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W einvestigatethelocaldensity ofstates(LD O S)fornon-interacting electronsin a hard-wallellipse

in the presence ofa single non-m agnetic scattering center. Using a T-m atrix analysiswe calculate

the localG reen’s function and observe a variety ofquantum m irage e�ects for di�erent im purity

positions.Locating theim purity nearpositionswith LD O S m axim a fortheim purity freecorralcan

eitherlead to a reduction oran ehancem entofthe LD O S atthe m irrorim age point,i.e. a m irage

oranti-m irage e�ect,oreven suppressLD O S m axim a in the entire area ofthe corral.

PACS Num bers:05.30.Fk,72.10.Fk,71.10.-w

I.IN T R O D U C T IO N

The technologicaladvancesin scanning tunneling m i-

croscopy (STM )havem adeitpossibleto m anipulatein-

dividualatom s on m etallic surfaces [1]. These rem ark-

ableachievem entsallow localm easurem entsofelectronic

properties with a spatial resolution of atom ic length

scaleseven on arti�cially designed geom etriesforsurface

adatom s[2].Theexperim entaladvanceshaveled e.g.to

the spectacular observation ofm irage e�ects in elliptic

quantum corralsofm agneticCo atom son Cu (111)sur-

faces[3].Ifan additionalCo atom isplaced atoneofthe

focioftheellipse,a K ondo resonancein thelocaldensity

ofstates (LDO S) is not only observed at the m agnetic

ion itselfbut at the other,im purity free focus as well.

The m irage e�ectcan be viewed asa beautifulm anifes-

tation ofquantum m echanicalinterferencephenom enaas

a resultofthem ultiplescattering eventsoftheelectrons

from the im purity and the atom sform ing the boundary

ofthe corraland from the im purity atonefocus.

The theoreticalwork on thisproblem em phasised the

m any-body K ondo physics ofitinerant electrons in the

corralinteracting with the localized m agnetic m om ents

oftheim purities[4{7].Butitwasalsofound thatforthe

speci�cellipticgeom etryeven strongerm iragee�ectscan

be observed,ifthe additionalim purity ism oved slightly

away from the focalpoint [6]. Furtherm ore,m irage ef-

fectsm ay even beabsentdepending on theintrinsiclevel

width [5]or for speci�c electron densities inside the el-

liptic corrals;one ofthe crucialquantities is the LDO S

at the position where the additionaladatom is placed.

Therefore,already without invoking the K ondo physics

the uniquegeom etry ofan elliptic corralappearsto give

rise to intriguing quantum m echanicale�ects which de-

servea detailed analysisalso forthesigni�cantly sim pler

problem ofanon-m agneticim purityin ahard-wallcorral.

Indeed we willshow in this paper that a surprising

variety ofstructuresin the LDO S can be generated de-

pendingon thepreciselocation ofasingleadditionalnon-

m agneticscattering centerinsidea hard-wallellipticcor-

ral.Atthem irrorposition ofthelocalim purity potential

theLDO S m ay besuppressed oreven enhanced,and also

the alm ost com plete suppression ofLDO S m axim a can

be achieved. These observations underline the richness

ofquantum m echanicalinterferencephenom ena in an el-

lipticalgeom etry which m ay be veri�ed experim entally.

II.SO LU T IO N O F T H E 2D SC H R �O D IN G ER

EQ U A T IO N IN A H A R D W A LL ELLIP SE

In a �rst step we review the solution of the

two-dim ensional (2D) Schr�odinger equation for non-

interacting electrons in a hard wallellipse. Following

Ref.[8]itisconvenienttointroduceellipticalcoordinates

through the transform ation [9]

x = aecos(�)cosh(�);

y = aesin(�)sinh(�); (1)

whereadenotesthesem im ajoraxisand eistheeccentric-

ity oftheellipse.In thenew coordinatestheSchr�odinger

equation takesthe following form :

h

�
�h
2

2m (ae)2

2

cosh(2�)� cos(2�)

�
@2

@�2
+

@2

@�2

�

+ V (�)

i

 (�;�)= � (�;�) (2)

where m isthe electron m assand � isthe energy eigen-

value. Due to the hard-wallcondition the potentialV

vanishes inside the elliptic corraland is in�nite other-

wise.Using the factorized ansatzforthe eigenfunctions

 (�;�)= �(�)�(�) (3)

the Schr�odingerequation inside the ellipse (V (�)= 0)is

rearranged as

1

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0308115v1


�

�
@2

@�2
� 2kcos(2�)

�

�(�)=

�
@2

@�2
+ 2kcosh(2�)

�

�(�)

(4)

where k = (ae)2m �=2�h
2
.The Schr�odingerequation thus

separateswith respectto theellipticcoordinates� and �

and reducesto the two di�erentialequations

@2

@�2
�(�)+ (� � 2kcos(2�))�(�)= 0; (5)

@2

@�2
�(�)� (� � 2kcosh(2�))�(�)= 0 (6)

where � is a separation constant. Equations (5) and

(6)are the M athieu equation and the m odi�ed M athieu

equation,respectively [9,10].

Since � isthe polarangle and thus�(� + 2�)= �(�)

weselecttheperiodicsolutionsofEq.(5),which arethe

M athieu functionsofthe �rstkind ofintegralorder[9].

W e obtain two typesofsolutions:

� r(�)= cer(�;k
c) (7)

or � r(�)= ser(�;k
s) (8)

where \ce" and \se" are the abbreviations for \cosine-

elliptic" and \sine-elliptic" introduced by W hittaker[9].

Due to the periodicity condition there existsonly a dis-

cretesetofnum bers� = �r(k)for�xed k [10].Theindex

r in Eqs. (7)and (8)denotesthe orderofthe M athieu

functionsofthe �rstkind.

The solutions of Eq. (6), which are necessarily re-

stricted to the sam e set ofnum bers �r(k) as the cor-

responding solution of(5),are

�r(�)= C er(�;k
c); (9)

or �r(�)= Ser(�;k
s): (10)

C e and Se in Eqs. (9) and (10) denote the m odi�ed

M athieu functionsofthe �rstkind ofintegralorder[9].

They m ust m eet the hard-wallcondition �r(�0)= 0 at

theboundary lineoftheellipse,which leadsto a discrete

set ofvalues kn. This im plies that the discrete sets for

kcn and ksn m ustm eetthe conditions

�r(�0)= C er(�0;k
c
n); (11)

or �r(�0)= Ser(�0;k
s
n): (12)

Therefore,kcn and ksn are the nth zeroes ofC er(�0;k
c)

and Ser(�0;k
s),respectively,for �xed r. �0 is directly

related to the eccentricity e ofthe ellipse through

e=
1

cosh(�0)
: (13)

Altogetherwe�nd thefollowing form oftheexacteigen-

statesinside the hard-wallellipse[8]:

 
c
r;nc

(�;�)= cer(�;k
c
n)C er(�;k

c
n); (14)

 
s
r;ns

(�;�)= ser(�;k
s
n)Ser(�;k

s
n): (15)

r,n and c(s) enum erate the quantum num bers for the

eigenstates; the eigenenergies are determ ined by the

hard-wallcondition and the periodicity requirem entfor

the M athieu functions.Note thatce,se and C e,Se are

allreal.Thesym m etry underre
ection atthesem im ajor

axisiseven forthecer function (cosine-elliptic)and odd

for the ser function (sine-elliptic) for each r. M oreover

the parity ofcer and ser is even/odd,ifr is even/odd.

Speci�cally,

 
c
r(� �;�)=  

c
r(�;�); (16)

 
s
r(� �;�)= �  

s
r(�;�); (17)

 
c=s

2r (� + �;�)=  
c=s

2r (�;�); (18)

 
c=s

2r+ 1(� + �;�)= �  
c=s

2r+ 1(�;�): (19)

In the following we willspeci�cally investigate an el-

lipse with eccentricity e = 0:5. The energy scale forthe

eigenenergies is furtherm ore determ ined by the size of

theellipse,i.e.thelength ofthesem im ajoraxisa.Fora

speci�cchoicefora weorientourselvesatthetypicalsize

ofthe elliptic corralofCo atom son a Cu (111)surface

used in the experim entsofM anoharan etal. in Ref.[3]

for which a � 71�A.In this setup the Ferm ienergy �F

is450 m eV which correspondsto the energy ofthe 42nd

eigenstate,and dueto thespin degeneracy am ountsto a

particlenum berof84electronsinsidetheellipse.Forthe

speci�cchoiceforthesizeofthe ellipsethe ground state

energy

E 0 = k0
2�h

2

(ae)2m
(20)

is E 0 = 13 m eV. For �xed eccentricity e = 0:5 and

kn = k42 thewavefunction oftheeigenstateattheFerm i

surface hasa high probability density atthe two fociof

theellipse{ a precondiction to observestrong m irageef-

fectswhen an additionalim purity atom isplaced atone

ofthe focalpoints.

III.T H E SC A T T ER IN G P R O B LEM

The LDO S of the non-interacting electron system in-

side the corraliseasily obtained from the retarded one-

particleG reen’sfunction

G
ret
0
(r;r0;�)=

X

j

 j(r) 
�

j(r
0)

� � �j + i�
(21)

where the eigenfunctions j are given by Eqs. (14)and

(15) and �j is the corresponding eigenenergy ofthe jth

eigenstate.The freeLDO S N 0(r;�)then followsfrom
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FIG .1. LD O S N 0(r;�42),�42 = �F ,for non-interacting

electronsinside an ellipse with sem im ajoraxisa (horizon-

tal)and sem im inoraxisb(vertical).Thisviewpointisthe

sam e forallplotsin Figs.1-4.The scale oftheLD O S can

be taken from Figs.5-7.
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FIG .2. LD O S N (r;�42) with an im purity (�) at the

rightfocusr0 = (ea;0);U = 16:6E 0A (A = �abisthearea

ofthe ellipse).
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FIG . 3. LD O S N (r;�42) with an im purity (�) at

r0 = (i;0)= (0:22a;0);U = 16:6E 0A.
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FIG . 4. LD O S N (r;�42) with an im purity (�) at

r0 = (i;0)= (0;0:33a);U = 16:6E 0A.
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N 0(r;�)= �
1

�
Im G 0(r;r;�): (22)

In Fig. 1 we present the LDO S at the Ferm i energy

�F = �42 using a �nite broadening � = h��i = 0:77E 0

whereh��iistheaveragelevelspacingoftheeigenenergy

spectrum (� = 10 m eV for the param eters m entioned

abovefortheellipsewith a = 71�A).W hiletheeigenstates

ofthe hard-wallellipse are naturally sharp (� = 0),in

actualexperim ents the lifetim e ofthe surface electrons

is �nite e.g. because ofthe im perfect hard-wallcondi-

tion. Using a �nite broadening is therefore reasonable

notonly forpracticalpurposes.W e note thatN 0(r;�42)

is dom inated by the contributions ofthe 42nd and 43rd

state,becausetheenergy di�erencebetween thesestates

isseven tim essm allerthan theenergy di�erencebetween

41st and 42nd state.

Nextweadd anon-m agneticim purityscatteringcenter

totheellipseatpointr0,which wem odelbyalocaldelta-

function potential

V (r)= U �(r� r0): (23)

Theelectronicscattering processesarethusdescribed by

the scattering T-m atrix

T(r0;�)=
U

1� U G ret
0
(r0;r0;�)

: (24)

Theelectronicpropagatorin thepresenceoftheim purity

potentialfollowsthen as

G (r;r0;�)= G
ret
0
(r;r0;�)

+ G
ret
0
(r;r0;�)T(r0;�)G

ret
0
(r0;r

0
;�); (25)

and the m odi�ed LDO S is

N (r;�)= �
1

�
Im G (r;r;�): (26)

In oursubsequentanalysiswewillchooseselected points

for the position ofthe im purity and explore the conse-

quencesforthe LDO S in the entire area ofthe elliptical

corral.

IV .R ESU LT S

As m entioned above,Fig. 1 shows the free LDO S at

theenergy � = �42 and for� = 0:77E0.Thecontribution

ofthe43rd stateisvery strong along thesem im inoraxis

and leadstoasequenceoflocalm axim aand m inim a.O n

the other hand the contributions ofthe 42nd state are

responsible for the structure ofthe LDO S in the other

partsofthe corralespecially nearthe foci.

Fig.2 showstheLDO S when theim purity isplaced at

the rightfocus;the position ofthe im purity isindicated

in the�gureby a black bullet.W ith increasing potential

strength U oneobservesthattheLDO S isreduced essen-

tially everywhereexceptforthe positionsofthe m inim a

ofthe free LDO S and the m axim a along the sem im inor

axis,whereitrem ainsalm ostconstant.Theevolution of

theLDO S with increasing U isshown in Fig.5 fora cut

along thesem im ajoraxis.Attheim purity-freefocusthe

LDO S continuously decreaseswith increasing U .Im por-

tantly,the LDO S isalm ostsym m etrically suppressed at

the other im purity-free focus;this phenom enon can be

ascribed to thepreviously studied so-called quantum m i-

rage e�ect. Here we use thisacronym to underline that

the LDO S atboth focalpoints is changing in the sam e

m anner. W e em phasize again that the ridge structure

with its high m axim a along the sem im inor axis is con-

served. So,although the im purity is only at the right

focus,thesem im inorand thesem im ajoraxisstillappear

likesym m etry axes{ atleastwithin theresolution ofthe

chosen colorgrid.Thisisthequantum m irage.A sim ilar

m irage e�ect persists also,when the im purity is m oved

slightly away from the focus[5].
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FIG .5. LD O S N (r;�)fora cutalong the sem im ajor axis;

the im purity is at the right focus. The verticaldashed lines

serve asa guide to the eye to com pare the LD O S atthe im -

purity with the LD O S atthe m irrorposition.

A very di�erentbehaviorofthe LDO S isobserved,if

the im purity isplaced atthe position ofthe �rstm axi-

m um ofthe free LDO S on the sem im ajoraxis near the

centeroftheellipse.Thisisshown in Fig.3,and thecor-

responding cutalongthesem im ajoraxisisshown in Fig.

6. Again,asexpected,the LDO S in the presence ofthe

im purity isreduced with increasingU alm osteverywhere

insidethecorral.But,surprisingly,theoppositee�ectis

observed atthem irrorim agepointoftheim purity posi-

tion with respectto a re
ection atthe origin.Therethe

im purity causes in fact an enhancem ent ofthe LDO S.

Thus,in this case the interference pattern for the per-

turbed electronicwavefunctionsleadsjusttotheopposite

e�ectasin the above discussed quantum m irage in Fig.

2;wethereforecallthisobservation an anti-m iragee�ect.
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Note thatin the restofthe corralthe shape ofthe im -

purity LDO S rem ainsvery sym m etric,butwith a slight

overallenhancem entofthe LDO S in the leftpartofthe

ellipse.Sim ilarasin Fig.2them axim aoftheridgestruc-

turealong thesem im inoraxispersistalm ostunchanged.

O necan observetheanti-m iragee�ectalso when theim -

purity isputsom ewherebetween r0 = (0:16a;0)and the

second m inim um atr0 = (0:33a;0).
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FIG .6. LD O S N (r;�42)fora cutalong thesem im ajoraxis

with the im purity atthe position r0 = (0:22a;0).

In athird exam pleweplacetheim purity atthesecond

m axim um alongthesem im inoraxisawayfrom thecenter

(seeFig.4and Fig.7).Thisparticularim purity position

hastherem arkableconsequencethatthe ridgestructure

along thesem im inoraxisisentirely wiped out,and what

is left is very sim ilar to the probability density ofthe

42nd state. Thisphenom enon occursforevery im purity

position atany ofthelocalm axim a along thesem im inor

axis.Forexam ple,iftheim purity isplaced atthepoints

with the highestLDO Ssofthe elliptic corral,the LDO S

reactsm ostsensitively.Thisin itselfm ay notappearasa

surprise,becausea localperturbation atthespacepoint

with thehighestprobabilitydensityshould indeed lead to

severechangesin the localelectronicstructure.Yet,the

totalwipeout ofthe ridges com es as a spectacular sur-

prise. Ifthe im purity isplaced ata m inim um along the

sem im inor axis,the resulting LDO S appearsessentially

una�ected.

W enotethattheLDO S strongly dependson theelec-

tronic density in the corral, i.e. the spatialstructure

ofthe eigenstates at or close to the Ferm ienergy. Dif-

ferent situations can be realized by varying the length

ofthe sem im ajor axis at �xed electronic density. They

can be physically achieved by studying di�erent corral

sizes on identicalsubstrates. For exam ple,the energies

of the 42nd and the 43rd state are very close to each

otherso thatthe LDO Sswith the sam ebroadening � at

theeigenenergies�42 and �43 arenearly thesam e.O n the

otherhand,theLDO Ssatenergies�41 and �44 haveasig-

ni�cantly di�erent structure. In particular,the LDO Ss

N (r;�41) and N (r;�44) nearly vanish at the foci. The

quantum m iragee�ectsasarisingfrom placingim purities

nearthefoci,arein thiscaseessentially unobservable.In

thissense,thesizeofthe corralsofCo atom sasrealized

in the experim ents wasa lucky choice fordetecting the

m iragephenom ena.
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FIG .7. LD O S N (r;�42)fora cutalong thesem im inoraxis

with the im purity atr0 = (0;0:33a).

V .SU M M A R Y

W e have identi�ed three distinctly di�erent inter-

ference phenom ena for non-m agnetic im purity induced

changesin the LDO S ofnon-interacting electronsin el-

liptic hard-wallquantum corrals. M irage oranti-m irage

e�ects occur depending on the im purity position inside

the corral.Even an alm ostcom plete suppression ofpro-

nounced rich structuresin theLDO S can beachieved for

specialchoices ofthe im purity location. These surpris-

ing phenom ena area m anifestation ofquantum m echan-

icalinterference e�ectswhich m ay be tested experim en-

tally with the already existing elliptic quantum corrals

on m etallic surfaces.
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