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Q uantum -to-classicalcrossover for A ndreev billiards in a m agnetic �eld
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W eextend theexisting quasiclassicaltheory forthesuperconducting proxim ity e�ectin a chaotic

quantum dot,to includea tim e-reversal-sym m etry breaking m agnetic �eld.Random -m atrix theory

(RM T) breaks down once the Ehrenfest tim e �E becom es longer than the m ean tim e �D between

Andreev reections. As a consequence,the critical�eld at which the excitation gap closes drops

below the RM T prediction as �E =�D is increased. O ur quasiclassical results are supported by

com parison with a fully quantum m echanical sim ulation of a stroboscopic m odel (the Andreev

kicked rotator).

PACS num bers:74.45.+ c,03.65.Sq,05.45.M t,74.78.N a

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

W hen a quantum dotis coupled to a superconductor

via a point contact,the conversion ofelectron to hole

excitationsby Andreev reection governsthelow-energy

spectrum .The density ofstatesofsuch an Andreev bil-

liard wascalculated using random -m atrix theory (RM T)

[1].Iftheclassicaldynam icsin theisolated quantum dot

is chaotic,a gap opens up in the spectrum . The exci-

tation gap E gap is ofthe order ofthe Thouless energy

�h=�D ,with �D theaveragetim ebetween Andreev reec-

tions. Although chaoticity ofthe dynam ics is essential

for the gap to open,the size ofthe gap in RM T is in-

dependent ofthe Lyapunov exponent � ofthe chaotic

dynam ics.

Ifthe size L ofthe quantum dotis m uch largerthan

the Ferm iwavelength �F ,a com peting tim escale �E ’

�� 1ln(L=�F )appears,theEhrenfesttim e,which causes

thebreakdown ofRM T [2].Thegap becom esdependent

on the Lyapunov exponentand for�E � �D vanishesas

E gap ’ �h=�E .TheEhrenfesttim edependenceofthegap

hasbeen investigated in severalworks[3,4,5,6,7,8,9].

Fora recentreview,seeRef.[10].

A m agnetic �eld breaks tim e-reversal sym m etry,

thereby reducing E gap. At a critical�eld B c the gap

closes.Thiswascalculated using RM T in Ref.[11],but

the e�ectofa �nite Ehrenfesttim e wasnotstudied be-

fore. Here we extend the zero-�eld theory ofSilvestrov

etal.[5]to non-zero m agnetic�eld.Itisa quasiclassical

theory,which relatestheexcitation spectrum to theclas-

sicaldynam icsin the billiard. The entire phase space is

divided into two parts,depending on thetim eT between

Andreev reections. Tim es T < �E are quantized by

identifying the adiabatic invariant,while tim es T > �E
are quantized by an e�ective RM T with �E -dependent

param eters.

There exists an alternative approach to quantization

ofthe Andreev billiard,due to Vavilov and Larkin [6],

which m ightalsobeextended to non-zerom agnetic�eld.

In zero m agnetic �eld the two m odelshave been shown

to give sim ilarresults [10],so we restrictourselveshere

to the approach ofRef.[5].
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FIG .1:Classicaltrajectory in an Andreev billiard.Particles

are deected by the potentialV =
�
(r=L)2 � 1

�
V0 forr< L,

V =
�
� 4(r=L)

2
+ 10(r=L)� 6

�
V0 forr > L,with r

2
= x

2
+

y
2
(the dotted lines are equipotentials). At the insulating

boundaries(solid lines)there isspecularreection,while the

particlesare Andreev reected atthesuperconductor(y = 0,

dashed line). Shown is the trajectory ofan electron at the

Ferm ilevel(E = 0), for B = 0 and E F = 0:84eV0. The

Andreev reected hole willretrace thispath.

Theoutlineofthepaperisasfollows.W estartby de-

scribingtheadiabaticlevelsin Sec.II,followed by theef-

fectiveRM T in Sec.III.In Sec.IV wecom pareourquasi-

classicaltheory with fully quantum m echanicalcom puter

sim ulations.W e concludein Sec.V.

II. A D IA B A T IC Q U A N T IZA T IO N

W e generalize the theory ofadiabatic quantization of

the Andreev billiard ofRef.[5]to include the e�ect of

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0505206v2


2

e
he

e

hh

E=0
B=0

E=0
B=0

E=0
B=0

FIG .2:Andreev reection ata NS boundary (dashed line)of

an electron to a hole.Theleftpanelshowsthecaseofperfect

retroreection (zero excitation energy E and zero m agnetic

�eld B ). The m iddle and right panels show that the hole

does notprecisely retrace the path ofthe electron ifE or B

are non-zero.
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FIG .3:(Coloronline)Poincar�e m ap fortheAndreev billiard

ofFig.1. Each dot m arks the position x and tangentialve-

locity vx ofan electron attheNS boundary.Subsequentdots

areobtained by following theelectron trajectory forE ;B ! 0

at�xed ratio B =E = 1

3

p
m =V0L2e3.Theinsetshowsthefull

surfaceofsection oftheAndreev billiard,whilethem ain plot

is an enlargem ent ofthe centralregion. The drift is along

closed contours de�ned by K = constant [see Eq.(4)]. The

value ofthe adiabatic invariantK (in unitsof
p
m L2=eV0)is

indicated forseveralcontours. Allcontoursare closed loops,

but for som e contours the opening ofthe loop is not visible

in the �gure.

a m agnetic �eld. An exam ple ofthe geom etry ofsuch a

billiard is sketched in Fig.1. The norm alm etallies in

thex-y planeand theboundary with thesuperconductor

(NS boundary) is at y = 0. The classicalm echanics of

electronsand holesin such an Andreev billiard hasbeen

analyzed in Refs.[12,13,14]. W e �rst sum m arize the

resultsweneed,then proceed to theidenti�cation ofthe

adiabaticinvariant,and �nally presentitsquantization.

-

+
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FIG .4: D irected area fora classicaltrajectory,consisting of

theareaenclosed by thetrajectory afterjoiningbegin and end

pointsalong the NS boundary (dashed line). D i�erentparts

oftheenclosed area havedi�erentsignsbecausetheboundary

iscirculated in a di�erentdirection.

A . C lassicalm echanics

Theclassicalequation ofm otion

�r(t)= �
e

m
_r� B +

e

m
r V (r) (1)

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

charge e and m assm change sign. The vectorB is the

uniform m agnetic�eld in thez-direction and V (r)isthe

electrostatic potentialin the plane ofthe billiard. The

dots on r = (x;y) denote tim e derivatives. W e follow

the classicaltrajectory ofan electron starting atthe NS

boundary position (x;0)with velocity (vx;vy).Theelec-

tron isatan excitation energy E counted from theFerm i

level. Aftera tim e T the electron returnsto the super-

conductorand isretroreected asa hole.Retroreection

m eansthatvx ! � vx.They-com ponentvy oftheveloc-

ity alsochangessign,butin addition itisslightly reduced

in m agnitude,v2y ! v2y � 4E =m ,so that an electron at

an energy E abovethe Ferm ilevelbecom esa holeatan

energy E below the Ferm ilevel.

This refraction is one reason why the hole does not

precisely retracethe path ofthe electron.A second rea-

son isthata non-zero B willcausetheholetrajectory to

bend in the direction opposite to the electron trajectory

(because the velocity has changed sign),see Fig.2. It

followsthatifeitherE orB are non-zero,the hole will

return to theNS boundary ataslightly di�erentposition

and with a slightly di�erentvelocity.The resulting drift

ofthe quasi-periodic m otion ism osteasily visualized in

a Poincar�esurfaceofsection,seeFig.3.Each dotm arks

the position x and tangentialvelocity vx ofan electron

leaving 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 lim it E ;B ! 0,the shape
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ofthese contoursis determ ined by the adiabatic invari-

ant ofthe classicaldynam ics. In Ref.[5]it was shown

that the contoursin the Poincar�e surface ofsection are

isochronous forB = 0. Thism eansthatthey are given

by T(x;vx) = const,with T(x;vx) the tim e it takes an

electron attheFerm ilevelto return to theNS boundary,

asa function ofthe starting point(x;vx)on the bound-

ary.In otherwords,forB = 0thetim ebetween Andreev

reectionsisan adiabaticinvariantin the lim itE ! 0.

B . A diabatic invariant

W egeneralizetheconstruction oftheadiabaticinvari-

ant ofRef.[5]to B 6= 0. W e start from the Poincar�e

invariant

I(t)=

I

C (t)

p � dr (2)

over a closed contour C (t) in phase space that m oves

according to the classicalequationsofm otion.The con-

tour extends over two sheets ofphase space,joined at

theNS interface.In theelectron sheetthecanonicalm o-

m entum is p+ = m v+ � eA ,while in the hole sheet it

is p� = � m v� + eA . Both the velocity v� ,given in

absolute value by jv� j= (2=m )1=2[E F � E + eV (r)]1=2

and directed along the m otion,aswellasthe vectorpo-

tentialA = 1

2
B ẑ � r are functions ofthe position r on

the contour,determ ined,respectively,by the energy E

and the m agnetic �eld B . (Since the contouris closed,

the Poincar�einvariantisproperly gaugeinvariant.)

Q uite generally,dI=dt= 0,m eaning thatI is a con-

stantofthem otion [15].ForE = B = 0 wetakeC (0)to

betheself-retracingorbitfrom electron to holeand back

to electron.Itisobviously tim e-independent,with I = 0

(because the contributionsfrom electron and hole sheet

cancel). For E or B non-zero,we construct C (0) from

the sam e closed trajectory in realspace,but now with

p� (r)and A (r)calculated atthe given valuesofE and

B . Consequently,this contour C (t) willdrift in phase

space,preserving I(t) = I(0). The Poincar�e invariant

is ofinterest because it is closely related to the action

integral

I =

I

O eh

p � dr: (3)

Theaction integralisde�ned asan integralalongthepe-

riodic electron-hole orbit O eh followed by electrons and

holesatE ;B = 0.To every point(x;vx)in thePoincar�e

surfaceofsection correspondsan orbitO eh and hencean

action integralI(x;vx). W e com pare the contour C (t)

and the trajectory O eh intersecting the Poincar�esurface

ofsection at the sam e point (x;vx). At t= 0 they co-

incide and forsu�ciently slow driftsthey stay closeand

therefore the action integralI = I(0)+ O (t2)isan adi-

abaticinvariantofthe m otion in the Poincar�esurfaceof

section [15].

It rem ains to determ ine the adiabatic invariant I in

term s ofE and B and the chosen trajectory C (0). To

linearorderin E ;B we�nd

I = 2E K; K � T � eAB =E ; (4)

with A = 1

2

H
(r� dr)� ẑ the directed area (see Fig.4)

enclosed by the electron trajectory and the NS bound-

ary.Both thetim eT and thearea A areto beevaluated

atE = B = 0. Because E is a constantofthe m otion,

adiabatic invariance ofI im plies that K � I=2E is an

adiabaticinvariant.Atzero �eld thisadiabaticinvariant

is sim ply the tim e T between Andreev reections. At

non-zero �eld the invariant tim e contains also an elec-

trom agnetic contribution � eAB =E ,proportionalto the

enclosed ux.

Fig.3 shows that, indeed, the drift in the Poincar�e

surfaceofsection isalong contoursCK ofconstantK.In

contrastto the zero-�eld case,the invariantcontoursin

thesurfaceofsection arenow no longerenergy indepen-

dent. This willhave consequencesfor the quantization,

aswedescribenext.

C . Q uantization

The two invariantsE and K de�ne a two-dim ensional

torus in four-dim ensionalphase space. The two topo-

logically independent closed contours on this torus are

form ed by the periodic electron-hole orbit O eh and the

contourCK in the Poincar�esurface ofsection.The area

they enclose is quantized following the prescription of

Einstein-Brillouin-K eller[16,17],

I

O eh

p � dr = 2��h(m + 1=2); m = 0;1;2;:::(5a)

I

C K

pxdx = 2��h(n + 1=2); n = 0;1;2;::: (5b)

Theaction integral(5a)can beevaluated explicitly,lead-

ing to

E K = ��h(m + 1=2): (6)

The second quantization condition (5b) gives a second

relation between E and K, so that one can elim inate

K and obtain a ladder oflevels E m n. For B = 0 the

quantization condition (5b)isindependentofE ,so one

obtainsseparatelyaquantized tim eTn and quantized en-

ergy E m n = (m + 1=2)��h=Tn.ForB 6= 0 both K m n and

E m n depend on the setsofintegersm ;n.

D . Low est adiabatic level

ThevalueE 00 ofthelowestadiabaticlevelfollowsfrom

the pairofquantization conditions(5)with m = n = 0.

To determ ine this value we need to determ ine the area
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FIG .5: Illustration ofa bunch oftrajectories within a sin-

gle scattering band in the billiard de�ned in Fig.1. Alltra-

jectories in this �gure have starting conditions in the band

containing the contourwith K = 11 ofFig.3. Both T and A

vary only slightly from onetrajectory totheother,sothatthe

whole band can be characterized by a single �T and �A,being

the average ofT and A overthe scattering band.

O (K)=
H

C K

pxdx enclosed by contoursofconstantK,in

the lim itoflargeK.

In Ref.[5]the area O (K) wasdeterm ined in the case

B = 0,when K = T and the contoursare isochronous.

Itwasfound that

O (T)<� O 0 exp(� �T); (7)

with � the Lyapunov exponent of the norm albilliard

withoutsuperconductorand O 0 acharacteristicareathat

dependson theangulardistribution ofthebeam ofelec-

tronsenteringthebilliard (width L)from thenarrow con-

tactto the superconductor(width W ).Fora collim ated

beam having a spread ofvelocities jvx=vF j<� W =L one

hasO 0 = N h.Foranon-collim ated beam O 0 = N hW =L.

The integerN isthe num berofscattering channelscon-

necting the billiard to the superconductor. The quanti-

zation requirem entO (T)� ��h givesthelowestadiabatic

levelin zero m agnetic �eld [5],

E 00(B = 0)=
��h

2�E
; �E =

1

�
ln(O 0=��h): (8)

The Ehrenfest tim e �E corresponds to a contour that

enclosesan area ��h.

In order to generalize Eq.(7) to B 6= 0,we discuss

the conceptofscattering bands,introduced in Ref.[18]

for a norm albilliard (where they were called transm is-

sion and reection bands).Scattering bandsareordered

phasespacestructuresthatappearin open system s,even

iftheirclosed counterpartsarefully chaotic.Thesestruc-

turesarecharacterized by regionsin which thefunctions

T(x;vx) and A(x;vx) vary slowly alm ost everywhere.

Hence,theycontain orbitsofalm ostconstantreturn tim e

and directed area,that is,orbits returning by bunches.

O ne such bunch is depicted in Fig.5. The scattering

bandsarebounded by contoursofdivergingT(x;vx)and

A(x;vx). The divergence is very slow (/ 1=ln�,with �

the distance from the contour [4]),so the m ean return

tim e �T and m ean directed area �A in a scattering band

rem ain �nite and wellde�ned [19].

Thearea O band ofa band dependson �T as[18]

O band(�T)’ O 0 exp(� ��T): (9)

Since an isochronous contour m ust lie within a single

scattering band,Eq.(7) follows from Eq.(9) and from

the factthat the distribution ofreturn tim es is sharply

peaked around them ean �T.Becausecontoursofconstant

K = T � eAB =E m ustalso lie within a singlescattering

band,the area O (K) is bounded by the sam e function

O band(�T). W e conclude that within a given scattering

band the largest contour ofconstant T and the largest

contourofconstantK each haveapproxim ately thesam e

area asthe band itself,

O (T);O (K)<� O band(�T)’ O 0 exp(� ��T): (10)

W e arenow ready to determ ine the m agnetic�eld de-

pendence ofthe lowestadiabatic levelE 00(B ). The cor-

responding contourCK liesin a band characterized by a

m ean return tim e �T = �� 1ln(O 0=��h),according to Eqs.

(5b) and (10). This is the sam e Ehrenfest tim e as Eq.

(8) for B = 0 (assum ing that the orbitale�ect ofthe

m agnetic �eld does not m odify �) . The energy ofthe

lowestadiabaticlevelE 00 isdeterm ined by thequantiza-

tion condition (6),

E 00K � E00�E + eA m axB = ��h=2: (11)

The range ofdirected areas� Am ax
<
�

�A <
� A m ax is the

productofthe area L2 ofthe billiard and the m axim um

num ber oftim es nm ax � vF �T=L that a trajectory can

encircle that area (clockwise or counterclockwise) in a

tim e �T.Hence A m ax = vF �TL <
� vF �E L and we �nd

E 00(B )� E
ad
gap �

��h

2�E
� evF LB : (12)

W e conclude that a m agnetic �eld shifts the lowest

adiabaticleveldownward by an am ountevF LB which is

independent of�E . Eq.(12)holds up to a �eld B ad
c at

which the lowestadiabaticlevelreachesthe Ferm ilevel,

B
ad
c =

��h

2eA m ax

’
��h

2�E evF L
: (13)

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

�eld atwhich thegap closesm ay be sm allerdueto non-

adiabaticlevelsbelow E 00.ForB = 0,thegroundstateis

neveranadiabaticstate[10].In thenextsectionwestudy

thee�ectiveRM T,in ordertodeterm inethecontribution

from non-adiabaticlevels(return tim esT > �E ).



5

E. D ensity ofstates

Thepairofquantization conditions(5)determ inesthe

individualenergy levelswith T < �E and jAj< A m ax =

vF �E L. For sem iclassicalsystem s with L=�F � 1 the

levelspacing � ofthe isolated billiard is so sm allthat

individuallevelsare notresolved and itsu�cesto know

the sm oothed (or ensem ble averaged) density ofstates

�ad(E ).In view ofEq.(6)itisgiven by

�ad(E )= N

Z �E

0

dT

Z A m ax

� Am ax

dA P (T;A)

�
X

m

�

�

E �
��h(m + 1=2)+ eAB

T

�

; (14)

in term softhe jointdistribution function P (T;A)ofre-

turn tim e T and directed area A. In the lim it�E ! 1

this form ula reduces to the Bohr-Som m erfeld quantiza-

tion rule ofRef.[1]forB = 0 and to the generalization

ofRef.[20]for B 6= 0. The adiabatic density ofstates

(14) vanishes for E < E ad
gap. Its high energy asym p-

totics (m eaning E � E ad
gap, but stillE � �) can be

estim ated using P (T;A) = P (AjT)P (T) with the con-

ditional distribution P (AjT) (which will be discussed

in the next section) and the return tim e distribution

P (T)= exp(� T=�D )=�D .O negets

lim
E ! 1

E � �

�ad(E )=
2

�

�

1� e
� �E =�D

�

1+
�E

�D

��

: (15)

Thelim it(15)islessthan thevalue2=�,which also con-

tainsthecontribution from thenon-adiabaticlevelswith

T > �E .

III. EFFEC T IV E R A N D O M -M A T R IX T H EO R Y

The adiabatic quantization applies only to the part

ofphase space in which the return tim e T is less than

the Ehrenfesttim e �E .To quantize the rem ainder,with

T > �E , we apply the e�ective random -m atrix theory

(RM T)ofRef.[5].The existing form ulation [5,10]does

notyetincludeam agnetic�eld,sowebegin byextending

itto non-zero B .

A . E�ective cavity

The e�ective RM T is based on the decom position of

thescattering m atrix in thetim edom ain into two parts,

S(t)=

�
Scl(t) ift< �E

Sq(t) ift> �E .
(16)

The classical,short-tim epartScl(t)couplesto N cl scat-

tering channelsofreturn tim e < �E ,which can bequan-

tized adiabatically as explained in the previoussection.

FIG .6: Pictorialrepresentation ofthe e�ective RM T ofan

Andreev billiard. The part ofphase space with long trajec-

tories (return tim e > �E ) is represented by a chaotic cavity

with levelspacing �e� ,connected to the superconductor via

a �ctitious ballistic lead with N e� channels. The lead intro-

ducesa channel-independentdelay tim e �E =2 and a channel-

dependentphase shift �n,which is di�erent from the distri-

bution ofphase shiftsin a reallead.

Therem aining

N q = N � Ncl= N e
� �E =�D � Ne� (17)

quantum channels,with return tim e> �E ,arequantized

by RM T with e�ective �E -dependentparam eters.

Todescribethee�ectiveRM T ensem blefrom which Sq

isdrawn,wereferto thediagram ofFig.6,followingRef.

[10]. A wave packetofreturn tim e t> �E evolvesalong

a classicaltrajectory for the initial�E =2 and the �nal

�E =2 duration ofits m otion. This classicalevolution is

represented by a �ctitiousballistic lead with delay tim e

�E =2,attached at one end to the superconductor. The

transm ission m atrix ofthislead isan N e� � Ne� diagonal

m atrix ofphaseshiftsexp[i�(B )](fortransm ission from

left to right) and exp[i�(� B )](for transm ission from

rightto left). The ballistic lead isattached atthe other

end to a chaotic cavity having an N e� � Ne� scattering

m atrix S0 with RM T distribution.Theentirescattering

m atrix Sq(t)ofthe e�ective cavity plusballistic lead is,

in the tim e dom ain,

Sq(t)= e
i�(� B )

S0(t� �E ;B )e
i�(B )

; (18)

and in the energy dom ain,

Sq(E )= e
iE �E =�he

i�(� B )
S0(E ;B )e

i�(B )
: (19)

The levelspacing �e� ofthe e�ective cavity isincreased

according to

�e�=� = N =Ne� = e
�E =�D ; (20)

to ensurethatthem ean dwelltim e2��h=N e��e� rem ains

equalto �D ,independentofthe Ehrenfesttim e.
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Forweak m agnetic �elds (such thatthe cyclotron ra-

diusm vF =eB � L),the phase shifts�(B )are linearin

B :

�(B )’ �(0)+ B � 0(0)� �(0)+ diag[�1;�2 :::�N eff
]:

(21)

Thephases�n arethechanneldependent,m agnetic�eld

induced phase shifts ofclassicaltrajectories spending a

tim e �E =2 in a chaoticcavity.

The conditionaldistribution ofdirected areasA fora

given return tim e T isa truncated G aussian [20,21],

P (AjT) / exp
�
� A

2
=A

2
0

�
�(Am ax � jAj);

A
2
0 / vF TL

3
; (22)

with �(x) the unit step function. This im plies that the

distribution P (�) ofphase shifts � = eAB =�h for T =

�E =2 isgiven by

P (�) / exp

"

�
�2

c

�D

�E

�
B 0

B

� 2
#

� (�m ax � j�j);(23)

�m ax =
eA m axB

�h
’

B

B 0

s

vF �
2
E

L�D
: (24)

Theconstantcoforderunityisdeterm inedbythebilliard

geom etry and B 0 denotes the criticalm agnetic �eld of

the Andreev billiard when �E ! 0. Up to num erical

coe�cientsoforderunity,onehas[11]

B 0 ’
�h

eL2

r
L

vF �D
: (25)

B . D ensity ofstates

The energy spectrum ofan Andreev billiard,forener-

gies wellbelow the gap � ofthe bulk superconductor,

isrelated to the scattering m atrix by the determ inantal

equation [22]

Det[1+ S(E )S�(� E )]= 0: (26)

SinceScland Sq coupletodi�erentchannels,wem aycal-

culate separately the contribution to the spectrum from

the e�ective cavity,governed by Sq. W e substitute the

expression (19)forSq,to obtain

Det

h

1+ e
2iE �E =�hS0(E ;B )
(B )S

�

0(� E ;B )
�(B )

i

= 0;

(27)


(B )� e
i�(B )� i�(� B ) = diag[e2i�1;e

2i�2 :::e
2i�N

eff]:

(28)

In Ref.[10]thedensity ofstateswascalculated from this

equation forthe caseB = 0,when 
 = 1.W e generalize

the calculation to B 6= 0. The technicalities are very

sim ilarto thoseofRef.[23].

The scattering m atrix S0(E ;B ) ofthe open e�ective

cavity can be represented by [24,25]

S0(E ;B )= 1� 2�iW T
�
E � H0(B )+ i�W W

T
�� 1

W ;

(29)

in term softheHam iltonian H 0(B )oftheclosed e�ective

cavity and a coupling m atrix W .Thedim ension ofH 0 is

M � M and thedim ension ofW isM � Ne�.Them atrix

W T W haseigenvaluesM �e�=�
2. The lim itM ! 1 at

�xed levelspacing �e� is taken at the end ofthe calcu-

lation. Substitution ofEq.(29) into the determ inantal

equation (27) gives a conventionaleigenvalue equation

[23],

Det[E � He�(B )]= 0; (30)

H e�(B )=

�
H 0(B ) 0

0 � H�

0(B )

�

� W ; (31)

W =
�

cosu

�
W W T sinu W 
(B )W T

W 
�(B )W T W W T sinu

�

: (32)

W e haveabbreviated u = E �E =�h.

TheHam iltonian H 0(B )ofthe�ctitiouscavity hasthe

Pandey-M ehta distribution [26],

P (H ) / exp

�

�
�2(1+ b2)

4M �2
e�

�

MX

i;j= 1

�
(ReH ij)

2 + b
� 2(Im H ij)

2
�
�

: (33)

The param eter b 2 [0;1]m easures the strength ofthe

tim e-reversalsym m etry breaking. It is related to the

m agnetic�eld by [11]

M

N e�

b
2 =

1

8
(B =B 0)

2
: (34)

Theensem bleaveraged density ofstates�e�(E )isob-

tained from the G reen function,

�e�(E ) = �
1

�
Im Tr

�

1+
dW

dE

�

G(E + i0+ ); (35)

G(z) = h(z� He�)
� 1i; (36)

where the average h� � � i is taken with the distribution

(33).Using the resultsofRefs.[11,23]we obtain a self-

consistency equation forthe trace ofthe ensem ble aver-

aged G reen function,

G =

�
G 11 G 12

G 21 G 22

�

=
�

�

�
TrG11 TrG12
TrG21 TrG22

�

: (37)

The fourblocksreferto the block decom position (31)of

the e�ective Ham iltonian.The self-consistency equation

reads
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G 11 = G 22; G 12G 21 = 1+ G
2
11; (38)

0 = N e�

 
E

2E T

�

�
B

B 0

� 2
G 11

2

!

G 12 +

N effX

j= 1

e2i�jG 11 + G 12 sinu
1

2
[e� 2i�jG 12 + e2i�jG 21]+ cosu + G 11 sinu

; (39)

0 = N e�

 
E

2E T

�

�
B

B 0

� 2
G 11

2

!

G 21 +

N effX

j= 1

e� 2i�jG 11 + G 21 sinu
1

2
[e� 2i�jG 12 + e2i�jG 21]+ cosu + G 11 sinu

; (40)

with the Thoulessenergy E T = �h=2�D .

From Eq.(35)we�nd the density ofstates

�e�(E )= �
2

�e�
Im

2

4G 11 +
�E

�D cosu

N effX

j= 1

G 11 +
1

2
sinu

�
G 21e

2i�j + G 12e
� 2i�j

�

cosu + G 11 sinu +
1

2
G 12e

� 2i�j + 1

2
G 21e

2i�j

3

5 : (41)

Because N e� � 1,we m ay replace in Eqs. (38{41)the

sum
P

j
f(�j)by

R
d�P (�),with P (�)given byEq.(23).

In thenextsection wewillcom parethedensity ofstates

obtained from (38{41)with a fully quantum m echanical

calculation. In thissection we discussthe low and high

energy asym ptoticsofthe density ofstates.

In thelim itE ! 1 ,E � �we�nd from Eqs.(38{40)

thatG 12 = G 21 / 1=E ! 0 while G 11 ! � i.Substitut-

ing thisinto Eq.(41)weobtain the high energy lim it,

lim
E ! 1

E � �

�e�(E ) =
2

�e�

�

1+
�E

�D

�

=
2

�
e
� �E =�D

�

1+
�E

�D

�

: (42)

Thislim itislargerthan 2=�e� becauseofthecontribution

from statesin thelead,cf.Fig.6.Togetherwith Eq.(15)

we�nd thatthe totaldensity ofstates,

�(E )= �e�(E )+ �ad(E ); (43)

tendsto 2=� forhigh energies,asitshould be.

Atlow energiesthe density ofstates�e�(E )obtained

from the e�ective RM T vanishes for E < E e�
gap. In the

lim it �E � �D the lowestlevelin the e�ective cavity is

determ ined by the �ctitious lead with return tim e �E .

Thisgivesthe sam egap asforadiabaticquantization,

E
e�
gap = E

ad
gap =

�h

�E

�
�

2
� 2�m ax

�

�
��h

2�E
� evF LB ;(44)

cf. Eq.(12). The two criticalm agnetic �elds B e�
c and

B ad
c coincidein thislim it,

B
e�
c = B

ad
c �

��h

2�E evF L
’ B 0

s

�D L

vF �
2
E

;if�E � �D ;

(45)

cf. Eq.(13).In the opposite regim e ofsm all�E we �nd

a critical�eld of

B
e�
c = B 0

�

1�
c�E

8�D

�

;if�E �
p
L�D =vF ; (46)

which issm allerthan B ad
c so B c = B e�

c .In the interm e-

diate regim e
p
L�D =vF

<
� �E

<
� �D ,the critical�eld B c

isgiven by

B c = m in
�
B
e�
c ;B

ad
c

�
: (47)

W e do not have an analyticalform ula for B e�
c in this

interm ediateregim e,butwewillshow in thenextsection

thatB ad
c dropsbelow B e�

c so thatB c = B ad
c .

IV . C O M PA R ISO N W IT H Q U A N T U M

M EC H A N IC A L M O D EL

In this section we com pare our quasiclassicaltheory

with a quantum m echanicalm odelofthe Andreev bil-

liard. The m odelwe use is the Andreev kicked rotator

introduced in Ref.[7].W eincludethem agnetic�eld into

them odelusingthethree-kickrepresentationofRef.[27],

to break tim e-reversal-sym m etry at both the quantum

m echanicaland the classicallevel. The basic equations

ofthe m odelaresum m arized in Appendix A.

In Fig.7 we show the ensem ble averaged density of

statesofthe Andreev kicked rotatorand we com pare it

with the theoreticalresult (43). The Ehrenfest tim e is

given by [6,7]

�E = �
� 1

�
ln(N 2

=M )+ O (1)
�
; (48)

with M the dim ensionality ofthe Floquet m atrix. W e

neglect the correction term oforder unity. The m ean

dwelltim e is �D = (M =N )�0 and the levelspacing is

� = (2�=M )�h=�0,with �0 the stroboscopic tim e. The
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E/ET
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 0
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 0  5  10  15

ρ(
E

)δ

E/ET
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ρ(
E
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a) τE/τD=0.8

B/B0=0.05

b)

FIG .7: (Color online) Ensem ble averaged density ofstates �(E )ofthe Andreev kicked rotator. The dark (red)curvesshow

thenum ericalresultsfrom thefully quantum m echanicalm odel,while thelight(green)curvesareobtained from Eq.(43)with

inputfrom theclassicallim itofthem odel.The energy isscaled by theThoulessenergy E T = �h=2�D and thedensity isscaled

by the levelspacing � ofthe isolated billiard.The param etersofthe kicked rotatorare M = 2048,N = 204,q= 0:2,K = 200

in panela and M = 16384,N = 3246,q = 0:2,K = 14 in panelsb,c,d. The three-peak structure indicated by the arrow in

panelsb,c,d isexplained in Fig.8.

relation between B =B 0 and theparam etersofthekicked

rotatorisgiven by Eq.(A10).

In Fig.7a �E � �D and we recover the RM T result

ofRef.[11]. The density ofstates is featureless with a

shallow m axim um justabove the gap. In Figs.7b,c,d

�E and �D arecom parable.Now thespectrum consistsof

both adiabaticlevels(return tim e T < �E )aswellasef-

fective RM T levels(return tim e T > �E ).The adiabatic

levelsclusterin peaks,whilethee�ectiveRM T form sthe

sm ooth background,with a pronounced bum p abovethe

gap.

The peaksin the excitation spectrum ofthe Andreev

kicked rotatorappearbecause the return tim e T in Eq.

(14) is a m ultiple ofthe stroboscopic tim e �0 [7]. The

peaksare broadened by the m agnetic �eld and they ac-

quire side peaks,due to the structure ofthe area dis-

tribution P (AjT) for T a sm allm ultiple of�0. This is

illustrated in Fig.8 for the centralpeak ofFig.7. The

distribution wascalculated from theclassicalm ap (A11)

associated with the quantum kicked rotator. The sam e

m ap gavethe coe�cientc= 0:55 appearing in Eq.(23).

In Fig.9 wehaveplotted thecriticalm agnetic�eld B c

at which the gap closes,as a function ofthe Ehrenfest

tim e. For �E � �D the Andreev kicked rotator gives

a value for B c close to the prediction B 0 ofRM T,cf.

Eq.(A10).W ith increasing�E we�nd thatB c decreases

quitestrongly.In the�gurewealsoshow thecriticalm ag-

netic�eldsB ad
c foradiabaticlevelsand B e�

c fore�ective

RM T.Theform erfollowsfrom Eqs.(13)and (A14),

B
ad
c =

�

4
B 0

s

2�D �0

�2
E

; (49)

and thelatterfrom solving Eqs.(38{40)num erically.As
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m

ax
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A
|2

τ 0
)

A/Amax

τD=5τ0

FIG .8:Conditionaldistribution P (AjT)ofdirected areasA

enclosed by classicaltrajectories with T = 2�0,for K = 14,

q = 0:2 and �D = 5�0. The distribution was obtained from

the classicalm ap (A11)at = 0. Trajectories with T = 2�0
give rise to a peak in the density ofstates centered around

E =E T = (m + 1=2)��h=2�0, cf. Eq. (14). O n the energy

scale of Fig.7 only the peak with m = 0 can be seen, at

E =E T = 2:5� � 7:9. In a m agnetic �eld thispeak broadens

and itobtainsthe side peaksofP (Aj2�0).

alreadyannounced in theprevioussection,B ad
c dropsbe-

low B e�
c with increasing�E ,which m eansthatthelowest

levelE gap isan adiabaticlevelcorresponding to a return

tim e T < �E . The criticalm agnetic �eld isthe sm allest

value ofB e�
c and B ad

c ,as indicated by the solid curve.

Thedata oftheAndreev kicked rotatorfollowsthetrend

ofthe quasiclassicaltheory,although quite substantial

discrepanciesrem ain.O urquasiclassicaltheory seem sto

overestim atethelowestadiabaticlevel,which alsocauses

deviationsbetween theory and num ericaldata in thelow

energy behaviourofthedensity ofstates(cf.Fig.7,pan-

elsc,d).Partofthesediscrepanciescan beattributed to

the correction term oforderunity in Eq.(48),asshown

by the open circlesin Fig.9.

In the regim e offully broken tim e-reversal-sym m etry

the distribution ofeigenvaluesisdeterm ined by the La-

guerre unitary ensem ble ofRM T [28,29]. The ensem -

bleaveraged density ofstatesvanishesquadraticallynear

zero energy,according to

�(E )=
2

�

�

1�
sin(4�E =�)

4�E =�

�

: (50)

In Fig.10 we show the results for the Andreev kicked

rotatorin thisregim eand we�nd agood agreem entwith

Eq.(50) for �E � �D . W e did not investigate the �E
dependence in thisregim e.

 0

 0.2

 0.4

 0.6

 0.8

 1

 0  0.2  0.4  0.6  0.8  1  1.2

B
c/

B
0

τE/τD

Bc
adBc

eff

FIG .9: Criticalm agnetic �eld B c ofthe Andreev kicked ro-

tator as a function of the Ehrenfest tim e. The Ehrenfest

tim e �E = �
� 1 ln(N 2

=M ) is changed by varying M and N

while keeping q = 0:2 and �D =�0 = M =N = 5 constant. For

the closed circles the kicking strength K = 14,while for the

squaresfrom leftto rightK = 4000,1000,400,200,100,50.

Thesolid curveisthequasiclassicalprediction (47).Theopen

circlesareobtained from theclosed circlesby thetransform a-

tion ��E ! ��E + 1:75,allowed by the term s oforder unity

in Eq.(48).

 0

 1

 2

 0  1  2

ρ(
E

)δ

E/δ

τE/τD=0.07

B/B0=10

FIG .10: (Color online)Ensem ble averaged density ofstates

ofthe Andreev kicked rotatorforfully broken TRS.The his-

togram shows the num ericalresults, while the curve is the

theoreticalprediction (50)ofthe Laguerre unitary ensem ble.

Both the energy and the density ofstates are scaled by the

levelspacing � oftheisolated billiard.Theparam etersofthe

kicked rotatorare M = 2048,N = 204,q = 0:2,while K was

varied between 200 and 250 to obtain an ensem ble average.
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V . C O N C LU SIO N

W e havecalculated theexcitation spectrum ofan An-

dreev billiard in a m agnetic �eld, both using a quasi-

classicaland a fully quantum m echanicalapproach.The

quasiclassicaltheory needs as input the classicaldistri-

bution oftim es T between Andreev reections and di-

rected areasA enclosed in thattim eT.Tim esT sm aller

than the Ehrenfest tim e �E are quantized via the adia-

batic invariant and tim es T > �E are quantized by an

e�ective random -m atrix theory with �E -dependent pa-

ram eters.Thisseparation ofphasespaceinto two parts,

introduced in Ref.[5],hasreceived m uch theoreticalsup-

portin thecontextoftransport[18,27,30,31,32,33,34].

The presentwork showsthatitcan be successfully used

to describe the consequencesoftim e-reversalsym m etry

breaking on the superconducting proxim ity e�ect.

The adiabatically quantized and e�ective RM T spec-

tra each havean excitation gap which closesatdi�erent

m agnetic�elds.Thecriticalm agnetic�eld B c oftheAn-

dreev billiard isthe sm allestofthe two values B ad
c and

B e�
c . For relatively sm allEhrenfest tim e �E � �D the

critical�eld B e�
c from e�ectiveRM T issm allerthan the

critical�eld B ad
c ofthe adiabatic levels,so B c = B e�

c .

This value B e�
c is sm allerthan the value B 0 ofconven-

tionalRM T [11],because ofthe �E -dependence ofthe

param etersin e�ectiveRM T.For�E � �D thetwo�elds

B ad
c and B e�

c coincide,butin an interm ediate regim e of

com parable�E and �D theadiabaticvalueB ad
c dropsbe-

low the e�ective RM T value B e�
c . This is indeed what

we have found in the speci�c m odelthatwe have inves-

tigated,the Andreev kicked rotator[7].The lowestlevel

hasT < �E forsu�cientlylarge� E and B .Thisisanovel

feature ofthe Andreev billiard in a m agnetic �eld: For

unbroken tim e-reversalsym m etry thelowestlevelalways

correspondsto longer trajectoriesT > �E [8],and thus

cannotbe obtained by adiabaticquantization [5,10].
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A P P EN D IX A :A N D R EEV K IC K ED R O TA T O R

IN A M A G N ET IC FIELD

TheAndreev kicked rotatorin zero m agnetic�eld was

introduced in Ref.[7].Herewegivetheextension tonon-

zero m agnetic �eld used in Sec.IV. W e start from the

kicked rotator with broken tim e-reversalsym m etry but

withoutthesuperconductor.Thekicked rotatorprovides

a stroboscopicdescription ofscatteringinsideaquantum

dot.Thepropagation ofastatefrom tim ettotim et+ �0
isgiven by theM � M unitary FloquetoperatorF with

m atrix elem ents[27]

Fm n = (X �Y ��Y �X )
m n

: (A1)

Thethree m atricesX ,Y ,and � arede�ned by

Ym n = �m ne
i(M =6�)cos(2�m =M )

; (A2)

X m n = �m ne
� i(M =12�)V (2�m =M )

; (A3)

� m n = M
� 1=2

e
� i�=4exp

�
i(�=M )(m � n)2

�
:(A4)

Thepotential

V (�)= K cos(�q=2)cos(�)+
K

2
sin(�q=2)sin(2�)

(A5)

breaks the parity sym m etry for q 6= 0. Tim e-reversal

sym m etry is broken by the param eter . For kicking

strengths K >
� 7 the classicaldynam ics of the kicked

rotatorischaotic.

The Floquet operator (A1) describes electron excita-

tionsabove the Ferm ilevel. The hole excitationsbelow

theFerm ilevelaredescribed by theFloquetoperatorF �.

Electronsand holesarecoupled by Andreev reection at

thesuperconductor.TheN � M m atrixP ,with elem ents

Pnm = �nm �

�
1 ifL0 � n � L0 + N � 1

0 otherwise
; (A6)

projectsonto the contactwith the superconductor.The

integerL0 indicatesthelocation ofthecontactand N is

itswidth,in unitsof�F =2.W ewillperform ensem bleav-

eragesby varying L0.The processofAndreev reection

isdescribed by the 2M � 2M m atrix

P =

�
1� PT P � iPT P

� iPT P 1� PT P

�

: (A7)

The Floquetoperatorfor the Andreev kicked rotatoris

constructed from the two m atricesF and P [7],

F = P 1=2

�
F 0

0 F �

�

P 1=2
: (A8)

The2M � 2M unitary m atrix F can bediagonalized e�-

ciently using theLanczostechniquein com bination with

the fast-Fourier-transform algorithm [35]. The eigenval-

uesei"m de�ne the quasi-energies"m 2 [0;2�]. O ne gap

iscentered around "= 0 and anothergap around "= �.

For N � M the two gaps are decoupled and we can

study the gap around "= 0 by itself.

The correspondence between the TRS-breaking pa-

ram eter  ofthe kicked rotator and the Pandey-M ehta

param eterbforK � 1 isgiven by [27]

lim
K ! 1

b
p
M H =

M 3=2

12�
: (A9)
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Here M H is the size ofthe Pandey-M ehta Ham iltonian

[26]. Com parison with Eq.(34) gives the relation be-

tween  and the m agnetic�eld B ,

M 3=2

N 1=2
 =

r
�D

�0
M  = 3�

p
2
B

B 0

: (A10)

In RM T thegap closeswhen B = B 0,so when  = 0 =

3�M � 1
p
2�0=�D .

Forthequasiclassicaltheory weneed theclassicalm ap

associated with theFloquetoperator(A8).Theclassical

phase space consists ofthe torus 0 � � � 2�,0 � p �

6�.The classicalm ap isdescribed by a setofequations

thatm ap initialcoordinates(�;p)onto �nalcoordinates

(�0;p0)afteroneperiod �0 [27],

�1 = � � p=3� V
0(�)=6� 2���1;

p1 = p�  sin(�1)� V
0(�)=2� 6��p1;

�2 = �1 � p1=3� 2���2;

p2 = p1 � 6��p2;

�
0 = �2 � p2=3+  sin(�2)=3� 2���0;

p
0 = p2 �  sin(�2)� V

0(�0)=2� 6��0p: (A11)

The upper/lower signs correspond to electron/hole dy-

nam icsand V 0(�)= dV=d�. The integers�� and �p are

the winding num bersofa trajectory on the torus.

Thedirected areaenclosed by aclassicaltrajectorybe-

tween Andreev reectionscan becalculated from thedif-

ference in classicalaction between two trajectories re-

lated by TRS,onewith  = 0 and onewith in�nitesim al

.To linearorderin  theaction di�erence�S acquired

afteroneperiod isgiven by [27]

�S =  (cos�1 � cos�2): (A12)

The e�ective Planck constant of the kicked rotator is

�he� = 6�=M ,sowem ay obtain theincrem entin directed

area �A corresponding to �S from

e

�h
B �A =

�S

�he�
=
M

6�
 (cos�1 � cos�2): (A13)

Since jcos�1 � cos�2j< 2,the m axim um directed area

A m ax acquired afterT=�0 periodsis

A m ax = 2
T

�0

�h

eB 0

r
�0

2�D
: (A14)

[1]J.A.M elsen,P.W .Brouwer,K .M .Frahm ,and C.W .

J.Beenakker,Europhys.Lett.35,7 (1996).

[2]A.Lodder and Yu.V.Nazarov,Phys.Rev.B 58,5783

(1998).

[3]D . Taras-Sem chuk and A. Altland, Phys. Rev. B 64,

014512 (2001).

[4] _I.Adagideliand C.W .J.Beenakker,Phys.Rev.Lett.

89,237002 (2002).

[5]P.G .Silvestrov,M .C.G oorden,and C.W .J.Beenakker,

Phys.Rev.Lett.90,116801 (2003).

[6]M .G .Vavilov and A.I.Larkin,Phys.Rev.B 67,115335

(2003).

[7]Ph.Jacquod, H.Schom erus, and C.W .J.Beenakker,

Phys.Rev.Lett.90,207004 (2003).

[8]M .C.G oorden,Ph.Jacquod,and C.W .J.Beenakker,

Phys.Rev.B 68,220501(R)(2003).

[9]A. K orm �anyos, Z. K aufm ann, C. J. Lam bert, and J.

Cserti,Phys.Rev.B 70,052512 (2004).

[10]C.W .J.Beenakker,Lect.NotesPhys.667,131 (2005);

cond-m at/0406018.

[11]J.A.M elsen,P.W .Brouwer,K .M .Frahm ,and C.W .

J.Beenakker,Physica 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 iersig,Phys.Rev.E 65,036221 (2002).

[14]N.G .Fytas,F.K .D iakonos,P.Schm elcher,M .Scheid,

A.Lassl,K .Richter,and G .Fagas,cond-m at/0504322.

[15]J.V.Jos�e and E.J.Saletan,ClassicalDynam ics (Cam -

bridge University Press,Cam bridge,1998).

[16]M .C.G utzwiller,Chaos in Classicaland Q uantum M e-

chanics(Springer,Berlin,1990).

[17]The shiftby 1=2 in Eqs.(5a)and (5b)accountsfor two

phase shifts of�=2 incurred at each Andreev reection

and at each turning point,respectively; turning points

do not contribute a net phase shift to Eq.(5a) because

the phase shiftsin the electron and hole sheetscancel.

[18]P.G .Silvestrov,M .C.G oorden,and C.W .J.Beenakker,

Phys.Rev.B 67,241301(R)(2003).

[19]In Ref.[18]theuctuationsofT around �T within asingle

scattering band were estim ated at �T ’ W =vF � �D ,

and sim ilarly we estim ate that�A ’ W L � vF �D L.

[20]W .Ihra,M .Leadbeater,J.L.Vega,and K .Richter,Eur.

Phys.J.B 21,425 (2001).

[21]H.U.Baranger,R.A.Jalabert,and A.D .Stone,Chaos

3,665 (1993).

[22]C.W .J.Beenakker,Phys.Rev.Lett.67,3836 (1991).

[23]P.W .Brouwerand C.W .J.Beenakker,Chaos,Solitons

and Fractals8,1249 (1997).

[24]T.G uhr,A.M �uller-G roeling,and H.A.W eidenm �uller,

Phys.Rep.299,189 (1998).

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

[26]M .L.M ehta,Random M atrices (Academ ic,New York,

1991).

[27]J.Tworzyd lo,A.Tajic,and C.W .J.Beenakker,Phys.

Rev.B 70,205324 (2004).

[28]A.Altland and M .R.Zirnbauer,Phys.Rev.Lett.76,

3420 (1996).

[29]K .M .Frahm ,P.W .Brouwer,J.A.M elsen,and C.W .

J.Beenakker,Phys.Rev.Lett.76,2981 (1996).

[30]J. Tworzyd lo, A. Tajic, H. Schom erus, and C. W . J.

Beenakker,Phys.Rev.B 68 115313 (2003)

[31]J.Tworzyd lo,A.Tajic,and C.W .J.Beenakker,Phys.

Rev.B 69,165318 (2004).

[32]Ph.Jacquod and E.V.Sukhorukov,Phys.Rev.Lett.92,

116801 (2004).

[33]J.Tworzyd lo,A.Tajic,H.Schom erus,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

(2004).

[34]R.S.W hitney and Ph.Jacquod,Phys.Rev.Lett.94,

116801 (2005).

[35]R.K etzm erick,K .K ruse,and T.G eisel,Physica D 131,

247 (1999).


