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A ndreev scattering and cotunneling betw een tw o superconductor-norm alm etal

interfaces : the dirty lim it
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Crossed Andreev reections and cotunneling occur between two neighbouring superconductor-

norm alm etalor superconducting-ferrom agnet interfaces. Previous works assum ed a clean BCS

superconductor.Herethecalculation ofthecorresponding crossed conductanceterm sisgeneralized

to a dirty superconductor.Therangeofthee�ectisshown to bethecoherencelength ~�=
p
�hD =�,

instead oftheBCS coherencelength �0.M oreover,in threedim ensions,thealgebraicprefactorscales

as 1=r instead of1=r
2
. The calculation involves the virtualdi�usion probability ofquasiparticles

below the superconducting gap,in the norm aland the anom alouschannel.

PACS num bers:74.45.+ c,73.63.Rt,74.78.+ N

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Hybrid structuresinvolvingsuperconductorsand norm alorferrom agneticm etalshavereceived considerableinterest

in the contextofspintronics1.M orerecently,m ultiterm inalstructureswereconsidered,wheretwo m etallic leadsare

connected ata sm alldistance to the sam esuperconductor2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9.Coherentscattering m ay occurbetween those

leads,leadingtooriginalcrossed conductancechannels5,10,11.The�rstonegeneralizesAndreev reection :an electron

(resp.hole)incidenton eithercontactisreected asa hole(resp.electron)in theotherone.Thisam ountsto having

a Cooperpairtransferred to (from )thesuperconductor,each electron ofthepairpassing ata di�erentcontactin the

sam e direction. O ne m ay also have an electron (hole)reected asan electron (hole)from one contactto the other.

Thisprocesswhich generalizesnorm alreection hasbeen nam ed cotunnelingsince,in presenceofthesuperconducting

gap,a quasiparticle propagatesin the superconductoras an evanescentstate,in a way sim ilarto what happens in

presenceofCoulom b blockade12.Noticethatherecotunneling isessentially elastic.The calculation ofthescattering

am plitudes and the corresponding non-localconductances was perform ed on Refs.5,8 in the case ofa clean BCS

superconductor. Norm alreections lead to cotunneling,which conserves spin,while anom alous reections lead to

crossed Andreev conductanceinvolving oppositespin channelsin thetwo leads.Thesee�ectsgiveriseto a variety of

new phenom ena and potentialapplications.O n one hand,when the leadsare spin-polarized,the sym m etry between

these two processesisbroken and interesting nonlocalm agnetoconductance e�etshave been predicted4,5. They can

be used asa novelprinciple fora spin-sensitive STM 9. O n the otherhand,crossed Andreev processes,asthey lead

to spatially separated singletpairs,have signaturesin crossed noise correlations13,14,15,16. They can also be used as

a sourceofentangled electron pairs,a crucialresourceforthe treatm entofquantum inform ation17,18.

In orderto m axim izethecrossed conductancee�ects,itisessentialto optim izethephysicalregim es,theparam eters

and the geom etry. For instance,for point contacts,the dependence ofthe crossed conductances with the contact

distance r isfound to be � ( 1

kF r
)2e�2r=�� 0 where kF isthe Ferm iwavevectorand �0 the BCS coherence length5,17.

This resultis valid fora clean three-dim ensionalsuperconductor,and the algebraic prefactorreducesvery strongly

theam plitudeofthee�ectforrealisticdistances.Fora 2D (resp.1D )superconductor,theexponentin theprefactor

isinstead found to be1 (resp.0),o�ering a neatadvantage.Thislead to theproposalofinducing superconductivity

in carbon nanotubes,in orderto reach an e�ective1D geom etry19,20.Anotherpossibility isto useextended contacts,

which cancelsthe prefactor(seeforinstance9).

In thepresentwork,thecalculation ofthecrossed conductancesisgeneralized to a di�usivesuperconductor.Ifthe

m ean-freepath lissm allerthan the barecoherencelength �0,the question is:which oneofthe typicallengths,lor

the coherence length � =
p
�hD =� �

p
�0l,controlsthe range ofthe e�ect? The calculation involvesthe di�usion

of(evanescent)quasiparticlesbetween the two contacts. Asa result,the range isfound to be oforder�. Although

not really surprising,this result is not obvious a priori: � is known to be the typicallength for the variations of

the superconducting order param eter,while we are interested here into the dam ping length for quasiparticles. In

otherterm s,itisnotclearthatin the di�usive regim e the spatialdependence ofthe single particle propagatorand

ofthe localpair am plitude are governed by the sam e length. M oreover,we �nd that in a three-dim ensionaldirty

superconductorthe prefactorbecom es (kF l)
�1 (kF r)

�1 instead of(kF r)
�2 . O wing to the crucialim portance ofthe

prefactor,thisnoticeably increasesthe crossed e�ectsascom pared to a clean system .

Thispaperisorganized asfollows.In Section 1,using a tunneling Ham iltonian,the generalresultforthe current

across one oftwo neighbouring S/N interfaces is recalled. In Section 2,the calculation is perform ed for a dirty

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0307099v3


2

1

a)

S

2

1

2

1

2

S

b)

a

FIG .1: Schem a ofa set-up with two neighboring S/N junctions. 1 and 2 denote norm alleads; a) point-like contacts; b)

extended contacts

superconductor,within thelowestorderapproxim ation.Thee�ectofdim ensionnality and geom etry arediscussed at

the end ofthe paper.

II. C LEA N SU P ER C O N D U C T O R :T U N N ELIN G IN T ER FA C ES

LetusconsideraballisticBCS superconductor,connected totwoleads1and 2(depicted on Figure1),with voltages

V1 and V2 with respectto the superconductor,by tunneling contactsdescribed by the Ham iltonian :

H T 1 =
X

kp�

T
1
kp c

y

k�
dp� + H :c: ; H T 2 =

X

pq�

T
2
pq d

y
p�cq� + H :c: (1)

whereT 1
kp
and T 2

qp arem atrix elem ents(hereafterassum ed to beequalto T1,T2)between singleelectron statesk 2 1,

p 2 S and q2 2.

Letus�rstconsidersinglechannelleads,atT = 0.Herewelim itourselvestolowestorderresults,which can alsobe

obtained by theK eldysh technique6,7,8,21 orthegolden ruleapproxim ation5,22.DroppingtheusualAndreev reection

current22,wefocuson thenonlocalcontributions,e.g.thecurrentinduced in onelead by thevoltageapplied on the

other. Using the factthatthe spectralfunctionsgi’s(i= 1;2)in the m etallic leadsdecay on the scale ofthe Ferm i

wavelength,oneobtains5 forthe "Crossed Andreev" currentIC A nd and the "ElasticCotunneling" currentIE C ot

IC A nd =
X

�

4�2e

h
jT

1
T
2
j
2

Z

d! �A nd12 (!;�)[n F (! � eV1)� nF (! + eV2)] (2)

IE C ot =
X

�

4�2e

h
jT

1
T
2
j
2

Z

d! �C ot12 (!;�)[n F (! � eV1)� nF (! � eV2)] (3)

with

�A nd12 (!;�) =

Z

1

d~r1

Z

2

d~r2 f
r
�(!;r12)f

a
�(!;r21)g1�(!)g2�� (� !) (4)

�C ot12 (!;�) =

Z

1

d~r1

Z

2

d~r2 g
r
�(!;r12)g

a
�(!;r21)g1�(!)g2�(!) (5)

wheretheintegralsrun on thecontactareas,rij = j~ri� ~rjj,g
r
�(!;rij)and f

r
�(!;rij)arerespectively thetim eFourier

transform softhe norm al� ihT fci�(t);c
y

j�(0)giand anom alousihT fci�(t);cj�(0)gibare retarded G reen’s functions

in the superconductor.Thosearegiven in threedim ensionsby

g
r(r;!) = �

m

2��h
2

1

r
e
�r=2�(!) [sinkF r

!
p
� 2 � !2

+ coskF r] (6)

f
r(r;!) = �

m

2��h
2

1

r
e
�r=2�(!)

sinkF r
�

p
� 2 � !2

(7)

where�! = �0
�p

� 2�! 2
isageneralizedfrequency-dependentcoherencelength.O necan then calculatetheconductances

associated respectively to crossed Andreev and elastic cotunneling processes,e.g. G C A nd = dIC A nd=d(V1 + V2)and



3

r
1 2

r r
1 2

r

a) b)

x x x x  x x

FIG .2:The di�uson diagram sin thesuperconductor,showing m ultiple im purity scattering ofquasiparticlesin the norm al(a)

and the anom alous(b)channel.Continuouslinesdenote the propagatorsg (a)and f (b),dotted linesthe im purity vertices.

G E C ot = dIE C ot=d(V1 � V2). Up to geom etricalfactors,the resultforinterfacesofradiusa < < �0 butm uch larger

than the Ferm ilength k�1
F

and distantby r> > a (Figure 1a)is5

G C A nd �
h

8e2

X

�

G 1�G 2��

e�2r=�� !

(kF r)
2

(8)

G E C ot �
h

8e2

X

�

G 1�G 2�

e�2r=�� !

(kF r)
2

Here G 1� and G 2�� arethe one-electron conductancesin the norm alstate fora given spin.Asshown in refs.4,5,8,

both crossed conductancescan bedistinguished and m easured assoon asleads1 and 2 arespin-polarized.A recently

proposed alternativeisto usethe crossed correlationsofshotnoise16.

Thedim ensionality ofthe superconductoriscrucial:theBCS coherencelength fora clean superconductorcan be

quite large,and the algebraic factor describing the ballistic propagation ofquasiparticles in S is the m ost lim iting

e�ect in three dim ensions. The constraint is weaker in two dim ensions where it becom es � e
� 2r=� �!

kF r
,and in one

dim ension whereone�ndse�2r=�� ! 19.

III. C A SE O F A D IFFU SIV E SU P ER C O N D U C T O R

Disorderisalwayspresentin low dim ensionalsuperconductors(�lm s)thusitisim portantto considerthedi�usive

lim it where elastic scattering occurs with a m ean-free path l. W e assum e no spin scattering that could be due to

m agneticim puritiesorspin-orbitinteraction.Using thegolden ruleorK eldysh technique,onecan generalizeEqs.(2-

5)forany realization ofthedisorderby replacing thebareG reen’sfunctionsg and f by theonesdressed by im purity

scattering. O n the other hand,disorder averaging im plies to perform the average on the products ofretarded and

advanced G reen’sfunctionsgrga and frfa. These averagesare related to the norm aland the anom alousintegrated

di�usion probabilities23,P (r)=
R1
�1

dtP (~r1;~r2;t)forr= r12.

P (r12) =
1

2��0
gr�(r12;!)g

a
�(r21;!) (9)

~P(r12) =
1

2��0
fr�(r12;!)f

a
�(r21;!) (10)

taken at! � "F .�0 isthenorm alstatedensityofstatesin thesuperconductor,and P (r)correspondstothedi�uson in

a norm alm etal(electron-electron channel),and ~P(r)istheanaloguewith norm alpropagatorsreplaced by anom alous

ones(seeFigure2).Theform erdescribesthevirtualdi�usion (below thegap)ofan out-of-equilibrium quasiparticle,

electron or hole. The second describes the anom alousdi�usion ofan electron becom ing a hole (with em ission ofa

Cooperpair)orvice-versa.

Thesolution forthedi�usonsstartsfrom theDrude-Boltzm ann approxim ation,wheretheg’sand f’sareindepen-

dently averaged on disorder

P0(r12) =
1

2��0
gr�(!;r12) ga�(!;r21) (11)
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~P0(r12) =
1

2��0
fr�(!;r12) fa�(!;r21) (12)

wheregr;a(!;r)and fr;a(!;r)areobtained from thepropagatorsgr;a(!;r)and fr;a(!;r)in theclean superconductor

case,e.g.gr;a(!;r)= gr;a(!;r)e�r=2l,fr;a(!;r)= fr;a(!;r)e�r=2l24 .

The fulldi�usonsareobtained from the integralequation23

P (~r1;~r2)) = 2��0

Z

d~r
0
d~r

00
P0(~r1;~r

0)�(~r0;~r00)P0(~r
00
;~r2) (13)

~P (~r1;~r2) = 2��0

Z

d~r
0
d~r

00 ~P0(~r1;~r
0)~�(~r0;~r00) ~P0(~r

00
;~r2) (14)

the vertex function � obeying

�(~r1;~r2) = e�(~r1 � ~r2)+
1

�e

Z

d~r
0 �(~r1;~r

0)P0(~r
0
;~r2) (15)

~�(~r1;~r2) = e�(~r1 � ~r2)+
1

�e

Z

d~r
0 ~�(~r1;~r

0) ~P0(~r
0
;~r2) (16)

wheree = (2��0�e)
�1 isthebarevertex and and ��1e = 2��0nijvij

2 = vF
l
theinversescatteringtim eforan density

ni ofim puritieswith potentialstrength vi.

Letusconsiderthedirty lim itl< �0,which m eansthatthequasiparticleencounterm any collisionsbeforedecaying.

Then P0, ~P0 decay on lwhile � a prioridecaysm oreslowly,allowing a gradientapproxim ation

�(~r1;~r2) � e�(~r1 � ~r2)+
1

�e
�(~r1;~r2)hP0(r)i + r

2�(~r1;~r2)hr
2
P0(r)i (17)

~�(~r1;~r2) � e�(~r1 � ~r2)+
1

�e

~�(~r1;~r2)h~P0(r)i + r
2~�(r1;r2)hr

2 ~P0(r)i (18)

O neeasily calculates

hP0(r)i = h~P0(r)i = �e
� 2

� 2 � !2

1

1+ l

�!

(19)

hr
2
P0(r)i = hr

2 ~P0(r)i = 2�e
� 2

� 2 � !2

l2

(1+ l

�!
)3

(20)

Thisleadsto the solution,valid forr> > l

P (r)= ~P(r)= (1+
l

�!
)

� 2

� 2 � !2

1

4�D r
e
�r= ~�! (21)

with

~��2! = (D �e)
�1 (1+

l

�!
)2 [

l

�!
�

!2

� 2
�

l

�!

!2

� 2
] (22)

To lowestorderin l

�!
and !

�
,one�nds

~�! �

r
D �e�!

l
�
p
l�! (23)

justifying a posteriorithe abovegradientapproxim ation.
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W e thus �nd that in the dirty lim it, the range ofthe di�usons,thus ofthe non-localscattering probabilities,

is reduced only to the "dirty lim it" coherence length,and not to the m ean-free-path. As for �!,it diverges as !

approachesthe superconducting gap.

W e can now write the crossed conductances

G C A nd �
h

8e2

X

�

G 1�G 2��

e�r=
~�!

�h�0D r
(24)

G E C ot �
h

8e2

X

�

G 1�G 2�

e�r=
~�!

�h�0D r

Besidesthesm allerdecay length,onenoticesthedi�erentalgebraicdependence,in 1=rinstead of1=r2 fortheclean

lim it. In m ore detail,the conductancesvary like 1

(kF r)(kF l)
e�r=

~�,showing thatforl< r < ~�,the dirty case ism ore

favourablethan the clean one.Thisresultholdswhen allthe dim ensionsofthe superconductorare largerthan l.If

one ofthem issm aller(very thin �lm ),di�usion becom estwo-dim ensionaland the solution ofthe di�usion equation

leadsto a dependence 1p
r
e�r=

~� ifr> ~� and � ln(r
~�
)ifr< ~�,again showing the advantageofdi�usive behaviour.

O ne can use this result to evaluate the conductance for extended contacts 1 and 2. From Eqs. (2-5)it is given

approxim ately by

G C A nd;E C ot �

Z

d~r1 d~r2 G C A nd;E C ot(r12) (25)

Asan exam ple,fortwo linearcontactsfacing each otherata distance R < ~�,oflength and width m uch largerthan
~� (Figure1b),oneeasily �ndsthatthe 1=r factorintegratesoutand G C A nd;E C ot � e�R =

~�.

To sum m arize,we have shown that Andreev and cotunneling processesbetween distinct tunneling contacts on a

dirty superconductordecay on thecoherencelength ~�=
p
l�0,and thatthealgebraicprefactordecreaseslike1=rwith

the contactdistance instead of1=r2 in the clean case.Forextended contactscloserthan � the crossed conductances

can be m oreeasily observed.

Theauthorisgratefulto G .M ontam baux and G .Deutscherforstim ulating discussions.Aftercom pleting thiswork

theauthorwasinform ed aboutan equivalentcalculation ofcrossed Andreev am plitudewith adirty superconductor25.

LEPES isunderconvention with Universit�eJoseph Fourier.

�
feinberg@ grenoble.cnrs.fr

1
Fora shortreview and references,see I.Zuti�c,J.Supercond.15,5 (2002).

2
J.M .Byersand M .E.Flatt�e,Phys.Rev.Lett.74,306 (1995).

3 F.J.Jedem a,B.J.van W ees,B.H.Hoving,A.T.Filip and T.M .K lapwijk,Phys.Rev.B 60,16549 (1999).
4
G .D eutscher,D .Feinberg,Appl.Phys.Lett.76,487 (2000).

5
G .Falci,D .Feinberg,F.W .J.Hekking,Europhys.Lett.54,255 (2001).

6
R.M �elin,J.Phys.:Condens.M atter13,6445 (2001)

7
V.Apinyan,R.M �elin,Eur.Phys.J.B.25,373 (2002).

8
R.M �elin,D .Feinberg,Eur.Phys.J.B.26,101 (2002).

9 D .Feinberg and G .D eutscher,Physica E 15,88 (2002).
10

C.J.Lam bert,J.Phys.Condens.M atter3 6579 (1991).
11

J.K oltai, J.Cserti, C.J.Lam bert, in "Towards The Controllable Q uantum States (M esoscopic Superconductivity and

Spintronics)",EdsH.Takayanagiand J.Nitta (W orld Scienti�c,2003),p.119-125.
12

D .V.Averin and Yu.V.Nazarov,in Single Charge Tunneling,edited by H.G rabert and M .H.D evoret (Plenum Press,

New York)1992,Chapt.6.
13 J.Torr�es,T.M artin,Eur.Phys.J.B 12,319 (1999)
14

P.Sam uelsson and M .B�uttiker,Phys.Rev.Lett.89,046601 (2002);ibid.,Phys.Rev.B 66,201306 (2002).
15

D .Sanchez,R.Lopez,P.Sam uelsson and M .B�uttiker,ArXiv cond-m at/0306132.
16

G .Bignon,M .Houzet,F.Pistolesiand F.W .J.Hekking,unpublished.
17

M .S.Choi,C.Bruder,D .Loss,Phys.Rev.B62,13569 (2000);P.Recher,E.V.Sukhorukov,D .Loss,Phys.Rev.B 63,

165314 (2001).

mailto:feinberg@grenoble.cnrs.fr
http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0306132


6

18
G .B.Lesovik,T.M artin,G .Blatter,Eur.Phys.J.B 24,287 (2001);N.Chtchelkatchev,G .Blatter,G .Lesovik,T.M artin,

Phys.Rev.B 66,161320 (2002).
19 P.Recher,D .Loss,Phys.Rev.B 65,165327 (2002).
20 V.Bouchiat,N.Chtchelkatchev,D .Feinberg,G .Lesovik,T.M artin,J.Torres,Nanotechnology 14,77 (2003).
21

J.C.Cuevas,A.M artin-Rodero,A.Levy-Yeyati,Phys.Rev.54,7366 (1996).
22

F.W .J.Hekking,Yu.V.Nazarov,Phys.Rev.B 49,6847 (1994).
23

E.Akkerm ans,G .M ontam baux,to be published (Chapter1).
24

A.A.Abrikosov,L.P.G orkov,I.E.D zyaloshinskii,m ethodsofQ uantum Field Theory in StatisticalPhysics,p.337 (D over,

New York,1975).
25

N.M .Chtchelkatchev,I.S.Burm istrov,Phys.Rev.B68,140501 (2003).N.M .Chtchelkatchev,JETP Lett.78,230 (2003)

[Pis’m a Zh.Eksp.iTeor.Fiz.78,265 (2003).]


