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W e consider a m odelfor a single m olecule with a large frozen spin sandwiched in between two

BCS superconductorsat equilibrium ,and show thatthis system hasa � junction behavior atlow

tem perature. The � shift can be reversed by varying the other param eters ofthe system , e.g.,

tem peratureortheposition ofthequantum dotlevel,im plying a controllable � junction with novel

application asa Josephson currentswitch.W e show thatthe m echanism leading to the � shiftcan

beexplained sim ply in term softhecontributionsoftheAndreev bound statesand ofthecontinuum

ofstates above the superconducting gap. The free energy for certain con�guration ofparam eters

showsa bistable nature,which isa necessary pre-condition forachievem entofa qubit.

PACS num bers:74.50.+ r,74.78.N a,85.25.-j,85.25.Cp,85.65.+ h,75.50.X x,85.80.Fi

I. IN T R O D U C T IO N

M olecular spintronics is a prom ising new dom ain,at the convergence oftwo challenging disciplines. O n the one

hand there ism olecularelectronics,where single m oleculesare used to create electronicsdevicesatthe nanom etric

scalewith uniqueproperties,whileon theotherhand thereisspintronics,wherethespin oftheelectron isused asthe

relevantquantity in place ofthe electronic charge. The latterallowsusto take advantage ofthe unusualproperties

ofspin,like a long coherence tim e. It is in this context that we consider in our work the equilibrium properties

ofa m olecule with a large m agnetic m om entplaced between two superconductors,when a Josephson currentows

between the two superconductorsthrough the m olecule. The focus willbe on the e�ect,on the Josephson current,

ofthe coupling between the spin ofthe electrons producing the current and the m olecular spin. W e willshow in

particularthatwhen thisspin coupling islarge enough,the superconducting junction behavesasa � junction,with

a reversalofthe Josephson currentcom pared to the casewithoutspin coupling.

O fgreatim portanceform olecularspintronicsarem oleculespossessing a largespin,or\singlem oleculem agnets".

Such m olecules can now be synthesized,for exam ple the m olecule M n12ac,which has a ground state with a large

spin S = 10,and a very slow relaxation ofm agnetization atlow tem perature.1 Thisslow relaxation isdue to a high

anisotropybarrierforthem agnetization,around 5:6m eV forM n12ac.Forthesystem weareconsidering,thisisavery

large energy,asthe typicalenergiesin oursystem (tem perature,coupling to the electrodes,etc.) are atm ostofthe

orderofthesuperconducting gap (which is0:1 m eV in Alum inum forexam ple).Thism otivatesourchoiceto takethe

m olecularspin asa�xed quantity,which willactasalocalm agnetic�eld fortheelectronsgoingthrough them olecule.

Notethatothersystem s,wherethespin isnot�xed,involvingforexam plesuperconductingtransportthrough fullerene

m olecule doped with m agnetic im purities have been considered experim entally and theoretically.2,3 Concerning the

electronictransportacrossthem olecule,wem odelthem oleculeasa singleresonantlevel,i.e.a quantum dot.Aswe

willbe interested in the regim e ofgood transparency between the m oleculesand the superconducting electrodes,we

willneglectin thiswork the electronicinteractionson the resonantlevel.4

Them ain resultofourpaperisto show that,when the coupling to the m olecularspin islargeenough,thesystem

showsa � shift. A reversalofthe super-currentin a Josephson device and the free energy having a globalm inim a

atphase di�erence � isreferred to as� shiftand a Josephson junction displaying thisisterm ed a � junction.5 The

� junction has potentialapplications in superconducting electronics,in quantum logic circuits as switches and are

an integralpartofsuperconducting phase qubits.W e willalso show thatthis� shiftcan be controlled by the other

param etersofthesystem (position ofthedotlevel,tem perature,coupling to theelectrodes,etc.),allowing to reverse

the � shiftand recovera standard Josephson junction.

G enerally in worksrelated to� junction behaviorthebound statecurrent,which isduetocurrentcarryingAndreev

bound statesform ed between the two superconductors,isinvestigated while the contribution from the continuum of

statesabovethesuperconductinggapisignored.6 Therearegoodreasonsfordoingso,sincethecontinuum contribution

isgenerally m uch reduced com pared to bound statecurrent,especially in the lim itofa long junction ora very short

one.Howeverrecentworkshaveshown thatthecontinuum currentcannotbeignored,7,8,9,10 especially in a Josephson

junction which is neither very short nor very long. In this work,we calculate explicitly the contribution from the

continuum ,and weshow thatthe in thepresenceofa largecoupling to the m olecularspin,thecontinuum currentis

essentialto understand the � junction behavior. In som e regim e,the bound state currentcan even vanish,and the

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0605338v4
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continuum currentisthen the only contribution.W e willshow also that,with som e�ne-tuning ofthe param etersof

thesystem ,thesystem can bein a bi-stablestate,wherethe� = 0 and � = � stateareequally stable;thisbi-stability

isa necessary condition fora possiblequbitim plem entation.

The restofthe work isorganized asfollows. The nextsection dealswith a shorthistory ofthe �-shiftasseen in

Josephson junctionsand with the possible applicationswhich such behaviorm ay have.Section IIIisdevoted to the

derivation oftheJosephson currentwhen coupling to them olecularspin ispresent.In section IV weusetheform ulae

obtained in section IIIto show the behaviorofthe Josephson currentasa function ofthe coupling to the m olecular

spin,and oftheotherparam eters.W egivea detailed explanation ofthem echanism leading to the� shift.In section

V wediscusssom epotentialapplicationsofoursystem ,�rstasa Josephson currentswitch,then asa superconducting

qubit.Section VIisdevoted to concluding rem arks.

II. B R IEF H IST O R Y O F �-SH IFT

In order to show how our work and results di�er from existing works on � junctions, we �nd usefulto give

a very short history ofthe �-shift. � junctions were �rst proposed theoretically by Bulaevskiiand coworkers in

Ref.[11].They considered a tunneljunction with m agneticim puritiesin thebarrier.In thissystem spin-ip tunneling

leadsto a form ation of� junction. They also predicted thata super-conducting ring containing a � junction could

generatea spontaneouscurrentand a m agnetic ux opening the way forexperim entaldetection.Spin ip tunneling

in superconductor-quantum dot-superconductor(S-Q D-S) system has also been shown to give rise to a � junction

behaviorasin Refs.[12,13,14]. ItwasK ulik who in 1966 wasthe �rstto discuss the spin-ip tunneling through an

insulator with m agnetic im purities.15 The spin-ip tunneling is predicted to dom inate the Josephson currentwhen

spin on thequantum dotisnon-zero.In S-Q D-S junction,changesin thesign ofthecriticalcurrentcould beobserved

asa function ofthe quantum dotgate voltage which controlsthe occupancy ofa quantum dot. Due to thisgating

capability one hasm orecontroloverthe m agnetic state ofa barrierin S-Q D-S junction com pared to a m agnetically

doped Superconductor-Insulator-Superconductorjunction.16 Superconductor-Ferrom agnet-Superconductor(SFS)have

alsobeen shown to giveriseto a � junction behaviorboth in theory17,18,19 aswellasin experim ents.20,21 Thestudy of

the superconducting � state shedsm orelighton the coexistence ofsuperconductivity and ferrom agnetism in general

and isalso im portantforsuperconducting electronics.22 G enerally with increasein the strength oftheexchange�eld

the� shiftisobserved with a reversaland suppression ofthesuper-current.In SFSFS system swith theferrom agnets

in anti-parallelalignm ent,however,with increasein thestrength oftheexchange�eld an increasein super-currentis

observed.23 In SIFIS and SFcFS,wherecdenotesa constriction,structuresalsosuch � junctionshavebeen observed.5

Recently tripletsuperconductor-ferrom agnet-tripletsuperconductorjunctionshave been predicted to have potential

applicationsascurrentswitches.24 In contrastto SFS system s,� junction behaviorin SNS system soccursdueto the

creation ofa non-equilibrium distribution ofelectronsin thebarriervia a controlchannel.25 Thusin thesesystem sthe

�-junction can becontrolled via a voltageapplied to thecontrolchannelthism akessuch devicesidealforthem to be

used in superconducting digitalcircuits,especially asaphaseinverter,i.e.,�-SQ UID 26 forcom plem entary Josephson

digitaldevices.Furtherapplication of� junctionsascandidatesforengineering quantum bitshavebeen predicted.27

Finally,� junctions have also been theoretically predicted and experim entally observed in superconducting d-wave

junctions.5
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III. D ER IVA T IO N O F T H E JO SEP H SO N C U R R EN T

A . M odelH am iltonian

The Josephson Current(IJ)can be calculated from the derivative ofthe free energy(F)with respectto the phase

di�erence(�) across the superconducting leads IJ = 2dF
d�
, in equilibrium . The free energy in turn is de�ned as

F = � kT lnZ,whereZ isthe partition function ofoursystem .Thuscalculating Z isthe �rststep in calculating the

Josephson currentin oursystem .The fullHam iltonian ofoursystem iswritten asbelow:

H = H D �S +
X

j= L ;R

H j + H T ; (1)

where H D �S de�nes the Ham iltonian ofthe quantum -dot m olecule with spin,Hj represents the superconducting

leads,while H T denotesthe tunneling part.The dot-spin Ham iltonian is:

H D �S = �
X

�

d
y
�d� + JS(d

y

"
d" � d

y

#
d#) (2)

where d�;d
y
� are the electronic operators in the dot,� is the energy levelofthe dot,J the coupling between the

m olecularspin S and the electronic spin on the dotlevel. The coupling term com es from the exchange interaction

JS � s,where s isthe electronic spin on the dot,butasexplained in the introduction,the m olecularspin is�xed in

oursystem ,and wechosethe spin quantization axisalong the spin orientation.In the superconducting Ham iltonian

itisconvenientto perform a gaugetransform ation which rem ovesthe phasefrom the orderparam eter.28 Thus,

H j =
X

k

	
y

jk
(�k�z + ��x)	 jk;	 jk =

�
 jk;"

 
y

j(�k);#

�

(3)

and �nally the tunnelling part can be written in the standard form with a hopping param eter tj determ ining the

transferpropertiesofthejunction.ThePaulim atricesm entioned in theaboveequation arem atricesin particle-hole

space.Thee�ectofthegaugetransform ation on thetunnelHam iltonian istheappearanceofa phasedependencein

the hopping param eter

H T =
X

jk

	
y

jk
Tjd+ h:c:; d =

�
d"

d
y

#

�

(4)

with TL = tL �ze
i�z�=4;TR = tR �ze

�i� z�=4,where � isthe phase di�erence between the superconducting leads,and

tj isthe tunnelling am plitude between the jth lead and dot.

B . N eglecting C oulom b interaction

In the present work we chose to neglect the charging energy ofthe m olecule. M olecular electronics transport

calculationsare typically concerned with two lim its:eitherthe lim itwhere the tunnelling rate from the m olecule to

the leadsdom inatesoverthe charging energy,orthe opposite lim itofstrong Coulom b blockade which can be dealt

in the incoherentregim e orin the coherentregim e. The validity ofeach regim e dependson the transparency ofthe

tunnelbarriersconnected to the m olecule,and on the capacitancesseen by the m olecularquantum dotwith respect

to the leads. So far in the literature,m any e�ortshave focused on the Landauer-Buttikerdescription ofm olecular

electronics transport.29 In som e instances30 this approach is supplem ented by taking Coulom b interactions in an

e�ective m annerusing density functionaltheory,butthe G reen function which isused to com pute the transm ission

coe�cient is determ ined from a speci�c electron con�guration,as for an e�ective one-electron Coulom b potential.

Here we adopta Ham iltonian approach to com pute the current,butthe basic assum ptionsforneglecting Coulom b

blockadee�ectsalso apply.Thisisjusti�ed asfollows.

In fact this stem s from the fact that the charging energy ofthe m olecular quantum dot is assum ed to be sm all

com pared to thethe escaperateofthe electronsfrom thedotsto the leads,laterto be referred to as�.Thisregim e

triggers a substantialbroadening ofthe dot level,as for instance was discussed in Ref.[31]where a m olecule was

attached to m etallicsubstrate,being e�ectively \m etalized".Q ualitatively speaking,ifthetransparency from thedot

to the leadsisclose to unity,the tim e scale which characterizesthe lifetim e ofelectronson the m olecularquantum

dotisso shortthatCoulom b blockadee�ectsdo nothavetim e to operate.
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These qualitative argum ents are substantiated by theoreticalworks on the Coulom b blockade in the presence of

highly transm issive barriers,which were carried out m ore than a decade ago. Ref.[33]studies the behavior ofa

quantum dotem bedded between two pointcontacts,and �nds a crossoverto a regim e where charge uctuationsin

the dotaredom inant,thereforewiping outchargequantization (Coulom b blockade)e�ects.The tem perature which

characterizesthiscrossoverisofcourseproportionalto thedotcharging energy,butitalso goesto zero in thelim itof

idealtransm ission.Ref.[34]considersaquantum dotconnected tosinglebarriers,and showsthattheenergyofthedot

undergoes(Coulom b blockade)oscillationsasa function ofgatevoltageaslong asthe transm ission coe�cientofthe

barrier,which isolatesthe dot,doesnotapproach unity.O n anothernote,Ref.[35]usesa path integralfram ework36

to describe a quantum dotwith arbitrary barriers. Previousresults33 concerning charge uctuationsare recovered,

but m ore im portantly itis shown that the e�ective charging energy is exponentially reduced atidealtransm ission.

Thislatterresultapplies,granted to a dotcoupled to severalchannels,butthesefeaturesareexpected to survivefor

a a dotcoupled to a single,highly transm issivechannel.

Note thatin the above,itissu�cientforonly one ofthe two contactsto have a large capacitance in orderto be

able to neglectCoulom b e�ects. The presentpointofview isconsistentwith recentworkson m olecularelectronics

issueswherephononsareinvolved32,butelectron-electron interactionsareneglected nevertheless.

Finally, we stress the fact that there exist actualexperim ents in m olecular electronics,which can achieve the

high transm ission conditionswhich are assum ed in the presentwork.Ithasbeen dem onstrated thatbreak junction

geom etries37 can achievecloseto idealtransm ission:fora Hydrogen m oleculewhich issandwiched between Platinum

electrodes,one observesa conductance quantization plateau at2e2=h,when bringing the two electrodestogether,as

expected from a m onovalentm etalasHydrogen (in contrast,a pureplatinum junction yieldsstepsat4e2=h).Thisis

thedirectevidenceofsingle,perfectly transm ittingchannel.To sum m arize,in theseworks,which havebeen extended

to study the e�ects ofvibrations on the m olecule38,no Coulom b blockade e�ects show up at all. For the present

study,wethusassum ethatourm oleculeisplaced underthesam econditionsasin thesebreak junction experim ents.

Note thathigh transm ission conditionshavealso been obtained with Carbon nanotubes39,40.

C . E�ective action

To calculatethepartition function weusethepath integralapproach.In thism ethod thepartition function isgiven

by:

Z =

Z Y

jk

(D �	 jkD 	 jkD
�d D d)e�S A (5)

Z iswritten asafunctionalintegralovergrassm ann�eldsfortheelectronicdegreesoffreedom (	;�	).TheEuclidean

action reads:

SA = SD +

Z �

0

d�[
X

jk

�	 jk(�)(@� + �k�z + ��x)	 jk(�)+ HT (�)]

� is the inverse tem perature,and H T (�) =
P

jk
�	 jk(�)Tjd(�)+ h:c:while SD =

R�
0
d�[�d(@� + ��z + JS)d]. After

integrating outthe leadsweget

Z =

Z

D �d D d e�S ef f with Seff = SD �

Z �

0

d� d�
0 �d(�)��(� � �

0)d(�0) (6)

where ��(�)=
P

j= L ;R
T
y

jG (�)Tj and G (�)=
P

k
(@� + �k�z + ��x)

�1 �(�).

W eperform a Fouriertransform on theM atsubara frequencies(with wn = (2n+ 1)�=�):�(�)= 1

�

P

w n

e�iw n � and

G (�)= 1

�

P

w n
e�iw n �G w n

,which givesforthe G reen function G :

G w n
=

Z

d� �(�)(� iwn + �k�z + ��x)
�1

’
��(0)

p
w 2
n + � 2

(iwn + ��x) (7)

In the above equation,�(�)=
P

k
�(� � �k)is approxim ated as a constant�(0),the density ofstatesat the Ferm i

levelin the norm alleads.Thisgivesforthe self-energy:

��w n
=

�=2
p
� 2 � (iw)2

[iwn � � cos(�=2)�x � � sin(�=2)�y] (8)
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with  = �L �� R

�L + �R

;� = �L + �R ;�L =R = 2��(0)t2
L =R

. W e get �nally for the e�ective action (introducing d(�) =
1p
�

P

w n

e�iw n �dw n
)

Seff =
X

w n

�dw n
M w n

dw n
with M w n

= � iwn + ��z + JS � ��w n
(9)

D . A ndreev Levels

The dispersion equation forthe Andreev levelsisgiven by the eigenvaluesofthe e�ective action in Eq.(9)(with

iw = z)

det

�

z� ��z � JS +
�=2

p
� 2 � z2

(z� � cos(�=2)�x � � sin(�=2)�y)

�

= 0 (10)

which gives(introducing the param eters= JS):

(z+
�z

2
p
� 2 � z2

� � � s)(z+
�z

2
p
� 2 � z2

+ � � s)�
�2� 2(cos2(�=2)+ 2 sin2(�=2))

4(� 2 � z2)
= 0 (11)

W hile this cannotbe solved analytically in general,there are two lim iting regim eswhere one can getan analytical

expression ofthe solutions,giving two Andreev levels.Forsim plicity,we choosehere� = 0 and  = 0.

case1:� � � :

z = E 1;2 = � cos

"

Arccos

 
� cos�=2

p
1+ 4s2=�2

!

+ Arctan

�
2s

�

�#

(12)

case2:�;s� � :

z = E 1;2 = s�
�

2
cos(�=2) (13)

In thegeneralcase,forarbitrary �;�;s(= JS)and �,wecalculatenum erically theroots,by transform ing thel.h.s.

ofEq.(11) into a 8th order polynom ialin z to get rid ofthe square roots,and then calculating the roots ofthis

polynom ial. W e �nd thatonly two ofthese rootscorrespond to rootsofEq.(11)(see also ref. [9]),and thatthese

two rootsarerealand belong to [� �;�].Therearethusalwaystwo Andreev bound states,asin the zero spin case:

the e�ectofthe spin term ism erely to m ovethese two states,butitdoesnotintroducenew bound states.

In Fig.2,we plotthe two Andreev bound state positions asa function ofthe phase di�erence for four values of

spin,jsj= 0;1;2;and 4,forlargetransparency ofthecontacts(� = 4:0)and very low tem perature(� = 1000).� = 1

istaken astheunitofenergy in oursystem ,asin therestofthiswork.Therightpanelin Fig.2 correspondsto s> 0

whileleftpanelisfors< 0.W eseethatwhen theabsolutevalueofs isincreased,thetwo Andreev levelsarepushed

towards+ � or� �.

Itm ightseem surprising thatthe Andreev bound statesare di�erentfor+ s and � s.Indeed,ourphysicalsystem

is invariant under the interchange ofspin up and spin down electron com bined to the exchange s ! � s;as the

superconductors are the sam e under the spin interchange,our physicalsystem has thus to be invariant under the

transform ation s ! � s. As willbe shown in the next sections,the totalJosephson current,which is a physically

m easurable quantity,isinvariantunderthistransform ation (s ! � s). However,the expression ofthistotalcurrent

in term softhe Andreev bound state currentand ofthe continuum current,dependson thssign ofs (and so do the

Andreev bound states).10

The di�erentAndreev bound states obtained fors and for� s are thus two di�erentwaysto representthe sam e

physicalsituation. The factthatwe obtain one ofthe two possibilitiesfora given externalspin can be traced back

to our initialchoice ofthe spinors for the superconductors(Eq.(3)) and for the dot (Eq.(4)): had we chosen the

spinors de�ned with opposite spin (for exam ple,dy = (d
y

#
;d"),to be com pared with the de�nition ofEq.(4)),we

would haveobtained fors< 0 the Andreev bound statesshown herefors> 0,and vice-versa.O ne could also use a

com bination ofthe two possibilitiesofspinors,in orderto geta spectrum ofAndreev bound states(and bound state

current)which isindependentofthe sign ofs;in thiscase,the spectrum iscom posed offourAndreev bound states,

which are precisely the two we obtained fors> 0 plusthe two fors < 0.In thispaper,we have chosen to keep the

spinorsas de�ned in Eq.(3)and Eq.(4). This choice willgive us a particularly sim ple picture for the m echanism

leading to the pi-shift(seebelow).
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FIG .2: Thetwo Andreev bound statesasfunction ofphasedi�erence.Fors> 0 in the rightpaneland fors< 0 in

the leftpanel.Thelabelling ofthe curvesisasfollows:spin s= 0(black,solid line),1.0 (red,dotted line),2.0

(blue,dashed line)and 4.0 (green,dot-dashed line).Theotherparam etersare� = 4:0, = 0:0,� = 1000,� = 0:0,

and � = 1:0.

E. Josephson C urrent

The partition function afterintegrating outthe fd;�dg variablesisgiven by-

Z =

Z

D �d D d e�S ef f =
Y

w n

detM w n
(14)

whereM w n
isgiven in Eq.(9).TheJosephson currentthen reducesto:

IJ = �
2

�

@

@�
lnZ = �

2

�

@

@�

X

w n

ln(detM w n
)

= �
1

�

X

w n

�2� 2(1� 2)sin(�)

4[detM w n
](� 2 � (iwn)

2)
= �

1

�

1X

w n = �1

f(iwn) (15)

wherethe lastequality de�nesthe function f.

Further,theFree energy isgiven by:

F = �
1

�

X

w n

ln(detM w n
): (16)

In the aboveequations,detM w n
isthe sam easthe l.h.sofEq.(11),with iwn replacing z.

>From theaboveequation,onecan calculatethetotalJosephson currentby sum m ing overtheM atsubara frequen-

cies.However,we can transform the above equation in orderto separateexplicitly the contributionsofthe Andreev

bound statesand ofthe continuum ,which are physically m eaningful. In orderto calculate these contributions,we

take advantage ofthe factthatthe M atsubara frequenciesare the polesofthe Ferm ifunction nf(z)[41]. W e then

considerthe integralI =
R

C

dz

2�i
f(z)nf(z),where the function f(z)isde�ned in Eq.(15).The function f(z)asseen

earlierhastwo poleson the realaxisbetween � � and � (these aresim ply the two Andreev bound states,forwhich

detM = 0). Further,because ofthe square roots term s in the detM ,it has branch points at z = � �;we have

chosen to placebranch cutson the realaxis,forz 2 [�;1 ]and z 2 [� 1 ;� �].W e thuschosethe contourC astwo

large sem i-circlespluspartsgoing around the branch cuts. W e illustrate the contour,polesand branch cutsin Fig.

3.ThusintegralIcan bebroken into thesum ofthe contributionsfrom thelargecircleD ofradiusR,thetwo sm all
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FIG .3: The contourincludespolesfrom the Ferm ifunction,two Andreev bound statesand the contribution from

the branch cuts.

circlesat� �,denoted by d1;2 ofradius�,and the contribution from the branch cuts.Therefore,

I =
1

2�i

Z

C

f(z)nf(z)dz =
1

2�i

Z

D

dz f(z)nf(z)+
1

2�i

Z

d1

dz f(z)nf(z)+
1

2�i

Z

d2

dz f(z)nf(z)

+
1

2�i
lim
�! 0

Z 1

�

dz [f(z+ i�)� f(z� i�)]nf(z)

+
1

2�i
lim
�! 0

Z ��

�1

dz [f(z+ i�)� f(z� i�)]nf(z) (17)

TheintegralsoverD and d1;2 tend to zero asR ! 1 and � ! 0.Thelasttwo term sin theaboveequation de�nethe

contribution from the continuum to the current,which wedenote asIc.From Cauchy’sresiduetheorem the integral

Ican also be evaluated asfollows:

(a) Function nf(z)=
1

e� z+ 1
has poles at z = iwn,with residue � 1=�. The contributions from these poles is thus:

� 1

�

P

w n

f(iwn),which isprecisely IJ (Eq.(15)).

(b) f(z)has 2 poles ofits own,written E 1 and E 2. These givesthe Andreev bound states contribution,which we

denote by Ib.

W e havethus
8
>>>><

>>>>:

IJ = Ib + Ic

Ib = � nF (E 1)res(f(E 1))� nF (E 2)res(f(E 2))

Ic = lim
�! 0

1

�

"Z 1

�

dz+

Z ��

�1

dz

#

=(f(z+ i�)nf(z+ i�))

(18)

where resdenotesthe residue ofthe quantity in square brackets,and = standsforthe im aginary part.W e see from

theequation giving Ib thatthecontribution from each Andreev bound stateissim ply proportionalto theoccupation

num bernF (E i)(i= 1;2)ofthislevel.Equation (18)isthecentralresultofthiswork,which wehaveused to calculate

num erically the Ib and Ic curvesshown in the following.

IV . R ESU LT S

In thissection,we show the resultsobtained num erically forthe Josephson currentusing equation (18). W e will

see that,when the coupling to the spin is strong enough,the junction behavesasa � junction,and thatthe other
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a b c

FIG .4: ThetotalJosephson current(IJ)asfunction ofthe phasedi�erenceforincreasing spin.The � junction

behaviorisclearly seen.(a)� = 0:2.(b)� = 2.(c)� = 10.The otherparam etersare:� = 1:0;� = 1000; = 0;and

� = 0.

param etersofthe system allow a controlofthis � junction. W e willalso show thatthe m echanism leading to this

� junction behavior can be understood sim ply in term s ofthe bound states and continuum contributions to the

Josephson current.

A . TotalJosephson current and free energy: T he � shift

In Fig.4,we plotthe Josephson current(IJ)asa function ofthe phase �,fordi�erentvaluesofthe spin coupling

s = JS. W e clearly see a �-junction type behavior as the m agnitude ofthe spin coupling is increased. O ne clear

inference from Fig.4 is that the strength ofthe spin coupling required to engineera � junction behaviorincreases

with theinterfacetransparency �.W egetanotherpointofview ofthis� shiftin Fig.5,whereweplotthefreeenergy

F asa function ofthe phase �.W e see thatwith increasein spin coupling strength the transition from the 0 to the

� phaseisclearly m arked:the absolutem inim um ofF shiftsfrom � = 0 to � = �.

This �gure also brings outother features,nam ely the 00 and �0 phases. As is evidentfrom Fig. 5,the labelling

ofthe respective junctionsas0;00;�0 and � con�gurations,followsfrom the respective stability of� = 0 and � = �

con�gurations.Fora 0(�)junction,only � = 0(� = �)isa m inim um ofF (�).Fortheothertwo cases,both � = 0;�

are localm inim a and depending on whether � = 0(� = �) is the globalm inim um ,one has a 00(�0) junction.16 O f

particularinterestisthebistablejunction,in which both � = 0and � = � areglobalm inim a;notethatthisbi-stability

isa necessary precondition forthe realization ofa Josephson junction qubit.27

ThetotalJosephson currentand thefreeenergyareinvariantwith respecttothechangeofsign ofthespin (s! � s).

Asexplained in partB oftheprevioussection,thisisto beexpected from theinvarianceofthesystem underthespin

up -spin down exchange.Technically,itcan beseen on Eqs.(15)-(16),using !�(n+ 1) = � !n.Notethat,asexplained

before,the Andreev bound statesare notinvariantunders ! � s,and thusthe Andreev bound statescurrentand

the continuum currentarealso notinvariant.

B . M echanism ofthe �-shift

The ability to distinguish,in the Josephson current,between the contributions from each Andreev bound state

and from the continuum (see Eq.(18)) providesus with a sim ple picture for the m echanism leading to the � shift

forlarge spin coupling. Note thatthe picture we obtain dependson the initialchoice ofspinors(see the discussion

atsection IIID);the choice we m ake here allowsus to geta very sim ple picture. In a few words,the e�ectofthe

spin coupling is to reduce or suppressthe Andreev bound states contribution,and to give m ore im portance to the

continuum contribution,and thisleadsto the� shift.W ith m oredetails,thee�ectofthespin coupling on thebound

statescurrentcan beunderstood from Eq.(18)and Fig.2.Fors= 0,weseein Fig.2 thatthereisalwaysonebound

statebelow theFerm ilevel,and theotheroneabove.Asthecontribution ofa bound stateto theJosephson currentis
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FIG .5: The Freeenergy (F)asfunction ofthe phasedi�erence (�)forincreasing spin from top to bottom .The�

junction behaviorisclearly seen.The otherparam etersare:� = 1:0;� = 4:0; = 0;� = 1000 and � = 0.

proportionalto theoccupation num bernF (E i)ofthisbound state(Eq.(18)),thism eansthatwehaveonly onebound

state contributing to the current,and thiscontribution appearsto be m uch largerthan the continuum contribution.

W ith a large positive spin coupling s,we see on Fig.2 thatboth Andreev bound states are above the Ferm ilevel,

which m eanstheircontribution to the Josephson currentvanishes;while fora large negativespin coupling s,we see

thatboth bound statesarebelow theFerm ienergy,which m eansthey both contributeto theJosephson current,and

thisreducesthetotalbound statecontribution astherespectivecontributionsofthe two bound stateshaveopposite

signs.NotethatthetotalJosephson currentisindependentofthespin coupling sign,butthatforlarges> 0 thereis

only the contribution from the continuum ,while forlarges< 0 there isa com binationsofthe bound statesand the

continuum contributions. Thisexplanation isillustrated on Fig.6,where the contributionsofthe bound statesand

ofthe continuum areplotted fordi�erentvaluesofs.

The origin ofthe continuum current-which is non-zero even at zero tem perature-is due to the phase di�erence

between thetwo superconductors,which breaksthesym m etry between theleftand right-m oving quasi-particles.42,43

O necan draw an analogy with persistentcurrentsowingin norm alm etalringsatzerotem perature.In norm alm etal

rings the ux breaks the sym m etry between clockwise and anti-clockwise m oving electrons inducing the persistent

current.Atzerotem peratureallstatesbelow theFerm ienergy are�lled,stillthen thepersistentcurrentisnon-zero.44

W e also observethatthe continuum currentgenerally owsoppositeto the bound state current.Thisobservation

isin agreem entwith thatofotherworks.8,9

W e �nally add that one can also understand the fact that the fullcurrent is the sam e for + s and � s but with

di�erent contributions from bound states and continuum by using electron hole sym m etry. At �rst sight,electron

holesym m etry only holdswhen thedotlevelcoincideswith thesuperconducting chem icalpotential.W e�rstdiscuss

thiscase,and then weaddressbelow the casewherea gatevoltageshiftsthe dotlevelaway from thislocation.

Considerthe case ofnegative coupling (s < 0)in Fig.2a. From the electron pointofview,occupied statesbelow

theFerm ilevelhavea continuum contribution to thecurrentand a bound statecontribution.From thepointofview

ofholes,which occupy allstatesabove the Ferm ilevel,there isa continuum contribution to the currentofoccupied

holestateswhilethecontribution ofbound statesabovetheFerm ileveldim inisheswith increasingjsj.Forsu�ciently

largejsj,the two bound statesarebelow the Ferm ileveland the holesceaseto havea bound statecontribution.O n

the opposite,forpositive coupling in Fig.2b,the role ofelectronsand holesisreversed: from the electron pointof

view,the bound state contribution isreduced {and eventually vanishes{ when increasing s> 0;from the hole point

ofview,holesoccupying both the continuum and the Andreev bound statesabovethe Ferm ilevel.W e thusseethat

forpositive (negative)s,the roleofelectronsand holesisreversed,and the electron holesym m etry can explain why

physically observablequantitiesareinvariantunderthe substitution s! � s.
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FIG .6:The Andreev bound state

current(Ib),continuum current(Ic)and

totalJosephson current(IJ)asfunction

ofphasedi�erence �.The individual

Andreev bound state contributions

(Ib1;Ib2)areplotted in the insets.

Central�gureisforspin s= 0:0.The

two �guresto the bottom ofthe central

�guredepictthe caseofs< 0,the �rst

isforspin s= � 1:5 and lastoneon the

bottom isfors= � 2:1.O n the top of

the central�gurethe two �guresdepict

the caseofs> 0.The individual�gures

plotted areforspin s= 1:5 and lastly

fors= 2:1.Theotherparam etersare:

� = 1:0;� = 4:0; = 0:0;� = 1000 and

� = 0.
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FIG .7: (A)The Andreev bound state current(Ib,dotted line),thecontinuum contribution (Ic,solid line)and the

totalJosephson current(IJ,dashed line)asfunction ofdotlevel�,forpositive coupling.The � junction behavioris

clearly seen asdotlevelisvaried,in theinsetstheindividualbound statecontributions(Ib1;Ib2)areplotted fors< 0

and positives> 0 (fors< 0 the continuum and totalbound state currentsarealso plotted).The totalJosephson

current(IJ)isidenticalfors< 0 and s> 0.The otherparam etersare:� = 1:0;s= 2:1;� = �=2;� = 4:0;� = 1000

and  = 0.(B)TheFree energy asfunction ofthe phasedi�erence(�)forincreasing dotenergies,and (C)Andreev

levelsforboth negativeaswellaspositivecoupling.The otherparam etersforB and C are:

� = 1:0;s= 2:1;� = 4:0;� = 1000 and  = 0.

Nextconsiderthe case where the dotleveldoesnotcoincide with the chem icalpotential(� 6= 0). In any norm al

m etaldevices,thisindeed breakselectron holesym m etry,neverthelesswewish topointoutthatbecausewearedealing

with a superconducting system theaboveargum entation stillholds.W hen dealing with an arbitrary superconductor-

norm alm etal-superconductor(SNS)junction,Andreev bound statesareunderstood from theconversion ofelectrons

into holes and vice versa atthe superconducting junction. An alternative picture is to say that two electrons,one

abovethechem icalpotentialwith energy E ,and onebelow with energy � E aretransfered through thenorm alregion

from one superconductorto the other. Forourquantum dotsetup,calculationsofthe Josephson currentcould for

instancebeperform ed using T-m atrix form alism (to allordersforan exactresult),whereinform ation aboutenergies

appearsonly in theform ofdi�erencesofenergy levels(E � � forthepositiveenergy electron and E + � forthenegative

energy electron).Thesetwo energy di�erencesareinvariantunderthechange� ! � �.A dotwith say,� > 0 willthus

havethesam eAndreev bound statesspectrum and Josephson current,asa dotwith � < 0.Thisisindeed explicitin

Eq.(11),which isinvariantunderthetransform ation � ! � �.In thepresenceoftheim purity spin thebaredotlevel

issplitby a Zeem an like coupling (the exchange term ),neverthelessthe above statem ent(� ! � � sym m etry in the

energy di�erences)stillapplies:the Andreev spectrum isreversed between + s and � s,butthe Josephson currentis

shown to be the sam ebecause itcan be com puted from the pointofview ofelectrons(say,for+ s)or,alternatively,

ofholes(for� s).

In conclusion,because the Andreev bound state isthe sam e forpositive and negative �,the sym m etry + s ! � s

alsoholdsforphysically observablequantitiessuch asthecurrent.Theargum entfor� = 0 describingthecontribution

ofelectronsand holespopulationson thecontinuum and discretelevelsisuna�ected by the m odi�cation � 6= 0.This

factisdem onstrated in Fig.7c,where the bound state spectrum isplotted asa function ofux forseveralvaluesof

�,forpositiveand negatives.

C . C ontrolling the � shift

A rem arkablefeature ofoursystem isthatthe � shiftbehaviorcan be controlled and reversed using the di�erent

param etersofthesystem .Thisisim portantforpotentialexperim entalim plem entations,assom eoftheseparam eters

can be accessed relatively easily (one can forexam ple m ove the dotlevelby using a gate voltage45),while the spin

coupling is a �xed quantity which depends in the m olecule used. O urresultsshow that,when the spin coupling is

largeenough to havea � junction,a changein any oftheparam eterofthesystem (dotlevel�,coupling to theleads�,

asym m etry ofthiscoupling ,and even thetem perature)m akesitpossibleto havethe system behaveasa standard

0 junction (going through any interm ediate situation between � and 0 junction). Schem atically,the m echanism for
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A B

FIG .8: (A)Andreev bound statecurrent(Ib),the continuum contribution (Ic)and the totalJosephson current

(IJ)asfunction ofinversetem perature� forpositivecoupling.The� junction behaviorisclearly seen asinverse

tem perature � isvaried.In the insetsthe individualbound state currentsforthe caseofs> 0 and s< 0 are

plotted.Fors< 0,the continuum along with the totalbound state currentisalso plotted.ThetotalJosephson

currentIJ isidenticalfors> 0 and s< 0.The otherparam etersare:� = 1:0;s= 2:1;� = 0:0; = 0:0;� = �=2 and

� = 4:0.(B)TheFreeenergy asfunction ofthe phasedi�erence atdi�erenttem peratures.The junction isbistableat

the crossoverbetween 0� � junction behaviors.The otherparam etersare:� = 1:0;s= 2:1;� = 0:0; = 0:0;and

� = 4:0.

thiscan beunderstood along thesam elinesastheexplanation given aboveforthe� shift:starting from a � junction

situation,where both Andreev levels are (for exam ple) above the Ferm ienergy and thus do not contribute to the

Josephson current,changing a param eter ofthe system can m ove the Andreev levelpositions,and as soon as one

ofthe Andreev levelgoesbelow the Ferm ienergy,itgivesan im portantbound state contribution which bringsthe

system back to a 0 junction behavior.Thisisillustrated on Fig.7,where the dependence ofthe currents(panelA),

ofthefreeenergy (panelB)and oftheAndreev levels(panelC)asa function ofthedotlevelposition �.Sim ilarplots

areobtained when looking atthe � or dependence (notshown).

The picture isa bitdi�erentwhen the tem perature ischanged,asthere the Andreev levelsdo notm ove,butthe

Ferm ifunctionsbecom e broaderastem perature isincreased,leading to a partialrevivalofthe bound state current.

Thisisshown on Fig.8,where the dependence ofthe currents(panelA)and ofthe free energy (panelB)isshown

asa function of� = 1=(kB T).Starting from low tem perature(high �),with a � junction behavior(the totalcurrent

IJ is< 0,and the freeenergy hasitsm inim um at� = �),weseethatwhen thetem peratureincreases(� decreases),

the totalcurrentbecom espositive,and the m inim um ofthe freeenergy shiftsfrom � = � to � = 0.

V . D ISC U SSIO N

W e havestudied in the previoussectionsthe behaviorofthe Josephson currentasa function ofthe spin coupling

strength,and found thata� junction behaviorappearswhen thiscouplingislargeenough.In view ofan experim ental

realization,one m ust ask ifthe actualvalue ofthe spin coupling obtained with a given m olecular m agnet is large

enough to observe this� junction behavior. W hile a precise estim ate,fora realm olecule,ofthe m agnetic coupling

energy between the electronic spin and the m olecular spin is beyond the scope ofthis paper,we can get a gross

estim ateby calculating theinteraction energy oftwo m agneticdipolesata distancetypicalofthem oleculardistance

involved in our problem . Taking a spin S = 10 for the m olecule (as in M n12ac),and a distance � 5�A,we �nd a
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interaction energy � 0:1m eV ,which isofthe sam e orderasthe superconducting gap.Thisestim ate showsthatthe

� junction regim edue to spin coupling m ay be reached experim entally.

Let us now discuss som e potentialapplications ofour results. The system could beused as a Josephson current

switch.Looking atthepanelA ofFig.7,weseethatthereisan abruptchangeofthecurrentsign as� goesthrough

a speci�c value depending on the other param eters(it is � ’ 1:5 on the �gure),while the currentdoes notchange

m uch elsewhere.As� should be experim entally accessible using a gate voltage,a Josephson currentswitch could be

im plem ented.M oreover,thisim plem entation should be easierthan in system swhere the Josephson currentchanges

sign severaltim esasa param eterisvaried.

A m ore am bitious application would be to engineer a qubit with the system we describe in this work. Indeed,

we have shown that,when varying som e param eters,it is possible that the system behaves as a bistable junction

(see forexam ple panelB ofFig.7),where the system hasa degenerateground state.Thisfeature can be e�ectively

exploited to fashion a qubitsystem 46,where the junction itselfcan be in a superposition27 ofthe two ground states

ateithera phasedi�erenceof0 or�.In contrastto thesuperconducting persistentcurrentqubit47,itisherethetwo

phase statesofthe Josephson junction which provide the two statesofthe qubit. These qubitsare therefore called

superconducting phasequbitsasin Ref.[27].Sim ilarto thatin Ref.[48],the coherentRabioscillationsin oursystem

could in principle be observed by a m easurem entofthe phase sensitive sub-gap Andreev conductance acrossa high

resistancetunnelcontactbetween the qubitand a dirty m etalwire50.

V I. C O N C LU SIO N

To conclude,we have studied in this work the propertiesofthe Josephson currentbetween two superconductors

through a single m olecularm agnet,which we m odeled as a quantum dot plus a large frozen spin. W e have shown

that the coupling between the electronic spin on the dot and the m olecular spin lead the system to behave as a �

junction. W e have given a sim ple m echanism explaining this � junction behavior,in term s ob bound state current

and continuum current.

W ehaveshown m oreoverthattheotherparam etersofthesystem givea precisecontrolofthis� junction,allowing

for exam ple to reverse the � shift and to bring the system to the norm al0 junction state,or to an interm ediate

bistable state. This controlofthe � shiftcan lead to usefulapplications,like a Josephson currentswitch,orcould

even be used to engineera phasequbit.

Possibletopicsoffuturestudy in such system sm ay includeincorporating thedynam icalnatureofm olecularspin49

and quantum tunneling ofthe m agnetization1,when the anisotropy barrier is not m uch larger than allthe other

energiesofthe problem . Also interesting would be to include electron-electron/electron-phonon interactionsin the

present work,in order to study the com bination ofthe e�ects ofthe m olecular spin and ofthe Coulom b charging

energy,or/and the e�ectofelectron-phonon interactions.
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