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Nonlinear resonance of superconductor/normal metal structures to microwaves
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We study the variation in the differential conductance G=dj/dV of a normal metal wire in a superconductor/
normal metal heterostructure with a cross geometry under external microwave radiation applied to the super-
conducting parts. Our theoretical treatment is based on the quasiclassical Green’s functions technique in the
diffusive limit. Two limiting cases are considered: first, the limit of a weak proximity effect and low microwave
frequency and second, the limit of a short dimension (short normal wire) and small irradiation amplitude.

DOI: 10.1103/PhysRevB.82.024502

I. INTRODUCTION

Superconductor/normal  metal (S/N)  nanostructures,
where the proximity effect (PE) plays an important role, have
been studied very actively during last two decades. Interest-
ing phenomena have been discovered in the course of these
studies. Perhaps, the most remarkable one is an oscillatory
dependence of the conductance of a normal wire attached to
two superconductors which are incorporated into a supercon-
ducting loop."? This phenomenon was observed in the so-
called “Andreev interferometers,” i.e., in multiterminal SNS
junctions (see Refs. 26 as well as reviews’'? and references
therein). The reason for this oscillatory behavior of the dif-
ferential conductance G=dj/dV is a modification of the
transport properties of the n wire due to the PE, i.e., due to
the condensate induced in the n wire. The density of the
induced condensate is very sensitive to an applied magnetic
field H and oscillates with increasing H.

Theory!'!"'* was successful in explaining the experiments
and predicting new phenomena, including the re-entrance of
the conductance to the normal state in mesoscopic proximity
conductors'#~1® and transitions to the 7 state in the voltage-
biased Andreev interferometers due to nonequilibrium
effects.!”!” The nonmonotonic behavior of the conductance
in SN point contacts and controllable nanostructures has
been observed in Refs. 20-22, and the change in the sign of
the critical Josephson current in multiterminal SNS junctions
has been found in Refs. 23 and 24. Many important results of
the study of the SN mesoscopic structures are reviewed in
Refs. 7-10. The so-called 7 states have also been realized in
equilibrium Josephson SFS junctions with a ferromagnetic
(F) layer between superconductors>~27 or in superconductor-
insulator-superconductor  (SIS) Josephson junctions of
high-T., d-wave superconductors.’®* A number of new phe-
nomena have been discovered in thin one-dimensional N and
S wires393? (see also Ref. 33 for a recent review and refer-
ences therein).

Mesoscopic SNS structures proved to be a promising al-
ternative to superconducting quantum interference devices
(SQUIDs) for certain applications, including magnetic-flux
measurements and readout of quantum bits (qubits)** with a
potential to achieve higher than state-of-the-art fidelity, sen-
sitivity, and readout speed. To achieve such challenging aims
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extensive investigations of high-frequency properties of S/N
nanostructures on a scale similar to that of SQUIDs are in
order.

Studies undertaken to date concerned mainly the station-
ary properties of S/N structures. Experimental data on S/N
structures under microwave radiation appeared only
recently.>>3® As to theoretical studies, one can mention two
papers!'37 where the ac impedance of a S/N structure was
calculated. However, measuring the frequency dependence
of the ac conductance is not an easy task. It is more conve-
nient to measure a nonlinear dc response (dc conductance) to
a microwave radiation. Recently, a numerical calculation of
the dependence of the critical Josephson current 7. in SNS
junction on the amplitude of an external ac radiation has
been performed.3®

In this paper, using a simple model we calculate the dc
conductance of a normal (n) wire in an S/N structure (cross
geometry) as a function of the frequency () and the ampli-
tude of the external microwave radiation. We consider the
limiting cases of a long and a short n wire and show that the
response has a resonance peak at a frequency () close to
g,/ h, where g, is the energy of a subgap in the n wire in-
duced by the PE. Our theory predicts resonances and can
help to optimize quantum devices based on hybrid SNS
nanostructures.’*3

We employ the quasiclassical Green’s-function technique
in the diffusive limit. This means that we will solve the Us-
adel equation®® for the retarded (advanced) Green’s function
&84 and the corresponding equation for the Keldysh matrix
function g¥ (Sec. II). First, a weak PE will be considered
when the Usadel equation can be linearized (Sec. III). We
calculate the dc conductance of the n wire in this limit, as-
suming that the frequency of the ac radiation is low (£}
<T). In Sec. 1V, the opposite limiting case of a short n wire
will be analyzed for arbitrary frequencies (). We present the
frequency dependence of the correction to the dc conduc-
tance caused by ac radiation. In Sec. V, we discuss the ob-
tained results.

II. MODEL AND BASIC EQUATIONS

We consider an S/N structure shown in Fig. 1. It consists
of a n wire or n film which connects two N and § reservoirs
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FIG. 1. Structure under consideration.

(n and N stand for a normal metal, S means a supercon-
ductor). The superconducting reservoirs may be connected
by a superconducting contour. The transverse dimensions of
the n wire are supposed to be smaller than characteristic
dimensions of the problem but larger than the Fermi wave
length and the mean-free path [ (diffusive case). This implies
that all quantities depend only on coordinates along the wire
(the x coordinate in the horizontal direction and the y coor-
dinate in the vertical direction). The dc voltage 2V is applied
between the normal N reservoirs, and the phase difference
2 ¢ exists between the superconducting reservoirs. The phase
¢ is assumed to be time dependent

@(1) = @y + ¢ cos((dr) (1)

and related to the magnetic flux @ inside the superconduct-
ing contour: ¢(7)=7P(r)/ D, with ®(1)=H(r)S, where H(r) is
an applied magnetic field and S is the area of the supercon-
ducting contour; that is, the magnetic field contains not only
a constant component but also an oscillating one.

For simplicity, we assume the structure to be symmetric
both in the horizontal and vertical directions. This implies, in
particular, that the interface resistances R,y at x=*L, are
equal to each other [correspondingly, R,s(L,)=R,s(-L,)].
Our aim is to calculate the differential dc conductance G
between the N reservoirs

dj
G=— 2
7V (2)

as a function of the amplitude of the ac signal ¢ and the
frequency ().

The calculations will be carried out on the basis of the
well-developed quasiclassical Green’s-functions technique
(see the reviews in Refs. 10 and 41-43) which successfully
was applied to the study of S/N structures (see, for example,
Refs. 8—11, 37, and 44-47). In this technique, all types of
Green’s functions (the “normal” and Gor’kov’s functions as
well as the retarded, advanced and Keldysh functions) are
matrix elements of a 4 X4 matrix
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where g**) are matrices of the retarded (advanced) Green’s

functions and g is a matrix of the Keldysh functions. The

first matrices describe thermodynamical properties of the

system [the density of states (DOS), supercurrent, etc.]

whereas the matrix gX is used to describe dissipative trans-

port and nonequilibrium properties.

The matrix ¢ satisfies the normalization condition*®

(gog)t,t")=0d(t-1), (4)

where “” denotes the integral product (gog)(z,t")
=[dt,g(t,t;)-£(t;,¢') and “” is the conventional matrix
product. The Fourier transform performed as g(e,&’)
:fdtdt’eis""g"lg(t,t’) yields  (gog)(e,&e’)=2md(e—¢")
where now (§08)(e,2")=528(e., &) 8(e,,").

The matrix of Keldysh functions gX can be expressed in
terms of the matrices g8 and a matrix of distribution func-

tions ﬁ,
gK=gRoF—Fogh, (5)

where the matrix F' can be assumed to be diagonal'?

ﬁ= %0F++%3F_. (6)

Here 7, is the identity matrix and 73 the third Pauli matrix.
The function F_ describes the charge imbalance [premulti-
plied with the DOS and integrated over all energies it gives
the local voltage] while F, characterizes the energy distribu-
tion of quasiparticles.

Due to the general relation*?

§'(e.e") == 18" (e e) T, ™)

one can immediately calculate ¢* after finding the matrix g~.

That means that knowing the matrices g® and F we can de-
termine all entries of g.

The Green’s functions in N and § reservoirs are assumed
to have an equilibrium form corresponding to the voltages
+V and phases * ¢(f). For example, the retarded (advanced)
Green’s functions in the upper S reservoir are

8NV (e,t) =SSV 1) - §(1"), (8)

where § (t)=expli75¢(r)/2] is a unitary transformation matrix

and the Fourier transform of g8*)(r—1') equals
1 e A
ARA) Ly _
855"(e) = §§<A><_ A 8) )

with &8W =+ (g +i0)2- A2, i.e., the matrix g8 describes

the BCS superconductor in the absence of phase. The re-
tarded (advanced) Green’s functions in the lower S reservoir
are determined in the same way with the replacement ¢(z)
— —¢(1). The matrix g§<A> in the right (left) N reservoirs is
equal to g8 with A=0, i.e., gfW=+ 2,

In the reservoirs the matrix F(,#') can be represented
through the equilibrium distribution F,,(e)=tanh(e/2T) via

Eq. (8)

024502-2



NONLINEAR RESONANCE OF SUPERCONDUCTOR/NORMAL...

F(t,1') = 8(1) - Fo (1= 1)S¥(t"). (10)

The phase ¢(7) in the upper S reservoir is given by Eq. (1),
and for @y(7) in the right N reservoir, we have @y(7)=2eVz.
Therefore in the normal reservoir (at the right) the matrix
distribution function has diagonal elements F V(€112

=tanh[21—T(sieV)] and can be written as I:"N(s):%OFN+(8)
+73Fy_(e)

e+eV e—¢eV
=+ tanh
2T

1
FNi(s)=5 tanh (11)
Thus, all Green’s functions in the reservoirs are defined
above.

Our task is to find the matrix ¢ in the n wire. In the
considered diffusive limit it obeys the equation*®

. 08

7y & h+ileV (g - geV, ()] =DV (3°V4) =0,

95

o

at ot

(12)

where 73 is a diagonal matrix with equal elements (73)1; 2,

=73, V, is a local electrical potential in the n wire. We

dropped the inelastic collision term supposing that Eg,

=D/L}, > 7}, where D is the diffusion coefficient, L,

=max{L,,} and 7, is an inelastic-scattering time. This
equation is complemented by the boundary condition*

ge 3x,y8v|x,y=th = * kysl8.8nsls (13)

where xys=1/(20R,y ,s),Run.ns are the nN and nS interface
resistances per unit area and o is the conductivity of the n
wire. Here we introduced the commutator [¢, gy sl.=€°8n.s
—gn.s°8. The current in the n wire is determined by the for-
mula

0- A v v
j= QTr{Ts 2m(g 0 d:8)1a(t,0)}. (14)

The matrix element (g°d,g);, is the Keldysh component that
equals (gvoaxg/)lzngRo ngK+gK°07ngA'

Even in a time-independent case, an analytical solution of
the problem can be found only wunder certain
assumptions.8-11:37:44-46 In the considered case of a time-
dependent phase difference, the problem becomes even more
complicated. In order to solve the problem analytically, we
consider two limiting cases: (a) weak proximity effect and
slow phase variation in time; and (b) strong proximity effect
in a short n wire and arbitrary frequency () of the phase
oscillations.

III. WEAK PROXIMITY EFFECT; SLOW PHASE
VARIATION

In this section we will assume that the proximity effect is
weak and the phase difference ¢(f) is almost constant in
time. The latter assumption means that the frequency of
phase variation satisfies the condition () <<T/#. The weak-
ness of the PE means that the anomalous (Gor’kov’s) part

fR(A) of the retarded and advanced Green’s functions in the n
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wire gRA) = gRA)2 4 fRA) can be assumed to be small
RO < 1. (15)

The matrix fR(A) contains only off-diagonal elements. The
diagonal part obtained from the normalization is

. . 1.
Wi~ = 7'3{1 - EUR(A)]Z}- (16)

Now we can linearize Eq. (12) for the component 11(22),
that is, for the retarded (advanced) Green’s functions. Then
we obtain a simple linear equation

V2RO (2R = 0, (17)

where Kf(A)z\fIZis/D. The boundary conditions [Eq. (13)]
for the matrices fR(A) acquire the form

[0,V + 20" ][ 21, = 0, (18)
[&fo(A) - ZKNfR(A)]|x:—LX = O’ (19)
{0 2w /525 % &8 - P ,mr, =0, (20)

{0+ 20 F50) % 8- P,y =0, (21)
As follows from Eq. (8) the functions gg, ]A‘S,‘P are
g5 = er&0", (22)

f?f‘;‘) =(i%, cos @ +i7 sin cp)A/ff(A). (23)

We took into account that ¢(z) is almost constant in time.

One can show that the solution for fR in the horizontal
part of the n wire is

R=itf(x), (24)

f(x) = C cosh(8x/L,) + sgn(x)S sinh(0x/L,), (25)

where sgn(x) is the sign function. Dropping the index R of
the quantities k,,gs(¢),&, the integration constants C and S
can be written as

(6, cosh O, + ry sinh 6,) - r¢A cos @/&,

Cle,p) = Do) ’
(26a)
S(e, ) =— (ry cosh 6.+ 6, sinh 6,) - r¢A cos q;/gs’
D(e)
(26b)
where D(e)=[rsgs(e) O, +ry0,]cosh(6,+6,) +[rsgs(e)ry

+ Hxﬁy]sinh( 0X+ Gy), rN,S:2KN7sLX’y, and ﬁx,_\,= KsLx,y'
Knowing the function fR(x), one can find the correction to

the conductance of the n wire due to the PE. In order to

obtain the current, we take the (12) component (the Keldysh
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FIG. 2. (Color online) Bias voltage dependence of the normal-
ized variations in the resistance contributions OR,y/R,y and
OR,/R,. Parameter values: ¢=m/3, L,/L,=1, eny/A=2.5X1072,
£g/A=5%1073, and R,/R,y=1.

component) of Eq. (12), multiply this component by 73 and
take the trace. In the Fourier representation we get [compare
with Eq. (2) of Ref. 44]

M_(g,¢,x)0,.F_(x) = c(e, ), (27)

where the function M_(s,go,x)=1+31[f(x) +*(x)]* deter-
mines the correction to the conductivity caused by the PE
and c(e,¢) is an integration constant that is related to the
current

j= % J_w dec(s). (28)

It is determined from the boundary condition that can be
obtained from Eq. (13)

M_(S, (P,X)O’)XF_(X) = C(Sa QD) = V[FN— - F—(Lx)]’ (29)

where v(e, 0)=R{1 + % f(L,)?} is the density of states in the n
wire near the nN interface. Finding F_(L,) and ¢(&) from Eq.

(29), we obtain for the current density [compare with Eq.
(13) of Ref. 11]

o]

Ey

J(e) = L (30)

2e)_, dSRnN/V +R(M(s,0)7 1y
Here Fy_ is defined according to Eq. (11), R,=L./o is the
resistance of the n wire of the length L, in the normal state,
and (M(e,)™"y=(1/L,)[7dxM _(&,@,x)"". The first term in
the denominator is the nN interface resistance and the second
term is the resistance of the (0,L,) section of the n wire
modified by the PE. The expressions for the DOS (e, ¢) and
the function (M(e, @)~') are given in the Appendix.

For the differential conductance G=dj/dV at zero tem-
perature we obtain

In Fig. 2 we show the dependence of the nN interface resis-
tance variation J0R,y=R,n/v—R,y and the resistance varia-
tion in the n wire 6R,=R,(M(eV,¢)~')—R, on the bias volt-
age V for a fixed phase difference. It can be seen that the
OR,y is either positive or negative depending on V while R,
is always negative, i.e., the PE leads to voltage-dependent
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FIG. 3. (Color online) Bias voltage dependence of the normal-
ized conductance variation 8G/G,. Parameter values: ¢=m/3,
Ly/L,=1, gy/A=2.5X 1072, and &4/A=5X1073. Different cases:
(a) R,/R,x=0.5, (b) R,/R,y=1, and (c) R,/R,ny=2.

changes in the interface resistance (caused by the changes in
the DOS in the n wire) and to a decrease in the resistance of
the n wire.

The conductance variation 6G=G(V,¢)—-G,, is shown in
Fig. 3 for various values of R,y/Ry, where G,={R,y
+Ry}! is the conductance of the n wire in the normal state.
These results have been obtained earlier.!'!:1443:46

We are interested in the dc conductance variation aver-
aged in time: G, =(Q/27) [3™dt5G[V, ¢(1)]. First, from
Egs. (25) and (26) we can extract the dependence of the
function f on the phase ¢: f(x,¢)=f(x,0)cos ¢. Hence we
obtain M_(e,¢,x)=1+M_(g,0,x)cos” ¢, where
OM_(e,¢,x)=M_(g,p,x)—1. At the same time, v(e,p)=1
+6v(e,0)cos® ¢ with Sv(e,@)=v(e,p)—1. These observa-
tions lead to the relation

8G[V, ¢(1)] = 8G(V,0)cos? (1), (32)

which by averaging over time yields
1
8G,= 8G(V.0)- J[1 +Jy2a)cos(2gp)].  (33)

where J, is the Bessel function of the first kind and zeroth
order. This oscillatory behavior of the time-averaged (dc)
conductance variation 6G,, as a function of the ac amplitude
can be seen in Fig. 4.

Thus, the calculations carried out in this section under
assumption of adiabatic phase variations allow us to obtain
the dependence of the conductance change 6G,, on the am-
plitude ¢ but provide no information about the frequency
dependence of 6G,,. This dependence will be found in the
next section.

IV. STRONG PE; SHORT NORMAL WIRE

In this section we analyze the limiting case of a short n
wire when the Thouless energy E;;,=D/ L)zc is much larger
than characteristic energies: ETh>DK12V,S,T ,eV. In this case
all the functions in Eq. (12) are almost constant in space and
we can integrate this equation from {x,y}==%0 to {x,y}
==*L,, over x and y coordinates. The term 73-9,¢+d,g- 73
(in the Fourier representation —ie7y-g+ie’g-73) is consid-
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FIG. 4. (Color online) Bias voltage dependence of the normal-
ized time-averaged conductance variation 6G,,/G,. Parameter val-
ues: @o=7/3, L,/L,=1, ey/A=25X 1072 &5/A=5X 1073, eV/A
=5X1072, and R,/R,y=1.

ered as a constant and the term with the voltage V is omitted
because we neglect the voltage drop over the n wire; the
voltage drops across the nN,nS interfaces and is set to be
zero in the n wire. Performing this integration and summing
up the results, we obtain

2(Lx + Ly)Av = jx(Lx) - jx(_ Lx) - jx(+ 0) + jx(_ O) + jv(L))
—Jy(=Ly) = J,(+0) +J,(~ 0), (34)

where Jx(x)=Dg°‘9x§|y=07 Jy(y)=Dgoayg|x=O’ and A=
—i(eTy-g—g-1e’). Integration around the point (x,y)
=(0,0) yields the conservation of the “currents” (using ter-
minology of the circuit theory®)

J(+0) +J,(+ 0) = J (= 0) +J,(= 0). (35)

Combining Egs. (34) and (35) and the boundary conditions
[Eq. (13)], we arrive at the equation

ety §— ¢ he' =iepg.8w ] +iggg.85, ). (36)

Here ey s=D/(2R,y ,s0L) is a characteristic energy related
to the interface transparencies, L=L +L,. The energy ey de-
termines the damping in the spectrum of the n wire and the
energy &g is related to a subgap induced in the n wire due to
the PE. The matrices gy, are equal to gN,S+=%[§N,S(Lx,y)
+&ns(=Lyy) ]

In the limit of the short n wire considered in this section,
we need to find only the retarded (advanced) Green’s func-
tions. Indeed, let us rewrite the expression for the current
[Eq. (14)] using the boundary condition [Eq. (13)] at the
right nN interface and concentrating on the dc component of
the current,

) 1 R AR K AK A AR A
= e T Ts'f de(gR- gn+ 85 gy —gn- 85
nN —00

where §RW=+ 2, and Tr{#;-(g"- %)} =4gRFy_. The distri-
bution function F_ in the N reservoir is defined in Eq. (11).
The integral over energies from the second and third terms is
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zero because it is proportional to the voltage in the n wire
which is set to be zero. Therefore the current can be written
as

L
j= 2R, f B dev(e)Fy_(g), (38)

where 1(g)= %(gR —g")=7{g®(e)}. This formula has an obvi-
ous physical meaning—the current through the nN interface
is determined by the product of the DOS in the n wire and N
reservoir (vy=1) and the distribution function in the N res-
ervoir (the distribution function F_ in the n wire is zero).

Using Egs. (2), (11), and (38) we arrive at the following
expression for the differential conductance:

1 (7 de 1 1
G= —(e) + .
2R,nJ . 4T ,eteV ,e—eV
cosh”™———
2T 2T

(39)

In order to find the matrix g%, we can write the (11) com-
ponent of Eq. (36) in the form

§7y- 8= g8 1E =ie R 85, (40)

where €=e+iey and &' =g’ +igy.

According to Egs. (1) and (8) the matrix g%, is a function
of two times, §§+(t, t'), that is, in the Fourier representation it
is function of two energies: &,&’. Therefore, to find the ma-
trix g%(e,&’) in a general case is a formidable task.

However, we can assume that the amplitude of the ac
component of the phase ¢, is small and obtain the solution
making an expansion in powers of ¢,

R =gl + 8,88+ 8,85+ . (41)

Here and later all matrix Green’s functions written without
arguments are functions of two energies (&,&’). Those of
them which are diagonal in energy may be also (explicitly)
written with a single energy argument, e.g., g”;0 "
=$%,.(e)2md(e—g").

Similar to Eq. (41) we represent the matrix §§+ (up to the
second order in ¢() as §§+= §§0 e §§++ 52§§+ and find from
Eq. (8) for the stationary part g%, and the corrections &;8%,
(first order in @) and 8,85, (second order in ¢g),

88 =28y (87 + iA cos o) &, (42)
R AT . 1, &1
0185, =—iT 2 PoA sin @y(&, + &) (g + O_q), (43)

A «A W
528§+ == szg ‘P?}A cos @y(Py+ P,), (44)

where we used the notation §,=d(e—¢'+w), £, =& and
defined the functions

Py=8Q2&) + &1,0+ E1g)-

1 . _
Py= (8 + Sl &) + & 428, ,0). (49
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Using the expressions for J, §§

and 52§§ . given above we
can calculate the corrections to g§ up to the second order in
¢q and the corresponding modification of the DOS v in the
n wire.

In the zeroth-order approximation, i.e., for ¢5=0 we ob-
tain from Eq. (40) g”§(s,s’)=§§(s)2175(s—s’), where the
matrix g5(g) obeys the equation

[%ES +i%ES.86]=0, (46)
containing ER=E+iesgh (e)=e+isy+issgh (o), Elfg

=igg cos oofR(e), gR(e)=e/ &8, and ¥ ()=A/ 8. The solu-
tion of this equation is!!

$6(e) = mgt(e) +inafi(e),

(&) =ELL,  fole) =Eg, JL, (47)

where g{j:\/(Ef)z—(Efg)?. The quantity Efg determines a

subgap induced in the n wire due to the PE. Indeed, consider
the most interesting case of small energies assuming that
{e,eh<<A; then, & =~iA,  fR(e)=-i, and &
~\(g+iey)?—(eg cos ¢@y)>. This means that the spectrum of
the n wire has the same form as in the BCS superconductor
with a damping &y and a subgap &g|cos ¢, which depends
on the nS interface transparency and phase difference.

Note that the formula for the subgap induced in the N
metal due to the PE in a tunnel superconductor-insulator-
normal metal (SIN) junction was obtained by McMillan.>
The obtained results for the functions gg (¢) and fg () can be
easily generalized for the case of asymmetric nS interfaces
with different interface resistances R,g;, (correspondingly,
€512). In the limit &g, , <A, we obtain for the subgap &

58°

1
&4(@p) = 5\"8%1 + &5, + 265,85, COS 2. (48)

This formula shows that the subgap as a function of the
phase difference ¢ varies from 1|eg,—sg| for @y=m/2 to
5(esr+eg) for @y=0.

We proceed finding the corrections of the first (8,g%) and
second (8,8%) order in ¢, for g§ in a way similar to the one
used in Refs. 47 and 51. The correction of the first order 6,¢
(for brevity, we drop the index R) obeys the equation

§s§0(8) ) 51§ - 51§ ' §0(8/)§s' = iss[go’ 51§S+]o’ (49)

which contains all terms of the first order in ¢ from Eq.
(40). Note that we are making use of the relation g(e)
=§;1[§%3+issgso+(s)] evident from Egs. (40), (46), and (47).

In order to solve Eq. (49), it is useful to employ the nor-
malization condition [Eq. (4)] for §=g" which for the first-
order term of gog yields

go(e) - 618+ 618 - §o(e') =0. (50)

From Eqgs. (49) and (50), we find
0186, — & < 8,8¢, - Sy’
85,8 =is 185 = 80(€) - 6185, - §ole )‘ (51)
gs + g&’

We determine the correction 6,¢ in the same manner.
Reading off the second-order terms in Eq. (40) gives
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[£:80. 058 = ies([80. 585 - +[618.6185.)).  (52)

The second-order part of the normalization condition is

8o(e) - 58+ 6,8 - 8o(e') == 618°68. (53)

Thus, we obtain the second-order correction

085 — go(s) - 0585, - §o(e’)

52g = iSS g + g /
. [61851.618).  L(618° 618) PP
+9 igg - - 8o(e").
gs + ge’ gs + ge'

(54)

In order to calculate the correction to the dc conductance
caused by the ac radiation, G, we need to find Tr{7s- 6,8}
and Tr{7;- 5,8} and take their parts proportional to 278(e
—¢&'). By inspection of Egs. (43) and (51) one recognizes that
the first-order correction contains only terms proportional to
Se—¢&' =) and therefore only contributes to the ac current.
This is the fundamental reason why the second-order analy-
sis is needed to determine the variation in the dc conduc-
tance.

As a result we just have to find the multiple of 274(e
—¢&') contained in Tr{7;- 8¢} which we denote as 25,.g(e),
that is, §,.g(e)2m(e—g'):= %Tr{ﬁ- 5,8}~ We represent the
function &,.g() as a sum

ic8(e) = 80g(e) + 8 Pg(e), (55)

where the function &'g(e) originates from the first term in
Eq. (54) and the function 8" g(e) from the second and third
terms. If we consider the case when the subgap &g|cos ¢| is
much less than A, i.e.,

gglcos @o| < A (56)

then, at low energies & <&, the function 8”g(e) is almost
independent of () whereas the function é{ic)g(s) depends
strongly on () at £ = gg|cos ¢,|. Assuming the validity of Eq.
(56) we obtain

1 gole)
8Pg(e) = — —e2¢h cos” @ "gz , (57)

4

& g(e,Q) = i%@é sin” @y >
)
y go(e)1 + fo(e)fole + Q) + go(e)go(e + Q)]
[+ Leral?
+ fo(e)lgo(e)fole + Q) + fo(e)go(e + Q)]
Golle + Leval

bl

(58)

where the functions gy(e), fy(e), and ¢, are defined in Eq.
(47). The sum sign index “*=€” in Eq. (58) means that the
given expression is added to the same one with the negative
frequency (-(Q).

Using the function 8,.g(e,{)) we can calculate a correc-
tion to the DOS 6v(e,{)) due to the PE and with the aid of
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eV
0.30 A

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20 0.25

FIG. 5. (Color online) Normalized stationary differential con-
ductance 60 versus bias voltage V. Parameter values: 7/A=1072,
£g/A=0.1, and £y/A=1072. Different cases: (a) @o=7/8, (b) @
=/4, and (c) @y=37/8.

Eq. (39) find the correction 6G(V,()) to the differential dc
conductance. As follows from Eq. (39), at zero temperature

the normalized differential dc conductance G(V,)
=G(V,Q)R, is equal to

G(V,Q) = Go(V) + 6G(V,Q) = vy(eV) + Sw(eV,Q)
(59)

with the definitions vy(eV)=NR[gy(eV)] and Sv(eV,Q)
=9‘i[6dcg(evvﬂ)]~

Using the obtained formula for gy(e) and §,.g(¢) we can
calculate the conductance G, and its correction 6G due to
microwave radiation for different values of parameters
(damping &y, phase difference 2¢,, etc.). The dependence of
the conductance in the absence of radiation G, versus the
applied voltage V is presented in Fig. 5. We see that this
dependence follows the energy dependence of a SIN junc-
tion. In our case the n wire with an induced subgap plays a
role of “S” with a damping ¢, in the “superconductor.” Since
the value of the induced subgap, e,,=¢ s|cos @|, depends on
the phase difference 2¢,, the position of the peak in the
dependence G (V) is shifted downward with increasing .

-0.5

-1.0

FIG. 6. (Color online) Normalized second-order correction of

differential conductance 8G versus bias voltage V. Parameter val-
ues: T/A=1072, £g/A=0.1, ey/A=1072, and /A=5x% 1072 Dif-
ferent cases: (a) ¢p=/8, (b) py=m/4, and (c) py=37/8.

PHYSICAL REVIEW B 82, 024502 (2010)

1.0
0.8
0.6

0.4

0‘2—’/\
Q

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15 0.20A

FIG. 7. (Color online) Normalized second-order correction of
differential conductance 8G versus ac frequency (). Parameter val-
ues: T/A=2X1073, eg/A=0.1, ey/A=1072, and eV/A=1072. Dif-
ferent cases: (a) ¢y=/6, (b) py=m/4, and (c) @y=m/3.

Note that in an asymmetrical system (g4, # eg,) the lowest
value of the subgap is not zero [cf. Eq. (48)].

In Fig. 6 we show the bias voltage dependence of the
conductance correction due to ac radiation §;.G (coefficient
in front of go?l) for different values of ¢,. The magnitude and
the position of the arising peaks depend strongly on the val-
ues of the parameters, e.g., @.

By varying the stationary phase difference ¢, or the
damping &y one can change the frequency dependence of the
correction &,.G considerably. This is shown in Figs. 7 and 8,
respectively. One can see that if ey <e,(¢y), then the depen-
dence §,,G({2) has a peak located at ~&,(¢,) and split into
two subpeaks. The splitting becomes more and more distinct
with increasing bias voltage V. With decreasing ¢, and in-
creasing ey, the form of this dependence changes signifi-
cantly. For example, the resonance curve becomes broader
with increasing damping. Increasing temperature leads to a
similar effect as one can see in Fig. 9.

In Fig. 10 we plot the normalized conductance correction

8,.G(g,) as a function of ¢, for different values of the bias
voltage V. At large V this dependence is close to sinusoidal

5G
9%

1.5
1.0

0.5

O
0.20 A

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15

FIG. 8. (Color online) Normalized second-order correction of

differential conductance 8G versus ac frequency (). Parameter val-
ues: T/A=2X1073, £g/A=0.1, ¢V/A=10"2, and @,=/3. Differ-
ent cases: (a) ey/A=5X1073, (b) £y/A=1072, and (c) ey/A=2
X 1072
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1.0
0.8 ¢
0.6/ b
0.4

0.2

Q
0.20A

0.00 0.05 0.10 0.15

FIG. 9. (Color online) Normalized second-order correction of
differential conductance 8G versus ac frequency (), Parameter val-
ues: £g/A=0.1, ex/A=1072, ¢eV/A=1072, and @,=m/3. Different
cases: (a) T=0, (b) T/A=2%X1073, (¢) T/A=6%X1073, and (d)
T/A=1072.

but at smaller voltages the form of the periodic function
8,.G(¢y) becomes more complicated.

V. CONCLUSION

We have calculated the change in the conductance in an
S/N structure of the cross geometry under the influence of
microwave radiation. The calculations have been carried out
on the basis of quasiclassical Green’s functions in the diffu-
sive limit. Two different limiting cases have been considered:
(a) a weak proximity effect and low frequency () of radia-
tion; and (b) a strong proximity effect and small amplitude of
radiation.

In the case (a), the conductance change SG consists of
two parts. One is related to a change in the nN interface
resistance due to a modification of the DOS of the n wire. At
small applied voltages Vy, it is negative. Another part is
caused by a modification of the conductance of the n wire
due to the PE. This part is positive and consists of two com-
peting contributions. One contribution, which is negative,
stems from the a modification of the DOS of the n wire.
Another contribution is positive and caused by a term, which
is similar to the Maki-Thompson term.**¢ The conductance
change 6G oscillates and decays with increasing amplitude
of radiation.

In the case (b) a short n wire was considered so that the
resistance of the n wire is negligible in comparison with the
resistance of the nN interface. The correction 6G has been
found under assumption of a small amplitude of the radia-
tion. We found that at small applied voltages V, the depen-
dence SG(Q)) has a resonance form. It has a maximum when
the frequency () is on the order of &, =£g|cos ¢y where &,
is a subgap in the spectrum of the n wire induced by the PE.
With increasing V, the peak in the dependence 6G()) splits
into two peaks and overall form of this dependence becomes
complicated.

We assumed that the nS interface resistance is larger than
the resistance of the n wire, that is, pL <R,s. This inequality
can be written in the form eg<e7,=D/L?, that is, the sub-

PHYSICAL REVIEW B 82, 024502 (2010)

FIG. 10. (Color online) Normalized second-order correction of
differential conductance G versus stationary phase difference ¢.
Parameter values: T/A=2X1073, £¢/A=0.1, £y/A=1072, and
Q/A=1072. Different cases: (a) V=0, (b) eV/A=2X 1072, and (c)
eVIA=4X1072,

gap energy in the n wire is much smaller than the Thouless
energy e7,. In the opposite limit, £¢> &4, a gap on the order
of e, is induced in the n wire. This limit can be studied
numerically. However, one can expect that in this limit the
resonance should take place at w,,,= &7,/fi. Experiment per-
formed in Ref. 36 corresponds to this limit. The frequency
corresponding to the Thouless energy in experiment is equal
to &7,/ h~3-(400/107%)s~' ~6 GHz whereas the resonance
frequency is v,,,~10 GHz.

Note that we considered a simplified model. For example,
we did not account for the change in the distribution function
in the n film (heating effects). One can give estimations
when the “heating” can be neglected. The change in an “ef-
fective” electron temperature 87 in the n wire is approxi-
mately given by o= Te,phO'Ez/ C., Where 7, is the
electron-phonon inelastic-scattering time, E =< VR;/R,L
=fQ(R,/eLR,)¢q is the ac electric field in the n wire, and
c,~T-n/ep is the heat capacity of electron gas with concen-
tration 7. Taking into account that (R,o)”'=~Z?/1, we find
that 8T/ T= (eo/ T)(7,,u/ VZ*¢5, where Z? is the dimen-
sionless coefficient of electron penetration through the SN
interface, which is assumed to be small, /=v 7 is the mean-
free path in the n wire. Therefore, the heating would be very
small if the condition ¢@q<(go/T)\(7/7, ,,)Z2 is fulfilled.
The obtained results are useful for understanding the re-
sponse of the considered and analogous SN systems to mi-
crowave radiation which can be used, for example, in Q bits.
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APPENDIX

The DOS in Egs. (29) and (30) is given by the formula
v(e, p)=R[1 +% (L,)*] with f(L,) defined in Eq. (25). Mak-
ing use of the weak proximity-effect approximation we re-
write the function (M(e,¢)™!) in Eq. (30) as
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1
M(e,9)) =1 —5<9i{f2+ff*}>. (A1)
Using Eq. (25) one can easily calculate
C?+S8%sinh 260, C*-§° inh”
(P) = sinh 26, . . sin < (A2)
2 26, 2 0,

PHYSICAL REVIEW B 82, 024502 (2010)

|CI? +|S* sinh 26, |C[* - [S]* sin 26

=" 20, 2 24
. [sinh®> 6. sin® @]
+MR) C'S o +i 7 , (A3)

where 6, and ¢ are the real and imaginary parts of 6, re-
spectively, i.e., 6,=6.+i6/. We use these expressions for cal-
culating the function (M(e, ¢)~!) and conductance G.
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