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A bstract. TheW igner delay tin e is addressed sem iclassically using the M iller’'s S—
m atrix expressed in term s of open orbits. This leads to a very appealing expression,
In tem s of classical paths, for the energy averaged W igner tim e delay in chaotic
scattering. T he sam e approach also puts in evidence the sam iclassical incapability to
correctly assess the tin e delay higher m om ents. T his lim itation suggests that the use
of the sam iclassical approxin ation to quantify uctuations in scattering phenom ena,
like in m esoscopic physics, has to be considered w ith great caution.
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W hat is the tine a quantum particle spends to traverse a scattering region?
Reported superlum inal wave propagation [ll] and its relation to the fascihating and
controversial problem of the \tunneling tim e" [, [3, 4] brought renewed interest to the
quantum (or wave) dwell tin e question In general. The status of this m atter is very
nicely discussed by a recent com prehensive and pedagogical review [5].

T he present study is devoted to exam ine the delay tim e of a particke scattered by
a chaotic potential [6, 1] in the absence of tunneling barriers. Here the sam iclassical
approxin ation is em ployed to take a fresh ook over the W igner tim e delay [B]. Starting
directly from the M iller sam iclassical S m atrix, a quite appealing expression for the
average dwelltim e is obtained and som e quite unexpected lin itationsto the sam iclassical
approxin ation are clearly revealed.

The W igner-Sm ith tin e delay m atrix [8,19] is de ned as
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where the scattering matrix S, that encodes all accessbl infomm ation about the
scattering process, is taken at the energy E . The sum in [) runs over allN open
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asym ptotic scattering channels. The W ignertine delay (€ ) is then given as

1
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In scattering processes large enhancements of  E), or long dwell times,
corresoond to narrow isolated resonances. In these situations, the W igner tinm e delay
gives access to properties of individual quasibound states. In the opposite and also
relevant case of overlapping resonances, Informm ation about ndividual states is lost. T he

uctuations of y (E) result from the coherent Interference of m any resonances. Here
the scattering process is best characterized by suitable statistical m easures of y E)
averaged over energy windows containing m any resonances. In chaotic systams y
displays universal uctuations that can be described by the theory of random m atrices.
A very detailed discussion on various aspects on the statistical approach for the W igner
tin e delay can be found, for instance, in [LO].

The sam iclassical literature on the W igner tin e dely is nvarantly based on is
relation to the leveldensity [11),[12], asenvisaged long tin e ago by Friedel [13,114]. H ence,
the resulting sam iclassical y depends sokly on the properties of the periodic oroits
trapped In the scattering region. The sem iclassical calculated W igner time uctuations
coincide w ith the random m atrix results [15,/16] for N 1, as they should.

It is also desirable to cast the sam iclassical y in temm s of open classical orbits that
soend a nite tin e In the scattering region, closer to the spirit of a scattering problen .
This is the task pursued here. Equation [Il) is directly evaluated using the M iller’s

sam iclassical S-m atrix [L]], nam ely
X 4 , -
SpE)= p E)e ®7; @3)
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w here the classical tra gctordes that start at channelb and end at channel a are lJabelled
by @ b). A cocordingly, is the reduced action W ih a M aslov phase included)
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and p is the classical transition probability for going from b to a follow Ing the path
6]. Throughout this paper the w de tilde Indicates quantities obtained by m eans of the
sam iclassical approxin ation. In the derivation of [J) the absence of tunneling barriers
between the scattering and the asym ptotic regions is In plicit. Furthem ore, the num ber
ofopen channelsN must ful 1IN 1.

For the sam iclassical W igner tim e delay, energy variations In classical transition
probabilities p are negligbl as com pared to those in the actions , since the Jatter
arem easured in units ofh. Hence,

1X ) ~
w = tPppel ™, @)

wheret = @ =QE isthe classical tim e the particlke spends to go from b to a through
the path . Here the sum s are unrestricted and run over all classical tra fctories that
enter and leave the scattering region. It isworth stressing that, due to the sam iclassical
approxin ation, g; is not m anifestly real or any given value of energy E . In analogy
to the unitarity de cit of the sam iclassical S-m atrix [18], i can be shown that the
In agihary part of gy is of sublkading order n powers of 1=N . T his sourious Im aginary
part can be easily elin Inated by using, for instance,
X d n n
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instead of Q, de ned by {l). Restricting the analysis to the kading order termm in
powers of 1=N , it is possble to nnsist with Q4. In addition to the sim plicity, this
strategy has the m erit of exposing som e of the sam iclassical 1im itations.

T he statistical analysis of ¢y and its higher m om ents unveils system speci ¢, as
well as universal features [B]. Let us start discussing the energy averaged g; , nam ely

1x D . ~
hey 1= — tpp p e = ©)
N 7
Here h i1 indicates an energy average taken over an energy window E where

classical dynam ics presents little changes, nonetheless com prisihg m any resonances.
To compute heg; 1 it is juasti ed to neglect the energy dependence of the probabilities
p and use the diagonal approxin ation. The latter says that, In general, di erent
orbits of a chaotic system are uncorrelated, and holds for tra gctories w ith dwell tin es
shorter than the Heisenberg tine h= . Here isthe mean resonance spacing.
Fortunately, w ithout barriers, tra pctories w ith texoeeding y are statistically negligble
in the sam iclassical regin e of N 1 [12]. In the absence of systam speci ¢ sym m etries
the diagonal approxin ation reads hexp [i( )=hli= , yielding

hey i= L £ P pp = L

N N

;

pt : (7)

T his rem arkable equation expresses them ultichannel energy averaged W igner tin e delay
purely in tem s of classical quantities:  is the classical scattering region escape time
obtained by averaging over all tra gctories weighted by their transition probabilities.

the
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The energy average elin nates the quantum nterference tem s in the leading order.
Equation [1) holds for perfect tranan ission, that is guaranteed in the sam iclassical Iim it
by the absence oftunneling barriers. T he diagonalapproxin ation iscustom arily jasti ed
only for chaotic system s. Hence, chaos is a key elem ent to cbtain [4). The valdity of
the diagonal approxin ation for other kinds of dynam ics isunclear. T hus, despite of the
sin plicity and appealof [1), a rigorous derivation of an expression ofthe sam e kind for
Integrable system s is still lacking.

This (sam j)classical result raises an inportant question: Is hey 1 = h=@N )
consistent with the wellknown exact dentity hy E)i = h=N ), that holds
irrespective of the underlying classical dynam ics [/]? In other words, is it possblk
to prove = h=N ) using just geom etric argum ents?

T he equivalence betw een both relations can be shown for the special case of chaotic
billiards connected to the scattering region by wave guides. T he proofis straightforward.
T he average tin e between bounces 1, for an ergodic billiard is

A a4v
b= — Prd=2 and b= — ford=3 8)
Pv Av
q
where v = 2E =m is the particle velocity. In two dinensions d = 2), A=P is the

billiard surface to perin eter ratio. Likew ise, V=A is the volum e to surface ratio for
threedin ensional (d = 3) cavities. T he above relations are exact. A s discussed in [19],
their rigorous derivation is long known by m athem aticians. Sin ple physical heuristic
argum ents can also used to cbtained [), as shown in R0].

For ergodic billiards the relation between the scape tine and the average bounce
tine , is

A
-~ , Brd=2  and =5 » Prd=3 )

where W and S are regpectively the wave guide width in d = 2 and its cross section
areaind= 3. TheW eylfom ula can be used tw ice to relate the geom etry ofthe billiard
to the m ean resonance spacing and the number of channels In the wave guides N ,
yielding
1h
- 10)
for both two and three din ensional system s, as previously announced.
Let us now use the \open orbits" sam iclassical approxin ation to calculate the

W igner tim e delay autocorrelation function, nam ely

C()=hy E+ )y E)g hy €)i: 11)
M ore explicitly, we com pute
1 X X P D i E i 2
C()= — Ppppoootte et o 0 en® Bl wm ®)iF; 12)
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and ocom pare it w ith the resul obtained using either the stochastic approach [15,116], or
the \closed orbits" sam iclassical theory [L1]. T he analysis of the transition probabilities
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P givesthe answer aln ost in m ediately. For chaotic system s the transition probabilities
follow the analogue of the H annay-O zorio de A In eida sum rule foropen systam s [21,124]

X 1 o
p =—e t 13)

tt tt N

P
where [, (P Iis the sum of all classical transition probabilities f©ollow ing the

tra pctories belonging to the a small tine Interval k;t+ t], where t is classically
anall. In [[3) the sum has no restriction on channels. Hence, it is easy to verify that
by replacing the sum by a tin e Integral, the classical nom alization ( ux conservation)
condition (6]
X
p=1; (14)
a=1l @ b
is ful Iled. N ote that {I4) m ust hold irrespective of the system dynam ics.
The sam iclassicalW ignertim e delay autocorrelation function € ( ) can be calculated

using the diagonal approxin ation
D . E
ehi ( oo 0 = 00+ o o 15)

and the sum rulk [[3). First, the diagonal approxin ation contracts pairw ise the

sum m ations over the orbit indices n [[J). Asa result hey € )i? is cancelled and only a

double sum over the paths ram ains to be evaluated. By grouping the pathsw ith sin ilar

traversal tim es we then use the sum rule [[3) to transform the sum m ations over orbits

Into tin e integrals. The Jater Inm ediately give
2 1

N 2 2 27

1+ —

C()= (16)

Since no special attention is payed to tin ereversal sym m etric paths, [[8) represents the
sem iclassical correlation function for broken tim ereversal symm etry. It is notew orthy
that although ¢; € ) is not purely real, the energy average elin nates the in aginary
part of € (). However, [[d) is at odds w ith the random m atrix resul [15, [1€], that
reads

c()y="—" a7

In the 1im it of N 1 and perfect tranan ission. T he agreem ent is not reestablished by
Just startingw ith aW ignerSm ith m atrix Q which in the sam iclassical lim it ism anifestly
Hem itian, as for nstance Q™ in [{). Neither the variance, nor the dependence of
the W igner tin e correlation fiunction de ned as ;" = (=N ) trQ ¥ agreeswith [I7).

R elated problem s appear when the sam iclassical approxin ation using open orbits
is em ployed to obtain the average tranam ission through a cavity and its autocorrelation
functions, quantities of central interest in m esoscopic quantum ooherent electronic
trangport. In this case the standard sem iclassical approach ailsbecause the S m atrix is
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not unitary. A s previously discussed [18] this problem is best characterized by noticing

that
* ! '+

bl bl
B..E)F 1 B ®)F 1 =260 (18)

=1 da=1
A though adm ittedly small, the lack of unitarity is of the same order as typical
trangn ission correlation functions. These sourious \unitarity" uctuations could
perhaps be reduced by including higher order corrections In the lndividual sam iclassical
S m atrix elem ents. However, a correct description of the correlations am ong di erent
m atrix elem ents, neglected In the standard sam iclassical approach, resuls to be a m ore
practicalway to proceed. In fact, orthe speci ¢ case of tranan ission, the discrepancies
between random m atrix theory and the sam iclassical approxin ation could be xed by
Introducing proper sem iclassical sum rules that in pose unitarity [18].

The W igner tin e delay problm does not ssem to have such a sinple solution.
Here the shortcom ings of the sem iclassical approach are m ore severe. For instance,
a direct Inspection shows that both the variance and the functional dependence of
hey E + )g E)iand hey E + )g;, E)iare very di erent. Unfortunately, even (9)
which seem ed very prom ising to elin nate the sam iclassical spurious In agihary part
feature is of little help: A Tthough 7" (£ ) ism anifestly real, 67" € )e”" E + ) isnot.

In distinction to the approach presented in this study, the \closed orbits"
sem iclassical approxin ation to the W igner tin e delay is very successfiil to describe its

uctuations [11,112]. The reason is sin ple. The trace over Q allow s one to express the
W igner tim e delay as a density of states, see for nstance [19]. T his is a m ore convenient
starting point for the sam iclassical approxin ation: the density of states is m anifestly
real and since Q was already traced the unitarity problem s of § do not appear. As a
result one kesps only the contributions of closed orbits trapped in the scattering region,
Joosing all informm ation about the channels. The an all price to pay is that the sinple
physical Interpretation forthe average §; ism issed. O n the other hand, since num erous
cbservables of nterest in scattering problem s do not Involve traces over all channels, a
m ore general solution is desirable.

It is in portant to m ention that for som e classes of cross—section correlations, the
relation between random -m atrix theory R3] and sem iclassical resuls is in very close
relation to the above discussion . A snicely addressed by R ef. 24], apparent discrepancies
between the two approaches are successully rem edied by avoiding taking shgular
sam iclassical lim its. Unfortunately we do not see how to adapt such ideas to our
problm : The scattering problem considered In 24] allow s for the use of a \closed
orbits"-lke sem iclassical approxin ation that is free of the unitarity problem s discussed
here.

In summ ary, our study shows that the sam iclassical S m atrix lads to a very
appealing expression, In tem s of classical paths, for the energy averaged W igner tim e
dely in chaotic scattering. On the other hand, it also puts In clkar evidence the
sam iclassical incapability to correctly assess the tine delay higher moments. This
Iim itation can be attributed to the spurious im aginary part of §; and to the lack of
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unitarity ofthe § m atrix. T he unitarity problm is quite severe and not only speci ¢ to
the ob ct studied in thiswork. H ence, before thisproblam is circum vented, applications
ofthe sam iclassical approxin ation to quantify uctuations in scattering phenom ena, like
In m esoscopic physics, have to be considered w ith great caution.
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