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A bstract

Thisisa tutorialarticle based on a lecturedelivered in June1999

attheNATO Advanced Study Institutein Ankara.Thephenom enon

ofAndreev re
ection isintroduced asthe electronic analogue ofopti-

calphase-conjugation. In the opticalproblem ,a disordered m edium

backed by a phase-conjugating m irrorcan becom e com pletely trans-

parent.Yet,adisordered m etalconnected toasuperconductorhasthe

sam e resistance as in the norm alstate. The resolution ofthis para-

dox teachesusa fundam entaldi�erencebetween phaseconjugation of

lightand electrons.

To bepublished in Quantum M esoscopic Phenom ena and M esoscopic

Devicesin M icroelectronics,edited by I.O .K ulik and R.Ellialtioglu

(K luwer,Dordrecht).

1 Introduction

In the late sixties,Kulik used the m echanism ofAndreev re
ection [1]to
explain how a m etalcan carry a dissipationlesscurrentbetween two super-
conductors over arbitrarily long length scales,provided the tem perature is
low enough [2]. One can say thatthe norm alm etalhasbecom e supercon-
ducting becauseoftheproxim ity to a superconductor.Thisproxim ity e�ect
existseven iftheelectronsin thenorm alm etalhaveno interaction.Atzero
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tem peraturethem axim um supercurrentthatthem etalcan carrydecaysonly
algebraicallywith theseparation between thesuperconductors| ratherthan
exponentially,asitdoesathighertem peratures.

The recent revival of interest in the proxim ity e�ect has produced a
deeperunderstanding into how the proxim ity-induced superconductivity of
non-interactingelectronsdi�ersfrom truesuperconductivity ofelectronshav-
ing a pairing interaction. Clearly,the proxim ity e�ectdoesnotrequire two
superconductors. One should be enough. Consider a junction between a
norm alm etaland a superconductor(an NS junction).Letthe tem perature
be zero. W hat is the resistance ofthis junction? One m ight guess that it
should be sm aller than in the norm alstate,perhaps even zero. Isn’t that
whattheproxim ity e�ectisallabout?

Theanswerto thisquestion hasbeen in theliteraturesince1979 [3],but
ithasbeen appreciated only in the lastfew years.A recentreview [4]gives
a com prehensivediscussion within thefram ework ofthesem iclassicaltheory
ofsuperconductivity.A di�erentapproach,usingrandom -m atrixtheory,was
reviewed by theauthor[5].In thislecturewe takea m orepedestrian route,
using theanalogy between Andreev re
ection and opticalphase-conjugation
[6,7]to answerthequestion:W hy doesan NS junction havea resistance?

2 A ndreev re
ection and opticalphase-conjugation

Itwas�rstnoted by Andreev in 1963 [1]thatan electron isre
ected from
a superconductorin an unusualway.Thedi�erencesbetween norm alre
ec-
tion and Andreev re
ection are illustrated in Fig.1. Let us discuss them
separately.

� Charge isconserved in norm alre
ection butnotin Andreev re
ection.

The re
ected particle (the hole) has the opposite charge as the inci-
dentparticle (the electron). Thisisnota violation ofa fundam ental
conservation law. The m issing charge of2e is absorbed into the su-
perconducting ground state asa Cooperpair. Itism issing only with
respectto theexcitations.

� M om entum is conserved in Andreev re
ection but not in norm alre-


ection. The conservation ofm om entum isan approxim ation,valid if
thesuperconducting excitation gap � ism uch sm allerthan theFerm i
energy E F ofthe norm alm etal. The explanation forthe m om entum
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Figure1: Norm alre
ection by an insulator(I)versusAndreev re
ection by
asuperconductor(S)ofan electron excitation in anorm alm etal(N)nearthe
Ferm ilevel.Norm alre
ection (left)conserveschargebutdoesnotconserve
m om entum . Andreev re
ection (right) conserves m om entum but does not
conserve charge: The electron (e) is re
ected as a hole (h) with the sam e
m om entum and oppositevelocity.Them issing chargeof2eisabsorbed asa
Cooperpairby thesuperconducting condensate.

conservation isthatthesuperconductorcan notexertasigni�cantforce
on theincidentelectron,because�istoosm allcom pared tothekinetic
energyE F oftheelectron [8].Still,thesuperconductorhastore
ectthe
electron som ehow,becausetherearenoexcited stateswithin arange�
from theFerm ilevel.Itistheunm ovablerock m eeting theirresistible
object. Faced with the challenge ofhaving to re
ect a particle with-
out changing its m om entum ,the superconductor �nds a way out by
transform ing the electron into a particle whose velocity isopposite to
itsm om entum :a hole.

� Energy is conserved in both norm aland Andreev re
ection. The elec-
tron isatan energy "abovetheFerm ileveland theholeisatan energy
"below it.Both particleshavethesam eexcitation energy ".Andreev
re
ection isthereforean elastic scattering process.

� Spin isconserved in both norm aland Andreev re
ection. To conserve
spin,theholeshould havetheoppositespin astheelectron.Thisspin-

ip can beignored ifthescattering propertiesofthenorm alm etalare
spin-independent.

TheNS junction hasan opticalanalogueknown asa phase-conjugating m ir-
ror[9].Phaseconjugation isthee�ectthatan incom ing wave/ cos(kx� !t)
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Figure2: Schem aticdrawing ofopticalphase-conjugation by m eansoffour-
wave m ixing. The phase-conjugating m irror(PCM )consists ofa cell�lled
by a m edium with a third-order non-linear susceptibility �3. (Exam ples
areBaTiO 3 and CS2.) The m edium ispum ped by two counter-propagating
beam satfrequency !0. A probe beam incidentatfrequency !p = !0 + �!

isthen retro-re
ected asa conjugatebeam atfrequency !c = !0� �!.From
Ref.[12].

isre
ected asa wave / cos(� kx � !t),with opposite sign ofthe phase kx.
Since cos(� kx � !t)= cos(kx + !t),thisisequivalentto reversing thesign
ofthe tim e t,so thatphase conjugation issom etim escalled a tim e-reversal
operation.There
ected wavehasa wavevectorprecisely oppositeto thatof
theincom ing wave,and thereforepropagatesback along theincom ing path.
Thisiscalled retro-re
ection. Phase conjugation oflightwasdiscovered in
1970 by W oerdm an and by Stepanov,Ivakin,and Rubanov [10,11].

A phase-conjugating m irror forlight (see Fig.2)consists ofa cellcon-
taining a liquid orcrystalwith a large nonlinearsusceptibility. The cellis
pum ped by two counter-propagating beam satfrequency !0. A third beam
isincidentwith a m uch sm alleram plitudeand a slightly di�erentfrequency
!0 + �!.The non-linearsusceptibility leadsto an am pli�cation ofthe inci-
dentbeam ,which istransm itted through the cell,and to the generation of
a fourth beam ,which is re
ected. This non-linearopticalprocess iscalled
\four-wavem ixing".Twophotonsofthepum p beam sareconverted intoone
photon for the transm itted beam and one for the re
ected beam . Energy
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J. Feinberg

Figure3: Exam pleofwavefrontreconstruction byopticalphase-conjugation.
In both photographs the im age ofa cat was distorted by transm itting it
through a piece offrosted glass,and re
ecting it back through the sam e
piece ofglass. This gives an unrecognizable im age when re
ected by an
ordinarym irror(leftpanel)and theoriginalim agewhen re
ected byaphase-
conjugating m irror(rightpanel).From Ref.[13].

conservation dictates thatthe re
ected beam has frequency !0 � �!. M o-
m entum conservation dictatesthatitswavevectorisopposite to thatofthe
incident beam . Com paring retro-re
ection oflightwith Andreev re
ection
ofelectrons,weseethattheFerm ienergy E F playstheroleofthepum p fre-
quency !0,while the excitation energy " correspondsto the frequency shift
�!.

A phase-conjugating m irror can be used for wavefront reconstruction.
Im agine an incom ing plane wave,thatisdistorted by som e inhom ogeneity.
W hen this distorted wave falls on the m irror,it is phase conjugated and
retro-re
ected. Due to the tim e-reversale�ect,the inhom ogeneity thathad
distorted the wave now changesitback to the originalplane wave. An ex-
am pleisshown in Fig.3.Com pletewavefrontreconstruction ispossibleonly
ifthe distorted wavefrontrem ainsapproxim ately planar,since perfecttim e
reversalupon re
ection holdsonly in a narrow range ofanglesofincidence
forrealistic system s. Thisisan im portant,butnotessentialcom plication,

5



thatwewillignorein whatfollows.

3 T he resistance paradox

W ehavelearned thata disordered m edium (such asthefrosted glassin Fig.
3)becom estransparentwhen itisbacked by aphase-conjugating m irror.By
analogy,one would expect that a disordered m etalbacked by a supercon-
ductorwould becom e \transparent" too,m eaning thatitsresistance should
vanish (up to a sm allcontact resistance that is present even without any
disorder). This doesnothappen. Upon decreasing the tem perature below
thesuperconductingtransition tem perature,theresistancedropsslightly but
then risesagain back to itshigh-tem peraturevalue.(A recentexperim entis
shown in Fig.4,wheretheconductanceisplotted instead oftheresistance.)
Thissocalled \re-entrancee�ect" hasbeen reviewed recently by Courtoiset
al. [4],and we referto thatreview foran extensive listofreferences. The
theoreticalprediction [3,14,15]is that atzero tem perature the resistance

ofthe norm al-m etal{superconductor junction is the sam e as in the norm al

state. How can we reconcile thiswith the notion ofAndreev re
ection asa
\tim e-reversing"process,analogoustoopticalphase-conjugation? Toresolve
thisparadox,letusstudy theanalogy m orecarefully,to seewhereitbreaks
down.

Fora sim plediscussion itisconvenientto replacethedisordered m edium
by a tunnelbarrier(orsem i-transparentm irror)and considerthephaseshift
accum ulated by an electron (or light wave) that bounces back and forth
between the barrierand the superconductor(orphase-conjugating m irror).
A periodic orbit(see Fig.5)consistsoftwo round-trips,one asan electron
(or light at frequency !0 + �!),the other as a hole (or light at frequency
!0� �!).Them iracleofphaseconjugation isthatphaseshiftsaccum ulated
in the�rstround trip arecancelled in thesecond round trip.Ifthiswerethe
wholestory,onewould conclude thatthenetphaseincrem entiszero,so all
periodic orbits would interfere constructively and the tunnelbarrier would
becom etransparentbecauseofresonanttunneling.

But it is not the whole story. There is an extra phase shift of� �=2
acquired upon Andreev re
ection that destroys the resonance. Since the
periodic orbitconsistsoftwo Andreev re
ections,one from electron to hole
and onefrom holetoelectron,and both re
ectionshavethesam ephaseshift
� �=2,thenetphaseincrem entoftheperiodicorbitis� � and notzero.So
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Figure 4: Tem perature dependence ofthe conductance ofan NS junction,
showing there-entrancee�ect.ThesuperconductorisNb,thenorm alm etal
isatwo-dim ensionalelectron gas.A gatecreatesastronglydisordered region
in the2D gasthatdom inatestheconductanceofthejunction.Upon lowering
the tem perature the conductance �rst rises and then drops again. Under
idealcircum stancesthelow-and high-tem peraturelim itswould bethesam e.
From Ref.[16].

subsequentperiodicorbitsinterferedestructively,ratherthan constructively,
and tunneling becom es suppressed rather than enhanced. In contrast, a
phase-conjugating m irroradds a phase shift thatalternates between +�=2
and � �=2 from one re
ection to the next,so the netphase increm entofa
periodicorbitrem ainszero.

Fora m orequantitative description oftheconductance we need to com -
putetheprobability R he thatan incidentelectron isre
ected asa hole.The
m atrix ofprobability am plitudesrhe can beconstructed asageom etricseries
ofm ultiplere
ections:

rhe = t
y
1

i
t+ t

y
1

i
r
1

i
r
y
1

i
t+ t

y
1

i

�

r
1

i
r
y
1

i

�2
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= t
y
1

i

�

1� r
1

i
r
y
1

i

�� 1

t: (1)

Each factor 1=i= exp(� i�=2) corresponds to an Andreev re
ection. The
m atricest;ty and r;ry aretheN � N transm ission and re
ection m atricesof
thetunnelbarrier,orm oregenerally,ofthedisordered region in thenorm al
m etal.(Thenum berN isrelated tothecross-sectionalareaA ofthejunction
and the Ferm iwavelength �F by N ’ A=�2F.) The m atricest;r pertain to
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Figure5: Periodicorbitconsisting oftwo norm alre
ectionsand two retro-
re
ections. The netphase increm ent is zero in the opticalcase and � � in
the electronic case. Hence the periodic orbits interfere constructively for
lightand destructively forelectrons.Thisexplainswhy thebarrierbecom es
transparentforlightbutnotforelectrons.

the electron and the m atrices ty;ry to the hole. The resulting re
ection
probability R he = N � 1Trrher

y

he isgiven by [14]

R he =
1

N
Tr

 

tty

1+ rry

! 2

=
1

N
Tr

 

tty

2� tty

! 2

: (2)

W ehaveused therelationship tty+ rry = 1,dictated by currentconservation.
Theconductance G N S oftheNS junction isrelated to R he by [17,18]

G N S =
4e2

h
N R he: (3)

In the opticalanalogue one hasthe probability R � foran incidentlight
wave with frequency !0 + �! to be re
ected into a wave with frequency
!0 � �!. The m atrix ofprobability am plitudes is given by the geom etric
series

r� = t
y
1

i
t+ t

y
1

i
riry

1

i
t+ t

y
1

i

�

riry
1

i

�2

t+ � � �

= t
y
1

i

�

1� riry
1

i

�� 1

t: (4)
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The only di�erence with Eq.(1)isthe alternation offactors1=iand i,cor-
responding to the di�erent phase shifts exp(� i�=2)acquired atthe phase-
conjugating m irror. The re
ection probability R � = N � 1Trr� r

y

� now be-
com esindependentofthedisorder[19],

R � =
1

N
Tr

 

tty

1� rry

! 2

= 1: (5)

The disordered m edium hasbecom e com pletely transparent.

Itisrem arkablethatasm alldi�erenceinphaseshiftshassuchfarreaching
consequences. Note thatone needsto considerm ultiple re
ectionsin order
to see the di�erence: The �rst term in the series is the sam e in Eqs.(1)
and (4). That is probably why this essentialdi�erence between Andreev
re
ection and opticalphase-conjugation wasnotnoticed priorto Ref.[19].

4 H ow big is the resistance?

Now that we understand why a disordered piece ofm etalconnected to a
superconductordoesnotbecom e transparent,we would like to go one step
furtherand ask whethertheresistance(orconductance)isbiggerorsm aller
than withoutthe superconductor. To thatend we com pare,following Ref.
[14],the expression forthe conductance ofthe NS junction [obtained from
Eqs.(2)and (3)],

G N S =
4e2

h

NX

n= 1

T2
n

(2� Tn)2
; (6)

with theLandauerform ula forthenorm al-stateconductance,

G N =
2e2

h

NX

n= 1

Tn: (7)

The num bers T1;T2;:::TN are the eigenvalues ofthe m atrix product tty.
Thesetransm ission eigenvaluesarerealnum bersbetween 0and1thatdepend
only on thepropertiesofthem etal(regardlessofthesuperconductor).Both
form ulas(6)and (7)hold atzero tem perature,so we willbe com paring the
zero-tem peraturelim itsofG N S and G N.

Since x2=(2� x)2 � x forx 2 [0;1],we can im m ediately conclude that
G N S � 2GN. Ifthere isno disorder,then allTn’sare equalto unity,hence
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G N S reaches its m axim um value of2G N. For a tunnelbarrier allTn’s are
� 1,hence G N S dropsfarbelow G N.A disordered m etalwillliesom ewhere
in between thesetwo extrem es,butwhere?

W ehavealreadyalluded totheanswerintheprevioussection,thatG N S =
G N for a disordered m etalin the zero-tem perature lim it. To derive this
rem arkableequality,weparam eterizethetransm ission eigenvalueTn in term s
ofthelocalization length �n,

Tn =
1

cosh2(L=�n)
; (8)

where L is the length ofthe disordered region. Substitution into Eqs.(6)
and (7)givestheaverageconductances

hG N SiL =
4e2

h
N

Z
1

0

d� PL(�)cosh
� 2(2L=�); (9)

hG NiL =
2e2

h
N

Z
1

0

d� PL(�)cosh
� 2(L=�): (10)

(For Eq.(9) we have used that 2cosh2x � 1 = cosh2x.) The probability
distribution PL(�)of� isindependentofL in a range oflengthsbetween l

and N l[5].Itthen followsim m ediately that

hG N SiL = 2hG Ni2L: (11)

Since G N / 1=L,according to Ohm ’slaw,we arrive atthe equality ofG N S

and G N.
Therestriction to therangel� L � N listherestriction to theregim e

ofdi�usive transport: Forsm allerL we enterthe ballistic regim e and G N S

rises to 2G N;For larger L we enter the localized regim e,where tunneling
takesoverfrom di�usion and G N S becom es� G N.

5 C onclusion

W ehavelearned afundam entaldi�erencebetween Andreev re
ection ofelec-
tronsand phase-conjugation oflight. W hile itisappealing to think ofthe
Andreev re
ected hole asthe tim e reverse oftheincidentelectron,thispic-
turebreaksdown upon closerinspection.The phase shiftof� �=2 acquired
upon Andreev re
ection spoils the tim e-reversing properties and explains
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why a disordered m etaldoesnotbecom e transparentwhen connected to a
superconductor.

The research on which thislecture isbased wasdone in collaboration with
J.C.J.Paasschens.Itwassupported by the \Stichting voorFundam enteel
Onderzoek der M aterie" (FOM ) and by the \Nederlandse organisatie voor
W etenschappelijk Onderzoek" (NW O).
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