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The Boltzmann-Loschmidt dispute of 1876 questioned the possibility of a statistical irreversible
description by time reversible classical equations of motion of atoms. Here we show analytically and
numerically that the quantum chaos diffusion of cold atoms, or ions, in a harmonic trap and pulsed
optical lattice can be inverted back in time with up to 100% efficiency. This is in sharp contrast
to classical evolution where exponentially small errors break time reversibility. We argue that the
existing experimental skills allow highlighting the Boltzmann-Loschmidt dispute from a quantum
perspective.

PACS numbers:

Introduction.- In 1872 Boltzmann formulated the sta-
tistical theory of entropy growth and thermalization
based on the dynamical laws of classical motion of atoms
[1]. A few years later in 1876, 150 years ago, this the-
ory was objected by Loschmidt [2] who pointed that the
dynamics of atoms is reversible in time thus raising a
question of how an irreversible thermalization can ap-
pear from the reversible dynamical equations of motion.
The reply of Boltzmann followed in 1877 [3] and the leg-
end tells that on the direct question of what happens
with entropy and thermalization if one inverts velocities
of all atoms he replied then go and invert them [4]. The
modern resolution of this Boltzmann-Loschmidt dispute
is given by the theory of dynamical chaos in generic non-
linear systems with positive Lyapunov exponent Λ and
Kolmogorov-Sinai entropy hKS leading to an exponen-
tial instability of motion [5–8]. This instability generates
an exponential growth of errors thus breaking time re-
versibility even if time reversal errors are negligibly small
(see e.g. an example in [9]). It also leads to mixing with
time at exponentially smaller and smaller scales in the
phase space.

We should point that the time reversibility problem of
statistical laws, originated by the Boltzmann-Loschmidt
dispute [1, 2], is still actively discussed by a scientific
community in physics and philosophy (see e.g. [10–16]).

However, the above discussions are mainly done in the
frame of classical mechanics while the reality is quantum.
The quantum evolution is generally described by the lin-
ear Schrödinger equation and a chaotic mixing in a phase
space stops at the Planck constant ℏ being protected by
the Heisenberg uncertainty relation. Indeed, due to expo-
nential divergence of classical trajectories the Ehrenfest
theorem for wave packet spreading [17] remains valid only
for a logarithmically short Ehrenfest time tE ∼ | ln ℏ|/Λ
so that after tE the wave packet spreads exponentially
over the main part of phase space [18–20] and there is
no instability for times t > tE [21, 22]. Thus the time

reversibility is preserved for the quantum evolution (see
an example in [9]). The properties of time reversibility
in systems of quantum chaos [20] have been studied in
detail being known as Loschmidt echo and fidelity decay
(see e,g, [23–28] and Refs. therein).

The first experiments on time reversal had been done
with spin echos [29–31]. Later the time reversal was real-
ized with acoustic and electromagnetic waves that led to
important useful applications including seismic analysis
in geophysics (see e.g. [32–34]). However, in far 1876
Boltzmann and Loschmidt discussed the time reversibil-
ity of atoms and for this system an experimental real-
ization of time reversal of atomic matter waves is rather
nontrivial. A possible realization of time reversal of a
quantum chaos evolution of cold atoms in a kicked opti-
cal lattice was proposed in [35] and for a Bose-Einstein
condensate (BEC) of atoms in [36]. The main elements
of this proposal are based on a possibility to transfer am-
plitude k of kicks from positive to negative value and
the property of free propagation of atoms between kicks
with a phase factor U ∼ exp(−iT (n + α)2)/2) where a
parameter T is proportional to a period between kicks
and a fractional part α of momentum of atom p = n+ α
is not affected by kicks due to periodicity of optical lat-
tice. Due to that a time reversal is realized by changing
T = 4π+ε to T = 4π−ε and by k → −k at the middle of
time interval between kicks. However, this time reversal
is exact only for atoms with a fractional quasimomen-
tum α = 0 while for α close to zero the time reversal
degradates with an increase of time interval tr at which
the time reversal operation is performed. Thus time re-
versal works only for a relatively small group of atoms
with α ≈ 0. The interactions between atoms also lead
to a decrease of return signal [36]. The time reversal of
atomic matter waves was realized in BEC experiments
[37, 38]. However, due to an approximate nature of time
reversal for atoms with α ≈ 0 only small values of time
interval tr = 5 were realized with 5 kicks of forward and
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FIG. 1: Time dependence of the mean energy E(t) for the
classical system (1) at K = 3 (top panel) and K = 8 (bot-
tom panel). Time reversal is performed at tr = 30 (solid
curves) and tr = 40 (dashed curves) in the presence of noise
with amplitude ε. Values of E are averaged over 106 classical
trajectories. At t = 0, the initial distribution is a Gaussian
centered at the unstable fixed point (x0 = π, p0 = 0) with a
standard deviation σ =

√
2/2. The recovery time td is defined

as the time during which the energy decays after time rever-
sal, as illustrated in the bottom panel. For ε = 0, no artificial
noise is added, leaving only computer round-off errors at the
double-precision level (∼ 10−16).

backward propagation.
Model description.- In this work we show that the time

reversal can be realized with cold atoms placed in a har-
monic trap and kicked optical lattice and that in this
system of quantum chaos almost all atoms return to the
origin after a long reversal time tr with probability close
to 100%. The system is described by the Hamiltonian

Ĥ = (p̂2 + ω0
2x̂2)/2 +K cos(qx̂)

∑
m

δ(t−mT ) . (1)

where ω0 is a frequency of harmonic trap, momentum
p̂ and position x̂ operators have the usual commutator
[p̂, x̂] = −iℏ, T is a time interval between kicks of opti-
cal lattice with a potential V (x) = K cos(qx) with space
period 2π/q. The classical dynamics of this system is
described by the Hamiltonian equations while the quan-
tum evolution is described by the Schrödinger equation
with the Planck constant ℏ. Between kicks we have evo-
lution in a harmonic potential and a kick transfers a wave
function ψ to ψ̄ as ψ̄ = exp[−i(K/ℏ) cos(qx)]ψ. In our
studies we use dimensionless units with atom mass and
frequency ω0 being unity,K, ℏ, T being dimensionless and

q = 1 (the case of q ̸= 1 is reduced to q = 1 by a rescaling
K/ℏ → K/ℏeff = K/(ℏq2)).
The classical system (1) was introduced and studied in

[39–41] being known as Zaslavsky web map. This sim-
ple symplectic map describes a change of p, x variables
after one period of time T . The dynamics depends on
the ratio of oscillator period to the time between kicks
R = 2π/T . For R = 3, 4, 6 the separatrix web covers
the whole phase space plane (x, p) corresponding to the
known result of a plane covered by triangles, squares and
hexagons. The Kolmogorov-Arnold-Moser (KAM) the-
ory [5–8] is not applicable for such a case and even at
small K values there are chaotic layers around separatrix
lines of a width proportional to K. For large K values
the whole phase space is chaotic without visible stability
islands and the system energy E =< (p2 + x2)/2 > is
growing diffusely with the number of kicks denoted as t
in the following (E ≈ Dt,D ≈ K2/4). The map on one
period is: x̄ = p+K sinx, p̄ = −x, where bar marks new
values of variables and R = 4, q = 1. A variety of images
of classical dynamics in the phase space is available at
[42].
The quantum evolution of system (1) is described by

the quantum map for the wave function after one period
of perturbation:

ψ̄ = exp(−i(ω0T n̂+ εn)) exp[−i(K/ℏ) cos qx̂]ψ , (2)

where n̂ = â+â is the standard operator of oscillator
quantum number n and we assume that certain experi-
mental imperfections at each map iteration induce ran-
dom phases −εq ≤ εn ≤ εq at oscillator levels; in the
following we use ω0 = 1, ℏ = q = 1. This quantum model
at εq = 0 was studied by different groups (see e.g. [43–48]
and Refs. therein). Quantum interference may lead to
localization of classical diffusion, similar to a case of free
cold atoms in a kicked optical lattice (see [18, 19, 49]),
but there are also cases when the diffusion in energy is
unlimited. Here we consider the case of R = 4 with
a duality between coordinate and momentum when the
system (1) can be reduced to the kicked Harper model
with unlimited quantum diffusion (see e.g. [43, 50, 51]).
Numerically it is convenient to perform the quantum evo-
lution (2) in the basis of oscillator eigenfunctions using
the matrix elements of kick function between these eigen-
states (see e.g. [52] where the quantum evolution (1) was
studied in presence of dissipation).
The time reversal of classical dynamics is done by in-

version of velocities of all particles p→ −p at the middle
of free rotation between kicks. For the quantum evolution
one cannot perform experimentally the complex conjuga-
tion ψ → ψ+ but it is possible to invert evolution back-
wards in time by changing T = 2π/R to T ′ = 2π−T and
replacing K amplitude by −K (at the moment of time
reversal one should omit one kick replaced by T ′ rotation
and then followed by kicks with −K amplitude and rota-
tion periods T ′). This time reversal operation works also
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FIG. 2: Dependence of the ratio of recovery and reversal
times f = td/tr on noise amplitude ε and reversal time tr
shown by color for K = 3 (left) and K = 8 (right). The
values of f are averaged over 106 trajectories for each color
cell, where td values are obtained as it is shown in Fig. 1.

for irrational R values. Also such a time reversal can be
done if we add any integer number multiplied by 2π to
T and T ′.

Time reversal of classical chaos.- The results for time
reversal of classical dynamics of Zaslavsky web map with
Hamiltonian (1) are shown in Fig. 1 for energy time de-
pendence E(t). Energy is averaged over N = 106 tra-
jectories with a Gaussian initial distribution centered at
x0 = π, p0 = 0 and standard deviation σ =

√
2/2 in

the phase space. Due to chaos there is a diffusive energy
growth with time E = Dt at the diffusion rate D ≈ K2/4
corresponding to random phase approximation (actual
values are D/K2 ≈ 0.16 (K = 3) and 0.33 (K = 8) due
to presence of residual phase correlations, see [7, 8]).

The time reversal is done at time moments tr = 30
and 40 at the middle between two kicks as described
above. For the case at K = 3 the numerical simula-
tions, done with double precision (round-off errors being
about ε ∼ 10−16), show the return to the initial state
at time t = 2tr for tr = 30, 40 with the energy diffusion
restarting for times t > 2tr. However, for K = 8, similar
to the Chirikov standard map [7], we have the Lyapunov
exponent Λ ≈ ln(K/2) ≈ 1.39 and the exponential er-
ror growth leads to a large accumulated round-off errors
10−16 exp(Λtr) ∼ 100

To illustrate the effect of errors we introduce after each
time moment 0 ≤ t ≤ 2tr an additional random varia-
tion of momentum pt+1 = pt + δt with −ε ≤ δt ≤ ε.
The effects of these artificial noise errors on energy anti-
diffusion are shown in Fig. 1. At a given ε this noise
breaks time reversal and the anti-diffusion back to the
initial state energy continues only during a finite time
td < tr. The dependence of the ratio f = td/tr on ε
is shown in Fig. 2 for different tr values. The results
clearly show that the time scale td is logarithmically short
td ∝ | ln ε|/Λ due to exponential growth of errors. The
time evolution of classical density distribution of trajec-
tories is shown in video files of Supplementary Material
(SupMat) for tr = 30 and K = 3, ε = 0.001.
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FIG. 3: Time evolution of the mean energy E(t) = ⟨n⟩ (top
panel) and the quantum fidelity F (t) =| ⟨ψ(t = 0, εq = 0) |
ψ(t, εq)⟩ |2 (bottom panel) for K = 3, with ℏ = q = 1. Solid
curves correspond to different quantum noise amplitudes εq:
0 (black), 0.05 (red), 0.1 (green), and 0.2 (blue). Shaded
areas represent the standard deviation computed over 1000
noise realizations of the quantum map in Eq. (2). Dashed
curves show the classical mean energy E(t) averaged over 106

trajectories for noise amplitude ε = 10−5 (orange) and 10−3

(purple). The initial classical and quantum state distribu-
tions, centered at x0 = π, p0 = 0, are shown in the top panels
of Fig. 4.

Time reversal of quantum chaos.- The time reversal
of quantum chaos diffusion in (2) with tr = 30 and
K = 3 is shown in Fig. 3 (top panel). For t ≤ tr
there is a diffusive growth of oscillator energy E(t) being
the same as for the classical case in Fig. 1. After the
time reversal there is anti-diffusion back to the initial
state during tr < t ≤ 2tr and for t > 2tr the quan-
tum diffusion restarts again. For the quantum fidelity
F (t) =| ⟨ψ(t = 0, εq = 0) | ψ(t, εq)⟩ |2 there is a de-
crease of F for 0 < t ≤ tr followed by its revival back
to F (2tr) = 1 for εq = 0. In the presence of quantum
phase noise εn the time reversal signal is slowly decreas-
ing with an increase of noise amplitude εq as it is well
seen in Fig. 3. However, the quantum evolution remains
much more stable in respect to quantum errors compar-
ing to the case of classical chaotic dynamics with classical
errors. Similar results for K = 8, ℏ = 1 are shown in Sup-
Mat Fig.S1.

The examples of classical and quantum distributions in
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FIG. 4: Phase-space comparison of the time-reversal dynam-
ics for classical probability densities (left column) and quan-
tum Husimi distributions [20, 25] (right column). The rows,
from top to bottom, correspond to the initial state at t = 0,
the state at the reversal time t = tr = 30, and the final state
at t = 2tr = 60. Classical distributions are computed from an
ensemble of 106 trajectories with a noise amplitude ε = 10−3.
The quantum Husimi distributions are shown for one noise
realization with amplitude εq = 0.1. All initial states are cen-
tered at (x0, p0) = (π, 0). The system parameters are K = 3
and ℏ = 1, with non-linearity exponent q = 1; here red color
is for maximal density, blue for zero.

the phase space (x, p) at time moments t = 0, tr, 2tr are
shown in Fig. 4. At t = tr = 30 the classical and quantum
distributions cover a large area in the phase space. How-
ever, at the return time t = 2tr = 60 the quantum dis-
tribution, with noise errors amplitude εq = 0.1, returns
almost perfectly back to the initial state (with fidelity
F (2tr) ≈ 0.85). In contrast, for the classical chaotic dy-
namics, with error amplitude ε = 0.001, the time reversal
is broken and a big fraction of trajectories continues to
spread diffusely in the phase space. The videos of these
classical and quantum evolution are presented in Sup-
Mat.
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FIG. 5: Dependence of the quantum fidelity F (t = 2tr)
on the quantum noise amplitude εq for K = 3 (blue) and
K = 8 (red) at a fixed reversal time tr = 30. Values of F are
averaged over 1000 quantum noise realizations.
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FIG. 6: Dependence of the quantum fidelity F (t = 2tr) on
the reversal time tr and the quantum noise amplitude εq for
K = 3, with ℏ = q = 1. Values of F , represented in color
scale, are averaged over 1000 quantum noise realizations.

In Fig. 5 we show the dependence of fidelity F (t =
2tr = 60) on the quantum noise amplitude εq. It
can be approximately described by the relation F ∼
exp(−Gε2tr) where G depends on chaos parameter K
and ℏ in agreement with general properties of Loschmidt
echo decay (see [28] and Refs. therein). The results of
Fig. 6 also show that the time reversal fidelity is very
stable in respect to quantum errors being in a drastic
difference with the exponential sensitivity of classical dy-
namics in respect to classical errors shown in Fig. 2.

We note that the described time reversal procedure
works for noninteracting particles while their interactions
break reversibility that allows to study effects of interac-
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tions.

Possible experiments.- For cold atoms in a kicked op-
tical lattice a time interval between kicks was about
T ∼ 1µs − 30µs [49, 53]. The kick period can be even
longer being comparable with a trap oscillator period of
cold atoms with long coherence times. As discussed in
[45] the quantum Zaslavsky web map can be also realized
with cold ion traps with oscillation frequencies of about
1 MHz [54].

Discussion.-We highlighted the Boltzmann-Loschmidt
dispute on time reversibility of statistical laws [2, 3]
emerging from dynamical equations of motion from the
modern view of quantum mechanics of cold atoms, or
ions, in a harmonic trap and pulsed optical lattice. We
argue that the actual experimental abilities allow to real-
ize time reversal of quantum chaos diffusion of cold atoms
with almost 100% efficiency.
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gewichts eines Systems von Körpern mit Rücksicht auf
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Supplementary Material

The Supplementary Material includes Fig. S1 and two
video files in MP4 format.
For Fig. S1, the system parameters are similar to those

of Fig. 3 in the main text.
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FIG. S1: Time evolution of the mean energy E(t) = ⟨n⟩ (top
panel) and the quantum fidelity F (t) =| ⟨ψ(t = 0, εq = 0) |
ψ(t, εq)⟩ |2 (bottom panel) for K = 8, with ℏ = q = 1. Solid
curves correspond to different quantum noise amplitudes εq:
0 (black), 0.05 (red), 0.1 (green), and 0.2 (blue). Shaded ar-
eas represent the standard deviation computed over 100 noise
realizations of the quantum map in Eq. 2). Dashed curves
show the classical mean energy E(t) averaged over 106 tra-
jectories for noise amplitude ε = 0 (black); 10−5 (orange) and
10−3 (purple). The initial classical and quantum state distri-
butions are centered at x0 = π, p0 = 0.

The video file supmatvideo1.mp4 shows the classical
time evolution of the density distribution in the phase
space (x, p) (bottom panel). The top panel shows the
dependence of the classical energy E(t) and classical fi-
delity F (t) at a noise amplitude of ε = 10−3 obtained
with 106 classical trajectories for one noise realization
and the parameters of Fig. 4 (K = 3, q = 1). The clas-
sical fidelity F (t) is defined as an overlap between the
initial classical phase-space distribution at t = 0 and the
distribution at time t:

F (t) =

∫
ρ(x, p, 0)ρ(x, p, t) dxdp√∫

ρ2(x, p, 0) dxdp
∫
ρ2(x, p, t) dxdp

, (S.1)

where ρ denotes the classical coarse-grained density dis-
tributions.

https://www.russellcottrell.com/fractalsEtc/Zaslavsky.htm
https://www.russellcottrell.com/fractalsEtc/Zaslavsky.htm
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The video file supmatvideo2.mp4 shows the quantum
time evolution of the Husimi density distribution in the
phase space (x, p) (bottom panel) for one noise realisa-
tion. The top panel shows the dependence of the quan-

tum energy E(t) and quantum fidelity F (t) at a noise
amplitude of εq = 0.1 for one noise realization and the
parameters of Fig. 4 (K = 3, ℏ = 1, q = 1).
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