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W ithin them icroscopic Bogoliubov{de G ennes(BdG )form alism an exactquantization condition

forAndreev bound statesofthe ferrom agnetic-superconducting hybrid system sofbox geom etry is

derived and a sem i-classicalform ula forthedensity ofstatesisobtained.Thesem i-classicalform ula

is shown to agree with the exact result,even when the exchange �eld h,is m uch larger than the

superconductororderparam eter,provided h issm allcom pared with the Ferm ienergy.

PACS num bers:74.45.+ c,75.45.+ j,03.65.Sq

M esoscopic hybrid system sform ed from ferrom agnets

(F) in contact with superconductors (S) exhibit inter-

esting transport properties resulting from the suppres-

sion of the electron-hole correlation in the ferrom ag-

nets1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8. These transport phenom ena are inti-

m ately related to the inuence ofan exchange �eld on

the density ofstates(DO S)ofclean ferrom agnetic�lm s

in contactwith superconductor,which hasbeen investi-

gated both experim entally9 and theoretically10. In FS

system s,Andreev bound statesbelow thebulk supercon-

ducting gap are spin split by the exchange �eld ofthe

ferrom agnet. In a quasi-classicaltreatm ent ofthe dif-

fusive regim e itwasshown thatsub-gap featuresin the

DO S ofFS hybridscan beunderstood from thebehavior

ofthe length distribution ofthe classicaltrajectoriesex-

isting in theferrom agneticregion,which dependspurely

on thegeom etry and theboundariesoftheferrom agnetic

region.

In thiswork we calculate the Andreev levelsofan FS

box consisting ofa clean ferrom agneticregion with a su-

perconductor attached to one side,as shown in Fig.1.

Thisgeom etricalarrangem entisa generalization ofthat

investigated in Ref.10,wherethesizeofthesystem along

the FS interface wasin�nite. The discrete energy spec-

trum ofthe FS box system is obtained by solving the

m icroscopic Bogoliubov-de G ennes (BdG ) equation1,11.

W ederivean exactquantization condition withoutusing

thefrequentlyapplied Andreev’sapproxim ation.O urex-

actquantum description oftheFS hybrid isan extension

ofthe com m only used m odeldeveloped by Blonder et

al.12 and by Saint-Jam es and de G ennes13 for norm al-

superconducting system s.The m ism atch in the e�ective

m assesand Ferm ienergiesoftheferrom agnetand thesu-

perconductorare taken into accountin ourcalculations

and the tunnelbarrieratthe interface ism odeled using

a Dirac delta potential. The treatm ent ofthe problem

isbased on an adaptation ofa m ethod developed in our

previouswork14 to the caseofFS system s.

Starting from this exact quantization condition, we

give a sem i-classicalexpression for the sub-gap density

ofstates(DO S)forexchange �eldswhich are m uch less

than the Ferm ienergy. The sem i-classicalDO S is ex-

pressed in term s of the classicalreturn probability of
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FIG .1:A rectangularshapeofferrom agnetic dot(F)in con-

tactwith a superconductor(S).

the electrons which depends only on the geom etry of

the F region and its boundaries. Besides the DO S,

from ourderivation an explicitexpression forthisreturn

probability is also found. Based on the quasi-classical

G reen’sfunction approach a sim ilarexpression hasbeen

derived for the DO S offerrom agnetic layers in contact

with clean superconductorin Ref.10.O urDO S expres-

sion for FS system s can be regarded as an extension

ofthe Bohr-Som m erfeld form ula developed for norm al-

superconducting hybrids15.In thiswork wecom parethe

DO S obtained from theexactquantum calculationswith

that found from our sem i-classicalform ula. W e show

thata good agreem entbetween thetwo calculationscan

beexpected only forsm allenough exchange�elds(m uch

lessthan the Ferm ienergy).

The BdG equation forthe FS system scan be written

as

�
H 0 � �h(r) �

� � � H0 � �h(r)

�

	 � = E 	 �; (1)

where H 0 = p
2=2m e� + V (r)� � is the single-particle

Ham iltonian, � = E
(F )

F
;E

(S)

F
are the Ferm i energies,

m e� = m F;m S are the e�ective m asses in the F/S re-

gions,	 � is a two-com ponent wave function,E is the

quasi-particle energy m easured from the Ferm ienergy

E
(F )

F
. Here � = � 1 for spin up/down states and + =�

refer to the electron/hole like quasi-particle excitation.

The tunnel barrier V (r) at the FS interface and the

exchange energy h(r) are m odeled in a usual way by

V (x;y)= U0 �(x) and h(x;y)= h�(x),where � is the
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unitstep function.W ealsoadopttheusualstep-function

m odel1,12 forthepairpotentialand take�(r)= ��(x).

It is easy to see that the Ham iltonian is separable and

the ansatzforthe wavefunctionsin the F region can be

written as

	 m ;�(x;y)=

0

@
a+ sin

h

k
(+ )
m ;� (x � d)

i

a� sin

h

k
(� )
m ;� (x � d)

i

1

A �m (y); (2a)

while in the S region the wavefunctionshavethe form

	 m ;�(x;y)=

 
c+ + e

� iq
(+ )

m ;�
x + c� � e

iq
(� )

m ;�
x

c+ e
� iq

(+ )

m ;�
x + c� e

iq
(� )

m ;�
x

!

�m (y);

(2b)

where

k
(� )
m ;� = k

(F)

F

v
u
u
t
1�

E + �h

E
(F)

F

�

 

m �

k
(F)

F
W

! 2

; (2c)

q
(� )
m ;� = k

(S)

F

v
u
u
t
1� i

p
E 2 � �2

E
(S)

F

�

 

m �

k
(S)

F
W

! 2

;(2d)

�m (y) =
p
2=W sin(m �y=W ); (2e)

� = e
� iarccos(E =�)

: (2f)

Herem isa �xed integerand theFerm iwavenum bersin

the F/S regionsare given by k
(F)

F
=

q

2m FE
(F)

F
=�h

2
and

k
(S)

F
=

q

2m SE
(S)

F
=�h

2
:The wave functions satisfy the

Dirichlet boundary conditions at the boundary of the

F region except for the FS interface where the m atch-

ing conditions14 should be applied.The fourcoe�cients

a� ;c� in Eqs.(2a)and (2b)are determ ined from these

m atching conditions.O ne can �nd the following secular

equation fortheeigenvaluesE oftheFS system for�xed

m ode index m and spin state �:

Im

n

+ D
(+ )
m ;�(E;h)D

(� )
m ;�(E;h)

o

= 0; (3a)

whereIm f:g standsforthe im aginary partand

D
(+ )
m ;�(E ;h) =

�

Z � i
m F

m S

q
(+ )
m ;�

�

sink(+ )m ;�d

+ k(+ )m ;� cosk(+ )m ;�d; (3b)

D
(� )
m ;�(E ;h) =

�

Z + i
m F

m S

q
(� )
m ;�

�

sink(� )m ;�d

+ k(� )m ;� cosk(� )m ;�d; (3c)

and Z = 2m FU0=�h
2
isthe norm alized barrierstrength.

The num berofpropagating m odesforthe electron/hole

are the m axim um ofm for which k
(� )
m ;� is a realnum -

ber,i.e.,M
(� )
� =

�

M

q

1� (E + �h)=E
(F)

F

�

,whereM =

k
(F)

F
W =� and [� ]stands for the integer part. For non-

propagating m odes k
(� )
m ;� have to be replaced with their

im aginary part and the functions sin and cos with the

functionssinh and cosh,respectively.For�xed m and �

the solutionsofEq.(3a)forE give the discrete sub-gap

energy spectrum (E < �). These levelsare num erically

exact,i.e.,no Andreev’sapproxim ation isused.

W e now calculate density ofstatesbelow the gap. In

whatfollows,we assum e thatthere isno m ism atch and

tunnelbarrierattheFS interface(m F = m S,E
(F)

F
= E

(S)

F

and Z = 0).Forsim plicity,weshallom itthesuperscript

F and S in the wave num bers and the Ferm ienergies.

In Andreev’s approxim ation, i.e., for jE + �hj � EF

we have km ;� � qm ;� and D
(+ )
m ;�(E ;h) � k

(+ )
m ;� e

� ik
(+ )

m ;�
d.

Therefore,thequantization condition (3a)can besim pli-

�ed

Im ;�(E )�

�

k
(+ )
m ;� � k

(� )
m ;�

�

d� arccos(E =�)

�
= n: (4)

The density ofstates forenergiesbelow the gap (jE j�

� )is

%(E )=
X

�= � 1

1X

n= � 1

M 0X

m = 1

�(E � Em n;�); (5)

where E m n;� are the solutionsofEq.(4). Using (4)the

DO S becom es

%(E )=

1X

n = � 1

� = � 1

M 0X

m = 1

�
�
�
�

dIm ;�(E )

dE

�
�
�
��(Im ;�(E )� n); (6)

where M 0 = M
(� )

�= + 1,the num berofpropagating m odes

for spin-up-hole. Applying the Poisson sum m ation

form ula16 to the sum m ation over m and keeping only

the non-oscillating term one�nds

%(E )=

1X

n = � 1

� = � 1

�
�
�
�

dIm ;�(E )

dE

�
�
�
�
m = m

�

�(M 0 � m�)�(m � � 1)
�
�
�
@Im ;�

@m

�
�
�
m = m

�

;

(7)

where the E -dependent m � satis�es Eq.(4) for a given

n and �. To sim plify Im ;� we Taylor expand k
(� )
m ;� in

term sofE + �h in �rstorder(which isconsistentwith

the Andreev’sapproxim ation)and �nd

Im ;�(E )= (E + �h)
2d=(��hvF)

q

1� (m =M )
2

�
arccosE =�

�
; (8)

where vF is the Ferm ivelocity. In our approxim ation,

M 0 � M .From (4)and using (8)weobtain

m
� = M

s

1�

�
2d

sn;�(E )

� 2

; where

sn;�(E ) =
n� + arccos(E =�)

(E + �h)=�
�0; (9)
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and �0 = �hvF=� isthe coherence length in the bulk su-

perconductor.
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FIG .2: Counting function N (E ) as a functions ofE =� ob-

tained from the exact (solid line) and the sem i-classicalcal-

culation (dashed line)for h=� = 0:1 (h=E F = 0:0025). The

otherparam etersare M = 217:7,d=W = 0:7,�=E F = 0:025.

The insetsshow the enlarged partofthe m ain fram e.
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FIG .3: Counting function N (E ) as a functions ofE =� ob-

tained from the exact (solid line) and the sem i-classicalcal-

culation (dashed line) for h=� = 10:0 (h=E F = 0:25). The

otherparam etersare the sam e asin Fig.2. The insetsshow

the enlarged partofthe m ain fram e.

Using (8)and perform ingthederivativesin (7)we�nd

%(E )=
X

�= � 1

M

jE + �hj

1X

n= � 1

[sn;� (E )+ �c(E )]P (sn;�(E ));

(10a)

where

P (s) =
4d2

s3
q

1�
�
2d

s

�2
�(s� 2d); (10b)

is a purely geom etry-dependent function, �c(E ) =

�0=
p
1� E2=� 2 and sn;�(E )isgiven by Eq.(9).Itcan

be shown that P (s) is the classicalprobability that an

electron entering the billiard atthe FS interface returns

to the interface after a path length s. The distribution

P (s) is norm alized to one,i.e.,
R1
0

P (s)ds = 1. Note

thattheresultfortheDO S,given in Eq.(10)di�ersfrom

thatobtained in Ref.10 by a factorm ultiplying P (s)in

the sum m ation.
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FIG .4: The density of states %(E ) as a functions of E =�

(in unitsof2%N )obtained from theexact(solid line)and the

sem i-classicalcalculation (dashed line) for param eters given

in Fig.2.

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
E/∆

0

2

4

6

DOS

FIG .5: The density of states %(E ) as a functions of E =�

(in unitsof2%N )obtained from theexact(solid line)and the

sem i-classicalcalculation (dashed line) for param eters given

in Fig.3.

To com parethe exactDO S obtained from the quanti-

zation condition (3a)with thatcalculated from thesem i-

classical expression (10), we introduce the integrated
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FIG .6: Counting function N (E ) as a functions ofE =� ob-

tained from theexact(solid line)and thesem i-classicalcalcu-

lation (dashed line)forh=� = 40:0 (h=E F = 1:0).The other

param etersare the sam e asin Fig.2.

DO S:N (E )=
RE
0

dE 0%(E 0).From (10)wehave

N (E ) = M

+ 1X

n= � 1

h

F
(a)
n (E )+ F

(b)
n (E )

i

;where (11)

F
(a)
n (E ) = F (sn;+ 1(0))� F (sn;+ 1(E ));

F
(b)
n (E ) =

(
1� F (sn;� 1(0))� F (sn;� 1(E )); ifE > h

� F (sn;� 1(0))+ F (sn;� 1(E ));otherwise,

and F (s)=
Rs
0
P (s0)ds0= �(s� 2d)

p
1� 4d2=s2 isthe

integrated length distribution.NotethatF (1 )= 1since

P (s)isnorm alized to 1.

The sm all param eter used in reaching the sem i-

classicalresult is h=E F . Figures 2 and 3 show a com -

parison between the sem i-classicalresult Eq.(11) and

the exactresultEq.(3),when h=E F = 0:0025 and 0:25,

respectively.Forbetterresolution,in theinsetsenlarged

parts ofthe m ain fram es are shown. Figures 4 and 5

show the corresponding densities ofstates (in units of

2%N ,where%N = m FA=(��h
2
)istheDO S oftheferrom ag-

neticregion including spin up/down statesand A = W d

isthe area ofthisregion)with singularitiesgiven by the

sem i-classicalform ula sn;�(E sing) = 2d,where � = � 1

and n is such that E sing < �. These �guresshow that

the sem i-classicalform ula given by Eqs.(10)-(11) yield

good agreem entwith theexactresult,even forlargeval-

ues ofh=�,provided h=E F is sm all. Figure 6 shows a

com parison with the exactresultwhen the lattercondi-

tion is violated. Clearly the agreem ent is poor in this

lim it.

In sum m ary wehaveshown thata sem i-classicaltreat-

m entofthe clean lim ityieldsan expression fortheDO S

in term s ofthe classicalreturn probability P (s),which

in turn isknown analytically.Thisform ula isanalogous

to thequasi-classicalresultofRef.10,whereP (s)isnot

known analytically and m ust be determ ined via a nu-

m ericalsim ulation. W e have also shown that the sem i-

classicalform ulaagreesverywellwith theexactresultfor

sm allexchange�eld com pared with the Ferm ienergy.
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