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Abstract

Periodic orbit theory for classicalhyperbolic system is very signi�cant m atter ofhow we can

interpret spectralstatistics in term s ofsem iclassicaltheory. Although pruning is signi�cant and

generic property for alm ost all hyperbolic system s, pruning-proof property for the correlation

am ong the periodic orbits which gains a resurgence ofsecond term ofthe random m atrix form

factorrem ainsopen problem .In thelightofthesem iclassicalform factor,ourattention ispaid to

statisticsforthepairsofperiodicorbits.Also in thecontextofpruning,weinvestigated statistical

properties ofthe \actual" periodic orbits in 4-disk billiard system . This analysis presents som e

universality for pair-orbits’statistics. That is,even ifthe pruning progresses,there rem ains the

periodicpeak structurein thestatisticsforperiodicorbitpairs.From thatproperty,weclaim that

ifthe periodic peak structure contributes to the correlation,nam ely the o�-diagonalpartofthe

sem iclassicalform factor,then the correlation m ustrem ain while pruning progresse.
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I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

A . C haotic property ofclassicalsystem s and universality ofspectralstatistics

Statisticalpropertiesofperiodicorbitsisoneoffundam entalproblem sin quantum chaos,

i.e. quantum -classicalcorrespondence forclassically chaotic system s. Quantum chaoshas

been pursued in thelastfew decades[1,2,3,4,5].Especially in thecontextofsem iclassical

theory,thespectralstatisticshasbeen often referred to asan em blem ofquantum -classical

correspondence [6,7]. According to the BGS (Bohigas-Giannoni-Schm it)conjecture [8],

therem ustbea universality oflevelstatisticswhich goesalong random m atrix theory,that

is,iftheclassicalsystem hasstochasticity then thespectralstatisticsforthecorresponding

quantum system obeys GOE one. But there is no self-evidence for illustrating the above

facts.

B . Periodic orbit theory and sem iclassicalanalysis for spectralstatistics

Quantum -classicalcorrespondencehavebeen discussed m ainly in spectralstatisticsfor

thelastfew decades.Oneoftheobjectsforexploringthecorrespondenceisdensity ofstates,

d(E )�
X

n

�(E � E n)= hd(E )i+ dosc(E ); (1)

whereE isa energy and d(E ),hd(E )iand dosc(E )arethedensity ofstates,them ean part

and the
uctuating part,respectively.

Before the term inology "Quantum Chaos" [9,10]becam e used,Gutzwiller derived the

traceform ulawhich wasprologuetoproceeding ofperiodicorbitanalysis[11,12,13,14,15,

16,17].

dosc(E )=
1
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;�
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; (2)

Thetraceform ula represents
uctuating partdosc(E )ofspectraldensity ofstatesand itis

derived by sem iclassicalevaluation ofFeynm an path integrals. 
,S
,T
,B 
,� are index,

action,period,am plitudefactorand repetition num berofperiodicorbits,respectively.The

am plitudefactorB 
 consistsoftheM onodrom y m atrix M 
 and theM aslov index �
,

B 
 =
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Adm irably,thequantitieswhich arefactored in thetraceform ula arecanonicalinvariant.

One ofthe m ain objectsofsem iclassicalanalysisforspectralstatistics isspectralform

factor,

K (�)=

Z
1

� 1

d�

hd(E )i

D

dosc

�

E +
�

2

�

dosc

�

E �
�

2

�E

E

exp[�i2�hd(E )i��]; (4)

which wasproposed by Berry [18],and which isassociated with sem iclassicalsum rule,i.e.

bootstrap

hd(E )i= lim
"! 0

p
2"hd2osc;"(E )i: (5)

On the one hand,from the random m atrices theory [19,20],the spectralform factor is

obtained by applying Fouriertransform ation to thetwo pointslevelcorrelation.

K
G O E (�)= 2�� �ln(1+ 2�)= 2�� 2�2 + :::; for � < 1; (6)

provided � = T=TH ,TH = 2�~ �d(E )isHeisenberg tim e. Thisisvalid forthe system swith

tim e reversalsym m etry. On the otherhand,from sem iclassicalanalysis,i.e. substituting

theGutzwiller’straceform ula forthespectralform factor(4),itbecom es

K (T)�
1

2�~hd(E )i
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0

2

� E

E ;T

;

(7)

where h�iE ;T m eanssm oothing overenergy E and tim e T. Em ploying Hannay -Ozorio de

Alm eidasum rule(theprincipleofuniform ity ),Berry estim ated diagonalapproxim ation of

the sem iclassicalform factor(7).Then,fora chaotic system with tim e reversalsym m etry,

thediagonalapproxim ation oftheexpression (7)becom es

K (�)� 2� for � < 1: (8)

Hannay -Ozorio deAlm eida sum rule[21,22]representsbearing ofperiodicorbits’sum in

hyperbolicsystem .

T
X




1

jM 
 � Ij
! 1; for T ! 1 : (9)

Thatis,in thecontextofthesem iclassicaltheory (7),thecounterpartofthe�rstterm ofthe

random m atrix form factor(6)isinterpreted asa resultfrom them annerofthedistribution

oftheperiodicorbits.
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C . P rogress in analysis for correlation am ong classicalorbits

Contrary to theachievem entabovem entioned,thereisthesigni�cantm atterwhich had

been left unanswered;in the sem iclassicalm anner,as what we can take a counterpart of

the rem inder term ofthe random m atrix form factor? As is m entioned in the preceding

subsection,through the diagonalapproxim ation ofthe sem iclassicalform factor,the �rst

term ofthe random m atrix form factorhad been perceived as a result from the distribu-

tionalm annerofthe periodic orbits. However,the rem ainderterm softhe random m atrix

form factor,�2�2 + � � � or��log(1+ 2�),have notbeen barely accounted forby periodic

orbits m ore than the fact that they can be described with the o�-diagonalterm s ofthe

sem iclassicalform factor,i.e. com binations am ong classicalperiodic orbits except for its

own com binations.Although itbecom esclearthatm uch m oream ountofo�-diagonalterm s

than the diagonalterm sreduce to the corrective e�ectthrough the cancelation in phases,

we don’tknow how itworks. In otherwords,the outstanding issue ishow to explain the

contribution which rem ain through thecancelation am ong thephases,especially in thecon-

textofclassicaldynam ics. In otherwords,we have notknown yetwhich com binationsof

periodicorbitsm akeprincipalcontribution totheo�-diagonalpartofthesem iclassicalform

factorwhich correspondswith therem ainderterm softherandom m atrix form factor.

Toward understanding the relation between the o�-diagonalterm s ofthe sem iclassical

from factor(7)and therem ainderterm sofrandom m atrixform factor(6),m any endeavours

have been m ade[23,24,25,26].W hen itbecam e the21stcentury,Sieberand Richter[27]

presented an approach: they assum ed the pairofperiodic orbitswhich one orbithad self-

crossing and another enclosed one and the certain distribution which the periodic orbits

obeyed,and using sem iclassicalanalysis,they derived thecounterpartoftherem inderterm

oftherandom m atrix form factor(6).Thispioneering approach and thosefollowing works

share som e ideas;the logarithm dependency ofthe target distribution,the uniqueness of

partner orbits,etc...;and they prospered in derivation ofsecond term ofthe form factor

analytically by useofsem iclassicaltheory [28,29,30,31,32,33,34,35].

Apartfrom the directanalysisforthe spectralform factor,Shudo and Ikeda [36]inves-

tigated action pair di�erence in the kicked rotor system and they claim ed signi�cancy of

the periodic peak structure ofthe action pairdistribution in the contextofdynam icallo-

calisation.Concretely saying,they presented theclassi�cation ofthepairsof(non-periodic)
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orbits which contribute to the periodic peak structure with their sym bolsequences: the

orbitspairshave the sym bolsequenceswhich have period-4 cycle structure and have som e

othersym bolsinserted in thecyclestructure.And they concluded thatsuch classi�ed orbits

werethehom oclinicorbits.

Otherapproacheson correlation am ong periodicorbitsarealso interesting.Forexam ple,

Efetofand Kogan [37]derived theresultsoftherandom m atricestheory via thenon-linear

sigm am odelin disordered electronicsystem s.Thediagonalapproxim ation oftheirresultsis

equivalentto thelowestorderperturbation theory (Altshulerand Shklovskii[38]).and the

higher ordercorrections would be equivalent to correlation which consists ofpairs am ong

periodicorbits.

D . W hat is the object and w hat is the condition to be required for the periodic

orbits’correlation?

Asjustdescribed,m any works have been perform ed in this decade,butwith allthose

works,itisnotenough to understand the correlation. There rem ain severalquestionsand

rack ofinform ation to understand whatisthe correlation;itisnotclearwhether there is

consistencybetween theperiodicpeakstructureintheShudoandIkeda’sworkandtheSieber

and Richter’s idea;there isfew researches to show whetherorhow "pruning" phenom ena

have an e�ect on the correlation;som e researches posed the distribution ofthe periodic

orbitswhich can contributetothesem iclassicalform factor,butitisnotclearthattheother

periodicorbitsnottocontributetothesem iclassicalform factorcan bevanished intonothing

through cancelation am ong phases; there is a few works using actualnum ericalperiodic

orbits,butitisnotsu�cientto understand thecorrelation;ifthereisthecorrelation,then

itbecom esrecognisable in statisticsofnotonly im plicitphysicalquantities,e.g. crossings

ofperiodic orbits,butalso obviousphysicalquantities,e.g. theiractionsand periods,but

thereislittledirectanalysisofthestatisticsfortheobviousquantities.

In accordancewith thelessonsabovem entioned,wewilldiscusstheobjectand thecondi-

tionsfora correlation am ong periodicorbitsasa ruleofthum b.Requiring such conditions,

wewill�nd outthecorrelation in classically hyperbolicsystem .Asalready m entioned,sta-

tisticalproperty ofperiodicorbitsisabsolutely essentialforunderstandingspectralstatistics

in sem iclassicalm anner.However,itistoohard tosolvetheaboveproblem ssim ultaneously.
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Hence,we m ustwinepressinto the following two points;(a)whatisthe variable forwhich

the correlation m ust be appeared in the statistics?;(b) what is the condition which the

correlation m ustsatisfy?

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

The statistics or the correlation to be observed m ust be m easured in term s ofthe

quantitieswhich thesem iclassicalform factorcontainsexplicitly,e.g.action S,period

T,M onodrom y m atrix M ,etc....Otherwise,asafuturetask,itishard tounderstand

how thediscovered correlation contributetothesem iclassicalform factorand recreate

therem ainderterm softherandom m atrix form factor.From theviewpointofexplic-

itly,forexam ple,to treat crossing angle as the object forsem iclassicalanalysis has

disadvantage,because crossing angle is not contained explicitly in the sem iclassical

form factorand itisnotcanonically invariantand also itcannotbe de�ned in som e

system s. And what is m ore,we believe that ifthe correlation which contributes to

the sem iclassicalform factor does exist,then they m ust em erge also in an obvious

expression,e.g. statistics am ong actionsand periods forperiodic orbits. Therefore,

ifwe take a statistics about the sem iclassicalform factor am ong severalvariables,

then we willgive the highest priority to the action and the period. Because from

therepresentation ofthesem iclassicalform factor,itisclearthatthem ostim portant

quantitiesare notthe stability and the M aslov index butthe action and the period.

Telling asitis,in the sem iclassicalform factor,there arethe di�erencesbetween the

actionsin thephasesand thesum softheperiod in thedeltafunctions.Itislegitim ate

to considerthatcancelation am ong phasesand delta functionsplay a signi�cantrole

forcontributing to thesem iclassicalform factor.

(b) w hat is the condition w hich the correlation m ust satisfy?: @

W e im pose \pruning-proof" property on the correlation what we m ust look for. In

the context of\pruning" [39],the correlation had not been thoroughly understood.

Pruning is a phenom enon thatstructurally unstable periodic orbitsare disappeared

asa system param eterisvarying. And pruning isa generalproperty forany hyper-

bolic system s[40,41,42,43,44,45,46]. The term inology \pruning" m eans,plainly

speaking,breakdown of1-to-1correspondencebetween periodicorbitsand sym bolse-

quences,thatis,num berofperiodic orbitsdecreasesfrom how m uch ones\com plete
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system " should have essentially (cf. subsections IIB and C ).The word "pruning-

proof" property represents an im m une property against such pruning process. It is

an im portant m atter whether such the correlation is independent ofpruning. Ifa

discovered correlation has not pruning-proofproperty,then such correlation cannot

be called as universalproperty any longer,and then it is inadequate to adopt that

correlation assigni�cantcontribution to thesem iclassicalform factor.Therefore,itis

indispensabletoexam inewhetheradiscovered correlation haspruning-proofproperty.

Ifa correlation am ong periodicorbitsconstructssigni�cantcontribution to thesem i-

classicalform factor,then the correlation m usthave a pruning-proofproperty. That

is,pruning-proofproperty isanecessary condition forthecorrelation which givessom e

contribution to thesem iclassicalform factor.

E. A im s ofthis paper

The aim softhiswork are the following two points;(a)to �nd outa correlation am ong

periodicorbitswhich m ustbem easured in term softhequantitiesofwhich thesem iclassical

form factor is apparently consists; (b) to con�rm that the observed correlation is proof

againstpruning.Ifthe above aim sare achieved,then itturnsoutthatwe geta candidate

forthecorrelation which contributeto thesem iclassicalform factor.

In addition,wem ustm ention thatweeasethecondition alongwhich acorrelation am ong

periodic orbitsm ustgo.M eanwhile,we don’tm ind whetherthe correlation recurrence the

form oftherem ainderterm softherandom m atrix form factor.Actually,with a num erical

m ethod,itistoo di�cultto recreate the equivalentofthe rem ainderterm softhe random

m atrix form factorwith thecorrelation aswellasonly to�nd outthecorrelation itself.And

then weintend to postponeunderstanding how a periodicorbits’correlation contributesto

the sem iclassicalform factor in this paper. Therefore we would m ind only what kind of

correlation istherein classically hyperbolicsystem .

F. C onstruction ofthis article

In Section II,wewillillustratetheobjectivesystem ,speci�cally 4-diskbilliard.In Section

III,wewillstatethem ethodsofanalysis,especially thepairstatisticsforperiodicorbits.In
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(a)

0

12

3

(b) (c) (d)

FIG .1:4-disk billiards:(a)param etersetting,(b)thenum bered 4disks,(c)when r= d=2 = 0:5,

(c)when r= d = 1:0

Section IIIandIV,wewillstatethestatisticsforthesingleperiodicorbitstosupportthepair

statistics.In Section V,wewillpresenttheresultsfortheabovepairs’and singles’analysis.

In Section VI,we willgive sum m ary and discuss the relation between the correlation and

thepruning.

II. SY ST EM

A . 4-disk billiard

Here we illustrate the object system ,4-disk billiard system [47]. Billiard system is a

m odelforidealised m otion ofa billiard ball(pointparticle)[48]which goesstraightahead

in a given dom ain and collideselastically on a boundary.First,thede�nition ofthissystem

isgiven forthecon�guration ofthedom ain Q in which billiard ballruns(Fig.1 ):

Q 2 R
2
nD ; D = D 0 [ D 1 [ D 2 [ D 3; (10)

D i� f(x;y)2 R
2
�
�(x � xci)

2
+ (y� yci)

2
< r

2
g; for i= 0;1;2;3; (11)

wheretheradiusriscom m on to allthefourdisksand 2d isthesideofthesquarethateach

centres ofdisks is located on the fourvertices respectively. Letus nam e each ofthe four

disksas"i-th disk" in clockwiseorderfrom thetop rightdisk (Fig.1 (b)).Each i-th disk is

arranged itscentreon thefourverticesofthesquarerespectively,thatis,(xc0;yc0)= (d;d),

(xc1;yc1)= (d;�d),(xc2;yc2)= (�d;�d),(xc3;yc3)= (�d;d).D i istheinteriorofeach i-th
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disk and D isthe totalinteriorarea ofallthe fourdisks. The dom ain Q isde�ned asthe

com plem entofR 2 with respectto D .Thebilliard ballgoesfreely within thedom ain Q and

collideselastically on theboundary @Q .W hen r= 1:0,thefourdiskstouchestoeach other,

and when r > 1:0,the fourdisksoverlap each other. In the case ofr � 1:0,the fourdisks

dividesthe2-dim ensionalcon�guration spaceintothetwo dom ains,oneisenclosed by them

and anotherenclosesthem .In any case,the periodicorbitscan bein the area enclosed by

4-disks,(�d � x;y;� d)[ Q .

In thissystem ,itiseasy to calculateperiodicorbitsin thesense ofadequatecorrespon-

dence between periodic orbits and sym bolsequences [49],[50]. For exam ple,the billiard

ballbounce with a succession ofthe i-th disks,in such way,\0",\1" ,\2",\3",and then

corresponding sym bolsequence is\0123" (seeFig.1 and Fig.2 ).

B . P runing

Pruning is,as its nam e suggests,trim m ing in sym bolsequence’s space. Prim arily,in

generally hyperbolic system s,any periodic orbit can be transliterate into an appropriate

sym bolsequence,but it is not necessarily vice versa. That is,it is not always true that

thereisperiodicorbitcorresponding to any sym bolsequence.W edescribethissituation as

\pruned" state orstate thatsystem haspruning property. In otherwords,pruned state is

thatthereisphysically im possibleperiodicorbitwhich ishypostatised from certain sym bol

sequence (Fig.2 ). To putin anotherway,ifthere isa com plete sym bolsequence’sspace,

wecan regard itasa \tree" and calla sym bolsequence asa \branch" ofthetree.Pruning

isdefection ofappropriatebranchesam ong thetree.

C . P runing in 4-disk billiard system

Letusreview thecondition and thecircum stance ofpruning forthe4-disk billiards.All

the four disks have the sam e radius r which is the system param eter to be varied from

r = 0:5 to r = 1:0 sim ultaneously. The factto be aware ofisthatvariable isradiusr,not

distance2d ,apartfrom m any offoregoing works.

First,weconsidernotprunend state,i.e.corresponding sym bolsequence’sspaceiscom -

plete one. W hen r = 0:5,there isno eclipse,m ore precisely,looking from one disk toward

9



FIG .2: To be pruned,i.e. to be bifurcated,orbits in 4-disk billiard:from leftto right,

orbithas’010212’/ ’0101212’/ ’01012121’sym bolsequence and has6 / 7 / 8 collisions.from top

to bottom ,r= 0:9;0:95;1:0.They becom epruned with going to downward in these�gures,while

they becom ebifurcated with going to upward.

diagonalone,thereisno obstacleto interrupttheview.Even on them orrow oftheeclipse

(re = d=
p
2 = 0:70710678::),the corresponding space ofsym bolsequenceshasno pruning.

Eventually up to r= rc = 0:90715514863324558:::,pruning doesnotoccur.

Next,when r= rc = 0:90715514863324558:::,�rst-pruned orbittoucheson the0-th disk

[42](Fig.3 ).The periodic orbitto be pruned �rstam ong the whole setofperiodic orbits

hasthesym bolsequence,e.g.\0(30)n31(01)n0(10)n13(03)n" and \3(03)n(10)n1(01)n(30)n",
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etc. (n ! 1 ),thatis,afterin�nite num ber ofcollisions between 3rd-disk and 0-th disk,

therearealso in�niteonesbetween the0-th disk and the1-stdisk and again.

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

Finally,afterthe�stpruning,theabove�rst-pruned orbitbecom esphysically im possible.

In thisway,from r= rc,pruning occurssuccessively asr isincreased (Fig.2 ).

In the4-disk billiard system ,pruning can beinterpreted asreverseto bifurcations.That

is,reducing theradius,physically im possible orbitcom eto realistic one,which wecallthis

as\tobepruned" orbit,and sim ultaneously itbecom esbifurcated.Conversely,asenlarging

theradius,bifurcated orbitsareintegrated intoasingleorbit,and im m ediately such an orbit

disappearsasa ghostone,i.e.physically im possible orbit(Fig.2 ).

D . N um ericalcalculation ofperiodic orbits

W ith the aid ofnot true periodic orbits but non-periodic orbits,which m ust be near

to \true" one,the studies ofsem iclassicalanalysis ofthe spectralform factor have been

achieved.W eshould notoverlook thattherem ightbe\pruning" am ong theperiodicorbits

which hasthesam esym bolsequence asthatofthenon-periodicorbitwhich isexpected to

contributetoform factor.Therefore,\actual"periodicorbitsisindispensabletosem iclassical

analysiswith theaid ofthetraceform ula (2).

W e calculated periodic orbits num erically, as the preparatory to the investigation of

periodicorbits’statistics.Actualm ethod tocalculateany periodicorbitisachieved by m in-

im isation ofwholead referendum length ofone[49],[51],[52].W eperform thisoptim isation
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by use ofNewton-Raphson’s m ethod. To avoid ’chaotic behavior’ofNewton-Raphson’s

m ethod,we also use bi-sectionalm ethod before using the form er m ethod. First,m aking

use ofbi-sectionalm ethod,we can see thatthe num ericalperiodic orbit converges in the

neighbourhood ofthe \true" periodic orbit within adequate range. Next,using Newton-

Raphson’sm ethod,we converge num ericalperiodic orbitsto the \true" ones within m ore

narrow errorrange.In thisway,weget\actual" periodicorbitsnum erically.

Actually,the am ountofthe periodic orbitswhich we have calculated in 4-disk billiard

system sareapproxim ately 1,000,000 forevery value r ofradiuswhich we taken.The lim i-

tation ofthiscalculation isthe frequency ofcollisionswhich billiard ballim pactsagainst4

disks.W einvestigatethrough 20tim ecollisions.Forgeneratinglongsym bolsequencewhich

produceappropriateperiodicorbit,wetreated long integerwith theaid ofCLN (ClassLi-

brary forNum bers)library [53]. W e actually use periodic orbitsforpairs’statisticsto 17

tim escollision forthe reason why there are both lim itations,the outperform ofcom puters

and thetim es.Thenum beroftheperiodicorbitswhich has17 tim escollisionsis949560 in

r= 0:5 (withoutpruning ),and 703999 in r= 1:0 (with pruning ).

III. N U M ER IC A L A N A LY SIS I :STAT IST IC S O F PA IR S O F P ER IO D IC O B IT S

A . A nalysis to do

In thissection,wewillde�nestatisticsto analyseforcorrelation am ong pairsofperiodic

orbits.And wewillstateresultsofthesenum ericalanalysisin Section V.Aswestated above,

statistics ofperiodic orbits,speci�cally statistics ofpairs am ong them ,has becam e very

signi�cantm atterin sem iclassicalanalysisforspectralstatistics. From consistency am ong

Eqs.(7),(6),and (8),itisclearthata statisticon analysisbeyond diagonalapproxim ation

are inevitable. Therefore we willinvestigate statisticalproperties ofperiodic orbits,m ore

precisely,ofpairsam ongthem .In thesem iclassicalrepresentation ofthespectralform factor

(7),therearethedi�erencein action between pairoftheperiodicorbits(
;
 0)included in

thephasefactor,S
� S
0,and thesum in period between pairoftheperiodicorbitsincluded

in the delta function,T
 + T
0. Then,in working up statisticsin reference to pairsam ong

periodic orbits,we take particular note ofnotonly di�erences between actions,S
 � S
0,

butalso sum sofperiods,T
 + T
0,in distinction from theform eranalysis.
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B . T he spectralform factor in billiard system

Asnoted above,in thesem iclassicalspectralform factor(7),di�erencesbetween actions

S
 � S
0 and sum sofperiodsT
 + T
0 play signi�cantrole.Herewe willillustratethatthe

m atterofthecorrelation am ongperiodicorbits,i.e.thecontribution oftheo�-diagonalpart

toward thesem iclassicalform factor,reduceto thatofthepairlength statisticsin a billiard

system . Forthisend,we begin with the spectralform factorin a billiard system without

external�eld. In a planerbilliard system ,utilising length ofperiodic orbitL
,action and

period forany periodicorbitbecom ethefollowing:

S
 (E ) =
p
2m E L
 !

p
2E L
;

T
 (E ) =
L

q

2E

m

!
L

p
2E

;

where we substitute unity form assofa billiard ball,m = 1. Then the sem iclassicalform

factorisrepresented as

K (L)�
1

TH

X


;
0;�;�0

D

B 
B
�


0

L
L
0

��0

1
p
2E

exp

�
i

~

p
2E (L
 � L
0)

�

�

�

L �
L
 + L
0

2

� E

E ;L

;

(12)

thatis,thespectralform factorbecom esa function ofperiodicorbit’slength L.Eventually

question astoaction di�erenceand period sum arerehashed intothatastolength di�erence

and length sum .Therefore,statisticson length di�erenceand length sum overperiodicorbit

isindispensableto considera candidateforthecorrelation contributing to thesem iclassical

form factor.

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

C
�

� L� ;m
(L� )

Forthe reasonswhich have been m entioned above,we de�ne the statisticswith regard

to the pair statistics for periodic orbits. From briefconsideration,the m ost fundam ental

statisticsforpairsoftheperiodicorbitsaredistribution oflength di�erenceorsum forevery

two periodicorbits.
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Herewede�nethefollowing statistics:

C
�

� L� ;m
(L� ) � ]f
6= 


0
�
�m �L � � L
 � L
0 < (m + 1)�L � g; (13)

C
+

� L+ ;m
(L+ ) � ]f
6= 


0
�
�m �L + � L
 + L
0 < (m + 1)�L + g; (14)

L� = L
 � L
0; �L � = sup



fL
 � L
0g=M ; m = 0;1;:::;M � 12 N : (15)

C
�

� L� ;m
(L� )/C

+

� L+ ;m
(L+ )isthedistribution functionoflengthdi�erence/sum forperiodic

orbit pairs. The distribution function oflength di�erence / sum is the histogram which

represents how m any pairs ofperiodic orbits with their length di�erence / sum L � ,are

there in each divided segm ents,[m �L � ;(m + 1)�L � ]. The dom ain ofthe histogram s is

from 0 to suprem um ofL
 � L
0 am ong given periodicorbits,i.e.[0;sup
fL
 � L
0g].M is

thenum berofbinswhich dividesthedom ain ofthedistribution function,and m isa index

to point out a bin. 
;
0 are the indices ofperiodic orbits which includes repeated ones.

�L � / �L + isa classintervalwhich classify any periodicorbitspairaccording to theirpair

length L� and they are each derived by dividing the suprem um ofthe length di�erence /

sum am ong theperiodicorbitpairsinto thenum berofbins.In therem ainderofthispaper,

weabbreviateC �

� L� ;m
(L� )/ C

�

� L+ ;m
(L+ )asC

� (L� )/ C
+ (L+ )respectively.

Actually,we take the distribution C � (L� )/ C
+ (L+ )over the allperiodic orbits with

n = 17 collisionsand we take the distribution foreach the radiusofthe fourdisksr,from

0:5 to 1:0 in the m atterof0.05. Each ofthe dom ains[0;sup
fL
 � L
0g]issegm entalised

into M = 219 intervalsand thesedistributionsarenotnorm alised.

D . Jointdistribution function oflength di�erence and sum forperiodic orbitpairs

C
�

� L� ;m � ;m +

(L� ;L+ )

In addition totheabovestatistics,thereisneed form oreadequateanalysiswhich consider

length di�erenceand itssum sim ultaneously.Ifthecorrelation which contributesto theo�-

diagonalpartofthe sem iclassicalform factor(7)isoriginated from the cancellation in the

phasefactor,Therefore,itisneeded to takestatisticsforperiodicorbitpairswhich sum sof

theirtwo periodsarethesam evalue.In thewordsof(12),wehaveto investigatestatistics

forpairswhich sum sofboth lengthsarethesam evalue.
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Therefore,wede�nethefollowing jointdistribution function :

C
�

� L� ;m � ;m +

(L� ;L+ )� ]f
6= 

0
�
�m � �L � � L
 � L
0 < (m � + 1)�L � ;

m + �L + � L
 + L
0 < (m + + 1)�L + g; (16)

L� = L
 � L
0; �L � = sup



fL
 � L
0g=M � ; m � = 0;1;:::;M � � 12 N :

W e describe this function C
�

� L� ;m � ;m +

(L� ;L+ ) as the joint distribution of length dif-

ference and sum for periodic orbit pairs. In the rem ainder of the paper, we abbrevi-

ate C �

� L� ;m � ;m +

(L� ;L+ ) as C
� (L� ;L+ ). The joint distribution function,assem blage of

both action di�erencesand period sum s,istwo-dim ensionalhistogram and representshow

m any pairs ofperiodic orbits are there in each divided cell,[m + �L + ;(m + + 1)�L + ]�

[m � �L � ;(m � + 1)�L � ].Each ofthetwo rangesofthevariablesL� ofthejointdistribu-

tion isfrom 0 to suprem um ofL
 � L
0 am ong periodicorbitpairs,[0;sup
fL
 � L
0g].

Let us explain the other factors ofthis joint distribution function. M � / M + is the

num ber ofbins which divide length di�erence / sum for periodic orbit pairs respectively,

and m � / m + istheindicesofeach num bered intervals[m � �L � ;(m � + 1)�L � ].
;

0are

theindicesofperiodicorbitswhich includesrepeated ones.�L � istheclassintervalwhich

categorisethepairsofperiodicorbitswith respectto,and itiseach de�ned asthesuprem um

ofthelength di�erence/ sum sup
fL
 � L
0g am ong theperiodicorbitpairsdivided by the

bin num ber,asisthe case with C � (L� )and C + (L+ )(Eqs.(13),(14)). W e introduce to

the coordinate system (see Fig.4 ). First,letusconsiderthe originalcoordinate,L
-L
0,

system .IftheoriginalaxesareL
 and L
0,and then the new axesareL� = L
 � L
0 and

L+ = L
 + L
0 which arerotated by
�

4
(Fig.4 )and thiscoordinatesystem istheobjectto

beconsidered.

The joint distribution functions C � (L� ;L+ ) are represented as a density plot. Any

densityplotforlogarithm ofjointdistribution logC � (L� ;L+ )areexpressed asacolourm ap.

Actually,thewholedom ainofthejointdistribution [0;sup
fL
� L
0g]� [0;sup
fL
+L
0g]is

partitioned into M � � M + = 212� 212 cellsand thesejointdistributionsarenotnorm alised.

For each logarithm ofthe joint distribution logC � (L� ;L+ ),the com m on colour m ap is

applied toeach ofthedi�erentrangewhich isdeterm ined accordingtothem axim um and the

m inim um valuesam ongthefunction logC � (L� ;L+ ).Asin thecaseofprecedingsubsection,

we take the jointdistribution overallofthe periodic orbitswith n = 17 collisionsand we
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(a) (b)

FIG .4: Joint distribution function of length di�erence and sum for periodic orbit

pairs: (a) coordinate system ,(b) slicing joint distribution oflength di�erence and sum along

verticaldirection L+ = const.and along horizontaldirection L� = const.

take the joint distribution for each the radius ofthe four disks r,from 0:5 to 1:0 in the

m atterof0.05.

E. Slice of joint distribution function of length di�erence and sum

C
�

� L� ;m � ;m +

(L� ;L+ )

Forsearching thecorrelation,itisinsu�cientonly to analysetheforegoing density plots

becauseinlogarithm ofthedistribution function logC � (L� ;L+ ),the
uctuatingpart,which

m ay havedetailed structure,becom em oresubtle.Then wetakethejointdistribution in the

form ofanti-logarithm ,C � (L� ;L+ ). M oreover,the m ost straightforward idea to analyse

thejointdistribution areto behold theircross-section.

For this reason,we also use following slice ofthe joint distribution function oflength

di�erence and sum for periodic orbit pairs. Brie
y,the target statistics com es to the 1-

dim ensionalhistogram . The slice ofthe joint distribution C � (L� ;L+ ) is altogether sec-

tion ofit for the 2-dim ensionalhistogram . In equation (16),either m � or m + 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 determ inate value

16



L� = L
� L
0 2 [m � �L � ;(m � + 1)�L � ]arethereineachdivideddom ainsL� = L
� L
0 2

[m � �L � ;(m � + 1)�L � ].The linesto be slitup the jointdistribution isperpendicularto

the axisL+ = L
 + L
0,in otherwords,parallelto the axisL� = L
 � L
0 (see Fig.4 (b)

). Through this statistics,we willinvestigate the correlation am ong the orbits which are

selected by thedelta function.

W eusethesam ecoordinatesystem asused in theprecedingdensityplots.Thedistinction

isthefactthattheeach distributionsC � (L� ;L+ = consts)aretaken alongthedirection for

thedi�erencedirection L � with respectto each the�xed coordinatesL+ = L
 + L
0.Asin

theabovedensity plot,thewholedom ain issegm entalised into M � � M + = 212 � 212 cells.

M oreover,forlooking e�ectoftaking histogram width,we segm entalise the whole dom ain

also into M � � M + = 211 � 211 cells. Then we can see the structuresin slicesm ore detail

than in thedensity plotitself.Also in thiscalculation,we takethe histogram sovertheall

periodicorbitswith n = 17 collisionsand wetakn theslicesoftheabovejointdistributions

foreach theradiusofthefourdisksr,from 0:5 to 1:0 in them atterof0.05.

IV . N U M ER IC A L A N A LY SIS II:STAT IST IC S O F SIN G LE P ER IO D IC O R B IT S

A . Length distribution for single periodic orbits G � L;m (L)

Asan assistantto understanding thepreceding pairstatisticsC � (L� ;L+ ),weneed also

to takesom e statisticsforthesingle periodicorbits.And wewillask thequestion whether

behaviourofhistogram can bevaried according to m annerofdividing itsdom ain into sev-

eralintervals. Because ofthe brevity and the translucentcorrespondence to the foregoing

distributions,wede�nethefollowing distribution:

G � L;m (L)� ]f

�
�m �L � L 
 < (m + 1)�Lg; (17)

�L = sup



fL
g=M ; m = 0;1;:::;M � 12 N :


 istheindex fora periodicorbitwhich includesrepeated ones.M isthenum berofitem s

which dividelength dom ain
�
0;sup
fL
g

�
,and m istheindicesofeach num bered intervals.

�L is the widths ofeach segm ented intervals. This length histogram for single periodic

orbits indicates how m any periodic orbits are there in each intervals [m �L;(m + 1)�L].

By use ofthisstatistics,itcan be seen how the histogram behavesaccording to the width

�L.Aslong asthereareno confusion in thispaper,weabbreviateG � L;m (L)asG (L).
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W e calculated the histogram for the length am ong the single periodic orbits with 17-

collisions.In thisanalysis,weadopted som edividing num bersM fortheabovepurpose.

B . C um ulative num ber oflength spectrum for single periodic orbits N (L)

In theabovestatistics,thereisbotheringproblem ,how longwidthsdo weadoptin those

histogram s.Therefore,weneed forthestatisticswhich doesnothaveto considerthewidth

ofthehistogram s.Oneofthem ostsim plestatisticswhich doesnottakeaform ofhistogram

isa cum ulative num berdensity oflength spectrum .

The cum ulative num ber oflength spectrum for the single periodic orbits is de�ned as

how m any periodicorbitswhich length isbelow L:

N (L)�

1X


= 0

�(L � L
): (18)

Itiswellknown thatthisfunction hasitsasym ptoticform forlargeL [54],

N (L)� exp(htopL)=L � N asym pt(L); (19)

wherehtop istopologicalentropy.

Ouraim isnotto taketheasym ptoticform butto reducethedeviation from its.In the

form ofthe cum ulative function on itsown,itishard to recognise the 
uctuation partas

deviation from itsasym ptotic form because thenum berofN (L)ism oretrem endousthan

thatofN fluct(L)asincreasing L.Asa result,weconsiderthefollowing function:

N fluct(L)= N (L)� N asym pt(L): (20)

That is,subtracting the asym ptotic part N asym pt(L) from the whole cum ulative num ber

density N (L),wecan getthe
uctuating partN fluct(L).

Actualprocedure is the following: First,we took the cum ulative num ber distribution

N (L)ofthe length spectrum . The distribution expressed asexp(htopL)=L in the asym p-

totic form . Next, we perform ed the least-squares �tting with the function N fit(L) =

A exp(B L)=L,where A and B are �tting param eters,in a reasonable localdom ain and

we em ploy this �tted function as the asym ptotic part N asym pt(L) (19) ofthe cum ulative

function.Finally,wesubtractthe�tted function N fit(L)from thewholedistribution N (L),

and then wegetthe
uctuating partN fluct(L)(20)ofthedistribution.
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V . R ESU LT S

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

C
�

� L� ;m
(L� )

W etookthedistributionsoflength di�erence/sum forpairsC � (L� )/C
+ (L+ )(Eq.(13)

/ Eq.(14))am ong the periodic orbitswith n = 17 collisionsforeach radiusr (Fig.5 and

Fig.7 ). The dom ains[0;sup
fL
 � L
0g]are segm entalised into M = 219 intervals. And

Fig.6 and Fig.8 are detailed �gures centring around the crest ofthe distributions Fig.5

and Fig.7 respectively. From the num ericalanalysis,the distributions oflength di�erence

/ sum seem to depend on radius ofdisks at a glance ( Fig.5 and Fig.7 ). Beholding the

length pairs’distributionsfrom r= 0:5 to r= 1:0,we can �nd outvariationswith itsradii

in those distributions. W hen r = 0:5,it is easy to see the periodic peak structure,and

furtherm ore,we recognise self-sim ilarstructurestherein,W hile when r= 1:0,itisscarcely

abletorecognisesuch thestructures.Butitisnotclearwhethersuch periodicpeakstructure

and even m oreself-sim ilaroneofthosedistributionstruly becom edisappeared asincreasing

r.W eneed m oredetailed analysisto establish thefactsofthem atter.

B . Jointdistribution function oflength di�erence and sum forperiodic orbitpairs

C
�

� L� ;m � ;m +

(L� ;L+ )

Furtheranalysisisto takethejointdistribution oflength di�erenceand sum forperiodic

orbit pairs C � (L� ;L+ ) ( Eq.(16) ). As the above calculation,am ong the periodic orbits

with n = 17 collisions,we took the jointdistributionsforeach radisr. The each dom ains

[0;sup
fL
 � L
0g]� [0;sup
fL
 + L
0g]are partitioned into M � � M + = 212 � 212 cells.

Beholdingthejointdistributionsfrom r= 0:5tor= 1:0(Fig.9),wecan �nd outvariations

with itsradiusin those distributions. W hen 0:5 � r � 0:6,rhom buspattern can be seen,

whilewhen 0:7� r,itishard torecognisesuch structureataglance.Butfrom theenlarged

�gures,thedetailstructureshow up (Fig.10 )outofrelation to thevaluesofradiusr.
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FIG .9:(ColourO nline).D ensity plotsfor jointdistribution oflength di�erence and sum

for periodic orbit pairs C �

� L� ;m � ;m +

(L� ;L+ ):In the top,from leftto right,r = 0:5;0:6;0:7;

in the bottom ,from leftto right,r= 0:8;0:9;1:0

FIG .10:(ColourO nline).D etailed density plotsforjointdistribution oflength di�erence

and sum for periodic orbit pairs C
�

� L� ;m � ;m +

(L� ;L+ ): In the top,from left to right,r =

0:5;0:6;0:7;in the bottom ,from leftto right,r= 0:8;0:9;1:0
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C . Slice of joint distribution function of length di�erence and sum

C
�

� L� ;m � ;m +

(L� ;L+ )

In addition to the above analysis,we took the slice ofthe jointdistributions along the

lineswhere the sum ofpairorbit’slengthsisconstant,L+ = L
 + L
0 = const.. W e took

thesehistogram swith no-logarithm plotforsearching detailstructure.Needlesto say,asin

thepreceding jointdistributions,wereferred totheperiodicorbitswith n = 17collisionsfor

each radiusr.Theeach dom ains[0;sup
fL
� L
0g]� [0;sup
fL
+ L
0g]arepartitioned into

M � � M + = 212� 212;211� 211 cells.From theresultsoftheslicesofthejointdistributions

(Fig.11 and Fig.12 ),we can see the variationswith itsradiir. W hen 0:5 � r � 0:6,the

periodic peak structure with broad periodscan be seen,while when 0:7 � r,itishard to

recognisesuch structureataglance.Butin detailed structure,slicesofthejointdistribution

oflength di�erence and sum have the periodic peak structures in irrelevance to radius of

disksr.

D . Length distribution for single periodic orbits G � L;m (L
)

Form ore understanding to the foregoing pairs’distributions,am ong the single periodic

orbitswith17collision,wetookthefrequencydistribution fortheirlengths(Eq.(18))forthe

caseofr= 1:0.And we adoptthenum bersM ofallintervals,M = 700;1400,to see e�ect

by width ofthehistogram .Then wecan seetheperiodicpeak structuresin thesehistogram s

(Fig.13 )and there issigni�cant deviation from the corresponding gaussian distribution.

The periodic peak structure becom e to be split as varying the num ber ofintervals. But

rough structuresofthem rem ain,which isindication thatthere m ustbe som e structure in

essentialdistribution independently ofthewidth ofthehistogram .

E. C um ulative num ber oflength spectrum for single periodic orbits N (L)

Becausewewould look attheproblem ofthem anneroftaking width ofhistogram from

theoutside,weanalysed thecum ulative num berdensity N (L)ofthelength spectrum (18)

in thecaseofr= 1:0.In doing so,wereferred to theperiodicorbitswhich has2� n � 17

collisions.Aftertheleast-squares�tting,wesubtracted the�tted function N fit(L)from the

wholecum ulativenum berN (L)and wegetthe
uctuatingpartN fluct(L)ofthedistribution
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FIG . 11: Slices of density plots for joint distributions C
�

� L� ;m � ;m +

(L� ;L+ ): the each

dom ains are partitioned into M � � M + = 211 � 211 cells; In the top, from left to right, r =

0:5;0:6;0:7;in the bottom ,from leftto right,r= 0:8;0:9;1:0
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(20). Fig.14 (b)showsthe 
uctuating partN fluct(L)ofthe cum ulative num berdensity of

thelength spectrum .Thereisexactly theperiodicpeak structure and m oreoverseem ed to

beself-sim ilarstructure.
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V I. SU M M A RY A N D D ISC U SSIO N

A . Sum m ary

Letussum m arisethem ain pointsthathavebeen m entioned above.Clari�cation ofperi-

odicorbits’correlation isindispensableforsem iclassicalreasoningofspectral
uctuation.In

the4-disk billiard system ,weperform ed thestatisticalanalysisforthepairsam ongperiodic

orbitsand forthe single ones. From the viewpointofbrevity,we presented the statistical

analysis on the di�erences and the sum s which appear in the sem iclassicalspectralform

factor: for the periodic orbit pairs,both the distribution function oflength di�erence /

sum C � (L� ) / C
+ (L+ ) and the joint distribution function oflength di�erence and sum

C � (L� ;L+ )and forthe single periodic orbits,both the length distribution G (L)and the

cum ulative num beroflength spectrum N (L). In those analysis,we found som e universal-

ity ofdeviation from relevant Gaussian distribution,concretely saying,the periodic peak

structure.

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

C
�

� L� ;m
(L� )

Asthe �rststep,we took the distribution oflength di�erence / sum forperiodic orbit

pairs C � (L� ) / C + (L+ ) ( Figs.5,6 / Figs.7,8 ). From the consistency with the analysis

m ade by Shudo and Ikeda,itwas anticipated thatthere m ust be periodic peak structure

in those distributions.These histogram swere calculated foreach the radiusofthedisksr,

from 0:5 to 1:0 in the m atter of0:05. In brieftendency,the histogram s present gaussian

distribution.Focusingattention on thedetailstructures,Forsm allr(0:5� r� 0:7),there

seem ed to betheperiodicpeak structureand they presentself-sim ilarones,whileforlarger

r(0:8� r� 1:0 ),harderwerecognizesuch structures.Butwehaveno assurancethatthe

periodicpeaksstructurearecertainly disappeared in thelarger.
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C . Jointdistribution function oflength di�erence and sum forperiodic orbitpairs

C
�

� L� ;m � ;m +

(L� ;L+ )

Inspired from thecon�guration ofthesem iclassicalform factor(7),weanalysed thejoint

distributions oflength di�erence and sum for the periodic orbit pairs (16). These joint

distributionsaretaken in theform ofthedensity plots(Figs.9,10 ).Asisthecasewith the

above analysis,these density plotswere taken foreach the radiusofthe disksr,from 0:5

to 1:0 in them atterof0:05.Focusing attention on thedetailstructures,whileforsm allr (

0:5� r� 0:7 ),thereseem ed to betheperiodicpeak structureand they presentself-sim ilar

ones,Although for large r ( 0:8 � r � 1:0 ) in the whole density plots,we can hardly

recognise such as the above structures. But from the detaildensity plots,evidently,we

becom eawareoftheperiodicpeak structure.

D . Slice of joint distribution function of length di�erence and sum

C
�

� L� ;m � ;m +

(L� ;L+ )

For intelligibleness, we taken the slices of the joint distributions of length di�erence

and sum ,i.e. the sections ofthe above density plots ( Figs.11,12 ). And we taken these

distributions in anti-logarithm for verticalaxis ofthe histogram . Also in these sections,

wecan recognisethattheperiodicpeak structuresrem ain asvarying r.Therefore,wehave

furthercon�rm ation thatthereissom euniversalityam ongtheabovedensityplots.However,

them anneroftaking histogram ’swidth isleftopen problem .

E. Length distribution for single periodic orbits G � L;m (L
)

Fortheunderstanding fortheperiodicpeak structuresasobserved in theaboveanalysis,

wetook thefrequency distribution G (L)forthelength oftheorbitswhich hasn = 17strike

points ( Fig.13 ). This analysis perform ed in the value ofr = 1:0. Indeed,the periodic

peak structurecan beseen in thisanalysis.Butthespread ofthepeak seem ed to bevaried

according to how we take the widthsofthe histogram s. Ifthe periodic peak structure has

self-sim ilarstructure,itiscriticalm atterhow to takethehistogram width.
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F. C um ulative num ber oflength spectrum for single periodic orbits N (L)

To avoid thebothering ‘histogram width’problem in theanterioranalysis,thereisneed

forthe analysiswhich isfree from the histogram . W e took the cum ulative num berforthe

length spectrum in r = 1:0. From it,we ultim ately reduced the 
uctuating partN fluct(L)

through the least-square �tting. In the 
uctuating part,we observed the peak structure

and m oreover recognised self-sim ilar structure. Therefore,we assure there are indeed the

periodicpeak structureofthelength histogram and besidesthatofthejointdistributions.

G . P icture ofperiodic peak structure

From theabove-m entioned analysis,wecan claim asthefollowing:In thejointdistribu-

tion oflength di�erenceand sum C � (L� ;L+ ),therearein facttheperiodicpeak structure

in a large,whilein thehistogram soflength di�erence/ sum C � (L� )/ C
+ (L+ ),wecannot

say thattheperiodicpeak structureexistsirrespective ofr.

Astheabovem entioned,theperiodicpeakstructureofthejointdistribution haspruning-

proofproperty.Ifsuch structurecontributetotheo�-diagonalpartofthesem iclassicalform

factor,the o�-diagonalpart has also pruning-proofproperty. This m eans the following:

The correlation isthe constraintcondition forwhich preserve the periodic peak structure,

Howeverwe do notknow yethow m any pairsofperiodic orbitscontribute to the periodic

peak structure,and whether the num ber ofperiodic orbits which contribute to the form

factorcan bevaried assuccessofpruning.Stated anotherway,wedo notknow m oreofthe

factthatthepruning fronts[39]isa constraintcondition forthecorrelation.

W econsiderthefactthatthereisseem ingly contradictory behaviourbetween thedistri-

bution oflength di�erence / sum and the jointdistribution oflength di�erence and sum .

From thedensity plots(Fig.10),itappearsthatthepeak linesrun alongaobliquedirection

againstthelines,L
� L
0 = const.and L
+ L
0 = const..Furtherm ore,thereisan apparent

relation between thedistribution C � (L� )/C
+ (L+ )and thejointdistribution C

� (L� ;L+ )
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asfollows:

C
�

� L� ;m �
(L� ) =

M + � 1X

m + = 0

C
�

� L� ;m � ;m +

(L� ;L+ = m + �L + ); (21)

C
+

� L+ ;m +

(L+ ) =

M � � 1X

m � = 0

C
�

� L� ;m � ;m +

(L� = m � �L � ;L+ ): (22)

Consequently,the periodic peak structure in the joint distribution for the periodic orbit

pairsseem to becancelled when they aresum m ed up tothedistribution oflength di�erence

/ sum . From the perspective ofthe sem classicalform factor(7),itisnotso im portantto

discussabsence orpresence ofthe peak structure in the distribution oflength di�erence /

sum .

In the second place,we considerthe cause ofthe rhom buspattern in the density plots

forthejointdistributionsoflength di�erenceand sum .And so letusreview thecoordinate

system again (seeFig.4(a)).Therhom buspattern areform ed alongthelinesL
 � L
0 and

L
 + L
0.Thisfactindicatesthatthecorrelation (periodicpeak structure)existsoriginally

in thelength histogram forsingleperiodicorbits.

From the last analysis, we got the periodic peak structure from the statistics which

does not assum e the form ofa histogram . Therefore, we can claim that the preceding

length distribution for single periodic orbits which is shown as a histogram s have indeed

theperiodicpeak structure.Thisindicatesthatsuch deviation from asym ptotic behaviour

exp(htopL)=L m ustcontributetotheo�-diagonalterm ofthesem iclassicalform factor.The

statistics which we have analysed has probably self-sim ilar structure,then we m ust treat

theclassintervalofthehistogram in a prudentm anner.

Toward furtherunderstanding,wem ustm akethecorrelation’spicturem oredetail.Itis

naturalto question whetherthe periodic orbitpairswhich contribute to the periodic peak

structure can be changed asvarying r. Owing to structuralstability ofthe periodic peak

structure,allwecan say isthatthecom bination oftheperiodicorbitswhich constructspar-

ticularpeakam ongperiodicpeakstructurem ustbe�xed.Forthisreason,such contributing

orbitsm ustbe structurally stable. Againstthe interpretation m entioned atpreceding sen-

tences,structuralunstable pairs,which consist ofbifurcated orbits(e.g. Fig.3 and Fig.2

),afterall,do notcontribute to particularpeak.Because com pared to length di�erence of

structuralstableones,thoseofstructurally unstableonesarevariableand ultim ately com e

to vanish asincreasing r.
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Next,wewould liketo m ention a m annerofsorting outthecontributionsto theperiodic

peak structure:which kind ofsetm ustweclassify thecontribution tosuch structureaccord-

ing to,a setofsingleperiodicorbitsora setofpairsofperiodicorbit? From thehistogram

oflength forsingleperiodicorbitsand thepreceding considerationsforit,wespeculatethat

assem blageto beperform ed isto censorin lightofa setofsingleperiodicorbits.

One ofspecialproperties ofbilliard system is the inseparably relation between action

and period (12).Therefore,ata glance,itseem sto bereasonablethattheabovestatistical

propertiesare highly special. However,essentially fora generalsystem ,action and period

areclosely related to each other.

T (E )=
dS (E )

dE
: (23)

Consequently,the preceding idea forthecorrelation,i.e.theperiodicpeak structure,m ust

beextended.

H . C onclusion

W e have perform ed num ericalcalculation ofnotnon-periodic orbitsbutactualperiodic

orbitsin the 4-disk billiard system . And we analysed the distributionsoflength di�erence

and /or sum am ongtheperiodicorbitpairsand thehistogram and thecum ulativefunction

oflength spectrum forthe single periodic orbits. From these analysis,itisclearthatthe

periodicpeak structuresareobserved in thejointdistribution oflength di�erenceand sum ,

thatis,the correlation to be required isobserved in the statisticsforthe quantitieswhich

the sem iclassicalform factor explicitly consists of. And this is ultim ately a result from

thecorrelation which thelength spectrum forsingleperiodic orbitshas.And notably such

propertyrem ainsuna�ectedbypruning.Furtherm ore,weaskwhetherpruningorbifurcation

can becom e constraint condition forthe correlation,and we conclude ifeither ofthe pair

oforbitscom e into bifurcation then such the paircannotcontribute to the periodic peak

structure. That is,ifthe periodic peak structure has very signi�cant contribution to the

form factor,wedo nothaveto carebifurcation.
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