen almost together after the initial twisted variations and we can find
a common power law decline can be formed together by the variation of t2 and t3 with the linked perturbation as
σ = 0.4 corresponding to the first rebound to t3 = T ,and the rest of field of perturbation can be seen as the pattern
3 but a clear power law decline also can be found in the field of perturbations from σ = 0.5 to σ = 1 for variation
of t3 showing the existence of specific decay processes of LE near saturation with serious check.For pc = 1.88 related
to the graph (p) showing integrated ordered patterns,there is a obvious power law decline for variation of t2 until
σ = 0.5 after initial twisted variation and t3 can not hold for T beginning as σ = 0.6,then a power law decline
for t3 can be formed by σ = 0.6, 0.7, 0.8 that is also connected with the existence of specific decay processes of LE
closed to saturation.For pc = 1.882, 1.884 related to the graphs (q, r),variations of t2 all undergo some twisted rises
and then two clear power law declines can be found and t3 can hold for T except the initial twisted variations.For
pc = 1.886, 1.888 related to the graphs (s, t),variations of t2 do not change a lot and only can show basic power law
declines belonging to intermediate part of the perturbations within 0.1 and 1.Variations of t3 for pc = 1.886, 1.888
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share the common features as the heavy drops for small perturbations not more than σ = 0.1 and irregular variations
for large perturbations marked with rebounds of t3 to T ,a rough power law decline can be found for pc = 1.886 seen
clearly in the graph (s).For pc = 1.89 related to the graph (u),the variation of t2 can initially have a twisted rise within
the intermediate part showing basic power law,then a power law decline can be found for perturbations σ belonging
to (0.1, 0.4),and afterwards reach the field of fluctuation.In the same graph (u),t3 can undergo unchanged part for
σ = 0.01, 0.02, 0.03,rough power law decline below σ = 0.1 and the part of fluctuation with rebounds to t3 = T before
σ = 0.9,and afterwards basically unchanged part again for t3 = T although having the drop for σ = 5.
Here we actually need to know γ as the characteristic exponent for the power law,so we need to get the slope for the

corresponding linear relationship in terms of log-log scale for t versus σ,and the technique we use is very simple for only
considering the starting point and ending point and then connect them to form a line and then we get the slope of this
line to represent γ as we try to delete some effect of likely wild points.Based on the expressions of variations of t2 and t3
described above,it is reasonable to observe γ for different pc classified by the groups as pc = 1.85, 1.852, 1.854, 1.856,pc
from 1.858 to 1.874 symmetrical for 1.866, pc from 1.876 to 1.89.For the first group,fitted γ are all closed to 1 except
the obvious deviation related to the large perturbations for pc = 1.85, 1.852, 1.854 seen clearly for graphs (a, b, c).For
the second group ,γ for variations of t2 for pc = 1.862, 1.864, 1.868, 1.87 adjacent symmetrically to pc = 1.866 are
obviously smaller than 1 and γ for other pc are all closed to 1.For the third group,expressions of γ are some kind
of complicated but all can obviously deviate from 1.To see the effectiveness of our semi-classical method,we also use
the semi-classical evaluation to compare with the direct numerical result.In terms of comparison,there are some large
deviations all for t2 and t3 related to pc adjacent to pc = 1.866 as pc = 1.862, 1.864, 1.868, 1.87 and otherwise some
basic agreement can exist for the variations of t2 related to the rest of pc.

Now we want to obtain the exponents α from direct numerical computation corresponding to time interval as ∆t2
and ∆t3,it is very important to distinguish the different decay laws of LE.As we know,α as 1, 2 is related to classical
strong chaos and regular dynamics respectively,then we want to substantiate the new decay laws by showing the
values of α with the obvious deviation from 1 or 2.We show the variations of α with different pc in the figure 22 and
here neglect the figure name but only use related sub-figure name to illustrate the variation of α for some specific
pc.For simplicity,we can call α obtained from ∆t2 and ∆t3 respectively as α2 and α3 although we do not have the
names in the figure 22,meanwhile the value of α1 can be seen as α0 for the basically same decay law but with different
decay time.Then,α2 and α3 for pc = 1.85 showed in graph (a) can hold basically around 2 not more than σ = 0.1
and then α2 can rise steeply for σ = 0.2, 0.3 showing the obvious deviation from the Gaussian decay.After dropping
to the value below 0,α2 can rise again to have the value quite larger than 0 from σ = 3 to σ = 8,and this kind of
situation implicates there is a decay process of LE connected with main decay part decided by t1 and saturation.It
is not a isolated case but can be found for some other pc,and we will point it out once meeting this situation.For
pc = 1.852 related to graph (b),α2 and α3 can dwell around the value as 2 not more than σ = 0.2.Afterwards α2 can
drop to the field with the value basically around 0.6 from σ = 0.4 to σ = 3,and then rise to another field with the
value significantly larger than previous one.Meanwhile α3 then can have basically stable variation with the value close
to 0.4 from σ = 0.3 to σ = 1 although there is a exceptional case for σ = 0.7 dropping below 0,and then can reach
the field quite close to 0 although having the interrupted situation for σ = 3.Through very serious check,actually the
variation of α3 is trivial after σ = 0.3 as the fitting time has already put into the saturation.
Based on the expressions of α2 and α3 for pc = 1.85, 1.852,we can find they are similar as they all can stay around the

value 2 which is the indicator of Gaussian decay of LE corresponding to classical stable dynamics,and pc = 1.85, 1.852
are related to the classical stable field proved by sticking time and Lyapunov exponents illustrated in the figure 2.In
addition,α2 after the heavy drops for pc = 1.85, 1.852 described above actually all show there are processes connected
with the main decay process related to t1 and saturation and the larger of the value show the more significant of
this process,thus we can not neglect them.Therefore our assumption as the decay of LE is entirely dominated by t1
if the turning perturbation σh is surpassed is not very accurate for existence of the variation of α2 not close to 0.For
pc = 1.854 related to graph (c),we can find α2 can basically dwell on the value as 2 until for σ = 0.6 except the initial
large deviation for σ = 0.01,meanwhile α3 can undergo initial rise to gradual stable variation close to 2 and afterwards
decline until for σ = 0.6.There are drops steeply all for α2 and α3 corresponding to σ = 0.7,and afterwards α2 can
show a decline until for σ = 4 followed by the variation with some considerable values that can not be neglected
but it is trivial for the variation of α3 with the value below 0 or close.Observing all the heavy drops happened for
pc = 1.85, 1.852, 1.854,we can understand they are directly connected with σh and anyone who has interest can see
the illustration of figure 21 and this situation obviously can be suitable for pc = 1.856, 1.858 but not for pc = 1.86 as
related σh is not accurate,so same decay law for large perturbations can not be suitable very well for pc = 1.86.
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FIG. 21: t2 and t3 versus perturbation σ for pc from 1.85 to 1.89 with the interval as 0.002,t2 and t3 are ob-
tained from numerical result and semi-classical evaluation for comparison.Power law declines can be found for most
pc corresponding to related fields of perturbations and there are clearly similar expressions for the pairs of pc as
(1.864, 1.868), (1.862, 1.87), (1.86, 1.872), (1.858, 1.874) symmetrically distributed with the reference as pc = 1.866.For pc from
1.876 to 1.89,the values of γ are commonly and obviously deviate from 1 in terms of τ ∝ σ−γ with τ as t2 or t3.In terms of
comparison between the numerical result and semi-classical evaluation,there are some large deviations all for t2 and t3 related
to pc adjacent to pc = 1.866 as pc = 1.862, 1.864, 1.868, 1.87 and otherwise some basic agreement can exist for the variations
of t2 related to the rest of pc.Some large alternations exist for the variations of t3 in terms of some pc correlated with the
procedure corresponding to the small value as 0.2 to judge the saturation or likely revival of LE affecting the value of t3 chosen.
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For pc from 1.856 to 1.876,we can find the similar expressions for the pair of pc with the same distance
from pc = 1.866,and have showed the similarity in the study of variations of t2 and t3 for the pairs of pc as
(1.856, 1.876), (1.858, 1.874), (1.86, 1.872), (1.862, 1.87), (1.864, 1.868).Then α2 for pc = 1.856 related to graph (d) can
undergo the initial sharply drop,stable variation basically above the value 1.5 lasting to σ = 2,afterwards the variation
with the value mostly quite smaller than 1.Meanwhile α3 can show a basically rise and then gradually become closing
to α2 and then have a large drop happened for σ = 0.8 leading to the value below 0 but can re-rise to the value
obviously larger than 0 for σ = 2, 3, 4 showing the existence of two distinguished decay processes after the main decay
process determined by t1.Then the variations of α2 for pc = 1.858, 1.86 related to graph (e) and (f) also can be seen
as three parts but the intermediate parts are not stable showing some obvious deviations having the strong tendency
for rising or declining.Meanwhile α3 for pc = 1.858 can have a obvious rise gradually closed to α2,and then have a
sharply drop for σ = 0.2,and afterwards vary near to 0.For pc = 1.86,α3 can have a initial twisted variation and then
have a drop towards 0 happened for σ = 0.7,afterwards tend to close to 0,and then return to the value quite larger
than 0 since σ = 2.To have a attention,the values of α2 and α3 for pc = 1.86 are all quite larger than 0 from σ = 3
to σ = 10 showing existence of two distinguished decay processes after the main decay process determined by t1.For
simplicity,we will call them as non-trivial variations related to two distinguished decay processes once meeting the
same situation.
For pc = 1.862 related to graph (g),we still can find there are three parts for the variation of α2 as the initial drop

until for σ = 0.05 and then stable variation around the value for 2 gradually changing into another stable variation
with the value a little bit above 1.Meanwhile α3 for pc = 1.862 can undergo initial stable variation with the values
below 1 until for σ = 0.1 and then the transitive part and lastly the new stable variation with the values closed to 2.For
pc = 1.864 related to graph (h),α2 can undergo just two parts as the first decline until for σ = 0.3 and then stable
variation quite closed to 1.5.Meanwhile α3 for pc = 1.864 can rise initially from the value above 1 and then can reach
the stable variation closed to 2 from σ = 0.2 to σ = 1,and afterwards show the obvious decline.For pc = 1.866 related to
graph (i),α2 can show initial slight decline and then quickly enter the stable variation with the value a little bit above
1.5.Meanwhile α3 for pc = 1.866 can undergo the very initial slight rise,then stable variation emergent quite closed to
2 lasting to σ = 1 and then the obvious decline afterwards.Based on the symmetrical expressions with the reference as
pc = 1.866,one can indeed find the basic similar processes for pc coming from the same pair,thus we strongly encourage
one to observe these similarities from the corresponding graphs of pairs as (d, n), (e,m), (f, l), (g, k), (h, j).In terms of
two pc from the same pair,there certainly can be some differences obvious or not for the values of α2 and α3 related
to the corresponding processes.
For pc = 1.878 related to graph (o),α2 can drop initially until for σ = 0.05 and then have the stable variation with

the main values near to 1 lasting to σ = 2,and then have a sharply drop to another variation with the values mainly
below 0.5.Meanwhile α3 for pc = 1.878 can show the irregular variation with the values basically below 0.5.Here we still
can find there is the existence of roughly two decay processes since σ = 4 as the main decay process is dominated by t1
based on the sign of sharp drop of α2.There are quite similar expressions for pc = 1.88, 1.882, 1.884 corresponding to
the variations of α2 and α3 depicted in the graphs (p, q, r),and thus we elaborate them together.α2 can firstly have the
basic drop basically until for σ = 0.05 although having the very initial rise for pc = 1.884 and then enter the twisted
variations with the first rising part and second declining part.Meanwhile α3 can have the initial twisted variations
with the extent decreasing in terms of increasing pc and then quickly show the value very close to 0 for perturbation
not more than 5 but interrupted for σ = 0.6, 0.7, 0.8 related to pc = 1.88,and afterwards show some rise.Here we notice
the final rise of α3 means there is a clearly decay emergent after a quite slow decay that even can be seen as saturation
but not true.Further more this kind of new emergent decay can be strengthened with perturbation increased and is
common for pc = 1.88, 1.882, 1.884.This decay is quite unusual and need more to investigate the physical mechanism
in the future.
For pc = 1.886 related to graph (s),α2 can show the basic decline although having some interrupted rise including

the very initial rise,and afterwards vary around about 0.75 from σ = 0.2 to σ = 1,then drop to the field varying
around 0.5.Meanwhile the variation of α3 for pc = 1.886 is some kind of complicated but can be divided into two
parts with the turning perturbation as σ = 1 and the values of latter part are smaller than 0.5.For pc = 1.888 related
to graph (t),α2 can also show the first gradual decline until for σ = 0.1 and then vary with some oscillation as the
values basically between 0.4 and 0.6.Meanwhile α3 for pc = 1.888 can initially rise to the value quite close to α2

and then have irregular variation afterwards,actually the variation of α3 also can be divided into two parts with the
turning perturbation taken as σ = 1 based on the extent of fluctuation as well as the value itself.For pc = 1.89 related
to graph (u),α2 can undergo the initial decline and then quickly have parabolic variation with the value above 1
until for σ = 0.1,then show a long decline until for σ = 0.9,and afterwards vary with some oscillation as the values
basically between 0.2 and 0.4.Meanwhile α3 for pc = 1.89 can have a rise that gradually close to α2 and afterwards
show a basic drop beginning for σ = 0.09 and then vary irregularly with some oscillation basically below 0.4 lasting
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to σ = 0.8,and lastly be quite close to 0 except small rise for σ = 5.Here we also want to have the comparison with α
obtained from semi-classical method,and there are some large differences for α2 and α3 corresponding to pc adjacent
to pc = 1.866 as pc = 1.862, 1.864, 1.868, 1.87 and otherwise some basic agreement can exist for the variations of α2

and α3 corresponding to the rest of pc.

Now we want to show the variations of local α with σ for different time we select in terms of pc from 1.87 to 1.89 and
thus draw three figures to carefully show the study results and suggest to read the captions all together to know the
connection among them.Firstly we use the fitting time step as 50 as it can reflect the feature of decay process finely
but also is not small used to suppress the likely fluctuation to some extent as the previous study of variation of α with
time.Besides for pc = 1.85, 1.852, 1.89,we can find three typical patterns of variation of α as follows.Firstly we can find
the situation to maintain the same value of α for short time as t = 50 is universal at least for the related efficient field
of perturbation,and then this kind of expression can be weakened by showing smaller valid field of perturbation.The
reason for this variation of α is the same decay law have been described before and the deviation from same value
of α with the perturbation increased to some extent can be understood by the maximum perturbation to hold the
same decay law in terms of a given time.The maximum perturbation can be given the symbol as σh has been used
previously corresponding to fixed t0 but here we do not need this limitation.For a given time,we can have the related
σh with the formula as

σh = (− lnF∞

c0
)

1
2 t−

α0
2 . (24)

and F∞ is the symbol for the value of saturation.
Thus we can find σh is decided by t with other variables fixed and the unchanged value of α can be found for whole

field of perturbation with the up bound we used as σ = 10 if σh > 10.From Eq. (24),we can find the efficient field
of perturbation can be shortened through decreasing σh with the fixed time t increased.Although the same decay
law showing the same α within the time scale as t0 without considering saturation can not hold rigorously for large
perturbation typically as σ > 1 in terms of most pc not near 1.866 and this situation can lead to some deviation from
our theoretical prediction such as for the case of pc = 1.862 analytically showing unchanged value of α for t = 200 as
t0 > 200 and related σh > 10 based on the analytical result in the figure 20,but our analysis of this tendency for the
variation of α is still reliable.Therefore variation of α can not hold the same value even for the smallest perturbation
as σ = 0.01 if t > t0,and then we can get the transitive pattern as the obvious decline of α from the very initial
perturbation for σ = 0.01 caused by the part of obvious faster decay of LE typically for σ < 0.1 which is the result
of direct numerical observation.Then this kind of transitive pattern can be gradually vanished for the time to surpass
the part of faster decay of LE and the relatively stable variation of α can come with the feature as the values of α alter
not too much.But we notice the effect of the fluctuation of LE before saturation or just for saturation,thus we give the
specific names accordingly as non-trivial fluctuation and trivial fluctuation.As the fitting time step as 50,the effect of
fluctuation could not be smoothed out and the related expression should be have some abnormal feature.Therefore
we will summarize the study result depicted in the figure 23,24,25 for variation of local α with σ for different pc based
on our analysis and trivial fluctuation will not be pointed out particularly.
For pc = 1.85, 1.852 corresponding to classical stable dynamics,α can hold the basically same value for the effective

field of perturbation before some obvious change happened for every fixed time and particularly non-zero changed
value of α for t = 200 shows that there is not rigorously same decay law for large perturbation as t = 200 is
relatively short time which is not related to saturation for σ = 4 and σ = 3 respectively corresponding to first
obvious change.With fixed time we choose becomes large,the effective field of perturbation for holding basically same
value can become smaller as the effect of saturation.For pc = 1.866,there is the basically same value of α for every
give time respectively as t = 50, 200, 500, 2000, 5000 showing the saturation is not yet coming even for the largest
perturbation as σ = 10 in terms of the fixed time we investigate.Meanwhile the discrepancy of values related to
different time is quite large as the effect of non-trivial fluctuation,and thus we can not observe the expected value
as 2.For pc = 1.854, 1.856 corresponding to initially leaving classical stable field,the three patterns of variation still
can be found very clearly as the first pattern characterized by unchanged value related to t = 50, 200 in terms of
effective field of perturbation,the transitive pattern characterized by the obvious decline from the very initial small
perturbation as σ = 0.01 for t = 500,the relatively stable variation for t = 2000, 5000.
We can notice that most values of α for pc = 1.854 are still close to 2 for t = 50, 2000, 5000 with the fluctuation

diminished heavily but the values of α for pc = 1.856 related to the third pattern as t = 2000, 5000 are set basically
between 1 and 2 showing the effect of increasing distance from pc = 1.85, 1.852.Enlightened by this expression,we can
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FIG. 22: variation of α with σ for pc from 1.85 to 1.89 with the interval as 0.002,and related α is fitted respectively from ∆t2 or
∆t3 of LE stemming from numerical calculation or semi-classical evaluation.For simplicity,we call them as α2q , α3q , α2sc, α3sc.For
pc = 1.85, 1.852 related to graphs (a, b),the common feature of α2q and α3q is to dwell on the value as 2 for corresponding field of
perturbation respectively,and then α2q can show some clearly re-rise after σ = 3.For pc = 1.854 related to graph (c),α2q can also
basically dwell on the value as 2 for corresponding field of perturbation except the large deviation for σ = 0.01 and meanwhile α3q

can undergo initial rise,stable variation close to 2 and gradual decline,afterwards we can find the obvious drops in common very
sharply for α3q .For pc from 1.856 to 1.876 related to graphs (d, e, f, g, h, i, j, k, n),we can find the similar expressions for the pair
of pc with the same distance to pc = 1.866 taking as (1.856, 1.876), (1.858, 1.874), (1.86, 1.872), (1.862, 1.87), (1.864, 1.868).Two-
part processes of variation of α2q can be quickly transformed to typical three-part processes with alternating pc related to increase
the distance from the reference pc = 1.866,and meanwhile α3q can undergo some complicated change from parabolic variation to
two-part variation with the first basic rise as the main feature.Typical three part variation are the initial decline,intermediated
stable variation followed by a sharply drop,and final variation with obvious smaller values that can not be observed for two-
part variation.For pc from 1.878 to 1.89 related to graphs (o, p, q, r, s, t, u),typical three-part variation of α2q can hold for
pc = 1.878,and the second part and third part can be smoothed out showing the twist variation for pc = 1.88, 1.882, 1.884,and
then three-part variation can be regained for pc = 1.886 but approximated two-part variation can be found for pc = 1.888,and
lastly four-part variation combining two typical two-part variation can be found for pc = 1.89.Meanwhile α3q can have some
irregular variation with the tendency to decrease for pc = 1.878,and show the initial variation with up and down as the main
feature for pc = 1.88, 1.882, 1.884.α3q can have initial gradual rise for pc = 1.886, 1.888, 1.89 but only show the evolved closeness
to α2q for pc = 1.888, 1.89,and afterwards can undergo the limited drops followed by irregular oscillations tending to decrease
finally for pc = 1.886, 1.888 as well as the sharply drop followed by some limited oscillation tending to zero for pc = 1.89.There are
some large differences compared with α2sc and α3sc corresponding to pc adjacent to pc = 1.866 as pc = 1.862, 1.864, 1.868, 1.87
and otherwise some basic agreements can exist for the rest of pc.
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find the similar variations for the pairs of pc as (1.858, 1.874), (1.86, 1.872), (1.862, 1.87), (1.864, 1.868) symmetrically
distributed with the reference as pc = 1.866 sticking to classical stable field and the basic three pattens all can hold for
them.To investigate the time to firstly have the transitive pattern of variation of α,we can find it is t = 500 for pc before
pc = 1.87 and then it is t = 200 for rest of pc.This expression is agree with our analysis to firstly have the situation of
finding transitive pattern if the condition as t > t0 can be found and the figure 20(a) showing the variation of t0 with
pc can easily give the information that pc = 1.87 is the watershed.Here the effect of non-trivial fluctuation can make
some seeming unreasonable variation of α based on the previous study of global α which actually reflect the basic
decay laws,and they are related to t = 2000, 5000 for pc = 1.86,t = 200, 500, 2000, 5000 for pc = 1.862,t = 2000, 5000
for pc = 1.872 and t = 500, 2000 for pc = 1.87 judged by the continuous decline even with the negative value or
sharply rise happened for long time that actually can be related to relatively stable variation.Meanwhile the large
fluctuations also can make the notable discrepancies among the values of local α of different fixed time respectively for
pc = 1.864, 1.866, 1.868.For relatively short time as t = 500 for pc = 1.874, 1.876,the non-monotonic large alternations
of α after firstly passing zero can not be taken as the effect of saturation but as the effect of slow decay of LE with
large fluctuation.
For pc from 1.878 but not including 1.89,the irregular oscillation within the field of perturbation as 0.2 can be

found commonly quite notably for t = 200, 500,and actually this kind of irregular oscillation has been found for
pc = 1.876 in terms of t = 500 implicating the obvious fluctuation of LE for the field of small perturbation.Further
more,this large fluctuation of LE for small perturbation can have the affect on the variation of α in terms of long
time as t = 2000 and t = 5000 showing sharp alteration like up and down for small perturbation that can be seen
notably for pc = 1.878, 1.88, 1.882, 1.884.For pc = 1.89,the typical initial decline of α can not be found as it means
the transient fast decay related to small perturbation is vanished,and alternatively we can find some stable oscillation
of α for t = 200 within the field of perturbation as 0.2 followed by the variation with small value implicating the
existence of quite slow decay of LE.With careful comparisons of values of α in quantity for different pc in terms of
different fixed time,we find higher value is directly related to the closer distance from the referenced pc corresponding
to classical stable field as 1.852 or 1.866.Without the consideration of abnormal expressions of α caused by large
fluctuation of LE,the alternation of the values of α in quantity with pc increasing do undergo an non-monotonic
change notably showed respectively for t = 500,t = 2000 and t = 5000 as gradual decreasing tendency for pc =
1.854, 1.856, 1.858, 1.86,gradual increasing tendency for pc = 1.86, 1.862, 1.864, 1.866,and gradual decreasing tendency
for pc = 1.866, 1.868, 1.87, 1.872, 1.874, 1.876, 1.878.For pc after 1.878 but not including 1.89,such clear tendency can
not be found and the values related to relative stable variation corresponding to t = 500 are basically between 0 and
1.In terms of pc = 1.89,the values of α can be around or quite close to 1 respectively for t = 500, 2000, 5000 within
the effective field of perturbation showing exponential decay of LE.We also want to have the comparison with local α
obtained from semi-classical integral,and there are some large discrepancies of α for short time typically manifested
as t = 50 independent of pc we study,for pc distributed around pc = 1.866 as pc = 1.862, 1.864, 1.866, 1.868, 1.87,and
for pc = 1.88, 1.882, 1.884 with the long time manifested as t = 2000, 5000 in terms of large perturbation basically
larger than 1.The discrepancies of α for pc = 1.88, 1.882, 1.884 pointed out above under the conditions of the long time
and large perturbation together deserve our attention as they are related to the situation for showing the continuous
although quite slow decay of LE after some part seeming for saturation.

Then we want to study c0 and our expectation is to find the values basically independent of time or at least show

stable oscillations around some center values that validate our assumed decay law asM(t) ≈ e−c0(t)σ
ν(t)tα(σ,t)

.Here we
use σ = 0.01 to extract c0 from the decay law we assume in terms of the fitting time as 50 to reduce the likely large
fluctuation as well as show the variation finely.Actually we still find the fluctuations can be large commonly,and thus
ln(c0) is used to replace the original c0.The variations of ln(c0) are clearly showed in the figure 26 and thus encourage
to investigate the study results firstly.Here we also want to connect the study results to previous results in terms of
correspondence for the classical dynamics.Firstly there are similar variations of ln(c0) with t for pc = 1.85, 1.852, 1.866
related to classical stable dynamics as the basic feature for having stable oscillations,and further more ln(c0) can
oscillate around the values largely for pc = 1.85 but relatively small for pc = 1.852, 1.866 and the orders of center
values are similar for pc = 1.85, 1.852 but not for pc = 1.866 illustrated with reference lines commonly used in the
figure 26.For pc = 1.854, 1.856, 1.858, 1.86, 1.862, 1.864, 1.868, 1.87, 1872,the basic stable oscillations of ln(c0) are also
quite common after the previous large alternations and the amplitudes of oscillation for pc = 1.864, 1.868 closest to
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FIG. 23: Variation of local fitted α with σ corresponding to different selected time in terms of pc from 1.85 to 1.862 with the
interval as 0.002,the fitted time is fixed as 50.For pc = 1.85, 1.852 respectively,α can show the main parts which are around
expected 2 for t = 2000, 5000 and are deviated from 2 for t = 50, 200, 500 due to the effect of fluctuations of LE but also with
basically same values respectively.For the rest of pc,the situation to maintain the same value of α for short time as t = 50
can be found in terms of respectively valid field and it also can be available for t = 200 corresponding to smaller valid field
of perturbation.Meanwhile α can show the obvious declines for the rest of pc from the very initial perturbation as σ = 0.01
for t = 500 and the non-monotonic large alternation of α after firstly passing zero can be found notably for t = 2000, 5000
and mainly saturation is accountable for this expression.But the local α can also show some large deviation from the normal
expectation based on the study result of global α caused by the effect of notable fluctuation of LE that can not be smoothed
out for the fitting time we use as 50 and the related obvious expressions can be observed as t = 2000, 5000 for pc = 1.86 and
t = 200, 500, 2000, 5000 for pc = 1.862 judged by the continuous decline even with the negative value or sharply rise for long
time with the order of 103 that actually can be related to relatively stable variation.From the comparison of local α obtained
from semi-classical integral,basic agreement can be found except for short time commonly related to t = 50 as well as pc = 1.862
showed in different time.
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FIG. 24: Variation of local fitted α with σ corresponding to different selected time in terms of pc from 1.864 to 1.876 with the
interval as 0.002,the fitted time is fixed as 50.Just like the illustration in the last figure,the variations of α with σ except for
pc = 1.866 still can show the three typical patterns with time increasing as the situation to maintain same value within valid
field of perturbation in terms of short time as t = 50, 200 for pc = 1.864, 1.868 and t = 50 for pc = 1.87, 1.872, 1.874, 1.876,then
the obviously monotonous decline beginning with the very initial perturbation as σ = 0.01 emergent as t = 500 for pc =
1.864, 1.868 and t = 200 for pc = 1.87, 1.872, 1.874, 1.876,and afterwards relatively stable variation that can be seen clearly
for t = 2000, 5000.Non-monotonic large alternation of α after firstly passing zero also can be found mainly as the effect of
saturation or slow decay of LE after main decay related to t = 500 for pc = 1.874, 1.876.Besides the expressions of the large
deviation from the normal expectation based on the study result of global α as t = 2000, 5000 for pc = 1.872 and t = 500, 2000
for pc = 1.87,we also notice the values of local α related to pc = 1.864, 1.866, 1.868 can differ quite largely compared with
different time particularly for t = 50, 200, 500 caused by the large fluctuation of LE as well but we still can differentiate
the typical three patterns of variation of α with σ.Further more,we can find the similar variations for the pairs of pc as
(1.858, 1.874), (1.86, 1.872), (1.862, 1.87), (1.864, 1.868) symmetrically distributed with the reference as pc = 1.866 sticking to
classical stable field,and the change of α with σ for pc = 1.866 is basically small for given time which is similar to the variations
of α for pc = 1.85, 1.852 in terms of valid fields of perturbation.From the comparison of local α obtained from semi-classical
integral,there are some large discrepancies for short time commonly related to t = 50 as well as for pc = 1.864, 1.866, 1.868, 1.87
showed in different time.
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FIG. 25: Variation of local fitted α with σ corresponding to different selected time in terms of pc from 1.878 to 1.89 with the
interval as 0.002,the fitted time is fixed as 50.For pc which is not 1.89,the three basic patterns for the variation of α still can
be basically valid as the situation to maintain same value within valid field of perturbation for t = 50,the decline as a whole
commonly found for t = 200 in terms of the field of perturbation not more than 0.2 having some large alternation,relatively
stable variation as a whole for t = 500 but with the initial part having some intensely irregular oscillation in terms of the field
of perturbation not more than 0.2 as well.Actually this kind of irregular oscillation has been found for pc = 1.876 in terms of
t = 500 implicating the obvious fluctuation of LE for the field of small perturbation and it can have the affect for variation of
α in terms of long time as t = 2000 and t = 5000 showing sharp alteration like up and down for small perturbation that can
be seen notably in the figure for pc = 1.878, 1.88, 1.882, 1.884.Meanwhile non-monotonic large fluctuations of α after passing
zero also can be found have been showed in the last two figures and saturations are accountable for them.For pc = 1.89,the
typical initial decline of α can not be found as it means the transient fast decay related to small perturbation is vanished,and
alternatively we can find some stable oscillation of α for t = 200 within the field of perturbation as 0.2 followed by the variation
with small value implicating the existence of quite slow decay of LE.Further more,α can be around or quite close to 1 for
t = 500, 2000, 5000 in terms of the effective field of perturbation showing exponential decay of LE.From the comparison of local
α obtained from semi-classical integral,there are some obvious discrepancies for short time commonly related to t = 50 as well
as for long time as t = 2000, 5000 related to pc = 1.88, 1.882, 1.884 in terms of strong perturbation basically larger than 1.
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pc = 1.866 are much smaller compared with other pc.Here we still can find the similar variations of ln(c0) for the
pairs of pc as (1.86, 1.872), (1.862, 1.87), (1.864, 1.868) which are all symmetrically distributed with the reference as
pc = 1.866.This kind of similarity is also found in the previous study but is not applied to the pair as 1.858, 1.874 here
as the obvious discrepancies for the gradually increasing amplitude for pc = 1.874 as well as the considerable different
center values.For pc = 1.874, 1.876, 1.878, 1.88, 1.882, 1.884,the common feature for the variations of ln(c0) is the
gradually increasing amplitude and the related center values begin to around 0 from pc = 1.878.For pc = 1.886,ln(c0)
can show the slow transition to basic stable oscillation with the very initial large alternations happened.The variation
of ln(c0) for pc = 1.888 is quite similar to the case of pc = 1.886 pointed above,but the stable oscillation can not be
observed clearly.For pc = 1.89,ln(c0) mainly can show the limited fluctuation irregularly with the center value clearly
smaller than other pc since 1.878 and the initial large alternation is similar to the cases of pc = 1.886, 1.888.From
the comparison of ln(c0) obtained from semi-classical evaluation,there are some obviously large discrepancies for
pc = 1.862, 1.864, 1.866, 1.868, 1.87 symmetrically distributed with the reference pc = 1.866.Therefore we can find the
variations of ln(c0) basically are agree with our expectation and at least the order of center value can be used to study
time scale.

Now we want to use the study result of decay laws to consider the issue for time scale particularly for the comparisons
for decay speed compared with LE of strong chaos.As our assumed decay law supported extensively by numerical

results is M(t) ≈ e−c0(t)σ
ν(t)tα(σ,t)

,so the corresponding time scale can be written as τ = (c0σ
ν)−

1
α .For the comparison

of decay degree of LE related to strong chaos,we can choose K = 7 commonly used for expressing strong chaos
and meanwhile set the averaged momentum of initial quantum wave packet as pc = 3.Thus we can have a simple

mathematical inequality as σ2− ν̄
ᾱ > c0

1
ᾱ

2K(E) from the equivalent concept has been used in the study of LE for chaotic

sea in the classic limit,and the rest of work is to consider the condition definitely with related values as c0, ν̄, ᾱ put
into.Actually we can set the value of ᾱ selected from α2, α3 preferentially for α3 not close to 0 in terms of fixed
perturbation as σ = 0.1,ν̄ from the mid-value during the decreasing process for the variation of ν with t,and c0
from the averaged value of c0 extracted by σ = 0.1 within time as 103,thus indeed find the universal existence of
critical perturbations typically with the order of magnitude as 10−1.For the specific case as pc = 1.874,the values
of c0, ν̄, ᾱ can be reasonably set as e−5, 0.5, 1 and we get the condition as σ > 0.0514 with a quite straightforward
calculation.Therefore we want to check out our expectation although it is a quite rough estimate.
For directly observing this existence of critical perturbations,we firstly show the comparisons for decay de-

gree between the edge of chaos and strong chaos in the classical limit with different perturbation selected as
σ = 0.01, 0.05, 0.1.0.2, 0.3, 0.4, 0.5, 0.6, 1.Meanwhile we choose pc = 1.874, 1.878, 1.882, 1.886, 1.89 with K fixed as
3 to represent typical edge of chaos and meanwhile choose K = 7, 10 with pc fixed as 3 to represent strong chaos,thus
want to observe the transition from slower to faster decay for LE of strong chaos compared with the decay of LE
of edge of chaos.Such transitions indeed can be found for all pc we choose,it means the critical perturbations do
commonly exist.Further more,this kind of transition for the comparisons of decay degree also can be found among
the decay of LE for different pc of edge of chaos and the expressions are some complicated particularly for small
perturbation seen in the graph(a),(b).After directly showing the transitions with decay of LE,we also can compare
the decay time of LE to show critical perturbation by intersection.Here decay time τ can be numerically deter-
mined by the condition for the value of LE as e−1 and we can consider the situations belonging to edge of chaos for
pc = 1.874, 1.876, 1.878, 1.88, 1.882, 1.884, 1.886, 1.888, 1.89withK fixed as 3,and choose the strong chaos for K = 7, 10
with pc fixed as 3.The intersections for the variations of decay time between strong chaos and edge of chaos can be
found commonly and these expressions are reconciled with the theoretical expectation of existence of critical pertur-
bation with the order of magnitude as 10−1.Among the comparisons for decay time of LE related to cases of edge of
chaos,the intersections also can be found but show some kind of complicated expressions in particular for the field
of small perturbation.As the established rules for stable dynamics and strong chaos are τ ∝ σ−γ with respectively
γ = 1, 2,we can use the logarithmic coordinates to find likely similar rules.Actually these clear rules of time scale can
not be found commonly except for beginning part of perturbation related to pc = 1.89,further more we notice there
is a dramatic change from pc = 1.888 to pc = 1.89 as the slope of ln τ versus lnσ can suddenly shift roughly from 1
to 2 at least for the main part of small perturbation within 0.1.For pc = 1.878, 1.88, 1.882, 1.884,we have known the
small perturbation such as σ = 0.01 can lead to heavy decay of LE and thus the relatively small values of τ with the
order as 102 show a quite sensitive field but the variations of τ with σ as a whole are mild.
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FIG. 26: Variation of ln(c0) with t for pc from 1.85 to 1.89 with the interval as 0.002,c0 is extracted from the assumed decay law as

M(t) ≈ e−c0(t)σ
ν(t)tα(σ,t)

with the perturbation as σ = 0.01 under the condition for the fitting time as 50 to reduce the likely large
fluctuation as well as show the variation finely.In terms of graphs as (a, b, i),ln(c0) can oscillate around the values largely for pc =
1.85 but relatively small for pc = 1.852, 1.866 and the orders of center values are similar for pc = 1.85, 1.852 but not for pc = 1.866
illustrated with reference lines also commonly used in all graphs.For pc = 1.854, 1.856, 1.858, 1.86, 1.862, 1.864, 1.868, 1.87, 1872
related to graphs as (c, d, e, f, g, h, j, k, l),the basic stable oscillations of ln(c0) are also quite common after the previous large
alternations and the amplitudes of oscillation for pc = 1.864, 1.868 closest to pc = 1.866 are much smaller compared with other
pc.The similar variations of ln(c0) for the pairs of pc as (1.86, 1.872), (1.862, 1.87), (1.864, 1.868) can be found which are all
symmetrically distributed with the reference as pc = 1.866.For pc = 1.874, 1.876, 1.878, 1.88, 1.882, 1.884 related to graphs as
(m,n, o, p, q, r),the common feature for the variations of ln(c0) is the gradually increasing amplitude and the related center
values begin to around 0 from pc = 1.878.For pc = 1.886 related to graph (s),ln(c0) can show the slow transition to basic stable
oscillation with the very initial large alternations happened.The variation of ln(c0) for pc = 1.888 related to graph(t)is quite
similar to the case of pc = 1.886 pointed above,but it seems that the stable oscillation can not be observed yet.For pc = 1.89
related to graph (u),ln(c0) mainly can show the limited fluctuation irregularly with the center value clearly smaller than other
pc since 1.878 and the initial large alternation is similar to the cases of pc = 1.886, 1.888.From the comparison of ln(c0) obtained
from semi-classical evaluation,there are some obviously large discrepancies for pc = 1.862, 1.864, 1.866, 1.868, 1.87 symmetrically
distributed with the reference pc = 1.866.



47

FIG. 27: Comparison of decay speed of LE between the edge of chaos and strong chaos in the classical limit with different
perturbation selected as σ = 0.01, 0.05, 0.1.0.2, 0.3, 0.4, 0.5, 0.6, 1.Here we choose the typical cases of edge of chaos for pc =
1.874, 1.878, 1.882, 1.886, 1.89 with K fixed as 3,and choose the strong chaos for K = 7, 10 with pc fixed as 3.There is a clear
transition from slower to faster decay for LE of strong chaos compared with the decay of LE of edge of chaos,and this transition is
conform to theoretical analysis for showing the existence of critical perturbation.There also are some transitions for comparisons
of decay speed of LE among edge of chaos which are particularly complicated for small perturbation seen in the graph(a),(b).

Although we can not find the expected rules as τ ∝ σ−γ for the time numerically related to M(t) = e−1,but we
consider the likely rules still could exist for the decay time T corresponding to main decay process of LE.Therefore,we
consider two ways to get the time for studying likely rules of time scale.The one way is to use the fitting technique
to get the main time of decay of LE which has been used before to get global α,and the time we can get here should
beyond the first initial time corresponding to same decay law pointed out in the previous study.The time step to do
the fitting of LE is 20 and the condition to finish the searching is the fitting local α smaller than 0.2,this procedure is
same to the previous study to get global α and the purpose is for catching the expected time as accurate as we could
which means trial-and-error method.The other way to get the time is through the value of saturation numerically
obtained from the mean value of LE related to the time period without clear decay but just show purely very small
fluctuation,thus we can get the expected time when the value of LE just below it based on the fluctuating feature
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FIG. 28: Comparison of decay time τ between the edge of chaos and strong chaos in the classical limit in terms of logarithmic
coordinates.τ can be numerically determined by the decay process within the value of quantum fidelity as e−1 and two lines
with the names as ref1 and ref2 are illustrated to guide the eyes for respective slopes as 1 and 2 corresponding to the
rules of governing stable dynamics and strong chaos.Here we consider the situations belonging to edge of chaos for pc =
1.874, 1.876, 1.878, 1.88, 1.882, 1.884, 1.886, 1.888, 1.89 with K fixed as 3,and choose the strong chaos for K = 7, 10 with pc fixed
as 3.The intersections for the variations of decay time between strong chaos and edge of chaos can be found commonly and
these expressions are reconciled with the theoretical prediction of existence of critical perturbation to determine the transition
from the slower decay speed to faster decay speed for LE of strong chaos compared with the decay process of LE for edge
of chaos we consider here.Without considering strong chaos,the good linear dependence of ln τ on ln σ basically can not be
found except the beginning part of perturbation for pc = 1.89,so the rule as τ ∝ σ−γ can not be applied commonly.Among the
comparisons for decay time of LE related to cases of edge of chaos in the figure,the intersections also can be found but are quite
complicated.For pc = 1.878, 1.88, 1.882, 1.884,the small perturbation such as σ = 0.01 can lead to heavy decay of LE reflecting
the relatively small value of τ but the variations as a whole are mild.

of saturation.In detail,we consider the time period for averaging as the last 20000 time steps with the whole evolved
time as 50000 except for the cases of pc = 1.852, 1.854, 1.866, 1.868 requiring more evolved time as 100000 with the
last 20000 time steps for averaging.The study result is showed in the figure below and we give some clarification of
the results for understanding.
With the expectation of likely rule of time scale as T ∝ σ−γ ,we use the referent dash line and short dash line

to show the slop respectively as 1 and 2 for lnT versus lnσ actually representing the rules of time scale related to
stable field and strong chaos in the classical limit as T ∝ σ−1 and T ∝ σ−2.Considering the two ways to get T
from direct numerical computation and semi-classical evaluation,so we can have four type of study results that can
be compared together.If we just show the result from which way to get,we just call them separately as study result
1 and study result 2 for convenience.From the graph(a)to(m),we find the rule of time scale as T ∝ σ−1 is common
for pc from 1.85 to 1.874 in terms of perturbation within 1 and thus the rule of time scale is not just for the pure
stable dynamics in the classical limit.According to pc = 1.85, 1.852, 1.854,we can find the rule of time scale can shift
sharply towards T ∝ σ−2 for some field of perturbation larger than 2.For other pc except 1.856,T ∝ σ−1 still can be
the dominated rule governing time scale for large perturbation which can be applied for having the effective decline
of T .For pc from 1.876 to 1.884 corresponding to the graph from(n)to(r),the beginning discernible deviation from
T ∝ σ−1 can be found for pc = 1.876 and then this deviation becomes notable for pc = 1.88, 1.882, 1.884.According
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to the declining part of T ,the basic good linear relation for lnT versus lnσ can be commonly observed showing the
new rule as T ∝ σ−γ .Further more for the numerical result 2 and semi-classical result 2,the rule as T ∝ σ−1 still
can be found for pc = 1.88, 1.882, 1.884 in terms of large perturbation larger than 1,and these results show the whole
decay process rather than the dominantly main decay still obey the rule for stable field in the classical limit.With
pc increased further more from pc = 1.886 to 1.89,we can find originally explicit rule of time scale seems to break
but meanwhile the new rule as T ∝ σ−2 tends to form gradually for the part of perturbation with clear decline of T
observed in the graph (s), (t), (u).This expression do agree with our expectation as pc is approaching chaotic sea and
T ∝ σ−2 is related to strong chaos.
It is worth noting that the variations of T for semi-classical result 1 in terms of pc =

1.862, 1.864, 1.866, 1.868, 1.87, 1.872 are quite irregular compared with corresponding numerical result 1,and ac-
tually this expression is reconciled with the poor agreement between numerical computation of LE and semi-classical
evaluation for pc basically symmetrically distributed with the reference 1.866.Thus this kind of semi-classical
result 1 can not be considered for showing the rule of time scale and we should set the direct numerical result
as priority.Further more we notice the so-called abnormal expression for the basic rise of T in terms of small
perturbation and we call the existence of rise of T joined by the numerical result 1 and semi-classical result 1 as
pattern A1 and the existence of rise of T joined by all the study results as pattern A2.Thus firstly we can find the
very beginning abnormal rise of T for pc = 1.858 as A1 pattern as well and then the situation can be observed for
pc = 1.86 but the study result 1 can form a separate part to show the explicit rule of time scale as T ∝ σ−1 for
perturbation within σ = 1 besides the latter part joined with study result 2.The cause to have this kind expression of
A1 is the large oscillation of LE for quite small perturbation here as σ = 0.01,and the condition we set for smoothed
local α smaller than 0.2 can met although actually the decay process can not yet end at all.The reason for special
expression of time scale for pc = 1.86 in terms of two distinct parts is that the twisted situation of LE can happen
after some perturbation,actually this kind twisted situation is quite similar to oscillated situation with the key
feature as there always is the first heavy decay followed by the next relatively slow decay connected with strong
rebound.The first dramatic decay of LE can not be seen as the main decay but manifested by the first way to get
T and this kind of dramatic decay here is also the transitive decay process showed in the previous study.Therefore
we can conclude that the strong rebound leading to smoothed local α smaller than 0.2 is the reason for having
single decline of T for study result 1 if the value of saturation can not meet yet.With pc increased,we also can find
pattern A1 for pc = 1.872, 1.874, 1.876,and then pattern A2 for pc = 1.878, 1.88, 1.882, 1.884,then find A1 again for
pc = 1.886, 1.888.If there is the other situation as the first continued decay of LE is so heavy that the smallest
value of this kind of decay process could even below the value of saturation,then we can find A2 joined with the
large oscillation of LE for small perturbation as well.Finally as these two situations just disappear,thus the normal
expression of T can be found for pc = 1.89.Here we meet again the very tricky situation as small perturbation can
lead to heavy decay of LE for pc = 1.878, 1.88, 1.882, 1.884.For the comparison for the two ways to get T ,we can find
the big difference observed for pc = 1.852, 1.854, 1.874, 1.878, 1.88, 1.882, 1.884, 1.886 to show the typical expression
as the decline of T for study result 1 but unchanged value of T for study result 2.The cause is the very slow and
small decay process after the main decay process,and we can not observe the decline of T just because the time to
meet the saturation value is quite longer than 104 which is largest time we set although we notice the irregularity
of pc = 1.886 which is not a typical case.Here the values of saturation for different pc deserve attention,and we also
show the variation in the related figure below.

4. STUDY OF LE FOR CHAOTIC SEA IN TERMS OF MIXED PHASE SPACE

Here the key point study is not to find the decay process in a very detailed way,but we want to find the general
features in terms of decay process.Further more,as there are quite a few different positions for the studied quantum
wave-packet,we also want to find a likely transition of decay laws as possible as we could.In one word,we do not use
some way of a dairy of events to study the decay features for every single quantum wave-packet rather than to find
some universal expression with the transition rule.Meanwhile we also consider the previous work related to the edge
of chaos and the typical power decay law and exponential decay law are showed which are also the decay laws we want
to investigate.Based on this concept,we use some typical perturbations to study decay features with different wave-
packets and try to find the likely rules in terms of the assumed power decay and exponential decay respectively.We
show our numerical observation in the figure 7.
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FIG. 29: Variation of decay time T with σ for pc from 1.85 to 1.89 with the interval as 0.002 and there are two ways to
get T labelled as 1 and 2.For comparison,the direct numerical result and semi-classical result are all showed.The first way of
getting T is to set the condition as local α smaller than 0.2 with the fitting step as 20 as well as beyond the first period of
time having the same decay law.The second way is to set the condition as the value of LE smaller than the value of saturation
numerically obtained.The dash line and short-dash line are related to slope respectively as 1 and 2 corresponding to stable field
and strong chaos in the classical limit and can help for discerning the likely rule of time scale here.Until for pc = 1.876 from the
graph(a)to(m),the rule of time scale can be showed commonly as T ∝ σ−1 but it shows the obvious change towards T ∝ σ−2

for some field of large perturbation larger than 2 in terms of pc = 1.85, 1.852, 1.854.For pc from 1.876 to 1.884 corresponding
to the graph from(n)to(r),the beginning discernible deviation from T ∝ σ−1 can be found for pc = 1.876 and then the clear
deviation follows. Meanwhile basically good linear relation for lnT versus ln σ can be commonly observed showing the rule as
T ∝ σ−γ and the rule as T ∝ σ−1 for pc = 1.88, 1.882, 1.884 still can be found from the numerical result 2 and semi-classical
result 2 for large perturbation larger than 1 and thus there is another rule of time scale for the slow decay process beside main
decay process.With pc increased further more from pc = 1.886 to 1.89,the rule as T ∝ σ−2 tends to form gradually for the part
of perturbation with clear decline observed in the graph (s), (t), (u).It is worth noting that variations of T for semi-classical
result 1 are quite different from numerical result 1 in terms of pc = 1.862, 1.864, 1.866, 1.868, 1.87, 1.872.
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A.Semi-classical method

If the width is sufficient small with the requirement of k = ~/ξ2 >> 1,D can not be considered,but the focus we
study in this paper is k = 1 with the same widths of wave-packet in terms of position representation and momentum
representation for the best contrast to the classical point particle.The paper[22] shows that the difference between the
first order and second order could just in the short time and have the similar decay behaviors in terms of long time.
As we basically have not the sufficient theoretical information about D,so use the testing perturbation σ = 0.1 with
some chosen parameters K to see the likely differences.
It can be seen in the figure 31 and 32 that the non-linear parametersK = 1.65, 1.7, 1.85, 1.9, 2.1, 2.3, 2.6, 2.7, 2.8, 2.9, 3

all have some distinguished variations and in particular for the cases of K = 1.65, 1.9, 2.1, 2.6 having obvious large
variations. For other parameters basically the fidelity decay of first version and second version have same decay
process. How to understand this numerical result from our theory? The different effect should be related to the
function of D. When the value of D change very little in terms of different p0 for some given time,the function of D
just change the integral window with Gaussian weight,collaborated with the factor 1/D to give the basic same result
for the situation without D.But this condition can be changed and if D is changed sharply in terms of the variation
of p0 for some given time,we can not reasonably expect the same result.So this is our explanation for the different
expressions.
Based on the numerical observation above,we separate them as two groups,the group having the basic same decay

behaviors(called the first group) and the other group lacking of this situation(called the second group).Therefore,we
could use the first-type uniform semi-classical approach to treat the second type quantum fidelity decay in terms of
the first group,but should add the supplement of first type quantum fidelity to see clearly what is accounted for the
difference between the first-type uniform semi-classical approach and the second-type quantum fidelity decay.What
we use to explain the numerical result is not the direct uniform semi-classical approach but revised version-we can call
statistical semi-classical method,which was introduced firstly in the paper[3],and afterwards applied in the quantum
map and cold atoms[4, 22].But there have some controversial idea for the effectiveness about this method and the direct
contrast between the quantum decay process and corresponding semi-classical one is deserved much attention.From
our research in this paper,this method is efficient and promising for explaining quantum results. Now we want to
explicitly clarify this theoretical method with some likely misunderstanding points although the basic idea have existed
in the previous papers.
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FIG. 31: Quantum fidelity decay in terms of the first order type k = ~/ξ2 = 50 and second order type k = ~/ξ2 = 1 for chosen
typical nonlinear parameters K = 1.5, 1.55, 1.6, 1.65, 1.7, 1.75, 1.8, 1.85, 1.9, 1.95, 2, 2.1.The perturbation σ = 0.1 is used to see
the difference numerically.

B.The study of effect of semi-classical evaluation from the numerical realization

The first work in terms of theoretical interpretation is to testify this Levy distribution.We use the ensemble with
the initial momentum got in terms of Gaussian weight e−(p0−p̃0)

2/(~/ξ)2 just from the Eq. (6) and choose a very
narrow spanning field for the r0,here we use the uncertainty relation to give a Gaussian weight for the distribution of
r0.Actually the exact corresponding semi-classical method we should hire is the second-order semi-classical formula[22]
but with the argument for the issue of how to make a classical and quantum contrast,we then begin to study the
good extent for describing the P (s) with Levy distribution. For giving convincing and extend evidence,we use the
typical non-linear parameters with some time discontinued,we can see directly the fitting results.Meanwhile there also
has a indirect evidence that can be used from the formula Eq. (15)and Eq. (16),if the P (s) can be taken as the Levy
distribution quite closely,we can make a Fourier transform and should find the near linear relation for ln(−ln|F (z)|)
versus lnz in terms of z as the frequency,for simplicity we can call this kind of relation as frequency relation without
the consideration of negligible contribution from the frequencies with very small value of ln(−ln|F (z)|) that can be
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FIG. 32: Quantum fidelity decay in terms of the first order type k = ~/ξ2 = 50 and second order type k = ~/ξ2 = 1 for chosen
typical nonlinear parameters K = 2.2, 2.3, 2.4, 2.5, 2.6, 2.7, 2.8, 2.9, 3. The perturbation σ = 0.1 is used to see the difference
numerically.

thought to be set in the cut-off region. Therefore,we could use the direct contrast with probability density distribution
as well as the assumed linear relation in terms of Fourier transform as a whole to extract the information that can help
to understand the approaching extent for the semi-classical evaluation of quantum fidelity.For the considerations of
brevity and representativeness,from many numerical observation,we choose the case of K = 1.5 to give a typical and
also convincing illustration for these numerical evidences.The method we use in detail is to extract the investigated
statistical data for some evolution time we choose run in the computer for one time,that is a dynamic evolution,and
then we can make a contrast study in terms of a given specific time and observe very clearly about the tendency
of variation for different statistical density distributions for P (s) which is a key point in our study for semi-classical
interpretation.
Before we make a study for the comparison between the numerical distribution of P (s) and assumed Levy distri-

bution,with the knowledge of binary random variable in terms of initial Gaussian ensemble we take,we can obtain an
analytical formula for the initial probability density distribution P (s) as:

P (s) =
1

(πξ2)1/2(1 − s2)1/2
exp

[

− (s− s0)
2

ξ2(1− s20)

]

. (25)

Here,s0 is related to the original center of position r that can be written as r0,for the particular case of our study
for standard map we have the simple relation s0 = cos(r0).From the analytical formula we obtain,we can predict this
distribution as Gaussian distribution with high expectation as the original wave-packet for the initial ensemble is so
small and thus the variation of the term (1 − s2)1/2 can be approximately negligible compared to the latter term

exp
[

− (s−s0)
2

ξ2(1−s20)

]

.To check our theoretical estimation,we compare the numerical result and theoretical curve for the

distribution in the figure33 and also do a Fourier transform to get the slope with the linear part,the fitting slope is
2.01083 with Origin software that is close to 2 equivalent to Gaussian distribution.Therefore,we can be loosely to say
that the initial distribution of P (s) can be seen as Gaussian distribution.
Now we want to study the variations of the distribution of P (s) which is the central variable in our re-

search.Obviously,the distribution will deviate the Gaussian distribution with the dynamical evolution for the initial
ensemble and what we care about is the tendency for the variations of distribution.By now,we still can not find a
systematically analytical method to treat the problem,so we should appeal to the numerical method.We want to
find the general connection with the distribution and corresponding frequency relation,Levy distribution is expected
with the corresponding linear relation formed.We have done a lot of numerical observations and our expectations
indeed exist for some evolutive time with a given system parameter K.Obviously it is reasonable to choose some
represented case showing our observed results typically,thus we choose the case of K = 1.5 which corresponds a highly
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FIG. 33: The Panel(a)shows the comparison between the initial distribution of P (s) with direct numerical computation and the
theoretical curve,Panel(b)shows the frequency relation and the frequencies with efficient contribution form the linear relation
connected using red line and fitting slope is around 2.01 close to 2 in terms of Gaussian distribution mutually confirmed with
the panel(a).

mixed-type phase structure,and just need to study the revised version P (s − 〈s〉) without the variable g presented
in the frequency formula Eq. (16).For the special case of K = 1.5,we find a interesting and common variation that
the initial regular distribution without evolution can be changed into a very wild distribution having many peaks
and then the peaks can be smoothed out during the evolutive time passing and meanwhile the frequency relation
also have the variations reflected in the degree of linear relation,and gradually the frequency relation tends to have
the shape of linearity formed with the frequencies giving significant contribution in terms of |F (z)| corresponding
approximated Levy distribution expected.Hence we can expect an accurate evaluation in terms of using the formula
Eq. (19)for a good linear extent for frequency relation.We show this typical process in the figure34 with some selected
time using the comparison between the distribution numerically computed and the theoretical curve came from the
formula Eq. (20)and Eq. (21)although with the numerically fitting variables DL and η.For the purpose of comparing
the approximating degree using the assumed Levy distribution,we also depicted the frequency relation as a whole
to comprehand.For the case of K = 1.5,it can be seen from the figure34 to show basically monotonous variation for
quite a long time.But we also find some non-monotonous variations in some specific cases.The case of K = 1.5 is
just a typical one,thus we need to have a whole comprehension about the transitions in terms of different parameters
K,based on the investigation we have before,it is necessary further to investigate the tendency of the variations of
frequency relations with a broad parameter field.
To show the transitive pattern for the frequency relations,we express them with different represented time put into

together depicted in every sub-panel of figure35 corresponding to a specific system parameter K and one can find the
transitive pattern is quite individually but typically have the tendency to have a linear relation,and we can find the
frequency relation can be changed into the shape of concave or convex besides the expected good linearity in terms
of the consideration of the long-time expression.It is obvious that the Hamiltonian dynamics determine a specific
diffusion for a initial ensemble,in other words,a stochastic process corresponds to a complex Hamiltonian evolution
for an ensemble,and we have found some distributions of P (s) are more complicated than Levy distribution,hence the
deeper mathematical understanding of this kind of stochastic process is a high challenging question,in particular for
what kind of exact condition to form a specific distribution of P (s).Based on our investigation by now,the behavior
of long jump for an evolution of s(t) can be explained for the Levy distribution but how to extract useful and concise
mathematical formula is a open mathematical problem beyond our research in this paper.
For giving the evaluation of fidelity decay in terms of semi-classical formula,a certain number of selected frequencies

should be used,and what we care about is to consider the errors with different frequencies selected as there have some
arbitrariness that can not be disregarded in our study.The basic consideration is to check the idea that the positive
correlation for errors variations in terms of the extent of linearity of frequency relation.The first one coming in our
mind is to consider this problem technically in detail which means the investigation for every single group of chosen
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FIG. 34: Use the system K = 1.5 to show the typical variations of the distribution P (s− 〈s〉) vs s− 〈s〉 for different selective
time and corresponding the relationship ln(−ln|F (z)|) versus lnz came from the Fourier transform of P (s− 〈s〉),s comes from
∆S/ǫ.It can be shown that Levy distribution can be approximately used for the distribution P (s − 〈s〉) after some evolutive
time and related the relationship ln(−ln|F (z)|) versus lnz can be turned into linear in particular for the initial low frequency
although that can not be maintained for a some quite long time seen the figure(l)in terms of evolutive time t = 10000.Levy
fitting technique used in detail is to find the frequencies fitted to give the good fitting curve for the numerical distribution joined
with the most near semiclassical value to the quantum fidelity in terms of formula deduced as Msc(t) = exp(−2(ǫ/~)ηDL).The
frequencies we use counted without the zero frequency in terms of the ascending order for the time we select with the same
ascending order are 2,2,2,3,4,13,4,2,3,4,6,17.

frequencies with ascending order added.Along this thought,we still need to define a variable for describing the extent
of linearity of corresponding chosen frequency relation in terms of our chosen frequencies.We can borrow the idea of
variance in probability theory to characterize the degree of linearity,the idea in detail is just to consider the fitting line
firstly as the reference line and aggregate the deviation for every single frequency’s difference for ln(−ln|F (z)|) to the
corresponding value on the reference line,with the consideration of different interval between adjacent frequencies and
the whole number for the chosen frequencies as a single group,the averaged and re-scaled handling should be used.
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FIG. 35: Frequency relation as ln(−ln|F (z)|) versus lnz for selected nonlinear parameters K from 1.5 to 3 in terms of the
typical evolutive time 20,40,60,80,100,200,400,800,1000,2000,4000,6000,8000,10000 we choose.As the frequencies considered are
inversely proportional to the value range for the distribution of P (s) and the value range will be increased with the diffusion
process and hence the frequencies will be decreased for increasing evolutive time.As a result,every single frequency relation
numerically showed in the figure is shifted towards the Horizontal direction to the left with the given evolutive time enlarged.The
whole frequency relation in some time can be seen as linear relation corresponding to Levy distribution we expect,and meanwhile
the global pattern for the variations of frequency relation can be distinguished from its asymptotic expression belonging to
linear relation class or not depicted in each sub-figure.
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Therefore,we get a variable with the name that can be called Lv.Mathematically describe it as:

Lv =
(
∑n

i=1 [klnz(i) + b− ln(−ln|F (z(i))|)]2)/n
(
∑n−1

i=1 di,i+1)/n− 1
(26)

,where n is the number of frequencies chosen,z(i) express the frequency value in terms of the order i,di,i+1 shows the
distance of two adjacent points in terms of phase plane ln(−ln|F (z)|) versus lnz and k and b are the corresponding
parameters in terms of fitting linear equation ln(−ln|F (z)|) = klnz + b.
For a given evolutive time,there have a statistical distribution P (s) and corresponding frequency expression.But the

variable we define have a feature that it tends to increase with the fitting frequencies increased with the new frequency
added one by one,and obviously the corresponding error can not increase monotonously as we expect.Actually the
variations are complicated based on every individual application of semi-classical formula in detail,explain explicitly
more,for every single fitting result two semi-classical elements DL and η can be obtained to get the semi-classical result
Msc(t) = exp(−2(ǫ/~)ηDL),thus we can get to know the error in terms of the comparison with the direct quantum
fidelity.Meanwhile our attention here is also not to find the fitting method to get the nearest value to the quantum
fidelity,such as set an artificial regulation for the choosing procedure within a fitting changeable slope field through
decerning the difference of slope as the new frequencies increased for fitting,that is to say,to find the good linear
part to fit,but we still find this method can not give the nearest value and it can not reflect the internal structure of
frequency expression.Therefore we notice the global structure of the frequency expression with time variation is the
key point to find the positive correlation we expect.For simplicity we can call the error as the mathematical symbol δ.
As the amplitude contribution is different from different frequency, and we can find many frequencies just give

very small contribution to the related amplitude,thus here we just consider the frequencies corresponding to the
relative large amplitude with the standard ln(−ln|F (z)|) < 1 as the remain frequencies give small contribution for
the amplitude and then we can think they are not important to give the basic shape of statistical distribution of
P (s) if having a inverse Fourier transform.Thus we should check our idea here in terms of the time evolution from
the averaged treatment.We show the results we get and basically conform to our expectation,for simplicity we call
the averaged Lv as the symbol 〈Lv〉 and the averaged δ as the symbol 〈δ〉. when 〈Lv〉 is changed to be higher and
we could reasonably expect a higher value for 〈δ〉.The variations of different system parameter K in terms of time
sequence we selected are showed in the figure average relation and the basic expectation hold.
Here we should give some notes for the result we get in terms of figure average relation.Firstly we find the expression

is highly individually,there have not the common pattern for everyK.Secondly,in terms of the global tendency with the
variation of 〈Lv〉 via 〈δ〉,the positive correlation actually exist but not very rigorously in particular for the numerical
observations of the cases K = 1.6 and K = 2.2 as well as for some initial time within the order of magnitude 102.The
likely explanation is that positive correlation for the degree of linearity to the error can not be hold monotonously
and thus this kind of variation can undergo some large deviation of expected relation.Further more,the variable Lv

we define may be not a very good indicator that have the coarse-grain property which means to have the different
configuration of frequency expression but with the same value corresponding to the different errors.Thus we just can
have some reasonable expectation of the positive correlation for typical situations,but can not guarantee exactly for
the relation happening sheer universally.
Surely,we also need to have the basic understanding of variations of errors with different fitting in terms of different

group of chosen frequencies increased gradually.The most direct observation is to see the comparison between fitted
semi-classical result and related quantum fidelity,then we can understand the errors in terms of different fitting
procedure.The extensively numerical results show that it is not always true for the semi-classical value with initial
fitting frequencies more close to the corresponding quantum value.This kind of situation just can be ascertained in
the very good linearity,thus we need to understand the variation based on the formula Msc(t) = exp(−2(ǫ/~)ηDL) in
detail.
For simplicity,we can call the fitting number of corresponding frequencies Nf .We can consider DL as the function

of η because every fitting procedure we can get a pair value of η and DL with the knowledge of slope and intercept of
fitting line,it inspires us there have the interdependence with η and DL which means we can see DL as the function
of η mathematically.Then we can take the η as the function of Nf .Inserting into the semi-classical formula and
subtracted by the quantum fidelity,we can get to know the relation about how the error is changed with increasing
Nf .Further more,we make a lot of numerical study about this question and find DL for a given typical time can be
seen approximately as the exponential function of η with the mathematical form:DL ≈ c+ ae−bη,a, b, c are the fitting
parameters.Meanwhile we also can predict the likely linear dependent relation for DL via η as DL ≈ aη + b,a, b are
the fitting parameters,and get numerical verification.(can be continued!)
From the variation of η with Nf ,we can understand the variation of Msc with Nf as well as with error δ further

more.Thus we can see there have some competitions in the expressions of Msc given in the appendix A in terms
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FIG. 36: The variations of averaged δ (〈δ〉)to the averaged Lv (〈Lv〉)in terms of the time interval 50 for different system
parameters K.Averaging procedure is performed for the frequencies with the contribution of ln(−ln|F (z)|) < 1 gradually
added.The basic expectation of positive relation for them is hold in terms of the tendency of variation globally although we
can find this relation can not be rigorously correct in particular for the case of K = 1.6 and K = 2.2 as well as some initial
time with the order of magnitude 102.
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of specific conditions that cause non-monotonous variation for the η via Nf monotonously.We show the variations
for different conditions in the table below clearly,and then we also give the mathematical analysis in the Appendix
A.Therefore although it is a highly individual manifestation for every single system parameter K in terms of a specific
time,we can show there only have some basic patterns for the likely changeable variations in the Table 1 and Table 2.

For every single parameterK,we can find the common tendency for the variation ofDL via η with time increased,that
is for the transitive pattern from decreasing function type rapidly to increasing function type.Now we need to show
how to apply our analytical method to give the evaluation compatible with numerical results for the variation of Msc

with fitting frequencies added,as their expressions depend heavily on every single situation with fitting parameters
corresponding to specific system parameter K as well as a given time,simply said just for a given specific distribution
of P (s),so our attention here is related to embody the analytical method itself with illustrative examples in particular
for showing the likely existed critical value for η∗ and η∆ in the table 1 and 2.Further more,the expression about DL

via η for some different K in terms of a given specific time could be set in a very approximating curve in common
although there generally have some deviated position for the same fitting order corresponding to increase fitting
frequencies.This situation exists for the close expression for frequency relation that have been checked numerically
and extensively which can be easily understood for the roughly similar distribution of P (s) likely for some given time
as the classical ensemble evolution from the same initial distribution although for different Hamiltonian in terms of
different K.Therefore we want to have a demonstrative explanation about typical non-monotonous variation for Msc

via Nf from the knowledge of the tendency of variation about DL via η,the figure Mnf show our method using K = 1.9
with the time for 4000.

Now we want to calculate the critical values for typical strength of perturbation with commonly used Levenberg-
Marquardt Algorithm,and actually the prediction of changing tendency for monotonicity should be independent for
different approximations with different but enough good fitting models as it is a objective truth which means we
can uniformly substitute the exponential approximation for linear approximation,in other words,the critical values
calculated with different fitting models could be equivalent as the different fitting parameters corresponding to different
fitting models can guarantee this conception.Meanwhile,we just need to investigate a limited number frequencies fitted
to observe the changing tendency of semi-classical decay fidelity,only concentrating on the initial part of frequencies.For
these considerations,we use the first fitting frequencies as the number three(without zero frequency) and then add

Table 1.The monotonicity of Msc via η in terms of the exponential relation for DL via η.

a b c σ Added condition η∗ Msc

positive negative positive (0, 1) Inexisence Inexistence Increasing function

Negative Negative Positive (0, 1)

c
a
lnσ > |b+ lnσ| Inexistence Increasing function

c
a
lnσ < |b+ lnσ| Existence

Decreasing function for (0, η∗)
Increasing function for (η∗,∞)

Positive Positive Positive (0, 1)
b+ lnσ < 0 Inexistence Increasing function

b+ lnσ > 0,| c
a
lnσ| > b+ lnσ Existence

Increasing function for (0, η∗)
Decreasing function for (η∗,∞)

Positive Positive Negative (0, 1)
b+ lnσ > 0 Inexistence Decreasing function

b+ lnσ < 0, c
a
lnσ > |b+ lnσ| Existence

Decreasing function for (0, η∗)
Increasing function for (η∗,∞)

Positive Positive Positive (1,∞) Inexistence Inexistence Decreasing function

Positive Negative Positive (1,∞)

b+ lnσ > 0 Inexistence Decreasing function
b+ lnσ < 0, c

a
lnσ > |b+ lnσ| Inexistence Decreasing function

b+ lnσ < 0, c
a
lnσ < |b+ lnσ| Existence

Increasing function for (0, η∗)
Decreasing function for (η∗,∞)

Negative Negative Positive (1,∞)

b+ lnσ < 0 Inexistence Decreasing function
b+ lnσ > 0,| c

a
lnσ| > b+ lnσ Inexistence Decreasing function

b+ lnσ > 0,| c
a
lnσ| < b+ lnσ Existence

Increasing function for (0, η∗)
Decreasing function for (η∗,∞)

Positive Positive Negative (1,∞)
| c
a
lnσ| < b+ lnσ Inexistence Decreasing function

| c
a
lnσ| > b+ lnσ Existence

Increasing function for (0, η∗)
Decreasing function for (η∗,∞)
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FIG. 37: A illustrative example to show how to use critical value of η to understand the monotonicity of the variation of
corresponding semiclassical fidelity value Msc.We choose the system parameter as K = 1.9 and the evolutive time for 4000.Based
on the standard procedure to do a transformation of the distribution of P (s) to get the module of spectrum |F (z)| with z as the
frequency.Then we fit the initial three frequencies (without the zero frequency) to get the related η and DL,and then continuesly
get the new η and DL with a new nearest higher frequency added to form a new group for fitting,here Nf the fitting number
initially from three.Figure(a)shows the tendency of variation of DL via η typically with time increased and firgure(b)shows
the variation for time as 4000 of which firgure(c)and(d)are two subsections corresponding to typical exponential and linear
approximation.The arrows in the figure(e)show the property of monotonicity with ↑ for increasing function and ↓ for decreasing
function in terms of the relationship between Msc and η,and η∆ = 1.44125 is the critical value of η caculated by the linear
approximation from the variation of DL via η in terms of a choosen perturbation σ = 0.01.Correspondingly,through recursive
relation,we show the property of monotonicity for Msc via Nf through the relation of η via Nf in the Figure(f) and its expression
for the monotonicity agrees with our prediction from the relation of η via Nf ,in particular with attention for the change in
the near field of critical value η∆,but if we make a very accurate observation,we find the value of Msc corresponding to Nf for
18 and 19 are 0.415514762664042 and 0.415514490855192 with high precision that deviate the prediction for increasing as the
fitting itself can not be good enough to give such a good prediction to grasp the tendency for a very small variation.Therefore,we
give a illustrative example to show the efficiency of our method to understand the basic varaition for semiclassical value Msc

via Nf in terms of a given perturbation with likely its limitation.
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up to the number twenty-three,and then fit these groups of different frequencies to get the pair of variables DL and
η further taken as the data used as to get the fitting parameters in terms of our assumed mathematical model and
then further we can get the critical value η∗ although there have some existing conditions for different compositions
of corresponding parameters.
First of all,for σ < 1 we have three likely combinations of signs for the fitting parameters a, b, c that give the possible

η∗:(+,+,+),(+,+,−) and (−,−,+) from the Table 1.The corresponding conditions of existence of the critical value
η∗ are (b + lnσ > 0, | ca lnσ| > b + lnσ),(b + lnσ < 0, c

a lnσ > |b + lnσ|),and ( ca lnσ < |b + lnσ|).It is very easy to
combine the two inequalities to the one inequality in terms of the reasonable meaning,such as we can not consider lnσ
larger than something that is positive as the lnσ itself just is negative,so that kind of situation should not be included
and what we get for constructing the one equality with some combination of the fitting parameters should have
considered this kind of problem and thus guarantee the validity of the one inequality.Therefore,taken the the situation
of (+,+,+) as a case to illustrate,the condition b + lnσ > 0 leads to σ > e−b,and the condition of | ca lnσ| > b + lnσ

leads to σ < e−
ab

a+c ,so we can get the one inequality as e−b < σ < e
−ab
a+c .For the case of combination of (+,+,−),the

existing condition is b + lnσ < 0 and c
a lnσ > |b + lnσ|,so b + lnσ < 0 leads to σ < e−b, ca lnσ > |b + lnσ| leads to

lnσ(1 + c
a ) > −b,according to the positive or negative of 1 + c

a ,we can get the two different results σ > e−
ab

a+c and

σ < e−
ab

a+c ,combined with the previous result σ < e−b,we can get e−
ab

a+c < σ < e−b and 0 < σ < e−b.Then we can also
use the same method to the combination of (−,−,+),the existing condition is c

a lnσ < |b+ lnσ|,this condition can lead

to lnσ(1 + c
a ) < −b,according to the positive or negative of 1 + c

a ,we can get the two different results σ < e−
ab

a+c and

σ > e−
ab

a+c ,if we pay attention to the field of σ as (0, 1), so we can accordingly get 0 < σ < e−
ab

a+c and e−
ab

a+c < σ < 1.
Using the very same method,we can also treat the situation for σ > 1,and we can find there have three kinds

of combinations of fitting parameters in our numerical study as (+,+,−), (+,−,+)(−,−,+) and show the likely
existence of critical value η∗.We also can give a similar analysis,the corresponding conditions for existence are | ca lnσ| >
b+ lnσ,(b+ lnσ < 0, ca lnσ < |b+ lnσ|),and (b+ lnσ > 0, | ca lnσ| < b+ lnσ) also given in the Table 1.For the combination
of (+,+,−),the condition | ca lnσ| > b+ lnσ leads to lnσ(1+ c

a ) < −b,according to the positive or negative of 1+ c
a ,we

can get two different results σ < e−
ab

a+c < 1 and σ > e−
ab

a+c ,for the first one is actually impossible as it contradicts

with the precondition σ > 1 and should be deleted.Then the available field for σ is σ > e−
ab

a+c .For the combination

of +,−,+,the condition b + lnσ < 0 leads to σ < e−b and the condition c
a lnσ < |b + lnσ| leads to σ < e−

ab
a+c ,we

combine the two results above and finally get the available field is 1 < σ < e−
ab

a+c .For the combination of (−,−,+),the
condition b+ lnσ > 0 leads to σ > e−b and the condition | ca lnσ| < b+ lnσ leads to lnσ(1 + c

a ) > −b,according to the

positive or negative of 1 + c
a ,we can get two different results σ > e−

ab
a+c and σ < e−

ab
a+c ,combined with σ > e−b,the

available field is σ > e−
ab

a+c .Actually the situation of −,−,+ is very few,so we don’t need to consider it as a main
fitting pattern rather than a uncertainty for fitting.We compare two algorithms with the basic framework of L-M
method,and the algorithm we use finally can not have the situation of (−,−,+),so we will don’t consider this kind of
pattern for fitting parameters.
Now we choose K = 1.95 to give a typical case showing the variation of fitted parameters and for strictness we

depict two kinds of parameters using different algorithms although in the basic framework of Levenberg-Marquardt
method.From the figure,we can find the differences existing in the some kind of bad situations for fitting in terms
of the exponential model used,the so-called term bad we use can be characterized with running steps,and we use
the maximal running steps as 2000,and for most cases,the actual steps are far below this setting value,but for the
situations with the obvious differences of the parameters the time steps are 2000 which show the outcome can not
obtain the precision we set in the computer program but have a basic good fitting effect with sufficient long steps,so

Table 2.The monotonicity of Msc via η in terms of the linear relation for DL via η.

a b σ Added condition η∆ Msc

Positive Negative (0, 1) Inexistence Existence
Decreasing function for (0, η∆)

Increasing for (η∆,∞)

Negative Positive (0, 1) Inexistence Existence
Increasing function for (0, η∆)

Decreasing for (η∆,∞)

Positive Negative (1,∞)

a
b
+ lnσ < 0 Existence Decreasing function

a
b
+ lnσ > 0 Existence

Increasing for (0, η∆)
Decreasing function for (η∆,∞)

Negative Positive (1,∞)

a
b
+ lnσ < 0 Inexistence Increasing function

a
b
+ lnσ > 0 Existence

Decreasing function for (0, η∆)
Increasing function for (η∆ ,∞)
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FIG. 38: The typical variations of fitted parameters to the time for K = 1.95,(a),(b)and (c)are for the three parameters a, b, c
fitted with the model DL = c + aexp(bη).We use the continual curve to express the variation rather than the points,and our
emphasis is to show the basic tendency for the variations,the three sub-figures of (a)shows the variations in detail for the part
which can not be seen in the origianl (a).The suddently rising or falling part have some obvious differences and the intermediate
part of (a)and (c) also have very obvious differences which correspond to the expected precision can not be satisfied as the
fitting data itself is not very good for expected exponential model.For very serious check,in terms of initial part,not just in this
case of K = 1.95,the fitting results of the algorithm 1 (The version of Timothy Sauer in the book of Numerical Analysis)have
better fitting effect which maybe show a more flexible adaptability.

the maximal running step 2000 can be seen reasonably.The main algorithm we use from author Timothy Sauer in
terms of the popular book Numerical Analysis and the other version is from the original article[50] which are all called
in the figure 38 with the simple name as algorithm 1 and algorithm 2.In this paper,we hire the version of Timothy
Sauer in the book of Numerical Analysis which show a better fitting effect.

The fitted parameters a, b, c for the fitting model DL = c+ aexp(bη) have basic features in our numerical compu-
tations,for a is expected small but can suddenly rising for some time interval long or short and the variation of b is
some kind of complicated with the changing field among the order of 10 and c basically have the gradual tendency
to increase to the maximal degree of the order of 103 but often have some very large negative fluctuations to the
negative value at large to the order of −104.Through our very rigorous check repeatedly,we have to claim that the
parameters fitted can not be determined uniquely for all the time but we find our fitting parameters can have a good
fitting effect which means the fitting points are very close to the original points in terms of DL versus η,and actually
we use some alternative algorithm to fit to get the different parameters but with the same fitting effect which prove
for some cases the fitting results are not unique but do not affect the basic variation of the parameters as a whole
with our real interest here.
Then we also can make a simple mathematical analysis to predict the numerical results for the monotonicity of

η∗ as − 1
b ln[− a

clnσ (b + lnσ)] assumed for existence.In terms of the available field of σ,we can make a differential of
− 1

b ln[− a
clnσ (b+ lnσ)],we can get the result as:

dη∗

dσ
=

1

(b+ lnσ)(lnσ)σ
. (27)

So we can find that the parameters a and c are deleted and just the crucial part b + lnσ determines the sign of the
differential.For σ < 1,the differential can be positive for the parameters patterns as (+,+,−) and (−,−,+),negative for
the parameter pattern as (+,+,+).For σ > 1,the differential can be positive for the parameters patterns as (+,+,−)
and (−,−,+),negative for the parameters pattern (+,−,+).Actually we need not consider the case of (−,−,+) for
the practical numerical computation.
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Based on the parameters we fit,we can decide the likely changing field for σ separately considered with 0 < σ < 1
and σ > 1 as σ = 1 being the boundary in terms of the above theoretical analysis.The main interest here is to
consider the situation of 0 < σ < 1 and we also get the changeable field for existence of critical value of η for different
combination of the parameters fitted.As for one time,there have two bounds for the maximal and minimal value for the
field of σ corresponding to existence of critical value η∗,and with time variation,we can obtain the changing tendency
for different time.Actually the tendency of changing itself also can change just like the relation between velocity and
acceleration and we just make a derivation of 1

(b+lnσ)(lnσ)σ and can find the term as:

d2η∗

dσ2
= − 1

(b+ lnσ)σlnσ

d

dσ
[(b + lnσ)σlnσ] = − 1

(b+ lnσ)σlnσ
[lnσ2 + (b+ 2)lnσ + b] (28)

For practical computation,we can find there only have three combinations of fitting parameters a, b, c with the patterns
in terms of the sign of positive or negative as (+,−,+),(+,+,+),and (+,+,−),actually the pattern (−,−,+) basically
can not be found that we do not consider actually in this paper.As the previous analysis of the bounds,for σ < 1,there
actually only have the bounds for the two patterns (+,+,+),(+,+,−),and corresponding bounds are e−b < σ <

e−
ab

a+c ,e−
ab

a+c < σ < e−b with the additional condition 1 + c
a > 0,and 0 < σ < e−b with the additional condition

1 + c
a < 0,for σ > 1,there also just have two patterns (+,−,+),(+,+,−) that have the possibilities for having the

bounds and corresponding bounds are 1 < σ < e−
ab

a+c and σ > e−
ab

a+c with the addition condition 1 + c
a < 0.For the

consideration of second order derivative d2η∗

dσ2 ,we can introduce the transition value to decide its positive or negative

connected with two roots of lnσ2 +(b+2)lnσ+ b as e[−(b+2)−
√
b2+4]/2 and e[−(b+2)+

√
b2+4]/2.For simplicity,we can call

the smaller root as the σ1 and the bigger one as the σ2.In terms of σ < 1 corresponding to b > 0,[−(b+2)−
√
b2 + 4]/2 <

[−(b + 2) −
√
b2]/2 = [−(b + 2) − b]/2 = [−2b − 2]/2 = −b − 1,so σ1 < e−b−1 = e−be−1,as b > 0,thus we can get

σ1 < e−b and σ1 < e−1.For consideration of σ2,[−(b+2)+
√
b2 + 4]/2 = − 1

2 [(b+2)−
√
b2 + 4] > − 1

2 [(b+2)− b] = −1

and [−(b + 2) +
√
b2 + 4]/2 > [−(b + 2) + 2]/2 = − b

2 > −b,thus we can get σ2 > e−1 and σ2 > e−b.In terms of

σ > 1,only the pattern (+,−,+) have the possible transition value,and we find | − (b + 2)| <
√
b2 + 4 which means

−(b + 2) −
√
b2 + 4 < 0 whatever b is positive or negative,thus we can get σ1 < 1 and −(b + 2) +

√
b2 + 4 > 0,and

easily find σ2 > e−b−1 and σ2 > e−
b
2 .

Therefore,the transition value just is one of roots,and we can get the changing fields with bounds and possible

transition value.In terms of σ < 1,e−b < σ2 < e−
ab

a+c for (+,+,+),e−
ab

a+c < σ1 < e−b with the additional condition
1+ c

a > 0 for (+,+,−),0 < σ1 < e−b with the additional condition 1+ c
a < 0 for (+,+,−).In terms of σ > 1,1 < σ2 <

e−
ab

a+c for (+,−,+). As the field between σ1 and σ2,lnσ
2 + (b+ 2)lnσ + b < 0 and beyond this field for the contrary.

Through the numerical computation based on the guide of theoretical judgement for how to determine the field of
σ for existence of critical value η,we can get the variation of lower bound and upper bound of σ.It also can be seen as
a prediction and need to calculate the critical value η∗ with some different perturbations to testify our prediction and
meanwhile to see directly the fields of the critical value as to what extent they are truly set in the changeable field
of η for just initial limited fitting,loosely to say roughly between 1 and 2.Further more,we also can test the changing
tendency of critical value from our theoretical prediction in terms of the formula Eq. (27) as well as the effect of the
transition value originated from the formula Eq. (28). That is to say,we can compute the available fields numerically
from the fitting parameters with all the time added with the likely transition value and study the variations of critical
values in terms of some typical perturbations.Based on this spirit,we depict the figure 39 and 40 to show the basic
numerical results agreed with our analysis in terms of the situation for σ < 1,and use the figure 41 to show the
corresponding expressions for σ > 1 with a specific system parameter K = 1.75 as well as the typical variations of the
η∗ to σ with the time fixed in terms of situations for σ < 1 and σ > 1 which mainly show the effect of the transition
value.
Actually we also can find the tendency of the variation of the transition value is reconciled with the term e−b

in terms of the situation for σ < 1 without the consideration of the pattern (−,−,+) and it is easy to know from

simple mathematical derivation.For b > 0,in terms of the pattern (+,+,+),the transition value is e[−(b+2)+
√
b2+4]/2,if

we make a derivation of (b + 2) −
√
b2 + 4,the result is 1 − b√

b2+4
> 0 which show a increasing function with the

same tendency of b which is the simplest case of increasing function.For the pattern (+,+,−) as well as b > 0,the
corresponding part of the transition value is (b + 2) +

√
b2 + 4 which is a obvious increasing function the same with

b,thus we can expect the same tendency of the variation of the transition value to the lower bound of the pattern
(+,+,+) and the same tendency to the upper bound of the pattern (+,+,−),and we can find our numerical results
completely support our prediction showed clearly in the figure 39.For the situation of σ > 1,in terms of the initial
part of time,the pattern is dominated by (+,−,+) and with the assumed small effect of a

a+c ,the transition value
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is e[−(b+2)+
√
b2+4]/2,and use the same method,we can know the tendency of the variation of the transition value is

close to the tendency of the upper bound e−
ab

a+c of (+,−,+),and basically it is true as the typical case for the fitting
parameter c often small and actually the term a

a+c is close to 1 that could be neglected corresponding the bound

e−
ab

a+c dominated by the term e−b.This kind of expression can be seen clearly in the figure 41(a).

One can find the existence and changing tendency for η∗ coming from numerical results typically showed in the
figure 40 are agreed with our analysis and further more we can find the U-shaped pattern for the variations versus
time is quite common that can be explained as the the variations of parameters a, b, c for inverted U-shape,not large
variation and U-shape accordingly combined with the formula of η∗ = − 1

b ln[− a
clnσ (b+ lnσ)].

In terms of the case of σ > 1 which is not our main consideration here as the large perturbation leading to the
very rapidly decay in a very short time making the semi-classical prediction with Levy distribution out of work as
it requires relatively long time to form.For detail,the combination of parameters a, b, c for +,+,+ can not have the
existence of η∗ from our analysis,and we find the upper bound for the situation of +,−,+ corresponding to the initial
time less than 50 and the values can be span from the order of 101 to 108,for the situation of +,+,−,there only have
the lower bounds which span basically from 1 to 3 although very few case of some very large value sudden emergent
with the order of 103 or even larger.Why there have the very large fluctuation for the changeable field for σ > 1?the

reason is the term − ab
a+c is positive and for some specific combination of the parameters the bound value e−

ab
a+c can

be very large even the variation of single parameter is some kind of small.So even there have a very large fluctuations
for the variations of parameters,the variation of − ab

a+c still could change small.For typical cases,a + c or ab become

much smaller or larger with ab or a+ c changing not so much,then the very large value of e−
ab

a+c can be expected.We
find the variations of the value of the bounds are more complicated than the situation for σ < 1,the basic explanation
here is the complexity of the variations in terms of σ < 1 can be covered to some extent as the bound value tends to
1 or 0 when ab

a+c is sufficient small or large but this situation can not applied to σ > 1 as the bound value is taken as

the increase function ex with x > 0.here x = − ab
a+c > 0,so the variations of parameters a, b, c can have a more clear

effect leading to a high individual feature for the variations of the bound value of σ > 1.For practical consideration,the
bounds just give the existence of η∗ but we need to know whether they can be set in the real fitting field basically
between 1 and 2,and we find numerically this kind of situation exists but much fewer than the case of σ < 1.
It is worth noting that the variations ofMsc in terms of a very small variation of η can be seen as a very simple Tylor

expansion.For the exponential approximation DL = c+ aexp(bη),we have Msc ≈ exp{−2a[ cae
ηlnσ + eη(b+lnσ)]}.With

η = η0 + ∆η,and use the symbol M0
sc ≡ exp{−2a[ cae

η0lnσ + eη
0(b+lnσ)]} as the approximated semi-classical value

corresponding to the variable η0,then we get ∆Msc with a simplistic version as:

∆Msc ≈ −M0
sc[2c e

η0lnσ lnσ + 2a eη
0(b+lnσ)(b + lnσ)]∆η. (29)

For linear approximation with the same Tylor expansion,and define here M0
sc ≡ exp{−2b[ab e

lnη0+η0lnσ + eη
0lnσ]},we

have the similar expression for the relation of ∆Msc via ∆η as:

∆Msc ≈ −M0
sc[2a e

lnη0+η0lnσ(
1

η0
+ lnσ) + 2b eη

0lnσlnσ]∆η. (30)

The numerical results we observe basically agree with the theoretical prediction at least in a very short field in terms
of η,here we can give a typical case with k = 1.5 for the time step as 2800 to show our prediction in the figure 41.

Therefore,it seems some kind of wasting so much energy to study the fitting detail,but for seriousness,we consider
this study is helpful to clarify the accuracy of the semi-classical prediction with the fitting procedure in detail,and the
wide existence of η∗ and its monotonous variation versus increasing perturbation suggest us to use a fewer frequencies
for fitting to get the η and DL to decrease the chance to approach the η∗ to get the accuracy of semi-classical
evaluation towards quantum fidelity mainly from corresponding statistical similarity to Levy distribution .Thus,we
uniformly choose four frequencies to make a fitting for giving the semi-classical evaluations to the direct quantum
fidelity decay in this paper.
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FIG. 39: The variations of the lower bound,upper bound and transition value of perturbation σ to the time in terms of the
situation for existing of critical value of η within the consideration of 0 < σ < 1,caculated with the different combination of
fitted parameters in terms of DL versus η with the number of fitting frequencies increased gradually from the initial three
frequencies to the maxium twenty-two.For all the system parameters K considered here,there show some basic patterns as
the changing order for the pattern of parameters can be similar for some cases that can be seen easily but not entirely same
expression for any two K,and also find there basically have the intermittency between two different continuous variations for
a given K.The existence of transition value is very common and the tendency of the variation is reconciled with the term e−b

corresponding to the lower bound of the pattern (+,+,+) and the upper bound of the pattern (+,+,−) that can be derivated
mathematically and proved numerically here.
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FIG. 40: The variations of critical value of η∗ to the time with three typical perturbation σ = 0.01, 0.1, 0.4 used for the
contrast,and the expressiones are agreed entirely with the changeable field of σ we obtain in the figure 39 and the changing
tendencies are also agreed with our theoretical analysis in terms of the formula Eq. (27).One can find the U-shaped pattern for
the variations of η∗ is very special but also quite common and also find η∗ exists with a high expectation in the field between one
and two corresponding the practical field for η,so it shows the non-monotonic variations of Msc for increasing fitting frequencies
are common obsvered in a lot of numerical computation.
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FIG. 41: A typical illustration for the variations of bounds for increasing time as well as corresponding variations of η∗ in
terms of different available perturbations σ with the category of σ > 1 corresponding to the system parameter K = 1.75 are
showed in the figure(a),(b),(c)and(d).Besides the bounds,there also have the possible transition values to change the tendency
of amplitude of variations just like the relation between the physical quantity velocity and acceleration,for the contrast,all the
four basic patterns for the variations of η∗ to available σ are illustrated using four typical cases in the figure(e),(f),(g)and(h) in
terms of the situations for σ < 1 and σ > 1.The expressions of these variations are all agreed with the theoretical analysis and
the sub-figures show the variations of the increment of η∗ computed with the symmetrical distribution around the transition
value when there have the transition values and clearly show the changing situation happened as we expect.The basic linear

relation in the figure (e),(f)and(g) can be explained as the transition value actually is a extremal point for dη∗

dσ
,thus one can

expect almost constant for it with the vincinity of the transition value which means basically the same slope for the variation
of η∗ to σ,the closer the better showed clearly in the figure(f).
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FIG. 42: A illustrative case for the Tylor expansion of Msc in terms of a short field of η,K = 1.5 and t = 2800.(a)The variations
of ∆Msc to the ∆η in terms of the direct numerical result and the other result for corresponding Tylor expansion.In the
initial part,there are basically very close and then seperate quickly.(b)the original variation for Msc versus η which shows a
non-monotonic curve agreed well with our critical value caculated for η∗ = 1.24814.For a more clear illustration,(c)shows the
variation of DL to η.For a good fitting,we just use the initial twenty values of η to obtain the fitting parameters a, b, c in terms
of the model DL = c+ aexp(bη).

C.Typical properties for quantum fidelity joined with Semi-classical evaluation

Now it is the time to use our semi-classical method to understand the quantum fidelity and the real important
factor just the probability density distribution of P (s) that is s = cos(r) in our study.Further more,one with careful
reading can find our method actually is based on the fitting technique we have discussed a lot,but can treat all the
available perturbations just from the one thing P (s),for more detail,the two variables DL and η.
So firstly we want to show our numerical calculations about the variations of DL and η with the time in terms of

all the systems with different K taken consideration,the focus here is to find some basic patterns for the variations.As
the initial time corresponds to the situation obviously without Levy distribution of P (s),we do not consider the initial
time with the scale as 50 and show the variations of DL and η for the rest of time.These results are depicted in the
figure 42 and 43.

Now we show the numerical results of the dependence of DL and η on the time and show the obvious non-Gaussian
random process as the basic features of Gaussian random process is η = 2 and the linear increasing function of time
for DL which lead to exponential decay of fidelity decay satisfied in the strong chaos have been studied extensively.But
for our study here,the random process we study actually even is not a standard random process from rigorous mathe-
matical idea as the asymptotic value of η seems to not be applied universally from our numerical computation,which
implicit the random attractor can not always hold at least for quite a long time.From the numerical results we get
showed in the figure 43 and 44,we can find there have successive pattern for the variation as a whole obviously for
η and we expect this expression is universal to some extent for other study models when the system parameters
can change monotonously.Actually this expression also can be seen here as a simple and whole characterization of a
very complicated phase space with chaotic and regular field in coexistence through the consideration of dynamical
evolution of a ensemble.
Actually DL and η are the seeds to get all the important information with our interest in fidelity decay as decay

rate and decay exponent in terms of the good evaluation of real quantum fidelity,thus the direct contrast between
quantum fidelity and corresponding semi-classical one is one of main task in our study.Further more,the effectiveness
of our semi-classical method should be considered,and we want to use the contrast between quantum fidelity and
direct semi-classical integral to investigate.Now firstly we should consider the decay rate and decay exponent with
DL and η separately and then hold together. If we take the formula Msc(t) = exp(−2(ǫ/~)ηDL) to give the assuming
decay law M(t) ≃ e−ctα ,it is obviously found that the terms (ǫ/~)η and DL should give the α together,which are
divided into two parts that we can call as αη and aDL

in terms of the relation (ǫ/~)η ∝ tαη and DL ∝ tαDL .Therefore
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FIG. 43: The variations of DL to the time without initial 50 taken consideration for oviously deviating the assumation of
Levy distribution of P (s) corresponding to choosen system parameters K.In detail,DL is calculated with initial non-zero four
frequencies corresponding to Fourier transform of P (s) in terms of assumed Levy distribution.Basically DL increase with
the time increasing but there also have decreasing situations within some time scale.These different expressions come from
the diffusion of the initial classical ensemble corresponding to the initial quantum Gaussian wavepacket in terms of different
choosen parameters K.
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FIG. 44: The variations of η to the time with the same consideration for DL as they are fitted at the same time with common
fitting technique,the detail can be seen in the figure above for the variations of DL.As the value of η is a important index for the
statistical feature of P (s),the dependence of s on the time can be seen as non-Gaussian random process with η = 2 equivalent
to Gaussian distribution of P (s) reflecting the mixed struction of phase space in terms of the parameters K we study.The
variation of η to the time as a whole shows a transition very similar to successive pattern from smaller K changed to the larger
which actually exists to some extent in the variation of DL as a weak version,thus we can expect this successive pattern can also
hold obviously for η with other study models taken as a universal expression with the system K changed monotonously.The
subfigures we depict show the likely initial oscillations of the variations of η corresponding to some wild distributions of P (s)
which have been illustrated previouly for checking Levy distribution.
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we can use the relation ηlnσ via lnt to give αη and the relation lnDL via lnt to give αDL
.For simplicity,αDL

can
be expressed with αD.Now we also can do a easy analysis about the relative tendency for the variations of αη and
αD,as DL(t)σ

η(t) can be expressed as cηt
αηcDt

αD for a given t,then there will have some variations for the η and DL

taken as the function of time corresponding to αη + ∆αη and αD + ∆αD.Meanwhile we can reasonably assume the
variation of cηcD can change not so sharp for every fitting time step and actually the cη and cD have great disparity
in quantity stemming from basically DL much larger than ση.From the discussion above,we can approximately obtain
the relation t∆αη+∆αD > 1 as the semi-classical evaluation is basically a decreasing function versus time which leads
to ∆αη+∆αD > 0.Therefore there should have the positive value for one of ∆αη and ∆αD only for the corresponding
different one as the negative value,and meanwhile we can get the variations of cη and cD are quite opposite.Actually
there still have the possibility for ∆αη and ∆αD can all be positive which basically can not seen in practical numerical
observations.
For clearly illustrating our study results,we firstly show our numerical results for the decay exponents with our great

interest with σ = 0.01 as a typical case in terms of the different selective parameters K.For a better comparison,we
depict the fitting decay exponents from direct quantum fidelity,semi-classical evaluations from direct numerical integral
and Levy assumption as well as the separated αη and αD.The expressions in detail can be seen clearly in the figure
45.The small strength like σ = 0.01 we use basically can have a good correspondence for a long time as the quantum
fidelity can be expected to decay slowly,but for the situation of much faster decay,such as the case of K = 2.5,the
direct fitting method have some problem as the numerical fitting precision and the large fluctuation of αq and αSC

can not reflect the real decay law and this problem can be escaped from αSCL.Our prediction of possibility of existing
entirely opposite tendency for αη and αD is showed obviously and many gradual decay exponents showed are between
1 and 1.1 corresponding to slight stretched exponential decay which is different from the intense study of strong
chaos.As it is just one case about σ = 0.01 and we can expect this kind of new decay law can be even strengthened as
αη can be changed versus the variation of the perturbation σ.Here we also pay attention to the variation of αη and
αD as a whole form some successive pattern which is previously expressed in the variation of η.

Now we should pay attention to the difference of decay rate which have been studied very intensively,for FGR field
in terms of strong chaos the decay rate can be expressed as c ≈ 2.2σ2 and obviously we should observe the likely
deviation in weak chaotic sea.As the separated parts cη and cD have quite different scale in value and what we really
care about is the decay rate which means the whole cηcD,thus we illustrate the variation of decay rates fitted using
the same fitting method we mentioned above and make a comparison among them corresponding to direct quantum
fidelity,semi-classical evaluations with direct integral and Levy assumption.We still use σ = 0.01 to show the typical
illustration depicted in the figure 46.From the numerical results in terms of σ = 0.01,we can find that decay rate fitted
shows the basic regular as the temporary decay rate increase gradually to saturation with some oscillation and the
expected decay rate for strong chaos as 2.2× 10−4 can have some deviation more or less corresponding to individual
expression for a particular system parameter K.For the previous study of completely chaotic sawtooth map[22],even
the Lyapunov exponent is small,the decay rate all below the FGR expected decay rate,and our result here give the
hints that the decay law of weak chaos is not a subordinate version of strong chaos,on the contrary,there could be
highly non-trivial.

It seems that the semi-classical method we use is a quite good approximation although the case of K = 1.65, 2.6
showing some large deviation,so we should consider the effectiveness of our theoretical method for different perturba-
tion,in particular for the likely limitation.Then we should consider the comparison between the quantum fidelity and
the direct semi-classical integral and want to find the likely variation of the difference between them.Obviously,the
semi-classical decay with the assumption of Levy distribution should also be considered here to see the accuracy
approaching the direct integral.As the initial time the distribution of P (s) is far away from the Levy distribution from
our numerical computation,so for expression of our results appropriately showed,we do not consider the very short
time for the semi-classical evaluation with Levy assumption in terms of the comparison for a long time using the
relative weak perturbation,but for the comparison for a relative short time using some kind of strong perturbation,we
can show the some big fluctuation clearly.Based on this idea,we use the perturbations σ = 0.01, 0.05, 0.4 separately to
see the variation of the difference of the evaluation.The figure 47 and 48 give the typical expressions and we can find
the big deviation for quite a few parameters K in terms of strong perturbation σ = 0.4.So how to understand this kind
of difference?through very carefully check,even in terms of small perturbation,there still have some minor difference,so
we want to guess if it is a effect of the fluctuation term that be omitted and vary for different perturbation?it is a
open problem in our paper.
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FIG. 45: We show the variation of decay exponents with σ = 0.01,αq ,αSC and αSCL are the decay exponents fitted according
to direct quantum fidelity,semi-classical integral and Levy assumption for different system parameters K with original 50 time
steps as a whole to get the fitting value but without the initial 50 time steps taken consideration.The separated parts of decay
exponent with Levy assumption αη and αD are also depicted here for comparison and the tendency of quite opposite expression
have been predicted in our analysis which leads to basically slow variation of αSCL as we expect.αSC basically can have a
good agreement with the direct quantum fitting but αSCL can have some large deviation when the Levy assumption is not
a good appximation.There have a transient process when αq and αSC change decreasingly and then a basic stable field can
be expected although decreased very slowly,the decay exponents in terms of stable field can be seen between 1 and 1.1 which
means a slight stretched exponential decay.As the reason of fitting accuracy,somehow large fluctuation of αq and αSC for the
system parameter K = 2.5 can not reflect the real decay law but αSCL not yet beyond the diret fitting limitation.



73

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

0 2000 4000 6000 800010000
0.0

1.0E-4

2.0E-4

3.0E-4

4.0E-4

5.0E-4

6.0E-4

t

De
ca

y r
ate

(t)
=0.01K=2.9

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000
-0.02
0.00
0.02
0.04
0.06
0.08
0.10
0.12
0.14
0.16
0.18

0 2000 4000 6000 800010000

0.0

2.0E-4

4.0E-4

6.0E-4

8.0E-4

1.0E-3

1.2E-3

t

De
ca

y r
ate

(s)=0.01K=2.8

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000

0.0

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1.0

0 2000 4000 6000 800010000
0.0

2.0E-4
4.0E-4
6.0E-4
8.0E-4
1.0E-3
1.2E-3
1.4E-3

(r)=0.01K=2.7

t

De
ca

y r
ate

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000

0.00

0.02

0.04

0.06

0.08

0.10

0.12

0 2000 4000 6000 8000
0.0

5.0E-4
1.0E-3
1.5E-3
2.0E-3
2.5E-3
3.0E-3
3.5E-3
4.0E-3

(q)=0.01K=2.6

t

De
ca

y r
ate

0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000 6000

0.000

0.001

0.002

0.003

0.004

0.005

(p)=0.01

K=2.5

t

De
ca

y r
ate

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000
-5.0E-4

0.0
5.0E-4
1.0E-3
1.5E-3
2.0E-3
2.5E-3
3.0E-3
3.5E-3
4.0E-3

(o)=0.01

K=2.4

t

De
ca

y r
ate

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000
-2.0E-4

0.0
2.0E-4
4.0E-4
6.0E-4
8.0E-4
1.0E-3
1.2E-3
1.4E-3
1.6E-3
1.8E-3

(n)=0.01

K=2.3

t

De
ca

y r
ate

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000

0.0

2.0E-4

4.0E-4

6.0E-4

8.0E-4

1.0E-3

(m)=0.01

K=2.2

t

De
ca

y r
ate

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000

0.0

1.0E-4

2.0E-4

3.0E-4

4.0E-4

5.0E-4

6.0E-4

(l)=0.01

K=2.1

t

De
ca

y r
ate

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000

0.00

0.01

0.02

0.03

0.04

0.05

0 1000 2000 3000 4000 5000

0.0

1.0E-4

2.0E-4

3.0E-4

4.0E-4

5.0E-4

(k)=0.01
K=2

t

De
ca

y r
ate

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000

0.0

5.0E-5

1.0E-4

1.5E-4

2.0E-4

2.5E-4

3.0E-4

3.5E-4

(j)=0.01

K=1.95

t

De
ca

y r
ate

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000

0.0

1.0E-4

2.0E-4

3.0E-4

4.0E-4

5.0E-4

6.0E-4

(i)=0.01

K=1.9

t

De
ca

y r
ate

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000

0.000

0.002

0.004

0.006

0.008

0 2000 4000 6000 800010000
0.0

1.0E-4

2.0E-4

3.0E-4

(h)=0.01K=1.85

t

De
ca

y r
ate

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000

0.000

0.001

0.002

0.003

0.004

0.005

0.006

2000 4000 6000
0.0

1.0E-4

2.0E-4

3.0E-4

4.0E-4

5.0E-4

6.0E-4

t

De
ca

y r
ate

(g)
=0.01

K=1.8

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000

0.0

4.0E-4

8.0E-4

1.2E-3

1.6E-3

2.0E-3

2.4E-3

(f)=0.01

K=1.75

t

De
ca

y r
ate

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000

0.0

4.0E-4

8.0E-4

1.2E-3

1.6E-3

2.0E-3

t
De

ca
y r

ate (e)=0.01

K=1.7

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000

0.0

5.0E-4

1.0E-3

1.5E-3

2.0E-3

(d)=0.01

K=1.65

t

De
ca

y r
ate

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000

0.0

2.0E-4

4.0E-4

6.0E-4

8.0E-4

1.0E-3

t

De
ca

y r
ate

(c)

=0.01

K=1.6

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000

0.000

0.002

0.004

0.006

0 2000 4000 6000 8000

0.0

1.0E-4

2.0E-4

3.0E-4

4.0E-4

5.0E-4

(b)
=0.01

K=1.55

t

De
ca

y r
ate

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000

0.000

0.002

0.004

0.006

0.008

t

De
ca

y r
ate

 cq

 csc

 cscL

K=1.5 =0.01 (a)

0 2000 4000 6000

0.0

2.0E-4

4.0E-4

6.0E-4

0 2000 4000 6000 8000 10000
-0.002
0.000
0.002
0.004
0.006
0.008
0.010
0.012
0.014
0.016
0.018

(u)=0.01
K=3

t

De
ca

y r
ate

0 1000 2000 3000 4000
0.0

5.0E-5
1.0E-4
1.5E-4
2.0E-4
2.5E-4
3.0E-4
3.5E-4

FIG. 46: The variation of decay rate fitted with the same procedure as the fitted decay exponents previously.One can find
the initial decay rate is small and then gradually increase to some saturated field although having some oscillation obvious or
not,besides the special cases of K = 1.65 and 2.6,csc basically is agreed with cq very well in terms of time variation but cscL
can have some obvious deviation when the Levy distribution is a not good assumption.The expected deviation from the FRG
decay rate as 2.2 × 10−4 can be observed and larger or smaller situation really does exist which is heavily dependent on the
individual expression.When time is long and decay value is quite small,somewhat large decay rate is the result of limitation of
fitting precision.
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Therefore,we put forward a simple variable to investigate more,we consider the relative difference based on the
difference of evaluations from direct numerical computation and semi-classical direct integral divided by the corre-
sponding perturbation itself,and then averaged efficient decay time without consideration of the small value of M(t)
in terms of the order of 10−2 in practical.For simplicity,we can write semi-classical direct integral as Mint,and the
mathematical formula can be written as:

∆M(t)

σ
=

1

N

N
∑

t=1

Mint −M(t)

σ
(31)

Now this variable is just the function of perturbation σ in terms of a given system parameter K,and if the averaged
difference ∆M(t) can be seen as the linear relation to the perturbation,it is reasonable to expect the almost constant

value for ∆M(t)
σ in terms of increasing perturbation σ.Obviously,we should make a numerical study about the variable

and the expressions in detail have been showed in the figure 49.We can find in the figure that the expression of
∆M(t)

σ is quite individualized and the value around zero in particular for the large perturbation show that the theo-
retical approaching expectation basically can be hold,further more the field with some little change in the averaged
value showed in figure correspond to the approximated proportional relationship for the dependence of the averaged
difference of M(t) on the increasing perturbation.

Now we do know the accuracy of our semi-classical method have some limitation mainly for the large perturbation
in terms of seeming common system parameters K,and in the practical numerical observation,the so-called decay
rate c defined rigorously in the strong chaos with the decay formula as e−ct is quite below the regular law about
c ≈ 2.2σ2 with increasing perturbation,which means also for now,there have not a clear law governing the variation of
c.Thus what we focus is the decay exponent as the sign for the likely stretched exponential decay different from the
exponential decay in strong chaos.But we find there still have a little bit harder to do this work as there basically have
two different main decay processes and how to distinguish the two decay processes is a essential step.From numerical
viewpoint,this means we should pay attention to how to decide the time scale for doing the fitting procedure and
we find there basically always have the situation about decreasing the fitting decay exponent if we continually use a
carefully selected time interval to get a sequence of fitting exponents which smooth the fluctuation corresponding to
the first decay process,then always have the situation to increase the decay exponent which can be seen to enter the
second decay process taken as the transitive time.Further more,what we really care about is the main decay law,so
we can combine these two different decay processes to compute the decay exponent.In detail,we can get a final time
corresponding to a small number of M(t) and we calculate the decay exponent of the main second decay process from
the transitive time to the final time and then if the transitive time is more than final time we set which means the
dominate decay process is the first decay process,and we can calculate the decay exponent of the first decay process
as the main decay process.
Further more,we also want to check the accuracy of our theoretical method.In terms of our previous study of semi-

classical method based on the Levy distribution,we can find it seem to be good to use fewer frequencies to hold the
monotonicity of fitted semi-classical results but it doesn’t mean it can be more accurate.Thus we use another ten
frequencies to fit the semi-classical evaluation for the comparison and we can find the complicated expressions mainly
based on the non-common monotonicity of fidelity evaluation have also been studied before and the variation of
effective decay time in terms of changing perturbation corresponding to the different accuracy of Levy assumption.We
consider the perturbations corresponding to the field from Fermi golden regime to independent regime in strong chaos
and the numerical procedure is to use the 20 time interval to get a sequence of local decay exponents and then
consider the situation about the turning time where fitting local exponent begin to increase beyond the threshold 0.01
we set,at last we can consider the effective final decay time numerically set as the decay value smaller than 10−4.As
there have the initial quantum frozen time[7],so we do not consider the initial 25 time steps and just consider the
fitting time after that initial time.For simplicity,we call the three distinguished time as the t1, t2, t3 and we fit the
decay exponent with the time scale between t2 and t3 if t3 > t2 + 2,and if this kind of condition can not be satisfied
for some certain perturbation,we then fit the decay exponent with the time scale between t1 and t2 for the remain
perturbation as we have taken the decay process for remain perturbation is dominated by the first decay process.In
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FIG. 47: we use the small perturbations σ = 0.01, 0.05 to show the long time evaluation of quantum fidelity with direct
numerical computation and semi-classical caculation through direct integral and Levy assumption.One can find the decay
expression from our theory basically is a good approximation as most semi-classical evaluation with direct integral agree well
with the quantum fidelity except the cases of K = 1.65, 2.6 having some obvious deviations.Semi-classical evaluation with
reasonable Levy assumption can also be a good approximation although the obvious deviation can be found when the Levy
assumption is not good enough so the initial part with time scale around 30 can not be considered.From the figure,it seems that
the deviation from quantum fidelity with the evaluation using Levy assumption can be smoothed out to some extent versus
the perturbation increase as it is actually a pure mathematical effect from the semi-classical theory M(t) ≈ exp(−2DLσ

η) with
the variation of σ.The time scale we choose is to show the decay process clearly,and actually the decay time for the numerical
evaluation just take 5000 for σ = 0.05 when basically come to very small value.
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FIG. 48: We use the relative large perturbation σ = 0.4 within well established FGR field to show the evaluation of quantum
fidelity in terms of short time with the same procedure for the small perturbation above.As the relative short time for effective
decay process,we show clearly the large fluctuation of the semi-classical evaluation with Levy assumption.The initial quantum
frozen field predicted by Prosen etc[7] is clearly showed and basically can be captured by our semi-classical method even
using the obviously poor Levy assumption in the initial stage.One can find the evaluations of semi-classical direct integral and
Levy assumption are basically close each other but the difference between direct numerical computation have very individual
expressions and there have quite a few cases corresponding to some large deviation which shows the limitation of our semi-
classical method.
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FIG. 49: The averaged difference of M(t) between direct numerical computation and semi-classical integral rescaled by the
corresponding perturbation versus the perturbation itself,here the arrange of perturbation used is from 0.1 to 1.2 in terms of
the interval taken 0.05 and the averaged process is considered for the M(t) larger than 0.01.

practical computation,t2 should have the limitation below t3,so we should change the situation for the time scale
[t1, t2] to [t1, t3] when the limitation can not hold any more.At last,for small perturbation,there have some initial
unexpected fluctuation leading to t2 can be far smaller than actual reasonable value,so we particularly set a numerical
condition that if t2 is smaller than 100 for the perturbation smaller than 0.1,we do not consider and reconsider the
new one to replace it.Here we should pay attention to t2 is the times of 20,and the study results are expressed in the
figure 50 and we can find our theoretical method using direct integral is good for most cases in terms of not so large
perturbation and the semi-classical evaluation with Levy assumption is basically better for small perturbation as the
time for forming Levy distribution is somewhat quite long,and with the perturbation increased,the effective decay
time become shorter and it seems basically harder to have a Levy distribution.

Now we naturally want to think about the issue of time scale which is a very important question but there still
have a very few theoretical knowledge about it.From our numerical investigation,we can not find a general formula
to summarize the time scale via perturbation.So now we can consider two situations numerically,one is the transitive
time and the other time is the efficient decay time within the decay value not below 10−4 we set sufficiently larger
than the saturation value basically with the order 10−6 numerically observed.Therefore we show our main numerical
expressions with some cases that we choose evenly distributed for system parameter K and depict them in the figure
below.
Then we should consider the effectiveness of our semi-classical theory to edge of chaos,but unfortunately we find

there basically have not the Levy distribution from a lot of numerical study and should check the direct semi-integral
from our theory and surprisingly find it can partly agree with the direct quantum result but with limited decay
process,and the tendency is very clear that the agreement can become better as the quantum wave-packet gradually
leaves the edge.It is a highly non-trivial result challenging our understanding the semi-classical theory in a more deep
level.If the dephasing representation put forwarded by J.Vańıček and Eric J. Heller is effective,then variation of the
importance of fluctuation term should be considered and remains a open problem in the future research.Now we give
the numerical result in the figure below and find there have obvious corresponding relationship between quantum
expression and the dynamics of classical ensemble.
From the numerical study,we can find the approaching degree with the semi-classical theory to evaluate the quantum

fidelity tends to have a obvious change for much less accuracy during the critical variation of escaping to the chaotic sea
or not for the classic correspondence,but we still find even under this kind of situation,the accuracy can be improved
with the perturbation increased illustrated clearly in the figure using the case of pcenter = 1.868 and pcenter = 1.872.We
have found the negative effect of the accuracy of semi-classical theory with the perturbation increased but there have
basically positive effect.We also pay high attention to the revival situation from the semi-theory and weakened during
the process of leaving the edge as well as the process for escaping to the chaotic sea.
Therefore,there have a very important question about the effectiveness of our semi-classical theory with the variation

of different perturbation and related induced result such as the revival situation existing in the edge of chaos.Obviously
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FIG. 50: Decay exponents fitted from direct quantum fidelity,direct semi-classical integral,semi-classical evaluation from four
frequencies fitting and ten frequencies fitting based on the assumption of Levy distribution versus the changed perturbation
from σ = 0.01 to σ = 1.2 we choose.The dash line is to indicate the alternation for the fitting time scale from [t2, t3] to [t1, t2]
where t1,t2 and t3 are the initial staring time corresponding basically to without the quantum frozen situation,turning time
from the first decay process to the sencond decay process and the effective final time corresponding to the decay value smaller
than 10−4,all the time scale should have the limitation smaller than the final time we set.The decay exponents fitted from
our semi-classical integral can be basically close to the quantum decay exponent for some field of perturbation corresponding
to most cases,and the fitted results from Levy assumption with initial small perturbation is basically better than the large
perturbation afterwards.The somewhat unsatisfied expression of semi-classical evaluation from Levy distribution show the Levy
assumption is not good for some large perturbation as the time to form a Levy distribution need quite a long time and the
theory itself also can not be a entirely good approximation studied before.The different and somewhat complicated expressiones
for four and ten frequencies fitting reflect the non-common monotonicity of the evaluation.
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FIG. 51: The variation of transitive time and efficient decay time within the decay value for 10−4 via perturbations we choose.As
the rapidly decreasing tendency for efficient decay time via perturbation leads to it is very large for small perturbation,so we
do not consider σ = 0.01 for the variation of efficient decay time but included in the variation of transitive time.The tendency
to decrease for the transitive time is comformed to our expectation but not with entirely monotonicity from our numerical
procedure to check the variational monotonicity of the local exponents fitted with 20 time step illustrated in detail in the
previous study,therefore the time we show here is the integer multiples of 20.

we need study more about the semi-classical theory and fluctuation term maybe need to be investigated more.Now it
remains a open problem needing more models and theoretical investigation to find the precisely condition to apply our
semi-classical theory as a future work.Based our study,we also find the Levy distribution is not a good approximation
for P (s) and it is a great interest to investigate what kind of typical distributions in terms of time variation.Then
we show our numerical results in the very first time to see the typical distributions and find the variations of the
contribution from the long tail of P (s) show the transition of the situation gradually escaping to chaotic sea from the
edge of chaos,meanwhile maybe the most feature here is the peak-like shape of P (s) for the typical distribution for
the edge of chaos clearly depicted in the figure below.
Now there remain a important question that can not be investigated carefully yet but it is vital to understand the

decay process of Loschimidt echo,and this property is the time scale. Thus we can check to find whether there have a

extension about the decay formula asM(t) ≈ e−c0σ
νtα(σ)

for the common expression asM(t) ≈ e−2.2σ2t corresponding
to the classical limit of strong chaos.Thus we need to figure out the expression of ν and c0 as well as the α discussed
above but now investigated more within the semi-classical comparison,further more we need to find a new decay law
as far as we could.
Firstly we want to check our idea directly which means we should find the relationship from numerical support.Thus

we can consider a efficient procedure like this:if we consider M(t) ≈ e−c0σ
ν tα(σ)

,then

ln(− lnM(t)) ≈ ln c0 + νlnσ + α ln t (32)

For a given time with different perturbation,we expect to observe the linear relationship for ln(−ln(M(σ))) versus
ln(σ) and also can obtain the fitting slope as variable ν.Then with the variation of time,we can obtain the information
of the change of ν which is a key point here as we expect there will be some obvious deviation from the strong chaos
with the ν always be 2.Then we also have a great interest in the variable c0 and also want to investigate the variation
to see the likely different expression.Based on the widely numerical experience for the study of variation of fitting ν
that there basically always is the good linear relationship for ln(−ln(M(σ))) versus ln(σ) within a quite long time for
sufficient small field of perturbation.Therefore we can use the small perturbation σ = 0.01 to extract the variables c0
joined force with the variable α fitted with time in terms of the equality ln(−lnM(t)) = lnc0 + νlnσ+αlnt,therefore
we can get the variation of c0 with different time.With this method,we can escape the large fluctuation of the obtained
variable if the two successive fitting procedures could be used which make the practical usage out of value.

Besides the corresponding comparison of direct semi-classical formula M(t) ≈
∣

∣

∫

dseisσP (s)
∣

∣

2
,we also should con-

sider the corresponding treatment with the semi-classical formula as Msc(t) = exp(−2(ǫ/~)ηDL) in terms of Levy
distribution consideration.Therefore we can assume ση(t) ≈ cησ

νη tαη ,and DL(t) ≈ cDL
tαDL ,for simplicity we call cDL

and αDL
as cD and αD.Actually cη should be one for every fitting result in terms of a time step fixed and we do

not consider this variable afterwards.One can find these considerations are basically same for previous study besides
the explicit expression of perturbation σ added.Actually the expression ση accounts for the term σν and the fitting
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result is just the η itself if fitted using the ηlnσ versus lnσ.So we alternately consider the issue from the time fitting
procedure and if we fit η via lnt and can get η(t) ≈ Alnt+ B,thus it leads to the expression as ση(t) ≈ σB(t)tA(t)lnσ

with ν as B(t) and αη as A(t)lnσ.Combining αD,we can get the decay exponent α which can be taken for the com-
parison.During the previous study,we find the semi-classical formula Msc(t) = exp(−2(σ)ηDL) can not be good for
the perturbation increased and corresponding cD and νη basically can not agree well with the direct quantum parts
and also have some very large fluctuation,thus we do not show in this paper.
Now we show the relationship for ln(−ln(M(σ))) versus ln(σ) for different typical time corresponding the system

parameters K we study,and the related figure illustrates the universal good linear relationship for initial time and
then basically have some deviation from the linear relationship with the time increasing stemmed from the large
perturbation field.If one want to fit the slope for the very initial time as t = 1 and can find it definitely is very close
to 2 with the precision smaller than 10−6.As the extensive numerical observation,we can expect it as a universal rule
in the chaotic sea having mixed-type phase space.Here we also give the result of semi-integral as the reference to find
the proximity to the direct numerical computation and the result can have a quite good agreement except the initial
relative short time within the order 102 and tend to better with the time increasing.This expression is consistent with
the previous study as the good agreement of semi-classical evaluation with the fidelity in terms of absolute difference
consists in the small perturbation field as well as relative long time without the very initial time,then for a long time
only small perturbation can give the effective and also accurate contribution without entering the saturation field
for other relative large perturbation which also can be seen clearly in the figure corresponding basically a platform
around 2.5 for the value of ln(−ln(M(σ))).Although a little bit distorted by the time increasing according to all the
perturbation field,the very good linear relationship still can hold for sufficient small perturbation even corresponding
to a quite long time basically independent of different system parameter K,and it gives us the indication that our
assumed decay law exists to some extent and thus it guarantees to get the reliable variables c0 and ν from the fitting
technique described before.Last but not least,the tendency of increasing the absolute difference in the comparison of
semi-integral and direct numerical computation versus perturbation σ in particular for a fixed short time can not be
reflected well in the variation of ln(−ln(M(σ))) as the high non-linearity of double logarithmic function.

As ln(−lnM) can loosely be taken as a linear function of lnσ although there is the very good linear relationship
existing only in the sufficient small perturbation field for a long time for most cases one can find,we can get the value
of ν from the fitted slope.Obviously we need to have some reasonable conditions to effectively get the expected fitted
ν and here is the two conditions we consider.One condition is the value M(σ) should not too small approaching the
saturation field for a given time and thus we just consider it should not smaller than 10−5 as the value of 10−6 can be
seen as entering the saturation field.Another condition we set is related to the extent of tolerance for the distortion
of the linear relationship and only increasing order for ln(−lnM) versus lnσ can be put into our consideration which
means in detail we can choose from the contrast of two adjacent values of ln(−lnM) and the second one is taken as
the reference making actually the last ln(−lnM) can not be included for fitting and thus we extend the study field to
σ = 1.2. What we want to find is the variation of ν which is expected to different from the ν = 2 and try to find
some universal expression with extensive study for different system parameter K.Then we show our study result in
the related figure.To show some kind of big fluctuation of the variation of fitted ν in terms of short time,we use the
logarithmic coordinate to illustrate it in detail.

From our study,we find the variation of ν basically is between the value 1 and 2,and it is non-trivial to find there
is the exact value ν = 2 for the very initial time independent of system parameters K we choose.As we have pointed
out that the time scales for the region of stable dynamics and strong chaos are σ−1 and σ−2 correspondingly and the
fitted ν between them reasonably conform to our expectation and we can find there are some complicated change for
the pattern of variation of ν but having some good continuation as well as the final tendency to enlarge the value
towards 2 corresponding to strong chaos as system parameter K increases.As the linear relationship for ln(−lnM)
versus ln(σ) is just our rough approximation from our numerical study and its cost consists in the some discreteness
happened during the variation of fitted ν when the large deviation of good linearity happens.As time goes by,the
perturbations for fitting will be smaller and a good agreement for the comparison between the quantum fidelity
and our semi-classical integral can be expected generally for small perturbation,and thus we also can expect a good
agreement for the comparison of fitted ν for a relative long time and it is indeed right from our study excepts the
rule described above has to be broken obviously for K = 2.6 illustrated in out figure with some poor efficiency of our
semi-classical method even for small perturbation.
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FIG. 52: Comparison of the variation of ln(−lnM) as a function of ln(σ) for direct numerical computation and semi-classical
integral is represented with different time t = 1, 50, 100, 500, 1000 corresponding to different system parameter K.To clearly
show the variation in detail,σ is taken from 0.1 to 1 with the interval as 0.05 but 0.01 for the field from 0.1 to 1.From direct
numerical result,the good linear relationship can not hold with the time increasing and always is destructed from the field of
large perturbation and gradually extends to the small perturbation field.The result from semi-classical integral agrees well with
direct numerical computation for the long time and have some deviation for short time and this expression is consistent with
the previous study as the better agreement of semi-classical integral with the fidelity consists in the smaller perturbation field
and the effective contributions in the long time decay come from small perturbation.
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FIG. 53: Fitted ν as a function of time from direct numerical computation and semi-classical integral corresponding to different
system parameters K.As there are some large discrepancy between them as well as some large fluctuation within the initial time
up to the order 102,we use log coordinate to express it in detail.One can find the variation of ν basically is put into the field
between the numerical values 1 and 2 which are related to the typical indicators of time scale as σ−1 and σ−2 for the fields of
stable dynamics and strong chaos and it is a universal expression for the very initial time having the exactly value 2 independent
of different parameters K.One also can find the pattern of variation can have some good continuation with K increasing.Some
discreteness in the process of variation of ν one can find dues to the large deviation of good linearity for ln(−lnM) versus
ln(σ).Without initial time,there are basically good agreements for the ν fitted from numerical value and semi-classical integral.
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From the study of the variation of ν,it seems that there is the approximation for the linear relationship for ln(−lnM)
versus ln(σ) and hence the local decay exponent could independent of the perturbation σ if only c0 can hold the
same.From our extensive numerical study,we indeed find the similar decay exponent for different perturbations existing
for a relative long time with the order about 102 and the value is between 1 and 1.1 mostly.As there is two different
main decay processes and the first one can gradually evolve into the second one and the variation of α shall be
obtained from the first decay part to the second decay part with perturbation σ increasing for a give time which can
show the decreasing pattern.For the very initial short time,we find similar common decay and from our study here
the decay exponent is almost same with quite large value as even more than 6 which surely depends on the fitting
time we take.The initial large decay exponent is universal from our study and we expect it is the decay feature for
the mixed phase space and for a sufficient strong perturbation,one can predict a very fast decay within this decay
time and get extensive numerical observation.The origination for the quite large decay exponent even more than the
Cubic-exponential decay[1]is not clear by now but the classical-quantum correspondence could work which can be
taken as the starting point for future research.
Based on the previous analysis of the decay exponent from semi-classical treatment with the consideration of

Levy distribution,it can be divided into two parts and one of them including the factor ln(σ) tends to zero when
σ approach 1,and the variation of local decay exponent α can be monotonously increased or decreased in terms of
Logarithmic law relying on the positive or negative value of A(t).To express the variation clearly also for the field
of small perturbation,we use the Logarithmic coordinate with the base as 10 to illustrate it with a additional factor
as ln(10) ≈ 2.3026 multiplied by A(t).Therefore,we show the result with the numerical and semi-classical method to
treat the decay exponent together in the figure we give below and pay a high attention to the discrepancy among
them to illustrate the typical decay features with different time scale we choose.For simplicity,we use the symbol α to
represent the local decay exponent fitted in terms of a given time step which is different from commonly used name
as decay exponent fitted with a whole time scale we choose.To guide anyone having interest in the comparison,there
are two things we should consider.One is the closeness for α calculated from the semi-integral method to the direct
numerical result and we should pay attention to the effectiveness of our semi-classical method as the good agreement
can not reach out too far for most cases to the field of large perturbation shown clearly in the previous study,and it
means the semi-classical method we use itself have the limitation.The other one we should consider is the assumption
of Levy distribution of P (s) and we also check it and find we could have a good expectation for a long time but it is
not always the case with the implication that the variation is complicated originating form the classical dynamics in
terms of mixed phase space.
To give a explicit illustration as there are quite a few system parameters K we consider,we use the three figures to

show the variation of α corresponding to different time we choose.As we know,the decay exponent is a key point to
understand the decay laws and the variation of α we study here obviously can give some important information.Firstly
the local fitted decay exponent α for all different perturbation we choose below σ = 1.2 can have the value much
larger than 3 within the initial time,the time scale is mainly not more than t = 30 numerically observed with the
time step as 10.To clarify the fact is that we can not say all the α numerically fitted within this time scale definitely
have this feature described above but always most α in this time scale can have this feature.Meanwhile the shorter of
the time,the smaller difference of the variation of α for the perturbation from small to large.One can find this feature
easily by calculating the absolute value of the difference of α corresponding to the largest perturbation and smallest
perturbation for a given time,in our study,one can use the variable |α(σ = 1.2)− α(σ = 0.01)| to find it.This variable
can be small at least with the order 10−2 corresponding to the time at t = 10 with the fitting time step also as 10.The
expression of α in a short time also depends on the fitting time step we choose but the basic features of α we described
above hold and we find the difference can be very small below the order of 10−4 for the time t = 5 if fitted using the
time step as 5.
As it is a universal expression for α tending to be same for a quite short time independent of the system parameters

we choose,thus it shows there is a common mechanism accounting for it.We guess this feature have something with
the Ehrenfest time τE ∝ ln(1/~) having the order of time as 101 and one can find there is indeed somewhat platform
emergent in our semi-classical integral method to treat α for the time as t = 20 we choose in the first panel of every
sub-figure with a specific K although the agreement basically can not be good.It is a open problem,classical-quantum
correspondence could work taken as the future study.Although there is a quite small variation of the α for the very
initial time,with careful study we also find the linear dependence of α versus perturbation σ within the time scale as
t = 15 in terms of using the fitting time step as 5 and it is similar for the fitting time step taken as 10.For the time
as t = 5,the linear relationship indeed is common for all the system parameters,here we use the fitting time step as
5.But the linear dependence is poor according to the small perturbation field from σ = 0.01 to 0.1 and then we just
illustrate this linear relationship with the range from σ = 0.1 to 1.2 and it is a universal situation independent of
selected parameter K although the extent of linearity varies.We show the linearity in the figure below,but it is still
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not clear for the very reason to have this expression.During this linear dependence,we also find some fluctuation for
some parameter K.
Based on our analysis,the variation of α versus σ should obey the logarithmic law if the Levy distribution can

give a very good approximation for P (s) and the forming process of Levy distribution is not a simple process with
time going.Further more the corresponding semi-classical result based on the Levy distribution relies on how many
frequencies are used in terms of Fourier transform of P (s),and here we use the 4 and 10 frequencies to get α with
two elements coming from the DL and η and the difference between them for α can be expected to be small when
the Levy distribution can be a good approximation of P (s) which is quite efficient for a relative long time as there
are sufficient large number of frequencies to give the effective contribution.For simplicity,we call the different methods
relying on taking different frequencies the names as Semi-Levy1 and Semi-Levy2 used in the figure below.Therefore,to
understand our result carefully,one also need to retrospect our study of frequency relation showing the variation of
linearity to represent the good approximation of P (s) with time increasing.Effective frequencies are increased with
the time going,this means there always is some difference between them leading us to care about mainly the result
from the fewer frequencies used equivalent to the main consideration of Semi-Levy1.Even some good agreement of
Levy distribution of P (s),there still is some small difference that can be analysed using our method developed with
the assumed exponential relation for DL versus η but it is not important in our study with the focus on the regulars
of the variation of α and Semi-Levy1 and Semi-Levy2 taking as the references.
For the time t = 100,there is a typical crossover from the first transitive decay process to the second stable decay

process characterized by α with the perturbation σ increasing,this feature is also illustrated directly in our previous
study with the relation for ln(− lnM(t)) versus ln t giving a basic fact that the first transitive decay process is
gradually shortened by σ increasing.One can indeed find the variation of α shows a typical pattern from some larger
value to smaller value expected to above 1 with some small fluctuation,but the large deviation from this typical
pattern also can be seen in our study as for the situation of K = 1.65, 1.9, 2.6, 2.8 with large fluctuation after the
dropping process of the larger value of α as well as the situation of K = 1.6, 2.5 with obviously decreasing tendency
all along.The agreement of α fitted by the Semi-classical integral to the direct numerical result varies corresponding
a specific K,and for most cases they are not very close but basically share the common tendency for the variation
without the situation happened for the large fluctuation happened.It means so-called increasing inaccuracy to treat
fidelity from the semi-classical method with the perturbation σ increasing has some bound which also is reflected in
the previous study of difference of the fidelity.Here as a special case,the expression of K = 2.5 have a good agreement
deserving us to attention.The relative difference of α obtained by the method of Semi-Levy1 and Semi-Levy2 indeed
has the tight connection with the approximation of P (s) using Levy distribution.If the effective frequencies is similar
to the number 4,the result from Semi-Levy1 is more closer to α fitted from direct numerical result and when the
effective frequencies is more than the number 10 but the linearity is not hold,we can expect some obvious difference
between them,and further more the number of effective frequencies are not only enough compared to 10 but also the
linearity can be hold for the frequency relation,then the relative difference will be small.This connection can help us
to understand the variation of α based on the Levy distribution of P (s) for all the time we consider not limited to
the time t = 20.The some large fluctuation closer to the large perturbation during the process of approaching σ = 1
happened for some parameters K have not the same origination from the so-called large fluctuation just after the
dropping process of the initial larger α as the previous one is due to entering the saturation field.
Then we use the special cases of t = 500 and t = 2000 to show the transition from the short time to long time

for the variation of α versus σ.From our extensive numerical work,we can find α can not more than 1.2 basically in
the stable decay process even it is likely to have a very slow decreasing tendency for some parameters K.Thus the
process of the crossover between two typical decay processes will be shortened with the time going and the sign to
characterize the crossover is the initial value of α compared to the value 1.2,if smaller than it we can acknowledge
the variation of α just is set in the stable decay process.Based on our semi-classical analysis with Levy distribution
of P (s),the variation of α conforms to the Logarithmic law and it can be seen as the same as A(t) from the variable
η(t) is very small.We numerically check this idea and find it is not always the case which means α is not necessary for
same and show the linear dependence versus σ with the slope taken as A(t) ln(10) in terms of using the Logarithmic
coordinate.During this time scale,we can find the agreement of α fitted from the treatment of semi-classical integral is
basically good as the perturbation here is relatively small and some large divergence with the perturbation increasing
mainly consists in approaching the saturation field.We find agreement of α obtained from the methods of Semi-Levy1
and Semi-Levy2 can be good if the approximation of Levy distribution for P (s) works well in terms of long time
for the time as t = 2000 and it can not work very well for the time as t = 500 with the situation of crossover of
different typical decay processes dominating in the initial variation of α although the basic tendency can be described
to some extent.The basic judgement of the good approximation of Levy distribution for P (s) can simply be obtained
from the relative difference of the variation of α in terms of using the methods from Semi-Levy1 and Semi-Levy2.The
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variation of α as a Logarithmic law indeed exists not only for the good agreement with α obtained from Semi-Levy1
and Semi-Levy2,even there is a some large difference among them,we still could find the good linearity for α versus σ
in terms of Logarithmic coordinate we use.One can easily find the linear relationship is a common situation for most
cases at least in some field of σ whatever the methods from Semi-Levy1 and Semi-Levy2 can work well or not such as
for the cases of K = 1.75, 1.8, 2.7 of the time as t = 500,to name a few.This fact actually is beyond our semi-classical
method used in this paper and indicate a deeper theoretical analysis in the future.

Based on the study of decay laws,we still need to get the information about the variable c0 which is a constant for
strong chaos in terms of classical limit.As the rough linear relationship for ln(−lnM) versus ln(σ),we can approximately
take c0 as a function of time t.Then we can get c0 from Eq. (32) with a specific small perturbation σ = 0.01 used.We
expect c0 can be stable at some value although with some possible fluctuation.Therefore,we illustrate our study results
in the figure below obtained from direct numerical computation and semi-classical integral as the comparison.To
escape the likely fluctuation,we use some large time step as t = 50 to get c0(t).As the longer time that we consider,the
smaller perturbation that should be used to get the fitted ν which is the base to obtain the variable c0.The smallest
perturbation in this paper we take is σ = 0.01 as the smaller perturbation will make numerical computation specially
time-consuming as well as the basic tendency of the variation of c0 is our main consideration here,then we use the
whole time as t = 5000 making the effective perturbation basically under the field we consider.
From the figure we illustrate during the time,we can indeed find there is a clear transition from very small value to

asymptotic stable value although having some large oscillation for quite a few parameters K.c0 actually can be seen
as to be stripped from the decay rate originally defined in the strong chaos in terms of classical limit and they could
share some similarity between them.From our study here,one can find this similarity from the previous study of decay
rate with the perturbation fixed as σ = 0.01.As our calculation is based on the good linear dependence of ln(−lnM(t))
on lnσ with every time fixed,and it can be particularly valid for the field of small perturbation but there is some
exceptional cases obviously for the variation of c0 of K = 1.7, 1.75 having some large discontinuity corresponding to
a long time larger than t = 2000,although the considered perturbation for fitting is small for a long time but the
linearity for these two cases is lacking from our careful check.We emphasize that it is different from the situation about
the large fluctuation obviously for K = 2.5, 2.6, 2.7, 2.8 that also can not be trusted as the perturbation for fitting is
quite few for quite a long time. With parameter K increasing,we can find the order of magnitude of c0 undergoes a
complicated change.For the parameter K not more than 2.5,the stable value is basically below 0.2 and even smaller
than 0.1 or around for most cases.Above K = 2.5,we can find there is a big jump to some value larger than 1 and
then the large oscillation just like before can not be observed.The value of c0 is clearly has a tight connection with
the variation of ν,and we can find there also is a big change from K = 2.5 to K = 2.6 for the variation of ν in the
previous study,for a simply analysis from Eq. (32),obviously they are positive correlated for ν and c0,the enlargement
of ν makes c0 increases in a high non-linear way.

Now we get the required information of basic components for studying the decay law that can be expected to useful
for the study of time scale which is our interest here.As the fitted ν varies for the time going,we can not say there is a
fixed rule for time scale summarising general perturbations but we can make a simple although rough estimate for the
comparison of the extent of typical decay speed to the fields of stable dynamics and strong chaos.The fidelity could

be taken explicitly as M(t) ≈ e−c0(t)σ
ν(t)tα(σ,t)

for not too large perturbation and the variation of α can be seen as the
different decay laws and α = 1 and α = 2 with c0 and ν respectively fixed represent exponential decay and Gaussian
decay.For strong chaos,above the very small perturbation proportional to 1/

√
N smaller than 10−3,the typical decay

laws as FRG and Lyapunov decay with the formulas as M(t) ≈ e−c0σ
2t and M(t) ≈ eλt.c0 corresponds to 2K(E)

where K(E)
∫∞
0
dt〈V [r(t)]V [r(0)]〉 is the classical action diffusion constant[54] also with the name σcl[2, 7] derived from

the quantum correlation function in terms interaction picture when ~ is small.The symbol σcl in the reference[2, 7]
have not any meaning with the perturbation σ used in this paper.To get the knowledge of K(E) and λ,we even have
not the need to calculate it using original definition from classical dynamics but just use the established decay law
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FIG. 54: Variation of the local fitted decay exponent α versus the perturbation σ.The four results of α are obtained respectively
from the direct numerical computation,semi-classical integral,and the assumption of Levy distribution of P (s) with 4 and 10
frequencies(call the names as Semi-Levy1 and Semi-Levy2) taken for the comparison of agreement.In this figure,we consider
the parameter K from 1.5 to 1.8.For a very short time as t = 20,α from the direct numerical result can hold the very close
value from small perturbation to some large perturbation or even all the field of perturbation we choose.The agreement is not
good but we find there is always the plat region forming gradually for the α obtained by semi-classical integral.As there are
typically two main decay processes as the transitive and stable decay processes along with time going,then the change of time
means the different crossover from the former one to the latter one with σ increasing.When time increases,this crossover feature
shall be weakened as the initial value of α will decrease as well as the connected dropping process of α from the initial value
will be also shortened.During the change from short time to long time,there is indeed such a transition seen clearly from every
sub-figure of a specific K for the variation of α and also the agreement of α from semi-classical integral to the corresponding
direct numerical result show a better tendency.The agreement of α obtained from Semi-Levy1 and Semi-Levy2 is based on how
good is for the approximation of P (s) using Levy distribution and can be reflected by the relative difference of α between them
and if the number of effective frequencies corresponding linear part in terms of frequency relation is below 10 and α obtained
from Semi-Levy1 have a better agreement such as for the case of K = 1.55 with time fixed as t = 100.The Logarithmic law
represented by the linear relationship seems to not only exists for the good agreement of α obtained from Semi-Levy1 and
Semi-Levy2 such as the cases of K = 1.75, 1.8 for t = 500.
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FIG. 55: Similar to the last figure,and here we consider the parameter K from 1.85 to 2.3.There is the similar features for the
variation of α and we want to concentrate some specific expression deserving attention.When time goes,the changing amplitude
of the variation of α have a clear tendency to decrease as the crossover is weakened explained before in the last figure,but even
for the time deeply setting into the so-called stable decay process corresponding to a long time,there still is some cognizable
variation that can not be simply neglected clearly seen for some parameters K with t = 2000.In this figure we can find the
typical pattern of the variation of α with the crossover from the initial larger value to the smaller value with some small
fluctuation can not hold obviously for the case of K = 1.9 for t = 100 similar to the expression for the case of K = 1.65 for
t = 100 in the last figure,thus it is not a exceptional one.The agreement of α obtained from semi-classical integral is far from
good when such a large fluctuation happens from our study.
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FIG. 56: Similar to the last two figures,and here we consider the parameter K from 2.4 to 3.There is the similar features for
the variation of α and there is not any other important features that can not be pointed out in the last two figures and once
again we can find the big fluctuation after the dropping of initial larger value of α for the cases of K = 2.6, 2.8 for t = 100
where the good agreement of α obtained from the semi-classical integral to the corresponding numerical result can not be seen
even some similar tendency of variation of α compared with the direct numerical result also lost.
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FIG. 57: The linear dependence of α on perturbation σ fixed with the time as t = 5.As there is some large deviation from the
linear relationship for small perturbation and we use the field of perturbation from σ = 0.1 to σ = 1.2 to illustrate it.Some
fluctuation small or large stemming from the initial part can be seen for most cases in the figure,but the basic linearity is very
clear need to be explained theoretically yet.
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FIG. 58: Variation of c0 versus the time t.The time step is taken as 50 to escape some large fluctuation and the variable c0
is calculated based on the good linear dependence of ln(−lnM(t)) on lnσ with every time fixed and thus can use the specific

small perturbation σ = 0.01 to obtain c0 from the assumed decay law as M(t) ≈ e−c0(t)σ
ν(t)tα(σ,t)

.The variation show there
is a clear transition from very small value to some value gradually stabilized but with periodically oscillation for quite a few
parameters K.One can find the tendency of variation of c0 is similar to the decay rate with small perturbation as σ = 0.01 in
the previous study and thus it also gives some support for the decay law assumed at least as a effective approximation.One can
find the cases of K = 1.7, 1.75 have some large discontinuity for c0 corresponding to a long time larger than t = 2000 as our
calculation is based on the the good linear dependence of ln(−lnM(t)) on lnσ which means the term σν(t) is effective in our
assumed decay law,although the considered perturbation is small for a long time but the linearity for these two cases is lacking
and then it can be reflected with this discontinuity that we can not trust.It is different from the situation about the large
fluctuation obviously for K = 2.5, 2.6, 2.7, 2.8 that also can not be trusted as the perturbation for fitting is quite few for quite
a long time.Meanwhile the order of magnitude of stabilized c0 varies with parameter K changing and has a tight connection
with the variation of ν and thus we can find there is some large value around 1 larger or smaller above K = 2.5 and besides
the value is basically below 0.2 even smaller than 0.1 for most cases.
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with some typical quantum decay.One can find c(t) of small perturbation σ = 0.01 for K = 3 is stable above 10−4

although the system have the mixed phase space and then obviously the value of expected K(E) have the order of
100 also for the λ as the common knowledge of strong chaos in kicked rotator[33].
The typical decay process can be mainly divided into two decay processes besides the initial almost frozen and last

saturation parts and then we try to use the equivalent idea to consider the time scale.We use the averaged method

to consider the formula as M(t) ≈ e−c0σ
ν̄tα(σ)

,now we can consider the bound for these variables.The averaged decay
exponent ᾱ can be seen below the value 2 as the first typical decay process basically can be seen to have the decay
exponent more than 2 but a little bit larger than 1 for the second typical decay process,with the consideration all the
decay process,one can numerically fit the result basically below the value 2.c0 is some kind of hard to predict and with
the numerical computation and we will find c0 is gradually evolve into a stable field illustrated in the study afterwards
and we find the typically stable value around the order 10−2 which is quite different from the corresponding value
2K(E) and λ with the order around 100,then we also approximately consider the ν̄ ≈ 1.5 typically as the variation is
between 1 and 2 with basic continuity.Then we can give a simple estimate as the time scale can be written as:

τ = e[−
1
ᾱ

ln(c0σ
ν̄)] (33)

Thus we can make a comparison and get the condition as σ2− ν̄
ᾱ > c0

1
ᾱ

2K(E) to have the faster decay for strong chaos,

and K(E) rely on the system K in detail and here we can set the K as 7 which corresponds to the strong chaos used
in previous study extensively.From the fitting results in terms of the quantum decay with the typical perturbations
σ = 0.01, 0.1 one can get 2K(E) ≈ 0.3 and c0 ∝ 10−2, ν̄ ≈ 1.5, α ≈ 2 based on our argument before,hence we can get
the clear condition as σ > 0.4152.Although we only make a rough estimate,but we expect the condition indeed show
there is a transition for the quantum fidelity from the lower speed to faster speed for strong chaos compared to the
mixed phase space in terms of classical limit.
Then we illustrate the transition for the comparison of decay speed using the system parameters as K = 1.5, 2, 3, 7

as well as the selected perturbations and one can find the transition indeed happen and our prediction basically is
right,after the value as σ = 0.4,we can basically take the decay process of K = 7 corresponding strong chaos faster
than other decay processes.There is a interesting situation one can find in our illustrated figure if we concentrate on
the decay processes for the system parameters K = 1.5, 2, 3 in terms the classical limit of mixed phase space,we still
find the transition from the slower to faster for the system parameter K = 3 compared to other parameters K = 1.5, 2
although this transition field is much smaller,it gives the hints that this transition may be universal at least for the
study model kicked rotator for the comparison of decay speed in terms of any two system with sufficient large difference
for the dynamical stability.Further more we want to illustrate possible turning value of perturbation numerically from
the variation of time scale as the function of perturbation,we show our numerical results and obviously support the
theoretical analysis.

Further more we need to show the comparison of time scales of quantum fidelity related to the strong chaos and
mixed phase space in terms of classical limit and give a clear illustration about the existence of the critical perturbation
accounting for the transition of decay speed among them.To strengthen convincingness,we add one parameter K as 10
corresponding to strong chaos and the critical perturbation is calculated as 0.1585 with the same method we introduce
to treat the case of K = 7,thus we show them together to compare the time scales with the corresponding one for
the mixed phase space and we find it is indeed a universal expression.Actually the study is a natural expansion of the
work[7] to compare the time scales of quantum fidelity of strong chaos and stable dynamics.Besides the comparison
of decay speed,we also want to find the basic law to govern time scale just like the typical established law as σ−1

and σ−2 for stable dynamics and strong chaos.Therefore we can approach these two subjects through the relationship
for decay time τ versus perturbation σ with the logarithmic coordinates,and τ can be numerically determined by the
decay process within the value of quantum fidelity as e−1,then we can assure the clear law to govern time scale if the
linear dependence between τ and σ can be found.Meanwhile the existence of critical perturbation can be showed as
the intersection point for the variation of τ as a function of σ.Based on the consideration described before,we illustrate
the variation of τ versus σ in the figure below.

From the figure we show,the existence of intersection point is a universal situation that can be seen in every
sub-figure agreeing with our analysis.The predictive critical perturbation is a rough estimate and varies for different
system K in detail,but the basic prediction is valid at least taken as a basic bound.Meanwhile we can find the critical
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FIG. 59: The comparison of decay speed for different system parametersK = 1.5, 2, 3, 7 corresponding to increasing perturbation
we select.There is a transition from slower to faster decay for the case of strong chaos with the parameter as K = 7 compared
to other system parameters K = 1.5, 2, 3 corresponding to mixed phase space in terms of classical limit.The faster situation
happened basically agree with the theoretical analysis as the estimated critical condition is σ larger than 0.4.Similar transition
for the comparison is even also found for the decay process of K = 3 compared to other two parameters K = 2, 3 in terms of
small perturbation field illustrated clearly in the figure(a) and (b).

perturbation of K = 7 is always smaller than corresponding value of K = 10 for whatever comparative parameter K
for mixed phase space can be,and this numerical result is compatible with our calculation of the critical perturbation
as σcritical = 0.4152 for K = 7 is larger than σcritical = 0.1585 for K = 10.Further more,we can find the linear
relationship indeed can be seen clearly but basically can not hold for all the effective field of perturbation,one can
easily find this feature with the contrast of the linear relationship for the cases of K = 7, 10.With very careful check
for fitting,we can find the variation of τ versus σ can be divided into different parts with the linear relationship held
approximately.The main typical situation is to have two parts which show the linear relationship,the initial part with
small perturbation always can be seen to have the linear relationship which can last for longer or shorter depending
on the individual expression for a given specific K,and then we can get another part having the linear relationship
with some possible transitive part.But the variation of τ also can be divided into three basic parts if the initial part
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FIG. 60: Variation of decay time of quantum fidelity numerically calculated versus the perturbation σ with logarithmic
coordinates.τ can be numerically determined by the decay process within the value of quantum fidelity as e−1 and two lines
with the names as ref1 and ref2 are illustrated to guide the eyes for variation of slope with respective slopes as 1 and 2 from
low to high.System parameters K = 7, 10 are used to testify our theoretical prediction of existence of critical perturbation
characterised by the intersection points illustrated clearly in every sub-figure,there is a universal expression for the transition
from the slower decay speed to faster decay speed for the quantum fidelity of strong chaos compared with the decay process
of mixed phase space with the parameter K from 1.5 to 3.The good linear dependence of τ on σ indicates there is a clear rule
to govern time scale such as σ−1 and σ−2 for stable dynamics and strong chaos,and we can find this good expression also can
be seen in the mixed phase space that can not be valid very well for all the field of perturbation we study,but the good linear
relationship can be seen separately for different part linked by some transition which means it still be valid for the rule of time
scale but only can be applied to some specific field of perturbation for mixed phase space basically.
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FIG. 61: Variation of γ and cγ versus system parameter K,and γ and cγ are the variables to characterise time scale expressed
as τ ≈ cγσ

−γ .The field of initial perturbation and the field of latter perturbation in the figure are related to the specific per-
turbations as σ = 0.01, 0.02, 0.03 and σ = 0.3, 0.35, 0.4, 0.45, 0.5, 0.55, 0.6 for getting γ and cγ respectively from the relationship
for ln τ versus ln σ.γ of the field of initial perturbation undergoes some complicated change in particular for the sharp change
from K = 2.5 to K = 2.6 basically between 1 and 2 with the final tendency towards 2 and γ of the field of latter perturbation
also undergoes some complicated change but basically below 1 and the situation for their closeness implicates there is some
good rule as a whole to govern time scale which can be seen clearly for the case of K = 1.6.The contrast of γ shows the value
from the field of initial perturbation is basically larger than corresponding value from the field of latter perturbation and the
contrast of cγ is mainly contrary to the previous expression of γ easily understood from the last figure for the variation of the
intercept with expected linear relationship for ln τ versus σ.Further more,the tendencies of variation of γ and cγ obtained from
the same field of perturbation are contrary to each other basically and it can be understood by the correlation between them
in terms of using the relationship as τ ≈ cγσ

−γ if the corresponding τ does not change so much with different K.

with small perturbation basically below σ = 0.1 can be divided into two parts which can be seen obviously in the
cases for K = 1.7, 1.75, 1.9, 2.1, 2.7.Here we use the dash line and dot line respectively to show exactly the slope as 1
and 2 to guide the eyes to have a intuitive impression of the variation of the slope which represent the rule of time
scale.If we take a viewpoint for the continued variation,the slope always tends to decrease and the pattern for the
variation undergoes some complicated change with the slope tending to 2 for small perturbation finally.There is some
sharp change from the case of K = 2.5 to K = 2.6 and this similar change is also seen in the previous study such as
for c0.
As a bonus,we find the linear relationship is better for the case of K = 7 than the case of K = 10,it gives the

hint that the well established rule of the time scale of strong chaos as τ ∝ σ−2 still can not govern all the effective
perturbation without saturation,and it is not better for more chaotic and it is a very interesting subject which shows
that we still need more investigation in the study of time scale for strong chaos.The last but not the least,there is
still the need for us to give the value of slope at least for the very initial part with promising linear relationship and
the latter part with approximately linear relationship although with some fluctuation.Based on the careful check,it
is reasonable to use the very first three perturbations as σ = 0.01, 0.02, 0.03 to get a fitted slope as the first slope
and then use the field of perturbation from σ = 0.3 to σ = 0.6 to get the second slope.Thus we call the field
of perturbation for fitting as the field of initial perturbation and the field of latter perturbation with specifically

determination.As M(t) ≈ e−c0(t)σ
ν(t)tα(σ,t)

can be written as M(t) ≈ e−(t/τ)α ,and further more time scale τ can be
expressed as τ ≈ cγσ

−γ with good linear relationship for ln τ versus lnσ.The slope described above actually is −γ and
we have to use the numerical calculation to find the variables cγ and γ for every specific K and the study result is
illustrated in the figure below.The variation of γ is not just between 1 and 2 but have the common value smaller than
1 obtained from the field of latter perturbation.γ and cγ undergoes some complicated change during the variation of
system parameter K,and the closeness of γ implicates there is some good rule as a whole to govern time scale which
can be seen specially obvious for the case of K = 1.6.From the relationship for ln τ versus lnσ we show in the last
figure,here we can easily understand the values of γ from the field of initial perturbation are basically larger than
the corresponding values from the field of latter perturbation and also the contrast of cγ is mainly contrary to the
previous expression of γ.Meanwhile,there is a trend opposite to the variations of cγ and γ obtained from the same
field of perturbation,and the very reason accounting for it is the correlation between them in terms of expression as
τ ≈ cγσ

−γ if the corresponding τ does not change so much with different K.

Now we can reasonable to consider the transition of decay speed among different dynamics in terms of classical
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limit is a universal situation,and thus the similar critical perturbation to characterise the transition may also exist
for the contrast for quantum fidelity in terms of stable dynamics and mixed phase space.Actually we can make a
simple analysis similar to the previous study for the contrast of time scales for strong chaos and mixed dynamics.We
can take a special case as the initial position of wave packet for rcentre = 2.2, pcentre = 1.5 with K = 3 to guide our
understanding of the existence of possible transition for the decay speed.This special case is related to stable field
that actually has been studied in previous section about the numerical study of edge of chaos.Firstly time scale for
quantum fidelity in terms of stable field can be expressed typically as τ = csσ

−1,and cs is the name we call as the
coefficient.Obviously if we can get the value of cs,we can make a prediction of the possible critical perturbation.From
the simple fitting technique with two perturbations as σ = 0.01, 0.1,we can extract the value of cs basically as 3.20×103

averaged and actually cs ≈ 3.2752× 103 from σ = 0.01 and cs ≈ 3.1235× 103 from σ = 0.1.For simplicity,we call the
time scale from the strong chaos,stable dynamics and mixed dynamics as τstrong, τstable, τmixed.Then we can consider

the condition for τmixed > τstable,it means (c0σ
ν̄)−

1
α

csσ−1 > 1.Through a simple mathematical calculation with the values

of variables put into,we can get the term as lnσ > 23.0732,and further more we have a result as σ > 1.0485× 1010

which is useless in the application as it is surprisingly large.So we can safely say that τmixed is always smaller than
τstable and there is not critical perturbation for the special case we consider.Then we consider another case for the
quantum fidelity of strong chaos as the initial position of wave packet for rcentre = 2.2, pcentre = 3 with K = 7.For
similar calculation based on the condition for τstrong > τstable which means (2K(E)σ2)−1 > csσ

−1,we can get the
result as σ < 1.0417× 10−3.This result is reconciled with the important conclusion as faster fidelity decay for mixing
than for regular dynamics for sufficient small perturbation[7].
From the above analysis from the typical cases,we can find there are two intersection points if the decay time of

quantum fidelity of strong chaos,mixed dynamics and stable dynamics can be illustrated together as a function of
perturbation σ,we expect this situation can typically hold for the generalK varied corresponding to mixed phase space
and stable dynamics.As it is a special time-consuming work to calculate the decay time for small perturbation such as
below σ = 0.01,we do not attempt to illustrate it in this paper to show the intersection point and one can find this kind
of expression for much smaller Hilbert space with the study model as kicked top in the previous work[7].Actually the
study of quantum fidelity with the classical limit as stable dynamics still have something unclear and we find a special
situation deserving us attention for quantum freeze which had been seriously studied for a vanishing time-averaged
perturbation operator in terms of classical limit as stable dynamics and strong chaos[42, 55].Now we find a important
situation that can not be clearly studied although it is not a main consideration in this paper,which is the long-time
quantum freeze after Gaussian decay which have been involved in the previous study but have not a systematically
study in particular for lack of a theoretical explanation.In terms of comparison of decay speed,the quantum freeze
obviously makes it more complicated except the value of freeze is very small that can not be seen as a important
decay process happened for some very large perturbation which is useless to find the critical perturbation.
We find the quantum freeze can exist for a broad field of perturbation in particular for a very strong perturbation

which is quite different from a vanishing time-averaged perturbation.Further more it is interesting to find the time
scale t1 for the initial Gaussian decay is independent of perturbation σ as t1 ∼ ~

−1/2 agreed well with the previous
work considering the vanishing time-averaged perturbation but then we can find the time of quantum freeze as t2 is
so long which seems to be the same for all the perturbation we consider at least with our limited observation that
can not be used for t2 ∼ min{~1/2ǫ−2, ~−1/2ǫ−1} such as t2 of σ = 10 can also last for the order more than 103.To
illustrate this non-trivial decay features,we use the cases of K = 0.2, 0.5 with the initial position of wave packet for
rcentre = 2.2, pcentre = 3 fixed belonging to stable dynamics for all the phase space and a satisfied explanation in
theory is still yet to be known.

5 DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION

In this paper we consider Loschimidt echo with initial quantum Gaussian wave-packet for the two typical fields
as edge of chaos and chaotic sea belonging to classical mixed phase with well-known kick rotator as the study
model.Besides the extensive numerical study,the baisic analytical method we use is to construct the classical and
quantum correspondence,in detail is that we constructed a classical ensemble with quantum uncertainty relation
corresponding to a initial quantum state we want to investigate and then we can study the dynamics of this ensem-
ble naturally reconciled with the statistical-type semi-classical method initiated by the one of author[3] to study so
called weak chaos beyond the Gaussian approximation[13].During the dynamical process for a ensemble evolution
alongside with the related time-dependent density of probability distribution of action differences in terms of shad-
owing theorem[48],we can consider corresponding features of extensive numerical computations of quantum decay of
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Loschmidt echo with the central semi-classical formula(14)reconciled with the diffusion process of the classical ensem-
ble.This is indeed the whole story about out method to treat the problem we put forward in the part of introduction
for searching for some kind of new decay laws as M(t) ≈ e−ctα beyond the situations about strong chaos or regular
field,where c can be called the decay rate and α as the decay exponent.
For extensive numerical study,we fixed the average position r̃0 and change the average momentum p̃0 for initial

quantum state with the system parameter as K = 3 in terms of edge of chaos and from the classical dynamical
diffusion with direct tracking and also abnormal diffusion,one can find there have a transitive process from stable field
to chaotic sea not smoothly as the multi-fractal boundary[33]although has been coarse grained here and in terms of this
process,the quantum decay process can be basically divided into three processes in our study without the situation
coming back to stable field with power law decay[7].The first one is the initial Cubic-exponential decay predicted
theoretically by J.Vańıček [1] for quasi-integrable field with short time using the argument of correlation of action
differences and numerically observed firstly in our study with universal same time scale.The second intermediated and
also complicated decay process has the merging tendency to form a similar decay process within some perturbation
field basically enlarged with the setting of initial quantum state gradually going towards the chaotic sea and then
have a rough expression for the decay law at least for some time scale as M(t) ≈ e−ctα with c mainly varied.As the
complicated variation they have,we use the reference lines to show it.The third one is basically the saturation field
without obvious decay process or likely have a small decay process linked with the second decay process mainly relying
on the initial setting of quantum state we study with some perturbation field.
Besides numerical study of the decay features of the edge of chaos,we also find a positive connection between the

fluctuation of Loschimidt echo and corresponding perturbation and further more the fluctuation can be universally
characterized by the measures as fractal dimension and direct average fluctuation we define sharing the same variation
together and this variation pattern versus perturbation is independently with different setting of initial quantum
state.It is a first discovery and it could be taken as a unique feature for edge of chaos in the study of Loschimidt echo
although we need more study models to check,but our study strongly support the suggestion.We also pay attention
very recent work in the related fluctuation for the mixed-type phase space with the information flow as the main
method[49],but our finding for the universal expression in the fluctuation of Loschimidt echo is the first time.
For the numerical study of chaotic sea,we can find there also have three decay processes as the first one is the

quantum frozen process with a short time firstly pointed out by T.Prosen[2] using the so-called classical correlation
integral and then the second decay process generally have two decay sub-processes mostly with some kind of good
relation that can be described using the formula M(t) ≈ e−ctα ,further more with the perturbation increased this kind
decay process can gradually evolve into a single decay process described with M(t) ≈ e−ctα or not relying on the
initial setting of quantum state corresponding to different system parameter K,and finally the saturation field without
obvious decay can be found.We find that it is more obvious for the chaotic sea to show the clear non-exponential
decay law with the α basically larger than 1 varied with the perturbation.By contrast,we find the saturation values
of loschimidt echo for the edge of chaos and chaotic sea are quite different,for the previous one the value can be
decreased basically during the process of leaving out of the edge of chaos for the initial setting of quantum state and
at last converges to the saturation value for the theoretical prediction as 1/N that currently is the common sense in
this research field[51],here N is the dimension of Hilbert space of the system taken as 221 in this paper and thus the
predictive saturation value have the order about 10−7 verified indeed by the latter expression for chaotic sea from our
study.
Thus our finding challenge the general paradigm of the saturation value and it seems to be treated universally

with our simple statistical semi-classical formula attributed to the variation of the density of probability of action
differences with the mathematical expression as P (∆S) actually taken the simper vision as P (s) with s from s = ∆S/ǫ
as ǫ for direct classic perturbation although there still have some open problem for the applied condition.Here we
should say that actually our analytical work is based on the established result as the Dephasing representation[48]
with the advantage that can treat single quantum decay and many work have to treat the average Loschimidt echo
with some argument to get the clear decay laws mainly in strong chaos but actually Dephasing representation is also
a approximation and some condition to apply is not very clear and very recently a more serious analytical work was
done[52]that may join the force of our work and will be likely a important consideration in the future.
Actually in this paper we seriously discuss the likely problem of the statistical-type semi-classical method and

consider the difference of so-called first order and second order approximation[22] in terms of the variation of k = ~/ξ2

for ~ as the effective Pluck constant and ξ as the effective width and actually the quantum state we study with the
equal uncertainty for the position r and momentum p belonging to the second order expression with k = 1 for most
work in this research field.Then we have the second-order semi-classical formula to treat the quantum Loshimidt echo
and afterwards there have a subtle procedure that have not been clarified with rigorous mathematical ground yet as
to use the first-order statistical semi-classical formula with the classical ensemble from second-ordered quantum state
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for evaluating the quantum Loschimidt echo.Rigorously to say,it is a trick that seems to have not exact mathematical
base but it seems that this idea has been applied to study Loschimidt echo in previous work [4, 22] to get good results
to some extent,hence we still in this paper use the first-ordered type semi-classical method to approach Loschimidt
echo although we pay a high attention to the differences and the likely reasons.
In this paper for chaotic sea with the classical limit,we used the probability theory to get a analytical formula(25)

for the initial P (s) with the prediction as approximately Gaussian distribution and get numerical agreement.Further
more,we considered the simple expectation for the positive connection for the accuracy of evaluation of semi-classical
method using Levy distribution of P (s) and the extent for the linearity of the frequency relation corresponding to the
Fourier transform of P (s),and from the variable we define(26)with some average procedure,the expectation basically
can be seen hold.With some example,we also show the direct comparison of P (s) with corresponding Levy fit in terms
of some given time as well as the likely linear frequency relation(16),and indeed find it is a common tendency to have
approximately Levy distribution for relatively long time with the order at least about 102.Then we have some kind
of solid background to seriously consider the fitting affect in the semi-classical formula(19)with Levy assumption,and
it is a question easily neglected but should be considered in practice.Therefore,in this paper we seriously consider
the variation of semi-classical evaluation with different fitting procedure which means to use some group of given
frequencies together to fit and find the possible situation of existing the critical value of η generally taken the name
as η∗(A.4)accounting for the non-monotonic variation of semi-classical evaluation of Loschimidt echo and η is a index
characterizing P (s) with η = 2 for Gaussian distribution and 0 < η < 2 for Levy distribution.
The basic study idea for investigating the non-monotonic variation of semi-classical evaluation seems complicated

but actually it is very logic.Firstly,we fitted the parameters mainly for the so-called exponential model taken as the
DL = c + aexp(bη) with DL as the width of P (s) in terms of levy distribution assumption,and a, b, c are the fitting
parameters corresponding the assumed function for DL versus η as there have the interdependence for the fitting with
different group of frequencies which is a starting point to understand our basic treatment.Then we can apply this
idea to which group of frequencies for fitting likely corresponds to change the monotonicity of the variation of semi-
classical evaluation.Anyone who still have some puzzlement about how to apply the critical value η∗ can have a look
at our illustrative example in the FIG 37 and also a very detailed derivation in the part of appendix can help you for
the understanding.Then we can find the field of perturbation for existing η∗ corresponding to given fitted parameters
a, b, c with different combination of positive or negative values to set the lower bound and upper bound from the study
of condition of existence of the critical value η∗ summarized in the Table 1 and Table 2 and in this available field
of perturbation we also can know the variation of η∗ itself versus perturbation with a simple formula(27)numerically
checked.Further more,the tendency of this variation also can be studied with the formula(28)and so-called transition
value can be obtained.
From our study,we can find the variational field of η∗ can have the intersection of the effective changing field for the

fitting η corresponding to some field of perturbation with different expression in terms of different system parameter
K.For escaping the possibility to include the η∗,it seems to be reasonable to use fewer frequencies to fit but actually
this can not always guarantee the better accuracy for the semi-classical evaluation as this depends on the monotonicity
for Msc versus η connected with the combination of fitted parameters a, b, c for a given time as well as the value of η∗

as the function of a, b, c and perturbation.Obviously we have developed a unified method to treat the non-variation
of Msc joined the force of numerical computation and relatively easy mathematical analysis.In a word,if we can get
the information about the fitted parameters a, b, c with the time variation,we can get to know the non-monotonic
variation of semi-classical evaluation in detail for any more careful investigation.
Then we use the few frequencies as four unified to treat semi-classical evaluation of quantum fidelity which is another

name used in other papers rather than with the name Loschimidt echo.For chaotic sea,we have find Levy distribution
of P (s) can be hired for some evolution time and also was applied in previous study[4]but we find there have some
important factors missing.The most important thing is the η taken as the function of time numerically realized for
a fixed fitting procedure.Thus the decay exponent in the semi-classical treatment should be divided into two parts
from the variables η and DL together that can be called as αη and αD and find there likely have a entirely opposite
tendency for variation versus time using some easy mathematical analysis and also get indeed numerical conformation
which means there have a tight correlation between seeming separated expressions for η and DL.Further more,we
consider the direct integral with our essential semi-classical formula(14) to see the efficiency of our theory and this
direct integral can treat all the situations of chaotic sea and edge of chaos together without some assumption of P (s)
although the price we should pay for is it entirely depends on numerical computation.
As the decay process in terms of chaotic sea is quite different from the strong chaos but the related decay laws can give

some reference for our study,so in this paper we basically have two steps to treat decay laws systematically.Meanwhile
during this kind of study,we always have the comparison among the expressions from quantum Loshimidt echo,semi-
classical direct integral and semi-classical evaluation from Levy distribution assumption for P (s).
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Firstly,we assume the local very limited decay process the decay law as M(t) ≈ e−ctα hold and then for a given
time interval we can make a fitting to get related local decay rate c and decay exponent α as well,thus we can study
the variation of c and α versus time closely to a continual variation with the time interval for fitting sufficient small.If
the variation of fitting local c basically around a constant and α around 1,this situation actually belong to the typical
exponential decay in strong chaos,otherwise we can expect the new decay laws.From our extensive numerical study,this
idea is quite good for small perturbations and corresponding decay law in strong chaos can be basically expressed as
Fermi Golden rule decay[51] with the main feature as c ≈ 2.2σ2 that can be taken for the comparison.Based on this
study method,we find the local decay rate can enter a stable field with some fluctuation around the value deviating
from 2.2σ2 more or less relying on the system parameter K but with the same order,and the local decay exponent
α correspondingly also undergo a transitive process from a higher value to a basically stable value although actually
having some tendency to slowly decrease that basically is a universal feature that could be explained by the variational
relation for η and DL to some extent in our study.The fitting results from direct semi-integral have a good agreement
with numerical fitting of Loschimidt echo for most system parameters K and the fitting results coming from the Levy
distribution can agree well with direct integral in particular for α in terms of some time scale corresponding to a good
assumption of P (s) as our expectation.Secondly for large perturbation,the variation of local decay rate have some
kind of large fluctuation even without the similar order in the quantity and we just need another method to treat the
decay law as a whole,further more as the complicated situation then what we focus now is the decay exponent,along
this thought we can fit the decay exponent α from some procedure to judge the related time scale if it could be taken
as the stable decay process actually also relied on the local fitting technique.Based on this numerical method,we got
the variation of related decay exponent α with different perturbation.From our study,non-exponential decay is very
common in chaotic sea as well as the edge of chaos.
Here,we find our semi-classical method tends to be good to approach Loschimidt echo for a effective field of

perturbation relying on the system parameter K but with the good level for small perturbation universally in chaotic
sea.This kind of expression can be reflected in the study of decay exponent as well as the direct comparison for decay
process which never seriously was investigated.This finding have some hints for us that there have some reason in
common for the condition for applying our statistical-type semi-classical method,but until now we do not know.With
the average difference between the semi-integral and Loschimidt echo rescaled by perturbation,we can find if there
have a tendency to evolve into some small value around zero near field with perturbation increased,the good extent for
approaching can be expected,but for our study this kind of expectation is not common.Actually it is a very important
issue but not easy to treat in our paper,which is the time scale for the decay process.It is a seeming confusing question
for a new comer in the research field of Loshimidt echo,as quite a few researchers did the research from their own
research background and some kind of complicated with many mathematical discussion in detail,actually the basic
idea is simple.Loshimidt echo is very similar to relaxation process in statistical physics,and the typical decay law for
strong chaos is M(t) ≈ e−ct that can be rewrite as M(t) ≈ e−t/(1/c),and we can replace 1/c for γ to have the regular
style as M(t) ≈ e−t/γ ,and γ actually is the time scale characterizing the decay time.As c ≈ 2.2σ2,thus the order of
1/c is about σ−2 as the typical time scale which is the one of main results in the seminal work done by T.Prosen[7].
Thus we can rewrite M(t) ≈ e−ctα as M(t) ≈ e−(t/γ)α ,and here γ still can be defined as time scale as the extension

of the definition in strong chaos.For edge of chaos,the decay process is quite complicated and it seems to be hard
to treat.To point it out as the focus is that the decay process even with good expression of M(t) ≈ e−ctα also have
related α commonly varying versus the perturbation and this make the outcome even challenge the general idea
that the time scale can be shorten by the perturbation increased[51].For the decay process that can not have a good
approximation with the formula M(t) ≈ e−ctα ,the situation is more complicated and how to develop new concept
connected with efficient decay time equivalent to time scale deserves a serious attention in the future work.For chaotic
sea,the situation seems easier as the decay process can be basically divided into two clear decay sub-processes that
can be described separately the decay law as M(t) ≈ e−ctα and generally the corresponding decay rate c and decay

exponent α vary with the perturbation,thus the decay law can be written as M(t) ≈ e−c(σ)tα(σ)

and time scale γ
could be written in terms of M(t) ≈ e(−t/γ)α ,with some easy math one can get γ = elnc(σ)/α(σ).As there have very
few theoretical understanding,this problem should have to be relied on the extensive numerical work added with some
smart trick,we are working on it and have show some variation of efficient decay time as well as the transitive time
for some special cases,we may summarize related results in other paper if we can find some clear regulars.
In this paper we also want to use statistical-type semi-classical method to approach Loschimidt echo in the edge of

chaos and we can find there generally have not the clearly Levy distribution but have typical peak-like shape of P (s)
which means the distribution is highly localized and during the process for the initial quantum state coming out of the
edge of chaos,the contribution from chaotic sea become more and more significant corresponding to the original long
tail of distribution in P (s) that initially can be neglected become more and more important with the time evolution,at
last the Levy distribution can be expected.This variation of P (s) obviously agree with the ensemble dynamic as there
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have a transition from the edge of chaos towards chaotic sea.For the multi-fractal dimensional edge,we should point
it out that there have extend distributions of P (s) in the stable fields without the situation of escaping to chaotic sea
initially that actually we also can take as the mark for the edge of chaos.
Then in this paper,we seriously use the semi-integral with this special distribution of P (s),and find some non-trivial

results.For stable field,we can find the basically good agreement for the evaluation of our semi-classical theory entirely
inside into the stable torus and otherwise also have a good agreement as a whole but with some large fluctuation.For
the situation of firstly escaping to chaotic sea,the some good agreement just have a limited time scale for small
perturbation and can be become good in all the decay process with the large perturbation but have the revive process
again that can not make sure whether it is just a numerical computation issue simply from the variation from P (s) or
have some more deep root for this expression.Then with the situation of hindering again for escaping to the chaotic
sea,the evaluation of semi-integral can be good for a limited time scale and have a large fluctuation afterwards.After
the situation of obviously escaping to the chaotic sea again,the evaluation of semi-integral approach to Loschimidt
echo can be gradually better at least for the main decay process for the initial quantum state coming out the edge of
chaos correspondingly as well as the perturbation increased,it is a basic experienced rule only just taken as the basic
guideline to some expectation.Further more,there have some burst and large revival as a universal situation splitting
as the perturbation doubled obviously observed for large perturbation larger than 1.Therefore,we can find a clearly
different evaluation of efficiency for semi-classical method we used in this paper,and the very reason for the difference
need more theoretical understanding added with more study models in the future work.
At last,we want to search for the correspondence between the abnormal diffusion and the feature of quantum decay

and it is just a first try,but we indeed find there have some clear connection in particular from the variation of
diffusion exponent as the value one for the normal diffusion.To connect the abnormal diffusion to the distribution
of P (s) is a interesting question but some hard for physicists although there have some important work in it from
the complicated dynamics to the statistical formula[53].Actually we pay attention to the study with non-extensive
statistical mechanics[32] to approach Loshimidt echo for the edge of chaos,and the evaluation of decay process need
to fit for every perturbation and also not very carefully for the decay process in detail,and in our study,we can treat
the quantum decay with a effective perturbation field with the so-called seed P (s) although our semi-classical method
need to improved to have more clearer applied condition.Nowadays the experimental technique have been improved
to single atom level,and our study show there have a clear correspondence between a classical ensemble and quantum
state in terms of uncertainty relation,thus we hope our study in this paper can access to the interest of broad research
field.
From more analytical viewpoint,the semi-classical method with so called pair of orbits developed firstly by Martin

Sieber and Klaus Richter[45, 46]can be taken great attention as it indeed is a reflection of shadowing theorem account-
ing for the dephasing representation to Loschmidt echo that is the starting point for us to develop the statistical-type
semi-classical method in our study[47].As the initial important paper[13]stimulated wide interest for fidelity which
just considered the short correlation of classical orbits with some approximation using the diagonal contribution and
non-diagonal contribution in terms of semi-classical profile,but the long range correlation corresponding to weak chaos
can not be applied.Our work obviously have some intersection with this research direction,we hope to develop a more
deeper work mathematically in the future with more study models under investigation.At last but not least,the tran-
sition from weak chaos to strong chaos is deserved much attention,the variation of mathematical description of decay
laws could be the next work in the future.
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APPENDIX

Appendix A. Monotonicity of Msc for assumed variations of DL via η with frequency relation

1.Exponential variations of DL via η

For the starting point,Msc(t) = exp(−2(ǫ/~)ηDL).We use the assumption for the DL = c+ aexp(bη) and a, b, c are
the fitting parameters.Inserting this expression about DL,we can get the expression

Msc ≈ exp{−2a[
c

a
eηlnσ + eη(b+lnσ)]}. (A.1)

There are two terms having the likely competitive relation for c
ae

ηlnσ and eη(b+lnσ),so we want to figure out the

monotonicity and have to make a derivation to c
ae

ηlnσ + eη(b+lnσ),thus we can get the essential term

exp[η(b+ lnσ][
c

a
e−bηlnσ + b+ lnσ]. (A.2)

Finally the positive or negative of the term c
ae

−bηlnσ + b + lnσ decides the monotonicity of Msc.In some situa-
tions,the derivation of the term c

ae
−bηlnσ + b + lnσ also should be considered,and it is very easy to find the re-

sult ( ca )(−b)lnσe−bη.For simplicity,we can call the term c
ae

ηlnσ + eη(b+lnσ) as M0,
c
ae

−bηlnσ + b + lnσ as M1,and
( ca )(−b)lnσe−bη as M2.
Here we do not use purified mathematical classification discussion,what we care about are the situations existing in

the very extensive numerical observation,but our analysis can be very easily to apply the new possibilities,actually we
show the basic patterns are very limited.Therefore we need to consider different typical cases,and the first classified
factor is σ = 1 as the sign of lnσ can be changed with σ > 1 or 0 < σ < 1,the other factors are the different
combination of a, b, c.
1) 0 < σ < 1 and b < 0
a)a > 0, c > 0
As here b + lnσ < 0,and c

a > 0,thus the essential term M1 < 0.That means M0 is a decreasing function and Msc

is a increasing function for a > 0.Now we can visually and also conveniently illustrate the decreasing and increasing
tendency using symbol ↓ ↑,and get the logic sequence clearly in this situation:η ↑ → M0 ↓ → Msc ↑, η ↓ → M0 ↑ →
Msc ↓.
b)a < 0, c > 0
Here still b + lnσ < 0,but c

ae
−bηlnσ > 0,so we can not know right now for the monotonicity of M0.We need to

consider the term M2 = ( ca )(−b)lnσe−bη,and find M2 > 0 which means M1 is a increasing function.Thus we can
investigate the value of M1 in terms of η = 0 and find c

a lnσ + b + lnσ.For general cases with | ca | ≫ 1,so we can
expect c

a lnσ+ b+ lnσ > 0 added with the condition about increasing function of M1,M1 will always be positive with
η ≥ 0.Therefore,M0 is a increasing function with η,and that leads to Msc is also a increasing function with a < 0
here.With the logic sequence,we have:η ↑ → M0 ↑ → Msc ↑,η ↓ → M0 ↓ → Msc ↓.
For some situation,if c

a lnσ + b + lnσ < 0 as the condition | ca | ≫ 1 can not be satisfied,then we can find there
have one critical point for η that can be called η∗ dividing the η as two fields for [0, η∗) and (η∗,∞] corresponding to
M1 < 0 or M1 > 0.The η∗ can be determined by the equation

c

a
lnσexp(−bη) + b + lnσ = 0, (A.3)

and get

η∗ = −1

b
ln[− a

clnσ
(b+ lnσ)]. (A.4)

ThereforeM0 is a decreasing function with the field [0, η∗) and is a increasing function with (η∗,∞].As a < 0,Msc share
the same monotonicity of M0.With the logic sequence,we have:in terms of [0, η∗),η ↑ (↓) → M0 ↓ (↑) → Msc ↓ (↑),and
in terms of (η∗,∞],η ↑ (↓) → M0 ↑ (↓) → Msc ↑ (↓).
Actually η is not more than 2 in our numerical observation,and there always have the global tendency of decreasing η

with fitting number of frequencies continually added,thus the∞ for η just only be seen as the mathematical seriousness
in form,it is enough to consider η in the field of [0, 2].To point out further more,the situation for c

a lnσ + b+ lnσ < 0
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in terms of a < 0, c > 0 is very few,then we can reasonably expect the monotonous increasing function for Msc with
η varied in terms of 0 < σ < 1 and b < 0.
2) 0 < σ < 1 and b > 0
a)a > 0, c > 0
We need to investigate the essential term c

ae
−bηlnσ+b+ lnσ,and there have likely competitive relation for b+ lnσ >

0,with the derivation we know M2 > 0,therefore M1 is a increasing function.For general cases, ca ≫ 1,so the term
c
a lnσ + b + lnσ could be negative with b not very large that is reasonable from numerical observation.As M1 is an
increasing function,then there have a transition from negative to positive in terms of increasing η and we can get the
same expression of critical value η∗ for A.4 with the equation A.3.As a > 0,the monotonicity of Msc is opposite to
M0,with logic sequences,we have:[0, η∗),η ↑ (↓) → M0 ↓ (↑) → Msc ↑ (↓),and in terms of (η∗,∞],η ↑ (↓) → M0 ↑ (↓)
→ Msc ↓ (↑).
If b+ lnσ < 0,M1 < 0.Thus M0 is a decreasing function and it is very easy to get the tendency of variation:η ↑ →

M0 ↓ → Msc ↑,η ↓ → M0 ↑ → Msc ↓.
b)a > 0, c < 0
Consider the essential term c

ae
−bηlnσ+ b+ lnσ,if b+ lnσ > 0,the term M1 > 0,thus M0 is a increasing function.For

a > 0,the monotonicity of Msc is opposite to M0.With the logic sequences,we have:η ↑ → M0 ↑ → Msc ↓,η ↓ → M0 ↓
→ Msc ↑.
If b + lnσ < 0,as c

ae
−bηlnσ > 0,we need to consider the monotonicity of M1 which means to consider M2 =

( ca )(−b)lnσe−bη.It is easy to find M2 < 0 which means M1 is a decreasing function.Thus we want to investigate the
maximum value of M1 with η = 0,that is c

a lnσ + b + lnσ.For our very limited numerical observation,| ca | ≫ 1 can be
found and pay attention to M1 as a decreasing function,we can reasonably to expect there have a transition from
positive value to negative value for M1,and using the same equation A.3 to get the critical value as η∗ with the form
A.4.With the logic sequences,we have:[0, η∗),η ↑ (↓) → M0 ↑ (↓) → Msc ↓ (↑),and in terms of (η∗,∞],η ↑ (↓) →
M0 ↓ (↑) → Msc ↑ (↓).
3) σ > 1 and b > 0
a) a > 0, c > 0
Starting point still is the essential term c

ae
−bηlnσ+ b+ lnσ,then it is easy to find this term M1 > 0 and that means

M0 is a increasing function.As a > 0,the monotonicity of Msc is opposite to M0,with logic sequences,we have:η ↑ →
M0 ↑ → Msc ↓,η ↓ → M0 ↓ → Msc ↑.
b) a > 0, c < 0
The starting point is c

ae
−bηlnσ+ b+ lnσ,and the sub-term c

ae
−bηlnσ < 0 and b+ lnσ > 0,so we need to consider the

M2 as the derivative of M1 and find ( ca )(−b)lnσe−bη > 0 that means M1 is a increasing function.With the condition
of | ca | ≫ 1 for most cases,the value of M1 in terms of η = 0 is negative.Thus there have a transition from negative
to positive for M1 and the critical value η∗ for M1 = 0 can be obtained with the equation A.3 in the form A.4.With
the logic sequences,we have:[0, η∗),η ↑ (↓) → M0 ↓ (↑) → Msc ↑ (↓),and in terms of (η∗,∞],η ↑ (↓) → M0 ↑ (↓) →
Msc ↓ (↑).
4) σ > 1 and b < 0
a) a > 0, c > 0
If b + lnσ > 0,the essential term c

ae
−bηlnσ + b + lnσ > 0,it is easy to know M0 is a increasing function.Thus with

logic sequences,we have:η ↑ → M0 ↑ → Msc ↓,η ↓ → M0 ↓ → Msc ↑.
If b + lnσ < 0,we need to consider M2 = ( ca )(−b)lnσe−bη and find easily M2 > 0 that means M1 is a increasing

function.Thus we can consider the value of M1 in terms of η = 0,and with the condition for c
a ≫ 1,we can find M1

always is positive for all the value of η choose.So we have the logic sequences for tendency of Msc:η ↑ → M0 ↑ →
Msc ↓,η ↓ → M0 ↓ → Msc ↑.But with condition for c

a lnσ smaller than |b+ lnσ|,there have a transition from negative
to positive for M1 and the critical value η∗ can be got with the equation A.3 in the form A.4.Thus the logic sequences
we have are:[0, η∗),η ↑ (↓) → M0 ↓ (↑) → Msc ↑ (↓),and in terms of (η∗,∞],η ↑ (↓) → M0 ↑ (↓) → Msc ↓ (↑).
b) a < 0, c > 0
If b+lnσ < 0,thus the termM1 = c

ae
−bηlnσ+b+lnσ < 0,then we can knowM0 is a decreasing function.With the logic

sequences,we have:η ↑ →M0 ↓ →Msc ↓,η ↓ →M0 ↑ →Msc ↑.If b+ lnσ > 0,we should considerM2 = ( ca )(−b)lnσe−bη

and find it is negative.Thus M1 is a decreasing function and we check the value of M1 in terms of η = 0 and it can be
negative if | ca | ≫ 1.ThereforeM0 is a decreasing function and we can get the monotonicity ofMsc with logic sequences
as follows:η ↑ → M0 ↓ → Msc ↓,η ↓ → M0 ↑ → Msc ↑.
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2.Linear variations of DL via η

We find there have a approximated linear relation for DL with η changed in terms of some initial frequen-
cies,mathematically describe it as:DL = aη + b,a, b are the fitting parameters.The staring point still is Msc =
exp(−2(ǫ/~)ηDL),with the linear expression of DL,we can get

Msc ≈ exp{−2b[
a

b
elnη+ηlnσ + eηlnσ]}. (A.5)

For sake of getting the monotonicity of Msc,we need to differentiate a
b e

lnη+ηlnσ + eηlnσ,and easily to get the
expression

exp[lnη + ηlnσ][
a

b
(
1

η
+ lnσ) + lnσe−lnη]. (A.6)

To get the information about value of the term a
b (

1
η + lnσ)+ lnσe

−lnη for positive or negative,we still need to consider
the derivative of this term,and we can get the new term:

−[
a

b

1

η2
+
lnσ

η
e−lnη]. (A.7)

Therefore,we can find there have three terms determining the monotonicity of Msc,and for simplicity,we use simple
name for these terms:ab e

lnη+ηlnσ + eηlnσ as M
′

,ab (
1
η + lnσ) + lnσe−lnη as M

′′

and −[ab
1
η2 + lnσ

η e−lnη] as M
′′′

.
We here consider two typical linear relations for DL corresponding to different fields of σ for 0 < σ < 1 and

σ > 1,and discuss them separately.
1) 0 < σ < 1
a) a > 0, b < 0
We firstly consider the essential term M

′′

= a
b (

1
η + lnσ) + lnσe−lnη and find M

′′

will be negative if 1
η + lnσ > 0.As

1
η + lnσ is a decreasing function and there is a transitive value for η,and 1

η + lnσ can be positive below that critical

value given name as η
′

.The η
′

is given with the equation very easily:

1

η
+ lnσ = 0, (A.8)

η
′

= − 1

lnσ
. (A.9)

But we still find it is uncertain for the condition about η > η
′

,thus we still need to consider further for M
′′′

which
is the derivative of M

′′

.With the condition about a
b < 0,M

′′′

is positive and the value of M
′′

in terms of η = η
′

is

negative,therefore there has a critical value for η larger than η
′

that we can call η
′′

determined by the equation:

a

b
(
1

η
+ lnσ) + lnσ

1

η
= 0, (A.10)

η
′′

= − b

a
− 1

lnσ
(A.11)

Thus we can combine η
′

and η
′′

to find the η
′′

is the only deciding factor for monotonicity of Msc.With logic
sequences,we have:[0, η

′′

),η ↑ (↓) → M
′ ↓ (↑) → Msc ↓ (↑),and in terms of (η

′′

,∞],η ↑ (↓) → M
′ ↑ (↓) → Msc ↑ (↓).

b) a < 0, b > 0
We use the same method but more convenient as we find the deciding factor about the monotonicity of Msc can

come from directly from M
′′

and M
′′′

.As a
b < 0 and 0 < σ < 1,we get M

′′′

> 0 which means M
′′

is a increasing

function.It is very easy to find the value ofM
′′

with η = 0 is negative,thus we can find there has a transitive value of η
that can be called η∗ dividing the η as two fields [0, η∗) and (η∗,∞] corresponding to M

′′

< 0 and M
′′

> 0.Obviously
η∗ is decided by A.10 with the form as A.11.Pay attention to b > 0,with logic sequences,we have:[0, η∗),η ↑ (↓) →
M

′ ↓ (↑) → Msc ↑ (↓),and in terms of (η∗,∞],η ↑ (↓) → M
′ ↑ (↓) → Msc ↓ (↑).

2) σ > 1
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a) a > 0, b < 0
The starting point is still for the essential term a

b (
1
η + lnσ) + lnσe−lnη,and it will be convenient to study the

monotonicity of Msc if we can rewrite M
′′

as (ab + lnσ) 1η + a
b lnσ.M

′′′

rewritten as − 1
η2 (

a
b + lnσ) can be negative,if

a
b + lnσ > 0.Thus M

′′

is a decreasing function.Actually what we care about is η > 0 even in the field between 0
and 2,but it is better to understand the monotonicity with all the field put in consideration.One can notice η = 0
is a discontinuity point for M

′′

and it is decreased continuously for [−∞, 0] and (0,∞] and have the same value of
M

′′

= a
b lnσ in terms of η = −∞,∞.Therefore we can find η has a critical value η∗ with form A.11 corresponding

to M
′′

= 0,and it is positive that can be deduced by a
b + lnσ > 0.With the logic sequences,we have:[0, η∗),η ↑ (↓) →

M
′ ↑ (↓) → Msc ↑ (↓),and in terms of (η∗,∞],η ↑ (↓) → M

′ ↓ (↑) → Msc ↓ (↑).
Now we consider the condition about a

b + lnσ < 0 and M
′′

= (ab + lnσ) 1η + a
b lnσ is negative for η > 0.But we

need to deepen our understanding for all the field of η,and M
′′′

= − 1
η2 (

a
b + lnσ) > 0 which means M

′′

is a increasing

function.As η = 0 is a discontinuity point for M
′′

,and it is increased continuously for [−∞, 0] and (0,∞] and have
the same value of M

′′

= a
b lnσ in terms of η = −∞,∞.So it is easy to find η has a critical value η∗ = − b

a − 1
lnσ < 0

that can deduced directly by a
b + lnσ < 0.Thus this critical value does not exist in our basic caring field (0,∞] in

which M
′′

is always negative.In terms of (0,∞],with the logic sequences,we have:η ↑ → M
′ ↓ → Msc ↓, η ↓ → M

′ ↑
→ Msc ↑.
b) a < 0, b > 0
We firstly consider the essential term M

′′

as (ab + lnσ) 1η + a
b lnσ with condition a

b + lnσ > 0.As we can not make

sure about the value of M
′′

for positive or negative,but M
′′′

as − 1
η2 (

a
b + lnσ) is negative which means M

′′

is a

decreasing function disconnected by η = 0.From the value of M
′′

= ∞ with η = 0+ and the value of M
′′

= a
b lnσ < 0

with η = ∞,with continuously decreasing property,there has a critical value η∗ between 0+ and ∞ corresponding to
M

′′

= 0,and have the form with A.11 which is positive equivalent to the condition a
b + lnσ > 0.Pay attention to b > 0

in the term A.5,with logic sequences,we have:[0, η∗),η ↑ (↓) → M
′ ↑ (↓) → Msc ↓ (↑),and in terms of (η∗,∞],η ↑ (↓)

→ M
′ ↓ (↑) → Msc ↑ (↓).

For the condition about a
b + lnσ < 0,we find the processing method is exactly same to the situation of a > 0, b < 0

taken as a whole to treat in the terms M
′

,M
′′

and M
′′′

except the monotonicity of Msc is opposite to M
′

as b > 0 in
the form A.5.In terms of (0,∞],with the logic sequences,we have:η ↑ → M

′ ↓ → Msc ↑, η ↓ → M
′ ↑ → Msc ↓.Actually

we surly can treat the condition for a
b + lnσ > 0 using the same concise way,but we want to investigate in detail for

giving a deep impression previously to at last enlighten the universal idea we use repeatedly.
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