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W e consider the charge and spin e ects in JTow din ensional superconducting weak
links. The rst part of the review deals w ith the e ects of electron-electron inter—
action in Superconductor/Luttinger liquid/Superconductor jinctions. The experi-
m ental realization ofthism esoscopic hybrid system can be the ndividual single wall
carbon nanotube that bridges the gap between two bulk superconductors. T he dc
Josephson current through a Luttinger liquid in the lim is of perfectly and poorly
tranam itting jinctions is evaluated. T he relationship between the Jossphson e ect
In a Jong SNS junction and the Casin ir e ect is discussed. In the second part
of the paper we review the recent results conceming the in uence of the Zeam an
and Rashba interactions on the themn odynam ical properties of ballistic S/QW /S
Jjanction fabricated In two dim ensional electron gas. It is shown that in m agnet-
ically controlled junction there are conditions for resonant C ooper pair transition
which results in giant supercurrent through a tunnel junction and a giant m agnetic
regponse of a multichannel SN S junction. The supercurrent induced by the pint
action of the Zeam an and R ashba interactions in 1D quantum w ires connected to

bulk superconductors is predicted.
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1. NTRODUCTION

Since the discovery of superconductivity in 1911 this am azing m acroscopic quantum phe—
nom ena has In uenced m odem solid state physics m ore then any other fiindam ental discov—
ery in the 20th century. The mere fact that ve Nobel prizes already have been awarded
for discoverdes directly connected to superconductivity indicates the worldw ide recognition
of the exceptional role superconductivity plays in physics.

Both at the early stages of the eld developm ent and later on, ressarch in basic su-
perconductivity brought surprises. O ne of the m ost fuindam ental discoveries m ade in su—
perconductivity was the Josephson e ect [L]. In 1962 Jossphson predicted that when two
superconductors are put into contact via an lnsulating layer (SIS junction) then (i) a dc su—
percurrent J = J.sin’ (J. isthe critical current, ’ is the superconducting phase di erence)

ow s through the junction In equilbrium (dc Jossphson e ect) and (il) an altemating cur-
rent (( = !;t 'y = 26V=~; where V isthe bias voltage) appears when a volage is applied
across the junction (ac Jossphson e ect). A year latter both the dc and the ac Jossphson

e ect were observed in experiments , 3]. An inportant contrbution to the experin ental



proof of the Jossphson e ect hasbeen m ade by Yanson, Svistunov and Dm itrenko E], who
were the rstto observe rfradiation from the voltage biased contact and who m easured the
team perature dependence of the critical Jossphson current J. (T ).

A s a m atter of fact the discovery of the Jossphson e ect gave birth to a new and un-
expected direction In superconductivity, nam ely, the superconductivity of weak links weak
superconductivity, see egRef. B]). T soon becam e clear that any nom alm etal layer be-
tween superconductors (say, an SN S junction) will support a supercurrent as long as the
phase coherence in the nom al part of the device is preserved. U sing the m odem physical
language one can say that the physics of superconducting weak links tumed out to be part
ofm esoscopic physics.

D uring the last decade the eld of m esoscopic physics has been the sub fct of an ex-
traordinary growth and developm ent. This was m ainly caused by the recent advances in
fabrication technology and by the discovery of principally new types ofm esosoopic system s
such as carbon nanotubes (see egRef. [6]).

For our purposes m etallic single wall carbon nanotubes (SW NT ) are of prin ary interest
since they are strictly one-din ensional conductors. It was experin entally dem onstrated
[1,8,9] (see also Ref. [[(Q]) that electron transport along m etallic individual SW NT at the
low bias voltage regin e is ballistic. At rst glance this observation looks surprising. For a
long tine  was known (see eg. Ref. {[1]) that 1D m etals are unstable w ith respect to the
P elerls phase transition, w hich opensup a gap In the electron spectrum at theFem ilevel. In
carbon nanotubes the electron-phonon coupling for conducting electrons is very weak whilke
the C oulom b correlations are strong. T he theory ofm etallic carbon nanotubes {12, 13] show s
that at tem peratures outside the m K range the individual SW NT has to dem onstrate the
properties of a two channel, spin-1/2 Luttinger liquid (LL). T his theoretical prediction was
soon con m ed by trangoort m easurem ents on metal:SW NT and SW NT-SW NT -unctions
fl3, 14, 18] (see also Ref. [1§], where the photoen ission m easurements on a SW NT were
Interpreted as a direct observation of LL state In carbon nanotubes). Both theory and
experin ents revealed strong electron-electron correlations in SW N T s.

Undoped individual SW NT is not intrinsically a superconducting m aterial. Intrinsic
superconductivity was cbserved only in ropesof SW NT (sseRefs. f17,18]) . Here we consider
the proxin iy-induced superconductivity n a LL w ire coupled to superconductors (SLLS).
T he experin ental realization of SLLS jinction could be an IndividualSW N T, which bridges



the gap between two buk superconductors {19, 201.

The dc Jossphson current through a LL jinction was evaluated for the st tine In
Ref. P1]. In this paper a tunnel jinction was considered in the geom etry (see subsection
2 2.),which isvery suitable for theoretical calculationsbut probably di cul to realize in an
experin ent. It was shown that the Coulomb correlations in a LL w ire strongly suppress the
critical Jossphson current. T he opposite lin it —a perfectly tranan itting SLLS junction was
studied in Ref. 4], where it was dem onstrated by a direct calculation of the dc Jossphson
current that the interaction does not renomm alize the supercurrent In a fully transparent
O = 1,D is the junction transparency) junction. In subsection 22. we rederive and
explain these results using the boundary Ham iltonian m ethod R31.

T he physics of quantum w ires is not reduced to the Investigations of SW N T s. Q uantum
w ires can be fabricated in a two-dim ensional electron gas (2D EG ) by using various experi-
m entalm ethods. Som e ofthem (eg. the solit-gate technique) origihate from the end 0of80’s
when the rst transport experim ents w ith a quantum point contact QPC) revealed unex—
pected properties of quantized electron ballistic transport (see eg. Ref. P4]). In subsection
21.webre y review the results conceming the quantization of the critical supercurrent In
aQPbC.

In quantum wires form ed in a 2D EG the electron-electron Interaction is less pronounced
RSl than n SW NT s (presum ably due to the screening e ects of nearby buk m etallic elec—
trodes) . T he electron transport In these system s can in m any cases be successfully described
by Fem i liquid theory. For noninteracting quasiparticles the supercurrent in a SN S ballis—
tic junction is carrded by Andreev levels. For a long L 0 = ~w= ;L isthe junction
length, isthe superconducting energy gap) perfectly transm iting junction the A ndreev—
Kulk spectrum [6] for quasiparticle energies E is a set of equidistant levels. In
subsection 2.3. we show that this spectrum ocorresponds to tw isted periodic boundary con—
ditions for chiral (right-and lkeft-m oving) electron elds and calculate the them odynam ic
potential of an SN S jinction using eld theoretical m ethods. In this approach there is a
close connection between the Jossphson e ect and the Casim ire ect.

In section 3 of our review we consider the soin e ects in ballistic Jossphson junctions.
A s is weltknown, the electron spin does not in uence the physics of standard SIS or SN S
Junctions. Spin e ects becom e signi cant for SF'S jinctions (here "F'" denotes a m agnetic

m aterial) orw hen spin-dependent scattering on m agnetic in purties is considered. A sa rule,



m agnetic In purities tend to suppress the crtical current In Jossphson Jjunction by inducing
- p processes 7, 24]. Another system where spin e ects ply an inportant rok is a
quantum dot @D ). Intriguing new physics appears in nom al and superconducting charge
transport through a QD at very low tem peratures when the K ondo physics starts to play
a crucial roke In the ekctron dynam ics. Last year a vast literature was devoted to these
problem s.

Here we discuss the soIn e ects in a ballistic SN S jinction In the presence of: (i) the Zee—
m an solitting due to a localm agnetic eld acting only on the nom alpart of the junction,
and (i) strong spin-orbit interaction, which is known to exist In quantum heterostructures
due to the asymm etry of the electrical con ning potential RY]. It is shown in subsection
31. that in m agnetically controlled single barrier jinction there are conditions when su—
perconductivity in the lads strongly enhances electron transport, so that a giant critical
Josephson current appears J. P D; O isthe Junction transparency). The e ect isdue to
resonant electron transport through de G ennes-Saint-Jam es energy levels split by tunneling.

The pint action of Zeam an solitting and superconductivity (see subsection 32.) resuls
In yet another unexpected e ect —a giant m agnetic responss, M N, 5, M isthemagne-
tization, N, isthe num ber oftransverse channelsofthewire, y isthe Bohrm agneton) ofa
m ultichannel quantum w ire coupled to superconductors BQ]. This e ect can be understood
In tem s ofthe A ndreev level structure w hich gives rse to an additional (superconductivity—
Induced) contribution to the m agnetization of the junction. The m agnetization peaks at
soecial values of the superconducting phase di erence when the A ndreev energy lkvels at
E = 7z (g Isthe Zeam an energy solitting) becom e 2N , -fold degenerate.

The last two subsections of section 3 dealw ith the In uence of the Rashba e ect on the
transport properties of quasi-lD quantum w ires. Strong soin-orbit (so0) interaction experi-
enced by 2D electrons In heterostructures in the presence of additional Jateral con nem ent
results in a digpersion asymm etry of the electron spectrum In a quantum wire and In a
strong correlation between the direction of electron m otion along the wire (right/left) and
the electron spin profction 1, 32].

The chiral properties of electrons In a quantum w ire cause nontrivial e ects when the
w ire is coupled to bulk superconductors. In particular, in subsection 34. we show that
the Zeem an splitting In a S/QW /S Junction induces an anom alous supercurrent, that is a

Jossphson current that persists even at zero phase di erence between the superconducting



banks.
In the Conclusion we once m ore em phasize the new features of the Jossphson current In
ballistic m esoscopic structures and brie y discuss the novel e ects, which could appear in

an ac Jossphson current through an ultra-an all superconducting quantum dot.

2. J0OSEPHSON CURRENT THROUGH A SUPERCONDUCTOR/QUANTUM

W IRE/SUPERCONDUCTOR JUNCTION

In this chapter we consider the Jossphson current In a quantum w ire coupled to bulk
superconductors. O ne could expect that the conducting properties of this system strongly
depend on the quality of the electrical contacts between the QW and the superconductors.
T he nom al conductance of a QW ocoupled to electron reservoirs in Fem i liquid theory is
determ ined by the tranam ission properties of the wire (see eg. Ref.[33]). For the ballistic
case the tranan ission coe cient ofthe systam in the generalsituation ofnonresonant electron
transport depends only on the transparencies of the potential barrers which characterize
the electrical contacts and does not depend on the length L of the wire. A s already was
m entioned in the Introduction, the Coulomb interaction In a long 1D (or f&w transverse
channel) QW isstrong enough to convert the conduction electrons in thew ire into a Luttinger
liquid. T hen the barriers at the Interfaces between QW and electron reservoirs are strongly
renom alized by electron-electron interaction and the conductance ofthe N /QW /N janction
at low temperature strongly depends on the wire length {34]. For a long junction and
repulsive electron-electron interaction the current through the system is strongly suppressed.
The only exception is the case of perfect (adiabatic) contacts when the backscattering of
electrons at the interfaces is negligbly (exponentially) anall. In the absence of electron
backscattering the conductance G is not renom alized by interaction B3]and coincides w ith
the conductance quantum G = 2e’=h (per channel). From the theory of Luttinger liquis it
is also known [B§] that fora strong repulsive interaction the resonant transition of electrons
through a doublebarrier structure is absent even for sym m etric barriers.

The wellknown resuls for the transport properties of 1D Luttinger liquid listed above
(see eg. review paper 37]) allow s us to consider two cases when studing ballistic S/QW /S
Junctions: (i) a transparent jinction © = 1, D is the junction transparency) and (i) a

tunnel junction © 1). These two lm iting cases are su cient to describbe the most



signi cant physicale ects in S/QW /S junctions.

2.1. Quantization of the Josephson C urrent in a Short B allistic Junction

At st we consider a short L o (o= ~w= isthe coherence length and is the
superconducting gap) ballistic S/QW /S junction. O ne of the realizations of this m esoscopic
device isa quantum point contact QPC) na2DEG (seeFig.la). Fora QP C the screening
ofthe Coulom b Interaction is qualitatively the sam e as in a pure 2D geom etry and one can
evaluate the Jossphson current through the constriction in a noninteracting electron m odel.
T hen due to A ndreev backscattering of quasiparticles at the SN Interfaces, a set of A ndresv
levels is om ed in the nom alpart of the junction R§l. In a single m ode short junction the
spectrum ofbound states takes the form B8] L=, ! 0)

q
E = 1 D sif’=2; 1)

where ’ is the superconducting phase di erence. This spectrum does not depend on the
Fem i velocity and therefore the Andreev levels, Eq. (I),in a janction wih N, transverse
channels are 2N , degenerate (the factor 2 is due to spin degeneracy).

Ttiswellknown (seeeg. Ref. BY,4()) that the continuum spectrum inthelmitL=,! O

does not contrioute to the Jossphson current,

e@
J= — ; 2
Y @)

where is the them odynam ic potential. It is evident from Egs. (i) and () that the
Josephson current through a QPC @ = 1) isquantized BY]. At Iow tem peratures (T )

we have 9]

sih — : (3)

This e ect (still not observed experim entally) is the analog of the fam ous conductance
quantization in OPCs (see Ref. {1]).

Now lt us in agine that the geom etry of the constriction allow s one to treat the QPC as
a 1D quantum wire of nite length L sm oothly connected to bulk superconductors F ig.1b).
The 1D w ire is stillm uch shorter that the coherence length . How doesthe weakly screened

Coulomb Interaction In a 1D QW In uence the Jossphson current in a fully transm iting
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FIG.1l: (@) A schen atic display of a superconducting point contact. () Q uantum w ire adiabati-

0]

cally connected to bulk superconductors.

O = 1) junction? N otice that the charge is freely transported through the jinction since the

realelectrons are not backscattered by the adiabatic constriction f2]. So, it is reasonable to
assum e that the Coulomb interaction in this case does not In uence the Jossphson current
at all. W e will prove this assum ption for the case of a Jong jinction in the next section.
Ifthe QW is separated from the lads by potential barrers (quite a natural situation In a
real experim ent) the charging e ects have to be taken into acoount. A sa rule the Coulomb
correlations, which tend to keesp the number of electrons in the nom al region (quantum
dot In our case) constant, suppress the crtical supercurrent due to the Coulom b blockade
e ect (see eg. Ref. 3], where a consistent theory of the Coulomb blockade of Jossphson
tunneling was developed) . T hey can also change the ' -dependence ofthe Jossphson current.
O nepossbl scenario forhow charging e ectsin uence the Jossphson current in a short SN S
junction is considered in Ref. @4].

2 2. Luttinger Liquid W ire C oupled to Superconductors

A consistent theory of electron-electron interactions e ects In weak superconductivity
has been developed for a long 1D or quasilD SN S Jjunction, when the nom al region can
be m odelled by a Luttinger liquid (LL). The standard approach to this problm (see eg.
Ref. 3] is to use for the description of electron transport through the nom al region the
LL Ham iltonian with boundary conditions which take into account the Andreev K5] and
nom albackscattering of quasiparticles at the NS interfaces.



The LL Ham iltonian Hp; expressed In tem s of charge density operators ~g -y 4 Of

right/left m oving electrons w ith up/down spin projfction takes the form (see eg. Ref. [48))
Z

2 2 2 2
HLL = ~ d.}{ﬁ.l(NR"‘l' NL"+ ~R#+ ~L#)+

Vo
+ _N(NR"NR#-I— "L""L#‘F NR"NL"+ "‘R#"L#‘F NR"NL#+ NR#NL")]; (4)

where V, is the strength of electron-electron nteraction Vg &) and the velocity u =
vy + Vo=2 ~. The charge density operators of the chiral R /L) elds obey anom alous K ac-
M oody com m utation relations (see eg. Ref. 48)

ey ®ieanx @)1= —=— & H ; Jk=";4

The Ham iltonian {4) is quadratic and can easily be diagonalized by a B ogolubov transfor-

m ation
Z
BHY= ~ axw 2,4+ 2, +v 2+ 2 )
LL s R% L% R L ’
where v; () are the velocities of noninteracting bosonic m odes (plasnons), Vs () = V¢ =05 (),
and
v,
9= 1+ ig =1: ©)
~Vr

Here g. and g are the correlation param eters of a spin-1/2 LL in the charge (%) and soin
( ) sectors. Notice that 1 for a strongly interacting ~V¢ ) electron system .
The Andreev and nom al backscattering of quasiparticles at the NS boundaries (x = 0

and x = L) can be represented by the e ective boundary Ham iltonian H 5 = HB(A)+ HB(N)
HY' = S 1@ 2@+ z:0) v O]+ 7)
+ P ee@) ps@+ mp@) e@)]+ ho
Hy ' = vB‘”X L0 <0)+VB‘r’X YL 5 @) ®)
Ji Ji
where j= (@L;R); = (";#). Here é]*'r) is the e ective boundary pairing potential at the

keft (right) NS interface and VB(LT) is the e ective boundary scattering potential. T he values
of these potentials are related to the phase of the superconducting order param eters in the
banks and to the nom al scattering properties at the left and right interfaces. They can be
considered either as nput param eters (see eg. Ref. fi71]) orthey can be calculated by using
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FIG.2: A schan atic picture of Andreev re ection.

som e particular m odel of the interfaces £3]. In what follow s we w ill consider two lin iting
cases: (i) poorly transm itting interfaces V.~ ! 1 (tunnel jinction) and (i) perfectly
transn itting interfaces VB(LT) ! 0.

At rst we relate the e ective boundary pairing potentials é]*'r) to the am plitudes rzf*'r)
of the A ndreev backscattering process 4§, '49]. Let us consider for exam pl the A ndreev
backscattering of an electron at the lkft interface Fig. 2). This process can be described
as the annihilation of two electrons w ith opposite m om enta and spin profctions at x = 0.
The corresponding Ham iltonian is hj iy (Dap;--a pi#r Or equivalently in the coordinate
representation hy iy @ rv (0) 14 (©0).Here rp isthe am plitude of A ndreev backscattering
at the lkeft nterface,

" 10 Fell ot =2)
* T Ieg ey

©)

t® isthe tranam ission am plitude (P ¥+ ¥®F = 1) and ’ ; is the phase of superconducting
order param eter at the lft bank. An analogous expression holds for the right interface.
N otice that for a tunnel janction £%3 1 the am plitude of Andreev backscattering is
sm all - it is proportional to the trangparency Dy, ¥*F 1 of the barrier at the right

(left) nterface. So in ourm odel the e ective boundary pairing potential is

M O, @ x)
s =Crwr, G 5 = C~vr ; 10)

where C is a num erical factor which willbe spoeci ed later.
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2.2.1. Tunnel Junction

For poorly transn itting Interfaces D 1 the am plitude of A ndreev backscattering is
an alland we can use perturbation theory when evaluating the phase dependent part of the
ground state energy. In second order perturbation theory the ground state energy takes the

form
Zl
E(Z) ()=

o e B)
< JHg P> F 1

. == d <0y OD> a1)
j EO Ej ~ o0
HereHB(A)( ) isthe boundary Ham iltonian (7) in the in aghary tin e H eisenbery representa—
tion. A fter substituting Eq. 1) intoEq. (1) we get the Hllow ng ormula or E?® expressed

in term s of electron correlation fiinction

7 E@ ()= 4c ~x§ Re(r, (l)rzir)
1

d K e 50 ny( 50 £, 0O;L) . O;L)> + <"() # )¢ 12)
0

W e will caloulate the electron correlation function by m aking use of the bosonization

technique. The standard bosonisation form ula reads

l I
; X0 = 192:expf{ 4 ; &®9Dg; 13)
a
where a is the cuto param eter (@ r)y = R;L) @€, 1); = (";#) 1; 1).The

chiralbosonic elds in Eq. (t_L-j) are represented as llow s (see eg. Ref. [-426])

1 A X vt
; XD = EM; + T+ ", &9 (14)

H ere the zero m ode operators ” ; ; A obey the standard com m utation relations for "coordi-
nate" and "momentum " [, PR ., 0. They are ntroduced fora nite length LL to
restore correct canonical comm utation relations for bosonic elds [50, 511]. N otice that the
topologicalm odes associated w ith these operators fully determ ine the Jossphson current in
a trangparent O = 1) SLLS junction P4]. The nontopological components ’ ; (x;t) of the
chiral scalar elds are represented by the serdes

X 1 h i

T, = P e* YWh + he: (15)

where ﬁq @.’I) are the standard bosonic annihilation (creation) operator; L is the length of
the junction, v is the velociy.
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Tt is convenient here to introduce f4] the charge (%) and soin ( ) bosonic eds’ ; o,
which are related to above de ned chiral elds’ ; by sinpl linear equation

0 1
! 1
@ A = 19_5 (g "w "R "L4) (16)
(the upper sign corresponds to / and the lower sign denotes ). A fler straightforward
transform ations Eq. (12) takes the form
Z 1
E® ()= 4C~%D cos’ d [+()+  ()1; a7

0

whereD = DD, 1 is the junction transparency and

()= @ & %expf2 [ " (; L) +  s(; L) (18)

s(; L) (7 L)y Q0 ():
Here ' " 0;0); 5 (0;0) and the doubl brackets e denote the subtraction
of the corresponding vacuum average at the points ( ;x) = (0;0). Notice that the super-

conducting properties of a LL are detem ined by the correlators of ¢ and ’/ bosonic elds
unlike the nom al conducting properties where the elds and ’ ¢ play a dom lnant rok.

The factorsQ ( ) orginhate from the contrdbution of zero m odes,

A A WY A A ve =
Q ( )=expf5< [" # d ("+ #)]2>geF L: (19)

W ith the help of a Bogolubov transfom ation the chiral bosonic elds in Eq. (1§) can be
expressed In tem s of noninteracting plasn onic m odes w ith known propagators (see eg.
Ref. 44]). Two di erent geom etries of SLLS junction have been considered in the literature,
viz.,, an e ectively in nite LL connected by the side electrodes to buk superconductors R1]
(e Fig. 3) and a nite LL wire coupled via tunnel barriers to superconductors @7, 52].
N otice, that both m odel geom etries can be related to realistic contacts of a single wall
carbon nanotube with m etals (see eg. review E::"a] and references therein). T he geom etry
of Fig. 3 could m odel the jinction when electron beam lithography is st used to de ne
the Jleads and then ropes of SW SN are deposited on top of the kads. A tunnel junction of
the type scham atically shown in Fig. 4 is produced when the contacts are applied over the

nanotube rope.
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FIG . 3: A scham atic picture of a SLLS junction form ed by an e ectively In nite Luttinger liquid

(LL) coupled to buk superconductors by side electrodes.

D, LL D,

FIG.4: A Luttinger liquid wire of length L coupled to bulk superconductors via tunnel barriers

w ith transparencies D ) .

T he topological excitations for an e ectively In nite LL (L ! 1 ) play no mlk and
the corresponding contributions can be om itted In Egs. {1:4) and G;L-g), Q () 1: The
propagators of noninteracting chiralbosonic elds are (see eg. K6))

G (e 20)
where j;k = 1;2 and the plaan onic velocities s; = w;8, = v = W% (see Eq.{G)). F inally
the expression for the Jossphson current through a "buk-contacted" LL ( ig. 3) takes the
pm P1]

32 = JOR (@) sn" ; ©1)

©)

where Jc ' = QO ew=L)(C= ) isthe crtical Jossphson current for noninteracting electrons,

R; (@) is the interaction induced renomm alization factor Ri(@ = 1) = 1)

% (1=29) 11 1 1 @’ 1
Ri(@) = P= F oo —+ —;1
@)= p= =2+ 1=2g;) 2'2"2g, 2’ g

22)
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Here g; is the correlation param eter of a oin-1/2 LL in the charge sector Eq. (), &) is
the gamm a function and F ( ; ; ;z) is the hypergeom etric finction (see eg. Ref. [B4]).
Forthe rst tine the expression forR ; (g;) In the integral form was derived in Ref. P1]. In
the Im it of strong Interaction Vy=~v& 1 the renom alization factor is am all

r
3=2 2V

1 @3)

~Vr a
2V, L

and the Jossphson current through the SLLS janction is strongly suppressed. T his isnothing
but a m anifestation of the K aneF isher e ect B4] in the Josephson current.

To evaluate the correlation function, Eq. ({§), or a LL wire of nite length coupled to
bulk superconductors via tunnel barriers, (Fig.4), we at rst have to form ulate boundary
oconditions for the electron wave function

=e"* . w+e ™ |, ®); ="¢# 4)

at the Interfaces x = 0;L. To zeroth order of perturbation theory in the barrier trans-
parencies the electrons are con ned to the nom al region. So the particke current J
Re({ @, ) through the interfaces iszero. Fora singlem ode LL this requirem ent is equiv—
alent to the ®llow ing boundary condition for the chiral form fonic elds 4, 52]

R; (X) R; (X)j<=O;L: L; (><) L; (X)j<=O;L: (25)

These boundary conditions (LL with open ends) result in zero eigenvalues of the
"m om entum "-lke zero m ode operator " and i the quantization of nontopologicalm odes
on a ring with circum ference 2L (see Ref. B(0]). In this case the plasn on propagators take
the form

% 1 é (% sx+{a)
"Ren; GX) grare = 1 n - : (26)

W ith the help of Egs. ), @7)-{9) and Eq. £4) one readily gets the expression for the

Josephson current analogous to Eq. @1) JL(? = JC(O)Rf (@) sih’ , where now the crtical

Jossphson current of noninteracting electron is Jc(o) = Dew=4 )(C= ) and the renom al-

ization factor Rf (g = 1) = 1) reads

2@ 1)

29, 2 2 2
% —; = g g+1; 1

a
R o ) = _— JRE——
e @) 2 4 g%’g% g,g% L

@7)
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FIG . 5: Dependence of the renom alization factor R;¢, on the din ensionless electron-electron
Interaction strength Vo=~v¢ . Curve (i) corresponds to the case of "sidecoupled" LL w ire, curve

(f) to an "end-coupled" LL w ire.

C om paring I wih the well known mul Pr the critical Jossphson current In a low

transparency SIN IS Jjunction (see eg. B(Q]) we nd the num erical constant C =

In the lin it of strong Interaction g 1Eq. ) is reduced to the sinple omula

r
2

2vg
~g

~ VF

a
Re @ 1) > V. T 1: 28)
T he dependence ofthe renom alization factorEgs. €2), 7) on the strength of the electron—
electron interaction Vo=~ is shown in Fig.5. The behavior of the Jossphson current as a
function of the interaction strength is sim ilar for the two considered geom etries. H owever

we see that the interaction in uences the supercurrent m ore strongly for the case of "end-

coupled" LL wire.

2.2 .2. Transparent Junction

T he case of perfectly tranam itting nterfaces in tem softheboundary H am iltonian &), &)
form ally corresponds to the limit Vg ! 0 and not snall . It can not be perturbatively
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treated. Physically i m eans that charge is freely transported through the jinction and
only pure Andreev re ection takes place at the NS boundaries. It is well known that at
energies m uch am aller than the superconducting gap E ) the scattering am plitude of
quasiparticles becom es energy independent (see Eq. ()). This enable one to represent the
A ndreev scattering process as a boundary condition for a real space femm ion operator. Ik
was shown in Ref. RZ] that the corresponding boundary condition for chiral ferm ion  elds
takes the form of a tw isted periodic boundary condition over the interval 2L,

rm; & 2l;p=e® o, &) 29)

(the upper sign corresoonds to the left-m oving ferm ions, lower sign —to right m oving parti-
ckes),where# = + ' ,’ isthe superconducting phase di erence and thephase isacquired
due to the Andreev re ection on two Interfaces (sse eg. Eq. @)). So the problm can be
m apped 2] to the one forthe persistent current of chiral ferm jons on a ring of circum ference
2L . Tt iswellknown [B1,55] (see also the review [5§]) that the persistent current in a perfect
ring (w ihout in purities) in the continuum m odel does not depend on the electron-electron
Interaction due to the translational invariance of the problam . This "no—renom alization"
theoram allow s us to conclude that the Jossphson current in a perfectly transm itting SLLS

Junction coincides w ith the supercurrent in a one-dim ensional long SN S ballistic junction

4eT X sink’
JLL = Jnonjnt: ( 1j(+l R —
Y snh 2 kT= ;)

; 30)

where T is the tamperature and [ = ~w=L. The fom al proof of this statem ent 2]
consist In evaluating the partition function ofthe LL w ith the tw isted boundary conditions,
Eg. £9), supplm ented by a connection between the g; and 1, eldsthat follows from
the chiral sym m etry. T he superconducting phase di erence ’ couples only to zero m odes of
the charge current eld .. In a G aliklian nvariant system zero m odes are not renom alized
by the interaction and the partition fiinction fora SLLS jinction exactly coincides w ith the
one fora long SN S jinction.

W e notice here that Eq. (3() holds not only for perfectly tranam iting interfaces. It also
describes asym ptotically at T the Jossphson current through a tunnel junction when
the interaction in the wire is assum ed to be attractive. W e have seen already In the previ-

ous subsection that the electron-electron interaction renom alizies the bare transparency of
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the janction due to the K ane¥ isher e ect. The renom alization is known to suppress the
electron current for a repulsive interaction and to enhance it for an attractive forces 34]. So
one could expect that for an attractive interaction the electron interface scattering w illbe
renom alized at low tem peratures to perfect A ndreev scattering P3].

23.J0SEPHSON CURRENT AND THE CASIM IR EFFECT

M ore then fty years ago C asim ir predicted B8] the existence of an all quantum forces
between grounded m etallic plates in vacuum . This force (@ kind of Van der W aals force
between neutral ob Ects) ardses due to a change of the vacuum energy (zero-point uctua-—
tions) nduced by the boundary conditions in posed by them etallic plates on the uctuating
electrom agnetic elds (see eg. Refs. E’_59{, '6q . This force hasbeen m easured (see eg. one
of the recent experin ents [b1] and the references therein) and in quantum eld theory the
Casin ire ect is considered as the m ost spectacular m anifestation of zero-point energy. In a
general situation the shift ofthe vacuum energy of uctuating elds in a constrained volum e
isusually called the Casim irenergy E¢ . Fora eld with zero rest m ass dim ensional consid-
erations result in a sin ple behavior of the Casim ir energy as a function of geom etrical size.
In 1D E¢ ~v=L,where v isthe velocity. W ew illnow show that the Jossphson current In a
long SN S junction from a eld theoreticalpoint ofview can be considered asa m anifestation
of the Casin ir e ect. Nam ely, the A ndreev boundary condition changes the energy of the
"Fem is=a" of quasiparticles in the nom alregion. This resuls in the appearance of: (i) an
additional cohesive force between the superconducting banks (], and (i) a supercurrent
Induced by the superconducting phase di erence.

As a sin plk exam pl we evaluate the Jossphson current n a long transparent 1D SN S
Junction by using a eld theoretical approach. Andreev scattering at the NS interfaces
results In tw isted periodic boundary conditions, Eq. (6), for the chiral ferm ion  elds BI1].
So the problm is reduced to the evaluation of the Casim ir energy for chiral ferm ions on
an S manibld of circum ference 2L with " ux" #. Notice that the left- and right-m oving
quasiparticles feel opposite (in sign) " ux" (see Eq. €9)). The energy spectrum takes the

ﬁ)m ( L. = ~Vp =L)

E,, G;")= o =+ );n=20; 1; 2;u5 = 1; (31)
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and ocoincides (as it should be) w ith the electron and hole energies calculated by m atching
the quasiparticke wave functions at the NS boundaries P§]. The Casin ir energy is de ned

as the shift of the vacuum energy induced by the boundary conditions
" #

EC (L;’ ): 2 - En; @‘;’) En; (L 'l ) : (32)

N otice, that the factor ( 1=2) in Eq. (32) is due to the zero-point energy of chiral ferm ions,
the additional factor of 2 is due to gpin degeneracy. Both sums in Eq. (34) diverge and
one needs a certain regularization procedure to m anjoulate them . O ne ofthem ost e cient

regularization m ethods in the calculation of vacuum energies is the so called generalized
zeta—function regularization {62]. For the sin pl energy spectrum , Eq. (1), this procedure

is reduced to the analytical continuation ofthe in nite sum overn in Eq. B2) to the com plex

plane,
® X
Ec ()= L ]'J'ml mh+a) ®= L [ ( L;a)+ (1, aa+al;
¥ Ths 1= 1 =1
(33)
where (s;a) is the generalized RiEmann -function:B4Janda = ( + ’)=2 . Usigan

expression for ( nj;a) In tem s ofBemoullipolynom ials that iswellknown from textbooks
(e eg. Ref. B4]) one gets the desired form ula for the Casin ir energy ofa 1D SN S junction

as

— — ;773 : (34)

The Casimn ir foroe F and the Jossphson current J at T = 0 are

@Ec. Ec e@E. ew ' ,
Fe = @’:T;J::@’:T_; 73 : (33)

the expression for the Jossphson current coincides with the zero-tem perature lm it of
Eg. B0). T he generalization of the calculation m ethod to nite tem peratures is straightfor-
ward. The additional cohesive force between two bulk m etals Induced by superconductivity
is discussed in Ref. B0U]. In this paper i was shown that fr a m ultichannel SN'S jinction
this force can be m easured in modi ed AFM -STM experin ents, w here force oscillations in
nanow ires were observed.

The calculation of the Casin ir energy for a system of Interacting electrons is a much

m ore sophisticated problm . In Ref. §1] this energy and the corresponding Jossphson
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current were analytically calculated for a special exactly solvable case of doublboundary
LL.UnPrtunately the considered case corresponds to the attractive regine of LLs (g, = 2
in our notation, see Eq. @ )) and the Interesting results cbtained in Ref. @] can not be
applied forelectron transport in quantum w ires f@bricated n 2D EG or In individualSW NT s
w ere the electron-electron interaction is known to be repulsive.

3.THE EFFECTS OF ZEEM AN SPLITTING AND SPIN-ORBIT INTERACTION

IN SNSJUNCTIONS

In the previous section we considered the in uence of electron-electron interactions on
the Jossphson current n a S/QW /S Junction. A lthough all calculations were perform ed
for a spin-1/2 Luttinger liquid m odel, it is readily seen that the soin degrees of freedom
In the absence of a magnetic eld are trivially lnvolred in the quantum dynam ics of our
system . In essence, they do not change the results obtained for spinlss particles. For
noninteracting electrons spin only kadsto an additional statistical factor2 (spin degeneracy)
In the them odynam ic quantities. At the rst glance soin e ects could m anifest them selves
In SLLS junctions since it isknown that In LL the phenom ena of soin-charge ssparation takes
plce (see eg. Ref. [G]). One could naively expect som e m anifestations of this nontrivial
soin dynam ics in the Jossphson current. Spin e ects for interacting electrons are Indeed
not reduced to the appearance of statistical factor. However, as we have seen already in
the previous sections, the dependence of the critical Jossphson current on the interaction
strength is qualitatively the sam e for spin-1/2 and spinless Luttinger liquids. So it is for
ease of calculations a com m on practice to nvestigate weak superconductivicy in the m odel
of spinless Luttinger liquid (see eg. Ref. @7]).

Spin e ects in the Jossphson current becom e in portant in the presence of a m agnetic

eld, spin-orbi interactions or soin-dependent scattering on In purities. At rst we consider
the e ects Induced by a m agnetic eld. G enerally speaking a m agnetic eld in uences both
the nom alpart of the junction and the superconducting banks. It is the last in pact that
determm ines the critical Jossphson current in short and wide junctions. The corresponding
problem was solved m any years ago and one can nd the analytical results for a short and
wide janction in a m agnetic eld parallel to the NS interface eg. in Refs. [63, 641.

In this review we are interested in the superconducting properties of junctions form ed
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by a long ballistic quantum w ire coupled to buk superconductors. W e will assum e that
a magnetic eld is applied locally ie. only to the nom al part of the junction (such an
experin ent could be realized for instance w ith the help of a m agnetic tip and a scanning
tunneling m icroscope) . In this case the only In uence of the m agnetic eld on the electron
dynam ics In a single channel (or few channel) QW is due to the Zeam an interaction. For
noninteracting electrons the Zeam an splitting lifts the double degeneracy of A ndreev levels
In an SN S junction and results in a periodic dependence of the crtical Jossphson current
on magnetic eld [b5].
Interaction e ects can easily be taken into account fora 1D SLLS jinction in a m agnetic
eld by using bosonization techniques. The tetm in the Ham iltonian sz , which describes
the interaction of the m agnetic eld E: w ith the electron soin é (x) is In bosonized fom

(s=e eg. Ref. [4§))
2 1
H,= g 5B, dxS,&);S,&) = p?@x' ; (36)

where g; istheg—factor, p istheBohrm agneton and thescalar eld’ isde ned nEqg. (1§).
A s is easy to see, this Interaction can be transform ed away In the LL Ham iltonian by a
coordinate-dependent shift ofthe spin bosonic ed’ ) ' + ,x=w 2_; 2= Jr BB
is the Zeam an splitting. So the Zeam an solitting Introduces an extra x-dependent phase
factor in the chiral com ponents of the ferm ion elds and thus the Zeam an interaction can
be readily taken into acoount (see eg. Ref. [64]) by a slight change of the bosonization

omula @3)

) =exp (K ; x) , &0; K, =—— ; ; = 1: (37)
! 4~VF

T he phase factor appearing in Eq. (1) results in a periodic dependence of the Josephson
current on m agnetic eld. In the presence of Zeam an solitting the crtical current, say, for
a tunnel SLLS junction, Eq. 1), acquires an additional ham onic factor cos( ;= ), the
sam e as for noninteracting particles.

3.1. G iant C riticalCurrent in a M agnetically C ontrolled Tunnel Junction

Interesting physics for low -transparency Jjunctions appears when resonant electron tun-—

neling occurs. In this subsection we consider the special situation when the conditions for
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resonant tunneling through a junction are nduced by superconductivity. The device we
have in m Ind isan SN IN S ballistic Junction form ed in a 2D EG w ith a tunabl tunnelbarrier
("I") and a tunable Zeam an splitting which can be provided for Instance w ith the help ofa
m agnetic tip and a scanning tunneling m icroscope (STM ). In quantum w ires fabricated in
2DEG the e ects of ekectron-electron Interactions are not pronounced and we w ill neglect
them in what llow s.

R esonant electron tunneling through a double barrier m esoscopic structure is a well stud-
jed quantum phenom enon, which has num erous applications in solid state physics. R ecently
am anifestation of resonant tunneling in the persistent current both in superconducting 7]
and i nom alsystem s [6§]was studied. In these papers a double-barrier system was form ed
by the two tunnel barriers at the NS interfaces [p/] or in a nom alm etal ring (8]. Tt was
shown that for resonance conditions (realized for a special set of janction lengths [67] or
interbarrier distances [6§]) a giant persistent current appears which is of the sam e order of
m agnitude as the persistent current in a system w ith only a single barrier. In the case ofthe
SIN IS junction considered in Ref. [67] the critical supercurrent was found to be proportional
to P D_, where D is the total junction transparency. N otice that the nom al tranam ission
coe cient for a symm etric doublebarrier structure (ie. the structure w ith nom al leads)
at resonance conditions does not depend on the barrier transparency at all. &t m eans that
for the hybrid structure considered In Ref. [7] the superconductivity actually suppresses
electron transport.

Now we show [69] that in a m agnetically controlled single barrier SFIFS janction ("F"
denotes the region with nonzero Zeam an splitting) there are conditions when supercon-—
ductivity In the lads strongly enhances electron transport. Nam ely, the proposed hybrid
SFIF'S structure is characterized by a giant crtical current J. P D, O isthe Junction
transparency) while the nom al conductance G is proportionalto D .

Fora singlke barrer SF IF' S junction of length L, where the barrer is located at a distance
1 L measured from the kft bank, the spectrum of A ndreev levels is determm ined from the

transcendental equation 69]

2E 7 2E Z
cows——— + Rcos—— + D cos’ = 0; (38)
L L 21

where , = ~y=xand D + R = 1, ; isthe Zeaman splitting. In the limit ,; = O

Eqg. (3§) is reduced to a welkknown spectral equation for Andreev kvels n a long ballistic
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SN S -Junction w ith a single barrier [0, 70].

At rstweoonsiderthe symm etric sihglebarrier junction, ie. the casewhen the scattering
barrer is situated In them iddl ofthe nom alregion 1= L=2. T hen the second cosine tem
in the spectral equation is equalto one and Eq. (38) is reduced to a much sin plr equation
which is easily solved analytically. The evaluation of the Jossphson current show s [9] that

forD 1 and for a discrete set of Zeam an solittings,
}Z‘ = (k+ 1) ;k=0;1;2; 25 (39)

P_
the resonance Jossphson current (oforder D ) isdeveloped. At T = 0 it takes the fomm

ey P— s’

J. (") = :
¢) L Jsin (" =27

(40)

T his expression has the typical form of a resonant Jossphson current associated w ith the
contrioution ofa single A ndreev Jevel (seeRef. [4(]) . O ne can interpret thisresult as follow s.
Let us assum e for a m om ent that the potential barrder In a symm etric SNIN S junction is
In nite. Then the systam breaks up into two identical IN S-hybrid structures. In each of
the two system s de G ennes-Saint-Jam es energy kvels with spacing 2 ; are ormed [71].
Fora nite barrer these levels are split due to tunneling w ith characteristic splitting energy
D 1 - The split evels being localized already on the whole length L between the

two superconductors are nothing but the A ndreev-K ulkk energy levels ie. they depend on
the superconducting phase di erence. A lthough the partial current of a single kevel is large
( P D) (se Refs. 0, 67]), the current carried by a pair of lit levels issmall ( D) due
to apartialcancellation. At T = 0 all levels above the Fem ienergy are em pty and all kvels
below Er are lled. So in a system w ithout Zeem an splitting the partial cancellation ofpairs
of tunnelsplit energy levels results n a sm all crtical current ( D ). The Zeam an solitting
; oforder 1 (seeEq. 39)) shiftstwo sets ("spin-up" and "soin-down") of A ndreev kvels
0 that the Fem ienergy lies In between the split evels. Now at T = 0 only the lower state
is occupied and this results n an unocom pensated large ( P D) Jossphson current. Since
the quantized electron-hol spectrum is form ed by A ndreev scattering at the NS interfaces,
the resonance structure for a single barrier jinction disappears when the leads are in the
nom al (honsuperconducting) state. So, the electron transport through the nom alregion is
enhanced by superconductivity. E lectron soin e ects (Zeam an splitting) are crucial for the

generation of a giant Josophson current in a singlke barrier jinction.
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T he described resonant transport can occur not only In symm etric jinction. For a given

value of Zeam an splitting Z(k) from Eq. B9) there is a st of points [69] (determ ined by

their coordinates x, counted from the m iddle of the Janction)

m
2k+ 1

x ) =

L (41)

fm is the integer In the nterval0 m k + 1=2), where a barrer still supports resonant

transport. The tem perature dependence of the giant Jossphson current is detem ined by
P

the energy scale D ; and therefore at tem peratures T , which are much lower

then {,allresonance e ects are washed out.

3.2. G iant M agnetic Response of a Quantum W ire C oupled to Superconductors

It is known that the proxin iy e ect produced In a w ire by superconducting electrodes
strongly enhances the nom alconductance of the w ire for certain value of the superconduct-
ing phase di erence (giant conductance oscillations [/2]). For ballistic electron transport
this e ect has a sinple physical explanation [73] in tem s of Andreev Jvels. Consider a
m ultichannel ballistic w ire perfectly (W ithout nom al electron backscattering) coupled to
bulk superconductors. T he w ire is assum ed to be connected to nom al leads via tunnel con—
tacts. In the rst approxin ation one can neglect the electron leakage through the contacts
and then the nom alpart of the considered A ndreev interferom eter is described by a st of
Andreev levels produced by superconducting m irrors . W hen the distance L between the
m irrors ismuch longer then the superconducting coherence length L 0= ~w= ( is
the superconducting gap), the spectrum takes a sin pk form 4]

@)

- ~V
EY = —E [ @n+1) Lin=0; 1; 2;u;

n; oL ; 42)

where VE(.j) is the Femm ivelocity of the Fth transverse channel (j= 1;2; =N, ). It isevident
from Eq. (42) that at specialvaluesofphasedi erence’ , = (2n+ 1) energy kvelsbelonging
to di erent transverse channels j, collapse to a single m ultidegenerate N , ) levelexactly at
the Fem ienergy. So resonant nom al electron transport through a m ultichannel w ire (the
sttuation which is possble for sym m etric barrers in the nom al contacts) w ill be strongly
enhanced at ’ = ' ,. The nite transoarency of the barriers results in a broadening and
a shift of the Andreev kevels. These e ects kad to a broadening of the resonance peaks In

giant conductance oscillations at Iow tem peratures [731.
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M agnetic properties of a quantum w ire coupled to superconductors can also dem onstrate
a behavior analogous to the giant conductance oscillations. W e consider a long perfectly
tranan itting SN S jinction in a local (@pplied only to the nom al region) m agnetic eld. In
this case the only In uence of the m agnetic eld on the Andresv level structure is through
the Zeam an ocoupling. T he them odynam ic potential , (' ;B ) calculated for Zeem an-split
Andreev kevels is 3(]

X2 X (1F ocosk’ cosk 5
shh@ kT= )’

a(iB)= 4T 43)

fig k=1
Here 5= ;= ﬁj); z = g B isthe Zeem an energy splitting, Iij) = ~VE(.j)=L and VF(j)
is the Fem i velocity In the j-th transverse channel, £jg is the st of transverse quantum
numbers. In Ref. B(] the nom alpart of the SNS junction was m odelled by a cylinder of
length L and cross—section area S = V=L . Hard-wall boundary conditions for the electron
wave function on the cylinder surface were assum ed. T hen the st fijg is determ ined by the
quantum numbers (I;n) that labelthe zeroes ,, ofthe Bessel function J;( 1) = 0 and the

velocity v, takes the form

2
) _ 2 , ~L

— " 44
It is evident from Eq. (43) that the superconductivity-induced m agnetization
@ a(;B)
Mp= —— 45
A @B 45)
at high tem peratures (T 1) Is exponentially an all and does not contrbute to the total

m agnetization of the Jjunction. At low temperatures T ! 0 the m agnetization peaks at
M a N, g g where the superconducting phase di erence is an odd multiples of  (see
Fig. 6 which is adapted from Ref. B(Q]). The qualitative explanation of this resonance
behavior of the m agnetization is as follow s. It is known f7:4] that or’ = ', @en+ 1)

(n is the integer) the two Andreev levels EA( ) = ;, beocome 2N, fold degenerate. At
T ! Othe Ied stateEA( " dom hates in the m agnetization at ¥ = ’ , since at other values
of superconducting phase the sets of Andreev lvels corresponding to di erent transverse
channels contrbute to m agnetization Eqgs. @3), {@5) with di erent periods n "m agnetic
phase" 5 (ie. in general, incoherently) and their contributions partially cancel each other.

N otice also that ora xed volum e V , the num ber of transverse channels N , has a step-lke
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FIG . 6: Dependence of the m agnetization M of an SN S Jjunction on the superconducting phase

di erence for di erent tem peratures.

dependence on the w ire diam eter. So at resonance values of the phase di erence’ = ' , one
can expect a step-like behavior ofthem agnetization as a function ofw ire diam eter 3(0]. T his
e ect is a m agnetic analog of the Jossphson current quantization In a short SN S junction

9] considered in section 2.1.

3.3. Rashba E ect and ChiralE lectrons in Q uantum W ires

Another type of system where spin is nontrivially Involved in the quantum dynam ics
of electrons are conducting structures w ith strong spin-orbi (so) Interaction. Ik has been
known fora long tim e R9] that the so interaction in the 2DEG formed in a GaAs/AGaAs
Inversion layer is strong due to the structural inversion asymm etry of the heterostructure.

T he appearance In quantum heterostructures ofan so coupling linear in electron m om entum
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isnow called the Rashba e ect. The Rashba Interaction is described by the H am iltonian

He'= { s yi - 46)
where ., arethePaulim atrices. T he strength of the spin-orbit interaction is determ ined
by the coupling constant ,, which ranges in a wide interval (1-10) 10'° &V an for
di erent system s (see eg. Ref. Bl] and references therein) . Recently it was experin entally
shown [/3,176, 77] that the strength of the Rashba interaction can be controlled by a gate
voltage 4 (Vg ). Thisobservation m akes the Rashba e ect a very attractive and ussfuil tool
In sointronics. T he best known proposalbased on the Rashba e ect is the soin-m odulator
device of D atta and D as [/8].

T he spin-orbi interaction lifts the spin degeneracy ofthe 2D EG energy bands at 1'3 & 0
(p is the electron m om entum ). The Rashba interaction, Eq. {44) produces two separate
brandches for "spin—up" and "soin-down" electron states

12
P so . |

1] ! - - Te
(p)=—-— —IpJ @7

N otice that under the conditions ofthe R ashba e ect the electron spin liesin a 2D plane and
is always perpendicular to the electron m om entum . By the tem s "soin-un" ("soin-down")
we Inply two opposite spin profctions at a given m om entum . T he spectrum  (@7) does not
violate left—right sym m etry, that isthe electronsw ith oppositem om enta ( 1'3 ) have the sam e
energy. A ctually, the tin e reversal sym m etry ofthe spin-orbit interaction, Eq. {4§), in poses
Iess strict lin itations on the electron energy spectrum , namely, " ( ﬁ)) =" (ﬁ)) and
thus, the Rashba interaction can in principle break the chiral symm etry. Tn Ref. Bl]ltwas
shown that in quasi-lD quantum wires formed in a 2DEG by a laterally con ning potential
the electron spectrum is characterized by a digpersion asymmetry " ( 1_1'3) & " (1_1'3). t
m eans that the electron spectrum linearized near the Fem ienergy is characterized by two
di erent Fem ivelocities v; gy and, what is m ore in portant, electrons w ith lJarge (Fem i)
m om enta behave as chiral particles in the sense that in each subband (characterized by

Y oor VE(.Z)) the direction of the electron m otion is correlated w ith the soin

Fermm i velocity VF(
profction B31,79] (see Fig. 7). It isnaturalin this case to characterize the spectrum by the
asymm etry param eter

_ Vip VF @8)

vir T Vor
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e(p)

FIG . 7: Scheam atic energy spectrum of 1D electrons w ith dispersion asymm etry. Particles w ith
energies close to the Ferm i energy "¢ have an alm ost linear dependence on m om entum and are
classi ed by their Ferm i velocities (vir —subband 1, vyr subband 2). Solid line for spin progctions
correspond to the case of weak so© Interaction; soin In parentheses indicates the soin profctions

In subband 1 for strong R ashba interaction.

which depends on the strength of Rashba interaction ,( o = 0) = 0. The asymm etry
param eter grow sw ith the increase of 4, and can be considered In thism odelasthe e ective
din ensional strength of the R ashba interaction in a 1D quantum wire 81]. Notice that the
spectrum  proposed in Refs. 31, 79] Fig. 7, solid lines for spin projctions) does not hold
for strong so Interactions, when . isnot anall. Spin is not conserved In the presence of
the so Interaction and the prevailing soin profction of electron states in quasi 1D w ires
has to be independently calculated. Tt was shown in Ref. 32] by a direct calculation of the
average electron spin profction that for energies close to "» the electron soin profction for
strong R ashba interaction (com parable w ith the band solitting in the con ning potential) is
strongly correlated w ith the direction of the electron m otion. N am ely, the right—-R ) and the
Eft (L)-m oving electrons alw ays have opposite spin pro gctions regardless of their velocities
(s=e F ig. 7, w here the parentheses Indicate the soin pro fction for strong R ashba interaction).
For our choice ofRashba so Ham itonian, Eq. @6), "R "-ekctrons k, > 0) willbe "down-—
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polarized" (K, >= 1) and "L"-electrons ( < 0) willbe "uppolarized" K ,>= +1)
tom Inin ize them ain part ofelectron energy (¥=2m) < k,+ Moo=~ > 2 in the presence
of strong spin-orbit interaction B2].

Chiral electrons In 1D quantum wire result in such interesting predictions as "spin ac—
cum ulation" in nom al wires [32] or Zeem an splitting induced supercurrent in S/QW /S

janction [9].

34. Zeem an Splitting Induced Supercurrent

Tk was shown in the previous subsection that under the conditions ofthe Rashba e ect In
1D quantum w ires the spin degree of freedom is strongly correlated w ith the electron m o—
m entum . T his cbservation opens the possibility to m agnetically control an electric current.
Tt is well known that in ringshaped conductors the current can be induced by m agnetic

ux due to the m om entum dependent interaction of the electrom agnetic potential A' w ith

a charged particle H 4, = (e=m <) ﬁ) A'. . Chiral properties of electrons in quasi-1D quantum
w ires allow one to induce a persistent current via pure soIn (m om entum independent) in—
teraction H = g 3 S' H' . Below we consider the Jossphson current in a ballistic S/QW /S
Junction in the pressnce of Rashba spin-orbit Interaction and Zeem an splitting. W e will
assum e at st that so interactions exist both in the nom alpart of the junction and in the
superconducting lads, so that one can neglect the spin rotation acocom panied by electron
badckscattering induced by so interactions at the N S interfaces. In other words the contacts
are assum ed to be fiully adiabatic. This m odel can be justi ed at least for a weak so in—
teraction. The energy soectrum of electrons In a quantum w ire is shown In Fig. 7 and the
e ect of the so Interaction in this approach is characterized by the dispersion asym m etry
param eter ,,Eq. @8).

For a perfectly transparent jinction O = 1) the two subbands "1" and "2" (see Fig.7)
contrbute ndependently to the Andreev soectrum which is described by two sets of evels
)

1 r o+
En(l) = Iil) n+ §+ 2 ! ; (49)
1 14
Q) _ @) 2
B = . Mmoo+ §+ 2 ;

where the integers n;m = 0; 1; 2;:x: are ordihary quantum numbers which label the
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equidistant A ndreev kvels n a ong SN'S junction 8], = 1; ' = ~vyp=L (= 1;2) and
" is the superconducting phase di erence. Them agnetic phases ;= ;= Iij) characterize
the shift of Andreev energy levels induced by Zeam an interaction. N otice that the relative
sign betw een the superconducting phase’ and them agneticphase 5 isdi erent for channels
"1" and "2". This is a direct consequence of the chiral properties of the electrons in our
model. In the absence of a digpersion asymm etry (ip = Wor ¥ ) the two sets of levels
in Eq. @9) descrbe the ordinary spectrum of Andreev kevels in a long transparent SF'S
Junction ("F'" stands for the nom al region w ith Zeem an solitting)

l 14

En,; = L n+§+ + — ;= 1: (50)

2 2
K now ing explicitly the energy spectrum, Eq. (49), it is straightforward to evaluate the

Josephson current. It takes the form (9]
n #
snk( + 1) sink (' 2)

1) . 2)
Py shh@ k1= )

2eT X
o ( ljﬁ-l
~ sinh 2 kT=

JCT; )= 1)

Here T is the temperature. The fom al structure of Eq. (51) is obvious. The two sum s
in Eq. {61) correspond to the contrbutions of m agnetically shifted sets of levels "1" and
"2" in Eq. (49). In the absence of any so interaction the Zeem an splitting results only in
an additionalcosk ;= 1) factor in the standard form ula for the supercurrent through a
perfectly tranam itting Jong SN S junction 7] Them ost strking consequence ofEq. (1) is
the appearance of an anom alous Jossphson current J,, J (" = 0),when both the Zeam an
solitting ( ;) and dispersion asymm etry ( ,) are nonzero. At high tem peratures T
the anom alous supercurrent is exponentially an all. In the low tem perature regine T

it is a piecew ise constant function of the Zeem an energy splitting 5,

" i g

J - C £ n k—- n k—— 52

an( Z ) - _L T Vip Sm @ A% Sm 2) ( )
k=1 L L

For rational values vir =vor = p=q g are the integers) J, is a periodic function of
the Zeam an energy solitting w ith period z = 2 q IEl),otheJ:sze:'LtjsaqL;lasjpeJ::iodjc
function. The dependence of the nom alized supercurrent J,,=J¢ here Jg = e =L;w =
(vig + vor )=2) on the dim ensionless Zeam an splitting ,= 1 Pr 5 = 04 and for
di erent tem peratures is shown In Fig. 8. We sse that at T = 0 the Zeam an-splitting
Induced supercurrent appears abruptly at nite values of , of the order of the A ndreev

Jevel spacing.
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FIG . 8: D ependence of the nom alized anom alous Josephson current J,,=Jg
Jo = ewr =L) on the din ensionless Zeem an splitting ,= 1 ( 1 = ~vr =L) for asymm etry
param eter , = 0:d. The di erent plots (1-3) correspond to di erent tem peratures

T= (04;15;35)T ,whereT = =2 .

Letus in agine now the situation when the Zeam an splitting arises due to a localm agnetic
eld (acting only on the nom al part of the jinction) in the 2D plane applied nom al to
the quantum wire. Then the vector product of this m agnetic eld and the elkctric eld
(nom alto the plane), which induces the R ashba interaction determm ines the direction of the
anom alous supercurrent. In other words the change of the sign of the so interaction In
Eg. (6) orthe sign of , m akes the supercurrent Eq. 62) change sign aswell.

Now webrie y discuss the case ofa strong R ashba interaction (the characteristicm om en—
tum ke = m=~ 4 (V4) is ofthe order ofthe Ferm im om entum ) . T he electrons in a quantum
wire with strong Rashba coupling are chiral particks, that is the right- and left-m oving
particles have opposite spin projctions B2]. There is no reason to assume a strong so
interaction in 3D superconducting leads. W e w ill follow the approach taken in Refs. 82,80],

where the systeam was modelled by a quantum wire ( o, § 0) attached to sam in nite
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ladswih 4 = 0. In thismodelthe SN interface acts as a soecial strong scatterer w here
badkscattering is acoom panied by soin— ip process. For a general nonresonant situation the
dispersion asym m etry is not In portant in the lim it of strong R ashba interaction and we can
put vip B ¥ . Then the Josephson current at T = 0 up to num erical factor takes the
form

IO o) Der(w)—sn '+ L 53)
Here D e ( o) 1 is the e ective transparency of the junction. It can be calculated by
solving the transition problm for the corresponding nom al jinction 32]. Anyway, in the
considered m odel forN S Interfaces (nonadiabatic sw itching on the R ashba interaction) even
In the Iin it of strong R ashba interaction the anom alous supercurrent J,, = J( = 0; ;) is
an all because of an allness of the e ective trangparency of the Jjunction. O ne could expect
large current only for special case of resonant transition. This problem has not yet been
soked.

4. CONCLUSION

T he ob Ective of our brief review was to discuss those qualitatively new features of the
Jossphson e ect thatappearin S/QW /S hybrid structures. Q uantum w ires are characterized
by a 1D or quasitlD character of the electron conductivity. E lectron transport along QW s
is ballistic and due to the weak screening of the Coulomb Interaction in 1D it is described
by a Luttinger liquid theory. So the rst question we would lke to answer was | what
is the Josephson e ect in SLLS junction? Tt was shown that although elctrons do not
propagate n a LL weak link the supercurrent In a perfectly tranan itting SLLS janction
exactly coincides w ith the one -n an SN'S junction PZ]1. This "no renom alization" theorem
isanalogous to the result known fora LL adiabatically coupled to nonsuperconducting leads
B3]. For a tunnel SILLIS junction the dc Jossphson current is descrbed by the fam ous
Jossphson current-phase relation, however now the e ective trangparency D o 1 de ned
asd = JyD. sn’ Where J, = ewr =L) strongly depends on the agpect ratio of the LL w ire
=L d r is the width of the nanow ire), tem perature and electron-electron interaction
strength. This result 1] is a m anifestation of the K aneF isher e ect B4] in m esoscopic

superconductivity. Tt was also interesting for us (@and we hope for the readers as well) to
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nd a close connection, rooted in the A ndreev boundary conditions, between the physics of
a long SN S Jjunction and the Casin ire ect (see section 2.3.).

Qualitatively new behavior of the proxin ity Induced supercurrent in nanow ires is pre—
dicted for system sw ith strong soin-orbit Interactions. The R ashba e ect n nanow ires resu s
in the appearance of chiralelectrons 31, 32] forwhich the direction ofparticle m otion along
the wire (dght or lkft) is strongly correlated w ith the electron soin progction. For chiral
electrons the supercurrent can be m agnetically induced via Zeam an splitting. The Interplay
of Zeam an, R ashba interactions and proxin iy e ects in quantum w ires leadsto e ects that
are qualitatively di erent from those predicted for 2D Jjunctions BL].

It is worthwhilk to m ention here another in portant trend in m esoscopic superconduc—
tivity, nam ely, the fabrication and investigation of superconductivity-based qubits. Am ong
di erent suggestions and progcts in this rapidly developing eld, the creation of a so—called
single€ ooperbox (SCPB) was a ram arkabl event B2]. The SCPB consist of an ultrasn all
superconducting dot in tunneling contact w ith a bulk superconductor. A gate electrode, by
lifting the C oulom b blockade of C ooperpair tunneling, allow s the delocalization of a sihgle
C ooper pair between the two superconductors. For a nanoscale grain the quantum uctua-
tions of the charge on the island are suppressed due to the strong charging energy associated
w ith a an allgrain capacitance. By appropriately biasing the gate electrode it is possible to
m ake the two states on the dot, di ering by one C ooper pair, have the sam e energy. This
tw o-fold degeneracy of the ground state brings about the opportunity to create a long-lived
coherent m ixture of two ground states (qubit).

T he superconducting weak link which inclides a SCPB as a tunnel elem ent could be
very sensitive to extemal ac elds. This problem was studied in B3], where the resonant
m icrow ave properties of a voltage biased single-€ ooperpair transistor were considered. Tt
was shown that the quantum dynam ics of the system is strongly a ected by interference
between m ultiple m icrow ave-induced inter-devel transitions. A s a result the m agnitude and
the direction of the dc Jossphson current are extram ely sensitive to an all variations of the
bias voltage and to changes in the frequency of the m icrowave eld. This picture, which
di ers qualitatively from the fam ous Shapiro e ect [3], is a direct m anifestation of the rolk
the strong Coulomb correlations play In the nonequilbriim superconducting dynam ics of

m esosoopic weak links.
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