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W e perform num ericalstudies ofthe wave packet propagation through open quantum billiards

whose classicalcounterparts exhibit regular and chaotic dynam ics. W e show that for t<
�
�H (�H

being the Heisenberg tim e), the features in the transm itted and reected currents are directly

related to speci�c classical trajectories connecting the billiard leads. In contrast, the long-tim e

asym ptoticsofthewavepacketdynam icsisqualitatively di�erentforclassicaland quantum billiards.

In particularly,thedecay ofthequantum system obeysa powerlaw thatdependson thenum berof

decay channels,and isnotsensitive to the nature ofclassicaldynam ics(chaotic orregular).

PACS num bers:05.45.M t,73.23.-b,73.23.A d

Low-dim ensional nanom eter-scaled sem iconductor

structures, quantum dots (som etim es called the quan-

tum electron billiards) represent arti�cial m an-m ade

system swhich are wellsuited to study di�erentaspects

of quantum -m echanical scattering [1]. A m ajority of

studies ofelectron transportin such system s have been

m ainly focused on the stationary electron dynam ics.

In recent years, however, interest in tem poral aspect

of quantum scattering has been renewed [2]. This

includes e.g.,studies ofthe tim e delay distributions [3]

and correlation decay in quantum billiards and related

system s [4]. Furtherm ore,m any core starting points in

the description ofthe stationary scattering rely heavily

on the properties of the system in the tim e dom ain.

In particular, the sem iclassical approach exploits the

di�erence between the classical escape rate from the

cavities with chaotic and regular (or m ixed) dynam ics

(exponentially fast e�t for the form er vs. power-law

t�� for the later [5]). This di�erence in the classical

dynam ics translates into the the di�erence in observed

transport properties (statistics of the uctuations

[6,7,8],a shapeofthe weak localization [9],etc.).

O n theotherhand,thequantum m echanical(Q M )ap-

proachespredictqualitatively di�erent,universalpower-

law escaperatefrom the cavity [11],

dP (t)=dt � t
�� M

2
�1
; (1)

whereP (t)isthesurvivalprobability,M isthenum berof

decay channelsand � = 1 (2)forthe system with (with-

out) tim e-reversalinvariance [22]. The non-exponential

decay ofaquantum system with chaoticclassicaldynam -

icshasbeen indirectly dem onstrated [12]in a m icrowave

stadium billiard.

TheQ M power-law delay tim eforthechaoticcavity is

expected todeviatefrom thesem i-classical(SC)decay at

tim esofthe orderofthe Heisenberg tim e �H = �h=�; �

being the m ean levelspacing ofthe cavity [10]. At the

sam e tim e, the di�erence in the classicaldecay ofthe

chaotic and regular/m ixed cavities often becom es dis-

cernible only after m any bounces at the tim es which

often exceed �H [13]. Nevertheless,the SC predictions

arewidely used in experim entto distinguish between the

chaoticand regular/m ixeddynam icsin quantum billiards

[1]. Is itthus possible to reconcile the SC and Q M ap-

proaches,orshould som e ofthe SC predictionsbe used

with certain caution oreven be revised? Doesthe long-

tim e decay asym ptoticsofthe quantum system sdepend

on the underlying classical dynam ics (chaotic or regu-

lar)? M otivated by thesequestionswe,in thispaper,per-

form directquantum m echanicalcalculationsofthepas-

sage ofelectron wave packets through two-dim ensional

electron billiards.

Tothebestofourknowledge,allofthestudiesofwave

packetsdynam icsin open system spresented so far,have

been m ostlyrestricted to(a)quantum lim itwhereachar-

acteristic size ofthe system L was ofthe order ofthe

averagewavelength ofthewavepacketh�iand (b)to an

initialstage ofthe wave packetevolution t<� 1 (where t

isin unitsofthetraversaltim e).Thetim e-dependentso-

lution oftheSchr�odingerequation wastypically obtained

on the basisofdirectschem es approxim ating the expo-

nentialtim e propagator [14]. W ith such m ethods the

task oftracing the long-tim e evolution ofa wave packet

in a realisticquantum dotwould be forbiddingly expen-

sive in term sofboth com puting powerand m em ory. In

the presentpaperwe thusim plem enta spectralm ethod

based on theG reen function technique[15],which allows

us(a)toreach asem i-classicalregim eh�i� L and (b)to

approach a long-tim e asym ptotics t� 1 corresponding

to 104 � 105 bouncesofa classicalparticle in a billiard.

W e found that during the initialphase t <� �H (which

in our case corresponds to � 10 � 20 classicalbounces

in a billiard),the Q M decay closely follows the classi-

calone, such that allthe features in the Q M current

leaking out ofthe billiard can be explained in term s of

geom etry-speci�cclassicaltrajectoriesbetween theleads.
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FIG .1: A squareand a quarter-stadium shaped billiard con-

nected tosem i-in�niteleads;L = R ;L=w = 8.Thehalf-width

ofthe wave packet�= 0:4L;att= 0 the wave packetisdis-

tinctfrom zero in theintervalof3L.Theaveragewavelength

ofthe wave packeth�i= 2�=hki= 0:8w.

W hen t>� �H ,the Q M dynam icsstartsto deviate from

the classicalone,with the decay rate obeying a power

law thatdependson the num berofdecay channelsonly,

irrespective ofthe nature ofclassicaldynam ics (chaotic

orregular). W e thusconclude thatquantum m echanics

sm earsoutthedi�erencebetween classically chaoticand

regularm otion.

W ehavestudied thetem poralevolution ofwavepack-

ets in square, Sinai, and stadium billiards of various

shapes. All of them exhibit sim ilar features and we

thus present here the results for two representative ge-

om etries, a square (which is classically regular) and a

quarter-stadium (which is classically chaotic), see Fig.

1.The billiardsare connected to two sem i-in�nite leads

thatcan supportoneorm ore propagating m odes.M ag-

netic �eld is restricted to zero. W e assum e a hard wall

con�nem entboth in the leadsand in the interiorofbil-

liards. Dynam icsofthe wave packetisgoverned by the

tim e-dependentSchr�odingerequation

�

i�h
@

@t
� H

�

j (t)i= 0; (2)

where H is the Ham iltonian operator and j (t)i is the

wavefunction.To study thetim eevolution oftheinitial

state we follow St�vneng and Hauge [15]and perform

theLaplacetransform ofEq.(2)followed by theintegra-

tion by parts.Changing variablesin theM ellin inversion

integralwe obtain

j (t)i=
i

2�

Z 1 + i0

�1 + i0

dzG (z)j (0)ie�izt=�h ; (3)

where we have introduced the G reen function operator

G (z) = (z � H )�1 and taken into account that allthe

polesoftheG reen function liein thelowerz-plane.W ith

thehelp ofEq.(3),thecalculation ofthetem poralevolu-

tion oftheinitialstateise�ectively reduced to thecom -

putation ofthe G reen function ofthe Ham iltonian op-

eratorH in the energy dom ain. To com pute the G reen

function wediscretizethesystem underconsideration,in-

troducea standard tight-binding Ham iltonian and m ake

use ofthe m odi�ed recursive G reen-function technique

described in detailsin [16].

Letusconsidera m inim um -uncertainty wavepacketof

theaverageenergy E which entersabilliard from theleft

lead in oneofthetransversem odes�.W ethuswritethe

initialstatein the leftlead att= 0 in the form

j �(0)i =
X

m n

�
�

m
f
n

�
jm ni; (4)

�
�

m
=

1

(2�)1=4
p
�
e
�

(m � m 0 )
2

4� 2
+ ik

�

k
m

(5)

where w is the width of the leads (m easured in units

ofa lattice constant a),fn
�
=
p
2=w sin(��n=w) is the

eigenfunction ofthe transverse m otion;hki= 2�=h�i=p
E =u is the average wave vector (in units of a�1 ),

where u = �h
2
=2m �a2 and m � being the e�ective m ass;

hki2 = k�
k

2
+ k�?

2
,k�? = ��=w,with k�

k
and k�? being

thelongitudinaland transversewavevectorsrespectively.

Them atrix elem enthm ;nj ide�nestheprobability am -

plitude to �nd the electron on the site (m ;n).Afterthe

wave packetentersthe billiard,it willleak outthrough

both oftheleadsin alltheavailablem odes�.Thewave

function in e.g.therightlead can then bewritten in the

form

j �(t)i=
X

m �

c
m

��
(t)jm �i; (6)

where jm ;�i =
P

n
fm
�
jm ni;cm

��
gives a probability to

�nd a particle on the slice m in the transverse m ode �,

provided the initialstate entersthe billiard in the m ode

�. Discretizing a standard expression for the quantum -

m echanicalcurrent, j(x;y) = i�h=2m � ( r  � �  �r  )

we,using Eq.(6),obtain thefollowing expression forthe

totalcurrentJ =
R
dyj(x;y)through the slicem in the

leadsexpressed via coe�cientsc m

��
(t)

J =
i�h

m �a

X

�

h

c
m

��

�

c
m + 1

��

�
� c

m �1

��

�
�

� c.c.

i

: (7)

Note thatthe quantum -m echanicalcurrentisrelated to

the survivalprobability in the billiard Eq. (1) by the

obviousrelation

dP (t)=dt = � Jl(t)� Jr(t); (8)

whereJl(t)and Jr(t)stand forthe currentsowing into

the leftand rightleadsrespectively.Note thatthe func-

tion Jl(t)+ Jr(t)hasa m eaning ofthedistribution ofthe

tim e delays in the billiard [3]W e calculate coe�cients

c
m + 1

��
in Eq.(7)by com puting a m atrix elem enthm �j i

using Eqs.(3)-(6)

c
m

��
(t)=

i

2�

Z 1 + i0

�1 + i0

dz
X

m 0

G
m m

0

��
(z)��

m
e
�izt=�h

; (9)

where G m m
0

��
(z) stands for the m atrix elem ent

hm �jG (z)jm 0�i of the G reen function of the whole

system (billiard and sem i-in�nite leads).
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FIG .2: Q uantum m echanicalreected and transm itted cur-

rent through a square billiard (upperand lower solid curves

respectively). D ashed lines indicate corresponding classical

currents. The wave packet enters the billiard in the second

m ode�= 2;hki= 2:5w=�.Theinsetsshow classicalreected

and transm itted trajectories; the num bers in the parenthe-

sis are the so-called winding num bers indicating how m any

tim es an electron traverses the billiard in the longitudinal

and transverse directions.The insetto the rightshow an an-

gulardistribution ofinjected electronsP (�)calculated in the

Fraunhofer approxim ation for � = 2. The Heisenberg tim e

�H isindicated by a dot-dashed line. The curvesare shifted

forclarity.

A specialcare has been taken to ensure the reliabil-

ity ofthe resultsofthe num ericalsim ulations. This,in

particularly,includesthethorough controloftheconser-

vation ofthe totalcurrent. W e have also calculated the

tem poralevolution ofthewavepacketin thein�nitelead

ofthe width w and found an excellent agreem ent with

the analyticalresults for a 1D lattice [15]. Finally,the

developed m ethod reproducescorrectly the conductance

quantization ofthe quantum pointcontacts.

Let us �rst concentrate on the initial phase of the

wave packet dynam ics. Figure 2 shows the quantum -

m echanicalcurrentforthesquarebilliard in thetim ein-

tervalt<� 15(hereand hereafterwem easuretim ein units

ofthe traversaltim e ttr = L=hvi,hvi = L=(�hhki=m �);

thecurrentism easured in unitsof�h=2m �a).O urchoice

ofthe param eter ofthe wave packet � and hki ensures

thatthespreadingofthewavepacketbecom esnoticeable

only afterrelatively long tim e t>� 50.The initialperiod

oftim e0 < t<� 3,when thecurrentthrough theleftlead

Jl(t) is negative,corresponds to a buildup phase when

the wave packetentersthe billiard. Having entered the

billiard,the wave packetstartsto leak outthrough the

leadsand thecalculated Q M currentsJl;Jr show aseries

ofpronounced peaks.Tooutlinetheorigin ofthesepeaks

wecalculatetheleakagecurrentofa corresponding clas-

sical wave packet in the sam e billiard. In the classical

calculations we take into account the di�ractive e�ects
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FIG .3: Q uantum m echanicaltransm itted currentthrough a

squarebilliard fordi�erentincom ingm odesofthewavepacket

�= 1;2;3with hki�=w = 1:5;2:5;3:5 respectively.Theupper

curve indicatescorresponding classicalcurrent.Verticaldot-

ted lines are guides for an eye indicating the sam e positions

ofthe peaks in the current. D ashed lines give the asym p-

totic power-law decay obtained by the best�tin the interval

80 < t < 2000. The Heisenberg tim e �H is indicated by a

dot-dashed line.The curvesare shifted forclarity.

in theleadsin thefram ework ofthestandard Fraunhofer

di�raction approxim ation by injecting theelectronswith

thecorrespondingangulardistribution P (�)(insetin Fig.

2 showsa calculated angularprobability distribution for

the lead geom etry under consideration). A very good

correspondencebetween theQ M and theclassicalresults

allowsustoascribeeach peak in thequantum -m echanical

transm itted/reected currentsto a speci�c classicaltra-

jectory connecting the billiard leads,seeinsetin Fig.2.

A relativeheightofeach peak dependson the density

ofthecorresponding trajectories,and theangulardistri-

bution for a given incom ing m ode �. The e�ect ofthe

laterisclearly seen in Fig. 3,where the Q M currentin

a square billiard wasshown forthree di�erentincom ing

m odesofthewavepacket� = 1;2;3.Attheinitialstage

ofthe currentdecay,t<� 20,the positions ofpeaks are

the sam eforallincom ing m odes,whereastheirabsolute

valuesaredi�erent.Thisisexplained bythefactthatthe

angulardistribution P (�)isdi�erentfordi�erent�,with

itsm axim um beingshifted tolarger� forhigherm odes�.

W econcludethisdiscussion by noticingthatallquantum

billiardsstudied hereexhibitsim ilarcharacteristicpeaks

in the currentatt< �H thatcan be explained in term s

ofcorresponding classicaltrajectories.

Let us now focus on a long-tim e asym ptotics ofthe



4

10 100 1000

t (time)

10
−15

10
−13

10
−11

10
−9

10
−7

10
−5

10
−3

 c
u

rr
e

n
t 

 J
(t

)

100 1000t (time)

10
−25

10
−20

10
−15

c
u

rr
e

n
t 

t
−3

t
−5

Classical escape

Jr(t)

Jl(t)

Jl(t)

Jr(t)

Jl(t)

Jr(t)

τ
H

FIG .4: Q uantum m echanicalreected and transm itted cur-

rent through a stadium -shaped billiard. Lower curves show

corresponding classicalcurrents.The wave packetentersthe

billiard in the second m ode � = 2;hki= 2:5w=�. The inset

show a long-tim e assym ptotics ofclassicalescape along with

the exam ple ofa bouncing-balltrajectory. D ashed linesgive

the asym ptotic power-law decay obtained by the best �t in

the interval50 < t< 2000. The Heisenberg tim e �H is indi-

cated by a dot-dashed line.Tim e ism easured in the unitsof

the traversaltim e ofthe equivalentsquare ofthe sam e area.

The curvesare shifted forclarity.

wave packetdynam ics. W e startwith a square billiard,

see Fig. 3. Its classicalescape rate is independent of

the num ber ofm odes in the leads and is wellapprox-

im ated by a power law � t�3 . O n the contrary, the

calculated quantum -m echanicaldecay, does depend on

the num berofm odesin the leadsand followsthe power

law decay with the exponents � = 2:3;3;3:5 for m odes

� = 1;2;3 correspondingly. These values are som ehow

di�erent from those expected from Eq. (1),� = 2;3;4.

(In a billiard with two leadsa num berofdecay channels

isgiven by M = 2�).

O ne ofthe reasonsforthe above discrepancy m ay be

related to the fact that in a billiard system the details

ofthe coupling between the leads can be im portantfor

the selection ofparticularstatesthatm ediate transport

through the system [17](on the contrary,Eq.(1)corre-

sponds to the case when allresonantstates are excited

with the sam e probability att= 0 ). Note thateq.(1)

corresponds to the weak (tunneling) coupling between

the leads and the dots in contrastto the regim e ofthe

open dot considered here. It is also worth to m ention

thatEq. (1)isbased on the random m atrix theory and

sim ilarstochasticapproaches[3,10,11].Thepredictions

ofthesetheoriestend to berathergeneralin natureand

they usually failto account for speci�c features ofthe

geom etry underconsideration (such asdetailsofthelead

position,existence ofperiodic orbits,etc.).

Letusnow discusswave-packetevolution in astadium -

shaped billiard.Classically,thisbilliard exhibitschaotic

dynam ics,and itsclassicalescape rate showsfastexpo-

nentialdecay,see Fig. 4. The quantum m echanicalde-

cay ofsuch a system is however,qualitatively di�erent.

Itobeysa powerlaw sim ilarto the one observed forthe

square.Thedi�erencebetween theclassicaland Q M de-

cay asym ptoticsbecom esclearly discernible atthe tim e

scale corresponding to � 50� 100 classicalbouncesin a

billiard. W ith thisrespectitisim portantto stressthat

the di�erence in the power-law and the exponentiales-

cape for classical regular and chaotic system s becom es

discernible ata com parable tim e interval[13]. Note that

the billiard at hand is designed in such a way that the

classicalescapethrough the leftlead changesitsasym p-

toticsfrom theexponentialoneto aslowerpower-law de-

cay att� 500.Thisbehavioriscaused by thebouncing-

ballorbits[18]which areaccessiblevia theleftlead only

(seeinsetin Fig.4).Itisinterestingtonotethatthecor-

responding Q M currentthrough the leftlead also starts

to show slower decay at t � 500 in com parison to the

rightlead.W ethereforespeculatethat,even though the

long-tim easym ptoticsoftheQ M and classicaldecaysare

qualitatively di�erent,the Q M decay stillreects som e

featuresofthe underlying classicaldynam ics.

The qualitative di�erence between the Q M and clas-

sicalescape represents one ofthe m ain �ndings ofthe

presentwork.W e also �nd thatthe asym ptoticdecay of

a quantum system obeys a power law that depends on

the num ber ofdecay channelsonly,and is notsensitive

to the nature ofclassicaldynam ics(chaotic orregular).

Thism akesusconcludethatquantum m echanicssm ears

out the di�erence between classicalchaotic and regular

m otion. W ith thisrespectitisim portantto stressthat

thedi�erencein theclassicaldecay ratein chaotic,regu-

larorm ixed system isoften used in varioussem iclassical

approachesto describe observed transportpropertiesof

the quantum system s (statistics ofthe uctuations,the

shape ofweak localization,fractalconductance uctua-

tions,etc.) [1,6,7,8,9].W edem onstratehowever,that

the crossoverto the Q M powerlaw decay m ay occurat

the sam e tim e scale when the di�erence between classi-

calregularand chaoticsystem sbecom esdiscernible.O ur

�ndingsthusstrongly indicate thatsom e ofthe SC pre-

dictionsshould be used with certain caution oreven be

revised.Finally,theresultsreported in thepresentpaper

can betested experim entally in thevariety ofsystem sin-

cluding sem iconductorquantum dots[1],m icrowavecav-

ities[19],acoustical[20]and opticalbilliards[21].
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