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T he Josephson current betw een d-w ave superconductors is investigated in the fram ew ork of tight—
binding lattice m odel. The junction is m odelled by a an all num ber of connecting bonds. It is
obtained that the Josephson current through one bond vanishes when at least one of the super—
conductors has (110) interfaceto-crystal orientation. Interference between the nearest bonds is
appeared to be very in portant. In particular, it is the interference temm that leads to the nonzero
Josephson current for (110) ordentation. A Iso, interference of two connecting bonds m anifests itself
in non-m onotonic behavior of the critical Jossphson current In dependence on the distance betw een

the bonds.

PACS numbers: 7450+ r, 7481 g

E kctronic transport through the jinctions between
high-T. cuprate superconductors has been the ob fct of
interest form any years. In particular, the dc Josgphson
e ect has been intensively studied theoretjca]Jy'l’@'E'é';r.’.
T hese Investigations were inspired by the fact that su—
perconducting order param eter dom inantly exhiits d-
wave symmetry In high-T. cuprates. This was estab-
lished by SQU D -lke experinents and the tricrystal
experin ent! . T heoretical nvestigationspredicted a num —
ber of resuls, which are the consequences of d-w ave na—
ture of superconducting order param eter. For exam ple,
the zero-energy Andyeev bound state (ZES) is formed
at janction nterfaces?, what gives rise to anom alous en—
hancem ent of the critical Jossphson current ,Jln d-wave
superconductor junctions at ow tem peratures!@? . A lso,
for a m irror junction, where the order param eter on the
both sides of the junction is rotated by the sam e angle
In opposite directions, a non-m onotonic tem perafyre de—
pendence of the critical current was predicted®?£ . The
tem perature dependence of the critical current w as stud-
ied experin entally on thg.graip-boundaries w ith well-
de ned lattice orientation®291%43 | For m joror fanctions
the non-m onotonic behavior was found %4, whergas, in
other cases a m onotonic behavior was reported?LdLy .
In addition, for the 45 asymm etric jungtion a sin2’ -
like current-phase relation was predicted® . However, in
the experin ents on the asymm etric jinctions not all
sam ples exhbi the predicted sin 2’ -lke current-phase
re]atjonﬂg".l?i'yl: .

T he theoretical investigations of the Josephson cur-
rent for the jinctions between d-wave superconductors
were carried out on the basic of continuous approach® 22
as well as m aking use of tight-binding lattice m ode¥.
The main resuls of these m ethods are consistent w ith
each other for the case ofplanar junctions. H owever, the
lattice-m odel approach can not only give a m ore realistic
description ofthe electronic structure ofthe copper oxide
planes of high-T. superconductors and allow s to m in ic
the corresponding Fem i surfaces, but it also gives the
possbility to study electronic transport through quan-—
tum point contacts of varioustypes. T he recent advances

in the faprication of nanoscale devjceilﬂ'y’:"{z"éEg (ora re-
view sectd) has provoked a renewed interest i the de-
tailed analysisofm odels involving a few conducting chan—
nels. Josephson current through quantum point contacts
hasbeen Investigated in a num ber of papers since the pi-
oneer work by B eenakker and van Houten2d. T he theory
descrbing a single-m ode quantum point contact between
two swave supergendyctors in a site repyesentation has
been developed 212323 . h particular, %} shgle-m ode
quantum point contact ism odelled by the only bond con—
necting two swave superconductors. At the same tin e,
to the best of my know ledge, the jinctions between d-
wave superconductors through a few connecting bonds
have not been considered yet. A lso, interference of the
connecting bonds has not been investigated by now .

T he present paper is devoted to these issues. I consider
tw o d-w ave superconductors n am ean— eld site represen—
tation connected by the only bond orby severalbonds in
the tunnel lim i. Tt is shown that for the case of several
connecting bonds their interference is very im portant and
Jeads to the non-m onotonic (oscillating) behavior of the
critical current in dependence on the distance between
the bonds. Furthem ore, it is found that for the (110)
Interface-to—crystal orientation of at least one of the su-
perconductors the Josephson current through each sepa—
rate bond vanishes due to the sym m etry and the current
is entirely determm ned by the interference tem .

T he principal schem e of the junction under consider—
ation is shown on the Fjg;_l:. Two superconductors are
connected by the N bonds w ith appropriate hopping ele—
ments t,..,&% . Then the full H am iltonian ofthe system
takes the form

H=H;+H. .+ V; 1)

where H ;;, correspond to the sgparate halfspaces and V
contains coupling between them . For the each separate
halfspace we can use the usualm ean— eld lattice H am i
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FIG .1: The schem e ofthe considered junction. Left and right
superconductors S; and Sy are connected by theN bondsw ith
appropriate hopping elem ents % ,...t%

tonian in the tight-binding m odel
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Here is the chem ical potential; tis ., are the hopping

elem ents. Ford-w ave superconductors pairing is assum ed

to be nonzero only for the nearest neighbors .,y o =

rrb = o.Herer —arethe site positions; a; b —are

the basic Jattice vectors (Rj= P Jj= 1). The coupling V
betw een the superconductors ism odelled by

X
V= e, & e )+ heg: €))

ji= 1N

A swe are interested In the Josesphson current in such a
system , the phase di erence between the superconduc-
tors should be taken Into account. It is convenient to
Include i into the coupling tem V:

Ef).;lﬁ-").;r = ti ei =2;
i=2 @)
Lma=te :
Then we can assum e the superconducting gaps 3,y and

hopping elem ents ¢ to be realnum bers in the whole sys—
tem .

Let € ;19 ¢ x;x%!, ) be the G reen’s filnction
of the whole systen ; GAo ;% is the G reen’s function of
the uncoupled superconductors; Gy, ;%) = Cp ¢ 1) is
the G reen’s function In the bulk ofthe superconductors.
Then we can J:epJ:esentGA via @0 and T-m atrix:

X

i) = Comr)+  Cowry, )T, oty it): 6)
=1
ipg= 1a:e

=

Here all elem ents are 2 2 m atrices In particlke-hol
space. Then i can be derived m aking use oqu.('g) that

T -m atrix obeys the follow ing equation :

'f\i;J{' El
1

k=1:

Go (rs; ixx; )’fk;;j =€ 55 ;: 6

ir
N

Herel= r, r= 1, and matrices f are de ned by
fet =2
=& = 0 i=2 )

By the de nition the G reen’s finction GAo ;% corre-
soonds to the uncoupled superconducting halfspaces.
Then we can w rite
Gorire) = 0; Go(lrim) = 0; @®)
forany r1 2 S;and rp 2 S;.
J:esoneEq.(ﬁ) n (;r)-space:

A fter doing this, we can

Tr;r Tr;l

R R

Gg@l GiGH 't @ GGH 't ©)
1 GiGH 't GE@ GiGH 't

Here symbols with the check are 2N 2N m atrices in
particle-hole and i;j = 1uN spaces. Namely T 7
TAi;jf. b= yyand G, &G0y iry ).

Let the y-axisbe along the surface in the (@;b)—crystal
plane and the x-axis be the nom al to surface. Then
the functions @O i So (ry; iTy; ), can also be cbtained
from &, by the T-m atrix technique?d :

G xix%ky) = Cux  x%ky) (10)
h i,
Chx  xoikyi!) Gp0iky)  Ghlxy x%ky):
Here x( isthe position of isolating barrierbetween the
superconductors (see2d for details) and ¢, (x;k,) is the
Fourder transform w ith respect to ky ofthebulk G reen’s

fanction Gy, k) (~= 1):

Z:d

d N )
Gy kyiky)e™*ddk, + A1)

b k) = -
ky= =d

I only consider two possible interfaceto-crystal orienta—
tions of superconductors: (100) and (110). Thend= 1
for (100) orientation and d= 1= 2 fr (110) ordentation.
Instead of the usual square Brillouin zone k, = [ ; 1,
k= [ ; ]lInow usethe surfaceadapted B rillouin zone
given by ky = [ =d; =dland k, = [ d; d]. Then
for the Pllow ing calculations we should transform the
G reen’s function G (x;x%k, ) into the fi1ll coord inate rep—
resentation GAO ;% = GAO (x;xo;y yo) .



T he Josephson current through the barrier can be ex—
pressed by G - is the upper keft part of S, 'n =
@2m + 1) T)

X X
J()= 2ieT tri;l;ri;rG (ri;r;ri;l)
'm i=1:aN
tri;r;ri;lG (ri;l;ri;r) : (12)

T?kjng into account Eq.é'g) it can be obtained from
Eq.@) that

P
A . _ o Ar;l oy
G (ryririn) = Go ;315560 51
J=4N
A A 3)
G (ry17 L) = G35 i;jTngJOT 3

Then for calculating the Josephson current we only
need T;% and T}/ elem ents of T'-m atrix.

Let us consider now the case of one connecting bond
(ie. N = 1). Then Eq.(:_l-g') can be easily writen explic—
Ik

50 = ZieTX tzForFolel FiFfe?
z @)

!
s m

i 14)

where F " and F " are the o -diagonal elem ents of &}
and GA‘Or In particle-hole space:

A Gy F
Gy = o 0 15
0 F, G, 5)
T he denom nator n Eq.c_l-l_I) takes the form
Z2@® )=1 tGiGs+GiGy FlIFge
FiFje® )+ P G5G) FIFI)GLGs FJFH: 16)

T his denom Inator leads to high-order pow ers of trans—
parency fm orethen rstorderinD *F) and is respon—
sible for the deviation ofthe Josegphson current from the
sinusoidalbehavior J ( ) sin (). But for the particular
problem it ism ore In portant to consider the num erator
ofE q.{_ifl) . It includes the anom alous G reen’s functions
of the coinciding space argum ents F, Fo@ ;r ) and
F, Wwih = Lr), oruncoupld superconductors. Here
r! and r¥ —are Jleft and right ends ofthe bond connecting
tw o superconductors. But i iseasy to cbtain, that ford-
w ave superconductorw ith (110) (ie. 45°) am ooth surface
these G reen’s functions are zero: F (r;r) = F (r;r) = 0.
T his takes place due to the symm etry of sites positions
and appropriate hopping elem ents w ith respect to the
re ection y vyi) ! (y vyi) near the considered site
(%1;vi) and sim ulaneous changing sign of order param e—
ter under the re ection. T hese sym m etry relations result
In In possbility of ow ing the Josephson current through
one-bond contact if at least one of the superconductors
is a d-wave superconductor w ith (110) ordentation.

T he vanishing of onebond Josephson current betw een
(110) d-superconductors is a consequence of d-w ave sym —
m etry of order param eter and has no analogue for the

Junctions between swave superconductors, where the
current is nonzero for onebond contact.

Any reasonsw hich do not change the above sym m etry
ofthe system (for exam ple, surface pairbreaking) cannot
change this statem ent. But ifthe sym m etry is destroyed,
the nonzero onebond Josephson current arises. If asym —
metry is am all, then current is smallalso. The possble
reasons, giving the nonzero Josephson current through
one-bond contact between (110) d-wave superconductors
are: 1) not an ooth surface of the superconductor (ends
of facets or surface roughness) at the distance of the or-
der of ( from the bond between the superconductors;
2) the in purities In the buk or at the surface of the su—
perconductor, also placed not far then ( from the bond;
3) nonzero is-com ponent of the order param eter orm ag—
netic ed.

Let us consider the tunnel lim i, ie. only take into ac—
count the rst order of the barrier transparency D 2.
This m eans that values t; are su ciently snall and we
can neglect G, in com parisonw ith 1 anq.(nr_Q) . kisworth
to note that this approxin ation fails at su ciently low
tem peratures due to the divergence of the G reen’s fiinc-
tion g at !y ! 0 if the particular surfaceto-crystal
ordentation of d-w ave superconductor leads to the form a—
tion of zero-energy surface bound states.

In the tunnel lim it

T=t; T¥ =t a7
T hen the expression for the Josephson current takes the
fom :
X X ,
J ()= 2ieT tty B, 5Fg 5
'n LJ=1luN

FoiuFo e m s8)

Tt can be seen that Eq.{_l-g) contains two physically dif-
ferent parts. F irst ofthem isthe sum ofthe tem s, which
are proportional to ‘ﬁ . It represents the sin ple algebraic
sum of currents through each bond separately (com pare
w ith Eq.¢_1£_i')) . But the other tem s are proportional to
%t and give the interference part of the current. For the
case of the junction with (110)-ordentation the interfer—
ence part is the only non-vanishing tem .

Now Itum to the case N = 2. This is the sinplest
case for studying ofthe e ects caused by the Interference
betw een the connecting bonds. T he results are presented
for janctionsbetw een d-w ave superconductorsw ith (100)
and (110) ordentations. In ollow ing the superconducting
order param eter is assum ed to be spatially constant. A
though surface pair breaking is large for (110) surface
ordentation, this sim pli cation does not change my re—
suls qualitatively. _

Tn order to caloulate the Josephson current Eq.{18) we
need the G reen’s finctionsF x;x%y v°) andF ;x%y
v%) . They are cbtained in the m odelofnearest neighbors

w ith theparam eters (T = 0) = 0dt, = 0:5t. Forthis
set of parameters T, 0:dl73tand ,ax T = 0) 035t
I present the results or T 0:6T., where ( (0:6T.)
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FIG .2: The critical Josephson current In two-Jond contact (in unisofe
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09 (@ = 0). The hopping param eters for the tunnel-
Ing bonds are taken to be equalty = & = 0:lt and the
bonds are placed at the distance L. = nd, from each
other. Hered, = d ! is the period of lattice along the
surface. For (100) orientation d, = 1 and for (110) ori-
entation d, = 2. Bonds ® connect the last surface lay-
ers of sites ofboth superconductors, therefore we should
take x = x° = xiurf orx = x0= xiurf, w here xiirf
are the x-coordinates of the positions of the last layers
in Jeft/right superconductor. The valiey  y° equals 0
rnon-nterference temsand y  y'= L Hr interfer—
ence tem s. Then the critical Josephson current can be
w ritten as:

X
J. = 8eT ¢ Fof+ Fu.F : (19)

1
sm

Heretheterm with Fy F (y y°= 0) corresponds to
the current through each bond separately, w hile the term
withF;, F  y°= L) corresponds to the nterference
part of the current. The critical Jossphson current de—
scribed by Eq.@?_;) is presented on Fjg.:Z:. A s the current
for (110) ordentation is entirely due to the interference
term , it goes to zero w ith increasing of the distance be—
tween the bonds. At the sam e tin e for (100) ordentation
the current tends to the value determ ined by the sum of
tw o Independent bonds. T he interference part ofthe cur-

rent oscillates and decays w th increasing L due to the
vanishing ¥, jatL ! 1 . It can be seen from Figd that
the characteristic distance betw een the bonds to consider
them tobe Independentis ( t= (. Ik isworth to note
that the interference part ofthe critical current is always
positive for both orientations considered.

In conclusion, in this paper I have studied the Joseph—
son current through a contact w ith an allnum ber of con—
necting bondsbetw een tw o d-w ave superconductors. It is
obtained that the Josephson current cannot ow through
onebond contact connecting d-w ave superconductors of
(110) surfaceto—crystalorientation w ith sm ooth surfaces.
The expression for the Josephson current in the junc-
tion wih arbirary number of bonds in tunnel 1im it is
found. It is shown that the interference between the
nearest bonds is very im portant. The Josephson cur-
rent in two-bond jinction is calculated. It is obtained
that the interference of two connecting bonds m anifests
itself in non-m onotonic behavior of the critical Joseph-—
son current in dependence on the distance between the
bonds and leads to the nonzero Josephson current for
(110) ordentation.
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