arXiv:cond-mat/9312005v1 1 Dec 1993

C rossover from the Josephson e ect

to bulk superconducting ow

Femando Sols and Jain e Ferrer
D epartam ento de F sica de la M ateria Condensada, CX IT

Universidad Autonom a de M adrid, E28049 M adrid, Spain

Abstract

T he crossover betw een ideal Jossphson behavior and uniform superconduct—
Ing ow is studied by solving exactly the G lnzburg-Landau equation for a
one-din ensional superconductor In the presence ofan e ective delta function
potential of arbitrary strength. A s the e ective scattering is tumed o , the
pairs of Josephson solutions w ith equal current evolve into a uniform and a
solitonic solution w ith nonzero phase o set. It is also argued that a m icro—
scopic description of the crossover m ust satisfy the selfconsistency condition,
which is shown to guarantee current conservation. T he adiabatic regponse to
an extemalbiasisbrie y described. Theac Jossphson e ect isshown to break
down when the extemal voltage is applied at pointswhich are su ciently far

from the junction.

7340Cqg, 7340Gk,7420De, 74504 r, 74.60.Jg

Typeset usihg REV TgX


http://arxiv.org/abs/cond-mat/9312005v1

I. NTRODUCTION

The Jossphson e ect between two weakly coupled superconductors and the steady ow
of supercurrent in a perfect lead constitute the two m ain paradigm s of superconducting
transport. Both regin es can be viewed as the lim is of a general scenario In which C ooper
pairs ow ooherently In the presence of a scattering obstack of arbitrary strength. The
Jossphson e ect corresponds to the Ilin it in which a strongly re ecting cbstack (typically, a
tunneling baﬂjetﬂ or a point oontactﬂ) reduces drastically the e ective coupling between two
buk superconductors while still preserving global coherence. In the absence of an extemal
bias, the current is given by the Jossphson relation I= I, sin( ' ), where ' isthe phase
di erence between the two superconductors. T he opposite 1im it is that of supercurrent ow
In a perfect lead without appreciable scattering. In the appropiate gauge, this regin e is
characterized by a superconducting gap of uniform am plitude and a lnearly varying phase
w hose gradient is proportionalto the current. Speci cally, in the G Inzburg-Landau lin i, the
current density can bewritten j= (€h=m )j Fr’,where = j #" isthe superconducting
order param eter.

An adequate m easure of the scattering strength is the average tranam ission probability

Ty for a Fem ielectron passing through the barrer or contact n the nom alphase,
To (=Ry)@ Aky) (1)

where Ry isthe device nom alresistance, A isthe cross section area ofthe sam iin nite leads,
and ky is the Ferm iwave vector. \W eak" and \strong" superconductivities are then charac-
terized by T land Ty’ 1, respectively. Fora structure In w hich superconductivity isnot
weakened by one—electron re ection, such asa S-N-S jinction w ithout current concentration,
a m ore general param eter is I =1y , where I, is the critical current of the structure and T

is the bulk critical current of the perfect lead. It seem s naturalto ask how is the supercon—
ducting ow for intem ediate values ofT or, m ore generally, I =I; , ie. how isthe crossover

between the two extram e lim its of superconducting ow . T his rather fundam ental question



is of special current relevance, In view ofthe recent activity on superconducting m esoscopic
structures (see, for nstance, Reﬁﬁ{ﬁ) . In the case of a superconducting point contact, the
Intermm ediate regin e would corresoond to contact w idths not much an aller than the width
ofthe sam in nite leads. A tematively, in the case of tunneling barriers, the crossover could
be explored by considering di erent degrees of trangoarency at the Fermm i level. Tn the case
ofa SN -8 jinction, the intermm ediate behavior would be displayed by relatively thin nom al
m etal Jayers located between two superconductors.

A prelim nary version of som e of the results contained in this article has been brie y

presented in RefE .

II.SELFCONSISTENCY AND CURRENT CONSERVATION

T heoretical studies of weak superconductivity aln ost invariably assum e that the phase
is constant w ithin the two superconductors. This is generally a reasonable approxin ation,
since, by de nition, in thisregin e, I I; . A sa consequence, the variation ofthe phase In
thebulk ofthe superconductor digplayed by current carrying soluitions can be safely neglected
In a wide range of length scals. It is clear that the approxin ation of an asym ptotically
uniform phase cannot be Justi ed if I becom es com parabl to Iz , which will certainly be
the case In structures w ith m oderate or negligbly weakened superconductivity. The m ore
general situation w illbe that of a phase which varies lnearly throughout the lead except In
a nie region near the scattering center where it varies faster.

In order to discuss som e general questions related to selfconsistency, we focus in this
section on structures in which the decoupling between the two sides of a superconductor
is due to one-elkctron scattering by a barrier or point contact. The conventional way of
generalizing the BC S theory to the presence of an arbitrary one—electron potential is based

on the Bogolubov { de Gennes BdG) equatjonsﬂ:
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where H( is the one<elkctron Ham iltonian, is the gap function, and fu , ©); v, (¥)] and
» > 0 are, repectively, the nom alized wave function com ponents and the energy of the
quasiparticke n. T he sslfconsistency condition for the gap function Jfﬂ

X

=V u,v, @ 2§); 3)

where V is the electron-phonon coupling constant and £, = exp ( ,=kT) + 1] 1 . TheBdG
Ham iltonian can altematively be w ritten
% 7

X
H = 2 drin @F+ YL )

where Y creates quasiparticle n with spin . In temn s of the quasiparticle operators, the

charge and current density operators are w ritten

X X
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+ Un Vn m n; + U.an r{; %/ g (5)
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+ VDU, n on; v,Du, . Y g; (6)

wheree = £ = l,andD isde nedasfD g frg) (If)g.hEgs. (5)and (6),the

contrbutions from the condensate and the quasiparticles have been clearly separated. The

quasiparticle contribution can in tum be divided into a part w hich conserves the quasiparticle

num ber and a part which does not. T he non-conserving com ponents w ill not contribute to

the expectation values < j> and < > but will play an in portant role in the quantum
uctuations of the electronic charge and current densities.

If one attem pts to solve the BAG equations (2) n a given structure subgct to the
boundary condition that the phase takes certain constant valies on each sam in nite lead,
one generally nds from (6) a nonzero value of the total current. T his general feature can
be illustrated by solving exactly a speci ¢ and very in portant exam ple, nam ely, that of
a strictly one-din ensional superconductor (ie. with only one propagating channel for the

Fem i electrons) wih a barrier of arbitrary tranam ission Ty at the Fem i level. In this



m odel, the phase isassum ed to be uniform on each side ofthe barrier. A non selfconsistent
resolution ofthe BAG equations at zero tem perature yields the CLJJ:I:GH’EEEH

ejj Tosin( ")

HOT T T e (2

(7

where ' is the di erence between the phases on each side of the barrier. Fig. 1 shows
the current I( ') for several values of T ;. A s the strength of the barrier decreases, the
current departs from the ideal Jossphson behavior and itsm axim um is digplaced towards

In particular, when T, equals unity, the current is given by the form u]aﬂ'ﬂ
I(")= €JFh)sin(’=2); @)

w ih < ! and periodicity 2 . This result is clearly not selfconsistent, since a
uniform phase should be associated with a vanishing equilbrium current, at least in the
asym ptotic region. A ctually, a m ore detailed calculation reveal£ that the current (6) is
localized exponentially around the barrer in a region of width  (=Tgsin( ’ =2), where

o = hw= 7j jis the zerotem perature coherence length. This peculiar feature can be
traced badk to the existence of a localized, current-carrying quasipartick at the mter:[%:weﬂB .
Thus, one nds that the equilbrium current is nonzero near the scattering center and zero
In the asym ptotic region. In the steady state, this situation clearly involves a violation of
charge conservation. Below we show that the relation between selfconsistency and current
conservation is in fact a general property of the BdG equations.

T he tin e derivative of the charge density operator can be com puted by applying 4) and

(5) totherelation _= (=ih)[ ;H ]. The resul is
e X v
= f n m nvm Upn n m
~n_ ( ) v, YUy )
+ ( n + m ) [U.an m n; + uan r{; %/ ]g (9)

which obviously yields< _ >= 0, as expected from a stationary scattering description Wwe

have used the properties < poo>=f, 0 ocand < , poo>= 0). Combining (6)

Y
n

and (9) we obtain for the continuity equatjonEE



<r > + <% >= " Inf uv, @ 2f)g: (10)

By com paring this result wih Eqgq. (3), it becom es clear that charge conservation is only
guaranteed when the selfoonsistency condition is satis ed. In the language ofRefE, the
BCS-BdG theory isa conserving approxin ation only for solutions that satisfy them ean— eld
equations. It is Interesting to note that the the condensate and quasiparticle contributions
to the elkctric charge are not conserved ssparately, but only the sum of the two, and if
the description is fully selfconsistent. The relation between selfconsistency and current
conservation has also been noticed by Furusakiand T sukadaEI, w ho have derived an equation
sim ilar to (10) In which condensate and quasiparticle contributions are however not clearly
separated. T hisseam sto Jead to am isinterpretation. Unlke suggested n R effEI , preservation
of current conservation isnot achieved In generalby m erely converting quasiparticle current
Into condensate quﬂ:en, but by truly In plem enting global selfconsistency. A good proof
of this assertion is that, w thin a non selfconsistent schem e, the source tem in Eqg. (10) is
generally nonzero even at zero tem perature, when no quasiparticles exist.

Before we proceed further a few additional rem arks go in place. In one din ension, Eq.
(7) is ncorrect when Ty is not much am aller than unity. In particular, Eq. (8) is clearly
w rong, since no bound quasiparticle should exist In the absence of a barrier. O f course,
the m aln Inoonsistency lies in the very assum ption of an existing phase di erence, which
cannot be m aintained w ithout a scattering obstack (an abrupt change In the phase cannot
survive the in plem entation of selfconsistency). Tt w illbe seen in the follow ing section that
the appropiate generalization of the conospt of phase di erence to structures w ith arbitrary
transparency isthephasso set, in tem sofwhich the transparent lim it w illbe quite di erent
from (8). In studies of superconducting quantum point contacts, equations which generalize
(7)H and (8)Eﬂ to the presence of m any transverse m odes can be found. In these cases,
the lack of fom al sslfconsistency is justi ed. T he localized nonzero current corresoonds to
the current In the vicinity of the point contact and the vanishing of the asym ptotic current

describes the w idening of the contact Into the reservoir. T herefore, Egs. (7) and ), aswell



as theirm ultin ode genera]jza‘donsﬂ @ , are correct as long as I Iz . Thisisthe casswhen
the num ber of propagating m odes in the contact ism uch an aller than the num ber ofm odes

in the wide Jeads.

IITI.STUDY OF THE CROSSOVER

From the discussion In the previous section, it is clear that, in order to achieve a uni-

ed view of the crossover from weak to strong superconductivity, one must dealw ith self-
consistent, current conserving solutions of the BdG equations in which a nonzero current is
associated w ith a linearly varying asym ptotic phase, and allow for arbitrary critical currents
I } . UnPrtunately, the selfconsistent resolution of the BAG equations for arbitrary
currents is In general a dam anding num erical task . By contrast, the form alisn of G Inzburg—
Landau GL) provides a relatively sin ple m ethod to leam about the global properties of
those selfconsistent solutions. T herefore, our goal in this section is to study the solutions
ofthe G L equation for a one-din ensional superconductor In the presence of a delta poten-—
tial of arbitrary strength. Speci cally, we wish to analyse the stationary solutions of the

freeenergy functional

F= defr F=2 @ V¥ ®)J I+ j =21 a1

where = = ( (') is the penetration depth and (T) is the tem perature-dependent
coherence ength) and Abrikosov units are used. In these unis, (T) isthe unit of length,
the orderparam eter ismeasured inunisof ; (@bsolute value ofthe bulk orderparam eter
at zero current), and (h=m ) ( f = (T) istheuni orcurrent. T he com plete crossoverbetw een
weak and strong superconductivity w illbe explored by considering allvalues of the scattering
strength g ¥ ranging from g very large (ideal Jossphson behavior) to g = 0 (unifom
superconductor). n Eq. (11),F mustbe understood as the freen energy perunit area. This

m odel should give a fairly adequate picture of a quasitone-din ensional superconductor (of

width w ; ) In which a (harrower) point oontacg or a nom alm etal island has been



Inserted. A clean point contact at low tem perature could not be described by (11), since,
In the weak superconductivity lim it, this structure yields a current-phase relation of the
type @ netead of the usual sin ( 7 ) behavior. On the other hand, the m odel (1) is
not appropiate for a quantitative description of tunneling barrers because, In the lim it of
large g, the repulsive potential Vy (X) yields hard-wall boundary conditions, which do not
corresoond to a G L description of the m etakinsulator jnte::‘fjsu:\eﬂ . A sin ilarm odel, w ith the

function replaced by a square barrier, was studied by Jaoobsor@, who however focussed
on the low current lim i. Vo]kovE also used a delta function to describe a S-N-S jinction
but only analsed the an all current case.

Ifwe factorize )= R (x)e' ®), the G L equations take the form
FR=dx*+ I V¥ ®)I1L FFRHR R’=0
d’ =dx = J=R? 12)

w here the current density j isa conserved number (I = jA).W e are Interested In solutions

which satisfy the boundary conditions

dR ®)=dx = 0

"'x)= o r=2; forx! 1 @3)

Current conservation requires the product R?’ °= 3 to be constant, which can only be
achieved w ih a nonzero g j=R§ in the asym ptotic solution. T he general solutions for

R and '’ are ofthe fom

R? )= a+ btanh’[ u (X, + K]
" x) = ogx+ sogn X)farctan|[ tanh( u® + XJ)]

arctan|[ tanh( ux)lg: 14)

q— q—
nEg. ©,a@ af=8%,with0 a 2=3,b=1 3a=2,u= b=2, = Db=a,and x,

is obtained from the m atching condition at the site of the delta potential, which gives rise

to the cubic equation



p—
2wl ¥) g+ *v)=0; (15)

w here yq tanh ( ux) and thus only the solutions satisfying 0 % 1 are of Interest.
T he solutions tum out to be uniguely param etrized by the phass o sst ’ , whose general

expression is
' = 2@rctan () arctan ( vo)1: (16)

The resulting curve j( ') is digplayed n Fig. 2. The inset shows the critical current
as a function of g. The Jossphson Iim it is well achieved for g > 8 whik } saturates
to i = 2=3p§ = 0385 asg ! 0. For large g, one nds the ideal Jossphson behavior,
J= T sn(’),wih jc = 1=2g taking sm all values. Forg = 0, two types of solutions are
obtained. One of them is entirely expected: for ' = 0, all currents are possible ranging
from j= 0 to j= j% . These are the solutions of the unifom superconductor in which 7 °
and R take constant values. The second type of solutions are the solitons of the ¢ theory
de ned by (11) for arbitrary values of the current jH . These kinks ssparate two dom ains in

w hich the phase varies linearly,
' ®)= ogx+ arctan| tanh( ux)] @7

wih a totalphass o sst of /' = 2arctan( ). It is Interesting to note that, unlke in the

j= 0 case, the phase 0 s=t Which here plays the rolk of the soliton charge) can be di erent
from . These solitonic solutions are equivalent to the saddlepoint con gurations which
were considered by Langer and Am begaokal_ﬂ In their study of the resistive behavior of
one-din ensional superconductors.

Fig. 3 show s the behavior ofR x) and ’ (x) forg= 02 and two di erent values of the
current. In F ig. 3a, it is clkearly seen that, for = 0:01, the solitonic solution aln ost vanishes
at x = 0. For the sam e solution, F ig. 3b show s that the spatial variation of ’ (x) isaln ost
negligble except fora step-like feature at x = 0 (the phase can be shown to vary in a length
scale = ifjisanall). For j= 035 (close to ), the phase digplays a linear increase w ith

x with an o set due to a faster variation in the viciniy ofx = 0.



An interesting feature ofthe j( /) curveswhich can be clearly observed in F ig. 2 isthat,
as the scattering is tumed o , the maximum current is displaced towards lower values of
" . This is In sharp contrast w ith the behavior shown In Fig. 1 for the non selfconsistent
solutions. It has already been noticed that a superconducting point contact digplays the
sam e behavior as is propagating channels evolve from low to high transm jssjonE . There is
of course no contradiction between our results and those obtained for point contacts, since
the latter apply only In the lim it 1. Iz ,whik the Iow g curves In F ig. 2 are only relevant

in the I, } case.

Barato et alll considersd a S6°6 structure 1 which S and S° are two dirty super-
conductors of di ering properties. A s a fiinction of the sin ilarity between S and S°9, they
obtained results which qualitatively resamble those obtained by us. However, their focus
was not in the crossover from weak to strong superconductivity, but rather n the quali-
tative m odeling of weak links. In particular, they did not consider the S = S case and,
although the relation to Ref@ is noticed, no association ism ade between the branch to the
keft ofthem axinum in the j " curve and the trivial solutions of the uniform case. M ore
recently, KupJ:iyanovB has studied the properties of an S-I-5 structure by m eans of the
U sadel equations, which apply In the dirty lin it. He considers several values of the barrier
transparency and obtains results which, after a nontrivial scale transfom ation (the phase
change across the barrier Instead of the phase o st is used as a param eter), can be shown
to be qualitatively sin ilar to those displayed In Fig. (2). However, in the transparent lim i,
no mention ismade in RefE of the relation to the solitonic solutions ofRef@ nor to the

uniform solutions, as discussed here by us.

IV.CROSSOVER IN LONG BRIDGES.BREAKDOW N OF THE AC

JOSEPHSON EFFECT.

So far we have focussed on the relation between the current j and the phass o st /,

which uniquely param etrizes the solutions of the GL equations (12). However, it is also

10



convenient to plot the current as a function of the total phase di erence between two
reference points. These two points can be, for instance, the extram es of a superconductor
of length L wih an e ective barrier in its center. A typical case would be that of a narrow
bridge connecting two wide reservoirs through sm ooth contacts beyond which the phase
gradient can be safely neg]ectedﬁ. For a given lngth L, one can compute  from the

relation ="’ L=2) ' ( L=2).IfL ( u), we can approxin ate
e 18)

Sihceu! Oasj! 7, there isa threshold current jy, (L) above which Eq. (18) does not
apply. For L 1,34 ' % (I 27=16°L?). In Fi. 4, the resulting curve j( ) is plotted
for L = 10. nh such a case (% #)=F% " 0:016. It can be cbserved that, for large g, the
Ideal Jossphson behavior is digplayed, whilk, for su ciently an all g, the current becom es a

m ultivalued function ofthe totalphase . The pattem shown In Fig. 4 is actually repeated
periodically w ith a period of2 . In the case ofg an all it becom es clear from the com parison
with Fig. 2 that the upper branch corresoonds to solutions w ith a linearly varying phase
(" 7 0), whik the Iower branch is given by the solitonic solutions w ith a nonzero phase

o set. This feature has also been noticed recently by M artin-R odero et alﬁ, who have
com puted num erically the selfconsistent solutions of the BdG equations for a lnear chain
coupled to two Bethe Jattices at zero tem perature. The discontinuity in the derivative at
the top ofthe g = 0 curve In Fig. 4 re ects the discontinuous transition from the uniform

to the solitonic branch shown In Fig. 2. However, this cugo cannot be cbserved In bridges
of nite length since it always lies above the threshold of validity of Eg. (18).

In Fig. 5 we display the phase ofthe orderparam eter as a function ofthe position and the
phaseo st forg= 10 (Jossphson limi). W hen ' = , the current is zero. T his requires
an abrupt Jump of at x = 0, which is possible because R (0) = 0 in these solutions, as
can be proven quite generally. These are the phaseslip con gurations which pem it the
existence of the ac Jossphson e ect. A s an extermal driving volage is applied between two

points on di erent sides of the Jjunction, the phase is forced to vary at a constant rate and

11



the whole sytem responds adiabatically by evolring along the continuous set of stationary
solutions. T he existence of these step finction solutionsm akes it topologically possible for

the phase at every point to increase both m onotonically and continuously w ith tim e. Since

R (0) = 0, the two superconductors are com plktely decoupled and ’ = is equivalent
to ' = . As the systam is driven by the extemal bias through the di erent values
of ’ and reaches the value ’ = , it autom atically reenters through the topologically

equivalent con guration wih ' = and the phase at the boundary can continue to

Increase m onotonically. T hus the existence of the ac Jossphson e ect relies on the ability
of the system to undergo adiabatic phase-slips under the action of an extemal bias. It is
Interesting to note that, at the particular value ' = , the con guration of the order
param eter is independent of g, since then R (0) = 0. In particular, it is identical to the
phaseslip con guration In the absence of a barrier, as studied by other authors (see, for
exam ple, Reﬁs@@) .

At zero current, allpoints on one side of the barrier have the sam e phase. In particular,
"'x> 0) = =2 for ' = . By contrast, the solutions w ith nonzero current have an
asym ptotic phase which grow s linearly w ith position, as shown in Eq. (17). Thus, for su -
ciently Jarge x, it isnot possible to have ’ (x) increasing m onotonically as ’ varesbetween
the two equivalent con gurationswith /7 = . A sa consequence, the system cannot re—
goond adiabatically to a constant voltage being applied at points that are su ciently distant
from the junction. The only choice for the system w illbe to undergo nonadiabatic, uctu-—
ating processes of the type studied by Langer and Am begaokarg @beitwih g6 0), which

w ill originate a resistive behavior. The threshold for this type of response is given by the

condition
@ (x
o) =0 at ' = (19)
@’ .
Ifone denti es x, = L=2 and ' X,) = =2, this is also the condition for the onsst of
bivaliedness in the j( ) curve of Fig. 4, which requires @ =Qj = 0 at = (note that,
@j=@ ’* &€ 0Oat " = ). Thus, if the electrodes are applied at points Xj> x , there is

12



a breakdown of the ac Jossphson e ect due to the fundam ental nability of the system to
respond adiabatically to that particular type of extemal constraint.

Let us estin ate the breakdown length x,,. For g Jarge, one can show thatx,’ g= .We
notice at this point that the value of the param eter g can be adjusted to a realistic sstup

by exploiting the relation
g= 130 4Fk); 0)

w hich applies in the Jossphson regin €, and noting that =} = Iz =L . W e have considered
explicitly four types of structures which are known to digolay a standard sin ( /) behavior
in the Jossphson Im it for T close to T.: (@) a tunnel Junction w ith average tranam ission T
forthe Fem ielectrons, (o) a clean point contact w ith average tranam ission T, (C) a narrow
bridge betw een tw o superconductorsm ade ofa dirty nom alm etaloflength L and coherence
length y at T ' T, and (d) a SN-S structure w thout current concentration N and S
have the sam e width). Cases @) and () 2llw ithin the sam e category in the GL lim it, w ith
an expression I = 2(T)=4eRy kg T Prthe cﬁrjcalwﬂenta.Notjng that, or T close to
T., the gap function and the order param eter are related bya = 0:326p n =k 5 T., where

n is the electron num ber density, we arrive at
g’ 20To( (T)=0): @1)

For case (c),thecadrjcalcurtentjfﬁlc = @4 ?@T)= Ry kg T) L=y )exp( L=y), ifL

x - Thus one cbtains
g'’ 323To( (T)=o)@L=y)exp( L=y): (22)

For a SN-8 structure wihout current concentration, the crtical current :IEE . =

AEn=2m) I TFT)(y=°T))exp( L=y ).Asa conssquence,
gt ’ 106 (y= (T))exp( L=y): ©3)

Shifting to realunits, we arrive at the relations

13



Xp " 050 OZTO (a)r(b)
Xp ' 031 (g y=ToL)e" ™" ©)

%y’ 0094 (*(T)=y )" ) 4)

for the m axim um distance at which a constant voltage can be applied in order to cbserve

the ac Jossphson e ect.

V.CONCLUSIONS

W e have studied the nature of the crossover from ideal Jossphson behavior between two
weakly coupled superconductors to bulk superconducting ow in a perfect superconducting
lead. W e have argued that a selfconsistent resolution of the BAG equations is m andatory
In a m icroscopic study of the crossover and have proved that charge conservation is only
guaranteed w hen the requirem ent of self-consistency is satis ed. W e have perform ed a study
of the crossover by solving exactly the G Inzburg-Landau equation for a one-dim ensional
superconductor in the pressnce of a delta potential of arbitrary strength. The pairs of
Jossphson solutions w ith equal current have their scattering free counterparts in the pairs
form ed by a uniform and a solitonic solution. This relation has allowed us to understand
som e aspects of the multivalied current-phase relation in narrow bridges. The com plte
know ledge of the set of stationary solutions for di erent values of the scattering strength g
has helped us to gain a m ore detailed understanding of the adiabatic response to a constant
extemalbias, which has been shown to rely on the feasbility of adiabatic phase-slips. Ifa
voltage is applied at pointswhich are su ciently far from the junction, there is a breakdown
of the Jossphson e ect due to the ntrinsic in possbility of changing adiabatically the phase

at a distant point in a continuous and m onotonic m anner.
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FIGURES

FIG.1l. Current j as function of the phase o st ' for a non-selfconsistent solution The

curves labeled a, b, ¢, and d are for the cases To = 0:999;0:99;0:9 and 04, respectively.

FIG .2. Current j as function ofthephaseo st ' . The curves are labeld a, b, c and d for
the cases g= 0;0:5;3 and 10, respectively. Tnset: critical current j- versus scattering strength gj;

solid line gives the the exact resul and dotted line corresponds to the Jossphson lin i 1=2g.

FIG.3. The amplitude (@) and the phase () of the order param eter plotted as a function of
position In the g = 02 case ( = 1), for values of the current j = 001 (curves labelkd a) and

J= 035 (curves labeld b).

FIG.4. SameasFig. 2, forthe totalphase di erence between the extrem es of a supercon—

ductor of length L = 10.

FIG .5. The phase of the order param eter is plotted as a function ofthe position x ( = 1) and

thephasso st ' Prthecase g= 10.
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