arXiv:1905.10596v1 [cond-mat.stat-mech] 25 May 2019

Quantum Chaotic Systems and Random Matrix Theory by Akhilesh Pandey, Avanish Kumar and Sanjay Puri School of Physical Sciences, Jawaharlal Nehru University, New Delhi – 110067, India.

Abstract This article is an introductory review of random matrix theory (RMT) and its applications, with special focus on quantum chaos. Random matrices were first used by Wigner to understand the spectra of complex nuclei from a statistical perspective. Subsequently there have been novel applications to diverse areas, e.g., atomic and molecular physics, mesoscopic and nanoscopic systems, microwave cavities, econophysics, biological sciences, communication theory. This article is designed to be accessible at the graduate and post-doctoral level. (To appear in 21st Century Nanoscience: A Handbook, edited by K.D. Sattler, CRC Press.)

1 Introduction

This article provides a pedagogical introduction to the subject of random matrix theory (RMT) and its applications. More advanced readers may refer to several books and reviews which deal extensively with this subject [1–12]. Random matrices were introduced in the context of statistical multivariate analysis by Wishart [13]. They were first used in physics by Wigner to understand energy levels in complex nuclei [2]. In Wigner’s prescription, ensembles of random matrices were used to model Hamiltonians of complex systems. The mathematical development of RMT was done by Wigner himself, as well as Dyson [14–18], Mehta [19], Gaudin [20], Porter [1] and several others. The ensemble properties of interest to physicists are energy level spectra, decay widths, and fluctuations of scattering cross-sections. In an important discovery [21], it was found that random matrices are applicable to quantum chaotic systems, i.e., quantum systems whose classical counterparts are chaotic. This gave a justification for the utility of RMT to understand complex systems. Interest has also focused on transmission properties of mesoscopic/nanoscopic systems, quantum field theory, number theory, and communication theory. More recently, there have been many studies of time series invoking the original ideas of Wishart [13]. These have found applications in diverse areas such as econophysics, atmospheric sciences, biology etc.

In physics applications, ensembles are classified according to the timereversal and space-rotation symmetries of the underlying physical systems. The three important classes are Gaussian ensembles of symmetric Hermitian matrices, general complex Hermitian matrices, and quaternion self-dual Hermitian matrices. These are referred to as Gaussian orthogonal ensembles (GOE), Gaussian unitary ensembles (GUE), and Gaussian symplectic ensembles (GSE). (These are also known as classical ensembles.) Here the terms orthogonal, unitary, and symplectic refer to the transformations under which ensembles remain invariant. Dyson [14–16] introduced analogous ensembles involving unitary matrices. These are referred to as the circular ensembles. They have the same three-fold classification as above, giving rise to COE, CUE, and CSE for symmetric unitary, general unitary and self-dual unitary matrices respectively.

This article is organized as follows. In Sec. 2, we present definitions of the ensembles. In Sec. 3, we discuss joint probability distributions (jpd) of the eigenvalues and their fluctuation measures. In Sec. 4, we discuss the statistical properties of eigenvectors. In Sec. 5, we elucidate the importance of these ensembles in analysis of nuclear spectra. In Sec. 6, we give a brief history of the connection between quantum chaos and RMT. In this context, we will use quantum kicked rotors (QKR) as a paradigm of quantum chaos. In Sec. 7, we highlight the connection between quantum counterparts of integrable systems and Poisson statistics. In Sec. 8, we introduce the classical kicked rotor and its properties. In Sec. 9, we define the QKR. In Sec. 10, we give results for eigenvalues and eigenvector fluctuations in QKR. In Sec. 11, we discuss transition ensembles, viz., ensembles which are intermediate between the classical ones. In Sec. 12, we turn our attention to mesoscopic systems. We discuss the experimentally important phenomenon of universal conductance fluctuations (UCF) and its understanding via RMT. In Sec. 13, we briefly discuss finite-range Coulomb gas (FRCG) models and their applications to QKR. In Sec. 14, we discuss the Wishart ensemble and its applications. Section 15 concludes this paper.

Table 1: CLASSIFICATION OF RANDOM MATRICES

TRI SRI H or U β Group

Yes Yes Symmetric 1 (O) Yes No but integral spin Symmetric 1 (O) Yes No but half-integral spin Quaternion self dual 4 (S) No Irrelevant General 2 (U)

2 Random Matrix Theory

In quantum systems we encounter two types of matrices: Hermitian matrices which represent Hamiltonians, and unitary matrices which represent scattering matrices and time-evolution operators. Dyson has shown [18] that there are three important classes of matrices, depending on the time-reversal invariance (TRI), and space-rotation invariance (SRI). In Table 1, we list these different classes. In this table, H and U refer to hermitian and unitary matrices. We also specify the transformation groups under which H and U remain in the same class [1, 22]. The parameter β (also known as the Dyson parameter) denotes the number of distinct components in the off-diagonal elements of H or U.

For β = 1, the matrices are symmetric in both H and U cases. For β = 4, they are self-dual (see Appendix A). For β = 2, there are no such constraints on matrices. For other symmetries, the matrices may be of blockdiagonal form. For simplicity, we will mostly consider matrices with only a single block. The jpd of the matrix elements of A, where the N-dimensional matrix A may be of the type H or U, is

P (A) = C exp(−β tr V (A)). (1)

Here, V (A) is a positive-definite function of A, and C is the normalization constant. (In this paper, C and its variants will denote different normalization constants.) The cases studied extensively are (a) the Gaussian ensembles with V (ξ) = ξ^2/4v^2 for the Hermitian case (with v setting the scale of matrix elements); and (b) the (uniform) circular ensembles with V (ξ) = 0. These are commonly referred to by their acronyms GOE, GUE, and GSE in the Gaussian cases [2, 3, 9], and COE, CUE, and CSE in the circular cases. The letters O (orthogonal), U (unitary), and S (symplectic) specify the group transformation invariances in Table 1.

The GOE matrices are symmetric, and the distinct matrix elements A_{jk} have independent Gaussian distributions with zero mean and variance (1 + δ_{jk})v^2. For GUE, the matrix elements are complex. The real part has the same distribution as GOE, and the imaginary part is real anti-symmetric with zero mean and the variance (1 − δ_{jk})v^2. For GSE, one needs four matrices. One of these is symmetric as in the GOE, and three are anti-symmetric as described above for GUE. The construction of GSE matrices has been described in Appendix A.

To study the statistical properties of eigenvalues and eigenvectors, we transform the jpd in Eq. (1) to a jpd of eigenvalues and eigenvectors. The exponential factor transforms into a corresponding factor for eigenvalues alone as the trace of V (A) is invariant under transformations of the relevant group. There is an additional Jacobian factor which decomposes into a product of eigenvalues and eigenvector-dependent functions. Thus the eigenvalue and eigenvector distributions are independent of each other.

For β = 4, the eigenvalues are doubly degenerate. In this case we have 2N-dimensional matrices and therefore 2N eigenvalues. However, in the discussion of statistical properties, it is standard practice to consider only the N distinct eigenvalues. We will follow this convention in all subsequent sections except in Sec. 11, where the GSE → GUE transition requires explicit consideration of the double degeneracy.

3 Statistical Properties of Eigenvalues

The transformation from matrix element space to eigenvalue and eigenvector space leads to the jpd of eigenvalues {x_i} as

p(x_1, · · · , x_N ) = C^′ exp(−βW ), (2)

where W = − ∑ j<k log |x_j − x_k| + ∑ j V (x_j ). (3)

The resultant jpd is p(x_1, · · · , x_N ) = C^′ ∏ j<k |x_j − x_k|^β N∏ j=1 e^{−βV (xj )}. (4)

The logarithmic part of Eq. (3) is derived from the Jacobian of the transformation. This contribution is reminiscent of a two-dimensional Coulomb potential, and therefore the system is termed the Coulomb gas [14]. We will also refer to these ensembles as linear ensembles.

We remark that the eigenvalues for circular ensembles are of the form e^{iθj} , and their fluctuations will refer to fluctuations of the eigenangles θ_j . Eqs. (2)- (4), with x_j → e^{iθj} , apply to the jpd of eigenangles for circular ensembles. We will use the term level to describe both x and θ.

In our subsequent discussion, we will consider large N, unless otherwise specified. Then, it can be shown that the fluctuation properties of eigenvalues are independent of V for each β. This happens because V provides only the scale of the local spectra, and the fluctuations are studied in terms of local average spacing. Further, H and U give the same fluctuations. Therefore, we will focus mostly on Gaussian linear and uniform circular ensembles here [3, 9].

An important quantity is the average density of eigenvalues, which is defined as ρ̄(x) = ∫ · · · ∫ dx_2 · · · dx_N p(x, x_2, · · · , x_N ). In the Gaussian case, ρ(x) is given by the well-known Wigner’s semicircle: ρ(x) = 2 √ R^2 − x^2 πR^2 , R^2 = 4βv^2N. (5)

Fig. 1 shows the semicircular density for the GOE. In uniform circular ensembles, the density is ρ(θ) = 1 2π , 0 ⩽ θ < 2π. (6) In this case the average spacing for eigenvalues is 2π/N (Fig. 2). Thus one needs to study statistical properties of ξ_j = θ_j N/(2π), so that the average spacing is unity everywhere.

In many real systems the density is non-uniform (as in Eq. (5)). In that case, one needs to ‘unfold’ the spectrum so that the average spacing becomes 1 in the entire spectrum. The unfolding function is defined by F (ζ) = N ∫_ζ ρ(ζ^′)dζ^′, (7)

where ζ^′ refers to x or θ depending on the system. The unfolding function for the semicircular density of Eq. (5) is

F (x) = N πR^2 [ x √ R^2 − x^2 + R^2 arcsin ( x R )] . (8)

The unfolded spectrum, ξ_j, is now given by ξ_j = F (x_j ) for the Gaussian ensembles (see Fig. 3). When the Coulomb interaction (i.e., the logarithmic part in Eq. (3)) is absent, then the jpd can be written as a product of positive-definite functions w(x): p(x_1, · · · , x_N ) = C^′ N∏ j=1 w(x_j), (9)

where w(x) = exp(−βV (x)). (10)

In this case, ρ̄(x) = w(x), and one can use Eq. (7) for unfolding the eigenvalue spectra. The jpd of the unfolded eigenvalues ξ_j will be simply 1, with 0 ⩽ ξ_j ⩽ N. Thus ξ_j will be distributed independently with uniform probability in [0, N]. This is referred to as the Poisson ensemble.

The eigenvalue fluctuations are studied in terms of the correlation functions. The most important quantity is the two-level correlation function R_2(r) or, equivalently, the two-level cluster function Y_2(r) = 1 − R_2(r). R_2(r)dr is the conditional probability of finding a level in the interval [ξ_0 + r, ξ_0 + r + dr], given that there is an eigenvalue at ξ_0. For the above three classes of ensembles, the (universal) cluster function is given by

Y_2(r) = (s(r))^2 + ( d dr s(r) ) (∫_∞ r s(t)dt ) , β = 1, (11)

Y_2(r) = (s(r))^2 , β = 2, (12)

Y_2(r) = (s(2r))^2 − ( d dr s(2r) ) (∫_r 0 s(2t)dt ) , β = 4, (13)

where s(r) = sin(πr) πr . (14)

For r ≳ 1, Y_2(r) falls off as 1/(βπr^2) after the oscillatory terms have been averaged out. One can also define the n-level cluster function, and the exact results are known for all these ensembles [23, 24]. We remark that the correlation functions satisfy the property of stationarity, i.e., independent of ξ_0, and ergodicity, i.e., spectral and ensemble averages are equal [25]. For the Poisson ensemble, i.e., ensemble of independent eigenvalues, Y_2(r) = 0. See Fig. 4 for plots of Y_2(r) vs. r for all four ensembles.

In actual applications, one usually considers the number variance Σ^2(r), viz., the variance of the number of levels in intervals of length r. In terms of Y_2, it is given by Σ^2(r) = r − 2 ∫_r 0 (r − s)Y_2(s)ds. (15) For the above ensembles,

Σ^2(r) = 2 βπ^2 ln r + C_β, (16)

valid for r ≳ 1. Here the constant C_β = 0.4420, 0.3460, 0.2706 for β = 1, 2, 4 respectively. The exact expressions for number variances are [3]

Σ^2_{β=2}(r) = 1 π^2

[ln (2πr) + γ + 1 − cos(2πr) − Ci (2πr)] + r [ 1 − 2Si (2πr) π ] , (17)

Σ^2_{β=1}(r) =2Σ^2_{β=2}(r) + ( Si(πr) π )_2 − Si(πr) π , (18)

Σ^2_{β=4}(r) = 1 2 Σ^2_{β=2}(2r) + ( Si(2πr) 2π )_2 . (19)

Here, γ (= 0.5772 · · · ) is the Euler constant and Si and Ci are sine and cosine integrals respectively. In contrast, for the Poisson ensemble, Σ^2(r) = r. (See Fig. 5.)

Another widely used fluctuation measure is the nearest-neighbor spacing distribution p_0(s), where s is the spacing between two consecutive (unfolded) eigenvalues, i.e., s_i = ξ_{i+1} − ξ_i. For the Poisson ensemble, p_0(s) = e^{−s}. For the three random matrix ensembles, the exact results for p_0(s) have been derived by Mehta. These expressions are complicated but the spacing distributions for two-dimensional matrices gives excellent approximations to the exact results. These are (see Fig. 6):

p_0(s) = π 2 s exp ( − π 4 s^2 ) , β = 1, (20)

p_0(s) = 32 π^2 s^2 exp ( − 4 π s^2 ) , β = 2, (21)

p_0(s) =

2^{18} 3^6π^3 s^4 exp ( − 64 9π s^2 ) , β = 4. (22)

The higher-order spacing distributions p_k(s) have also been studied. These are distributions of spacings between two eigenvalues with k intermediate eigenvalues, i.e., s_i = ξ_{i+k+1} − ξ_i. For the nearest-neighbor spacing distribution, k = 0. These functions satisfy

R_2(s) = ∞∑ k=0 p_k(s). (23)

Another quantity of interest is the spacing variance σ^2(k), which is the variance of p_k(s). This is closely related to Σ^2(k + 1). These two quantities are equal for the Poisson ensemble. On the other hand, for the three classical ensembles, the difference Σ^2(k + 1) − σ^2(k) is close to 1/6, e.g., 0.161 for k = 0, and approaches 1/6 rapidly as k increases [3].

To illustrate the difference between random matrix ensembles and the Poisson case, we consider a sequence of, say, 10,000 levels. A segment of this is shown in Fig. 7. In that case, Σ(r) ≃ 1 in the random matrix ensembles, whereas Σ(r) ≃ 100 for the Poisson case. This property of level correlations is referred to as the spectral rigidity, and is a consequence of the long-range correlations in the random matrix spectra. In descending order of rigidity, the spectra can be ramked as GSE, GUE and GOE. Further we mention that p_0(s) and R_2(s) approach 0 as s^β for small s. This is referred to as level repulsion in random matrix ensembles. This should be contrasted with level clustering observed in Poisson ensembles, where p_0(s) = 1 for s → 0.

Another frequently used fluctuation measure is the Δ_3 statistic [17]. For an interval [ξ_0, ξ_0 + r], we define the staircase function N(x), which is the number of levels ≤ ξ_0 + x. The quantity Δ_3 is the least square deviation of N(x) from a best-fit straight line Ax + B (see Fig. 8):

Δ_3(r) = 1 r Min A,B ∫_{ξ0+r} ξ_0 [N(x) − Ax − B]^2 dx. (24) Its average is related to Σ^2, and hence to Y_2, by

Δ_3(r) = 2 r^4 ∫_r 0 ( r^3 − 2r^2s + s^3 ) Σ^2(s)ds. (25)

Using Σ^2(s) = s, we find Δ_3(r) = r/15 for the Poisson ensemble. Further, for the classical ensembles with r ≥ 1,

Δ_3(r) = 1 2 Σ^2(r) − 9 4βπ^2 . (26)

To compute Δ_3, we consider an ordered sequence of eigenvalues x_1, · · · , x_n in the interval [ξ_0, ξ_0 + r] containing n eigenvalues. For this sequence, Δ_3 is given by [4]

Δ_3(ξ_0; r) = n^2 16 − 1 r^2 (_n ∑ j=1 x̃_j )_2 + 3n 2r^2 n∑ j=1 x̃^2_j

− 3 r^4 (_n ∑ j=1 x̃^2_j

)_2 + 1 r [_n ∑ j=1 (n − 2j + 1)x̃_j ] , (27)

where x̃_j = x_j − (ξ_0 +^r_2 ). Note that the number of eigenvalues n has the average value r. Δ_3 is the ensemble average. Fluctuation measures derived from higher-order correlation functions have also been used in numerical analysis [26, 27].

The above formulas apply to energy level spectra obtained from a single random matrix ensemble. We can also consider a direct product of l independent random matrices with dimensions f_j N (where j = 1, · · · , l with ∑_l j=1 f_j = 1). This corresponds to the superposition of l independent spectra. In this case, the fluctuation properties are generalized as

Y^{(mix)}_2 (r) = l∑ j=1 (f_j )^2Y^{(j)}_2 (f_jr), (28)

and the number variance is given by

Σ^{2,(mix)}(r) = l∑ j=1 Σ^{2,(j)}(f_j r). (29)

Here, Y^{(j)}_2 and Σ^{2,(j)}(r) are the two-level cluster function and number variance of the j-th component, respectively. There is a similar result for Δ̄_3, which can be derived from Eq. (25). In Eqs (28)-(29), for l large and f_j ∼^1_l , one can easily prove that Y_2(r) → 0, and Σ^2(r) → r, corresponding to Poisson spectra. The nearest-neighbor spacing distribution for the superposition of the l independent sequences p^{(j)}_0 (s) is [9]

p^{(mix)}_0 (s) = d^2E^{(mix)}_0 (s) ds^2 . (30)

Here,

E^{(mix)}_0 (s) = l∏ j=1 E^{(j)}(s)(f_js), E^{(j)}(s) = ∫_∞ s [ 1 − F^{(j)}(r) ] dr, F^{(j)}(s) = ∫_s 0 p^{(j)}_0 (r)dr. (31)

For l = 2, i.e., superposition of two independent sequences, with f_1 = f_2 = 1/2 and p^{(1)}_0 (r) = p^{(2)}_0 (r) = p_0(r) from Eq. (20) for β = 1, we obtain

p^{(mix)}_0 (s) = 1 8 e^{−πs2/8} [ sπ exp ( πs^2 16 ) erfc (√ πs 4 ) + 4 ] . (32)

The number variance for l = 2, with f_1 = f_2 = 1/2 and Σ^{2,(1)}(r) = Σ^{2,(2)}(r) = Σ^2_{β=1}(r) from Eq. (18), is obtained from Eq. (29) as

Σ^{2,(mix)}(r) = 2Σ^2_{β=1} ( r 2 ) . (33)

Similarly, for the superposition of two GOE, the Y^{(mix)}_2 function from Eq. (28) is Y^{(mix)}_2 (r) = 1 2 Y^{β=1}_2 (r 2 ) . (34)

Before concluding this section, it is useful to describe numerical procedures for generating matrix ensembles (as in Eq. (1)) and their eigenvalue spectra as in Eqs. (2)-(4). For generating matrices, the Gaussian cases are easiest as only Gaussian random numbers are involved (see the discussion after Eq. (1)). The uniform circular ensembles for β = 2 can be generated by constructing N complex random vectors and orthogonalizing them. For β = 1, 4 one can construct the matrices from the β = 2 matrices U by calculating UU^T for β = 1 and UU^D for β = 4.

For more general potentials V (A), one can use the Monte Carlo (MC) method to generate matrix ensembles as in Eq. (1) and spectra as in Eqs. (2)- (4). We confine our discussion to the case of eigenvalue ensembles.

In the linear case [28], we take a set of N eigenvalues (x_1, · · · , x_N ) ordered sequentially on a real line with fixed boundaries. The boundaries are chosen such that the probability of finding an eigenvalue outside the range is negligible. A stochastic move assigns, to any randomly chosen x_k, the new position x^′_k between (x_{k−1}, x_{k+1}) with a uniform probability. The move is accepted with a probability exp(−β△W ), where ΔW is the change in the potential after the stochastic move. Time is measured in units of Monte Carlo steps (MCS), with 1 MCS corresponding to N attempted eigenvalue moves.

In the circular case [29], we take a set of N eigenvalues ( e^{iθ1} , · · · , e^{iθN} ) ordered sequentially on the unit circle. Again, a stochastic move considers a randomly chosen eigenangle θ_j, and assigns it the new position θ^′_j between (θ_{j−1}, θ_{j+1}) with a uniform probability. After each eigenangle movement we apply periodic boundary conditions, i.e., θ^′_j is computed modulo 2π. This clearly respects the original order of their positions. Again the move is accepted with a probability exp(−β△W ), where ΔW is the change in the potential after the stochastic move. After 1 MCS, the new state with eigenangle positions (θ^′_1, · · · , θ^′_N ) always has θ^′_i < θ^′_j for i < j.

4 Statistical Properties of Eigenvectors

The eigenvectors of random matrices are useful in the study of fluctuations of transition widths, and expectation values. The eigenvectors are random subject to the conditions of orthonormality. We focus on a typical eigenvector u which consists of N elements u_j. Each element has β components {u^{(γ)}_j : γ = 0, · · · , β − 1} [3]. The jpd of the components and elements of a single eigenvector {u^{(γ)}_j } is given by

Q ( {u^{(γ)}_j } ) = π^{− βN2} Γ ( βN 2 ) δ (_N ∑ j=1 |u_j|^2 − 1 ) . (35)

Here, the expression |u_j|^2 refers to the sum of absolute squares of u^{(γ)}_j .

The distribution of a single element of an eigenvector is given by

Q(u_j) = π^{− β}2 Γ (_{βN} 2 ) Γ (_{β(N−1)} 2 ) ( 1 − |u_j|^2 ) β(N−1)_{2 −1} . (36)

For large N, the u^{(γ)}_j become independent Gaussian variables with mean 0 and variance 1/(βN). For a given j, the variable w = N|u_j|^2 has a χ^2_βdistribution with mean 1, variance 2/β:

f_β(w) =

(^β_2 )^β2 Γ(^β_2 ) w^{β2 −1} exp ( − βw 2 ) . (37)

This distribution function is plotted in Fig. 9 for β = 1, 2, 4. For β = 1, it is known as the Porter-Thomas distribution in nuclear physics:

f_1(w) = 1 √ 2π w^{− 12} exp(−w/2). (38)

This distribution is realized in physical systems as follows. The transition matrix elements connecting the states in a narrow energy band to a lower energy state may be treated as independent zero-centered Gaussian random variables. Then, Eq. (35) describes the distribution of the transition widths (∝ absolute square of the matrix elements) normalized to unity.

5 Application to Nuclear Spectra

As mentioned earlier, Wigner introduced RMT to study slow neutron resonances of heavy nuclei. Levels with fixed angular momentum and parity were used (typically,^1_2^+ levels). The subsequent mathematical developments motivated numerous experiments on nuclear spectra, mostly performed at Columbia university. There were also some experiments on proton resonances in light nuclei. The utility of GOE in understanding nuclear spectra was broadly established by these comparisons. In the early 1980’s, the same data was reanalyzed with some new features [26, 27, 30]:

(a) The nuclear spectra from different experiments were combined to enhance the statistics. The combined data was referred to as “nuclear data ensemble” (NDE).

(b) More sophisticated statistical measures were used to analyze the spectral fluctuations.

(c) The sample errors were carefully calculated and used to quantify the level of agreement.

In this section, we will give a brief review of the NDE analysis. In this analysis, the NDE consisted of 1762 resonance energies corresponding to 36 sequences of 32 different nuclei. Note that, for a single nucleus, the fluctuation measures are calculated as spectral averages. For the NDE, there is further averaging over the ensemble of nuclei. We show the nearest-neighbor spacing histogram of^{167}Er (obtained from n +^{166}Er) in Fig. 10 (a), and of the NDE in Fig. 10 (b). One can see that the quality of agreement with GOE improves considerably when the spectra of many nuclei are combined. In Figs. 11 and 12, we show Σ^2(r) and Δ_3(r) for the NDE. Again, very good agreement is found with GOE. In Fig. 13, we show histograms for the distribution of square roots of transition widths for (a)^{167}Er, and (b) the NDE consisting of 1182 widths of 21 sequences. The result is compared with the Gaussian distribution. (Note that the Gaussian distribution arises from the Porter-Thomas distribution in Eq. (38) for the variable x = √ w.) Finally, we discuss the correlation between the energy levels {x_j } and the corresponding normalized widths {w_j}. RMT predicts the width and energy level fluctuations to be independent. We define the correlation coefficient r (for each sequence) as r = 1 N N∑ j=1 ( w_j − ⟨w⟩ σ_w ) ( x_j − ⟨x_j ⟩ σ_x ) , (39)

where N is the number of levels in the sequence. Here ⟨w⟩ and σ^2_w are the mean and variance of {w_j}, and

⟨x_j ⟩ = Aj + B, σ^2_x = 1 N N∑ j=1 (x_j − ⟨x_j ⟩)^2 . (40)

The parameters A and B are calculated by minimizing the expression for σ^2_x. For the NDE, one evaluates the average of the correlation coefficient r, weighted according to the size of the sequence. For 1182 widths with 21 sequences, one obtains r(NDE) = 0.017, confirming the independence of widths and energy level spectra.

6 Quantum Chaos and Random Matrices

It is relevant to ask why the GOE works so well for nuclear spectra. We emphasize that the system’s physical symmetries are important in determining the relevant level statistics. Thus, for example, the GUE is not encountered in TRI systems, e.g., nuclear spectra. Moreover the quantum numbers should not be mixed as this leads to superposition of independent spectra leading to

Poisson statistics (see Sec. 3). Apart from nuclear spectra, random matrix statistics is also found in complex atomic and molecular spectra. Rosenzweig and Porter [31] have shown that levels having the same quantum numbers show level repulsion, and the spacing distribution follows Wigner’s prediction. More generally, it has emerged that quantum chaotic systems, viz., quantum systems whose classical analogs are chaotic, follow random matrix statistics. In this section, we will provide a brief overview of some important developments in quantum chaos.

In early work, Percival [32] introduced the terminology ‘regular and irregular’ spectra, which arise in quantum analogs of integrable and chaotic classical systems, respectively. In 1977, Berry and Tabor showed that the regular spectra follow Poisson statistics and display level clustering [33]. Their proof used semiclassical quantization of integrable systems.

Subsequently, Mcdonald-Kaufman [34] and Berry [35] considered stadium and Sinai billiards respectively, and showed that their quantum spectra display level repulsion. Classically, a billiard system refers to a free particle moving in a two-dimensional region, obeying classical reflection rules at the boundary of the region. For the corresponding quantum billiard, the eigenfunctions are solutions of the free-particle Schrodinger equation which vanish at the boundary of the region. The energy levels are discrete.

The Sinai billiard is a square region with a circular disk at the center (Fig. 14). The stadium billiard is a region bounded by two half-circles joined by a rectangle (Fig. 15). Both these systems exhibit strong classical chaos. Quantum billiards are experimentally realized as quantum dots in both mesoscopic and nanoscopic systems. For quantum studies, desymmetrized billiards were used in both cases so that the spectra corresponded to the same quantum numbers.

In 1984, Bohigas et al. [21] considered the same quantum billiards again. However, they discarded the low-lying energy levels to obtain much sharper correspondence with GOE. The corresponding spectra accurately displayed the properties of level repulsion and spectral rigidity found in GOE. The deep connection between quantum chaos and RMT is now known as the BGS conjecture. Seligman et al. [36] showed GOE statistics in a system of coupled quantum nonlinear oscillators. Berry and Robnik [37] found GUE statistics in the Aharonov-Bohm billiard system, where TRI is broken by the introduction of a magnetic field. Another important study in this context is the spectral analysis of the anisotropic Kepler problem [38]. Berry gave a semiclassical theory of spectral rigidity, using Gutzwiller’s periodic orbit theory [39].

Finally, we mention the quantum version of periodically-kicked rotors, also referred to as quantum kicked rotors (QKR). In this system, both GOE and GUE statistics are found [40]. In Secs. 8 and 9, we make a detailed study of the classical and quantum properties of kicked rotor systems. We remark that the QKR has received much attention in the literature because its numerical implementation is much easier than that of the quantum billiard.

7 Quantum integrable systems and Poisson statistics

As mentioned above, Poisson statistics is encountered in quantum counterparts of integrable systems. We give here two simple examples to illustrate this. First we consider the case where the eigenvalue spectrum can be written as x_j = j^2α, (mod 1), (41)

where α is an irrational number. In this system, the average density ρ̄(x) is constant. In Fig. 16, we show that the spacing distribution [p_0(s)] and the number variance [Σ^2(r)] obey Poisson statistics. This spectrum can arise in a two-dimensional system with harmonic binding in one direction and a rigid wall in the other direction.

The system of harmonic oscillators is a major exception to the “integrability implies Poisson” rule. For example, consider the spectrum

x_j = jα, (mod 1), (42)

which arises in a system of two-dimensional harmonic oscillators. This system does not exhibit Poisson or any other universal statistics [41, 42].

Our second example of Poisson statistics is the rectangular billiard [43]. The eigenvalues can be written as

E_{n1,n2} = α_1n^2_1 + α_2n^2, (43)

where n_1, n_2 = 1, 2, 3, · · · and α_1, α_2 contain information about the lengths of the sides. In this case also, the level density is constant. When α_1, α_2 are not rationally connected, Poisson statistics is obtained.

8 Classical kicked rotor

Periodically kicked rotors have been widely used in studies of classical and quantum chaos [11, 44–47]. In this section, we briefly review the classical kicked rotor.

The Hamiltonian of a periodically kicked rotor can be written as H = p^2 2 + V (ϕ) ∞∑ n=−∞ δ (t − n) . (44)

Here, ϕ is the angle of rotation and p is the angular momentum. Without loss of generality, we have chosen both the moment of inertia and the time period of kicking to be unity. The classical motion is such that there is free rotation in the time interval n + 1 > t > n. At each integer time n, the rotor is subjected to an impulse of magnitude |V^′(ϕ_n)|, where ϕ_n is the value of ϕ at t = n. Let us also define p_n as the value of the momentum at t = n − 0. Note that, at t = n + 0, the momentum will be p_{n+1}. Thus, one can write the kicked rotor map as

ϕ_{n+1} = ϕ_n + p_{n+1}, (45) p_{n+1} = p_n − V^′(ϕ_n). (46)

Consider the potential V (ϕ) = α cos ϕ, where α is the kicking parameter (also called “the chaos parameter”). This gives the Chirikov standard map:

ϕ_{n+1} = ϕ_n + p_{n+1}, (mod 2π), (47) p_{n+1} = p_n + α sin ϕ_n, (mod 2π). (48)

We have used the operation (mod 2π) for p also since the potential V (ϕ) is periodic.

In Fig. 17, we show the phase plots of the Chirikov map in the (p, ϕ)-plane for several values of α. The smooth curves indicate regular motion, whereas the dotted regions correspond to chaotic motion. The dashed regular curves in all figures correspond to periodic orbits. The different curves for regular motion arise from different initial conditions. On the other hand, even one initial condition can give rise to area-filling trajectories in the chaotic regime. For α = 0, we have only regular motion, whereas the trajectories are almost entirely chaotic for large α.

9 Quantum kicked rotor

We define QKR by using the unit time evolution operator U to describe the evolution of the wave function. Because of the time-periodicity in the Hamiltonian, U is time independent and is defined by |ψ_{n+1}⟩ = U |ψ_n⟩ . (49) We consider |ψ_n⟩ to be the state of the system at time t = n − 0, as in the classical case. Eigenvalues of U are of the form e^{iθ}, where θ is called the eigenangle.

In general, U is an infinite-dimensional matrix. However, for the QKR with the cosine potential, one can construct finite-dimensional U using the periodic boundary conditions of p and θ. We introduce parameters γ and ϕ_0 to describe time-reversal and parity breaking in the system by changing p → p + γ and ϕ → ϕ + ϕ_0 in Eq. (44). In the classical case, γ and ϕ_0 can be removed by a canonical transformation. However, in the quantum case, both parameters are very important and appear explicitly in the operators.

One can write U = BG, where B is the operator for the evolution from time t = n−0 to t = n+0 and G is the free evolution operator from t = n+0 to t = n + 1 − 0. It can be shown that B(α) = exp[−iα cos(ϕ + ϕ_0)], and G = exp[−i(p + γ)^2/2], where we have set ℏ = 1. For N-dimensional U, the matrix elements of B in the position representation can be written as

B_{jk} = exp [ −iα cos ( 2πj N + ϕ_0 )] δ_{jk}. (50)

Here, j, k = −N^′, −N^′ + 1, · · · , N^′ with N^′ = (N − 1)/2. On the other hand, G in the momentum representation can be written as G_{mn} = 1 N N^′∑

l=−N^′ exp [ −i ( 1 2 l^2 − γl − 2π(m − n)l N )] , (51)

where m, n = −N^′, −N^′ + 1, · · · , N^′. Using the transformation properties between position and momentum representations, one can write the matrix elements of U as U_{jk} = 1 N exp [ −iα cos ( 2πj N + ϕ_0 )] × N^′∑

l=−N^′ exp [ −i ( l^2 2 − γl − 2π(j − k)l N )] . (52)

10 Eigenvalue and Eigenvector fluctuations in QKR In this section, we will show representative results for eigenvalue and eigenvector statistics in the QKR using the fluctuation measures introduced in Sections 3-4. We consider ϕ_0 = π/(2N), corresponding to the case when parity is fully broken. (At some places, we will also consider the case ϕ_0 = 0, corresponding to parity being preserved.) For γ, we choose two values: γ = 0.0 and γ = 0.7, corresponding to TRI and broken TRI respectively. These two values of γ will give rise to COE (or GOE) and CUE (or GUE) statistics respectively. We consider N = 1000. Since the spectra in the highly chaotic case (α very large) are known to become independent [48] very rapidly with increasing α, we generate spectra for α ranging from 10^4 to 10^6, in steps of 1000. This gives us 1000 independent spectra. As the density is uniform, the unfolded spectrum is obtained by multiplying the original eigenangles by N/2π. In Fig. 18, we plot p_0(s) vs. s for the QKR, and compare it with corresponding RMT results. As mentioned earlier, γ = 0.0 yields the β = 1 case, and γ = 0.7 gives the β = 2 case. We see an excellent agreement between the QKR results and RMT. Figures 19 and 20 are analogous plots of number variance and the two-point correlation function. It is also relevant to study the statistics of eigenvectors obtained from the QKR ensembles. In Fig. 21, we plot f_β(w) vs. w for the QKR with γ = 0.0 (β = 1) and γ = 0.7 (β = 2). Again, the QKR data is in excellent agreement with the RMT results in Eq. (37).

Next, let us examine the spectra of mixed ensembles which were introduced in Eq. (28). We obtain mixed spectra from QKR by choosing γ = 0.0, ϕ_0 = 0. The parameter value ϕ_0 = 0 corresponds to the sum of 2 independent spectra arising from states of even and odd parity. Clearly, the mixed spectrum is also characterized by TRI. In Fig. 22, we show results for p_0(s) and Σ^2(r) for the mixed spectrum. The QKR data is in excellent agreement with the RMT result in Eqs. (32)-(33). In Fig. 23, we show the two-point correlation function. The QKR does not exhibit CSE (or GSE) spectra directly. The system of kicked tops [8] has been investigated for direct realization of all the three random matrix ensembles (COE, CUE, CSE). We discuss here a method of indirect realization of CSE in QKR.

There are two remarkable theorems which relate the fluctuations of the three classical ensembles. The first theorem [49] states that the spectra of CSE can be obtained by choosing alternate eigenvalues of COE. The second theorem [16,50] states that the spectra of CUE can be obtained by choosing alternate eigenvalues from a random superposition of two independent COE spectra of the same dimension.

In Fig. 24, we show the spacing distribution and the number variance of alternate eigenvalues of the QKR ensemble (of size 1000) with matrix dimension N = 1000. The parameter values are γ = 0.0 and ϕ_0 = π/(2N). In this case, the dimension of the matrix reduces to 500 and the number of the spectra becomes 2000. The results show excellent agreement with CSE. In Fig. 25, we show the analogous plot for the two-point correlation function. In a similar fashion, we consider QKR spectra for γ = 0.0, ϕ_0 = 0. As mentioned earlier, since ϕ_0 = 0, this leads to a superposition of two independent COE spectra with opposite parities. An analysis of alternate eigenvalues gives excellent agreement with CUE, as seen in Figs. 26 and 27.

11 Transition Ensembles

The ensembles introduced in Sec. 2 correspond to exact symmetries, i.e., a symmetry is either fully preserved or fully broken. In this section, we briefly consider ensembles which have a partially broken symmetry. Let us consider a Gaussian ensemble defined by [51]

H_α = H(S) + iαH(A). (53)

Here H(S) are real symmetric matrices, H(A) are real antisymmetric matrices, and α is a real parameter. The distinct matrix elements of H(S) and H(A) are independent Gaussian random variables with zero mean. The variances are v^2 for the off-diagonal elements of H(S) and H(A), and 2v^2 for the diagonal matrix elements of H(S). The diagonal matrix elements of H(A) are zero. Note that the H_α-ensemble is GOE for α = 0, and GUE for α = 1. Thus α is a measure of TRI breaking in the system and parametrizes the GOE → GUE transition.

This problem has been solved approximately in [51], and exactly in [52]. The average density of eigenvalues is again the semicircle of Eq. (5) with

R^2 = 4Nv^2(1 + α^2). (54)

For large N, the exact two-level cluster function is given by [52]

Y_2(r, Λ) = ( sin πr πr )_2 − 1 π^2 ∫_π 0 dx x sin(xr) exp(2Λx^2) × ∫_∞ π dy sin(yr) y exp(−2Λy^2), (55)

where Λ is the transition parameter:

Λ = α^2v^2/(D(x))^2. (56)

Here D = 1/[Nρ̄(x)] is the average spacing at x. For Λ = 0, ∞, we obtain the GOE and GUE results of Eqs. (11), (12) respectively. Note that, for spectra with finite span, one should choose v^2N = 1 and therefore Λ ∝ α^2N. Thus, as N increases, α becomes smaller to keep Λ finite. For N = ∞, the GOE→ GUE transition is abrupt at α = 0.

The exact spacing distributions are also known for this problem [53]. As in Sec. 3, these are complicated but the nearest-neighbor spacing distribution for two-dimensional matrices gives an excellent approximation to the N → ∞ result. The N = 2 result is [51]

p_0(s) = s 4v^2(1 − α^{′2})^{1/2} exp ( − s^2 8v^2 ) erf [( 1 − α^{′2} 8α^{′2}v^2 ) s ] . (57)

Here, instead of Eq. (56), one has to use α^′ as a fitting parameter to obtain the spacing distribution.

In actual applications, Λ should be interpreted as the symmetry-breaking matrix elements of the relevant Hamiltonian. These results also apply to circular ensembles with the Hamiltonian being replaced by the unitary operator [54].

The number variance, Σ^2(r; Λ), can be obtained by numerical integration of Eq. (15) with Y_2 from Eq. (55). However, a very good approximation can be written as

Σ^2(r; Λ) = Σ^2_{β=2}(r) + 1 2π^2 ln [ 1 + π^2r^2 4(τ + 2π^2Λ)^2 ] , (58)

with τ = 0.615.

Let us consider some important applications of the GOE → GUE transition. This transition has proved to be useful in deriving upper bounds on the TRI breaking part of the nucleon-nucleon interaction [51, 55]. Another system where this transition is applicable is the Aharonov-Bohm chaotic billiard, where a single line of magnetic flux passes perpendicular through the plane of the system, breaking TRI [37]. A calculation involving Aharonov- Bohm flux lines in a disordered metallic ring again shows the exact GOE → GUE realization of Σ^2(r) and p_0(s) [56].

The parameter Λ also appears in transitions involving breaking of other symmetries. Then, one considers the generalization of Eq. (53) as

H(α) = A + αB, (59)

where A and B are independent Gaussian random matrices representing symmetry-preserving and symmetry-breaking parts of the Hamiltonian respectively. In such cases, v^2 in Eq. (56) refers to the variance of the symmetrybreaking matrix elements B_{jk} in the A-diagonal representation.

An example is the GSE → GUE transition, which has also been solved exactly [53]. In this case, the exact two-level cluster function is given by

Y_2(r, Λ) = ( sin πr πr )_2 − 1 π^2 ∫_π 0 dx sin(xr) x exp(2Λx^2) × ∫_∞ π dy y sin(yr) exp(−2Λy^2). (60)

For Λ = 0, Eq. (60) reduces to a modified version of Eq. (13), where the double degeneracy of the eigenvalues is explicitly taken into account. Eqs. (55) and (60) also apply to transitions in Jacobi ensembles [57].

For studies of parity breaking, one considers the 2GOE → 1GOE transition. More generally, one can consider lGOE→ 1GOE transitions for the breaking of symmetries having l quantum numbers. Here, lGOE refers to a direct sum of l independent GOEs. For large l, this becomes the Poisson → GOE transition. An example of this has been found in complex atomic spectra [31], where the Poisson → GOE transition occurs because of the breaking of the LS symmetry.

As mentioned earlier, the Gaussian transition results are obtained for transitions in circular ensembles also. (For other transitions, see [58].) Let us illustrate the COE → CUE transition using the QKR. In QKR, γp plays the role of the TRI breaking operator, with p being the momentum operator. For large N, the trace of the matrix γp is (γ^2N^3)/12, and the mean square of the matrix elements ( |(γp)_{jk}|^2 ) is γ^2N/12. Using D(x) = 2π/N, Λ in the QKR is given by Λ = γ^2N^3 48π^2

. (61)

In Fig. 28, we plot Σ^2(1, Λ) vs. Λ. (See also [59] for a demonstration of this transition.) In Fig. 29, we show the change in the spectrum for the COE → CUE transition with Λ = 0.0, 0.05, 1.0.

In QKR, one can also find 2COE → 1COE by varying ϕ_0 and keeping γ = 0 [59]. Here, 2COE corresponds to a direct sum of two independent COEs, as discussed earlier. This kind of transition can be useful in studying parity-breaking in real systems.

Apart from the spectral transitions, we can also study the transitions in the eigenvectors [60]. We will not discuss this subject further here.

12 Conductance fluctuations in Mesoscopic Systems

Mesoscopic physics deals with systems which are intermediate in size between the atomic scale and the macroscopic scale. The transport properties of metals and insulators at very small scales have given new insights in understanding mesoscopic physics. The quantities of special interest in this context are the conductance fluctuations and distributions. In this section, we briefly discuss the application of RMT to understand transport properties of mesoscopic systems. There has been extensive study of these systems in the literature, and we refer the interested reader to some important review articles [5–7, 57, 61].

The most important phenomenon in this context is that of ‘universal conductance fluctuations’ (UCF) in quantum dots. This refers to the independence of conductance fluctuations (measured in units of e^2/ℏ) from the sample size, degree of disorder, and other parameters of the system.

The scattering matrix S for the conductance problem, shown schematically in Fig. (30), has the standard decomposition in terms of reflection matrices r, r^′ and transmission matrices t, t^′ as S = ( r_{N1×N1} t^′_{N1×N2} t_{N2×N1} r^′_{N2×N2} ) . (62)

Here, N_1 and N_2 refer to the number of modes in the left and right leads connected to the cavity. The matrices r_{N1×N1} and r^′_{N2×N2} correspond to the reflection from left-to-left and right-to-right, respectively. Similarly, t_{N2×N1} and t^′_{N1×N2} represent the transmission from left-to-right and right-to-left, respectively. The scattering matrix S is thus N_s-dimensional, where N_s = N_1 + N_2. We also define N =min(N_1, N_2). As a consequence of unitarity of S, the Hermitian matrices t^†t, t^{′†}t^′, 1 − r^†r and 1 − r^{′†}r^′ have N common eigenvalues T_1, · · · , T_N with values between 0 and 1 [62]. We denote the set of these transmission eigenvalues as {T_i}.

Using the circular ensembles for S, it can be shown that the jpd of transmission eigenvalues p({T_i}) has a form analogous to Eqs. (2)-(4) with p(T_1, · · · , T_N ) = C^{′′} ∏ j<k |T_j − T_k|^β N∏ j=1 T β 2 (|N_1−N_2|+1−^2_β )

j , (63) and V (T ) = − 1 2 ( |N_1 − N_2| + 1 − 2 β ) ln T. (64)

The dimensionless conductance at zero temperature is related to the eigenvalues by the Landauer formula [63–71] g = N∑ j=1 T_j . (65)

The average and variance of g can be calculated from the correlation functions of the jpd in Eq. (63). For N_1, N_2 ≫ 1, these are given by

ḡ =

N_1N_2 N_s N_1=N_2 −−−−→ N 2 , (66) and var(g) =

2N^2_1 N^2_2 βN^4_s N_1=N_2 −−−−→ 1 8β . (67)

Equation (67) for the variance of g describes the UCF.

The dimensionless shot-noise power is given by the Büttiker formula: p = N∑ j=1 T_j(1 − T_j). (68)

Its average and variance for large N_1 N_2 are given by

p̄ =

N^2_1 N^2_2 N^3_s

N_1=N_2 −−−−→ N 8 , (69)

var(p) =

4N^4_1 N^4_2 βN^8_s N_1=N_2 −−−−→ 1 64β . (70)

As mentioned earlier, the above results apply for quantum dots. There have also been many studies of disordered nanowires, which may be modeled as a sequence of coupled quantum dots (see Fig. 31). This system was first studied in a different theoretical framework (independent of RMT) using diagrammatic perturbation theory [63].

The corresponding result for conductance fluctuations is

var(g) = 2 15β , (71)

which differs slightly from the RMT result for quantum dots. Subsequently, a Brownian motion model was developed using RMT to re-derive Eq. (71). The corresponding diffusion equation is referred to as the Dorokhov-Mello- Pereyra-Kumar (DMPK) equation [5, 12].

13 Finite Range Coulomb Gas Models

In Eqs. (2)-(4), all particles have pairwise interactions. In this section, we consider the natural generalization to the case where particles have finiterange interactions. We refer to these ensembles as finite-range Coulomb gas (FRCG) models [72]. For linear ensembles, the jpd is described by Eqs. (2)- (4) with |j − k| ≤ d, where d is the range of the interaction. A similar definition applies for circular ensembles with x_j → e^{iθj} .

For N ≫ d, the linear and circular ensembles again give identical fluctuation results. The fluctuation properties are characterized by d. It has been shown that the FRCG models are exactly solvable for each d [72]. We present here some analytic results, supplemented by MC results.

For d = 0, there is no interaction between particles, and we find the Poisson results:

p_{n−1}(s) = s^{n−1} (n − 1)!

e^{−s}, (72)

Σ^2(r) = r. (73)

For d = 1, we obtain

p_{n−1}(s) =

(β + 1)^{n(β+1)} Γ(n(β + 1)) s^{n(β+1)−1}e^{−(β+1)s}, (74)

Σ^2(r) = r β + 1 + β(β + 2) 6(β + 1)^2

. (75)

For d ≥ 2, analytic results can be derived from an integral equation approach [72]. However, for large k, there is a simple mean-field (MF) approximation, which reduces the arbitrary-d problem to an effective d = 1 problem. The MF results are

p_{n−1}(s) = [Γ(nξ)]^{−1} ξ^{nξ}s^{nξ−1}e^{−ξs}, (76)

Σ^2(r) = r ξ + (ξ^2 − 1) 6ξ^2

, (77)

where ξ = βd + 1.

We have found that the FRCG models describe the spectra of QKR with the identification d = α^2/N [72]. (The importance of the parameter α^2/N was earlier emphasized by Casati and others, who established an empirical relationship between QKR and banded random matrices.) As α is a continuous parameter, this allows d to take non-integer values also. We have formulated FRCG models for fractional d [72], which we do not discuss here.

In Fig. 32, we plot p_0(s) vs. s for the QKR with β = 1, 2. The parameter α = √ dN with d = 1. We also plot the corresponding FRCG result from Eq. (74). The agreement between QKR and FRCG results is excellent. In Fig. 33, we show results for p_7(s) vs. s for d = 3, β = 1. Here QKR, FRCG and MF results are compared. Again, the agreement is very good.

14 Wishart Ensembles

As mentioned in Sec. 1, random matrices were first introduced by Wishart in the study of statistical multivariate analysis. Subsequent interest in RMT focused on physics applications. Recently, there has been a resurgence of interest in Wishart ensembles and their generalizations. These have found applications in multivariate analysis of time series which arise in, e.g., chaotic physical systems [73], economics [74, 75], disordered solids [76], biological systems [77–80], meteorology [81–83], and communication theory [84–86].

In this section, we briefly review Wishart ensembles and our theoretical understanding of them. We consider matrices of the form

H = AA^†, (78)

where the elements of A can be real (β = 1), complex (β = 2), or quaternion (β = 4). Each of the β components of the matrix elements of A is an independent and identically distributed (i.i.d.) Gaussian random variable with variance 1/2. For example, in an economics application, each row of A may consist of a time series for a particular stock price. The different rows correspond to different stocks.

In general, A is an N × M rectangular matrix, where N denotes the number of stocks, and M denotes the number of evenly-spaced times. The corresponding H will be an N × N matrix. The jpd of eigenvalues of H has the form in Eq. (4): p(x_1, · · · , x_N ) = C^{′′′} ∏ j<k |x_j − x_k|^β N∏ j=1 ( x^ω_j e^{xj} ) , (79)

where ω = ( β 2 ) (M − N + 1) − 1, N ≤ M. (80)

Note that all three distributions which we have mentioned in this article, viz., Gaussian ensembles with V (x) ∼ x^2 in Eq. (4), ensemble of transmission eigenvalues in Eq. (63), and the Wishart ensemble in Eq. (79), are examples of general Jacobi weight functions.

15 Conclusion

In this article, we have attempted to provide a broad overview of random matrix theory (RMT) and its applications at a pedagogical and accessible level. Let us briefly summarize the topics we have covered. We have defined various types of random matrix ensembles. In physics applications, RMT applies in quantum chaotic systems, i.e., systems whose classical counterparts are chaotic. Typically, one is interested in the properties of eigenvalues and eigenvectors of these matrix ensembles. We have discussed the various statistical measures used to quantify these properties. In particular, we have shown that the spectra of random matrices display level repulsion and spectral rigidity. Eigenvectors of random matrices also have universal properties, which are experimentally observable.

We have used the system of quantum kicked rotors (QKR) to illustrate many of the features of random matrix ensembles. Some of the most important applications of RMT have been in the context of quantum chaos in mesoscopic and nanoscopic systems. However, we should stress that presentday applications of RMT are not confined to physics alone. The framework of RMT provides insights on complexity in diverse disciplines.

Appendix A

For β = 4, one needs to deal with self-dual hermitian matrices. Consider a 2N × 2N matrix A:

A = B_0e_0 + B_1e_1 + B_2e_2 + B_3e_3. (81)

Here, the B_i are N-dimensional matrices, and e_0, e_1, e_2, e_3 are a two-dimensional representation of quaternions [1, 9]:

e_0 = ( 1 0 0 1 ) , e_1 = ( 0 −i −i 0 ) , e_2 = ( 0 −1 1 0 ) , e_3 = ( −i 0 0 i ) . (82)

Thus, in quaternion space, the matrix elements of A can be written as linear combination of quaternions e_j .

The dual of A is defined as

A^D = B_0e_0 − B_1e_1 − B_2e_2 − B_3e_3. (83)

The transpose of A in the quaternion space is defined as

A^T = B^T_0 e_0 + B^T_1 e_1 + B^T_2 e_2 + B^T_3 e_3. (84)

Here, B^T is the transpose of B. A is said to be self-dual if A^T = A^D. The matrix A is Hermitian in the (2N)-dimensional space if A is real symmetric and B_1, B_2, B_3 are real antisymmetric. For a self-dual matrix A, the eigenvalues are doubly degenerate.

References

[1] C. E. Porter (ed.), Statistical Theories of Spectra: Fluctuations (Academic Press, New York, 1965).

[2] E. P. Wigner, SIAM Rev. 9, 1 (1967).

[3] T. A. Brody, J. Flores, J. B. French, P. A. Mello, A. Pandey and S. S.

M. Wong, Rev. Mod. Phys. 53, 385 (1981).

[4] O. Bohigas and M. J. Giannoni, Chaotic Motion and Random Matrix Theories (World Scientific, Singapore, 1985).

[5] C. W. J. Beenakker, Rev. Mod. Phys. 69, 731 (1997). [6] T. Guhr, A. Müller–Groeling and H. A. Weidenmüller, Phys. Rep. 299, 189 (1998).

[7] Y. Alhassid, Rev. Mod. Phys. 72, 895 (2000).

[8] F. Haake, Quantum Signatures of Chaos (Springer-Verlag, Heidelberg, 2001).

[9] M. L. Mehta, Random Matrices (Academic Press, New York, 2004). [10] R. Blumel and W. P. Reinhardt, Chaos in Atomic Physics (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, UK, 2005).

[11] H. Stockmann, Quantum Chaos: An Introduction (Cambridge University Press, Cambridge, UK, 2006).

[12] G. Akemann, J. Baik and P. D. Francesco (eds.), The Oxford Handbook of Random Matrix Theory (Oxford University Press, New York, 2011).

[13] S. S. Wilks, Mathematical Statistics (John Wiley & Sons, New York, 1962).

[14] F. J. Dyson, J. Math. Phys. 3, 140 (1962). [15] F. J. Dyson, J. Math. Phys. 3, 157 (1962). [16] F. J. Dyson, J. Math. Phys. 3, 166 (1962).

[17] F. J. Dyson and M. L. Mehta, J. Math. Phys. 4, 701 (1963). [18] M. L. Mehta and F. J. Dyson, J. Math. Phys. 4, 713 (1963). [19] M. L. Mehta, Nucl. Phys. 18, 395 (1960).

[20] M. L. Mehta and M. Gaudin, Nucl. Phys. 18, 420 (1960). [21] O. Bohigas, M. J. Giannoni and C. Schmit, Phys. Rev. Lett. 52, 1 (1984).

[22] E. P. Wigner, Group Theory and its Application to the Quantum Mechanics of Atomic Spectra (Academic Press, New York, 1959).

[23] A. Pandey and S. Ghosh, Phys. Rev. Lett. 87, 024102 (2001). [24] S. Ghosh and A. Pandey, Phys. Rev. E 65, 046221 (2002). [25] A. Pandey, Ann. Phys. (NY) 119, 170 (1979).

[26] O. Bohigas, R. U. Haq and A. Pandey, Phys. Rev. Lett. 54, 1645 (1985). [27] R. U. Haq, A. Pandey and O. Bohigas, Phys. Rev. Lett. 48, 1086 (1982). [28] S. Ghosh, A. Pandey, S. Puri and R. Saha, Phys. Rev. E 67, 025201(R) (2003).

[29] S. Kumar and A. Pandey, Phys. Rev. E 78, 026204 (2008). [30] O. Bohigas, R. U. Haq and A. Pandey, in: K. H. Bockhoff (ed.), Nuclear Data for Science and Technology (Reidel, Dordrecht, Netherlands, 1983).

[31] N. Rosenzweig and C. E. Porter, Phys. Rev. 120, 1698 (1960). [32] I. C. Percival, J. Phys. B: At. Mol. Phys. 6, L229 (1973). [33] M. V. Berry and M. Tabor, Proc. R. Soc. Lond. A 356, 375 (1986). [34] S. W. McDonald and A. N. Kaufman, Phys. Rev. Lett. 42, 11891 (1979). [35] M. V. Berry, Ann. Phys. (NY) 131, 163 (1981).

[36] T. H. Seligman, J. J. M. Verbaarschot and M. R. Zirnbauer, Phys. Rev.

Lett. 53, 215 (1984).

[37] M. V. Berry and M. Robnik, J. Phys. A: Gen. 17, 2413 (1984). [38] D. Wintgen and H. Marxer, Phys. Rev. Lett. 60, 971 (1988). [39] M. C. Gutzwiller, Chaos in Classical, Quantum Mechanics (Springer, New York, 1990).

[40] F. M. Izrailev, Phys. Rev. Lett. 56, 541 (1986). [41] A. Pandey and R. Ramaswamy, Phys. Rev. A 43, 4237 (1991). [42] A. Pandey, O. Bohigas and M. J. Giannoni, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 22, 4083 (1989).

[43] G. Casati, B. V. Chirikov and I. Guarneri, Phys. Rev. Lett. 54, 1350 (1985).

[44] G. Casati and B. Chirikov (eds.), Quantum Chaos: Between Order and Disorder (Cambridge University Press, New York, 1995).

[45] R. E. Prange and S. Fishman, Phys. Rev. Lett. 63, 704 (1989). [46] F. M. Izrailev, Phys. Rep. 196, 299 (1990).

[47] G. Casati, L. Molinari and F. Izrailev, Phys. Rev. Lett. 64, 1851 (1990). [48] Vinayak, S. Kumar and A. Pandey, Phys. Rev. E 93, 032217 (2016). [49] M. L. Mehta and F. J. Dyson, J. Math. Phys. 4, 713 (1962). [50] J. Gunson, J. Math. Phys. 3, 752 (1962).

[51] J. B. French, V. K. B. Kota, A. Pandey and S. Tomsovic, Ann. Phys.

181, 198 (1988).

[52] A. Pandey and M. L. Mehta, Comm. Math. Phys. 87, 449 (1983). [53] M. L. Mehta and A. Pandey, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 16, 2655 (1983). [54] A. Pandey and P. Shukla, J. Phys. A: Math. Gen. 24, 3907 (1991).

[55] J. B. French, V. K. B. Kota, A. Pandey and S. Tomsovic, Ann. Phys.

235, 198 (1988).

[56] N. Dupuis and G. Montambaux, Phys. Rev. B 43, 14390 (1991). [57] S. Kumar and A. Pandey, Ann. Phys. 326, 1877 (2011). [58] A. Pandey, Chaos, Solitons and Fractals 5, 1275 (1995). [59] A. Pandey, R. Ramaswamy and P. Shukla, Pramana 41, 75 (1993). [60] P. Shukla and A. Pandey, Nonlinearity 10, 979 (1997). [61] A. D. Mirlin, Phys. Rep. 326, 259 (2000).

[62] S. Kumar and A. Pandey, J. Phys. A: Math. Theor. 43, 085001 (2010). [63] B. L. Altshuler and B. I. Shklovskii, Zh. Eksp. Teor. Fiz. 91, 220 (1986). [64] P. A. Lee and A. D. Stone, Phys. Rev. Lett. 55, 1622 (1985). [65] P. A. Lee, A. D. Stone and H. Fukuyama, Phys. Rev. B 35, 1039 (1987). [66] R. Landauer, IBM J. Res. Dev. 1, 223 (1957). [67] R. Landauer, Philos. Mag. 21, 863 (1970). [68] Y. Imry, Europhys. Lett. 1, 249 (1986).

[69] Y. Imry and R. Landauer, Rev. Mod. Phys. 71, S306 (1999). [70] K. A. Muttalib, J. L. Pichard and A. D. Stone, Phys. Rev. Lett. 59, 2475 (1987).

[71] A. D. Stone, P. A. Mello, K. A. Muttalib and J. L. Pichard, in: B. L.

Altshuler, P. A. Lee and R. A. Webb (eds.), Mesoscopic Phenomena in Solids (Elsevier, Amsterdam, 1991).

[72] A. Pandey, A. Kumar and S. Puri, Phys. Rev. E 96, 052211 (2017). [73] Vinayak and A. Pandey, Phys. Rev. E 81, 036202 (2010). [74] V. Plerou, P. Gopikrishnan, B. Rosenow, L. A. N. Amaral and H. E.

Stanley, Phys. Rev. Lett. 83, 1471 (1999).

[75] L. Laloux, P. Cizeau, J. P. Bouchaud and M. Potters, Phys. Rev. Lett.

83, 1467 (1999).

[76] S. K. Sarkar, G. S. Matharoo and A. Pandey, Phys. Rev. Lett. 92, 215503 (2004).

[77] F. Luo, J. Zhong, Y. Yang, R. H. Scheuermann and J. Zhou, Phys. Lett.

A 357, 420 (2006).

[78] F. Luo, Y. Yang, J. Zhong, H. Gao, L. Khan, D. K. Thompson and J.

Zhou, BMC Bioinformatics 8, 299 (2007).

[79] K. Rajan and L. F. Abbott, Phys. Rev. Lett. 97, 188104 (2006). [80] J. Aljadeff, M. Stern and T. Sharpee, Phys. Rev. Lett. 114, 088101 (2015).

[81] D. S. Wilks, Statistical Methods in the Atmospheric Sciences (Academic Press, San Diego, 2006).

[82] D. Wang, X. Zhang, D. Horvatic, B. Podobnik and H. E. Stanley, Chaos 27, 023104 (2017).

[83] M. S. Santhanam and P. K. Patra, Phys. Rev. E 64, 016102 (2001). [84] A. M. Tulino and S. Verdú, Found. Trends Commun. Inf. Theory 1, 1 (2004).

[85] S. Kumar and A. Pandey, IEEE Trans. Inf. Theory 56, 2360 (2010). [86] R. Couillet and M. Debbah, Random Matrix Methods for Wireless Communications (Cambridge University Press, New York, 2011).

Figure 1: Eigenvalue density of one GOE matrix for N = 5000. The solid line corresponds to Wigner’s semicircle in Eq. (5).

Figure 2: A schematic diagram showing a set of N eigenangles (θ_1, · · · , θ_N ) in an ordered sequence on a circle. The eigenangles are treated as interacting particles which are restricted to move on the circle.

Figure 3: Plot of (a) original and (b) unfolded spectrum of one GOE matrix with N = 5000.

Figure 4: Two-point cluster function for the classical ensembles corresponding to β = 1, 2, 4. The dashed line corresponds to The Poisson ensemble.

Figure 5: Plot of number variance, Σ^2(r) vs. r. The solid lines, corresponding to β = 1, 2, 4, have been calculated from Eqs. (17)-(19). The dashed lines correspond to Eq. (16), which is valid for r ≳ 1. For reference, the Poisson case has also been plotted. For small r (≲ 1), Σ^2(r) for classical ensembles follows linear behavior as in the Poisson case, but for large r it shows logarithmic behavior.

Figure 6: Nearest-neighbor spacing distributions, p_0(s) vs. s, from Eqs. (20)- (22) for classical ensembles. The dashed line corresponds to the Poisson ensemble. For small s, p_0(s) ∼ s^β, whereas for large s, p_0(s) ∼ exp(−s^2) for β = 1, 2, 4.

Figure 7: Comparison of unfolded spectrum for different ensembles. We note that the degree of uniformity increases from the Poisson to GSE ensembles. The arrowheads mark the occurrences of pairs of levels with the spacings smaller than 1/2 of the average spacing.

Figure 8: Schematic diagram for calculation of Δ_3.

Figure 9: Plot of f_β (w) vs. w for β = 1, 2, 4.

Figure 10: Nearest-neighbor spacing distribution for (a)^{167}Er, (b) Nuclear data ensemble (NDE)

Figure 11: Number variance Σ^2(r) vs. r for the NDE.

Figure 12: Δ̄_3(r) vs. r for the NDE.

Figure 13: Distribution of the square roots of transition widths for (a)^{167}Er,

and (b) the NDE. The solid line denotes the Gaussian density: P (x) = √ (2/π) exp(−x^2/2).

Figure 14: Sinai billiard.

Figure 15: Stadium billiard.

Figure 16: Spectral analysis of the system corresponding to Eq. (41). (a) Nearest-neighbor spacing distribution p_0(s), and (b) Number variance Σ^2(r).

Figure 17: Phase plot of the Chirikov map for (a) α = 0, (b) α = 0.5, (c) α = 1, and (d) α = 10. In each frame, we have taken 100 initial conditions with 250 iterations.

Figure 18: Spacing distribution of QKR for γ = 0.0 (β = 1) and γ = 0.7 (β = 2).

Figure 19: Analogous to Fig. 18, but for number variance.

Figure 20: Two-point correlation function of QKR for (a) γ = 0.0 (β = 1), and (b) γ = 0.7 (β = 2).

Figure 21: Distribution of eigenvector components w = N|u_j|^2 of the QKR. We show numerical results for (a) γ = 0.0 (β = 1), and (b) γ = 0.7 (β = 2). The RMT results are plotted from Eq. (37).

Figure 22: Realization of mixed spectra from COE in QKR. The parameter values are γ = 0.0 and ϕ_0 = 0, which yields a superposition of 2 independent COE spectra (of opposite parity). We show results for (a) Nearest-neighbor spacing distribution, and (b) Number variance. The RMT result is provided in Eqs. (32)-(33). 52

Figure 23: Analogous to Fig. 22, but for the two-point correlation function. The RMT result is provided in Eq. (34).

Figure 24: Indirect realization of CSE (β = 4) in QKR. Alternate eigenvalues of COE (β = 1) spectra are analyzed giving rise to CSE statistics. The frames show (a) Nearest-neighbor spacing distribution, and (b) Number variance.

Figure 25: Two-point correlation function for CSE (β = 4), obtained indirectly in QKR.

Figure 26: Indirect realization of CUE (β = 2) from COE in QKR. In this case, γ = 0.0 and ϕ_0 = 0, which preserves both the TRI and parity, giving rise to a superposition of two independent COE spectra. The analysis of alternate eigenvalues of this spectrum gives CUE statistics. We show data for (a) Nearest-neighbor spacing distribution, and (b) Number variance.

Figure 27: Analogous to Fig. 26, but for the two-point correlation function.

Figure 28: Number variance Σ^2(r; Λ) vs. Λ for r = 1, showing the transition from COE (β = 1) → CUE (β = 2).

Figure 29: Spectral levels of COE → CUE transition ensemble for Λ = 0.0, 0.05, 1.0. The arrowheads mark the occurrences of pairs of levels with spacings smaller than 1/2 of the average spacing.

Figure 30: Schematic of the scattering matrix for a quantum dot.

Figure 31: Schematic of a disordered nanowire. Each segment is analogous to a quantum dot.

Figure 32: Nearest-neighbor spacing distribution [p_0(s) vs. s] for d = 1, and (a) β = 1, (b) β = 2. The QKR data is obtained for α = √ dN. The FRCG result is given in Eq. (74).

Figure 33: Plot of p_7(s) vs. s for the QKR and FRCG with d = 3, β = 1. The FRCG result is obtained via MC. For purposes of comparison, we also show the MF result in Eq. (76).