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Josephson �-state in superconductor-Luttinger liquid hybrid system s
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Josephson currentthrough a Luttingerliquid (LL)undera m agnetic�eld istheoretically studied.

W ederivean analyticalexpression ofJosephson currentforclean interfaces,by using quasiclassical

G reen’s function and functionalbosonization procedure. W e show that criticalcurrents can be

renorm alized by electron-electron interactions at perfect transparency when LL is adiabatically

connected with superconductors. W e also �nd thata generation of�-state,due to spin-dependent

energy shift in Andreev bound states (ABS),is prohibited even at zero tem perature when the

strength ofrepulsive interactionsreaches som e criticalvalue. The suppression of�-state iscaused

by thelow energy 
uctuationspropagating in LL,and m aking theZeem an splitting in ABS blurred.

PACS num bers:71.10.Pm ,71.70.Ej,74.50.+ r

Transportphenom ena in one-dim ensional(1D)struc-

tures are strongly a� ected by electron-electron interac-

tions.Ferm iliquid description breaksdown due to elec-

tron correlation,and system s are believed to behave as

Luttinger liquids (LLs),where low-lying excitationsare

collective m odes rather than single-particle excitations.

Thisgivesriseto characteristicphenom ena such asspin-

charge separation and charge fractionalization. These

behaviorshavebeen veri� ed experim entally,e.g.,in car-

bon nanotubes (CNTs) [1, 2] and quantum wires on

G aAs/AlG aAs heterostructure [3, 4]. Inspired by ad-

vancesin m icrofabrication techniques,hybrid structures

connecting LL with otherconductorshave attracted at-

tentionsfrom theoreticaland experim entalsidesascan-

didatesofnew m esoscopicelectronicdevices.

Recently,superconducting proxim ity e� ect on CNTs

in contactwith superconductorswasreported in a cou-

pleofexperim ents[5,6].Therearesom epreviousworks

about Josephson currents in superconductor-Luttinger

liquid (S-LL)hybrid system s[7,8,9,10,11,12].In such

system s, electron-electron interactions m odify the nor-

m aland the Andreev re
 ection (AR) process,and lead

to unique powerlaw behaviorsoflow energy properties

such as proxim ity e� ect,conductance and localdensity

ofstates (LDO S).O n the other hand,a generation of

m etastable�-statehasbeen studied theoretically[13]and

experim entally [14, 15] in superconductor-ferrom agnet

(S-F)junctions.The�-stateisaresultofspin-dependent

energy shiftin Andreev bound states(ABSs)due to ex-

changeenergy in F.Here,westudy Josephson currentin

the presenceofthe �-statein S-LL junctions.By apply-

ing a m agnetic � eld to the LL region,we can consider

thatZeem an energy in LL playsthesam eroleastheex-

changeenergyin F.In thispaper,wederivetheanalytical

expressionofJosephsoncurrentand � nd thatcriticalcur-

rentscan be renorm alized by the interactionsatperfect

transparency when LL is adiabatically connected with

reservoirs. W e also show thatthe Coulom b interactions

a� ect the generation ofthe m etastable �-state through

the LDO S in 1D structures.

Thesystem underconsideration isa long S-LL-S junc-

tion whereLL isadiabatically connected with s-wavesu-

LL

FIG .1: A possible im plem entation ofsystem setup:s-wave

superconductorsaredeposited on quantum wirewhich isadi-

abatically connected with two dim ensionalFerm iliquids.W e

believe that superconducting proxim ity e�ect penetrates in

Ferm iliquid regions. The electrons in superconductors can

tunnelinto Luttinger liquid via Andreev re
ection process.

Forsake ofsim plicity,barrierpotentialsatthe junctions are

assum ed to be negligible.

perconductors (see Fig.1). Approxim ately in
 uence of

theinteractionsin superconductorsisneglected,and su-

perconducting order param eters � e� i�=2 is assum ed to

change abruptly. For LL region,we assum e that Ferm i

velocity is spin-independent vF " = vF # = vF . This as-

sum ption m ay bejusti� ed asfarastheZeem an energy is

farsm allerthan the Ferm ienergy. In this case,we can

considerthatthe spin-charge separation in LL doesnot

break down [16]. Thus,Ham iltonian with usualg-ology

isexpressed as

H LL =

Z

dx

h P

a;s
 
y
a;s(� iavF

@

@x
+ sh) a;s

+
X

s;s0

g2;p�+ ;s(x;t)�� ;s0(x;t)

+
X

a;s;s0

g4;p

2
�a;s(x;t)�a;s0(x;t)

#

; (1)

where �a;s and h are particle density and Zeem an en-

ergy. Here,a = � and s = � denote direction ofm ove-

m ent and spin, respectively. p = fk;? g speci� es in-

teraction between electronswith paralleloranti-parallel

spins. W e consider the case where back-scattering and

um klapp-scattering processes are irrelevant for sim plic-
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ity.Throughoutthispaper,~ and kB aresetto unity.

W e apply a so-called Hubbard-Stratonovich transfor-

m ation to the interaction term s[17],and obtain the ac-

tion using auxiliary � eld �a;s(x;t)asfollows

S[�]=

Z

dtdx

h

L0( 
y; ) + L1(�)

+
X

a;s

�a;s(x;t)�a;s(x;t)

i

:(2)

Here, L0 and L1 are the Lagrangian densities of free

ferm ions and collective 
 uctuations; they can be ex-

pressed in m atrix form as

L0 = [ ;(i
@

@t
1̂+ ivF

@

@x
�̂z�̂z + h�̂z) ]; (3)

L1 = [�;̂g� 1�]; (4)

where ĝ representsinteractions,and

�̂i =

�
�i 0

0 �i

�

; �̂z =

�
1 0

0 � 1

�

(5)

with �i being usualPaulim atrices.Throughoutthe pa-

per,quantitieswith gcareth denotes(4� 4)m atrices,and

thosewith boldface(2� 2)m atrices.1stand 3rd row cor-

respond to rightand leftm oving electronswith spin up,

and 2nd and 4th row to leftand rightm oving holeswith

spin down. From Eq.(2),one can regard LL asthe free

ferm ionspropagating in thebosonic\environm ent" [18].

Herethefreeferm ion partincludestheroleoftopological

term in usualbosonization m ethod. Therefore,we treat

�(x;t)as\localscalarpotential" fora tim e,and average

it in term s of
 uctuation � elds. O ne can obtain quasi-

classicalG reen’s function in LL by solving Eilenberger

equation [19]

ivF
@

@x
ĝ(x;t;t0j�)+

h

(i
@

@t
+ h)̂�z�̂z + �(x;t)̂�z; ĝ(x;t;t

0j�)

i

�
= 0;(6)

where[� � � ]� denotescom m utator.

In a sim ilarfashion,one can constructthe stationary

G reen’s functions in S regions[20]. Here,itis assum ed

that the m agnetic � eld is not applied to S region. In

Fourier representation with respect of tim e di� erence,

they aregiven by

ĝ
L (R )
s (x;�)= Û (̂g0(�)+ ĝ

L (R )(x;�))̂U y
; (7)

where Û = exp[i��̂z=4]. ĝ0(�)= (��̂z + i� �̂y)=
 (�)isthe

oneatfarfrom the interfaces,and

ĝ
L (R )(x;�)= Ĉ L (R )(�)e

� 2i
 (�)
x � L =2

vF �
0

B
@

1 �(�)� 1

� �(�)� 1 � 1
0

0
1 �(�)� 1

� �(�)� 1 � 1

1

C
A ; (8)

where L (R) depicts S ofleft (right) hand side. Here,


 (�) =
p
�2 � � 2 and �(�) = � =(� + 
 (�)). O ne can

see that �(�) is equalto the AR am plitude for inter-

faceswith non-interacting norm alconductor. W e deter-

m ine coe� cients Ĉ L (R )(�)by applying boundary condi-

tions at the interfaces x = � L=2. Since we focus on

the junction with clean interfaces,the boundary condi-

tionsarethatthey arecontinuousalongatrajectory,i.e.,

ĝ(� L

2
� 0;t;t0j�)= ĝ(� L

2
+ 0;t;t0j�)[21].

IfL is larger than coherence length � = vF =�� ,we

� nd thatABS hasthe following form

E
(n)
a;s =

vF

2L

�
(2n + 1)� + a� � s
 � �a;s

�

= �n;s �
vF

2L

�
a� + �a;s

�
; (9)

wheren isan integer,and 
 = 2Lh=vF (m od 2�)isphase

shiftdueto them agnetic� eld.Here,thein
 uenceofthe

auxiliary � eld appearsasa sm allenergy shiftand is

�a;s = �a;s
�L

2
;t
�
+ �� a;� s

�L

2
;t
�
� f

L

2
! �

L

2
g; (10)

with �’sbeing \gauge" � eldsin term softhe
 uctuations

de� ned by (@t+ avF @x)�a;s(x;t)= �a;s(x;t)[18,22].To

evaluate the e� ectof�a;s to the Josephson current,we

havetoaveragetheG reen’sfunction in term sofauxiliary

� � elds;ĝ(x;t;t0)= < ĝ(x;t;t0j�)> �,where

< � � � >�=

R Q

a;s
D �a;s :::e

iSind[�]

R Q

a;s
D �a;se

iSind[�]
: (11)

Here,Sind =
R
dtdxL1 isthe action forthe 
 uctuations

induced bytheinteractionsand form sagaussianin term s

of� � elds.Consideringthatspin-chargeseparationisstill

valid,Sind hasthe following form afterunitary transfor-

m ation [18]

Sind =
i

2
[�;M̂ �]; M̂ =

�
M � 0

0 M �

�

; (12)

wherej= f�;�g speci� eschargewaveorspin wave
 uc-

tuations. O ne see that M̂ correspondsto the inverse of

G reen’s function ofthe 
 uctuations. Josephson current

with s-wave sym m etry is related only to charge bosons

ofthe charge waves(i.e. ��;c =
P

a;s
�a;s=2)and phase

bosons ofthe spin waves (��;p = �
P

a;s
as�a;s=2) [8].

Thus,itissu� cientto have the knowledge ofthe prop-

agators of these com ponents. The concrete form s in

Fourierrepresentation are

M
� 1
�;c(k;!)= i�

hv�(K
� 1
� � 2)

!2 � v2�k
2

+ D
0

�(k;!)

i

; (13)

M
� 1
�;p(k;!)= i�

h
v�(K � � 2)

!2 � v2�k
2
+ D

0

�(k;!)

i

; (14)

where

D
0
j(k;!) = (vj � vF )

h
!2 + vF vjk

2

(!2 � v2
F
k2)(!2 � v2jk

2)

i

:(15)
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FIG .2: Josephson currentin unitofJc = evF =L is potted

as a function ofphase di�erence for di�erent K �s (Here,we

set 
 = 0:45�, L=LT = 0.4,K �= 1). W e assum e gik = gi? ,

thusK
� 1

j = uj.Therearepositiveslopesat� = � indicating

theexistenceofthe�-state.O necan �nd criticalcurrentsare

suppressed forrepulsive interactions.

Here,K j and vj = ujvF are usualLuttingerparam eter

and propagation velocity ofj com ponent.

TotalJosephson currentthrough thesystem can beob-

tained,sum m ing up thecontributionsfrom alltheABSs.

Becauseofthespin-chargeseparation,renorm alization of

thespin-up currentand thespin-down oneisexactly the

sam e. Here we assum e that excitation m om entum unit

ofthechargeand thespin bosonsisin� nitesim ally sm all

in LL connected with Ferm iliquids. As a consequence,

Josephson currentforS-LL-S system hasafollowingform

J =
evF

L

2

�

L

LT

1X

m = 1

sin(m �)cos(m 
)
(� 1)m + 1� m

2

sinh(m L

L T

)
;(16)

with LT = vF =2�T being therm allength.The in
 uence

of electron-electron interactions is included only in � ,

which hasa following form

� = (
�T

D
)K

� 1

�
+ K � � 2

u
� K

� 1

�

� u� K �

� sinh
2
( L

2L T
)

sinh
K

� 1
� ( L

2u�L T
)sinh

K � ( L

2u� L T
)
:

(17)

Here,D is a high energy cut-o� ;since we take into ac-

count the energy sm aller than superconducting energy

gap,we assum e D � � [12]. Eq.(16) shows that each

AR processisrenorm alized by the 
 uctuationswith en-

ergies lower than vF =L [23]. This can be interpreted

thatthe \em vironm ent" atthe interfacesdirectly a� ect

the AR.Note thatthe exponentofrenorm alization dif-

fersfrom the one due to norm albackscattering,e.g.,at

high barrierpotential/ (�T=D )K
� 1

�
+ K

� 1

�
� 2 [24].There-

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

cessthattheinteractionsrenorm alize.To seethisexplic-

itly,we utilize conventionaltunnelHam iltonian H T =P

a;s

�
T1	

y
a;s(�

L

2
)~ a;s(�

L

2
)+ T2	

y
a;s(

L

2
)~ a;s(

L

2
)+ H:c:

�

1.2

L  /  LT 

0.2 0.7
- 0.2

0.2

0.4

0.6

0.8

1

J
  

 /
  

Jc

0

0 2.21.7

FIG .3: Tem peraturedependenceofJ� in unitofJc isplotted

at
 = 0:35� and K� = 1.Forrepulsiveinteractions,onecan

seethat�-stateisstrongly suppressed.Further,atK � = 0:4,

the generation of�-state is entirely suppressed even at zero

tem perature.

with 	 a;s(x) and ~ a;s(x) = ei(akF x+ �a;s) being annihi-

lation operatorsin S and LL.At zero tem perature,the

second orderperturbation ofH T ateach interface,which

correspondsto singleAR process,isproportionalto

Z

dt< e
i

�
�+ "(�

L

2
;0)+ �� #(�

L

2
;0)� �� #(

L

2
;t)� �+ "(

L

2
;t)

�

> �

/ (
vF

D L
)K

� 1

�
+ K � � 2 = � (T ! 0): (18)

This is in agreem ent with the result ofFazio etal.[7].

O ne can verify thathigher ordercontributions are con-

sistentwith Eq.(16)asfarasthe powerlaw dependence

isconcerned [18].

Current-phase relationsfor di� erent values ofK� are

shown in Fig 2 (Hereafter,we em ploy the param eters,

such as� and L,m odeling the experim entby K asum ov

etal.[5]).O wing to the Zeem an phaseshift
,the posi-

tive slopesare found to appearat� = � (�-state).This

isthesam eresultasin S-F junction exceptthesuppres-

sion (enhancem ent) by the repulsive (attractive) inter-

actions [13]. However,the suppression by the repulsive

interactions(K � < 1)can play a key roleasforthe gen-

eration of�-state.W e calculate the tem perature depen-

dence ofthe sub-criticalcurrent J� which provides an

indication oftheexistenceofthe�-state(seeFig.3).In

presenceoftherepulsiveinteractions,thereistheregim e

for� nite 
 wherethe �-statedoesnotoccureven atab-

solute zero,although � nite Josephson current can 
 ow.

Thecondition forthe existenceofa �-stateisgiven by

� = �

1X

m = 1

cos(m 
)(
vF

D L
)(K

� 1

�
+ K � � 2)m

2

> 0 : (19)

In non-interacting case (K � = K � = 1), � = 0:5 for

� nite 
. In contrast, if the Coulom b interactions are

strongenough (K � . 0:2)asin CNTs[2],them etastable

�-statecannotbe generated assuch.
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FIG .4: The tunneling rate from the bottom ofthe �-state

is plotted for 
 = 0:35� (dotted line) and 
 = 0:45� (solid

line).D eclining line isthe one plotted asa function ofK � at

K � = 1 (left axis),while increasing one a function ofK � at

K � = 0:8 (rightaxis).

Thisbehaviorcan be veri� ed also from Josephson po-

tentialE J(�;
).Asa criterion fordeterm ining theexis-

tence ofthe m etastable state,we estim ate the transm is-

sivity T� from the bottom ofthe �-state. T� isnum eri-

cally calculated asa function ofK � and K � within W K B

m ethod,and the resultisshown in Fig. 4. O ne can see

thatthereisacriticalvalueofinteraction strength,where

T� reachesunity and thegeneration of�-stateisprohib-

ited com pletely. In the vicinity ofthe criticalpoint,the

tunneling probability becom es

T� � 1�

�
�3

2

� 1

2

r
C

e2

vF

L
� ; (20)

where C denotes junction capacitance. The disappear-

ance ofthe m etastable state is caused by the fact that

theZeem an splittingin ABSsbecom esblurred duetothe

collectiveexcitationsarising from theinteractionsin LL.

In practice,forrepulsiveinteractions,theLDO S nearthe

interfacescan be roughly estim ated by

�(�)

�(0)
�
X

n;s

2e� j�� �n ;sj=D
h �

D �

(� � �n;s)
2 + �2

�1� ��� ��
(
vF

D L
)� (1� �� � ��)cos

� �

2
f�� + ��g

�

+

�
j� � �n;sj

2D

��
(
vF

D L
)��+ �� � (1� �)cos

� �

2
f�� + �� �

�

2
g
� i

; (21)

with the exponents �j = (K � 1
j

+ K j � 2)=4 and � =

(K � 1
� + K � � 2)=4. Here � is the � nite spectralweight

of each ABS and � (x) is G am m a function. W e fur-

ther� x thephasedi� erence� between thesuperconduc-

tors to zero for sim plicity [12]. The � rst term in right

hand side show that the spectralweight is spread out

through distribution function. In this light,the repul-

sive interactionscan be interpreted to raisethe e� ective

tem perature ofthe junction system . In the second one,

which originates in �a;s ofEq.(10),the repulsive inter-

actions suppress the Andreev resonance. For attractive

case (K � > 1), on the other hand, it becom es easier

to generate the m etastable state. An attractive back-

scattering,in general,cannotbe neglected. However,it

doesnotchange the situation qualitatively,because the

attractive back-scattering tends to enhance the super-

conducting correlation [25]. Besides,in contrastto K �,

sm allK � enhancesthecriticalcurrent,and m akesthe�-

state incident.Thisrevealsa re
 ection ofthe sym m etry

ofCooperpairsin superconductors.

Finally,we m ention the e� ect ofbreakdown ofspin-

chargeseparation dueto theZeem an e� ect.W ehavefo-

cused on the case where spin-charge separation isvalid.

This assum ption m ay be acceptable for the system on

electron doped G aAs which has sm allLande’s g-factor

(� � 0:4)[4].If,e.g.,InSb quantum wires(g� � 50 [26])

are prepared, however, our approach needs som e cor-

rections. In such a case,the charge- and spin-density


 uctuations exhibit coupled oscillation,whose coupling

strength isproportionalto r= (vF " � vF #)=(vF " + vF #).

Therefore,M̂ in Eq.(12)haso� -diagonalelem ents.This

leads to di� erent renorm alization for spin-up and spin-

down currents,and the ratio ofrenorm alization factor

hasthe following expression

� "

� #

=
�
sinh(

L

2u� LT

)=sinh(
L

2u+ LT

)
�
4r(u � K

� 1
�

+ u � K � )

u 2
+
� u 2

�

�
�
sinh(

L

2(1+ r)LT

)=sinh(
L

2(1� r)LT

)
�2
; (22)

whereu� denotesvelocity renorm alization ofthenorm al

m ode[16];the explicitform isgiven by

u
2

� =
1

2

h

(u2� + u
2

� + 2r2)�

q

(u2� � u2�)
2 + 4r2(u�K � + u�K

� 1
� )(u�K

� 1
� + u�K �)

i

: (23)
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Since Eq.(22) does not include high energy cut-o� D ,

� "=� # does not becom e so large. Thus the in
 uence

ofthe breakdown ofthe spin-chargeseparation issm all,

which m ay cause the circum stance that supercurrent is

conveyed by singletCooperpairs.

In conclusion, current-phase relations of S-LL-S

junctions are analytically reexam ined using functional

bosonization.W ehaveshown thatthelow energy excita-

tionsin LL can play crucialroleson acriticalcurrentand

a generation of�-state ifLL is adiabatically connected

with superconducting reservoirs. W e have also exam -

ined the tunneling from the m etastable �-state. W hen

we regard the junctions as m acroscopic two levelsys-

tem s,the quantum leakage directly a� ects the stability

ofthe m etastable state. The decay rate isgiven by � =

2B e� S0� E J (�;
)=2,where S0 =
R�
0
d�
p
C E J(�;�=2)=4e

2

is the action ofsym m etric potential(B is the 
 uctua-

tion determ inantwithout zero m ode [27,28]). This in-

dicatesthatthem acroscopicnatureisinevitably related

with m any body correlations in 1D con� guration. O ur

m ethod can beeasily applied to hybrid system sofsuper-

conductorswith othersym m etriesorinteracting conduc-

tor with higher dim ensions [21,29]. Experim entally in

sem iconducting heterostructure,onecan vary thecarrier

density and the e� ective interactionsto som e extentby

gate voltage[30]. Furthertunneljunctionsbetween 1D-

2DEG havebeen alsoexam ined [31].Itm aybefeasiblein

the future to constructthe system under consideration,

using S-2DEG -S junction with a gate[32].

Thiswork ispartly supported by a G rantforThe21st

CenturyCO E Program (PhysicsofSelf-organization Sys-

tem s)atW aseda University from theM inistry ofEduca-

tion,Sports,Culture,Scienceand Technology.
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