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Q uantum -to-classical crossover for A ndreev billiards in a m agnetic eld
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W e extend the existing quasiclassical theory for the superconducting proxin ity e ect in a chaotic
quantum dot, to inclide a tim ereversalsym m etry breaking m agnetic eld. R andom -m atrix theory
RM T) breaks down once the Ehrenfest tine g becom es longer than themean tine p between
Andreev re ections. A s a consequence, the critical eld at which the excitation gap closes drops

below the RM T prediction as g=p

is Increased. O ur quasiclassical results are supported by

com parison wih a fully quantum m echanical simulation of a stroboscopic m odel (the A ndreev

kicked rotator).

PACS numbers: 7445+ ¢, 03.65.5q, 0545M t, 74.78 N a

I. NTRODUCTION

W hen a quantum dot is coupled to a superconductor
via a point contact, the conversion of electron to hole
excitations by A ndreev re ection govems the low -energy
soectrum . T he density of states of such an A ndreev bil-
lard was calculated using random -m atrix theory ®RM T)
ll]. Ifthe classicaldynam ics in the isolated quantum dot
is chaotic, a gap opens up in the spectrum . The exci-
tation gap E 4ap is of the order of the T houless energy
h=p ,wih p the average tin e between Andreev re ec—
tions. A though chaoticiy of the dynam ics is essential
for the gap to open, the size ofthe gap n RM T is in—
dependent of the Lyapunov exponent of the chaotic
dynam ics.

If the size L of the quantum dot ismuch larger than
the Fem i wavelength r, a competing tinescale g '’

1In L= r ) appears, the Ehrenfest tin e, which causes
the breakdown ofRM T [_2]. T he gap becom es dependent
on the Lyapunov exponent and for g p Vvanishes as
Egap / h=g . The Ehrenfest tin e dependence ofthe gap
hasbeen investigated in severalworks E, :fil,:_é,:_é,:j, E, :9'].
For a recent review , see Ref. f_l-Q']

A magnetic eld breaks tinereversal symm etry,
thereby reducing Egap . At a critical eld B. the gap
closes. This was calculated using RM T in Ref. [13], but
the e ect ofa nie Ehrenfest tin e was not studied be-
fore. Here we extend the zero— eld theory of Silvestrov
et al. E] to non—zerom agnetic eld. It is a quasiclassical
theory, which relates the excitation spectrum to the clas—
sical dynam ics in the billiard. T he entire phase space is
divided into tw o parts, depending on thetine T between
Andreev re ections. Times T < g are quantized by
dentifying the adiabatic invariant, while tines T > g
are quantized by an e ective RM T wih g -dependent
param eters.

T here exists an altemative approach to quantization
of the A ndreev billiard, due to Vavilbv and Larkin i_d],
w hich m ight also be extended to non-zero m agnetic eld.
In zero m agnetic eld the two m odels have been shown
to give sin ilar resuls {_l-d], SO we restrict ourselves here
to the approach ofRef. _E].

FIG .1: Classical tractory in an A ndreev billiard. P articles
are de ected by the potentialV = (=L)? 1V, Pbrr< L,
v = 4(=Lf + 10@=L) 6Vo orr> L,with r’ = x* +
y2 (the dotted lines are equipotentials). At the insulating
boundaries (solid lines) there is specular re ection, whilke the
particles are A ndreev re ected at the superconductor (y= 0,
dashed line). Shown is the trajctory of an electron at the
Femilvel € = 0), orB = 0 and Er = 0:84eVy. The
A ndreev re ected hole w ill retrace this path.

T he outline of the paper is as llow s. W e start by de-
scribing the adiabatic levels in Sec. IT, followed by the ef-
fective RM T In Sec.@. In Sec.-'_I{[: W e com pare our quasi-
classicaltheory w ith fully quantum m echanicalcom puter
sim ulations. W e conclude in Sec. :\_7: .

II. ADIABATIC QUANTIZATION

W e generalize the theory of adiabatic quantization of
the A ndreev billiard of Ref. [_E;] to include the e ect of
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FIG .2: Andreev re ection at a NS boundary (dashed line) of
an electron to a hole. T he left panelshow s the case of perfect
retrore ection (zero excitation energy E and zero m agnetic

eld B). The middl and right panels show that the hole
does not precisely retrace the path of the electron ifE or B
are non-zero.
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FIG.3 : '(C olor online) Poincare m ap for the A ndreev billiard
of Fig. . Each dot m arks the position x and tangential ve-
Jocity vk of an electron at the N S boundary. Subsequent dots
are obtained by follow ing the electron tra fctory forE ;B ! 0
at xed ratio B=E = % m =VoL2e3. The inset show s the full
surface of section ofthe A ndreev billiard, while them ain plot
is an enlargem ent of the central region. The drift ‘js along
closed contours de ned by K = constant [see Eqg. ('é)]. The
value of the adiabatic nvariant K (in unitsof m L2=eVy) is
indicated for several contours. A 1l contours are closed loops,
but for som e contours the opening of the loop is not visble

in the gure.

amagnetic eld. An exam pl of the geom etry of such a
billiard is sketched I Fig.Qi. The nom almetal lies in
the x-y plane and the boundary w ith the superconductor
NS boundary) isat y = 0. The classical m echanics of
electrons and holes In such an A ndreev billiard has been
analyzed In Refs. [_1-%, :_l-C_’;, :ié] W e st summ arize the
results we need, then proceed to the identi cation ofthe
adiabatic Invariant, and nally present its quantization.

FIG . 4: D irected area for a classical tra fctory, consisting of
the area enclosed by the tra fctory after pining begin and end
points along the NS boundary (dashed line). D i erent parts
ofthe enclosed area have di erent signsbecause the boundary
is circulated in a di erent direction.

A . Classicalm echanics
T he classical equation ofm otion

e
— L
m

r) = B +ErV (r) @)
m

is the sam e for the electron and the hol because both

charge e and massm change sign. The vector B is the
uniform m agnetic eld in the z-direction and V (r) is the
electrostatic potential iIn the plane of the billiard. The
dots on r = (x;y) denote tin e derivatives. W e follow

the classical tra ctory of an electron starting at the NS

boundary position (x;0) with velocity (vx;vy). The elec-
tron is at an excitation energy E counted from the Fem i
¥vel. Aftera tine T the elctron retums to the super—
conductor and is retrore ected as a hole. R etrore ection

m eansthat vy ! % . The y-com ponent v, ofthe veloc-
iy also changes sign, but in addition it is slightly reduced
J'nmagnji:ude,vf/ ! vf, 4E =m , so that an electron at
an energy E above the Fem i levelbecom es a hole at an

energy E below the Fem i level.

This refraction is one reason why the hole does not
precisely retrace the path of the electron. A second rea-—
son is that a non—zero B w ill cause the hole tra fctory to
bend in the direction opposite to the electron t:caja'c'tory
(because the velocity has changed sign), see Fig. . It
follow s that if ether E or B are non-—zero, the hole will
retum to the N S boundary at a slightly di erent position
and w ih a slightly di erent velociy. T he resulting drift
of the quasiperiodic m otion is m ost easily visualized In
a Poincare surface of section, see Fjg.:ja . Each dotm arks
the position x and tangential velocity vy of an electron
Jlaving the NS boundary. At non—zero E or B, subse-
quent dots are slightly displaced, tracing out a contour
In the x;vx) plane. In the Imit E ;B ! 0, the shape



of these contours is detem ined by the :ildjabau'c nvari-
ant of the classical dynam ics. In Ref. ﬁ] it was shown
that the contours in the P oincare surface of section are
isochronous for B = 0. Thism eans that they are given
by T (x;vy) = const, wih T (x;vy) the tin e it takes an
electron at the Fem ilevelto retum to the N S boundary,
as a function ofthe starting point x;vy) on the bound-
ary. In otherwords, orB = 0 the tin ebetween A ndreev
re ections is an adiabatic invardant in the Im it E ! O.

B . A diabatic invariant

W e generalize the construction of the adiabatic invari-
ant of Ref. E_i] toB & 0. We start from the Poincare
nvariant

I@®= p dr @)

over a closed contour C (t) In phase space that m oves
according to the classical equations ofm otion. T he con-—
tour extends over two sheets of phase space, pined at
the N S interface. In the electron sheet the canonicalm o—
mentum ispy = mvy eA , while in the hole sheet it
isp = mv + eA. Both the velocity v, given In
absolute value by ¥ j= @=m)'2Ey E + eV (1)}
and directed along the m otion, as well as the vector po—
tential A = %B 2 r are functions of the position r on
the contour, determ ined, respectively, by the energy E
and the m agnetic eld B . (Since the contour is closed,
the P oincare invariant is properly gauge invariant.)

Quite generally, dI=dt = 0O, meaning that I is a con-
stant of them otion [15]. ForE = B = O we take C (0) to
be the selfretracing orbit from electron to hole and back
to electron. It is obviously tin e-independent, with I = 0
(because the contrbutions from electron and hole sheet
cancel). For E or B non-zero, we construct C (0) from
the sam e closed tra gctory in real space, but now wih
p () and A (r) calculated at the given valies of E and
B . Consequently, this contour C (t) will drift in phase
space, preserving I () = I (0). The Polhcare nvariant
is of interest because it is closely related to the action
Integral

I= p dr: (3)

T he action Integralisde ned as an Integralalong the pe—
riodic electron-hole orbi O, followed by electrons and
holesatE ;B = 0. To every point (X;vyx) In the Polhcare
surface of section corresponds an orbit O, and hence an
action integral I (x;vx). W e com pare the contour C (t)
and the tra gctory O oy Intersecting the P oincare surface
of section at the sam e point (x;vy). At t= 0 they co—
ncide and for su ciently slow drifts they stay close and
therefore the action integralI = I (0)+ O () is an adi
abatic nvariant of the m otion in the P oincare surface of
section f_fgl]

Tt ram ains to determ ine the adiabatic invariant I in
tem s of E and B and the chosen trafctory C (0). To
linearorder in E ;B we nd

I=2EK; K T eAB=E; @)

with A = %H(r dr) 2 the directed area (see Figh 4)
enclosed by the electron tra fctory and the NS bound-
ary.Both thetine T and the area A are to be evaluated
atE = B = 0. Becausse E is a constant of the m otion,
adiabatic invariance of I im plies that K I=2E is an
adiabatic mvariant. At zero eld this adiabatic invariant
is sinply the tine T between Andreev re ections. At
non-zero eld the nvariant tim e contains also an elec—
trom agnetic contrbbution eAB=E , proportionalto the
enclosed ux.

Fi. :_3 show s that, indeed, the drift in the Poincare
surface of section is along contoursCyx ofconstant K . In
contrast to the zero— eld case, the invariant contours in
the surface of section are now no longer energy indepen-—
dent. T his w ill have consequences for the quantization,
as we describe next.

C . Quantization

The two Invariants E and K de ne a two-din ensional
torus in fourdin ensional phase space. The two topo—
lIogically independent closed contours on this torus are
form ed by the periodic electron-hole orbi O, and the
contour Cx in the Poincare surface of section. The area
they enclose is quantized follow ng the prescription of
E instein-B rillbuinK eller {16, 17],

I
p dr =
ieh

2 hm + 1=2); m = 0;1;2;:::(5a)

pxdx =

Cx

2 hin+ 1=2); n= 0;1;2;::: (5b)

T he action integral ('_5-5_9:) can be evaluated explicitly, lead—
ng to

EK= hm + 1=2): (6)
T he second quantization condition (r_5-l_)') gives a second
relation between E and K, so that one can elin lnate
K and obtain a ladder of kvelsEy . For B = 0 the
quantization condition C_Bk_;) is independent of E , so one
obtains separately a quantized tin e T,, and quantized en-
ergy Epn = m + 1=2) h=T,.ForB & 0 both K, , and
En n depend on the sets of ntegersm ;n.

D . Lowest adiabatic level

ThevalueE oo ofthe low est adiabatic level follow s from
the pair of quantization conditions i_'i) withm = n= 0.
To detemm ne this value we need to detem ine the area



FIG . 5: Iustration of a bunch of tra ectories WJtth a sin—
gle scattering band in the billiard de ned in Fig. :].I A1l tra—
“Ectories in this gure have starting conthJons in the band
containing the contour with K = 11 ofFig. :3 Both T and A
vary only slightly from one tra fctory to the other, so that the
whole band can be characterized by a single T and A, being
the average of T and A over the scattering band.

OK)= HCK Pxdx enclosed by contours of constant K , in
the lim it of hrge K .

In Ref. E_S] the area O K ) was detem ined in the case
B = 0,when K = T and the contours are isochronous.
Tt was found that

O(@)< Opexp( T); @)

wih  the Lyapunov exponent of the nom al billiard
w ithout superconductorand O ¢ a characteristic area that
depends on the angular distribution of the beam ofelec—
tronsentering thebilliard W idth L) from the narrow con—
tact to the superconductor width W ). For a collin ated
beam having a spread of velocities jo=vr 7< W =L one
hasOg = N h. Foranon-collin atedbeam Og = N hW =L.
The Integer N is the num ber of scattering channels con—
necting the billiard to the superconductor. T he quanti-
zation requirem ent O (T ) h gives the low est adiabatic
level in zero m agnetic eld ﬁ
h

1
Eop® = 0)= ; = —InOo= h): 8)
2 g

The Ehrenfest tine g ocorresoonds to a contour that
encloses an area h.

In order to generalize Eq. (7) to B 6 0, we discuss
the concept of scattering bands, introduced in Ref. [18
for a nom albilliard Where they were called transm is—

sion and re ection bands). Scattering bands are ordered
phase space structures that appear in open system s, even

iftheir closed counterpartsare fiully chaotic. T hese struc—
tures are characterized by regions in which the fiinctions
T X;Vvx) and A (X;vx) vary slowly alm ost everyw here.
Hence, they contain orbits ofaim ost constant retum tim e
and directed area, that is, orbis retuming by bunches.
One such bunch is depicted In Fjg.:_ﬂ T he scattering
bands are bounded by contours ofdiverging T (x;vy ) and
A (x;Vy). The divergence is very slow (/ 1=In , with
the distance from the contour tfl]), so the m ean retum
tine T and mean directed area A in a scattering band
rem ain nite and wellde ned @-S_%] _
The area Opang 0fa band dependson T as ELgi

Opana T) " Opexp ( T): 9)

Since an isochronous contour must lie wihin a single
scattering band, Eq. {1) ®lows from Eq. {) and from

the fact that the distrbution of retum tim es is sharply
peaked around them ean T . B ecause contours of constant
K=T eAB=E must also lie wihin a sihgle scattering
band, the area O K) is bounded by the sam e function
Opang T). W e concluide that within a given scattering
band the largest contour of constant T and the largest
contour of constant K each have approxin ately the sam e
area as the band itself,

O(T);0 K) < Opana (T)’ Opexp( T): (10)

W e are now ready to detemm Ine the m agnetic eld de-
pendence of the lowest adiabatic levelE oo B ). T he cor-
resgoonding contour Cx lies In a band characterized by a
mean retumtineT = ' o= h), according to Egs.
CSb and {I0). This is the sam e Ehrenfest tine as Eq.
(.g) ©rB = 0 (assum ing that the orbital e ect of the
m agnetic eld does not modify ) . The energy of the
low est adiabatic kevelE (g is determ ined by the quantiza—
tion condition 6'_6),

EooK EOO E + eAm axB h=2: (ll)

The range of directed areas Agax ~ A < Ap .y is the
product of the area L2 of the billiard and the m axin um
num ber of tin es ny, ax ¥ T=L that a trafctory can
encircle that area (clockw ise or counterclockw ise) In a
tineT.HenceApax= v TL < % gL andwe nd

2g

W e conclide that a m agnetic eld shifts the lowest

adiabatic level dow nw ard by an am ount evy LB which is

independent of 5 . Eq. {l3) hodsup to a ed B3 at

which the lowest adiabatic level reaches the Fem i level,
h h

B2 = ’ : 13)
2eAm ax 2 E €V L

Eogp B) E;;jp e¢ LB : 12)

W e have added the label \ad", because the true critical

eld at which the gap closesm ay be an aller due to non—
adiabatic levelsbelow E oo . ForB = 0, the ground state is
never an adiabatic state {_l-(_i] In the next section we study
thee ectiveRM T, in orderto detem ine the contriution
from non-adiabatic levels (retum tinesT > g ).



E . D ensity of states

T he pair of quantization conditions {_E;) determ ines the
ndividualenergy levelswih T < g and AJj< Apax =
v¢ g L. For sam iclassical system s with L= ¢ 1 the
level spacing  of the isolated billiard is so sm all that
Individual levels are not resolved and it su ces to know
the sm oothed (or ensem'ble averaged) density of states

2a ). In view ofEq. () it is given by

Z Z

E An ax
aa®)=N dT
0 Amax
X h@m + 1=2)+ eAB
E T ;

dAP (T;A)

14)

m

In tem s of the pint distrbution function P (T ;A ) of re—
tum tine T and directed area A. Inthe Ilimit ¢ ! 1

this form ula reduces to the Bohr-Somm erfeld quantiza—
tion ruke ofRef. fl] HrB = 0 and to the generalization
of Ref. t_ZQ'] for B § 0. The adiabatic density of states

C_l-l_i) vanishes or E < E23 . Its high energy asymp-
totics (m eaning E Eggp, but still E ) can be

estin ated using P (T;A) = P A )P (T) wih the con—
ditional distribution P @ L) Which will be discussed
in the next section) and the retum tim e distribution
PI)=exp( T=p)=p .0negets

1 e="° 1+ =
D

)

lim ada @)=
EE!l

15)

The lim it C_l-§‘) is less than the value 2= , which also con—-
tains the contribbution from the non-adiabatic levelsw ith
T > E -

III. EFFECTIVE RANDOM M ATRIX THEORY

The adiabatic quantization applies only to the part
of phase space n which the retum tine T is less than
the Ehrenfest tine g . To quantize the rem ainder, w ith
T > g, we apply the e ective random -m atrix theory
RM T) ofRef. Eﬂ]. T he existing form ulation E_'ﬂ, :_l-C_i] does
not yet include am agnetic eld, so webegin by extending
it to non—zero B .

A . E ective cavity

The e ective RM T is based on the decom position of
the scattering m atrix in the tin e dom ain into two parts,

Sat) ift< g

SO= s v ife>

16)

T he classical, short-tim e part Sq; (t) couples to N 1 scat—
tering channels of retum tine < g , which can be quan-
tized adiabatically as explained in the previous section.

=

8
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FIG . 6: Pictorial representation of the e ective RM T of an
A ndreev billiard. The part of phase space with long trac—
tories (retum time > g ) is represented by a chaotic cavity
with level spacing . , connected to the superconductor via
a ctitious ballistic lead with N, channels. The lad intro—
duces a channelkindependent delay tin e g =2 and a channel-
dependent phase shift ,, which is di erent from the distri-
bution of phase shifts in a real lead.

T he rem aining

Ng=N Ngg=Ne ®2°° Ne a7)
quantum channels, w ith retum tine > g, are quantized
by RM T wih e ective g -dependent param eters.
Todescribethee ective RM T ensamble from which S4

isdrawn, we refer to the diagram ofF ig.1§, llow ing Ref.
f_l(_)']. A wave packet of retum tine t> g evolves along
a classical tra gctory for the niial g =2 and the nal
E =2 duration of its m otion. T his classical evolution is
represented by a ctitious ballistic lead w ith delay tim e
E =2, attached at one end to the superconductor. The
tranam ission m atrix ofthis lead isan N ¢ N, diagonal
m atrix of phase shiftsexp L B )] (for tranam ission from
kft to right) and exp i ( B)] (for transm ission from
right to keft). The ballistic lead is attached at the other
end to a chaotic caviy having an N Ne scattering
matrix Sg wih RM T distrbution. T he entire scattering
m atrix Sq (t) of the e ective cavity plus ballistic lead is,
in the tim e dom ain,

Sq)=e" ¢ Plsoc giBle" B, 18)
and In the energy dom ain,
SqE)=¢e" =t ( Blg @ ;B)et ®): a9)

The kvel spacihg .
according to

of the e ective cavity is Increased

c= =N=N. =e*">; 20)

to ensure that themean dwelltine 2 h=N., . remains

equalto p , ndependent of the Ehrenfest tim e.



For weak m agnetic elds (such that the cyclotron ra-
diism vy =eB L), the phase shifts B ) are linear in
B:

®)’ ©O+B °0) (O+diagli; 2:::

Neff]:

@1)

Thephases , arethe channeldependent, m agnetic eld
Induced phase shifts of classical tra fectories spending a
tine g =2 in a chaotic caviy.

T he conditional distribution of djxected areas A for
given retum tine T is a truncated G aussian Q-(_i :_2-1:]
R

PAYT) / exp A*=A]

A2/ wTL?;

(Am ax
@2)

wih (%) the uni step function. This In plies that the

distrdbbution P ( ) of phase shiffts = eAB=h Or T =
E =2 is given by
" #
2 B 2
() / exp —— — (max 33 @3
C E B
S
€A, .xB B w 2
nax = —2— 1 — B @4)
h By L p

T he constant coforderunity isdetermm ined by thebilliard
geom etry and By denotes the critical m agnetic eld of
the Andreev billiard when g ! 0. Up to num erical
coe cients of order unity, one has D:_i_j

@5)

B . D ensity of states

T he energy spectrum of an A ndreev billiard, for ener-
gies well below the gap  of the buk superconductor,
is related to the scattering m atrix by the determ inantal
equation {22.]

Detl+ SE)S ( E)]= 0: (26)
Since S and Sq couple to di erent channels, wem ay cal-
culate separately the contrbution to the spectrum from
the e ective cav:ty, govemed by Sq. W e substitute the

expression Cl9 ) for Sy, to cbtain
h i

Det 1+ & =5, E;B) B)S,( E;B) ®) = 0;
@7)

®) ot ®) 1 B)_ djagEZi 1;e2i2 s1:et e ]
@8)

Tn Ref. [10] the density of states was calculated from this
equation forthe caseB = 0, when = 1.W e generalize

the calculation to B & 0. The technicalities are very
sim ilar to those of Ref. t23]
The scattering m atrix Sy E ;B ) of the open e ective
cavity can be represented by f_Z_ 4,25]
1
W
29)

SoE;B)=1 2 MT E Hy@B)+iwWww?

in tem softhe Ham iltonian H B ) ofthe closed e ective
caviy and a couplingm atrix W . The din ension ofH ¢ is
M M and the din ension ofW isM N . Them atrix
W TW haseigenvaliesM o = 2. ThelmiM ! 1 at

xed level spacing . is taken at the end of the calcu—
lation. Substitution of Eq. (29 ) Into the determ inantal
eguatjon d27 ) gives a conventional eigenvalie equation
23],

DetE He B)]l= 0; (30)
_ Ho®) 0 .
He B)= 0 Hy, @) W ; (31)
_ WW'sihu W BW *
W_oosu W BWT ww'?sh :32)

W e have abbreviated u= E ¢ =h.
TheHam iltonian H ¢ B ) ofthe ctitious cavity hasthe
P andey-M ehta distribution f26

211+ 1
PH)/ exp %
#
ReH 5)° + b *(@mH ;> = (33)

3=1

The parameter b 2 [0;1] m easures the strength of the
tin ereversal symmet:cy breaking. It is related to the
m agnetic eld by {L1]

" - leom: (34)
N. 8 07"
T he ensam ble averaged densiy of states o E ) is ob—
tained from the G reen function,
1 dw .
e E) = ~“ImTr 1+ — GE + i07); (35)
dE
G@#) = h@z He) Y4 36)

where the average h
C_S-:_’:) . Using the results ofRefs. E[]_:,:_ii_"l] we obtain a self-
consistency equation for the trace of the ensam ble aver-
aged G reen function,

TrG11 TIG]_Z
TrGy, TrGyp,

G
G = 11 Gz _
G21 Gaz

37
T he four blocks refer to the block decom position @-1;) of
the e ective H am iltonian. T he selfconsistency equation
reads

i is taken with the distrbution



Gi11 = G225 G12G21=1+|G§1; (38)
E B 2G11 Kest 62i iGq1 t Glzs:inu
0= N, — — G+ T Py > N 7 (39)
2E 7 Bo 2 j=1§b 135G+ et 3Gy ]+ cosu+ Gqi1 shu
1
E B 2G11 Kest e 2i3G11+ G21Sjnu
0= N, — — G t+ T Py > N 7 (40)
2E 7 Bo j:lgb 135G+ et 3Gy ]+ cosu+ Gq1 shu
w ith the Thoulessenergy Er = h=2p .
From Eq. {35) we nd the density of states
2 3
E)= 2 mmic,+ _°F X Gu+ jshu Gme® '+ Gue B o @1)
= — 11 \ i i :
€ o p COSU _ cosu+ Gllsjnu+%G12e 21j+%G21e211

B = N k wemay replace in Egs. ('3-8:{.4-];)

sim L f(5)by d P (),withP ()givenbyEq. {23
In the next section we w ill com pare the density of states
cbtained from (38{41) w ith a fully quantum m echanical
calculation. In this section we discuss the low and high
energy asym ptotics of the density of states.

Ithelm*E ! 1,E we nd from Egs. (§8{40)
thatGlz = G / _1=E 10 WhﬂGGll ! i. Substitut—
ng this nto Eq. {fl]_:) we obtain the high energy lm i,

. 2 E
Iin e €) = 1+ —
EE! 1 e D
2 _
= Ze =70 14+ 2 @2)

This lim it is Jargerthan 2= . because ofthe contrdbution
from statesin the lead, cf. F ig. -é Togetherw ith Eq. ¢15)
we nd that the totaldensity of states,

E)= ¢ E)+ aE); 43)

tends to 2= for high energies, as it should be.
At low energies the density of states . & ) obtained
from the e ective RM T vanishes orE < E ¢ In the

gap *
Im it g p the lowest kevel n the e ective cavity is

determ ined by the ctitious lead with retum time g .
T his gives the sam e gap as for adiabatic quantization,

h
2max a

_Ead _
2 2 g

e
E gap

gap

h
- ev LB ; (44)
E

cf. Eq. C_l-%') The two criticalm agnetic elds B¢ and

B2 coincide in this lim i,

45)

cf. Eq. ('_1’;1). In the opposite regine ofsmall g we nd
a critical eld of

o Ck ) p—

B: =By 1 ;if & L p=w%; (40)

8p
which issmallerthan B3 soB. = BS . In the interm e~
diate regine L p=w < 5 < p,thecritical ed B
is given by
B.=min BE ;B @7)

W e do not have an analytical omula for B in this

Interm ediate regin e, but we w ill show in the next section
that B 2% dropsbelow BS so that B, = B29.

Iv. COMPARISON W ITH QUANTUM

MECHANICALMODEL

In this section we com pare our quasiclassical theory
wih a quantum m echanical m odel of the Andreev bil-
liard. The m odel we use is the Andreev kicked rotator
Introduced in Ref. tj]. W e include them agnetic eld into
them odelusing the threekick representation ofR ef. f_Z-z:],
to break tim ereversalsymm etry at both the quantum
m echanical and the classical level. The basic equations
ofthe m odel are sum m arized in A ppendix :_A:.

In Fjg.:j we show the ensamble averaged density of
states of the A ndreev kicked rotator and we com pare it
with the theoretzcal resut {43). The Ehrenfest tine is
given by Eé

= ThE’aM)+oq@) ; 8)
wih M the dimn ensionality of the Floquet m atrix. W e
neglect the correction tem of order unity. The mean
dwell tine is p M =N ) ¢ and the lkvel spacing is
2 =M )h=(, wih , the stroboscopic tine. The



6
B/B,=0.2
4
2
S
Q 1l A 1
2 Wwwm.w Ay bl ‘I")A‘h‘AVMVI'AYAVAﬁA'w'AHL‘{, Al i
./
|
0 J
6 : :
C) Te/15=0.8
B/B,=0.2
4
3
w r\
a \
2| | LWMJ
O J
0 5 10 15
E/E;

FIG.7: (Color online) Ensem ble averaged density of states
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[E ) of the A ndreev kicked rotator. The dark (red) curves show

the num erical results from the fully quantum m echanicalm odel, while the light (green) curves are obtained from Eq. #3) wih
input from the classical lin it of the m odel. T he energy is scaled by the Thouless energy Er = h=2 p and the density is scaled

by the level spacing
in panela and M = 16384, N = 3246 q=
panelsb, ¢, d isexplained in Fig. .8

relation between B =B and the param eters of the kicked
rotator is given by Eq. (A 1d

In Fig. da E p and we recover the RM T result
of Ref. {l];] The density of states is featureless with a
shallow m axinum jist above the gap. In Figs. -’1b c, d
g and p arecom parable.Now the spectrum consists of
both adiabatic levels (retum tine T < ) aswellas ef-
fective RM T levels (etum tine T > g ). The adiabatic
levelscluster In peaks, while thee ective RM T form sthe
an ooth background, w ith a pronounced bum p above the
gap .

T he peaks in the excitation spectrum of the A ndreev
kicked rotator appear because the retum tine T in Eq.
{14) is a multiple of the stroboscopic tine o [H]. The
peaks are broadened by the m agnetic eld and they ac-
quire side peaks, due to the structure of the area dis—
tribution P AT ) or T a snallmultiple of ¢. This is

of the isolated billiard. T he param eters of the kicked rotator are M
02,K = 14 in panelsb, ¢, d. The threepeak structure indicated by the arrow in

= 2048, N = 204,g= 02,K = 200

filustrated in Fig.i§ r the central peak of F ig.1}. The
distrbution was calculated from the classicalm ap (A 1].)
associated w ith the quantum kicked rotator. The same
m ap gave the coe cient c= 055 appearing n Eq. (2_3_5 .
In Fjg.:_é w e have plotted the criticalm agnetic eld B .
at which the gap closes, as a function of the Ehrenfest
tine. For g p the Andreev kicked rotator gives
a value for B, close to the prediction By ofRM T, cf.
Eqg. (;}:_l-g). W ith Increasing g we nd thatB . decreases
quite strongly. In the gurewealso show the criticalm ag—
netic eldsB 29 fradibatic kvelsand BS fore ective
RM T . The fom er Hlow s from Egs. {13) and @&14),

S

2p o,
2 14
E

Bgd= ZBO

49)

and the latter from solving Egs. 58‘ {:ZIQ) num erically. A s
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FIG . 8: Conditional distrbbution P @A ) of directed areas A
enclosed by cJassjcaltxajector:ieswjrh T =2y, orKk = 14,
g= 02 and p = 5. The distrbbution was obtained from
the classical m ap &-\1]1 at = 0. Trafctordeswih T = 24
give rise to a peak In the density of states centered around
E=Er = m + 1=2) h=2,, cf. Eq. (:J_.4) On the energy
scale of Fig. -7‘ only the peak with m = 0 can be seen, at
E=Er = 25 79. In a m agnetic eld this peak broadens
and i obtains the side peaksofP A R o).

already announced in the previous section, B 2d dropsbe-
low B with increasing g , which m eansthat the lowest
levelE g, is an adiabatic level corresponding to a retum
tineT < g . The criticalm agnetic eld is the sm allest
value of BS and B39, as indicated by the solid curve.
T he data ofthe A ndreev kicked rotator follow s the trend
of the quasiclassical theory, although quite substantial
discrepancies rem ain. O ur quasiclassical theory seem s to
overestin ate the low est adiabatic level, w hich also causes
deviations between theory and num ericaldata in the low

energy behaviour ofthe density of states (cf. F ig. :"2 pan—
els ¢, d). Part ofthese discrepancies can be attributed to
the correction term of orderunity in Eqg. C48), as shown
by the open circles in Fig. .

In the regin e of fully broken tin ereversal-sym m etry
the distrbution of eigenvalies is determ ned by the La—
guerre uniary ensemble of RM T {_Z-g, égi] The ensem -
ble averaged density of states vanishes quadratically near
zero energy, according to

2 sh@ E=)

€)= 1 —F (50)

Th Fig. 10 we show the results for the Andreev kicked
rotator in thisregin eand we nd a good agreem ent w ith
Eq. d_5§) or g b . We did not nvestigate the &
dependence in this regin e.

1
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0

BJ/Bo
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Te/1p

FIG.9: Criticalm agnetic eld B . of the A ndreev kicked ro—
tator as a function of the Ehrenfest tine. The Ehrenfest
tine g = '@ %=M ) is changed by varylng M and N

while keepingg= 02 and p=9= M =N = 5 constant. For
the closed circles the kicking strength K = 14, while for the
squares from left to right K = 4000, 1000, 400, 200 100, 50.

T he solid curve is the quasiclassical prediction C47l) T he open
circles are obtained from the closed circles by the transform a—

tion g ! g + 175, allowed by the tem s of order unity
in Eq. 48).
2 r | qu_‘ﬂﬁ_rk
o |
=g
1 [ T1e/15=0.07 -
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[
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FIG .10: (Color online) Ensam bl averaged density of states

of the A ndreev kicked rotator for fiillly broken TRS.The his-
togram show s the num_e_r_ical resuls, while the curve is the
theoretical prediction @Q) of the Laguerre unitary ensem ble.
Both the energy and the density of states are scaled by the
level spacing ofthe isolated billiard. T he param eters of the
kicked rotatorareM = 2048,N = 204,g= 02,whike K was
varied between 200 and 250 to obtain an ensem ble average.



V. CONCLUSION

W e have calculated the excitation spectrum ofan An-
dreev billiard In a m agnetic eld, both usihg a quasi-
classicaland a fully quantum m echanical approach. The
quasiclassical theory needs as input the classical distri-
bution of tines T between Andreev re ections and di-
rected areasA enclosed nthattineT.TimesT analler
than the Ehrenfest tine g are quantized via the adia—
batic nvariant and tines T > g are quantized by an
e ective random -m atrix theory wih g -dependent pa—
ram eters. T his separation of phase space into two parts,
Introduced in Ref. ﬁ_ﬁ], has received m uch theoretical sup—
port in the context oftransport [_l-g',:_Z-j, :_B-C_i, ',_3-1:,',_3-’2_3,:_3-5%, :_3-1_;]
T he present work show s that it can be successfully used
to describe the consequences of tim ereversal sym m etry
breaking on the superconducting proxin ity e ect.

T he adiabatically quantized and e ective RM T spec—
tra each have an excitation gap which closes at di erent
m agnetic elds. The criticalm agnetic eld B . ofthe An-
dreev billiard is the sm allest of the two values B3¢ and
BS . For relatively smallEhrenfest tine g p the
critical eldBS from e ective RM T is sm aller than the
critical eld B 29 of the adiabatic levels, so B, = B¢
This value BS_ is sm aller than the value B, of conven—
tional RM T LLil], because of the r -dependence of the
param etersin e ective RM T .For g p thetwo elds
B2 and BS ooincide, but in an intem ediate regin e of
com parabl g and p the adiabatic value B fjd dropsbe-
low the e ective RM T value B¢ . This is indeed what
we have found in the speci ¢ m odel that we have inves-
tigated, the A ndreev kicked rotator {{]. T he lowest level
hasT < g forsu ciently arge g andB . Thisisa novel
feature of the Andreev billilard In a m agnetic eld: For
unbroken tin e-reversalsym m etry the lowest levelalways
corresponds to longer tra fctories T > g g],_ang thus

cannot be obtained by adiabatic quantization [, L0].
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APPENDIX A:ANDREEV KICKED ROTATOR
INAMAGNETIC FIELD

T he A ndreev kicked rotator in zero m agnetic eld was
Introduced in Ref. f_'/!]. Herewe gjy_e the extension to non—
zero m agnetic eld used in Sec. :_I\{: W e start from the
kicked rotator w ith broken tim ereversal sym m etry but
w ithout the superconductor. T he kicked rotatorprovides
a stroboscopic description of scattering inside a quantum
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dot. T he propagation ofa state from tinettotinet+ o
isgiven by theM = M unitary Floquet operatorF w ith
m atrix elem ents R7]

Fan= & Y Y X)__: @1)
The threem atricesX , Y ,and are de ned by
Y. . el =6 )cos@ m=v ), @2)
Xpn Lae LME1Z V@ nea), @ 3)
mn = M % PTlexp i( M )m  nf :@4)
T he potential
V ()= K cos( g=2)cos ( )+Kzsjn( g=2)sih 2 )
A5)

breaks the parity symmetry or g € 0. T inexreversal
symm etry is broken by the param eter For kicking
strengths K > 7 the classical dynam ics of the kicked
rotator is chaotic.

T he F loquet operator @:ﬂ) describes electron excita—
tions above the Fem i level. The hole excitations below
the Fem ilevelare described by the F loquet operatorF
E lectrons and holes are coupled by A ndreev re ection at
the superconductor. TheN M m atrix P, w ith elem ents

1i#L, n L+N 1

Pan = on 0 otherw ise !

@ 6)
progcts onto the contact w ith the superconductor. T he
iInteger Ly indicates the location ofthe contact and N is
tswidth, n unitsof p=2.W ew illperform ensem bl av—
erages by varying Lg. T he process of A ndreev re ection

is described by the 2M 2M m atrix
1 pfp PTp

P = 7

PP 1 PpTp ®7

T he F loquet operator for the Andreev kickecrl rotator is
constructed from the two m atricesF and P Ej],

o p1=2; @8)

The 2M 2M unitary m atrix F can be diagonalized e —
ciently using the Lanczos technique in com bination w ith
the fast-Fouriertransform algorithm [5]. The eigenval
ues '™ de ne the quastenergies ", 2 ;2 ]. One gap
is centered around " = 0 and another gap around " =
For N M the two gaps are decoupled and we can
study the gap around " = 0 by itself.

The correspondence between the TR S-breaking pa—
ram eter  of the kicked rotator and the Pandey-M ehta
param eterb orK 1 isgiven by R1]

P— M2
M :
K! 1 12

@9



HereMH is the s:tzeofthePandey—lVlehtaHamJltonJan
ﬁ26] Com parison wih Eq. &34 ) gives the relation be-
tween and themagnetic ed B,

r

Mo by =3038 @& 10)

N1=2 0 BO
InRMTpthegapc]oseswhenB=Bo,sowhen = o=
3 M T 20=D-

For the quasiclassicaltheory we need the classicalm ap
associated w ith the F loquet operator @ §). T he classical
phase space consists of the torus 0 2,0 P
6 . The classicalm ap is described by a set of equations
that m ap initial coordinates ( ;p) onto nal coordinates

( %p") after one period o R71,

p=3 V()=6 2 ;

1 1

pL =P sih (1) V()= 6 o7

2 = 1 r=3 2,5

P2 =P 6 g7

0= , p=3+ sh(y)=3 2 o

P’ = p sin(;) V(9=2 6 J: @11

T he upper/lower signs correspond to electron/hole dy—

11

nam icsand VY( ) = dv=d . The integers and
the w inding num bers of a tra fctory on the torus.

T he directed area enclosed by a classical tra fctory be-
tween Andreev re ections can be calculated from the dif-
ference in classical action between two tra fctories re—
lated by TRS,onewih = 0 and onewih In niesinal

.To Iinearorderin the action di erence S acquired
after one period is given by [27]

p are

S = (cos 1 oS 3) : @A12)
The e ective P lanck constant of the kicked rotator is
he = 6 =M ,sowem ay obtain the increm ent in directed

area A ocorresponding to S from

(cos 1 s ;) ¢

S M
-B A=_=6— A 13)

Since joos ; s 2j< 2, the maximum directed area
A ax aoquired after T= ( periods is

r
. _2T h 0
m ax v eBo 2o

@14)

l]J.A.Melsen, P.W .Brouwer, K.M .Frahm ,and C.W .
J. Beenakker, Europhys. Lett. 35, 7 (1996).

R]1 A .Lodder and Yu.V .Nazarov, Phys.Rev.B 58, 5783
(1998).

B1D . TarasSem chuk and A . A ltland, Phys. Rev. B 64,
014512 (2001).

4] L. Adagideli and C.W . J. Beenakker, Phys. Rev. Lett.
89, 237002 (2002).

Bl P.G .Silvestrov,M .C .G oorden, and C .W .J.Beenakker,
Phys.Rev.Lett. 90, 116801 (2003).

B]IM .G .Vavibv and A . I.Larkin, Phys.Rev.B 67, 115335
(2003) .

[71 Ph. Jacquod, H . Schom erus, and C. W . J. Beenakker,
Phys.Rev. Lett. 90, 207004 (2003).

BIM .C.Goorden, Ph. Jacquod, and C . W . J. Beenakker,
Phys.Rev.B 68, 220501 R) (2003).

Pl A . Kom anyos, Z. Kaufmann, C. J. Lambert, and J.
Cserti, Phys.Rev.B 70, 052512 (2004).

1] J A.Melsen,P.W .Brouwer, K .M .Frahm ,and C.W .
J. Beenakker, P hysica Scripta 69, 223 (1997).

[12] I.K osztin,D .L .M aslov, and P.M .G oldbart, Phys.Rev.
Lett. 75, 1735 (1995).

[13] J.W Zersig, Phys.Rev.E 65, 036221 (2002).

41N .G. Fytas,F K .D jakonos, P. Schm elcher, M . Scheid,

[15] J V . Jose and E.J. Sa]etan C lassical D ynam ics (Cam—
bridge University P ress, C am bridge, 1998).

[L6] M .C.Gutzwiller, Chaos in C lassical and Q uantum M e—
chanics (Springer, Berln, 1990)

[L7] The shift by 1=2 in Egs. @a ) and CSb) accounts for two
phase shifts of =2 incurred at each A ndreev re ection

and at each tuming point, respectively; tuming points
do not contrbute a net phase shift to Eq. (5d) because
the phase shifts in the electron and hole sheets cancel.

[18] P.G .Silwvestrov,M .C .G oorden, and C .W .J.Beenakker,
Phys.Rev.B 67,241301R) (2003).

[19] In Ref. EL%}]the uctuationsof T around T w ithin a single
scattering band were estimated at T ' W =w D s
and sin ilarly we estinatethat A /7 W L W% pL.

RO]W .Ihra,M .Leadbeater, J.L.Vega, and K .R ichter, Eur.
Phys.J.B 21, 425 (2001).

R1]1 H .U .Baranger, R . A . Jalabert, and A .D . Stone, Chaos
3, 665 (1993).

R2]1 C.W .J.Beenakker, Phys.Rev. Lett. 67, 3836 (1991).

R3] P.W .Brouwer and C .W .J.Beenakker, Chaos, Solitons
and Fractals 8, 1249 (1997).

R4]1 T . Guhr, A .M ullerG roeling, and H . A . W eidenm uller,
Phys.Rep.299, 189 (1998).

R5] C.W .J.Beenakker, Rev.M od.Phys. 69, 731 (1997).

R6]1M .L.M ehta, Random M atrices (A cadem ic, New York,
1991).

R7]1 3. Tworzydlo, A . Tajic, and C.W .J.Beenakker, Phys.
Rev.B 70, 205324 (2004).

81 A .A X*land and M . R . Zimbauer, Phys. Rev. Lett. 76,
3420 (1996).

P9]1K .M .Frahm ,P.W .Brouwer, J.A .Melsen, and C. W .
J.Beenakker, Phys.Rev. Lett. 76, 2981 (1996).

B0] J. Tworzydlo, A . Tajic, H. Schomerus, and C. W . J.
Beenakker, Phys.Rev.B 68 115313 (2003)

B1] J. Tworzydlo, A . Tajic, and C.W .J.Beenakker, Phys.
Rev.B 69, 165318 (2004).

B2] Ph.Jacquod and E .V . Sukhorukov,Phys.Rev.Lett.92,
116801 (2004).

B3] J. Tworzydlo, A . Tajic, H.Schomerus, P.W . Brouwer,


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0406018
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0504322

12

and C.W . J. Beenakker, Phys. Rev. Lett. 93, 186806 B5]1 R .Ketzmerick, K .Kruse, and T .G eisel, Physica D 131,
(2004). 247 (1999).

B4]R.S.W hiney and Ph. Jacquod, Phys. Rev. Lett. 94,
116801 (2005).



