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Recently Baseln ans et al. Nature, 397, 43, (1999)] showed that the direction of the supercur-
rent in a superconductor/nom al/superconductor Josephson Junction can be reversed by applying,
perpendicularly to the supercurrent, a su ciently large control current between two nom al reser—

voirs. T he novel behavior of their 4-tem nal device (called a controllable

—Janction) arises from

the nonequilbrium electron energy distribution established in the nom al w ire between the two
superconductors. W e have observed a sin ilar supercurrent reversal in a 3-tem inal device, where
the control current passes from a single nom al reservoir into the two superconductors. W e show
theoretically that this behavior, although intuitively less cbvious, arises from the sam e nonequilib—
rium physics present in the 4-term inaldevice. M oreover, we argue that the am plitude ofthe -state
critical current should be at least as large In the 3-temm inal device as n a com parable 4-tem mnal

device.
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W hen a nom alm etal is put in contact with one or
m ore superconductors, the properties of both m aterials
are m odi ed near the interface. The physical phenom —
ena associated w ith superconductor (S)/nom al N ) sys—
tam s, nam ely the proxin ity and Josephson e ects, were
intensely studied in the 1960’s and 70’sH Interest in S/N
system s was rekindled in the 1990’s due to the abiliy
to fabricate com plex structures w ith subm icrom eter di-
m ensions. A new , degper understanding of the proxin iy
e ect on m esoscopic length scales has em erged HH con—
centrating on equilbrium and linearresponse physics.
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FIG .1l. Scanning electron m icroscope picture of the sam -
ple, with schem atic draw ing of the m easurem ent circuit. The
sam ple consists of a T shaped Ag wire with lateral din en—
sions of 50 nm 70 nm , connected to two 70 nm thick A1
electrodes and one 230 nm thick A g electrode.

N onequilbrium pﬁeﬁom ena In S/N system s are now
taking the spotlight {Ha m a pr discovery wasm ade by
Baseln ans et ;J]Jjﬁiwho m easured a 4-temm inal di usive
metal S/N /S Josgphson device w ith a cross shape. Two

opposing ends ofthe crossw ere connected to S electrodes,
while the other two were connected to N reservoirs be—
tween which a control current was passed. Baselm ans
et al. found that, at high control current, n sam ples
w ith the nom alreservoirs su ciently close together, the
sign of the Josephson supercurrent between the S elec—
trodes reversed direction. T he current-phase relationship
under such conditions becomes Ig( ) = I.sin( + );
where I, is the (positive) critical supercurrent, rather
than the usual Josephson relationship I ( ) = I.sih( ),
hence thedevice iscalled a —junction. Su device has
been used to m ake a controllable -SQU ID H The expla—
nation of the nonequilbrium —jinction consists of two
partsH F irst, the supercurrent can be decom posed into
an energy-dependent \spectral supercurrent" J , which
is an equilbrium property determ ined by the sam ple ge—
om etry and resistance as well as the phase di erence
between the two S electrodes. k is an odd function of
energy, and exhibits dam ped oscillations on an energy
scale com parable to the Thouless energy of the sam ple,
Ew = ~D=L?;wih D the di usion constant in the w ire
and L the length between the superconductors. Sec—
ond, the total supercurrent is determm ined by the occu-
pation of the supercurrent-carrying states, given by the
antisym m etric part ofthe quasiparticle distribution fuinc-
tion £ E) In the nom al region of the junction describ—
Ing the pairs of quasiparticles E > Er ) and quasholes
E < Er ). Under nonequilbrium conditions, £ E ) can
be m ade to have a staircase shape, w ith s appearing
at the voltages of the nom al reservoirsiH T he staircase
shape of £ E ) exclides the low-energy contribution of
E from the supercurrent. W hen the controlvolage ap—
proachesthe energy where . changes sign, the supercur-
rent changes its sign relative to the equilbrium siuation.
In contrast to the —junction behavior, sm earing of the
distrdbbution fiinction by electron heating or raising the
sam ple tem perature sin ply causes the supercurrent to
decrease tow ard zero w ithout ever changing sign.

The sam ple shown 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 one N reservoir (230 nm of
Aqg). The distance between S electrodesis1.1 m,while
the distance from the top of the \T " to the N reservoir
is45 m. The phase coherence length L in sin ilarly
prepared Ag w ires is severalm icrom eters at sub-K elvin
tem peratures, hence we expect to observe a substantial
Josephson e ect between the two S electrodes. T he sam —
Pl was fabricated using one electron-beam and two op-—
tical lithography steps. The T shaped A g w ire was fabri-
cated rst, ollowed by the thick A g reservoir, and nally
the A lelectrodes. A gentle ion m illofthe exposed endsof
the A g w ire preceded the evaporation ofthe A lelectrodes
to enhance the transparency ofthe A g/A linterfaces. The
sam plewasinm ersed In them ixing cham berofa dilution
refrigerator w ith  ltered electrical leads.

The transport properties of the sam ple were deter—
m inhed initially by m easuring the V vs. I characteris—
tics betw een pairs of electrodes. The V -I curve between
S electrodes show s the standard Josephson junction be-
havior w ith a critical current 0£0.7 A at 38 mK .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 tw ice the critical current. T his behavior
is due to the superposition of opposite- ow ing quasipar—
ticle current and supercurrent in the dangling am , asob—
served recently by Shaikhaidarov et alﬁ .Forthe sample
shown in Fig.1, the left and right am shave resistancesof
R:1=70 andR ,= 91 , resgpectively, whil the base
ofthe T has a resistance of Ry = 36 . From these val-
ues and the sam ple geom etry, we deduce that about half
of the 161 S-S resistance com es from the uncovered
part of the Ag wire, and the other half from the Al/Ag
Interfaces and part of the A g w ire extending under the
A lelectrodes.
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FIG.2. A subset 0ofVgy s vs. I curvesm easured across the
S/N /S Josephson Junction, for di erent values of the current
incted from the nom al reservoir. From bottom to top, the
Injcted currents Iy arein A: 053, 0.70, 1.01, 123, 1.89,
218, 315. The curves are o set for clarity.

T hem easurem ent circuit for the nonequilbrium infgc-
tion experim ent is shown schem atically In Fig. 1. A dc
current Iy, 5 is injected from the nom alelectrode to one
of the superconducting electrodes. Sin ultaneously, the
V -I curve between the tw o superconducting electrodes is
measured in a 4-probe con guration. Figure 2 shows a
subset ofV -I curves fordi erent values of I, 4, and is the
central result of this paper. The critical current of the
S/N /S junction decreases rapidly with increasing injc—
tion current. W hen Ipy= 1:0 A, the crtical current is
below ourm easurem ent threshold. Upon further increase
of Iy, the critical current increases again, and nally
disappearswhen Iy5> 3 A.In Figure 3, we plot I vs.
Vy at three di erent tem peratures, where Vy = Ry Iinj
is the volage of the nom al reservoirw ith respect to the
superconductors,and Ry = Ro+ R, "+R, ") 1= 40
In the gure we intentionally plot I. < 0 affer it 2lls to
zero, to em phasize that the junction has entered the \ "
state 4 O ur interpretation ofthe data is consistent w ith
the assum ption that, for xed ; Ig is a smooth func—
tion of Vy with a continuous st derivative. It jis also
consistent w ith the experim ent ofBaselm anset al.H who
con m ed the existence of the \ " state by m easuring
the resistance of the nomm alw ire as a function ofthe su—
percurrent, hence the phase di erence , between the S
electrodes. At zero supercurrent, theirw ire resistance ex—
hibisa localm ninum i the usual\0" state and a local
maxinum in the \ " state due to the proxin ity e ect.
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FIG . 3. Crtical current of the Josephson Junction vs. vol-—
age ofthe nom alreservoirat T=38 (2), 96 (4 ) and 200 m K
(). I. isshown asnegative forVy & 40 V to sym bolize the
appearance ofthe —junction. Inset: C ritical current vs. tem —
perature at Vy = 0. The lines are the theoretical calculations
discussed in the text.

T he signi cant di erence betw een our experin ent and
that of Baselm ans et al., aside from the reduction from
4 term Inals to 3, is the presence in our sam pl of a dissi-



pative quasiparticle current in the sam ple am s that si-
m ultaneously carry the supercurrent. In the Baseln ans
experin ent, the controlvolages of the two nom alreser—
voirs were set to values Vy with respect to the super—
conductors, so that the electrical potential was zero ev—
eryw here along the w ire connecting the tw o superconduc—
tors. To com pare our experim ent w ith theirs, we must
understand the in uence ofthe dissipative current on the
supercurrent n our sam ple. W e use the quasiclassical for—
malisn in realtin e, which was orighally developed
nonequilbriuim phenom ena in m assive superconducto
but also adapted and successfully applied to m esoscopic
proxim iy system s, as reviewed eg. in refs. 3 and 14.

For the present paper, we are concemed prim arily w ith
the supercurrent
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where y and A are the conductance and cross-section
of the nom alwire, } is the spectral supercurrent dis-
cussed earlier, and fi, @) = £( E) £ (E) is the anti-
sym m etric part of the electron energy distribution func—
tion. W ih the chem ical potential of the superconduc—
torstaken to be zero, the sym m etric distrbution finction
fr €)= fE) f( E) describes charge inbalance,
while f;, € ) describes energy or heat in the conduction
electron system .

To calculate the supercurrent, rst onem ust solve the
U sadel equation for the retarded and advanced G reen’s
functions. Those contain all nform ation about energy-
dependent properties of the sam ple, ncluding the fiinc-
tion . To nd fr E ), onem ust then solve the K eldysh
com ponent of the U sadelequation, which takes the form
of con tion law s for the spectral charge and heat
currentskd W hen & 6 0, the two kinetic equations are
coupled, and lead to com plicated spatial and energy de—
pendencesof f;, € ) and f1 E ) in the am softhe sample
betw een the superconductors. A m a pr sim pli cation oc—
curs In the am of the sam ple connected to the nom al
reservoir: = 0 there since the superconducting phase
is constant along that am . For voltages and tem p
atures an all com pared to the heat current is zero,
hence f; E) is constant along that arm and takes on
the (equilbrium ) value i has in the N reservoir: £ =
(1=2)ftanh[E + eVy )=2kg T ]+ tanh[E eVy )=2kz T 5.
Since the total charge current is conserved along the
tw o sam ple amm s connecting the superconductors, we can
evaluate it anyw here in those am s. At the centralpoint,
the dissipative currents diverted into the two am s can—
celand we can nd the supercurrent from Eqg. (1) usinhg
the expression for £ € ) given above, w ithout integrat-
Ing the kinetic equations. W e need only to evaluate
at the central point by solving the equilbrium U sadel
equation for our sam ple geom etry.

A s an extension ofpreviouswork H we have solved the
retarded U sadel equation taking into acoount the in u—
ence of the lad to the nom al reservoir and the nite

Interface resjstanoesﬂ T he nom alreservoir nduces ex—
tra decoherence into the structure, decreasing the m ag—
nitude of the observed supercurrent.. W e nd that the
full gap In the spectral supercurrentH becom es a pseu-—
dogap and that the am plitude of the m aximum of  is
strongly reduced (although the total supercurrent is re—
duced by only 20% at40mK).Our tto the equilbriim
data of critical supercurrent vs. tem perature is shown in
the nset to Figure 3. To tthe tem perature dependence,
the Thouless energy was adjusted tobe Ery = 35 &V,
which corresponds to a distance L = 1:7 m between
the superconducting electrodes { larger than the actual
distance as a result of the silver wire penetration un-—
der the alum inium reservoirs and of the nite contact
resistances. Surprisingly, the m agniude of the calcu-
lated cricital current had to be reduced by a factor 1.7 to
m atch the experim entaldata, possbly due e rather
high S/N interface resistances in this sample

Ifwe now calculate the nonequilbriim data of I, vs.
Vy using the equilbrium fom fHrf? i the nom alreser-
voir, we nd that the calculation overestin ates the criti-
calcurrent in the \ " stateby a large factor, and predicts
too am all a volkage at which the supercurrent changes
sign. This failure results from neglecting inelastic colli-
sions inside the w ire and electron heating in the nom al
reservoir. Based on our previousm easurﬁﬁts off E)
In nonequilbbrium m esoscopicm etalw ires we can es—
tin ate the contributions of both inelastic scattering and
reservoir heating to the rounding of £ € ) in our sam -
pl. Inelastic scattering In sin flar Ag wireswaswellde—
scribbed w thin the fram ew ork of the B oltzm ann equation
using an electron-electron interaction kemelin agreem ent
w ith the theoreticalform K € ) = K 3,E >~2;butwith a
prefactorK ;_, 0:5ns 'mev 72, about 5 tin es larger
than predicted by theory. Heating of the nom al reser—
voir can be estim ated using the W iedem ann-Franz law
and a sin pli odel of electron-phonon scattering in
the reservoir T he tem pera of the electrons In
the reservoir is given by Te = T2+ PV? where ¥
is proportional to the ratio the reservoir sheet resis—
tance to the w ire resistanced From our sam pl pa -
eters and previous m easuram ents of sim ilar sam p]]:;E
we estin ate b 1 K/mV.Using these values of K 3,
and b, we have calculated f E ) and thereby I. Vy ) In
our sam ple by soking the Boltzm ann equation w ith the
correct boundary conditions at the S/N interfacesf but
neglcting proxin ity e ect n the bulk of the wire. The
result of that calculation does not t the data shown in
Fi. 3. A much larger value of K 5., = 3ns mev '™
provides a reasonabl t, but lkavesus w ithout a plausi-
ble explanation for the enhanced electron-electron inter—
actions. An altemative approach is to use an interaction
kemelofthe form K € ) = K,E “,which ﬁﬁmbes sam —
ples containing dilute m agnetic in puritieskH’Ed W ith the
valieK , = 0:555ns !, corresponding to am agnetic in pu—
rity concentration of about 0.1 ppm , we obtain the solid
curves shown In Fig.3,which tthe datawellat volages



up to the crossover to the junction. A dding a reason-—
abk K3, term to K E ) In provesthe tonly slightly at
higher voltages. The m agnetic in purity concentration
0f0.1 ppm isplausble, and willlimnt L. to about5 m
near the K ondo tem perature { stillm uch larger than the
distance betw een the tw o superconducting electrodes.

T he rather poor t to the data at high voltagesm ay
re ect the fact that the m agniude of I, in the state
depends on a delicate balance between the positive and
negative parts of k , weighted by the precise shape of
fE): Fig. 4 showsfE) PorVy = 50 V, near the
m axin um Junction I.. By eye f &) looks nearly lke
a hot Femn iD irac fiinction, but the dashed line in the

gure show s that it is not. If the sam ple were shorter,
so that £ £ ) m aihtained the staircase structure of the
dotted line in the gure,the Junction I, would bem uch
larger.
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FIG.4. Left: Solid line: distrbution function fE) used
to calculate the Josephson junction current in the state at
Vy = 50 V and T = 38mK .Dotted line: £f(E) taking into ac—
count only reservoir heating but not energy exchange. D ashed
Iine: hot Fem iD irac distrdbbution. R ight: Num erically cal-
culated  Mmultiplied by the prefactor y A), at the central
point ofthe sam ple, shown only forE > 0

Fig. 4 also reveals the di erence between our 3-
termm inal experin ent and the 4-term inal experim ent of
Baseln anset al. In our sam ple the electrical potential is
nonzero at the central point, since the inction current

ow s into both S electrodes. Hence £ = 0) 6 £ atthe
central point, unlke in Baselm ans’ sam ple. (T he devia—
tion from 1/2 is sn all, since the verticalarm ofour sam —
pl ismuch longer than the horizontal am s.) Since the
available phase space for quasiparticle energy exchange
decreases as f £ ) deviates from 1/2, the 3-termm nal ge-
om etry should be favorable for m axim izing I. in the
state. A direct m easurem ent of this subtle e ect could
be made in a 4-tem inal sam ple. Biasing the two nor-
m al reservoirs at the sam e potential Vy , rather than at
asymm etric voltages Vy ,would result in a current ow
pattem and distribution functions essentially equivalent
to those in our 3-tem inal experim ent. A com parison
of the values of I. In the state under symm etric bias
Vy ;Vy ) and antisymm etric bias (Vy ; Vy ) m ight re—
veala subtle di erence in the smn earing of £E).W e plan
to explore this com parison experin entally.
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