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W e consider the tunneling D ensity of States (D 0oS) of superconducting In sdriven to the param —
agnetic phase by the Zeem an splitting. W e show that there ism ininum in the D oS whose position

depends on the ordentation of the applied

eld. This dependence, not predicted by previous theo—

retical calculations, is In agreem ent w ith a recent experin ent.

Tt is well known that superconductivity can be de-
stroyed by applying am agnetic eld because ofthe break—
Ing ofthe tin e reversalsymm etry (see eg. Ref.lll). The
m agnetic eld acts on both the orbialm otion and the
soin of the electrons; whilke in the bulk the orbitale ect
is responsble for the suppression of superconductivity, In
low din ensionality system s (d  2) the Zeam an splitting
of the states with opposite soin and which are degen—
erate In zero eld can be the dom inant m echanian for
this suppression 22 In the nom al phase, the theory of
Interaction corrections to the D ensity of States (O oS)
reviewed In Ref. 4 predicts the appearance of singular
contrbutions to the D oS located at the Zeeam an energy
Ez; = g gH (g is the Lande g-factor,  the Bohr
m agneton and H the m agnetic eld). However experi-
m ents perfom ed aln ost a decade ago® and subsequent
theoretical calculations® showed that there are m ore sin—
gular corrections located at a Iowerenergy E ; :

E,= Bz + )=2; @)

where
= E? 2 @)

and istheBCS gap. In a an allgrain, the origin ofthese
corrections can be understood as Hllow s2 when a spih—
down electron tunnels into a state singly occupied by a
soin-up electron, they form a pair; the interaction m ixes
this pair w ith the em pty states at energies > E; =2; the
m ixing is resonant at the energy E; and this resonance
m anifests itselfasan anom alous contribution to the D oS.
T he position of the anom aly was predicted to be \uni-
versal', ie. independent ofboth the dim ensionality and
the direction of the m agnetic eld. Recent experin ents
on superconducting A1 Ins® are in disagreem ent w ith
the Jatter result: the position ofthe m easured m inim um
in the D oS m oves to higher energies as the com ponent of
the m agnetic eld perpendicular to the In is increased.
In this paper we reconsider the calculation of the su—
perconducting uctuations corrections to the D oS in the
nom al phase for disordered Ins and wires In strong
m agnetic elds. To understand why the reconsideration
is necessary, ket us brie vy review the qualitative argu—
ment given In Ref.|d to explain the position and w idth
of the anom aly in Im s and w ires: as discussed above,
the position ofthe singularity was found to be located at
E., for tunneling into a grain; then a selfconsistent ar—
gum ent was given to nd the characteristic energy scale

W 4 @ idth ofthe sihqgularity in d dim ensions) in one-and
tw o-din ensional system s. The latter argum ent is based
on the assum ption that the system can be e ectively di-
vided into zero-din ensional patches whose size Ly , is
then found selfconsistently { this assum ption however
breaksdown ifdephasing happenson a scale shorter than
the patches’ size. In the presence ofa perpendicularm ag—
netic eld, this scale is given for In s by the m agnetic
length Iy = (~c=eH )'"2?, and the break-down happens at

h Iy, 3)
w here Lwd iss

-p 12

Ly 4 W : )
T his suggests that, for strong enough m agnetic elds,
additional contributions to the D oS which are particu—
lar to one- and two-dim ensional system s m ight becom e
relevant/ below we show that this is indeed the case and
for Insin a tilted eld, we present the detailed deriva—
tion of the dependence of the position of the singularity
on the perpendicular com ponent of the m agnetic eld.
From now on,weuseunitswih ~= 1.

T o describe the superconducting system s, we consider
the pairing H am itonian H = H ¢ + H ih+, where the non-
Interacting part H is given by the sum of the kinetic
energy, the Zeam an energy and the disorder potential,
and H i+ is, In second-quantized notation (g > 0 is the
coupling constant) :

Z

Hipe= g d'r @) [@ 4@ «@):
TheD oS isrelated to the in agihary part ofthe one parti-
cle G reen’s fiinction and the latter can be calculated w ith
eg. the diagramm atic techniques A s this procedure is
standard, we skip interm ediate stepsand we sim ply quote
the nalanswer! for the onedoop uctuation correction
to the D oS for spin down electrons at zero tem perature
In d-dim ensions:
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al) _ E Tn 4l d'q
0 1 @)

G Fac’e !

E ;q)
(5)

where , isbareD oS per spin, C is the C ooperon £
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with D the di usion constant, and is the uctuation
propagator:

2 EZ + i! + D 4)?
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A snoticed in Ref.ld, due to its analytical properties this
propagator can be separated into a \pok" part and a
\cut" part:

= P+ % ®)

w here

Pa) 3— ©)
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and € is mplicitly de ned by Egs. @)-[@). W e can ac—
cordingly write 4 as a sum of two temm s: a() =

g( )+ §$(). The contrbution () can be fund
In Ref.ld and Por example In d = 2 it is proportional to
Infn( Ez )]; we give it here no fiirther consideration,
since this contribution is less divergent than the oneswe
calculate below . W e note that the separation [) is pos—
sble provided that E; > ; ifthis condition is satis ed,
our resuls are applicable even for elds an aller than the
parallel critical eld H 4 as long as the sam pl is in the
nom al state.

A ccording to the above argum ent, we want to evaluate
the right hand side of Eq. [{) w ith the substitution

1P 10)

and the resul of this calculation gives the lowest order
perturbative correction to the D oS. On the other hand
In Ref.l3 a resum m ation of perturbation theory was per—
om ed I the long wavelength approxination D ¢ .
but this approxin ation is not always applicable. Indeed
ket us consider a 2D system , In which case the approxi-
m ation m eans that, In energy unis, the exchanged m o-
mentum is lm ted by =g,whereg= 4 (D isthe adi
m ensional conductance; for good conductors =g
and this energy scale is much sn aller than the gap
Since the Cooper pair energy [e. the posiion of the
pok in Eq. [@)] is & and the exchanged energy
ismuch amaller than , we can e ectively neglect the
\Ferm isea" under the pair: from a form alpoint of view,
we can extend the upper lin it of integration in Eq. [@)
to in nity. In other words, In this approxin ation we can
neglct the exclusion principle, which forbids the elec—
trons from \going under the sea", ie. Interacting w ith
electrons at energies below the Fem ienergy:® However
when a m agnetic eld with a com ponent perpendicular
to the In is present, Landau quantization renders the
m om entum variable discrete:
1
DE! y n+ S 11)

w here
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FIG.1l: W idth and position of them Inimum for sm all (left)
and large (right) perpendicular eld as explained In the text.

is the Cooperon cyclotron frequency and  is the tilt—
Ing angle. The m om entum transfer (in energy units) is
therefore of order y and when thisbecom es su ciently
large we are not allowed to neglct the exclision prin—
ciple anym ore: the correct lim its of integration m ust be
considered 4! For strong elds, the e ect of the \Fem i
sea" is to m ove the position of the m inimum to higher
energiesd? or W , the anom aly, centered at E
hasa width W , much smallerthan E; [cf. Egs. [) and
[[8)] and the Fem i sea is not probed by the excitations
contributing to the anom aly, see Fig.[lla. On the con—
trary, or W , a sizable fraction ofthese excitations
would be located below the Fem i energy, as shown by
the dashed line in Fig.[b . H owever the exclusion princi-
pl suppresses the contributions from under the \Fem i
sea", thepro ke ofthe anom aly becom es asym m etric and
as a consequence them inim um appears to shift to higher
energies, as in the solid line of Fig.[lb. This qualita—
tive argum ent predicts that aswe increase g , the shift
also Increases, In agreem ent w ith the quantitative result
derived below . Tt also places the transition between the
weak and strong eld reginesat g W, , which is the
sam e condition asin Eq. @) . In sum m ary, the long wave—
length approxin ation is justi ed in theweak eld regine
and the non-perturbative approach ofR ef.ld is necessary
In this case; In the strong eld lim i, on the contrary,
a perturbative calculation is su cient, as we explicitly
show below .

A fter the substitution [[0), the integration over ! in
Eqg. [@) can be perform ed exactly and we w rite the result
as:

5 a3)

wherew e separated di erent contributionsbased on their
degree of divergence in the parallel eld case: § gives
them ostdivergentterm (@ -function ind= 2) whichwas
considered In Ref.ld, along w ith subleading tem s; other
subleading tem s are collected In the the (less) divergent
part cli; nally § contains only nite contrbutions
and hence we do not need its explicit form . T he relevant



contributions are:
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with E, and de ned in Egs. () and [) respectively
and we Introduced:

E = Ey )=2: 15)

Note that Eq. [[Z4d) reduces to the perturbative result
of Ref.|d upon replacing the square bracket with 2 i.
In what follow swe retain only the m ost divergent tem s,
as nite and weakly divergent contributions have already
been discarded in perform ing the replacem ent [I0).

W e now restrict our attention to the cased= 2wih a
non-zero perpendicular com ponent of them agnetic eld,
so that we m ust use the substitution [[l) and replace :n
Egs. [[4) the integrations overm om entum w ith summ a—
tions:

Z
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! 16)
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T he result for the m ost divergent contrbution is:
PO we? E. B
E; E
+ f ; ;
H H
w here the energy
W,  Z=4g 18)

characterizes the w idth of the tunneling anom aly in the
parallel eld and the function f (@;b) is de ned as:

Z p

a L .
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b t 2 2

19)
where 0 isthe dervatie of the digamm a filnction. T he

validity ofEq. [[) is restricted to the strong eld regin e:

- W, ©0)

In which the correction is indeed am aller than the bare
DoS.A s an exam ple, we plot both Eq. [[) and the cor-
responding approxin ate oHmula of Ref.l3 in Fig.[d. W e
note that, in agreem ent w ith our previousdiscussion: the
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FIG . 2: Tunneling anom aly in tilted eld. The continuous
lines are the correction § ofEq. @) ©r = 35,23 and
16 (top to bottom ) with g = 5,E; = 25 and g, = 2.
The verticaldotted line isat = E; . The dashed line is the
approxin ate contribution of Ref.|ld for = 35 , which can
also be obtained by lttingb! 1 in Eq. [d).

minmmum is shifted to a higher energy; the contrbution
at an allenergies (near the Ferm isea) is suppressed; the
overall shape is asym m etric about them Inin um , In qual-
irative agreem ent w ith the experim ents3€ In addition,
the anom aly is sm aller than the prediction ofthe approx—
In ate ormula { this could be relkevant in a quantiative
com parison w ith experin ents.

For the purpose of calculating the eld-dependent po-
sition ofthem ininum , we can di erentiate Eq. {{) and
then expand the result to rstorderin = ( Ei)= &
by assum ing % . Perform ing this calculation we nd:

po 2h i
W
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w ith the prin e denoting the derivative w ith respect to
the st argum ent and the dot w ith respect to the second
argum ent of £, and

= £ 0;—

H

2 4 1

W hilk the above inequality is exact (@nd the equality is
valid for = y = 0), the one .n Eq. 22) should be un-
derstood as follows: forE ; & g =3 the approxim ate
equality holds, while at lower values of these param eters
is the upper lin it that applies. Setting Eq. [Z1l) to 0 and
using for an estim ate the lim iting valuesof and ,we



nd for the position E  ofthem Ininum :

1 o 1, .
— 2 0:055; ((24)

which generalizes the result of Ref.|3 and reduces to it
or y = 022 The amalhess of the constant  jisti es
a posteriori the expansion. In the experim ent ofRef.ld,
Eq. 24) hasbeen successfully tested; below we comm ent
on the applicability of this equation for experin entally
relevant values of the param eters and we give m ore reli-
able estin ates for the dependence ofE on g .

A ccording to the de nitions (), [) and [@3), the in—

equalitiesE < E. E; hold; in the experin ents?
all these quantities are Thismeans that W ,
=4g for good conductors. O n the other hand
H 4
- = —9gsm ; @5)
Egz 9L

so that for \large" tilting angleswe have g E g ; thus
we nd that the condition [20) is experin entally satis—

ed. However the sam e reasoning show s that the con—
ditions for the applicability of the upper lin i estin ate
in Eq. 22) are easily violated. A m ore detailed study
of the correction [[A) show s that for the position E  of
them Inin um we can distinguish two regin es fordi erent
ranges of the param eter y =E; , namely:

E=E++1i;E—Z H;l.i.7(26a)
E = 0543E, + 1 g ; ﬁsﬂ (@6b)
w ith

1 7 0:d44: ©7)

The coe cient 1 depends weakly on the eld through
Ey ; or elds larger than about tw ice the parallel critical
el this dependence can be neglkcted*? and we nd:

= @ Z

3 H 2) 4 .
-— — " 0016—gsin (28)
4 Eg 2 2 9L

1=
independent of the eld. The resul [&3) is obtained
by expanding [Eq. (ZJ)]asa function of the quantities
E =4, = y,whikEqg. &) is ound by taking the
linitg! 1 in thederivativeofEq. [[A): in thiscase the

nitevaluie of [de ned beforeEq. ()] is calculated nu—
m erically and then we evaluate the coe cientsofthe rst
order corrections M E = y; = y { these are respon-
sble for the suppression ofthe E;. temm . W e stress that
In the tited eld the linear dependence of the position
ofthem nmum on the el is a robust prediction. W e
also notice that in the allowed region of the param eters,
the coe cient ; in frontof y variesbetween 0:016 and
0:112,ie. itagreeswith ofEq. (24) w ithin a factorof3;
sihce it isalso truethat ; = < 3,theestimateEq. (Z4)
isa correct order-ofm agniude one. Indeed that equation
hasbeen successfilly applied in a study ofag= 5% sam —
plk rwhich!® 4 =E, . 8 in Ref.ld+® Experin ents in
higher conductance sam ples, where y =Eg 7, would
enablk to test Eq. R6H) directly: its sin pler dependence
on the physical param eters as com pared to Eq. [2&3)
would m ake possible a m ore quantitative com parison be—
tween theory and experim ents.

Up tonow , wehavenot considered the phase relaxation

e ect of the (parallel com ponent of the) m agnetic eld,
since it can be usually neglected in the tilted eld3 This
e ect is acoounted for by shifting the frequency in the
de nition [@) ofthe Cooperon: ! + i=y, ,wih?

1=y = § =48Er : @9

Here 4, is as in Eq. [ but wih cos instead of
sin  and the transverse T houless energy is: Er = D =a?,
where a is the In’s width. In the paralkel eld, mo—
mentum integration :n Egs. [[4) is straightrward; we
do not give here the explicit answers (due to space 1im -
itations), but the qualitative results are the sam e as for
the tilted eld upon replacing gy ! 1=y . Also, we
note that Egs. [[4) can be used to evaliate the correc—
tion to the D oS of superconducting w ires; for both w ires
and the parallel eld case, the one-loop approxim ation is
valdwhen W4 5 1

In conclusion, we calculated the one-loop interaction
correction to the D ensity of States for superconducting

In s In tited eld and in the param agnetic phase. W e

found a m inimum in the D ensity of States which shifts
linearly with the applied eld to higher energies, see
eg. Eq. [24); this dependence has been dem onstrated
experin entally$
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A sim ilar argum ent, valid for wires and Ins in parallel
eld, is obtained by substituting 4 with Ly Dy,

wih 5y de ned n Eq.9).

The expressions [@) and [0) are in the di usive approxi-

m ation, valid for T 1 with T the tem perature and 1=

the In purity scattering rate.

T his is the m ore rigorous justi cation of the \frozen elec-

trons" assum ption used in the qualitative discussion (Sec—

tion IV ) of Ref.l3.
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T he argum ent holds in the parallel eld case and for w ires

ifwe substitute y wih 1=4 .

T hese considerations, and F ig.[l, were presented in R ef.ld;

they are reported here to m ake the paper selfcontained.

The validity of this formula is however restricted by

Eqg. 20) aswell as by the condition 1=2.

Its role is to increase the num erical coe cient in the right

hand side of Eq. B8) at smaller elds.

except at the highest angle = 90 .

The condition B0O) lim its the applicability of our resuls to
> 4 in that experim ent.

Thede nition of y nd= 1 isas in Eq. B9) up to nu-

m erical coe cilents; a is then the w idth of the w ire.



