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Recently Baselm ans et al. [Nature,397,43,(1999)]showed that the direction ofthe supercur-

rentin a superconductor/norm al/superconductor Josephson junction can be reversed by applying,

perpendicularly to the supercurrent,a su�ciently large controlcurrentbetween two norm alreser-

voirs. The novelbehavior oftheir 4-term inaldevice (called a controllable �-junction) arises from

the nonequilibrium electron energy distribution established in the norm alwire between the two

superconductors. W e have observed a sim ilar supercurrent reversalin a 3-term inaldevice,where

the controlcurrent passes from a single norm alreservoir into the two superconductors. W e show

theoretically thatthisbehavior,although intuitively lessobvious,arisesfrom the sam e nonequilib-

rium physicspresentin the4-term inaldevice.M oreover,wearguethattheam plitudeofthe�-state

criticalcurrent should be at least as large in the 3-term inaldevice as in a com parable 4-term inal

device.

74.50.+ r,73.23.-b,85.25.Am ,85.25.Cp

W hen a norm alm etalis put in contact with one or

m ore superconductors,the properties ofboth m aterials

are m odi�ed near the interface. The physicalphenom -

ena associated with superconductor(S)/norm al(N)sys-

tem s,nam ely the proxim ity and Josephson e�ects,were

intensely studied in the1960’sand 70’s.1 Interestin S/N

system s was rekindled in the 1990’s due to the ability

to fabricate com plex structures with subm icrom eter di-

m ensions.A new,deeperunderstandingoftheproxim ity

e�ect on m esoscopic length scales has em erged,2;3 con-

centrating on equilibrium and linear-responsephysics.

FIG .1. Scanning electron m icroscope picture ofthe sam -

ple,with schem atic drawing ofthem easurem entcircuit.The

sam ple consists ofa T-shaped Ag wire with lateraldim en-

sions of50 nm � 70 nm ,connected to two 70 nm thick Al

electrodesand one 230 nm thick Ag electrode.

Nonequilibrium phenom ena in S/N system s are now

taking the spotlight.4{6 A m ajordiscovery wasm ade by

Baselm ans et al.,6 who m easured a 4-term inaldi�usive

m etalS/N/S Josephson device with a crossshape.Two

opposingendsofthecrosswereconnected toS electrodes,

while the other two were connected to N reservoirsbe-

tween which a controlcurrent was passed. Baselm ans

et al. found that, at high controlcurrent,in sam ples

with thenorm alreservoirssu�ciently closetogether,the

sign ofthe Josephson supercurrent between the S elec-

trodesreversed direction.Thecurrent-phaserelationship

under such conditions becom es Is(�) = Icsin(� + �);

where Ic is the (positive) criticalsupercurrent, rather

than the usualJosephson relationship Is(�)= Icsin(�),

hencethedeviceiscalled a�-junction.Such adevicehas

been used to m akea controllable�-SQ UID.7 Theexpla-

nation ofthe nonequilibrium �-junction consists oftwo

parts.8 First,the supercurrentcan be decom posed into

an energy-dependent\spectralsupercurrent" jE ,which

isan equilibrium property determ ined by thesam plege-

om etry and resistance as wellas the phase di�erence �

between the two S electrodes. jE is an odd function of

energy,and exhibits dam ped oscillations on an energy

scale com parable to the Thoulessenergy ofthe sam ple,

E th = ~D =L2;with D the di�usion constantin the wire

and L the length between the superconductors. Sec-

ond,the totalsupercurrent is determ ined by the occu-

pation ofthe supercurrent-carrying states,given by the

antisym m etricpartofthequasiparticledistribution func-

tion f(E ) in the norm alregion ofthe junction describ-

ing the pairsofquasiparticles(E > E F )and quasiholes

(E < E F ). Under nonequilibrium conditions,f(E ) can

bem adeto havea staircaseshape,with stepsappearing

atthe voltagesofthe norm alreservoirs.10 The staircase

shape off(E ) excludes the low-energy contribution of

jE from the supercurrent.W hen the controlvoltageap-

proachestheenergywherejE changessign,thesupercur-

rentchangesitssign relativetotheequilibrium situation.

In contrastto the �-junction behavior,sm earing ofthe

distribution function by electron heating or raising the

sam ple tem perature sim ply causes the supercurrent to

decreasetoward zero withouteverchanging sign.

Thesam pleshown in Fig.1 consistsofa T-shaped Ag

wire,70 nm wide and 50 nm thick,connected to two S
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electrodes(70 nm ofAl)and oneN reservoir(230 nm of

Ag).Thedistancebetween S electrodesis1.1 �m ,while

the distance from the top ofthe \T" to the N reservoir

is 4.5 �m . The phase coherence length L� in sim ilarly

prepared Ag wires is severalm icrom etersatsub-K elvin

tem peratures,hence we expect to observe a substantial

Josephson e�ectbetween thetwo S electrodes.Thesam -

ple wasfabricated using one electron-beam and two op-

ticallithography steps.TheT-shaped Ag wirewasfabri-

cated �rst,followed by thethick Ag reservoir,and �nally

theAlelectrodes.A gentleion m illoftheexposed endsof

theAgwirepreceded theevaporation oftheAlelectrodes

toenhancethetransparencyoftheAg/Alinterfaces.The

sam plewasim m ersed in them ixingcham berofadilution

refrigeratorwith �ltered electricalleads.

The transport properties of the sam ple were deter-

m ined initially by m easuring the V vs. I characteris-

ticsbetween pairsofelectrodes.The V -I curvebetween

S electrodesshowsthe standard Josephson junction be-

haviorwith a criticalcurrentof0.7 �A at 38 m K .The

V -I curve between the N electrode and either S elec-

trode exhibits a change in slope at a current approxi-

m ately equalto twicethecriticalcurrent.Thisbehavior

isdue to the superposition ofopposite-owing quasipar-

ticlecurrentand supercurrentin thedanglingarm ,asob-

served recently by Shaikhaidarovetal.11.Forthesam ple

shownin Fig.1,theleftand rightarm shaveresistancesof

R 1 = 7:0 
 and R 2 = 9:1 
,respectively,while the base

ofthe T hasa resistance ofR 0 = 36 
.From these val-

uesand thesam plegeom etry,wededucethatabouthalf

ofthe 16.1 
 S-S resistance com es from the uncovered

partofthe Ag wire,and the otherhalffrom the Al/Ag

interfaces and part ofthe Ag wire extending under the

Alelectrodes.

-0.4 -0.2 0.0 0.2 0.4
-5

0

5

10

15

20

 

 V
 (µ

V)

I (µA)

SN
S

FIG .2. A subsetofVS N S vs.I curvesm easured acrossthe

S/N/S Josephson junction,fordi�erentvaluesofthe current

injected from the norm alreservoir.From bottom to top,the

injected currents Iinj are in �A: 0.53,0.70,1.01,1.23,1.89,

2.18,3.15.The curvesare o�setforclarity.

Them easurem entcircuitforthenonequilibrium injec-

tion experim entis shown schem atically in Fig.1. A dc

currentIinj isinjected from the norm alelectrode to one

ofthe superconducting electrodes. Sim ultaneously,the

V -I curvebetween thetwo superconducting electrodesis

m easured in a 4-probe con�guration. Figure 2 shows a

subsetofV -I curvesfordi�erentvaluesofIinj,and isthe

centralresult ofthis paper. The criticalcurrent ofthe

S/N/S junction decreases rapidly with increasing injec-

tion current.W hen Iinj = 1:0 �A,the criticalcurrentis

below ourm easurem entthreshold.Upon furtherincrease

ofIinj, the criticalcurrent increases again,and �nally

disappearswhen Iinj> 3 �A.In Figure 3,we plotIc vs.

VN atthree di�erenttem peratures,where VN = R N Iinj

isthevoltageofthenorm alreservoirwith respectto the

superconductors,and R N = R 0+ (R
� 1
1 + R � 1

2 )� 1 = 40
.

In the �gurewe intentionally plotIc < 0 afteritfallsto

zero,to em phasizethatthejunction hasentered the\�"

state.12 O urinterpretation ofthedata isconsistentwith

the assum ption that,for �xed �;Is is a sm ooth func-

tion ofVN with a continuous �rst derivative. It is also

consistentwith theexperim entofBaselm ansetal.,6 who

con�rm ed the existence ofthe \�" state by m easuring

theresistanceofthenorm alwireasa function ofthesu-

percurrent,hence the phase di�erence �,between the S

electrodes.Atzerosupercurrent,theirwireresistanceex-

hibitsa localm inim um in theusual\0" stateand a local

m axim um in the \�" statedue to the proxim ity e�ect.
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FIG .3. CriticalcurrentoftheJosephson junction vs.volt-

ageofthenorm alreservoiratT= 38 (2),96 (4 )and 200 m K

(�). Ic isshown asnegativeforVN & 40�V to sym bolizethe

appearanceofthe�-junction.Inset:Criticalcurrentvs.tem -

peratureatVN = 0.Thelinesarethetheoreticalcalculations

discussed in the text.

Thesigni�cantdi�erencebetween ourexperim entand

thatofBaselm ansetal.,aside from the reduction from

4 term inalsto 3,isthepresencein oursam pleofa dissi-
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pative quasiparticle currentin the sam ple arm sthatsi-

m ultaneously carry the supercurrent. In the Baselm ans

experim ent,thecontrolvoltagesofthetwo norm alreser-

voirswere setto values� VN with respectto the super-

conductors,so thatthe electricalpotentialwaszero ev-

erywherealongthewireconnectingthetwosuperconduc-

tors. To com pare our experim ent with theirs,we m ust

understand theinuenceofthedissipativecurrenton the

supercurrentin oursam ple.W eusethequasiclassicalfor-

m alism in realtim e,which wasoriginally developed for

nonequilibrium phenom enain m assivesuperconductors13

butalso adapted and successfully applied to m esoscopic

proxim ity system s,asreviewed e.g.in refs.3 and 14.

Forthepresentpaper,weareconcerned prim arilywith

the supercurrent

IS =
�N A

2

Z

jE fL(E )dE ; (1)

where �N and A are the conductance and cross-section

ofthe norm alwire,jE is the spectralsupercurrentdis-

cussed earlier,and fL(E ) = f(� E )� f(E ) is the anti-

sym m etric partofthe electron energy distribution func-

tion. W ith the chem icalpotentialofthe superconduc-

torstaken tobezero,thesym m etricdistribution function

fT (E )= 1� f(E )� f(� E )describeschargeim balance,

while fL(E ) describesenergy orheatin the conduction

electron system .

To calculatethesupercurrent,�rstonem ustsolvethe

Usadelequation for the retarded and advanced G reen’s

functions. Those contain allinform ation about energy-

dependentpropertiesofthe sam ple,including the func-

tion jE .To �nd fL(E ),onem ustthen solvetheK eldysh

com ponentoftheUsadelequation,which takestheform

of conservation laws for the spectral charge and heat

currents.14 W hen jE 6= 0,the two kinetic equationsare

coupled,and lead to com plicated spatialand energy de-

pendencesoffL(E )and fT (E )in thearm softhesam ple

between thesuperconductors.A m ajorsim pli�cation oc-

curs in the arm ofthe sam ple connected to the norm al

reservoir:jE = 0 there since the superconducting phase

is constant along that arm . For voltages and tem per-

atures sm allcom pared to � the heat current is zero,15

hence fL(E ) is constant along that arm and takes on

the (equilibrium ) value it has in the N reservoir: f0
L
=

(1=2)ftanh[(E + eVN )=2kB T]+ tanh[(E � eVN )=2kB T]g.

Since the total charge current is conserved along the

twosam plearm sconnectingthesuperconductors,wecan

evaluateitanywherein thosearm s.Atthecentralpoint,

the dissipative currentsdiverted into the two arm scan-

celand we can �nd the supercurrentfrom Eq.(1)using

the expression forf0
L
(E )given above,withoutintegrat-

ing the kinetic equations. W e need only to evaluate jE
at the centralpoint by solving the equilibrium Usadel

equation foroursam plegeom etry.

Asan extension ofpreviouswork,9 wehavesolved the

retarded Usadelequation taking into accountthe inu-

ence ofthe lead to the norm alreservoir and the �nite

interfaceresistances.16 Thenorm alreservoirinducesex-

tra decoherence into the structure,decreasing the m ag-

nitude ofthe observed supercurrent. W e �nd that the

fullgap in the spectralsupercurrent9 becom es a pseu-

dogap and thatthe am plitude ofthe m axim um ofjE is

strongly reduced (although the totalsupercurrentisre-

duced by only 20% at40 m K ).O ur�tto theequilibrium

data ofcriticalsupercurrentvs.tem peratureisshown in

theinsettoFigure3.To�tthetem peraturedependence,

the Thoulessenergy wasadjusted to be E T h = 3:5 �eV,

which corresponds to a distance L = 1:7 �m between

the superconducting electrodes{ largerthan the actual

distance as a result of the silver wire penetration un-

der the alum inium reservoirs and ofthe �nite contact

resistances. Surprisingly, the m agnitude of the calcu-

lated cricitalcurrenthad to bereduced by a factor1.7to

m atch theexperim entaldata,possibly dueto therather

high S/N interfaceresistancesin thissam ple.17

Ifwe now calculate the nonequilibrium data ofIc vs.

VN usingtheequilibrium form forf0
L
in thenorm alreser-

voir,we�nd thatthecalculation overestim atesthecriti-

calcurrentin the\�"stateby alargefactor,and predicts

too sm alla voltage at which the supercurrent changes

sign. This failure results from neglecting inelastic colli-

sionsinside the wire and electron heating in the norm al

reservoir. Based on ourpreviousm easurem entsoff(E )

in nonequilibrium m esoscopicm etalwires,10;18 wecan es-

tim ate the contributionsofboth inelasticscattering and

reservoir heating to the rounding off(E ) in our sam -

ple.Inelastic scattering in sim ilarAg wireswaswellde-

scribed within thefram ework oftheBoltzm ann equation

usingan electron-electroninteractionkernelin agreem ent

with thetheoreticalform K (E )= K 3=2E
� 3=2;butwith a

prefactorK 3=2 � 0:5ns� 1m eV
� 1=2

,about5 tim eslarger

than predicted by theory. Heating ofthe norm alreser-

voir can be estim ated using the W iedem ann-Franz law

and a sim pli�ed m odelofelectron-phonon scattering in

the reservoir.19;20 The tem perature of the electrons in

the reservoir is given by Te� =
p
T 2 + b2V 2

N
where b2

is proportionalto the ratio ofthe reservoir sheet resis-

tance to the wire resistance.19 From oursam ple param -

eters and previous m easurem ents ofsim ilar sam ples,20

we estim ate b � 1 K /m V.Using these values ofK 3=2

and b,we have calculated f(E ) and thereby Ic(VN ) in

oursam ple by solving the Boltzm ann equation with the

correctboundary conditionsatthe S/N interfaces,5 but

neglecting proxim ity e�ectin the bulk ofthe wire. The

resultofthatcalculation doesnot�tthe data shown in

Fig.3. A m uch larger value ofK 3=2 = 3ns� 1m eV
� 1=2

providesa reasonable�t,butleavesuswithouta plausi-

ble explanation forthe enhanced electron-electron inter-

actions.An alternativeapproach isto usean interaction

kerneloftheform K (E )= K 2E
� 2,which describessam -

plescontaining dilutem agneticim purities.20;21 W ith the

valueK 2 = 0:55ns� 1,correspondingtoam agneticim pu-

rity concentration ofabout0.1 ppm ,weobtain the solid

curvesshown in Fig.3,which �tthedatawellatvoltages
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up to the crossoverto the� junction. Adding a reason-

ableK 3=2 term to K (E )im provesthe�tonly slightly at

higher voltages. The m agnetic im purity concentration

of0.1 ppm isplausible,and willlim itL� to about5 �m

neartheK ondo tem perature{ stillm uch largerthan the

distancebetween the two superconducting electrodes.

The ratherpoor �t to the data athigh voltagesm ay

reect the fact that the m agnitude ofIc in the � state

depends on a delicate balance between the positive and

negative parts ofjE ,weighted by the precise shape of

f(E ): Fig. 4 shows f(E ) for VN = 50 �V,near the

m axim um � junction Ic. By eye f(E )looksnearly like

a hot Ferm i-Dirac function,but the dashed line in the

�gure shows that it is not. Ifthe sam ple were shorter,

so that f(E ) m aintained the staircase structure ofthe

dotted linein the�gure,the� junction Ic would bem uch

larger.
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FIG .4. Left: Solid line: distribution function f(E) used

to calculate the Josephson junction currentin the � state at

VN = 50�V and T = 38 m K .D otted line:f(E)taking into ac-

countonly reservoirheatingbutnotenergy exchange.D ashed

line: hot Ferm i-D irac distribution. Right: Num erically cal-

culated jE (m ultiplied by the prefactor�N A),atthe central

pointofthe sam ple,shown only forE > 0

Fig. 4 also reveals the di�erence between our 3-

term inalexperim ent and the 4-term inalexperim ent of

Baselm ansetal.In oursam pletheelectricalpotentialis

nonzero atthe centralpoint,since the injection current

owsinto both S electrodes.Hencef(E = 0)6= 1

2
atthe

centralpoint,unlike in Baselm ans’sam ple. (The devia-

tion from 1/2 issm all,sincetheverticalarm ofoursam -

ple ism uch longerthan the horizontalarm s.) Since the

available phase space for quasiparticle energy exchange

decreasesasf(E )deviatesfrom 1/2,the 3-term inalge-

om etry should be favorable for m axim izing Ic in the �

state. A direct m easurem ent ofthis subtle e�ect could

be m ade in a 4-term inalsam ple. Biasing the two nor-

m alreservoirsatthe sam e potentialVN ,ratherthan at

asym m etricvoltages� VN ,would resultin a currentow

pattern and distribution functionsessentially equivalent

to those in our 3-term inalexperim ent. A com parison

ofthe values ofIc in the � state under sym m etric bias

(VN ;VN ) and antisym m etric bias (VN ;� VN ) m ight re-

veala subtle di�erence in the sm earing off(E).W e plan

to explorethiscom parison experim entally.
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