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W e study the tails of the density of states 0O S) In a di usive superconductornom alm etal-
superconductor (SN S) junction below the Thouless gap. W e show that long-wave uctuations of
the concentration of im purities In the nom al layer lkad to the fom ation of subgap quasiparticle
states, and calculate the associated subgap DO S In alle ective din ensionalities. W e com pare the
resuling tails w ith those arising from m esoscopic gap uctuations, and determ ine the din ensionless
param eters controlling which contribution dom inates the subgap DO S. W e cbserve that the two
contributions are form ally related to each otherby a din ensional reduction.

PACS numbers: 74454+ ¢c; 7440+ k; 74.81 9.
I. INTRODUCTION .

T he properties ofhybrid superconductornom alm etal
structures (SN) continue, to attract considerable, af -
tion both experin entally¥ and theoretically?2#add82
though the fuindam ental process goveming the physics of
such system s, Andreev re ection?, has been discovered
Iong ago. In fact, whik it is wellknown that generically
the proxin iy to a superconductor leadsto am odi cation
of the density of states in the nom alm etal, the nature
and extent ofthise ect dependson the details the hybrid
structure. Tn particular, it was recently pointed out? that
w hen a closed m esoscopicm etallic region is contacted on
one side to a superconductor, the resultingD O S tumsout
to depend on its shape. If ntegrable, the DO S is nite
everyw here but at the Fem iJlevel, where it vanishes as a
power law . On the contrary, iIn a generic chaotic m etal-
lic region one expects the ogening of a gap around the
Fem ilevel, the T houless gapt . In analogy w ith the con-
siderations above, a di usive m etallic region sandw iched
between two buk superconducting electrodes has been
predicted to have a gapped density of states, the gap
being at energies com parable to to the T houless energy
Ern = D=L%, where D is thg,glj,psion constant and L,
the w idth of the nom al layerf2€+ [see Fig.1].

In a diusive SN S structure wih transparent SN in—
terfaces, the density of states In the nomm al part, aver—
aged over is thickness, and at energies Eprjght above the
gap edgeE4 ' 3:d2Ery, s / 1=V € Ey= 3,
where o= €4 ?)'?, = 1=(¢V),andV = L4L,L,
is the volum e of the nom al region. This dependence
is rem Iniscent of the density of states at the edge of a
W igner sam icircle in Random M atrix Theory RM T], o
being the e ective level spacing right above the gap edge.
U sihg this analogy, Vavilov et alf realized that the dis—
order averaged DO S should not display a realgap, but
have exponentially sm all tails bglow the gap edge, anal-
ogous to the Tracy-W idom taildh :n RM T .A rigorous
study in temm s of a Supersymm etric Sigm a M odel de—
scription of the SN S structure has shown that this is in—

deed the ca:aelff However, in analogy to the theory of
Lifthits taild? in disordered conductors, the nature of
the resulting subgap quasiparticle states depends addi-
tionally on the e ective din ensionality d, determm ined by

com paring the interface length scales Ly ;L,, wih the

typical length scale of a subgap quasiparticle state, L, .

In particular, if L, L, > Ly or Ly;Ly L, the

subgap quasiparticle states are localized either in the x

direction or in thex v plane along the Interface, respec—
tively. C orrespondingly, the asym ptotic tailsofthe DO S

deviate from the universalRM T resul, applicable only

in the zero dim ensionalcase [Ly;Ly < Lo ].

The analogy wih RM T applies, within the appropri-
ate symm etry class, to other physical situations, such
as dj, usive superconductors containing m agnetic im puri-
tied2324 and superconductorsw ith Inhom ogeneous cou—
pling constantd!?. In both cases, atmean eld levelthe
density of states has a square root singularity close to
the gap edgetd7 . C orrepondingly, accounting form eso-
scopicRM -like uctuation, the disorder averaged density
of states has tails below the gap edge, wih an asym p-—
totics sin ilar to the one calculated in Ref.fd] or SN
structures. On the other hand, In the case of diu-
sive superganductors containing m agnetic in purities, i
was shown®92d that, n addition to m esoscopic  uctua-
tions , subgap quasiparticle states can form asa resul of
clhssical uctuations , ie. Iong-wave uctuations of the
concentration of m agnetic in purities associated to their
Poissonian statistics. Sin ilarly, also in superconductors
w ith inhom ogeneous coupling constant long-wave uctu-
ations of the coarse grained gap lad to the appearance
of subgap quasiparticle states, and consequently to tails
of the D O St%. Interestingly, in both cases the tails orig—
nating from m esoscopic uctuations and from clasgical
ones are form ally related by a din ensional reduction?d .

In this paper, we close this set of analogies, studying
the contribution to the subgap tailsoftheDO S in adi u—
sive SN S junction arising from long-wave uctuations of
the concentration of im purities In the nom allayer. C om —
bining the results of this analysis w ith, those obtained by
O strovsky, Skvortsov, and Feigelm an?, who considered
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the subgap tailsorighating from m esoscopic uctuations,
we provide a consistent picture of the physics of the sub—
gap states. In particular, a quantitative com parison of
the two contrbution show s that m esoscopic uctuations
dom inate in long and dirty junctions, while classical uc-
tuations dom nhate In w ider and/or cleaner ones. In anal-
ogy w ih di usive superconductors w ith m agnetic m pu-
rities, and superconductorsw ith inhom ogeneous coupling
constants, also In the present case the two contributions
to the subgap tails, arising from m esoscopic and classical
uctuations, are related by a din ensional reduction.

T he rest of the paper is organized as follow s: in Sec.IT
w e present the details of the analysis of the subgap DO S
arising from uctuations of the concentration of im puri-
tiesny, p In an SN S junction. In SecIIT, we com pare the
tw o contributions to the subgap D O S associated to m eso—
soopic and classical uctuations. In SecIV, we present
our conclisions.

II. SUBGAP DOSASSOCIATED TO
FLUCTUATIONS OF ninp-

Let us start considering a di usive m etallic Jayer in be—
tween two superconducting bulk electrodes, a geom etry
represented schem atically in Fig.l. Assum ing kg 1>> 1,
where 1 is the mean free path, this system can be de-
scribbed In temm s of the quasiclassical approxin ation. In
particular, atm ean eld level [ie., neglecting both m eso—
scopic and classical uctuations ], neglecting electron—
electron interaction, and assum ing the thickness of the
m etallic layer L, > > 1, one,cgn describe the SN S struc—
ture by the U sadel equation2%2%

D , . ,
Er + iE sin[ 1= 0; @)
where D = vZ =3 is the di usion constant, E is the
energy m easured from the Fem i level, assum ed to be
JE 3 , where is the gap in the bulk electrodes.
The eld is related to the quasiclassical G reen’s func—
tionsand the anom alousG reen’s function by the relations
g;E) = cos[ (E)], f(@E) = isin[ (E)]. In addi
tion, assum ing the interfaces to be perfectly transparent,
the proxim ity to the two superconducting regions can be
described by the boundary conditions (z = L,=2) =

=2.

Tt is convenient to m easure all lengths in unitsL,, and
st = =2+1. Thereﬁare,Eq.@) becom es

r? +2 cosh[ 1= 0; @)

Th

where E1,, = D =L?2 is the T houless energy. T he bound—
ary conditions forthe eld aresimply (= 1=2)=
0.

Interm sof theDOSis = 2 (Im [ghh[ ], where
is the density of states of the nom alm etal at the Ferm i

-—>

L,

FIG .1:A schem aticplot ofan SN S junction: two bulk super-
conducting electrodes (S) connected to a di usive m etal V)
of thickness L, . T he interfaces have linear size Ly, Ly .

level. The DO S can be calculated Jooking for solutions
ofEq.@) unibm in thex yplnd2€¢?. In particulr,
forE < Eg CGErn €2 ' 3:122]a]lsohtjonsoqu.('g§)
are real, mplylng = 0. Therefore, one identi es E4
w ith the proxim ity induced gap w ithin the nom alm etal
layer. Themean eld DO S right aboveE 4 averaged over

the z direction is found to be
S

Eg

r 372 0 (3)

9

Let us proceed analyzing the tails ofthe DO S at en-
ermgies E < E4 arsing from uctuations of the con-
centration of In purities, ie. long-wave inhom ogeneities
In the x y plane of 1= W e 1rst consider an SN S
structure such that the linear size of the SN interfaces
is much larger than the thickness of the m etallic layer
LyiLy L,]. In the framework of the Usadel de-
scription of the m etallic layer [Eq.{_j)] one can account
for long-wave transversal uctuations of the concentra—
tion of im purities by prom oting Er, or equivalently
E4g = C2Ern, to be a position dependent random vari-
able, characterized by the statistics

Eg(x) = Eg+ Eg(x); 4)
h Eg )i = 0; )
0 ES
h Eg x) Eq ®9i = il & R); ©)

whered isthe e ective din ensionality ofthe system , and
ng the e ective concentration of in purities. A s show n be—
low , d is determm ined by com paring the linear sizes of the
interface Ly ;L, to the linear scale of the subgap states
L, ' L,=(Eq E)=E)"™.IfL,;L, L, the system
ise ectively two din ensional, and n, = Ny pL,. On the
other hand, if Ly < L, Ly bbrLy < L; Ly],
the system is e ectively one dimensional, and n; =
Ninp Lz Lix.
A coounting for these uctuations, the U sadel equation

Eq.@) becom es

2 2 E

@ +r; +2C 2E—(1 g &®))cosh[ 1= 0; (7)

g

where 4= Eg=Eg.



Ourpurpose isto calculate theD O S averaged over uc—
tuations of Ey4 at enermgiesE < E4. For this sake, ket us
Introduce E = E5y E,and (z;x)= (z;x) 0 (2),
where | isthe solution ofEq. d atE = E4.Expanding
Eqg. (:7! and keeping the lowest order nonhneani:y n
one cbtains

@+ f@) +ri + q02(2) 2= g (@) ( g)i8)
where = E=g,qg (z) = 2Czcosh[ o (z)],and fo () =

2C,sinh[ ¢ (z)].

In orderto sin plify ﬁ,u:therEq.é'_S), it isusefulto notice
that the operatorH = @ £ (z), diagonalized w ith
zero boundary conditions at 1=2, adm its an eigenstate

o wih zero eigenvalue. Physically, o determ ines the
shape ofthem ean eld z-dependent DO S cbtained from
Eq.@) . Therefore, it is naturalto set

| O
(z;x) ' A=A, ) o(2); 9)

R R
wih A, = dzgy o’ 718,and A, =
2:74.

Substituting Eq.@) n Eq.(:g), and pro gcting the re—

sulting equation on (, one obtains

r? + 2= g %) (10)
where we rescaled the length by &1 A,) ™, and
h g&) ¢&Ii= & 8; 1)
w ith @A) T =0 LY).

Letusnow split = u+ iv, and obtain the system

r2u+ u2 X;=

1,
—r“v+uv= 0:
2

gi 1z)

13)

Interestingly, this set of equations is analogous to the
equations obtained by Larkin and O vchinikov in the con—
text of the stydy of gap an earing in inhom ogeneous su—
perconductord?, and to the equations obtained by the
author and Io e in the context of the study of subgap
tails In dji-usive superconductors containing m agnetic
i puritiedd.

Letusnow proceed w ith the calculation oftheDO S.In
the present notation, the DO S averaged over the thick—
ness of the nom al Jayer is given by

&i  Jg&)

0

" 392vx; J g X)): (14)

W e are interested in calculating the average density of
states h i= o / 3:72hvi at energies below the Thouless
gap [ > 0]. In this param eter range, the corresoonding
functional integral

R

R 2
. 1=(2 d
D[ 4k J g ®)e, @) (el
R

1=
DI 4k @)

i’

;@5
dx (4 (x))? {45)

receives its m ost in portant contributions by exponen—

tially rare instanton con gurations of 4 such that, at

speci ¢ ocations along the interfaces of the junction,
g X) . The rem aining task is to select am ong all

these uctuations the one that dom inates the functional

ntegralEq.{15), ie. the optinal uctuation .
T he action associated to a con guration of

Z Z

S = ! dx ()27
2 g

g 1

dxc?u U+ §; @e)
where we used Eq.C_l-Z_i) to express 4 in temm s of u;v,
and, wih exponential accuracy, neglected the tem 2
In the action. In order to nd the optimal uctuation
one hasto nd a nontrivial saddle point ug of S, tending
asym ptotj%ﬂi to the solution ofthe hom ogeneous prob—
m [ ! ], and sub Fct to the constraint of having
nontrivial solutions for v oqu.C_l-é) .

Since the nom alm etal layer is di usive, and m om en—
tum scattering isotropic, it is naturalto assum e the opti-
mal uctuation to be spherically sym m etric. The Euler-
Lagrange equation associated to S is
d+  )=0

( % @t u) ( Yy a7

w here

1
Qr; 18)

@ @§+d

is the radial part of the Laplacian Ijn spherical coordi-
nates. An obvious solution to Eq.{L7) is cbtained setting

Dy f = 0:

19)

T his equation is equivalent to the hom ogeneous U sadel
equation with uniform Eg4, ie. Eq.c_l-(_j) wih 4 = 0.
T hough this equation has de nitely nontrisial instanton
solutions for u with the appropriate asym | ptoths it is
possble to show that the constraint of Eq.{l3) is satis ed
only by v = 0. This is physically obvious since Eq. {_lg)
descrbes a uniform system where all ong-wave uctu—
ations of 1= have been suppressed, and thus, wihin
the present approxin ation schem e, the subgap D O S m ust
vanish. H owever, it should be pointed out that, account-
ing for m esoscopic  uctuations, the instanton solutions
ofE q.¢_19') describe the optin al uctuation associated to
m esoscopic gap uctuations, as shown in Ref.ig].

Let usnow look for the nontrivial saddle point. E qua—
tion C_ij) is equivalent to the system

D4 uh = 0;

@y ¢+ = h:

which can be reduced to a single second order instanton
equatJon setting h = (2@ u)=r. W ith this substitution,
Eq. CZO becom es the derivative of Eq. 621-), which now
reads

@0)

@1)

@2)



N otice that this equation is, upon reduction ofthe din en—
sionality by 2, identical in form to the one associated to
m esoscopic  uctuations, Eq.{9). Aswe will see later,
this reduction of din ensionality relates in a sim ilar way
the dependence of the action associated to classical and
m esoscopic uctuations on

Tt isnow straightforward to see that the instanton so—
Jution ug of this equation w ith the appropriate asym p—
totics descr_ibe§ Indeed the optim al uctuation, the con-
straint oqu.C;Lé) being autom atically satis ed in virtue
oqu.@-Q'), wih vy / (Q,up)=r. M oreover, the corre—
sponding optin al uctuation of 4 is 4= 2Q@.ug=r.

Tt is clear that ﬂlepjn_stanton solutions ofE q.C_Z-g;) must
have the orm ug = (= ),with = 1=( .The
corresponding equation or (r) 5@ + d  3)=r@

2+ 1= 0. The instanton solution ofthisequation can be
easily found num erically, and the corresponding action S
calculated. The resul is

q 8 d
Sq = adndLZ 4

@3)
where the constants ag area; ’ 0:88,and a, ' 7:74.

W ithin our approxim ation scheme, the densiy of
statesish i/ W exp[ S],whereW isa prefactordue to
gaussian uctuations around the instanton saddle point.
The calculation of W can be perform ed using the stan-—
dard technique due to Z ittarz and Langer, and is sin ilar
to those reported in Ref.fl8,7]. To kading order in the
saddle point approxin ation, the nalresult is

h i q
14
d
0

d(10 d) 12
8

ng L¢ e Sq¢; (24)
where 1 01 and » 05.

The result in Eq.{_2§) relies on a saddlk point approx—
In ation, which is Justi ed provided Sq4 1. This trans—
lates into the condition

1 8 d

—_— 25
adnchzl @)

A sm entioned before, the e ective din ensionality, and
therefore the asym ptotic density of states, is determ ined
by com paring the linear size ofthe optim al uctuation, in
dimnensionfullunits L, / L, = L,= ™, to the linear
din ensions of the interfaces L, ;L. IfLy;L, L, the
asym ptotics is e ectively two din ensional [d = 2], whike
forL, L, ;Lx L, theasymptoticDO S ise ectively
onedin ensional l[d= 1]. SinceL; increasesasthe energy
gets closer to the average gap edge, it is clear that in
any nite size system the applicable asym ptotics m ight
exhibit various crossovers, 2d ! 1d ! 0d, as ' 0. In
particular, the tails are zero dim ensionalwhen L, ;L <
L, , n which case the asym ptotic form of the DO S is
obtained by calculating the integral

Z 2
d( ) P— &
—

h i
— 7 372
0

e 5; ©26)

where o =
1=2 o) 2.

I=OmpV) V LxLyL,] and Sg =

III. MESOSCOPIC VS.CLASSICAL
FLUCTUATIONS.

In the previous section we have discussed the asym p—
totic density of statesbelow the T houless gap originating
from classical uctuations, ie. inhom ogeneities in the
concentration of im purities or equivalently m 1= . As
discussed in the introduction, this m echanisn to gener-
ate subgap states is com plem entary to m esoscopic uc—
tuations of the gap edge.

The tails associated to m esoscopic gap uctuations
have been calculated by O strovsky, Feigelm an and
Skvortsov in R ef.g]. T o exponentialaccuracy, the subgap
DO S associated to m esoscopic uctuations ish i= o /
exp[ Sal, where

6 d
Sqg " agGa ( )7 ; 27)
where ay isa constant g/ 1:9,a; '’ 47,and a, ’ 10],
and G 4 is the e ective dim ensionless conductance
LyLy
Gg = 4 oD—; (28)
L.
Gi1 = 4 oD Ly, (29)
G2 = 4 oDLz: (30)

T he scale of the optin al uctuation associated to m eso—
scopic uctuations isalso L, ' L,=( J™*. Therefore,
the e ective dim ensionality d is to be determ ined accord—
Ing to the criteria presented in the previous section.

Before discussing the com parison of m esoscopic and
classical uctuations, ket us st explain the rationale
behind the sgparation these two contributions. T hough
it is clear that the only physical uctuations in a real
sam ple are associated to uctuations in the positions of
In purities, these uctuations can a ect the DO S In two
ways: 1)— depress the Thouless gap edge by ncreasing
lIocally the scattering rate [classical uctuations], or ii)—
take advantage of interference e ects in the quasiparti-
cle wave functions to generate quasiparticle states that
couple Ine ciently to the superconducting banks n eso-
scopic uctuations]. Tt m akes sense to think oftwo types
ofe ects separately if the actions associated to them are
very di erent In m agniude [S S or vice versal. Ob—
viously, in the crossover region, where S S the sepa-
ration of these two m echanisn s is m eaningless, because
the system can take advantage ofboth at the sam e tin e.

W ih this caveat, lt us proceed in the com parison
of these two contrbutions, starting with the zero di-
m ensional case. Since the din ensionless conductance is
Go Eq= ,where 1=¢(V ) is the lkevel spacing, then
the d = 0 action associated to m esoscopic uctuations
can be w ritten as

So — i (1)



where = E4 ?)'3, where = 1=(,V) is the kvel
spacing in the m etallic layer. Physically, ( can be in—
terpreted asbeing the e ective level spacing right above
the gap edge. Indeed, from Eqg. @3’ ) one sees that

s

(32)

ow| =

1
\4

T herefore, the result of Eq.{31) indicates that tails orig-
nating from m esoscopic uctuations ofthe gap edge are
universal fin d = 0], In accordance to the congcture for-

mulated in Ref. [é]on thebasisofR andom M atrix T heory.

In tum, In the zero din ensional case the action associ-

ated to classical uctuations is

So — (33)

Eo

where Ep; = Eg= niV is the scale of typical uc-
tuations of the gap edge associated to uctuations of
the concentration of im purities. T he din ensionless pa—
ram eter controlling which which m echanisn dom nates
is therefore

0
= . 34
0 £, (34)
C learly, or o 1 mesoscopic uctuations dom inate the
subgap tails, whilk for o 1 classical ucpuations give

the largest contribution to the subgap D O S24.
Let us now write (o In tem s of elem entary length

scales, one can estin ate

=l)7=6
y=12 )1:6

1 1 @,
okl @l

1 (Lz:l)7:6

ke 1 (LyL,=P)=6"'

(335)

where we used the fact that the scattering cross section
of a single Impurity is typically of the sam e order of

2 .W ithin the assum ptions of the theory, o isthe ratio
of two Jarge num bers, and therefore its precise value de—
pends on the system param eters. H ow ever, from Eq.{_§§)
we see that m aking the junction longer and longer, ie
Increasing L ,, tends to favorm esoscopic uctuations. ITn—
tuiively, this is due to the fact that as L, increases,
the din ensionless conductance ofthe junction din nishes
w hile the average num ber of in purities increases, there—
fore suppressing the associated uctuations of the gap
edge. At the sam e tin e, increasing the area of the junc-
tion, orm aking them cleaner, reverses the siuation. In
sum m ary,m esoscopic uctuationsare favored n Iong and
dirty junctions, whik classical uctuations are favored in
w ider and/or clkaner ones.

Sihce In higher din ensionalities the linear scale of the
optin al uctuation associated to the two m echanisn is
dentical L, = L,=( 3], i is possible, and physically
suggestive, to reduce the form of the actionsin d= 1;2

to a zero din ensionalaction calculated w ithin the typical
volum e of the optim al uctuation. The latter isV, =

LyL.L, ord= 1,and V; = LZL, ind = 2. For
exam ple, ord= 1 one can w rite
S1 NimpLixL2 Ly (3
B ° (36)
Eere
where Eerr = Eg= nNigpVe . Sin ilarly,
g 2
S1 ; 37)

ef f

where o = Eg %), s = 1=(V; ) being the
J¥vel spacing In the volum e of the optimal uctuation.
In analogy to the zero din ensional case, one is therefore
Jed to conclude that also in for one dim ensionaltails Iong
and dirty junctions are dom inated by m esoscopic uctu—
ations, while wider and/or claner junctions favor clas—
sical ones. This qualitative statem ent is indeed correct,
but the proof is com plicated by the energy dependence
L, .

T he appropriate way to proceed ford = 1;2 isto w rite
the actions associated to classicaland m esoscopic uctu-—
ations in com pact form as

(38)

(39)

where Eq = Eg=@ingLH)*"® Y, and 4 =
Eg=(@4G4)*" ¢ ¢ . TherePre, the din ensionless param —
eter that determm ines which contributions dom inates the
subgap DO S is

d

d —_—
Eq

40)

If 4 1, the subgap DO S is dom inated by m esosooch
gap uctuations, and the applicable result isEq. (27

the otherhand, for 4 1 the DO S below the gap is de—
tem Ined by long-wave uctuationsofl= [Eq. .(24)] Fi-
nally, estin ating 4 in tem s ofelem entary length scales,

one obtains

1 (Lz:D8:7

1 (kp 1)16=35 (szl)8=35; @1)
1

2 W L.=D: 42)

In analogy to Eq.{_gi:‘;), the fact that 4 isproportionalto
a power of L ,=1 In plies that m esoscopic uctuations are
dom inant in long junctions, w hile the Inverse proportion—
ality of 4 on a power ofky 1and of the linear size of the
Interface [in d= 0;1] in plies that w ide interfaces and/or
cleaner sam plesm ay favor the contribution arising from
classical uctuations.



Iv.. CONCLUSIONS

In thispaper, we discussed the e ect of inhom ogeneous
uctuations of the concentration of im purities, or equiv—
alently of 1= , on the tails ofthe DO S below the Thou-—
lessgap in di usive SN S junctions. W e have shown that
these classical uctuations lead to the form ation of sub-
gap quasiparticle states and are com plem entary to m eso—
scopic uctuations in determ ining the asym ptotic DO S.
F inding the din ensionless param eter that controlsw hich
m echanism gives the dom inant contrdbution to the sub-
gap tails, one nds that, qualitatively, m esoscopic uc—
tuations are favored In long and dirty junctions, whilke
classical ones dom inate in w ider and/or cleaner ones.
W e have cbserved that, as for di usive superconduc—
tors containing m agnetic in purities, and for di usive su—
perconductorsw ith an inhom ogeneous coupling constant,

the two contrbutions are form ally related by a dim en—
sionalreduction by 2, both at the levelof Instanton equa—
tions determ ining the optin al uctuation, and in the de—
pendence ofthe DO S on the distance from the gap edge

. A s In other physical system %3, it isnaturalto expect
that supersym m etry is at the root of din ensional reduc—
tion also In this context. This fact could n principle
be elicidated generalizing the Sigm a M odel describing
m esoscopic uctuations to include the physics associated
to classical uctuations.
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