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W e present a sam iclassical description of the level density of a two-dim ensional circular quantum

dot In a hom ogeneocus m agnetic eld. W e m odel the total potential (ncluiding electron-electron
Interaction) of the dot containing m any electrons by a circular billiard, ie., a hard-wall potential.
U sing the extended approach of the G utzw iller theory developed by Creagh and Litlephn, we
derive an analytic sem iclassical trace form ula. For is num erical evaluation we use a generalization
ofthe comm on G aussian am oothing technique. In strong elds orbit bifurcations, boundary e ects
(grazing orbits) and di ractive e ects (cregping orbits) com e Into play, and the com parison w ith the
exact quantum -m echanical result show sm a pr deviations. W e show that the dom inant corrections
stem from grazing orbits, the othere ectsbeingm uch less in portant. W e in plem ent the boundary
e ects, replacing the M aslov index by a quantum -m echanical re ection phase, and obtain a good
agream ent between the sam iclassical and the quantum result for all eld strengths. W ih this
description, we are able to explain the m ain features of the grossshell structure In termm s of just
one or tw o classical periodic orbits.
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1 Introduction

T he tw o-dim ensional free-electron gas (2D EG ) that
occurs at the interface of suitably designed sam icon—
ductor heterojunctions (see, eg. ]) has attracted
a lot of Interest In the last years. T his is partly due
to the two dim ensionality, which gives rise to new
physical e ects (such as the quantum Hall e ect)
and partly to the extram ely high m obility of the
electrons, which com es from the absence of (scatter—
ing) donors or acceptors in the plane of the electron
gas. The m ost attractive feature, however, is the
great vardability of these system s. W ith electron—
beam lithography additional lateral constraints of
the 2DEG down to structures of som e 10 nm can
be realized. This length is well below the typical
phase coherence length and the electron m ean free
path (n GaAs both of them can be of the order
of some m ), and can even be com parabl to the
Ferm iwavelength of the electrons (typically 40 nm
for G aA s), so that in such structures quantum con-

nem ent e ects play an in portant role. T hese sys—
tam s are therefore accessble on a quantum scale,
opening up trem endous new possbilities in device
design.

Various approaches heave been used to m odel

the 2DEG w ih and w ithout additional lateral con—

nem ent. Quantum -m echanical calculations tend
to be rather involved and even for the sim plest sys—
tem s num erically very dem anding. C lassical ap—
proaches have the severe drawback that they ig-
nore quantum interference e ects, and are there—
fore applicable only if the system dim ensions are
long com pared to them ean free path and the phase
coherence kength. In the resulting gap of the theo-
retical description, sem iclassical approaches appear
very prom ising. They approxin ate quantum m e-
chanics in such a way that the quantities involed
can be interpreted classically, often in term s of the
classical orbits In the system . They combine the
advantages of the classical description, especially
its lim ited num erical dem ands, w ith the ability to
reproduce quantum -m echanical interference e ects.
T hism akes sam iclassicalm ethods a very attractive
tool for m esoscopic system s, ie., system s w ith di-
m ensions com parable to the phase coherence length
and the m ean free path. O ne of the m ost strikking
succoesses in recent years hasbeen the explanation of
conductance oscillations In superlattices, the W eiss
oscillations E].

In this paper, we consider the level density of

a 2DEG oon ned by extemal electric elds to a
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circular dom ain, with an additional hom ogeneous
m agnetic eld perpendicular to the plane of the
2DEG .W hen thisquantum dot containsm any elec—
trons, the e ective single-partick potential (ie., the
Kohn-Sham potential in the language of density
functional theory, w hich contains the electron-elec—
tron Interaction in the localdensity approxin ation)
is W ood-Saxon-lke, with a at region in the inte-
rior and a rather steep surfaoeﬂ T he level density
is not too sensitive to details of the potential edge,
so that a circular disk w ith in nite re ecting walls,
ie., a circular billiard, is a realistic m odel.

T he level density itself is hard to access exper—
in entally, but it enters In m any observabl quan-—
tities. Persson et al E], for exam ple, consider a
quantum dot that is connected by two point con—
tacts to the surrounding 2DEG . T hey propose an
approxin ation in which the conductivity ofthis sys—
tem in weak externalm agnetic elds isproportional
to the level density of the dot at the Fem i en—
ergyf Their m easurem ents on a circular dot w ith
about 1000 { 1500 electrons in a hom ogeneousm ag-
netic eld show characteristic conductance oscilla—
tions that could be wellexplained qualitatively in a
perturbative approach by Rein ann et al. ﬂ]. T hey
reproduce the oscillations in a sim pl and intuitive
way by a few classical periodic orbits of the sys—
tem and the ux enclosed by them . Because of its
perturbative nature, this description only holds in
weak elds. Another exam ple where the level den—
sity enters observable quantities is the m agnetiza—
tion [g, 1.

Forthe interpretation ofexperin entson circular
quantum dots, a sam iclassical approxin ation ofthe
level density w ith arbitrary eld strength is desir-
able. Such a description in tem s of classical orbits
is also of theoretical Interest. In the absence of a
m agnetic eld the classical orbits consist of straight
pathsbouncing at the boundary (see Fig. IZ) . They
have a one-din ensional degeneracy corresponding
to the rotational sym m etry of the system . In very
strong elds, the con nem ent is negligble and the
Jlevel density is dom inated by the quantization of a
freeelectron gas, leading quantum m echanically to
the Landau levels and described sam iclassically by
closed cyclotron orbits. T hese orbits do not touch

'This has been shown in selfconsistent calculations for
quantum dots [§] and is analogous to the situation in three—
din ensionalm etal clusters E].

2Recent exact quantum -m echanical calculations of the
transport properties, however, show that this approxin ation
is only valid for contacts at the opposite sides of the dot @].



the boundary and have a two-dim ensional transla—
tional degeneracy. A uni ed sem iclassical descrip—
tion thushasto include the transition betw een these
two lin iting cases, which includes changes of the
topology and the degeneracy of the classical orbits.
T reating these is of conceptual interest since both
e ectsarewellknown to lead to divergences In sem -
classical theordes.

W e conclude this Introduction w ith a short out—
line ofthe paper. A sa reference, we rst present in
Sec.ﬂ the quantum -m echanical solution for the cir-
cular billiard In hom ogeneocus m agnetic elds. Sec—
tion E gives a short introduction to sem iclassical
m ethods, and in Sec. [} we derive a sem iclassical
trace formula of the disk. W e then com pare is
resuls to the quantum -m echanical ones for vari-
ous eld strengths. T he agreem ent is good for very
weak and for very strong elds, but the sam iclas-
sical approach rather appears to ail in the inter-
m ediate regin e. T he deviations are due to bifurca—
tions of classical orbits, to di raction e ects, and to
boundary e ects. T he Jatter give the largest contri-
butions, and in Sec.ﬂ we develop a sin ple approxi-
m ation to nclide these e ects In the trace orm ula.
T his corrected trace form ula gives satisfactory re—
sults for all m agnetic eld strengths, and we give
an Intuitive interpretation of the the level density
In the various B — eld regin es. The paper closes
wih a summ ary of the results and an outlook to
further investigations.

2 The quantum -m echanical solu—
tion

In the Pollow ing, we w ill use nom alized energies
B in units of h?=2m R? and nom alized m agnetic

eds B i units of h=eR ?, whgre R is the disk ra—
dius. In these units, we have ¥ = kR and wih
the classical cyclotron radiis R. = hk=eB , we get
R.~R = kR=E¥.

T he exact quantum -m echanical solution for the
circularbilliard in hom ogeneousm agnetic eldswas
presented by G eerindkx @] and, using a di erent
approach, by K lam a and Ro lr [[]]. The eigenen—
ergies are given by the zeros of the con uent hyper-
geom etric function 1F1 as
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Here n > 0 denotes the radial and 1 the angular-
mom entum quantum number. The zeros of {F;
were determm ined num erically | which is concep—
tually easy but requires a lot of num erical work.
Figure E show s the weltknown dependence of the
elgenvalues¥,; on B . O ne clearly sceshow w ith in—
creasing m agnetic eld the di erent states condense
into the Landau kevels (dashed lnes).
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Figure 1: The quantum -m echanical eigenenergies of

the circular billiard in dependence of the m agnetic eld.
T he dashed lines correspond to the four owest Landau
Evels.

3 Sem iclassicalm ethods

For sam iclassical approxin ations, a broad variety of
m ethods is at hand. Som e of them approximn ate di-
rectly the quantum -m echanical eigenvalues @,],
w hereas others describe the keveldensity gE ). For
this purpose, g € ) isusually split up into a sn ooth
partg E ), the (extended) T hom asFerm ilevel den—
sity, and an oscillating part g:

gE)=gE)+ gE) : ()

T he latter can be expressed in term s of the periodic
orbits of the corresponding classical system , which
is therefore called periodic orbit theory PO T).Such
relationshave been established by various approaches
@, , , , @], usually resulting in so-called

trace form ulae of the form

X
A sn > 8

gE) =

N |
Ny
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Here labelsall classical periodic orbits ofthe sys—
tam . Each orbit contributes to the kevel density via
an oscillating term that dependson the classicalac—
tion S along the orbit and on the M asbv index

depending on the orbit’s topology. T he am plitude
A is a slowly varying function of energy, deter-
m ined by classical properties of the orbit such as
its degeneracy and is stabﬂltyﬁ A 11 sam iclassical
approaches have their ndividualm erits and draw —
backs E], and it is Interesting to note that for the
sin ple Integrable case of the circular billiard w ith—
out m agnetic eld, all applicable m ethods result in
the sam e trace form ula @, @, @], which further-
m ore reproduces exactly @] the EBKE] soectrum .
Applying a hom ogeneous m agnetic eld, the sys—
tem rem ains integrable, w ith the energy and the z
com ponent of the con jugate angularm om entum as
constants of the motion. In weak elds, this sys—
tem was treated using a perturbative approach by
Bogachek and Gogadze PJ], Ulino et al f], and
by Rein ann et al ﬂ]. W e have chosen the trace
form ula 0f C reagh and Littlephn @] as a starting
point for the description In arbitrarily strong elds.

4 Trace form ula for the circular
billiard

T he trace formula of C reagh and Littlephn [d] is
well suited for the sam iclassical description of the
circularbilliard, as i can dealw ith continuous sym —
metries. The main idea of their approach is the
separation into a sym m etry—free systam treated by
usual sem iclassical techniques and the symm etry,
which is used to Integrate over the orbit fam ilies.
T he structure of the trace form ula @) rem ains es—
sentially unchanged by this procedure, but the def-
Inition of A isdi erent, re ecting the di erent clas-
sical structure of the dynam ics. For the detailswe
refer to the original publication [l§]. In order to
calculate the level density w ith this trace form ula,
we have to classify the periodic orbis and calcu—
Jate their actions, am plitudes, and M aslov indices.
T hese steps are presented in the follow ing subsec—
tions.

3E specially, A dependson h only by a factorh *~2, where
k is the degree of degeneracy of the orbit fam ily.

“EBK stands for the sem iclassical approxin ation devel-
oped by E Instein, Brillouin and K eller @J]

4.1 C lassi cation of the periodic orbits

T he com plete classi cation of the periodic orbits of
our systam is straightforward. Let us rst consider
the case wihout m agnetic eld. In a circular bil-
liard, the periodic orbis (PO ) are identical to those
in a threedin ensional spherical cavity, whose com -
plte classi cation has been given by Balian and
Bloch f[§]. A1l orbits have a one-dim ensional de—
generacy corresponding to the rotational sym m etry
of the system . Each fam ily of degenerate orbits
w ith a given action (or length) can be represented
by a regular polygon. The &rst few polygons are
shown in Fig.[]. These orbit fam ilies are classi-
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Figure 2: The clhssical periodical orbits of the circular
billiard in the absence of a m agnetic el are the regu—
lar pokygons. They can be clssi ed with (v;w), where v
is the num ber of comers and w indicates how often the
tra fctory winds round the center of the disk.

ed [@] by = @;w),wherev denotes the num ber
of comers (vertices), and w is the w lnding num ber,
ie., it counts how often an orbit w inds around the
center. W ih v 2w > 2, = (v;w) uniguely
describes all fam ilies of PO s of the system in the
absence of a m agnetic eld. Because of the tim e-
reversal sym m etry, all orbis except the diam eter
(v = 2w ) have an additional discrete twofold de-
generacy, w hich hasto be acocounted for in the trace
formula.

Sw iching on the m agnetic eld causes the clas—
sical tra Ectories to bend, w ith the direction of the
curvature depending on the direction ofm otion w ith
regoect to the m agnetic eld. T his entails a break—
ing of tim ereversal symm etry. For weak elds, the
orbits can still be classi ed by  if an additional
index ( ) is introduced. This situation is shown
in the upper row ofdiagram s In Fjg.E for the orbit

(4;1). Up toa eld strength where the classical
cyclotron radiisR . equalsthe disk radiusR , henoce—
forth referred to as the weak— el regim e, the orbits
do not change their topology and the classi cation



42 Thebouncing orbits

holds. For the strong- eld regime w ith B > kR,
the structure ofthe PO s isdi erent. T his situation
is shown In the second row of diagram s in F ig. E
The orbits change their shape continuously over
the point R = R, but the ' orbits change their
topology abruptly. However, since there is a one—
to-one correspondence between orbits forR > R and
forR.<R, still gives a com plete classi cation of
aﬂbou?lcjrlg orbits, ie., of orbits that are re ected
at the boundary. For R, < R, there are additional
cycltron orbits that do not touch the boundary at
all. They have to be incluided separately in the
sum over all orbits In the trace omula. At eld

Re>R:

—

41)” 41"

cyclotron orbits

Figure 3: A magnetic eld breaks the tim ereversal
sym m etry, so that the orbits are no Ionger independent of
the direction of m otion. Introducing an additional index
, the orbits can ke chssi ed by (v;w) , both in weak
Re > R) and in strong R, < R) elds. For strong
elds, there occurs an additional fam ily of orbits that do
not touch the boundary, the cyclotron orbits.

strengths where R R sin( w=v), the (v;w) or-
bits no longer exist (see Fig. E) . They vanish pair-
w ise, which is the sim plest case of an orbit bifir-
cation. This inposes an additional restriction on
the sum over (v;w). Including this, we now have a
com plete classi cation of all periodic orbits in the
circular billiard at arbitrary eld strengths.

vw)*
(v.w)‘ ‘

R.>Rsin(mw/iv)  R:= R sin(rtw/v)

R. < R sin(miw/v)

Figure4: Ata eld strength whereR.= R sin( w=v),
the orbits (v;w) vanish pairwise.

42 The bouncing orbits

T he action of a closed orbit in a m agnetic eld can
be written as the sum of the kinetic part and the

m agnetic ux enclosed by the orbit
7

S = pdg= hkL eBF : )
T he geom etrical lengths L and the enclosed areas
F  ofthe periodic orbits discussed above (correctly
counting those areas that are enclosed severaltin es,
ctf. Fjg.E) can be calculated by elem entary geom e~
try. In temm s of the geom etrical quantities R ;R ;
,explhined In Fig. ¢} we cbtain

*®

@3n)"

and

@t 20"
Figure 5: Calulating the m agnetic ux enclbsed by an
orbit, the m ultiply enclosed areas (darker gray) have to
be ocorrectly acocounted for.

S ) = ghch ; (6)

_ < sj1122 + Ric sj1122
or ( ;R R)
sin 2 R 2 sin 2
t=m Tt R T2
for ()

A coording to the trace form ula E], the orbit am —
plitudes are com posed of an integral over the sym —
m etry group, which for the rotational U (1) sym —
m etry of the disk just gives 2 =v, of the period of
the orbit L=hk, and of the Jaccbian resulting from
the sym m etry reduction dL.=d ,where = 2n .
A 11 these quantities can be calculated analytically,
resulting in

A =

w here c;d; and s are the geom etrical lengths sketched
nF jg.ﬂ . The connection ofthese geom etricalquan—
tities to the classi cation param eter and the cy—
clotron radiusR . is given in A ppendix El .
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Figure 6: The actions and am plitudes of the classical
periodical orbits can be expressed purely in term s of the
geom etrical quantities shown here.

4.3 Cyclotron orbits

Form agnetic elds stronger than B = kR, the clas-
sical cyclotron radiis R. is an aller than the disk
radius R . This gives rise to a new class of periodic
orbits, the cycbtron orbits, which do not touch the
boundary at all (see Fig.[}). They om transla-
tionally degenerate fam ilies, w hereas the bouncing
orbis (v;w) oconsidered above are degenerate w ih
resgpect to rotations. For the translational case,
the sym m etry reduction can be perfomm ed directly,
w ithout need of the general procedure of C reagh
and Littlephn. W e transform the phase-space co-
ordinates according to

1 eB 4
x::?,:_px'i'_y ’ x & y+ :EB]X
¥B J 2
1 eB q—jeB'
= p—— —x ; = :
y ¥B By 2 ’ y x Jy

®)

Apart from a f:lctorp Ej, ( xi y) are the coor-
dinates of the m otion relative to the center of gy—
ration ( x; y), as illustrated In Flgﬁ In these
coordinates the H am ittonian reads

©)

A s expected, H does not depend on the coordi-
nates of the center of gyration. x and
canonically conjugate variables, since [ x; ] =
ih. Because the relative and the center-ofgyration
coordinates comm ute, ie.,

y are

[x;x]z[x;y]z

[ yi x]= 0, the degeneracy of a cy—
clotron orbit is sinply the phase-space volum e V

[y; y]=

i

Figure 7: The motion of a charged particke in a ho-
m ogeneous m agnetic eld can ke expressed in the coordi-
nates of the relative motion ;%) = B3 2 ( ; &)
and the coordinates of the center of gyration & ;Y ) =
#3172 ( x; ). The Ham ilonian is independent of
( x; y); all orbits with the center X ;Y ) in the gray
shaded area are degenerate.

accessble for ( x; ), which can be directly read
o Fi. I] (shaded area). W e therefore get for the
degeneracy

\Y4

N = =
2 h

1

Gl (10)
2

w |
o}

Now, the Ham iltonian Eg. @) is identical to that
of a one-dim ensional hamm onic oscillator. U sing its
analytically know n trace form u]a,El the contribution
of the cyclotron orbits to the oscillating part of the
level density is given by

1 R, 2%
cosink R n )

n=1

11)
Here n is the w inding num ber around the center of
gyration. Note that the frequency is again deter—
m Ined by the classical action along the orbit, which
in this case is

S=n hk <R : 12)

N ote that here exactly half of the kinetic contribu-
tion to the action is canceled by the ux tem .

44 Additionalphases

Fora discussion ofthe additionalphases In the trace
formula @) we refer to Sec.@. Therewe nd that

the M aslov Index for bouncing orbis is = 3v,
and for the cyclotron orbits it is = 2. A cocording
to E, @], we have an additional phase of =2

5The ham onic oscillator is one of the faw cases that can
be treated exactly w thin standard PO T @].
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stemm Ing from the symm etry reduction. is found

to be
(
0 for( ";R.<R
_ r ( ., c ) . 13)

1 othemw ise.
W e have now analytic form ulas for all quantities
of the trace form ula. T he num erical evaluation of
this sam iclassical level density w illbe perform ed in

Secs.[i4 and [4.].

45 The shell structure

In an experim ent, the cbserved levels are always
broadened due to tem perature, lifetin e, or in pu-—
rity e ects. In m ost system s the levels are not ap—
proxin ately equally spaced, but occur in bunches,
the socalled shells, which are ssparated by rela-—
tively w ide energy gaps. Sm oothing the level den—
sity over a w idth Jarger than the typical level spac—
ing, but sn aller than the distance of the bundhes,
reveals the (gross-) shell structure of the system .
It contains In m any cases the dom inating quantum
e ects. This folding procedure can easily be In —
plem ented In the sam iclassical trace form ula. For
pure billiard system s, ie., system s where S = kL
w ith L independent ofk, a G aussian folding of the
level density is equivalent to the m ultiplication of
the orbit am plitudes In the trace formula wih a
G aussian w ith reciprocalw idth. In Appendix Bl we
give a m ore general form of this relation, which is
not restricted to pure billiard system s and to G aus—
sian gn oothing, but can dealw ith general system s
and arbirary sm oothing functions. W e w ill In the
follow ing use this generalized approach, as in nie
m agnetic elds we no longer have a pure billiard
system . A s this is a m ore technical point, we leave
the discussion for A ppendix El T here we also give
detailed Infom ation about the num erical evalia—
tion scheam e and the sm oothing function used. T he
latter is in the llow Ing characterized by a param e-
ter ~, which corresponds to the variance ofa G aus—
sian exp[ 1=2 (kR=~f] w ith the sam e halfw idth.
T he additional factor In the am plitudes stem —
m ing from the an oothing strongly suppresses the
longer periodic orbjtsﬂ so that usually only a few
ofthem (2 —10) contrbute to the grossshell struc—
ture. Thismakes the POT a very convenient tool
for the calculation of this quantity. T he quantum -
m echanical approach is In som e sense com plem en—
tary to the sam iclassicalone. It rst gives the single

®This holds only for billiard system s. T he suiable gener—
alization is again given In A ppendix EI

eilgenvalues, ofwhich m any have to be known to cal-
culate the shell structure. O n the otherhand, a full
sam iclassical quantization, ie. resolving the level
density down to the single eigenenergies, involves
In general an exponentially increasing number of
orbits and thus is a very dem anding task. Here we
are m ainly Interested In the sam iclassical calcula-
tion of the grossshell structure, for which only a
few of the shortest and m ost degenerate periodic
orbits are required. W e w ill, nevertheless, also try
to go for a fill quantization | m ainly to verify the
quality of our sam iclassical approxin ation.

4.6 Results in the weak- eld regim e

In the previous sections we have derived an an-
alytical trace formula for the circular billiard in
hom ogeneocus m agnetic elds of arbitrary strength.
P resently we shall discuss the resulting level densi-
ties as a function of energy and m agnetic eld. Let
us start with weak elds R. > R), for which the
topology of the classical periodic orbits is the sam e
as in the absence ofa m agnetic eld (see Sect. @),
so that we expect the sam iclassical approach to be
of the sam e quality as for zero eld. The high— eld
regin €, where we expect new e ects to arise, will
be the topic of the next section.

T he case of the circular billiard In an allhom o—
geneous m agnetic elds has already been treated
by Bogachek and G ogadze @] and by Rein ann et
al ﬂ] using a perturbative approach forweak elds.
R eplacing the am plitudesofE g. ﬂ) by theirasym p—
totic values or B ! 0 and expanding the actions
ofEqg. @) up to rstorder n B reproduces, indeed,
their results.

In F ig.[g the sam iclassical level density obtained
wih e = 035 (solid line) is plotted against the
equivalently am oothed quantum resul (dashed) for
various values of . The agream ent is aln ost per-
fect | Jast as it is in the zero— eld case, which has
been extensively discussed by Rein ann et al. @].
N ote that the calculation requires over 850 num eri-

cally determ ined eigenvalues forthe quantum -m echani-

cal calculation Which then have to be an oothed),
whereas the sam iclassical calculation is analytical
and jast requires them ost in portant orbits (the di-
am eter and the two triangle, square, pentagon and
hexagon orbits).

Since we have a classi cation of all periodic or—
bits and analytic expressions for their actions and
am plitudes, w e can attem pta fullsem iclassicalquan—
tization by summ ing up su ciently m any of them .
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Figure 8: The sam iclhssical kvel density of the disk

billiard (solid line) m atches perfectly the equivalently
an oothed quantum -m echanical resut (dashed, and well
hidden under the solid line). The am oothing width is
~= 035.

The resul is shown In Fig. E, w here we display the
totalleveldensity g= g+ g, averaged over a w idth
0025, which is an aller than the typical level
spacing. A s Tanaka has shown in E], the sm ooth
part of the level density of the circular billiard does
not depend on the m agnetic eld to lading order
In h. We use the Thom asFem i level density for
zero eld, which is identical to the fam iliar W eyl
expansion @]

e =

gk)= — 1 — : (14)

B oth the sam iclassical leveldensity (solid) and the
corresponding quantum -m echanicalone (dashed) in
F jg.ﬁ exhibit clearly separated peaksw hose heights
give the degeneracies of the .ndiridual kevels. The
tw o lines can hardly be distinguished, thusthe sem i~
classical approach gives alm ost perfect resuls even
In this extrem e case of full quantization.

4.7 Results in the strong— eld regim e

Figure [ is the strong- eld equivalent of Fig. f.
It displays again the sem iclassical (solid) and the
quantum -m echanical (dashed) lvel densities, ob—
tained w ith an equivalent averaging w idth e = 0.35.
The agreem ent or an all elds R . < R) isgood, as
already shown in Sec. @ For stronger elds, the
positions ofthe Landau levels (Qray linesin F jg.@)
arew ell reproduced, but their degeneracies are over-
estin ated in the sam iclassical approxin ation.
Figure @ corresponds to Fig. E and disolays
the fiilll quantization of the system . The sem
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Figure 9: The sam ichssical kvel density (solid) for

a smoothing width ~ = 0:025, which is an all enough
to resolve the singke eigenenergies (\fi1ll quantization").
One can hardl distinguish this from the equivalently
an oothed quantum -m echanical resut (dashed line under—
neath). T he positions of the quantum -m echanical eigen—
values in dependence of B are indicated by the gray lines.
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Figure 10: The sam iclassical kvel density (~ = 0:35)

of the disk billilard (solid) com pared to the equivalently
amn oothed quantum -m echanical result (dashed). T he gray
lines and the arrows indicate the positions of the rst
four Landau kwvels. For strong elds R. < R), the
agreem ent between the sam iclassical and the quantum —
m echanical results is not satisfactory.

classical approach is seen to fail for stronger elds.
A s already m entioned, this is due to the neglect of
various e ects. First, there are orbit biflircations
w here classical orbits vanish pairw ise w ith increas—
ing m agnetic eld (see Figs. , D and @). The
change of the topology ofthe * orbits and the oc—
currence of cyclotron orbits are also bifircation ef-
fects. Those are know n to lead to divergences in the
trace form ula. Second, we have neglected boundary
e ects from grazing orbits and di raction e ects,

which could be Inplm ented in the trace formula
by considering cresgping orbits. A closer look at
FJgEI gives som e hints as to which ofthese e ects
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Figure 11: The sem iclassical kevel density resolved up
to the singk eigenenergies (solid) com pared to the equiv—
alently sm oothed quantum -m echanical kevels (dashed).
The gray lines indicate the positions of the eigenener—
gies as functions of B'. For strong elds R. < R) the
agreem ent between sem iclassical and quantum -m echani-
cal calculation is bad. Note egpecially the large discrep—
ancies in the degeneracies of the Landau kevels, and the
com pktely m issing states slightly above the Landau kvels
(see insets).

dom nate. The two m ost strikking observations are
as follows: (1) The trace form ula reproduces well
the positions of the Landau kvels]|] but i overes-
tin ates the degeneracies of these states. The er—
ror becom es am aller w ith Increasing eld strength
(see sets n Fig. [[]). () The levels that have
energies slightly above the Landau kvels are com —
pltely m issed by the sam iclassical approach. T hese
tw o observations suggest that it is a boundary ef-
fect that causes the discrepancies. A sin ple hand-
waving argum ent m ight be usefiil to illustrate the
e ect. Quantum m echanically, a particke m oving
on a cyclotron orbit w ill feel the boundary even if
classically not touching it. Particles on cyclotron
orbits close to the boundary thus feelan additional
con nem ent. This restriction to a sn aller volum e
w il lead to a higher energy. In this picture, not
all the cyclotron orbits are degenerate. T he orbits
close to theboundary w illno longer have the energy
ofthe Landau kvel], but a slightly higherone. This
is exactly what would correct the observed defects
of the sem iclassical approxin ation. In the next sec—
tion wew illpresent a sin ple way to incorporate this
boundary e ect in the trace form ula.

7T his is no surprise since the Landau Jevels are due to the
free cyclotron m otion of the electrons, which is equivalent to
that of a 1D ham onic oscillator. T he latter is known to be
exact in the sem iclassical approxin ation.

5 Boundary corrections to the
trace form ula

T he observations of Sec. suggest that boundary
e ectsare responsibl orthe failure ofthe sam iclas—
sical approxin ation in strong elds. Theonly place
w here boundary properties enter the standard trace
formula isthe M aslov Index. W e therefore propose
here to replace the M aslov index by a m ore sophis—
ticated quantity, which inclides som e quantum ef-
fects. Before doing this, ket usgive a brief sum m ary
of the origin of the M aslov index.

51 TheM aslov index

The origin of the M aslov index can m ost easily
be understood in the one-din ensional case. Sem -
classically, one approxin ates the wave functions to
lowest order by plane waves w ith the local wave
number k x) = 2m E V x)]. This approxin a—
tion obviously breaks down at the classical tum-
Ing points where E = V (x) and the wavelength
diverges. E xpanding the wave function around the
classical tuming points and m atching the solutions
to the planewave solutions far from the tuming
points leads to additional phases in the sam iclas-
sical quantization flJ]. In the Imith ! 0 these
are Independent of the detailed shape of the poten—
tial. Each re ection at a soﬂ:ﬁ tuming point gives
a phase of =2, whereas each re ection at an In-

nitely steep wallgives a phase of . W riting this
phase as =2, one usually calls the M asbv
index.

In the case of the circular disk, the M aslov in—
dex can be obtained sin ply by counting the classi-
cal tuming points of the onedim ensional e ective
potential in the radial variablk r. For skipping or-
bis, the M aslbv index per bounce is 3, ncliding
one soft re ection at the centrifugalbarrier and one
hard-wall re ection. For the cyclotron orbits, the
e ective potential isa one-din ensionalhamm onic os—
cillator (see Sec.@) w ith two soft tuming points,
and thus their M aslov Index per period is 2.

52 Re ection phases

For nite h the addiional phase stemm ing from

classical tuming points w illdepend on the shape of
the potential. Let us consider a cyclotron orbit at
a distance xy to the billiard boundary. N eglecting

#\Soft" here m eans that the slopes of the potential at the
classical tuming points are nite.
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the curvature of the boundary Which corresoonds
to the strong- eld lim i), we can reduce the m o-—
tion In the presence of the wall to an e ective 1D

m otion Just as in the unbounded case presented in
Sec.@. This is shown In Fig. E T he upper row
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Figure 12: The phnar cycbtron orbit is equivalnt
to the m otion in a one-dim ensional ham onic oscillator
(@) . Negkcting its curvature, the billilard boundary can
e In plem ented in the e ective one-dim ensionalm otion
©)-@).

of diagram s show s the 2D m otion, the lower row

gives the reduction to the one-dim ensionalm otion
in an e ective potential. Figure @) show s the
unbounded case, In () the orbit isnear the bound-
ary, and (c,d) illustrate skipping orbis.

A particke in the potential sketched in Fig.[1do
is classically not In uenced by the additional wall,
since it will never touch it. Quantum m echani-
cally, how ever, the wave fiinction enters the classi-
cally forbidden region and thus feels the boundary
even for xy > R.. This leads to a sn ooth tran—
sition of the quantum -m echanical re ection phase
"' r over the point xy = R, whereas the sam iclas—
sical M aslov phase is discontinuous at this point;
as we have jist seen in Sec.[5. above, i is
forxy > Roand 3=2 forx < R.. Ourway
to In plem ent these quantum e ects at the bound-
ary in the sem iclassical trace form ula is therefore to
replace the M aslbov index by the quantum -m echani-
cal re ection phase ' g of the corresponding one-
din ensional m otion.
M aslov phase w ill also rem ove the form er clear sep—
aration between cyclotron orbits and skipping or—
bis. These two lim iting cases are now continuously
linked, with ' g ranging between and 3=2
W e will refer to the orbits in the transition region,
w hich are close to the boundary w ithin h, as to the
grazing oroits.

T he calculation ofthe re ection phases is in this
approxin ation reduced to the problem of the one-

This sn ooth version of the

TRACE FORMULA

hara and Ebma @] who used local expansions in
term s of A iry functions. W e use a di erent ap-—
proach and integrate the quantum -m echanicalprob—
lem num erically. From the solutions we calculate
the re ection phases’ i , which isdisplayed in Fjg..
A s expected, they show a am ooth transition from
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Figure 13: The re ection phase 'z in dependence of
the distance of the center of gyration from the bound—
ary xiy . The transition from xy < 1 to x4y > 1 is
continuous and gets sharper for increasing kR )?=§. In
the lim it &R )*=E§ !
clhssical im it h !
recovered.

1 , which corresponds to the sem i
0, the M asbv phase (thick line) is

at % R, to 3=2 at x4 R.. The
transition gets sharper if R )*=F increases. For
&R)?=E" ! 1 ,which corresponds to the sem iclas—
sicallimnith ! 0, the standard M aslov phase (thick
line) is reproduced. Q uantum oorrections are seen
to have the greatest in uence on the grazing orbits
Xy R.) and on orbits with xy > Re. These
are known as the whispering gaJJeryAE)rbjts, as they
m ove In a narrow region along the boundary.

5.3 Com parison to the
guantum -m echanical result

Figures I and [I§ show the coarsegrained level
density and the full quantization of the spectrum ,
respectively, both calculated w ith the re ection pha—
ses of Sect.[5 3. A com parison w ith the corre-
soondingdiagram sin F jgs. and @, w hich display
the result obtained with the standard M aslov In—
dices, In m ediately show s that the situation isdras—
tically in proved when using re ection phases. The
coarsegrained leveldensiy now isgood at allm ag-
netic eld strengths. T he fullquantization digplayed
in Fjg.E is not perfect, but the m ost striking error
in standard PO T, giving the w rong degeneracies of

din ensionalham onicoscillator iIn an additionalsquare-the Landau lkvels, is now corrected. This is dis—

wellpotential. This system was approached by Isi-

plyed in detail n the insets 1 and 2 In Fjgs.
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Figure 14: The sam ichssical coarsegrained kevel den—
sity of the disk calculbted with re ection phases (solid)
com pared to the equivalently an oothed quantum -m echani-
cal result (dashed). The gray lines and the arrows in-
dicate the positions of the owest Landau kvels. The
agreem ent is considerably better than w ith the use of the
M asbv indices as displayed in Fig. [I].
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Figure 15: The sem iclassical kvel density with cor-
rected re ection phases resolved up to the single eigenen—
ergies of the billiard (solid) com pared to the equivalently
an oothed quantum -m echanical resut (dashed). The gray
Iines indicate the positions of the eigenenergies in depen—
dence of B'. The agreem ent is m uch better than in the
case of the M asbv indices in Fig. @ . The degeneracies
of the Landau kvels are correctly reproduced, only the
¥vels that are close to condensing on the Landau kvels
show deviations (insets).

and E, regoectively. T he single states between the
Landau lkvels, however, are still not reproduced
correctly. T his is due to our sin ple approxin ation,
which only includesboundary e ects via the re ec—
tion phase. The classical orbis are not changed,
so that In our approximn ation the center of gyra-
tion of the cyclotron orbis xy > R¢) is xed,
whereas for bouncing orbits (xy < R) i moves
around the disk. M odeling the expected sm ooth
transition from xiy > R. to xy < R, sam iclassi-
cally would require Including di ractive orbits that

shell structure 11

we have neglected here. T he resulting error can be
understood as ollow s: a generic two-din ensional
system has two quantum numbers, thus requiring
two sam iclassical quantization condition. The free
2D electron gas In a hom ogeneous m agnetic eld
has an additional dynam ical symm etry and only
one quantum number (labeling the Landau lvel).
T his additional symm etry is broken by the pres—
ence of a curved boundaryﬂ This in plies that the
sam iclassical description in term sofcyclotron oroits
near the boundary m isses one quantization condi-
tion, which ishidden in the broken dynam icalsym —
m etry. T herefore these orbits give rise to a continu-—
ous sam iclassical (sub) spectrum . Bouncing orbits,
however, have the correct symm etry and lead to a
discrete subspectrum . This transition can be seen
in Fig. E On the low-energy side of inset 3, the
sam iclassical level density show s a continuous spec—
trum stemm ing from the grazing orbits, whereas
the quantum -m echanical result gives quantized lev—
els. This error a ects mainly the fully quantized
spoectrum ; the in uence on the grossshell structure
is negligble.

Figure [[§ shows once again the sem iclassical
level density calculated w ith re ection phases, now
in the whole range from zero eld to full Landau
quantization (solid). T he com parison w ith the ex—
act quantum resul (dashed) show s that the sam -
classical approxin ation is in fact valid for arbitrar-
il strong elds. Sm alldeviations occur only at the
bifircation points of the dom inating orbits. As al
ready m entioned, we did not include the e ects of
the bifurcations in our calculation. The resulting
errors are much gn aller than the e ect of the re—

ection phase, and they are seen to bem ore im por—
tant for the grossshell structure than for the ll
quantization B

5.4 Sem iclassical interpretation of the
shell structure

In Sec.[53 we have shown that the sem iclassical
approxin ation for the leveldensity isvalid for arbi-
trarily strong elds. It reproduces the exact quan—

°A straight boundary does not break the sym m etry. This
is the reason why in this case it is possbl to reduce the
system to one din ension, which we have exploited in Sec.@
for the calculation of the re ection phase.
1T his in plies that even though the am plitudes are diverg—
ing, the trace form ula can stillbe used. N ote, how ever, that
near the bifircation points the num erical evaluation of the
trace form ula has to be perform ed w ith special care, as de—
scribbed in A ppendix E .
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tum -m echanical result wih a ram arkably reduced
num erical e ort. For the quantum -m echanical cal-
culation shown In Fig. about 2500 eigenvalues
had to be calculated and num erically sm oothed for
each valie of B, whereas the sam iclassical resul is
obtained sum m ing the contrbutions of just 20 or-
bitsE T hem ost attractive feature of the sem iclas-
sical approxin ation, however, is the smple, ntu—
itive picture it gives. Let usnow exploit this to ex—
plain the behavior of the shell structure of the disk
billiard in temm s of classical quantities. A cocording
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Figure 16: The sam ichssical coarsegrained kevel den—
sity of the disk billiard with corrected re ection phases
(black) com pared to the equivalently sm oothed quantum —
m echanical result (gray). The agreem ent is acoeptabke
in the wholk range of energies, disk radii, and m agnetic
elds. The vertical lines indicate the bifurcation points
of the m ost In portant orbits. T he shaded regions are en—
larged in the qureskelow . T here the thick lines show the
interpretation of the kvel density as given in the text.

to the trace ormula Eqg. @), each periodic orbit
contributes an oscillating term to g. Its frequency
is determ ined by the classical action S along this
path, which can be Iocally approxim ated by

S k)=S ko)+hG k) kK k) ; 15)

HForR. > R even 10 orbits are su cient.

TRACE FORMULA

w ith the quasiperiod hG . A s shown In Appendjx,
for system s w ith constant absolute velocity along
an orbit G is the geom etrical orbit length. The
am plitudes of the oscilhting tetm s are A F G ),
where F is the window function that depends on
the desired am oothing of the level densiy (see Ap-—
pendix El) . Before we interpret the contribbutions of
the various orbits to g, ket us discuss the behavior
ofG and A

Figure [[7] show s the dependenc] ofG on the ratio

R.=R. Note that orR. > R (see right diagram
20
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Figure 17: The quasiperiods G of the m ost in portant

orbits in dependence ofR=R . For R, > R, G is inde—
pendent of the index . The orbit bifircation points in
strong elds (vertical lines) can be clarly seen.

ofFig. @) G is independent of the direction ofm o-
tion ,even ifthe classicalaction dependson it. At
R = R, all orbits are creeping along the boundary,
form ing collectively the whispering-gallery m ode. In
strong elds R. < R, kft diagram ) G is di erent
for the \+ " and the \{" orbits. Only at the bifir-
cation points, where the two orbits coincide, they
have identical G . For strong elds, the value of G
at the bifiircation points convergestow  °R .

In Fig.[1§ the am plitudes of the orbits relative
to the B = 0 values,

. sin3=2
AY = —p—\—, ; (16)

are plotted versus the ratio kR=FF = R.=R. The
am plitudes of the \{" orbi is always larger than
that of the corresponding \+ " orbit. At R, =

R where the \+ " orbits change the topology (see
Fig. H), their am plitudes are zero, so that these
bifircations do not lad to artifacts in the lvel
density. In stronger elds, the am plitudes diverge
at the bifurcation points, Indicating that the sam -
classical approxin ation breaksdow n at these points
(m ore exactly, one of the saddlepoint approxin a—
tions in the derivation ofthe trace form ula becom es
invalid). A rigorous treatm ent of these bifirca—
tions has been presented In a very general form

2The explictt Hmula HrG is given in Appendjx@.
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Figure 18: The am plitudes of the dom inating orbits

= ;1) wihv = 2;:::;5 relhtive to their B = 0
valie. (The am plitude of the cycltron orbit is in arbi-
trary units.) At the bifircation points R = sin( v=w)
indicated by vertical lines, the am plitudes diverge. For
R. > R the amplitudes of the bouncing orbits quickly
approach their asym ptotic (zero— eld) value. The inset
show s this convergence In a wider range of I§.

for two-din ensional system s by O zorio de A In eida
and Hannay @], m ore explicit calculations have
been perform ed, for exam ple, by Kus et al @]
and Siber ]. The main dea is always to re-
place the saddlepoint approxin ation by a better
adapted uniform integration. An application to the
disk billiard has not been attem pted here and will
be the sub gct of further studies.

For the interpretation of the shell structure, let
us st look at the weak—eld regine R. > R).
The am plitudes for zero eld given h Eq. @) are
proportional to v 172, favoring orbits with a am all
num ber of bounces v. T he dependence of the am —
plitudes on the m agnetic eld as shown In Fig. @
indicates that In the region w here the \ {" orbits dif-
fer sioni cantly from the \+ " orbits, the latter are
negligble. Thes e ecl'fIEl together strongly favor
the 2;1) and the (3;1) orbits. They end up w ith
com parable am plitudes. From this picture we ex—
pect as the dom nating feature of the level density
a pronounced beating pattem from the interference
ofthe diam eter and the triangular orbit. Thisbeat—
Ing pattem iswellknown for the zero— eld case. In
threedin ensional m etal clusters, i is usually re—
ferred to as supershell oscillations B]1[] Our de-
scription suggests that this beating w ill survive In
hom ogeneous m agnetic elds up to a strength of

3The G dependence of F (G) also supports slightly this
e ect.

M the 3D spherical cavity, thebeat com es from the inter—
ference of the triangl and the square orbis (see Ref. @]) .

shell structure 13

B = kR . Thisis ndeed observed, as seen jnFjg..
T he thick lines In the frames (la) and (1b) corre—
soond to a ﬁmctionﬁ

s KG ) + s KG 3 ) =

. G . G
shn k— sn k— : @7)
2 2

Tt predicts correctly the structure of the level den-
sity in this regim e.

Approaching the eld strength whereR. = R,
all orbis change G sharply to 2 , so that they in—
terfere coherently, form ng the whispering gallery
m ode. W e therefore expect that the beating behav—
lor w il disappear, leaving jist a sin ple oscillation
w ith the com m on frequency. In Fjg.@ this sudden
stop ofthebeatat R, = R can beclearly seen. The
solid line .n fram e 2 show s that the frequency ofthe
rem aining single oscillation is predicted correctly.

For R. < R, the In uence of the cyclotron or-
bis increases w ith stronger elds. The large am -
plitudes of the bouncing orbits near the bifurcation
points is, as we have already pointed out, unphys—
ical and should be rem oved by a rigorous treat—
m ent of the orbit bifircations. For strong elds,
only cycltron orbits and bouncing orbits with a
great num ber of bounces v exist. T he am plitudes
of the latter are proportional to v =2, so that i
very strong elds we expect that the cyclotron or—
bits dom inate the kevel density. The gray lines in
fram e 3 of F ig. @ show the corresponding oscillat—
ng term E which, indeed, reproducesthem ain fea—
ture ofthe quantum -m echanicalresult (solid black).
The skipping orbits w ith greatest am plitudes are
those close to their bifurcation points. A s can be
seen in Fig. E, all those orbits have nearly the
sam e valie of G = w °R. Their contrbutions
should therefore interfere constructively, giving rise
to an all structures In the level density of this pe-
riod. Such structures can indeed be cbserved in
a higherresolution spectrum , as shown In Fjg..
T he spacing of the am all peaks between the Lan-
dau levels is, indeed, consistent w ith our sin ple pic—

ture[H]

13T he phases are, of course, ad justed.

Y¥Fora sim pler com parison, the am plitude is chosen to rise
quadratically, as indicated by Eqg. @K;

T his holds for the spacing of kevels that \belong" to the
sam e Landau lvel, and as long as we still have skipping
orbis and do not enter the grazing orbit regin e, w here the
re ection phases change.
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A togetherwe could show that this sin ple sam i-
classicalpicture isable to explain them ain features
of the quite com plicated behavior of the level den—
sity for arbitrarily strong elds in tem s of just 3
classical periodic orbits. W e have here Interpreted
the dependence of the kevel density on the energy,
but a com pktely analogous approach for the depen-—
dence on them agnetic eld ispossble.

6 Summ ary

W e have derived a trace form ula for the oscillating
part of the level density ofa circular billiard in ho-—
m ogeneous m agnetic elds. W e have used the gen—
eral approach of C reagh and Litlephn and com —
pared our ndings wih the quantum -m echanical
solution. In the weak— eld dom ain, w here the clas—
sical cyclotron radiusR . is Jarger than the disk ra—
diis R, the agream ent is excellent and even a full
quantization, eg., the resolution ofthe leveldensity
Into ndividual energy levels, is possble.
In stronger elds, the quality of the standard sem i-
classical approxinm ation is not satisfactory, even for
the grossshell structure. W e have identi ed bound—
ary e ects to be responsble for the m a pr part of
the deviations. To im plem ent these e ects In the
sam iclassical trace formula, we have replaced the
(discrete) M aslov index by a (continuous) re ec—
tion phase. The latter was calculated In a smpl
one-din ensional approxin ation. W ih this correc-
tion, the sam iclassical approxin ation to the exact
quantum -m echanical level densiy is good for all
eld strengths and energis. For a correction of
the rem aining deviations it would be necessary to
Inclide di ractive orbits and the e ects of the or-
bit bifuircations. The orbit bifurcations at strong
eld strengths a ect the shell structure only to a
an all extent, their in uence on the full quantiza—
tion is even am aller. The di ractive orbis do not
In uence the shell structure but only the fullquan-—
tization . Both e ects can therefore be neglected for
the sam iclassicaldescription ofthe gross—shell struc—
ture. The re ection phases, however, are a crucial
correction forboth the grossshell structure and the
full quantization.

O ne advantage of the sem iclassical description
is its easy num erical evaluation. M uch m ore at-
tractive, however, is the sin pl, htuiive picture
gained from i. Quantum m echanics readily gives
Informm ation on individual Jkvels or Jevel statistics,
w hich arehard to derive sam iclassically. Butthe ex—

A GEOMETRICAL QUANTITIESOF THE PO

permm entally im portant long-range correlations of
levels, lrading to shells and supershells, are very
easy to explain sam iclassically. For a qualitative
description of the shell structure just one or two
classical periodic orbis are su cient. In strong

elds the singlke oscillation of the cyclotron orbits
dom Inates and the ooherent superposition of the
strongest skijpping orbits gives rise to additional
an all structures with much an aller spacing. For

eld strengthsw ith R <R the skipping orbits formm
coherently thewhjsperﬁg gallery m ode, which gives
rise to a single oscillation of the level density. In
weak elds, the Interference between the diam eter
and the triangular orbit dom inatesthe leveldensity.
A quantitative sem iclassical description is already
possible ncluding between 10 and 20 orbits. Fu-
ture studies w ill be ain ed at a rigorous treatm ent
of the orbit bifurcations and an in plem entation of
di ractive e ects.
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A G eom etrical quantities of the
PO

T he geom etrical ¥engths ¢, d, and s and the an—
glks , ,and’ sketched in Fjg.ﬂcan be expressed
in temm s of the classical cyclotron radius R, the
disk radiisR and the classi cation param eter =

v;w) as follow s:
s
= — 7
v
. R |
= arcsih — sin ;
8 C
2 + =2 for(";R.>R)
o= + + =2 for ( ";Rc.<R)
: + =2 for( ) ;
c = Roos’ ;
q
s = RS2 R2si?



$ Roos j or *
d = 18
s+ R cos for : 18)

B Evaluating the PO sum

Seam iclassical trace form ulas are asym ptotic series
w ith non trivial convergence properties, so that they
cannotbe sum m ed up straightforwardly. Frequently
the G aussian sm oothing technique is used, which
approxin ates the level density folded w ith a G aus—
sian by the trace form ula where the am plitudes are
dam ped by an additional G aussian) factor. This
approach is lin ited to G aussian line shapes and
to an oothing of the lkvel density in k. In this
Appendix we Introduce a m ore general approach,

w hich can dealw ith arbitrary line shapesand an ooth—

Ing variables. W e w ill also state explicitly the con—
ditions for the approxin ation to be valid.

T he general form of a trace form ula is given by

X s E®) .
E)e"r 2 (19)

where is a onedin ensional classi cation of the
classical periodic orbits. Ifthere is a generalized en—
ergy e £ ), and functionsG ( ;E ) and ~ G ), which
ful 11
S &)
h 2

we can rew rite the trace omula as

~G) @0)

X .
g = A, (G)e™ 1)

G

Rescaling G we can always ocbtain G 2 N; the

rescaling factors should be ncluded In A, (€;G ). Let

us rstassum ethatA , factorizes In term sthat only

depend on the generalized energy e and the classi-
cation variabl G :

Az@G)=RAg G)Acl) : @2)

Approxin ating Eqg. ) by an integral
Z

g A Ag
G

G)e*Cdc ©3)

gives (apart from nom alization constants) the os—
cillating part of the level density g as the Fourier
transform ofAg G):

g 2 Ac@F Rhg G)] : @4)
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For an arbirary window function F (G) we get, us-
ing the wellkknown ©lding theoram ,
Z

F G)A, (€;G)e*® de
G

g) fE : @5

Here f (e) denotes the Fourder transform of F G)

and \ " stands for the convolution integral. T here-
fore we have
X S E)
d = FGA E)e"rn ' 2 ge) f@E;
(26)

where o denotes the trace orm ula w ith dam ped
am plitudes. This relation show s that folding the
sam iclassical kevel density with a an oothing func—
tion f (€) is equivalent to a multiplication of the
am plitudes w ith a window function F (G ). Unfor-
tunately the restrictions of Egs. Q) and £3) are
quite severe and often prevent the application of
Eqg. @). W ih two additional approxim ations we
can relax these restrictions. In the general case
Eqg. @) isviolted and wem ay just separate out a
com m on dependence of the am plitudes on e:

AyE€G)=A;c &©&G)Acl@ : 27)

In this case Eq. @) is still a good approxin ation
ifAg (€;G) issu cintly slow Iy varying In e. Ifwe

denote the characteristic width of £ () with , this
m eansthat Ag (€;G ) hasto be nearly constant over
a region 1n e. If, on the other hand, there are no
finctions e® ) and G € ; ) that il 1Eq. (®0), a

local expansion of the action S in powers of e can
beused:

5_58) i Gceme otoe o

@8)

h  h
If this approxin ation is good In a region In e w der
than the typical width of the am oothing func-
tion, Eq. @§) stillholds. In the general case G is
therefore given by the rstderivative ofthe classical
action w ith respect to e:

_1as 29
GE)= hde . 29)
W ith e = E, hG is the period T of the orbit, so
that we refer to hG as the quasiperiod. For system s
w ith constant absolute velocity along the orbit (this
holds egpecially for billiards), we get for the choice

e=k

ds ds dE kh?
de dE dk m
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where L is the geom etrical orbit length. Putting
all approxin ations together, we have shown that
dam ping the am plitudes in the trace form ula w ith
aw indow function dependingon G gives an approx—
In ation forthe leveldensity folded w ith the Fourdier
transform of the w ndow function used:

g f () g : (30)

This is the m ain resul of this Appendix. The ap—
proxin ation holds if in a region w ider than the typ—

icalwidth  of the am oothing function the condi-
tions
S S@)t+ G () € @) (31)
and
A, (E;G) oconst (32)

are ful Iled. These condiions depend m ainly on
the behavior of the actions and am plitudes. In or—
der to m atch them , a welkadapted choice of the
generalized energy is essential. Note that for nar-
row gn oothing functions (sm all ), the conditions
are less restrictive. Therefore for a full quantiza—
tion the use of Eq. ) is often justi ed, whereas
for the calculation of the grossshell structure the
condiions Egs. @) and @) put tight lm its on
the use of the am plitude dam ping ansatz { which
m ight seem counter-ntuitive at rst sight.

W enow illustrate the resultw ith a sin ple exam —
pl. Pure billiard system s are those where the the
action along the orbits scales w ith the wave num —
ber: S = hk
is independent of the energy. Setting

S

2m E
h2

eE)=k= and G()=L ; (33

Eq. @) is ful led trivially. IfEq. @) is alo
m atched, then the use ofa window function F de—
pending on the orbit length L isequivalent to a fold-
Ing ofthe keveldensity in k. U sing a G aussian w In—
dow function we get a G aussian sn oothing of the
level density in k space. This is the technique fre-
quently applied when evaluating trace form ulas for
billiard system s. E quation ) is som ew hat m ore
general, as it is not restricted to billiard system s
nor to specialw indow functions. It m akes (at least
In principle) the calculation of arbitrary line shapes
wihin the PO T possble. It can also beused foran
estin ation ofthee ectsofa (num erical) truncation
of the trace form ula, which can be thought ofas a
specialw indow function.M ore in portant, how ever,

L, and L, the geom etric orbit length,

REFERENCES

are Egs. ) and @), w hich give the lim its of va—
lidiy of the am plitude dam ping form ula @) .

B .1l Evaluation for the circular billiard

W ewant to apply the considerations ofthe last sec—
tion on the circular billiard. T he natural choice for
the generalized energy is k. Then the quasiperiod
is the geom etrical orbit length, given by

(

2 2 for (" ;R.< R
G =vr £ (TiRc<R) (34)
2 otherw ise.

Note that ©PrR. > R Wweak elds) G is Indepen-—
dent of the direction ofm otion

For com puting the trace form ula we have to choose
an appropriate window function. As we want to
com pare the sem iclassical result w ith the exact quan—
tum -m echanicalone, we Jook fora w indow flunction
that can be Fourder transform ed analytically. The
usual G aussian is nonzero for allG and has to be
truncated, being thus no longer analytically Fourier
transform able. W e used a triangular w indow in—
stead, which m atches all our dem ands. In order to
m ake our results com parable w ith the usualG aus-
sian sm oothing, we characterize the w indow func—
tion wih a param eter ~, which corresponds to the
variance of a Gaussian exp[ 1=2 (k=~?] w ith the
sam e halfw dth.

W e still have to check if the conditions {31)

and @) hold. They depend on the behavior of the
am plitudes that are plotted in F ig.[L§. At the bifir-
cation points the orbit am plitudes diverge, so that
Eqg. @) isviolated. Forthe evaluation in the corre—
soonding regions we have therefore used a num er-
ical folding procedure and evaluated directly the
right-hand-side of Eq. 80).
For the cyclotron orbits discussed in Sec.@ we get
G=n 2RandA = (QEg) 'l R=R)? whih
is slow Iy varying in the whole energy range. For
the cyclotron orbits, approxin ation {3() is there-
fore justi ed orall® and B .
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