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W e study the energy level structure of tw o-din ensional charged particles in inhom ogeneous m ag-

netic elds.

In particular, for m agnetic antidots the m agnetic eld is zero inside the dot and

constant outside. Such a device can be fabricated w ith present-day technology. W e present detailed
sem iclassical studies of such m agnetic antidot system s and provide a com parison w ith exact quan—
tum calculations. In the sam iclassical approach we apply the Berry-Tabor form ula for the density

of states and the Borh-Som m erfeld quantization rules.

In both cases we found good agreem ent

w ith the exact spectrum in the weak m agnetic eld lim it. T he energy spectrum for a given m issing
ux quantum is classi ed in six possible classes of orbits and sum m arized in a so-called phase dia—
gram . W e also investigate the current ow pattems of di erent quantum states and show the clear

correspondence w ith classical tra fctories.

PACS numbers: 7321 ., 03.65.5q, 85.75.d

I. NTRODUCTION

In the past decade, the study of systems of twor
din ensional electron gas (2DEG) in seam iconducto
has been extended by the application of spatially inho—
m ogeneous m agnetic elds. The inhom ogeneity of the
magnetic eld can be realized experin entally .eﬂ:her by
varying the topography of,the, glectron gas!z.i i, by us-
ing ferrom agnetic m ater:ladsﬂ":*""j'7''ang depositing a super—
conductor on top of the 2D EgﬂQrﬂ_ Num erous the—
oretical works also show an Increasing interest in the
study ofe]ect.ton m ou'on J'n J'nhom ogeneousm agnetic eld

In the experin entalw orksm entioned above, or G aA s
heterostructures, on the one hand, the electron dynam ics
is con ned to two-din ensions. O n the other hand, the
coherence length and the m ean free path of the electron
can bem uch larger than the size ofthe system , while the
Fem iwavelength is com parable to the size ofthe 2DEG .
M oreover, the electron system can be described to a good
apprpxin ation as a free electron gas with an e ective
masd . Therefore, the quantum m echanical treatm ent of
these system s is of som e physical interest.

In this paper, as an exam pl, we consider the energy
Jevels of a two-din ensional non-interacting electron gas
In a magnetic eld that is zero Inside a circular region
and constant outside. T his system (shown in Fjg.:}') will
be called a m agnetic antidot; fwas rst studied by Soli-
m any and K ram er®2. Solving the Schrodinger equation it
was shown that there are bound states. Introducing an
e ective angular m om entum , the Schrodinger equation
of the particle in sym m etric gauge can be m apped to the
Landau model. This e ective angular m om entum is a
sum of the angular mom entum in a uniform m agnetic

eld and the ux (In unis of the ux quantum,-m iss—
ing from the unifbm eld. Recently, Sin et al%% have
renewed the study of this system and pointed out the

crucial role of the m agnetic edge states In the m agneto-
conductance. The classical counterparts of these states
correspond to tra pctories of the charged particle that
consist of straight segm ents Inside the non-m agnetic re—
gion and arcs outside.

FIG . 1l: The twodin ensional electron gas In an inhom oge-
neous m agnetic eld. The m agnetic eld is zero Inside the
circle of radius R and constant outside the circle.

A though it is di cult to m easure directly the den-—
sity of states of a quantum system , i a ects m any ob—
servable quantities such as the m agnetoconductance, the
m agnetization or the susoeptibility. In the interpretation
of the experim ental resuls the sam iclassical approxin a—
tion proyeq tphe apsefiil tool. Several sam iclassicalap—
proache£ 3848989572929 are known in the literature and
an excellent overview of the subct can be found in the
textbook by Brack and Bhadurfd. D i erent sem iclassi
cal theories for m agnetic system-s have successfully been
applied, for example, in workt?43nid | por integrable
system sBerry and Tabo®? have shown that the oscillat—
Ing part of the density of states can always be expressed
In tem s ofclassicalperiodic orbits. T his form ula is com —
m only called the Berry-Tabor trace formula.

One of our aiIn s In this paper is to apply, or the

rst tin e, the Berry-Tabor trace form ula for a m agnetic
antidot. To illustrate the power of the method, we
also calculate the exact eigenvalues of the single parti-
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cle Schrodinger equation and nd a very good agreem ent
between the two results. W-e should m ention here that
the statem ent by Sin et al%4 on the relation between the
quantum states and the corresponding periodic orbits is
som ew hat m isleading. T heir condition for a given peri-
odic orbit is not necessarily satis ed at the valie of the
corresponding exact energy lvel as they claimed How—
ever, ncliding m ore and m ore periodic orbits w ith the
proper w eights In the trace form ula the sum converges to
the correct quantum density of states. In practice only
a few of the shortest orbits are enough to get a rough
estin ate of the positions of the exact energy levels.

The power of the sem iclassical approach can also be
dem onstrated by applying the B ohrSom m erfeld approx—
In ation. W e shall show that the energy levels obtained
from the BohrSomm erfeld quantization rules also agree
very wellw ith the num erdcally exact levels even for the
low est elgenstates. N ote that in this sam iclassical treat—
m ent the quantization should be applied to the classi-
calm otion on a two-din ensional torus param etrized by
the action variables and their canomcaJJy con jugate angle
variables (for details see, eg, Ref. .4())

T he classical orbits can be classi ed by their cyclotron
radiis % and their guiding center ¢ (distance ofthe center
of the orbits from the origin). In the quantum m echani-
caltreatm ent one can calculate the average of operators
de ning the cyclotron radius and, the guiding center. For
circular m agnetic billiards, Lent*? has derived approxi-
m ate expressions for these averages for a given quantum
state. Follow ng Ref. :_4!_5, onem ay derive the correspond—
Ing relations for m agnetic antidot system s. T hus, these
relations are the basis for classifying the di erent quan-—
tum states in tem sofclassicalorbits foroursystem . W e
w illshow that the quantum states can be describbed by six
di erent types of classical orbits. In addition, this clas—
si cation enables us to draw a so—called bhase diagram ’
which show s a clear one-to-one correspondence betw een
classical orbits and quantum states.

To com plete our sam iclassical study, we nally present
results forthe probability current density calculated from
quantum calculations. W e shall argue that the current

ow pattems can be understood qualitatively from the
corresponding classicaltra fctories. R ecently, H a]peJ::|nzl6l
hasbeen shown that the totalcurrent (the integralofthe
current density along the radialdirection) can be related
to the digpersion of the energy lvels (their angularm o—
mentum dependence). As i will be shown this general
relation works in our m agnetic antidot system , too.

R egarding the num erical calculations, we should m en—
tion that the sam iclassical approach presented in this
paper proves to be a very e ective m ethod. M oreover,
i provides a better understanding of the nature of the
quantum system . Our sem iclassicalm ethod applied to
m agnetic antidot system sm ay be an in portant tool to
understand the role of the m agnetic edge states in the
density of states or the m agnetization (ooth are experi-
m entally accessible physical qauntities). W e believe that
our sam iclassical analysis can be extended to other types

of Inhom ogeneous m agnetic elds such as studied, eg, in
Refs. :_é;j.ﬁ;_?j as well as non-circular dot system s.

_ The rest of the text is organized as follows. In Sec.
:_II the exact quantization condition (secular equation) is
derived from the m atching conditions of the wave func—
tions at the boundary of the m agnetic and non-m agnetic
regions. In Sec. :_]]-;t the sam iclassical approxin ation is
presented including the descr:iptjon of the classicalm o—
tion ofthe particle In Subsec. -]]IA' the c:haracter_lzat:on
of the possible periodic ofo:ts n Subsec -]I[B' som e nu—
merical results in Subsec. .IIIC' and the phase diagram

n Subsec. ']:IID-' The current ow pattems of the sys—
tem are dJscussed in Sec. .IV. F inally, the conclusions are
given in Sec. -V'

II. QUANTUM CALCULATION

In this section, we present the quantum m echanical
treatm ent of the m agnetic antidot. The m agnetic eld
with a constant B outside a circle of radiuis R is as—
sum ed to be perpendicular to the plane of the 2DEG .
The Ham iltonian of the electron of massM and charge
e is given by

2_. if r< R;
H = s @)
; if r> R;

wherep isthe canonically conjigatem om entum , and the
vector potential in palar coordinates (r;’ ) and symm et—
ric gauge is given by34

A = A/ ('

? R
A/ (') = B——— (& R);
2r

)& ; where )

and &, is the unit vector in the ’ direction. Here (x)
is the H eaviside step function.

T he energy kvels of the system are the eigenvalies E
of the Schrodinger equation :

H @' )=E @'): 3)

Rotational symm etry of the system implies a sepa—
ration ansatz for the wave function as a product of
radial and angular parts. W e choose for the angular
part the appropriate angular m om entum eigenfunctions
e™’ with quantum numberm (here m is an Integer).
Thus the wave function for a given m is separated as

€’) = £, @©e™ ', where the radial wave functions
f, (r) satisfy a one-din ensional Schrodinger equation in
the nom al region:

fn (B ()="% (); (4a)
in which the radialH am iltonian takes the form
@2 1@
Ay, = — =4V, : 4b
()= 35 3 () (4b)



Here we Introduce the din ensionless variable = r=1,
where 1=  h=¥B jisthem agnetic length, !. = £B M
is the cyclotron frequency, " = 2E=(h!.) is the din en—

sionless energy, and the radial potential is given by

8 2
2 ; if r< R;
Vn () = 2 2 (4c)
T o moex \
——; if r> R;
me = s+msgnEB); (4d)
where s = R?=QF) = = , is the magnetic ux
= BR? (in units of the magnetic ux quantum

o = h=7%7) m issing inside the circle of radius R . The

function sgnf g stands for the sign function. In the nu-

m erical resultspresented In thispaper, we alwaysassum e
that the particl is an electron m oving in am agnetic eld
along the positive z-axis, ie.,, sgn €B) = 1. However,
our theoretical resuls are not restricted In such a way.
Introducing the new variable = 2=2 and transfom —
Ing the wave functions in the m agnetic region (r > R)
as
) = e F2 e =2

£ ( n (); ©)

Eqg. Cfl-é) results n a Kumm er di erentjalequatjonﬂ

2, , . d n
+ 1+ Jme J )d—
1+ Jm j m "
Jm e ; e = 0: (6)

T hus the ansatz for the radialwave function in the m ag-
netic region can nally be w ritten as

£, ()= j'neffj:Ze =2
"w.

1+ jm . .
- G4 dme 3 ;D)

J me
2

where U is the con uent hypergeom etric finction®’
N ote that the function U tendsto zeroasr ! 1 .

Tt is easy to show that the radialwave function inside
the circle of radlus R (where them agnet:c eld is zero)

satis es the Bessel di erential equatJon . Thus the ra—
dialwave function is given by
@ (1=a &7 ®)

where J, (x) is the Bessel function of orderm .

M atching the radialwave fiinctions Inside and outside
the circle gives a secular equation whose solutions are
the eigenvalues of the system . The m atching conditions
atr= R yid

i]n () -4 nf, () : ©
g om -r=1 d " =R=1

Fora given m this secular equation depends only on the
din ensionlessm issihg ux s.

III. SEM ICLASSICAL APPROXIM ATION:THE
BERRY-TABOR APPROACH

W enow tum to the sam iclassical treatm ent ofthe sys—
tem . G enerally, in d dim ensions, a system is integrable if
there are d Independent constants ofthem otion. U sually
this is the result of the separability of the H am ilttonian:
In a suitably chosen coordinate system the Ham iltonian
depends only on separate functions ; (gi;pi) of the co—
ordinates and the conjugate m om enta. T hism eans that
the dynam ics can be viewed as a collection of indepen-
dent one din ensional dynam ical system s. T he finction

(@ ;pi) plys the role of the Ham ittonian In each sub-
system . The one din ensional sem iclassical quantization
procedure can be carried out In each subsystem sepa—
rately

I

L= Zi pidag = h n;+ Zl ;o ony=
where I; is the action variable and ; is the M aslov in—
dex (for details see, eg, Ref. (). The M asbv index is
the sum of the M aslov indices of the tuming points of
the classical m otion. Sm ooth or \soft" classical tum-—
Ing points (zeros of p; (0;)) contrbute + 1 to the M aslov
index, while \hard" classical tuming po:nts (In nite po—
tential walls) contribute + 2. Equation {10), the Bohr-
Som m erfeld quantization condition, isw idely used to ap—
proxin ate the energy levels of classically integrable sys—
tem s.

A tematively, from Eq. Cl() a sem Jc]assmlttaoe or-
mula known as the B erry-Tabor form ul2? can be derived
for the oscillating part of the density of states. For two—
din ensional system s, this form ula can be w ritten as

0;1;2; 5 (10)

dE) = dy E)
JSp (E) .
N X X! cos =& 33t 7 )
o ia hz=2\1 J2)° @2 !
3= =g

(for the _detailed derivation of this expression see Ap-
pendix :A') Here dy E ) is the average density of states.
T he p—sum m ation runs over the prin itive periodic orbits
of the system , the j-summ ation runs over their repeti-
tions; Sp;Tp and , denote the classicalaction, the tine
and the M aslov-index of orbit p, respectively; ny,, is the
num ber of cycles in the m otion profcted to the action
variable I, underone cyck oftheorbi;and I; = g(L;E )
denotes the action variable I; asa function ofthe energy
and L.

A . Classicaldynam ics of the system

Tt is easy to show that the classical Ham iltonian in
polar coordinates (r;’ ), inside and outside the non-
m agnetic region is:

©;
2M

+V (©); 12)



wherep, and pr are the canonjca]Jy conjigatem om enta,
and the radialpotentialV (r) = >< w () isthe sam e as
Z4cc ) w ith the follow ing rep]aoan ents

pl
= ; 13
m n (13a)
me = s+ %sgn(eB): (13b)

Note thatherem andm . are continuous classicalvari-
ables. Aswe shallsee below in the sam iclassical approxi-
m ation, the canonicalm om entum p- is quantized accord-
ing to the Bohr-Som m erfeld quantization rules (10).

Since the Ham ittonian does not depend explicitly on

! (the system is rotationally invariant), the conjigate
mom entum pr isa constant ofm otion. T hus the angular
action variable becom es

1
I = — P d’ = P (14)
2
The conjigate m om entum inside the antidot is In fact
the angular m om entum . O utside the anti-dot there is

an additionalterm due to the non-zero vector potential.

From ’_= @H =@p, one nds
8
<M’ ; if r< R;
P = 15)
M r?’_ ; if r>R:
W e now choose I T and I I inEqg. C_l-(_)') To
calculate the radial action variable I, g( ;E) one
needs to perform the integral of p, = E V (r) be-

tween the classicaltuming points of the radialpotential.
Fora given E these tuming points can be ocbtained from
V (r) = E . Using the sam e din ensionless variables as in
Sec. EZI we have one tuming point for the potential inside
the non-m agnetic circle:

m

= P (16a)

and for the potential valid outside the circle there are
two tuming points:

q
D
= 2("+tme) 2

"("+ Zme )

= "+me +dne J "+ me ne F (16b)
where the upper/lower sign of  distinguishes the st
and second tuming points. Note that ¢ < $UF, and
the tuming points are real if etherm, > 0 or "
2me form. < O.
For a given energy E and m om entum pr one can cal-

culate the cycltron radiis $ and the guiding center c:

p

s =17

17a)

pP—
c= 1 "+2m. 17b)

T he derivation in the frame ofc]ass:calm echanics is out—
Iined in A ppendix E -B' Follow ing Ref. .45 the relation be-
tween these quantities and the corresponding quantum
states of the system can be derived from quantum me-
chanics. It tums out that the sam e relations hold for the
cyclotron radius and the guiding center provided pr is
quantized aspr = hm ,wherem now isan integer. T hen,
m. Iisthe same as that de ned by Eqg. (-4d) The same
results were Hund by Sin et al%. Using Eq. C_lj we
shalldiscuss in detail the correspondence betw een classi-
calorbits and quantum states in Secs. :1]-_1-1_3-: and :_1\2:
The tuming points given in Eq. {16b) can be expressed
In tem s of the cyclotron radius and the gquiding center:

(

N c %; ifme > 0;
1 = (18a)
$ ¢ ifme < 0;
159 = c+ %: (18b)

W e can now classify the classical orbits according to
the relation between the values of the tuming points
given by C_fg:) and the corresponding radius of the cir-
cular non-m agnetic region (in unis ofl)

R = = 2s: 19)

R P—
1

T here are two di erent cases listed In Table ﬁ For orbis
of type A the particke outside the non-m agnetic region
m oves along a cycltron orbit and then passes through
the m agnetic eld free region as a free particle. In the
case of orbits of type B the particle does not penetrate
the non-m agnetic region. In this case one can further
distinguish two additional types of cyclotron orbits de—
pending on the sign ofm. . The condition "t > ¢
listed .n Tabkgand Eq. @8a) mply thatc %> R fr
me > 0,and% c¢> R forme < 0.From a sinple geo—
m etrical consideration it follow s that in the st case the
cyclotron orbits (denoted by B ;) lie outside the circle of
radiis R, while in the latter case the orbits (denoted by
B,) com pltely encircle the non-m agnetic region. T hese
conditions can be rew ritten as

P
2s"> 0; for Bq;
2s"> 0; for B,:

(20a)
(20b)

m sgnEeB) >

m sgnE€B) >

For both types B; and By, " < m?=2s is valid. In the
case of orbits of type A we have " > m 2=2s.

W e now tum to the calculation of the radial action
variable I, . U sing the radialpotentialgiven by @c:l) nside
the non-m agnetic circle we nd

Z Z
p

w ;) % prdr= "oV ()d

— w2 2 m .
m m arccos—p—=; (21a)



and sin ilarly outside, we have
Z Z

o S
out "i ) —  pedr= "o v()d
h
s
1 2 2
- = w 2 _ m
2 2 ° .
) "+ me 2=2'
— "+ me )arcsin ———
n ("+ 2me)
!
2"+ m 2m?
L. jaresn —lprMe) M o)
2 27 m "+ 2m. )

T he radial action variables for the orbits of types A and
B can be expressed in temn s of the functions 4 and
outs and are listed In Table I.

TABLE I: Classi cation ofthe orbits and the corresponding
radial action variables. See also the text.

Case conditions a5k

A & = and out ("; %) oue ("5 r)

SUE> g + n™r) W ("N

B P> out (s 5°F) oue (i £Y)
N ote that

out ("; £°) = 72 ("tme  We 3 @2a)

out ("; 5°°) = out ("; £95): (22b)

T hus, for orbis of type B, the radial action variable I,
can be sinpli ed to
I =

"+ me e J: @3)

h
2
Tt is clear from {14) and Tabk T that or xed s, the
radial action variable I, is a function of the rescaled en—
ergy " and the angular action variabl I. throughm and
m. . Then, fororbisoftype A, the partial derivative In
the denom inator ofEq. C_l-]_;) has a rather sim ple form

Q%I 1 S+ me

€ T2s" m2"+2m.

@4)

H ow ever, the am plitude ororbits oftypeB i Eq. C_l-l:)
cannot be calculated using the second partial derivative
of I, therefore the contrloution from these orbits to the
sem iclassical level density is calculated separately in Ap-
pendix L.

K now ing the explicit " and I. dependence of the ra—
dial action variable I, the BohrSomm erfeld quantiza—
tion conditions given by Eq. C_l-(_i) for orbis oftype A can
be rew ritten as

I = hm; (25a)

1
Ir = h n+ E H (25b)

FIG.2: Two exam ples for the basic orbit segm ents (an arc
in the m agnetic eld ollowed by a straight line inside the
antidot) of orbit type A, and the related angles ; and

A particle traveling along the segm ents m oves anticlockw ise
w ith respect to the center ofthe anti-dot in the case drawn on
the left, whik In the other exam ple i m oves clockw ise on the
straight line inside the antidot. Thus In this case the angle

is negative.

wheren = 0;1;2;
dependent radialaction variable I, isgiven in Tab]e@ (the
M aslov indicesare » = 0 and = 2, ordetails see, eg,
Ref.10). Using {3) PromirsoftypeB , the sem iclassical
quantization conditions can be sin pli ed and the energy
¥vels are

e j me +1

hle n+ == —° "~

> (25¢)

Ern;n =

wherem, = s+ m sgnEB ), and m and n are Integers.
T hese kevels coincide w ith the fam iliar Landau levels n
a hom ogeneous m agnetic eld but the quantum num ber
m isreplacedbym. .Below in Sec. :12-;[-9-: we shall com —
pare the exact energy lvels w ith those obtained from

the BohrSom m erfeld quantization conditions for orbits

oftypesA and B .

B . Periodic orbits

To apply the Berry-Tabor form ula Q-.]_:), one needs to
describe the possib ke periodic orbits of the m agnetic anti-
dot system . T he periodic orbis oftype A can be charac—
terized by their w inding numberw (the num ber of tums
around the center under one cycl) and the num ber of
identical orbit segm ents ng the orbi can be split up to.
T hese segm ents consist ofa circularpath outside the anti-
dot ollowed by a straight line inside. W e Introduce the
angls ; and to characterize these basic orbit seg—
ments as shown in Fig. :_2 These angles always ful 11

ng( + ) =

w
sin( ) R
= —; (26b)

; (26a)

sin ()

andm isan integer, and the energy—



( and are always positive and the sign of follows
the sign ofw). The relations between the indices w ;ng
and the angles dqaractenzmg the basic orbit segm ent are
sum m arized in Tab]e-II for the our possble sub—classes.
W hen eitherw isnegative (orbits oftype A;), or the cy—
clotron radius  is am aller than the radius ofthe antidot
(orbitsoftypeA;), theanglkes ; and are fully deter-
m ined by w and ng, sihce in these cases is de niely
an aller than =2. On the other hand, when w > 0 and

> R,onemust also specify whether isam aller (orbis
oftype A3) or larger (orbitsoftypeA,) than =2 to fully
determm ine the periodic orbit.

TABLE II: The di erent sub—classes of orbis of type A and
the corresponding relations between the angles de ning the
basic orbi segm ent and the indices w and ns. Every orbit
wih a negative winding number w falls into sub-class A1,
regardless of whether is am aller or larger than R . T he sub—
class A ; consists ofthose orbits which have a positive w inding
numberand < R. Incassofw > 0, > R and < =2,
the orbit is of type A3, otherw ise it is of type A4 . The angle
can be obtained from w and n directly. Then can be

calculated from ; and R, and na;;y from andR

( 2 w> 0 > w> 0;
w > 0;

A;: w<O0|Az: Az : > R; |Ag: > R;

< R 2 2
o< =2 o> =2

-+ -

= o arcsin(zsin ) | = 0

The action of periodic orbit p can generally be ex—
pressed as
p=hkLp+ eBAy; @n
p—— .
wherek = 2M E =h isthewavenumber, L, isthe length

ofthe orbit and A, is the area inside the m agnetic eld.
In our case

Lp = 21'ls [ + R S:In(j j)]; (28)
2 sin 2
Ap = ng + son @ )T
2 sin 2
R + sgn 2 )7 @9)
T herefore the action In our units can be w ritten as
n P
Sp=h = ng 2" +2 2s"sin(§ )
sin 2
+sgnEB) " + son @ )T
sin 2
2s + sgn (2 )— (30a)

2

Finally, touse C_l-]_l) and C_Z-é_;),wea]soneedtheti:n e period
T, and I associated to the orbit, which can be w ritten
as

=

o<

2ng

P
1+ 2s="sin(j J ;

T, = (30b)

|
(e

I ,=h = 2s" cos( ); (30c)
w here v denotes the velocity and In the latter expression
the upper sign is for the orbitsw ith w > 0 and the lower
sign is for the orbitswith w < 0. This expression for I
can be obtained from (L4): the angular action variablke is
equalto pr , and, as already m entioned, inside the anti-
dotpr isequivalent to the angularm om entum .

C. Results

In this section we compare the num erically exact
energy lvels with those calculated from the Bohr-
Somm erfeld quantization conditions. Sin ilarly, we
present results for the densiy of states obtained from
the Berry-Tabor form ula C_l-]_}) .

T he num erically exact energy lkevels of the m agnetic
antidot system are calculated from the secular equation
@Si) r xedm . Sovihg Eqg. (25) for " we cbtai the en—
ergy levels In the BohrSom m erfeld approxin ation. The
results fora given m agnetic eld are shown in Fig. d The
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FIG . 3: Exact (crosses) and sem iclassical (+ signs) energy
Jevels (in units of h' =2) of the circular m agnetic anti-dot
obtained from Egs. @9 ) and @5 as functions ofm for s= 5.
Wetakesgn (€B) = 1 asin Ref.22.

agreem ent betw een the exact and the sam iclassically cal-
culated energy levels is excellent. O ur resuls also agree
w ith those presented in Ref. 22 For large Jn jthe energy
levels tend to the Landau lvels, while In the opposite
case a substantial deviation can be seen. In the latter
case, the energy levels result from the quantization ofor-
bits of type A . In the work by Sin et al?3 these states
were called m agnetic edge states. O ne can see that even



the low -lying energy levels of these m agnetic states can
be accurately calculated In the B ohr-Som m erfeld approx—
In ation. H owever, a signi cant deviation ofthe eigenval-
ues of these states from the buk Landau levels can be
seen in the gure. The lowest energy level of the m ag—
netic anti-dot system isthe statem = 0O andn = 0.Note
that the spectrum can be calculated much m ore easily
In the sam iclassical approxim ation than from the exact
secular equation Involving the con uent hypergeom etric
function U .

Increasing them agnetic eld, we experienced slight de—
viations. These discrepancies m ay be explained qual-
fatively In the follow ng way. As the magnetic eld
tends to in niy, the charged particle spends lss and
Jess tim e outside the circular region, and in the lim iting
case s m otion is described by an elastic re ection from
the boundary ofthe m agnetic and non-m agnetic regions.
T he radialpotentialbecom esa hardwallatr= R . Thus,
one ofthe classicaltuming points for orbits oftype A be-
com es a hard one and the corresponding contribution to
the M aslov index tends to 2. B laschke and B rack®} ob-
served a sin ilar situation in circular m agnetic billiards.
T heir num erical investigations have con m ed the argu—
m ent presented above. Here we do not discuss this issue
further.

W e now present resuls for the densﬂ:y of states calcu—
lated from the B erry-T aborfom ula Cll-) rtwom agnetic
elds given by them issing ux quanta s= 5 and s= 10.
T o evaluate the sem iclassicaldensity of states In practice,
we have regularized the periodic orbit sum i {11) with a
G aussian am oothing by m ultiplying the am plitude ofthe
oxpitswihe '», where isi nitesin al), asdiscussed
4941 | T his factor suppresses the contrbution from the
long orbits and broadens the delta functions at sem iclas—
sical energies. Substituting Egs. €4) and {8d) into the
regularized version of {_1].), we obtain the sam iclassical
density shown in Fig. -4 plotted together w ith the num er—
ically cbtained quantum energy levels. The agreem ent
between the two resuls is good for the m a prity of the
Jevels, however, in the case ofm issing ux quanta s= 10,
apparent discrepancies can be observed for eaxam ple at
energiescloseto " 3. W ethink that a better agreem ent
can be obtained for stronger m agnetic elds by taking
Into acoount the m agnetic eld dependent M aslov index.

T he work along this line is in progress.

D . Phase diagram , the classical-quantum
correspondence

In this section we classify the exact energy lkevels in
tem s of the classical orbits. In Sec. -DIA' orbits of types
A and B have been introduced acoordmg to the positions
ofthe tuming points com pared to the m agnetic antidot.
O roitsoftype A can furtherbe classi ed jnto sub-classes
A,{A4, as it has been shown in Sec. .]I[B' However, in
that section only periodic orbits have been studied. W e
now go beyond the condition @@a) for periodic orbits.

FIG .4: The quantum m echanical energy levels as a flinction
of s, and the sem iclassical level density obtained from the
Berry-Tabor approach as function of " are plotted together.
The am oothing param eter for the periodic orbit sum was

= 0:002, and the summ ation of the orbis runs from ng = 2
tO Ngimax = 240 and from w = 0 to Wpax = 120. (Num erical
experience showed that with these m axinum values ngm ax
and wWn ax the broadened delta functions are quite prom inent
at sam iclassical energies ).

Then the four types of sub-classes can be characterized
by the angles ; and ,the cyclotron radiis $ and the
guiding center c ofthe classical orbits. U sing sin ple geo—
m etrical argum ents, these angles can be calculated from
% and c. Using Eq. ({4 (which isvald in the quantum
case, too) the above classical param eters classifying the
orbits can be directly related to the quantum states given
by the quantum numberm ;n (and so the energy eigen—
value Ep ;) and the missing ux quanta s. Thus, the
conditions given in the st row of Tabl -I[ for the dif-
ferent types of orbits can be reform ulated in termm s ofthe
particle energy " and the quantum numberm . The re—
sults are sum m arized in Tab]e-]I[ A sim ilarclassi cation

TABLE III: Conditions In tem sof" and m for di erent sub-
classes of orbits of types A and B . Here we take sgn (€B ) =
1.

A, ‘ A, ‘ As ‘ Ay B B2
"> m?=2s " m?=2s
m 0
m <0 m 0 m > s
" 2
"< 2s s
m 2s|m > 2s " 2Mm s)

has been m ade for electronic states of a circular mg,
m agnetic e]dfq and for ring-shaped A ndreev billiard<!

Tt may also be usefiil to present the conditions ]Jsted
In Tablk -]Ii graphically. In "-m space, the classically al-
low ed regions corregoonding to the di erent orbits look
like a phase diagram ’. In Fjg.:ﬁ such a phase diagram is
plotted in the space of " and m In "-m space, for a given



m agnetic eld. This phase diagram should be com pared

€

| A
A 4
-20 - 10 20 m

FIG .5: Phasediagram in the spaceof" andm : the c_:l‘assjca]Jy
allowed regions de ned by the conditions in Table :EIE for the
di erent orbis. Heres= 5and sgn(EeB )= 1.

w ih Fjg.:j, the plot of the energy levels from the quan-—
tum m echanicalcalculation. In thisway, the di erent ex—
act levels can be classi ed in tem s of the corresponding
classical orbits. W e should stress again that these orbits
are not necessarily periodic. E xam ples w illbe shown in
Sec. '_a-{:

Iv. COMPARISON OF THE CURRENT
DISTRIBUTIONS AND THE CLASSICAL
TRAJECTORIES

An apparent correspondence between the classical or-
bits and the quantum states can also be m ade by calcu—
lating the current ow pattems in the m agnetic antjdot
system . The particke (probability) current densi#34% in
m agnetic eld is given by

,_ ( d
= — ( g
J oM g

e L L2
grad ) —AJjj: @1
M
U sing the vector potential (:2) the current density (in our
units) orstates p, ;n can bewritten as j= J éT’,where
sgnEeB) ° § (&)

32)

. h | 2
]’( )ZE] m;nJ 2m

and & isthe unit vector in the ’ direction.

Solving the secular equation I_Sj) and then determ ining
the nom alized eigenstates, the related current densities
can be calculated from {34) . F iguresi¢4, 10 and 11 show
the current ow pattems for given eigenstates and the
corresponding classical tra fctordes of the particle. The
m issing ux quanta iss= 5and sgn B ) = 1linall g-
ures. In these guresthe current density j(r) atpoint r is
represented by an arrow w ith length proportionalto the
m agnitude ofthe current density and them idpoint ofthe

arrow is at the point r. At a given energy and quantum
num ber m corregoonding to the classical canonicalm o—
mentum pr = hm the cyclotron radius and the guiding
center of the classical orbit is calculated from Eq. {_l]') .
Hence the classical tra fctory of the particle can be de—
termm ined and are shown in the gures (scaling is in units
of the m agnetic length 1). In Fjgs.-'_g and :_2[2_; the radial
dependence ofthe current density isplotted for the corre—
soonding eigenstates. States m ;n) = ( 1;0);_(0;0) and
(1;0) were called m agnetic edge states in Ref. 23.
In Fi. :§ the current inside the non-m agnetic region

ow s clockw ise (the m agnitude of the current density is
negative In accordance with Fig. :_‘fi), while outside the
m agneticdot it ow s counterclockw ise. T he classicaltra—
Fctories inside the dot form a taustic” and the current is
enhanced here In the clockw ise direction. From Table -r_];[i
we nd that the orbit is of type A; . The trapctory ap-
parently also satis es the conditions given In Tabl :g
(w ithout the requirem ent for the periodicity of the or-
bits).

In Fjg.-'j. for statem = 0 and n = 0 the current is
zero inside the m agnetic dot. This can easily be seen
from Eq. {34), whik the direction of the current ow is
counterclockw ise outside. The o:;ojt is a lin tihg case
between typesA; and A, . Fjgure@ forstatem = 1 and
n = 0 show s a counterclockw ise current ow both inside
and outside the m agnetic dot. T he current § ispositive
everyw here as it can be also seen in Fjg.:_di. The orbit is
again oftype A ,, in accordance w ith the conditions given
in Tables I} and JIi.

FIG.6: The current ow (in unitsofh=@2M )) for statem =

1 a.nd'n_=‘ 0. The classical orbit is of type A1 . Here and
in FJ'gs.@I—EZ_‘ them issihg ux quanta is s= 5, and we choose
sgn@EeB )= 1.

O ne can observe that the current density j isnot dif-
ferentiable at r = R . This is because the theta function
nhEq. C_B-Z_’:) . Physically, this is a consequence of the step
function behaviour of the m agnetic eld. N everthelss,
the divergence of the current density vector j is still zero



FIG .7: Thecurrent ow (in unitsofh=@2M )) forstatem = 0
and n = 0. The classical orbit isoftypeA,.

FIG .8: Thecurrent ow (in unitsofh=(@2M )) forstatem = 1
and n = 0. The classical orbit isoftypeA,.

everyw here.
F inally, orbits of typesA s and A 4 are shown in F igs.i10
and {11 for states (m;n) = (1;6) and (14;2), respec-

tively. Sin ilarly, for these states the corresponding cur-
rent densities as functions of the distance from the origin
are pbtted in Fig.l4. For both states the current is
very sn all inside the m agnetic dot. In the case of state
m ;n) = (1;6), the trafctories aln ost cross the origin
(m isanall), while for state m ;n) = (14;2) only a anall
portion of the tra fctory penetrates into the m agnetic
antidot regions. T he qualitative agreem ent between the
current ow pattems and the classical tra fctories is,
again, clearly visble.

Note that In all of these gures the classical tra pc—
tories are not periodic orbits with energy corresoond-—
Ing to the given eigenstate. T his is not surprising, since
the quantization should not be applied to periodic orbits
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FIG .9: The current densjtie‘s' 7 as functions of r (in units of
1) for states shown in Figs. 5+§. The vertical lIne isatr= R.
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FIG .10: The current ow (in unitsofh=@2M )) for statem =
1l and n = 6. The classical orbi is oftype As.

In real space but to the m otion on the two-din ensional
torus param etrized by the action variables and their
canonically conjigate angle variables (for details see, eg,
Ref. :_ZI(_i) . In fact, the Berry-Tabor form ula C_fl:) suggests
that an In nite number of periodic orbits w ith proper
weights can only result in the correct quantum m echani-
caldensiy of states. ‘-

It has been shown by Halperin®® that the probability
current can be related to the derivative of the energy
levels w ith respect to the angular m om entum quantum
num ber:

Inm = j& dr= — — 2 (33)

I Fig. 13 the integral of the current densities given n



FIG.1l: Thecurrent ow (n unitsofh=@2M )) for statem =
14 and n = 2. The classical orbit is oftype A 4.
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FIG .12: The current densities J_ as functions of r (in units
of 1) for states é"town In Figs.10-11. The param eters are the
sam e as in Fig.k. The vertical Iine isat r= R .

Eqg. 53) isplbtted as finctionsofm forn = 0;1;2.One
can see that form 0 the total current is zero (these
are the orbits of type B; in our classi cation) and that
form 2s it tends to a constant value (type B,). The
current is negative for states corresponding to orbits of
type A1, while it increasesm onotonically for states corre—
soonding to orbitsoftypesA, Ay. Thisisin accordance
w ith the right hand side ofEq. @é) using the energy dis-
persion (the m dependence of the energy levels) plotted
nFi.d.

10

"-18 -12 -6 0 6 12 18 24

FIG .13: Thetotalcurrent In ;n (J'n_upjtsofh= (2M )) obtained
from the integral of 3 given in (33) as functions of m for
n = 0;1;2. The param eters are the sam e as In F ig.1a.

V. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper we investigated the energy spectrum of
the circular m agnetic antidot system s obtained from
exact quantum and sam iclassical calculations. In the
proper dimn ensionless variables the only relevant param —
eter of the systam is the missing ux quantum . The
system is sgparable, and in the quantum calculation the
energy levels are the solutions of the secular equation
derived from the m atching conditions of the wave func—
tions inside and outside the dot. In the sem iclassical
treatm ent we presented two di erent m ethods. On the
one hand, the density of states was calculated using the
Berry-Tabor formula. On the other hand, the energy
Jevels obtained from the Bohr-Somm erfeld quantization
rules. The main di erence between the two m ethods is
that in the st case one needs to characterize the possi-
ble periodic orbits in real space, whilk In the latter, the
m otion of the particle is on a torus in the space of the
action variables. In our num erical results we com pared
the quantum energy spectrum and that obtained in the
sam iclassical approach. W e showed that the energy lev—
els of the m agnetic anti-dot system s obtained from the
two sam iclassicalm ethods were In good agreem ent w ith
the num erically exact quantum results forweak m agnetic

elds. H ow ever, by Increasing them agnetic eld, a slight
deviation between the exact and the sem iclassically ap—
proxim ated energy lvels can be observed. W e argued
that the reason for this discrepancy m ay be traced back
to the fact that the M aslov Index should be m agnetic

eld dependent. A thorough investigation of this prob—
Jem m ight be an Interesting future work.

A classi cation of the energy spectrum for arbirary
m agnetic elds was presented In tem s of the classical
orbis de ned by their cyclotron radiis and guiding cen—



ter. Such identi cations are based on the explicit re—
lations between these classical param eters of the orbits
and the quantum states. The correspondence between
the quantum states and the classical tra fectories can be
m ade trangparent by draw ng a phase diagram w ith re—
gions corresponding to six di erent types of orbits in the
space of energy and angular m om entum quantum num —
ber.

Finally, we calculated the current ow pattems for
elgenstates that correspond to orbits with tra pctories
penetrating into the eld-free region. T he related classi-
caltra fctories w ere also shown for the sake of com paris—
son. From these resuls one can see the close correspon—
dence between the structure of the tra pctories and the
distrbution of the current densities obtained from the
quantum calculations.

From the energy spectrum of the m agnetic antidot
system s one can detem ine the free energy. The good
agream ent betw een the sam iclassical and quantum treat—
m ent ofthe system allow susto use sem iclassicalm ethods
In the weak eld lim it for calculating the energy spec—
trum . Therefore, the sem iclassical approach provides a
usefiil starting point for successive studies of them o—
dynam ic properties, such as m agnetization. M oreover,
the sam iclassical approxin ation can be an e ective tool
for investigating arbitrarily shaped m agnetic anti-dots
Which would be a very di cul task in the quantum
case) or system s with m ore com plicated m agnetic eld
pro Is.
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APPENDIX A: THE BERRY-TABOR FORM ULA

T he quantized energies can be recovered if we express
the H am iltonian in tem s of I;

E Mmi;nz;uyng) = H (;Ljaylg) =
H h@o+ 1=4);h @+ 2=4);:u5h g+ 4=4)):
A1)

T he sam iclassical density of states is the densiy ofthese
energies:

R

dE) = E E @;nz;uyng)):  @A2)

11

T he density of states can be rew ritten via the Poisson
resum m ation technique
Z

d€) = dI € H GLi=s)
Y X1
& hm+ =4))=
i=1ln;= 1
z
® &E1dt
2 hd+l

mmgjasmg= 1

P
;mi(I o h o 5=4)), @ 3)

Here, we used the Fourier expansion of the delta spike
train. Theterm m; = 0 A= 1;2;:::;d) can be evaluated
directly and yields the non-oscillatory average density of
states. O ther temm s can be evaluated by the saddl point
method, when h ! 0. The saddlpoint conditions select
the periodic orbits of the system , and the result of the
Integration is

X X' g yan=2
dE) = do &)+ — s
(d+ 1)=2
p 3127 "N
cos jSVPCE)=h sJpt 7@ 1)

: A4)

" 3T,)8 L ( detDy)

Here p is the index of the prim itive periodic orbits, j is
the num ber of repetitions, S, is the classicalaction along
the orbit, T, isthe tim e period ofthe orbit, and  isthe
M asbv index. The quantity  is the num ber of action
variables of the periodic orbi whose saddle point value is
zero (Iy = 0), shce in this case the G aussian saddle point
Integral is only one-sided, and its contribution is 1=2 of
the full G aussian integral. The m atrix D , is related to
the second derivative m atrix

detD = det Ab5)

e,

E quation C_i_z{) is the generic form of the sam iclassical
density of states in temm, s of periodic orbits, known as
the B erry-Tabor form ulad.

In two din ensions, very often the H am ittonian cannot
be expressed w ith the action variables explicitly, only the
In plicit finction

L =g@;H); @ 6)
is avaibbl. In this case it ism ore usefiil to express the
quantities in the Berry-Tabor trace formula In tem s of
the derivatives ofg. Taking the partial derivative of @_6)
w ith respect to I; yields
@g(Li;H) + @g(L1;H ) QRH (I;; 1)

(Chs) @H QL

while the partial derivative of (A @) with respect to L
gives

; A7)

Qg(Ti;H ) @H (I1;Ip)
QH L,

1=

@®8)



T he frequencies can be expressed from these equations
as

@g (I /H)
, oo GH ML) en ., @ 9)
1 QI egmqi)’
@H
@H (I1;I2) 1
1, = - .
"2 QL egmm) ° ®.10)
@H

P eriodic orbits are recovered from ! = % and !, =
2 “2 . The action I for a periodic orbit at energy E can
be obtained by soling equation

. N2p @I]_ !

where we Introduced n; = Jjnip and np; = Jny,, corre—
soonding to the prin itive orbit. T hen the period can be
expressed sin ply as

@g(L:;H)
T=2 nNppy—--"": A12)
2P el
Them ain determ inant to be calculated reads
@’H (I1;T) @°H 1;T) @H (I1;L)
er? QLRI [chE
-  @H ML) @°H iT) @H (i) —
detD @RI, @I, Qr1? RI,
QH (I;;I) @H (I, ;1) 0
QI QI
@’ eH ° _ @’ @H eH
@112 QL QLRI RL L
1
.
@°H @H
> T A13)
(% QI

N ow , the second derivatives of H can be expressed w ith
the second derivatives of g by taking further partial
derivatives of @) and @ §) with respect to I; and I,.
Then we can express the second derivatives as

en _ 1 ¢’g eg @g @%g @g ’
chey eg ° @HQ@LEL GH @H? @L
@H
|
e’g eg °
— — ; 14
@I? @H &1
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@
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@
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U sing these expressions, the determ nant becom es

1 @2 2 n 3@2

detD — B9 LRl B9y
@_g @ T3 @Il
@H
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T he density of states in two din ensions is then
dE)= dy E) +
X X' s 35, ) h
(h)32

s3p+ z(d 1)

p j=1 2® j(n2;p) @ Té

APPENDIX B:DERIVATION OF THE
CYCLOTRON RADIUSAND THE GUID ING
CENTER

T he cyclotron radius can be determm ined from the en—
ergy E of the particle. The energy is conserved, and
cbviously E = $M !2%?, thus

P-
=" ®1)

= | o0

T he guiding centerm ay be calculated as follow s. Aswe
have seen, the conjugate m om entum given by Eq. {1-5) is
a constant ofm otion, therefore, eg., forr> R the I]ght
hand side of {15 should also be a constant at any point
ofthe orbit. At wst apply thisequation forpointsP and
Q , which are the points closest to and farthest from the
origin (the center of the circle of radius R) of an orbit
Iying outside the antidot. These are special points of
the orbits or which the right hand side of Eq. {I5) has
a sinpler form . Then the distances of points P and Q
from theorigharerys = ¢ %$andyp = ct+ $ (Weassume
that point Q is farther from the origin). From a sinple
geom etricalargum ent one nds that the angular velociy
at pointsP and Q satis es the follow Ing equations

r'p = SlcsgnEB); B2)
) %6) ’_Q = %!chTl(eB): CB3)
Substituting, Hrexampk, i = ¢ % and 'z from B2)
into Eq. {19), and using {B1), we nd
c P——
S= "vom. ®4)

T he sam e resuls can be cbtained by using é}) forpoint
Q . Ifthe ordbit encom passes the antidot then the right
hand side of 82) should bem ultiplied by a factorof 1.
T he case of orbits w ith tra fctories penetrating into the
antidot can be treated sim ilarly. However, the expres—
sions for the cyclotron radius and the guiding center are
the sam e as above for all cases.

APPENDIX C:CONTRIBUTION OF THE
CYCLOTRON ORBITS TO THE
SEM ICLASSICALDENSITY OF STATES

In the case of the cyclotron orbits, the integralin T
in Eq. ®3) 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



and therefore the integral is equal to the m easure of the
Interval of the possbl I s. W ihout loss of generaliy,
wetakesgn (B )= 1 in this section.

1. Cyclotron orbits of type B

C yclotron orbits which do not encom pass the antidot
(type B1) are possble at any value of and any neg—
ative angular mom entum pr (see Table :!i[i) . At ponnt
P of these orbis oints P and Q of a cyclotron orbit
are de ned in A ppendix l:%-:), from Egs. (:_l-{:) and C_l-i:) we
obtain

R?
I =p =M1ri’p + eB : C1)
Thisismihinalwhen r» = R (and the cycltron oroit
touches the boundary of the antidot), and is m axim al
when the orbit isplaced as far as possble from the anti-
dot. By denoting the radius of the system wih L (in
units of 1) the intergation n @3) wih respect to T
yedsa factor I. = I R) I @L). Using €1) and
@:2), one nds

I P
=1 "
h

pP— 1 ,

2s" + > L 2s): C2)
T he I,—and t-integrals can be evaliated w ith the saddlke
point m ethod, jist as in the case of a onedin ensional
system . T he determ inant ofthe second derivative m atrix
is

@%n @H QH 2
detD = det @;5 e - C3)
H 0 QL
QI,
From Eq C_?z-&) and ¢23),we nd
QH 1
= — =1 ca)
@g cr
QI &g
detb =  1Z: €5)

T hus, the total am plitude of these orbits in the periodic
orbit sum is

o+ L@l 29)
h!. 2 )

Co)

The action can be calculated from Eq. {_2-3), and for
pr=h m < 0wehave

cn
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and their M aslov index is = 2, therefore the contrbu-—
tion to the sam iclassical level density from these orbits
reads

R

d. B)= A, cos (" Jo): C8)
j=1

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

n= 0;1;2;:::andm < 0. Theseare the fam iliar Landau

levels of an electron form < 0.

2. Cycltoron orbits of type B»

For cyclotron orbits encom passing the antidot (type
B,) the angular momentum satis es the ocondition
p=h = m > 2s (see Tabk dIl). At point Q of these
orbits, using d14 and (l!ﬂ),wecanwnre

2
L R

I =p =M1’y +eB 5

€9)

Them inimum and them aximum ofr, are%$and 2% R,
regpectively. Between these values, I. , as a function of
Ip , iIs monotonic, thus the Integration In _@3) over Ir

gives I =1 &) I (% R).Usihg '(C9 ) and 'CB3),
we have
I , | p
= —+s 2s": (C10)
h 2

Sim ilarly to @_a), the am plitude of the orbits becom es

" p
zts 2s"

. I, 1
al R €11)
h h!. h!.
Using €3), the action orp-=h  m > 2sis
S=2TL=h ("+2s 2m); C12)

Finally, the contrbution to the periodic orbi sum of
these orbits is

2m) 3§ 1:€C13)

The sum hasD irac delta peaksat "= 2m s)+ 2n+ 1,
wherem and n are non-negative integers, and m > 2s.
T hese are again the fam iliar Landau lkevels of an electron
form > 2s.
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