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W econsiderthechargeand spin e�ectsin low dim ensionalsuperconducting weak

links. The �rstpartofthe review deals with the e�ects ofelectron-electron inter-

action in Superconductor/Luttinger liquid/Superconductor junctions. The experi-

m entalrealization ofthism esoscopichybrid system can betheindividualsinglewall

carbon nanotube that bridges the gap between two bulk superconductors. The dc

Josephson current through a Luttinger liquid in the lim its ofperfectly and poorly

transm itting junctionsisevaluated. The relationship between the Josephson e�ect

in a long SNS junction and the Casim ir e�ect is discussed. In the second part

ofthe paper we review the recent results concerning the inuence ofthe Zeem an

and Rashba interactions on the therm odynam icalproperties ofballistic S/Q W /S

junction fabricated in two dim ensionalelectron gas. It is shown that in m agnet-

ically controlled junction there are conditions for resonant Cooper pair transition

which resultsin giantsupercurrentthrough a tunneljunction and a giantm agnetic

response ofa m ultichannelSNS junction. The supercurrent induced by the joint

action ofthe Zeem an and Rashba interactions in 1D quantum wires connected to

bulk superconductorsispredicted.
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1. IN T R O D U C T IO N

Sincethediscovery ofsuperconductivity in 1911thisam azingm acroscopicquantum phe-

nom ena hasinuenced m odern solid statephysicsm orethen any otherfundam entaldiscov-

ery in the 20th century. The m ere factthat�ve Nobelprizes already have been awarded

fordiscoveriesdirectly connected to superconductivity indicatesthe worldwide recognition

oftheexceptionalrolesuperconductivity playsin physics.

Both at the early stages ofthe �eld developm ent and later on,research in basic su-

perconductivity brought surprises. One ofthe m ost fundam entaldiscoveries m ade in su-

perconductivity wasthe Josephson e�ect[1]. In 1962 Josephson predicted thatwhen two

superconductorsareputinto contactvia an insulating layer(SIS junction)then (i)a dcsu-

percurrentJ = Jcsin’ (Jc isthecriticalcurrent,’ isthesuperconducting phasedi�erence)

owsthrough thejunction in equilibrium (dcJosephson e�ect)and (ii)an alternating cur-

rent(’ = !Jt;!J = 2eV=~;whereV isthebiasvoltage)appearswhen a voltageisapplied

acrossthe junction (ac Josephson e�ect). A yearlatterboth the dc and the ac Josephson

e�ectwere observed in experim ents[2,3]. An im portantcontribution to the experim ental
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proofoftheJosephson e�ecthasbeen m adeby Yanson,Svistunov and Dm itrenko [4],who

werethe�rstto observerf-radiation from thevoltagebiased contactand who m easured the

tem peraturedependence ofthecriticalJosephson currentJc(T).

As a m atter offactthe discovery ofthe Josephson e�ect gave birth to a new and un-

expected direction in superconductivity,nam ely,thesuperconductivity ofweak links(weak

superconductivity,see e.g.Ref.[5]). Itsoon becam e clearthatany norm alm etallayerbe-

tween superconductors (say,an SNS junction) willsupport a supercurrent as long as the

phase coherence in the norm alpartofthe device ispreserved. Using the m odern physical

languageonecan say thatthephysicsofsuperconducting weak linksturned outto bepart

ofm esoscopic physics.

During the last decade the �eld ofm esoscopic physics has been the subject ofan ex-

traordinary growth and developm ent. This was m ainly caused by the recent advances in

fabrication technology and by thediscovery ofprincipally new typesofm esoscopicsystem s

such ascarbon nanotubes(seee.g.Ref.[6]).

Forourpurposesm etallicsinglewallcarbon nanotubes(SW NT)areofprim ary interest

since they are strictly one-dim ensionalconductors. It was experim entally dem onstrated

[7,8,9](see also Ref.[10])thatelectron transportalong m etallic individualSW NT atthe

low biasvoltage regim e isballistic. At�rstglance thisobservation lookssurprising. Fora

long tim eitwasknown (seee.g.Ref.[11])that1D m etalsareunstablewith respectto the

Peierlsphasetransition,which opensup agap in theelectron spectrum attheFerm ilevel.In

carbon nanotubestheelectron-phonon coupling forconducting electronsisvery weak while

theCoulom b correlationsarestrong.Thetheoryofm etalliccarbon nanotubes[12,13]shows

thatattem peraturesoutside the m K range the individualSW NT hasto dem onstrate the

propertiesofa two channel,spin-1/2 Luttingerliquid (LL).Thistheoreticalprediction was

soon con�rm ed by transportm easurem entson m etal-SW NT and SW NT-SW NT junctions

[13,14,15](see also Ref.[16],where the photoem ission m easurem ents on a SW NT were

interpreted as a direct observation ofLL state in carbon nanotubes). Both theory and

experim entsrevealed strong electron-electron correlationsin SW NTs.

Undoped individualSW NT is not intrinsically a superconducting m aterial. Intrinsic

superconductivity wasobserved onlyin ropesofSW NT (seeRefs.[17,18]).Hereweconsider

the proxim ity-induced superconductivity in a LL wire coupled to superconductors(SLLS).

Theexperim entalrealization ofSLLS junction could bean individualSW NT,which bridges
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thegap between two bulk superconductors[19,20].

The dc Josephson current through a LL junction was evaluated for the �rst tim e in

Ref.[21]. In this papera tunneljunction wasconsidered in the geom etry (see subsection

2.2.),which isvery suitablefortheoreticalcalculationsbutprobably di�culttorealizein an

experim ent.Itwasshown thattheCoulom b correlationsin a LL wirestrongly suppressthe

criticalJosephson current.Theoppositelim it-a perfectly transm itting SLLS junction was

studied in Ref.[22],whereitwasdem onstrated by a directcalculation ofthedcJosephson

current that the interaction does not renorm alize the supercurrent in a fully transparent

(D = 1,D is the junction transparency) junction. In subsection 2.2. we re-derive and

explain theseresultsusing theboundary Ham iltonian m ethod [23].

Thephysicsofquantum wiresisnotreduced to theinvestigationsofSW NTs.Quantum

wirescan befabricated in a two-dim ensionalelectron gas(2DEG)by using variousexperi-

m entalm ethods.Som eofthem (e.g.thesplit-gatetechnique)originatefrom theend of80’s

when the �rsttransportexperim entswith a quantum pointcontact(QPC)revealed unex-

pected propertiesofquantized electron ballistictransport(seee.g.Ref.[24]).In subsection

2.1.webriey review theresultsconcerning thequantization ofthecriticalsupercurrentin

a QPC.

In quantum wiresform ed in a 2DEG theelectron-electron interaction islesspronounced

[25]than in SW NTs(presum ably due to the screening e�ectsofnearby bulk m etallic elec-

trodes).Theelectron transportin thesesystem scan in m any casesbesuccessfully described

by Ferm iliquid theory.Fornoninteracting quasiparticlesthe supercurrentin a SNS ballis-

tic junction iscarried by Andreev levels. Fora long (L � �0 = ~vF =�;L isthe junction

length,� isthesuperconducting energy gap)perfectly transm itting junction theAndreev-

Kulik spectrum [26]for quasiparticle energies E � � is a set ofequidistant levels. In

subsection 2.3.we show thatthisspectrum correspondsto twisted periodicboundary con-

ditionsforchiral(right-and left-m oving)electron �eldsand calculate the therm odynam ic

potentialofan SNS junction using �eld theoreticalm ethods. In this approach there is a

closeconnection between theJosephson e�ectand theCasim ire�ect.

In section 3 ofourreview we consider the spin e�ects in ballistic Josephson junctions.

Asiswell-known,the electron spin doesnotinuence the physicsofstandard SIS orSNS

junctions. Spin e�ectsbecom e signi�cantforSFS junctions(here "F" denotesa m agnetic

m aterial)orwhen spin-dependentscatteringon m agneticim puritiesisconsidered.Asarule,
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m agneticim puritiestend to suppressthecriticalcurrentin Josephson junction by inducing

spin-ip processes[27,28]. Anothersystem where spin e�ectsplay an im portantrole isa

quantum dot(QD).Intriguing new physicsappearsin norm aland superconducting charge

transportthrough a QD atvery low tem peratures when the Kondo physics startsto play

a crucialrole in the electron dynam ics. Last year a vast literature was devoted to these

problem s.

Herewediscussthespin e�ectsin aballisticSNS junction in thepresenceof:(i)theZee-

m an splitting due to a localm agnetic �eld acting only on the norm alpartofthe junction,

and (ii)strong spin-orbitinteraction,which isknown to existin quantum heterostructures

due to the asym m etry ofthe electricalcon�ning potential[29]. Itis shown in subsection

3.1. that in m agnetically controlled single barrier junction there are conditions when su-

perconductivity in the leads strongly enhances electron transport,so that a giant critical

Josephson currentappearsJc �
p
D ;(D isthejunction transparency).Thee�ectisdueto

resonantelectron transportthrough deGennes-Saint-Jam esenergy levelssplitby tunneling.

The jointaction ofZeem an splitting and superconductivity (see subsection 3.2.) results

in yetanotherunexpected e�ect-agiantm agneticresponse,M � N? �B ,(M isthem agne-

tization,N ? isthenum beroftransversechannelsofthewire,�B istheBohrm agneton)ofa

m ultichannelquantum wirecoupled to superconductors[30].Thise�ectcan beunderstood

in term softheAndreev levelstructurewhich givesriseto an additional(superconductivity-

induced) contribution to the m agnetization ofthe junction. The m agnetization peaks at

specialvalues ofthe superconducting phase di�erence when the Andreev energy levels at

E � = � �Z ,(� Z istheZeem an energy splitting)becom e2N ? -fold degenerate.

Thelasttwo subsectionsofsection 3 dealwith theinuence oftheRashba e�ecton the

transportpropertiesofquasi-1D quantum wires.Strong spin-orbit(s-o)interaction experi-

enced by 2D electronsin heterostructuresin thepresence ofadditionallateralcon�nem ent

results in a dispersion asym m etry ofthe electron spectrum in a quantum wire and in a

strong correlation between the direction ofelectron m otion along the wire (right/left)and

theelectron spin projection [31,32].

The chiralproperties ofelectrons in a quantum wire cause nontriviale�ects when the

wire is coupled to bulk superconductors. In particular,in subsection 3.4. we show that

the Zeem an splitting in a S/QW /S junction inducesan anom aloussupercurrent,thatisa

Josephson currentthatpersistseven atzero phase di�erence between the superconducting
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banks.

In theConclusion weoncem oreem phasizethenew featuresoftheJosephson currentin

ballistic m esoscopic structuresand briey discuss the novele�ects,which could appearin

an acJosephson currentthrough an ultra-sm allsuperconducting quantum dot.

2. JO SEP H SO N C U R R EN T T H R O U G H A SU P ER C O N D U C T O R / Q U A N T U M

W IR E/SU P ER C O N D U C T O R JU N C T IO N

In this chapter we consider the Josephson current in a quantum wire coupled to bulk

superconductors. One could expectthatthe conducting propertiesofthissystem strongly

depend on thequality oftheelectricalcontactsbetween theQW and thesuperconductors.

The norm alconductance ofa QW coupled to electron reservoirs in Ferm iliquid theory is

determ ined by the transm ission propertiesofthe wire (see e.g. Ref.[33]). Forthe ballistic

casethetransm ission coe�cientofthesystem inthegeneralsituationofnonresonantelectron

transport depends only on the transparencies ofthe potentialbarriers which characterize

the electricalcontacts and does not depend on the length L ofthe wire. As already was

m entioned in the Introduction,the Coulom b interaction in a long 1D (or few transverse

channel)QW isstrongenoughtoconverttheconductionelectronsinthewireintoaLuttinger

liquid.Then thebarriersattheinterfacesbetween QW and electron reservoirsarestrongly

renorm alized by electron-electron interaction and theconductanceoftheN/QW /N junction

at low tem perature strongly depends on the wire length [34]. For a long junction and

repulsiveelectron-electron interaction thecurrentthrough thesystem isstronglysuppressed.

The only exception is the case ofperfect (adiabatic) contacts when the backscattering of

electrons at the interfaces is negligibly (exponentially) sm all. In the absence ofelectron

backscattering theconductanceG isnotrenorm alized by interaction [35]and coincideswith

the conductance quantum G = 2e2=h (perchannel).From thetheory ofLuttingerliquisit

isalso known [36]thatfora strong repulsiveinteraction theresonanttransition ofelectrons

through a double-barrierstructureisabsenteven forsym m etric barriers.

The well-known resultsforthe transportpropertiesof1D Luttingerliquid listed above

(seee.g.review paper[37])allowsusto considertwo caseswhen studing ballisticS/QW /S

junctions: (i) a transparent junction (D = 1,D is the junction transparency) and (ii) a

tunneljunction (D � 1). These two lim iting cases are su�cient to describe the m ost
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signi�cantphysicale�ectsin S/QW /S junctions.

2.1. Q uantization ofthe Josephson C urrent in a Short B allistic Junction

At�rstwe considera shortL � �0 (�0 = ~vF =� isthe coherence length and � isthe

superconducting gap)ballisticS/QW /S junction.Oneoftherealizationsofthism esoscopic

deviceisaquantum pointcontact(QPC)in a2DEG (seeFig.1a).ForaQPC thescreening

oftheCoulom b interaction isqualitatively thesam easin a pure2D geom etry and onecan

evaluatetheJosephson currentthrough theconstriction in a noninteracting electron m odel.

Then dueto Andreev backscattering ofquasiparticlesattheSN interfaces,a setofAndreev

levelsisform ed in thenorm alpartofthejunction [26].In a singlem odeshortjunction the

spectrum ofbound statestakestheform [38](L=�0 ! 0)

E � = � �
q

1� D sin2’=2; (1)

where ’ is the superconducting phase di�erence. This spectrum does not depend on the

Ferm ivelocity and therefore the Andreev levels,Eq.(1),in a junction with N ? transverse

channelsare2N ? degenerate(thefactor2 isdueto spin degeneracy).

Itiswellknown (seee.g.Ref.[39,40])thatthecontinuum spectrum in thelim itL=�0 ! 0

doesnotcontributeto theJosephson current,

J =
e

~

@


@’
; (2)

where 
 is the therm odynam ic potential. It is evident from Eqs. (1) and (2) that the

Josephson currentthrough a QPC (D = 1)isquantized [39].Atlow tem peratures(T � �)

wehave[39]

J = N ?

e�

~

sin
’

2
: (3)

This e�ect (stillnot observed experim entally) is the analog of the fam ous conductance

quantization in OPCs(seeRef.[41]).

Now letusim aginethatthegeom etry oftheconstriction allowsoneto treattheQPC as

a1D quantum wireof�nitelength L sm oothly connected tobulk superconductors(Fig.1b).

The1D wireisstillm uch shorterthatthecoherencelength �0.How doestheweaklyscreened

Coulom b interaction in a 1D QW inuence the Josephson current in a fully transm itting
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FIG .1:(a)A schem atic display ofa superconducting pointcontact. (b)Q uantum wire adiabati-

cally connected to bulk superconductors.

(D = 1)junction? Noticethatthechargeisfreelytransported through thejunction sincethe

realelectronsarenotbackscattered by theadiabaticconstriction [42].So,itisreasonableto

assum e thattheCoulom b interaction in thiscase doesnotinuence theJosephson current

at all. W e willprove this assum ption for the case ofa long junction in the next section.

Ifthe QW isseparated from the leadsby potentialbarriers(quite a naturalsituation in a

realexperim ent)thecharging e�ectshaveto betaken into account.Asa ruletheCoulom b

correlations,which tend to keep the num ber ofelectrons in the norm alregion (quantum

dotin ourcase)constant,suppressthe criticalsupercurrentdue to the Coulom b blockade

e�ect(see e.g. Ref.[43],where a consistenttheory ofthe Coulom b blockade ofJosephson

tunnelingwasdeveloped).They can alsochangethe’-dependenceoftheJosephson current.

Onepossiblescenarioforhow charginge�ectsinuencetheJosephson currentin ashortSNS

junction isconsidered in Ref.[44].

2.2. Luttinger Liquid W ire C oupled to Superconductors

A consistent theory ofelectron-electron interactions e�ects in weak superconductivity

hasbeen developed fora long 1D orquasi-1D SNS junction,when the norm alregion can

be m odelled by a Luttinger liquid (LL).The standard approach to this problem (see e.g.

Ref.[23])isto use forthe description ofelectron transportthrough the norm alregion the

LL Ham iltonian with boundary conditions which take into account the Andreev [45]and

norm albackscattering ofquasiparticlesattheNS interfaces.
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The LL Ham iltonian H LL expressed in term s of charge density operators ~�R =L;"=# of

right/leftm oving electronswith up/down spin projection takestheform (seee.g.Ref.[46])

H LL = �~

Z

dx[u(~�2R " + ~�2L" + ~�2R # + ~�2L#)+

+
V0

�~
(~�R "~�R # + ~�L"~�L# + ~�R "~�L" + ~�R #~�L# + ~�R "~�L# + ~�R #~�L")]; (4)

where V0 is the strength ofelectron-electron interaction (V0 � e2) and the velocity u =

vF + V0=2�~.Thechargedensity operatorsofthechiral(R/L)�eldsobey anom alousKac-

M oody com m utation relations(seee.g.Ref.[46])

[~�R (L)j(x);~�R (L)k(x
0)]= �

�jk

2�{

@

@x
�(x� x0) ; j;k =";#

TheHam iltonian (4)isquadraticand can easily bediagonalized by a Bogoliubov transfor-

m ation

H
(d)

LL = �~

Z

dx
�
v%
�
�2R % + �2L%

�
+ v�

�
�2R � + �2L�

��
; (5)

where v%(�) arethe velocitiesofnoninteracting bosonicm odes(plasm ons),v%(�) = vF =g%(�),

and

g% =

�

1+
2V0
�~vF

� � 1=2

;g� = 1: (6)

Here g% and g� are the correlation param etersofa spin-1/2 LL in the charge (%)and spin

(�)sectors.Noticethatg% � 1 fora strongly interacting (V0 � ~vF )electron system .

The Andreev and norm albackscattering ofquasiparticles atthe NS boundaries(x = 0

and x = L)can berepresented by thee�ective boundary Ham iltonian H B = H
(A )

B + H
(N )

B

H
(A )

B = � (l)

B [	 R "(0)	 L#(0)+ 	 R #(0)	 L"(0)]+ (7)

+ � (r)

B [	 R "(L)	 L#(L)+ 	 R #(L)	 L"(L)]+ h:c:;

H
(N )

B = V
(l)

B

X

j;�

	 y

j�(0)	 j�(0)+ V
(r)

B

X

j;�

	 y

j�(L)	 j�(L); (8)

where j = (L;R);� = (";#). Here � (l;r)

B isthe e�ective boundary pairing potentialatthe

left(right)NS interfaceand V (l;r)

B isthee�ectiveboundary scattering potential.Thevalues

ofthesepotentialsarerelated to thephaseofthesuperconducting orderparam etersin the

banksand to thenorm alscattering propertiesattheleftand rightinterfaces.They can be

considered eitherasinputparam eters(seee.g.Ref.[47])orthey can becalculated by using
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FIG .2:A schem atic picture ofAndreev reection.

som e particularm odelofthe interfaces[23]. In whatfollowswe willconsidertwo lim iting

cases: (i) poorly transm itting interfaces V (l;r)

B ! 1 (tunneljunction) and (ii) perfectly

transm itting interfacesV (l;r)

B ! 0.

At�rstwe relate thee�ective boundary pairing potentials� (l;r)

B to theam plitudesr(l;r)A

ofthe Andreev backscattering process [48,49]. Let us consider for exam ple the Andreev

backscattering ofan electron atthe leftinterface (Fig.2). This process can be described

asthe annihilation oftwo electronswith opposite m om enta and spin projectionsatx = 0.

The corresponding Ham iltonian is hA � r
� (l)

A ap;"a� p;#,or equivalently in the coordinate

representation hA � r
� (l)

A 	 R "(0)	 L#(0).HererA istheam plitudeofAndreev backscattering

attheleftinterface,

r
(l)

A =
jt(l)j2e{(’l+ �=2)

p
jt(l)j4 + 4jr(l)j4

; (9)

t(l) isthetransm ission am plitude(jt(l)j2+ jr(l)j2 = 1)and ’listhephaseofsuperconducting

order param eter at the left bank. An analogous expression holds for the right interface.

Notice that for a tunneljunction jt(l;r)j� 1 the am plitude ofAndreev backscattering is

sm all-itisproportionalto the transparency D l;r � jt(l;r)j2 � 1 ofthe barrieratthe right

(left)interface.So in ourm odelthee�ectiveboundary pairing potentialis

� (l)

B = C~vF r
� (l)

A ;� (r)

B = � C~vF r
� (r)

A ; (10)

whereC isa num ericalfactorwhich willbespeci�ed later.
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2.2.1. TunnelJunction

Forpoorly transm itting interfacesD r;l � 1 the am plitude ofAndreev backscattering is

sm alland wecan useperturbation theory when evaluating thephasedependentpartofthe

ground stateenergy.In second orderperturbation theory theground stateenergy takesthe

form

�E(2)(’)=
X

j

j< jjH
(A )

B j0> j2

E 0 � Ej
=
1

~

Z 1

0

d� < 0jH(A )y

B (�)H(A )

B (0)j0> : (11)

HereH (A )

B (�)istheboundary Ham iltonian (7)in theim aginary tim eHeisenberg representa-

tion.AftersubstitutingEq.(7)intoEq.(11)wegetthefollowingform ulafor�E(2)expressed

in term sofelectron correlation function

�E(2)(’)= � 4C~v2F Re(r
� (l)

A r
(r)

A �
Z 1

0

d�[< 	R "(�;0)	L#(�;0)	
y

L#(0;L)	
y

R "(0;L)> + <"( ) #>]): (12)

W e willcalculate the electron correlation function by m aking use ofthe bosonization

technique.Thestandard bosonisation form ula reads

	 �;�(x;t)=
1

p
2�a

expf{�
p
4���;�(x;t)g; (13)

where a isthe cuto� param eter(a � �F ),� = (R;L)� (1;� 1);� = (";#)� (1;� 1). The

chiralbosonic�eldsin Eq.(13)arerepresented asfollows(seee.g.Ref.[46])

��;�(x;t)=
1

2
’̂�;� + �̂ �

x� �vt

L
+ ’�;�(x;t): (14)

Herethezerom odeoperators’̂�;�;�̂ � obey thestandard com m utation relationsfor"coordi-

nate" and "m om entum " [̂’�;�;�̂ �0]= � {���;� 0.They areintroduced fora �nitelength LL to

restore correctcanonicalcom m utation relationsforbosonic �elds[50,51]. Notice thatthe

topologicalm odesassociated with theseoperatorsfully determ inetheJosephson currentin

a transparent(D = 1)SLLS junction [22].Thenontopologicalcom ponents’�;�(x;t)ofthe

chiralscalar�eldsarerepresented by theseries

’�;�(x;t)=
X

q

1
p
2qL

h

e{q(�x� vt)b̂q + h:c:

i

; (15)

where b̂q(̂byq)are the standard bosonic annihilation (creation) operator;L is the length of

thejunction,v isthevelocity.



12

Itisconvenienthere to introduce [46]the charge (%)and spin (�)bosonic �elds’�;�%,

which arerelated to abovede�ned chiral�elds’ �;� by sim plelinearequation

0

@
’�

�%

1

A =
1
p
2
(’R " � ’L" � ’R # � ’L#) (16)

(the upper sign corresponds to ’� and the lower sign denotes �%). After straightforward

transform ationsEq.(12)takestheform

�E(2)(’)= 4C~v2F D cos’

Z 1

0

d� [�+ (�)+ �� (�)]; (17)

whereD = D lD r � 1 isthejunction transparency and

� � (�)= (2�a2)� 2expf2�[� ’�(�;� L)’� � + � �%(�;� L)�% � � (18)

� � �%(�;� L)’� � � � ’�(�;� L)�% � ]gQ � (�):

Here ’� � ’�(0;0);�% � �%(0;0)and the double brackets� :::� denote the subtraction

ofthe corresponding vacuum average atthe points(�;x)= (0;0). Notice thatthe super-

conducting propertiesofa LL aredeterm ined by thecorrelatorsof�% and ’� bosonic�elds

unlike the norm alconducting propertieswhere the �elds�� and ’% play a dom inantrole.

ThefactorsQ � (�)originatefrom thecontribution ofzero m odes,

Q � (�)= expf
�

2
< [̂� " � �̂ # �

{vF �

L
(̂� " + �̂ #)]

2 >ge�vF �=L : (19)

W ith the help ofa Bogoliubov transform ation the chiralbosonic �eldsin Eq.(16)can be

expressed in term s ofnoninteracting plasm onic m odes with known propagators (see e.g.

Ref.[46]).Two di�erentgeom etriesofSLLS junction havebeen considered in theliterature,

viz.,an e�ectively in�niteLL connected by thesideelectrodesto bulk superconductors[21]

(see Fig.3) and a �nite LL wire coupled via tunnelbarriers to superconductors [47,52].

Notice, that both m odelgeom etries can be related to realistic contacts ofa single wall

carbon nanotube with m etals(see e.g. review [53]and references therein). The geom etry

ofFig.3 could m odelthe junction when electron beam lithography is �rstused to de�ne

the leadsand then ropesofSW SN aredeposited on top ofthe leads. A tunneljunction of

the type schem atically shown in Fig.4 isproduced when the contactsareapplied overthe

nanotuberope.
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S S

L

FIG .3:A schem atic picture ofa SLLS junction form ed by an e�ectively in�nite Luttingerliquid

(LL)coupled to bulk superconductorsby sideelectrodes.

SS
D Dl r

L

LL

FIG .4: A Luttingerliquid wire oflength L coupled to bulk superconductorsvia tunnelbarriers

with transparenciesD l(r).

The topologicalexcitations for an e�ectively in�nite LL (L ! 1 ) play no role and

the corresponding contributions can be om itted in Eqs.(14) and (18),Q � (�) � 1:The

propagatorsofnoninteracting chiralbosonic�eldsare(seee.g.[46])

� ’R =L;j(t;x)’R =L;k � = �
�jk

4�
ln
a� x+ skt

a
; (20)

where j;k = 1;2 and the plasm onic velocities s1 = v%;s2 = v� = vF (see Eq.(6)). Finally

the expression forthe Josephson currentthrough a "bulk-contacted" LL (Fig.3)takesthe

form [21]

J
(i)

LL = J(0)c R i(g%)sin’ ; (21)

whereJ(0)c = (D evF =L)(C=�)isthecriticalJosephson currentfornoninteracting electrons,

R i(g%)istheinteraction induced renorm alization factor(R i(g% = 1)= 1)

R i(g%)=
g%
p
�

�(1=2g%)

�(1=2+ 1=2g%)
F

�
1

2
;
1

2
;
1

2g%
+
1

2
;1� g2%

� �
a

L

�g� 1

% � 1

: (22)
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Here g% isthe correlation param eterofa spin-1/2 LL in the charge sectorEq.(6),�(x)is

the gam m a function and F(�;�;;z) is the hypergeom etric function (see e.g. Ref.[54]).

Forthe�rsttim etheexpression forR i(g%)in theintegralform wasderived in Ref.[21].In

thelim itofstrong interaction V0=~vF � 1 therenorm alization factorissm all

R i(g% � 1)’
�

2

�
~vF

V0

� 3=2�
a

L

�
r

2V0

�~v
F

� 1; (23)

and theJosephson currentthrough theSLLS junction isstronglysuppressed.Thisisnothing

buta m anifestation oftheKane-Fishere�ect[34]in theJosephson current.

To evaluate the correlation function,Eq.(18),fora LL wire of�nite length coupled to

bulk superconductorsvia tunnelbarriers,(Fig.4),we at�rsthave to form ulate boundary

conditionsfortheelectron wave function

	 �(x)= e{kF x	 R ;�(x)+ e� {kF x	 L;�(x); � =";# (24)

at the interfaces x = 0;L. To zeroth order ofperturbation theory in the barrier trans-

parencies the electrons are con�ned to the norm alregion. So the particle current J� �

Re({	 �
�@x	 �)through theinterfacesiszero.Forasinglem odeLL thisrequirem entisequiv-

alentto thefollowing boundary condition forthechiralferm ionic�elds[50,52]

	 �
R ;�(x)	 R ;�(x)jx= 0;L = 	 �

L;�(x)	 L;�(x)jx= 0;L : (25)

These boundary conditions (LL with open ends) result in zero eigenvalues of the

"m om entum "-like zero m odeoperator�̂ � and in the quantization ofnontopologicalm odes

on a ring with circum ference 2L (see Ref.[50]).In thiscase the plasm on propagatorstake

theform

� ’R =L;j(t;x)’R =L;k � = �
�jk

4�
ln
1� e{�(� x� sk+ {a)

�a=L
: (26)

W ith the help ofEqs.(2),(17)-(19)and Eq.(26) one readily gets the expression for the

Josephson current analogous to Eq.(21) J(f)LL = J
(0)

c R f(g%)sin’,where now the critical

Josephson currentofnoninteracting electron isJ(0)c = (D evF =4�)(C=�)and the renorm al-

ization factor(R f(g% = 1)= 1)reads

R f(g%)=
2g2%

2� g2%
F

�
2

g%
;
2

g%
� g%;

2

g%
� g% + 1;� 1

� �
�a

L

�2(g� 1

% � 1)

: (27)
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FIG .5: Dependence of the renorm alization factor R i(f) on the dim ensionless electron-electron

interaction strength V0=~vF . Curve (i) correspondsto the case of"side-coupled" LL wire,curve

(f)to an "end-coupled" LL wire.

Com paring J
(0)
c with the wellknown form ula for the criticalJosephson current in a low

transparency SINIS junction (seee.g.[40])we�nd thenum ericalconstantC = �.

In thelim itofstrong interaction g% � 1 Eq.(27)isreduced to thesim pleform ula

R f(g% � 1)’
�

2

~vF

V0

�
�a

L

�2
r

2V0

�~v
F

� 1: (28)

Thedependenceoftherenorm alization factorEqs.(22),(27)on thestrength oftheelectron-

electron interaction V0=~vF isshown in Fig.5.ThebehavioroftheJosephson currentasa

function ofthe interaction strength issim ilarforthe two considered geom etries. However

we see thatthe interaction inuencesthe supercurrentm ore strongly forthe case of"end-

coupled" LL wire.

2.2.2. Transparent Junction

Thecaseofperfectlytransm ittinginterfacesinterm softheboundaryHam iltonian(8),(8)

form ally correspondsto the lim itVB ! 0 and notsm all� B . Itcan notbe perturbatively
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treated. Physically it m eans that charge is freely transported through the junction and

only pure Andreev reection takes place at the NS boundaries. It is wellknown that at

energiesm uch sm allerthan the superconducting gap (E � �)the scattering am plitude of

quasiparticlesbecom esenergy independent(see Eq.(9)).Thisenable one to representthe

Andreev scattering process asa boundary condition fora realspace ferm ion operator. It

wasshown in Ref.[22]thatthe corresponding boundary condition forchiralferm ion �elds

takestheform ofa twisted periodicboundary condition overtheinterval2L,

	 L=R ;� �(x� 2L;t)= e� {#	 L=R ;� �(x;t) (29)

(theuppersign correspondsto theleft-m oving ferm ions,lowersign -to rightm oving parti-

cles),where# = �+ ’,’ isthesuperconductingphasedi�erenceand thephase� isacquired

due to the Andreev reection on two interfaces(see e.g. Eq.(9)). So the problem can be

m apped [22]totheoneforthepersistentcurrentofchiralferm ionson aringofcircum ference

2L.Itiswellknown [51,55](seealsothereview [56])thatthepersistentcurrentin aperfect

ring (withoutim purities)in thecontinuum m odeldoesnotdepend on theelectron-electron

interaction due to the translationalinvariance ofthe problem . This "no-renorm alization"

theorem allowsusto concludethattheJosephson currentin a perfectly transm itting SLLS

junction coincides with the supercurrent in a one-dim ensionallong SNS ballistic junction

[26,57]

JLL = Jnonint =
4eT

~

1X

k= 1

(� 1)k+ 1
sink’

sinh(2�kT=� L)
; (30)

where T is the tem perature and � L = ~vF =L. The form alproofofthis statem ent [22]

consistin evaluating thepartition function oftheLL with thetwisted boundary conditions,

Eq.(29),supplem ented by a connection between the	 R ;� and 	 L;� �eldsthatfollowsfrom

thechiralsym m etry.Thesuperconducting phasedi�erence’ couplesonly to zero m odesof

thechargecurrent�eld �%.In aGalilelian invariantsystem zero m odesarenotrenorm alized

by theinteraction and thepartition function fora SLLS junction exactly coincideswith the

onefora long SNS junction.

W enoticeherethatEq.(30)holdsnotonly forperfectly transm itting interfaces.Italso

describesasym ptotically atT � � the Josephson currentthrough a tunneljunction when

the interaction in the wire isassum ed to beattractive.W e have seen already in the previ-

oussubsection thattheelectron-electron interaction renorm aliziesthebaretransparency of
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the junction due to the Kane-Fishere�ect. The renorm alization isknown to suppressthe

electron currentforarepulsiveinteraction and toenhanceitforan attractiveforces[34].So

one could expectthatforan attractive interaction the electron interface scattering willbe

renorm alized atlow tem peraturesto perfectAndreev scattering [23].

2.3. JO SEP H SO N C U R R EN T A N D T H E C A SIM IR EFFEC T

M ore then �fty years ago Casim irpredicted [58]the existence ofsm allquantum forces

between grounded m etallic plates in vacuum . This force (a kind ofVan der W aals force

between neutralobjects)arisesdue to a change ofthe vacuum energy (zero-pointuctua-

tions)induced by theboundary conditionsim posed by them etallicplateson theuctuating

electrom agnetic �elds(see e.g. Refs.[59,60]). Thisforce hasbeen m easured (see e.g. one

ofthe recentexperim ents[61]and the referencestherein)and in quantum �eld theory the

Casim ire�ectisconsidered asthem ostspectacularm anifestation ofzero-pointenergy.In a

generalsituation theshiftofthevacuum energy ofuctuating�eldsin aconstrained volum e

isusually called theCasim irenergy E C .Fora �eld with zero restm assdim ensionalconsid-

erationsresultin a sim plebehavioroftheCasim irenergy asa function ofgeom etricalsize.

In 1D E C � ~v=L,wherevisthevelocity.W ewillnow show thattheJosephson currentin a

longSNS junction from a�eld theoreticalpointofview can beconsidered asam anifestation

ofthe Casim ire�ect. Nam ely,the Andreev boundary condition changesthe energy ofthe

"Ferm isea" ofquasiparticlesin thenorm alregion.Thisresultsin theappearanceof:(i)an

additionalcohesive force between the superconducting banks [30],and (ii) a supercurrent

induced by thesuperconducting phasedi�erence.

Asa sim ple exam ple we evaluate the Josephson current in a long transparent 1D SNS

junction by using a �eld theoreticalapproach. Andreev scattering at the NS interfaces

resultsin twisted periodic boundary conditions,Eq.(26),forthe chiralferm ion �elds[51].

So the problem is reduced to the evaluation ofthe Casim ir energy for chiralferm ions on

an S1 m anifold ofcircum ference 2L with "ux" #. Notice thatthe left-and right-m oving

quasiparticlesfeelopposite (in sign)"ux" (see Eq.(29)). The energy spectrum takesthe

form (� L = ~vF =L)

E n;�(L;’)= �� L(n �
1

2
+ �

’

2�
);n = 0;� 1;� 2;:::;� = � 1; (31)
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and coincides(asitshould be)with the electron and hole energiescalculated by m atching

the quasiparticle wave functionsatthe NS boundaries[26]. The Casim irenergy isde�ned

astheshiftofthevacuum energy induced by theboundary conditions

E C (L;’)= 2

�

�
1

2

� "
X

n;�

E n;�(L;’)�
X

n;�

E n;�(L ! 1 )

#

: (32)

Notice,thatthefactor(� 1=2)in Eq.(32)isdueto thezero-pointenergy ofchiralferm ions,

the additionalfactor of2 is due to spin degeneracy. Both sum s in Eq.(32) diverge and

oneneedsa certain regularization procedureto m anipulatethem .Oneofthem oste�cient

regularization m ethods in the calculation ofvacuum energies is the so called generalized

zeta-function regularization [62].Forthe sim ple energy spectrum ,Eq.(31),thisprocedure

isreduced totheanalyticalcontinuation ofthein�nitesum overn in Eq.(32)tothecom plex

plane,

E C (’)= � ��L lim
s! � 1

1X

n= � 1 ;�= � 1

(n + a�)
� s = � ��L

X

�= � 1

[�(� 1;a�)+ �(� 1;� a�)+ a�];

(33)

where �(s;a)isthe generalized Riem ann �-function [54]and a� = (� + �’)=2�. Using an

expression for�(� n;a)in term sofBernoullipolynom ialsthatiswell-known from textbooks

(seee.g.Ref.[54])onegetsthedesired form ulafortheCasim irenergy ofa1D SNS junction

as

E C = 2�
~vF

L

��
’

2�

�2
�

1

12

�

;j’j� � : (34)

TheCasim irforceFC and theJosephson currentJ atT = 0 are

FC = �
@E C

@’
=
E C

L
; J =

e

~

@E C

@’
=
evF

L

’

�
; j’j� � : (35)

the expression for the Josephson current coincides with the zero-tem perature lim it of

Eq.(30).Thegeneralization ofthecalculation m ethod to �nitetem peraturesisstraightfor-

ward.Theadditionalcohesiveforcebetween two bulk m etalsinduced by superconductivity

isdiscussed in Ref.[30]. In thispaperitwasshown thatfora m ultichannelSNS junction

thisforce can be m easured in m odi�ed AFM -STM experim ents,where forceoscillationsin

nanowireswereobserved.

The calculation ofthe Casim ir energy for a system ofinteracting electrons is a m uch

m ore sophisticated problem . In Ref.[47]this energy and the corresponding Josephson
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currentwere analytically calculated fora specialexactly solvable case ofdouble-boundary

LL.Unfortunately the considered case correspondsto the attractive regim e ofLLs(g% = 2

in ournotation,see Eq.(6 ))and the interesting results obtained in Ref.[47]can notbe

applied forelectron transportin quantum wiresfabricated in 2DEG orin individualSW NTs

weretheelectron-electron interaction isknown to berepulsive.

3. T H E EFFEC T S O F ZEEM A N SP LIT T IN G A N D SP IN -O R B IT IN T ER A C T IO N

IN SN S JU N C T IO N S

In the previous section we considered the inuence ofelectron-electron interactions on

the Josephson current in a S/QW /S junction. Although allcalculations were perform ed

for a spin-1/2 Luttinger liquid m odel,it is readily seen that the spin degrees offreedom

in the absence ofa m agnetic �eld are trivially involved in the quantum dynam ics ofour

system . In essence, they do not change the results obtained for spinless particles. For

noninteractingelectronsspin onlyleadstoanadditionalstatisticalfactor2(spin degeneracy)

in thetherm odynam icquantities.Atthe�rstglancespin e�ectscould m anifestthem selves

in SLLS junctionssinceitisknown thatin LL thephenom enaofspin-chargeseparation takes

place (see e.g. Ref.[46]). One could naively expectsom e m anifestationsofthisnontrivial

spin dynam ics in the Josephson current. Spin e�ects for interacting electrons are indeed

not reduced to the appearance ofstatisticalfactor. However,as we have seen already in

the previous sections,the dependence ofthe criticalJosephson current on the interaction

strength is qualitatively the sam e forspin-1/2 and spinless Luttinger liquids. So it is for

ease ofcalculationsa com m on practiceto investigate weak superconductivity in them odel

ofspinlessLuttingerliquid (seee.g.Ref.[47]).

Spin e�ects in the Josephson current becom e im portant in the presence ofa m agnetic

�eld,spin-orbitinteractionsorspin-dependentscattering on im purities.At�rstweconsider

thee�ectsinduced by a m agnetic�eld.Generally speaking a m agnetic�eld inuencesboth

the norm alpartofthe junction and the superconducting banks. Itisthe lastim pactthat

determ ines the criticalJosephson currentin shortand wide junctions. The corresponding

problem wassolved m any yearsago and one can �nd the analyticalresultsfora shortand

widejunction in a m agnetic�eld parallelto theNS interfacee.g.in Refs.[63,64].

In this review we are interested in the superconducting properties ofjunctions form ed
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by a long ballistic quantum wire coupled to bulk superconductors. W e willassum e that

a m agnetic �eld is applied locally i.e. only to the norm alpart ofthe junction (such an

experim ent could be realized forinstance with the help ofa m agnetic tip and a scanning

tunneling m icroscope).In thiscase theonly inuence ofthem agnetic �eld on theelectron

dynam ics in a single channel(orfew channel) QW isdue to the Zeem an interaction. For

noninteracting electronstheZeem an splitting liftsthedoubledegeneracy ofAndreev levels

in an SNS junction and resultsin a periodic dependence ofthe criticalJosephson current

on m agnetic�eld [65].

Interaction e�ectscan easily betaken into accountfora 1D SLLS junction in a m agnetic

�eld by using bosonization techniques. The term in the Ham iltonian Ĥ Z,which describes

the interaction ofthe m agnetic �eld
�!
B with the electron spin

�!
S (x)isin bosonized form

(seee.g.Ref.[46])

Ĥ Z = � gf�B B z

Z

dxSz(x);Sz(x)=
1

p
2�
@x’� ; (36)

wheregf istheg-factor,�B istheBohrm agnetonandthescalar�eld’� isde�nedinEq.(16).

As is easy to see,this interaction can be transform ed away in the LL Ham iltonian by a

coordinate-dependentshiftofthespin bosonic�eld ’� ) ’� + � zx=~vF
p
2�;� z = gf�B B

is the Zeem an splitting. So the Zeem an splitting introduces an extra x-dependent phase

factorin the chiralcom ponentsofthe ferm ion �eldsand thusthe Zeem an interaction can

be readily taken into account (see e.g. Ref.[66]) by a slight change ofthe bosonization

form ula (13)

 (Z )
�;� (x;t)= exp({K �;�x) �;�(x;t); K �;� =

� z

4~vF
��; �;� = � 1: (37)

The phase factorappearing in Eq.(37)results in a periodic dependence ofthe Josephson

currenton m agnetic �eld. In the presence ofZeem an splitting the criticalcurrent,say,for

a tunnelSLLS junction,Eq.(21),acquiresan additionalharm onic factorcos(� Z=� L),the

sam easfornoninteracting particles.

3.1. G iant C riticalC urrent in a M agnetically C ontrolled TunnelJunction

Interesting physics forlow-transparency junctionsappearswhen resonantelectron tun-

neling occurs. In thissubsection we considerthe specialsituation when the conditionsfor
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resonant tunneling through a junction are induced by superconductivity. The device we

havein m ind isan SNINS ballisticjunction form ed in a2DEG with atunabletunnelbarrier

("I")and a tunableZeem an splitting which can beprovided forinstancewith thehelp ofa

m agnetic tip and a scanning tunneling m icroscope (STM ).In quantum wiresfabricated in

2DEG the e�ects ofelectron-electron interactions are notpronounced and we willneglect

them in whatfollows.

Resonantelectron tunnelingthrough adoublebarrierm esoscopicstructureisawellstud-

ied quantum phenom enon,which hasnum erousapplicationsin solid statephysics.Recently

a m anifestation ofresonanttunneling in thepersistentcurrentboth in superconducting [67]

and in norm alsystem s[68]wasstudied.In thesepapersadouble-barriersystem wasform ed

by the two tunnelbarriersatthe NS interfaces[67]orin a norm alm etalring [68]. Itwas

shown that for resonance conditions (realized for a specialset ofjunction lengths [67]or

interbarrierdistances[68])a giantpersistentcurrentappearswhich isofthe sam e orderof

m agnitudeasthepersistentcurrentin asystem with only asinglebarrier.In thecaseofthe

SINIS junction considered in Ref.[67]thecriticalsupercurrentwasfound tobeproportional

to
p
D ,where D is the totaljunction transparency. Notice thatthe norm altransm ission

coe�cient fora sym m etric double-barrierstructure (i.e. the structure with norm alleads)

atresonance conditionsdoesnotdepend on the barriertransparency atall. Itm eansthat

for the hybrid structure considered in Ref.[67]the superconductivity actually suppresses

electron transport.

Now we show [69]thatin a m agnetically controlled single barrierSFIFS junction ("F"

denotes the region with nonzero Zeem an splitting) there are conditions when supercon-

ductivity in the leads strongly enhanceselectron transport. Nam ely,the proposed hybrid

SFIFS structure is characterized by a giant criticalcurrent Jc �
p
D ,(D is the junction

transparency)whilethenorm alconductance G isproportionalto D .

Fora singlebarrierSFIFS junction oflength L,wherethebarrierislocated atadistance

l� L m easured from theleftbank,thespectrum ofAndreev levelsisdeterm ined from the

transcendentalequation [69]

cos
2E � �Z

� L

+ R cos
2E � �Z
� L� 2l

+ D cos’ = 0; (38)

where � x = ~vF =x and D + R = 1,� Z is the Zeem an splitting. In the lim it � Z = 0

Eq.(38)isreduced to a well-known spectralequation forAndreev levelsin a long ballistic
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SNS junction with a singlebarrier[40,70].

At�rstweconsiderthesym m etricsingle-barrierjunction,i.e.thecasewhenthescattering

barrierissituated in them iddleofthenorm alregion l= L=2.Then thesecond cosineterm

in thespectralequation isequalto oneand Eq.(38)isreduced to a m uch sim plerequation

which iseasily solved analytically.Theevaluation oftheJosephson currentshows[69]that

forD � 1 and fora discretesetofZeem an splittings,

� k
Z = �(2k+ 1)� L;k = 0;1;2;:::; (39)

theresonanceJosephson current(oforder
p
D )isdeveloped.AtT = 0 ittakestheform

Jr(’)=
evF

L

p
D

sin’

jsin(’=2j)
: (40)

This expression has the typicalform ofa resonant Josephson current associated with the

contribution ofasingleAndreevlevel(seeRef.[40]).Onecan interpretthisresultasfollows.

Letusassum e fora m om entthatthe potentialbarrierin a sym m etric SNINS junction is

in�nite. Then the system breaks up into two identicalINS-hybrid structures. In each of

the two system s de Gennes-Saint-Jam esenergy levels with spacing 2�� L are form ed [71].

Fora�nitebarriertheselevelsaresplitduetotunneling with characteristicsplitting energy

� �
p
D � L. The split levels being localized already on the whole length L between the

two superconductorsare nothing butthe Andreev-Kulik energy levelsi.e. they depend on

thesuperconducting phasedi�erence.Although thepartialcurrentofa singlelevelislarge

(�
p
D )(seeRefs.[40,67]),thecurrentcarried by a pairofsplitlevelsissm all(� D )due

toapartialcancellation.AtT = 0alllevelsabovetheFerm ienergy areem pty and alllevels

below E F are�lled.Soin asystem withoutZeem an splittingthepartialcancellation ofpairs

oftunnel-splitenergy levelsresultsin a sm allcriticalcurrent(� D ).TheZeem an splitting

� Z oforder� L (seeEq.(39))shiftstwo sets("spin-up"and "spin-down")ofAndreev levels

so thattheFerm ienergy liesin between thesplitlevels.Now atT = 0 only thelowerstate

isoccupied and thisresultsin an uncom pensated large (�
p
D )Josephson current. Since

thequantized electron-holespectrum isform ed by Andreev scattering attheNS interfaces,

the resonance structure fora single barrierjunction disappears when the leads are in the

norm al(nonsuperconducting)state.So,theelectron transportthrough thenorm alregion is

enhanced by superconductivity. Electron spin e�ects(Zeem an splitting)arecrucialforthe

generation ofa giantJosophson currentin a singlebarrierjunction.
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Thedescribed resonanttransportcan occurnotonly in sym m etricjunction.Fora given

value ofZeem an splitting � (k)

Z from Eq.(39) there is a set ofpoints [69](determ ined by

theircoordinatesx(k)m counted from them iddleofthejunction)

x(k)m = �
m

2k+ 1
L (41)

(m isthe integerin the interval0 � m � k + 1=2),where a barrierstillsupportsresonant

transport. The tem perature dependence ofthe giant Josephson current is determ ined by

the energy scale � �
p
D � L and therefore attem peratures T � �,which are m uch lower

then � L,allresonancee�ectsarewashed out.

3.2. G iant M agnetic R esponse ofa Q uantum W ire C oupled to Superconductors

Itisknown thatthe proxim ity e�ectproduced in a wire by superconducting electrodes

strongly enhancesthenorm alconductanceofthewireforcertain valueofthesuperconduct-

ing phase di�erence (giant conductance oscillations [72]). For ballistic electron transport

this e�ect has a sim ple physicalexplanation [73]in term s ofAndreev levels. Consider a

m ultichannelballistic wire perfectly (without norm alelectron backscattering) coupled to

bulk superconductors.Thewireisassum ed to beconnected to norm alleadsvia tunnelcon-

tacts.In the �rstapproxim ation onecan neglecttheelectron leakagethrough thecontacts

and then thenorm alpartoftheconsidered Andreev interferom eterisdescribed by a setof

Andreev levels produced by superconducting m irrors. W hen the distance L between the

m irrorsism uch longerthen the superconducting coherence length L � �0 = ~vF =� (� is

thesuperconducting gap),thespectrum takesa sim pleform [26]

E
(j)

n;� =
~v

(j)

F

2L
[�(2n + 1)� ’];n = 0;� 1;� 2;:::; (42)

wherev(j)F istheFerm ivelocity ofthej-th transverse channel(j= 1;2;:::N ? ).Itisevident

from Eq.(42)thatatspecialvaluesofphasedi�erence’ n = �(2n+ 1)energylevelsbelonging

todi�erenttransversechannelsj,collapseto asinglem ulti-degenerate(N ? )levelexactly at

the Ferm ienergy.So resonantnorm alelectron transportthrough a m ultichannelwire (the

situation which ispossible forsym m etric barriersin the norm alcontacts)willbe strongly

enhanced at’ = ’n. The �nite transparency ofthe barriers results in a broadening and

a shiftofthe Andreev levels. These e�ectslead to a broadening ofthe resonance peaksin

giantconductanceoscillationsatlow tem peratures[73].
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M agneticpropertiesofa quantum wirecoupled tosuperconductorscan also dem onstrate

a behavior analogous to the giant conductance oscillations. W e consider a long perfectly

transm itting SNS junction in a local(applied only to thenorm alregion)m agnetic�eld.In

thiscase the only inuence ofthe m agnetic �eld on the Andreev levelstructure isthrough

the Zeem an coupling. The therm odynam ic potential
A(’;B )calculated forZeem an-split

Andreev levelsis[30]


A(’;B )= 4T
N ?X

fjg

1X

k= 1

(� 1)k

k

cosk’ cosk�j

sinh(2�kT=� (j)

L )
: (43)

Here �j = � Z=�
(j)

L ;� Z = g�B B is the Zeem an energy splitting,� (j)

L = ~v
(j)

F =L and v
(j)

F

is the Ferm ivelocity in the j-th transverse channel,fjg is the set oftransverse quantum

num bers. In Ref.[30]the norm alpartofthe SNS junction wasm odelled by a cylinderof

length L and cross-section area S = V=L. Hard-wallboundary conditionsforthe electron

wavefunction on thecylindersurfacewereassum ed.Then thesetfjg isdeterm ined by the

quantum num bers(l;n)thatlabelthezeroesl;n oftheBesselfunction Jl(l;n)= 0 and the

velocity v(l;n)F takestheform

v
(l;n)

F =

s

2

m

�

"F � 2ln
�~2L

2m V

�

: (44)

Itisevidentfrom Eq.(43)thatthesuperconductivity-induced m agnetization

M A = �
@
A (’;B )

@B
(45)

athigh tem peratures(T � � L)isexponentially sm alland doesnotcontributeto thetotal

m agnetization ofthe junction. At low tem peratures T ! 0 the m agnetization peaks at

M A � N? g�B where the superconducting phase di�erence is an odd m ultiples of� (see

Fig.6 which is adapted from Ref.[30]). The qualitative explanation ofthis resonance

behaviorofthe m agnetization isasfollows. Itisknown [74]thatfor’ = ’n � (2n + 1)�

(n is the integer) the two Andreev levels E (� )

A = � �Z becom e 2N ? -fold degenerate. At

T ! 0 the�lled stateE (� )

A dom inatesin them agnetization at’ = ’n sinceatothervalues

ofsuperconducting phase the sets ofAndreev levels corresponding to di�erent transverse

channels contribute to m agnetization Eqs.(43),(45) with di�erent periods in "m agnetic

phase" �j (i.e.in general,incoherently)and theircontributionspartially canceleach other.

Noticealso thatfora �xed volum eV ,thenum beroftransversechannelsN ? hasa step-like



25

0.4 0.6 0.8 1 1.2 1.4 1.6
−10

0

10

20

30

40

50

                 

phase /π

M
a
g
n
e
ti
z
a
ti
o
n
 M

 (
µ B

)

T=0.2K
T=0.8K
T=3.2K

 

FIG .6: Dependence ofthe m agnetization M ofan SNS junction on the superconducting phase

di�erence fordi�erenttem peratures.

dependenceon thewirediam eter.Soatresonancevaluesofthephasedi�erence’ = ’ n one

can expectastep-likebehaviorofthem agnetization asafunction ofwirediam eter[30].This

e�ectisa m agnetic analog ofthe Josephson currentquantization in a shortSNS junction

[39]considered in section 2.1.

3.3. R ashba E�ect and C hiralElectrons in Q uantum W ires

Another type ofsystem where spin is nontrivially involved in the quantum dynam ics

ofelectronsare conducting structureswith strong spin-orbit(s-o)interaction. Ithasbeen

known fora long tim e[29]thatthes-o interaction in the2DEG form ed in a GaAs/AlGaAs

inversion layerisstrong due to the structuralinversion asym m etry ofthe heterostructure.

Theappearancein quantum heterostructuresofan s-ocouplinglinearin electron m om entum
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isnow called theRashba e�ect.TheRashba interaction isdescribed by theHam iltonian

H (R )
so = {�so

�

�y
@

@x
� �x

@

@y

�

; (46)

where�x(y) arethePaulim atrices.Thestrength ofthespin-orbitinteraction isdeterm ined

by the coupling constant �so,which ranges in a wide interval(1-10)� 10� 10 eV� cm for

di�erentsystem s(seee.g.Ref.[31]and referencestherein).Recently itwasexperim entally

shown [75,76,77]thatthe strength ofthe Rashba interaction can be controlled by a gate

voltage�so(VG ).Thisobservation m akestheRashba e�ecta very attractiveand usefultool

in spintronics. The bestknown proposalbased on the Rashba e�ectisthe spin-m odulator

deviceofDatta and Das[78].

Thespin-orbitinteraction liftsthespin degeneracy ofthe2DEG energy bandsat�!p 6= 0

(�!p is the electron m om entum ). The Rashba interaction,Eq.(46)produces two separate

branchesfor"spin-up" and "spin-down" electron states

"(�!p )=
�!p 2

2m
�
�so

~

j�!p j: (47)

NoticethatundertheconditionsoftheRashbae�ecttheelectron spin liesin a2D planeand

isalwaysperpendicularto the electron m om entum . By the term s"spin-un"("spin-down")

weim ply two oppositespin projectionsata given m om entum .Thespectrum (47)doesnot

violateleft-rightsym m etry,thatistheelectronswithoppositem om enta(��!p )havethesam e

energy.Actually,thetim ereversalsym m etry ofthespin-orbitinteraction,Eq.(46),im poses

less strict lim itations on the electron energy spectrum ,nam ely,"�(��!p ) = "� �(�!p ) and

thus,theRashba interaction can in principlebreak thechiralsym m etry.In Ref. [31]itwas

shown thatin quasi-1D quantum wiresform ed in a 2DEG by a laterally con�ning potential

the electron spectrum is characterized by a dispersion asym m etry "�(��!p ) 6= "�(�!p ). It

m eansthatthe electron spectrum linearized neartheFerm ienergy ischaracterized by two

di�erentFerm ivelocitiesv1(2)F and,whatism ore im portant,electronswith large (Ferm i)

m om enta behave as chiralparticles in the sense that in each subband (characterized by

Ferm ivelocity v
(1)

F orv(2)F )the direction ofthe electron m otion iscorrelated with the spin

projection [31,79](seeFig.7).Itisnaturalin thiscaseto characterizethespectrum by the

asym m etry param eter

�a =
v1F � v2F

v1F + v2F
; (48)
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FIG .7: Schem atic energy spectrum of1D electrons with dispersion asym m etry. Particles with

energies close to the Ferm ienergy "F have an alm ost linear dependence on m om entum and are

classi�ed by theirFerm ivelocities(v1F -subband 1,v2F -subband 2).Solid lineforspin projections

correspond to the case ofweak s-o interaction;spin in parenthesesindicates the spin projections

in subband 1 forstrong Rashba interaction.

which depends on the strength ofRashba interaction �a(�so = 0) = 0. The asym m etry

param etergrowswith theincreaseof�so and can beconsidered in thism odelasthee�ective

dim ensionalstrength oftheRashba interaction in a 1D quantum wire[31].Noticethatthe

spectrum proposed in Refs.[31,79](Fig.7,solid linesforspin projections)doesnothold

forstrong s-o interactions,when �a isnotsm all. Spin isnotconserved in the presence of

the s-o interaction and the prevailing spin projection ofelectron states in quasi1D wires

hasto beindependently calculated.Itwasshown in Ref.[32]by a directcalculation ofthe

averageelectron spin projection thatforenergiescloseto "F theelectron spin projection for

strong Rashba interaction (com parablewith theband splitting in thecon�ning potential)is

strongly correlated with thedirection oftheelectron m otion.Nam ely,theright-(R)and the

left(L)-m oving electronsalwayshave opposite spin projectionsregardlessoftheirvelocities

(seeFig.7,wheretheparenthesesindicatethespin projection forstrongRashbainteraction).

Forourchoice ofRashba s-o Ham iltonian,Eq.(46),"R"-electrons(kx > 0)willbe"down-
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polarized" (< �y >= � 1)and "L"-electrons(kx < 0)willbe"up-polarized" (< �y >= +1)

tom inim izethem ain partofelectron energy � (~2=2m )< kx+ �ym �so=~ > 2 in thepresence

ofstrong spin-orbitinteraction [32].

Chiralelectrons in 1D quantum wire resultin such interesting predictions as"spin ac-

cum ulation" in norm alwires [32]or Zeem an splitting induced supercurrent in S/QW /S

junction [69].

3.4. Zeem an Splitting Induced Supercurrent

Itwasshown in theprevioussubsection thatundertheconditionsoftheRashba e�ectin

1D quantum wiresthe spin degree offreedom isstrongly correlated with the electron m o-

m entum .Thisobservation opensthepossibility to m agnetically controlan electriccurrent.

It is wellknown that in ring-shaped conductors the current can be induced by m agnetic

ux due to the m om entum dependentinteraction ofthe electrom agnetic potential
�!
A with

a charged particle H int = (e=m c)�!p
�!
A .Chiralpropertiesofelectronsin quasi-1D quantum

wiresallow one to induce a persistent currentvia pure spin (m om entum independent) in-

teraction H = g�B
�!
S
�!
H . Below we considerthe Josephson currentin a ballistic S/QW /S

junction in the presence ofRashba spin-orbit interaction and Zeem an splitting. W e will

assum eat�rstthats-o interactionsexistboth in thenorm alpartofthejunction and in the

superconducting leads,so thatone can neglectthe spin rotation accom panied by electron

backscattering induced by s-o interactionsattheNS interfaces.In otherwordsthecontacts

are assum ed to be fully adiabatic. This m odelcan be justi�ed atleastfora weak s-o in-

teraction. The energy spectrum ofelectronsin a quantum wire isshown in Fig.7 and the

e�ectofthe s-o interaction in thisapproach ischaracterized by the dispersion asym m etry

param eter�a,Eq.(48).

Fora perfectly transparentjunction (D = 1)thetwo subbands"1" and "2" (see Fig.7)

contribute independently to the Andreev spectrum which isdescribed by two setsoflevels

[69]

E (1)

n;� = �� (1)

L

�

n +
1

2
+ �

’ + �1

2�

�

; (49)

E (2)

m ;� = �� (2)

L

�

m +
1

2
+ �

’ � �2

2�

�

;

where the integers n;m = 0;� 1;� 2;:::are ordinary quantum num bers which labelthe
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equidistantAndreev levelsin alongSNS junction [26],� = � 1;�(j)L = ~vjF =L (j= 1;2)and

’ isthesuperconducting phasedi�erence.Them agneticphases�j = � Z=�
(j)

L characterize

the shiftofAndreev energy levelsinduced by Zeem an interaction. Notice thatthe relative

sign between thesuperconductingphase’ andthem agneticphase�j isdi�erentforchannels

"1" and "2". This is a direct consequence ofthe chiralproperties ofthe electrons in our

m odel. In the absence ofa dispersion asym m etry (v1F = v2F � vF )the two setsoflevels

in Eq.(49) describe the ordinary spectrum ofAndreev levels in a long transparent SFS

junction ("F" standsforthenorm alregion with Zeem an splitting)

E n;�;� = �� L

�

n +
1

2
+ �

’

2�
+ �

�

2�

�

; �;� = � 1: (50)

Knowing explicitly the energy spectrum , Eq.(49), it is straightforward to evaluate the

Josephson current.Ittakestheform [69]

J(’;T;� Z)=
2eT

~

1X

k= 1

(� 1)k+ 1
"

sink(’ + �1)

sinh(2�kT=� (1)

L )
+

sink(’ � �2)

sinh(2�kT=� (2)

L )

#

: (51)

Here T is the tem perature. The form alstructure ofEq.(51) is obvious. The two sum s

in Eq.(51) correspond to the contributions ofm agnetically shifted sets oflevels "1" and

"2" in Eq.(49). In the absence ofany s-o interaction the Zeem an splitting resultsonly in

an additionalcos(k� Z=� L)factorin the standard form ula forthe supercurrentthrough a

perfectly transm itting long SNS junction [57].Them oststriking consequenceofEq.(51)is

theappearanceofan anom alousJosephson currentJan � J(’ = 0),when both theZeem an

splitting (� Z)and dispersion asym m etry (�a)arenonzero.Athigh tem peraturesT � �(j)L

theanom aloussupercurrentisexponentially sm all.In thelow tem peratureregim eT � � (j)

L

itisa piece-wise constantfunction oftheZeem an energy splitting � Z,

Jan(� Z)=
e

�L

1X

k= 1

(� 1)k+ 1

k

"

v1F sin

 

k
� Z

� (1)

L

!

� v2F sin

 

k
� Z

� (2)

L

! #

: (52)

For rationalvalues v1F =v2F = p=q (p � q are the integers) Jan is a periodic function of

the Zeem an energy splitting with period ��Z = 2�q� (1)

L ,otherwise it is a quasiperiodic

function. The dependence ofthe norm alized supercurrentJan=J0 (here J0 = evF =L;vF =

(v1F + v2F )=2) on the dim ensionless Zeem an splitting � � �Z=� L for �a = 0:1 and for

di�erent tem peratures is shown in Fig.8. W e see that at T = 0 the Zeem an-splitting

induced supercurrent appearsabruptly at�nite valuesof� Z ofthe orderofthe Andreev

levelspacing.
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FIG .8:Dependence ofthe norm alized anom alousJosephson currentJan=J0

(J0 = evF =L)on thedim ensionlessZeem an splitting � z=� L (� L = ~vF =L)forasym m etry

param eter�a = 0:1.Thedi�erentplots(1-3)correspond to di�erenttem peratures

T = (0:1;1:5;3:5)T�,whereT� = � L=2�.

Letusim aginenow thesituation when theZeem an splittingarisesduetoalocalm agnetic

�eld (acting only on the norm alpart ofthe junction) in the 2D plane applied norm alto

the quantum wire. Then the vector product ofthis m agnetic �eld and the electric �eld

(norm alto theplane),which inducestheRashba interaction determ inesthedirection ofthe

anom alous supercurrent. In other words the change ofthe sign ofthe s-o interaction in

Eq.(46)orthesign of� Z m akesthesupercurrentEq.(52)changesign aswell.

Now webriey discussthecaseofastrongRashbainteraction (thecharacteristicm om en-

tum kso = m =~�so(Vg)isoftheorderoftheFerm im om entum ).Theelectronsin aquantum

wire with strong Rashba coupling are chiralparticles,that is the right-and left-m oving

particles have opposite spin projections [32]. There is no reason to assum e a strong s-o

interaction in 3D superconducting leads.W ewillfollow theapproach taken in Refs.[32,80],

where the system was m odelled by a quantum wire (�so 6= 0) attached to sem i-in�nite
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leadswith �so = 0.In thism odelthe SN interface actsasa specialstrong scattererwhere

backscattering isaccom panied by spin-ip process.Fora generalnonresonantsituation the

dispersion asym m etry isnotim portantin thelim itofstrong Rashba interaction and wecan

putv1F � v2F � vF .Then theJosephson currentatT = 0 up to num ericalfactortakesthe

form

J(’;� Z)� Deff(�so)
evF

L
sin

�

’ +
� Z

� L

�

: (53)

Here D eff(�so)� 1 isthe e�ective transparency ofthe junction. Itcan be calculated by

solving the transition problem forthe corresponding norm aljunction [32]. Anyway,in the

considered m odelforNS interfaces(nonadiabaticswitching on theRashba interaction)even

in thelim itofstrong Rashba interaction theanom aloussupercurrentJan = J(’ = 0;� Z)is

sm allbecause ofsm allnessofthe e�ective transparency ofthe junction. One could expect

large current only for specialcase ofresonant transition. This problem has not yet been

solved.

4. C O N C LU SIO N

The objective ofourbriefreview wasto discussthose qualitatively new featuresofthe

Josephsone�ectthatappearinS/QW /Shybridstructures.Quantum wiresarecharacterized

by a 1D orquasi-1D characteroftheelectron conductivity.Electron transportalong QW s

isballistic and due to the weak screening ofthe Coulom b interaction in 1D itisdescribed

by a Luttinger liquid theory. So the �rst question we would like to answer was | what

is the Josephson e�ect in SLLS junction? It was shown that although electrons do not

propagate in a LL weak link the supercurrent in a perfectly transm itting SLLS junction

exactly coincideswith theonein an SNS junction [22].This"no renorm alization" theorem

isanalogoustotheresultknown foraLL adiabatically coupled tononsuperconducting leads

[35]. For a tunnelSILLIS junction the dc Josephson current is described by the fam ous

Josephson current-phase relation,howevernow the e�ective transparency D e� � 1 de�ned

asJ = J0D e� sin’ (whereJ0 = evF =L)strongly dependson theaspectratio oftheLL wire

d=L (d � �F isthe width ofthe nanowire),tem perature and electron-electron interaction

strength. This result [21]is a m anifestation ofthe Kane-Fisher e�ect [34]in m esoscopic

superconductivity. It was also interesting forus (and we hope forthe readers as well) to
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�nd a closeconnection,rooted in theAndreev boundary conditions,between thephysicsof

a long SNS junction and theCasim ire�ect(seesection 2.3.).

Qualitatively new behavior ofthe proxim ity induced supercurrent in nanowires is pre-

dicted forsystem swith strongspin-orbitinteractions.TheRashbae�ectin nanowiresresults

in theappearanceofchiralelectrons[31,32]forwhich thedirection ofparticlem otion along

the wire (rightorleft)isstrongly correlated with the electron spin projection. Forchiral

electronsthesupercurrentcan bem agnetically induced via Zeem an splitting.Theinterplay

ofZeem an,Rashba interactionsand proxim ity e�ectsin quantum wiresleadsto e�ectsthat

arequalitatively di�erentfrom thosepredicted for2D junctions[81].

It is worthwhile to m ention here another im portant trend in m esoscopic superconduc-

tivity,nam ely,thefabrication and investigation ofsuperconductivity-based qubits.Am ong

di�erentsuggestionsand projectsin thisrapidly developing �eld,thecreation ofa so-called

single-Cooper-box (SCPB)wasa rem arkableevent[82].TheSCPB consistofan ultrasm all

superconducting dotin tunneling contactwith a bulk superconductor.A gateelectrode,by

lifting theCoulom b blockadeofCooper-pairtunneling,allowsthedelocalization ofa single

Cooperpairbetween thetwo superconductors.Fora nanoscalegrain thequantum uctua-

tionsofthechargeon theisland aresuppressed duetothestrongchargingenergy associated

with a sm allgrain capacitance.By appropriately biasing thegateelectrodeitispossibleto

m ake the two stateson the dot,di�ering by one Cooperpair,have the sam e energy. This

two-fold degeneracy oftheground statebringsabouttheopportunity to createa long-lived

coherentm ixtureoftwo ground states(qubit).

The superconducting weak link which includes a SCPB as a tunnelelem ent could be

very sensitive to externalac �elds. This problem was studied in [83],where the resonant

m icrowave propertiesofa voltage biased single-Cooper-pairtransistorwere considered. It

was shown that the quantum dynam ics ofthe system is strongly a�ected by interference

between m ultiple m icrowave-induced inter-leveltransitions.Asa resultthem agnitudeand

the direction ofthe dc Josephson currentare extrem ely sensitive to sm allvariationsofthe

bias voltage and to changes in the frequency ofthe m icrowave �eld. This picture,which

di�ersqualitatively from the fam ousShapiro e�ect[3],isa directm anifestation oftherole

the strong Coulom b correlations play in the nonequilibrium superconducting dynam ics of

m esoscopic weak links.
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