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A bstract

W e present a com prehensive sem iclassical investigation of the three—
dim ensionalSinaibilliard, addressing a few outstanding problem s in \quan—
tum chaos". W ewerem ainly concemed w ith the accuracy ofthe sam iclas—
sical trace form ula in two and higher dim ensions and is ability to explain
the universal spectral statistics cbserved in quantized chaotic system s. For
this purpose we developed an e cient KKR algorithm to com pute an ex—
tensive and accurate set of quantal eigenvalues. W e also constructed a
system atic m ethod to com pute m illions of periodic orbits In a reasonable
tin e. Introducing a proper m easure for the sem iclassical error and using
the quantum and the classical databases for the Sinaibilliards in two and
three din ensions, we concluded that the sam iclassical error (m easured in
units of the m ean kevel spacing) is independent of the din ensionality, and
diverges at m ost as log~. This is In contrast w ith previous estim ates. T he
classical spectrum of lengths of periodic orbits was studied and shown to
be correlated In a way w hich Induces the expected (random m atrix) corre—
lations in the quantal spectrum , corroborating previous resuls obtained in
system s In two dim ensions. T hese and other sub Fcts discussed in the re—
port open the way to extending the sem iclassical study to chaotic system s
w ith m ore than two freedom s.

PACS numbers: 0545+ Db, 03.65.5q

Keywords: Quantum chaos, billiards, sem iclassical approxin ation, G utzw iller
trace ormula.
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1 Introduction

Them ain goalof\quantum chaos" is to unravel the special featuresw hich charac—
terize the quantum description of classically chaotic system s I, 2]. T he sin plest
tin e independent system s which display classical chaos are two dim ensional, and
therefore m ost of the ressarch In the eld focused on system s in 2D . H owever,
there are very good and fiindam ental reasons for extending the research to higher
num ber ofdin ensions. T he present paper reports on our study of a paradigm atic
three-din ensional system : The 3D Sihaibilliard. It isthe st analysis ofa sys—
tem in 3D which was carried out In depth and detail com parable to the previous
work on system s n 2D .

Them ost com pelling m otivation for the study of system s in 3D is the lurking
suspicion that the sem iclassical trace omul R] | themah tool for the theo-
retical investigations of quantum chaos | fails ford > 2, where d is the num ber
of freedom s. T he grounds for this suspicion are the ollow ing B]. T he sem iclassi-
calapproxin ation for the propagator does not exactly satisfy the tin e-dependent
Schrodinger equation, and the error is of order ~? independently of the dim ension—
ality. T he sam iclassical energy spectrum , which is derived from the sam iclassical
propagatorby a Fourier transfom , is therefore expected to deviateby O (~?) from
the exact spectrum . O n the other hand, the m ean spacing between ad-pcent en-
ergy levels is proportionalto ~% B] for system s in d din ensions. Hence, the gure
ofm erit ofthe sam iclassical approxin ation, which is the expected error expressed
in units ofthem ean spacing, isO (~? ¢), which diverges in the sem iclassical lin it
~ ! Owhen d> 2! If this argum ent were true, it would have negated our abil-
ity to generalize the Jarge corpus of results obtained sam iclassically, and checked
for system s .n 2D, to system s of higher din ensions. Am ongst the prim ary vic—
tin s would be the sam iclassical theory of spectral statistics, which attem pts to
explain the universal features of spectral statistics in chaotic system s and its rela—
tion to random m atrix theory RM T) {4, §]. RM T predicts spectral correlations
on the range of a singlke spacing, and it is not lkely that a sam iclassical theory
which provides the spectrum w ith an uncertainty which exceeds this range, can
be applicablk or relevant. The availabl term by tem generic corrections to the
sem iclassical trace omula {§,7, 8] are not su cient to provide a better estin ate
ofthe error in the sam iclassically calculated energy spectrum . To assess the error,
one should substitute the tem by temm ocorrections In the trace formula or the
soectral function which do not converge In the absolute sense on the realenergy
axis. T herefore, to this date, this approach did not provide an analytic estin ate
of the accuracy of the sam iclassical spectrum .

Under these circum stances, we initiated the present work which addressed
the problem of the sam iclassical accuracy using the approach to be describbed In
the sequel. Ourmain result is that in contrast w ith the estim ate given above,
the sam iclassical ervor (m easured in units of the m ean spacing) is independent
of the din ensionality. M oreover, a conservative estin ate of the upper bound



for its possible divergence In the sam iclassical 1im it is O (Jlog~7j . This is a very
In portant conclusion. Tt allow s one to extend m any ofthe results cbtained In the
study of quantum chaos in 2D to higher dimn ensions, and justi es the use of the
sem iclassical approxin ation to investigate special features which appear only in
higher dim ensions. W e list a fow exam ples of such e ects:

T he dual correspondence between the spectrum of quantum energies and
the spectrum of actions of periodic orbits [, 10, 11:] was never checked for
system s in m ore than 2D .H owever, ifthe universality ofthe quantum spec—
tral correlations is independent of the num ber of freedom s, the correspond-
Ing range of correlations In the spectrum of classical actions is expected to
depend on the din ensionality. Testing the validity ofthis prediction, which
is derived by using the trace form ula, is of great in portance and Interest.
Tt willbe discussed at length In thiswork.

T he full range of types of stabilities of classical periodic orbits that inclides
also the loxodrom ic stability ] can be m anifest only ford > 2.

A mold’s di usion In the KAM regine is possbl only ord > 2 (even
though we do not encountered it In thiswork).

Having stated the m otivations and badkground for the present study, we shall
describe the strategy we chose to address the problem , and the logic behind the
way we present the results in this report.

The method we pursued In this st exploration of quantum chaos n 3D,
was to perform a com prehensive sem iclassical analysis of a particular yet typical
system in 3D, which has a well studied counterpart in 2D . By com paring the
exact quantum resulsw ith the sam iclassical theory, we tried to identify possible
deviations which could be attrlbuted to particular failures of the sam iclassical
approxin ation in 3D . T he cbserved deviations, and their dependence on ~ and on
the dim ensionality, were used to assess the sam iclassical error and its dependence
on ~. Such an approach requires the assambly of an accurate and com plete
databases for the quantum energies and for the classical perdodic orbits. This is
a very dem anding task for chaotic system s in 3D, and it is the m ain reason why
such studies were not perform ed before.

W hen we searched for a convenient system for our study, we tumed Inm e~
diately to billiards. They are natural paradigm s in the study of classical and
quantum chaos. The classical m echanics of billiards is sin pler than for system s
w ith potentials: The energy dependence can be scaled out, and the system can
be characterized In tem s of purely geom etric data. The dynam ics of billiards
reduces to a m apping through the natural P oincare section which is the billiard’s
boundary. M udch is known about classical billiards in the m athem atical litera-
ture eg. [12]), and this nfom ation is crucial or the sam iclassical application.
B illiards are also very convenient from the quantalpoint ofview . T here are spe-
cialized m ethods to quantize them which are considerably sim pler than those for



potential system s f13]. Som e ofthem arebased on the Boundary IntegralM ethod

B M ) [I4], the KKR method [I5], the scattering approach {1§,17] and various
in provem ents thereof 18,19, 20]. T he classical scaling property ism anifest also
quantum m echanically. W hile for potential system s the energy levels depend in
a com plicated way on ~ and the classical actions are non-trivial functions of E ,
n bﬂljﬁrgs, both the quantum energies and the classical actions scale trivially in
~and E , regpectively, which sin pli es the analysis considerably.

The particular billiard we studied is the 3D Sinai billiard. It consists of
the free space between a 3-torus of side S and an Inscribbed sphere of radiusR,
where 2R < S. It is the natural extension of the fam iliar 2D Sihaibilliard, and
it is shown in gure 7} using three com plem entary representations. The classi-
cal dynam ics consists of specular re ections from the sphere. If the billiard is
desym m etrized, specular re ections from the symm etry planes exist aswell. The
3D Siaibilliard has several advantages. It is one of the very few systam s In
3D which are rigorously known to be ergodic and m ixing R1, 22, 231. M oreover,
since its ntroduction by Sinaiand his proof of its ergodicity P1], the 2D Shai
billiard was sub ®ct to thorough classical, quantal and sam iclassical investiga—
tions 21,15, 24, 28, 26, 22, 17, 27]. Therefore, much is known about the 2D
Sihaibilliard and this serves us as an excellent background for the study of the
3D oounterpart. The symm etries of the 3D Sinaibilliard greatly facilitate the
quantaltreatm ent of the billiard. D ue to the soherical sym m etry ofthe Inscribed
obstack and the cubicdattice symm etry of the billiard (sse gure ﬂ:(c)) we are
able to use the KKR method P§,129,30,15] to num erically com pute the energy
levels. This m ethod is superior to the standard m ethods of com puting generic
billiard’s levels. In fact, had we used the standard m ethods w ith our present
com puting resources, it would have been possibl to obtain only a 1im ited num —
ber of energy levels w ith the required precision. The KKR m ethod enabled us
to com pute m any thousands of energy levels of the 3D Sinaibilliard. The fact
that the billiard is sym m etric m eans that the H am iltonian is block-diagonalized
w ith respect to the irreducible representations of the sym m etry group 31]. Each
blodk is an independent Ham iltonian which corresponds to the desym m etrized
biliard (see gure g,'(b)) for which the boundary conditions are determm ined by
the irreduchble representations. Hence, with m nor changes one is able to com —
pute a f&w Independent spectra that correspond to the sam e 3D desym m etrized
Sihaibilliard but with di erent boundary conditions | thus one can easily ac—
cum ulate data for spectral statistics. O n the classical level, the 3D Sinaibilliard
has the great advantage of having a symbolic dynam ics. U sing the centers of
soheres which are positioned on the in nite %> lattice as the buiding blocks of
this sym bolic dynam ics, it is possible to unigquely encode the periodic orbits of
the billiard R7,32]. T his construction, together w ith the property that periodic
orbits are the single m inin a of the kngth (action) function PR7,32], enablks us
to system atically nd all of the periodic orbits of the billiard, which is crucial
for the application of the sam iclassical periodic orbit theory. W e em phasize that
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Figure 1: Three representations of the 3D Sinaibilliard: (@) origihal, (o) 48-fold
desymm etrized m axin al desym m etrization) into the fundam ental dom an, (c)
unflded to R>.



perform Ing a system atic search of periodic orbits of a given billiard is far from
being trivial eg. B, 33, 34,35,34]) and there is no generalm ethod of doing so.
T he existence of such a m ethod for the 3D Sinaibilliard was a m apr factor in
favour of this system .

T he advantages ofthe 3D Sinaibilliard listed above are gained at the expense
of som e problem atic features which em erge from the cubic symm etry of the bik
liard. In the billiard there exist fam ilies of periodic, neutrally stable orbits, the
0 called \bouncing-ball" fam ilies that are illustrated n  gure 2. T he bouncing—
ball fam ilies are weltknown from studies of, eg., the 2D Sinaiand the stadium
billiards {15,117, 31, 38]. These periodic m anifolds have zero m easure in phase
goace poth in 2D and in 3D ), but nevertheless strongly In uence the dynam ics.
They are responsble for the Iong (owerdaw) tails of som e classical distrdou—
tions 39, 40]. They are also responsble for non-generic e ects in the quantum
soectral statistics, eg., large saturation values of the num ber variance In the 2D
Shaiand stadim billiards B7]. The m ost dram atic visualization of the e ect
of the bouncingball fam ilies appears In the function D (1) , cosk, D) | the
\quantal length spectrum ". The lengths 1 that correspond to the bouncingball
fam ilies are characterized by large peaks that overwheln the generic contribu-—
tions of unstable periodic orbits B8] (as is exempli ed by gure 28). In the 3D
Sihai billiard the undesirablk e ects are even m ore apparent than for the 2D
billiard. This is becauss, In general, they occupy 3D volum es rather than 2D
areas in con guration space and consequently their am plitudes grow ask! (to be
contrasted w ith k° for unstable periodic orbits). M oreover, HrR < S=2 there is
always an in nite number of fam ilies present In the 3D Sinaibilliard com pared
to the nie numberwhich exists in the 2D Sinaiand the stadim billiards. The
bouncing balls are thoroughly discussed in the present work, and a lJarge e ort
was Invested In devising m ethods by which theire ects could be Iered out.

A fter introducing the system to be studied, we shallexplain now the way by
which we present the results. The sam iclassical analysis is based on the exact
quantum spectrum , and on the classical periodic orbits. Hence, the st sections
are dedicated to the discussion of the exact quantum and classical dynam ics in
the 3D Siaibilliard, and the sam iclassical analysis is deferred to the Jast sections.
T he sections are grouped as follow s:

Quantum m echanics and spectral statistics (sections:2 and,3).
C Jassical periodic orbits (sectior 14) .
Sem iclassical analysis (sections|5}:6}17) .

In section & we describbe the KKR method which was used to num erically
com pute the quantum spectrum . Even though it is a rather technical section, it
gives a clear idea ofthe di culties encountered In the quantization ofthis system ,
and how we used sym m etry considerations and num bertheoretical argum ents to



Figure 2: Som e bouncingball fam ilies in the 3D Sinaibilliard. Upper gure:
Three fam ilies paralkel to the x;y and z axes. Lower gure: Top view oftwo
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reduce the num erical e ort considerably. The desym m etrization of the billiard
acoording to the sym m etry group isworked out in detail. T his section ends w ith
a short explanation of the m ethods used to ensure the com plkteness and the
accuracy of the spectrum .

The study of spectral statistics, section 3, starts with the analysis of the
Integrable billard R = 0) case. This soectrum is com pletely determm ined by
the underlying classical bouncingballm anifolds w hich are classi ed according to
their din ensionality. The twopoint form factor in this case is not Poissonian,
even though the system is ntegrable. Rather, it re ects the num bertheoretical
degeneracies ofthe %> lattice resuting in non-generic correlations. Tuming to the
chaotic R > 0) cases, we Investigate som e standard statistics (hearest-neighbor,
num ber variance) as well as the autocorrelations of the spectral determm nant,
and com pare them to the predictions of RM T . The m ain conclusion of this sec—
tion is that the spectral uctuations In the 3D Sihaibilliard belong to the sam e
universality class as n the 2D analogue.

Section ¥4 is devoted to the system atic search of the perdodic orbits of the
3D Siaibilliard. W e rely heavily on a theoram that guarantees the uniqueness
of the coding and the varationalm nim ality of the periodic orbit lengths. The
necessary generalizations for the desym m etrized billiard are also explained. O nce
the algorithm for the com putation of periodic orbits is outlined, we tum to the
de nition of the spectrum of lengths of periodic orbits and to the study of its
statistics. T he num ber of periodic orbits w ith lengths an aller than L is shown to
proliferate exponentially. W e check also classical sum rules which originate from
ergodic coverage, and cbserve appreciable corrections to the leading term due to
the n nite horizon of the Sinaibilliard. Tuming our attention to the two-point
statistics of the classical spectrum , we show that it is not Poissonian. R ather,
there exist correlations which appear on a scale larger than the nearest spacing.
T hishasvery in portant consequences forthe sam iclassical analysis ofthe spectral
statistics. W e study these correlationsand o era dynam icalexplanation fortheir
origin.

T he sem iclassical analysis of the billiard is the sub fct of section §. A s a pre-
lude, we propose and use a new m ethod to verify the com plkteness and accuracy
of the quantal spectrum , which isbased on a \universal" feature of the classical
length spectrum of the 3D Sinaibilliard. The m ain purpose of this section is to
com pare the quantal com putations to the sem iclassical predictions according to
the G utzw iller trace formula, asa rst step in our study of its accuracy. Since
we are Interested In the generic unstabl periodic orois rather than the non-—
generic bouncing balls, special e ort ism ade to elin nate the the e ects of the
Jatter. This is accom plished using a m ethod that consists of taking the derivative
w ith respect to a continuous param eterization ofthe boundary conditions on the
sohere.

In section é we embark on the task of estin ating the sem iclassical error of
energy levels. W e rst de ne the m easures w ith which we quantify the sam iclas-
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sical error, and dem onstrate som e usefiil statistical connections between them .
W e then show how these m easures can be evaluated for a given system using is
quantaland sem iclassical length soectra. W e use the databases ofthe 2D and 3D
Sihaibilliards to derive the estin ate of the sem iclassical error w hich was already
quoted above: The sam iclassical error (m easured in units of the m ean spacing)
is independent of the dim ensionality, and a conservative estin ate of the upper
bound for is possble divergence In the sam iclassical 1im it isO (Jlog~7).

Once we are reassured of the reliability of the trace formula in 3D, we retum
in section 7] to the spectral statistics of the quantized billiard. The sem iclassical
trace form ula is Interpreted as an expression of the duality between the quantum
goectrum and the classical spectrum of kengths. W e show how the length corre—
lations in the classical spectrum induce correlations in the quantum spectrum,
which reproduce ratherwell the RM T predictions.

The work is summ arized in section 4§.

To end the introductory notes, a review of the existing literature is in or-
der. Only very f&w systems In 3D were studied In the past. W e should rst
m ention the m easurem ents of 3D acoustic cavities {41, 43,43,144, 45] and electro-
m agnetic (m icrowaves) cavities ¥6,47,'48,49]. The m easured frequency spectra
were analyzed and for irreqular shapes (notably the 3D Sinaibilliard) the level
statistics conform ed w ith the predictions of RM T . M oreover, the length spectra
showed peaks at the lengths of periodic m anifolds, but no further quantitative
com parison w ith the sam iclassical theory was attem pted. H owever, none of the
experin ents is directly relevant to the quantal (scalar) problem since the acous—
tic and electrom agnetic vector equations cannot be reduced to a scalar equation
in the con gurations chosen. Therefore, these experin ents do not constitute a
direct analogue of quantum chaosin 3D .Thisisin contrast wih atand thinm i-
crow ave cavities which are equivalent (Up to som em axin alenergy) to 2D quantal
billiards.

A few 3D billiards were discussed theoretically in the context of quantum
chaos. Polyhedral billiards in the 3D hyperbolic space w ith constant negative
curvature were investigated by Aurich and M arklof B(Q]. The trace ormula i
this case is exact rather than sam iclassical, and thus the issue ofthe sam iclassical
accuracy is not relevant. M oreover, the tetrahedral that was treated had expo—
nentially grow Ing m ultiplicities of lengths of classical periodic orbits, and hence
cannot be considered as generic. P rosen oconsidered a 3D billiard with sn ooth
boundaries and 48-H1d symm etry [9,20]whose classicalm otion was ain ost com —
pktely (ut not fully) chaotic. He com puted m any levels and found that level
statistics reproduce the RM T predictions w ith som e deviations. He also found
agream ent with W eyls law (an ooth densiy of states) and identi ed peaks of
the length spectrum w ith lengths of periodic orbits. The m a prity of high-lying
eigenstates were found to be uniform 7 extended over the energy shell, w ith no—
table exaeptions that were \scarred" either on a classical periodic orbit or on a
symm etry plane. Henseler, W irzdba and G uhr treated the N -sphere scattering
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system s .n 3D PBl] ;n which the quantum m echanical resonances were com pared

to the predictions according to the G utzw iller trace fomula. A good agreem ent

was cbserved for the uppem ost band of resonances and no agreem ent for other

bands which are dom Inated by di raction e ects. Unfortunately, conclusive re—-

sults were given only for non-generic con gurations oftwo and three spheres for

which all the periodic orbits are planar. In addition, it is not clear whether one

can Infer from the accuracy of com plex scattering resonances to the accuracy of
realenergy levels in bound system s. Recently, Siber 2] calculated thed 4 sta—
bility m onodrom y) m atrices and the M aslov indices for general 3D billiards and

gave a practicalm ethod to com pute them , which extended our previous results

forthe 3D Siaibilliard B3, 54].
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2 Quantization of the 3D Sinaibilliard

In the present section we descrbe the KK R determ fnant m ethod £§, 29, 55, 301
to com pute the energy soectrum of the 3D Sinaibilliard, and the resuls of the
num erical com putations. The KK R m ethod, which wasused by Berry for the 2D
Sinaibilliard case [1§], ism ost suitable for our purpose since it allow s to exploit
the sym m etries of the billiard to reduce the num erical e ort considerably. The
essence of the m ethod is to convert the Schrodinger equation and the boundary
conditions Into a singke integral equation. The spectrum is then the set of real
wavenum bers k, where the corresponding secular determm inant vanishes. As a
m atter of fact, we believe that only wih the KKR method could we cbtamn a
su ciently accurate and extended spectrum for the quantum 3D Sinaibilliard.
W e present in this section also som e num erical agpects and verify the accuracy
and com pleteness of the com puted kvels.

W e go Into the technical details of the quantal com putation because we w ish
to show the high reduction factorwhich is gained by the KKR m ethod. W ithout
this signi cant reduction the num erical com putation would have resulted In only
a very lim ited number of levels {4, 48]. The reader who is not interested in
these technical details should proceed to subsection 2.4. To avoid ambiguities,
we strictly adhere to the conventions of [B&].

21 The KKR determ inant

W e rst consider the 3D \Sinaitorus", which is the free space outside ofa sohere
of radiuisR embedded In a 3{torus of side length S (see g.1). The Schrodinger
equation of an electron of massm and energy E is reduced to the Helm holtz
equation: L
r’> +k* =0; k 2mE =~ : @)
T he boundary conditions on the sohere are taken to be the general lnear (self-
adpint) conditions:
cos +sn 4 @=0; )

where 11 is the nom alpointing outside the billiard, isa param eterw ith dim en—
sionsofk,and 2 [; =2]isan anglk that interpolatesbetween D irichlet ( = 0)
and Neum ann ( = =2) conditions. These \m ixed" boundary conditions will
be needed in section § when dealing with the sam iclassical analysis. A pplying
the KKR m ethod, we cbtain the ©llow ing quantization condition (see p4] ora
derivation and for details) :

det Py mok)+ kKP1KR; 7 ) wommol= 05 3)

1;]9= 0;1;2;:::; 0 m 1;0 M f’?.;
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where k is the wavenum ber under consideration and:

X
Alm;lomo(k) 4 }-lo iLCLM ,']m,'lOmODLM k) ;
LM
L=20;1;2;:::;M = 0;::5;L ; 4
) 3 @
X 1
. + 5
Dru k) ( ikf hi kS )Y, ( )+ P n0” )
~2 Z3=f0g
Z zZ ,
CLM ;i ;1 © d d Yom (7 )Y, (7 Yol 7 )5 (6)
0 0
R cos rkR) kR sn  %kR)
P kR; ; ) : — L )
R cos 1kR) kR sin 1 GR)
= oot[1kR; ; )]: ®)

In the above j, ni, thr are the spherical Bessel, Neum ann and H ankel fiinctions,
respectively (B8], Yy, are the spherical ham onics B8] with argument . i the
direction of ~, and ; are the scattering phase shifts from the sohere, sub fct to
the boundary conditions {2) .

T he physical lnput to the KKR determm inant is distributed In a system atic
way: The tem s A 1, ;000 k) contain inform ation only about the structure of the
underlying %> lattice, and are ndependent ofthe radiusR ofthe hscribbed sphere.
Hence they are called the \structure functions" R§,30]. M oreover, they depend
on a an aller num ber of \buiding block" fiinctions D 1y (k) which contain the
In nite lattice summ ations. The diagonaltem kP, (kR) 10 nno contains the in—
form ation about the nscribed sphere, and is expressed in tem s of the scattering
phase shifts from the sphere. T his elegant structure ofthe KK R determ inant (3)
prevails 1 m ore general situations and rem ains intact even if the %> Jattice is
replaced by a m ore general one, or if the \hard" sphere is replaced by a \soft"
soherical potential w ith a nite range (\mu n-tin" potential) B8, 30, 29]. This
renders the KKR a powerful quantization m ethod. In all these cases the struc—
ture functions A y, 4, 0 depend only on the underlying lattice, and the relation §)
holds w ith the appropriate scattering m atrix. Thus, In principl, the structure
functions (or rather D 1 ) can be tabulated once for a given lattice (eg. cubic)
as functions ofk, and only P; need to be recalculated for every realization ofthe
potential eg. changing R). Thism akes the KKR m ethod very attractive also
for a Jarge class of generalizations of the 3D Sinaibilliard.

The determ inant (3) is not yet suitable for num erical com putations. This is
because the lattice summ ations in Dy are only conditionally convergent and
have to be resumm ed In order to give absolutely and rapidly convergent sum s.
T his is done using the Ewald sum m ation technique, which is described in appen—
dices Ci{Et. The further symm etry reductions of the KKR detem inant, which
are one of the m ost in portant advantages of this m ethod, are discussed In the
follow ing.
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2.2 Symm etry considerations

A's can be seen from equations (4{8) and from appendix Ci, the main com pu-
tational e ort involved in com puting the KKR determm inant is consum ed in the
lattioce sum sD 1,y (k) which need to be evaluated separately for every k. T here—
fore, it is In perative to use every possible m eans to econom ize the com putational
e ort Invested In calculating these finctions. For this purposs, we shall exploit
the cubic symm etry ofthe 3D Sinaibilliard as well as other relations that dras-
tically reduce the com putationale ort.

22.1 G roup{theoretical resum m ations

For the practical (rapidly convergent) com putation, the functions D 1y are de-
com posed Into three temm s which are given in appendix £ (see also appendix
D). Equations @11){ @124) expressD % asa sum over the direct cubic lattice,
w hereas, D TilM) is a sum over the reciprocal cubic Jattice, which is also a cubic
Jattice. Thus, both sum s can be represented as:

X
D k)= £9°(50Y, (0 3= 1;2: ©9)

LM
~2z3
W e show in appendix G that lattice sum s of this kind can be rew ritten as:
X £0 ( pik) X

1(~
. ) 520,

Dy k)= Yo (ge) i 10)

where Oy, is the cubic symm etry group B1], and ~, (G;i;1) resides in the
findam ental section 0 i 3 3. The tem s 1(~,) are integers which are
explicttly given in appendix G'. The fnner sum s are independent of k, and can
thus be tabulated once for all. Hence the com putation of the k dependent part
becom es 48 tin esm ore e cient (for large, nite lattices) when com pared to (9)
due to the restriction of ~, to the fundam ental section.

A further reduction can be achieved by a uniary transformm ation from the
Y. v g basis to the m ore natural basis of the irreducible representations (irreps)
ofOy:

vk () 2w You () ; 1)
M

of the inequivalent irreps ocontained n L, and K = 1;:::;din ( ) is the row
Index w ithin the irrep. T he finctions YL(J; are known as the \cubic ham onics"
1]. Combining (0) and (1), and using the unitarity of the transfom ation as
well as the \great orthonom ality theorem " of group theory 1] we arrive at:

X

DO & =  a5hDp) k) 12)
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) X £ ( 5;k)
D) ; = 48 7l(~p), 9
N b
b

() (13)

T he superscript (s) denotes the totally sym m etric irrep . T he constant coe cients
@©)

agy Can be taken into the (constant) coe cients C 1y ;m ;im0 resulting in:
— i 10X . L
Ay oo (k) 4 1 7Dyg K)Cryjm j1om O (14)
LJ
1 2 3
Disk) = QL‘MHDL‘;&HD(;O)&)LO 15)
@©)
CLJ;Jm Pm0 = aSJ;M cLM im ;1m0 - (16)

M

W e show 1 appendix &' that for large L the number ofD 1 ; (k)’s is sn aller by
a factor 1=48 than the number of Dy (k)’s. This m eans that the entries of
the KKR detem inant are now com puted using a substantially an aller num ber
ofbuilding blocks for which lattice sum m ations are required. T hus, In total, we
gain a saving factor of 48° = 2304 over the m ore naive scheme (4{4).

2.2.2 Number{theoretical resum m ations

In the above we grouped together Jattice vectors w ith the sam e m agnitude, using
the geom etrical sym m etries of the cubic lJattice. One can gain yet ancther re-
duction factor in the com putationale ort by taking advantage of a phenom enon

which isparticularto the cubic Jattice and stem s from num ker theory. T he lengths
of lJattice vectors in the findam entalsector show an appreciable degeneracy, w hich
is not connected w ith the O, symm etry. gor_exam pl, the Jattice vectors (5;6;7)

and (1;3;10) have the sam e m agnitude, 110, and are not geom etrically conju—
gate by Oy, . T his num ber{theoretical degeneracy isboth frequent and signi cant,
and weuse it In the follow ing way. Since the square ofthem agnitude is an integer

we can w rite:
2 3

* X
. . P 48
DY k) = £9 (= n;k)4 ©

n=1 2=
g=n

()2 = 17)

The inner sum s lncorporate the num ber theoretical degeneracies. They are k
Independent, and therfore can be tabulated once for all.

To show thee ciency of (17} ktusrestrictourlatticesummation to  ,  max
Whith we always do In practice). For large . .x the number of lattice vectors
in the findam entaldom ain is 2 _, =36, and the number of ssmm ands .n {7
isat most iax . Thus, the saving factor is at least .x=36. In fact, as shown
in appendix #!, there are only (asym ptotically) (5=6) 2, tems in (1), which

sets the saving factor due to num ber{theoretical degeneracy to be ,ax=30. In
practice, nax = O (100) and this resuls in a reduction factor of about 10, which

is very signi cant.
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22.3 D esymm etrization

T he symm etry ofthe 3D Sinaitorus im plies that the wavefiinctions can be classi-

ed according to the irreps of 0, B1L]. G eom etrically, each such irrep corresponds
to speci ¢ boundary conditions on the symm etry planes that de ne the desym —
m etrized 3D Sinaibilliard (see gure ). This allow s us to \desymm etrize" the
billiard, that is to restrict ourselves to the findam ental dom ain wih speci c
boundary conditions instead of considering the whole 3{torus. W e recall that the
boundary conditions on the sphere are determ ined by P; k) and are independent
ofthe irrep under consideration. For sim plicity, we shall restrict ourselves to the
two sin plest irreps which are both one{dim ensional:

= a: This is the totally antisym m etric irrep, which corresponds to D irichlt
boundary conditions on the planes.

= s: This is the totally symm etric irrep, which corresponds to Neum ann
boundary conditions on the planes.

T he in plem entation of this desym m etrization is straightforward (see (4] for
details) and results In a new secular equation:
h i
det Ay by k) + kP1KR) w 590 = O 18)

where isthe chosen irrep and:

X
() 11 . L ()
Apppk) = 4 1 15D s KIC, gm0 (19)
LJ
() X o _@®
Crongmep = jm @ P 0C LI 20 © 20)
m%O
_ a® a(l) a(1°> c . 1)
sIM jm Pm 0~ LM ;Im % O -
Mmm?

T he desym m etrization ofthe problm hasa few advantages:

C om putational e ciency: In appendix K we show that for large L’s the num —
ber of cubic ham onics YL(J; that belong to a one{din ensional irrep is 1=48
ofthe num ber ofthe sphericalham onics Y1,y . C orrespondingly, ifwe trun—
cate our secular determ nant such that L L, ax s, then the dim ension of
the new determ nant (18§) is only 1=48 of the originalone (@) for the fully
sym m etric billiard. Indeed, the desym m etrized billiard hasonly 1=48 ofthe
volum e of the sym m etric one, and hence the density of states is reduced by
48 (for Jarge k). H owever, due to the high cost of com puting a detem inant

(or perform Ing a Singular Value D ecom position) [B§] the reduction in the
density of states is over-com pensated by the reduction of the m atrix size,
resulting in a saving factor of 48. This is proven in appendix Bi, where it
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is shown in generalthat levels of desym m etrized billiards are com putation—
ally cheaper than those of billiards which possess sym m etries. Applied to
our case, the com putationale ort to com pute a given number N of energy
levels of the desym m etrized billiard is 48 tin es cheaper than com puting N
levels of the fully sym m etric billiard.

Statistical independence of spectra: Foreach irrep the spectrum is statisti-
cally Independent of the others, since it corresgponds to di erent boundary
conditions. Thus, if the fully symm etric billiard is quantized, the resul-
Ing spectrum is the union of 10 independent spectra (there are 10 irreps
of Oy, B1), and signi cant features such as kevel rigidity will be severely
blurred [59]. To observe generic statistical properties and to com pare w ith
the results of RM T, one should consider each spectrum separately, which
is equivalent to desym m etrizing the billiard.

R igidity : The statistical independence has in portant practical consequences.
Spectral rigidity in plies that it isunlkely to nd levels in close vicinity of
each other. M oreover, the uctuations in the spectral counting fiinctions
are bounded. Both features of rigidity are used in the num erical algorithm
which com putes the spectrum , and is describbed In m ore detail In section

To sum m arize this subsection, we have dem onstrated that the high sym m etry
features of the 3D Sinaibilliard are naturally incorporated in the KK R m ethod.
T his renders the com putation of its spectrum m uch m oree cient than in the case
of other, less symm etric 3D billiards. Thus, we expect to get m any m ore levels
than the few tens that can be typically obtained for generic billiards @§, 48]. In
fact, this feature is the key elem ent which brought this profct to a successfil
conclusion. W e note that other specialized com putation m ethods, which were
applied to highly symm etric 3D billiards, also resulted in m any levels [19, 2d1.

T his com pletes the theoretical fram ew ork established for the e cient num er-
ical com putation of the energy levels. In the follow iIng we discuss the outcom e of
the actual com putations.

2.3 Num erical aspects

W e com puted various energy spectra, de ned by di erent com binations of the
physically in portant param eters:

1. The radiusR ofthe inscribbed sohere (the side S wasalways taken tobe 1).

2. The boundary conditions on the sphere: D irichlet / Neum ann / m ixed:
0 =2.

19



3. The boundary conditions on the sym m etry planes of the cube: D irichlkt /
Neum ann. These boundary conditions correspond to the antisym m etric /
sym m etric irrep 0f04,, respectively. D ue to the lattice periodicity, D irichlet
(N eum ann) boundary conditions on the symm etry planes induce D irichlet
(N eum ann) also on the planes betw een neighbouring cells.

T he Jargest spectral stretch that was obtained num erically corresponded to R =
02 and D irichkt boundary condition everywhere. It consisted of 6697 levels in
the nterval 0 < k 281:078. W e denote this spectrum in the follow ing as the
\Iongest spectrum ".

T he practical application of {18) brings about m any potential sources of di-
vergence: The KKR m atrix is In nie dim ensional in principle, and each of the
elem ents is given as an in nite sum over the cubic Jattice. To regulate the In —
nite din ension of the m atrix we use a physical quideline, nam ely, the fact that
for 1> kR the phase shifts decrease very rapidly toward zero, and the m atrix
becom es essentially diagonal. T herefore, a natural cuto is 1, .x = kR, which is
commonly used (g. 17]). In practice one has to go slightly beyond this lim i,
and to allow a few evanescent modes: 1, .« = kR + Lyan - TO nd a suitable value
of Lvan We usad the param eters of the longest spectrum and com puted the 17
eigenvalues in the Interval 1995 < k < 200 with lvan = 0;2;4;6;8;10 (I, ax has
to be odd). W e show In gure 3 the successive accuracy of the com puted eigen—
values between consecutive values of lan . The resuls clearly indicate a 10-old
Increase In accuracy w ith each increase of Lyan by 2. A m oderately high accuracy
of0 (10 *) relative to level spacing requires Ly, = 8 which wasthe value we used
In our com putations.

To regulate the In nite lJattice summ ations n D 1,5 we used successively larger
subsets of the Jattice. The increase was such that at least tw ice asm any lattice
points were used. O ur crterion of convergence was that the m axim al absolute
value of the di erence between successive com putations ofD 5 was an aller than
a prescribed threshold:

max D L LR (22)
The threshod = 10 ° was Pund to be satisfactory, and we needed to use a
sub-lattice w th m axim al radius of 161.

The KKR program is essentially a loop over k which sweeps the k-axis in
a given Interval. At each step the KKR matrix M (k) is com puted, and then
its determ nant is evaluated. In principle, eigenvalues are cbtained whenever
the detem nant vanishes. In practice, however, the direct evaluation of the
determ lnant su ers from two drawbadks:

T he num erical algorithm s that are used to com pute detM (k) are frequently
unstable. Hence, it is In possible to use them beyond som e critical k which
is not very large.
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Figure 3: Accuracy of eigenvalues as a function of the number of evanescent
m odes lyan - The case considered wasR = 02 and D irichlet boundary conditions
everywhere. The gure show s the absolute di erences of the eigenvalues between
two sucoessive values of lyan, multiplied by the an ooth level density. That is,
\02"meansdK,) Xn van=2) k (van=0)] JN 3. W e show 17 elgenvalues
In the nterval 1995 < k < 200.
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For m oderately large k’s, the absolute values of detM (k) are very anall
num bers that result In com puter under ows (in double precision m ode),
even for k-valuies which are not eigenvalues.

Due to nite precision and rounding errors, detM (k) never really vanishes
for eigenvalues.

A superior altemative to the direct calculation of the determm inant is to use the
Singular Value D ecom position (SVD ) algorithm [B§], which is stable under any
circum stances. In our case, M is real and symm etric, and the output are the
\singular values" ; which are the absolute values of the eigenvalues ofM . The
product ofallofthe sngular values isequalto jdetM 7j which solves the stability
problem . To cure the other two problem s consider the follow ing \conditioning
measure":
aimeM (k)
rk) h ;&): @3)
=1
The use of the logarithm circum vents the under ow problem . M oreover, we
always expect som e of the an allest singular values to re ect the num erical noise,
and the larger ones to be physically relevant. Near an eigenvalue, however, one
of the \relevant" singular values m ust approach zero, resulting in a \dip" in the
graph of r (k). Hence, by tracking r as a function of k, we locate its dips and
take as the elgenvalues the k values forwhich the localm inim a of r are obtained.
Frequently one encounters very shallow dips (typically 1) which are due to
num erical noise and should be discarded.

To ensure the location of all of the elgenvalues n a certain k interval, the
k-axis has to be sam pled densely. However, oversam pling should be avoided
to save com puter resources. In order to choose the sam pling interval k In a
reasonabl way, we suggest the follow ing. Ifthe system is known to be classically
chaotic, then we expect the quantal nearest{neighbour distribution to follow the
prediction of Random M atrix Theory ®RM T) R]. In particular, for system s w ith
tin e reversal sym m etry :

P (s) 5Si s 1; s ki1 k)d(Kn+ ker1)=2) 24)

where d (k) isthe am ooth density of states. T he chance of nding a pair ofenergy
levels In the Interval [s;s+ ds] isP (s) ds. T he cum ulative probability of nding
apair n [0;s] is therefore crudely given by:

Z

S
I(s) P % ds’ ZSZ ;s 1 25)
0
A more re ned calculation, taking into account all the possbl relative con gu-
rations of the pair in the interval 0;s] gives:

Q (s) gsz; s 1: 26)
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Ifwe trace the k-axisw ith steps k and nd an eigenvalue, then the chance that
there is another one in the same Interval k isQ ( k dk)). If we prescrioe our
tolerance Q to lose eigenvalues, then we should choose:

r___

k= s@Q) i 6—Q: 7)
dk)  dk)

In the above, we assum ed that the dips In r k) are w ide enough, such that they
can be detected over a range of several k’s. If this is not the case and the dips
are very sharp, wemust re ne k. In our case dips were quite sharp, and in

practioe we needed to take Q ofthe order 10 ° 10 °.

24 Veri cations of low {lying eigenvalues

A fter describbing som e num erical aspects of the com putation, we tum to various
tests ofthe integrity and com pleteness ofthe com puted soectra. In this subsection
w e com pare the com puted low { lying eilgenvalues forR > 0w ith thossoftheR = 0
case. In the next one we com pare the com puted stair{case function to W eyls
law .

T he theoreticalbackground for the com parison between low { lying eigenvalues
to those ofthe R = 0 case isas follow s. The Iowest 1value, for which there exist
antisym m etric cubicham onics, is1= 9 H7}]. Consequently, for casesw ith D irich—
Jet conditions on the symm etry planes, the lowest Ivalues In the KKR m atrix is
1= 9. Thus, rkR < 9 the temsP;(kR) in equation {I§) are very sm all, and
the m atrix is essentially as if the Inscribed sohere was not present. In that case
of the \em pty tetrahedron" the eigenvalues can be calculated analytically:

2P
=? P+m?2+n?; 0<1l<m<n: (28)

R=0
W e hence expect:
k, K% Prk,. &R: (29)

Sin ilar considerations were used by Berry [[5] for the 2D Sinaibilliard, where
he also caloulated the corrections to the low {Iying elgenvalues. In gure 4 we
plot the unfolded di erence N dk,) k, K~ O for the longest spectrum

R = 02, D irichlet everyw here) . O ne clearly cbserves that indeed the di erences
arevery anallup to k = 9=02 = 45, and they becom e of order 1 afterwards, as
expected. This con m s the accuracy and com pleteness of the low {Iying levels.
M oreover, it veri es the correctness of the rather com plicated com putations of
the temm s A 15,0590 which are due to the cubic Jattice.
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Figure 4: The unfolded di erences N , for the low {lying kevels of the 3D Sinai
billiard wih R = 02 and D irichkt everyw here. W e Indicated by the vertical line
k = 45 the theoretical expectation for transition from snallto large N . The
line N = 0 was slightly shifted upwards for clariy.
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2.5 Com paring the exact counting fuinction w ith W eyls

law
It isby now a standard practice (see eg. L)) to verify the com plkteness of a
Soectrum by ocom paring the resulting stair{case function N () # fk kg

to its sm ooth approxination N (), known as \W eyls law". In appendix . we
derived W eyls law for the 3D Siaibilliard (equation €90)), and now consider
the di erence N o K) N k) N (k). Any jymp of N oo by 1 indicates a
redundant or m issing eigenvalie. In fact, this tool is of great help to locating
m issing elgenvaluies. In gure § we plt N oo for the longest spectrum . T is
evident that the curve uctuates around 0 w ith no system atic increase/decrease
trends, which veri es the com plteness of the spectrum . The average of N o4
over the availabl k-intervalis ( 4) 10 which is rem arkably an aller than any
single contrdbution to N (note that we had no param eters to t). This is a very
convincing veri cation both of the com pleteness of the spectrum as well as the
accuracy oftheW eyls law £90). W e also note that the typical uctuations grow

quite strongly w ith k. This isdue to the e ects ofthe bouncing{ball fam ilies (see
section d) and w illbe discussed further in section 3.3.
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3 Quantal spectral statistics

W eyls law predicts the an ooth behaviour of the quantaldensity of states. T here
is a wealth of inform ation also n the uctuations, and their investigation is
usually referred to as \gpectral statistics". Results of spectral statistics that
com ply wih the predictions of Random M atrix Theory RM T) are generally
considered as a halin ark of the underlying classical chaos 24,59, 2,60, 171.

In the case ofthe Shhaibilliard we are plagued w ith the existence of the non-
generic bouncing{ballm anifolds. They in uence the spectral statistics ofthe 3D
Sihaibilliard. Tt is therefore desirable to study the bouncing balls in som e detail.
This isdone in the rst subsection, where we discuss the Integrablke case R = 0)
that contains only bouncing{ballm anifolds.

For the chaotic casesR > 0 we consider the two sin plest spectral statistics,
nam ely, the nearest{neighbour distribution and two{point correlations. W e com -
pute these statistics for the levels of the 3D Sinai billiard, and com pare them
to RM T predictions. In addition, we discuss the two{point statistics of spectral
determ inants that was recently suggested by K ettem ann, K lakow and Sm ilansky

fp1l] as a characterization of quantum chaos.

3.1 The iIntegrable R = 0 case

If the radius of the inscribed sphere is s=t to 0, we obtain an integrable billiard
which is the irreducible dom ain whose volum e is 1/48 of the cube. I is plotted
in gure§. This tetrahedron billiard is a convenient starting point fr analyzing
the bouncing{ball fam ilies, since it contains no unstable periodic orbits but only
bouncing balls. Quantum m echanically, the eigenvalues of the tetrahedron are

given explicitly as:

2p—
k(nml):? n+m4+ 2; 0<n<m«<12 N : (30)
P
The spectraldensity dg-g k) = é<n<m<l &k ¥m1) can bePoisson resumm ed
to get:
s3k? X p—
dr-o k) = 96 2 shc kS p?+ ¢+ r?
par2 Z \
2, X P 2 X t qz'
Sk S
— Jo kS pP+ & o p_ Jo kS pP+ —
32 16 2 2
Pa2 Z P2 Z
+ 35 % kSp) + s_* k 5
- CcOos P —P— Ccos P=p
16 8 2 2
pP2Z% P2Z
s X S 5
+ —p— cos kp=p — &k 0): (31)
6 3 2% 3 16
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In the above sinc (x) sin (x)=x, sinc(0) 1, and d is the zeroth order Bessel
function. Let us analyze this expression In som e detail. Tem s which have all
sum m ation indices equal to 0 give the am ooth part of the density, and all the
rem aining temm s constitute the oscillatory part. Collecting the sn ooth tem s
together we get:

S’k* s’k P 5

S p— P
— @+ 2)+ — @7+ 9 2+ 8 3 — 0): (B2
9% 2 32 ( ) 144 ( ) 16 (k ): G2

This isW eyYs law for the tetrahedron, which exactly corresponds to £9Q) w ith
R = 0 (exoept the last temm forwhich the Im it R ! 0 isdi erent).
A s for the oscillatory temm s, it is st usefulto replace Jy (X) by its asym ptotic
approxin ation [64] which is justi ed in the sam iclassical limitk ! 1 :
r__

2
Jo x) —Xoos X Z ;o x 11 (33)

dr-o k) =

U sing this approxin ation we observe that all of the oscillatory temm s have phases
which are of the fom length + phase). This is the standard form of a
sam iclassical expression for the density of states ofa billiard. To go a step further
we notice that the leading{order tem s, which are proportionalto k! ( rst line of
(1)), have kengthsofS p? + ¢ + r? which are the lengths ofthe periodic orbits
of the 3-torus, and therefore of its desym m etrization into the tetrahedron. This
conform s w ith the expressions derived by Berry and Tabor [63,64] for integrable
system s. T he other, sub-leading, oscillatory contrbutions to (31)) correspond to
\In proper" periodic m anifolds, In the sense that their dynam ics nvolves non-—
trivial lim is. Som e of these periodic orbits are restricted to sym m etry plane or
go along the edges. O f special Interest are the periodic orbits that are shown in

gure §. They are isolated, but are neutrally stabl and hence are non-generic.
Their co utions are contained in the last two tem s of (31), and the one w ith
length S= 3 is the shortest neutral periodic orbit. O ther sub-leading oscillatory
contrbutions are discussed in H4]. W e therefore established an interpretation
in tem s of (proper or In proper) classical periodic orbits of the various tem s of
61).

3.1.1 Twopoint statistics of the integrable case

W e continue by nvestigating the two{point statistics of the tetrahedron, which
will be shown to provide som e nontrivial and interesting results. Since we are
Interested In the lin iting statisticsask ! 1 we shall consider only the lkading
term of @), which isthe rst tem . Up to a factor of 48, this is exactly the
density of states dr: of the cubic 3-torus, and thus for sin plicity we shalldwell
on the 3-torus rather than on the tetrahedron:
X 2 s7k? X
drs k) = k 5 = 22 sinckS ) : (34)

~2%3 ~2%3
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Figure 6: Upper: G eom etry of the tetrahedron R = 0) billiard. Lower: Neutral
periodic orbits in the desym m etrized 3D Sinai. T he billiard is Indicated by bg]gl—
face edges. D ot{dash line: The shortest neutralpetiodjcpo_ﬂ)jt of length S= 3.
D oublk dot{dash lne: N eutral periodic orbit of length S= 2.
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W e cbsarve that both the quantal spectrum and the classical spectrum  (the set of
lengths of periodic orbits) are supported on the cubic lattice %>, and this strong
duality willbe used below .

The objct of our study is the spectral form factor, which is the Fourder
transform of the two{point correlation fiunction of the energy levels [9]. For
billiards it ism ore convenient to work w ith the eigenw avenum bers k, rather than
w ith the eigenenergies E , . Here the form factor is given by:

2

exp 2 dK)k, (35)

1 X

K ( ;k)= N
n=nj;

In the above N n n+ 1,andk, are the elgenvalues in the interval k,, ;ky, ]

centered around k = (k,, + k,,)=2. Ik is understood that the Interval contains

m any levelsbut is am allenough such that the average density isaln ost a constant

and iswell approxin ated by d k).

Inthelmi ! 1 thephasesin (35) become random in the generic case,
and thereforeK ( ) ! 1. However, ifthe levels are degenerate, m ore care should
be exercised, and one cbtains:

1X 1% o
K(ikl=— gk=— gGk); ! 1; (36)
N n N i
where g k) is the deggneracy of k, and the prin ed sum is only over distinct
values ofk;. Slhce N = ggk k;) we obtain:
P .
. 1 1
K(;k)=Plgﬁ(k)=hg2k(k) ; 1 (37)

iogk k) g k)i’

where h i denotes an averaging overis near k. In the case of a constant g the
above expression reducesto K (! 1 ) = g, but i is in portant to note that
K ( ! 1 )#%& hgifornon-constant degeneracies. U sing the relation = kS=@2 )
(see equation (34)) and equations 74), £76) in appendix H' we get:

hg” kS=@ )i s

hg kS=@2 )i 2
w here 9:8264 is a constant. That is, contrary to the generic case, the satu-—
ration value of the form factor grow s linearly w ith k due to num ber{theoretical
degeneracies.

Tuging to the orm factormnthelmit ! 0,we rstrewrie (34) asds k) =
dk) + ) ]_._Aj sin kL) . Then, using the diagonal approxin ation as suggested by
Berry W4,'03], and taking into account the degeneracies g. (L) of the lengthswe
have:

Krs( ;k)

K ( k)=

X o
T (L - =Ly ) ; 1: 39
Fw FCHRF ( ILa) (39)
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In the above the prin e denotes sum m ation only over distinct classical lengths,

and Ly 2 d (k) is called the Heisenberg length. The coe cients A 5 are func-
tions of Ly and therefore can be replaced by the function A ( ). For large
enough such that the periodic m anifolds have a welkde ned classical density

da (Y), the sum m ation over delta functions can be replaced by m ultiplication w ith

Lyda(M=hg-(Viwith ‘= Ly such that:

A2()ga() i
2d k) hg. ()i
A straightforward calculation show s that the tem In brackets is sinply 1, which
is the generic situation for the integrable case (Poisson statistics) 4,'66]. Hence,
we obtain:
hgt ()i

hg ()i’
Since, aswe noted above, the lengths ofthe classical periodic orbits are supported
on the Z° lattice, we can write using ‘= S

hy? (=5)i  K®s?
hg (=S)1

where we used again equations €74), £76). This isa very surprising resul, since
it In plies that contrary to the generic ntegrable system s, which display P oisson
level statisticswith K = 1,hereK /  which istypicalto chaotic system s! This
peculiarity ism anifestly due to the num ber theoretical degeneracies of Z>.

If we now combine the two lin ing behaviours of the form factor In the
sin plest way, we can express it asa scaled RM T-GUE fom factor:

K (k)= (40)

K ( k)=

! 0: (41)

K ( ;k)= ; ! 0: @42)

Krs (k) K Koz () 43)
where K; = S k=@ ) and = 2Sk. For the tetrahedron we have the sam e
result with K; ! K; =48 and ! =48. This prediction is checked and ver-

i ed numerically in gure 7 where we com puted the quantal orm factor of the
tetrahedron around various k-values. The agreem ent of the two asym ptotes to
the theoretical prediction (43) is evident and the di erence from Poisson is well
beyond the num erical uctuations.

3.2 N earest{neighbour spacing distribution

W e now tum to the chaotic case R > 0. One of the m ost comm on statistical
m easures of a quantum spectrum is the nearest{neighbour distrlbution P (s).
If fact, it is the sin plest statistics to com pute from the num erical data. W e
need only to consider the distrlbbution of the scaled (Unfolded) spacings between
neighbouring levels:

S, N (kns1) N kn) dkn)Knie:r  k): (44)
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5 107 2 5 10° > 5 10"

Figure 7: The scaled quantal form factor of the tetrahedron for various k-valies
com pared with GUE and Poisson. N ote the log—-log scales.
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Tt is custom ary to plot a histogram ofP (s), but it requires an arbitrary choice of
the bin size. To avoid this arbitrariness, we consider the cum ulant distribution:
Z S
I(s) ds’p ) 45)
0

for which no bins are needed. U sually, the num erical data are com pared not
to the exact Pry r (8) but to W igner’s sum ise [2], whicth provides an accurate
approxin ation to theexact Pry r (s) In a sin ple closed formm . In ourcass, shoewe
found a general agreem ent between the num ericaldata and W igner’s sum ise, we
choose to present the di erences from the exact expression for Iz o (S) taken from
D ¥tz and Haake [61]. In gure § we show these di erences forR = 02;0:3 and
D irichlet boundary conditions (6697 and 1994 levels, respectively). T he overall
result is an agreem ent between the num erical data and RM T to better than
4% . This is consistent w ith the generalw isdom for classically chaotic system s In
lower dim ensions, and thus show s the robustness of the RM T confcture R4] for
higher{din ensional system s (3D 1n our case).

Beyond this general good agream ent it is interesting to notice that the dif-
ferences between the data and the exact GOE forR = 02 seam to indicate
a systam atic m odulation rather than a statistical uctuation about the value
zero. T he sam e qualitative result is obtained for other boundary conditions w ith
R = 02, substantiating the concture that the deviations are system atic and
not random . ForR = 03 the di erences look random and show no particular
pattem. However, for the upper third of the spectrum one cbserves structures
which are sin ilarto theR = 02 case (see gqure §, ower part).

C urrently, we have no theoretical explanation ofthe above m entioned system —
atic deviations. T hey m ight be due to the non-generic bouncing balls. To assess
this con ecture we computed P (s) forR = 02;0:3 w ith D irichlet boundary con-
ditions in the spectral interval 150 < k < 200. The resuls (ot shown) Indicate
that the deviations are an aller for the lJarger radius. T his is consistent w ith the
expected weakening of the bouncing{ball contributions as the radiis grow s, due
to Jarger shadow ing and am aller volum es occupied by the bouncing{ball fam ilies.
Hence, we can oconclude that the bouncing balls are Indeed prin e candidates for
causing the systam atic deviations ofP (s). It isworth m entioning that a detailed
analysis of the P (s) of spectra of quantum graphs show sin ilar deviations from
Pru (8) E6:8]

33 Two{point correlations

Two{point statistics also play am a pr roke n quantum chaos. This ism ainly due
to their analytical accessibility through the G utzw iller trace form ula as dem on-
strated by Berry B, 63]. There is a varity of two{poit statistical m easures
which are all related to the pair{correlation function §9]. W e chose to focus on

2 () which is the Iocal variance of the num ber of levels in an energy interval
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Figure 8: D i erences of Integrated nearest{neighbour distrbution for R = 02
(up) and R = 03 (down). Set # 1, 2, 3 refer to the division of the spectrum into
3 dom ains. D ata are slightly an oothed for clarity.
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that has the size of 1 m ean spacings. The general expectation for generic sys—
tem s, according to the theory of Berry [, 635], is that 2 should comply with
the predictions of RM T for an all values of 1 (universal regin €) and saturate to
a non-universal value for lJarge 1's due to the sam iclassical contributions of short
periodic orbits. The saturation value in the case of generic billiards is purely
classical (k-independent). T he e ect of the non-generic bouncing{ballm anifolds
on two{point spectral statistics was discussed in the context of 2D billiards by
Siber et al. B7] (for the case of the stadium billiard). They found that 2 can
be decom posed into two parts: A generic contribution due to unstable periodic
orbits and a non-generic contribution due to bouncing balls:

O Geo Mt L O (46)
Thetemm £, has the structure:
2 (D) = KF gaqim (=dK)) ; @7

where Fggum 1S @ function which is detem ined by the bouncing balls of the
stadim billiard, and is given explicitly in B7]. In particular, for large values of
lthetem 7, uctuated around an asym ptotic value:

2o @D KEymaum @ ); 10 1 : 48)

One can apply the argum ents of Sigber et al 37] to the case of the 3D Sinai
billiard and obtain for the kading order bouncing balls (see 34)):

D KFpg =dK); (49)
w ith F3p 4, characteristic to the 3D Sinaibilliard. A sym ptotically, we expect:
@ KFpe@); 1! 1 : (50)

T he function F3p ¢, can be w ritten down, abeit it contains the areas of the cross{
sections of the various bouncing{ball m anifolds, for which we have no explicit
expressions. T herefore, we shall investigate the scaling features of ﬁb w ithout
Insisting on is explicit from .

T he num erical com putations of 2 forthe longest spectrum ® = 02, D irich—
ket everywhere) are shown in  gure 9. W e divided the spectrum into 4 intervals
such that d did not vary much within each interval. This is a prerequisite for
a m eaningfiil sem iclassical analysis. It is evident from the gure that for snall
valiesofl (up to 1) there isan agreem ent w ith GO E .M oreover, the agreem ent
wih GOE ismuch better than w ith either GUE orPoisson, as expected. This is
in agreem ent w ith the com m on know ledge in quantum chaos BY], and again, sub-
stantiatesthe RM T con ecture also for chaotic system s in 3D . For larger 1 values
there arem arked deviationsw hich saturate into oscillations around a k-dependent
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Figure 9: The number variance 2 (1) for the longest spectrum . Upper plot: Full
Irange, ower plot: A m agni cation of sm all 1 range.
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asym ptotic values. It is clkearly seen that the saturation values grow faster than
k, which is consistent with (50). To test @9) quantitatively, we plotted iIn gure
1Q the rescaled function:

Sty @ik) 2@dk) 2oy @k) (51)

k2
which according to @9) is the k-independent function F3p & (@) . Indeed, there is
a clear data colapse org . 5, and the saturation values of S7, are of the sam e
m agnitude for allvalues ofk. This veri es @9) and dem onstrates the in portant
part which isplayed by the bouncing balls in the two{point (long range) statistics.

For generic system s the agream ent between 2 and RM T should prevail up
to 1, where:
Lo Lat)_2dK) 52)
Lm in Lmjn
In the above Ly is Heisenberg length and L, ; is the length of the shortest
periodic orbit. For the cases shown in gure § the value of 1 is of the order
0of 100. Neverthelss, the deviations from the universal predictions start m uch
earlier. This is again a clear sign of the strong e ect of the bouncingballs. To
substantiate thisclain ,we compare in  gure i1 the num ber variances orR = 02
and R = 03 In the same k interval and w ith the sam e boundary conditions
D irichlet). The in uence of the bouncing-balls is expected to be less dom nant
in the R = 03 cass, sihce there are fewer of them with gn aller cross sections.
This is Indeed veri ed In the gure: The agreem ent with GOE predictions lasts
much Ionger uptol 6) intheR = 03 case, and the saturation value is an alkr,
as expected.

34 Auto—correlations of spectral determ inants

T he tw opoint correlations discussed above are based on the quantal spectral den—
sities. K ettem ann, K lakow and Sm ilansky 1] introduced the auto-correlations
of quantal spectral determ inants as a tool for the characterization of quantum
chaos. Spectral determ nants are de ned as:

ZzE)=0 () E=Eq; (53)

that is, they are 0 1 E isan eigenenergy. T he (unnom alized) correlation finction
of a spectral determm inant is de ned as:

1 ZE+ E =2 | |
C(;E) — &% 5+ — z E° — ; 1 E : (54)
E ; ro 2d 2d

T here are various m otivations to study the function C (!) [pLl:
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conditions.
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1. There is a m arked di erence In the behaviour of C (! ) for rigid and non-
rigid spectra. For com plktely rigid soectra the function C (!) is oscillatory,
while for Poissonian spectra it rapidly decays asa G aussian. Forthe RM T
ensam bles it show s dam ped oscillations which are due to rigidity.

2. The function C (! ) contains Informm ation about all n-point correlations of
the spectral densities. T hus, it is qualitatively distinct from the two-point
correlations of spectral densities and contains new inform ation.

3. The Fourer transform ofC (! ) exhlbit n an explicit and sin ple way sym —
m etry properties which are due to the reality of the energy levels.

4. In contrast to spectral densities, the sem iclassical expressions for spectral
determm inants can be regularized using the m ethod of Berry and K eating
[9]. Regularized sem iclassical spectral detem hnants contain a nite num —
ber of tem s, and are m anifestly real for real energies.

5. The sam iclassical expression for C (! ) is closely related to the classical Ru—
elle zeta function.

To study C (! ) num erically, reqularizations are needed. For the 3D Sinai
billiard the longest spectrum was divided into an ensemble of 167 intervals of
N = 40 levels, and each Intervalwas unfolded to have m ean spacing 1 and was
centered around E = 0. For each unfolded mtervail,l_j the function C5(!) was
ocom puted using equation (69) of [pl], with E = N . The ensamblk average
function C (! ) wasnom alized such thatC (0) = 1. T he resultsofthe com putation
are shown in gure 12. The agreement with RM T is quite good up to ! 3,
that is for short energy scales for which we indeed expect universality to hold.
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Figure 12: The two-pont correlation function of spectral determ nants C (!) for
the 3D Sinaibilliard (Jongest soectrum ). The spectrum was divided into 167
Intervals of 40 levels each and the average correlation function is shown. The
continuous lne is the RM T-GOE theoretical curve, and the dashed line is the
num erical correlation. The correlation fiinction is nom alized to 1 for ! = 0.
W ith kind perm ission from the authors of [61].
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4 C lassicalperiodic orbits

In this section we present a com prehensive study of the periodic orbits of the
3D Smaibilliard. By \periodic orbits" we m ean throughout this section generic,
isolated and unstabl periodic orbits which involve at least one bounce from the
sohere. T hus, bouncing{ball orbits are not treated in this section. T he classical
periodic orbits are the building blodks for the sam iclassical G utzw iller trace for-
mula, and are therefore needed for the sam iclassical analysis to be presented in
the next section.

4.1 Periodic orbits of the 3D Sinaitorus

W e found it necessary and convenient to rst identify the periodic orbits of the
sym m etric 3D Sinaibilliard on the torus, and to com pute their lengths and
stabilities. The periodic oroits of the desym m etrized 3D Sinaibilliard could
then be derived by an appropriate classical desym m etrization procedure.

The basic problem ishow to nd In a system atic (@nd e cient) way all the
periodic orbits of the 3D Sinaibilliard up to a given length L, .x. In dealing
w ith periodic orbits of the Sihaibilliard it is very helofiil to consider its unfolded
representation that tessellates R> | as is shown in gure L. W e start by con—
sidering the periodic orbits of the fillly symm etric 3D Sinaibilliard on the torus
(ST ). This case is sin pler than the desym m etrized billiard, since it contains no
boundaries and the tiling ofthe R > space is achieved by sin ple translations along
the cubic lattice Z°. T the unfolded representation every orbit is describbed by a
collection of straight segm ents which connect spheres. At a sphere, the incident
segm ent re ects specularly. A periodic orbit of period n is not necessarily peri-
odic In the unfolded representation, but rather, i obeys the restriction that the
segm ents repeat them selves aftern stepsm odub a translation by a lattice vector
(e gureill). Ifwe x an origin forthe lattice, we can assign to every orbit ot
necessarily periodic) a \code word" by concatenating the \addresses" (locations
of the centers on the Z° lattice) of the spheres from which it re ects. The code
word can consist of either the absoluite addresses of the spheres or altematively,
the address of the sphere relative to the previous one. W e shall adopt the lJatter
convention and use the relative addresses as the \letters" from which the code
word is com posed. T his relative coding has the advantage that a periodic oroit
is represented by a periodic code word. T he number of possible ktters (\alpha—
bet") iscbviously in nie and the letter (0;0;0) isexcluded. A periodic orbit can
be represented by any cyclic pem utation of its code. To lift this am biguiy, we
choose a convenient (out otherw ise arbitrary) lexical ordering of the letters and
use the code word which is kexically m axim al as the unigue representative of the
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Figure 13: Representation of a periodic orbi of the Sinai2-torus. Left: One cell
representation, R ight: Unfolded representation.
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periodic oroit:

fperiodic orbit of ST) 7 ! W = (W jwy;iii;wy,) jwi 2 Z°n(0;0;0)

ocode word.
Let us consider the code word W w ith n letters:

W = WyjWoiiijwyn); Wi= Wi iWi W) e (56)

Tt relates to the n + 1 spheres centered at ¢ = (0;0;0), & = Wi, &3 = wp +
Wo;i23;Cer = Wq t ot Wet us choose arbitrary points on each of the
oheres, and connect them by straight segm ents. W e get a piecew ise straight
line which leads from the st to the last sohere, which, In general, is not a
classical orbit because the specular re ection conditions are not satis ed. To nd
a periodic orbit, we soecify the positions of the points on each sohere by two
anglks ; , ' ;. The length ofthe Ine is a function of £( ;;’ i)3-1, J» Periodic
orbits on the ST must have identical coordinates for the rst and the last points
m odulo a lattice translation), hence .41 = 1, 'n+1 = 1 and we have only
2n independent variables to com pletely specify a perdodic sst of segm ents, w ith

length:
X

Lu (1725 nif 152 n) = Li(s7 w17 17" 1) 5 o7)
i=1
where L; are the lengths ofthe segm ents that correspond to the ketterw;. To sat—
isfy the condition of specular re ection we require that the length Ly isextram al
w ith respect to any varation of is variables.
T he follow Ing theorem guarantees two essential properties of the coding and
of the periodic orbits which are ddenti ed as the extram a of 1) R7, 8321

Theorem : To each code word W ofthe 3D ST there corresoonds at m ost one
periodic orboit which isthe only m inimum of Ly .

T he theoram contains two statem ents: F irst, that periodic orbits are necessarily
m inin a of the length, and not saddles or m axim a. Second, that there are no
Jocalm Inin a besides the globalone. The phrase \atm ost" In the theorem above
needs clari cation: Foreach codeword W the length fiinction Ly isa continuous
function in all of its variables over the com pact dom ain which is the union ofthe
soheres. Therefore Ly must have a globalm ininum w ithin this dom ain. This
m ininum can be, however, classically forbidden, m eaning that at least one of its
segm ents cuts through one or m ore spheres In the lattice (that m ight or m ight
not be a part of the code) rather than re ecting from the outside. T his is called
\shadow ing". An example is shown in gure 14. The orbidden periodic orbits
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are excluded from the set of classicalperiodic orbits. (T hey also do not contribute
to the leading order of the trace ormula [/(,15] and therefore are of no interest
In our sam iclassical analysis.) If all the segm ents are classically allowed, then
we have a valid classical periodic orbit. Finally we would lke to m ention that
the m inin ality property was already implied in the work of Siber [Q], and
the explicit versions of the theoram were proved sin ulaneously by Bunin ovich
Q-j] (general form ulation, applies In particular to the 3D case) and Schanz B:Z]
(restricted to the 2D Sihaibilliard).

T he num ber of ktters in the codes of periodic oroits of length less than Ly ax
can be bounded from above by the follow ing argum ent. To each ktter w there
corresoonds a m inim al ssgm ent Jength L, i, W) > 0 which isthem niInum dis-
tance between the spheres centered at (0;0;0) and atw = Wy;wy;w,):

q___
Lyn@W)=S w§+w§+w§ 2R : (58)

In the above, S is the lattice constant (torus’s side) and R is the radius of the
sohere. The an allest possbl L,y W) is obtained forw = (1;0;0) and equals
S 2R L. We readily conclude that the code word cannot contain m ore
Jetters than the Integer part of Ly ax=Ln i -

W e are now in a position to form ulate an algorithm for a system atic search
of all the periodic orbits of length up to L, .x ofthe 3D Sinaitorus:

1. Collect all of the adm issible ktters into an alphabet. An adm issble letter
w satis es:
@) w6 (0;0;0).
o) w is not trivially inpossibl due to com plte shadow ing, eg. lke
(2;0;0)= 2 1;0;0).
(C) Lmjn(w) Imax-
2. De ne an arbitrary lexical order of the letters.

3. From the adm issble alphabet construct the set of adm issibble code words
W = Wq;:::5;,wq), such that:

n

P
(a) Lmjn(W ) j_=lejn(Wi) Itnax-
) Wi6 Wi | no a-priori com plte shadow Ing.
(©) W is kxically maxin al wih respect to cyclic pem utations: W =
maxfP W ;i= 0;:::;n  1g.

4. For each candidate code word W m inin ize num erically the function Ly .
A ccording to the theoram , there should be exactly onem nimum , which is
the global one.
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5. Check whether the resulting periodic orbit is shaded. A cospt only periodic
orbits which are not shaded.

O nce the perodic orbit is identi ed, itsm onodrom y (stability) m atrix is com —
puted according to the recipe given in appendix U.

42 Periodic O rbits of the 3D Sinaibilliard | C lassical
desym m etrization

If we desymm etrize the ST into the Sihaibilliard (SB), we still nd that the
SB tessellates the R® space. Hence, each periodic orbit of the ST is necessarily
also a periodic orbit of the SB . The converse is not true, ie., periodic orbits of
the SB are not necessarily periodic In ST . However, it is easy to be convinced
that if a periodic orbit of SB is repeated su ciently m any tim es, it becom es also
periodic in ST .An exampk is shown n gure L5. From a m ore abstract point
of view , this is because the cubic group O, is nite. Thus In principle one could
use the algorithm given above to system atically nd all the periodic orbits of
the SB. This is, however, highly ne cient because by analyzing the group O
we nd that n order to nd all the periodic orbits of the SB up tO Lyax We
must nd all of the periodic oroits of ST up to 6L, ax - D ue to the exponential
proliferation of periodic oroits this would be a colossal waste of resources which
would dim Inish our ability to com pute periodic orbits alm ost com pltely. To
circum vent this di culyy, without losing the usefiil unigueness and m inin ality
properties which apply to the ST, we m ake use of the property that periodicity
in the SB is synonym ous to periodicity In ST modulo an element § 2 Oy . This
sin ple geom etrical cbservation is a m anifestation of the fact that the tiling of
RrR? by the SB is generated by the group Oy %’ . Thus, we can represent the
periodic orbits of the SB by using their unfolded representation, augm ented by
the symm etry elem ent § according to which the periodic orbits closes:

Periodic orbit of SB 7 ! W W ;8) = (Wiwojiiiiwn;g) (59)
The coding is not yet wellkde ned since a given periodic ordoit can in general
be represented by several codes. Sin ilarly to the case of the ST, there is a

degeneracy w ith resgpect to the starting point. However, In the case of the SB
this is not sin ply related to cyclic permm utations. R ather, if a periodic oroit is

(60)
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Figure 14: A shadowed (classically forbidden) periodic orbit of the Sinai 3-torus.

Figure 15: D esym m etrization of orbits from the Sinaitorus to the Sinaibilliard.
Forclarity we show an exam pl in 2D .Left: A prim itive periodic orbit in the ST .

R ight: T he corresponding periodic oroit in the SB .W e cbserve that the Jatter is
4 tim es shorter than the fom er.
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In the above (§) is the period of §, which is de ned as the sn allest natural
number orwhich ¢ @ = &, where @ isthe identity operation. ForO,, in particular

©) 2 £1;2;3;4;6g9. T he above generalized cyclic pem utation nvariance is due
to the periodicity m odulo § of the periodic orbits of the SB in the unfolded
representation. In addition to the generalized cyclic invariance there is also a
geom etrical invariance of orbits ofthe SB 1n the unfolded representation. Indeed,
if we operate on an oroi in the unfolded representation wih any A2 0y, we
obtain the sam e orbit in the SB . This symm etry is carried over also to the codes.

(ﬁwl;ﬁwz;:::;ﬁwn;ﬁgﬁ 1) sh 2 Oy, : (61)

To summ arize, a periodic orbit ofthe SB can be encoded Into a code word up to
degeneracies due to generalized cyclic pem utations and geom etrical operations.
T he set of operations w hich relate the various codes for a given periodic orbit is
a group to which we refer as the Invarance group.

In order to lift this degeneracy and to obtain a unique m apping of periodic
orbits of the SB to code words we need to soecify a criterion for choosing exactly
one representative. T here arem any ways ofdoing this, but we found it convenient
to apply the naturalm apping of periodic orbits of the SB to those ofthe ST, and
there, to choose the m axin al code. M ore speci cally:

1. Selkct the alphabet acocording to the rules prescribed In the preceding sub—
section, and de ne ordering of ltters.

2. Extend theword W into W" :

W (W27 222 Wn jQW QW27 22 QWn
2 1 1
Fwiiiing @ twipiing © twy) (62)

The code W describes the periodic oroit of the SB which is continued

@) tin es to beocom e periodic In the ST . Applying a generalized cyclic
pem utation on W is equivalent to applying the standard cyclic pem utation
on W . Applying a geom etrical operation AonW is equivalent to operating
ktter by ktter w ith fi on W . The nvariance group corresponding to W is
H =C 0O,,where C is the group of cyclic pem utations of order n ©).
T he sim ple decom position of H is due to the comm utativity of C and Oy,
and it greatly facilitates the com putations.

3. IfW ismaxinalwih respect to the invarance group H , then the corre-
soonding W isthe representative of the periodic orbit.

A comment on the unigueness of this selection process is appropriate at this
ponnt. For any W we can uniguely construct the corresponding W and the
Invariance group and check them axin ality of W . Hence, we are able to uniquely
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decide whether W is a vald representative code or not. However, there are
cases In which m ore than one W corresoond to the same maximal W . It is
straightforward to show that In these cases the basic code word W is sym m etric
under som e operation (s): W = kw , k2 On. To such symm etric codes m ust
corresoond sym m etric periodic orbits, which is necessitated by the uniqueness
theorem for the ST . But for the SB the symm etry of the orbit m eans that i is
wholly contained in a symm etry plane, and therefore is not a proper classical
orbit. Such orbits are nevertheless required for the sam iclassical analysis and w i1l
be treated in the next section when dealing w ith sam iclassical desym m etrization.
In summ ary, we have shown so far that the m apping of a given proper periodic
orbit to a code is welkde ned and unijue.

In order for the coding to be usefiil and pow erfi1], we need to establish unique—
ness in the opposite direction, that is to show that for a given (Unsym m etrical)
W there corresoonds at m ost one (proper) classical periodic orbit. The m apping
W 7 W isvery usefulin that respect. Tndeed, if there were two distinct periodic
orbits of the SB w ith the sam e coding W , then we could repeat them (@) tines
to get two distinct periodic orbits of the ST with the same code W , which isin
contradiction w ith the theoram above. T his proves the unigqueness of the relation
between codes and periodic oroits.

To facilitate the actual com putation of periodic orbits of the SB, we have to
establish their m nim ality property, sin ilarly to the ST case. W e need to prove
that the length ofa periodic orbit isam Inim um , and that it istheonly m lninum .
Them inin ality ofa periodic orbit ofthe SB isproven by using again the unfolding
to periodic orbits of ST , and noting that a m lnimum ofL, isnecessarily also a
mininum of L, , since the latter is a constrained version of the form er. Thus,
periodic orbits of the SB arem inina of Ly . W e nally have to show that there
exists only a singlem inimum ofL, . The com plication here is that, in principle,
aminimum ofL, does not necessarily correspond to a m inimum of L, , since
there are, In general, m ore variables in the latter. W e resolve this di culty by
using argum ents from the proof of Schanz (32] as follow s. A neocessary condition
form inin ality is that oroits are either extemally re ected from the scatters or
cut through them in straight segm ents. Intemal re ections are not allowed fora
m Inimum . Thus, fweextend am ininum o0fSB to ST, we necessarily get an oroit
w ith no intemal re ections. A ccording to Schanz [32], there is exactly one such
orbi, whith isthem Ininum in ST . T his proves the uniqueness of the (global)
mininmum ofL, in SB.

These resuls allow us to use essentially the sam e algorithm as for the ST for
the system atic search of periodic orbits of the SB . W e need to extend the codes
and the length functions to Include a group elm ent §, and to m odify the rules
according to which we choose an adm issbl and kexically m axin al code word W .
O ne also hastom odify the com putations of the m onodrom y m atrix, as described
in appendix J.
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43 The properties and statistics of the set of periodic
orbits

T he algorithm describbed above is capable of nding all of the periodic orbits up
to any desired length. Before discussing the properties of this sst, we nd i
approprate to display a few typical periodic orbits, w hich were com puted forthe
desymm etrized billardwih R = 02 @nd S = 1:). The orbits are represented In
an unfolded way in gures1§{lY.

In this subsection we shall study in detail the spectrum of lengths of periodic
orbits, a an allintervalthereofisshown in  gure20. Each horizontalstrip provides
the lower end ofthe length spectrum ofSinaibilliardswith 002 R 036. The
soectrum corresoonding to the lowest value of R show s dugt_eri'glg ofthe lengths
near the typical distances of points of the Z> lattice 1, 2, 3;2;::3). Once
R is ncreased, som e of the periodic orbis which were allowed for the snaller
R are decim ated because of the increased e ect of shadow Ing. However, their
lengths becom e shorter, resulting in the proliferation of the periodic orbits w ith
their length. This isbest seen In the spectrum which corresponds to the largest
value ofR | the graphics is already not su ciently ne to resolve the individual
lengths.

A fter these Introductory comm ents, we now study the length spectrum in
detail, and com pare the theoretical expectations w ith the num erical resuls. The
exponential proliferation of the periodic orbits puts a severe Iim it on the length
range which we could acoess w ith our nite com puter resources. However, we
were able to com pute the periodic orbits for a few values of the radiis R, and
concentrated on the R = 02 case in oxder to be ablk to perform a sam iclassical
analysis of the longest quantal spectrum (see next section). For this rmadius we
found all the 586,965 periodic orbits up to length 5. This number of periodic
orbits includes repetitions and tin e-reversed conjugates. W e also com puted for
this radius all the 12,928,628 periodic orbits up to length 10 which have no m ore
than 3 re ections. This com prses the database on which we based our further
num erical studies and illustrations. The system atic algorithm which was used
to produce this data set, together w ith a few tests which w ill be described here
and In the next section, Jead us to believe that the data set isboth accurate and
com plete.

Periodic orbits are expected to proliferate exponentially €g. B]). That is,
the num berN 1, (1) ofperiodic orbits of length lessthan 1should approach asym p—
totically R1:
=P (l e ;1Y 1 ; (63)

where is the topological entropy (per unit length). To exam Ine the validity of

N en ()
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length = .600000 length = 770918

length = 2.088061

length = 2.365230

Figure 16: A sam plk of periodic orbits of the desym m etrized 3D Sinaibilliard
wih S = 1, R = 02 wih a sihgke r ection. The periodic orbits are shown
In the unfolded representation. The \full" spheres are those from which the
periodic orbit re ects. The \faint" dotted spheres are those from which there is
no re ection.
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length = 1.340296 length = 1.480288

length = 1.798424

length = 4.236999

Figure 17: A sam pl of periodic orbits of the 3D SB with 2 re ections.

52



length

2.849072 length = 2.989975

Figure 18: A sam pl ofperiodic orbits of the 3D SB with 4 re ections.
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length = 4,626712

length = 4,766563

length = 4.968249 length = 4,999978

length = 4943742

Figure 19: A samplk of perodic orbits of the 3D SB with 7 re ections. The
bottom periodic orbit undergoes 8 re ections.
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Figure 20: Length soectra of periodic orbits for ibilliards with R values
between 0.02 and 036 In steps of R = 002: Th ertjcalbars Indicate the
lengths of periodic orbits.



the above form ula In our case we use the num erical data to com pute:
0 1
1 X
oon @ 7 RE LA ; (64)

Lerg Lj 1

where L. is a length below which we do not expect universality (ie, the law
(63)) to hod. The exponential proliferation in plies:

0 }]nel glers :In_l P N (65)
num l l ° ’ . °
T herefore, we expect un (1) to approach a constant valie when lissu ciently
larger than Loy . In gure 21, we show the resuls of the num erical com putation
of num rtheR = 02 database and for Loy = 2:5. The gure clearly indicates
a good agreem ent between the data and the theory 63) or = 32.

O ne ofthe halim arks of classically ergodic system s is the balance between the
proliferation ofperiodic orbits and their stability weights due to ergodic coverage
of phase space. This is a m anifestation of the uniform ooverage of phase space
and is frequently referred to as the \Hannay { O zorio de A In eida sum rulk" {/1].
Tt states that:

X L,

p@d PR —
oo Fet@  Mjy)J

@ IptH1; 181 ; (66)

where L, is the prim itive length and M 5 is the stability m onodromy) m atrix
2] (see appendix U for explicit expressions). The above relation is m eaningfiil
only after appropriate an oothing. For generic billiards the only classical length
scale is the typical length traversed between re ections, and we expect (66) to
approxin ately hold after a few re ections. In the Sinai billiard we are faced
w ith the problem of an \in nite horizon", that is, that the length of frre ight
between consecutive re ections is unbounded. T his is just anotherm anifestation
of the existence of the bouncing{ball fam ilies. A coording to B9, 40]thise ect is
resoonsible for a non-generic power{law tailin p (@) :

pd 1 — (67)

where R) is a param eter that depends on the radiis R. W hen R increases
the In uence (measure in con guration space) of the bouncing{balls is reduced,
and we expect (R) to decrease. To check 67) we com puted num erically the

cum ulant: 7
Lo X Lp
P ()= dl'p @ .
T MsJ

Lerg Lerg Ly 1

; (68)

56



35 T T T T T T

3.0 - T
256 r T
2.0+ 1
E
ﬁ:s:
1.5+ T
1.0 ¢ 1
— exact
0.5 | wee fig A=3.1
— fit A=3.2
""" fit A=3.3
0.0 : : : : : : : .
2.5 3.0 3.5 4.0 4.5 h.(

[

Figure 21: The quantity ... (£ RHS of equation (64)) com puted from the
periodic orbit database of R = 02. W e used Loy = 25. The theoretical t is
acoording to equation (65) .
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which should be com pared to the theoretical expectation :

PO= (00 L) R)In (69)

ery
The resuls are shown in gure 22. W e considered R = 02 and 03 and inclided
periodic orbitsup to Ly ax = 10 w ith num ber of re ectionsn 3. T he restriction
on n facilitates the com putation and is justi ed for m oderate values of 1 shoe
the ocontributions from higher n’s are small. The observed deviation between
the theoretical and num erical curves for R = 03 at 1 & 8 is due to the fact
that periodic orboits with n = 4 beocom e signi cant In this region. The above
num erical tests con m the valdity of (67), with [®) which is a decreasing
function of R . In particular, for the length Interval considered here, there is a
signi cant deviation from the fully ergodic behavior (66).

The sum {rule (6:6) which fom ed the basis of the previous analysis is an ex—
pression ofthe ergodic nature ofthe billiards dynam ics. In the next subsection we
shallm ake use of sin ilar sum {rules which m anifest the ergodicity of the Poincare
m ap obtained from thebilliard ow by, eg., taking the surface of the sohere and
the tangent velocity vector as the Poincare section. The resulting retum {m ap
excludes the bouncing{ball m anifolds since they do not intersect the section.
However, their e ect is noticed because between successive collisions w ith the
sohere the traectory may re ect o the planar faces of the billiard an arbitrary
num ber of tim es. T hus, the num ber of periodic orbits which bounce n tines o
the sohere (n-periodic orbits of the m ap) is unlin ited, and the topological en—
tropy is not well de ned. M oreover, the length spectrum of n-periodic orbits is
not bounded. T hese peculiarities, together w ith the fact that the symbolic code
of the m ap consists of an In nite num ber of symbols, are the m anifestations of
the in nite horizon of the unfolded Sinaibilliard. The retum m ap itself is dis—
continuous but it ram ains area preserving, so the form ulas which we use below,
and which apply to generic m aps, can be used here aswell.

T he classical retum probability is de ned as the trace of the n-step classical
evolution operator (see, eg., [/2] and references therein) . It is given by:

vy o Dm (10)

j2Pq Jdet (T Mj)j

where n is the num ber of tin es the periodic orbit re ects from the sohere, P, is
the set of all n-periodic orbits, ny;; is the period of the prim itive periodic orbit
ofwhich j is a repeated traversal. A s a consequence of the ergodic nature of the
mapU@n)! 1linthelmin! 1 . However, due to the e ect ofthe in nie
horizon, the number of periodic orbis in P, is in nie, and In any num erical
sim ulation it is In portant to check to what degree the available data set satis es

the sum rule. For this pungpoose we de ne the function:
smn . g1, 1)
jdet@ Mj)J 7

j inPn

58



80 T T T T

""""" R=0.2, Lpae=10, 1 <3
TU ------ R:U‘B: Lmax:lD: n 53 ]
— fully ergodic (slope 1)
C De=2l ///
E-U — ﬁt a:D‘B / _
Wt
5.0t _
E 40 | “‘ _
3.[] B -J:;:;s_-\i"""'{{‘ _
.‘.;;.Mﬁ.'." ot
20r g _
1.[] | I r el _
D.ﬂ gt

3.0 4.4 5.0 ﬁ.DI 7.0 8.0 9.0 10.0

Figure 22: The function P (1) (c£.RHS ofequation (68)) com puted forR = 02

and 03 and tted according to equation (6Y). W e also show the asym ptotic
prediction (64).

59



which takes Into acoount only n-periodic orbits with L 1L In gurei23 we
ptU (n) PrR = 04 and n = 1;2;3. The resuls clkearly indicate that for the
present data saturation is reached, and once n 2 the asym ptotic value is very
coetol. Even atn= lonegetsU (n = 1) 08 whidch is surprisngly close
to 1, bearing In m Ind that we are dealing w ith the xed points ofthemap! It
should be noted that to reach saturation n the case R = 04, n = 3 one needs
536,379 periodic orbis up to 1= 12, whose com putation consum es already an
appreciable am ount oftim e. Thus, we are practically restricted to the few lowest
n’s in our com putations. Ascan be seen in  gure 23 the fiunction QU (;n)=R1 is
m ostly supported on a nite interval of L values. Tts w idth will be denoted by
L n).

4.4 Periodic orbit correlations

In the previous subsection we discussed various agoects of the one{point statistics
ofthe classical periodic orbits, and dem onstrated their consistency w ith the stan—
dard resuls of ergodic theory. Here, we shall probe the length spectrum further,
and show that this spectrum is not Poissonian. R ather, there exist correlations
between periodic orbits which have far{reaching e ects on the sam iclassical the-
ory of spectral statistics of the quantum billiard. The sam iclassical theory will
be dealt with in section f}, and here we restrict ourselves to purely classical in—
vestigations.

Above we Introduced the Poincare retum m ap ofthe sphere, and have shown
that the ergodicity ofthism ap in pliesa sum rule for the set of n-periodic orbits
of the map. W e de ne the weighted density of lengths of n-periodic orbits as
follow s: X

du () K0 L); (72)

J2Pn

where X'y are given by:

N5 ( 1P .
7 idet@ My 32
w hereb; isthe num ber oftin es the tra fctory re ects from theplanarboundaries.
The am plitudes X5 are related to the standard sem iclassicalam plitudesA 5 de ned
n @9 by &5= n jAy=Lj.

The density (/2) is di erent from the density p(1) de ned previously (66)
since: @) it relates to the subset of the n-periodic orbits of the retum m ap of
the sphere, (b) it assigns a signed weight to each of the -functions located at a
particular length, and (c) the absolute value of the weights in {72) are the square
roots of the weights in 66). D ensities w ith signed weights are not encountered
frequently In spectral theory, but they em erge naturally in the present context.
At thispoint the de nition ofdy (I;n) m ight look unfam iliar and strange, but the
reason for this particular choice w illbecom e clear in the sequel

(73)
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Figure 23: Upper plt: The finction U (;n) (c.f. equation (71)) for the cases
R = 04,n= 1;2;3. Lower plot: The function QU (I;n)=Q1 for the sam e cases.
Both plots indicate the saturation of the classical retum probability In soite of
the In niely m any periodic orbits n P, .
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To exam ine the possbl existence of correlations in the length soectrum , we
study the corresponding autocorrelation function:
Z 1
Ra( Ln) dlda @+ F2in)d. (@ E2in) : (74)
0
The two{point form factor is the Fourer transform of R, ( 1;n), and i reads

explicitly as:
Z +1 . X 2
K alk;n) = &R (x;n)dx = Ejexp (kL;) (75)
! 2P,
The form factor has the follow ing properties:

Ki1k;n) is a Fourier transform of a distrdoution and therefore it digolays

uctuations, which becom e stronger as the num ber of contrbuting oroits
Increases. T herefore, any discussion of this fiinction requires som e an ooth-
Ing or averaging. W e shall specify the sn oothing we apply In the sequel.

Atk= 0,
X
Kcl(O;n)= Kj : (76)

J2Pq
Because of the large num ber of periodic orbits, the sum of the signed am -
plitudes ise ectively reduced due to m utual cancellations. Its value can be
estin ated by assum ing that the signs are random . Hence,

X 2
Ko @O;n) Ky (77)

2P,
which willbe shown below to be bounded.

At large values ofk,

X 2
Kak;n) gs &y ; for k! 1 ; (78)

J2Pn
w here g is the num ber of isom etric periodic orbits of length L. Since Jarge
uctuations are endem ic to the form factor, this relation ism eaningfuilw hen
k-averagig is applied. C om paring the last sum with (/0) we can write:

K ak;n) 50510 ) ; for k! 1 : (79)

In our case of the 3D SB, ny;5 = n for the Jarge m aprity of the periodic
orbits in P, which is the generic situation for chaotic system s. A lso, g5 = 2
for alm ost all the periodic orbits w ith n 3. Thus, one can safely replace
;5951w ith 2n for largen. M oreover, aswe saw above, U (n) ! 1 forlarge
n,henceK 4! 2n orlargek and n.
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If the length spectrum as de ned above were constructed by a random
sequence of kengths w ith the sam e am ooth counting function U (;n), or if
the phases were picked at random , one would obtain the Poisson behavior
ofthe form factor, nam ely, a constant:

Kakin) Mmgil @) ; or k> (80)

L @)
Here, L (n) isthee ective w idth ofthe length distribution de ned above.

T hus, we could identify two{point correlations In the classical length soectrum by
com puting K o1 (k;n) and observing deviations from the k-independent expression
B .

441 N um erical tests

W e used the periodic orbit database at our disposal to com pute the form factors
for several values of n and R. In each case presented we m ade sure that the
function U (I;n) is num erically saturated. This guarantees that the (in nitely
m any) neglcted periodic orbitshave very am allweight, and are thus nsigni cant.
In gure 24 we present the num erical results, where we plotted the fiinction:
Z k
. 1 0 0, .
Cak;n) m dk'K akn) ; 81)

Km in

designed to sm ooth the uctuations n K o k;n) [l1]. W e started the integration
at ky n > 0 to avoid the Jarge peak near k = 0, which otherw ise overw heln s the
results. In any case, the neglected an alkk region is irrelevant for the sem iclassi-
cal theory of quantal spectral correlations. Analyzing the results, we note that
the asym ptotic form factors (denoted as \Full classical orm factor") approach
constant values, which are indeed close to 2n, as predicted. M ore in portantly,
the deviations from the constant (Poissonian) result at low k dem onstrate un-
am biguously the existence of correlations in the classical spectra. T he structure
of the form factor indicates that the classical spectrum is rigid on the scale ofa
correlation length ;R ), which can be de ned as the Inverse of the k value at
which the orm factor m akes its approach to the asym ptotic value {I1]. In the
follow Ing we shalldescribe a few tests which prove that the observed correlations
are real, and not a num erical artifact or a trivial consequence ofthe way in which
the length spectral density is de ned.

The spectral density do; (Gn) has an e ective nite width L (n) which was
de ned above. T he fact that the lengths are constrained to this interval induces
trivial correlations which appear on the scake L (n), and we should check that
this scale is su ciently ram ote from the correlation scale ®;R). To thisend,
and to show that the ocbserved classical correlations are num erically signi cant,
we scrambled the signs of the weights &'y by multiplying each of them wih a
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Figure 24: The averaged classical om factor C, k;n) (c.f. 1)) ofthe 3D SB
for several values of n and R . W e also plot the averaged form factors w ith signs
of the am plitudes scram bled, w ithout cross{fam ily tem s, and w ith am plitudes
averaged over fam ily (length {correlation only). See text for details.
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random Iy chosen sign. W e m aintained, however, the tin e{reversal sym m etry
by multiplying conjigates by the sam e sign. The resulting form factors, shown
in gure 24 denoted as \Scrambld signs"), are consistent w ith the P oissonian
value 2n for essentially all k values, and the di erence between the scram bled
and unscram bled data is Jarge enough to add con dence to the existence of the
classical correlations. T his ndicates also that the correlations are not due to the
e ective w idth ofdg (I;n), since both the scram bled and unscram bled data have
the sam e e ective w dth.

O n the otherextrem e, onem ight sugpect that the classical correlations are due
to rigidity on the scale of one m ean spacing between lengths of periodic orbits.
T his is certainly not the case, since the typicalm ean length spacing for the cases
shown In gure 24 is 10 *{10 *, which inplies a transition to the asym ptotic
valie or mudch larger k-values than observed. W e therefore conclude, that the
correlation length (M;R) ismuch larger than the m ean spacing between neigh-
boring lengths. This is the reason why various studies of the length { spectrum
statistics 0, 73] clain ed that it is Poissonian. Indeed it is Poissonian on the
scale of the m ean spacing w here these studies were conducted. T he correlations
becom e apparent on a very di erent (and m uch larger) scale, and there isno con—
tradiction. T he coexistence of a P oissonian behavior on the short length scales,
and apparent rigidity on a larger scale was discussed and explained in [11]. kwas
suggested there that a possble way to construct such a spectrum is to form it
asa union ofN 1 statistically independent soectra, allhaving the sam e m ean
goacing , and which show spectral rigidity on the scale ofa singlke spacing. The
com bined spectrum w ith am ean spacing =N w illbe P oissonian when tested on
this scale, since the spectra are independent. However, the correlations on the
scale willpersist n the combined soectrum . A sin ple exam ple w ill illustrate
this construction. Take a random (Poissonian) spectrum with a mean spacing
1. Generate a shifted spectrum by adding 1 to each spectral point and
com bine the original and the shifted spectra to a single soectrum . On the scalke
1 the combined spectrum is Poissonian. However, the fact that each soectral
point is (rdgidly) accom panied by anotherone, a distance apart, is a correlation
which willbe apparent at the scale only. W e use thispicture in our attam pt to
propose a dynam ical origin of the length correlations.

442 The dynam ical origin of the correlations

A s was already m entioned, the idea that periodic orbit correlations exist orig—
nates from the quantum theory of spectral statistics which is based on trace
formulas. The classical correlations are shown to be a m anifestation of a fun—
dam ental duality between the quantum and the classical descriptions [g, d1].
However, the e ect ispurely classical, and hence should be explained in classical
tem s, w thout any reference to the quantum m echanical analogue. T he essential
point isto nd the classical origin of the partition of the periodic orbits to inde—
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pendent and uncorrelated fam ilies, as was explained in the previous section. So
far, allthe attem ptsto nd the classical roots of these correlations faikd, and till
now there is no universal theory which provides the classical foundations for the
e ect. For the Sinaibilliard in 3D there seam s to exist a physical{geom etrical
explanation, which is consistent w ith ourdata, and which is supported by further
num erical tests.

Consider the Sihaibilliard w ith a sohere w ith a vanishingly sm all radiis. In
this case, all the periodic orbits which are encoded by words W built of the
sam e lktters w; are isom etric, independently of the ordering of the letters or
the attached sym m etry elem ent §. T his phenom enon can be clarly seen in the
spectrum  of Jlengths corresponding to R = 002 .n  gure 20. In this case, it is
clear that the spectrum of lengths is a union of \fam ilies" of periodic orbits,
each fam ily is characterized by a unigue set of buiding blocks w;, which are
common to the fam ily maenbers. W hen the radiis R increases and becom es
com parable to the linear din ension ofthe billiard, the approxin ate isom etry and
the resulting correlations breaks down, and one should use a m ore re ned and
restrictive de nition ofa fam ily. The ain isto nd a partition to fam ilies which
w ill restrict the membership in a fam ily to the am allest set, w ithout losing any
of the correlation features. The m ost restrictive de nition of a fam ily in the
present context will be to include all the periodic orbits which share the same

elem ents. W ordswhich are built ofthe sam e kettersbut in a di erent orderde ne
di erent fam ilies. Since there are 48 possbl §'s, each fam ily consists ofat m ost
48 m em bers and w illbe denoted by W ). It should also be noted that the signs
of the weights £’y within a fam ily do not change with R since they re ect the
parity of§. T he partition ofthe st of periodic orbits in fam ilies is not particular
to just a faw orbits, but rather, is valid for the entire set. This partition is the
proposed source of the correlations that were observed in the form factor. This
concept is illustrated .n  gure 25, and graphic representations of two fam ilies are
diplayed in gure 26. Them ost outstanding feature which em erges from  gure
©4) is that the orbits occupy a very narrow volum e of phase{space throughout
m ost of their length, and they fan out appreciably only at a single sohere.

The above argum ents suggest that the m ain source of correlations are the
sin flarities of orbits within each family W ). To test this argum ent we per-
form ed a num erical experim ent, In which we excluded the Inter{fam ily termm s of
the form factor, lraving only the Intra{fam ily term s. T his excludes fam ily { fam ily
correlations and m aintains only correlations w ithin the fam ilies. The results are
shown in gure 24 (denoted by \Neglecting cross{fam ily contributions"). The
obvious observation is that the form factors were only slightly a ected, proving
that periodic{orbit correlations do not cross fam ily lines! T hus, the m ain source
of correlations isw ithin the fam ilies W ). W em ention that very sim ilar resuls
are obtained if inter{fam ily sign random ization is applied nstead ofthe exclusion
of cross{tem s. W e note, that In m ost cases a periodic orbi and is tin e{reversal
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Figure 25: Two periodic orbits which are m embers of the sam e fam ily of the
quarter 2D SB . T he two periodic orbits have the sasme W , hence they re ect o
the sam e discs. But they correspond to two di erent symm etry elem ents, and
hence are di erent. For sim plicity the illustration ism ade forthe 2D SB, but the
sam eprincipl appliesalso to the 3D Sihaibilliard. Left: Unfolded representation,
right: Standard representation.
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R=020 n=3
IFAM = 1000 #P0O’s =46
Length = 4.695204 -:- 5.028641

R=020 n=6
IFAM = 30000 #PO’s =24
Length = 6.378634 -:- 6502746

Figure 26: Two fam ilies of perodic orbits of the 3D SB, represented in the
unfolded representation of the SB. The faint soheres do not participate In the
code.
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conjigate do not belong to the sam e fam ily. Thus, neglecting the cross{fam ily
tem s Jeads to partial breaking of tim e{reversal, which we com pensated for by
rectifying the intra{fam ily form factor such that i w illhave the sam e asym ptotic
value as the fullone.

Tt is interesting to check whether the correlations are due to the lengths ordue
to the size of the am plitudes. To exam ine that, we not only neglected the cross{
fam ily temm s, but also replaced the am plitudes &'y w ithin each fam ily by constants
m uliplied by the original signs, such that the overall asym ptotic contribution of
the fam ily does not change. The resuls are also plotted in  gure 24 (denoted as
\Length correlationsonly"). The resulting (recti ed) form factorsdisplay slightly
din Inished correlations. H owever there is no doubt that aln ost all correlations
still persist. This proves, that the correlations between the m agnitudes of the
weights play here a relatively m nor role, and the correlations are prim arily due
to the lengths.

There are a few points n order. F irst, the num erical results presented here
conceming the classical correlations are sin flar to those of reference {I1]. How -
ever, here we considered the classical m apping rather than the ow, and this
reduces the num erical uctuations signi cantly. U sing the m apping also enables
the quantitative com parison to the sem iclassical theory, which w illbe discussed
in section 7. Second, it is interesting to enquire whether the average number of
fam ily m embers N ¢, (h;R) Increases or decreases w ith n. Since, if it decreases,
our explanation ofthe origin of correlations becom es invalid for large n. The nu—
m erical results clarly indicate that N ¢, (0;R ), com puted as a weighted average
w ith the classical weights, increases w ith n, which is encouraging. For exam ple,
forthecaseR = 04 we obtalned N ¢, = 9:64,18:31,2109,2831 forn= 1,2, 3,
4, respectively.

Thus, we were able to dentify the grouping of orbits Into \fam ilies" w ith the
sam e codeword W but w ith di erent sym m etry § as the prom nent source of the
classical correlations in the 3D Sinaibilliard. In each fam ily the comm on geo—
m etric part ofthe code W setsthem ean length and the di erent group elem ents
§ introduce the m odulations. This pattem repeats for all the fam ilies, but the
lengths of di erent fam ilies are not correlated. This nding confom s very well
w ith the general schem e which was proposed to explain the typical correlations
in the classical spectrum [, 74]. H owever, a classical derivation of a quantitative
expression for the correlations length  is yet to be done.

443 Length correlations in the 3{Torus

T he ideas developed above about the correlations between periodic orbits in the
fully chaotic billiard, have an analogue In the spectrum of lengths of periodic tori
In the Integrable case ofthe 3{torus. In section :3 we studied the quantum 3{torus
ofsize S and showed in section 3.1 ], that due to num ber theoretical degeneracies,
the quantum formm factor is not Poissonian. The form factor displays a negative

69



(repulsive) correlation which levels o at = 1= = 1=@2Sk). This can be
transcribbed Into an expression for the correlation length ofthe classical spectrum
in the ollow ing way.

Expressng  in units of length we obtain:

S%k
L =2 dk) =2—: (82)
Consequently:
2 L
k @)= =5 ®3)
from which we read o )
S
= —: 84
@) n (84)

Since the lengths of the periodic orbits are of the form Ly = S P Integer, the
m Inin al spacing between periodic orbits near length L is:

SZ
mjn(L):E; (85)
and therefore
L)=2 nn@): (86)

In other words, the classical correlation length of the 3{torus coincides (up to
a factor 2) with the m inim al spacing between the periodic orbits. T herefore,

(L) Indeed signi es the correlation length scale between periodic orbits, which
is in posad by their num ber{theoretical structure.
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5 Sem iclassical analysis

In the previous sections we accum ulated infomm ation about the quantum spec-
trum and about the periodic orbits of the 3D Sinaibilliard. The stage is now
set for a sem iclassical analysis of the billiard. W e shall focus on the analysis of
the sem iclassical G utzw iller trace formula [2] that reads in the case of the Sihai
billiard:
X X
dk) &k k) dk)+ dy k) + A jooskLy) : @87)

n=1 PO

The quantum spectraldensity on the LH S isexpressed as the sum ofthree tem s.
Thetem d isthe sm ooth density of states (see section f) . Thetem dy,, consists of
the contrdboutions of the non-generic bouncing{ballm anifolds. It contains tem s
ofthe form (31) with di erent prefactors which are possbly 0) due to partialor
com plete shadow ing of the bouncing{ball fam il by the sphere. T he last tem is
the contribution ofthe set ofgeneric and unstable periodic orbits, where L y denote
their lengths and A5 are sam iclassical am plitudes. One of the main ob fctive
of the present work was to study the accuracy of §7) by a direct num erical
com putation of the di erence between is two sides. This cannot be done by a
straightforw ard substitution, since three obstacks m ust be rem oved:

T he spectrum ofw avenum bers k was com puted forthe fiilly desym m etrized
Sihaibilliard. To w rte the corresoonding trace formula, we must rem em —
ber that the folding of the Sinai torus into the Sinai billiard Introduces
new types of periodic orbits due to the presence of sym m etry planes, edges
and ocomers. Strictly speaking, the classical dynam ics of these orbits is
singular, and becom es m eaningfiill only if proper lin its are taken. A s ex—
am ples we m ention periodic orbits that bounce o a comer, or that are
wholly con ned to the symm etry planes. T hese periodic orbits are isolated
and unstable, and should not be confused w ith the bouncing{ball fam ilies
which are present both in the ST and in the SB . For periodic orbits that
re ect from a comer but are not con ned to symm etry planes, the di —
auly is resolved by unfolding the dynam ics from the SB to the ST aswas
descrbed in the previous section. Periodic oroits which are con ned to
symm etry planes are m ore troublesom e since there is m ore than one code
word W which corresoond to the sam e periodic orbit. W e denote the latter
as \Imn proper". The 3D Shaibilliard is abundant w ith in proper periodic
orbits, and we cannot a ord treating them mndividually aswasdone eg.by
Siber [6(] for the 2D hyperbolk billiard. Rather, we have to nd a general
and system aticm ethod to identify them and to calculate their sem iclassical
contrbutions. This willbe done in the next subsection. (The sam iclassi-
cal contribbutions of the im proper periodic m anifolds for the integrable case
R = 0 were discussed In section 3.1).
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As it stands, equation' §7) is a relation between distrlbutions rather than
between functions, and hence m ust be regulated when dealing w ith actual
com putations. M oreover, even though our quantum and classical databases
are rather extensive, the sum s on the two sides of the equation can neverbe
exhausted. W e overcom e these problem s by studying the weighted \length
goectrum " obtained from the trace formula by a proper sm oothing and
Fouriertransfom ation. It is de ned in subsection 5 2.

Finall, wemust nd ways to rid oursslves from the large, yet non-generic
contrbutions of the bouncing{ball fam ilies. Thiswas achieved using rather
elegant tricks which are described In subsections5.4,'5.5 below .

51 Sem iclassical desym m etrization

To derive the spectral density of the desym m etrized Sinaibilliard we m ake use
of its expression In tem s of the (in aghary part of the) trace of the SB G reen
function. This G reen function satis es the prescribed boundary conditions on all
the boundaries ofthe findam entaldom ain, and the trace is taken over irsvolm e.
In the follow ing we shall show how to transform this ob fct Into a trace over the
volum e of the entire ST, for which all periodic orbits are proper (o symm etry
planes). This will elin lnate the di culy of treating the in proper orbis. To
achieve this goalwe shall use group {theoretical argum ents {31, 160, 73, 7§, i/1].
The nalresul isessentially contained in [78].

W hen desym m etrizing the ST into SB, we have to choose one of the irreps of
O, to which the eigenfiinctions of the SB belong (see section 2.2 3). W e denote
this irrep by . W e are interested In the trace of the G reen function of the SB
over the volum e of the SB which is essentially the density of states:

T Tes G S(B) (r;ro) : (88)

One can apply the projction operation 1] and express G S(B) using the G reen
function ofthe ST :

() i Oy _ EX ) .o 0) -
Ggp E5r) = I ©@)Gsr @®;9%)) ; 89)
420y
where ()() is the character of § in the imep and 1 is the dimension of

. It can be veri ed that the above Gz satis es the inhom ogeneous Heln holtz
equation w ith the correct nom alization, and it is com posed only of eigenfunction
that transform according to . Thus:

1 X () 0
T = T @) TrGgr i gr)) : (90)

4§20y
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To relate Ty with Tryr we use the relation:
Gsr (;2°) = Gsr x;he% 8h2 O, (91)

which can be proven by eg. using the spectral representation of G gr . In partic-
ular, we can write:

1 X
Gsr 2" = % G ;0" : (92)
2oy
Combining (92) with ©Q) we get:
1 X () 0
T = 281 ) ©)TreGsr Cﬁf;ﬁ@f)
g/h20y
1 X
= 281 ¢ (ﬁ@ﬁ )TrsG st (hx; (ﬁ@ﬁ Hheo)
gih20y
Lt k)Txs G gr Qx;khe" : (93)
481
ﬁ;ﬁZOh

To obtain the second line from the rst one, we recall that the character is the
trace ofthe irrep m atrix, and we have n generalTr@BC) = Tr(CAB ), therefore
@)= (Gah b). The third line is obtained from the second oneby xing h and
summ ing over §. Shee hgh 1= Agh T () ¢ = ¢, the summ ation over § is a
rearrangem ent of the group. W e now apply the geom etrical identity:
Z Z
&rf fix) = &rf @) (94)

SB ST

X

20,
to cast (93) into the desired fom :

T- L 0 @) TrrGsr ;929 ; (95)
481 ST ST ’ I

§20n

where we relabelled k as ¢ for convenience. The result (95) is the desired one,
sihce T isnow expressed using traces over ST which involre no sym m etry planes.
Sem iclassically, the ormula (98) m eans that we should consider all the periodic
orbits ofthe ST m odul a symm etry elem ent § to get the density of states of the
SB . Therefore, the di culty of handling in proper orbits is elin inated, since in
the ST all of the isolated periodic orbits are proper.

Let us elaborate further on (9Y) and consider the various contributions to it.
A proper periodic orbit of the SB with code W ;4§) has 48 realizations in the ST
which are geom etrically distinct. They are obtained from each other by applying
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the operations of 0y, . T hese conjigate periodic orbits are all related to the sam e
§ and thus have the sam e Jlengths and m onodrom ies. C onsequently they allhave
the sam e sam iclassical contrbutions. H ence, their sem iclassical contriution to T
isthe sam e aswewould get from naively applying the G utzw iller trace form ula to
the SB, considering only proper periodic orbits. T his result is consistent w ith our

ndings about classical desym m etrization (section 4 J above). For the in proper
periodic orbits there is a di erence, however. There are genuine sam iclassical
e ects due to desymm etrization for unstable periodic orbits that are con ned
to planes or to edges, notably large reduction in the contrbutions for D irichlet
conditions on the sym m etry planes.

To dem onstrate this point, ket us consider in som e detail an exam ple of the
periodic orbit that traverses along the 8-old edge AE In  gureil. Forthe ST (o
desym m etrization) its sam iclassical contribution is:

— R . 96
A, = o (96)
Forthe SB there are 8 code words that correspond to the periodic orbit (s) which
traverses along this 8-fold edge. A calculation yields for the sem iclassical contri-
bution:

R p 2
Ag = . 2 21 2 1 ; 97)
w here R=S. The upper sign is for the case of the totally symm etric irrep,

and the lower one for the totally antisym m etric irrep. In the antisym m etric case

we get for 1:
4

Ag
A, 2 o
1

which m eans that the desym m etrization greatly reduces the contribution of this
periodic orbit In case ofD irichlet boundary conditionson the planes. Forthe case
of our longest spectrum R = 02, S = 1) this reduction factor is approxin ately
2 10 * which m akes the detection of this periodic orbit practically in possble.
ForNeum ann boundary conditions the contribution is com parable to the ST case
and is appreciabl.

The formula (©5) together w ith the algorithm describbed above are the basis
for our com putations of the sam iclassical contributions of the periodic orbits of
the SB . Speci cally, the contrbution ofa code W s given by:

Az LiKy @) ¢
W . 1=2 7
lrdet @ My)J
where sz) is the length of the periodic orbit, K = (# ofdistinct realizations of
W under Oy)/48 and r is the repetition index. Theterm  isdueto the re ec-
tions from the spheres and is determ ined by the boundary conditions on them .

For Neum ann boundary conditions , = 1, for D irichlet boundary conditions

+ = ( 1}, wheren is the number of bounces.

99)

74



5.2 Length spectrum

H aving derived the explicit expression for the sam iclassical am plitudes for the SB
©9), we are in position to transform the trace omula @7) to a Hm which can
be usad for num erical com putations which test its validity. W e de ne the kength
Soectrum  as the Fourer transform of the density of states:
Z +1 X
1 . 1 .
D () P dk)e*tdk = P S (100)

1 n

For convenience we de ne d( k) dk) =) k,= k and the sum is carried
out oralln 2 Znf0g. U sing the trace formula (87) we cbtain sam iclassically:
g T —
Dee@=D M+ Dypp D+ EAj[ € I+ d+Lyl: (101)

PO

In the above D (1) is a singularity at 1= 0 which is due to the an ooth density
of states. The length spectrum is sharply peaked near lengths of periodic orbits
hence its name. To regularize (L01) such that it can be applied to nite sam ples
of the quantum spectrum , we use a weight function and construct the weighted
length spectrum  [791:
p A 50 1 X .
D *) 1;k) p2: wk ¥)dkHeFTdk’= p2: wk k)e*' 102

1 n

wherew isaweight function (wih an e ective nite support) that is concentrated
at the origin. T he corresponding sam iclassical expression is:

Ds(z:” Lk)=D ) Q)+ D,. M+ W (1L Lj)ej.k(l L) 4w L+ Lj)eik(l+Lj)

PO

) X Ay
2

p__ R, | (103)
wherew ) (1= 2 ) | w (k)e*'dk isthe Fourir transform ofw (k).

In principle, dk) and D () contaln the sam e Inform ation and are therefore
equivalent. H owever, for our purposes, i is advantageous to use the length spec—
trum D (1) (and in practice D *) (1;k)) rather than the spectral density §7) or
the follow Ing reasons:

T he regularized sem iclassical length spectrum , ch”, is absolutely conver—

gent for suitably chosen windows [79] eg.G aussians). This is in contrast
w ith the origihal trace ormula 7).

T here is an exact m athem atical result §0] that states that ©or billiards the
singular supports ofD (1) and ofD 4 () are the sam e, ifthe n nite spectra
are considered. T his exact quantum {classical result speci cally relates to
the length spectra. Ik is therefore usefill to identify and treat transient
e ects (eg. di raction contrbutions) for nie spectra using the length
coordinate.
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The trace omulat §7) can be considered as a m eans to quantize a chaotic
system , since it expresses the quantal density of states in temm s of the clas—
sical length spectrum . H owever, In practice this is not convenient because
the sam iclassical am plitudes are only leading tem s In asym ptotic serdies in
k (equivalently in ~). For nie values of k there can be large deviations
due to sub-leading corrections [G, 7] and also due to signi cant di raction
corrections §, 81, 38]. Treating the trace form ula the other way (\inverse
quantum chaology") is advantageous because the quantal am plitudes have
allequalweights 1.

T he appearance of peaks In both dk) and D (1) comes as a resul of the
constructive interference of m any oscillatory contributions. Any m issihg
or spurious contribution can blur the peaks (sse gure 27 for an exam plke
w ith a shgl energy levelm issing). For the energy levels we have a good
controlon the com pleteness of the spectrum due to W eyl's law (see section
T). As discussed above, this is not the case for periodic orbits where we
do not have an independent veri cation of their com pleteness. Hence it is
advantageous to use the energy levels which are known to be com plte in
order to reproduce peaks that correspond to the periodic orbits.

Forthe Sihaibilliard the low {lIying dom ain ofthe spectrum is peculiar due
to e ects of desymm etrization (see section 2.4). For D irichlet boundary
conditions on the planes, the kevels k,R < 9 are very sin ilar to those of the
ntegrable case R = 0). The \chaotic" levels for which the sam iclassical
approxin ation is valid k,R > 9) thus start higher up, which m akes the
sem iclassical reproduction of them very di cult in practice even w ith the
use of Berry {K eating resumm ation techniques 69]. On the other hand,
using the quantum Jlevels we can reproduce a few isolated length peaks, as
w illbe seen in the sequel.

In the follow Ing we shall dem onstrate a stringent test of the com pleteness and

of the accuracy of the quantal spectrum using the length spectrum . Then we
shall investigate the agreem ent between the quantaland the sam iclassical length
goectra. W e shallem ploy a technique to lter the e ects of the bouncing balls,
such that only generic contrioutions rem ain.

5.3 A sem iclassical test of the quantal spectrum

In the follow ing we use the length spectrum In order to develop a stringent test
of the com pleteness and integrity ofthe quantal spectrum . T his supplem ents the
Integrity and com pleteness analysis of the quantal spectrum done in subsections
2.4{2.5. The dea is to focus on an isolated contrdbution to the kength spectrum
that can be com pared to an analytical result. Th section 3.0 we discussed the
Integrable billiard R = 0) and observed that there are contrbutions to the
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density of states due to isolated but neutral periodic orbits. T he shortest periodic
orbit of this kind has length S= 3 0577S and was shown in gure'é. Its
contrbution must prevaBl_ﬁ;rR > 0 until i is shadowed by the Inscribed sohere,
which occursatR = S= 6 0:41S . Being the shortest bouncing ball, its length
is distant from the other bouncing balls. A s for the isolation from other generic
periodic orbits, orR = 02 there isa nearby contribution ofthe shortest unstable
periodic orbit of length 0:6S . However, for D irichlet boundary conditions on the
planesthe latter ispractically elin nated due to symm etry e ectsaswasdiscussed
in section 5.0i. Since otherperiodic orbits are fairly distant, this shortest bouncing
ball is an ideal test{ground of the kength spectrum . Using (1) and a G aussian
w indow :

&k ¥)?

2 2

one obtains the contribution ofthe shortest bouncing ballto the length spectrum :

; (104)

1
w (k lé’):pﬁexp

ek @ s 3) h p_ i
p Y Lk)= ——— L s=3)2 2=2 : (105)
sc;shortest bb (6 )3:2 &p °
D ue to its isolation, one expects that the shortest bouncing ball gives the d.Bm_—
nant contrbution to the length spectrum near its lkength. Thus, forl S= 3,

one has P ;Z’j j)s(z;;hmest vo  The latter is independent of k. To test the

above relation, we com puted the quantal length spectrum D ®) orR = 0 and
R = 02 fortwo di erent values of k, and com pared with @05). The results are
shown In gure 27, and the agreem ent is very satisfactory.

To show how sensitive and stringent this test is, we ram oved from theR = 02
quantal spectrum a singke kevel, ki5q0 = 1751182, and studied the e ect on the
length spectrum . A s is seen In the gure, this is enough to severely dam age the
agreem ent between the quantum data and the theoretical expectation. T herefore
we oconclude that our spectrum is com plete and also accurate to a high degree.

54 Filtering thebouncing-balls I:D irichlet{N eum ann dif-
ference

The nal goal of our sam iclassical analysis is to test the predictions due to
G utzw iller’s trace formula. Since the 3D Sinai is meant to be a paradigm for
3D system s, wem ust ram ove the in uence of the non-generic bouncingball fam —
ilies and nd a way to focus on the contributions of the generic and unstabl
periodic orbit. This is In perative, because In the 3D Sihaibilliard the bouncing
balls have contribbutions which are much larger than those of the generic peri-
odic orbits. Thspecting equations 1) and ©9), we nd that the contrbutions of
the krading{order bouncing balls are stronger by a factor of k than those ofé:lle
generic periodic orbits. T his isworse than in the 2D case, where the factoris k.
To show how overwheln ing isthe e ect ofthebouncing balls, weplot In gure 28,
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Figure 27: Absolute value of the quantal length spectra P “’jwith a G aussian
window, = 30, compared to the theoretical prediction ({105). The location of
the shortest bouncing ball is Indicated by the vertical line.
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the quantal lengths spectra P “’JoOrR = 0 and R = 02 ( irichket everyw here)
togetherw ith P o Jjw hich contains contrdbutionsonly from generic and unstable
periodic orbis. One cbserves that all the peaks In the quantal length spectra
are near lengths of the bouncing balls. C ontrbutions of generic periodic oroits
are com pltely overw heln ed by those of the bouncing balls and cannot be traced
In the quantal length spectrum of R = 02. Also, we see that orR = 02 the
peaks are in general ower than for R = 0. This is because of the (partial or
com plkte) shadow Ing e ect of the Inscribed sphere that reduces the prefactors of
the bouncing balls asR increases.

In the case of the 2D Sinaibilliard it was possble to analytically lter the
e ect of the bouncing balls from the sam iclassical density of states B7, 17]. In
three din ensions this ism uch m ore di cult. The finctional fom s of the contri-
butions to the density of states of the bouncing balls are given in @1)), but i is
a di cul geom etric problm to calculate the prefactors which are proportional
to the cross sections of the bouncing{ballm anifolds in con guration space. The
desym m etrization m akes this di culty even greater and the calculations becom e
very Intricate. In addition, there is always an in nite num ber of bouncing{ball
m anifolds in the 3D Sinai. This is In contrast w ith the 2D Sinai, In which a nite
(and usually quite an all for m oderate radii) num ber of bouncing{ball fam ilies
exist. A llthism eans, that an analytical subtraction of the bouncing{lball contri-
butions is very intricate and vuherabl to errors w hich are di cult to detect and
can have a devastating e ect on the quantal{sam iclassical agreem ent.

In orderto circum vent these di culties, we present in the follow ing an e cient
and sin ple m ethod to get rid of the bouncing balls. The idea is simpl: The
bouncing balls are exactly those periodic orbits that do not re ect from the
sohere. Therefore, changing the boundary conditions on the sphere does not
a ect the bouncing{ball contrioutions. Thus, the sam iclassical density of states
for D irichlet / N eum ann boundary conditions on the sphere is:

ooy = dooy + o + A (106)

The di erence dp G s hence ndependent (n kading approxin ation in k) of
dyp and has the standard form of a trace formula:
X
by dk dk= bk dyk + a7 Al coskLj) : (107)

PO

HereAéD),A]FN) are the coe cients that correspond to D irichlet and Neum ann

cases, respectively. In fact, orD irichlet, each re ection w ith the sohere causes a
sign change, while for Neum ann there are no sign changes. T herefore:

o) 28 ® odd number of re ections
A = 3 . ; (108)
0 even num ber of re ections
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Figure 28: Quantal length spectra forR = 0 and R = 02 com pared to sam iclas-
sical length spectrum for R = 02 that contains only generic, unstable periodic
orbits. In allcases k = 160, = 30. The locations of the bouncing balls are
iIndicated: D aggers for 2-param eters bouncing balls that occupy 3D volum e in
con guration space, stars for 2D bouncing balls and crosses for 1D bouncing
balls.
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and we expect to observe in the length spectrum ofdy, y contributions only due
to generic periodic orbits w ith an odd num ber of re ections. The results of the
num erical com putations are presented In  gure 29 w here we com pare the quantal
(exact) vs. sam iclassical (theoretical) length spectra. W e cbserve on the outsst
that in contrast to gure 2§ the quantal and sam iclassical length spectra are of
sim ilar m agnitudes and the bouncing balls no longer dom inate. T he peaks near
Jengths that correspond to the bouncing balls are greatly din inished, and in fact
we see that the peak corresponding to the shortest bouncing ball (1 0577)
is com plktely absent, as predicted by the theory. Even m ore im portant is the
rem arkable agreem ent between the quantal and the sam iclassical length spectra
which one observes near various peaks (eg.near 1= 0:75, 125, 2). Since the
sam iclassical length spectrum contains only generic contributions from unstable
periodic orbits, this m eans that we dem onstrated the existence and the correct—
ness ofthese G utzw iller contributions in the quantal levels. T herefore, one can say
that at Jeast as faras length soectra are concermed, the sam iclassical trace form ula
is partially successfiill. There are, however, a few locations for which there isno
agream ent between the quantal and the sam iclassical length spectra. The places
where this discrepancy takes place are notably located near 3D bouncing{ball
Jengths. This suggest that there are \rem nants" of the bouncihg{ball contribu-
tions that are not ltered by the D irichlkt { Neum ann di erence procedure. It
is natural to expect that these rem nants are m ost prom nent for the strongest
(3D ) bouncing balls. The ordigin of these rem nants are the periodic orbits that
are exactly tangent to the sphere. A s an exam ple, consider the 3D bouncing{ball
fam ilies that are shown In  gure 2 (upper part). The tangent orbits that are
related to them constitute a 1param eter fam ily that surrounds the sohere lke
a \corona". For a single tangent traversal their contributions acquire opposite
signs for D irichlet and N eum ann boundary conditions on the sohere. Hence the
D irichlet { Neum ann di erence procedure still inclide these contridbutions which
is apparent in the large discrepancy near 1= 1. For two tangent traversals the
D irichlet and N eum ann contributions have the sam e sign and hence cancel each
other. This is indeed con med n gure 29 where we cbserve that near 1= 2
there isno discrepancy between the quantaland the sam iclassical length spectra.
The above m entioned tangent orbits belong to the set of points In phase
goace In which the classical m apping is discontinuous. Sem iclassically they give
rise to di raction e ects. Tangent orbiswere treated forthe 2D case in ourwork
[B1, 38]. To elin inate their e ects we hence need to sharpen our tools and to
nd a better ltering m ethod than the present D irichlet { Neum ann di erence
procedure. This is perform ed in the follow ing using m ixed boundary conditions.

81



0.05
~—== 8 {odd # collisions)
0.04
oo rr
ey * * * * *
i—-—-; ¥ X X X X %
= |l TN I [ {] Kl
0.02 +
0.01
i ap
+ 2D
x 1h s
0.0 . S
0.0 2.0 2.5
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5.5 Filtering the bouncingballs IT: M ixed boundary con-
ditions

T he idea behind the D irichlet{N eum ann di erence m ethod was to subtract two
goectra which di er only by their boundary conditions on the sphere. This can
be generalized, if one replaces the discrete \param eter" ofD irichlet or N eum ann
conditions by a continuous param eter , and studies the di erences of the corre—
sponding densities of states dk; ;) dk; »). In section 2.1 we discussed the
m ixed boundary conditions regarding the exact quantization of the 3D SB and
gave the -dependent expressions for the quantal phase shifts. M ixed boundary
conditions were extensively discussed in B2, 831.

To include the m ixed boundary conditions In the sam iclassical trace form ula
we generalize the results of Berry [L5]. T here, he derived the trace form ula for the
2D Sinaibilliard from an expansion ofthe KKR detem nant In tem s of traces.
If one uses the 3D KKR matrix with ) and perform a sin ilar expansion, the
result is a m odi cation of the G utzw iller tem s as follow s:

A cosKkL ;) ! AyooskLjy+ ny + ) ;

X oot
3y = ( 2) arctan 7}{ 5 G (110)
cos

=1 i

109)

HereA ; are the sam iclassicalcoe cients fortheD irichlet conditions on the sphere
(c.f. equation (©99)) and nj counts the number of re ections from the sohere. The
angles i(j) are the re ection angles from the sphere m easured from the nom alof
the j'th periodic orbit. Tt is instructive to note that the phases (I10) above are
exactly the sam e as those cbtained by a plane wave that re ects from an In nite
plane with m ixed boundary conditions ). This is consistent with the local
nature of the sam iclassical approxin ation. A prom inent feature of the m ixed
boundary conditions which is m anifest in {109) is that they do not a ect the
geom etricalproperties (length, stability) ofthe periodic orbits. R ather, they only
cause a change of a phase which depends on the geom etry of the periodic orbit.
This is due to the fact that the m ixIng param eter has no classical analogue.
T he invariance of periodic oroits w ith respect to  renders the m ixed boundary
conditions an attractive param eter for eg. Investigations of param etric statistics.
This was discussed and dem onstrated In detailin B3].
W e are now In a position to apply the m ixed boundary conditions to get an

e cient ltering of the bouncing{ball contributions. W e rst note that ifwe x

, then the levels are functions of : k, = k, ( ). Let us consider the derivative
of the quantal counting function at = 0:

QN k; ) X @
a 7 = — k,
k) a y a k ()]

n =0
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= k k); 111)

where k, = k, (0) are the D irichkt eigenvalues. Hence, the quantity & is a
weighted density of states w ith delta{peaks located on the D irichlet eigenvalues.

T he sam iclassical expression for & doesnot contain the leading contribution of
the bouncing balls, since this contribution is independent of . The sem iclassical
contributions of the isolated periodic orbits to d are of the form A 4B ycos(kL5),

where

B - 2K X @ .
3= — s ;7 112)

=1

This is easily derived from (109) and {110). Since the re ection anglks [ are

n the range 0; =2], the coe cient B j vanish if and only if i(j) = =2 forall
i= 1;:::;n5, which is an exact tangency. Therefore, exactly tangent periodic
orbits are also elim inated by the derivative m ethod. This is the desired e ect of
them ixed boundary conditionsm ethod that serves to further clean the spectrum
from sub-leading contributions of the bouncing balls. W e sum m arize equations
{111) and {12):

X X
g= v & K T 47 AB cskiy; v (Zk“

term
n PO =0

(113)

T o check the utility ofd and to verify {113) we com puted both sidesof (113) for
R = 02and = 100.Thequantalspectrum wasoom puted for = 0003 and the
derivatives v, were obtained by the nite di erences from the = 0 (O irichlet)
spectrum . The coe cients B j were extracted from the geom etry of the periodic
orbits. In gures 30 and 31 the length spectra are com pared. The agreem ent
between the quantal and the sam iclassical data is in pressive, especially for the
lower I=values. T here are no signi cant rem nants ofpeaks near the bouncing{ball
locations, and the peaks correspond to the generic and unstable periodic oroits.
T his dem onstrates the utility of using & as an e cient means for Itering the
goectrum from the non-generic e ects.

T he quantal{ sem iclassical agreem ent ofthe length spectra isnot perfect, how —
ever, and it is instructive to list possibl causes of this disagreement. W e 1rst
recallthat the sam iclassicalam plitudes A 5 are the leading termm s in an asym ptotic
series, hence we expect corrections of order 1=k to the weights of periodic orbits.
They are denoted as ~ corrections and were treated In detail by G aspard and
Anso Gland by A Ionso and G aspard []. In our case, however, 1=k~ 1=100 and
these corrections are not expected to be dom nant. M ore In portant are di rac-
tion corrections which are also nie k e ects that stem from the existence ofa
concave com ponent (the sohere) in the billiard. Several kinds of di raction cor-
rections to the trace form ula were analyzed for 2D billiards. Vattay, W irzoa and
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Rosengvist B] considered cresping orbits, and we considered In {81, 38] penum —
bra corrections. (The penumbra is the region in phase space which is close to
tangency: 3 kRj  kRY¥3, where ~" is the angularm om entum .) W e list the
various di raction corrections In the follow ing:

C reeping orbits: These areorbitswhich are classically forbidden. T hey \creep"
over concave parts of the billiard, and their sam iclassical contribution is ex—
ponentially am all in k'=3, which should be negligble for the k values that
we consider.

E xactly tangent orbits: These were already m entioned above, and we showed
that their contrlbutions are elin lnated to a large extent by the m ixed
boundary conditions procedure. For 2D system s we found, however, that
this is true in leading order only, and there are sn all rem nants of the tan—
gent orbits jnﬁh_e weighted density & B8]. The m agnitude of the rem nants
in 2D isO (1= k), which is am aller than O (k°) of a generic unstable peri-
odicoroit. In 3D, a sin ilar analysis show s that the rem nants ofeach fam ily
of tangent orbits is O k%) which is the same m agniude as for unstable
periodic orbits. Review ng gures 30 and 81}, we can cbserve som e of the
peaks of the quantal{sam iclassical di erence near l¥engths that correspond
to exactly tangent orbits.

U nstable and isolated periodic orbits that traverse the penum bra: W e
have shown In B2, 38]that forperiodic orbitswhich jistm isstangency w ith
a oconcave com ponent of the billiard boundary, there is a correction to the
sam iclassical am plitude Ay which is of the sam e m agnitude as Ay itself.
These O (1) di raction corrections are the m ost in portant corrections to
the trace form ula for generic billiards. For periodic orbits which re ect at
an extrem e forward direction from a concave com ponent, the am plitude A 4
isvery an alldue to the extram e classical nstability. Ifwe lnclide di raction
corrections, the sam iclassical contributions of these orbits get m uch larger.
T herefore, the sem iclassical contributions of periodic orbit that traverse
the penum bra m ust be radically corrected. M oreover, we found that if one
considers all the periodic oroits up to the Heisenberg length Ly 2 dk)
(necessary to obtain a resolution ofonem ean level spacing), then aln ostall
of the periodic orbits are vulnerable to penum bra di raction corrections.

C lassically forbidden periodic orbits that traverse the shaded part of
the penum bra: Penumbra di raction e ects lad to sem iclassical contri-
butions from periodic orbits that slightly traverse through a concave com —
ponent. Since they do not relate to classically allow ed orbits, they represent
new ocontributions to the trace form ula rather than corrections of existing
ones. Theirm agnitudes are com parable to those of generic unstabl peri-
odic orbits.
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The above list of corrections, which was com piled according to studies of 2D
billiards, suggests that there is a wealth ofe ects that m ust be considered if one
w ishes to go beyond the G utzw iller trace form ula. &t isvery di cult to im plem ent
these corrections system atically even for2D billiards, and it goesbeyond the scope
of the present work to study them further for the 3D Sinaibilliard. W e m ention
In passing that exospt exact tangency, the penumbra e ects are transient and
depend on k.

A coording to the m athem atical theorem (0] m entioned above, the quantal
and the sam iclassical length spectra are asym ptotically the same. The signi -
cance of our ndings in this section is that we have shown that the quantal{
sam iclassical agreem ent is achieved already for nite and m oderate values of k
and that the corrections are not very large (for the Irange we looked at). This
is very encouraging, and justi es an optin istic attitude to the validity of the
sem iclassical approxin ation In 3D system s. H owever, ocbtaining accurate energy
levels from the trace form ula involves m any contributions from a large number
of periodic orbits. Therefore, one cannot directly nfer at this stage from the
accuracy of the peaks of the length spectrum to the accuracy of energy lvels.
There is a need to quantify the sam iclassical error and to express it in a way
which m akes use of the above sam iclassical analysis. This is done In section &.
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6 Theaccuracy ofthe sem iclassicalenergy spec—
trum

O ne of the m ost im portant applications of the trace formula is to explain the
goectral statistics and their relation to the universal predictions of Random M a—
trix Theory RM T) H,98]. However, a prerequisite for the use of the sam iclassical
approxin ation to com pute short{range statistics isthat it is abl to reproduce the
exact soectrum w ithin an error com parable to or lkess than them ean level spacing!
This is a dam anding requirem ent, and quite often it is doubted that the sam i
classical approxin ation is able to reproduce precise kevels for high {din ensional
system s on the ©llow .Ing grounds. Them ean level spacing depends on the din en—
sbnality (um ber of freedom s) of the system , and i isO (~) Bl. G utzw iller P
quotes an argum ent by Pauli 7]to show that in generalthe errorm argin for the
sem iclassical approxin ation scales as O (~?) independently of the dim ensionality.
Applied to the trace form ula, the expected error In units of the m ean soacing,
which is the gure ofmerit In the present context, is therefore expected to be
0 (~? 9). W e shall refer to this as the \traditionalestin ate". Tt setsd = 2 as
a critical dim ension for the applicability of the sem iclassical trace form ula and
hence for the validiy of the conclusions which are drawn from it. The few sys-
tem s In d > 2 dinm ensions which were num erically investigated display spectral
statistics which adhere to the predictions of RM T as accurately as their counter—
parts in d = 2 B3, 54,19]. Thus, the traditional estin ate cannot be correct in
the present context, and we shall explain the reasons why it is inadequate.

In this section we shall develop m easures for the accuracy of the sam iclassical
energy levels. W e shallthen derive form ulasto evaluate thesem easures. U sing our
quantaland classical (periodic orbits) databases forthe 2D and 3D Sinaibilliards,
we shallapply the form ulas and get num erical bounds for the sem iclassical errors.

The problem of the accuracy of the energy soectrum derived from the sam -
classical trace form ula was hardly discussed in the literature. G utzw iller quotes
the traditional estin ate ofO (~* <) B, 75]. G agpard and A Ionso [], A Jonso and
G aspard [}] and Vattay, W irzba and R osenqvist {] derived explicit and generic
~ corrections for the trace form ula, but do not address directly the issue of sem i+
classical accuracy of energy Jevels. Boasn an [B§] estin ates the accuracy of the
Boundary IntegralM ethod B M ) [14] ©r 2D billiards in the case that the exact
kemel is replaced by its asym ptotic approxin ation. He nds that the resul-
Ing error is of the sam e m agnitude as the m ean spacing, in agreem ent w ith the
traditional estin ate. H owever, the dependence of the sam iclassical error on the
din ensionality is not established. W e also m ention a recent work by D ahlgvist

B3] in which the sam iclassical error due to penumbra (di raction) e ects is ana—
Iytically estin ated forthe 2D Siaibilliard. T he resuls are com patble w ith the
ones reported here.
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6.1 M easures of the sem iclassical error

In order to de ne a proper error m easure for the sam iclassical approxin ation of
the energy soectrum one has to clarify a few issues. In contrast with the EBK
quantization which gives an explicit form ula for the soectrum , the sam iclassical
goectrum  for chaotic system s is im plicit in the trace form ula, or in the sem iclassi-
calexpression forthe spectraldeterm nant. To extract the sam iclassical spectrum
we recall that the exact spectrum , fE g, can be obtained from the exact counting
function:

N E) E En; 114)
by solving the equation
NE,)=n —; n=1;2;::: : (115)

In the last equation, an arbirarily am all am ount of sm oothing m ust be applied
to the Heavyside function. In analogy, one cbtains the sam iclassical spectrum
fE *g as pd1I:

N EX)=n —; n=1;2;::: ; 11e)

where N o is a sam iclassical approxin ation of N . Note that N . wih which we
start is not necessarily a sharp counting fiinction. H owever, once fE g isknown,
we can \rectify" the an ooth N o Into the sharp counting finction N ;*C Bl:

b
NP E) E EX): 117)

sc
n=1

The m ost cbvious choice for N . is the G utzw iller trace form ula E] truncated at
the Heisenberg tin e, which is what we shall use. A fematively, one can start
from the reqularized Berry{K eating Zeta function € ) 9], and de neN . =
N (1= ) log « E + i0), which yeldsN = N .

Next, in order to de ne a quantitative m easure of the sam iclassical error,
one should establish a oneto-one corresoondence between the quantal and the
sam iclassical evels, nam ely, one should identify the sam iclassical counterparts of
the exact quantum Jlevels. In classically chaotic system s, forwhich the G utzw iller
trace form ula is applicable, the only constant of them otion is the energy. This is
translated nto a single \good" quantum num ber in the quantum spectrum , which
is the ordinal num ber of the levels when ordered by their m agniude. Thus, the
only correspondence which can be established between the exact spectrum fE g
and its sem iclassical approxin ation, fE *g, is

E, ! EX: (118)
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T his is to be contrasted w ith integrable system s, where it is approprate to com —
pare the exact and approxin ate levels which have the sam e quantum num bers.
T he natural scale on which the accuracy of sam iclassical energy levels should
bem easured isthem ean kevelspacing A E )) . W e shallbe interested here in the
m ean sam iclassical error, and proper m easures are the m ean absolute di erence:

YE) hE)E. E i 119)

or the variance: ,
“E®) hdE, €, E*) i ; (120)

where h 1 denotes averaging over a spectral interval E centered at E. The
Interval E is Jarge enough so that the m ean number of levels E dE) 1.
Yet, E is anallenough on the classical scale, such that dE) constant over
the interval considered.
W e shallnow com pare two di erent estin ates for the sam iclassical ervor. T he
rst one is the traditional estin ate:
traditional _ 0 (

~

st d:
2 dy const 3 as ~! 0 121)

!
1 ;

(cf. section 1). It clain s that the sem iclassical approxin ation is (n arginally)
accurate In two din ensions, but it fails to predict accurate energy levels for three
din ensions or m ore. W e em phasize that the traditional estin ate is a qualita—
tive error m easure, em erging from global error estin ate of the tin e propagator.
Hence, i cannot be directly connected to either ) or @ . W em ention it here
since it is the one usually quoted in the literature.

Onemay get a di erent estin ate of the sam iclassical error, if the G utzw iller
TraceFomula G TF) isused asa starting point. Suppose that we have calculated
N & to a certain degree of precision, and we com pute from it the sam iclassical
energies E * using f114). Denote by N . the higher order tem s which were
neglected In the calculation ofN .. The expected error in E ° can be estin ated
by including N g and calculating the energy di erences , . T hat is, we consider:

1

Ne®@+ n)+ N oES+ 4)=n 5" 122)
Combining {116) and {{22) we get (to rstorderin ,):
) N o EF) Ne®r) 123)
@N & E )=CE dEF)

In the above we assum ed that the uctuations ofN 4. around is average are not
very large. T hus,
WETE dEN I NeED): (124)
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Let us apply the above form ula and consider the case in which we take orN
ismean part N , and that we Include In N temm s of order up to (@nd incliding)
~ ™ om d. For N o we use both the leading correction to N and the leading
order periodic orbi sum which is om ally (term w ise) of order ~°. Hence,

LMGTF

. =0 (~ m+l)+ 0 (NO): 0 min( m+1;0) . (125)

W e conclude, that approxin ating the energies only by them ean counting finction
N up to (and not Including) the constant tem , is already su cient to obtain
sem iclassical energies which are accurate to O (~°) = O (1) with respect to the
m ean density of states. Note again, that no periodic orbit contributions were
Included iIn N .. Including less term s in N w ill lead to a diverging sam iclassical
error, while m ore term s w illbe m asked by the periodic orbi (oscillatory) tem .
O ne can do even better ifone Includes n N ¢ the an ooth tem sup to and including
the constant temm (O (~°)) together with the leading order periodic orbit sum
which is om ally also O (~°). T he sam iclassical error is then:

Iilo),GTF =0 (Y (126)

T hat is, the sam iclassical energiesm easured In units of them ean level spacing are
asym ptotically accurate ndependently of the din ension! This estin ate grossly
contradicts the traditional estin ate (121) and calls or an explanation.

The rstpoint that should be noted is that the order ofm agnitude (power of
~) of the periodic orbit sum , which we considered above to be O ~°), is only a
form alone. Indeed, each temm which is due to a singk periodic orbit is of order
0 (~Y). However the periodic orbit sum absolutely diverges, and at best it is only
conditHonally convergent. To give it a num erical m eaning, the periodic orbit sum
m ust therefore be reqularized. Thisise ectively achieved by truncating the trace
form ula or the corresponding spectral  fiinction 'P6,'84,69,'90]. However, the
cuto itself depends on ~. O ne can conclude, that the sim plem Inded estin ate
126) given above is at best a lower bound, and the error introduced by the
periodic orbit sum must be reevaluated w ith m ore care. Thispoint w illbe dealt
w ith in great detail In the sequel, and we shall eventually develop a m eaningfiil
fram ew ork for evaluating the m agnitude of the periodic orboit sum .

T he digparity between the traditional estin ate of the sam iclassical error and
the one based on the trace form ula can be further illustrated by the follow Ing
argum ent. T he periodic orbit form ula isderived from the sam iclassical propagator
K & using further approxin ations P]. T herefore one wonders, how can it be that
fiirther approxin ations of K . actually reduce the sam iclassical error from  (121)

to (176)? The puzzk is resolved if we recall, that in order to dbtain o’

above we ssgparated the density of states nto a an ooth part and an oscillating
part, and we required that the an ooth part is accurate enough. To achieve this,
we have to go beyond the lkrading W eyls term and to use specialized m ethods to
calculate the an ooth density of states beyond the leading order. T hese m ethods
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MGTF

are m ostly developed for billiards B2, 91,92]. In any case, to obtain o
have added additional nform ation which goes beyond the lading sam iclassical
approxin ation.

A direct check of the accuracy of the sam iclassical spectrum using the error
measures Y, @ isexceedingly di cult due to the exponentially lJarge num ber
ofperiodic orbitsneeded. T he few casesw here such tests w ere carried out Involve
2D systam s and it was possible to check only the Iowest (less than a hundred)
levels (eg. [60,73)) . The good agreem ent betw een the exact and the sem iclassical
values con m ed the expectation that In 2D the sem iclassical ervor is an all. In
3D , the topolgical entropy is typically m uch larger 50, 54], and the direct test
of the sam iclassical spectrum becom es prohbitive.

Facing wih this grin reality, we have to introduce altemative error m ea—
sures which yield the desired inform ation, but which are m ore appropriate for a

practical calculation. W e construct the m easure:
D E

(Z)CE) N E) N:CCE)Z : @27)

E

A sbefore, the trangular brackets indicate averaging over an energy interval E
aboutE . W eshallnow show that @ faithfilly re ectsthedeviationsbetween the
spectra, and is closely related to @ and @ . Note, that the follow Ing argum ents
are purely statistical and apply to every pair of staircase fiinctions.

Suppose rst, that all the di erences E ° E, are an aller than the m ean
spacing. Then, N  Nf jis either 0 or 1 in m ost of the cases (see gure 32).
Hence, N N!j= N N! F alongmost oftheE axis. Consequently,

“E®) NE) NLE) for sm all deviations : (128)

T he right hand side ofthe above equation (the fraction ofnon {zero contributions)
equals ®. Thus,

g 7

@ @) ; for analldeviations : (129)

If, on the other hand, deviations are m uch larger than one m ean soacing, the
typicalhorizontaldistance dE  E, jshould be com parable to the verticaldistance
N Njcjandhenoe,jnthjs]jmit

@ @ for large deviations : (130)
Therefre, weexpect @ to interpolatebetween ® and “? throughout the entire
range ofdeviations. T hisbehaviorwas indeed cbserved in a num erical testsw hich
were perform ed to check the above expectations P3]. M oreover, it was shown in

[031that @ is completely equivalent to @ when the spectral counting fiinctions
are replaced w ith their an ooth counterparts, provided that the sn oothing w idth
is ofthe order of 1 m ean kevel spacing and the sam e an oothing is applied to both
counting finctions. That is,

) @) .
sm ooth 4

for all deviations : (131)
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Figure 32: Tlustration of N E ) Njc E )jfor an alldeviations between quantum
and sem iclassical energies: &) d!? . The quantum staircase N E) is
denoted by the fll Iine and the sam iclassical staircase N ;fc (£ ) is denoted by the
dashed line. The di erence is shaded.
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In testing the sam iclassical accuracy, thiskind of am oothing isessentialand w illbe
Introduced by truncating the trace form ula at the H eisenberg tin ety Hd. These
properties of the measure “, and is com plete equivalence to @ for am ooth
counting functions, renders it a m ost approprate m easure of the sam iclassical
error.

W enow tum to the practicalevaluation of @ . To perform the energy averag—
Ing, we choose a positive ﬁinldow finctionw €° E)whith hasawidth E near
E and isnomalzedby ;| dEW?E% = 1. T fallso su cintly rapidly so
that all the expressions which follow are wellbehaved. W e consider the follow ing
counting functions that have an e ective support on an intervalofsize E about

E:

F&5%E) wE® EN E&) (132)
NI E%E) w® ENLEO: (133)

The functions N and I\f\fc are sharp staircases, since the multiplication wih w
preserves the sharpness of the stairs (it isnot a convolution!). W e now explicitly
oonstruct @ € ) as:
Z +1 2
“Ee) = e’ N E%E) NLESE)
1
+1

E°NEY) NLEY)WIE® E): 134)

1

To cbtain ;i)ooth weneed to snooth N and N *, overa scale of order of onem ean

soacihg. O ne can, eg., replace the sharp stairsby error functions. A s forN :C, we
prefer to sim ply replace it w ith the origihalN .., which we assum e to be an ooth
over one m ean spacing. That is, we suppose that N o« contains periodic orbits up
to Heisenberg tin e. Hence,

Z +1
oo €)= dE’ N TP EY) Ne®%) w’E®° E): (135)
A comm ent is in order here. Strictly speaking, to satisfy ((31) we need to apply
the sam e sn oothing to N and to N, and in generalN f =" °°™ g N _, but there
are di erences of order 1 between the two functions. However, sihoe our goal
is to detem Ine whether the sam iclassical error ram ains nite or diverges in the
sam iclassical Iim it ~ ! 0, we disregard such inaccuracies of order 1. If a m ore
accurate errorm easure is needed, then m ore care should be practised In thisand
in the ollow ing steps.
Applying Parseval’s theorem to {135) we get:
24 2

@ = = dt D GE) DL GE) (136)

snootth)
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where
Z +1

dE N = °® § %F ) exp (iE =~) 137)

1
Z+1

dE ‘N'e. € %E ) exp (E %=~): (138)

1

D GE)

]j\sc (GE)

SRR

W eshallreferto I, DASc asthe (regularized) quantaland sam iclassical tin e spec—
tra, respectively. These functions are the analogs of the length spectra D (1;k)
used In section § for the billiard problkm . The analogue becom es clear by in—
voking the Gutzw iller trace form ula and expressing the sam iclassical counting
finction as a m ean part plus a sum over periodic orbis. W e have:

X ~ASE)
Ty E)

=
8
=
I
P
™=
_|_

sinB; €)= 5 =2]; (139)

Ppo

where A5 = T5=( ~rjp jdet(T Mjy)) is the sam iclassical am plitude of the Jth
periodic orbit, and T4;S5; ;M 5;ry are is period, action, M aslov index, m on—
odrom y m atrix and repetition index, resoectively. T hen, the corresponding tim e
soectrum reads:

Do GE ) D (tE) (140)
1X “ASE) Ews; @)
W e W (E+ T5E ) F~)

e"IEE BN (k. TE)F)

t o
21
po

In the above, the Fourier transform of w is denoted by wW. It is a localized
function of t whose width is t ~=E . The sum over the periodic orbis
iIn D o therefore produces sharp peaks centered at tim es that correspond to the
periods T5. The term D corresponds to the am ooth part and is sharply peaked
near t = 0. To obtain (L40) we expanded the actions near E to rst order:
S;E9 SE)+ E° E)LE). We note in passing, that this approxin ate
expansion of Sy can be avoided altogether if one perform s the Fourer transform
over ~ ! rather than over the energy. This way, an action spectrum w ill em erge,
but also here the action resolution willbe nite, because the range of ~ ! should
be lim ited to the range where dE ;~) is approxin ately constant. It tums out
therefore, that the two approaches are essentially equivalent, and for billiards
they are identical.

T he m anijpulations done thus far were purely fomm al, and did not m anifestly
circum vent the di cult task of evaluating ;i)ooth . However, the introduction
of the tin e spectra and the ormula {I36) put us in a better position than the
origihalexpression (134). T he advantages ofusing the tin e spectra in the present
context are the follow ing:
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The sam iclassical tin e S|_oect_1:1,11rnDAsc (GE ) is absolutely convergent for all
tin es (@s long as the window function w iswellbehaved, eg. it isa G aus-
sian). This statem ent is correct even if the sum (140) extends over the
entire set of periodic orbits! This is In contrast w ith the trace form ula ex-—
pression for N (@nd therefore I\fsc) which is absolutely divergent if all of
the periodic orbits are lncluded.

T In e scale ssparation: A s we noted above, the tin e spectrum is peaked
at tin es that correspond to periods of the classical periodic orbois. This
allow s us to distinguish between various qualitatively di erent types of con—
trbutionsto &

sm ooth *

W e shall now pursue the separation of the tine scales In detail. We st
note, that due to N ;N'y. being real, there isa t$  ( t) symmetry in (I3p), and
therefgre the tin e intggration can be restricted to the lm¥s 0 to +1 : @ =

+1

1=~) ) = (20i~) . W enow divide the tin e axis Into four Intervals :

0 t t: The shortest tine scale in our problem is t = ~=E. The
contrbutions to this tim e interval are due to the di erences between the
exact and the sam iclassical m ean densities of states. This is an im portant
cbservation, since it allow s us to distinguish between the two sources of
sem iclassicalerror | the errorthat em erges from them ean densitiesand the
error that origihates from the uctuating part (periodic oroits). Sihce we
are interested only in the sam iclassical errorthat resuls from the uctuating
part of the spectral density, we shall ignore this regin e in the follow ing.

t t  teg : This is the non{universal regin e [:6:5], In which periodic orbits
are still sparse, and cannot be characterized statistically. The \ergodic"
tin e scale toy is purely classical and is Independent of ~.

Torg t f£: In this tin e regin e periodic orbits are already In the universal
regin e and are dense enough to justify a statistical approach to their pro—
liferation and stability. T he upper lim it of this Interval is the H eisenberg
tinety = hdE ), which is the tin e that is needed to resolve the quan-
tum (discrete) nature of a wavepadket w ith energy concentrated near E .
The Heisenberg tin e is \quantal" in the sense that it is dependent of ~:
th =0 (' 9).

ty t < 1 : This is the regin e of \long" orbits which is e ectively truncated
from the Integration as a result of the ntroduction of a an oothing of the
quantaland sam iclassical counting functions, w ith a am oothing scale ofthe
order of a m ean kevel spacing.

D widing the Integral (I36) according to the above tin e intervals, we can rew rite
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@)
sm ooth *°

Z Z Z
ter ty 1
©@  ®) = i + 2it1§(t-E) B (t-E)2
sm ooth ~ ’ sc A
t terg =
2) ) @)
sort T m T ong * (141)

A sexplained above, l(jrig can be ignored due to an oothing on the scale ofam ean

Jevel spacing. The integral s(i())rt is to be neglected for the ollow ng reason. The

Integral extends over a tin e Interval which is nite and independent of ~, and
therefore i contains a xed num ber of periodic orois contrbutions. The sam i+
classical approxin ation provides, for each individual contrbution, the lading
order in ~, and therefore B(]we should expect:

@)

dore + 0 as~ I 0O: (142)

O ur purpose is to check whether the sam iclassical error is nite or divergent as
~ 1 0, and to study whether the rate of divergence depends on din ensionality.
Equation (142) inpliesthat *)  cannota ect @ in the sem iclassical lim it and
we shallneglect i in the ollow ing.
W e ramain wih:
@ @, (143)

sm ooth m 7

which willbe our ob Fct of Interest from now on.

The fact that ty isextram ely Jarge on the classical scale renders the calculation
of all the periodic oroits w ith periods less than t; an in possible task. H owever,
sum s over periodic orbits when the period is longer than toyy tend to m eaningfl
Iim its, and hence, we would like to recast the expression for 2 1 the Hlow ng

way. W rite H(12> as:

z
2 “ ~ 2
b= = dt D@ D« (144)
~ terg t
2 , 3
z D) Del
= - dt D @) 2 > 5 (145)
e ‘ D ©
t
2 % N
- dt D @) C ) (146)
~ te t
Z t
= envelope oorrelation
terg

w here the param etric dependence on E was om itted forbreviy. T he an oothing
over t is explicitly indicated to em phasize that one m ay use a statistical inter-
pretation for the tem s of the integrand. This is so because In this dom ain, the
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density of periodic orbits is so Jarge, that w thin a tin e Interval of width ~= E
there are exponentially m any orbits whose contributions are averaged due to the
nie resolution.
W enotenow thatwe can use the follow ing relation betw een the tin e spectrum
and the spectral form factorK ( ):

2

B ()
tdt= K ( )d 147
- - 147)
w here =t is the scaled tin e. The above form factor is an oothed according
to the window function w . Hence:
1%k ()c()
@)
mooth 5 2 d ——F—: (148)

erg

For generic chaotic system swe expect that K ( ) agreesw ith the results of RM T
in theuniversalregine > o P4,4,65]. Therefre

K () g fDrg< 1; (149)

where g = 1 for system s which violate tine reversal symm etry, and g = 2 if
tin e reversal symm etry is respected. T his in plies that the evaluation of )

sm ooth
reduces to Z
@) g C()
mooth 5 2 d —; (150)
erg
where we took the upper bound g for K ( ). The dependence on ~ in this

expression com es from the lower integration lin it which is proportionalto ~¢ 1

aswell as from the in plicit dependence of the function C on ~.

Fomula (I50) is ourm ain theoretical result. However, we do not know how
to evaluate the correlation function C ( ) from rst principles. T he know ledge of
the ~ corrections to each of the termm s In the sam iclassical tim e spectrum is not
su cient since the resulting serdes which ought to be summ ed is not absolutely
convergent. T herefore we have to recourse to a num erical analysis, which will
be described in the next section. The num erical approach requires one further
approxin ation, which is In posed by the fact that the num ber of periodic oroits
wih t< ty isprohbitively Jarge. W e had to lin it the data base ofperiodic orbits
tothedomain t< tgu withtyy teu & . Thetin ety, hasnophysicalorigin,
it represents only the lm its of our com putational resources. U sing the available
num erical data we were able to compute C (t) num erically for all teg < £< tyy
and we then extrapolted it to the entire dom ain of interest. W e consider this
extrapolation procedure to be them ain source of uncertainty. H owever, since the
extrapolation is carried out In the universalregin €, it should be valid ifthere are
no other tin e scalesbetween t.y and t; .
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6.2 Num erical resuls

W e used the fom alism and de nitions presented above to check the accuracy of
the sam iclassical spectra of the 2D and 3D Sinaibilliards. The m ost im portant
Ingredient in this num erical study is that we could apply the sam e analysis to
the two system s, and by com paring them to give a reliabl answer to the m ain
question posaed in this work, nam ely, how does the sam iclassical accuracy depend
on din ensionality.

T he classical dynam ics in billiards depends on the energy (velocity) trivially,
and therefore the relevant param eter is the length rather than the period of the
periodic oroits. Likew ise, the quantum wavenum bers k,, are the relevant varables
In the quantum description. From now on we shalluse the variables (k) instead
of GE ), and use \length spectra" rather than \tin e spectra". T he sam iclassical
Jin it is obtained rk ! 1 and O (~) is equivalent to O k !). Note also that
rabiliard N k) AKX whereA isproportionalto the billiard’s volim e.

W e start w ith the 2D Sinaibilliard, which is the free space between a square
of edge S and an inscribed disc of mdius R, with 2R < S. Speci cally, we use
S = 1landR = 025 and consider the quarter desym m etrized billiard w ith D irich—
et boundary conditions for the quantum calculations. T he quantaldatabase con—
sists of the lIowest 27645 eigenvalues in the range 0 < k < 1320, w ith eigenstates
which are either symm etric or antisym m etric w ith respect to re ection on the
m aln diagonal. T he classical database consists of the shortest 20273 periodic or-
bits (including tin e reversal, re ection symm etries and repetitions) n the length
range 0 < 1< 5. For each orbit, the length, the stability detem inant and the
re ection phase were recorded. The num erical work is based on the quantum
soectra and on the classical periodic orbits which were com puted by Schanz and
Sm ilansky [, 94] for the 2D billiard.

W ebegin the num erical analysisby dem onstrating num erically the correctness
of equation {142). That is, that for each individual contrbution of a periodic
orbit, the sam iclassical error indeed vanishes in the sam iclassical Iim . Th gure
33wepbt P D jforl= 05 asa finction ofk. This length corresponds to the
shortest periodic orbit, that is, the one that runs along the edge that connects the
circle w ith the outer square. ForD ¢ we used the G utzw iller trace omula. As is
clearly seen from the gure, the quantal{sam iclassical di erence indeed vanishes
(@pproxin ately as k '), in accordance with 142). W e emphasize again, that
this behavior does not i ply that “ vanishes in the sem iclassical lim i, shoe
the num ber of periodic orbits ncluded depends on k. &t Inplies only that S(Izlzm
vanishes in the lim i, since it consistsofa xed and nite number ofperiodic orbit
contrbutions. W e should also com m ent that penum bra corrections to ndividual
grazing orbits introduce errors which are oforderk  with 0 < < 1 [81,:38].
H ow ever, since the de nition of \grazing" is in itselfk dependent, one can safely
neglct penum bra corrections In estin ating the lJarge k behavior of @)

short *
W e now tum to the main body of the analysis, which is the evaluation of
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Figure 33: The absolute di erence between the quantal and the sem iclassical
G utzw iller) length spectra for the 2D Sinai billiard at 1 = 0:5. This kength
corresoonds to the shortest unstable periodic orbit. T he average log{log slope is
about 1:, ndicating approxin ately k ! decay. The data were averaged w ith a
G aussian w Indow .
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m(Z) for the 2D Sinaibilliard. Based on the availabl data sets, we plot in gure

34 the finction C (k) i the interval 25 < 1< 5 for various values of k. One
can observe, that as a function of 1the functions C (I;k) uctuate in the interval
for which num erical data were available, w ithout exhbiting any system aticm ean
trend to Increase or to decrease. W e therefore approxin ate C (k) by

C (k) oconst fk) afk): 151)

A sm entioned above, we extrapolate this form ula in 1up to the H eisenberg length
Ly = 2 dk) and using {150) we obtain:

; Cavg &)
s(i)oilih = 3292 ]n(LH:Lerg) = Cavg k) O (Ink): 152)

The last equality isdue to Ly = O k% '). To evaluate C.q k) we averaged
C (k) over the nterval Loy = 35 < 1< 5= Lg, and the resuls are shown in
gure 85. W e choose Ly = 35 because the density of periodic orbits is large
enough forthis length (see gure 34) to expect universal behavior of the periodic
orbits. For the Sinai billiard described by ow the approach to the nvariant
m easure is algebraic rather than exponential (0, 39], and thus one cannot have
a welkde ned Logy. An any rate, the speci ¢ choice of Loy did not a ect the
results in any appreciable way. Ingpecting C,.q k), it isdi cul to arrive at m
conclusions, since it seem sto uctuate around a constant value up to k 900 and
then to decline. Ifwe approxin ate C 4,4 k) by a constant, we get a \pessin istic"

valie of @
(2)72D

aroomn ®) =0 (Ink)= O (In~) \pessin istic" (153)
while if we assum e that C .4 k) decays as a powerdaw, C,q k) = k ; > 0,
then

@ k)= 0k k) ! 0 \optinistic" : (154)

C ollecting the two bounds we get:

@);2b

0k hk) 2% & 0 mk): (155)

O ur estin ates for the 2D Sinaibilliard can be summ arized by stating that the
sam iclassical error diverges no w orse than logarithm ically (m eaning, very m ildly).
Ttm ay wellbe true that the sam iclassical error is constant or even vanishes In the
sam iclassical 1im it. To reach a conclusive answer one should nvest exponentially
larger am ount of num erical work.

There area few com m ents In orderhere. F irstly, the quarter desym m etrization
of the 2D Sinai billiard does not exhaust its symm etry group, and in fact, a
re ection symm etry around the diagonal of the square rem ains. This m eans,
that the spectrum ofthe quarter 2D Sinaibilliard is com posed oftw o independent
soectra, which di er by their parity w ith respect to the diagonal. Ifwe assum e
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Figure 34: The functions C (;k) for quarter 2D Shaibiliard S = 1;R = 025
w ith D irichlet boundary conditions. The window w &° k) was taken to be a
G aussian w ith standard deviation = 60.W e averaged C (1;k) over I-intervals of

02 in accordance w ith (I45) to avoid sharp peaks due to an all denom hators.
The averaging, however, is ne enough not to wash out all of the features of
C (k). The vertical bars indicate the locations of prin itive periodic orbits, and
the daggers indicate the locations of the bouncing{ball fam ilies.

103



U.E T T T T T T

0.45 |

0.4

0.356 |

Clang(k)

0.15 |

0.1r

0.05 |

0.0

200 400 600 i 80O 1600 1200

Figure 35: Averaging in 10fC (;k) for 2D Sinaibilliard as a function ofk.
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that the sam iclassical deviations of the two spectra are not correlated, the above
m easure isthe sum ofthetwo independent m easures. It isplausble to assum e also
that both spectra have roughly the sam e sam iclassical deviation, and thus ;?O?th

is tw ice the sam iclassical deviation of each of the spectra. Secondly, we recall
that the 2D Sinaibilliard contains \bouncing{ball" fam ilies of neutrally stable
periodic orbits [15, 37,17]. W e have subtracted their kading-order contribution
from D such that i iclides (to kading order) only contributions from generic,
isolated and unstable periodic orbits. T his is done since we would lke to deduce
from the 2D Sinaibilliard on the 2D generic case in which the bouncing{balls
are not present. (In the Sihaibilliard, which is concave, there are also di raction

e ects BI, 38], but we did not treat them here.) Thirdly, the analogue of (147)

for billiards reads:

PN K ()
D@ dl= —— d (156)
1 4 2 2
when EL . In gure 34 we dem onstrate the com pliance of the form factor

wih RM T GOE usihg the integrated version of the above relation, and taking
Into account the presence of tw o independent spectra. F nally, it is interesting to
know the actualnum erical values of s(i)ozih k) forthe k values that we considered.
W e carried out the com putation, and the results are presented .n  gure 37. One
observes that for the entire range we have ;i)o?th k) 01 1, which is very
encouraging from an \engineering" point of view .

W e now tum to the analysis of the 3D Sinaibilliard. W e use the longest
quantal spectrum (R = 02, D irichlkt) and the classical periodic orbits w ith
length 0< 1< 5.

To treat the 3D Sinai billiard we have to som ewhat m odify the form alism
which was presented above. This is due to the fact that in the 3D case the
contributions of the various non {generic bouncing{ballm anifolds overw heln the
spectrum  [53, 54], and unlike the 2D case, it is di cult to explicitly elin nate
their (leading{order) contributions (c.f. the discussion in section 5.4). Since our
goal is to give an indication of the sam iclassical error in generic systam s, it is
In perative to avoid this dom inant and non-generic e ect.

W e shalluse the m ixed boundary conditions, w hich were discussed in section
55 and were shown to largely lIer the bouncing{ball e ects. Speci cally, we
consider & (c£. (113)) for our purposes. Let us construct the weighted counting
function: 7

k X
N k) dk’dk) = v, &k ki) (157)

0 n

The function N' is a staircase with stairs of variabl height v, . As explained
above, its advantage over N is that it is sam iclassically free of the bouncing
balls (to leading order) and corresponds only to the generic periodic orbits B3].
Sin ilarly, we construct from d. the function N'g.. Having de ned N';N'g., we
procead in analogy to the D irichlet case. W e form from N';N'g. the functions
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F gure 36: Veri cation of equation ({156) for the quarter 2D Shaibilliard. W e
plot I( ) d °K (9= °2 and compare the quantum data with RM T . The
minimal corresponds to Ly = 35. The integration is done for sm oothing,
and we x the upper lin i to avoid biases due to non {universal regin e. N ote the
logarithm ic scale.
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Figure 37: The num erical values of _ ' .,

for the quarter 2D Shhaibilliard. W e
@)

included also the contribution ., ofthe non{universal regin e. The contriu-

tions from the tim e interval toy t  &. are contained in m(z,-)cpu, and rf,.)ext is

the extrapolated value fort,,, t & (refer to equation (141) and to the end
of subsection '6.1).
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N

N ;N'y., repectively, by multiplication with a window function w k° k) and
then construct the measure % as in {134). The only di erence is that the

nom alization of w must be m odi ed to account for the \velocities" v, such as:
X

d'k) ik, kij=1: (158)
The above considerations are m eaningfiil provided the \velocities" v, are nar-
row Iy distributed around a wellkde ned mean v(k), and we consider a anall
enough k-interval, such that v (k) does not change appreciably within this n—
terval. Othemwise, @ is greatly a ected by the uctuations of v, (which is
undesired) and the m eaning of the nomm alization is questionable. W e shall check
this point num ericallky.
To dem onstrate the utility of the above construction using the m ixed bound-
ary conditions, we retum to the 2D case. W e st = 100 , and note that
the spectrum at our disposal for the m ixed case was con ned to the interval
0 < k < 600. First, we want to exam lne the width of the distrbution of the
vi’s. In gure 38 we plot the ratio of the standard deviation ofv, to themean,
averaged over the k-axisusing a G aussian w indow . W e use the sam e w ndow also
in the calculations below . T he cdbservation is that the distrbution of v, ism od-
erately narrow and the w idth decreases algebraically ask increases. This Jjusti es
the use ofthem ixed boundary conditions aswas discussed above. O ne also needs
to check the validity of {156), and indeed we found com pliance with GOE also
for the m ixed case (results not shown). W e next com pare the functions C (k)
forboth the D irichlt and them ixed boundary conditions. It tums out, that also
In the m ixed case the functions C (k) uctuate n 1w ith no soecial tendency
(ot shown). The averages C 4,4 k) for the D irichlet and m ixed cases are com —
pared In gure 39. The values in the m ixed case are system atically sm aller than
in the D irichlet case which is explained by the e cient ltering of tangent and
close to tangent orbits that are vulnerable to Jarge di raction corrections BI, 38].
However, from k = 250 on the two graphs show the sam e trends, and the values
0f C g In both cases are of the sam e m agnitude. Thus, the qualitative behav-

Sﬁ)ooth is shown to be equivalent in the D irichlt and m ixed cases, which
givesus con dence In using S(ri)ooth together w ith the m ixed boundary conditions
procedure.
W e nally applied the m ixed boundary conditions procedure to com pute
@ . forthe desymmetrized 3D Siaiwith S = 1;R = 02 and sst = 100.
W e rstveri ed that also in the 3D case the velocities v, have a narrow distri-
bution | see qure 34. Next, we exam ined equation (156) using quantal data,
and discovered that there are deviations form GOE ( gure 40). W e have yet
no satisfactory explanation of these deviations, but we suspect that they are
caused because the ergodic lim it is not yet reached for the length regin e under
consideration due to the e ects of the In nite horizon which are m ore acute in

3D .Neverthelkss, from observing the gure aswell as suggested by sam iclassical

jor of
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argum ents, it isplausble to assum e that K ( ) / foranall . Hence, thisdevi-
ation should not have any qualitative e ect on ® according to {150). Sin ilarly
to the 2D case, the behavior of the fiinction C (I;k) is uctuative in 1, with no
special tendency ( gure 41). If we average C (k) over the universal interval
Ley= 25 1 1Ly, = 5, weobtain C,yg k) which is shown In gure 42. The
averages C 44 k) are uctuating w ith a m ild decrease In k, and therefore we can
again conclude that

Ok hk) 27 0 @k) (159)

where the \optin istic" m easure (leftm ost temm ) correspondsto C g k) = O k );
0, and the \pessin istic" one (rghtm ost temm ) is due to C vy k) = const. In other
are the sam e, and in sharp contrast to the traditional error estin ate which pre-
dicts that the errors should be di erent by a factor O (~ 1y. On the basis of our
num erical data, and In spite of the uncertainties which were clearly delineated,
we can safely rule out the traditional error estin ate.

Our maih nding is that the upper bound on the sem iclassical error is a
logarithm ic divergence, both for a generic 2D and 3D system s (equations (155),
@59)). In this respect, there are a faw points which deserve discussion.

Tobegin, we shall try to evaluate s(i)ooth using the explicit expressions for the
Jleading corrections to the sam iclassical counting fiinction ofa 2D generic billiard
system , as derived by A Ionso and G aspard fA1:

X Q3 2
N k)= N () + — sin kLy+ — + O (1=k") (160)

. Ly k

J
where A j are the standard sem iclassicalam plitudes, L 5 are the lengths ofperiodic
orbits and Q ; are the k—independent am plitudes of the 1=k corrections. The Q 4's
are explicitly given In {]]. W e ignored In the above equation the case of odd
M aslov Indices. If we calculate from N (k) the oorreqaondjnc_:{o]eigth spectrum
D (k) using a (hom alized) G aussian window w k° k)= (1= 2)exp[ ®
k)*=@2 ?)], we cbtain:

P —x h i
A 1 Ay, LR N2 2 - RS ] 2 2
5 (k) o= L_J ok Iy) il @ 15?5 K Ly+igd o @12
J

J
(1e1)
In the above we regarded the phase e 7% as slow Iy varying. T he results of A Jonso
and G aspard [}] suggest that the Q 5 are approxin ately proportionalto the ength
of the corresponding periodic oroits:

Q5 QlLy: (162)
W e can therefore well{approxin ate D as:
ip - X a.

B0k g=e U 1290 s 61r 5 (163)
oLy

J
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F igure 40: Check ofequation {15¢) forthe desymm etrized 3D Sinaibilliard. The
mininal ocorresponds to Ley = 2:5. The function I( ) isde ned asin gure'36.
N ote the logarithm ic scale.
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02 with m ixed boundary conditions. W e took a G aussian window wih = 20,
and an oothed over l-intervals of 03. The upper vertical bars ndicate the

Jocations of prim itive periodic oroits.
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where D o, ¢rr is the length spectrum which corresponds to the sam iclassical
G utzw iller trace form ula for the counting function (W ithout 1=k corrections). W e
are now In a position to evaluate the sam iclassical ervor, indeed:

Z L
H 2
@D k) = 2  diB Gk) Ba crr Gk) =
Lmin
= L, Q1 2
= 8 dl sin — D (1;k) : (164)
Lmin 2k

Ifweuse equation (156) and K () gEL; (which isvald for1< Ly for chaotic
system s), we get:

Z Z
29_ Ly di 01 29. QLy=(@k) S]I'lz( )
) .2
— —sh® — = — dt : 165
an oot (]<) 2 Lmin l 2k 2 QLm in=(2k) t ( )
Fork ! 1 we have that
Z _ Z _
QLp in*(zk) sjn2 (t) QLp in*(Zk)
dt " dt  t=0 1 (166)
0 0

which is negligble, hence we can replace the lower lim it in (165) with O:

2% S an

2) g 7k sin

sm ooth k) ) dt £ :
0

167)

T his isthe desired expression. T he din ensionality enter in ;i)ooth k) only through

the power ofk In Ly .
Let us apply equation (167) to the 2D and the 3D cases. For 2D we have to
leading order that Ly = Ak, where A is the billiard’s area, thus,

Z
. 2g 9272 sin?()
) 72D
analytical (k) T dt

= const= 0 K°) (168)
0

w hich m eans, that the sam iclassicalerror In 2D billiards is ofthe order ofthem ean

soacing, and therefore the sam iclassicaltrace form ula is m arginally) accurate and

m eaningfiil. T his is com patdble w ith our num erical ndings.

For 3D, the coe cients Q ; were not obtained explicitly, but we shall assum e
that they are still proportionalto L (equation (162)) and therefore that (167)
holds. For 3D billardsLy = V= )k® to kading order, where V is the billiard’s
volum e. Thus the upper lin it in {167) isQV k=@ ) which is large in the sam +
classical 1im . In this case, we can replace sin (t) with itsm ean value 1=2 and
the Integrand becom es essentially 1=t which results in:

(2);3D
anaiytical &) = O (Ink) : (169)
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T hat is, in contrast to the 2D case, the sem iclassical error diverges logarithm ically
and the sam iclassical trace form ula becom esm eaningless as far as the prediction
of individual levels is concemed. T his statem ent is com patible w ith our num er—
ical results within the num erical dispersion. However, it relies heavily on the
assum ption that Q QLy, orwhich we can o er no justi cation. W e note in

passing, that the logarithm ic divergence persists also ford > 3.

A nother interesting pont relates to ntegrable system s. It can happen, that for
an integrable system it iseitherdi cul or in possible to express the H am iltonian
asan explicit function ofthe action variables. In that case, we cannot assign to the
Jevels other quantum num bers than their ordinal num ber, and the sam iclassical

error can be estin ated using % . H owever, since or integrable system sK ( ) = 1,
we get that: ) Z . )
e T et (170)
erg
T herefore, fordeviationswhich are com parable to the chaoticcases,C ( )= 0 (1),
we get 2 = 0 (+! 9) which ismuch larger than for the chaotic case and

diverges ford 1.

The formula {150) for the sam iclassical error contains sam iclassical nfom a—
tion In two respects. Obviously, C ( ), which describes the di erence between
the quantal and the sam iclassical length spectra, contains sem iclassical informm a—
tion. But also the fact that the lower lim it of the ntegral in {150) is nite is
a consequence of sam iclassical analysis. If this lower lin it is replaced by 0, the
Integraldiverges for nite valies of ~. T herefore, the fact that the ntegralhas a
lower cuto , or rather, that D is exactly 0 below the shortest period, is a crucial
sam iclassical Ingredient In our analysis.

F inally, we consider the case In w hich the sam iclassical error is estin ated w ith

no periodic orbits taken Into account. That is, we want to calculate hN &)
N € )Fiz which isthenumbervariance 2 (x) forthelargeargumentx= E dE)
1. ThisinpliesC ( ) = 1,and using {{50) wegetthat 2 . = g=@2 ?) In (t=tery),
which in the sem iclassical lim it becomes g=(2 ?)h(y) = O (n~). This resuk is
fully consistent and com patible w ith previous resuls for the asym ptotic (satura—
tion) value of the number variance 2 (see for instance [65,95,96]). It inplies
also that the pessin istic error bound (153) is of the sam e m agnitude as if peri-
odic orbits were not taken into acoount at all. (P eriodic orbits in prove, how ever,
quantitatively, since in all cases we obtained C .y < 1. Thus, ifwe assum e that
periodic orbit contributions do not m ake N ¢ worse than N , then the pessin istic
error bound O (In~) is the m axim al one In any dim ension d. This excludes, in
particular, algebraic sam iclassical errors, and thus refuites the traditionalestin ate
0 (% 9y,
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7 Sem iclassical theory of spectral statistics

In section 3 we studied several quantal spectral statistics of the Siai billiard
and have shown that they can be reproduced to a rather high accuracy by the
predictions of Random M atrix Theory RM T ). In the present section we would
like to study the spectral twopoint correlation function in the sam iclassical ap—
proxin ation, and to show how the classicalsum rules and correlations of periodic
orbits, which were de ned in section 4, can be used to reconstruct, within the
sem iclassical approxin ation, the predictions of RM T .

T he starting point of the present discussion is the observation that the sem -
classical spectrum can be derived from a secular equation ofthe form {26, 84]:

Zgek) det@ Sk))=0; 171)

where S (k) is a (sam iclassically) unitary m atrix which depends param etrically
on the wavenumber k. In the sam iclassical approxin ation, the uniary operator
S (k) can be considered as the quantum analogue ofa classical Poincare m apping,
which for billiard system s In d din ensions, is the classical billiard bounce m ap.
The dimension N (k) of the H ibert space on which S (k) acts, can be expressed
within the sam iclassical approxim ation, in tem s of the phase-space volum e of
the Ponhcare section M as ollow s:

M

N k)= N(k)];N(k)ZW;

@72)
where [ ] stands for the integer value. For a billiard In two din ensions N (k) =
Lk= , where L is the circum ference of the billiard. In the case of the fully
desymm etrized 3D Sinaibilliard, for which we consider the sphere retum m ap,
N (k) = k?R?=48. The reason why we de ned the sn ooth finction N (k) will
becom e clear In the sequel.

The eigenvalues of S (k) are on the unit circle: fexp (i l(k))gf= (f) . Iffora
certain k, one ofthe eigenphases is an integerm ultiple of2 , then equation {171)
issatis ed, and thisvalue ofk belongsto the spectrum . B ecause ofthis connection
between the billiard spectrum on the k axis and the eigenphase soectrum on the
unit circle, the statistics of k—intervals can be read o the corresponding statistics
ofthe eigenphase intervals averaged over an appropriate k-intervalwhere N (k) is
constant P6,84]. For this reason, it is enough to study the eigenphase statistics,
and ifthey can be reproduced by the predictions of RM T for the relevant circular
ensam ble, the wavenum ber spectral statistics w ill conform w ith the prediction of
RM T forthe corresoonding G aussian ensemble.

T he spectral density of them atrix S (k) can be w ritten as:

% Nk 1% | .
dgm ( 7Kk) ( 1k)) = 2 + > e " 8"+ " treY)t : (@173)

=1 n=1
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T he corresponding tw o-point correlation fiinction is derived by com puting:

2ZZ

N

d
Ca()= 2_dqm( +§;k)dqm( E;k) ; 174)
where h i denotes an average over a k-interval where N (k) takes the constant
value N . The twopoint spectral form factor is de ned as the Fourdier coe cients
of C,( ), and by substituting {173) in (174), one nds that they are equal to
+ hjrs” &k)Fi. RM T provides an explicit expression :

1 n n
— st w7, =K ; (175)

N N (k)
where is the standard ensemble label $59]. The most inportant fact to be
noticed is that n, the \topological tin e", is scaled by N , which plys here the
6l of the H eisenberg tinm e. For a Poisson ensam ble:

1 n
— Frs" k)T =1: (176)

N P oisson

From now on we shallbe concemed w ith the Circular O rthogonal Ensam ble

(COE: = 1).Wede ne equivnh=N . The function K¢og ( ) is a m onotonically
Increasing function which starts as 2 near the origih, and bends towards is
asym ptotic value 1 in the vichiy of = 1. For an explicit expression consul,

eg. [/2]. Ourain isto show that the sem iclassical expression for o hjrs” k)Fi
reproduces this behaviour when the correlations of periodic orbits are properly
taken into account.
Recalling that theunitary m atrix S (k) isthe quantum analogue oftheP oincare

m ap, one can express trS” (k) in tem s of the n-periodic orbits of the m apping.
If the sam iclassical m apping is hyperbolic, and the billiard bounce m ap is con—
sidered, one gets [72]:

X Np;- .

trs™ k) PR e*i (1P @77
2P, jdet(I Mj)j

Here P, isthe set ofalln-periodic orbits of the bounce m ap, ng;; is the period of
the prin itive orbi of which the n-periodic orbit is a muliple. The m onodrom y
m atrix is denoted M 4, L4 is the Jength, and by is the num ber ofbounces from the
boundaries (for a D irichlet boundary condition). Note that when the Poincare
section consists of a part of the boundary (@s is the case for the sphere retum
map In the 3D Sinaibilliard), by can be di erent from n. Recalling the de nition
of the classical density do; (;n) (72) in subsection 4.4, and realizing that the pre—
exponential factors are just the &'y coe cients (13), we deduce that within the
sem iclassical approxin ation,
zZ , z
e” dp (;kK)d =t k) e*'dy (jn) dl: (178)
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This equation is of fundam ental in portance, because it expresses the duality
between the quantum m echanical spectraldensity and the classical length density
via their Fourier transform s [11]. Hence, the spectral form factors of the classical
and the quantum spectral distributions are also related by:
* X 2+
Ke™hs : 179)
J2Pn

1 ") F - 1 - L1
N_ Frs™ k) = N_ ak;n)i= N_
W e have shown already In section 4.4 that the length spectrum as de ned by
the classical density (72) contains non-trivial correlations. They appear on a
scale (n;R) which is inversely proportional to the value ofk where the classical
correlation function approaches it asym ptotic value gn. W hat ram ains to be
seen now is the extent by which the sem iclassical expression (I79) reproduces the
expected universal scaling and the detailed functional dependence on the scaled
topologicaltine = n=N aspredicted by RM T.

The large k lim it ofK o (k;n) was written explicitly n (79) and veri ed nu-
m erically:

Kak! 1;n) hgi UM 2n: (180)
This lin it corresponds to the lin it 75 ! 0 so that
L pstwf = as1)
N N’

which is denticalto thebehavior ofK cog ( ) mthesnall lin it! B9]. T herefore,
the classical uniform coverage of phase space guarantees the adherence to RM T
nthelmit ! 0. This resul was derived origihally by Berry n his sam nal
paper @]. T is the \diagonal approxin ation" which can be used as Iong as the
range ofk values is largerthan @M;R) '. In other words, this approxin ation is
valid on the scale on which the classical length spectrum looksuncorrelated. This
observation show s that the dom ain ofvalidity of the diagonal approxin ation has
nothing to do w ith the \Ehrenfest tin ", som etin es also called the \log~ tine".
R ather, it depends on the correlation length in the classical spectrum (;R), as
displayed by the classical form factor.

G ven the classical correlation function, K o k;n), i cannot be m eaningfiilly
com pared to the COE resul at all values of the param eters. This is because
once N (k) = 1, one cannot tak about quantum two-point correlations, since
the soectrum oonsists of a single point on the unit circle. In other words, this
is the extrem e quantum 1 it, where the H ibert space consists of a single state.
T hereibfge,_the k-valuesto be used m ust exceed In the case ofthe 3D Sihaibilliard
Knn = 96=R, which correspondsto N (k) = 2. Hence, the valuesof = n=N
which are acoessble are restricted to the range 0 n=2.

In gure 43 we summ arize our num erical results by com paring the the form
factor obtained from periodic orbit theory K o w ith the theoretical RM T predic—
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tion K cox . W hat we actually show is the running average,

Z
1 0
c() = d°=Ka(%; (182)
O n
where K 4 ( ) Kak ( ;n);n). The corresponding COE curve (c.f. equations
fi75) and @79)) is given by:
Z
1 0 0
c() - d Kcoe () : (183)

0

The \diagonal approxin ation" curve is cbtained by replacing Kcor ( ) by 2 ,
nam ely, classical correlations are ignored. The data sets which were chosen are
those for which su ciently m any periodic orbits were com puted so that the sum
kU nh;]l) 1 was satis ed. W e did not include the n = 1 data because they
are non-generic. A s clearly seen from the gure, the data are consistent w ith the
RM T expression and they deviate appreciably from the diagonal approxin ation.
T his is entirely due to the presence of classical correlations, and it show s that the
classical correlations are ndeed responsible for the quantitative agreem ent. N ote
also that the data represents four di erent com binations ofn and R, which show s
that the classical scaling is Indeed consistent w ith the universal scaling in plied
by RMT.In gure 44 we present essentially the sam e data, but integrated and
plotted using the variablk k, sin ilarly to section 4. The integration started at
Kp i fOoram eaningfiil com parison w ith RM T . A gain, we cbserve the quantitative
agreem ent, which is especially good for the highern values (n = 3, 4).

In section 44 we showed that the classical correlations origihate to a large
extent from the W ) fam iliesofperiodic orbits. M oreover, the form factorwhich
was calculated by neglecting cross—fam ily contrbutions wasm uch an oother than
the origihal one. It is therefore appealing to take advantage of this sm oothness
and com pare the num erical and theoretical form factors them selves instead of

their manning averages. W e de ne:
l Z kN +1)

KaWlN ; MK kin)iy = dk’K o &% 184
1IN ;n) 1 k;n)iy KN + 1) KN ) ) 1(k;n) ( )

which is the sam iclassical ensamble average of the form factor. In gure 45 we
compareK N ;n) with N Kor M=N ). The classical form factor included intra—
fam ity contriboution only, and wem uliplied it by a factor such that asym ptotically
it will m atch the theoretical value 2n. This factor com pensates for the partial
breaking of tin ereversal sym m etry and for the fact that the classical saturation
is to values slightly below 2n for the n’s under consideration. O ne observes that
the agream ent is quite good, and in any case the classical form factor is sharply
di erent from the diagonal approxin ation, m eaning that classical correlations
are mportant. In gure 46 we present the same results with = n=N as the
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variabl. It again shows that the classical from factor agrees with the COE

expression beyond the validiy range of the diagonal approxin ation. The range
of where a good agreem ent is cbserved increases w ith n as expected, but the
estin ated dom ain of valid com parison < 2n seam s to be too optin istic.

In summ ary we can say that the present results show that the sam iclassical
theory based on the G utzw iller trace omula is capable to reproduce the COE
form factor beyond the \diagonal approxim ation". To do this, one has to In-
clude the classical correlations in the way which was done here, and once this
is done, there is no need to augm ent the theory by uncontrolled \higher order"
or \di ractive" corrections as was done in B35, 86] and by others. The resuls
obtained in the present section are corroborated by a recent analysis of periodic
orbit lengths correlations in billiards constructed from octagonal m odular do-—
m ains in the hyperbolic plain [/4]. The sam e quality of agreem ent was cbtained
between the classical form factor and the corresponding RM T result. These bil-
liards are In tw o din ensions, and therefore the scaling law s depend di erently on
k, and the fact that the resulting scaled quantities agree w ith the expressions de—
rived from RM T gives further support to the line ofthinking developed here. W e
have grounds to believe that the classical correlations are universal in hyperbolic
system s, and have to do w ith the selfsim ilar organization of the st of periodic
orbis. The previous num erical studies which were conducted also on di erent
system s support this congcture @,111.
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8 Summ ary

In the present paper we tried to provide a com plete description of a paradigm atic
three din ensional quantum system which is chaotic in the classical lim it | the
three dim ensional Sinaibilliard. T his study is called for especially because m ost
of the detailed investigations in the eld were carried out for system s in two
din ensions.

Our main purpose in this study was to em phasize and clarify issues which
are genuinely related to the three din ensional character of the system . The
question which concemed us m ost was w hether the sem iclassical approxin ation
| them ah theoreticaltoolin the eld | issu ciently accurate for the spectral
analysis of system s In three din ensions.

W ewere abl to cbtain accurate and extensive data bases for the quantum en-
ergy levels and for the classical periodic orbits. T hese allowed us to check various
properties of the quantum spectrum , and in particular to study the applicabil-
ity of the sam iclassical approxin ation. The m ain conclusion from our work is
that contrary to various expectations, the sem iclassical accuracy, m easured in
units of the m ean spacing, does not diverge as a ~* ¢. O ur num erical tests and
analytical argum ents indicate an error m argin which at worst diverges weakly
(logarithm ically) with ~.

One of the m aln problem s which we had to overcom e was how to separate
the generic features which are comm on to all chaotic system s, from the system
gpeci ¢ attributes, which in the present case are the \bouncing ball" m anifolds
of periodic orbits. W e should em phasize that In d din ensions the bouncing{
ballm anifolds contribute tem s of order k@ =2, which aremuch larger than the
order 1 contributions due to generic periodic orbits. Hence it is clear that as the
din ension increases, the extracting ofgeneric featuresbecom esm oredi cul, and
one has also to controlhigher ~ corrections, such as, eg., di raction corrections
to the bouncing ball contributions. W e developed a m ethod to circum vent som e
ofthese di culties which was su cient forthe 3D Sinaibilliard cass, nam ely, we
focused on the derivative ofthe spectrum w ith respect to the boundary condition.
Thism ethod isa powerfiilm eanswhich can also be used in other instances, where
non-generic e ects should be excluded.

O ne of the issues which are essential to the understanding of trace form ulae
and their application, was rst m entioned by G utzw iller in his book, under the
title of the \third entropy" @]. G utzw iller noticed that in order that the series
over periodic orbis can be summed up (In some sense) to a spectral density
com posed of functions, the phases of the contrbuting tem s should have very
soecial relations. The m ore quantitative study of this problm started when
Argam an et al. ] de ned the conospt of periodic orbit correlations. The dual
nature ofthe quantum spectrum ofenergies and the classical spectrum ofperiodic
orbit was firtherdeveloped in [I1]. It follow sthat the universality ofthe quantum
goectral uctuations i plies that the correlation length In the spectrum of the
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classical actions depends on the din ensionality In a speci cway. Thiswas tested
here for the rst tine, and the m echanism which induces classical correlations
was discussed.

Ourwork on the Shhaibilliard in three din ensions proved beyond reasonable
doubt that the m ethods developed for two din ensional chaotic system s can be
extended to higher din ensions. O futm ost in portance and interest is the study
of classical chaos and its quantum im plications in m any body system s. This is

probably the direction to which the resesarch in \quantum chaos" w illbe advanc-
ng.
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A E cient quantization of billiards: BIM vs.
full diagonalization

In this Appendix we w ish to com pare two possible quantization schem es for bil-
liards: D irect D iagonalization (O D ) ofthe H am iltonian m atrix vs. the Boundary
IntegralM ethod B M ) (seeeg. [14,88]) . T he diagonalization isa genericm ethod
to solve the tim e independent Schrodinger equation, while the BIM is soecialized
for billiards. To com pare the two m ethods, we estin ate the com plexity of com -
puting all of the eigenvalues up to a given wavenum ber k.

To nd them atrix elem ents of the H am iltonian we treat the billiard bound-
aries as very high potentialwalls. The lineardim ension M (k) ofthe H am iltonian

m atrix that is needed for nding eigenvalues around k is:
|
4

S d
M,, k)= 0 - =0 kS) (185)

where S isthe typical linear din ension ofthebilliard, = 2 =k isthewavelength
and d is the din ensionality of the billiard. The above estin ate is cbtained by
enclosing the billiard in a hypercube w ith edge S and counting the m odes up to
wavenum ber k. The num erical e ort to nd elgenvalues of a m atrix is of order
of its linear din ension to the power 3. Thus, the num ericale ort to nd allthe
eigenvalues of the billiard up to k using DD is estim ated as:

Coo k)=0 M2 k)= 0 (kS)%: (186)

T he expected num ber of eigenvalues up to k is given to a good approxin ation by
W eyls law , which forbilliards reads:

N k)= 0 (kS)%): 187)

T hus, thenum ericale ortto calculatethe rst (owest) N eigenvaluesofa billiard
In d dim ension in the direct H am iltonian diagonalization is

Coo N)=0 N?) (188)

which is Independent of the din ension.

A s forthe BIM , one traces the k-axis and searches for eigenvalues rather than
cbtaining them by one diagonalization. This is done by discretizing a kemel
function on the boundary of the billiard and looking for zeroes of the resulting

detemm inant. T he lnear din ension ofthe BIM m atrix is
|
g 41

M.y =O =0 ksS)¥'! =0 N'¥? . (189)
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T his estin ate is obtained from discretizing the boundary ofthe billiardswhich is
ofdimension d 1 by hypercubes ofedge . The num erical e ort of calculating
the determm inant once is:

Gw K)=0 M7, k)=0 (kS)“¢ ) (190)

(In practios, one often uses the SVD algorithm [§], which ismuch m ore stablk
than a direct com putation of the determm inant and has the sam e com plexity.)
U sing the relation ({§7) we nd that the numericale ort to nd an eigenvalie
near the N th one is estin ated by

Gw N)=0 N> ) 191)

To get the above result we assum ed that a xed num ber of iterations (evaluations
of the determm nant) is needed to detect each eigenvalue, which is justi ed at least
for the case where level repulsion is expected. T hus, the com plexity to calculate
all the eigenvalues up to the N th is

Come W)=0 WN)g, N)=0 N* >9): 192)

In particular:
Com N)=0 N°?), ford= 2
Com W)=0®?), ford= 3.

W e conclide that the BIM ismore e cient than DD for 2 dim ensions, and
for 3 din ensions they are ofthe sam e level of com plexiy. In practice, however, i
seam s that the BIM  isbetter also in 3 din ensions, since the DD m atrices can be
prohbitly Jarge, and m anjpulating them (if possible) can be very expensive due
to m en ory lim tations (paging). A Ilso one has to take into acoount, that due to
evanesocent m odes, the num erical proportionality factor in {189) is actually close
to 1, while for {{85) the factor can be large if high accuracy is desired. This is
due to the fact that the o diagonalm atrix elem ents of the H am iltonian decay
only lke a power-aw due to the sharp potential and hence very Jarge m atrices
are needed in order to ocbtain accurate eigenvalues.
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B Symm etry reduction of the num erical e ort
in the quantization of billiards

Consider a d-din ensionalbilliard which is lnvariant under a group G of geom et—
rical symm etry operations. W e want to com pare the num erical e ort that is
needed to com pute the Iowest N eigenvalues of the fully symm etric billiard w ith
that of com puting the lowest N eigenvalues of the desym m etrized billiard. In
\desym m etrized" we m ean the follow ing: ;éf is the 1l billiard dom ain, then

the desym m etrized billiard ! is such that 626G ¢g! = . Ifone uses the direct

diagonalization DD ) of the Ham iltonian m atrix, then there is no advantage to
desym m etrization, because the prefactor n (188) should not depend on the shape
of the billiard if its agpect ratio is close to 1. T herefore, the num erical e ort of
com puting the Iowest N Jevels ofeither the fully sym m etric or the desym m etrized
billiard is m ore or less the sam e using DD . On the other hand, as we show in
the sequel, desym m etrization is very advantageous w ithin the fram ework of the
BIMM,.

W e rstnote, that considering a particular irreducible representation o0fG is
equivalent to desym m etrization of the billiard together w ith in posing boundary
conditions that are prescribed by . Thedim ension of isdenoted asd and the
order of G is denoted as N . G ven a com plete basis of finctions In which the
finctions are classi ed according to the irreps 0of G, then the fraction of the basis
finctions that belong to the imep  is E=N; F . This is also the fraction of
eigenvalues that belong to  out of the total num ber of levels, when we consider
a large num ber of kevels. U sing the notations of appendix A1, we thus have:

M.y &) = F M.y k)
Nk = FN k) (193)
w here the quantitiesw ith superscript ocorresoond to the desym m etrized billiard,

and the others to the filly symm etric one. U sing (18Y) and repeating argum ents
from appendix A1 results In:

w

Coy N )=FChy N): (194)

In the equation above we replaced N ¢ ) | N . Thus, the decrease in the density
of states is m ore than com pensated by the reduction in the size of the secular
3

m atrix and the overall num erical e ort is din fnished by a factor of F ¢. For
exam ple, In the case ofthe 3D Siaibilliard and for a one{din ensional irrep, the
saving factor is:

CIE R

Féd= — = — 195)
48 48

ow

which is a very signi cant one.
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C Resumm ation of Dy using the Ewald sum -
m ation technique

In general, the Ewald summ ation technique is used to calculate (conditionally
convergent) summ ations over lattices £~ g:
X
S = f~): (196)

One splitsthe sum S Into two sum s S1, S, which depend on a param eter

X X
S= 51+ 5= fi1(~; )+ 265 ): 197)

T his solitting is usually perfom ed by representing £ (x) as an Integral, and solit—
ting the ntegralat . The idea isto resum S; on the reciprocal Iattice fgg using
the Poisson summ ation formula:
x 2 . X
$1 = d* exp@ i9E ;i ) fig; ); (198)
g g

and to choose such that both S; and S, will rapidly converge.

W eneed to apply the Ewald sum m ation technique toD 1y (), given explicitly
in equation @), which constitute the m ain com putational load. This is because
they clude summ ations over the %> lattice which need to be com puted afresh
for each new value ofk. It is possble to apply the Ewald technigue directly to
each D v ,but it ism uch sin pler to take an indirect route: W e shallEwald resum
the free G reen function on the 3-torus, and then read o theD .y ’s as expansion
coe cients.

W e start with the free outgoing G reen function on the three{dim ensional

torus: % .
exp(ky ~J,
. . 14

H ~3

T 1
Gy @)= 1 (199)
~2%3

where we took the side ofthe torustobe 1 orsinplicty andde nedgq = #£.

To split the sum we use an integral representation of the summ ands 55, 301:

Z
expky ~3 2 ° k?
: — = p= ep @ ~)*+— d ; (200)
H ~3 0e) 4
where the Integration contour C is shown In gure 47. It is assum ed that k has
an in nitesim al positive In agihary part, which is taken to 0 at the end of the
calculation. W e now deform the contour into C° (see  gure 47), such that it runs
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%

along the real axis for >~ = =2, and split the Integral at this point as follow s:

Gy @) = GI@+G]@); (201)
X R 2
T 1 o 2 k
Gi@ = S P= exp g N+t d; (202)
2 . 0E9 4
z
T 1 X ! 2y 2 k2
G, @) = —P= exp @ ~MN°+— d : (203)
2 P 4 2
204)

The summ ation in G is rapidly convergent, due to the fact that we integrate
over the tails of a rapidly decaying function in (aster than a G aussian), and
we start further on the tailwhen grows. In order to make G] also rapidly
convergent, we need to Poisson resum it. W e use the dentity:

Pp_
X 22 X @ gy
exp @ ) 3 exp 7 2
~ g
w hich isobtained by explicitly perform ing the Integrals ofthe P oisson sum m ation.
T hus,

+1i2 99 ; (205)

Z P__
1% , =24 k¥ @ gf
- expQ igyg) —Sexp —————
2 0o 3 4 2
g 0C?Y .
h
k2 (2 g)Z

G] @)

X exp @ igg)exp
k2 @2 df

g

The s=eocond line was obtalned from the st one by perform ng the integrals
explicitly. The expression obtained for G] is alo rapidly convergent, and is
suitable for com putations. W e thus sucoeeded In rewriting G as two rapidly
converging sum s 206), €03).W e note that the results ¢06), 203) are vald for
general lattices, the cubic lattice being a special case 3Q].

T he heart of the above resumm ation of G; was the integral representation
©00) which is non-trivial. In appendix D' we present an altermnative derivation of
the above resuls using m ore Intuiive, physical argum ents.

Tt rem ains to extract the D 1,y s from the resumm ed Gg . The basic relation

is BO2:

STE - 1Y (o) Du 0+ B =ED oy
. 4 k)
U sing expansion theorem s [54] applied to €03) and (204) one can rew rite G as:
T X EX L i . e @ 97=
Go @) = N Yo (q) g 4R (93 @ 9D
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Figure 47: Contours for the integral evaluation of G .
arctan [Im k)=Rek)F2 =4,
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Z 4 K2 =

42 ;

X of . . 2 2 2
B—Yy () ., d i( 2iq)exp (P+q) %+

~ 2

(208)

C om paring equations 207) and £0§), and using the orthogonality ofthe spherical
ham onics Yiv ( 4), One cbtains:
2 3
1 X X k
4 t Pk 1o (209)

g ~

D =
v k) S k)

This is the Ewald{resum ed expression ofD 1y (k). It has the Interesting feature,
that even though each of the tem s explicitly depends on g, the total expression
is Independent of g. The sam e applies also to . This freedom can be used
to sin plify the expression £09), shce or g ! 0 the spherical Bessel fiinctions
sin plify to powers BU]:

@”
eL + 1N’

which are com putationally less dem anding. Taking the Iim it is straightforward
forL, & 0, whik forD (o there is a com plication due to the singularity ofng kq).
A s shown in appendix £ this sinqularity is exactly cancelled by the ~ = 0 tem ,
resulting in a nie expression also OrD g9. The nalresul is:

3@ ! (10)

X @ g?=
@) : k2= €
D,, = 4 fx ¢ @ 9 ¥y ( g)}{27(2@2; (12)
g
L+1;, L X z 1 2
@) 2"k L 2L 2 2 k .
Doy = P= Yim () . d exp + a2 7 (213)
~60 2
p—)é 2_
DO k=7 . (214)

w ith the convention g" j- 01— = 1. This com pktes the task of Ewald{resum ing
the buiding blocks D ,y ) Into rapidly convergent series.
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D \Physical' Ewald sum m ation ofG] )

In this appendix we present a derivation of the results 206), 03) by a m ethod
that is di erent than the one used In appendix €!. The present m ethod is phys-
ically appealing and does not require the use of com plicated integral represen—
tations. It is inspired by Appendix B of K ittel’s book {©7] which deals with
the problem of calculating M adelung constants (electrostatic potentials) of ion
crystals.

In the sequelweuseq * #and adopt the Hllow ing notational convention :
For any quantity X () we add a superscript T to denote its Jattice sum :

T X .
X" @) Xg ~): (215)

W e start from the Helm holz equation forGy:
2+ K)Go@= @ : (216)
D ue to linearity, the function G satis es:
2+ k)6 @@= "@: (217)

TheRHS of £17) can be interpreted asa \charge distrbution" which is com posed
ofpoint chargeson a Jattice. Each such point charge (g ~ ) ilnducesa \potential"
Golg ~)= exp (kg ~IJ)=@ | ~ J)which islong{ranged due to the sharpness
of the charge. (This is in analogy to the electrostatic case.) Hence, the lattice
sum ofpotentials G is conditionally convergent. To overcom e this di culty we
introduce an arbitrary charge distrloution () and rew rite 217) as:

Go @) = G @)+ G, @) ; 218)
C’+ k)G @ = T@; 19)
C’+x)G6I@ = "@ T@: (220)

Wewant (g ~) toe ectively screen the (g ~ ) charges, m aking & short{
ranged. This will result in rapid convergence of G, . (N ote, that the equations
©18)-¢20) hold also orthe quantitiesw ithout the T superscript due to linearity.)
On the other hand, (g) must be snooth enough, such that G; will rapidly
converge when Poisson resum ed. Tt is hence plausbl to choose a (spherically
symm etric) G aussian charge distrbution for (g):

@) =2exp( 4§); ©21)

where A and are yet arbirary param eters.
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W e calculate rst G, () by rew riting the inducing charge as an integral over
charges, and using the fact that each  charge contributes G to the potential:

Z
C?+ k)G, @)= @) @= @@ Jdo @) g 9): 22)
Hence,
Z
Gol@) = Go@) &0 Q)Gol Q)
Zl
3 k2 A 2
= Goglg) 1 A — e +2— dte ®9 woskt): (223)
d o

The rsttem is Jongranged due to G o, and the seoond term is short—ranged due
to the Integral that is rapidly decreasing as a function of g. To m ake G, short
ranged, we thus have to st the coe cient 0of G 3 to 0, which is satis ed if we
choose

3 k2

A=Ak; )= — exp 4— : (224)

T herefore, we get or G g a rapidly convergent sum :

P— iy Z
G, @)= 5 ! dt t+ 5§ ~3 coskt): (225)
2 1 2 7 o ~3Jo =P H )

This can be reexpressed In a m ore com pact form using com plem ent error func-
tions w ith com plex argum ents:

1 X 1 _ ik
Gl )= — . Re exp( kg ~J) e 3 ~3 Be
2 3= ~] 2
©26)
w here 1 Z 4
erfo(z)  p— e “du : ©27)

To caloulate G| we can directly Poisson resum  £25). A tematively, we can
use again the Heln holtz equation for G| 219) to sim plify the calculations. W e
expand G] in the reciprocal lattice:

X 7
Gl @) = & epR )G E ~)
g
X Z
- exp2 igg) & exp( 2 i+g)G()
g
X

exp 2 i89)G1g 228)

137



where the second line was obtained from the st one by shifting the origin of
the Integration. Sim ilarly or T (g):
X

@) = exp (2 i) ¢ ¢ (@29)
g

Inserting €28, 229) nto @19) and using the orthogonality of the Fourier com —

[ p—

ponents, we get the sin ple relation between G4 and 4:

=7g .
G = T o7 (230)

W hen Inserted back into 22§) we nally get orG7 :

hk2 , et
. X exp@ igg)exp 2
G = : 231
1 @) 2 C of (231)
g
This expression is dentical with @0§) fwe sst 4 = . It can be shown BY]

that also the expressions or G3, €03) and £26) are dentical. However, equa—
tion 26) is m ore convenient if one needs to compute G (g), shoe it nvolves
welkHtabulated com puter-lbrary finctions B8] and saves the burden of num erical
integrations. On the other hand, the expression @03) is m ore convenient as a
starting point for calculating D 1,y K).

To summ arize, we re-derived the Ewald{resummed form ofG| (g) using the
underlying Helm holtz equation. W e used a physically intuitive argum ent of
screening potentials, that was shown to be equivalent to the m ore abstract inte—
gral representation of G (), equation €00).
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E Calculating D )

W e need to caloulate (refer to equation £09) and its subsequent paragraph) :
Z

( " ) #)
. 1 1 coskg 1 k?
DY 1m - p— - d exp g7+ — ; (232)
a0 jhka 4 g Py 4
where we used the explicit expression ng (X) = s x)=x. Taking the lim it of
the denom mnator is trivial, since j kqg) ! 1.Forqg! 0 we can wrie,
1 ooskq) 1
P= =p=+0@:;:; @33)
4 aq 4 g

which contains 1=q singularity. A s for the temm with the integral, we expand
exp (k?=4 ?) in a Taylr series, and transfom ing to the variable t= g one gets:

7 Z
171 K2 1 ¥ n 71
1 g ep g o LT det e ¥ i @34)
p_:2 4 qn:O ann ! qp_:Z
Forn = 0:
|
4 21 2P P- 1p
dtet2= dtet2=— - _q+O((f): (235)
Pos o 2 2

Forn > 0 we integrate by parts:

Z 4 2n+1

1 1p _ _
¢ -P q e T+ 0 @™ (236)

dtt e ¥ =
F= 2n 1 2

C ollecting everything together back to 232), the 1=q singularities cancel, and we
ram aln with the nite expression:

p_ .
p®- - _&=7 237)
2 0 n!@n 1)

K
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FF' The \cubic harmm onics" YL(JI){

©)
JK M
W e want to calculate the linear com binations of spherical ham onics that trans-
form according to the irreduchble representations of the cubic group O . This
problem was addressed by von der Lage and Bethe B7] which coined the tem
\cubic ham onics" for these combinations. They gave an ntuitive schem e that
was used to caloulate the st few cubic ham onics, but their argum ents are dif-
culk to extend for large L'’s. M oreover, their m ethod is recursive, because one
has to orthogonalize w ith respect to all ower lying com binations. This is cum -
bersom e to in plam ent num erically and m ight result in instabilities for large L’s.
The only other work on the subct that we were are aware of [98] specializes in
the sym m etric representation and gives only part ofthe com binations. Tt also ex—
presses the results not in temm s of spherical ham onics, but rather aspolynom ials
that are di cult to translateto Y v ’s.

W e describe In the follow ng a sin ple and general num erical m ethod to cal-
culate the cubic ham onics In a non-recursive way. This is based on a general
theorem , that states that a finction £¢’ transfom s according to the irep i
it satis es B1I:

FF.1l Calculation of the transform ation coe cients a

B = £0) (238)
where B () is the profction operator onto the subspace that belngs to
X

N

Pl)= ©@e: (239)

1

N 492G

W e denoted by 1 the din ension of , Ng isthe num ber ofelem ents in the group
G, and (’(@) are the characters. The realization of P () as a matrix i an
arbirary basis results In general n an in nite m atrix. However, in the case of
the cubic ham onics, we know that Oy, O (3), thus the operations of§ 2 0, do
not m ix di erent L’s. Hence, working in the Y.y basis, we can w rite the cubic
ham onics as the nite combinations:

L
Y, ()= a®) You () (240)

M= L

where J enum erates the irreps  In L. For sin plicity we consider 1-din ensional
irreps. Applying €38), €39) to 240) and using the W ignerm atricesD ®’ @) to
express the cperations of§ on Yy 4], we get the ©llowing QL + 1)  @L + 1)
linear system : % h i
Puus wmo @ gyo=0 41)
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where:
. 1 X
(L) _ () @) .
plr= = @D ) o) (242)

T he above equations are best solved using SVD algorithm [F§], and the (orthonor-
m alized) eigenvectors that belong to the zero singular values are the required

coe cients a (LJ);M 0. For mulidin ensional irreps one needs to classify the cubic
ham onics also with respect to the row K inside the irrep. This can be done
by sin ple m odi cation of the above procedure, using the appropriate pro gctors
B11.

The above general procedure can be sinpli ed for speci ¢ irreps. In the
follow Ing we shall concentrate on the com pletely antisym m etric irrep = a and
further reduce the linear system (241). W e rst note, that the antisymm etric

cubic ham onics m ust satisfy per de nition:
gv,5 ()= P @y, ()= D9y, () 8§20 ,: (243)

W e then choose a faw particular ¢§'s for which the operations on Yy () are
sin ple:

h&yz)  ( xyz): v (5 )=Ywm (; )= HYL uw ;)
rykyz) & yz): fiw (7 )= Y%wum (; )= w (i) 244)
%, ®yz) &y z) : o (7 )= Y ( )= M yew ()
Py Xyz) (yxz) : By Ym (7 )= Y ( s )= ( HY, uw (5 ):
Applying €43) and @42) to @40) resuls in the ollow ing \selection rules":
all, = 0; L62p+ ;M 6 4y p;g2 N
asiw = s (245)

w hich reduces the num ber of ndependent coe cients to be com puted by a factor
of16. The form of the profctorm atrix P ©*) can also be greatly reduced, ifwe
observe that the group Oy, can be w ritten as the follow ing direct m ultiplication :

Oh = G3 Gl6 (246)
G; = f£&;6¢g &= dentity; &&yz)= (yzx) 47)
Gie = f&pyg £&%g f£&£g fE£g (248)

and consequently, the pro pctor can be w ritten as

E;\ @) = PA3PA16 (249)
By, = &+ 6+ & 250)
PA16 = €@ pye K)e e £): (251)
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T he operator B¢ acts as the identity on the subspace de ned by @45) and hence
we need to consider only the operation of B5. Sin pk m anpulations give the
follow Ing set of equations:
X h i
2da®) o — s @ = 07 4> 0;L=2p+ 1: 252)
> 0

The m atrices df;:w are the \reduced" W ignerm atrices, which are real [54], thus
the resulting coe cients are also real. T he above isa square linear system , which

is 8 tin es sn aller than the generalone (241).

F .2 Counting the YL(J)’S

The number of the irreps  0of Oy, that are contained in the irep L of O (3) is
given by the omula B1]:

X
@ L © ©53)

420y

1
N = 4_8
where [ (§) are the characters ofthe irrep L. An explicit calculation show s that
them ain contrbutions for large L s com e from the identity and from the Inversion
operations, thus:

1@L+1)

1 1y " 254
N (1 18 @54)

where the corresoonds to the parity of . Since for 1-din irrep we have 1
basis functions, and there are 2L + 1 basis finctions in the irrep L, the fraction
of cubic ham onics that belong to  is:

P
F — (255)
48
In accordance w ith the general relation:
X
¥ = 48: (256)

C onsequently, the fraction of cubic ham onics that belong to the K "th block of
is

1
F — 257
K 78 @57)
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G Evaluation of 1(~)

G .1 Proofofequation (10)

W e need to prove the relation:

X X
Yrm ( g~): l(Np) Yru ( ~0) (258)

4204, ~025 ()

where ~, (i; 3;k) is the unique vector in the st O,~ which resides in the fun-
dam ental dom ain i 3 k 0, S {¥ is the collection of all distinct vectors
obtained by the operations §~,; § 2 Oy, and 1(~) is an integer.

P roof. Let H bethe set ofall§ 2 0, under which ~, is invariant:
dv=v () ¢2H: 259)
The sst H is a subgroup since:
1. The identity €2 H .

2. ThesetH isclosed underm ultplication, since if§;;8, 2 H then §; & +) =

Giv= %

3. The st H isclosed under nversion: § '~ = § ' @~) = .

The order of (numberoftem sn) H isdenoted asNy . W eassum e that H isthe
m axin alinvarance subgroup, and construct the right cosstsgH = f@ﬁl;::g.Ac—

(T he num ber 48 is the order 0of 04, ). Theirunion isO4, . Foreach cosst C; we can
de ne
~ Gy (260)

which ismeaningfuldue to the invariance of ~, under H .
W e want to prove the follow ing
Lemma.~ 6 ~y1 16 J.

P roof. A ssum e the opposite, then In particular

Givp = lgj “p
’ (g] gl) o = o
; §57¢=h2H
’ gi = gjh
7 Ci= Cj
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In contradiction to the assum ption. The last line was obtained using the rear-
rangem ent theorem [31] applied to the group H . QED .
W e now set

S(v) = [io9~ (261)
1(+) = Ny = integer (262)
. P Py P .
and sihce 5 = . g, Weproved €58). QED .

G 2 Calculating 1(~)

W e give an explicit expression of 1(~). Consider ~ = (i;j;k) such thati j
k 0 w ith no loss of generality. T hen

L(v) = %)(Np)]s('vp); (263)
< 1, i6 j6 k6 1
L(y) = 2; i= j6 korié j= kori= k6 j (264)
6; 1= j=k
Liv) = 2 # zero indices) . 265)

W e prove this form ula in the follow ing. F irst we observe, that O, can be decom —
pos=d as

Opn = P3 3 (266)
P; = group ofpem utation of 3 numbers (267)
S; = £ g= 3 sign changes: (268)

Let Hp ;H 5 be the subgroups of P 3;S3, respectively, under which ~ is invariant.
Lemma.H = Hp Hs.

Proof. Let § = P8, where § 2 Oy, P 2 P53 and 8 2 S3. This representation
of § is aWways possbk according to @66). I8 2H s then §~ 6 ~, thus neces—
sarily there is at least one sign change in §~ with respect to ~ . Consequently,
d+ 6 -, because pemm utations only change the order of indices and cannot re-
store the di erent sign (s). W e conclude that § 2H . Thus, §2 H ) 82 H.For
every § 2 H we must have therefore §~ = P8~ = P~ = ~ which proves that
alop2 Hp .QED.

W e conclude that Ny = order® ) order). This is m anifest in equations
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H N um ber theoretical degeneracy of the cubic
lattice

H.J1l Firstm om ent

The follow ng argum ents are due to J. Keating P9]. W e rst need to estin ate
the fraction of integers that can be expressed as a sum of 3 squares. The key
theorem is due to G auss and Legendre and states that:

a= ¥+ F#+ k% LFk2 N () g6 4" 8l+ 7); m;12 N: 269)

From thiswe can estin ate that the fraction of integerswhich can notbe expressed
as a sum of 3 squares of integers is:

1 1 1

In the above we used the fact Which is easily proven) that ifg= 4" 81+ 7) then
m , lare uniguely detemm ined. T herefore, asym ptotically only 5=6 of the integers
are expressiblke as a sum of three squares.

O ur ob gct of nterest is the degeneracy factorg ( ) de ned as:

g() #¢22%3=): ©71)

T he num ber of Z>-Jattice points whose distance from the origin isbetween and
+ is estim ated by considering the volum e of the corresponding spherical
shell:
N 4 * @72)

Since ? is an integer, the number of integers in the sam e interval is:

n 2 : 273)

Taking Into acoount that only 5=6 of the integers are accessble, we cbtain:

N 12
hg ()i= = : (274)
(5=6)n 5

H .2 Second m om ent

Here we use a result due to B kher and D yson {[00], brought to our attention by
Z .Rudnick:

162_(2)

¥ 7= arts ; c=
= error; c= 5 )

k=1

30:8706 : 275)
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D i erentiating by N and considering only Integers forwhich g & 0 one obtains:

12
ho? ()i Ec2 74:0894 7

T herefore,

hg? ()i
hy ()i
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; =— 98264 :

(276)
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I W eyls law

A very In portant tool in the investigation of eigenvalues is the an ooth counting
function, known asW eyls law . For billiards it was thoroughly discussed eg. by
Balian and Bloch [B2]and by Baltes and H ilf P1]. W e construct in the ollow ing
the expression for the 3D Sinaibilliard. In general, it takes on the fom :

N k)= Nsk’>+ N,k*+ N;k+ Ny ; 278)

where we Included tem s up to and incluiding the constant tem . In fact, for
the nearestneighbour and two-point spectral statistics the constant tem N
is unin portant, since it shifts the unfolded spectrum x, N (k,) unifom ly.
N evertheless, for com plkteness we shall calculate this tem . W e enum erate the
contrbutions in the case of D irichlet boundary conditions one by one and then
w rite down the fill expression. F igure '§ should be consulted for the geom etry of
the billiard.

N 3: There is only one contrbution due to the volum e of the billiard:

_ volme 1 3 3
=7 “ gz S 3R @79)

N , : The contrbution is due to the surface area of the planes + sphere:
surface h p i

]_ _
N, = = 61+ 2)s? TR (280)
16 384

N ; : Here we have contributions due to the curvature of the sphere and due to

2-surface edges:
curvature:
Z
1 1 1 R
N lcurvature — 5 ds + = _— (281)
12 surface Ri(s) Ry(s) 72

where R, R, are the principal local radii of curvature.

edges: W e have 6 planeplane edges and 3 plane-sphere edges. T heir con-
tributions are given by:

edges 1 X ]
NS o — 31 (282)
2 .
edges ]
S b b R 9 95
= 2 _Q7+9 2+8 N+ — — = ;
144 24 8 12

where L; are the lengths of the edges, and 5 are the corresponding
angles.
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N ¢ : There are three term s here due to square ofthe curvatures, 3-surface comers
and curvature of the edges:

curvature?:

Z 2
1 1 1
= — ds =0: (283)
512 oo Ri(8) Ry (s)

curvature?
N 0

3-surface corners: In the 3D Sihaibilliard we have 6 comers due to inter—
section of 3 surfaces; 3 ofthem are due to Intersection of 3 sym m etry
planes and the other 3 are due to Intersection of 2 symm etry planes
and the sphere. The comers are divided into 4 types as ollow s:

(45;54:74 ;3626 )
(45;90 ;90 )
(6G;90 ;90 )
(9390 ;90 ) :

R oW R

A s forthe comers ; ; which are ofthe type ( ;90;90 ) there isa
known expression for their contrbution [B1]:

1
c= — - — 84)
96
T herefore:
= > _ 1 _ 1 (285)
128 ' 36’ 64 °

As for the comer , we calculate its contrbution from the R = 0
Integrable case (\the pyram id"). The constant term in the case of the
pyram id is  5=16 53] and origihates only from 3-plane contributions
(there are no curved surfaces or curved edges in the pyram id). The
pyram id has 4 comers: 2 oftype and 2 oftype . Usihg c above
we can therefore elin lnate c :

5 5 15
2 c+t2 — = — =) c = —: (286)
128 16 128

Hence, the overall contrbution due comers In the 3D Sinai is:

I R
0 128 128
1 1
1 — 41 -
36 64
= > ©87)
18 °



curvature of edges: W e have 3 edges which are curved. They are 90
edges that are due to plane-sphere intersections. Baltes and H ilf P1]
quote the constant term ( 1=12)+ (1=256) H =R ) orthe circular cylin—
der, where H is the height and R is the radius of the cylinder. W e
conclude from this that the H -independent term 1=12 is due to the
curvature ofthe 90 edges between the 2 bases and the tube. A ssum -
Ing locality, it isthen plausble to con cture that the contribution due
to the curvature ofa 90 edge is:

Z
1 dl
— - (288)
48 e R D

where R (1) is the lJocal curvature radiis of the edge. W hen applied to

ourcaze R (D) = R),weget:
1
N e - T 289
0 64 (“89)
P utting everything together we get:
1 4
N = s’ - R® ¥’
w 288 2 3
1 h B i
—— 6@+ 2)8* TR kK
384
] P P — 3 11
+ — @7+ 9 2+8 3)+R — — k
144 64 32
151
— (290)
576
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J Calculation of the m onodrom y m atrix

The m onodrom y m atrix m easures the linear regoonse to In nitesim al displace-
m ents of the initial conditions of a classical orbit. Tts eigenvalues determ ine the
stability of the orboit. D ue to the symplectic form of the equations of m otion,
if is an eigenvalie of the m onodromy m atrix then also , 1= and 1= 2I.
T herefore, generically the elgenvalies com e In groups of four:

=exp( u iv); u;v2 R : (291)

In d dim ensions the monodromy has 2(d 1) eigenvalues. Therefore, only for
d 3 the generic situation 291) can take place. In two din ensions there are
only two elgenvalues and consequently one cbtains the follow Ing three possble
sttuations (which are special cases of €91) with eitheru orv set to 0):

E lliptic: 1, = exp( 1iv), stabl ombit.
Parabolic: ;,=1lor ;.= ( 1), neutrally stabl orbit.
Hyperbolic: ;, = exp( u)or 1, = exp ( u), unstable orbit.

T he parabolic case w ith the \+ " sign is denoted as \direct parabolic" and w ith
\-" sign i is denoted as \inverse parabolic". Sin ilar temm nology applies to the
hyperbolic case. The generic case £91) is designated as \loxodrom ic stability™
Bl.

JJ The 3D Sinaitorus case

W e wish to calculate explicitly the 4 4 m onodrom y m atrices in the case of the
3D Sinaitorus. There are (at last) two possble ways to tackle this problm .
O ne possibility is to describe the classical m otion by a discrete (H am ilttonian,
area{preserving) m apping between consecutive re ections from the soheres. The

m apping is generated by the straight segm ent that connects the two re ection

points, and the m onodrom y can be explicitly calculated from the second deriva—
tives of the generating function. T his straightforward calculation was perform ed

forthe 2D case (forgeneralbilliards) eg.in [/2]and it becom es very cum bersom e
for three dim ensions. R ather, we take the altemative view ofdescribing the clas-
sicalm otion as a continuous ow in tin e, as was done eg. by Siber U] for the
case ofthe 2D hyperbola billiard. W e ssparate them otion into the sections of free
propagation between spheres and re ectionso the spheres, and the m onodrom y

m atrix takes the general fom :

M =Moo "M SoMM MM (292)
where M 1 % describes the free propagation from sphere ito sphere i+ 1 and

_ prop
M . describesthe re ection from the sphere i. To explicitly calculate them atrices
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one has to choose a wellkde ned (and convenient) coordinate system , which isa
non-trivialtask in three din ensions. Ifwe denote the direction along the orbit by
\1", then we have two m ore directions, denoted henceforth \2" and \3". Hence
there is a rotation freedom In choosing the directions 2 and 3. For convenience of
calculation ofM r we choose the follow ing Jocal convention for coordinates: N ear
Sohere i there exists the plane P; which is uniquely de ned (exospt for nom al
Incidence) by the incom ing segm ent, the outgoing segm ent and the nom al to
the sphere i at the re ection point. D irection 1 is obviously In P ;. W e uniguely
de ne direction 3 to be perpendicular to P; along the direction of the cross
product of the outgoing direction w ith the nom al. D irection 2 is then uniquely
de ned as & 4 & such that a rght{handed system is form ed. O bviously
&, is contained in P ;. The uniqueness of the local coordinate system guarantees
that the neighbourhoods of the Initial and the nalpoints of the periodic orbits
are correctly related to each other. To account for the local coordinate system s
we need to apply a rotation between every two re ections that aligns the \old"
system to the \new " one. Hence,

M = M P*l my ntl nyon 3 32Mrzestmle120t1M1

prop rot ref pro] rot ref :

(293)

W e should also x the convention of the row s and colum ns of M In order to be
able to w rite explicit expressions. It is chosen to be:

0 1 0 1
g g
B C B C
B _ B B¢
=M (294)
B nal B initial

A detailed calculations gives the explicit expressions OrM prop, M rer @and M o

0 1
1 Ly = O 0
Gl i B o 1 0 0 Q
M EHL i c . 295
prop € o 0 1 Lyi =B/ @)
0 0 0 1
0 1
1 0 0 0
B _2 1 0 0C
1 — R i C .
Mref 8 Sos O l OA I (296)
0 0 Z2si g
0 R 1
GOS i+1 i 0 sin 41 i 0
rot S sin 41 3 0 GOS ir1 i 0 AT
0 s 1 g 0 ®OS i+1 i

In the above p is the absolute value ofthem om entum which isa constant, L1 3
isthe length ofthe orbi’s segm ent between soheresiand i+ 1, ; isthe re ection
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anglk w ith respect to the nom alof the sphere i and 1 ; is the angle that is
needed to realign the coordinate system from sohere ito i+ 1. Even thought
the entries of M are din ensional, the eigenvalies ofM are din ensionless. Hence,
the eigenvalues cannot depend on p, which is the only varabl w ith din ensions
of a momentum . @ 1l other variables have either din ension of length or are
din ensionless.) Therefore, one can st p = 1 for the sake of the caloulations
of the eigenvalues of M . The fom ulas above for the m onodrom y were veri ed
num erically fora few cases against a direct integration ofthe equations ofm otion
near a periodic orbit of the Sinaitorus. W em ention the work of Sigber B2]which
extends the calculation ofthem onodrom y m atrix to an arbitrary billiard in three
din ensions.

J.2 The 3D Sinaibilliard case

W enext dealw ith the calculation ofthem onodrom y m atrix forthe periodic orbits
of the desymm etrized 3D SinaiBilliard. In principle, one can follow the same
procedure as above, and calculate the m onodromy as for the Sinai torus case,
this tin e taking into acoount the presence of the sym m etry planes. A re ection
w ih a symm etry plane is described by:

0 1
1 0 00
e _ B O 100
M=% o o 1 O§; (298)
0 0 01

which issinply M r with R ! 1 . Thismethod, however, is com putationally
very cum bersom e because of the need to f©old the oroit Into the desym m etrized
Sihaibilliard. Instead, we can use the m onodrom y m atrix that is calculated for
the unfolded periodic orbit, because the nitialand nal (phase space) neighbour-
hoods are the ssme modulo §. A calculation shows, that in order to align the
axes correctly, one needs to reverse direction 3 if § is not a pure rotation:

0 1
10 O 0
Bo1 o o &
. =B Linblded .
M & 0 0 @ 0 A M ; (299)
00 O @)
where (§) isthe parity ofg:
@) = +1; ¢ isa rotation (300)

1; ¢ isan Inproper rotation (rotation + Inversion)

T he above form ulas were veri ed num erically for a few cases by com paring the
result 299) to a direct integration ofthe classicaldynam ics in the desym m etrized
Sinaibilliard.
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