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W estudy theenergy levelstructureoftwo-dim ensionalcharged particlesin inhom ogeneousm ag-

netic �elds. In particular, for m agnetic anti-dots the m agnetic �eld is zero inside the dot and

constantoutside.Such a devicecan befabricated with present-day technology.W epresentdetailed

sem iclassicalstudiesofsuch m agnetic anti-dotsystem sand providea com parison with exactquan-

tum calculations. In the sem iclassicalapproach we apply the Berry-Tabor form ula for the density

ofstates and the Borh-Som m erfeld quantization rules. In both cases we found good agreem ent

with the exactspectrum in the weak m agnetic �eld lim it.The energy spectrum fora given m issing


ux quantum isclassi�ed in six possible classes oforbitsand sum m arized in a so-called phase dia-

gram .W e also investigate the current
ow patternsofdi�erentquantum statesand show the clear

correspondence with classicaltrajectories.

PACS num bers:73.21.-b,03.65.Sq,85.75.-d

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

In the past decade, the study of system s of two-

dim ensional electron gas (2DEG ) in sem iconductors1

has been extended by the application ofspatially inho-

m ogeneous m agnetic �elds. The inhom ogeneity ofthe

m agnetic �eld can be realized experim entally either by

varying the topography of the electron gas2,3, by us-

ing ferrom agneticm aterials4,5,6,7,8,9,depositing a super-

conductor on top of the 2DEG 10,11. Num erous the-

oretical works also show an increasing interest in the

studyofelectron m otion in inhom ogeneousm agnetic�eld

(see,e.g.,Refs.12,13,14,15,16,17,18,19,20,21,22,23,24,25,

26,27,28,29,30,31).

In theexperim entalworksm entioned above,forG aAs

heterostructures,on theonehand,theelectron dynam ics

is con�ned to two-dim ensions. O n the other hand,the

coherencelength and the m ean free path ofthe electron

can bem uch largerthan thesizeofthesystem ,whilethe

Ferm iwavelength iscom parableto thesizeofthe2DEG .

M oreover,theelectron system can bedescribed toagood

approxim ation as a free electron gas with an e�ective

m ass1.Therefore,the quantum m echanicaltreatm entof

these system sisofsom ephysicalinterest.

In this paper,as an exam ple,we consider the energy

levels ofa two-dim ensionalnon-interacting electron gas

in a m agnetic �eld that is zero inside a circular region

and constantoutside.Thissystem (shown in Fig.1)will

becalled am agneticanti-dot;itwas�rststudied by Soli-

m any and K ram er32.SolvingtheSchr�odingerequation it

wasshown thatthere are bound states. Introducing an

e�ective angular m om entum ,the Schr�odinger equation

oftheparticlein sym m etricgaugecan bem apped to the

Landau m odel. This e�ective angular m om entum is a

sum ofthe angular m om entum in a uniform m agnetic

�eld and the 
ux (in units ofthe 
ux quantum ) m iss-

ing from the uniform �eld. Recently,Sim et al.22 have

renewed the study ofthis system and pointed out the

crucialrole ofthe m agnetic edge statesin the m agneto-

conductance. The classicalcounterparts ofthese states

correspond to trajectories of the charged particle that

consistofstraightsegm entsinside the non-m agnetic re-

gion and arcsoutside.

B

R

FIG .1: The two-dim ensionalelectron gas in an inhom oge-

neous m agnetic �eld. The m agnetic �eld is zero inside the

circle ofradiusR and constantoutside the circle.

Although it is di�cult to m easure directly the den-

sity ofstates ofa quantum system ,it a�ects m any ob-

servablequantitiessuch asthem agnetoconductance,the

m agnetization orthesusceptibility.In theinterpretation

ofthe experim entalresultsthe sem iclassicalapproxim a-

tion proved to bea usefultool.Severalsem iclassicalap-

proaches33,34,35,36,37,38,39 areknown in theliteratureand

an excellentoverview ofthe subjectcan be found in the

textbook by Brack and Bhaduri40. Di�erentsem iclassi-

caltheoriesform agnetic system shavesuccessfully been

applied,for exam ple,in works41,42,43,44. For integrable

system sBerry and Tabor35 haveshown thattheoscillat-

ing partofthedensity ofstatescan alwaysbeexpressed

in term sofclassicalperiodicorbits.Thisform ulaiscom -

m only called the Berry-Tabortraceform ula.

O ne of our aim s in this paper is to apply, for the

�rsttim e,the Berry-Tabortraceform ula fora m agnetic

anti-dot. To illustrate the power of the m ethod, we

also calculate the exact eigenvalues ofthe single parti-

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0406735v2
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cleSchr�odingerequation and �nd a very good agreem ent

between the two results. W e should m ention here that

thestatem entby Sim etal.22 on therelation between the

quantum statesand the corresponding periodic orbitsis

som ewhatm isleading. Their condition fora given peri-

odic orbitisnotnecessarily satis�ed atthe value ofthe

corresponding exact energy levelas they claim ed How-

ever,including m ore and m ore periodic orbits with the

properweightsin thetraceform ula thesum convergesto

the correctquantum density ofstates. In practice only

a few ofthe shortest orbits are enough to get a rough

estim ate ofthe positionsofthe exactenergy levels.

The power ofthe sem iclassicalapproach can also be

dem onstrated by applying theBohr-Som m erfeld approx-

im ation. W e shallshow thatthe energy levelsobtained

from the Bohr-Som m erfeld quantization rulesalso agree

very wellwith the num erically exactlevelseven forthe

lowesteigenstates. Note thatin thissem iclassicaltreat-

m ent the quantization should be applied to the classi-

calm otion on a two-dim ensionaltorusparam etrized by

theaction variablesand theircanonicallyconjugateangle

variables(fordetailssee,eg,Ref.40).

Theclassicalorbitscan beclassi�ed by theircyclotron

radius% and theirguidingcenterc(distanceofthecenter

ofthe orbitsfrom the origin).In the quantum m echani-

caltreatm entone can calculatethe averageofoperators

de�ning thecyclotron radiusand theguiding center.For

circular m agnetic billiards,Lent45 has derived approxi-

m ateexpressionsfortheseaveragesfora given quantum

state.Following Ref.45,onem ay derivethecorrespond-

ing relationsform agnetic anti-dotsystem s.Thus,these

relationsare the basisforclassifying the di�erentquan-

tum statesin term sofclassicalorbitsforoursystem .W e

willshow thatthequantum statescan bedescribed bysix

di�erenttypesofclassicalorbits. In addition,thisclas-

si�cation enablesusto draw a so-called ‘phase diagram ’

which showsa clearone-to-one correspondence between

classicalorbitsand quantum states.

To com pleteoursem iclassicalstudy,we�nally present

resultsfortheprobabilitycurrentdensitycalculated from

quantum calculations. W e shallargue that the current


ow patterns can be understood qualitatively from the

correspondingclassicaltrajectories.Recently,Halperin46

hasbeen shown thatthetotalcurrent(theintegralofthe

currentdensity along theradialdirection)can berelated

to the dispersion ofthe energy levels(theirangularm o-

m entum dependence). As it willbe shown this general

relation worksin ourm agneticanti-dotsystem ,too.

Regarding the num ericalcalculations,weshould m en-

tion that the sem iclassical approach presented in this

paper proves to be a very e�ective m ethod. M oreover,

it provides a better understanding ofthe nature ofthe

quantum system . O ur sem iclassicalm ethod applied to

m agnetic anti-dotsystem sm ay be an im portanttoolto

understand the role ofthe m agnetic edge states in the

density ofstatesorthe m agnetization (both are experi-

m entally accessiblephysicalqauntities).W ebelievethat

oursem iclassicalanalysiscan beextended to othertypes

ofinhom ogeneousm agnetic�eldssuch asstudied,eg,in

Refs.6,7,8,9 aswellasnon-circulardotsystem s.

The rest ofthe text is organized as follows. In Sec.

IIthe exactquantization condition (secularequation)is

derived from the m atching conditionsofthe wave func-

tionsattheboundary ofthem agneticand non-m agnetic

regions. In Sec.III the sem iclassicalapproxim ation is

presented including the description ofthe classicalm o-

tion ofthe particlein Subsec.IIIA,the characterization

ofthe possibleperiodic orbitsin Subsec.IIIB,som e nu-

m ericalresults in Subsec.IIIC,and the phase diagram

in Subsec.IIID. The current 
ow patterns ofthe sys-

tem arediscussed in Sec.IV.Finally,theconclusionsare

given in Sec.V.

II. Q U A N T U M C A LC U LA T IO N

In this section, we present the quantum m echanical

treatm entofthe m agnetic anti-dot. The m agnetic �eld

with a constant B outside a circle of radius R is as-

sum ed to be perpendicular to the plane ofthe 2DEG .

The Ham iltonian ofthe electron ofm assM and charge

e isgiven by

H =

8
<

:

p
2

2M
; if r< R;

(p�eA )
2

2M
; if r> R;

(1)

wherep isthecanonicallyconjugatem om entum ,and the

vectorpotentialin polarcoordinates(r;’)and sym m et-

ricgaugeisgiven by32

A = A ’(r;’)ê’; where (2)

A ’(r;’) = B
r2 � R2

2r
�(r� R);

and ê’ isthe unitvectorin the ’ direction. Here �(x)

isthe Heavisidestep function.

The energy levelsofthe system are the eigenvaluesE

ofthe Schr�odingerequation:

Ĥ 	(r;’)= E 	(r;’): (3)

Rotational sym m etry of the system im plies a sepa-

ration ansatz for the wave function as a product of

radialand angular parts. W e choose for the angular

partthe appropriate angularm om entum eigenfunctions

eim ’ with quantum num ber m (here m is an integer).

Thus the wave function for a given m is separated as

	(r;’) = f m (r)e
im ’, where the radialwave functions

fm (r)satisfy a one-dim ensionalSchr�odingerequation in

the norm alregion:

ĥm (�)fm (�)= "fm (�); (4a)

in which the radialHam iltonian takesthe form

ĥm (�)= �
@2

@�2
�
1

�

@

@�
+ Vm (�): (4b)
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Here we introduce the dim ensionless variable � = r=l,

wherel=
p
�h=jeB jisthem agneticlength,!c = jeB j=M

is the cyclotron frequency," = 2E =(�h!c) is the dim en-

sionlessenergy,and the radialpotentialisgiven by

Vm (�) =

8
><

>:

m
2

�2
; if r< R;

�
�
2

2
�m eff

�
2

�2
; if r> R;

(4c)

m e� = s+ m sgn(eB); (4d)

where s = R 2=(2l2) = �=� 0 is the m agnetic 
ux

� = B R 2� (in units of the m agnetic 
ux quantum

�0 = h=jej) m issing inside the circle ofradius R. The

function sgnf� g standsforthe sign function. In the nu-

m ericalresultspresented in thispaper,wealwaysassum e

thattheparticleisan electron m ovingin am agnetic�eld

along the positive z-axis,i.e.,sgn(eB)= � 1. However,

ourtheoreticalresultsarenotrestricted in such a way.

Introducing the new variable� = �2=2 and transform -

ing the wave functions in the m agnetic region (r > R)

as

fm (�)= �
jm effj=2 e

��=2
�m (�); (5)

Eq.(4a)resultsin a K um m erdi�erentialequation47

�
d2�m

d�2
+ (1+ jm e� j� �)

d�m

d�

�
1+ jm e� j� me� � "

2
�m = 0: (6)

Thustheansatzfortheradialwavefunction in them ag-

netic region can �nally be written as

fm (�)= �
jm effj=2 e

��=2

� U

�
1+ jm e� j� me� � ";

2
;1+ jm e� j;�

�

; (7)

where U is the con
uent hypergeom etric function47.

Note thatthe function U tendsto zero asr! 1 .

Itiseasy to show thatthe radialwavefunction inside

the circle ofradiusR (where the m agnetic �eld iszero)

satis�esthe Besseldi�erentialequation47. Thusthe ra-

dialwavefunction isgiven by

gm (�)= Jm (
p
� �); (8)

whereJm (x)isthe Besselfunction oforderm .

M atching the radialwavefunctionsinsideand outside

the circle gives a secular equation whose solutions are

the eigenvaluesofthe system . The m atching conditions

atr= R yield

d

d�
lngm (�)

� = R =l
=

d

d�
lnfm (�)

� = R =l
: (9)

Fora given m thissecularequation dependsonly on the

dim ensionlessm issing 
ux s.

III. SEM IC LA SSIC A L A P P R O X IM A T IO N :T H E

B ER R Y -TA B O R A P P R O A C H

W enow turn to thesem iclassicaltreatm entofthesys-

tem .G enerally,in d dim ensions,a system isintegrableif

thereared independentconstantsofthem otion.Usually

thisisthe resultofthe separability ofthe Ham iltonian:

In a suitably chosen coordinate system the Ham iltonian

depends only on separate functions �i(qi;pi) ofthe co-

ordinatesand the conjugate m om enta.Thism eansthat

the dynam ics can be viewed as a collection ofindepen-

dentone dim ensionaldynam icalsystem s. The function

�(qi;pi) plays the role ofthe Ham iltonian in each sub-

system . The one dim ensionalsem iclassicalquantization

procedure can be carried out in each subsystem sepa-

rately

Ii =
1

2�

I

pidqi = �h

�

ni+
�i

4

�

; ni = 0;1;2;:::; (10)

where Ii is the action variable and �i is the M aslov in-

dex (for details see,eg,Ref.40). The M aslov index is

the sum ofthe M aslov indices ofthe turning points of

the classicalm otion. Sm ooth or \soft" classicalturn-

ing points(zerosofpi(qi))contribute + 1 to the M aslov

index,while \hard" classicalturning points(in�nite po-

tentialwalls) contribute + 2. Equation (10),the Bohr-

Som m erfeld quantization condition,iswidely used to ap-

proxim ate the energy levelsofclassically integrable sys-

tem s.

Alternatively,from Eq.(10)a sem iclassicaltrace for-

m ulaknown astheBerry-Taborform ula35 can bederived

forthe oscillating partofthe density ofstates.Fortwo-

dim ensionalsystem s,thisform ula can be written as

d(E ) = d0(E )

+
X

p

+ 1X

j= 1

cos

�
jSp (E )

�h
� �

2
j�p +

�

4

�

��h
3=2

q
j(n2;p )

3

T 2

p

@2g

@I2
1

; (11)

(for the detailed derivation of this expression see Ap-

pendix A). Here d0(E )is the average density ofstates.

Thep-sum m ation runsovertheprim itiveperiodicorbits

ofthe system ,the j-sum m ation runs over their repeti-

tions;Sp;Tp and �p denotethe classicalaction,the tim e

and theM aslov-index oforbitp,respectively;n2;p isthe

num ber ofcycles in the m otion projected to the action

variableI2 underonecycleoftheorbit;and I1 = g(I2;E )

denotestheaction variableI1 asa function oftheenergy

and I2.

A . C lassicaldynam ics ofthe system

It is easy to show that the classicalHam iltonian in

polar coordinates (r;’), inside and outside the non-

m agneticregion is:

H =
p2r

2M
+ V (r); (12)
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wherepr and p’ arethecanonically conjugatem om enta,

and theradialpotentialV (r)= �h!c

2
Vm (�)isthesam eas

in (4c)with the following replacem ents:

m =
p’

�h
; (13a)

m e� = s+
p’

�h
sgn(eB): (13b)

Notethatherem and m e� arecontinuousclassicalvari-

ables.Asweshallseebelow in thesem iclassicalapproxi-

m ation,thecanonicalm om entum p’ isquantized accord-

ing to the Bohr-Som m erfeld quantization rules(10).

Since the Ham iltonian does not depend explicitly on

’ (the system is rotationally invariant),the conjugate

m om entum p’ isa constantofm otion.Thustheangular

action variablebecom es

I’ =
1

2�

I

p’ d’ = p’: (14)

The conjugate m om entum inside the anti-dot is in fact

the angular m om entum . O utside the anti-dot there is

an additionalterm due to the non-zero vectorpotential.

From _’ = @H =@p’ one �nds

p’ =

8
<

:

M r2 _’; if r< R;

M r2 _’ + eB r
2
�R

2

2
; if r> R:

(15)

W e now choose I1 � Ir and I2 � I’ in Eq.(10). To

calculate the radialaction variable Ir = g(I’;E ) one

needs to perform the integralofpr =
p
E � V (r) be-

tween theclassicalturning pointsoftheradialpotential.

Fora given E theseturning pointscan beobtained from

V (r)= E .Using the sam e dim ensionlessvariablesasin

Sec.II,wehaveoneturning pointforthepotentialinside

the non-m agneticcircle:

�
in
0 =

m
p
"
; (16a)

and for the potentialvalid outside the circle there are

two turning points:

�
out
1;2 =

q

2("+ m e�)� 2
p
"("+ 2m e�)

=
p
"+ m e� + jm e�j�

p
"+ m e� � jme�j;(16b)

where the upper/lower sign of� distinguishes the �rst

and second turning points. Note that �out1 < �out2 ,and

the turning points are realif either m e� > 0 or " �

� 2me� form e� < 0.

Fora given energy E and m om entum p’ one can cal-

culate the cyclotron radius % and the guiding center c:

% = l
p
"; (17a)

c = l
p
"+ 2m e�: (17b)

Thederivation in thefram eofclassicalm echanicsisout-

lined in Appendix B. Following Ref.45 the relation be-

tween these quantities and the corresponding quantum

states ofthe system can be derived from quantum m e-

chanics.Itturnsoutthatthesam erelationshold forthe

cyclotron radius and the guiding center provided p’ is

quantized asp’ = �hm ,wherem now isan integer.Then,

m e� isthe sam e asthatde�ned by Eq.(4d). The sam e

results were found by Sim et al.22. Using Eq.(17) we

shalldiscussin detailthecorrespondencebetween classi-

calorbitsand quantum statesin Secs.IIID and IV.

Theturningpointsgiven in Eq.(16b)can beexpressed

in term softhecyclotron radiusand theguiding center:

l�
out
1 =

(
c� %; if me� > 0;

%� c; if me� < 0;
(18a)

l�
out
2 = c+ %: (18b)

W e can now classify the classicalorbits according to

the relation between the values of the turning points

given by (16) and the corresponding radius ofthe cir-

cularnon-m agneticregion (in unitsofl)

�R =
R

l
=
p
2s: (19)

Therearetwo di�erentcaseslisted in TableI.Fororbits

oftype A the particle outside the non-m agnetic region

m oves along a cyclotron orbit and then passes through

the m agnetic �eld free region as a free particle. In the

case oforbitsoftype B the particle doesnotpenetrate

the non-m agnetic region. In this case one can further

distinguish two additionaltypes ofcyclotron orbits de-

pending on the sign ofm e�. The condition �out1 > �R

listed in Table Iand Eq.(18a)im ply thatc� % > R for

m e� > 0,and %� c> R forme� < 0.From a sim plegeo-

m etricalconsideration itfollowsthatin the�rstcasethe

cyclotron orbits(denoted by B 1)lieoutside thecircleof

radiusR,while in the lattercase the orbits(denoted by

B 2)com pletely encircle the non-m agnetic region.These

conditionscan be rewritten as

m sgn(eB ) >
p
2s"> 0; for B 1; (20a)

� m sgn(eB ) >
p
2s"> 0; for B 2: (20b)

For both types B 1 and B 2," < m 2=2s is valid. In the

caseoforbitsoftypeA we have"> m 2=2s.

W e now turn to the calculation ofthe radialaction

variableIr.Usingtheradialpotentialgivenby(4c)inside

the non-m agneticcirclewe �nd

� in(";�)�
1

�h

Z

pr dr=

Z
p
"� V (�)d�

=
p
"�2 � m2 � m arccos

m

�
p
"
; (21a)
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and sim ilarly outside,wehave

� out(";�)�
1

�h

Z

pr dr=

Z
p
"� V (�)d�

=
1

2

s

"�2 �

�
�2

2
� me�

� 2

�
1

2
("+ m e�)arcsin

 

"+ m e� � �2=2
p
"("+ 2m e�)

!

�
1

2
jm e�jarcsin

 

�2("+ m e�)� 2m2
e�

�2
p
"("+ 2m e�)

!

:(21b)

The radialaction variablesforthe orbitsoftypesA and

B can be expressed in term s ofthe functions � in and

� out,and arelisted in TableI.

TABLE I: Classi�cation ofthe orbitsand the corresponding

radialaction variables.See also the text.

Case conditions
�

�h
Ir

A �
in

0 � �R and � out(";�
out

2 )� � out(";�R )

�
out

2 > �R + � in(";�R )� � in(";�
in

0 )

B �
out

1 > �R � out(";�
out

2 )� � out(";�
out

1 )

Note that

� out(";�
out
1 ) = �

�

4
("+ m e� � jme�j); (22a)

� out(";�
out
2 ) = � �out(";�

out
1 ): (22b)

Thus,fororbitsoftype B ,the radialaction variable Ir
can be sim pli�ed to

Ir =
�h

2
("+ m e� � jme�j): (23)

It is clearfrom (14)and Table Ithat for�xed s,the

radialaction variableIr isa function ofthe rescaled en-

ergy "and theangularaction variableI’ through m and

m e�.Then,fororbitsoftypeA,thepartialderivativein

the denom inatorofEq.(11)hasa rathersim ple form

�h
@2Ir

@I2’
=

1

�
p
2s"� m2

s+ m e�

"+ 2m e�

: (24)

However,theam plitudefororbitsoftypeB in Eq.(11)

cannotbe calculated using the second partialderivative

ofIr,thereforethe contribution from theseorbitsto the

sem iclassicalleveldensity iscalculated separately in Ap-

pendix C.

K nowing the explicit " and I’ dependence ofthe ra-

dialaction variable Ir,the Bohr-Som m erfeld quantiza-

tion conditionsgiven by Eq.(10)fororbitsoftypeA can

be rewritten as

I’ = �hm ; (25a)

Ir = �h

�

n +
1

2

�

; (25b)

α

β
γ

R

ρ

β

R

ρ

γ

α

FIG .2: Two exam ples for the basic orbit segm ents (an arc

in the m agnetic �eld followed by a straight line inside the

anti-dot)oforbit type A,and the related angles �;� and 
.

A particle traveling along the segm entsm ovesanti-clockwise

with respecttothecenteroftheanti-dotin thecasedrawn on

theleft,whilein theotherexam pleitm ovesclockwise on the

straight line inside the anti-dot. Thus in this case the angle


 isnegative.

wheren = 0;1;2;� � � and m isan integer,and theenergy-

dependentradialaction variableIr isgivenin TableI(the

M aslov indicesare�’ = 0 and �r = 2,fordetailssee,eg,

Ref.40).Using(23)fororbitsoftypeB ,thesem iclassical

quantization conditionscan besim pli�ed and theenergy

levelsare

E m ;n = �h!c

�

n +
jm e�j� me� + 1

2

�

; (25c)

where m e� = s+ m sgn(eB ),and m and n are integers.

These levelscoincide with the fam iliarLandau levelsin

a hom ogeneousm agnetic �eld butthe quantum num ber

m isreplaced by m e�.Below in Sec.IIIC weshallcom -

pare the exact energy levels with those obtained from

the Bohr-Som m erfeld quantization conditions for orbits

oftypesA and B .

B . Periodic orbits

To apply the Berry-Taborform ula (11),one needsto

describethepossibleperiodicorbitsofthem agneticanti-

dotsystem .TheperiodicorbitsoftypeA can becharac-

terized by theirwinding num berw (thenum berofturns

around the center under one cycle) and the num ber of

identicalorbitsegm entsns the orbitcan be splitup to.

Thesesegm entsconsistofacircularpath outsidetheanti-

dotfollowed by a straightline inside. W e introduce the

angles �;� and 
 to characterize these basic orbit seg-

m ents as shown in Fig. 2. These angles always ful�ll

ns(� + 
) = w�; (26a)

sin(�)

sin(�)
=

R

�
; (26b)
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(� and � are always positive and the sign of
 follows

the sign ofw). The relationsbetween the indices w;ns
and theanglescharacterizingthebasicorbitsegm entare

sum m arized in TableIIforthefourpossiblesub-classes.

W hen eitherw isnegative(orbitsoftypeA 1),orthecy-

clotron radius� issm allerthan theradiusoftheanti-dot

(orbitsoftypeA 2),theangles�;� and 
 arefully deter-

m ined by w and ns,since in these cases � is de�nitely

sm allerthan �=2. O n the otherhand,when w > 0 and

� > R,onem ustalso specify whether� issm aller(orbits

oftypeA 3)orlarger(orbitsoftypeA 4)than �=2tofully

determ ine the periodicorbit.

TABLE II: The di�erentsub-classesoforbitsoftype A and

the corresponding relations between the angles de�ning the

basic orbit segm ent and the indices w and ns. Every orbit

with a negative winding num ber w falls into sub-class A 1,

regardlessofwhether� issm allerorlargerthan R .The sub-

classA 2 consistsofthoseorbitswhich haveapositivewinding

num ber and � < R . In case ofw > 0,� > R and � < �=2,

the orbitisoftype A 3,otherwise itisoftype A 4.The angle

� can be obtained from w and n s directly. Then � can be

calculated from �;� and R ,and �nally 
 from � and �.

A 1 : w < 0 A 2 :

(

w > 0;

�< R
A 3 :

8
><

>:

w > 0;

�> R ;

� < �=2

A 4 :

8
><

>:

w > 0;

�> R ;

� > �=2

�= �+
�w

n s
�=

�w

n s

� = �0 � arcsin(
�

R
sin�) � = �� � 0


 = �� �� � 
 = �� �

The action of periodic orbit p can generally be ex-

pressed as

Sp = �hkLp + eB A p; (27)

wherek =
p
2M E =�h isthewavenum ber,Lp isthelength

oftheorbitand A p isthearea insidethe m agnetic�eld.

In ourcase

Lp = 2ns[� � + R sin(j
j)]; (28)

A p = ns

�

�
2

�

� + sgn(2� � �)
sin2�

2

�

� R
2

�

� + sgn(2� � �)
sin2�

2

��

: (29)

Thereforethe action in ourunitscan be written as

Sp=�h = ns

n

2"� + 2
p
2s" sin(j
j)

+ sgn(eB )

�

"

�

� + sgn(2� � �)
sin2�

2

�

� 2s

�

� + sgn(2� � �)
sin2�

2

���

: (30a)

Finally,touse(11)and (24),wealsoneed thetim eperiod

Tp and I’ associated to the orbit,which can be written

as

Tp =
Lp

v
=
2ns

!c

�

1+
p
2s="sin(j
j)

�

; (30b)

I’;p=�h = �
p
2s"cos(
); (30c)

wherev denotesthevelocity and in thelatterexpression

theuppersign isfortheorbitswith w > 0 and thelower

sign isforthe orbitswith w < 0.Thisexpression forI’
can beobtained from (14):theangularaction variableis

equalto p’,and,asalready m entioned,inside the anti-

dotp’ isequivalentto the angularm om entum .

C . R esults

In this section we com pare the num erically exact

energy levels with those calculated from the Bohr-

Som m erfeld quantization conditions. Sim ilarly, we

present results for the density ofstates obtained from

the Berry-Taborform ula (11).

The num erically exact energy levels ofthe m agnetic

anti-dotsystem arecalculated from thesecularequation

(9)for�xed m .Solving Eq.(25)for" weobtain the en-

ergy levelsin the Bohr-Som m erfeld approxim ation.The

resultsforagiven m agnetic�eld areshown in Fig.3.The

 0

 5

 10

 15

 20

-10 -5  0  5  10  15

ε m
,n

m

FIG .3: Exact (crosses) and sem iclassical (+ signs) energy

levels (in units of �h!c=2) of the circular m agnetic anti-dot

obtained from Eqs.(9)and (25)asfunctionsofm fors = 5.

W e take sgn(eB)= � 1 asin Ref.22.

agreem entbetween theexactand thesem iclassically cal-

culated energy levelsisexcellent.O urresultsalso agree

with thosepresented in Ref.22.Forlargejm jtheenergy

levels tend to the Landau levels,while in the opposite

case a substantialdeviation can be seen. In the latter

case,theenergy levelsresultfrom thequantization ofor-

bitsoftype A. In the work by Sim etal.22 these states

werecalled m agneticedgestates.O necan seethateven
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the low-lying energy levelsofthese m agnetic states can

beaccuratelycalculated in theBohr-Som m erfeld approx-

im ation.However,asigni�cantdeviation oftheeigenval-

ues ofthese states from the bulk Landau levels can be

seen in the �gure. The lowestenergy levelofthe m ag-

neticanti-dotsystem isthestatem = 0 and n = 0.Note

that the spectrum can be calculated m uch m ore easily

in the sem iclassicalapproxim ation than from the exact

secularequation involving the con
uenthypergeom etric

function U .

Increasingthem agnetic�eld,weexperienced slightde-

viations. These discrepancies m ay be explained qual-

itatively in the following way. As the m agnetic �eld

tends to in�nity, the charged particle spends less and

lesstim e outside the circularregion,and in the lim iting

caseitsm otion isdescribed by an elastic re
ection from

theboundary ofthem agneticand non-m agneticregions.

Theradialpotentialbecom esahard wallatr= R.Thus,

oneoftheclassicalturningpointsfororbitsoftypeA be-

com esa hard oneand the corresponding contribution to

the M aslov index tendsto 2. Blaschke and Brack41 ob-

served a sim ilar situation in circularm agnetic billiards.

Theirnum ericalinvestigationshave con�rm ed the argu-

m entpresented above.Here wedo notdiscussthisissue

further.

W enow presentresultsforthedensity ofstatescalcu-

latedfrom theBerry-Taborform ula(11)fortwom agnetic

�eldsgiven by them issing 
ux quanta s= 5 and s= 10.

Toevaluatethesem iclassicaldensity ofstatesin practice,

wehaveregularized theperiodicorbitsum in (11)with a

G aussian sm oothing by m ultiplying theam plitudeofthe

orbitswith e��L p,(where� isin�nitesim al),asdiscussed

in40,41.Thisfactorsuppressesthe contribution from the

long orbitsand broadensthedelta functionsatsem iclas-

sicalenergies. Substituting Eqs.(24) and (30) into the

regularized version of(11),we obtain the sem iclassical

density shown in Fig.4 plotted togetherwith thenum er-

ically obtained quantum energy levels. The agreem ent

between the two results is good for the m ajority ofthe

levels,however,in thecaseofm issing
ux quantas= 10,

apparentdiscrepanciescan be observed foreaxam ple at

energiescloseto"� 3.W ethink thatabetteragreem ent

can be obtained for stronger m agnetic �elds by taking

into accountthem agnetic�eld dependentM aslov index.

The work along thisline isin progress.

D . P hase diagram ,the classical-quantum

correspondence

In this section we classify the exact energy levels in

term softheclassicalorbits.In Sec.IIIA orbitsoftypes

A and B havebeen introduced accordingtothepositions

oftheturning pointscom pared to them agneticanti-dot.

O rbitsoftypeA can furtherbeclassi�ed into sub-classes

A 1{A 4,asithasbeen shown in Sec.IIIB. However,in

thatsection only periodic orbitshave been studied. W e

now go beyond the condition (26a) for periodic orbits.

 14

 12

 10

 8

 6

 4

 2

 0
 0  1  2  3  4  5  6  7  8

s

ε

FIG .4:The quantum m echanicalenergy levelsasa function

of s, and the sem iclassical leveldensity obtained from the

Berry-Tabor approach as function of" are plotted together.

The sm oothing param eter � for the periodic orbit sum was

�= 0:002,and the sum m ation ofthe orbitsrunsfrom ns = 2

to ns;m ax = 240 and from w = 0 to w m ax = 120. (Num erical

experience showed that with these m axim um values ns;m ax

and w m ax the broadened delta functionsare quite prom inent

atsem iclassicalenergies).

Then the four types ofsub-classescan be characterized

by the angles�;� and 
,the cyclotron radius% and the

guiding centercoftheclassicalorbits.Using sim plegeo-

m etricalargum ents,these anglescan be calculated from

% and c. Using Eq.(17)(which isvalid in the quantum

case,too)the above classicalparam etersclassifying the

orbitscan bedirectly related tothequantum statesgiven

by the quantum num berm ;n (and so the energy eigen-

value E m ;n) and the m issing 
ux quanta s. Thus,the

conditions given in the �rstrow ofTable IIfor the dif-

ferenttypesoforbitscan bereform ulated in term softhe

particle energy " and the quantum num ber m . The re-

sultsaresum m arized in TableIII.A sim ilarclassi�cation

TABLE III: Conditionsin term sof"and m fordi�erentsub-

classes oforbits oftypesA and B . Here we take sgn(eB )=

� 1.

A 1 A 2 A 3 A 4 B 1 B 2

"> m
2
=2s "� m

2
=2s

m < 0

m � 0

m � 0 m > s

"< 2s
"� 2s

m � 2s m > 2s "� 2(m � s)

hasbeen m ade forelectronic statesofa circularring in

m agnetic�eld43 and forring-shaped Andreev billiards48.

It m ay also be usefulto presentthe conditions listed

in Table IIIgraphically.In "-m space,the classically al-

lowed regionscorresponding to the di�erent orbits look

likea ‘phasediagram ’.In Fig.5 such a phasediagram is

plotted in thespaceof"and m In "-m space,fora given
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m agnetic �eld.Thisphase diagram should be com pared

-20 -10 10 20

10

20

30

40

-20 -10 10 20

10

20

30

40

B1

A1

A 2

A3

m

ε

A4

B2

FIG .5:Phasediagram in thespaceof"and m :theclassically

allowed regionsde�ned by the conditionsin Table IIIforthe

di�erentorbits.Here s= 5 and sgn(eB )= � 1.

with Fig.3,the plotofthe energy levelsfrom the quan-

tum m echanicalcalculation.In thisway,thedi�erentex-

actlevelscan be classi�ed in term softhecorresponding

classicalorbits.W e should stressagain thattheseorbits

are notnecessarily periodic. Exam pleswillbe shown in

Sec.IV.

IV . C O M PA R ISO N O F T H E C U R R EN T

D IST R IB U T IO N S A N D T H E C LA SSIC A L

T R A JEC T O R IES

An apparentcorrespondence between the classicalor-

bitsand the quantum statescan also be m ade by calcu-

lating thecurrent
ow patternsin them agneticanti-dot

system .Theparticle(probability)currentdensity45,49 in

m agnetic�eld isgiven by

j=
i�h

2M
(	grad	 �

� 	�grad	)�
e

M
A j	j

2
: (31)

Using thevectorpotential(2)thecurrentdensity (in our

units)forstates	 m ;n can bewritten asj= j’
ê’

r
,where

j’(�)=
�h

2M
j	 m ;nj

2
�
2m � sgn(eB )

�
�
2
� �

2
R

�
�(� � �R )

�
;

(32)

and ê’ isthe unitvectorin the ’ direction.

Solving thesecularequation (9)and then determ ining

the norm alized eigenstates,the related currentdensities

can becalculated from (32).Figures6-8,10 and 11show

the current 
ow patterns for given eigenstates and the

corresponding classicaltrajectoriesofthe particle. The

m issing 
ux quanta iss= 5 and sgn(eB )= � 1 in all�g-

ures.In these�guresthecurrentdensity j(r)atpointris

represented by an arrow with length proportionalto the

m agnitudeofthecurrentdensity and them idpointofthe

arrow isatthe pointr.Ata given energy and quantum

num ber m corresponding to the classicalcanonicalm o-

m entum p’ = �hm the cyclotron radiusand the guiding

centerofthe classicalorbitis calculated from Eq.(17).

Hence the classicaltrajectory ofthe particle can be de-

term ined and areshown in the�gures(scaling isin units

ofthe m agnetic length l). In Figs.9 and 12 the radial

dependenceofthecurrentdensity isplotted forthecorre-

sponding eigenstates. States(m ;n)= (� 1;0);(0;0)and

(1;0)werecalled m agneticedgestatesin Ref.22.

In Fig.6 the current inside the non-m agnetic region


owsclockwise (the m agnitude ofthe currentdensity is

negative in accordance with Fig.9),while outside the

m agneticdotit
owscounterclockwise.Theclassicaltra-

jectoriesinsidethedotform a ‘caustic’and thecurrentis

enhanced herein theclockwisedirection.From TableIII

we �nd thatthe orbitisoftype A 1. The trajectory ap-

parently also satis�es the conditions given in Table II

(without the requirem ent for the periodicity ofthe or-

bits).

In Fig.7 for state m = 0 and n = 0 the current is

zero inside the m agnetic dot. This can easily be seen

from Eq.(32),while the direction ofthe current
ow is

counterclockwise outside. The orbit is a lim iting case

between typesA 1 and A 2.Figure8 forstate m = 1 and

n = 0 showsa counterclockwisecurrent
ow both inside

and outsidethem agneticdot.Thecurrentj’ ispositive

everywhereasitcan be also seen in Fig.9.The orbitis

again oftypeA 2,in accordancewith theconditionsgiven

in TablesIIand III.

FIG .6:The current
ow (in unitsof�h=(2M ))forstate m =

� 1 and n = 0. The classicalorbit is oftype A 1. Here and

in Figs.9-12 the m issing 
ux quanta iss= 5,and we choose

sgn(eB )= � 1.

O necan observethatthecurrentdensity j’ isnotdif-

ferentiable atr = R. Thisisbecause the theta function

in Eq.(32).Physically,thisisa consequence ofthe step

function behaviour ofthe m agnetic �eld. Nevertheless,

thedivergenceofthecurrentdensity vectorjisstillzero
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FIG .7:Thecurrent
ow (in unitsof�h=(2M ))forstatem = 0

and n = 0.The classicalorbitisoftypeA 2.

FIG .8:Thecurrent
ow (in unitsof�h=(2M ))forstatem = 1

and n = 0.The classicalorbitisoftypeA 2.

everywhere.

Finally,orbitsoftypesA 3 and A 4 areshown in Figs.10

and 11 for states (m ;n) = (1;6) and (14;2), respec-

tively. Sim ilarly,forthese statesthe corresponding cur-

rentdensitiesasfunctionsofthedistancefrom theorigin

are plotted in Fig.12. For both states the current is

very sm allinside the m agnetic dot. In the case ofstate

(m ;n) = (1;6),the trajectories alm ost cross the origin

(m issm all),whileforstate(m ;n)= (14;2)only a sm all

portion ofthe trajectory penetrates into the m agnetic

anti-dotregions.Thequalitativeagreem entbetween the

current 
ow patterns and the classical trajectories is,

again,clearly visible.

Note that in allofthese �gures the classicaltrajec-

tories are not periodic orbits with energy correspond-

ing to the given eigenstate. Thisisnotsurprising,since

thequantization should notbeapplied to periodicorbits

0 2 4 6r
−0.05

−0.03

−0.01

0.01

0.03

0.05

0.07

jϕ

m=−1, n=0
m=0, n=0
m=1, n=1

FIG .9:Thecurrentdensitiesj’ asfunctionsofr (in unitsof

l)forstatesshown in Figs.6-8.The verticalline isatr= R .

FIG .10:Thecurrent
ow (in unitsof�h=(2M ))forstatem =

1 and n = 6.The classicalorbitisoftype A 3.

in realspace but to the m otion on the two-dim ensional

torus param etrized by the action variables and their

canonically conjugateanglevariables(fordetailssee,eg,

Ref.40).In fact,the Berry-Taborform ula (11)suggests

that an in�nite num ber ofperiodic orbits with proper

weightscan only resultin thecorrectquantum m echani-

caldensity ofstates.

Ithasbeen shown by Halperin46 thatthe probability

current can be related to the derivative of the energy

levels with respect to the angular m om entum quantum

num ber:

Im ;n =

Z 1

0

ĵe’ dr=
1

h

@E m ;n

@m
: (33)

In Fig.13 the integralofthe current densities given in



10

FIG .11:Thecurrent
ow (in unitsof�h=(2M ))forstatem =

14 and n = 2.The classicalorbitisoftype A 4.

0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10
r

0

0.2

0.4

0.6

jϕ

m=14, n=2

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

0.4

jϕ

m=1, n=6

R

FIG .12: The currentdensitiesj’ asfunctionsofr (in units

ofl)forstatesshown in Figs.10-11.The param etersare the

sam e asin Fig.6.The verticalline isatr= R .

Eq.(33)isplotted asfunctionsofm forn = 0;1;2.O ne

can see that for m � 0 the totalcurrentis zero (these

are the orbitsoftype B 1 in ourclassi�cation)and that

form � 2s ittendsto a constantvalue (type B 2). The

currentis negative for states corresponding to orbits of

typeA 1,whileitincreasesm onotonicallyforstatescorre-

spondingtoorbitsoftypesA 2� A4.Thisisin accordance

with therighthand sideofEq.(33)using theenergy dis-

persion (the m dependence ofthe energy levels)plotted

in Fig.3.

−18 −12 −6 0 6 12 18 24
m

−0.1

0

0.1

0.2

0.3

I m
,n

n=0
n=1
n=2

FIG .13:ThetotalcurrentIm ;n (in unitsof�h=(2M ))obtained

from the integralofj’ given in (33) as functions of m for

n = 0;1;2.The param etersare the sam e asin Fig.6.

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

In this paper we investigated the energy spectrum of

the circular m agnetic anti-dot system s obtained from

exact quantum and sem iclassical calculations. In the

properdim ensionlessvariablesthe only relevantparam -

eter of the system is the m issing 
ux quantum . The

system isseparable,and in the quantum calculation the

energy levels are the solutions of the secular equation

derived from the m atching conditionsofthe wave func-

tions inside and outside the dot. In the sem iclassical

treatm ent we presented two di�erent m ethods. O n the

one hand,the density ofstateswascalculated using the

Berry-Tabor form ula. O n the other hand, the energy

levels obtained from the Bohr-Som m erfeld quantization

rules. The m ain di�erence between the two m ethods is

thatin the�rstcaseoneneedsto characterizethepossi-

ble periodic orbitsin realspace,while in the latter,the

m otion ofthe particle is on a torus in the space ofthe

action variables. In our num ericalresults we com pared

the quantum energy spectrum and thatobtained in the

sem iclassicalapproach. W e showed thatthe energy lev-

els ofthe m agnetic anti-dot system s obtained from the

two sem iclassicalm ethodswere in good agreem entwith

thenum erically exactquantum resultsforweak m agnetic

�elds.However,by increasingthem agnetic�eld,a slight

deviation between the exactand the sem iclassically ap-

proxim ated energy levels can be observed. W e argued

thatthe reason forthisdiscrepancy m ay be traced back

to the fact that the M aslov index should be m agnetic

�eld dependent. A thorough investigation ofthis prob-

lem m ightbe an interesting future work.

A classi�cation ofthe energy spectrum for arbitrary

m agnetic �elds was presented in term s ofthe classical

orbitsde�ned by theircyclotron radiusand guiding cen-
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ter. Such identi�cations are based on the explicit re-

lations between these classicalparam eters ofthe orbits

and the quantum states. The correspondence between

the quantum statesand the classicaltrajectoriescan be

m ade transparentby drawing a phase diagram with re-

gionscorresponding to six di�erenttypesoforbitsin the

space ofenergy and angularm om entum quantum num -

ber.

Finally, we calculated the current 
ow patterns for

eigenstates that correspond to orbits with trajectories

penetrating into the�eld-free region.The related classi-

caltrajectorieswerealso shown forthesakeofcom paris-

son.From these resultsone can see the close correspon-

dence between the structure ofthe trajectoriesand the

distribution ofthe current densities obtained from the

quantum calculations.

From the energy spectrum of the m agnetic anti-dot

system s one can determ ine the free energy. The good

agreem entbetween thesem iclassicaland quantum treat-

m entofthesystem allowsustousesem iclassicalm ethods

in the weak �eld lim it for calculating the energy spec-

trum . Therefore,the sem iclassicalapproach provides a

useful starting point for successive studies of therm o-

dynam ic properties,such as m agnetization. M oreover,

the sem iclassicalapproxim ation can be an e�ective tool

for investigating arbitrarily shaped m agnetic anti-dots

(which would be a very di�cult task in the quantum

case) or system s with m ore com plicated m agnetic �eld

pro�les.
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A P P EN D IX A :T H E B ER R Y -TA B O R FO R M U LA

The quantized energiescan be recovered ifwe express

the Ham iltonian in term sofIi

E (n1;n2;:::;nd)= H (I1;I2;:::;Id)=

H (�h(n1 + �1=4);�h(n2 + �2=4);:::;�h(nd + �d=4)):

(A1)

Thesem iclassicaldensity ofstatesisthedensity ofthese

energies:

d(E )=

1X

n1;n2;:::;nd= 0

� (E � E (n1;n2;:::;nd)): (A2)

The density ofstates can be rewritten via the Poisson

resum m ation technique

d(E ) =

Z

d
d
I�(E � H (I1;I2;:::;Id))�

dY

i= 1

+ 1X

ni= �1

�(Ii� �h(ni+ �i=4))=

1X

m 1;m 2;:::;m d= �1

Z
ddIdt

2��h
d+ 1

�

e
i

�h
(t(E �H (I 1;:::;Id))+ 2�

P

i
m i(Ii��h� i=4)):(A3)

Here,we used the Fourier expansion ofthe delta spike

train.The term m i = 0 (i= 1;2;:::;d)can be evaluated

directly and yieldsthenon-oscillatory averagedensity of

states.O therterm scan beevaluated by thesaddlepoint

m ethod,when �h ! 0.The saddlepointconditionsselect

the periodic orbits ofthe system ,and the result ofthe

integration is

d(E ) = d0(E )+
X

p

+ 1X

j= 1

(2�)(d�1)=2

2(�p�1)�h
(d+ 1)=2

�

cos
�
jSp(E )=�h �

�

2
j�p +

�

4
(d� 1)

�

p
(jTp)

d�1 (� detDp)
:(A4)

Here p isthe index ofthe prim itive periodic orbits,j is

thenum berofrepetitions,Sp istheclassicalaction along

theorbit,Tp isthetim eperiod oftheorbit,and �p isthe

M aslov index. The quantity �p isthe num berofaction

variablesoftheperiodicorbitwhosesaddlepointvalueis

zero(Ik = 0),sincein thiscasetheG aussian saddlepoint

integralisonly one-sided,and its contribution is1=2 of

the fullG aussian integral. The m atrix D p is related to

the second derivativem atrix

detD = det

 
@
2
H (I1;:::;Id)

@Ii@Ij

@H (I1;:::;Id)

@Ii
@H (I1;:::;Id)

@Ij
0

!

: (A5)

Equation (A4) is the generic form ofthe sem iclassical

density ofstates in term s ofperiodic orbits,known as

the Berry-Taborform ula35.

In two dim ensions,very often theHam iltonian cannot

beexpressed with theaction variablesexplicitly,only the

im plicitfunction

I2 = g(I1;H ); (A6)

isavailable. In thiscase itism ore usefulto expressthe

quantitiesin the Berry-Tabortrace form ula in term sof

thederivativesofg.Takingthepartialderivativeof(A6)

with respectto I1 yields

0=
@g(I1;H )

@I1
+
@g(I1;H )

@H

@H (I1;I2)

@I1
; (A7)

while the partialderivative of(A6) with respect to I2
gives

1=
@g(I1;H )

@H

@H (I1;I2)

@I2
: (A8)
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The frequencies can be expressed from these equations

as

!1 =
@H (I1;I2)

@I1
= �

@g(I1;H )

@I1

@g(I1;H )

@H

; (A9)

!2 =
@H (I1;I2)

@I2
=

1

@g(I1;H )

@H

: (A10)

Periodic orbitsare recovered from !1 =
2�n1
T

and !2 =
2�n2
T

.Theaction I1 fora periodicorbitatenergy E can

be obtained by solving equation

!1

!2
=
n1

n2
=
n1;p

n2;p
= �

@g(I1;E )

@I1
; (A11)

where we introduced n1 = jn1;p and n2 = jn2;p corre-

sponding to the prim itiveorbit.Then the period can be

expressed sim ply as

T = 2�n2;p
@g(I1;H )

@H
: (A12)

The m ain determ inantto be calculated reads

detD =

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

@
2
H (I1;I2)

@I2
1

@
2
H (I1;I2)

@I1@I2

@H (I1;I2)

@I1

@
2
H (I1;I2)

@I1@I2

@
2
H (I1;I2)

@I2
2

@H (I1;I2)

@I2
@H (I1;I2)

@I1

@H (I1;I2)

@I2
0

�
�
�
�
�
�
�
�

=

=

 

�
@2H

@I2
1

�
@H

@I2

� 2

+ 2
@2H

@I1@I2

@H

@I1

@H

@I2

�
@2H

@I22

�
@H

@I1

� 2
!

: (A13)

Now,the second derivativesofH can be expressed with

the second derivatives of g by taking further partial

derivativesof(A7) and (A8) with respectto I1 and I2.

Then wecan expressthe second derivativesas

@2H

@I21
=

1
�

@g

@H

�3

 

2
@2g

@H @I1

@g

@I1

@g

@H
�

@2g

@H 2

�
@g

@I1

� 2

�
@2g

@I2
1

�
@g

@H

� 2
!

; (A14)

@2H

@I1@I2
=

1
�

@g

@H

�3

�
@2g

@H 2

@g

@I1
�

@2g

@I1@H

@g

@H

�

; (A15)

@2H

@I22
= �

1
�

@g

@H

�3

@2g

@H 2
: (A16)

Using these expressions,the determ inantbecom es

detD = �
1

�
@g

@H

�3

@2g

@I21
= �

(2�n2;p)
3

T 3

@2g

@I21
: (A17)

Thedensity ofstatesin two dim ensionsisthen

d(E )= d0(E )+

X

p

+ 1X

j= 1

cos
�
jSp(E )=�h �

�

2
j�p +

�

4
(d� 1)

�

2�p�(�h)3=2
q

j(n2;p)
3 @

2g

@I2
1

=T 2
p

:(A18)

A P P EN D IX B :D ER IVA T IO N O F T H E

C Y C LO T R O N R A D IU S A N D T H E G U ID IN G

C EN T ER

The cyclotron radiuscan be determ ined from the en-

ergy E of the particle. The energy is conserved,and

obviously E = 1

2
M !2c %

2,thus

%

l
=
p
": (B1)

Theguidingcenterm aybecalculated asfollows.Aswe

haveseen,theconjugatem om entum given by Eq.(15)is

a constantofm otion,therefore,e.g.,forr> R the right

hand side of(15)should also be a constantatany point

oftheorbit.At�rstapply thisequation forpointsP and

Q ,which are the pointsclosestto and farthestfrom the

origin (the center ofthe circle ofradius R) ofan orbit

lying outside the anti-dot. These are specialpoints of

the orbitsforwhich the righthand side ofEq.(15)has

a sim pler form . Then the distances ofpoints P and Q

from theorigin arerP = c� % and rQ = c+ % (weassum e

thatpointQ isfartherfrom the origin). From a sim ple

geom etricalargum entone�ndsthattheangularvelocity

atpointsP and Q satis�esthe following equations

rP _’P = %!csgn(eB ); (B2)

rQ _’Q = � %!csgn(eB ): (B3)

Substituting,forexam ple,rP = c� % and _’P from (B2)

into Eq.(15),and using (B1),we�nd

c

l
=
p
"+ 2m e�: (B4)

Thesam eresultscan beobtained by using(B3)forpoint

Q . Ifthe oribitencom passesthe anti-dotthen the right

hand sideof(B2)should bem ultiplied by a factorof� 1.

The case oforbitswith trajectoriespenetrating into the

anti-dotcan be treated sim ilarly. However,the expres-

sionsforthe cyclotron radiusand the guiding centerare

the sam easaboveforallcases.

A P P EN D IX C :C O N T R IB U T IO N O F T H E

C Y C LO T R O N O R B IT S T O T H E

SEM IC LA SSIC A L D EN SIT Y O F STA T ES

In the case ofthe cyclotron orbits,the integralin I’
in Eq. (A3) has to be calculated directly rather than

using the saddlepoint m ethod. As I’ is constant,the

integrand does not depend on the integration variable
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and thereforethe integralisequalto the m easureofthe

intervalofthe possible I’s. W ithout loss ofgenerality,

wetakesgn(eB)= � 1 in thissection.

1. C yclotron orbits oftype B 1

Cyclotron orbitswhich do notencom passtheanti-dot

(type B 1) are possible at any value of� and any neg-

ative angular m om entum p’ (see Table III). At point

P ofthese orbits (points P and Q ofa cyclotron orbit

are de�ned in Appendix B),from Eqs.(14)and (15)we

obtain

I’ = p’ = M r
2
P _’P + eB

r2P � R2

2
: (C1)

This is m inim alwhen rP = R (and the cyclotron orbit

touches the boundary ofthe anti-dot),and is m axim al

when theorbitisplaced asfaraspossiblefrom theanti-

dot. By denoting the radius ofthe system with L (in

units of l) the intergation in (A3) with respect to I’
yields a factor �I ’ = I’(R)� I’(L). Using (C1) and

(B2),one�nds

�I ’

�h
= L

p
"�

p
2s"+

1

2
(L2

� 2s): (C2)

TheIr-and t-integralscan be evaluated with thesaddle

point m ethod,just as in the case ofa one-dim ensional

system .Thedeterm inantofthesecond derivativem atrix

is

detD = det

 
� @

2
H

@I2
r

T � @H

@Ir

� @H

@Ir
0

!

= �

�
@H

@Ir

� 2

: (C3)

From Eqs.(A8)and (23),we�nd

@H

@Ir
=

1
@g

@E

= !c; (C4)

detD = � !
2
c: (C5)

Thus,the totalam plitude ofthese orbitsin the periodic

orbitsum is

A
�
c �

�I ’

�h

1

�h!c

=
1

�h!c

�

L
p
"�

p
2s"+

1

2
(L2

� 2s)

�

: (C6)

The action can be calculated from Eq. (23), and for

p’=�h � m < 0 we have

S = 2�Ir = �h�"; (C7)

and theirM aslov index is� = 2,therefore the contribu-

tion to the sem iclassicalleveldensity from these orbits

reads

d
�
c (E )= A

�
c

1X

j= 1

cos(j"� � j�): (C8)

The sum has Dirac delta peaks at " = 2n + 1,where

n = 0;1;2;:::and m < 0.Thesearethefam iliarLandau

levelsofan electron form < 0.

2. C ycltoron orbits oftype B 2

For cyclotron orbits encom passing the anti-dot (type

B 2) the angular m om entum satis�es the condition

p’=�h = m > 2s (see Table III). At point Q ofthese

orbits,using (14)and (15),wecan write

I’ = p’ = M r
2
Q _’Q + eB

r2Q � R2

2
: (C9)

Them inim um and them axim um ofrQ are% and 2%� R,

respectively. Between these values,I’,as a function of

rQ ,is m onotonic,thus the integration in (A3) over I’
gives�I ’ = I’(%)� I’(2%� R). Using (C9)and (B3),

wehave

�I ’

�h
=
"

2
+ s�

p
2s": (C10)

Sim ilarly to (C6),the am plitude ofthe orbitsbecom es

A
+
c �

�I ’

�h

1

�h!c
=

"

2
+ s�

p
2s"

�h!c
: (C11)

Using (23),the action forp’=�h � m > 2s is

S = 2�Ir = �h� ("+ 2s� 2m ); (C12)

Finally, the contribution to the periodic orbit sum of

theseorbitsis

d
+
c (E ) = A

+
c

1X

j= 1

cos[�j("+ 2s� 2m )� j�]:(C13)

Thesum hasDiracdelta peaksat"= 2(m � s)+ 2n+ 1,

where m and n are non-negative integers,and m > 2s.

Theseareagain thefam iliarLandau levelsofan electron

form > 2s.
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