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Ballistic electrons con�ned to a billiard and subject to spin{orbit coupling ofthe Rashba type

are investigated, using both approxim ate sem iclassical and exact quantum {m echanicalm ethods.

W e focus on the low{energy part ofthe spectrum that has negative eigenvalues. W hen the spin

precession length is sm aller than the radius ofthe billiard,the low{lying energy eigenvalues turn

outto be welldescribed sem iclassically.Corresponding eigenspinorsare found to have a �nite spin

polarization in the direction perpendicularto the billiard plane.

PACS num bers:73.21.La,71.70.Ej,05.45.M t,03.65.Sq

Spin-dependent phenom ena in sem iconductor nanos-

tructures have becom e the focus ofstrong interest re-

cently [1,2]. In nonm agnetic system s,intriguing e�ects

can arisefrom thepresenceofspin{orbitcoupling.Struc-

turalinversion asym m etry in sem iconductorheterostruc-

tures has been shown [3]to give rise to a spin splitting

ofthe sam e type as wasdiscussed in an early paper by

Rashba [4].Itstunability by externalgatevoltages[5,6]

hasm otivated thetheoreticaldesign ofa spin{controlled

�eld{e�ecttransistor[7].Novelspin propertiesarisefrom

the interplay between Rashba spin splitting and further

con�nem ent of two{dim ensional electrons in quantum

wires[8,9,10,11]ordots[12,13,14,15,16,17].Spin-

orbitcoupling hasalsobeen shown to a�ectthestatistics

ofenergy levelsand eigenfunctionsaswellascurrentdis-

tributions[18,19].

In this work, we study a Rashba billiard, i.e., non-

interacting ballisticelectronsm oving in �nite2D regions

whosedynam icsisa�ected by theRashbaspin{orbitcou-

pling. The Rashba spin{orbitcoupling strength can be

conveniently m easured in term sofa wave{num berscale

2kso,which corresponds to the Ferm i{wave{vector dif-

ference for the two spin{split subbands. Typical val-

ues for the spin{orbit{induced spin precession length

Lso = �=kso are ofthe orderofa few hundred nanom e-

ters[1].Therelevantparam etercharacterizinga Rashba

billiard ofsizeL isksoL.Taking L = 10�m fora typical

size ofquantum dots,the relevantparam eterin Rashba

billiardscan beaslargeas70.Furtherm ore,thetunabil-

ity ofthe Rashba spin{orbitcoupling strength isa con-

venient toolto induced changes ofthe billiard’s energy

spectrum withoutapplying externalm agnetic�elds.

Below we present interesting features of the energy

spectrum forRashba billiards,focusing especially on its

negativeenergy eigenvalues.W e willshow thatthe den-

sity ofstates(DO S)issingularatthebottom ofthespec-

trum .Thissingularbehavioroccursindependently ofthe

billiard’sshapeand ism oststrikingiftheRashbaparam -

eterislarge.W ehavefound thatforacircularshape,the

DO S hasadditionalsingularitiesatnegativeenergies.W e

obtain analytic results for their positions. Their corre-

sponding eigenspinorshavea �nitespin projection in the

direction perpendicularto thebillard plane,which isthe

directresultofim posing hard{wallboundary conditions.

O urcentralquantity ofinterestistheG reen’sfunction

forRashba billiards. Having obtained it,we can derive

thedensity ofstates(DO S)%(E )and thesm ooth count-

ing function �N (E ),i.e.,the leading W eyllaw [20,21],

plus correction term s to it. (A discussion ofthese con-

cepts for billiards without spin{orbit coupling can be

found in Refs. 22, 23, 24, 25, 26.) W e provide ana-

lytic results for circular Rashba billiards and give the

�rst two leading term s for arbitrary shapes based on

the im age m ethod ofBerry and M ondragon [27]. The

latter was developed for neutrino billiards,which have

two{com ponent wave functions and are rather sim ilar

to the Rashba billiards discussed here. Com parison of

ouranalyticalresultsfrom thesem iclassicaltreatm entto

thenum erically calculated exactenergy levelsofcircular

Rashba billiardsdem onstrateperfectagreem entbetween

the two. An asym ptotic expansion ofspinorwave func-

tionsfornegative{energy eigenstatesyieldsa �nite spin

polarizationin thedirection perpendiculartothebilliard,

in contrastto the fam iliarresultfora 2D plane.

In the one-band e�ective-m ass approxim ation the

Ham iltonian with Rashba splitting in 2D isgiven by [28]

Ĥ =
p2x + p2y

2m �
+
�

�h
Û ; (1a)

Û = �xpy � �ypx ; (1b)

where �x;�y are Paulim atrices. ThisHam iltonian gov-

ernstheelectron dynam icsinsidethebilliard with Dirich-

letboundaryconditionsattheperim eter.(SeeRef.[29].)

�=kso isthe spin{precession length,which can be tuned

independently ofthesystem size[5,6,7].In theabsence

ofany lateralcon�nem ent,the energy dispersion splits
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into two branches[28]:

E (kx;ky)=
�h
2

2m �

h

(k � kso)
2
� k

2

so

i

; (2)

where k =

q

k2x + k2y. In the range 0 < k < kso,one

branch has negative energies bounded from below by

� � so � � �h
2
k2so=(2m

�). The spin splitting is a conse-

quence ofbroken spin-rotationalinvariance.The spin of

energy eigenstates,which are labeled by a 2D vectork,

is polarized perpendicularly to k [28]. Hence,no com -

m on spin quantization axisforsingle{electron statescan

be de�ned in the presence of spin{orbit coupling. At

a given energy E ,two propagating m odes exist whose

wave vectors can be found from the dispersion relation

(2):k� = k� kso,wherek =

q
2m �E

�h2
+ k2so.

The Ham iltonian Ĥ com m uteswith the totalangular

m om entum operator Ĵz = � i�h@’ +
�h

2
�z,where ’ isthe

polar angle. The eigenspinors j�
(� )
m i corresponding to

the two bands ofthe Ham iltonian (1) are given,in the

representation ofpolarcoordinatesr;’,by

hr j�
(� )
m i=

�
� Jm (k� r)

Jm + 1(k� r)e
i’

�

e
im ’

: (3)

Here Jm (x) is the Besselfunction ofintegralorder m

and E > � � so. O ther independent solutions can be

obtained when Jm (x)arereplaced by Ym (x),H
(1)
m (x),or

H
(2)
m (x). ForRashba billiardswith arbitrary shape,the

eigenstatescan beexpanded in thebasis(3)using linear

com binationsofboth � spinorstates.

To proceed further, we need the free{space G reen’s

function forthe Rashba Ham iltonian (1).Using thefact

that Û 2 = p2x + p2y theoperatorĜ 1 =

�

E � Ĥ

�� 1
reads

Ĝ 1 =
m �

�h
2

1

k

"
�

k+ + Û

��

k
2

+ �
p2

�h
2

� � 1

+

�

k� � Û

��

k
2

� �
p2

�h
2

� � 1
#

: (4)

Here E can be a com plex num ber. W e note that,for

negativeenergies,theretarded G reen’sfunction contains

incom ing circularwavesbesidesoutgoing waves.

To satisfy the boundary conditions that G (r;r0) van-

ishes at the boundary, the G reen’s function is decom -

posed into two parts: Ĝ = Ĝ 1 + Ĝ H ,where the hom o-

geneous part Ĝ H ful�lls

�

E � Ĥ

�

Ĝ H = 0. This latter

G reen’s function is constructed,in the usualway,from

the eigenspinors(3)asfollows

Ĝ H =

1X

m = � 1

h

A m j�
(+ )

m ih�
(+ )

m j+ B m j�
(� )
m ih�

(+ )

m j

+ Cm j�
(+ )

m ih�
(� )
m j+ D m j�

(� )
m ih�

(� )
m j

i

:(5)

The coe�cients A m ;B m ;Cm and D m should be chosen

such that the totalG reen’s function satis�es Dirichlet

boundary conditions.In general,onegetsan in�nite set

of inhom ogeneous linear equations for the coe�cients,

which can be solved only num erically. The circularbil-

liard is a specialcase for which the coe�cients can be

given analytically (notpresented here)forany m .

From Ĝ , the DO S can be obtained by %(E ) =

� 1

�
lim �! 0+ Im Tr Ĝ (E + i�),wherethetracem eansthe

lim itr! r0,integration ofrovertheareaofthebilliard,

and thetracein spin space.Thecounting function isde-

�ned by N (E )=
RE
1

%(E 0)dE 0and itssm ooth part �N (E )

requiresaveraging overa sm allenergy rangearound E .

W enow considerthecircularRashba billiard ofradius

R.Followingtheideasofthesystem aticm ethod ofBerry

and Howls[25],we have calculated the �rstfew leading

term s of �N (E ). (Details ofthe lengthy calculation will

be published elsewhere.) The resultis:

�N (")=

8
<

:

"+ 2"so
2

�
p
"+ "so +

2

�

h
"p

"+ "so
K

�q
"so

"+ "so

�

�
p
"+ "so E

�q
"so

"+ "so

�i

; for "> 0;

p
"so

p
"+ "so �

p
"+ "so �

2
p
"so

�
E

�q
"+ "so
"so

�

; for � "so < "< 0;
(6)

where the dim ensionless energies " = 2m �E R 2=�h
2
and

"so = 2m �� soR
2=�h

2
= k2soR

2 have been introduced.

HereK (x)and E (x)arethecom pleteellipticintegralsof

the�rstand second kind,respectively,with thesam edef-

initionsasin Ref.30.The�rstterm forboth positiveand

negativeenergiesisthecontribution from Ĝ 1 ,whilethe

rem ainderoriginatesfrom Ĝ H . W e note thatin a com -

pletely di�erentcontext,nam ely forannularray-splitting

billiards,a sim ilarW eylform ula hasbeen calculated[31]

involving also elliptic integrals.
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For arbitrary shapes ofRashba billiards,we can also

determ ine the area and the perim eter term s of the

sm ooth partofthe counting function. The largestcon-

tribution to �N (E ) com es from TrĜ 1 ,which is always

proportionalto the area A ofthe billiard:

�N 1(E )=
Am �

2��h
2

(
E

2
+ � so;forE > 0;

p
� so

p
E + � so;for � � so< E < 0:

(7)

Itfollowsdirectlyfrom Eq.(7)that,fornegativeenergies,

theDO S showsa 1=
p
E + � so singularity atthebottom

ofthe spectrum E ! � � so.The perim eterterm can be

derived from the generalization ofthe im age m ethod of

Ref.23 using only the free space G reen’sfunction. The

calculation isvery m uch sim ilarto thatapplied by Berry

and M ondragon [27]forneutrino billiardsand yields

�N 2(E )= �
L

2�

r
2m �

�h
2

p
E + � so; (8)

valid forallenergiesE > � � so.HereL isthe perim eter

length ofthebilliard.Them inussign isa consequenceof

Dirichletboundary conditions. Forzero spin{orbitcou-

pling, �N 1(E )+ �N 2(E )coincideswith the previously de-

rived resultfor2D billiards[21](apartfrom afactor2due

to spin).The area term (7)can alternatively be derived

from the classicalphase-spaceintegralin the underlying

classicalapproach. However,the classicaldynam ics of

electronsin Rashba billiardsisdescribed by two Ham il-

tonians [32], which are rem iniscent of the two disper-

sion branches(2).Theconstant-energy surfacesin phase

spacearedi�erentforthetwoHam iltonians,yieldingdif-

ferentcontributionsto theclassicalphase-spaceintegral.

A sim ple calculation givesthen Eq.(7).

To getbetter agreem entbetween the num erically ob-

tained exactcounting function and �N (E )oneshould cal-

culate furtherterm sbesides �N 1(E )and �N 2(E )forlarge

kso. This m otivated us to consider m ore corrections in

Eq.(6)involving elliptic integrals.Forthecaseofcircu-

larRashba billiards,the Schr�odingerequation issepara-

blein polarcoordinates.Theresultingradialequationfor

both spinorcom ponentsleadstothesecularequation [33]

Jm (k+ R)Jm + 1(k� R)+ Jm (k� R)Jm + 1(k+ R)= 0,where

m is an integer. This equation is invariant under the

changem ! � m � 1(K ram ersdegeneracy).Form alsolu-

tionsofthesecularequation having zero wavevectorare

excluded since the corresponding wave functions vanish

everywhereinsidethebilliard.W eobtain theexactN (")

from oursolutionsofthesecularequation fordi�erentm .

In Fig.1a,we plotthe di�erence �N = N (")� �N (")as

a function ofthe dim ensionlessenergy ".The di�erence

uctuatesaround zero,which showswedid notm isslev-

els(the m ean value of�N isa sensitivetestform issing

levels,see e.g.,Ref.34).Fig.1a showsdata forapproxi-

m ately 54570levels.W ithoutcorrection term sin Eq.(6)

with ellipticintegrals,�N would increasem onotonically
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FIG . 1: In panel a) the di�erence �N between the ex-

act counting function and �N (") from Eq.(6) is plotted for
p
"so = ksoR = 70. In panelb) the exact counting function

(solid line)and �N (")(dashed line)areshown.In both panels

dim ensionlessenergies"= 2m �
E R

2
=�h2 are used.

on average,and would predict� 70 m issing levelsin the

energy rangeplotted.

In Fig.1b,the exact counting function is shown to-

gether with the W eylform ula (6) for negative energies

nearthebottom ofthespectrum � "so.Theoverallagree-

m ent is good but the exact N (") shows an additional

rounded step structure atcertain energies"n. Thisfea-

ture shows up only for negative energies,although for

largerenergies this is less pronounced. The step struc-

ture results in large deviations �N at energies " n and

concom itantlarge peaksin the DO S.To see the reason

forthisbehavior,itisusefulto plotthe energy levelsas

functionsofm ,asshown in Fig.2.Thecurvesin the�g-

urestartalm osthorizontally at"n,n = 1;2;:::resulting

in largepeaksin the DO S atthe sam eenergies.

Using Hankel’sasym ptotic expression forBesselfunc-

tionswith largeargum ent[35],wewereabletoderivethe

energy dispersion accurately in next{to{leading order:

"m ;n = (
n�

2
)
2

� "so + �m ;n ; (9a)

�m ;n =

�
n�

2

�2 2m + 1

"so
[m + 1+ (� 1)

n
cos(2

p
"so)] ;(9b)

valid only for negative energies and n =

1;2;:::;int(2
p
"so=�). For sm all m ;n the above

expression agrees excellently with the num erics (e.g.,

"0;1 is accurate up to 8 digits for "so = 70). It is

straightforward to obtain corresponding spinor eigen-

states and calculate their expectation value for the z

com ponentofspin. Sim ilar to the case ofRashba{split
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m

−4925

−4725

−4525

−4325

ε

FIG .2:The energy levels(in unitsof2m
�
R
2
=�h

2
)ofcircular

Rashba billiards as functions ofm . For a given m levels are

ordered and �rst,second,etc.energies are connected as m

varies.

eigenstates in rings [36], but in contrast to that of

quantum wires[8,10],itturnsoutto be �nite.W e �nd



�z
�

m ;n
= �

�
n�

2
p
"so

�2
cos

�
2
p
"so

�

(2m + 1)cos
�
2
p
"so

�
+ 2(� 1)n+ m

"so� (n �2 )
2

p
"so

:

(10)

The Schr�odingerequation (including boundary condi-

tions)forcircularRashba billiardsis separable in polar

coordinates,thus integrable. Hence,allthe levelstatis-

tics should be Poissonian (see e.g.Ref.37). Indeed,we

have found thatthe nearest{neighborlevel{spacing dis-

tribution P (s)isPoissonian (notshown here).Forother

shapes,the spin-orbit coupling destroys the integrabil-

ity.Random M atrix Theory predictsthe statisticsto be

that ofthe G aussian O rthogonalEnsem ble (G O E) due

to tim e reversalsym m etry [9]. Som e otherinterm ediate

distribution [19]has been found for rectangular shape

and forsm allkso,reecting thefactthattherectangular

billiard withoutSO coupling isintegrable.

Finally,afew interestingopen theoreticalproblem sare

listed.TheW eylform ulaisessentialtodevelopaperiodic

orbittheory forRashba billiards. (Fornorm albilliards,

see Brack and Bhaduri’s book in Ref.21,and a theory

in caseofharm onically con�ned Rashba system sisgiven

in Ref.32.) The G reen’s function m ethod presented in

thiswork would be a suitablestarting pointto calculate

observablessuch asthe m agnetization [38]orpersistent

currents[36]in Rashba billiards.

In conclusion,we have presented a study ofelectron

billiards with spin{dependent dynam ics due to Rashba

spin splitting. Sem iclassical results for the spectrum

agreewellwith exactquantum calculations.W e �nd in-

teresting propertiesofnegative{energy states,including

a �nite spin projection in the out{of{planedirection.
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