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W e Investigate the localdensity of states (LD O S) for non-interacting electrons in a hard-wallellipse
iIn the presence of a single non-m agnetic scattering center. U sing a T -m atrix analysis we calculate
the local G reen’s function and observe a variety of quantum m irage e ects for di erent im purity
positions. Locating the In purity near positionsw ith LD O S m axin a for the in purity free corralcan
either lead to a reduction or an ehancem ent of the LD O S at the m irror im age point, ie. a m irage
or antim irage e ect, or even suppress LD O S m axin a in the entire area of the corral.

PACS Numbers: 0530Fk, 7210Fk, 7110 ~w

I. NTRODUCTION

T he technological advances In scanning tunneling m i-
croscopy (STM ) have m ade it possible to m anipulate In—
dividual atom s on m etallic surfaces @J]. These rem ark—
able achievem ents allow localm easurem ents of electronic
properties with a spatial resolution of atom ic length
scales even on arti cially designed geom etries for surface
adatom s -LZ]. T he experin ental advances have led eg. to
the spectacular observation of m irage e ects in elliptic
quantum corrals ofm agnetic Co atom son Cu (111) sur-
faces B]. Ifan additionalC o atom isplaced at one ofthe
fociofthe ellipse, a K ondo resonance in the localdensiy
of states (LD O S) is not only observed at the m agnetic
jon itself but at the other, in purity free focus as well.
The m irage e ect can be viewed as a beautifilm anifes—
tation ofquantum m echanical interference phenom ena as
a result ofthe m ultiple scattering events of the electrons
from the im puriy and the atom s form ing the boundary
ofthe corraland from the im purity at one focus.

T he theoreticalwork on this problem em phasised the
m any-body K ondo physics of itinerant electrons in the
corral Interacting w ith the localized m agnetic m om ents
ofthe in purities Eﬁ{:j.]. But it wasalso found that for the
speci c elliptic geom etry even strongerm iragee ects can
be observed, if the additional in purity ism oved slightly
away from the focal point E_G]. Furthem ore, m irage ef-
fectsm ay even be absent depending on the intrinsic level
w idth Ej] or for speci ¢ electron densities inside the el-
liptic corrals; one of the crucial quantities is the LDO S
at the position where the additional adatom is placed.
T herefore, already w ithout invoking the K ondo physics
the unigue geom etry of an ellptic corralappears to give
rise to Intriguing quantum m echanicale ects which de-
serve a detailed analysis also for the signi cantly sin pler
problem ofa non-m agnetic in purity in a hard-wallcorral.

Indeed we will show in this paper that a surprising
variety of structures n the LD O S can be generated de—

pending on the precise location ofa single additionalnon—
m agnetic scattering center inside a hard-w allelliptic cor-
ral. Atthem irrorposition ofthe localin purity potential
the LD O S m ay be suppressed or even enhanced, and also
the alm ost com plete suppression of LDO S m axim a can
be achieved. These observations underline the richness
of quantum m echanical nterference phenom ena in an el-
Iiptical geom etry which m ay be veri ed experim entally.

II.SOLUTION OF THE 2D SCHROD INGER
EQUATION IN A HARD WALL ELLIPSE

In a 1wt step we review the solution of the
two-dim ensional 2D ) Schrodinger equation for non-—
Interacting electrons n a hard wall ellipse. Follow Ing
Ref. {] it is convenient to introduce elliptical coord nates
through the transform ation igi']

x = aecos( )cosh( );
y= aesin( )sinh(); @)
w here a denotesthe sem In a praxisand e isthe ecocentric—

ity ofthe ellipse. In the new coordinatesthe Schrodinger
equation takes the follow ing form :
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wherem is the electron m ass and  is the energy eigen—
value. Due to the hard-wall condition the potential V
vanishes inside the elliptic corral and is in nite other—
w ise. U sing the factorized ansatz for the eigenfunctions

;)= ) () @3)

the Schrodinger equation inside the ellipse (V ( ) = 0) is
rearranged as
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where k = (ae)®m =2 . T he Schrodinger equation thus
separatesw ith respect to the elliptic coordinates and
and reduces to the two di erential equations
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where is a sgparation constant. Equations (.5) and
6'_6) are the M athieu equation and the m odi ed M athieu
equation, respectively !?a,:_lg‘i].

Since isthepolrangkand thus ( +2 )= ()
w e select the periodic solutions of E g. @'5), which are the
M athieu functions of the rst kind of integral order ['f_a:].
W e obtain two types of solutions:

r ()= e (k) 7
or r ()= se (k) ®)

where \ce" and \se" are the abbreviations for \cosine-
ellptic" and \she-ellptic" introduced by W hittaker H].
D ue to the periodicity condition there exists only a dis—
crete setofnumbers = (k) or xedk [[d]. The index
r In Egs. {_’2) and (-'_8) denotes the order of the M athieu
functions of the st kind.

The solutions of Eq. ('§), which are necessarily re—
stricted to the sam e set of numbers , k) as the cor-
responding solution of ('5), are

()=Ce ( ;k%); ©9)
or ()= Se (;kK%): 10)

Ce and Se in Egs. (.'g) and €_1-(_]') denote the modi ed
M athieu functions of the rst kind of integral order ['f_a:].
They must m eet the hardwallcondition (o) = 0 at
the boundary line ofthe ellipse, which leadsto a discrete
set of values k;, . This in plies that the discrete sets for
kS and k¥ mustm eet the conditions

r(0)="Ceroiky); 11)
or r(0)=Ser(oiky): 12)

Therefore, k7 and k; are the n® zeroes of C e, ( ¢;k°)
and Se, ( 9;k°%), respectively, or xed r. ¢ is directly
related to the eccentricity e of the ellipse through

e= ;: 13)
cosh ( )

A Yogetherwe nd the follow ing form of the exact eigen—
states inside the hard-wallellipse H]:

e (7 )= (5K)Cer ( 7k)) s 14)
on. (i) =88 ( ik)Ser (k) : s)

r, n and c(s) enum erate the quantum numbers for the
eigenstates; the elgenenergies are determ ined by the
hard-wall condition and the periodiciy requirem ent for
the M athieu functions. Note that ce, se and Ce, Se are
allreal. The sym m etry under re ection at the sem Im a pr
axis is even for the ce, function (cosine-elliptic) and odd
for the se, function (sihe-elliptic) for each r. M oreover
the parity of ce, and se, is even/odd, if r is even/odd.
Speci cally,

s )= S0i ) 16)
S )= i an
e U+ 5= 550 (18)
e ()= S (i) (19)

In the ollow ing we w ill speci cally investigate an el-
lipse w ith eccentricity e = 0:5. T he energy scale for the
eigenenergies is furthem ore determ ined by the size of
the ellipse, ie. the length ofthe sem Imn a praxisa. Fora
speci c choice fora we orient ourselves at the typical size
of the elliptic corralofCo atomson a Cu (111) surface
used In the experim ents of M anocharan et al. In Ref. i_j]
for which a 71A . In this setup the Fem i energy
is 450 m eV which corresponds to the energy of the 4274
eigenstate, and due to the soin degeneracy am ounts to a
particle num ber 0f 84 electrons inside the ellipse. For the
speci ¢ choice for the size of the ellipse the ground state
energy

B 2h?

Eo= kom (20)
isEg = 13 meV. For xed eccentricity e = 05 and
ky, = kg, the wavefinction ofthe elgenstate at the Ferm i
surface has a high probability density at the two fociof
the ellipse { a precondiction to observe strong m irage ef-
fects when an additional in purity atom is placed at one
of the focalpoints.

III.THE SCATTERING PROBLEM

The LDO S of the non-interacting electron system in-
side the corral is easily obtained from the retarded one-—
particle G reen’s finction

X 3 (x) 3 (rO)

Gy % ) = .
j+ 1

@1)
j
w here the elgenfunctions 5 are given by Egs. C_l-é_b') and

ﬁ_lﬁ) and 5 is the corresponding eigenenergy of the 50
elgenstate. The free LDO S N (r; ) then follow s from
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In Fig. 1 we present the LDOS at the Fem i energy
F = 42 usihg a nie broadening = h 1= 0:77E,
whereh 1iisthe average level spacing ofthe eigenenergy
soectrum (= 10 meV for the param eters m entioned
above fortheellppsew ith a = 71A).W hile the elgenstates
of the hard-wall ellipse are naturally sharp ( = 0), In
actual experin ents the lifetin e of the surface electrons
is nite eg. because of the im perfect hard-wall condi-
tion. Using a nite broadening is therefore reasonable
not only for practical purposes. W e note that N (r; 42)
is dom inated by the contributions of the 42°9 and 43%¢
state, because the energy di erence betw een these states
is seven tin es an aller than the energy di erence betw een
415% and 42°9 state.

N ext we add a non-m agnetic in purity scattering center
to the ellipse at point rp, which wem odelby a localdelta—
function potential

V=0 & n): 23)
T he electronic scattering processes are thus described by
the scattering T -m atrix

U

1 UGE(ro;ro; )

T (ro; )= (24)

T he electronic propagator in the presence ofthe in purity
potential ollow s then as

G (% )= G5 @’ )

+ Gp™ (i )T (@7 )G i’ )i @5)
and themodied LDOS is

1
N @ )= —InG (ir; ): (@6)
In our subsequent analysiswe w ill choose selected points
for the position of the in purity and explore the conse—
quences for the LD O S In the entire area of the elliptical
corral.

IV .RESULTS

A sm entioned above, Fig. 1 shows the free LDO S at
theenergy = 4, and for = 0:{77E(. T he contrdbution
ofthe 4379 state is very strong along the sem in inor axis
and leadsto a sequence of bcalm axinaandm inima. On
the other hand the contributions of the 42°¢ state are
responsble or the structure of the LDO S in the other
parts of the corralespecially near the foci.

Fig. 2 showsthe LD O S when the In purity isplaced at
the right focus; the position of the im purity is indicated
In the gureby ablack bullet. W ith increasing potential

strength U one observes that the LD O S is reduced essen—
tially everyw here except for the positions of them Inin a
of the free LDO S and the m axin a along the sam in inor
axis, where it rem ains alm ost constant. T he evolution of
the LDO S w ith increasing U isshown in Fig. 5 fora cut
along the sem In a pr axis. At the Im purity—free focus the
LD O S continuously decreases w ith Increasing U . Im por—
tantly, the LDO S is alm ost sym m etrically suppressed at
the other in purity-free focus; this phenom enon can be
ascribed to the previously studied so-called quantum m i-
rage e ect. Here we use this acronym to underline that
the LDO S at both focal points is changing in the same
m anner. W e em phasize again that the ridge structure
w ith its high m axin a along the sem im inor axis is con—
served. So, although the impurity is only at the right
focus, the sem In inor and the sam In a pr axis still appear
like sym m etry axes { at least w ithin the resolution ofthe
chosen colorgrid. This isthe quantum m irage. A sin ilar
m irage e ect persists also, when the im purity is m oved
slightly away from the focus E_:Jx].
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FIG.5. LDOSN (r; ) for a cut along the sem In a pr axis;
the iIn purity is at the right focus. The vertical dashed lines
serve as a guide to the eye to com pare the LDO S at the In —
purity w ith the LD O S at the m irror position.

A very di erent behavior of the LDO S is observed, if
the in purity is placed at the position of the st m axi-
mum ofthe free LDO S on the sam Im a pr axis near the
center ofthe ellipse. Thisisshown In Fig. 3, and the cor-
resgponding cut along the sem in a praxis isshown in Fig.
6. Again, as expected, the LDO S in the presence of the
In puriy is reduced w ith Increasing U aln ost everyw here
nside the corral. But, surprisingly, the opposite e ect is
observed at the m irror in age point of the In puriy posi-
tion w ith respect to a re ection at the origin. T here the
In purity causes in fact an enhancem ent of the LDO S.
Thus, In this case the Interference pattem for the per-
turbed electronicw avefiinctions leads jist to the opposite
e ect as in the above discussed quantum m irage in Fig.
2; we therefore callthis observation an antim iragee ect.



N ote that In the rest of the corral the shape of the in —
puriy LD O S rem ains very sym m etric, but w ith a slight
overallenhancem ent of the LD O S in the kft part of the
ellipse. Sim {larasin Fig. 2 them axim a ofthe ridge struc—
ture along the sem In nor axis persist aln ost unchanged.
O ne can observe the antim irage e ect also when the In —
purity is put som ew here between ry = (0:16a;0) and the

second m ininum at rg = (0:33a;0).
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FIG.6. LDOSN (r; 42) fora cut along the sem in a pr axis
w ith the in purity at the position rp = (022a;0).

In a third exam ple we place the In purity at the second
m axin um along the sem in lnor axisaway from the center
(seeFig. 4and Fig. 7). T hisparticular in purity position
has the rem arkable consequence that the ridge structure
along the sam In inor axis is entirely w Jped out, and what
is kft is very sim ilar to the probability density of the
4279 state. This phenom enon occurs for every in purity
position at any ofthe localm axin a along the sem Im inor
axis. For exam ple, ifthe in purity is placed at the points
w ith the highest LD O Ss of the elliptic corral, the LDO S
reactsm ost sensitively. T his in itselfm ay not appearasa
surprise, because a localperturbation at the space point
w ith the highest probability density should indeed lead to
severe changes In the localelectronic structure. Yet, the
total w jpeout of the ridges com es as a spectacular sur-
prise. If the In purity isplaced at a m nimum along the
sam in nor axis, the resulting LD O S appears essentially
una ected.

W e note that the LD O S strongly depends on the elec—
tronic density in the corral, ie. the spatial structure
of the eigenstates at or close to the Fem i energy. D if-
ferent situations can be realized by varying the length
of the sam In apr axis at xed electronic density. They
can be physically achieved by studying di erent corral
sizes on dentical substrates. For exam ple, the energies
of the 42°¢ and the 43¢ state are very close to each
other so that the LD O Ssw ith the sam e broadening at
the eigenenergies 4, and 43 arenearly the sam e. On the
otherhand, the LD O Ssat energies 41 and 44 havea sig-

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 ectsasarising from placing in purities
near the foci, are In this case essentially unobservable. In
this sense, the size of the corrals of C o atom s as realized
In the experim ents was a lucky choice for detecting the
m irage phenom ena.
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FIG.7. LDOSN (r; 42) fora cut along the sem In Inor axis
w ith the in purity at ro = (0;0:33a).

V.SUMMARY

W e have identi ed three distinctly di erent inter—
ference phenom ena for non-m agnetic in purity induced
changes In the LD O S of non-interacting electrons in el-
Iiptic hard-wallquantum corrals. M irage or antim irage
e ects occur depending on the Im puriy position inside
the corral. Even an alm ost com plete suppression of pro—
nounced rich structures in the LD O S can be achived for
special choices of the inm purity location. These surpris—
ing phenom ena are a m anifestation of quantum m echan-
ical Interference e ects which m ay be tested experin en—
tally with the already existing elliptic quantum corrals
on m etallic surfaces.
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