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W e present a num erical approach to study the coherent transport of C ooper pairs through a
Hubbard chai, and study the role of the contacts in achieving perfect Andreev re ection. W e
calculate the pair transport using the D ensity M atrix R enomn alization G roup by m easuring the
resgponse of the system to quantum pair elds wih com plex phases on the two ends of an open
system . This approach gives an e ective super uid weight which is in close agreem ent w ith the
Bethe A nsatz resuls for the super uid weight for closed H ubbard rings.

PACS numbers: 74454 ¢, 7450+ r,71.10Pm ,03.67M n

I. NTRODUCTION

Pair transport through interacting one-dim ensional
system s sandw iched between two superconductors has
been the focus of much attention recently. These sys—
tem s not only exhibit interesting physical phenom ena,
such as Andreev re ection and pair transport, but also
m ay be incorporated into novel nanoelectronic devices.
In particular, there have been various proposals for the
creation and transport of entangled pairs for quantum
comm unication. Therefore, it is usefil to have well-
controlled num erical tools for analyzing phenom ena as—
sociated w ith pair transport through a superconducting—
H ubbard-superconducting (SHS) system .

In this paper we present the resuls of num erical stud—
ies of a onedim ensional Hubbard chain sandw iched be—
tw een tw o superconducting contacts. W e exam ine the ef-
fects ofthe boundary contacts on the infction and trans—
port of pairs through the system . W e then introduce the
idea of an extended contact betw een the superconductors
and the Intervening Hubbard chain which provides for
In proved pair transm ission into and out of the H ubbard
chain. U sing thiswe present a new num ericalm ethod for
determ ning the e ective super uid weight D' of a Hub—
bard chain.

II. THE CONTACT MODEL

T here have been various analytic studies of a one—
din ensional Luttinger liquid sandw iched between two
superconductorst2- . Here, wem ake use ofa com prehen—
sive analysis recently reported by A eck et. al?. These

authors integrated out the electron degrees of freedom

of the superconducting lads, replacing them with e ec—
tive boundary conditions for the Luttinger liquid. In this
fram ew ork, the e ective H am ittonian for an SH S system

can be w ritten as

H=Hy+H; @)
where H g corresponds to the Hubbard chain
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and H ; lncorporatesthe e ects of the two superconduct—
ing leads

Hy =  e*d.dy+he: + g e*d,d,+hc:

+ Vi@iv+ nyg)+ Vy Qe + npg): 3)

Here, ¢/, creates an electron of spin up on the “® site.
T he hopping param eter of the Hubbard chamn ist, U is
the onsite interaction energy, and isthe usualchem ical
potential. A sdiscussed in reference?, thee ect ofthetwo
superconducting leads can be param etrized in tem s of
contact pairing strengths ¢, ;) and theirphases ¢ r)/
along w ith end point scattering potentials V; and Vg, .

In the Pllow Ing we w illbe interested in the sym m etric
caeinwhich = g= andV;=Vy, =V.The rst
term in H; in-ects or rem oves pairsw ith di erent phases
on both ends. In addition, there are e ective boundary
scattering potentials V ;) which arise and play an in -
portant role in achieving optim alpairtranan ission across
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the ends of the Hubbard chain. Integrating out the su—
perconducting electron degrees-offreedom can be seen
as a natural thing to do when the Fem 1 level lies well
below the superconducting gaps in the bulk ofthe super-
conductors, since the pair elds in the superconductors
have wellde ned average values and negligble uctua—
tions. In the Hubbard system , the value of the pair eld
has to be replaced by the uctuating pair operator. A

sin ilar approach wasused by K ozub® to study Josephson
transport through a Hubbard in purity center.

In their paper, A eck, el al? calculate the Josephson
current and the Andreev re ection probability. For the
non-interacting half- lled tight-binding chain, they nd
that the m axin um tranam ission probability is 1 (perfect
Andreev re ection) and toccurswhen = tandV = 0.
In this case, the Josephson current versus the phase dif-
ference = j 1, betw een the endshas Ishii’s saw tooth
form & . For sm allervalues of V , the saw tooth is sm oothed
out and starts resem bling the Josephson sine shape cor-
responding to a am allA ndreev re ection probability (See
also, Ref!). Away from half- Ilhg, A eck et. al Hund
that In order to achieve perfect A ndreev re ection, both
the contact pairing strength  and the boundary scatter—
Ing potentialV needed to be tuned to particular values.
For the non-interacting case, these values are:

r
2

Vv=—; =t 1 —:
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In orderto treat the interacting case, these authorsem —
ployed bosonization and renom alization group m ethods.
For negative values of U, they showed that the contact
Ham iltonian renom alizes to the perfect Andreev re ec—
tion xed point. Thus, even when the param eters of the
contact were not ne-tuned for perfect Andreev re ec—
tion, one recovers the saw tooth form for the Josephson
current versus the phase di erence as the length L ofthe
Luttinger liquid increases. H ow ever, for positive U , they
found that the contact H am iltonian owsaway from the
Andreev xed point. In this case, as L ncreases, the ef-
fective coupling of the superconductor to the Luttinger
licuid renom alizes to zero. For a nite valuie of L and
U > 0, the ocoupling is weak and one nds the usual
Ji1 sih  Josephson relation. As L Increases, J; rapidly
decreases and the transport of pairs through the chain
vanishesin theL ! 1 Iimi.

III. THE EFFECTIVE SUPERFLUID W EIGHT
D

In the follow ing num erical study, we will be inter—
ested In determ Ining an e ective super uid weight D'. If
the pair phase varies linearly across a Hubbard chain of
length L, then there w illbe a uniform Josephson current,
and wewillde ne D (L) by

. 0
=p2 5
J L ®)

wih ( the phase di erence across the Hubbard chain.
The e ective super uid weight D’ is then given by D" (L)
asL ! 1 .Here,wehavesste= h= 1. The problm
of detem ining D" (L) is to create a linear phase change

0=L across the Hubbard chain and then to m easure j.
T he latter is straightforw ard since

= iH ;ny] (6)
so that forié 1 orl,
X

= it d oy dpa )

At the boundary, when i= 1 (orL) we have to consider
the boundary tem s and add an extra current operator

F= iVixpG)d.d, el

wih a sim ilar temm for the right hand i= L boundary.
T he current density is lndependent of the position, and
any of these expressions can be used w ith these end cor-
rections to calculate j.

The m easurem ent of j is straightforward wihin the
DM RG method?2?. However, it is also necessary to es-
tablish a uniform phase gradient. A s noted In the previ-
ous section, for a nite length L of the Hubbard chain,
this can require tuning of the contact boundary pairing
strength and the boundary scattering potential. Fortu—
nately, for negative values of U, the contact interaction
renom alizesto the perfect A ndreev re ection xed point
as the length of the chain increases. However, when the

nie system is doped away from half- 1ling, there are
tw 0 param eters to tune and achieving a m atch such that
the phase gradient over the length L isuniform becom es
moredi cuk. For this reason, we have developed an ap-
proach based upon extended contact interaction which
w il be discussed at the end of the next section.

idgar):  ©)

IV. RESULTS

W e use the Lanczosm ethod fora system ofsize L = 8
and DM RG for larger system s. The DM RG m ethod is
the standard nite-size algorithm , except for the use of
com plex num bers due to the arbitrary Jossphson phases,
and a special treatm ent of quantum num bers. T he non—
particle conserving boundary conditions m ean that the
total num ber of ferm ions cannot be used as a conserved
quantum num ber. H ow ever, one can still utilize the num -
ber of ferm ionsm odulo 2. Thism odulo2 approach was

rst used int!. W ithin this approach the lbcalpair- eld

can takeon a de nitenonzero valie. W e have typically
kept m = 200 states per block for the results presented,
w ith a truncation error of about 10 8.

A . Point Contacts

In Fig[llwe show Lanczos results forthe Josephson cur—
rent versus = g 1, through a half- lled Hubbard
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FIG .1: Josephson current though a half- lled H ubbard chain
wih L = 8 as a function of the phase and for di erent
values of the contact pairing , and Coulomb interaction U,
in units where the hopping t= 1.

chain of L = 8 sites. For this half- lled, particle-hol
symm etric case, wih U 0, the required site poten-—
tialVyz = 0 and the contact pairing strength  can
be adjisted to achieve perfect Andreev re ection. For
the non-interacting case, this is obtained for =t= 1 as
shown in the top panelofF iglll. For negative values ofU ,
it isnecessary to ne-tune .W hen perfect A ndreev re—

ection is achieved, j; ( ) exhdbits a saw tooth form w ith

j()=D @) =L Por . In thiscasd)" (L) can
be directly determ ined from j( ). For negative values
0of U, D rapidly approaches is asym ptotic value when
L t=1J j so that the In portant requirem ent for de—
termm ining D" is to achieve perfect Andreev re ection at
the ends.

In Figure[d, we show Lanczos and DM RG results for
the super uid weight D' (L) of the half lled chain for
di erent values of the Coulomb Interaction U . Here we
have set V = 0 and taken = 1. The renom aliza—
tion to perfect A ndreev re ection is rapid forU < 0 and
the resulting e ective super uid weight D" (L) varies little
with L giving a value in close agreem ent w ith the exact
BetheA nsatz results for the super uid weight of the in—

nite system , taken from €. ForU > 0, the system renor—
m alizes as L increases to the non-superconducting xed
point and the Josgphson current is rapidly suppressed.

Ih Fig@ we show the DM RG resuls for the pair eld
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FIG. 2: E ective super uid weight D (L) of the half lled
Hubbard chain as a function of the Coulomb interaction U,

for =1,V = 0, and chains of various lengths. W e add for
com parison the exact L ! 1 Bethe Ansatz resuls from? for
U < 0.

am plitude along a chain at half- lling. T he phase clearly
varies linearly for negative U, whil for positive values
the m odulus decays In a very short distance, a signature
of the absence of superconductivity, and the phase order
is disrupted by the sn allam ount ofnoise in the DM RG .

For the 8-site chain, we have seen that for the half-
lled, particle-hole sym m etric case it isnecessary to tune
the contact pairing strength in orderto achieve perfect
Andreev re ection. For the non half- lled case, for nite
L, there are two contact coupling param eters, andV,
that require tuning.

In Figld we show DMRG resuls for the super uid
w eight versus electron density and various values of the
Coulomb Interaction. Here, n is the electron density in
the buk of the chain, ie. the center of the chain and
far from the contacts). For com parison we show resuls
for the super uid weight D ¢ or L ! 1 obtained from
Bethe Ansatz calculations? . ForU = 0 we have ad jisted
thevaluesof andV form axinum tranam itiviy, Eq. [4.
For niteU wehavesst = landV ;; = 0, ie. they
are not optim ized for perfect re ection.

h Fig[8 we show plots of D' versus n for U = 2
and chains ofdi erent lengths L. AsL increases, D' ap—
proaches the exact result as the point contact bound-
ary condition renom alizes to perfect A ndreev re ection.
H ow ever, to controlthis convergence it is In principle nec—
essary to extrapolate the result to zeroDM RG truncation
error (largenum berofstatesm ) and then takethe In nie
length lin 2. Hence, we would expect these curves to
bem ore accurate ifwe were to ne-tune the param eters.
H ow ever, this task has proven to be di cul. In order to
overcom e the di culties of ne tuning the param eters in
the H am iltonian for optim altranam itance, we have stud—
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FIG. 3: Pair eld amplitude and phase along the L. = 64
chain for di erent values of U at half- lling.
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FIG. 4: D as a function of the electron densiy for di er-
ent values of the Coulomb interaction U. For U = 0, the
boundary elds have been adjisted using Egs.{d) to achieve
perfect Andreev re ection, while orU < O weused = 1,
and Vy;, = 0. W e add for com parison the exact B ethe-A nsatz
results from & (solid lines).

ied the e ects of using extended sm ooth contacts at the
boundaries.

B . Extended contacts

In the previous section we have discussed a Hubbard
chain of nite length L oconnected to superconductors
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FIG. 5: E ective super uid weigth D of a Hubbard chain
wih U = 2, connected to point contacts, as a function of
density n, and for di erent lengthsL . W e add for com parison
the Bethe Ansatz results in the them odynam ic lim it (solid
Iine).

through point contacts. W e have seen that it isnecessary
to tune the pairing strength  and the boundary scatter—

Ing potentialV in order to obtain a linear phase change
along the chain. In this section, we explore the e ects
of extended contacts as an altemative way to elin inate
the nom alcontact re ection. T his technigque is inspired
by the sn ooth boundary conditions approachis. Here,
we have applied the pair eld end tem s overa length .
on the end of each chain, wih the coe cient dropping

an oothly to zero asthe distance from the end approaches
.. W e have

Xc
Hy = (M et + he
=1
XL

+ L Y) ei“cy‘..cy‘#+ hc:
=L e+ 1
Xe e

+ VvV (Y)n.+ Vv L ‘+ 1)nn 9)
=1 =L e+l

wherewetake (x)= (1+ coslx ="' ))=2!. In the B
Iowing,wewillset V x) = 0 and exam ine various w idths
‘. of the contact.

In calculating the super uid weight w ith the extended
contacts one m ust utilize only the localproperties n the
center of the system . In particular, one must m easure
the current and the gradient of the phase in the center of
the system . T he phase varies linearly in the central re—
gion ofthe chain, and this allow s a num erical calculation
of is gradient. It can also be shown that the e ective
super uid weight can be extracted from the quantity?:

Z L
d = jxk)dx =D L) : (10)
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FIG.6: E ective super uid weight of a Hubbard chain (L =
64) connected to smooth contacts of width . = 20, as a
function ofdensity n, and fordi erent valuesofU . W eadd for
com parison the Bethe Ansatz results in the them odynam ic
Iim it (solid lines).

In our calculations we sin ply replaced the integralby a
sum over allthe Iinks. W e nd that the resuls obtained
using the two approaches agree to w ithin 1% .

Figure[d show s the results for the e ective super uid
weight D' for a Hubbard chamn of length L. = 64 wih
contacts ofwidth . = 20.A s in Figld, the solid lines are
the BetheAnsatz results for D ¢ In the them odynam ic
lim it. A s one can see, the DM RG results are In close
agream ent w ith the Betheansatz resuls, exoept forn =
1. Tt may be that logarithm ic contributions a ect the
convergence of the DMRG ©rn = 18. The extended
contact approach provides a m uch closerm atch between
the supeconducting leads and the Hubbard chain so that
we have essentially achieved perfect A ndreev boundary

conditions w thout any need for tuning of param eters.

V. CONCLUSIONS

H ere we have reported results ofa num erical study ofa
one-din ensionalH ubbard m odelcoupled to extermalpair
elds. DM RG calculations typically use open boundary
conditionsm aking it sin ple to couple the endsofan inter—
acting system to a classical potential orm agnetic elds.
H ere w e have explored the num erics involved in coupling
to a quantum pair eld which can infct or rem ove pairs
ofelectrons. W e have seen how the pair transport varies
as a function ofthe interaction U, the Iling hniand the
length of the Hubbard chain. Various current-phase re—
lations associated w ith the degree of Andreev re ection
were clarly seen. A phenom enological e ective super—
uid weight D" was introduced and found to be in close
agream ent w ith Betheansatz results for the super uid
welght of an in nite ring.

F inally, the idea of an extended pair transfer contact
was Introduced. This was found to provide a usefulway
to e ectively m atch the pair eld infction such that the
Andreev re ection approached unity. This is rem inis—
cent of the extended tapered connections used to m atch
waveguidesw ith di erent propagation characteristicsand
m ay prove usefill in obtaining optim alm atching ofbulk
Jeads to nanow ires.
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