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Q uantized invariant toriin A ndreev billiards ofm ixed phase space
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Com paring the results of exact quantum calculations and those obtained from the EBK -like

quantization schem e of Silvestrov et al [Phys.Rev.Lett. 90, 116801 (2003)]we show that the

spectrum ofAndreev billiardsofm ixed phasespacecan basically bedecom posed into a regularand

an irregular part,sim ilarly to norm albilliards. W e provide the �rstnum ericalcon�rm ation ofthe

validity ofthisquantization schem e forindividualeigenstatesand discussitsaccuracy.

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

Forquantum system s,whose classicalanalogueshave

m ixed dynam ics,the separation ofthe spectra into reg-

ular and irregular parts goes back to Percival1. Here

the term ’regular’ refers to such energy levels, which

correspond to quantised invariant tori, while ’irregu-

lar’refers to those associated with the chaotic part of

the phase space. Sem iclassicalm ethods,such as EBK

quantization2,have given a deep understanding ofthe

in
uenceoftheclassicaldynam icson thequantum spec-

trum (seeeg3,4,5 and referencestherein).

Recently a new typeofquantum dotsystem ,com pris-

ing norm al-superconductor(N-S)interfacehasattracted

considerable attention. These system s are com m only

called "Andreev-billiards" (ABs)6,7. The nam e derives

from thespeci�cscatteringprocesstakingplaceattheN-

S interface,nam ely the Andreev-re
ection8,whereby an

im pinging electron-likequasiparticlewith energy "(m ea-

sured from theFerm ienergy E F)iscoherently scattered

into a hole (and vice versa)if" is sm aller than the su-

perconducting gap � (for detailssee eg 7). Unlike spec-

ularre
ection,thisscattering processisaccom panied by

the (approxim ate) reversalof allvelocity com ponents,

thereby giving rise to a peculiar classicaldynam ics. In

a recentpaper9 we havepresented evidence thatin gen-

eralthephasespaceofthesesystem sism ixed.Thusthe

question naturally arises,ofwhetherone can perform a

sim ilarseparation ofthespectrum into regularand irreg-

ularpartsasin norm alsystem s. W hile the in
uence of

di�erentregionsofthe m ixed phase space ofan isolated

norm aldoton thedensity ofstatesofthecorresponding

ABshasbeen adressed beforehand10 toourknowledgeno

study has tried to answerthe above question regarding

the individualenergy levelsand taking into accountthe

peculiardynam icsofthewhole N-S system .O urwork is

aim ed tobethe�rststep towardstheanswerby studying

a sim ple yetnontrivial2D exam ple.

In our study we shall use sem iclassical and quan-

tum m echanicaltoolsto identify theregulareigenstates.

Q uantum m echanically,these system s can be described

by the Bogoliubov{de G ennes equations11. From sem i-

classicalpointofview,thisim pliesthatthe EBK quan-

tization hasto be generalized to the caseofspinorwave

function. Such a m ulticom ponent sem iclassicaltheory

forthe N-S system shasbeen developed in Ref.12 and it

wasshown thattheEBK quantization ofnorm alsystem s

can also be generalized to integrable N-S system s. In-

deed,in Ref.13 a good agreem entbetween sem iclassical

and quantum calculations has been found for an inte-

grable AB.Anotherim portantidea regarding the quan-

tisation ofN-S system s wasintroduced in Refs.14,15 for

cases where for " > 0 the classicaldynam ics is strictly

speaking non-integrable,butthereisan adiabaticinvari-

ant.Atzero m agnetic�eld theinvariantisthetim eT(")

between subsequent Andreev re
ections. According to

thisapproach,forthe purposeofsem iclassicalquantiza-

tion,onecan considerthecurvesofconstantT at"= 0.

In ourworkwebene�tfrom both ofthestudies12,14.As

itwillbeshown below,thedynam icsin certain regionsof

the phase space isquasi-integrable. By quasi-integrable

wem ean regionswhich contain m ostly tori,on which the

dynam icsissim ilarto thatofintegrablenorm alsystem s.

Thereforeweexpectthatfortheseislandsofregularm o-

tion the results ofRef.12 apply. However,the analyti-

calcalculations can be perform ed only in the adiabatic

approxim ation14,whoseaccuracy willalso be discussed.

The m odelsystem we used in our calculations is the

Sinai-Andreev (SA) billiard9,16. It consists ofa Sinai-

billiard-shaped norm aldotand an attached (in�nite)su-

perconducting lead asshown in Fig.1(c).Classically,in

thephasespaceofthism odelwehavefound a largesta-

bilityisland(seeFig.1(a)).Itsexistencecan beexpected,

since itiscentered on the shortestunstable periodic or-

bitofthe isolated norm aldot(which correspondsto the

m otion along the bottom wall) and the presence ofthe

superconductor,i.e.,Andreev-re
ection can stabilisethis

orbit. To prove this,we consider the dynam ics on the

Poincar�e section (PS) which we de�ne in the following

way: we record the position y and the tangentialveloc-

ity com ponent vy in units ofve = vF
p
1+ ~" when the

Andreev re
ection resultsin a departing electron quasi-

particle,ie whenever a hole im pinges on the N-S inter-

face (here ~" = "=E F,vF is the Ferm ivelocity and y is

m easured from theloweredgeoftheinterface).Suppose

now thatan electron departsfrom theinterfaceand after

returning to it becom es Andreev-re
ected. Using sim -

ple geom etricalconsiderations and taking into account
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the Andreev re
ection law 17,18 one �ndsthatfory � 1,

vy � ve the linearised equationsofm otion forthe phase

space coordinates y,~vy = vy=ve ofthe quasiparticle is

given by the stability m atrix

M (")=

�
1� 2d=R 2d(1� d=R)


 2=R 
 (2d=R � 1)

�

(1)

where 
 =
p
1+ ~"=

p
1� ~" and the geom etricalparam -

eters d,R are de�ned in Fig.1(c). The m otion ofthe

em erging hole can then be described by M (� "). How-

ever,by construction the Poincar�e m ap consistsonly of

the starting coordinates ofelectron trajectories,there-

fore the m otion in the (y;~vy) plane is given by M eh =

M (� ")M (").Theperiodicorbitisstable,ifthetraceof

the m atrix M eh islessthan 2,which givesthe condition

0 < d < R=(
 � 1). Since " � EF in our calculations,

1=(
 � 1)� 1=~"� 1 and the periodic orbitisstable for

wide rangeofvaluesofthe param etersd and R.

PartofthePS aroundthestableperiodicorbitisshown

in Fig.1(a). Asexpected,we�nd num ericallythatthere
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FIG .1: (colour online) Enlargem ent of a part of the PS

around ~vy = 0 (a)(forthe geom etricaland otherparam eters

see
19
). Each dot represents a starting point ofan electron

trajectory. The red curves show the ellipse-approxim ation

given by Eq.(2),fordi�erentT0s.Thebluecurvedenotesan

another,thin regularisland.An alternativeview ofPS show-

ing bandsofapproxim ately constantTeh denoted by di�erent

colours (b). O nly bands with Teh < 6a=vF are shown. O ne

ofthe torishown in (a) is projected onto the realspace (c).

The electron trajectoriesare blue,the hole onesare red.

aretrulyinvariantcurvesaround thestableperiodicorbit

form ing an island ofregularm otion.Thisregularisland,

which can beclearlyseen in them iddleofFig.1(a)issur-

rounded by interm ittent-like regions. Beyond there are

chaotic seas intervowen with other interm ittent regions

and there isatleastone anothersm allerregularisland.

Aspointed outin ourpreviouspaper9,thisstructure is

dueto theinterplay ofnon-exactretracing for~"> 0 and

the presenceofthe so called "criticalpoints" which sep-

arate the norm aland the superconducting segm ents of

the billiard boundary.

Because ofitsim portance in the sem iclassicalquanti-

zation,we now focus on the energy dependence ofthe

tim e Teh(y;~vy;~")ofthe electron-hole orbitbetween two

section with the PS in the regularisland. Following the

electron-holeorbitswhich trace outthe invariantcurves

Cinv in Fig.1(a), we have found num erically that (a)

thevariation ofTeh(y;~vy;~")correspondingto subsequent

pointson the invariantcurvesisonly O (~"3),ieTeh isan

adiabatic invariant (b) Teh = 2T(y;~vy;~" = 0)+ O (~"2),

where we denoted by T the tim e between subsequent

Andreev-re
ectionsfor~"= 0.An im portantconsequence

ofthe above observationsis the following: ifwe denote

by CT0 the T(y;~vy;~" = 0)= T0 curveson the PS,then

consideringanypoint(y;~vy)onCT0,for�nite~"theinvari-

ant curve Cinv which contains this particular point will

alwaysbein O ("2)vicinityofCT0.Thiswillbeim portant

lateron when wediscussthesem iclassicalquantization of

thisregularisland:itcan be shown12,14,thatone ofthe

action integralsto becalculated equalsthearea enclosed

by Cinv,which can bethen approxim ated by theareaen-

closed by CT0,sincethedi�erenceisofhigherorderthan

~"� 1.A sim ilarconclusion hasbeen drawn in Ref.14.

An alternative view ofthe PS can be obtained by de-

noting with di�erent colours those regions,which cor-

respond to approxim ately constant Teh. These regions,

which usually appear as narrow bands in Fig.1(b) are

often noteasily recognizableon thePS sincethey do not

alwaysshow ordered pattern such asthoseindicating the

presence of interm ittent-like m otion around the quasi-

integrable island in Fig.1(a). (The large dark region in

them iddleofFig.1(b)correspondsto theregularisland

and the surrounding interm ittent region in Fig.1(a).)

Aswe willbrie
y discusslater,the im portance ofthese

bandsliesin thefactthatsom eofthem can beassociated

to certain eigenstates.

Before turning to the adiabatic quantization,we note

thatfora di�erentW ,and largervalueof~",in theregu-

larisland we havealso found structuresresem bling very

m uch the secondary island chains known from norm al

K AM system s.Itwould be an interesting future project

to investigatethe propertiesofthe classicaldynam icsin

m ore detailto explore the exact nature ofthe sim ilari-

tieswith K AM system s. However,forthe param eters19

used in the present study,these "secondary islands",if

they exist,are m uch sm aller than Planck’s constant h

and thusdo notplay any rolein ourfurtherdiscussion.

W e now proceed with the adiabatic quantisation14 of

the regularisland shown in Fig 1(a). The sem iclassical

energies can be obtained by quantising the action inte-

grals Ii = 1=2�
H

Ci
p dq,i = 1;2,calculated along the

Ci irreducibleclosed contourson the adiabatictori.The

curve CT0 can be chosen as the integration contour C1
and thereforeI1 equalstheenclosed area on thePS.O ne

can show thatfory;~vy � 1 the curveCT0 issem i-ellipse

given by the following equation:

(L � 2d)R
2
= F y

2
+ G ~vy y+ H ~v

2
y (2)

whereF = (2d+ R),G = 4d(d+ R),H = F G =4and L =

vFT0. Com parison ofthe above curve for di�erent T0s

and the num erically-calculated PS ofthe corresponding
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torifor~"= 0:0105isshown in Fig.1(a).O necan observe

thatthe agreem entisvery good forthe innertori,while

forthose closerto the borderofthe regularisland there

isa sm allbutnoticeable deviation since the assum ption

y;~vy � 1 doesnothold.Q uantising theareaenclosed by

CT0 one�ndsthe condition

1

8

(L � 2d)R
p
d(d+ R)

pF = �h

�

m +
3

4

�

(3)

where m = 0;1;2;:::and the M aslov index is3=4 since

one caustic and one hard wallis encountered along the

integration contour.

Thesecond action integralI2 in theadiabaticapproxi-

m ation isto becalculated along a self-retracingelectron-

hole orbit. Since the particles m ove ballistically inside

the norm aldot,the quantisation condition reads:

(pe � ph)L = 2��h[n +
1

�
arccos("=�)]: (4)

Herepe(~")= pF
p
1+ ~" and ph(~")= pe(� ~")arethem ag-

nitudes ofthe electron’s and hole’s m om entum respec-

tively,n = 0;1;2;:::,and with the arccos("=�)term we

take into account the phase shift due to the Andreev-

re
ection.Com bining Eqs.(3)and (4)one arrivesatan

im plicit equation for the eigenvalues "nm which can be

solved num erically foreach valueofn and m .

Beforecom paringthesem iclassicaland exactquantum

calculations,we brie
y discuss the accuracy ofthe adi-

abatic approxim ation. There are two sources oferror:

the �rst is in the derivation ofEqs.(3) and (4) where

we considered the invariant surfaces in the phase space

for ~" = 0. However,due to the non-exactretracing,the

dynam icsis di�erentfor�nite ~". Since in the quantum

system theexcitation energies~"nm arealways�nite,one

should calculatetheaction integralI1 usingtheinvariant

curvesCinv,whereasin caseofI2 oneshould takeintoac-

countthatfor~"> 0 theholedoesnotretraceexactly the

path ofthe electron,and one should choose the integra-

tion contouraccordingly. Itturnsouthowever,thatfor

thisregularisland theresultsforI1 and I2 do notchange

in �rstorderof~" even ifwetakeinto accountthee�ects

of�nite ~" on classicaldynam ics. Nam ely, as we have

already pointed out,thedi�erencebetween theareasen-

closed by a Cinv and a correspondingCT0 isonly ofO (~"
2)

and thereforeI1 isaccurateto �rstorderin ~".Consider-

ingI2,wechecked theaccuracyofEq.(4)by takingasan

integration contourC2 anon-retracingelectron-holeorbit

and then weclosed thecontouron thePS.Afterlengthy

calculationswehavefound thatthe�rstcorrection tothe

resultgiven by Eq.(4)isofthe orderof~"3.

Thesecond sourceoferroristhatin orderto calculate

I1 we approxim ated the curves CT0 by the sem i-ellipses

given by Eq.(2).Thiscertainly introducesinaccuracy in

caseofadiabatictoricloseto theborderoftheregularis-

land,forwhich theconditionsy;~vy � 1donotrigorously

hold. Therefore we checked ouranalyticalresultsin the

following way:�rstwenum erically determ ined thoseCT0

curveson PS forwhich the enclosed area is�h(m + 3=4),

m = 0;1;:::.Then reading o� the T0 valuescorrespond-

ing to these curves and using Eq.(4) we re-calculated

the sem iclasssicalenergies. The resultsare sum m arized

in Fig.2(a),(b)and willbe discussed below.

W enow com paretheresultsofthequantum m echani-

caland sem iclassicalcalculationsand show thatthesem i-

classicalenergies agree rem arkably wellwith the exact

quantum ones. The quantum treatm ent ofthe system

is based on the Bogoliubov{de G ennes equations11 and

is brie
y described in9. It is assum ed that the super-

conducting pair potential� is constant inside the lead

and zero in the N region7 and we work in the regim e

�N � E T � � � E F
7 where �N isthe m ean levelspac-

ing ofthe isolated norm aldot and E T is the Thouless

energy19.Theareaoftheregularisland on thePS is� 4h

and therefore we expected 8 regular eigenstates in the

spectrum ,corresponding to quantum num bersn = 0;1,

m = 0;1;2;3 (For the param eters19 used in our calcu-

lation Eqs.(3),(4) do not have realsolution for larger

n,while the values ofm are lim ited by the size ofthe

stability island).

 0.952  0.956  0.96  0.964  0.968  0.972 0.333  0.336  0.339  0.342  0.345  0.348  0.351

δ
NSδ

NS

ε/∆ ε/∆

d c
b)a)

e) d) c)

FIG . 2: (colour online) Q uantum eigenenergies (green

squares), the results of the adiabatic quantization using

Eq.(3)(red stars)and by takinginto accounttheexactshape

ofCT0 (bluetriangles)forn = 0(a)and n = 1(b).Thearrows

show which quantum and sem iclassicalenergiescorrespond to

each other. The bars show the m agnitude ofthe m ean level

spacing �N S = �N =2. The square m odulusju(r)j
2
ofthe elec-

tron com ponentsofthe wave functionscorresponding to cer-

tain eigenenergiesasindicated by thelettersc,d in Fig.2(a)

are seen in (c),(d).The ju(r)j
2
forthe state at"=� = 0:3202

corresponding to a band ofapproxim ately constantTeh start-

ing aty = 0;~vy = � 0:4 in Fig.1(b)isshown in (e).

Com parison ofthe sem iclassicalpredictionsforn = 0,

m = 1:::4 and the exactquantum m echanicaleigenval-

ueslying roughly in the sam e energy range can be seen

in Fig.2(a)and (b). Thisshowsthatthere are twice as

m any quantum eigenenergiesassem iclassicalonesand at

�rstsightitisnotobviouswhich oftheeigenstatesshould

beconsidered asregularones.Toidentify theeigenstates

which correspond to quantized toriwe now exam ine the

eigenfunctions. Sim ilarly to norm albilliards20 we have

found thatthewavefunction ofcertain eigenstatesshow
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strong localization (both the electron and the hole com -

ponents) onto classicalobjects (see also9,13). This can

beeithera torus(com pareFig.2 (c)and Fig.1(c)),ora

bunch oftrajectories(seeeg Fig.2 (e))corresponding to

a band ofapproxim ately constantTeh in Fig.1(b).

Com puting eg the eigenfunctions belonging to the

eigenvaluesshown in Fig.2(a) revealsthat only four of

them are localized (asin Fig.2(c)),three othersdisplay

an apparently random interferencepattern and coverthe

norm aldot in roughly uniform way (as in Fig. 2(d)),

while one ofthem is ofinterm ediate nature. (The pic-

tureisvery sim ilarin caseofFig.2(b)).Asan exam ple,

weshow theelectron com ponentofthosetwo eigenstates

energiesofwhich arevery closetothen = 0;m = 0sem i-

classicalone(seeFigs.2(c),(d)).O necan clearlyseethat

one ofthem ischaotic,while the otherislocalized onto

a classicaltorus. Thus the criteria for accepting that

a quantum eigenstate corresponds to a quantized torus

are the vicinity ofthe eigenenergy to the sem iclassical

prediction and localization ofthe eigenfunction. Based

on these two criteria,we indeed identi�ed 4+ 4 regular

eigenstates (for the n = 0;1,m = 0:::3 cases) in the

spectrum .The accuracy ofthe adiabaticquantization is

rem arkable,since using the num erically-determ ined CT0
for the sem iclassicalquantization shows that the di�er-

ence between the quantum and sem iclassicalenergiesis

� 10� 1�N S,exceptforthe n = 0,m = 3 eigenstate [the

leftm ost one in Fig.2(a)],forwhich it is 0:83�N S (here

�N S = �N =2isthem ean levelspacingoftheN-S system ).

Ifoneapproxim atesthecurvesCT0 by sem i-ellipsesasin

Eq.(3),the agreem entrem ains the sam e for the states

with quantum num berm = 0;1 and slightly deteriorates

for the m = 2;3 states. Finally,the observation that

chaotic eigenstates are interm ixed with regular ones in

thegiven energy intervalsuggeststhattheBerry-Robnik

conjecture21 forthe spectrum of(norm al)system s with

m ixed classicaldynam icsm ightalso hold forABs.

Besides the regular eigenstates discussed so far, we

have found that som e ofthe bands ofnearly constant

Teh shown in Fig.1(b) with interm ittentdynam icsalso

supportone orm ore quantum eigenstates.The energies

ofthese eigenstatescan also be obtained with sem iclas-

sicalm ethods,although notasaccurately asin the pre-

viouscase. W e found thatcalculating the average tim e

Teh ofan electron-hole orbit in a given band and then

using Eq.(4) with L = vFTeh one can usually predict

the quantum eigenvalues with an error <� �N S. As an

exam ple,forthe eigenstateshown in Fig.2(e)the quan-

tum calculation gives"=� = 0:3202 while forn = 1 the

sem iclassicalresultis0:3239,giving an errorof0:8�N S.

(Thereisalso a quantum statewhich correspondsto the

n = 0 sem iclassicalone,butitisnotasclearly localised

asthe oneshown in Fig.2(e).)

In sum m ary,sem iclassicalanalysisand thewavefunc-

tion com putation enable the classi�cation of certain

eigenstatesasregularonesforAndreev billiardsofm ixed

phase space. Forregularstates we presentthe �rstnu-

m ericalcalculation to show that EBK -like quantization

schem eyieldsgood agreem entwith thequantum results.

M oreover,otherstatesareeitherchaoticorcan be asso-

ciated with bandson thePS forwhich thetim euntilthe

nextPoincar�esection isapproxim ately constant.
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