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H eat Transport T hrough Josephson Point C ontacts

ErhaiZhao, Tom as L�ofwander, and J.A. Sauls
Departm ent ofPhysics & Astronom y, Northwestern University, Evanston, IL 60208

(D ated:April14,2024)

W e present a com prehensive study ofheat transport through sm allsuperconducting point con-

tacts.Theheatcurrentfora tem peraturebiased weak link iscom puted asa function oftem perature

and barriertransparency ofthejunction.Thetransportoftherm alenergy iscontrolled by thequasi-

particle transm ission probability forthe pointcontactthatcouplesthe superconducting leads. W e

derive this transm ission probability and results for the heat current starting from nonequilibrium

transportequationsand interfaceboundary conditionsfortheK eldysh propagatorsin quasiclassical

approxim ation.W ediscussthetherm alconductanceforboth clean and dirty superconductingleads,

aswellasaspectsofthe nonlinearcurrentresponse.W e show thatthe transm ission probability for

continuum quasiparticle statesisboth energy-and phase-dependent,and controlled by an interface

Andreev bound state below the continuum .Forhigh transparency barriersthe form ation ofa low-

energy bound state,when the phase is tuned to � = �,leads to a reduction ofthe heat current

relativeto thatfor� = 0.Forlow-transparency barriers,a shallow Andreev bound statejustbelow

thecontinuum edgeisconnected with resonanttransm ission ofquasiparticlesforenergiesjustabove

the gap edge,and leads to enhanced heat conductance as the tem perature is lowered below the

superconducting transition.

PACS num bers:74.25.Fy,74.40.+ k,74.45.+ c,74.50.+ r

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

In recentyearstheoreticaland experim entalinvestiga-
tion ofquantum transportthrough sm allsuperconduct-
ing hetero-structureshas increased signi�cantly (see for
exam ple Refs.1,2 and referencestherein). These struc-
tures vary from length scalesofthe order ofa m icrom -
eter down to the atom ic scale. Experim entalprogress
is driven in part by the developm ent of atom ic-scale
break junctions, sub-m icron- to nano-scale lithography
and the fabrication ofnovelm ulti-term inalm esoscopic
structures,aswellasexperim entaltechniquesand m eth-
odsofm easuring the localtem peraturesin sm allm eso-
scopicstructures.3

Considerable e�orthasgone into the study ofcharge
transportin m esoscopicdevices,both thenon-dissipative
superconducting response as well as the dissipative
current response in voltage-biased junctions.2 M uch
less is known about the electronic heat transport in
tem perature-biasedjunctions.Hereweprovideadetailed
reportoftheoreticalresultson therm altransportin sm all
tem perature-and phase-biased Josephson junctionsand
weak-linksasa function ofbarriertransparency,D ,tem -
perature,T,and phase bias,�. W e provide a deriva-
tion ofthetransportpropertiesofsuperconducting point
contacts starting from the K eldysh form ulation of the
nonequilibrium transportequationsforthequasiclassical
G reen functions,and extend our briefreport in Ref.4
ofthetherm alconductance(linearresponse)to thenon-
linearcurrentresponse. W e use the Ricattiform ulation
ofthetransportequationsand follow closely thenotation
in Refs.5,6.

Sm all Josephson junctions are ideal system s for in-
vestigating quantum e�ectson transportunderwellde-
�ned non-equilibrium situations. Here we focuson non-

equilibrium transportinduced by a tem peraturebias� T
across the junction. The therm alcurrent is shown to
depend on the phase di�erence,�,across the junction.
To quasiclassicalaccuracy,i.e. to leading order in the
sm all param eters s = (Tc=�f;1=kf�0;:::), the therm o-
power is generally negligible, and in this lim it there
is no tem perature-induced voltage across the junction.
The phase rem ainsconstant,and thusthe tem perature-
biased junction is in a stationary state. But, in gen-
eralthe therm o-power is non-zero,so to be m ore pre-
cise we estim ate the relative m agnitude ofthe dissipa-
tive charge current to therm alcurrent induced by the
tem perature bias to be oforder Je � s(e=kB )Jq where
s � (Tc=�f) � 1 is the relevant particle-hole asym m e-
try param eter. In a closed circuit particle-hole asym -
m etry leads to a tem perature-induced voltage oforder
eV � kB � T(Tc=�f). Thus, for m easurem ents of the
heat current on a tim escale t � � � (�=� T)(�f=Tc),
the phase is constant and we m ay consider the ther-
m al current response in a stationary situation. This
is in contrast to the dissipative charge current for a
voltage-biased junction, where the voltage is generally
so large that the a.c. Josephson e�ect develops. The
chargecurrentisthen com posed ofa phase-independent
d.c. current and the a.c. Josephson current which os-
cillates with frequencies n!J,where !J = 2eV=~ is the
Josephsonfrequencyand n isan integernum ber.7,8 Thus,
the tem perature-biased junction opens up the possibil-
ity of studying quasi-stationary,phase-dependent non-
equilibrium transportprocesses.
Ata junction between two superconductors,there are

in general bound states in the quantum well form ed
between the superconducting order param eters on the
two sides.9 In a clean system ,withoutnorm albackscat-
tering at the junction (D = 1), the form ation of An-
dreev bound states (ABS) can be understood in sim -
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ple term s by considering a quasiclassicalpath: a closed
path involving oneelectron-leg and onehole-leg,thetwo
legs connected by Andreev re
ections at the two sides.
Since the superconducting phase is encoded in the co-
herence factor during Andreev re
ection,the resulting
bound state energies depend on the phase. For con-
tacts in which the distance between the electrodes is
sm allcom pared to the coherence length, there is only
one pair of bound states, with energies that disperse

with the phase as �B = � �
q

1� D sin2(�=2), where
0 < D � 1 is the transparency ofthe interface barrier.
Sincean electriccharge2eistransferred during Andreev
re
ection,the bound states participate in charge trans-
port. In fact the phase dispersion determ ines the elec-
tricsupercurrent-phasedependencethrough therelation
I = (2e=~)@�B =@�. The continuum quasiparticle states
donotcontributetothechargecurrent;thebound states
determ ine the current-phasecharacteristics.
The situation isquite di�erentwhen we considerheat

transport. As is wellknown, Andreev re
ection10 re-
sultsin strong suppression oftheheatcurrentthrough a
norm al-superconducting (NS)interface;an electron and
aretro-re
ected holehaveequal,butoppositely directed,
probability currents.Thus,only a fraction ofthecontin-
uum quasiparticle states above the gap which are not
retro-re
ected contribute to the heat current across an
NS interface. For two superconductors coupled by a
point-contact weaklink (ScS) the localexcitation spec-
trum near the contact plays a centralrole in regulat-
ing the heat current through the interface. Although
the continuum states above the gap carry the heat,the
transm ission probability ofthese excitations is strongly
in
uenced by an interfaceAndreev bound state(ABS)at
thepointcontact.Sincethebinding energy and spectral
weight ofthe ABS are controlled by the relative phase
ofthetwo superconductors,thetransm ission probability
and theresulting heatcurrentarealso phasedependent.
Forhigh transm ission barriersthe reduction ofthe con-
tinuum density ofstatesby theform ation oftheABS for
� 6= 0leadstoasuppression oftheheatcurrentcom pared
to the case with � = 0. Forlowertransm ission barriers
D . 0:4 and � 6= 0,resonanttransm ission ofquasiparti-
cleswith energiesjustabovethegap leadsto an increase
in the heattransportrelative to the norm alstate atTc,
overa wide tem perature region below Tc.4 In thispaper
weinvestigatethisresonancee�ectand theheatcurrent
in detail,including thedependenceoftheheattransport
on the relative phase,the barriertransparency,the bar-
rierm odel,im purity scattering,aswellasthesensitivity
oftheheattransporttoa �nitetem peraturebias� T,i.e.
beyond the linearresponselim itforthe conductance.
The paper is organized as follows. In Sec.II we de-

scribeourm odelforsm allJosephsonjunctionsand point-
contactweak links.In Sec.IIIwederivetheheatcurrent
forballisticleads.W epresenttheresultsforthelinearre-
sponsein Sec.IV,and thenon-linearresponsein Sec.V.
W e also discuss the tunnellim it D � 1 in som e detail,
and exam ine the singularity that is encountered within
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FIG .1:G eom etry ofthe tem perature-biased Josephson con-

tact ofradius a. There is a potentialbarrier at z = 0 with

transparency D (pf),which connects trajectories with posi-

tive and negative projection ofthe Ferm im om entum on the

z-axis.Thelabelsindicatewhich Ricattiam plitudesarecom -

puted along each trajectory. The shaded boundaries de�ne

theregion (� �� � a)wheresuperconductivity and theexci-

tation spectrum are strongly m odi�ed for�1 6= �2.

thetunnelHam iltonian (tH)m ethod thatwaspreviously
used to calculate the heatconductance ofan SIS tunnel
junction.11,12,13 W e include a discussion ofthe heatcur-
rentbased on the tH m ethod in the Appendix. Finally,
the e�ectofdisorderin the superconducting leadsisex-
am ined in Sec.VI for superconductors in the di�usive
lim it.

II. M O D EL

W econsidertwo superconductors,denoted 1 and 2,or
L (left) and R (right),connected through a sm allcon-
striction ofdiam eter 2a at z = 0,see Fig.1. The con-
striction isassum ed to be m uch sm allerthan the super-
conductorcoherencelength,

2a � �� =
vf

��
; (1)

as wellas the elastic m ean free path, ‘, and inelastic
m ean free path,‘in. W e willconsiderthe ballistic lim it,
‘ � �� in Section III and the di�usive lim it ‘ � ��
in Section VI. In allcases,we assum e thatthe inelastic
m ean freepath ism uch largerthan anyotherlength scale
in the problem .
The potentialbarrier at z = 0 (the verticalline in

Fig. 1) is characterized by a transm ission probability,
D (pf) for norm al-state quasiparticles with Ferm i m o-
m entum pf incident on the interface. The re
ection
probabilty is given by R(pf) = 1� D (pf). The angle-
dependenceofD (pf)dependson them icroscopicbarrier
and is not very im portant for our purposes; we use a
�-function barrierwhich gives,

D (pf)=
D 0 cos2 �

1� D0 sin
2
�
; (2)



3

where� = arccos(̂vf� ẑ)istheanglebetween quasiparticle
trajectory and interfacenorm al,vf istheFerm ivelocity
and D 0 isthetransm ission probability forquasiparticles
incidentnorm alto the interface.W e develop the theory
forheatconduction forarbitrarytransparencyofthecon-
striction: 0 < D 0 � 1. This theory describes a variety
ofJosephson weak links,including the tunneljunction
(D 0 � 1)and the pin-hole pointcontact(D 0 = 1).
Forthe orderparam etersofthe two superconductors,

werestrictourselvesto thesingletpairing case,butkeep
the orbitalsym m etry arbitrary.Thus,the orderparam -
eter is in generalassum ed to be ofthe form i�y�(p f),
where �y is the second Paulim atrix in spin space and
�(p f)isthe m om entum dependentgap am plitude.The
results reported below for the heat transport are for
low-Tc superconductorswith isotropicorderparam eters.
However,the form alism isapplicable to a broaderrange
ofJosephsoncontacts,includinganisotropicorunconven-
tionalspin-singletpairing states. W e note that current
conservation is only guaranteed ifthe propagators and
self-energies(orderparam eter,im purity self-energy,etc.)
are calculated self-consistently. In the point-contactge-
om etry we can neglectthe back-action ofthe currenton
the self-energiesto lowestorder in the sm allparam eter
a=�� .14

Theelectricaland therm alresistancesofthe junction,
both / a�2 ,are m uch largerthan the corresponding re-
sistances ofthe leads. Thus,the phase change,as well
asthetem peraturechange,occuressentially atthejunc-
tion. W e then take the localphases and tem peratures
nearthe contactto be equalto the reservoirphasesand
tem peratures. Thus,we write the order param eters as
� 1(T1)ei�1 and � 2(T2)ei�2 in superconductor1 and 2,
respectively. Here are the localtem peratures near the
contactgiven by T1 and T2,respectively. W e de�ne the
phase di�erence overthe junction � = �2 � �1 and the
tem perature bias � T = T2 � T1. In the linearresponse
wewillwriteT1 = T and T2 = T + � T.

III. B A LLIST IC C A SE

To study the transport ofquasiparticles through su-
perconducting point contacts as described above, we
use the m ethod ofnonequilibrium quasiclassicalG reen
functions.15,16,17,18,19 In this form alism the advanced
and retarded G reen functions, Ĝ A ;R , describe the lo-
cal spectrum of excitations of the system , while the
K eldysh G reen functions, Ĝ K ,carry inform ation about
thenonequilibrium population ofthesestates.Theprop-
agators Ĝ A ;R ;K (pf;R ;�;t)are4� 4 m atricesin Nam bu
(particle-hole and spin) space and obey transport-like
equationsforexcitationsofenergy � m oving along clas-
sicaltrajectories labelled by the Ferm im om entum pf.
The tem perature-and phase-biased contact is,to qua-
siclassicalaccuracy,in a stationary state;thus,we drop
the dependence on t.
The heat current through the point contact

I�(�;T1;T2) is a function of the phase di�erence �

and the bath tem peratures T1 and T2. In our ge-
om etry, the heat current 
ows along the junction
norm alonly,I� = ẑI�,and is found by energy integra-
tion and Ferm i-surface averaging of the quasiclassical
K eldysh G reen’s function. Current conservation allows
us to write the heat current in term s of functions
locally at the junction on trajectories with positive
and negative projections of the Ferm i m om entum on
the ẑ-axis: Ĝ

K
+ = Ĝ

K (pf � ẑ > 0;�;�;T1;T2) and

Ĝ
K
� = Ĝ

K (pf � ẑ < 0;�;�;T1;T2),respectively.Thus,

I�(�;T1;T2)= A N fvf

Z 1

�1

d�

4�i
�

�

D

Tr
h

Ĝ
K
+ � Ĝ

K
�

iE

;

(3)

where N f is the norm al-state density of states at the
Ferm ilevel,A = �a2 is the cross-sectionalarea ofthe
contact,and the angle brackets denote a Ferm i-surface
average,including the projection ofthe group velocity
along the direction norm alto the interface.
A e�cientm ethod ofcom puting theG reen’sfunctions

is provided by the param etrization in term s of gener-
alized spectral functions i�y


R and distribution func-
tions xK , which are 2 � 2 m atrices in spin space. In
the spin-singlet case,the spin structure ofthe spectral
functionsareallgiven byi�y,whilethedistribution func-
tions are proportionalto the unit m atrix. These scalar
am plitudesobeyRicatti-typedi�erentialequations.5,20,21

Each G reen’sfunction can bewritten in term sofa setof
Ricattiam plitudes. The retarded and advanced G reen
functionshavethe form s

Ĝ
R ;A [
R ;A ;~
R ;A ]=

� �i

�R ;A

�
1� 
R ;A ~
R ;A 2i�y
R ;A

� 2i�y~
R ;A � 1+ ~
R ;A 
R ;A

�

;
(4)

where�R ;A = 1+ 
R ;A ~
R ;A ,whilethetheK eldysh G reen
function hasthe form

Ĝ
K [
R ;~
R ;
A ;~
A ;xK ;~xK ]= (5)

� 2�i

�R �A

�
xK + ~xK 
R ~
A i�y(xK 
A � ~xK 
R )

� i�y(xK ~
R � ~xK ~
A ) ~xK + xK ~
R 
A

�

:

Theadvanced am plitudesarerelated totheretarded ones
through the sym m etry 
A = � (~
R )�.W e willalso m ake
useofthe conjugation sym m etry19

~q(pf;z;�)= q(� pf;z;� �)� : (6)

Foreach trajectory,the spectralfunctionsand distri-
bution functionsarefound byintegratingthecorrespond-
ing Ricattiequationswith initialcondition eitherin the
bulk orattheinterface,depending on thestability prop-
erties ofthe di�erentialequation. W e follow the nota-
tion in Ref.6;quantities denoted by lower case letters
are com puted by integrating the Ricattiequationswith
initialconditions in the bulk,while quantities denoted
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with uppercase lettersare com puted by integrating the
Ricattiequationswith initialconditionsattheinterface.
According to thisconvention,foreach ofthefourtrajec-
toriesin Fig.1,we change lowercase lettersin Eqs.4-5
to uppercaseletters;thelistofam plitudesde�ning each
K eldysh G reen function forthescatteringtrajectoriesare
shown in Fig.1.
In the bulk region,the am plitudes are given by their

equilibrium values



R
j (pf;�)= �

� j(pf)ei�j

"R + i
p
� j(pf)2 � ("R )2

;

~
Rj (pf;�)=
� j(pf)e�i� j

"R + i
p
� j(pf)2 � ("R )2

;

x
K
j (pf;�)= (1� j
Rj (pf;�)j

2)tanh
�

2Tj
;

~xKj (pf;�)= � (1� j~
Rj (pf;�)j
2)tanh

�

2Tj
;

(7)

where the index j = 1; 2 refers to quantities in su-
perconductor one (two). Both "R and the m ean �eld
gap � j form ally include renorm alization e�ects (self-
energies) from elastic and inelastic scattering. In the
following we consider the ballistic (clean) case and de-
ferthe discussion ofim purity scattering to Sec.VI. W e
alsoassum ethattheinelasticscatteringrate,�in,issm all
com pared toallrelevantenergyscales.W ecan then write
"R = �+ i�in ! �+ i0+ ,and � j denotesthetem perature-
dependentweak-coupling gap am plitude.
Thelowercaseam plitudesarefound byintegratingthe

Ricattiequationsfrom thebulk totheinterface,with the
initialconditionsin Eqs.7.Theinitialconditionsforthe
upper case Ricattiam plitudes at the contact are then
found from Zaitsev’s non-linear boundary conditions,22

which in term sofRicattiam plitudesarereduced tolinear
boundary conditions.6 Forthe distribution functionswe
usethe notation in Ref.23 and obtain,

X
K
1 = R eex

K
1 + �Teex

K
2 + (� �Teh)~x

K
2 ;

~X K
1 = R hh~x

K
1 + (� �The)x

K
2 + �Thh~x

K
2 ;

X
K
2 = Teex

K
1 + (� Teh)~x

K
1 + �R eex

K
2 ;

~X K
2 = (� The)x

K
1 + Thh~x

K
1 + �R hh~x

K
2 :

(8)

In term softhe following particle-holespinornotation,

j�i=

�
1

� i�y�

�

; h�j= (1; � i�y�
�); (9)

the G reen’s functions at the junction (z = 0) can be
written in a com pactform

Ĝ
K
1+ = �

2�i

N 1

h

x
K
1 jrheihrhej+ ~X K

1 �̂1j

R
1 ih


R
1 ĵ�1

i

;

Ĝ
K
1� = �

2�i

N 2

�
~xK1 �̂1jrehihreh ĵ�1 + X

K
1 j~


R
1 ih~


R
1 j
�
;

Ĝ
K
2� = �

2�i

N 3

h

x
K
2 j�rheih�rhej+ ~X K

2 �̂1j

R
2 ih


R
2 ĵ�1

i

;

Ĝ
K
2+ = �

2�i

N 4

�
~xK2 �̂1j�rehih�reh ĵ�1 + X

K
2 j~


R
2 ih~


R
2 j
�
;

(10)

TABLE I:The Andreev re
ection probabilities. The denom -

inatorsare listed in Table II.

rhe = ~�R1 = [R (1+ ~
R2 

R

2 )~

R

1 + D (1+ ~
R1 

R

2 )~

R

2 ]=B 1

reh = �
R

1 = [R (1+ 

R

2 ~

R

2 )

R

1 + D (1+ 

R

1 ~

R

2 )

R

2 ]=B 2

�rhe = ~�
R

2 = [R (1+ 

R

1 ~

R

1 )~

R

2 + D (1+ ~

R

2 

R

1 )~

R

1 ]=B 3

�r = �R = [R (1+ 

R ~
R )
R + D (1+ 


R ~
R )
R ]=B

whereN k = j�kj
2 fork = 1:::4 with

�1 = 1+ 

R
1 rhe ;�3 = 1+ 


R
2 �rhe ;

�2 = 1+ ~
R1 reh ;�4 = 1+ ~
R2 �reh :
(11)

The Andreev re
ection am plitudes r�� are listed in
Table I,and the scattering probabilities,T�� and R ��,
are listed in Table II. The notation ischosen such that
T R
�� (R R

��) denotes the probability oftransm ission (re-

ection) ofa particle oftype � to a particle oftype �.
Q uantitieswith a bardenote transm ission from rightto
leftand re
ection on the rightside,while those without
bardenote transm ission from leftto rightand re
ection
on the leftside.

W eusetheaboveinterfaceG reen functionstocom pute
theheatcurrentvia Eq.3.Therearefourcontributions,
oneforeach incom ingdistribution function in Eq.7:i=
1� 4 forxK1 ;~x

K
1 ;x

K
2 ;~x

K
2 ,corresponding to electron-like

and hole-like quasiparticles injected from the left (i =
1� 2)and right(i= 3� 4)reservoirs,

I� =

Z 1

�1

d�

*
4X

i= 1

j
i
�(pf;z;�;�)

+

: (12)

W e can express the spectralcurrent in term s oftrans-
m ission probabilities,T R

��
,forthedistribution functions.

The m ostdirectway ofachieving thisisto m ake use of
the unitarity ofthe scattering m atrix for the junction,
which leadsto the relation

Tr
h

Ĝ
K
+ (pf;z = 0� ;�)� Ĝ K

� (pf;z = 0� ;�)
i

= Tr
h

Ĝ
K
+ (pf;z = 0+ ;�)� Ĝ K

� (pf;z = 0+ ;�)
i

:

(13)

Thus,we com pute j1� and j2� at z = 0+ ,while j3� and
j4� are com puted at z = 0� . The heat current spectral
densitiescan then be written as
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TABLE II:Scattering probabilitiesforx
K
distribution functionsin the stationary SIS junction setup.

�Thh = D j1+ ~

R

1 

R

2 j
2
=jB 1j

2 �The = R D j~

R

1 � ~

R

2 j
2
=jB 1j

2
R hh = R j1+ ~


R

2 

R

2 j
2
=jB 1j

2
B 1 = 1+ R 


R

2 ~

R

2 + D ~

R

1 

R

2

�Tee = D j1+ 

R

1 ~

R

2 j
2
=jB 2j

2 �Teh = R D j

R

1 � 

R

2 j
2
=jB 2j

2
R ee = R j1+ 


R

2 ~

R

2 j
2
=jB 2j

2
B 2 = 1+ R 


R

2 ~

R

2 + D 

R

1 ~

R

2

Thh = D j1+ ~

R

2 

R

1 j
2
=jB 3j

2
The = R D j~


R

2 � ~

R

1 j
2
=jB 3j

2 �R hh = R j1+ 

R

1 ~

R

1 j
2
=jB 3j

2
B 3 = 1+ R 


R

1 ~

R

1 + D ~

R

2 

R

1

Tee = D j1+ 

R

2 ~

R

1 j
2
=jB 4j

2
Teh = R D j


R

2 � 

R

1 j
2
=jB 4j

2 �R ee = R j1+ 

R

1 ~

R

1 j
2
=jB 4j

2
B 4 = 1+ R 


R

1 ~

R

1 + D 

R

2 ~

R

1

j
1
�(pf;z = 0+ ;�;�;T1;T2)= � A Nfvf�x

K
1

�
Tee(1� j~
R2 j

2)N �1

4 + The(1� j
R2 j
2)N �1

3

�
;

j
2
�(pf;z = 0+ ;�;�;T1;T2)= � A Nfvf� ~x

K
1

�
� Teh(1� j~
R2 j

2)N �1

4 � Thh(1� j
R2 j
2)N �1

3

�
;

j
3
�(pf;z = 0� ;�;�;T1;T2)= � A Nfvf�x

K
2

�
� �The(1� j
R1 j

2)N �1
1 � �Tee(1� j~
R1 j

2)N �1
2

�
;

j
4
�(pf;z = 0� ;�;�;T1;T2)= � A Nfvf� ~x

K
2

�
�Thh(1� j
R1 j

2)N �1
1 + �Teh(1� j~
R1 j

2)N �1
2

�
:

(14)

Notethateach spectralcurrentdensity vanishesin the
subgap region,i.e. forj�j< m ax(�1;� 2)the factor1�
j
R j2 = 0.Theheatcurrentisonly carried by continuum
energy quasiparticles,and thus,we only consider j�j>
m ax(� 1;� 2)from hereon.Using thesym m etry in Eq.6
weobtain

j
2
�(pf;z = 0+ ;�)= j

1
�(� pf;z = 0+ ;� �);

j
4
�(pf;z = 0� ;�)= j

3
�(� pf;z = 0� ;� �);

(15)

which im pliesthathole-likequasiparticlescarrythesam e
am ountofheatasthe electron-like quasiparticles(after
energy integration and Ferm i-surfaceaveraging).
W e introduce transm ission coe�cients(scriptD ’s)by

com biningthescatteringprobabilitiesforxK distribution
functions(big T’s)with thespectralrenorm alization fac-
tors[thefactors,(1� j
R j2),and thedenom inatorsN �1

i ].
W e then obtain,

j
1
� = � A Nfvf� tanh

�

2T1
[D ee(pf;�)+ Dhe(pf;�)];

j
3
� = + A N fvf� tanh

�

2T2

�
�D ee(pf;�)+ �D he(pf;�)

�
:

(16)

The transm ission coe�cientforelectron-like quasiparti-
clesrem aining electron-like,D ee,hasthe form

D ee(pf;�)= (1� j
R1 j
2)Tee(1� j~
R2 j

2)N �1

4

=
D (1� j
R1 j

2)(1� j~
R2 j
2)j1+ 
R2 ~


R
1 j

2

jZj2
;
(17)

while the transm ission coe�cientforelectron-likequasi-
particleswith branch conversion to hole-like quasiparti-
cles,D he,is

D he(pf;�)=
RD (1� j
R1 j

2)(1� j
R2 j
2)j~
R2 � ~
R1 j

2

jZj2
: (18)

The corresponding coe�cients for transm ission from

rightto leftare,

�D ee(pf;�)=
D (1� j
R2 j

2)(1� j~
R1 j
2)j1+ 
R1 ~


R
2 j

2

jZj2
;

�D he(pf;�)=
RD (1� j
R2 j

2)(1� j
R1 j
2)j~
R1 � ~
R2 j

2

jZj2
:

(19)

Thecom m on denom inatorisgiven by

Z =1+ R(
R1 ~

R
1 + 


R
2 ~


R
2 )

+ D (
R1 ~

R
2 + ~
R1 


R
2 )+ 


R
1 ~


R
1 


R
2 ~


R
2 :

(20)

W e im m ediately see that

�D he(pf;�)= Dhe(pf;�); (21)

while thesym m etry given by Eq.6 leadsto

�D ee(pf;�)= Dee(� pf;� �): (22)

W ith the aid ofthese relationswe can expressthe total
heatcurrentin a m orecom pactform ,

I�(�;T1;T2)= 2

Z 1

m ax(� )

d� j�(z = 0;�;�;T1;T2); (23)

where the factor2 re
ectsthe sym m etry ofthe spectral
current under � � ! �. The heat-current spectralden-
sity isexpressed in term softhe Ferm i-surface averaged
transm ission coe�cient,

j�(z = 0;�;�;T1;T2)= � 2A Nfvf�
D

D (pf;�;�;T1;T2)
E

�

tanh
�

2T1
� tanh

�

2T2

�

;

(24)

D (pf;�;�)= Dee(pf;�;�)+ Dhe(pf;�;�); (25)
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wherethefactortwoisduetotheelectron-holesym m etry
[c.f.Eq.15].Equation 23 satis�esthesym m etries

I�(� �;T1;T2)= I�(�;T1;T2);

I�(�;T2;T1)= � I�(�;T1;T2):
(26)

and Eqs.23-24aretheresultsfornon-linearheat-current
responseto a tem peratureand phasebias.Theseresults
hold forsingletsuperconductorswith any orbitalsym m e-
try,in particularforeithers-waveord-wavesym m etries.

A . S-w ave sym m etry: �(p f)= �

In the rem aining sections we focus on the low-Tc su-
perconductors,with a m om entum independent(s-wave)
orderparam eter.However,the orderparam etersforthe
two superconductorshave di�erentphases,�j,and m ay
also have di�erent order param eter am plitudes,e.g. as
a resultofa �nite tem perature bias,� j = �(T j). The
retarded Ricattiam plitudesin thebulk arethen m om en-
tum independent. M oreover,since the s-wave orderpa-
ram eter is constant in space for the point contact,the
lowercaseRicattiam plitudesaregiven by theirbulk val-
uesalong the whole trajectory.W e then obtain analytic
expressionsforthe e�ectivetransm ission coe�cients

D ee(pf;�)=
2D �1�2(�2 + �1�2 � �1� 2 cos�)

[D �2 + (1+ R)�1�2 � D �1� 2 cos�]
2
;

D he(pf;�)=
2RD �1�2(�2 � �1�2 � �1� 2 cos�

[D �2 + (1+ R)�1�2 � D �1� 2 cos�]
2
:

(27)

where�j � sgn(�)
q

�2 � �2
j
.

B . Linear response

In linearresponse we write T1 = T and T2 = T + �T.
Then to lowestorderin �T weobtain,

I�(�;T)= � �(�;T)�T; (28)

wherethe heatconductancehasthe form

�(�;T)= 4A

Z 1

�

d�N (�)[�vg(�)]hD (�;�;T)i

�
@f

@T

�

;

(29)

with the transm ission coe�cient,

D (pf;�;�;T)= Dee(pf;�;�;T)+ Dhe(pf;�;�;T); (30)

D ee(pf;�;�;T)= D
(�2 � �2)(�2 � �2 cos2 �

2
)

h

�2 � �2(1� D sin2 �

2
)
i2 ;

D he(pf;�;�;T)= RD
(�2 � �2)� 2 sin2 �

2
h

�2 � �2(1� D sin2 �

2
)
i2:

(31)

Equation 29 is an intuitive form ofthe heat conduc-
tancethatresem blesthebulk therm alconductivity.The
conductance isexpressed in term softhe bulk quasipar-
ticle density ofstates,N (�)= Nfj�j=

p
�2 � �2,and the

energy current carried by these quasiparticles,[�vg(�)],
where vg(�)= vf

p
�2 � �2=j�jisthe group velocity ofa

bulk excitation. Note that the product,N vg = N fvf,
is energy independent. The backscattering atthe junc-
tion (resultingfrom theSharvin resistanceand thetrans-
parency D � 1),which lim itstheheatconductance,cor-
respondsto the elastic m ean free path due to im purities
in the bulk.

The linear response results in Eqs. 28-30 for the
heat conductance were reported in Ref. 4, for a pf-
independent norm al-state transm ission probability, D .
In Sec. IV we extend the analysis of the linear re-
sponse lim it and exam ine the non-linear therm al re-
sponse,Eqs.23-24,in Sec.V.

IV . T H ER M A L C O N D U C TA N C E

The phase m odulation of the heat conductance,
�(�;T), is determ ined by the transm ission coe�cient,
D (�;�;T). The energy dependence ofthe transm ission
coe�cientre
ectsfeaturesofthe phase-dependentlocal
density of states (LDO S) of the junction, N J(�;�;T).
TheLDO S atthecontactisde�ned asN J(pf;�;�;T)=

�
N f

�
Im Ĝ R

11(pf;z = 0� ;�;�;T),where Ĝ R
11 is the diag-

onal(11) com ponent ofthe retarded G reen’s function,
which hasthe following form atthe junction,

Ĝ
R
11(pf;z = 0� ;�)

� i�
=
�
p
� 2 � �2 � i

2
sgn(pf �̂z)� 2D sin�

�2 � �2(1� D sin2 �

2
)

:

(32)

The resulting LDO S has both a bound-state (j�j< �)
and continuum (j�j> �)spectrum given by
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N J(pf;�;�;T)

N f

= �(j�j� �)
j�j
p
�2 � �2

�2 � �2(1� D sin2(�=2))

+ ��(� � �B )
j�j
p
� 2 � �2 � 1

2
sgn(pf �̂z)� 2D sin�

2j�j
+ ��(� + �B )

j�j
p
� 2 � �2 + 1

2
sgn(pf �̂z)� 2D sin�

2j�j
;

(33)

0

2

4

6

D=0.1
D=0.3
D=0.5
D=0.7

0

2

4

6

φ=0
φ=0.4π
φ=0.6π
φ=π

0 0.5 1 1.5 2
ε / ∆

0

2

4

D=0.1
D=0.3
D=0.5
D=0.7

0.8 1 1.2 1.4 1.6 1.8
ε / ∆

0

2

4

φ=0
φ=0.4π
φ=0.6π
φ=π

(a)

(b) (d)

(c)

D(ε,π)

D

D(ε,φ)

D
@  D=0.2

N
J
(ε,π)

N
f

N
J
(ε,φ)

@  D=0.2
N

f

FIG .2: The LD O S atthe junction,N J(�;�),and the trans-

m ission coe�cient,D (�;�),at�xed m om entum p f with D �

D (pf). (a)-(b) D i�erent transparencies at phase di�erence

� = �. (c)-(d) D i�erent phase di�erences at transparency

D = 0:2. N J is suppressed by the form ation of the ABS,

as � is tuned from 0 to �. For high transparency D is sup-

pressed,butfor low transparency D contains a resonance at

�r ’ �+ 1

2
�D sin 2 �

2
,atwhich D (�r;�)= 1=2. In allcases,

T = 0:72Tc,and forclarity weadded a sm allwidth,� 10
� 3
Tc

to the bound-states.

The spectrum is shown in Fig.2 as a function of the
phasebias(2c)and asa function ofbarriertransparency
for � = � (2a). O fparticular im portance is the form a-
tion ofa pairofAndreev bound states(ABS)with phase
dispersion

�B = � �

r

1� D sin2
�

2
; (34)

and the im pactofthe ABS on the continuum spectrum .
In addition,we note the following characteristicsofthe
LDO S:

1.In the absence of phase bias, � = 0, the LDO S
reducesto the BCS density ofstatesin the bulk.

2.Undera phase bias,� 6= 0,Andreev bound states
are form ed,with spectralweight drawn from the
continuum near� = �.

3.The ABS are weakly bound and close to the con-
tinuum edge forlow transparency.Forhigh trans-
parency thesestatesarem orestrongly bound,and
m ay lie wellbelow the gap.

0 0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
 φ/π

1

1.5

2

2.5

κ(
φ)

 / 
κ(

φ=
0)

D
0
=0.1

D
0
=0.25

D
0
=0.5

D
0
=0.75

D
0
=0.9

FIG .3:Thetherm alconductanceasa function of� and bar-

riertransparency D .The therm alconductance isnorm alized

foreach D by itsvalue at� = 0.

4.For � = � the ABS is the closest to the Ferm i
level(at �B = �

p
R),and consequently the spec-

tralweightofcontinuum excitationsisreduced the
m ostatthisphasebias.

These characteristics of the LDO S have direct conse-
quencesforthepropertiesofthetransm ission coe�cient,
D ,and thus for the heat conductance. For � = 0 the
transm ission coe�cient becom es independent ofenergy
and reduces to the norm al-state transm ission probabil-
ity:D (�;0)= D . Thus,the therm alconductance ofthe
pointcontactat� = 0,

�(� = 0)=
N fvf hD iA

T 2

Z 1

�

d��
2sech2

�

2T
; (35)

is reduced com pared to the norm al-state conductance
(Eq.35with � = 0),� N = 2�

2

3
N fvf hD iA T,by opening

thesuperconducting gap.Notethatthetem peraturede-
pendence ofthe ratio,�(� = 0)=�N (Tc),isequivalentto
thatofthenorm alized bulk therm alconductivity ofan s-
wave BCS superconductor. For� 6= 0,the transm ission
coe�cient is strongly dependent on energy and phase,
which isthe sourceofthe phase-m odulation ofthe ther-
m alconductanceshown in Fig.3.Forhigh transparency
(D & 0:7),the suppression ofthe continuum density of
statesassociated with theform ation oftheABS wellbe-
low the gap isre
ected in a suppressed transm ission co-
e�cient and a reduced heat conductance com pared to
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� = 0.Thus,forhigh transparency as� istuned from 0
to �,the conductance issuppressed asshown in Fig.3.
In the lim itD ! 1 only directtransm ission ispossible,
D ee(�;�)= (�2 � �2)=(�2 � �2 cos2(�

2
));branch conver-

sion processesvanish,D he = 0,and we recoverthe heat
conductanceofa pinholejunction

�(�)=
N fvfA

4T 2

Z 1

�

d�
�2(�2 � �2)

�2 � �2 cos2 �

2

sech2
�

2T
; (36)

obtained by K ulik and O m elyanchuk.24

In thecaseoflow transparency,D � 1,and � 6= 0,the
Andreev bound stateslie justbelow the gap edge. The
transm issioncoe�cient,D (�;�),exhibitsaresonancejust
above the gap edge,asshown in Fig.2. Thisresonance
is a consequence ofthe shallow ABS.W e see this fact
clearly in Fig.2(c)-(d):thecontinuum LDO S isreduced
as� ischanged from 0 to �,while the resonance in the
transm ission coe�cientisenhanced (the area underthe
curveisenhanced).Theresonanceenergy isobtained by
writing�r = �+ ��r,where��r � �,in theexpressionfor
thetransm ission coe�cient,Eq.30.From theextrem um
condition,@D =@��r = 0,weobtain

�r � �

�

1+
1

2
D sin2

�

2

�

: (37)

At the resonance energy the transm ission coe�cient is
independentoftransparency and takesthe value

D (�r;�)=
1

2
: (38)

The resonant transm ission ofquasiparticles with ener-
gies � � �r leads to an increase in the therm alconduc-
tance as the phase bias is tuned from 0 to �,as shown
in Fig.3. O bservation ofthe phase m odulation m ay be
accom plished with a point-contactJosephson junction in
a SQ UID geom etry. In this case the phase is tuned by
the
ux,�,threading theSQ UID,� = 2�(�=� 0),where
�0 = hc=2e isthe superconducting 
ux quantum .
Anotherim portantconsequenceoftheresonanceisthe

increaseofthetherm alconductancefor� = � com pared
to the norm al-state conductance at Tc,as the tem per-
ature is lowered below Tc,see Fig.4. This peak e�ect
is large and persists over a broad tem perature range,
0:5Tc . T � Tc, for m oderate to low transparencies,
D � 0:2 to D � 1.
For very low tem peratures,T � �,the sharpening

of the distribution functions at the Ferm i level, com -
bined with the gap in the continuum spectrum leads
to an exponentially sm all therm al conductance. The
reduction ofthe low-tem perature heat conductance for
norm al-superconducting (NS) proxim ity structures is
wellknown from Andreev’s work on heat re
ection at
NS interfaces.10 However, the increase in the therm al
conductance com pared to the norm al state in the in-
term ediate to high tem perature range is not related to
Andreev re
ection at high-transparency interfaces,but

0.4 0.5 0.6 0.7 0.8 0.9 1
T / T

c

0

0.5

1

1.5

2

κ(
φ,

T
) 

/ κ
N

D
0
=0.05, φ=π

D
0
=0.1, φ=π

D
0
=0.2, φ=π

D
0
=0.5, φ=π

D
0
=0.8, φ=π

 φ=0

FIG .4: The tem perature dependence of phase-m odulation

of the therm al conductance for � = �, norm alized by the

conductance at Tc, �N = 2�2A N fvfTc hD i=3. Shown for

com parison is the norm alized conductance for � = 0,which

isindependentoftransparency.

isa consequence resonanttransm ission ofheatcarrying
quasiparticles,and is characteristic ofinterm ediate- to
low-transparency Josephson point-contactjunctions.

A . T he tunnelling lim it: D ! 0

Hereweexam inein m oredetailthephasedependence
ofthe therm alconductance in Eq.29 in the tunnelling
lim it,D � 1. W e neglect the m om entum dependence
and set D (pf) = D . For D � 1, when we expand
the transm ission coe�cient, D (�;�), to leading order
in D there is prefactor proportionalto D ,and a non-
perturbativedependenceon D thatisresponsibleforthe
resonance peak at �r. The resonance leads to a non-
analytic contribution to the conductance proportional
D lnD thatdom inatesin thelim itD ! 0.Consequently
up to orderD the therm alconductance �(�)containsa
term proportionaltosin2 �

2
,aswellasanonanalyticterm

proportionalto sin2 �

2
ln(sin2 �

2
),

�(�)= �0 � �1 sin
2 �

2
ln(sin2

�

2
)+ �2 sin

2 �

2
; (39)

where�0 isgiven by Eq.35 and

�1 =
N fvfD A � 3

4T 2
sech2

�

2T
;

�2 =
N fvfD A � 3

4T 2

�
4T

�
(1� tanh

�

2T
)+ c

�

� (1+ lnD )�1;

c= 2

Z 1

0

dxxlnx

2

4

�

T
sinh

p
x2+ 1

2T =�

(x2 + 1)cosh3
p
x2+ 1

2T =�

+
sech2

p
x2+ 1

2T =�

(x2 + 1)3=2

3

5 :
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0.2 0.4 0.6 0.8 1
T/T

c

0

0.5

1

 κ
1 
/κ

2

D=0.01
D=0.005

0 0.5 1
 φ / π

0

0.01

0.02

 κ
(φ

) −
κ 0 

( 
N

fv f 
T

cA
 )

κ(φ) − κ0
κ1 term
κ2 term

T=0.5 T
c 

D=0.01

FIG .5: The ratio �1=�2 as a function oftem perature. The

insetshowsthephasedependenceofthetherm alconductance,

the contributions from term s proportionalto �1 and �2 are

plotted separately.

The phase m odulation of the therm al conductance is
shown in the inset of Fig. 5, the term �2 sin

2 �

2
and

the term � �1 sin
2 �

2
ln(sin2 �

2
)are plotted separately for

T = 0:5Tc and D = 0:01. The relative im portance of
the two term sisshown forD = 0:01 and D = 0:005 as
a function oftem perature. The ratio �1=�2 increasesas
tem peratureislowered.
W e com pare Eq.39 with the resultobtained with the

tunnellingHam iltonian (tH)m ethod (seeRefs.12,13and
Appendix). According to the tH calculation,the heat
transportthrough a tunneljunctionsisgiven by Eq.A3
in the Appendix. In the linearresponse lim it,�T ! 0,
� 1 = � 2,and Eq.A3 reducesto

�
tH (�)= 8�N 2

fjT j
2

Z + 1

�

d� �
@f(�)

@T

�2 � �2 cos�

�2 � �2
: (40)

Theintegralin Eq.40 isdivergentdueto thesingularity
at � = �. The divergence is unphysicaland indicative
ofthefailureoflow-orderperturbation theory within the
tH m ethod for the linear response. W hat is m issing in
Eq.40 is the correction to the spectrum -which enters
thedenom inator-thatresultsfrom thesm all,but�nite,
barrier transparency. This non-perturbative correction
is fully taken into account in the quasiclassicalG reen
function m ethod. The singularity ofthe DO S at� = �
is rem oved by the form ation ofthe ABS,and the �nal
result, Eqs.29-30,contain no divergence in the linear
responselim it.
In earliertreatm entsthedivergenceenteringthetH re-

sultwasregulated by introducing an ad-hoc cuto�,12,13

for exam ple by requiring that the two gaps have di�er-
ent m agnitudes,� 1 6= � 2. Under these circum stances,
Eq.A3 predicts the therm alconductance has the form
�(�)= �00� �02 cos�,with both �

0
0 and �

0
2 proportionalto

jT j2 / D .However,asshown in Eq.39 thetherm alcon-
ductance ofa tunneljunction containsnon-perturbative

∆ 1∆ 2
ε0

subgap continuum

semi−

continuum

FIG .6:Three regionsin energy:sub-gap energiesbelow the

gap ofboth superconducting leads,sem i-continuum energies

between thetwo gap energies,and thetrue continuum .O nly

the true continuum statestransportheat.

corrections to the cosine dependence, i.e. the leading
order correction is � �1 sin

2 �

2
ln(sin2 �

2
). Also the m ag-

nitude of�2 containsa term proportionalto D lnD .

V . N O N -LIN EA R R ESP O N SE

W hen we considerthe non-linearresponse one im por-
tante�ectisthatthe orderparam eterson the two sides
havedi�erentm agnitudes,

� 1 = �(T);

� 2 = �(T + � T)< � 1:
(41)

The density ofstatesism odi�ed accordingly.There are
threeim portantregionsofthe localexcitation spectrum
(c.f.Fig.6):

1.j�j< �2,sub-gap spectrum with bound states,

2.� 2 < j�j< �1,sem i-continuum spectrum ,

3.� 1 < j�j,truecontinuum spectrum .

O nly the states in the true continuum carry heat. In
Fig.7 we plot the localdensity ofstates at the junc-
tion for three di�erent phase di�erences. The di�er-
ence between the gap m agnitudes becom es large as � T

is increased,the bound states m ove closer to the sem i-
continuum edge. Atthe sam e tim e,the true continuum
edge is further separated from the ABS.Consequently,
the true continuum islessa�ected by the bound states,
and thereforethe phasebias.
TheAndreev bound statesalso havean im pacton the

heatcurrentin the non-linearresponse,via a m irroref-
fect in the continuum which introduces a resonance in
the transm ission coe�cient. However,in the non-linear
response,thetruecontinuum isshielded from thebound
state by the sem i-continuum . This weakens the reso-
nance and suppresses the signatures ofresonant trans-
m ission in theheatcurrent.Thetransm ission coe�cient
is plotted in Fig.8(c). For low transparency,the reso-
nance is weakened when � T is increased. M ore speci�-
cally,theareaunderthetransm ission curve,which isthe
relevant quantity for the heat current,is reduced. For
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FIG .7: Localdensity ofstates at the junction at z = 0
�

in the non-linear response, for transparency D = 0:5 and

tem perature T = 0:72Tc.

high transparency,the opposite happens: the transm is-
sion coe�cients is less suppressed near the gap edge as
� T isincreased (notshown).
In addition to the spectralchange found in D , the

change of the therm al occupation factors for the two
reservoirsin
uencesthe heattransfer.W e have checked
that the m ain e�ect on the heat current is due to the
spectralchange,but the change in the occupation fac-
torsreducestheoveralle�ectofa phasebiason theheat
current. The totalheat transfer is larger for a larger
tem perature bias,but we elim inate this scale factor by
norm alizing the heatcurrentby the corresponding heat
currentatzero phasebias,oratTc.
The phase-m odulation ofthe heat current is plotted

in Fig.8(b),whilethetem peraturedependenceisshown
in Fig.8(a). Since the angle dependence ofthe barrier
transparency doesnotqualitatively a�ectourresults,we
usetheangle-independentm odel.Thephase-m odulation
is weakened,and the peak e�ect near Tc for low trans-
parency and phasedi�erence� = � isreduced.However,
thenon-linearity doesnotrem oveordrastically alterthe
resonance e�ects,and the m ain featuresfound in linear
responsepersistfor�nite tem peraturebias.

V I. D IFFU SIV E C A SE

In thissection wediscussthecasewherethetwo leads
are dirty superconductors, i.e. the elastic m ean free
path,‘� �� .In dirty superconductors,�G (pf)isnearly
isotropic,and

�g(R ;�)=
1

� i�

Z
d
pf

4�
�G (pf;R ;�;)=

 

ĝR ĝK

0 ĝA

!

;

(42)

satis�es the Usadel di�usion-type equation.25 The
isotropicpropagatordeterm inesm ostofthephysicalob-
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FIG .8: (a) Tem perature dependence and (b) phase depen-

dence of the heat current in the non-linear response. (c)

Transm ission coe�cient in the non-linear response at phase

bias� = �.In (b)-(c)the tem perature isT = 0:72Tc,and in

allcasesthe transparency ofthe junction isD = 0:1.

servables.Forexam ple,theheatcurrentdensity isgiven
by

j� =
N fvf‘

12

Z

d��Tr(�gr �g)K : (43)

Tocalculatetheheatcurrentthrough thepointcontact
with dirty leads,weneed theboundary conditionsforthe
isotropic propagator,�g,atan interface. Such boundary
conditions were derived by Nazarov in the form ulation
ofthe circuit theory ofdi�usive hetero-structures.26 In
this m odelthe contact is described by a set of trans-
m ission eigenvalues,fD ng,orequivalently a distribution
function,�(D ).The boundary conditionsare

N f1vf1‘1�g1@z�g1 = N f2vf2‘2�g2@z�g2 ; (44)

2�

3
A N f2vf2‘2�g2@z�g2 =

Z

dD �(D )�I; (45)

wherethe K eldysh m atrix �I isde�ned as

�I �
2D [�g2;�g1]

4+ D (f�g2;�g1g� 2)
; (46)

N fiisthenorm al-statedensityofstatesattheFerm ilevel
ofleadi= 1,2,vfiistheFerm ivelocityoflead i,and A is
the cross-sectionalarea ofthe contactinterface. Eq.44
is the conservation ofspectralcurrent,and Eqs.43-45
im ply that the totalheat current through the contact
can be calculated from �I,

I� =
1

8�

Z

d��

Z

dD �(D )Tr(̂IK ): (47)
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The K eldysh com ponentof�I can be worked outto be26

Î
K =

D ĝR1 ĝ
K
2

2� D + D fĝR1 ;̂g
R
2 g=2

+
D ĝK1 ĝ

A
2

2� D + D fĝA1 ;̂g
A
2 g=2

�
D 2(̂gR1 ĝ

K
2 ĝ

A
1 ĝ

A
2 + ĝR1 ĝ

R
2 ĝ

K
1 ĝ

A
2 + 2ĝK2 ĝ

A
2 )

2(2� D + D fĝR
1
;̂gR

2
g=2)(2� D + D fĝA

1
;̂gA

2
g=2)

� (1 $ 2);

where (1 $ 2)m eansthe exchange ofindex 1 and 2 in
allthree term s.
Forpointcontacts,we approxim ate ĝR ;A ;Ki with their

bulk values,e.g. ĝKi = (̂gRi � ĝAi )tanh(�=2Ti). W e fo-
cuson thelinearresponse,assum ethatsuperconducting
leads 1 and 2 have the sam e gap and evaluate the con-
ductance in the lim it �T ! 0. After som e algebra we
�nd

I� = �
�T

2�T2

Z 1

�

d�

Z

dD �(D )�2(�2 � �2)sech2
�

2T

�
D (�2 � �2 cos�

2
)+ D R� 2 sin2(�=2)

[�2 � �2 + D � 2 sin2(�=2)]2
:(48)

Notice thatwith the replacem ent,
Z

dD �(D )(:::)) 2�A Nfvfh:::i; (49)

theresultfortheconductancewith di�usiveleads,Eq.48,
in thelim itofa narrow distribution oftransm ission bar-
riers,isthe exactly the sam e asEqs.28-30 forthe con-
ductanceobtained in the ballisticlim it.
The nearequivalence ofthe conductancesforthe dif-

fusive and ballistic lim its isrelated in partto the sm all
expansion param eter,a=�� .In thislim itpairbreakingef-
fectsresulting from thecurrent
ow in thevicinity ofthe
junction can be neglected,and as a resultthe im purity
renorm alization ofthe excitation energy and order pa-
ram etercancelfors-wavesuperconductors.Theresulting
therm alconductance ofpointcontactisthen insensitive
to im purity scattering in the leads. This result is not
expected to hold for larger area contacts with a & �� .
Thesejunctionsarebeyond the scopeofthiswork.

V II. C O N C LU SIO N S

W e have derived a generalexpression for the phase-
and tem perature-dependent therm al current through
sm allJosephson weak links. The results are valid for
arbitrary transparency of the junction. In the ballis-
tic lim it, we obtained an expression for the heat cur-
rentin term sofatransm ission coe�cient,D (�;�;T 1;T2),
for heat transport by continuum quasiparticle states.
Thetransm ission coe�cientincludesdirecttransm ission
processes,D ee,and transm ission processes with branch
conversion, D he. The phase m odulation, tem perature
dependence, and the dependence on the barrier trans-
parencyoftheheatcurrentcan beunderstood intuitively
in term softhepropertiesofthetransm ission coe�cient.

In linearresponse,forhightransparencies,thesuppres-
sion ofthe continuum density ofstates associated with
theform ation ofa low-energy Andreev bound stateleads
to a suppression ofthe transm ission coe�cient,and the
therm alconductance,asthe phase di�erence acrossthe
junction istuned from 0to�.Asaconsequence,thether-
m alconductancedropsbelow theconductancefor� = 0
fortem peraturesbelow Tc.

However,forinterm ediateto low transparencies,a res-
onance develops in the transm ission coe�cient as the
phasedi�erenceistuned from 0 to �.Consequently,the
conductance is larger at � = � than at � = 0. The
transm ission resonanceisdue to the ABS being closeto
the gap edge.Thise�ectissim ilarto transm ission reso-
nancesfound in wavem echanicsfora quantum wellwith
a shallow bound state just below the continuum edge.
For � = � the resonance in the heat current leads to
an increase in thetherm alconductancecom pared to the
norm al-state conductance at Tc,overa broad tem pera-
tureregion below Tc.

In the low-transparency lim it,D � 1,we derived an
analytic expression for the heatconductance and found
that there are non-analytic corrections,oftype D lnD ,
totheusuallinearin D term .Alsothephasedependence
containsnon-analyticterm softheform sin2 �

2
ln(sin2 �

2
).

The �rst-order tunnelHam iltonian m ethod gives a di-
vergent result in linear response,which is regulated by
the form ation ofan Andreev bound state from the con-
tinuum states near � = �. A sim ilar divergence occurs
in the sub-harm onicgap structure(SG S)ofthecurrent-
voltagecharacteristicsofa superconducting tunneljunc-
tion when the sub-gap structure is com puted to �nite
orderin perturbation theory within the tunnelHam ilto-
nian m ethod.27 In the case ofthe SG S,sum m ation to
in�niteorderwithin a wave-function m ethod,28,29 orthe
tH m ethod,30 regulatesthe divergences.Such a sum m a-
tion is possible for the therm alconductance within the
tH m ethod. However,the quasiclassicalG reen’s func-
tion m ethod with the interface boundary conditions in-
cludes the bound-state spectrum so unphysical diver-
gencesneverappear.

W e also studied the case when the superconducting
leads are in the di�usive lim it. Based on the junction
boundary conditions developed by Nazarov, we found
that the heatconductance has the sam e form as in the
ballisticcase.

Finally,in thenon-linearresponsewe�nd thattheres-
onance in the transm ission coe�cientis reduced by the
presence ofthe sem i-continuum spectrum ,which shields
the extended continuum energy quasiparticle statescar-
rying heatfrom theABS.Thee�ectsfound in thelinear
response are reduced,but not dram atically. Thus,we
conclude that it is not essentialto be in the linear re-
sponse lim itin orderto observe the resonance e�ectsin
the heatcurrent.
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A P P EN D IX A :P ER T U R B A T IO N T H EO R Y

W e review the �rst-order perturbation calculation of
theheatcurrentforlow-transparency junctionsbased on
thetunnelling Ham iltonian (tH)m ethod.31 Considertwo
superconductors,labelled by L and R,weaklycoupled by
an insulatinglayer.They areassum ed tobedescribed by
the Ham iltonian

H total= H 0 + H T ;

whereH 0 isthesum oftheBCS reduced Ham iltonian of
superconductorsL and R,

H 0 = H L + H R ;

H L =
X

p;�

�pc
y
p;�cp;� +

1

2

X

p;p0;�

Vpp0c
y
p;�c

y

�p;�� c�p 0;�� cp0;�;

H R =
X

k;�

�ka
y

k;�
ak;� +

1

2

X

k;k0;�

Vkk0a
y

k;�
a
y

�k;��
a�k 0;�� ck0;�;

and H T describesthe tunnelling processes,

H T =
X

k;p;�

[Tkpayk;�cp� + h:c:]:

The two superconductorsare also assum ed to be atthe
sam e chem icalpotential�L = �R ,butatdi�erenttem -
peraturesTL 6= TR .
The m om entum index,p,and the annihilation opera-

tor,cp;�,arereserved forsuperconductorL,whileindex,
k,and operator,ak;�,are reserved for superconductor
R. The spin state is labelled by �,and Tkp is the tun-
nelling m atrix elem ent. W ith the BCS approxim ation,
Vpp0 = � < 0,theorderparam eterisde�ned as

� L = � �
X

p

hc�p;�� cp;�i= j� L je
i�L :

The heatcurrentoperatorisde�ned as

I� = �
@Q L

@t
= � i[Htotal;Q L]= � i[HT ;Q L];

Q L = H L � �L

X

p;�

c
y
p;�cp;�:

It is straightforward to work out the com m utator
[H T ;Q L].W ithin them ean �eld approxim ation,thepair
annihilation operator c�q;�� cq;� reduces to its average
value,and we�nd

I� = � i
X

k;p;�

h

Tkp�pa
y

k;�
cp;� � Tkp� La

y

k;�
c
y

�p;�� � h:c:

i

;

(A1)

with �p = �p � �L .
To calculate the ensem ble average ofthe operatorI�,

we use the interaction picture and treat H T as a per-
turbation to H 0. According to �rst order perturbation
theory,the heatcurrenthasthe form

I� = hI�i= � i

Z t

�1

dt
0
e
�t

0

h[I�(t);H T (t
0)]i

0
;

where I�(t) and H T (t0) are the operators in the inter-
action picturecorresponding to I� and H T .respectively.
Theensem bleaverageh:::i

0
isde�ned byH 0,and � = 0+ .

Thecom m utator[I�(t);H T (t0)]containsvariouscorrela-
tion functions,

I� = �

Z 1

�1

dt
0
e
�t

0

�(t� t
0)

X

i;j= 1;2

[Cij(t;t
0)+ h:c:];

wherewede�ne C ij(t;t0)= h[O i(t);Pj(t0)]i0 with

O 1(t)=
X

k;p;�

Tkp�pa
y

k;�
(t)cp;�(t);

O 2(t)= �
X

k;p;�

Tkp� L a
y

k;�
(t)cy�p;�� (t);

P1(t)=
X

k;p;�

Tkpa
y

k;�
(t)cp;�(t);

P2(t)= P
y

1(t);

and ak;�(t)and cp;�(t)are annihilation operatorsin the
interaction picture. W e introduce the following single-
particlecorrelation functions,

G
>
p;�(t;t

0)= � i


cp;�(t)c

y
p;�(t

0)
�

0
;

G
<
p;�(t;t

0)= + i


c
y
p;�(t

0)cp;�(t)
�

0
;

F
>
p;�(t;t

0)= � ihc�p;�� (t)cp;�(t
0)i

0
;

F
<
p;�(t;t

0)= + ihcp;�(t
0)c�p;�� (t)i

0
;

�F >
p;�(t;t

0)= � i

D

c
y
p;�(t)c

y

�p;�� (t0)
E

0

;

�F <
p;�(t;t

0)= + i
D

c
y

�p;�� (t0)cyp;�(t)
E

0

:

The correlation functions,Cij,can then be decom posed
into G ’s and F ’s with the aid ofW ick’s theorem . For
exam ple,

C11(t;t
0)= �

X

k;p;�

TkpT�k�p �p

� [�F >
k;�

(t;t0)F <
p;�(t

0
;t)� �F <

k;�
(t;t0)F >

p;�(t
0
;t)]:
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The contribution ofC11 to the heatcurrentis

I11 = �

Z 1

�1

dt
0
e
�t

0

�(t� t
0)C11(t;t

0)

= � 2i
X

k;p

TkpT�k�p �p

Z
d!

2�

Z
d!0

2�

[fL(!)� fR (!
0)]
B (p;!)�B (k;!0)

!0� ! � i�
:

The factor2 com esfrom the sum overspin,and A and
B arespectralfunctions,with

G
?

p (!)= � ifL(� !)A(p;!);

F
?

p (!)= � ifL(� !)B (p;!);

�F ?

p (!)= � ifL(� !)�B (p;!):

Hereweintroduced theFerm ifunction fL(!)= (e!=TL +
1)�1 ,and the spectralfunctions

A(p;!)= �[(1+
�p

E p

)�(! � Ep)+ (1�
�p

E p

)�(! + Ep)];

B (p;!)= �
� L

E p

[�(! � Ep)� �(! + Ep)];

�B (p;!)= B
�(p;!);

with E p = (�2p + � 2
L )

1=2.Analogouscalculationsforthe
other correlation functions follow. Sum m ing up allthe
contributionsforthe heatcurrentgives

I� = � 4Im
X

k;p

Z
d!

2�

Z
d!0

2�
[fL (!)� fR (!

0)]�

n

jTkpj
2
�p
A(p;!)A(k;!0)

!0� ! + i�
+ jTkpj

2� L

�B (� p;!)A(k;!0)

!0� ! + i�

� TkpT�k�p �p
B (p;!)�B (k;!0)

!0� ! � i�

+ TkpT�k�p � L

A(� p;!)�B (k;!0)

!0� ! � i�

o

: (A2)

In Eq.A2weneglectthem om entum dependenceofthe
tunnellingm atrixelem ents,putTkp ! T ,and changethe
m om entum sum intointegralsoverexcitation energiesE p

and E k.The integralsover! and !0 collapsebecauseof
the � functions in the spectralfunctions A,B and �B .
Taking the im aginary partofthe integrand yieldsnew �

functions�(Ek � Ep),which lead to a collapse ofone of
the energy integrals. Finally,the heatcurrenttakesthe
form

I� = 8�N L
f N

R
f jT j

2

Z + 1

� m ax

d� �[fL(�)� fR (�)]

�
�2 � j�Ljj� R jcos�

p
�2 � j�L j2

p
�2 � j�R j2

: (A3)

Here the phase di�erence, � = �L � �R , � m ax =
m ax[j� L j;j� R j],and N

L =R

f
are the density ofstates at

the Ferm ilevelforL and R sides,respectively.
Finally,we com pare with previouscalculationsofthe

heat current in tunneljunctions. In Ref.11 only the
kineticenergy term wasincluded in deriving thecurrent
operator;theterm ,Tkp� L a

y

k;�
c
y

�p;�� ,and itsHerm itian
conjugate werem issing from Eq.A1.In the m ain result
ofG uttm an etal.(Eq.9 ofRef.12)the sign ofthe cos�
term isincorrect.
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