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C urrent and vortex statistics in m icrow ave billiards

M ichaelBarth� and Hans-J�urgen St�ockm anny
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(D ated:M arch 22,2024)

Using theone-to-onecorrespondencebetween thePoynting vectorin a m icrowavebilliard and the

probability currentdensity in thecorresponding quantum system probability densitiesand currents

werestudied in a m icrowavebilliard with a ferrite insertaswellasin an open billiard.D istribution

functions were obtained for probability densities,currents and vorticities. In addition the vortex

paircorrelation function could be extracted. Forallstudied quantitiesa com plete agreem entwith

the predictionsfrom the random -superposition-of-plane-wavesapproach wasobtained.

PACS num bers:05.60.G g,05.45.M t,73.23.A d

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

A particularly successfulapproach to describethesta-

tistical properties of the eigenfunctions of chaotic bil-

liards,datingbacktoBerry[1],assum esthatatanypoint

nottoo close to the boundary the wave function can be

described by a random superposition ofplane waves,

 (r)=
X

n

ane
{kn r ; (1)

where the m odulus k = jknjofthe incom ing waves is

�xed,but directions kn=k and am plitudes an are con-

sidered asrandom . In billiardswith tim e-reversalsym -

m etry there is in addition the restriction that the wave

function has to be real. This ansatz cannot be strictly

true. It com pletely ignores the boundary conditions at

thebilliard walls,butthisisofno im portanceaslong as

the wavelength issm allcom pared to the billiard size.

As a consequence one expects a G aussian distribu-

tion for the wave function am plitudes  , or, equiva-

lently, a Porter-Thom as distribution for their squares

j j2. For the spatialauto-correlation function c(r) =

h �(�r+ r) (�r)i
�r
a Besselfunction is found. These pre-

dictions were �rst veri�ed by M cDonald and K aufm an

in theirdissem inating paperson stadium wavefunctions

[2,3]. Itis im possible to m ention allworkswhich have

been published hitherto on thissubject.Asanothercon-

sequenceofansatz(1)thegradientofthewavefunction is

G aussian distributed,too,and uncorrelated to the wave

function.Thishasbeen used tocalculatethedistribution

ofeigenvalue velocitiesand the velocity auto-correlation

function forthe caseofa localparam etervariation [4].

Theapproach isnotrestricted to quantum -m echanical

system s, or system s where there is a one-to-one cor-

respondence to quantum m echanics such as quasi-two-

dim ensionalm icrowave billiards. Porter-Thom asdistri-

butions are found as well in the squared am plitudes

of vibrating plates [5]. In an experim ent on a three-
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dim ensionalSinaim icrowave billiard, having no quan-

tum m echanicalequivalent,theelectrom agnetic�eld dis-

tributions as wellas their spatialcorrelations could be

explained assum ingarandom superposition ofplaneelec-

trom agnetic�elds[6,7].In a very recentexperim enton

lightpropagation through distorted waveguides,�nally,

theobserved transversal�eld patternscould bedescribed

again by ansatz(1)[8].Alltheseexam plesshow thatthe

random -superposition-of-plane-wavesapproach isnotof

a quantum -m echanicalorigin,but holds for alltypes of

waves.

Ifthe billiard isopened,oriftim e-reversalsym m etry

isbroken,thewavefunction acquiresan im aginary part,

 =  R + { I;

with the consequence thatin dependence ofthe relative

fractionsofrealand im aginary partsthe distribution of

j j2 changes from Porter-Thom asto single exponential

behavior.An explicitform uladescribing thedistribution

in the transition regim e hasbeen given by di�erentau-

thors[9,10,11,12].Thesam efunction hasbeen derived

by �Sebaetal.forthedistribution ofscatteringm atrix el-

em entsin a partially opened m icrowavebilliard [13].W u

etal. studied am plitude distributionsand spatialauto-

correlation functions in a m icrowave billiard with one

ferrite-coated wallto break tim e-reversalsym m etry,and

found quantitative agreem entwith the results expected

from the random -superposition-of-plane-wavesapproach

[14]. In a recent paper by Ishio et al. also deviations

ofthis form ula due to scars and in regular system s are

studied [15].

M ore recently the interest focussed on the current

statisticsin open system s. Saichev etal. calculated the

distribution ofcurrents [12]. The properties ofcurrent

vortices have been studied by Berry and Dennis, who

gaveanalyticexpressionsfordi�erenttypesofvortexspa-

tialauto-correlation functions [16]. Independently,such

auto-correlation functions as wellas the distribution of

nearestdistancesbetween nodalpointshavebeen studied

in Ref.[17].

Experim entalresultson currentstatisticsand the dis-

tribution ofnodalpointshavenotbeen availableasyet.

The m ethod ofchoice to study such questions are m i-

crowavetechniques.In a previouswork ofourgroup we
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FIG .1:M ap ofj j
2
(top)and ofthecurrent(bottom )in theferritebilliard at5.19 G Hz(a)and 6.41 G Hz(b),and fortheopen

billiard at5.77 G Hz (c).The intensity hasbeen converted into a gray scale with the intensity increasing from white to black.

The lengths ofthe arrows in the currentm ap correspond to the m agnitude ofthe Poynting vector. Forthe �eld distribution

in panel(a)thereisa strong ow into the probing antenna atpointsofhigh intensity.In the two otherexam plestheow into

the probing antenna isnegligible.

could dem onstrate that currentscan be easily obtained

in an open m icrowavebilliard [18].In the presentpaper

we show resultson currentdistributionsin two typesof

billiards,verifying a num ber ofpredictions given in the

abovem entioned papersforthe �rsttim e also in experi-

m ent.

II. EX P ER IM EN T

The basic principles ofthe experim ent are described

in detailin Ref.[19]. Therefore we concentrate on the

aspectsbeing ofrelevanceto thepresentstudy.Two dif-

ferent billiards have been used,both resonators have a

size ofabout25 cm and a heightof8 m m .O ne ofthem

is an open system ofa rectangularshape with rounded

corners and two openings on opposite sides containing

entranceand exitantenna (seeFig.1c).A third m ovable

antenna was used to m ap the �eld distribution in the

resonator on a square grid ofperiod 5 m m . The sam e

system wasused fora quantum -dotanalog study previ-

ously [20]. The two �xed antennashave a m etallic core

ofdiam eter1 m m ,and a teon coating forstrongercou-

pling;the m ovable antenna wasa thin wire ofdiam eter

0.2 m m . The lenghtsofallantennaswere about6 m m .

Thequantity directly accessiblein theexperim entisthe

scatteringm atrix [21].From a reection m easurem entas

afunction oftheantennaposition am appingofthem od-

ulusofthewavefunction can beobtained;to getthesign

aswell,thetransm ission between twoantennasisneeded.

By thepresenceoftheantennastheresonancesaresom e-

whatbroadened and shifted,butin chaoticsystem sthis

doesnotchangethe universaldistributions.(Fordetails

seeRef.[19].)

Thesecond system studied isaRobnik,orlim a�con bil-

liard [22,23].Itcan be obtained by a com plex m apping

ofthe unit circle in the com plex plain by m eans ofthe

function w = z+ �z2. The deform ation param eterused

in the experim entwas � = 0:4. Forthis param eterthe

billiard isbelieved to be com pletely chaotic. (There are

recenttheoreticalresults indicating that this cannotbe

taken for sure [24]. But ifthere are stillstable islands

in the phase space,their corresponding volum e willbe

very sm all.) A ferrite ring is introduced to break tim e-

reversalsym m etry (shape and position are included in

Figs.1a and b).Ferriteshavebeen used already repeat-

edly forthispurpose[14,25,26,27].A detailed descrip-

tion ofthefunction principleoftheferriteswillbegiven

in a forthcom ing publication [28]. During reection at

the ferrite the m icrowavesexperience a phase shiftwith
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the consequence thatthere willbe currentsthrough the

billiard though it is com pletely closed. These currents

are a com plete analogue to the persistent currents ob-

served in m esoscopic structures[29],fora recentreview

seeRef.[30].They willbethesubjectofa separatepub-

lication [31]. In addition there willbe currents due to

the factthatthe ferrite introducesconsiderable absorp-

tion into the system . In the presentcontextitisnotof

relevancewhetherthecurrentsareduetoa break oftim e

reversalsym m etry ordue to absorption.

It was dem onstrated in Ref. [18] that in quasi-two-

dim ensionalbilliardsthe Poynting vector ~S = c

4�
~E � ~H

can be written as

~S =
c

8�k
Im [E �(r)r E (r)];

showing that there is a one-to-one correspondence with

the currentdensity

~j=
�h

m
Im [ �(r)r  (r)]

in the corresponding quantum -m echanical system . A

m easurem entoftheelectric�eld in theresonatorinclud-

ing the phase thusim m ediately yieldsthe Poynting vec-

torand by m eansofthe m entioned analogy the current

density.

There isone problem with the experim entaldeterm i-

nation of�eld and currentdistributions. The probe an-

tenna m oving through thebilliard unavoidably givesrise

to a leakagecurrentspoiling the statisticalpropertiesof

the currentdistribution [18].The inuence ofthe probe

antenna issm allaslong asthereisa strong ow through

the system .In thiscasethe unavoidableleakagecurrent

intotheprobeantennaisnegligible.Therearesituations,

however,wherethereisno oronly littleow,e.g.forthe

open dot,ifthe totaltransm ission is close to zero,or

fortheferritebilliard,iftherearestrong standing waves

present,asin Fig.1a.In such casestheleakagecurrentis

no longernegligible,and m ay even becom e dom inating.

Thereisonly onewaytoavoid thisproblem :thefrequen-

cies have to be chosen such that the overallam plitudes

arem oderate.Asan exam pleFig.1ashowsam appingof

j j2 and ofthecurrentdistribution in theferritebilliard

ata frequency wherethereisa strong ow into them ea-

suring antenna atpointsofhigh intensity.In Fig.1b,on

theotherhand,thefrequency hasbeen chosen such that

thereisno noticeablecurrentinto the probeantenna.

III. IN T EN SIT Y D IST R IB U T IO N S

In a chaotic billiard realand im aginary part of the

wavefunction areuncorrelated within therandom -super-

position-of-plane-wavesapproach,h R  Ii= 0,wherethe

average is taken over the billiard area. In a m icrowave

m easurem ent,therem ay bean additionalrotation ofthe

phase, caused by antennas, cables etc., i.e. the wave

FIG .2: D istributions of� = j j
2
for the ferrite billiard at

5.19 G Hz (a), 6.41 G Hz (b), and for the open billiard at

5.77 G Hz(c),corresponding to Fig.1.Thedashed lineshave

been calculated from Eq.(2).

function registered by the apparatusis

~ = ~ R + {~ I = e
{�( R + { I):

This has the consequence that realand im aginary part

becom e correlated,h~ R ~ Ii6= 0. To begin with we have

to rem ove this phase rotation. The procedure is de-

scribed,e.g.,in Refs.[12,15].

The distribution ofintensities � = j j2 can be calcu-

lated with help ofthe Berry ansatz described above. If
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FIG .3: D istributions ofjx (a),jy (b),and j,the latter one both on a linear (c) and a logarithm ic scale (d),for the ferrite

billiard at 6.41 G Hz,corresponding to Fig.1b. The dashed lines are the theoreticalexpectations from Eqs. (3) and (4),

respectively,where � =
p
hj2x;yi,see Eq.(5).

thereisa com plex m ixing ofindependentG aussian �elds

 R and  I,wehavein the transition regim e[12,15]

P (�)= � exp(� �2
�)I0

�

�
p
�2 � 1�

�

; (2)

where

� =
1

2

�

�+
1

�

�

and � =

s

h 2

I
i

h 2

R
i
:

In thelim it� ! 0,Eq.(2)describesthePorter-Thom as

distribution found forsystem swherethewavefunction is

real.For� ! 1,asingleexponentialbehaviorisobserved

which holds for system s where realand im aginary part

areofthe sam estrength.

Figures2aand b show thecorrespondingintensity dis-

tributions for the ferrite billiard. The dashed lines are

calculated from Eq.(2). The param eter� hasnotbeen

�tted buthasbeen taken directly from theexperim entby

averaging 2

R
and  2

I
overallpixelsata given frequency.

O neobservesa quantitativeagreem entwith theory for

the case thatthe leakage currentisnegligible (Fig.2b).

For the scarred wavefunction of Fig.2a, on the other

hand, the experim entally found distribution of j j2 is

com pletely atodds with theory. Such discrepanciesare

notnew.Already in thedissem inating paperby M cDon-

ald and K aufm an [3]G aussian distributions for  were

observed forchaoticwavefunctionsexclusively.Itisob-

vious that the random -superposition-of-plane-wavesap-

proach cannotwork forbouncing-balland scarred wave

functionssuch astheoneshown in Fig.1a.Itisan easy

m atterto show thatsharp dropsin thej j2 distribution

asthe one in Fig.2a are generic,e.g.,forallwave func-

tionsofthe rectangle[15].

Figure2cshowsa corresponding exam plefortheopen

billiard ata frequency wherethereisno leakagecurrent.

Again one�ndsa com plete correspondencewith theory.

IV . C U R R EN T D IST R IB U T IO N S

Forthe currentsshown in the bottom panelofFig.1

the distribution function of

~j= Im [ �
r  ]=  R r  I �  Ir  R

hasto be calculated.A sim ilarproblem occurred in our

work on globaland localleveldynam ics where the dis-

tributions function of r  was needed [4]. W ith the
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FIG .4:Sam e asFig.3,butforthe open billiard at5.77 G Hz,corresponding to Fig.1c.

random -superposition-of-plane-waves approach the cal-

culation oftheaveragesisstraightforward and yields[12]

P (jx;y)=
1

q

2hj2x;yi
exp

 

�

s

2

hj2x;yi
jjx;yj

!

(3)

forthedistribution ofthecurrentcom ponentsjx and jy,

and

P (j)=
4j

hj2i
K 0

 

2j
p
hj2i

!

(4)

forthe distribution ofthe m odulusj =

q

j2x + j2y where

the param eter

hj
2

x;yi=
1

2
hj

2
i= k

2


 
2

R

� 

 
2

I

�
(5)

can again be taken directly from the experim ent.

Figures3 and 4 show the distributionsforjx,jy,and

j for the sam e patterns depicted in Figs. 1b and c,re-

spectively. O nce m ore theory isin com plete accordance

with theexperim entifthereareno leakagecurrents,but

is not able to describe the experim ent otherwise. For

com parison,Fig.5 showsthecurrentdistribution forthe

scarred wavefunction in Fig.1a.Notunexpectedly there

FIG .5:D istribution ofj on a logarithm ic scale asin Fig.3d,

but for the scarred wave function at 5.19 G Hz, shown in

Fig.1a.

areagain signi�cantdeviationsfrom theuniversalbehav-

ior.The excessatlarge currentvaluesin particularisa

consequence ofthe strong leakage currents observed at

positionsofhigh j j2 values(see Fig.1a).

In particularwe observe identicaldistributions forjx
and jy in the ferrite billiard. Thisisno longerthe case
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forthe open billiard,where the m axim um ofthe jx dis-

tribution isshifted signi�cantly tonegativevaluescaused

by the transportfrom the rightto the left through the

billiard.

V . T H E V O R T EX SPA T IA L

A U T O -C O R R ELA T IO N FU N C T IO N

A veryusefulquantity tocharacterizethevortexstruc-

ture ofa vector�eld isthe vorticity.Up to a factor1/2

itisidenticalwith the rotation ofthe currentdensity,

! =
@ R

@x

@ I

@y
�
@ I

@x

@ R

@y
=
1

2

�

r � ~j

�

z

:

Thecalculation ofthecorrespondingdistribution func-

tion P (!)followsexactlythesam elinesasforthecurrent

distribution and yields

P (!)=
1

p
2h!2i

exp

 

�

s

2

h!2i
j!j

!

; (6)

where

h!
2
i=

1

2
k
4
h 

2

R ih 
2

Ii: (7)

can be taken directly from the experim ent.

Figure6 showsthevorticity distribution fortheexam -

ple shown in Fig.1b forthe ferrite billiard. The dashed

linehasbeen calculated from Eq.(6).Again theparam -

eter� wasnot�tted buttaken from the experim ent.

Forthe wave function to be zero both realand im ag-

inary part have to be vanish. As a consequence there

are no longer nodallines,but only nodalpoints. Each

nodalpoint corresponds to a vortex in the correspond-

ing ow pattern.Sincethedistancebetween neighboring

node lines is ofthe order ofhalfofa wave length both

for realand im aginary part,the m ean spacing between

neighboring nodalpointsisofthisorderofm agnitudeas

well.

Using the random -superposition-of-plane-waves ap-

proach,Berry and Dennis [16]calculated two types of

vortex spatial auto-correlation functions, one of them

called paircorrelation function and de�ned by

g(r) = g0 h�[ R (�r+ r)]�[ I(�r+ r)]�[ R (�r)]�[ I(�r)]

� j!(�r+ r)jj!(�r)ji
�r
: (8)

The norm alization g0 isdeterm ined such thatg(r)! 1

forr ! 1 . The othercorrelation function discussed by

the authors,the charge auto-correlation function gQ (r),

di�ersfrom expression (8)only by thefactthatthe sign

ofthe vorticity istaken into account,

gQ (r) = g0 h�[ R (�r+ r)]�[ I(�r+ r)]�[ R (�r)]�[ I(�r)]

� !(�r+ r)!(�r)i
�r
:

SinceforgQ (r)pairsofvorticeswith di�erentsensesof

rotation enterwith a negative sign,we have gQ (r)! 0

FIG .6:D istribution ofthe vorticity forthe ferrite billiard at

6.41 G Hz corresponding to Fig.1b. The dashed line corre-

spondsto Eq.(6),where � =
p
h!2i,see Eq.(7).

FIG .7: Vortex pair correlation function ĝ(x) for the ferrite

billiard,seeEq.(8),wherex = kr and ĝ(x)= g(r).Thesolid

line hasbeen calculated from an integralexpression given by

Berry and D ennis[16].

forr! 1 .Fortheexplicitexpressionsofg(r)and gQ (r),

which arequitecom plicated,thereaderisreferred to the

originalwork.From thespatialauto-correlation function

thedistribution ofnearestdistancesbetween vorticescan

be calculated which has been studied by Saichev etal.

[17].

Theexperim entalstudy ofthevorticesism oredi�cult

than thatofthe di�erenttypesofdistribution functions

discussed above,since it involves the determ ination of

the zeros ofrealand im aginary part ofthe wave func-

tion. Because ofthe applied grid period of5m m ,the

precision in determ ining distancesisonly m oderate,and,

m ore problem atically,itisim possible to resolvevortices

lying very closetogetherwhich isvery often thecasefor

vortices with di�erent sign. In this situation a reliable

determ ination ofthe distance distribution is not possi-

ble. The determ ination ofthe charge correlation func-

tion gQ ,too,did notwork becauseofthecancellation of
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positiveand negativeterm s,leading to an intolerablein-

creaseofthenoiselevel.Butthepaircorrelationfunction

g could be determ ined.Since the wavenum berk enters

the paircorrelation function asa scaling factoronly,we

m ay write g(r) = ĝ(x),where x = kr. This allows to

im provethe statisticsby superim posing theresultsfrom

di�erent frequencies. Figure 7 shows the resulting pair

correlation function ĝ(x)obtained from currentpatterns

at43 di�erentfrequenciesin therangefrom 4 to 8 G Hz,

by extracting thefound vorticesby hand.Thefrequency

regim esshowingaow into theprobeantennawerecare-

fully avoided. Though the statistics is only m oderate,

the oscillations predicted by theory are clearly observ-

able. The hole observed in the experim entalhistogram

atsm alldistancesreectstheabovem entioned di�culty

to resolveclosely neighboring vortices.

W e can thus conclude that the experim entally ob-

tained distributions of wave function am plitudes, cur-

rents,and vorticesarein quantitativeagreem entwith the

predictions of the random -superposition-of-plane-waves

approach,ifthe wavefunction ischaotic.
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