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W e present a detailed sem iclassical study of a clean disk{shaped insulator{norm al-m etal{

superconductorhybrid system in a m agnetic �eld.Itisbased on an exactsecularequation thatwe

derived within the m icroscopic Bogoliubov{de G ennes (BdG ) form alism . Results obtained from a

classi�cation ofelectron and holeorbitsarein excellentagreem entwith thosefrom an exactnum er-

icaldiagonalization ofthe BdG equation. O uranalysis opensup new possibilities for determ ining

therm odynam ic propertiesofm esoscopic hybrid system s.

PACS num bers:74.45.+ c,03.65.Sq,05.45.M t,73.21.-b

M esoscopic hybrid system s consisting ofnorm alm et-

als (N) in contact with superconductors (S) exhibit in-

terestingand som etim escounterintuitiveequilibrium and

transportpropertiesresultingfrom theinterplaybetween

quantum {m echanicalphasecoherenceand superconduct-

ing correlations [1, 2]. A prom inent exam ple is the

param agnetic re-entrance e�ectobserved recently in ex-

perim ents perform ed by Visani et al. [3] on cylindri-

calS{N proxim ity sam ples.W hile num eroustheoretical

works [4,5,6,7]have addressed this problem ,a fully

satisfactory explanation oftheorigin ofthesizablepara-

m agneticcontribution tothesusceptibilityisstilllacking.

These previousworkshave studied the spectrum ofAn-

dreev bound statesform ed in planarnorm al{m etallayers

in contactwith a bulk superconductor,neglecting theef-

fectsofcyclotron m otion ofelectronsand holesduetothe

externalm agnetic�eld.O urworkpresented hereextends

thesestudies,taking into accounttheexperim entally rel-

evant circular geom etry and fully accounting for quan-

tum e�ects due to the applied m agnetic �eld. Solving

exactly the m icroscopic Bogoliubov-de G ennesequation

(BdG )[8],the Andreev levelsin a cylindricalNS system

areobtained forarbitrarym agnetic�eld.In addition,we

givea com pletesem iclassicaldescription ofthespectrum

by identifying the possible classicalorbits correspond-

ing to the quantum states. This analysis is based on

m ethodsdeveloped in ourpreviouswork [9]which have

been adapted to the case ofa �nite m agnetic �eld fol-

lowing Ref.10.Besidesbeing usefulforshedding further

light on causes for the above{m entioned param agnetic

re-entrance e�ect,ourresultsare intended to serve asa

stim ulatingguidetotheinvestigation ofproxim itye�ects

in large m agnetic �elds,which was the focus ofseveral

recentexperim ental[11]and theoretical[12]works.

W e considera superconducting disk ofradiusR S sur-

rounded by a norm alm etalregion ofradiusR N . (This

m odelsthe experim entally realized [3]cylindricalgeom -

etry because m otion along the axisofthe cylinderadds

only a trivialkinetic{energy term .) The m agnetic �eld

isperpendicularto theplaneofthedisk with a constant

value ofB in the N region and zero inside the S region.

Thus,the non-zero com ponentofthe vectorpotentialin

polarcoordinates(r;#)with sym m etricgaugeisgiven by

[13]A #(r;#)= B (r2� R2
S
)�(r� R S)=(2r

2),where�(x)

is the Heaviside function. Excitations in an NS system

aredescribed by the BdG equation:

�
H 0 �

� � � H�
0

�

	 = E 	; (1)

where 	 is a two-com ponent wave function,and H 0 =

(p � eA )
2
=(2m e�)+ V � EF. Ferm i energies and ef-

fective m asses in the S and N region are denoted by

E F = E
(S)

F
; E

(N )

F
and m e� = m S;m N ,respectively. e

isthe electron charge. In the lim itR N � RS � �0,the

superconductingpairpotentialcan beapproxim ated by a

step function �(r)= � 0�(R s � r),where �0 = �hvF=� 0

is the coherence length, and vF is the Ferm ivelocity.

Self-consistency ofthe pair potentialis not taken into

account,sim ilar to the treatm ent given in Ref.14. At

r = R N ,Dirichletboundary conditions(i.e.,an in�nite

potentialbarrier)areassum ed,whileattheNS interface

r = R S,the presence ofa tunnelbarrieris m odeled by

a delta potentialV (r)= U0 �(r� RS). The energy lev-

els ofthe system are the positive eigenvalues E ofthe

BdG equation. In whatfollows,we considerthe energy

spectrum below the superconducting gap,0 < E < � 0.

Rotationalsym m etry ofthe system im pliesa separation

ansatz forthe wave function asa productofradialand

angularparts.W echoosefortheangularparttheappro-

priateangular{m om entum eigenfunctionswith quantum

num berm .Then theradialwavefunctionsf�m (r)satisfy

a one-dim ensionalBdG eq.in the norm alregion:

h
(� )

0 f
�
m (r)= "f

�
m (r); (2)

where h
(� )

0 = �
�h!c

2

h

2 d

d�

�

� d

d�

�

�
m

2

�

2�
�

�

2
+ m � + �0

i

with new dim ensionless variables � = r2=(2l2) and " =

E =(�h!c). The functions f�m (r) are, respectively, the
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electron and hole com ponentsofthe radialBogoliubov-

de G ennes spinor. Here !c = jeB j=m e� is the cy-

clotron frequency,l =
p
�hc=jeB jthe m agnetic length,

�0 = 2E
(N )

F
=(�h!c),m � = �S � m sgn(eB),�S = R 2

S=(2l
2),

and sgn(x)denotesthesign function.Aftertransform ing

the wave functions f�m (�)! �m � =2 e� �=2f�m (�),Eq.(2)

results in a K um m er di�erentialequation [15],and the

ansatzforthewavefunction in thenorm alregion (R S <

r< R N )can �nally be written as

	 N (r;#)=

 

a+ ’
(N ;+ )
m (r)

a� ’
(N ;� )
m (r)

!

e
im #

; (3a)

’(N ;� )m (r)= �m � =2 e� �=2
�

M

�
1

2
� "�

�0

2
;1+ m � ;�

�

�

�
�N

�

� m �

M

�
1

2
� "�

�0

2
� m� ;1� m� ;�

�

�
M

�
1

2
� "� �0

2
;1+ m � ;�N

�

M
�
1

2
� "� �0

2
� m� ;1� m� ;�N

�

#

; (3b)

where M (a;b;x) is K um m er’s function [15],and �N =

R 2
N
=(2l2). These wave functions satisfy the Dirichlet

boundary conditions at r = R N ,i.e.,’
(N ;� )
m (R N ) = 0,

and the following sym m etries hold: ’
(N ;� )
m (r;";B ) =

’
(N ;+ )
m (r;� ";� B )and ’

(N ;� )
m (r;";� B )= ’

(N ;� )

� m (r;";B ),

where the dependencies on " and B are em phasized for

clarity.

In the superconducting region r < R S,the ansatz for

BdG wavefunctionsisgiven by [9]:

	 S(r;#)=

�

c+

�

+

1

�

’
(S;+ )
m (r)+ c�

�

�

1

�

’
(S;� )
m (r)

�

e
im #

;

(4)

where ’
(S;� )
m (r) = Jm (q� r), q� = k

(S)

F

p
1� i�, � =

p
� 2
0 � E2=E

(S)

F
,
� = � 0=(E � i

p
� 2
0 � E2),and Jm (r)

is a Besselfunction oforderm . These satisfy the sym -

m etries’
(S;� )
m (r;")=

h

’
(S;+ )
m (r;� ")

i�
and 
� = 
�+ .

The four coe�cients a � ;c� in Eqs.(3a) and (4) are

determ ined from m atching conditionsatthe interfaceof

theNS system [9].Theseyield a secularequation forthe

eigenvalues" ofthe NS system for�xed m ode index m .

Using the fact that the wave functions ’
(N ;+ )
m given in

Eq.(3a) are realfunctions and the sym m etry relations

between the electronic and hole-like com ponent ofthe

BdG eigenspinor,thesecularequation can bereduced to

Im

n


+ D
(+ )
m (";B)D (� )

m (";B)

o

= 0; (5a)

where

D (+ )
m (";B )=

�
�
�
�
�
�

’
(N ;+ )
m ’

(S;+ )
m

h

’
(N ;+ )
m

i0
Z’

(S;+ )
m + m N

m S

h

’
(S;+ )
m

i0

�
�
�
�
�
�

(5b)

and D
(� )
m (";B ) =

h

D
(+ )
m (� ";� B )

i�
. Here Z =

�
2m N =�h

2
�
U0 isthenorm alized barrierstrength,and the

prim edenotesthederivativewith respectto r.Allfunc-

tionsare evaluated atr = R S. The energy levelsofthe

NS system scan befound by solving thesecularequation

(5a) for " at a given quantum num ber m . The secular

equationderivedaboveisexactin thesensethattheusual

Andreev approxim ation is notassum ed [16]. An analo-

gous result was found previously [9]for zero m agnetic

�eld wherethe wavefunctions’
(N ;� )
m aredi�erent.

W enow turn to thesem iclassicaltreatm entofthesys-

tem . For sim plicity,we assum e a perfect NS interface,

i.e., Z = 0, E
(S)

F
= E

(N )

F
, m S = m N . W e follow the

m ethod developed in Ref.9,i.e.,wave functions which

appearin Eq.(5b)areapproxim ated sem iclassically.To

constructthese wave functionsin the N region,one can

usethestandard W K B technique(see,e.g.,Refs.17 and

18)fortheradialSchr�odingerequation with radialpoten-

tialgiven by V
(� )
m (�)=

�
�2=2� m�

�2
=�2.Here� = r=l.

The four turning points (two each for the electron and

the hole)can be obtained from V
(� )
m (�)= ".Thisyields

�
�

1;2
=

q

2(�� + m � )� 2
p
�� (�� + 2m � ) ; (6)

where the sign in front of the second term under the

square root distinguishes between the �rst and second

turning points for both the electron and the hole,and

�� = �0� 2".Notethat��1 < �
�
2 ,and theturningpoints

are realifeitherm � > 0 or�� � 2m� form � < 0.For

theelectron and holeparts,the cyclotron radius%� and

the guiding center c� are given [19]by %� = l
p
�� 2"

and c� = l
p
�� 2"+ 2m� ,respectively.

The relative position ofthe turning points com pared

to �S = R S=land �N = R N =lenablesa classi�cation of

possible classicalorbitswhich issum m arized in Table I.

O rbitsoftypeA 1 correspond totheLandau states(orcy-

clotron orbits),whileA 2 aretheso-called skipping orbits

(orwhispering{gallery m odesdiscussed,e.g.,in Ref.4).

In both cases,theorbitsdonottouch thesuperconductor

and,hence,electron and holestatesarenotcoupled.The

otherfourtypesoforbitsreach theNS interface.In case

oftypeB 1,electron and holealternately Andreev{re
ect

atthe NS interface withoutevertouching the boundary

ofthe N region. Fortype B 2,the orbitsreach both the

innerand the outer circlesdelim iting the N region. Fi-

nally,fortypesC1 and C2,eithertheelectron orthehole

reachesthe outercircle.

In the S region,we approxim ate the wave function in

thesam ewayasinRef.9.Substitutingthecorresponding

W K B wavefunctionsand theirderivativesinto thesecu-

larequation (5a)and assum ingR S � �0,weobtain,after

tediousbutstraightforward algebra,the following quan-

tization condition for the sem iclassically approxim ated
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type oforbits A 1 A 2 B 1 B 2 C 1 C 2

conditions
�S < �

�

1

�
�

2
< �N

�S < �
�

1

�N < �
�

2

�
�

1
< �S

�
�

2
< �N

�
�

1
< �S

�N < �
�

2

�
�

1
< �S

�
�

2
< �N

�N < �
+

2

�
�

1
< �S

�
+

2
< �N

�N < �
�

2

TABLE I:Classi�cation oforbits. The solid/dashed lines correspond to the trajectory ofan electron/hole. For the value of

turning points�
�

1;2
,see Eq.(6).

energy levels:

�m (")= n + � : (7)

Heren isan integer,and thephase�m (")and theM aslov

index �aregiven in TableII.Theradialaction S
(� )
m (in

units of�h)ofthe electron and the hole between �1 and

�2 reads

S(� )m (�2;�1)= � (� )
m (�;�2)� �(� )m (�;�1) ; (8a)

where

2�� (� )
m (�;�) =

s

�2�� �

�
�2

2
� m�

� 2

� (�� + m � )arcsin

 

�� + m � � �2=2
p
�� (�� + 2m � )

!

� jm� jarcsin

 
�2(�� + m � )� 2m2�

�2
p
�� (�� + 2m � )

!

: (8b)

Note that the value ofthe M aslov index com es out di-

rectly from our sem iclassical calculation. This result

can be interpreted as follows. For orbits of type A 1,

the quantization condition can be sim pli�ed to �� =

n + 1

2
+ 1

2
(m � � jm� j),which coincideswith the quan-

tization oftheelectron/holecyclotron statesofa norm al

ring in a m agnetic �eld. These are the fam iliarLandau

levels. Fororbits oftype A 2,the radialaction between

the boundaries ofthe classicalallowed region (�
�

1 and

� m (") �

A 1 S
(� )
m (�

�

2
;�

�

1
)

1

2

A 2 S
(� )

m (�N ;�
�

1
)

3

4

B 1 S
(+ )
m (�

+

2
;�S )� S

(� )
m (�

�

2
;�S )�

1

�
arccos E

� 0

0

B 2 S
(+ )
m (�N ;�S )� S

(� )
m (�N ;�S )�

1

�
arccos E

� 0

0

C 1 S
(+ )

m (�N ;�S )� S
(� )

m (�
�

2
;�S )�

1

�
arccos E

� 0

1

4

C 2 S
(+ )
m (�

+

2
;�S )� S

(� )
m (�N ;�S )�

1

�
arccos E

� 0

� 1

4

TABLE II:Q uantization conditions for the di�erent orbits.

See also the text.

�N ) is equal to n + �, where � has a contribution 1

4

from the soft turning point (at � = �
�

1
), and 1

2
from

thehard turning point(at� = �N ),resulting in an over-

all�= 3=4.ForcasesB 1;B 2;C1;C2,Andreev re
ection

takesplaceattheNS interface,resultingin an additional

phase shift � 1

�
arccos E

� 0

. The action/M aslov index for

the hole is � 1 that ofthe action/M aslov index ofthe

electron between the sam e boundaries. The conditions

for the appropriate boundaries ofthese types oforbits

can be obtained from Table I.The M aslov index iszero

forcasesB 1 and B 2 becausetheholecontribution cancels

thatoftheelectron.Attheouterboundary fortypeC1,

there isa hard turning pointforthe electron and a soft

turning pointforthe hole,resulting in � = 1

2
� 1

4
= 1

4
.

Sim ilarly,forC2,we have�= � 1

2
+ 1

4
= � 1

4
.

In num ericalcalculations,it is convenient to use the

following param eters that are suitable for characteriz-

ing the experim entalsituation: kFR S,where kF is the

Ferm iwave num ber,�m iss = B R 2
S� is the m issing 
ux

due to the M eissner e�ect,R S=R N and � 0=E F. Fig.1

shows the com parison ofthe energy levels from the ex-

actquantum calculation with thesem iclassicalresultsfor

two di�erentsystem s.O necan seethatthesem iclassical

approxim ation is in excellent agreem ent with the exact

quantum calculations. In Fig.1b,the m agnetic �eld is

high enough for the appearance ofLandau levels show-

ing no dispersion as function ofm . A sm alldi�erence

between quantum and sem iclassicalcalculations occurs

atthe borderofthe region ofthe (cyclotron)orbitsA 1.

The experim entalsituation ofRef.3 corresponds to

the low-m agnetic-�eld lim it. There the cyclotron radius

islargecom pared to R N ,and only orbitsoftypeA 2 and

B 2 existin the sem iclassicalapproxim ation. Therefore,

only these two types contribute to the free energy and,

ultim ately,to the susceptibility. In a sim pli�ed m odel,

these orbits have been included in Bruder and Im ry’s

theoreticalstudy [4]. Therm odynam icalquantitiessuch

asthe m agneticm om entorthesusceptibility can bede-

term ined from theenergy levelsofthesystem [20].How-

ever,to fully explain the experim entalresults [3], one

needs to extend the work presented in this paper. For

exam ple,the M eissner e�ect can be included in a sim i-

larway asin Ref.21. The energy levelsabove the bulk
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FIG .1:Exact(crosses)and sem iclassical(+ signs)energy levels(in unitsof� 0)obtained from Eqs.(5a)and (7)asfunctionsof

quantum num berm .In theleft/rightpanel,kFR S = 24:0;18:0,� m iss = 7:2;4:05,and R S =R N = 0:29981;0:14996,respectively.

For both cases,� 0=E F = 0:1. The solid lines represent the border ofregions in the ";m plane where the di�erent types of

orbitsarise. These linescan be obtained from conditionsgiven in Table I.Foreasy reference,the di�erenttypesoforbitsare

shown in the corresponding regions.

superconducting gap (E > � 0) can be obtained by an-

alyticalcontinuation ofthe secular equation (5a). O ne

can expecta negligible e�ectfrom the roughnessofthe

NS interfaceiftheam plitudeoftheroughnessislessthan

the wavelength ofthe electrons[6,22].

In conclusion,we presented a system atic treatm entof

anexperim entallyrelevantAndreevbilliardin am agnetic

�eld using the Bogoliubov-deG ennesform alism .An ex-

actsecularequation forAndreev{bound{statelevelswas

derived that we evaluated both num erically and using

sem iclassicalm ethods. In particular,a classi�cation of

possible classicalelectron and hole orbits in arbitrary

m agnetic �elds was presented. This provides a useful

starting point for successive studies oftherm odynam ic

propertiesbecauseitispossibleto obtain thefreeenergy

ofan NS hybrid system from the quasiparticle energy

spectrum .Such an analysism ay shed furtherlighton the

origin oftherecently observed param agneticre-entrance

e�ectand opensup a wholearena ofnew possibilitiesto

study Andreev billiardsin m agnetic�elds.
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