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For certain orientations of Josephson junctions between two px-wave or two d-wave supercon-—
ductors, the subgap A ndreev bound states produce a 4 -periodic relation between the Josephson

current I and the phase di erence : I / sin(

=2). Consequently, the ac Josephson current has

the fractional frequency eV=h, where V is the dc voltage. In the tunneling lim it, the Josephson
current is proportional to the st power (not square) of the electron tunneling am plitude. T hus,
the Josephson current betw een unconventional superconductors is carried by single electrons, rather
than by C ooper pairs. T he fractionalac Josephson e ect can be observed experin entally by m easur—
Ing frequency spectrum ofm icrow ave radiation from the junction. W e also study Jjunctions between

singlet s-wave and triplet px-wave, as well as between chiralpx

PACS num bers:

I. NTRODUCTION

In many materials, the symm etry of the supercon—
ducting order param eter is unconventional, ie. not s—
wave. In the high-T. cuprates, it is the singlet dy2 2—
wave EL] T here is experin ental evidence that, In the
quastonedim ensional Q1D ) organic superconductors
(TM TSF),X f], the symm etry is triplet @], m ost lkely
the py-wave ig'i, 5], with the x axis along the conduct-
ing chains. Experim ents indicate that Sr,Ru0 4 has the
triplet chiralp, iR -wave pairing sym m etry i_é]

T he unconventionalpairing sym m etry typically resuls
In form ation of subgap A ndreev bound states ij.] on the
surfaces of these superconductors i_?.]. Ford-wave cuprate
superconductors, the m idgap A ndreev states were pre—
dicted theoretically In Ref. E_E%] and observed experin en—
tally as a zero-bias conductance peak in tunneling be-
tween nomm al m etals and superconductors (see review
flO]) Forthe Q 1D organic superconductors, the m idgap
states were theoretically predicted to exist at the edges
perpendicular to the chains 1, {14]. Tn the chiral su-
perconductor SR uO 4, the subgap surface states are ex—
pected to have a chiralenergy dispersion h .T heJr con—
tribbution to tunneling is m ore com phcated {14] than a
sim ple zero-bias conductance peak found for the m idgap
A ndreev states. Various ways of observing electron edge
states experin entally are discussed in Ref. [19].

W hen two unconventional superconductors are pined
together n a Josephson junction, their A ndreev surface
states hybridize to form A ndreev bound states In the
Jainction. These states play an inportant rolk in the
Josephson current through the junction f_l@l] A ndreev
bound states in high-T. jinctions were reviewed in Ref.
fl7:] T he Josephson e ectbetween two Q 1D py-w ave su—
perconductors w as studied in Refs. {18 :LQ] Andreev re—-

ection 20 at the interfacesbetween the A and B phases
of super uid SHewas studied .n Ref. l2]1] However, An—
dreev bound states were not m entioned in this paper.

In the present paper, we predict a new e ect for
Josephson Jjunctions between unconventional nonchiral
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Ipy -w ave superconductors.

superconductors, which we call the fractional ac Jossph—
son e ect. Suppose both superconductors form ing a
Josephson jinction have surfacem idgap states originally.
T his is the case for the butt-to-butt junction between two
px-waveQ 1D superconductors,asshown in F jg.:g: @), and
forthe 45 =45 in-plane junction between two d-w ave su—
perconductors, as shown in Fig. :_5 @). (The two angles
Indicate the orientation of the junction line relative to
the b axes of each dy» 2 superconductor.) W e predict
that the contrdbution of the hybridized A ndreev bound
states produces a 4 -periodic relation between the su—
percurrent I and the superconducting phase di erence

: I/ sin(=2) R3]. Consequently, the ac Josephson
e ect has the frequency €V=h, where e is the elctron
charge, V is the applied dc voltage, and h is the P Janck
constant. The predicted frequency is a half of the con—
ventional Josephson frequency 2eV=h origihating from
the conventional Jossphson relation I / sin  with the
period of 2 . Qualitatively, the predicted e ect can be
Interpreted as ollow s. T he Josephson current across the
two unconventional superconductors is carried by tun-—
neling of singke elctrons (rather than C ooper pairs) be-
tw een the tw o resonant m idgap states. T hus, the C ooper
pair charge 2e is replaced the single charge e in the ex—
pression forthe Josegphson frequency. T his Interpretation
is also supported by the nding that, in the tunneling
Iim i, the Josephson current is proportionalto the rst
pow er (not square) of the electron tunneling am plitude
£3, 24, 23]. Possbilities for experin ental cbservation of
the fractionalac Josephson e ect are discussed in Sec. V'
A summ ary of this work is published in the conference
proceedings f_Z-é]

T he predicted currentphase relation I / sin( =2) is
quite radical, because every textbook on superconductiv—
iy says that the Josephson current m ust be 2 -periodic
In the superconducting phase di erence [22 To our
know kedge, the only paper that discussed the 4 -periodic
Josephson e ect is Ref. 7] by K itaev. He considered
a highly idealized m odel of spinless ferm ions on a one—
din ensional (1D ) lattice with superconducting pairing
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on the neighboring sites. The pairing potential in this
case has the py-wave sym m etry, and m idgap states exist
at the ends of the chain. They are described by the M a-
prana fermm ions, which K itaev proposed to use for non—
volatile m em ory In quantum com puting. He found that,
when two such superconductors are brought In contact,
the system is4 -periodic in the phase di erence between
the superconductors. O ur results are iIn agreem ent w ith
hiswork. However, we form ulate the problm as an ex—
perin entally realistic Josephson e ectbetween known su—
perconducting m aterdials.

For com plteness, we also calculate the spectrum of
A ndreev bound statesand the Josephson currentbetw een
a singkt s-wave and a triplt p-wave superoonductors, as
well as between two chiralp-wave superconductors {28]
Tn agreem ent w ith previous literature B9, 30, 311, we

nd that a Josephson current is pem ited between sin—
gkt and triplet superconductors, contrary to a com m on
m isconoeption that it is forbidden by the sym m etry dif-
ference. However, wedo not nd the fractionalJosephson
e ect In these cases.

II. THE BASICS

The spin symm etry of the C ooper pairing is classi ed
aseithersingletht k)éo( k)i/ o k)= i* ¥ )
ortripktht k)éo( k)i/ i (* n)
¢ (k) is the anniilation operator of an electron w ith
the spin  and momentum k; o is the antisymm et—
ric m etric tensor and * are the Pauli m atrices acting
In the spin space; n is a unit vector characterizing po-—
larization of the triplet state. In this paper, we con—
sider only the class of triplet superconductors w here the
soinpolarization vector n has a uniform , m om entum —
Jndependent orientation. Everywhere in the paper, ex—
cept in Sec. -]I[F' we select the spin quantization axis z
along the vectorn . Then the C ooper pairing takes place
between electrons w ith the opposite z-axis spin progc-
tions and : h k)¢ ( k)i / k). Because the
ferm ion operators ¢ anticom m ute, the pairing potential
has the sym m etry k)= k)= ( k),where
the upper and low er signs corresoond to the singlet and
triplet cases.

W e select the coordinate axis x perpendicular to the
Josephson jinction plane. W e assum e that the Interface
between the two superconductors is an ooth enough, so
that the electron m om entum com ponent ky, parallel to
the janction plane, isa conserved good quantum num ber.

E lectron states In a superconductor are described by
the B ogoliubov operators *, w hich are related to the elec—
tron operators ¢ by the fllow ing equations {_3.3:]

Z
ax bty o, )€, G)+ v,
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n ky
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k), B2]. Here

where k, = k,, and n is the quantum number of
the Bogoliibov eigenstates. The two-com ponents vec—
tors 4k, ®) = bn x, ®)ivh k, )] are the elgenstates
of the Bogoliuibov-de G ennes BdG ) equation w ih the
eigenenergiesE,, ,

", Ke)+ U (x) k, (xiky) B
M k) yd%x> U oo ond
3)
w here ﬁx = iQ is the x com ponent of the electron

m om entum operator, and U (x) isa potential. Tn Eq. Q'j)
and below , we often om it the indices and k, to shorten
notation where it does not cause conflision.

ITII. JUNCTIONS BETW EEN
QUASIONEDIM ENSIONAL
SUPERCONDUCTORS

In this section, we consider jinctions between two
Q1D superconductors, such as organic superconductors
(TM T SF),X , w ith the chains along the x axis, as shown
in Fjg.-'g,'(a) . Fora Q 1D conductor, the electron energy
dispersion in Eq. @) can be written as " = h’k2=2m
2%, cos(oky ) s wherem isan e ective mass, isthe
chem icalpotential, b and t, are the distance and the tun-
neling am plitude betw een the chains. T he superconduct—
Ing pairing potentials in the s—and px-wave cases have
the form s
; swave;

"y, &ike) = @

EX=kF ; Px-wWave;
where hky = p2m is the Fem im om entum , and  is
treated as+ for" and for#. Theindex = R;L labels
the right (x > 0) and kft x < 0) sides of the junction,
and acquires a phase di erence acrossthe junction:

R= o€ ; L= o ©®)
The potential U k) = Uy &) In Eq. :@) represents the
Junction barrier located at x = 0. Integrating Eq. 6_:’.)
over x from {0 to + 0, we nd the boundary conditions
atx= 0:

1= ri @ g & . =krZ (0); (6)
Z = 2mUy=h’ks; D = 4=@2+ 4); )

where D is the trananm ission coe cient of the barrier.

A . A ndreev bound states

A general solution ofEqg. (:_3) is a superposition of the
term s w ith the m om enta close to kg , where the index
= labels the right-and left-m oving electrons:

u o+
v+

u .
JKFx+B elKFx ;
v

(8)



where = forR and L. Eq. :@) descrbes a subgap
state with an energy ¥ j< , which is localized at the
Janction and decays exponentially in x w ithin the length
1= . The coe cients (u ;v ) n Eq. {§) are deter-
m ined by substji:utmg the right- and left-m oving tem s

separately nto Eq. d forx € 0,whereU x)= 0.In the
]In:lth ywe nd
P
v E+i hw 5 ES.
u ! hve !
)
where vy = hkg =m is the Fem ivelocity, and
_ ; swave; 10)
; Dx—Wave;

w ith given by Eq. (E) . The kydependent Ferm im o—
mentum hR = hkp + 2t coslk,)=vy in Eq. @) elin +
nates the dispersion in k, from the BdG equation.
Substituting Eq. (d) Into the boundary conditions (é),
we obtain our linear hom ogeneous equations for the co—
e cientsA and B . These equations are com patible if
the determ inant ofthe corresponding 4
T his com patibility condition has the follow ing form :

by v v u Yy +v o4 Vo+uo4 )
b v o+ Voou o4 )y 4V % o+u )
=1 D: 11)
U sing the variables de ned n Eq. 6'_§),E i__ can be
w ritten in a sin pler form
( + )0 4 + +)= 1 D 12)
[ + +o+)

Substiuting Eqg. @) ntoEqg. ('_l-g:), we obtain an equation
for the energies of the A ndreev bound states. For a given
, there are two subgap states w ith the energiesE, =

akE ( ) labeled by the index a = , Where
q_
Eo(s)()= o 1 D sif(=2); ss janction;(13)
P
EF () = o D cos( =2); pepx jinction: (14)

The energies C_fé) and C_l-l_j‘) are plotted as functions
of in the kft panels b) and (©) of Fig.il. W ithout
barrder O = 1), the spectra of the s—s and pxPx Junc—
tions are the sam e and consist of two crossing curves
E = 0 COS =2, shown by the thin lines in the lkft
panel of Fig. IZh(b) A nonzero barrier O < 1) a ects
the energies of the A ndreev bound states in the s—s and
PxPx Jinctions in di erent ways. In the s—s case, the
two energy levels repelnear = and form two sepa-—
rated 2 -periodic branches shown by the thick lines in
the left panelofFJg :L(b) This iswellknown for the s—s
“Junctions 1_33. l_34] In contrast, In the pyPx case, the two
energy levels continue to crossat = , and they detach
from the continuum ofstatesabove+ ( and below 0
at = 0and 2 , asshown in the lft panelofFjg.-'_]: ).

4 m atrix is zero.

(a) No Noe'®

FIG. 1:
Q 1D px-wave superconductors. () The energies (left panel)
and the currents (right panel) of the A ndreev subgap states
in the s—s junction as functions of the phase di erence for

(@) Butt-to-butt Josephson Jjunction between two

D = 1 (thin lines) and D = 0:9 (thick lines).
() for the pxPx jinction at D = 02.

() The sam e as

T he absence of energy levels repulsion at =  indicates
that there is no m atrix elem ent between these levels n
the pxPx case, unlke In the s-s case.

As shown in Sec.'IV Al, the 45 =45 Jinction between
two d-wave superconductors is m athem atically equiva—
lent to the pxPx jJinction. Eq. ¢14‘ was derived for the
45 =45 finction in Refs. 4, 23, 33]

B . dc Josephson e ect in therm odynam ic
equilibrium

It iswellknown t_gi_i, :_?;é] that the current carried by a
quasiparticle state a is

N

__e@Ea. (15)
L% e ¢

The two subgap states carry opposite currents, which
are pltted vs. In the right panels ) and (c) ofFig.
lih for the s—s and pxPx Junctions. In them odynam ic
equilbriim , the totalcurrent is detem ned by the Fem i
occupation num bers f; ofthe states at a tem perature T :

E 2e QE E
1= 25 @ afa: f@ Ota.nh =0
@ h @

16)

For the s-s Junction, substituting Eq. z_l-ﬁ) nto Eqg. {_Ié),
we recover the AmbegackarBarato formula {_32:] in the
tunneling Iim i D 1

e
—2tanh — = sin
2h

I, D sih
2T 2eR 2T
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FIG .2: Critical currents of the s—s (dashed line) and px Px

(solid line) Josephson Junctions as functions of tem perature
forD = 03.

and the K ulk-Om elyanchuk form ula i_3§:] in the transpar-

ent ImiD ! 1
0 o cos( =2)

€ Oann 08U @18)
h 2T

I, sh 5
Taking into account that the totalcurrent is proportional
to the number N of conducting channels In the jinction
(eg. the num ber of chains), we have replaced the trans—
m ission coe cient D in Eq. (1_7_; by the janction resis—
tance R = h=2N e’D _in the nom alstate.

Substituting Eq. {14) into Eq. {16), we nd the Joseph-
son current In the p, Py jinction in therm odynam ic equi-
Horium :

j o
pD— ) e Otanh o D cos( =2)
= Sm — —_— _—
= h 2T
P !
D cos( =2
= sh - p——tanh — (=2) 19)
2 D eR 2T

T he tem perature dependences of the critical currents
for the s—s and px Px jinctions are shown In FJg:g: They
are obtained from Egs. {_l-j) and C_l-gi') assum ing the BC S
tem perature dependence for (. In the vicinity of T,
L, and Ig have the sam e behavior. W ith the decrease
of tem perature, Iy quickly saturates to a constant value,
because, ord  1,E .~ o {13), thus, orT < o,
the upper subgap state isem pty and the lowerone is com —
plktely Iled. In contrast, I, rapidly increases w ith de-
creasing tem perature as 1=T and saturatesto a value en—
hanced by the factor 2= D relative to the Am begaokar-
Barato fomula (:L&) at T = 0. This is a consequence
oftwq e ects. AsEgs. C17i and Cl9 show, I / D and
L/ D,thust I; In the tunneling lin £ D 1.At
the sam e tin e, the energy splitting betw een the two sub—
gap states In the py Px junction is an all com pared to the
gapE /7D .Thus, or D ,<T<
the two subgap states are aln ost equally populated, so
the critical current has the 1=T tem perature dependence
analogous to the Curie spin susceptibility.

Eq. {9) was derived analytically for the 45 =45
]Jl'lCtJOl’l between two d-wave superconductors in Refs.
B3, 24], and a sim ilar result was calculated num erically
for the pyx jJnction n Ref. Il8, .19] N otice that Eq.
619 gives the Josephson current I, ( ) that is a 2 -
periodic functions of ,both forT = 0and T 6 0. This
is a consequence of the themm odynam ic equilbrium as—
sum ption. At T = 0, this assum ption in plies that the
subgap state w ith the lower energy is occupied, and the
one w ith the higher energy is em pty. A s one can see In
Fjg.:}', the bwer energy isalwaysa 2 -periodic functions
of . Theassum ption oftherm odynam ic equilbrium was

exp licitly made n Ref [24 and was im plicitly invoked
in Refs. 18, 19, 23] by using the M atsubara diagram
technique. In Ref. BQ tem perature dependence of the
Josephson critical current was m easured in the YBCO
ram p-edge junctionsw ih di erent crystalanglesand was
found tP be qualitatively consistent w ith the upper curve
n Fig.c

C . D ynam ical fractionalac Josephson e ect

T he calculations of the previous section apply in the
static case, where a given phasedi erence ism aintained
foran in niely long tin e, so the occupation num bers of
the subgap states have enough tim e to relax to them o—
dynam ic equilbrium . Now let us consider the opposite,
dynam ical lm it. Suppose a sn all volage eV o Is
applied to the junction, so the phase di erence acquires
dependence on tine t: (t) = 2eVt=h. In this case, the
state of the system is determ ined dynam ically starting
from the initial conditions. Let us consider the pxPx
Junction at T = 0 in the initial state = 0, where the
two subgap states Cl4 w ith the energies E; are, cor-
respondingly, occupied and em pty. If (t) changes suf-

ciently slow Iy (adiabatically), the occupation num bers
of the subgap states do not change. In other words, the
states shown by the solid and dotted lines in Fig. il ()
rem ains, oorrespondmg]y, occupied and em pty. The oc—
cupied state {14) produces the current (15):

LO=— 2 h
(20)
T he frequency ofthe ac current C_Z-C_i) iseV=h, a halfofthe
conventionalJosephson frequency 26V=h. T he fractional
frequency can be traced to the fact that the energiesEqg.
C_l_') and the corresponding wave fiinctions have the pe-
riod 4 in , rather than conventional2 . A lthough at
= 2 the spectrum in the kft panelofFjg.:_i (©) is the
sam e asat = 0, the occupation num bers are di erent:
T he low er state isem pty and the upper state is occupied.
Only at = 4 the occupation num bers are the sam e as
at = 0.
The 4 periodicity is the consequence of the energy
¥vels crossing at = (In contrast, in the s-wave
case, the kevels repelat = in Fjg.nr!.'(b),thus the en—



ergy curves are 2 -periodic.) A s discussed at the end of
Sec.!TIIA!, there is no m atrix elem ent between the cross—
Ing energy levels at = . Thus, there are no transi-
tions between them , so the occupation num bers of the
solid and dotted curves in Fjg.:g:(c) are preserved. In
order to show this m ore form ally, we can write a gen-—
eral solution of the tin edependent BAG equation as a
superposition of the twoPsubgap states w ith the tin e-
dependent (t): () = .Cal® a[ ©]. The matrix
elem ent of transitions betw een the states is proportional
to-h,R i= h,RHJ =€ E, ). W e und
that it is zero In the py-w ave case, thus there are no tran—
sitions, and the initial occupation num bers of the subgap
statesat = 0 are preserved dynam ically.

Asone can see in Fig. -L(c) the system is not in the
ground statewhen < < 3 ,becausethe upper energy
Jevel is occupied and the lower one is em pty. In princi-
pl, the systam m ight be abl to relax to the ground state
by em iting a phonon or a photon. At present tine, we
do not have an explicit estin ate for such inelastic re—
laxation tim e, but we expect that i is quite long. (The
other papers Lig, :_1-€_§,:_2-§, :_2-4] that assum e them odynam ic
equilbriim for each value of the phase do not have
an estin ate of the relaxation tim e either.) To observe
the predicted ac Josephson e ect w ith the fractional fre—
quency €V=h, the period of Josephson oscillations should
be set shorter than the inelastic relaxation tim e, but not
too short, so that the tin e evolution ofthe BdG equation
can be treated adiabatically. C ontrolled nonequilibrium
population of the upper Andreev bound state was re—
cently achieved expenm entally n an s-wave Josephson
jinction in Ref. ELO]

Eqg. @Q can be generalized to the case where initially
the two subgap states are populated them ally at = O,
and these occupation num bers are preserved by dynam i-
calevolution

_ 2% QE.[ ®] _
L = KanEa(_o)] @1)
p_!
. eVt 0 0
= sin —— Pp—— tanh (22)
h D eR

N otice that the periodicities of the dynam ical equation
C_Z-g;) and the them odynam ic Eq. C_l-S_i) are di erent. The
latter equation assum es that the occupation num bers of
the subgap states are in Instantaneous them al equilib—
rum foreach

D . Tunneling H am iltonian approach

In the n nitebarrderlm it D ! O, the energies EO
ofthe tw o subgap states @4) degenerate to zero, ie.they
becom e m idgap states. T he wave functions éé) sin plify
as follow s:

(%
- Lo(X)pz RO(); 23)

p— <« 1
Lo = 2 sinkyx)e i ( x); (24)

x e

i o2 &): (25)
1e

RO 2 shkex)e

Since at D = 0 the Jossphson junction consists of two
sem -n nite uncoupled pyx-wave superconductors, 1o
and grg are the wave functions of the surface m idgap
states f_ll:] belonging to the left and right superconduc—
tors. Let us exam ine the properties of the m idgap states
In m ore detail.

If (u;v) is an eigenvector ofEq. 6'_3’) w ith an eigenvalue

Enp,then ( v;u ) brswaveand (v ;u ) brpwaveare
the eigenvectors w ith the energy E,, = E,. It Dllows
from these relations and Eq. (1) that ~, K = C%

wih ¥ j= 1. Notice that in the s-wave case, because
(u;v) and ( v;u ) are orthogonal for any u and v, the
states n and n are always di erent. However, in the p-
w ave case, the vectors (u;v) and (v ;u ) m ay be propor-
tional, in which case they describe the sam e state w ith
= 0. The states i_2-fJ:) and C_Z-_‘) indeed have this prop—
erty:
VLo = iuLo; VRO = j-l-koz (26)
Substituting Eqg. C_2-§') ntoEqg. ('_]:),we nd the B ogoliibov
operators of the left and right m idgap states

AY — an . AY — sA .
Lok,  1TLOok /7 "ROK 1RO ky* @n

O perators {21 oon:espondto the M aprana ferm ionsdis-
cussed in Ref. {27 Tn the presence of a m idgap state,
Ehe sum  over,n n Eqg. 6'_2) should be understood as

a0t =2) _,, where we identify the second termm
as the pro;ectjon P ¢ of the elctron operator onto the
m idgap state. Using Egs. £6), £1), and @), we nd

PCy, ()= U &) x, = Vo &K)°7 @8)
Letusconsidertwo sam i=n nite py -wave superconduc—
tors on a 1D lattice w ith the spacing 1, one occupying
x 1= 1l and another x 1. They are coupled by the
tunneling m atrix elem ent  between the sitesland 1:

X

H o=, 06,0+, W& Ok @9)

Ky

In the absence ofcoupling ( = 0), the subgap wave func—
tions of each supemonductor are given by Egs. 24 and
£5). Using Egs. £8), £6), £4),and £3), the tunneling
H am iltonian pro fcted onto the basis ofm idgap states is

PH =  fno@uro®+ ¢l (Y gu ron + Hicl)

p y

= o D COS( =2) (/\LO" ARO" + /\RO" ALO"); (30)
b— 2 , L ,

where D = 4 sif ky Fhw is the tranan ission am pli-

tude, and we om itted summ ation overthe djagonaljndex

ky . Notice that Eq. (30) is4 -perodicihn  R11.



Ham iltonian {_3-(_5) operates between the two degener—
ate states of the system related by annihilation of the
Bogolibov quasiparticke in the right m idgap state and
its creation In the left m idgap state. In thisbasis, H am it

tonian C_S-(_]')canbewr:ittenasaZ 2 m atrix
A p_ O 1
PH = 4 D cos( =2) 10 (31)
T he eigenvectors of H am iltonian ¢_3-]_;) are (1; 1),ie.the

antisym m etric and symm etric com binations of the right
and left m idgap states g&fgﬁ n Eqg. d_2§') . Their eigenen-
ergJesaJ:eE ()= o D cos( =2), in agreem ent w ith
Eqg. Cl4 T he tunneling current operator is cbtained by
di erentiating Egs. (:_%-Q:) or (:_3-]_;) wih regpect to . Be—
cause appearsonly in the prefactor, the operator struc—
tures ofthe current operator and the H am iltonian are the
sam e, so they are diagonal in the sam e basis. T hus, the
energy eigenstates are sim ultaneously the eigenstates of
the current operator w ith the eigenvalies

P —
I = —sn - ; 32
> (32)

In agreem ent with Eq. C_Z-(j The samebasis (1; 1) di-
agonalizes H am ittonian G]]) even when a voltage V is
applied and the phase  is tin edependent. Then the
initially populated eigenstate w ith the lower energy pro-
duces the current I, = D (e (=h) s (€V t=h) w ith the
fractional Josephson frequency eV=h, in agreem ent w ith
Eqg. C_Zd) .

E . Josephson current carried by single electrons,
rather than C ooper pairs

In the tunneling lim it, the tranam ission coe cient D
is proportional to the square of the electron tunneling
ampliude :D / 2.Egs. {2d) and {34) show that the
Josephson current in the pypx jinction is proportional
to the st power of the electron tunneling am plitude
T his is in contrast to the s—s Junction, w here the Joseph—
son current (17) is proportional 2. This di erence
results in the big ratio I,=I; = 2= D between the crit-
ical currents at T = 0 In the px— and swave cases, as
shown in Fig. -2 and discussed In Sec. -DIB' T he reason
for the di erent powers of is the HIow ng. In the px—
wave case, the transfer of just one electron between the
degenerate kft and right m idgap states is a real (hon-—
virtual) process. T hus, the e:genenerg:es are determ ined
from the secular equation {3]1) already In the rst order
of . In the swave case, there are no m idgap states, so
the t:cansferred electron is taken from below the gap and
placed above the gap, at the energy cost 2 . Thus, the
transfer ofa single electron isa virtual (not real) process.
Ttmustbe follow ed by the transfer of another electron, so
that the pair ofelectrons is absorbed into the condensate.
T his gives the current proportionalto 2.

T his picture in plies that the Josephson supercurrent
acrossthe interface is carried by single electrons in the py—
Px Junction and by C ooper pairs in the s-s jinction. Be—
cause the singleelectron charge e is a half ofthe C ooper—
pair charge 2e, the frequency of the ac Josephson e ect
in the pxx jinction is eV=h, a half of the conventional
Josephson frequency 26V=h for the s—s junction. These
conclusions also apply to a junction between two cuprate
d-wave superconductors in such orientation that both
sides of the junction have surface m idgap states, eg. to
the 45 =45 jinction (see Sec.dV Al).

In both the pxPpx and s-s junctions, electrons trans—
ferred acrossthe Interface are taken aw ay into thebuk by
the supercurrent ofC ooperpairs. In the case ofthe px o«
Junction, a single transferred electron occupies a m idgap
state until another electron gets transferred. Then the
pair ofelectronsbecom es absorbed into the bulk conden—
sate, the m iddgap state retums to the original con gura—
tion, and the cycle repeats. In the case of the s—s jinc—
tion, two electrons are sim ultaneously transferred across
the interface and becom e absorbed into the condensate.
C learly, electric charge is transferred across the interface
by sihgle electrons at the rate proportional to n the

rst case and by Cooper pairs at the rate proportional
to 2 in the second case, but the buk supercurrent is
carried by the C ooper pairs in both cases.

F. Josephson e ect between triplet
superconductors w ith nonparallel n -vectors

In this section, we consider the Josgphson e ect be-
tween two px-wave superconductors wih nonparallel
soin-polarization vectors n form ing an anglke This
problem wasstudied in Ref. l_l-gi] using a tunneling H am ik
tonian approach. Here we analyze the problem using
the BAG formulation. There are experin ental indica—
tions that the spinpolarization vector n is parallel to
the crystalaxis ¢ in the (TM T SF),X com pounds B, 5].
T hen the considered Jjunction can be realized in the ge-
om etry shown in Fjg.-'!.'(a) w here the ¢ axes of the two
superconductors are rotated relative to each otherby the
anglke around the comm on a axis along the chains.

Let us select the spin quantization axis z perpendicular
toboth vectorsn , and the x axis in the spin spaceparaliel
to the vector n of the left superconductor. Then the
vector n of the right superconductor liess In the (x;vy)
plne at the angle to the x axes: n = (cos ;sih ;0).
In this representation, the superconducting pairing takes
place between electrons w ith parallel spins:

5o} (k)éo( k)l / iA(Y) (A(X)nx+ A(Y)ny) (k)
et 0
= 0 ol k): (33)

T hen, the Josgphson e ect can be considered separately
or the spin up and down sectors having the phase dif-
ferences , correspondingly. Using Eq. -'_(1_'4) for the



PxPx Junction,we nd theenergiesofthe A ndreev bound
states for each spin sector

p— +
D cos

Ea;" = a o ; (34)

P—
D cos

Ea;# = a o — (35)

T he totalJosephson current is obtained by adding the
currents carried by the two spin sectors [fl]_;] For sin plic—
iy, below we consider only the case of zero tem perature
In the dynam icallim it, assum ing that the states (34-) and
@5 ) wih a= + areoccupied initially and the occupation
num bers are preserved dynam ically and using Eq. aZQ
we nd a4 -periodic current:

It = —— s + sin ———
2h 2 2
P_—
De o (t)
= sh —— ©os — (36)
h 2 2

In the static them odynam ic 1im it, usihg Eqg. C_l-g') atT =
0, we nd the dc Josephson current:

T De 0 . + +
= sin cos
2h son
+ sin ? sgn cos ——— 37)

For com pleteness, let us also consider the Josephson
e ect between two py-wave or two p,-w ave superconduc-
tors, where the y and z axes are parallel to the jinction
plane. In these junctions, m idgap states are absent in the
D ! O lm it, thus the current-phase relation is conven-—
tionalI = I.sinh . For nonparallel vectors n, the total
Josephson current is the sum of the spin up and down
sectors:

- %[sjn( + y+sn( )]
= I.oos sh =L@y @)sh (38)

Eqg. ¢_3-§‘) isconsistent w ith R ef. I_l-g‘] In the casewhere the
two vectorsn are perpendicular ( = =2), the Joseph—
son current C_3§') for the superconductors w tthout m idgap
states vanishes, but, according to Egs. C_3-§) and C_?:]'), i
is not zero if the m idgap states are present.

G . sPx Junction between singlet and triplet
superconductors

In this section, we considera Jjunction betw een a singlet
s-wave and a triplet py -w ave superconductors. T he junc—
tion geom etry is the sam e as In Fig. :lj(a), where one of
the superconductors is taken to be a conventional s-w ave
superconductor and another one a Q 1D triplet py-wave
superconductor, such as (TM TSF )X .
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FIG .3: The subgap energy kevels and the Jossphson currents
in the spx junction. HereD = 08 and Ip = e o=2h. (@)
T he energies @?) ofthe A ndreev bound states. T he solid and
dashed linescorrespondto ="and =#. (o) T he Jossphson
current in the static them odynam ic lim it, where the states
wih E < 0 are occupied. (c) The Josephson current in the
dynam icallin it, where the centralbranch with = # and the
Jow er branches touching o are occupied.

W e choose the spin quantization axis z along the po—
larization vector n of the triplet superconductor, so the
soin profction  on the z axis is a good quantum num —
ber. In both triplet and sihglt superconductors, the
C ooper pairing takes place betw een electronsw ith oppo—
site spins. However, the pairing potential has the sam e
sigon or and in the triplt superconductor and the
opposite signs in the singlet superconductor. T hus, the
phase di erence across the Josephson Jjunction is for
quasipartickswih ="and + for =#.The ener
giesof the A ndreev bound states can be found foreach
from Eqg. (12. togetherw ith Eqg. G wherewe should use
the upper line ofE g. d_l(_] ) or the left superconductor and
the Iower line for the right superconductor. To sin plify
calculations, we consider the case w here the m agnitudes
ofthe gaps are equal for the s—and py -w ave superconduc—
tors: j .j= jJ rJ= o. The energies of the Andresv
bound states are

P P
l1+a 1 DZ2sh

Ea; = sgn(sin ) o

(39)

For each value of the spin Index , Eq. :£-3_'9) gives
two Andreev states labeled by the index a = . In the



tunneling lim it D 1, we have

. 1 2 .2
E,; sgn(sin ) o 1 gD sin ;o 40)
1 .
E , — oD sh : 41)
2
T he energies 69‘) are plotted in Fjg.:j(a) vs. by the
solid lines for =" and by thedashed Inesfor =#.We

observe that the branches @C_i) with a = + touch thegap

bgllmdar:ies o at = 0 and , whereas the branches
@]_J)wji:h a= stay in the center of the gap.
In the lim it D 1, the centralbranches wih a =

dom nate the energy dependence on , and energy m in-—
Ina are achieved at = =2 or 3 =2. Notice that if
the system selectstheenergy m inimum at = =2,then
the spin down states, shown by the dashed lines In Fig.
:_3 (@), are populated, and the spin up states are em pty, so
the junction accum ulates the spin  h=2 per conducting
channel 1_4-}']. If the system selects the energy m inim um
at = 3 =2, then the junction accum ulates the spin h=2
per conducting channel. _

In the lIimi D 1, we can neglkct the energies l_éld)
and obtain the Jossphson current by di erentiating the
energies {41) w ith respect to  using Eq. {15) §1]. In the
dynam icallin i, the occupation num bers of the A ndreev
states Cfl]_;) are preserved, and the Josephson current has
the 2 -periodicity, as shown in Fig.d(©):

e -
I (t) E oD COs (t) : (42)
In the static them odynam ic lin it, the system occupies
the branch of the m Inim al energy for each , and the
Josephson current is -periodic, as shown in Fjg.:_ﬂ(b):

e
I() =

i : 4
o oD sgn(sin ) cos 43)

T he them odynam ic assum ption in plies that the spin ac—
cum ulation at the sy jinction changes sign when the
phase crosses

Now letusconsiderthe circuit shown in Fjg.:ff,wherea
Px —W ave superconductor has Josephson junctions at both
endsw ith an s-w ave superconductor closed in a loop. Be—
cause the sign ofthe p, -w ave pairing potential is opposie
for the + kg and Kk sheets of the Fem i surface, the
two junctions have the relative phase shift . Naively,
one m ight expect a spontaneous current in this circuit
by analogy with the comer SQUID in the cuprates E'ZI_:].
However, the system shown in Fjg.:fi can accom m odate
the phase shift by selecting the energy m inimum at

= =2 for one junction and the energy m ininum at

= 3 =2 for another jinction. Then, no current cir-
culates in the loop. However, one junction accum ulates
soins up and another jinction spins down, which m ight
be possble to detect experin entally.

The results of the this section clearly show that a
Josephson current is possible between singlet and triplt
superconductors, In agreem ent w ith the earlier ndings

2 Ky
1y +
Ky
== |
* p.—wave +
s—-wave

FIG.4: A Q1D pyx-wave superconductor closed in a loop by
an s-wave superconductor. No current is circulating in the
Joop In equilbrium . H owever, there is accum ulation of spins
up In one sPpx junction and spins down in another junction.
T he sketch at the top illustrates the Fem isurface ofa Q 1D
m etalw ith the opposite signs of the superconducting px -w ave
pairing potential on the two sheets of the Ferm i surface.

by Y [_2-§5] R ecently, the Josephson current was calcu—
Jated forthe sp, junction in Ref. [31], but spin accum u-
lation at the junction was not recognized in this paper.
The spx Jjinction considered in this section is m athe-
m atically equivalent to the 0 =45 d-d junction and the
45 junction between an s-wave and a d-wave supercon-—
ductors (see Sec.ilV &) . Eq. {39) was cbtained fr that
case in Refs. 3, 24, 25]. However, there is no spin ac-
cum ulation In junctions between singlet s— and d-wave
superconductors, unlke in the s, junction.

Iv. JUNCTIONS BETW EEN
QUASITW ODIM ENSIONAL
SUPERCONDUCTORS

In this section, we study junctions between quasitwo—
din ensional Q 2D ) superconductors such as nonchirald-
wave cuprates and chiral py i -wave ruthenates. For
sim plicity, we use an isotropic electron energy dispersion
Bw " = h® &2+ k2)=2m in the (x;y) plane. As
before, we select the coordinate x perpendicular to the
Jinction line and assum e that the electron m om entum
com ponent k, parallelto the junction line is a conserved
good quantum num ber. T hen, the 2D problem separates
Into a sest 0f 1D solutions @21’) In the x direction labeled
by the index k, . The Ferm im om entum kg an&l velociy

vg are replaced by their x-com ponents ky = kF2 }§
and vy x = hkg x=m . T he tranam ission coe cient of the
barrier (-j) becom es k,-dependent
kg
Z (ky) =7 0oSF———————;

kK

P—
where Zg = = 2m Up=hkr . The total Josephson current
isgiven by a sum over alloccupied subgap states labeled
by ky .

D ky)= 44)

72k,)+ 4’



FIG .5: Schem atic draw iIng of the 45 =45 Junction (panela)
and 0 =0 jinction (anelb) between two d-wave supercon-
ductors. The thick line represents the junctions line. The
circles illustrate the Fem i surfaces, where positive and neg—

ative pairing potentials are shown by the solid and dotted
lines. The pointsA ,B,C,and D In them om entum space are
connected by transm ission and re ection from the barrier.

A . Josephson junctions betw een d-w ave
superconductors

For the cuprates, ket us consider a junction parallel to
the [1;1] crystaldirection in the (@;b) plane and select
the x axisalong the diagonal[1;1],asshown In F jg."gJ @)
In these coordinates, the d-w ave pairing potential is

", k) = 20 kyRe=kZ; @5)
where the sam e notation as in Eq. @) is used. D irect
com parison of Egs. @5) and 621) dem onstrates that the
d-wave superconductor w ith the 45 Jjinction m aps to
the px-wave superconductor by the substitution o !

2 oky=kr . Thus, the resultsobtained in Sec.-r}]j:ﬁ)rthe
PxPx Jinction apply to the 45 =45 Hunction between two
d-w ave superconductors w ith the appropriate integration
over ky . The energ:es of the subgap A ndreev states are
given by Eqg. Cl4 w ith the k,-dependent param eters
and D , and the energies and the wave functions are 4 -
periodic functions of . Thus, the ac Jossphson current
in the dynam ical lim it is 4 -periodic and has the frac-
tional fnequency eV=h, as in Egs. CZO CZZ), and {32:
T he energies (14.) of the subgap states [24., .35 ] and the
dc Josephson current (:19) In the them odynam ic lim it
f23 24 ]were calculated for the 45 =45 d-d junction be—
fore. However, these papers did not recognize the frac—
tional, 4 -periodic character of the Josephson e ect in
the dynam ical lin it.

On the other hand, if the junction is Eara]]el to
the ;1] crystal direction, as shown in Fig. l5(b) then
" Ky ®ike) = k2 1§)=k§ . This pairing potential
is an even function of EX, thus it is analogous to the s—
w ave pairing potential n Eq. (:ff) . Then, the 0 =0 junc-
tion between two d-wave superconductors is analogous
to the s—s Junction. It should exhibit the conventional
2 -periodic Josephson e ect w ith the frequency 2eV=h.

For a generic ordentation of the junction line, the d-
wave pairing potential is py-lke for som e m om enta k,

and s-like forotherk, . T hus, the total Josephson current
isa sum of the unconventional and conventional temm s:

I=Cgsin(=2)+ Cysin( )+ :::; 46)

where Cy and C; are som e coe cients. W e expect that

both tem s .n Eqg. Cfl-g:) are present for any real junction
between d-wave superconductors because of in perfec—
tions In Junction orjentation. H owever, the ratio C(=C1

should be m axin al for the junction shown in Fig. :_5 @)
and m Inin al for the jinction shown in Fi_:].-En(b) . In gen-—
eral, whenever the superconductors on both sides of the
Junction have surfacem idgap states, we expect to cbserve
the 4 -periodic fractionalac Jossphson e ect. In princi-
pl, the e ect m ay be spoiled by the gapless quasiparti-
cles that exist near the gap nodes in a d-w ave supercon—
ductor. However, they would a ect only a an all portion

of the Ferm i surface near the nodes, and the 4 -periodic
Josephson e ect should survive on the other parts of the
Fem isurface, where the gap is big.

The 45 =45 jinction shown In Fig. -5 (a) should not be
confiised w ith the 0 =45 d-d Jjinction 2] orthe 45 sd
jainction §3, .44 J,much discussed in literature. None of
the papers [42 .43 .44] treated the problem correctly, be—
cause they did not take into acoount the A ndreev bound
states in the junction properly. T he correct energy spec—
trum_of the A ndreev bound states was obtained In Refs.
P4,25,35]. Tn the 0 =45 d-dand 45 s-d janctions, only
one superconductor has m idgap states, thus these junc-
tions are m athem atically analogous to the s, jinction
considered In Sec. 'i:ﬁ[-Gl The spect:cum of the Andreev
bound states is given by Eq. {_39 ) without the factor ,
because both superconductors are singlt. The energy
¥velsare pbtted vs. in FJg-_Z’. @), where the solid and
dashed lines represent not spin, but positive and nega—
tive m om enta k, . The junction has two energy m inin a
at = =2 or3 =2,where the states w ith only negative
or positive m om enta k, are Ikd, thus there are persis—
tent currents along the jinction line [45 l46] ©n the
other hand, there is no spin accum u]ann unlke in the
SPx Jinction discussed in Sec. 'DIG' ) In the them o—
dynam ic Ilim it, the current-phase relation shown in Fig.
:f. ) is -periodic; however, it requires reversing the cur-
rents along the junction line when  passes through 0
or . In the dynam ical Iim i, the current-phase relation
shown nFig. -3’ (c) is2 -periodic. The rsttwoham onics

= Cy1sin( )+ C,y,sin(2 ) have been ]:eoen_tjy observed
experin entally in the 0 =45 d-d janction W7].

B . Josephson junctions w ith chiral superconductors

In this section, we study junctions between the chiral
Px IR -wave superconductors SR U0 4, where the pair-
Ing potential is assum ed to be (k) = o (kx ik )=kg
i_é], and the two signs correspond to opposite chiralities.
W e assum e a unifom ordentation ofthe spin-polarization
vector n across the jinction. This problem was nves—
tigated in Ref. 28] ushg the E iknberger equation for



G reen’s functions. It was found that the chiral subgap
states at the junctions enhance the low -tem perature crit—
ical Josephson current in symm etric jinctions. Here we
use the BAG equation to obtain the spectrum ofthe An-—
dreev bound states. A s before, we assum e that the m o—
mentum com ponent k, parallel to the junction is con-—
served. Thus, the problem separates into a set of 1D
solutions in the x direction perpendjcu]arto the Junction
plane, and we can use the m ethod of Sec. .]:IIA'

F irst we consider a jinction betw een two supemonduc—
tors w ith opposite chiralities, as illustrated In the st
colmn of Fig.@(@). In thiscase, 1 = o (ke + ik, )=ks
and g = € (ke ik)=ke . W hen the barrier is
not transparent O© = 0), each superconductor has chiral
Andreev surface states w ith the sam e energy dispersion
E ky) = ]ﬁy 0=Kg I_l-Z_'i] T he electron tunneling am pli-
tude / D produces a m atrix elem ent m ixing the two
states in the rst-order degenerate perturbation theory.
T hus, the tw Qenergy Spoectra repelw ith the splitting pro—
portionalto D . From Eq. 612), we nd the Hllow ing

subgap energies:
!
> = D CDSE
47

T he energy levels splitting oscﬂ]ai@s w ith thg period 4
as a function of E = ( o=ke) k2 K’ D cos =2.
T he splitting depends on k, through the squareroot pref-
actor and through the dependenoe ofD onk, nEqg. z44
and vanishes at k, % . The energy dispersion (47)
is plotted vs. k; in the second and third colum ns of F ig.
:ﬁi(a) for severalvalues of . The spectrum of excitations
is gapless because of the chiral dispersion in k,. Thus,
it is reasonable to assum e that the occupation num bers
ofthe subgap states are In instantaneous them odynam ic
equilbriim forany phase . Then, the Josephson current
isa 2 -periodic function of , as JJJustJ:ated at zero tem —
perature In the fourth column of F ig. 6 , even though
the energy levels (4'/ are 4 -periodic ﬁmct:ons of

Now It us consider the case of two superconductors
w ith opposite chiralities, as illustrated n the rst colum n
ofFig. :_6 ). W hen the two superconductors are discon—
nected O = 0), their chiral A ndreev surface states have
opposite dispersionsE =k, o=kg , thus they are non—
degenerate. The elctron tunneling am plitude  / D
repels the energy lvels around the intersection point
k, = 0. From Eq. llZ), we nd the Pllow ng subgap
energies:

)}§+Dk§ ooszz: (48)

T he energy dispersion @@') is plotted vs. k, In the sec—
ond and third colum ns ofFjg.-'_é ) Por several values of

. The energy splitting around k, = 0 isa 2 -periodic
function of and vanishesat = . The Josephson cur-
rent isa 2 -periodic finction of , as illustrated at zero
tem perature in the furth colum n of Fig.ig b).
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Now ltusconsidera junction between an s-waveand a
Px t ipy—w ave superconductors shown In the rst column
ofF ig. -6 (¢) . The Josephson current was calculated in this
case In Ref. Blu] using the m ethod of G reen’s functions.
H ow ever, the energies of the A ndreev bound states were
not w ritten explicitly. T he subgap states in this jinction
are obtained by soking Eq. {14) in them anner sin flarto
the 1D sy jinction. For sin plicity, we assum e that the
m agnitudes of the pairing potentials in both supercon-—
ductorsarethe same: j 1 j= j R J= o. The square of
the subgap energies is given by the follow ing expression

2
EZ = 70 1+ RK.  DE,sh 49)
a q
+a 1 R 1

RE, Dsh f ;

whereR = 1 D is the re ection coe cient, and K, =

ky=kr . The signs of the energies are
sgnE,; = syn RK, + D sin (50)
N4 1
u
51 RR D sin ¥

Fora given ,there are two branches of energies labeled
by the Index a = . The energy dispersions E ;» (k)
are shown In the second and third colum ns ofFjg.ur_G(c)
for severalphases . In the lim it of In penetrable barrier
D ! 0, theenergy branch wih a= + approachesto the
gap edges £, j! o, Whereas the branch wih a =
approaches to the energy dispersion E ! k, o=kr of
the chiral surface states in the py + ip,-wave supercon—
ductor [131.

Theenergy E,; k,) ragiven isa2 -periodicfunc-
tion of .TheenergyE,; (k) isobtained ﬁ:grg_Ea; ky)
by the shift ! + ,asdiscussed in Sec.'TIIG!. Thus,
the Josephson current {_ié) in the static therm odynam ic
Iim i, obtained by summ ation over and k,, isa -
periodic function of , as shown In the fourth column
of Fig. 6 (©, In agreem ent w ith Ref. B]J] Sin ilarly to the
SPx Jnction considered in Sec. 'DIGI the s—px + ipy)
Junction has two equal energy m inin a [3]1 at = =2
and 3 =2 accom panied by accum ulation ofthe down spin
for = =2 and theup soin or = 3 =2.

V. EXPERIM ENTAL OBSERVATION OF THE
FRACTIONAL AC JOSEPHSON EFFECT

Conceptually, the setup for experim ental observation
of the fractional ac Josephson e ect is straightforward.
One should apply a dc voltage V to the junction and
m easure frequency spectrum ofm icrow ave radiation from
the junction, expecting to detect a peak at the fractional
frequency eV=h. H igher ham onics, such as 2eV=h, m ay



also be present because ofEq. @-@') and circuit nonlinear-
ities, but an cbservation of the 1/2 subham onic of the
conventional Josephson frequency 2eV=h would be the
signature of the e ect.

Josephson radiation at the oconventional frequency
2eV=h was rst observed experin entally aln ost 40 years
ago in K harkov (4§, 494], Hlowed by furtherwork [50, 51].
In Ref. (49], the spectrum of m icrow ave radiation from
tin junctionswasm easured, and a sharp peak at the fre—
quency 26V=h was found. W ithout any attem pt tom atch
in pedances of the junction and waveguide, Dm itrenko
and Yanson [fl@l] und the signal several hundred tin es
stronger than the noise and the ratio of linew idth to the
Josephson frequency less than 10 3. M ore reoent_%z, a
peak of Josephson radiation was observed in Ref. EZ] n
Indium jmctjonsatthe frequency 9 G H z w ith the w idth
36 MHz. In Ref. [53.], a peak of Josephson radiation
was observed around 11 GHz wih the width 50 M Hz
n BLSrnCaCu,0 g singk crystalsw ith the current along
the c axis perpendicular to the layers.

To observe the fractionalac Josephson e ect predicted
In this paper, it is necessary to perform the sam e exper—
In ent w ith the 45 =45 cuprate junctions shown in Fig.
:§ @) . For controlpurposes, it is also desirable tom easure
frequency spectrum forthe 0 =0 jinction shown In Fig.
:5 (), where a peak at the frequency eV=h should bem in—
In al. Tt should be absent com pltely n a conventional
s-s janction, unless the Jjunction enters a chaotic regin e
w ith period doubling [54, 55]. The high-T. jinctions of
the required geom etry can be m anufactured using the
step-edge technique. B icrystal junctions are not appro-—
priate, because the crystal axes a and b of the two su-
perconductors are rotated relative to each other in such
Junctions. As shown In Fjg.[_'i(a), we need the junction
w here the crystal axes of the two superconductors have
the sam e ordentation. Unfrtunately, attem pts to m an—
ufacture Josephson junctions from the Q 1D organic su—
perconductors (IM T SF),X failed thus far.

The most comm on way of studying the ac Josesphson
e ect is observation of the Shapiro steps Q_S-éj] In this
setup, the Josgphson Junction is irradiated by m icrow aves
w ih the frequency !, and steps in dc current are de-
tected at the dc voltages V, = nh!=2e. Unfortunately,
this m ethod is not very usefiil to study the e ect that
we predict. Indeed, our results are e ectively obtained
by the substitution 2e ! e. Thus, we expect to see the
Shapiro steps at the voltagesV, = mh!=e= 2m h!=2e,
ie.we expect to see only even Shapiro steps. However,
when both tem s are present n Eq. dfl-é), they produce
both even and odd Shapiro steps, so i would be di —
cul to di erentiate thenovele ect from the conventional
Shapiro e ect. Notice also that the so-called fractional
Shapiro steps observed at the voltage Vi, = h!=4e cor-
resoponding to n = 1=2 have nothing to do w ith the e ect
that we propose. They originate from the higher har-
m onics in the currentphase relation I / sin@ ). The
fractional Shapiro steps have been observed In cuprates
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(1_5-]', :_55_5 '59 but also in conventional s-wave supercon—
ductors [60] Anotherm ethod ofm easuring the current—
phase relation in cuprateswas em ployed in Ref. {_6]_1], but
connection w ith our theoretical results isnot clear at the

m om ent.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

In this paper, we study suitably oriented pypx or d-d
Josephson junctions, w here the superconductors on both
sides of the junction originally have the surface A ndreev
m idgap states. In such junctions, the Josephson cur-
rent I, carried by the hybridized subgap A ndreev bound
states, is a 4 -periodic function of the phase di erence

: I/ sin( =2), in agreem ent w ith Ref. Q]‘] T hus, the
ac Josephson current should exhibit the fractional fre—
quency €V=h, a half of the conventional Josephson fre—
quency 26V=h. In the tunneling lin i, the Josephson
current is proportionalto the rst power of the electron
tunneling am plitude, not the square as In the conven-—
tional case l_Z-Zj, :_iﬁi, :_i!_i] T hus, the Josephson current
In the considered case is carried across the interface by
single electrons w ith charge e, rather than by Copper
pairs w ith charge 2e. T he fractional ac Josephson e ect
can be observed experin entally by m easuring frequency
spectrum ofm icrow ave radiation from the jinction and
detecting a peak at eV=h.

In pxPx jinctions w ith nonparallel ordientation of the
spin-polarization vectors n, the Josephson current de-
pends on the relative angle between the vectors n @9‘]
T he Josephson current is pem itted between singlet and
triplet superconductors, but, In the static themm ody-—
nam ic lin i, the current-phase relation is -periodic R4].
The s junction has two equal m inina in energy at

= =2 and 3 =2 [_§1‘1], characterized by accum ulation
of the up ordown spins (ordented relative to the vector
n) in the jinction. In Jossphson junctions between chi-
ral px iR -wave superconductors, the Andreev bound
states are also chiral. In the static themm odynam ic 1lim i,
the current-phase relation has the period of 2 in the
chiralpp jll’lCthl’lS 1_28 and the period of in the chiral
s janctions [Z_B]J]
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Note added in proof. The fractional Jossphson ef-
fect discussed in our paper is sim ilar to the fractional
quantum Halle ect [}_3-2_:] Both involre existence of sev—
eral equivalent ground states, whose energy levels cross:
C om pare Fjg.-'}'c ofour paper and Fig. 2a ofRef. [_6-2_i]
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FIG.6: The subgap energy spectra and the Jossphson cur-
rents in the junctionsw ith chiralpx  ipy -wave superconduc—
tors, calculated for Zp = 1. (@) Junction between two p-wave
superconductors w ith opposite chiralities. (o) Junction be—
tween two p-wave superconductors w ith the sam e chirality.
(c) Junction between s-wave and chiral p-wave superconduc-—
tors. In the second and third colum ns of row (@), th_e_so]jd
and dashed lines show the a = branches of Eq. {fl?) _fgr
di erent values of . In rows (b) and (c), the energies (:l_lfj)
and @5_3) are shown by the solid and dashed lines for = 0
and =2 in the second colum n and for = and 3 =2 in the
third colim n. The energies of quasiparticles with =# are
the sam e as w ith =" for rows (@) and (), and they can
be obtained by the shift ! + for row (c). The Purth
colum n show s the Josephson current in the static them ody-—
nam ic lim it, nom alized by Ip = e oLy ks =2 h,where L, is
the length of the junction.



