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Abstract

We propose a novel indicator for chaotic quantum scattering processes, the scattering form
factor (ScFF). It is based on mapping the locations of peaks in the scattering amplitude to
random matrix eigenvalues, and computing the analog of the spectral form factor (SFF).
We compute the spectral and scattering form factors of several non-chaotic systems. We
determine the ScFF associated with the phase shifts of the leaky torus, closely related to
the distribution of the zeros of Riemann zeta function. We compute the ScFF for the decay
amplitude of a highly excited string states into two tachyons. We show that it displays the
universal features expected from random matrix theory - a decline, a ramp and a plateau -
and is in general agreement with the Gaussian unitary ensemble. It also shows some new
features, owning to the special structure of the string amplitude, including a “bump” before
the ramp associated with gaps in the average eigenvalue density. The “bump” is removed for
highly excited string states with an appropriate state dependent unfolding. We also discuss
the SFF for the Gaussian β-ensemble, writing an interpolation between the known results of
the Gaussian orthogonal, unitary, and symplectic ensembles.
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1 Introduction

In recent years there has been a resurgence of interest in chaotic systems in many different
contexts. In physics they appear both in classical and in quantum phenomena, both for single-
body and for many-body systems. Whereas chaos in classical and quantum mechanical systems
has been intensively studied, the chaotic behavior of QFTs and string theories is much less
understood. Chaos in string theory is probably related to Black Holes [1,2] that have been argued
to be fast scramblers [3–5] and a bound of chaos has been proposed relying on holography1 [8].

Chaotic behaviour of scattering amplitudes has been the focus of several investigations in
the past couple of years, leading to the realization that highly excited string states may provide
a rich setting where to address the issue. Indeed, following the original observations by Gross
and Rosenhaus [9–11], we have proposed a quantitative measure for the chaotic behaviour of
string scattering amplitudes [12,13], suggesting the relevance of Random Matrix Theory (RMT)
[14] and of the so-called β-ensemble [15,16].

For these reasons, an important tool for analyzing chaotic systems are random matrices [14].
The most familiar in physical systems are the three classical Gaussian ensembles of random
Hermitian matrices: the Gaussian orthogonal (GOE), unitary (GUE) and symplectic (GSE)
ensembles. The GOE consists of symmetric matrices with entries that are statistically inde-
pendent random real variables. The system is invariant under orthogonal transformations. The
GUE is an ensemble of hermitian matrices that is invariant under unitary transformations,
while the GSE is an ensemble of self-dual hermitian matrices that is invariant under symplectic
transformations.

The Gaussian ensembles are best used to describe systems with random Hamiltonians, with
the choice of ensemble depending on the symmetries of the system. Scattering matrices are
unitary rather than Hermitian, and as such are better described by the circular ensembles of
random unitary matrices. This approach was already taken in the early 1990s in the study of
chaotic scattering in quantum mechanics, where the S-matrix of some systems was considered
as a random unitary matrix [17], but applications to quantum field theory or string theory are
scarce.

In analogy with the Gaussian ensembles, one can define the circular orthogonal (COE),
unitary (CUE), and symplectic (CSE) ensembles. In many respects they are identical to their
corresponding Gaussian ensembles, at least in the limit of large matrices.

Random matrices can be characterized by the statistics of their eigenvalues and eigenvectors.
Denoting the eigenvalues (or eigenphases for a unitary matrix) of a given random matrix by λi

with i = 1, . . . , L where L is the order of the matrix, one can consider the two following important
characterizations of the matrix distributions:

(i) The spacings between adjacent eigenvalues

δi = λi − λi+1 (1.1)

and their ratios

ri ≡
λi+1 − λi

λi − λi−1
=

δi+1

δi
(1.2)

or the restricted ratios

r̃i = min{ri,
1

ri
} (1.3)

1Mild violations have been observed near extremality [6, 7].
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Figure 1: RMT predictions for the SFF for the classical Gaussian ensembles: GOE (blue), GUE
(red), GSE (black). Left is the full SFF on a logarithmic scale (for matrices of size L = 100,
and after unfolding), and right is the connected part of the SFF (1 − r2(τ)) showing the ramp
structure on a linear scale. See section 2 for details.

which are defined to be 0 ≤ r̃ ≤ 1.

(ii) The random matrix form factor, defined by

RMFF(t) =
1

L2

∑
i,j

eit(λi−λj) (1.4)

where t ∈ R is a real variable.

The distribution function fβ(r) for the β ensemble for 3× 3 matrices is given in (2.9). The
RMFF appears in figure (1).

In analyzing “chaotic behavior” of mathematical and physical systems, one first identifies a
set of variables that can be mapped to the set {λi} of the random matrix eigenvalues, in the
sense that the analogs of the ratios (i) and of the form factor (ii) admit the same universal
properties as those of the random matrices. If the symmetries of the system are known, one
can anticipate which of the RMT ensembles would be appropriate for the system at hand. One
such very well known map, due to Wigner and Dyson [18] is to the set of the eigenvalues of the
Hamiltonian of a given chaotic system, namely the spectrum of that system. In this case the
map is

Ei : i = 1, ...L → λi = I(Ei) : i = 1, ...L (1.5)

where L for the spectral case is the dimension of the Hilbert space. The function I(E) used
in this map is determined from the average eigenvalue density function ρ(E). One should first
unfold the spectrum in such a way that the average density in the new variable is constant, and
the behavior of the “fluctuations” around the average density ρ(E) is exposed. Correspondingly
one defines

δi = I(Ei+1)− I(Ei) (1.6)

The ratios of successive spacings typically depend only weakly on the unfolding, and therefore
one can use directly the spacing ratios defined by

ri ≡
Ei+1 − Ei

Ei − Ei−1
=

δi+1

δi
(1.7)
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The spectral form factor (SFF) can be also defined by

SFF(t) =
1

L2

∑
i,j

eit(Ei−Ej) (1.8)

For this case the variable t is naturally identified with physical time, and in fact one can relate
the SFF to the square modulus of the trace of the evolution operator as described in section 3.
By taking t → t + iβ̃ one can consider the system at finite temperature2 T = 1/β̃ and get a
(generalized) partition function. The SFF can typically be separated into a “disconnected” part
that depends only on the average density ρ(E), and a “connected” part, which depends on the
fluctuations and will have the distinctive ramp structure for chaotic systems.

Another well known map to the set of eigenvalues of random matrices, is the map from the
set of zeros of certain mathematical functions. If we denote by zi the zero of the chosen function
then the map reads

zi i = 1, ...nz → λi i = 1, ...n (1.9)

where now nz is the number of zeros. The most famous map of this form is the map of the
(non-trivial) zeros of the Riemann zeta function.

In [12] and [13] a novel map was proposed between the locations of the extrema of a scattering
amplitude denoted zi i = 1, ...n where now n stands for the number of extrema of the amplitude.

A(α) F(α) ≡ dlogA
dα

(1.10)

namely the zeros of its logarithmic derivative.

F(zi) = 0 (1.11)

In [12] and [13] we supplemented this map with a novel measure of a chaotic behavior of a
scattering process in the form of the ratio of spacings

δn = zn − zn+1 (1.12)

and

rn ≡ zn+1 − zn
zn − zn−1

=
δn+1

δn
, r̃n = min{rn,

1

rn
} (1.13)

Our present goal is to investigate the chaotic behavior of scattering processes using the analog
of the random matrix form factor that we christen the Scattering form factor(ScFF).

ScFF(s) =
1

n2

∑
zi,zj

eis(zi−zj) (1.14)

by consonance with the Spectral form factor.
From the very definition it follows that ScFF(s = 0) = 1 and for s, zi ∈ R also ScFF(s) ∈ R.
Of course, mathematically there is no difference between the expressions in eqs. (1.8) and

(1.14). There is only a difference in the physical interpretation and meaning of this function.
One key aspect is that the eigenvalues in the ScFF are not the energies. We will consider the
ScFF for the angle “eigenvalues” in highly excited string amplitudes, where zi are the positions
of peaks in the angular dependence of the amplitude. Then, the variable s cannot be identified
with time. The physical meaning of s relates to angular momentum as we will argue later on.
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Figure 2: Various different form factors can be mapped to the random matrix form factor, with
different quantities related to the matrix eigenvalues. The physical interpretation of the variable
that the form factor depends on varies correspondingly. The mapping typically requires some
“unfolding” to uncover universal properties of RMT.

In figure (2) we summarize the various maps of the (RMFF) to the spectral form factor SFF,
to the function zeros form factor FZFF and to the scattering form factor ScFF.

The SFF is expected to display some ‘universal’ behaviour for chaotic systems [19]. The so-
called D-R-P (Dip-Ramp-Plateau) consists of an initial ‘decline’ for ‘small’ t until a minimum
(‘dip’) is reached a t = td, a subsequent raise (‘ramp’) and finally an almost constant behaviour
(‘plateau’) for large t. Notwithstanding some existing ‘non-chaotic’ but to some extent artificial
counter-examples [20–22] that display some of the above features, D-R-P is considered a hallmark
of chaotic systems.

Once introduced the ScFF and its general properties, we address in this paper the following
topics: (i) The computation of the spectral and scattering form factors of certain non-chaotic
systems. These include the SFF of the harmonic oscillator and free open string and the ScFF of
the decay of the leading Regge states into two tachyons. (ii) We determine the ScFF of the leaky
torus and relate it to the non-trivial zeros of Riemann z functions. (iii) The ScFF associated
with the decays of HESS into two tachyons including the identification of the decline, ramp and
plateau regions in the s variable.

Chaotic scattering in string theory has been investigated also in [23–33]

The plan of the paper is as follows.

In section 2 we describe the basic properties of the ScFF, in analogy with the ones of the
RMFF and SFF. This includes the three regions of the form factor, namely, the decline, the
ramp and the plateau.

In section 3, we discuss the β ensemble of random matrices and together with its scattering

2We use the symbol β̃ for the inverese temperature since later on β will be used to denote the parameter of
the β ensemble.
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analog. In section 4 we discuss the spectral and scattering form factors of non-chaotic systems.
These include the harmonic oscillator, free string and single massive spin decay into two scalars,
in order to get some insights on the interpretation of the auxiliary variable s.

In section 5, we compute the ScFF for the leaky torus and show its relations with the FZFF
of the Riemann zeta function.

Section 6 is devoted to the ScFF of string 3-point scattering processes. We write down
the density of the maximum points of the scattering amplitude and perform on it a unfolding
procedure that allows a successful fit with CUE predictions, including the removal a peculiar
‘bump’ structure that appears before unfolding.

The summary of the results and several open questions are presented in section 7.
In appendix A we describe the integer partitions and structure of peaks in the HES decay

amplitude. Appendix B is devoted to the low level spin decomposition and in appendix C we
propose a model to account for the “bump” in the ScFF.

2 Spectral form factor in random matrix theory: Predictions
for the β-ensembles

The aim of this section is to summarize the predictions for the spectral form factor coming from
random matrix theory (RMT). We begin with the standard classical Gaussian ensembles, and
their generalization to the Gaussian β-ensemble, where β is a continuous parameter interpolating
between the three classical ensembles, located at β = 1 (GOE), 2 (GUE), or 4 (GSE).

Our interest in the β-ensemble is due to the result of [13], where it was found that the spacing
ratios of peaks in the scattering amplitudes of highly excited strings was best fitted with values
of β between 1 and 2. We offer here another method to measure this parameter by analyzing
the spectral form factor, and comparing with RMT predictions. We present (numerical) results
for the SFF for continuous values of 1 ≤ β ≤ 4, with a proposed formula for the interpolation
between the GOE, GUE and GSE results. These results will be also valid for the circular
ensembles of random unitary matrices, as is also discussed in the following, and therefore could
be applicable to a large class of physical models.

Though we will focus on the region 1 ≤ β ≤ 4 in this section, we should remark that there is
also a formal connection of the β ensemble with the non-chaotic Poisson distribution. Properly
taking the limit β → 0, one finds Poisson statistics at the edge of Gaussian β ensemble at high
temperature [34].

2.1 The Gaussian β-ensemble

The Gaussian β-ensemble (GBE) can be defined starting from the joint probability distribution
function of the eigenvalues,

PL(λ1, λ2, . . . , λL) = NL(β)× exp

(
−β

2

L∑
i=1

λ2
i

) ∏
1≤i<j≤L

|λi − λj |β (2.1)

with the normalization constant given by [16]

NL(β) =
β

1
2
L+ 1

4
βL(L−1)

(2π)L)

L∏
j=1

Γ(1 + 1
2β)

Γ(1 + 1
2jβ)

(2.2)
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The three classical Gaussian ensembles, orthogonal (GOE), unitary (GUE) and symplectic
(GSE), correspond to the values β = 1, 2, and 4, respectively. However, one can study the
properties of the β ensemble starting from the distribution (2.1) for any real β > 0. Physically,
it is interpreted as the statistics of a one dimensional Coulomb gas of L charged particles with
a logarithmic interaction, and β is exactly the inverse temperature of the gas [16,18,35].

A convenient and widely used matrix model for the GBE is the tridiagonal construction of
Dumitriu and Edelman [36], which defines the ensemble in terms of symmetric matrices with
real random entries. The L× L matrices have the tridiagonal form

Mβ ∼ 1√
β


N(0, 2) χ(L−1)β

χ(L−1)β N(0, 2) χ(L−2)β

. . .
. . .

. . .

χ2β N(0, 2) χβ

χβ N(0, 2)

 (2.3)

This notation is rather schematic. The meaning is that the diagonal elements are L independent
Gaussian variables drawn from a normal distribution with µ = 0 and σ2 = 2. The elements on the
next diagonals are drawn from a χ-distribution with parameter kβ, with k = L− 1, L− 2, . . . , 1,
going down the diagonal. Since the matrix is taken to be symmetric, there are L−1 independent
variables of this kind.

In [36] it was proven that the eigenvalues of these matrices obey the statistics of 2.1. It is
particularly useful since it is easy and quick, from a computational point of view, to obtain GBE
spectra by generating random matrices of the above form and diagonalizing them.

The spectra thus obtained will also obey the semicircle law. That is, the average density of
eigenvalues is

ρ(λ) =
1

2πL

√
4L− λ2 (2.4)

where L is the size of the matrix (which we usually assume is large). After defining the cumulative
distribution as

I(λ) = L

∫ λ

−2
√
L
dλ′ρ(λ′) =

L

2
+

L

π
arctan

(
λ√

4L− λ2

)
+

λ
√
4L− λ2

4π
(2.5)

then for the unfolded spectrum defined as

zn ≡ I(λn) (2.6)

the average density is constant between 0 and L. The normalized level spacings δn ≡ zn+1 − zn
have a mean of ⟨δn⟩ = 1, and obey the usual Wigner-Dyson distributions,

pβ(δ) = Cβδβ exp(−cβδ
2) (2.7)

with

Cβ = 2
[Γ(β+2

2 )]β+1

[Γ(β+1
2 )]β+2

, cβ =

(
Γ(β+2

2 )

Γ(β+1
2 )

)2

(2.8)

The spacing ratios rn ≡ δn+1

δn
for 3× 3 random matrices are distributed according to [37]

fβ(r) =
3

3+3β
2 Γ(1 + β

2 )
2

2πΓ(1 + β)

(r + r2)β

(1 + r + r2)1+
3
2
β

(2.9)
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In general, if I(λ) is a slowly varying function on the scale of ⟨δλ⟩, then the distribution of r
would be nearly the same whether one unfolded the spectrum or not. The spacings of peaks in
the amplitude of highly excited strings will provide a counter example of this, as we show in
section 6.1, because of the presence of ‘repulsive’ points.

2.2 The circular β-ensemble

A chaotic scattering matrix is expected to be a random unitary matrix drawn from the Gaussian
(unitary) ensemble. The eigenvalues of a unitary matrix all lie on the unit circle, λn = eiθn .

Random unitary matrices are described by the ‘circular’ ensembles. The distribution of the
eigenphases θi is given by

P (θ1, θ2, . . . θL) = ÑL(β)
∏

1≤i<j≤L

|eiθi − eiθj |β (2.10)

with

ÑL(β) =
1

(2π)L
[Γ(1 + 1

2β)]
L

Γ(1 + 1
2βL)

(2.11)

Like for the Gaussian ensembles, ‘circular’ ensembles describe the statistical behavior of the
Coulomb gas at inverse temperature β, the difference being that now all the charges are placed
on the unit circle. The eigenphases are (on average) uniformly distributed on the circle - as one
would expect given the rotation symmetry - with a constant density of 1

2π .
It is well known [14] that for large matrices, the distribution of spacings of eigenphases in

the circular ensembles,

δn ≡ L

2π
(θn+1 − θn) (2.12)

goes to the same Wigner-Dyson distribution as for the corresponding Gaussian ensembles.
As with the Gaussian ensembles, the most familiar results are obtained for the special values

of β = 1 (circular orthogonal ensemble/COE), β = 2 (unitary/CUE), and β = 4 (symplec-
tic/CSE). Similarly to the Gaussian β-ensemble, we can define a consistent circular β-ensemble
(CBE) for any β > 0 starting from (2.10).

For generic values of β there is a matrix model for the CBE due to Killip and Nenciu [38].
The construction is slightly more involved than in the Gaussian case and relies on the use of
Cantero-Moral-Velazquez (CMV) matrices [39].

Given β > 0, in order to define a random L×L unitary matrix from the CBE, we first define
L independent complex random variables

αk ≡ √
ρke

iϕk (2.13)

for k = 0, 1, . . . , L− 1, such that the phases ϕk are drawn from a uniform distribution,

ϕk ∼ U(0, 2π) (2.14)

and the ρk are drawn from the Beta-distribution3 as

ρk ∼ B

(
1,

1

2
(L− k − 1)β

)
(2.15)

3We use a standard definition in which for variable X ∼ B(s, t), the PDF is ∝ xs−1(1− x)t−1 for 0 < x < 1.
Note this and other small differences in notation from [38].
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with the exception of k = L− 1, for which one takes ρL−1 ≡ 1. Then, one defines the matrices

Ξk ≡
(

α∗
k

√
1− |αk|2√

1− |αk|2 −αk

)
(2.16)

for k = 0, 1, . . . , L− 2, and

Ξ−1 ≡
(
− 1
)
, ΞL−1 ≡

(
α∗
L−1

)
(2.17)

Using these, one defines two block diagonal matrices

M1 ≡ diag (Ξ−1,Ξ1,Ξ3, . . .) , M2 ≡ diag (Ξ0,Ξ2,Ξ4, . . .) (2.18)

Finally, the productM1M2 (as well asM2M1) is a random L×L unitary matrix whose eigenvalues
follow exactly the distribution (2.10), for generic values of β > 0.

Using this definition for the generic circular β-ensemble, we can verify that numerical results
for the spacing and spacing ratio distributions - as well as for the SFF - are indistinguishable
between the circular and Gaussian ensembles with the same value of β, not only for the classical
values of 1, 2, 4, but for any values of β in between. Therefore all the results cited below in this
section will be relevant for both computations involving the eigenvalues of random Hermitian
matrices, as well as the eigenphases of random unitary scattering matrices.

2.3 The spectral form factor for the β-ensembles

In the same manner that the distributions of spacings and spacing ratios interpolate between
the classical GOE, GUE, and GSE when β is varied continuously between 1, 2, and 4, we find
that the spectral form factor for the GBE offers a smooth interpolation between the SFFs of the
three ensembles. To reiterate the point made in the last subsection, we refer below only to the
Gaussian ensembles purely for the sake of brevity, since the results are equally applicable to the
circular ensembles with the same values of β.

Let us repeat here some known RMT results.4. We use the definition

SFF(t) =
〈 1

L2

L∑
i=1

L∑
j=1

ei(zi−zj)t
〉

(2.19)

The averaging is done with respect to the probability function (2.1), and so will correspond to
an “ensemble average” of the SFF.

To be consistent throughout this paper, and for universal applicability, we assume an un-
folded spectrum for which the eigenvalue density is constant ρ(z) = 1

L between 0 and L. With
this normalization the SFF starts from 1 at t = 0, and it will approach the plateau, SFF → 1

L ,
when t ≈ 2π. We also define

τ ≡ t

2π
(2.20)

to bring the expressions below to their simplest form, where all constant factors have been
absorbed into definitions.

4Here we follow closely [40] for its clear presentation, though the results are well known and found in many
other references
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In all cases the SFF can be written as

SFF(τ) = r21(τ) +
1

L
(1− r2(τ)) (2.21)

where r1 is the disconnected part, independent of β. It is simply the Fourier transform of the
eigenvalue density function, which for a constant density is given by

r1(τ) ≡
sin(πLτ)

πLτ
(2.22)

The “connected” part of the SFF determines the ramp and is given by

rGOE
2 (τ) =

{
1− 2τ + τ log (1 + 2τ) τ ≤ 1

−1 + τ log
(
2τ+1
2τ−1

)
τ > 1

(2.23)

rGUE
2 (t) =

{
1− τ τ ≤ 1

0 τ > 1
(2.24)

rGSE
2 (t) =

{
1− τ

2 + τ
4 log |1− τ | τ ≤ 2

0 τ > 2
(2.25)

The slope of the linear term is seen to be proportional to 1
β . These functions are plotted in

figure 3.
Although we do not prove it analytically, we find that the following formulae are consistent

with numerical results for GBE spectra with 1 ≤ β ≤ 4, and offer a smooth interpolation
between the formulae cited. We have to distinguish two cases. The interpolation between GOE
and GUE, valid for 1 ≤ β ≤ 2 is

rOU
2 (τ) =

1− 2
β τ +

(
2
β − 1

)
τ log(1 + 2τ) τ < 1

1− 2
β +

(
2
β − 1

)
τ log

(
2τ+1
2τ−1

)
τ ≥ 1

(2.26)

And is found to be in excellent agreement with numerics.
The interpolation from GUE to GSE (2 ≤ β ≤ 4) is somewhat complicated by the fact that

the GSE SFF has a log singularity at τ = 1, which gradually develops when β is below 4. We
find that in the region τ < 1, which is the ramp of the SFF, the formula

rUS
2 (τ) = 1− 2

β
τ +

1

2

(
1− 2

β

)
τ log |1− τ | (2.27)

matches well the numerical results, except when very close to τ = 1. See figure 3.
We can see from the above the linear term in the ramp of the SFF with the slope

ramp(t) =
2τ

β
=

t

πβ
(2.28)

is common to all values of β (at least in the interpolating region between 1 and 4). However,
the purely linear behavior holds true for GUE only. While for values of τ ≪ 1 the linear term
dominates (at least after subtracting the disconnected part of the SFF), non-linear terms are
significant at later times. For 1 ≤ β < 2 the connected SFF is a concave function, and it is
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Figure 3: SFF for β between 1 and 2 (top), and 2 and 4 (bottom), with our predicted interpo-
lations (2.26)-(2.27) The result is an ensemble average over 2000 matrices of size L = 80.

convex for 2 < β ≤ 4. This can be a useful indicator whether the SFF one has computed
corresponds to a value of β below or above 2.

One can also repeat these calculations in the region 0 < β < 1, which interpolates between
Poisson statistics and the GOE. The behavior of 2τ/β at small τ can be seen for values of β < 1
as well. For small β < 0.15 the numerics begin to show some deviations, already at the level of
the distribution of spacings. For β = 0.3 we can still verify that the slope of the ramp is exactly
2/β near the origin.

2.3.1 SFF for mixed ensembles

Finally, we discuss one more scenario that could lead to fractional values of β in a physical
system, which is a mixed ensemble. Let us assume that we have a set of random matrices such
that a fraction p is drawn from the GOE, and the remaing fraction 1− p is from the GUE. For
simplicity, we do not include GSE in this discussion.

Since the interpolation of (2.26) turns out to be linear, the SFF of the mixed ensemble would
be indistinguishable from that of a β-ensemble, since, after ensemble averaging we will get that
the SFF is just the sum (writing only the ramp section)

SFFp(τ) = pSFFGOE + (1− p)SFFGUE = (1 + p)τ − pτ log(1 + 2τ) (2.29)

10



Figure 4: Connected part of the SFF (1 − r2(τ)) for β between 1 and 4, with our predicted
interpolations (dashed), and a linear ramp 2τ

β (black line), seen to match at early times. The
SFF is computed as an ensemble average over 2000 matrices of size L = 80.

which means that the SFF will look the same as for an effective β given by

1 + p =
2

βp
, βp =

2

1 + p
(2.30)

On the other hand, if we compute the distribution of the spacing ratios rn in such a case,
we will also get a value of β between 1 and 2, but not the same one. One can show that the
average ⟨r̃n⟩ in this case,

⟨r̃⟩p = p⟨r̃⟩GOE + (1− p)⟨r̃⟩GUE (2.31)

will be different from the expected value of ⟨r̃⟩ in the β-ensemble with β = βp = 2
1+p . The

differences however are not large.
If one can measure β accurately enough from both the distribution of spacing ratios and

the SFF, one can distinguish between the scenario where the ensemble is a pure β-ensemble, in
which the value of β should be the same from both measurements, and the option of a mixed
ensemble, where they would disagree.

3 From SFF to ScFF and their general properties

In section 2 we saw explicit expressions for the spectral form factor in the β-ensembles of RMT.
Here we discuss the SFF and its analog, the scattering form factor (ScFF), in more general and
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physical terms.

3.1 Spectral form factor for Hamiltonian systems

Give some Hamiltonian system H of dimension L, with energy eigenvalues En, n = 1, 2, . . . , L,
the partition function is5

Z(β̃) = Tr
(
e−β̃H

)
=

L∑
n=1

e−β̃En (3.1)

One can analytically continue this quantity by taking β̃ → β̃ + it and defining

Z(β̃, t) = Tr
(
e−β̃H−iHt

)
(3.2)

Here β̃ is the inverse temperature and t is time.
We are interested in the associated function given by

Z(β̃, t)Z(β̃, t)∗

Z(β̃, t=0)2
=

1

|Z(β̃)|2
∑
n,m

e−β̃(En+Em)eit(Em−En) (3.3)

We will define the spectral form factor as a function of time, from the large temperature limit
(β̃ = 0) of the above expression:

SFF(t) ≡ Z(0, t)Z(0, t)∗

|Z(0, 0)|2
=

1

L2

∑
n,m

eit(Em−En) (3.4)

Suppose that the Hamiltonian in question is one of a set of Hamiltonians {H(I)}, with
I = 1, 2, . . . , NH . This set could be a finite sample of Hamiltonians drawn from a random
ensemble, defined by some probability function P (H). In this case, we will define the ensemble
averaged spectral form factor as a simple average over the sample:

⟨SFF(t)⟩ =
〈Z(0, t)Z(0, t)∗

Z(0, t=0)2

〉
{H(I)}

=
1

NH

NH∑
I=1

(
1

L2

∑
n,m

eit(E
(I)
m −E

(I)
n )

)
(3.5)

In many pertinent examples of chaotic systems, where the Hamiltonian is thought of as a
random matrix, the SFF is a “self averaging” quantity. Meaning, that if one computes the SFF
for a single Hamiltonian H(I), and provided that the dimension is large enough (L ≫ 1), then
by performing a time average of the SFF of H(I) on an appropriate time scale, one can get a
good approximation of the ensemble averaged SFF (see [19] for example).

To uncover the universal properties and compare with the RMT expressions presented in
section 2, one typically has to compensate for the eigenvalue density function ρ(E), which varies
from system to system, and expose the random behavior of the fluctuations in the energy level
spacings. The eigenvalue density is defined (in the continuum limit) such that Lρ(E)dE counts
the number of eigenvalues in the interval (E,E + dE). Using the cumulative density function,
which we define as

I(E) ≡ L

∫ E

−∞
ρ(E′)dE′ (3.6)

5Let us recall that the symbol β without a tilde is reserved in this paper for the parameter of RMT ensembles,
so it is avoided here.
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we can define the unfolded spectrum

λn ≡ I(En) (3.7)

In this variable the density of states is constant, since by definition ρ(E)dE = 1
Ldλ.

6

3.2 The scattering form factor

Following the analogy between the (chaotic) distributions of the (normalized) ratios of (energy)
eigenvalues and the (chaotic) distributions of the (normalized) ratios of extremum points of a
scattering amplitude [12,13] we propose the analogous ScFF (scattering form factor)

ScFF(s) =
1

L2

∑
i,j

eis(zi−zj) (3.8)

where zi and zj are the locations of the extrema of a scattering amplitude, when considered as
a function a continuous physical variable, such as the scattering energy, Mandelstam variables,
or of the scattering angle. Here L is the number of peaks, and the variable s is taken to be real,
such that ScFF(s) is also a real function, since zi are real.

Let us consider now the amplitude as a function of a single angle, A(α). The extrema can
be found by computing the zeros of the logarithmic derivative

F(α) ≡ d logA
dα

(3.9)

such that the “eigenvalues” are now the points solving the equation

F(zi) = 0 (3.10)

By definition it follows that ScFF(s = 0) = 1. In complete analogy to the “ensemble averag-
ing” (3.5) of the SFF one can also define an ensemble averaging also for the ScFF by averaging
over large NS sets {zi} of eigenvalues, which can be generated for example by considering the
scattering of different asymptotic states with different amplitudes A(α). In the string theory
case we will consider below, the averaging will be done by analyzing a sample of scattering
amplitudes for many possible excited states of the string at the same mass level.

Unlike the usual spectral form factor, s is not naturally interpreted as a time variable.
Rather, as the conjugate variable of an angle α, we can see the ScFF as a function of angular
momentum. We will explore this interpretation of s further below.

As with the energy spectra, in order to compare the ScFF with the random matrix theory
predictions, it is best to unfold the resulting “spectrum” by changing to a variable where the
eigenvalue density is constant. This also helps resolve ambiguities in defining the physical
variable. For instance, if we look at 2 → 2 scattering process at fixed center of mass energy (fixed
Mandelstam s), we can analyze the resulting amplitude either as a function of the scattering
angle θs or as a function of the Mandelstam variable t ≈ −1

2s(1 − cos θs). In both cases, the
unfolding procedure should take us to the same variable.

6In our convention ρ(E) is normalized as a probability density function,
∫
ρdE = 1, hence the explicit factors

of L that appear in the expressions.
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3.3 Features of the scattering form factor

3.3.1 Continuum limit

In the limit of L → ∞ the distribution of the zi can be approximated by a continuous function

zj =
√
LZ(z) z =

j

L

1

L

∑
j

→
∫

ρ(z)dz (3.11)

where we have introduced the “eigenvalue” density

ρ(z) =
dZ
dz

(3.12)

so that the ScFF becomes

ScFF(s) =
1

L2

∑
i,j

ei(zi−zj)s →
∫

dzdz′ρ(z)ρ(z′)ei(z−z′)s (3.13)

Let us write
ρ(z) = ρ0(z) + δρ(z) ⟨ρ(z)⟩ = ρ0(z) ⟨δρ(z)⟩ = 0 (3.14)

where ⟨...⟩ denotes ensemble average. Then, ρ0(z) is the average eigenvalue density function.
Then

⟨ρ(z)ρ(z′)⟩ = ρ0(z)ρ0(z
′) + ⟨δρ(z)δρ(z′)⟩ (3.15)

and we get that

⟨ScFF(s)⟩ =
∣∣∣∣∫ dzρ0(z)e

isz

∣∣∣∣2 + ∫ dzdz′⟨δρ(z)δρ(z′)⟩ei(z−z′)s (3.16)

The first term is the disconnected part, which is given by the Fourier transform of the average
density function ρ0(z). The second term is the connected part, which depends only on the
fluctuations around the average density.

3.3.2 Small s behavior: Decline

In the region of small values of s, which is referred to as the slope [19] or the decline, the main
contribution to SFF (s) comes from SFFd(s).

ScFF (s)disc = |Z(s)|2 , Z(s) =
1

L

∑
zi

eiszi (3.17)

The decline region of the scattering ScFF in a similar manner to the spectral one, is a result of
the bounded eigenvalue density. The precise power-law is determined by the edge of the density
function.

For a density ρ0(z) which takes the form of the Wigner semicircle law,

ρ0(z) =
1

2π

√
4− z2 (3.18)

the ensemble average of the partition function is given by

⟨Z(s)⟩SC =

∫ 2

−2
dzLρ0(z)e

−isz = L
J1(2s)

s
(3.19)
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where J1 is a Bessel function and we introduced a scale L. Therefore the ScFF decays for large
values of s in the decline region7 as

ScFF (s) ∼ 1

s3
. (3.20)

until ScFF (s) reaches a minimum called the ‘dip’. If on the other hand we take a constant
density ρ0(z) we get[41]

zi(s) ≃

∫ zimax
zimin

dzeisz

zmax − zmin
=

eiszmax − eiszmax

i(zmax − zmin)s
(3.21)

and then the decay of the ScFF in the decline region is according to

ScFF (s) ∼ 1

s2
(3.22)

Note that there are two scales at play here. We are discussing small s, yet the decay of s−2

or s−3 is in the range where ScFFd(s) can be expanded for large argument. This regions is seen
at small s compared with the characteristic scale introduced by L.

3.3.3 Plateau

In the large s domain, we start with the region of very large s. The average of ScFF(s) in the
limit of large s is given by

limS→∞
1

S

∫ S

0
dsScFF (s) (3.23)

If we assume no degeneracies of the various values of zi and we assume that only zi = zj
contribute to the sum, due to cancellations between random phases, it is obvious that

limS→∞
1

S

∫ S

0
ScFF (s) =

1

L
(3.24)

This is a universal behavior that follows from the discreteness and finiteness of the spectrum of
the zi eigenvalues.

3.3.4 Ramp

An important characteristic of chaotic behavior is the Ramp which describes evolution of the
form factor in the region that connects the decline at small values of s to the plateau at large
values of s. The RMFF, the spectral form factor of RMT, admits a ramp and so do systems
with chaotic spectra using the measure of the ratio of the spacings. Thus, one anticipates that
also the scattering form factor associated with chaotic scattering amplitudes will have a ramp
region in between the decline and the plateau.

Let us briefly review what a ramp behavior of the ScFF means in analogy to that of the
RMT.8.

7Large refers to values of s such that the asymptotic expansion of the Bessel function holds true, yet small
with respect to the ‘dip’ (at s ∼

√
L) and the ‘plateau’ (from s ∼ L), see below.

8Here we follow [19]
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The connected ScFF can be written as

ScFFc(s) =

∫
dz1dz2R2(z1, z2)e

is(z1−z2) R2(z1, z2) ≡ ⟨δρ(z1)δρ(z2)⟩ (3.25)

where R2(z1, z2) is the connected pair correlation function of the density of eigenvalues. In the
RMT near the center of the semi-cicle R2(z1, z2) is given by a negative sine kernel on top of a
delta function at coincident points.

R2(z1, z2) = −sin2[L(z1 − z2)]

[πL(z1 − z2)]2
1

πL
+ δ(z1 − z2) (3.26)

Inserting this into the expression for the connected ScFF we get

ScFFc(s) ∼

{
s

2πL2 s < 2L
1
πL s ≥ 2L

(3.27)

Comparing this result to the one in the decline we conclude that values of s at the dip and the
plateau points are approximately given by

sd ∼
√
L sp ∼ L (3.28)

We end with defining the notion of Scattering rigidity which is the analog of the spectral
rigidity [35]. Expanding the relevant action to quadratic order around the (large N) saddle
point one expects to find

δI = −L2

∫
dzdz′ρ(z)ρ(z′) log |z − z′| (3.29)

Fourier transforming the perturbations of the ‘eigenvalue’ density

δρ(z) =

∫
dkδ̃ρ(k)eikz (3.30)

one gets

δI =
L2

2

∫
dkδ̃ρ(k)

1

|k|
δ̃ρ(−k) (3.31)

which implies that the long-wavelength fluctuations of ρ are strongly suppressed. This is the
spectral rigidity of RMT and we expect that for chaotic scattering a similar behavior will take
place for the scattering rigidity.

3.3.5 Thermal version of the ScFF

The basic spectral form factor defined in (3.3) is a function of time and the temperature of the
system. In a similar manner one can define a “thermal” generalization of the scattering form
factor by elevating s ∈ R into a complex variable s− iβ̃. We can define the partition function

Z(β̃, s) =

L∑
i=1

e(is−β̃)zi (3.32)
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and the generalized ScFF

ScFF(β̃, s) =
|Z(β̃, s)|2

Z(β̃)2
=

1

Z(β̃)2

∑
i,j

e−β̃(zi+zj)eis(zi−zj) (3.33)

where β̃ is the inverse of the “scattering temperature”.
If we are considering an amplitude’s angular dependence, and s is interpreted as angular

momentum, then β̃ corresponds to a complexification of the angular momentum. This is a
common notion in studying scattering amplitudes, specifically in Regge theory.

3.3.6 Symmetry resolved ScFF

In [41] a variant of the spectral form factor was defined related to the time reversal invariance
of the ϕ4 theory. Our scattering amplitude is invariant under θ ↔ (π − θ). Thus we propose to
define the symmetry-resolved scattering form factors

ScFF++ = Z+(s)Z
∗
+(s) ScFF−− = Z−(s)Z

∗
−(s) (3.34)

and

ScFF+− =
1

2
(Z+(s)Z

∗
−(s) + Z−(s)Z

∗
+(s)) (3.35)

where

Z+(s) =
1

N+

∑
i+

eizi+s , Z−(s) =
1

N−

∑
i−

eizi−s (3.36)

are the partition functions in the even and odd sectors respectively. These form factors provide
additional information on the chaotic nature of scattering amplitudes.

4 SFF and ScFF for non-chaotic systems

For the sake of comparison and in order to acquire some familiarity with the spectral form factor

g(t, β̃) =

∣∣∣∣Z(β̃, t)

Z(β̃)

∣∣∣∣2 (4.1)

in some elementary context, we study two extremely simple (almost trivial) integrable systems:
the harmonic oscillator and the free open string. At the end, we will pass to consider the
scattering form factor for the (non-chaotic) 2-body decay of a massive higher spin particle into
scalars in order to gain some insights in the possible interpretation of the s and of its complex
”thermal” generalization to s′ = s + iβ̃. In the next section we will discuss in some detail the
first example of a scattering form factor for a chaotic process, the scattering in the leaky torus.

4.1 Harmonic oscillator

The free harmonic oscillator represents one simple case of non-chaotic system since it is well
known that there is a trivial correlation between the eigenvalues En = ω(n+ 1

2). The respective
SFF can be computed starting from the partition function of the system

Z(β̃, t) =

∞∑
n=0

e(it−β̃)ω(n+ 1
2
) =

1

2 sinh (β̃−it)ω
2

(4.2)
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and plugging it in the expression (3.33), with the result

g(t, β̃) =

∣∣∣∣∣Z(β̃, t)

Z(β̃)

∣∣∣∣∣
2

=

∣∣∣∣∣ sinh β̃ω
2

sinh (β̃−it)ω
2

∣∣∣∣∣
2

=
1

cos2 ωt
2 + sin2 ωt

2 coth2 ωβ̃
2

(4.3)

Following the normalization one can see that g(t=0, β̃)=1 while for asymptotically large t the
SFF oscillates between 1 for ωt = 2πn and 1/ coth2(β̃ω/2) for ωt = (2n + 1)π, on average in a
(half) period

⟨g(t, β̃)⟩T =
ω

π

∫ π
ω

0

dt

cos2 ωt
2 + sin2 ωt

2 coth2 ωβ̃
2

=
1

coth(β̃ω/2)
(4.4)

which is clearly extremely small for β̃ → 0 (high temperature) and yields 1 for β̃ → ∞ (low
temperature).

A variant of this (trivial) analysis is to set β̃ = 0 to start with and “regulate‘’ the sum
(partition function) by including only the first N levels and defining

g(t, β̃) =
1

N2

∣∣∣ZN (β̃ = 0, t)
∣∣∣2 = 1

N2

∣∣∣∣∣
N−1∑
n=0

e−inωt

∣∣∣∣∣
2

=
1

N2

sin2 Nωt
2

sin2 ωt
2

(4.5)

that oscillates between 1 (for ωt = 2nπ) and 0 for ωt = 2n′π
N with n′ ̸= kN .

As expected there is no sign of the typical features of a chaotic system. On the other hand,
by introducing by hand some “noise” to the spectrum of the harmonic oscillator spectrum, the
authors of [20] were able to argue for the onset of some form of chaotic behaviour even in this
elementary model.

4.2 Free open strings

Another perennially interesting example of a non-chaotic system we want to discuss is the free
open bosonic string9, with spectrum λn = n− 1 in units of α′=1.

The partition function of the system in d-dimensions is coded in

Z(β̃) =

∞∏
n=1

1

(1− e−β̃n)d
=

e−
β̃d
24

ηD(q=e−β̃)d
(4.6)

where ηD(q) is Dedekind eta function. The SFF can be computed from (3.33). AS a result one
gets

g(t, β̃) =

∣∣∣∣∣Z(β̃ + it)

Z(β̃)

∣∣∣∣∣
2

=

∣∣∣∣ ηD(q)
d

ηD(e
itq)d

∣∣∣∣2 (4.7)

where the variable q now can be expressed as

q̃ = e2πiτ = e2πi(τ1+iτ2) = e2πiτ1q (4.8)

In figure 6 one can see the plot of the SFF inside a period t ∈ [0, 2π] for various values of the
inverse temperature β̃.

9Without loss of generality we study the open bosonic string spectrum without considering the center of mass
zero modes and factoring out Chan-Paton factors since they are irrelevant in the present analysis.
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Figure 5: 3D Plot of the SFF of a one dimensional free open string according to 4.7.

Figure 6: SFF of a one dimensional free open string for fixed values of β̃.

Proceeding by analogy with the previous system, one can make the following identifications

2πτ1 = t , 2πτ2 = β̃ (4.9)

which translates, periodicity of the SFF under t → t+2π, and in general the modular properties
under

τ → τ + 1 , τ → −1/τ ; τ = τ1 + iτ2 =
t+ iβ̃

2π
(4.10)

reproducing the analog of the temperature inversion

β̃ → 1/β̃ , t → t/β̃ (4.11)

Notwithstanding the presence of many oscillations, yet with tiny amplitude, the SFF of the free
string (4.7) does not expose any of the desired features of a chaotic Hamiltonian system. In
fact the regularity of the oscillations of (4.7) at special rational values of the argument will have
a consequence (an additional “bump” structure) on the chaotic behavior of the ScFF for the
decay of a HESS into 2 tachyons that we will analyze later on.
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4.3 Decay of leading Regge trajectory states into two tachyons: Legendre
spectrum

As a warm up for the decay process of a generic highly excited string state into two tachyons,
let us consider the ScFF in a simple 2-body decay model in D = 3 + 1 dimensions.

Parametrizing the two-body decay amplitude of a spin ℓ boson of mass MH into 2 scalars of
mass M0 as

Aℓ(H; p1, p2) = gℓHµ1...µℓ
(p1 − p2)

µ1 . . . (p1 − p2)
µℓ (4.12)

with gℓ a dimensionful constant and Hµ1...µℓ
a totally symmetric, transverse (w.r.t. to P =

p1 + p2) and traceless tensor.
In the rest frame of the decaying boson

P = (M, 0) , p1 = (MH/2, p/2) , p2 = (MH/2,−p/2) (4.13)

with p2 = M2
H − 4M2

0 , the H tensor has only space-like components Hi1...iℓ and is symmetric
traceless. In terms of the unit vector ui = pi/p one can expand the amplitude in the basis of
spherical harmonic functions

Hi1...iℓu
i1 ...uiℓ =

+ℓ∑
m=−ℓ

CmYℓ,m(θu, ϕu) (4.14)

with the coefficients Cm depending on the chosen ‘polarization’ H. Focusing for istance on
the m = 0 component, the relevant spherical harmonic reduces to Yℓ,0(θu, ϕu) = Pℓ(cos θu) and
thinking of a highly excited state, one can study the large ℓ asymptotic behavior of such m = 0
component, which turns out to be

Pℓ(cos θ) ≈
√

θ

sin θ
J0

(
(ℓ+

1

2
)θ

)
≈
√

2

π sin θ
cos

(
(ℓ+

1

2
)θ − π

4

)
(4.15)

Barring the spurious singularity at θ = 0, which lies outside the region of valdity of the ap-
proximation, since Pn(1 = cos(0)) = 1 as suggested by the first equality, the zeros are given
by

θk = π
k + 1

4

ℓ+ 1
2

(4.16)

with k = 1, ...ℓ for θ in a single ‘period’ (0, π). Now, introducing z = θ/π ∈ (−1,+1) as the
analogue of the eigenvalues in the scattering context, one can apply (4.1) and compute the
scattering form factor to find

ScFF (s) =
1

ℓ2

1,ℓ∑
i,j

eis(zi−zj) =

∣∣∣∣∣1ℓ
ℓ∑

k=1

exp

(
is
k + 1/4

ℓ+ 1/2

)∣∣∣∣∣
2

=
sin2 ℓs

2(ℓ+1/2)

ℓ2 sin2 s
2(ℓ+1/2)

(4.17)

The result is compatible with the SFF of the Harmonic Oscillator (4.3), in fact with the identi-
fication

ωt = s/2(ℓ+ 1/2) (4.18)

one can see the precise correspondence of the HESS scattering form factor with the spectral form
factor of the harmonic oscillator. This specific case is illustrating a non chaotic scattering of
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special HESS i.e. those with ℓ = N (first Regge trajectory) whose maximal helicity component
corresponds to J = ℓ and minimal helicity to J = 0. The zero’s are regularly spaced and the
distribution of the (normalized) spacings δk = C(zk+1− zk) is peaked at δ = 1, whether one has
a single zero, like for maximal helicity J = ℓ whereby Yℓ,±ℓ(θ, ϕ = 0) = (sin θ)ℓ, or many like for
zero helicity J = 0 whereby Yℓ,0(θ, ϕ) = Pℓ(cos θ) is independent of ϕ.

The lesson we would like to learn from this elementary model of 2-body decay of massive
higher spin boson concerns the interpretation of s. Taking (logarithmic) derivatives with respect
to s or its complexification s′ = s + iβ̃ one expects to find some average z = θ/π. Given the
semi-classical (eikonal) relation

∂δ(E, J)

∂J
≈ ∂S

∂J
= ∆θ (4.19)

it is natural to think of s as some angular momentum or partial wave number that becomes
continuous in the large spin limit of a process. This should hold true in the chaotic process
involving highly excited string states with many different spin components which we will discuss
in section 6, as in the simple model with a single (possibly large) spin with several possible
projections that we just discussed.

5 ScFF of leaky torus as SFF of non-trivial zeroes of Riemann
zeta function

An extremely interesting model that displays chaotic behaviour is scattering on the leaky torus.
Originally proposed by Gutzwiller [42], the leaky torus geometry is constructed by taking the
two dimensional hyperbolic space with the metric

ds2 =
dx2 + dy2

y2
(5.1)

where we set radius to unity. One looks at the region, in the upper half plane y > 0, between the
geodesics (i) x = −1, (ii) x = 1, (iii) (x− 1

2)
2 + y2 = (12)

2, and (iv) (x+ 1
2)

2 + y2 = (12)
2. Then,

identifying boundary (i) with (iii) and (ii) with (iv), the result is a torus with a cusp point at
infinity.

The scattering in this setting involves sending an incoming free wave from y = ∞ and
measuring the phase shift of the outgoing wave at some finite y = y0 > 0. The phase shift is
found to be exactly

S(k) ≡ eiδ(k) =
π−ikΓ(12 + ik)ζ(1 + 2ik)

π+ikΓ(12 − ik)ζ(1− 2ik)
(5.2)

where k =
√
2E is the momentum of the incoming wave.10

The Wigner time delay function is given in general by the determinant of the logarithmic
derivative of the S-matrix, which here reduces to11

T (k) ≡ dδ(E)

dE
=

1

k

dδ(k)

dk
(5.3)

10The standard convention for partial waves is Sℓ(E) = e2iδℓ(E). For consistency with the original references
we absorb the factor of 2 into δ(k).

11We mostly follow chapter 8 of [43].

21



Figure 7: The function τfl(k), displaying erratic behavior as a succession of resonances at zeta
function zeros. One can plot any range of k to see similar fluctuations, yet without ever repeating
exactly. Vertical lines are located at the zeros of the Riemann zeta, zn = 1

2 + 2ikn.

It is given explicitly by T (k) ≡ 1
kτ(k) with

τ(k) = 4
(
log(2π)− 1− γ

2

)
− 1

1
4 + k2

+
∑
kn>0

1

(14)
2 + k2n

+

+
∑
kn>0

(
1

(14)
2 + (k + kn)2

+
1

(14)
2 + (k − kn)2

)
(5.4)

where the sum runs over the non-trivial zeroes of the zeta function, zn = 1
2 +2ikn. The term of

the second line comes from the fluctuating part of S(k) (involving only the zeta function), an it
is given as a succession of resonances located at the zeta function zeros k = kn, all having the
same residue and width.

Looking at the fluctuating part of the function,

eiδfl(k) ≡ ζ(1 + 2ik)

ζ(1− 2ik)
, τfl(k) =

dδfl(k)

dk
(5.5)

one can see that it has peaks almost exactly at the zeta function zeros (see figure 7), with some
small deviations when two neighboring resonances overlap. As a result, the spacings between
successive peaks in τ(k) will follow closely the Wigner-Dyson distribution of the GUE.12

Let us then revisit the distribution of non-trivial zeros of the zeta function, being the solutions
of

ζ(
1

2
+ iyn) = 0 (5.6)

To see the distribution of spacings, first we use the average density function, which is known to
be

ρ(y) =
1

2π
log

y

2π
(5.7)

12In [10] and our [12], the closely related functions Φ(k) ≡ Im [ζ(1+2ik)]
Re[ζ(1+2ik)]

= tan δfl(k)
2

and F(k) ≡ dΦ
dk

=
τfl(k)

2 cos2[
δfl(k)

2
]
were considered instead of τ(k) itself. In [12] we considered the zeros of F(k) instead of locations of

poles of τ(k), introducing some deviations from the GUE distribution of spacings of the latter.
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Figure 8: SFF computed from (unfolded) zeta function zeros. The left figure is an ensemble
average over 2000 sets of L = 100 eigenvalues each. The right is conversely an average over 100
sets of 2000 eigenvalues each. Both match the linear ramp that is the GUE prediction.

and we define the unfolded spectrum using the cumulative density

λn ≡ I(yn) =
yn
2π

(
log

yn
2π

− 1
)

(5.8)

It is well known that the spacings δn ≡ λn+1 − λn follow the GUE distribution, and as such the
zeta function was an object of interest from the early days of quantum chaos [44].

The SFF for the zeta function is intimately related to Montgomery’s pair correlation con-
jecture [45], which states that, assuming the Riemann hypothesis to be correct, the two point
correlation function for zeros on the critical line is

R2(r) = 1− sin2(πr)

π2r2
(5.9)

A Fourier transform of this function gives the GUE SFF of eq. (2.24). In fact, the Mont-
gomery conjecture was the first argument establishing a connection between the zeta function
and random matrices.

There are infinitely many zeros of the zeta function. We can plot the SFF for a finite
sample of them. To mimic the usual ensemble averaging process, we take the list of the first
2,001,052 zeros given in [46], unfold it, split it into sets of L eigenvalues each, and then pick at
random a sample of such sets to average over. The result of this process is that the spacings
are distributed as in GUE, and the SFF closely follows the GUE prediction (figure 8). There
is however a big fluctuation at the end of the linear ramp/the beginning of the plateau section.
The most reasonable explanation is that it is an effect of the finiteness of the sample.13

The ScFF for the leaky torus is seen to be simply that of the GUE, as the SFF of the Riemann
zeta function zeros. It is known that the larger class of mathematical L-functions generalizing
the zeta function have connections to random matrix theory [47], and it would be interesting to
consider them in conjunction with various generalizations of the leaky torus that have already
been studied [43].

13Similar “eternal” ramps were seen in [20]. Once reduced to finite range, they generate wild fluctuations.
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6 ScFF for string amplitudes

The scattering amplitudes of highly excited string (HES) states in open bosonic string theory
were argued in [9,11] to display erratic behavior. In [13] we carried out a detailed analysis of the
spacing ratios of peaks in these amplitudes and have shown that they display RMT statistics.

In this section, we will continue the analysis of chaos in string scattering amplitudes using
the ScFF to further examine the emerging statistics.

Specifically, we will be concerned here with the simplest process involving HES states: the 3-
point scattering (2-body decay) amplitude of a single HES state Hh

N and two scalars (tachyons)
φ1,2, which is a function of one angle:

A(Hh
N , φ1, φ2) ≡ Ah

N (α) (6.1)

The chaos is displayed as erratic behavior in this angular dependence.

The HES state is constructed using the formalism of Del Giudice-Di Vecchia-Fubini (DDF)
[48]. We will briefly review only the key points before writing the form of the amplitude. More
details on the DDF method and the computation of the amplitude are found in [9, 49].

In the DDF approach, the HES state is constructed by scattering h photons on a probe
tachyon of momentum p̃. These photons each have a polarization vector λi and a momentum
niq with integer ni, and they are on-shell: q2 = 0 and λ · q = 0. Formally, one constructs the
vertex operator of the HES from the DDF operators,

Ai
n(q) =

∮
dz

2π
∂XieinqX (6.2)

Then, a general HES state is given by acting with the DDF (creation) operators on the vacuum
(tachyon):

|H⟩ =

(
h∏

i=1

λi ·A−ni

)
|0; p̃⟩ (6.3)

We will also take for simplicity all the DDF photons to have the same circular polarization, i.e.
λi = λ with λ2 = 0. In this case, the angle α in the HES-tachyon-tachyon amplitude is the one
between the momentum of one of the outgoing tachyons and the momentum q.

While any excited string state can be written in the form (6.3), the choice of identical
polarizations of the photons restricts us to a specific sector, which nevertheless still represents a
large number of “generic” string states. The HES states constructed this way can be written as

|Hh
N ⟩ =

N∏
n=1

(
λ ·A−n(q)

)gn |0, p̃⟩ (6.4)

and are characterized only by a choice {gn} of an integer partition of N , satisfying

N =
N∑

n=1

ngn , h =
N∑

n=1

gn (6.5)

Now N is precisely the level of the state, meaning that its mass is M2 = (N − 1)/α′, and h is
the helicity of the state.
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The amplitude is14

Ah
N (α) = (sinα)h

N∏
n=1

(
sin(πn cos2

α

2
)
Γ(n cos2 α

2 )Γ(n sin2 α
2 )

Γ(n)

)gn

(6.6)

It has been recently established that the distribution of the minima and maxima in this
amplitude for a generic partitions of N is chaotic [9, 11, 13, 50]. These points are located at the
zeros of the logarithmic derivative of the amplitude:

F h
N (α) ≡

d logAh
N (α)

dα
, F h

N (α) = 0 ⇒ {αk} (6.7)

The distribution of zeros {αk} is connected to the complexity of the HES state. Since all
string states can be constructed with DDF operators, it is natural to study the behavior of the

zeros {α(ℓ)
k } with respect to the ensemble generated within this approach, including the spin

degeneracy of the HES states.

The number of states, i.e. the total number of partitions of N , is known to asymptote to

pN ≈ 1

4
√
3N

eC
√
N , C ≡ 2π√

6
(6.8)

at large N . The fraction of partitions of fixed length (helicity h) is asymptotically given by a
Gumbel distribution [51], i.e. according to the doubly exponential probability distribution

dN (h) =
1

ν
exp

(
−h− µ

ν
− e−

h−µ
ν

)
(6.9)

with the parameters µ, ν scaling as µ ∼
√
N logN and ν ∼

√
N . More precisely the distribution

is centered around

⟨h⟩ ∼ 1

C

√
N logN (6.10)

which makes this the “typical helicity” of a randomly chosen string state at level N .

So, at level N and fixed h, there is a set of amplitudes {Ah
N (α)}dN (h), each with its own

“spectrum” of zeros {α(ℓ)
k }dN (h). The total number of states grows exponentially in

√
N , and

the helicities of the vast majority of the states are in a window of size ∼
√
N around the typical

value of
√
N logN .

For a state at any fixed N the distribution of the zeros is sensitive to the value of h. One
can make the following general observations:

a) h = 1 there is no ensemble because there is only one set of zeros, and the distribution of

{α(ℓ)
k }dN (1) is close to the Wigner semicircle with radius R = 1.3 with the center located

at π/2

PDF ({α(1)
k })

∣∣∣
h=1

≃ π

2R2

√
R2 −

(
x− π

2

)2
(6.11)

b) h > 1 the distribution of the zeros deviates from the Wigner semicircle randomly spreading
out.

14Here we omit constant factors and write only the part that depends on the angle.
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For example in order to fix the notation one can analyze the first non trivial case with
spin degeneracy at level N = 4, whereby

(N,h) ⇒ {ngn} ⇒ F
{ngn}
N=4 (α) (6.12)

The sets of zeros are classified as follows

– h = 4: there is one set of zeros {α(ℓ)
k }d4(4) because d4(4) = 1 and it is relative to

F h=4
N=4(α) ⇒ F

(14)
4 (α) (6.13)

– h = 3 there is one set of zeros, d4(3) = 1, with {α(ℓ)
k }d4(3) according to:

F h=3
N=4(α) ⇒ F

(12,21)
4 (α) (6.14)

– h = 2 there are two sets of zeros, d4(2) = 2, so there is an ensemble of two elements

{α(ℓ)
k }d4(2) =

{
{α(1)

k }d4(2), {α
(2)
k }d4(2)

}
(6.15)

according to

F h=2
N=4(α) ⇒ {F (11,31)

4 (α), F
(22)
4 (α)} (6.16)

– h = 1 there is one set of zeros, d4(1) = 1, with {α(ℓ)
k }d4(1) according to:

F h=1
N=4(α) ⇒ F

(41)
4 (α) (6.17)

c) 1 < h < N : Large range where the distribution of zeros is non-trivial. This is the range
in which we will focus our following analysis.

d) h ≈ N . The single state with h = N is the state on the leading Regge trajectory. There
are no zeros in the amplitude and no distribution to speak of. For h ≈ N , there are only
a few zeros per state and the distribution of zeros tends to become trivial.

For each of the cases described above, one can define the “scattering partition function”

associated to any set of zeros {α(ℓ)
k }dN (h) as

Zscatt(β̃) = Trαk
(e−β̃α̂) =

∑
k

e−β̃αk (6.18)

it defines the spectrum of zeros associated to the scattering amplitude.
Finally given the scattering partition function one can introduce the ensemble averaged

scattering form factor

ScFF(s) ≡ 1

dN (h)

dN (h)∑
ℓ=1

∑
n,m

eis(α
(ℓ)
n −α

(ℓ)
m ) (6.19)

in analogy with (chaotic) Hamiltonian systems.
Since the number of zeros of the given amplitude scales linearly in N . To see their associated

distributions, we will need to collect many zeros for different states. We carry out the statistical
analysis in two complementary ways:
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1. By using samples of many different states of intermediate N and perform the ensemble
averaging. The samples we take will have many different partitions of N , with h always
close to its most likely value (maximum of the Gumbel distribution) to represent generic
states at that level. The range of N will be from 100, where we begin to see good agree-
ment with RMT, to 1600. With a large enough sample we can perform reliable ensemble
averaging. This analysis is similar to the one carried out in [13].

2. By using smaller samples of large N , where we have several thousand eigenvalues per state
and we can begin to see the distributions even for a single amplitude of a any given string
state. For this we take N from 10,000 to 40,000, with one or a few states per each N .15

6.1 Eigenvalue density and unfolding the spectrum

Our previous analysis in [12,13] focused on the spacing ratios, which are argued to be insensitive
to the procedure of unfolding the spectrum. However, for the computation of the ScFF and its
comparison with RMT predictions it is preferable to use the unfolded spectrum, and the HTT
amplitude has some features that we need to examine more closely for a precise analysis. In
particular the eigenvalue density is such that the results are in fact sensitive to the unfolding
procedure, which is highly non-trivial for the case at hand.

As a function of z = cos2 α
2 , the amplitude can be written as

A(z) =
(
z(1− z)

)h
2

N∏
n=1

(
(1− nz)n−1

(n− 1)!

)gn

(6.20)

To locate the peaks of A(z), we study its logarithmic derivative,

F(z) ≡ d

dz
logA (6.21)

A very simple calculation yields

F(z) =
h

2

(
1

z
+

1

z − 1

)
+

N∑
n=1

n−1∑
k=1

gn

z − k
n

(6.22)

which is a superposition of simple poles, located at the zeros of the amplitude. All of the poles
have a positive residue, and so for real z the function F(z) is monotonously increasing between
two subsequent poles. Therefore, between each pair of poles there is a zero of F .

We can then count the number of zeros by counting the number of poles. This number is
equal to the number of unique fractions of the form k

n , where n is any number that appears
in the partition, and k = 1, . . . n − 1. We count the two poles at z = 0 and 1 separately.
Then the number of zeros is equal to the number of poles minus one. This poses an interesting
mathematical counting problem, which we examine in more detail in appendix A. We can see
that for unconstrained partitions of large N , accounting for the statistical properties of integer
partitions, the average number of zeros of F is approximately given by 0.44N . Across different
partitions of N , the number of zeros is distributed around that value.

15All the numbers here were chosen mostly from considerations of computation time, since there is nothing else
preventing us from taking larger samples or accessing larger N .
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The sets {zn} of zeros of F , which will act as our random matrix eigenvalue spectra, have
some extra structure compared with RMT spectra. It is obvious from the form of F(z), that
the points of the form z = k/n (with gn ̸= 0) can never be zeros of F . This means that points
like z = 1

2 ,
1
3 ,

1
4 ,

2
3 , and similar fractions with small denominators are poles for virtually any

partition of N that we choose, and consequently can never be zeros. These points can be said
to repel eigenvalues, as is visible in a plot of the eigenvalue density across a sample of different
states (figure 9). The eigenvalue density becomes zero at these special points.

One can choose to focus on sectors in the spectrum away from special points like 1
2 and

1
3 , in the same way as one may try to focus on the center of the spectrum to minimize edge
effects in random matrix theory. However, as we increase N more small n’s are likely to appear
in the partition,16 and the number of repulsive points grows so that we are never free of this
phenomenon: all eigenvalues are near some pole.

The usual procedure of unfolding the spectrum can help resolve this issue, or at least minimize
its effect. We start with a measurement of the eigenvalue density ρ(z), defined by counting the
number of eigenvalues N(z) in some interval (z, z+∆z) and setting ρ(z) = N(z)/∆z. Then, we
define the cumulative distribution I(z) = L

∫ z
0 dz′ρ(z′). The presence of zeros in ρ(z) means that

I(z) will have some flat regions, which will not be modeled by a simple formula. For instance,
if we were to fit I(z) to a polynomial, we would lose this crucial detail and distort the resulting
spectra. The best solution is to define I(z) empirically.

Under normal circumstances, that is with a density ρ(z) with no special repulsive points,
the distribution of spacing ratios is not sensitive to the unfolding. The simple argument is that
if we denote the unfolded spacing ratios by rn and the ratios of the spacings before unfolding

as r
(0)
n , then typically we could assume that I(z) and ρ(z) change slowly enough on the scale of

⟨δz⟩ such that

rn ≡ I(zn+2)− I(zn+1)

I(zn+1)− I(zn)
≈ ρ(zn+1)(zn+2 − zn+1)

ρ(zn)(zn+1 − zn)
≈ r(0)n (6.23)

We cannot expect this to work anymore for a density that can go to zero for certain values of
z.

To further complicate matters, there are many points which appear as pole only in some
fraction of the partitions, in which case they will not be totally repellent in the average eigenvalue
density. This means that the distribution in each string state would have deviations from the
average eigenvalue density. We will see that, when taking a sample of many states at the same
N , using the measured average eigenvalue density to unfold will introduce some deviations of
the resulting spectra from the RMT predictions. In particular we see an unexpected “bump”
in the ScFF, as will be elaborated in the next section, and a deviation from the Wigner-Dyson
distribution for the unfolded spacings, even when the distribution for spacing ratios agrees well
with the RMT. These points seem to be resolved when going to very large N , where we have
enough points per state that we can proceed to measure the eigenvalue density for a single state.

One of the new results of the present analysis is that the distribution of spacing ratios for
the string amplitudes is sensitive to unfolding, and that we find a result much closer to the CUE
(equivalently, GUE) predictions after unfolding. In [13] it was observed that without unfolding
the distribution of spacing ratios for the HTT amplitude is a β-ensemble distribution (eq. (2.9))
with β → 1.7 for large N . Now we find that the unfolding increases the best-fit value of β such
that the asymptotic value at large N is near the CUE value of β = 2. In the next subsection

16The probability for any n to appear in a partition of N is known and is written here in appendix A.

28



we will discuss the ScFF’s computed from the same eigenvalues, and see that they also suggest
a distribution close to CUE with some deviations and new effects.

To illustrate the points discussed above, we plot in figure 9 the eigenvalue density, in figure
10 an example of the spectrum before and after unfolding, and in figure 11 the distributions of
spacings and spacing ratios. In table 1 we list the values of ⟨r̃n⟩ and β before and after unfolding,
to compare with those found in [13], and show the improved agreement with CUE (and GUE).

Figure 9: Top: Eigenvalues are repelled from special points on the circle, where z = cos2 α
2 =

k/n. The strength of the repulsion depends on the number of times any multiple of n appears in
a partition of N . The special points are drawn here with the sizes of the circles to scale with the
number the points appear as poles in amplitudes for random partitions of N = 1200. Bottom-
left: Histogram for the average density of eigenvalues for a sample of 2000 random partitions of
N = 1200, with visible gaps at the special points. The cumulative density (bottom-right) is a
series of constant slopes with flat regions near zeros of ρ(z).

6.2 ScFF for the string three point amplitude

After performing the unfolding of the “spectrum” of zn, the locations of the peaks of the HTT
amplitude, we can compute the ScFF.

We will do it separately for “intermediate” N ∼ 100–1000, and very large N ∼ 10000, since
the analysis requires different strategies for in the two cases.

6.2.1 Ensemble averaging for intermediate N

Since the unfolding procedure and the ScFF are sensitive to the size of the matrices (number
of eigenvalues), we pick many states of the string at a given mass level N with fixed number
of eigenvalues L. This number depends in a highly non-trivial way on the partition of N , but
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Figure 10: Part of the spectrum for a single state at N = 1200 before (left) and after (right)
unfolding. In particular, the left plot shows a strong repulsion from z = 1

3 , with smaller gaps at
2
7 and 3

10 . The unfolding has the overall effect of closing the gaps in this distribution to expose
the underlying RMT structure of the spacings.

Before unfolding After unfolding

N ⟨r̃⟩ β ⟨r̃⟩ β

400 0.599 1.98 0.620 2.36

800 0.591 1.82 0.612 2.19

1200 0.590 1.78 0.611 2.16

1600 0.588 1.74 0.610 2.12

Table 1: Results from the distribution for spacing ratios before and after unfolding. The spacing
ratios are sensitive to the unfolding procedure, which brings the distribution at large N close to
the expected CUE (⟨r̃⟩ = 0.603, β = 2). See figure 11 for plots of the distribution.

it is easy to compute for any given partition. It has a distribution around an average value of
⟨L⟩ ≈ 0.44N .

To prepare a sample, we draw many partitions of N at random, and select only those that
have a fixed number of eigenvalues 2L. We pick this number to be near the average/most likely
value for a random partition, 2L = 9

20N . Then, we calculate the locations of zn for each state
in the sample. Since there is a symmetry of the amplitude taking z → 1 − z (α → π − α), we
take only the first half of the spectrum with 0 < zn < 1

2 , and the number of eigenvalues we use
is what we denote L.

We use the measured aggregate eigenvalue density to unfold the obtained spectra as described
in the previous section. Then we can compute the ScFF for each state and perform the ensemble
averaging by summing over the many states in our random sample.

The resulting ScFFs are plotted in figures 12 (logarithmic scale) and 13 (connected part,
linear scale). We see the classic universal features of chaotic systems: decline to a dip, a linear
ramp, and eventually a plateau, consistent with RMT, with some modifications.

There is a marked linear ramp with a slope consistent with CUE, but at early times there is
a noticeable “bump” before the ramp. Figure 12 shows that there in fact four distinct regions:
dip, bump, ramp, plateau, each happening at a different time.

Furthermore, the ramp begins at a later time and appears to be shifted by a constant. Using
the same notation as in section 2.3, the ramp appears to have the form

r2(τ) ≈ τ −∆τ (6.24)

30



Figure 11: Distribution of spacing ratios r̃n before (top-left) and after unfolding (top-right)
for N = 1200. The fitted distribution (solid black line) goes from β = 1.78 to 2.16. The red
dashed line is the GUE/CUE prediction. On the other hand, the distribution of the spacings δn
(bottom), is still not the usual Wigner-Dyson distribution even after the unfolding.
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instead of being simply r2(τ) = τ . There is a delay time shifting the ramp and the plateau by
∆τ ≈ 0.12–0.15.

It is difficult to measure precisely the slope of the ramp from the results of figure 13. As
noted in section 2.3, we expect at small times a linear ramp in the connected part of the ScFF
that goes like 2τ/β, but here this region is dominated by the bump structure. At later times,
the ramp is linear (consistent with CUE), or slightly concave (β < 2). The best overall fit seems
to be taking the modified linear formula with the shift ∆τ . The N dependence is weak in the
range examined (400–1600).

In the following subsection, we show that the bump can be eliminated when considering
much larger N , when we have much larger sets of eigenvalues per state, and can account for the
specific structure of the state considered when unfolding.

Figure 12: ScFF for the HTT amplitude for unfolded eigenvalues on a logarithmic scale, showing
four distinct regions: decline, bump, ramp and plateau.

6.2.2 ScFF and spacing ratio analysis at very large N

For very large N ∼ 10000, we have enough data from any single amplitude of a generic HES
state with two tachyons to compute the distribution of spacings of peaks and the corresponding
ScFF. We can see that they display all the features of chaotic systems.

Recall that the number of poles in the amplitude is equal to the number of eigenvalues
plus one, and that the placement of these poles is dependent on the integers n that appear in
the partition defining the string state. While the number of poles is always linear in N , their
placements can be very different for different partitions of N , and with large N many different
values of n can appear in different partitions. As argued above this introduces a sensitivity of
the results to the precise unfolding process.

We have collected results for the spectra of N = 10000 (3 states), 20000 (3 states), and 40000

(a single state). The values of the helicity are fixed to the most likely value at h ≈
√
6

2π

√
N logN .

We do not fix the number of eigenvalues L, so this varies slightly for each state and is around
2L ≈ N/2 for the states considered.

For each given state, we compute the positions of the peaks of the amplitude, from it we
obtain the eigenvalue density empirically and unfold the spectrum. For the resulting spectra we
check the distributions of spacings and spacing ratios and compute the ScFF. We see that when
the spectra are unfolded for each state with its own density function, the “bump” in the ScFF
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Figure 13: Connected part of the ScFF for the HTT amplitude for unfolded eigenvalues, com-
puted over a sample of 2000 states with fixed L at each level N . The blue points are the ScFF,
the red line is their time average. The result is compared with a (delayed) linear ramp with the
CUE slope (black line).

disappears, and we see the classic dip-ramp-plateau structure. See figure 14.

There is still a time delay before the linear ramp. See figure 15. The ramp fits best the
linear formula

r2(τ) =
τ −∆τ

τp −∆τ
(6.25)

The apparent linearity of the ramp suggests the best agreement is with CUE, though we need to
introduce by hand the delay time ∆τ ≈ 0.1 and shift the plateau to τ = τp ≈ 0.9, which rescales
the τ variable and the slope of the ramp. In any case, a linear ramp fits the results better than
any β-ensemble with value different from 2.

Finally, the distributions of spacings and spacing ratios for the three states at N = 20000 can
be seen in figure 16. We plot the results against the CUE formulas (Wigner-Dyson distribution).
There are deviations, but the spacings show better agreement than for the lower N states
examined before. We expect the agreement to improve when taking more states at this level
and subjecting them to the same analysis.
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Figure 14: Results for the ScFF on a logarithmic scale computed from three states of N = 20, 000
and h = 519. In the top figure, each state had its spectrum unfolded using its own eigenvalue
density function, and then the three ScFF were averaged. In the bottom figures are displayed for
comparison the results for the spectra without unfolding (left), and the spectra when unfolded
with a single average density function computed by aggregating the results of the three chosen
states (right). These display a “bump” before the ramp.

Figure 15: Connected part of the ScFF for three states of N = 20000 (each unfolded separately),
and one state of N = 40000. We compare with the CUE prediction (solid black line), and a
linear ramp with a time delay and shift (yellow line).
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Figure 16: Distributions for the spacings δn and the ratios r̃n for three states of N = 20000 (each
unfolded separately before combining the results). The results agree with the CUE prediction
(dashed red line).

7 Summary

We have introduced the concept of a “scattering form factor” (ScFF), dubbed in consonance
with the celebrated spectral form factor (SFF), and proposed it as a novel useful indicator for
the chaotic behavior of scattering amplitudes, to be used in conjunction with the distribution
of spacings of peaks as proposed in [12,13].

We have spelled out the main properties of the ScFF, and illustrated them in several instances
of integrable models, and the two examples of chaotic scattering: the Gutzwiller leaky torus and
the scattering amplitudes of highly excited string (HES) states.

We have refined our analysis of the chaotic behaviour of two-body decays of HES states
at tree level for open bosonic strings. In particular, by unfolding the spectrum of eigenvalues,
which are the zeros of the logarithmic derivative of the amplitude, we have found a behaviour
very close to the one of GUE/CUE with a best fit of β around 2. On top of this we have found
a “bump” after the decline that we interpreted as due to the presence of repulsive points in the
angular spectrum, where F has poles and cannot have zeros. However we have shown that this
bump structure disappears after the correct unfolding of the spectrum.

Let us elaborate further on these repulsive points. They owe their presence to the extreme
regularity of the free string spectrum and possibly to its large degeneracy at fixed level. Turning
on interactions we expect the states at level N to spread around and acquire imaginary parts
in their masses to be associated to their width, i.e. their finite life-time, so that the repulsive
points would be less or even non-repulsive. This is reminiscent of “scar states” that correspond
to integrable trajectories present in some chaotic models [23, 26]. These seem to violate the
Eigenstate Thermalization Hypotesis [52] and thus give rise to ‘echos’ or revivals in observables
that can be approximated by the SFF or our ScFF depending on the context. We plan to come
back to this point in the future.

We end on a few comments and observations. First, a similar analysis can be performed
for different observables other than the angular distribution. In fact the distribution of the
eigen-phases of the S-matrix for Compton-like scattering of low-mass probes off HES states for
open and closed bosonic strings at tree level has been considered recently in [28].

Second, the additional features, e. g. the ‘bump’, that we found (in string decays) and dispose
of by unfolding the spectrum may disappear after including gs corrections to the spectrum that
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would shift the poles and remove all or part of the exponential degeneracy dN ∼ eC
√
N at large

N . A quantitative analysis of this effect is well beyond of the present investigation but it is
tempting to speculate that RMT would play a significant role in this endeavour, very much as
in the spectrum of nuclear resonances as shown by Wigner.

There are plenty of open questions related to the novel proposal of the scattering form factor
and its applications. Here we list few of them:

• The map of certain characteristic properties of chaotic spectra to those associated with
decays and scattering processes raises a broader question regarding the mapping of gen-
eral S-matrix properties to those associated with Hamiltonians of physical systems. In
particular one should pursue a more rigorous understanding of the ScFF variable s that
replaces the time in the SFF and that we argued to be associated to (complexified) angular
momentum or partial wave (when the angular dependence of an amplitude is considered).

• The set of characteristic features of RMT are not only the eigenvalues of the random
matrices but also the corresponding eigenvectors. Both the ratios of the spacings and the
form factors are based only on the former and not on the latter. Relating the eigenvectors
of the random matrices and the values of the scattering amplitudes at their maxima points
is an obvious task for the correspondence between chaotic scattering amplitudes and RMT,
and is important in the context of the famous eigenstate thermalization hypothesis. The
spectra of certain (chaotic) QFTs were examined in this view in [53] and [41] and were
found to be problematic.

• In [12,13] and in the present paper we have proposed quantitative measures for the chaotic
behavior of HES decays and scattering processes, however the mechanism that yields this
type of behavior is still to be deciphered. In particular the transition from non-chaotic
behavior for small values of N and h (or for h ∼ N) to a chaotic one for large values of N
and generic h, requires further study.

• We have shown that the ScFF of the phase shifts associated with the leaky torus is in
one to one correspondence with the SFF (or function-zero FF) built from the zeros of the
Riemann zeta function. The case of the leaky torus can be generalized to other topologies
and geometries and one could speculate that these could correspond to generalizations of
the Riemann zeta function.

• We have observed a “bump” in the ScFF that generically does not exist in the spectral
case since it can be disposed of by unfolding the spectrum. We also conjectured that this
novel phenomenon follows from the voids in the spectrum of the peaks of the scattering
amplitudes, which exists because at certain angles the amplitude is zero and cannot have
a peak. It will be interesting to look for bumps or similar deviations from standard chaotic
behaviour in other scattering processes, in the form factors associated with spectra of other
Hamiltonian systems, to zeros of other mathematical functions, or to find their analogies
in RMT ensembles other than the standard ones.
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A Integer partitions and structure of peaks in the HES decay
amplitude

To restate the problem we want to address here (introduced in the main text in section 6.1), the
number of peaks of the amplitude of one HES with two tachyons, or number of eigenvalues of
the corresponding random scattering matrix, depends on the state discussed, i.e. on the specific
partition of the level N .

It is equal to one plus the total number of unique fractions of the form k
n , where n is one of

the numbers that appear in the partition, and k = 1, 2, . . . n− 1.
A partition is represented as a list {gn}, n = 1, 2, . . . N , where gn is the number of times that

n occurs in the partition. There is a well-known result [54] for the asymptotic distributions of
{gn} for large N , namely that each gn has the geometric distribution

P (gn = k) = (1− pn)
kpn (A.1)

with the parameter

pn = 1− exp

(
− nπ√

6N

)
(A.2)

This is correct on the sets of {gn} satisfying the basic constraint that each set represents a
partition of N :

∑
n ngn = N .17

The parameter pn is also equal to the probability that the number n appear at least once in
a partition. Therefore the expectation value of gn in a partition of N is

⟨gn⟩N =
1− pn
pn

=
1

enπ/
√
6N − 1

(A.3)

which we immediately recognize as a Bose-Einstein distribution with energy levels εn = nπ and
temperature T =

√
6N .

17This distribution is also the basis of the probabilistic algorithm that we used to generate random partitions
of large N (see [55] for the original reference, and appendix D of our previous paper [13] for the details of
implementation.
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Now, the probability that a certain pole zi appear in F is as follows. If zi is given in its
irreducible form zi = k/q, and mq = ⌊N/q⌋, the probability that zi = k/q will appear is the
probability that any multiple of q will appear at least once in the partition. It is equal to

p̃q = 1−
mq∏
k=1

(
1− e

− kqπ√
6N

)
(A.4)

For a given n the number of fractions of the form z = k/n, k = 1, . . . n−1, that are irreducible
exactly matches the definition of φ(n), Euler’s totient function which counts how many integers
smaller than n are co-prime to n.

If a number n appears in a partition, then it will necessarily contribute φ(n) new poles to
F , and therefore the expected number of zeroes for a partition of N is

⟨Number of zeros⟩ = 1 +
N∑

n=1

φ(n)p̃n (A.5)

At large N this asymptotes to ≈ 0.44 × N . This can also be verified by the experiment of
computing the average number of zeros over a random sample of many partitions of N .

We illustrate the probabilities in figure 17.

B Low levels spin decomposition

To get an idea of the origin of chaotic behavior in the HES amplitudes, we can decompose the
HTT amplitude (6.6) in terms of the associated Legendre polynomials, Pm

l ≡ Pl,m, to get their
spin decomposition.

For a state with given N and h, because h is the helicity of the state, the decomposition is
in terms of Ps,h(cosα) with the spin s naturally constrained to be h ≤ s ≤ N .

Recall also that we have chosen a specific subset of excited states that can be constructed
in the DDF approach using only photons with the same circular polarization λ2 = 0, and that
the angle of an outgoing tachyon α is defined relatively to the direction of the DDF photon’s
momentum.

For small N , we can do it for all partitions easily. There is a common factor to all amplitudes,
so lets define for each partition

Ã =
(−1)N (2N − 1)!!

πh
A (B.1)

with the double factorial (2N − 1)!! = 1× 3× 5× 7× . . .× (2N − 1).

Representing a partition of N = n1 + n2 + . . .+ nh as the list of {ni}, we write the decom-
position

Ã =

N∑
s=h

csPs,h (B.2)

below for each partition, for the first few levels:

• For N = 1,

{1} = P1,1

38



Figure 17: Left: plot of p̃n as a function of n for different values of N , showing the probability
that z = k/n is a pole in an amplitude of that level. The horizontal lines are drawn at p = 1

2
and 1

10 . Right: plot of p̃n as a function of n for N = 20000, showing the expected number of
poles that each contributes to an amplitude for a random partition of N .
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• For N = 2,

{1, 1} = P2,2

{2} = P2,1

• For N = 3,

{1, 1, 1} = P3,3

{2, 1} = P3,2

{3} =
3

2
P1,1 +

9

4
P3,1

• For N = 4,

{1, 1, 1, 1} = P4,4

{2, 1, 1} = P4,3

{2, 2} = 5P2,2 + 2P4,2

{3, 1} =
5

4
P2,2 +

9

4
P4,2

{4} =
25

3
P2,1 + 8P4,1

• For N = 5,

{1, 1, 1, 1, 1} = P5,5

{2, 1, 1, 1} = P5,4

{2, 2, 1} = 7P3,3 + 2P5,3

{3, 1, 1} =
9

4
P5,3

{3, 2} =
63

4
P3,2 +

27

4
P5,2

{4, 1} = 7P3,2 + 8P5,2

{5} =
495

16
P1,1 +

875

16
P3,1 +

625

16
P5,1

The amplitude of the partition with h = N is always PN,N , and likewise the single state with
h = N − 1 is just PN,N−1. For the partition {N} with h = 1, the last term is always

{N} = . . .+

(
N

2

)N−1

PN,1

There is also a constraint, such that only even (odd) spins appear for even (odd) N . All
coefficients turn out to be positive for the lowest levels, but going to larger N we see that for
some partitions, we get negative coefficients as well, only for some of the partitions.

We have attempted to study the distribution of the coefficients in this decomposition for
higher N , but it remains an open question how one can extract additional data from it on the
origin and nature of chaotic behavior in the HTT amplitude.

40



References

[1] G. Festuccia and H. Liu, Excursions beyond the horizon: Black hole singularities in
Yang-Mills theories. I., JHEP 04 (2006) 044 [hep-th/0506202].

[2] G. Festuccia and H. Liu, The Arrow of time, black holes, and quantum mixing of large N
Yang-Mills theories, JHEP 12 (2007) 027 [hep-th/0611098].

[3] Y. Sekino and L. Susskind, Fast scramblers, Journal of High Energy Physics 2008 (2008)
065–065.

[4] S.H. Shenker and D. Stanford, Black holes and the butterfly effect, JHEP 03 (2014) 067
[1306.0622].

[5] V. Balasubramanian, B. Craps, B. Czech and G. Sárosi, Echoes of chaos from string
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