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A ndreev bound states for superconducting—ferrom agnetic box
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W ithin the m icroscopic B ogolibov{de G ennes BdG ) fom alisn an exact quantization condition
for A ndreev bound states of the ferrom agneticsuperconducting hybrid system s of box geom etry is
derived and a sem iclassical form ula for the density of states is obtained. T he sam iclassical form ula
is shown to agree w ith the exact resul, even when the exchange eld h, ismuch larger than the
superconductor order param eter, provided h is sm all com pared w ith the Fem ienergy.
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M esoscopic hybrid system s form ed from ferrom agnets
F) In contact with superconductors (S) exhbi inter-
esting transport properties resulting from the suppres—
sion of the electron-hol correlation In the ferrom ag-
netst234:2878  These transport phenom ena are inti-
m ately related to the In uence of an exchange eld on
the density of states 0O S) of clean ferrom agnetic Im s
In contact w ith superconductor, which has been investi-
gated both experim entally? and theoretically2®. In FS
system s, A ndreev bound statesbelow the bulk supercon-—
ducting gap are spin split by the exchange eld of the
ferrom agnet. In a quasiclassical treatm ent of the dif-
fusive regin e i was shown that sub-gap features in the
DO S ofF S hybrids can be understood from the behavior
of the length distrbution of the classical tra fctories ex—
isting In the ferrom agnetic region, which depends purely
on the geom etry and the boundaries of the ferrom agnetic
region.

In this work we calculate the Andreev kevelsofan FS
box consisting ofa clean ferrom agnetic region w ith a su—
perconductor attached to one side, as shown in Fig.[l.
T his geom etrical arrangem ent is a generalization of that
nvestigated in R ef.|10, w here the size ofthe system along
the F'S interface was in nite. The discrete energy spec—
trum of the F'S box system is obtained by solving the
m icroscopic B ogoliubov-de G ennes BdG) equationtdl.
W e derive an exact quantization condition w ithout using
the frequently applied A ndreev’s approxin ation. O urex—
act quantum description ofthe F'S hybrid is an extension
of the comm only used m odel developed by B londer et
al!2 and by Saint-Jam es and de G ennest> for nom alk
superconducting system s. The m ism atch In the e ective
m asses and Fem ienergies ofthe ferrom agnet and the su—
perconductor are taken into account in our calculations
and the tunnel barrier at the interface is m odeled using
a D irac delta potential. T he treatm ent of the problem
isbased on an adaptation of a m ethod developed in our
previous work!? to the case of FS system s.

Starting from this exact quantization condition, we
give a sam iclassical expression for the sub-gap density
of states DO S) for exchange eldswhich aremuch less
than the Fermm i energy. The sam iclassical DO S is ex—
pressed In tem s of the classical retum probability of
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FIG .1: A rectangular shape of ferrom agnetic dot () in con-—
tact w ith a superconductor (S).

the electrons which depends only on the geom etry of
the F region and is boundaries. Besides the DOS,
from our derivation an explicit expression for this retum
probability is also found. Based on the quasiclassical
G reen’s function approach a sin ilar expression has been
derived for the DO S of ferrom agnetic layers in contact
w ith clean superconductor in Ref.|1(. OurDO S expres—
sion for FS system s can be regarded as an extension
of the BohrSomm erfeld form ula developed for nom al-
superconducting hybridst® . Tn this work we com pare the
DO S obtained from the exact quantum calculationsw ith
that ound from our sem iclassical formula. W e show
that a good agreem ent betw een the two calculations can
be expected only for an allenough exchange elds much
Jess than the Fem ienergy).

The BAG equation for the F'S system s can be w ritten
as

H h (x)

o

Hy h (@) ; @)

where Hy = p?=2m. + V (r) is the single-particle
H am iltonian, = EF(F);EF(S) are the Fem i energies,
me. = myp;mg are the e ective m asses in the F/S re—
gions, is a two-com ponent wave function, E is the
quasiparticle energy m easured from the Ferm i energy
EF(F). Here = 1 for spin up/down states and + =

refer to the electron/hol lke quasiparticle excitation.
The tunnel barrier V (r) at the FS interface and the
exchange energy h (r) are modeled in a usual way by
V ;) = Uy ) and hx;y) = h &), where isthe
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unit step function. W e also adopt the usualstep-fiinction
model22 forthe pairpotentialand take () =  (x).
It is easy to see that the Ham iltonian is separable and
the ansatz for the wave functions In the F region can be
w ritten as
0 h i1
a; sin ky; & d)
n; &iy) =G h A L @) @a)
a sh kn; & d)

while in the S region the wave functions have the form
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Herem isa xed integer and theFemgqiwavenumbersjn

the F /Sqregions are given by kF(F) = 2mgpE F(F '—h? and

kF(S) = 2m SEF(S)=h2: The wave functions satisfy the

D irichlet boundary conditions at the boundary of the
F region except for the F'S interface where the m atch—
ing conditionst? should be applied. The four coe cients
a ;c i Egs. B3 and PO) are detem tned from these
m atching conditions. One can nd the follow ing secular
equation for the eigenvaliesE oftheF'S system for xed
m ode Index m and spin state
n o
I 4D,, €h)Dy, Eh) =0; (3a)

where In £ g stands for the In agihary part and
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and Z = 2m FUo=h2 is the nom alized barrier strength.
T he num ber of propagating m odes for the electron/hole
are the m axin um ofqm for which ki ;) is a real num -

ber,ie,M ‘'= M 1

E + h)=EF(F) ,whereM =

k;F)W = and [ ] stands for the integer part. For non-

propagating m odes kn(\ ,.) have to be replaced w ith their
In aginary part and the functions sin and cos w ith the
functions sinh and cosh, respectively. For xed m and
the solutions of Eq. [Bd) or E give the discrete sub-gap
energy soectrum (E < ). These levels are num erically
exact, ie., no Andreev’s approxin ation is used.

W e now calculate density of states below the gap. In
what follow s, we assum e that there is no m ism atch and

tunnelbarrierattheF S interface mr = m S,EF(F) = EF(S)

and Z = 0). For sin plicity, we shallom it the superscript

F and S in the wave numbers and the Fem i energies.

In Andreev’s approxin ation, ie. or £ + hj Er

we have ky, ; G, andDS) ®;h) K e &9,

T herefore, the quantization condition [3d) can be sin pli-
ed

k“(f;) }?((1;) d arccos E=)
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T he density of states for energies below the gap (¥ j
) is
X ®R ¥o
SE)= € Bon; )i ©)
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whereE, ,, arethe solutionsofEq. H). Using @) the
DO S becom es
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whereM o = M (: l ,» the num ber of propagating m odes

for spin-up-hok. Applying the Poisson summ ation
Hrmulat® to the summ ation over m and keeping only
the non-oscillating term one nds

X g1, 1
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where the E dependent m satis esEq. {@) r a given
n and To simplify I,; we Taylor expand kn(\ ,.) n
tem sofE + h In rst order which is consistent w ith
the A ndreev’s approxin ation) and nd

2d=( hw) arccosk =

In; E)= E+ h)ea

; 8)
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where v is the Fem i velocity. In our approxim ation,
Mo M .From @) and using @) we obtain

S
2

; where

2d
Sn; E)
n + arccosE = )

Sn; €) = € + h)= 0r )




and 0= hVF=
perconductor.

is the ocoherence length in the bulk su—
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FIG.2: Counting function N (E ) as a functions of E= ob-
tained from the exact (solid line) and the sam iclassical cal-
culation (dashed line) orh= = 0:1 h=E r = 0:0025). The
other param etersareM = 217:7,d=W = 07, =E r = 0:025.
T he insets show the enlarged part of them ain fram e.
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FIG . 3: Counting function N (E ) as a functions of E = ob-
tained from the exact (solid line) and the sem iclassical cal-
culation (dashed line) for h= = 100 h=E r = 025). The
other param eters are the sam e as in Fig.[J. The insets show
the enlarged part of them ain fram e.

U sing [) and perform ing the derivativesin [1) we nd

X M ®
SE)= .
= 1 —E + hjn: 1
(10a)
w here
42
P (S) = —g— (S 2d); (lOb)
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J'spa purely geom etry-dependent function, . E) =
o= 1 E?= 2ands,; E) isgiven by Eq. [@). It can

be shown that P (s) is the classical probability that an
electron entering the billiard at the F'S interface retums
to the interface affer a path length s. The distribution
P (s) is nom alized to one, ie., 0 P (s)ds= 1. Note
that the resul ortheD 0 S, given in Eq. [[0) di ers from

that obtained in Ref.|1( by a factorm ultiplying P (s) in
the summ ation.
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FIG . 4: The densiy of states $(E ) as a functions of E =
(In units of 2%y ) obtained from the exact (solid line) and the
sam iclassical calculation (dashed line) for param eters given
in Fig.[d.
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Bo; )+ cE)IP (sn; E)irm. s5: The density of states $(E ) as a functions of E =

(In units of 2%y ) obtained from the exact (solid line) and the
sam iclassical calculation (dashed line) for param eters given
n Fig.[3.

To com pare the exact DO S obtained from the quanti-
zation condition [3d) w ith that calculated from the sem i
classical expression [[0), we introduce the integrated
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FIG . 6: Counting function N (E ) as a functions of E= ob-
tained from the exact (solid line) and the sem iclassical calcu—
lation (dashed line) orh= = 40:0 h=E r = 1:0). The other
param eters are the sam e as in Fig.H.
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R P
andF (5)= P (Ods’= (¢ 2d) 1 4d=s isthe
Integrated length distribution. NotethatF (1 ) = 1 sihce
P (s) isnom alized to 1.

The snall parameter used In reaching the sam i-

classical resukt is h=Ey . Figures[d and @ show a com —
parison between the sem iclassical result Eq. [ and
the exact result Eq. [@), when h=E = 0:0025 and 025,
regpectively. For better resolution, in the Insets enlarged
parts of the m ain fram es are shown. Figures[d and @
show the corresponding densities of states (in unis of
2%y ,where%y = mpA=( h?) istheD O S ofthe ferrom ag-
netic region including spin up/down statesand A = W d
is the area ofthis region) w ith sihgularities given by the
sem tclassical omula s,; Esing) = 2d, where = 1
and n is such that Egpng < . These gures show that
the sem iclassical ormula given by Egs. [[O)-[) yild
good agreem ent w ith the exact resul, even for large val-
ues of h= , provided h=E  is snall. Figure[@ shows a
com parison w ith the exact resul when the latter condi-
tion is violated. C learly the agreem ent is poor in this
Iim it.

In summ ary we have shown that a sem iclassical treat—
m ent ofthe clean Iim it yields an expression fortheDO S
In tem s of the classical retum probability P (s), which
In tum is known analytically. T his form ula is analogous
to the quasiclassical result of Ref.l1(, where P (s) isnot
known analytically and must be determ ined via a nu—
m erical sin ulation. W e have also shown that the sem -
classical form ula agrees very wellw ith the exact result for
an allexchange eld com pared w ith the Fem ienergy.
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