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W e revisit the problem of point-contact tunnel junctions involving one-dim ensional superconduc—
tors and present a sin ple schem e for com puting the full current<olage characteristics w ithin the
fram ew ork of the non-equilbrium K eldysh G reen function form alisn . W e address the e ects of dif-
ferent pairing sym m etries com bined w ith m agnetic elds and nite tem peratures at arbitrary bias
voltages. W e discuss extensively the im portance of these results for present-day experim ents. In
particular, we propose ways of m easuring the e ects found when the two sides of the jinction have
dissim ilar superconducting gaps and when the sym m etry of the superconducting states is not the
one of spin-singlet pairing. T his last point is of relevance for the study of the superconducting state
of certain organic m aterials like the Bechgaard salts and, to som e extent, for ruthenium com pounds.

I. NTRODUCTION

T he theory of superconductivity by Bardeen, C ooper
and Schrie er BCS) is one of the most inportant
achievem ents of condensed m atter theory. Som e of the
m ost striking consequences of this theory concem the
tunneling to and from a superconductor. Indeed, the his—
tory oftunneling experim entsand applications is strongly
linked to that of superconductivity. Not only some of
the m ost crucial experin ental veri catigns of the BCS
theory cam e from tunneling experin entsf but also som e
of the m ost in portant practical applications of super—
conductivity involre Josephson tunneling junctions. To
describe the m anifold ofexperim ental and practical situ-—
ations, two lim iting cases are usually considered: planar
Interfaces and point contacts. A s of latter, point-contact
tunneling per se acquired renew ed relevance w ith the.der
velopm ent of scanning tunneling m icroscopy (STM ) 224
that is today at the forefront of the experin ental tech—
nigques used to study unconventional superconductors.
ForSTM the tip can bem odeled using som € jdealized gey
om etry. For exam pl the cases of sphericalf ? conical?
and pyram ida® tip geom etries w ere considered in the lit-
erature (the last two were used to m odelvery close STM
contacts). T he point-contact approxin ation is therefore
the sim plest one for the kind of tunneling processes that
take place on STM experin ents. O ther ways to real-
ize point contacts include the use of break junctions and
pressed crossed w ires.

The sinplest theoretical m odels used to interpret
experim ents involving superconducting tunneling are
typically based on a sinple scattering picture and
go genemlly-yunder the name of sem iconducting band
models 94343 A more system atiq appmach is that
based on the tunneling H am ilonian 242324 A hrge se-

contacts showed in pressive agreem ent w ith the theory;
achieving, som e ofthem , detailed m icroscopic description
of the contacts. T he current transport in these system s
can be described as taking place through a sn all num -
ber of independent conduction channels, each of them
well described by a point-contact m odel. In som e exper—
In ents even the observation of single-channel transport
was possble.

Tunneling can thus be used as a very e cient probe
of the properties of the lads. In particular one can
expect to use i to determm ine the symm etry of the su—
perconducting order param eter in the leads. However,
the previous theoretical analysis of point-contact tun-
neling, although e cient In sinpl cases, are too cum —
bersom e to be easily generalized to m ore com plex cases
such as unconventional order param eters at nite tem -
peratures and nite magnstic elds. Sinpli ed sem -
classicalm ethods exist?32429 but they su er from their
own lin itations, for Instance-when one is dealing with
anisotropic supemonductors.@q Thusa generaland sinple
m icroscopic theory ofpoint-contact tunneling w as clearly
lacking, and is necessary In order to take into account
som e of the com plications of unusual superconductisity.
P roviding such a theory is the purpose ofthiswork. W e
use a Keldysh form align , to be abl to com pute the full
current-voltage characteristics and gain access to the ef-
fects of extermalm agnetic elds, potential scattering bar—
riers and nite tem peratures on the transport properties
of di erent jinctions at arbitrary nie volages. Con-—
trarily to previous in plem entations ofthds technique, us—
Ing the solution ofdi erence equatjons,'-lq w e here obtain
and diagonalize the fll tunneling action for the ponnt
contact tunneling junctions involving nom akm etal and
superconductor leads. This allow s one to easily incor—
porate com plications such as triplet pairing in the leads,

nie tem perature and niem agnetic eld. W e explore
In particular the physical properties of tunneling system s
w ith leads w ith triplet paring param eters.

Indeed, although the possbility of having triplet pair-
ng was nvestigated?¥28 soon after the BC S theory, and
such an unconventional scenario was found about the
sam e tim e-ir the p-wave spin-triplet super uid state
of SHeP9808 the quest to identify a p-wave charged
super uid proved much more challenging. A class
of candidates for triplkt pairing, though the evidence
is as yet not qom pltely conclusive, are,the organic
superconductor®483 and the ruthenates®48% There are
also proposals of spin-triplet pairing phases for some
heavy fem lon superconductors lke UPt;, but the is—
sue ram ains more open in those casesk The organic
com pounds are the m ost interesting for us due to the
quasitone-din ensionalnature oftheirnom alphases, and
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also because there is currently considerable,dgbate on
the symm etry of the superconducting phase 878429 For
the ruthenates, on the other hand, the triplt pairing
seam s already backed ,up by a considerable am ount of
experin ental evidence 29414 To sort out this question of
the sym m etry ofthe order param eter, tunneling can thus
be an invaluable tool. Recently, STM tunneling exper—
In ents were used to study the symm etry of the super—
conducting phase of Sr,Ru0 4 and other com pounds. N o
such attem ptswere as yet m ade in the case ofthe quasi-
one-dim ensional organic salts, but e orts in this direc—
tion are on their way. A 1so recently, prelin inary experi-
m ents Involving Jjunctions between two (di erent) Bech—
gaard saltswere perform ed, and they showed a num berof
puzzling features ncluding a zero-biag-conductance peak
(\anom aly") and zero excess current £4 In that context,
a precise theory of the particularities of point-contact
tunneling involving spin-triplet superconductors, done in
the m icroscopic fram ew ork of the tunneling H am iltonian
m odels, wascalled for. G iven the nature ofthese system s,
it isdi cul to perform phase sensitive experin ents such
as the ones that were, for the cuprates, sn oking guns
to x the symm etry of the order param eter. W e show,
how ever, that the tunneling spectrum has characteristic
features, such asthem agnetic eld dependence, that can
be used to unam biguously determ ine the order param e-
ter symm etry In these system s. A short account of part
of the results of this paper was published previous]yfj.

The rest of the paper is organized as follows. In
Sec. II we present the m odel that we use to describe
the point-contact junction geom etry betw een either nor-
m al or superconducting leads. In Sec.g]_i wework out a
way of nding the tunneling characteristics using a non—
equilbriim K eldysh) form alism . This allow s us to ob—
tain the current~volage characteristics for arbitrary volt—
age, tem perature orm agnetic eld, for junctionsw ih et
ther nom al, or singlkt or triplet superconducting leads.
A Iltechnicaldetails have been con ned to these two sec—
tions, while the two ram aining sections deal wih the
physical consequences of our ndings. Readers only in-
terested in those can thus safely jimp to Sec.:_Z[\[:, where
the physics of such jinctions is discussed in detail. Those
results are put In context w ithin di erent experin ental
possbilities in Sec. V'. In particular we discuss there
the possbility of using tunneling experin ents to probe
the nature of the superconducting pairing in the organic
superconductors. In Sec. 5!-_1 we close the paper wih a
generaldiscussion of the in plications of our results.

II. MODELOF THE POINT-CONTACT
JUNCTION

U sing a non-equilbrium K eldysh form alism we calcu—
late the full currentvoltage characteristics of di erent
types of tunnel jinctions where each side of the junc-
tion can be either a nomalmetal ), a singlkt (S) or
a triplet (T) superconductor. W e start from a tunneling

H am iltonian form ulation,
H:H1+H2+Htun (l)
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The rsttwo tem sdescribe the two leadsofthe jinction
(superconducting or otherw ise) and the third onem odels
the tunneling processes n which an electron w ith soin
hops from lead ¥ into lead ‘. The tunneling m atrix is
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T he diagonaltem s, V, , are local gentact potentialterm s
nclided for the sake of genera]jtyflg and the o diagonal
ones are the tunneling m atrix elem ents taken to be con—
stant consistently w ith the assum ption ofa point contact.
Since the num ber of particles in each lead is a conserved
quantity in the absence of tunneling, we can de ne the
current as proportionalto the rate of change in the rela—
tive partick num ber and w rire4
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N otice that the diagonal part of the tunneling m atrix
conserves particle num bers and w illnot contribute to the
current.

To m odel the superconducting lads in calculations
Intended to capture the m ain features of point-contact
transport on conventional superconductors, very sin ple
models su ce to achieve even quantitative agreem ent
w ith the experin ent. Contrary to the case in som e pla—
nar junction experin ents, din ensionality plays little or
no role In the tunneling. Therefore one can use one—
din ensional leads to carry out all the standard calcula—
tions. T he situation becom es m ore com plex in the case
of unconventional superconductors, m ainly because the
anisotropic nature of the pair wave-fuinction has to be
taken into account when m odeling the leads. The m ost
consgpicuous case is that of the cuprate com pounds, for
which the putative d-wave paring cannot be m odeled
w ithin a sihgleband one-din ensionallead. O n the other
hand, the organic superconductors that we are Interested
In are supposed to have p-wave symm etry. Since both
s-wave and p-w ave sym m etries can bem odeled in single—
band one-din ensionalchains, we can conveniently set up
a formm alisn that encom passes the two cases, as well as
the nom alstate. In the follow ing, we w illconsider a one—
din ensionalband w ith two Fermm ipoints and expand the
form fon  elds around them in the conventionalw ay2?
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thus de ning lft and right m oving elds (lead indexes
were om ited here). Usihg these elds and in the spirit
of the BC S theory, we introduce the follow ing four gap
functions:
D E
a ®) = a L& L ) (6)



where G reek indexes are summ ed over,a = 0;:::;3 and
0 is the identity m atrix while the other three are the
usualPaulim atrices. W e use the notation = w ith
2 @™  ( 1;+1)%% The constants , would de-
pend on the details ofthe m icroscopic pairing m echanisn
about which we m ake no assum ptions2? W ith this def-
nition o (x) is the spin-singlkt order param eter, as In
conventional superconductors, and the other three func=
tions form a vector of soin-triplet order param eters,'fl:
“®)= ) d&).Weusethe approxin ation of drop—
ping the spatial dependence in the order param eter and,
directly in Fourier space, we w rite the H am itonian for
any ofthe two leads as
n h i o
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where K = H N wih  the chem ical potential of
that lead. A llthe Indexes are sum m ed over, In particular
c2 (L;R) ( 1;+ 1) sum sover the two possble chirali-
tiesand o = cwk h are the corresponding linear
dispersions, shifted by the Inclision of chem icalpotential
and m agnetic eld along the 2-axis (for convenience we
will take v = 1). This is the natural extension to the
triplet case of the usualpairing-approxin ation H am iltto—
nian found in BC S theory, we ram ark that the fact it does
not conserve particle num ber is an artifact ofthe anom a—
Iousmean eld approxin ation behind its derivation and
has no bearing in the operator de nition ofthe current.

ITII. LOCALACTION APPROACH

W ithin the extended-BC S fram ew ork, the H am iltonian
rem ains a quadratic form including anom alous’ tem s.
Tobe abl to write it down as a canonicalquadratic form
we Introduce the follow Ing spinor notation :
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(that we present directly in Fourder space) . Here k is the
reduced m om entum (after linearization was carried out)
and

$ =1 ®)

isthe shifted frequency corresponding to a tin e evolution
given by K (cf. w ith the discussion of tunneling given in
Ref. [_ZIQ:]) ; here the barshave them eaning ofm inus signs.
Since wem ake explicit distinction between chiralities, all
the com ponentsofthe spinor are independent. U sing this
basis the H am iltonian can be w ritten in m atrix fom ,
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Here we arranged the di erent com ponents of the order
param eter using the follow ing m atrix notation:

A #n nn A 0 + 3 1 i 2
o 1+ 12 0 3

W e note that another convention, the one introduced in
the work of Balian and W ertham er28 is related to ours
via ABW =" (17Y); the di erence is rooted In a di erent
de nition ofthe spinor basis.

In the case of zerom agnetic eld, K 2 isblock diagonal
and one arrives to a closed solution for the quasiparticle
excitation spectrum Ef In the presence of m agnetic eld
the calculations for the case of a general order param eter
are m ore involved. W e adopt the convention of taking
the quantization axis (2) along them agnetic eld direc—
tion and consider the cases of triplt order param eters
parallel or perpendicular to the eld. In both of these
cases the Ham iltonian can be diagonalized via a canon-—
ical rotation (ie. a Bogolubov-Valatin transform ation)
that proceeds In a com pletely identicalw ay to that ofthe
conventional s-w ave case. Follow Ing the analogy further,
the local G reen functions for the lads can be w ritten
down inm ediately. For the case of a parallel order pa—
rameter ie. 1= 5 = 0)thenon—zerom atrix elem ents
of the advanced and retarded G reen functions are:
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w ith the upper (low er) sign corresponding to the retarded
(@dvanced) ones. Here w = 4w is an energy scale re—
lated to the Fem ivelocity (orequivalently to the nom al
density of states at the Fem i level) and  is a positive
In niesin althat regularizes the G reen functions (som e~
tin es kept nite to m odel the inelastic relaxation pro—
cesses inside the leads). Analogously for the case of a
perpendicular order param eter (ie. o= 3 = 0), the
non-zero m atrix elem ents of the advanced and retarded



G reen functions are this tin e:
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The non-equilbriim form alisn that we seek to mmple-
ment In order to access the full IV characteristics for
arbitrary nite voltages, requires the ntroduction of
one more linearly independent G reen function. From

the expressions for the retarded and advanced fiinc-
tions and using the assum ption of them al equilbrium

of the leads, we can, construct in m ediately the so-called
Keldysh com ponerrc,'ﬂ').I of the local lead G reen function:
g5= g g5 tanh ($=2T).

B efore proceeding, we stop to comm ent on the case of
tw o nom alleads. T he corresponding G reen finctionsare
obtained by using any of the two sets above and taking
thelmi L, ! 0 8a. In thiscase i isa sin ple exercise
to derive from Eg. 62!) the wellknow n expression for the
conductance of an N-N jinction:

G e ith 4 18)
- -
e ~ 1+ 1)

w here we reintroduced P lank’s constant and m easured t
In units of w. This expression was rst derived by Lan—
dauer and later extended and generalized in the works
of Buttiker, n ry and othersf4 The constant  is called
the channel transparency and takes values in the interval
0;1]. Now we retum to the case when at least one ofthe
tw o Jeads is superconducting.

G wven the local G reen functions and the tunneling
Ham ilttonian, the sinplest way to proceed In order to
com pute the characteristics of a jyjngtion is to use linear
response and perturbation theory®3#¢ A m ore rigorous
approach should m akeuse ofnon-equilbriim G reen func—
tions and treat the tunneling tem to allorders. T his, to
be able to calculate the full IV line and give a quantita—
tive acoount of its sub-gap structure even in the ballistic
lim it (ie.for ! 1). One past in plem entation of this
program m ade a clever use of the non-equilbrium D yson
equations and reduced the problm to the solution of a
set of linear recursion relationsté Here we do not want
to restrict ourselves to the s-wave case and to zero tem —
perature and elds, we shall take then a di erent route.
W e treat the localaction and G reen functions directly as
m atrices in order to gain the convenience ofa sim pler in -
plem entation of m ultiband m ulticom ponent soinors and
dealw ith them num erically.

W e notice that the lad G reen functions can be In—
verted In close analytical form to obtain the correspond-
Ing local kad actions. This proocgdure Inplies the as—
sum ption of fast relaxation ratesy) which is consistent
w ith the point-contact geom etry ofthe jinction. N am ely,
working in a K eldysh-extended N am bu-E liashberg spinor
basis of symm etric and antisym m etric com binations of
forward and backward tin e paths (see Ref. |47]), the lo-
calaction for a single lead can be w ritten as
2 da!
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where n labels the di erent com ponents of the four-
spinors as introduced in Eqg. (-:/!) and is the index for
the two (sym m etric and antisym m etric) K eldysh com po—
nents. The m atrix representation of the spinorial action
density is given by
1

0 ¢ ~_  B1eE) Bl
A = 1 (20)
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where 2% are the matrices in the furspinor basis
w hose nonzero com ponentsw ere given above (forthe two
ordentations of the order param eter that we w ill consider,
the nverses of §** are easy to calculate in closed fom ).
By com bining these actions and the spinorialm atrix rep—
resentation of the tunneling Ham iltonian # wyn) writ—
ten In a two—lead K eldysh-extended N am bu-E liashberg
spinor basis, one can ensam ble the fiull non-equilibbriim

action m atrix density for the junction
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W hile carrying out this construction, special attention
m ust be paid to the fact that the shifted frequencies [see
Eqg. ('_8)] w il have di erent reference levels when there
is a relative bias applied to the leads. Positively—and
negatively-shiffed—frequencies In each lead are related by
the ooherent pairing processes in the superconductors;
this is re ected on the choice of frequency pairs in the
soinor basis. W hen two superconductors w ith di erent
chem ical potentials are put into contact, the tunneling
Ham ittonian connects real (ie. unshifted) frequencies.
Thus, at nite voltages, pairing and tunneling together
create an In nite set of related frequencies that is at the
heart of the m ultiparticle tunneling processes m ediated
by the so-called A ndreev re ections; this is illustrated In
Fig.l.

To each value In the frequency w indow de ned by the
chem icalpotentials in the two leads, one such set of &n-
tangled’ frequencies can be assigned. T hese sets are in—
dependent and the action isblock diagonalbetween dif-
ferent ones. D iscretizing the frequencies In this w indow
autom atically de nes a discretization of the Whole’ fre—
quency space. W e proceed in thisway and dealw ith one
such set of frequencies at a tine. Since these sets are
in nite, we truncate their hierarchies at som e distance
from the central frequency window . This is equivalent
to Introducing a soft lim i in the number of allowed An-
dreev re ections: up to some xed number (N p ) they
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FIG .1: D epiction of a set of frequencies involved in a m ulti-
ple coherent tunneling process (the vertical axis corresponds
to frequencies). T he horizontal lines correspond to frequency—
conserving tunneling processes that take place w ith am plitude
13 while the vertical lines correspond to electron (hole) pair
creation or destruction processes that occur w ith am plitude
j j (the superconducting gap is taken iIn this gure to have
the sam e m agnitude in the two sides of the junction). The
chem ical potentials, them aldistributions and superconduct—
ing quasiparticle densities of states In the leads are schem ati-
cally indicated. T he lowest order nonzero contribution to the
tunneling is depicted. T he dashed lines and arrow s indicate
that the chain of interrelated higher order processes continues
ad in nium .

are fully taken into account and then they are gradu-—
ally suppressed until tw ice that num ber is reached. This
is a natural and consistent cut-o schem e at any nie
volage, since the presence of a grow ing frequency de-
nom inator m akes the higher contributions less and less
In portant regardless of the value of . It is also clear
what the lim itations of the approach are: as the di er—
ence In chem ical potentials decreases, the denom nators
grow m ore and m ore slow Iy and a larger num ber of An—
dreev re ections is required in order to achieve the sam e
accuracy.

T he In plem entation of the described schem e in ports
one m ore com plication. In the soinor basis we adopted,
only chirality conserving tunneling processes can be w rit—
ten In matrix form . To overcom e this problem we in—
troduce a second m irrored spinor basis w ith the chiral-
ities inverted (@s n Eqg. ('j) but interchangihg R $ L).
U sing two copies of the spinor space the full tunneling
Ham iltonian (that is, mcluding chirality non-conserving
processes) can be w ritten as a m atrix and the whole fre—
quency space forboth chiral species is considered (et us
stressthat no H ibert space doubling takesplace) . Invert—
Ing the action m atrix density thus constructed Eq. C_Z-]_J') 1
using standard num erical m ethods, we can obtain fre—
quency densities for the di erent current harm onics (con—
structed out of the K eldysh com ponents of lead-m ixing
G reen functions). Here we will concentrate on the dc

com ponent. F nally, the current is com puted integrating
is density over the filll frequency axis,
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T he practicalin plem entation ofthis num ericalschem e
is straightforward and allow s one to consider the (com —
bined) e ects of nite tem perature, applied m agnetic

elds, contact potentials in the jinctjon, spin— ip tun-
neling or spin— ip scattering prooesses‘fgu in the kads. Tt
is also possble to com pute the ac response. Here our
prin ary Interest is in com paring singlkt and triplet su—
perconductor junctions and how they respond di erently
In the presence of an external eld or with tem pera—
ture; other additional com plications w ill be discussed
elsswhere. Even though our num erical schem e is not
well suited for studying the Imit V ! 0, in particular
the combination s 1wih V s 0 isthe com putation—
ally m ost expensive one, that lin it can nevertheless be
approached analytically. On the other hand, all other
regin es can be solved w ith m odest com putationale ort
and the algorithm is quite easily paralkelizable. Even
m ore, we shall show that the nite bias features are the
ones that m ight provide usefiil signatures to further es—
tablish the spin-triple scenario.

Iv. TUNNELING CHARACTERISTICS

To discuss and com pare the IV characteristics for dif-
ferent types of jinctions, we choose som e convenient set
of param eters that clearly display the di erent features.
For the tunneling overlap integral we choose the values
t= 02 and t = 05 (that correspond, in the notation
ofRef. [id, to ’ 0d450rZ = 24 andto = 064
or Z = 0:75, respectively), and when there is a m ag—
netic eld we x itsvalletoh = 02 In unitsof (y

we m ean the m agnitude of the singlet gap, ¢, or of
the triplet vector order param eter depending on the case;
notice we absorbed Bohr's m agneton and the gyrom ag—
netic factor iIn the de nition ofthem agnetic eld). These
valies are larger than, for instance, those In the most
typical STM tunneling experin ents, exocept for the-ones
engineered expressly to seek for large values of ,2% but
have the virtue ofm aking evident the di erent features,
ncliding the Andreev gap structure (see below). W e
show , exogpt when indicated, curves for the dc response
In the lim it of vanishing tem peratures. For the trunca-
tion procedure we have taken Np = 3 and N, = 5 for
the casesoft= 02 and t= 035, respectively (and veri ed
that larger values produce, given the set of param eters
chosen, identical curves). T he discretization used on the
horizontal axis is better than V = 0:025 =e in allthe
cases.

W e review now the di erent pairing-symm etry sce—
narios. Let us start with the case of nom alm etal{
superconductor junctions. W e show in Fjg.:_Z—(a) typical
curves for an N-S jinction (ie. a point-contact junction
betw een a nom alm etaland a conventionalsinglet-paring
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FIG. 2: Zero tem perature IV characteristics of nom al-
superconductor Junctions for both spin-singlet and spin—
triplet paring. (@) N-S junctions for t = 02 (lower curves)
with and wihout applied m agnetic eld (dashed and solid
line respectively, h = 02) and t= 035 (upper curve, solid line
only since the e ect of eld is am aller and not displayed); the
curves are vertically displaced for clarity. (o) N-T Junctions
fort= 02 (upper curve) with and w ithout applied m agnetic
eld (dashed and solid line respectively, h= 02) and t= 05
(lower curve, solid line only).

superconductor) . The diagonal straight line is the NN
characteristics given as a reference. T he solid lines corre-
soond to theN -8 junction in zero eld and the dashed line
is forone ofthe junctions (the lesstransparent one) in the
presence of a m agnetic eld. The e ect of the m agnetic
eld is to produce what would be seen asa Zeem an spli—
ting ofthe di erential conductance peak (ie.thepeak in
the curve ofdI=dV vs.V ). Notice the sub-gap shoulder
on the IV curve when &V < (for instance In the zero
eld case); itsorigin is in the coherent A ndreev processes
that take place at the jinction contact. Next we show
in Fig. 2-0) a typical curve this tine Hr what we call
an N-T junction (ie.a jinction between a normm alm etal
and an unconventional triplet-pairing superconductor).
The solid lines corresoond to the N-T Junction in zero
eld and the dashed line is orthe t= 02 junction when
In the presence of a m agnetic eld that is aligned w ih
the vector order param eter ~. If one considers a m ag—
netic eld that is perpendicular to the order param eter
B ? 7),one ndsithasnoe ecton the IV characteris—
tic that rem ains identicalto the one forthe zero eld case
(rem ark that in the case ofthe N-S junction the orienta—
tion ofthe eld wasinm aterial). N otice also the absence
of a sub-gap shoulder on the IV curve. This absence is
caused by the odd realspace sym m etry of the supercon—
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FIG . 3: Zero tem perature IV characteristics of S-T junctions
with and wihout m agnetic eld (dashed and solid lines re—
spectively, h = 02). The lower solid and dashed curves are
fort= 02 Wwihout and with m agnetic eld) and the upper
solid curve is fort= 0:5. The dotted lines are (i) the straight
unitary slope line for the reference N -N characteristics and (i)
the S-S characteristics for sin ilarparam eters junctions (up-—
pert= 05 and lowert= 02). The nset shows nite tem per-
ature characteristics of S-5 junctions w ith di erent values of
the left and right gap am plitudes. T he dotted line is the ref-
erence N N characteristics and the dashed line is the curve for

2= 1.Thesolid lInescorrespondto 26 1 ( 2= 3 1
for the line closest to the dashed oneand , = 37=3 ; for
the other one).

ductor (p-wave paring) : A ndreev processesw ith opposite
chiralities interfere destructively and exactly canceleach
other. As a resul, the curves are exactly identical to
those com puted w ith a sem iconducting band m odel that
ignores Andreev scattering (to be contrasted w ith the
non-trivial results in this respect that willbe shown m o—
m entarily for jinctions involving two di erent-sym m etry
superconductors) .
Let us now tum to exam Ine the case of junctions in

w hich both their sides are superconducting. In Fjg.:_'nJ we
display typical curves for S-S junctions (oth the sides
are conventional spin-singlet superconductors) and S-T
Junctions (one of the sides is a spin-triplet superconduc—
tor). The straight dotted line is the N-N characteristics
{ taken as a reference, sam e as before. The rem aining
dotted lines are the IV curves of S-S junctions that show
all the standard features already welldocum ented In the
literature 232¢ For the purpose of later com parison, we
rem ark here the sizeable currents for voltages eV > 2
(the value of the gap is taken to be the sam e on both
sides of the junction), and the sub-gap’ shoulder w ith
Andreev stepsat eV = 2 =n Withn= 1;2;3;:::).We
also rem ind the reader that this curve is, when orbital
e ects can be ignored, not sensitive to applied m agnetic

elds. The rem aining curves (dashed and solid lines) cor—
respond to S-T junctionsw ith di erent tunneling m atrix
elem ent strengths and w ith and w ithout m agnetic eld



(respoectively) . T he solid lines are nsensitive to the ordien—
tation ofthe vector order param eter on the triple-pairing
side ofthe jinctions, and the current am plitude is found
to be system atically an aller than in the case of the re—
spective S-S junctions. Rem arkably, the sub-gap’ struc—
ture show sonly two steps (at volkagesgiven by n = 1;2)
and the current is zero when eV < (if the m agniudes

of the gaps in the spin-singlt and spin-triplet sides of
the jinction are di erent, then the zero current condi-
tion is eV < rrpec, where  1rpiec is the m agnitude of
the vector order param eter on the spin-triplt side ofthe
Junction) . Conceming the e ects of an applied m agnetic

eld, the curves rem ain unchanged ifthe eld is applied

parallel to the direction of the vector-orderparam eter,
but show instead a Zeem an e ect if the eld is perpen-
dicular to i (dashed line). This is in contrast w ith the
case of N-T -Junctions, for which the Zeam an e ect is ex—
pected for eldsh k ™.

In the gure inset we display curves for S-S jainctions
at nite tem peratures. In order to render the di erent
features sim ultaneously visble, we dush’ the tem pera-—
ture to be equal to wih kg = 1). Let us denote as

the average gap value 2 = 1+ ) that we keep
using to de ne the uni in which wem easure the voltage,
nom alized current, etc. The dashed line is the nite
tem perature IV for the t = 02 jinction between two
identical superconductors ( , = 1), whereas the solid
lines correspond to sim ilar junctionswih , =3 1 or

2 = 37=3 1 and the sam e transparency (during this
discussion we assume 1). Besides the standard
quasiparticle tunneling threshold €V = 2 ) one clarly
sees In both solid curves the step at eV = 2 Corre—
soonding to the st temm of the socalled even series
€ = 2 =m wih Y= 1;2 andm = 2;4;:::). The
steps corregoonding to the odd series €V = 2 =m wih
m = 3;5;:::) are not visbl in this plot, but we veri ed
that we observe them at low tem peratures In junctions
wih 5 & 1.Thiscurrent step structure lacks tem per-
ature orm agnetic eld dependence (in accordance w ith
experim entalobservations). T he otherprom inent feature
ofthe solid curves is the rounded cusp at eV 2 1.
This is a them ally activated feature that appears when
the upper gap edges at both sides of the Jjunctions are
aligned. T he rounding of the cusp has sim ilar origin as
the rounding ofthe quasiparticle threshold, both are due
to higher order m ultiparticle processes. O ne new obser—
vation that we m ade is that the position of the them al
cusp is not exactly 1, but it is shiffted towards
Iower voltages. This is again a result of taking into ac—
count higher order A ndreev processes and ism ade m ore
evident by our choice of param eters; for lower tem per—
atures and less transparent jinctions this correction is
typically very snall. W e also nd that the steps ofboth
the even and the odd serdes that 21l to the left of the
them alcusp are usually washed away by itstail; thiswe

nd to be consistent w ith available experim ental results.
W e expect the di erent detailed features corresponding
to dissin ilargapsand nite tem peraturesto be accessble
to current state-ofthe-art experin ents, we w ill com m ent
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FIG. 4: Zero tem perature IV characteristics of T-T janc—
tions. The lower curve corresponds to t= 0:5 and the upper
one to t = 02. The dotted lines is the reference NN char-
acteristics. The Inset show s nite tem perature characteristics
of T-T Junctionsw ith di erent values ofthe left and right gap
am p]jtt,lrclles. W e used the sam e values choices as in the inset
of Fig. 3. Nam ely, the dotted line is the NN characteristics
and the dashed line correspondsto , = 1 while the solid
lines are for . 6 1( 2 = 3 1 forthe line closest to the
dashed one and , = 37=3 ; for the otherone).

on that in the next section.

A s an aside, ket us comm ent on the e ect of Jocal con—
tact potential term s in the tunneling m atrix. T hey sup-—
press uniform Iy the dc current am pliude but have no
other e ect on the shape ofthe IV characteristics. T his
is true regardless of the pairing sym m etry of the super—
conductors form ing the junction, In particular they do
not cause the appearance ofm id-gap states in the case of
triplet pairing (for neither the N-T or S-T Jjunctions nor
forthe T-T junctions discussed below ).

F inally, the only rem aining case to consider is that of
Junctions in which both sides are spin-triplet supercon—
ductors. Such a case isexem pli ed in the curves ofF Jg:ff
A ndreev processesw ith triplet sym m etric paring, ortun—
neling through a single-m ode contact, interfere destruc—
tively and the current rem ains zero up to voltages larger
than eV = 2 , when quasiparticle tunneling becom es al-
Iowed. The lowersolid line correspondsto t= 0:5 and the
upper one to t= 02, the Inversion of the order is due to
the fact that, for this range of param eters, the current at

xed voltage grow sm ore slow Iy than in the case of nor-
m al junctions NN ). Sin ilarly as in the S-S5 case, both
sides of the junction react identically to applied m ag—
netic elds and no net e ects are therefore visble in the
current-voltage characteristics.

The curves in the gure Inset are the sam e as in the
nset ofthe previous gure but for the case of spin-triple
pairing symm etry (on both sides of the junction). Both
the quasiparticle tunneling threshold and the them al



cusp rem ain sharp since higher order processes interfere
destructively and no rounding takes place. A nother con—
sequence of this is that the position of the them al cusp
isexactly eV = 1 and no shift is observed. The
sub-gap part of the curves is an ooth and is height and
shape are govemed by the them al excitations, the step
structure of the even and odd serdes is absent. Also In
this case m agnetic elds have no direct e ects.

V. EXPERIM ENTAL CONSEQUENCES

A st set of applications concems atom ic contacts.
For the case of nom al or sihglkt superconducting leads
w ith identical gaps, and zero tem perature and m agnetic

eld, our results are In {11l agreem ent w ith the previous
studies of such system s1% For the case of two di erent
gaps shown in the inset ofFJ'g.-'_3, our theory correctly re—
produces the di erent steps as discussed In the previous
section. A nother prom inent feature of such curves is the
them ally activated rounded cusp at eV 2 1.The
rounding is due to higher order m ultiparticle processes;
and a new prediction is that the position of the them al
cusp is not exactly 1, but it is shifted towards
Iower voltages. Such a shift from the naive \density of
states" answer could in principle be checked directly n
atom ic contacts. W e also nd that the steps ofboth the
even and the odd serdes that allto the left ofthe them al
cusp are usually washed away by its tail; thiswe ,nd to
be consistent w ith available experim ental resultst Such
features corresponding to dissim ilar gaps and nite tem -
peratures should be accessble to current state-oftheart
experin ents. For Instance, the experin ents of Ref. [_1@']
could be attem pted using a Pb STM tip asbefore but to
prove Into aM n-doped Pb sam ple. M n willactasam ag—
netic in purity and decrease the value of the gap, such a
setup would corresoond to the siuation of sin ilar but
not dentical gap param eters w ith a doping controllable
di erence; it would be a way to try to ocbserve the solit—
ting’” of the even series In singlepoint contacts. O ther
setups could be envisaged based also on STM techniques
or on pressed crossed w ires.

The main application of our results, however, con=
cemsthe use oftunneling w ith triplet superconductors.’-’%
In that case the m ost direct experim ental realization is
organic superoonductorsEZ: T he experim ents show that
form agnetic elds along the direction of the conducting
chains (a crystalline-axis) the upper critical eld ispara—
m agnetically lin ited. If such system s are indeed triplet
superconductors, this would correspond, follow ng our
notations, to, a vector order param eter aligned w ith the

ed Bk ~).89 W ith this geom etry a Zeem an splitting of
the di erential conductance peak, sin ilar to that In con—
ventional superconductors, should be observed In a tun—
neling experim ent. As the eld is rotated the splitting
would be suppressed and for a m agnetic eld oriented
parallelto the b? crystalline-axis there should be no Zee—
man e ect (accom panied by the possibility of applying

large elds that are not param agnetically 1im ited). The
disappearance of splitting even as the eld is being in—
creased would constitute a clear signature of spin-triplt
superconductivity. The m ain di culties of such an ex-
perin ent would be the set up of point-contacts and the
resolution required to observe the Zeem an e ect. On the

rst point one possbility would be to use STM setups
wih thin tips’. On the second point, since the criti-
cal tem perature of these organic salts is relatively low,
the experin ent could be done w ith m oderate elds that
would produce splittings that are a substantial fraction
of the superconducting gap. The lnearity of the m ag—
netic eld dependence of these spolittings, a signature of
the Zeam an e ect, could be, accurately established using
Fourier analysis techniques23

Sin ilarly as in the case of N-T Junctions, we can en—
visage using the Zeam an response of S-T junctions as
a direct probe for spin-triplet order. If, for instance,
a magnetic el is applied along the b? crystalline-axis
of TM TSF),PFg, we predict a Zeem an splitting of the
m ain di erentialconductance peak. Thiswould also con—
stitute a clear sign of unconventional superconductiviy
since such an e ect doesnot take place for standard BC S
superconductors. The b? direction is the one on which
the upper critical eld isnotparam agnetically lim ited, so
relatively large elds could be applied in order to obtain
a clear signal (as the eld alignm ent changes the split—
ting disappears). To a ord lJarge eldsone would need to
use In the ronventional side ofthe junction a com pound
w ith a relatively high critical tem perature (@s com pared
w ith that of (TM T SF),PF¢). In this respect one has the
bonus that, since the required setup should be a point-
contact, superconductiviy m ight survive at the contact-
neck region up to eldsmuch In excess of the buk valie
of H, (rather approaching H 2% for that m aterial) be2
Another advantage in the two-superconduckter sstup is
that the levels of noise are usually sm aJJerEg allow ing
a better de nition of the di erential conductance signal
from where the Zeem an splitting is going to be read o .

Sim ilar considerations could also be m ade for those
layered ocom poupnds- that are believed to be triplt
superconductors 8384 Tn that case the critical m agnetic

eld is not param agnetically lim ited when the applied

eld is ordented parallel to the superconducting planes.
Am ong these com pounds SrpRu0O 4 is the best studied
one so fay,-but onk few tunneling experim ents were
perform ed 23995716829 and none so far w ith high resolu-
tion and in the presence of an applied extemalm agnetic

eld (see though Refs. 57,58,60)). One of the conspic
uous features observed In som e of these experin ents is
the presence of a %ero bias anom aly’ (ZBA ) In the dif-
ferential conductance. Its explanation is stilla m atter of
debate, but seem s to require extended contact interfaces
and m om entum dependent order param eters (to inclide
the e ect of Zzero energy states’ at the interfaces, exten—
sions to our schem e would be required, possibly incorpo—
rating certain aspegts of,those calculations already done
fr planar jinction€342%3). O ur general ndings about
the e ect ofm agnetic elds should, how ever, apply, since



they refer to e ects to be m easured at volages of the
order of the superconducting gap. It is intriguing to no-—
tice that in the boint-contact’ experin ent of Ref. [_5-§]
two types of spectra are m easured: wih and w ithout
ZBA in the di erential resistance. O ne m ight speculate
that what changes between the di erent sam ples should
be no other thing than the e ective size, potential bar-
rier and geom etry of the contact (experim ents in other
com pounds indicate that that m ight be enough to give
rise to zero volage features; cf. Ref. L6§‘]) . In particular,
if that is the case, at least those dV=dI curves w ith no
ZBA should, according to our calculations, show no Zee—
m an splittingwhen a eld is applied parallelto the Ru-O

planes; In contrast to w hat is expected forBC S supercon—
ductors. Two di erent groups reported that furtherpoint
contact and STM tunneling experin ents on SrRUuO 4 In

amagnetic eld are underw ay £4%3

VI. SUMMARY AND CLOSING REM ARKS

Summ arizing, we have shown how the full IV char-
acteristics for point-contact junctions can be accurately
studied using a localaction approach In the context ofthe
Keldysh form alism . O ur form alisn allow s one to treat
both nom al and superconducting (singlet and triplet)
Jeads, and to take into account e ects of nite m agnetic

eld and tem perature. In particular we have shown that
the point-contact tunneling involving unconventional su—
perconductors w th spin-triplet pairing displays interest—
ing characteristic features. Unlke the case of conven-—
tional superconductors, these show quite di erent char-
acteristics whether the jinctions are planarfd or point—
contact lke¥? T he Zeem an response to an extemalm ag—
netic eld is such that it allow s for the identi cation of
triplet phases and m ight be relevant for future experi-
m ents. The prediction of a truncated sub-gap structure
In point-contact S-T Junctions is also very interesting,
but experim ents to test this are much harder to carry
out. That kind of detailed experin ents are, however,
possble for conventional superconductors and w e believe
they could be exploited to look for som e as yet poorly
tested predictions of the theory. For instance, the exper—

In ents of Ref. i_l-g:] could be attem pted using a Pb STM
tip asbefore but doping the sam plew ith M n; it would be
a way to try to observe the Yplitting’ of the even series
In singlepoint contacts.
Besides the di erent additional e ects on the tunnel-

Ing characteristic that we discussed here (the e ects of

elds, tem perature and contact potentials), there are
others that can also be easily taken into account like,
for Instance, spin— Ip tunneling processes or tem perature
gradients. These e ects w illbe relevant in the study of
Jinctions involving ferrom agnets (of possble relkevance
in the context of spintronics; cf. Ref. I_6]']) or in preci
sion studies related to the renewed interest in the use of
m icro janctions for on—chip them om etry and eventually
cryogenjcs'fq A rem aining challenge, how ever, is how to
extend our fom alism seeking to include the physics re—
sponsible for producing ZBA s in order to further ourun—
derstanding of tunneling experin ents in layered uncon-—
ventional superconductors and planar jinctions. Such
extensions shall seek to describbe not only the point—
contact lim i, but also the planar nterface case. This is
one ofthe ingredients necessary for a realistic description
of layered m aterials like the ruthenates. In that respect
the interplay w ith the advances already m ade using sem i~
classicalm ethods w ill constitute not only a check of the
approxin ationsm ade in the latterbut also away of nd-
Ing e cient com putationalschem es form ore com plicated
scenarios that m ight incorporate, for instance, the two—
band nature of certain com pounds. O n the other hand,
In the context of the quasione-din ensional organic con—
ductors, such developm ents should help to go beyond the
one-din ensional approxin ation.
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