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We develop a semiclassical approach for the statistics of the time delay in quantum chaotic
systems in the presence of a tunnel barrier, for broken time-reversal symmetry. Results are obtained
as asymptotic series in powers of the reflectivity of the barrier, with coefficients that are rational
functions of the channel number. Exact expressions, valid for arbitrary reflectivity and channel
number, are conjectured and numerically verified for specific families of statistical moments.

I. INTRODUCTION

We consider the problem of quantum scattering in
complex systems such as a cavity with chaotic dynam-
ics, which is connected to the outside by a finite number
of scattering channels, M . The amplitudes of outgoing
waves are given in terms of the incoming waves by mul-
tiplication with the M -dimensional S matrix, which is
unitary when there is no dissipation. We assume that,
at any given energy, the classical dynamics is character-
ized by a well defined dwell time τD, the average time
spent in the scattering region. We also assume broken
time-reversal symmetry.

The energy derivative of the logarithm of the scattering
matrix, S, is known as the Wigner–Smith matrix [1–4],

Q = −i~S† dS
dE

, (1)

where ~ is Planck’s constant. This is an operator repre-
senting the quantization of the notion of time delay, i.e.
the time spent by quantum particles inside the scattering
region. Its normalized trace τW = 1

MTr(Q) is called the
Wigner time delay.

For complex systems, the matrix elements of Q are
typically widely fluctating functions of the energy and it
is advisable to restrict attention to local averages of ob-
servables. The local average of the Wigner time delay at
a given energy, for example, equals precisely the classi-
cal dwell time at that energy, 〈τW 〉 = τD. More refined
statistical information about the time duration of wave
scattering is encoded in other spectral properties of Q.

Central to our approach is the Schur polynomial
sλ(Q), a symmetric polynomial of the eigenvalues of Q
which is defined in terms of an integer partition λ =
(λ1, . . . , λ`(λ)), i.e. a non-decreasing sequence of `(λ) pos-
itive integers. Of crucial importance is the fact tha every
symmetric polynomial in Q can be written as a linear
combination of Schurs. For example, τW = s(1)(Q) and

τ2
W = 1

2s(2)(Q) + 1
2s(1,1)(Q). We call the local averages

〈sλ(Q)〉 the Schur-moments of Q.
Within a random matrix theory (RMT) approach, de-

tailed characteristics of the system are left aside and Q
is instead treated as a random matrix [5–9]. This is a
fruitful point of view that has lead to many interesting

results [10–22]. In particular, when time-reversal sym-
metry is not present, which is the case we consider here,
an explicit expression can be found for Schur-moments
[20],

〈sλ(Q)〉 = (MτD)|λ|
dλ[M ]λ

|λ|![M ]λ
, (2)

in terms of quantities we define later.
We address in this work the effect on the time delay

statistics of introducing an imperfect coupling between
the scattering region and the exterior, such as a tunnel
barrier of reflection probability γ. No effect at all exists
on the average time delay, 〈s(1)(Q)〉(γ) = 〈s(1)(Q)〉(0),
and this can be understood semiclassically as follows: in
the presence of the barrier, an incident particle may be
reflected promptly without delay, with probability γ, or
enter the cavity with probability 1 − γ; after a time τD,
it tries to leave and succeeds with probability 1 − γ or
is reflected back inside with probability γ; and so on.
Summing over all possibilities leads to a total average
time delay which is

(1− γ)
(
τD + 2τDγ + 3τDγ

2 + · · ·
)

(1− γ) = τD. (3)

However, the presence of the barrier influences higher
statistics, so that in general 〈sλ(Q)〉(γ) 6= 〈sλ(Q)〉(0).
For example, we find that

〈τ2
W 〉 = τ2

D +
2τ2
D

(1− γ)2(M2 − 1)
. (4)

In particular, the variance of τW becomes infinite when
γ → 1 at finite M , but may attain any value if M scales
as (1− γ)−1.

Tunnel barriers have been considered before in the con-
text of time delay [5, 7], but always under some approx-
imation. For instance, the number of channels is either
taken to be very small, like one [23] or two [18], or in-
stead it is taken to be very large, M � 1 [7, 17]. This
is moreover compounded with the assumption that the
reflection probability is either very small or very close to
one [21]. In contrast, our results are valid for arbitrary
values of both these parameters, as can be appreciated
from Eq.(4).
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We rely on the semiclassical approach which has proven
very successful in quantum chaos [24–30]. Specifically
we develop a combination of the approach introduced by
Kuipers, Savin and Sieber for the time delay [31] and the
formulation in terms of matrix integrals [32–34].

The work is organized as follows. In Section II we
introduce the semiclassical approach that leads to an in-
finite series in powers of γ for 〈sλ(Q)〉(γ), the coefficients
of which are rational functions of M . In Section III we
conjecture closed forms for some of these functions and
present some special cases. In particular, our results im-
ply that for M(1 − γ) � 1 the distribution of τW tends

to a Gaussian of mean τD and variance
2τ2
D

M2(1−γ)2 . In Sec-

tion IV we validate our conjectures against simulations of
a concrete system, a chaotic quantum map. We conclude
in Section V. For simplicity in the following we now set
τD = 1 and measure all times in units of τD.

II. SEMICLASSICAL APPROACH

A. Diagrammatic rules

The first diagrammatical semiclassical approaches to
the time delay relied on energy correlations of the scat-
tering matrix to derive their results [35–38]. In [31], a
more efficient semiclassical approach to time delay was
developed in such a way that the calculation of average
traces 〈Tr(Qn)〉 requires n trajectories σ and n trajecto-
ries σ′ to enter the chaotic region, with σk going from
scattering channel ik to a certain end point rk inside the
cavity, and σ′k going from channel ik+1 to the same end
point rk. These two sets of trajectories must be corre-
lated, in the sense that they have approximately the same
total action and actually differ from each other only in
the vicinity of a structure called “encounters” which have
been recognized [24, 25] to be the mechanism responsible
for systematic constructive interference between sets of
trajectories.

A diagrammatic perturbative theory for time delay
moments then follows with diagrams consisting of ini-
tial and final vertices corresponding to channels and end-
points, together with internal vertices corresponding to
encounters. These vertices are connected by edges, corre-
sponding to long stretches of chaotic motion. The contri-
bution of a given diagram contains several multiplicative
factors: M for each channel, 1/M for each edge and −M
for each vertex that does not contain an end point; ver-
tices that contain one end point contribute a factor 1 and
those with more than one end point contribute 0.

These diagrammatic rules were used in [39] to obtain
all Schur-moments of the time delay, in complete agree-
ment with the RMT prediction in Eq. (2). Here we ex-
tend this model to account for the presence of the tunnel
barrier. The contribution of a given diagram is still made
up of multiplicative factors but, if the reflection proba-
bility is γ, then they are M(1 − γ) for each channel,

A

CB

D

FIG. 1. A diagram that contributes to the semiclassical calcu-
lation of 〈(Tr(Q))2〉. The barrier is represented by the shaded
rectangle, trajectories σ by solid lines and σ′ by dashed ones.
There is one encounter inside the cavity, marked C, while
encounter marked D happens at the lead. A and B are end-
points.

[M(1 − γ)]−1 for each edge, −M(1 − γq) for each ver-
tex of valence 2q that does not contain an end point nor
happen at the lead, γ for each time an edge reflects off
the barrier. Vertices with one end point still contribute 1
and those with more than one end point still contribute
0.

We show an example in Figure 1, a diagram that con-
tributes to the semiclassical calculation of 〈(Tr(Q))2〉.
The barrier is represented by the shaded rectangle, tra-
jectories σ by solid lines and σ′ by dashed ones. The end
points are marked A and B. There is an encounter inside
the cavity, grossly magnified for effect, labelled C. The
contribution of C is −M(1−γ2) if it happens far enough
from B, otherwise it is 1. Encounter D happens at the
lead with one reflection, so its contribution is γ. There
are five edges, each contributing [M(1 − γ)]−1. Trans-
mission through the barrier gives (1 − γ)2, so the total
contribution of this diagram, when C and B are far apart,
is

− (1− γ)2γM(1− γ2)

M5(1− γ)5
= − γ(1− γ2)

M4(1− γ)3
. (5)

We implement such rules by means of an appropriately
designed matrix integral, a method that was introduced
in [32–34] and applied to several different situations. Be-
fore introducing that integral, let us revise some back-
ground concepts.

B. Permutation groups and unitary groups

In this subsection we collect several basic facts from
combinatorics and group theory that are needed for our
calculations. The reader who is familiar with these con-
cepts may skip this. Standard references for this material
are [40, 41].

The power sum symmetric polynomials in Q are prod-
ucts of traces of powers of Q:

pµ(Q) =

`(µ)∏
i=1

Tr(Qµi), (6)
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where µ = (µ1, . . . , µ`(µ)) is an integer partition. We
write µ ` n or |µ| = n to denote the fact that

∑
i µi = n.

Like the Schur polynomials, power sums also provide a
basis for the vector space of symmetric polynonials in
the eigenvalues of Q. The transition between these basis
is made by the matrix of irreducible characters of the
permutation group Sn, namely for any µ ` n we have

pµ(Q) =
∑
λ`n

χλ(µ)sλ(Q), (7)

where the characters χ satisfy the orthogonality relation

1

n!

∑
β∈Sn

χλ(αβ)χµ(πβ) =
χλ(απ−1)

dλ
δλ,µ, (8)

where α, β, π are permutations and dλ = χλ(1) is the
dimension of the irreducible representation of Sn labelled
by λ.

Schur polynomials can be used in infinite series as well,
such as

1∏
ij(1− xiyj)

=
∑
λ

sλ(X)sλ(Y ), (9)

where we view x1, x2, ... as eigenvalues of X and y1, y2, ...
as eigenvalues of Y . The above relation, a generalization
of the geometric series, is known as the Cauchy identity.
There is also the Littlewood identity,

1∏
j>i(1− xixj)

= det(1−X)
∑
λ

sλ(X). (10)

The Schur polynomials in N variables have another im-
portant property: they are the characters of irreducible
polynomial representations of the unitary group U(N).
This means that∫

U(N)

sλ(U†)sµ(U)dU = δλµ, (11)

where dU is the normalized Haar measure. These poly-
nomials have a determinantal formula

sλ(U) =
det(z

N+λj−j
i )

∆(U)
, (12)

where z1, ..., zN are the eigenvalues of U and

∆(U) = det(zN−ji ) =
∏
j<k

(zk − zj) (13)

is called the Vandermonde of U . Using this formula and
the Andréief integration formula [42]∫

d~z det(fi(zj)) det(gk(zj)) = N ! det

(∫
dzfi(z)gk(z)

)
,

the orthogonality (8) can be proved.
The orthogonality of course allows Schur expansions

can be computed, i.e. given some symmetric function

f(X), the coefficients Aλ in f(X) =
∑
λAλsλ(X) are

given by

Aλ =

∫
U(N)

f(U)sλ(U†)dU. (14)

In particular, the coefficients in sλ(X)sµ(X) =∑
ν C

ν
λµsν(X) are called the Littlewood-Richardson co-

efficients.
The last bit of information we need are the Weingarten

functions. The average of a product of matrix elements
from unitary matrices,〈

n∏
t=1

UitjtU
∗
qtpt

〉
U(N)

, (15)

is given by a sum over all possible permutations that may
take ~q to ~i and ~p to ~j,∑

σ,τ∈Sn

δτ (~q,~i)δσ(~p,~j)WgUN (σ−1τ), (16)

where δσ(~i,~j) =
∏n
k=1 δik,jσ(k) and WgUN are called the

Weingarten functions. They have a simple character ex-
pansion [43],

WgUN (π) = n!
∑
λ`n

`(λ)≤N

dλχλ(π)

[N ]λ
. (17)

In the above formula we have a generalized rising fac-
torial

[N ]λ =
|λ|!sλ(1N )

dλ
=

`(λ)∏
i=1

(N + λi − i)!
(N − i)!

. (18)

The corresponding generalized falling factorial is

[N ]λ =

`(λ)∏
i=1

(N + i− 1)!

(N − λi + i− 1)!
. (19)

These are the quantities that appear in (2). They satisfy
two symmetry relations

[−N ]λ = (−1)|λ|[N ]λ (20)

and

[N ]λ
′

= [N ]λ, (21)

where λ′ is the partition conjugated to λ (obtained by
transposing its Ferrer’s diagram). Clearly [x]λ is a poly-
nomial in x of degree |λ|. Let tλ be the coefficient of the
smallest power of x in this polynomial, so that, when x
is small, we have

[x]λ = tλx
D(λ) +O(xD+1), (22)

with D(λ) being the number of parts in λ for which λi−
i ≥ 0.
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C. The matrix integral

The matrix integral which encodes the semiclassical
approach to the calculation of 〈pµ(Q)〉 is

∑
~i

[M(1− γ)]n

Z

∫
dZe−M

∑
q≥1

1−γq
q Tr(Z†Z)q

×
n∏
k=1

(
1

1− Z†Z
Z†
)
ik,k

(
Z

1

1− γZ†Z

)
k,iπ(k)

, (23)

where Z is a complex N -dimensional matrix with a Gaus-

sian distribution given by e−M(1−γ)Tr(Z†Z). The normal-

ization is Z =
∫
e−M(1−γ)Tr(Z†Z). It bear some resem-

blance to the integrals used in [44, 45] to compute trans-
port moments in the presence of tunnel barriers.

The integral is computed using Wick’s rule [46–48], ac-
cording to which each term like Tr(Z†Z)q is a vertex of
valence 2q and contractions between matrix elements of Z

are represented by edges. The term e−M
∑
q≥2

1
qTr(Z†Z)q ,

when expanded in powers of M , produces all possible
vertices without end points, the ones of valence 2q being
accompanied by a factor −M(1−γq). Likewise, the pres-
ence of M(1 − γ) in the Gaussian measure leads to the
contribution of [M(1 − γ)]−1 for each edge. The terms
therefore exactly match the semiclassical contributions in
Section II A.

Besides the exponential term, which is like an “in-
ternal” part, we have two more terms, which are like

“channel” parts. The quantity
(

1
1−Z†ZZ

†
)
ik,k

repre-

sents trajectories going from channel ik to end point
rk; the geometric series produces all possible vertices
that contain one end point. Analogously, the quan-

tity
(
Z 1

1−γZ†Z

)
k,iπ(k)

represents trajectories going from

channel iπ(k) to end point rk, with π being any permuta-
tion with cycle type µ; the geometric series now produces
all encounters that happen at the lead, in which trajecto-
ries may be reflected (leading to a factor γ for each reflec-
tion). This term already appeared in [44]. Finally, the
sum over i1, . . . , in takes into account all possible chan-
nels through which a trajectory may enter the chaotic
region. On the other hand, the end points are labelled
by a different integer and hence cannot be equal.

The resulting diagrammatical formulation of this ma-
trix integral indeed therefore coincides with the semiclas-
sical rules we discussed in Section II A. Except that we
must exclude all diagrams that contain closed cycles, i.e.
periodic orbits, since these are not be present in the semi-
classical approach. Closed cycles give rise to powers of
N : the contribution of a diagram with t closed cycles is
proportional to N t. Therefore, we consider the part of
the result that is constant with respect to N or, equiva-
lently, we take the limit N → 0.

D. The solution

Introduce the singular value decomposition Z = UDV ,
with U and V in the unitary group U(N) and D a real
and non-negative diagonal matrix. The Jacobian of this
transformation is dZ = dUdV dX∆(X)2 with X = D2

and ∆(X) being the Vandermonde (13). The channel
parts involve〈
VikakV

†
ckik

〉
U(N)

〈
UkckU

†
akπ(k)

〉
U(N)

DakDck

(1−Xak)(1− γXck)
.

Using the Weingarten function and character orthogonal-
ity, this becomes, after summing over ~i,~a,~c,∑

λ

χλ(π)sλ

(
X

(1−X)(1− γX)

)
[M ]λ

([N ]λ)2
. (24)

The Schur function above has a very complicated argu-
ment, so we must expand it in terms of regular Schur
functions. First, we write it explicitly using the determi-
nantal formula (12). Then we use that

∆

(
X

(1−X)(1− γX)

)
=

∆(X)
∏
j>i(1− γxixj)

det[(1−X)(1− γX)]N−1
,

(25)
and, by the Littlewood identity (10)

1∏
j>i(1− γxixj)

= det(1−√γX)
∑
α

sα(
√
γX). (26)

So sλ

(
X

(1−X)(1−γX)

)
equals det(1−√γX) times

∑
α

sα(
√
γX)

1

∆(X)
det

(
xN+λi−i
k

[(1− xk)(1− γxk)]λi−i+1

)
.

Now we expand the last two quantities as a linear com-
bination of Schurs. This is done using the expansion for-
mula (14) and the Andréief integration formula. Hence,
we need to compute

Fλρ =

∮
zN+λi−i

[(1− z)(1− γz)]λi−i+1
z̄N+ρj−j , (27)

where the integral is around the unit circle in the complex
plane. Expanding [(1− z)(1− γz)]−(λi−i+1) as

∞∑
k1k2=0

(
λi − i+ k1

λi − i

)(
λi − i+ k2

λi − i

)
γk2zk1+k2 (28)

we get

Fλρ = det

[∑
k

(
ρj − j − k
λi − i

)(
λi − i+ k

λi − i

)
γk

]
. (29)

So sλ

(
X

(1−X)(1−γX)

)
equals det(1−√γX) times(∑

ρ

Fλρsρ(X)

)(∑
α

√
γ
|α|
sα(X)

)
. (30)
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Combining products of Schurs as linear combinations
of Schurs by means of the Littlewood-Richardson coef-

ficients, we can write this as∑
r,α,ρ

∑
µν

Cµ1r,ρC
ν
µα(−√γ)rFλρ

√
γ
|α|
sν(X). (31)

The integral over the eigenvalues of Z is

lim
N→0

∑
λ`n

χλ(π)
[M ]λ

([N ]λ)2

(1− γ)n

Z

∫
det(1−X)M

det(1− γX)M
|∆(X)|2sν(X)dX. (32)

Using the Cauchy identity (9), we get

lim
N→0

(1− γ)n
∑
λ`n

χλ(π)
[M ]λ

([N ]λ)2

∑
ω

sω(γ)
∑
θ

Cθων
Z

∫
dX det(1−X)M |∆(X)|2sθ(X). (33)

This is an integral of the Selberg type [49], and the result is known to be given by

(1− γ)n
∑
λ`n

χλ(π)
[M ]λ

t2λ

∑
θ,D(θ)=D(λ)

sθ/ν(1M )γ|θ|−|ν|
dθt

2
θ

|θ|![M ]θ
, (34)

where sθ/ν =
∑
ω sωC

θ
ων is called a skew-Schur polynomial, and we have taken the limit limN→0

[N ]θ

[N ]λ
=
tθ
tλ

, with tλ

and D(λ) as in (22).
We therefore arrive at

〈pπ(Q)〉 = (1− γ)n
∑
λ`n

χλ(π)
∑
ρν

FλρGρ,ν
[M ]λ

t2λ

∑
θ,D(θ)=D(λ)

sθ/ν(1M )γ|θ|−|ν|
dθt

2
θ

|θ|![M ]θ
, (35)

or, equivalently,

〈sλ(Q)〉 = (1− γ)n
[M ]λ

t2λ

∑
ρν

FλρGρ,ν
∑

θ,D(θ)=D(λ)

sθ/ν(1M )γ|θ|−|ν|
dθt

2
θ

|θ|![M ]θ
, (36)

where

Gρ,ν =
∑
r,α,µ

Cµ1r,ρC
ν
µα(−√γ)r

√
γ
|α|
. (37)

This is convenient to put in the computer and find the
first few terms in a power series in γ. However, we have
not been able to sum this series and find a closed explicit
formula.

E. Asymptotic nature

In particular, Eq. (36) seems to have poles at all values
of M because of the [M ]θ term in the denominator. But
these poles are spurious and disappear when all sums are
performed.

For example, let us consider the calculation of the sim-
plest average, 〈s(1)〉. If we restrict |θ| ≤ 2, we get from

Eq.(36)

M2 − 2

M2 − 1
− γ2 +

γ

M2 − 1
. (38)

This expression has a pole at M = 1, while its large-M
expansion is

1− γ2 − 1− γ
M2

+O(M−4). (39)

If we go up to |θ| ≤ 3, we get a different approximation,
more cumbersome, with another pole at M = 2, but
whose large-M expansion is

1− γ3 − 3γ(1− γ)

M2
+O(M−4). (40)

If we go further to |θ| ≤ 4, we get yet a different approx-
imation, even more cumbersome, that now has a third
pole at M = 3, but whose large-M expansion is

1− γ4 − 6γ2(1− γ)

M2
+O(M−4). (41)
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It is clear that when infinitely many terms are taken into
account, as γ < 1 the partial sum will get arbitrarily
close to 1, in agreement with expectation. The infinite
series in Eq. (36) should be seen as an asymptotic series.

As discussed in Section III, we conjecture that these
series actually represent some simple rational functions
of M .

F. Hook partitions

The simplest kind of partitions are the hooks, λ =
(n − k, 1k). They can be used to compute the traces,
because

pµ(Q) =
∑
λ

χλ(µ)sλ(Q) (42)

and χλ(n) is different from zero if and only if λ is a hook.

When λ is a hook, θ must also be a hook. This means
ν must be a hook and thus also ρ. Let θ = (T, 1t),
ν = (A, 1a), ρ = (R, 1r). Then

sθ/ν(1M ) = hT−A(1M )et−a(1M ) (43)

=

(
M + T −A− 1

T −A

)(
M

t− a

)
, (44)

and, writing (M)(n) for the rising factorial and (M)(n)

for the falling factorial,

dθtθ
|θ|![M ]θ

=
(T − 1)!t!

(T + t)(M − t)(T+t)
. (45)

The function Gρ,ν is different from zero if |ν| −
|ρ| is even and ρ1 is either ν1 or ν1 − 1. For ex-
ample, if ν = (3, 1, 1, 1) then ρ must belong to
{(3, 1, 1, 1), (2, 1, 1), (3, 1), (2)}. Then we conjecture that
Gρ,ν = γ(|ν|−|ρ|)/2.

So we end up with the simpler expression

〈s(n−k,1k)(Q)〉
(1− γ)n

=
∑
ν

∑
ρ

Fλργ
(|ν|−|ρ|)/2 [(M − k)(n)]2

(n− k − 1)!2k!2

∑
T,t,A,a

(
M + T −A− 1

T −A

)(
M

t− a

)
γT+t−A−a(T − 1)!t!

(T + t)(M − t)(T+t)
. (46)

Unfortunately, it is still not so simple that would allow for explicit summation.

III. CONJECTURES

Entering our expression into a computer algebra sys-
tem and doing some “experimental” investigations, we
have arrived at some conjectures.

Inspection of Eq.(2) shows that the symmetry relations
(20) and (21) imply 〈sλ′〉(0,M) = (−1)|λ|〈sλ〉(0,−M).
Does this symmetry still hold in the presence of the tun-
nel barrier? We conjecture the answer to be yes:

〈sλ′〉(γ,M) = (−1)|λ|〈sλ〉(γ,−M). (47)

We also conjecture another symmetry relation, involving
reciprocity in the reflection probability:

〈sλ′〉(γ−1,M)[M ]λ = 〈sλ〉(γ,M)[M ]λ. (48)

These symmetry relations suggest that maybe self-
conjugate partitions (λ = λ′) should be particularly sim-
ple. Indeed, and quite surprisingly, we conjecture that
for self-conjugate partitions the Schur-moment 〈sλ〉 is ac-
tually independent of γ and proportional to M |λ|. For
example, 〈s(2,1)〉(γ,M) = M3/3 and 〈s(2,2)〉(γ,M) =

M4/12. So the fact that 1
M 〈Tr(Q)〉 does not dependent

on γ and M generalizes to this whole class of Schur-
moments.

Investigating the γ-series of Schur-moments, we have
found evidence that, if these quantities are first multi-
plied by (1 − γ)|λ|, the series in fact terminates. So we

conjecture that

(1− γ)|λ|〈sλ〉(γ) = Tλ(γ), (49)

where Tλ(γ) is a polynomial in γ. In the special case of
singletons, λ = (n), we conjecture the explicit form of
this polynomial:

T(n)(γ) =
Mn

n!(M)(n)

n∑
k=0

(−γ)k
(
n

k

)
(M+k)(n−k)(M−n+k)(k),

(50)
where (x)(n) and (x)(n) are the usual rising and falling
factorials. Of course, a formula for T(1,...,1)(γ) then fol-
lows from (47). For example,

T(2)(γ)

M2
=
M(M + 1)− 2(M2 − 1)γ +M(M − 1)γ2

2M(M − 1)
,

T(1,1)(γ)

M2
=
M(M − 1)− 2(M2 − 1)γ +M(M + 1)γ2

2M(M + 1)
.

Here is a more generic example, showing that even
hooks can be complicated:

8M−4(M − 2)(4)T(3,1)(γ) = (M − 1)(4)

− 4(M − 1)2(M + 1)(M + 2)γ+ 6(M2− 4)(M2 + 1/3)γ2

− 4(M − 1)(M − 2)(M + 1)2γ3 + (M − 2)(4)γ4. (51)

The binomial numbers are still there, but a close look at
the coefficient of γ2 reveals that the dependence on M
may not factorize very nicely.
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FIG. 2. Kicked rotor, d = 200, M = 5, first few moments sλ(Q)/(MτD)n, averaged over energy and opening position. The
vertical axis is truncated. Agreement is excellent, provided γ is not too large. For γ & 0.7 the average from the simulations
can become unreliable because fluctuations are too strong.

Finally, we computed 〈p(n)(Q)〉 = 〈Tr(Qn)〉 and
〈p(1,...,1)(Q)〉 = Mn〈τnW 〉, for the first few n, from the
Schur-moments, according to (7). The resulting exact
expressions are convoluted, so we mention only limiting
cases. To that end, let us define the transmission proba-
bility as Γ = 1− γ.

When M � 1 and M−2 � Γ � 1, we are lead to
conjecture that

1

M
〈p(n)(Q)〉 =

(2n− 2)!

(n− 1)!2Γn−1

(
1 +O

(
n2

M2Γ

))
(52)

for n�M and 〈p(n)(Q)〉 =∞ for n > M . On the other
hand, when γ is fixed and MΓ� 1, we conjecture that

〈τnW 〉(γ) = 1 +
n(n− 1)

(MΓ)2
+O((MΓ)−4) (53)

for n � M and 〈τnW 〉 = ∞ for n > M . These are ap-
proximately the moments of a Gaussian distribution

PWigner(τ) =
1

σ
√

2π
e−

1
2σ2

(τ−τD)2 , (54)

with

σ =

√
2

MΓ
. (55)

We therefore expect this to be the distribution of the
Wigner time delay in this regime.

IV. NUMERICS FOR A SPECIFIC SYSTEM

Since we have presented some conjectures, we now
check them in comparison to numerical results. We
choose the traditional toy model of quantum maps.

Let U be a unitary matrix, supposed to represent the
quantum dynamics inside the cavity, as if it were closed.

Its dimension, d, must be large in order to simulate the
semiclassical limit. We take a rather modest d = 200.
From U , a scattering matrix S0 of dimension M can be
computed by introducing coupling to the outside. The
ratio M/d must be small so that the open system is still
reasonably similar to the closed one. We choose M = 5.

The coupling is done by a M × d rectangular matrix
W as

S0 = −WUeiε(1d − PUeiε)−1WT , (56)

where P = 1d −WTW is a projector into the inside and
ε plays the role of a quasi-energy. The interpretation of
this formula is as follows: the quantum particle enters the
cavity by means of WT , then the geometric series (1d −
eiεPU)−1, which is like a Green’s function, propagates it
inside the cavity, and finally it exists by means of W .

The S0 matrix corresponds to perfect coupling. Tunnel
barriers are introduced by defining a futher transforma-
tion

S = −R+ TS0(1−RS0)−1T (57)

where R and T , representing reflection and transmission
amplitudes of the barrier, are both multiples of the M -
dimensional identity, R2 = γ1M and T 2 = (1 − γ)1M .
The first term, −R, produces prompt reflection, while the
second term is responsible for round trips of the particle
inside the particle with multiple reflections at the barrier
from the inside.

The Wigner-Smith matrix is then obtained as

Q = −iS† dS
dε
. (58)

The derivative is performed analytically, not numerically,
keeping in mind that

d

dε
(1−X)−1 = (1−X)−1 dX

dε
(1−X)−1. (59)
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For the closed dynamics operator U we have two
choices, either sample it at random from the unitary
group or take it to be a physical quantum map. We
have checked that both approaches actually result in the
same statistics, as is to be expected.

We have used the kicked rotor, a conservative map on
the torus. The equations of motion are

qn+1 = qn + pn, (60)

pn+1 = pn +K sin(2πqn), (61)

and the dynamics is known to be strongly chaotic if K =
9, which is the value we use. This map is quantized by
the matrix with elements given by Ujk = 1√

iN
eiΦjk , with

Φjk =
π

N
(j − k)2 − NK

4π
(cos(2πj/N) + cos(2πk/N)) .

(62)
The way we generate statistics is by using 60 different

values for the quasi-energy ε and 20 different positions
for the opening, leading to 1200 different matrices Q.
The result is shown in Figure 2, where we plot different
Schur-moments 〈sλ(Q)〉 as functions of γ, with data from
simulations on the left panel and our conjectured results
on the right panel.

We see that for the self-conjugated partitions λ = (1)
and λ = (2, 1) the corresponding Schur-moments indeed
come out approximately independent of γ. The agree-
ment is very good in all cases, so our conjectures are well
validated. There are some discrepancies for large γ, but

this is because in that regime there are wild fluctuations
in the numerical results, so that much larger samples
would be necessary in order to guarantee convergence of
the average. The presence of factors (1−γ) in the denom-
inators of Schur-moments show that observables actually
develop infinite variance in the limit γ → 1, so perhaps
such discrepancies are unavoidable.

We have also verified numerically that the estimates
(52) and (53) are indeed accurate (not shown).

V. CONCLUSION

We have developed a semiclassical approach to the
statistics of the time delay matrix for quantum systems
with broken time-reversal symmetry and chaotic classi-
cal dynamics, in the presence of a tunnel barrier. The
approach leads to results that are expressed as asymp-
totic series in powers of the reflectivity of the barrier, γ,
with coefficients that are rational functions of the channel
number, M . Based on calculations using computer alge-
bra systems, we then conjectured some exact expressions
for special kinds of Schur-moments, valid for arbitrary γ
and arbitrary M . These conjectures were then validated
in comparison with numerical simulations.

This advance was made possible by combining the
derivation of ‘efficient’ diagrammatic rules like the ones
from [31] with the formulation in terms of matrix inte-
grals proposed in [32, 44]. Together, these methods are
able to go beyond even what a phenomenological random
matrix theory is capable of delivering.
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capacitors: a statistical analysis, Phys. Rev. Lett. 77,
3005 (1996).

[24] K. Richter and M. Sieber, Semiclassical Theory of
Chaotic Quantum Transport, Phys. Rev. Lett. 89, 206801
(2002).

[25] S. Heusler, S. Müller, P. Braun, and F. Haake, Semiclas-
sical Theory of Chaotic Conductors, Phys. Rev. Lett. 96,
066804 (2006).

[26] G. Berkolaiko and J. Kuipers, Universality in chaotic
quantum transport: The concordance between random-
matrix and semiclassical theories, Phys. Rev. E 85,
045201(R) (2012).

[27] R. O. Vallejos, A. M. Ozorio de Almeida and C. H.
Lewenkopf, Quantum time delay in chaotic scattering: a
semiclassical approach. J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 31, 4885
(1998).

[28] C. H. Lewenkopf and R. O. Vallejos, Open orbits and the
semiclassical dwell time, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 37, 131
(2004).

[29] J. Kuipers and M. Sieber, Semiclassical relation between
open trajectories and periodic orbits for the Wigner time
delay, Phys. Rev. E 77, 046219 (2008).

[30] G. Berkolaiko and J. Kuipers, Moments of the Wigner
delay times, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 43, 035101 (2010).

[31] J. Kuipers, D. V. Savin, and M. Sieber, Efficient semiclas-
sical approach for time delays, New J. Phys. 16, 123018
(2014).

[32] M. Novaes, A semiclassical matrix model for quantum
chaotic transport, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 46, 502002

(2013).
[33] M. Novaes, Semiclassical matrix model for quantum

chaotic transport with time-reversal symmetry, Ann.
Phys. 361, 51 (2015).

[34] M. Novaes, Energy-dependent correlations in the S-
matrix of chaotic systems, J. Math. Phys. 57, 122105
(2016).

[35] J. Kuipers, Semiclassics for chaotic systems with tunnel
barriers, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 42, 425101 (2009).

[36] J. Kuipers and K. Richter, Transport moments and An-
dreev billiards with tunnel barriers, J. Phys. A: Math.
Theor. 46 055101 (2013).

[37] M. Novaes, Statistics of time delay and scattering corre-
lation functions in chaotic systems II. Semiclassical ap-
proximation. J. Math. Phys. 56, 062109 (2015).

[38] M. Novaes, Semiclassical approach to S matrix energy
correlations and time delay in chaotic systems. Phys.
Rev. E 105, 044213 (2022).

[39] M. Novaes, Semiclassical calculation of time delay statis-
tics in chaotic quantum scattering. Physica D 444, 133611
(2023).

[40] I. G. MacDonald, Symmetric Functions and Hall Poly-
nomials (Oxford University Press, New York, 1998).

[41] R. P. Stanley, Enumerative Combinatorics (Cambridge
University Press, Cambridge, UK, 2001), Vol. 2.

[42] P. J. Forrester, Meet Andréief, Bordeaux 1886, and An-
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Matrices in Physics ed É Brezin and V Kazakov (Berlin:
Springer, 2006).

[49] P. J. Forrester and O. S. Warnaar, The importance of the
Selberg integral, Bull. Am. Math. Soc. 45, 489 (2008).


	Effect of a tunnel barrier on time delay statistics
	Abstract
	I Introduction
	II Semiclassical approach
	A Diagrammatic rules
	B Permutation groups and unitary groups
	C The matrix integral
	D The solution
	E Asymptotic nature
	F Hook partitions

	III Conjectures
	IV Numerics for a specific system
	V Conclusion
	 References


