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We study the proximity-induced superconducting corretatias well as the local density of states of a ferro-
magnet, in a ferromagnetivave superconductor heterostructure. We include thetsffe spin-flip scattering,
non-ideal interfaces, and the presence of impurities iséimeple. We employ the quasiclassical theory of super-
conductivity, solving the Usadel equation with emphasisiotaining transparent analytical results. As our main
result, we report that in a certain parameter regime theadpcillations of the anomalous (superconducting)
part of the Green'’s function induced in the ferromagnet leyghoximity effect from thes-wave superconduc-
tor, are damped out due to the presence of spin-flip proce&sesconsequence, spin-flip scattering may under
certain conditions actually enhance the local density atiestdue to the oscillatory behaviour of the latter in
ferromagnet/superconductor structures. We also comgthat the damping could be manifested in the be-
haviour of the critical temperaturd) of the s-wave superconductor in contact with the ferromagnet. More
specifically, we argue that the non-monotonic decreasg. af ferromagnet-wave superconductor junctions
without magnetic impurities is altered to a monotonic, msaillatory decrease when the conditibn- 1672h>
is fulfilled, wherers; is the spin-flip relaxation time anfdis the exchange field.

PACS numbers: 74.20.Rp, 74.50.+r, 74.70.Kn

I. INTRODUCTION ment between theory and experiment. A particularly inter-
esting feature in such hybrid structures is the generatfon o
a spin-triplet superconducting component in the ferroneagn
which survives even in the dirty limit due to a special symme-
try property which was first suggested by Berezinekal. 17,

and later predicted to occur in F/S junctions®? Bergeret

Proximity structures consisting of ferromagnetic and supe
conducting materials offer a synthesis between two impoérta
physical phenomena that may hold the potential for future ap

lications in nanotechnology: spin-polarization and igigs = ; ; : .
b dy: spin-p o et al. This issue has been the subject of intense investiga-

tionless flow of a current. Ferromagnetism is antagonistic t during th decad for i Rifs. 1.2 and
conventional superconductors, since the exchange field acions during the past decade (see for instance Rfs. 1,2 an

as a depairing agent for spin-singlet Cooper pairs. Howevefeferences therein). In particular, the role of tripletrjpey in
the proximity effect does not merely suppress the spinksing superconductor/ha!f-metal/sztiggrzgonductor structuees r‘e-_
superconducting order parameter, but may also induce lon eived muc;h attention latel§21.22.27 much dL.Je o the egxgen-
ranged spin-triplet correlations under certain circumste. ental verification of a Josephson currentin such a sétup
Much effort has been invested over the last decade to un- With regard to F/S junctions, two recent publications have
veil various physical phenomena that occur in ferromag-adressed some aspects of how spin-flip processes affect the
net/superconductor (F/S) heterostructéremong the high- ~ critical temperatur® and the density of stat&s Here, we
lights of such phenomena, it is natural to mentionthstate ~ Will consider two different geometries to study the impact
that is realized in S/F/S structures, which has been studied of spin-flip scattering and non-ideal interfaces in hetetws
tensively both theoreticafy:®> and experimentalf/. In this  tures involving ferromagnets and superconductors. The ge-
state, the superconducting order parameters differ inisign ometry of the systems we study are given in Fig. 1 In the
contrast to the usudl-state in S/N/S structure. The transi- top figure, we consider a dirty ferromagnet of widtlsand-
tion from a0- to w-state may be controlled by the width of wiched between a ferromagnetic and superconducting reser-
the ferromagnet separating the superconductors, thus offevoir, where the Green'’s functions are assumed to be in their
ing a way of manipulating the Josephson supercurrent thdaulk form. In the bottom figure, the ferromagnetic reseriir
occurs in such systems. Another way of obtainingr-a replaced with vacuum, effectively leading to a F/S junction
state makes use of misaligned exchange fields in S/F het- |n this paper, we study the influence of magnetic impu-
erostructures. This opportunity arises in a variety of sysrities and non-ideal interfaces on the spatial- and energy-
tems, ranging from superconductors with spiral magnetigiependence of the anomalous (superconducting) part of the
ordeP 919 thin S/F bilayer§h!%13.1% and so-called ferromag- quasiclassical Green’s functions induced in the ferroreaign
netic superconductct&®where ferromagnetic and supercon- py the proximity effect from the-wave superconductor. In
ducting order seem to coexist uniformly. The latter is mostparticular, we investigate how this is manifested in thealoc
often interpreted as evidence for triplet pairing in theesup  density of states (LDOS). We present analytical results tha
conducting sector. may elucidate features obtained numerically in Ref. 26. In
Although various theoretical idealizations allow for a-rel agreement with Ref. 25, we find that spin-flip processes al-
atively simple approach to F/S heterostructures in the quaers the decay and oscillation length of the anomalous Green
siclassical framework, the presence of factors such as noffiunction in the ferromagnet. Our main result is that under
ideal interfaces and both magnetic and non-magnetic impuricertain conditions, the usual oscillations of the Greeurscf
ties should be taken into account to obtain more preciseagretion in F/S junctions without magnetic impurities vanishreo
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pletely when the conditioh > 167242 is fulfilled, wherers Il. THEORETICAL FORMULATION
is the spin-flip relaxation time an# is the exchange field.
DefiningT" = 1/7¢, an equivalent statement is to say that A. Quasiclassical theory

the oscillations vanish when the energy associated witlt spi

flip scattering exceeds a critical vallig = 4h. As a direct The central quantity in the quasiclassical theory of

consequence, the spin-flip scattering may actually enftarce superconductivity is the quasiclassical Green’s function

LDOS due to the oscillations of the anomalous Green’s func-g(pF’ R:e,t), which depends on the momentum at Fermi

tion !n the ferromagnet. A detailed s_tudy is _performed con vel pr, the spatial coordinat®, energy measured from the
cerning how the length scales associated with the decay a emical potentiak, and timet. A considerable literature

the oscillations of the Green'’s function are affected by mag covers the Keldysh formalism and non-equilibrium Green’s
netic impurities. This is important in the context of under-¢ - i0,2930.31.32 Here we only briefly sketch the theoreti-
standing the behaviour of for instance the Josephson durref, oiructure. for the sake of readability and for estabiigh

in S/F/S structures, since spin-flip scattering will alwéges notation. Th’e quasiclassical Green’s functigitpr, R: <, )

present to some d_egree in real Samp'es- Including _suchsaffeqs obtained from the Gor’kov Green’s functio6§p, R; <, t)
will pre;umably .y|eld a more satisfactory quantitativeesgr by integrating out the dependence on kinetic energy, asgumi
ment with experimental data. that( is strongly peaked at Fermi level,

der Rzt = - [dg G Rz, (@

Ferromagnetic reservoir Superconducting reservoir
This above is typically applicable to superconducting sys-
tems where the characteristic length scale of the perturba-
gr g gs tions present, such as mean-free path and magnetic colerenc
length, is much smaller than the Fermi wavelength. Also,
the corresponding characteristic energies of such phemame
must be much smaller than the Fermi energy The quasi-
Vacerm Superconducting reservoir classical Green’s functions may be divided into an advanced

. ' (A), retarded (R), and Keldysh (K) component, each of which

Dirty ferromagnet

z=0 x=d

Dirty ferromagnet

P has & x 4 matrix structure in the combined particle-hole and
v g gs spin space. One has that

TR
r=0 z=d g= (go gA) ) 2

FIG. 1: (Color online) The figure shows geometries that wélidon- ]
sidered in this paper. In the top figure, we consider a F/FiStjon where the elements gipr, R; ¢, t) read

consisting of a dirty ferromagnet sandwiched between affieag- RA RA KoK
netic and superconducting reservoir where the Green'sifimgare ~R,A g i ' K _ |9 i 3
g _}R,A —QR'A 9 = }.K QK . ( )

described by their bulk values. In the bottom figure, we abersa
F/S junction consisting of a dirty ferromagnet connected super-

conducting reservor. The quantitiey and f are2 x 2 spin matrices, with the struc-

ture

g= <9TT gm) _ 4)

We organize this paper as follows. In Sécl II, we estab- - git g4

lish the theoretical framework we will use to treat the F/S hy pye to internal symmetry relations between these Green’s

brid structure. Namely, we employ the Keldysh formalismfnctions, all of these quantities are not independent.ain p
in the quasiclassical approximation to study the Usadehequ ticular, the tilde-operation is defined as

tion with appropriate boundary conditions at the interfada

Sec. [TIl, we present our results for the spatial- and energy- f:(vaR;g’t) = f(-pr, R; —¢,1)". (5)
dependence of the anomalous Green’s function in the dirty

ferromagnet, as well as results for the local density oestat The quasiclassical Green’s functigf(pr, R; ¢, t) may be de-
both without (for reference) and with spin-flip scatterivje  termined by solving the Eilenbergéequation

also discuss how the decay length and oscillation lengtikesca A

of the Green'’s function are affected by the spin-flip scatter [eps — 2, dle +1veV G =0, (6)
providing transparent analytical results. In Sed. IV @nav¢, .

discuss and summarize the main results of the paper. We willhere>: contains the self-energies in the system such as im-
use boldface notation for 3-vectors, for 8 x 8 matrices, . purity scattering, superconducting order parameter, and e
for 4 x 4 matrices, and.. for 2 x 2 matrices. change fields. The star-produgt is noncommutative and
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is defined in AppendiXA. When there is no explicit time-  The third property determines to what degree the interface
dependence in the problem, the star-product reduces taahormdiscriminates between incoming quasiparticles with déffe
multiplication. This is the case we will consider throughou spins. Zaitse? derived boundary conditions for a clean N/S
the paper. The operatighj inside the commutator should be interface, while Kuprianov and Lukichev (K&) worked out
understooghzg = diag{ s, p3}¢g. Pauli-matrices in particle- simplified boundary conditions in the dirty limit, valid for

holexspin (Nambu) space are denoted @s while Pauli-  atomically sharp interfaces in the tunneling regime witbwa |
matrices in spin-space are written as The Green'’s func- barrier transparency. Although the KL boundary conditions
tions also satisfy the normalization condition are strictly speaking not valid for high transparency of the

26— 1 7 barrier, they may be used for qualitative predictions int tha
g0g=1 (7 regime under certain conditic®s The most compact way

The self-energies entering Ed.] (6) must be solved in a selfof writing the boundary conditions for the Green’s funcgon

consistent manner. For instance, a weak-couplimgave su-  for arbitrary interfaces was introduced by Naz&fvin all

perconducting order parameter is obtained by the preceding references, a non-magnetic (spin-inadtive)
\ e terface was assumed. The generalized boundary conditions
AR;t) = -2 d€<fﬁ(pF,R;€,t)>pF, (8) for magnetically active interfaces have also been de?‘R/eq
4 ) Let us make a final remark concerning the treatment of in-

terfaces in the quasiclassical theory of supercondugtiVie
previously stated that the present theory is valid as long as

be understood as an angular averaging over the Fermi surfacgaracteristic energies of various self-energies andifieat

Oncei(pr, R; <, ¢) has been determined, physical quantitiestonS in the system are much smaller than the Fermi energy.
of interest may be calculated, such as the electrical curren At first glancg, this might seem 1o be inreconcilable with the
presence of interfaces, which represent strong pertanimati

. Neevr A K varying on atomic length scales, clearly in stark contréalic
R;t) = deTr 5 9 . o ' )
J(R:1) 4 / ETr{(Pserg”)pe ©) to the regime of validity of quasiclassical theory. However

: : ; .this problem may be overcome by including the interfaces as
here Ng is the density of states (DOS tF o : )
where Ve is the density of states ( ) per spin a ermlboundary conditions for the Green'’s functions rather thian d

level. Eg. [9) also includes the contribution to chargegran tv in the Eilenb "
port for holes, thus including processes such as Andreev rd€Ctly In e Ellenberger equation.

flection. In the special case of an equilibrium situationeon  The KL boundary conditions may be applied for a dirty

may express the Keldysh component in terms of the retardeghnction in the tunneling limit when the transparency of the

and advanced Green's function by means of the relation jnterface is low, in correspondance with our assumption of a
3 = (§R — §P) tanh(Be/2), (10) weak proximity effect. For the retarded part of the Green’s

B function, they read
where3 = T~ is inverse temperature. In nonequilibrium sit-

uations, one must derive kinetic equations for nonequithri
distribution functions in order to specify the Keldysh gért

wherew is the cut-off energy, which may be eliminated in
favor of the transition temperature. The notatipn.) is to

The above equations suffice to completely describe for in- 2d7(gaﬂ”§)‘w:0 =—[9:9rw) L:o’
stance a single superconducting structure, but must béesupp FU T
mented with boundary conditions when treating heterostruc 2d7(gazg)‘z:d = [9,9] ’m:d’ (11)

tures such as F/S junctions. These boundary conditions take

different forms depending on the physical properties ofithe

terface, and we proceed to describe possible scenarioisin thwhere F (V) corresponds to the F/F/S (F/S) case of Eig. 1.
respect. Transport across interfaces in heterostructnags The parametety models the interfacial transmission proper-
in general be characterized according to three particutgrp ties, and is given byy = R;/Rr whereR) is the interface
erties: i) the transmission of the interface) the resistivity  resistance per unit area, whilg is the equivalent in the dirty

of the compounds separated by the interface,iahd/hether  ferromagnet. In this worky holds the status of a variational
the interface is spin-active or not. Let us clarify the distion ~ parameter. A low transparency of the interface amountsgo th
between the two first properties. The transmission of the baregime~ >> 1. As previously mentioned, qualitative predic-
rier (assuming for simplicity a single open transport-aieh  tions may still be obtained using the linearized Usadel equa
determines whether one is dealing with a point-contactmor tu tions fory ~ 1, and even the quantative aspects of the exact
neling contact, which differ in terms of the likelihood ofet  numerical solution may in some cases be very well modelled
tron transport to occur across the interface. In the Blonderby this approximatiof?. Under the assumption of a weak
Tinkham-Klapwijk-languag®, the point-contact corresponds proximity effect, we will neglect the depletion of the super
to low values ofZ while the tunneling limit is obtained for conducting order parameter near the interface in order-to fa
high values ofZ. On the other hand, the resistivity of the cilitate the calculations and for the sake of obtaining wgtal
compounds separated by the interface is unrelated to the tra ical results. Moreover, we will use the bulk solution of the
missivity of the interface, and one may have for instanc@a tu Green’s function in the superconductor. This approxinmatio
neling contact with electrodes attached to it that haveeeith is valid when the superconducting region is much less disor-
large or small resistance. dered than the ferromagset
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B. Green's functions where 6 is obtained fromsg simply by lettingg — gR.
Omitting the superscript on the Green'’s function, we may ex-
We will consider the dirty limit of the Eilenberger equation pand it around the bulk solutiofy asg =~ go + f, where
Eq. (8), which leads to the Usadel equafbnThis will be  Jo = diag(1, —1) and
an appropriate starting point for diffusive systems whéee t

scattering time due to impurities satisfi&s < 1, whereX - ( 0 f(R; 5))

is the energy scale of any other self-energy in the problem. F —[f(R;—e)]* 0 ’

strong ferromagnets whefebecomes comparable tg, the _ fr1(R;e) f&(R; )+ (79)

stated inequality may strictly speaking not be valid f6r= f(R;e) = (f&(R; e) — (%) fu(R;e) ) (18)

h. Hence, we will restrict ourselves to the regime< k.

Below, we will mostly concern ourselves with the retardedOne may now multiply out the matrix equation EG.1(17), only
part of g(pr, R; ¢, t), since the advanced component may bekeeping the lowest order terms in the anomalous Green'’s func

found via the relation tions fos(R;e). For more compact notation, we define the
A R guantities
9" =—(psg"ps)" (12) _ _ o
Lo = fis(Rie), a8} =11 and fO = 1O i =st
The Keldysh component is calculated by means of Ed. (10) in ? ? ™
a situation of local thermal equilibrium. For a non-equitlion (19)

situation, the Keldysh componentis found by We will proceed to consider the two distinct cases illugtdat

in Fig. [1. The Green’s functions in the different reservoirs

i =" F - Fg, (13)  read
where F is a matrix distribution function to be determined . L io\ . Ic 17s
from kinetic equations, while Eq[(112) still holds. Ed.}(13) gv =0, gr = (0 1) » s = (1725 _1C> - (20)
follows from the normalization condition of the Green’s fun
tion, and the distribution function may be chosen as diagonayhere we have defined = coshd), s = sinh(¥) with
without any loss of generality. In general, we may write ¥ = atantf|A| /). Note that we have set the superconducting
A . phase equal to zero, thus considering a gauge where the gap is
F =Fl+ Fips, (14)  apurely real quantity.
where comparison with EJ_(IL0) shows that in a thermal equi-
librium one hasF; = tanh(8e/2), F; = 0. C. Odd-frequency pairing
By isotropizing the Green’s function due to the assumed
frequentimpurity scattering, it is rendered independénmiz0 Before moving on to the graphical presentation of our re-
This isotropic (in momentum space) Green's function sasfi gyts, let us comment on the presence of $he= 0 triplet
the Usadel equation in the ferromagnet: component of the anomalous Green’s function in the ferro-
. magnet. It is well-known that even in the absence of spin-flip
DV (§Vg) +1leps + M — &, ] = 0. (15)  processeérst — o), the triplet component is generated in the

. ferromagnet due to the presence of the exchangefieldle
Above, the exchange enerdyis accounted for by the ma- || Jater investigate how the magnitude of this triplet coo

trix M = diag(h7s, h7s), assuming a magnetization in the nent s affected by including spin-flip processes. Alscs bf

z-direction, while the spin-flip self-energy reads interest to investigate the symmetry properties of thelsing
. and triplet component. Since we are considering the is@rop
6(R;e) = —— Z a:g(R;€)dy, (16)  part (with respect to momentum) of the Green’s function due
87st to the angular averaging in the dirty limit, one would nayel

expect that only the singlet component should be preseid. Th
wherers; is the spin-flip scattering time. We have defined thejs because the singlet anomalous Green’s function is ysuall
matricesd; = diag(r;, 7;7). The diffusion constant is given taken to be even under inversion of momentum, while the
by D = v#r/3. Although the Usadel equation in general re- triplet components are taken to be odd under inversion of mo-
quires a numerical solution, an analytical approachis m mentum. Recall that inversion of momentum amounts to an
able under certain conditions. In the case of a weak proximit exchange of spatial coordinates for the field operatorsegin
effect, one may effectively linearize Eq._{15). This is aidal isthe Fourier transform of the relative coordinate r; — rs.
treatment for low transparency interfaces or clos@€'to In  However, another possibility exists that permits for thespr
this case, Eq.[(15) is expanded around the bulk solution. Tence of triplet correlations in the ferromagnet, namelyga si
be definite, let us consider the retarded part of Egl. (15) vhic shift under inversion of energy. This type of pairing hasrbee
has the same form, namely dubbedodd-frequency pairing in the literature, interpreting

energy as a real frequency. Recall that inversion of energy

DV (GRVGR) +1[ets + M — 64, §8] = 0, (17) s equivalent to an exchange of time coordinates for the field



operators, since is the Fourier transform of the relative time . RESULTS
coordinate = ¢; — to. For a detailed discussion of even- and

odd-frequency pairing, the reader may consult Appedlix B.  \ve now provide the main results of this paper, namely a

Let us in passing ShOW that the Singlet Component is eveﬁtudy Of hOW the trlp|et Correlations and LDOS are af‘feCted
in frequency, while the triplet component is odd in frequenc by spin-flip scattering in a F/S and F/F/S junction. When in-
by using the definition in Eq[{B16). To do this, we must first cluding scattering upon magnetic impurities in the santpte,
find the advanced Green’s functigft by exploiting Eq.[(I2). (5 yields the differential equations
Direct matrix multiplication leads to

DOR(fi+ o + 2(e £ W) i+ ) = 5= (i 39) = 0.

—1 _fR 1
A 0 _01 _fRO_E) f2(=¢) Daifa + (21 — ?f)fa =0. (23)
A R _
R 0 0 1 Note that we have here assumed an isotropic spin-flip disor-

der, in contrast to the uniaxial disorder considered in F2&s
27.28. We comment more on this in Sécl IV. Spin-flip pro-
From this, one infers thaf?(c) = fR(—e¢) (even-frequency cesses in combination with a spatially homogeneous exehang
pairing) and fA(s) = —fR(—¢) (odd-frequency pairing). field do notlead to equal-spin correlations in the ferronegn
We have included this short paragraph on even- and odcdlthough the inclusion of a spin-active barrier will gertera
frequency pairing to emphasize that although even-fregquen these componer#&. Therefore, for the present case of a
triplet correlations are destroyed in the dirty limit due to NOn-magnetic interface, we have thiat= 0. For theS, = 0

the isotropization stemming from impurity scattering, edd Uiplet and singlet Green’s functions, the general sofuti
frequency triplet correlations may persist since these ato n Ed. (23) reads

vanish under angular averaging. Also, it is important toarnd

stand that the triplet pairing we are discussing in the priese Jr=c1e7 1" + coe? " + gt + cqem I,

paper is then quite different from the triplet pairing in fof I O T T o ed-7

stance SfRuQy. In the latter case, the triplet pairing is odd fs 473fh( = 2

in momentum and therefore even in frequefcs a conse- + c3hi_ e 4 cqrpe 977, (24)

guence, superconductivity is highly sensitive to impusitgt-
tering in SERUO; and only observed in very clean samples. \where we have defined

In the problem under consideration, the two important en-

. 1/2
ergies are the exchange enefgand the BCS gapA|. As- g+ = [ - (4175,:5 —244/1— 16752fh2)/(2DTsf)} ,
sociated with these energies are two typical length scties:
correlation length in the ferromagngt = /D/h and the ke =1£4/1— 16722 (25)

superconducting coherence length= /D/(27Tt), where

the critical temperature in a weak-coupling supercondusto The coefficients{c;} will be determined from the boundary
given by |A| ~ 1.7617;. One may think of¢r is the pene- conditions of the F/S and F/F/S junctions. These are given by
tration depth of the superconducting condensate into ttte di Eq. (11), which may be written in terms of tife functions.
ferromagnet. In an experimental situation, one usually hagor the F/S junction, we have

h > |A| even for relatively weak ferromagnets, such that

& < &s. For the quasiclassical treatment to be valid, one i): O, o —0

must then havéA| < h < eg. For a Fermi energy of 1 eV, Sl PR

it would then be reasonable to considen the neighborhood i): d'Yazf:t‘ — 45— Cf:l:’ . (26)
of 30 meV andA| around 1 meV. The effect dd andd may z=d z=d

be accounted for in the single parameter= D/d?, named
the Thouless energy. This is the relevant energy scale éor t
proximity effect in the case of highly transparent integfs.c
In the following, we will unless specifically stated othesei
fix h/|A| = 30 to operate within the allowed boundaries of i): dwamfi‘ =fx
our approximations. Since one is often interested in imvest v=0
gating how various physical properties behave as a funofion e that it is implicit here thaf,. —
the thicknesgl of the ferromagnetic layer, it is useful to note
that ford/¢s = x, one finds

In the F/F/S case, the conditidi) is still valid while i) must
hbe replaced with

(27)

m:O.

fR. The resulting ana-
lytical expressions ofc; } read as follows:

—2s(1+X_/X,)
Cq4 = )
27/ A Y. Y, X_/X,
= 176(E2 : (22) Cy = RC4, C1 = LQCQ + LgCg + L4C4. (28)

cs = (25 —edYy)/ X5,

ET



For convenience, we have defined the following quantities: the LDOS, spin-flip scattering would simply cause a redurctio
of the correctiord V. Thus, the role of spin-flip scattering in

Ar =1+ /(4rsth), BL =1+ 164 /(47sth), a F/S junction is more subtle than in a N/S junction where it

Bi(¢+4q-) U+ qs simply amounts to a suppression of the LDOS.
T Alar —0) BT o It might seem counter-intuitive that increasing spin-flip
B+(q+ ¥) “ =Y scattering should increase the correction to the LDOS gsinc
Ly= +( — q‘), ) ¢7 (29) the anomalous Green’s functions should be suppressed for
Ay (g4 — 1) q-+9 largeI’. We suggest the following resolvement of this phe-
in addition to nomena. Itis clear that the LDOS displays an oscillatory be-

haviour due to the presence of an exchange field, both with
and without the spin-flip scattering. However, in the presen
of spin-flip processes, the period of these oscillationsag-m
ified. From Fig.[2, it is seen that the peak of the correction
to 6V is suppressed with increasitig But even though this
peak becomes smaller, the different periods of oscillagibn

In the F/S caseyy = 0, while ¢y = (—vd)~! in the F/F/S lows|dN(T'1)| to outgrow|d N (I'2)| at certain distances from
case. The knowledge of these coefficients completely detethe interface, even fof'y > I's. This is a subtle feature
mines the spatial- and energy-dependence of the anomalousique for F/S interfaces in the presence of spin-flip preess
Green'’s functions everywhere in the dirty ferromagnet. Whe as compared to N/S junctions.

X1 = As[e®%(2c+ 2vdgy) + e L3 (2¢ — 2vdqy )],
Yi = Bi[e®YR(2¢ + 2vdq_) + e~ %(2¢ — 2vdq_))
+ Are 4Ly + LoR)(2¢ — 2vdq, ). (30)

applying the limitrss — oo, by making use of

Ai — 26i7+, Bi — 25i,_, q+ — iki, (31)
one regains well-known results for the scenario withoutspi
flip scattering. Also, it is worth noting that the triplet cem
ponent vanishes fat = 0, even in the presence of spin-flip
scattering. Having calculated the Green'’s functions, wg ma
now study the effect of spin-flip scattering on the LDOS. The
spin-resolved LDOS is given by

NU(R; 5) - NF,aRe{ (1 + [ft(e) + O'fS(E)]

1/2
x [fi(—¢) — crfs(—s)]*) } o=t 1= +1.
(32)

Above, N, is the DOS at Fermi level for spin species
(Ne = >, Nr,). The deviatioy N from the bulk DOS in-
side the dirty ferromagnet may be defined as

SN = [Ns(R;e) — Neo|/Neo. (33)

We also define the normalized LDOS a®& =

> o No(R;€)/(2Nks), such that in the absence of a
proximity effect, N = 1. The oscillations of the LDOS in
a F/S junction was first reported by Buzéiinand lead to

observable effects such as the nonmonotonic dependence\%

the critical temperature on the lengtlof a F/S bilayef® and
the r-phase structures that occur in F/S hybrid sysfems
Consider first Fig.[12 for a plot of the correctidiV to
the LDOS as a function of position in the dirty ferromagnet.
Although the maximum amplitude @tV is suppressed with
increasing spin-flip scatterin = 1/7s, an interesting fea-
ture is that the magnitude of the correctidofi{|) is in some
regions actually enhanced due to spin-flip scattering. Thi

12X10 T T T T
I PRGN
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% 4 " W
F/S

e/|Al =0.1

ce-—c/|Al =09

0.7 0.8 0.9
x/d

FIG. 2: (Color online) Spatial variation of the deviatiorofin the
LDOS (9 N) for a F/S junction in the presence of spin-flip scattering.

We have chosesar/|A| = 1 andy = 5. The qualitative features are

the same for the F/F/S junctions for this particular set oapeters.
It is seen that for a given energy, increasing spin-flip scety" =

1/7« will increase the oscillation length and reduce the amgétaf
the Green’s function.

It is interesting to investigate the role of spin-flip scattg
h regard to the decay and oscillating lengths furtheryVe
recently, some aspects of this topic were adressed in_Ref. 51

We here examine in detail some features that occur when spin-

flip scattering is included in a F/S junction, among them the

vanishing of the characteristic oscillations of the anomalous

Green’s functionf in a certain parameter regime. Consider
first the case without spin-flip scattering, effectivelytileg

Ist — 00 From our previous equations, it is clear that if we
write

seems to be a result of the oscillatory behaviour of the LDOS.

In a N/S junction, where there is no oscillatory behaviour of

ky =+/21(e £ h)/D = ki 1+ +1ka 1,

(34)
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then the real quantitigs, + andk, 4 correspond to the oscil-
lating part and decaying part gf_, respectively. We ignore
the e-term since we consider the reginhe>> ¢, and write

correspond to a quite typical F/S junction. We BtA | = 30
andT'/|A| = 0.3. We use the analytical results for the F/S
case, since the difference from a F/F/S junction is smalén t
|k1,+| = 1/oso |k2,+| = 1/&dec One readily obtains low transparency regime. As seen in Hi@j. 4, the LDOS peaks
atx = d with an amplitude that increases with energy. This
Edec = Losc = &F- (35) peak vanishes upon increasing the spin-flip scatteringypara
In other words, we recover the well-known fact that the os-8t€'L, corresponding to the effect we predict - namely that the
cillating and decaying length scales of the supercondgctinOSC',”_at'c’nS seen in the ]_DQS ofa F{S junction vanish above
condensate in the absence of spin-flip scattering are 2quaf critical value of the spin-flip scattering energy.
Consider now a finite value of;, where we obtain

2
9+ =

[ 1627 IV. DISCUSSION

2DT5f

(36)

In F/S junctions without magnetic impurities, it is well-
We have neglected the energy term, assunaing < 1. In known that the critical temperature of the superconductor
this case, writing/+ = q1 + +1g2 + means thag; 1 andgs + exhibits a non-monotonic dependence on the thickness of
are associated with the decay and oscillating length, respethe ferromagnet layed (for an extensive treatment of this
tively. We may now distinguish between two cases. If thetopic, see the review by Buzdin. The physical reason
inequality for the damped, oscillatory behaviour @f. in such sys-
tems is not completely understood. It seems reasonable
to attribute this characteristic feature to the oscillatbe-
haviour of the Green’s functions in the ferromagnet, since
this non-monotonic behaviour &, is not observed in N/S
junction$35% However, the transparency of the barrier may
also play a key role in the manifestion of oscillationsTip
%s argued in for instance Ref.[55. In another experiment, a
purely monotonic decay df, as a function ofl was observed

oscillations to disappear. If the spin-flip energy beconezy v in a Pb/Ni JunCt'Oﬁ.G'. E\{en though_the physical picture is
large, then the oscillations would vanish even for moderatémtju"y .re.solved, 'F is highly pIausang that the osqlt&ts
exchange fields. This prediction should have easily obseng! f are intimately linked to the behaviour @t'. In .th's pa-
able experimental consequences, manifested for instance Per» We have shown that the presence of spin-flip scattering
the behaviour of the critical temperature as a functionoéju  May significantly change the qualitative behaviouon the

tion widthd, given that the required parameter regime may bd€rromagnet. Specifically, the oscillations vanish at fiaai
experimentally realized. We comment further on this lager i ValueI'c = 4h. Under the assumption that the characteris-

1> 1672h? (37)

is satisfied, themy. is purely real. In this case, there ave
oscillations of the anomalous Green’s function in the ferro-
magnet. Since we assumed tha; < 1, this means that the
exchange field should be sufficiently weak for the vanishin
of oscillations to take place. For instance, given a spm-fli
energy ofl’/|A| = 20 one would need:/|A| < 5 for the

this paper.

In the case wheré < 1672h?, ¢+ is no longer purely real,
and oscillations are again presentfin. It is instructive to
consider a plot of,sc andégec as a function of spin-flip scat-

tic behaviour off strongly influences the fashion in whi@h
decays, it is then clear that one should observe a transition
from a non-monotonic (damped, oscillating) to a pure mono-
tonic (damped) decay @f. upon increasing the concentration

tering to see how the oscillation and decay length are aftect of magnetic impurities in a sample. Our finding offers a new,
by these processes. This is done in Hiyy. 3, where the divepossible explanation for the experiments where a monotonic
gence of the oscillation length is clearly seen at the aitic decay of7. was observed, namely that the concentration of
valuel', = 4h. Note that ad — 0, £osc andgec become — Magnetic impurities was such that the critical valtiewas
equal, as previously stated. When Hg](37) is satisfied,ehe d €xceeded.
cay length is different for the up- and down-spins. This may In this paper, we have assumed an isotropic spin-flip disor-
be seen by introducin@ic = 1/q+ as defined by Eq.[(36). der, in contrast to the uniaxial magnetic disorder consider
Our results fol® < T, are consistent with Ref. 25, who re- in Refs.25,27,28. This leads to somewhat different eqoatio
ported that increased spin-flip scattering should incréfase for the proximity-induced anomalous Green'’s function ia th
oscillation length and reduce the decay length. Let us conferromagnet. Since we have considered a strongly uniaxial
sider how this effect is manifested in the LDOS, a directlyexchange field, it is implicitly assumed that the presence of
measurable experimental quantity. In Fjg. 3(b), we plot thespin-flip scattering in the plane perpendicular to the erglea
spatial correction to the LDOS fdr/|A| = 5 for several val- ~ field still allows for the uniaxial field to be accomodated. In
ues of the spin-flip energy. As seen, the oscillations vanisithe case of strong uniaxial anisotropy, the first of the Usade
asT increases, and are completely absent when Eg. (37) igquations Eq[(23) is replaced¥By
satisfied. The effect we predict should thus be measurable 1
via scanning-tunneling microscopy (STM) measurements, by DO2(fi % fs) +21(e £ h)(fi £ fs) — =—
probing the LDOS. 27st
We next consider a surface plot of the correction to theNote how the factoB in the last term in Eq. [(23) now is
LDOS in the(z,¢)-plane for a set of parameters that shouldreplaced by unity. Following the same line of reasoning that

(fr£fs) = 0. (38)
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led to Eq. [36), we now obtain The main result of this paper is that we show analytically
how the well-known oscillations of the anomalous Green’s
1 F dirh function induced in the ferromagnet by the superconduator i

9= =\ "opr, (39)  F/S structures without magnetic impurities vanish conayet

above a critical value for the energy associated with siyin-fl
This quantity is always complex, and hence we always opsScatteringI". More precisely, we find that the oscillations are

tain (damped) oscillations and never a complete supressigiPSent when the conditidn. > 4 is fulfilled, wherer is the

of the oscillations. Thus, the model with isotropic scamgr ~©*change field. We have argued that this might be experimen-
and strongly uniaxially anisotropic scattering are qasilely tally observab_le t_hrough a transition from a non-monotonic
different. The model with isotropic scattering EQ.](23) ¥s e (damPG?d’ oscillating) to a monotonic (damped) d_ecrease of
pected to be most relevant for a weak exchange field, whild€ critical temperature of the junction as a function of the

the model Eq.[{d0) is expected to be most relevant for strong:'Ck.ne"“"S of the ferromagnet layer. As another consequence
uniaxial anisotrop$®. Clearly, it would also be interesting to W€ find that increasing spin-flip scattering may actually en-

investigate a model which interpolates between these two li hance the local density of states (LDOS) under certain condi

its, in order to investigate at what maximum anisotropy i th tions. This is a quite subtle effect that might seem counter-

scattering a complete suppression of oscillations canroccuNtuitive at first glance. However, it may be understood by
One may consider this situation crudely by the following Us- f¢a"2'”9 that the ar_10ma|ous Green's functions dlsplaysacn 0
adel equation cillatory behaviour in the presence of an exchange field. The

period of these oscillations is modified in the presence iofsp
) 1 flip scattering. This means that although the amplitude ef th
DO, (fi£ fs) +21(e £ h)(fr+ fs) — ?sf(ftiﬂfs) =0 (40)  oscillations decreases for increasing spin-flip scattgrihe
correction to the LDOS may in certain spatial intervals ac-
where we have introduced the parametdo account for the tually be greater for large spin-flip scattering than for wea
unixial (3 = 1) and the isotropic{ = 3) case. Again, fol- spin-flip scattering. This finding may be of importance in or-
lowing the line of reasoning that led to EQ.136), we now find der to correctly interpret LDOS-spectra as obtained feogn
scanning tunneling microscopy measurements.

- ~ 1672
i:\/um)/zw(zﬂl) TRy
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In recent publicatior®:%8 Crouzyet al. considered the in-
teresting problem of a Josephson current in a S/F/F'/S struc
ture with non-collinear magnetizations in the ferromagnet APPENDIX A: DEFINING THE STAR-PRODUCT
regions. It was shown that the misorientation angle between
the ferromagnetic layers could be used to progressivefy shiwe here define the star-product which enters the Eilenberger
the junction between@ andr-state. In deriving their results, equation Eq.[{6). For any two functioasand B, we have
effects such as spin-flip scattering and non-ideal intedac
were omitted for simplicity. Our analytical results accbun A® B = (97495 _65A6TB)/2AB’ (A1)
for both of these effects, and may thus be useful to obtain a
quantitatively better agreement for the Josephson effébt w where the differentiation operators denote derivatior wet-
experimental data by including these phenomena in S/F/F’/Spect to the variable® and < in the mixed representation.
structures. Work in this direction is now in progress Note that if there is no explicit time-dependence in the prob

lem, the star-product reduces to regular multiplication.

V. SUMMARY
APPENDIX B: EVEN- AND ODD-FREQUENCY PAIRING
In conclusion, we have investigated the role of spin-
flip scattering and non-ideal interfaces in dirty ferromag-Consider the anomalous Green’s function with time-ordgrin
net/superconductor (F/S) junctions. Our analytical fssul operatorT,
may serve as a basis for calculating other physical questiti
of interest in F/S multilayers, such as the Josephson durren  f,5(r1,ro;t1,t2) = =17 {(¥a(r1;t1)a(ra;te))}, (B1)
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which in the mixed representation may be written as with 7 as a complex time3 as inverse temperature, and fre-
quencies,, = (2n+1)xr /4. Inthis technique, one may apply
fap(ry,raits, t2) = fap(R,r; T, t). (B2)  the same procedure as for the real-time Green’s functioths an
The Pauli-principle introduces restrictions on this ctatien arrive at
H H _ — !
function for equal timeg, = t, = ¢/, namely Z[fi”ﬁ(p; 1) + fgﬂa(—p;lwn)] —0, (B10)
faﬁ(rl,rg;t’) = —fﬁa(rg,rl;t’). (B3) n

This follows directly from the anticommutation relationrfo which also leads to the requirement that

the field operators in Eq[(B1), and reflects the fact that the M (.. M B11
fermionic two-particle anomalous Green’s function must be fap(piiwn) fha(—P; —1wy). (B11)

antisymmetric under exchange of particle coordinates. AsThe real-time retarded and advanced Green’s functions may

sume now fOI‘ ease of notation that there is no eXp|ICIt timebe obtained from the Matsubara Green'’s function by ana'yti_
dependence in the problem and that the system is homogga| continuation as follow&s — 0)

neous, which allows us to discard the dependence on the

center-of-mass coordinat®sandT'. The following argumen- lim  fM(piwy) = fR<A)(p.5). (B12)
. . . . . R e . o —sed18 af\Fs Hn af ’

tation is valid even if this simplification may not be perfad) n €

and the equations then hold for each set of paiRsT’). By

a Fourier-transform, we now obtain

From Eq. [(BY), one infers that a triplet correlation may be

fap(p;t) = /dre_‘p”faﬁ (r;t). (B4)  TABLE I: Symmetry classifications of the anomalous Greeniscf
tion that are compatible with the Pauli-principle. The "eVand
The Pauli-imitation Eq. [BB) then readg.s(p;0) = "odd” terminology in the notation here points to the symmetnder

a sign shift in energy, while "singlet” and "triplet” denat¢he sym-

.fﬁa.(_p;o)’ since equa! times _glve = 0. This seems _to metry under exchange of spins. With these two propertiesiivdh
indicate that the Green’s function must be odd under invery,q symmetry classification of momentum is given from theuieg

sion of momentum or exchange of spin coordinates. HOWment that the entire function must be antisymmetric.
ever, another possibility exists, as may be seen by Fourier-
transforming

Spin  Momentum  Energy Notation

o) = [ dtert ). B5 Odd Even Even Even singlet

fas(pic) / fas(P3?) (B5) Even Odd Even Even triplet

In terms of the momentum- and energy-dependent Green’s Even Even Odd Odd triplet

functions, the Pauli-principle now dictates that Odd Odd Odd Odd singlet
/dgfaﬁ(p;g) = —/dgf,@a(—p’ £). (B6)  even under momentum inversidnit is odd under energy in-

version. This scenario has been dubbdd-frequency pairing
This gives us two possibilities that are still perfectly com in the literature. The Pauli-principle can also be expre$se

patible with the equal-time restriction: eithgks(p;c) = the retarded and advanced anomalous Green’s functions by
— fa(=Di€) OF fag(Pie) = —fsa(—p;—¢). Thisis sum-  Using Eq.[(BIL). To see this, we perform an analytical centin
marized in the equation uation on the right hand side of EQ. (B11), yielding

fap(P;€) = — fpa(—P; —6), (B7) o im fa(piwn) = fag(pie +16)
which contains all possible symmetry classifications fa th = Sﬁ(p; €), (B13)

Green’s functions that are compatible with the Pauli-gglec _ _ _
These are listed in Tahl I. Let us also make contact with thavhile the same operation on the left-hand side produces
Matsubara formalism, where the anomalous Green’s function

is defined as lwn1L12+16[—fg”a(—p; —1w,)] = — M (p; —¢ — 1)
_ _ A .
fol\z/lﬁ(rlvrQ;TlvTQ) = _T{<1/Jot(rl;7—1)1/]6(1‘2;7—2»}1 (88) - _fﬁoc(_pv _5)' (814)
and after a Fourier-transformation to the mixed represiemta Equating the two sides, we finally arrive at
satisfies R A
M . _ 1w, T £M .
fap(Piwwn) = /0 dre™ " fas (P 7). Actually, this information is embedded already in the defini

1 tions of the retarded and advanced Green'’s functions, and Eq
Moo 7) = 3 Z e T N (P iwn), (B9)  (BIB) may be verified by direct Fourier-transformation with
n out going via Eq.[(B111). It is also worth underscoring that th
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Matsubara technique is only valid for equilibrium situatso
while the Keldysh formalism and the corresponding Green’s
functions is viable also for non-equilibrium situationsher
distinction between odd- and even-frequency correlations
the retarded and advanced Green’s functions is now as fol-
lows:

Odd-frequencyfs(p; ) = — fas(p; —¢),
Even—frequencyfsﬁ(p; €)= fﬁg(p; —e). (B16)
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(a) Plot of the characteristic decay and oscillation leagh ) of the anomalous
Green’s function in the presence of spin-flip scatterindkit|A| = 5.
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(b) Spatial variation of the deviation from the LDO&Y) for a F/S junction in
the presence of spin-flip scattering. We have chasefiA| = 1, v = 5, and

h/|A| = 10. The quasiparticle energy has been setAa\| = 0.5, but the
qualitative behaviour is identical for all < |A|.

FIG. 3: (Color online) As shown in (b), there are no oscidas

of the Green’s function in the ferromagnet in the parametege
I'/h > 4 (I' = 1/7s1). Inclusion of the energy contributianbrings
small corrections to this result, but as seen from the figneecbn-
dition Eq. [37) is a very good approximation. This behaviisuto

be contrasted with the usual oscillations in F/S junctiahslatained
without spin-flip scattering. Note that in (e8ssc formally diverges
nearl’ = I'. which separates the two parameter regimes where os-
cillations occur and where they do not occur.
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FIG. 4: (Color online) Correction to the LDOSY) for I'/h = 0.01

(' = 1/7s). Surface plot of the deviation from the LDOS in the
(z, e)-plane for a junction of widthl = 2¢s and with transparency
parametery = 5 and exchange field/|A| = 30. The most pro-
truding feature is the peak emerging in the LDOS right at tHe F
interface, followed by a dip-structure at low energies.
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