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B ogoliubov -de G ennes versus Q uasiclassicaldescription ofJosephson structures
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(D ated:15 D ecem ber2001)

Theapplicability ofthequasiclassicaltheory ofsuperconductivity in Josephson m ulti-layerstruc-

tures is analyzed. The quasiclassicalapproach is com pared with the exact theory based on the

Bogoliubov -de G ennesequation.The angle and energy resolved (coarse-grain)currentsare calcu-

lated using both techniques.Itisshown thatthetwo approachesagreein SIS
0
IS

00
geom etriesafter

the coarse-grain averaging. A quantitative discrepancy,which exceeds the quasiclassicalaccuracy,

isobserved when three orm ore interfacesare present.The invalidity ofthe quasiclassicaltheory is

attributed to the presence ofclosed trajectoriesform ed by sequentialreectionson the interfaces.

PACS num bers:74.80.D m ,74.80.-g,74.50.+ r,74.20.Fg

Studying charge current through weak links, the

Josephson e�ect,isoneofthem ostim portantpartofsu-

perconductivity,both theory and experim ent1,2.Besides

generalinterest,thisproblem isim portantforengineer-

ing the num erousdevicesbased on the Josephson e�ect.

TheJosephson e�ectrevealsitselfin tunneling junctions

as wellas m ore com plex m esoscopic structures built of

superconducting and norm allayers. A m ajor part of

thetheoreticalresultsin this�eld hasbeen obtained us-

ingthem ethod ofquasiclassicalG reen’sfunctions3,4,5,6,7.

The advantage ofthis generalm ethod is that disorder

and inelasticprocessescan beconveniently incorporated

into thetheory.In a ballisticcase,onecan apply a m ore

sim pletechnique8,9 based on theBogoliubov -deG ennes

(BdG )equation10.A strong sideoftheBdG -approach is

thatitis valid fordescription ofthe interface reection

and transm ission,wherethepotentialvarieson a m icro-

scopic length and the quasiclassicaltheory in its origi-

nalform fails. As shown by Zaitsev11,an isolated par-

tiallytransparentinterfacecan betaken intoaccountbya

properboundary condition forthequasiclassicalG reen’s

functions. Recently,there hasbeen considerable techni-

calprogresswheretheboundary condition isform ulated

usingtheSchopohl-M akiparam eterization12 ofthequasi-

classicalG reen’sfunction13,orin term sofe�ectivewave

functions14,15. However, it has been argued16,17 that

these boundary conditions m ay give a wrong result in

thecasewhen a coherentscattering by severalinterfaces

takesplace.Itisshown in Ref.16 thatthe quasiclassical

density ofstates ofa SS0 sandwich disagrees with the

\exact" one,found from the G or’kov equation.The dis-

agreem enthasbeen attributed in Ref.17 to the presence

ofclosed trajectoriesform ed by sequentialreectionsby

the interface and the outerboundariesofthe sandwich.

In particular,thecorrection to thequasiclassicalG reen’s

function duetotheloop-liketrajectoriesviolatesthenor-

m alization condition,which isan essentialelem entofthe

quasiclassicaltechnique. In thispaper,we extend these

resultsto the case ofan open geom etry and analyse ap-

plicability ofthe quasiclassicaltheory to the Josephson

e�ectin a m ulti-layerm esoscopicstructure.

The quasiclassical theory is a sim pli�ed version of

the \exact" theory of superconductivity based on the

G or’kov G reen’sfunction form alism .The m ain assum p-

tion m adein thecourseofitsderivation isthatthepoten-

tialsvary slowly on the Ferm iwavelength �F = 2�=pF ,

pF being the Ferm i m om entum , that is the param e-

ter �F =�0 is sm all, where �0 is the coherence length

(�0 � vF =�,vF isthe Ferm ivelocity).The question we

addressin thispaperiswhetherthere arecorrectionsto

thetheory which arenotcontrolled by thequasiclassical

param eter�F =�0 � 1.

To judge ifthe quasiclassicalapproach givesvalid re-

sults,wecom pareitspredictionswith thesolution to the

BdG equation.In theclean caseofthem ean-�eld theory,

theBdG approach isfully equivalenttotheG reen’sfunc-

tion m ethod,which isthestartingpointtothederivation

ofthe quasiclassicalapproxim ation. For this reason we

considertheBdG solutionsas\exact" forthepurposeof

the com parison. M ore speci�cally,we considera m ulti-

layerSS0S00:::structureshown in Fig.1and calculatethe

angle and energy resolved partialcurrentj(�;"),where

� isthe angleofincidence and " isthe energy ofthe ex-

citation propagating through the m ulti-layer structure.

Com paring the results ofthe two approaches,we m ake

our conclusions on the validity ofthe quasiclassicalap-

proxim ation.

As discussed in detailin Ref.16,17,one cannot m ake

any conclusionscom paring directly jB dG (�;"),evaluated

from the BdG -equation with its quasiclassicalcounter-

part jqc(�;"). The point is that in the BdG approach,

the incident particle is taken as a plane wave with pre-

cisely de�ned wave vector whereas in the quasiclassical

approach onedealswith classicaltrajectories,wherethe

m om entum in thedirection perpendicularto thevelocity

hasquantum uncertainty.The in�nitely extended plane

wave su�ers m ultiple reections on the interfaces,and

the reected/transm itted waves inevitably interfere be-

causeofthe in�nite extension.The interferenceleadsto

an intricate picture ofFabry-Perot like resonances and

a �ne structure in the angle dependence on the scale

�� � �F =a where a is the layer width. To illustrate

thispoint,weshow in Fig.2 angle-energy resolved jB dG

current through a SISIS-system ofsuperconductors (S)

separated by twobarriers(I)in a narrow region ofangles

(theBdG calculationsaredoneby them ethod presented

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0201199v1
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FIG .1: A planar,m ulti-layerstructure consisting ofN lay-

ersseparated by barriersand sandwiched by half-in�niteelec-

trodes.Thecom plex orderparam eterdenoted � 0;:::;� N + 1

are considered as inputs. It is assum ed that each layer is

connected to an independentcurrentsource I0;I1 :::so that

one achievesany given distribution ofthe phase ofthe order

param eterswithoutviolation ofthe currentconservation .

-0.1
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0.1

0.78 0.79
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)
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FIG .2: Angleresolved currentin aSISIS structureasafunc-

tion ofangle �.The energy "= 1:2� 0.The orderparam eter

in theleftm ostsuperconductoris� 0.Theorderparam etersin

the nextlayersread � 1 = e
i�=4

� 0;� 2 = i� 0.The thickness

ofthe internallayerisa = vF =� 0.The interface transparen-

ciesT1 = 0:1;T2 = 0:5. The dashed and solid linesshow the

BdG jB dG and the quasiclassicalcurrentjqc,respectively.

below,seealso18).The \exact" currentshowsrapid and

strong uctuationsin theregion wherethequasiclassical

currentisalm osta constant.However,on alargescaleof

angles,jB dG averaged in a sm allangle window (coarse-

grain current)isa sm ooth function.Asdiscussed in16,17,

the coarse-grain averaging is equivalentto building sta-

tionary wavepackets,peaked on classicaltrajectories,on

which the quasiclassicaltheory is form ulated. It is on

thislow resolution levelwherethequasiclassicaland ex-

act theory are expected to agree with each other. For

these reasons,we use only coarse-grain BdG -currentfor

com parison with the quasiclassicaltheory. Forde�nite-

ness,wecalculatethecurrentattheleftm ostinterfaceof

the m ulti-layerstructure.

In principle, the coarse-grain averaging can be per-

form ed analytically applying the path length expansion

m ethod ofRef.17. (In case ofa double-layer,the aver-

aging can be done directly with the resultexpressed via

the elliptic integrals19,20.) Nevertheless,we perform the

averagingby a num ericalintegration to avoid lengthy al-

gebra.

The paper is organized as follows. In Sect.I we dis-

cuss solutions to the Bogolubov - de G ennes equation.

In Sect.IA,we build plane wavesand then,in Sect.IB,

weintroducethescatteringS-m atrix.In Sect.IC,weex-

pressthe BdG currentvia the elem entsofthe S-m atrix.

Them ethod which weuseto evaluatethe currentin the

quasiclassicaltechnique ispresented in Sect.II. Num eri-

calresultsareshown in Sect.III,and theirinterpretation

ispresented in Sect.IV. In Sect.V we discussvalidity of

ourresultsin m orerealistic m odels.Technicaldetailsof

the derivation arecollected in Appendices.

I. B O G O LU B O V -D E G EN N ES EQ U A T IO N

In this section, we consider the theory of m ulti-

layerstructure in the fram ework ofthe Bogoliubov -de

G ennesequation.Stationary two-com ponentwavefunc-

tion  (r)=
�
u

v

�
ofan excitation with the energy E sat-

is�esthe BdG -equation10,Ĥ  = E  ,

Ĥ =

�
�(p � e

c
A )+ V �

� � � �(p + e

c
A )� V

�

(1.1)

where�(p)=
p
2

2m
�

p
2

F

2m
,pF being the Ferm im om entum ,

V (r)isthe potentialenergy,�(r)isthe com plex order

param eter,and A (r)isthe m agneticvectorpotential.

Thechargecurrentdensity J can be found as

J = <

�

 
y
Ĵ 

�

(1.2)

where Ĵ = � c@Ĥ
@A

isthe currentoperator

Ĵ =
e

m

�

p � �̂z
e

c
A

�

; (1.3)

�z being the Paulim atrix.

The non-diagonalelem ents ofcurrent operator Ĵ(r),

h njĴ(r)j n0iareevaluated as

h njĴ(r)j n0i=
1

2

�

Ĵ n

�y
 n0 +

1

2
 
y
n

�

Ĵ n0

�

; (1.4)

In superconductors,the chargecurrentcreated by an el-

em entary excitation in a state  n is not a conserving

quantity,i.e. divJnn 6= 0. The charge conservation is

restored after the sum m ation over allthe BdG excita-

tions,provided the pairpotential� isself-consistent.

To take advantage ofthe unitarity property,one con-

siders the conserving quasiparticle current,jqp(r),cal-

culated with the help ofthe operator, ĵqp = @H

@p
,that

is

ĵ
qp =

1

m

�

�̂zp �
e

c
A

�

; (1.5)
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and

j
qp(r)= <  

y
ĵ
qp
 : (1.6)

The continuity equation

divj
qp = 0: (1.7)

followsfrom the BdG equation.

W e solve the BdG equation for the case ofa planar

structure shown in Fig.1. It is com posed of N layers

surrounded by two half-in�nite hom ogeneous supercon-

ductors. The com plex orderparam etersin each layeris

a constantwhich istaken asan independentinput.

Choosing the x axisperpendicularto the layerplane,

the partially transparentinterfacesare m odelled by the

�-function barrier

V =
�

m
�(x); (1.8)

where � isthe strength ofthe potential,m isthe m ass.

Below, we characterize the interface by the param e-

ters R = j�=(pF + i�)j2 and T (R + T = 1) which

have the m eaning ofthe reection coe�cient (R),and

transparency(T)forthe norm alincidence.

A . P lane w ave solutions

Due to the in-plane translationalinvariance,the solu-

tionscan be taken in the following form

	(r;pjj)= e
ipjj�r (x); (1.9)

where pjj is the in-plane m om entum ,and  obeys the

one-dim ensionalBdG equation.

First,weconsidertheplanewavesolution to theBdG

equation in each ofthelayerswhere� = constand V =

0.The function  (x)satis�esthe equation

�
�̂x �

� � � �̂x

�

 (x)= E  (x); (1.10)

where �̂x =

�

p̂2x + p2
jj
� p2F

�

=2m , and p̂x = � id=dx.

Eq.(1.10) has 4 linearly independent plane wave solu-

tions:

 ��(x)= e
i�p� x � ;� = � ;� = � (1.11)

wherethe m om entum p� isfound from (see Fig.3)

p� =

q

p2
F
� p2

jj
� 2m � ;< p� > 0 (1.12)

with

� =
p
E 2 � j�j2 : (1.13)

W echoosethebranch ofthesquarerootso that� > 0 at

E > j�jand =� > 0 when E < j�j

xp

||p

ν=+
σ=+

ν=+
σ=−

ν=−
σ=−

ν=−
σ=+

PF

e <− h −> h <− e −>

FIG .3: 4 linearly independent solutions to BdG equation.

Index � describes the type ofthe quasiparticle � = + is the

electron-likeand � = �thehole-like excitation;� de�nesthe

sign ofthe x�com ponent ofthe m om entum . As shown by

arrows,the excitation propagates to the right if� �� = + 1,

and to the leftotherwise.

The two-com ponent am plitudes  � found from

Eq.(1.10) with �̂x substituted for �,m ay be chosen in

the following form

 + =
1

c

�
1

a

�

;  � =
1

c

�
b

1

�

(1.14)

where

a =
� �

E + �
; b=

�

E + �
; c=

s

2�

E + �
; (1.15)

(c=
p
1� ab). These expressionsare applicable forany

energy E including thegap region E < j�j.O utsidethe

gap,b= a�.

Theam plitudesarenorm alized to the unitux,i.e.

 
y

� �̂z � = � 1 ; E > j�j: (1.16)

Note the orthogonality relation (outside the gap),

 
y

� �̂z � = 0,in agreem entwith thecurrentconservation

in Eq.(1.7). Forany E ,the determ inantofthe m atrix

[ + ; � ]thecolum nsofwhich are + and  � ,equalsto

unity (in otherwords, T
+ î�y � = 1).

Forfutureneeds,wede�neconjugated am plitudes z�,

 
z
� � � �  

T
�� i�̂y ; (1.17)

which posses useful properties of orthonorm ality and

com pleteness:

 
z
� �0 = ���0 ;

X

�

 � 
z
� = 1̂ (1.18)

where 1̂ istheunit2� 2 m atrix.O utsidethegap,where

 z
� = �  y� �̂z,theorthonorm ality expressesthequasipar-

ticle currentconservation.
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The physicalm eaning ofthe quantum num bers� and

� isclear:in accordancewith thesign oftheprobability

ux Eq.(1.16),the excitationswith � = 1 are electron-

like whereas the states � = � 1 are hole-like. The pa-

ram eter � shows the direction ofthe m om entum . The

excitations for which the product �� equals to + 1 (-

1) propagate in the positive (negative) direction ofthe

x� axis.

B . T he scattering m atrix

To introducethe scattering m atrix,we�rstde�ne the

in-com ing and out-going free states,the am plitudes of

which are related by the S-m atrix. W e num ber the in-

com ing planewavestatesin the following way:

j1i
(0)

in = 	
(L )

+ + ; j2i
(0)

in = 	
(L )

��

j3i
(0)

in
= 	

(R )

+ � ; j4i
(0)

in
= 	

(R )

�+ :
(1.19)

Asbefore,the�rstofthelowerindicesof	’sspeci�esthe

electron-holedegreeoffreedom (\+ " forelectron,and \-

" forhole)and thesecond oneshowsthedirection ofthe

m om entum � = � ;the upperindex L orR speci�esthe

initiallocation ofthe excitation on the leftorrightside

ofthe structure.The out-going statesare

j1i
(0)

out = 	
(L )

+ � ; j2i
(0)

out = 	
(L )

�+

j3i
(0)

out = 	
(R )

+ + ; j4i
(0)

out = 	
(R )

�� :
(1.20)

The basiswavefunction read

	 �� =

r
m

2�p�
e
i�p� x+ ipjj�r � ; (1.21)

with  � from Eq.(1.14),these function are norm alised

to �(pjj� p0
jj
)�(E � E0).

In theL-orR-regionsoffreem otion,thesolutiontothe

BdG equation,jii,corresponding to the incident quasi-

particlein the statejii
(0)

in can be presented as

jii= jii
(0)

in
+

4X

f= 1

Sfijki
(0)

out : (1.22)

These equations with i = 1;:::;4 de�ne the 4 � 4 S-

m atrix. The m ethod which allows us to evaluate the

elem entsofS-m atrix ispresented in Appendix A.

C . T he B dG current

Expressed via the distribution function ofthe excita-

tionsni(E ),
�
whereE istheenergy and i= 1;:::;4 and

E isthequantum num berintroduced in Eq.(1.22)
�
,the

chargecurrentin the x� direction reads10

J(x)=

Z

dpjj

1Z

0

dE

4X

i= 1

(2ni(E )� 1)hi;E ĵJ(x)ji;E i;

(1.23)

Ĵ(x) being the current operator Eq.(1.3). W e restrict

ourselfto the sim plestcase where the distribution func-

tion dependsonly on energy,i.e. ni(E )= n(E ). Then,

the currentcan be written as

J(x)=

Z

dpjj

1Z

0

dE (2n(E )� 1)J(E ;pjj;x) (1.24)

wherethepartialcurrentdensity,J(E ;pjj;x)atthepoint

x,is

J(E ;pjj;x)=

4X

i= 1

hi;E jĴ(x)ji;E i (1.25)

To evaluate the currentin the leftorrightelectrodes,

we substitute jiifrom Eq.(1.22),and take into account

the unitarity property,
4P

i= 1

S�
f0i
Sfi = �f0f.W e get

J(E ;pjj;x)= J
(0)

E
(x)+ 2<

4X

i;f= 1

S
�
fiJ

(0)

fi
(x) (1.26)

where J
(0)

E
(x) =

4P

k= 1

Jkk(x): here sum m ation is per-

form ed overthe4 planewavestatesFig.3 on theleftor

rightsideofthestructure.Them eaning ofJ
(0)

E
isthatit

would givethe(partial)currentin theleftorrightregion

ifthe plane wave states with the given energy E were

equally occupied.Thisisthecontribution to thecurrent

which produces the bulk supercurrent 2eN svs. In our

case,JE = 0 since the phase ofthe order param eter is

assum ed to be a constantwithin the outsideregions.

The second term in the righthand side ofEq.(1.26)

is due to the interference ofthe incom ing and outgoing

waves. Considering for de�niteness the left region,the

initialstates i = 1;2 interfere with the �nalf = 3;4

states. For the energy E outside the gap,J
(0)

fi
is other

than zero only ifi= 1;f = 2 ori= 2;f = 1 (i.e.forthe

interference with the Andreev reected particle). The

partialcurrentdensity J(E ;pjj)atthepointadjacentto

the �rstinterface,i.e.atx = 0� reads

J(E ;pjj)= 2<

�

S
�
21J

(0)

41 (0
� )+ S

�
12J

(0)

32 (0
� )

�

: (1.27)

Calculating the current m atrix elem ents Eq.(A3) with

theam plitudesin Eqs.(1.14),and (A8),onederivesfrom

Eq.(1.27)that

J(E ;pjj)=
1

�
<
1

�
(S21 � 0 � S12 �

�
0) ; E > j� 0j:

(1.28)

where � 0 is the order param eter in the left electrode

(see Fig. 1)21. The scattering m atrix is calculated by

the transferm atrix m ethod asdescribed in Section A.

Eq.(1.28)givestheBdG currentcarried by planewave

stateswith de�nite value ofpjj. This quantity strongly
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uctuates(seee.g.Fig.2)asa function oftheincidence

angle�,pjj= pF sin� in the region �� � 1=(pF a),a be-

ingtypicalinterlayerdistance.Tocom etothetrajectory-

likepicture,oneperform saveragingin a region ofangles

� ��. It is the coarse-grain current which should be

com pared with the currentdensity found from the qua-

siclassicaltechnique.

II. Q U A SIC LA SSIC A L C U R R EN T

In the quasiclassicaltechnique,,the currentdensity j

reads4:

j=

Z

d"
d
n

4�
jn(")(1� 2n(")) ; (2.1)

where " is energy and n a unit vector which shows the

direction ofthem om entum ,n(")isthedistribution func-

tion,and the angularand energy resolved currentjn(")

isfound as

jn(")= vF n Re
�
g
R
n
(")

�

11
; (2.2)

where vF is the Ferm ivelocity and gR
n
is the retarded

quasiclassicalG reen’sfunction (see e.g. Ref.14 fornota-

tion). For a given energy " and a parallelm om entum

pjj,the x com ponent ofthe current along the x axis is

sum ofthecontributionsjn1
+ jn

10
,where(n1)x = cos�

and (n10)x = � cos� with � being the angle of the

trajectory de�ned as sin� = pjj=pF . In order to com -

pare the current with Eq.(1.28), we change the inte-

gration in Eq.(2.1) as follows:
R
d
n $

R
dpjj=pF and

R1
�1

d" $ 2
R1
0

d". The corresponding partialcurrent

then reads

jpjj(")= vF
pjj

pF
Re

�

g
R
n1
� g

R
n
10

�

11
; (2.3)

j=

1Z

0

d"

1Z

0

dpjj

pF
jpjj(")(1� 2n(")) ; (2.4)

wheretheG reen’sfunctionsaretaken atthesam espace

point,e.g.atthe interfaceshown on Fig.4a.

To evaluate the G reen’s function g (= gR ), we use

the m ethod ofRef. 14,16 and expressthe 2� 2 m atrix

g via two-com ponent \wave functions" �� on classical

trajectories:

g =
2

N
�+ �� � 1 ; N = �� �+ ; (2.5)

where� = � i�T �y.Theseam plitudesobey Andreev-like

equation on classicaltrajectories (see14,16)). The index

� denotessolutionswith di�erentasym ptoticbehaviour:

the am plitude �+ ! 0 for the trajectory coordinate x

going to + in�nity:x ! 1 ,and �� ! 0 forx ! � 1 .

The Andreev equation needs a boundary condition

when the trajectory hitsan interfaceand ballisticpieces

of trajectories are tied by a \knot", see Fig.4a. The

n
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FIG .4: (a) (b)

The m ulti-layer structure consisting of N superconducting

layerssurrounded by 2 half-in�nitesuperconductors.Theor-

der param eters are � 0;���;� N + 1,the interface transparen-

cies are T1;���;TN + 1, and the thicknesses of the layers

a1;���;aN .(a)Scattering on thei’th interfacewith thetrans-

parency Ti.Theangle ofthetrajectory is�.(b)Thezig-zag

trajectory inside ofi’th superconducting layerwith theorder

param eter� i.D ueto thetranslationalsym m etry arecertain

partsofthe trajectory equivalent,e.g.1 $ �1,2 $ �2,���.

boundary condition can be form ulated via the transfer

m atrix M j0 j
14,

�j0 = M j0 j�j : (2.6)

which relatesthe wave function on the incom ing trajec-

tory j to that on the outgoing trajectory j0; here and

below,jdenoteincom ingchannels,whereasj0istheout-

going reected one,e.g. j = 1i and j0 = 10i on Fig.4a.

The \knot" transferm atrix M j0 j isexpressed in term s

of\acrossknot"G reen’sfunction gk0�k which dependson

the am plitudes �� in the channels on the other side of

the interface14

M 10
i
 1i =

1+ R

2r�

�

1�
T

1+ R
g20

i
�2i

�

; (2.7)

g20
i
�2i =

2

N
�(20

i
)+ �(2i)� � 1 ; (2.8)

N = �(2i)� �(2
0
i
)+ ; (2.9)

where T and R = jrj2 are the transm ission and the re-

ection probabilities. The indices1i and 2i referto the

channels on the other side of an interface, see Fig.4a.

Accordingto Eq.(2.8)the\plus"am plitude�+ isneeded

only in theoutgoingchannelsand the\m inus"am plitude

�� in the incom ing ones.

In orderto �nd the G reen’sfunction in one ofthe ex-

ternalchannels(channelswhich lead to the in�nity)we

need to calculate the am plitudes�(j)+ and �(j0)� in the

channelsinsideofthestructure.To�nd theseam plitudes

itisconvenienttointroducethetotaltransferm atrix M .

Ifone considersthe periodic zig-zag trajectory inside of

i’th layer,see Fig.4b the M is de�ned as the operator

connecting thecorresponding parts,forexam plethetra-

jectories(2i)and (�2i)or(2
0
i)and (

�20i).Thetotaltransfer

m atricesin the i’th layershown on Fig.4b read

M �2i 2i
= UiM 10

i+ 1
 1i+ 1

UiM 20
i
 2i ; (2.10)
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M �20
i
 20

i

= M �20
i
 �2i

UiM 10
i+ 1

 1i+ 1
Ui ; (2.11)

Ui = 11cos
�iai

vF cos�
+ îg0 sin

�iai

vF cos�
;(2.12)

ĝ0 =
1

�i

�
" � �i
� �
i � "

�

; (2.13)

where Ui isthe propagatoracrossthe i’th layer14,�2i =

"2 � j�ij
2;Im � > 0 and Mj0 j is the \across knot"

transferm atrix. The transferm atricesM �1i+ 1 1i+ 1
and

M �10
i+ 1

 10
i+ 1

are found in the sam e way. As shown in

Ref.14 the quasiclassicalG reen’sfunction isfound as

gj =
M �j j � 111

2
TrM �j j

q
�
M �j j � 111

2
TrM �j j

�2
: (2.14)

Forexam ple ifwe wantto calculate G reen’sfunction in

the channel(2i) we �rst �nd the totaltransfer m atrix

M �2i 2i
connecting�’sin channels(2i)and (�2i)and then

wecalculateg(2i) from Eq.(2.14).

W hen the quasiclassical G reen’s functions

g(2i);g(20
i
);g(1i+ 1) and g(10

i+ 1
) are known in each layer,

one can invert Eq.(2.5) and calculate the am plitudes

�(2i)� ;�(20
i
)+ ;�(1i+ 1)� and �(10

i+ 1
)+ :

�(j0)+ =

�
1� (gj0)22
(gj0)21

�

; (2.15)

�(j)� =

�
� (gj)12
1� (gj)22

�

: (2.16)

Using Eqs.(2.5-2.16)wecan writedown thefollowing it-

erativeprocedure:

1.Setalltheknotvaluesoftheam plitudes�� in the

incom ingchannelsand �+ in theoutgoingchannels

to the bulk values

�(10
i
)+ = �(20

i
)+ =

 
1
�

�
i

"+ �i

!

; (2.17)

�(1i)� = �(2i)� =

�
� i

"+ �i

1

�

; (2.18)

where � i isthe orderparam eterin the i’th layer,

and �2i = "2 � j�ij
2.

2.Usingthevaluesoftheam plitudes�� ,the\across-

knot" G reen’s functions g20
i
�2i and g10

i+ 1
�1i+ 1

are

constructed from Eq.(2.8).

3.The \across-knot" G reen’s functions are substi-

tuted into Eq.(2.7) to calculate the knot transfer

m atricesM j0 j,wherehereand below indexjstays

for1i or2i in i’th layer.

4.Thetotaltransferm atricesM �j j and M �j0 j0 are

calculated using Eqs.(2.10-2.11)in alllayers.

-0.05

0

0.05

0.1

1 1.5 2

<
j(ε

,θ
)>

ε/∆0

FIG .5: Angle resolved currentin SISIS structure averaged

over sm allrange ofd� = 0:09 as a function ofenergy. The

angle ofincidence � = �=4. The solid and dashed linesshow

for the quasiclassicaland coarse-grain BdG current,respec-

tively. The bars show the uctuation ofthe high-resolution

BdG currentaround its average value. The orderparam eter

in the leftm ost superconductoris� 0. The orderparam eters

in the nextlayers read � 1 = e
i�=4

� 0;� 2 = i� 0. The inter-

face transparencies T1 = 0:1;T2 = 0:5. the thickness ofthe

layera = vF =� 0.

5.Using thevaluesofthetotaltransferm atricesfrom

step 4.the quasiclassicalG reen’sfunctionsgj and

gj0 arefound from Eq.(2.14).

6.AtthisstagethequasiclassicalG reen’sfunction gj
and gj0 areknown in alllayersand the am plitudes

�(j)� and �(j0)+ can be evaluated using Eq.(2.15-

2.16).

7.Continue from point 2. untilthe convergence is

reached.

After the last iteration the internalam plitudes �(j)�
and �(j0)+ are known and one constructs the \knot"

transfer m atrix M 10 1 on the leftm ost external inter-

face.Since�(10)+ and �(1)� arethebulk superconductor

am plitudes (see Eqs.(2.17-2.18))one calculates also the

G reen’s functions g(1), g(10) and the partialcurrent in

Eq.(2.3).

III. R ESU LT S

In this section we present results ofthe calculations

for typicalparam eters ofthe m ulti-layer structure such

as distribution ofthe order param eter,thicknesses and

num berlayers(barriers),and thestrength ofthebarriers.

Thicknessesofthe layersare usually oforderofvF =� 0

where � 0 is the gap in the leftm ost layer. The value

pF = 103� 0=vF ischosen forthe Ferm im om entum .

A typicalhigh resolution angular dependence ofthe

current jB dG (�) has been already shown in Fig. 2. As

expected,itdoesnothaveanyresem blancetothesm ooth

quasiclassicalbehaviour.However,afterthecoarsegrain

averaging,i.e.on alow resolution level,jB dG isin perfect
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0

0.1

0.78 0.79

j(θ
)

θ

FIG .6: Angle resolved current in a three-barrier structure

SISISIS as a function of angle � as found from the BdG

equation. The order param eter in the leftm ost supercon-

ductor is � 0. The order param eters in the next layers read

� 1 = i� 0;� 2 = �� 0;� 3 = �i� 0. The thicknesses ofthe

two internallayers a1 = vF =� 0;a2 = vF =� 0. The energy

" = 1:1� 0. The interface transparencies T1 = 0:1;T2 =

0:5;T3 = 0:5. The solid line corresponds to the quasiclas-

sicalcurrent,a constantin thisnarrow interval. The dashed

line showsthe BdG current.

agreem entwith quasiclassics,seeFig.5.The\error-bars"

in Fig.5 show the m ean square uctuation ofthe high

resolution currentaround itscoarse-grainaverage.In the

double-barrier case,the agreem ent exists for any angle

� and energy �, and for any set of param eters of the

structure,�’sand the barrier’sstrength.

Contrary,noticeabledeviationsfrom thequasiclassical

solutionsareseen when therearem orethan twobarriers.

Herewepresentresultsonly forthree-barrierstructures,

m ore com plicated system s show qualitatively sam e fea-

tures.

For a three-interface structure,a typicalhigh resolu-

tion angle dependence ofjB dG is shown in Fig. 6. In

Fig.7 we plot coarse-grain BdG -current together with

the quasiclassicalcurve forslightly di�erentgeom etries:

Fig.7(a)refersto a sym m etric case when the two inter-

nallayers have exactly the sam e thickness whereas in

7(b) the thicknesses are 10 percent di�erent from each

other.In theboth cases,oneseesa cleardeviation ofthe

quasiclassicalcurve from the \exact" one,the deviation

lesserin asym m etricgeom etry.

Forthesam egeom etriesand theorderparam eters,the

energy dependenceofthecurrentintegrated with respect

to the incident angle are shown in Fig.8. Disagreem ent

between the exact and quasiclassicalresults are clearly

seen,again strongerin the sym m etric case.

IV . D ISC U SSIO N

Theresultsoftheprevioussection clearly show thatin

som egeom etriesthequasiclassicaltheory doesnotrepro-

ducethe\exact" resultsderived from theBdG equation.

The two approachesagreeonly qualitatively.The quan-

0

0.1

0.2

1 1.5 2

<
j(ε

,θ
)>

ε/∆0

0

0.1

0.2

1 1.5 2

<
j(ε

,θ
)>

ε/∆0

FIG .7: (a) (b)

Angleresolved currentaveraged oversm allrangeofd� = 0:09

as a function of energy. The angle of incidence � = �=4.

Thesolid linestandsforthequasiclassicsand thedashed line

for the BdG current. The bars show how the BdG current

changes around its average value. The order param eter in

the leftm ost superconductoris� 0. The orderparam eters in

the nextlayersread � 1 = i� 0;� 2 = �� 0;� 3 = �i� 0. The

interface transparencies T1 = 0:1;T2 = 0:5;T3 = 0:1. (a)

Sym m etric case: the thicknesses of the two internallayers

a1 = vF =� 0;a2 = vF =� 0. (b) Non-sym m etric case: a1 =

0:9 vF =� 0;a2 = 1:1 vF =� 0.

0

0.1

0.2

1 1.5 2

j(ε
)

ε/∆0

0

0.1

0.2

1 1.5 2

j(ε
)

ε/∆0

FIG .8: (a) (b)

Thetotalcurrentasafunction ofenergy.Thesolid linestands

for the quasiclassicaland the dashed line for the BdG cur-

rent. The order param eter in the leftm ost superconductor

is � 0. The order param eters in the next layers read � 1 =

i� 0;� 2 = �� 0;� 3 = �i� 0. The interface transparencies

T1 = 0:1;T2 = 0:5;T3 = 0:1. (a) Sym m etric case: the thick-

nesses ofthe two internallayers a1 = vF =� 0;a2 = vF =� 0.

(b)Asym m etric case:a1 = 0:9 vF =� 0;a2 = 1:1 vF =� 0.

titative discrepancy m uch exceedsthe correctionsto the

quasiclassicaltheory oforderof1=pF a � �=pF vF which

one m ightexpect.Below,we presentourunderstanding

ofphysicsbehind the discrepancy.

As in ourearlierpapers14,16,17,we ascribe the failure

ofthequasiclassicaltheory to thepresenceofinterfering

pathsor,in otherwords,loop-liketrajectories.From this

point,thevalidity ofthequasiclassicaltheory in thetwo-

barriercase(seeFig.5)isin accordancewith ourexpecta-

tions.Indeed,in thissim plegeom etry,theclassicalpath

shown in Fig. 9a,is e�ectively one dim ensional(tree-

like trajectory in the term inology ofRef.14)in the sense

that there is only one path connecting any two points.

As discussed in Ref.14,one is then able to factorize the

fullpropagatorG (x;x0),x x0 labelling the pointson the

tree-like trajectory,as G (x;x0) = g(x;x0)exp[ipF Lxx0],

where Lxx0 is the length ofthe path along the tree-like

trajectory connecting x and x0,and g(x;x0) is a slowly

varying quasiclassical(2-point)G reen’sfunction.In this
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FIG .9: (a) (b)

Classicaltrajectories.Thetrajectory isbuiltofballisticpieces

\tied"by scattering on thetwointerfaces(knots).Thearrows

show thedirection ofthem om entum .Therearenointerfering

pathsin a double-layercase(a).Loopsexistin athree-barrier

system (b).

e h

e

e h

h

he

e h

h

1 2 3

h e

h

h e

e

e h

h

e

e

1 2 3

FIG .10: (a) (b)

Sim plest loop like paths contributing to the Andreev reec-

tion am plitude in a sym m etric double-barrierstructure.The

incom ing electron com es from the left and is reected as a

holeaftergoing around theloop anti-clockwise(a)and clock-

wise (b). Arrows on the continuous lines show the direction

ofm om entum .Letters\e" and \h" show thecharacterofthe

excitation { electron or hole. The arrows under the letters

show the direction ofpropagation.

case,derivation ofthe quasiclassicalequation does not

m eetany di�culty,and the theory givesvalid results.

Turning now to thesym m etricthree-barrierstructure,

thetrajectory isnotsim pletree-like(seeFig.9(b)):there

are loops and,therefore,interfering paths. Then, one

m ayexpectcorrectionstothequasiclassicaltheory,which

arenotcontrolled by thequasiclassicalparam eter17.The

origin ofthe correctionsand itsrelation to the existence

of loops, can be understood from the following sem i-

quantitativeargum ents.

In theBdG -picturethecurrentEq.(1.28)isexpressed

via the elem entofthe S-m atrix S12 thatisthe Andreev

reection am plitude Ae � S12. Scattering am plitudes

can bepresented asa sum ofpartialam plitudes,each of

which corresponds to a particular path ofthe particle.

Am ong others,there are closed paths shown in Fig.10.

Thecontribution A loops
e ofthepathsin Fig.10(a)and (b)

to the fullAndreev reection am plitude Ae isevaluated

in appendix B,

A
loops
e = A <

�

r1r
�
3e

2i(cos�pF (a1�a 2))
�

(4.1)

where A is a coe�cient de�ned in Eq.(B5),a1 (a2) is

the distance from the barrier 1 to barrier 2 (from 2 to

3);r1 and r3 are the am plitudes ofreection from the

barrier1 and 3 respectively.Notethatthissim plestloop

survivesthe coarse grain averaging only ifa1 � a2. W e

understand thelargerdeviation from quasiclassicsseen in

the sym m etric case com pared with an asym m etric one,

asdue to the contribution ofthe sim pleloop.

Theexistenceand im portanceofthiscontribution can

be checked exploiting the factthatitissensitive to the

phase ofthe reection coe�cientsand the length ofthe

path on the scale of1=pF . In Fig.11,we show the cur-

rentfordi�erentsignsofthebarrierstrength �3 = � j�3j,

changing the phase ofr3 = � i�3=(pF x + i�3))butleav-

ing the reection probability intact. In Fig.12,we plot

thechangeoftheexactand quasiclassicalcurrentsupon

tiny variation ofthe right layer thickness (correspond-

ing to �-change ofthe Ferm iphase factorin Eq.(4.1)).

W hile quasiclassicalcurrentrem ainsintact,clearly seen

changesareobserved in theexactcurrentwith theorder

ofm agnitude consistentwith Eq.(4.1).

To avoid confusion, we rem ind that we deal with

coarse-grain averaged currents, and therefore the ob-

served sensitivity tothethicknessand thephaseofreec-

tion has nothing to do with the size e�ects (due to the

com m ensurability ofthe thickness and the Ferm iwave

length) wellknown in the norm alcase. W e note also,

thattheloopsin Fig.10 do notexistin the norm alstate

because the electron-hole conversion on the interface 2

would notbe possible.

W eassertthattheloop contribution Eq.(4.1)ischiey

responsibleforthedeviationsfrom thequasiclassicalthe-

ory. O bviously,this contribution cannotbe grasped by

quasiclassicssince A loops
e issensitive to the phase ofthe

reection am plitudesr1 and r3,whereasthe quasiclassi-

calboundary condition11,13,14 contain only theprobabil-

ities jrj2 and jtj2. This is ourargum entsupporting our

interpretation ofthenum ericalresults.Notethatthein-

terpretation isconsistencewith the observation thatthe

deviation from quasiclassics are signi�cantly sm aller in

the asym m etric case Fig.8: There,the sim ple loopsare

absent and the deviations from the conventionalquasi-

classicscom efrom higherorderloops(likethatanalysed

in17).

V . C O N C LU SIO N S

In this paper we have exam ined the applicability of

quasiclassicaltheory fordescription ofm ultipleinterface

scatteringbycom paringquasiclassicalsolutionswith \ex-

act"ones,extracted from coarse-grainaveraged solutions

to theBogoliubov -deG ennesequation.W eseethatthe
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Quasiclassics
λ3<0
λ3>0

FIG .11: Angle resolved current averaged over sm allrange

of d� = 0:09 as a function of energy. The angle of inci-

dence � = �=4. The solid line stands for the quasiclassi-

calcurrent. The other two lines correspond to �3 positive

or negative. The order param eter in the leftm ost supercon-

ductor is � 0. The order param eters in the next layers read

� 1 = i� 0;� 2 = �� 0;� 3 = �i� 0.Theinterfacetransparen-

cies T1 = 0:5;T2 = 0:5;T3 = 0:5. The thicknessesofthe two

internallayersa1 = vF =� 0;a2 = vF =� 0.

-0.1
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0.1

1 1.5 2

<
dj

(ε
,θ

)>

ε/∆0

dJqc
dJBdG

FIG .12: Thedi�erencesbetween currentsin SSSS setupsdif-

fering only by thethicknessofthelastlayer.Thethicknesses

are a1 = a2 = vF =� 0 in the �rst case and a1 = vF =� 0 and

a2 = 1:002vF =� 0 in thesecond case.Theorderparam eterin

the leftm ost superconductoris� 0. The orderparam etersin

the nextlayersread � 1 = i� 0;� 2 = �� 0;� 3 = �i� 0. The

interface transparenciesT1 = 0:5;T2 = 0:5;T3 = 0:5.

two approaches agree in sim ple geom etries (one or two

interfaces) but show noticeable discrepancy when three

orm oreinterfacesarepresent.Thisgivesan exam pleof

a physicalsystem where quasiclassicaltechnique failsto

give quantitative description with itsexpected accuracy

� 1=pF �0. As we understand it,the failure ofthe qua-

siclassicaltheory occur when classicaltrajectories form

closed loops(interferingpaths)aftersequentialreection

and transm ission accom panied by electron-hole conver-

sion. Thisgivesadditionalsupportto the pointofview

ofRef.14 that the derivation ofthe quasiclassicaltech-

nique ispossible only underthe assum ption ofa sim ply

connected topology,tree-like,ofclassicaltrajectories.

The m ain goalofthispaperhasbeen to dem onstrate

theexistenceofnoticeabledeviationsfrom thequasiclas-

sicaltheory in conditions where one m ight expect it to

givefully reliable results.Forthispurpose we havecho-

sen the sim plest \exact" m ethod, the Bogoliubov - de

G ennesapproach,wherethesuperconductivity entersvia

the m ean-�eld orderparam eter�(r)and scattering due

to either im purity or surface roughnessis not included.

Itisnow tim e to discussto whatextentourresultsare

sensitiveto the sim pli�cations.

Thetruly \exact" theory of(phonon-m ediated)super-

conductivity,forwhich thequasiclassicaltechniqueisan

approxim ation,isthesetofG or’kov-Eliashbergequations

for disorderaveraged G reen’s function G"
22. The equa-

tion ofm otion,("� H")G" = 1,contains the operator

H " which hasthe sam estructureastheBogoliubov -de

G ennesHam iltonian Eq.(1.1),with theorderparam eter

replaced by the anom alous part ofthe electron-phonon

self-energy.Apartfrom the"-dependenceofH ",theonly

qualitativedi�erenceisthattheH" hasa non-Herm itian

partcom ing from the self-energies. The latteraccounts

fortheim purity and electron-phonon scatteringand,cor-

respondingly,fora �nite life tim e ofthe excitation with

a given m om entum ,�("){ the scattering-outtim e.Due

to the sim ilarity ofthe aboveoperators,the interference

contribution to observablesobtained with thehelp ofthe

G reen’sfunction technique orsim ple m inded m ean-�eld

Bogoliubov -de G ennes equation,would give sam e re-

sults. A �nite life tim e is the only im portant feature

m issing in the Bogoliubov - de G ennes approach,and

below wediscussitsrole.

Clearly,the interferenceofwaveshaving travelled dif-

ferent paths occurs ifonly the decay length is not too

sm allcom pared with the path lengths. By virtue ofthe

opticaltheorem ,thewavescorresponding to theballistic

trajectoriesdecays on the distance � vF �. In practice,

� is controlled by the bulk im purity scattering,so that

theloopsin Fig.10 m ay contributeonly iftheinterlayer

distancesarelessoroforderoftheim purity m ean path.

Asfarasinterfaceim perfection isconcerned,short-range

surface roughnessisexpected to play the role sim ilarto

thatofthebulk im purity scattering:Although theinter-

face reection becom es partially di�usive,the coherent

specular com ponent,with the intensity proportionalto

theFuchs’sparam eterP ,is�nite23,24.Thus,thepicture

oftrajectoriesas that shown in Fig. 10 rem ains m ean-

ingfulas wellas Eq.(4.1) ifcorresponding attenuation

factors are inserted. W e see that although m icroscopic

roughnessand bulk scattering suppress the interference

e�ect,itsurvivesdisorderaveragingifthedisorderisnot

too strong.

W hen a long-range roughness is present,that is the

layerthicknessesare slowly varying,the globalvalue of

theloop contribution in Eq.(4.1)averagesto zero (ifthe

thickness m odulation exceeds �F ). However,the inter-

ference ofpathsform ing the loopsissensitive m ainly to

thelocalvalueofthethicknesses,sothattheinterference

e�ectscan beseen in thespatialuctuationsofthelocal

current,which isam easurablequantity.In thequasiclas-
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sicaltheory,theroughnesswould revealitselfonly ofthe

thickness m odulation is som ehow com parable with the

coherence length. Since the loopsare sensitive to varia-

tionsofgeom etry on the scale of�F ,theircontribution

to the uctuations is expected to be m uch larger than

thatin the quasiclassicaltheory.

W e see thatthe deviation from the quasiclassicalthe-

ory due to the interference e�ects,although m ost pro-

nounced in theidealizedm odelexploited in thepaper,are

observablein realisticconditionsifthedisorderisnottoo

strong.Afterdisorderaveraging,theinterferencecontri-

bution is observable ifthe m ean free path exceeds the

interlayerdistanceand therough interfaceshavenottoo

sm allcoe�cientofthe specularreection.Detailanaly-

sisofthe loop contribution to m esoscopicuctuationsis

beyond the scopeofthe paper.

Apartfrom disorder,theinterferencecontribution m ay

be suppressed by energy integration. Indeed,the inte-

gration with theFerm i-Diracdistribution function corre-

sponding to thetem peratureT isequivalentto theM at-

subarasum m ation,thatisenergy variable"assum esdis-

creteim aginaryvalues,m ultiplesofi�T.Then,thewaves

decay on the length � �0,and,consequently,the loops

contributeto equilibrium propertiesonly ifthepathsare

shorterthan the coherencelength.

Sum m arizing,we have shown that the quasiclassical

technique failsin geom etrieswhere classicaltrajectories

form closed loops.In particular,thishappenswhen itis

applied totheJosephson m ulti-layerstructurewith num -

ber ofsem i-transparent interfaces larger than 2. This

conclusion does not underm ine the conventionalquasi-

classical technique but only lim its its applicability in

som e specialgeom etrieswhere the interference ofclassi-

calpathscannotbe neglected.W ithin the quasiclassical

approach,the interference can be incorporated into the

theory with thehelp ofthem ethod suggested in Ref.17.
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SC A T T ER IN G M A T R IC ES

TheBogoliubov-deG ennesequation isasecond-order

di�erentialequation.In theone-dim ensionalcaseconsid-

ered here,it can be reduced to the �rst order equation

foran \extended" wavefunctions	 which isbuiltofthe
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wavefunction  and itsderivative p̂ ,

	(x)=

�
 

p̂ 

�

x

; p̂ = � i
d

dx
: (A1)

Since hastwocom ponents,theextended wavefunction

isa 4-com ponentcolum n.

In term s of 	, the quasiparticle current density

Eq.(1.6)reads

j
qp =

1

2m
	 y
�̂z�̂x	 (A2)

where�x isthe Paulim atrix operating in the space �

p̂ ,and,asbefore,�̂z actsin the u � v space.

The chargecurrentEq.(1.3)can be found as

1

e
J =

1

2m
	 y
�̂x	 : (A3)

Theextendedwavefunction correspondingtotheplane

wavesin Eq.(1.11)havethe form

	 ��(x)=

r
m

�
e
i�p� x ��� (A4)

wherethe4-com ponentam plitudes��� m ay betaken as

��� =
1

p
2p�

�
 �

�p�  �

�

; (A5)

orin a m oreconciseform ,

��� =  � 
 ��;p� (A6)

where

��;p� =
1

p
2p�

�
1

�p�

�

: (A7)

The am plitudes ��� are norm alized to the probability

ux Eq.(A2)equalto 1=2m (forE > j�j);accordingly,

the plane waves in Eq.(A4) are norm alised to the �-

function ofenergy.

The conjugated am plitudes�z de�ned as

�z
�� =  

z
� 
 �

z
�;p�

where �
z
�;p�

=

r
p�

2

�

1;
�

p�

�

;

(A8)

(�z�;p = ��T�;p�̂x)satisfy the following orthogonality and

com pletenessrelations

�
z

�0�0��� = ��0���0� ;
X

�;�

����
z
�;� = 1̂1 : (A9)

Duetotheorthogonalityproperty,�z
�;� projectsagen-

eralsuperposition 	(x)totheplanewave	 �;�(x).Using

thisargum ent,oneconstructstheevolution operatorÛa,

a 4� 4 m atrix,which relatesthe wave functions atthe

pointsx and x + a,	(x)= Ûa	(x + a),

Ûa =
X

�;�

e
�i�p � a����

z
�� : (A10)

In them odelwherethepotentialbarrierV (x)separat-

ing the layersisa �� function,V (x)= �

m
�(x),the two-

com ponent wave function  (x) is continuous at x = 0,

whereasthe derivativessu�erthe jum p:  0j0+0� = � (0).

In term softhe extended wavefunction 	 Eq.(A1),the

interfacem atching condition reads

	 0� = D 	 0+ ; D =

�
1 0

2i� 1

�

: (A11)

Itisim plied in Eq.(A11)thateach m atrix elem entofD

ism ultiplied by theunitm atrix in theu� v spacesothat

D isactually a 4� 425.

The transfer m atrix, M , relates the extended wave

function,	 (L ),ontheleftsideofthem ulti-layerstructure

to thaton the rightside 	 (R ):

	 (L ) = M 	 (R )
: (A12)

Itisgiven by the ordered product,

M = D 1U1;2D 2 :::UN �1;N D N ; (A13)

ofthem atricesD k Eq.(A11)corresponding to thek� th

interface,k = 1;:::N ,and theevolution m atricesUk;k+ 1
accounting forthepropagation from thek+ 1-th to k-th

potentialbarrier.

The elem ents of the S-m atrix can be found via the

transferm atrix.Forthis,wetakeadvantageofthecom -

pletenessrelation in Eq.(A9)and presentM as

M =
X

� ;� 0

	 (L )
� M � � 0	

z(R )

� 0 (A14)

where we denote � the set(�;�)and �0 = (�0;�0). The

elem entsofthe m atrix M read

M � � 0 = 	 z(L )
� M 	

(R )

� 0 (A15)

where again � stands for (�;�) and 	�� and 	 �;� are

the 4-com ponentam plitudesEq.(A5)and Eq.(A8),re-

spectively. The m eaning ofthe M -m atrix is that it is

the transfer m atrix in the plane wave representation:

C
(L )
� =

P

� 0

M � � 0C
(R )
� where C ’s are the coe�cients in

the expansion 	 (L ;R ) =
P

�

C
(L ;R )
� 	

(L ;R )
� .

Presenting M ,found from Eqs.(A13),and (A15),in a

block form 26,

M =

�
A D

B C

�

; (A16)

the S-m atrix expressed via 2� 2 m atrices A;B ;C;and

D ,reads

S =

�
B A �1 C � B A�1 D

A �1 � A�1 D

�

(A17)

Them atrix elem entSkn givestheam plitudeofthescat-

tering from the n� th incom ing state listed in Eq.(1.19)

to the k-th �nalstate in Eq.(1.20).
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A P P EN D IX B :LO O P C O N T R IB U T IO N

To �nd contribution ofthe loops,we �rstanalyze the

elem entary processthatis the scattering on an isolated

barrier. Consider a single barrierin between two sem i-

in�nite hom ogeniuossuperconductorsleft(L),and right

(R).The barrierischaracterized by the reection r and

transm issionam plitudest.Asrequiredbyunitarity,rt�+

r�t= 0 and R + T = 1 whereR = jrj2;T = jtj2.Thefree

wavefunctionsarelisted in Eqs.(1.19),and (1.20).

The scattering m atrix calculated by the m ethod de-

scribed in in Appendix A,reads

S = 

0

B
@

r��� jtj2�� t�� r�t���

jtj2� r���� t�r��� t��

t� t�r��� r��� jtj2�

r�t��� t��� ��jtj2 r����

1

C
A : (B1)

where

� = �
 
(R )z

�  
(L )

+

 
(R )z

�  
(L )

�

;� = �
1

 
(L )z

+  
(R )

+

; =
1

1� jrj2���

(B2)

Electron ( 
(R ;L )

+ ) and hole ( 
(R ;L )

� ) wave functions are

de�ned in Eq.(1.14). By their physicalm eaning,� is

the am plitude ofthe Andreev reection on the SS’in-

terface in the absence ofbarrier,and � isthe transm is-

sion am plitudes. O utside the energy gap,��� + ��� =

0 ;���+ ��� = 1asrequiredbythequasiparticlecurrent

conservation,Asnosurprise,theS-m atrixinEq.(B1)has

the sam e structure asthatderived in Ref.8 forthe NIS

interface.

Theloop contribution to theAndreev reection Aloopse

is the sum A loops
e = A

(a)
e + A

(b)
e ofthe processesshown

in Fig.10(a)and (b).Theam plitudesofeach ofthe pro-

cesses is the product offactors accum ulated along the

path.The rulesto �nd the factorsareasfollows:

(i) The factorwhich correspondsto the ballistic part

ofthe trajectory is exp[i�p�jxf � xij]where p� is the

x� com ponentofthem om entum Eq.(1.12),� = � isthe

typeoftheexcitation (electron,\+ ",orhole,\� " ),and

xiand xf istheinitialand �nalvalueofthex-coordinate.

O necan provethisform ulatakingintoconsideration that

the electron propagates in the direction ofm om entum ,

and the hole in the opposite direction. (The phase ac-

cum ulated dueto a displacem entin thepjj-direction can

beom itted sincepjjisthesam eforalltheballisticpieces

and the path isclosed.)

(ii)Foran interface scattering event,the factoristhe

elem entofthe S-m atrix corresponding to the initialand

�nalstatesin Eq.(B1).

LookingatFig.10(a,b)and using theserules,onegets

A
(a)
e = S

(1)

23 e
ip+ a1S

(2)

14 e
�ip � a2S

(3)

22 e
�ip � a2S

(2)

41 e
ip+ a1S

(1)

31

A
(b)
e = S

(1)

24 e
�ip � a1S

(2)

23 e
ip+ a2S

(3)

11 e
ip+ a2S

(2)

32 e
�ip � a1S

(1)

41

wheresuperscriptin S(k),k = 1;2;3,labelstheinterface

(seeFig.10),and a1 (a2)isthedistancefrom thebarrier1
tobarrier2(from 2to3);them om entum p� iscalculated

forthe param etersofthe corresponding layer.

Finally, substituting the elem ents of the S-m atrix

Eq.(B1),one gets,

A
loops
e = A

(a)
e + A

(b)
e (B3)

A
loops
e = A <

�

r1r
�
3e

2i(cos�pF (a1�a 2))
�

(B4)

wherethe coe�cientA reads

A = � �1
2
1

2
23jr2t1t2�2�1�2�3j

2
e
2icos �

v
F

(�1a1+ �2a2)
:

(B5)

Here,� isthe angle between the direction ofthe trajec-

tory and thex� axis,and �1;2 isde�ned by Eq.(1.13)for

the corresponding layer.


