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Sem iclassical theory of proxim ity e ect predicts a gap E 4

~D =I? in the excitation spectrum of a

Jong di usive superconductor/nom al{m etal/superconductor (SN S) junction. M esoscopic uctuations lead
to anom alously localized states in the nom alpart of the junction. A s a resul, a non—zero, yet exponentially
am all, density of states (D O S) appears at energies below E 4. In the fram ework of the supem atrix nonlinear

-m odel these prelocalized states are due to instanton con gurations w ith broken supersym m etry. T he exact
result for the DO S near the sam iclassical threshold is found provided the dim ensionless conductance of the
nom alpart Gy is lJarge. The case of poorly transparent interfaces between the nom al and superconductive
regions is also considered. In this Iim it the total num ber of the subgap statesm ay be large.

PACS:7321, 7450+ 1, 7480 Fp

1. Introduction. It has recently been shown
wihin severaldi erent although related contexts that
the excitation energy spectrum of Superconductive {
Nomal (SN) chaotic hybrid structures {l, 4] and su-
perconductors w ith m agnetic In purities t_‘z’, :fﬁ] does not
possess a hard gap as predicted by a number of pa-
pers Eﬂ, '6, -'j, :_g] using the sam iclassical theory of su-—
perconductivity @, ',;L-(_)', :_L-]_;] W ith mesoscopic uctua—
tions taken into acoount, the phenom enon of soft gap
appears: the densiy of states is nonzero at all energies,
but i decreases exponentially fast below the sam iclas-
sical threshold E 4 ~=., with . being the charac-
teristic dwell tine In the N region. In particular, for
di usive system s perfectly connected to a superconduc—
tor, E 4 has the order of the Thoulss energy Er, In the
N region B, &l

The st result in this direction was obtained In
Ref. rg:], where the subgap DOS in a quantum dot
was studied by em ploying the universality hypothesis
and the predictions @-25] of the random m atrix the-
ory RMT) t_[:_;] Later on, the tail states In a super—
conductor w ith m agnetic in purities were analysed In
Refs. f_?g, EJ:] on the basis ofthe supersym m etric nonlnear

-m odelm ethod I_Iii] extended to include superconduc-
tive paring [_l-g'»]

Fully m icroscopic approach to the problem of the
subgap states n di usive NS system s was developed in
Ref. 'g] in the fram ew ork ofthe supersym m etric -m odel
sin flar to that em ployed in Refs. 3, 4]. Physically, the
Jow -Iying excitations in SN structures are due to anom a-—
Jusly Iocalized eigenstates [16] in the N region. From
the m athem atical side, nonzeroDO S atE < E4 comes
about when nontrivial eld con gurations { Instantons

D em ail: ostrov@ itp ac.au

{ are taken Into account in the -m odel functional nte—
gral. Asshown in rQ],atE Ey there aretwo di erent
types of instantons, their actions being di erent by the
factor 2. The m ain contrbution to the exponentially
an all subgap DO S is determm ined by the G aussian inte-
gralnear the last-action instanton.

For a planar (quasilD) SNS jinction wih ide-
ally transparent SN interfaces it is given by (porovided

G,
. h i
hi=097 6, 7°" Yexp 19362 ; Q)
where " = CEg E )=Eg, GN = 4 D LyLzzLx 1

is the dim ensionless conductance (in units of €?=2 ~)
of the nom al part connecting two superconductors,
Eq = 3:12Ery, Ery = D=L2 is the Thoulss energy,
and = ( V)! is the mean level spachg. Here Ly
is the thickness of the N region, assum ed to be larger
than the superconductive coherence length. It isalso as—
sum ed that the lateraldim ensions L ;L, are not much
larger than Ly (othemw ise, the Instanton solution ac-
quires additional din ension (s) and the exponent 3=2
changes, cf. '_[2] for details). The corresponding m ean—
eld M F) expression above the gap reads :_fﬁ]

hi =32 1 315 @)
r J

G enerally, the fiinctional form ofEgs. @), (:2:) is re—
tained, whereasthe coe cients are geom etry-dependent
and can be found from the solution of the standard U s—
adel equation @-]_]] for the speci ¢ sam ple geom etry. In
any case, the totalnum ber of states w ith energiesbelow
E 4 is of the order of one.

In the present Letter we extend our previous re-
suls 'E:] Intwodi erentdirections. F irstly, we derive ex—
act expression fortheD O S in the energy region ' 1,
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w thout usihg anym ore the nequality " G, *> The
obtained result interpolates an oothly between the sam i-
classical square-root edge ('Q:) and exponential tail (:1:) .
Secondly, we consider the same SN S system allow ng
for non-ideal transparencies at the SN interfaces. The
result depends upon the relation between dim ension-
Jess Interface conductance Gt and nom al conductance
Gy. As Iong as Gy G;:Ll, all qualitative features
of the previous solution are retained, but the value of
the sam iclassicalthreshold E 4 and num ericalcoe cients
In the expression like @:) becom e dependent upon the
value of t Gr =Gy . However, at further decrease
of Interface transparency, G G§:4 , the DOS be-
haviour changes dram atically: in the sam iclassical re—
gion E > Eg4 it acquires the inverse-square—root singu-—
larity,h i, (™72, Atsmallest J'jthis singularity
an oothens out and crosses over to an exponentially de—
caying tail of low -energy states. D istinctive feature of
this tail, as opposed to the situations discussed previ-
ously, isthat the totalnum ber of subgap statesbecom es
]argeandg]:owsasGT1=2G§]=8 1.W e cohed this situ-
ation as \strong tail', and nd exponentialasym ptotics
ofthe DO S in the strong tail region.

2.0 utline ofthem ethod. W e treat the problem
w ithin the supersymm etric form alisn . T he derivation
ofthe -m odelfunctionakintegralrepresentation can be
fund in Refs. [14,15,:11]. TheDO S is given by the in-
tegral over the supem atrix Q :

Z
h @;ni= Re strk Qe *Cbo; @
Z
sp]=? drstr D @Q)?+ 410 ( E + i, )
)
Q isan 8 8 m atrix operating In N am bu, tin ereversal

and Bose {Fem i (supersymm etry) spaces. Paulim a-
trices operating n Nambu and TR spaces are denoted
; and ;. The matrix k is the third Paulim atrix In
FB space. = , ,. Integration in (:_3) runs over the
mani®ld Q% = 1 wih the additional constraint

C= « : 0O
FB

Thism anifold is param eterized by 8 comm uting and 8
anticom m uting variables. It tumsout howeverthat only
4 comm uting and 4 anticom m uting m odes are relevant
In the vicinity of the quasiclassical gap while contribu-
tions from all other m odes to the DO S cancel. The
detailed discussion of this fact w ill be published else—

where [_l-]'] T he reduced param eterization for the com —
muting part ofQ in tem s ofthe 4 variables reads Q]:

BB . .
Qc" = [,coskg + ,sinkg (yco0s g+ ysin )l
[cos g+ ;, xshh g); ®)
FF .
Q. = 2z zOS g+t xS p:

T he comm uting part of the action (wih allG rass—
m ann variables being zero) is sin pli ed by introducing

new variables = (g + kg)=2, = (3 ks )=2. Then
the action (:4) for the nom alpart ( = 0) takes the
form
Slei 7+ 1= 2S0lr] S[]1 S[J )
Z
Soll=— drDe f + 4iE cos : ®)
Variation ofthis action yields the identicalU sadelequa-
tions for ¢, ,and
Dr? + 2iE sh = 0; ©)
w ith the boundary condiions ( L=2)= =2.Eq. ('_23)

generally possesses two di erent solutions 1, = =2+
i 1,2 which colncide ( 1,2 (x) = ¢ (r)) Jastatthethresh-
old energy E 4, and are close to each other in the range
79 1 we are Interested In. Thus there are 8 possble
saddle points for the action (-':/:) corresoonding to two so—
utions ofthe U sadelequation foreach variable ¢; ;
Rotation over the angle 5 2 [0;2 ) connects some of
them and produces the whole degenerate fam ily of sad—
depoints (sseRefs. §, 17] Drdetails) . In the Hlow ing,
we willneed the function fj (r) which is the nom alized
di erence ; (v) 1) atE | Eg; it obeys the linear
equation

Dr?fy+ 2Egsinh o fy= 0: 10)

3. Exact result for the transparent inter—

face. For energies close to E4 we substitute =

=2+ 1 ¢+ igfy Into ('_é), expand i in powers ofg and
" and Integrate over space using I_l-Q'):

g

Sol 1= S[ =2+ 1i 9]+ G “g+§ ; 1)
o= czEg, - 2c1",
2 S

ﬁhere we have introduced the oonstants ¢, =

(dx=V)f02n loosh . For the quasidD geome—
try, @ = 115 and ¢ = 0:88. To descrbe deviation
of the angles , , r from =2+ 1, we intro-
duce, analogously to g, three parameters u, v,
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w, respectively. Grassn ann variables are intro—
duced as Q = e We2g Wa=2 Wa=20 =2 yhere

Qc.=e M2 de=2 s peci ed in Egs. i) and
!
B 0 wre
Wa= | FB\T i
1x X(Wa ) y x 0

as it must satisfy the antiselfcon jugate condition W 5 +
cwlIc® =0.Fhnaly,

0 1
0 + 0
B
WFBZEE + 0 %
@ 48 4 0 0
@ A
0 + 0

E xpanding the action in u, v, w and G rassn ann vari—-
ables keads to

S=G "*u+v 2w )

1z)

For calculating the DO S we also need an expansion of
the preexponential factor in (_3’) aswellas the Jacobian
J for the param eterization of the Q -m atrix:

Z

ig
Z dr strk Q)= 2—(u+v+2w);

Integrating over Grassmann variables and the
cyclic angle g, perform ing a rescalng @;v;w) !
@G) ™3 ;v;w) which exclides G from the inte-
grand, and changing the variablks to 1 = @ + v)=2,
m = @ vf=2,we arrive at the fllow iIng expression
for the integralD O S:

s B z
. a (2G)
h1=47Re dm dldw W + 1)
0
w3 B
W+ 2w+ m)exp 5t w+§+ml 1

@3)

where we introduced the notation = (5)%3%:

At this stage we have to choose the contours of in—
tegration over w and 1. T he usual convergence require—
m ents for the nonexpanded action (:_7.) enforce the con-
tour orw (1) go along the in aghhary (real) axisat large
valies of w (). However since the m ain contrbution
to the DO S com es from the expression C_l-?z') determm ined

C1

Cs

Fig.1l. Possbl contours for integration over w and 1.
T he proper choice isC; forw and C3 for 1.

by an allw and 1, these contours should be properly de—
form ed to achieve convergence of C_l-j) . The integral C_l-ijl)
converges if the contour for lrunsto In  niy in the dark
regions n Fig. 1 and othemw ise for w. Therefore, we
should choose the contourC; forw (seeFig.1l), whereas
for 1there are two possibilities: C, and C3. T he correct
choice is dictated by positivity oftheDO S, which mply
the contour C3 for 1. Integration in C_[g) is straightfor-
ward although rather cum bersom e and leadsto the nal
expression orthe DO S:

2 (e}

W 2%+ Bi()Hf

Z
Ai()

2 1

hi=

+ dy Aily) ; (14)

where A i( ) istheA iry function. A sym ptotic behaviour
ofthe calculated DO S at 1 coincidesw ith the result
{l) ofthe single-instanton approxin ation §], seeFig.2.

The finctional dependence {14) coincides w ith the
RM T prediction forthe spectrum edge in the orthogonal
ensamble t_fg'] It is not surprising because the random
m atrix theory is known to be equivalent to the OD -
m odel l_l-l_i] In our case the problem becam e e ectively
0D when we xed the coordinate dependence f (r) or
the param eters ofQ nearEg.

B reaking the tin ereversal sym m etry drives the sys—
tem to the unitary universality class. T he correspond—
ing RM T result {[3] can be cbtained from Eq. {14) by
dropping the last ntegraltem . This result can be eas—
ily derived by the -m odelanalysisin the follow ingway.
Strong m agnetic eld in poses an additional constraint
on the Q -m atrix. A s a result the m ode associated w ith
the variable m acquires a m ass, so, instead of integrat—
ngoveritwesstm = 0.0 neofthe G rassn an m odes is
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Fig. 2. Exact dependence {-}4:) ofthe DO S on the di-
m ensionless energy (solid line). Single-nstanton ap-
proxin ation Q]_:) (dotted line). Sem iclassical result @‘)

forthe DO S (dashed line).

also frozen out giving the pre-exponent w + 1)? in the
Integral C_l-3:) . Finally, the expression for D oS coincides
with Eq. {14) but w ithout the last tem .

4. Finite transparency of the N S interface.
Now we tum to the analysis of the sub-gap structure of
a quasilD SN S contact with nite conductance Gr of
the N S boundary. T he role of the Interface is described
by the din ensionlessparam etert= Gt=Gy . Fort 1,
the interface is transparent and the resul {_l-fl) apply.
In what Pllowswew illconsiderthe caset 1. Theef-
fect of nite transparency is described by the additional
boundary tem I_l-é_i‘] In the action

G
— str QTR ;

15
16 15)

Sboundary =
where Q' are the Q -m atrices at both sides of the in—
terface. Eq. C_l-ﬁ) is the the st term In the expansion
of the generalboundary action [_1-9', :ff, :_ig'] n the amall
transparency 1 of conductive channel and leads
to the K upriyanov { Lukichev I_l-g‘] boundary conditions.
In the di usive regine (1 I,) at t 1, we have

t=L, that justi es the use ofEqg. :_(-1_15) . The com -
muting part of the action can still be written in the
om  {}) with the additionaltem in So:

Iy =2
L,
Sol 1= Iﬁf dx D ( %%+ 4iE cos
Ly=2

GT . Lx
— sin — 16)
4

In the Iim it t 1, the U sadel equation has alm ost

space hom ogeneous solutions, which allow sto use an ex—
pansion = A+B [l 4(&=Ly)?]Hrthem . Substituting

this ansatz into the action C_ié),andmjnin izing over B
we obtain the action in tem s of P = & :
Gy 2t ¥

SoP)= — (s P —+ —P? ;

17
8 P 24 D

wheres= E=Ery . Herewekeep only leading temm sand
substitute alls except the rst one by t. A fter variation
we nd the cubic saddle point equation forP :

2 t

S
- =1 —P: 18
t P2 12 {18)

Themaxinum of the RHS achived at Py = (48=0)'~>
determm ines the position of the mean—- eld gap: g =
t+ O (©7°) and hence Eq = Gr =4 . Depending on
the deviation from the threshold, "= €4 E)=E4 =
(54 s)=g,, there aretwo regines orEq. C_l-gl)

W eak tail. IfJ'J 3 the two solutions of (18)
are close to each other and can be seck In the fom
P = Pp+ P .Expandingthe action n powersof P we
get

Gr 2

SoP)=SoPo)+ — " P+
o®) 0 ®o) 5 ¥

(Py a9)

T his equation closely resem bles its counterpart Cl-]_;) for
the transparent interface. A sm entioned in Ref. '_ ], this
form of the expansion of the action over am all devia-
tions near the threshold solution nevitably leadsto the
instanton action scalihg as "*=?. In fact, there is fill
equivalence f_l-j] between the DO S for the transparent
N S interface given by Eq. {ié) and theDO S in the lim it
79 73 1. The latter can be cbtained from the
form er by rede nition of the constants ¢;;. Fora 1D
planar contact they appearto be c = Pp=2, ¢ = 6=Py,
Eq=Ern = t.

In particular, above the threshold, at " < 0, one
encounters the m ean— eld square-root singularity

. 467°P —
hie=-55 IF 20)
T he Instanton action becomes S = Sy P1) S Py) =
(2=3)6""°G y £73"=2, and the shgle-nstanton asymp-
totics of the DO S tail reads

s

.1 61=6 2 - 3 3=
hi=- Wexp 561 6GNtl3"32 : (21)

Strong tail. Tn the opposite Iin i, 3 91,
the di erence between the two solutions for Eq. (18)
is large but expansion {_i:}) is still valid (gradients of

1;2 are sn all provided " 1). The roots P1;; can
be found neglecting either the second or the third tem
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n Eq. {18): Py = =" P, = 12"=t, with P, P;.
Above the threshold that gives the inverse-square-root
singularity In the sem iclassicalDO S:

7 S
1 1
“me P ==

h = —Re droos =

2 .
73
@2)
Below E4 one obtains for the instanton action S =
S P2) = (3=4)Gy"* which detem ines the one-in-
stanton asym ptotics of the subgap DO S. The preex—
ponent can be calculated by generalizing the m ethod of
Ref. ig:]. Introducing the devjatj%n param eter g accord—
hgto = =2+ ilogP, + ig= 2 and expanding the
action in powers of g and the corresponding G rassn ann
pair we obtain forthe action and the pre-exponential
factor in Eg. ('_3’) :

S =
Z
2 dr strk Q)=

3
“Gy"™ 2
8 N

3i"

q
d+ b=
2 2
1 pr
2

The measure of
2 3=t(2">*dqd d
we nally obtain

s

Integration is DQ =
Inserting these into Eq. '(3)

I AE—
h i 3 " 3G n2 @3)
i= - — —ex -
GeB 2 ok gon

5. D iscussion. W e have considered the integral
density of states In a coherent di usive SN S junction
with arbitrary transparency of the SN interface. For
the ideal interface Gr Gy ) we m anaged to go be-
yond the single-instanton analysis i_ﬁ] and derived the
exact result C_l-l_il) vald aslongas £ Egyj Eg.This
expression uniquely describes the sam iclassical square—
rootDO S (::J) above the Thoulessgap E 4, the far subgap
tail @), and the crossoverregion " G, *= petween the
tw o asym ptotics. T he functional form of this result co—
Incides w ith the prediction ofthe RM T .

A sthe SN interface becom e less transparent, G ¢
Gy , the situation changes. AtGr G §:4 these changes
are only quantitative: the position of the quasiclassical
gap isshiffed toEy = G1:=Gy)Ern,buttheDO S both
above Eq. C_Z-C_i)] and below Eq. C_Z-l:)] the gap has the
sam e dependence on the deviation " from Eg4, with the
coe clients becom ing dependent on Gt . In this lim i,
the very far part of the tail gt " Gr=Gy)* 3] ex-
hiits another "-dependence @-C_;), but the correspond—
Ing DO S is exponentially sm all. T herefore, n the lin it
Gr G, = the totalnumber of the subgap states is of
the order of 1 and is independent on Gt . W e refer to
this case as weak tail.

"< O "> O j’juct
£ 1 @ i) Gy
73 €7 1] €0 | ¢B |G, e
22 73 1| &2 | &3 G,

Tabl I.References to the asym ptotic form ulas for the
DO S above ("< 0) and below ("> 0) the gap, and the
width §'juce ofthe uctuation region for the regim es of
the transparent nterface (¢ 1),weak (J'7 > 1)
and strong (=2 33 1) tails.

A sthe interface becom es Jess transparent, the region
of applicability of the weak tail shrinks and nally dis—-
appears at G G;=4 . For even Iower G G §=4 ,
the di erence between the case ofthe transparent inter—
face becom es qualitative: the DO S above E 4 acquires
an inverse square-root dependence {_iz_i), while the sub-
gap DO S Pollow s {_éé) . In this regin e the total num ber
of the subgap states is proportionalto G, ae! ;=8 1
and grow s w ith decreasing Gt In contrast to all previ-
ous cases when this num ber is of the order of 1. This
indicatesthatatGr Gy = theuniversality classofthe
problem ischanged.AtGr G §:4 it isno Jongerequiv—
alent to the spectraledge ofthe W ignerD yson random
m atrix ensem bles.

T he asym ptotic results forthe D O S above and below
the gap, as well as the width of the uctuation region
nearE 4 are summ arized in Tabl I for the three regions
considered.
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