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W e consider the spin and charge Josephson current betw een two non-uniform FuldeFerrellarkin—
O vchinnikov superconductors w ith helin agnetic order. W e dem onstrate that the presence of the
helin agnetic phase generates a spin Josephson e ect and leads to additional contributions to both
single-particle and Josephson charge current. It is shown that for such system sthe AC e ectdi ers
more radically from the DC e ect than iIn the case of a BCS superconductor w ith helim agnetic
order considered earlier in the literature M .L.Kulic and I.M .Kulic, Phys. Rev. B 63, 104503
(2001)] where a soin Josephson current has also been found. In our system the m ost interesting
e ect occurs In the presence of an externalm agnetic eld and in absence of voltage, where we show
that the charge Josephson current can be tuned to zero whilke the spin Josephson current is non-
vanishing. T his provides a well controlled m echanisn to generate a soin supercurrent in absence of

charge currents.

PACS numbers: 74504 r, 7323Ra, 7340Gk

I. NTRODUCTION

Collective spin and charge transport phenom ena in
ordered m any-particle system s are of great in portance
In modem condensed m atter physics. Among them is
the disspationless, C ooperpair driven, transport in su—
perconductors and in the super uid *He. One rem ark—
able consequence,of the supercurrent phenom enon is the
Josephson e ectﬂ which predicts that a a super ow ex-—
istsbetween two super uid system s (charged ornot) sep—
arated by a weak link, and that is value is proportional
to the sine of the di erence between the phases of the
com plex order param eter across the link.

R ecently, due to the grow ing interest in sointronics de—
vices, there were a number of works exploripg the pos-
sbility fr dissipationkss spin current22424€ T singlkt
superconductors it cannot occur because the total spin
of the Cooperypair is zero. However, iIn unconventional
triplet superconductors thism ay not be the case. M ore—
over, the B-phase of super uid 3He exhbits both m ass
and spin-1 supercurrents. The latter was probed in an
experin ent where two *HeB super uids were in con-
tact through a weak-link ¥ This Jed to the observation of
a spin Josephson e ect, thus establishing the existence
of spin supercurrents in the B-phase of super uid °He.
M ore recently it was pointed out that a spin Josephson
e ect betw gen tw o triplet ferrom agnetic superconductors
m ay occur

In the above m entioned scenarios of phase coherence
In system s with ferm ionic pairing the order param eter
is uniform . Superconductivity w ith non-uniform order
param eter occurs, for exam ple, in the presence of an ex—
change eld. This class of superconductors is well de—
scribbed by the so called FuldeFerrelH arkin-O vchinnikov

FFLO ) state?2d E xperin entally, it should occur in ex—
trem ely high— eld superconductors, which are ocbviously
of high practical use. Recently, strong evidence has
been found that a FFLO state might be realized in
the quasiiw o-din ensionalheavy—ferm ion superconductor
CeCoInSE]:"iZ: for a m agnetic eld applied along the ab-
plane. In this respect, the coexistence of a helin agnetic
phase Induced by the Inplanem agnetic eld, orasan in—
trinsic order param eter, m ay result in various interesting
transport phenom ena sin ilarto som e ofthe *H e features,
though the system considered is in a singlkt state.

In thispaperwe analyse the spin and charge tunnelling
processesbetween two FFLO -like helim agnetic supercon—
ductors and nd that the soin— Ip processes associated
to the helim agnetic phase resul in soin and charge tun—
nelling ofthe Josephson type, ie., thephase di erencesof
the superconducting and helim agnetic ordersare involved
In the tunnel process. P reviously a sim ilar analysis was
undertaken for helin agnetic supercondyctorsw ith a uni-
form superconducting order param eter’d In the case of
vanishing voltage our results reduce essentially to the
ones cbtained in Ref. :_lij H ow ever, at nonzero voltages
the corresponding AC Josephson e ect in non-uniform
helim agnetic superconductors changes the physics m ore
drastically than in the case 0ofBC S superconductors. W e
w il also study the e ect of a nonzero m agnetic eld in
the Josephson currents at zero voltage. It w illbe shown
that the m agnetic eld can be used to tune the charge
Josephson current to zero, whilke still having a nonzero
soin Josephson current. In thisway we provide a m echa—
nism by which a spin supercurrent exists in the absence
of charge currents.

The plan of the paper is as Pllows. In Sect. IT we
brie y discuss the Josephson e ect between two FFLO
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superconductors from the G inzburg-Landau theory for
the FFLO state. Sect. IIT introduces our m odel for a
non-uniform helim agnetic superconductor. T here we de—
rive the G reen functions of the theory using m ean- eld
approach. In Sect. IV the sihgleparticle and Jossph-—
son charge and spin currents are derived using linear re—
soonse. The e ect ofan extermalm agnetic eld is consid—
ered iIn Sect. V. O ur conclisions are presented in Sect.
V1I.

II. JOSEPHSON EFFECT BETW EEN TW O
NON-UNIFORM SUPERCONDUCTORS

In order to gain som e insight on the physics of the
Josephson e ect between non-uniform superconductors,
k¥t us consider rst a FFLO superconductor, where the
exchange eld isuniform . For this situation a G Inzburg—
Landau GL) free energy has been derived in Ref. [14.
W e can use this resul to obtain,the charge supercurrent
in the absence ofm agnetic eld £4

j= e[+ ( 2)3F1 r r )
4ie  r? r r? ); @)
where , , ,and are phenom enological param eters.

W hen two such FFLO superconductors are connected
through a tunnel junction, we can consider the charge
ow from the lft to the right subsystem s w ith appro—
priate boundary conditions at the tunnel jinction. The
procedure is sim ilar to the case of ordinary uniform su-
perconductors, except that the above current must be
used instead. Let us consider the x-com ponent ofthe cur-
rent 3 com ing from the lft side of the jinction, which
is given by the expression {-_1:) along the x-direction, w ith
replaced by 1 . At lowest order we have the bound-
ary conditions @, 1 = r and @i . = @y r atthe
tunnel junction, where g isthe order param eter of the
right subsystem and is a param eter depending on the
details of the junction. By assum Ing an order param e—
ter of the FuldeFerrel type, we can approxin ately w rite
L@ = oel*"9 P and g (@) = eI, wih
o = oonst. Note that we are assum ing that both sides
arem ade w ith the sam e m aterial, so that the am plitude
o Isthe sam e on eitherside. T he current ow Ing through
the junction is then
hx=4de R+ +( 2)5lsh ;@
w here R 1 - Note that the am plitude of the
Josephson current depends on the FFLO characteristic
mom entum . T he presence of a Josephson e ect between
two FFLO superconductors is in contrast w ith the situa—
tion of a tunnel jinction between a FFLO superconduc—
tor and a superconductor having a uniform order param —
eter. In such a case, it can be shown that the Josephson
e ect is suppressed, since the uniform state isnot ablk to
balance the spatial oscillations from the FFLO state?

III. NON-UNIFORM HELIM AGNETIC
SUPERCONDUCTORS

A . H elim agnetic superconductors

T he study ofhelim agnetic superconductors has a long
story, m ainly associated with heavy fermn ion m aterials.
P articularly Interesting is the ollow ing m odel introduced
Iong tim e ago,'iei whose free energy is given by

b
Fo= 3 2ea) Frajf+ 3o
1 2, o2 U 2.2
+ @M )P+ M+ =
2(r ) > 8(M )
1 2
+8—(r A 4 M) 3)

where M is the m acroscopic m agnetisation. The above
free energy adm its a m ean- eld solution with a helical
m agnetically ordered state and a uniform superconduct-
Ing order param eter. A non-uniform order param eter of
the FudeFerrel type, (r) = (e'? %, does not work in
this case, since the wavewvector g can be gauged away
through a gauge transform ation A ! A + g=2e. Thus,
for the above m odel a possible non-uniform iy of the su—
perconducting order param eter does not contain any ad—
ditionalphysics w th respect to the uniform case, at least
not at the m acroscopic level.

A mean- eld m icroscopic m odel having a uniform su—
perconducting order param eter and helim agnetic order
would have, In an easy-plane con guration, the Ham ilto-
nian

1 X X
H = — rcd (r) rc < (r)c (r)
2m
+ oG ¢ (@) + hge' T (W () + he: @)
The transom ation ¢ ! e' ¢ ™% producesa spin cur-
rent response, since the H am ilttonian becom es
1 X
H=—— rd@ rcw <
2m 8m
X
d @c @+ o @ @+ hga @)g @) + hc:
a G k) o)
w here

j=—Frc @il (6)
4m
is the current for the spin  ferm jon. T hus, although in
the abovem icroscopicm odelthere are no charge currents
In the absence of electrom agnetic coupling (the m om en—
tum ofthe C ooper pairs is zero), there is a goin current.
However, if in the H am ittonian ('_4) 0 is replaced by a
FuldeFerrelm ean— eld orderparam eter ,e® *and the

transform ation ¢ ! el®* 2 2 i5done, we obtal a



charge current response in addition to the spin current
one, ie.,

X X

2
rcd ) rc) bt ar

1
H=—
2m 8m

d e @+ pa g @)+ hgal (g @) + he:

a G ¥ p G @) 7
From the above equation we see that there isan excesski-
netic energy ofam ount @+ q)?=@m ) and © q)?>=@Bm )
for the spin up and dow n electrons, respectively. Setting
P = g has the e ect of producing a (charge) current re—
soonse only for the up spin electrons while adding no
extra kinetic energy to the down spoin electrons. The
situation in such a state is the one sin ilar to infcting
fully polarized electrons in a sam ple. An in portant ad-
ditionalproperty ofthe p = g state is that the m agnetic
order param eterth ge2vCk a=2# i can be transform ed in

the superconducting one ha | qezn <\, qe24 1 through a
particle-hole transform ation in the down spin channel,
ie, & g24 ! ), q=24 - In other words, the corre-
soonding order param eters can be rotated into one an-
other. The m agnetic and superconducting order param —
eters with a sam e helical pattem are m ore coherent: a
non-uniform Cooper pair breaking is lkely to inply a
decay into the helin agnetic state. D ue to these Interest—
Ing properties, we w ill consider from now on am ean— eld
m icroscopicm odelw here both superconducting and m ag—
netic order param eters have the sam e helical pattem.

Finally, we would lke to stress here that there is no
contradiction between Egs. (:_3:) and (-'j.) . Asamatter of
fact, Eq. @) is not suitable to descrbe a superconduc—
tor with a non-uniform superconducting order param e—
ter. Instead, another form of the free energy has to be
used 4 since i this case higher order derivatives have to
be taken Into account.

B . G reen functions for non-uniform helim agnetic
superconductors

Follow iIng th discussion of the previous Subsection, let
us consider a FFLO -lke superconductor w ith a helin ag—
netic molcular eld. The mean- eld Ham iltonian is
given in m om entum space by

X X

Huyr = "o o + qC k+g=2# Ck+ q=2"

k

+ hq‘%Jrq:z"Ck g—2¢ * hx: ®)
K

iw

where | isthe quadratic dispersion ofthe free electrons.
W e are assum ing that the oscillation ofthe superconduct-

ing condensate is characterised by a single wave vector
q, ie, (@ / ed r'g hy is a complex m ean- eld vari-
able describing the helm agnetic phase characterised by
the electron-hole singkt pairing ha | g=2Ck q=24 1. As
already discussed, in our m odelboth the superconducting
and helim agnetic order param eters are m odulated by the
sam e wave-vector g. This is in portant, sihce forg = 0
no coexistence between m agnetic and superconducting
order w illbe possble w thin ourm odel.

G enerally, helin agnetisn can be induced by the exter—
nal inhom ogeneous m agnetic eld applied along the x—
direction or arising from Intemal (soiral) m agnetic order.
In the absence of supemonduct:mty, our theory reduces
to the one considered in Ref. -4 which corresponds to a
m agnetic analog of the FFLO state. T here the existence
of persistent spin currents was dem onstrated.

From the mean- eld Ham iltonian we see that in the
present case not only the gauge symm etry is sponta-—
neously broken, leading to a lack ofparticle num ber con—
servation, but also the spin conservation sym m etry isbro—
ken due to the helin agnetic phase. Both averages are
com plex and have therefore an am plitude and a phase,
ie, g=73 gkt andhg= hge ¥ . abuk system
both phases can be gauged aw ay through a globalgauge
transform ation. This is of course not the case when we
consider the tunnelling processes betw een tw o supercon—
ductors and, aswe w ill show later, the phase of the heli-
m agnetic order param eter w illl play an im portant role.

The m ean— eld Ham iltonian {_8) can be conveniently

rewritten n matrix om asHur = (1=2) , My x,

where [ = [9{+q:2" o q=24 Cktgq=2# Cx g=2» land
2 5 , 3
"ktqm2 Nq® T I g 0
g :hqiﬁ " g=2 0 3 qfﬁi .
8348 0 T S
0 Jq®  her? "k q=2

)

Thematrix M y can be easily diagonalized, which leads
to the llow Ing energy spectrum

_ q q
E, = "o+ F qF "2+ hgFi 10)

and ; = 1. Here we Introduce "xs = ("x1g-2 +
qu)—Zand"ka= ("k+q=2 "k q=2 )=2 sinilarly to
Refs. :li and :18 Sihce we assum e the quadratic disper—
sion orthe free electrons, wehave " s = ", + ¢=8m and
"ka —

Them atrix G reen function is obtained by inverting the
matrix 1i!'I+ My, where I is the identity m atrix. The
Independent elem ents of the m atrix G reen function are
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wherewehave setE;x  E, " andE, E,’ and the generalized Bogolyubov coe cients are

1=2
4"ka"ks 2 "ks + 2 "ka

1+ 2 1)
Ef E Eun+Ezx Eix Ex

; 15)

NI

where ; = 1.

Iv. JOSEPHSON EFFECT BETW EEN TW O NON-UNIFORM HELIM AGNETIC
SUPERCONDUCTORS

W e will study rst the charge singleparticle and C ooperpair Jossphson tunnelling processes between two FFLO
superconductors. W e use the standard tunnelling H am itroniant? in the om
X
Hp = TkpG G + hx: ; (16)
kp

where k and p label single electron m om entum ejgenﬁtates in the keft and right subsystem s, respectively. T he charge

cun:entjsgjxéen by I@9¢ = ey, (i, whereNy = . ¢ o andthe spin current isgiven by I%" = 3 IS, ()1,
where S, = K; c{ o and p isthe Bohrm agneton. In the linear response regin e the charge and spin currents
are given by I"®™° = 2eM K wharge €V + 1 )] and P = 2 yIn K i €V + 1 )], where ! 0 . In tem s of the
M atsubara form alisn at lowest order one gets:
X X h w.n w.n
Xcharge;spin (ll ) = - j[‘k+ g=2;p+ q=2 sz 1’ (k;i!n)G 1’ (p;i!n i!rn )
'n kip

#it L #it s .
T q=2;p g=2 fGl k;iln)G " Piiln ip)+ T+ g=2;p+ q=2Tx q=2;p q=2 .
1
" . #:" . . #;" . "o . .
G," k;iln)G," iiln iln) Tk g=2p gq=2 Tysge2;p+q=2C2 k;iln)G," ity iln) ; @7)

where +, refer to the charge and spin current, respectively. Besides the usual contribution to the sihgl particle
charge current nvolving the product ofG reen fiinctionsG »» and G 44 from the left and right sides ofthe junction, there
are extra contrbutions involving the G reen’s fiinctions G «4 and G 4» which give a tem proportionalto et " ®) M
particular, after straightforw ard calculations we get for the singleparticle charge current

I V)= L eV)+ L eV)cos | ; e

where I €V ) is the single particle current

X mw nw
X
LEv) = 2 el ¥ 1+ p= g [ @ Eyx Ep) @+ Ey + Eg)l
kip;i6 3 rat Do 7 | bat hq¥
"ka" a :
+ 1 P > Fp
"ka + th jZ "pa + th jz

[ & Eix Ejp) v + Ex + Ejp)] (19)




and for IlChaJCge &) we nd

X heF
LEev)=2erd = ?" [ € Eux Egp) (€ +Ex+Eygp)
kp;i6 j fat DaF "pat DoF
v Eix Ejp) €V + Ex + Ejp)] 20)
w hile for the singleparticle spin current we obtain
IPP V)= THEv)sn ’: @1)
w ih
0 1
X o S
LEev) = 2 F 5 ¥ A
kp;i6 J "12<a+ thjz "}233"' thjz
1 1 1 1
22)
eV + Ex + Eyp eVv E Eip eV + Ex + Eqp ev E E

The rstdi erence in the singleparticle charge current occurs due to the FFLO state itselfwhich would be present
also In the case of the uniform exchange eld. M ost interestingly, the presence of the helin agnetic phase and the
corresponding breaking of the SU 2) sym m etry induces an additional term in the sihgle-particle charge current pro—
portionalto cos ’ and generated the corresponding term in the spin current proportionalto sin ’ . The form ofthe
singleparticle spin current resem bles the one in the socalled \spin Josephson e ect" in ferrom agnetic/ ferrom agnetic
Jinctions which, strictly speaking, is still a singleparticle transport. There the charge current vanishes for zero
volage while the soin current rem ains, leading in this way to the appearance of a persistent spin current across the
Junction.

For the Cooperpair tunneling the charge and spin Josephson currents are detem ined by IS *°
2eTn p 2V M (ev)]and IFT = 2e In 2V PP V)] where

1X X h . .
charge;spin @)= - Tx+ g=2;p+q=2T k+q=2; p+qg=2 F’ (k;i!n)Fll PE;iln ily)
'n kip

#:m . "y . ;
Tk gq=2;p g=2 Tx g=2; p g=2 F1’ (krl!n)F;L’ (pll!n l!rn )+ Tk+q=2;p+q=2T k g=2; p g=2

won . won . . #:4 . #i# . .
F, (k;l!n)Fz PE;iln ilg) T g=2;p g=2 T k+g=2; p+ gq=2 F, (k;l!n)Fz PE;iln ilg) - (23)

Oncemore+ or referto the charge and spin Josephson current, respectively. E valuating the sum overM atsubara’s
frequencies the charge current can be found

I§harge(ev)= Pi1€V)+ J2€V)cos "Isin( + 2eVH)+ J 3€V)+ Jga€V)cos " Joos( + 2eVYH 24)

w here the explicit expressions ofthe coe cients J 1 €V ), and J;, €V ) are given as

X i o7
Jl(eV)=2ejI."j2 P - : F—
kip;i6 j "ks+ J q:? "gs"' J q:?
20 1
mw \ 1 l
161 kafa A V + Ex + E V E E *
"]%a + :hq:? "123a + :hq:? e ik ip e ik ip
0 1 3
nom 1 1
€1t p——F——" V + Ey + E V E E o @)
"]2<a + thjz "]_%a + thjz e ik ip e ik ip
and
0 1
X : ;
i qF hed
J2 (ev ) - Zej[‘ jz P w2 . %1 "2 . ¢ P w2 qq w2 A
kpis3 st J aF "st I oF rat heF MLt hgF
1 1 1 1
(26)
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J3 €V ) and J4 €V ) are found sin ilarly,
j gﬁ

J3ev)=2 e ¥ P : "27
kpisi "est J oF +3 qF
1

80

< \LJ n

@1 5 *ePE A [ @ Eyx Egp) @V +Ex+Egp)l+

. "]2<a+ thjz "2 + thjz

0 1 9

€1+ p el A [V Ex Ejp) @ +Ex+Ep)] @7)

and
0 1
X ] s
J V)= 2 e o 73957 e 5 JﬁiA
Ko 6 "ﬁs+ j qF uz st 3 qF "ia+ g ¥ "2 A+ D
[ & Ex Ejp) € +Ex +Eyp) € Ex Ep)+t E +Ex+Ep)] : ©8)
Since J5 (0) = 0 and J, (0) = 0,Eq. {28) becomes forv = 0
1998 0) = P )+ J, O)cos Ish 29)

T he above resul is identical, up to the precise expressions of the current am plitudes, to the zero voltage result ofR ef.
33 though there the superconducting order param eter is uniform . T hus, a nonzero voltage in helin agnetic FFLO -lke
superconductors a ect the Josephson current in an essentialway.

For the Josephson spin current we nd:

h i
IP"@EV)=sh ’ Ji@V)cos( +2eVt)+ J;EV)sih( + 2eVY) : 30)
where
i qFheT
Jev)=21F p = ——
Kip "]2<s+ ] q:? "2 + ] qu "]2<a+ hq:? "2 + h jz
1 1 1 1
31)
eV + Ex + Eyp ev E i Eip eV + Ex+ Eqp ev E E
and
J qFhqF
HEev)=2 3¥F p g S
Kip "lis+ ] q:? "2 + ] qu "]Ea+ hq:? "2 + h jz
[ v Eix Elp) (eV+Ejk+Ejp) v Eix Ejp)+ (eV+Eﬂ(+Ejp)] (32)
[
At zero voltage the spin Josephson current becom es V. EFFECT OF AN EXTERNALMAGNETIC
FIELD
IP"0)= 31 0)cos s ’: 33)
W e see that the temm proportionalto sin / cos  van-— Interesting results ollow from Egs. C_Z-S_i) and ¢_§§') n

ishes for zero voltage because J3 (0) = 0, sin ilarly to the the presence of an externalm agnetic eld H perpendic—
charge Josephson current case. This result also agrees ular to the current direction, say x-direction, and in the
w ith the corresponding one in Ref. :_lé N ote once m ore plane ofthe junction. By assum ing that the extemal eld
the crucial role played by the voltage in this system . points in the z-direction, it is straightforward to derive



the resuls
2 Hyl
I 0)= GO+ B O)cos “lsh 4 T ;
0
34)
. 2 Hyl
P 0)= JO)cos  + T sn v G5

wherel= 2 + d,wih beingthepenetration depth and
d the jinction thickness.  istheelem entary ux quan-
tum . Indeed, the m agnetic eld can only couple to the
phase of the superconducting order param eter. T he he-
lin agnetic order param eter is neutraland for this reason
its phase cannot couple to the extemalm agnetic eld. If
the janction has a cross-section of area L,L,, the total
currents Iﬁi’fa and ijtj;‘t ow ing through the jinction is
obtained by Integrating the y-variable over the interval
O;Ly1:

ch o . .
:I:J;tirtge = (ict Leoos ') — sin _o sIn + _o
(36)
IJSE;)tj:t= L— sin e cos + — sin "; (37)
where L, = J1 (O)LyLZI Le = Jd2 (O)LyLZI L =

J(O0)LyL,,and = HL L

From Egs. {_§§) and @j) we see that the phase dif-
ference can be adjusted in such a way to vanish the
soin Josephson current &_3]') . Rem arkably, also the oppo—
site situation is possible, ie., the vanishing of the charge
Josephson current by adjisting the phase di erence
T his constitutes an exam pl ofa system with a soin cur-
rent but no charge current.

VI. CONCLUSION

W e have shown that a dissipationless dc and ac
Josephson spin currents exist between two non-uniform

superconductors w ith helin agnetic order. For the
spin current the nonzero average hcicyi plays a cru—
cial role. W e expect that e ects sin ilar to the ones
discussed here m ay also happen in som e Superconduc—
tor/Ferrom agnet/Insulatqr/Farrom agnet/Superconductor
(SFTF'S) heterostructures®12323

M easuring a spin current is presently a considerable
challenge. O ne way could bg to detect the electric elds
nduced by such a current #2% However, in our case the
signature of the spin current would be a corresponding
m odulation of the charge Jossphson current as follow s
from Eq.{_2§').

One of the m ain resuls of our analysis was discussed
In Sect. IV, namely, the possbility of using an exter—
nal m agnetic eld to tune the charge Jossphson cur—
rent to zero, whilke the soin Josephson current rem ains
non-vanishing. In such a situation the resulting spin
Josephson e ect is very sim ilar to the one discussed re—
cently In the context ofFerrom agnet/Ferrom agnet tunnel
jmctjons.'? H ow ever, here we have a m uch better control
of the system through the extemalm agnetic eld. This
result presum ably holds also in the case ofa helim,agnetic
superconductor w th a uniform order param etertd

The m odel we have studied here assum es the coexis—
tence of a FFLO state w ith helin agnetisn . In order to
fully con m the validiy of this scenario, further theo—
retical and experin ental investigation is necessary.
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