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Q uantized invariant tori in 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 -lke
quantization schem e of Silvestrov et al Phys. Rev. Lett. 90, 116801 (2003)] we show that the
spectrum of A ndreev billiards ofm ixed phase space can basically be decom posed into a reqular and
an irregular part, sin ilarly to nom albilliards. W e provide the rst num erical con m ation of the
validity of this quantization schem e for Individual eigenstates and discuss its accuracy.
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For quantum system s, whose classical analogues have
m ixed dynam ics, the separation of the spectra into reg-
ular and irreqular parts goes back to Percivak. Here
the tem ’'reqular’ refers to such energy lvels, which
correspond to quantised invariant tori, whilk ’irregu—
lar’ refers to those associated w ith the chaotic part of
the phase space. Sem iclassical m ethods, such as EBK
quantization?, have given a deep understanding of the
In uence ofthe classicaldynam ics on the quantum spec—
trum  (see e??2 and references therein).

Recently a new type of quantum dot system , com pris—
ing nom aksuperconductor NN -S) interface has attracted
considerabl attention. These system s are comm only
called "A ndreev-billiards" @Bs)®Z. The name derives
from the speci c scattering process taking place at the N -
S interface, nam ely the A ndreev—re ection®, whereby an
In pinging electron-lke quasiparticle w ith energy " (m ea—
sured from the Fem ienergy Er ) is coherently scattered
into a hole (@nd vice versa) if " is an aller than the su—
perconducting gap  (r details see eg?). Unlke spec—
ular re ection, this scattering process is accom panied by
the (@pproxim ate) reversal of all velocity com ponents,
thereby giving rise to a peculiar classical dynam ics. In
a recent paper’ we have presented evidence that in gen—
eralthe phase space of these system s ism ixed. T hus the
question naturally arises, of whether one can perform a
sim ilar separation ofthe spectrum into reqularand irreg—
ular parts as in nom alsystem s. W hilk the n uence of
di erent regions of the m ixed phase space of an isolated
nom aldot on the density of states of the corresponding
ABshasbeen adressed beforehand? to our know ledge no
study has tried to answer the above question regarding
the ndividual energy levels and taking into account the
peculiar dynam ics of the whole NS system . Ourwork is
ain ed to bethe st step tow ardsthe answerby studying
a sin ple yet nontrivial 2D exam ple.

In our study we shall use sam iclassical and quan-—
tum m echanical tools to identify the reqular eigenstates.
Quantum m echanically, these system s can be described
by the Bogoliubov{de G ennes equationst!. From sem i
classicalpoint of view , this in plies that the EBK quan—
tization has to be generalized to the case of spinor wave
function. Such a multicom ponent sem iclassical theory

r the N-5 system s has been developed in Refl? and it
was shown that the EBK quantization ofnom alsystem s
can also be generalized to Integrable N-S system s. In—
deed, n Refd2 a good agreem ent between sem iclassical
and quantum calculations has been found for an inte-
grable AB . Another In portant idea regarding the quan-—
tisation of N-S system s was troduced in Refsi42 for
cases where for " > 0 the classical dynam ics is strictly
speaking non-integrable, but there is an adiabatic invari-
ant. At zerom agnetic eld the nvariant isthetine T (")

between subsequent Andreev re ections. A ccording to

this approach, for the purpose of sem iclassical quantiza—
tion, one can consider the curves of constant T at "= 0.

In ourwork webene t from both ofthe studiest244 . A s
it willbe shown below , the dynam ics in certain regionsof
the phase space is quastintegrable. By quasiintegrable
wem ean regionswhich contain m ostly tord, on which the
dynam ics is sin ilar to that of integrable nom alsystem s.
T herefore w e expect that for these islands of reqularm o—
tion the results of Ref!2 apply. However, the analyti-
cal calculations can be perform ed only in the adiabatic
approxin ationt?, whose accuracy w ill also be discussed.

The model system we used In our calculations is the
SiaiAndreev (SA) billilard®2®. It consists of a Sinai
billiard-shaped nom aldot and an attached (in nite) su—
perconducting lad as shown in Fig.[l(c). C lassically, .n
the phase space of thism odelwe have found a large sta—
bility island (seeFig[ll@)) . Itsexistence can be expected,
since it is centered on the shortest unstable periodic or-
bit of the isolated nom aldot Wwhich corresponds to the
m otion along the bottom wall) and the presence of the
superconductor, ie., Andreev—re ection can stabilise this
orbit. To prove this, we consider the dynam ics on the
Poincare section (PS) which we de ne in the follow ing
way: we record the position y and the tangential veloc—
ity component vy in units of ve = v 1+ % when the
Andreev re ection results n a departing electron quasi-
particle, ie whenever a hole In pinges on the N-S inter—
face here * = "=Ep, v is the Fem ivelocity and y is
m easured from the lower edge of the interface). Suppose
now that an electron departs from the interface and after
retuming to it becom es Andreev-re ected. Using sin —
ple geom etrical considerations and taking into account
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the Andreev re ection lawi’28 one ndsthat ory 1,
vy Ve the linearised equations ofm otion for the phase
space coordinates y, v, = v,=v. of the quasipartick is
given by the stability m atrix

1 2d=R 2d(1 d=R)

M= 2=R Qd=R 1)

@)
where = 1 ®and the geom etrical param —
eters d, R are de ned in Fig.[l(c). The motion of the
em erging hole can then be described by M ( "). How—
ever, by construction the Poincarem ap consists only of
the starting coordinates of electron tra fctories, there—
fore the motion In the (y;v,) plane is given by M o, =
M ( "M (). Theperiodic orbit is stable, if the trace of
them atrix M o, is less than 2, which gives the condition
0< d< R=( 1). Since " Er In our calculations,
1=( 1) 1=" 1 and the periodic orbit is stabl for
w ide range of values of the param etersd and R .
PartoftheP S around the stable periodic orbit is shown
inFigl@). Asexpected,we ndnum erically that there
b) !
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FIG.1l: (colour online) Enlargem ent of a part of the PS
around v, = 0 (a) (for the geom etrical and other param eters
seet?). Each dot represents a starting point of an electron
trapctory. The red curves show the ellipseapproxin ation
given by Eq. [), r di erent Tys. The blue curve denotes an
another, thin regular island. An altemative view ofP S show —
ing bands of approxin ately constant T.;, denoted by di erent
colours (b). Only bands with Ten < 6a=vr are shown. One
of the tori shown In (a) is profcted onto the real space ().
T he electron tra fctories are blue, the hole ones are red.

are truly invariant curvesaround the stable periodic orbit
form ing an island of reqularm otion. T his reqular island,
w hich can be clearly seen in them iddle ofF ig.[l(@) is sur-
rounded by interm ittent-like regions. Beyond there are
chaotic seas Intervowen w ith other intemm ittent regions
and there is at least one another an aller reqular island.
A s pointed out in our previous paper?, this structure is
due to the interplay of non-exact retracing for *> 0 and
the presence of the so called "critical points" which sep—
arate the nom al and the superconducting segm ents of
the billiard boundary.

Because of its In portance in the sam iclassical quanti-
zation, we now focus on the energy dependence of the

tin e Ten (Yivy ;™) of the electron-hole orbit between two
section with the P S in the regular island. Follow ing the
electron-hole orbis which trace out the Invariant curves
Ciny In Fig.[M@), we have und num erically that @)
the variation of Ty, (y;vy ;%) corresponding to subsequent
points on the invariant curves isonly O (%), ie Ton is an
adisbatic nvariant ) Ten = 2T (y;v;% = 0) + O (%),
where we denoted by T the tine between subsequent
Andreev-re ectionsfor®= 0. An in portant consequence
of the above observations is the follow ing: if we denote
by Cr, the T (y;v,;*= 0) = Ty curves on the PS, then
considering any point (y;v,) on Cr, for nite *the invari-
ant curve Ci,y which contains this particular point will
alwvaysbe in O ("?) vicinity ofCr, . Thisw illbe in portant
lateron w hen we discuss the sam iclassicalquantization of
this reqular island: it can be shown*244, that one of the
action integralsto be calculated equals the area enclosed
by Cinv, which can be then approxin ated by the area en—
closed by Cr, , since the di erence is ofhigher order than
% 1.A s ilar conclusion hasbeen drawn in Ref?.

An altemative view ofthe P S can be ocbtained by de-
noting with di erent colours those regions, which cor-
regoond to approxin ately constant Ten . T hese regions,
which usually appear as narrow bands in Fig.[d®) are
often not easily recognizable on the P S since they do not
always show ordered pattem such as those indicating the
presence of intem ittent-like m otion around the quasi-
integrable island in Fig.[l@). (The large dark region in
them iddle of Fig.[Ml ) corresponds to the regular island
and the surrounding interm ittent region in Fig.[@).)
Aswe willbrie y discuss later, the in portance of these
bands lies In the fact that som e ofthem can be associated
to certain eigenstates.

Before tuming to the adiabatic quantization, we note
that fora di erent W , and lJarger value of ¥, In the requ—
lar island we have also found structures resem bling very
much the secondary island chains known from nom al
KAM system s. It would be an Interesting fliture progct
to investigate the properties of the classical dynam ics in
m ore detail to explore the exact nature of the sim ilari-
ties with KAM system s. However, for the param eterst?
used in the present study, these "secondary islands", if
they exist, are much am aller than P lanck’s constant h
and thus do not play any role in our fiirther discussion.

W e now proceed w ith the adiabatic quantisationt? of
the regular island shown in Fig[l@). The sam iclassical
energies can be gbtained by quantising the action inte-
grals I; = 1=2 Cipdq, i= 1;2, calculated along the
C; irreducible closed contours on the adiabatic tori. T he
curve Cr, can be chosen as the integration contour C;
and therefore I; equals the enclosed area on the PS.0One
can show that fory;w, 1 the curve Cr, is sam rellipse
given by the follow ing equation:

C 2R°=Fy +Gvwy+HV @)

whereF = 2d+R),G = 4dd+ R),H = FG=4and L =
vr Tp. Com parison of the above curve for di erent Tys
and the num erically-calculated P S of the corresponding



tord for *= 0:0105 is shown in Fig.[ll@). O ne can cbserve
that the agreem ent is very good for the inner tord, whilke
for those closer to the border of the regular island there
is a an all but noticeable deviation since the assum ption
Yivy 1 doesnot hold. Q uantising the area enclosed by
Cr, one nds the condition

1 @ 2d)R 3
—p———pr=h m+ - 3)
8 dd+ R) 4

wherem = 0;1;2;::: and the M aslov Index is 3=4 since

one caustic and one hard wall is encountered along the
Integration contour.

T he second action integrall, in the adiabatic approxi-
m ation is to be calculated along a selfretracing electron—
hole orbit. Since the particles m ove ballistically inside
the nom aldot, the quantisation condition reads:

1
e )L =2 hh+ —arccos("= )]z 4)

Herepe (V) = prmandph ") =pe( M arethemag—
nitudes of the electron’s and holk’s m om entum respec—
tively, n = 0;1;2;:::; and w ith the arccos("= ) term we
take into account the phase shift due to the A ndreev—
re ection. Combining Egs. @) and M) one arrives at an
In plicit equation for the eigenvalues ",,, which can be
solved num erically for each value ofn and m .

B efore com paring the sem iclassicaland exact quantum
calculations, we brie y discuss the accuracy of the adi
abatic approxin ation. There are two sources of error:
the st is in the derivation of Egs. () and @) where
we considered the invariant surfaces in the phase space
for *= 0. However, due to the non-exact retracing, the
dynam ics is di erent for nite ®. Since in the quantum
system the excitation energies %,, are always nite, one
should calculate the action integrall; using the nvariant
curves Ci, v, Whereas in case of I, one should take Into ac—
count that or *> 0 the hole does not retrace exactly the
path of the electron, and one should choose the Integra—
tion contour accordingly. It tums out however, that for
this reqular island the results for I; and I, do not change
In rst order of ® even ifwe take into account the e ects
of nie " on classical dynam ics. Namely, as we have
already pointed out, the di erence between the areasen—
closed by a Ciny and a corresponding Cr, isonly ofO (%)
and therefore I; is accurate to wst order in ®. C onsider—
ing I,, we checked the accuracy ofE q. [@) by taking asan
Integration contourC, a non-retracing electron-hole orbit
and then we closed the contour on the P S. A fter lengthy
calculationswe have found that the st correction to the
resul given by Eq. [@) is of the order of ¥,

T he second source of error is that in order to calculate
I, we approxin ated the curves Cr, by the sam iFellipses
given by Eq. [). This certainly introduces inaccuracy in
case ofadiabatic tori close to the border ofthe reqular is—
land, forwhich the conditionsy; v, 1 do not rigorously
hold. T herefore we checked our analytical results in the
follow ngway: rst wenum erically determm ined those Cr,

curves on PS for which the enclosed area ish m + 3=4),
m = 0;1;:: Then reading o the T( values correspond-
ing to these curves and using Eq. @) we recalculated
the sam iclasssical energies. T he results are sum m arized
in Fig.A@), ©) and willbe discussed below .

W e now com pare the results of the quantum m echani-
caland sam iclassicalcalculationsand show that the sem -
classical energies agree rem arkably well with the exact
quantum ones. The quantum treatm ent of the system
is based on the Bogolubov{de G ennes equationst* and
is brie y descrbed in?. Tt is assum ed that the super-
conducting pair potential is constant inside the lad
and zero in the N region’ and we work in the regime

N Eq E ! where y isthem ean lvel spac—
Ing of the isolated nom al dot and Er is the Thouless
energy?? . The area ofthereqularisland on thePSis  4h
and therefore we expected 8 regular eigenstates in the
spectrum , corresgponding to quantum numbersn = 0;1,
m = 0;1;2;3 (For the param eters? used in our calcu—
lation Egs. [@), @) do not have real solution for larger
n, whilk the valies of m are lin ited by the size of the
stability island).
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FIG. 2: (colour online) Quantum eigenenergies (green
squares), the results of the adiabatic quantization using
Eqg. [@) (red stars) and by taking into account the exact shape
ofCr, (bluetrangles) forn = 0 (@) andn = 1 (o). Thearrows
show which quantum and sem iclassical energies correspond to
each other. The bars show the m agnitude of the m ean level
spacinhg ys = nx=2. The square m odulus 11 (r)j2 of the elec—
tron com ponents of the wave functions corresponding to cer—
tain eigenenergies as indicated by the letters ¢, d in Fig.HA@)
are seen In (c),d). The 1n (r)f for the state at "= = 0:3202
corresponding to a band of approxim ately constant Tey start—
ngaty= 0;%, = 04 inFig.[d@) isshown in ().

C om parison of the sam iclassical predictions forn = 0,
m = 1:::4 and the exact quantum m echanical eigenval-
ues lying roughly in the sam e energy range can be seen
in Fig.A@) and (). This show s that there are tw ice as
m any quantum eigenenergies as sam iclassicalones and at
rst sight it isnot cbviousw hich ofthe eigenstates should
be considered as reqularones. To identify the eigenstates
which correspond to quantized toriwe now exam ine the
eigenfiinctions. Sin ilarly to nom al billiards?® we have
found that the wave function of certain eigenstates show



strong localization (poth the electron and the hole com —
ponents) onto classical ob fcts (see also??3). This can
be either a torus (com pare Fig.[A (¢) and Fig.dl(c)), ora
bunch oftractories (see eg Fig.[d (€)) corresponding to
a band of approxim ately constant T.y, in Fig.do).
Computing eg the eigenfunctions belonging to the
eigenvalues shown in Fig.[d@) reveals that only our of
them are localized (as in Fig.H(c)), three others display
an apparently random interference pattem and cover the
nom al dot in roughly unibrm way (@s in Fig.@d@)),
while one of them is of intermm ediate nature. (The pic—
ture is very sin ilar in case of Fig.[A®)). A s an exam ple,
we show the electron com ponent of those tw o eigenstates
energies ofwhich arevery closetothen = O;m = 0 sam +
classicalone (seeFigs.A(), (@)). O ne can clearly see that
one of them is chaotic, while the other is localized onto
a classical torus. Thus the criteria for acogpting that
a quantum eigenstate corresponds to a quantized torus
are the vicinity of the eigenenergy to the sam iclassical
prediction and localization of the eigenfunction. Based
on these two criteria, we Indeed identi ed 4 + 4 regular
eigenstates (rthen = 0;1, m = 0:::3 cases) In the
spectrum . T he accuracy of the adiabatic quantization is
ram arkable, since using the num erically-determ ined Cr,
for the sem iclassical quantization show s that the di er-
ence between the quantum and sem iclassical energies is
10! g, except rthen = 0, m = 3 eigenstate the
lefim ost one .n Fig.d@)], orwhich i is 0:83 s ere
Ns = n =2 isthem ean levelspacing oftheN -S system ).
If one approxin ates the curves Cr, by sam iellipses as In
Eqg. [@), the agreem ent rem ains the sam e for the states
w ith quantum numberm = 0;1 and slightly deteriorates
for them = 2;3 states. Finally, the cbservation that

chaotic eigenstates are interm ixed w ith regular ones in
the given energy interval suggests that the B erry-R obnik
conpcture?! for the spectrum of (nomn al) system s w ith
m ixed classicaldynam icsm ight also hold for ABs.

Besides the regular eigenstates discussed so far, we
have found that som e of the bands of nearly constant
Ten shown in Fig.[0l®) wih intemm ittent dynam ics also
support one orm ore quantum eigenstates. T he energies
of these eigenstates can also be obtained with sem iclas—
sicalm ethods, although not as accurately as in the pre—
vious case. W e found that calculating the average tin e
feh of an electron-hol orbit in a given band and then
using Eq. @) wih T = v Ten one can usually predict
the quantum eigenvalues with an ermror < ys. As an
exam ple, or the eigenstate shown in Fig.[A) the quan-
tum calculation gives "= = 03202 while forn = 1 the
sam iclassical result is 0:3239, giving an error of 08 y s .
(T here is also a quantum state which corresponds to the
n = 0 sem iclassicalone, but it is not as clearly localised
as the one shown in FigQ).)

In summ ary, sam iclassical analysis and the wave func-
tion com putation enable the classi cation of certain
elgenstates as reqular ones for A ndreev billiards ofm ixed
phase space. For reqular states we present the rst nu—
m erical calculation to show that EBK -lke quantization
schem e yields good agreem ent w ith the quantum resuls.
M oreover, other states are either chaotic or can be asso—
ciated w ith bands on the P S for which the tim e until the
next P oincare section is approxin ately constant.

W e would like to thank H . Schom erus for usefil dis-
cussions. This work is supported by E .C . Contract No.
M RTN-€T-2003-504574,EP SRC, the Hungarian-B ritish
TeT .

t1.¢c .Percival, J.Phys.B:At.M oL Phys. 6, L229 (1973).
2M. Brack and R. Bhaduri, Sem iclassical P hysics,
M . C . Gutzwiller, Chaos in C lassical and Quantum M e—
chanics (Springer, Berlin, 1990).

M . V. Berry, n Les Houches Lecture Series Session
XXXV1I,North Holland, Am sterdam , 171271 (1983).

O .Bohigas, S.Tom sovicand D .U Ilm o, Phys.Rep.223 43
(1993).

R . Ketzm erick, L. Hufmagel, F. Steinbach, and M . W eiss
Phys.Rev.Lett. 85, 1214 (2000).

I. Kosztin, D. L. Maslbv and P. M.
Phys.Rev.Lett. 75, 1735 (1995).

C.W . J. Beenakker, Lect. Notes Phys. 667, 131 (2005)
cond-m at/0406018) .

® A.F.Andreev, Zh. Eksp. Theor. Fiz. 46, 1823 (1964)
Sov.JETP.19, 1228 (1964)].

A .Kom anyos, Z .K aufm ann, J.C serti, and C . J.Lam bert,
cond-m at/0506671.

H.Schomerus and C.W . J. Beenakker, Phys. Rev. Lett.
82,2951 (1999).

P.G . de Gennes, Superconductivity of M etals and A loys
Benpm in, New York, 1996).

K.P.Duncan and B.L.Gyor y,Ann.Phys. W Y .), 298,
273 (2002).

G odbart,

10

11

12

F. Liisch, S. Rotter, J. Burgdorfer, Phys. Rev. B 73,
045324 (2006).

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

M .C.Goorden, Ph. Jacquod, and C.W . J. Beenakker,
Phys.Rev.B 72, 064526 (2005).

A .Kom anyos, Z .K aufm ann, C .J.Lam bert, and J.C serti,
Phys.Rev.B 70, 052512 (2004).

A . V. Shytov, P. A. Lee, and L. S. Levitov, Soviet
Physics U goekhi Usp. Fiz. Nauk) 168 (2), 222 (1998)
cond-m at/9709329)) .

I.Adagideli, P .M .G oldbart, IntemationalJoumalofM od—
em Physics, 16 1381 (2002) (cond-m at/0108102)).

T hroughout this paper the num ber of open channels in the
lead is the ntegerpart ofkp W = = 25:51 (kg istheFem i
wavenum ber),while (=Er = 003 andW = 021,R = 0:7
in unitsofa.ForFig.Ml@) weused *= 0:0105 in the actual
calculation.

G .Veble, M .Robnik and J.Li, J.Phys.A :M ath.Gen.
32, 6423 (1999).

M .V .Berry and M .Robnik, J.Phys.A :M ath.Gen.17,
2413 (1984).

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0406018
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0506671
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/9709329
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0108102

