
Random matrices associated with general barrier billiards

Eugene Bogomolny
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Abstract

The paper is devoted to the derivation of random unitary matrices whose spectral statistics

is the same as statistics of quantum eigenvalues of certain deterministic two-dimensional barrier

billiards. These random matrices are extracted from the exact billiard quantisation condition by

applying a random phase approximation for high-excited states. An important ingredient of the

method is the calculation of S-matrix for the scattering in the slab with a half-plane inside by

the Wiener-Hopf method. It appears that these random matrices have the form similar to the one

obtained by the author in [arXiv:2107.03364] for a particular case of symmetric barrier billiards

but with different choices of parameters. The local correlation functions of the resulting random

matrices are well approximated by the semi-Poisson distribution which is a characteristic feature of

various models with intermediate statistics. Consequently, local spectral statistics of the considered

barrier billiards is (i) universal for almost all values of parameters and (ii) well described by the

semi-Poisson statistics.
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I. INTRODUCTION

Polygonal billiards constitute a special class of classical dynamical systems. Though they

have zero Lyapunov exponents the behaviour of their trajectories is intricate and complicated

due to, in general, unavoidable discontinuities of the ray dynamics (see, e.g., [1]). An

important subset of polygonal billiards is constituted by the so-called pseudo-integrable

billiards (see, e.g., [2]) characterised by the requirement that all their angles θj are rational

multiples of π

θj =
mj

nj
π (1)

with co-prime integers mj and nj. A characteristic property of pseudo-integrable billiards

is the fact that their trajectories cover surfaces of finite genus connected with angles by the

formula [3]

g = 1 +
Nn

2

∑
j

mj − 1

nj
(2)

where Nn is the least common multiply of all denominators nj. This is a clear-cut difference

of pseudo-integrable billiards (with at least one mj > 1) from both limiting cases of classical

dynamical models: integrable models where trajectories belong to tori (i.e., surfaces with

g = 1) and chaotic models where a typical trajectory covers the whole surface of constant

energy.

It is plain that peculiarities of pseudo-integrable billiards should have quantum manifes-

tations but no general statements about statistical properties of pseudo-integrable models

have been proposed so far. It is in a strong contrast with quantum integrable and fully

chaotic models where the well-known and well-accepted conjectures were established long

time ago [4] and [5]. Numerical results [6]-[15] suggest that, at least, for certain pseudo-

integrable billiards spectral statistics differs from both the Poisson statistics of integrable

models [4] as well as from the usual random matrix statistics conjectured for chaotic mo-

tels [5]. Surprisingly, the observed statistics (called intermediate statistics) is similar to the

spectral statistics of the Anderson model at the point of metal-insulator transition [16, 17]

whose main features are (i) linear level repulsion as for usual random matrix ensembles and

(ii) an exponential fall-off of nearest-neighbour distributions as for the Poisson distribution.

The simplest pseudo-integrable model is a rectangular billiard with a barrier inside (see

figure 1(a)). It has 6 internal angles equal π/2 and one angle 2π. According to (2) it
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corresponds to a genus 2 surface. Quantum problem for such billiards consists in finding

eigenvalues k and eigenfunctions Ψ(x, y; k) of the Helmholtz equation(
∆ + k2

)
Ψ(x, y; k) = 0 (3)

provided that functions Ψ(x, y; k) obey the Dirichlet boundary conditions

Ψ(x, y; k)|boundaries = 0. (4)

Generalisation for another type of boundary conditions is straightforward.

Numerical calculations [14, 15] were done exclusively for a symmetric barrier billiard with

h = b/2. A new method of extracting random matrices from the exact quantisation of a

symmetric barrier billiard has been proposed in [18]. The main conclusion of that paper

is that spectral statistics of symmetric barrier billiard is the same as the one for a N × N

random unitary matrix

Bµ,ν = eiΦµ
LµLν
xµ + xν

, µ, ν = 1, . . . N (5)

where Φµ are independent real random variables distributed uniformly between 0 and 2π.

Lµ are real quantities determined by the expression

L2
µ = 2xµ

∏
ν 6=µ

xµ + xν
xµ − xν

(6)

and coordinates xµ for a symmetric barrier billiard (with h = b/2) are

xµ = (−1)µ+1

√
k2 − π2µ2

b2
. (7)

The condition that all xµ are real defines matrix dimension N

N =

[
kb

π

]
(8)

where [x] is the largest integer less or equal x.

The purpose of the paper is to generalise the method of [18] for non-symmetric barrier

billiards shown in figure 1. It appears that the random matrix extracted from the exact

quantisation condition for these billiards also have the form given by (5) and (6) but with a

different specification of coordinates xµ.

The plan of the paper is the following. Section II is devoted to the discussion of the

surface-of-section method in application to barrier billiards proposed in [18]. The method
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FIG. 1. Barrier billiards considered in the paper. For clarity the barrier tip is indicated by a small

circle.

consists in opening the billiard and finding exact scattering solutions for the resulting slab

with a half-plane inside. Writing exact eigenfunctions of a barrier billiard as a linear combi-

nation of scattering waves and imposing the correct boundary conditions on previously re-

moved parts of billiard boundary gives the quantisation condition in the form det(1+B) = 0

where matrix B differs form the S-matrix for the scattering in the slab by certain phase-like

factors. It is known that spectral statistics of matrix B is up to a rescaling coincides with

statistics of high-excited barrier billiard eigenenergies [19, 20]. The main part of the paper

consists in the calculation of the exact scattering S-matrix by the Wiener-Hopf method.

This is done in Section III. As it is typical for the Wiener-Hopf method the resulting ex-

pressions include infinite products and are quite cumbersome. In Section IV two important

simplifications appeared in the semiclassical limit are discussed. First, by ignoring exponen-

tially decreasing evanescent modes one gets finite dimensional unitary S and B matrices.

Second, the phase factors by which the B-matrix differs from the S-matrix are considered

as independent random variables uniformly distributed on the unit circles. Noticing that

proper S-matrix phases by conjugation lead only to a shift of random phases of the B-matrix

one proves that the resulting unitary random matrix has the form (5) and (6) but a different

definition of coordinates xµ. In has been argued in [18] that local correlation functions of

such matrices should be well described by the semi-Poisson distribution appeared in different

models with intermediate statistics [11]. This statement is illustrated by numerical calcula-

tions for certain typical barrier billiard parameters in the end of Section IV. Section V is a
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FIG. 2. An infinite slab with a half-plane inside. Numbers indicate 3 possible channels.

brief recapitulation of the main steps permitting to extract random matrices from the exact

solution of barrier billiard problems. Appendix A presents the factorisation of the kernel

appeared in the Wiener-Hopf method and the explicit verification of the unitarity of the

obtained scattering S-matrix.

II. EXACT SURFACE-OF-SECTION QUANTISATION

The first step of the method proposed in [18] consists in the removal boundaries perpen-

dicular to the barrier and considering instead of a closed system the problem of a scattering

inside an infinite slab of height b with a half-plane inside as indicated in figure 2. The

Dirichlet boundary conditions (4) are imposed in all boundaries.

Inside the slab there exit 3 different regions (channels) (see figure 2). The following

functions constitute elementary solutions in these channels (normalised to unit current)

φ(β)±
n (x, y) =

e±ip
(β)
n x√

hβp
(β)
n

sin
(πn
hβ
y
)
, p(β)

n =

√
k2 − π2n2

h2
β

, β = 1, 2, 3 . (9)

Here hβ is the width of channel β

h1 = b, h2 = b− h, h3 = h. (10)

By definition, these functions are zero outside the corresponding channels. Subscript (+)

(resp., (−)) indicates plane waves propagating from left to right (resp., from right to left).
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We consider 3 different solutions corresponded to 3 possible plane waves entering from

the infinity into the indicated regions of the slab. They are denoted by Ψ
(β)
n (x, y) where

superscript (β) with β = 1, 2, 3 indicates the entering channel and subscript n is the trans-

verse quantum number of the incident plane wave. Their formal expansions into elementary

solutions (9) are

Ψ(1)
n (x, y) = φ(1)+

n (x, y) +
∞∑
m=1

[
S1→1
n,m φ

(1)−
m (x, y) + S1→2

n,m φ
(2)+
m (x, y) + S1→3

n,m φ
(3)+
m (x, y)

]
,(11)

Ψ(2)
n (x, y) = φ(2)−

n (x, y) +
∞∑
m=1

[
S2→1
n,m φ

(1)−
m (x, y) + S2→2

n,m φ
(2)+
m (x, y) + S2→3

n,m φ
(3)+
m (x, y)

]
,(12)

Ψ(3)
n (x, y) = φ(3)−

n (x, y) +
∞∑
m=1

[
S3→1
n,m φ

(1)−
m (x, y) + S3→2

n,m φ
(2)+
m (x, y) + S3→3

n,m φ
(3)+
m (x, y)

]
.(13)

The first terms are the incident plane waves with momentum p
(β)
n and the remaining sums

represent the reflected and transmitted waves in all channels.

Coefficients Sα→βn,m with α, β = 1, 2, 3 form the S-matrix for the scattering inside the

slab indicated in figure (2). In the next Section it will be calculated analytically by the

Wiener-Hopf method.

When these coefficients are known, functions (11)-(13) are solutions of the Helmholtz

equation (3) obeying the correct boundary conditions on all horizontal boundaries. Let us

construct an eigenfunction of barrier billiards indicated in figure 1 as a linear combination

of all scattering waves

Ψ(x, y; k) =
∞∑
n=1

3∑
α=1

a(α)
n Ψ(α)

n (x, y) . (14)

Coefficients a
(α)
n have to be determined from the requirement that this wave obeys the correct

boundary conditions on vertical boundaries. For the general billiard as in figure 1(b) these

conditions are

Ψ(d1, y; k) = 0, h < y < b, (15)

Ψ(d2, y; k) = 0, 0 < y < h, (16)

Ψ(d2 − a, y; k) = 0, 0 < y < b. (17)

In each channel function Ψn(x, y) is a linear combination of elementary solutions (9) which

form a complete and orthogonal set of functions of y. Therefore, the Dirichlet boundary
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conditions (15)-(17) imply that the coefficients of these linear combinations have to be zero.

It means that a
(α)
n are determined from the equations

a(β)
m + eiφ

(β)
m

∞∑
n=1

3∑
α=1

a(α)
n Sα→βn,m = 0, β = 1, 2, 3 . (18)

Here quantities φ
(α)
m are

φ(1)
m = 2p(1)

m (a− d2), φ(2)
m = 2p(2)

m d1, φ(3)
m = 2p(3)

m d2 . (19)

These relations can compactly be rewritten as follows (with the standard convention that

the summation is performed over repeated indices)

a(β)
m + a(α)

n Bα→β
n,m = 0 (20)

where

Bα→β
n,m = eiφ

(β)
m Sα→βn,m . (21)

Matrix B has two groups of indices, α, β = 1, 2, 3 indicate the initial and final channels and

indices n,m are positive integers denoted transverse quantum numbers of waves propagating

in these channels.

The condition of compatibility of these equation (i.e., the quantisation condition on mo-

mentum k) is

det(δm,nδα,β +Bα→β
n,m ) = 0 . (22)

III. CALCULATION OF SCATTERING S-MATRIX

To use the formulas of the preceding Section it is necessary to know the S-matrix which

describes the scattering inside the slab with a half-plane inside (cf., figure 2). A convenient

(and probably the simplest) way to calculate it is to use the Wiener-Hopf method. It is

an old, powerful, and well known method of solving certain diffraction-like problems (see,

e.g., [21] and references therein) by reduction them to a special equation (called the scalar

Wigher-Hopf equation) of the following form

K(α)X+(α) +X−(α) = f(α) . (23)

Here X+(α) and X−(α) are two unknown functions of complex variable α. Functions K(α)

and f(α) are supposed to be known.
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The essence of the Wiener-Hopf method is the assumption that function X+(α) is free

from singularities in the upper half-plane Imα > −ε1 and functionX−(α) has no singularities

in the lower half-plane Imα < ε2 with ε1,2 > 0. These requirements are usually achieved by

representing functions X±(α) as one-sided Fourier transforms

X+(α) =

∫ ∞
0

ψ(x)eiαxdx, X−(α) =

∫ 0

−∞
ψ(x)eiαxdx (24)

where function ψ(x) exponentially decays at |x| → ∞

ψ(x) −→
x→+∞

e−ε1x, ψ(x) −→
x→−∞

eε2x. (25)

The solution the Wiener-Hopf equation (23) consists in the following steps (see [21] for

details and proofs).

• Factorise the kernel K(α) into a product of two functions K(α) = K+(α)K−(α) where

functions K±(α) are free of singularities and zeros in, respectively, upper and lower

half-planes.

• Divide the both parts of (23) by K−(α)

K+(α)X+(α) +
X−(α)

K−(α)
=

f(α)

K−(α)
. (26)

• Represent the right-hand side of this equation as a sum of functions F±(α) free of

singularities in the corresponding half-planes

f(α)

K−(α)
= F+(α) + F−(α). (27)

• After such transformation the Wiener-Hopf equation becomes

X−(α)

K−(α)
− F−(α) = F+(α)−K+(α)X+(α). (28)

By construction the left-hand side of this equation is free of singularities in the lower half-

plane Imα < ε2 and the right-hand side has no singularities in the upper half-plane Imα >

−ε1. As these planes have a common part, the both parts have to be free of singularities in

the whole complex plane of α. Therefore they have to be a polynomial in α. Usually from

the boundary conditions it follows that this polynomial is zero. It such case the solutions of

the Wiener-Hopf equation are

X−(α) = K−(α)F−(α), X+(α) =
F+(α)

K+(α)
. (29)
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The reduction of a given problem to the Wiener-Hopf equation (when it is possible) can be

done by different methods. Below we follow the one discussed in [21].

A solution of a scattering problem for the Helmholtz equation consists of two parts, an

incident wave and a reflected wave

Ψ(x, y) = Ψinc(x, y) + ψref(x, y). (30)

Assume that momentum k in (3) has a small positive imaginary part: k → k + iδk. Then

it is known that the reflected wave tends to zero when |x| → ∞ (this is the radiation

condition). From expansions similar to (11)-(13) it follows that ψref(x, y) −→ e−rδk|x| with

r ≥ 1. Therefore one can take ε1 = ε2 = δk and the following quantities

Φ+(α, y) =

∫ ∞
0

ψref(x, y)eiαxdx, Φ−(α, y) =

∫ 0

−∞
ψref(x, y)eiαxdx (31)

are free of singularities in, respectively, the upper half-plane Imα > −δk and the lower

half-plane Imα < δk.

As Ψinc(x, y) and ψref(x, y) obey the Helmholtz equation (3) quantities Φ±(α, y) have to

obey the equation ( ∂2

∂y2
+ q2(α)

)
Φ±(α, y) = 0, q2(α) = k2 − α2 . (32)

Because there are no obstacles in the horizontal directions, the necessary solutions which

are zero at horizontal boundaries of the slab are

Φ+(α, y) + Φ−(α, y) =

 A(α) sin
(
q(α)y

)
, 0 < y < h

B(α) sin
(
q(α)(b− y)

)
, h < y < b

. (33)

When functions A(α) and B(α) are calculated, the reflection field is given by the inverse

Fourier transformation

ψ(x, y) =
1

2π

∫ ∞
−∞

e−iαxdα

 A(α) sin
(
q(α)y

)
, 0 < y < h

B(α) sin
(
q(α)(b− y)

)
, h < y < b

. (34)

For positive x the integration contour can be shifted in the lower half-plane of α and for

negative x one can shift the contour into the upper half-plane.

To find uniquely functions Φ±(α, y) it is necessary to know their values at the line y = h

which follow from general properties of wave functions.
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• At the half-line y = h, 0 < x <∞ the total field has to be zero, Ψ(x, h) = 0. It means

that ∫ ∞
0

Ψinc(x, h)eiαxdx+ Φ+(α, h) = 0. (35)

• The total field Ψ(x, y) and its y-derivative Ψ′(x, y) have to be continuous at y = h

and negative x. The incident waves for all 3 solutions is continuous at y = h but their

y-derivatives have a jump for the second and third solutions. It leads to the following

relation (′ indicates the derivative over y)∫ 0

−∞
(Ψ′inc(x, h+ 0)−Ψ′inc(x, h− 0)) eiαxdx+

(
Φ′−(x, h+ 0)− Φ′−(x, h− 0)

)
= 0.

(36)

It appears that the 3 scattering solutions (11)-(13) lead to Eq. (23) with the same kernel

K(α) but with different right-hand sides. For completeness the calculations are sketched

below.

A. First solution

For this solution the incident field Ψinc(x, y) = φ
(1)+
n (x, y) (cf. (11)). From (35) it follows

that

Φ+(α, h) = − i sin(πnh/b)(
α + p

(1)
n

)√
bp

(1)
n

. (37)

From (33) one gets

Φ−(α, h)− i sin(πnh/b)(
α + p

(1)
n

)√
bp

(1)
n

= A(α) sin
(
q(α)h

)
= B(α) sin

(
q(α)(b− h)

)
. (38)

Calculation of the y-derivative of the total field at the both sides of the barrier y = h, x > 0

gives the following equations

Φ′+(α, h+ 0) + Φ′−(α, h) = −q(α)B(α) cos
(
q(α)(b− h)

)
,

Φ′+(α, h− 0) + Φ′−(α, h) = q(α)A(α) cos
(
q(α)h

)
. (39)

Denoting X+(α) = b
(
Φ′+(α, h+ 0)− Φ′+(α, h− 0)

)
one finds

X+(α) = −bq(α)
(
A(α) cos

(
q(α)h

)
+B(α) cos

(
q(α)(b− h)

))
. (40)
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Using (38) one can express A(α) and B(α) through Φ−(α, h) ≡ X−(α). It gives the final

Wiener-Hopf equation (23) with

K(α) =
sin
(
q(α)h

)
sin
(
q(α)(b− h)

)
bq(α) sin

(
q(α)b

) (41)

and

f1(α) =
i sin(πnh/b)(
α + p

(1)
n

)√
bp

(1)
n

. (42)

The necessary factorisation K(α) = K+(α)K−(α) is discussed in Appendix A.

For the decomposition (27) it is necessary to remove the pole α = −p(1)
n from F−(α). In

such way one obtains

F−(α) = f1(α)

(
1

K−(α)
− 1

K−(−p(1)
n )

)
, F+(α) =

f1(α)

K−(−p(1)
n )

. (43)

Using (29) and (38) leads to the following expressions

A(α) =
C1(α)

sin
(
q(α)h

) , B(α) =
C1(α)

sin
(
q(α)(b− h)

) (44)

where

C1(α) = − i sin(πnh/b)K−(α)(
α + p

(1)
n

)
K−(−p(1)

n )

√
bp

(1)
n

. (45)

B. Second solution

For these solution the incident wave Ψinc = φ
(2)−
n (x, y) (see (12)). Therefore from (35) it

follows that

Φ+(α, h) = 0 (46)

and, consequently,

X−(α) ≡ Φ−(α, h) = A(α) sin
(
q(α)h

)
= B(α) sin

(
q(α)(b− h)

)
. (47)

The incident field φ
(2)−
n (x, y) is continuous at y = h, −∞ < x < 0 but its y derivative has

a jump at this line. Therefore, Φ−(α, y) is also continuous at this line but its y-derivative

should compensate the discontinuity of y derivative of the incident field (cf. (36)). It means

that

Φ′−(α, h+ 0)− Φ′−(α, h− 0) = − iπ(−1)nn

(b− h)
(
α− p(2)

n

)√
(b− h)p

(2)
n

. (48)
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Comparing the y-derivatives from the both sides of y = h with (33) gives the following

equation

X+(α) ≡ b
(
Φ′+(α, h+ 0)− Φ′+(α, h− 0)

)
= (49)

=
iπ(−1)nn b

(b− h)
(
α− p(2)

n

)√
(b− h)p

(2)
n

− bq(α)
(
B(α) cos

(
q(α)(b− h)

)
+ A(α) cos

(
q(α)h

))
.

Expressing A(α) and B(α) from (47) leads to the Wiener-Hopf equation (23) with K(α)

given by (41) and

f2(α) =
iπ(−1)nnbK(α)

(b− h)
(
α− p(2)

n

)√
(b− h)p

(2)
n

. (50)

Solving the resulting Wiener-Hopf equation equation and using (47) one gets

A(α) =
C2(α)

sin
(
q(α)h

) , B(α) =
C2(α)

sin
(
q(α)(b− h)

) (51)

where

C2(α) =
iπ(−1)nnbK+(p

(2)
n )K−(α)

(b− h)
(
α− p(2)

n

)√
(b− h)p

(2)
n

. (52)

C. Third solution

In this case the incident field Ψinc = φ
(3)−
n (x, y) and Eqs. (46) and (47) remain valid.

From discontinuity of the incident field one gets

Φ′−(α, h+ 0)− Φ′−(α, h− 0) = − i(−1)nπn

h
(
α− p(3)

n

)√
hp

(3)
n

. (53)

As above one obtains the same Wiener-Hopf equation but with

f3(α) =
i(−1)nπnbK(α)

h
(
α− p(3)

n

)√
hp

(3)
n

. (54)

In this case one finds

A(α) =
C3(α)

sin
(
q(α)h

) , B(α) =
C3(α)

sin
(
q(α)(b− h)

) (55)

with

C3(α) =
i(−1)nπnbK+(p

(3)
n )K−(α)

h
(
α− p(3)

n

) . (56)
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D. S-matrix for irrational h/b

Finding the reflection field by the inverse Fourier transform (34) and using the relation

K−(−α) = K+(α) after simple but tedious calculations one gets the explicit form of the

S-matrix

Sα→βn,m =
L

(α)
n L

(β)
m

x
(α)
n + x

(β)
m

(57)

where

L(1)
n =

sin
(
πnh/b

)
K+(p

(1)
n )

√
bp

(1)
n

, L(2)
n = − (−1)nπnbK+(p

(2)
n )

(b− h)

√
(b− h)p

(2)
n

, L(3)
n = −(−1)nπnbK+(p

(3)
n )

h

√
hp

(3)
n

(58)

and

x(1)
n = bp(1)

n , x(2)
n = −bp(2)

n , x(3)
n = −bp(3)

n . (59)

Function K+(α) is given by (convergent) infinite product (A4) and values of momenta p
(β)
m

with β = 1, 2, 3 are indicated in (9).

Notice that the S-matrix is symmetric as it should be from the reciprocity principle.

The above expressions are valid when the ratio h/b is an irrational number which means

that (i) sin
(
πhn/b

)
6= 0 for all n and (ii) all p

(α)
m are different. For rational h/b certain terms

in the above formulas will have formally uncertainties of 0/0 type. Though they can be

resolved by taking a corresponding limit it is more convenient to reconsider the resonance

case separately.

E. S-matrix for rational h/b

Let, for simplicity, h/b = 1/q with integer q. In this case the following 3 moments are

equal

p(3)
n = p

(2)
(q−1)n = p(1)

qn (60)

and it is plain that waves ψ
(1)±
qn (x, y) are two exact solutions of the problem considered as

they are automatically zero on the full line passing through the barrier. As

1√
bp

(1)
qn

sin
(πqn

b
y
)

=


1√
hp

(3)
n

sin
(
πn
h
y
)√

h
b
, 0 < y < h

1√
(b−h)p

(2)
(q−1)n

sin
(
π(q−1)n
b−h (b− y)

)
(−1)nq+1

√
b−h
b
, h < y < b

(61)
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it follows without calculations that

S3→1
n,qn =

1
√
q
, S2→1

(q−1)n,qn = −(−1)qn
√

1− 1

q
. (62)

These and the symmetric counterparts are the only elements which are formally singular at

rational h/b. Other matrix elements may be obtained directly from the preceding Section.

For barrier billiard as in figure 1(a) with rational h/b the above plane waves are the exact

eigenfunctions with simple eigenvalues. Therefore it is convenient to remove them when

non-trivial spectrum is considered. Function ψ
(1)+
qn (x, y) can be removed by simply removing

the term with m = qn for all possible n. To remove ψ
(1)−
qn (x, y) it is necessary to form a

special combinations of the incident waves ψ
(2)−
(q−1)n(x, y) and ψ

(3)−
n (x, y) such that there is no

scattering into ψ
(1)−
qn (x, y) From (62) it follows that the correct combination which cancels

this exact solution at negative x is

φ
(2+3)
n(q−1) =

1
√
q
φ

(2)
n(q−1) + (−1)nq

√
q − 1

q
φ(3)
n (63)

Notice that it is a symbolic notation. It just means that in the second region one has

a function 1√
q
φ

(2)
n(q−1) and in the third region in such case one should consider a function

(−1)nq
√

q−1
q
φ

(3)
n . For convenience we label this function by indices from the second region.

Using the above formulas for the S-matrix one finds that h/b = 1/q the S-matrix with

excluded exact solutions has the same form as in (57)

Sα→βn,m =
L

(α)
n L

(β)
m

x
(α)
n + x

(β)
m

(64)

where indices α, β = 1, 2, 2 + 3. L
(1)
n and L

(2)
n are as in (58) but with the above restrictions

on admissible values of n

L(1)
n =

sin(πnh/b)

Kres
+ (p

(1)
n )

√
bp

(1)
n

, n 6= 0 mod q, (65)

L(2)
n = −

(−1)nπnbKres
+ (p

(2)
n )

(b− h)

√
(b− h)p

(2)
n

, n 6= 0 mod q − 1 (66)

but

L(2+3)
n = −

πn(−1)nb3/2Kres
+ (p

(2)
n )

(b− h)3/2

√
hp

(2)
n

, n = 0 mod q − 1. (67)

Function Kres
+ (α) is the value of K+(α) in (A4) when h/b = 1/q and its value is given by

(A5).
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The expressions in the previous and this Sections are exact. Together with (21), (19),

and (22) they represent an exact surface-of-section quantisation of the considered barrier

billiards. They can also serve for numerical calculations in these models. But the purpose

of the paper is to extract from the exact solution a random matrix whose spectral statistics

in the semiclassical limit k → ∞ will be the same as spectral statistics of barrier billiard.

This is discussed in the next Section.

IV. MAIN RANDOM MATRIX

A. Restriction to propagating modes

Formally the considered S-matrix is infinite. It is related with the existence of two types

of waves, the propagating modes for which the momentum is real and evanescent modes

with imaginary momentum. The number of propagating modes in each channel is finite

N1 =

[
kb

π

]
, N2 =

[
k(b− h)

π

]
, N3 =

[
kh

π

]
(68)

but the number of evanescent modes is infinite.

In the semiclassical limit k → ∞ evanescent modes decrease quickly from the barrier

tip and they are negligible for high exited states provided that the barrier tip is not at

distances of the order of wavelength from the billiard boundaries. When evanescent modes

with imaginary momenta are ignored the S-matrix as well as the B-matrix become final

N ×N unitary matrices with N = N1 +N2 +N3.

From general principles of quantum mechanics the S-matrix for propagating modes has

to be unitary. Till now all quantities have 2 indices: a subscript indicated quantum number

and a superscript descrying to what channel belongs this quantum number. It is convenient

to organise indices of propagating modes into one super index µ from 1 to N with the

convention that indices from 1 to N1 belong to the first channel, indices from N1 + 1 to N2

to the second channel and indices from N1 + N2 + 1 till N = N1 + N2 + N3 indicate the

third channel. It is also useful to combine 3 vectors of propagating modes bp
(j)
m , j = 1, 2, 3

into one vector xµ of dimension N such that

~x = b
(
p

(1)
1 , . . . , p

(1)
N1︸ ︷︷ ︸

N1

,−p(2)
1 , . . . ,−p(2)

N2︸ ︷︷ ︸
N2

,−p(3)
1 , . . . ,−p(3)

N3︸ ︷︷ ︸
N3

)
. (69)
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Notice that the second and the third parts have minus sign.

In such notations the scattering S-matrix takes a simple form

Sµ,ν =
LµLν
xµ + xν

, µ, ν = 1, . . . , N (70)

which is exactly the form of matrix obtained in [18] but for different specification of ~x.

As indicated in this paper, the unitary condition SS† = 1 (and the Cauchy determinant

formula) implies that

|Lµ|2 = 2xµ
∏
ν 6=µ

xµ + xν
xµ − xν

(71)

In Appendix A it is checked that these relations are consequences of the S-matrix expressions

discussed in the preceding Sections.

As quantities |Lµ|2 have to be positive there exists a general condition on set xµ, µ =

1, . . . , N [18]. If the moduli of xµ are ordered

|x1| > |x2| > . . . > |xN | (72)

then the positivity of |Lm|2 implies that

xµ = (−1)µ+1|xµ|, µ = 1, . . . , N (73)

Elementary arguments demonstrate that vector (69) obeys these intertwining conditions.

In the case when h/b = 1/q and exact modes are removed the S-matrix has the same

form as in (70) and (71) but coordinates xµ with µ = 1, 2, . . . , N with dimension

N = N1 +N2 −N3 (74)

has to be arranged into the following vector

~x = b
(
p

(1)
1 , . . . , p

(1)
k , . . . , p

(1)
N1︸ ︷︷ ︸

k 6= 0 mod q

,−p(2)
1 , . . . ,−p(2)

N2︸ ︷︷ ︸
N2

)
. (75)

Here it is implicitly assumed that terms p
(2)
m with m 6= mod q − 1 belong to the second

channel and terms p
(2)
m with m = 0 mod q−1 form 2+3 channel discussed above with L

(2+3)
µ

given by (67). Notice that for the symmetric barrier billiard with q = 2 this result coincides

with the one obtained in [18].

In the general case when the ratio h/b = m/q with co-prime integers m and q (m < q)

there are 3 degenerated momenta

p
(1)
qt = p

(2)
(q−m)t = p

(3)
mt (76)
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with integer t.

The same arguments as above show that when the simple exact solutions are removed

coordinate vector ~x can be chosen in the following form

~x = b
(
p

(1)
1 , . . . , p

(1)
k , . . . , p

(1)
N1︸ ︷︷ ︸

k 6= 0 mod q

,−p(2)
1 , . . . ,−p(2)

N2︸ ︷︷ ︸
N2

,−p(3)
1 , . . . ,−p(3)

k , . . . ,−p(3)
N3︸ ︷︷ ︸

k 6= 0 mod m

)
. (77)

The dimension of this vector is

N = N1 +N2 +N3 − 2N0, N0 =

[
kb

πq

]
. (78)

B. Random phase approximation

When in the semiclassical limit k →∞ evanescent modes are ignored the S-matrix and,

consequently, the B-matrix (21) become finite dimensional unitary matrices. The B-matrix

plays the role of the transfer operator and its importance lies in the fact that spectral

statistics of this matrix is (up to a rescaling) the same as spectral statistics of the barrier

billiard (see [19, 20] and a short discussion in [18]).

The B-matrix (21) differs from the scattering S-matrix by phase factors eiφm where φm

given by (19) depend on momenta and horizontal sizes of the barrier billiard. On can argue

[18] that in semiclassical limit k →∞ these phases for propagating modes can be considered

as independent random variables uniformly distributed on the unit circle. Though the proof

of this random phase approximation is unknown to the author, physically it is quite natural

from the following considerations:

• φm are non-linear functions of m,

• φm →∞ in semiclassical limit k →∞,

• φm with different m are non-commensurable (when h/b is an irrational number or

when h/b is rational and exact solutions are removed).

The random phase approximation, in particular, states that local spectral correlation func-

tions of deterministic phases (19) mod 2π after unfolding should be the same as for the

Poisson distribution of independent uniformly distributed random variables, namely

Pn(s) =
sn−1

(n− 1)!
e−s (79)
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where Pn(s) with n = 0, 1, . . . is the probability density that two variables are separated by

distance s and there exit exactly n other variables inside this interval.

For illustration, in figure 3 the six nearest neighbour distributions for deterministic phases

(19) with indicated parameters are plotted. In total N = 99 999 numbers (cf., (68)) were

taken into account. It is clearly seen that calculated correlation functions agree well with

the Poisson predictions which gives a certain credit to the random phase approximation but,

of course, cannot prove it. The absence of analytical confirmations of this approximation

implies that the results below should be considered valid for ’typical’ barrier billiards or for

’almost all values’ of billiard parameters without giving a precise definition. The situation is,

in a sense, similar to the physical statement that eigenvalues of ’generic’ quantum integrable

systems are well described by the Poisson statistics [4]. Even for a rectangular billiard where

all eigenvalues are known explicitly one can establish rigorously only that (for a certain ratio

of the sides) the two-point correlation function agrees with the Poisson value [22]. To prove

that the nearest-neighbour distributions in this case are close to the Poisson expressions (79)

(which is well confirmed by numerics) seems to be beyond the existing methods.

Taken the random phase approximation as granted the unitary random matrix associated

with the considered barrier billiards takes the form

Bµ,ν = eiΦµ
LµLν
xµ + xν

, µ, ν = 1, . . . , N . (80)

Quantities Lµ are, in general, complex numbers, Lµ = |Lµ|eiξν whose moduli |Lµ| are related

with xµ by simple expressions (71) being merely a consequence of the unitarity. On the other

hand, phases of Lµ are nontrivial and given by an infinite product as in Appendix A. By a

conjugation phases of Lν can be shifted to the first factor Lµ and now the total phase factor

takes the form Φ′µ = Φµ + 2ξµ. As Φµ are assumed to be independent random variables

uniformly distributed at the unit circle the same will be valid for Φ′µ. These arguments

establish that in the definition (80) coefficients Lµ can be considered as real numbers

Lµ =

√
2xµ

∏
ν 6=µ

xµ + xν
xµ − xν

(81)

provided that vector ~x obeys the intertwining conditions (72) and (73).

The random unitary matrix B (80) depends on two groups of parameters. The first

consists on N independent random phases Φm uniformly distributed between 0 and 2π. The

second includes N coordinates xµ obeying (72) and (73). To describe the barrier billiard
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FIG. 3. Nearest neighbour distributions for deterministic phases (19) with k = 50 000.5, b = π,

h = b/
√

5, a = 2, d1 = 1, d2 = 1.5. Solid lines are the Poisson predictions for these quantities (79).

Insert: the difference between numerically calculated P0(s) and exp(−x).

indicated in figure 1 with irrational ratio h/b vector xµ has to chosen as indicated in (69)

and when this ratio is rational and the exact modes are removed it has the form (75) or

(77).

Though the B-matrix has been extracted from the exact quantisation of barrier billiards

it remains meaningful for arbitrary coordinate sequence xµ (obeying the above intertwining

conditions).

The B-matrix (80) (as well as many other matrices with intermediate statistics) belongs

to the so-called class of low complexity matrices [23] with a displacement operator of low rank

[24] (cf., [18]). The exact correlation functions for such matrices, in general, are unknown.

It has been conjectured in [25] that nearest neighbour distributions for such matrices are

well described by the normalised gamma-distributions

Pn(s) = ans
γne−bns,

∫ ∞
0

Pn(s)ds = 1,

∫ ∞
0

sPn(s)ds = n+ 1 (82)

depended only on one parameter γn which can be calculated as follows

γn = qn − 1 (83)
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with qn equal the minimal number of parameters (co-dimension) needed to get exactly n+ 2

degenerated eigenvalues.

For Hermitian matrices the value of co-dimension is given by a theorem by von Neumann

and Wigner and its generalisations [26, 27]. For low complexity matrices and, in particular,

for theB-matrix discussed above no exact results about qn are available (see [25] for ’physical’

determination of this quantity). It was argued in [18] that irrespective of the choice of

coordinates xµ, the co-dimension qn for the unitary B-matrix equals 2n + 2 and, therefore,

γn = 2n + 1. It means that the nearest neighbour distributions for random B-matrices

should be well described by the following Wigner-type surmise

Pn(s) =
22n+2

(2n+ 1)!
s2n+1e−2s (84)

which corresponds to the so-called semi-Poisson distribution [11].

C. Numerical calculations

To check these predictions numerical calculations of local spectral statistics for the above

B-matrices with irrational and rational ratios h/b were performed. Typical results are pre-

sented in figures 4, 5, and 6. The first figure shows 6 lowest nearest-neighbour distributions

for the random B-matrix with h/b = 1/
√

5, i.e., with xµ given by (69) with b = π, h = π/
√

5,

and k = 500.5 which according to (68) leads to matrix dimension N = 999. In the second

figure the ratio n/b was chosen equal to 1/3 and the momentum k = 800.5 which gives

matrix dimension N = 1067 (cf., (74)). In the third figure h/b = 2/5 and k = 650.5 which

corresponds to N = 1040 (see (78)). In all figures the results are averaged over 100 realisa-

tions of random phases. It is clearly seen that simple semi-Poisson formulas (84) described

quite well the numerical results.

V. SUMMARY

Barrier billiards are simple examples of pseudo-integrable systems with not-trivial and

interesting classical and quantum properties. The main result of the paper is the construc-

tion of unitary random matrices associated with general barrier billiards. The principal

importance of these matrices is that their spectral statistics is the same (up to a rescaling)

as spectral statistics of two-dimensional barrier billiards.
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FIG. 4. Nearest-neighbour distributions for random N × N B-matrices with irrational ratio h =

b/
√

5 (black circles). In calculationsN = 999 corresponded to k = 500.5, b = π, and 100 realisations

of random phases. Solid lines are the semi-Poisson formulas (84). Insert: the difference between

numerically calculated P0(s) and the semi-Poisson prediction: 4se−2s.

To extract such random matrices from the exact quantum description of these billiards

the following steps were done.

• Billiard boundaries perpendicular to the barrier were removed.

• The resulting problem corresponds to the scattering in an infinite slab with a half-plane

inside.

• The exact S-matrix for this problem was calculated by the Wiener-Hopf method.

• In such a way one gets exact functions obeying both the Helmholtz equation and the

correct boundary conditions on boundaries parallel to the barrier.

• Proper billiard eigenfunctions were written as linear combinations of these scatter-

ing waves with coefficients being obtained from boundary conditions on boundaries

perpendicular to the barrier.
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FIG. 5. The same as in figure 4 but for ratio h/b = 1/3, k = 800.5, and N = 1067.
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FIG. 6. The same as in figure 4 but for ratio h/b = 2/5, k = 650.5, and N = 1040.
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• The exact quantisation condition of barrier billiards appears in the form det(1 +

B(k)) = 0 where the B-matrix differs from the S-matrix by phase factors depended

on billiard dimensions parallel to the barrier.

• In the semiclassical limit two main simplifications occur:

(i) S and B matrices become finite dimensional unitary matrices after ignoring expo-

nentially small evanescent modes.

(ii) The deterministic phases of propagating modes are substituted by independent

random phases uniformly distributed on the unit circle.

The obtained N × N random unitary B-matrix depend on 2 groups of parameters: N

random phases and N coordinates obeyed certain intertwining conditions. To describe

barrier billiards coordinates have to be specially specified (see (69), (75), (77)) but the

the B-matrix remains meaningful for an arbitrary choice of coordinates.

The spectral statistics of these B-matrices belongs to intermediate-type statistics which

differs from both the Poisson statistics typical for integrable systems and the usual random

matrix statistics characteristic for chaotic systems. Heuristic calculation of the Wigner-type

surmise for these matrices reveals that their local spectral statistics is well described by

the semi-Poisson distribution in a good agreement with numerical calculations. Further

investigation of statistical properties of the B-matrices will be done elsewhere.

Applying these results to the barrier billiards leads to the following conclusions

• Local spectral correlation functions for rectangular billiards with a barrier inside as in

figure 1(a) remain the same for (almost) all positions and heights of the barrier.

• These correlation functions are well described by the semi-Poisson distribution.

• The same should be also true for more general barrier billiards indicated in figure 1(b)

with irrational ratio h/b. The case of these billiards with rational ratio h/b requires a

special investigation which is beyond the score of this paper.

Numerical calculations of spectral correlation functions were done so far only for symmetric

barrier billiard [14, 15] and they are in agreement with the above statements. For more gen-

eral barrier billiards discussed in the paper no numerics is known to the author. Analytical

calculations of the spectral compressibility for general barrier billiards as in figure 1(a) with
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irrational ratio d/a and h/b = m/q with m, q being co-prime integers were done in [28]. The

result of this paper reads

K(0) =
1

2
+

1

q
(85)

but in the calculations exact eigenstates discussed in Section III E were not removed. When

these modes are put off the result is K(0) = 1/2 [29] which coincides with the semi-Poisson

prediction and corroborates the results of the paper.

Appendix A: Factorisation of K(α)

The purpose of this Appendix is to calculate the factorisation of the kernel K(α) into the

product K+(α)K−(α) needed in the application of the Wiener-Hopf method in Sections III

and III E.

For irrational ratio h/b function K(α) (41) has the following form

K(α) =
sin
(
q(α)h

)
sin
(
q(α)(b− h)

)
bq(α) sin

(
q(α)b

) (A1)

Each sinus function in this expression gives rise to the following series of zeros with integer

n ≥ 1 (q(α) = 0 is not a singular point)

q(α(β)) =
πn

hβ
, α(β) = ±

√
k2 − π2n2

h2
β

≡ ±p(β)
n , β = 1, 2, 3 (A2)

where hβ is the width of the corresponding channel given by (10).

Function K+(α) has to be free of singularities in the upper half-plane of complex α.

Therefore it should include only negative zeros and poles. The needed factors can easily be

calculated from the well-known formula

sinx = x
∞∏
n=1

(
1− x2

π2n2

)
. (A3)

It is plain that

K+(α) =

√
h(b− h)

b

∞∏
m=1

(√
1− k2b

(2)2
m − iαb(2)

m

)(√
1− k2b

(3)2
m − iαb(3)

m

)
(√

1− k2b
(1)2
m − iαb(1)

m

) (A4)

where b
(β)
m = hβ/(πm).
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For the case h/b = 1/q considered in Section III E b
(3)
n = b

(1)
nq and the infinite product in

(A4) contains only two factors

Kres
+ (α) =

√
h(b− h)

b

∏∞
m=1

(√
1− k2b

(2)2
m − iαb(2)

m

)
∏∞

m=1
m 6=0 mod q

(√
1− k2b

(1)2
m − iαb(1)

m

) . (A5)

From general considerations the scattering S-matrix has to be unitary for propagating

modes which implies the validity of (71). It is instructive to check this fact directly from

the above formulas. The main step is the calculation |K+(p
(β)
n )|2 for β = 1, 2, 3. Even for

propagating modes this function includes both the product of finite number of propagating

modes with real momenta and the product of infinite number of evanescent modes which

have pure imaginary momenta. Let us calculate them separately for each factor in (A4)

without explicitly bothering about the convergence.

Define

w(β)(α) =
∞∏
m=1

(√
1− k2b

(β)2
m − iαb(β)

m

)
, β = 1, 2, 3 . (A6)

One has for real α (with Nβ from (68))

w(β)(α) =

Nβ∏
m=1

(
− i
√
k2b

(β)2
m − 1− iαb(β)

n

) ∞∏
m=Nβ+1

(√
1− k2b

(β)2
m − iαb(β)

m

)
. (A7)

Therefore ∣∣∣w(β)(α)
∣∣∣2 =

Nβ∏
m=1

b(β)2
m

(
α + p(β)

m

)2
∞∏

m=Nβ+1

(
1− (k2 − α2)b(β)2

m

)
. (A8)

Assume that α = p
(l)
n with l 6= β. Then the second product is not zero for all m and one

gets ∣∣∣w(β)(p(l)
n )
∣∣∣2 =

Nβ∏
m=1

b(β)2
m

(
p

(l)
n + p

(β)
m

)2(
1− (hβn)2/(hlm)2

) ∞∏
m=1

(
1−

h2
βn

2

h2
lm

2

)
. (A9)

Using the fact that 1− (hβn)2/(hlm)2 = b
(β)2
m

(
p

(l)2
n −p(β)2

m

)
and taking into account (A3) one

gets that ∣∣∣w(β)(p(l)
n )
∣∣∣2 =

hl sin(πhβn/hl)

πhβn

Nβ∏
m=1

p
(l)
n + p

(β)
m

p
(l)
n − p(β)

m

, l 6= β . (A10)

For l = β this transformation does not work as the second product in (A9) is zero for m = n.

This formal difficulty can easily be avoid by the following manipulation (taking into account
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that n is from a propagating mode and m is the second product is from an evanescent mode)

∞∏
m=Nβ+1

(
1− n2

m2

)
=

∏∞
m=1, m6=n

(
1− n2

m2

)
∏Nβ

m=1, m6=n

(
1− n2

m2

) . (A11)

The calculation of the numerator is performed as follows

∞∏
m=1, m6=n

(
1− n2

m2

)
= lim

x→n

1

1− x2/n2

∞∏
m=1

(
1− x2

m2

)
= lim

x→n

sin πx

πx(1− x2/n2)
= −1

2
(−1)n .

(A12)

Therefore ∣∣∣w(β)(p(β)
n )
∣∣∣2 =

2(−1)n+1p
(β)2
n h2

β

π2n2

Nβ∏
m=1, m6=n

p
(β)
n + p

(β)
m

p
(β)
n − p(β)

m

. (A13)

Finally one finds that

∣∣∣K+(p(1)
n )
∣∣∣2 =

sin2(πhn/b)

2b2p
(1)2
n

N1∏
m=1, m6=n

p
(1)
n − p(1)

m

p
(1)
n + p

(1)
m

N2∏
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p
(1)
n + p

(2)
m

p
(1)
n − p(2)

m

N3∏
m=1

p
(1)
n + p

(3)
m

p
(1)
n − p(3)

m

, (A14)

∣∣∣K+(p(2)
n )
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(2)
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(1)
m
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p
(2)
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(2)
m

p
(2)
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p
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n − p(3)

m

, (A15)

∣∣∣K+(p(3)
n )
∣∣∣2 = −2h3p

(3)2
n

bπ2n2

N1∏
m=1

p
(3)
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p
(3)
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m
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p
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p
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p
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. (A16)

Taking into account (58) it is plain that the relations (71) implying the unitarity are fulfilled.
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