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D ephasing ofA ndreev pairs entering a charge density w ave
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An Andreev pairfrom a s-wavesuperconductor(S)entering a conventionalgaplesschargedensity

wave (CDW )below the Peierlsgap dephaseson the Ferm iwavelength while one particle statesare

localized on the CDW coherence length. The paths following di�erent sequences of im purities

interfere destructively, due to the di�erent electron and hole densities in the CDW . The sam e

conclusion holdsfor averaging overthe conduction channelsin the ballistic system . W e apply two

m icroscopic approachesto thisphenom enon:i)a Blonder,Tinkham ,K lapwijk (BTK )approach for

a single highly transparentS-CDW interface;and ii) the Ham iltonian approach for the Josephson

e�ect in a clean CDW and a CDW with non m agnetic disorder. The Josephson e�ect through a

spin density wave (SDW )islim ited by the coherence length,notby the Ferm iwave-length.

PACS num bers:73.23.-b,72.15.N j,74.45.+ c

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

Condensed m atter providesm any phases with an en-

ergy gap between the ground state and the lowest ex-

cited state, and an exponential decay of one-particle

correlations. W ell-known exam ples of gapped (su-

per)conducting orinsulating phasesaresuperconductiv-

ity,thequantum Halle�ect,theHaldanegapin quasi-one

dim ensional(quasi-1D) spin 1 antiferrom agnets,charge

and spin density waves.The coexistence between di�er-

entorderingsisusually di�cultin bulk system s,butthe

progress in nanofabrication technology allows electron

transportexperim entsin subm icron hybridsm adeofsev-

eralelectrodeswith di�erentorderparam eters. O fpar-

ticularinterestare typicalm esoscopic experim entswith

charge density waves (CDW s)1,2,3,4, such as transport

through constrictions5,through nanowires6,through an

array of holes7, through norm al m etal-charge density

wave(N-CDW )pointcontacts8,9,10,an Aharonov-Bohm

e�ectexperim ent11,and ascanningtunnelingm icroscope

experim ent12.

Charge istransported below the superconducting gap

by Andreev re
ection ata norm alm etal-superconductor

(N-S) interface13: a spin-up electron from the norm al

side is re
ected as a hole in the spin-down band and

a Cooper pair is transm itted in the superconductor13.

Andreev pair transport through a 1D m etallic channel

wasrealized recently in the form ofthe Josephson e�ect

through a carbon nanotube14.

The tunneling currentthrough an insulatordecayson

the coherence length � = ~vF =� (with v F the Ferm i

velocity and � the charge gap),m uch larger than the

Ferm iwavelength �F . The dc-Josephson e�ectthrough

a 1D channelwith translationalsym m etry breaking (a

CDW ) follows conventionaltunneling according to the

�rstapproach to this problem by Visscherand Rejaei1.

Coherent Andreev pair propagation can even be m edi-

ated by the sliding m otion ofthe CDW 1,15,suggesting

thata m esoscopicCDW can bedepinned by a supercur-

rent. O n the other hand,Bobkova and Barash2 found

recently an absenceofAndreev bound statesatS-CDW -

S interfaces. W e develop here a m icroscopic descrip-

tion ofAndreev transport in S-CDW hybrids based on

theHam iltonian approach,successfully applied in there-

centyearsto superconducting structuressuch asforin-

stance a superconducting point contact16,ferrom agnet-

superconductor hybrids17, and to non local transport

through a superconductor18,19,20.Singleparticleevanes-

cent states are localized within the CDW coherence

length �c = ~vF =j� cj(with j� cjthe Peierlsgap),m uch

largerthan �F .Andreev pairsareon thecontrary found

to dephaseon �F in a CDW ,com patiblewith Ref.2 and

notcaptured by thequasiclassicaltheory in Ref.1.This

conclusion is also obtained from a Blonder,Thinkham ,

K lapwijk (BTK )approach3,21.

The dephasing ofa pair state in a CDW is obtained

in the sam e fram ework ofthe Ham iltonian approach as

non localAndreev re
ection18,19,20,22,23 through a super-

conductor in N-S-N structures23,a problem relevantto

therealization22,23 ofa sourceofcorrelated pairsofelec-

trons. The two problem sare indeed dual:the form eris

related to the propagation ofan electron pairthrough a

CDW with electron-holepairing,and thelaterisrelated

to thepropagation in theelectron-electron and electron-

hole channels through a superconductor with electron-

electron pairing. The m echanism for non localtrans-

port through a superconductor consists however ofop-

posite currentsin theelectron-electron and electron-hole

channelsbecause ofthe opposite sign ofthe charge car-

riers.By contrast,thee�ectin a CDW isan equilibrium

property,thatweidentify to thedephasing on �F ofthe

evanescentpairstate. The resulting absence ofJoseph-

son e�ectthrough a CDW isrobust,independentofthe

interface transparencies,as opposed to being restricted

to tunnelinterfacesin the superconducting case20.

The article isorganized asfollows. A sim ple physical

interpretation ofthe e�ect is presented in Sec.II. The

m icroscopic m odelis presented in Sec.III. The BTK

approach is presented in Sec.IV. Boundary conditions

atinterrupted chainsand thesupercurrentarediscussed

http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/0606382v4
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in Sec.V.Concluding rem arksaregiven in Sec.VI.

II. P H Y SIC A L P IC T U R E

Let us �rst consider non m agnetic im purities in a

CDW .Forthesakeofsim pli�cation,theim purity poten-

tialissupposed tobeweak enough fortheCDW phaseto

be thesam easin theabsenceofim purities.Thediscus-

sion oflocalized phase deform ations due to strong pin-

ning im purities is given in Sec.V B 5. Phase coherent

Andreev re
ection at norm alm etal-superconductor in-

terfaces im plies that the backscattered hole in the nor-

m alm etalfollowsthesam econ�gureofim puritiesasthe

incom ing electron,in such a way as the di�erent paths

followed by an Andreev pair do not dephase with each

other,except for �nite energy e�ects controlled by the

Thoulessenergy,and forinelasticscattering.

By contrast, we show that in a CDW , the random

phasefactorsacquired by a spin-up electron visiting dif-

ferentim puritiesdo notcancelwith the phaseofa spin-

down holevisiting thesam esequenceofim purities,lead-

ing to dephasing ofthe Andreev pair. The m icroscopic

m odeldiscussed below in theballisticsystem showsthat

dephasing occurson thesm allestlength scale:theFerm i

wave length, (up to a factor of two) equalto the pe-

riod ofthe CDW m odulation. The dephasing ofan An-

dreev pairhasitsorigin in the factthatthe totalnum -

ber ofspin-up electrons at position x along the chain,

given by N
(C D W )

e;"
(x) = N 0 + N 1 cos(Q x + ’) is de-

phased by � com pared to the the totalnum berofspin-

down holes N
(C D W )

h;#
(x) = N 0

0 + N 1 cos(Q x + ’ + �) =

N 0
0 � N 1 cos(Q x + ’),because a m axim um in the num -

berofelectronscorrespondstoam inim um in thenum ber

ofholes.The quantitiesN 0,N
0
0 and N 1 arerespectively

thenum berofnorm alelectronsand holes,and theam pli-

tude ofthe m odulation in the num berofelectrons.The

totalnum berofavailablestatesisN 0 + N 0
0.

Let us consider a single non m agnetic im purity in a

CDW .Theim purity contribution totheenergy ofaspin-

up electron is

H
(im p)

e;"
= V (xi)

h

N
(C D W )

e;"
(xi)� N 0

i

(1)

= V (xi)N 1 cos(Q xi+ ’)

equalto the sam equantity fora spin-down hole:

H
(im p)

h;#
= � V (xi)

h

N
(C D W )

h;#
(xi)� N

0

0

i

(2)

= V (xi)N 1 cos(Q xi+ ’);

where xi is the position ofthe im purity and V (xi) the

disorderim purity potential. The N 0 and N 0
0 term sthat

weresubtracted the norm alordered Eqs.(1)and (2)in-

ducean exactly oppositedephasing foran electron and a

hole following the sam e sequence ofim purities,so these

term s do not dephase the Andreev pair at equilibrium .

The N 1 term sare on the contrary additive forelectrons

and holesm akingan Andreev pair(seeEqs.(1)and (2)),

resulting in a dephasing between the di�erentpathsfol-

lowing di�erentsequencesofim purities.Asweshow be-

low byexplicitcalculations,thesam econclusion holdsfor

a ballistic m ultichannelsystem ,where the phase factors

havetheirorigin in Friedeloscillations.

A spin density wave (SDW ) can be described as two

out-of-phaseCDW sforspin-up and spin-down electrons.

The num berofspin-up electronsisN
(SD W )

e;"
(x)= N 0 +

N 1 cos(Q x + ’),and the num berofspin-down electrons

is N
(SD W )

e;#
(x) = N 0 � N 1 cos(Q x + ’). The totalden-

sity is not m odulated, but the spin density is m odu-

lated. The num ber of spin-down holes N
(SD W )

h;#
(x) =

N 0 + N 1 cos(Q x + ’)is equalto N
(SD W )

e;"
(x),the num -

berofspin-up electrons. W e conclude by the preceding

argum entthatnon m agneticim purity random phasesof

spin-up electrons and spin-down holes cancelwith each

other in the totalphase ofthe Andreev pair propagat-

ing through a SDW ,so thata Josephson e�ectoverthe

coherencelength ispossible in a SDW .

W eprovidenow threedi�erentm icroscopicapproaches

to the absenceofAndreev pairtransportthrough a bal-

listic CDW .Disorderistreated in Appendix B.

III. T H E M O D EL

Them icroscopictheory isbased on theelectronicpart

ofthe 1D PeierlsHam iltonian ofa ballistic CDW :

H = �
X

n;�

(t0 + j� cjcos(2kF xn))� (3)

�
c
+

n+ 1;�cn;� + c
+
n;�cn+ 1;�

�
� �

X

n;�

c
+
n;�cn;�;

where t0 is the m ean hopping am plitude,kF the Ferm i

wave-vector,and � the chem icalpotential. The sum -

m ation overthe integern runs overthe sites ofthe 1D

chain. W e have xn = na0,with a0 the lattice param e-

terin the absenceofthe CDW m odulation.W e suppose

an incom m ensuratechargedensity wave,unlessspeci�ed

otherwisein the discussion ofedgestates.

IV . B LO N D ER ,T IN K H A M ,K LA P W IJK

A P P R O A C H

W e evaluate now within the BTK approach21 sub-

gap transportata S-CDW interface,which wasalready

probed experim entally in Ref.46. A BTK approach to

N-CDW interfacescan be found in Ref.3. A scattering

approach to S-CDW interfaces with unconventionalsu-

perconductorsand chargedensity wavescan befound in

Ref.2. To describe the CDW and superconducting cor-

relationson an equalfooting,we introduce a four com -

ponentwave-function corresponding to thefourcreation

and annihilation operatorsc
+

k;R ;"
,c

+

k;L ;"
,ck;R ;# and ck;L ;#
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ofright(R)and left(L)m ovingspin-� electrons(� = ";#)

ofwave-vectork.Thewave-function in theCDW partof

the junction isgiven by

 C D W (x < 0)=

0

B
@

uei’

v

0

0

1

C
A e

(ikF +
1

�c
)x

(4)

+ b

0

B
@

uei’

v

0

0

1

C
A e

�(ik F �
1

�c
)x
+ b

0

0

B
@

v�

u�e�i’

0

0

1

C
A e

(ikF +
1

�c
)x

+ a

0

B
@

0

0

uei’

v

1

C
A e

(ikF +
1

�c
)x
+ a

0

0

B
@

0

0

v�

u�e�i’

1

C
A e

(�ik F +
1

�c
)x
;

where x is the coordinate along the chain,u and v are

the CDW coherence factors,and u� and v� their com -

plex conjugate.The wave-functionsin the superconduc-

tortakethe form

 S(x > 0)= d

0

B
@

u0

0

v0

0

1

C
A e

(ikF �
1

�s
)x

+ d
0

0

B
@

0

u0
0

v0

1

C
A e

�(ik F +
1

�s
)x
+ c

0

B
@

v0

0

u0

0

1

C
A e

�(ik F +
1

�s
)x

+ c
0

0

B
@

0

v0

0

u0

1

C
A e

(ikF �
1

�s
)x
;

where u0 and v0 arethe BCS coherence factors.M atch-

ing the wave-functions and their derivatives for highly

transparentinterfaces leads to c = d = c0 = d0 = a0 =

a = b = 0 and jb0j2 = 1. No charge is transported by

the re
ection ofa right-m oving CDW quasiparticle in a

left-m oving quasiparticle,asfora N-CDW interface8,9.

A pairfrom the superconductordecom poseson pairs

ofevanescentCDW quasiparticles.Theresultingforward

and backward com binationsareboth spin singletsbutin-

terferedestructivelyin theCDW ,in such awayastopro-

ducean absenceofAndreev pairpenetration in a CDW .

V . H A M ILT O N IA N A P P R O A C H

A . Edge states

W e discuss now the boundary conditions at the ex-

trem ity ofa �nitechain beforeconsidering thesupercur-

rent in Sec.V B. A CDW of�nite length is obtained

by disconnecting an in�nitechain asin Figs.1a and b17.

The G reen’sfunctionsofan in�nite CDW are evaluated

in Appendix A. The advanced G reen’sfunctions ofthe

N

(d)

(c)

(b)

(a) G (0)

g (0)

a

a

a

α

α

α

r0

x y

incommensurate CDW

incommensurate CDW

FIG .1: Schem atic representations of(a): a fully connected

CDW chain;(b): a disconnected chain;(c): a disconnected

dim erized state with zero energy edge state levels at sites a

and � and a dim erorderparam eteralong the chain
24,25

;(d):

a junction ofcrosssection area � r
2
0 between a norm alm etal

and an incom m ensurate CDW with the chainsperpendicular

to the interface. See Ref.10 forthe experim entalrealization

of(d). For clarity,(c) is drawn for a dim erization,but the

m odelapplies to the m ore generalcase of incom m ensurate

m odulations.

connected (disconnected)chain aredenoted by G A ;e;"(!)�
gA ;e;"(!)

�
(see Fig.1a).They arerelated to each other

by the Dyson equation

G
A ;e;"
a;� (!) = g

A ;e;"
a;� (!) (5)

+ g
A ;e;"
a;a (!)ta;�G

A ;e;"
�;� (!):

The condition that the chain in Fig.1b isdisconnected

is expressed by gA ;e;"a;� (!) = 0. W e use the notations

ta;� = t0 + j� cjcos(2kF x),G
A ;e;"
a;� (!) = gA ;e;"x;y (!),and

G A ;e;"
�;� (!)= gA ;e;"y;y (!),gA ;e;"x;y (!)is de�ned by Eq.(A1),

and the neighboring sites a and � are at coordinates

x and y (see Fig.1a and b). W e deduce gA ;e;"a;a (!) =

G A ;e;"
a;� (!)=[ta;�G

A ;e;"
�;� (!)],leading to

g
A ;e;"
a;a (!)’

sin(kF a0)
p
j� cj

2 � !2

ta;�(! � !0 � i�)
(6)

for ! ’ !0,where � is sm alland positive. W e obtain

a state ofenergy !0 = j� cjcos(’x;y),with ’x;y = ’ +

kF (x+ y),localized in a region ofsize�c attheextrem ity

ofthe chain.

W erecoverknown resultsforadim erized chain.In the

lim itofa strong dim erization,a sem i-in�nite chain ends

either as a dim er or as an isolated site (as in Fig.1c),

resulting for the later in an edge state at zero energy

atthe extrem ity ofeach sem i-in�nite chain,correspond-

ing to ’x;y = �=2 and !0 = 0 in Eq.(6). This shows

the consistency between the Ham iltonian approach16,17

used here forCDW hybrids,and the known behaviorof

a dim erized system 24,25.

Considering now the incom m ensurate case,the phase

’x;y entering theexpression of!0 in Eq.(6)istreated as



4

a b

α β
S S

incommensurate CDW

FIG .2:Schem aticrepresentation ofa S-CDW -S junction be-

tween a superconductor (S),a charge density wave (CDW )

and anothersuperconductor(S).

a random variable because ofdisorderin the position of

the extrem itiesofthe chainsata m ultichannelN-CDW

contact (see Fig.1d). A uniform distribution of ’x;y
leadsto a uniform subgap density ofedge statesatsite

a (see Fig.1): �a;a(!) = sin(kF a0)=�t0,as com pared

to �Na;a(!)= 1=�t0 in the norm alstate. The CDW pair

am plitude atthe extrem ity ofthe sem i-in�nite chain is

Fa;a(j� cj;!)=
j� cjsin(kF a0)

t
(0)
a;� [(! � i�)2 � j� cj

2 cos2 (’x;y)]

�

n

! sin(’x;y)�
p
j� cj

2 � !2 cos(’x;y)

o

: (7)

Thepairam plitudeintegrated overenergy,and therefore

the self-consistentPeierlsgap,vanish in a given window

ofthe phase ’x;y,leading to norm alstatesatthe CDW

boundary because ofinterrupted chains. The resulting

subgap conductanceata N-CDW interfacein thegeom e-

tryin Fig.1d isnotcontradictedbyavailableexperim ents

on N-CDW contacts10. Norm alstates at the extrem ity

ofan interrupted chain arealso com patiblewith the ap-

pearanceofa norm alregion around a nano-holeinduced

bycolum nardefectsin aCDW �lm ,which wasproposed3

to explain theAharonov-Bohm oscillation experim entin

a CDW 11.

B . Supercurrent

Now we evaluate the transport of Andreev pairs

through aCDW in theform oftheJosephson e�ectin the

device in Fig.2. The superconductorsare described by

BCS theory,with a superconducting gap m uch sm aller

than the CDW gap, as in possible experim ents. The

dc-supercurrentperconduction channelforarbitrary in-

terfacetransparenciesisgiven by

IS =
e

2~

Z + 1

0

d!

2i�
Im

n

Tr

n

�̂3

h

t̂a;� Ĝ
A
�;� ;̂t�;a ĝ

A
a;a

ioo

(8)

where [;]is a com m utator, �̂3 is one ofthe Paulim a-

trices in Nam bu space,and the trace is a sum overthe

fourcom ponentsofthe m atrix G reen’sfunctions,corre-

sponding to spin degenerated right-leftand electron-hole

degreesoffreedom .

1. Tunnelinterfaces

W e �rst consider lateralatom ic contacts connecting

two superconductorsto an in�niteCDW .TheCDW lat-

tice issupposed to be weakly m odi�ed by the contacts,

with no edge state. The dc-supercurrent in the tunnel

lim itisIS = Icsin’,with ’ the superconducting phase

di�erence,and with the criticalcurrent

Ic =
e

h
� ST

2
t
2
0g

A ;e;"

�;�
(� S)g

A ;h;#

�;�
(� S); (9)

where T is the norm alstate transparency (with both

the CDW and the superconductorin the norm alstate),

g
A ;e;"

�;�
(� S) [see Eq. (A1)] and g

A ;h;#

�;�
(� S) are the ad-

vanced spin-up electron and spin-down hole CDW

G reen’s functions at energy ! = � S,where � S is the

superconducting gap [� and � are shown in Fig.2,and

t0 isde�ned by Eq.(3)].Averaging overtheFerm ioscil-

lations due to the large num ber ofconduction channels

in parallelin the incom m ensurate case isdenoted by an

overlinein Eq.(9).W e deduce from Eq.(A1),and from

asim ilarexpression forg
A ;h;#

�;�
(� S)thattheAndreev pair

propagatorg
A ;e;"

�;�
g
A ;h;#

�;�
,and hence the tunnelsupercur-

rent vanish as soon as the distance between the super-

conducting electrodes exceeds �F (see Appendix A),in

agreem entwith the preceding sections.

2. Arbitrary interface transparencies

Todescribearbitraryinterfacetransparencies,wetreat

m ultiplescattering ateach interfaceto allorders20 while

neglecting m ultiple Andreev re
ections16 because ofthe

dam ping ofthe propagation in the CDW .W ithin this

approxim ation,the dressed 4� 4 G reen’s function Ĝ�;�

is Ĝ�;� = M̂ �1
� ĝ�;� N̂

�1

�
,with M̂ � = Î� ĝ�;� t̂�;a ĝa;at̂a;�

and N̂ � = Î � t̂�;bĝb;bt̂b;� ĝ�;�,where t̂a;� [̂tb;�]are the

diagonalhopping am plitude m atriceswith elem entsta;�

(tb;�)forelectrons,and � ta;� (� tb;�)forholes. W e de-

ducefrom Eq.(9)thatthesupercurrentvanishesbeyond

�F whateverthe interfacetransparencies.

3. Sliding m otion

Letussupposenow thata �nitevoltageisapplied be-

tween the two superconductorsconnected by low trans-

parency interfacesto a sliding CDW 1.Theac-Josephson

e�ect is treated by a gauge transform ation in which

the tim e-dependent superconducting and CDW phases

’(t) and �(t) at tim e t are absorbed in the hopping
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m atrix elem ents1,16. The supercurrent, obtained from

the K eldysh G reen’s function,is expanded as in the S-

N-S case in term s ofthe harm onics G r;s(!) = ~G (! +

r!0=2;!+ s!0=2)oftheFouriertransform oftheG reen’s

function G (t;t0),with �(t)� ’(t)= !0t,where we sup-

posed �(t) linear in t. The supercurrent contains the

gaugetransform ed Andreevpairpropagatorin theCDW ,

lim ited by �F asin the dc-case.

4. Edge states

A �nite length in the CDW chain (see Fig. 2) also

does not restore longer range Andreev pair transport.

The G reen’s functions g�;� and g�;� ofthe �nite chain

are indeed related to the G reen’s functions G a;� and

G �;a ofthe in�nite chain by g�;� = G a;�=[G a;ata;�]and

g�;� = G �;a=[G a;at�;a](seethenotationsin Fig.2).The

supercurrentofthe�nitechain isproportionaltotheAn-

dreev pairpropagatorofthein�nitechain,again lim ited

by �F .Norm alstatesofrange�c wereobtained atboth

interfacesiftheCDW gap isself-consistent.Thepaircur-

rentdoeshowevernotpropagatethrough thegapped re-

gion between the edges.Thiscontrastswith the Joseph-

son e�ectthrough a discretestatein a nanotubeof�nite

length14.

5. Bulk defects

A supercurrent m ay propagate through a perturbed

region ofsize �c around the defects26,27,28,butdoesnot

propagate through the regionswith no defect. Hopping

between possiblenorm alregionsin theCDW 28 doesnot

restorea longerrangeJosephson e�ect.

6. W eak disorder in the Born approxim ation

Disordertreated in the Born approxim ation29 isrele-

vant to the description ofthe e�ect ofdisorder on the

sliding m otion. Asshown in Appendix B,the supercur-

rentvanishesalsofordisorderin theBornapproxim ation.

V I. D ISC U SSIO N A N D C O N C LU SIO N

To conclude,we have shown that pair states are de-

phased within �F in a CDW , in spite of one particle

states localized on �c. The absence ofJosephson e�ect

through a CDW is an intrinsic property of a ballistic

m ultichannelm ultichannelor disordered single channel

CDW ,robust against highly transparent interfaces, �-

nite voltages,and disorder.The supercurrentthrough a

singlechannelCDW showsoscillationson a length scale

� �F . Hopping between norm alstates due to a self-

consistent CDW gap vanishing locally because ofedges

orbulk defects,doesnotallow to overcom e the absence

ofpairpropagation in the gapped regions.Transportof

Andreev pairsispossiblethrough a SDW .

Spin active interfaces induce a Josephson current

through a half-m etal ferrom agnet30,31 because of the

propagation ofsuperconductingcorrelationsam ongpairs

ofelectronswith the sam e spin orientation32,33,34. Spin

active S-CDW interfaces,or m agnetic scattering in the

CDW (see Ref.35,36 for blue bronzes), would change

the spin-down Andreev re
ected quasi-hole in a spin-up

quasi-hole while preserving charge,therefore preserving

the absenceofJosephson current.

The absence ofAndreev pair penetration in a charge

density wave that we discussed is com patible with the

factthat,in bulk system s,superconductivity hardly co-

exists with charge density waves on the sam e portion

of the Ferm isurface for sm alldisorder. O ther m ech-

anism s are likely to be responsible for the experim en-

tally observed coexistencebetween superconductorsand

CDW s in a num ber ofcom pounds37. For instance,be-

sides a possible coexistence between superconductivity

and chargedensity wavein layered com poundsand sim i-

larstructures38,39,a bulk coexistence40 ispossiblein the

presenceofasu�cientnon m agneticdisorder41.Andreev

pairtransportthrough a CDW isalsopossibleifthecon-

centrationofnon m agneticim puritiesin theCDW issuch

thatthe CDW gap becom essm allerthan the supercon-

ducting gap (see Appendix B).

A parallel can be drawn with ferrom agnet-

superconductor (FS) structures. In m esoscopic

structures, the Josephson current through a ferro-

m agnet shows oscillations leading to �-junctions42,

and, in bulk structures, the coexistence between su-

perconductivity and ferrom agnetism can lead to a

Fulde-Ferrel-Larkin-O vchinnikov (FFLO )state43,44 with

a spatially m odulated gap. O n the other hand,it was

proposed that,in addition to a uniform superconducting

gap, a FFLO 43,44-like superconducting gap m odulated

attheCDW wave-vectorQ could coexistwith theCDW .

The spatial oscillations of the Josephson current ob-

tained in Sec.V in m esoscopic S-CDW -S structurescan

be viewed asthe CDW counterpartofthe oscillationsof

theJosephson currentin S-F-S structures42 thataverage

to zero in the case of strong ferrom agnets because of

theirvery shortperiod.

Regarding the possibility of transporting Andreev

pairsthrough a spin density wavethatweobtained here,

thecom patibility between s-wavesuperconductivity and

SDW s can be seen in bulk system s from the transi-

tion between a SDW and a superconductorin the phase

diagram of the series of com pounds (TM TTF)2X and

(TM TTSF)2X underpressure45.

From the point ofview ofexperim ents,the m odelof

edgestatesdiscussed aboveisa possibility forinterpret-

ing theconductancespectra ofN-CDW pointcontacts10.

The realization ofa point contact between a supercon-

ductorand a CDW ispossiblewith thesam etechnology

asin Ref.10 fora N-CDW pointcontact,butwith lower

tem peratures.W e expecta norm alcurrentasin Ref.10



6

ifthe tem perature issuch thatthe superconductorisin

the norm alstate orifthe applied voltage islargerthan

the superconducting gap. From ourm odel,no coherent

transportofAndreev pairsispossiblein theCDW ifthe

voltageiswithin the superconducting gap.Thisiscom -

patible with the sharp increase ofdi�erentialresistance

within thesuperconducting gap observed experim entally

in Fig. 1 c,d,e ofRef. 46 for highly transparent Nb-

NbSe3 pointcontacts.Therealization ofJosephson junc-

tions with CDW s or SDW s,m ore technically involved,

requiresavery shortdistancebetween thesuperconduct-

ing electrodes. Finally,we note that,interestingly,two

interacting particleson a onedim ensionalquasi-periodic

lattice lead to two-particle localized states with quasi-

delocalized oneparticlestates47.
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A P P EN D IX A :G R EEN ’S FU N C T IO N S O F A

C H A R G E D EN SIT Y W AV E

Theelem entsofthe2� 2 advanced G reen’sfunction29

ofa spin-up electron,connecting two lattice sitesatpo-

sitionsx and y atenergy ! with respectto the chem ical

potential� aredenoted byg
A ;e;";(i;j)
x;y (!),with i;j= R;L,

corresponding to rightand leftm oving ferm ionsrespec-

tively. Evaluating the totaladvanced G reen’s function

obtained by sum m ing overiand j leadsto

g
A ;e;"
x;y (!)=

1

2t0
e
�R =� c(!)

�

�
!

s(!)
cos(kF R)(A1)

� sin(kF R)+
j� cj

s(!)
cos(’ + kF (x + y))

�

;

with R = x � y,� c = j� cjexp(i’) the com plex CDW

orderparam eter,and s(!)=
p
j� cj

2 � !2.The absence

ofJosephson e�ectdiscussed in Sec.V B 1 fortunnelin-

terfacesisobtained by noting thatthe G reen’sfunction

ofa spin-down holeis

g
A ;h;#
x;y (!)=

1

2t0
e
�R =� c(!)

�

�
!

s(!)
cos(kF R)(A2)

� sin(kF R)�
j� cj

s(!)
cos(’ + kF (x + y))

�

;

where the hole CDW phase been has changed48 by �

com pared to the electron CDW phase in Eq.(A1) (see

Sec.II).

Averaging overthe conduction channelsleadsto

g
A ;e;"
x;y (!)g

A ;h;#
y;x (!)= 0 (A3)

forjx � yjexceeding �F .

By contrast,in theSDW case,theAndreev pairprop-

agatorreducesto

h

g
A ;e;"
x;y (!)

i2
becausethephaseofspin-

down electrons is shifted by � com pared to the CDW

case.W e �nd easily

h

g
A ;e;"
x;y (!)

i2
=

1

4t20

j� cj
2

j� cj
2 � !2

exp

�

�
2R

�s(!)

�

; (A4)

where�s(!)istheSDW coherencelength.Thesupercur-

rent through a SDW therefore decays over �s,not over

�F asfora CDW ,in agreem entwith Sec.II.

A P P EN D IX B :D ISO R D ER IN T H E B O R N

A P P R O X IM A T IO N

The 2� 2 G reen’sfunctions forthe right-leftcom po-

nents ofa spin-up electron are given by Ĝ = ĝ + ĝ�̂ Ĝ

in the Born approxim ation, with the self-energy �̂ =R
(dk=2�)̂vĝ(k;!)̂v+ ,where ĝ(k;!)istheballisticm atrix

G reen’sfunction and v̂them atrix containingtheforward

and backward scattering am plitudes. Following Ref.29,

we�nd

�̂ =

Z
dk

2�

�

juj2
�
gR ;R (k;!) gR ;L(k;!)

gL ;R (k;!) gL ;L(k;!)

�

(B1)

+ jvj
2

�
gL ;L(k;!) 0

0 gR ;R (k;!)

��

;

with u and v the am plitudes ofbackward and forward

scattering.W e deduce the G reen’sfunction ofa spin-up

electron:

G
A ;e;"

(�k;!)=
! + �k�̂3 + � c�̂

+ + � c

�

�̂�

!2 � j� cj
2 � (�k)

2
; (B2)

with

� c = � c

�

1�
1

�s(!)

�

(B3)

! = !

�

1+
1

�s(!)
+

1

�0s(!)

�

(B4)

�k = �k + �; (B5)

with �juj2=~vF = 1,�0jvj2=~vF = 1,�k the kinetic en-

ergy with respectto the chem icalpotential,� a shiftin

the chem icalpotential, and where � c

�

is the com plex

conjugate of� c. The m atrices �̂3,�̂
+ and �̂� are given

by

�̂3 =

�
1 0

0 � 1

�

(B6)

�̂
+
=

�
0 1

0 0

�

(B7)

�̂
�
=

�
0 0

1 0

�

: (B8)
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The G reen’s function of a spin-down hole is ob-

tained by changing � c in � � c as in Ref. 1. An

electron-hole transm ission coe�cient is evaluated as

in Ref. 49 for a superconductor. Eq. (B2) leads toR
(dk=2�)GA ;e;"(k;!)G A ;h;#(k;!) = 0, obtained from

evaluating the m atrix products and the integral over

wave-vector. This identity can be understood from

the num eratorsofthe norm aland anom alous contribu-

tions in G A ;e;"(�k;!)G
A ;h;#(�k;!), with the constraint

!2 � j� cj
2 � (�k)

2 = 0. W e conclude thatthe Andreev

propagatorislim ited by theelasticm ean freepath since

the transm ission coe�cientin the ladderapproxim ation

vanishes after a single im purity scattering coupling the

spin-up electron to the spin-down holebranches.
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