
ar
X

iv
:c

on
d-

m
at

/0
60

13
78

v1
  [

co
nd

-m
at

.s
up

r-
co

n]
  1

7 
Ja

n 
20

06

Tunneling anom aly ofsuperconducting �lm s in strong m agnetic �elds.
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W econsiderthetunneling D ensity ofStates(D oS)ofsuperconducting � lm sdriven to theparam -

agnetic phase by the Zeem an splitting.W e show thatthere ism inim um in the D oS whose position

dependson the orientation ofthe applied � eld. This dependence,notpredicted by previous theo-

reticalcalculations,isin agreem entwith a recentexperim ent.

It is well known that superconductivity can be de-

stroyedbyapplyingam agnetic�eld becauseofthebreak-

ing ofthe tim e reversalsym m etry (see e.g.Ref.1).The

m agnetic �eld acts on both the orbitalm otion and the

spin ofthe electrons;while in the bulk the orbitale�ect

isresponsibleforthesuppression ofsuperconductivity,in

low-dim ensionality system s(d � 2)theZeem an splitting

ofthe states with opposite spin and which are degen-

erate in zero �eld can be the dom inant m echanism for

this suppression.2,3 In the norm alphase,the theory of

interaction correctionsto the Density ofStates(DoS)�

reviewed in Ref.4 predicts the appearance ofsingular

contributionsto the DoS located atthe Zeem an energy

E Z = gL �B H (gL is the Land�e g-factor,�B the Bohr

m agneton and H the m agnetic �eld). However experi-

m ents perform ed alm ost a decade ago5 and subsequent

theoreticalcalculations3 showed thattherearem oresin-

gularcorrectionslocated ata lowerenergy E + :

E + = (E Z + 
)=2; (1)

where


 =

q

E 2
Z
� �2 (2)

and �istheBCS gap.In asm allgrain,theoriginofthese

correctionscan be understood asfollows:3 when a spin-

down electron tunnels into a state singly occupied by a

spin-up electron,they form a pair;theinteraction m ixes

thispairwith the em pty statesatenergies> E Z =2;the

m ixing isresonantatthe energy E + and thisresonance

m anifestsitselfasan anom alouscontribution totheDoS.

The position ofthe anom aly was predicted to be \uni-

versal",i.e.independentofboth the dim ensionality and

the direction ofthe m agnetic �eld. Recentexperim ents

on superconducting Al�lm s6 are in disagreem ent with

the latterresult:theposition ofthe m easured m inim um

in theDoS m ovesto higherenergiesasthecom ponentof

them agnetic�eld perpendicularto the�lm isincreased.

In this paper we reconsiderthe calculation ofthe su-

perconducting 
uctuationscorrectionsto theDoS in the

norm alphase for disordered �lm s and wires in strong

m agnetic �elds. To understand why the reconsideration

is necessary,let us brie
y review the qualitative argu-

m ent given in Ref.3 to explain the position and width

ofthe anom aly in �lm s and wires: as discussed above,

theposition ofthesingularity wasfound to belocated at

E + fortunneling into a grain;then a self-consistentar-

gum entwasgiven to �nd the characteristicenergy scale

W d (width ofthesingularity in d dim ensions)in one-and

two-dim ensionalsystem s. The latter argum entis based

on theassum ption thatthesystem can be e�ectively di-

vided into zero-dim ensionalpatches whose size LW d
is

then found self-consistently { this assum ption however

breaksdown ifdephasinghappenson ascaleshorterthan

thepatches’size.In thepresenceofaperpendicularm ag-

netic �eld,this scale is given for �lm s by the m agnetic

length lH = (~c=eH )1=2,and thebreak-down happensat

lH � LW 2
(3)

whereLW d
is:3

LW d
=

�
~D

W d

� 1=2

: (4)

This suggests that, for strong enough m agnetic �elds,

additionalcontributions to the DoS which are particu-

lar to one-and two-dim ensionalsystem s m ight becom e

relevant;8 below weshow thatthisisindeed thecaseand

for�lm sin a tilted �eld,we presentthe detailed deriva-

tion ofthe dependence ofthe position ofthe singularity

on the perpendicular com ponent ofthe m agnetic �eld.

From now on,we useunitswith ~ = 1.

To describe the superconducting system s,weconsider

thepairing Ham iltonian H = H 0 + H int,wherethenon-

interacting part H 0 is given by the sum ofthe kinetic

energy,the Zeem an energy and the disorder potential,

and H int is,in second-quantized notation (g > 0 is the

coupling constant):

H int = � g

Z

d
d
r 

y

"
(r) 

y

#
(r) #(r) "(r):

TheDoS isrelated totheim aginarypartoftheoneparti-

cleG reen’sfunction and thelattercan becalculated with

e.g. the diagram m atic technique.7 As this procedure is

standard,weskip interm ediatestepsand wesim plyquote

the �nalanswer4 forthe one-loop 
uctuation correction

to the DoS forspin down electronsatzero tem perature

in d-dim ensions:

��d(�)

�0
= �

1

�
Im

Z �

�1

d!

Z
ddq

(2�)d
�(j!j;q)C 2(2�� !� EZ ;q)

(5)

where�0 isbareDoS perspin,C isthe Cooperon:9

C (�;q)=
1

� i�+ D q2
(6)
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with D the di�usion constant,and � is the 
uctuation

propagator:

�(!;q)=
2

�0

�

ln

�
E 2
Z + (� i! + D q2)2

� 2

�� �1

: (7)

Asnoticed in Ref.3,dueto itsanalyticalpropertiesthis

propagator can be separated into a \pole" part and a

\cut" part:

� = � p + �c
; (8)

where

�p(!;q)�
2

�0

� 2

2


i

� i(! � 
)+ D q2
(9)

and �c isim plicitly de�ned by Eqs.(8)-(9). W e can ac-

cordingly write ��d as a sum of two term s: ��d(�) =

��
p

d
(�)+ ��c

d
(�). The contribution ��c

d
(�) can be found

in Ref.4 and forexam ple in d = 2 itisproportionalto

ln[ln(�� EZ )];we give ithere no further consideration,

sincethiscontribution islessdivergentthan theoneswe

calculate below.W e note thatthe separation (8)ispos-

sibleprovided thatE Z > �;ifthiscondition issatis�ed,

ourresultsareapplicableeven for�eldssm allerthan the

parallelcritical�eld H ck aslong asthe sam ple isin the

norm alstate.

Accordingto theaboveargum ent,wewantto evaluate

the righthand side ofEq.(5)with the substitution

�! � p (10)

and the result ofthis calculation givesthe lowestorder

perturbative correction to the DoS.O n the other hand

in Ref.3 a resum m ation ofperturbation theory wasper-

form ed in the long wavelength approxim ation D q2 . �,

butthisapproxim ation isnotalwaysapplicable.Indeed

letusconsidera 2D system ,in which case the approxi-

m ation m eansthat,in energy units,the exchanged m o-

m entum islim ited by �=g,whereg = 4�� 0D isthe adi-

m ensionalconductance;for good conductors �=g � �

and this energy scale is m uch sm aller than the gap �.

Since the Cooper pair energy [i.e. the position ofthe

pole in Eq.(9)]
 is & � and the exchanged energy

is m uch sm aller than 
,we can e�ectively neglect the

\Ferm isea" underthepair:from a form alpointofview,

we can extend the upper lim it ofintegration in Eq.(5)

to in�nity.In otherwords,in thisapproxim ation wecan

neglect the exclusion principle,which forbids the elec-

trons from \going under the sea",i.e. interacting with

electronsatenergiesbelow the Ferm ienergy.10 However

when a m agnetic �eld with a com ponent perpendicular

to the �lm is present,Landau quantization renders the

m om entum variablediscrete:

D q
2
! 
H

�

n +
1

2

�

; (11)

where


H = 4eD H sin�=c (12)

FIG .1: W idth and position ofthe m inim um for sm all(left)

and large (right)perpendicular� eld asexplained in thetext.

is the Cooperon cyclotron frequency and � is the tilt-

ing angle. The m om entum transfer(in energy units) is

thereforeoforder
H and when thisbecom essu�ciently

large we are not allowed to neglect the exclusion prin-

ciple anym ore:the correctlim itsofintegration m ustbe

considered.11 For strong �elds,the e�ect ofthe \Ferm i

sea" is to m ove the position ofthe m inim um to higher

energies:12 for 
H � W 2 the anom aly,centered at E +

hasa width W 2 m uch sm allerthan E + [cf.Eqs.(1)and

(18)]and the Ferm isea isnotprobed by the excitations

contributing to the anom aly,see Fig.1a. O n the con-

trary,for
H � W 2 asizablefraction oftheseexcitations

would be located below the Ferm ienergy,as shown by

thedashed linein Fig.1b.Howevertheexclusion princi-

ple suppressesthe contributions from under the \Ferm i

sea",thepro�leoftheanom aly becom esasym m etricand

asa consequencethem inim um appearsto shiftto higher

energies,as in the solid line ofFig.1b. This qualita-

tiveargum entpredictsthatasweincrease
H ,the shift

also increases,in agreem entwith the quantitativeresult

derived below. Italso placesthe transition between the

weak and strong �eld regim esat
 H � W2,which isthe

sam econdition asin Eq.(3).In sum m ary,thelongwave-

length approxim ation isjusti�ed in theweak �eld regim e

and thenon-perturbativeapproach ofRef.3 isnecessary

in this case; in the strong �eld lim it,on the contrary,

a perturbative calculation is su�cient,as we explicitly

show below.

After the substitution (10),the integration over! in

Eq.(5)can beperform ed exactly and wewritetheresult

as:

��
p

d
= ��

m
d + ��

l
d + ��

f

d
; (13)

whereweseparated di�erentcontributionsbased on their

degreeofdivergencein the parallel�eld case:��md gives

them ostdivergentterm (a�-functionin d = 2)whichwas

considered in Ref.3,along with subleading term s;other

subleading term sarecollected in thethe(less)divergent

part ��ld; �nally ��
f

d
contains only �nite contributions

and hencewedo notneed itsexplicitform .Therelevant
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contributionsare:

��m
d
(�)

�0
=

� 2

4��0

Im

Z
ddq

(2�)d
C
2(�� E+ ;q) (14a)

�

�

ln
C (�� EZ ;q)

C (�� 
;q)
� ln

C (2�� EZ ;q)

C (� 
;q)

�

��ld(�)

�0
=

� 2

2��0

Im

Z
ddq

(2�)d
C (�� E+ ;q) (14b)

�
�
C (�� EZ ;q)� C (2�� EZ ;q)

�

�
i

�� E�

�
C (2�� EZ ;q)� C (� 
;q)

�

with E + and 
 de�ned in Eqs.(1)and (2)respectively

and we introduced:

E � = (E Z � 
)=2: (15)

Note that Eq.(14a) reduces to the perturbative result

ofRef.3 upon replacing the square bracketwith � 2�i.

In whatfollowsweretain only them ostdivergentterm s,

as�niteand weakly divergentcontributionshavealready

been discarded in perform ing the replacem ent(10).

W enow restrictourattention to thecased = 2 with a

non-zero perpendicularcom ponentofthem agnetic�eld,

so thatwem ustusethe substitution (11)and replacein

Eqs.(14)theintegrationsoverm om entum with sum m a-

tions:

Z
d2q

(2�)2
!


H

4�D

1X

n= 0

: (16)

The resultforthe m ostdivergentcontribution is:

��
p

2(�)

�0
= �

W 2�
2


H

�

f

�
�� E+


H

;
E �


H

�

+ f

�
�� E+


H

;
�� E�


H

��

;

(17)

wherethe energy

W 2 � �2=4g
 (18)

characterizesthe width ofthe tunneling anom aly in the

parallel�eld and the function f(a;b)isde�ned as:

f(a;b)= Im

Z b

�b

dt

�3t

�

 
0

�
1

2
� it� ia

�

�  
0

�
1

2
� ia

��

;

(19)

where 0 isthederivativeofthedigam m a function.The

validityofEq.(17)isrestricted tothestrong�eld regim e:


H � �
2
W 2 (20)

in which the correction is indeed sm aller than the bare

DoS.Asan exam ple,weplotboth Eq.(17)and the cor-

responding approxim ateform ula ofRef.3 in Fig.2.W e

notethat,in agreem entwith ourpreviousdiscussion:the

FIG .2: Tunneling anom aly in tilted � eld. The continuous

lines are the correction ��
p

2
ofEq.(17)for � = 35

�
,23

�
and

16
�
(top to bottom ) with g = 5,E Z = 2:5� and gL = 2.

The verticaldotted line isat�= E + .The dashed line isthe

approxim ate contribution ofRef.3 for � = 35�,which can

also be obtained by letting b! 1 in Eq.(19).

m inim um isshifted to a higherenergy;the contribution

atsm allenergies(nearthe Ferm isea)issuppressed;the

overallshapeisasym m etricaboutthem inim um ,in qual-

itative agreem ent with the experim ents.5,6 In addition,

theanom aly issm allerthan theprediction oftheapprox-

im ate form ula { thiscould be relevantin a quantitative

com parison with experim ents.

Forthe purposeofcalculating the�eld-dependentpo-

sition ofthem inim um ,wecan di�erentiateEq.(17)and

then expand theresultto �rstorderin �= (�� E+ )=
H

by assum ing �� 1

2
.Perform ing thiscalculation we�nd:

��
p0

2

�0
=
W 2�

2


2
H

h

��+ 


i

; (21)

where

�= �

�

f
00

�

0;
E �


H

�

+ f
00

�

0;




H

�

+ �f

�

0;




H

��

. 2�2

(22)

with the prim e denoting the derivative with respect to

the�rstargum entand thedotwith respecttothesecond

argum entoff,and


= � _f

�

0;




H

�

�
2

�3
 
00

�
1

2

�

: (23)

W hile the above inequality isexact(and the equality is

valid for
=
 H = 0),the one in Eq.(22)should be un-

derstood asfollows:forE � ;
 & 
 H =3 the approxim ate

equality holds,whileatlowervaluesoftheseparam eters

istheupperlim itthatapplies.Setting Eq.(21)to 0 and

using foran estim ate the lim iting valuesof� and 
,we
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�nd forthe position E � ofthe m inim um :

E
� = E + + �
 H ; �= �

1

�5
 
00

�
1

2

�

’ 0:055; (24)

which generalizes the result ofRef.3 and reduces to it

for 
H = 0.13 The sm allness ofthe constant� justi�es

a posteriorithe expansion. In the experim entofRef.6,

Eq.(24)hasbeen successfully tested;below wecom m ent

on the applicability ofthis equation for experim entally

relevantvaluesofthe param etersand we givem ore reli-

ableestim atesforthe dependence ofE � on 
H .

According to the de�nitions(1),(2)and (15),the in-

equalitiesE � < 
 � E + � EZ hold;in theexperim ents6

allthese quantities are � �. This m eans that W 2 �

�=4g � � forgood conductors.O n the otherhand


H

E Z

=
4

gL
gsin�; (25)

so thatfor\large"tilting angleswehave
H � E Z ;thus

we �nd that the condition (20) is experim entally satis-

�ed. However the sam e reasoning shows that the con-

ditions for the applicability ofthe upper lim it estim ate

in Eq.(22) are easily violated. A m ore detailed study

ofthe correction (17)showsthatforthe position E � of

them inim um wecan distinguish tworegim esfordi�erent

rangesofthe param eter
H =E Z ,nam ely:

E
� = E + + �1

�

H

E Z

;
E Z

�

�


H ; 1.

H

E Z

. 7 (26a)

E
� = 0:543E + + �1 
H ;


H

E Z

& 7 (26b)

with

�1 ’ 0:144: (27)

The coe�cient � 1 depends weakly on the �eld through

E Z ;for�eldslargerthan abouttwicetheparallelcritical

�eld thisdependence can be neglected14 and we�nd:

�1 =
3

4


H

E Z

 
(2)

�
1

2

�

= 
(4)

�
1

2

�

’ 0:016
4

gL
gsin� (28)

independent ofthe �eld. The result (26a) is obtained

by expanding � [Eq.(22)]asa function ofthequantities

E � =
H ,
=
 H ,while Eq.(26b)is found by taking the

lim itg ! 1 in thederivativeofEq.(17):in thiscasethe

�nitevalueof�[de�ned beforeEq.(21)]iscalculated nu-

m ericallyand then weevaluatethecoe�cientsofthe�rst

ordercorrectionsin E � =
H ;
=
 H { these are respon-

sible forthe suppression ofthe E + term .W e stressthat

in the tilted �eld the linear dependence ofthe position

ofthe m inim um on the �eld isa robustprediction. W e

also notice thatin the allowed region ofthe param eters,

thecoe�cient� 1 in frontof
H variesbetween 0:016and

0:112,i.e.itagreeswith �ofEq.(24)within afactorof3;

sinceitisalsotruethat�1 =�< 3,theestim ateEq.(24)

isacorrectorder-of-m agnitudeone.Indeed thatequation

hasbeen successfully applied in astudy ofag = 5:6sam -

ple forwhich15 
H =E Z . 8 in Ref.6.16 Experim entsin

higherconductance sam ples,where 
H =E Z � 7,would

enableto testEq.(26b)directly:itssim plerdependence

on the physicalparam eters as com pared to Eq.(26a)

would m akepossiblea m orequantitativecom parison be-

tween theory and experim ents.

Up tonow,wehavenotconsideredthephaserelaxation

e�ectofthe (parallelcom ponentofthe) m agnetic �eld,

sinceitcan beusually neglected in thetilted �eld.3 This

e�ect is accounted for by shifting the frequency in the

de�nition (6)ofthe Cooperon:�! �+ i=�H ,with
4

1=�H = 
2
H k
=48E T : (29)

Here 
H k
is as in Eq. (12) but with cos� instead of

sin�and thetransverseThoulessenergy is:E T = D =a2,

where a is the �lm ’s width. In the parallel�eld, m o-

m entum integration in Eqs.(14) is straightforward;we

do notgive here the explicitanswers(due to space lim -

itations),butthe qualitative resultsare the sam e asfor

the tilted �eld upon replacing 
 H ! 1=�H . Also,we

note that Eqs.(14) can be used to evaluate the correc-

tion to theDoS ofsuperconducting wires;forboth wires

and theparallel�eld case,theone-loop approxim ation is

valid when W d�H � 1.17

In conclusion,we calculated the one-loop interaction

correction to the Density ofStates for superconducting

�lm s in tilted �eld and in the param agnetic phase. W e

found a m inim um in the Density ofStates which shifts

linearly with the applied �eld to higher energies, see

e.g. Eq.(24); this dependence has been dem onstrated

experim entally.6
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