arXiv:cond-mat/0411007v2 [cond-mat.supr-con] 24 Feb 2005

R esolving the order param eter of H igh-T . Superconductors through quantum
pum ping spectroscopy

Colin Benpm JI’U
Institute of Physics, Sachivalaya M arg, Bhubaneswar 751 005, O rissa, India
(D ated: D ecaem ber 26, 2021)

T he order param eter of H igh-T . superconductors through a series of experim ents has been quite
conclusively dem onstrated to not be of the nomals wave type. It is either a pure d,» , z-wave
typeoram xtureofad,: ,2 wavewih a snallinaghary s waveordyxy Wwave component.
In this work a distinction is brought out am ong the four types, ie., s wave, d,2 2 wave,
dy2 y2+1s waveand dy2 2 + idky wave typesw ith the help of quantum pum ping spectroscopy.
This involves a nom alm etal doubl barrier structure in contact w ith a H igh-T . superconductor.
T he pum ped current, heat and noise show di erent characteristics w ith change in order param eter
revealing quite easily the di erences am ong these.

PACS numbers: 7323Ra, 0560Gqg, 7420Rp, 72.10Bg

I. NTRODUCTION

O ne ofthe outstanding issues ofH igh-T . superconductor resesarch involves the identi cation ofthe order param eter
symm etry and the underlying m echanisn<. A lthough a host of experin ents have indicated the order param eter
symmetry tobeofad,: 2 wave type*, there are theoreticalw orks*©<€ which indicate that an in aghary s wave
ordyy Wwave com ponent is necessary to explain som e of the experim ental results. T hese experin ental results’ being
notably the splitting of the zero energy peak in conductance spectra which indicates the presence of an in aghhary
s waveordyy wave component which would break the tim e reversal symm etry. M any theoretical attem pts have
been m ade to bring out the di erencesam ong thedi erent orderparam eters. The st theoreticalattem ptswerem ade
by Hu in Ref.[L0]where the existence ofa sizable arealdensity ofm idgap stateson the f110g surfaceofady> 2 wave
superconductorw asbrought out. Further using tunneling spectroscopy, Tanaka and K ashiwaya In R ef.[L1]brought out
the fact that zero bias conductance peaks (which were seen earlier n m any experin entst?) are form ed when a nom al
metalisin contact with a dy2 2 wave superconductor enabling a distinction between s waveand d,z 2z wave
superconductors. A shot noise analysis by Zhu and T ing in Ref.[l3] also revealed di erencesbetween s wave and
de2 y2 wave superconductors. Further inclusion of phase breaking e ectd? in double barriers form ed by nom al
and superconducting electrodes revealed a double peaked structure in case of s wave whik a dram atic reduction of
zero biasm axinum fords: ,2 wave superconductors. These are in addition to m any otherworksw hich involve spin
polarized transport in ferrom agnet-superconductor jinctionst2284? which revealdi erencesbetween di erent possible
H igh-T . order param eters. In a recent review , D eutscher® has used the A ndreev-saint Jam es re ections to indicate
the presence of an additional in aginary com ponent in the order param eter. A Iso in another review:2, Lofivander, et.
al., arrived at som e conclusive arrivals fordy> 2 wave superconductivity in the cuprates. R ecently, Ng and Vam a2l
studied som e ofthe proposed order param eters and also suggested new experin ents to bring out the subtle di erences
am ong these. In thiswork we apply the principles of quantum adiabatic pum ping to bring out the di erences between
the di erent types of order param eters. Q uantum adiabatic pum ping involves the transport of particles w ithout the
application of any bias volage. T his is done by varying in tin e atleast tw o Independent param eters of the m esoscopic
system out of phase. The physics of the adiabatic quantum pum p is based on two Independent works by B rouwer
In Ref.21] and by Zhou, et. al, n Ref.24] which buil on earlierworksby BTP in Ref.R3]. The rst experim ental
realization of an adiabatic quantum pump wasm ade in Ref.24]. The phenom enon of quantum adiabatic pum ping
has been extended to pump a spin current?® also it has been used in di erent m esoscopic system s like quantum hall
system ££8, luttinger liquid based m esoscopic conductor??, in the context of quantized charge pum ping due to surface
acoustic waves??, a quantum dot in the kondo regin €22, and of course in the context of enhanced pum ped currents
in hybrid m esoscopic system s nvolving a superconductor?2l, In Ref.[30], Jian W ang, et. al., showed that andreev
re ection at the jinction between a nom alm etaland a superconductor (0f, s wave type) can enhance the pum ped
current as much as four tim es that in a purely nom alm etal structure. M . B lauuboer In Ref.31] showed that for
slightly asym m etric coupling to the leads, this enhancem ent can be slightly increased. Recently, Taddei, etal. in
R ef.[32], generalized the adiabatic quantum pum ping m echanism wherein several superconducting leads are present.

This work is organized as follow s— A fter generalizing the form ula for the adiabatically pum ped current through a
nom alm etal lead in presence ofa H igh-T . superconductor, we derive the am ount of pum ped charge current into the
nom alm etal n the vicinity of a H igh-T . superconductor w ith di erent types of order param eter sym m etry. Next
we focus on the heat transported and noise generated in the pum ping process In case of each of the speci ¢ order
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param eter sym m etries. Finally we jaxtapose all the obtained results in case ofdi erent order param eter sym m etry
In the am ount of pum ped current, heat and noise to have som e conclisive arrivals and to propose experin ents w hich
would fiil 11 this theoretical proposal.
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FIG.1l: Themodelsystem . A nom alm etaldouble barrier structure In proxin ity w ith a H igh T. superconductor. T he double
barrier structure ism odeled by two delta barriers distance a apart.

II. THEORY OF THE PUMPED CHARGE CURRENT

The m odel system is shown in Fig.1l. It consists of a nom alm etal doubl barrier structure in jinction wih a
H igh-T . superconductor. The double barrier structure is m odeled by two delta barrier’s of strengths V; and V,, a
distance ’a’ apart. Q uantum pum ping is enabled by adiabatic m odulations in the strength of the delta barriers, ie.,
Vi = Vo+ Vpsinwt) and V, = Vg + Vpsin wt+ ), where V, is the strength of the pum ping am plitude. A ndreev
re ection m echanisn®32% is what takes place when a nom alm etal is brought In contact w ith a superconductor. T he
scattering m atrix for the entire system is given by:
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wherein See ( );Sen ( )iShe ( )iShn () are 1X 1 m atrices, since we are considering single channel leads. T he explicit
analytical form ofthe expressions are given by=3:
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where, (&) and (y) are the phase of the order param eter for electronic like quasiparticles and hole like quasi-
particles respectively, w ith k. and k, being the respective w avevectors for the electronic like quasiparticles and hole
like quasiparticles? .

From Reﬁ.b__‘ll], the adiabatically pum ped electronic current into the nom al lead in presence of the High-T .
superconducting lead is given by—
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The quantity dN £=dV (w herein, the subscript ;, denotes left lead or the nom al lead) is the electronic infctivity
given at zero tem perature by

e o1
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In the above equation and below, = represents the in aginary part of the quantity in parenthesis. Sin ilarly, the
adiabatically pum ped hole current into the nom allad in presence of the H igh-T . superconducting lead is given by—
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T he quantity dN {‘=dV (W herein, the subscript ;, denotes left lead or the nom al lead) is the hole ingctivity given
at zero tem perature by

1
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wih g = «, as per the usual convention, and in the weak pum ping regin e the adiabatically pum ped electronic
current sin ilar to the analysis in Refs.21/30], is given by28-

waesin ( )Vp2
L= ———= [y, S.Qv,See + @y, Sep, @y, Sen ] ®)

and the adiabatically pum ped hole current in the weak pum ping regin e is
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while for a nom alm etal structure, the expression for the pum ped electronic current in the weak pum ping regin e
is given by—
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III. PUMPED CURRENT FOR DIFFERENT ORDER PARAMETERS

In Ref.[30], the pum ped current fora NS system (W here the superconductor isofs wave type) hasbeen shown to
be four tin es ofthat n a purely nom alm etal jainction. T he system considered in R ef.[3(] is also a double delta barrier
structure. W e re-derive the results for the pum ped current In a nom alm etalks wave superconductor jinction and
subsequently derive the results for the pum ped current in a nom alm etald,: , 2 wave superconductor janction, for
the pum ped current in a nom alm etal-d,: 2 + is wave superconducting junction and nally forthe pum ped current
In anomalmetal-d,2 2 + idyy wave superconducting junction. W e consider In the exam ples below aswellas in
the succeding sections the ferm ienergy to m atch the chem ical potential of the superconducting lead so that = 0.
In which case, from Eq. 2 we have See = S;,, . The system we consider is a nom alm etal doublk barrier structure
at resonance in jinction w ith a H igh-T . superconductor. T he resonance condiion in the nom alm etal quantum dot
structure isexem pli ed by the fact that the re ection coe cients are zero while the tranam ission coe cientsare unity.
Thus, B11F = B F = 0, while B12F = o1 F = 1,with S1, = Sy = e ?*2 or the doubk barrier quantum dot at
resonance. Further from Eq.2,we have, Sep = » and Spe = ¢, with thiswe get @v,Sen = @y She = 0; rj= 1;2:
T hus, by the argum ents above the pum ped electron and hole currents are exactly one and the sam e In both m agniude
as well as direction and reduce to—

wasin ( )V2
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Further for the doubl barrier structure at resonance from Ed. 2, one has the nom al scattering am plitude, See =
S+ " ©(512)?S,,,and frthe partialderivatives appering in Eq. 11, we have @y, See = @y, S11+ * ©(S12)?Qy, S,y
w ith the help of the dyson equation, @y,G* = Ger’j? , and the F isherl.ee relation, S = + i2kG* , one can



easily derdve @y, S1; = i ,and @y, Sy = i (S12)?. Thus Pr a double barrier quantum dot at resonance, we have or
the partial dervatives appearing in Eq. 11,

@y, Seo = Z—kl(l B ) and @y, Seo = 2_kle ihka g Boe), 12)
W ith these formulas n m ind we herein below derive the results for the pum ped charge current for a nom al
m etaldouble barrier structure in janction w ith a H igh-T . superconductor, which we assum e to have dy> 2 wave,
dy2 y2 + is wave and dy2 2 + idyy Wwave order param eters. For the sake of com pleteness and com parison we
rederive the already known resuls for a pure nom alm etal structure and that of a nom al m etal doubl barrier
structure In jinction w ih an isotropic s wave superconductor.
A pure norm alm etal double barrier structure:From the discussion above the pum ped current in case ofa nom al
m etal double barrier structure at resonance reduces to (from Eg.10)-
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An isotropics wave superconductor:Foranom als wave superconductorw hich is isotropic kp) = (ke) =
and "= ©°= i Thus @y,Se = —,and @y,Sec = —e ***, and therefore in the weak pum ping regin e Hor

an isotropic s wave superconductor n jinction with a nom alm etal double barrier heterostructure the pum ped
current denoted by I (N S) is four tin es that -n a pure nom alm etal structure3?,

INS)= 4IWN ); with Iy asgiven In Eq. 13. (14)

dz y2 wave superconductor: Now we consider the case ofa dy2 2 wave superconductor, in janction w ith a
nom alm etaldoublebarrier structure at resonance. Thee ective orderparam eterofthed: ,: wave superconductor
forelectron lke quasiparticlesis (ko) = 40s@ s 2 ) and Porholk lkequasiparticlesitis ky)= gqoos@ st+2 ),
wih ¢ being the infction angle between the electron wave vector(ke) and the x-axis, while is the m isordentation
anglebetween the a axis ofthe crystaland the interfacenom al. Now forady: 2 wave superconductorw ith a (110)
orientation, = =4. Thus, (e)= qsin@ ) and (k) = asin @ ). In light of this we have, ' &) = 1,
and et ®») = 1and thus .= 4iand , = i, therefore we have @y, Sce = @y,Seec = 0, and hence in the weak
pum ping regine ora dyz 2 wave superconductor in janction w ith a nom alm etal double barrier heterostructure
the pum ped current denoted by I N D ) regardless of the inction angle is zero.

IND)=0 @5)

dz y2 + 1s  wave superconductor: Now , we consider the order param eter of the H igh-T . superconductor to be a

m kture ofthe dy2 42 + is type. Thedyz 2 component hasa (110) oriented surface, with = ;.Thee ective order
param eter for electron and hole lke quasiparticles becom es:

ke)= gsin@ 5)+ 1 sjand  (ky) = asin @ s)+ 1 s:
For the phases of the pairing sym m etries for electron and hole lke quasiparticles, we have—
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and hence, the product " © reduces to-
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and nally for the partial derivatives appearing n Eq. 11 one has—
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T hus, the pum ped charge current reduces to:
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From Eg.13 and Eqg. 17, the ratio of the pum ped current in presence of the H igh-T . superconductor to that in a
pure nom alm etal double barrier structure becom es:
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From the expression it is evident that the m axin um enhancem ent of the pum ped current is 4 tim es of that in a
pure nom alm etal structure. D epending on the relativem agnitudesof s and 4 and the ngction angle ¢ the ratio
INDSs)=IN ) can be as Iow aszero asin thepured,: > cassoras largeas 4 asin thepures wave case.

dez y2 + idyy, wave superconductor: F inally, we consider the order param eter of the H igh-T . superconductor to

be am xture ofthe d;> 2 + idyy type. T he order param eter for electron lke quasiparticlesis: (ke) = ¢00s@ s
2 )+ 1 Odsjn(ZS 2 ) whilke for hol like quasiparticles it becomes: (kp)= gqoos@ s+ 2 )+ 1 2151'1'1(2S 2 ).
The d,: 2 and dyy component have a (110) oriented surface, with = 7 - Thus,
0 0
ke)= 4gsin@ ) 1 4o0s@ s);and kyn) = asin 2 5) 1 dGDS(z s):

For the phases of the order param eter for electron and hole lke quasiparticles we have:
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and hence the product " © reduces to:
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Further, for the partial derivatives of the scattering am plitudes appearing In Eq. 11, we have
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and thus the pum ped current into the nom alm etal lead for this order param eter becom es,
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Furthem ore, the ratio of the pum ped current in presence of the H igh-T . superconductor w ith pairing sym m etry of
the type d,2 2 + idyy to that in a pure nom alm etaldouble barrier structure (see Eq. 13) is

0 02 2
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From the above expression it is evident that the m aximum enhancem ent ofothe pum ped current is 4 tim es of that
In a pure nom alm etal structure. D epending on the relative m agnitudes of 4 and 4 and oftourse also depending
on the Inction angle the ratio IN D do)=I(N ) can be as low as zero as in the pure d,z 2 caseoras largeas4 asin
thepures wave case.

To conclude this section we have seen contrasting results in all the four cases, whik as seen before forthe s wave
case there is four fold enhancem ent as com pared to the nom alm etalcase, in caseofa dyz 2 wave superconductor
there is no pum ped current at all, and for the case ofd,2 2 + is wave and dy2 2 + idyy Wave superconductor
the enhancem ent depends on the relative m agnitude of the com ponents as well as the infction angle. To probe the
dependence of the inction angle and relative m agnitudes of the di erent com ponents in the cases where we have
considered m ixed pairing symm etry, we In  gure 2 plot the the ratio of the pum ped current in presence ofthe H igh-T,
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FIG .2: The ratio ofthe pum ped current for double barrier quantum dot at resonance in junction w ith a H igh-T. superconductor
to that n a pure nom alm etal double barrier structure. T he panels:(@) T he m agnitude of the subdom inant com ponent in the
m ixed order param eter cases is 10% of the dom inant com ponent, (o) The m agnitude of the subdom inant com ponent In the

m ixed order param eter cases is half ofthe dom inant com ponent and (c) T he m agnitude of the subdom inant com ponent in the
m ixed order param eter cases is equal to the dom Inant com ponent.

superconductor as function of the Inection angl for di erent ratios of the relative m agniudes w here m ixed pairing
symm etry is considered alongw ith the pures wave and dyz 2 wWave cases.

From the gure 2, it is quite evident that thes wave and ¢: 2 wave cases are com plktely independent of
Ingction angle. Furthem ore, one can clearly see that whatever the strength of the subdom nant com ponent in the
m ixture ie. s or dyy forthe mjction angle s = 0; 5, onehas Por the pumped current in dyz 2 + is  wave and
dyz y2 + idyy wave cases four tim es that In the pure nom alm etal structure. A Iso it is evident especially for the
relative m agnitudes of the sub-dom inant com ponent in the m xture being around halform ore, that there isa m arked
di erencebetween thed: ,: + is waveand d,: ,2 + idy, wave casesat injpction angles = <, while orthe
dy2 y2 + 1s  wave case the pum ped current is aln ost sam e as that in a nom alm etal structure In  gure 2 ), in

gure 2 (c) i is aln ost tw ice ofthat In a nom alm etal structure, but in both gures2 ), and gure 2 (c) the pum ped

current In the dy2 2 + idyy, wave case is zero at the sam e inction angle values. These di erences can be easily
exploited In distinguishing the di erent pairing sym m etries considered here.

IV. PUMPED HEAT AND NO ISE

A tin e dependent scatterer alw aysgeneratesheat ow sand can be considered asa m esoscopic (phase coherent) heat
source which can be usefiil for studying various therm oelectric phenom ena in m esoscopic structures. T he adiabatic
quantum pum p thus not only generates an electric current but also heat current which can be expressed as the sum of
noise pow erand the ‘pule heat dissipated®24%4L | T this section we Jook Into the heat pum ped and the noise generated
for the various order param eters of the H igh-T . superconductors considered above to further unravel the di erences
am ong them .

T he expressions or pum ped heat and noise in the presence of a superconducting (s

derived earlier in Ref.f4(]. Below we extend the description to include the d,: -
dy2 v 2 + j-dxy

wave) lead have been earlier

wave, dg2 2 + is  wave and
w ave superconductors. T he pum ped current in Eq. 4, can be reexpressed as follow s—
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In the above equap'on, = representsthe in aghary part ofthe quantity in parenthesis. Furthem ore, as in the adiabatic

regine, @S = ;Ry.;S @X i+ ::], and from complex algebra =[5 @cSeel =

i[5 @:See ], the pum ped current
becom es—



I= — dE dt[SNSffCE+i%) fE)ISy g ke @3)
0

w ith Sy s being the 2X 2m atrix asde ned n Eqg.1l. In the above equation the Ferm iD irac distribution is expanded
to 1rst order n @ only and [:::ke represents the ee™ elem ent of the quantity in brackets.

T he heat current pum ped is de ned as the m agnitude of the electric current m ultiplied by energy m easured from
the Fem i level.

7z 7
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Expanding £ & + i%t) up-to second order one gets a non-vanishing contrbution to the heat current in the zero
tem perature lim i as—
Z

1
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and since tw o param eters are being varied, we have

Z

1 X QV; QV;
H=—- dt [@Visee@vj See+ @Viseh@vjseh]__ (26)

8 o L. et @t

i;3=1;2
By integrating the above expression up-to = 2 we get the pum ped current in the weak pum ping regin e as:
w2v? X X X
= Qg0 Buse §+ By, Se F+ 200s( ) < @v,Se @v,S. )] @7)
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< refersto the realpart ofthe quantity in parenthesis. Sin ilar to the above one can derive expressions for the noise
and pule heat dissipated. T he expression for the heat current can be reexpressed as —
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The diagonalterm is denti ed asthe pule heat whik the o -diagonalelem ent is the noise pow ¥ .
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Sin ilar to the analysis for the pum ped heat current, the pule heat dissipated and the noise pow er can be expressed
In the weak pum ping regin e as

V2w2 X X
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X
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w hile the noise power is given as below :

viw? X X
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Now forour considered system , ie., a doubl barrier quantum dot at resonance, we have seen in the previous section
that @Vj She = @vj Sen = 0 regardless of the order param eter sym m etry of the H igh-T . superconductor and hence the
expressions for the pum ped heat, noise and jpule heat dissipated reduce to—

V2w2

H = 56 By, See T + Rv,See T + 2005 ( )< @y, Secly,S..)] 32)
V2w2

J = 56 PBeeS By, See T + Fv, See T + 2008 ( )< @y, Seely, Seo)] 33)
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Forour chosen system , ie., the doubl barrier quantum dot at resonance in jinction w ith the H igh-T . superconductor
when = 0,wehave, FeeF = 0and FpeF = 1, thereore,J= 0andH = N .
Now analyzing the above expressions for the di erent order param eters, we have—

s wave superconductor: In the s wave case as we have already seen Qy, See = 2@y, S11 = =k and @y, See =
2@y, 811 = (i=k) (S12)?. W ith this, the expression for the heat current pum ped which is equalto the noise power
reduces to—

V. 2w?
H=N=-2_1+ cos( )oos@ka)l: 35
8 K2 L () ( )] (35)

Thusasisevident from the expression forthe pum ped noise, the quantum pum p isnon-optin a¥2 (or, non-noiseless),
only In the specialcasewhen 4dka= (2n+1) and = 2n ,wihn = 0;1;::isthe optin ality condiion m et. O foourse,

= 2n Inplies that in this case there is no charge current aswell

de> y2 wave superconductor: In this case as also seen earlier, we have @y, See = 0 and @y, See = 0. Thus there
is no heat pum ped neither any noise generated nor any pule heat dissipated. Thus the pump in conjunct with a
dy> 2 -wave superconductor is cent-percent optim alforany con guration of the param eters and under any condition.

de y2 + is  wave superconductor: From the previous section, we have @y, See and @y, See o1 the order param eter
In this case, w ith this the pum ped heat which is sam e as the noise generated in the pum ping process reduces to:

szw2 2
H =N = S + cos( )cos (4ka
8 k2 Zsin?@ o)+ 2 t ()cos (Eka)]

S

D enoting the noise generated In the s wave case by N g, we have the noise generated for this case becom ing just
2_ ¢ 2ga02 2
Ny g=( §sin 2+ 2.

de2 y2 + idyy wave superconductor: From the previous section, we have @y, See and @y, See for this case too,
w ith this the pum ped heat which is sam e as the noise generated in the pum ping process reduces to:

Viw? 2008 2 4)
H = N = T T2 TP [l + cos( )oos(dka)l
8 k gsin® @ )+  Joost @2 )

D eonotjng the noise generated in O‘che s wave case by N o, we have the noise generated for this case becom ing jast
No foos? @2 g)=( 4sin®@2 o)+ JFoos® Q2 5)).

To end this section we have seen that the pum ped heat and noise generated In the pum ping process can also show
m arked di erences for the various order param eters considered. In the s wave, the 2 2 + is wave and the
dyz y2 + idyy wave cases the system is non-optinalwhile in the dy2 2 wave case it is cent percent optim al
Furthermore in the d,2 2 + idyy Wwave case the pump may be tumed optin al In som e special situations as seen
In Figure 3. These situations would help in di erentiating between the order param eters for the m ixed param eter
cases. E specially for Figures 3 ) and 3 (c) as it is quite clear that the pum p is optin al (ornoiseless) n case of the
dy2 y2 + idyy, wave superconductor at inpction anglkes s = =4.
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FIG . 3: The noise generated for double barrier quantum dot at resonance in junction wih a High T. superconductor. N
denotes the noise generated forthe s wave case. The panels:(@) Them agnitude of the subdom inant com ponent in them ixed
order param eter cases is 10% of the dom Inant com ponent, (©) The m agnitude of the subdom inant com ponent in the m ixed

order param eter cases is half ofthe dom inant com ponent and (c) The m agnitude of the subdom inant com ponent in them ixed
order param eter cases is equal to the dom inant com ponent.

O rder P aram eter! s wave d2 y2  wave de2 y2 + is wave dy2 y2 + idky wave
Pum ped#
9]
2 0 2 2
INSs) _ INDs) _ : INDdY) _ g cos” (2 5)
Charge M) 4 0 IWN) sin? (2 g)+ 2 I ) 2sin? (2 5)+ gzcosz @ s)
2 U2cos2 2 s)
Heat H 0 H ——= H d
0 07Tz e o 2 © 252 @ v Zcos? @2 o)
N oise N on-O ptim al{ cent percent O ptim all N on-O ptim al Non-O ptim al

TABLE I:A com parative analysis ofpum ped charge, heat and noise in casesofs wave,d,2 2

dy2 2+ idky wave superconductors in conjinct w ith a nom alm etaldoublebarrier structure. Ho =
O ptin al for inction angles s = =4 (see section Pum ped H eat and N oise)].

wave,d,2 2+ 1s waveand
2w2
Y

5z L+ cos( )oos(dka)l,

V. EXPERIM ENTAL REALIZATION

A though theoretical exam ples In quantum pum ping phenom ena are quie abundant, experin ents In this eld are
very m uch lacking. T ill date there have been notably four experin ents in Refs.24)43)44Jand a quantum spin pum p
In Ref.R28 ©)]. The last reference dealw ith a quantum dot which w ith application of an inplane m agnetic eld can
pum p a pure soin current. O ne can suitably m odify these experin ents and place the quantum dot In junction wih a
H igh-T . superconductor. T he resonant condition ofthe quantum dot can be easily established by applying a suiable
gate voltage which w ill enable resonant transport through the quantum dot. A fter this the two delta barrier’s can be
tw o gates which controlthe charge on the dot, m odulating these two gates In tim e w illenable a pum ped charge (@lso

heat and noise) current to  ow . T his set-up can easily establish the resuls arrived at In this work and hopefully give
m ore clues n building a correct theory for H igh T . superconductors.

VI. CONCLUSIONS

To conclide we have given a sim ple procedure to distinguish various order param eters proposed in the context of
H igh-T . superconductivity. In Table 1 above we juxtapose the resuls obtained in this work. T he pum ped charge

current, heat pum ped and noise generated for the four cases considered, that of the s wave, dyz wave,
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dyz y2+ is waveand dyz 2 + idyy, wave vary markedly which easily revealsthe di erences am ong the three.
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