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Abstract

T he expected root-m ean-square value of a matrix element A i a
classically chaotic system , where A is a an ooth, h-independent function
of the coordinates and mom enta, and and Jlabel di erent energy
eigenstates, has been evaluated in the literature in two di erent ways:
by treating the energy eigenfiinctions as gaussian random variables and
averagihg A § overthem ; and by relating A F to the classical tin e~
correlation function of A. W e show that these two m ethods give the
sam e answer only if Berry’s form ula for the spatial correlations In the
energy eigenfunctions whith is based on a m icrocanonical density in
phase space) is modi ed at large ssparations in a m anner which we
previously proposad.
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Ham iltonian system s which are clssically chaotic have quantum energy eigenvalues,
eigenfiinctions, and transition m atrix elem ents which can be pro tably analyzed statisti-
cally []4]. Our focus in this paper will be on m atrix elem ents (in the energy-eigenstate
basis) of operatorswhose W eyl sym bols are an ooth, h-independent functions of the classical
coordinates and m om enta. Two di erent m ethods have been proposed In the literature for
calculating the root-m ean-square statistical average of these m atrix elem ents in the 1im it of
anallh. One method is to com pute this average by treating the energy eigenfunctions as
gaussian random variables; the other relates the average to the operator’s classical power
soectrum . O urgoalis to see whether or not these two m ethods give the sam e result, a ques-
tion which was rst raised by Austin and W ikinson []. W e nd that them ethods do agres,
but only if our recently proposed m odi cation of Berry’s ormula [] for the spatial correla—
tions in energy eigenfiinctions of chaotic system s is invoked when the spatial ssparation is
large com pared to any relevant classical distance scales in the problem [{].

W e beghh by review ng the power-spectrum m ethod, essentially follow ing the original
argum ents of Feingold and Peres [§]; m ore rigorous treatm ents kading to the sam e resul
have been given by W ikinson []J]and P rosen []. To sin plify the discussion, we w illconsider
hem iian operators which are functions of only the coordinates g (and not the m om enta
p). G ven a suitable operator A of this type, we begin by de ning
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whereA, & Fhae ™ i5sthe rlkvant operator at tin e t in the H eisenbergpicture, j i
is an energy eigenstate with energy E , ! isa param eter, and . isatine cuto which may
be neaeded for convergence of the integral.

W e now evaluate F in two di erent ways. First, we use Shnireln an’s theorem Q{[L3],
which saysthat, in the 1im it of an allh, the expectation value ofan operatorO in an energy
eigenstate is equalto its classical, m icrocanonical average at the corresoonding energy,
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whereOy (;q) istheW eylsym bolofthe operatorO ,and d  denotesthe Liouvillem easure
on the surface .n phase space w ith energy E ,
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Here f isthe number ofdegrees of freedom , Hy (o;q) isthe W eylsym bolofthe ham iltonian
operatorH ,and () is the sam iclassical density of states,
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Note that d gy is a purely classical ob fct; the factors of h cancelbetween egs. @) and ).
A lso, Shnireln an’s theoram is proved for principal sym bols nstead of W eyl sym bols, but
there is no di erence in theh ! 0 lim it which the theorem also requires; see [[4] or a
thorough discussion.



W e now apply eq. @) In eq. {1), m aking the approxin ation (valid n theh ! 0 lm i)
that
Z Z
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where Ay () istheW eylsymbolofthe operatorA Which, by assum ption, depends only on
g and not p), and g; is the classical coordinate at tin e t, assum lng an niialpoint (;q)
on the surface w ith energy E in phase space. W e therefore obtain
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W enow evaluate F in a di erent m anner: we insert a com plte set of energy eigenstates
to get
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where A h Aji,and «(E ) denotesa an eared delta finction w ith a width of". W enow

assum e that each eigenstate has a random character, so that, with E and E each varid
over a sn all range, there is a am ooth distrbution of values or A  F. Let this distrbution
be characterized by an expected value which we willcallhp  Fi. Ifwe also take the w idth
h= . of the am eared delta functions to be som ewhat larger than the m ean kvel spacing,
equalto 1= £ ) In the linit of snallh, we can replace the sum over 1 eg. (f) by an
Integralover E )dE . Thuswe have
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Equating the right-hands sides ofegs. {I) and @) gives us the desired omula orhp  Fi;
however, its accuracy to sublading order n h can be in proved by symm etrizingon E  and
E [Bltoget

hp Fi=
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whereE = 2E + E ) isthemean energy, h! = E E is the energy di erence, and
g =2h (E) isthe Heisenberg tine. Ifwehold E and ! xed in the lim & of samallh, the
right-hand side ofeq. @) issinply 1= tin esthe classicalpower spectrum ofthe cbservable
A at energy E , wih any structure on frequency scales kss than 2 = 5 an eared out by the
tine cuto . Eq. @) isthe mst of two omulas or hp  Fi which can be found in the
literature.



W e get the second omula [[{I71by rst writing the squared m atrix elem ent In term s
of the eigenfunctions as
Z z
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In a chaotic system , the individual eigenfunctions can be treated as independent random
variables w ith a gaussian probability distrdoution @BJI§{24]. Because it is gaussian, this
distrioution is com pletely speci ed by the two-point correlation function
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w here the angle brackets denote averaging over the probability distrbution for (g) given
the energy E . Averaging eg. {LJ) over this probability distribution yields
z
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This is the second mul orhp  Fiwhich can be ound i the literature. T he question
iswhether ornot i isthe same asthe rst omula, eq. @) .
O foourse, .n order to answer this question we need an explicit expression forC (q;q°F ).
Berry fA] confctured that, in the sn alth lim i,
z
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where the Liouville integralisover P ;Q ). However [§], this omula forC @%q¥ ) appears
to be too sin ple to be ablk reproduce the classical power spectrum of A which appears in
eq. ).

In a separate paper [, we have argued that, in fact, eq. {{3) must bem odi ed whenever
the separation {§° gjis large, ;n the sense that the shortest classical path w ith energy E
which connects g to q° is not well approxin ated by a linear fiinction of tine. This willbe
generically true In eq. (§), since both g and q° are integrated, and since the factors of Ay ()
and Ay (@% do not foree g and g° to be close together. W hen g and g° are farapart, eq. {[3)
should be replaced w ith
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paths

C @%qE)=

w here the i is over all classical paths connecting g to g° with energy E ; each path has
0
action S, = (? p dg, ocalpoint number,, and uctuation determm nant
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Eq. ({[4) actually holds only ifthe system is invariant under tin e reversal; otherw ise a m ore
cum bersom e om ula isneeded [{]. The nalomula orhp  Fitumsoutto bethe same in
either case, and so to sin plify the notation we w illuse eq. {[4). Eq. {4), or its replacem ent



for a system which is not tin ereversal invariant, is valid as long as the contrbuting path
of least action has S,=h 1. This is of course true generically in the lin it of snallh.

W e now show that ifwe use eq. {[4) PrC @%qE), eq. Q) gives the sam e result for
hA Fiaseq. ().

W e begin by substituting eq. {I4) into eq. {3). Sice we are interested in the lin it of
anallhwih E and ! held xed,we can usually replaceE andE wih E . W e then m ake
use of the \diagonalapproxin ation" R3] in which the double sum over paths is collapsed to
a single sum . In related calculations R3[1§], this can be jasti ed by the rapidly oscillating
phases of the o diagonal temm s as long as the singke sum inclides only those paths whose
elapsad tim es are less than the H eisenberg tin e. W e assum e the sam e condition holds here.
T he product of cosines In each diagonal tem then yields a single cosine which is slow Iy
oscillating, and we get
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The sum is over paths from g to g’ with energy E , and elapsed tine
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less than the Heisenberg tine y . W e have In plicitly assum ed that the topological quantity
» does not change as the energy of the path is varied from E %h! toE + %h! .
To m ake further progress we need to rew rite the uctuation determ inant as
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tin e along the path, given by eq. {{]). W ith these de nitions, eq. {[§) ollow s inm ediately
from eq. {I3). Eq. ) shows us that P ,jcan be thought of as a jcobian for a change
of variables from the nalposition g and total energyRE to the Initialm om entum p and
elapsed tine R4]. Tomake use of this, wesert 1= dE (E Hy (;q)) nto eq. {4)
and change variables. W e now have
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The sum is over all paths which begin at (;qg) and have elapsed tine . However, there is
only one such path, and so the sum over pathsm ay be dropped. A Iso, g° is the position at
tine , and it isnow m ore properly denoted g . Usingeg. ) and 4 = 2h (E), we see
that eg. {I9) can be rew ritten as
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U sing the fact that tin etranslation Invariance mpliesthat d z Ay @ )Ay (@) isan even
function of (even if the system is not tin etreversal Invarant), we see Inm ediately that



eg. (20) is equivalent to eq. @), up to the issue of the detailed treatm ent of the largetin e
cuto . Thisisourmain resul.

A nother quantity of interest isthe size ofthe uctj,latjfgns In the diagonalm atrix elem ents
A . Ifwe rstchift A (ifnecessary) sothathA i= d g Ay (@) = O, then the cbgct
we wish to evaluate ishfA Fi. This hasbeen done previously P728/§]by m aking use of
the trace ormula P4R2980] and properties of periodic orbits. Herewew illcompute hp  Fi
by averaging over the gaussian probability distriution ©orenergy eigenfunctions [3{I7]. In
the case of a system which is not invariant under tin e reversal, the energy eigenfunctions
are generically com plex, and the relevant formula is P4]

h, 2 3 4i=h, 2ih 3 4i+h; 4ih 5 i (21)

where ;= (@) - Ifthe system is Invariant under tin e reversal, the energy eigenfunctions
are real, and we have instead P4]

hi 5 3 41i=h; 2ih 3 4i+ h; 4ih 5 3i+ h; 3ih 5 4i: 22)

Combined w ith the previous results orhpA Fi, we nd that
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Hereg= 2 fora system which is nvariant under tim e reversal, and g= 1 fora system which
isnot. Eq. £3) is in agreem ent w ith the results of RP7R3/141.
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