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A logarithm ic contribution to the density ofstates ofrectangular A ndreev billiards
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W e dem onstrate that the exact quantum m echanicalcalculations are in good agreem ent with

the sem iclassicalpredictions for rectangular Andreev billiards and therefore for a large num berof

open channels it is su�cient to investigate the Bohr-Som m erfeld approxim ation ofthe density of

states.W e presentexactcalculationsofthe classicalpath length distribution P (s)which isa non-

di�erentiablefunction ofs,butwhose integralisa sm ooth function with logarithm ically dependent

asym ptotic behavior. Consequently,the density ofstates ofrectangular Andreev billiards hastwo

contributions on the scale ofthe Thouless energy: one which is well-known and it is proportional

to the energy,and the other which shows a logarithm ic energy dependence. It is shown that the

prefactors ofboth contributions depend on the geom etry ofthe billiards but they have universal

lim iting valueswhen the width ofthe superconductortendsto zero.

PACS num bers:74.80.Fp 03.65.Sq 05.45.M t74.50.+ r

W hen anorm al-m etallicdotisplaced in contactwith a

superconductor,thelow-energy density ofstatesn(E )of

the resulting Andreev billiard isstrongly m odi�ed com -

pared with the norm al state [1]. The energy depen-

denceofn(E )ishighly non-trivialand providesa testing

ground forcurrentunderstanding ofproxim ity e�ectsof

hybrid superconducting nanostructuresand fortheoreti-

caltoolssuch assem iclassicaltheory.Recently a num ber

ofconicting resultshave been obtained forthe density

ofstates(DO S)ofballistic Andreev billiards(AB).O ne

exam pleisshown in �gure1,which in theseparablelim it

W = a wasstudied long ago in [2],where it wasfound

thatforsm allE ,n(E )isproportionalto E .In contrast

forW < a,the problem has only recently been studied

[1,3,4,5,6]. In Ref.[3]itwasfound thatn(E )= �E ,

where � is a universalconstant,independent ofE and

W .In contrast[4]predicted di�erentvaluesfor�.

In this paper we resolve this discrepancy by showing

thatneitheroftheseresultsisstrictly correctin thelim it

E ! 0and instead predictthatn(E )divergeslogarithm i-

cally.Thisgenericlogarithm iccontribution issigni�cant

forenergieslessthan oroforderthe Thoulessenergy.

To addressthisproblem ,weuse both exactand sem i-

classicaltechniques to analyze the AB of�gure 1. The

exactcalculation startswith a ballistic two dim ensional

norm aldotofarea A,described by a scattering m atrix

S0(E )and with am ean levelspacingfortheisolated nor-

m alsystem � = 2�~
2

m A
atthe Ferm ienergy E F . Then,a

superconductorofwidth W and bulk orderparam eter�

is placed in contact with such a billiard. The num ber

ofopen channels in the S region is the integer part of

M = kF W

�
,and the energy levels ofAB are the posi-

tive eigenvaluesE (m easured from the Ferm ienergy)of

the Bogoliubov-de G ennes equation[7]. A secularequa-

tion of the exact energy levels ofAB,in term s ofthe

scattering m atrix S0(E )ofthe norm alregion,isderived

by m atching the wave functions at the interface ofthe

norm al-superconductor(N-S) system s. The energy lev-

elsareexactin thesensethatnoAndreev approxim ation

(�=E F � 1 and quasi-particleswhose incident/reected

directions are approxim ately perpendicular to the N-S

interface)[8]isassum ed.

W e also give the sem iclassicalBohr-Som m erfeld ap-

proxim ation of the density of states (DO S) n(E ) ex-

pressed by the classicalreturn probability P (s) ofthe

electron. O ur exact and sem iclassicalcalculations are

applied to theintegrableAB shown in Fig.1.W edem on-

stratethattheintegrated DO S agreesvery wellwith the

exact calculations. W e �nd that the integralofthe re-

turn probability P (s) has a contribution depending on

s logarithm ically in the asym ptotic lim it,s ! 1 ,which

hasto-datebeen overlooked.Asaconsequence,thesm all

energy dependence ofthe DO S n(E )hasalso a logarith-

m ic factor in addition to a contribution which depends

linearly on the energy E aspredicted in Ref.3,4.
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FIG .1:A norm aldotofrectangularshape in contactwith a

superconductorplaced atthem iddleoftheedgeofthenorm al

region.

In ourearlierwork [5]wefound thatthe exactenergy

levels ofAB with arbitrary shape ofnorm alregion are

the solutionsofthe following secularequation:

det

�

Im
�
De(E)D h(E)

	�

= 0;where (1a)
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D e(E ) = Q (E )+ K (E )G (E ); (1b)

D h(E ) =
�
Q (� E )� K (� E )G�(� E )

��1
; (1c)

G (E ) = [1� S0(E )][1+ S0(E )]
�1
: (1d)

Here  = e�iarccos(E =� ),Q and K are diagonalm atri-

ceswith elem entsQ nm (E )= �nm qn(E )and K nm (E )=

�nm kn(E ),where qn(E )= kF

q

1+ i
p
� 2�E 2

E F

� n2

M 2 are

the transverse wavenum bers of the electron in the S

region and kn(E ) = kF

q

1+ E

E F

� n2

M 2 are the trans-

verse wavenum bersofthe electron in the S region when

� = 0. It is assum ed that the Ferm i wavenum ber,

kF =
p
2m E F =~

2 is the sam e in the S and N regions.

Allthe m atrices are M by M dim ensional. Allthe in-

form ation on the norm alregion are incorporated in the

m atrix G via thescattering m atrix S0(E ).Notethatthe

secularequation (1a)isan extension ofthatderived for

box and disk geom etriesin Ref.6.

The density of states in the sem iclassical Bohr-

Som m erfeld approxim ation iswritten as[5]

n(E ) = M

Z 1

0

dsP (s)

�
s

~vF
+

1
p
� 2 � E2

�

�

1X

n= 0

�

�
sE

~vF
�

�

n� + arccos
E

�

��

(2)

This expression reduces to that ofby M elsen et al.[3],

Schom erus and Beenakker[1], Lodder and Nazarov[1],

and Ihra et al.[4],in the lim it E � � and when the

coherence length in the superconductor,�0 = ~vF=� �

d. In that case, the energy dependent phase shift

� arccos(E =�),due to Andreev reections,wasapprox-

im ated by �=2. However,our expression is valid with-

outsuch an approxim ation,and essentially im provesthe

agreem entbetween the exactand the Bohr-Som m erfeld

approxim ation ofthe DO S (see also Ref.5).

From Eq.(2)one can �nd a sim ple expression forthe

integrated DO S N (E )=
RE
0

n(E 0)dE 0:

N (E ) = M

1X

n= 0

�
1� F [sn(E )]

	
; where (3a)

sn (E ) =

�
n� + arccosE

�

�

E =�
�0 ; (3b)

F (s) =

Z s

0

P (s0)ds0; (3c)

whereF (s)istheintegrated distribution function ofthe

return probability oftheelectron.NotethatP (s)isnor-

m alized to one,i.e.,F (1 )= 1.

To obtain the exact energy levels of the AB shown

in Fig. 1, we need to calculate the scattering m atrix

S0(E ) of the N region. Following the sam e approach

asM ortensen and co-workers[10],we obtain

S0(E ) = %R(X ;Q )%T � 1; where (4)

R(X ;Q ) = 2(1+ Q )
�1
n

1

� 2X2
�
1+ X

2 + Q (1� X
2)
��1

o

:

Here X is a diagonal m atrix with elem ents X m n =

�m n exp(iknd),Q = %T %,and % isa [kFW =�]by [kFa=�]

dim ension m atrix with elem entsgiven by theoverlap in-

tegralsde�ned in Ref.[10]([:]standsfortheintegerpart).

Notice thatifW = a then % = 1 and the scattering m a-

trix S0(E )= � X2 isa diagonalm atrix.In thiscase,we

obtain thesam esecularequation forAB asthatin Ref.6

forbox geom etries.

In Fig. 2 the exactly (num erically) com puted inte-

grated density ofstates obtained from Eq.(1) and its

evaluation in Bohr-Som m erfeld (BS) approxim ation us-

ing Eq.(3)areshown fordi�erentwidthsW ofthe lead

(forthe calculation ofP (s)see below).Thisshowsthat
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FIG .2: The integrated density ofstates,N (E ) from exact

quantum m echanicalcalculations (solid lines) and from the

Bohr-Som m erfeld approxim ation given by Eq. (3) (dashed

lines) as functions of E (in units of�) for W = 0:8a (a),

and W = 0:5a (b).Insetsshow theenlarged portionsofN (E )

from exactcalculations(solid line),itsBS approxim ation from

Eq.(3) (dotted line) and its asym ptotic form from Eq.(8a)

(dashed line). In both cases d = a and the param eters are

M = 55:5,�=E F = 0:015.

the exact calculations and the sem iclassicalpredictions

arein very good agreem ent.

CalculationsforP (s)and F (s)startwith unfoldingthe

trajectory oftheelectron,i.e.using thefactthatthefree

m otion ofthe particle in the billiard isequivalentto its

ightin a latticeofverticalintervalswith length W and

with lattice constant 2d (a) in the horizontal(vertical)

direction. In general,one can calculate P (s)by using a
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large num beroftrajectoriesand determ ining the distri-

bution oftheir path lengths. An analytic form ofP (s)

and F (s)can be derived forW � a=2. As an exam ple,

these functions are plotted for d = a and W = a=2 in

Fig.3.Clearly,forarbitrary W ,P (s)= 0 fors< 2d and

forlargers itisa non-di�erentiable function possessing

a singularity ats= 2d and peaksatm ultiplesof2d.Us-

ing Eq.(2)one can calculate the DO S and pronounced

peaks (indeed singularities) arise due to the singularity

ofP (s) at s = 2d. The positions ofthese singularities

in the DO S arein perfectagreem entwith thatobtained

from the generalexpression derived in Ref.6.

The integrated path length distribution F (s) is a

sm ooth function ofs allowing one to obtain its asym p-

totic form Fa(s) for s ! 1 (see the inset of the top

panelofFig.3).From Eq.(2)onecan seethatthelarge

s behavior ofP (s) is related to the low energy depen-

denceofthe DO S.Dueto therapid variation ofP (s),it

is di�cult to de�ne its asym ptote. To avoid this prob-

lem we �rst calculate the asym ptotic behavior ofF (s)

and theasym ptoticform ofP (s)isthen calculated from

Pa(s)= dFa(s)=ds (seealso thebottom panelofFig.3).

Fors ! 1 analyticalform ofthe asym ptote ofF (s) is

found by consideringhow particlescan travela largedis-

tanceswithouthitting theverticalintervalsoflength W

in the unfolded space. Such trajectorieslie only in cer-

tain directions form ing corridorswith slopes u that are

m ultiples ofa=(2kd),where k = [W =a]. The probabil-

ity thata particlerunsin such a corridorisproportional

to 1=(us2) for large u but juj< um ax = s=xm in,where

xm in is a m inim aldisplacem ent in the horizontaldirec-

tion. Sum m ation ofthe probabilitiesforthese corridors

yieldsaterm proportionaltos�2 lnum ax.Directionswith

slopeslargerthan um ax should betreated separately and

the resultcontainsa term s�2 lnxm in. The above term s

from the two regionssum up to s�2 lns,and �nally we

�nd

F (s)� Fa(s)� 1�

�

C1 + C2 ln
s
p
A

�
A

s2
(5)

for large s. Here C1 and C2 are functions ofd=a and

W =a. For the case W � a=2 the detailed calculation

givesanalyticexpressionsalso forC1 and C2:

C1 =
d

a

�

8� 6
W

a

�

+ C2

�

c�
1

2
ln(d=a)

�

; (6a)

C2 =
4d

W

�

1�
W

a

� 2

; (6b)

c =  +
1

2
+ 2

1X

j= 1

K 0

�

4�j
d

a

�

: (6c)

Here  is the Euler-M ascheroniconstantand K 0 is the

m odi�ed Besselfunction ofthe second kind. Therefore,

cisa weakly dependentfunction ofd ford � a.

In thecaseofW < a=2additionalpassageswith slopes

correspondingtononintegerm ultiplesofa=(2d)open and

C1;C2 arem odi�ed.C 1 isnum erically determ ined,while

forC2 wehavethe form ula

C2 =
4d

W

[a=W ]
X

m = 1

N m

m

�

1� m
W

a

� 2

; (7)

whereN m isthenum berofthoseintegersin theinterval

[0;m � 1]which are relative prim e to m . (Note that

N 1 = 1).
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FIG .3:Top panel:thereturn probabilityP (s)(solid line)and

itsintegralF (s)(dashed line)asfunctionsofs=d forW = a=2

and d = a. In the inset F (s)(solid line) and its asym ptotic

form Fa(s)given by Eq.(5)(dashed line)areplotted asfunc-

tions ofs=d for large s. Bottom panel: P (s) (solid line and

lefty axis)forlargers along with the asym ptotic expression

ofthe return probability Pa(s)= dFa(s)=ds (dashed line and

righty axis).

Using the sm ooth asym ptote ofF (s)given by Eq.(5)

and Eqs.(3),an analyticexpression can befound forthe

low energy behaviorofthe DO S:

N a(E ) =
M

8�2

�
E

E T

� 2 �

� + �

�
1

2
� ln

E

E T

��

;(8a)

na(E )� =
1

�

E

E T

�

� � � ln
E

E T

�

; (8b)

� =
W 2

A

�

C1 + C2

�

� + ln
2�2

W =
p
A

��

; (8c)

� =
W 2

A
C2 ; (8d)

� = �
1

2
�
4

3
ln2�

6

�2
�
0(2)� � 0:854235;(8e)

and E T = M �=(4�)isthe Thoulessenergy [3]. Besides

theterm proportionalto theenergy (which wasalso pre-

dicted in Refs.3,4),there is an additionallogarithm ic

factor.M oreover,in contrasttotheabovem entioned ref-

erencesthecoe�cient� dependson W ;aand d.However,
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� depends only on W =a. Note that W = a is a special

case corresponding to the system studied by de G ennes

and Saint-Jam es[2]. Then,C2 = 0 and no logarithm ic

factorappearsin the DO S and the resultisthe sam e as

in Ref.6.

Itisinteresting to see the W � a lim itforwhich one

would expect that P (s) has a universallim iting form ,

nam ely itis only a function ofW 2=A. In this case,the

electron hasenough tim e to explore the whole available

phase space before escaping (even in an integrable bil-

liard) and P (s) looses any detailed dependence on the

geom etryofthebilliard.Therefore,twobilliardswith the

sam eW 2=A butdi�erentaspectratio (d=a)should have

the sam e path length distribution for sm allenough W .

From num ericalcalculationswe found that forW ! 0,

� convergesto a value � � 3:62 independent ofthe as-

pectratio,i.e.,itbecom esauniversalconstant.Sim ilarly

we �nd that when W ! 0,� also tends to a universal

constant� ! 8=�2. These results are dem onstrated in

Fig.4.In theinsetofthetop panelofFig.4 theasym p-
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FIG . 4: Top panel: � as a function of W =a for d=a =

1;2;1=2;1=4;1=8. Bottom panel: � as a function of W =a

obtained from Eq.(8d)using Eqs.(6b)and (7)for C 2. The

inset ofthe top panelshows the asym ptotic D O S na(E )(in

units of1=�) for d = a,W =a = 1;0:5;0:1;0:01 (dot-dashed,

dotted,long-dashed,and dashed lines,respectively) and the

resultfrom Ref.3 (solid line).

totic DO S na(E ) obtained from Eq.(8b) is plotted for

di�erent values ofW along with the result from Ref.3

forthe sake ofcom parison. O urresultsare in the sam e

orderofm agnitudeasthatfound in M elsen etal.[3]and

Ihra et al.[4]. However,from our analysis it turns out

that the functionalform ofthe asym ptotic DO S is not

justa linearfunction butinvolvesa logarithm icfactor.

In conclusion,wehaveshown thatexactquantum m e-

chanicalcalculations for the integrated DO S ofrectan-

gularAndreev billiardsagreeswell(forthewholeenergy

rangebelow thegap)with thatobtained from theBohr-

Som m erfeld approxim ation provided the energy depen-

dent phase shift is taken into account. From the exact

analytic form ofthe asym ptote ofthe integrated return

probability,we predict a new,logarithm ic contribution

to the DO S on the scale ofthe Thoulessenergy.In con-

trast to earlier results,we show that the DO S at this

energy rangeexplicitly dependson W ;a and d butithas

a universallim iting form for sm allenough W . W e also

investigated the casewhen the superconductorisplaced

anywhereatthesideoftherectangleand found thatthe

logarithm ic contribution in the DO S isgeneric forrect-

angularAndreev billiards.
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