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Phase Space Crystals: A New Way to Create a Quasienergy Band Structure
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A novel way to create a band structure of the quasienergy spectrum for driven systems is proposed based on
the discrete symmetry in phase space. The system, e.g. an ionor ultracold atom trapped in a potential, shows no
spatial periodicity, but it is driven by a time-dependent field coupling highly nonlinearly to one of its degrees of
freedom (e.g.,∼ qn). The band structure in quasienergy arises as a consequenceof then-fold discrete periodicity
in phase space induced by this driving field. We propose an explicit model to realize such aphase space crystal
and analyze its band structure in the frame of a tight-binding approximation. The phase space crystal opens new
ways to engineer energy band structures, with the added advantage that its properties can be changedin situby
tuning the driving field’s parameters.

PACS numbers: 67.85.-d, 42.65.Pc, 03.65.-w, 05.45.-a

The high interest in the manipulation of energy band struc-
tures, with the aim to create exotic materials or to tailor their
properties for specific applications, has opened a research
field of band structure engineering [1, 2]. The technology
relies on doping [3, 4] or the application of external mag-
netic and electric fields to modify the properties of materials
such as semiconductors or graphene [5–8]. Furthermore, a
variety of artificial periodic structures, such as photonicand
phononic crystals [9–13] or metamaterials [14–16], are being
investigated to provide band structures optimized for specific
devices.

A system that is driven by a periodic external field shows
a discrete time translation symmetry. In the framework of the
Floquet theory [17] the concepts of quasienergy and Floquet
states [18, 19] were introduced to account for this time pe-
riodicity. Normally, the quasienergy spectrum of a localized
system, e.g., of an ion trapped in a potential, shows no band
structure. But for a periodically driven crystalline material, as
a result of combined periodicities, the quasienergy spectrum
exhibits a band structure [20–23] in quasimomentum space,
and even a new kind of exotic material, namely, a Floquet
topological insulator [24], has been proposed.

Here we explore a new discrete symmetry that can be used
to create exotic materials and to manipulate their band struc-
tures. The Hamiltonian of any system depends on two con-
jugate variables, momentum and coordinate, which define the
phase space. As we will show, it is possible to create a dis-
crete symmetry in phase space. This leads to specific trans-
formations, which mix momentum and coordinate, but leave
the Hamiltonian unchanged. We call such a system aphase
space crystal. In natural crystals, a periodic potential leads
to extended states (Bloch states) in real space. The phase
space crystal has eigenstates, which are localized in real space
but are nevertheless energetically so tightly spaced that they
form bands. Since the phase space crystal arises due to driv-
ing, it continuously emits radiation. As a consequence of
the band structure of the quasienergy, the emission spectrum
shows characteristic features, which should be observableex-

perimentally by methods described in the literature [25, 26].
Model and RWA.— As a specific example, we consider a

nonlinear oscillator, driven by an external field coupling non-
linear to the coordinate, with Hamiltonian

H(t) =
p2

2m
+

1
2

mω2
0q2
+
ν

2
q4
+ 2 f cos(ωdt)qn. (1)

Here,ω0 is the frequency of the oscillator, andωd is the driv-
ing frequency. The nonlinearity is characterized by the expo-
nentn. If n = 1, the model (1) is the linearly driven Duffing
oscillator [27]; forn = 2, it is a parametrically driven oscilla-
tor [28]. In the present paper we are interested in the limit of
largen, say of ordern = 10. There are various ways to create
such high-power coupling. One is based on so-called ”power-
law trapping” potentialsV(q) ∼ qn, which have been explored
for ultracold atoms [30–32]. There are reports of static or adi-
abatically slow changing of the power-law potential [33–37].
The driving we propose in Eq.(1) can be realized by mak-
ing the power-law trapping potential oscillate with frequency
ωd. Alternatively, one can create high-power driving terms by
coupling a trapped ion to an external oscillating point charge
or electric dipole. We will further discuss ways to createnth
power driving terms at the end of this paper.

We assume that the driving frequencyωd is close ton times
ω0; i.e., the detuningδω ≡ ω0 − ωd/n is much smaller than
ω0. We perform a unitary transformation of the Hamiltonian
H(t) via Û = ei(ωd/n)â†ât, whereâ is the annihilation operator
of the oscillator. Dropping fast oscillating terms, in the spirit
of the rotating wave approximation (RWA), we arrive at the
time-independent Hamiltonian

ĤR = ~δωâ†â+
3ν~2

4m2ω2
0

â†â(â†â+1)+ f
( ~

2mω0

)
n
2
(

â†n+ân
)

. (2)

Although RWA is widely used in the study of driven systems,
it is not immediately clear that it is valid for highly nonlinear
coupling (e.g.,∼ qn). To test it, we performed an exact numer-
ical simulation based on the full Floquet theory, not relying on
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FIG. 1: Quasienergy g in phase space. (a)g ∝ HR versus Re[a]
and Im[a] for power n = 10 and driving strengthµ = 0.4µc. For
nonzero driving, the quasienergy is invariant under discrete phase
space rotationseiθ → ei(θ+τ) whereτ = 2π/n. (b) A cut through
the bottom of the quasienergyg in (a). There aren stable states
(yellow closed curves) andn saddle points (unstable states, between
two stable states) arranged periodically in angular direction. A local
coordinate system (x, p) is defined near the bottom of a stable state.
(c) Quasienergyg versus radiusr (left) and angleθ (right). Stable
states are confined by the radial potential barrierUr and the angular
potential barrierUθ. For the latter, we plot two wells betweenθ = −τ
andθ = τ. The localized states confined in each well (green lines)
are coupled by quantum tunneling.

the approximation, and present the results in the Supplemen-
tal Material. The conclusion is that as long as|δω|/ω0 < 2λ
(see the definition ofλ below) the RWA is well justified.

Discrete symmetry.— The RWA Hamiltonian Eq.(2) dis-
plays a new symmetry not visible in Eq.(1). To illustrate it,
we first make use of a semiclassical approximation, replacing
the operator ˆa by a complex number, and plot the resulting
HamiltonianHR (2) in the phase space spanned by Re[a] and
Im[a]. The results, seen in Figs. 1(a) and 1(b), clearly display
the discrete angular periodicity ofHR. For the following theo-
retical analysis, we define a unitary operatorT̂τ = e−iτâ†â with
the propertieŝT†τ âT̂τ = âe−iτ andT̂†τ ânT̂τ = âne−inτ. It is easy
to see that the RWA Hamiltonian is invariant under discrete
transformationT†τ ĤRTτ = ĤR for τ = 2π/n.

The discrete angular symmetry suggests introducing the ra-
dial and angular operators ˆr and θ̂ via â = e−iθ̂ r̂/

√
2λ and

â† = r̂eiθ̂/
√

2λ. They obey the commutation relation

[ r̂2, eiθ̂] = 2λeiθ̂ (3)

whereλ = −3ν~/(4m2ω2
0δω) is the scaled dimensionless non-

linearity. Using this definition, we get̂HR = −(~δω/λ)ĝ, with

ĝ =
1
4

(r̂2
+ λ − 1)2 +

1
2
µ
[(

r̂eiθ̂
)n
+

(

e−iθ̂ r̂
)n]

. (4)

The dimensionless driving strength is

µ = −2λ f
~δω

(mω0δω

−3ν

)n/2

.

For red detuning,δω < 0, considered in the followingµ > 0.

Semiclassical analysis.— We first analyze the properties of
the phase space crystal in the semiclassical limitλ→ 0. For
vanishing drivingµ = 0, the quasienergyg is independent
of the angleθ, which meansg is invariant under continuous
phase space rotation. However, for finite drivingµ , 0, the
quasienergyg is only invariant under discrete phase space ro-
tationseiθ → ei(θ+τ) with τ = 2π/n. The periodic arrangement
of atoms in a crystal replaces the continuous translation sym-
metry by a discrete one. Similarly, in a phase space crystal
the stable points break the continuous rotation symmetry, and
define the periodicity for the phase space crystal. In Fig. 1(b),
the stable points are then minima (rm, θm) of g. Between every
two neighboring stable points there is a saddle point (rs, θs).

In the vicinity of stable points, the quasienergyg creates
effective potential barriers for angular and radial motionUθ

andUr , respectively. Both are shown in Fig. 1(c). Because
of thermal or quantum fluctuations, the states may jump or
tunnel between neighboring stable points across or through
the angular potential with heightUθ ≈ 2µ. The tunneling
determines the band structure to be discussed below. In the
Supplemental Material, we show that the height of the radial
potential barrierUr decreases as the drivingµ increases, up
to a critical driving strengthµc = (1 − r2

c)/(nrn−2
c ) with r2

c =

(n − 2)/(n − 4), above which the stable points disappear. In
the limit of largen, we findµc ≈ 2/[en(n − 2)], where e is
the Euler constant. In the following, we assumeµ < µc to
guarantee the existence of stable points.

Quasienergy band structure.— In the quantum regime, ˆr
and θ̂ no longer commute. In Fig. 2(a), we show the eigen-
value spectrum of the quasienergy Hamiltonian obtained from
a numerical diagonalization. In the limit of vanishing driving
µ → 0, the spectrum is quasicontinuous whereas forµ , 0
gaps open from the bottom of the spectrum. According to
Bloch’s theorem, the eigenstatesψm(θ) of the quasienergy
Hamiltonian ĝψm(θ) = g(m)ψm(θ) have the formψm(θ) =
ϕm(θ)e−imθ, with a periodic functionϕm(θ + τ) = ϕm(θ). Here,
the integer numberm, which we call a ”quasinumber”, plays
the role of the quasimomentum

⇀
k in a crystal. Whereas the

quasimomentum
⇀
k is conjugate to the coordinate, the quas-

inumber m is conjugate to the phaseθ. In Fig. 2(b), we
plot the quasienergy band structure in the reduced Brillouin
zonemτ ∈ (−π, π]. Here, we relabel the eigenstatesψm(θ) by
ψlm(θ), wherel = 1, 2, ... is the label of the bands counted from
the bottom. For finite values ofn (in our numerical simulation
we chosen = 10), the quasienergy band spectrum is discrete.
It would become more continuous in the limit of largen.

(i) Band gaps.— The band structure is characterized by
band gaps and bandwidths. If the driving is weak,µ ≪ µc,
only the first gap is visible. The gaps between higher bands
are too narrow to distinguish them from the level spacings due
to finite n. In perturbation expansion, we find for the first gap
and bandwidth∆1 ≈ µ andd1 ≈ λ2n2/4− µ/2 + µ2/(2λ2n2),
respectively. I.e., the gap∆1 increases linearly with the driv-
ing, whereas the bandwidthd1 decreases with driving. For
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FIG. 2: Quasienergy band structure. (a) Quasienergy spectrum
changing from quasicontinuous in the absence of driving (left) to
a band structure induced by finite driving (right). The gaps start
to open from the bottom of the spectrum. (b) Quasienergy band
structure in the reduced Brillouin zone. Each red dot represents one
quasienergy level. There aren levels in each band. (c) Width of the
lowest bandd1, and the asymmetry factorδ versus driving. Numer-
ical (triangles) and approximate (lines) results are compared. The
parameters areλ = 1/205,n = 10 for all the figures, and for (b) we
chooseµ = 0.3µc.

stronger driving, the spectrum of thelth band is approximately

gl(m) = El − 2|Jl | cos(mτ + δτ), (5)

centered aroundEl and with bandwidthdl = 4|Jl |. The re-
sult shows a surprising asymmetry. From the plot of the
quasienergy in Fig. 1(b), we would have expected a degener-
acyg(m) = g(−m), since clockwise and anticlockwise motion
should be equivalent, as in the case of orbital motion. How-
ever, in the present case, the two degrees of freedom of phase
space Im[a] and Re[a] do not commute, and as a result the
quasienergy structure is asymmetric. The degree of asymme-
try is characterized in Eq. (5) by the asymmetry factorδ.

In the case of sufficiently strong driving, several levels are
localized in each stable point, as shown by Fig. 1(c) (right fig-
ure). The band structure can be explained by a tight-binding
model: the gaps are opened by level spacings of localized
states at the same stable point, whereas the bandwidth is deter-
mined by quantum tunneling between nearest neighbors. At
the bottom of each stable point, to lowest order, the localized
Hamiltonian can be approximated by a harmonic form with ef-

fective frequencyωe =
{

µn2rn−2
m [3r2

m− 1− n(n− 1)µrn−2
m ]
}1/2

(see the Supplemental Material). Sincerm ≈ 1, the localized
quantum level spacing isλωe ≈ nλ

√

2µ. The level spacing
corresponds to the distance between two centers of adjacent

bands. The anharmonicity leads to higher-order corrections to
the level spacings, for levels close to the bottom proportional
to −lλ2, wherel is the label of the band. This negative correc-
tion means that higher level spacings decrease linearly. The
tight-binding approximation is valid for aµ > λωe/2, where
the angular potential barrierUθ ≈ 2µ is high enough to confine
at least one quantum level in each stable point.

(ii) Asymmetry factor.— The most unusual feature of the
band structure (5) is the asymmetry characterized by the fac-
tor δ. It results from the following property of the opera-
tor r̂2: in θ representation, one could conclude that the op-
erator ˆr2 with form −i2λ∂/∂θ satisfies the commutation rela-
tion (3) exactly. However, in this case the eigenvalues of ˆr2

could be negative, which would be unphysical. We, there-
fore, define a local coordinate system (x, p) measured from
the bottom of a stable point as shown in Fig. 1(b). In the
limit of large n, we have local operators ˆx ≈ r̄(θ̂ − τ/2) and
p̂ = r̂ − r̄, where ¯r is the average radius. Their commuta-
tion relation is [p̂, x̂] = iλ. Thus, in “x representation” , we
havep̂ = iλ(∂/∂x), and ˆr = r̄ + p̂ = r̄ + iλ(∂/∂x). Dropping
the λ2 term, we get ˆr2 ≈ r̄2

+ 2iλr̄(∂/∂x). As a result, the
first term of quantum quasienergy Hamiltonian (4) becomes
[2iλr̄(∂/∂x) + r̄2

+ λ − 1]2/4, which indeed distinguishes an-
ticlockwise and clockwise direction since ¯r2

+ λ − 1 , 0 in
general. In addition, the driving term in the Hamiltonian (4)
introduces some asymmetry by changing the average radius ¯r.

We can explicitly calculate the asymmetry factorδ in the
frame of the tight-binding model. The relation between the
Bloch eigenstateψlm(θ) and the localized state in each sta-
ble pointφl(θ), as indicated in Fig. 1(c), is given byψlm(θ) =
1/
√

n
∑n−1

q=0 eimqτT̂q
τφl(θ). Only the nearest neighbor coupling

Jl = −
∫

[T̂τφl(θ)]∗ĝφl(θ)dθ, is important. FromT̂τφl(θ) ≈
e−iτr̄2/2λφl(θ + τ), it follows to be Jl = −eiτr̄2/2λ

∫

φ∗l (θ +

τ)ĝφl(θ)dθ = |Jl |eiτr̄2/2λ. The corresponding quasienergy spec-

trum of thelth band then isgl(m) =
∫ 2π

0
ψ∗lm(θ)ĝψlm(θ)dθ ≈

El − Jleimτ − J∗l e−imτ
= El − 2|Jl | cos(mτ+ r̄2τ/2λ). Hence the

asymmetry factor isδ = r̄2/2λ (modn). A similar phase shift
for the tunneling amplitude has been found for the special case
of the parametric oscillator (n = 2) in Ref. 29. For the bot-
tom band, the average radius is ¯r1 = 1 − λ/2 + ∑∞k=1 c̄2kµ

2k

with average coefficient ¯c2k given in the Supplemental Mate-
rial. To get the average radius of next higher levels, we use
the quantization condition in phase space (¯r2

l+1 − r̄2
l )τ/2 = πλ.

In Fig. 2(c), we show the dependence of the asymmetry
factorδ on the driving strengthµ, obtained in both the tight-
binding calculation described above and from a numerical
simulation. The asymmetry arises from the phase of the com-
plex tunneling parameterJl = |Jl |eiτr̄2/2λ. The phase factor
τr̄2/2λ called Peierls phase [38, 39] has also been discussed
as a possibility to realize artificial gauge fields [39, 40] for
ultracold atoms. For optical lattices, there are already some
proposals to create a controlled Peierls phase by synthesizing
a one-dimensional effective Zeeman lattice [41] or shaking
the lattice [38]. In the present case, the complex tunneling
parameterJl naturally arises in the plane of the phase space.
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(iii) Bandwidths.— The lth bandwidth isdl = 4|Jl |. To
calculate the amplitude of the coupling|Jl |, we use the
double-well potential model, as shown by the right plot in
Fig. 1(c). For the analysis of quantum tunneling, the property
of quasienergy near the saddle point (rs, θs) is important. We
move the local coordinate system (x, p) defined above to the
saddle point (rs, θs = 0). Now the local coordinates are given
by x ≈ rsθ andp = r − rs. To second order, the Hamiltonian
near the saddle point can be approximated by

g ≈ 1
2

msω
2
sp2
+ µrn

s cos(nθ) +
(r2

s − 1)2

4
, (6)

wheremsω
2
s = ∂2g/∂r2|(rs,θs). Given an energy levelEl , one

can write|p| as a function ofθ and calculate the amplitude of
the coupling

|Jl | =
λωe

2π
exp[− rs

λ

∫ θa

−θa

|p|dθ]. (7)

Here, θa is the turning point that is given byθa =

1/ncos−1[(El − (r2
m− 1)2/4)/µrn

m]. The integral in the expo-
nent of Eq. (7) is given by

∫ θa

−θa

|p|dθ = 4
n

{ 2
msω2

s

[

µrn
s +

(r2
s − 1)2

4
− El

]}1/2
E(φ|k), (8)

where E(φ|k) =
∫ φ

0
{1 − k2 sin2 θ}1/2dθ is the elliptic inte-

gral of the second kind with parametersφ = nθa/2 and

k =
{

2µrn
s/[µrn

s + (r2
s − 1)2/4− El ]

}1/2
. In Fig. 2(c), we com-

pare our approximate result for the first bandwidthd1 versus
driving µ to numerical results. In the tight-binding regime
they agree well with each other.

Emission spectrum.— The above calculation of
quasienergy band structure does not account for a dissi-
pative environment. It renders the time evolution of phase
space crystal nonunitary and induces transitions between
quasienergy states [42, 43]. For a driven quantum system,
even at base temperatureT = 0 many quasienergy states can
be excited and transitions between them will contribute to
the emission spectrum [44, 46]. The spectral density of the
photons emitted by the driven resonator [45] follows from
S(ω) = 2 Re

∫ ∞
0

dt 〈a†(t)a〉ste−iωt.
To calculate the correlation functionC(t) = 〈a†(t)a〉st, we

need a master equation that also accounts for the dissipative
evolution caused by thermal and quantum fluctuations. He
have checked that a Lindblad-type master equation [42, 44,
47–49] is sufficient for the present situation,

∂ρ

∂τ
= − i

λ
[g, ρ] + κ(1+ n̄)D[a]ρ + κn̄D[a†]ρ = Lρ. (9)

The dimensionless timeτ = t δω is scaled by the detun-
ing. The Lindblad superoperator is defined throughD[A]ρ ≡
AρA†−(A†Aρ+ρA†A)/2 wheren̄ = (e~ω0/kBT−1)−1 is the Bose
distribution andκ is the dimensionless damping scaled by the
detuning. We make use of the quantum regression theorem to

FIG. 3: Emission spectrum: The top, middle and bottom figures are the
emission spectrum for the first band, the second band and the interband re-
spectively. The parameters:λ = 1/205, temperature T= 0.5~ω0/kB, driving
µ = 0.4µc, the dampingκ = 10−4λ.

calculate the correlation function, i.e.,C(τ) = Tr[a†(τ)aρst] =
Tr[a†eLτ(aρst)]. The spectral densityS(ω) is the Fourier trans-
formation of the correlation functionC(τ). We choose our pa-
rameters to confine two localized states in each well; i.e., we
truncate our numerical simulation at 2n levels.

The total spectrum can be divided into three parts, as shown
in Fig. 3. The top and middle figures represent intraband tran-
sitions of the first and second band, respectively. The bottom
figure corresponds to interband transition between the firstand
second bands. The positive and negative frequencies in the
emission spectrum correspond to absorption of energy from
and emission of energy to the driving field, respectively. The
widths of the peaks in emission spectrum are proportional to
the dampingκ. The quasienergy band structure can be directly
detected by analyzing the spectrum of emitted photons in the
laboratory. It should be noticed, however, that the above emis-
sion spectrum is obtained in the rotating frame with frequency
ωd/n. Hence, a value ofω in this spectrum represents a pho-
ton with frequencyω + ωd/n in the laboratory frame.

Discussion.— The phase space crystal is a general conse-
quence of a discrete rotation symmetry in phase space and is
not restricted to the model presented in detail above. More
generally it can be found for Hamiltonians such asH(t) =
p2/2m+mω2

0q2/2+V(q)+ f (q) cos(ωdt). For cold atoms, the
nonlinear driving can be created by using power-law trapping
methods. For trapped ions, it can be caused by an oscillating
point charge coupling to the charged ion via Coulomb interac-
tion, leading to the expansionf (q) ∝ 1/(1− q) =

∑∞
k=0 qk. In

the parameter range where RWA is valid (i.e., for|δω|/ω0 <

2λ as derived in the Supplemental Material), in combination
with the resonance conditionωd ≈ nω0, the driving term
will automatically pick up termsan anda†n from qn, or terms
a†an+1 anda†n+1a from qn+2, etc. All these RWA terms remain
invariant under discrete phase space rotationeiθ → ei(θ+2π/n).
In the model analyzed above, we further assumed a nonlinear
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static potentialV(q) = νq4/2. Also, this can be chosen to be
more general. IfV(q) is an even function of coordinateq, the
RWA terms with equal numbers ofa† anda will contribute to
the phase space crystal.

In the solid-state band theory, the spectrum ultimately be-
comes continuous due to the large number of atoms. For the
phase space crystal, a continuous quasienergy spectrum would
emerge in the limit of largen. Compared to conventional ar-
tificial materials, such as photonic crystals, the energy band
structure of phase space crystals can be changedin situby tun-
ing the driving field’s parameters. By changing the coupling
powern, one can even change the lattice constantτ = 2π/n
of the phase space crystal. The new symmetry introduces the
quasinumber space. The concept of quasinumber space may
bring a new perspective to modify properties of materials.

Acknowledgements.— We acknowledge helpful discussions
with P. Kotetes, J. Michelsen and V. Peano. L. Guo acknowl-
edges the support from the China Scholarship Council.

Supplemental Material

Justification for RWA

To derive Eq.(2) in the main text we adapted the well-
known rotating wave approximation (RWA). The main results
in this paper were derived within this approximation. In this
section we perform an exact numerical simulation based on
the full Floquet theory and calculate the quasienergy spec-
trum. We find the condition for the validity of RWA but also
show numerical results beyond the RWA regime. We also dis-
cuss the role of non-RWA terms in the phase space crystal.

We start from the original time-dependent Hamiltonian in
laboratory frame

Ĥ(q, t) =
p2

2m
+

1
2

mω2
0q2
+
ν

2
q4
+ 2 f cos(ωdt)qn. (10)

We transform to the rotating frame viâU = ei(ωd/n)â†ât and
keep all the terms

ĤRF(t) = ÛĤ(t)Û† + i~ ˙̂UÛ† = ĤRWA+ Ĥnon−RWA. (11)

The first part is the RWA Hamiltonian̂HRWA = −(~δω/λ)ĝ
given by Eq.(2) and Eq.(4) in the main text. The non-RWA
part HamiltonianĤnon−RWAhas the following form

Ĥnon−RWA =
ν~2

4m2ω2
0

(2â†â− 1)â†2ei2ωdt/n
+

ν~2

8m2ω2
0

â†4ei4ωdt/n

+ f
( ~

2mω0

)
n
2
[(

â†ei2ωdt/n
+ â
)n
− ân
]

+ h.c.. (12)

It is time-dependent, but the total Hamiltonian̂HRF(t) is pe-
riodic, ĤRF(t) = ĤRF(t + T), with periodT = 2π/(2ωd/n) =
nπ/ωd. In the framework of Floquet theory, the solution of
Schrödinger equationi~ ∂

∂t |Ψ(t)〉 = ĤRF(t)|Ψ(t)〉 has the form

|Ψ(t)〉 = e−iǫt/~|ψ(t)〉, where|ψ(t)〉 is theFloquet statesatis-
fying |ψ(t)〉 = |ψ(t + T)〉[17]. Then the Schrödinger equation
becomes

H (t)|ψ(t)〉 = ǫ|ψ(t)〉. (13)

Here,H (t) = ĤRF(t) − i~ ∂
∂t is theFloquet Hamiltonianandǫ

is termed thequasienergy.
In order to calculate the quasienergy spectrum, we need to

diagonalize the Floquet HamiltonainH (t). Because of the
periodicityH (t) = H (t + T), it is convenient to introduce
a composite Hilbert spaceR ⊗ T , whereR is the spatial
space with the time-independent basis|φm〉 ∈ R, which are
determined by the eigenstates of RWA Hamiltonian ˆg

ĝ|φm〉 = gm|φm〉, (14)

while T is the space of functions with time periodicityT.
We can choose the time-dependent Fourier vectors〈t|q〉 =
exp(iq 2ωd

n t) with q = 0,±1,±2, . . . , as the orthonormal ba-
sis of spaceT . We denote the eigenstates and eigenvalues of
the Floquet HamiltonianH (t) by |ψm,q(t)〉 andǫm,q,

H (t)|ψm,q(t)〉 = ǫm,q|ψm,q(t)〉. (15)

Under the RWA, it is easy to see that|ψm,q(t)〉 = e−iq
2ωd

n t |φm〉
and ǫm,q = −(~δω/λ)gm + 2q~ωd/n, i.e., for q , 0, the
quasienergy spectrum is shifted by 2q~ωd/n.

Eq.(13) has infinitely many equivalent solutions. This
is because the Floquet state|ψ(t)〉 is allowed to be time-
dependent. After a time-dependent gauge transformation, the

statee−iq
2ωd

n t|ψ(t)〉 is still a solution of Eq.(13), with corre-
sponding quasienergy shifted [17] by 2q~ωd/n, that is,

H (t)
(

e−iq
2ωd

n t |ψ(t)〉
)

= (ǫ + 2q~ωd/n)
(

e−iq
2ωd

n t|ψ(t)〉
)

,

whereq = 0,±1,±2, . . . ,. Thus we can map all the states with
q , 0 to the state withq = 0. The full form of this eigenstate
|ψm,0(t)〉 with time-dependent Fourier expansion is

|ψm,0(t)〉 = C0
m|φ0

m〉 +
∑

m′ ,q,0

Cm′qeiq
2ωd

n t|φm′〉. (16)

The corresponding quasienergy will also be modified, that is,
ǫm,0 = −(~δω/λ)gm + ∆m. Here, the renormalized state|φ0

m〉
is in general a superposition of spatial basis states|φm〉. The
first term on the right side of Eq.(16) is a time-independent
term which represents the RWA part while the second term of
Eq.(16) represents the contribution from non-RWA Hamilto-
nianĤnon−RWA. Thus quantityP0 = |C0

m|2 is the probability for
the RWA part of the full state.

Both the RWA probabilityP0 and the quasienergyǫm,0 are
functions of the detuningδω. As long as it is small enough,
|δω|/ω0 ≪ 1, the RWA works well, which meansP0 ≈ 1
andǫm,0 ≈ −(~δω/λ)gm. However, for stronger detuning more
and more higher order oscillating modes should be included
as indicated by the sum in the second term of Eq.(16). By
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exact numerical simulation, we can calculate the relationship
betweenP0 and detuning as shown in Fig. 4a). We see that
there is a critical point|δωc| for eachλ (see the definition of
λ in the main text). When the absolute value of detuning is
smaller than the critical value, i.e.,|δω| < |δωc|, the RWA
is well justified. The critical value|δωc| depends on the pa-
rameterλ. We can use the following simple method to esti-
mate its value. Since the RWA Hamiltonian can be written
as ĤRWA = −(~δω/λ)ĝ, whereĝ is a scaled dimensionless
quantity, the prefactor−(~δω/λ) ≡ ~|δω|/λ (we assume a red
detuning,δω < 0) represents the energy scale of RAW Hamil-
tonian. In the non-RWA Hamiltonian̂Hnon−RWA, the lowest
oscillating frequency is 2ωd/n. Thus, the valid regime for the
RWA can be estimated by the following condition

~|δω|/λ < 2~ωd/n =⇒ |δω|/(ωd/n) ≈ |δω|/ω0 < 2λ. (17)

The above condition means the critical point is|δωc| = 2λω0.
On the plot of Fig. 1a), we indicate the critical points calcu-
lated from condition (17) for differentλ’s by vertical dashed
lines. They agree with numerical results very well.

In the main text, we show that the quasienergy band struc-
ture comes from the discrete angular rotation symmetry in
phase space. This symmetry is a property of the RWA Hamil-
tonian. The non-RWA Hamiltonian̂Hnon−RWA, however, does
not have this discrete symmetry. In fact, the existence of
Ĥnon−RWA will deteriorate the discrete angular rotation sym-
metry, thus modify the band structure of the quasienergy spec-
trum. As shown in Fig. 1b), large detuning tends to reduce the
bandgap and broaden the bandwidth. But for a large region
beyond the RWA regime, the band structure is very robust
to the detuning (the bandwidth stays much smaller than the
bandgap). We may consider non-RWA terms to behave like
“disorder” in a phase space crystal. Further investigationof
these effects will be independent future work. We also notice
that the bandgap shows some peaks with changing detuning,
and the bandwidth shows dips accordingly. For an explana-
tion of these peaks beyond RWA see the work by V. Peano et
al. [50].

Stability Analysis

We calculate the extrema of quasienergy in phase space by
standard stability analysis. These extrema are classified into
stable points and saddle points (unstable points). In semiclas-
sical limit λ→ 0, the quasienergy is

g =
1
4

(r2 − 1)2 + µrn cos(nθ). (18)

The extrema (re, θe) in angular and radial direction can be ob-
tained from

∂g
∂θ

∣

∣

∣

θ=θe,r=re
= −µnrn

e sin(nθe) = 0 (19)

∂g
∂r

∣

∣

∣

θ=θe,r=re
= re[(r2

e − 1)+ µnrn−2
e cos(nθe)] = 0 . (20)

FIG. 4: The role of strong detuning. a) The probability of theRWA
part, P0, of the full Floquet state (see Eq.(16)) versus detuning for
different values ofλ. Each level exhibits almost the same behavior
against detuning for a fixedλ. The three colored vertical dashed
lines indicate the critical values according to condition (17). b) The
relationships between the bandgap (top) and the bandwidth (bottom),
in units of~ωd/n, as functions of detuning forλ = 1/2000. Here, we
plot the banddap and bandwidth of the first band. In fact, every band
shows a similar behavior v.s. detuning. For stronger detuning more
higher order oscillating modes should be included in the expansion
of Eq.(16).

The two equations have a trivial solutionre = 0. In addition
nontrivial solutions of the angular dependence can be obtained
from Eq.(19), namelyθe = lτ/2 with l = 0,±1,±2, ...,±(n−
1), n, whereτ = 2π/n is defined aslattice constantof the
phase space crystal. The corresponding radial extrema can be
obtained from Eq.(20)

re = 1+
∞
∑

k=1

ck(θe)µk. (21)

Here, the series expansion coefficientck(θ) are given by

ck(θ) =
(−1)k(n/2)k cosk(nθ)[k(n− 2)− 1]!!

k![k(n− 4)+ 1]!!
. (22)

The stability of these extrema (re, θe) is determined by the
second derivatives ofg. If (∂2g/∂θ2) × (∂2g/∂r2)

∣

∣

∣

r=re,θ=θe
> 0,
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the extrema are stable, otherwise unstable. From

∂2g
∂θ2

∣

∣

∣

θ=θe,r=re
= −µn2rn

e sin(nθe)
∣

∣

∣

θ=θe
= −µn2rn

e sin(lπ). (23)

we see that odd integers ofl give (∂2g/∂θ2)
∣

∣

∣

θ=θe
> 0, while

even integers ofl give (∂2g/∂θ2)
∣

∣

∣

θ=θe
< 0. The second deriva-

tive with repect to the radiusr is

∂2g
∂r2

∣

∣

∣

r=re,θ=θe
= 3r2

e − 1+ n(n− 1)µ cos(nθe). (24)

For weak drivingµ ≪ 1, since the radial extreme isre ≈ 1,
the above value is positive. From this we conclude that the
angular extrema atθm = lτ/2 with l odd integers between−n
andn are stable points (minima), while the angular extrema at
θs = lτ/2 with l even integers between−n andn are unstable
saddle points.

As the driving strengthµ increases the condition (24)
can reduce to zero, which means the nontrivial solutions of
Eq.(20) disappear. The critical drivingµc is determined by

∂g
∂r

∣

∣

∣

µ=µc
= 0, and

∂2g
∂r2

∣

∣

∣

µ=µc
= 0. (25)

Solving the above two equations, we getµc = (1− r2
c)/(nrn−2

c )
with r2

c = (n− 2)/(n− 4). In the limit of largen, the critical
driving µc ≈ 2/[en(n− 2)], wheree is the Euler constant.

Local Hamiltonian

In this section, we give a perturbative form of the Hamil-
tonian close to the bottom of the stable points (rm, θm). The
eigenvalues and eigenstates of the local Hamiltonian are
needed for the tight-binding calculation. We first write the
local Hamiltonian in a harmonic approximation

glocal ≈
1
2
∂2g

r2
m∂θ

2

∣

∣

∣

(rm,θm)
(rmθ − rmθm)2

+
1
2
∂2g

∂r2

∣

∣

∣

(rm,θm)
(r − rm)2

+ g(rm, θm)

=
p2

2me
+

1
2

meω
2
ex2
+

(r2
m − 1)2

4
− µrn

m. (26)

Here, we have defined the coordinatex = r − rm and momen-
tum p = rm(θ−θm) near the stable point. The effective massme

and effective frequencyωe are given byme = r2
m(∂2g/∂θ2)−1

andωe =
√

m−1
e ∂2g/∂r2 respectively, with explicit formulars

me = (µn2rn−2
m )−1, ωe =

√

µn2rn−2
m [3r2

m− 1− n(n− 1)µrn−2
m ].

The anharmonicity gives higher order corrections to the lo-
calized Hamiltonian. We transform the original ˆg to a local
Hamiltonianĝlocal at the stable point (rm, θm) by three steps.
Firstly, we change the orientation using the phase space ro-
tation operatorT̂θm = e−iθmâ†â, resulting in a properly orien-
tated HamiltonianT̂θmĝT̂†

θm
. Secondly, we movêTθmĝT̂†

θm
to

the position of stable point using the displacement operator

D̂α = eαa†−α∗a, resulting in a Hamiltonian sitting at the bottom
of stable pointD̂αT̂θmĝT̂†

θm
D̂†α. Finally, we squeeze the Hamil-

tonian to fit the stable point by using the squeezing operator
Ŝξ = e[ξ∗a2−ξ(a†)2]/2, resulting in the needed local Hamiltonian
ĝlocal = ŜξD̂αT̂θmĝT̂†

θm
D̂†αŜ†

ξ
.

The displacement operatorD̂α has the propertyD†αaDα =

a+ α, while the squeezing operatorŜξ satisfiesS†
ξ
aSξ = va+

ua†, wherev = cosh|ξ|, u = −ξ/|ξ| sinh|ξ| are the squeezing
parameters. Starting from the following original form of ˆg

ĝ =
1
4

(2λâ†â+ λ − 1)2 +
1
2
µ(2λ)

n
2

(

â†n + ân
)

, (27)

and choosing the parametersα = −re/
√

2λ, v = (
√

meωe +

1/
√

meωe)/2, andu = (
√

meωe − 1/
√

meωe)/2 we get the
local Hamiltonian

ĝlocal = ŜξD̂αT̂θmĝT̂†
θm

D̂†αŜ†
ξ

= λωe(â
†â+

1
2

) +
(r2

m − 1)2

4
− µrn

m + λ
3/2
∆ĝ+ o(λ2).

(28)

The term∆ĝ = (v−u)re((vâ†−uâ)(vâ−uâ†)+1/2)(â+â†)/
√

2−
n(n−1)(n−2)µrn−3

e (vâ†−vâ)3/(3
√

2)+c.c. is treated in pertur-
bation theory. In this way we can determine the local quantum
level to orderλ2.

Average radius r̄

In order to get the asymmetry factorδ, we need to calcu-
late the average radius ¯r . In the limit of largen, we define a
local coordinate system (x, p) near the bottom of stable points
with corresponding operators defined by ˆx = r̄(θ̂ − τ/2) and
p̂ = r̂ − r̄ , where ¯r is the average radius. They satisfy the
commutation relation [ ˆp, x̂] = iλ. In “x-representation” or
“θ-representation”, we have ˆp = iλ ∂

∂x = i λr̄
∂
∂θ
. Then we have

r̂2/(2λ) = (r̄ + p̂)2/(2λ) = (r̄2
+ 2iλ ∂

∂θ
− λ2 ∂2

∂θ2 )/(2λ). Ne-
glecting terms of orderλ2, we get an important relationship
r̂2/(2λ) ≈ r̄2/(2λ) + i ∂

∂θ
.

The average radius of the bottom band, ¯r1, can be estimated
by averagingre(θ), given by Eq.(21), over the angular direc-

tion r̄1 =
1
2π

∫ 2π

0
re(θ)dθ.Sincecosk(nθ) = 1

2π

∫ 2π

0
cosk(nθ)dθ =

(k− 1)!!/k!! for even integerk andcosk(nθ) = 0 for odd inte-
gerk, we have from Eq.(22)

c̄2k = (−n
2

)2k (2k− 1)!![2k(n− 2)− 1]!!
(2k)!!(2k)![2k(n− 4)+ 1]!!

. (29)

The average radius of the bottom band is given by ¯r1 = 1 +
∑∞

k=1 c̄2kµ
2k. This result is obtained based on the semiclassical

quasienergy (18). Considering quantum correction, the final
result is ¯r1 = 1 − λ/2 + ∑∞k=1 c̄2kµ

2k. This approximation is
justified by our numerical simulation.
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[41] K. Jiménez-Garcı́a,et al., Phys. Rev. Lett.108, 225303 (2012)
[42] M. I. Dykman and V. N. Smelyanskiy, Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz.94,

61 (1988).
[43] M. Marthaler and M. I. Dykman, Phys. Rev. A73, 042108

(2006).
[44] M. I. Dykman, M. Marthaler and V. Peano, Phys. Rev. A83,

052115 (2011).
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