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Sem iclassicalC onstruction ofR andom W ave Functions for C on�ned System s
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W e develop a statisticaldescription ofchaotic wavefunctions in closed system s obeying arbitrary

boundary conditions by com bining a sem iclassicalexpression for the spatialtwo-point correlation

function with a treatm ent of eigenfunctions as G aussian random �elds. Thereby we generalize

Berry’s isotropic random wave m odelby incorporating con�nem ente�ects through classicalpaths

reected attheboundaries.O urapproach allowsto explicitly calculate highly non-trivialstatistics,

such asintensity distributions,in term sofusually few shortorbits,depending on theenergy window

considered. W e com pare with num ericalquantum results for the Africa billiard and derive non-

isotropic random wave m odelsforotherprom inentcon�nem entgeom etries.
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In m esoscopic quantum system s at low tem peratures

and faraway from any phasetransition,m any oftherel-

evantphysicalphenom ena can be described in the m ean

�eld approxim ation.In thisschem etheexcitationsofthe

system areconsidered asa setofindependentquasipar-

ticleswith energiesin asm allrangearound theFerm ien-

ergy,which form any-particlesystem sism uch largerthan

the single-particle ground state energies [1]. Hence,in

thissem iclassicalregim e,characterized by (Ferm i)wave

lengthsconsiderably sm allerthan the system size,chal-

lengesto theory areposed owing to thearising com plex-

ity ofthesingle-particlewavefunctionsinvolved.In view

ofthe correspondence principle their structures depend

sensitively on phase space propertiesofthe correspond-

ing classicalsystem [2].Thishascalled foran increasing

theoreticalinvestigation ofstatisticalpropertiesofeigen-

states [3]since the sem inalworks by Berry [4]and by

M cDonald and K aufm an [5].Thisisofm orethan theore-

ticalinterestasuctuationsofwavefunction am plitudes

govern a variety ofphysicalprocessessuch as,e.g.,pho-

todissociation ofm oleculesand them easured statisticsof

conductance peaks [6]in the Coulom b blockade regim e

[7]. M oreover,advances in scanning probe techniques

and m icrowaveexperim entsallow to directly uncoverthe

spatialstructureofwaveson m esoscopicscales[12].

To m im ic the statisticalproperties of wavefunctions

in classically chaotic quantum system s, Berry conjec-

tured [4]thatchaoticwavefunctionsbehaveasG aussian

random �elds,and argum entscom ing from sem iclassics

[4],quantum ergodicity [13],and inform ation theory [14]

support this G aussian hypothesis. W hen supplem ented

with a Bessel-type spatial two-point correlation func-

tion,the resulting theory is known as Berry’s Random

W aveM odel(RW M ),sinceitisequivalenttoconsiderthe

wavefunction asa random superposition ofplane waves

with locally �xed wavenum ber m agnitude. The RW M

providesuniversal,system -independentresultsconsistent

with random m atrix theory. It constitutes the m ost

widely used statisticaldescription ofchaotic eigenfunc-

tions,as it has been extrem ely successfulin predicting

bulk or spatially averaged quantities. However, obvi-

ously,the RW M doesnotaccountfore�ectsofcon�ne-

m entpotentialswhich poseadditionalconstraintsto the

wave functions,reducing their random ness particularly

in the spatialregion close to the boundaries. This fact

stronglydim inishestherangeofapplicability oftheusual

RW M ,sincein m any experim entalsituationsthebehav-

iorofthewavefunction closeto theboundary isparticu-

larlyrelevant(e.g.when m easuringtunnelrates,thelocal

densityofstatesatsurfacesorboundaries,ortheconduc-

tance by attaching leads). Hence,very recently several

papers appeared,where boundary e�ects have been in-

corporated into RW M approaches,howeverforvery spe-

ci�cgeom etries[15{18]only orin a qualitativeway [11].

In thisLetterweconstructa RW M which allowsto in-

corporateboundary e�ectsofarbitrary con�nem entsin-

cluding Dirichlet-,Neum ann-,and m ixed boundary con-

ditionsin both billiard and sm ooth system s.W ecom bine

theG aussian conjectureforeigenfunction statisticswith

a sem iclassically exactrepresentation ofthe spatialtwo-

pointcorrelation function.Thisenablesustoaccountfor

con�nem ent-induced random wave correlationsin term s

ofusually few classicalpaths,generalizingand im proving

ideaspresented in [4,19{21].W eillustratethegenerality

and strength ofour technique for di�erent system s in-

cluding those treated in [15{18].

De�ning the ensem ble. W e focus on two-dim ensional

clean,closed system s with tim e reversalsym m etry [22].

W e consider energy averagesover a set ofN W norm al-

ized solutions  n(~r) of the Schr�odinger equation with

non-degenerate eigenvalues E n lying inside an interval

W = [e� �e=2;e+ �e=2]. W e assum e �e=e � 1,which

can alwaysbe achieved in the sem iclassicallim itwe are

interested in. Considering such energy averagesisstan-

dard fordisorder-freem esoscopicsystem sasitallowsfor

random m atrix approaches[23]. M oreover,experim ents

often involve averages over �nite energy windows [24].

In particular,the energy-averaged eigenfunction inten-

sity to be considered isproportionalto the localdensity

ofstates,relevantto m any experim entssuch asphotoab-
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sorption,quantum transport,and ionization processes.

At a �xed position ~r = (x;y) we will probe wave

function am plitudes by m eans of a function F (un) =

F ( n(~r))which uctuateswhen varying E n and thecor-

respondingstate n insideW .W ede�nethespectralav-

erageofF at~r asF (~r)� 1

N W

P

E n 2W
F ( n(~r)).A typ-

icalexam ple is the distribution ofintensities,I(w;~r)�
1

N W

P

E n 2W
�(w� j n(~r)j

2).Thede�nition iseasily gen-

eralized to higher-orderstatisticssuch asthespatialcor-

relation ofthe intensity distribution,Y (w1;w2;~r1;~r2)�
1

N W

P

E n 2W
�(w1 � j n(~r1)j

2)�(w2 � j n(~r2)j
2),and to

functionsF (~u)depending notonly on theeigenfunctions

butalso on theirderivatesofany order:

F (~r1;:::;~rM )�
1

N W

X

E n 2W

F (u
1

n(~r1);::;u
M
n (~rM )) (1)

whereu�n(~ri)= @l�xi@
m �

yi
 n(xi;yi)with integersl�;m �.If

thereareJ di�erentpositionsam ong theset~r1;:::;~rM ,

wecallF (~r1;:::;~rM )a J-pointstatistics.In thispaper,

a centralquantity isthe two-pointcorrelation function

R(~ri;~rj)�
1

N W

X

E n 2W

 n(~ri) n(~rj); (2)

since the averageofany expression bilinearin the wave-

function can be expressed through thiscorrelation.

The Gaussian conjecture. Introducing the jointprob-

ability distribution P (~u) = 1

N W

P

E n 2W
�(~u � ~un) the

statistics (1) can be cast into the m ore fam iliar form

F (~r1;:::;~rM ) =
R
1

� 1
F (~u)P (~u)d~u. The Gaussian con-

jecture for the statistics ofeigenfunctions ofclassically

chaotic quantum system sclaim sthatthe energy ensem -

ble isdescribed asa G aussian stationary process. M ore

precisely, this m eans to assum e (in the weak sense)

P (~u) = (2�)� M =2 (detC )
� 1=2

exp
�
� 1

2
~u(C � 1)~u

�
, where

the correlation m atrix C = C (~r1;:::;~rJ) has entries

c�;� = 1

N W

P

E n 2W
u�nu

�
n. Since allthese entriesconsist

ofaveragesoverquantitiesbilinearin theeigenfunctions,

the knowledge ofthe two-pointcorrelation function (2)

com pletely determ ines,underthe G aussian assum ption,

the m atrix C and allstatisticalproperties.

Applying this approach to the intensity distribution

I(w;~r),the m atrix C reduces to a single entry c1;1 =

R(~r;~r).Using the aboveexpression forP (u)we�nd

I(w;~r)=
1

p
wR(~r;~r)

exp

�

�
w

2R(~r;~r)

�

: (3)

Due to the presence ofthe boundary,R(~r;~r)willgener-

allydepend on~r(aswillbediscussedin Fig.1).Thiscon-

stitutes a non-isotropic generalization ofthe (isotropic)

Porter-Thom asdistribution,given by R(~r;~r)= const.

The correlation of the intensity distribution, Y , in-

volves a 2 � 2 correlation m atrix with elem ents ci;j =

R(~ri;~rj).TheG aussian integralsthen give

Y (w1;w2;~r1;~r2)=
1

2�
p
w1w2detC

�

� cosh

� p
w1w2c1;2

detC

�

exp

�

�
c1;1w2 + c2;2w1

2detC

�

; (4)

which isthe non-isotropicgeneralization ofthe distribu-

tion studied in [19,20].

Sem iclassical construction of the correlation m atrix.

The above schem e critically depends on how precisely

R(~ri;~rj)can be calculated.Thisisa seriousissuein the

theory ofchaotic quantum system s where no analytical

expressionsfortheeigenfunctionsexist,and approxim ate

m ethodsarerequired.Itturnsoutconvenientto express

R(~ri;~rj)through the G reen function G (~ri;~rj;E + i0+ ),

R(~ri;~rj)=
1

�

1

N W

Z e+ �e=2

e� �e=2

Im G (~ri;~rj;E + i0
+
)dE ; (5)

sincea variety ofapproxim ationsexistsforG .

W estartfrom thetheexactm ultiplereection expan-

sion oftheG reen function [25]and considerthetwolead-

ing term s,G ’ G (0)+ G (1),to calculateR(~ri;~rj).

Theterm G (0) denotesthecontribution from thedirect

path joining ~ri and ~rj.Thecorresponding isotropiccon-

tribution R is(~ri;~rj)to R can becalculated directly from

Eq.(5)by m eansoftheshort-tim epropagatorfordirect

paths. Forsm alldistancesq = j~ri� ~rjj[26]itis evalu-

ated atthem ean potentialV (~Q )foralocalwavenum ber

~k = [2m (e� V (~Q ))]1=2 with m assm and ~Q = (~ri+ ~rj)=2:

R
is
(~ri;~rj)=

m �e

2�~2N W

J0 (kq)�

�
kq�e

e

�

: (6)

Here, �(x) = sinx=x is a window function; �(x)= 1

correspondsto Berry’scelebrated result[4,21,27]forthe

isotropic RW M .By choosing �e = ~=�l with �l the bal-

listic tim e scale associated with the system size l,one

obtains�(2q=l)[28],i.e.the correlation function issup-

pressed on distancesofthe orderofthe system size[29].

The second term ,G (1),representsallquantum paths

between ~ri and ~rj hitting the boundary once (including

non-specularreections).

The powerofthe representation (5)forthe correlator

R(~ri;~rj)com bined with the G reen function expansion is

dem onstrated forthe Africa billiard [30]depicted in the

leftinsetofFig.1. The num ericalevaluation ofR(~r;~r)

(see Fig. 1) and R(0;~r) (right inset in Fig.1) within

thisapproxim ation isextrem ely fastand theresults(thin

lines)show considerableagreem entwith num erically ex-

act,but tim e consum ing quantum m echanicalreference

calculations(sym bols).Theboundarye�ects(e.g,theos-

cillationsin R(~r;~r)) are adequately incorporated in the

one-bounce treatm ent,but evidently beyond the range

ofapplicability ofthe isotropic RW M ,Eq.(6) (dashed

lines),which yields,e.g.,R(~r;~r)= const.

In the sem iclassicallim ittheterm sin them ultiple re-

ection expansion can befurtherapproxim ated bythere-

spective sem iclassicalG reen function [2]G sc(~ri;~rj;E )=

2



(i~
p
2�i~)� 1

P


jD j

1=2 exp
�
i

~

S � i�
�

2

�
where  now

labels the classical paths joining ~ri with ~rj. D  and

� are sm ooth classicalquantities,and S(~ri;~rj;E ) =R


~p� d~q istheclassicalaction along thepath.Forenergy

windowssatisfying�e=e� 1,theenergyintegral(5)then

yieldsthe two-pointcorrelation function

R(~ri;~rj)’
2m �e

(2�~)3=2N W

X



�

�
T

�W

�

jD j
1=2

� (7)

� cos[S(~ri;~rj;e)=~� ��=2]

in term sofclassicalpaths.In Eq.(7),T isthetraversal

tim eofpath ,and �W = 2~=�eisacharacteristiccut-o�

tim eassociated with theenergy window W .Eq.(7),rep-

resentingageneralization ofthecorrelatorR conjectured

in Ref.[21](given bytaking�(x)= 1),incorporatesthree

signi�cantadvantages: First,it is sem iclassically exact.

Second,itallowsto appropriately describe the statistics

for a chosen energy window by controlling the longest

path to beincluded via �W ,whilethistim escaleism iss-

ing in the case �(x)= 1. Third,m ostim portantly,itis

com patible [31]with the de�nition ofa correlation,(2),

contrary to the correlation used in [21].

FIG .1. Two-pointcorrelation function R (~r;~r)and R (0;~r)

(right inset) for ~r pointing along the line indicated in the

Africabilliard (leftinset).Thesym bolsm ark num ericalquan-

tum results for R , Eq.(2) [32]. The thin lines depict the

sem i-quantum prediction em ploying Eq.(5)where theG reen

function is approxim ated by a sum over paths, including

di�raction e�ects,with at m ost one reection at the bound-

ary.The dashed linesshow the isotropic RW M result(6).

The isotropic correlation R is,Eq.(6),turnsoutto be

extrem ely robust with respect to an additionalspatial

average. To see this we note that for �xed ~Q the inte-

gration over the relative position ~q in any sm allregion

willcontain the continuous set ofpaths joining ~ri with

~ri+ ~qdirectly and thecontribution from non-directpaths

being isolated in chaoticsystem s.Hencein thesem iclas-

sicallim itthespatialintegration overthecontinuousset

ofdirect paths yields the dom inant contribution which

coincideswith the isotropicresult.

O n the contrary,for a pure energy average the con-

tribution from non-direct paths to the correlation is of

thesam esem iclassicalorderthan thatfrom directpaths.

However,thewidth �e(correspondingtothenum berNW

used to de�ne the ensem ble) determ ines the m axim um

length ofthe non-direct paths contributing to the cor-

relation function. The m ajor step beyond the isotropic

caseisthen to consideran energy window such thatonly

thedirectand shortestnon-directpathssigni�cantlycon-

tributeto thecorrelation function,i.e.a situation which

isalso particularly experim entally relevant.

To this end we need to specify the non-direct paths

m ore precisely. In billiard system s the �rst non-direct

contribution to R isgiven by a sum
P

p
R (p)(~ri;~rj)over

usually few classicaltrajectoriesp hitting the boundary

once.Forgiven initialand �nalpositions~ri,~rj each one-

bounce path p isuniquely characterized by the position

~rp whereitisreected.Thepath length isL p = Lip+ Ljp

with Lip = j~ri� ~rpj,Ljp = j~rj� ~rpj.Denoting by �p and

�p the localboundary curvature and reection angle at

~rp,a sim plecalculation yieldsforeach path

R
(p)
(~ri;~rj)’ �

�
kLp�e

e

� �
�
�
�2�p

�
LipLjp

Lpcos�p

�

� 1

�
�
�
�

�
1

2

�

�
1

A
p
2�kLp

cos

�

kLp �
�

4
+ �p

�

: (8)

to the correlation function. Here A is the billiard area,

and �p takesintoaccounttheboundary conditionsatthe

reection point,asgiven e.g.in [33].

The function R(~ri;~rj) = R is(~ri;~rj)+
P

p
R (p)(~ri;~rj),

together with the sem iclassicalexpressions (6) and (8),

provide the entries for the correlation m atrix C , from

which arbitrary statisticalm easures(such asI,Eq.(3),

and Y ,Eq.(4)) for the wave functions can be deduced

beyond the isotropic case. M oreover this sem iclassical

correlation yields closed analyticalexpressions for sta-

tisticalquantities for chaotic system s as the stadium -,

cardiod-,orSinai-billiard,sincein thesecasesallthepa-

ram etersrequired arereadilycalculated from geom etrical

considerations.

The preceding discussion is easily generalized to sys-

tem s with Aharonov-Bohm ux lines or with sm ooth

boundary potentials, where the �rst non-direct contri-

bution includespathswith oneclassicalturning point.

Non-isotropic random wave m odels: one path is

enough.In thefollowingwedem onstratethepowerofthe

generalsem iclassicalschem e outlined above by com put-

ing wavefunction correlatorsforselected,representative

exam ples. Firstwe show the role ofcon�nem ente�ects

by considering points ~r close to the boundary ofa bil-

liard system .In [15]thissituation istreated by approx-

im ating the boundary by an in�nite straightline y = y0

and consideringan ensem bleofrandom superpositionsof

planewaves r(~r)satisfyingthegeneral,m ixed boundary

condition (@y 
r(~r)sina + k r(~r)cosa)jy= y0 = 0. Here

3



a is a generally position-dependent param eter and k is

the localwavenum ber. By ensem ble average a variety

of two-point correlations was derived in [15]and used

to calculate speci�c statisticalobservables.To illustrate

ourm ethod and forthe sake ofcom parison we consider

in detailjust one such average,nam ely h r(~r)@y 
r(~r)i.

In term s ofthe two-point correlation function it reads

h (~r)@y (~r)i = 1

2
(@yi + @yj)R(~ri;~rj)jyi= yj= y. Close to

theboundary only thedirectand theshortestnon-direct

path contribute.Form ixed boundary conditionsthe ex-

tra phase �p in Eq.(8) is given sem iclassically [33]by

�p = � � 2arctan(tanacos�p). Substitution into Eq.

(8) gives the approxim ate correlation function close to

an arbitrary boundary.To leading orderin k weget

h (~r)@y (~r)i= �

�
2kd(~r)�e

e

�
1

p
j1� �d(~r)j

� (9)

�
k

A

1
p
�kd(~r)

sin

�

2kd(~r)� 2a�
�

4

�

;

whered(~r)isthe shortestdistancefrom ~r to thebound-

ary.In thelim itofatboundariesorveryshortdistances

d(~r)the sem iclassicalresultsrepresentthe large-k lim its

ofthe integralexpressions given in [15]. The Dirichlet

and Neum ann casesconsideredin [16]areparticularcases

ofEq.(9)corresponding to a = 0 and a = �=2.

To show how to apply the sem iclassical schem e for

m ore generalsituations,we consider now a sm ooth po-

tentialbarrier. In [17]an ensem ble ofrandom superpo-

sitions ofAiry functions in y-direction and plane waves

in x-direction is introduced,which satis�es locally the

Schr�odingerequation forthe potentialV (~r)= V y. En-

sem ble average then gives, up to an overallconstant,

h r(~r)@y 
r(~r)i =

R
1

0
Ai[	(y;Q )]Ai

0
[	(y;Q )]dQ with

	(y;Q ) =
�
V ~� 2

�1

3 (y � y0) +
�
V ~� 2

�� 2

3 Q 2, where

y0 = e=V istheclassicalturning point.Ai(x)and Ai
0
(x)

isthe Airy function and itsderivative [15,17].The clas-

sicalpaths (with no or one turning point) required to

constructthecorrespondingaverageviathesem iclassical

correlation function can be calculated in closed form as

they arejustparabolicights.Using Eq.(7)and keeping

only term sto leading orderin ~� 1,we�nally get

h (~r)@y (~r)i=
2m �e

(2�~)3=2N W

�

�
(2m V (y0 � y))1=2�e

~V

�

�
1

2~
p
2V (y0 � y)2

sin

 

4
p
2m V

3~
(y0 � y)

3=2

!

;

which is again the asym ptotic lim it ofthe integralex-

pression presented above. Correspondingly,we recover

the asym ptotic lim its ofthe results for the geom etries

studied in [18]in term sofa sm allnum berofpaths.

Tosum m arize,weshowedhow toe�cientlytreatwave-

function statistics for closed system s by m erging statis-

ticalwith sem iclassicalconcepts.W e dem onstrated that

allknown (tous)results[15{18]forspeci�c,non-isotropc

Random W aveM odelsareparticularcasesofthegeneral

approachpresented here.Itprovidesclosedanalyticalex-

pressionsforstatisticalm easuresin term sofgeom etrical

quantitiesand buildsthefram eworkforincorporatingar-

bitraryboundaryconditionsand con�nem entgeom etries.
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