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Abstract

Periodic orbit theory for classical hyperbolic system is very signi cant m atter of how we can
Interpret spectral statistics In termm s of sam iclassical theory. A though pruning is signi cant and
generic property for alm ost all hyperbolic system s, pruning-proof property for the correlation
am ong the periodic orbis which gains a resurgence of second term of the random m atrix form
factor rem ains open problem . In the light of the sam iclassical form factor, our attention is paid to
statistics for the pairs of periodic orbits. A 1so In the context of pruning, we Investigated statistical
properties of the \actual" periodic orbits in 4-disk billiard system . This analysis presents som e
universality for pairoroits’ statistics. T hat is, even if the pruning progresses, there ram ains the
periodic peak structure in the statistics for periodic orbit pairs. From that property, we clain that
if the periodic peak structure contributes to the correlation, nam ely the o -diagonal part of the

sam iclassical form factor, then the correlation m ust rem ain whilke pruning progresse.
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I. NTRODUCTION

A . Chaotic property of classical system s and universality of spectral statistics

Statistical properties of periodic oroits is one of findam entalproblem s in quantum chaos,
ie. quantum —classical correspondence for classically chaotic system s. Q uantum chaos has
been pursued in the last w decades [I,, 2, 3,4, 9. E specially In the context of sem iclassical
theory, the spectral statistics hasbeen offen referred to as an emblem of quantum classical
correspondence [, i1]. A ccording to the BG S ( BohigasG iannoniSchm it ) confcture gI,
there m ust be a universality of level statistics which goes along random m atrix theory, that
is, if the classical system has stochasticity then the soectral statistics for the corresponding
quantum system obeys GOE one. But there is no sslfevidence for illustrating the above
facts.

B . Periodic orbit theory and sem iclassical analysis for spectral statistics

Quantum - classical correspondence have been discussed m ainly In spectral statistics for

the last few decades. O ne ofthe ob cts for exploring the correspondence is density of states,
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whereE isaenergy andd € ), hd € )iand dos. E ) are the density of states, the m ean part
and the uctuating part, resoectively.
Befre the tem nology "Quantum Chaos" [, 10] becam e used, G utzw iller derived
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trace form ula which was prologue to proceeding of periodic orbit analysis f11,12,13,14,15,
4, 171.
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The trace form ula represents uctuating part dee. & ) of soectral density of states and it is
derived by sam iclassical evaluation of Feynm an path integrals. ,S ,T ,B , are ndex,
action, period, am plitude factor and repetition num ber of periodic orbits, respectively. T he
am plitude factor B consists ofthe M onodromy m atrix M and the M aslov index
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A dm irably, the quantities which are factored In the trace form ula are canonical invariant.
O ne of the m ain ob Fcts of sam iclassical analysis for spectral statistics is spectral form
factor,
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which was proposed by Berry 18], and which is associated w ith sem iclassical sum rule, ie.
bootstrap
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On the one hand, from the random m atrices theory 9, 24], the spectral form factor is
cbtained by applying Fourder transformm ation to the two points level correlation.
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provided = T=Ty,Ty = 2 ~d () isHeisenberg tin e. This is valid for the system s w ith
tin e reversal symm etry. On the other hand, from sam iclassical analysis, ie. substituting
the G utzw iller’s trace orm ula for the spectral form factor @),itbeoomes
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where h g, means snoothing over energy E and tine T . Em ploying Hannay —O zorio de
A In eida sum rule (theprincipl ofuniform iy ), Berry estin ated diagonalapproxin ation of
the sam iclassical form factor (7). Then, for a chaotic system w ith tin e reversal sym m etry,

the diagonal approxin ation of the expression (1) becom es
K () 2 for <1: @®)

Hannay —O zorio de A m eida sum rule P21, 22] represents bearing of periodic orbits’ sum in
hyperbolic system .
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That is, in the context of the sem iclassical theory (7), the counterpart ofthe rsttem ofthe
random m atrix form factor [6) is Interpreted as a resul from them anner ofthe distribution
of the periodic orbits.



C . Progress in analysis for correlation am ong classical orbits

C ontrary to the achievem ent above m entioned, there is the signi cant m atter which had
been kft unanswered; In the sam iclassical m anner, as what we can take a counterpart of
the ram Inder term of the random m atrix form factor? A s is m entioned in the preceding
subsection, through the diagonal approxin ation of the sam iclassical form factor, the st
tem of the random m atrix form factor had been perceived as a result from the distribu-
tionalm anner of the periodic orbits. H owever, the ram ainder temm s of the random m atrix
om factor, 2 %+ or log (L+ 2 ), have not been barely accounted for by periodic
orbis m ore than the fact that they can be described with the o -diagonal temm s of the
sem iclassical form factor, ie. combinations am ong classical periodic orbits except for its
own ocom binations. A lthough it becom es clear that m uch m ore am ount ofo -diagonaltem s
than the diagonal tem s reduce to the corrective e ect through the cancelation in phases,
we don't know how it works. In other words, the outstanding issue is how to explain the
contribution which ram ain through the cancelation am ong the phases, especially in the con—
text of classical dynam ics. In other words, we have not known yet which combinations of
periodic orbitsm ake principal contribution to the o -diagonalpart of the sam iclassical form
factor which corresponds w ith the ram ainder temm s of the random m atrix form factor.

Toward understanding the relation between the o -diagonal temm s of the sam iclassical
from factor (]) and the rem ainder tem s of random m atrix form factor (§), m any endeavours
have been m ade 3,124,125, 26]. W hen it becam e the 21st century, Sigber and R ichter 7]
presented an approach: they assum ed the pair of periodic orbits which one orbit had self-
crossing and another enclosed one and the certain distrdbution which the periodic orbits
obeyed, and using sam iclassical analysis, they derived the counterpart of the rem inder tem
of the random m atrix form factor (). T his pioneering approach and those llow ing works
share som e ideas; the logarithm dependency of the target distrdbution, the uniqueness of
partner orbits, etc...; and they prosgpered in derivation of second tem of the form factor
gl
Apart from the direct analysis for the spectral form factor, Shudo and keda 4] nves-

analytically by use of sem iclassical theory P8, 29,30, 31, 32, 33, 32, |

oo

tigated action pair di erence In the kicked rotor system and they clain ed signi cancy of
the periodic peak structure of the action pair distrbution In the context of dynam ical lo—

calisation. C oncretely saying, they presented the classi cation ofthe pairs of (hon-periodic)



orbits which contrbute to the periodic peak structure with their sym bol ssquences: the
orbits pairs have the sym bol sequences w hich have period-4 cycle structure and have som e
other sym bols inserted In the cycle structure. A nd they concluded that such classi ed orbits
were the hom oclinic orbits.

O ther approaches on correlation am ong periodic orbits are also interesting. For exam ple,
E fetof and K ogan [B7] derived the results of the random m atrices theory via the non-linear
sigm a m odel in disordered electronic system s. T he diagonal approxin ation oftheir results is
equivalent to the lowest order perturbation theory (A ltshuler and Shklovskii 3§]). and the
higher order corrections would be equivalent to correlation which consists of pairs am ong

periodic orbits.

D. W hat is the ob ct and what is the condition to be required for the periodic

orbits’ correlation?

A s just described, m any works have been perform ed In this decade, but w ith all those
works, it is not enough to understand the correlation. T here rem ain several questions and
rack of nfom ation to understand what is the correlation; it is not clear whether there is
consistency betw een the periodic peak structure in the Shudo and Ikeda’swork and the Sigber
and R ichter's idea; there is few ressarches to show whether or how "pruning" phenom ena
have an e ect on the correlation; som e ressarches posed the distribution of the periodic
orbitswhich can contribute to the sam iclassical form factor, but it is not clear that the other
periodic orbitsnot to contribute to the sam iclassical form factor can be vanished into nothing
through cancelation am ong phases; there is a few works using actual num erical periodic
orbits, but it isnot su cient to understand the correlation; if there is the correlation, then
it becom es recognisable In statistics of not only im plicit physical quantities, eg. crossings
of perdodic orbits, but also cbvious physical quantities, eg. their actions and periods, but
there is little direct analysis of the statistics for the cbvious quantities.

In accordance w ith the lessons above m entioned, we w ill discuss the ob ct and the condi-
tions for a correlation am ong periodic orbits as a rule ofthum b. R equiring such conditions,
we will nd out the correlation In classically hyperbolic system . A s already m entioned, sta—
tistical property ofperiodic orbits is absolutely essential for understanding spectral statistics

In sam iclassicalm anner. H owever, it is too hard to solve the above problem s sim ultaneously.



Hence, we m ust w Inepress into the follow ing two points; (@) what is the variabl for which
the correlation must be appeared in the statistics?; (o) what is the condition which the
correlation m ust satisfy?

(@) what is the variable for w hich the correlation m ust be found in?: @

T he statistics or the correlation to be observed must be m easured in tem s of the
quantities w hich the sem iclassical form factor contains explicitly, eg. action S, period
T ,M onodromy m atrix M , etc... . O thermw ise, as a future task, it ishard to understand
how the discovered correlation contrbute to the sam iclassical form factor and recreate
the ram ainder tem s of the random m atrix form factor. From the viewpoint of explic-
itly, for exam ple, to treat crossing anglk as the ob gct for sam iclassical analysis has
disadvantage, because crossing angle is not contained explicitly In the sam iclassical
form factor and it is not canonically nvariant and also it cannot be de ned In some
systam s. And what ism ore, we believe that if the correlation which contributes to
the sam iclassical form factor does exist, then they must em erge also in an cbvious
expression, eg. statistics am ong actions and periods for periodic orbits. T herefore,
if we take a statistics about the sam iclassical form factor am ong several variables,
then we will give the highest priority to the action and the period. Because from

the representation of the sam iclassical form factor, it is clear that the m ost in portant
quantities are not the stability and the M aslov index but the action and the period.
Telling as i is, In the sam iclassical form factor, there are the di erences between the
actions In the phases and the sum s ofthe period In the delta functions. It is legiin ate
to consider that cancelation am ong phases and delta functions play a signi cant rolke
for contrbuting to the sam iclassical form factor.

(o) what is the condition which the correlation m ust satisfy?: @
W e Inpose \pruning-proof" property on the correlation what we must ook for. In
the context of \pruning" [39], the correlation had not been thoroughly understood.
P runing is a phenom enon that structurally unstable periodic orbits are disappeared
as a system param eter is varying. And pruning is a general property for any hyper-
bolic system s U0, 41, 142, 43, 44, 43, 48]. The tem iology \pruning" m eans, plainly
soeaking, breakdown of 1-to-1 correspondence betw een periodic orbits and sym bol se—

quences, that is, num ber of periodic orbits decreases from how much ones \com plkte



system " should have essentially ( cf. subsections IIB and C ). The word "pruning-
proof' property represents an inmune property against such pruning process. It is
an In portant m atter whether such the correlation is lndependent of pruning. If a
discovered correlation has not pruning-proof property, then such correlation cannot
be called as universal property any longer, and then it is nadequate to adopt that
correlation as signi cant contrbution to the sam iclassical form factor. T herefore, it is
Indisgpensable to exam Ine w hether a discovered correlation has pruning-proofproperty.
If a correlation am ong periodic orbits constructs signi cant contribution to the sam -
classical form factor, then the correlation must have a pruning-proof property. That
is, pruning-proofproperty isa necessary condition forthe correlation which gives som e
contribution to the sam iclassical form factor.

E. A In softhispaper

The aim s of this work are the follow ing two points; @) to nd out a correlation am ong
periodic orbitswhich m ust bem easured in tem s of the quantities ofwhich the sam iclassical
form factor is apparently consists; (o) to con m that the observed correlation is proof
against pruning. If the above ain s are achieved, then it tums out that we get a candidate
for the correlation which contrbute to the sam iclassical form factor.

In addition, wem ust m ention that we ease the condition along which a correlation am ong
periodic orbitsmust go. M eanw hile, we don’t m ind whether the correlation recurrence the
form of the ram ainder tem s of the random m atrix form factor. A ctually, w ith a num erical
m ethod, it is too di cul to recreate the equivalent of the ram ainder temm s of the random
m atrix form factorw ith the correlation aswellasonly to nd out the correlation itself. A nd
then we intend to postpone understanding how a periodic orbits’ correlation contributes to
the sem iclassical form factor in this paper. Therefore we would m Ind only what kind of
correlation is there in classically hyperbolic system .

F. Construction of this article

In Section IT, we w ill illustrate the ob fctive system , speci cally 4-disk billiard. In Section
ITT, we w ill state the m ethods of analysis, esoecially the pair statistics for periodic orbits. In
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FIG .1l: 4-disk billiards : (@) param eter setting, (0) thenumbered 4 disks, (c) whenr= d=2= 035,

© whenr=d=190

Section ITTand IV , we w ill state the statistics forthe single periodic orbits to support the pair
statistics. In Section V, we w illpresent the results for the above pairs’ and singlkes’ analysis.
In Section VI, we willgive summ ary and discuss the relation between the correlation and

the pruning.

ITI. SYSTEM
A . 4-disk billiard

Here we illustrate the obct system, 4-disk billilard system (7). Billiard system is a
m odel for dealised m otion of a billiard ball ( point particle ) [4§] which goes straight ahead
In a given dom ain and ocollides elastically on a boundary. F irst, the de nition of this system
is given for the con guration ofthe domain Q in which billiard ballruns (Figld) ):

Q 2R’nD; D=Dy[D;[D,[Ds; (10)

D: f&y)2R? & xu)'+ ¢ vy < rg; Pr i= 0;1;2;3; (11)

w here the radius r is comm on to all the four disks and 2d is the side of the square that each
centres of disks is Jocated on the four vertices regpectively. Let us nam e each of the four
disks as "ith disk" in clockw ise order from the top right disk (Figid () ).Each i+th disk is
arranged is centre on the four vertices of the square respectively, that is, Ke;vVe) = d;d),
®c1iYa) = @ d)y Be2ive) = ( di d), Besives) = ( djd).D; is the interior of each ith



disk and D is the total interior area of all the four disks. The dom ain Q is de ned as the
com plem ent of R 2 w ith respect to D . T he billiard ball goes freely w ithin the dom ain Q and
collides elastically on the boundary @Q . W hen r= 10, the four disks touches to each other,
and when r > 10, the four disks overlap each other. In the case ofr 1:0, the four disks
divides the 2-din ensional con guration space into the two dom ains, one is enclosed by them
and another encloses them . In any case, the periodic orbits can be In the area enclosed by
4disks, ( d x;y; d)[Q.

In this systam , it is easy to calculate periodic orbits In the sense of adequate corresoon-—
dence between periodic orbits and symbol sequences 9], B0]. For example, the billiard
ballbounce with a succession of the i-th disks, in such way, \0", \1" , \2", \3", and then

corresponding sym bol sequence is \0123" (seeFigd and Figd ).

B. Pruning

P runing is, as its nam e suggests, trmm ing In symbol sequence’s space. P rim arily, in
generally hyperbolic systam s, any periodic orbit can be transliterate into an appropriate
symbol ssquence, but it is not necessarily vice versa. That is, it is not always true that
there is periodic orbit corresponding to any sym bol sequence. W e describe this situation as
\pruned" state or state that system has pruning property. In other words, pruned state is
that there is physically in possible periodic orbit which is hypostatised from certain symbol
sequence (FigZ ). To put in ancother way, if there is a com plete sym bol sequence’s space,
we can regard it asa \tree" and calla symbol sequence as a \branch" of the tree. P runing

is defection of appropriate branches am ong the tree.

C. Pruning in 4-disk billiard system

Let us review the condition and the circum stance of pruning for the 4-disk billiards. A 1l
the four disks have the sam e radius r which is the system param eter to be varied from
r= 05tor= 10 sinulaneously. The fact to be aware of is that variabl is radius r, not
distance 2d , apart from m any of foregoing works.

F irst, we consider not prunend state, ie. corresponding sym bol sequence’s space is com —
pkte one. W hen r = 035, there is no eclipse, m ore precisely, looking from one disk toward
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FIG.2: To be pruned, ie. to be bifurcated, orbits in 4-disk billiard: from lft to right,
orbit has '010212’/ '0101212’ / 01012121’ symbol sequence and has 6 / 7 / 8 collisions. from top
to bottom , r= 0:9; 0:95; 10. T hey becom e pruned w ith going to downw ard in these gures, whik

they becom e bifurcated w ith going to upward.

diagonal one, there is no cbstack to interrupt the view . Even on the m orrow of the eclipse
(. = d=p 2 = 0:70710678::), the corresoonding gpace of sym bol sequences has no pruning.
Eventually up to r= r.= 0:90715514863324558::;, pruning does not occur.

Next, when r= r.= 0:90715514863324558::;, rstpruned orbit touches on the 0-th disk
2] (Fig3 ). The periodic orbit to be pruned rst am ong the whole set of periodic orbits
has the sym bol sequence, eg. \0(30)*31(01)"0(10)*13(03)"" and \3(03)" (10)"1 (01)" 30)*",
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etc. m ! 1 ), that is, affer ln nite number of collisions between 3rd-disk and 0-th disk,
there are also In nite ones between the 0-th disk and the 1-st disk and again.

1

0.5

-0.5

FIG.3: Instant of rst pruning in 4-disk billiard (r= r.= 0:90715514863324558:::)

Finally, afterthe stpruning, the above rstpruned orbit becom esphysically in possble.
In thisway, from r= r., pruning occurs successively as r is ncreased (Fig3 ).

In the 4-disk billiard system , pruning can be interpreted as reverse to bifurcations. That
is, reducing the radius, physically in possible orbit com e to realistic one, which we call this
as \to be pruned" orbit, and sim ultaneously it becom es bifircated. C onversely, as enlarging
the radius, bifircated orbits are Integrated nto a singk orbit, and In m ediately such an orbit

disappears as a ghost one, ie. physically in possble orbit (Figd ).

D . N um erical calculation of periodic orbits

W ith the aid of not true periodic orbits but non-periodic orbits, which must be near
to \true" one, the studies of sem iclassical analysis of the spectral form factor have been
achieved. W e should not overlook that there m ight be \pruning" am ong the periodic orbits
which has the sam e sym bol sequence as that of the non-periodic orbit which is expected to
contrbute to form factor. T herefore, \actual" periodic orbits is indispensable to sam iclassical
analysis w ith the aid of the trace ormula ).

W e calculated periodic orbits num erically, as the preparatory to the investigation of
periodic orbits’ statistics. A ctualm ethod to calculate any periodic orbit is achieved by m in—
in isation ofwhol ad referendum length ofone @9], P11, B2]. W e perform this optin isation

11



by use of Newton-Raphson’s m ethod. To avoid ‘chaotic behavior’ of Newton-Raphson’s
m ethod, we also use bisectional m ethod before using the fom er m ethod. First, m aking
use of bisectional m ethod, we can see that the num erical periodic orbit converges in the
neighbourhood of the \true" periodic orbit within adequate range. Next, using N ew ton—
Raphson’s m ethod, we converge num erical periodic orbits to the \true" ones within m ore
narrow error range. In this way, we get \actual" periodic orbits num erically.

A ctually, the am ount of the periodic orbits which we have calculated In 4-disk billiard
system s are approxin ately 1,000,000 for every value r of radius which we taken. The 1im
tation of this calculation is the frequency of collisions which billiard ball in pacts aganst 4
disks. W e investigate through 20 tim e collisions. For generating long sym bol sequence w hich
produce appropriate periodic orbit, we treated long integer w ith the aid of CLN (ClassLi-
brary for Numbers ) lbrary [53]. W e actually use periodic orbits for pairs’ statistics to 17
tin es collision for the reason why there are both lim itations, the outperform of com puters
and the tim es. T he num ber of the periodic oroits which has 17 tin es collisions is 949560 In

r= 05 (wihout pruning ), and 703999 in r= 10 (wih pruning ).

ITIT. NUMERICALANALYSISI:STATISTICSOF PAIRSOF PERIODIC OBITS
A . Analysis to do

In this section, we w illde ne statistics to analyse for correlation am ong pairs of periodic
orbits. And wew ill state results ofthese num erical analysis In Section V .A swe stated above,
statistics of periodic orbits, speci cally statistics of pairs am ong them , has becam e very
signi cant m atter In sem iclassical analysis for spectral statistics. From consistency am ong
Eas. 1),{), and @), it is clear that a statistic on analysis beyond diagonal approxin ation
are inevitable. Therefore we w ill nvestigate statistical properties of periodic orbits, m ore
precisely, ofpairsam ong them . In the sam iclassical representation ofthe spectral form factor
(-'_2), there are the di erence in action between pair of the periodic orbits ( ; %) included in
thephase factor, S S o, and the sum In period between pair ofthe periodic orbits lncluded
in the delta function, T + T o. Then, in working up statistics In reference to pairs am ong
periodic oroits, we take particular note of not only di erences between actions, S S o,
but also sum s of periods, T + T o, In distinction from the fom er analysis.

12



B. The spectral form factor in billiard system

A snoted above, in the sam iclassical spectral form factor {-_7.), di erences between actions
S S o and sum s ofperiods T + T o play signi cant role. Here we w ill illustrate that the
m atter of the correlation am ong periodic orbits, ie. the contrdbution ofthe o -diagonalpart
toward the sam iclassical form factor, reduce to that of the pair length statistics in a billiard
system . For this end, we begin with the spectral form factor n a billiard system w ithout
extemal eld. In a planer billiard system , utilising length of periodic orbit L , action and

period for any periodic orbit becom e the follow ing:

r—
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where we substitute unity form ass of a billiard ball, m = 1. Then the sam iclassical form

factor is represented as
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that is, the spectral form factor becom es a fiinction of periodic orbit’s kength L . Eventually
question as to action di erence and period sum are rehashed Into that asto length di erence
and length sum . T herefore, statistics on length di erence and length sum over periodic oroit
is indispensable to consider a candidate for the correlation contributing to the sam iclassical
form factor.

C . Distrbution function of length di erence / sum for periodic orbit pairs

C @)

L m

For the reasons which have been m entioned above, we de ne the statistics w ith regard
to the pair statistics for periodic orbits. From bref consideration, the m ost fiindam ental
statistics forpairs ofthe periodic orbits are distrioution of length di erence or sum for every
tw o periodic oroits.

13



Here we de ne the follow Ing statistics:

CpL @) 16 °mL L Lo< m+1) L g (13)
C'ym @) 16 °m L, L +Lo< m+1) L,g; (14)
L =1L L o; L = supflL LogM; m=0;1;:::;M 12N : 15)

C,,@)/C * (L., ) isthe distrbution filnction oflength di erence / sum forperiodic

orbit pairs. The distribution fiinction of length di erence / sum is the histogram which

Ly m

represents how m any pairs of periodic orbits with their Jength di erence / sum L , are
there n each divided segments, m L ; m + 1) L ]. The domain of the histogram s is
from 0 to supremum ofL L o am ong given periodic orbits, ie. 0; sup fL L ogl.M is
the num ber ofbins which divides the dom ain of the distribbution finction, and m is a index
to point out a bin. ; ° are the indices of periodic orbits which includes repeated ones.

L / L, isachssintervalwhich classify any periodic orbits pair according to their pair
length L and they are each derived by dividing the supremum of the length di erence /
sum am ong the periodic orbit pairs Into the num ber ofbins. In the rem ainder of this paper,
weabbreviateC [ | @ )/C , , @Li)asC (L ) / C* (L, ) respectively.

A ctually, we take the distrbution C (L. ) / C* (L, ) over the all periodic orbits w ith

n = 17 collisions and we take the distrbution for each the radius of the four disks r, from
05 to 10 in them atter of 0.05. Each of the dom ains [0; sup fL L og] is segm entalised
intoM = 2! intervals and these distributions are not norm alised.

D . Jointdistribution function oflength di erence and sum for periodic orbit pairs

cL;m;m+(L;L+)

In addition to the above statistics, there isneed form ore adequate analysiswhich consider
length di erence and its sum sim ultaneously. If the correlation which contributes to theo —
diagonal part of the sem iclassical orm factor (7) is originated from the cancellation in the
phase factor, T herefore, it is needed to take statistics for periodic oroit pairs which sum s of
their tw o periods are the sam e value. In the words of 12), we have to investigate statistics
for pairs which sum s of both lengths are the sam e value.

14



T herefore, we de ne the follow Ing pint distribution fiinction :

CLmom, @iLy) M6 °m L L Lo<@m +1) L ;

L =1 L o; L = supfL LogM ; m =0;1;:::;M 12N :

W e descrbe this fiinction C (L ;L,;) as the pint distrlbbution of length dif-

L m m,
ference and sum  for periodic orbit pairs. In the rem ainder of the paper, we abbrevi-
ate C | o 4. L ;L,)asC @ ;L,;). The pint distrbution function, asssmblage of
both action di erences and period sum s, is two-din ensional histogram and represents how
m any pairs of periodic orbits are there In each divided cell, n; L +; my + 1) L ;]

m L ;m + 1) L J].Each ofthetwo ranges ofthe vardiablesl ofthe pint distriou-
tion is from O to supremum of L L o am ong periodic orbit pairs, 0; sup fL L ogl.

Let us explain the other factors of this pint distrbution function. M/ M, is the
num ber of bins which divide length di erence / sum for periodic orbit pairs respectively,
andm /m, isthe indices ofeach numbered ntervals m L ;@ + 1) L 1. ; Yare
the indices of periodic orbits which includes repeated ones. L is the class interval which
categorise the pairs of periodic orbitsw ith respect to, and it iseach de ned asthe suprem um
ofthe length di erence / sum sup fL L og am ong the periodic orbit pairs divided by the
bin number, asisthecasewith C @ )andC* @L.) (Egs.13), @4) ). W e ntroduce to
the coordinate system (see Fig. 4 ). First, ket us consider the original coordinate, L 1L o,
system . If the orighalaxesare L. and L o, and then the new axesareL, = L L o and
L, =L + L o which are rotated by ; (Fig¥4 ) and this coordinate system is the ob Fct to
be considered.

The pint distrbution fiinctions C @ ;L,) are represented as a density plot. Any
density plot for logarithm of pint distrdbution ogC (L ;L. ) areexpressed asa colourm ap.
A ctually, thewhole dom ain ofthe pintdistrbution 0; sup fL. L og] [D; sup fL + L oglis
partitioned into M M, = 22 22 cells and these pint distrbutions are not nom alised.
For each logarithm of the pint distrbution logC (L ;L. ), the common colour m ap is
applied to each ofthe di erent range w hich is detem ned according to them axin um and the
m Inimnum valuesam ong the finction ogC L ;L. ). A sin the case ofpreceding subsection,
we take the pint distribution over all of the periodic orbits with n = 17 collisions and we
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FIG. 4: Joint distribution function of length di erence and sum for periodic orbit
pairs: (a) coordinate system , (o) slichg pint distrbution of length di erence and sum along

vertical direction L; = const. and along horizontal direction L. = oconst.

take the pint distrdbution for each the radius of the four disks r, from 0:5 to 1:0 In the
m atter of 0.05.

E. Slice of Jint distribbution function of Ilength di erence and sum

For ssarching the correlation, it is lnsu cient only to analyse the foregoing density plots
because n Jogarithm ofthe distribution function ogC (L ;L. ), the uctuatingpart, which
m ay have detailed structure, becom em ore subtle. T hen we take the pint distrbution in the
form of antilogarithm , C (L ;L. ). M oreover, the m ost straightforward idea to analyse
the pint distribution are to behold their cross-section.

For this reason, we also use Pllow ng slice of the pint distrdbution finction of length
di erence and sum for periodic orbit pairs. Brie y, the target statistics com es to the 1-
din ensional histogram . The slice of the pint distrdoution C (L ;L. ) is altogether sec-
tion of i for the 2-din ensional histogram . In equation {1§), etherm orm, is xed
and we get the section of the 2-dim ensional histogram . Therefore, the resultant his-

togram represents how m any pairs of periodic orbits which have the detem inate value
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L =L Lo2m L ;m +1) L JartherriheachdivideddomainsL =1L L o2
m L ;m + 1) L ]. The linesto be slit up the pint distribution is perpendicular to
theaxisL, = L + L o, In otherwords, paralelto the axisL. = L Lo (s=eeFig¥4 b)
). Through this statistics, we w ill Investigate the correlation am ong the oroits which are
selected by the delta function.

W euse the sam e coordinate system asused In the preceding density plots. T he distinction
isthe fact that the each distrbutionsC (L ;L,; = consts) are taken along the direction for
the di erence direction I w ith respect to each the xed coordinatesL; = L + L o. Asin
the above density plot, the whole dom ain is segm entalised into M M, =22 212 cells.
M oreover, for looking e ect of taking histogram w idth, we segm entalise the whole dom ain
also into M M, = 2" 2! cells. Then we can see the structures in slices m ore detail
than in the density plot itself. A 1so in this calculation, we take the histogram s over the all
periodic orbiswih n = 17 collisions and we takn the slices of the above pint distributions
for each the radius of the fourdisks r, from 05 to 10 In them atter of 0.05.

IVv. NUMERICALANALYSISIIT:STATISTICSOF SINGLE PERIODIC ORBITS
A . Length distribution for single periodic orbits G 4 @)

A s an assistant to understanding the preceding pair statisticsC (L ;L. ), we need also
to take som e statistics for the single periodic orbits. And we w ill ask the question whether
behaviour of histogram can be varied according to m anner of dividing its dom ain into sev—
eral intervals. Because of the brevity and the translicent correspondence to the foregoing
distrdoutions, we de ne the follow Ing distrution:

G it @ f mL L < m+1) Lg; @)
L=supfL gM; m = 0;1;:::;M 12N :

is the ndex for a periodic orbit which Inclides repeated ones. M is the num ber of item s
which divide length dom ain 0; sup fL g ,and m isthe indices of each num bered intervals.
L is the widths of each segm ented Intervals. This length histogram for single periodic
orbits Indicates how m any periodic oroits are there In each Intervals m L; m + 1) L].
By use of this statistics, it can be seen how the histogram behaves according to the w idth

L. A s long as there are no confusion in this paper, we abbreviateG 1, @) asG (L).
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W e caloulated the histogram for the length am ong the singlk periodic orois with 17—

collisions. In this analysis, we adopted som e dividing numbersM for the above purpose.

B. Cumulative num ber of length spectrum for single periodic orbits N (L)

In the above statistics, there isbothering problem , how long w idths do we adopt in those
histogram s. T herefore, we need for the statistics which does not have to consider the w idth
ofthe histogram s. O ne ofthem ost sin ple statistics which doesnot take a form ofhistogram
is a cum ulative num ber density of length spectrum .

The cum ulative num ber of length spectrum for the single periodic orbits is de ned as
how m any periodic orbits which length isbelow L:

®
N @) @ L ): (18)

=0

It iswellknown that this fiinction has its asym ptotic form for large L B4],

N (L) exp (htopL):L Nasympt (L); (19)

w here hy, is topological entropy.

Ourain isnot to take the asym ptotic form but to reduce the deviation from its. In the
form of the cumulative function on is own, it is hard to recognise the uctuation part as
deviation from its asym ptotic form because the number of N (L) ism ore trem endous than

that 0ofN ¢y (L) @s ncreasing L. A s a result, we consider the ollow Ing fiinction :

Nfluct(L):N (L) Nasympt(L): (20)

That is, subtracting the asym ptotic part N ;gynpr (L) from the whole cumulative number
density N (L), we can get the uctuating part N sy L)

A ctual proocedure is the follow ing: First, we took the cum ulative num ber distribution
N (L) of the length spectrum . The distribution expressed as exp (L) =L In the asym p-—
totic form . Next, we perform ed the last—squares tting with the function N ¢y (L) =
Aexp BL)=L, where A and B are ttihg param eters, in a reasonablk local dom ain and
we enply this tted function as the asym ptotic part N aeympe @) (£9) of the cumulative
function. Fnally, we subtract the tted function N ¢ (L) from thewhole distrbution N (L),
and then we get the uctuating part N ¢y, @) @0) of the distrbution.

18



V. RESULTS

A . D istribution function of length di erence / sum for periodic orbit pairs

C @)

L m

W etook the distrbutions of length di erence / sum forpairsC @ )/C* @,) (Eq.@3)
/ Eq.€4) ) am ong the periodic orbits with n = 17 collisions for each radius r (FigH and
Figil ). Thedomains 0; sup fl. L og] are segm entalised into M = 2!° intervals. And
Figi§ and Fig§ are detailed gures centring around the crest of the distrbutions Fig§
and F igf] respectively. From the num erical analysis, the distrutions of length di erence
/ sum seem to depend on radius of disks at a glance (FigH and Figf] ). Beholding the
length pairs’ distrbutions from r= 05 tor= 1:0,we can nd out variationsw ith its radii
In those distributions. W hen r = 05, it is easy to see the periodic peak structure, and
furthem ore, we recognise selfsim ilar structures therein, W hile when r= 10, it is scarcely
able to recognise such the structures. But it isnot clearw hether such periodic peak structure

and even m ore selfsim ilar one of those distributions truly becom e disappeared as Increasing

r. W e need m ore detailed analysis to establish the facts of the m atter.

B . Jointdistribution function of length di erence and sum for periodic orbit pairs

C L m m 4 (L ;L+)

Further analysis is to take the pint distrdoution of length di erence and sum for periodic
obit pairsC . ;L) (Eg.(l§) ). As the above calculation, am ong the periodic orbits
wih n = 17 collisions, we took the pint distrdbutions for each radis r. The each dom ains
D; sup fL L og] D;sup fL + L og] are partitioned into M M, = 212 22 cells.
Beholding the pint distrbutions from r= 05tor= 10 (Fig9),wecan nd out variations
with its radius In those distrlbutions. W hen 05 r  0:6, thombus pattem can be seen,
whilewhen 057 1, it ishard to recognise such structure at a glance. But from the enlarged

gures, the detail structure show up (Figid(d ) out of relation to the values of radius r.
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C. Slice of Jint distribbution function of length di erence and sum

C L ;Ly)

L m my4

In addition to the above analysis, we took the slice of the pint distrlbutions along the
lines where the sum of pair oroit’s lengths is constant, L, = L + L o = oconst.. W e took
these histogram s w ith no-Jogarithm plot for searching detail structure. N eedles to say, as in
the preceding pint distrioutions, we referred to the periodic orbitsw ith n = 17 collisions for
each radiusr. Theeachdomamns 0; sup fLL. L og] [O; sup fL + L og]arepartitioned nto
M M, =212 212,211 21 olls. From the results of the slices of the Jpint distrbutions
(Figil and FigilZ ), we can see the variations with its radiir. W hen 055 r 036, the
periodic peak structure with broad periods can be seen, while when 057 r, it is hard to
recognise such structure at a glance. But in detailed structure, slices ofthe pint distribution
of length di erence and sum have the periodic peak structures in irrelevance to radius of
disksr.

D . Length distribution for single periodic orbits G 1, L )

For m ore understanding to the foregoing pairs’ distrlbbutions, am ong the single periodic
orbitsw ith 17 collision, we took the frequency distribution fortheir lengths (Eq.(@8) ) orthe
caseofr= 10. And we adopt the numbersM ofall intervals, M = 700;1400, to see e ect
by w idth ofthe histogram . T hen we can see the periodic peak structures In these histogram s
(Figl3 ) and there is signi cant deviation from the corresponding gaussian distribution.
T he periodic peak structure becom e to be split as varying the number of intervals. But
rough structures of them rem ain, which is Indication that there must be som e structure in

essential distrbution independently of the w idth of the histogram .

E. Cumulative num ber of length spectrum for single periodic orbits N (L)

Because we would look at the problem of the m anner of taking w idth of histogram from
the outside, we analysed the cum ulative num ber density N (L) of the length spectrum (18)
In the case of r= 10. In doing so, we referred to the periodic orbitswhich has2 n 17
collisions. A fter the least-squares tting, we subtracted the tted function N ¢34 (L) from the

whole cum ulative numberN (L) and weget the uctuatingpartN ¢y, (L) ofthe distrdoution
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@d). Figd4 () shows the uctuating part N ¢y, @) of the cum ulative number density of
the Jength spectrum . T here is exactly the periodic peak structure and m oreover seem ed to
be selfsmm ilar structure.
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VI. SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION
A . Summ ary

Let us sum m arise them ain points that have been m entioned above. C lari cation ofperi-
odic orbits’ correlation is Indispensable for sam iclassical reasoning of spectral uctuation. In
the 4-disk billiard system , we perfom ed the statistical analysis for the pairs am ong periodic
orbits and for the single ones. From the viewpoint of breviy, we presented the statistical
analysis on the di erences and the sum s which appear In the sam iclassical spectral form
factor: for the periodic orbit pairs, both the distribution fiinction of length di erence /
sitm C @ ) / C* (L) and the it distrbution function of length di erence and sum
C L ;L,) and for the singk periodic orbits, both the length distribution G (L) and the
cum ulative num ber of length spectrum N (L). In those analysis, we ound som e universal-
ity of deviation from relevant G aussian distrdoution, concretely saying, the periodic peak

structure.

B . D istribution function of length di erence / sum for periodic orbit pairs

C @)

L m

Asthe rst step, we took the distribution of length di erence / sum for periodic orbit
pairsC (L )/C* (Ly) (Figs5/8 / Figs{l;§ ). From the consistency with the analysis
m ade by Shudo and Ikeda, it was anticipated that there m ust be periodic peak structure
In those distributions. T hese histogram s were calculated for each the radius of the disks r,
from 05 to 10 in the m atter of 0:05. In brief tendency, the histogram s present gaussian
distribution. Focusing attention on the detail structures, Foranallr (05 r 0:7), there
seam ed to be the periodic peak structure and they present selfsin ilar ones, while for lJarger
r (08 r 10),harderwe recognize such structures. But we have no assurance that the
periodic peaks structure are certainly disappeared in the large r.
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C . Jointdistribution function oflength di erence and sum for periodic orbit pairs

C L ;Ly)

L m my4

Inspired from the con guration ofthe sam iclassical form factor (), we analysed the pint
distrbutions of kength di erence and sum for the periodic orbit pairs (L6). These pint
distrbutions are taken in the form ofthe density plts (Figs4,(Q ). A s is the case w ith the
above analysis, these density plots were taken for each the radiis of the disks r, from 05
to 10 in them atter o£ 0:05. Focusing attention on the detail structures, while foranallr (
05 r 0:7),there seam ed to be the periodic peak structure and they present selfsin ilar
ones, A though for arge r (08 r 10 ) In the whol density plots, we can hardly
recognise such as the above structures. But from the detail density plots, evidently, we

becom e aw are of the periodic peak structure.

D. Slice of Jint distribution function of length di erence and sum

C L m my4 (L ;L+)

For Intelligbleness, we taken the slices of the pint distrbutions of length di erence
and sum, ie. the sections of the above density plots (Figsild2 ). And we taken these
distrbutions In anti-logarithm for vertical axis of the histogram . A lso In these sections,
we can recognise that the periodic peak structures rem ain as varying r. T herefore, we have
further con m ation that there is som e universality am ong the above density plots. H owever,

the m anner of taking histogram ’s w idth is left open problem .

E . Length distribution for single periodic orbits G n @ )

For the understanding for the periodic peak structures as observed In the above analysis,
we took the frequency distrbution G (L) forthe length ofthe odoitswhich hasn = 17 strike
points (Figil3 ). This analysis performed in the value of r = 1:0. Indeed, the periodic
peak structure can be seen in this analysis. But the soread of the peak seem ed to be varied
according to how we take the w idths of the histogram s. If the periodic peak structure has
selfsin ilar structure, it is crticalm atter how to take the histogram w idth.
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F. Cumulative num ber of length spectrum for single periodic orbits N (L)

To avoid the bothering histogram width’ problem in the anterior analysis, there is need
for the analysis which is free from the histogram . W e took the cum ulative num ber for the
length spectrum in r= 10. From i, we ultin ately reduced the uctuating part N e L)
through the lastsquare tting. In the uctuating part, we observed the peak structure
and m oreover recognised selfsim ilar structure. Therefore, we assure there are ndeed the
periodic peak structure of the length histogram and besides that of the pint distributions.

G . Picture ofperiodic peak structure

From the abovem entioned analysis, we can clain as the follow Ing: In the pint distribu-
tion of length di erence and sum C (L ;L. ), there are In fact the periodic peak structure
n a large, whik in the histogram sof length di erence / sum C (L ) /C* (L, ), we cannot
say that the periodic peak structure exists irrespective of r.

A sthe abovem entioned, the periodic peak structure ofthe pint distrioution haspruning-
proofproperty. If such structure contribute to the o -diagonalpart of the sem iclassical form
factor, the o diagonal part has also pruning-proof property. This m eans the follow ing:
T he correlation is the constraint condition for which preserve the periodic peak structure,
However we do not know yet how m any pairs of periodic orbits contribute to the periodic
peak structure, and whether the num ber of periodic orbits which contrbute to the fomm
factor can be varied as success of pruning. Stated another way, we do not know m ore of the
fact that the pruning fronts [39] is a constraint condition for the correlation.

W e consider the fact that there is seem Ingly contradictory behaviour between the distri-
bution of length di erence / sum and the pint distrbution of length di erence and sum .
From the density plots (Fig.l( ), it appears that the peak lines run along a cblique direction
againstthe lines, .. L o= const.andL + L o= const.. Furthem ore, there is an apparent

relation between thedistrbution C (L. ) /C* (L, ) and the pintdistrbution C @ ;L, )
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as follow s:

CL;m €)= Cme+(L';L+=m+L+); 21)
m4+=0

C'l ., @©y) = C P ma, @ =m L ;Ly): ©2)
m =0

Consequently, the periodic peak structure in the pint distrbution for the periodic orbit
pairs seam to be cancelled when they are summ ed up to the distrdbution of length di erence
/ sum . From the perspective of the sam classical form factor 1), it is not so in portant to
discuss absence or presence of the peak structure in the distribution of length di erence /
sum .

In the second place, we consider the cause of the rhom bus pattem in the density plots
for the pint distrdbutions of length di erence and sum . And so ket us review the coordinate
system again (seeFig¥4 @) ). The rhombuspattem are form ed along the lines L L oand
L + L o. This fact Indicates that the correlation (periodic peak structure ) exists originally
In the length histogram for single periodic orbits.

From the last analysis, we got the periodic peak structure from the statistics which
does not assum e the form of a histogram . Therefre, we can clain that the preceding
length distrbution for single periodic orbits which is shown as a histogram s have indeed
the periodic peak structure. T his indicates that such deviation from asym ptotic behaviour
exp (hypl) =L must contribute to the o -diagonaltemm ofthe sam iclassical form factor. The
statistics which we have analysed has probably selfsim ilar structure, then we must treat
the class interval of the histogram in a prudent m anner.

Toward further understanding, we m ust m ake the correlation’s picture m ore detail. It is
natural to question whether the periodic orbit pairs which contribute to the periodic peak
structure can be changed as varying r. Ow ing to structural stability of the periodic peak
structure, allwe can say is that the com bination ofthe periodic orbits w hich constructs par-
ticularpeak am ong periodic peak structuremustbe xed. Forthis reason, such contrdbuting
orbits must be structurally stable. A gainst the Interpretation m entioned at preceding sen-—
tences, structural unstable pairs, which consist of bifircated orbits (eg. Fig3d and Fig2
), after all, do not contribute to particular peak. Because com pared to length di erence of
structural stablk ones, those of structurally unstable ones are variablk and ultin ately com e

to vanish as increasing r.
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Next, we would like to m ention a m anner of sorting out the contributions to the periodic
peak structure: which kind of set m ust we classify the contribution to such structure accord—
ing to, a set of single periodic orbits or a set of pairs of periodic orbit ? From the histogram
of length for single periodic orbits and the preceding considerations for it, we speculate that
assam blage to be perform ed is to censor in light of a set of singlke periodic oroits.

O ne of special properties of billiard system is the Inssparably relation between action
and period 12). Therefore, at a glance, it seem s to be reasonablke that the above statistical
properties are highly special. However, essentially for a general system , action and period
are closely related to each other.

ds €)

2
o 23)

T E)=

C onsequently, the preceding idea for the correlation, ie. the periodic peak structure, must
be extended.

H . Conclusion

W e have perform ed num erical calculation of not non-periodic orbits but actual periodic
orbits in the 4-disk billiard system . And we analysed the distributions of length di erence
and / or sum am ong the periodic orbit pairs and the histogram and the cum ulative fiinction
of length spectrum for the singlke periodic orbits. From these analysis, it is ckar that the
periodic peak structures are observed In the pint distrdbution of length di erence and sum,
that is, the correlation to be required is observed in the statistics for the quantities which
the sam iclassical form factor explicitly consists of. And this is ultin ately a result from
the correlation which the length spectrum for single periodic orbits has. And notably such
property ram ainsuna ected by pruning. Furthem ore, we ask w hetherpruning orbifiircation
can becom e constraint condition for the correlation, and we conclude if either of the pair
of orbits com e into bifuircation then such the pair cannot contribute to the periodic peak
structure. That is, if the periodic peak structure has very signi cant contribution to the

form factor, we do not have to care bifircation.
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