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A bstract

W e study the n-level spectral correlation functions of classically
chaotic quantum system s w thout tin ereversal sym m etry. A cocord—
Ing to Bohigas, G iannoni and Schm it's universality con ecture, it is
expected that the correlation fiinctions are in agreem ent w ith the pre—
diction ofthe C ircular Unitary Ensemble (CUE) of random m atrices.
A sam iclassical resum m ation form alisn allow s us to express the corre—
Jation functionsas sum sover pseudo-orbits. U sing an extended version
ofthe diagonalapproxin ation on the pseudo-orbit sum s, we derive the
n—lkevel correlation functions iddentical to then n determm nantal cor-
relation finctions ofthe CUE.
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1 Introduction

Quantum system s whose classical lim it is chaotic display universal spectral
statistics. T heir spectral correlations depend only on the symm etry class of
the systam , and agree w ith predictions ocbtained from averaging over ensem —
bles of random m atrices([l, |2, 13, [4]. For instance, ket us suppose that the
tin ereversal nvariance of a chaotic system is broken by applying a m ag—
netic eld. Then, in the sam iclassical 1im i, it is conpctured that its spectral
correlation finctions are In agreem ent w ith the predictions of the C ircular
Unitary Enssmble (CUE) (or the Gaussian Unitary Enssmble GUE)) of
random m atrices.

A way to understand the origins for this universality isprovided by sem -
classics. In the sam iclassical theory, the 2-Jevel spectral correlation finction
is expressed as a sum over the pairs of periodic orbits. Berry introduced a
usefil schem e called the diagonal approxin ation [B]. In this schem e, when
the tin ereversal invariance is broken, only the sum over the pairs of iden—
tical perdodic orbits is taken Into acoount. Then one can derive the sm ooth
(non-oscillatory) part ofthe correlation function in agreem ent w ith the CUE .
Shukla extended this schem e to calculate the n—level spectral correlation finc—
tions and succeeded In deriving asym ptotic form s of the Fourder transform s
In agreem ent w ith the CUE [6].

T he diagonal approxin ation brought about a great progress in under—
standing universality. However, it is abl to only partially reproduce the
random m atrix predictions, even ifwe restrict oursslves to the case ofbroken
tin ereversal sym m etry. It isan approxin ation which yieldsonly the an ooth
parts of the correlation functions and m isses the rem aining oscillatory parts.

Re ned schem es to reproduce the full predictions have been developed
In the study of the R iem ann zeta function. It is confctured that the com —
plex zeros of the R iam ann zeta function are m utually correlated In a sim ilar
way as the energy levels of chaotic quantum system s w ithout tin ereversal
symm etry[/,18,19,110]. Correlation finctions of the zeros can be w ritten as
the m ultiple sum s over prin e num bers sim ilar to the periodic oroit sum s in
sem iclassics. O ne isthus able to develop a schem e analogous to the sam iclas-
sical perdodic orbit theory. U sing additional nput from num ber theory, it is
then possible to access oscillatory contributions aswell. A s a resul, the fi1ll
CUE oorrelation fiinctions have been reproduced under certain assum ptions
n ssveralworks(ll, 12,113,114, [15].

In the case of chaotic quantum systam s, although the problem is in



som e regpect m ore involved, the analogous question was addressed in [16,
17,118]. Follow Ing progress in the m ethod of sam iclassical diagramm atic
expansions(l9,120,21,122], H euskr et al. proposed a way to evaluate sam iclas—
sically both oscillatory and an ooth parts of the fi1ll 2-level correlation fnc-
tion, and obtained resuls agreeing w ith the random m atrix prediction[17].
K eatingand M uller recently gave a jasti cation ofH eusleret al/sargum ent[18].
T he essential idea isto relate the correlation finction to a generating function
(@ ratio of spectral determ nants) and then m ake use of an in proved (\re—
summ ed") sem iclassical approxin ation for the latter, the socalled R iem ann—
Siegel lookalike formula established by Berry and K eating[23, 124, 25]. For
system s w ithout tin exeversal nvariance, a generalization of the diagonal
approxin ation to this setting is su cient to derive the fiill 2-level correlation
function.

In this paper, we apply a generalization ofK eating and M uller’sm ethod
to calculate the n-level correlation finctions of chaotic quantum system s
w ithout tin ereversal symm etry. In x2, we develop a generating finction
form alism for the n—Jevel correlation functions, introduce the R i&m ann-Siegel
lookalke formula, and put it Into the form alisn . In x3, an extended ver-
sion of the diagonal approxin ation is form ulated and the n-level correlation
functions are calculated in the sam iclassical 1im it. The resulting formulas
Involre sum s over several di erent contrlbutions generalizing the sum over
the an ooth and oscillatory parts for the 2-level correlation function. In x4,
we verify that these sum s are ddenticalto then n detem hantal formulas
ofthe CUE correlation functions known from random -m atrix theory RM T).
This is done by establishing their agreem ent w ith a representation of the
random -m atrix average obtained by Conrey and Snaith[LSY] (Interestingly,
this representation had originally been developed to facilitate the com pari-
son to num bertheoretic rather than sam iclassical results). W e thus con m
that the known partial results based on the diagonal approxin ation are ex—
tended to the form s In agreem ent w ith the full random m atrix predictions.
T he Jast section is devoted to a brief discussion on the result.

2 G enerating function
Let us suppose that H denotes the H am iltonian of a bounded quantum sys—

tam which is chaotic in the classical lin . W e are Interested In the distri-
bution of the energy levels E ; (the eigenvalues of H ). The density of these



energy levels X
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and the uctuation around it. Here (E) is the volum e of the energy shell
in the classical phase space and £ > 1 is the num ber of degrees of freedom .

W e now want to detem ine the n-level correlation functions, which are
de ned as * +

Ry (17 n )= E + 5) @3)
and describe the uctuation of the energy level distrbution around the
an oothed density . To cbtain a an ooth finction, we take the average h i
over the w indow s of the center energy E and energy di erences 5.

The idea of the generating function form alian is to represent the level
densities n [2.3) through traces of the resolvent,
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(WhereE =E i ,and isan In nitesin alpositive num ber), and then ex—

press these traces In tem s of derivatives of the spectraldeterm inant E ) =
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and the generating function Z, isde ned as
* 8 9 +
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W enow derive a sem iclassical approxin ation forZ, . U sing the G utzw iller’s
trace form ula for chaotic system s[26/], we can express the trace ofthe resolvent
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as a sum over classical periodic orbits a
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Here F, is the stability am plitude (including the M aslov phase), S, is the
classical action and T, = dS,=dE is the period of a. The an oothed part of
the trace resolvent iswritten asgE ). It ollows from [2.10) that
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Here N (&) is the an oothed part of the cum ulative energy—Jevel density: it
satis esa relation = dN =dE w ith the sn oothed part of the energy—Jlevel
density.
Let us expand the exponential fiinction and write [2.11) as a sum over
psaudo-orbis A (@ pssudo-orbit is a sst of com ponent periodic orbits):

X
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Here n, is the number of the com ponent orbits a, S, is the sum of S, and
F, is the product of F',. The factor F, also Includes the correction to the
sign factor ( 1)"* , when identical orbit copies are contained n A . W e also
nd from (2.11)) that the inverse of the spectral detemm hant is expanded as

X
cE+)1/elNa~: ) FAerA(E)=h: (2_13)



Sinilar omulasfor E )and E ) ! are obtained by complex conjiga—
tion.

H ow ever these resuts do not yet incorporate the uniarity ofthe quantum —
m echanical tin e evolution, and thus the fact that the energy levels are reall
Berry and K eating argued that the unitarity requirem ent of the quantum
dynam ics leads to an approxin at;(jon

)/ e *NE Fp ( )" e By ops ©14)

A (Tp<Ty =2)

fora realE . This form ula is called the R iem ann-Siegel lookalke form ula23,
24,129] after a sim ilar expression In the theory ofthe R iam ann zeta function.
H ere the contrbutions of \long" pssudo-orbits (pssudo-orbits for which the
sum T, ofthe periods ofthe com ponent oroits is Jarger than half the H eisen—
bergtinme Ty = 2 h E)) n RIZ) are replaced by the com plex conjigate
of the contribution from the shorter pssudo-oroits.

P utting these results jn&o ), we cbtain an expression
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w ith FA(l) = F, and FA( = F, (an asterisk means a com plex conjigate).

Here the sum s over A ; origihate from using [2.13) and its com plex conjugate
in the denom hator of [2.8), whereas the sum s over B 5 result from applying
[2.14) to the num erator. The sum s over j m ake sure that both summ ands
in [2.14) are taken into account.

M ost ofthetemm sin the sum over jand jvanish when they are averaged
over E , due to the highly oscillatory phase factor. Expanding the exponent
of the phase factor involving N in 2.19) as

xn
j=1
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we see that such cancellations can be avoided when

(5 9=0 @17)

holds. H ereafter we concentrate on the tem s satisfying [2.17).

3 Then-levelcorrelation functions in the sem i-
classical 1im it

To proceed, we ntroduce four sets I, J, K and L so that

I = f3j5= 1g;
J = f3j5= 1g;
K = f£jj;=1lg;
L = fjjy;= 1g: (G
It ollow s from [2.17) that
Ii= X3 32)

where M Jjisthenumberoftheelmentswhen M isaset. W ith thisnotation
the phase factor involving the actions in [2.19) can be w ritten as

w #
xn
exp i Sa,E+ )+ ;S5 E+ ) =h
w %=l
X X
= exp 1 Sa, B+ 5) Sa, € + &)
21 k2J ) 4
X X
+ Sg, E + ) Sg, & + ) =h : 33)
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In the sam iclassical lim it, this phase factor also oscillates rapidly for m ost
choices of pseudo-orbits, m eaning that the corresponding summ ands in [2.15)
w illbe averaged to zero. In orderto nd the dom inant contrbution, we nead
to choose the tem s with nearly vanishing exponents. For that purposs,
we sin ply assum e that the com ponent orbits in Ay, j2 I and B5, J2 K



(contributing w ith a positive sign in [3.3)) arrthesameasthose in A,k 2 J
and By, k 2 L (contrbuting with a negative sign), neglecting repetitions.
W e call this schem e the extended diagonal approxin ation, as it is a natural
extension of B erry’s diagonal approxin ation [5f].

W ithin the diagonal approxin ation we can now drop the upper lim its
Ty =2 for the pseudo-orbits in [2.15). This is possible because each periodic
orbi isnow a comm on com ponent of two pssudo-orbits. Hence its stability
am plitude is coupled w ith the com plex conjugate to form the absolute square
in 2I9). W eighing orbits w ith the absolute square of their stability am pli-
tude is su cient to ensure convergence even w ithout an upper lim it on the
sum ofperiods (for energies w ith an arbitrarily an all in agihary part) [L8].

In the extended diagonalapproxin ation, each pseudo-orbitA 4 (j 2 I) isa
union ofthedispint setsA;\ Ay k2 J)andA;\ By k2 L). Consequently
we nd a decom position

0 1

X iSa . E+ 4)=h X X is E+ 5)=h
FAje Ay j)=h Q FAj\Ake A\Ay 3)=h p
Ay kZJOAj\Ak 1

X X iSa vy, @+ y)=hp | : .
FAj\Bke J ’ 32 I.
k2L Aj\Bk

(34)

A nalogous decom positions apply to allotherpseudo-orbit sum s in [2.19) . For
Instance each pseudo-orbit A4 (j2 J) isa union ofthe dispint sstsA 5\ Ay
k2I)andA;\ By k2 K). I Pllowsthat

0 1
X iSa, E+ 5)=h ¥ @ X iSa.\a, E+ 5)=hp
FAje ’ ] B FAj\Ake o ’
Ay k21 OAj\Ak 1
¥ Q X iSa .\, E+ 35)=hp .
Fang,© 707K ’ ;7 J23:

k2K A\By

35)



Sin flarly for 32 K and j2 L we obtain the decom positions
X .
Fp, ( 1)"se®s B0 27

B 0 1
Y X |

- ¢ FBj\Ak ( l)nBj\AkelsBj\AkCE‘.+ 5)=hp
k2J Bj\Ay
i 1

Y X

Bj\Bk( ) BJ\Bke EERR 3) A ’ J
k2L Bj\Bk

(3.6)
and
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B -
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1
Y X i o
From, 1)"E 5\ Bre BesNec EF A L 501,
k2K B;\By
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Ifwe substitute [34), 3.3), B3.8) and 37) into [2.19), we see that as antic—
Jpated the actions alm ost com pensate. The only rem aining action di erence

is due to the energy argum ents being slightly di erent. This di erence can
be approxin ated using expansions of the type

SaE+ 35) SaEA+ ) Taly «): (3.8)
Our resul thus boils down to
1 ! X ¥ i E)( 5 ; )
Zn = 2 1 | je J 3 J 3
jr 3 j=1
(er?:l j=2;:1 j)
Y Y
* ( iy x)=h) ( i(y w)=h)+
j2Lk2L 2K k23 .
L . V4
(i(5  x)=h) (i(5 x)=h)
21k23J 2K k2L



w here the sum s over intersections ofpsesudo-orbits (w ih the ram aining action
di erences (3.8)) were w ritten in temm s of the dynam ical zeta finction

X
) = Faf( D™re o

<
)t = Fa Fe 3.9)

A

In order to see the asym ptotic behavior of 2, In the sem iclassical Iim i,
we Introduce the rescaling

;T =25 3= 12 in (3.10)
and, noting [2.2), utilize the asym ptotic form ula

(s)/ s; s! 0; (311)

w hich holds for chaotic system s27]. In the sam iclassicallimith ! 0, wenow
cbtain

Z, = 1 X ( l)j-’jei(szI 3 ijJ 3 ijx j+zsz j)=2
2 1
373
v @%1 J:Z§:1 J')
(j k) (j k)
J21 2K
¢ il : (312)
(5 %) (5 x)
21 2K
k2J k2L

To compare this result to the random -m atrix expression In [L9], i is
helpfil to adopt a slightly di erent notation. The sum over all choices for
the sign factors 5= 1, j= 1;2;:::;n isequivalent to summ ation over all
ways to write the set £1;2; ;ng as a direct sum oftwo subsstsK and L.
The direct sum ofdispint setsK and L isde ned astheunion K [ L and

denoted by K + L. The corresponding argum ents i 5, 1 5 In [3.12) then fom
sets

o
Il

- fi;fi2Kg; D =f i;32 La: 313)

Q
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M oreover the sum over signs ;= 1 detemm ining the sets I and J can be
replaced by a sum over subsets

S = fiyf2J\Kg A;
T = f i;792I\Lg B: (314)
Indeed, ifwe de ne
S=A S; T=B T; (315)
andM = f Jj 2 M gwhen M isa set, the sets of energy incram ents
corresoonding to I and J can be expressed through S and T as
S+T = fi;P2 Ig;
T+ S = f 15372 Jg: (3.16)
W ith these de nitions, when we apply the rescaling (3.10) to 2.6), Eq.[3.12)
yields X
Rn (17 n k= q@;B); 317
K+L=f1;2; mg
w here
Y Q@ @
q@;B) = @—@—r(A;B iCiD) (318)
2A; 2B =
and r@ ;B ;C;D ) isde ned as
8 0 19
X <1 X X X X =
r@;B;C;D) = exp ¢ + A
S AT B ’ 25+T 2T+s 2c 2D !
FFII
zS+T ;T+S ;C;D) (319)
w ith Y Y
(+ ) (+ )
2W 2X
27 2Y
zW ;X;Y;2)= X Y : 320)
(+ ) (+ )
2W 2Y
2X 27

For exam ple, the 2-Jlevel correlation function is calculated as

R2(172) = gG;f i1; 1.9+ gfiig;f 1i,9)
+ qfigrf 1i.9)+ gfi;i29:7)7 (321)

11



where

: . @2 , . ' .
QGiE a7 129) = o rGif du d.giiif 145 1.9
14 2
2
= @76 i(1+ 2 1 2)=2
@@, _
1
=g 322)
2
qELigif 129) = o —r@ELigif 1.0ifi.gif 1.9
162
= e elli 2 1t =2 (1 2) (1 2)
@.Q: (1 2) (1 2)
+ ogilz 11t 22 (2 2) (1 1)
(2 1) (1 2) _
1 1 ei(l 2)
- 7 ’ (323)
4 (1 22
1 1 ei(1 2)
qfizgif 1.9) = - i (324)
4 (1 2)
. 1
q(fii;i29:7) Zl: (325)

Putting 322), B23), B24) and B29) into [321), we can readily nd a

com pact expression

. f :2 2
Ro(1;2)=1 snf(y  2)=29 3 26)
(1 2):2

4 D etermm inant expressions

In [19], Conrey and Snaith analyzed the C ircular Unitary Enssmble (CUE)
of random m atrices. Based on the R atios T heoram [28,129] (see also [30,[31])
on the characteristic polynom ials, they established the fomm ulas

X
RCUE (; n )= q@;B) @1)

K+L+M =f£f1;2; mng

12



CUE)

for the scaled n-eigenparam eter correlation fiinctionsRp . Here the union

of the three dispint setsK , L and M is f1;2; ;ng and
Y e @
g@;B) = @—@—r(A;B iCiD) @2)
2A; 2B =
w ith
( )
X X X
*»@A;B;C;D)= exp zS+ T ;T+S ;C;D):
S A;T B 2S 2T
(BFII

@3)
Thede nitionsofA,B,C,D,S, T andzW ;X ;Y ;Z ) are the sam e asbefore
(B13), B9 and (3.20)).
On the other hand, it is well known that the scaled n-eigenparam eter
correlation functions ofthe CUE have detem nant expressions([32]:
snf(y x)=2g

REVE (; )= det
(5 x)=2 Jik=1;2; m

44)

T herefore, In order to verify the sam e determ Inant expressions for the scaled
sam iclassical n-level correlation functions [3.17), it is su cient to prove that
(317) is denticalto [4]).

Todo ﬂljs,wenotethatthedetwa‘dyes@i ( 21), @& ( 2B)n BIY
m ay act either on the phase factor

8 0 19
< X X X X =

2S8S+T 2T+3S 2C 2D

oronz@+ T ;T+ S ;C;D). We can thus sum over allways to split A
Into two dispint subsetsA; and A ,, and then lt the dervatives w ith respect
to the ekements of A; act on  whereas the derivatives w ith respect to the
elem ents of A, act on z. T he corresponding sets of Indices In K are denoted
by K; and K,. Analogously B is divided Into subsets B, (W ith derivatives
acting on ) and B, @ ith derivatives acting on z), and the corresoonding

13



sets of ndices in L are denoted by L; and L,. This yields

Rn (17 n ) |
X X Y e e
K +L=f1;2; g A;T B (BF ) 2A 1; 2B
( A1+A,=AB1+B,=B )
Y @ @
@——Z(S+ T ;T+S ;C;D) : (4 .6)
2A 2; 2B, _

Now it is In portant that the derivatives

Y @ @
@—@—Z(S+'I‘ ;T+ S ;C;D) @.7

2A 2; 2B o
in [4.6) are nonzero only if
S A,andT B, “.8)

hold. This is because, foreach element 15 2 S, i isincluded in S
T + S and the corresponding element i 5 is included in C so that z(S +
T ;T+S ;C;D)de ned in (320) contansa factor 1+ i 5 vanishing for
= . Nonzero contrbutions arise only if all such tem s are elim lnated by
di erentiating z with respect to allelements i 5 2 S. W e thus need to have
S A,.Analgous reasoning kadsto T B,.
Now ltusconsider the phase factor . Each derivative of w ith respect
to the elments 2 A; S and 2 B; T kadstoa factor ;. Ifwe

subsequently dentify = ,the exponent of tums into
0 1
1 X X X X X X
il | + A =
2
2S+T 2T+S 2C=A=5+S 2D=B=T+T 28 2T
4.9)
W e thus obtain
X X 1
Rn (17 n = PENEETE
K +L=£1;2; MmgA, AT B, B
(BFIXI
> > Y @ @
e 2s 2T @—@—Z(S+T ;T+S ;C;D)
2A 5; 2B 2 =
4.10)

14



Eq.[4.10) can be further sin pli ed, ifwe use the fact that the summ ands
in [4.10) do not depend on how the elam ents ofA ; + B ; are distributed am ong
A, and B;. In particular, we have

¥ ££z(S+T ; T+ S ;C;D)
@ @ I r-ur _
2A 2; 2B o
Y @ @
= ——2z@ 6 \A,+ T ;T\ B+ S ;C,;D3) 7 (411)
2A 2; 2B o =
where
D, = f i572Lxg D 4a12)

and all sets on the rhs. of [4.11l) can be shown to exclude A; and B; .

Let usprove [41]l). &t ©llows from [4.8) that S = S\ A;+ S\ A, =
A;+S\A,andT = T\B;+T\B,=B;+T\B,.Then,ushgC; =C C,
andD; =D D,,weocbtain

Y Y
(+ ) (+ )
2A 1+ S\A+T 2B 1+T\B2+S
28+ T ;T+8S ;C;D)= — 217 25prce
(+ ) (+ )
2A 1+ S\A+T 2C1+C,
2B 1+ T\By,+S 2D1+D
= WiW,yzG\A,+T ;T\B,+ S ;C,;D,); (4.13)
w here
Y Y
(+ ) (+ )
2A 1 2B
2D 2C
W= *£ ¥ Y Y 414)
(+ ) (+ ) (+ ) (+ )
27 2Cy 2C 2C,
2B 2D 1 2D, 2D

15



and

Y Y
(+ ) (+ )
2 S\A,+T 2T\B2+S
2D 1 2C1q
W2= Y Y
(+ ) (+ )
2A 1 2 S\A,+T
2T\B2+S 2B 1
Y Y , , Y Y . .
= 1+ 23— 1+ 32—~
. 1y . + 15
2S\A,+T 3211 2T\B2+S J2K1
(4 15)
W e can see that W ; is Independent of the elem ents of A, [ B, and
@
—W, =0 (4 10)

@ _

or 2 A,[B,. (Tochek [416), notethat only the and in the last lne
of [415) m ay belong to A, orB,. Ifwe take derivatives w ith respect to any
ofthese variables, one factor in the product tums into 1(%33)2 or 1(#;)2
and vanishesafter setting = .) Therefore nonvanishing contributions arise
only if the derivatives of [4.13) with respect to the elements of A, [ B, act
onz(S\A,+ T ;T\By,+ S ;Cy;D,). Then W, and W , can be replaced
by their special values

Wij. =Wej. =1 @a7)

at = .

Thus Eq.[411) is proven, and it indeed becom es irrelevant on how the
elem ents of A; + B; are distrbbuted am ong the two subsets, or on how the
corresponding indices in M K.+ L; aredistrbuted amongK ; and L, . W e
can thus stop to discrin inate between K ; and L;. Thism eans that we trade
the sum s over K ;L. and over A,;B, n [410) oroneoverK, + L, + M =
need to multiply with 2% Iwhich cancels the factor 555 = 555 -

2R 13 B 1]
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T he n-Jevel correlation functions can thus be w ritten as

X X
Rn(l; n);: e ZZS ZZT
Ko+ Lo+M =£1;2; MghAz2;T B
EFTI
Y e e
@—@—Z(S\A2+T ;T\B2+ S ;CZ;DZ) ’
2A 5; 2B » =

(4.18)

which is dentical to the CUE n-eigenparam eter correlation functions [4.]).
The setsK ,;L,;A,;B, correspond to K ;L;A;B in [4]J). The determ inant
expressions

sinf (5 x )=29

Rn (17 n )= det 4.19)

(5 x)=2 Jik=1;2; m

for the n—level correlation fiinctions are thus veri ed.

5 D iscussion

In this paper the spectral correlation functions of chaotic quantum system s
w ith broken tin exeversal sym m etry were investigated. U sing the R iam ann—
Siegel lookalke formula and an extended version of Berry’s diagonal ap—
proxin ation, we sam iclassically evaluated the n-level correlation fiinctions
denticalto then n detem nantal predictions of random m atrix theory.

A Though the sam iclassical results are exactly in agreem ent w ith the ran—
dom m atrix predictions, we adm it that there are higher order nonzero temm s
in the sam iclassical diagram m atic expansion, which are neglected in the ex—
tended diagonal approxin ation. The exact agream ent suggests that those
tem sm utually canceleach other. Such a cancellation was diagram m atically
veri ed In [17,120,121, 22)] for the 2-devel correlation function. It should also
be veri ed for the general n—level correlation functions in future works.

A snoted In Introduction, ifthe quantum system issym m etric undertin e—
reversal, it belongsto a di erent universality class. In this case, the sam iclas-
sical argum ent becom esm ore di cult, because the higher order tem s in the
diagram m atic expansion are m ore lnvolved and give a net contribution[l7,
20,121,122]. The random m atrix predictions are derived from the correspond-—
Ing C ircularO rthogonalEnsemble (COE) (orG aussian O rthogonalEnsam bl

17



(GOE)),and the n—evel correlation functionshave2n 2n Pfa an fomm s[|33].
Tt would be interesting ifdi culties are overcom e and one is able to see how
Pfa an formm s sam iclassically appear.
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