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D ensity ofStates in a M esoscopic SN S Junction

P.M .O strovsky1),M .A.Skvortsov,and M .V.Feigel’m an

Landau Institute,K osygina 2,M oscow,117940,R ussia

Sem iclassical theory of proxim ity e�ect predicts a gap E g � ~D =L
2
in the excitation spectrum of a

long di�usive superconductor/norm al{m etal/superconductor (SNS) junction. M esoscopic uctuations lead

to anom alously localized statesin the norm alpartofthe junction.Asa result,a non-zero,yetexponentially

sm all,density ofstates(D O S)appearsatenergiesbelow E g.In the fram ework ofthe superm atrix nonlinear

�-m odelthese prelocalized statesare due to instanton con�gurationswith broken supersym m etry.The exact

result for the D O S near the sem iclassicalthreshold is found provided the dim ensionless conductance ofthe

norm alpartG N islarge. The case ofpoorly transparentinterfaces between the norm aland superconductive

regionsisalso considered.In thislim itthe totalnum berofthe subgap statesm ay be large.

PACS:73.21.-b,74.50.+ r,74.80.Fp

1. Introduction. It has recently been shown

within severaldi� erent although related contexts that

the excitation energy spectrum of Superconductive{

Norm al(SN) chaotic hybrid structures [1,2]and su-

perconductorswith m agnetic im purities[3,4]doesnot

possess a hard gap as predicted by a num ber of pa-

pers [5,6,7,8]using the sem iclassicaltheory of su-

perconductivity [9,10,11]. W ith m esoscopic  uctua-

tions taken into account,the phenom enon ofsoft gap

appears:thedensity ofstatesisnonzero atallenergies,

butit decreasesexponentially fastbelow the sem iclas-

sicalthreshold E g � ~=�c, with �c being the charac-

teristic dwelltim e in the N region. In particular,for

di� usivesystem sperfectly connected to a superconduc-

tor,E g hastheorderoftheThoulessenergy E T h in the

N region [5,6].

The � rst result in this direction was obtained in

Ref. [1], where the subgap DO S in a quantum dot

was studied by em ploying the universality hypothesis

and the predictions [12] of the random m atrix the-

ory (RM T) [13]. Later on,the tailstates in a super-

conductor with m agnetic im purities were analysed in

Refs.[3,4]on thebasisofthesupersym m etricnonlinear

�-m odelm ethod [14]extended to include superconduc-

tiveparing [15].

Fully m icroscopic approach to the problem ofthe

subgap statesin di� usive NS system swasdeveloped in

Ref.[2]in thefram eworkofthesupersym m etric�-m odel

sim ilarto thatem ployed in Refs.[3,4].Physically,the

low-lyingexcitationsin SN structuresareduetoanom a-

lously localized eigenstates[16]in the N region. From

the m athem aticalside,nonzero DO S atE < E g com es

aboutwhen nontrivial� eld con� gurations { instantons
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{ aretaken into accountin the�-m odelfunctionalinte-

gral.Asshown in [2],atE � Eg therearetwo di� erent

typesofinstantons,theiractionsbeing di� erentby the

factor 2. The m ain contribution to the exponentially

sm allsubgap DO S isdeterm ined by the G aussian inte-

gralnearthe least-action instanton.

For a planar (quasi-1D) SNS junction with ide-

ally transparentSN interfaces it is given by (provided

G
� 2=3

N
� "� 1)

h�i= 0:97�� 1G
� 1=2

N
"
� 1=4 exp

h

� 1:93GN "
3=2

i

; (1)

where " = (E g � E )=Eg, G N = 4��D LyLz=Lx � 1

is the dim ensionless conductance (in units ofe2=2�~)

of the norm al part connecting two superconductors,

E g = 3:12E T h,E T h = D =L2
x is the Thouless energy,

and � = (�V )� 1 is the m ean levelspacing. Here Lx

is the thickness ofthe N region,assum ed to be larger

than thesuperconductivecoherencelength.Itisalsoas-

sum ed thatthe lateraldim ensionsLy;Lz arenotm uch

larger than Lx (otherwise, the instanton solution ac-

quires additional dim ension(s) and the exponent 3=2

changes,cf.[2]for details). The corresponding m ean-

� eld (M F)expression abovethe gap reads[6]

h�i
M F

= 3:72�� 1
p
j"j: (2)

G enerally,the functionalform ofEqs.(1),(2)isre-

tained,whereasthecoe� cientsaregeom etry-dependent

and can befound from thesolution ofthestandard Us-

adelequation [11]forthe speci� c sam ple geom etry. In

any case,thetotalnum berofstateswith energiesbelow

E g isofthe orderofone.

In the present Letter we extend our previous re-

sults[2]in twodi� erentdirections.Firstly,wederiveex-

actexpression fortheDO S in theenergy region j"j� 1,
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withoutusing anym ore the inequality "� G
� 2=3

N
.The

obtained resultinterpolatessm oothly between thesem i-

classicalsquare-root edge (2) and exponentialtail(1).

Secondly, we consider the sam e SNS system allowing

for non-idealtransparenciesatthe SN interfaces. The

result depends upon the relation between dim ension-

lessinterfaceconductance G T and norm alconductance

G N . As long as G T � G
1=4

N
, allqualitative features

ofthe previous solution are retained,but the value of

thesem iclassicalthreshold E g and num ericalcoe� cients

in the expression like (1) becom e dependent upon the

value of t � GT =G N . However, at further decrease

of interface transparency, G T � G
1=4

N
, the DO S be-

haviour changes dram atically: in the sem iclassicalre-

gion E > E g itacquiresthe inverse-square-rootsingu-

larity,h�i
M F

� (� ")� 1=2.Atsm allestj"jthissingularity

sm oothensoutand crossesoverto an exponentially de-

caying tailoflow-energy states. Distinctive feature of

this tail,as opposed to the situations discussed previ-

ously,isthatthetotalnum berofsubgap statesbecom es

largeand growsasG
� 1=2

T
G
1=8

N
� 1.W ecoined thissitu-

ation as\strongtail",and � nd exponentialasym ptotics

ofthe DO S in the strong tailregion.

2. O utline ofthe m ethod.W etreattheproblem

within the supersym m etric form alism . The derivation

ofthe�-m odelfunctional-integralrepresentation can be

found in Refs.[14,15,17].TheDO S isgiven by thein-

tegraloverthe superm atrix Q :

h�(E ;r)i=
�

4
Re

Z

str(k� Q (r))e� S[Q ]D Q ; (3)

S[Q ]=
��

8

Z

dr str
�
D (r Q )2 + 4iQ (� E + i�x� )

�
:

(4)

Q isan 8� 8 m atrix operating in Nam bu,tim e-reversal

and Bose{Ferm i(supersym m etry) spaces. Paulim a-

tricesoperating in Nam bu and TR spacesare denoted

�i and �i. The m atrix k is the third Paulim atrix in

FB space. � = �z�z. Integration in (3) runs overthe

m anifold Q 2 = 1 with the additionalconstraint

Q = C Q
T
C
T
; C = � �x

 
i�y 0

0 �x

!

FB

: (5)

Thism anifold isparam eterized by 8 com m uting and 8

anticom m utingvariables.Itturnsouthoweverthatonly

4 com m uting and 4 anticom m uting m odesare relevant

in the vicinity ofthe quasiclassicalgap while contribu-

tions from allother m odes to the DO S cancel. The

detailed discussion ofthis fact willbe published else-

where [17].The reduced param eterization forthe com -

m uting partofQ in term softhe 4 variablesreads[2]:

Q
B B
c = [�z coskB + �z sinkB (�x cos�B + �y sin�B )]

� [�z cos�B + �z�x sin�B ]; (6)

Q
FF
c = �z�z cos�F + �x sin�F:

The com m uting partofthe action (with allG rass-

m ann variablesbeing zero)issim pli� ed by introducing

new variables� = (�B + kB )=2,� = (�B � kB )=2.Then

the action (4) for the norm alpart (� = 0) takes the

form

S[�F;�;�]= 2S0[�F]� S0[�]� S0[�]; (7)

S0[�]=
��

4

Z

dr
�
D (r �)2 + 4iE cos�

�
: (8)

Variation ofthisaction yieldstheidenticalUsadelequa-

tionsfor�F,�,and �:

D r
2
� + 2iE sin� = 0; (9)

with theboundary conditions�(� Lx=2)= �=2.Eq.(9)

generally possessestwo di� erentsolutions�1;2 = �=2+

i 1;2 which coincide( 1;2(r)=  0(r))justatthethresh-

old energy E g,and areclose to each otherin the range

j"j� 1 we are interested in. Thusthere are 8 possible

saddlepointsfortheaction (7)correspondingtotwoso-

lutionsoftheUsadelequation foreach variable�F;�;�.

Rotation overthe angle �B 2 [0;2�)connects som e of

them and producesthewholedegeneratefam ily ofsad-

dlepoints(seeRefs.[2,17]fordetails).In thefollowing,

wewillneed thefunction f0(r)which isthenorm alized

di� erence  2(r)�  1(r)atE ! E g;itobeysthe linear

equation

D r
2
f0 + 2E g sinh 0 f0 = 0: (10)

3. Exact result for the transparent inter-

face. For energies close to E g we substitute � =

�=2+ i 0 + igf0 into (8),expand itin powersofg and

" and integrateoverspaceusing (10):

S0[�]= S0[�=2+ i 0]+ ~G

�

� ~"g+
g3

3

�

; (11)

~G =
�c2E g

2�
; ~"=

2c1

c2
";

where we have introduced the constants cn =
R
(dr=V )f2n� 10 cosh 0. For the quasi-1D geom e-

try,c1 = 1:15 and c2 = 0:88. To describe deviation

of the angles �, �, �F from �=2 + i 0 we intro-

duce, analogously to g, three param eters u, v,
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w, respectively. G rassm ann variables are intro-

duced as Q = e� iW c=2e� iW a =2� eiW a =2eiW c=2 where

Q c = e� iW c=2� eiW c=2 isspeci� ed in Eqs.(6)and

W a =

 

0 W FB
a

i�x�x(W
FB
a )T �y�x 0

!

;

asitm ustsatisfy the antiselfconjugate condition W a +

C W T
a C

T = 0.Finally,

W
FB
a =

f0

4

0

B
B
B
B
@

0 � � � � + � 0

� � + � 0 0 � � � �

� + � 0 0 � � �

0 � � � � � � + � 0

1

C
C
C
C
A
:

Expandingtheactionin u,v,w and G rassm annvari-

ablesleadsto

S = ~G

�

~"(u + v� 2w)�
u3 + v3 � 2w3

3

� ��
u + w

4
� ��

v+ w

4

�

: (12)

Forcalculating the DO S we also need an expansion of

thepre-exponentialfactorin (3)aswellastheJacobian

J forthe param eterization ofthe Q -m atrix:

�

4

Z

dr str(k� Q )= �
ic1

2�
(u + v+ 2w);

J =
8i~G 2

�
ju � vj:

Integrating over G rassm ann variables and the

cyclic angle �B , perform ing a rescaling (u;v;w) !

(2~G )� 1=3(u;v;w) which excludes ~G from the inte-

grand, and changing the variables to l = (u + v)=2,

m = (u � v)2=2,we arrive at the following expression

forthe integralDO S:

h�i=
c1(2~G )

� 1=3

4��
Re

1Z

0

dm

Z

dldw (w + l)

� (w2+ 2lw+ l2� m )exp

�

�
w 3

3
+ �w +

l3

3
+ m l� �l

�

;

(13)

whereweintroduced the notation � = (2~G )2=3~":

Atthisstage we have to choose the contoursofin-

tegration overw and l.The usualconvergencerequire-

m entsforthe nonexpanded action (7)enforce the con-

tourforw (l)go alongtheim aginary (real)axisatlarge

values ofw (l). However since the m ain contribution

to theDO S com esfrom theexpression (13)determ ined

C1

C3

C2

Fig.1. Possible contours for integration overw and l.

The properchoice isC 1 forw and C 3 forl.

by sm allw and l,thesecontoursshould beproperly de-

form ed toachieveconvergenceof(13).Theintegral(13)

convergesifthecontourforlrunsto in� nity in thedark

regions in Fig.1 and otherwise for w. Therefore,we

should choosethecontourC1 forw (seeFig.1),whereas

forltherearetwo possibilities:C2 and C3.Thecorrect

choiceisdictated by positivity oftheDO S,which im ply

the contourC3 forl. Integration in (13)isstraightfor-

ward although rathercum bersom eand leadstothe� nal

expression forthe DO S:

h�i=
2�c1

(2~G )1=3�

�

� � Ai
2
(�)+ [Ai

0
(�)]2

+
Ai(�)

2

Z �

� 1

dy Ai(y)

�

; (14)

whereAi(�)istheAiry function.Asym ptoticbehaviour

ofthecalculated DO S at� � 1coincideswith theresult

(1)ofthesingle-instanton approxim ation [2],seeFig.2.

The functionaldependence (14) coincides with the

RM T prediction forthespectrum edgein theorthogonal

ensem ble [12]. Itisnotsurprising because the random

m atrix theory is known to be equivalent to the 0D �-

m odel[14]. In ourcase the problem becam e e� ectively

0D when we � xed the coordinate dependence f0(r)for

the param etersofQ nearE g.

Breaking thetim e-reversalsym m etry drivesthesys-

tem to the unitary universality class. The correspond-

ing RM T result[12]can be obtained from Eq.(14)by

dropping thelastintegralterm .Thisresultcan beeas-

ily derived by the�-m odelanalysisin thefollowingway.

Strong m agnetic � eld im posesan additionalconstraint

on the Q -m atrix.Asa resultthe m ode associated with

the variable m acquiresa m ass,so,instead ofintegrat-

ing overitwesetm = 0.O neoftheG rassm an m odesis
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Fig.2. Exact dependence (14) ofthe D O S on the di-

m ensionless energy � (solid line). Single-instanton ap-

proxim ation (1) (dotted line). Sem iclassicalresult (2)

forthe D O S (dashed line).

also frozen outgiving the pre-exponent(w + l)2 in the

integral(13). Finally,the expression forDoS coincides

with Eq.(14)butwithoutthe lastterm .

4. Finite transparency of the N S interface.

Now weturn to theanalysisofthesub-gap structureof

a quasi-1D SNS contactwith � nite conductance GT of

theNS boundary.Theroleoftheinterfaceisdescribed

by thedim ensionlessparam etert= G T =G N .Fort� 1,

the interface is transparent and the result (14) apply.

In whatfollowswewillconsiderthecaset� 1.Theef-

fectof� nitetransparency isdescribed by theadditional

boundary term [14]in the action

Sboundary = �
G T

16
str

�
Q
L
Q
R
�
; (15)

where Q L ;R arethe Q -m atricesatboth sidesofthe in-

terface. Eq.(15)isthe the � rstterm in the expansion

ofthe generalboundary action [14,4,18]in the sm all

transparency � � 1 ofconductive channeland leads

to theK upriyanov{Lukichev [19]boundary conditions.

In the di� usive regim e (l � Lx) at t � 1, we have

� � tl=Lx thatjusti� es the use ofEq.(15). The com -

m uting part ofthe action can stillbe written in the

form (7)with the additionalterm in S0:

S0[�]=
��LyLz

4

L x =2Z

� L x =2

dx
�
D (�0)2 + 4iE cos�

�

�
G T

4
sin

�

�

�
Lx

2

��

: (16)

In the lim itt� 1,the Usadelequation hasalm ost

spacehom ogeneoussolutions,which allowstousean ex-

pansion  = A + B [1� 4(x=Lx)
2]forthem .Substituting

thisansatzinto theaction (16),and m inim izing overB

weobtain the action in term sofP = eA :

S0(P )=
G N

8

�

(s� t)P �
2t

P
+

t2

24
P
2

�

; (17)

wheres= E =E T h.Herewekeep only leadingterm sand

substituteallsexceptthe� rstoneby t.Aftervariation

we� nd the cubic saddlepointequation forP :

s

t
= 1�

2

P 2
�

t

12
P: (18)

The m axim um ofthe RHS achieved atP0 = (48=t)1=3

determ ines the position of the m ean-� eld gap: sg =

t+ O (t5=3) and hence E g = G T �=4�. Depending on

the deviation from the threshold," = (E g � E )=Eg =

(sg � s)=sg,there aretwo regim esforEq.(18).

W eak tail. Ifj"j� t2=3 the two solutions of(18)

are close to each other and can be seek in the form

P = P0 + �P .Expanding theaction in powersof�P we

get

S0(P )= S0(P0)+
G T

8

�

� "�P +
2

P 4
0

(�P )3
�

: (19)

Thisequation closely resem blesitscounterpart(11)for

thetransparentinterface.Asm entioned in Ref.[4],this

form ofthe expansion ofthe action over sm alldevia-

tionsnearthethreshold solution inevitably leadsto the

instanton action scaling as "3=2. In fact,there is full

equivalence [17]between the DO S for the transparent

NS interfacegiven by Eq.(14)and theDO S in thelim it

j"j� t2=3 � 1. The latter can be obtained from the

form er by rede� nition ofthe constants c1;2. For a 1D

planarcontactthey appearto bec1 = P0=2,c2 = 6=P0,

E g=E T h = t.

In particular, above the threshold, at " < 0, one

encountersthe m ean-� eld square-rootsingularity

h�iM F =
4

�

61=6

t2=3

p
j"j: (20)

The instanton action becom esS = S0(P1)� S0(P2)=

(2=3)61=6G N t
1=3"3=2, and the single-instanton asym p-

toticsofthe DO S tailreads

h�i=
1

�

s

�61=6

2G N t
5=3

p
"
exp

�

�
2

3
61=6G N t

1=3
"
3=2

�

: (21)

Strong tail. In the opposite lim it,t2=3 � j"j� 1,

the di� erence between the two solutions for Eq.(18)

is large but expansion (17) is stillvalid (gradients of

 1;2 are sm allprovided " � 1). The roots P1;2 can

befound neglecting eitherthesecond orthe third term
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in Eq.(18): P1 =
p
2=",P2 = 12"=t,with P2 � P1.

Above the threshold thatgivesthe inverse-square-root

singularity in the sem iclassicalDO S:

h�i
M F

=
2

�
Re

Z

dr cos� =
1

�
Im (P � P

� 1)=
1

�

s

2

j"j
:

(22)

Below E g one obtainsforthe instanton action S =

� S0(P2) = (3=4)G N "
2 which determ ines the one-in-

stanton asym ptotics ofthe subgap DO S.The pre-ex-

ponentcan becalculated by generalizing them ethod of

Ref.[2].Introducing the deviation param eterq accord-

ing to � = �=2 + ilogP2 + iq=
p
2 and expanding the

action in powersofqand thecorrespondingG rassm ann

pair�� weobtain fortheaction and thepre-exponential

factorin Eq.(3):

S =
3

8
G N "

2

�

2� q
2 +

q��

2
p
2

�

;

�

4

Z

dr str(k� Q )= �
3i"

t�

�

1�
q
p
2

�

:

The m easure of integration is D Q =

2
p
3=t(2")3=4dqd� d�. Inserting these into Eq. (3)

we� nally obtain

h�i=
3

�

s

�

G N t
3

r
"3

2
exp

�

�
3

4
G N "

2

�

: (23)

5. D iscussion. W e have considered the integral

density ofstates in a coherent di� usive SNS junction

with arbitrary transparency ofthe SN interface. For

the idealinterface (G T � G N ) we m anaged to go be-

yond the single-instanton analysis [2]and derived the

exactresult(14)valid aslong asjE � Egj� E g. This

expression uniquely describes the sem iclassicalsquare-

rootDO S (2)abovetheThoulessgap E g,thefarsubgap

tail(1),and thecrossoverregion "� G
� 2=3

N
between the

two asym ptotics.The functionalform ofthisresultco-

incideswith the prediction ofthe RM T.

Asthe SN interfacebecom elesstransparent,G T �

G N ,thesituation changes.AtG T � G
1=4

N
thesechanges

areonly quantitative:the position ofthe quasiclassical

gap isshifted to E g = (G T =G N )E T h,buttheDO S both

above [Eq.(20)]and below [Eq.(21)]the gap has the

sam e dependence on the deviation " from E g,with the

coe� cients becom ing dependent on G T . In this lim it,

the very far part ofthe tail[at " � (G T =G N )
2=3]ex-

hibits another "-dependence (23),but the correspond-

ing DO S isexponentially sm all.Therefore,in the lim it

G T � G
1=4

N
the totalnum berofthe subgap statesisof

the orderof1 and is independent on G T . W e refer to

thiscaseasweak tail.

"< 0 "> 0 j"juct

t� 1 (2) (1) G
� 2=3

N

j"j� t2=3 � 1 (20) (21) G
� 2=3

N
t� 2=9

t2=3 � j"j� 1 (22) (23) G
� 1=2

N

Table I.Referencesto the asym ptotic form ulas for the

D O S above("< 0)and below ("> 0)the gap,and the

width j"juct oftheuctuation region fortheregim esof

thetransparentinterface(t� 1),weak (j"j� t
2=3

� 1)

and strong (t
2=3

� j"j� 1)tails.

Astheinterfacebecom eslesstransparent,theregion

ofapplicability ofthe weak tailshrinksand � nally dis-

appears at G T � G
1=4

N
. For even lower G T � G

1=4

N
,

thedi� erencebetween thecaseofthetransparentinter-

face becom es qualitative: the DO S above E g acquires

an inverse square-rootdependence (22),while the sub-

gap DO S follows(23).In thisregim e the totalnum ber

ofthe subgap statesisproportionalto G
� 1=2

T
G
1=8

N
� 1

and growswith decreasing G T in contrastto allprevi-

ous cases when this num ber is ofthe order of1. This

indicatesthatatG T � G
1=4

N
theuniversality classofthe

problem ischanged.AtG T � G
1=4

N
itisnolongerequiv-

alentto thespectraledgeoftheW igner-Dyson random

m atrix ensem bles.

Theasym ptoticresultsfortheDO S aboveand below

the gap,aswellasthe width ofthe  uctuation region

nearE g aresum m arized in TableIforthethreeregions

considered.
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