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Josephson Current in the P resence of a P recessing Spin

JianXin Zhu and A . V. Balatsky
T heoretical D ivision, Los A lam os N ational Laboratory, Los A lam os, New M exico 87545

The Josephson current in the presence of a precessing spin between various types of supercon—
ductors is studied. It is shown that the Josephson current ow ing between two spin-singlet pairing
superconductors is not m odulated by the precession of the spin. W hen both superconductors have
equalspin-triplet pairing state, the ow Ing Josephson current ism odulated w ith tw ice ofthe Lam or
frequency by the precessing spin. Tt was also found that up to the second tunneling m atrix elem ents,
no Josephson current can occur w ith only a direct exchange interaction between the localized spin
and the conduction electrons, if the two superconductors have di erent spin-parity pairing states.

PACS numbers: 74504 1, 7520Hr, 7340G k

T here is a grow ing interest in a num ber of techniques
that allow one to detect and m anipulate a single spin
In the solid state. Partial list includes optical detec—
tion of ESR iIn a single m olcule [}:], tunneling through
a quantum dot rg], and, m ore recently, electron-spin-—
resonance-scanning tunneling m icroscopy ESR-STM )
technique E, EJ:, "E'z', EG]. There is a grow Ing recognition
that the ESR-STM technique is capable of detecting the
precession ofa single soin through them odulation ofthe
tunnel current. Interest n ESR-STM lies in the possbil-
ity to detect and m anipulate a single spin fo], which is
crucial in spintronics and quantum Inform ation process—
ing.

Several proposals have been m ade for the m echanism
ofthe spin detection w ith the ESR-STM .Oneisthee ec-
tive spin-orbit Interaction of the conduction electrons in
the two-dim ensional surface coupling the infcted unpo—
larized current to the precessing spin t_“Z]. Another one is
the Interference between tw o resonant tunneling com po—
nents through the m agnetic eld split Zeem an levels g].
Both of these m echanism s rely on a soin-orbit coupling
to couple the local spin to the conduction electrons and
have assum ed no spin polarization oftunneling electrons.
On the other hand, one can perform ESR-STM mea—
surem ents on sam ples w ith m uch an aller spin-orbit cou—
pling E_E:]. T heoretically it is also in portant to Investigate
the role of direct exchange in ESR-STM m easurem ents,
w ithout any spin-orbit coupling Ei]. E xchange interac-
tion hasa trem endouse ectson thephysics of conducting
substances w hen m agnetic in purities are present [_1-9‘, ii-]

The above m entioned experim ental and theoretical
studies are concentrated on the tunneling between two
nom alm etals. A naturalextension is a question of the
role of a precessing sgoin localized inside a tunneling bar—
rier on the Jossphson current between two weakly cou-
pled superconductors. T his is the problem we address in
this Letter.

P reviously, the Josephson e ect betw een superconduc—
tors w ith nontrivial pairing sym m etry has been exten—
sively studied, see eg., l_l-g] T here are two m ain aspects
of current study that di er from the previous work: 1)
wew illconsider the e ect ofthe precessing localized spin

FIG .1:M agnetic spin coupled to two superconducting leads.

In the presence of a magnetic eld B, the spin precesses
around the eld direction.

in the junction on the Josephson current. Thise ect, to
our know ledge, has not been addressed before; 2) we w i1l
assum e no spin-orbit coupling betw een the superconduc-
tors. T he role ofthe spin-orbit coupling w illbe addressed
elsew here.

The m odel system under consideration is illustrated
n Fig. :14' Tt consists of two ideal superconducting leads
coupled to each other by a single m agnetic spin. In the
presence of a m agnetic eld, the soin precesses around
the eld direction. W e neglect the interaction ofthe spin
w ith tw o superconducting leads. T he H am ilttonian forthe
Josephson junction can then be generally w ritten as @-Zj]:

H=Hy+Hg+Hr : (1)

The rsttwo tem s are respectively the H am iltonian for
electrons In the keft and right superconducting leads of
the tunneling jinction:
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where we have denoted the electron creation (anniila—
tion) operators in the left (L) lkad by ¢, (& ) whilke
those in the right R) ]eadbyc% (G ). Thequantitiesk
(o) arem om enta and is the spin index. T he quantities
k() r ok )) are, respectively, the single particle
energies of conduction electrons, and the pair potential
(@lso called gap function) in the lads. For the purpose

P

3 kol o+ Hel;@)


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0206526v1

of this work, the physical origin for the superconducting
Instability isbeyond the scope ofourdiscussion. Thetwo
lradsareweakly coupled w ith the tunneling H am iltonian:
X

Hp = I okip)g & o+ Hel; 3)
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w here the tunneling m atrix element T o k;p) transfer
electrons through an nsulating barrier. W hen a local
spin isem bedded into the tunneling barrier, the tunneling
m atrix can be w ritten In the spin space as !5_5%]:
" s #
Jgs ~

T = Toexp —_— @)
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where is the soin-independent potential barrier, and
o = ~?=2m .d? is the characteristic energy scale for the
barrerw idth d, J isthe exchange interaction betw een the
local spin S and the tunneling electrons denoted by the
Paulim atrix *. In an extemalm agnetic eld B , a torque
will act on the m agnetic moment  of am ount B,
where = S wih the gyrom agnetic ratio. T he equa—
tion ofm otion ofthe localspin isgiven by % = (B).
For a staticm agnetic eld applied along the z direction,
we shall see that the local spin would precess about the
eld at the Lam or frequency !y = B, ie, S = n S,
where S is the m agnitude of the local spin and n (t) =
x;nying) = (@2 cos(!pt); n, sin(!yt);ny) the unit
vector for the ‘Instantaneous’ spin ordentation. Here ny
and n, are them agniude ofthe longitudinaland trans-
verse com ponents of S to the eld direction. T hey cbey
thesum mlen?+n? = 1.W enote that the expression or
n () show s the constant left-handed precession, and the
z com ponent of S is tim e-independent. T he precession of
the soin can also be obtained quantum m echanically by
replacing the local spin operator w ith its average value.
T he exchange tem in the exponent ofthe tunneling m a—
trix elem ent is very sm all as com pared w ith the barrier

height . W e then perform the Taylor expansion in JS
and arrive at:
r L r
A Js
T = Toexp — cosh — —
0 2 0
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Since the energy associated w ith the spin precession,
~1p 10 ® eV ismuch sm aller than the typical elec—
tronic energy on the order of 1 €V, the soin precession
is very slow as com pared to the tim e scale of all con—
duction electron process. This fact allows us to treat
the electronic problem adiabatically as ifthe localspin is
static for every instantaneous spin orientation [_1-;%] Our
rem aining task is to calculate the Josephson current in
the presence of the spin. T he current operator is given

by
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W hen a voltagebiasev = r Is applied across the
jinction, Hllow ing the standard procedure [[4], we can
w rite the phase dependent contribution, ie., the Joseph-
son current as:
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xﬁrhere the operator A (B =

ks ;0T okipitg © o). Here the opera-
tors & ) ) = ejKL(R)tck(p) e jKPL et with Kigr) =
Hig) rteNie adNig)= 46 S e

For either spin-singlet or spin-triplet superconductors,
w e can perform the B ogoliubov transform ation to express
the electron operators in tem sofquasiparticle operators:

& = (U o x o Vo 0 yk 0) 8)

to diagonalize the unperturbed Ham iltonian, where
@ o;vk o)T isthe Bogolubov quasiparticle wavefinc—
tion. Fora spin singlet superconductor, the orderparam —
eter m atrix can be w ritten as: " (k)= @* y) ), where

(k) is an even finction of k. The quasiparticle wave-
function is then given by:
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wherewehave introduced )= 3 k)& *"" ) wih "
and ’ being the ntemaland globalphase, and x = «

,and E, = 2+ 3 k)F. For the spin<triplet pairing
state, the order param eter can be written as: A(k) =
idk) ")*y,whered = (dy;dy;d,) isan odd vectorial
function of k de ned in a threedim ensional spin space
spanned by (u;v;w). W e shall be typically concemed
w ith two types of triplt pairing states| non-equalspin
pairing, where the C ooper pairs are form ed by electrons
w ith antiparallel soins, and equalspin pairing, w here the
C ooper pairs are form ed by electronsw ith parallel spins.
T he non-equal spin pairing state has the fom :

gy = 0 drk) |
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corresponding to (dy;dv;dy,) = (0;0;dr k)). This type
of pairing state m ay be realized in the recently discov—
ered superconducting S RuO 4 [_1-5, :_l-é] The equal soin
pairing state has the fom :

A 2drz k) 0
= ; 12
k) 0 2drr K) 12)
corresponding to (dy;dv;dy ) = (0; 12d:r k);0). This

state may be relevant to the A-phase of super uid
*He [l4]and ofheavy ferm ion UP 3 [18]. A little algebra
yields the quasiparticle wavefiinction :
uI'kei(, k+ )

= i a3)
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for the non-equalspin-triplet pairing state; while

i(r 4
Ug o urrxet T o

= ; 14)

Vk 0 VIIk 0
for the equalsointriplet pairing state. Here
Uranxivignx) has the same fom as that

. -1 P
given by Eq.{0) except Ey = 24 Frar k)P
and dr;rr k) = Frar k)R, respectively. Due
to the opposite parity of the triplet pairing state as
com pared with the sihglt counterpart, there appears
an additional factor (= 1) in Eq. {3) and (14),
which will crucially In uence the Josephson current
between two superconductors of dissin ilar spin parity.
W e shall also note that the electron com ponent of the
eigenfunction is an even function ofk (de. uyx = ux
arisihg from ’ = ') for the spin-singlkt pairing state
while is an odd function ofk (ie., urgr); x = Uranx
arising from ' x = "¢ + ) forthe triplt pairing state.

T he Josephson current Iy origihates from a num ber
of tem s in the perturbation expression Eqg. ('_’Z) In which
the expectation valuie of two creation operators in one
superconductor is com bined w ith the expectation valie of
two annihilation operators in the other superconductor,
that is, by, (e, | E)ibg, o ©e, o ()i. Using the
above sym m etry properties, one can nd the expectation
values for superconductorsw ith a spin-singlet, non-equal-
soin-triplet, and equalspin-triplet pairing state:
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where the Femi distrdbbution function f£E) =
l=xp E=T) + 1]. W e evaluate the Josephson current

in various types of superconducting jinctions. First let
us consider that both the left and right superconductors
are of spin-singlet pairing sym m etry, one can arrive at
the Josephson current as:
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The summ ation over goin indices involres the tem,
TwnTyy, and TwyTyn . It then Ollows from the structure
of the tunneling m atrix as given by EJ. ('_5), which has
the property Ty» = T.,, that the owing Jossphson cur—
rent is not m odulated w ith tin e by the precessing soin.
Sin ilarly, one can nd that this conclusion is also true
for the Josephson current between two superconductors
both of non-equalspin-triplt pairing symm etry. How—
ever, when each side of the junction is a superconductor
having equalspin-triplet pairing sym m etry, the Joseph—
son current becom es:

X X . ,
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k;p 0
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which willbe tin e dependent even in the absence of the
voltage bias when the soin is precessing at !y . In som e
detail, because Tny = T, = w5, I; contains a
term wih a pre-factor cos2!t). This In plies that the
Josephson current ow ing between tw o equalsoin-triplet
pairing superconductors is m odulated In tine at a fre—
quency of 2!y, ie., twice of the Lam or frequency. The
relative ratio between the Lam or m odulation part Iy
and the constant part Iy, is:
2a2
LIS 102{10° ; 19)
5o 2 o

for =1V, (= 005&Vv,JS = 01 &V, which is ex—
perin entally detectable. The m odulation ofa Josephson
current by a precessing spin could be used for a singlke
soin detection.

If we suppose that the left superconductor is a soin—
sihglet superconductor which is weakly coupled to the



right superconductor having non-equalspin-triplet pair-
Ing sym m etry, the Josephson current is found to be:

X X , )
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o T o®T , o). This property mandates

that Iy has to be zero. Also the Josephson cur-
rent cannot occur when a spin-singlet superconduc—
tor is weakly coupled to a superconductor of equal-
g)jn—tr_ip]et pairing symm etry, due to the summ ation

o T o®T ; o) = 0. Therefore, we conclude that
the Josephson current cannot ow between two super—
conductors w ith the pairing symm etry of di erent spin
parity even if there is a precessing soin located In the
tunnel barrier.

Based on the above m icroscopic analysis, we can es—
tablish a sin ple phenom enologicaltheory for the Joseph—
son e ect through the precessing spin. W e de ne =

hoy ck; 1, hoe ck; 1, hae ck; 1 as the macro-
scopic wave function on each side of the junction with
spin-singlet, non-equalspin and equalspin triplt, pair-
Ing symm etry. The equations of m otion can be w ritten
as:

@ L; X
I—— = &v ; + K o g;o0; (21la)
@t .
@ R; X
iI——— = &V g, + K o 1;0; (21b)
@t .
where K o represents the spin-dependent coupling
across the barrier. M aking the substJtutJons LR); =
NLlé) exp(dpr)) with Ny g = Ny g); thenum-
ber of C ooper pairs on each s:ide, one can get the Jossph-
son current: Iy = NL1:2NR1:2m1 K oexp(d )]where

= R L, = 28Vt+ 'y "1 . For the junction
form ed by two spin-singlet paring superconductors, all
K o are tine independent. For the spin-singlet/spin—
triplet jinction, the tem s contributing to the summ a—
tion over spin indices canceleach other. H ow ever, for the
spin-triplet/spin-triplet janction, there are term s propor—
tionalto K vy jexp ( 2ilpt). W ith this characteristics of
K , one can then arrive at the sam e conclusion as from
the m icroscopic analysis. W e should stress that in the
presence of spin-orbit coupling, one is allowed to have
direct coupling of a current produced by spin-singlet su—
perconductors and local spin S. This would lead to the
tin e dependent contrbution of a Josephson current re—
gardless of the pairing sym m etry.

In summ ary, we have studied the Josephson current
through a precessing spin between various types of su—
perconducting junctions. It is shown that the Joseph-
son current ow Ing between two spin-singlet pairing su—
perconductors is not m odulated by the precession of the

soin. W hen both superconductorshave equalspin-triplet
pairing state, the ow Ing Josephson current ism odulated
w ith twice of the Lam or frequency by the precessing
soin. It was also found that up to the second order In
the tunneling m atrix elem ents no Josephson current can
occur by the direct exchange Interaction between the lo—
calized spin and the conduction electrons, if the two su—
perconductors have di erent spin-parity pairing states.
As far as we know , no m easurem ents of Josephson cur—
rent through a precessing spin between two supercon-—
ductors have been reported yet. W e feel the observation
of our predictions is w ithin the reach of present tech—
nology. A s a possible experim ent, we m ention resuls on
atom ically sharp superconducting tip in low tem perature
STM in both the quasiparticle tunnehng regin e [19] and
the Josephson tunnehng regin e QO] (coined as \Joseph-—
son STM " or JSTM l2]1 on conventional superconduc—
tors. T he spin—relaxation tin e in superconductor is gov—
emed by the coupling of soin w ith is environm ent and
is strongly suppressed due to the gapped nature of quasi-
particles, we can expect a very long spin-relaxation tin e
when the local spin is embedded In a superconducting
Junction. T herefore, it would be very interesting to ex—
tend the JSTM technology by using a superconducting
tip to study the Josephson current in the vicinity of an
atom ic spin on the superconducting surface.
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