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A bstract

W e study the n-levelspectralcorrelation functions ofclassically

chaotic quantum system s without tim e-reversalsym m etry. Accord-

ing to Bohigas,G iannoniand Schm it’s universality conjecture,it is

expected thatthecorrelation functionsarein agreem entwith thepre-

diction oftheCircularUnitary Ensem ble(CUE)ofrandom m atrices.

A sem iclassicalresum m ation form alism allowsusto expressthecorre-

lation functionsassum soverpseudo-orbits.Usingan extended version

ofthediagonalapproxim ation on thepseudo-orbitsum s,wederivethe

n-levelcorrelation functionsidenticalto then � n determ inantalcor-

relation functionsoftheCUE.
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1 Introduction

Quantum system swhose classicallim itischaotic display universalspectral

statistics.Theirspectralcorrelationsdepend only on thesym m etry classof

thesystem ,and agreewith predictionsobtained from averaging overensem -

bles ofrandom m atrices[1,2,3,4]. For instance,let us suppose that the

tim e-reversalinvariance ofa chaotic system is broken by applying a m ag-

netic�eld.Then,in thesem iclassicallim it,itisconjectured thatitsspectral

correlation functions are in agreem ent with the predictions ofthe Circular

Unitary Ensem ble (CUE) (or the Gaussian Unitary Ensem ble (GUE)) of

random m atrices.

A way tounderstand theoriginsforthisuniversality isprovided by sem i-

classics.In thesem iclassicaltheory,the2-levelspectralcorrelation function

isexpressed asa sum overthe pairsofperiodic orbits. Berry introduced a

usefulschem e called the diagonalapproxim ation[5]. In this schem e,when

the tim e-reversalinvariance isbroken,only the sum overthe pairsofiden-

ticalperiodic orbitsistaken into account. Then one can derive the sm ooth

(non-oscillatory)partofthecorrelation function in agreem entwith theCUE.

Shuklaextended thisschem etocalculatethen-levelspectralcorrelation func-

tionsand succeeded in deriving asym ptotic form softhe Fouriertransform s

in agreem entwith theCUE[6].

The diagonalapproxim ation brought about a great progress in under-

standing universality. However,it is able to only partially reproduce the

random m atrix predictions,even ifwerestrictourselvestothecaseofbroken

tim e-reversalsym m etry.Itisan approxim ation which yieldsonlythesm ooth

partsofthecorrelation functionsand m issestherem aining oscillatory parts.

Re�ned schem es to reproduce the fullpredictions have been developed

in the study ofthe Riem ann zeta function. Itisconjectured thatthe com -

plex zerosoftheRiem ann zeta function arem utually correlated in a sim ilar

way asthe energy levels ofchaotic quantum system s withouttim e-reversal

sym m etry[7,8,9,10]. Correlation functionsofthe zeroscan be written as

them ultiple sum soverprim enum berssim ilarto theperiodic orbitsum sin

sem iclassics.Oneisthusabletodevelop aschem eanalogoustothesem iclas-

sicalperiodicorbittheory.Using additionalinputfrom num bertheory,itis

then possibleto accessoscillatory contributionsaswell.Asa result,thefull

CUE correlation functionshavebeen reproduced undercertain assum ptions

in severalworks[11,12,13,14,15].

In the case of chaotic quantum system s, although the problem is in
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som e respect m ore involved,the analogous question was addressed in [16,

17,18]. Following progress in the m ethod of sem iclassicaldiagram m atic

expansions[19,20,21,22],Heusleretal.proposed awaytoevaluatesem iclas-

sically both oscillatory and sm ooth partsofthefull2-levelcorrelation func-

tion,and obtained resultsagreeing with the random m atrix prediction[17].

KeatingandM �ullerrecentlygaveajusti�cationofHeusleretal.’sargum ent[18].

Theessentialideaistorelatethecorrelationfunction toageneratingfunction

(a ratio ofspectraldeterm inants) and then m ake use ofan im proved (\re-

sum m ed")sem iclassicalapproxim ation forthelatter,theso-called Riem ann-

Siegellookalike form ula established by Berry and Keating[23,24,25]. For

system s without tim e-reversalinvariance,a generalization ofthe diagonal

approxim ation tothissettingissu�cienttoderivethefull2-levelcorrelation

function.

In thispaper,weapply a generalization ofKeating and M �uller’sm ethod

to calculate the n-levelcorrelation functions ofchaotic quantum system s

without tim e-reversalsym m etry. In x2,we develop a generating function

form alism forthen-levelcorrelation functions,introducetheRiem ann-Siegel

lookalike form ula,and put it into the form alism . In x3,an extended ver-

sion ofthediagonalapproxim ation isform ulated and then-levelcorrelation

functions are calculated in the sem iclassicallim it. The resulting form ulas

involve sum s over severaldi�erent contributions generalizing the sum over

the sm ooth and oscillatory partsforthe 2-levelcorrelation function. In x4,

we verify thatthese sum sareidenticalto then � n determ inantalform ulas

oftheCUE correlation functionsknown from random -m atrix theory (RM T).

This is done by establishing their agreem ent with a representation ofthe

random -m atrix average obtained by Conrey and Snaith[15](interestingly,

thisrepresentation had originally been developed to facilitate the com pari-

son to num ber-theoretic ratherthan sem iclassicalresults).W ethuscon�rm

thatthe known partialresultsbased on the diagonalapproxim ation areex-

tended to the form sin agreem entwith the fullrandom m atrix predictions.

Thelastsection isdevoted to a briefdiscussion on theresult.

2 G enerating function

LetussupposethatH denotestheHam iltonian ofa bounded quantum sys-

tem which ischaotic in the classicallim it. W e are interested in the distri-

bution ofthe energy levelsE j (the eigenvaluesofH ). The density ofthese
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energy levels

�(E )=
X

j

�(E � Ej) (2.1)

m ay beseparated into thesm oothed part

��(E )�

(E )

(2��h)f
(2.2)

and the 
uctuation around it. Here 
(E )isthe volum e ofthe energy shell

in theclassicalphasespaceand f > 1 isthenum berofdegreesoffreedom .

W e now want to determ ine the n-levelcorrelation functions,which are

de�ned as

R n(�1;� � � ;�n)=
1

��n

*
nY

j= 1

�(E + �j)

+

(2.3)

and describe the 
uctuation of the energy level distribution around the

sm oothed density ��. To obtain a sm ooth function,we take the average h�i

overthewindowsofthecenterenergy E and energy di�erences�j.

The idea ofthe generating function form alism is to represent the level

densitiesin (2.3)through tracesoftheresolvent,

�(E )=
i

2�

�

Tr
1

E + � H
� Tr

1

E � � H

�

(2.4)

(whereE � = E � i�,and � isan in�nitesim alpositivenum ber),and then ex-

pressthesetracesin term sofderivativesofthespectraldeterm inant�(E )=

det(E � H ),

Tr
1

E � H
= �

@

@�

�(E )

�(E + �)

�
�
�
�
�= 0

: (2.5)

Eq.(2.3)then turnsinto

R n(�1;� � � ;�n) =

�
i

2���

� n
*

nY

j= 1

8
<

:

X

�j= � 1

�jTr
1

E + �j + i�j�j � H

9
=

;

+

=
@n

@�1@�2 � � � @�n

Zn

�
�
�
�
�= �

; (2.6)

where

� = (�1;�2;� � � ;�n); � = (�1;�2;� � � ;�n) (2.7)
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and thegenerating function Zn isde�ned as

Zn =

�
1

2���i

� n
*

nY

j= 1

8
<

:

X

�j= � 1

�j
�(E + � j)

�(E + �j + i�j�j)

9
=

;

+

; �j #0: (2.8)

W enow deriveasem iclassicalapproxim ationforZn.UsingtheGutzwiller’s

traceform ulaforchaoticsystem s[26],wecanexpressthetraceoftheresolvent

g(E + )= Tr
1

E + � H
(2.9)

asa sum overclassicalperiodicorbitsa

g(E + )= �g(E + )�
i

�h

X

a

FaTae
iSa(E

+ )=�h
: (2.10)

Here Fa is the stability am plitude (including the M aslov phase),Sa is the

classicalaction and Ta = dSa=dE isthe period ofa. The sm oothed partof

thetraceresolventiswritten as�g(E ).Itfollowsfrom (2.10)that

�(E + ) / exp

 Z E +

g(E 0)dE 0

!

/ exp

 

�i� �N (E + )�
X

a

Fae
iSa(E

+ )=�h

!

: (2.11)

Here �N (E )isthe sm oothed partofthe cum ulative energy-leveldensity: it

satis�es a relation �� = d �N =dE with the sm oothed partofthe energy-level

density.

Letus expand the exponentialfunction and write (2.11)asa sum over

pseudo-orbitsA (a pseudo-orbitisa setofcom ponentperiodicorbits):

�(E + )/ e� i�
�N (E + )

X

A

FA(�1)
nA eiSA (E

+ )=�h
: (2.12)

Here nA isthe num berofthe com ponentorbitsa,SA isthe sum ofSa and

FA isthe productofFa. The factorFA also includesthe correction to the

sign factor(�1)nA ,when identicalorbitcopiesare contained in A.W e also

�nd from (2.11)thattheinverse ofthespectraldeterm inantisexpanded as

�(E + )� 1 / ei�
�N (E + )

X

A

FA eiSA (E
+ )=�h

: (2.13)
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Sim ilarform ulasfor�(E � )and �(E � )� 1 areobtained by com plex conjuga-

tion.

Howevertheseresultsdonotyetincorporatetheunitarityofthequantum -

m echanicaltim eevolution,and thusthefactthattheenergy levelsarereal.

Berry and Keating argued that the unitarity requirem ent ofthe quantum

dynam icsleadsto an approxim ation

�(E )/ e � i� �N (E )
X

A (TA < TH =2)

FA(�1)
nA eiSA (E )=�h + c:c: (2.14)

fora realE .Thisform ula iscalled theRiem ann-Siegellookalikeform ula[23,

24,25]aftera sim ilarexpression in thetheory oftheRiem ann zeta function.

Here the contributionsof\long" pseudo-orbits(pseudo-orbitsforwhich the

sum TA oftheperiodsofthecom ponentorbitsislargerthan halftheHeisen-

berg tim e TH = 2��h��(E ))in (2.12)are replaced by the com plex conjugate

ofthecontribution from theshorterpseudo-orbits.

Putting theseresultsinto (2.8),weobtain an expression

Zn =

�
1

2���i

� n X

�j= � 1

�j= � 1

*

exp

"

i�

nX

j= 1

f�j �N (E + �j)� �j �N (E + �j)g

#

�

nY

j= 1

8
<

:
�j

X

A j

F
(�j)

A j
e
i�jSA j

(E + �j)=�h
X

B j (TB j
< TH =2)

F
(�j)

B j
(�1)

nB je
i�jSB j

(E + �j)=�h

9
=

;

+

(2.15)

with F
(1)

A
= FA and F

(� 1)

A
= F �

A (an asterisk m eans a com plex conjugate).

Herethesum soverA j originatefrom using (2.13)and itscom plex conjugate

in thedenom inatorof(2.8),whereasthesum soverB j resultfrom applying

(2.14)to the num erator. The sum sover�j m ake sure thatboth sum m ands

in (2.14)aretaken into account.

M ostoftheterm sin thesum over�j and �j vanish when theyareaveraged

overE ,due to thehighly oscillatory phase factor.Expanding theexponent

ofthephasefactorinvolving �N in (2.15)as

exp

"

i�

nX

j= 1

f�j �N (E + �j)� �j �N (E + �j)g

#

� exp

"

i� �N (E )

nX

j= 1

(�j � �j)+ i���(E )

nX

j= 1

(�j�j � �j�j)

#

; (2.16)
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weseethatsuch cancellationscan beavoided when

nX

j= 1

(�j � �j)= 0 (2.17)

holds.Hereafterweconcentrateon theterm ssatisfying (2.17).

3 T hen-levelcorrelation functionsin thesem i-

classicallim it

To proceed,weintroducefoursetsI,J,K and L so that

I = fjj�j = 1g;

J = fjj�j = �1g;

K = fjj�j = 1g;

L = fjj�j = �1g: (3.1)

Itfollowsfrom (2.17)that

jIj= jK j; (3.2)

wherejM jisthenum beroftheelem entswhen M isaset.W ith thisnotation

thephasefactorinvolving theactionsin (2.15)can bewritten as

exp

"

i

nX

j= 1

�
�jSA j

(E + �j)+ �jSB j
(E + �j)

	
=�h

#

= exp

"

i

(
X

j2I

SA j
(E + �j)�

X

k2J

SA k
(E + �k)

+
X

j2K

SB j
(E + �j)�

X

k2L

SB k
(E + �k)

)

=�h

#

: (3.3)

In the sem iclassicallim it,this phase factoralso oscillates rapidly form ost

choicesofpseudo-orbits,m eaningthatthecorrespondingsum m andsin (2.15)

willbeaveraged tozero.In orderto�nd thedom inantcontribution,weneed

to choose the term s with nearly vanishing exponents. For that purpose,

we sim ply assum e that the com ponent orbits in A j,j 2 I and B j,j 2 K
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(contributingwith apositivesign in (3.3))arethesam easthosein A k,k 2 J

and B k,k 2 L (contributing with a negative sign),neglecting repetitions.

W ecallthisschem e theextended diagonalapproxim ation,asitisa natural

extension ofBerry’sdiagonalapproxim ation[5].

W ithin the diagonalapproxim ation we can now drop the upper lim its

TH =2 forthe pseudo-orbitsin (2.15).Thisispossible because each periodic

orbitisnow a com m on com ponentoftwo pseudo-orbits.Hence itsstability

am plitudeiscoupled with thecom plex conjugatetoform theabsolutesquare

in (2.15).W eighing orbitswith the absolute square oftheirstability am pli-

tude issu�cientto ensure convergence even withoutan upperlim iton the

sum ofperiods(forenergieswith an arbitrarily sm allim aginary part)[18].

In theextended diagonalapproxim ation,each pseudo-orbitA j (j2 I)isa

union ofthedisjointsetsA j\ A k (k 2 J)and A j\ B k (k 2 L).Consequently

we�nd a decom position

X

A j

FA j
e
iSA j

(E + �j)=�h =
Y

k2J

0

@
X

A j\A k

FA j\A k
e
iSA j\ A k

(E + �j)=�h

1

A

�
Y

k2L

0

@
X

A j\B k

FA j\B k
e
iSA j\ B k

(E + �j)=�h

1

A ; j2 I:

(3.4)

Analogousdecom positionsapplytoallotherpseudo-orbitsum sin (2.15).For

instanceeach pseudo-orbitA j (j2 J)isa union ofthedisjointsetsA j \ A k

(k 2 I)and A j \ B k (k 2 K ).Itfollowsthat

X

A j

F
�
A j
e
� iSA j

(E + �j)=�h =
Y

k2I

0

@
X

A j\A k

F
�
A j\A k

e
� iSA j\ A k

(E + �j)=�h

1

A

�
Y

k2K

0

@
X

A j\B k

F
�
A j\B k

e
� iSA j\ B k

(E + �j)=�h

1

A ; j2 J:

(3.5)
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Sim ilarly forj2 K and j2 L weobtain thedecom positions
X

B j

FB j
(�1)

nB je
iSB j

(E + �j)=�h

=
Y

k2J

0

@
X

B j\A k

FB j\A k
(�1)

nB j\ A ke
iSB j\ A k

(E + �j)=�h

1

A

�
Y

k2L

0

@
X

B j\B k

FB j\B k
(�1)

nB j\ B ke
iSB j\ B k

(E + �j)=�h

1

A ; j2 K

(3.6)

and
X

B j

F
�
B j
(�1)

nB je
� iSB j

(E + �j)=�h

=
Y

k2I

0

@
X

B j\A k

F
�
B j\A k

(�1)
nB j\ A ke

� iSB j\ A k
(E + �j)=�h

1

A

�
Y

k2K

0

@
X

B j\B k

F
�
B j\B k

(�1)
nB j\ B ke

� iSB j\ B k
(E + �j)=�h

1

A ; j2 L:

(3.7)

Ifwesubstitute(3.4),(3.5),(3.6)and (3.7)into (2.15),weseethatasantic-

ipated theactionsalm ostcom pensate.Theonly rem aining action di�erence

isdue to the energy argum entsbeing slightly di�erent. Thisdi�erence can

beapproxim ated using expansionsofthetype

SA(E + �j)� SA(E + �k)� TA(�j � �k): (3.8)

Ourresultthusboilsdown to

Zn =

�
1

2���i

� n X

�j;�j

(
Pn

j= 1
�j=

Pn
j= 1

�j)

nY

j= 1

�je
i���(E )(� j�j� �j�j)

�

*

Y

j2I;k2L

�(�i(�j � �k)=�h)
Y

j2K ;k2J

�(�i(�j � �k)=�h)

Y

j2I;k2J

�(�i(�j � �k)=�h)
Y

j2K ;k2L

�(�i(�j � �k)=�h)

+

;
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wherethesum soverintersectionsofpseudo-orbits(with therem ainingaction

di�erences(3.8))werewritten in term softhedynam icalzeta function

�(s) =
X

A

jFAj
2(�1)nA e� sTA ;

�(s)� 1 =
X

A

jFAj
2e� sTA : (3.9)

In orderto see the asym ptotic behaviorofZn in the sem iclassicallim it,

weintroducetherescaling

�j 7!
�j

2���
; j= 1;2;� � � ;n (3.10)

and,noting (2.2),utilizetheasym ptoticform ula

�(s)/ s; s! 0; (3.11)

which holdsforchaoticsystem s[27].In thesem iclassicallim it�h ! 0,wenow

obtain

Zn =

�
1

2���i

� n X

�j;�j

(
P

n
j= 1

�j=
P

n
j= 1

�j)

(�1)jLje
i(

P

j2 I �j�
P

j2 J �j�
P

j2 K �j+
P

j2 L �j)=2

�

Y

j2I
k2L

(�j � �k)
Y

j2K
k2J

(�j � �k)

Y

j2I
k2J

(�j � �k)
Y

j2K
k2L

(�j � �k)
: (3.12)

To com pare this result to the random -m atrix expression in [15], it is

helpfulto adopta slightly di�erent notation. The sum over allchoices for

the sign factors�j = �1,j= 1;2;:::;n isequivalentto sum m ation overall

waysto write thesetf1;2;� � � ;ng asa directsum oftwo subsetsK and L.

The directsum ofdisjointsetsK and L isde�ned asthe union K [ L and

denoted by K + L.Thecorresponding argum entsi�j,i�j in (3.12)then form

sets

A = fi�jjj2 K g; B = f�i�jjj2 Lg;

C = fi�jjj2 K g; D = f�i�jjj2 Lg: (3.13)
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M oreoverthe sum oversigns�j = �1 determ ining the setsI and J can be

replaced by a sum oversubsets

S = fi�jjj2 J \ K g � A;

T = f�i�jjj2 I\ Lg � B : (3.14)

Indeed,ifwede�ne
�S = A � S; �T = B � T; (3.15)

and M � = f��j� 2 M g when M is a set,the sets ofenergy increm ents

corresponding to I and J can beexpressed through S and T as

�S + T
� = fi�jjj2 Ig;

�T + S
� = f�i�jjj2 Jg: (3.16)

W ith thesede�nitions,when weapply therescaling (3.10)to(2.6),Eq.(3.12)

yields

R n(�1;� � � ;�n)=
X

K + L= f1;2;� � � ;ng

q(A;B ); (3.17)

where

q(A;B )=
Y

�2A ;�2B

@

@�

@

@�
r(A;B ;C;D )

�
�
�
�
�= �

(3.18)

and r(A;B ;C;D )isde�ned as

r(A;B ;C;D ) =
X

S� A ;T� B

(jSj= jTj)

exp

8
<

:

1

2

0

@
X

�2 �S+ T �

� +
X

�2 �T+ S�

� �
X


2C


 �
X

�2D

�

1

A

9
=

;

� z(�S + T
�
;�T + S

� ;C;D ) (3.19)

with

z(W ;X ;Y;Z )=

Y

�2W
�2Z

(� + �)
Y

�2X

2Y

(� + 
)

Y

�2W
�2X

(� + �)
Y


2Y
�2Z

(
 + �)
: (3.20)

Forexam ple,the2-levelcorrelation function iscalculated as

R 2(�1;�2) = q(;;f�i�1;�i�2g)+ q(fi�1g;f�i�2g)

+ q(fi�2g;f�i�1g)+ q(fi�1;i�2g;;); (3.21)
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where

q(;;f�i�1;�i�2g) = �
@2

@�1@�2
r(;;f�i�1;�i�2g;;;f�i�1;�i�2g)

= �
@2

@�1@�2
e� i(�1+ �2� �1� �2)=2

�
�
�
�
�= �

=
1

4
; (3.22)

q(fi�1g;f�i�2g) =
@2

@�1@�2
r(fi�1g;f�i�2g;fi�1g;f�i�2g)

=
@2

@�1@�2

�

ei(�1� �2� �1+ �2)=2
(�1 � �2)(�1 � �2)

(�1 � �2)(�1 � �2)

+ ei(�2� �1� �1+ �2)=2
(�2 � �2)(�1 � �1)

(�2 � �1)(�1 � �2)

��
�
�
�
�= �

=
1

4
�
1� e� i(�1� �2)

(�1 � �2)
2
; (3.23)

q(fi�2g;f�i�1g) =
1

4
�
1� ei(�1� �2)

(�1 � �2)
2
; (3.24)

q(fi�1;i�2g;;) =
1

4
: (3.25)

Putting (3.22),(3.23),(3.24) and (3.25) into (3.21),we can readily �nd a

com pactexpression

R 2(�1;�2)= 1�

�
sinf(�1 � �2)=2g

(�1 � �2)=2

�2

: (3.26)

4 D eterm inant expressions

In [15],Conrey and Snaith analyzed the CircularUnitary Ensem ble (CUE)

ofrandom m atrices.Based on theRatiosTheorem [28,29](seealso [30,31])

on thecharacteristic polynom ials,they established theform ulas

R
(CU E)

n (�1;� � � ;�n)=
X

K + L+ M = f1;2;� � � ;ng

~q(A;B ) (4.1)

12



forthescaled n-eigenparam etercorrelation functionsR
(CU E)
n .Heretheunion

ofthethreedisjointsetsK ,L and M isf1;2;� � � ;ng and

~q(A;B )=
Y

�2A ;�2B

@

@�

@

@�
~r(A;B ;C;D )

�
�
�
�
�= �

(4.2)

with

~r(A;B ;C;D )=
X

S� A ;T� B

(jSj= jTj)

exp

(

�
X

�2S

� �
X

�2T

�

)

z(�S + T
�
;�T + S

� ;C;D ):

(4.3)

Thede�nitionsofA,B ,C,D ,�S,�T and z(W ;X ;Y;Z )arethesam easbefore

((3.13),(3.15)and (3.20)).

On the other hand,it is wellknown that the scaled n-eigenparam eter

correlation functionsoftheCUE havedeterm inantexpressions[32]:

R
(CU E)

n (�1;� � � ;�n)= det

�
sinf(�j � �k)=2g

(�j � �k)=2

�

j;k= 1;2;� � � ;n

: (4.4)

Therefore,in orderto verify thesam edeterm inantexpressionsforthescaled

sem iclassicaln-levelcorrelation functions(3.17),itissu�cientto provethat

(3.17)isidenticalto (4.1).

To do this,wenotethatthederivatives @

@�
(� 2 A), @

@�
(� 2 B )in (3.18)

m ay acteitheron thephasefactor

� = exp

8
<

:

1

2

0

@
X

�2 �S+ T �

� +
X

�2 �T+ S�

� �
X


2C


 �
X

�2D

�

1

A

9
=

;
(4.5)

oron z(�S + T� ;�T + S� ;C;D ). W e can thus sum over allways to split A

intotwo disjointsubsetsA 1 and A 2,and then letthederivativeswith respect

to the elem ents ofA 1 acton � whereasthe derivatives with respectto the

elem entsofA 2 acton z.Thecorresponding setsofindicesin K aredenoted

by K 1 and K 2. Analogously B isdivided into subsetsB 1 (with derivatives

acting on �)and B 2 (with derivatives acting on z),and the corresponding

13



setsofindicesin L aredenoted by L1 and L2.Thisyields

R n(�1;� � � ;�n)

=
X

K + L= f1;2;� � � ;ng

X

S� A ;T� B (jSj= jTj)

A 1+ A 2= A ;B 1+ B 2= B

 
Y

�2A 1;�2B 1

@

@�

@

@�
�

!

�

(
Y

�2A 2;�2B 2

@

@�

@

@�
z(�S + T

�
;�T + S

� ;C;D )

) �
�
�
�
�
�= �

: (4.6)

Now itisim portantthatthederivatives

Y

�2A 2;�2B 2

@

@�

@

@�
z(�S + T

�
;�T + S

� ;C;D )

�
�
�
�
�
�= �

(4.7)

in (4.6)arenonzero only if

S � A 2 and T � B 2 (4.8)

hold. This is because,foreach elem ent i�j 2 S,�i�j is included in S� �
�T + S� and the corresponding elem ent i�j is included in C so thatz(�S +

T� ;�T + S� ;C;D )de�ned in (3.20)containsa factor�i�j+ i�j vanishing for

� = �. Nonzero contributionsarise only ifallsuch term sare elim inated by

di�erentiating z with respectto allelem entsi�j 2 S.W e thusneed to have

S � A 2.Analogousreasoning leadsto T � B 2.

Now letusconsiderthephasefactor�.Each derivativeof� with respect

to the elem ents � 2 A 1 � �S and � 2 B1 � �T leads to a factor 1

2
. Ifwe

subsequently identify � = �,theexponentof� turnsinto

1

2

0

@
X

�2 �S+ T �

� +
X

�2 �T+ S�

� �
X


2C = A = S+ �S


 �
X

�2D = B = T+ �T

�

1

A = �
X

�2S

��
X

�2T

� :

(4.9)

W ethusobtain

R n(�1;� � � ;�n)=
X

K + L= f1;2;� � � ;ng

X

S� A 2� A ;T� B 2� B

(jSj= jTj)

1

2jA 1j+ jB 1j

� e�
P

�2 S ��
P

�2 T �
Y

�2A 2;�2B 2

@

@�

@

@�
z(�S + T

�
;�T + S

� ;C;D )

�
�
�
�
�= �

:

(4.10)
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Eq.(4.10)can befurthersim pli�ed,ifweusethefactthatthesum m ands

in (4.10)donotdepend on how theelem entsofA 1+ B 1 aredistributed am ong

A 1 and B 1.In particular,wehave

Y

�2A 2;�2B 2

@

@�

@

@�
z(�S + T

�
;�T + S

� ;C;D )

�
�
�
�
�= �

=
Y

�2A 2;�2B 2

@

@�

@

@�
z(�S \ A 2 + T

�
;�T \ B 2 + S

� ;C2;D 2)

�
�
�
�
�= �

;(4.11)

where

C2 = fi�jjj2 K 2g � C;

D 2 = f�i�jjj2 L2g� D (4.12)

and allsetson ther.h.s.of(4.11)can beshown to exclude A 1 and B 1.

Letusprove (4.11). Itfollowsfrom (4.8)that �S = �S \ A 1 + �S \ A 2 =

A 1+ �S\A 2 and �T = �T \B 1+ �T \B 2 = B 1+ �T \B 2.Then,usingC1 = C � C2

and D 1 = D � D 2,weobtain

z(�S + T
�
;�T + S

� ;C;D )=

Y

�2A 1+
�S\A 2+ T

�

�2D 1+ D 2

(� + �)
Y

�2B 1+
�T\B 2+ S

�


2C 1+ C 2

(� + 
)

Y

�2A 1+
�S\A 2+ T

�

�2B 1+
�T\B 2+ S

�

(� + �)
Y


2C 1+ C 2

�2D 1+ D 2

(
 + �)

= W 1W 2z(�S \ A 2 + T
�
;�T \ B 2 + S

� ;C2;D 2); (4.13)

where

W 1 =

Y

�2A 1

�2D

(� + �)
Y

�2B 1


2C

(� + 
)

Y

�2A 1

�2B 1

(� + �)
Y


2C 1

�2D 1

(
 + �)
Y


2C 1

�2D 2

(
 + �)
Y


2C 2

�2D 1

(
 + �)
(4.14)
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and

W 2 =

Y

�2 �S\A 2+ T
�

�2D 1

(� + �)
Y

�2 �T\B 2+ S
�


2C 1

(� + 
)

Y

�2A 1

�2 �T\B 2+ S
�

(� + �)
Y

�2 �S\A 2+ T
�

�2B 1

(� + �)

=
Y

�2 �S\A 2+ T
�

Y

j2L1

�

1+ i
�j � �j

� � i�j

�
Y

�2 �T\B 2+ S
�

Y

j2K 1

�

1+ i
�j � �j

� + i�j

�

:

(4.15)

W ecan seethatW 1 isindependentoftheelem entsofA 2 [ B 2 and

@

@�
W 2

�
�
�
�
�= �

= 0 (4.16)

for� 2 A 2[ B 2.(To check (4.16),notethatonly the� and � in thelastline

of(4.15)m ay belong to A 2 orB 2.Ifwetakederivativeswith respectto any

ofthesevariables,onefactorin theproductturnsinto�i
�j� �j

(�� i�j)
2
or�i

�j� �j

(�+ i�j)
2

and vanishesaftersetting� = �.) Thereforenonvanishingcontributionsarise
only ifthe derivativesof(4.13)with respectto the elem entsofA 2 [ B 2 act

on z(�S \ A 2 + T� ;�T \ B 2 + S� ;C2;D 2).Then W 1 and W 2 can bereplaced

by theirspecialvalues

W 1j�= � = W 2j�= � = 1 (4.17)

at� = �.
Thus Eq.(4.11) is proven,and it indeed becom es irrelevant on how the

elem entsofA 1 + B 1 are distributed am ong the two subsets,oron how the

correspondingindicesin M � K 1+ L1 aredistributed am ongK 1 and L1.W e

can thusstop to discrim inatebetween K 1 and L1.Thism eansthatwetrade

the sum soverK ;L and overA 2;B 2 in (4.10)forone overK 2 + L2 + M =

f1;2;:::;ng.Sincethereare2jM jwaysto divideM into K 1 and L1 wethen

need to m ultiply with 2jM jwhich cancelsthefactor 1

2jA 1j+ jB 1j
= 1

2jM j.
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Then-levelcorrelation functionscan thusbewritten as

R n(�1;� � � ;�n)=
X

K 2+ L2+ M = f1;2;� � � ;ng

X

S� A 2;T� B 2

(jSj= jTj)

e�
P

�2 S ��
P

�2 T �

�
Y

�2A 2;�2B 2

@

@�

@

@�
z(�S \ A 2 + T

�
;�T \ B 2 + S

� ;C2;D 2)

�
�
�
�
�= �

;

(4.18)

which isidenticalto the CUE n-eigenparam etercorrelation functions(4.1).

The setsK 2;L2;A 2;B 2 correspond to K ;L;A;B in (4.1). The determ inant

expressions

R n(�1;� � � ;�n)= det

�
sinf(�j � �k)=2g

(�j � �k)=2

�

j;k= 1;2;� � � ;n

(4.19)

forthen-levelcorrelation functionsarethusveri�ed.

5 D iscussion

In thispaperthe spectralcorrelation functionsofchaotic quantum system s

with broken tim e-reversalsym m etry wereinvestigated.Using theRiem ann-

Siegellookalike form ula and an extended version of Berry’s diagonalap-

proxim ation,we sem iclassically evaluated the n-levelcorrelation functions

identicalto then � n determ inantalpredictionsofrandom m atrix theory.

Although thesem iclassicalresultsareexactly in agreem entwith theran-

dom m atrix predictions,weadm itthattherearehigherordernonzero term s

in thesem iclassicaldiagram m aticexpansion,which areneglected in theex-

tended diagonalapproxim ation. The exact agreem ent suggests that those

term sm utually canceleach other.Such acancellation wasdiagram m atically

veri�ed in [17,20,21,22]forthe 2-levelcorrelation function.Itshould also

beveri�ed forthegeneraln-levelcorrelation functionsin futureworks.

Asnoted in Introduction,ifthequantum system issym m etricundertim e-

reversal,itbelongstoadi�erentuniversality class.In thiscase,thesem iclas-

sicalargum entbecom esm oredi�cult,becausethehigherorderterm sin the

diagram m atic expansion are m ore involved and give a net contribution[17,

20,21,22].Therandom m atrix predictionsarederived from thecorrespond-

ingCircularOrthogonalEnsem ble(COE)(orGaussian OrthogonalEnsem ble

17



(GOE)),and then-levelcorrelation functionshave2n� 2n Pfa�an form s[33].

Itwould beinteresting ifdi�cultiesareovercom eand oneisableto seehow

Pfa�an form ssem iclassically appear.
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