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Josephson current through a Luttinger liquid (LL) underam agnetic eld is theoretically studied.
W e derive an analytical expression of Josephson current for clean Interfaces, by using quasiclassical
G reen’s function and functional bosonization procedure. W e show that critical currents can be
renom alized by electron-electron interactions at perfect transparency when LL is adiabatically
connected w ith superconductors. W e also nd that a generation of -state, due to spin-dependent

energy shift in Andreev bound states ABS),

is prohibited even at zero tem perature when the

strength of repulsive interactions reaches som e critical valie. T he suppression of -state is caused
by the Iow energy uctuationspropagating in LL, and m aking the Zeem an splitting in AB S blurred.

PACS numbers: 71.10Pm , 71.70E j, 7450 + ¢

T ransport phenom ena in one-dim ensional (1D ) struc—
tures are strongly a ected by electron-electron interac—
tions. Fem i liquid description breaks down due to elec—
tron correlation, and system s are believed to behave as
Luttinger Iiquids (LLs), where low -lying excitations are
collective m odes rather than sihgleparticle exciations.
T his gives rise to characteristic phenom ena such as soin—
charge sgparation and charge fractionalization. These

behaviors have been veri ed experin entally, eg. In car-

bon nanotubes (CNT s) b.', :_2] and quantum wires on
GaAs/AGaAs heterostructure f, 4]. Inspired by ad-
vances in m icrofabrication technigques, hybrid structures
connecting LL w ith other conductors have attracted at—
tentions from theoretical and experin ental sides as can—
didates of new m esoscopic electronic devices.

R ecently, superconducting proxin ity e ect on CNT s
In contact w ith superconductors was reported In a cou—
ple of experin ents p, -d] T here are som e previous works
about Josephson cun:ent's In superconductor-Luttinger
liquid (S-LL) hybrid system s [, d,9,110,111,14]. In such
system s, electron-electron interactions m odify the nor-
m al and the Andreev re ection AR) process, and lead
to unique power law behaviors of low energy properties
such as proxin ity e ect, conductance and local densiy
of states DO S). On the other hand, a generation of
m etastable -state hasbeen studied theoretically [13]and
experim entally @fl, iﬁ] In superconductor-ferrom agnet
(S-F) junctions. The -state isa result of spin-dependent
energy shift in A ndreev bound states A B Ss) due to ex—
change energy in F . Here, we study Josephson current in
the presence of the -state in S-LL junctions. By apply—
Ing a magnetic eld to the LL region, we can consider
that Zeem an energy in LL plays the sam e roke as the ex—
change energy In F' . In thispaper, w e derive the analytical

expression of Josephson currentand nd that criticalcur-

rents can be renom alized by the interactions at perfect
transparency when LL is adiabatically connected w ih
reservoirs. W e also show that the Coulomb interactions
a ect the generation of the m etastable -state through
the LDO S in 1D structures.

T he system under consideration isa long S-LL-S junc-
tion where LL is adiabatically connected w ith swave su—

LL

FIG.1l: A possbl in plm entation of system setup: swave
superconductors are deposited on quantum w ire which isadi-
abatically connected w ith two dim ensionalFem iliquids. W e
believe that superconducting proxin ity e ect penetrates in
Ferm i liquid regions. The electrons in superconductors can
tunnel nto Luttinger liquid via A ndreev re ection process.
For sake of sim plicity, barrier potentials at the junctions are
assum ed to be negligble.

perconductors (see Figl). Approxinately In uence of
the Interactions In superconductors is neglected, and su—
perconducting order param eters e * =2 is assum ed to
change abruptly. For LL region, we assum e that Fem i
velocity is spin-independent vg v = v 4 = W% . This as-
sum ption m ay be justi ed as farasthe Zeam an energy is
far sm aller than the Fem ienergy. In this case, we can
consider that the spin-charge separation in LL does not
break down [16] T hus, Ham iltonian w ith usual g-ology
is expressed as
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where ., and h are particle density and Zeem an en-—
ergy. Here, a = and s = denote direction ofm ove—
ment and soin, respectively. p = fk;? g soeci es in—
teraction between electrons w ith parallel or antiparallel
soins. W e consider the case where back-scattering and

um klapp-scattering processes are irrelevant for sim plic—
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ity. T hroughout this paper, ~ and kg are set to unity.

W e apply a so-called Hubbard-Stratonovich transfor-
m ation to the interaction term s I_l]'], and obtain the ac—
tion using auxiliary eld ,;s X;t) as ©llows
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Here, Ly and L; are the Lagrangian densities of free
ferm jons and oollective uctuations; they can be ex—
pressed In m atrix form as
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where § represents interactions, and
N= P T, = 5)

wih ; being usualPaulim atrices. T hroughout the pa—
per, quantitiesw ith gcareth denotes (4 4) m atrices, and
thosew ith boldface 2 2) m atrices. 1st and 3rd row cor—
resoond to right and left m oving electrons w ith soin up,
and 2nd and 4th row to left and right m oving holes w ith
spin down. From Eg.@2), one can regard LL as the fiee
ferm ions propagating in the bosonic \environm ent" f_lé]
H ere the free ferm ion part includes the roke oftopological
term In usualbosonization m ethod. T herefore, we treat

(x;t) as \localscalar potential" for a tin e, and average
it in temtm s of wuctuation elds. One can obtain quasi-
classical G reen’s function In LL by solving E ilenberger
equation tlg']
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where [ denotes com m utator.

In a sin ilar fashion, one can construct the stationary
G reen’s functions in S regions f_Z-(_)'] Here, it is assum ed
that the m agnetic eld is not applied to S region. In
Fourier representation wih respect of tine di erence,
they are given by
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one at far from the interfaces, and
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where Lp(R) depicts S of kft (right) hand side. Here,
()= 2 2and ()= =(+ ()). Onecan
see that () is equal to the AR amplitude for inter—
faces w ith non-interacting nomm al conductor. W e deter—
m ine coe cients €T ®) () by applying boundary condi-
tions at the interfaces x = L=2. Since we focus on
the junction with clean interfaces, the boundary condi-
tions are that they are continuous along a tra gctory, ie.,

(L ot ) =9 T+ 0;tt%) Ril.

If L is larger than coherence length = w= , we
nd that ABS has the follow Ing form
Vi
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wheren isan Integer,and = 2Lh=w mod 2 ) isphase
shift due to them agnetic eld. Here, the in uence ofthe

auxiliary eld appearsasa an allenergy shift and is
L L L
ajs = ajs E;t + a; s E;t fE ! Eg; 10)
with ’‘sbeing \gauge" eldsin term softhe _uctuations

de nedby @+ ave @x) a5 (;t) = aj (70 [18, 221 To
evaluate the e ect of ;s to the Josephson current, we
have to average the G reen’s fiinction in term s ofauxiliary

elds; ;68 =< gx;5t% ) > , where
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Here, Sing = dtdxL; is the action for the uctuations

Induced by the interactionsand form sa gaussian In tem s
of elds. C onsidering that spin-charge separation is still
valid, Sing has the follow ing form affer unitary transfor-
m ation (18]

(M I} M = i 12)

Sing =

N -

where j= £ ;
tuations. O ne see that M’ corresponds to the inverse of
G reen’s function of the uctuations. Josgphson current
wih swave symm etry is re]atedpon]y to charge bosons
of the charge waves (ie. o= assp a;s=2) and phase
bosons of the spin waves ( , = L a;s=2) g].
Thus, i is su clent to have the know ledge of the prop—
agators of these com ponents. The concrete form s In
Fourier representation are

g speci es charge wave or soin wave uc—
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FIG.2: Josephson current in unit of J. = ewr =L is potted
as a function of phase di erence fordi erent K s (Here, we
set = 045 ,L=Lr=04,K =1). We assume gix = Ji> ,
thusK 5 = u5. There are positive slopesat =  indicating
the existence ofthe -state. Onecan nd critical currentsare
suppressed for repulsive interactions.

Here, K y and vy = uyvy are usual Luttinger param eter
and propagation velocity of j com ponent.
TotalJosephson current through the system can be ob—
tained, sum m ing up the contrbutions from allthe ABSs.
B ecause ofthe spin-charge separation, renom alization of
the soin-up current and the spin-down one is exactly the
sam e. Here we assum e that excitation m om entum unit
ofthe charge and the spin bosons is In niesim ally an all
In LL connected with Ferm i liquids. A s a consequence,
Josephson current for S-1.L-S system hasa follow ing form
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wih Lt = ww =2 T being them allength. The In uence
of electron-electron interactions is included only in
which has a follow ing form
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Here, D is a high energy cuto ; sihce we take into ac—
count the energy an aller than superconducting energy

gap, we assume D [_iz_i] Eqg.(16) shows that each

AR process is renom alized by the uctuationsw ith en—
ergies Iower than v =L R3]. This can be interpreted

that the \em vironm ent" at the interfaces directly a ect
the AR . Note that the exponent of renom alization dif-

fers from the one due to nom albackscattering, eg., at

high barrierpotential/ ( T=D ¥ *¥ ' 2 P4]. There-

fore, we consider that it is Cooper pair tunneling pro—

cess that the Interactions renom alize. To see this explic—

;FJy, we utilize conventional tunnel Ham ittonian Ht =

Yy
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FIG .3: Tem peraturedependenceofd i unitofd. isplotted
at = 035 andK = 1. For repulsive Interactions, one can
see that -state is strongly suppressed. Further, at K = 04,
the generation of -state is entirely suppressed even at zero
tem perature.

wih .6 ) and ;s &) = e'@%r ** 2i) being annihi-
lation operators n S and LL.At zero tem perature, the
second order perturbation ofH ¢ at each Interface, which
corresponds to single AR process, is proportional to

Z
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This is In agreem ent w ith the result of Fazio et al ﬂj].
O ne can verify that higher order contributions are con—
sistent w ith Eg.(16) as far as the power law dependence
is concemed [18].

Current-phase relations for di erent values of K are
shown In Fig 2 (Hereafter, we em ply the param eters,
such as and L, m odeling the experin ent by K asum ov
etal E_S]) . Ow ing to the Zeem an phase shift , the posi-
tive slopes are found to appearat = ( —state). This
is the sam e resul as In S-F junction except the suppres—
sion (enhancem ent) by the repulsive (attractive) inter—
actions [_i.:;] H ow ever, the suppression by the repulsive
Interactions K < 1) can play a key rok as for the gen—
eration of -state. W e calculate the tem perature depen-—
dence of the sub-critical current J which provides an
indication ofthe existence ofthe -state (seeFig. 3). In
presence of the repulsive Interactions, there is the regin e
for nite wherethe -state doesnot occureven at ab-
solute zero, although nite Josephson current can ow.
T he condiion for the existence ofa -state is given by

_ costm ) )& T+x2m® o 5. g9
(DL )
m=1
In non-interacting case K = K = 1), = 05 for

nite In contrast, if the Coulomb interactions are
strong enough K 02)asnCNTs [_2],them etastable
-state cannot be generated as such.
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FIG.4: The tunneling rate from the bottom of the -state
ispltted for = 035 (dotted line) and = 045 (solid
line). D eclining line is the one plotted as a function ofK at
K = 1 (eft axis), whilk increasing one a function of K at
K = 08 (rght axis).
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w ith the exponents § = (Kj1+Kj 2)=4 and =
K '+ K 2)=4. Here isthe nite spectralweight

of each ABS and (x) is Gamma function. W e fur-
ther xthephasedi erence between the superconduc-
tors to zero for sinplicty [4]. The rst tem in right
hand side show that the spectral weight is soread out
through distrbution function. In this light, the repul-
sive Interactions can be interpreted to raise the e ective
tem perature of the junction system . In the second one,
which orighates In  ,;s 0fEqg.(10), the repulsive inter-
actions suppress the A ndreev resonance. For attractive
case K > 1), on the other hand, it becom es easier
to generate the m etastabl state. An attractive back—
scattering, in general, cannot be neglected. However, i
does not change the situation qualitatively, because the
attractive back-scattering tends to enhance the super—
conducting correlation !_2-5] Besides, n contrast to K ,
an allK enhances the critical current, and m akesthe -
state Incident. This revealsa re ection of the sym m etry
of C ooper pairs in superconductors.

Finally, we m ention the e ect of breakdown of soin—
charge separation due to the Zeeam an e ect. W e have fo-

T his behavior can be veri ed also from Josephson po—
tentialE ;5 ( ; ).Asa criterion for determ ining the exis—
tence of the m etastable state, we estin ate the tranam is—
sivity T from the bottom ofthe -state. T isnum eri-
cally calculated asa function ofK and K wihin W KB
m ethod, and the resul is shown In Fig. 4. One can see
that there is a criticalvalue of interaction strength, where
T reachesunity and the generation of -state isprohib-
ited com pletely. In the vicinity of the critical point, the
tunneling probability becom es

r
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where C denotes junction capacitance. The disappear—
ance of the m etastabl state is caused by the fact that
the Zeam an splitting In A B Ssbecom esblurred due to the
collective excitations arising from the interactions in LL.
In practice, for repulsive interactions, the LD O S near the
Interfaces can be roughly estin ated by
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cused on the case where spin-charge separation is vali.
T his assum ption m ay be acoeptable for the system on
electron doped G aA s which has sn all Lande’s g-factor
( 0:4) H{]. If eg., InSb quantum wires (@ 50 R6))
are prepared, however, our approach needs som e cor—
rections. In such a case, the charge- and spin-density

uctuations exhibi coupled oscillation, whose coupling
strength isproportionaltor= (verv Vr4)=@rn + vry).
T herefore, M i Eg.(12) haso -diagonalelem ents. This
leads to di erent renomm alization for spin-up and spin-—
down currents, and the ratio of renom alization factor
has the follow ing expression
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whereu denotes velocity renom alization ofthe nom al
m ode {6]; the explicit form is given by
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Since Eg.(22) does not inclide high energy cuto D,

w= 4 does not become so large. Thus the n uence
of the breakdown of the spin-charge separation is an all,
which m ay cause the circum stance that supercurrent is
conveyed by singlet C ooper pairs.

In oonclusion, currentphase relations of S-LL-S
Junctions are analytically reexam ined using fiinctional
bosonization. W e have show n that the low energy excita—
tionsin LL can play crucialroleson a critical current and
a generation of -state if LL is adiabatically connected
w ith superconducting reservoirs. W e have also exam —
ned the tunneling from the m etastable -state. W hen
we regard the junctions as m acroscopic two level sys—
tam s, the quantum leakage directly a ects the stability
of the m etastable state. T he dgay rEte isgiven by =
2Be S0 Eoli)=2 yhereSy= | d CEg(; =2)=4¢

0
is the action of symm etric potential B is the uctua—

tion determ inant w ithout zero m ode R7,28)). This in—
dicates that the m acroscopic nature is inevitably related

w ith m any body correlations in 1D con guration. Our
m ethod can be easily applied to hybrid system s of super—
conductors w ith other sym m etries or interacting conduc—
tor w ith higher dimn ensions [2]1 29 E xperin entally in

sem iconducting heterostructure, one can vary the carrier
density and the e ective Interactions to som e extent by
gate voltage Bd Further tunnel jlnCt_'IOHS between 1D —
2D EG havebeen also exam ined @1- Ttm ay be feasble n

the Muture to construct the system under consideration,

using S2DEG -S janction w ith a gate t_Bé]
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