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W e study the tails ofthe density ofstates (D O S) in a di�usive superconductor-norm alm etal-

superconductor (SNS) junction below the Thouless gap. W e show that long-wave uctuations of

the concentration ofim purities in the norm allayer lead to the form ation ofsubgap quasiparticle

states,and calculate the associated subgap D O S in alle�ective dim ensionalities. W e com pare the

resulting tailswith thosearising from m esoscopicgap uctuations,and determ inethedim ensionless

param eters controlling which contribution dom inates the subgap D O S.W e observe that the two

contributionsare form ally related to each otherby a dim ensionalreduction.

PACS num bers:74.45.+ c;74.40.+ k;74.81.-g.

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

Thepropertiesofhybrid superconductor-norm alm etal

structures (SN) continue to attract considerable atten-

tion both experim entally1 and theoretically2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9,

though thefundam entalprocessgoverningthephysicsof

such system s,Andreev reection10,hasbeen discovered

long ago.In fact,while itiswellknown thatgenerically

theproxim itytoasuperconductorleadstoam odi�cation

ofthe density ofstatesin the norm alm etal,the nature

and extentofthise�ectdependson thedetailsthehybrid

structure.In particular,itwasrecentlypointed out2 that

when a closed m esoscopicm etallicregion iscontacted on

onesidetoasuperconductor,theresultingDO S turnsout

to depend on its shape. Ifintegrable,the DO S is �nite

everywherebutattheFerm ilevel,whereitvanishesasa

powerlaw. O n the contrary,in a generic chaotic m etal-

lic region one expects the opening ofa gap around the

Ferm ilevel,theThoulessgap3.In analogy with thecon-

siderationsabove,a di�usivem etallicregion sandwiched

between two bulk superconducting electrodes has been

predicted to have a gapped density of states, the gap

being atenergiescom parable to to the Thoulessenergy

E T h = D =L2
z,where D isthe di�usion constantand L z

the width ofthe norm allayer4,5,6,7 [seeFig.1].

In a di�usive SNS structure with transparent SN in-

terfaces,the density ofstates in the norm alpart,aver-

aged overitsthickness,and atenergiesE rightabovethe

gap edge E g ’ 3:12E T h,is � / 1=�V
p
(E � Eg)=�

3
0,

where � 0 = (E g�
2)1=3,� = 1=(�0V ),and V = LxLyLz

is the volum e of the norm alregion. This dependence

is rem iniscent ofthe density ofstates at the edge ofa

W ignersem icirclein Random M atrix Theory [RM T],� 0

beingthee�ectivelevelspacingrightabovethegap edge.

Using thisanalogy,Vavilov etal.8 realized thatthe dis-

order averaged DO S should not display a realgap,but

have exponentially sm alltailsbelow the gap edge,anal-

ogous to the Tracy-W idom tails11 in RM T.A rigorous

study in term s ofa Supersym m etric Sigm a M odelde-

scription ofthe SNS structurehasshown thatthisisin-

deed the case9. However,in analogy to the theory of

Lifshits tails12 in disordered conductors,the nature of

the resulting subgap quasiparticle states depends addi-

tionally on thee�ectivedim ensionality d,determ ined by

com paring the interface length scales Lx;Ly, with the

typicallength scale ofa subgap quasiparticle state,L? .

In particular,ifLx � L? > Ly or Lx;Ly � L? the

subgap quasiparticle states are localized either in the x

direction orin thex� y planealongtheinterface,respec-

tively.Correspondingly,theasym ptotictailsoftheDO S

deviate from the universalRM T result,applicable only

in the zero dim ensionalcase[Lx;Ly < L? ].

The analogy with RM T applies,within the appropri-

ate sym m etry class, to other physicalsituations, such

asdi�usivesuperconductorscontainingm agneticim puri-

ties8,13,14,and superconductorswith inhom ogeneouscou-

pling constants15. In both cases,atm ean �eld levelthe

density ofstates has a square root singularity close to

thegap edge16,17.Correspondingly,accountingform eso-

scopicRM -likeuctuation,thedisorderaveraged density

ofstates has tails below the gap edge,with an asym p-

totics sim ilar to the one calculated in Ref.[9]for SNS

structures. O n the other hand, in the case of di�u-

sive superconductors containing m agnetic im purities,it

was shown18,19 that,in addition to m esoscopic uctua-

tions,subgap quasiparticlestatescan form asa resultof

classicaluctuations ,i.e. long-wave uctuationsofthe

concentration ofm agnetic im puritiesassociated to their

Poissonian statistics. Sim ilarly,also in superconductors

with inhom ogeneouscoupling constantlong-waveuctu-

ationsofthe coarse grained gap lead to the appearance

ofsubgap quasiparticlestates,and consequently to tails

ofthe DO S17.Interestingly,in both casesthe tailsorig-

inating from m esoscopic uctuations and from classical

onesareform ally related by a dim ensionalreduction18.

In this paper,we close this setofanalogies,studying

thecontribution tothesubgap tailsoftheDO S in adi�u-

sive SNS junction arising from long-waveuctuationsof

theconcentrationofim puritiesin thenorm allayer.Com -

bining theresultsofthisanalysiswith thoseobtained by

O strovsky,Skvortsov,and Feigel’m an9,who considered

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0510570v1
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thesubgaptailsoriginatingfrom m esoscopicuctuations,

weprovidea consistentpictureofthephysicsofthesub-

gap states. In particular,a quantitative com parison of

the two contribution showsthatm esoscopicuctuations

dom inatein longand dirty junctions,whileclassicaluc-

tuationsdom inatein widerand/orcleanerones.In anal-

ogy with di�usive superconductorswith m agneticim pu-

rities,and superconductorswith inhom ogeneouscoupling

constants,also in the presentcasethe two contributions

to thesubgap tails,arisingfrom m esoscopicand classical

uctuations,arerelated by a dim ensionalreduction.

Therestofthepaperisorganized asfollows:in Sec.II

wepresentthedetailsoftheanalysisofthesubgap DO S

arising from uctuationsofthe concentration ofim puri-

tiesnim p in an SNS junction.In Sec.III,wecom parethe

twocontributionstothesubgap DO S associated tom eso-

scopic and classicaluctuations. In Sec.IV,we present

ourconclusions.

II. SU B G A P D O S A SSO C IA T ED T O

FLU C T U A T IO N S O F nim p.

Letusstartconsideringadi�usivem etalliclayerin be-

tween two superconducting bulk electrodes,a geom etry

represented schem atically in Fig.1.Assum ing kF l> > 1,

where lis the m ean free path,this system can be de-

scribed in term softhe quasiclassicalapproxim ation. In

particular,atm ean �eld level[i.e.,neglectingboth m eso-

scopic and classicaluctuations ], neglecting electron-

electron interaction,and assum ing the thickness ofthe

m etallic layerLz > > l,one can describe the SNS struc-

tureby the Usadelequation20,21

D

2
r 2

� + iE sin[�]= 0; (1)

where D = v2F �=3 is the di�usion constant, E is the

energy m easured from the Ferm ilevel, assum ed to be

jE j� �,where � is the gap in the bulk electrodes.

The �eld � isrelated to the quasiclassicalG reen’sfunc-

tionsandtheanom alousG reen’sfunction bytherelations

g(r;E ) = cos[�(r;E )],f(r;E ) = isin[�(r;E )]. In addi-

tion,assum ing theinterfacesto beperfectly transparent,

theproxim ity to thetwo superconducting regionscan be

described by the boundary conditions �(z = � Lz=2)=

�=2.

Itisconvenientto m easurealllengthsin unitsLz,and

set� = �=2+ i	.Therefore,Eq.(1)becom es

r 2	+ 2
E

E T h

cosh[	]= 0; (2)

where E T h = D =L2
z isthe Thoulessenergy.The bound-

ary conditionsforthe�eld 	 aresim ply 	(z = � 1=2)=

0.

In term sof	theDO S is� = 2�0Im [sinh[	]],where� 0

isthe density ofstatesofthenorm alm etalattheFerm i

yL

zL

x

N SS

L

FIG .1:A schem aticplotofan SNS junction:two bulk super-

conducting electrodes (S)connected to a di�usive m etal(N)

ofthicknessLz.The interfaceshave linearsize Lx,Ly.

level. The DO S can be calculated looking for solutions

ofEq.(2)uniform in thex � y plane4,5,6,9.In particular,

forE < E g � C2E T h [C2 ’ 3:122]allsolutionsofEq.(2)

are real,im plying � = 0. Therefore,one identi�es Eg
with theproxim ity induced gap within thenorm alm etal

layer.Them ean �eld DO S rightaboveE g averaged over

the z direction isfound to be

� ’ 3:72�0

s

E � Eg

E g

: (3)

Let us proceed analyzing the tails ofthe DO S aten-

ergies E < E g arising from uctuations of the con-

centration ofim purities,i.e. long-wave inhom ogeneities

in the x � y plane of 1=�. W e �rst consider an SNS

structure such that the linear size ofthe SN interfaces

is m uch larger than the thickness ofthe m etallic layer

[Lx;Ly � Lz]. In the fram ework of the Usadel de-

scription ofthe m etallic layer [Eq.(2)]one can account

for long-wave transversaluctuations ofthe concentra-

tion of im purities by prom oting E T h, or equivalently

E g = C2E T h,to be a position dependent random vari-

able,characterized by the statistics

E g(x) = E g + �Eg(x); (4)

h�Eg(x)i = 0; (5)

h�Eg(x)�Eg(x
0)i =

E 2
g

ndL
d
z

�(x � x
0); (6)

whered isthee�ectivedim ensionality ofthesystem ,and

nd thee�ectiveconcentrationofim purities.Asshownbe-

low,d isdeterm ined by com paring thelinearsizesofthe

interface Lx;Ly to the linear scale ofthe subgap states

L? ’ Lz=((E g � E )=Eg)
1=4.IfLx;Ly � L? the system

ise�ectively two dim ensional,and n2 = nim pLz.O n the

other hand, if Lx < L? � Ly [or Ly < L? � Lx],

the system is e�ectively one dim ensional, and n1 =

nim p Lz Lx.

Accounting fortheseuctuations,theUsadelequation

Eq.(2)becom es

@
2
z	+ r 2

x
	+ 2C 2

E

E g

(1� ��g(x))cosh[	]= 0; (7)

where��g = �Eg=E g.
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O urpurposeistocalculatetheDO S averagedoveruc-

tuationsof�Eg atenergiesE < E g.Forthissake,letus

introduce�E = Eg � E ,and �	(z;x)= 	(z;x)� 	0(z),

where	 0 isthesolution ofEq.(2)atE = E g.Expanding

Eq.(7) and keeping the lowest order nonlinearity in �	

oneobtains

(@2z + f0(z))�	+ r 2
x
�	+

g0(z)

2
�	2 = g0(z)(�� � ��g);(8)

where�� = �E =Eg,g0(z)= 2C2 cosh[	 0(z)],and f0(z)=

2C2 sinh[	 0(z)].

In ordertosim plify furtherEq.(8),itisusefultonotice

that the operator H = � @2z � f0(z),diagonalized with

zero boundary conditionsat� 1=2,adm itsan eigenstate

�0 with zero eigenvalue. Physically,�0 determ ines the

shapeofthem ean �eld z-dependentDO S obtained from

Eq.(2).Therefore,itisnaturalto set

�	(z;x)’
p
A 1=A 2 �(x)�0(z); (9)

with A 1 =
R
dz g0 �0 ’ 7:18,and A 2 =

R
dz

g0
2
�3
0 ’

2:74.

Substituting Eq.(9) in Eq.(8),and projecting the re-

sulting equation on �0,oneobtains

r 2
� + �

2 = �� � ��g(x) (10)

wherewerescaled the length by (A 1 A 2)
� 1=4,and

h��g(x)��g(x
0)i= � �(x � x

0); (11)

with � � (A1A 2)
1=4=(nd L

d
z).

Letusnow split� = � u + iv,and obtain the system

� r2u + u
2 � v

2 = �� � ��g; (12)

�
1

2
r 2

v+ u v = 0: (13)

Interestingly, this set of equations is analogous to the

equationsobtained by Larkin and O vchinikov in thecon-

textofthe study ofgap sm earing in inhom ogeneoussu-

perconductors17,and to the equations obtained by the

author and Io�e in the context ofthe study ofsubgap

tails in di�usive superconductors containing m agnetic

im purities18.

Letusnow proceed with thecalculation oftheDO S.In

the presentnotation,the DO S averaged overthe thick-

nessofthe norm allayerisgiven by

�(x;�� j��g(x))

�0
’ 3:72v(x;�� j��g(x)): (14)

W e are interested in calculating the average density of

states h�i=�0 ’ 3:72hvi at energies below the Thouless

gap [�� > 0].In thisparam eterrange,thecorresponding

functionalintegral

hvi’

R
D [��g]v(x;�� j��g(x))e

� 1=(2�)

R
dx(��g(x))

2

R
D [��g]e

� 1=(2�)

R
dx(��g(x))

2
;(15)

receives its m ost im portant contributions by exponen-

tially rare instanton con�gurations of��g such that,at

speci�c locations along the interfaces of the junction,

��g(x) � ��. The rem aining task is to select am ong all

theseuctuationsthe onethatdom inatesthe functional

integralEq.(15),i.e.the optim aluctuation .

Theaction associated to a con�guration of��g is

S =
1

2�

Z

dx(��g)
2 ’

Z

dx(r 2
u � u

2 + ��)2; (16)

where we used Eq.(12) to express ��g in term s ofu;v,

and,with exponentialaccuracy,neglected the term v2

in the action. In order to �nd the optim aluctuation

onehasto �nd a nontrivialsaddlepointu0 ofS,tending

asym ptotically to thesolution ofthehom ogeneousprob-

lem [u0 !
p
��],and subjectto the constraintofhaving

nontrivialsolutionsforv ofEq.(13).

Since the norm alm etallayerisdi�usive,and m om en-

tum scatteringisotropic,itisnaturalto assum etheopti-

m aluctuation to be spherically sym m etric.The Euler-

Lagrangeequation associated to S is

(�
1

2
� (d)+ u)(� (d)

u � u
2 + ��)= 0 (17)

where

� (d) � @
2
r +

d� 1

r
@r; (18)

is the radialpart ofthe Laplacian in sphericalcoordi-

nates.An obvioussolution to Eq.(17)isobtained setting

� (d)
u � u

2 + �� = 0: (19)

This equation is equivalent to the hom ogeneous Usadel

equation with uniform E g,i.e. Eq.(10) with ��g = 0.

Though thisequation hasde�nitely nontrivialinstanton

solutions for u with the appropriate asym ptotics,it is

possibletoshow thattheconstraintofEq.(13)issatis�ed

only by v = 0. This isphysically obvioussince Eq.(19)

describes a uniform system where alllong-wave uctu-

ations of 1=� have been suppressed, and thus, within

thepresentapproxim ationschem e,thesubgapDO S m ust

vanish.However,itshould bepointed outthat,account-

ing for m esoscopic uctuations,the instanton solutions

ofEq.(19)describetheoptim aluctuation associated to

m esoscopicgap uctuations,asshown in Ref.[9].

Letusnow look forthenontrivialsaddlepoint.Equa-

tion (17)isequivalentto the system

(�
1

2
� (d)+ u)h = 0; (20)

� (d)
u � u

2 + �� = h: (21)

which can be reduced to a single second orderinstanton

equation setting h = (2@ru)=r. W ith this substitution,

Eq.(20) becom es the derivative of Eq.(21), which now

reads

� (d� 2)
u � u

2 + �� = 0: (22)
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Noticethatthisequation is,upon reduction ofthedim en-

sionality by 2,identicalin form to the one associated to

m esoscopic uctuations,Eq.(19). As we willsee later,

thisreduction ofdim ensionality relatesin a sim ilarway

the dependence ofthe action associated to classicaland

m esoscopicuctuationson ��.

Itisnow straightforward to seethatthe instanton so-

lution u0 ofthis equation with the appropriate asym p-

toticsdescribesindeed the optim aluctuation,the con-

straintofEq.(13)being autom atically satis�ed in virtue

ofEq.(20),with v0 / (2@ru0)=r. M oreover,the corre-

sponding optim aluctuation of��g is��g = 2@ru0=r.

Itisclearthattheinstanton solutionsofEq.(22)m ust

havethe form u0 =
p
���(r=�),with � = 1=(��)1=4.The

corresponding equation for�(r)is@2r� + (d� 3)=r@r� �

�2+ 1= 0.Theinstanton solution ofthisequation can be

easily found num erically,and thecorrespondingaction S

calculated.The resultis

Sd = adndL
d
z ��

8� d

4 (23)

wherethe constantsad area1 ’ 0:88,and a2 ’ 7:74.

W ithin our approxim ation schem e, the density of

statesish�i/ W exp[� S],whereW isa prefactordueto

gaussian uctuationsaround the instanton saddlepoint.

The calculation ofW can be perform ed using the stan-

dard techniquedueto Zittarzand Langer,and issim ilar

to those reported in Ref.[18,17].To leading orderin the

saddlepointapproxim ation,the �nalresultis

h�i

�0
’ �d

q

nd L
d
z ��

d(10� d)� 12

8 e
� Sd; (24)

where�1 � 0:1 and �2 � 0:5.

The resultin Eq.(24)relieson a saddle pointapprox-

im ation,which isjusti�ed provided Sd � 1.Thistrans-

latesinto the condition

�� �

�
1

adndL
d
z

� 4

8� d

: (25)

Asm entioned before,thee�ectivedim ensionality,and

thereforetheasym ptoticdensity ofstates,isdeterm ined

bycom paringthelinearsizeoftheoptim aluctuation,in

dim ensionfullunitsL? ’ Lz� = Lz=��
1=4,to the linear

dim ensionsofthe interfacesLx;Ly. IfLx;Ly � L? the

asym ptoticsise�ectively two dim ensional[d = 2],while

forLy � L? ;Lx � L? theasym ptoticDO S ise�ectively

onedim ensional[d = 1].SinceL? increasesastheenergy

gets closer to the average gap edge,it is clear that in

any �nite size system the applicable asym ptotics m ight

exhibitvariouscrossovers,2d ! 1d ! 0d,as�� ! 0.In

particular,the tailsarezero dim ensionalwhen Lx;Ly <

L? ,in which case the asym ptotic form ofthe DO S is

obtained by calculating the integral

h�i

�0
’ 3:72

Z
d(��g)
p
2��0

p
��g � �� e

�
��

2
g

2�0

�
1

��3=2
e
� S0; (26)

where �0 = 1=(nim pV ) [V = LxLyLz] and S0 =

1=(2�0)��
2.

III. M ESO SC O P IC V S.C LA SSIC A L

FLU C T U A T IO N S.

In the previoussection we have discussed the asym p-

toticdensity ofstatesbelow theThoulessgap originating

from classicaluctuations, i.e. inhom ogeneities in the

concentration ofim purities or equivalently in 1=�. As

discussed in the introduction,this m echanism to gener-

ate subgap states is com plem entary to m esoscopic uc-

tuationsofthe gap edge.

The tails associated to m esoscopic gap uctuations

have been calculated by O strovsky, Feigel’m an and

Skvortsovin Ref.[9].Toexponentialaccuracy,thesubgap

DO S associated to m esoscopic uctuations is h�i=�0 /

exp[� ~Sd],where

~Sd ’ ~ad G d (��)
6� d

2 ; (27)

where ~ad isa constant[~a0 ’ 1:9,~a1 ’ 4:7,and ~a2 ’ 10],

and G d isthe e�ective dim ensionlessconductance

G 0 = 4��0D
LxLy

Lz

; (28)

G 1 = 4��0D Lx; (29)

G 2 = 4��0D Lz: (30)

The scale ofthe optim aluctuation associated to m eso-

scopic uctuations is also L ? ’ Lz=(��)
1=4. Therefore,

thee�ectivedim ensionality d istobedeterm ined accord-

ing to the criteria presented in the previoussection.

Before discussing the com parison of m esoscopic and

classicaluctuations, let us �rst explain the rationale

behind the separation these two contributions. Though

it is clear that the only physicaluctuations in a real

sam ple are associated to uctuationsin the positionsof

im purities,these uctuationscan a�ectthe DO S in two

ways: i)- depress the Thouless gap edge by increasing

locally the scattering rate [classicaluctuations],orii)-

take advantage ofinterference e�ects in the quasiparti-

cle wave functions to generate quasiparticle states that

couple ine�ciently to the superconducting banks[m eso-

scopicuctuations].Itm akessenseto think oftwo types

ofe�ectsseparately iftheactionsassociated to them are

very di�erentin m agnitude [~S � S orvice versa]. O b-

viously,in the crossoverregion,where S � ~S the sepa-

ration ofthese two m echanism sis m eaningless,because

thesystem can takeadvantageofboth atthesam etim e.

W ith this caveat, let us proceed in the com parison

of these two contributions, starting with the zero di-

m ensionalcase. Since the dim ensionless conductance is

G 0 � Eg=�,where� � 1=(�0V )isthelevelspacing,then

the d = 0 action associated to m esoscopic uctuations

can be written as

~S0 �

�
�E

� 0

� 3=2

; (31)
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where � 0 = (E g�
2)1=3,where � = 1=(�0V ) is the level

spacing in the m etallic layer. Physically,� 0 can be in-

terpreted asbeing the e�ective levelspacing rightabove

the gap edge.Indeed,from Eq.(3)one seesthat

� �
1

�V

s

�E

� 3
0

: (32)

Therefore,the resultofEq.(31)indicatesthattailsorig-

inating from m esoscopicuctuationsofthegap edgeare

universal[in d = 0],in accordanceto the conjecture for-

m ulated inRef.[8]on thebasisofRandom M atrixTheory.

In turn,in the zero dim ensionalcase the action associ-

ated to classicaluctuationsis

S0 �

�
�E

�E0

� 2

; (33)

where �E0 = E g=
p
nim pV is the scale oftypicaluc-

tuations of the gap edge associated to uctuations of

the concentration ofim purities. The dim ensionless pa-

ram eter controlling which which m echanism dom inates

istherefore

0 =
� 0

�E0
: (34)

Clearly,for0 � 1 m esoscopicuctuationsdom inatethe

subgap tails,while for0 � 1 classicaluctuationsgive

the largestcontribution to the subgap DO S24.

Let us now write 0 in term s of elem entary length

scales,onecan estim ate

0 �
1

kF l

1
p
k2
F
�

(Lz=l)
7=6

(LxLy=l
2)1=6

�
1

kF l

(Lz=l)
7=6

(LxLy=l
2)1=6

; (35)

where we used the factthatthe scattering crosssection

ofa single im purity � is typically ofthe sam e order of

�2F .W ithin theassum ptionsofthetheory,0 istheratio

oftwo largenum bers,and therefore itsprecise value de-

pendson thesystem param eters.However,from Eq.(35)

we see that m aking the junction longer and longer,i.e.

increasingLz,tendstofavorm esoscopicuctuations.In-

tuitively, this is due to the fact that as Lz increases,

thedim ensionlessconductanceofthejunction dim inishes

while the averagenum berofim puritiesincreases,there-

fore suppressing the associated uctuations ofthe gap

edge.Atthe sam e tim e,increasing the area ofthe junc-

tion,orm aking them cleaner,reversesthe situation. In

sum m ary,m esoscopicuctuationsarefavoredin longand

dirty junctions,whileclassicaluctuationsarefavored in

wider and/or cleaner ones.

Since in higherdim ensionalitiesthe linearscaleofthe

optim aluctuation associated to the two m echanism is

identical[L? = Lz=(��)
1=4],itispossible,and physically

suggestive,to reduce the form ofthe actionsin d = 1;2

toazerodim ensionalaction calculated within thetypical

volum e ofthe optim aluctuation. The latter is V? =

LxL? Lz for d = 1, and V? = L2
?
Lz in d = 2. For

exam ple,ford = 1 onecan write

S1 � nim pLxL? Lz (��)
2

�

�
�E

�Eeff

� 2

; (36)

where�Eeff = E g=
p
nim pV? .Sim ilarly,

~S1 �

�
�E

� eff

� 2

; (37)

where � eff = (E g�
2
eff

)1=3,�eff = 1=(�0V? ) being the

levelspacing in the volum e ofthe optim aluctuation.

In analogy to thezero dim ensionalcase,oneistherefore

led to concludethatalsoin foronedim ensionaltailslong

and dirty junctionsaredom inated by m esoscopicuctu-

ations,while wider and/or cleaner junctions favorclas-

sicalones. Thisqualitative statem entisindeed correct,

but the proofis com plicated by the energy dependence

L? .

Theappropriateway to proceed ford = 1;2 isto write

theactionsassociated to classicaland m esoscopicuctu-

ationsin com pactform as

S =

�
E g � E

�Ed

� 8� d

4

; (38)

~S =

�
E g � E

� d

� 6� d

4

(39)

where �Ed = E g=(ad ndL
d
z)

4=(8� d), and � d =

E g=(~adG d)
4=(6� d). Therefore,the dim ensionless param -

eterthatdeterm ineswhich contributionsdom inatesthe

subgap DO S is

d �
� d

�Ed
: (40)

Ifd � 1,the subgap DO S isdom inated by m esoscopic

gap uctuations,and theapplicableresultisEq.(27).O n

theotherhand,ford � 1 theDO S below thegap isde-

term ined by long-waveuctuationsof1=� [Eq.(24)].Fi-

nally,estim ating d in term sofelem entary length scales,

oneobtains

1 �
1

(kF l)
16=35

(Lz=l)
8=7

(Lx=l)
8=35

; (41)

2 �
1

(kF l)
2=3

(Lz=l): (42)

In analogy to Eq.(35),thefactthatd isproportionalto

a powerofLz=lim pliesthatm esoscopicuctuationsare

dom inantin longjunctions,whiletheinverseproportion-

ality ofd on a powerofkF land ofthelinearsizeofthe

interface[in d = 0;1]im pliesthatwideinterfacesand/or

cleanersam plesm ay favorthe contribution arising from

classicaluctuations.
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IV . C O N C LU SIO N S

In thispaper,wediscussed thee�ectofinhom ogeneous

uctuationsofthe concentration ofim purities,orequiv-

alently of1=�,on the tailsofthe DO S below the Thou-

lessgap in di�usive SNS junctions.W e haveshown that

these classicaluctuationslead to the form ation ofsub-

gap quasiparticlestatesand arecom plem entary to m eso-

scopic uctuationsin determ ining the asym ptotic DO S.

Finding thedim ensionlessparam eterthatcontrolswhich

m echanism givesthe dom inantcontribution to the sub-

gap tails,one �nds that,qualitatively,m esoscopic uc-

tuations are favored in long and dirty junctions,while

classicalonesdom inate in widerand/orcleanerones.

W e have observed that,as for di�usive superconduc-

torscontaining m agneticim purities,and fordi�usivesu-

perconductorswith an inhom ogeneouscouplingconstant,

the two contributions are form ally related by a dim en-

sionalreduction by 2,both atthelevelofinstanton equa-

tionsdeterm ining theoptim aluctuation,and in thede-

pendence ofthe DO S on the distancefrom the gap edge

��.Asin otherphysicalsystem s25,itisnaturalto expect

thatsupersym m etry isatthe rootofdim ensionalreduc-

tion also in this context. This fact could in principle

be elucidated generalizing the Sigm a M odeldescribing

m esoscopicuctuationsto includethephysicsassociated

to classicaluctuations.
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